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A diabatic Quantum State G eneration and Statistical Zero
Know kdge

D orit A haronov Amnon Ta-Shma?Y

A bstract

The design of new quantum algorithm s has proven to be an extram ely
di cul task. This paper considers a di erent approach to the problem .
W e system atically study ‘quantum state generation’, nam ely, which super—
positions can be e ciently generated. W e rst show that all problm s In
Statistical Zero K now lkedge (SZK ), a class which contains m any languages
that are natural candidates for BQ P, can be reduced to an instance of quan-—
tum state generation. This was known before for graph isom orphism , but
we give a general recipe or allproblem s In SZK . W e dam onstrate the re-
duction from the problem to its quantum state generation version for three
exam ples: D iscrete log, quadratic residuosity and a gap version of closest
vector in a lattice.

W e then develop tools for quantum state generation. For this task, we
de ne the fram ework of 'adiabatic quantum state generation’ which uses
the language of ground states, spectral gaps and H am iltonians instead of
the standard unitary gate lJanguage. T his Janguage stem s from the recently
suggested adiabatic com putation m odel 20] and seem s to be egpecially tai-
lored forthe task ofquantum state generation. A fterde ning the paradigm ,
we provide two basic Jem m as for adiabatic quantum state generation:

The Sparse Ham iltonian lemm a, which gives a general technique for
In plem enting sparse Ham ittonians e ciently, and,

T he pgged adiabatic path Jlemm a, which gives conditions fora sequence
of Ham iltonians to allow e cient adiabatic state generation.

W e use our tools to prove that any quantum state which can be gen—
erated e ciently In the standard m odel can also be generated e ciently
adiabatically, and vice versa. Finally we show how to apply our techniques
to generate superpositions corresoonding to lim iting distributions ofa large
class of M arkov chains, including the uniform distrdbution over all perfect
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m atchings In a bipartite graph and the set of all grid points inside high di-
m ensionalconvex bodies. These nalresultsdraw an interesting connection
between quantum com putation and rapidly m ixing M arkov chains.

1 Introduction

Quantum com putation carries the hope of solving in quantum polynom ialtin e classi-
cally Intractable tasks. The m ost notable success so far is Shor's quantum algorithm
for factoring integers and for nding the discrete log i41l]. Follow ing Shor’s algo—
rithm , several other algorithm s were discovered, such as Hallgren’s algorithm for
soling Pell’s equation 28], W atrous's algorithm s for the group black box m odel [43],
and the Legendre symbol algorithm by Van Dam et al [14]. Except for [14], all of
these algorithm s 21l into the fram ew ork ofthe H idden subgroup problem , and in fact
use exactly the sam e quantum circuitry; T he exosption, [14)], isa di erent algorithm
but also heavily uses Fourier transform s and exploits the special algebraic structure
of the problem . Recently, a beautiul new algorithm by Childs et. al.[L0] was found,
which gives an exponential speed up over classical algorithm s using an entirely dif-
ferent approach, nam ely quantum walks. The algorithm however, works In the black
box m odel and solves a fairly contrived problem .

O ne cannot overstate the i portance of developing qualitatively di erent quan-—
tum algorithm ic techniques and approaches for the developm ent ofthe eld of quan-—
tum ocom putation. In this paper we attem pt to m ake a step iIn that direction by
approaching the issue of quantum algorithm s from a di erent point of view .

Tt has been foklore know ledge for a few years already that the problem of graph
isom orphian , which is considered classically hard [33]hasan e cient quantum algo—
rithm as long as a certain state, nam ely the superposition of all graphs isom orphic
to a given graph, X
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28,

can be generated e ciently by a quantum Turing m achine (for sin plicity, we ignore
nom alizing constants In the above state and In the rest of the paper). The reason
that generating j ¢isu ces is very sin ple: For two isom orphic graphs, these states
are identical, whereas for two non isom orphic graphs they are orthogonal. A sinple
circuit can distinguish between the case of orthogonal states and that of identical
states, where the m ain idea is that if the states are orthogonal they w ill prevent the
di erent states of a qubit attached to them to Interfere. One is tem pted to assum e
that such a state, j ¢ i, iseasy to construct since the equivalent classical distribution,
nam ely the uniform distribbution over allgraphs jsonborphic to a certain graph, can be
sam pled from e ciently. Indeed, the state jgi= s, J 1 J G)ican be easily
generated by this argum ent; H owever, it isa curious (@and disturbing) fact of quantum
m echanics that though j ¢ 1 is an easy state to generate, so far no one know s how to
generate j ¢ ie ciently, because we cannot forget the value of j i.



In this paper we systam atically study the problem of quantum state generation.
W e willm ostly be interested in a restricted version of state generation, nam ely gen—
erating states corresponding to classical probability distributions, which we loosely
referto asquantum sam pling (orQ sam pling) from a distrdbution. Tobem ore speci ¢,
we consider the prokability distribution of a circuit, D , which is the distrbution

over the outputs of the c]ag;sjcal circuit C when is inputs are uniform ly distributed.

D enote jlid=ef

sam pling:

250 Dc () Zi. We de ne the problem of circuit quantum

De nition 1. Circuit Quantum Sam pling (CQ S):
Input: ( ;C) where C isa description ofa classical circuit from n tom bits, and
0 s.
O utput: A description ofa quantum circuitQ ofsizepoly (T J such that P (Pi)
£i7
W e st show that most of the quantum algorithm ic problm s considered so far
can be reduced to quantum sam pling. M ost problem s that were considered good can—
didates for BQ P, such as discrete log O LO G ), quadratic residuosity, approxin ating
closest and shortest vectors In a lattice, graph isom orphisn and m ore, belong to the
com plexiy class statistical zero know ledge, or SZK (see section A for badckground.)
W e prove

Theorem 1.AnyL 2 SZK (StatisticalZero Know kdge) can ke reduced to a fam ily
of instances 0f CQ S.

T he proof relies on a reduction by Sahaiand Vadhan [40] from SZK to a com plte
problam called statistical di erence. Theoram [l show s that a general solution for
quantum sam pling would Inply SZK BQP . W e note that there exists an oraclk
A relativetowhich SZK® 6 BQP? [ll], and so such a proofm ust be non relativizing.

T heoram [I] translates a zero know ledge proof into an instance of CQ S. In general,
the reduction can be quite involved, building on the reduction in [40]. Speci cexam —
ples of special interest tum out to be sin plr, eg., for the case of graph isom orphisn
described above, the reduction results in a circuit C¢ that gets as an nput a uni-
form Iy random string and outputs a uniform Iy random graph isom orphic to G . In
section | we dem onstrate the reduction for three interesting cases: a decision vari-
ant of DLOG (pased on a zero know ledge proof of G oldreich and K ushikvitz 21]),
quadratic residuosity (pased on a zero know ledge proof of G oldwasser, M icali and
Racko [24]) and approxin ating the closest vector problm in lattices (pbased on a
zero know ledge proof of G oldreich and G oldwasser 22]). The special cases reveal
that although quite often one can look at the zero know ledge proofand directly infer
the required state generation, som etin es it is not ocbvious such a transition exists at
all. Theorem [, however, tells us such a reduction is always possble.

The problem ofwhat states can be generated e ciently by a quantum ocom puter
is thus of crtical in portance to the understanding of the com putational power of
quantum com puters. W e therefore em bark on the task ofdesigning tools for quantum



state generation, and studying which states can be generated e ciently. T he recently
suggested fram ework of adiabatic quantum oom putation 20] seem s to be tailored
exactly for this purmpose, since it is stated in tem s of quantum state generation; Let
us rst explain this fram ework.

R ecall that the tin e evolution of a quantum system ’s state j (t)i is described by
Schrodinger’s equation:

i~§:j ©i=H ©J ©1i: @)

where H (t) is an operator called the Ham iltonian of the system . W e w ill consider
systam s of n qubits; H is then taken to be o], ie. a sum of operators, each

operating on a constant num ber of qubits. This captures the physical restriction

that Interactions in nature Involve only a an all num ber of particles, and m eans that
the Ham iltonian H () can actually be In plem ented in the lab. A diabatic evolution

concems the case In which H (t) vares very slow Iy in tin e; T he qualitative statem ent
of the adiabatic theoram is that if the quantum system is nitialized in the ground

state (the eigenstate w ith lowest eigenvalue) of H (0), and if the m odi cation of H

In tim e is done slow Iy enough, nam ely adiakatically, then the nal state willbe the
ground state ofthe nalHam iltonian H (T).

R ecently, Farhi, G oldstone, G utm ann and Sipser R0] suggested to use adiabatic
evolutions to solve N P -hard languages. It was shown In [20,[15] that such adiabatic
evolutions can be sinulated e ciently on a quantum circuit, and so designing such a
successfil process would in ply a quantum e cient algorithm for the problam . Farhi
et. al/sideawasto ndthem ininum ofa given fiunction f asfollows: H (0) is chosen
to be som e generic Ham iltonian. H (T) is chosen to be the probkm Ham iltonian,
nam ely a m atrix which has the values of £ on its diagonal and zero everyw here else.
T he system isthen iniialized In the ground state ofH (0) and evolves adiabatically on
the convex IineH () = (1 £)H,+ =H:.By the adiabatic theorem if the evolution
is slow enough, the nalstate willbe the groundstate of H (T ) which is exactly the
sought afterm nimum of f.

The e clency of these adiabatic algorithm s is determm ined by how slow the adi-
abatic evolution needs to be for the adiabatic theorem to hold. It tums out that
this depends m ainly on the spectral gaps of the Ham iltonians H (t). If these spectral
gaps are not too am all, them odi cation ofthe H am iltonians can be done "fairly fast’,
and the adiabatic algorithm then becomese cient. Them ain problm in analyzing
the e ciency of adiabatic algorithm s is thus lower bounding the spectral gap; T his
isa very di cul task in general, and hence not much is known analytically about
adiabatic algorithm s. [L7,112, 18] analyze num erically the perform ance of adiabatic
algorithm s on random Instances of NP com plete problem s. It was proven In [15,139]
that G rover's quadratic speed up 26] can be achieved adiabatically. Lower bounds
for special cases were given in [13]. In ] it was shown that adiabatic evolution
w ith localH am iltonians is In fact equivalent in com putationalpower to the standard
quantum com putation m odel.

In this paper, we propose to use the language of A diabatic evolutions, H am itto-



nians, ground states and spectral gaps as a theoretical fram ework for quantum state
generation. Our goal is not to replace the quantum circuit m odel, neither to im -
prove on i, but rather to develop a paradigm , or a Janguage, in which quantum state
generation can be studied conveniently. The advantage in using the Ham iltonian
language is that the task of quantum state generation beocom es m uch m ore natural,
since adiabatic evolution is cast n the language of state generation. Furthem ore,
aswe w ill see, it seam s that this Janguage lends itself m ore easily than the standard
circuit m odel to developing general tools.

In order to provide a fram ework for the study of state generation using the adi-
abatic language, we de ne adialatic quantum state generation as generalaswe can.
T hus, we replace the requirem ent that the H am iltonians are on a straight line, w ith
Ham iltonians on any general path. Second, we replace the requirem ent that the
Ham iltonians are local, with the requirem ent that they are simultablk, ie., that
the unitary m atrix e ™ © can be approxin ated by a quantum circuit to w ithin any
polynom ial accuracy for any polynom ially bounded tine t. Thus, we still use the
standard m odel of quantum circuits in our paradigm . H owever, our goal is to derive
quantum circuits solving the state generation problem , from adiabatic state gener-
ation algorithm s. Indeed, any adiabatic state generator can be sinulated e ciently
by a quantum circuit. W e give two proofs of this fact. The st proof follow s from
the adiabatic theoram . The seocond proof is self contained, and does not require
know ledge of the adiabatic theoram . ITnstead it uses the sinplk Zeno e ectiBl], thus
providing an altemative point of view of adiabatic algorithm s using m easurem ents
(Such a path was taken also In [L1]].) This in plies that adiabatic state generators can
be used as a fram ework for designing algorithm s for quantum state generation.

W e next describe two basic and general tools for designing adiabatic state gener-
ators. The rst question that one encounters is naturally, what kind ofH am iltonians
can be used. In other words, when is it possible to sin ulate, or in plem ent, a H am it
tonian e ciently. To this end we prove the sparse Ham itonian kmm a which gives
a very general condition for a Ham iltonian to be sinulatabl. A Ham iltonian H on
n qubits is row -sparse if the num ber of non-—zero entries at each row is polynom ially
bounded. H is said to be row-com putable if there exists a (quantum or classical) ef-

cient algorithm that given ioutputsa list (J;H;;5) running over allnon zero entries
Hi;.Asanom forHam iltonians we use the spectral nom , ie. the operator nom
Induced by the L, nom on states.

Lemma 1. (The sparse H am iltonian lemma). IfH is a row-Sparse, row-—
com putable Ham itonian on n qubits and JH Jj poly ), then H is sim ultabk.

W e note that this general Jemm a is usefiill also In two other contexts: rst, in the
context of sin ulating com plicated physical system s on a quantum circuit. Second,
for continuous quantum walks [L3] which use Ham iltonians. For exampl, in [10]
H am iltonians are used to derive an exponential quantum speed up usihg quantum
waks. Our Jemm a can be used directly to sin plify the Ham iltonian in plem entation
used In [L0] and to ram ove the unnecessary constraints (nam ely coloring ofthe nodes)
which were assum ed for the sake of sin ulating the H am iltonian.



T he next question that one encounters In designing adiabatic quantum state gen—
eration algorithm s concemsbounding the spectralgap, which aswem entioned before
isadi cul task. Wewould lke to develop toolsto nd paths in the Ham iltonian
soace such that the spectral gaps are guaranteed to be non negligble, ie. larger than
1=poly (n). Our next lemm a provides a way to do this in certain cases. Denote # )
to be the ground state of H (ifunique.)

Lemma 2. (The Jagged A diabatic Path lemm a). Let fH jggjlpOly(n) be a se

quence of sim ulatabk H am itonians on n qubits, allw ith polynom ially bounded nom ,
non-negligbl spectral gaps and w ith groundvalues 0, such that the inner product le—
tween the unique ground states #H ;) and @ 44 1) is non negligible for all j. Then
there is an e cient quantum algorithm that takes H () to within arbitrarily small
distance from  H 7).

To prove this Jemm a, the naive idea is to use the sequence of H am iltonians as
stepping stones for the adiabatic com putation, connecting H 5 to H 5, ;1 by a straight
line to create thepath H (t) . H owever thisway the soectralgaps along the way m ight
be an all. Thstead we use two sin ple ideas, which we can tum into two m ore usefiil
tools for m anijpulating H am iltonians for adiabatic state generation. The st idea is
to replace each Ham iltonian H 5 by the Ham itonian y, which is the profction on
the subspace orthogonalto the ground states ofH 5. W e show how to in plem ent these
proEctions using K itaev’s phase estim ation algorithm [32]. T he second useful idea is
to connect by straight lines proctions on states w ith non negligible inner product.
W e show that the Ham iltonians on such a line are guaranteed to have non negligbl
soectralgap. T hese ideas can be put together to show that the pgged adiabatic path
connecting the projctions  y, is guaranteed to have su  ciently large spectralgap.

W e use the above tools to show that

Theorem 2.Anyquantum state thatcan bee ciently generated in the circuitm odel,
can also ke e clently generated by an adialatic state generation algorithm , and vice
versa.

T hus the question of the com plexity of quantum state generation is equivalent
(up to polynom ial termm s) in the circuit m odel and In the adiabatic state generation
m odel.

In the nalpartofthe paperwe dem onstrate how ourm ethods for adiabatic quan—
tum state generation work in a particularly interesting dom ain, nam ely Q sam pling
from the lim itihg distrdbbutions of M arkov chains. There is an Interesting connec-
tion between rapidly m ixing M arkov chains and adiabatic com putation. A M arkov
chain is rapidly m xing ifand only ifthe second eigenvalue gap, nam ely the di erence
between the largest and second largest eigenvalue of the M arkov m atrix M , is non
negligbl [4]. This clearly bears resamblance to the adiabatic condition of a non
negligble spectral gap, and suggests to look at Ham iltonians of the form

Hy =1 M: 3)



Hy willbe a Ham iltonian ifM is symmetric; if M is not symm etric but is a
reversble M arkov chain [35]we can stillde ne the Ham itonian corresponding to it
(see section [§.) The sparse Ham iltonian Jemm a has as an inm ediate corollary that
for a special type of M arkov chains, which we call stongly sam phbk, the quantum
analog of the M arkov chain can be in plem ented:

Corollary 1. IfM isa strongly sam plhbk M arkov chain, then Hy is sim ulatabk.

In adiabatic com putation one is Interested in sequences of H am iltonians; W e thus
consider sequences of strongly sam plable M arkov chains. There is a particularly
Interesting paradigm In the study ofM arkov chainsw here sequences ofM arkov chains
are repeatedly used: A pproxin ate counting [30]. In approxin ate counting the idea
isto start from a M arkov chain on a set that iseasy to count, and which is contained
In a large st the size of which we want to estim ate; O ne then slow Iy increases
the set on which the M arkov chaln operates so as to nally get to the desired s=t

. Thisparadigm and m odi cations of it, in which the M arkov chansaremodi ed
slightly until the desired M arkov chain is attained, are a commonly used tool in
m any algorithm s; A notable exam plk is the recent algorithm for approxin ating the
pem anent 29]. In the last part of the paper we show how to use our technigques
to transhte such approxin ate counting algorithm s in order to quantum sam ple from
the Im iting distrbutions ofthe nalM arkov chain. W e show :

Theorem 3. (Loosely:) LetA ke an e cient random ized algorithm to approxim ately
ocount a set |, possibly with welights; Suppose A uses slow k7 varying M arkov chains
starting from a simpk M arkov chain. Then there is an e cient quantum algorithm

Q thatQsamplks from the nallm iting distribution over

W e stress that it isNO T the case that we are Interested In a quantum soeed up
for sam pling from various distributions but rather we are interested in the coherent
Q sam pk of the classical distribution.

W e exploit this paradigm to Q sampl from the set of all perfect m atchings of
a bipartite graph, using the recent algorithm by Jerrum , Sinchir and V igoda [24].
U sing the sam e ideas we can also Q sam ple from all linear extensions of partial or-
ders, using Bubly and D yer algorithm [J], from all Jattice points In a convex body
satisfying certain restrictions using A pplegateX annan technique [@] and from m any
m ore states. W e note that som e of these states (perhaps all) can be generated using
standard techniques which exploit the self reducibility of the problem (see R1]). W e
stress however that our techniques are qualitatively and signi cantly di erent from
previous techniques for generating quantum states, and in particular do not require
slf reducibility. T his can be in portant for extending this approach to other quantum
states.

In this paper we have st the grounds for the general study of the problem of
Q sam pling and adiabatic quantum state generation, where we have suggested to
use the Janguage of H am iltonians and ground states for quantum state generation.
T his direction points at very Interesting and intriguing connections between quantum
com putation and m any di erent areas: the com plxity class SZK and is com plkte




problem statistical di erence 140], the notion of adiabatic evolution [31l], the study
of rmpidly m ixing M arkov chains using soectral gaps [33], quantum walks [10], and
the study of ground states and spectral gaps of H am iltonians in P hysics. H opefully,
these connections w ill point at various techniques from these areaswhich can bebor-
row ed to give m ore tools for adiabatic quantum state generation; N otably, the study
of spectral gaps of H am iltonians In physics is a lively area w ith various recently de—
veloped techniques (see [42] and references therein). It seam s that a much desper
understanding of the adiabatic paradigm is required, in order to solve the m ost in—
teresting open question, nam ely to design interesting new quantum algorithm s. An
open question which m ight help in the task is to present known quantum algorithm s,
eg. Shor'sD LOG algorithm , or the quadratic residuosity algorithm , n the lJanguage
of adiabatic com putation, in an nsightfulway.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. W e start w ith the results related to
SZK ; W e then describbe quantum adiabatic com putation, de ne the adiabatic quan-
tum state generation fram ework, and use the adiabatic theoram to prove that an
adiabatic state generator in plies a state generation algorithm . Next we prove our
twom aln tools: the sparse H am iltonian Jem m a, and the pgged adiabaticpath lemm a.
W e then use these tools to prove that adiabatic state generation is equivalent to stan—
dard quantum state generation. Finally we draw the connection to M arkov chains
and dem onstrate how to use our techniques to Q sam plk from approxin ately count—
able sets. In the appendix we give the second proof of transform ing adiabatic state
generators to algorithm s using the Zeno e ect.

2 Qsam pling and SZK

W e start w ith som e background about Statistical Zero K now ledge. For an excellent
source on this sub pct, see Vadhan’s thesis [44] or Sahaiand Vadhan K0].

2.1 SZK
A pair = ( vesi no) isapromise problem if e f0;1g, wo f0;1g and
vyes \ No = 7. Welok at vy asthe sst of all yes Instances, y, as the set of

allno Instances and we do not care about all other nputs. Ifevery x 2 £0;1g isin
ves | nowecall a language.

W e say a prom ise problam has an interactive proofw ith soundness error ¢ and
com plteness error . if there exists an interactive protocolbetween a prover P and
averli erV denoted by P;V ), where V isa probabilistic polynom ialtin e m achine,
and

IfxX 2 yes V acoeptswith probability at least 1 ce
Ifx 2 y, then for every prover P ,V accepts w ith probability at m ost 5.

W hen an interactive proof system ( ;V ) for a prom ise problem is run on an
Input x, it produces a distribution over "transcripts" that contain the conversation



between the prover and the veri er. Ie., each possibl transcript appears w ith som e
probability (depending on the random coin tosses of the prover and the veri er).

An interactive proofsystem ( ;V ) fora prom ise problm is said to be "honest
veri er statisticalzero know ledge", and In short HV SZK , ifthere exists a probabilistic
polynom ial tine smulator S that or every x 2 vy produces a distrioution on
transcripts that is close (in the Y distance de ned below) to the distrdbution on
transcripts In the real proof. If the simulated distrbution is exactly the correct
distrbution, we say the proof system is "honest veri er perfect zero know ledge, and
In short HVPZK .

W e stress that the sin ulator’s output is based on the input alone, and the sim -
ulator has no access to the prover. A Iso, note that we only require the sin ulator
to produce a good distrdbution on Inputs In  v.s, and we do not care about other
Inputs. This isbecause for "N o" instances there is no correct proofanyway. W e refer
the interested reader to Vadhan’s thesis [44] for rigorous de nitions and a discussion
of their subtleties.

The de nition of HVSZK captures exactly the notion of \zero know ledge"; If
the honest veri er can sin ulate the Interaction w ith the prover by hin s=lf, in case
the Input is n , then he does not lam anything from the interaction (except
for the know ledge that the Input isIn ). W e denote by HVSZK the class of all
prom ise problem s that have an interactive proof which satis es these restrictions.
O ne can wonder w hether cheating veri ers can get infomm ation from an honest prover
by deviating from the protocol. Indeed, in som e interactive proofs this happens.
However, a general result saysthat any HV SZK proofcan be sin ulated by one which
does not leak much informm ation even w ith dishonest veri ersi23]. W e thus denote
by SZK the class of allprom ise problem s which have interactive proof system s which
are statistically zero know ledge against an honest (or equivalently a general) veri er.

It is known that BP P SZK AM \ coAM and that SZK is closed under
com plam ent. Tt follow s that SZK does not contain any NP {com plete Janguage unless
the polynom ial hierarchy collapses. For this, and other results known about this
elegant class, we refer the reader, again, to Vadhan's thesis [44].

2.2 The com plete problem

R ecently, Sahaiand Vadhan found a naturalocom plete problem forthe class Statistical
Zero K now ledge, denoted by SZK . O ne nice thing about the problem is that it does
not m ention interactive proofs n any explicit or in plicit way. W e need som e facts
about distances betw een distributions In orderto de netheproblm . Fortwo classical
distrbutions fp x)g; fgx)g de ne their { distance and their delity (thism easure is
known by m any other nam es aswell) :

X

Px) gx)j
X' p

P a

F ;9 P ®)q ()



W e also de ne the variation distance to be Jp qjj=%fp gj so that it is a value
between 0 and 1. The follow Ing fact is very ussful:

Fact 1. (Se=s 37])

| I
1 F ;9 o af 1 F ig?
or equivalently
< I
1 i 9 F @ 1 b aoff
W e can now de ne the com plete problem for SZK :

De nition 2. StatisticalD i erence (SD, )

Input : Two chssical circuits Cy;C; with m Boolkan outputs.

Promjse:jj:)(;o Dcljj Orj:DCO Dcljj

O utput : W hich of the two possibilities occurs? (yes for the rst case and no for
the second)

Sahaiand Vadhan 40, 144] show that for any two constants 0 < 1 such
thateven 2> ,SD , iscomplkte for SZK '.A wellexplained exposition can also
be found in [44].

2.3 Reduction from SZK to Q sam pling.

W e need a very sin ple buiding blodk.

Clam 1.Let = 191—5 (P;vi+ j;wi). Ifwe apply a Hadam ard gate on the rst qubit

and m easure i, we get the answer 0 w ith prokalbility w and 1 w ith probability
1 Real(wivi)
—

T he proof is a direct calculation. W e now proceed to prove T heorem [l.

Proof. Let Cy;C1 bean inputto SD ,Cy;C, are circuitsw ith m outputs. Ik isenough
to show that SD 1-4;3-4 2 BQP , given that we can Q sample from the given circuits.
Let us 1rst assum e that we can Q samplk from both circuitswih = 0 error. W e
can therefore generate the superposition 91—5 (Pifoi+ JLif,i). W e then apply a
Hadam ard gate on the rst qubitandmeasure . W euseClamlwih v= {,iand
w = T;i. Ih our case
X p—
hvivi= D¢, @)D¢, 2)=F OcyiDcy) @)
22 £0;1g"

I+F DcyDc,

W e therefore get 0 w ith probability > . T hus,

1sahaiand Vadhan also show, ([44]], P roposition 4.7.1) that any prom ise problem in HVP ZK reduces to SD 1=2;07
w here the line above the class denotes com plem ent, ie., we swap between the yes and no instances.
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prjj)cO D¢, , then we measure 0 wih probability w
1+ 1 Pc, Dec,d P :
+ IDZO D 1jj2 1+ ; Z,Wh]b,
. N . 1 1+F Oc,Dc,)
If JPc, D¢, T , then we measure 0 with probabilty ——*—*
2 Pcy Dc, T 1 -
2 2"
Settihng = %andp = s wegetthat if P, Dec, T we measure 0 wih
probability atmost% 0831, whikif P, D¢, T wemeasure 0 wih

probability at last 1 5 £ = 0875. Repeating the experinent O (log (*)) tines, we
can decide on the right answer w ith error probability an allerthan . If the quantum
sam pling circuit hasa am allerror (say < l—éo) then the resulting states are close to
the correct ones and the error ntroduced can be swallowed by the gap ofthe BQP

algorithm . [

The above theoram show s that In order to give an e cient quantum algorithm
for any problem in SZK, i is su cient to nd an e cient quantum sam plr from
the corresponding circuits. O ne can use the theoram to start from a zero know ledge
proof for a certain language, and translate it to a fam ily of circuits which we would
like to Q sam ple from . Som etin es this reduction can be very easy, w ithout the need
to go through the com plicated reduction of Sahai and Vadhan [40], but in general
we do not know that the speci cation of the states is easy to derive. For the sake
of illustration, we give the exact descriptions of the states required to Q sam ple from
for three exam ples, in which the reduction tums out to be much sim pler than the
general case. These cases are of particular interest for quantum algorithm s: discrete
Jog, quadratic residuosity and a gap version of C losest vector In a lattice.

24 A prom ise problem equivalent to D iscrete Log

T he problem
G oldreich and K ushikvitz 21]] de ne the prom ise problem D LE. as:

Input: A prine p, a generator g ofZ, and an nputy 2 Z .
P rom ise: The prom ise isthat x = Iog (y) s [L;cp] [ [§+ l;§+ @],
Output: W hetherx 2 [l;plorx 2 §+ l;§+ ]

21] proves that DLOG is reducble to D LP, Porevery 0 < c< 1=2. They alo
prove that D LP . has a perfect zero know ledge proofif0< ¢ 1=6. W etakec= 1=6
and show how to sove D LP,_ with CQS.

T he reduction :

W e assum e we can solve the construction problem for the circuit Cyx = Chgyx
that computes Cyx (1) = y Ym odp) for i 2 fO;lgk . The algorithm gets Into
the state 91—5 [ Pi Cor2t gy 1 T Ji Cyppgp)e 3 Jand proceedsas in Clain
.

11



C orrectness :

W e have:

= = g )

Cgp-2+ 1 g ) 1 >

i=0

where t is the Jargest power of 2 an aller than p. A lso, asy = g° we have

e

Cypogprc 3 = P—? gt 6)
=0

where t° is the Jargest power of 2 an aller than p=8. N ow , com paring the powers
of g in the support of Equations[d and [@ we see that

Ifx 2 [plthen Cgp2r1ppgp)c 1 aNA Cyppgp)e 3 have dispint supports
and therefore I’Cy;bbg(p)c 3j:gp:2+ 1 plog fp)c lij: 0, Whﬂe,

Ifx 2 §+ 1;§+ cp]then the overlap islargeand ICy pigp)c 3F gp=2+ 1 piog oy 117
is a constant.

2.5 Quadratic residuosity

T he problem
we denote xRn ifx = y? (modn) or som e y, and xN n otherw ise. T he problem
QR isto decide on input x;n whether xRn.An e cient algorithm isknown for
the case of n being a prin e, and the problem is believed to be hard forn = pg
where p;q are chosen at random am ong large prin es p and g. A basic fact, that
follow s directly from the Chinese rem ainder theorem is

Fact 2.

1.-62

If the prin e factorization ofn isn = §'p, :::pik,then for every x
xRn () 81 ik XRps

If the prim e factorization ofn isn = pP, :::pr then every z 2 Z, that has
a square root, has the sam e num ber of square roots.

W e show how to reducethen = pgcasstotheCQ S (adopting the zero know ledge
proof of 24]).

The reduction : W e use the circuit C, (r) that on mput r 2 Z, outputs z =
r’a (modn). Supposeweknow how toquantum sam pleC, orevery a. O n input
integers n;x, (;x) = 1, the algorithm gets into the state #& Pi i+ 1iE 1]
and proceeds as in C Jain [I.

12



C orrectness :

W e have
X
. p—..
i = P, i (7)
wherep, = Pr,. (z = r’x), and
X
¥ii = Fi @)
z2zZRn
forsome xed independent ofz.
IfxRn then z = #x isalo a square. Furthem ore, as (x;n) = 1 we have

P, = Prn (r isa square IOOtOfi) and as every square has the sam e num ber
of square roots, we conclude that £,i= £;iandC,{£.i= 1.

SupposexN n. Thereareonly p+ g 1 integersr 2 %, that are not coprin e
ton. Forevery r oo—pJ:imewithfgl, z = xr’ must be a non—+residue (or else

xRn aswell). W e conclude that .. p, %1 Oand sorC, .1 0.

W enote that fora generaln, di erent elem entsm ight havea di erent num berof
solutions (eg. try n = 8) and the num ber of elem ents not coprin e to n m ight
be large, so one has to bem ore careful.

2.6 Approxim ating CVP

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

(closest vector In a lattice), which builds upon the statistical zero know ledge proof
of G oldreich and G oldwasser 22]. A lattice of dim ension n is represented by a basis,
denoted B ,which isann n non-sihgularm atrix overR . The lattice L. B ) isthe sst
ofpointsL. B) = fBc jc2 Z"g, ie., all integer linear com binations of the colum ns
of B . The distance d(v;;v») between two points is the Euclidean distance Y,. The
distance between a pont vand a set A isd;A) = ming,x dv;a). W e also denote
1B Jthe length of the largest vector of the set S. T he closest vector problm ,CVP,
gets as input an n{din ensional lattice B and a target vector v 2 R". The output
should be thepoint b2 L B ) closest to v. The problem isNP hard. Furthem ore, it
isNP hard to approxin ate the distance to the closest vector in the Jattice to w ithin
an all factors, and it is easy to approxin ate it to within 2 " factor, orevery > 0.
See R2] for a discussion. In R2] an (honest prover) perfect zero know ledge proof for
being far away from the lattice isgiven. W e now describe the prom ise problem .

T he problem
Input: An n{din ensi%lal]attjoeB ,avectorv 2 R' and designated distance
d.Wesstg=gh)= cl(?(_jm,ﬁ)rsomec> 0.

13



Prom ise: Eitherd®;L B8)) dord(mL B) g d.
O utput: W hich possbility happens.

W e ket H denote the sphere of allpoints n R of distance at m ost t from the
origin.

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

vectorr+ ,wherer isa uniform ly random point In Hon i (svgy\ I B ) and  is
a uniform Iy random point 2 He o 22] explain how to sam ple such pointsw ith
aln ost the right distribution, ie. they give a description ofan e cient such Cy.

W e ram ark that the points cannot be random 7 chosen from the real (continu—
ous) vector space, due to precision issues, but 2] show that takinga neenough
discrete approxin ation and a large enough cuto of the lattice results in an ex—
ponentially sm allerror. >From now on we work in the continuous world, bearing

In m ind that in fact everything is in plem ented in a discrete approxin ation of it.

Now assume we can quantum sample from the circuit Co. W e can then also

quantum sampl from the circuit C, which we de ne to be the same circuit
except that the outputs are shifted by the vector v and become r+ + v. To

soke the gap problem the algorithm gets into the state 91—5 [ Pifoit+ JlifT.1i ]

and proceeds as in C Jain [I.

C orrectness :

3

Ifv is ar away from the lattice L B ), then the calculation at [22] show s that
the states £ i and ;i have no overlap and so lCy{£.i= 0.

O n the other hand, suppose v is close to the Jattice, d(v;L B )) d. Notice that
thenoise hasm agnitude about gd, and so the soheres around any lattice point
rand around r+ v h@ve a large overlap. B%pleed, the argum ent of 2] show s that
ifweexpress £oi= _p,Fiand £1i= _p)Fithend pi 1 n *.We
ssethatICoT1i= F ©;p?) n %°. Rerating the above poly (n) tin es we get an
RQP algorithm , nam ely a polynom ial quantum algorithm w ith one sided error.

P hysics B ackground

T his section gives background required for our de nition of adiabatic state genera-—
tion. W e start w ith som e prelin naries regarding the operator nom and the T rotter
formula. W e then describe the adiabatic theorem , and the m odel of adiabatic com —
putation asde ned in i20].

14



3.1 SpectralN om

T he operatornom ofa lnear transform ation T, lnduced by the L nom is called the
seectralnom and isde ned by

G ]

Iy = max—-=

§0 3 7

IfT isHem idan or Unitary (in general, if T is nomm al, nam ely com m utes w ith its
adpint) than JT Jjequals the largest absolute value of its eigenvalues. IfU isunitary,
= 1.Alo, JABJ JAJ IB I Fially, ifA = (@) isaD D matrx, then
3 DRI where PRI = maxi; Rl
De nition 3.W e say a linear transform ation T {approxim ates a linear transfor-
mation T; if3l; T, , and if this happens we wrie T, = T; +

3.2 Trotter Form ula

P
Say H = H, wih each H, Hem ijan. Trotter's formula states that one can
approxin ate e ¥ by slow Iy interleaving executions of e ®r | W e use the Hllow ing
variant of it:

P
Lemma 3. 3/] LetH; be Hem itdan, H = ﬁlem. Further assaime H and H ;
have bounded nom , TH T3 TH ;T .De ne
Uu = J[e Hy o g W2 tet ejHM] [ejHM e Hu 1 tee ejHl]

3

Then iy e?#9 O™ (7).

Using the Jj Jjproperties stated above we conclude:

P
Corollary 2.LetH ;beHem idan, H = " H .Assume JH T3 7H T . Then,

m=1""M
forevery t> 0

t . t
P e ™ O~ M (%) ©)
As U I73 M wea]sohavejijZ_c U

P
Corollary 3.LetH ;beHem idan, H = " H .Assume JH T3 7H T . Then,

m=1""1
forevery t> 0

I 2™ and thus:

w2 ey oM + M3t 2?) 10)
Notice that forevery xed t;M and , the error term goes down to zero w ith

In applications, wewillpick  to be polynom ially sm all, in such a way that the above
error tem is polynom ially sm all.
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33 TimeDependent Schrodinger E quation

A gquantum state j iofa quantum system evolves in tin e according to Schrodinger's
equation:

i~§cj ©i=H ©J ©O1 11)

where H (t) is a Hem itian m atrix which is called the Ham iltonian of the physical
system . The evolution of the state from time 0 to tine T can be described by
Integrating Schrodinger’s equation over tine. IfH is constant and Independent of
tin e, one gets
3 @i=U @) Oi=e ®T3 O1i (12)
Since H isHem itian e ¥ 7T isunitary, and so we get the fam iliar unitary evolution
from quantum circuits. T he tim e evolution isunitary regardlessofwhetherH istimme
dependent or not.
T he groundstate ofa H am iltonian H isthe eigenstate w ith the an allest eigenvalue,
and we denote t by H ). The soectral gap of a Ham iltonian H is the di erence
between the an allest and second to an allest eigenvalues, and we denote thby H ).

3.4 The adiabatic T heorem

In the study of adialatic evolution one is interested in the long tin e behavior (at large
tines T ) ofa quantum system initialized in the ground state of H at tim e 0 when the
Ham iltonian ofthe system , H () changes very slow Iy In tin e, nam ely adialatically.

T he qualitative statem ent of the adiabatic theorem is that if the quantum system
is Initialized In the ground state of H (0), the Ham iltonian at tine 0, and if the
modi cation of H along the path H (t) in the Ham iltonian space is done n niely
slow k7, then the nalstate willbe the ground state ofthe nalHam iltonian H (T ).

To m ake this statem ent correct, we need to add various conditions and quanti -
cations. Historically, the st and sim plest adiabatic theorem was found by Bom
and Fock in 1928 [8]. In 1958 K ato [31l]] In proved the statem ent to essentially the
statem ent we use In thispaper (which we state shortly), and which isusually referred
to as the adialbatic theorem . A proof can be found in [3€]. For m ore sophisticated
adiabatic theoram s see [/] and references therein.

To state the adiabatic theoram , it is convenient and traditional to work with a
rescaled tine s= = where T is the totaltin e. The Schrodinger’s equation restated

T
iIn tem s of the rescaled tin e s then reads

d
i~~—73 (8)i=T H (s)j ()1 13)
ds

where T = g—z can be referred to as the delay schedul, or the totaltim e.

Theorem 4. (The adiabatic theorem , adapted from [36,120]]). LetH ( )bea
function from [0;1] to the vector space of Ham itonians on n qubits. Assume H ( ) is
continuous, has a unigue ground state, Prevery s2 [0;1], and isdi erentiabk in all
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but possibly nitely m any points. Let > 0 and assum e that the follow ing adialatic
condition holds for allpoints s 2 (0;1) in which the derivative is de ned:

d
kLH (9)k

14
( @ ) e

Then, a quantum system that is initialized at tim e 0 w ith the ground sate  #H (0))
of H (0), and evolres according to the dynam ics of the Ham itonians H ( ), ends up
atresmkdtine ]l ata state j (1)ithat iswithin © dismnce from #H (1)) orsome
constant c> 0.

W e w ill refer to equation [[4 as the adiakatic condition.

T he proof of the adiabatic theorem is rather involred. O ne way to get Intuition
about it isby observing how the Schrodinger equation behaves when eigenstates are
considered; Ifthe eigenvalue is , the eigenstate evolves by a m ultiplicative factore' ¢,
which rotates in tim e faster the larger the absolute value of the eigenvalue is, and
so the ground state rotates the least. T he fast rotations are essentially responsible to
the cancellations of the contributions of the vectors w ith the higher eigenvalues, due
to interference e ects.

4 A diabatic Q uantum State G eneration

In this section we de ne our paradigm for quantum state generation, based on the
deas of adiabatic quantum com putation (@nd the adiabatic theoram ). W e would lke
to allow asmuch exbility as possbl in the buiding blocks. W e therefore allow
any Ham ittonian which can be inplem ented e ciently by quantum circuits. W e also
allow using generalH am iltonian paths and not necessarily straight lnes. W e de ne:

De nition 4. (Sim ulatable H am iltonians). W e say a Ham iltonian H on n qubits
is sim ulatabk if for every t > 0 and every accuracy 0 < < 1 the unitary transfor-
m ation

U=e ™° 15)

can ke approxim ated to within  accuracy by a quantum circuit of size poly (n;t;1= ).

IfH issinulatable, thenby de nition soiscH forany 0 ¢ poly (n). kthersfore
follow s by Trotter’s equation [J) that any convex combination of two sinulatable,
bounded nom Ham iltonians is smulatable. Also, IfH is sinulatabl and U is a
uniary m atrix that can be e ciently applied by a quantum circuit, then UH UY is
also sinulatable, because e WHUY = ye M yy,

W e note that these rules cannot be applied unboundedly m any tin es in a recursive
way, because the sin ulation w ill then blow up. The Interested reader is referred to
[37,110] for a m ore com plete set of rules for sim ulating H am iltonians.

W enow describe an adiabatic path, which isan allowable path in the H am iltonian
oace:
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De nition 5. (A diabatic path). A function H from s2 [0;1] to the vector space
of Ham itonians on n qubits, is an adiabatic path if

H (s) is continuous,

H (s) isdi erentiablk except for nitely m any points,
8s H (s) has a unigque groundstate, and

8s, H (s) is sin ulhtabk given s.

T he adiabatic theoram tells us that the tin e evolution ofa system evolving along
the adiabaticpath willend w ith the nalground state, ifdone slow Iy enough, nam ely
when the adiabatic condition holds. A diabatic quantum state generation is basically
the process of In plem enting the Schrodinger’s evolution along an adiabatic path,
w here we require that the adiabatic condition holds.

De nition 6. (A diabatic Q uantum State G eneration). An adiabatic Q uantum
State Generator H, (s);T; ) has Prevery x 2 fO;lgn an adialatic path H 4 (s), such
that for the given T; the adialatic condition is satis ed Por alls 2 ;1] where it
is de ned. W e also rquire that the generator is explicit, ie., that there exists a
polynom ialtim e quantum m achine that

On input x 2 £0;14 outputs @ 4 (0)), the groundstate of H  (0), and,

On inputx 2 £f0;1§,s2 D;1]and > 0 outputs a circuit Cy (s) approxim ating
e LHx®)

W e then say the generator adialatically generates H , (1)).

Rem ark: W e note that in previous papers on adiabatic com putation, eg. in [L3], a
delay schedule (s) which is a function of s was used. W e chose to work w ih one
single delay param eter, T, instead, which m ight seem restrictive; H owever, working
with a sihgle param eter does not restrict the m odel since m ore com plicated delay
schedules can be encoded into the dependence on s.

W e will show that every adiabatic quantum state G enerator can be e ciently
sinulated by a quantum circuit, in Clain [A. W e later on prove the other direction
ofC lain [, which in plies T heorem [, which show s the equivalence in com putational
power of quantum state generation In the standard and in the adiabatic fram ew orks.
T hus, designing state generation algorithm s in the adiabatic paradigm indeed m akes
snse since it can be simulated e ciently on a quantum circuit, and we do not lose
In com putational power by m oving to the adiabatic fram ework and working only
w ith ground states. The advantage In working in the adiabatic m odel is that the
language of this paradigm seem s m ore adequate for developing general tools. A fter
the statem ent and proof of C lain [, we proceed to prove ssveral such basic tools.
Once we develop these tools, we will be abl to prove the other direction of the
equivalence theorem and apply the tools for generating Interesting states.
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4.1 Circuit sim ulation of adiabatic state generation
An adiabatic state generator can be simulated e ciently by a quantum circuit:

Claim 2. (C ircuit sim ulation of adiabatic state generation). Let H, (s);T; )
e an Adialatic Quantum State Generator. Assume T poly (0). Then, there exists
a quantum circuit that on input X generates the state #H , (1)) to within  accuracy,
with size poly (T;1= ;n).

Proof. Based on A diabatic Theorem ) The circuit is built by discretizing tim e
to su clently amall ntervals of length , and then applying the unitary m atrices
e B (3  mtuitively this should work, as the adiabatic theorem tells us that a phys—
ical system evolving for tine T according to Schrodinger’s equation w ith the given
adiabatic path willend up in a state closeto #H 4 (1)). The fom al error analysis
can be done by exactly the sam e techniques that were used in [13]. W e do not give
the details of the proofbased on the adiabatic theorem here, since the proof of the
adiabatic theoram itself is hard to follow . U

W e give a second proof of C lain [A. T he proof does not require know ledge of the
adiabatic theoram . Instead, it relies on the Zeno e ectiB8], and due to its sim plicity,
we can give it in fulldetails. W e Include it in order to give a s=lf contained proof of
Clain [, and also because we believe it gives a di  erent, illum nating perspective on
the adiabatic evolution from the m easurem ent point of view . W e note that another
approach toward the connection between adiabatic com putation and m easuram ents
was taken in [11l]. T he fill Zeno based proof appears in Appendix[B]l. Here we give a
sketch.

Proof. Based on the Zeno e ect) Asbefore, we begin at the state H (0)), and
the circuit is built by discretizing tin e to su  ciently an all intervals of length . At

apply a m easurem ent determm Ined by H (s3). Speci cally, we m easure the state in a
basis which includes the groundstate #H (s5)). IfR issu clently large, the subse-
quent H am iltonians are very close In the spectral nom , and the adiabatic condition
guarantees that their groundstates are very close In the Euclidean nom . G iven that
at tim e step j the state is the groundstate H (s5)), the next m easurem ent results
w ith very high probability in a projction on the new groundstate #H (s5:1)). The
Zeno e ect guarantees that the error probability behaves like 1=R?, ie. quadratically
In R (and not linearly), and so the accum ulated error after R steps is still an all,
which In plies that the probability that the nal state is the groundstate ofH (1) is
very high, ifR is taken to be large enough. ]

5 The Sparse H am iltonian Lemm a

Our rst concem is which Ham iltonians can be sinulated e ciently. W e restate the
soarse Ham itonian lemm a:
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Lemm alllT he sparse H am iltonian lem m a IfH isa row-sparse, row-com putablke
Ham iltonian on n qubits and 7H Jj poly ) then H is sin ulbtabk.

Them ain idea ofthe proofisto explicitly write H asa sum ofpolynom ially m any
bounded nom Ham iltonians H, which are all block diagonal (in a combinatorial
sense) and such that the size ofthe blocks In each matrix isatmost 2 2. W e then
show that each Ham iltonian H, is sin ulatable and use T rotter’s form ula to sin ulate
H.

5.1 The reduction to 2 2 com binatorially block diagonalm atrices.

Let usde ne:

De nition 7. (Combinatorialblck.) Let A be a matrix with rows ROW S &) and
wolmns COLS @A). We say R;C) ROW S@) COLS @) is a combinatorial
block if Rj= £ j oreveryc2 C,r8 R,A (cgr) = 0, and oreveryc8 C,r2 R,
A ()= 0.

A isbldk diagonal in the combmatorial sense i there is som e renam ng of the
nodes under which i becom es block diagonal in the usual sense. Equivalently, A
is block diagonal jnsthe com binatorial sense i there is a deo%m position of its row s
Nto ROW S@) = | ,Rp, and of ts colmns COLS @) = ., Cy, such that or
every b, Rp;Cyp) isa combinatoralblock. We say A is2 2 combiatorially block
diagonal, ifeach combinatorialblodk (Ry;Cy) isatmost2 2, ie., for every b either
RpJ= F¥pJ= lor Rpj= £pi= 2.

Claim 3. (D ecom position lem m a). LetH ke a row-goarse, row-com putablke H am it

tonian over n qubits, with atm ost D non-zero elem ents in each row . Then there is a
© +1)%n®

1 H, where:

way to decompose H into H =
Each H, isa row-soarse, row-com putabke Ham itonian over n qubits, and,
Each H, is2 2 combinatorially block diagonal

Proof. (O £Clain 3) W e color allthe entrdes of H with O + 1)?n® colors. For (1;7) 2
N] NIJland i< j (ie. (i;7) is an upperdiagonalentry) we de ne:

ok GJ)= k;imodk ; jmodk ; rindexy (i;3) ; cindexy (i 3)) (1e)
w here

Ifi= jwe stk = 1, othetwise we ket k be the rst integer in the range R:A]
such that i j(m odk), and we know there must be such a k.

IfH;; = Owe set rindexy (i;J) = 0, otherw ise we Jet rindexy (i; j) be the index
of H ;;; In the list of allnon—zero elem ents in the i'th row ofH . cindexy (i;J) is
sim ilar, but w ith regard to the colum ns ofH .
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For owerdiagonalentries, 1> j,wede neood (i;]) = ook (J;1) . A fogether, we use
n%)>® © + 1 cobrs.

Fora colorm ,wede neH, [;jl= H [;]] o @im ,i.%.,Hm isH on the entries
wlored by m and zero everywhere else. Clearly, H = o Hn and each H, is
Hem itian. Also asH is row -sparse and row -com putable, there is a sin pl poly (n)—
tin e classical algorithm ocom puting the coloring coly (i;j), and so each H, is also
row -com putable. Tt is keft to show that it is2 2 com binatorally block-diagonal.

Indeed, x a colorm . Let us order all the uppertriangular, non-zero elem ents of

Hy mMalistNONZERO, = £(J) jH, b)) € 0 and 1 Jg. Say the elem ents of

we Introduce a block. If iy = 7} then we sst R, = Cp = figwhik if i 6 j then we
=t Rp= Cy= fi;}9g.

Say i & } (the i, = }, case is sin ilar and sin plr). A s the colorm oontains the
row —-index and colum n-index of (i,;}), i must be the case that (i;}) is the only
eement N NON ZERO, from that row (or column). Furthemore, asimodk &
Jbmodk, and both k; imod k and jm od k are included in the colorm , it must be
the case that there arenoelements n NON ZE RO, that belong to the j, row or i
colmn (see Figure[ll). & ollows that Ry;Cyp) isa block. W e therefore see that H,,
is2 2 combmnatorially block-diagonal as desired. U

|
]

Figure 1: In the upper diagonal side of the m atrix H, : the row and column of (i,;},) are empty
because the color m contains the row-index and coluim n index of (i;j), and the },'th row and i,'th
olimn are empty because m contains k; imodk; jmodk and imodk € jmodk. The ower
diagonalside ofH,, is Justa re ection of the upper diagonal side. It follows that fi,; jgisa 2 2
com binatorial block.

Clamm 4.Foreverym, JH, J IH T
Proof. Fixanm . H, iscombinatorially block diagonaland therefore tsnom JH, Jj
is achieved as the nom ofone of itsblocks. Now , H,, blocks are either

1 1, and then theblck is H;,;) orsome i, and i hasnom H,;j or,

0 Ay,
A, O

’

2 2,and then theblock is for some k; Y, and hasnom RAy;-J.

I olowsthatmax, JHn JJ maxk, Hk;J On theotherhand jH Jj maxk,» Hk; 3
T he proof ©llow s. 0
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52 2 2 com binatorially block diagonalm atrices are sim ulatable.

Clamm 5.Every 2 2 combinatorially block diagonal, row-com putable Ham iltonian
A is sin ultabk to within arbitrary polynom ial approxim ation.

Proof. Let t> 0 and > 0 an accuracy param eter.

T he circuit :

A is2 2 combinatorally block diagonal. Tt therefore follow s that A ’s action

on a given nput kiiscaptured by a2 2 unitary transformm ation Uy . Fom ally,

given k, say kibelongstoa 2 2Dbbck fk;\ginA. Wessth = 2 (ora

2 2DbbXk) andming = mink; "), max, = maxk;") (for the subspace to

which k belongs). W e then sst A to be the part of A relevant to this subspace

A, = Dmmemin Brmomexe gy o o ¥ Ifkibebngstoal 1blck
Am axy m iny Am axy m axy

we s ilarly de nelh=1,mi = max, = k, A, = @Ayx) and Uy = ( *x).

O ur approxin ated circuit sin ulates thisbehavior. W e need tw o transform ations.

Wede ne E
T, :k;0i! b(;mjnk;maxk;zﬁk;@k;k

where &, isour approxin ation to the entries of A, and 6, isour approxin ation

to e iFx , and w here both m atrices are expressed by their four (or one) entries.
Weuse °% accuracy.

Having @k;m iny ;m axy ;k written down, we can sin ulate the action of@k. We

can therefore have an e cient unitary transfom ation T, :
E E E

T, : @k;m jflk yIN axy yl: ﬁk ;I jflk ;I axy @kv

for ¥i2 Spanfm in,;m ax,g.
Our algorithm is applying T; followed by T, and then T, ! for cleanup.

C orrectness : Let us denote D FF = e # T, lTZTl . Our goal is to show that
i g .Wenoticethat Di isalso 2 2 block diagonal, and therefore is
nom can be adchieved by a vector belonging to one of its din ension one ortwo
subspaces, say to Spanfm iny;m axyg. Let Uy j i= dningi+ dnaxiand
6,9 i= ejningi+ ©jnaxci. W e see that:

E
. . T .
3;01 P bomingmax &, 6,
E
T .
f b ;m ing ;m axy &8, 8,
E E
= e bgmingmax;E;H min, + © bom ingm ax K, 6, m ax,

e iny;0i+ ©dn ax, ;01
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where the rst equation holds since i holds for in in i, In ax, i and by lnearity
i holds for the whole subspace spanned by them . W econcludethat Pi j ij=
JUx Iﬁk) Jijand so JPpi J= max TPy« Iﬁkjj. H owever, by our construction,
e Axdi °M and o ik Uy as desired.

O

W e proved the clain formatrices wih 2 2 combinatorial blocks. W e ram ark
that the sam e approach works form atriceswith m m combinatorialblodks, as long
asm ispolnomialin n.

5.3 Proving the sparse H am iltonian lem m a

W e now prove the sparse Ham iltonian Lemm a:

Proof. O fLemmall.) Let H be row-sparse with D poly (n) non—zero elem ents in

each row, and JH J= polyn). Let £t > 0. Ourgoalis to e cintly sinulate
e ™ towihin acguracy.
W e expressH = ﬁlem asinClhin @3, M O + 1)>n®  poly ). W e choose
such that O M t ° ?) 5. Note that =+  poly(tjn) for some large enough

polynom ial. By Clain [ we can sinulate in polynom ialtine each e * ¥r to within

accuracy. W e then compute U? , using our approxin ations to e * #r , as

2M t=

in Corollary 3. Corollary @ assures us that our com putation is clbse to e ™, as
desired (suing the fact that foreverym , JH, JJ JH J= poly n)). The size of
the com putation Jszi 2M poly ( ;M ;n; )= poly h;t; ) as required. [

6 The Jagged A diabatic Path Lemm a

N ext we consider the question of which paths In the Ham iltonian space guarantee
non negligble spectral gaps. W e restate the pgged adiabatic path Jlemm a.

Lem m a[2: Let fH jggjlpOly ®) e a sequence ofounded nom , sim ulatabke Ham itoni-

ans on n qubits, with non-negligibl spectral gaps and with groundvalues 0 such that
the Inner product between the unique ground states #H 5); # 54 1) is non negligible
for all j. Then there is an e cient quantum algorithm that takes H ) to within
arbitrarily an alldistance from  H 7).

Proof. (oflemm ald) W e replace the sequence fH g w ith the sequence ofH am iltonians

n,; where y isa projction on the space orthogonalto the groundstate of H 5,
and we connect two neighboring profctions by a line. W e prove in clain [, using
K itaev’s phase estin ation algorithm , that the fact that H 5 is smulatable inplies
that sois g ;- Also, as pro gctions, 1 ; have bounded nom s, T u ; 7 1.k Pollows

23



Hl= \

H2= -
T ——— H == ~
00) o

o~

Figure 2: In the kft side of the drawing we see two Ham itonians H; and H, connected by a
straight line, and the spectral gaps along that line. In the right side of the draw ing we see the sam e
two Ham itonians H; and H , connected through a jagged line that goes through a third connecting
Ham itonian H 3 in the m iddl, and the spectral gaps along that pgged path. Note that on the kft
the spectral gap becom es zero in the m iddl, whik on the right it is aways larger than one.

then, by the results m entioned in Section [3, that all the H am iltonians on the path
connecting these pro fctions are sin ulatable, as convex com binations of sin ulatable
Ham itonians.

W e now have to show the Ham iltonians on the path have non negligble spectral
gap. By de nition y, hasa spectralgap equalto 1. It rem ains to show , however,
that the H am iltonians on the line connecting 5, and have large spectralgaps,
which we prove in the sin ple C lain [2.

W e can now apply the adiabatic theorem and get Lenma [d. Indeed, a linear
tin e param eterization su ces to show that this algorithm satis es the adiabatic
condition. [

Hiyra

W e now tum to the proofs of clain s[@ and [2.

Clamm 6. (H am iltonian-to-proection lemm a). Let H be a Ham ilonian on n
qubits such that e ¥ can ke approxim ated to within arbitrary polynom ial accuracy
by a polynom ial quantum circuit, and et kHk m = polym). Let #H ) ke non
negligible, and larger than 1=n¢, and fiirther assum e that the groundvalue of H is 0.
Then the progction y , is sin ulatabk.

P roof. W e cbserve that K itaev’s phase estin ation algorithm [32,137] can be applied
here to give a good enough approxin ation of the eigenvalue, and as the spectral
gap is non—negliglbl we can decide w ith exponentially good con dence whether an
eigenstate has the lowest eigenvalue or a larger eigenvalue. W e therefore can apply
the llow ng algorithm :

Apply K itaev’s phase estin ation algorithm to w rite down one bit of inform ation
on an extra qubit: whether an input eigenstate of H is the ground state or
orthogonalto it.
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Appl a phase shift ofvalue e ¥ to this extra qubit, conditioned that it is in the
state jli (@if it is Pi we do nothing). This conditional phase shift corresponds
to applying for tine t a Ham iltonian wih two elgenspaces, the ground state
and the subspace orthogonalto it, w ith respective eigenvalies 0 and 1, which is
exactly the desired profction.

F inally, to erase the extra qubit w ritten down, we reverse the rst step and un-—
calculate the informm ation w ritten on that qubit using K itaev’s phase estin ation
algorithm again.

O

W e willalso use the llow Ing basic but usefil claim regarding the convex com bi-
nation of two profctions. Fora vector j i, the Ham itonian H = I Jj ih jisthe
proEction onto the subspace orthogonalto . W e prove:

Claimm 7.Letji;j ibetwo vectorsin some subsgpace, H = I Jjih jandH =
I jih j Forany convex combination H = (1 )@ jih )+ @ Jih F 2
0;1], ofthe two Ham itoniansH ;H , # ) T J i3

P roof. To prove this, we cbserve that the problem is two dim ensional, write j 1 =
aj i+ bj 71, and write thematrix H in a basis which contains j i and j ?i. The
eilgenvalues of thism atrix are all 1 exospt for a two din ensional subspace, where the
m atrix is exactly

Bj+ @ ) ab
ab 3 a7
P
D jagonalizing thism atrix we nd that the spectralgap isexactly 1 4(1 ) I
which ism inim ized for = 1=2 where it is exactly @j. [

W e use the tools we have developed to prove the equivalence of standard and
adiabatic state generation com plexity, and for generating interesting M arkov chain
states. W e start w ith the equivalence resul.

7 Equivalence of Standard and A diabatic State G eneration

Theoram |4 asserts that any quantum state that can be e ciently generated in the
quantum circuit m odel, can also be e ciently generated by an adiabatic state gen-
eration algorithm , and vice versa. W e already saw the direction from adiabatic state
generation to quantum circuits. To com plete the proof of T heoram |4 we now show
the other direction.

Clamm 8. ktj ilkethe nalstateofa quantum circuitC withM gates, then there isa
quantum adialatic state generator which outputs this state, of com pkxity poly ;M ).
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Proof. W log. the circuit starts In the state Pi. W e rstm odify the circuit so that
the state does not change too m uch between subsequent tin e steps. The reason we
need this will becom e apparent shortly. To m ake thism odi cation, ket us assum e
for concreteness that the quantum circuit C uses only H adam ard gates, To oligates
and N ot gates. This set of gates was recently shown to be universalby Shi [43], and
a sinpli ed proofcan be found in 3] © ur proof works with any universal sst w ith
obviousm odi cations.) W e replace each gate g in the circuit by two™ g gates. For
P g we can choose any of the possbl square roots arbitrarily, but for concreteness

e notice that Hadam ard, Not and To oligateshave 1 elgenvalues, and we choose

1=1land 1= i.Wecallthemodi ed circuit C°. Obviously C and C ° com pute
the sam e function.

The path.W e ktM °bethenumberofgatesin C° Forinteger0 j M % we set

H, (2

m) = 1 jx(j)ih x(j)j

where j , ()i is the state of the system after applying the rst j gates of C° on
I+

the input x. Fors= 3=, 2 D;1),de neH (s)= (1 JHy G)+ HyG+ 1).

T he spectralgaps are large. C karly all the Ham iltonians H , (j) for Integer 0
j M Y have nonnegligible spectral gaps, since they are profctions. W e clain
that ©rany state and any gate® g, h J gj ij #:. Indeed, represent as
a;v; + a,v, where v; belongs to the 1-eigengpace of~ g and v, belongs to the
reigengpaceof §. Weseethat h 163 i3= tmF+ imFiasmT+ pf- 1,
a little algebra show s that this quantity is at least 191—5 . In particular, sstting
«(J)wessethat h . (9)F x G+ 1)ij #5. I therefore Hllows by clain [
that allthe H am iltonians on the line between H, (j) and H 4 (j+ 1) have soectral
gaps larger than 91—5 .

The H am iltonians are sim ulatable. G Iven a state jyiwe can

Apply the nverse of the st j gates of &,
Ifwe are in state ¥k;01i apply a phase shift e, and
Apply the st jgatesof

which clearly mplmentse 1 Hx0),

H (so+ ) H (=)

A diabatic C ondition is Satis ed.We have% (sg) = 1im , 4 . We
J

ignore the niely many points s = ;= where j is an integer in [0;M . Forall
other points s, when goestoObothH (+ ) and H (g) belong to the same

interval. Say they belong to the jth interval, sy = 25,0< < 1. Then,

H (SO) = (l )Hx (j)+ Hx(j+ l)
j+ + MO 0 , 0 ,
H (so + )=H(T) = @ M")H,Q)+ ( +M" )H,(J+ 1)
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T olowsthatH (so+ ) H () =M% He(G+ 1) M Hy() and & (s) =
M°% H@G+1) Hy@)].Weoconclidethat -1 2M %and to satisfy Equation
@)wej,lstneedtopjckT=O(M—0).

O

8 Quantum State G eneration and M arkov C hains

Finall, we show how to use our technigues to generate interesting quantum states
related to M arkov chains.

8.1 M arkov chain B ackground

W e will consider M arkov chains w ith states indexed by n bi strings. IfM is an
ergodic (ile. connected, aperiodic) M arkov chain, characterized w ith the m atrix M
operating on probability distributions over the state space, and p is an iniial proba-
bility distribution, then ling, ; pM “= where is called the lim iting distribbution
and is unique and independent ofp.

A M arkov chain M has eigenvalues between 1 and 1. A M arkov chain is said
to be mpidly m ixing if starting from any initial distrioution, the distrbution after
polynom ially m any tin e steps iswithin  total varation distance from the lin iting
distrbbution . [B] shows that a M arkov chain is rapidly m ixing if and only if its
second eigenvalue gap is non negligible, nam ely bounded from below by 1=poly (n).

A M arkov chai is reversibke if for the lim iting distribution it holdsthatM [; ]

;=M [J;i] j.W enotethata symm etricM arkov chainM isin particular reversible.
A Iso, for an ergodic, reversble M arkov chain M ;> 0 foralli.

In approxin ate counting algorithm s one is interested in sequences of rapidly m ix—
Ing M arkov chains, where subsequent M arkov chains have quite sin ilar lim iting dis-
trbutions. For m ore background regarding M arkov chains, see [35] and references
therein; Form ore background regarding approxin ate counting algorithm s see [30].

8.2 Reversible M arkov chains and H am iltonians

Fora reversble M wede ne
) _ 1
Hy =1 Diagl ) M D iagt) (18)
3

A direct calculation showsthat M is reversble i Hy is symmetric. Tn such a case
we callH, the Ham itonian corresponding to M . The propertiesofHy and M are
very much related:

Claim 9. IfM isa reversibke M arkov chain, we have:
Hy isa Ham itonian with jHy J 1.
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The specttal gap of Hy equals the second eigenvalue gap ofM .

If i%ﬂl%ljmitjngdjsbsibutjonofM,t‘tlen’dlegroundstateof}& is Hy)=
§i< @ .

Proof. IfM is reversble, Hy is Hem itian and hence has an eigenvector basis. In

particularI Hy = M landsoI Hy and M have the sam e spectrum . It
follow s that ifthe eigenvaluesofHy are £ g then the eigenvaluesofM are f1 9.
A sa reversble M arkov chain, M hasnom bounded by 1.

Also, if v, is an eigenvector of Hy with eigenvaluie ., then D 1'ag(p_)vr is

the oorresponding lft eigenvectors of M wih elgenvalie 1 . In particular,
Diag( ) Hy) = ™M ). It therefore Pllows that Hy ); = ~ i, or In short
Hy)=Ji. ]

T his gives a direct connection between H am iltonians, spectral gaps and ground-—
states on one hand, and rapidly m ixing reversible M arkov chains and lin iting distri-
bution on the other hand.

8.3 Simulating Hy

Not every Ham iltonian corresponding to a reversble M arkov chain can be easily
simulated. W e will shortly see that the Ham iltonian corresponding to a symm etric
M arkov chain is sinulatable. For general reversible M arkov chains we need som e
m ore restrictions. W e de ne:

De nition 8. A reversibke M arkov chain is strongly sam plkbk if it is:
row com putablk, and,
Given 1;j2 , therr isan e clentway to approxim ate—.
J
Row com putability holds in m ost interesting cases but the second requirem ent is
quite restrictive. Still, we note that i holds In m any interesting cases such as all
M etropolis algorithm s (see [23]). Ik also trivially holds for symm etric M , where the
Iim iting djst:dbu‘doa is unifom .
AsHy EIJl= —M [;j] we see that if M is strongly samplable then Hy is
J

row -com putable. AsHy hasbounded nom , the sparse H am iltonian lemm a in plies:
C orollary [: Ifa M arkov chain M is a strongly sam pkbk then H, is sin ulatablke.

8.4 From M arkov chains to Q uantum Sam pling

W e are Interested In strongly sam plablk rapidly m xing M arkov chains, so that the
H am iltonians are sin ulatable and have non negligible spectral gaps by clain [@. To
adapt this setting to adiabatic algorithm s, and to the setting of the ‘agged adiabatic
path lemm a in particular, we now consider sequences ofM arkov chains, and de ne:
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De nition 9. (Slow ly Varying M arkov C hains). Let fM.gL ; be a sequence of
M arkov chainson , jJ j= N = 2. Let . ke the lim iting distribution ofM (. W e
say the sequence is slow Iy varying if for allc > 0, for all large enough n, for all
1 t T 3J¢ w1J 1 1=n°.

W e prove that we can m ove from sequences of slow Iy varying M arkov chains to
Quantum sam pling. W e can now state T heoram [3 precisely.

T heorem [&: Let fM tgL 1 ke a sbw Iy varying sequence of strongly sam plabk M arkov
chains which are all rmpidly m ixing, and kt . ke their corresoonding lim iting dis—
tributions. Then if there is an e cient Q sam pkr for j i, then there is an e cient
Q sam pkr for j ¢ i.

Proof. W e already saw the Ham iltonians Hy, are sinulatable and have bounded
nom . A 1so, asthe M arkov chains In the sequence are rapidly m ixing, they have large
soectral gaps, and therefore so do the Ham iltonians Hy , . To com plete the proofwe
show that the lnner product between the groundstates of subsequent H am ittonians is
non negligble, and then the theogn pﬁﬂbws from the pgged path lemm a. Indeed,
h Hy,)J By, ,)i=h Ju.1i= i (@) w1 @) 1 J« v+ 1jand therefore is
non-negligble. U

E ssentially allM arkov chains that are used In approxin ate counting that we are
aware of m eet the crteria of the theoram . The ollow Ing is a partial list of states
we can Q sam ple from using T heorem [, where the citations refer to the approxin ate
algorithm s that we use as the basis for the quantum sam pling algorithm :

1. Uniform superposition over all perfect m atchings of a given bipartite graph R9].
2. A 1l spanning trees of a given graph [9].

3. A1l Jattice points contained in a high dim ensional convex body satisfying the
conditions of [a].

4. VariousG bbsdistribution over rapidly m ixingM arkov chainsusing theM etropo—
lis Iteri5].

5. Log-ooncave distributions [@].

W e note that m ost ifnot all of these states can be generated using other sin pler
techniques. H owever our techniques do not rely on self reducibbility, and are thusqual-
ftatively di erent and perhaps extendible In other ways. W e illustrate our technique
w ith the exam ple ofhow to Q sam pl from all perfect m atchings In a given bipartite
graph. W e also note that if we could relax the second requirem ent in De nition[d
the techniques in this section could have been used to give a quantum algorithm for
graph isom orphisn .
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8.5 Qsam pling from Perfect M atchings

In this subsection we heavily rely on the work of Sinclair, Jerrum and V igoda [29]
who recently showed how to e ciently approxin ate a pem anent of any m atrix w ith
non negative entries, using a sequence of M arkov chains on the set of M atchings of
a bipartite graph. T he details of this work are far too involved to explain here fully,
and we refer the Interested reader to [29] for further details.

In a nutshell, the idea In 9] is to apply a M etropolis random walk on the sst of
perfect and near perfect m atchings (ie. perfect m atchings m Inus one edge) of the
com plkte bipartite graph. Since R9] is nterested in a given Input bipartite graph,
which is a subgraph of the com plkte graph, they assign weights to the edges such
that edges that do not participate in the input graph are slow Iy decreasing until the
probability they appear n the naldistrbution practically vanishes. T he weights of
the edges are updated using data that is collected from running theM arkov chain w ith
the previous set of weights, .n an adaptive way. The nalM arkov chain with the nal
param eters converges to a probability distribution which is essentially concentrated
on the perfect and near perfect m atchings of the input graph, where the probability
of the perfect m atchings is 1=n tim es that of the near perfect m atching.

It is easy to check that the M arkov chains being used In 29] are all strongly
sam plable, since they are M etropolis chains. M oreover, the sequence of M arkov
chains is slow Iy varying. It rem ains to see that can quantum sam ple from the 1m iting
distrbution of the iniial chain that is used in 29]. This lin iting distrdoution is a
distrbution over all perfect and near perfect m atchings in the com plete bipartite
graph, with eadch near perfect m atching having weight n tin es that of a perfect
m atching, where n is the number of nodes of the given graph. Indeed, to generate
this superposition we do the ollow ng:

P
Wegenerate ,; dn i, wherem In thematching on the bipartite graph in-

duced by 2 S,.W ecane ciently generate this state because we can generate
a superyposition over all pem utations in S, , and there is an easy com putation
from a pem utation to a perfect m atching in a com plte bipartite graph and vice
versa.

_P
W e generate the state j)i+pn . Jji nom alized, on a log () din ensional
register. This can be done e ciently because of the low -din ension.

W e apply a transform ation that maps jn;ii to P;mi when i = 0, and to
P;m  fegiPri> 0, wherem fe,g isthematchingm m inus the i%h edge
In them atching. There is an easy com putation from m  feig tom ;iand vice
versa, and so this transform ation can be done e ciently. W e are now at the
desired state.

Thus we can apply Theoram [ to Q sampk from the lim iting distribution of the
nalM arkov chain. W e then m easure to see w hether the m atching is perfect or not,
and w ith non negligiole probability we pro fct the state onto the uniform distribution
over all perfect m atchings of the given graph.
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A Zeno e ect approach to sim ulating adiabatic G enerators

Proof. OfClain [J) W e concentrate on a tine Interval [sp;5:], Sy < S;, Where
H ( ) is continuous on [g;s;] and di erentiable on ($;51). We denote pax =
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2
M aXsy (sy5) e )P and  nim = Mg s, © (). We choose R (B2 ).
Notice that R ispolynom ially related to the schedule tine T in the adiabatic condi-
tion.

m easure the state with a projctive, orthogonalm easurem ent that has the ground
state ofH (Ej) as one of s answers. W ebegin at the state #H (0)).

W e need to show our procedure can be In plem ented e ciently, ie., that ifH is
sim ulatable and has a non negligble spectral gap, then such a m easurem ent can be
Inplmented e ciently. W e also need to show our procedure is accurate, ie., that
under the condiion of the adiabatic theoram , for the R we have chosen, w ith very
high probability the nalstate isindeed H (1)).

A ccuracy :
W e rstbound the relative dqang%ofH (s+ )wih respectto H (s). Fors;s+
2 Bisl H+, ) HE) = S & edsand 0 FH s+ ) H ()=

s+

3 L edsy [ FE O na
Our next step is to clain that two Ham iltonians that are close to each other
have close groundstates. T his is captured In the follow iIng clain , that we prove

later.

Clamm 10.LetH ;J betwo Ham iltonianskH Jk .Assume H ;J have large
. . 2

spectralgaps:  H); () Then h @) @i 1 <5

Having that, we see that since kH (%) H (Ej)k e2x, Claim [0 asserts
that the probability r sucoessfiil profction at the j%h m easurem ent, ie. the
2

probability that the outcom e is indeed the groundstate, is1 O (z*%*—). The

m in

probability we err at any ofthe R steps is therefore at m ost O (ﬁ%) which is

m in

atmost by our choice ofR.

E ciency :

W e use K iaev’s phase estin ation algorithm [32,1371] to give, w th polynom ially

good con dence, a polynom ially good approxin ation of the eigenvalue, and we
then m easure the eigenvalue. A s the spectralgap isnon-negliglble, thisin e ect
does an orthonom alm easurem ent w ith the eigenstate subspace as one possble

answer, as desired. T he procedure is polynom ialbecause H is sin ulatable and

we can e ciently approxin ate e ¥ * for every polynom ialt.

U
W e nish with the proofofC lain[I0.
Proof. OfClin [0) W Jog we can assscme H and J are positive, otherw ise just

add C I to both m atrices, for large enough constant C . This does not e ect the
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soectral nom of the di erence, the spectral gaps or the inner product between the
groundstates.

Let fv;g be the H eigenvectors w ith eigenvalues ; < :::< y, and fuig, £ ig
for J. Agamn,wJdog, 0= ; 1. Notice also that - 1+ ,because ; =
mNyg5-1 Ivjand gviy Hwj+ jJ0 H)wg 1+

So, Jvi] 1+ . On the other hand, express vy = au; + bu, , with u, 2 u;.

Then, I j= PJu, + aJwj PJ 2 BRI 1 i @+ ) BRI 1 ]
(1+ ) Bj] G+ ).Settlhg ;= 0we get: Tj BJ . Let us denote
c= —.Wesethat pj chbj 1.

IS
W enow pluig In pij= 1 ¥, and square both sides of the nequality. W e get
1 »f 1 2chjt Ehf,ie, i F= £ =2.Equivalently, h ®i1)J H,)ij=
0 . 0 . 2 .
Jvi i ij= pj= 1 b 1 é =1 4—2 as desired. O
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