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O n C om putationalPow er ofQ uantum

B ranching Program s

Farid Ablayev� Aida Gainutdinovay M arek Karpinskiz

A bstract

In this paper we study a m odelofQ uantum Branching Program
(Q BP) and investigate its com putationalpower. W e de�ne several
naturalrestrictionsofa generalQ BP m odel,such asa read-onceand a
read-k-tim esQ BP,noting thatobliviousnessisinherentin a quantum
natureofsuch program s.

In particularweshow thatany Boolean function can be com puted
determ inistically (exactly) by a read-once Q BP in width O (2n),con-
trary to theanalogoussituation forquantum �niteautom ata.Further
wedisplay certain sym m etricBoolean function which iscom putableby
a read-onceQ BP with O (logn)width,which requiresa width 
(n)on
any determ inistic read-once BP and (classical)random ized read-once
BP with perm anenttransitionsateach level.

W epresentagenerallowerbound forthewidth ofread-onceQ BPs,
showing thatthe upperbound fora considered sym m etric function is
alm osttight.

1 Introduction

Richard Feynm an observed in 1982 ([9]) that certain quantum m echanical
e� ectscannotbe sim ulated e� ectively on a classicalcom puter.Thisobser-
vation led to a generalidea that perhaps com putation based on quantum
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e� ects could be m uch m ore e� cient than the classic one. During the last
decadetheareaofresearch ofquantum com putation wasan intensivelygrow-
ing area. Shor’squantum algorithm forfactoring integers[15]thatrunsin
polynom ialtim e iswellknown now.

As m entioned in [4]quantum com puters m ay consist oftwo parts: a
quantum partand a classicalpartwith com m unication between them . In
such a case,a quantum partcould beconsiderably m oreexpensivethan the
classicalpart.Therefore,itm ightbeusefulto constructa quantum partas
sim ple aspossible.Thism otivatesa study ofrestricted m odelsofquantum
com putation.

During the last decade m any di� erent restricted quantum com puta-
tion m odels have been investigated. In particular the quantum analogs of
Boolean circuitsN C and AC C [13,8]hasbeen introduced.Anotherm odel
| quantum � nite autom ata hasbeen introduced and � rststudied by K on-
dacsand W atrous [12],see [7]form ore inform ation on the subject. Ithas
been shown thatuniform one-way quantum � nite autom ata with bounded
error probability cannot accept allregular languages [12]. But Am bainis
and Freivalds[4]presented a regularlanguage which can becom puted by a
quantum � nite autom aton with bounded errorprobability ofexponentially
sm allersize than the corresponding classicalrandom ized � nite autom aton.
O ne ofthe m ore recentpaperscom paring classicaland restricted quantum
com putation m odelsis[16].

A classicalbranchingprogram (BP)(see,e.g.,[17])isaconvenientnonuni-
form m odelforstudyingvariousrestricted variantsofcom putationalm odels.
Leveled oblivious perm utation BPs are wellknown in the com plexity the-
ory,theircom putationalpowerisrem arkable(determ inisticleveled oblivious
perm utation BPswith constantwidth have the sam e poweraslogn depth
circuits[6]). Itseem salso thatthe branching program sare wellsuited for
com paring restricted quantum m odelswith theirclassicalcounterparts.

Nakanishi,Ham aguchi,and K ashiwabaraintroducedalsoin [14]avariant
ofquantum m odelofBPsasan extension ofprobabilisticBPs.In thispaper
we introduce a m odelofquantum BPsdi� erentfrom thatof[14].W ithout
lossofgenerality weconsiderleveled BPs.Fora leveled BP P ,allthepaths
in a BP are ofthe sam e length,and one can m ove only from the nodesof
thei-th levelto thenodesofthei+ 1-th level.W edenoteby w(P )a width
ofP . That is,w(P ) is a m axim um num ber ofnodes on various levels of

P . In ourcase a superposition ofP isany elem entj i=
P w (P )

i= 1
zijqii.W e

notice thatwe m ay need m uch lessquantum bitsthan in a m odelof[14].
In thspaperweinvestigatea restricted com putationalvariantofaquan-
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tum branching program | a quantum read-once BP. Firstwe show thata
read-once (exact) quantum BPs (noting that the obliviousness is inherent
in a quantum nature ofsuch program s)can com pute an arbitrary Boolean
function. Next we display a certain sym m etric Boolean function which is
com putablebyaread-onceQ BP with O (logn)width,which requiresawidth

 (n)on any determ inistic read-once BP and on any (classical)random ized
read-once BP with perm anenttransitionsateach level. W e presenta gen-
erallowerbound forthe width ofread-once Q BPs,showing thatthe upper
bound fora considered sym m etricfunction isalm osttight.

2 Prelim inaries and D e�nitions

W e consider a d-dim ensionalHilbert com plex space H d with a norm jj:jj.

Thatis,forz 2 H d,z = fz1;:::;zdg,jjzjj=
q P

d

i= 1
jzij

2.
Recallsom ebasicnotationsfrom thequantum m echanics.A purequan-

tum state (orsuperposition)ofa quantum system Q S with d stable states
f1;:::;dg (d-state Q S)can be expressed by associating an am plitude zi (a
com plex num ber)to each stateiofa Q S.Q uantum m echanicsusesforthat
the following notations. Consider the quantum basis states fj1i;:::;jdig
wherefjiig isthesetofd-dim ensionalorthogonalbasisvectorsofH d where
jii denotes the unit vector with the value 1 at iand 0 elsewhere. A pure
quantum state ora con�guration ofa Q S can bewritten as

j i=
dX

i= 1

zijii

or just j i = (z1;:::;zd) where j i 2 H d. The speci� c notation j i

correspondsto theDirac’ket’-notation fora colum n-vector(z1;:::;zd).An
elem ent zi ofj iiscalled an am plitude ofthe basisstate jiiofa Q S,and
jzij

2 is the probability of� nding a Q S in the state i when Q S is beeing
m easured.

A tim e evolution ofcon� gurationsofa Q S in discrete stepsisreversible
and conveniently expressed using Heisenberg’s m atrix m echanics. Thatis,
ifin a currentstep a con� guration ofa Q S is j i,then in the nextstep a
con� guration ofa Q S would be j 0i where j 0i = U j i and U is a d � d

unitary m atrix.
W e are going to de� ne now a quantum transform ation as follows. Let

X = fx1;:::;xng be a setofBoolean variables. De� ne quantum transfor-
m ation (d-dim ensionalquantum transform ation) on j i 2 H d as a triple
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hj;U (0);U (1)i where j is the index ofa variable xj 2 X ,and U (0);U (1)
arereversibletransform ationsofH d presented by unitary d� d m atrices.A
quantum transform ation hj;U (0);U (1)iofj iactsasfollows:U j i= j 0i.
Ifxj = 1 then U = U (1)else U = U (0).

2.1 D e�nition ofa QBP

A Q uantum Branching Program ofwidth d and length l((d;l)-Q BP)based
on a Q S isde� ned by a triple

P = hT;j 0i;F i

where T isa sequence (oflength l)ofd-dim ensionalquantum transfor-
m ationsofa d-state Q S:

T = (hji;Ui(0);Ui(1)i)
l
i= 1;

with j (0)i an initialcon� guration ofP ,and F � f1;:::;dg a set of
accepting states.

W e de� nea com putation ofP overan input�= �1;:::;�n 2 f0;1gn as
follows:

1. Com putation ofP starts from the superposition j 0i. O n the i-th
step,1 � i� l,P transform sa superposition j i to a superposition
j 0i= Ui(�ji)j i.

2. After the l-th (last) step ofa quantum transform ation,P m easures
its con� guration j �iwhere j �i= Ul(�il)Ul�1 (�il�1 ):::U1(�i1)j 0i.
The m easurem entispresented by a diagonalzero-one projection m a-
trix M where M ii= 1 ifi2 F and M ii= 0 ifi62 F .The probability
paccept(�)ofP accepting an input� isde� ned by

paccept(�)= jjM j �ijj
2
:

W e calla Q BP P read-once,ifeach variable x 2 fx1;:::;xng occursin
a sequence T ofquantum transform ationsofP atm ostonce.

2.2 C om putation ofa B oolean Function

� A Q BP P is said to com pute (with an unbounded error) a Boolean
function fn :f0;1gn ! f0;1g ifforall�2 f �1 (1)theprobability ofP
accepting � isgreaterthan 1/2 and forall�2 f �1 (0)the probability
ofP accepting � isatm ost1/2.
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� A Q BP P com putes a Boolean function fn with a bounded error if
thereexistsan "> 0 such thatforall�2 f �1 (1)theprobability ofP
accepting � isatleast1=2+ " and forall� 2 f �1 (0)the probability
ofP accepting � isatm ost1=2� ".W ecall" a m argin,and say that
P (1=2+ ")-com putesfn.

� W esay thata Q BP P exactly com putesfn ifP com putesfn with the
m argin 1/2 (with the zero errorprobability).

3 C om putationalProperties

The following property ofa sim ulation ofQ BPs with com plex valued am -
plitudesby Q BPswith realvalued am plitudesis sim ilar to sim ulations by
quantum Turing m achinescf.[5].

P roperty 1 Leta (d;l)-Q BP P with com plex valued am plitudes com putes

(with an unbouded error,with a bounded error,exactly)a function fn.Then,

thereexistsa(2d;l)-Q BP P 0with realam plitudeswithin theinterval[� 1;+ 1]
thatcom putes (with an unbouded error,with a bounded error,exactly,re-

spectively) the sam e function fn.

P roof:Letusconsidera productU j iofa com plex valued d� d m atrix
U

U =

0

B
@

z1;1 ::: z1;d
...

...
zd;1 ::: zd;d

1

C
A

wherezi;j = ai;j+
p
� 1bi;j,

with a d-dim ensionalcom plex valued vectorj i

j i=

0

B
@

z1
...
zd

1

C
A

wherezi= a+
p
� 1bi.

Theabove productcan besim ulated by a productofa Ajviof2d� 2d real
valued m atrix A

A =

0

B
@

Z1;1 ::: Z1;d
...

...
Zd;1 ::: Zd;d

1

C
A
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whereZi;j =

�
ai;j bi;j

� bi;j ai;j

�

ism atrix presentation ofthecom plex num -

berzi;j,and
jviisa 2d-dim ensionalrealvalued vector

jvi=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

a1

b1
...
ad

bd

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

W enoticethatallam plitudesz in superpositionsj iofP aresuch that
thereala and im aginary bpartofz = a+

p
� 1barefrom intervals[� 1;+ 1].

From theaboveitiseasy to concludethata d-dim ensionall-length com plex
valued quantum transform ationsofa d-state Q S

(hji;Ui(0);Ui(1)i)
l
i= 1;

can besim ulated by thecorresponding 2d-dim ensionall-length realval-
ued quantum transform ationsofa 2d-state Q S

(hji;A i(0);A i(1)i)
l
i= 1:

2

Below we show that a bounded error read-once Q BPs are powerful
enough to com pute an arbitrary Boolean function. By contrast,we notice
thatithe uniform one-way quantum � nite autom ata when accepting with
a bounded error probability can com pute only a proper subset ofregular
sets[12].Seealso [7]form orerecentresultson thecom plexity propertiesof
quantum � niteautom ata.

P roperty 2 For arbitrary Boolean function fn, there exists a read-once

(2n;n)-Q BP thatexactly com putes fn.

P roof: Theproofisevident.Thefollowing read-once (2n;n)� Q BP P

satis� esourproposition.Allpossiblecon� gurationsofP aretrivial.Thatis,
a con� guration j iofP containsexactly one1,and alltherestcom ponents
ofj iare 0. The initialcon� guration ofP isj 0i= (1;0;:::;0). P reads
inputvariablesin orderx1;x2;:::;xn .

In each step i;1 � i� n ,P readsinput�i and transform sitscurrent
con� guration j iasfollows. If�i = 0 then j idoesnotchange. If�i = 1,
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then the1 ofthecon� guration j iis\m oved" to 2n�i positionsto theright
in the nextcon� guration j 0i.

Foran inputsequence�= �1;::::�n,denotebyl� thenum berofposition
of1 in the � nal(afterreading �)con� guration ofP . Clearly we have that
l� 6= l�0 i� �6= �0.

Now determ inethesetofaccepting statesF ofP asfollows:iff(�)= 1,
then ql� 2 F .Iff(�)= 0,then ql� 62 F . 2

Denote by EP -Q BPconst theclassofallBoolean functionsexactly com -
puted by theconstantwidth and polynom iallength (in thenum beroffunc-
tion variables)Q BPs.

P roperty 3 For the com plexity classN C 1 itholds that

N C
1
� EP -Q BPconst:

P roof: Proofis evident by a known result ofBarrington [6]. Having
a perm utation determ inistic branching program P ofwidth 5 com puting a
Boolean function fn it is easy to construct a (const;poly)-Q BP P 0 which
exactly com putesfn. 2

Consider now the following sym m etric Boolean function M O D pn: For
an input� = �1;:::;�n 2 f0;1gn we have M O D pn(�)= 1 i� a num berof
onesin � isdivisibleby pn,wherepn isa prim eand pn � n=2.

T heorem 1 Thefunction M O D pn can becom puted byaread-once(O (logpn);n)-
Q BP with a one-sided error probability.

The proofofthis theorem willbe presented in the section below. W e
have clearly thatany determ inistic O BDD forM O D pn has
 (pn)width.

3.1 ProofofT heorem 1

The proofis sim ilar to that of[4]. [4]introduces the following regular set
LP .Fora prim ep,a languageLp overa singleletteralphabetisde� ned by
Lp = fu :jujisdivisible by pg. Itis proved thatfor any " > 0,there is a
Q FA with O (logp)statesrecognizing Lp with probability 1� ".

W e constructa Q BP P accepting the inputs� 2 M O D �1
pn
(1) with the

probability 1 and rejecting the inputs�2 M O D �1
pn
(0)with the probability

7



atleast1/8.Considera (2;n)-1Q BP P k fork 2 f1;:::;pn � 1g.A quantum
program P k = hTk;j k0i;F

ki is based on the following 2-state quantum
system ,Tk = (hi;U k(0);U k(1)i)ni= 1 where

U
k(0)=

�
1 0
0 1

�

;U
k(1)=

�
cos(2�k=pn) � sin(2�k=pn)
sin(2�k=pn) cos(2�k=pn)

�

;j k
0
i=

�
1
0

�

;F
k = f1g:

Denote by l(�)a num berof1-sin the sequence�,l(�)=
P n

i= 1
�i.

Lem m a 1 ([4]) Afterreading an input�= �1;:::;�n,thesuperposition of

P k is

j i= cos

�
2�l(�)k

pn

�

j1i+ sin

�
2�l(�)k

pn

�

j2i:

P roof: Theprooffollowsfrom thedescription ofa Q BP P k.
2

Ifthenum berofonesin an input�isdivisiblebypn,then 2�l(�)k=p n isa

m ultipleof2� and cos
�
2�l(�)k=p n

�
= 1,sin

�
2�l(�)k=p n

�
= 0 .Therefore

allQ BPsP k acceptinputs�2 f �1
n;pn

(1)with probability 1.

Following [4],we callP k "good" forinput�2 M O D �1
pn
(0)ifP k rejects

� with probability atleast1=2.

Lem m a 2 Forany �2 M O D �1
pn
(0),atleast(pn� 1)=2 ofallP k are\good".

P roof: According to Lem m a 1,after reading an input � = �1;:::;�n

the superposition ofP k is

j i= cos

�
2�l(�)k

pn

�

j1i+ sin

�
2�l(�)k

pn

�

j2i:

Therefore, the probability of accepting the input � 2 M O D �1
pn
(0) is

cos2
�
2�l(�)k=p n

�
.cos2

�
2�l(�)k=p n

�
� 1=2i�

�
�
�cos

�
2�l(�)k=p n

��
�
�� 1=

p
2.

This happens if and only if
�
2�l(�)k=p n

�
is in [�=4 + 2�j;3�=4 + 2�j]

or in [5�=4 + 2�j;7�=4 + 2�j]for som e j 2 N .
�
2�l(�)k=p n

�
2 [�=4 +

2�j;3�=4+ 2�j]i�
�
2�(l(�)k m od p n)=pn

�
2 [�=4;3�=4].p n isprim e,and

l(�)isrelatively prim e with pn. Therefore,l(�)m od pn,2l(�)m od pn;:::;
(pn � 1)l(�)m od pn is 1;2;:::;pn � 1 in di� erent order. Consequently,it

8



isenough to � nd the powerofa setI = fi1;:::;ilg � f1;:::;pn � 1g such
that 2�ij=pn 2 [�=4;3�=4] or 2�i j=pn 2 [5�=4;7�=4]. Since p n points
2�=pn;:::;2�(pn � 1)=pn;2� are regularly distributed on a circum ference,
and sectors[�=4;3�=4]and [5�=4;7�=4]areexactly a halfofthecircum fer-
ence,wehave jIj� bpn=2c� (pn � 1)=2:

2

Following [4],we calla set ofquantum program s S = fP i1;:::;P itg

\good" for�2 f �1
n;pn

(0)ifatleast1=4 ofallitselem entsare\good" forthis
�.

Lem m a 3 There is a setS of1Q BPs with jSj= t= d16lnpne which is

\good" for allinputs�2 M O D �1
pn
(0):

P roof: W e consider the following procedure A for a construction ofa
setS.

For a � xed input � with l(�) � pn � 1;A selects a quantum
branching program uniform ly atrandom from fP 1;:::;P pn �1 g:

The probability ofselecting a \good" Q BP ateach step isatleast1/2.
Using Cherno� inequality,we have thatthe probability that lessthan 1/4
fraction ofallQ BPsfrom thesetS are\good",forany � xed � with l(�)�
pn � 1,isatm ost

exp((� 16lnpn)=2(1=2)
2
=2 = 1=pn:

Hence the probability thata constructed set isnot\good" forat least
oneinput� with l(�)� p n � 1,isatm ost(pn � 1)=pn > 0.Thereforethere
existsa setwhich is\good" forallinputs� with l(�)� p n � 1:Thissetis
\good" forthe inputs� with l(�)> p n aswell,since any Q BP P k returns
a currentsuperposition ofa starting superposition afterreading allpn ones,
and hence itworksthesam e way on inputs�;� 0with l(�)= l(� 0)m od pn:

2

W e constructa 1Q BP P accepting inputs� 2 M O D �1
pn
(1)with proba-

bility 1 and rejecting inputs�2 M O D �1
pn
(0)with probability atleast1/8 as

follows. A 1Q BP P consistsofQ BPsfrom \good" setS = fP i1;:::;P itg,
which work in parallel.In thestarting superposition ofP alltheseprogram s
have equalam plitudes.
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The inputs� 2 M O D �1
pn
(1)are always accepted with the probability 1

becausealltheP ksacceptthem .Forany input�2 M O D �1
pn
(0)atleast1/4

ofallP k 2 S rejectitwith probability atleast1/2,and thetotalprobability
ofrejecting any �2 M O D �1

pn
(0)isatleast1/8.

W e can m ake the errorassm allaspossible using a standard technique
for reducing an error probability for a one-sided error com putation. That
is,we take d = d(") copies ofsuch a 1Q BP P and run them uniform ly at
random .In thiscase thewidth of1Q BP willbeO (logpn). 2

� W e calla branching program P stable ifits transform ations do not
depend on thelevelofP .

From the proofofour theorem we have that the constructed Q BP for
M O D pn isa stable branching program .

C orollary 1 The function M O D pn can be com puted by a stable read-once

(O (logpn);n)-Q BP with a one-sided error.

Below weshow thatM O D pn function ishard,in fact,fortherandom ized
O BDDs.

3.2 Low er B ound for R andom ized O B D D s for M O D

Random ized O BDDswereintroduced and � rstly investigated in [1],seealso
[17].

T heorem 2 Any stable probabilistic OBDD com puting M O D pn has width

atleastpn.

P roof: Assum e that there is a stable probabilistic O BDD P ofwidth
q< pn com puting M O D pn with probability 1=2+ " fora � xed "2 (0;1=2].
W e can assum ewithoutlossofgenerality thateach levelofP hasexactly q
nodes.Let�j = (�j

1
;:::;�

j
q)be a probability distribution ofstatesofP on

the j-th level,where �j
i
is the probability ofbeing in the i-th node ofthe

j-th level.W e can describea com putation ofP on an input~�= �1;:::;�n

asfollows:

� A com putation ofP starts from the initialprobability distributions
vector�0.

10



� At the j-th step,1 � j � n,P reads an input �ij and transform s
a vector �j�1 to �j = �j�1 A,where A is a q� q stochastic m atrix,
A = A(0)if�ij = 0 and A = A(1)if�jk = 1.

� After the last (n-th) step ofthe com putation, P accepts the input
~� with probability P acc(~�) =

P
i2F

�i. Iff(~�) = 1,then we have
Pacc(~�)� 1=2+ ",else we have P acc(~�)� 1=2� ".

W eassum ewithoutlossofgenerality thatP readsinputsin thenatural
order x1;:::;xn. W e consider allinputs ~�n;:::;~�1,such that ~�i = ~�0i~�

1
i;

where ~�0i = 0:::0| {z }
n�i

;~�1i = 1:::1| {z }
i

:

Fori2 f1;:::;ngwedenoteby�iaprobabilitydistribution afterreading
the part ~�0i. That is,�i = �0A(0)� � � A(0) = �0A n�i(0). There are only
ones in the ~�1i,hence a com putation after reading ~�0i can be described by
a M arkov chain. In thiscase �i isthe initialprobability distribution fora
M arkov process,A(1)isthetransition probability m atrix.Thestatesofthis
M arkov chain areeitherergodicortransientcf.,e.g.,[11].An ergodicsetof
states isa setwhich a processcannotleave ifitonce entered. A transient
setofstatesisa setwhich a processcan leave,butcannotreturn ifitonce
left. An ergodic state isan elem ent ofan ergodic set. A transientstate is
an elem entoftransientset.

An arbitrary M arkov chain C has at least one ergodic set. C can be
a M arkov chain withoutany transient set. Ifa M arkov chain C has m ore
than oneergodicset,then thereisno interaction between thesesets.Hence
we have two or m ore unrelated M arkov chains lum ped together. Those
chains can be studied separately. If a M arkov chain consist of a single
ergodic set, then the chain is called an ergodic chain. According to the
usualclassi� cation,every ergodic chain iseitherregularorcyclic.

Ifan ergodic chain is regular,then a su� ciently high power ofa state
transition m atrix A hasonly positive elem ents. Thusno m atterwhere the
process starts, after a su� cient num ber of steps it can be in any state.
M oreover,thereisa lim iting vectorofprobabilitiesofbeing in thestatesof
the chain which do notdependenton the initialstate.

Ifa M arkov chain iscyclic,then a chain hasa period tand allitsstates
are subdivided into t cyclic subsets (t > 1). For a given starting state a
process m oves through the cyclic subsets in a de� nite order,returning to
thesubsetwith thestarting state afterevery tsteps.Itisknown thatafter
thesu� cienttim eelapsed,theprocesscan bein any stateofa cyclicsubset
appropriate at the given m om ent. Hence for each oft cyclic subsets,the
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t-th powerofa statetransition m atrix A t describesa regularM arkov chain.
M oreover,ifan ergodicchain isa cyclicchain with a period t,ithasatleast
tstates.

From the assum ption q < pn in the proof,we getthatt< pn forevery
cyclic chain. W e denote by D the least com m on m ultiply of allsuch t.
Because pn isprim e,tisrelatively prim eto pn,D isrelatively prim eto pn,
and so isany positive powerD m ofD .

Let�k beaprobability distribution afterreadingthepart~�1
k
of~�k:That

is,�k = �kA k(1):W e can assum e that there is a single accepting state,
withoutlossofgenerality.Let�kacc betheprobability ofbeing in accepting
stateafterreadingtheinput~�1

k
:Sinceafterevery D stepsaprocesscan bein

any state com prising an accepting state,D -th powerofm atrix A describes
a regularM arkov chain forthatset. From the theory ofM arkov chainswe
have thatthereexists�acc thatlim k! 1 �kDacc = �acc.Hence forany "> 0 it
holdsthat

j�
D m

acc � �
D m pn
acc j< 2�

form largeenough.AsP (1=2+ ")-com putesM O D pn,wehavethat�
D m pn
acc �

1=2+ " and �D
m

acc � 1=2� ",a contradiction with the inequality above.
2

4 Lower B ounds

Below wepresentagenerallowerbound on thewidth of1Q BPsand com pare
itwith the width ofdeterm inistic O BDDscom puting thesam e function.

T heorem 3 Let"2 (0;1=2). Letfn be a Boolean function which is(1=2+
")-com puted (com puted with a m argin ")by a 1Q BP Q .Then itholds that

width(Q )= 


�
logwidth(P )

loglogwidth(P )

�

where P isa determ inistic OBDD ofm inim alwidth which com putes fn.

The nexttheorem presentsa m ore precise lowerbound fora particular
m argin " ofcom putation.

T heorem 4 Let " 2 (3=8;1=2). Let fn be a Boolean function which is

(1=2 + ")-com puted (com puted with a m argin ") by a 1Q BP Q . Then it

holds that
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width(Q )= 


�
logwidth(P )

2log(1+ 1=�)

�

where P isa determ inistic OBDD ofm inim alwidth com puting fn and

� =
q
1+ 2"� 4

p
1=2� ":

Proofsoftheabove theorem sarepresented in thesection below.

4.1 Proofs ofT heorem s 3 and 4

ProofsofTheorem s3,and 4useasim ilaridea.W econstructadeterm inistic
O BDD P thatcom putesthe sam e function fn and

width(P )�

�

1+
2

�

� 2w idth(Q )

: (1)

ProofsofTheorem s3,4di� eronly in an estim ation ofaparam eter�> 0
depending on ".

4.1.1 A D eterm inistic O B D D -P resentation ofa 1Q BP

Letd = width(Q ).Let�= fi1;i2;:::;ingbean orderingoftestingvariables
ofQ . From now on we assum e that the input sequences � 2 f0;1gn are
ordered byan order�determ ined byQ .W ede� neadeterm inisticO BDD LQ

based on Q asfollows.LQ usetheordering�oftestingvariablesrepresented
by thefollowing labeled com plete binary tree.

� TheinitialnodeofLQ ism arked by an initialcon� guration j 0iofQ .
Two outgoing vertices ofthe initialnode are m arked by xi1 = 1 and
xi1 = 0.

� Two nodes of LQ on the level 1 are m arked by the con� gurations
j 1(0)iand j 1(1)iofQ where j 1(�1)iisthe con� guration afterthe
� rststep ofcom putation afterreading xi1 = �1 for�1 2 f0;1g.

A vertex xi1 = �1 leads from the node j 0i to the node j 1(�1)i i�
j 1(�1)i= U1(�1)j 0i.

� Consider a levelj ofLQ . 2j nodes ofLQ ofthe levelj are m arked
by the con� gurationsfj j(�1:::�j)i2 	 :�1:::�j 2 f0;1gjg where
j j(�1:::�j)iisacon� guration ofQ afterreadingthe� rstpart�1:::�j
ofthe input�2 f0;1gn.
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A vertex (m arked by xij+ 1
= �j+ 1)from thenodej j(�1:::�j)ileads

tothenodej j+ 1(�1:::�j�j+ 1)ii� j j+ 1(�1:::�j�j+ 1)i= Uj+ 1(�j+ 1)j j(�1:::�j)i.

� Consider the last leveln ofLQ . W e m ark 2n nodes ofLQ on the
leveln by the con� gurationsj n(�1:::�n)i2 	 :(�1:::�n)2 f0;1gn

and in addition we m ark them by 0 and 1 asfollows. W e m ark node
j n(�1:::�n)i by 1 iffor con� guration j n(�1:::�n)i it holds that
paccept(�1:::�n)� 1=2+ ".W em ark a nodej n(�1:::�n)iby 0 iffor
con� guration j n(�1:::�n)iitholdsthatpaccept(�1:::�n)� 1=2� ".

P roperty 4 A determ inistic OBDD LQ com putes the sam e Boolean func-

tion fn asQ .

P roof: Evidentand followsfrom theconstruction ofLQ . 2

4.1.2 A M etric A utom aton C haracterization ofLQ

W e view now an O BDD LQ with an ordering � oftesting variablesasthe
following m etrictim e-variantautom aton thatreadsitsinputsequences�2
f0;1gn in an order�:

LQ = hf0;1g;	 ;f�jg
n
j= 1;j 0i;F"i

where f0;1g is the inputalphabet,	 = fj ig is a set ofstates (set ofall
possiblecon� gurationsofQ duringitscom putationson inputsfrom f0;1gn).
Thatis,	 = [nj= 0	 j where 	 j isa setofstates ofLQ on the levelj. An
autom aton transition function �j :	 j�1 � f0;1g ! 	 j determ inestransitions
in the step j,1 � j � n,(�j isde� ned according to the transitions ofLQ
in the levelj� 1). Finally j 0i is the initialstate and F" = fj i 2 	 n :
jjM j ijj2 � 1=2+ "g isthe accepting setofstatesofLQ .

Forj2 f1;:::;ng,we denote by � j :	 j�1 � f0;1gn�j+ 1 ! 	 n the au-
tom aton transitive closure ofthe sequence �j;:::;�n ofthe transition func-
tions.Thatis,

� j(j i;�j:::�n)= �n(:::(�j(j i;�j);:::;�n):

Lem m a 4 Letfn be a Boolean function (1=2+ ")-com puted by a LQ . Let

�> 0,and for arbitrary j i2 F " and arbitrary j i
0
2 	 nnF" itholds that

jjj i� j 0ijj� �:
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Then,there existsa determ inistic OBDD B which com putes fn and

width(B )�

�

1+
2

�

� 2d

:

P roof: W e recall� rst som e known notions concerning m etric spaces
(see[3]).A HilbertspaceH d isa m etricspacewith a m etricde� ned by the
norm jj� jj.Thepoints�;�0from H d areconnected through a�-chain ifthere
existsa� nitesetofpoints�1;�2;:::;�m from H d such that�1 = �;� m = �0

and jj�i� �i+ 1jj� � for i2 f1;:::;m � 1g. A subsetC ofH d is called a
�-com ponent ifarbitrary two points �;� 0 2 C are connected through a �-
chain. Itisknown [3]thatifD isa � nite diam etersubsetofa subspace of
H d (a diam eterofD isde� ned assup�;�02D fjj�� � 0jjg then for� > 0 D is
partitioned to a � nitenum bertofits�-com ponents.

A set	 ofstatesofLQ belongstothesphereofradius1which hascenter
(0;0;:::;0)in H d becauseforallj i2 	 itholdsthatjjj ijj= 1.Foreach
j 2 f0;:::;ng,denote by [	 j]= fC1;:::;Ctjg the set of�-com ponents of
	 j � H d.

From the condition ofour Lem m a it follows that a subset F" of	 n is
a union ofsom e �-com ponentsof	 n. The transition functions�j,1 � j �

n,preserve the distance. That is,for arbitrary j i and j�i from 	 j and
arbitrary  2 f0;1g,itholdsthat

jjj i� j�ijj= jj�j(j i;)� �j(j�i;)jj: (2)

From (2) we have that for C 2 [	 j]and for  2 f0;1g there exists
C 02 [	 j+ 1]such that�j(C;)= C 0. Here �j(C;)isde� ned as�j(C;)=
[
j i2C

�j(j i;).

Now we describe a determ inistic O BDD B in term s ofa tim e-variant
� nite autom aton thatcom putesfn.

B = hf0;1g;[	 ];f�jg
n
j= 1;C0;F i

where [	 ]= [nj= 0[	 j]isa set ofstates ofB ([	 j]isa set ofstates on the
step j ofa com putation ofB );
�j :[	 j�1 ]� f0;1g ! [	 j]isa transition function ofB in the step j;
an initialstate C0 = fj 0ig isa one-elem ent�-com ponentof	 0;we de� ne
F by F = fCi2 [	 n]:Ci� F"g.

From ourconstruction wehave thatB and LQ com putethesam efunc-
tion fn.Thewidth ofB ist= m axft0;:::;tng.

Lett= tj W eestim atea num bertof�-com ponents(num berofstatesof
B )of	 j asfollows.Foreach �-com ponentC ,we selectone pointj i2 C .
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Ifwe draw a sphereofthe radius�=2 with the centerj i2 C then allsuch
spheresdo notintersectpairwise.Allthesespheres(tm any)arein a larger
sphere ofradius 1 + �=2 which has center (0;0;:::;0). The volum e ofa
sphereofradiusrin H d iscr2d,wheretheconstantcdependson a m etricof
H d.Note thatforestim ating the volum e ofthe sphere we should take into
accountthatH d isa d-dim ensionalcom plex space and each com plex point
isa 2-dim ensionalpoint.So itholdsthat

width(B )�
c(1+ �=2)2d

c(�=2)2d
=

�

1+
2

�

� 2d

:

2

Below weform ulatea technicallem m a thatestim atesa num berofcom -
ponentsof	 fordi� erent".

Lem m a 5 Letan LQ (1=2+ ")-com putesa function fn.Then forarbitrary

j i2 F" and arbitrary j 
0i62 F" itholds that

1. jjj i� j 0ijj� �1 = "=
p
d

and

2. jjj i� j 0ijj� �2 =
q
1+ 2"� 4

p
1=2� ".

P roof: For the sake ofsim pli� cation we denote a con� guration j i=
z1j1i+ � � � + zdjdijustby  = (z1;:::;zd). Let = (z1;:::;zd)and  0=
(z01;:::z

0
d
).Considera norm jj:jj1 de� ned asjj jj1 =

P
d

i= 1
jzij.

1.From the de� nition ofLQ itholdsthat

2"�
X

si2F

(jzij
2
� jz

0
ij
2)=

X

si2F

(jzij� jz
0
ij)(jzij+ jz

0
ij)�

� 2
X

si2F

(jzij� jz
0
ij)� 2

X

si2F

jzi� z
0
ij� 2jj �  

0
jj1

Using an inequality

a1b1 + a2b2 + :::+ adbd �

q
a2
1
+ a2

2
+ :::+ a2

d

q
b2
1
+ b2

2
+ :::+ b2

d
; (3)

forb1 = b2 = :::= bd = 1 wegetthatjj jj1 �
p
djj jj.Therefore,

2"� 2jj �  
0
jj1 � 2

p
djj �  

0
jj
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Finally,we have
jj �  

0
jj� "=

p
d:

2.Considernow the nextvariantofa lowerbound forjj �  0jj.

jj �  
0
jj =

v
u
u
t

dX

i= 1

jzi� z0
i
j2 �

v
u
u
t

dX

i= 1

(jzij� jz0
i
j)2 =

=

v
u
u
t

dX

i= 1

jzij
2 +

dX

i= 1

jz0
i
j
2
� 2

dX

i= 1

jzijjz
0
i
j�

�

s X

si2F

jzij
2 +

X

si62F

jz0
i
j2 � 2

X

si2F

jzijjz
0
i
j� 2

X

si62F

jzijjz
0
i
j:

From the de� nition of an LQ we have that
P

si2F
jzij

2 � 1=2 + ",
P

si62F
jz0ij

2
� 1=2+ ".Now,from the above wegetthat

jj �  
0
jj�

s
1=2+ "+ 1=2+ "� 2

X

si2F

jzijjz
0
i
j� 2

X

si62F

jzijjz
0
i
j:

Using inequality (3)we get

jj �  
0
jj�

v
u
u
t 1+ 2"� 2

s X

si2F

jzij
2

s X

si2F

jz0
i
j2 � 2

s X

si62F

jzij
2

s X

si62F

jz0
i
j2:

Usingtheproperty
P

si62F
jzij

2 � 1=2� ",
P

si2F
jz0ij

2 � 1=2� ",
P

si
jzij

2 �

1,and
P

si
jz0ij

2 � 1,we � nally getthat

jj �  
0
jj�

q
1+ 2"� 4

p
1=2� "= �2:

2

Note that the lower bound above for jj �  0jjis nontrivial(positive)
if" 2 (�;1=2) where � isabout3/8. For " 2 (0;�]itholdsthat1+ 2"�
4
p
1=2� " � 0. In that case the lower bound jj �  0jj� "=

p
d is m ore

precise.
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Now weturn to theform alestim ationsofthelowerboundsofTheorem s
3 and 4.

P roofofT heorem 3:From Lem m a 4 and Lem m a 5,itfollowsthat

t�

 

1+
2
p
d

"

! 2d

orlogt= O (dlogd).From thatwe getthat

d = 


�
logt

loglogt

�

:

P roofofT heorem 4:From Lem m a 4 and Lem m a 5,itfollowsthat

t�

�

1+
2

�2

� 2d

or2d � logt=log(1+ 2=�2).From thiswe have that

d �
logt

2log(1+ 1=�2)
:

2
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