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Abstract number of gates is small. This work focuses on the case where
the input computation is diagonal.

A unitary operatolJ = ¥ ;, Ujxkihjjis calleddiagonalwhen  Gate counts for quantum circuits are often made in terms of

Ujx = Ounlessj = k. The definition extends to quantum compubasic gateg1], i.e., the set of all controlled-not gates and one-

tations, wherg andk vary over the 2 binary expressions for in- qubit computations. Our gate counts will be made with respec

tegers Q1 " ;21, givenn qubits. Such operators do not affedfo the following gate library. We refer to elementsasmentary

outcomes of the projective measurementj; 0 j 2" 1g gatesin contrastto basic gates.
but rather create arbitrary relative phases among the ctampu

tional basis states§i; 0 | 2" 1g. These relative phases 1. Forl j n applyR,®)2U @") onlinej, where
are often required in applications. 0 e B ven s

Constructing quantum circuits for diagonal computatioss u R/®) = cos; ghmﬁ sinz é—pﬂ’lj
ing standard techniques requires eit@®n?2") controlled-not siny 103+ cos; L350 8 < 2m
gates and one-qubit Bloch sphere rotations or €lg&") such _ ) . ()
gates and awork qubit. This work provides a recursive, capst 1S @Y-axis Bloch sphere rotation f, :4.2].

tive procedure which inputs the matrix coefficientdJoénd out-

puts such a diagram containin§*3 3 alternating controlled-

not gates and one-qulitaxis Bloch sphere rotations. Up to a

factor of two, these circuits are the smallest possible. ddwer,

should the computatidd be a tensor of diagonal one-qubitcom- s azaxis Bloch sphere rotation P, x4.2].

putations of the fornR, @) = e '“2PirD5+ €92 4inl5 then a

cancellation of controlled-not gates reduces our cirauthtit of 3. Let1 j;k n, letby;by; n Be N variables varying in

ann-qubit tensor. the field of two elements,, and letx;y 7 x ydenote the
exclusive-or KOR) operator which is addition ir,. The fi-
nal type of elementary gate is thecontrolled-not gate act-

2. Forl j n,applyR,@)2U @) onlinej, where

R, 0)=e 92 PitD#+ 9?44l 0 B<2m (2)

1 Introduction ing on linek. We denote it bk, In casej < k,

LetU N)= £V anN N matrix;VV = 1g, wherelis an iden- C}(= z Pr b jlx) niin bk baib
tity matrix andV = V! is the mathematical notation for the 0 by niN1

adjoint. One may view () as the set of all reversible quan- (3)

tum computations acting on qubits. Then our usual conven- The other cask < J1s sm_ular._

tion is that algorithms foguantum circuit synthesisput such 1 1€ elementary gate library is universal because\aayl (N)
aV 2 U N) and output a quantum circuit diagram 6 up to factorsinto basm_gatei][a_rzpd any one-qubit computaqzlw can
global phase. Several distinct quantum circuits may reahe be decomposed int/ = "Ry G1)R; @)R, @) for &~ an un-

same computatiovi. Thus, one seeks circuits for which the tota{peasurable global phase, [Lemmad4.1] [2, x4.2]. Mqreoyer,
the asymptotic€ ( ), O( ), and® ( ) of the counts in either
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then-qubit state space which is tliespan of the computationalfor stably asymptotically optimal will make clear that slyesiz-

basisfji; 0 j N 1g Thej are typically written as binary ing large subsets oA requires 2" 1 elementary gates. In
integers. AsU is diagonalU = ZJ-N= Oll.lj jihjj Moreover,U this specialized sens@, @") gates are required, and the diagram
unitary impliesyi; ¥ = 1. of Sectiord proves that diagrams for generic diagonal computa-

We denote the Lie grougl] of all diagonal computations ontions cost® 2") elementary (or basic) gates.
n-qubit states byA. The notatiorA ) may be used for emphasis. See Figurel for the overall circuit topology in the case= 3
Observe thad is abelian, i.e., commutative. gubits. We defer a description of the algorithm for compgitime

Circuit synthesis algorithms that provably produce mirim&z angles to the body and next discuss potential applications.
gate counts are rare, difficult to construct, and have beén pu The first application is in conjunction with the standard-syn
lished for special cases only4]. Before stating our main result,thesis algorithm{, 3] [12, x4.5], which may be formalized using
we formalize a sense in which it is best possible. the QR matrix decomposition4, 3]. ForV 2 U (), the algo-
Definition 1.1 LetH U () be an analytic subgroup. Am rithm uses a matrix factorization = QR, whereQ is a product

gubit quantum circuit synthesis algorithm with inputs rieséd of Givens.rotations.?,] re_alizable asn 1)-contro_||eo! one-qubit
to H is said to stably output téi iff i) it outputs at most a computglt!ons gn& is diagonal. Should the projective measure-
countably infinite number of quantum circuit topologies coﬁnentfhj.j’ 0 ) N lgfo”OWY’ one ne(_ad not appiy.

taining only elementary gates as inputs are varied overfall o Consider instead the following situation. Fqr<< n,

and ii) for each such circuit topology the corresponding com—;; (\1/e3|red C(;(mp;ﬁ‘t'(g?)/ azs fgll((l)\lvx)/sISFilr(:t(/)V\ilgaLOpliirclisoen Ifirnoerz
tations remain irH for every variation of parameter on any/7V2/ ~ n/¥1 ) S TSV
putat n very variat b ;p, after whigh¥ applied on lines 3; ;p+ 1, and

Ry @), R; @) gate withint. If ¢ is such a synthesis algorith e il finallvv ) lied on li 1.
accepting any input fronkl and outputting stably tél, we put SO onuntitfinallyVn p.1 1S applied onfinés - p+ L;n - p+
#C= maxt#t; Tis a diagram output bgg, where # refers to the

p i i -
number of elementary gatesinWe finally put O np2P) elementary gates may be realized directly, one may fac

toreachVy = Q1Ry, Vo= QoRy, ...Vh pr1= Qn p+1Rn pr1and
‘H) = ming#c; ¢ outputs stably téig (4) apply the standard synthesis algorithm on each subbloct-Ho
ever, with the convention thathjj; 0 j N 1lgis only ap-
plied after the entire computatidf, we now need quantum cir-
cuits realizing each of thBy;Ry; niR 1. The synthesis al-
gorithms proposed in this paper provide these. Moreovdg no
that essential part of the argument is merely the overlap®f t
smaller blocks, not their pattern.

Two further instances commonly arise where one needs to be
careful about relative phases of computational basissstate

Definition 1.2 Consider now a familyyH n) U @";n 1g
of analytic subgroup< p. 47]. A family ofn-qubit synthesis al-
gorithmsf¢ () ; n  1g, each allowing for any input ifl (n) and
outputting stably taH n), will be called stably asymptotically
optimaliff#¢n)2 O ("H ))).

Theorem 1.3 Any n-qubit diagonal computation & A (n) may Suppose that fov 2 U @ 1), one wishes to build a circuit

be realized by a quantum circuit holdigj** 3 alternating for the computationl V)2 U @") which applies/ iff the
controlled-not gates and z-axis Bloch sphere rotation®R The top line carriesili. Suppose one has a circuit #ér correct
construction is stably asymptotically optimal foir. up to relative phase. For example, such results from the fac-

torization of Q into Givens rotations using = QR[3]. A
Remark 1.4 Two other comments should be made about the straightforward approach is to condition every gat®jrso

construction. First, it requires neither a work quhif for any that e.g. conditioned-not gates @ correspond to Toffoli
Ry @) elementary gates. Second, should-qubit tensor of the computationsirl. Q. Yetl Rwill affect measurements
form T_;R; @) be input to the algorithm, the output will hold in then-qubit computational basis, unlike the diagonal com-
several cancelling controlled-not gates. After canceligtthe putationRin (n 1) qubits. One even needs a conditioned
output will match the input. 3 gate for theglobal phase of the original.

As a benchmark, we describe in Sectidra diagram for a
given diagonall using standard techniques. The technique
hinges on a well-known circuit diagram for am 1)-qubit con-
trolled element ofA 1). In the presence of one ancilla (work)
qubit, this diagram hold® n2") basic or equivalently elemen- Another possible application of circuits for diagonal quan
tary gates. The cost rises @(n?2") when there is no ancillatum computations is to reduce the synthesis of arbitraryngqua
qubit. Thus, the asymptotic cost 6f@") of the synthesis algo-tum computations to the synthesis of real quantum computa-
rithm of the Theorem (see Sectidh compares favorably with tions [L3], i.e., of thoseV 2 ON)= £V 2 U N); V = Vg. For
known results. Moreover, dimension counts during the antmthere is a matrix decompositidh N) = O N) A ON). Indeed,

Moreover, circuits for diagonal computations are required
whenever the final projective measuremei, [x2.2.5] is
notfhj5;0 j N 1a

2; n. If gquantum computing technology has progressed so that
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Figure 1: This diagram shows the circuit structure reatjzrihree qubit diagonal computation using our circuit sgathalgorithm.
The general algorithm applies mrather than merely three qubits and extends the construcfi®ection 2.2 of a previous work

[2]. Should the input diagonal be of the folth= R; @1) R;@2)

R; @3), the second, third, fourth, and sixB gates of the

output diagram are trivial, implying that all controlledtrgates cancel. The output then coincides with the input.

2

this is a special case of th€AK metadecompositiord] 8, 2].
Thus ifV 2 U (N) is arbitrary, we may write/ = O;UO» for

Prior Work

01;02 2 ON) real quantum computations abtl2 An). The Circuits with measurement gates of Hogg et al.

present work produces a circuit fdr2 A (n), reducing the ques-
tion of a circuit forV 2 U (N) to circuits forO1;02 2 O (N).

Finally, we expect further applications to other quantum ci
cuit synthesis algorithms relying on other examples of the
KAK matrix metadecomposition. Another such example is i
Cosine—-Sine decomposition]7]. This decomposition states
that one may write any 2 U N) asV = U1 U)W Uz Uy)
forUq;U2;Us;Us 2 U (N=2) andW a sparse matix whose nonzero
entries are paired cosines and sines. A quantum circuithfor t
matrix W may be synthesized using the algorithm of this pa-
per. Indeed, leS= PiH05+ iiihljandH denote the Hadamard
gate, costing one and two elementary gates respectivgly [
Then forl an N=2) (\=2) identity matrix, one may com-
pute that = SH 1WI[SH) 112 Ais a diagonal compu-
tation. Hence, one may implement the nonrecursive portfon o
Cosine-Sine synthesis using the methods of this paper and
six extra elementary gates.

We briefly outline the body of the paper. Secti®ddescribes
an algorithm for building quantum circuits for diagonal qom
tations which is analogous to an unoptimized version ofsilas
cal two-level synthesis of logic functions. This algorithpro-
ducesO n2") gates with a single ancilla qubit a@n?2") gates
else. Sectior3 outlines how to use Lie theoryd] to recog-
nize whenU, 2 An) factors as a tensor on ling i.e., case
Ur=U,1 R@)forUy, 12 An 1). Section4 motivates
and describes the recursive construction of the circuifhafo-
rem1.3 Finally, Sectiorb discusses dimension counts required
for the lower bounds proving that our circuit diagrams aneege
ically asymptotically optimal. Appendi® gives a construction
similar to that of the Theorem, using 1)-controlledR; gates.

Finally, some mathematical background beyond that usually
Despite these caveats, the citation above does include sbme

associated to the quantum computing literaturd [s required

Hogg et al. [] consider synthesis of quantum circuits for diago-
nal computations from a much different perspective. Thaimm
result is polynomial-size circuits, but in somewhat diffiet cir-
lémstances compared to our work.

The diagonal computatiots =y '\ 5 u; § ihj jto which the

prior result applies are required to have mamnyepeat. In-
deed, accounting for the global phase, one supposes a fam-
ily of diagonal computationsUn = 5.5 Un;j §ij 3 n  1g
where #un;; 6 1; 0 j 2" 1gscales as some polyno-
mial p ().

Moreover, the algorithm chosen in later steps depends on
outputs of measurements of the quantum memory state in
earlier steps. In the construction of classical circuitg t
gate count would be increased by at leastmu® (if-then-

else) gate for each classical branching, and each unigue
contributes such a branching. The presense of measurement
gates moreover takes their algorithm out of the present con-
text of reversible gate libraries.

The circuits ibid. would be large on a generic input of
?:1Rz @j) due to little repetition in the input phases.

Thus, a separate section 4] describes a precomputation

to determine whether an input is of the forn‘]‘= Rz @j).

If this is the case, one should instead choose the tensor

diagram. In contrast, given an inplt = ’j‘:le @j),

our output circuits automatically contain several caricgll

controlled-nots’s. After cancellation, one recovers thauit

tensor.

to understand the arguments in this manuscript. The caisteu the discussion of the next subsection.

synthesis algorithm makes use of the Lie theory of comnugati
matrix groups §]. The argument for stable lower bounds makes
use of the theory of smooth manifolds as is commonly treated i
differential topology f].



i i < Definition 2.1 In n-qubits, letS  £1;2; n lgandV 2
U @%). ThenAsd) denotes the particular instance Afs V)
X s X controlled by linestj 2 Sgand acting on lina.
— X S—{XJ- Definition 2.2 In n qubits, letS  £1;2; n 1g. Thend
5 S S F2)" ! Fpis given byds(j) = 1iff [(j€ n)and (2 S} For
X = 1if03+ Pinlja PauliX gate, we writex®s = 1_ X% 0.
—AV— V] IfO j N=2 1,thenS() £1;2; n 1gis the subset

S(j)=f0 k N=2 1l;c=1forj=c=c1c n 8
Figure 2: ForS= f1;2g £1;2;3q, this figure shows at left
X% 1] MipagV) pOs 1] Atright is the first reduction Finally, forS £1;2; n 1g, the numbek §) is that integek
of this circuit in a common implementatiof][ such thaS= Sk).

wa now detail one construction of a circuit fdd =
Analogies to classical two-level logic Yj-oUjjinjj Let0 k N 1,andk Omod2. LetVi=

ux PiD 3+ Uk, 13LiHl5 a one-qubit computation. Label

We briefly recall classical two-level synthesis in orderdoirast
our circuits with this technique. Thus, [ep denote the field of Uk = Uitk 3+ Uy 1 K+ Likk+ 15+ Z jihjj (7)
two elements, andd 2 ¥, also denote either a Boolean value or jeki6 k+1
an integer oft0;1q. In this section, leb= b;by n2bE)" de- . .
note amn-bit string. Supposé : F2)" ! F» describes an-to-1 Then we have the following expression.
Boolean function we wish to realize with a circuit in the cligsl, Bk Bsgea)
irreversibleaAND-OR-NOT gate library. A textbook techniqué]l U= K LNz, o ¥ K 1 (8)
is the two-level approach. Briefly, take;b,;  , ds variables,
andletc= cic;  n2cE2)" be afixed bit string witlp €) = 1.
Denote byds the indicator function o, i.e.,6c: #2)" ! Fzhas
d: €)= 1 andd: )= 0 forb& €. Then we have

Moreover, all suciJy commute. Thus for any enumeration of
subsets; ; NaS  £1;2; n 1g,

U = X% 11Anp ke X 1]
8c= NOT® * (1) BNDNOT * (o) AND foT ©n)3; (5) X% 1Anp, o bkey) X2 1] (9)
3s., sy
where theaND gates are equivalently multiplication irp. More- XN 1Anp; 0 Mg X R
over, if £Cy;Cy; g& b2 F2)"; ¢ b)= 1g, thenthe ex- o
pression This directly produces a quantum circuit built out of suluii®
¢ = 35 ORSs, OR GRS (6) such as the one illustrated in Figuze
1 2

) T S - Before passing to the asympotitcs, we note an optimization.
provides ariNp OR ~ NOT circuit. For generi with * 2% %, A Grey code[12, #4.5.2] produces a sequengg$iSs  n-S
note this classical two-level circuit requirés2" *) gates. With #G\ Se1) = 1;1 k N=2 1. Sample Grey codes are

Optimizing such two-level circuits isie-hard 5], and the yecgjled withn 1= 1;2;3, where we writé S) for each subset:
problem has been studied extensively since the late 196Bs. A

gorithms and tools for this problem, egjspresso, are widely 0;1
known, and some are used in commercial circuit design tools. 00;01;10;11 (10)
More recently, two-level decompositions in tA&D-XOR-NOT 000;001;010;011;111;110;101;100

gate library have been introduced. This is still universs,

any bi;bp 2 F» have (b OR bp) = by b> (01 AND bp). By using a Grey code in the choice of enumeration of the sub-

Publicly available tools for such ESOP-decompositionude! set for equatio, we obtain a massive cancellation of inverters

EXORCISM-4 [11, 15. We mention this transitio@R 7 XOR leaving onlyN=2 suchX gates.

as it is loosely analogous to our change in strategy fromi@ect Figure2 recalls the remaining facts justifying ti@n2") gate

A to Sectiord. Other work orroM-based quantum computatiortount for this synthesis algorithm. Namely, each ofttk® com-

[16] has also made use @bR based two-level synthesis. putationsA, 1 ) requireO (%) basic gates absent an ancilla
We extend these ideas to build a simple circuit tbr=qubit or 481 164 basic gates with an ancilla qubit present |

23-\': ¢ Uj i ihj jcostingO n2") elementary (or basic) gates. Recatsumming produces asymptotics ©fn2") elementary or basic

standard notation usés ) to denote & controlledV gate for gates with the ancilla present a@dn?2") gates without the an-

V 2 U @) [1]. We extend this notation slightly, in view of thiscilla present. In contrast, the circuits of Theorérs described

section and Appendik. in Section4 require no ancilla and co§& @") gates.



3 Tensors and characters Hence, the function ( ) is a quantitative obstruction to writ-
ing U as a tensor on the last line. A heuristic for the algorithms

The recursive proccess of the two new synthesis algoritioms éf Sectionst andA would then be the following.

diagonal quantum computations in Sectiband AppendixA

both rely on well-known ideas from Lie theor§][ Specifically, 1. Define a large enough set of parameter dependent circuit

it is typical to study Lie groups and most especially comrtivta blocks inA M) so as to control alN=2 1 degrees of free-
Lie groups using their character functions. s Lie group, a dom ofn. Note this number of degrees of freedom coin-
character is a functiog: G ! ¢ f0gwith x gh) = x @)x ). cides with the number of nonempty subsets of the top lines
The motivating example is the following group and character £1;2; in lg.

2. Use the previous construction and the propertieptofap-
pend circuit blocks ttJ so that) = 0. Then the composition
U=V W, withW someR; @) gate up to global phase.

G=GLM;c)= fMn ncomplex matrix;9M 1g
X=det:GLn;c)! ¢ £0g

Note that for any character, lgggh) = logx @) + logyx ) and
by continuity logx @*) = alogx @) for g;h 2 G;a2 R. This will
be useful in the sequel. In terms of this heuristic, the circuit blocks of Sectidrare the
We seek an obstruction to writing Un 2 A(M) asUn 1 ysual conditioned gate’s R, @)][1], while Section4 requires
R, @), written in terms of characters. First, let us classify WwhiG variantxor-controlled rotation. We denote this R0,
diagonalJ, may be written in this way. in analogy to theA of A,V 1being an enlarged version of the
propositional logic symbot for AND.
Proposition 3.1 (cf. P, x2.2]) Let U = 3L Jujjinjj Then
there exists \& z'j\':(Z) 1Vj jinjjin A 1) and W= wp DitD 3+
wi iihl ja one-qubit diagonal so that8 V W if and only if

3. Recurse oN.

4 Synthesis usingL KRz @)]

This section describes our main synthesis algorithm. @erta
proofs are omitted due to their similarity to results of Apgix

Proof:  The check that such a tensor satisfies the chainof This appendix may be read first independently in order to
equalities is routine. For the opposite implication, lgt= Motivate the constructions in this section.

YiLgUjdihj3 Then define thaV = upPird3+ urfLinl3 Now .

U being unitary demands 6 0. Thus, choose in the expressioCircuit blocks for =~ | R, @)]

forV thatvg = 1;v1 = Up=Ug;V2 = Ua=Up; N=¥ 1= UN 2=Uo.

The chain equality then implids =V~ W. > We begin by making precise the notion of kafold XOR-

. . controlled one-qubit computatiovi 2 U @1). Several circuits
We now introduce the language for our obstructipnNote ne-g P e : . ,
. ) . .bllocks holding R+ 1 elementary gates are associated with this
that corollary3.3 motivates these technical terms and is cruci

to the constructions of Sectighand AppendixA. f%r_v = Re(@). Thus we first describe thé+ 1)-qubit compu-
o N T e _ tation, then highlight a circuit optimized for cancellatio our
Definition 3.2 LetU = 3" yu;jihjjdefine coordinates onapplication, and finally describe possible variant cirolidtcks.

An). Forl | N=2 1, we defirlle chlaracter functiongyefinition 4.1 Letk 1,V 2 U@Y a one-qubit quan-
Xi At C f0gby XjU) = W) 2Uy 1Upjitioj1. FOTU 2y computation, and fdoy ;by; D2 F> let the bit-string
A (), we define the vector valued function: An) ! RN 1 b, |, balso denote the element pfwith this binary repre-
bynU)= i logxiU) log x2U) lagx 1 U) 1. Here, sentation. Then theor-controlledv-computation controlled on
the superscript denotes the transpose of the typeset rawryvefines 1,2; ;kand acting on liné+ 1 is thatd/) 2 U @< 1)
so that we follow that the usual convention of linear algethed which extends linearly from

vector-valued functions output column vectors.

1 1 1 1
Ugl; ~ = UpUz ™ = Uglg~ = N duy (12)

8 .
3 P dbViead;if

Corollary 3.3 Thefunctiom:An) ! RN=? 1hasthe following fa V)b e bi= by by k=b02 F2
: k 2 by kibV Piaisif
properties.
: b1 by Kk=b1l2F>»
U=V WiforV2An 1L;W2A1)]() hU)=0] (12)
Here,V 2 U @) is the inverse or adjoint operatortband the
ForY;Uz 2 A ), we haven U1Uz) = n U1) + n Uo). symbol denotes the exclusiver operaﬁion which is also ad-
dition in F2. We take the convention that ¢ ) 41b» nibk
ForU 2 An), a2 r, we have) (f) = an V). Piby 4 bi Vi Innqubits, shoulds £1;2; in 1g



Ee a possibly empty subset, we WrIFteS(\/) for the instance of By a flip stateof S, we mean anyj 2 ¥ ), i.e., Sflip is an
#s V) conditioned on linesj 2 Sgand acting on line. abbreviation okOR-S-conditioned.

. In the application, we will use the circuit diagram fo
k Rz @)1 which follows from the following equation. Let

S f1;2; ;N 1g, say nonempty, labed = ;&5;

and finally letl 2 U (N=2) denote ann  1)-qubit identity com-

putation. Recalling the controlled-not notati@ﬁﬁ from the In-

Example 4.4 Consider the special case ot 4 qubits. The
flip states of each nonempty subsetfdf.2;3qg of the top three
lines are given in the table below, in binary.

. | subset | flip states |
troduction one has
M flg 100, 101, 110, 111
JR]=CCq, XLl ROCIC, & £1;2g || 010,011, 100, 101
(13) £1;3g | 001,011, 100, 114
All controlled-not gates to either side of the R; @) term com- £1;2;3g || 001, 010, 100, 111
mute. The right hand side of figuBdllustrates the corresponding 29 010, 011, 110, 111
circuits. These circuit[rs requirk2 1 elementary gates and are £2;3g || 001, 010, 101, 11
the implementation of  R; @)]used in our final circuit dia- £3g 001, 011, 101, 111
grams. For completeness, we briefly note possible variazuiti
blocks of the same size. Note that for anyS6 0, exactly half of the eight integers
LetS f£1; ;N lgand®sSupposS= fs1;, kgwith 0;1; ;7 are elements of S). 3
S1< < i Then another quantum circuit for R, @)]
arises from s S i Proposition 4.5 Let 7 &) be the set of flip states of any
GGy s I Re@)] nonempty S £1;2; ;N 1g. Then
R, @)]= 1 S 14 4y 7 g.
ST Tqey, e o .
This is illustrated to the left in Figure. n( SIRZ 1= 20(. Z Vi (17)

Finally, although the controlled-not gates in the secorad di
gram corresponding to the alternate Equation certainlyhaio

commute, one may reorder the circuit in a certain senseaLe@‘lso' forS=0nl R.@)]=0.

be a permutation aof1; 7Kg, retainingS= £ss; < K-S o .
P — g % The proof is similar to that of PropositioA.3. However,
M (i’ g)’ 50@1) cn © I R @)] sR; @)] never leaves any computational basis state fixed,
SRZ 1= ch Il g: So @) (15)  which accounts for the factor of two.
(k)CSG(k 1) So @

Example 4.6 Considem = 4 qubits for the subse&d= £1;3g
and a arbitrary. For convenience, labgl= o=2, so that

_ L R, @)= %"Pj)jroj+ e 41§ We leave it to the reader to check
Computationof n ( gR,@)]) thatV = ~ R, @)]is diagonal and merely describe the multi-
é)les on each computational basis state.

See the left hand side of Figuge

We find it more convenient to use mathematical notation for v
tors such as values of rather than th&ra-ket notation. We
briefly recall the appropriate conventions, treated in nuwil [state | mult [ state | mult [ state [ mult [ state | mult ]
in AppendixA. D000 | €% || HIOGL | €9 | J000i | e '@ || 4100 | e @
Definition4.2 Forl j N=2 1,letejdenoteisthe column| P00k | e '? || P10L | e '9 || 4001 | € 1101 | €¢
vector inkRN=2 1 with a single entry of 1 in thgtN row and all | §010i [ e ™ || 9110i | e @ || 4010 | €® || 4110i | €&°
other entries 0. The vectovs = ¢ ej,1if1 | N=2 2, [PO1L| €% || 11| € || 401% | e @ || 411k | e '
while Vo= €& andVN:2 1= 6N=2 1-

L w1y Thus,xiV) = €9 X V) = e 49 x3V) = €4 xa ) = 1,
The vectorsfvj ;1 j N=2 1lgform a basis for - XxsM)=¢e 4|q1)1 X6 V) = €9 andy7 /) = e 4®. Thus we have

We need one more definition before computing siR; @)1). computed ( aag R @)]) = 491 110 11 1f.
Definition 4.3  Let $= £91;%; k%S fl;?; ;N 1g On the other hand, flip states f6t ;3g are given in binary by
be nonempty. Im qubits withN = 2", let 1 j N=2 1 j=001;011;100;and 110. SoF )= £1;3;4;6gand

with binary representatiop= b1b, n bforby;by; nib2

F». Then we say the integej is XOR-S-conditioned iff @ e)+ @ e+ @ )+ € )=0 110 11 1f:
bs, bs, s ® 1. We further define the set
FS-f1 | N=2 1:]isxor-Sconditioned (16) This concludes the example. 3
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Figure 3: Shown at center is a symbol due to the authors fastdegxor control. At right are circuits for gR; @)]per Equation
13, as used in the circuits diagonal computations. Here 4 qubits and5= £1;3g £1;2;3g, S0 this is an instance of , [R; @)1
At left are possible variaint circuits per Equatidisand15, whereo is an identity permutation aralis the flip permutation of two

elements.

" « Rz @) Fblock synthesis algorithm

The 05 radians in the Definition of the following matrix can
cels the 2 coefficient in Equatidtv, so that the resulting matrix

has all entires irz.. It is similar to DefinitionA.5.

XOR-Controlled Rotation Synthesis Algorithm Let U =
Lo ujdinjj for which we wish to synthesize a circuit dia-
gram using R, @)]blocks. LabelS;, S, S3...5= 1 the
nonempty subsets of the top lin€s;

;N 1gin the Grey or-

der.

Definition 4.7 The matrixn isthe N=2 1) ©N=2 1)real
matrix defined as follows. Order nonempty subs&itsS, ,1. Computep=n ).
S\u— 1 in Grey order omitting the emety set. Then for 1 j 2. Compute the inverse matrig ) *.
N=2 1, thejth columnofn isn( g R,( 05radians]).

! 3. Compute = ( 1=2) ) ) 4, treatingy as a column vec-
Example 4.8 Computing the four-qubit case of is most tor. Labelet = piy N8 1T
quickly accomplished using the table of exampléand Propo- ) )
sition 4.5 The Grey order of nonempty subsetsif;2;3gis 4 Compyte the  diaggnal  quantum  computation
£39,£2;3q,f29,£1;29,£1;2;3g,£1;3qg, £1g. Thus the Definition U = s Re( 01)] SN2 1 R.( an2 1)1 U As

in this case states

is verified belowlJ is a tensor.

1 ~
0 1 1 0 0O 1 10 5. Use the argument of Propositi@rito computdJ = V. W
E 1 0 1 1 1 00 forV2 An 1)andW = €®R, @g) for some anglei.
E 1 1 0 0 1 10 6. Gi i tati the followi ion Isold
n=§ 1 0 1 0 0 1 1§ (18) . Given prior computations, the following expression
L L
i et %Z% U - " yR@0] R @1)] 0)
R:On= 1)1V 1]
1 1 0 0 1 10 gy N2
) ere, 1 denotes the trivial computation &f @1). Also,
The fifth column recalls example6. 3 sR,@0)Jmeansl R, @o) for 12 U @N=2).

The matrixn has the following application. Note the right

hand side is matrix multiplication with the column vecear

Lemma 4.9 Fix n qubits, with N= 2". Letet = o n§ 1f
be a vector of angle) aj;<2m 1 j N=2 1 Then for

7.

Decompose eath Rz @) into elementary gates using the
circuit diagrams at the right of Figufe

8. Using the Grey order ar'C = C/C], cancel all but one

S, S, ...S— 1 the Grey ordering of the nonempty subsets of

the set of top lines1; ;n g,

n( s R 01)] Svo1 Re@n2 1) = 2n & (19)

controlled-not between consecuti® @) gates in the re-
sutling diagram.

9. The algorithm terminates by recursively producing augtrc

diagramfovV 2 An 1).

The proof is quite similar to Lemma.6. It uses Proposition Example 4.10 Consider the following 3-qubit computation:
4.5and properties af ( ) following from each component being
a character. u =
We now state the synthesis algorithm. It is critical in the fo
lowing thatn be invertible. This result will be proven in the
next subsection.

e4m=12j)jlﬁj+ e2Tu'=12j_ihlj+
e9Tu'=12:2jhzj+ e7m=12ﬁjlﬁj+
egm:lzﬂ-ih‘]-j‘l' e8m:12ﬁjl,5j+
ellm:lzﬁjl’ﬁj+ e10r|1:12)7lh7j

(21)



We apply the synthesis algorithm above.to

We begin by computing the 3-qubit casempf. The Grey
order isflg, £1;2g, andf2q.

0 1
1 10
n-¢ 1 o0 1A (22)
1 10

The inverse matrix appears in the algorithm and may be reused

for multiple diagonal computations.

0 1
10 1
n)l=a2e 1 0 14 (23)
12 1
Now ¢ = nU) = ilogxiU) logx2U) logxsU)f =

m=12
s Rz @)1blocks,

o= (1=2)n ) W= Br=24 3m=24 4n=24} (24)

It should be the case that the computatibgiven by

M M M
Re( 31e24)]  , RG24)] |, Re@re24)U

(25)

flg

hasU = V W for V a two-qubit diagonal an@ a one-qubit

diagonal. We verify this by computing matrix coefficients €b.

In the following computation, for giverR 2 A we abbre-

viate R = ZT‘:OlrjjjjhjjaSR= diago;r1;  n ;i) in order

fo save space. The first step in computligis to compute

£14 Rz @T=24)1 Begin by noting that

diage 4m-48,eni-48,¢ 4ni-48,gdni—4s,
o 4Mi—48.ATi—48 ¢ 4Ti-48,cAri-43)
(26)

1 1 R4n=24) =

Associating the entries witf00i, P01i, etc., we reverse those

pairs H1bobzi with the binary integebiby 2 F (F1q).

diag(e 4T|]'ﬂ18;e4T[iﬁ18;e 4T|]'ﬂ18;e4T[iﬁ18;
e4TIl=48;e 4T“=48;e4”‘ﬁ‘8;e 4Tu=48)

L
g R @T=24)] =

. (27)

We may similarly construct ¢ 54 R, Gm=24)]
L a2, R GM24)] = diage 48,4848, Iias,
@348, 3M-48.¢ 3Ti=48.c31-48,
(28)

Finally, the flip states of2garej = 1;3. Thus
L g R, 31e24)] —  diag@ni48;e I8¢ In-48,cni-48,
g3i=48.o 3M=48.q 3ni=48.c3ni=48,
(29)

Thus U = diag(@!27i-48,e321i-48,221i-43 4 21i-48)
The odd happenstance that the latter tensor factor is atitigen
saves one gate.

6r=12f. Thus computing the parameters for the Next, write out circuit diagrams for each sR; @)] per the

Collecting all terms, we arrive at

U - dlag(e 4Tu'=48;e4Tu'=48;e 4T1i=48;e4Tu'=48;
e4TIi=48 ) 41i=48 .e4Tli=48 ) 4T1i=48)
14 14 14
dlag e 3Tu=48;e3Tu=48 ;e3T11=48;e 3Tu=48;
e3Triﬁ18 .e 3mi=48 .e 3mi=48 ,e3T[iﬁ18)
14 14 14
dlag (GSTuﬁlS;e 3Tuﬁ18;e 3Tuﬁ18;e?m]ﬁ18;
e3Triﬁ18 .o 31i=48 .o 31i=48 .e3T[iﬁ18)
14 14 4
dlag (e4T|i:12 .eBTdﬁlB .eBGT[iﬁlB .e28niﬁ18 .
4 ’ 4 4
e12rliﬂ18 .eBZT[iﬁlB .e44T[iﬁ18 .e4OTriﬁ18)
’ 14 4
- dlag (e12nl=48;e12m=48 ;e32r[|=48 ;e32|TI=48;
e22m=48;622ln=48;e42m=48;e42|n=48)

(30)

diag@;1).

right hand side of Figur&. Since the chose the Grey order
flg;f1;2g, f2g, cancelling controlled not gates produces the
leftmost 8 elementary gates of figute Finally, call the algo-

rithm recursively orV. The two-qubit case coincides with other

work [2, x2.2]. 3

Proof of Correctness

We briefly verify thatd = V. W. First use Propositiod.5 for

M

M
Ne g R o) . R:( ano 1)1)=2n @ (31)

N2
Now by definitione = ( 1=2)( ) tp,sothat® a= .

M M
n( is2( ag)l R ( ano 1)1)= & (32)

SN2 1
Then the property U;1U2) = n U1) + n Uz) demands

M M
ne g R an] CReCane U= 9+ 4="0
5 (33)

So by the restatement of Propositi®r, we haved =V W.

There is one remaining unjustified (subtle) statement talche

=2

Proposition 4.11n isaninvertibleN=2 1) N=2 1)real

matrix forn 1.

Sketch: It is equivalent to consider the question for an alter-
nate basis oRN2 1. Thus, choose instead the vectars ; 1

j RN lgof Definition4.2 In this alternate basis, the similar
matrix M corresponding to) has an entry of 1 for the; com-

ponent whenever is a flip state for thq’th-set in Grey order.

Fix an nonempty subsé of £1;2; ;N 1g, thus fixing a
column ofn . We first claim there precisely"2? flip states
for S. To see this, observe that the equatiog bk = 1 satis-
fied by Sflip states defines an affine lineRp subspace of the



finite-dimensional vector space2)2" *. Then this number of 5 Stable Lower Bounds

elements corresponds to the dimension count, since dimgen-

sional vector space withy-scalars must contain'2lements.  The section justifies the claim of stably-asymptotical wyatiity
Next, fix S 6 S distinct nonempty subsets. Then the assodi Theoreml.3using an argument similar to one by E. Knill(f

ated columns oM share precisely? 2 positions in which each Theorem 3.4]. We provide a greater level of detail and taher

has a nonzero, unit entry. This is again a dimension counte Ndiscussion to synthesis within a subgradp U (). Our ar-

that sinceSHlip states satisfy shk = 1, § € . Thus the gumentis what simpler because we are dealing elémentary

codimension one subspaces correspondir®j BndS; intersect gates from the Introduction while Knill uséssicgates [].

transversally in a codimension two subspace. ThusletS U (N). We introduce the following convention:
Given these claims, lab&l = mj) and recall6‘j< the Kro- 3 _
necker delta which is 1 foj = k and zero else. Now consider- S=®;0 od<2mV2Sy (36)

ations of the last two paragraphs demand that for the traespo

(real adjoint)M!, M'M = ;) m;+) = 2" 2 ®;+ 1). An omit- This will allow us to ignore global phases in the followingsdi
ted argument then showsdddetM!M), demandingdetM)2 ¢ cussion. Note thah = A.

0. AsM is invertible andy is similar toM, we must have We now expand on comments made briefly in Definitiof
invertible. 2 of the Introduction. Acircuit topology T is ann-line diagram on
which is marked a sequence of gate-holders. These gatetisold
are either controlled-not gates joining any two lines ordmba-
belled eithery or Z. To specialize the circuit topologyto an

Our circuit diagrams are built from blocks realizings R, @)] &ctual circuit, one chooses paramaters for eithe®a) gate or

at the right of Figure3, and the choice of subsets in the Gregn R @) gate to place into boxes labell&dor Z respectively.

order causes a large cancellation of controlled-not gateshws \We define # to be the total of the number of controlled-nots and

required for thed ") asymptotic. We now justify the gate counPoxes, while dim denotes the number of boxes. Lalsetto be

of 2%1 3, which forn= 2 coincides with 5 gate<[ =2.2]. the subset of alV 2 U (N) that result from choosing particular
Except for the recursive call t¥, the synthesis algorithmparameters for & ©) gate in eacty box and arR; @) gate in

writes elementary gates realizing the following compatiti eachZ box. We say that specializes stably to an analytic sub-
M M M groupH U N)whenS, H.

oReC@)] ¢ Re@1)] s, FeOn2 11 (34)

Gate Counts

L . ) ) Lemma 5.1 Supposéa specializes stably to H and dim#+ 1 <
P ~

Here, (R @)1= € ™)@ W)is the one-qubit gate result-4im 4. Ther is a measure zero subset of H.

ing on the last tensor factor due to zeroing the obstruction).

We have used the commutativity 4fn) to move this computa- Proof: We appeal to Sard’s theorem from differential topol-

tion to the front to preserve the full Grey order includiig ogy [5. p.39]. Consider the map : RAIMt1 Ny which

Now realize each of the gR; @)]blocks using the circuits . _ i o
at the right of Figure3. Due to the Grey order, all but one"a''€s @ tUpl?(q,)’tl’tz’ dinfre1) 10 the €%V which IS the
controlled-not gate will cancel between any two conseeRiy phase & multiplied by the specialization af corresponding to

gates on the bottom line. Thus the gate count in terms of elem@ 27 diric- This map is smooth.

tary gates from the Introduction should account for theotslhg. By Sard’s theoremd, p.39], for all but a measure zero subset
) ) . of h2 H one of the following two cases hold:
2 1controlled rotationg,, since this is the number of pos-

sibly empty subsets ofl;2; in lg. There is no choice of parametewith f v) = h.
1 _ . . .
RZ‘ ga?[gntrolled not gates, since one lies to the right of each For eachv with f ) = h, the derivative linear map at the
‘ ' parametev denotedi f, : RAIM™1 1 T, H) is onto.
Thus prior to the recursive call, m 2 qubits the algorithm will
place 2 elementary gates. The second possibility is absurd by the dimension hypaoshesi
To obtain the exact count, stop the recursive coumat2 Thysf @ diMt+1) s a measure zero subsetrof >
qubits.
2"+ 2" 14 +8+4%D 4 (35)

. . ... Proposition 5.2 Fix n, and let¢ be a quantum circuit synthesis
The end case of recursion is fioe 1. Sl_nge any one-qub]t diag- Igorithm inputting a2 A () and outputting stably to &). Then
onal may be written'®R, @), the remaining one-qubit dmgonaﬁc N 1=N 1
requires one elementary gate. Thus the grand totdl"i$ 23 '
elementary gates. 1We discuss here circuit topologies in the elementary ghtarly.




i Pi s Pip Pi

Proof: LetC be a countable set witkr ) ; ¢ 2 Cgthe set of
topologies output by. Now dimA ) = N. Thus assume by way S S S S S8
of contradiction#£ < N 1. Then we may write s — 5 5 s — <1 s

An) = [czcé((c) (37) s s s s s| s
This is impossible by Lgmmé.l Indeed, a countable union of B R,] s hls
measure zero subsets is still measure 0 and hence can not cove ]
An). 2

Corollary 5.3 Let fq()g be a family of synthesis algorithmsFigure 4: This diagraml, Lemma 7.11] illustrates how to real-

each of which accepts all inputs from@A and outputs stably to ize a/\¢ R, @)]via a singly controlled rotation aridcontrolled-

A n) per Definition1.2. If #¢n) 2 O @"), then£f¢ ()g s stably nots. The latter may be synthesized usihgs) elementary gates,

asymptotically optimal. given the ancilla qubit shown as the top lin&ithout the ancilla,
a0 k?) gates would be required per corollary 7.6 ibid. The dia-

6 Conclusions and On-Going Work gram at right recalls the next step of the decomposition.

We realize quantum circuits for any diagohak 33! gujjinjj forS £1;2; ;n 1g, by¥X) forV 2 U @) we mean that
consisting of at most™? 3 alternating controlled-not gatednstance of the &conditioned computatiofi;s V) which is con-
andz axis Bloch sphere rotations on individual qubits. The coflitioned onlinestj 2 Sgand acts on line.
struction uses a new circuit block, th®r-controlled rotation. ~ EVery computatiomsR; @)] is also diagonal. We seek an
This O @") construction is optimal in the following sense. In thexplicit formula forn (AsR; @)1). With sufficient understand-
worst-case and also the generic case, at Iastl2one-qubitro- iNg of how AsR; @)] affectsn ( ), we will be able to choose
tations are required to construct such a diagbhalhus our con- €xact anglest so that preprending the conditioned blockdto
structive algorithm shows that the synthesis of quantucuits forces the composite to have= 0. Thus the composite will be
for diagonal computationsis in fa@@"). Note that special-case? tensor by corollarg.3 allowing for recursion. The following
computations such as tensors of one-qubit diagonal coripaga language is useful for expressing and computjrids R, @)1).
may require fewer gates. It is slightly more convenient to use the mathematical riotat
The circuits above have several common applications. [@Fvectors rather thabra-ket.
example, they are useful when constructing a circuit forg tdefinition 1.1 Forl j N=2 1, letej denote the standard
conditionedv computation given a circuit diagram farcorrect basis column vectors fa&N=2 1, i.e., ej has a single entry of
up to relative phase. They are also needed when applying®roj in the jth row and all other entries 0. We further define the

tive measurements other than the typieal3; 0 ] N 1g. vectorsvj = e e,1if1 | N=2 2 alsosettingo= e
In our ongoing work, we will explore applications relatirathe andvys 1= enw 1.

synthe5|s of re_al quar!tum computatlons and also exoUct_q_uan Observe that the vectom; ;1 ] N=2 1gform a ba-
circuit synthesis algorithms relying ¢0AK metadecompositions

of U @"). sis forr2"" 1. We need one further convention to describe
n(AsR @)1).
. . . Definition 1.2 Letl | N=2 1,withbinaryrepresentation
A Synthesis via Controlled Rotations -, |, bforbisby; b2 Fo. LetS  £1;2; n

) . ) ) . ) 1g, S€ 0. We say thatj is S-conditioned iff[];,sbj = 1. We
This appendix describes a synthesis algorithm using HQBeIC(S)= £j ; j is Sconditioned

Nk Rz @)] circuit subblocks. Recall our constructive proof of
the upper bound on gate counts of TheoreBused R, @)] Proposition A.3 Let C ) denote the S-conditioned set for some

subblocks instead. Several technical issues arising im@in nponempty S £1; ;n 1g. Then

algorithm also arise here. Thus, this appendix may servaas a

introduction of how to use the obstructigr( ) of Definition3.2 n(AsR@)]1)=a Z Vj (38)
to form a recursive synthesis algorithm reducimgubit diago- i2ce

nalston  1)-qubitdiagonals. Proof: LabelV = AsR, @)1= zg\‘:ol)\jjjjhjj We recall that

n V) is defined in terms ofj &) = Azj 2A, 1A, A2j+ 1. Now

if j 2 C@©), thenhyj = e 192 and)yj, 1= €972, If the binary
Recall from the Introductiot = zg“:ol ujjihjjfor N = 2" a expressionfoj is notS-conditioned, theAy; = A2j, 1= 1. Con-
fixed n-qubit diagonal quantum computation. Further recall th@uing in this manner, say the binary expressionjferl 2 C (S).

Computation of N (AsR; @)1)

10



ThenhAgj.o= e ia=2 andAgj. 3= o2, elsehzji2= A2jy3= 1. V;W2 A a2 R. Recall Definition3.2and apply these properties

Thus lettingd- s, denote the indicator function a@f ), to the entries ilogx; of the vector valued function ( ). 2
) ) ) We now state’\k R; @) }block synthesis algorithm for a diag-
Hogxj V)= 0ad¢@ () adcg (+1) (39) onal unitary computations. The proof of correctness fodlom

e next subsection and includes a proof of the subtle fattiie
Strixn/ is inveritble.

Controlled Rotation Synthesis Algorithm Let U =
Example 1.4 Considem = 4 qubits for the subs&= £1;3g Z'J'\L 01 uj j ihj j for which we wish to synthesize a circuit diagram
and O o < 2marbitrary. Labelp= 0=2, so thatR, @) = in terms of AR, @)] blocks. LabelS, &, S ...Sn1 4

This expression agrees componentwise with the result of m
proposition, given Definitior3.2

€PPitD4+ e '?4linl§ SinceV = AsR, @)]is diagonal, we de- the nonempty subsets of the top 1 lines £1; ;n 1gin
scribe the quantum computation by specifying multiplesache dictionary order.
computational basis state. 1. Compute the obstructiap=n U).

2. Compute the inverse matrig”) 1.

| state | mult [ state | mult || state [ mult [ state | mult |
9000 | 1 P100i | 1 000 | 1 100 | 1 3. Computear = n") 4, treatingy as a column vector. La-

P00L | 1 || $101 | 1 || f00%L | 1 || q10m | 1 belet = o n-g 1 1.
00101 | 1 01101 | 1 q010i | €9 || q1100 | €9 ) )
PoIE | 1 PIE | 1 1015 [ e @ || 115 [ e @ 4. Compute  the diagonal quantum  computation
U= Ag R ( 01)] 3\1!}1 Rz ( an— 1)1 U. As
Thus,xaV)=1,x2V)=1,X3V)=1,xa V)= 1, x5V) = is verified belowlJ is a tensor.

e 2% xe V) = €9 andx7 V) = e 2% Thus we have directly
computed that) (AsR, @)])= 2000001 11f.
On the other hand; (f1;39) = f101,;111,g= £5;7g, where

Ul

. Use the argument of proj@.1to computed = VW for
V2An 1)andW = €®R, (o) for some angleio.

the subscript denotes binary. Thus 6. Given prior computations, the following expression Isold
Vs+ V7= €5 €5)+e= 00001 11f  (40) U=/NoR @0)NAs R @] s/, RelOn= 1>W(421)1
Thus we computed the right-hand side of Proposifich 3 Here, 1 denotes the trivial computation &f @%). Also,

NoR; @g)Imeansl R, @) for 12 U @N2).

Al AR, @)rblock synthesis algorithm 7. Techniques from the literature are then used to decompose
' ‘ each\s; R; @j)]into elementary gates per Figute

Before the following definition, we note a happy accidentef&h
areN=2 1 nonempty subsets of the top lin€s; N 1g,
and moreoveN=2 1 charactergj:A@) ! U (1) which must
be zeroed within the components of the obstructjan ) to form
a tensor. Thus, the following matrix is square.

8. The algorithm terminates by recursively producing augtrc
diagramfoV 2 An 1).

Example 1.7

In three qubits, consider the following diagonal compuatati

Definiton 1.5 The N=2 1) (N=2 1)real matrixn"is U = €"°DitD3+ eM0liHl 3+ e™C2ir25+ M Bir3;
defined as follows. Order nonempty subs&tsS, ...Sn1 ;in +eM 0 i+ MO BB+ P Hirb+ 1¥ih7
dictionary order. Thenforl j N=2 1, thejth column of (43)

Thenone hagy U) = €8 xoU)=e 35 ysU)=e 215
sothatp=nU)= Rm=6 3m=6 21=6].
We now must compute by computing the inverse matrix

n"isn (As; R, @ radian)).

Lemma A6 Let & = Iy NE 1l Then for §, S, (PA) 1. For this matrix, first compute the following.
...Su= 1 the dictionary ordering of nonempty subsets o 0 1
fl; ;N 1g, 0 0 1
n"=¢ 10 1A (44)
N(As R @1)IAs, R, 02)] s/, Re@nz 1)) =n"a 01 1
(41)

The following inverse matrix results, and it may be reused fo

Here, the right hand side denotes matrix multiplication bg t multiple specific diagonals .
0

column vectos.

1
1 1 0
Sketch: Recall that for any charactgr: A! ¢ £0g, one has n = 1 0 12 (45)
logx VW) = logx V) + logx W) and logx &/2) = alogx &) for 1 0 O

11
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