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Abstract

A rbitrary quantum states cannot be copied. In fact, to m ake a copy we
m ust provide com plte nform ation about the system . However, can a quan—
tum systam selfreplicate? This is not answered by the no<cloning theorem .
In the classical context, Von Neum ann showed that a universal constructor’
can exist which can selfreplicate an arbitrary system , provided that it had
acoess to Instructions for m aking copy of the system . W e question the exis—
tence of a universal constructor that m ay allow for the selfreplication of an
arbitrary quantum system . W e prove that there is no detem inistic universal
quantum constructor w hich can operate w ith nite resources. Further, we de—
Iineate conditions under which such a universal constructor can be designed
to operate dtermm inistically and probabilistically.

The basis of classical com putation is the Church-Turing thesis [ 2] which says that
every recursive flinction can be com puted algorithm ically provided the algorithm can be
executed by a physical process. H owever, findam ental physical processes are not govemed
by classical m echanics, rather by quantum m echanical laws. T he possbility of perform ing
reversbble com putation 3] and the fact that classical com puters cannot e ciently simulate
quantum system s §,5] gave birth to the concept ofthe quantum Turingm achine [§]. This led
toa urry ofdiscoveries in quantum com putation [7], quantum algorithm s B{11], quantum
simulators [12], quantum autom aton [13] and programm abl gate array [14]. Th another
developm ent, von Neum ann [[§] thought ofan extension ofthe logicalconoept ofa universal
com puting m achine which m ight m In ic a living system . O ne of the halkm ark properties of
a living system is its capability of selfreproduction. He asked the question: Is it possible to
design a m achine that could be programm ed to produce a copy of itself, n the sam e soirt
that a Turing m achine can be programm ed to com pute any function allowed by physical
law . M ore precisely, he de ned a Universal constructor’ as a m achine which can reproduce
itself if it is provided w ith a program ocontaining its own description. The process of self-
reproduction requires two steps: rst, the constructor has to produce a copy of itself and
second, it has to produce the program ofhow to copy itself. The second step is In portant in
order that the selftreproduction continues, otherw ise, the child copy cannot selfyeproduce.
W hen the constructor produces a copy of the program , then it attaches it to the child copy
and the process repeats. Unexpectedly, working w ith classical cellular autom aton it was
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found that there is lndeed a universal constructor capabl of selfreproducing.

In a sense, von Neum ann’s universal constructor is a \Turing test of life" [1§] if we
attrbute the above unique property to a living system , though there are other com plx
properties such as the ability to selfrepair, grow and evolve. From this perspective, the
universal constructor is very usefiilm odel to explore and understand under what conditions
a system is capabl of sslfreproducing (either arti cially or n reality). If one attem pts to
understand elem entary living system s as quantum m echanical system s in an inform ation
theoretic sense, then onemust st try to nd out whether a universal quantum constructor
exists. In a sin pk and decisive m anner, we nd that an allpurmpose quantum m echanical
constructor operating in a closed universe w ith a nite resource cannot exist.

The quantum world is fuindam entally di erent in m any respects than any classicalworld.
There are m any kinds of m achines which are possibl classically but in possble quantum
m echanically. W igner was probably the rstto address the question of replicating m achines
in thequantum world and found that it isin nitely unlikely that such m achines can exist [17].
Tt isnow well known that the inform ation content of a quantum state has two rem arkable
properties: rst, it cannot be copied exactly [1§,19] and second, given several copies of an
unknown state we cannot delete a copy R{]. For exam ple, if one could clone an arbitrary
state then one could violate the H eisenberg uncertainty relation, and m oreover, using non—
Jlocal resources one could send signals faster than the speed of light {19]. In addition, non—
orthogonal quantum states cannot be perfectly copied whereas orthogonal quantum states
can be. P1]. The extra nfom ation needed to m ake a copy m ust be as large as possble |
a recent resulk known as the stronger no-cloning theorem P2]. T he nocloning and the no—
deleting principles taken together reveal som e kind of bem anence’ ofquantum Inform ation.

F irst, we observe that m erely copying of inform ation isnot the selfreplication. T herefore,
w ith the quantum m echanical tookit, we must fom alize the question of a self¥eplicating
m achine. Let A be a universal construction m achine. If j i is the state of a species that
would selfreplicate, then by fumishing a suitable description of the instructions U to pro—
duce ji (In accordance with the stronger no—<cloning theorem we have to supply the full
Inform ation about j i) then A will construct a copy of ji. However, this A is not yet
selfreproducing, because A has produced a copy of j i but w ithout a copy of U . Ifwe add
the description of U to itself it will not solve the problam , as this would lead to In nite
regression . In von N eum ann’s spirit we can in agine that there exists an additional quantum
system B that stores the instructions U and can m ake a copy of them . Another ancillary
system C, called the controlunit, w ill insert the copy of U into j i and then w ill ssparate
from the com posite system A + B .

A quantum m echanicaluniversal constructorm ay be com pletely speci ed by a quadruple
UC= (i PyisT£i;ji),whereji2 H ¥ isthe state ofthe (arti cialorreal) living system
that contains quantum inform ation to be selfreplicated, Pyi 2 HF is the program state
that contains instructions to copy the original nformm ation, ie., the unitary operator U
needed to copy the state jivia U (jiPi) = jij i isencoded In the program state, £ i
is the state of the controlunit, and ji= PiPi Pi™ Bs a collection ofblank states
onto which the infomm ation and the program will be copied. Let there be n number of
blank states and ifeach of §i2 HY , then the din ension of the blank state H ibert space is
M = N".W ihout loss ofgenerality we m ay assum e that the blank state Pim ay belong to
a Hibert space of dim ension equalto N . It is assum ed that a nite string ofblank states



are availabl in the environm ent n which the universal constructor is operating (they are
analogous to the low -entropy nutrient states that are required by a real living system ). The
Justi cation for nite number of such states com es from the fact that in the universe the
total energy and negative entropy available at any tine is always nite [I'4]. To copy the
program state the m achine uses m blank states in one generation, so K = N™ . Thus M
is nitebutM N ;K . The initial state of the universal constructor is 3 iP yiff iji. A
universal constructor w ill be said to exist if i can in plem ent copying of the original and
the stored program by a xed linear unitary operator L acting on the combined H ibert
soace of the input, program , control and (m + 1) blank states that allow s the follow ing
transform ation
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where £ % is the nal state of the controlunit. It is worth em phasizing that (1) is not a
cloning transformm ation. It is a recursively de ned transform ation where the xed unitary
operator L acts on the initial (parent) con guration and the sam e acts on the nal (chid)
con guration after the copies have been produced. This de nition is required In order that
the selfreplication proceeds in an autonom ous way until the blank states are exhausted.
The xed unitary operator will not act on the child con guration unlss m + 1) nutrient
states are available In the universe. O nce the transform ation is com plete, the control unit
separates the original Inform ation from the program states (parent inform ation) so that the
0 —ring exists Independently. (ie. there is no quantum entanglem ent between the parent
and the child Informm ation). Tt then continues to selfreproduce.

If such a universal constructor exists, then when it is f&d w ith another state j i and a
suitabl program Pyitocreate tviaV (JiPi) = jijithen twillallow the transfom a—
tion
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Ifsuch amadchine can m ake a copy ofany state along w ith sprogram in a unitary m anner,
then i must preserve the inner product. T his in plies that we m ust have

h jiP y Pyi=h ji%Py Py’ 3)

holds true. However, the above equation tells us that the universal constructor can exist
only under two conditions, namely, (i) ettherh ji= 0OandtP yPyvi6 Oor @ h ji6 O

and PPy Pyi= 0. The st condition suggests that for orthogonal states as the carrier of
Inform ation, there is no restriction on the program state. This means that wih a nie
din ensional program state and nite number of blank states orthogonal states can self-
replicate. Such a universal constructor can exist wih a nie resources. This corresoonds
to the realization of a classical universal constructor, and is consistent w ith von N eum ann’s
thesis, that a selfveproducing generalpurposem achine can exist, In principle, In a determ In—
istic universe [1§]. H owever, the second condition tells us that for non-orthogonal states, the
program states have to be orthogonal. Thism eans that to perfectly selfreplicate a collec—
tion ofnon-orthogonalstates £ ;ig togetherw ith theirprogram states fPy,ig; A= 1;2;::)
one reqéures that the set £Py,ig’s should be orthogonal. Since an arbitrary state such as
Jji= ; iJi with the complex numbers ;’s varying continuously can be viewed as an



In nite collection of non-orthogonal states (or equivalently the set of non-orthogonal states
fora single quantum system isin nite, even fora sin plest two-state system such asa qubit),
one requires an in nite-dim ensional program state to copy it. In one generation of the self-
replication the num ber ofblank statesused to copy the program state ism = log, K =log, N
and when K ! 1 the nutrent resource needed also becom es In nite. A s a consequencs,
to copy an In nite-din ensional H ibert space program state one needs an in nite collection
ofblank states to start w ith. Furthem ore, the num ber of generations g for which the self-
reproduction can occur with a nite nutrient resource isg= log,M =(log, K N ). W hen K
becom es in nite, then there can be no generations supporting selfreproduction. T herefore,
we sum ise that with a nitedim ensionalprogram state and a nite nutrient resource there
is no determm inistic universal constructor for arbitrary quantum states. However, if one is
Interested In selfveplication ofa nite number K of the non-orthogonal states w ith K the
din ension of the program H ibert space, then it m ay be possible to design a universal con-—
structorw ith nite resources. Becauss, onem ay nd K mutually orthogonalprogram states
that span the program H ilbert space.

Onemay ask is it not possble to rule out the nonexistence of detemm inistic universal
constructor from no-cloning principk? The ansver is ho’ or two reasons. First, a sinplke
universal cloner isnot a universal constructor. Second, in a universal constructor we provide
the com plkte speci cation about the input state, hence it should have been possible to self-
reproduce, thus reaching an opposite conclusion! Even though Eg.(3) may look the sam e
to what one gets in the cloning operation, the transfom ation de ned n Eg.(l) isnot. One
sin ilarity for exam ple, is that if one stores the informm ation in an orthonom albasis states
fj idg, @ = 1;2; N ), then the cloning and the selfxeplication both are alowed. The
surprising and rem arkable resul is that when we ask to selfweplicate any arbitrary living
soecies, then it cannot. By providing com plte inform ation of a quantum system , one m ay
think that it should be abl to slfreplicate. Because when we know the state com pletely
then we can design a program to copy the state. If a universal quantum oonstructor exist
then, the program is supposaed to contain the description of the species, ie. the lnfom ation
about j i. So it should have been abl to selfreplicate. But T he perplexity of the problam
lies when we allow the program to be copied. If it has to selfseplicate then it violates
unitarity of quantum theory.

This result m ay have Inm ense bearing on explaining life based on quantum theory.
One may argue that after all if everything com es to the m okcular scale then there are
variety of physical actions and chem ical reactions which m ight be explained by the basic
law s of quantum m echanics. However, if one applies quantum theory, then as we have
proved quantum m echanical living organisn cannot selfreplicate. Interpreting di erently,
wem Ight say that the present structure of quantum theory cannot m odela living system as
it Bilsto m In ic a m inim al living system . For quantum m echanizing a living system seem s
to e an impossibke task. If that holds true, then this conclusion is going to have rather
desp in plication on our present search for ultin ate law s of nature encom passing physical
and biological world. On the other hand, because the selfreproducible nfom ation must
be tlassical the replication of DNA in a living cell can be understood purely by classical
m eans. Having said this, our result does not preclude the possbility that quantum theory
m ight play a role in explaining other features of the living system s R3]. For exam ple, there
is a recent proposal that quantum m echanics m ay explain why the living organian s have



four nuckotide bases and twenty am ino acids P4]. It has been also reported that the gam e
of life can em erge in the sem iquantum m echanical context 25].

T hough we have ruled out the existence of determm nistic universal constructorw ith nite
resource, one can oconstruct probabilistic universal constructor for non-orthogonal species
states £j ;ig wih certain probability of success, given a nite din ensional program state
fPy,igand a nite collection ofblank states. It is given by
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where p; is the probability of sucoess that the universal constructor works, M i is the ini-
tial probe state and M % is the nalprobe state whose m easurem ent can tell that it really
succeads, and K ;i is the failure com ponent of the whole constructor. It can be proved that
the above transform ation can exists ifand only ifthe set £j ;iPy,ig is Iinearly independent
R4]. This in plies that the quantum species states need not be necessarily Inearly indepen—
dent. Tt is only su cient to have that condition satis ed. The error in the probabilistic
selfreplication process of two non-orthogonalstates j ;i and j ji isbounded by
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From the above i is clear that there is no errvor introduced in the selfreplicating process of
any two orthogonal states, even if the program states are not orthogonal.

Im plications of our resuls are m ultifold for physical and biological sciences. It isbeyond
doubt that progress in the burgeoning area of quantum inform ation technology can lad to
revolutions in the m achines that one cannot think of at present. Ifa quantum m echanical
universal constructor would have been possble, future technology would have allow ed quan—
tum ocom puters to selfreplicate them selves w ith little or no hum an Input. T hat would have
been a com plete autonom ous device | a truly m arvelous thing. However, a determm inistic
universal constructor w th a nite resources is in possibl In principle. O ne has to look for
probabilistic universal constructors which can selfreplicate w ith only lim ited probability of
success, sin ilar to probabilistic cloner P§]. This could still have great in plications for the
foture. W ith com plete speci cation such a m achine could construct copiesbased on itsown
quantum Infom ation processing devices. Future lines of exploration m ay lad to the de-
sign of approxin ate universal constructors In analogy w ith approxin ate universal quantum
cloners P71.

How life em erges from inanin ate quantum ob fcts hasbeen a conundrum 2§{30]. W hat
we have shown here is that quantum m echanics fails to m In ic a selfreproducing unit in
an autonom ous way. N evertheless, if one allow s for errors in selfreplication, which actually
do occur In real living system s, then an approxin ate universal constructor should exist.
Such a machine would constitute a quantum m echanical m utation m achine. It would be
In portant to see how varations in life’ em erge due to the ervors n selfreplication. From
this persoective, if quantum m echanics is the nal theory of nature, our result indicates
that the Inform ation stored In a living organian are copied im perfectly and the error rate
m ay be just right in order for m utation to occur to drive D arw inian evolution. In addition,
one could study how the quantum evolution of species leads to an increase in the level of



com plexity in living system s. Since understanding these basic features of life from quantum
m echanical principles is a fuindam ental task, we hope that the present result isa rst step
in that direction, and w illbe in portant in the areas of quantum nnform ation, arti cial life,
cellular autom aton, and last but not least in the biophysical science.
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