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A bstract

W e consider a hypotheticalapparatus that im plem ents m easure-

m entsforarbitrary 4-localquantum observablesA on n qubits. The

apparatus im plem ents the \m easurem ent algorithm " after receiving

a classicaldescription ofA. W e show that a few precise m easure-

m ents,applied to a basisstate would provide a probabilistic solution

ofPSPACE problem s. The errorprobability decreasesexponentially

with the num berofrunsifthe m easurem entaccuracy isofthe order

ofthe spectralgapsofA.

M oreover,every decision problem which can besolved on a quan-

tum com puterin T tim estepscan beencoded intoa4-localobservable

such thatthesolution requiresonlym easurem entsofaccuracyO (1=T).

Provided thatBQ P6= PSPACE,ourresultshowsthate�cientalgo-

rithm sforprecisem easurem entsofgeneral4-localobservablescannot

exist.W e conjecture thatthe classofphysically existing interactions

islarge enough to allow the conclusion thatprecise energy m easure-

m ents for generalm any-particle system s require controlalgorithm s

with high com plexity.

�e-m ail:fwocjan,janzing,deckerg@ira.uka.de
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1 M easuring k-localobservables

A characteristic feature of quantum theory is that there exists an

abundance ofm utually incom patible observables (described by self-

adjointoperatorsA)forevery quantum system and itisby no m eans

obvioushow toim plem entm easurem entproceduresforallthesequan-

tities. O n a quantum com puterone could in principle m easure every

observableA asfollows:Find aunitary transform ation U which diago-

nalizesA with respecttothecom putationalbasis.Then A ism easured

by im plem enting U and m easuring thelogicalstateofeach qubit.By

identifying each binary word with the corresponding eigenvalue ofA

thisprocedurereproducesallprobabilities

pj := tr(�Pj)

correctly where � is the density m atrix ofthe quantum register and

(Pj)isthe fam ily ofspectralprojectionsofA.

However,theim plem entation ofthediagonalizing operation U will

in generalbehard.Therefore,onem ayrestricttheattention tospeci�c

classesofobservables.Itisnaturaltoconsiderobservableswith physi-

calrelevance.Forexam ple,thequantum observable\energy",m athe-

m atically described by theself-adjointoperatorH (theHam iltonian),

iscertainly oneofthem ostim portantobservablesin physics.Itdeter-

m inesthe dynam icaland therm odynam ic behaviorofthe considered

quantum system .Furtherm oretheeigenstatesoftheHam iltonian,the

energy levels,are \directly" observable in m any physicalsituations.

Forinstance,in spectroscopy theeigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian deter-

m ine the frequencies ofem itted or absorbed photons. Nevertheless,

the determ ination of the energy levels in interacting m any-particle

system sisin generala di�culttask.

To explain this m ore explicitly,we need to describe the class of

operatorswhich isconsidered.Firstwenotethatphysicalinteraction

Ham iltonians usually satisfy som e locality condition in the following

sense. W e callan n-qubit operator k-localifit is a sum ofopera-

tors which act on at m ost k particles non-trivially. For fundam en-

talinteractions between realphysicalparticles one hasm ore speci�c

statem ents and m ay restrict the attention to pair-interactions. Nev-

ertheless,k-localinteractionsam ong qubitsarephysically reasonable.

They m ay describe e�ective Ham iltonians and there is notnecessar-

ily a one-to-onecorrespondencebetween qubitsand physicalparticles

(lqubits m ay,for instance,describe the state ofone particle). The
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following results show that it is in generaldi�cult to com pute the

spectrum ofk-localHam iltonians.

Theproblem ofdeterm iningthelowestenergy valueofa(classical)

spin-spin interaction ofIsing type isknown to beNP-com plete [1,2].

Forinteractingqubitsdeterm ingthelowestenergyvalueiseven Q M A-

com plete(\Q uantum -NP")ifoneallows3-localinteractionsonly[3,4].

Note thatin these NP and Q uantum -NP problem sthe task isnotto

determ ine the lowesteigenvalues with high precision. The dem anded

accuracy isonly inverse polynom ially in the num bern ofinteracting

qubits.Thishasim plicationsforthe m easurem entprocedureabove:

The unitary U that m aps the eigenvectors ofA to the com puta-

tionalbasisstatesisonlyhelpfulform easuringA ifthecorrespondence

between com putationalbasisstatesand theeigenvaluesofA isknown.

Therefore,thism ethod would requireto know thespectrum ofA.For

2-localor3-localobservablesonewould need thesolution ofNP-and

Q M A-hard problem s,respectively.

In this paragraph we willexplain that m easurem ents of k-local

observablesA are possibleup to inverse polynom ialaccuracy without

using any knowledge on thespectrum ofA.

Here we do notneed a precise de�nition ofaccuracy,we only de-

m and thatthe following condition issatis�ed:

Postulate 1 (M easurem ent accuracy)

A m easurem entwith accuracy �� has the following property: For all

density m atrices� the probability to obtain an outcom e in the interval

I := [�j � ��;� j + ��]isatleast(3=4)tr(�P j).

O ur result is not sensitive to the particular de�nition of accuracy.

However,itisconvenientto work with theform ulation above.

Now wedescribehow to im plem entapproxim ative m easurem ents.

Theidea isthatforevery k-localA (with k constant)thecorrespond-

ing tim e evolution Ut := exp(� iAt) (ifA is interpreted as a Ham il-

tonian H of a quantum system ) can be sim ulated e�ciently in an

approxim ative sense. Explicitly,it has been shown that the sim ula-

tion ofUt with elem entary gatesup to an errorof� (with respectto

the operator norm )requires O (t2=�) gates [5]. Now we can choose t

in such a way thatthere isa one-to-one correspondence between the

eigenvaluesofUt and A.ThisisthecasewheneverkAkt� �.An up-

perbound on thenorm ofak-localoperatoriseasy toget.W eassum e

withoutlossofgenerality thateach k-localterm isupperbounded by
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Figure 1: Circuit for perform ing m easurem ents ofan observable A. The

powersofU := exp(�iAt)are im plem ented asconditionalgatescontrolled

by theancilla register.

thevalue 1.Thereare atm ost
�

n

k

�

< n
k

k-localterm s. Therefore,one haskAk = O (nk). For an appropriate

value of t we can im plem ent m easurem ents of the \observable" Ut

using1 the quantum state estim ation procedure [6]. W e willbriey

sketch the idea.In thefollowing we drop theindex t.

Thecircuitforphaseestim ation isshown in Fig.1.Itactson the

registersR S and R A .Controlled-U
j gatesare im plem ented in such a

way thatU j isperform ed on R S ifand only iftheancilla registerR A

isin a statecorresponding to thebinary word j.Thiscan bedoneby

im plem enting controlled

U
2l

gateswhich areapplied ifand onlyifthelth qubitoftheancillaregister

is in the state j1i. The algorithm starts with an equally weighted

superposition

1
p
2m

2m
X

j= 1

jji;

1Note that also a unitary operator de�nes in a canonicalway an observable by its

spectralprojectionsifoneallowscom plex m easurem entoutcom es.
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ofallancilla registerstates where m isthe num berofancilla qubits.

Afterapplying thecontrolled U j-operation thediscreteFouriertrans-

form of size 2m is applied to the ancilla register. Then the eigen-

values ofU can be readout with an error ofthe order 1=2m . Now

we considerthe running tim e ofthisschem e (depending on the accu-

racy). O bviously,this depends on the running tim e for im plem ent-

ing the controlled-U j operations. The naturalm ethod to im plem ent

U j = exp(� iAjt)isto sim ulate the tim e evolution with Ham iltonian

A forthetim etj.Thesubstitution ofthecorrespondinggatesby con-

trolled gatesisstraightforward.However,j growsexponentially with

m . Consequently,thism ethod requiresexponentialrunning tim e for

exponentialaccuracy.Itislikely thatallpossibleschem esform easur-

ing A precisely sharethisdisadvantage.

For a black-box unitary U it is clear that exponentialaccuracy

requiresexponentialtim esincetheblack-box unitary U hasto beap-

plied an exponentialnum beroftim es.Thiscan beseen by subjecting

two state vectorsto di�erentunitariesU and ~U with thesam eeigen-

states but slightly di�erent eigenvalues. Then U l and ~U l can only

lead to distinguishable statesforlarge l.In [7]itisdescribed how to

convertthetim eevolution exp(� iH t)according to an unknown pair-

interaction Ham iltonian H to a controlled-exp(� iH t)evolution.This

shows that black-box settings for unknown A do in principle m ake

senseforenergy m easurem ents.

Fornon-black box interactionswe cannotobtain lowerboundson

the m easurem entcom plexity by sim ilarargum entssince the appara-

tusreceives a classicaldescription ofthe observable to be m easured.

However,theresultofthispapersuggeststhateven iftheinteraction

is known there is no e�cient m easurem ent schem e with exponential

accuracy.W e show thatm easurem entsof4-localn-qubitobservables

A could be used to solve PSPACE-problem sin polynom ialtim e pro-

vided thattheaccuracy issu�cientto distinguish between thedi�er-

enteigenvaluesofA.

O ne m ay ask whether there m ay be any physicalprocesses for

m easuring 4-localobservables that do not rely on quantum circuits

(consisting ofelem entary gates). Forinstance,one m ay guessthata

m easurem entoftheenergy ofasystem issim plerthan am easurem ent

ofan arbitrary k-localobservable becauseenergy isa speci�cobserv-

abledeterm ining m any physicalaspectsofthesystem .Butnotethat

the quantum version ofthe Strong Church-Turing Thesis (com pare

[8,9]) states that every problem that can be solved e�ciently using
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som e physicalprocess can be solved e�ciently by a quantum com -

puter.

Ifthere existed any e�cient schem e for precise m easurem ents of

4-localobservablesthiswould im ply eitherofthefollowingstatem ents:

1. The m easurem ent process cannot e�ciently be sim ulated on a

quantum com puter(in contrastto the strong quantum Church-

Turing Thesis).

2. There are polynom ialtim e algorithm s to solve probabilistically

PSPACE problem s,i.e.,PSPACE = BQ P.

Assum ing thatboth im plicationsareunlikely,ourresultstrongly sug-

gestslim itationsforfuturequantum m easurem enttechnology.

The structure ofthe paper is as follows. In the next section we

considera classofquantum circuitswith polynom ialsize.They could

solve PSPACE problem sifthey were applied an exponentialnum ber

oftim eson a polynom ialnum berm ofqubits.

In Section 3 we describe how to construct a 4-local observable

corresponding to thiscircuitin such a way thatprecisem easurem ents

would solve PSPACE problem sin polynom ialtim e.

2 C haracterizing PSPA C E by circuits

The com plexity classPSPACE isusually de�ned with respectto the

Turing m achinem odel[10].PSPACE istheclassofalllanguagesrec-

ognizablebypolynom ialspaceboundeddeterm inisticTuringm achines

thathalton allinputs[11].

Forourpurposeswe need a characterization ofPSPACE with re-

specttoquantum circuits.In particular,weneed theresultthatevery

PSPACE language can berecognized by applying an appropriatecir-

cuitm any tim es.

T heorem 1 (P SPA C E)

ForeverylanguageL in PSPACE thereisa polynom ial-tim euniform ly

generated fam ily ofquantum circuits(Vl)l2N consisting ofsl= poly(l)

elem entary quantum gates and acting on m l = poly(l) m any qubits.

The circuit Vl decides whether an input string x of length l is an

elem entofL in the following sense.
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Thereisa polynom ial-tim e com putable naturalnum berrlsuch that

therl-fold concatenation ofVlsolvesthecorresponding PSPACE prob-

lem ,i.e.

V
rl
l
(jxi
 jyi
 j00:::0i)= jxi
 jy� f(x)i
 j00:::0i;

where f is the characteristic function ofL,i.e.,f(x) = 1 ifx 2 L

and f(x)= 0 otherwise. The vector jxiisthe basisstate given by the

binary word x 2 f0;1gl,the vector jyiis the state ofthe outputqubit

and j00:::0iisthe initialstate ofm l� l� 1 ancilla qubits.

P roof.InordertoconstructthecircuitVlcorrespondingtoaPSPACE

problem weneed to havean upperbound fortherequired space.This

is, for instance, the case for the PSPACE-com plete problem Q BF

(Q uanti�ed-Boolean Form ulas). It can be solved within the space

O (l2)wherelisthelength oftheinput.Thisspacebound determ ines

m l,the num berofqubits.

LetM be a Turing m achine thatsolvesQ BF within space O (l2).

Now we construct a quantum circuit Vl that sim ulates the Turing

m achine M for input length l. Since the com putationalsteps ofa

quantum circuit are unitary (thus reversible),we have to work with

a reversible Turing m achine R instead ofM (the lattercould beirre-

versible).Each application oftheconstructed circuitsim ulatesoneor

two stepsofR.

Dueto a resultofLangeetal.(Theorem 3.3 in [12])itispossible

tosim ulateirreversibleTuringm achinesby reversibleoneswithoutin-

creasing the necessary space too m uch. M ore precisely,they give the

sim ulation ofa space-bounded Turingm achineM by a reversibleTur-

ing m achineR operating on thesam espace.In general,thereversible

sim ulation by R m ay have an exponentialtim e overhead. The run-

ningtim eoverhead isnotrelevantherebecausewecan derivean upper

bound on therunningtim eofthereversiblem achinefrom therequired

num berofqubits.In thefollowing wework with thereversibleTuring

m achine R.

The fact that every Turing m achine can be sim ulated e�ciently

by circuits is standard [13]. Here we need an explicit construction

converting the reversible Turing m achine into a circuit consisting of

reversible gates.

Thecircuitactson thefollowing registers:

1. The register head encodes the internalstate ofthe Turing m a-

chine.
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2. Theregistertape index storesthecurrentlocation ofthehead.

3. TheregisterACC isthe accum ulator(tem porary storage).

4. The register tape corresponds to a su�ciently large region of

thetapethatisrequired forcom putation.Itconsistsofcell1 to

cellN l where N l isthe space bound corresponding to the input

length l.

Each step ofthe reversible Turing m achine ofLange et al.is either

a m oving orread-and-write transition2. A m oving transition hasthe

form p ! (q;� 1).Thatm eansthatin statep them achinem akesone

step to theright(+ 1)(respectively to theleft(� 1))and changesinto

state q without reading or writing any tape cell. A read-and-write

transition hastheform (p;a)! (q;b)m eaning thatin thestatep the

m achine overwritesthe sym bola with the sym bolband changesinto

state q withoutm oving the head.

Furtherm ore,in ourconstruction itisdeterm ined by the state of

the head whetherthe system perform sa m oving ora read-and-write

operation (and notby thestateofthetape).In otherwords,thestate

set Q̂ ofR isthe disjointunion ofa setQ ofread-and-write states,a

setQ ! ofright-m oving statesand a setQ  ofleft-m oving states.

Due to reversibility of R the m oving transitions can be im ple-

m ented asaunitarytransform ation on theregistersheadandtape index.

A right-m oving transition (p 2 Q ! )translatesasfollows:

jpihead 
 jiitape index ! jqihead 
 ji+ 1itape index: (1)

Analogously,a left-m oving transition (p 2 Q  )translatesasfollows:

jpihead 
 jiitape index ! jqihead 
 ji� 1itape index: (2)

Note that the operations on the register tape index are com puted

m odulo N ,whereN isthenum beroftapecells.Although theTuring

m achine willneverm ove to the rightwhen the head isatposition N

and nevertotheleftwhen itisatposition 1,thisde�nition guarantees

thateqs.(1)and (2)de�neunitary operators.

Thesetransform ationscan berealized e�ciently asaunitarytrans-

form ation Um oving acting only on the registershead and tape index.

Again,dueto reversibility ofR theread-and-writetransitionscan

berealized by a unitary transform ation.Let(p;a)! (q;b)bea read-

and-write transition. There is a unitary transform ation W r=w acting

2Thisseparation isusefulin orderto characterizereversibility ofTuring m achines[14].
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on theregistershead and ACC realizing

jpihead 
 jaiACC ! jqihead 
 jbiACC:

W e denoteby SW AP(ACC,tape[i])theunitary operation thatswaps

ACC and the ith cellof tape. W e denote by �i(U ) the controlled

operation thatperform sU ifand only iftape index hasthe value i.

Now we de�neU r=w asthe concatenation

N
Y

i= 1

�i
�

SW AP(ACC;tape[i])
�

W r=w

N
Y

i= 1

�i
�

SW AP(ACC;tape[i])
�

:

Thetransform ation U = Ur=wUm oving isthetransform ation thatcorre-

spondsto a m oving and/orread-and-writetransition ofthereversible

Turing m achine R. (Note thatifa read-write translation isfollowed

by a m oving transition then thisU perform sboth transitions.)

Theconstructed circuitU doesnotsatisfy allrequirem entsofthe

theorem .The�rstproblem isthatwedonotknow therunningtim eof

thereversible Turing m achine R.Consequently,we do notknow how

m any tim es we have to perform the elem entary circuit U to obtain

the solution. Even ifwe knew how m any tim eswe have to apply U ,

the corresponding transform ation would in generalchange the state

jxiand producesom egarbage on the ancillas.

To circum ventthe �rstproblem we introduce som e idle cycles to

guarantee thattherunning tim eisan e�ciently com putablefunction

rloftheinputlength l.Thesecond problem issolved by uncom puting

theoperationscarried outduringthecom putationalstepsand theidle

cycles.

In the step rl=2 (propercom putationalstepsand the idle cycles)

the solution iscopied to the registersolution.In the following rl=2

stepsweuncom putetheidlecyclesand thecom putationalsteps.The

com putationalsteps are uncom puted by applying U y corresponding

to running R backwards.

Now we construct the quantum circuit V that circum vents both

problem sasexplained.Notethatwedrop theindex lin thefollowing.

The circuit operates on the registers head,ACC, tape index,tape

and thenew registerssolution,operation mode,idle counter,and

counter (See Fig.2).

The registeroperation mode indicateswhetherthe currentoper-

ation isU ,idlecycle,reverseidlecycle,orU y.These4 subroutinesof

thewhole circuitcan beseen in Fig.3.
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mode

idle

counter

counter

head

tape

index

cell 1

cell N

solution

U U
-1

inc dec

inc dec

00/01

10/11
01/10 00/11

ACC

cell 2

af

qf

cell 3

.

.

.

.

.

.

...

...
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Figure 2: Quantum circuitsatisfying the requirem ents ofTheorem 1. The

gatesINC and DEC increm entand decrem entthe registercounterand idle

counter,respectively. The gatesb1b2=b
0
1b

0
2 swapsthe state jb1b2iand jb01b

0
2i.

The gate 00=0110=11 is controlled by qf and the state ofthe idle counter.

The sym bolqf represents all�nalstates ofthe Turing m achine R. The

sym bolaf denotethesolution f(x).Thebit-ip on theregistersolution is

controlled by af and thestateoftheregistercounter.
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uncomputingcomputing

idle cycles reverse idle cycles

count forward count backward

copy solution

00 01 10 11

Figure3:The 4 subroutinesofthe circuitV .Sim ultaneously with the sub-

routinesthecounterrunsforward orbackward.

Thecontentoftheregistercounterisincrem ented aftereach appli-

cation ofU oridle cycleand decrem ented aftereach application ofU y

orreverseidlecycle.O urconstruction usesthefollowing upperbound

on thenum berofnecessary applicationsofU .Sincethenum berofba-

sisstatesoftheregisterthatU actson is2m itdoesnotm akesenseto

have r > 2m . Therefore the counterisincrem ented untilthe register

hastheresult2m + 1� 1 in orderto ensurethatthenum berofrequired

applicationsofU isexceeded. Assoon asthisnum berisreached the

resultofthe com putation iscopied to the registersolution,i.e.,the

registerisincrem ented by 1 ifand only ifthe answeris\true".From

thism om enton thecounter and theidle counter aredecrem ented.

Assoon astheidle counterreaches0theoperation m odeischanged

such thattheconcatenated application ofU y isstarted.Aftertheap-

propriate num ber ofapplications the initialstate ofallregisters are

restored exceptfrom theregistersolution which isincrem ented by 1

ifand only iftheanswerofthe PSPACE problem is\true".

Explicitly,one hasthefollowing rules:

1. operation m ode00:perform the circuitU ,increm entcounter

2. changeoperation m ode00 ! 01 ifidle counter is00� � � 0 and

head isin a �nalstate

3. operation m ode01:increm entcounter and idle counter

4. increm entsolution ifoperation mode is01,counter is11� � � 1

and the�rsttapecellisin a stateindicating iftheansweristrue

(we assum e thatthistapecellcontainstheresultf(x))

5. change operation m ode01 ! 10 ifcounter isin 11� � � 1

6. operation m ode10:decrem entcounter and idle counter

11



7. change operation m ode 10 ! 11 if idle counter is in 00� � � 0

and head isin a �nalstate

8. operation m ode11:perform thecircuitU y,decrem entcounter

and idle counter

9. change operation m ode11 ! 00 ifcounter isin 00� � � 0

Note that the circuit V has the following property: applied to the

initialstatejxij0:::0itheorbitlength isr= 2(2m + 1� 1)iftheanswer

is\false" and 2r wheneverthe answeris\true". 2

The dependence ofthe orbitlength on the solution isessentialin

thefollowing section.

3 C onstructing the observable

In this section we construct a fam ily ofobservables (A l) in such a

way thatthe spectralpropertiesofA l reect the length ofthe orbit

(V
j

l
jxi
 j00:::0i)j2N for inputs oflength l. The idea to construct

Ham iltonianscorresponding to quantum circuitsalready appeared in

[15]. In thisarticle,the purpose wasto show thata closed quantum

(Ham iltonian) system can in principle im plem ent a circuit without

any externalcontroloperations.Sim ilarconstructionswere also used

in thecontextofcom plexity theory in orderto show thatdeterm ining

the spectrum ofphysicalHam iltoniansm ay becom putationally hard

[3,4]. However, their constructions dealwith quantum circuits of

polynom ialsize.Thewholesequenceofgatesisin som esenseencoded

into theHam iltonian.Thesolution ofa NP orQ M A problem isthen

reected in theleasteigenvalueoftheHam iltonian.Thefactthatthe

determ ination oftheleasteigenvalueencom passesNP orQ M A even if

only inversepolynom ialaccuracy isrequired isdueto thepolynom ial

length oftheprogram .Herewehavetypically an exponentialnum ber

ofapplications and the solution ofthe problem is therefore encoded

in the\hyper�nestructure" ofthe spectrum .

Let V be a quantum circuit as in Theorem 1 and s be its size,

i.e.,the num ber ofelem entary two-qubit gates. W e need a register

clock indicating which gate isapplied. Itconsistsofsl qubits. The

allowed states of the register clock are of the form j0� � � 010� � � 0i

indicating which gate ofV isapplied currently.W e denote by Vj the

elem entary gatesofV (in contrastto thepreceeding section wherethe

index denoted the inputlength).
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W e �rstde�netheforward-tim e operator

F = V1 
 j1i2h0j2 
 j0i1h1j1 +

V2 
 j1i3h0j3 
 j0i2h1j2 +

...

Vs 
 j1i1h0j1 
 j0ish1js:

TheoperatorsVj operateon allregistersoftheprecedingsection.The

operatorsj0iih1ji and j1iih0ji areannihilation and creation operators,

respectively,on the ith qubitoftheclock.

W e denote thelinearspan ofthe vectors

F
j
j	 0i forj2 N

with j	 0i:= jxi
 j00� � � 0i
 j100� � � 0iasO .Allstatesofthisorbit

areorthogonaluntilonehasrecurrenceto theinitialstate j	 0i.This

can be seen as follows: Ifthe register clock is in an allowed state

there is only one sum m and ofF that is relevant. Its action on the

clock issim plesinceitm ovesthe1 to thenextqubit.Thereforeitis

clear that the �rsts� 1 states are orthogonal. The whole circuit V

isa classicallogicaloperation which perm utesbasisstates.Therefore

the state F sj	 0iiseitherorthogonalto j	 0iorboth statescoincide.

Alongthesam elinewearguethatallstatesoftheorbitareorthogonal

untila state coincideswith the initialstate.Hence F actsasa cyclic

shifton O .

The dim ension ofO is 2sr iff(x) = 1 and sr iff(x) = 0. W e

denote thedim ension by d.

Let! be a prim itive com plex d-th rootofunity. The eigenvalues

ofF restricted to O are

!
0
;!

1
;!2;:::;!

d� 1
:

Furtherm ore, the initial state vector j	 0i is a superposition of all

eigenvectorsofF restricted to O with equalweights. Allthisfollows

from propertiesofthecyclic shiftoperator.

The backward-tim e operator is de�ned as the adjoint ofF . The

observableA isde�ned asthesum oftheforward and backward tim e

operators,i.e.,A := (F + F y)=2. Itis4-localsince each Vj is2-local

and is coupled to a 2-localpropagator. The dynam ics ofthe clock

m ay be interpreted as a propagation ofa spin-wave. Note that the

idea ofour construction is not to im plem ent the quantum circuit V
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by the autonom ous tim e evolution exp(� iAt). The aim is rather to

obtain an observable such that its spectralproperties correspond to

theorbitlength ofthe circuit.

Since F and F y com m ute on O the eigenvaluesofA restricted to

O are (!j + �!j)=2 = cos(2�j=d). The non-realeigenvaluesare 2-fold

degenerated. O nly the eigenvalues 1 and � 1 have m ultiplicity 1. In

a hypotheticalenergy m easurem entapplied to theinitialstate vector

j	 0ione would obtain all2-fold degenerated eigenvalueswith proba-

bility 2=d each and the non-degenerated eigenvalueswith probability

1=d. Note that only the �rst case is relevant for large d since there

areatm osttwo non-degenerated values.

Note that d depends on the solution of the PSPACE problem .

Explicitly,thepossiblem easurem entresultsare

1. either

cos(2�j=(2sr)); j= 0;:::;2sr� 1

2. or

cos(2�j=(sr)); j= 0;:::;sr� 1

depending on whetherf(x)= 1 orf(x)= 0.

Note thata perfectenergy m easurem entcan distinguish between

the two cases even after few sam ples: after applying the function

\arccos"weobtain valueswith distance2�=d and allvaluesoccurwith

equalprobability (ifthenon-degenerated valuesareneglected).Then

itiseasy to distinguish between thetwo casesd = rs and d = 2rs.

Now we exam ine what accuracy is su�cient to distinguish be-

tween the two cases. For doing so,we willrestrict our attention to

thosem easurem entvalueswhich arebetween 1=
p
2 and � 1=

p
2.This

m eansthathalfofthem easurem entoutcom eshaveto beignored be-

cause the probability to obtain an outcom e in this intervalis about

1=2.Thesevaluescorrespond to anglesin theinterval[�=4;3�=4]and

[5�=4;7�=4].

In the following weassum ethatwe have obtained a m easurem ent

value in this interval. For each outcom e E we chose j such that

jarccos(E )� 2�j=(2rs)j is m inim al. If f(x) = 1 then the proba-

bility ofobtaining an odd value for j isat least 1=2 � 3=4 = 3=8. If

f(x)= 0 then the probability ofobtaining an even value for j is at

least1 � 3=4 = 3=4.Therefore,theprobability ofodd valueisatm ost

1=4. Thisdi�erence in probability allows to distinguish between the

two cases.Itisobviousthatthe errorprobability decreasesexponen-

tially with thenum berofm easurem ents.
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Note that the observable A has spectralgaps that are consider-

ably sm allerthan the required accuracy. Thiscan already be seen if

we considerthe A-invariantsubspace O . The distance ofthe largest

eigenvalue 1 and the second largesteigenvalue cos(2�=d) ofH isap-

proxim atively given by(2�=d)2 sincethederivativeofthecosinusfunc-

tion at0 is0.

Note thattherequired accuracy isdirectly connected with an up-

per bound on the running tim e T. In our setting the running tim e

is the num ber r ofnecessary applications ofthe circuit V tim es the

num bers ofgatesofV .

In theconstruction ofthepreceding section weobtained theupper

bound on rs from the required space. M ore generally,whenever we

know thatr applications ofV are su�cient we need a m easurem ent

with accuracy ofthe order 1=(rs) to determ ine the solution ofthe

PSPACE problem .

Thisdiscussion provesthe following theorem :

T heorem 2 (M easurem ent precision vs. running tim e)

LetfA lg be a fam ily of4-localobservablescorresponding to the fam ily

fVlg ofquantum circuits in Theorem 1. Then every m easurem entin

the sense ofDe�nition 1 could be used to solve PSPACE problem s in

polynom ialtim e whenever the accuracy is ofthe order ofthe spectral

gaps ofH . Itis even su�cientto have an m easurem enterror 1=T l,

where Tl isthe running tim e ofthe algorithm based on the circuitVl.

4 C onclusions

W e have shown thatevery apparatuswhich im plem entsprecise m ea-

surem entsof4-localn-qubitobservableswould solve PSPACE prob-

lem s. This conclusion does only hold for exponentially sm allerrors

ofthe m easurem ent. O n the other hand,we have argued that al-

gorithm s which m easures with inverse-polynom ial accuracy can be

im plem ented e�ciently. Provided thatPSPACE problem scannotbe

solved e�ciently,i.e.,PSPACE 6= BQ P,the com plexity ofm easure-

m entsdepend on therequired accuracy.Thestatem entthatexponen-

tialaccuracy hasstrongercom putationalpowerisalso well-known in

classicalanalog com putationalm odels[16,17].

O ne m ay ask why one should try to m easure general4-localob-

servables. A possible m otivation to develop a com plexity theory of
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m easurem entsisthatsom eproposalsforquantum algorithm susejoint

observableson the quantum register[18].

Anotherm otivation isthatone isinterested in m easurem entsfor

physically relevantjointobservableslike energy. The readerm ay ob-

jectthatthespeci�cinteractionsconstructed in thispaperarerather

unphysicalforseveralreasons:

1. M ostinteractionsin naturearepair-interactionsand not4-local.

2. O urconstruction useslong-rangeinteractionsam ongdistantqubit

quadruples.

3. Interactionsin naturalm any-particlesystem shavetypically high

sym m etry. For instance,the interactions in solid states respect

the translationalinvariance ofthe lattice.

4. Thereexistonly a few fundam entalinteractionsin physics.

W e have already argued that pair-interactions between particles

m ay correspond to k-localterm s ifsom e qubits encode the physical

state ofone particle.Thisrefutesthe �rstobjection.

W e conjecture thatthesolution ofPSPACE problem swould even

be possible ifthe class ofobservables was restricted to those which

appearasHam iltoniansofrealm any-particlesystem s.Thisconjecture

issupported by thefollowing ideas:

Q uantum cellularautom atonsliketheHam iltonian dynam icalsys-

tem constructed in [19]are also com putationally universal. Ham ilto-

niansforthosetypesofcellularautom atahavethepropertythatevery

cellinteracts only with som e cells in its neighborhood. By m erging

som e cells together to one cellwe can always obtain a Ham iltonian

with pair-interactionsam ong qudits.Thisseem sto indicate thatnei-

ther the sym m etry nor locality assum ptionson the interactions pre-

ventstheHam iltonian from correspondingto com putationally univer-

salnetworks.Dueto thefactthatcom putersexistitisclearthatthe

structure ofthe fundam entalinteractions is generalenough to allow

universalsystem s.Thereforeweguessthatspectralpropertiesofm ore

realistic Ham iltoniansencode PSPACE problem sin a sim ilarway as

in ourpaper.
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