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W e study the com plexity of a problem \Comm on E igenspace" | verifying consistency
of eigenvalue equations for com posite quantum system s. T he input of the problem is

a fam ily of pairw ise com m uting H em itian operators Hi;:::;H . on a Hibert space
cdy » and a string of realnumbers 1;:::; . The problem is to detem ine whether
the com m on eigenspace speci ed by equalitiesH,j 1= 53 i,a= 1;:::;r hasa positive

din ension. W e consider two cases: (i) alloperators H 5 are k-local; (ii) alloperators H 5
are factorized. It can be easily shown that both problem s belong to the class QM A
| quantum analogue of NP, and that som e NP -com plete problem s can be reduced to
either (1) or (i) . A non-trivialquestion iswhether the problem s (i) or (i) belong to NP ?
W e show that the answer is positive for som e special values of k and d. A Iso we prove
that the problem (i) can be reduced to its special case, such that all operators H 5 are
factorized projctors and all 5 = 0.

K eywords: quantum com plexity, quantum codes, m ultipartite entanglem ent
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1 Fom ulation of the problem

Quantum com plexiy were studied Intensely during the last decade. M any quantum com plex—
ity classes were invented (o nd any ofthem see a com prehensive list[dl]) . M any interesting
results are known for these classes. Nevertheless, the exact relationship between quantum
and classical com plexity classes rem ain open for alm ost all of them . In this paper we w ill
focus on the classicalcom plexity classNP and its quantum analogueQM A which wasde ned
n B, Bl

Let us recall the de nitions of these classes. A Bookan function F :B ! B isin NP i
there is a function R :B B ! B computabl in polynom ialtim e on a classical com puter
and a polynom ialp such that

F&®)=1 ) REjy)=lorsomey2B ; ¥i< p(kJ:
Fx)=0 ) Ry =0branyy2B ;¥I< p(kI:
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2 Comm utative version of the localH am ilttonian

Here and below B = f0;1g and B is the set of nie binary strings. A Ilength of string
x 2 B isdenoted by kj) It willbe convenient to ntroduce two players: A rthur and M erlin.
A rthurwants to com pute F (x), but he is not powerfiill enough to do that w ithout assistance
ofM erlin. M erlin sendshin the string y asa broof thatF (x) = 1. T he properties ofR (x;vy)
guarantee that M erlin can convince Arthurthat¥F ®)= 11 F &)= 1.

TheclassQM A isde ned analogously, but A rthur is able to process quantum nform ation.
Forourpurmoses i su cestom ention three distinctionsbetween QM A and NP . F irstly, there
isa quantum com m unication channelbetween A rthurand M erlin. ThusM erlin’sm essagem ay
be a quantum superposition of m any strings y. Secondly, A rthur has a quantum ocom puter
w hich he uses to verify the proof (ie. the function R (x;y) is com puted by a quantum circuit,
rather than a classical one). Thirdly, the veri cation m ay fail w ith a non-zero probability.
H owever, the gap between A rthur’s acogptance probabilities corresponding to F (x) = 1 and
F )= Omustbe su ciently lJarge (bounded by a polynom ialin 1=k7.

By de nition, NP MA QMA, where M A is the class of M erlin-A rthur gam es |
probabilistic analogue of the class NP . It is not known whether these nclusions are strict.
But good candidates for sgparating QM A and M A exist. The rst example is the group
non-m embership problem GNM ). W atrous [4] showed that GNM in the oracke m odel has
succint quantum proofs. He also constructed an orack B such that GNM B) 2M AP . So, in
a relativized world the inclusion M A® OM AP is strict. The second exam plk was found by
Aharonov and Regev [O]. It is a com plem ent to a gap version of the shortest lattice vector
problem .

Sin ilarly to the classNP ,theclassQM A hascom plkteproblem s. The rstQM A -com plte
problem was found by K itaev [2]. It is the k-local H am iltonian problem wih k 5. Later
K em pe and Regev [0] proved that the 3-docal Ham ittonian problem is also QM A -com plete.
Then K em pe, K ftaev, and R egev [1] com bined this result w ith a perturbative analysisto show
that the 2-docal H am iltonian is QM A -com plete. Recently, Janzing, W ocan and Beth have
found another exam ple of QM A -com plete problam , see [8]. It is a non-identity check for an
unitary operator given by a quantum circuit.

Recall, that the input of the 2-local H am iltonian problem isx = # ;";;"y), where H is
a Hem itian operator (@ Ham iltonian) acting on a H ibert space €¢) ® and ", < ", are real
numbers, such that "y, " 1=poly 0). The operatorH is represented asa sum ofpairw ise
Interactions: X

H = Hap: @)

1l a<b n

The function F (x) to be com puted® isde ned as

Fx)y=1 , H has an eigenvalue not exceeding ";;

2
Fx)=0 , all eigenvalues of H are greater than ", : @)

M erlin convinces A rthur that F (x) = 1 by sending hin the ground state j (i of the Ham i~
tonian H . Forany M erlin’sm essage j iArthurcan e ciently evaliate an expectation value
h H j i, see lP], that allowshin to verify M erlin’s proof.

©Som e binary encoding m ust be used for an input of all problem s. A ccordingly, all functions to be com puted
are Boolean functions (m ay be partially de ned).
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For som e special classes of Ham iltonians the ground state m ay adm it a good classical
description (a good description m ust have a polynom ial length and m ust allow classicalpoly—
nom ial veri cation algorithm for Arthur). A trivial case is a Ham iltonian H such that all
interactions H ,p, are diagonalin the standard product basis of (C¢) ™. Then the ground state
is a basis vector. It can be descrbed by n log (d) classical bits. The corresponding 2-local
Ham iltonian problem thusbelongsto NP . A s an exam ple, consider a gf_;aph G = (V;E)wih
qubits living at vertices and an anti erom agnetic’ Ham ittonian H = +

z z
(u;v)2E u V’Whe]:e

2 is the Pauli operator acting on the qubit u. Aswas shown In [, i yields NP -com plte
problem . Note that generally A rthur can not solve the problem w ithout M erlin’s assistance,
because the H am ilttonian is highly frustrated.

A less restricted case of the 2-localH am ittonian problem is obtained by putting paimw ise

com m utativity constraint on the lndividual interactions:
HopHeg = HegHap forallpairs @;b) and  (c;d): 3)

In this case all interactions are still diagonalized over the sam e basis. In particular, the ground
state j o1 ofH satis eseigenvalue equations

Habj 0i= abj oi forall 1 a<b n;

w hile the lowest eigenvalue ofH is
X
Eo= ab®

1 a<b n

(If som e pair of particles a;b do not interact w ith each other, ie., H, 5 = 0, one can take
ap = 0.) However, a priori, there isno good classicaldescription for the state j ¢i. Note that
a list of the eigenvalues £ ,,,g is not a good classical description, since som e con gurations of
the eigenvaluesm ay be inconsistent due to frustrations or (and) the entanglem ent m onogam y.

So the com plexity of the problem m ay be higher than NP .

As a sin ple exam ple consider H am iltonians associated w ith the one-dim ensional cluster
states, see [LO]. The cluster state ¥, 1 is an entangled state of a linear chain ofn qubis. It
is speci ed by eigenvaliue equations

Sa¥ni= £nli Sa= (7 * e liaja+ 1) @)

where a runs from 1 to n and the square brackets Indicates the qubits acted on by an operator
(W e use the periodic boundary conditions  [0] hland nh+ 1] L)) . A lloperators
S, pairw ise comm ute. De ne a Ham iltonian H as

X0
H = Sa:

a=1

This Ham iltonian is 2-localw ith respect to a coarsegrained partition, such that the qubits
1;2 comprise the st particle, the qubits 3;4 | the second, and so on (the partition is
de ned only for even n). Its unigque ground state is the cluster state 1, i. This example
dem onstrates that the com m utativity constraint [J) does not prevent the ground state of H
from being highly entangled.
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W e shallprove that the ground state ofany 2-localH am iltonian [) satisfying the comm u-—
tativity constraint [3) awaysadm its a good classicaldescription$ so the corresponding 2-Jocal
Ham ilttonian problem belongsto NP (isNP-complkte ford  3). It should be contrasted w ith
the general 2-localH am ilttonian problem , which isQM A -com plete.

W e consider here this problem and som e other problem s Involving sets of pairw ise com —
m uting H emm itian operators acting on a product space

H=H; Hy nt H (5)
The factors H 5 willbe referred to as barticles’. The m axin al localdin ension

d= max din H
J=Lizsin

will be regarded as a constant. Let us introduce two classes of operators. An operator
H 2 L #) is called factorized if it can be expressed as H = h; h nNﬁ)lhsome
hy 2 L # 5). For any group ofparticles S f1;:::;ng and for any operatorh 2 L ( s H )
there exists a naturally de ned operatorh[§]2 L #H ). It is equalto a tensor product ofh
w ith identity operators forallj2 S.An operatorH 2 L H ) is called sﬁgct]y k-local if it can
be expressed asH = h[S]forsome S fl;:::5;ng, B k,andh 2 L ( j2s H ). Note that
ifd and k are regarded as constants, both factorized and k—local operators adm i a concise
classical description (its length grow s at m ost linearly w ith n).

H,Hy=HpH, Hrall 1 a;b r; ©)

allthese data as it w illbe a typical nput of our problem s. T he operatorsH 5, w illbe referred
to as check operators. De ne a comm on eigenspace (CES) corresoonding to x as

Ly=f3J1i2H :H,ji= 5ji Prall a= 1;:::;g )

TIfthere areno vectors j 12 H satisfying all the eigenvalie equations, the com m on eigenspace
isempty, Ly = 0.

Problem 1 (THE kKk-LOCAL CES) Theinputisx= #Hi;:::5;H,; 15205 ), where all
check operatorsH 5 are k-local. D eterm Ine whether the com m on eigenspace L, has a positive
din ension.

Problem 2 (THE FACTORIZED CES) Themputisx= #Hi;:::5;Hy; 15::: ), where
all check operators H ; are factorized. D eterm ine w hether the comm on elgenspace Ly has a
positive din ension.

To analize the com plexity of these problam s, the Input x m ust be represented by a binary
string using a suiabl encoding. A ssum ing that an eigenvalie and am atrix elem ent ofa linear
operator can be represented by a constant num ber of bits (see a rem ark at the end of this
section), the length of the input is kj= 0 ([@?*r) for the k-IocalCES and kj= O (Fnr) or
the factorized CE S.A swasm entioned above, d and k are regarded as constants, so the length

dT he lowest eigenvalue of H m ay be degenerate. In this case one can choose a ground state with a good
classical description.



S.Bravyiand M .Vyalyi 5

of the Input is bounded by a polynom ial, kj= poly (h + r). Note also that the consistency
of the input, ie., the com m utativity constraint [@), can be veri ed by an algrorithm running
nhatinepoly b+ r). Ifx is regarded as a binary string, both problem s require com putation
ofa Boolan function

Fx)=1 ,

Lx
Fx)=0 , L ®

& 0;

Rem arks: The nput ofthe CE S problem s consists of operators and their eigenvalies. O pera—
torsacting on a space of xed dim ension w illbe represented by theirm atrix elem ents in som e
xed basis. N ote that the CE S problem s are form ulated In tem s of exact equalities. So, we
need an appropriate exact’ representation of (com plex) num bers. A good choice is algebraic
num bers of bounded degree of the extension over rationals. T hese num bers are represented
by arrays of rationals and we have a trivialalgorithm to check an exact equality for them .

Ifm atrix elem ents are algebraic num bers and a size ofthem atrix is xed then eigenvalues
of the m atrix are also algebraic num bers (roots of a characteristic polynom ial) of a bounded
degree of the extension over rationals.

To keep the bounded degree condition we put som e additional restrictions to an input of
factorized CES.Nam ely, we require that eigenvalues of all factors m ust belong to the sam e
extension of bounded degree over rational num bers. So the eigenvalies which appear In the
nput belong to the same eld.

Tt is In portant that such data can be e ciently m anijpulated. In other words there are
algorithm s running in polynom ial time which solve all comm on linear algebra tasks n a
space of bounded dim ension (solving system s of linear equations, nding eigenvalues and
elgenvectors of an operator and so on), see books [14,[15] for the sub Fct.

2 Summary ofm ain results

Our st theorem states the upper bound on the com plexity ofthe CES problm s.
Theorem 1 The k-localand the factorized CE S problem skelbongto QM A .
Intuitively,  ollows from the fact that any state j 1 2 Ly is a sound proof that Ly is
not em pty. M erlin’s proving strategy in both problem s is to send A rthur an arbirary state
J 12 Lyg. The key part of A rthur's veri cation algorithm is to m easure eigenvalues of the
check operators, see Section @ for details.
T he next theorem establishes the lower bound on the com plexiy of the CE S problem s.
Theorem 2 The k-IocalCES isNP-hardfork= 2,d 3ork 3,d 2. The factorized
CES isNP-hard ford 2.
W e construct NP -hard instances w thout resorting to quantum m echanics at all | the corre-
sponding check operators are classical, that isdiagonalin the standard product basis. N am ely,
we will show that NP -com plete problem s 3-coloring and 3-CNF can be reduced to tlassical
CES problem s, see Section @ for details.
Ourm ahn result is that the CES problem sbelong to NP for specialvalues ofk and d.
Theorem 3 The 2-localCES kelongs to NP .
W eprove thistheorem using the conocegpt of interaction algebra Introduced by Knill, La amme,
and Viola In [L7] and the elem entary representation theory for nite-dim ensionalC -algebras.
Roughly speaking, we nd a negrained partition of each particle into an aller subsystem s
which we call subparticles. T hese subparticles are naturally grouped into interacting pairs,
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such that there isno interaction between di erent pairs. T o verify that the com m on elgenspace
isnon zero, one su uces to do i for each pair of subparticles independently. Tt can be done
e cintly. The negrained partition reveals itself only on certain subspace of H . It can
be speci ed locally and M erlin’s proof is just a description of this subspace. Am azingly,
the structure of the comm on elgenspace resembles very much the structure of states w ith
\quantum M arkov chain" property, see [11l].

It ©llows from Theorem sP3 that the 2-local CES is NP -com plete problem for d 3.
Besides, T heorem [ has the ©llow ing corollary:

C orollary 1 The probkm 2-localH am iltonian with the pairw ise com m utativity constraint [3)
lelongs to NP .

A s far as the factorized CE S is concemed, we present the follow ing results.

Theorem 4 The factorized CES with d= 2 belongs to NP .

T he proof of this theorem relies on the explicit formula for the dim ension of the comm on
elgengpace. A though A rthur can not use this form ula to com pute the din ension e ciently,
som etin es it allow shin to verify thattwo di erent instancesofthe problem yield the com m on
elgengpace of the sam e din ension. It happens if the two instances satisfy sin ple consistency
relations. W e show that for any instance x ofthe factorized CE S there exist another instance
y consistent w ith x, such that all check operators of y are diagonal in the standard product
basis. M erlin’s proof that Ly & 0 is just a description of the instance y and a basis vector
belonging to Ly, .

To state the next theorem It usde ne the factorized profctors CES. It is the factorized
CES problem whose input satis es additional constraints.

Problem 3 (THE FACTORIZED PROJECTORS CES) The sam e as the factorized
CES, but all check operators H ; are tensor products of orthogonalprofctorsand all 5 = 0.

W e shall prove that for any factorized CE S problem can be divided into two independent
subproblem s. The rst subproblem is the factorized CES wih all check operators being
tensor products of the Pauli operators *, ¥, and ?. It can be solved e ciently using the
stabilizer form alism , see [18]. T he second subproblem is the factorized progctorsCES. Both
subproblem s are de ned on a subspace H® H . This subspace is de ned lcally and adm its
a good classical description. A rthur can e ciently identify the two subproblem s provided
that M erln sends hin a description ofH °. In other words, we prove that P roblm [ can be
non-determ inistically reduced to P roblem [3.

Theorem 5 If the factorized profctors CES with a given d 2 belongs to NP then the
factorized CE S with the sam e d also kelongs to NP .

W e shall derive two interesting corollaries of T heorem [H.

Corollary 2 The factorized CES with a constraint ( , 6 0 orl a r) belngs to NP.
Corollary 3 The factorized CES with a constraint HHp, 6 0 or 1 a;b r) belongs to
NP.

The com plexity of the k-Jlocal and the factorized CES problem for arbirary valies of k
and d is still unknown. The results of Terhal and D iV lncenzo on constant depth quantum
circuits [12] suggest that there are instances ofthe k-localCE S forwhich L, doesnot contain
a state with a good classical descrjption. Indeed, consider a state j 1 = U J i, where
J sepl I8 @ product state and U is a quantum circuit with two-qubit gates having a depth
D. IfD 3, such circuits are hard to simulate classically, see [12], so generally j i does

Z
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not adm it a good classical description. Since J sepi can be speci ed by eigenvalue equations
w ith 1-docal check operators, the state j i is a one-dim ensional com m on eigenspace for som e

2P Jlocal CES. This argum ent, how ever, does not tell anything about the com plexity of the

k-localCE S, since M erlin’s proof need not to be a description of a state. Som e rem arks on

the com plexity of the factorized CES are m ade at the end of Section .

T he rest ofthe paper is organized as follow s. Section[d contains the proofof T heorem sIA.
Section [ elicidates the connection between the k-local CES and the k—local H am iltonian
problem s. Theorem [ is proved in Section [H. Section [ is devoted to a proof of T heorem [H
and its corollaries. In Section [ w e prove that the factorized profctorsCE S orqubits d= 2)
belongs to NP . Being com bined with Theorem [, this result inm ediately in plies that the
factorized CE S r qubis belongsto NP, ie., T heorem [. Unfortunately we do not know how
to generalize the algorithm described in Section[dto thecased 3. The reason this algorithm
fails for d 3 is rather non-trivial and can be understood w ith the help of K ochen-Specker
theorem [20]. W ebrie y discussa connection w ith K ochen-Specker theoram in the concluiding
part of Section [A.

3 Inclusion in QM A and NP-hardness

T he proof of T heorem [l is contained in the follow ing two lemm as.
Lemma l The k-localCES kebbngsto QM A .

Proof: Let x = Hq;:::;H,; 15:::; ) be an Instance of the k-localCES, L. be the
comm on eigenspace, and F (x) be the Boolan finction [8) to be com puted. M erlin’s proof
that F )= 1 willbe a quantum state j 12 H, see ). W e shall construct a polynom ial (in
KJ) size quantum circuit that tells A rthur w hether to acospt or reect the proof (ie. decide
thatF x)= 1 orF x)= 0).

The H ibert space H can be encoded using n log, d qubits. Under this encoding any check
operator H ; acts non-trivially on at m ost k log, d qubits (this num ber does not depend on
the com plexity param etersn, r and m ust be regarded as a constant).

O ne can assum e w thout loss of generality, that alloperatorsH 5 are orthogonalpro gctors
and all 5, = 1 (otherw ise, consider the spectral decom position of H ; and substitute H ; by
the pro fctor corresgoonding to the elgenvalie ;). De nea POVM measurem ent M, corre—
soonding to the decomposition T = H, + (I H,). Since the operator H ; acts only on a
constant num ber of qubits, A rthur can in plem ent them easurem ent M ,; by a quantum circuit
of the size poly (log 1= )), where is the approxim ation precision, or an error probability,
see [2]. The param eter w illbe chosen later. Suppose A rthur In plem ents the m easurem ents
M 1;:::5;M , and getsoutcomes {;:::; U2 £0;1g (the order is not essential, since the m ea-
surem ents commute). If no errors have occured, the post-m easurem ent state j %1 satis es
eigenvalue equations

H.j 0 = gj Oi; a= 1;:::51:

Arthuracceptstheproofj ii all? =1 (hwhichcase %2 L and thusL 6 0). Note
that a probability of having at least one error in the whole veri cation protocol is bounded
from above by r . The probability of the errorless veri cation is thus p 1 r .Wewill
choose 1=r, so that 1.

IfF x)= 1,M erlin can send Arthura state j 12 L . Then A rthur accepts the proofw ith
a probability at least ps. IfF (x) = 0, A rthurm ay accept the proof only due to errors. The
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acoeptance probability in thiscase isatmost 1 . The size ofthe quantum circuit used in
the protocol is bounded by poly (r). It is enough to place the problem to QM A.
O

In the ©llow ng we shall skip the details conceming the approxin ation precision. In all
cases considered In this paper the approxin ation precision can be easily m ade arbitrarily
an allw ith only poly-logarithm ic overhead.

Lemm a 2 The factorized CES belongs to QM A .

Proof: Letx= Hq;:::5;H; 15:::; ) be an instance of the factorized CES, L. be the
com m on eigenspace, F (x) be the Boolan function [@) to be com puted, and j 12 H be the
M erlin’s proofthat F x) = 1.

Arthurmay pick up a = 1;:::;r in random and check the equality H,ji= ,j ifr
the chosen valie of a only. To do that A rthur perform s a destructive m easurem ent of the
eigenvalue of H, on the state j i. If the measured elgenvalie equals ., he accepts the
proof, otherw ise refcts . Denote py and p; probabilities ﬁ)rl\% rthur to accept the proof
provided that F ) = 0 and F (x) = 1 respectively. Let H, = rj‘:l H,;5. W ithout loss of
generality we can assum e that all factors H ;5 are Hem itian operators. A rthurm ust perform
n separate pro gctive eigenvalue m easurem ents for all factors H ;5 . Because each factor H ;4
acts on log, d qubits, the whole m easurem ent can be realized by a quantum circuit of a size
O () (recallthat d is regarded as a constant). A fter that A rthur com putes the product ofn
m easured eigenvalues to evaluate ;.

If 12 L , Arthur always accepts the proof and thusp; = 1. Suppose L = 0. We
shall prove that py 1 1=r. Let i 2 H Dbe the state which m axin izes the acceptance
probability pg . Forany realvector = ( 1;:::; ) denoteP ( )2 L #H ) the progctoron the
subspace speci ed by equalitiesH,j i= 5 i,a= 1;:::;r @ vector is analogous to an
error syndrom e in qyantum codes theory). The fam ily of the profctorsP ( ) de nesa unity
decom position, ie. P ( )= I.Denotealso

a()=hoP ()Jjoi:

For the chosen A rthur’s veri cation algorithm we have

1X* X
Po = = B()F:
ra=1 D a= a

Changing the order of the summ ations we com e to

0 1
1X X
po=- ®()FE 18
r
a a= a
But sincel. = Owehave .6 . foratlastonea= 1;:::;rwheneverP ( )6 0. Thus
1X 1
pp - ®O)Fe D=1 =:
r r
So we have a gap p1 R = l=r = (1=k7J) between acogptance probabilities of positive

and negative instances. A s was said in the beginning of Section [, it is enough to place the
problem In QMA.
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O
T he ©llow ing two Jemm as constitute a proof of T heorem [.
Lemma 3 The 2-localCES isNP-hard ford 3.

P roof: W e will show that the NP -com plete 3-coloring problem can be reduced to 2-local
CESwih d= 3. An idea used in this reduction was suggested by P.W ocan in [Y]). Let
G = (V;E) be an arbitrary graph. T he 3-coloring problem is to detem ine w hether the graph
G adm itsa coloring ofthe verticesw ith 3 colors such that each edge hasendpointsofdi erent
colors. Letn = ¥ jand r= 3% J. Choose a Hibert space H = €3) ® such that each vertex
of the graph carries a space C3. The operators H , will be assigned to the edges w ith three
operators assigned to each edge. T hese operators are responsble for three forbidden coloring
ofthe edge. It is convenient to introduce a com posite Index a = (uv;c), where (Uv) 2 E isan

Huvie = (Fichc;c) ;v wee=0; @v)2E; c= 1;2;3: 9)

O bviously, existence of non-trivial comm on eigenspace L  is equivalent to existence of 3—-
coloring for the graph G . ©Note that the profctors [@) also provide an instance of the
factorized profctors CES.) W e have shown that 2-localCES wih d 3 isNP-hard.

O

Lemma 4 The k-localCES isNP-hard ford= 2, k 3.

P roof: W e will prove that NP-complte 3-CNF problm can be reduced to 3-local CES
wih d= 2. Recallthat 3-CNF (conjinctive nom al form ) is a Boolean function of the form
Lix)=C;x)"Cyrx " S x = ®i17:::%X,) 2 B", where each clhuse C, (X) isa
disjunction of three literals (a literal is a variable or negation of a variable). An example
of threeliteral clause is X; _ X3 _ (:X5). The 3-CNF problem is to detem ine whether an
equation L (x) = 1 adm is at least one solution. Choose a H ibert space H = C?%) ™. The
operators H ; and the eigenvaluies 5 must be assigned to the clauses C, (X) according to the
follow Ing table:

Ca x) H4 a

Xi_ Xq_ Xg (P;70;0i0;0;09 iy 7k1| O

Xy Xy (1xg) ($;0;1i00;0;1) G 37k1| O
(:xy) _ (:xy)_ (x¢) | (3;1;1405;1;19 63,k O

Tt is easy to check that the comm on eigensubspace for the 3-Jlocal CE S introduced above is
non-triviali the equation L x) = 1 has at least one solution. Thus we have reduced 3-CNF
problem to the 3-localCES.

O

O bviously, the 3-localCE S assigned to 3-CNF problem in the previous lemm a isa soecial
case of the factorized profctorsCES (and thus a special case of the factorized CES). Sowe
have proved all statem ents of T heorem [J.
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4 The k-localcom m uting H am iltonian

W e shallnow discussthe k-localH am ittonian problem . Recallthat the problm isto evaluate
the Boolkan fiinction [) w ith the H am itonian
Xr
H = H,; H, isstrictly k-localforalla: (10)

a=1

If, additionally, allterm s In H pairw ise com m ute,
H,Hy=HpH, Prall a;b;

we shall call the problem \k-docal comm uting H am iltonian". T he goal of this section is to

reduce the k-Jocal com m uting Ham iltonian to the k’Jocal CES. T the rst Lemma a non-
detem istic reduction with k® = k is put orward. It also shows that Corollary [l indeed

llow s from T heorem [@. The second Lemm a [19] establishes a determ inistic reduction w ith

K= k+ 1.

Lemm a 5 If the k-local CES kelongs to NP then the k-local com m uting H am itonian also

lelongs to NP .

P roof: O bviously, we can choose a com plete set of elgenvectors of H which are eigenvectors

of all operators H ; also. To prove that H indeed has an eigenvalue not exceeding "; M erlin

A lthough A rthur can not verify (i) by hin self, according to assum ption of the lemm a this
veri cation belongsto NP . So A rthur can ask M erlin to Inclide a proofof (i) n hism essage.
Tt follow s that k-docal com m uting H am iltonian problem belongsto NP .

O
Lemm a 6 The problem k-local comm uting Ham itonian can ke polynom ially reduced to the
k+ 1)-Joml1CES.
Proof: Let x = #H ;";;"y) be an Instance of the k-local com m uting H am ittonian. Here the
Ham iltonian H hasthe om [[0). Taking the spectraldecom position ofeach operatorH , we
can rew rite the H am iltonian as follow s:

H = "s ai a b= b a Drall a;b;

a=1

where all , are orthogonalprofctors. N ote that the number ofterm sR isatmostR = rd*,
that isonly linear In the length ofthe input kj (recallthat d and k are regarded as constants) .

xR
E )= "aVai

a=1

and the elgenspace

L,=fji2H : ,ji=y.Ji forall a= 1;:::;;RQ:



S.Bravyiand M .Vyalyi 11

Then x isa positive instance oftheproblem i thereexistabinary stringy such thatE ) [
and L, 6 0. Letusde ne a partially de ned Boolean function

Rgp)=1, E W

R=0 , Ef>": b

Obviously, R (y) can be com puted by an algorithm running in a polynom ialtin e, or equiv—
alently, there exists a polynom ial classical circuit that com putes R (y). It allow s to cast the
function R (y) Into a 3-CNF wih only a polynom ialnum ber of clauses:

Ry)=Ci:()"Cay)” v"@; M = poly (kJ: 1z)

Here each clause Cy Involves at most three bits y.. (For a connection between classical
circuits and 3-CNFs see 2].) W e are now ready to present an instance of the k + 1)-local
CES associated wih x. The CES problem isde ned on the space

H°=8 (&) R:
The auxiliary R qubits will keep’ the binary string y. Denote P,ih0, jand ijl,ihl, j the
progctors Pih0jand Jihljapplied to the a-th qubi. The CES problem has two fam ilies of
check operators. The rstone is

BH2= . dhinl.i+ @ 2) i, 3 a= 1;:::R:

Roughly speaking, H 2 ties the value of y, to the eigenvalue of the profctor ,. Note that
the operators H 2 are strictly (k+ 1)-local. T he check operators of the second fam ily act only
on the qubits. T hey are associated w ith the clauses C 3 iIn [[2) . Let us introduce an operator
C/\j acting on R qubits such that its action on the basis vectors 12 €?) * is

Esyi= Cy ) i

T he corresonding check operator acting on H? is T CAj . It is strictly 3-docal. Consider a
com m on eigenspace

M =fjiz2 HO:ng i=qj41 I CAjj i=9i Prall a= 1;::5R; j= 1;::5M g:

It ©llows from thede nitionsthatM 6 01 there exist a product state j i  ¥i2 Bsuch
that j 12 Ly and R (y) = 1. It m eans that x is a positive instance of the k-local com m uting
Ham iltonian problem .

O

5 The 2-localcom m on eigenspace problem

Let us start from revisiting the exam ple of cluster states, see Section [l. R ecall that the
chain ofn qubits is partitioned into two-qubit particlkesas shown on Fig.1l. There aren check

where a runs from 1 to n. In this exam ple L is onedin ensionalw ith the basis vector £, i.
A though ,1 is a highly entangled state, is entanglem ent has very sim ple structure w ith
regpect to the coarsegrained partition. Indeed, denote the qubits com prising the j-th particle



12 Comm utative version of the localH am ilttonian

as jiland jx, seeFig.1l. A pair of qubits jr and (j+ 1)dwillbe refered to as a bond. Let
V5 be the controlled— * operator applied to the qubits j:land jx, and V = V; ne &V
is an easy exercise to verify that the state V £, i is a tensor product over the bonds:

VEpi=J lx2di  J Ray3:4i J hd;1;rli; 13)

w here the square brackets indicate ow nersofa stateand j 12 C? & isspeci ed by eigenvalue
equations ( * )yji= (°* *)j i= J i. In other words, 1,1 can be prepared from a
collection ofbipartite pure states distribbuted betw een the particlesby localunitary operators.
This fact is not just a coincidence. W e will show Jater that for any instance of the 2-local
CES the comm on eilgenspace is either em pty or contains a state which can be created from a
collection ofbipartite pure states by applying local isom etries (localunitary em beddings into
a larger H ibert space).

W e continue by m aking three sin pli cations that allow one to reduce the num ber of check
operators. Let x = Hq;:::5;Hy; 15:::; ) be an instance of the 2-localCE Sand Ly be the
comm on eigenspace.

Sinpli cation 1: Clarly, Ly = 0 unless , is an eigenvalie of H,. Since A rthur can
verify it e ciently, we shall assum e that the nput of the 2-localCES satis es an additional
constraint:

a2 SpecH,) Prall a= 1;:::;r:

SInpli cation 2: It elin nates all check operators acting only on one particle. Suppose
that the check operator H , acts only on the particle j ie, H, = hlforsomeh 2 L H ;).
The eigenvalue equation H,j i = ,Jj i Implies that the space H 5 can be reduced to the
eigenspace Ker al) H;. Indeed, denote

: o
H, for 16 j; 0 0
H?= HO= g
1 Kerh .I) or 1= 5 ¢ N
=
Tt is clear that Ly HC. M oreover, since all check operators comm ute, the subspace H? is
preserved by allof them , so one can de ne the restrictions

HQ: Hpjo02L ®HY; b= 1;:::1:

Since the reduction H ! H° is done locally, all operators H are strictly 2-local. A lso,
they all pairw ise comm ute. It m ay happen however that , 2 Spec(Hk?) for som e b. If this
is the case, one has Ly = 0. Othemwise, we arrive to a new Instance of the 2-local CES
y= @Y%::HY; 1;:::; 1) which is equivalent to x. Shee H? =  ,I, the corresponding

Fig.1l.A chain of 8 qubits is partitioned into n = 4 particles w ith localdim ensionsd = 4.
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the num ber of check operators by one and the din ension of som e particlke at last by one.
O bviously, A rthur can In plem ent this reduction e ciently. A fter at m ost r iterations A rthur
either decides that Ly = 0 or arrivesto a sin pli ed instance n which all check operators act
non-trivially on two particles.

Simpli cation 3: W e will show now that all operators H ; acting on som e particular pair
of particles (j;k) can be substituted by a single check operator. Indeed, lt us group the
operatorsH 1;:::;H . into subsets Sy, 1 j< k n, such that Sy contains all labels a for
which H, acts on the particles j and k. To distinguish the pairs forwhich S« 6 ; we shall
characterize an instance of the 2-localCE S by is interaction graph G = (V;E ), such that V
is the set of particles, and edges are draw n betw een interacting particlks.

an interaction graph of the instance x.
Forany (j;k) 2 E consider an eigenspace

Lyg=£fji2H :H,ji= ,Ji Porall a2 Sug:

Denote 4 2 L H) the orthogonalprofctor onto L . Clearly, £ sk Jx)2r isa fam ily of
paimw ise com m uting 2-local operators and the comm on eigenspace Ly can be speci ed by
equations

Ly=fji2H : 3ji=3ji forall (k)2 Eg: (14)

Thus x is equivalent to an instance
v= £ x9ak)p2e iliciil): 15)

Sum m arizing the three sin pli cations above, one su ces to prove Theorem @ only for the
follow iIng version of the 2-localCES.
Input: An interaction graph G = (V;E ) and a fam ily of 2-local pairw ise com m uting pro gc—
torsx = £ 4k 9x)2E - FOrevery pair (j;k) 2 E the progctor s acts non-trivially on both
Hyand Hy (n particular 4 6 0).
P roblem : D eterm ine w hether the comm on eigenspace [[4) has a positive din ension.

Our st goalis to introduce a notion of irreducible instance and prove T heorem @ for
irreducible instances only. T hen we w ill generalize the proof to arbitrary instances.
De nition 2 Letx= f %Jgux)2r e an instance of the 2-localCES. Consider a subalyebra
N 4 L H;) of operators acting on the particke j and com m uting with all check operators:

Nj=f02L(Hj) : 0 [j] jk = jkO [j] for all (j;k)2Eg: (16)

The instance x iscalld irreducible i algebrasN 5 aretrivialie,Ny=C Iforallj= 1;:::;n.
Rem ark: Arthur can check whether an instance is irreducble using an e cient algorithm
(the constraints [[A) are given by linear equations on a space of bounded dim ension). W e
shall now prove that any irreducible instance of the 2-localCES is positive Ly € 0). The
proof is based on the follow ing lemm a.

Lemma 7 Letx= f xgux)2s Pe an irreducbk instance of the 2-localCE S with an inter-
action graph G = (V;E ). There exist

A pair of H ilbert spaces Hjx and H y .y associated with each edge (J;k) 2 E,
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N
A tensor product structure B =, 50 Hxr

such that the projaﬁtor NK acts non-trivially only on the two factors H jx Hy.; in the
decomposition H = L, . my2p Him -

The lemm a says that there exist a negrained partition ofthe system , such that the particle
j is decom posed into several subparticles fjkg, where (j;k) 2 E . The interaction between
the particles j and k a ects only the subparticles jk and k:j, that is 3 = hy Jk;k ] for
somehy 2 L H 5x Hy.5). A straightforward corollary of the Jamm a is that the comm on
eigenspace Ly has a tensor product structure:

(0]
Ly = M i 17
(3ik)2E

where M 5 Hyx Hy.; is speci ed by an equation hyj i = j i. Since 4 6 0 for
(J;k) 2 E,onehashy 6 0,and thusM s 6 0,which imnpliesL, € 0. So the leamm a has the
follow ing am azing corollary.

Corollary 4 Any irreduciblke instance of the 2-lbocalCES is positive.

Now wem oveon to theproofofLemm a[l. Them ain m athem aticaltoolused In the analysis
is the representation theory or nite-dim ensional C -algebras. In the subsequent discussion
the tem C -algebra refers to any algebra of operatorson a nie-din ensional H ibert space
which is yclosed and contains the identity. The center of a C -algebra A w ill be denoted
Z A).Byde nition,

Z@A)=fX 2A :XY=YX fPorall Y 2Agqg:

An algebrahasa trivialcenteri Z @)= C I.W e shalluse the follow ng fact (for the proof
see the book [168], or Theoram 5 in [L4]):
Fact 1: Let H ke a H ibert space and A L #H)bkeaC albebra wih a trivial center. T here
exists a tensor product structure H = H; H, such that A is the sulalgebra of all operators
acting on the factor H; ie.,

A=L®#H,) I:

P roof of Lem m a [[l: Consider any pair (j;k) 2 E and Xkt s = h[jk] for some h 2
LH; Hg),h6 0.0urgoalisto constructtwo C -algebrasA i L Hy) and Ay 4 L Hy)
such that h 2 A j4 Ay.;. The main elment of the construction was proposed by Knill,
La amme, and Violall/], who studied y—closed algebras generated by an interaction betw een
a system and an environm ent. C onsider a decom position

X
h= A B ; 18)

w here the fam ilies of operators fA 2 L Hj)gand fB 2 L H )g are linearly independent.
DenoteM 4y and M g4 the linear spaces spanned by fA g and fB g respectively. O ne can
easily verify that M jx and M y.; do not depend upon the choice of the decom position 3.
An dentiy X
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tellsus that M i and M .y are closed under Hemm itian conjugation. De ne Ajy L H5)
and Ay 5 L Hy) as the minimal C -algebras such that M ;4 Ajx and M 4 Ay 5.
Equivalently, A jx is generated by the family fA g [ I and Ay, is generated by fB g [ I.
(T he fact that h is a proctor is irrelevant for this construction.)

Consider any triple of particles 6 k 6 lsuch that (3;k) 2 E and (§;1) 2 E . W hat can
be said about the C -algebras A i ;A 51 L H5)?

The rstclhinm isthat these algebras comm ute ie.,

XY =YX frall X 2A3x and Y 2 Ajq: 19)
Indeed, the proectors sk and 51 can be represented as
s« = H Oik;1; 1= G Oik;1;

w here the operatorsH ;G 2 L H 4 Hy H;) adm i decom positions

X X
H = A B I; G= C I D:

Here allthe fam ilies fA g, fB g, fC g, and fD g are linearly lndependent. T he com m uta—
tivity constraint s« 1= 31 5 yilds
X
@A C cCAaA) B D = 0:

i

Alltem s In the sum are linearly lndependent due to the second and the third factors. T hus
the equality ispossble only ifA C = C A forall and . Since the algebrasA 3 and
A 4. are generated by fA g and fC g respectively, we conclude that they com m ute.

The next step is to prove that the center 2 @ ;) is trivial for all (j;k) 2 E . Indeed, it
ollows from [[@) that any centralelement 2 2 Z (A jx) commutes w ith all elam ents of the
algebrasA 55, where (j;1) 2 E . Since 1= h[j;jllorsomeh 2 A3, Ay, we conclude that
an operator Z [j12 L # ) commutes w ith allproctors 4. Since we consider an irreducible
Instance of CES, i ispossbl only ifZ = I forsome complx number .ThusZ @)=
c I.

Let us show how H ; acquires the tensor product structure for som e particular j. For any
pair (j;k) 2 E one can m ake use of Fact 1 with H Hy and A Ajx L Hy). It Pllow s
that H y adm its a decom position

Hy=Hix HY ©0)

such that the algebra A jx is the algebra of all operators acting on the factorH yx ie.,
Ay =LH; %) I: (21)

Consider now a third particle 1 such that (j;1) 2 E . Let us exam Ine the com m utativiy
relation between the algebrasA jx and A 4;. Ik is consistent w ith the decom positions RO
i Ay, acts trivially on the factor H yx . In other words, any element X 2 A j;; has a fom
X =1 XobrsomeXOZL(H?).WecannowmakeuseofFactlethH HgandA Aja
to get a ner decom position

Hy=Hjx Hyn HY
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such that
Aj:kzL(Hj:k) I I and Aj:lzI L(Hj:l) I:

R epeating these argum ents w e arrive to a decom position H 5 = (N K :(x)2e H j%) Hyg,such
that the algebra A jx coincides w ith the algebra of all linear operators on the factor H 4 .
As for the last factor H 4.5, it is acted on by neither of the algebras. This factor however
can not appear for an irreducible problem . Indeed, any operator X 2 L # 5) acting only on
H j:5 would commute w ith all algebras A j4 . A ccordingly, an operator X [j]would comm ute
w ith allprogctors 5k . This is possbl only ifX = I. Thus the algebra L ;) is jast
the algebra of com plex num bers. It llows that H 5.3 = C and i can be ram oved from the
decom position. Sum m arizing, we get
O
Hj= Hix; Ajp=1 I D @I I:
k :(3k)2E

It ollow s from the de nitions above that s actsnon-trivially only on the factorH 54 In H
and only on the factorH.; In Hy . The lamm a is proved.
O
The next step is to generalize Lemma [1 to reducble instances. We rst outline the
generalization and then put it form ally. For each particle j a local Xlassical variable’
wﬂlbide ned. Each value of j speci es a subspace Hjj H;, such that a decom position

Hy= ; H jj isa direct sum . T his decom position is preserved by all check operators. Ifone

xesthe classicalvariables 1;:::; n Hreach particle, one getssom e subspaceH ( 1% =) H |
T he restriction of the problem on this subspace is aln ost irreduchble (in the sense speci ed
below ), so Lemm a[l can be applied. In otherwords, for xed values of the classical variables
the negrained partition into subparticles em erges. T he subparticles are naturally grouped
Into pairs, such that there isno any interactionsbetween di erent pairs. A rthur can solve the
restricted problem e ciently. A ccordingly, the role ofM erlin is jl%; to send A rthur the values
ofthe classical variables 1;:::; n Hrwhich the Intersection Ly H ¢ 1% ») isnot em pty.
Lemma 8 Letx= f j«J5xk)2r Lo an instance of the 2-localCES with an interaction graph
G = (V;E). There exist

L
D irect sum decom positions B = jHj(. 9w ith induced decom position H = HO),

where (153035 n)andH(>=H{1) g

5)

A pair of H ibert spaces Pg(kj <) andH]i:jk associated with each edge (j;k) 2 E,

H ibert spaces Pl;:j]),

) N gl w

) (3
A tensor product structure H ’'=H j:jj K Gmo2E B i ,

such that the check operators adm it a decom position
M

o 5 x),
jk = Jk ’
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where J(.k] )2 L@ ) acts onky on the ﬁctorsH;:k] «) H]ijk ) in the tensor product

| 0 1
AR o © ( )
g = T Q@ H, "R (22)

=1 =1 m :(Lm)2E

A sin Lemm a[d, the notation jk refers to subparticles ofthe particle j. It should be noted
that the spaces H ;:jj) are acted on by neither of the check operators. That is why they do
not appear in Lemm a [A. However, if the problem is reducible, and there exist an operator
h [j] comm uting w ith all check operators, it acts only on the spaces H ;:jj) . Also it should be
m entioned that any of the H ibert spaces listed in Lemm a[@ m ay be one-dim ensional.

A straightforw ard corollary ofthe Jem m a isthat the com m on elgenspace can be represented
as a direct sum :

L, = M mMmO=1, nw) 23)

M O=@e glia @ VI R VI S AN (24)

=1 (Jik)2E

(5 x)

(5 x) _
jk -

(Som e ofthe subspacesM Sk

h;k] “) 4k ;k ] or some h;k] 2L H;:k] <) g

s J 1= j ispecifying Ly lead to P3CA) wih
n o

ML= gizE Y B anl Y=g 25)

m ay be zero though
)

.) Indeed, the lemm a saysthat
]i 9 Thus the elgenvalue equations

k
|

Theorem [ is a sin ple corollary of Lemm a[8. Thdeed, M er]jn’spmoﬁf;hath € 0may be
a description of the subspaoesH; 3 Hy, j= 1l;::5n, such that Ly H ‘) 6 0. Arthur

usesM erlin’sm essageto nd the restricted profctors ;k] 2 & pliows from E3AZAET) that
L,60i °* 6 0fralljandk.Arthurcan verify fe cintly.

Besides, Lemm a @ in plies that the comm on eigenspace L, contains a state with a good
classical description. Indeed, choose som e valie of frwhich Ly H () 6 ;. Denote
Vi ot HJ( D H; an isom etry corresponding to the embedding Hj( )
arbitrary state § 12 M ;kj ) and an arbitrary state j ji2 H jf:j]).Denote

0 1

Hy. Choose an

ji= jsi @ Jiph2m )
=1 (3ik)2E

T his state is just a collection ofbipartite pure states and localunentangled states. Assuch it

has a concise classicaldescription. A state j 4= n)J ¥oelongsto L, and also has
a concise classical description. An eigenvalie equation 5 j %= j % ©llows from identities

(5 ) (5 ) .. ..
KV =V 37 30 Tii=34
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wherewe denoted V = V; n. V

In the rest of this section we prove Lemm a [8. Tt requires a generalization of Fact 1 to
C -algebras w ith non-trivial center (the statem ent given below coincides with Theorem 5
n [17]).
Fact 2: Let H be%HijertspaceandA L#H)beaC-albebra. There exist a direct sum
decom position H = H () and a tensor product structure H ¢ ' = H!'  H}’ such that

M )

A= LHE,') I:

The center Z @ ) is generated by orthogonal profctors on the subspaces H ¢ ).
ProofofLemmalBl: De necC -algebras A 4y L #Hy) for (§;k) 2 E In the sameway as in
the proofof Lemm a[l. The key roke isplayed by a C -algebra A 55 Ny L Hy), see [14).
T hese algebras obey certain com m utativiy relations. Nam ely,

XY =YX forall X 2A45x and Y 2Ajy; (26)

wheneverj$ k6 1, (;k)2E, ()2 E,orj= k% 1, (3;1) 2 E . They ©llow etther from [[9)
or from the de nitions. Tt ©llow s that any elem ent of the center Z A4 ) comm utes w ith all
algebras under consideration. A s such, £ must be an elem ent ofA j.5, that isZ @ 55) Ay
But the algebras A 5 and A 5,5 paimw ise com m ute, so one has

Z®sx) 2@y Drall (k) 2E: @7)

Let usapply Fact 2 with A A5y and H H5. One gets a direct sum decom position

(3, (

i) _ (5),
H =H

(3
59 Ky

28)

such that

(5)
Ajy= LE,) T A

Bl Bl

29)

Considernow an edge (j;k) 2 E . It ©llow s from [2d) that any elem ent of A jx preserves the

¢3) Thusthe algebra A i has the sam e direct sum structure:

subspaces H 5

(3) (3)
Aj:k= Aj:k 7 Aj:kj L(Hjj):

It ollow s from [27) that each subalgebra A ;:kj) has a trivial center. M oreover, the com m uta—

tivity relation [Z8) inp]:iesﬂlatAj(.ﬂ:) actsonly on the ﬁctorKj(. ) in the decom position P8).

N
Letus xany = (1j:::; n) and considera subspaceH () = rj;lHj(.j) H . Sihee
the check operator s jﬁgenerated by the algebrasA 5, and Ay .y (seethe proofofLemm a[l),
the decom position H = H () ispreserved by allcheck operators. T herefore one can de ne

restricted check operators
W= xko 2@ ) 30)
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From [Z8) one gets

Q
Q

H()=@ gH{r’a g0, gO) K
=1 =1

It ©llow s that the restricted check operators [30) act only on the factorK ¢ ).

Consider an instance y of the 2-local CES with the H ibert space K ¢ ! and the check
operators [30). This instance is irreducible. Indeed, suppose an operator Z 2 L (Kj(. j))
belongs to the set N5 (see De nitionl)) for the instance y. Denote 2°= 1 zZ 2 L H()),
where T acts on the st n factors H;:jj) in the decom position [3ll). By de nition, z° 2

Aj(.:jj), se 9). But we know that the algebra Aj(.:j) acts only on the factor H j(.:jj) in the
decom position [Bl). Thus Z is proportionalto the identity, that isy is irreducible. A pplying
Lemm a[l to y we get the desired decom position 7).

O

6 The factorized com m on eigenspace problem

Tn this section we prove Theorem [H. First of allwe shall answer a sin ple question: under
w hat circum stances do factorized H em itian operators com m ute w ith each other?
Lemma 9 LetH ;H, 2 L # ) be tensor products of H emm itian operators:

on
H,= Hay5 Hy.=Ha;j; a=1;2; j=1;::yn:

aij
=1

Then the commutator H1;H,]= 0 1 one of the olowing conditions hold
1.H.;3H2;y = Hy;3H 1,y Oreach j in the range 1;:::;n. The num ber of anticom m uting
factors is even.
2.H1;sH2;3= 0 orsome j2 [I;n]. Equivakently, H,H, = O.

P roof: Obviously, either of conditions stated in the lemma is su cient. Suppose that
H;H 1= 0 and prove that at least one of the conditions is true. W e have

o o
HipHop = HopH 1550 (32)
=1 =1
Ifboth sides of this equality equal zero then H 1;3H ;5 = 0 forat least one j2 [I;n]. Suppose
that both sides are non-zero operators, ie. Hi;3H ;5 § 0 for all j. Then by de nition ofa

Hi;4H 2,9 = r3H2;5H 1,47 J= 1;:::5n and ry=1: (33)

This equality says that the operator H ;5 m aps any eigenvector of H 1 ;5 to an eigenvector of
Hi;5. Under thism ap an eigenvalue ofH ;,; ismultiplied by ry. It m eans that ry must be a
realnum ber. Taking H emm itian conjigation of [B3) we get an equality H 2;5H 1;9 = ryH 1;3H 245
Combining itwith [BJ) yields ¥} = 1,ie.ry= 1, which com pltes the proof.
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O

This Jemm a m otivates the ollow ing de nition.
De nition 3 Let H1;H, 2 L #H ) be Hem iian factorized com m uting operators. W e say
thatH; and H, commute in a sihngulhrway i H;H,; = 0. Othemwisewe say that H; and H ,
comm ute in a regular way.
Thus saying that H, and H, comm ute In a reqular way in plies that all factorsofH, and H ,
either com m utes or anticom m utes.

Letx= MHi;:::5;H; 15205 ) be an instance of the factorized CES problem . By de -
nition,

H, = Haj;yi Hy..=Ha;j forall a= 1;::5n; j= 1;:::5n: (34)

It willbe convenient to de ne a table T, = fH ,;;9 whose entries are Hem itian operators.
Let us agree that the colum ns of the table T correspond to particles (the index j), while the
row s correspond to the check operators (the index a). Let us give onem ore de nition:

De nition 4 A row a ofthetable Ty iscalled reqular if 6 0. If , = 0O the row a iscalled
singular.

G enerally, som e rows of Ty, comm ute In a regular way and som e row s comm ute in a singular
way. Note that two reqular row s always comm ute In a reqularway unless L, = 0. Indeed, if
H_ Hp= 0 for som e reqular row s a;b, then forany j 12 Ly onehas0= H_Hyj i= , pJj i.
Since ,; p 6 0,thisispossblonly ifj i= 0. Ik isthe presence of row swhich commute In a
singular way which m akes the problem highly non-trivial. In this case the operatorsH 4,5 and
Hy,;5 m ay neither com m ute nor anticom m ute and their eigenspacesm ay be em bedded into H
m ore or less arbitrarily. In this situation we can not expect that the comm on eigenspace Ly
contains a state which hasa Yood’ classical description.

A sbefore, M erlin clain s that x is a positive instance Ly € 0) and A rthurm ust verify it.
First of allwe note that A rthur m ay perform two signi cant sinpli cations of the table T
by hin self.

Simpli cation 1: Note that ITn H, = rj‘:l In H,;; rany a 2 [I;r] and that the subspace
Im H, is preserved by all other check operators. If the a-th row is a regular one then, In
addition, Ly Im H, . Thuswe can restrict the problem on the subspace H  H de ned as

\ o o \
HS = In Hay: 35)
a: .60 Jj=1 a: ;60

O bviously, restricted check operators H 5 j 0 are factorized and pairw ise comm uting. Thus
themodi ed problem is the factorized CES w ith a constraint that an operator H,;5 is non-—
degenerated whenever a is a regular row . Since A rthur can easily nd the subspaces Hg and
the restricted operators H , j; o, we can assum e that the original instance x already satis es
this constraint.

Simpl cation 2: For any singular row b denote Hg;j 2 L #H 3) a profctor on the subspace
Im Hyp;y  Hy.Denote
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r.‘:lﬁn Hb;j,sothat

Obviously, m Hy, = ITn H) = ]

KerH, = KerH: (36)
T he subspace Im Hg is preserved by all check operators H 5, so that
E—Ia;Hg]= 0 fPralla= 1;:::;r: 37)

T hus ifwe substitute each Hy,;; by H )5 (ie. substitute H, by H ), the new fam ily of operators
is pairw ise com m uting. So it corresponds to som e factorized CE S problem . The equality [34)
tells us that both problem s have the sam e answer. A pplying, if necessary, the substitutions
Hy! H g, we can assum e that the originalproblem x satis es the follow ing constraint: Hy,;
is a profctor whenever b is a singular row . In other words, we can assum e that singular row s
of the table Ty constiute a factorized progctorsCES.

Lemma 10 Ifa is a regular row and b is a singular row then H,;4;Hp]1= 0 forall j=

P roof: Since the operators fH ,;yg5 are non-degenerated, we have H ;Hy 6 0, ie. a regular
and a singular row can comm ute only In a reqularway. Thus H ,;5 and Hy,;; either com m ute
oranticomm ute forall j. Suppose thatH 5;5H ;s = Hp,yH 4;5 Oorsome j. SinceH 4;3Hy;5 6 O,
the operator H ;5 m aps an eigenvector of H ;4 to an eigenvector of H p,;y reversing a sign of
the eigenvalue. But after the simpli cations Hy,;5 becam e a profctor and thus it can not
anticomm ute w ith H ;5.

O

Let us sum m arize the results of the two sin pli cations:

H;; is non-degenerated whenever a is a reqular row .
H;; is a profctor whenever a is a singular row .
H;5;Hp;5]1= 0 forall j whenever a is reqular and b is singular.

In the rem aining part of the section we describe a non-detemm Inistic reduction of the
sinpli ed factorized CES problem to the factorized progctors CES. The reduction is based
on the follow ing possble transfom ations of the table T and the vector £ ,g:

(i) . Suppose there exists j 2 [l;n] and a Hemm itian operator Z 2 L #H j) such that Z

preserves the subspace Ly . A ssym Ing that Ly € 0, the operator Z has som e eigenvalue
! such that the Intersection L, Ker (Z [J] !') isnon—zero. So a transform ation

Hy! Hg Ker (Z !'T) and Hyy! Ha;jjig; a= 1;::5rx

leads to an equivalent instance. To in plem ent this transfom ation, M erlin should send
a description of (3;Z ;! ) to A rthur.

(i) . Suppose or some j 2 [;n]we have H y = Hg Hgo and Hg;y = Hg;j H;D;j for all
a= 1;::5r (here Hg;j acts on the ﬁctorH(j? and H;D;j acts on the ﬁctorH(jp). A

transform ation replacing the j-th colum n by two new colum ns w ith entries fH g;jg and
fH 0,9 leads to an equivalent problem .
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(iff) . Suppose in som e colum n j alloperatorsH ,;; areproportionalto the dentity: H 5;5 = 1 I
for some realnumbersr,,a= 1;:::;r. W em ay dekte the j-th column from the table
and perform a transform ation ., ! s=r;,a= 1;:::;r.

(7). For any colum n j we can perform a transform ation
Ha;y ! UHL;5UY; a= 15y
whereU 2 L #H 4) is an arbitrary unitary operator.

(v). For any non—zero realnumber r we can replace some H 4,5 by rH 4,5 and replace , by
ra.

(Vi) . Swaps of the colum ns and swaps of the row s.

W eclain that the transform ations (i) (vi) allow to transform the sin pli ed Instancex into a
canonical form x.. The instance x. consists of two independent problem s. The rst problem
is the factorized CES wih , = 1 and all check operators being tensor products of the
P auli operators and the identity. T he second problem is the factorized pro gctorsCES. M ore
strictly, the table Ty for the instance x. has the ©llow ing structure:

Pauli I Q= 1
operators
I factorized a=0
pro gctors

T he tablk isdivided into urblocks. C olum ns in the left halfofthe table represent the qubits,
ie.Hy= C?.A lloperatorsH a;5 Sitting at the north-west block are either the P auli operators
xi yi z,Or the dentity. Al operators H ;4 sitting at the south-east block are pro fctors.
Any operatorH ,;5 sitting in the blocks labeled by T’ is the identity. The whole H ibert space
H factorizes:H = H® H®, wherethe factord °= C? 2 corfesponds to the Jeft halfand
H® | to the right half ofthe table. T he comm on eigenspace also factorizes: L, = L° 1%,
where L.? is a code subspaces of som e stabilizer code (see [,[18] for the sub ct), and L? is the
factorized profctors CES. Obviously L,_. 6 0i 1°6 0 and L6 0. A rthur can verify that
L°6 0 (and even com pute the din ension of L% using an e cient algorithm , see 1. Thus
the original instance x has been reduced to an instance of the factorized profctors CES.
Sum m arizing, T heorem [{ ollow s from the clain given above. W e restate it here asa lemm a.
Lemm a 11 The transfom ations (i) (Vi) allow one to transform any instance of the factor—
ized CES into the canonical fom .
P roof: Let Ty be a tabl representing a simnpli ed instance of the factorized CES. The st
step is to apply the transform ation (i) as long as it is possble. To describe operators Z
suiable for the transform ation (i) it is convenient to use a Janguage of C -algebras.
De nition 5 A colimn algebra A 5 L Hy) ofa column j is the C -algebra generated by the
operators H 5;5 for all reqular rows a.
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LetZ @5) A beacenterofthecolumn algebraA j. By de nition, any operatorz 2 Z ;)
commutes wih allH ,;; for requlara. On the other hand, Z commutesw ith allHy,; for sin—-
gular b, see Lemm a [[d. Thus A rthur can use any operator Z 2 Z @A ;) to inplkment the
transform ation (@) . W e would like to choose Z such that after the transform ation (i) the col-

um n algebra ofthe colim n j would have a t:c:iyjaloeﬂter. M aking use ofFact i from Section[d
( )

one can identify a direct sum decom positionsH § = H | )suchthatAj= A ',where
the algebra Aj(. ) L (Hj(. )) has a trivial center. Let us apply transform ation (i), where Z
is the pro fctor onto Hj( ) ( can be chosen arbitrarily) and ! = 1. The column algebra of

the colum n j for the transform ed problem is cbviously A j( ). T has a trivial center. A rthur

must in plem ent n transform ations (i) forallcolimns j. Now we can assum e that allcolum n
algebras A j have a trivial center <
Then according to Fact 1 from Section [3, the spaces H 5 have a tensor product structure

— g0 go.
Hy=H] HY (38)

such that the colum n algebra A § acts on the ﬁctong only:
0
Aj=LH3 I:

T ake som e singular row b. T he operatorH ;5 comm utesw ith allelem entsofA 5, see Lem m a[I0.
It means that Hy,y acts only on the factor H go:

Hp3=1 Hg;)j whenever = 0;

fr som e operator H g;)j 2LH ‘3?0) . Since H ;5 is a pro fctor, the sam e does H k(JI;)j . Summ arizing,
the whole space H has a tensor product structure

=1 =1

such that all reqular row s act only on H ° while all singular row s act only on H ®. A pplying
poly h + r) transform ations (i), (i), and 1 we can split the original instance x into two
independent instances: x° (reqular row s) and x® (singular rows), such that Ly = Lyo  Iyw.
O ne rem ains to prove that x° is equivalent to non-triviality check for som e stabilizer quantum
code.

Since we have already known that all singular row s can be isolated, let us assum e that all
row s of the table Ty are reqular. Thus alloperators H ;4 are non-degenerated and all colum n
algebras A 5 have a trivial center. A pplying, if necessary, the transform ation (iif) we can get
rid of Yree' ﬁctorngOjn [38), so we can also assum e that

Aj=L(Hj):

For any column j the operators H ;5 either com m ute or anticom m ute w ith each other. It
ollow s that the operator H ij belongs to the center of A 5. Thus H §;j I. Applying, if

®Since Arthur can nd the direct sum decom positions of Hy and A j e ciently (recall that the space H j has
a bounded dim ension), M erlin can jast tellhin what of the subspaces H 3( ) has to be chosen.
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necessary, the transform ation (v) we can m ake H f;j = I foralla and j. Note that , = 1
for all a after this transform ation, otherw ise L, = 0 by obvious reasons. A connection w ith
stabilizer codes is established by the ollow Ing lemm a (we shallprove it later):

G.;=1I; G,Gp= GG, DPralla;b;

integer n, a tensor product structure S = (C?) " and a unitary operator U 2 L (S) such that
UG,UY is a tensor product of the P auli operators and the identity (up to a sign) for alla.

TakeS = Hyand G, = H,;; or some column j. Let U 2 L # ) be a unitary operator
whose existence is quaranteed by Lemm a [[J. Applying the transfom ations (&) with the
operator U followed by the transform ation (i) to the j—th colum n we split it into n colum ns.
Each of new ocolum ns represents a qubit. T he entries of allnew colum ns are either the Pauli
operators or the identity. Perform ing this transfom ation for all colum ns independently, we
transform the original nstance of the factorized CES to the factorized CES w ith all check
operators being tensor products of the identity and the P auli operators. T he total num ber of
transform ations (i) (vi) that wemade ispoly (n + ).

O

Proofof Lemm a[[2l: The fam ily G1;:::;G . contains at least one anticom m uting pair
Ga.Gp = GpG 5, since otherw ise the algebra generated by G,’s has a non-trivial center.
W ithout loss of generality, G1G, = G2G 1. The operator G; hasonly eigenvalies 1 and

G, swaps the subspaces corresoonding to the eigenvalue + 1 and 1. Thus both subspaces
have the sam e din ension and we can introduce a tensor product structure S = 2 0 such
that

UG,UY= , I; UGUY= , I;

for som e unitary operatorU 2 L (S). Using the fact that all other G ,’s either comm ute or
anticom m ute w ith G; and G, one can easily show that each G, also has a product fomm :

UG.UY=G, GY; Ga2fI; x; y;i 295 GJl2LG$Y:

ar

GYyY=c% @%9%=1; c%2= @G%°: 39)

a

D enote A L (8% the C -algebra generated by the operators GJ;:::;G%. It has a trivial
center. Indeed, if Z 2 A is a non-trivial centralelement then I  Z is a non-trivial central
elem ent of L (S), which is in possible. Applying Fact 1 from Section [ to the pair %A ), we

conclude that there exists a tensor product structure

But the factor S® is acted on by neither of G ,’s and thus S® = C. W e have proved that
A=1@69: (40)

Taking into account [B9) and [E0) we can apply induction w ith respect to dim S (the base of
Induction correspondsto S = C).
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O
W e conclude this section by proving C orollariesld and . O bviously, if , 6 0 foralla then
all row s of the table Ty are regular and thus the factorized CE S can be non-determ inistically
reduced to non-triviality check for an additive quantum code. Suppose now that H Hyp 6 0O
for alla and b. It means that all row s of the table (poth reqular and singular) comm ute in
a reqular way. Thus the factorized profctors CES which appears In our reduction has the
follow ing special property : forany colum n j allprogctorsH ;4 pairw ise com m ute. T herefore
the space H § has a basis n which all pro gctors H ;3 are diagonal. So the problem becom es
classical and belongs to NP by obvious reasons.

7 The factorized projctors com m on eigenspace problem for qubits

In this section we prove that the factorized proctors CES for qubits (d = 2) belongs to
NP . Let us start from a general note that applies to an arbitrary d. Consider an instance
x= (Hy;:::;H,) = fH ;59 of the factorized profctors CES and the comm on eigenspace

If we do not care about com putational com plexity, the din ension of Ly can be calculated
using the ollow ing sin ple om ula:

X X X
din Ly = Rk() Rk®H,)+ Rk M ,Hy) Rk HpH.)
a a<b a<b< c
Y
+ + " RRI H,); 41)

a=1

whereRk @) din In A is a rank of the operator A . A 1l sum m ation here are carried out in

the range [1;r]. Fomula [l is analogous to exclusion—inchlision form ula for cardiality ofa

union of sets. W e can apply it sihce all pro ectors H 5 are diagonalizable over the sam e basis

and each progctor can be identi ed with the set ofbasis vectors which belong to In H, .
Let f1;:::;rg be an arbitrary subset of check operators. D enote

Y
r( )= Rk( Hy): 42)
a2

Fomula [El) has the follow ing in portant consequence. Let x = fH ;59 and x= fH 2, ;g be
two instances of the factorized profctors CES w ith the same n and r. If or any subset of
check operators  the quantities r( ) ©r the instances x and ¥ coincide then both instances
have the sam e answer. So we can try to sim plify the orighal instance x by m odifying the
proctorsH ;5 In such a way that allquantities r( ) are preserved. A lthough this approach
seam s to fail In a general case (see a discussion at the end of this section), i works perfectly
for qubits.

In a case ofqubitswehaveH 5 = C? pralljandH = (C?) ".Each operatorH ,;; 2 L (C?)
is either the identity operator or a profctor of rank one. Let us x the number of qubits
n and the num ber of check operators r. Recall, that the input x = fH ;;yg is regarded as a
table, such that the colum ns corresoond to the qubits and the row s correspond to the check
operators. W e start from introducing an appropriate tem nology.
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D e nition 6 A table x = fH ,;;9 is called comm utative if H ,;H]= 0 foralla and b.
De nition 7 A tablke x” = fH {, g is called consistent with a table x = fH ;39 if for any
colum n j one has

Rk (,5) = Rk@ D) Pralla.

Hijy=Hyy ) HIy=Hg;.
— 0 0 _

BisHey=0) HyyHp,=0.

Two Pllowing kemmas show that we can substitute the orighal table x by any tablk x°
consistent w th x w ithout changing the answer of the problem .
Lemm a 13 Let x be a comm utative tabk. If a tabk x° is consistent with x then x° is also a
com m utative table.

N N
Proof: Let x = fH o9, x°= fH. g, Ha= [ Hoy,andH)= T H],.

Suppose that H, and Hy commute In a singular way ie., HHy = 0. It means that
Ha;3H b5 = 0 for some j. Since x° is consistent w ith x, we have H ) ;H ), = 0. ThusH ] and
H also commute (i a shgularway).

Supposenow thatH 5 and Hy comm ute In a reqularway, thatisH ;H, 6 0, H Hp = HpH,.
It ollows from Lemma@that H,;sHyp,y =  Hp;sH,;5 ©rall j. Sihoe both H, ;5 and Hy,y are
pro fctors, they can not anticom m ute, so we conclude that H ,;5;Hy;5]1= 0 forall j. Besides,
we know that H ,;3Hy;5 6 0. It is easy to see that both conditions can be m et by onequbit
progctorsonly if orany xed j at least one ofthe ollow ing statem ents is true:

(i) At Jeast one of H 5;; and Hy,4 is the identity operator.

(i) Hajy = Hy;g-

Now we can m ake use of the fact that x° is consistent w ith x . Ifthe statem ent (i) is true, one

hasRk® ,;3) = 2 or (@nd) Rk H;3) = 2. T olowsthatRkH ;) = 2 or (and) Rk®H J;) = 2,

that is at Jeast one of the projctorsH J,; and H 0, is the identity. Ifthe statem ent (i) is true,

onehasH 2 = H, . nboth casesH 2 ;H ), 6 0Oand H 2 ;HJ. 1= 0. Since it holds forall j,

we conclude that H ? and H ? commute (in a regularway).
O

Lemm a 14 Letx ke a comm utative table. Ifa tabk x° is consistent w ith x then all quantities
r( ) for the tabks x and ¥° coincide.

P roof: Let x = fH 39, x"= fH g;jg, H,=

n o_ n 0 .
s=1Ha;jyand Ho = 4, H_ 5. According to

Lemm a3 the tabk x° is comm utative, so forany we can de ne a quantity

Y
P )=Rk( HD): 43)
az2

W e should prove that r( )= P( ) prall fl;:::;rg. There are two possbilities:

@ r( )> 0. tmeansthatH,Hyp 6 0 foralla;b2 . ThusalloperatorsH,,a 2 com m ute
In a reqular way and H,;5;Hp;3]1 = 0 foralla;b 2 and for all j. In this situation the
fomula @) HDrr( ) factorizes:

b Y
r( )= ry( )i n( )=Rk( Hay: 44)
=1 a2
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Let us consider som e particular j. The fam ily of profctors fH ,;39.2 s diagonalizable over
the sam e basis. D enote corresponding basis vectors as j giand j 14, h j i= , .Each
m ember of the fam ily fH ,;59.2 is one ofthe ollow ing profctors: I, j gih ¢jand j 1ih 13
The requirement r5( ) > 0 inplies that the profctors j ¢gih gjand j 1ih ;jdo not enter
Into this fam ily sim ultaneously. Thus there exist integers k; and kz, k1 + k; = j J such
that the fam ily fH ;59,2 consists of k; identity operators I and k; profctors of rank one
jih jwih ji= joliorji= jii). Now let us ook at the fam ily ng;jgaZ . Since x°
is consistent w ith x, this fam ily also consists of k, identity operators I and k; profctors of
rank one J ilY jorsome J 12 C?. Therefore H ) j;H ;1= 0 oralla;pb2  and

Y

f5()=Rk( HJ)=1():
a2
. W o0 . _Qnx 0 _
A lso it m eans that the quan °( ) factorizes, ©( ) = o1 1 ), and thus( )= r( ).
(i) r( )= 0. Tmeansthat _, H, = 0. Suppose rstthatH,Hp= 0 orsome a;b2
Since x° is consistent with x i implies that H’H? = 0 (see the last part of the proof of
Lemm a[l3) and so that r°( )= 0.Now supposethatH,H, 6 0 foralla;b2 .Byde nition,

it m eansthat all check operatorsH 5, a 2 commute In a reqularway, ie. Has;5;Hyp;5]1= 0 or
alla;b2 and for all j. In particular, the fam ily fH,;5g.2 is diagonalizable over the sam e
basis. In this situation we can use a decom position [E4). W eknow thatr;( )= 0 orsome j.
But it happensi the fam ily fH,;59.2 contains a pair of rank one pro fctors corresponding
to mutually orthogonalstates, ie. H 5;5H ;s = 0 orsome a;b2 .Butit mpliesH Hp= 0
w hich contradicts our assum ption.
O
W hat is the most sinple ©om of a table x° consistent w ith the orighal table x? W e
w ill show that for any table x Which m ay be not a comm utative one) there exists a table
x% = fH ] g consistent with x such that H?,; 2 fI;Pi0Fjihly for alla and j. Here
Pi;91i2 C? issome xed orthonom albasis of @ (com putationalbasis). A 1l check operators
H? for the tabk x° are diagonal in the com putational basis of (%) *, therefore M erlin’s

HI%i Jei ni1=30 foralla. Veri cation that ¥ is Indeed consistent w ith x requires
only O (nr?) com putational steps. T hus existence of a table x° w ith the speci ed properties
In plies that the factorized proectors CE S for qubits belongs to NP . It rem ains to prove the
follow ing lemm a.

Lemm a 15 For any tabk x there exists a tabke x° = fH (,,g consistent with x such that
HJ,2 fI; Pit0F jlihl y for alla and j.

P roof: Let x = fH,,;g. A transfom ation from x to the desired tabl x° is de ned inde-
pendently for each column, so ket us focus on som e particular column, say j= 1. At rst,
we de ne an orthogonality graph G = (V;E ). A vertex v 2 V is a set of rows which con-
tain the sam e progctor. In other words, we introduce an equivalence relation on the set of
TOW S: a b , Hau = Hpp and de nea vertex v 2 V as an equivalence class of row s.
Thus, by de nition, each vertex v 2 V carriesa profctorH (v) 2 L ). a pair of vertices
u;v 2 V is connected by an edge 1 the profctors corresponding to u and v are orthogonal:
u,v)2E , H (H (v)= 0.
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Considerasan exam plethe ollow ingtable (r= 100):H ;1 = I,Hy; = Hzp = 1=2(1+ ),
Hyn1=1=2(0 ;) Hsp=1=2(0+ x),He1=1=20T ), H71= o = 1=2(I+
Then an orthogonality graph consists of six vertices, V. = £1;2;3;4;5;6g, wih H (1) =
H@) = 1=20+ ,),H@) =120 ,),H @) = 1=2T+ 4),H G)=1=2T ), and
H (6)=1=2(I+ ,).ThesetofedgesiskE = £(2;3); (4;5)g.

Tt is a gpecial property of qubits that any orthogonality graph alw ays splits to severaldis—
connected edges representing pairs of orthogonalpro fctors and several disconnected vertices
representing unpaired pro gctors of rank one and the identity operator.

Suppose we perform a transform ation

y)
I

14

H&! HQ); v2V; @5)
for som e progctors H %) 2 L (€?) which satisfy
Rk#H )= Rk#H °w)) drallv2v; H°WHE°w)=0 Hrallwm;v)2E: 46)

A s each vertex of the graph represents a group of cells of the table, the transform ation [43)
can be also regarded as a transfom ation of the tables x ! x°. Note that the table x° is
consistent w ith the table x, since the restrictions [48) are jist rephrasing of De nition[d.

Now existence ofthe table x°w ith the desired properties is obvious. For each disconnected
edge (u;v) 2 E we de ne the transfom ation [{H) as H @) = Pi03 H () = Jlihl]j (Gt does
notm atter, how exactly 0 and 1 are assigned to endpoints ofthe edge) . For any disconnected
vertex v2 V,wede neH’w)= I ifH &)= I andH ()= PiOJIFfRkH )= 1.

O

W e conclude this section by several rem arks conceming the factorized profctors CES
problem wih d > 2. For sinplicity, lt us put an additional constraint, nam ely that each
progctor H 5,4 is either the identity operators or a profctor of rank one (a profctor on a
pure state). De nitiondd and [ are still reasonable in this setting. M oreover, it is easy to
check that Lemm as[[3 and [[4 are still valid (the proofs given above can be repeated aln ost
literally) . A natural generalization of Lem m a[[8 m ight be the follow ing:
For any tabk x there exists a table x%= fH 2, ;g consistent with x such that for alla and j
H D52 £I;3dn 5 :::; flid .
Here some xed orthonomm albasis jli;:::; Hi2 @ is chosen. U nfortunately, this statem ent
is wrong even for d = 3. Counterexam ples m ay be obtained by constructions used in the
proof of the K ochen-Specker theoram [20]. A coording to this theorem there exist fam ilies of
profctorsPq;:::;P. 2 L (CY) d  3) which do not adm it an assignm ent

P, ! ",2 £0;1g; a= 1;:::;1; @7)

such that X X
".= 1 whenever P,= I: 48)

az az
Here f1;:::;rgm ay be an arbitrary subset. P eresiZ]l] suggested an explicit construction

of such fam ily ford = 3 and r = 33. This fam ily consists of the pro fctors of rank one, ie.
P,= Jaih 23 jai2cC3,a= 1;:::;33.

Suppose a table x = fH ,;yg consists of 33 rows and the rst colum n accom m odates the
fam ily of projectors suggested by Peres: Ha;y = J oih 2ja= 1;:::;33. Let x°= fH J, ;g be



S.Bravyiand M .Vyalyi 29
a table whose existence is prom ised by the generalized Lem m a[[3. Since x° is consistent w ith

dentity. Then the only possibility (ifthe lemm a is true) is that H 2;1 2 fiihl 5 Ri2§ Bih3y.
A consistency property im plies also that

Hoa=1 ) H.,=1I: (49)
az az

Indeed, the equality on the lefthand side ispossble 1 J j= 3 and all profctors fH,;19a2
are paimw ise orthogonal. T hen the profctors fH 2;1ga2 are also pairw ise orthogonaland we
get the equality on the righthand side. T he fam ily of pro gctors fH 2;1g obviously adm its an
assignm ent [£7[48). Thdeed, we can put
_ 1 i H],= B3y

a 0 if HJ, = jihljor pi23
But the property [M9) in plies that the assignment H,;; ! "a,a= 1;:::;33 also satis es the
requirem ents [£§). It is in possible. T herefore the generalization of Lem m a[[d given above is
W rong.

Th fact, the proof of Lemm a [[3 needs a reqular d-coloring of a graph which adm is d-
din ensionalorthogonal representation. A s we have seen, this isnot alwayspossible. It m ight
happen how ever that all pathological (w hich violate Lemm a[[8) com m utative tables lead to
sin ple nstances of factorized pro gctors CES. Indeed, a di cul Instance m ust contain pairs
of row s comm uting In a singular way and pairs com m uting In a reqular way. T he num ber of
pairs of each type must be su ciently large. For exam ple, if all row s comm ute In a regular
way, the problem belongs to NP according to C orollary 3. Ifall row s comm ute in a singular
way, we can easy com pute din L, using the exclision—inclusion formula [El). The number
of bathological colum ns in the table also must be su ciently large. To construct di cult
Instances we m ust m eet all these requirem ents which seem s to be hard.
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