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W e study the com plexity ofa problem \Com m on Eigenspace" | verifying consistency
ofeigenvalue equations for com posite quantum system s. The input of the problem is
a fam ily of pairwise com m uting H erm itian operators H 1;:::;H r on a H ilbert space
(Cd)
 n and a string ofrealnum bers �1;:::;�r. The problem is to determ ine whether
thecom m on eigenspace speci� ed by equalitiesHaj i= �aj i,a = 1;:::;r hasa positive
dim ension.W e considertwo cases:(i)alloperators H a are k-local;(ii)alloperatorsH a

are factorized. It can be easily shown that both problem s belong to the class Q M A
| quantum analogue ofN P,and that som e N P-com plete problem s can be reduced to
either(i)or(ii).A non-trivialquestion iswhetherthe problem s(i)or(ii)belong to N P?
W e show that the answer is positive for som e specialvalues ofk and d. A lso we prove
that the problem (ii) can be reduced to its specialcase,such that alloperators H a are
factorized projectors and all�a = 0.

K eywords: quantum com plexity,quantum codes,m ultipartite entanglem ent

Com m unicated by:to be � lled by the Editorial

1 Form ulation ofthe problem

Q uantum com plexity werestudied intensely during thelastdecade.M any quantum com plex-
ity classeswereinvented (to � nd any ofthem seea com prehensivelist[1]).M any interesting
results are known for these classes. Nevertheless,the exact relationship between quantum
and classicalcom plexity classes rem ain open for alm ost allofthem . In this paper we will
focuson theclassicalcom plexity classNP and itsquantum analogueQ M A which wasde� ned
in [2],[3].

Letusrecallthe de� nitionsofthese classes. A Boolean function F :B� ! B isin NP i�
there isa function R:B� � B� ! B com putable in polynom ialtim e on a classicalcom puter
and a polynom ialp such that

F (x)= 1 ) R(x;y)= 1 forsom ey 2 B�;jyj< p(jxj):
F (x)= 0 ) R(x;y)= 0 forany y 2 B�;jyj< p(jxj):
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2 Com m utative version ofthe localH am iltonian

(Here and below B = f0;1g and B� is the set of� nite binary strings. A length ofstring
x 2 B� isdenoted by jxj.) Itwillbeconvenientto introducetwo players:Arthurand M erlin.
Arthurwantsto com puteF (x),buthe isnotpowerfulenough to do thatwithoutassistance
ofM erlin.M erlin sendshim thestring y asa ‘proof’thatF (x)= 1.ThepropertiesofR(x;y)
guaranteethatM erlin can convinceArthurthatF (x)= 1 i� F (x)= 1.

TheclassQ M A isde� ned analogously,butArthurisabletoprocessquantum inform ation.
Forourpurposesitsu� cestom ention threedistinctionsbetween Q M A and NP.Firstly,there
isaquantum com m unication channelbetween Arthurand M erlin.ThusM erlin’sm essagem ay
be a quantum superposition ofm any stringsy. Secondly,Arthur hasa quantum com puter
which heusesto verify theproof(i.e.thefunction R(x;y)iscom puted by a quantum circuit,
rather than a classicalone). Thirdly,the veri� cation m ay failwith a non-zero probability.
However,the gap between Arthur’sacceptance probabilitiescorresponding to F (x)= 1 and
F (x)= 0 m ustbe su� ciently large(bounded by a polynom ialin 1=jxj).

By de� nition,NP � M A � Q M A,where M A is the class ofM erlin-Arthur gam es |
probabilistic analogue ofthe class NP. It is not known whether these inclusions are strict.
But good candidates for separating Q M A and M A exist. The � rst exam ple is the group
non-m em bership problem (G NM ).W atrous [4]showed that G NM in the oracle m odelhas
succintquantum proofs.Healso constructed an oracleB such thatG NM (B ) =2 M A B .So,in
a relativized world the inclusion M A B

� Q M AB isstrict.Thesecond exam plewasfound by
Aharonov and Regev [5]. Itis a com plem entto a gap version ofthe shortestlattice vector
problem .

Sim ilarly totheclassNP,theclassQ M A hascom pleteproblem s.The� rstQ M A-com plete
problem wasfound by K itaev [2]. Itis the k-localHam iltonian problem with k � 5. Later
K em pe and Regev [6]proved that the 3-localHam iltonian problem is also Q M A-com plete.
Then K em pe,K itaev,and Regev [7]com bined thisresultwith aperturbativeanalysistoshow
that the 2-localHam iltonian is Q M A-com plete. Recently,Janzing,W ocjan and Beth have
found anotherexam ple ofQ M A-com plete problem ,see [8]. Itisa non-identity check foran
unitary operatorgiven by a quantum circuit.

Recall,thatthe input ofthe 2-localHam iltonian problem is x = (H ;"l;"u),where H is
a Herm itian operator(a Ham iltonian)acting on a Hilbertspace(Cd)
 n and "l< "u arereal
num bers,such that"u � "l� 1=poly(n).TheoperatorH isrepresented asa sum ofpairwise
interactions:

H =
X

1� a< b� n

H ab: (1)

Thefunction F (x)to be com putedc isde� ned as

F (x)= 1 , H hasan eigenvaluenotexceeding "l;
F (x)= 0 , alleigenvaluesofH aregreaterthan "u:

(2)

M erlin convincesArthurthatF (x)= 1 by sending him the ground state j	 0iofthe Ham il-
tonian H .Forany M erlin’sm essagej	 iArthurcan e� ciently evaluatean expectation value
h	 jH j	 i,see[2],thatallowshim to verify M erlin’sproof.

cSom e binary encoding m ustbe used foran inputofallproblem s.A ccordingly,allfunctions to be com puted
are Boolean functions (m ay be partially de� ned).
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For som e specialclasses ofHam iltonians the ground state m ay adm it a good classical

description (a good description m usthavea polynom iallength and m ustallow classicalpoly-
nom ialveri� cation algorithm for Arthur). A trivialcase is a Ham iltonian H such that all
interactionsH ab arediagonalin thestandard productbasisof(Cd)
 n.Then theground state
is a basis vector. It can be described by nlog(d) classicalbits. The corresponding 2-local
Ham iltonian problem thusbelongsto NP.Asan exam ple,considera graph G = (V;E )with
qubitsliving atverticesand an ‘anti� erom agnetic’Ham iltonian H = +

P

(u;v)2E
�zu�

z
v,where

�zu is the Paulioperatoracting on the qubitu. As wasshown in [9],ityields NP-com plete
problem .Note thatgenerally Arthurcan notsolve the problem withoutM erlin’sassistance,
becausethe Ham iltonian ishighly frustrated.

A lessrestricted case ofthe 2-localHam iltonian problem isobtained by putting pairwise
com m utativity constrainton the individualinteractions:

H abH cd = H cdH ab forallpairs (a;b) and (c;d): (3)

In thiscaseallinteractionsarestilldiagonalized overthesam ebasis.In particular,theground
statej	 0iofH satis� eseigenvalueequations

H abj	 0i= �abj	 0i forall 1� a < b� n;

while the lowesteigenvalueofH is

E 0 =
X

1� a< b� n

�ab:

(Ifsom e pair ofparticles a;b do not interact with each other,i.e.,H a;b = 0,one can take
�ab = 0.) However,apriori,thereisnogood classicaldescription forthestatej	 0i.Notethat
a listoftheeigenvaluesf�abg isnota good classicaldescription,sincesom econ� gurationsof
theeigenvaluesm ay beinconsistentdueto frustrationsor(and)theentanglem entm onogam y.
So the com plexity ofthe problem m ay be higherthan NP.

As a sim ple exam ple considerHam iltonians associated with the one-dim ensionalcluster
states,see [10]. The clusterstate jCniisan entangled state ofa linearchain ofn qubits. It
isspeci� ed by eigenvalueequations

SajCni= jCni; Sa = (�z 
 �
x

 �

z)[a� 1;a;a+ 1]; (4)

wherea runsfrom 1 ton and thesquarebracketsindicatesthequbitsacted on by an operator
(weusetheperiodicboundary conditions��[0]� ��[n]and ��[n+ 1]� ��[1]).Alloperators
Sa pairwisecom m ute.De� ne a Ham iltonian H as

H = �

nX

a= 1

Sa:

ThisHam iltonian is2-localwith respectto a coarse-grained partition,such thatthe qubits
1;2 com prise the � rst particle,the qubits 3;4 | the second,and so on (the partition is
de� ned only for even n). Its unique ground state is the cluster state jCni. This exam ple
dem onstratesthatthe com m utativity constraint(3)doesnotpreventthe ground state ofH
from being highly entangled.
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W eshallprovethattheground stateofany 2-localHam iltonian (1)satisfyingthecom m u-
tativity constraint(3)alwaysadm itsa good classicaldescriptiond,sothecorresponding2-local
Ham iltonian problem belongsto NP (isNP-com pleteford � 3).Itshould becontrasted with
the general2-localHam iltonian problem ,which isQ M A-com plete.

W e considerhere thisproblem and som e otherproblem sinvolving sets ofpairwise com -
m uting Herm itian operatorsacting on a productspace

H = H 1 
 H2 
 � � � 
 Hn: (5)

ThefactorsH j willbe referred to as‘particles’.Them axim allocaldim ension

d = m ax
j= 1;:::;n

dim H j

willbe regarded as a constant. Let us introduce two classes of operators. An operator
H 2 L(H ) is called factorized ifit can be expressed as H = h1 
 h2 
 � � � 
 hn for som e
hj 2 L(H j).Forany group ofparticlesS � f1;:::;ng and forany operatorh 2 L(

N

j2S
H j)

there exists a naturally de� ned operatorh[S]2 L(H ). It is equalto a tensor product ofh
with identity operatorsforallj =2 S.An operatorH 2 L(H )iscalled strictly k-localifitcan
be expressed asH = h[S]forsom eS � f1;:::;ng,jSj� k,and h 2 L(

N

j2S
H j).Note that

ifd and k are regarded as constants,both factorized and k-localoperatorsadm ita concise
classicaldescription (itslength growsatm ostlinearly with n).

Considernow a fam ily ofHerm itian operatorsH 1;:::;H r 2 L(H )such that

H aH b = H bH a forall 1 � a;b� r; (6)

and a setofrealnum bers�1;:::;�r.W eshallusea notation x = (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r)for
allthesedata asitwillbea typicalinputofourproblem s.TheoperatorsH a willbereferred
to ascheck operators.De� ne a com m on eigenspace (CES)corresponding to x as

Lx = fj i2 H :H aj i= �aj i forall a = 1;:::;rg (7)

Ifthereareno vectorsj i2 H satisfyingalltheeigenvalueequations,thecom m on eigenspace
isem pty,Lx = 0.

P roblem 1 (T H E k-LO C A L C ES) The input is x = (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r),where all
check operatorsH a arek-local.Determ inewhetherthecom m on eigenspaceLx hasa positive
dim ension.

P roblem 2 (T H E FA C T O R IZED C ES)Theinputisx = (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r),where
allcheck operatorsH a are factorized. Determ ine whetherthe com m on eigenspace Lx hasa
positivedim ension.

To analizethecom plexity oftheseproblem s,theinputx m ustberepresented by a binary
stringusingasuitableencoding.Assum ingthatan eigenvalueand am atrixelem entofalinear
operatorcan be represented by a constantnum ber ofbits (see a rem ark at the end ofthis
section),the length ofthe inputisjxj= O (d2kr)forthe k-localCES and jxj= O (d2nr)for
thefactorized CES.Aswasm entioned above,d and k areregarded asconstants,sothelength
dThe lowest eigenvalue of H m ay be degenerate. In this case one can choose a ground state with a good
classicaldescription.
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ofthe inputisbounded by a polynom ial,jxj= poly(n + r). Note also thatthe consistency
oftheinput,i.e.,thecom m utativity constraint(6),can be veri� ed by an algrorithm running
in a tim epoly(n + r).Ifx isregarded asa binary string,both problem srequirecom putation
ofa Boolean function

F (x)= 1 , Lx 6= 0;
F (x)= 0 , Lx = 0:

(8)

Rem arks:TheinputoftheCES problem sconsistsofoperatorsand theireigenvalues.O pera-
torsacting on a spaceof� xed dim ension willberepresented by theirm atrix elem entsin som e
� xed basis.Note thatthe CES problem sare form ulated in term sofexactequalities.So,we
need an appropriate‘exact’representation of(com plex)num bers.A good choiceisalgebraic
num bersofbounded degree ofthe extension overrationals. These num bersare represented
by arraysofrationalsand wehavea trivialalgorithm to check an exactequality forthem .

Ifm atrix elem entsarealgebraicnum bersand a sizeofthem atrix is� xed then eigenvalues
ofthe m atrix arealso algebraicnum bers(rootsofa characteristicpolynom ial)ofa bounded
degreeofthe extension overrationals.

To keep the bounded degree condition weputsom e additionalrestrictionsto an inputof
factorized CES.Nam ely,we require thateigenvaluesofallfactorsm ustbelong to the sam e
extension ofbounded degree overrationalnum bers. So the eigenvalueswhich appearin the
inputbelong to the sam e� eld.

It is im portantthat such data can be e� ciently m anipulated. In other wordsthere are
algorithm s running in polynom ialtim e which solve allcom m on linear algebra tasks in a
space of bounded dim ension (solving system s oflinear equations,� nding eigenvalues and
eigenvectorsofan operatorand so on),seebooks[14,15]forthe subject.

2 Sum m ary ofm ain results

O ur� rsttheorem statesthe upperbound on the com plexity ofthe CES problem s.
T heorem 1 The k-localand the factorized CES problem s belong to Q M A.

Intuitively, it follows from the fact that any state j i 2 Lx is a sound proofthat Lx is
notem pty. M erlin’sproving strategy in both problem sisto send Arthuran arbitrary state
j i 2 Lx. The key part ofArthur’s veri� cation algorithm is to m easure eigenvalues ofthe
check operators,seeSection 3 fordetails.

The nexttheorem establishesthe lowerbound on the com plexity ofthe CES problem s.
T heorem 2 Thek-localCES isNP-hard fork = 2,d � 3 ork � 3,d � 2.Thefactorized

CES isNP-hard for d � 2.
W econstructNP-hard instanceswithoutresorting to quantum m echanicsatall| thecorre-
spondingcheckoperatorsareclassical,thatisdiagonalin thestandard productbasis.Nam ely,
we willshow thatNP-com plete problem s3-coloring and 3-CNF can be reduced to ‘classical’
CES problem s,seeSection 3 fordetails.

O urm ain resultisthatthe CES problem sbelong to NP forspecialvaluesofk and d.

T heorem 3 The 2-localCES belongsto NP.

W eprovethistheorem usingtheconceptofinteraction algebraintroduced byK nill,La am m e,
and Viola in [17]and theelem entary representation theory for� nite-dim ensionalC�-algebras.
Roughly speaking,we � nd a � ne-grained partition ofeach particle into sm aller subsystem s
which we callsubparticles. These subparticles are naturally grouped into interacting pairs,
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such thatthereisnointeraction between di� erentpairs.Toverifythatthecom m on eigenspace
isnon zero,one su� ucesto do itforeach pairofsubparticlesindependently. Itcan be done
e� ciently. The � ne-grained partition reveals itselfonly on certain subspace ofH . It can
be speci� ed locally and M erlin’s proofis just a description ofthis subspace. Am azingly,
the structure ofthe com m on eigenspace resem bles very m uch the structure ofstates with
\quantum M arkov chain" property,see [11].

It follows from Theorem s 2,3 that the 2-localCES is NP-com plete problem for d � 3.
Besides,Theorem 3 hasthe following corollary:
C orollary 1 Theproblem 2-localHam iltonian with thepairwisecom m utativityconstraint(3)
belongsto NP.

Asfarasthe factorized CES isconcerned,wepresentthe following results.
T heorem 4 The factorized CES with d = 2 belongsto NP.

The proofofthis theorem relies on the explicit form ula for the dim ension ofthe com m on
eigenspace. Although Arthurcan notuse thisform ula to com pute the dim ension e� ciently,
som etim esitallowshim toverify thattwodi� erentinstancesoftheproblem yield thecom m on
eigenspaceofthe sam e dim ension.Ithappensifthe two instancessatisfy sim ple consistency
relations.W eshow thatforany instancex ofthefactorized CES thereexistanotherinstance
y consistentwith x,such thatallcheck operatorsofy are diagonalin the standard product
basis. M erlin’sproofthatLx 6= 0 is just a description ofthe instance y and a basisvector
belonging to Ly.

To statethe nexttheorem letusde� ne the factorized projectors CES.Itisthe factorized
CES problem whoseinputsatis� esadditionalconstraints.

P roblem 3 (T H E FA C T O R IZED P R O JEC T O R S CES) The sam e as the factorized
CES,butallcheck operatorsH a aretensorproductsoforthogonalprojectorsand all�a = 0.

W e shallprovethatforany factorized CES problem can bedivided into two independent
subproblem s. The � rst subproblem is the factorized CES with allcheck operators being
tensorproductsofthe Paulioperators�x,�y,and �z. Itcan be solved e� ciently using the
stabilizerform alism ,see[18].Thesecond subproblem isthefactorized projectorsCES.Both
subproblem sare de� ned on a subspace H0� H .Thissubspaceisde� ned locally and adm its
a good classicaldescription. Arthur can e� ciently identify the two subproblem s provided
thatM erlin sendshim a description ofH 0. In otherwords,we provethatProblem 2 can be
non-determ inistically reduced to Problem 3.

T heorem 5 Ifthe factorized projectors CES with a given d � 2 belongs to NP then the

factorized CES with the sam e d also belongsto NP.

W e shallderivetwo interesting corollariesofTheorem 5.
C orollary 2 The factorized CES with a constraint(�a 6= 0 for 1 � a � r)belongs to NP.

C orollary 3 The factorized CES with a constraint(H aH b 6= 0 for 1 � a;b � r) belongs to

NP.

The com plexity ofthe k-localand the factorized CES problem for arbitrary values ofk
and d is stillunknown. The results ofTerhaland DiVincenzo on constant depth quantum
circuits[12]suggestthatthereareinstancesofthek-localCES forwhich Lx doesnotcontain
a state with a good classicaldescription. Indeed, consider a state j i = U j sepi,where
j sepi is a product state and U is a quantum circuit with two-qubit gates having a depth
D . IfD � 3,such circuits are hard to sim ulate classically,see [12],so generally j i does
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notadm ita good classicaldescription.Since j sepican be speci� ed by eigenvalue equations
with 1-localcheck operators,thestate j iisa one-dim ensionalcom m on eigenspaceforsom e
2D -localCES. Thisargum ent,however,doesnottellanything aboutthe com plexity ofthe
k-localCES,since M erlin’sproofneed notto be a description ofa state. Som e rem arkson
the com plexity ofthe factorized CES arem adeatthe end ofSection 6.

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows.Section 3containstheproofofTheorem s1,2.
Section 4 elucidates the connection between the k-localCES and the k-localHam iltonian
problem s. Theorem 3 isproved in Section 5. Section 6 is devoted to a proofofTheorem 5
and itscorollaries.In Section 7weprovethatthefactorized projectorsCES forqubits(d = 2)
belongs to NP. Being com bined with Theorem 5,this result im m ediately im plies that the
factorized CES forqubitsbelongsto NP,i.e.,Theorem 4.Unfortunately wedo notknow how
togeneralizethealgorithm described in Section 7tothecased � 3.Thereason thisalgorithm
failsford � 3 israthernon-trivialand can be understood with the help ofK ochen-Specker
theorem [20].W ebrie y discussaconnection with K ochen-Speckertheorem in theconcluding
partofSection 7.

3 Inclusion in Q M A and NP-hardness

TheproofofTheorem 1 iscontained in the following two lem m as.
Lem m a 1 The k-localCES belongsto Q M A.

P roof: Let x = (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r) be an instance ofthe k-localCES,L� be the
com m on eigenspace,and F (x) be the Boolean function (8)to be com puted. M erlin’sproof
thatF (x)= 1 willbe a quantum state j�i2 H ,see(5).W e shallconstructa polynom ial(in
jxj)size quantum circuitthattellsArthurwhetherto acceptorrejectthe proof(i.e. decide
thatF (x)= 1 orF (x)= 0).

TheHilbertspaceH can beencoded using nlog2 d qubits.Underthisencoding any check
operatorH a acts non-trivially on atm ost klog2 d qubits (this num ber does not depend on
the com plexity param etersn,r and m ustbe regarded asa constant).

O necan assum ewithoutlossofgenerality,thatalloperatorsH a areorthogonalprojectors
and all�a = 1 (otherwise,considerthe spectraldecom position ofH a and substitute H a by
the projectorcorresponding to the eigenvalue �a). De� ne a POVM m easurem entMa corre-
sponding to the decom position I = H a + (I � Ha). Since the operator H a acts only on a
constantnum berofqubits,Arthurcan im plem entthem easurem entM a by a quantum circuit
ofthe size poly(log(1=�)),where � is the approxim ation precision,or an error probability,
see[2].Theparam eter� willbechosen later.SupposeArthurim plem entsthem easurem ents
M 1;:::;M r and getsoutcom es�01;:::;�

0
r 2 f0;1g (the orderisnotessential,since the m ea-

surem ents com m ute). Ifno errors have occured,the post-m easurem ent state j�0i satis� es
eigenvalueequations

H aj�
0
i= �

0
aj�

0
i; a = 1;:::;r:

Arthuracceptsthe proofj�ii� all�0a = 1 (in which case j�0i2 L� and thusL� 6= 0). Note
thata probability ofhaving atleastone errorin the whole veri� cation protocolisbounded
from above by r�. The probability ofthe error-lessveri� cation isthusps � 1� r�. W e will
choose� � 1=r,so thatps � 1.

IfF (x)= 1,M erlin can send Arthura statej�i2 L�.Then Arthuracceptstheproofwith
a probability atleastps. IfF (x)= 0,Arthurm ay acceptthe proofonly due to errors.The
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acceptanceprobability in thiscaseisatm ost1� ps.Thesizeofthequantum circuitused in
the protocolisbounded by poly(r).Itisenough to placethe problem to Q M A.

In the following we shallskip the details concerning the approxim ation precision. In all
cases considered in this paper the approxim ation precision can be easily m ade arbitrarily
sm allwith only poly-logarithm icoverhead.

Lem m a 2 The factorized CES belongs to Q M A.

P roof: Letx = (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r)be an instance ofthe factorized CES,L� be the
com m on eigenspace,F (x)be the Boolean function (8)to be com puted,and j�i2 H be the
M erlin’sproofthatF (x)= 1.

Arthur m ay pick up a = 1;:::;r in random and check the equality H aj�i = �aj�i for
the chosen value ofa only. To do that Arthur perform s a destructive m easurem ent ofthe
eigenvalue ofH a on the state j�i. If the m easured eigenvalue equals �a, he accepts the
proof,otherwise rejects it. Denote p0 and p1 probabilities for Arthur to accept the proof
provided that F (x)= 0 and F (x)= 1 respectively. Let H a =

N n

j= 1
H a;j. W ithout lossof

generality wecan assum ethatallfactorsH a;j areHerm itian operators.Arthurm ustperform
n separateprojectiveeigenvaluem easurem entsforallfactorsH a;j.Becauseeach factorH a;j

actson log2 d qubits,the whole m easurem entcan be realized by a quantum circuitofa size
O (n)(recallthatd isregarded asa constant).AfterthatArthurcom putesthe productofn
m easured eigenvaluesto evaluate �a.

Ifj�i 2 L�,Arthur always accepts the proofand thus p1 = 1. Suppose L� = 0. W e
shallprove that p0 � 1� 1=r. Let j�0i 2 H be the state which m axim izes the acceptance
probability p0.Forany realvector� = (�1;:::;�r)denoteP (�)2 L(H )theprojectoron the
subspace speci� ed by equalitiesHaj i= �aj i,a = 1;:::;r (a vector� is analogousto an
errorsyndrom ein quantum codestheory).Thefam ily oftheprojectorsP (�)de� nesa unity
decom position,i.e.

P

�
P (�)= I.Denote also

a(�)= h�0jP (�)j�0i:

Forthe chosen Arthur’sveri� cation algorithm wehave

p0 =
1

r

rX

a= 1

X

� :�a = �a

ja(�)j2:

Changing the orderofthe sum m ationswe com eto

p0 =
1

r

X

�

ja(�)j2

0

@
X

a :�a = �a

1

1

A :

ButsinceL� = 0 wehave�a 6= �a foratleastonea = 1;:::;r wheneverP (�)6= 0.Thus

p0 �
1

r

X

�

ja(�)j2(r� 1)= 1�
1

r
:

So we have a gap p1 � p0 = 1=r = 
 (1=jxj) between acceptance probabilities ofpositive
and negative instances. Aswassaid in the beginning ofSection 2,itisenough to place the
problem in Q M A.
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The following two lem m asconstitute a proofofTheorem 2.

Lem m a 3 The 2-localCES isNP-hard for d � 3.

P roof: W e willshow that the NP-com plete 3-coloring problem can be reduced to 2-local
CES with d = 3. (An idea used in this reduction was suggested by P.W ocjan in [9]). Let
G = (V;E )bean arbitrary graph.The3-coloring problem isto determ inewhetherthegraph
G adm itsa coloringoftheverticeswith 3 colorssuch thateach edgehasendpointsofdi� erent
colors.Letn = jV jand r= 3jE j.Choosea Hilbertspace H = (C3)
 n such thateach vertex
ofthe graph carriesa space C3. The operatorsH a willbe assigned to the edgeswith three
operatorsassigned to each edge.Theseoperatorsareresponsibleforthreeforbidden coloring
oftheedge.Itisconvenientto introducea com positeindex a = (uv;c),where(uv)2 E isan
edgeand c2 f1;2;3g isa color.Then the 2-localCES (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r)isde� ned as

H uv;c = (jc;cihc;cj)[u;v]; �uv;c = 0; (uv)2 E ; c= 1;2;3: (9)

O bviously,existence ofnon-trivialcom m on eigenspace L� is equivalent to existence of3-
coloring for the graph G . (Note that the projectors (9) also provide an instance of the
factorized projectorsCES.) W e haveshown that2-localCES with d � 3 isNP-hard.

Lem m a 4 The k-localCES isNP-hard for d = 2,k � 3.

P roof: W e willprove that NP-com plete 3-CNF problem can be reduced to 3-localCES
with d = 2.Recallthat3-CNF (conjunctive norm alform )isa Boolean function ofthe form
L(x) = C1(x)^ C2(x)^ � � � ^ Cr(x),x = (x1;:::;xn) 2 Bn,where each clause Ca(x) is a
disjunction ofthree literals (a literalis a variable or negation ofa variable). An exam ple
ofthree-literalclause is x1 _ x3 _ (:x5). The 3-CNF problem is to determ ine whether an
equation L(x)= 1 adm its atleastone solution. Choose a Hilbert space H = (C2)
 n. The
operatorsH a and the eigenvalues�a m ustbe assigned to the clausesCa(x)according to the
following table:

Ca(x) H a �a

xi_ xj _ xk (j0;0;0ih0;0;0j)[i;j;k] 0
xi_ xj _ (:xk) (j0;0;1ih0;0;1j)[i;j;k] 0

� � � � � � � � �

(:xi)_ (:xj)_ (:xk) (j1;1;1ih1;1;1j)[i;j;k] 0

Itiseasy to check thatthe com m on eigensubspace forthe 3-localCES introduced above is
non-triviali� the equation L(x)= 1 hasatleastonesolution.Thuswehavereduced 3-CNF
problem to the 3-localCES.

O bviously,the3-localCES assigned to 3-CNF problem in thepreviouslem m a isa special
caseofthe factorized projectorsCES (and thusa specialcase ofthe factorized CES).So we
haveproved allstatem entsofTheorem 2.
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4 T he k-localcom m uting H am iltonian

W eshallnow discussthek-localHam iltonian problem .Recallthattheproblem isto evaluate
the Boolean function (2)with the Ham iltonian

H =
rX

a= 1

H a; H a isstrictly k-localforalla: (10)

If,additionally,allterm sin H pairwisecom m ute,

H aH b = H bH a forall a;b;

we shallcallthe problem \k-localcom m uting Ham iltonian". The goalofthis section is to
reduce the k-localcom m uting Ham iltonian to the k0-localCES. In the � rstLem m a a non-
determ istic reduction with k0 = k is put forward. It also shows that Corollary 1 indeed
followsfrom Theorem 3. The second Lem m a [19]establishesa determ inistic reduction with
k0= k+ 1.

Lem m a 5 Ifthe k-localCES belongs to NP then the k-localcom m uting Ham iltonian also

belongsto NP.

P roof:O bviously,wecan choosea com plete setofeigenvectorsofH which areeigenvectors
ofalloperatorsH a also. To prove thatH indeed hasan eigenvalue notexceeding "l M erlin
can send Arthura setofeigenvalues(�1;:::;�r)such that
(i)

P r

a= 1
�a � "l,

(ii)(H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r)isa positiveinstanceofk-localCES (i.e.L� 6= 0).
Although Arthur can notverify (ii) by him self,according to assum ption ofthe lem m a this
veri� cation belongsto NP.So Arthurcan ask M erlin to includea proofof(ii)in hism essage.
Itfollowsthatk-localcom m uting Ham iltonian problem belongsto NP.

Lem m a 6 The problem k-localcom m uting Ham iltonian can be polynom ially reduced to the

(k+ 1)-localCES.

P roof: Letx = (H ;"l;"u)be an instance ofthe k-localcom m uting Ham iltonian. Here the
Ham iltonian H hastheform (10).Taking thespectraldecom position ofeach operatorH a we
can rewritethe Ham iltonian asfollows:

H =
RX

a= 1

"a� a; � a� b = � b� a forall a;b;

whereall� a areorthogonalprojectors.Notethatthenum berofterm sR isatm ostR = rdk,
thatisonly linearin thelength oftheinputjxj(recallthatd and k areregarded asconstants).
Forany binary string y = (y1;:::;yR )de� nethe corresponding energy

E (y)=
RX

a= 1

"aya;

and the eigenspace

Ly = fj i2 H :� aj i= yaj i forall a = 1;:::;Rg:
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Then x isapositiveinstanceoftheproblem i� thereexistabinarystringysuch thatE (y)� "l

and Ly 6= 0.Letusde� ne a partially de� ned Boolean function

R(y)= 1 , E (y)� "l;

R(y)= 0 , E (y)> "u:
(11)

O bviously,R(y)can be com puted by an algorithm running in a polynom ialtim e,orequiv-
alently,there existsa polynom ialclassicalcircuitthatcom putesR(y). Itallowsto castthe
function R(y)into a 3-CNF with only a polynom ialnum berofclauses:

R(y)= C1(y)^ C2(y)^ � � � ^ CM (y); M = poly(jxj): (12)

Here each clause Cj involves at m ost three bits ya. (For a connection between classical
circuits and 3-CNFs see [2].) W e are now ready to presentan instance ofthe (k + 1)-local
CES associated with x.The CES problem isde� ned on the space

H
0= H 
 (C2)
 R :

The auxiliary R qubits will‘keep’the binary string y. Denote j0aih0ajand j1aih1ajthe
projectorsj0ih0jand j1ih1japplied to the a-th qubit. The CES problem hastwo fam iliesof
check operators.The � rstone is

H
0
a = � a 
 j1aih1aj+ (I� �a)
 j0aih0aj; a = 1;:::R:

Roughly speaking,H 0
a tiesthe value ofya to the eigenvalue ofthe projector� a. Note that

theoperatorsH 0
a arestrictly (k+ 1)-local.Thecheck operatorsofthesecond fam ily actonly

on thequbits.They areassociated with theclausesCj in (12).Letusintroducean operator
Ĉj acting on R qubitssuch thatitsaction on the basisvectorsjyi2 (C2)
 R is

Ĉjjyi= Cj(y)jyi:

The corresonding check operator acting on H 0 is I 
 Ĉj. It is strictly 3-local. Consider a
com m on eigenspace

M = fj i2 H
0 :H 0

aj i= j i; I
 Ĉjj i= j i forall a = 1;:::;R;j= 1;:::;M g:

Itfollowsfrom the de� nitionsthatM 6= 0 i� thereexista productstate j i
 jyi2 H0 such
thatj i2 Ly and R(y)= 1.Itm eansthatx isa positiveinstance ofthe k-localcom m uting
Ham iltonian problem .

5 T he 2-localcom m on eigenspace problem

Letusstartfrom revisiting the exam ple ofclusterstates,see Section 1. Recallthatthe
chain ofn qubitsispartitioned into two-qubitparticlesasshown on Fig.1.Therearen check
operatorsS1;:::;Sn,see(4).Thecom m on eigenspaceL isde� ned by equationsSaj i= j i,
where a runsfrom 1 to n. In thisexam ple L isone-dim ensionalwith the basisvectorjCni.
Although jCni is a highly entangled state,its entanglem enthasvery sim ple structure with
respectto thecoarse-grained partition.Indeed,denotethequbitscom prisingthej-th particle
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asj:land j:r,see Fig.1.A pairofqubitsj:r and (j+ 1):lwillbe refered to asa bond.Let
Vj be the controlled-�z operatorapplied to the qubitsj:land j:r,and V = V1 
 � � � 
 Vn.It
isan easy exerciseto verify thatthe stateV jCniisa tensorproductoverthe bonds:

V jCni= j�[1:r;2:l]i
 j�[2:r;3:l]i
 � � � 
 j�[n:l;1;r]i; (13)

wherethesquarebracketsindicateownersofastateand j�i2 C2
 C2 isspeci� ed byeigenvalue
equations(�x 
 �z)j�i= (�z 
 �x)j�i= j�i. In otherwords,jCnican be prepared from a
collection ofbipartitepurestatesdistributed between theparticlesby localunitary operators.
This fact is not just a coincidence. W e willshow later that for any instance ofthe 2-local
CES thecom m on eigenspaceiseitherem pty orcontainsa statewhich can becreated from a
collection ofbipartitepurestatesby applying localisom etries(localunitary em beddingsinto
a largerHilbertspace).

W econtinueby m aking threesim pli� cationsthatallow oneto reducethenum berofcheck
operators.Letx = (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r)be an instance ofthe 2-localCESand Lx be the
com m on eigenspace.

Sim pli�cation 1: Clearly,Lx = 0 unless �a is an eigenvalue ofH a. Since Arthur can
verify ite� ciently,we shallassum e thatthe inputofthe 2-localCES satis� esan additional
constraint:

�a 2 Spec(H a) forall a = 1;:::;r:

Sim pli�cation 2: It elim inates allcheck operatorsacting only on one particle. Suppose
thatthe check operatorH a actsonly on the particle j i.e.,H a = h[a]forsom e h 2 L(H j).
The eigenvalue equation H aj i = �aj i im plies that the space H j can be reduced to the
eigenspaceK er(h � �aI)� Hj.Indeed,denote

H
0
l=

�
H l for l6= j;

K er(h � �aI) for l= j;
and H

0=
nO

j= 1

H
0
j � H :

It is clear that Lx � H0. M oreover,since allcheck operatorscom m ute,the subspace H 0 is
preserved by allofthem ,so onecan de� ne the restrictions

H
0
b = H bjH 0 2 L(H 0); b= 1;:::;r:

Since the reduction H ! H 0 is done locally, alloperators H 0
b are strictly 2-local. Also,

they allpairwise com m ute. It m ay happen howeverthat�b =2 Spec(H 0
b)forsom e b. Ifthis

is the case,one has Lx = 0. O therwise,we arrive to a new instance ofthe 2-localCES
y = (H 0

1;:::;H
0
r;�1;:::;�r) which is equivalent to x. Since H 0

a = �aI,the corresponding
eigenvalueequation istrivialand thepair(H 0

a;�a)can beexcluded from y.W ehavereduced

1 2 3 4

1.l 1.r 2.l 2.r 3.l 3.r 4.l 4.r

Fig.1.A chain of8 qubits ispartitioned into n = 4 particleswith localdim ensionsd = 4.
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the num ber ofcheck operators by one and the dim ension ofsom e particle at least by one.
O bviously,Arthurcan im plem entthisreduction e� ciently.Afteratm ostr iterationsArthur
eitherdecidesthatLx = 0 orarrivesto a sim pli� ed instancein which allcheck operatorsact
non-trivially on two particles.

Sim pli�cation 3: W e willshow now thatalloperatorsH a acting on som e particularpair
ofparticles (j;k) can be substituted by a single check operator. Indeed,let us group the
operatorsH 1;:::;H r into subsetsSjk,1 � j< k � n,such thatSjk containsalllabelsa for
which H a actson the particlesj and k. To distinguish the pairsforwhich Sjk 6= ; we shall
characterizean instance ofthe 2-localCES by itsinteraction graph G = (V;E ),such thatV
isthe setofparticles,and edgesaredrawn between interacting particles.
D e�nition 1 A graph G = (V;E )with V = f1;2;:::;ng and E = f(j;k) :Sjk 6= ;g iscalled

an interaction graph ofthe instance x.

Forany (j;k)2 E consideran eigenspace

Ljk = fj i2 H :H aj i= �aj i forall a 2 Sjkg:

Denote � jk 2 L(H )the orthogonalprojectoronto Ljk. Clearly,f� jkg(j;k)2E isa fam ily of
pairwise com m uting 2-localoperators and the com m on eigenspace Lx can be speci� ed by
equations

Lx = fj i2 H :� jkj i= j i forall (j;k)2 E g: (14)

Thusx isequivalentto an instance

y = (f� jkg(j;k)2E ;1;:::;1): (15)

Sum m arizing the three sim pli� cations above,one su� ces to prove Theorem 3 only for the
following version ofthe 2-localCES.
Input:An interaction graph G = (V;E )and a fam ily of2-localpairwisecom m uting projec-
torsx = f� jkg(j;k)2E .Forevery pair(j;k)2 E the projector� jk actsnon-trivially on both
H j and H k (in particular� jk 6= 0).
P roblem :Determ ine whetherthe com m on eigenspace(14)hasa positivedim ension.

O ur � rst goalis to introduce a notion ofirreducible instance and prove Theorem 3 for
irreducibleinstancesonly.Then wewillgeneralizethe proofto arbitrary instances.
D e�nition 2 Letx = f� jkg(j;k)2E be an instance ofthe 2-localCES.Consider a subalgebra
N j � L(Hj)ofoperators acting on the particle j and com m uting with allcheck operators:

N j = fO 2 L(H j) :O [j]� jk = � jkO [j] for all (j;k)2 E g: (16)

Theinstancex iscalled irreduciblei� algebrasN j aretriviali.e.,N j = C� I forallj= 1;:::;n.
Rem ark: Arthur can check whether an instance is irreducible using an e� cient algorithm
(the constraints (16) are given by linear equations on a space ofbounded dim ension). W e
shallnow prove that any irreducible instance ofthe 2-localCES is positive (Lx 6= 0). The
proofisbased on the following lem m a.

Lem m a 7 Letx = f� jkg(j;k)2E be an irreducible instance ofthe 2-localCES with an inter-

action graph G = (V;E ).There exist

� A pair ofHilbertspacesHj:k and H k:j associated with each edge (j;k)2 E ,
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� A tensorproductstructure Hj =
N

k :(j;k)2E
H j:k,

such that the projector � jk acts non-trivially only on the two factors H j:k 
 Hk:j in the

decom position H =
N n

l= 1

N

m :(l;m )2E
H l:m .

Thelem m a saysthatthereexista � ne-grained partition ofthesystem ,such thattheparticle
j is decom posed into severalsubparticles fj:kg,where (j;k)2 E . The interaction between
the particlesj and k a� ectsonly the subparticlesj:k and k:j,thatis�jk = hjk[j:k;k:j]for
som e hjk 2 L(H j:k 
 Hk:j). A straightforward corollary ofthe lem m a is that the com m on
eigenspaceLx hasa tensorproductstructure:

Lx =
O

(j;k)2E

M jk; (17)

where M jk � Hj:k 
 Hk:j is speci� ed by an equation hjkj i = j i. Since � jk 6= 0 for
(j;k)2 E ,onehashjk 6= 0,and thusM jk 6= 0,which im pliesLx 6= 0.So the lem m a hasthe
following am azing corollary.
C orollary 4 Any irreducible instance ofthe 2-localCES ispositive.

Now wem oveon totheproofofLem m a7.Them ain m athem aticaltoolused in theanalysis
isthe representation theory for� nite-dim ensionalC�-algebras.In the subsequentdiscussion
the term C�-algebra refersto any algebra ofoperatorson a � nite-dim ensionalHilbertspace
which is y-closed and contains the identity. The center ofa C�-algebra A willbe denoted
Z(A).By de� nition,

Z(A)= fX 2 A :X Y = Y X forall Y 2 A g:

An algebra hasa trivialcenteri� Z(A)= C � I.W eshallusethefollowing fact(fortheproof
seethe book [16],orTheorem 5 in [17]):
Fact 1:LetH be a Hilbertspace and A � L(H )be a C�-algebra with a trivialcenter.There
existsa tensor productstructure H = H 1 
 H2 such thatA is the subalgebra ofalloperators

acting on the factor H 1 i.e.,

A = L(H 1)
 I:

P roof of Lem m a 7: Consider any pair (j;k) 2 E and let � jk = h[j;k]for som e h 2

L(H j
 Hk),h 6= 0.O urgoalistoconstructtwoC�-algebrasA j:k � L(Hj)and A k:j � L(Hk)
such that h 2 A j:k 
 Ak:j. The m ain elem ent ofthe construction was proposed by K nill,
La am m e,and Viola [17],who studied y-closed algebrasgenerated by an interaction between
a system and an environm ent.Considera decom position

h =
X

�

A � 
 B�; (18)

where the fam iliesofoperatorsfA � 2 L(H j)g and fB � 2 L(H k)g are linearly independent.
Denote M j:k and M k:j the linearspacesspanned by fA �g and fB �g respectively. O ne can
easily verify thatM j:k and M k:j do notdepend upon the choice ofthe decom position (18).
An identity

h
y = h =

X

�

A
y
� 
 B

y
�;
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tellsusthatM j:k and M k:j are closed underHerm itian conjugation. De� ne Aj:k � L(Hj)
and A k:j � L(Hk) as the m inim alC�-algebras such that M j:k � Aj:k and M k:j � Ak:j.
Equivalently,A j:k is generated by the fam ily fA �g[ I and A k:j is generated by fB �g[ I.
(The factthath isa projectorisirrelevantforthisconstruction.)

Considerany triple ofparticlesj 6= k 6= lsuch that(j;k)2 E and (j;l)2 E . W hatcan
be said aboutthe C�-algebrasA j:k;A j:l� L(Hj)?

The � rstclaim isthatthese algebrascom m ute i.e.,

X Y = Y X forall X 2 A j:k and Y 2 A j:l: (19)

Indeed,the projectors� jk and � jl can be represented as

� jk = H [j;k;l]; � jl = G [j;k;l];

wherethe operatorsH ;G 2 L(H j 
 Hk 
 Hl)adm itdecom positions

H =
X

�

A � 
 B� 
 I; G =
X

�

C� 
 I
 D�:

Here allthe fam iliesfA �g,fB �g,fC�g,and fD �g are linearly independent. The com m uta-
tivity constraint� jk� jl = � jl� jk yields

X

�;�

(A �C� � C�A �)
 B� 
 D� = 0:

Allterm sin the sum arelinearly independentdue to the second and the third factors.Thus
the equality ispossible only ifA �C� = C�A � forall� and �. Since the algebrasA j:k and
A j:l aregenerated by fA �g and fC�g respectively,weconclude thatthey com m ute.

The nextstep is to prove thatthe centerZ(A j:k)is trivialforall(j;k)2 E . Indeed,it
followsfrom (19) that any centralelem ent Z 2 Z(A j:k) com m utes with allelem ents ofthe
algebrasA j:l,where(j;l)2 E .Since � jl = h[j;l]forsom e h 2 A j:l
 Al:j,we conclude that
an operatorZ[j]2 L(H )com m uteswith allprojectors� jl.Since we consideran irreducible
instanceofCES,itispossibleonly ifZ = � � I forsom ecom plex num ber�.ThusZ(Aj:k)=
C � I.

Letusshow how H j acquiresthetensorproductstructureforsom eparticularj.Forany
pair(j;k)2 E one can m ake use ofFact1 with H � Hj and A � Aj:k � L(Hj). Itfollows
thatH j adm itsa decom position

H j = H j:k 
 H
0
j; (20)

such thatthe algebra A j:k isthe algebra ofalloperatorsacting on the factorH j:k i.e.,

A j:k = L(H j:k)
 I: (21)

Consider now a third particle lsuch that (j;l) 2 E . Let us exam ine the com m utativity
relation between the algebrasA j:k and A j:l.Itisconsistentwith the decom positions(20,21)
i� Aj:l acts trivially on the factor H j:k. In other words,any elem ent X 2 A j:l has a form
X = I
 X0forsom eX 02 L(H 0

j).W ecan now m akeuseofFact1 with H � H0j and A � Aj:l

to geta � nerdecom position
H j = H j:k 
 Hj:l
 H

00
j;
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such that

A j:k = L(H j:k)
 I
 I and Aj:l= I
 L(Hj:l)
 I:

Repeating theseargum entswearriveto a decom position H j = (
N

k :(j;k)2E
H j:k)
 Hj:j,such

that the algebra A j:k coincides with the algebra ofalllinear operators on the factor H j:k.
As for the last factor H j:j,it is acted on by neither ofthe algebras. This factor however
can notappearforan irreducible problem . Indeed,any operatorX 2 L(H j)acting only on
H j:j would com m ute with allalgebrasA j:k. Accordingly,an operatorX [j]would com m ute
with allprojectors� jk. Thisispossible only ifX = � � I. Thusthe algebra L(Hj:j)isjust
the algebra ofcom plex num bers. It followsthat H j:j = C and it can be rem oved from the
decom position.Sum m arizing,weget

H j =
O

k :(j;k)2E

H j:k; A j:k = I
 � � � 
 I
 L(Hj:k)
 I
 � � � 
 I:

Itfollowsfrom thede� nitionsabovethat�jk actsnon-trivially only on thefactorH j:k in H j

and only on the factorH k:j in H k.The lem m a isproved.

The next step is to generalize Lem m a 7 to reducible instances. W e � rst outline the
generalization and then put it form ally. For each particle j a local‘classicalvariable’�j
willbe de� ned. Each value of�j speci� esa subspace H

� j

j � Hj,such thata decom position
H j =

L

� j
H

� j

j isadirectsum .Thisdecom position ispreserved by allcheck operators.Ifone

� xestheclassicalvariables�1;:::;�n foreachparticle,onegetssom esubspaceH (� 1:::� n ) � H .
The restriction ofthe problem on this subspace isalm ostirreducible (in the sense speci� ed
below),so Lem m a 7 can beapplied.In otherwords,for� xed valuesoftheclassicalvariables
the � ne-grained partition into subparticlesem erges. The subparticlesare naturally grouped
into pairs,such thatthereisno any interactionsbetween di� erentpairs.Arthurcan solvethe
restricted problem e� ciently.Accordingly,theroleofM erlin isjustto send Arthurthevalues
ofthe classicalvariables�1;:::;�n forwhich the intersection Lx

T
H (� 1:::� n ) isnotem pty.

Lem m a 8 Letx = f� jkg(j;k)2E be an instance ofthe 2-localCES with an interaction graph

G = (V;E ).There exist

� Directsum decom positionsHj =
L

� j
H

(� j)

j with induced decom position H =
L

�
H (�),

where � � (�1;:::;�n)and H (�) = H
(� 1)

1

 � � � 
 H

(� n )
n ,

� A pair ofHilbertspacesH
(� j� k )

j:k
and H

(� k � j)

k:j
associated with each edge (j;k)2 E ,

� Hilbertspaces H
(� j)

j:j ,

� A tensorproductstructure H
(� j)

j = H
(� j)

j:j 


�N

k :(j;k)2E
H

(� j� k )

j:k

�

,

such thatthe check operators adm ita decom position

� jk =
M

�

�
(� j� k )

jk
;
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where �
(� j� k )

jk
2 L(H (�))actsonly on the factors H

(� j� k )

j:k

 H

(� k � j)

k:j
in the tensor product

H
(�) =

 
nO

l= 1

H
(� l)

l:l

!




0

@

nO

l= 1

O

m :(l;m )2E

H
(� l� m )

l:m

1

A : (22)

Asin Lem m a 7,thenotation j:k refersto subparticlesoftheparticlej.Itshould benoted
thatthe spacesH

(� j)

j:j are acted on by neither ofthe check operators. Thatis why they do
notappear in Lem m a 7. However,ifthe problem is reducible,and there existan operator
h[j]com m uting with allcheck operators,itactsonly on the spacesH (� j)

j:j
.Also itshould be

m entioned thatany ofthe Hilbertspaceslisted in Lem m a 8 m ay be one-dim ensional.
A straightforwardcorollaryofthelem m aisthatthecom m oneigenspacecan berepresented

asa directsum :

Lx =
M

�

M
(�)
; M

(�) = Lx

\
H

(�) (23)

whereeach subspaceM (�) hasa tensorproductstructure:

M
(�) =

0

@

nO

j= 1

H
(� j)

j:j

1

A 


0

@
O

(j;k)2E

M
(� j� k )

jk

1

A ; M
(� j� k )

jk
� H

(� j� k )

j:k

 H

(� k � j)

k:j
: (24)

(Som eofthesubspacesM
(� j� k )

jk
m aybezerothough.) Indeed,thelem m asaysthat�

(� j� k )

jk
=

h
(� j� k )

jk
[j:k;k:j]for som e h

(� j� k )

jk
2 L

�

H
(� j� k )

j:k

 H

(� k � j)

k:j

�

. Thus the eigenvalue equations

� jkj i= j ispecifying Lx lead to (23,24)with

M
(� j� k )

jk
=
n

j�i2 H
(� j� k )

j:k

 H

(� k � j)

k:j
:h

(� j� k )

jk
j�i= j�i

o

: (25)

Theorem 3 isa sim ple corollary ofLem m a 8.Indeed,M erlin’sproofthatLx 6= 0 m ay be
a description ofthe subspaces H

(� j)

j � Hj,j = 1;:::;n,such that Lx

T
H (�) 6= 0. Arthur

usesM erlin’sm essageto � nd therestricted projectors�
(� j� k )

jk
.Itfollowsfrom (23,24,25)that

Lx 6= 0 i� �
(� j� k )

jk
6= 0 forallj and k.Arthurcan verify ite� ciently.

Besides,Lem m a 8 im plies thatthe com m on eigenspace Lx containsa state with a good
classicaldescription. Indeed, choose som e value of � for which Lx

T
H (�) 6= ;. Denote

Vj : H
(� j)

j ! H j an isom etry corresponding to the em bedding H
(� j)

j � Hj. Choose an

arbitrary state j�jki2 M
(� j� k )

jk
and an arbitrary statej�ji2 H

(� j)

j:j .Denote

j�i=
nO

j= 1

j�ji


0

@
O

(j;k)2E

j�jki

1

A 2 H
(�)
:

Thisstateisjusta collection ofbipartitepurestatesand localunentangled states.Assuch it
hasaconciseclassicaldescription.A statej�0i= (V1
 � � � 
 Vn)j�ibelongstoLx and alsohas
a conciseclassicaldescription.An eigenvalueequation � jkj�

0i= j�0ifollowsfrom identities

� jkV = V �
(� j� k )

jk
; �

(� j� k )

jk
j�i= j�i;
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wherewedenoted V = V1 
 � � � 
 Vn.

In the rest ofthis section we prove Lem m a 8. It requires a generalization ofFact 1 to
C�-algebras with non-trivialcenter (the statem ent given below coincides with Theorem 5
in [17]).

Fact 2: LetH be a Hilbertspace and A � L(H ) be a C�-algebra. There exista directsum

decom position H =
L

�
H (�) and a tensorproductstructure H (�) = H

(�)

1

 H

(�)

2
such that

A =
M

�

L(H (�)

1
)
 I:

The centerZ(A )isgenerated by orthogonalprojectors on the subspacesH (�).

P roofofLem m a 8: De� ne C�-algebrasA j:k � L(Hj)for(j;k)2 E in the sam e way asin
the proofofLem m a 7.The key role isplayed by a C�-algebra A j:j � Nj � L(Hj),see (16).
Thesealgebrasobey certain com m utativity relations.Nam ely,

X Y = Y X forall X 2 A j:k and Y 2 A j:l; (26)

wheneverj6= k 6= l,(j;k)2 E ,(j;l)2 E ,orj= k 6= l,(j;l)2 E .Theyfollow eitherfrom (19)
orfrom the de� nitions.Itfollowsthatany elem entofthe centerZ(Aj:k)com m uteswith all
algebrasunderconsideration.Assuch,itm ustbean elem entofA j:j,thatisZ(A j:k)� Aj:j.
Butthe algebrasA j:k and A j:j pairwisecom m ute,so one has

Z(A j:k)� Z(Aj:j) forall (j;k)2 E : (27)

Letusapply Fact2 with A � Aj:j and H � Hj.O ne getsa directsum decom position

H j =
M

� j

H
(� j)

j ; H
(� j)

j = H
(� j)

j:j 
 K
(� j)

j ; (28)

such that

A j:j =
M

� j

L(H
(� j)

j:j )
 I �
M

� j

A
(� j)

j:j : (29)

Considernow an edge(j;k)2 E .Itfollowsfrom (26)thatany elem entofA j:k preservesthe

subspacesH
(� j)

j .Thusthe algebra A j:k hasthe sam edirectsum structure:

A j:k =
M

� j

A
(� j)

j:k
; A

(� j)

j:k
� L(H(� j)

j
):

Itfollowsfrom (27)thateach subalgebra A
(� j)

j:k
hasa trivialcenter.M oreover,thecom m uta-

tivity relation (26)im pliesthatA
(� j)

j:k
actsonly on thefactorK

(� j)

j in thedecom position (28).

Letus� x any � = (�1;:::;�n)and considera subspace H (�) =
N n

j= 1
H

(� j)

j � H . Since
thecheck operator� jk isgenerated by thealgebrasA j:k and A k:j (seetheproofofLem m a7),
thedecom position H =

L

�
H (�) ispreserved by allcheck operators.Thereforeonecan de� ne

restricted check operators

�
(� j� k )

jk
= � jkjH (� ) 2 L(H (�)): (30)
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From (28)onegets

H
(�) =

0

@

nO

j= 1

H
(� j)

j:j

1

A 
 K
(�)

; K
(�)

�

nO

j= 1

K
(� j)

j : (31)

Itfollowsthatthe restricted check operators(30)actonly on the factorK (�).
Consider an instance y ofthe 2-localCES with the Hilbert space K (�) and the check

operators (30). This instance is irreducible. Indeed, suppose an operator Z 2 L(K
(� j)

j )

belongsto the setN j (see De� nition2)forthe instance y. Denote Z 0 = I
 Z 2 L(H(�)),

where I acts on the � rst n factors H
(� j)

j:j in the decom position (31). By de� nition,Z0 2

A
(� j)

j:j ,see (29). But we know that the algebra A
(�)

j:j acts only on the factor H
(� j)

j:j in the
decom position (31).ThusZ isproportionalto theidentity,thatisy isirreducible.Applying
Lem m a 7 to y wegetthe desired decom position (22).

6 T he factorized com m on eigenspace problem

In this section we prove Theorem 5. First ofallwe shallanswer a sim ple question: under
whatcircum stancesdo factorized Herm itian operatorscom m ute with each other?
Lem m a 9 LetH 1;H 2 2 L(H )be tensor productsofHerm itian operators:

H a =
nO

j= 1

H a;j; H
y

a;j = H a;j; a = 1;2; j= 1;:::;n:

Then the com m utator [H 1;H 2]= 0 i� one ofthe following conditions hold

1. H 1;jH 2;j = � H2;jH 1;j for each j in the range 1;:::;n. The num ber ofanticom m uting
factors iseven.

2. H 1;jH 2;j = 0 for som e j2 [1;n].Equivalently,H 1H 2 = 0.

P roof: O bviously, either of conditions stated in the lem m a is su� cient. Suppose that
[H 1;H 2]= 0 and provethatatleastoneofthe conditionsistrue.W e have

nO

j= 1

H 1;jH 2;j =
nO

j= 1

H 2;jH 1;j: (32)

Ifboth sidesofthisequality equalzero then H 1;jH 2;j = 0 foratleastonej2 [1;n].Suppose
thatboth sides are non-zero operators,i.e. H 1;jH 2;j 6= 0 for allj. Then by de� nition ofa
tensorproduct,there existsa setofcom plex num bersr1;:::;rn such that

H 1;jH 2;j = rjH 2;jH 1;j; j= 1;:::;n and
nY

j= 1

rj = 1: (33)

Thisequality saysthatthe operatorH 2;j m apsany eigenvectorofH 1;j to an eigenvectorof
H 1;j. Underthism ap an eigenvalue ofH 1;j ism ultiplied by rj. Itm eansthatrj m ustbe a
realnum ber.TakingHerm itian conjugation of(33)wegetan equality H 2;jH 1;j = rjH 1;jH 2;j.
Com bining itwith (33)yieldsr2j = 1,i.e.rj = � 1,which com pletesthe proof.
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Thislem m a m otivatesthe following de� nition.

D e�nition 3 Let H 1;H 2 2 L(H ) be Herm itian factorized com m uting operators. W e say
thatH 1 and H 2 com m utein a singularway i� H1H 2 = 0.O therwisewesay thatH 1 and H 2

com m utein a regular way.

Thussaying thatH 1 and H 2 com m utein a regularway im pliesthatallfactorsofH 1 and H 2

eithercom m utesoranticom m utes.

Letx = (H 1;:::;H r;�1;:::;�r)be an instance ofthe factorized CES problem . By de� -
nition,

H a =
nO

j= 1

H a;j; H
y

a;j = H a;j forall a = 1;:::;n; j= 1;:::;n: (34)

It willbe convenientto de� ne a table Tx = fH a;jg whose entries are Herm itian operators.
Letusagreethatthecolum nsofthetableTx correspond to particles(theindex j),whilethe
rowscorrespond to the check operators(the index a).Letusgiveonem orede� nition:

D e�nition 4 A row a ofthetableTx iscalled regularif�a 6= 0.If�a = 0 therow a iscalled
singular.

G enerally,som e rowsofTx com m ute in a regularway and som erowscom m ute in a singular
way.Note thattwo regularrowsalwayscom m ute in a regularway unlessLx = 0.Indeed,if
H aH b = 0 forsom eregularrowsa;b,then forany j i2 Lx onehas0 = H aH bj i= �a�bj i.
Since�a;�b 6= 0,thisispossibleonly ifj i= 0.Itisthepresenceofrowswhich com m utein a
singularway which m akestheproblem highly non-trivial.In thiscasetheoperatorsH a;j and
H b;j m ay neithercom m utenoranticom m uteand theireigenspacesm ay beem bedded into H j

m oreorlessarbitrarily.In thissituation we can notexpectthatthe com m on eigenspaceLx

containsa statewhich hasa ‘good’classicaldescription.

Asbefore,M erlin claim sthatx isa positiveinstance(Lx 6= 0)and Arthurm ustverify it.
Firstofallwe note thatArthurm ay perform two signi� cantsim pli� cationsofthe table Tx
by him self.

Sim pli�cation 1: Note thatIm H a =
N n

j= 1
Im H a;j forany a 2 [1;r]and thatthe subspace

Im H a is preserved by allother check operators. Ifthe a-th row is a regular one then,in
addition,Lx � Im Ha.Thuswecan restrictthe problem on the subspaceH 0� H de� ned as

H
0=

\

a :�a 6= 0

Im H a =
nO

j= 1

H
0
j; H

0
j =

\

a :�a 6= 0

Im H a;j: (35)

O bviously,restricted check operators H ajH 0 are factorized and pairwise com m uting. Thus
the m odi� ed problem isthe factorized CES with a constraintthatan operator Ha;j is non-

degenerated whenever a is a regular row. Since Arthurcan easily � nd the subspacesH0j and
the restricted operatorsH ajH 0,we can assum e that the originalinstance x already satis� es
thisconstraint.

Sim pli�cation 2: For any singular row b denote H 0
b;j

2 L(H j) a projector on the subspace
Im H b;j � Hj.Denote

H
0
b =

nO

j= 1

H
0
b;j:
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O bviously,Im H b = Im H 0
b
=
N n

j= 1
Im H b;j,so that

K erH b = K erH 0
b: (36)

ThesubspaceIm H 0
b
ispreserved by allcheck operatorsH a,so that

[H a;H
0
b]= 0 foralla = 1;:::;r: (37)

Thusifwesubstituteeach H b;j by H 0
b;j (i.e.substituteH b by H 0

b),thenew fam ily ofoperators
ispairwisecom m uting.So itcorrespondsto som efactorized CES problem .Theequality (36)
tellsusthatboth problem shave the sam e answer. Applying,ifnecessary,the substitutions
H b ! H 0

b,we can assum e thatthe originalproblem x satis� esthe following constraint:Hb;j
isa projectorwheneverbisa singularrow.In otherwords,wecan assum ethatsingularrows
ofthe table Tx constitute a factorized projectorsCES.

Lem m a 10 Ifa is a regular row and b is a singular row then [H a;j;H b;j]= 0 for allj =
1;:::;n.

P roof: Since the operatorsfH a;jgj are non-degenerated,we have H aH b 6= 0,i.e. a regular
and a singularrow can com m ute only in a regularway.ThusH a;j and H b;j eithercom m ute
oranticom m uteforallj.SupposethatH a;jH b;j = � Hb;jH a;j forsom ej.SinceH a;jH b;j 6= 0,
the operatorH a;j m aps an eigenvectorofH b;j to an eigenvectorofH b;j reversing a sign of
the eigenvalue. But after the sim pli� cations Hb;j becam e a projector and thus it can not
anticom m utewith H a;j.

Letussum m arizethe resultsofthe two sim pli� cations:

� Ha;j isnon-degenerated whenevera isa regularrow.

� Ha;j isa projectorwhenevera isa singularrow.

� [Ha;j;H b;j]= 0 forallj whenevera isregularand bissingular.

In the rem aining part of the section we describe a non-determ inistic reduction of the
sim pli� ed factorized CES problem to the factorized projectorsCES. The reduction isbased
on the following possibletransform ationsofthe table T� and the vectorf�ag:

(i). Suppose there exists j 2 [1;n]and a Herm itian operator Z 2 L(H j) such that Z
com m utes with allH 1;j;:::;H r;j. Then Z[j]com m utes with allH 1;:::;H r and thus
preservesthesubspaceLx.Assum ing thatLx 6= 0,theoperatorZ hassom eeigenvalue
! such thatthe intersection Lx

T
K er(Z[j]� !)isnon-zero.So a transform ation

H j ! H
0
j � K er(Z � !I) and Ha;j ! H a;jjH 0

j
; a = 1;:::;r

leadsto an equivalentinstance.To im plem entthistransform ation,M erlin should send
a description of(j;Z;!)to Arthur.

(ii).Suppose for som e j 2 [1;n]we have H j = H 0
j 
 H00j and H a;j = H 0

a;j 
 H00
a;j for all

a = 1;:::;r (here H 0
a;j acts on the factor H 0

j and H 00
a;j acts on the factor H 00

j). A
transform ation replacing the j-th colum n by two new colum nswith entriesfH 0

a;jg and
fH 00

a;jg leadsto an equivalentproblem .
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(iii).Supposein som ecolum n jalloperatorsH a;j areproportionaltotheidentity:H a;j = raI

forsom e realnum bersra,a = 1;:::;r.W e m ay delete the j-th colum n from the table
and perform a transform ation �a ! �a=ra,a = 1;:::;r.

(iv). Forany colum n j we can perform a transform ation

H a;j ! U H a;jU
y
; a = 1;:::;r;

whereU 2 L(H j)isan arbitrary unitary operator.

(v). Forany non-zero realnum berr we can replace som e H a;j by rH a;j and replace �a by
r�a.

(vi). Swapsofthe colum nsand swapsofthe rows.

W eclaim thatthetransform ations(i)� (vi)allow totransform thesim pli� ed instancex intoa
canonicalform xc.The instance xc consistsoftwo independentproblem s.The � rstproblem
is the factorized CES with �a = � 1 and allcheck operators being tensor products ofthe
Paulioperatorsand theidentity.Thesecond problem isthefactorized projectorsCES.M ore
strictly,the table Txc forthe instancexc hasthe following structure:

Pauli
operators

I �a = � 1

I factorized
projectors

�a = 0

Thetableisdivided intofourblocks.Colum nsin thelefthalfofthetablerepresentthequbits,
i.e.H j = C2.AlloperatorsH a;j sitting atthenorth-westblock areeitherthePaulioperators
�x;�y;�z,orthe identity. AlloperatorsH a;j sitting atthe south-eastblock are projectors.
Any operatorH a;j sitting in theblockslabeled by ‘I’istheidentity.ThewholeHilbertspace
H factorizes:H = H 0
 H00,wherethefactorH 0= C2
 � � � 
 C2 correspondstothelefthalfand
H 00 | to the righthalfofthe table.The com m on eigenspacealso factorizes:Lxc = L0
 L00,
whereL0isa codesubspacesofsom estabilizercode(see[2,18]forthesubject),and L00isthe
factorized projectorsCES.O bviously Lxc 6= 0 i� L06= 0 and L006= 0.Arthurcan verify that
L0 6= 0 (and even com pute the dim ension ofL0) using an e� cient algorithm ,see [2]. Thus
the originalinstance x has been reduced to an instance ofthe factorized projectors CES.
Sum m arizing,Theorem 5 followsfrom theclaim given above.W erestateithereasa lem m a.

Lem m a 11 The transform ations(i)� (vi)allow one to transform any instance ofthe factor-

ized CES into the canonicalform .

P roof: LetTx be a table representing a sim pli� ed instance ofthe factorized CES.The � rst
step is to apply the transform ation (i) as long as it is possible. To describe operators Z
suitableforthe transform ation (i)itisconvenientto usea languageofC�-algebras.
D e�nition 5 A colum n algebra A j � L(Hj)ofa colum n j isthe C�-algebra generated by the
operators H a;j for allregular rowsa.
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LetZ (A j)� Aj beacenterofthecolum n algebraA j.By de� nition,anyoperatorZ 2 Z (Aj)
com m uteswith allH a;j forregulara.O n the otherhand,Z com m uteswith allH b;j forsin-
gular b,see Lem m a 10. Thus Arthur can use any operator Z 2 Z (A j) to im plem ent the
transform ation (i).W e would liketo chooseZ such thatafterthe transform ation (i)the col-
um n algebraofthecolum n jwould havea trivialcenter.M aking useofFact2 from Section 5
onecan identify a directsum decom positionsH j =

L

�
H

(�)

j such thatA j =
L

�
A
(�)

j ,where

the algebra A (�)

j � L(H(�)j ) has a trivialcenter. Let us apply transform ation (i),where Z

isthe projectoronto H (�)

j (� can be chosen arbitrarily)and ! = 1. The colum n algebra of

the colum n j forthe transform ed problem isobviously A (�)

j . Ithasa trivialcenter. Arthur
m ustim plem entn transform ations(i)forallcolum nsj.Now wecan assum ethatallcolum n
algebrasA j havea trivialcentere.

Then according to Fact1 from Section 5,the spacesH j havea tensorproductstructure

H j = H
0
j 
 H

00
j; (38)

such thatthe colum n algebra A j actson the factorH 0
j only:

A j = L(H 0
j)
 I:

Takesom esingularrow b.TheoperatorH b;j com m uteswith allelem entsofA j,seeLem m a10.
Itm eansthatH b;j actsonly on the factorH 00

j:

H b;j = I
 H
00
b;j whenever�b = 0;

forsom eoperatorH 00
b;j

2 L(H 00
j).SinceH b;j isa projector,thesam edoesH 00

b;j
.Sum m arizing,

the wholespaceH hasa tensorproductstructure

H = H
0

 H

00
; H

0=
nO

j= 1

H
0
j; H

00=
nO

j= 1

H
00
j;

such thatallregularrowsactonly on H 0 while allsingularrowsactonly on H 00. Applying
poly(n + r) transform ations(ii),(iii),and (vi) we can split the originalinstance x into two
independentinstances:x0 (regularrows)and x00 (singularrows),such thatLx = Lx0 
 Lx00.
O nerem ainsto provethatx0isequivalentto non-triviality check forsom estabilizerquantum
code.

Sincewehavealready known thatallsingularrowscan beisolated,letusassum ethatall
rowsofthetableTx areregular.ThusalloperatorsH a;j arenon-degenerated and allcolum n
algebrasA j have a trivialcenter. Applying,ifnecessary,the transform ation (iii)we can get
rid of‘free’factorsH 00

j in (38),so wecan also assum ethat

A j = L(H j):

For any colum n j the operators H a;j either com m ute or anticom m ute with each other. It
follows that the operator H 2

a;j belongs to the center ofA j. Thus H 2
a;j � I. Applying,if

eSince A rthur can � nd the direct sum decom positions ofHj and A j e� ciently (recallthat the space H j has

a bounded dim ension),M erlin can justtellhim whatofthe subspaces H (� )

j
has to be chosen.
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necessary,the transform ation (v)we can m ake H 2
a;j = I foralla and j. Note that�a = � 1

foralla afterthistransform ation,otherwise Lx = 0 by obviousreasons. A connection with
stabilizercodesisestablished by the following lem m a (weshallproveitlater):

Lem m a 12 LetS be a Hilbertspace,G 1;:::;G r 2 L(S)be Herm itian operators such that

G
2

a = I; G aG b = � GbG a for alla;b;

and such thatthe algebra generated by G 1;:::;G r coincides with L(S). Then there existsan

integer n,a tensorproductstructure S = (C2)
 n and a unitary operator U 2 L(S)such that
U G aU

y isa tensor productofthe Paulioperators and the identity (up to a sign)for alla.

Take S = H j and G a = H a;j forsom e colum n j. LetU 2 L(H j)be a unitary operator
whose existence is guaranteed by Lem m a 12. Applying the transform ations (iv) with the
operatorU followed by the transform ation (ii)to thej-th colum n wesplititinto n colum ns.
Each ofnew colum nsrepresentsa qubit.The entriesofallnew colum nsareeitherthe Pauli
operatorsorthe identity. Perform ing thistransform ation forallcolum nsindependently,we
transform the originalinstance ofthe factorized CES to the factorized CES with allcheck
operatorsbeing tensorproductsoftheidentity and thePaulioperators.Thetotalnum berof
transform ations(i)� (vi)thatwem adeispoly(n + r).

P roofofLem m a 12: The fam ily G 1;:::;G r containsatleastone anticom m uting pair
G aG b = � GbG a, since otherwise the algebra generated by G a’s has a non-trivialcenter.
W ithoutlossofgenerality,G 1G 2 = � G2G 1. The operatorG 1 hasonly eigenvalues� 1 and
G 2 swapsthe subspaces corresponding to the eigenvalue + 1 and � 1. Thus both subspaces
havethe sam edim ension and we can introducea tensorproductstructureS = C2 
 S0 such
that

U G 1U
y = �z 
 I; U G2U

y = �x 
 I;

forsom e unitary operatorU 2 L(S). Using the factthatallotherG a’seither com m ute or
anticom m utewith G 1 and G 2 onecan easily show thateach G a also hasa productform :

U G aU
y = ~G a 
 G

0
a;

~G a 2 fI;�x;�y;�zg; G
0
a 2 L(S0):

O bviously,the fam ily ofoperatorsG 0
1;:::;G

0
r satis� es

(G 0
a)

y = G
0
a; (G 0

a)
2 = I; G

0
aG

0
b = � G

0
bG

0
a: (39)

Denote A � L(S0) the C�-algebra generated by the operators G 0
1;:::;G

0
r. It has a trivial

center. Indeed,ifZ 2 A is a non-trivialcentralelem entthen I
 Z is a non-trivialcentral
elem entofL(S),which isim possible.Applying Fact1 from Section 5 to the pair(S0;A ),we
concludethatthereexistsa tensorproductstructure

S
0= S

00

 S

000
; A = L(S00)
 I:

Butthe factorS000 isacted on by neitherofG a’sand thusS000= C.W e haveproved that

A = L(S0): (40)

Taking into account(39)and (40)wecan apply induction with respectto dim S (the baseof
induction correspondsto S = C).
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W econcludethissection by provingCorollaries2and 3.O bviously,if�a 6= 0foralla then
allrowsofthetableTx areregularand thusthefactorized CES can benon-determ inistically
reduced to non-triviality check foran additive quantum code. Suppose now thatH aH b 6= 0
foralla and b. Itm eansthatallrowsofthe table (both regularand singular)com m ute in
a regularway. Thus the factorized projectorsCES which appearsin ourreduction has the
following specialproperty:forany colum n jallprojectorsH a;j pairwisecom m ute.Therefore
the space H j hasa basisin which allprojectorsH a;j are diagonal.So the problem becom es
classicaland belongsto NP by obviousreasons.

7 T he factorized projectors com m on eigenspace problem for qubits

In this section we prove that the factorized projectors CES for qubits (d = 2) belongs to
NP. Let us startfrom a generalnote that applies to an arbitrary d. Consider an instance
x = (H 1;:::;H r)= fH a;jg ofthe factorized projectorsCES and the com m on eigenspace

Lx = fj i2 H :H aj i= 0 forall a = 1;:::;rg:

Ifwe do not care about com putationalcom plexity,the dim ension ofLx can be calculated
using the following sim pleform ula:

dim Lx = Rk(I)�
X

a

Rk(H a)+
X

a< b

Rk(H aH b)�
X

a< b< c

Rk(H aH bH c)

+ � � � + (� 1)r Rk(
rY

a= 1

H a); (41)

whereRk(A)� dim Im A isa rank ofthe operatorA.Allsum m ation herearecarried outin
the range[1;r].Form ula (41)isanalogousto exclusion-inclusion form ula forcardinality ofa
union ofsets.W e can apply itsince allprojectorsH a arediagonalizableoverthe sam e basis
and each projectorcan be identi� ed with the setofbasisvectorswhich belong to Im Ha.

Let
 � f1;:::;rg be an arbitrary subsetofcheck operators.Denote

r(
 )= Rk(
Y

a2


H a): (42)

Form ula (41)hasthe following im portantconsequence. Letx = fH a;jg and x0 = fH 0
a;jg be

two instancesofthe factorized projectorsCES with the sam e n and r. Ifforany subsetof
check operators
 thequantitiesr(
 )fortheinstancesx and x0coincidethen both instances
have the sam e answer. So we can try to sim plify the originalinstance x by m odifying the
projectorsH a;j in such a way thatallquantitiesr(
 )arepreserved.Although thisapproach
seem sto failin a generalcase(seea discussion atthe end ofthissection),itworksperfectly
forqubits.

In acaseofqubitswehaveH j = C2 foralljand H = (C2)
 n.Each operatorH a;j 2 L(C2)
is either the identity operator or a projector ofrank one. Let us � x the num ber ofqubits
n and the num berofcheck operatorsr. Recall,thatthe inputx = fH a;jg isregarded asa
table,such thatthe colum nscorrespond to the qubitsand the rowscorrespond to the check
operators.W e startfrom introducing an appropriateterm inology.
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D e�nition 6 A tablex = fH a;jg iscalled com m utative if[H a;H b]= 0 foralla and b.

D e�nition 7 A table x0 = fH 0
a;jg is called consistent with a table x = fH a;jg iffor any

colum n j onehas

� Rk(Ha;j)= Rk(H 0
a;j)foralla.

� Ha;j = H b;j ) H 0
a;j = H 0

b;j.

� Ha;jH b;j = 0 ) H 0
a;jH

0
b;j

= 0.

Two following lem m as show that we can substitute the originaltable x by any table x0

consistentwith x withoutchanging the answerofthe problem .
Lem m a 13 Letx be a com m utative table.Ifa table x0 isconsistentwith x then x0 isalso a

com m utative table.

P roof:Letx = fH a;jg,x0= fH 0
a;jg,H a =

N n

j= 1
H a;j,and H 0

a =
N n

j= 1
H 0
a;j.

Suppose that H a and H b com m ute in a singular way i.e., H aH b = 0. It m eans that
H a;jH b;j = 0 forsom e j.Since x0 isconsistentwith x,we have H 0

a;jH
0
b;j = 0. ThusH 0

a and
H 0
b also com m ute (in a singularway).
Supposenow thatH a and H b com m utein aregularway,thatisH aH b 6= 0,H aH b = H bH a.

Itfollowsfrom Lem m a 9 thatH a;jH b;j = � Hb;jH a;j forallj. Since both H a;j and H b;j are
projectors,they can notanticom m ute,so weconcludethat[H a;j;H b;j]= 0 forallj.Besides,
we know thatH a;jH b;j 6= 0. Itiseasy to see thatboth conditionscan be m etby one-qubit
projectorsonly ifforany � xed j atleastoneofthe following statem entsistrue:
(i)AtleastoneofH a;j and H b;j isthe identity operator.
(ii)H a;j = H b;j.
Now wecan m akeuseofthefactthatx0isconsistentwith x.Ifthestatem ent(i)istrue,one
hasRk(H a;j)= 2 or(and)Rk(H b;j)= 2.ItfollowsthatRk(H 0

a;j)= 2 or(and)Rk(H 0
b;j
)= 2,

thatisatleastoneoftheprojectorsH 0
a;j and H

0
b;j

istheidentity.Ifthestatem ent(ii)istrue,
onehasH 0

a;j = H 0
b;j
.In both casesH 0

a;jH
0
b;j

6= 0 and [H 0
a;j;H

0
b;j
]= 0.Sinceitholdsforallj,

weconcludethatH 0
a and H

0
b
com m ute(in a regularway).

Lem m a 14 Letx bea com m utativetable.Ifa tablex0isconsistentwith x then allquantities

r(
 )for the tables x and x0 coincide.

P roof: Letx = fH a;jg,x0 = fH 0
a;jg,H a =

N n

j= 1
H a;j,and H 0

a =
N n

j= 1
H 0
a;j. According to

Lem m a 13 the tablex0 iscom m utative,so forany 
 wecan de� ne a quantity

r
0(
 )= Rk(

Y

a2


H
0
a): (43)

W e should provethatr(
 )= r0(
 )forall
 � f1;:::;rg.Therearetwo possibilities:
(i)r(
 )> 0.Itm eansthatHaH b 6= 0 foralla;b2 
 .ThusalloperatorsHa,a 2 
 com m ute
in a regular way and [H a;j;H b;j]= 0 for alla;b 2 
 and for allj. In this situation the
form ula (42)forr(
 )factorizes:

r(
 )=
nY

j= 1

rj(
 ); rj(
 )= Rk(
Y

a2


H a;j): (44)
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Letusconsidersom eparticularj.The fam ily ofprojectorsfH a;jga2
 isdiagonalizableover
the sam e basis. Denote corresponding basisvectorsasj 0iand j 1i,h �j �i= ��;�. Each
m em berofthefam ily fH a;jga2
 isoneofthefollowing projectors:I,j 0ih 0j,and j 1ih 1j.
The requirem ent rj(
 ) > 0 im plies that the projectors j 0ih 0jand j 1ih 1jdo not enter
into this fam ily sim ultaneously. Thus there exist integers k1 and k2,k1 + k2 = j
 j,such
thatthe fam ily fH a;jga2
 consistsofk2 identity operatorsI and k1 projectorsofrank one
j ih j(with j i= j 0iorj i= j 1i). Now letus look atthe fam ily fH 0

a;jga2
 . Since x
0

isconsistentwith x,thisfam ily also consistsofk2 identity operatorsI and k1 projectorsof
rank one j’ih’jforsom ej’i2 C2.Therefore[H 0

a;j;H
0
b;j
]= 0 foralla;b2 
 and

r
0
j(
 )= Rk(

Y

a2


H
0
a;j)= rj(
 ):

Also itm eansthatthequantity r0(
 )factorizes,r0(
 )=
Q n

j= 1
r0j(
 ),and thusr

0(
 )= r(
 ).

(ii)r(
 )= 0. Itm eansthat
Q

a2

H a = 0. Suppose � rstthatHaH b = 0 forsom e a;b2 
 .

Since x0 is consistent with x it im plies that H 0
aH

0
b = 0 (see the last part ofthe proofof

Lem m a13)and sothatr0(
 )= 0.Now supposethatHaH b 6= 0foralla;b2 
 .By de� nition,
itm eansthatallcheck operatorsH a,a 2 
 com m utein a regularway,i.e.[Ha;j;H b;j]= 0for
alla;b2 
 and forallj.In particular,the fam ily fHa;jga2
 isdiagonalizableoverthe sam e
basis.In thissituation wecan usea decom position (44).W eknow thatrj(
 )= 0 forsom ej.
Butithappensi� thefam ily fHa;jga2
 containsa pairofrank oneprojectorscorresponding
to m utually orthogonalstates,i.e.H a;jH b;j = 0 forsom e a;b2 
 .Butitim pliesHaH b = 0
which contradictsourassum ption.

W hat is the m ost sim ple form ofa table x0 consistent with the originaltable x? W e
willshow that for any table x (which m ay be not a com m utative one) there exists a table
x0 = fH 0

a;jg consistent with x such that H 0
a;j 2 fI;j0ih0j;j1ih1jg for alla and j. Here

j0i;j1i2 C
2 issom e� xed orthonorm albasisofC2 (com putationalbasis).Allcheck operators

H 0
a for the table x0 are diagonalin the com putationalbasis of(C2)
 n,therefore M erlin’s

proofm ight be a description ofthe table x0 and a binary string (x1;x2;:::;xn) such that
H 0
ajx1i
 jx2i
 � � � 
 jxni= 0 foralla.Veri� cation thatx0isindeed consistentwith x requires

only O (nr2)com putationalsteps. Thusexistence ofa table x0 with the speci� ed properties
im pliesthatthe factorized projectorsCES forqubitsbelongsto NP.Itrem ainsto provethe
following lem m a.

Lem m a 15 For any table x there exists a table x0 = fH 0
a;jg consistent with x such that

H 0
a;j 2 fI;j0ih0j;j1ih1jg for alla and j.

P roof: Let x = fH a;jg. A transform ation from x to the desired table x0 is de� ned inde-
pendently for each colum n,so let us focus on som e particular colum n,say j = 1. At � rst,
we de� ne an orthogonality graph G = (V;E ). A vertex v 2 V is a set ofrows which con-
tain the sam e projector. In otherwords,we introduce an equivalence relation on the setof
rows: a � b , Ha;1 = H b;1 and de� ne a vertex v 2 V as an equivalence class ofrows.
Thus,by de� nition,each vertex v 2 V carriesa projectorH (v)2 L(C2). A pairofvertices
u;v 2 V isconnected by an edge i� the projectorscorresponding to u and v are orthogonal:
(u;v)2 E , H (u)H (v)= 0.
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Considerasan exam plethefollowingtable(r= 100):H 1;1 = I,H 2;1 = H 3;1 = 1=2(I+ �z),
H 4;1 = 1=2(I� �z),H 5;1 = 1=2(I+ �x),H 6;1 = 1=2(I� �x),H 7;1 = � � � = H100;1 = 1=2(I+ �y).
Then an orthogonality graph consists ofsix vertices,V = f1;2;3;4;5;6g,with H (1) = I,
H (2) = 1=2(I + �z),H (3) = 1=2(I � �z),H (4) = 1=2(I + �x),H (5) = 1=2(I � �x),and
H (6)= 1=2(I+ �y).The setofedgesisE = f(2;3);(4;5)g.

Itisa specialproperty ofqubitsthatany orthogonality graph alwayssplitsto severaldis-
connected edgesrepresenting pairsoforthogonalprojectorsand severaldisconnected vertices
representing unpaired projectorsofrank oneand the identity operator.

Suppose weperform a transform ation

H (v)! H
0(v); v 2 V; (45)

forsom eprojectorsH 0(v)2 L(C2)which satisfy

Rk(H (v))= Rk(H 0(v)) forallv 2 V ; H
0(u)H 0(v)= 0 forall(u;v)2 E : (46)

Aseach vertex ofthe graph representsa group ofcellsofthe table,the transform ation (45)
can be also regarded as a transform ation ofthe tables x ! x0. Note that the table x0 is
consistentwith the table x,sincethe restrictions(46)arejustrephrasing ofDe� nition7.

Now existenceofthetablex0with thedesired propertiesisobvious.Foreach disconnected
edge (u;v)2 E we de� ne the transform ation (45)asH 0(u)= j0ih0j,H 0(v)= j1ih1j(itdoes
notm atter,how exactly 0 and 1 areassigned to endpointsoftheedge).Forany disconnected
vertex v 2 V ,wede� ne H0(v)= I ifH (v)= I and H 0(v)= j0ih0jifRk(H (v))= 1.

W e conclude this section by severalrem arks concerning the factorized projectors CES
problem with d > 2. For sim plicity,let us put an additionalconstraint,nam ely that each
projector H a;j is either the identity operators or a projector ofrank one (a projector on a
pure state). De� nitions6 and 7 are stillreasonable in this setting. M oreover,it is easy to
check thatLem m as13 and 14 are stillvalid (the proofsgiven above can be repeated alm ost
literally).A naturalgeneralization ofLem m a 15 m ightbe the following:
For any table x there exists a table x0 = fH 0

a;jg consistentwith x such thatfor alla and j

H 0
a;j 2 fI;j1ih1j;:::;jdihdjg.

Here som e � xed orthonorm albasisj1i;:::;jdi2 C
d ischosen.Unfortunately,thisstatem ent

is wrong even for d = 3. Counterexam ples m ay be obtained by constructions used in the
proofofthe K ochen-Speckertheorem [20]. According to thistheorem there existfam iliesof
projectorsP1;:::;Pr 2 L(Cd)(d � 3)which do notadm itan assignm ent

Pa ! "a 2 f0;1g; a = 1;:::;r; (47)

such that X

a2


"a = 1 whenever
X

a2


Pa = I: (48)

Here
 � f1;:::;rg m ay bean arbitrary subset.Peres[21]suggested an explicitconstruction
ofsuch fam ily ford = 3 and r = 33. Thisfam ily consistsofthe projectorsofrank one,i.e.
Pa = j aih aj,j ai2 C3,a = 1;:::;33.

Suppose a table x = fH a;jg consistsof33 rowsand the � rstcolum n accom m odatesthe
fam ily ofprojectorssuggested by Peres:H a;1 = j aih aj,a = 1;:::;33.Letx0 = fH 0

a;jg be
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a tablewhoseexistenceisprom ised by thegeneralized Lem m a 15.Sincex0 isconsistentwith
x,one hasRk(H 0

a;1)= Rk(H a;1)= 1,so neitherofthe projectorsH 0
a;1,a = 1;:::;33,isthe

identity.Then theonly possibility (ifthelem m a istrue)isthatH 0
a;1 2 fj1ih1j;j2ih2j;j3ih3jg.

A consistency property im pliesalso that
X

a2


H a;1 = I )
X

a2


H
0
a;1 = I: (49)

Indeed,the equality on the lefthand side ispossible i� j
 j= 3 and allprojectorsfHa;1ga2

arepairwiseorthogonal.Then theprojectorsfH 0

a;1ga2
 arealso pairwiseorthogonaland we
getthe equality on the righthand side.The fam ily ofprojectorsfH 0

a;1g obviously adm itsan
assignm ent(47,48).Indeed,wecan put

"a =

�
1 if H 0

a;1 = j3ih3j;
0 if H 0

a;1 = j1ih1jorj2ih2j:

Butthe property (49)im pliesthatthe assignm entH a;1 ! "a,a = 1;:::;33 also satis� esthe
requirem ents(48).Itisim possible.Thereforethegeneralization ofLem m a 15 given aboveis
wrong.

In fact,the proofofLem m a 15 needs a regular d-coloring ofa graph which adm its d-
dim ensionalorthogonalrepresentation.Aswehaveseen,thisisnotalwayspossible.Itm ight
happen howeverthatall‘pathological’(which violateLem m a 15)com m utative tableslead to
sim pleinstancesoffactorized projectorsCES.Indeed,a di� cultinstancem ustcontain pairs
ofrowscom m uting in a singularway and pairscom m uting in a regularway.The num berof
pairsofeach type m ustbe su� ciently large. Forexam ple,ifallrowscom m ute in a regular
way,the problem belongsto NP according to Corollary 3.Ifallrowscom m ute in a singular
way,we can easy com pute dim L0 using the exclusion-inclusion form ula (41). The num ber
of‘pathological’colum ns in the table also m ust be su� ciently large. To constructdi� cult
instanceswem ustm eetallthese requirem entswhich seem sto be hard.
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