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A gquantum algorithm isproposed to solve the Satis ability problem sby the ground-state quantum
com puter. T he scale of the energy gap of the ground-state quantum com puter is analyzed for the 3—
bit Exact Coverproblm . The tin e cost ofthis algorithm on the generalSAT problem s is discussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

A quantum oom puter has been expected to outper-
form its classical counterpart in som e com putation prob—
¥m s. For exampl, the wellkknown Shor’s factoring
algorithm [I] and G rover’s algorithm [Z] accelerate expo—
nentially and quadratically com pared w ith the classical
algorithm s, respectively. It isa challengeto nd whether
a quantum com puter outperform son other classically in—
tractable problem s[3, 4], which cannot be solved classi-
cally in polynom ial tin e of N , the num ber of the nput
bits.

Especially interesting are the NP-complte
problem s[@], which include thousands of problem s,
such as the Traveling Salesn an problem [@] and the sat-
is ability (SAT) problems. A1l NP-complte problem s
can be transform ed into each other in polynom ial steps.
If one of the NP -com plete problem s can be solved in
polynom ial tine by an algorithm even iIn the worst
case, then all NP-com plete problem s can be solved In
polynom ial tine. However, i is widely believed that
such a classicalalgorithm doesn’t exist. In thispaperwe
w il discuss quantum algorithm for solving SAT prob-—
lm s. A K SAT problem dealswith N binary variables
subm itted to M clauses with each clause C; Involving
K bits, and the task is to nd N -bi states satisfying
allclauses. W hen K > 2, K SAT isNP-Complkte, and
som e Instances becom e classically intractable when the
parameter = M =N ,asM ; N ! 1 , approaches the
threshold K )[,ld,9,00].

D ue to the properties of quantum m echanics, it’s hard
to design quantum algorithm s directly from intuition. In
the present paper, we w ill study the properties of the
ground-state quantum com puter(G SQ C), and show that
the special property of the G SQ C naturally leads to al-
gorithm for solving SAT problem s. A though we cannot
determm ine w hether or not this algorithm solves the NP —
com plete problem s in polynom ial tine, we try to shed
light on the com plexity of the NP -com plete problam s.

In the follow ing sections, at  rst we Introduce the idea
ofthe ground-state quantum com puter([l1,/14,[13]and its
energy gap analysis(l4], then dem onstrate the particular
property ofthe G SQ C, which provides a direct approach
to solving SAT problm s, and nally an exampl, an al-
gorithm for solving the 3-bit Exact Cover problem, is
given.

IT. GROUND -STATE QUANTUM COMPUTER
AND ITS ENERGY GAP

A standard computer is characterized by a tine-
dependent state j ()i= U;j (b 1)1; where ty denotes
the Instance of the i~th step, and U; represents for a uni-
tary transformm ation. For a G SQ C, the tin e sequence is
m Im icked by the spatial distrbution of its ground-state
wavefunction j gi. A s proposed by M izel et al.[ll], the
tin e evolution of a qubit m ay be represented by a col-
um n of quantum dots with multiple row s, and each row
contains a pair of quantum dots. State Pior ji is repre—
sented by nding the electron in one of the two dots. Tt
is iIn portant to notice that only one electron exists in a
qubit. Theenergy gap, ,between the rstexcited state
and the ground state determ ines the scale of tin e cost.

A . H am iltonians of G SQC

A GSQC is a circuit of multiple interacting qubits,
whose ground state is detem ined by the summa-
tion of the single qubit unitary transform ation Ham il-
tonian hJ (U;), the twoqubi interacting Ham iltonian
h(CNOT), the boost Ham iltonian h 8 ; ) and the pro—
fction Ham iltonian h (3 i; ).

T he single qubit unitary transfom ation Ham iltonian
has the fom

h i
h'uy = ¢y cy+cicy  ciuscy 1+ hor Q)

where 1, de ngs the energy scal of all Ham iltonians,

cy = d,cl, s, isthe ekctron creation operator
on row J at position 0, and U5 is a two din ension m atrix
representing the unitary transform ation from row j 1

to row j. Theboost Ham iltonian is

. 1
h@; )= CJ,Cjy1+ —CiCy
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— CJCj 1+ hc: ; )

which ampli esthe wavefunction am plitude by the large
value number com pared w ith the previous row at j gi.
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T he progction H am ittonian is

1
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where j i is the state to be profcted to on row j and to

beampli edby at joi. The interaction between qubit
and can be represented by hCN OT):

n’. cNoT)
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where forc, . , its subscription a represents for qubit a,
b for the number of row, forthe state j i. W ith only
hiU;) andh’, CNOT), its ground state is14):
h
1+ Cy;j;OC;j 1;0 1+ Cy;jC g1

i
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A 11 above m entioned H am iltonians are positive sem idef-
nie, and are the same as those in [11, 114, [13]. Only
pairw ise interaction is considered.

T he Input states are determ ined by the boundary con—
ditions applied upon the rsp row sofallqubits, which can
be Ham itopian h’=E @+ ,a; ;)wih ;behgPauli
matrixand af = l.Forexample,wihh’=E (I+ ,),
joionthe rstrow isji;witht® = E @ %), 1 is
(Pi+ ji). IfE is large enough, forexam ple, at E 10 ,
the energy gap w ill saturate and becom e independent of
the m agniude of E [14].

To In plem ent an algorithm , on nalrow ofeach qubit
a boost or a profction Ham iltonian is applied so that
J 0l concentrates on the position corresponding to the

nal instance in the standard paradigm , hence m easure—
ment on the G SQ C can read out the desired inform ation
w ith appreciable probability. W ih boost Ham iltonian
or pro fction Ham ittonian on last row s, the ground-state
wavefiinction am plitude on those rows willbe ofthat
on their neighboring row s.

By observing the expression Eq.[d), it’s easy to nd
that, for two Interacting qubits, the ground-state wave—
function has the form [14]

. control . control . . target .
J upstream i+ J dow n stream 13 upstream 1
. . target .
+ control g i; (6)

dow n stream dow n stream

w here each qubit is divided by the interacting H am iltto—
nian astwo parts, and the part w ith boundary H am ilto—
nian h° is called asupstream , and the other part is called
downstream . In this paper, we always use thisde nition
when upstream or downstream ism entioned.

B. Energy Gap ofG SQC

Now we brie y introduce how to nd the scale of the
energy gap ofa G SQC .Fordetails, please nd inll4].

W ith m ultiple Interacting qubits, one needsto evaluate
on each qubit the param eter 1=x, the overallam plitude of
Jow est excited state on top row softhis qubit beforem eet—
Ing the rst interacting Ham iltonian, assum ing that on
the top row s of this qubit the lowest energy excited state
is orthonom al to j (i whilke states on all other qubits
rem ain the sam e as the corresponding ground state w ith
only m agniude changed. T he energy gap [14] is given by
them ninum param eter 1=x as

/  A=x{ ™)

The rule of estin ating 1=x is as follow ing14]: W ih
each qubi ended with either a profction or a boost
Ham iltonian containing the sam e (for sin plicity) am pli-
fying factor 1, when estin ating 1=x for a qubit, say
qubitA, 1) at wstx issetto 1; (ii) the boost Ham iltto—
nian, not the projection Ham iltonian, on qubi A iself
Increasesx by m ultiplication of ; (iii) ifqubit A directly
Interacts w ith another qubit, say qubi B, by Ham ito—
nian hp g , then we detem ine, excluding qubit A, on the
qubit B the ground-state wavefunction am plitude ratio
of the upstream part with respect to hap ) over s nal
TOW , i, contributions to i are found one by one ac-
cording to Eq.[d) : ifthe upstream part ofqubitB doesn’t
coexist w ith the stateson nalrow sofany one qubit, ex—
cept for qubi A, then xp should be multiplied by a ;
(iv) nally, the value of 1=x on qubi A should be mul
tiplied by %, or ;- ifmore than one qubit directly
nteract w ith qubit A .

A coording to the above rule, theenergy gap  ofsingle

qubi wih length n and ended w ith boost H am ittonian
_2

h®; ) scaksas = “ as n; when ended w ith pro-
fction Ham itonian h (3 i; ), isihdependentof . For
two n—row qubits interacthg by h€¢NOT), / =1

as n ifboth qubits ended wih h®; ) or one wih
h@®; ) and the otherwith h(j i; ). Num erical calcula—
tions con m these results. The Fig.(lb) and Fig.(2) in
[14] are two exam ples on how to apply the above rule on
com plicated circuits.

Complicated GSQC circuit may have exponentially
an all energy gap, lke the circuit n Fig.(lb) of [14], and
assam bling the GSQC circuit directly follow ing the al-
gorithm for the standard paradigm , such as quantum
Fourier transform , leads to exponentially sm all energy
gap. In order to avoid such sm all gap, the teleportation
boxes are Introduced on each qubit between two control
H am iltonians[l4]. F ig.[l) showshow theCNO T interact-
Ing qubitsism odi ed by inserting teleportation boxes on
each qubit’s upstream and downstream part. The tele—
portation boxesm ake all qubits short (the longest qubit
has length 8), on the otherhand, orarirary G SQC cir-
cui they m ake the energy gap only polynom ially an all

/= 8[14] if all boost and profction Ham iltonians
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FIG.1l: The same as Fig.(2) In [14], this gure shows, In a
com plicated circuit, how theCNO T interacting qubitsism od—
i ed by Inserting telegportation boxeson each qubit’supstream

and downstream part, so that the energy gap is only polyno-
m ially sm all. Each dot represents a row oftwo quantum dots,
label I stands for identical transform ation H am ittonian h (I),
H forH adam ard transform ation H am iltonian h # ), and P (0)
for profction Ham ittonian h (Pi; ).

have the sam e am plifying factor . To determ ine m ag-
niude of , one only needs to count the total num ber
of qubits in the circuit, say L, which is proportional to
the num ber of control operation in an algorithm , then
the probability of nding all electrons on nal rows is
P @ c=%)! wih C being 8, the m axinum Jength
ofqubit. I orderto have appreciableP ,we set =2,
hence / =L'. The details can be fund in [14].

C. Energy Gap W hen P rojcting Sm all Fraction of
a State

In the previous section the rule for nding scale of the
energy gap is under the assum ption that vfjhen a progc—
tion Ham iltonian h (j i; ) isapplied, aF BT+ dbF is
appreciable for the ground state on row Just before the
progction Ham iltonian:

aj i+ bii; (8)

where 3 i= Pi (i) and Fi= ji (Pi). The ground-
state wavefinction concentrates on the last row, hence
the 1st excited state wavefunction cannot have appre—
ciableweight there because othertw iseh 1j gi% 0. W hen

FIG. 2: A sixrow single qubit ended with the projction
Ham iltonian h (Pi; ).
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FIG.3: Energy gap verse wih h(Pi; ) applied on the
ﬂ;\st row of a 6-row single qubit, where h® =10 @+ 2

2 4). From top to bottom , lines correspond to =
0; 0.9, 0:99; 0:999; 0:9999; 0:99999.

evaluate 1=x on a qubit, the profction Ham iltonian on
the qubit itself doesn’t contribute to 1=x. For exam ple,
conceming a single qubit, as shown in Fig.[d), with only
dentical transform ations h (I) and ended by h (Pi; ), if
h®=E @ ) sothatj,ionthe rstrow is Pi+ i,
then the energy gap is aln ost Independent of , as
shown in the top line ofFig.lJ).

However, if n Eq.B) 3+ 3%+ dbF 1, then
depends on  until _reaching H#F+ bF=hj This
is because when < 17+ bF=pj the ground-state
wavefunction has little weight on the last row, and the

rst excited state concentrates there, hence 1=x is an all,
leading to smallenergy gap. W hen > 3#%+ pFf=pj
ground state w avefunction has large part on the last row,
then just like the above siuation, energy gap is not fur-
thera ected by Increasing

To con m the above analysis, we num erically calcu—
late the energy gap of a 6row singl qubit ended with
progction H am iltonian, as shown in Fig.[d) . Thebound-
ary Ham itonian is h® = 10 @+ 1

X)l

all other Ham itonians except for that at nal row are
hi@) wih j = 1; 2; 3; 4, and on the nal row
there is a projction Ham iltonian h (Pi; By tun-—

Ing , we can detemm lne what fraction of wavefunc-
tion is proected from the 5th row to the last row. At

= 0; 0:9; 0:99; 0:999; 0:9999; 0:99999, on the 5th row
the ground state w avefinctionsare aPi+ bijliw ith a=b=
1; 023; 0:071; 0:022; 0:0071; 0:0022:F ig.[d) showsthat
theenergy gap is / =2as < j p¥+ bP¥=ajand
> 3 BF+ PFf=aj becom esindependent on

w hen .
isproportionalto = Bf+ bFF.

T he Independent



In order to m ake the ground-state wavefinction con—
centrate on the last row so that m easurem ent corre-

onds to the desired state, must be larger than
i BF+ PF¥=aj Thus the energy gap is detemm ined by
the fraction of state been profcted. If p= 7aFf + bFjis
exponentially am all, which m ay happen in certain case,
then the energy gap is exponentially an all. Fortunately,
thisdoesn’t happen to the G SQ C in plem ent ofQ uantum
Fourder T ransform , there allpro gction H am ittonians are
applied to teleportation circuit, and p=bj= 1. However,
tplaysa roke In the algorithm presented in the ollow ng
section. p

Form uliple interacting qubits, if p= HF+ HFj 1
in Eq.[B), the nuke of nding energy gap needsm odi ca—
tion: W ih allqubits ended w ith either a profction ora
boost H am iltonian containing the sam e am plifying factor

1, when estim ating 1=x for any qubi, say qubit A,

(i) at st x is set to 1; (ii) the boost H am iltonian, or
the projection H am iltonian, on gybit A itself increases x
by multiplication of orM in( ;j 3F+ PbF=aj; (i) if
qubi A directly interacts w ith another qubit, say qubit
B by Ham iltonian hpp , then we detem ine, excliding
qubit A, on the qubit B the am plitude ratio of the up—
stream part (divided by hap ) over its nalrow, 1=%,
and contrbution to 1=xp from otherqubitsare found one
by one according to Eq.[d) : ifthe upstream part ofqubit
B doesn’t coexist w ith the stateson nalrow sofa qubit,
except for qubit A, then xg should be tiplied by
ended w ith boost H am iltonian) or H%= 7%% + 1¥0F%3
(ended with profction Ham iltonian); (iv) nally, the
value of 1=x on qubi A should be muliplied by 1=xp
or ;l=xi ifmore than one qubit directly interact w ith
qubit A .

It is easy to nd that when P=aj F=a®j 1 and

1, we get the sam e result as the previous subsection.

A fter 1=x’'s on all qubits being evaluated, the m Inin um
1=x gives the energy gap scale as

/ A=xf g,

ITII. QUANTUM ALGORITHM BY GSQC

T here are som e Interesting properties for the GSQC .
A Ythough it wasshown[l8] that, conceming on tin e cost,
a quantum oom puter com posed of (tin e varying) local
Ham iltonians is equivalent to standard circuit quantum
com puter, G SQ C provides som e insights to design quan—
tum algorithm for certain problem s. For exam ple, the
progction Ham ittonian, which corresponds to m easure—
m ent In standard paradigm , can am plify the probability
at a particular state. Here we are not clain ing that the
GSQC is more powerfiill than standard quantum com —
puter, how ever, the G SQ C doesprovide a direct approach
for certain problem , as shown below is the algorithm for
the SAT problam s.

At rstwe give the sin plest exam ple, considering that
qubi 1iCNOT ocontrols an ancilla qubit that is at the

[0>+]1> [0>

i ancilla qubit

FIG.4:A ler forthecluse i= 0.
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v
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FIG.5: A lYer fortheclause i+ j= 1.

right side .n Fig.[), and their boundary Ham iltonians
m ake the ground state on their rst rowsare Pi+ i
and i, respectively. On last row s the ground state is
PiPi+ Jiji. Ifwe apply a boost H am ittonian on qubit
i and a profction Ham iltonian h (Pi; ) on the ancilla
qubit, then at the ground state the state on nalrows
becom es PiPi. The large value of m akes sure that
there is large probability to nd two electrons on the

nal row s of the two qubits at the ground state. So by
choosing pro ected state on the ancilla qubit, we can have
the selected state Pi on qubit i, and prevent the other
state jli from reaching s nalrow . Ifqubit ientangles
w ith otherqubit, such as Pij i+ jlij i, theentanglem ent
of Pij i will not be a ected. Thus we call circui in
Fig.@) a Ier ortheclausei= 0.

Another exam ple m akes m ore sense. Lets consider a
SAT problem wih clauses, each of which involves two
qubits, say qubi iand j, and requires i+ j= 1.W e can
in plem ent this clause by the G SQ C circuit n Fig.[@). In
this gure there are three qubits: qubit i, qubi jand an
ancilla qubit that is at the keft side In the gure. t'seasy
to nd that ifon the zstrow ji= ;Pi+ ;Ji; Ji=

3Pi+ 5ili and the ancilla qubits at i, then at the
ground stateon the nalrow softhe three qubitsthe state
isjijjiancillai= (; sjiPi+ ; yPiji)Ji, which sat-
is esthe clause. Thus circuit in Figl) Iters out states
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FIG. 6: A GSQC circuit solwving SAT problm wih each
clause nvolving severalbits. Box labeled \F ilter Box" repre—
sents Ier ke Fig.[ ) (onebit clause), F ig.[d) (tw o it clause)
or Fig.[d) (threebit clause).

not satisfying this sin ple clause and lts through those

satisfying states. It is in portant to note that at the be-

ginning if the satisfying states entangle w ith other qubits

not show ing in the gure, these entanglem ents keep un—
touched.

T he property of G SQ C brings up new quantum algo—
rithm naturally. Here we present one to solve the SAT
problem sasshown in Fig.[d),aG SQ C circuitto solvea 3—-
SAT problem with only 9bits. It'seasy to be extended to
N bi K SAT problm s. Each clause is In plem ented by
a\ Ierbox", and thecircuit insideeach lterboxm akes
sure that on row s in m ediately below it the ground state
satis es the clause G, or we can say those unsatisfying
statesare Iered out. T his can be realized by pro fction
and boost Ham iltonians like in Fig.[) and Fig.[H).

Th Fig.[), the initial state on the top rows of qubit
from 1 to 9 is (Pi+ i) Pi+ Ji)::(Pi+ Ji), which
is enforced by the boundary Ham iltonians, h® = E (T

x )7 the clause nvolving qubit 1, 2 and 3 is in plem ented
by ler box 1, the clause nvolving qubit 2, 3 and 4
Inplemented by lter box 4, the clause involring qubit
3,4 and 8 implmented by lterbox 6, etc.

W hen all constraints are in plem ented, at ground state
the states measured on the nalrows of the N qubis
should be superposition of all states satisfying all con—
straints. N o backtracking is needed.

C onceming energy gap, unlke the circuit for quantum
Fourer transform , in which the energy gap is determ ined
by the num ber of control operation[l4], the SAT prob-
Jem s is m ore com plicated to evaluate because i m ight
nvolve the situation to profct a very an all fraction of
state as shown in section [IICl. For exam ple, if one con—
structsa G SQ C for the G rover’s search problem w ith one
condition to nd a unique satisfying state from ¥ states,
then hewill nd that there is an ancilla qubit containing
such unnom alized state

% 1 ,
Pifatisfyingi + Jijinsatisfying™® 1 )

i=1

before the proction Ham iltonian h (Pi; ). In order to

am plify the am plitude of the correct state on the nal
row , i requires N =2, Tts energy gap is hence less
than 2 ¥ ,which is consistent w ith the lin it set by m any
other workslZ,16,17].

IV. EXAMPLE:THE 3BIT EXACT COVER
PROBLEM

Up to now the 1lers, Figl) and Fig.[d), we have
given are trivial, and now we give an exam ple on how
to mplement a Yter for a serious problem . W e focus
on the 3-bit E xact C over problem [@], an instance of SAT
problem , which belongsto NP -com plete. Follow ing is the
de nition ofthe 3-bi Exact Cover problem :

There are N bits z3; zp; 5 zy , each taking the value
Oorl.W ith O NN ) clhuses applied to them , each clause is
a constraint involving three bits: one bit has value 1 whike
the other two have value 0. The task is to determm ine the
N -bit state satisfying all the clhuses.

A . GSQC Circuit for the 3-bit E xact C over
P roblem

The algorithm is im plem ented by the circuit in Fig.[@).
Each lter box, In our algorithm , involves three qubits,
say qubi i; j and k, which are represented by gray dot
colmns in Fig.[d). W e add two ancilla qubits: qubit 1
and qubit 2, which are represented by dark dot colum ns.
Qubii; jandk atthe rstrow arein the state (Li+ Pi)
if they have not experienced any clause yet, and the two
ancilla qubits are in the states 91 and Pi on top rows
by selecting proper boundary Ham iltonians, where 71
corresponds to the state ofancilla qubit 1, and j1ito the
state of ancilla qubit 2.

Inside the dashed triangk of Fig.[d), after the st
CNOT,we obtain state fifli+ PiPi; after the second
CNOT: fifliPpi+ PiPpiPi+ Pififi+ fLiPiji; after
thethid CNOT:

£ QiPipi+ PifiPi+ PiPifi+ Fifidfd)
+ PiEifiDi+ Pifidfi+ FLiPifi+ PiPiPi) :

Im m ediately below the triangle, ifthe system staysat the
ground state, if electron in ancilla qubit 1 is m easured
to be on the row labelkd by X and at state {1, and if
the three electrons on qubit i; Jj; k are all found on the
row s labeled by X , then the threequbit state satis es
the clause except for jlijlijli.

The ancilla qubit 2, starting at state Pi, experiences
CN OT gatescontrolled by qubits jand k,and R ( =4)
transform ations, de ned nilf]lasRy ( =4), as shown
w ithin the dotted pentagon in F ig.[d) . A 1lthose transfor-
m ations happened inside the dotted pentagon are equiv—
alent to a To ol gate exospt for som e unin portant
phases[ld]: ifboth qubits j and k are in state jli, then
the ancilla qubi 2 reverses to state Jti, otherwise, it
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FIG.7: A Yer fortheclause i+ j+ k= 1. The labels on
the lines stand for corresponding H am ilttonians: I for h(I),
CNOT orh(CNOT),P (1) brprofction h (jli; )et.al At
the nalrows, B=I represents boost Ham iltonian h®; ) if
there isnom ore clause to be applied to this qubit, otherw ise,
represents identical transform ation H am iltonian h (I). There
are teleportation boxes, not shown In gure, Inserted on all
qubits between two controlH am iltonians. Som e dotsm arked
by X orY are for dem onstration convenience in text.

rem ains at state Pi. A fter this nearly To oli transfor—
m ation, if at ground state electrons iIn qubi j; k and
ancilla qubit 2 are found on rows labeled by Y, and if
ancilla qubit 2 is at Pi, then the three qubits willbe at
PiPiPi+ jLiPi+ Pijli). Thus if at ground state all
electrons are found on row s Inm ediately below both the
dashed triangl and the dotted pentagon, and if ancilla
qubitl isat ﬁi and ancilla qubit 2 at Pi, then the three
qubits i; j; k satisfy the clause:
FiPi (LiPiPi+ PijiPi+ PiPifd) :
In order to m ake the satisfying states pass through
the IYer box wih large probability, we add progction
Ham iltonians and boost Ham itonians as shown in the
lower part of Fig.[dl). The proiction Ham ilonians on
nalrow s ofthe two ancilla qubits lim it and am plify the
am plitude of the states we prefer: ancilla qubit 1 at {1,
and ancilla qubit 2 at Pi. Ifa qubit does not experience
any more clause, i will end with a boost Ham itonian,

10)

otherw ise, its quantum state w illbe teleported to a new
qubit through teleportation box, not shown in Fig.[d),
and the new qubit experiences m ore clauses. Thus the
profction H am iltonians on tw o ancilla qubits and boost
Ham iltonians on the three qubits m ake sure that the
ground-state w avefunction concentrateson the nalrows
in Fig.[l) with state at Eq.[I0).

Noting that in the lter box all the three qubits i; Jj;
and k always act as control qubits, thus the entangle—
m entsofthese three qubitsw ith other qubitsnot involred
In thisparticularclause stillkeep the sam e. W hen adding
a clause, the resulted states satisfying this clause w illalso
satisfy allprevious applied clauses. T hus unlke classical
algorithm , no backtracking is needed.

B. Energy Gap W ithout P rojcting Sm all Fraction
of State

In this subsection, we assum e applying each clause
does decrease the num ber of satisfying state gradually,
or equivalently, the progction Ham iltonian in the two
ancilla qubits in each Ier box, Figlll), does profct
appreciable part of state on the second last row . This
assum ption m ay not be correct In m any SAT problem s,
especially close to .

Tn the circuit ofF ig.[d), ifthere is at Jeast one solution,
and all electrons are sin ultaneously found on the nal
row s of all qubits, then the reading of the N -bit state
satis es allclauses.

In order to keep the energy gap from being too sm all,
like in [14], on every qubit teleportation boxes are in—
serted between two control H am iltonians, thus the to—
tal number of qubits increases whilk the energy gap

/ =28 ifall the boost and the profction Ham ito—
nians have the sam e value of am plifying factor

For one clause, ora ler box, i needs 10 teleporta—
tion boxes (each teleportation box addstwom ore qubits)
on the original ve-qubit circuit, noting that on the end
of qubit i; j and k in Fig.[d) telportation boxes are
needed because m ore clause w illbe added. T hus adding
onemore lerbox means adding 20 m ore qubits. The
num ber of clause for a NP hard 3-bi E xact C over prob—
Jem is about the sam e order as the num ber ofbits N [1],
say N wih being O (1), then there are about 20 N
qubits and each ofthem endsw ith either a profction or
a boost Ham iltonian. P robability of nding all electrons
at the nalrow s is approxin ately

5 20 N

P 1 C ; (11)

where C = 8, the length of the longest qubil[l4]. It is
assum ed that, at ground state, n each Yerbox the an—
cilla qubit 1 and 2 have appreciable probability In jliand
Pi states, respectively, before proction H am iltonians.
Laterwe w illaddress the situation when this assum ption
is violated.

In order to m ake the probability independent of num —
berofbitsN ,wetake 2= DN ,whereD isan arbitrary



number. Then asN becom es large, we obtain

P (@1 c=pN)PN e20cD, 12)

and energy gap is[l4]

/ =%/ =0°'N"); 3)
from which one can estin ate tim e cost.

To m ake the GSQC circuit at ground state, we can
use adiabatic approach: rstwesst = 1 Prboost and
progction Ham itonian on nal rows of all qubits, and
replace the single qubit Ham iltonian between the rst

two row s ofallqubits by a boost H am iltonian

1 1
—CiCi+CjC,  —

h'e; %= _ ClCy+ hx: (4)

so that the wavefunction am plitude of the rst row is
boosted as ° 1. Now in the ground state the elec—
trons concentrate at the rst rowsas 1=° ! 0, thus
the ground state is easy to be prepared, and the energy

gap / =r’ wih n = 8 being the length ofthe longest
qubit. Thenext step istuming the quantity 1= %to 1 adi
abatically, during which the energy gap rem ains at  =r?

and the ground-state w aveflinction spreads to other row s
from }ghe rst row . The third step istuming 1= from 1
tol= DN adiabatically. In this process the energy gap

decreases m onotonically from  =n’ to what we cbtained

above: =DN 4, and the ground-state wavefiinction con—
centrateson the nalrowsofallqubitaswewish. Thus
the scale of tine cost isabout T / 1= 2/ N #[19], Iocal
adiabatic approach m ay reduce the tin e cost further2d].

C. Energy Gap for SAT P roblem s

Above analysis is under the assum ption that the num -
ber of satisfying states gradually decreases as the clauses
are in plem ented one by one. There is a situation that
m Ight hurt our algorithm : affer adding one m ore clause,
the num ber of satisfying states drops dram atically. Just
like what happens to G rover’s search algorithm , in w hich
the num ber of satisfying states drops from 2V to 1, and
as shown in Eq.[@), our algorithm nvolves a projction
Ham iltonian on an ancilla qubit to progct an exponen—
tially an all fraction of a state, thus the energy gap eval-
uation in the above subsection becom es nvalid.

D oes this happen to the general SAT problem s? In
[8] i was suggested that close to the threshold . com—
putational com plexity m ight be related w ith the fom -
Ing of a backbone, each of a subset of bits has average
valie close to 1 or 0 In the subspace of satisfying states.
T he existence of the backbone m eans that m ost satisfy—
Ing states contain the state represented by the backbone,
and if adding one m ore clause kicks out the states con—
sistent w ith the backbone from satisfying subspace, the
num ber of satisfying states drops dram atically, and this
corresponds to pro fcting a an all fraction of state.

Perform ance of our algorithm isnot a ected by form —
Ing of backbone, however, as m ore clauses applied, the
disappearance ofthe already existed backbone in the sat—
isfying subspace surely hurts. T here is a criterion deter—
m ining e clency of our algorithm : the ratio Sy=Sj; 1,
with Sy being the number of solutions when the jth
clause is applied, and S5, ; the num ber of solutionswhen
the (j+ 1)th clause isapplied. Forexam ple, Sp=S; = 8=3
for 3-bit Exact Cover problem . If Sy=Sj;; 1, on
the ancilla qubit of the (j+ 1)th lter box, the prob—
ability of nding electron on its nal row will be p
T CS=( 2SjJr 1)) . Tom ake sure of appreciable proba-
bility of ndingall nson the nalrow ofallqubits,
an overhead factor S4=S;+1 for on the ancilla qubit
is needed, hence the am plifying factor In the profction
Ham iltonian on the ancilla qubit should be S4=S4+ 1.
According to the analysis in SeclIICl, the energy gap
m ight be also determ ined by the param eter S;=S5, ; . Be—
cause In a Ier box, the ancilla qubit will end after the
profction Ham iltonian, which should be at the position
of qubit 8 or qubit 10 in Fig.[l) without the dotted line
llow ing. A ccording to the rule described in section [IICl,
the param eter 1=x on this ancilla qubit should be

1
< : 15)
S5
S J+ 1

X e

M in ;

T he energy gap thus is

Sj+ 1

=M in —
8’ 4
Sy

16)

If this ratio S5+ 1=S5 happens to be exponentially sm all,
then our algorithm cannot soke the SAT problem in
polynom al tine. W e cannot know in advance what
S4+1=S5 is, however, we m ight be able to identify back-
bone by trials, and then choose proper order to im ple—
ment clauses so that Sy 1=S; always can be kept not
too am all. However, if the NP € om plete problem m eans
that one can never avoid an exponentially sm allS 44 1=S+,
then the quantum algorithm cannot solve NP -C om plete
problem In polynom ialtime.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated that a ground
state quantum com puter can solve a general SAT prob-—
Jem . A speci cexample, the 3-bit E xact C over problem ,
isgiven. W e show that a 3-bit Exact Cover problem can
be solved by the quantum algorithm described here, and
the tin e cost is related w ith the num berofbitsN and the
param eter Sy, 1=S5. IfS4; 1=S5 stays only polynom ially
an all, then the presented algorithm can solve this SAT
problem in polynom ialtim e. It w ill be interesting if one

nds the equivalent algorithm by standard paradigm .
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