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Robust quantum computation withlevel quantum systems (qudits) poses two requiremenss; garallel
guantum gates and high fidelity two-qudit gates. We first dieschow to implement parallel single qudit
operations. It is by now well known that any single-quditterny can be decomposed into a sequence of Givens
rotations on two-dimensional subspaces of the qudit sgetess Using a coupling graph to represent physically
allowed couplings between pairs of qudit states, we thew shat the logical depth of the parallel gate sequence
is equal to the height of an associated tree. The implenientat a given unitary can then optimize the tradeoff
between gate time and resources used. These ideas amai#idstor qudits encoded in the ground hyperfine
states of the atomic alkali€$Rb and33Cs. Second, we provide a protocol for implementing paiiakel non-
local two-qudit gates using the assistance of entanglei paios. Because the entangled qubits can be prepared
non-deterministically, this offers the possibility of hifidelity two-qudit gates.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx

I. INTRODUCTION dates for quantum computation with qubits work by encoding
in a subspace of a system with many more accessible levels.

Control over all the levels is important for state prepamti

Quantum computation requires the ability to process quanéimulating quantum processes, and measurement. In particu
tum data on a time scale that is small compared to the er

) : . : lar, encoding in decoherence-free subspaces usuallyiesol
ror rate induced by environmental interactions (decof®en  .,ni16| over multiple distinguishable states. Additidpafor
Robust computation results when the rate of error in the co

"Small quantum computations, a fixed unitatye U (d) for d

M&mall but | than 2, ften be impl ted with high
threshold independent of the size of the computational regdg e, DuLiarger ;nan 2, can oen b€ Impementectivita nigner

. o, . fidelity in a single qudit rather than by simulation with two-
ister. The threshold theorem implies such rates exist, hut iy it ‘gates. Further, at the level of tensor structures,esom
assumes arbrFrary connectivity between sub_systen_m aﬂ“{e" quantum processing may be more efficient with qudits, e.qg.
the ability to |mplgment the control operations W'.th a high e Fourier transform over an abelian group whose order is
degree of parallelismi]. Quantum computer architectures, not divisible by two []. It is straightforward to show that
th_erefore, should be designed to support parallel gate- Opeﬁa'rve qubit emulation of qudits is inefficiers|

ations and measurements. At the software level some wor

has been done regarding parallel computation with qubits. Fast single-qudit gate times are importantin order to imple
For example, certain quantum algorithms such as the quamment quantum error correction before errors accumuigte |
tum Fourier transform can be parallelized,[and there are In Sectionll we deriveparallel implementations of general
techniques to compress the logical depth of a quantum ciene-qudit unitary gates, where the quantum one-qudit gate |
cuit on qubits using the commutativity of gates in the Clif- brary is restricted to a small set of couplings between two-
ford group []. Further, by using distributed entanglement re- dimensional subspaces (Givens rotations). The choice®f th
sources, some frequently used control operations can be pdgivens library of one-qudit gates reflects standard cogplin
allelized []. diagrams, i.e. the particular rotations obey selectioasunh

This work concerns parallel unitary operations on qudits,the physical system that encodes the qudit. Prior work con-

i.e. d level systems where typically > 2. There are several sidered minimum-gate circuits for such generalized cagpli

reasons for considering such systems. Many physical candfi2grams but did not further optimize these circuits in rm
of depth B]. Parallelism is possible because quantum gates

on disjoint subspaces can be applied simultaneously, aixthe

pense of additional control resources. Our method is partic
*Electronic addresleary@cs.umd.edu larly helpful for experimental implementations becauseit
tElectronic addressgavin.brennen@uibk.ac.at be applled to a large class of. systems with dlfferer!t allowed
*Electronic addresssbullo@super.org physical couplings. We provide examples for qudit control
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with ground electronic hyperfine levels&Rkb and¥3cs and  of inverse rotations realizes the unitary itself (up to agdia
show that it is possible to achieve impressive speed-up witimal gate). There aré(d — 1) /2 elements below the diagonal;

these systems using three pairs of control fields. hence the gate count in Eq2)( The entire synthesis then
Further, in Sectiorlll we obtain depth-optimized (paral- follows byU = D[ﬂ?idfl)/szgkg]- Using an Euler decompo-

lel) implementations of non-local two-qudit gates. Specifi sjtion of SU(2), the diagonal gate can be can be built using
cally, we describe how these operations, which genericedly 3(d — 1) Givens rotations.

quire O(d®) elementary two-qudit gates, can be parallelized A second way to synthesize a unitary transformation is to
to depthO(d?) usingO(d?) maximally entangledjubit pairs  yse a spectral decomposition

(e-bits). While the protocol is not optimized in terms ofiesb

consumed, it is a step forward to the goal of high fidelity two- d-1 +

qudit gates. The qubit resources can be chosen to be apcillar U= J_LWzCeWg (4)
degrees of freedom of the particle encoding the qudit. Thus =

they can be prepared in entangled pairs non-determinigtica

ang thrgied bef?r? the r;f)rll_"?rgal_ gatle is imglemeniﬁd.l the eigenvector corresponding to ttik eigenvalue ot), and
ird aspect of parallelismd] involves reducing the log- C, is the identity matrix with itg¢, /) element replaced by the

ical depth of a circuit by judicious grouping of single- and . np .
two-particle gates that can be performed at the same time steéth elg_envalue. Each ma”wz implements a state-synthesis
operation and can be implemented as a produéefy, @).

assuming connectivity of the particles. This is roughlylana . . . ) . . .
gousto cgllassic circuit%ayoutsgnd will not be consi%erye@he The f'rSt. major topic of this _vvork IS paralleﬁsm, both in stat
synthesis and in the two unitary constructions above.
Particular physical systems exhibit symmetries that con-
. PARALLELISM IN STATE SYNTHESIS AND UNITARY strain and refine the broad picture of unitary evolution pre-
TRANSFORMATION FOR A SINGLE QUDIT sented so farg, 10]. This work focuses on systems in which a
limited number of pairs of states can be coupled at any given

In typical physical systems encoding a single qudit, arbi_tlme. The examplar system is a qudit encoded in the ground

trary couplings are not allowed. Whereas we can represeﬁyperﬁne state of a neutral alkali atom, where the number of
: ; irs that may be coupled at once is determined by the number

any unitar U (d) as an operator generated from an appro2!s L .
y Weu( P 9 PPIO0¢ lasers incident on the atoms. Other candidate systems for

. 2

priate set of Hamiltonians, vi) = e"z?zotj hy wheretj e R quantum computation, such as flux based Josephson junction
andy/—1h;j € u(d) with hj = h}f, itis generally not possible to qudits and electronic states of trapped ions, may allow this
turn on all the couplingl; at the same time. Itis a problem of type of control.
quantum control to determine how to simulate a single-qudit We recall how selection rules on an atom with hyperfine
unitary using a sequence of available couplings. electron structure constrains the allowed Givens evatstif

Because quantum computations need only be simulated Upe systemd, 11]. A pair of Raman pulses can couple states
to a global phase, we restrict ourselves to implementaténs |F|,Mr) <> [Fi,Mg). In the linear Zeeman regime, a specific
a generic unitary) € SU(d). One way to aimplement isby ~ pair of hyperfine states can be addressed by choosing the ap-
a covering with gates generated by th&2) subalgebras; propriate frequency and polarization of the two Raman beams

whereW, is a unitary matrix that maps the basis stgteto

acting on the subspaces spanned by the state (iirsj )): The coupling acts on the electron degree of freedom which
imposes a selection ruMg = Mg — Mg = £2,+1,0. To

gik = {INV M=K+ ki, demonstrate the power of our unitary synthesis techniqae, w
' )\gj"k = —i(|j)(K =K (], (1) restrict discussion to the selection rd&lr = Mg — Mg =

)\Jz’k = i) {| = K (k| } +1,0. This restriction is valid when the detuning of each Ra-

man laser beam from the excited state is much larger than the
This is realized by &R decomposition of thenverseunitary ~ hyperfine splitting in the excited stata > Eeny) [17). There
into a product of unitary (Givens) rotation matrices thairee  is a practical advantage to restricting discussion to thliscs

it to diagonal formD: tion rule. Spontaneous emission during the Raman gatesscale
asy ~ 'Q1Q,|/A%, whereQ; , are the Rabi frequencies of
f o rieh2 . the two Raman beams afids the spontaneous emission rate
D' = [ J_II szka}u : (2)  from the excited state. Working in the limit of large detugsn

reduces errors due to spontaneous scattering events.
Here, each Givens rotation can be chosen to be a function of The hyperfine levels for d = 8 qudit and the induced cou-

two real parameters only: pling graph are shown in Figsl. and2. We assume that the
amplitude and phase of the Raman beams can be controlled so
Gik(y,®) = o Y(cosgN  —sing\],) (3)  that each Givens rotatio@(y, ) can be generated in a sin-

gle time step (se€d]). Itis notable that while the multitude of
Typically, parameters are chosen so that consecutive &ivernyperfine levels in atomic systems provides a large statespa
rotations introduce an additional zero below the diagomal oof quantum information processing, these states are aensit
the unitary. Thus a sequence of such rotations realizesithe ito errors. For instance, it is possible to choose disjoirt-tw
verse unitary up to relative phases, and the reversed seguerdimensional subspaces, spanned {0, Mr),|Fi, —MF)},
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Gz3). and 4 (eliminated bys14), We can then eliminate the
has two resulting leaves 1 and 2, and then 6 and 5. Therefore, we
have constructed a rotation sequence

Gos5Go6Ge1G52G14G23Go7

& M R that synthesizef) in 7 steps.
B) By To understand the potential for parallelism, note that some
T —— :gFB, £ of these rotati_ons commute and can therefqre be a_pp_ligd in
parallel. This is a special case of the assertion that iefnit
Mp=-2 -1 0 1 2 imal unitariesihy,ihy € u(d) may be applied in parallel iff

[hy,hp] = 0 iff €M and€e'™™ commute for all real. We rely

FIG. 1. A singled = 8 qudit encoded in the ground state hyperfine On the following result.

levels of8’Rb. A pair of lasers can couple states in different hyper-

fine manifolds according to the selection ralelg = 0, +1. Proposition 1.1 A subsequence of p rotations can be applied
in parallel if and only if all2p indices are distinct.

0 1 2 Proof: Itis easy to verify that if all four indices are distinct,
/ | X | X | \ thenGjkGnm= GnmGjk. Conversely, if the four indices are not
7 6 5 4 3 distinct, then the order of application matters and theestioe
rotations cannot be applied in parallel. The result folldys
FIG. 2: Coupling graph fof"Rb. induction onp. U
Using square brackets to group rotations that can be ap-
plied in parallel, the 7-step rotation sequence of our examp
that are insensitive to small magnetic field fluctuationsiglo becomes the 4-step parallel rotation sequence
the quantization axis. Fluctuating fields along differexes
have negligible effect provided a large enough fixed Zeeman GosGo6[Ge1Gs52] [G14G23G07] - (5)
field is applied. There are no such error avoidance codes when
using the entire hyperfine. Hence parallelism, on a scale tha The nextinteresting question is how we might determine an
can support error correction on a time scale fast compared terdering of rotations to produce a parallel rotation segeen
environmental noise, will be crucial. with a small number of steps. To answer this question, we
build upon an algorithm of He and Yesh&|[ Sec. 3.1]. Given
a spanning tree, they creatdimary computation tre¢BCT)
by working from the bottom up and replacing every internal
node in the spanning tree by a leaf connected to a chajn of
) ) ) nodes, where is the number of children of the node. They
To implement the unitary state synthesis op_erx{@r W€  then attach one child to each of the new nodes. The final result
construct a sequence of rotations taking a particular véoto s 5 pinary tree. (This process is illustrated in Fig@rer a
a given §tat¢£). Again, this is tech_nlcally the reverse of state spanning tree of the coupling graph in Fig@reooted at node
synthesis: W|() = |i) for a generic pure statg) invertsto 3y The following proposition shows that the number of steps

a sequence of unitari&; (v, ¢) accomplishingV' () =[¢). 5oy parallel rotation sequence is equal to the height ef th
Thus in the applicatior¢) will be the fiducial state, and we gcT, ot the height of the spanning tree.

attempt to treat all possibilities. We abbreviate the iotadf

Edg. @) by Gjk. Proposition 1.2 An ordering of the rotations can be obtained
One tool for identifying sequences of rotations that pr@duc by constructing the BCT for a spanning tree of the coupling

V\/[Jr is the rotation or coupling graph, in which noglés con-  graph and scheduling each rotation at time step k where k

nected to nodé if a rotation between rowg andk is physi- is the height of the BCT and j is the distance of the two leaves

cally realizable 1 3. Thenv\/; is constructed by the sequence of the rotation from the root of the BCT. The resulting number

of rotations determined by constructing a spanning tretectbo  Of steps is k- 1.

at/ and successively eliminating leaf nodes by a rotation with _ )

their parent. Recall, a spanning tree of a gr&{\,E) con- Proof: In constructing .thg BCT, we have split each node_of

nects alld = |V| nodes ofG with exactlyd — 1 edges from the the spanning tree that is involved in more than one rotation

A. Achieving parallelism in state synthesis

setE. into a chain of nodes, each on a distinct level. This assures
Consider, for example, the coupling graph of FigareTo  that rotations on the same level commute and therefore can be
perform state synthesis fod), we can form a spanning tree applied in parallel. O

by breaking the edge between 1 and 5, breaking one of the The resulting ordering is within a factor @(log, m) of
edges in the cycle,8,2,4,1,6,0, and choosing the root to be optimal, wherem is the number of rotationsL]]. We next
|0). If we break the edge between 2 and 4, then the resultingresent a direct (in fact greedy) algorithm which also csder
tree has three leaves, 7 (eliminated®y;), 3 (eliminated by the rotations for optimal parallelism.



3 3a TABLE I: Parallel rotation sequences for state synthesisgugser
| /\ Raman coupled connections between hyperfine staf&'sbf
& 3 2% |0) Gos [GoeGs2] [Ge1Go7] [G14G23]
7/ N\ 1) G16 [Ge0G14] [GosGaz] [G23Go7]
5 4 12) Gos [G24Gs0] [Ga1G23] [G16G07]
| | = 13) Gs2 G24 Gas [Gs0Ga] [G16Go7]
0 1 2a 4a |4) Ga1 [G16Ga2] [G25Gs0] [G23G07]
| | / \ /\ 15) Gso [G52G07] [GosGo4] [Ge1G23]
7 6 2 5a 4 la 6) Ge1 [G14Ge0] [GosGazl [G23Go7]
/ \ / \ [7)  G70 Gos [Ge1Gos| [G14Gs2] G23
5 0a 1 6
/ \ 0 1 2 3 4

5 6
" s 1 st s g e e

FIG. 3: A spanning tree (left) and a BCT (right) for node $&kb.
FIG. 4: Coupling graph fot33cs.

At each step, consider each leaf of the spanning tree in order Optimal parallel rotation sequences, constructed using

of its distance from the root (more distant leaves first), anq:’ropositionll.z are given in Tabld. They require 5 steps

process (remove) any leaf whose rotation can be applied if, |3 and|7) and 4 steps for the other kets, rather than the 7
parallel with those already chosen for processing. The tW%teps of the sequential algorithm.

algorithms give the same number of steps but perhaps assign
a different timing to some rotations. For example, the gyeed
algorithm applied to the spanning tree on the left of Figaire
yields

b. Hyperfine levels of*3cs. The coupling graph of al-
lowed transitions fot33cs is given in Figure4. We partition
these transitions into three groups:

The outer chainof (red) transitions betweed5), |0),
G32G24G25[G50Ga1][Go7G16 5 °
113),12), 11, |4), [9), |6), and|7).
while the BCT on the right of the figure yields the schedule

e Theinner chainof (blue) transitions betweed4), |1),
G32G24[G25Ga1][Gs0G16| Go7- 112), |3),]10), |5), and|8).

Both rotation sequences require 5 steps.

Therefore, we can determine an ordering for the rotations
to perform state synthesis fof) by considering in turn each
possible spanning tree rooted|ét, constructing an ordering

for it, and choosing the ordering that provides the smaIIesChain of transitions to depopulaf®), [6), [9), [4) (in order)

number of steps. . ._and then15), |0), |13), |2), and then use the ladder transition
It is possible that resource constraints prevent us from im;

lementing a parallel ordering. Suopose for example adidnit from |11) to |3). Similarly, the inner chain of transitions can
P gap g.=upp P "™ pe used to emptiid), |1, [12),|8), |5), and finally|10). This
number of laser beams allows us to apply only two rotations ; : : . .
. . . pattern of using the outer chain, the inner chain, and a&ingl
at at time. State synthesis f{)) (Eq.5) can still be accom- - . . .
. . . . ) ladder transition accomplishes state synthesis for atranpi
plished using a 4-step rotation sequence, but it requiresma n

e A ladderof transitions between the two chains.

Sinced = 16, state synthesis requires 15 rotations. If the
gesired state i$3), for example, then we can use the outer

trivial rearrangement: state.
. Complete parallelism is possible in the application of ro-
Gos[GosGs2l[Ge1Go7][G14G23) - (6) tations from the outer chain with those in the inner, since no

state is involved in both chains. If two rotations can be egapl

In general, such a constrained scheduling problem is difficu at once, then we need 9 steps for state synthesisjoor |7)

to solve exactly, although good heuristics exist. and 8 steps for the other kets. We illustrate such a scheme
in Figures5 and6, marking each transition with the step at

which it is used.
B. Examples of parallelism in state synthesis

. . - 0 2 3 4 5 6
We apply our state synthesis algorithms to rubidium and /1 | V%% | §<5 | §<4 | §<3 | §<2 | \k
cesium.

a. Hyperfine levels df'Rb.  Only the 9 transitions cor- 15 14 13 12 11 10 8 7
responding to the edges of the coupling graph of Fiquaee

allowed, and the edge between 1 and 5 will not be used in oflG. & _State synthe_s_is fot) for_the Cesium alkali using two-way
algorithms, since it does not lead to speed-Li.[ parallelism. All transitions are directed towddd.
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C. Parallelism in one-qudit unitary processes These 15 steps are optimal for 2-way parallelism; the lagt tw
rotations must be applied sequentially, so the 28 rotatians

Recall that a state synthesis routine yields routines for renot be applied in 14 steps. _ _
alizing arbitrary one-qudit unitary evolutions in (at lasvo A similar  construction using the Cesium cou-
different ways: by invoking th&R matrix decomposition Pling graph shows that at most 29 steps are required
(Eq.2) or by the spectral theorem (E4). The number of par- Using 7-way parallelism. We order the rows as
allel steps for a generic unitary can be significantly greate15,14,0,13,1,12,2,11,3,10,4,9,5,8,6,7.  The rotatiosedu
when using the spectral theorem. For example,8fao, N the first column are
the spectral decomposition would take 68 steps plus the step
needed to apply the phases. The number of steps to apply G[g’OG%BGg*ZGél16%31*4(;‘(‘*396%56]9’6
parallelQRis much less; with 3-way parallelism it is at most 0,14°2131%52,120911,3%34,10°55,8736, 715
2n—3=13 (n = 8) plus the steps to apply the phases. AISOWhile in other columns we use rotations that eliminate an ele

note that the sequenti@Rrequiresn(n —1) /2= 28 steps, so ment in any row by a rotation with the element directly above

this |sac_on3|derable speedup. . . it. The time steps are as follows:
A rotation sequence that achieves this bound of 13 steps
for QR can be constructed using the precedence graph, _ _ }
for the computation 16]. Suppose we order the rows as 15 e XX XX X XX XX XX XX
p : pp . - 1 x X X X X X X X X X X X X X
7,5,0,6,1,4,2 3. We usually use rotations that eliminatean o0 |9 16 x x x X X X X X X X X X X A
element in any row by a rotation with the element directly 13 |8 15 17 x x x X X X X X X X X X X
above it, but in the first column we use the rotation sequence 1 |1 14 16 18 x x x x x x X X X X X X
12 {1 13 15 17 19 x X X X X X X X X X X
2|7 12 14 16 18 20 x X X X X X X X X X
G70G05G0s|G52G61][G14G23)- 11 |6 11 13 15 17 19 21 x X X X X X X X X
. . L 1 10 12 14 16 18 20 22x X X X X X X X
This sequence specifies predecessors for each rotatiorinthio | 1 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23x x X X X X X
first column. Define the predecessors of arotationforcoeimn 4 |5 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24x Xx X X X X
after the first to be the rotations zeroing elements to théhsou ~ © g g g 1(1) g ii g ig g(l) gg giXZGX X XX
. . . . X X X X
west and northwest, if those_ rotations exist. Each rotation o | 7 7 "9 17 13 15 17 19 21 23 25 27x  x x
can be performed after all of its predecessors are completed g | 5 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28x X
1 3 5 7 911 13 15 17 19 21 23 25 27 20

Therefore, the numerical value of each entry below the diago 7 |

nal in the following matrix denotes the step at which theentr

can be zeroed: If fewer parallel resources are available, we can again
reschedule our steps as done above for Rubidium. For 3-way

parallelism, for example, we can schedule the rotations as

77X XX X X X XX
514xXx X X X XX
0]58x x x X XX
61379 x x x XX 157 x X X X X X X X X X X X X X X%
1126810 x x x x 141 4 x X X X X X X X X X X X X X
0119 24 x X X X X X X X X X X X X X
41157 911 x x X 13 |17 22 26 x X X X X X X X X X X X
21246 81012 x x 1] 3192428 x X X X X X X X X X X X
31135 7 9 11 13x | 12| 217 21 26 30 X X X X X X X X X X X
) ) ) ) 2 (11 15 19 23 28 32 x X X X X X X X X X
Thus, using 3-way parallelism, an arbitrary unitary canfpea 11 | 6 13 16 21 26 30 34 x X X X X X X X X
plied in 13 steps, plus the steps for phasing. 3] 211 14 18 23 28 32 35x X X X X X X X
If only 2-way parallelism is allowed, then more steps are 10 | 1 10 13 16 21 25 30 33 36x x x x X X X
necessary. We schedule rotations by cycling through the;1 i ‘; 191) ig ig gg 557) 2; g’g 3; n XXX
columns in round-robin order (right to left), scheduling at 3 6 8 10 14 18 22 27 31 34 37 39x x X x
most one rotation per column, until all rqtanons aresched- g | 7 5 7 ‘g9 12 15 20 25 29 33 36 38 40X X X
uled. If the predecessors of the column’s next rotation are g | o 4 6 g8 10 13 17 22 27 31 34 37 39 41x x
sched_uled,thenthatrotatlon |sscheduledf0rtheead1g5t- 701 3 5 7 9121520 24 29 32 35 38 40 42
able time step after their scheduled steps. The resulting ti
steps are: A summary of the tradeoff between resources and gate
7% X x X X x X times with qudits encoded in ground hyperfine level§’&b
514 x X X X X XX
0610 x x X X XX 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
A 321 93] 441 88 88 LY
12 7 912 x x X X
211 5 811 13 x x x 15 14 13 12 11 10 9 8 7
212 4 6 912 14 x x
31 3 5 7 10 13 15x | FIG. 6: State synthesis fo7) for the Cesium alkali using two-way

) parallelism.
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] _ N and therefore we may construap;,, k., } by solvingd — 1 lin-
TABLE II: Number of parallel steps to synthesize a generiary ear equationsd. Since diagonal gates commute, the simu-
operatiorlJ, up to a diagonal gat®, on a single atomic qudit. Each lati it AZ Y i imall llel .

Raman pair of laser beams counts as a single resource arogjite | ation (in erms. 0 J,k) IS maXI.ma y parallél, requiring one
depth is the number of parallel Raman gate sequences needad i Step. If onlyk-wise parallelism is allowed, then the number of

QRdiagonalization o). The number in parenthesis is our best lower Steps isf (n — 1) /K].

bound. The tradeoff between time and resources is evident. We next consider the case that omyk and )\{k are al-

Parallelism Logical Deptie’Rb (d=8) T33Cs (d=16) lowed. Again choose any spanning treg for the coupling
7-way 13 (10) 29 (26) graph and construgtp; . i, } by solvingd — 1 linear equations.
6-way 13 (11) 30 (26) Color the edges of the tree so that no node has two edges of
5-way 13 (11) 31 (26) the same color. (For example, in Figlireve need 3 colors be-
4-way 13 (11) 35 (26) cause node 2 has 3 edges.) Now for any edge), we may
3-way 13 (11) 42 (42) indeed realize'8 K\« = 1 WXkt Ak dta(i Mk for ap-
2-way 15 (15) 62 (61)

i ito\Y

120 (120) propriate timings. Evolutions'®ix and é2)ix do not com-
mute and may not be applied in the same time step. Yet we

may group the evolutions for a single color — black, for exam-

ple — in three time steps as
and'®Cs is given in Tablél. As noted above, the 2-way con-

struction of 15 steps fot’Rb is optimal. Similar reasoning (11 black€ @< MK [ 1 black @)
gives the 2- and 3-way lower bounds f&¥Cs; for example, %[} black€®HHik]

118 rotations divided by 3 gives 40 steps plus two final steps__ o . . )

for the last two rotations. The other lower bounds in the ta-Given a sufficient number of operations per step, this realiz
ble are obtained assuming a completely connected coupling in 3c parallel steps, where is the number of colors, re-
graph andf/2)-way parallelism. In that case, fif= 2P, we gardless of the number of levels in the spanning tree. Hence,
can inserin/2 zeros in the first column at step 1, uprig4 the construction is optimized by choosing a spanning trae th
zeros in the first two columns 2 at step 2, ... , 1 zero in the firsfinimizes the number of colors. The number of coloris

p columns at stepp, and then start the reduction in thgn ~ Pounded by the maximum valency, of any node in the cou-
column forj = p+1,...,n—1 at step logn+2(j — log,n), pling graph; if the coupling graph itself is a tree, then the
for a total of log N+ 2(n— 1—log, n) steps. Other choices of number of colors is exactlg,. When control resources are

rotation sequences may reduce some entries in the table.  limited, we make a similar coloring, but limit the number of
edges of a given color to the maximum number of operations

allowed per step.

The spanning tree of Figured for 8Rb requires
three colors for the edges. A diagonal compu-
%ation can be done with the gate sequenEe =
925 [ei (Pz.sxésé%ﬂégé%ﬂ\il] [ei #0050 (92,4?\5,46“1)1,6)\16] ,
which requires 9 parallel Raman pulse sequences. Similarly
Cesium requires 9 parallel Raman pulse sequences.

The above treatment works for synthesizing an arbi-

1-way 28 (28)

Pa(10N]

D. Parallel diagonal gates

Up to this point our discussion has counted the number o
parallel steps needed to construct any single-qudit ynitpr
to a diagonal gat®. Synthesizing the diagonal gate is unnec-
essary if the target qudit will remain dormant until a measur

ment in the computational basis. However, if the qudit will i | ith ; .
be targetted by subsequent operations then it will be necedAry diagonal gatd without prior processing. However,

sary to phase the basis states of the qudit appropriately. weenerically, the gat® follows the diagonalization process

next consider parallel constructions fr There are two vari- Process described in SetC. In that case some of pairwise

ations of this problem to discuss. In the first, we define a gat@nasing operations can be subsumed in earlier steps therefo
to be an evolution by the generamTk, wherej andk are reducing the total number of Raman pulse sequences. First,

paired levels. In the second, the gate library is restrited since Propositioml.1 can be extended to any unitary, not just

Givens rotations (Eq3) as is the case in systems controlled rotations of the formGyc, we can apply a phase correction

with Raman laser pairs. Here one cannot realize a diagoné{ISIng .edge(Lk.) as soon as we are finished with those two
rows in the diagonalization. Second, we are allowed to

Hamiltonian directly but rather may simulaté'e using an  cpoose an edge set for phasing different than the one we used
Euler angle decomposition. _ for diagonalization. For example, using 3-way parallelfem
First, note that theD gate itself need only be simulated Rypjgium, at times 1112, and 13 of the diagonalization, we
up to a local phase: e.g., we may chde SU(d). Simu-  can apply a phase correction using edes); at times 14,
lating a diagonal gate withl — 1 independent phases should 15 and 16 we can us@,0),(6,1), and(5,2); and at times
require appropriate couplings betweer- 1 pairs of states. 17 18 and 19 we can finish by usiri§,5), (1,4), and(2,3).
There is a large amount of freedom in the choice of thea simjjar idea works for Cesium using 7-way parallelism:
set of thed — 1 state pairs: anp < SU(d) can be writ- 4t times 2728, and 29 use edgf,14); at times 3031,
ten D = 94 €®%miminkn | provided the set of edges = and 32 use (15,0),(14,1),(13.2),(12,3),(11,4),(10,5),
{(im.km)} creates a spanning tree of the coupling graph. Foand (9,6); and at times 334, and 35 use
{i)\ik : (j,k) € E} spans the diagonal subalgebrasafd), (0,13),(1,12),(2,11),(3,10),(4,9),(5,8), and (6,7). In



Rubidium, six extra Raman pulse sequences is optimal fothe amount of entanglement consumed using the resource
phasing when nodef) and |3) are involved in the last |®]) is low, i.e. one e-dit log(d) e-bits, such a protocol
rotation, and six pulses ending o8) and|7) is optimal for ~ would still require high fidelity (local) two-qudit gates be
Cesium. We require no more than three and six simultaneousveenA and B. As hinted at in the first paragraph of this
couplings respectively, which is also the number requiced f section, a second alternative is to teleport the gate itself
optimal diagonalization. ing an adaptation of the two-qubit gate teleportation proto
col [19, 20] [21, §2]. In such an implementation one would
build a generic two qudit gate betweénand B using mul-
Ill. PARALLELIZED NON-LOCAL TWO-QUDIT GATES tiple applications of a gate teleport sequence where each se
guence consumed two e-dits. Such a protocol would require
In this section we propose an implementation of an arbitrary1€ Preparation of high fidelity e-dits and the implemenai
non-local unitaryJ € U (d?) between two qudité andB. We of generahzed two-qudit BeII-mgasurements between a mem-
suppose the qudits are spatially separated in some quantJffy auditand one half of an e-dit. _ _
computing architecture, yet this architecture has theluiipa Here we describe a simple protocol forimplementing a non-
to (i) prepare a large reservoir of maximally entangkbe-(2) local two qud|t_gat§, WhICh has the advantagg that one need
qubits and (ii) the ability to shuttle halves of such Beligaio ~ ONly prepare high fidelity e-bits. If several qubits can be-co
that they are spatially close to qudsandB. Hence, part of  trolled together, the entire non-local gate can be paiztiel
the costing is the number of such Bell pairs (e-bits) conslime© reduce the overallimplementation time by a factodod).
in the nonlocal gate. To be clear, we describe only a nonlocal
two-qudit gate rather than a teleported two-qudit gate rimgan
that quantum operations are performed on two qudits rather
than four. The optimization of such a nonlocal gate presente
here arises by considering its component rotations in tefms ~ Consider a one-qudit unitary gate controlled on(dit- 1):
the QRdecomposition. 42
Befo_re stating the protchl, we argue for yvhy it is needed. A(V) = Zo|j><j |®1g+|d—1){d—1/@V.
Two criteria must be satisfied to realize high performance =
two-qudit gates. First, nonlocality itself is desirablepsh
quantum computer architectures impose spatial limitatmm We label the control qudiA and the target qudB. This sub-
inter-qudit couplings. It is very inconvenient to simplycapt ~ section describes how such a gate can be implemented using
this limitation, since fault tolerant computation reqsin-
nectivity [1L7]. Now one might also suggest directly swapping
qudits in order to achieve the required connectivity. Y&t th 2 an e-pit. The ancilliary e-bit is encoded in a pair of

A. A non-local controlled unitary gate

1. operators local té andB

swap gate itself may be faulty, and thus the resources redjuir qubits, sayA; andB, again withA; neighboringA and
to make swapping fault tolerant might be prohibitive. B:1 neighboringB. The joint state of the ancilla is the
Second, reliable computation requires high fidelity two- Bell pair|®*) = (1/1/2) (|00) + |11))a, B, -

qudit gates. Usually, Hamiltonians capable of entangling

distinct qudits are difficult to engineer (at any fidelity)dan 3. a controlled-not gate controlled on the qudit and tar-
would require effort to optimize for fidelity. Thus, one wdul geting an ancilliary qubit. As a formula, this gate is
likely choose a particular physically available entangliwo- M(0%) = 393 (jl@lz—|d—1)(d- 1| @ 0.

gudit Hamiltonian, e.g. perhaps the controlled-phase gate
Po = €MO{02I00 and then exploit this with local unitary - SPCE A )
similarity transforms to achieve arbitrary Givens rotatide- cilla bit. As a formula, this is (also, confusingly)
tween qudit levels. The entire process might simulate any M(V) =10){0[®1a+[1) {1 V.

U € U(d?) [€]. Local unitary similarity transforms arose nat- The controlled gate of iter should be considered to be a
urally in this discussion, and it further implies that twoeit  primitive, highly engineered as discussed in the previegs s
nonlocality in such a scheme would follow, given a nonlocaltion. The controlled gate of ites might be decomposed into

protocol for a single entangling Hamiltonian. local gates and the gate of iteBusing standard techniques
It is difficult to design an architecture for two-qudit uni- [g 9, 10].

taries which allows for both high-fidelity and high conneeti The procedure for realizingy (V) is as follows.

ity. Some possibilities are noteworthy. As opposed to archai

of swapping operations, distant qudits might be swapped us- ® Apply A1(0,, ) with A as control and\; as target.
ing entanglement resources. Then a non-local gate between
gudits A and B can be done by teleporting to a location
neighboringB, performing an entangling gate betwe&and

B and teleporting back. Typically, entangled qudits (e)dits
rather than e-bits are used to teleport qudits; i.e. eacpdel

tation is performed with the assistance of a maximally entan o Apply the operation0) (0| ® 14 + |1)(1| ® V with By as
gled two-qudit resourcgby) = - >9300 [18. While control andB as target.

4. a spatially local controllef gate with control an an-

° Measure(lz—l—ojl)/z. Send the one bit (c-bit) classical
measurement resulty, to the side of qudiB.
im0, /2

e Performe on theB side of the architecture.



e Measurg(1; + 0, )/2 and send the c-bit measurement
resultmp to A.

e Apply the a relative phase to state- 1 of Aiff mp =1,
i.e. applyPy_q = @mmld-1aad-1],

B. Bootstrap to nonlocal two-qudit state synthesis

,—"j Vi m \'JJ
A W
We next consider the question of building a nonlocal two- 2 1 HD—
qudit state synthesis operator. We may write any two-qudit i D—
state|y) = z?;&“) ®@ |Pj), where the ketgy;) are unnor- 1 RER i SEtE
malized. We also take the convention théfip) = |0) so that
W'|0) = |w). Using the partition of the state vector, one may FiG. 7: A non-local two qudit gatel = W' that realizes the state-
show that any two-qudit state-synthesis operdtaran be de-  synthesidJ|0)a g = |W)ap On quditsA andB usingd — 1 ancillary
composed inta — 1 elementary controlled-rotation operators qubit pairs (indicated by sawtooth lines) each preparedhénstate
as follows [p]: lo") A, = 1/V2(]00) + |11))a; B;- Each qubitA;(B;)in the en-
42 tangled resource can constitute a new particle or a distiegtee
W = (Ma®l) Mj=o {(Fdflfj ® 14) A1 (Md—1-j) ® of freedom of quditA(B). Controlled-not gates betweehand A;
are conditioned on the basis stajea, as indicated by the shading
(F] 1 ;©10)] (Ls@Vo). e
Here we intendrj = [j)(d — 1| + |d — 1) (j| + Sxzj.a-1/K) (K

of the control bubble. The notations are: double lines fassi-
cal controlled operations dependent on qubit measurenugcoimes,
to be a state-flip operator. The single-qudit operatgrare
chosen so as to perfordy| ;) = tjl/2|0>, where(y;|p;) =t;

H = &m0 +0%)/2V2 andp; — &Mi){il. The sequence of steps that can
be implemented in parallel is indicated at the bottom.
[8]. ThenVj clears the remaining nonzero amplitudes.
The last subsection implicitly describes a non-local imple

mentation of a controlled (one-qudit state synthesis) aper spectral decomposition Eg4)(of U which involves multi-

W, in that it details a scheme for the non-local(Vg_1—j). ple applications of state-synthesis operatrand controlled

The resulting circuit foW is shown in Fig. 7 and requires  phase operatols. The controlled phase operators are locally

d — 1 e-bits and &d — 1) c-bits. Remarkably, the protocol can equivalent to the operatar;[14+ (€ —1)|d — 1)(d — 1]} and

be parallelized to 7 computational steps. Here by a singfe st thus can be implemented in one step using one e-bit and two

we mean a set of operations that is no more time consuming-bits. Thus, any two-qudit unitary can then be built using

than a controlled one qudit rotatioxy (V), which itself can ¢ = 7 x 2d? + d? = 15d? parallel operations with the assis-

be decomposed into controlled-phase gates and single qudénce of # = 2 x (d — 1) x d?+ d? = 2d3 — d? e-bits and 2#

Givens rotations if so needed. The only nonobvious parallet-bits.

step is step 4. Note that the operatdrgenerally do not com- Recently, an alternative construction of two-qudit opera-

mute. However, just before and just after this step, thelusuaions using qubit entanglement resources was propdsgd [

teleportation case study shows that the state of the systefhat work describes how a single e-bit and two c-bits suffice

lies within the span of thosk) = |ko)a ®?;% kj)g; ® |ka)s  toimplementa one parameter subgroup ¢%) between two

in which at most a singlg; is one for 1<'j <d-—1. LetP  distant quditsA andB with probability one. Specifically, their

denote the projection of Hilbert space onto the span gkall  protocol realizes unitaries of the forvi{g) = expligUa ® Ug|

as above. IQ denotes the central product of Equatiirwve  where the operatotds, Ug are unitary and Hermitian. How-

have ever, the authors do not provide an algorithm for generating
d-1 ) arbitrary two-qudit unitary nor do they estimate the nuntfer

PQP = I'Lef't”lmi 8; (Lieh; (9)  e-bits consumed in a coveringdf(d?) with such unitaries.

J:

For the map of Hamiltonians— PhPhas image equal to the
span of all|1)g; g; (1| @ h. Moreover, forj; # j2 and any Her- D. Improved fidelity by purification
mitianhy, hz, we have| 1D)ey,B;, (1 ® e, [1)g; 8, (1] ® hy| =
0. Hence we can generate the gates in step 4 in parallel. The Our protocol requires local high fidelity operations betwee
operations in step 5 correspond to measurement of gBbits qudit A and a set of qubit§A;} (similarly betweenB and
in the Hadamard basis and count as a single parallel operatio{B; }) as well as high fidelity local unitaries. In principle, the
entangling operations might be made error tolerant. Rather
than use ancillary qubits that are distinct particles, wghni
C. Spectral decomposition bootstrap to nonlocal gates use composite particles endowed a inherent tensor product
structure = Hyydit ® Hancilla Where one subsystem is used
This protocol can be extended to implement an arbitraryfo encode the qudit and the ancillary subsystem is used to
non-local unitary}J € U (d?) betweerA andB. Consider the assist in two-qudit gate performance. Dir and Briege] [
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showed that one can perform extremely high-fidelity tyubit ~ We have shown how parallel (time-step optimized) one-qudit
gates with this partitioning. In their protocol, informaiis  and two-qudit computation help surmount such difficulties.
encoded in one two-dimensional degree of freedom of eactiven a qudit with a connected coupling graph, the time com-
particle, say spin. Entanglement between particles is gerplexity for constructing an arbitrary unitary can be rediiaé
erated using ancillary degrees of freedom such as quantizaélle expense of additional control resources. Even for gyste
states of motion along,y or 2. The prepared entanglement with little connectivity between states, such as in the adse
may not be perfect. Yet by using nested entanglement purifia qudit encoded in hyperfine levels of an atomic alkali, the
cation with two or more degrees of freedom, one can prepareumber of parallel elementary gates can be made close to the
a highly entangled state in the ancillary degrees of freedoneptimal count for a maximally connected state space. For the
with nonzero probability. If a purification round fails, théhe  purposes of two-qudit gates, we found a non-local implemen-
entangled state can be reprepared without disturbing thie-qu tation of an arbitrary unitary usin@(d?) parallel steps. The
tum information encoded in the other degree of freedom (hergrotocol use©(d®) e-bits which could be in principle be pre-

spin). Given this, a non-local CNOT gate can be implementegared and distributed ahead of time with high fidelity.

between the encoded qubits.

Some outstanding issues remain. First, our treatment fo-

Their protocol is readily extended to non-local gates becused on systems with allowed couplings between pairs of
tween qudits using ancillary qubit degrees of freedom as disstates. In other systems, the selection rules may dictaife a d
cussed above. The critical assumption for robustness s th@erent set of subalgebras to be used for quantum control, e.g
gates which couple different degrees of freedom of the samegpin-j representations of the algebsa(2). Some particular
particle can be performed with much higher fidelity than gate computations may be realized with much greater efficiency

which couple different particles. The assumption is fratlye
valid because coupling two spatially distinct particlesally

using such generators. Second, fault tolerant computegion
lies not on exactly universal computation, but rather by ap-

involves interactions mediated by a field which can also couproximating unitaries using a discrete set of one and twaitqu
ple to the environment and thus decohere the system. In cogates. It would be worthwhile to investigate optimal pratisc
trast, gates between different degrees of freedom of the sanfor implementing a discrete set of fault tolerant non-ldea

particle, such as coupling spin to motion in trapped icii§ [

or atoms P5] can often be implemented with high precision

using coherent control.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

gudit gates using entangled qubit pairs.
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