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The developm entofquantum walksin the contextofquantum com putation,as

generalisations ofrandom walk techniques,led rapidly to severalnew quantum

algorithm s.These allfollow unitary quantum evolution,apartfrom the �nal

m easurem ent.Since logicalqubitsin a quantum com puterm ustbe protected from

decoherence by errorcorrection,there isno need to considerdecoherence atthe levelof

algorithm s.Nonetheless,enlarging the range ofquantum dynam icsto include

non-unitary evolution providesa widerrange ofpossibilitiesfortuning the propertiesof

quantum walks.Forexam ple,sm allam ountsofdecoherence in a quantum walk on the

line can produce m ore uniform spreading (a top-hatdistribution),withoutlosing the

quantum speed up.Thispaperreviewsthe work on decoherence,and m ore generally on

non-unitary evolution,in quantum walksand suggestswhatfuturequestionsm ightprove

interesting to pursue in thisarea.
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1. Introduction

Thestudy ofquantum versionsofrandom walksiseasily m otivated.They haveprovided

theengineforseveralnew quantum algorithm s,they areofm athem aticalinterestin their

own right,and in physicalsystem sthey form a sim pleexam pleofcoherentquantum con-

troloversingleatom sorphotons.They havealso found applicationsfrom theearly days

ofquantum com putation as the clock m echanism in a Feynm an com puter (Feynm an,

1986).The role ofdecoherence requiresm ore explanation.In physicalsystem swe m ust

ofcourse consider the e�ects ofdecoherence when designing our experim ents,but this

alonedoesnotqualify itasa subjectform oregeneralstudy.Decoherenceplaysa funda-

m entalrole in transform ing from the quantum to the classicalregim e.Q uantum walks

are sim ple system sin which the intricaciesofdecoherence can be studied both analyti-

cally and num erically,m aking connectionswith �eldssuch asquantum chaos.Taking a

broad view ofdecoherence asany processthattends to reduce quantum coherence,we

�nd thatitprovidesa m ethod fortuning quantum random walksto im provetheiralgo-

rithm ic properties.Instead ofconsidering only pure quantum dynam ics,we can include

non-unitary operationsin ourquantum random walk algorithm s,thereby enlarging the

toolbox forcontrolling theirbehaviour.

Theoriginsofquantum walkscan betraced backtothedynam icsofquantum di�usion,

well-studied in the physicsliterature,see forexam ple,Feynm an etal.(1964),m ostly as

m odels for physicalparticles m oving on regularlattices.Studies ofquantum dynam ics

using a discretetim estep described as\quantum random walks" appeared from thelate

1980sfrom G udder(1988),G rossing and Zeilinger(1988),and Aharonov,Y etal.(1992),

the latter with quantum opticalapplications in m ind.M eyer (1996b) studied sim ilar

system swith theaim ofde�ningquantum cellularautom ata(M eyer,1996a).Thecurrent
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surgeofinterestin thecontextofquantum inform ation started with Farhiand G utm ann

(1998)studying continuous-tim equantum walks,and continued with Aharonov,D etal.

(2001),Am bainisetal.(2001)and Nayak and Vishwanath (2000)studying discrete-tim e

quantum walks,allwith the goalofapplying them to quantum algorithm s.As with

classicalrandom walks,there are a wide range ofpossible dynam icsthat�twithin the

generalconcept,forexam ple,G ottlieb (2004);G ottlieb etal.(2005)de�ned a discrete-

tim e walk with a continuousspaceand a coin with a continuoussetofstates.

In thisreview wewillstartwith ashortoverview ofpurelyquantum versionsofrandom

walksasstudied by thequantum inform ation com m unity in theirquestfornew quantum

algorithm s,then in latersectionsconsidertheadded e�ectsofdecoherence.W ewillcover

�rst discrete-tim e,coined quantum walks in x2,then continuous-tim e quantum walks

in x3.W e m ention algorithm ic applications in x4,briey describing two ofthe known

algorithm susing quantum walks.In x5 and x6 we considerthe e�ectsofdecoherence in

quantum walks,focusing m ainly on itsuse asa toolforenhancing com putationalspeed

up.Thereare severalproposalsforim plem enting a quantum walk directly in a physical

system ,and m ostofthesestudiesalso contributeanalysisofthedecoherencerelevantto

the physicalsystem in question:we provide a shortsum m ary ofthese studiesin x7.In

general,we dealonly with quantum walkson undirected graphs,with a briefsum m ary

ofwhatisknown aboutthe largely unexplored realm ofdirected graphsin x8.

This review willassum e a basic fam iliarity with quantum m echanics and quantum

inform ation theory.Those wishing to getup to speed on these areas in the contextof

quantum walksarereferred to theexcellentand com prehensiveintroductory review from

K em pe (2003a),which assum es only a basic knowledge ofquantum m echanics.Those

desiringagentleoverview ofquantum walksin thecontextofquantum com puting arere-

ferred toK endon (2006b).A briefbutaccessiblereview ofquantum walk algorithm sfrom

a com puterscience perspective (no m ention ofdecoherence)m ay be found in Am bainis

(2003).

Them athem aticalresultsand proofsforquantum walkswithoutdecoherencehavebeen

presented in greatdetailand elegance in the originalliterature:thisreview sum m arises

what is known without presenting form alproofs but with am ple references for those

interested to pursue them further.For decoherence e�ects fewer analytic results have

been derived:those that exist are presented in m ore detail,along with sum m aries of

m any related ideas,highlighting them yriad ofopen avenuesthatrem ain to beexplored.

2. C oined (discrete-tim e) quantum w alks

In thissection we describe quantum walkstaking place in a discrete space ofpositions,

with an evolution using discrete tim e steps.Justasthere arem any waysto expressthe

dynam icsofclassicalrandom walks,and m any variationson thebasic\drunkard’swalk",

theplethora ofdi�erentstudiesofquantum walkshaveproliferated an equally varied set

ofnotations.Forthisreview,wehavechosen oneofthem orecom m only used approaches

and wetry to m aintain a consistentnotation,with m ention ofalternativem ethodswhere

appropriate.To keep the notation sim ple,we have taken the liberty ofusing the sam e

sym bols for com m on quantities throughout,with the precise de�nition im plied by the
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context.Forexam ple,P (x;t)isa probability distribution overa setofpositionsdenoted

by x ata tim e tduring the evolution.In the section on the quantum walk on the line,

P (x;t) is for the walk on the line,in the section for the walk on a cycle P (x;t) is for

the walk on a cycle,and so on.Extra dependent variable m ay appear where needed:

P (x;a;t)isa probability distribution with the coin statea also speci�ed.

W e begin with a briefdescription ofone ofthe sim plestexam ples,the quantum walk

on the line.This willserve both to set up our notation and to indicate the m ethods

ofsolution.Itwillalso illustrate the �rstkey di�erence between quantum and classical

random walks,theenhancedrateofspreading.Thisisfollowedbyadiscussionofquantum

walkson cycles,illustrating severalm orekey di�erencesbetween classicaland quantum

random walks.W ewill�nish thissection with a briefreview ofcoined quantum walksin

higherdim ensions,on generalgraphsand regularlattices.

2.1.Coined quantum walk on an in�nite line

In m uch the sam e way as we now know alm ost everything about the properties and

possible states oftwo qubits { though quantum com puters willclearly need far m ore

than two qubits to be useful{ the sim ple quantum walk on a line has now been thor-

oughly studied (e.g.,seeAm bainisetal.,2001;Bach etal.,2004;Yam asakietal.,2002;

K endon and Tregenna,2003;Brun etal.,2003c,a;K onno etal.,2004;K onno,2002;Carteretetal.,

2003),though thereisno suggestion thatitwilllead to usefulquantum walk algorithm s

by itself.

First,recallthe classicalrandom walk dynam icswe are looking fora quantum coun-

terpartof.The walkerstartsatthe origin ofan in�nite line ofdiscrete points(labelled

:::� 2;� 1;0;1;2:::) and tosses an unbiased,two-sided coin.Ifthe coin lands \heads"

thewalkerm akesonestep in thepositivedirection;ifitlands\tails" thewalkerstepsin

the negative direction.Thisprocessisrepeated T tim es,and the position ofthe walker

isnoted:� T � x � T.Ifthe random walk isrepeated m any tim es,the probability dis-

tribution obtained P (x;T)isbinom ial,asiswellknown and easily shown.Thestandard

deviation ofP (x;T)is
p
T,i.e.,thewalkerisfound on average

p
T stepsfrom theorigin

afterT stepsofthe random walk.

O neobviousapproach to creatinga quantum counterpartofa classicalrandom walk is

to have the quantum walkerfollow allpossible classicalrandom walksin superposition.

Thisisnotfeasiblein the discrete-tim equantum walk,aswasshown by M eyer(1996b),

becauseitisnotreversible,and thereforenotunitary (which allpurequantum dynam ics

isrequired tobe).W ethusm akethequantum walkdynam icsassim ilaraspossibletothe

classicalrandom walk in adi�erentway,by usingaquantum coin.Historically,theroleof

thequantum coin hascaused m uch confusion,and an equivalentform ulation presented by

W atrous(2001)using directed graphsseem sto bepreferred by som ecom puterscientists.

Forbrevity and clarity,in thisreview we willstick to the form ulation using a quantum

coin,with briefm ention ofthe W atrousvariantin x8.The quantum walkeron the line

startsatthe origin and tossesa two-state quantum system (a qubit).The qubitcoin {

also called \chirality" with the two stateslabelled \left" and "right" in m any papers{
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can be in a superposition ofboth states,say

j (t= 0)i= �j0;� 1i+ �e
i�
j0;+ 1i; (1)

where the \ket" j� iisa standard quantum notation to indicate the com plex vectorofa

purequantum state.O n ther.h.s.theketsarebasisstates:the�rstentry istheposition

on the line (x = 0 in thiscase),and the second isthe state ofthe quantum coin,where

we choose to labelthe two states j� 1i.There is an arbitrary phase 0 � � < 2�,while

� and � are realnum bers,with norm alisation �2 + �2 = 1.The quantum walkerthen

stepsin both directionsaccording to the stateofthe quantum coin,giving

j (t= 1)i= �j� 1;� 1i+ �e
i�
j1;+ 1i: (2)

K eeping to a pure quantum (i.e.,unitary)evolution forthe m om ent,the coin tossand

step can bewritten asunitary operatorsC and S.A singlestep ofthequantum random

walk isthus

j (t+ 1)i= SC j (t)i; (3)

wherej (t)ican be expanded asa superposition ofbasisstates,

j (t)i=
X

x;c

ax;c(t)jx;ci; (4)

with com plex coe�cientsa x;c(t)satisfying
P

x;c
jax;c(t)j

2 = 1.AfterT stepswehave

j (T)i= (SC )T j (0)i: (5)

TheshiftoperatorS hasalready been speci�ed im plicitly by equations(1)and (2),it

can be de�ned by itsoperation on a basisstate jx;ci,

Sjx;ci= jx + c;ci: (6)

Itrem ainsto specify thecoin tossC ,which can in principlebe any unitary operatoron

the spaceofa qubit.The equivalence up to a bias(probability �,0 � � � 1,to m ovein

thepositivedirection,(1� �)in thenegativedirection)ofallcoin operatorsin thewalk

on a line has been noted by severalauthors (Am bainisetal.,2001;Bach etal.,2004;

Yam asakietal.,2002).Expressing the unitary operatorasa m atrix wehave

C 2 =

� p
�

p
1� �

p
1� � �

p
�

�

; (7)

is thus the only possible type ofcoin for the quantum walk on a line.For � = 1=2

(unbiased),C
(H )

2 iscom m only known asa Hadam ard operator,

C
(H )

2 =
1
p
2

�
1 1

1 � 1

�

; (8)

thus the sim ple quantum walk on a line is also known as a Hadam ard walk.Trivial

cases � = 0,1 give oscillatory m otion and uniform m otion respectively.The fullrange

ofbehaviourisobtained by choosing di�erentinitialcoin states,i.e.,varying �,�,� in

equation (1).
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Fig.1.Com parison ofa classical(dots)random walk and a quantum (crosses)

walk with initialcoin statej� 1iand a Hadam ard coin operatoron a lineafter100

steps.O nly even pointsareshown since odd pointsareunoccupied ateven tim e

steps(and vice versa).

The quantum walk on the line can be solved analytically in m any ways.Straightfor-

ward generalisationsofm ethodsthatwork wellforclassicalrandom walks,such aspath

counting,and Fouriertransform ation wereboth used by Am bainisetal.(2001).W ewill

give exam ples using these m ethods in x5.Path counting (path integrals) was further

re�ned in Carteretetal.(2003),and a third m ethod using the algebra ofthe m atrix

operators was presented by K onno (2002,2005a).Solution using the tools ofclassical

(wave)opticscan befound in K nightetal.(2003,2004).Rom anellietal.(2003)analyse

the walk on the lineby separating thedynam icsinto M arkovian and interferenceterm s,

allowing an alternativem ethod ofsolution forthelong-tim elim its,which they relateto

the dynam icsofa kicked rotor.They also show thatin the continuum lim itoneobtains

the di�usion equation with added interferenceterm s.

Thebestwaytoappreciatethem ostinterestingpropertiesofthesolution isin agraph,

shown in �gure 1,ofthe probability distribution ofthe position ofthe walker,

P (x;T)=

+ 1X

c= � 1

jhcj (T)ij2; (9)

obtained in the standard way by tracing out the coin and taking the square m odulus

ofthe wavefunction.The quantum walk looks nothing like the classicalrandom walk,

it spreads out m uch faster in a spiky distribution that is a discrete form ofan Airey

function (Carteretetal.,2003).Itis also asym m etric,with the asym m etry determ ined

by theinitialcoin state.A sym m etricdistribution can beobtained by choosingtheinitial

coin stateaseither(j� 1i� ij+ 1i)=
p
2,orcos(�=8)j� 1i� sin(�=8)j+ 1i,seeK onno etal.

(2004);Tregenna etal.(2003).The m om ents have been calculated by Am bainisetal.

(2001),forasym ptotically largetim esT fora walk starting atthe origin,

�
2(T)= hx

2
i= (1� 1=

p
2)T 2

; (10)

independentofinitialcoin state,and

hxia = a(1� 1=
p
2)T; (11)
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wherea 2 f1;� 1gistheinitialcoin state.Thestandard deviation (from theorigin)�(T)

isthuslinearin T,in contrastto
p
T fortheclassicalwalk.M oreover,unliketheclassical

random walk,thequantum walk evolution dependson theinitialstateatallsubsequent

tim es.

2.2.Coined quantum walk on a N -cycle:m ixing tim es

The N -cycle isthe Cayley graph ofthe cyclic group ofsize N .Itisalso a line segm ent

with periodicboundary conditionsapplied,sothereislittleextrawork todotoapply the

solution ofthe quantum walk on the line to the quantum walk on the cycle.In general,

when a quantum walk occurson theCayley graph ofsom egroup,itsim pli�esgreatly on

consideration ofthe Fourierspace ofthe particle (Aharonov,D etal.,2001).O n cycles

we are interested not in how far the walker strays from its starting point,but in the

m ixing propertiesofthedistribution on thecycle.Classicalrandom walkson a cyclem ix

to a uniform distribution in a tim eO (N 2).Thatis,afterO (N 2)tim esteps,thewalk has

allbutforgotten its starting state and isequally likely to be found on any site around

thecycle.M oreform ally,wecan chooseany sm all� and �nd them ixing tim eM (�)such

that

M (�)= m infT j8 t> T :jjP (x;t)� Pujjtv < �g (12)

wherePu isthe lim iting distribution overthe cycle,and the totalvariationaldistanceis

de�ned as

jjP (x;T)� Pujjtv �
X

x

jP (x;T)� Puj: (13)

In general,any reasonabledistance function willdo the job here,butwe willstick with

one com m only used in the literature so we can m ake quantitative com parisons.For a

classicalrandom walk on a cycle,M (�)� O (N2 log(1=�)).

In the quantum walk on the cycle,the �rst observation is discouraging:quantum

random walks are determ inistic,they oscillate forever and in generaldo not m ix even

instantaneously.Butby de�ning a tim e-averaged distribution,

P (x;T)=
1

T

TX

t= 1

P (x;t); (14)

quantum walks on cycles do m ix.O perationally,this just m eans choosing random ly a

value oftbetween 1 and T,then m easuring the position ofthe quantum walker after

t steps.However,unlike the classicalrandom walk,the lim iting distribution lim fT !

1 g(P (x;T))fora quantum walk isnot,in general,the uniform distribution.Thisisin

stark contrastwith a classicalrandom walk,which alwaysm ixesto the uniform distri-

bution (on a regularundirected graph).

Exactly asforM (�)above we can then de�ne the m ixing tim e forP (x;T),which we

willdenote M (�),

M (�)= m in

n

T j 8 t> T :jjP (x;t)� Pujjtv < �

o

: (15)

Aharonov,D etal.(2001)proved thatthecoined quantum walk on a cyclewith an odd
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num berofnodesdoesm ix to theuniform distribution,and hasM (�)bounded aboveby

O (�� 3N logN ),alm ostquadratically faster(in N )than a classicalrandom walk.They

also proved a lower bound on the tim e-averaged m ixing tim es for quantum walks on

generalgraphs ofbounded degree,suggesting a quadratic im provem ent over classical

random walksisthe bestthatcan be achieved.

Noticethatthereisa priceto bepaid forthetim e-averaging:thescaling ofthem ixing

tim e M (�) depends on 1=�,com pared to log(1=�) for a classicalrandom walk (where

no tim e-averaging ofP (x;T) is needed).Aharonov,D etal.(2001) show that this can

be avoided by including an am pli�cation step.The quantum walk isrun severaltim es,

each tim e starting from the �nalstate ofthe previous walk.Applied in the optim al

way,their bound on the quantum m ixing tim e reduces to O (N logN log(1=�)).Recent

work by Richter(2006a,b)im provesthisresultto O (N log(1=�)).Sincetheinterm ediate

m easurem entsrendertheoverallquantum walk dynam icsnon-unitary,wewillpostpone

m oredetailed discussion to x5.5.

This speed up in the rate ofm ixing ofquantum walksis a second key di�erence be-

tween quantum and classicalrandom walks.W ecan alsosayalittlem oreabouttheirnon-

classicallim itingdistributions.Forexam ple,Hadam ard walkson cycleswith an odd num -

berofnodesconvergeto theuniform distribution (aswasproved by Aharonov,D etal.,

2001),butthose with an even num berconvergeto a non-uniform distribution unlessan

extra phase� isadded to the Hadam ard coin operator

C 2 =

� p
� ei�

p
1� �

e� i�
p
1� � �

p
�

�

; (16)

as Tregenna etal.(2003) and Bednarska etal.(2003) show.By appropriate choice of

coin operator,a walk on any sizecyclecan bem adeto convergeeitherto a uniform orto

a non-uniform probability distribution.In classicalrandom walks,the propertiesofthe

lim iting distribution depend solely on the form ofthe graph.

2.3.Periodicity in coined quantum walks on cycles

A furthercuriousproperty ofquantum walkson cyclesisthatfora few specialchoices

ofcyclesizeN ,a perfectly periodicwalk ariseswherethequantum walk returnsexactly

to its starting state after a �xed num ber of steps 
,and then repeats the sequence

overagain,returning at2
,etc..Theclassicalrandom walk hasno such behaviour,and

returnsto itsinitialstate only afterirregularnum bersofsteps.This periodicity isnot

connected with whether the lim iting distribution is uniform or not,since here we are

concerned with exactreturn to the initialstate,ratherthan the tim e-averaged quantity

in equation (14).Som e ofthese periodic walks also m ix instantaneously,ifwe allow a

walk on an even cycleto beconsidered m ixed on justtheodd orjusttheeven-num bered

sites(thesam eissueariseswhen consideringclassicalrandom walkson even-sized cycles).

Using a Hadam ard coin,the \cycle" ofsize N = 2 is trivially periodic,returning to

itsoriginalstate aftertwo steps.A cycle ofsize N = 4 hasa period ofeightsteps.This

was�rstnoted by Travaglioneand M ilburn (2002).Tregenna etal.(2003)continued this

investigation,and found the cycle with N = 8 hasa period of24 steps,butN = 16 is
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chaoticand doesnotreturn toitsinitialstateexactlyeven afterm any thousandsofsteps.

These periodic cyclesalso exhibitinstantaneousm ixing halfway through on their way

to returning to the initialstate,but instantaneousm ixing has notbeen system atically

studied in discrete walks on the cycle.Ifthe coin is allowed to be biased,a few m ore

periodicexam plescan befound,N = 6with period 12,and N = 10with period 60.W ith

judicious choice ofphases in the coin operator,N = 3 has a period of12,and N = 5

hasa period of60,clearly related to N = 6 and N = 10 respectively,butthesewerethe

only periodic odd-N cyclesfound.Itisnotknown whetherallperiodic quantum walks

on a cyclehavebeen identi�ed,butTregenna etal.(2003)conjecturethatthereareonly

a �nite num ber ofsuch solutions and that this is nearly allifnotallofthem .Neither

periodicity norinstantaneousm ixing hasbeen explored on m ore generalgraphsbeyond

the trivialextensions of the above to the torus and twisted torus in Tregenna etal.

(2003).

2.4.Coined quantum walkson higher dim ensionalgraphs

Classicalrandom walks are not lim ited to one-dim ensionalstructures,and neither are

quantum walks.Allthatisrequired forthe discrete-tim equantum walk isa coin thatis

largeenough to handle the num berofchoicesateach vertex the quantum walkerm ight

land on.

Considera generalgraph G ,with N verticesin a setV ,connected by edgesfrom the

setE .How oneproceedsdependson whatpriorknowledgeonehasaboutV and E .Since

we are discussing only undirected graphs,ifverticesx;y 2 V are connected by an edge

exy 2 E ,then also eyx 2 E and one isallowed to travelboth from x to y and from y to

x.The usualway to representthe structure ofthe graph is in an adjacency m atrix A ,

which hasunitentriesforeach A xy forwhich exy 2 E ,and zeroseverywhereelse.Since

A xy = A yx for an undirected graph,A is sym m etric.This representation ofthe graph

assum esthatexy is unique,i.e.,there isatm ostone edge between any two verticesin

G .Classically,one can subsum e m ultiple edgesbetween the sam e verticesinto a setof

\edgeweights".However,a quantum walkerm ighttraverseboth edgesatoncebutwith

di�erentphases,which would in generalhavea di�erentoutcom eto one weighted edge.

G iven no furtherinform ation aboutG ,there could be asm any asN (N � 1)=2 edges,

correspondingtothecom pletegraph,forwhich everyvertexhasN � 1edgesleadingfrom

it.In thiscasethecoined quantum walk needsto usea coin ofatleastthissize(N � 1),

thedetailsofhow to im plem entthisquantum walk m ay befound in K endon (2006a).If

oneknowsthem axim um degreeofthegraph,d,then oneonly needsa coin ofsized.The

detailsofhow toim plem entthisquantum walk,originallyfrom W atrous(2001),arem ore

accessibly described in Am bainis (2004) and K endon and Sanders (2004).A di�erent

approach,using self-loops to m ake the degree ofthe graph constant,is m entioned in

K em pe (2003a).

Herewesum m arisetheapproach given in K endon and Sanders(2004).Firstwede�ne

ourHilbertspaceforthe quantum walk,H vc which containsthe N -dim ensionalHilbert

space

H v = spanfjxiv :x 2 ZN ;vhxjx
0
iv = �xx0g � Hvc (17)



V.Kendon 10

ofvertex states,and forthe coin a d-dim ensionalHilbertspace

H c = spanfjcic :c2 Zdg and chcjc
0
ic = �cc0g (18)

whered isthe degreeofthe graph.The basisstatesofH vc aregiven by

Bvc = fjx;ci� jxivjcic;x 2 ZN ;c2 Zdg (19)

with cardinality N d.Fora basisstatejx;ci,theindex x identi�esthevertex num berand

c the cth state ofthe coin.Foran edge exx0 we associate the coin state c with the edge

atvx,and the coin state c0 with the otherend ofthe edge atvx0.The values ofc and

c0 are arbitrary but�xed throughoutthe quantum walk,to ensure the quantum walker

traversesthe the graph in a consistentm anner.W e de�ne the m apping

� :ZN � Zd ! ZN � Zd :(x;c)7! �(x;c)= (x0;c0); (20)

where(x;c)and (x0;c0)labeleach end ofexx0.

Theunitary quantum walk evolvesby repetition oftwo steps:a coin tossand a condi-

tionalswap.The coin operator

C :H vc ! H vc :jx;ci7!
X

~c2Zd

C
x
c~cjx;~cic (21)

isa block diagonalm atrix with each block labelled by x.The x-dependence ofthe coin

m atrix allowssu�cientfreedom in the quantum walk dynam icsforthe quantum coher-

ence properties ofthe coin to vary between vertices,for vertices to act as origins and

endpoints,and for vertices to have di�erent degrees from each other.Ifvx has degree

dx < d,werequireC x
c~c = 0 forall~cvaluesnotused to labelan edgeatvx.Thisrestricts

the coin operatorso itonly producesstatesthathavea valid m apping under�.If

C
x
c~c = C

x
0

c~c8x;x
0
; (22)

we havethe specialcase ofa �xed degreegraph where the coin operatorisidenticalfor

allvertices,asin the walk on a line orcycledescribed in the previoussections.

The unitary conditionalswap operatorisgiven by

S :H vc ! H vc :jx;ci7! jx
0
;c

0
i; (23)

which updates the position ofthe walkerand the coin state according to the m apping

� in equation (20),i.e.,m oves the walker and coin to the vertex vx0 along edge exx0.

W enotethat,by ourstipulation thatcand c0labeloppositeendsofexx0,itfollowsthat

S = S� 1,and isthusunitary asrequired forquantum evolution.The sequenceofa coin

ip and a conditionalswap isa transition overthe unittim e step,which we denote by

unitary U = SC .The quantum walk can then be written

j (t)i= U
t
j (0)i; (24)

wherej (t)iand j (0)ican be expressed in basisstatesasperequation (4).
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2.5.Coined quantum walkson regular lattices

Analyticalsolutionsofequation (24)can generally only beobtained forspecialgraphsof

�xed degreeand high sym m etry(see,forexam ple, G rim m ettetal.,2004).Thescattering

theory m ethodsofFeldm an and Hillery (2004)areworth noting asa possibleexception,

though few applicationshavebeen presented.Num ericalstudiesarelessconstrained,due

to the sim plicity ofthe step by step evolution ofquantum walks.Exam plesofquantum

walkson variousgraphsofdegreelargerthan two can befound in M ackay etal.(2002);

Tregenna etal.(2003);Carneiro etal.(2005),and in thequantum walk search algorithm

ofShenvietal.(2003),see x4.1.M any ofthe basic results for quantum walks on the

line and cycle,such as faster spreading,carry overto higher dim ensionalgraphs.This

was shown num erically for regular lattices ofdegree three and four by M ackay etal.

(2002).However,higherdim ensionalcoinshaveam uch widersetofpossibletypesofcoin

operators,and furthernum ericalstudy (Tregenna etal.,2003)showsthatthe quantum

speed up isnotautom aticforallpossible choices.

Theroleofthelatticesym m etry com bined with thesym m etry in thedynam icsofthe

quantum walk in determ ining the spreading has been further studied and clari�ed by

K roviand Brun (2006a,b).M ostofthe exam plesstudied to date have a high degree of

sym m etry,and itm akessenseto choosea quantum coin operatorthatreectsthe sym -

m etry in theproblem .Two exam plesareworth noting.First,theDFT (discreteFourier

transform )coin operatorisunbiased,butasym m etricin thatyou cannotinterchangethe

labelson thedirectionswithoutchanging thecoin operator.Firstused by M ackay etal.

(2002),ford = 3 itlookslike

C
(D )

3 =
1
p
3

0

@

1 1 1

1 ei! e� i!

1 e� i! ei!

1

A ; (25)

where ei! and e� i! are the com plex cube roots of unity,For d = 2,the DFT coin

reducesto the Hadam ard coin,equation (8),though this isnotthe only way to gener-

alise the Hadam ard coin to higherdim ensions(see,forexam ple, Tregenna etal.,2003;

Tadejand _Zyczkowski,2006).Q uantum walksusingtheDFT coin operatorhaveinterest-

ingnon-classicalpropertiesthathavebeen studied byM ackay etal.(2002);Tregenna etal.

(2003);Carneiro etal.(2005);K roviand Brun (2006a),butnonehaveyetprovided any

quantum algorithm s.

Thesecond com m only used coin operatorisahighly sym m etriccoin based on G rover’s

di�usion operator(G rover,1996)with elem ents2=d� �ij,shown in m atrix form ford = 3,

C
(G )

3 =
1

3

0

@

� 1 2 2

2 � 1 2

2 2 � 1

1

A : (26)

The G rovercoin isbiased butsym m etric,itisthe sym m etric unitary operatorfurthest

from the identity.It was �rst used in quantum walks by W atrous (2001),and is the

key ingredientin thequantum walk searching algorithm ofShenvietal.(2003),seex4.1.

Inuietal.(2004) studied the localisation properties related to searching on a two di-
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m ensionallattice.Szegedy (2004a,b)introducesa generalisation ofthe G rovercoin that

quantisesan arbitraryM arkovchain:essentiallythisallowsforedgeweightson thegraph,

and worksforgraphsofvariabledegreeaswellasregulargraphs.

2.6.Coined quantum walk on the hypercube:hitting tim es

In one of the few analyticalstudies of coined quantum walks in higher dim ensions,

M ooreand Russell(2002) use a G rover coin for the hypercube,which has 2n vertices

each ofdim ension d = n.Then-dim ensionalhypercubeistheCayley graph ofZn2,so the

solution followsthe sam e generalm ethod asforthe line and the N -cycle,using Fourier

transform ation ofthe position space.M ooreand Russell(2002)determ ine from thisso-

lution thatthediscrete-tim equantum walk on the hypercubeofsizen hasapproxim ate

instantaneousm ixing tim es,

M inst(�)= ft : jjP (x;t)� Pujjtv < �g (27)

fort= nk�=4forallodd k > 0and � = O (n� 7=6).Thisisan im provem entoveraclassical

random walk which m ixesin tim eO (nlogn),butrequiresm easurem entofthequantum

walk atexactly therighttim e(elsethewalk \unm ixes" again asitproceeds).They also

considerP (x;t),and �nd using the m ethodsofAharonov,D etal.(2001),thatM (�)is

exponentially large,O (2n).

These resultsform ixing tim esare discouraging,butthere isanotherusefulproperty

onecan teston a hypercube:hitting tim es.K em pe(2003b,2005)proved thata quantum

walkcan travelfrom onecornerofahypercubetotheoppositecornerexponentiallyfaster

than a classicalrandom walk.K em pe de�nestwo di�erenthitting tim es:instantaneous,

where one m easuresthe destination corneratthe optim altim e,and concurrent,where

onechecksthedestination aftereach step toseeifthewalkerarrivedyet.Thisgivesusour

�rsttaste ofnon-unitary evolution in a quantum walk,since m easuring the destination

node at each step destroys som e ofthe coherences in the quantum state.Recent work

by K roviand Brun (2006a)expandson theseideas,wewilldescribethem in m oredetail

in x5.6.There are otherclassicalalgorithm sthatcan crossa hypercube e�ciently,so it

doesnotprovidea quantum algorithm with a trueadvantageoverclassical.

3. C ontinuous-tim e quantum w alks

Continuous-tim e quantum walks on a discrete lattice have their origins back as far

as Feynm an etal. (1964). Their use for quantum algorithm s was �rst suggested by

Farhiand G utm ann (1998),who showed num erically they can reach the endsofcertain

network con�gurationsm oree�ciently than classicalrandom walks.A proven exponen-

tialspeed up in a quantum algorithm using a continuous-tim equantum walk cam ea few

yearslaterfrom Childsetal.(2003),which wewillbriey describein x4.2.In thissection

we will�rstdescribe the continuous-tim e quantum walk dynam ics on a generalgraph,

then com pareit(num erically)with thediscrete-tim ewalk on theline.W ethen givetwo

furtherexam ples,on cyclesand hypercubes,thatwewillneed later.
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3.1.Continuous-tim e quantum walkson generalgraphs

Thecontinuous-tim equantum walknaturallyworksonanyundirectedgraph.Farhiand G utm ann

(1998)sim ply use the adjacency m atrix A ,which issym m etric foran undirected graph

and thereforeHerm itian,toform theHam iltonian fortheevolution ofthequantum state,

i
d

dt
hxj (t)i=

X

y

hxjH jyihyj (t)i: (28)

HereH = A ,where isthehoppingrateperedgeperunittim e,and wherej (t)iisnow

avectorin theHilbertspaceofposition (verticesin thegraph)only(nocoin).Continuous-

tim e quantum walks achieve what was not possible without a coin in a discrete-tim e

quantum walk:the traversing ofallpossiblepathsin superposition.Theform alsolution

ofequation (28)is

j (t)i= e
� iA t

j (0)i: (29)

O n the sam egraph,a continuous-tim eclassicalrandom walk evolvesas

d

dt
P (x;t)= 

X

y

fA xyP (y;t)� AyxP (x;t)g: (30)

Com paringequation (28)with equation (30)showsthatin thequantum walk,thesecond

term ,necessary for conservation ofprobability,is m issing.W e only need a Herm itian

operator for quantum evolution,and since A xy = A yx guarantees this,we are free to

exam ine thisdynam icsaswellasthatobtained in m oredirectanalogy to equation (30)

by using the Laplacian,

i
d

dt
hxj (t)i= 

X

y

fhxjA jyihyj (t)i� hyjA jxihxj (t)ig: (31)

Forgraphswhere allthe verticesare ofthe sam e degree d,the Ham iltonian in equa-

tion (31)becom esH = (A � d11),and the solution to thiscan be written

j (t)i= e
� i(A � d11)t

j (0)i: (32)

Since A com m uteswith the identity,the two term sin the exponentialcan be factored,

giving

j (t)i= e
� iA t

e
id11t

j (0)i: (33)

The factoreid11t isonly an irrelevantglobalphase thatm akesno di�erence to observ-

ablequantitiesifom itted (Ahm adietal.,2003),thusequation (33)isequivalenttoequa-

tion (29)forgraphsof�xed degree.Forgraphsofgeneraldegree,however,thedynam ics

with the second term included willhave a di�erentevolution,as Childsand G oldstone

(2004a)pointout.So far,only graphsof�xed degreehavebeen studied in any detailin

the literature,so the di�erencesbetween the two versionshavenotbeen explored.

Equation (29)looksrem arkably sim ilarto the discrete case,equation (24):both can

be written in the form

j (t)i= U
t
j (0)i; (34)

with unitary operator U = SC for the discrete-tim e walk and U = e� iA for the
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continuous-tim ewalk.But,unliketheclassicalcase,wherethelim itofthediscrete-tim e

walk asthe tim e step goesto zero can be taken in a way thatgivesthecontinuous-tim e

walk,in thequantum casethesim ilarity isdeceptive.Thediscreteand continuouswalks

have Hilbert spaces ofdi�erent sizes,since the continuous-tim e quantum walk has no

coin:the continuous-tim e walk therefore cannot be the lim it ofthe discrete-tim e walk

unlessitcan berestricted to a subspacethatexcludesthecoin.Strauch (2006b,a)shows

how to do this for the walk on the line:it turns out the appropriate lim it ofthe dis-

crete tim e quantum walk produces two copies ofthe continuous-tim e quantum walk,

one foreach ofthe two coin degreesoffreedom .Alternatively,ifone addsa coin space

to the continuous-tim e quantum walk,a quantum dynam ics is obtained that is m ore

obviously the continuum lim it ofthe discrete-tim e coined quantum walk,see Szegedy

(2004b);Childsand G oldstone (2004b).The quantised M arkov chain form alism intro-

duced by Szegedy (2004a)isyetanotherconvenientway ofconstructing quantum walks

in aparallelm annerto classicalrandom walks(e.g.,seeW eiss,1994).Thestochasticm a-

trix governingtheM arkov chain correspondsto theadjacency m atrix in thegraph-based

description above.

3.2.Continuous-tim e quantum walk on the line

A com parison ofthesim plecaseofthewalk on thelinewillshow usthem ain sim ilarities

and di�erencesbetween discrete-tim eand continuous-tim equantum walks.Equation (28)

hasa straightforward solution in term sofBesselfunctions,

j (t)i=

+ 1X

x= � 1

(� i)xJx(t)jxi; (35)

where Jx(t) is the Besselfunction oforder x.Using a hopping rate of = 0:5 so the

totalhopping probability per unit tim e is one,after 40 units of tim e we obtain the

probability distribution shown in �gure 2.The discrete-tim e quantum walk evolved for

55tim estepsisalsoshown forcom parison.W ecan seethattheshapesofthedistribution

arecom parable,thedi�erencein theheightofthepeaksisduelargely to thecontinuous-

tim e walk having support on both odd and even sites,while the discrete-tim e walk is

restricted to sites with the sam e parity as the tim e step.Nonetheless,the continuous-

tim e walk has a very oscillatory nature about it,especially in the centralregion.The

two typesofwalkspropagateatsom ewhatdi�erentspeeds,asevidenced by thedi�erent

tim einstantsatwhich they havethesam ewidth.Both spread linearly,justwith di�erent

constantprefactors,so both show a quadratic speed up in theirspreading com pared to

classicalrandom walks.Forthecontinuous-tim equantum walk starting attheorigin,for

asym ptotically largetim esT,

�
2(T)= hx

2
i= T

2
=: (36)

The continuous-tim equantum walk on theline isalwayssym m etric,ifthe hopping rate

isthe sam e forboth directions,this isthe m ain di�erence with the discrete-tim e walk,

where the coin generally skews the walk unless specialchoices are m ade for the initial

state.
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Fig.2.Com parison ofcontinuous-tim e(dots)and discrete-tim e(crosses)quantum

walkson a line starting atthe origin after40 and 55 stepsrespectively.The

discrete-tim ewalk hasinitialcoin state (j� 1i+ ij1i)=
p
2,and only even points

areshown sinceodd pointsareunoccupied ateven tim esteps(and viceversa).All

pointsareshown forthe continuous-tim ewalk,which hashopping rate = 0:5.

3.3.Continuous-tim e quantum walk on a N -cycle and other circulantgraphs

Thecontinuoustim equantum walk on aN -cycleisstraightforward to analyse.Theadja-

cency m atrix A oftheN -vertex cyclegraph isa circulantm atrix,ithaseigenvalues�x =

2cos(2�x=N )with corresponding eigenvectorsjbxi,wherehyjbxi=
1p
N
exp(� 2�ixy=N ),

forx = 0;1;:::;N � 1.Taking the initialstate ofthe quantum walk to be j (0)i= j0i,

then j (t)i = e� itH j0i can be solved by decom posing j0i in term s ofthe eigenvectors

jbxi,giving

j (t)i=
1

p
N

N � 1X

x= 0

e
� it�x jbxi: (37)

O necan applythesam enotionsofm ixingtim esforacontinuous-tim equantum walkas

forthediscrete-tim ewalk.Likethediscrete-tim equantum walkon acycle,theprobability

distribution P (x;t) of the continuous-tim e walk does not m ix asym ptotically,and is

known to have exact instantaneous m ixing only for a few specialcases,N = 3 and

N = 4 (Ahm adietal.,2003),i.e.even less cases than are known for the discrete-tim e

walk on the cycle as m entioned in x2.3.W e can de�ne the continuous-tim e version of

equation (14),the averageprobability

P (x;T)=
1

T

Z T

0

dtP (x;t) (38)

where P (x;t) = jhxj (t)ij2.W hile this does m ix asym ptotically,like the discrete-tim e

walk,in generalthe lim iting distribution is not uniform :it retains one or m ore peaks

reecting theinitialstate.Noticethatthepropertiesofcontinuous-tim ewalkson cycles

arenotdependenton whetherthecyclehasan odd oreven num berofnodes,unlikethe

discrete-tim equantum walk.

Adam czak etal.(2003)show thatcontinuous-tim ewalkson cyclesarenearly uniform

m ixing,i.e.,ifone relaxes the condition on how wellthey they approach the uniform
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distribution from an arbitrarily sm all�,they satisfy

M (1=4N )= m in

�

T j8 t> T :jjP (x;t)� 1=N jjtv �
1

4N

�

� O (N ): (39)

Adam czak etal.(2003)extend theiranalysisofm ixingin continuous-tim equantum walks

toawidervariety ofcirculantgraphs,thisiscontinued in Lo etal.(2006):m ixingtonon-

uniform distributionsturnsoutto be the norm forthese typesofgraphs.Carlson etal.

(2006)identify graphswhere,with theuseofedgeweights,any distribution on thegraph

can be obtained (universalm ixing).They also identify anotherclassofgraphsthatare

instantaneousuniform m ixing,the claw orstargraphs.

3.4.Continuous-tim e quantum walk on the hypercube

O urnextexam pleofa continuous-tim equantum walk ison a n-dim ensionalhypercube.

M ooreand Russell(2002)analytically solved thecontinuous-tim equantum walkson the

hypercube aswellasthe discrete-tim e walk (see x2.4).The analysisforthe continuous-

tim e walk m akesuse ofthe hypercube’sproductgraph structure.W e labelthe vertices

with n-bitstrings,with edgesconnecting thosepairsofverticesthatdi�erin exactly one

bit.Then,using the Paulim atrix,�x,which isthe bitip operator,

�x =

�
0 1

1 0

�

; (40)

the adjacency m atrix can be decom posed into the sum

A =

nX

j= 1

11
 � � � 
 �x 
 � � � 
 11 ; (41)

where the jth term in the sum has �x as the jth factor in the tensor product.Each

term thus ips the bit in the vertex labelcorresponding to traversing the edge to the

appropriately labelled neighbouring vertex.Using H = A for the quantum walk,we

havey

U
t = e

� iH t =

nY

j= 1

11
 � � � 
 e
� it�x 
 � � � 
 11 =

�
e
� it�x

�
 n

=

�
cos(t) � i sin(t)

� i sin(t) cos(t)

� 
 n

: (42)

Applying U t to the initialstatej (0)i= j0i

 n
,wehave

U
t
j (0)i= [cos(t)j0i� i sin(t)j1i]


 n
(43)

which corresponds to a uniform state exactly when t is an odd m ultiple of �

4
.The

choiceof isthuspivotalform akinga faircom parison oftheinstantaneousm ixing tim e.

y M oore and R ussell(2002)use U = e
iH ,thisisjustthe com plex conjugate and m akesno di� erence to

observable quantities.
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M ooreand Russell(2002)choose = 1=n,so thatthetotalprobability ofm aking a hop

to any neighbouring site per unit tim e is unity.W ith this choice,the continuous-tim e

quantum walk m ixesexactly instantaneously in tim e O (n),a logarithm ic im provem ent

overO (nlogn)forthem ixing tim eofa classicalrandom walk.They also showed thatfor

the tim e-averaged m ixing tim e given by equation (15),the continuous-tim e walk never

m ixes.These results can be com pared with the discrete-tim e walk on the hypercube,

which has approxim ate instantaneous m ixing (instead ofexact),and M (�) m ixing in

exponentialtim e.

The continuous-tim equantum walk on the hypercubealso hitsthe oppositecornerin

lineartim e,exponentially fasterthan a classicalrandom walk:wewillobtain thisresult

in x6.3asaspecialcaseofthecalculation ofthee�ectsofdecoherence.Aswith thecoined

quantum walk,thisexponentially fasthitting tim eishighly dependenton thesym m etry.

K eating etal.(2006) apply results from localisation theory (Anderson,1958) to argue

that this behaviour is exceptional,and the norm on less regular graphs is a quantum

walk thattendsto stay nearitsstarting state.

4. A lgorithm s using quantum w alks

Starting with Shor’s algorithm for factoring large num bers (Shor,1997),m any ofthe

quantum algorithm sfound so farbelong to thesam efam ily,based on the useofFourier

transform s to identify a hidden subgroup (Lom ont, 2004, provides a recent review).

Thisworkswell(can beexponentially betterthan known classicalm ethods)forAbelian

groups,butextending the m ethod to non-Abelian groups,where som e ofthe notorious

hard problem s,such as graph isom orphism ,lie,is proving tricky.An obvious place to

look for new ideas is where classicalalgorithm s are having the m ost success,to see if

a quantum version could be even faster.Random ised algorithm s are one such arena,

providing the best known algorithm s for approxim ating the perm anent of a m atrix

(Jerrum etal.,2001),�nding satisfying assignm entsto Boolean expressions(kSAT with

k > 2)(Sch�oning,1999),estim ating thevolum eofaconvex body (Dyeretal.,1991),and

graph connectivity (M otwaniand Raghavan,1995).Classicalrandom walksalso under-

pin m any standard m ethodsin com putationalphysics,such asM onteCarlo sim ulations.

Expanding the repertoire ofm ethods for quantum algorithm s was the m otivation be-

hind the recentupsurgeofinterestin quantum walks.The�rstproperalgorithm susing

quantum walks appeared from Childsetal.(2003) and Shenvietal.(2003),and m ore

havesincefollowed:fora shortsurvey,seeAm bainis(2003).W ewillbriey describethe

�rsttwo quantum walk algorithm s,sincethey areoftwo distinctgenerictypes,and later

algorithm sarem ostly variantsofthe quantum walk search outlined in the nextsection.

4.1.Quantum walk searching

Q uadratically faster spreading,as described in x2.1,isn’t a quantum algorithm ,but

quantum searching ofan unsorted database (e.g.,�nding the nam e corresponding to

a given num ber by searching a telephone directory) is the reverse process:start in a

uniform superposition overthe whole database and hom e in on the m arked item .The
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�rst quantum algorithm for this problem is due to G rover (1996),using a m ethod of

am plitude am pli�cation,from which a quadratic speed up over classicalsearching is

obtained.Itcan beshown thataquadraticspeed up isthebestpossibleim provem entfor

thisproblem (Bennettetal.,1997).A classicalsearchofan unsorted databasepotentially

hasto check allN entriesin the database,and on averagehasto check atleasthalf.A

quantum search only needs to m ake O (
p
N ) queries,though the queries ask for m any

answers in superposition.Shenvietal.(2003) showed that a quantum walk can also

search an unsorted databasewith a quadraticspeed up.They representthedatabaseby

theverticesofa graph with a regularstructure(lattice,hypercube...)and startwith the

quantum walkerin a superposition ofallpositions on the vertices.The quantum walk

proceedsusing a G rovercoin operatorofappropriate dim ension atevery vertex except

them arked item .Forthem arked item ,alm ostany othercoin operatorcan beused,this

isenough to break thesym m etry ofthequantum walk and causethewalkerto converge

on the m arked vertex in � �=2
p
N =2 steps.

Since then,severalvariationson quantum searching fora single item have been anal-

ysed,allessentially searching for a set ofm arked item s ofsom e sort (M agniezetal.,

2005;Childsand Eisenberg,2005;Am bainis,2004).Spatialsearching,where it is also

counted asa costto m ovefrom oneitem in the databaseto the next,isalso fasterwith

a quantum algorithm ,and curiously,the continuous-tim e walk �ndsthisa little harder

than thediscrete-tim ewalk:in low dim ensionsitneedsacoin too(Childsand G oldstone,

2004a,b).

4.2.\Glued trees" algorithm

Childsetal.(2003) proved that a continuous-tim e quantum walk could perform expo-

nentially fasterthan any classicalalgorithm when �nding a routeacrossa particularsort

ofnetwork,shown in �gure 3.Thisisa ratherarti�cialproblem ,butprovesin principle

thatquantum walksarea powerfultool.Thetask isto �nd yourway from theentrance

nodeto theexitnode,treating therestofthenetwork likea m azewhereyou cannotsee

the othernodesfrom where you stand,only the choice ofpaths.Itiseasy to tellwhich

way isforward untilyou reach the random joinsin the centre.After this,any classical

attem ptto pick outthe correctpath to the exitgetlostin the centralregion and takes

exponentially long,on average,to �nd theway out.A quantum walk,on theotherhand,

travels through allthe paths in superposition,and the quantum interference between

di�erent paths allowsthe quantum walkerto �gure out which way is forward rightup

to the exit,which it�ndsin tim e proportionalto the width ofthe network.The proof

is quite technical,involving oracles and consistent colourings ofthe network,and the

ability to sim ulate a continuous-tim e quantum walk on a discrete quantum com puter.

W ereferthereaderto theoriginalpaperforthedetails(Childsetal.,2003),sincewedo

notneed them hereforourdiscussionsofdecoherence.

Discreteand continuous-tim equantum walksaregenerally expected to havethesam e

com putationalpower.They give broadly sim ilarresultsforalgorithm ic propertiessuch

asm ixing tim esand hitting tim esin thosecaseswhereboth form shavebeen applied to

the sam e problem ,with the possible exception ofspatialsearch (Childsand G oldstone,
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Exit

columns

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 90

Entrance

Fig.3.\G lued trees" graph used in thealgorithm ofChildsetal.(2003).Exam ple

shown isforN = 4,with 2N + 2= 10 colum nslabelled atthebottom ofthe�gure,

and 2(2(N + 1)� 1)= 62 nodes.The task isto travelfrom entranceto exitwithout

getting lostin the random ly joined m iddle section ofthe graph.The gap between

colum ns4 and 5 isforclarity in the �gureand isnotsigni�cantin the algorithm .

2004a), which, as noted above, requires a coin for m axim um e�ciency even in the

continuous-tim e walk in low dim ensions (Childsand G oldstone,2004b).For a discus-

sion ofhow both discreteand continuous-tim equantum walk im plem entationswould use

roughly the sam e com putationalresources for the \glued trees" problem ,see K endon

(2006a).

5. D ecoherence in coined quantum w alks

Aswehaveseen,whiletherearem any sim ilaritiesbetween discreteand continuous-tim e

quantum walks,therearealso som edistinctly di�erentbehaviours,and thisturnsoutto

betruealsoundertheinuenceofdecoherence.W ewillthusdevotea separatesection to

each type,starting herewith coined quantum walksand following in x6 with continuous-

tim e quantum walks.W e are going to take a very broad view ofdecoherence in this

review asany dynam icsthattendsto rem ovethequantum coherencesin som eway,beit

unwanted (asin environm entaldecoherence in an experim entalsystem ),intentional(to

tunethepropertiesofthequantum walk),ora byproductofsom eotheroperation,such

asm easurem ent.O neoftheearliestusesofnon-unitary quantum walksism easurem ent-

based,by Aharonov,Y etal.(1992).

Q uantum walksarea very broad classofquantum dynam ics,with overlap into related

areassuch asquantum graphs(K ottosand Sm ilansky,1997).O ne way to justify a par-

ticularquantum dynam icsasbeing a \quantum walk" isto seeifitturnsinto a classical

random walk when decohered.Sinceclassicalrandom walksarealsoa very broad classof

dynam ics,thisgetsreasonably closeto a workablede�nition ofa quantum walk,atleast

forthediscrete-tim ecase.M any early studiesofquantum walkstook thetroubleto show

num erically that,forspeci�ccases,theirquantum walksdecohered into classicalrandom
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walks,(e.g.,see M ackay etal.,2002)who dephase the coin in theirstudy ofa quantum

walk on the line.A m ore system atic treatm ent ofthe quantum to classicaltransition

in a generalquantum walk appearsin K endon and Sanders(2004),em phasising theim -

portance ofdem onstrating thatquantum walksexhibitboth wave (pure quantum )and

particle(decohered)dynam icsand,fora non-unitary quantum walk,being ableto inter-

polate between these two m odes ofbehaviourby turning the decoherence up ordown.

K o�s��k etal.(2006)explicitly calculatethecasesofG roverand DFT coinson a Cartesian

lattice (Zd),with random phaseshiftsapplied to the coin to induce decoherence,rather

than m easurem ents.They show thattheresulting distributionsm atch theexpected clas-

sicalrandom walks(which m ay be biased ifthe initialstate orcoin operatorisbiased,

com parex2.1).

Decoherenceisusually m odelled asanon-unitary evolution ofthequantum walk,sowe

willneed som eextraform alism form ixed statesusingdensitym atrixoperators.Following

the notation in x2.4,the (tim e-dependent)density operator

� =
X

x;c

X

x0;c0

�xc;x0c0jx;cihx
0
;c

0
j; (44)

isa positive(� = �
y with positiverealspectrum ),unit-trace,bounded linearoperatoron

H vc,in the basisBvc,equation (19).In the decom position of� into the com putational

basis,therowsand colum nsof� areindexed by xcand x0c0,which run overtheposition

statesand coin statesoftheHilbertspace.Thestateispurei� �2 = �.A typicalinitial

condition is �(t = 0) = j0;0ih0;0jcorresponding to the walker starting at vertex v0

carrying a coin in thestatelabelled zero.In generalthedensity operatorism apped to a

new density operatorvia a com pletely positive(CP)m ap

U :� 7! U� (45)

TheCP m ap U perform sboth thecoin ip and theconditionalswap overonetim estep.

M oreexplicitly,wecan write

U� =
X

i2�

U
y

j�Uj;
X

i2�

U
y

jUj = 11; (46)

with j an index ofnon-unitary evolutionary ‘instances’and Uj thecorresponding K raus

operator.Theseinstancesm ay bediscerned by a m easurem entrecord,with j therecord

index.Thecardinality of� can be�nite,countably in�nite,oreven uncountable.In the

case ofunitary evolution,� hasa cardinality ofone,so there isa single,unitary U for

which � 7! U� = U �U
y.Unitary quantum walk evolution can be expressed as

�(t)= U
t
�(0);U � SC;SC� � SC �C

y
S
y
; (47)

where,forthe discrete-tim e walk,we assum et2 Z.Thus,forthe unitary walk,a single

step is given by U = SC ,while for the non-unitary walk we can either add an extra

non-unitary operation (m easurem ent)fPjg,

U :� 7!
X

i2�

PjSC �C
y
S
y
P
y

j; (48)
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or,replace the coin and/orthe shiftoperatorsby non-unitary operators,depending on

whatsortofdecoherenceorm easurem entsweareconsidering.

M ostofthissectionconsistsofunpackingequation(48)intospeci�ccases,and analysing

the e�ects.O ne m ay ask,for exam ple,how quickly the quantum walk becom es classi-

calas the decoherence is increased.Are quantum walks sensitive to sm allam ounts of

decoherence,or are the quantum e�ects robustunder environm entaldisturbance? The

�rststudiesofdecoherence,beyond m erely verifying theclassicallim itisa classicalran-

dom walk,were analysisofthe likely errorsin proposed experim entalim plem entations

in Travaglioneand M ilburn (2002);Sandersetal.(2003);D �uretal.(2002).These,too,

are focused on the properties ofthe pure quantum walk,we provide a shortsum m ary

in x7.The�rstconsideration ofthealgorithm icpropertiesofpartly decohered quantum

walkswereby K endon and Tregenna (2003),who used num ericalsim ulation on a variety

ofdiscretecoined quantum walks.W ewillbriey review theirresultsforthewalk on the

line,to provide an overview ofthe typicale�ectsofdecoherence,then exam ine som e of

the analyticalcalculationsthatcon�rm and expand these initialobservations.An alter-

native approach isto m odelthe entire system ofquantum walkerplusenvironm ent,we

include exam plesofthisin x5.4,where the di�erentm ethodsofdecohering the coin are

com pared.

5.1.E�ectsin the walk on the line

First we unpack the superoperator notation ofequation (48) into the speci�c case of

decoherenceeventsorm easurem entsoccurring independently ateach tim e step,

�(t+ 1)= (1� p)SC �(t)CySy + p
X

j

PjSC �(t)C
y
S
y
P
y

j: (49)

Here Pj isa projection thatrepresentsthe action ofthe decoherence and p isthe prob-

ability ofa decoherenceeventhappening pertim e step,or,com pletely equivalentm ath-

em atically,to a weak coupling between the quantum walk system and som e M arkovian

environm ent with coupling strength p.Equation (49) lends itselfreadily to num erical

sim ulation since�,S and C can bem anipulated ascom plex m atrices,whilethe Pj gen-

erally rem ove som e orallofthe o�-diagonalentriesin �.K endon and Tregenna (2003)

took equation (49)and evolved itnum erically forvariouschoicesofPj,projection onto

theposition space,projection intothecoin spacein thepreferred basisj� 1i,and projec-

tion ofboth coin and position.M otivated by thelikely form ofexperim entalerrors,they

also m odelled an im perfectHadam ard by applying a G aussian spread ofstandard devia-

tion
p
p�=4 aboutthe perfectvalueof�=2 im plicitequation (8),com pareM ackay etal.

(2002).Shapira etal.(2003)laterm odelled im perfectquantum walk operationssuch as

thisin m oredetail,stillnum erically,and drew thesam econclusions,whileK onno(2005b)

treated thegeneralcaseofarandom ised coin,showinganalytically thattheclassicalran-

dom walk is obtained.An im perfect shift by the walkerhasbeen studied in D �uretal.

(2002),seex7,and also (in theform ofbroken links)by Rom anellietal.(2004),seex5.3.

To quantify the change in behaviour in the walk on the line,we can calculate the

standard deviation,equation (10),which isnow also a function ofthe decoherencerate.
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Fig.4.Standard deviation �(T;p)ofthe position on a line fordi�erentm odelsof

decoherence,forT = 100 tim e steps,(from K endon and Tregenna,2003).
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Fig.5.A quantum walk on a line of100 stepsisprogressively decohered by

random m easurem entswith probability p pertim e step asgiven in the key.for

p = 0:03,an approxim ately ‘top hat’distribution isobtained.

In each ofthesecasesK endon and Tregenna (2003)found thesam egeneralform forthe

decay of�(T;p) from the quantum to the classicalvalue,with sm alldi�erences in the

rates,asshown in �gure 4.Theslopeof�(T;p)is�niteasp ! 0 and zero atp = 1.The

decayofthespreadingrate(asquanti�ed by �(T;p)),ism uch asonem ighthaveexpected

given quantum statesaregenerally fragilein thefaceofenvironm entaldisturbance.The

interesting featureisseen in theshapeofthedistribution oftheposition asdecoherence

beginsto takee�ect.Thechangingshapeasdecoherenceisincreased isshown in �gure 5.

Notice the good approxim ation to a top-hatdistribution between � T=
p
2 thatappears

forp = 0:03.Forcom putationalphysicistswhouserandom walkstosam pledistributions,

thisisa very desirable feature,since itprovidesuniform sam pling overa speci�c range.

M oreover,thisresultisonly obtained when decohering the position,com pare the three

exam plesin �gure6.Theoptim aldecoherenceratepu can beobtained by calculatingthe
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Fig.6.Distribution ofthe position fora quantum walk on a line afterT = 200

tim e steps.Purequantum (dotted),fully classical(dashed),and decoherenceat

rateshown on partofsystem indicated by key (solid).Uniform distribution

between � T=
p
2� x � T=

p
2 (crosses)also shown,(from K endon and Tregenna,

2003).

totalvariationaldistance,equation (13),between theactualdistribution and an idealtop

hatdistribution,The optim um decoherencerate dependson the num berofstepsin the

walk,puT ’ 2:6 fordecoherenceon both coin and position and puT ’ 5 fordecoherence

on theposition only(obtained num ericallyin K endon and Tregenna(2003)).Intriguingly,

recent work by M aloyerand K endon (2006) shows that the optim altop-hat occurs for

the decoherence rate thatjust rem ovesallthe quantum correlationsby the end ofthe

quantum walk.

Decoherenceonthecoinonlydoesnotproduceatophatdistribution,insteadthedistri-

bution developsacusp asitpassesfrom quantum toclassical.TheworkofLop�ezand Paz

(2003)providessom einsightinto why decoherenceon the coin and on the position pro-

duce qualitatively di�erent results.Lop�ezand Paz presentan elegantanalysisofdeco-

herencein thequantum walk usingadiscreteW ignerfunction tobringoutthepattern of

correlationsand theirdecay when the coin issubjectto decoherence.Theirdecoherence

m odelfollowsm uch thesam eapproach asBrun etal.(2003a),which willbedescribed in

x5.2.In theirstudy,Lop�ezand Paz(2003)restrictthedynam icstocycles.However,m ost

oftheirresultsarefora shortnum bersoftim estepssuch thatthewalk hasnotjoined up

round the cycle,and the resultsare identicalto the walk on the line.W ignerfunctions

representquantum dynam icsin a quantum phase space,thusshowing the behaviourof

both position and m om entum degreesoffreedom in the sam e picture.This bringsout

beautifully thatwhile decohering the coin state issu�cientto reduce a quantum walk

on a cycle to a classicalwalk,ifthe walker started in a superposition oftwo position

states,thisrem ainsuntouched by the decoherence.Such a walkerwith a decohered coin

perform sa superposition oftwo classicalrandom walks,each starting ata di�erentpo-
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sition.The converse doesnotapply,because the position isconditioned on the state of

the coin,equation (2),thusdecohering the position decohersthe coin with it.

O ur �rst exam ple ofdecoherence has given us a good guide for what to expect in

general:besidestherapid degradation ofquantum behaviour,thereareinterestinge�ects

in particularrangesoflow decoherence.Thesee�ectsarenotalgorithm ically signi�cant,

that is,they don’t alter the scaling ofquantum processing,but nevertheless m ay be

usefulin practice,and represent intriguing and com plex behaviour worthy ofstudy in

their own right.For practicalpurposes (assum ing that one day we have a quantum

com puteravailable),the im proved top hatpro�lem ightstillbe a usefuloptim isation to

getthe m ostoutofthe com putationalresources.

5.2.Dephasing the coin in the walk on the line

In the nexttwo sectionswe willconsiderthe analyticaltreatm entofdecoherencein the

walk on thelinein som edetail.Firstweconsiderdecoherenceonly on thecoin.Thiswill

also providean exam ple ofhow to use Fouriertransform sto sim plify the dynam icsand

obtain thesolution.W efollow them ethod ofBrun etal.(2003a,b)to solveequation (48)

forthecoined quantum walk on a linewith dephasing applied to thecoin.W ethushave

S given by equation (6),

Sjx;ci= jx + c;ci;

wherejxiand jciarebasisstates,and C by equation (8)

C
(H )

2 =
1
p
2

�
1 1

1 � 1

�

:

Transform ing from the position basisjxito the Fourierbasisjkisuch that,

jk;ci=
X

x

e
ikx

jx;ci (50)

we�nd that

U kjk;ci= C kjk;ci (51)

whereC k actsonly on the coin degreesoffreedom ,

C k =
1
p
2

�
eik eik

e� ik � e� ik

�

: (52)

W e now m ove to density m atrix form ulation,for a walk starting at the origin in coin

state j 0i(notnecessarily a basisstate),

�0 = j0; 0ih0; 0j=

Z
dk

2�

Z
dk0

2�
jkihk0j
 j 0ih 0j; (53)

where jk; 0iisthe tensorproductjki
 j 0i.Using equation (48)to introduce a deco-

herenceoperator,wecan thuswrite

�(t)=

Z
dk

2�

Z
dk0

2�
jkihk0j
 P

t
kk0j 0ih 0j; (54)
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where

Pkk0j 0ih 0j=
X

j

PjC kj 0ih 0jC
y

k0
P
y

j; (55)

and thesetofprojectorsfPjg isthedecoherenceacting on thecoin thatwewillneed to

specify in orderto carry outexplicitevaluation ofequation (54).

W hile it willin generalbe di�cult to evaluate �(t) explicitly,the second m om ent

willgive us the m ain inform ation we need to determ ine how fast the walk spreads.

Calculating the m om ents allows considerable sim pli�cation even before specifying the

form ofdecoherence,

hx
m
i=

X

x

x
m
P (x;t)=

X

x

x
m

Z
dk

2�

Z
dk0

2�
hxjkihk0jxiTrc

�
P
t
kk0j 0ih 0j

�
; (56)

whereTrc[:]tracesoverthecoin degreesoffreedom to aggregatetheprobability overthe

di�erentcoin states.From equation (50),hxjki= eikx,and we m ay carry outthe sum

overx,giving

hx
m
i=

(� 1)m

2�

Z

dk

Z

dk
0
�
(m )(k � k

0)Trc
�
P
t
kk0j 0ih 0j

�
; (57)

where�(m )(k� k0)isthem th derivativeofthedeltafunction.Thiscan then beintegrated

by parts.

Brun etal.(2003b)chosepuredephasing fortheform ofthedecoherenceon thecoin,

the coin projectorsin equation (55)arethus

P� 1 =
1
p
2

�
e� i� 0

0 e� i�

�

: (58)

Thiscan be solved explicitly,giving in the largetlim it,

hx
2
i� hxi

2
’ t(cot2 2� + csc2 2�)+ O (1); (59)

where � m easures the strength ofthe dephasing,� = �=4 being com plete dephasing

(classicalwalk)and � = 0 isa purequantum walk (theapproxim ation aboveisnotvalid

for exactly � = 0).This shows that even a sm allam ount ofdecoherence renders the

quantum walk classicalin thesensethatthestandard deviation oftheposition scalesas
p
t,butwith a largerprefactorthe sm allerthe dephasing,cot2 2� � 1=�2 forsm all�.

W e willreturn to decohering the coin in x5.4 where a variety ofotherwaysto deco-

her the coin willbe considered and com pared.Next,we willcom plete the picture for

decohering a walk on the line with a calculation ofthe e�ects ofdecoherence in the

position.

5.3.Decohering the position in the walk on the line

W hen decoherence acts on the position degrees offreedom ,the sim pli�cation o�ered

by the factorisation ofthe dynam ics in Fourier space no longer helps:we would have

to apply the Fourier transform to the decoherence superoperator too.The following

calculationsofthe asym ptoticbehaviourforsm allp � 1 illustratehow realspace(path
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counting) m ethods m ay be used instead.Following K endon and Tregenna (2002),we

calculate�(T;p)analytically forpT � 1 and T � 1 forthecasewherethefPjg arethe

projectorsonto the preferred basis fja;xig,i.e.,decoherence a�ecting both walkerand

coin sim ultaneously.Since,asalreadyexplained,decoheringtheposition alsodecohersthe

coin,itm akesonly a sm alldi�erencewhetherornotwealso decoherthe coin explicitly.

The probability distribution for�nding the walkerin the state ja;xiin the presence

ofdecoherencecan be written,

P (x;a;T;p)= (1� p)T P (x;a;T)+ p(1� p)T � 1P (1)(x;a;T)+ :::; (60)

where P (x;a;T)is the distribution obtained fora perfectwalk and P (i)(x;a;T)is the

sum ofallthe waysto haveexactly inoiseeventsForexam ple,wecan write

P
(1)(x;a;T)=

TX

t= 1

X

y

X

b

P (y;b;t)Pyb(x;a;T � t); (61)

where Pyb(x;a;T � t)isthe distribution obtained from a perfectwalk starting in state

jy;biforT � tsteps.Forthe idealwalk,�2(T)�
P

x

P

a
x2P (x;a;T),and forthe walk

with decoherence,

�
2(T;p)�

X

x

X

a

x
2
P (x;a;T;p): (62)

Taking equation (60)to �rstorderin p,and substituting along with equation (61)into

equation (62)givesto �rstorderin pT

�
2(T;p)’

X

x;a

x
2

8
<

:
(1� pT)P (x;a;T)+ p

TX

t= 1

X

y;b

P (y;b;t)Pyb(x;a;T � t)

9
=

;
: (63)

The�rstterm on ther.h.s.is(by de�nition)(1� pT)�2(T).Noting thatPyb(x;a;T � t)

is a translation ofa walk starting at the origin,Pyb(x;a;T � t)= P0b(x � y;a;T � t),

and relabelling the sum m ed variablex to (x + y)then enablesthesum soverx and a to

be perform ed in the second term ,

p

TX

t= 1

X

y

X

b

P (y;b;t)
X

x

X

a

(x + y)2P0b(x;a;T � t)

= p

TX

t= 1

X

y

X

b

P (y;b;t)

n

�
2
0b(T � t)+ 2yhxi

(T � t)

0b
+ y

2
o

: (64)

From equation (10),�2
0b
(T � t) does not depend on b,so the sum m ation overy and b

m ay be perform ed trivially.The rem aining sum m ation overy and b applied to y2 gives

�2(t)by de�nition.Thisleavesonly the evaluation of

2p

TX

t= 1

X

y;b

P (y;b;t)yhxi
(T � t)

0b
= 2p(1� 1=

p
2)

TX

t= 1

(T � t)
X

y;b

ybP (y;b;t); (65)

where we have used equation (11) for hxi.W e note that this term does not depend

on whether the initialcoin state is plus or m inus one and so we m ay include both
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these possibilitiesequally.Also,by the sym m etry ofthe walk,itispossible to rewrite a

probability function fortravelling from state j0;cito jy;biin the reverseorder,i.e.asa

probability form oving from jy;bito j0;ci.Care m ustbe taken to ensure thatthe signs

ofeach term due to the coe�cientybin the sum m ation arem aintained.W e obtain

2p
X

t;y;b

P (y;b;t)yhxi
(T � t)

0b
= p(1� 1=

p
2)

TX

t= 1

(T � t)
X

y;b;c

(1� 2�b;c)ybPyb(0;c;t)

= p(1� 1=
p
2)

TX

t= 1

(T � t)

2

4
X

y;b;c

ybPy;b(0;c;t)� 2
X

y;b

ybPyb(0;b;t)]

3

5; (66)

treating the two partswith and withouta delta function independently.Expanding the

sum m ationsoverband translating the position basisby � y gives

2p

TX

t= 1

X

y;b

P (y;b;t)yhxi
(T � t)

0b

= p(1� 1=
p
2)

TX

t= 1

(T � t)

"
X

y;c

yP0;� 1(y;c;t)� 4
X

y

y Py;+ 1(y;+ 1;t)

#

: (67)

The �nalsum m ation overy m ay be bounded aboveby noting that

P0� 1(y;� 1;t) = jhy;� 1jUtj0;� 1ij2

=
1

2
jhy+ 1;1jU t� 1

j0;� 1i� hy+ 1;� 1jUt� 1j0;� 1ij2

�
1

2

X

c

P0;� 1(y+ 1;c;t� 1): (68)

Using thisin equation (67)gives,

2p
X

t;y;b

P (y;b;t)yhxi
(T � t)

0b
� p(1� 1=

p
2)

TX

t= 1

(T � t)

h

hyi
t
0;� 1 � 2hyi

(t� 1)

0;� 1 + 2

i

� p(1� 1=
p
2)

TX

t= 1

(T � t)

h

(1� 1=
p
2)t+

p
2

i

; (69)

where equation (11) has been used for the average values.Note that equation (11) is

exactonly forasym ptotically largetim es,so thesecond step in equation (69)introduces

furtherapproxim ationsfrom the contributionsto the sum atsm alltim es t.Com bining

these results in the fullexpression for �2(T;p),equations(63,64),and perform ing the

sum m ationsovertusing
P

t= T(T + 1)=2 and
P

t2 = T 3=3+ T 2=2+ T=6,gives

�
2(T;p)� �

2
0(T)

"

1�

p
2

6
pT + p(

p
2� 1)+ :::

#

: (70)

Taking the squarerootgivesasan upperbound on the standard deviation,

�(T;p)� �(T)

�

1�
pT

6
p
2
+

p
p
2
(1� 1=

p
2)+ O (p2;1=T)

�

: (71)
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Equation (71)com pareswellwith sim ulation data in K endon and Tregenna (2003),once

a second order correction for �(T) = (1 � 1=
p
2)1=2(T � 1=T) is taken into account.

The bounding procedureapplied hereisreasonably accurate,num ericalstudiesgivethe

coe�cientofp in the aboveexpansion as0.09566,com pared with thebound of0.20711.

The�rstorderdependenceisthusproportionalto pT,thenum berofdecoherenceevents

during the wholequantum walk.Fora given decoherenceratep,the standard deviation

initially decreaseslinearly in T.Thiscalculation �rstappeared in K endon and Tregenna

(2002).

A sim ilarexpansion atthe classicalend ofthe fullsum in equation (60)gives

P (x;a;T;q)= (1� q)T P (T )(x;a;T)+ q(1� q)T � 1P (T � 1)(x;a;T)+ :::; (72)

where we have de�ned q � (1� p)asthe sm allparam eter.W e know thatP(T )(x;a;T)

isthe classicalwalk,so

�
2
C (T)= T =

X

x

X

a

x
2
P
(T )(x;a;T); (73)

and wecan write

�
2(T;q) =

X

x

X

a

x
2
P (x;a;T;q)

= (1� q)T �2c(T)+ q(1� q)T � 1
X

x

X

a

x
2
P
(T � 1)(x;a;T)+ :::: (74)

However,to see a di�erence between the classicaland quantum walks,we need to have

fourconsecutivestepsofthequantum walk,sincetheposition distributionsareidentical

for the �rst three steps.The �rst term that di�ers from classicalis thus derived from

partofP (T � 4)(x;a;T)given by

P
(4cq)(x;a;T)=

T � 4X

t= 1

X

y;z

X

b;c

P
(T )(y;b;t)P

(0)

(y;b)
(z;c;4)P

(T )

y+ z;c(x;a;T � 4� t); (75)

i.e., t classical steps, 4 quantum steps, T � 4 � t classical steps. (Also included in

P (T � 4)(x;a;T)arecom binationswith the 4 quantum stepsnotadjacentto each other.)

Since classicalsegm entsofthe walk arenotinuenced by the initialstate,we m ay esti-

m ate the variance ofthe totalcontribution ofP (4cq)(x;a;T)by sum m ing the variances

ofthe segm ents:

�
2
(4cq)(T)=

T � 4X

t= 1

�
�
2
C (t)+ �

2(4)+ �
2
C (T � t� 4)

�
= (T � 4)[T � 4+ �

2(4)]: (76)

Explicitcalculation (P (x;a;4)has sixteen term s)gives�2(4)= 5.From the continued

expansion ofequation (72)the prefactorisq4(1� q)T � 4,so forsm allq and largeT,we

have�2(T;q)’ T(1+ q4)and forthe standard deviation

�(T;q)’
p
T

�

1+
q4

2

�

; (77)

to lowestorderin q� 1� p.
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A sim plerm odelofdecoherencein both positionandcoinspaceissolvedbyRom anellietal.

(2004).They apply m easurem entsatregularintervalsand projectthe coin into the �y

basis,to preserve the sym m etry ofthe walk.They obtain a spreading rate thatisbasi-

cally classical,with a prefactorcontrolled by therateofthem easurem ents.Theaverage

squared distancefrom thestart,m easured by thevariance,growsasaseriesofarcsatthe

quantum rate (quadratic),with regularresetting due to the m easurem ents,pulling the

overallrate back to linear(classical).They also generalise to random intervalsbetween

m easurem ents,drawing analogy with Brownian m otion.

A unitary decoherence m odela�ecting the position also appears in the sam e paper

Rom anellietal.(2004)where they analyse a quantum walk in which linksbetween the

positionson thelinearebroken with probability p.Thetransition thatshould havetaken

place isturned into a selfloop forthatstep ofthe walk.The unitary operatorforeach

step ism odi�ed to takeaccountofthelinksthathappen to bebroken atthattim estep.

Forlow ratesoflink-breaking,the quantum behaviourpersists,while forhigh ratesthe

walk m akeslessprogressthan even an unim peded classicalrandom walk.

5.4.M ultiple coinsin the walk on the line

Another analytically tractable approach to reducing coherences in the walk on a line

is to enlarge the size ofthe coin state space,and use parts ofit in turn as the walk

progresses.Thishastheadvantageofthe dynam icsrem aining purely unitary,rendering

thecalculationssim pler.The�rstsuch study,by Brun etal.(2003c),considered m ultiple

coinsused in sequence,with thesequencerepeatingafterallthecoinshad been used once.

Thisproducesa quantum walk thatstillspreadslinearly with the num berofsteps,but

with the rateofspreading reduced inversely by the num berofcoins.O nly ifa new coin

isused forevery step ofthewalk doesitbecom eequivalentto theclassicalrandom walk.

This is in contrast with the behaviour obtained by decohering the coin,(Brun etal.,

2003a),which alwaysresultsin classicallim iting behaviour,aspointed outin Brun etal.

(2003b).Classicalbehaviour is thus associated with an environm ent so large that one

nevercom escloseto the Poincar�erecurrencetim e overthe tim escalesconsidered.

Related studies thatobserve orexploitthe behaviourwhen the coin space is lim ited

includeFlitney etal.(2004)whousem ultiplecoinstocreateaParrondogam e,by having

the am plitude ofthe coin ip depend on severalprevious coins rather than just one.

Erm ann etal.(2006) use an enlarged coin space to show explicitly that the behaviour

changesfrom classicalback to quantum once the size ofthe environm entspace isused

up.They usethecoinsin a random orderratherthan sequentially asBrun etal.(2003a)

do.Ribeiro etal.(2004)study quasi-periodicsequencesofcoin operatorsusingnum erical

sim ulation,and again �nd di�erentspreadingrates,butstillan overalllineardependence

on the num berofsteps.M ore realistic m odelsofa �nite-sized environm entwould have

the environm ent degrees offreedom interacting with each other,but this has not yet

been studied in the contextofquantum walks.
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Fig.7.Num ericaldata forM �(p)on cyclesofsizeN = 48,N = 49,N = 50 and

N = 51,forcoin (dotted),position (dashed)and both (solid)subjectto

decoherence,using � = 0:002.Both axeslogarithm ic.

5.5.E�ectsin the walk on the N -cycle

Recallfrom x2.2 that pure discrete-tim e quantum walks on cycles don’t m ix (except

instantaneously forafew sm allspecialcasesm entioned in x2.3),unlessthetim e-averaged

probability distribution,equation (13)isconsidered.In thatcase,m ixing to theuniform

distribution M (�),equation (15),doesoccurforsom e choicesofcoin operator,butthis

com es at the cost of requiring a num ber of steps linear in the inverse accuracy 1=�

instead oflogarithm ic,unlessa num berofrepetitionsare com bined in an am pli�cation

procedure.K endon and Tregenna (2003) carried out num ericalstudies ofdecoherence

in cycles.They evaluated M (�;p),the m ixing tim e forP (x;T;p)c.f.equation (15),for

walkson cyclesofsizesup to N ’ 80,both forpure states,and in the presence ofthe

sam e types ofdecoherence as described in x5.2 for the walk on a line.They did not

includeany am pli�cation procedure.Forodd-N cycleswith no decoherence,they report

that M (�) � N =� as com pared to the upper bound ofM (�) � N logN =�3 given by

Aharonov,D etal.(2001).Richter(2006b)hasrecently con�rm ed thisanalytically.

Underthe action ofa sm allam ountofdecoherence,the m ixing tim e becom esshorter

for allcases,typicalresults are shown in �gure 7.Ifthe coin operator is chosen such

thatthe even-N cyclesdo notm ix to to the uniform distribution in the pure quantum

walk,then the addition ofdecoherence causesthem to m ix to the uniform distribution.

Although forN divisible by 4,the coin-decohered m ixing tim e showsa m inim um below

the classicalvalue at p ’ 2=N ,this m ixing tim e is & N 2=32�,i.e.,stillquadratic in

N .Thus,although noise on the coin causes the even-N cycle to m ix to the uniform

distribution,itdoesnotproduce a signi�cantspeed up overthe classicalrandom walk.

Decoherenceontheposition producesam inim um m ixingtim eM m in(�;p)= O (N =�),thus

theeven-N cyclem ixesto uniform in lineartim efora suitablechoiceofdecoherencerate

pm in � 16=N2,independentof�.
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Fig.8.Num ericaldata forM �(p)on cyclesofsizeN = 48 to N = 51,for

decoherenceapplied to coin only (dotted),position only (dashed)and both

(solid),using � = 0:002.Both axeslogarithm ic.

For alltypes ofdecoherence,the odd-N cycle shows a m inim um m ixing tim e at a

decoherenceratesom ewhatearlierthan theeven-N cycle,roughlyp = 2=N 2,butbecause

ofthe oscillatory natureofP (x;T;p),theexactbehaviourisnota sm ooth function ofp

or�.(K endon and Tregenna(2003)illustratethisin their�gure4,wewillshow a sim ilar

exam plelater.)Asdecoherenceon theposition (orboth coin and position)increases,the

oscillationsin P (x;T;p)aredam ped out.Atp ’ 16=N 2,them ixingtim epassessm oothly

through an inexion and from then on behavesin a quantitatively sim ilarm annerto the

adjacent-sized even-N cycles,including scaling asM m in(�;p)= O (N =�)atthe inexion.

Thusfor0< p . 16=N 2 thereisa region wherethe m ixing tim e stayslinearin N .

However,one can do better than this:decoherence causes the quantum walk to m ix

to the uniform distribution withoutany averaging ofP (x;T;p),thusretaining the log-

arithm ic scaling with � for the m ixing tim es.It is obvious that decoherence m ust do

this,since high decoherence rates reproduce the classicalrandom walk,which has this

property.The only question is whether it does so e�ectively enough to be useful,and

the answeristhatitdoes,fordecoherence on the position (K endon and M aloyer,2006;

Richter,2006b).Figure 8 showsthe m ixing tim e M (�;p)corresponding to P (x;T;p)as

a function ofp forcyclesofsize 48 to 51.Since even-sized cyclesonly have supporton

halfthe positions at any one tim e,we have de�ned the uniform distribution only on

the siteswhere ithassupport(we can easily �x thisifnecessary by averaging overtwo

consecutive tim e steps).It thus behaves like an odd-sized cycle ofhalfthe size.O ther

than thistechnicality,the behaviouristhe sam e,oscillating peaksend abruptly atthe

m inim um m ixingtim e,followed by asm ooth risetotheclassicalvalueasthedecoherence

rate isturned up.The decoherence rate atthe m inim um m ixing tim e isapproxim ately

�=N (odd-sized)or2�=N (even-sized),and them ixingtim eitselfscalesasO (N log(1=�)).
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distribution expressed asthe totalvariationaldistance,equation (13),forN = 49

forthe casewith decoherenceon both coin and position.Both axeslogarithm ic.

The valueof� used in �gures7 and 8 isshown asa horizontalline.

Thisthusprovidesa quadraticim provem entovertheclassicalm ixing tim e,which scales

asO (N 2 log(1=�)).

Ifwetakea look atthebehaviourofjjP (x;t;p)� Pujjtv,shown in �gure 9 forN = 49,

we can see this too is uctuating at the quantum end,with the period ofuctuation

lengthening asitreachesthem inim um .O n theclassicalsideofthem inim um itincreases

sm oothly to the classicalvalue.The tim e atwhich the curveslastcrossthe horizontal

line at � = 0:002 is the m ixing tim e as plotted in �gure8.In the quantum regim e,a

di�erent choice of� thus causes a jum p in the value ofM (�;p) ifit happens to touch

the nextpeak in jjP (x;t;p)� Pujjtv.Thistransition from underdam ped (oscillating)to

overdam ped (sm ooth)hasbeen observed in a num berofdecoherencestudies,such asthe

hypercube (K endon and Tregenna,2003),described in the nextsection,and the studies

ofdecoherencein continuous-tim equantum walksdescribed in x6.The criticaldam ping

pointalso seem sto be associated with the pointaswhich allquantum correlationsare

destroyedbythedecoherence(M aloyerand K endon,2006),justasthism arkstheoptim al

top hatdistribution in the walk on the line.

Richter(2006b)actuallyprovesnotonlythattheoptim alm ixingtim eisO (N log(1=�)),

butalsothatthreedi�erentstrategiesforoptim isingthem ixingtim eareequallye�ective.

The\warm start"from Aharonov,D etal.(2001)can beviewed asrunningthequantum

walk forseveralsegm entsofrandom length separated by m easurem ents.Thedecoherence

applied with probabilitypisaquantum walkoflength T interrupted bypT m easurem ents

atrandom tim es.Sim ply running thequantum walk forseveralsegm entsofequallength

with m easurem ents applied at the end ofeach is also e�ective:the random outcom es

from them easurem entsaresu�cientto optim isethem ixing.Thisshowsthatthee�ects

ofdecoherence are quite robust,insensitive to the precise way in which it is applied.

The overallconclusion is thus the sam e as for the walk on a line, there is a useful
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window within which decoherenceenhancesratherthan degradesthe quantum features

ofthe walk.M oreover,it is actually necessary to ensure the scaling with the precision

� is e�cient.Additionally,decoherence ensures the quantum walk m ixes to a uniform

distribution,regardlessofthe initialconditionsorchoiceofcoin operator.

5.6.E�ectsin the walk on the hypercube

K em pe (2003b,2005)picked up from whereM ooreand Russell(2002)lefto� and anal-

ysed hitting tim esin discrete-tim equantum walkson thehypercube.By hitting tim ewe

m ean the tim e it takesfor the quantum walk to reach the opposite cornerfrom where

itstarted from .K em peconsiderstwo typesofhitting tim es,one-shot,wherea m easure-

m entism adeaftera predeterm ined num berofsteps,and concurrent,wherethe desired

location ism onitored continuously to see ifthe walkerhasarrived.W hile the one-shot

hitting tim e isa pure quantum dynam ics,the continuousm onitoring ofthe concurrent

hitting tim em easurem entrem ovespartofthequantum coherences,thusitconstitutesa

type ofdecoherence.M orerecently,K roviand Brun (2006a)havede�ned a hitting tim e

in closeranalogy with theusualclassicalhitting tim e,theaveragetim eof�rstarrivalat

the targetlocation.

Following K em pe,the one-shothitting tim e H one-shot(r0)between jx0iand jxfiis

H one-shot(r0)=
�
T : jhxfjU

T
jx0ij

2
� r0

	
; (78)

wherer0 isa threshold probability ofbeing atthetargetstate,U istheevolution ofone

step ofthe walk,jx0iisthe starting state and jxfiisthe location being hit.

Tode�netherem ainingtwohittingtim es,weneed tode�neam easured quantum walk,

both K em pe,and K roviand Brun give essentially equivalent de�nitions.For hitting a

single�nallocation weneed am easurem entwith twooutcom es(thisiseasilygeneralised),

say Pf and Q f = 11� Pf,where Pf = jxfihxfj
 11c,i.e.,the projectoronto the state

jxfiforany coin state.Ifthewalkerisfound atjxfi,thewalk isassum ed to end,itacts

asan absorbing boundary.Ifthe walk doesnotreach jxfiaftertsteps,the state ofthe

walk can be written

�(t)=
Ut
Q �

Tr[Ut
Q
�]

(79)

where UQ � = Q fU �U
y
Q
y

f
.This di�ers from equation (48) in that we keep only one

outcom e from the m easurem entand renorm alisethe density m atrix.Since we know the

m easurem entoutcom e,weknow whetherthewalk hasarrived ornot,so weonly need to

keep the partthatdid notyetarriveatjxfi.The �rstarrival(also called �rstcrossing)

probability aftertstepscan thusbe written

r(t)= Tr

h

UP U
t� 1

Q
�

i

: (80)

K em pe de�nestheconcurrenthitting tim e as

H concurrent(r0)= m infT j9 t< T :r(t)> r0g (81)
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The hitting tim e de�ned by K roviand Brun is

H average =

t= 1X

t= 0

tr(t); (82)

theaveragearrivaltim e.K roviand Brun com paretheconcurrenthitting tim ewith their

averagehitting tim eand �nd they both scalein a sim ilarpolynom ialm anner,com pared

with the exponentially long hitting tim e ofa classicalrandom walk,provided they use

a G rovercoin for the quantum walk,and consider jx0i= j0:::0i and jxfi = j1:::1i.

Theirnum ericalresultssuggestthe bound ofH concurrent(
(1))� O (n2 logn2)obtained

by K em pe(2003b,2005)isnottight,theactualhitting tim elooksto bebetterthan this

in the large-n lim it.

K roviand Brun also investigate the e�ects ofbreaking the sym m etry ofthe G rover

coin,by usingaDFT coin,and bydistortingthehypercubelattice.TheDFT coin hasthe

property thatforcertain con�gurationsthehitting tim ebecom esin�nite,whilea G rover

coin with asm alldistortion ofthehypercubelatticeincreasesthehitting tim esom ewhat,

though it is stillless than the classicalrandom walk hitting tim e.Analogous results

for coined quantum walks on the \glued trees" graph were noted by Tregenna etal.

(2003).Furtherwork by K roviand Brun (2006b)on the question ofwhetherand under

whatconditionsquantum walksshow dram atically di�erentproperties(speed up orslow

down)com pared with classicalrandom walkssuggeststhatitishighly dependenton the

sym m etry ofthe graph.For the G rovercoin,this is exem pli�ed by the quantum walk

search algorithm ofShenvietal.(2003)(described in x4.1),whereany disturbanceofthe

sym m etry causesthe walkerto convergeon the m arked state.

K endon and Tregenna (2003) investigated the e�ects ofadding extra decoherence to

the quantum walk on a hypercubeoverand abovethatim plied by the m easurem entsof

the targetlocation.Forboth one-shotand concurrenthitting tim es(thiswork predates

K roviand Brun (2006a)),thekey param eteristheprobability r(t)of�nding thewalker

atthe chosen location.Theirnum ericalcalculationsshow thatallform sofdecoherence

have a sim ilar e�ect on r(t),see �gure 10,reducing the peaks and sm oothing out the

troughs.For the one-shot hitting tim e this is useful,raising r(t) in the trough to well

abovethe classicalvalue,so itisno longernecessary to know exactly when to m easure.

Forp . 1=n,theheightofthe�rstpeak scalesasrp(t)= r(t)(0)expf� (n + �)pg,where

0 . � . 2 depending on whether coin,position or both are subject to decoherence.

An exponentialdecreasein the presenceofdecoherencesoundsaboutasbad asitcould

reasonably be,and for long tim es,ofcourse,decoherence reduces the walk to classical

behaviour.However,the hitting tim es are short,only � n�=2 steps,so p ’ 1=n only

lowersr(t)by a factorof1=e.Foralgorithm icpurposesthisisinsigni�cant,only a factor

oforderunity and thusstillexponentially betterthan classical.Note also thatthe size

ofthe graph (m easured in num berofnodes)is2n,so the decoherence hasonly a linear

e�ectm easured in term softhe sizeofthe graph.

Theconcurrenthittingtim ealreadyincludesaportionofdecoherence,noextrafeatures

are produced by the addition ofunselective decoherence,but there is stilla range of

0 < p . 1=n within which the quantum speed up is preserved.Note that in both the
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Fig.10.Hitting probability on a 9{dim ensionalhypercubeforone-shot(left)and

concurrent(right),perfectwalk (circles),with p = 0:05 (dotted),p = 0:1’ 1=9

(solid).Classicalhitting probability barely visible(dashed).

one-shot and concurrent cases,p ’ 1=n is a criticaldam ping rate,sm oothing out the

second peak (shown ataround 40 (� 3n�=2)stepsin �gure10).

Decoherence in discrete-tim e walks has thus provided us with a num ber ofnotable

com m on features,such assm ootherspreading,enhanced m ixing,and a transition from

under-dam ped (quantum ) to over-dam ped (classical) behaviour analogous to classical

dam ping in a harm onicoscillator.W ewillseein thenextsection thatthesefeaturesalso

appearforthe continuous-tim equantum walk underdecoherence.

6. D ecoherence in continuous-tim e w alks

Less work has been done on decoherence in continuous-tim e quantum walks,probably

in part because the num ericalsim ulations require m ore resources (to integrate rather

than iterate the dynam ics).Analyticalcalculations for the continuous-tim e walk are

often sim plerthan forthe discrete-tim e walk due to the lack ofa coin,butin the case

ofdecoherence this rem oves the sim ple case ofdecoherence on the coin only that has

been so successfully studied in thediscrete-tim ewalk.Nonetheless,therearetwo notable

recentanalyticalresults.Fedichkin etal.(2006)obtain the scaling form ixing tim esfor

the walk on the cycle for both sm alland large decoherence rates.They augm ent this

with num ericalstudies showing a m inim um m ixing tim e for interm ediate decoherence

rates.Alagi�cand Russell(2005)solvethedecoherentwalk on thehypercubeforallrates

ofdecoherence.Theseresultswillbe discussed in separatesectionsbelow.First,wewill

setup a generalm odelfordecoherence in continuous-tim e quantum walksanalogousto

the basicm odelused fordiscrete-tim ewalks.Then wewillbriey exam inethee�ectsof

decoherence in the continuous-tim e quantum walk on the line,obtained num erically,to

illustratethe key featureswe can expectto see.

Thepurestateevolution ofthecontinuous-tim equantum walk given by equation (28)
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can be expressed in density m atrix form as

d�(t)

dt
= � i [A ;�]; (83)

where [a;b]� ab� ba denotesthe com m utator.W e can add a non-unitary decoherence

to thisin exactanalogy to the discrete-tim em ethod by writing

�(t+ �t)= (1� p�t)(�(t)� i�t[A ;�])+ p�tP �; (84)

where P representsthe action ofthe noise,for exam ple,a setofprojectorsfPjg,such

thatP � =
P

j
Pj�P

y

j
.Foruncorrelated noise,taking �t! 0 thisyields

d�(t)

dt
= � i[A ;�]� p� + pP �; (85)

Thee�ectoftheextra two term sisto reducesom eoralloftheo�-diagonalelem entsof

�(t)ata ratep perunittim e.

6.1.E�ectsin the walk on the line

In contrastto the extensive studies ofthe discrete-tim e walk on the line,there are no

published analyticaltreatm ents ofdecoherence in a continuous-tim e quantum walk on

the line.W e can easily investigatenum erically:foruncorrelated noiseeventsata rate p

perunittim e,wecan unpack equation (85)into

d

dt
�x;y(t)= i

�
�x;y+ 1 � �x+ 1;y � �x� 1;y + �x;y� 1

4

�

� p(1� �x;y)�x;y; (86)

wherex;y 2 Z.(Fedichkin etal.(2006)creditthism odelasdeveloped by G urvitz(1997);

G urvitz etal.(2003).)Figure11showstheresultsofevolvingacontinuous-tim equantum

walk on the line with hopping rate  = 0:5 untilt= 40,forvariousdecoherence rates.

Thisisto becom pared with �gure 1,which showsthesam etypeofstudy fora discrete-

tim equantum walk.Thecontinuous-tim ewalkdoesnotproducequitesuch anicetop hat

asthediscrete-tim ewalk,partly dueto having supporton allsitesratherthan alternate

sites,though itwould probably beequally usefulin practice.Thereis,however,astriking

new e�ect:unlike with the discrete-tim e walk,where decoherence rateslargerthan one

haveno usefulinterpretation,thereisno reason why p in equations(85)and (86)cannot

be m ade arbitrarily large.In �gure 11,p = 8000 isshown:the walk hardly m anagesto

leave the starting point.High valuesofp can be interpreted ascontinuousm onitoring,

which projectsthe walk into the initialstate with high probability.In otherwords,the

walk su�ers a quantum Zeno e�ect (M isra and Sudarshan,1977),a phenom enon that

does not appear in coined quantum walks.O ne consequence ofthis is that quantities

such as the concurrent hitting tim e are in�nite,since the continuous m onitoring will

ensurethe continuous-tim equantum walk neverarrives.

6.2.E�ectsin the walk on the N -cycle

The tim e-dependent non-unitary evolution of�(t) on a cycle is also given by equation

(86),only with x;y 2 Z
N for a cycle ofsize N .Fedichkin etal.(2006) showed how to
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Fig.11.Probability distribution fora continuous-tim equantum walk on the line

with  = 0:5,attim e t= 40,forvariousdecoherenceratesp givein the key.

solve thisforsm alland large valuesofdecoherence.W e willnow outline theirm ethod.

The following substitution

R x;y = i
y� x

�x;y (87)

convertsthe di�erentialequationsinto a setwith realcoe�cients,

d

dt
R x;y =

1

4
(R x;y+ 1 + R x+ 1;y � Rx� 1;y � Rx;y� 1)� p(1� �x;y)R x;y: (88)

Note that this leaves the diagonalelem ents of� identicalto the diagonalelem ents of

R .As a side note,Fedichkin etal.(2006) observe from these equations that ifp = 0,

there is an exact m apping of the quantum walk on a cycle onto a classicalrandom

walk on a two-dim ensionaltorus,and ifp 6= 0,there is stillan exact m apping ofthe

quantum walk on a cycleonto som eclassicaldynam icson a directed toricgraph.Sim ilar

m appings(one-dim ensionalquantum totwo-dim ensionalclassical)alsooccurin quantum

phasetransitionsin spin chains(see,forexam ple,Sachdev,1999),and can provea useful

technique for analysing quantum system s,though we willnot need to use it explicitly

here.

Equation (88)can be expressed asa linearoperatorequation

d

dt
R (t)= (L + pU)R (t): (89)

O necan think ofL and U asN 2 � N2 m atricesand R (t)asa vectorofsizeN 2 (instead

ofa m atrix ofsize N � N ).The indicesofR (t)asa vectorbecom e xN + y where x;y

are the pair ofindices ofR (t) as a m atrix,but we willwrite xy for such indices to

reduce com plexity in the notation.The form alsolution of(89) can be written R (t) =

et(L+ pU)R (0).Theexplicitsolution forarbitrarydecoherencerateshasnotbeen obtained,

butonecan exam inethebehaviourofthem ixingtim eundertheaction ofsm alland large

decoherence,using standard perturbation theory m ethods.W hen thedecoherenceratep

issm allsuch thatpN � 1,pU istreated asa perturbation ofL.Theunperturbed linear

operatorL (which evolvesthepurestatequantum walk in density m atrix form alism )has
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eigenvalues

�m n = i sin

�
�(m + n)

N

�

cos

�
�(m � n)

N

�

(90)

with corresponding eigenvectors

V��;m n =
1

N
exp

�
2�i

N
(m � + n�)

�

; (91)

Here ��;m n are indices0 � �;�;m ;n < N com bined like x;y above.W ith due consid-

eration ofthe degeneraciesin the eigenvalues�m n ofL (see Fedichkin etal.,2006,for

details),the eigenvalueperturbation ~�m n turnsoutto be

~�m n = � p
(N � 2)

N
: (92)

Thus,the solution isofthe form

R xy(t)=
�xy

N
+

1

N 2

X

m n

(1� �[m + n](m od N );0)e
t(�m n + ~�m n ) exp

�
2�i

N
(m x + ny)

�

(93)

Theprobabilitydistribution ofthecontinuous-tim equantum walkisgivenbythediagonal

term s(considering R (t)asan N � N m atrix again)P (x;t;p)= Rx;x(t),thatis

P (x;t;p) =
1

N
+

1

N 2

X

(m ;n)

(1� �[m + n](m od N );0)�

h

�m ;ne
� p

N � 1

N
t+ (1� �m ;n)e

� p
N � 2

N
t
i

� exp

�

itsin

�
�(m + n)

N

�

cos

�
�(m � n)

N

��

exp

�
2�i

N
(m + n)x

�

(94)

Fedichkin etal.(2006)then calculatean upperbound on them ixingtim eM (�).De�ning

M x(t)=
1

N

N � 1X

m = 0

e
itsin(2�m =N )

!
m x
N ; (95)

where!N = exp(2�i=N ),and noting that

M
2
x(t=2)=

1

N 2

N � 1X

m ;n= 0

e
it�(m ;n )!

(m + n)x

N
; M 2x(t)=

1

N

N � 1X

m = 0

e
it�(m ;m )!

2m x
N (96)

and thatjM x(t)j� 1,wecan sim plify equation (94)asfollows,

�
�
�
�P (x;t;p)�

1

N

�
�
�
� � e

� p
N � 2

N
t

�
�
�
�M

2
x(t=2)+

e� tp=N � 1

N

�

M 2x(t)�
2� (N m od 2)

N

��
�
�
�

� e
� p

N � 2

N
t

�
�
�
�1+

e� tp=N � 1

N
(1� 2=N )

�
�
�
�: (97)

Adding a now-trivialsum m ation overx givesusthe totalvariationaldistance required

to obtain the m ixing tim e:

N � 1X

x= 0

�
�
�
�P (x;t;p)�

1

N

�
�
�
� � e

� p
N � 2

N
t (N + e

� tp=N
� 1): (98)
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Sincee� tp=N � 1,theaboveequation showsthatthem ixing condition isN e� p
N � 2

N
t � �.

Thisgivesthe m ixing tim e bound of

M (�) <
1

p
log

�
N

�

� �

1+
2

N � 2

�

: (99)

Som e com m entson this resultare in order.Firstofall,this isthe m ixing tim e forthe

instantaneousprobability distribution,so itshould be com pared with the discrete-tim e

resultsin �gure 8.Justasforthe discrete-tim e walk,the �rstkey e�ectofdecoherence

isto causethecontinuous-tim equantum walk to m ix.O n thefaceofit,M (�)appearsto

scaleaslog(N ),which would im ply an exponentialspeed up overclassicalm ixing tim es

ofO (N 2).However,thisform ula isonly valid forpN � 1,the 1=p scaling thusensures

thatM (�)� N forthe range ofvalidity ofthe result.W hatthisresulttells usisthat

decoherence causesthe continuous-tim e quantum walk to m ix with the dom inante�ect

a scaling of1=p,and only weak (logarithm ic)dependenceon N and �.Itdoesnottellus

anything aboutthe optim aldecoherence rate thatm ightgive a m inim um m ixing tim e,

norwhatvaluethatm inim um m ixing tim e m ighttake.

W e can calculate the tim e-averaged m ixing tim e from the resultsforP (x;t;p)above,

and com pareitwith thediscrete-tim eand classicalvalues.Again,wewillobtain a result

only valid in restricted rangesofparam eters.W orking with equation (97),and assum ing

N � 1 forsim plicity,weobtain

�
�
�
�P (x;T;p)�

1

N

�
�
�
��

�
�
�
�
�

1

T

Z T

0

�

e
� pt+

1

N

�

dt�
1

N

�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�

1

pT
(1� e

� pT )

�
�
�
� (100)

Sum m ing overx to obtain thetotalvariationaldistancetrivially m ultipliesby N .Com -

paring thisto � asbefore gives

N

pT
(1� e

� pT )� � (101)

Assum ing pT � 1 (which isconsistentwith ourotherassum ptions,N � 1 and pN � 1,

itrequiresT � N )gives

M (�)�
N

p�
; (102)

which is sim ilar to the scaling found num erically for the discrete-tim e quantum walk.

In particular,the scaling with N and � is no longer logarithm ic,as a consequence of

the tim e-averaging.The scaling with p is stillinverse,indicating that,in general,pure

continuous-tim equantum walkson cyclesdo notm ix to within � ofuniform ,even when

tim e-averaged distributionsareconsidered,asalready noted in x3.3.

W enow turn to theanalogouscalculation forlargedecoherencerates.W hen thedeco-

herenceratepislarge,thatis,when p� 1,thequantum walk isexperiencingaquantum

Zeno e�ectthatsuppressesm ostofthe transitions.W e can thereforeneglectallbutthe

�rst o�-diagonalterm s in the m atrix R (t) from equation (88).Retaining only m atrix

elem entsthatare oforder1=p producesa truncated setofdi�erentialequationsforthe
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elem entsalong the m ajorand the two adjacentm inordiagonals:

R
0
x;x =

1

4
(R x;x+ 1 + R x+ 1;x � Rx� 1;x � Rx;x� 1); (103)

R
0
x;x+ 1 =

1

4
(R x+ 1;x+ 1 � Rx;x)� pRx;x+ 1; (104)

R
0
x;x� 1 =

1

4
(R x;x � Rx� 1;x� 1)� pRx;x� 1: (105)

To facilitate oursubsequentanalysis,we de�ne

ax = R x;x; dx = R x;x+ 1 + R x+ 1;x: (106)

Then,weobservethat

a
0
x =

(dx � dx� 1)

4
; d

0
x =

(ax+ 1 � ax)

2
� pdx: (107)

The solution ofdi�erentialequation atlargep hasthe form

ax =
1

N

N � 1X

y= 0

exp

 

�
sin2

�y

N

2p
t

!

!
xy
: (108)

Based on the aboveanalysis,the fullsolution forR(t)isgiven by

R x;y(t)=

8
<

:

ax if x = y

dx=2 if jx � yj= 1

0 otherwise

(109)

The totalvariation distance between the uniform distribution and the probability

distribution ofthedecoherentquantum walk isgiven by

N � 1X

x= 0

�
�
�
�ax(t)�

1

N

�
�
�
�=

N � 1X

x= 0

�
�
�
�
�

1

N

N � 1X

y= 0

exp

 

�
sin2

�y

N

2p
t

!

exp

�
2�ixy

N

�

�
1

N

�
�
�
�
�
; (110)

which sim pli�esto

N � 1X

x= 0

�
�
�
�ax(t)�

1

N

�
�
�
�=

1

N

N � 1X

x= 0

�
�
�
�
�

N � 1X

y= 1

exp

 

�
sin2

�y

N

2p
t

!

cos

�
2�yx

N

���
�
�
�
: (111)

A lower bound on the m ixing tim e for large decoherence rate p can be derived as

follows.Note that

N � 1X

x= 0

�
�
�
�ax(t)�

1

N

�
�
�
� �

�
�
�
�a0(t)�

1

N

�
�
�
�=

1

N

N � 1X

y= 1

exp

 

�
sin2

�y

N

2p
t

!

; (112)

�
2

N
exp

 

�
sin2 �

N

2p
t

!

; (113)

where the �rstinequality uses the term x = 0 only and the second inequality usesthe

term sy = 1;N � 1.Thisexpression ism onotonein t,and isa lowerbound on the total
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Fig.12. The quantum to classicaltransition ofm ixing tim e in a continuous-tim e

decoherentquantum walk on CN ,forN = 5;10;15;20;25;30;35.(From

Fedichkin etal.(2006).)

variation distance.Itreaches� attim e Tlow er,when

Tlow er =
2p

sin2 �

N

ln

�
2

N �

�

’
2pN 2

�2
ln

�
2

N �

�

; (114)

forlargeN � 1.

An upperbound on the m ixing tim e forlarge decoherence rate p can also be derived

(detailsin Fedichkin etal.(2006))

Tupper =
pN 2

2
ln

�
2+ �

�

�

: (115)

Forlargedecoherenceratesp� 1,the m ixing tim esarebounded as

pN 2

�2
ln

�
2

N �

�

< M (�) <
pN 2

2
ln

�
2+ �

�

�

: (116)

These boundsshow thatM (�)islinearly proportionalto the decoherence rate p,butis

quadratically dependenton N ,and logarithm ically dependenton �.

The change in the form ofthe scaling with p from reciprocalforsm allp to linearfor

largep suggeststhereisa m inim um m ixing tim eatsom einterm ediatedecoherencerate.

Fedichkin etal.(2006)con�rm ed thisnum erically,reproduced in �gure 12.

Thee�ectsofdecoherenceon continuous-tim equantum walkson cyclesisthussim ilar

to thee�ectson discrete-tim ewalkson cycles,asdescribed in x5.5.In fact,theproofsin

Richter(2006b)aresu�ciently generalthey apply equally tothecontinuous-tim ewalk as

to thediscrete-tim ewalk.This�llsin thegap between sm alland largedecoherencerates,

and proves that continuous-tim e walks,with O (log(1=�)) decoherence or m easurem ent

events,m ix in tim e O (N log(1=�))on the cycle(and the d-dim ensionaltorus).
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6.3.E�ectsin the walk on the hypercube

The hypercube is an attractive subject for analyticalcalculations of quantum walks

because,under certain conditions,it o�ers two routes to sim plify the analysis.Ifthe

walk hastheappropriatesym m etry,itisconstrained to a subspacethatm apsto a walk

on alinesegm entwith positionscorrespondingtotheHam m ingweightofthenodelabels

(with position dependenttransition rates).Alternatively,the continuous-tim e walk can

be factored in Fourier space into independent walks on each qubit ofthe labels ofthe

locations,asexplainedin x3.4.Furtherm ore,both m ixingpropertiesforspreadingoverthe

whole graph,and hitting propertiesfortraversing to opposite cornersarenon-trivialon

thehypercube.W ethushavealargenum berofcom parisonstom akebetween discreteand

continuous-tim e quantum walks,and classicalrandom walks.Alagi�cand Russell(2005)

provideacom pletesolution tothedynam icsofthecontinuous-tim equantum walk on the

hypercubesubjectto decoherence.W ewillsketch theirm ethod ofsolution,then discuss

theirresults.

Alagi�cand Russellgivetheirquantum walkanenergyk {thisisequivalentanarbitrary

hopping rate  = k=n instead ofthe choice of = 1=n for a graph with vertices of

degree n.W e consider the continuous quantum walk on the n-dim ensionalhypercube

with energy k and decoherence rate p,starting from the initialwave function 	 0 =

j0i
 n,correspondingtothecornerwith Ham m ingweightzero.Thedecoherenceoperators

in equation (85) project the walker onto one ofthe vertices ofthe hypercube chosen

uniform ly at random .It is usefulto write these projectorsexplicitly in term s ofsingle

qubitprojectors� 0 and � 1 onto j0iand j1i,respectively.W e have

P =
1

n

X

1� j� n

[�
j

0 
 �
j

0 + �
j

1 
 �
j

1] (117)

where�
j

0 = 11
 � � � 
 11
 �0 
 11
 � � � 
 11 with thenon-identity projectorappearing in

the jth placeand sim ilarly for�
j

1.

W e now show that,with the m odelofdecoherence described above,each dim ension

stillbehavesindependently.Recallequation (41)showing thatthe adjacency m atrix for

the hypercube decom poses into a sum oftensor products each acting only on a single

qubit.SincethenoiseoperatorsPj also havethisstructure,provided �(0)startso� in a

statethatisalsodecom posable(such astheall-zerovertex),thesubsequentevolution will

m aintain thisstructure and willrem ain decom posable asa system ofn non-interacting

qubits.Sincethequbitsarenow in m ixed states�j,thesuperoperatoracting on them is

equivalentto a 4� 4 m atrix

J =
t

n
[(11
 in�x)� (in�x 
 11)� p(11
 11)+ p(�1 
 �1)+ p(� 0 
 �0)]

=
t

n

0

B
B
@

0 ik � ik 0

ik � p 0 � ik

� ik 0 � p ik

0 � ik ik 0

1

C
C
A : (118)

Notice thatforp = 0,
�
eJ
�
 n

=
�
e� it�x 
 eit�x

�
 n
,which isexactly the superoperator
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form ulation ofthe dynam icsofthe non-decohering walk.So farwe haveshown thatthe

walk with decoherence is stillequivalentto n non-interacting single-qubitsystem s.W e

now analyse the behaviour ofa single-qubit system under the superoperator eJ .The

structureofthissingleparticlewalk willallow usto then im m ediately draw conclusions

aboutthe entiresystem .

The eigenvalues ofJ are 0,�
pt

n
,

� pt� i�t

2n
and

� pt+ i�t

2n
.Here � =

p
16k2 � p2 is a

com plex constantthatwilllaterturn outto be im portantin determ ining the behaviour

ofthe system as a function ofthe rate ofdecoherence p and the energy k.The m a-

trix exponentialofJ in thisspectralbasiscan be com puted by inspection.To see how

our superoperator acts on a density m atrix �0,we m ay change �0 to the spectralba-

sis,apply the diagonalsuperoperatorto yield �(t),and �nally change �(t)back to the

com putationalbasis.Atthatpointwe can apply the usualprojectors� 0 and � 1 to de-

term inetheprobabilitiesofm easuring 0 or1 asa function oftim e.Theresult(detailsin

Alagi�cand Russell,2005)is

P [0]=
1

2
+
1

2
e
�

pt

2n

�

cos

�
�t

2n

�

+
p

�
sin

�
�t

2n

��

P [1]=
1

2
�
1

2
e
�

pt

2n

�

cos

�
�t

2n

�

+
p

�
sin

�
�t

2n

��

: (119)

Allthe propertiesofthe decohering walk can be deduced from these equations.Justas

wasobserved in them ixingbehaviourofcycles,thedecoherenceexhibitsthreedistinctive

regim es analogous to underdam ping,criticaldam ping and overdam ping in a dam ped

oscillator.W e willnow describethe propertiesofthese regim es.

Theunderdam ping regim eoccursforp < 4k.To determ inethem ixing tim es,wesolve

P [0]= P [1]= 1

2
,giving exactinstantaneousm ixing tim esat

M inst =
n(2�c� arccos(p2=8k2 � 1))

p
16k2 � p2

(120)

for allc 2 Z,c > 0.At these tim es,the totalvariationaldistance between the walk

distribution and the uniform distribution iszero,butthe walk \unm ixes" again astim e

progresses.This corresponds to the result in M ooreand Russell(2002) for pure state

quantum walks,and extends it to regions with sm alldecoherence rates.These m ixing

tim esscalinglinearly with n representaquantum im provem entovertheclassicalrandom

walk m ixing tim e of�(nlogn),with the caveat that the classicalm ixing tim e is not

instantaneous,so strictly speaking we are notcom paring like with like,in the quantum

case one m ust sam ple at exactly the right m om ent in tim e.Note that these periodic

m ixing tim es decay with p and disappear altogether when p � 4k,so the quantum

advantage tails o� before the criticaldam ping point is reached.Richter (2006b) o�ers

a weak bound ofO (n3=2 log(1=�)) for the m ixing tim e at around the criticaldam ping

point,which isslowerthan classical.

By exam ining the localm axim a ofP [1],wecan determ ine thatthe walk hasapproxi-
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m ate instantaneoushitting tim esto the oppositecorner(1;:::;1)attim es

H one-shot(r)=
2�n(2c+ 1)
p
16k2 � p2

(121)

for allc 2 Z,c � 0.However,the probability r(p;c) ofm easuring an exacthit decays

exponentially,

r(p;c)=

�
1

2
+
1

2
e
�

p� (2c+ 1)
p

16k2 � p2

�n

: (122)

W hen no decoherence is present,the walk hits at H one-shot(1) =
n�(2c+ 1)

2k
;and it does

so exactly,i.e.r(c) = 1.This corresponds to the result ofK em pe (2003b,2005) for

the discrete-tim e quantum walk,see x5.6,thus both discrete-tim e and continuous-tim e

quantum walkson thehypercubeexhibitexponentially fasterhitting tim esthan classical

random walks.The di�erence is that the continuous-tim e quantum walk hits exactly,

while the discrete-tim e quantum walk hits with a probability thatislessthan one,see

K em pe (2003b,2005)fordetails.

Fora �xed p � 4k,Alagi�cand Russell(2005)show thatthe walk behavesm uch like

theclassicalwalk on thehypercube,them easurem entdistribution ofthewalk converges

to the uniform distribution in tim e M (�)= �(nlogn),justasin the classicalcase.

As p ! 1 ,the walk su�ers from the quantum Zeno e�ect.Inform ally stated,the

rate ofdecoherence is so large that the walk is continuously being reset to the initial

wave function j0i
 n by m easurem ent.By inspection ofequations(119),itisclearthat

P [0]! 1 and P [1]! 0 asp ! 1 .

This concludes our overview ofdecoherence in continuous-tim e walks.W e have ob-

served som e ofthe sam e e�ects ofenhanced m ixing and sm oother spreading,and also

shown thatwherethedecoherencedoesn’tdirectly help,thequantum speed up isatleast

robustundersm allam ountsofdecoherence.

7. Q uantum w alks in physicalsystem s

Aswellasthe potentialforalgorithm icapplicationsthathasbeen in the background of

m ostofourdiscussion ofdecoherencein quantum walksin thisreview,physicalsystem s

can be m adeto perform a quantum walk,and thisprocessisofinterestin itsown right

as an exam ple ofprecise coherent control.Indeed,the �rst suggested application ofa

quantum walk in a physicalsystem wasto testdecoherenceratesin a singletrapped ion.

Travaglioneand M ilburn (2002)describe how a coined quantum walk can be perform ed

using the vibration m odesofthe trapped ion coupled to an internalstate ofthe ion for

the quantum coin.They note thata cycle ofsize N = 4 perform ed in this way should

exhibitperiodicbehaviour,seex2.3.Sandersetal.(2003)suggesta quantum walk using

thephaseoftheelectrom agnetic�eld in a cavity astheposition (so thewalk isagain on

a cycle)with the role ofthe coin played by an atom ,also in the cavity,which couples

to the cavity �eld depending on itsinternalstate.Since the cavity �eld cannotbe in a

state localised ata pointin phase space,the positionsm ustbe approxim ated by sm all

regionsthatdonotoverlap.Sandersetal.provideadetailed analysisoftheexperim ental

param etersnecessary to m aintain distinctpositionsduring thequantum walk.D �uretal.
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(2002)propose a quantum walk on the line using an atom hopping between trapsin an

opticallattice.The role ofthe coin is again played by the internalstate ofthe atom .

O ne ofthe potentialsources oferror in this system is im perfect transitions between

lattice sites,so,along with analysing errors due to im perfect Hadam ard operations,

D �uretal.also considerthee�ectsofim perfectshiftoperations.Theirwork isnum erical,

but shows that im perfect shifts,or spontaneous tunnelling,sm ear out the distribution

withoutnecessarily reducing the quantum features.Thisanalysisistypicalofthe extra

factors that need to be considered in experim entalsystem s.Since the quantum walk

takes place in a subspace ofthe fullquantum system ,m any ofthe potentialsources

ofdecoherence take the system outside ofthe subspace ofthe quantum walk,so the

resulting decohered dynam icsisnota classicalrandom walk.Allofthese proposalsare

within currentexperim entalcapabilitiesbut,to date,nonehasbeen carried out.

Theaboveexam plesareallofdiscrete-tim ecoinedquantum walks.Solenov and Fedichkin

(2006a,b)analyse a ring ofquantum dotsin which the electronsin the dots perform a

continuous-tim e quantum walk.They apply sim ilar perturbation theory techniques to

analysethe e�ectsofdecoherenceasweredescribed in x6.2.

There are a num ber of ways in which photons can be m ade to follow a quantum

walk dynam ics,and while som e have been im plem ented,allhave used high light in-

tensities that adm it a classicalwave description.The earliestexam ple,which predates

the algorithm ic discussions ofquantum walks,is from Bouwm eesteretal.(1999),who

presentthe twin peaked distribution ofa quantum walk on the line withoutidentifying

itassuch.K nightetal.(2003)discussthisexperim ent,arguing thatquantum walkson

the line are actually notquantum atall.K endon and Sanders(2004)explain how what

Bouwm eesteretal.(1999) have done can be regarded as a quantum walk and suggest

an enhanced experim ent,in which m onitoring the individualphoton \walkers" reduces

the dynam icsto a classicalrandom walk,to distinguish a classical\wave walk" from a

quantum walk.

A quantum walk experim ent carried out by Ryan etal.(2005) uses a 3 qubit NM R

system to perform a quantum walk on a cycleofsizeN = 4.Thisisactually a quantum

com putation ofa quantum walk,sincethe threequbitsareused to representthe binary

num berlabelling the vertex (two qubits),and the qubitcoin.Thisisdistinctly di�erent

from the physicalsystem sdescribed above,see K endon (2006b)form ore discussion on

thispoint.Ryan etal.also apply decoherence arti�cially to the qubits,to observe that

the quantum walk degradesinto the classicalwalk.

8. Q uantum w alks on directed graphs

Providing a quantum walk dynam ics on undirected graphsisstraightforward since the

adjacency m atrix ofan undirected graph issym m etric,henceitcan beturned into a uni-

tary(with added coin)orHerm itian operatorforanysuch graph.In contrast,determ ining

whether a directed graph allows a unitary dynam ics that respects the graph structure

is a hard problem ,to which a generalanswer is not known.Aharonov,D etal.(2001)

give a usefulde�nition ofhow a quantum walk dynam ics should respect the structure

ofa graph,though other approachesare possible,see,for exam ple,M ontanaro (2007).
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Severini(2003,2006)providessom e necessary conditions,by studying the pattern ofa

unitary m atrix,de�ned asU
(P )

ij = 1 ifUij 6= 0 and U
(P )

ij = 0 ifUij = 0.IfA = U (P ) for

som eU ,then a quantum walk can naturally beapplied to thegraph with adjacency m a-

trix A.Thesituation issim plerforsom erestricted typesofgraphs,such aslinegraphs.A

linegraph L(G ) isobtained from graph G by m akingeach edgein G avertex in L(G ),and

edgesforeach pairofedgesin G thatareadjacent.Ifx,y,z areverticesin G connected

by directed edges(xy)and (yz)which can be traversed only from x to y to z,then the

vertices in L(G ) correspond to all(xy) 2 G ,and the edges in L(G ) correspond to all

((xy)(yz))where(xy)and (yz)areedgesin G .Thisde�nition can beapplied recursively

to generate a fam ily ofline graphs from a single initialgraph G ,and Pako�nskietal.

(2003)provideconditionsunderwhich line graphscan be quantised.

Starting with an undirected graph,a correspondingdirected graph can beconstructed

by am appingduetoW atrous(2001),sim ilartothelinegraph de�nition above,only each

undirected edge is treated as a pair ofdirected edges.The resulting directed graph is

alwaysthepattern ofaunitary m atrix.Thecorrespondingdynam ics,usingan associated

unitary m atrix as the step operator,corresponds exactly to the coined quantum walk

dynam ics(with a G rovercoin)on the originalundirected graph (W atrous,2002).

Directed graphsthatarenotthe pattern ofa unitary m atrix m ay stilladm ita quan-

tum walk dynam ics.M ontanaro (2007)de�nes\reversibility" fora directed graph,and

provesthisallowsfora unitary quantum walk in which thecoin selectsbetween di�erent

setsofcyclesin thegraph,ratherthan di�erentpathsfrom each vertex.Forirreversible

graphs,M ontanaro suggests splitting the graph into subgraphs that are reversible,on

which thequantum walk dynam icscan beunitary,com bined with a non-unitary step (a

partialm easurem ent)to switch between subgraphsin an irreversibleway thatnonethe-

lesspreservescoherence within each reversiblesubgraph.Ifone iswilling to allow som e

transitions that are between vertices not connected by edges,the m ethod ofSzegedy

(2004a)also providesa quantum M arkov processon directed graphs.

Thisbriefsection onlytoucheson therangeofproblem sin therealm ofdirected graphs,

reecting the lim ited work done in this area.For exam ple,no study ofdecoherence in

quantum walkson directed graphshasbeen done,norconsideration oftheclassofgraphs

thatm ightbe the pattern ofa CP m ap (ratherthan ofa unitary m atrix).

9. Sum m ary and outlook

W ehaveseen in ourbroad-ranging review ofdecoherencein quantum walksthattheef-

fectsareboth non-trivialand havepotentialalgorithm icapplications.Asthedecoherence

rateisincreased,form oderatetim escalesthequantum featurespersist,usually toapoint

of\criticaldam ping" afterwhich the behaviourresem blesthatofa classicalsystem .In

thequantum region beforethecriticaldam ping point,theusefulalgorithm icproperties,

such asspreadingand m ixing,areoften betterthan thepurequantum dynam ics.Indeed,

forcyclesand tori,som eelem entofnon-unitary evolution isessentialfore�cientm ixing

behaviour.O ur tentative conclusion is thus that decoherence is a usefulenhancem ent,

and non-unitary dynam ics are a prom ising avenue ofenquiry in the quest for practi-

calapplicationsforquantum com puting.The incom plete nature ofourconclusionsare
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in parta reection ofourlim ited knowledge ofthe conditionsunder which a quantum

speed up can be obtained.

The idea thatthe addition ofclassicalrandom nesscan enhance a usefulalgorithm ic

property also occursin othersettings,both quantum and classical.An exam plefrom the

�eld ofquantum inform ation m ay be found in K rausetal.(2005);Renneretal.(2005),

where the security ofa quantum secret key is increased by adding a sm allam ount of

random nesstothekey duringtheprivacy am pli�cation stageoftheprotocol.Thiscan be

understood in two ways.Thegoalisto reducetheam ountofinform ation availableto an

eavesdropperto a triviallevel.Theadded random nessreducesthe�nalsizeofthesecret

key,butitreduceseven m oretheinform ation thattheeavesdropperhas.Thisworksfor

both classicaland quantum keys.From aquantum perspective,therandom nesstakesthe

form ofentanglem entwith an environm entthatthe eavesdropperdoesnothave access

to.Since the totalam ount ofentanglem ent is lim ited,this reduces the entanglem ent

of the key with the eavesdropper,and thus reduces the inform ation available to the

eavesdropper.The interpretation ofthis in the context ofquantum walks is ofcourse

ratherdi�erent,butthecom m on them eisthatthedecoherenceorrandom nessinducesa

m oreuniform distribution,in thiscasein theform ofa sm oother\top-hat" distribution

in the walk on the line,and fasterm ixing tim es on �nite graphs.Som e further insight

is provided in K endon and M aloyer (2006),where the entanglem ent between the coin

and the position is used to gauge the im pact ofthe added random ness.The optim al

decoherence rate turns out to just rem ove allthe quantum entanglem ent,and can be

thoughtofasrem oving the\extra" quantum correlationsthatwould otherwisekeep the

distribution away from uniform .

Aswillhavebecom eclearto thereaderby now,therearem any gapsin theanalysisof

decoherencein quantum walks,and,m oreim portantly,m any gapsin ourunderstanding

ofwhatm ightm ake a usefulquantum walk algorithm .Som e ofthese shortcom ingswill

only be accessible to serious study when (if) we have a larger(that is,largerthan we

can sim ulate classically)quantum com puteravailable to testthe perform ance ofactual

algorithm s.In the m eantim e,there is stillm uch usefulprogress that can be m ade,in

particular in understanding the role ofsym m etry in the properties ofquantum walks.

M any oftheexam plesstudied sofarturn outon closerinspection tobeexceptionalcases,

aslightchangein thesym m etryofthedynam icsorinitialstatecan reversetheinteresting

quantum properties.The role ofdecoherence as a \m em ory eraser" to elim inate the

dependence on the initialstate,while stillretaining the interesting quantum properties,

isthusoneofitsm ostappealing features.M y hope in o�ering thisreview isthatitwill

be a usefulsum m ary ofthe currentstate ofresearch in a �eld thathasseen signi�cant

recentactivity and advances,and that it willfacilitate and spur further e�orts in this

area.
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