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Superfast A lgorithm s and the H alting P roblem in G eom etric A Igebra
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A new type of algorithm s is presented that com bine the advantages of quantum and classical
ones. Those com bined advantages along w ith aspects of G eom etric A Igebra that open possbilities
unavailable to both of these com putations are exploited to obtain database search and num ber
factoring algorithm s that are faster than the quantum ones, and even to create a "pseudoalgorithm "
that can perform noncom putational tasks.

I. NTRODUCTION

Recently it has been shown in [1] that quantum algorithm s can be translated into the structures of G eom etric
A gebra (GA).An exam pl ofD eutsch-Jozsa algorithm hasbeen presented there along w ith a rem ark that all quantum
algorithm s are expected to have GA analogues. But GA has som e properties not encountered In the quantum world.
Forexam ple, any nform ation about the state can be easily extracted at any tim e. In the case ofquantum com putation
the lack of the ability to do that is the m ain source of the com plexity. That di erence is exploited in the next two
sections to create database search and num ber factoring algorithm sthat arem uch faster than their quantum versions.
T hen another rem arkable property of GA is being used. Nam ely, the fact that m ultivectors can be 1 -din ensional
w ill allow a construction of a pair of m ultivectors: one being a coded Universal Turing M achine and its input, the
other a "pseudoalgorithm ". T he analysis of their geom etric product gives the answer to the Halting P roblem which
isknown to have no algorithm ic solution.

N o explanation of algebraic properties of G eom etric A Igebra or C1i ord A Igebras is given here. For a brief but
su clent Introduction reader should tum to [B],[L] or R]. A Iso som e issues conceming Turing M achines are om itted,
for exam ple: how a Turing M achine is coded into the numberm or what U; does when it is ordered to operate on
m eaningless data. There are m ultiple solutions to these problem s, but since the choice m ade does not In  uence any
conclusions drawn in this paper we w ill not chose any speci c one.

Finally, it is in portant to understand that the ain of this paper is not to give any exam ple of physical system s
that are able to perform discussed tasks, nor to convince the readers that such system s are bound to exist. The ain
is to show the power of G eom etric A Igebra and what could be in principle done w ith system s described by it.

II. DATABASE SEARCH ALGORITHM

W e assum e that there exists an oracle that can recognize a certain group of statesx 2 X . The action ofthis orack
w ill be given by:
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The function f x) isde ned asbeingl ifx 2 X ,and 0 ifx 2X .Ourtask isto nd the states from X In a given set
Y . C Jassical com puters require O (N ) operations to perform this task. Q uantum onesneed only O ( N) 4], but using
GA we are abl to solve this problem in jist two steps regardless of the database size.

F irst we w illneed a m ethod of coding num bers into m ultivectors. It is very convenient to use the m ethod proposed
In R]: nbi number x which i-th digit of the binary form is x; is coded as a k-blade, that is the geom etric product of
k basis vectors, where k is the num ber of1’s in the binary representation ofx. T he explicit form ofthe coded num ber
is:
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The algorithm w ill operate In n + 1 din ensional space, where n din ensions w ill be used to store the states, that
is the coded num bers L (x), and the last din ension w ill contain the analogue of the oracle qubit. Since there is no
tensor product in GA, the action of the orack has to be de ned in anotherway. Them ost naturalway would be:
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T he Initial state is:

X
0= L&) ens1) )
x2Y
Tt is easy to see that:
OfL &)1 e+1) = L&A enr1) if x2X and ©)
OfL&)1 e+1) = LKA enr1) if x2X (6)

T he operation that retrieves the needed states from  is:
X
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Now it is enough to look at the subspace spanned by the st n basis vectors to get the states that were searched
for.

Tt is easy to show that using parallelisn and transparency (the explanation ofthis tem s is given in the sum m ary)
of GA a wide range ofproblem s can be solved m uch faster than it is currently possble. T hat is done In the follow ing
section using the exam ple of num ber factoring algorithm .

III. NUM BER FACTORING

First we will show that any classical algorithm can be translated into the GA language. To do this it is enough to
present a way of coding the NAND gate which is known to be universal for classical com putation.

Let's divide the space that the algorithm w ill operate In into N n-dim ensional subspaces. The m -th subspace is
spanned by vectors fen n+ 17 :5:5€m + 1)n 9. Let Lm (x) denote n digit number x coded as a blade from the subspace
m . If coding 2n digit num ber is necessary it w ill require tw o subspaces and w illbe denoted as Lm ;p (x) . The whole
space can be considered asa N n bitm em ory that contains 1 at k-th place ifex appears in the geom etric product that
is the blade and 0 otherw ise. To perform any calculation possible for classical com putation it su  ces to construct an
operation that puts in the em pty (containing 0) place r the NAND ofdigits from places p and g and leaves the rest
of the space intact.

LetPy M )= P, M ) wheretheRHS isde nedasin B]. Theng R M ) is equalto the number stored in the
k-th place of the m em ory. It is easy to see that operation:
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acts on themem ory M blade putting in rth place the NAND of the digits from places p and g. This proves that
every classical com putation can be translated into the GA language. For exam ple, we can construct operation T that
m ultiplies the num bers:
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To expand the pow ers of com putation the linear operator T ° is needed that w ill perform the operation of T on every
blade of the m ultivector separately and sum the outputs up. It ispossbl to nd such T° Hrevery T
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P rofcting the RH S of this equation onto L0;1 (Z )I2 where I2 is the n-blade from subspace 2 we get:
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Looking at subspace 2 we see every divisor of Z . This algorithm factorizes Z w ith the speed that is bounded by the
tin e required to m ultiply two n-digi num bers. T his is an outstanding resul but it isnot the lin  of GA algorithm s
pow ers.



Iv. THE HALTING PROBLEM

Tt is known that there is no algorithm to solve the Halting P roblem that is to answer w hether or not given Turing
M achine w ill ever stop during the calculation w ith given Input data. T he operator that solves this problem is given
below , but there is no contradiction w ith the preceding statem ent since this operator is not an algorithm , since its
sin ulation on any classical or quantum com puter would require in nite tim e to com plete.

In the previous section it was show n that any classical com putation can be done in GA . So it ispossble to construct
an operation U; that acts In the 1 -dim ensional space, that isdivided into in nite num ber of subspaces (each of them
alsoofin nite din ension), asan UniversalTuring M achine. In the subspace 0 numberm is coded which isthe num ber
corresponding to som e Turing M achine. T he operation U; takes the m achinesm em ory x from the subspace 4i+ 1
and the m achines state s form subspace 4i+ 2 and calculates one step ofthe Turing M achinem w ith m em ory x and
state s putting new state ofthem em ory In subspace 4i+ 3 and new state ofthe m achine in subspace 4i+ 4.

Now lets consider operator

U = U; 12)
acting on the initial state
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Tts action can be viewed as calculating a single step of every Turing M achine In every possble (or not) state, and
every possible (or not) state ofm em ory and w riting it down in nite num ber of tim es.
T he state
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is a sum ofblades. Each codes the number of a certain Turing M achine and a sequence of m achine and m em ory
states. To choose the sequences that actually m ake sense a progction P is required. P progcts into the subspace
spanned by allblades orwhich forevery 1L 4i+ 3) x) = L (4i+ 7) x) and L (4i+ 4) x)= L (4i+ 8) (x).

T he state
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fully describes the action of every Turing M achine w ith every possible initial state ofm em ory and m achine. To solve
the Halting P roblem for any particular Turing M achine m ° w ith particular input x° we rst act with the profctor
P (m %x% which profcts the blades into the subspace spanned by blades which havem ° coded into 0-th subspace, x°
Into st and num ber describing the initial state into second.

T he state

3=P m%x%) , 16)

has the state ofm %th TuringM achine after i steps coded in subspace 4i+ 2. Now it is enough to act w ith the proctor
P¢ that progcts Into the subspace spanned by all the blades that have a num ber that codes the halted m achine In
any ofthe subspaces 4i+ 2. If
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then thism achine w ill after a certain num ber of steps hat.

V. SUMMARY

There are ve properties ofGA that are being exploied in this paper.

1. Parallelisn . Each number that appears in the com putation is coded as a blade In a certain subspace. The
elem ents of the subspace are m ultivectors w hich can be linear com binations of som e or even allpossble blades. T his
is the analogue of quantum system s’ property of being in a superposition of states. A long w ith the linearity of the
operators this allow s sin ultaneous com putation of an arbitrary number of Instances of an operator. T his property
does not appear in classical com putation.



2. Trangparency. W e assum e that there is no Heisenberg’s Uncertainty P rinciple and we can Just look at the
multivector at any tin e and extract any data necessary wih ease. This property does not appear in quantum
com putation.

3. A rbitrary operations. T here are no law s that forbid us to perform nonunitary operations. T his property is also
absent in quantum com putation. Three rst properties were exploited In sections IT and IIT to show two exam ples of
supere cient algorithm s.

4. In nite size of space. The space or GA can be In nite. For com putation i m eans the possbility of having an
In niemem ory or com puting an In nite num ber of steps asdone in section IV . C lassical com puters lack both ofthese
properties. O ne could argue that a quantum system wih an In nite num ber of degrees of freedom could play the role
ofan In nite m em ory, but even if we accept this reasoning then the ability to run the in nite number of terations
which would m ean either running for an in nite tin e orhaving an In nite copies of the system prohibiting quantum
com putation from perform ing sim ilar algorithm s.

5. Operator/state duality. The fact that there is no distinction between the state and the operator (poth are
m ultivectors in the sam e space), does not allow by iself any particular operations forbidden in quantum and classical
com putation but carries a certain elegance that should always be considered during the choice of representation.

F inally, som e rem arks on the multivector PU o from section IV . It is the whole solution to the Halting P roblem
since the subsequent steps are only needed to retrieve the outcom e already found. The lack of the contradiction
betw een Turing’s solution ofH ibert’s problem com es from the fact that every de nition ofan algorithm puts a stress
on the nite number of steps needed to perform it. Here the num ber of steps is in nite and any quantum or classical
com puter would need an In nie tin e to construct that m ultivector, but due to properties of GA it is possble to
translate this in nite tin e into the in nite space which is not uncomm on in com putation.

Though i isnotmy ain to nd physical system s that can perform this "psesudoalgorithm ", I would like to draw
the attention to the point of view advocated by Penrose [6, 7], that the world at the basic level is govemed by an
evolution which is not com putable. If this is really the case, the description oftheworld by C1li ord algebras, which is
becom ing increasingly popular am ong physicists and, as shown here, can be used to solve noncom putable problem s,
m ay be the right choice.

VI. ACKNOW LEDGMENTS

Iwould like to thank M arek C zachor form any hours of enlightening discussions.

[L]1 D .Aerts, M . C zachor Notes on G eom etricA Igebra Q uantum L ike A lgorithm s, quantph/0610187

RID .Aerts,M .Czachor, B.DeM oor On G eom etric A lgebra Representation of B inary Spatter C odes , csA I/0610075

[B] J. Suter, G eom etric A Igebra P rim er, http ://www 3 bc.sym patico.ca/ j suter/paper/geom etric algebra pdf

AIM A .Nielsen, IL.Chuang, Quantum com putation and quantum infrom ation, C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge, 2000

B] L .D orst T he Inner P roducts ofG eom etric A gebra, A pplications of G eom etric A Igebra in C om puter Science and E ngineering,
D orst, D oran, Lanesby, eds.), B irkhauser, 2002, http://carolw insuvanl/~leo/cli ord/nnerps

b] R .Penrose, The Emperor’'s New M ind: Conceming Com puters, M inds, and the Laws of Physics, O xford Univ. P ress,
O xford, 1989.

[71 R .Penrose, Shadows of the M ind: A Search for the M issing Science of C onsciousness, O xford Univ.P ress, O xford, 1994.



