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On the role of entanglem ent and correlations in m ixed-state quantum com putation
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In a quantum com putation with pure states, the generation of large am ounts of entanglem ent is
known to be necessary for a speed-up w ith respect to classical com putations. H owever, exam ples
of quantum com putations w ith m ixed states are known, such asthe DQC1 model E . Knill and
R.La amme, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 5672 (1998)], in which entanglem ent is at m ost m argihally
present, and yet a com putational speed-up is believed to occur. C orrelations, and not entanglem ent,
havebeen identi ed asa necessary ingredient form ixed-state quantum com putation speed-ups. Here
we show that correlations, as m easured through the operator Schm idt rank, are indeed present in
large am ounts in the DQ C1 circuit. T his provides evidence for the preclusion of e cient classical
sin ulation ofD Q C1 by m eans ofa whole class of classical sin ulation algorithm s, thereby reinforcing
the con ecture that DQ C 1 lads to a genuine quantum com putational speed-up.

PACS numbers: 3.67Lx

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum com putation owes its populariy to the real-
ization, m ore than a decade ago, that the factorization
of Jarge num bers can be solved exponentially faster by
evolving quantum system s than via any known classical
algorithm [l]. Since then, progress in our understand—
Ing of what m akes quantum evolutions com putationally
m ore pow erfiilthan a classicalcom puter hasbeen scarce.
A step forward, how ever, was achieved by identifying en—
tanglem ent as a necessary resource or quantum com pu-—
tational speed-ups. Indeed, a speed-up is only possble if
In a quantum com putation, entanglem ent spreadsoveran
adequately large num ber of qubits [2]. In addition, the
am ount of entanglem ent, as m easured by the Schm idt
rank ofa certain set of bipartitions of the system , needs
to grow su ciently w ith the size of the com putation [3].
W henever either of these two conditions is not m et, the
quantum evolution can be e ciently sin ulated on a clas—
sical com puter. These conditions which are particular
exam ples of subsequent, stronger classical sin ulation re—
sults based on tree tensor networks (TTN) [4]) are only
necessary, and thus not su cient, so that the presence
of large am ounts of entanglem ent spreading over m any
qubits does not guarantee a com putational speed-up, as
exem pli ed by the G ottesn an-K nill theorem [§].

T he above resuls refer exclisively to quantum ocom —
putations w ith pure states. T he scenario form ixed-state
quantum com putation is ratherdi erent. T he intriguing
determ inistic quantum com putation w ith one quantum bit
DQC1 or the power of one qubi’) [€] nvolves a highly
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m ixed state that doesnot contain m uch entanglem ent [7]
and yet it perfom s a task, the com putation wih xed
accuracy of the nom alized trace of a uniary m atrix,
exponentially faster than any known classicalalgorithm .
T his also provides an exponential speedup over the best
known classical algorithm for sim ulations of som e quan—
tum processes [E]. Thus, In the case of a m ixed-state
quantum com putation, a large am ount of entanglem ent
does not seam to be necessary to obtain a speed-up w ith
regpect to classical com puters.

A sinple, uni ed explanation for the pure-state and
m ixed-state scenardos is possble [3] by noticing that the
decisive Ingredient in both cases isthe presence of correla—
tions. Indeed, et us consider the Schm idt decom position
ofa vector j i, given by
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wherehiy Jh i= hizg Jgi= i and is the rank of the
reduced density m atrices p Ty [ h jand 3
Tr [J © J; and the (operator) Schm idt decom position
ofa density m atrix  given by [B]
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where Tr(0}, O ) = Tr(@}; O ) = ;3. The Schm idt
ranks and ! are a measure of correlations between
partsA and B, with ! = 2 i = j h j Let the
density m atrix + denote the evolving state of the quan-—
tum com puter during a com putation. N otice that + can
represent both pure and m ixed states. Then, as shown
In Refs. [3]and M), the quantum com putation can be ef-

ciently sinulated on a classicalcom puter usinga TTN
decom position if the Schm idt rank ! of according to
a certain set of bipartitions A : B of the qubits scales
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polynom ially with the size of the com putation. In other
words, a necessary condition for a com putational speed—
up is that correlations, asm easured by the Schm idt rank

1, grow superpolynom ially in the %Hnber ofqubits. In
the case of pure states wWhere = 1) these correla—
tions are entirely due to entanglem ent, whilk for m ixed
states they m ay be quantum or classical.

Our endeavor In this paper is to study the DQC1
m odel of quantum com putation follow ing the above line
of thought. In particular, we elucidate whether DQC1
can bee clently sin ulated w ith any classicalalgorithm ,
such as those n [3, 4] (@nd, Inplicitly, n Z]), that ex—
ploits lim itson the am ount of correlations, in the sense of
asnall ! according to certain bipartitions ofthe qubits.
W e will argue here that the state  ofa quantum com —
puter In plem enting the DQ C1 m odel displays an expo—
nentially large !, In spite of it containing only a sn all
am ount of entanglem ent [1]. W e will conclude, there-
fore, that none of the sin ulation techniques m entioned
above can be used to e ciently sinulate the power of
one qubit’.

On the one hand, our result indicates that a large
am ount of classical correlations are behind the (sus—
pected) com putational speed-up ofDQ C1. O n the other
hand, by show ing the failure of a whole class of clas—
sical algorithm s to e clently sin ulate this m ixed-state
quantum com putation, we reinforce the concture that
D Q C1 lads indeed to an exponential speed-up. W e note,
how ever, that our resul does not rule out the possbility
that this circuit could be sin ulated e ciently using som e
other classical algorithm .

II. DQC1AND TREE TENSOR NETW ORK S
(TTN)

The DQC1 model, represented in Eq. [2.l), provides
an estin ate of the nom alized trace Tr(U,)=2" of a n—
qubit unitary matrix U, 2 U @%) with xed accuracy
e clently [€]. Fordiscussions on the classical com plexity
of evaluating the nom alized trace of a uniary m atrix,
see [7].
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T his quantum circuit transform sthe highly-m ixed initial
state ¢ PH0J IL,=2" attinet= 0 into the nalstate
r attinet=T,

- LUy,
T = Sn+1 ’

on+ 1 Un In (22)

through a serdes of interm ediate states +,t2 0;T 1. The
sin ulation algorithm s relevant in the present discussion

[2,13,14] require that  be e ciently represented with a
TTN M] (oram ore restrictive structure, such as a prod—
uct of k-qubit states for xed k|2] or a m atrix product
state 3]) at alltinest2 ;T ]. Here we will show that
the nalstate t, henceforth denoted simply by , can—
not be e ciently represented with a TTN . T his already
In plies that none of the algorithm s n [Z, |3, 4] can be
used to e clently sinulate the DQC1 m odel.

Storing and m anijpulating a TTN requires com puta—
tional space and tin e that grow s linearly in the num ber
ofqubisn and asa sn allpower of its rank g. T he rank
gofa TTN is the maxinum Schm idt rank :]L over all
bipartitions A; : B; of the qubits according to a given
tree graph whose lkaves are the qubits of our system .
See [M] for details. The key observation of this paper
is that for a typical unitary m atrix U, , the density m a—
trix i Eq. [@J) is such that any TTN decom posi-
tion has exponentially large rank g. By typical, here we
mean a uniary matrix U, e clently generated through
a (random ) quantum circuit. That is, U, is the product
of poly ) onequbit and two-qubit gates. In the next
section we present num erical results that unam biguously
suggest that, indeed, typical U, necessarily lead to TTN
w ith exponentially large rank g.

W e notice that the results of the next section do not
exclude the possibility that the quantum com putation in
theDQClmodelcanbee ciently smultedwithaTTN
forparticular choices ofU,, . For instance, ifU,, factorizes
Into sihglequbitgates, then canbeseentobee ciently
represented with a TTN of rank 3, and we can not rule
out an e cient sin ulation of the power of one qubi for
that case. O f course, this is to be expected, given that
the trace of such U, can be computed e ciently in the

rst place.

III. EXPONENTIAL GROW TH OF SCHM IDT
RANKS

In this section we study the rank g of any TTN for
the nalstate oftheDQCI circuit, Eq. Z2). We
num erically determ ine that a lowerbound to such a rank
grow s exponentially w ith the num ber of qubitsn.

The Schm idt rank ofa pure state j i
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obtained by applying the density m atrix  onto a product
state j a 1j g 1 isa lowerbound on the operator Schm idt
rank ! of ,ie. ! . For the purpose of our num er—
ics, we considerthepure state U, Pi " . W ebuid U, asa
sequence of 2n random tw o—qubit gates, applied to pairs
of qubits, also chosen at random . T he random two-qubit
unitaries are generated using the m ixing algorithm pre—
sented In [LO]. Note that applying 2n gates m eans that
the resulting unitary is e ciently in plem entable, a sit—
uation for which the DQC1 m odel is valid. For an even



num ber of qubis n, we calculate the sm allest Schm idt
rank over all n=2 :n=2 partitions of the qubis (sin -
ilar results can be obtained for odd n). The resulting
num bers are plotted in Fig [).
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FIG .1l: (ColorOnlne) Lowerbound for the operator Schm idt
rank ! oftheDQC1 state for any equipartition n=2 :n=2, as
given by the Schm idt rank  of the pure state n Eq. [31).
T he dots are for even num bers of qubits, and the t isthe line
2°=2,  is calculated for a pure state obtained by applying
2n random 2-qubit gates on the state Pi " . This is evidence
that for a typicalunitary U, , the rank gofany TTN for the
DQC1 state in Eq. Z2)) grow s exponentially with n.

T he above num erical resuls strongly suggest that the

nalstate intheDQC1 circuithasexponentialSchm idt
rank for a typicalunitary U, . W e are not able to pro—
vide a form alproofofthis fact. This is due to a general
di culty in descrbing properties of the set Uy (2") of
uniary m atrices that can be e clently realized through
a quantum ocom putation. Instead, the discussion ism uch
sin pler for the set U (2") of generic n—qubit uniary m a—
trices, where it is possible to prove that cannot be ef-

ciently represented wih a TTN for a Haar generated
U, 2 U (2"), as discussed in the next section. Notice
that Ref. [11] claim s that random (out e cient) quan—
tum circuitsgenerate random n-qubitgatesU, 2 Uge @7)
according to a m easure that converges to the Haarm ea—
sure in U 2"). Combined wih the theorem in the next
section, thiswould constitute a form alproofofthe other-
w ise num erically evident exponential grow th of the rank
gofany TTN fortheDQC1 nalstate

IV. A FORMALPROOF FOR THE
HAAR-DISTRIBUTED CA SE

O ur ob ective In this section is to analyze the Schm idt
rank ! ofthe density matrix i Eq. BJ) for certan

bipartitionsofthen+ 1 qubits, assum lngthatU, 2 U 2")
is H aardistributed.

Ttisnotdi cul to deducethat orany tree ofthen+ 1
qubits, there exists at least one edge that splits the tree
In two parts A and B, wih na and ny qubits, where
ng = minMa;ng ) il 1ls n=5 Iy 2n=5. In other
words, ifa rank-g T TN exists orthe i Eq. [22), then
there is a bipartition ofthe n + 1 qubits with ng qubits
on ettherA orB and such that the Schm dt rank ! q.
Theorem [I, ourm ai technical resul, show s that ifU, is
chosen random ly according to the H aarm easure, then the
Schm idt rank ofany such bipartition ful 1is ] 0 @"0).
T herefore for a random Iy generated U, 2 U 2"),a TTN
for hasrank g (and com putational cost) exponential in
n, and none ofthe techniques of [Z,13,/4] can sin ulate the
outcom e ofthe DQC1 modele ciently.

Considernow any bipartition A :B ofthen+ 1 qubis,
where A and B contain np and ng qubits, w th them in—
Imum ng ofthose restricted by n=5 ng 2n=5.W ih-
out loss of generality we can assum e that the top qubit
lies in A . Actually, we can also assum e that A contains
the top na qubits. Indeed, suppose A does not have the
na top qubits. Then we can use a permm utation P, on all
the n qubits to bring the np qubis of A to the top na

positions. Thiswill certainly m odify , but sihce
P, O I, UY pT 0 I, VY
0 P, U, I, 0 pp Vi Tn

4.1)
where V, = P,U,P! is another Haardistributed uni
tary, we obtain that the new density m atrix is of the
sam e form as . Fially, in order to ease the notation,
we will assum e that na = ng (dentical results can be

derived forng = ng). Thusn=5 nj 2n=5.
W e note that
L, U} 01 v 00
= + + -
U, L L Wt g9 Uat g Uni
“42)
so that ifwemultiply by the product state
i FLii il i @43)
where ~ t;i43),t= 0;1;i= 1;:::da; j= 1;::: 0,

weobtain j .1 j.iwhere
o (Dididi+ Ji Undi3d)  ift=0

o . AT 4.4)
Zn%(jl;l;jlﬂ' Pi UYEiD) ift=1

j-~i=
Thisalso justi esour choice ofthe pure state used in the
num erical calculations in the previous section.

Let us consider now the reduced density m atrix

5 T [ -h -]

= —— Jihjj+ Tm Un 35 Jihi; 397
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fort= 0 (fort= 1, U, and U} need to be exchanged).
For a unitary m atrix U, random ly chosen according to
the Haar measure on U (n), U, ji;Jji is a random pure



stateon A B . Here, and henceforth A is the space of
the rstn qubisw ithout the top qubit. &t follow s from
[L3] that the operator

Q = Tr U, 3y 3ihi; 33771 4.6)
has rank da . T herefore the rank of 2 (equivalently, the
Schm idt rank of j .1i) isat least 2°°. From Eq. [B.J)
we conclude that the Schm idt rank of fi1l Ils ! 27°
2"=% W e can now collate these resuls into

Theorem 1 Let U, ke an n-qubit unitary transform a—
tion chosen random ¥y according to the H aar m easure on
U "), and EtA :B denote a bipartition ofn + 1 qubits
into np and ny qubits, where ny m in a ;ng ). Then
n=5 np 2n=5 and the Schm idt decom position of in
Eq. 22) according to bipartition A :B ful 1is ! 2°=5,

W ehave seen that we cannote ciently smulateDQC1
w ith an algorithm that relieson havinga TTN for wih
low rank g. However, in order to m ake this result robust,
we need to also show that canotbe well approxin ated
by another ~ accepting an e cient TTN . W e do this In
Appendix Bl.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The results in this paper show that the algorithm s of
Z,3,/4]areunabktoe ciently smulteaDQC1 circuit.
The e ciency ofa quantum sin ulation using these algo—
rithm s relies on the possibility ofe ciently decom posing
the state ofthe quantum computerushga TTN.W e
have seen that for the nalstate ofthe DQC1 circuit no
e clent TTN exists.

Tt is also Interesting to note that the num erics and
Theoram s 1 and 2 in this paper can be generalized for
any xed polarization , (0 < 1) of the iniial state

P0G+ (1 )I=2 of the top qubit of the circui in Eqg
1), implying that the algorithm s of [Z, |3, 4] are also
unabletoe ciently sin ulate the powerofeven the tiniest
fraction of a qubit.
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APPENDIX A:DISTRIBUTION OF THE
SCHM IDT COEFFICIENTS

In this Appendix we explore the robustness of the
statem ent of Theorem [1. To this end, we consider the

Schm idt rank ~! fora density m atrix ~ that approxin ates
accordingtoa delty F (0;02) de ned In term softhe
natural Inner product on the space of linear operators,
"q S|
Tr(©701)

F (01;02) Tr(7j0,) Tr©302);

whereF = 1 ifand only ifO1 = O, and F = +h 17 2if
for profctors O; = P | on pure states j ji. We will
show that if ~ is close to , then ~J for a bipartition as
In Theoram 1 is also exponential. To prove this, we w ill
require a few lemm aswhich we now present.

Lemma 1 Let j ibe a bipartite vector with  temm s in
its Schm idt decom position,

X X 5
j i=N idaije 37 s w1 0; =1
i=1 =1
where N h j i, and ket j i ke a bipartite vector
withnom N and Schm dtrank © where © . Then,
v
u 0
u X
maxh j ij=N N T 2; @1
i

i=1

Proof: Let ; denote the Schm idt coe cientsofj i.

It llows from Lemma 1 In [ld] thatmaxy ; h J ij=
P o

N N =1 i isand them axin ization over ; isdone

next. A straightforward application of the m ethod of

Lagrange m ultipliers provides us wjthP-l = Cui i=
1;2;:::; O or some constant . Sihhee ., = 1=
P 2 4 ° 2
¢ ., %,c=1= | %:Thus
0
X

maxh j ij= &N N
I =1
and the resul follow s.

W e willalso use two basic resuls related to m a priza-
tion theory. Recallthat, by de nition, a decreasingly or—

P p+1 O p = 1, ismaprized by another such
probability distribution ¢, denoted p g, if g ismore
ordered or concentrated than p (equivalently, p is atter
or m ore m ixed than ¢) in the sense that the follow ing
nequalities are ful lled:

Xk Xk
®z)

wih equality for k = d. The fPllow ng result can be
found in Exercise I1.1.15 of [14]:

Lemm a 2 Let , and , be density m atrices w ith eigen-—
valies given by prokability distrlbutions % and y. Let

M ) denote the decreasingly ordered eigenvalues of her—
m itian operator M . Then

(x+ y) =+ y:



T he next result follow s by direct ilngpection.

Lemma 3 Let coe cients ;, 1 i c%,besuchthat
i for som e positive land ; ;= 1, and
consider the probability distribution p (£ ig),

€ ) 1+1+1_1+2_ 1+ 4
Pt g 2 2d " 2da ' 24
T hen
p(E 9 p(E ;9);
where
i a=2
i i> d=2

and we assum e d to ke even.
Finally, we need a result from [L3]:

Lemm a 4 W ith prokability very clse to 1,

h i
Pr (1 — Q a+ r—
da da
2da
10 dy o( de 2=1412)
! A 3)
exp ( % exp (n))

whered, = 2°* = 2% anddg = 2" = 2% "%l andthe
operator Q de ned in Eq. [{.6) is within a kall of radius

of a (unnom alized) profctor =@ of rank dp [pro—
vided dp is a large multiple of dy Jogda = 2 [L3], which
is satis ed for large n, given thatn=>5 1n  2n=5].

O ur second theorem uses the fact that the Schm idt de—
com position of does not only have exponentially m any
coe clents, but that these are roughly of the sam e size.

Theorem 2 Let ,U,,andA :B kede ned as in Theo—
rem [O. IfF ( ;~) 1 , then with prokability p( ;n) =
1 O (xp( 2expn))),the Schm idt rank for ~ according
to bipartition A B satis es+ (1 4 )2=3,

P roof: For any product vector of Eq. [4.3) we have

v
u
Ex
Jtijj ~33i] N. N ()2 ®a4)
k=1
N. N. g(~'=dy);
where
r_
1+ 1+ )x
g &) _— A5)
2
and N . htigg 2 Higd, N htijj? Hiji. The st

nequality m [24) Hllows from Lemma 1, whereas the
second one follow s from the fact that the spectrum p of

s W) PTm [ IS 1= S (@RI Q)
where Q has all its dy non-zero eigenvalues g3 in the
nterval2 "° (1 ) g 2 " @+ ),ismajprized by
p(E ;9),as Pllows from Lemmas 2 and 3. Then,

Tr ~
Tr 2 Tr?
P . . .

g ~3d
~OhNOijVoi ~00thj"‘zjvmi
P

_N.N.

~0 (N~°)2E

D

= B
=

e Ve
g _dA)‘ilJ

. 00 N~°°)2
g(~=ds);

where In the last steprve hav§ used the C auchy-Schwarz
hequality, Ixjij hxki hyji. The resukt of the
theorem ®llows from g(~'=27°) 1
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