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O n the role ofentanglem ent and correlations in m ixed-state quantum com putation �
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In a quantum com putation with pure states,the generation oflarge am ountsofentanglem entis

known to be necessary for a speed-up with respect to classicalcom putations. However,exam ples

ofquantum com putations with m ixed states are known,such as the D Q C1 m odel[E.K nilland

R.Laam m e, Phys.Rev.Lett. 81, 5672 (1998)], in which entanglem ent is at m ost m arginally

present,and yeta com putationalspeed-up isbelieved to occur.Correlations,and notentanglem ent,

havebeen identi�ed asanecessary ingredientform ixed-statequantum com putation speed-ups.Here

we show that correlations,as m easured through the operator Schm idtrank,are indeed present in

large am ounts in the D Q C1 circuit. This provides evidence for the preclusion ofe�cient classical

sim ulation ofD Q C1 by m eansofa wholeclassofclassicalsim ulation algorithm s,thereby reinforcing

the conjecture thatD Q C1 leadsto a genuine quantum com putationalspeed-up.

PACS num bers:3.67.Lx

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Q uantum com putation owesitspopularity to thereal-

ization,m ore than a decade ago,that the factorization

oflarge num bers can be solved exponentially faster by

evolving quantum system sthan via any known classical

algorithm [1]. Since then,progress in our understand-

ing ofwhatm akesquantum evolutionscom putationally

m orepowerfulthan aclassicalcom puterhasbeen scarce.

A step forward,however,wasachieved by identifying en-

tanglem entasa necessary resourceforquantum com pu-

tationalspeed-ups.Indeed,a speed-up isonly possibleif

in aquantum com putation,entanglem entspreadsoveran

adequately large num ber ofqubits [2]. In addition,the

am ount ofentanglem ent,as m easured by the Schm idt

rank ofa certain setofbipartitionsofthe system ,needs

to grow su� ciently with the size ofthe com putation [3].

W henevereitherofthese two conditionsisnotm et,the

quantum evolution can bee� ciently sim ulated on a clas-

sicalcom puter. These conditions (which are particular

exam plesofsubsequent,strongerclassicalsim ulation re-

sultsbased on tree tensornetworks(TTN)[4])are only

necessary,and thus not su� cient,so that the presence

oflarge am ounts ofentanglem ent spreading over m any

qubitsdoesnotguaranteea com putationalspeed-up,as

exem pli� ed by the G ottesm an-K nilltheorem [5].

The above results refer exclusively to quantum com -

putationswith purestates.Thescenario form ixed-state

quantum com putation isratherdi� erent.Theintriguing

determ inisticquantum com putation with onequantum bit

(DQ C1 or‘the powerofonequbit’)[6]involvesa highly

�Som eoftheresultsin thispaperwerepresented attheA PS M arch
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m ixed statethatdoesnotcontain m uch entanglem ent[7]

and yet it perform s a task,the com putation with � xed

accuracy of the norm alized trace of a unitary m atrix,

exponentially fasterthan any known classicalalgorithm .

Thisalso providesan exponentialspeedup overthe best

known classicalalgorithm forsim ulationsofsom e quan-

tum processes [8]. Thus, in the case ofa m ixed-state

quantum com putation,a large am ountofentanglem ent

doesnotseem to benecessary to obtain a speed-up with

respectto classicalcom puters.

A sim ple,uni� ed explanation for the pure-state and

m ixed-statescenariosispossible [3]by noticing thatthe

decisiveingredientinboth casesisthepresenceofcorrela-

tions.Indeed,letusconsidertheSchm idtdecom position

ofa vectorj	 i,given by

j	 i=

�X

i= 1

�ijiA i
 jiB i; (1.1)

where hiA jjA i= hiB jjB i= �ij and � is the rank ofthe

reduced density m atrices �A � TrB [j ih j]and �B �

TrA [j ih j];and the (operator) Schm idt decom position

ofa density m atrix � given by [9]

� =

�
]

X

i= 1

�
]

i O iA 
 O iB ; (1.2)

where Tr(O
y

iA
O jA ) = Tr(O

y

iB
O jB ) = �ij. The Schm idt

ranks � and �] are a m easure ofcorrelations between

parts A and B ,with �] = �2 if� = j	 ih	 j. Let the

density m atrix �t denote the evolving stateofthe quan-

tum com puterduring a com putation.Noticethat�t can

representboth pure and m ixed states. Then,as shown

in Refs.[3]and [4],thequantum com putation can beef-

� ciently sim ulated on a classicalcom puterusing a TTN

decom position ifthe Schm idtrank �] of� according to

a certain set ofbipartitions A :B ofthe qubits scales

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0611157v2
mailto:animesh@unm.edu
mailto:vidal@physics.uq.edu.au 


2

polynom ially with the size ofthe com putation.In other

words,a necessary condition fora com putationalspeed-

up isthatcorrelations,asm easured by theSchm idtrank

�],grow super-polynom ially in thenum berofqubits.In

the case ofpure states (where � =
p
�]) these correla-

tions are entirely due to entanglem ent,while for m ixed

statesthey m ay be quantum orclassical.

O ur endeavor in this paper is to study the DQ C1

m odelofquantum com putation following the aboveline

ofthought. In particular,we elucidate whether DQ C1

can bee� ciently sim ulated with any classicalalgorithm ,

such as those in [3,4](and,im plicitly,in [2]),that ex-

ploitslim itson theam ountofcorrelations,in thesenseof

a sm all�] accordingto certain bipartitionsofthequbits.

W e willargue here thatthe state �t ofa quantum com -

puterim plem enting the DQ C1 m odeldisplaysan expo-

nentially large �],in spite ofitcontaining only a sm all

am ount ofentanglem ent [7]. W e willconclude, there-

fore,that none ofthe sim ulation techniques m entioned

above can be used to e� ciently sim ulate ‘the power of

onequbit’.

O n the one hand, our result indicates that a large

am ount of classical correlations are behind the (sus-

pected)com putationalspeed-up ofDQ C1.O n theother

hand, by showing the failure of a whole class of clas-

sicalalgorithm s to e� ciently sim ulate this m ixed-state

quantum com putation,we reinforce the conjecture that

DQ C1leadsindeed toan exponentialspeed-up.W enote,

however,thatourresultdoesnotruleoutthepossibility

thatthiscircuitcould besim ulated e� ciently usingsom e

otherclassicalalgorithm .

II. D Q C 1 A N D T R EE T EN SO R N ET W O R K S

(T T N )

The DQ C1 m odel,represented in Eq. (2.1),provides

an estim ate ofthe norm alized trace Tr(Un)=2
n ofa n-

qubit unitary m atrix Un 2 U(2n) with � xed accuracy

e� ciently [6].Fordiscussionson theclassicalcom plexity

ofevaluating the norm alized trace ofa unitary m atrix,

see[7].

j0ih0j H �
FE



UnIn=2
n

8
<

:

(2.1)

Thisquantum circuittransform sthehighly-m ixed initial

state�0 � j0ih0j
 In=2
n attim et= 0 into the� nalstate

�T attim e t= T,

�T =
1

2n+ 1

�
In U y

n

Un In

�

; (2.2)

through a seriesofinterm ediatestates�t,t2 [0;T].The

sim ulation algorithm srelevantin the presentdiscussion

[2,3,4]require that�t be e� ciently represented with a

TTN [4](ora m orerestrictivestructure,such asa prod-

uctofk-qubitstatesfor� xed k [2]ora m atrix product

state [3])atalltim est2 [0;T]. Here we willshow that

the � nalstate �T ,henceforth denoted sim ply by �,can-

notbe e� ciently represented with a TTN.Thisalready

im plies that none ofthe algorithm s in [2,3,4]can be

used to e� ciently sim ulate the DQ C1 m odel.

Storing and m anipulating a TTN requires com puta-

tionalspace and tim e thatgrowslinearly in the num ber

ofqubitsn and asa sm allpowerofitsrank q.Therank

q ofa TTN is the m axim um Schm idt rank �
]

i
over all

bipartitions A i :B i ofthe qubits according to a given

tree graph whose leaves are the qubits of our system .

See [4]for details. The key observation of this paper

isthatfora typicalunitary m atrix Un,the density m a-

trix � in Eq. (2.2) is such that any TTN decom posi-

tion hasexponentially large rank q. By typical,here we

m ean a unitary m atrix Un e� ciently generated through

a (random )quantum circuit.Thatis,Un isthe product

ofpoly(n) one-qubit and two-qubit gates. In the next

section wepresentnum ericalresultsthatunam biguously

suggestthat,indeed,typicalUn necessarily lead to TTN

with exponentially largerank q.

W e notice that the results ofthe next section do not

excludethepossibility thatthequantum com putation in

theDQ C1m odelcan bee� ciently sim ulated with aTTN

forparticularchoicesofUn.Forinstance,ifUn factorizes

intosingle-qubitgates,then � can beseen tobee� ciently

represented with a TTN ofrank 3,and we can notrule

outan e� cientsim ulation ofthe powerofone qubitfor

that case. O fcourse,this is to be expected,given that

the trace ofsuch Un can be com puted e� ciently in the

� rstplace.

III. EX P O N EN T IA L G R O W T H O F SC H M ID T

R A N K S

In this section we study the rank q ofany TTN for

the � nalstate � ofthe DQ C1 circuit,Eq. (2.2). W e

num erically determ inethata lowerbound to such a rank

growsexponentially with the num berofqubitsn.

TheSchm idtrank � ofa purestatej��A  B
i

j��A  B
i� �j�A ij B i=

�
]

X

i= 1

�
]

i O iA j�A i
 O iB j B i (3.1)

obtained byapplyingthedensity m atrix� ontoaproduct

statej�A ij B iisa lowerbound on theoperatorSchm idt

rank �] of�,i.e.,�] � �.Forthepurposeofournum er-

ics,weconsiderthepurestateUnj0i

 n.W ebuild Un asa

sequenceof2n random two-qubitgates,applied to pairs

ofqubits,also chosen atrandom .Therandom two-qubit

unitariesare generated using the m ixing algorithm pre-

sented in [10]. Note thatapplying 2n gatesm eansthat

the resulting unitary is e� ciently im plem entable,a sit-

uation forwhich the DQ C1 m odelisvalid. Foran even



3

num ber ofqubits n,we calculate the sm allest Schm idt

rank � overalln=2 :n=2 partitions ofthe qubits (sim -

ilar results can be obtained for odd n). The resulting

num bersareplotted in Fig (1).
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FIG .1:(ColorO nline):Lowerbound fortheoperatorSchm idt

rank �
]
oftheD Q C1 stateforany equipartition n=2 :n=2,as

given by the Schm idt rank � ofthe pure state in Eq. (3.1).

Thedotsareforeven num bersofqubits,and the�tistheline

2
n=2

. � is calculated for a pure state obtained by applying

2n random 2-qubitgateson thestatej0i

 n

.Thisisevidence

thatfora typicalunitary Un,the rank q ofany TTN forthe

D Q C1 state � in Eq.(2.2)growsexponentially with n.

The abovenum ericalresultsstrongly suggestthatthe

� nalstate� in theDQ C1circuithasexponentialSchm idt

rank for a typicalunitary Un. W e are not able to pro-

vide a form alproofofthisfact.Thisisdue to a general

di� culty in describing properties ofthe set Uqc(2
n) of

unitary m atricesthatcan be e� ciently realized through

a quantum com putation.Instead,thediscussion ism uch

sim plerforthe setU(2n)ofgenericn-qubitunitary m a-

trices,where itispossible to prove that� cannotbe ef-

� ciently represented with a TTN for a Haar generated

Un 2 U(2n), as discussed in the next section. Notice

that Ref. [11]claim s that random (but e� cient) quan-

tum circuitsgeneraterandom n-qubitgatesUn 2 Uqc(2
n)

according to a m easurethatconvergesto the Haarm ea-

sure in U(2n). Com bined with the theorem in the next

section,thiswould constituteaform alproofoftheother-

wisenum erically evidentexponentialgrowth oftherank

q ofany TTN forthe DQ C1 � nalstate�.

IV . A FO R M A L P R O O F FO R T H E

H A A R -D IST R IB U T ED C A SE

O urobjectivein thissection isto analyzetheSchm idt

rank �] ofthe density m atrix � in Eq. (2.2)forcertain

bipartitionsofthen+ 1qubits,assum ingthatUn 2 U(2n)

isHaar-distributed.

Itisnotdi� culttodeducethatforanytreeofthen+ 1

qubits,there existsatleastone edge thatsplitsthe tree

in two parts A and B ,with nA and nB qubits,where

n0 = m in(nA ;nB ) ful� lls n=5 � n0 � 2n=5. In other

words,ifa rank-qTTN existsforthe� in Eq.(2.2),then

there isa bipartition ofthe n + 1 qubitswith n0 qubits

on eitherA orB and such thattheSchm idtrank �] � q.

Theorem 1,ourm ain technicalresult,showsthatifUn is

chosenrandom lyaccordingtotheHaarm easure,then the

Schm idtrank ofany such bipartition ful� lls�] � O (2n0).

Thereforefora random ly generated Un 2 U(2n),a TTN

for� hasrank q (and com putationalcost)exponentialin

n,and noneofthetechniquesof[2,3,4]can sim ulatethe

outcom eofthe DQ C1 m odele� ciently.

Considernow any bipartition A :B ofthen+ 1qubits,

whereA and B contain nA and nB qubits,with them in-

im um n0 ofthose restricted by n=5 � n0 � 2n=5.W ith-

outlossofgenerality we can assum e thatthe top qubit

liesin A. Actually,we can also assum e thatA contains

the top nA qubits.Indeed,supposeA doesnothavethe

nA top qubits.Then wecan usea perm utation Pn on all

the n qubitsto bring the nA qubitsofA to the top nA
positions.Thiswillcertainly m odify �,butsince

�
Pn 0

0 Pn

� �
In U y

n

Un In

� �
P T
n 0

0 P T
n

�

=

�
In V y

n

Vn In

�

(4.1)

where Vn = PnUnP
T
n is another Haar-distributed uni-

tary, we obtain that the new density m atrix is of the

sam e form as �. Finally,in order to ease the notation,

we willassum e that nA = n0 (identicalresults can be

derived fornB = n0).Thusn=5� nA � 2n=5.

W e notethat

�
In U y

n

Un In

�

= I2 
 In +

�
0 1

0 0

�


 U
y
n +

�
0 0

1 0

�


 Un;

(4.2)

so thatifwem ultiply � by the productstate

j�~�i� jt;i;ji� jt;iA ijjB i; (4.3)

where ~� � (t;i;j),t= 0;1;i= 1;:::dA ;j = 1;:::dB ,

weobtain j ~�i� �j�~�iwhere

j ~�i=

�
1

2n + 1 (j0;i;ji+ j1i
 Unji;ji) ift= 0
1

2n + 1 (j1;i;ji+ j0i
 U y
nji;ji) ift= 1

(4.4)

Thisalso justi� esourchoiceofthepurestateused in the

num ericalcalculationsin the previoussection.

Letusconsidernow the reduced density m atrix

�
B
~� � TrA [j ~�ih ~�j]

=
1

2n+ 1

�
jjihjj+ TrA [Unji;jihi;jjU

y
n]
�

(4.5)

fort= 0 (fort= 1,Un and U y
n need to be exchanged).

For a unitary m atrix Un random ly chosen according to

the Haar m easure on U(n), Unji;ji is a random pure
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state on A 
 B . Here,and henceforth A isthe space of

the� rstnA qubitswithoutthetop qubit.Itfollowsfrom

[13]thatthe operator

Q = TrA [Unji;jihi;jjU
y
n] (4.6)

hasrank dA .Thereforetherank of�
B
~�
(equivalently,the

Schm idtrank � ofj ~�i)isatleast2
n0. From Eq. (3.1)

weconcludethattheSchm idtrankof� ful� lls�] � 2n0 �

2n=5.W e can now collatetheseresultsinto

T heorem 1 Let Un be an n-qubit unitary transform a-

tion chosen random ly according to the Haar m easure on

U(2n),and letA :B denote a bipartition ofn + 1 qubits

into nA and nB qubits,where n0 � m in(nA ;nB ). Then

n=5� n0 � 2n=5 and the Schm idtdecom position of� in

Eq.(2.2)accordingto bipartition A :B ful� lls�] � 2n=5.

W ehaveseen thatwecannote� cientlysim ulateDQ C1

with an algorithm thatrelieson havingaTTN for� with

low rank q.However,in orderto m akethisresultrobust,

weneed to also show that� canotbe wellapproxim ated

by another ~� accepting an e� cientTTN.W e do this in

Appendix A.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

The resultsin thispapershow thatthe algorithm sof

[2,3,4]areunableto e� ciently sim ulateaDQ C1circuit.

Thee� ciency ofa quantum sim ulation using thesealgo-

rithm srelieson thepossibility ofe� ciently decom posing

the state � ofthe quantum com puterusing a TTN.W e

haveseen thatforthe� nalstateofthe DQ C1 circuitno

e� cientTTN exists.

It is also interesting to note that the num erics and

Theorem s 1 and 2 in this paper can be generalized for

any � xed polarization �,(0 < � � 1)ofthe initialstate

�j0ih0j+ (1� �)I=2 ofthe top qubitofthe circuitin Eq

(2.1),im plying that the algorithm s of[2,3,4]are also

unabletoe� cientlysim ulatethepowerofeven thetiniest

fraction ofa qubit.
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A P P EN D IX A :D IST R IB U T IO N O F T H E

SC H M ID T C O EFFIC IEN T S

In this Appendix we explore the robustness of the

statem ent ofTheorem 1. To this end,we consider the

Schm idtrank ~�] foradensitym atrix ~� thatapproxim ates

� accordingtoa� delity F (O1;O 2)de� ned in term softhe

naturalinnerproducton the spaceoflinearoperators,

F (O 1;O 2)� Tr(O
y

1
O 2)

,
q

Tr(O
y

1
O 1)

q

Tr(O
y

2
O 2);

where F = 1 ifand only ifO 1 = O 2 and F = jh 1j 2ij
2

for projectors O i = P i
on pure states j ii. W e will

show thatif ~� isclose to �,then ~�] fora bipartition as

in Theorem 1 isalso exponential.To provethis,we will

requirea few lem m aswhich wenow present.

Lem m a 1 Letj	 ibe a bipartite vector with � term s in

itsSchm idtdecom position,

j	 i= N 	

�X

i= 1

�ijiA ijiB i; �i � �i+1 � 0;

�X

i= 1

�
2

i = 1;

where N 	 �
p
h	 j	 i,and let j� i be a bipartite vector

with norm N � and Schm idtrank�0,where�0� �.Then,

m ax
j� i

jh	 j� ij= N	 N �

v
u
u
t

�0

X

i= 1

�2i: (A1)

Proof: Let�i denote the Schm idtcoe� cientsofj� i.

It follows from Lem m a 1 in [12]that m axj� ijh	 j� ij=

N 	 N �

P �
0

i= 1
�i�i;and the m axim ization over�i isdone

next. A straightforward application of the m ethod of

Lagrange m ultipliers provides us with �i = c�i; i =

1;2;:::;�0 for som e constant c. Since
P �

0

i= 1
�2i = 1 =

c2
P �

0

i= 1
�2i,c= 1=

q
P �0

i= 1
�2i:Thus,

m ax
j� i

jh	 j� ij= cN	 N �

�
0

X

i= 1

�
2

i

and the resultfollows. �
W e willalso usetwo basicresultsrelated to m ajoriza-

tion theory.Recallthat,by de� nition,a decreasingly or-

dered probability distribution ~p = (p1;p2;:::;pd),where

p� � p�+ 1 � 0,
P

�
p� = 1,ism ajorized by anothersuch

probability distribution ~q,denoted ~p � ~q,if~q is m ore

ordered orconcentrated than ~p (equivalently,~p is atter

or m ore m ixed than ~q) in the sense that the following

inequalitiesareful� lled:

kX

�= 1

p� �

kX

�= 1

q� 8 k = 1;:::;d (A2)

with equality for k = d. The following result can be

found in ExerciseII.1.15 of[14]:

Lem m a 2 Let�~x and �~y be density m atriceswith eigen-

values given by probability distributions ~x and ~y. Let

�(M )denote the decreasingly ordered eigenvaluesofher-

m itian operator M .Then

�(�~x + �~y)� ~x + ~y:
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The nextresultfollowsby directinspection.

Lem m a 3 Let coe� cients �i, 1 � i � d, be such that

� � � �i � � for som e positive � � 1 and
P

i
�i = 1,and

consider the probability distribution ~p(f�ig),

~p(f�ig)�

�
1

2
+
1+ �1

2d
;
1+ �2

2d
;� � � ;

1+ �d

2d

�

:

Then

~p(f�ig)� ~p(f�
�
ig);

where

�
�
i �

�
� i� d=2

� � i> d=2

and we assum e d to be even.

Finally,weneed a resultfrom [13]:

Lem m a 4 W ith probability very close to 1,

Pr

h

(1� �)
�

dA
� Q � (1+ �)

�

dA

i

� 1�

�
10 dA

�

� 2dA

2
(� dB �

2
=14ln 2)

� 1� O

�
1

exp(�2 exp(n))

�

; (A3)

wheredA = 2nA = 2n0 and dB = 2nB = 2n� n0+ 1,and the

operator Q de� ned in Eq.(4.6)iswithin a ballofradius

� ofa (unnorm alized) projector � =dA ofrank dA [pro-

vided dB is a large m ultiple ofdA logdA =�
2 [13],which

issatis� ed for large n,given thatn=5� n0 � 2n=5].

O ursecond theorem usesthefactthattheSchm idtde-

com position of� doesnotonly haveexponentially m any

coe� cients,butthatthese areroughly ofthe sam esize.

T heorem 2 Let�,Un,and A :B be de� ned asin Theo-

rem 1. IfF (�;~�)� 1� �,then with probability p(�;n)=

1� O (exp(� �2 exp(n))),theSchm idtrankfor ~� according

to bipartition A :B satis� es ~�] � (1� 4� � �)2n=5.

Proof: Forany productvectorofEq.(4.3)wehave

jhtijj�~�jtijij � N~� ~N ~�

v
u
u
t

~�]

X

k= 1

(�
ij

k
)2 (A4)

� N ~�
~N ~� g(~�

]
=dA );

where

g(x)�

r
1+ (1+ �)x

2
(A5)

and N ~� �
p
htijj�2jtiji, ~N ~� �

p
htijj~�2jtiji. The � rst

inequality in (A4) follows from Lem m a 1,whereas the

second onefollowsfrom the factthatthe spectrum ~p of

�B � (N ~�)
� 2
TrA [�jtijihtijj�]=

1

2
(jjihjj+ Q );

where Q has allits dA non-zero eigenvalues qi in the

interval2� n0(1� �)� qi � 2� n0(1+ �),ism ajorized by

~p(f��ig),asfollowsfrom Lem m as2 and 3.Then,

1� � �
Tr�~�

p
Tr�2

p
Tr~�2

=

P

~�
h~�j�~�j~�i

p P

~� 0 h~�0j�2j~�0i
P

~� 00 h~�00j~�2j~�00i

� g(~�
]
=dA )

P

~�
N ~�

~N ~�
q
P

~� 0(N ~� 0)2
P

~� 00(~N ~� 00)2

� g(~�
]
=dA );

wherein thelaststep wehaveused the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality,jhxjyij�
p
hxjxi

p
hyjyi. The result ofthe

theorem followsfrom g(~�]=2n0)� 1� �.
�
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