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Thebehaviorofa quantum system dependson how itism easured.How m uch ofwhatisobserved

com esfrom the structure ofthequantum system itselfand how m uch from the observer’schoice of

m easurem ent? W e explore these questions by analyzing the language diversity ofquantum �nite-

state generators. O ne result is a new way to distinguish quantum devices from their classical

(stochastic) counterparts. W hile the diversity oflanguages generated by these two com putational

classes is the sam e in the case ofperiodic processes,quantum system s generally generate a wider

range oflanguagesthan classicalsystem s.

PACS num bers: 03.67.Lx 03.67.-a 02.50.-r

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

Q uantum com putation has advanced dram atically
from Feynm an’s initial theoretical proposal [1] to the
experim entalrealizations one �nds today. The largest
quantum devicethathasbeen im plem ented,though,isa
7 qubitregisterthatcan factora 3 bitnum ber[2]using
Shor’salgorithm [3].A review ofthisand othercurrently
feasible quantum devices reveals that,for now and the
foreseeable future,they willrem ain sm all| in the sense
thata very lim ited num berofqubitscan be stored.Far
from im plem enting the theoreticalidealof a quantum
Turing m achine,currentexperim entstestquantum com -
putation atthe levelofsm all�nite-state m achines.
The diversity ofquantum com puting devices that lie

between the extrem es of �nite-state and (unbounded
m em ory) Turing m achines is substantially less wellun-
derstood than,say,that for classicalautom ata,as cod-
i�ed in the Chom sky hierarchy [4]. As an approach to
�llingin aquantum hierarchy,com parisonsbetween clas-
sicaland quantum autom ata can be quite instructive.
Such results are found for autom ata at the levelof

�nite-state m achines [5, 6, 7]. For exam ple, the reg-
ular languages are recognized by �nite-state m achines
(by de�nition), but quantum �nite-state m achines, as
de�ned in Ref. [6], cannot recognize all regular lan-
guages. This does not m ean, however, that quantum
autom ata are strictly less powerfulthan their classical
counterparts. There are nonregular languages that are
recognized by quantum �nite-state m achines[8]. These
�rst results serve to illustrate the need for m ore work,
ifwe are to fully appreciate the properties ofquantum
deviceseven atthelowestlevelofsom epresum ed future
quantum com putationalhierarchy.
The com parison of quantum and classicalautom ata

�
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hasrecently been extended totheprobabilisticlanguages
recognized by stochastic and quantum �nite-state m a-
chines [7]. There,quantum �nite-state generatorswere
introduced asm odelsofthebehaviorsproduced by quan-
tum system s and as tools with which to quantify their
inform ation storageand processing capacities.
Here we continue the e�ort to quantify inform ation

processing in sim ple quantum autom ata. W e willshow
how a quantum system ’spossiblebehaviorscan bechar-
acterized by thediversity oflanguagesitgeneratesunder
di�erentm easurem entprotocols.W e also show how this
can be adapted to m easurem ents,suitably de�ned,for
classicalautom ata.Itturnsoutthatthediversity oflan-
guages,undervaryingm easurem entprotocols,providesa
usefulway to explorehow classicaland quantum devices
di�er. A m easured quantum system and its associated
m easured classicalsystem can generate rather di�erent
setsofstochastic languages. Forperiodic processes,the
language diversitiesare the sam e between the quantum
and counterpart classicalsystem s. However,for aperi-
odicprocessesquantum system sarem orediverse,in this
sense,and potentially m orecapable.
In the following, we �rst review form al language

and autom ata theory, including stochastic languages,
stochastic and quantum �nite-state generators,and the
connection between languagesand behavior.W ethen in-
troducethelanguagediversity ofa�nite-stateautom aton
and analyze a num ber ofexam ple processes,com paring
quantum and classicalm odels. W e conclude with a few
sum m ary rem arks and contrast the language diversity
with transientinform ation,which m easuresthe am ount
ofinform ation an observerneeds to extract in order to
predictwhich internalstatea processisin [9].

II. FO R M A L LA N G U A G ES A N D B EH AV IO R

O uruseofform allanguagetheory di�ersfrom m ostin
how itanalyzesthe connection between a language and
the system sthatcan generate it. In brief,we observe a
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system through a�nite-resolution m easuringinstrum ent,
representingeach m easurem entwith asym bol� from dis-
crete alphabet �. The tem poralbehavior ofa system ,
then,is a string or a word consisting ofa succession of
m easurem ent sym bols. The collection ofall(and only)
those words is the language that captures the possible,
tem poralbehaviorsofthe system .

D e�nition. A form allanguageL isa setof wordsw =
�0�1�2 :::each ofwhich consists ofa series ofsym bols
�i 2 � from a discrete alphabet�.

�� denotesthe setofallpossible wordsofany length
form ed using sym bolsin �.W e denote a word oflength
L by �L = �0�1 :::�L �1 ,with �i 2 �. The set ofall
wordsoflength L is�L .
Since a form allanguage,as we use the term ,is a set

ofobserved wordsgenerated by a process,then each sub-
word �i�i+ 1 :::�j�1 �j;i� j; i;j = 0;1;:::;L � 1 ofa
word �L has also been observed and is considered part
ofthe language.Thisleadsto the following de�nition.

D e�nition.A language L is subword closed if,foreach
w 2 L,allofw’s subwords sub(w) are also m em bers of
L:sub(w)� L.

Beyond a form allanguage listing which words(orbe-
haviors)occurand which do not,we are also interested
in the probability oftheiroccurrence.LetPr(w)denote
the probability ofword w,then we have the following
de�nition.

D e�nition. A stochastic language L is a form allan-
guage with a word distribution Pr(w)thatisnorm alized
ateach length L:

X

f�L 2L g

Pr(�L )= 1 ; (1)

with 0 � Pr(�L )� 1.

D e�nition. Two stochastic languages L1 and L2 are
said to be�-sim ilarif8�L 2 L1 and �0L 2 L2 :jPr(�L )�
Pr(�0L )j� �,for allL and a speci�ed 0 � � � 1. Ifthis
istrue for � = 0,then the languagesare equivalent.

Forpurposesofcom parison between variouscom puta-
tionalm odels,itishelpfulto referdirectly to the setof
wordsin a stochastic languageL.Thisisthe supportof
a stochasticlanguage:

supp(L)= fw 2 L : Pr(w)> 0g : (2)

The supportitselfisa form allanguage.W heneverwe
com pareform aland stochasticlanguagesweadd the re-
spectivesubscriptsand writeLform al and Lstoch.

III. ST O C H A ST IC FIN IT E-STA T E

G EN ER A T O R S

Autom ata with �nite m em ory| �nite-state m a-
chines| consist ofa �nite set ofstates and transitions

between them [4].Typically,they areused asrecognition
devices,whereas we are interested in the generation of
words in a stochastic language. So here we willreview
m odels for classicaland quantum generation,referring
the reader to Ref. [10]for details on recognizers and
autom ata in general.

D e�nition. [7] A stochastic generator G is a tuple
fS;Y;fT(y)gg where

1.S isa �nite setofstates,with jSjdenoting itscar-
dinality.

2.Y isa �nite alphabetfor outputsym bols.

3.fT(y);y 2 Y g isa setofjY jsquare stochastic m a-
trices oforder jSj. jY jis the cardinality ofY ,the
com ponentsTij(y)give the probability ofm oving to
state sj and em itting y when in state si.

4.Ateach step a sym boly 2 Y isem itted and them a-
chine updates its state. Thus,

P

y2Y

P

j
Tij(y) =

1.

D e�nition. A determ inistic generator (D G ) is a G in
which each m atrix T(y) has atm ostone nonzero entry
per row.

A . P rocess languages

D e�nition. A process language P is a stochastic lan-
guage thatissubword closed.

The output ofa stochastic generator (as wellas the
quantum generator introduced below) is a process lan-
guage;fortheproofseeRef.[7].Thus,allstochasticlan-
guagesdiscussed in the following areprocesslanguages.

D e�nition. A periodic processlanguage with period N
is a process language such that 8w = �0�1 :::�n 2 P

with n � N :�i = �i+ N .

Before discussing the languages associated with a G ,
wem ustintroducesom ehelpfulnotation.

N otation.Letj�i= (11:::11)T denotea colum n vector
with jSjcom ponentsthatare all1s.

N otation. The statevectorh�j= (�0;�1;:::;�jSj�1 )is
a row vector whose com ponents, 0 � �i � 1, give the
probability ofbeing in state si. The state vector is nor-
m alized in probability:

P jSj�1

i= 0
�i = 1. The initialstate

distribution isdenoted h�0j.

Thestate-to-statetransition probabilitiesofaG ,inde-
pendentofoutputs,are given by the state-to-state tran-
sition m atrix:

T =
X

y2Y

T(y); (3)
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which is a stochastic m atrix: i.e., 0 � Tij � 1 and
P

j
Tij = 1.

Thegeneratorupdatesitsstatedistribution aftereach
tim e step asfollows:

h�t+ 1j= h�tjT(y); (4)

where(re)norm alization ofthe statevectorisassum ed.
Ifa G starts in state distribution h�0j,the probabil-

ity ofgenerating yL isgiven by the statevectorwithout
renorm alization

Pr(yL)= h�0jT(yL)j�i; (5)

whereT(yL)=
Q L �1

i= 0
T(yi)representstheassum ption in

ourm odelthatallstatesareaccepting.This,in turn,isa
consequenceofourfocusing on processlanguages,which
aresubword closed.

IV . Q U A N T U M G EN ER A T O R S

Q uantum generatorsareasubsetofquantum m achines
(or transducers),asde�ned in Ref. [7]. Their architec-
tureconsistsofasetofinternalstatesand transitionsand
an outputalphabetthatlabelstransitions. Forsim plic-
ity herewefocuson thede�nition ofgenerators,without
repeating thegeneralde�nition ofquantum transducers.
O urbasicquantum generator (Q G )isde�ned asfollows.

D e�nition.[7]A Q G isa tuplefQ ;H ;Y;T (Y )gg where

1.Q = fqi :i = 0;:::;n � 1g is a set of n = jQ j

internalstates.

2.The state space H is an n-dim ensional Hilbert
space.

3.The statevectorish j2 H .

4.Y is a �nite alphabet for outputsym bols. � =2 Y

denotesthe nullsym bol.

5.T (Y )isa setofn-dim ensionaltransition m atrices
fT(y) = P (y)� U;y 2 Y g that are products of a
unitary m atrix U and a projection operator P (y)
where

(a) U is an n-dim ensionalunitary evolution op-
erator thatgoverns the evolution ofthe state
vector.

(b) P (Y ) is a set of n-dim ensional projection
operators| P = fP (y) :y 2 Y [ f�gg| that
determ ineshow a statevectorism easured.The
P (y)are Herm itian m atrices.

Ateach tim e step a Q G outputs a sym boly 2 Y or the
nullsym bol� and updatesitsstate vector.

The output sym boly is identi�ed with the m easure-
m ent outcom e. The sym bol� represents the event of
no m easurem ent. In the following we willconcentrate
on determ inistic quantum generators. They are m ore
transparent than general(nondeterm inistic) Q G s, but
stillserveto illustratetherelativepowerofquantum and
classicalgenerators.

D e�nition.A quantum determ inisticgenerator(Q D G )
is a Q G in which each m atrix T(y) has at m ost one
nonzero entry per row.

A . O bservation and O peration

The projection operatorsdeterm ine how outputsym -
bols are generated from the internal,hidden dynam ics.
In fact,the only way to observe a quantum process is
to apply a projection operator to the current state. In
contrastwith classicalprocesses,them easurem entevent
disturbstheinternaldynam ics.Theprojection operators
arefam iliarfrom quantum m echanicsand can bede�ned
in term softheinternalstatesasfollows.

D e�nition.A projection operatorP (y)isthelinearop-
erator

P (y)=
X

�2H y

j��ih��j; (6)

where � runs over the indices of a one- or higher-
dim ensionalsubspace H y ofthe Hilbertspace and the ��
span these subspaces.

W e can now describe a Q G ’s operation. Uij is the
transition am plitude from state qi to state qj. Starting
in state h 0jthegeneratorupdatesitsstateby applying
theunitary m atrix U .Then thestatevectorisprojected
using P (y)and renorm alized. Finally,sym boly 2 Y is
em itted. In other words,a single tim e-step ofa Q G is
given by:

h (y)j= h 
0
jU P (y); (7)

where (re)norm alization ofthe state vector is assum ed.
ThestatevectorafterL tim estepswhen em itting string
yL is

h (yL )j= h 0j

L �1Y

i= 0

(U P (yi)) : (8)

W e can now calculate sym boland word probabilities
oftheprocesslanguagegenerated by a Q G .Starting the
Q G in h 0jthe probability ofoutput sym boly is given
by the statevectorwithoutrenorm alization:

Pr(y)= k (y)k2 : (9)

By extension,the probability ofoutputstring yL is

Pr(yL)=



 (yL )





2
: (10)
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B . P roperties

In Ref. [7]we established a num ber ofproperties of
Q G s: their consistency with quantum m echanics,that
they generate process languages, and their relation to
stochasticgeneratorsand toquantum and stochasticrec-
ognizers.Hereweavailourselvesofoneproperty in par-
ticular ofQ D G s| for a given Q D G there is always an
equivalent(classical)determ inisticgenerator.Thelatter
isobtainedbysquaringthem atrixelem entsoftheQ D G ’s
unitary m atrix and using thesam eprojection operators.
The resulting state-to-state transition m atrix is doubly
stochastic;i.e.,0� Tij � 1 and

P

i
Tij =

P

j
Tij = 1.

T heorem 1. Every process language generated by a
Q D G isgenerated by som e D G .

P roof. See Ref.[7].

Thissuggeststhattheprocesslanguagesgenerated by
Q D G s are a subset ofthose generated by D G s. In the
following,wewilltakeaslightly di�erentperspectiveand
ask whatsetoflanguagesa given Q D G can generateas
onevariesthem easurem entprotocol| thatis,thechoice
ofm easurem ents.

V . LA N G U A G E D IV ER SIT Y

Thenotion ofa m easurem entprotocolisfam iliarfrom
quantum m echanics: W e de�ne the m easurem entperiod
as the num ber ofapplications ofa projection operator
relativetotheunitary evolution tim estep.Foraclassical
system this is less fam iliar,but it willbe used in the
sam eway.Them easurem entperiod hereistheperiod of
observing an outputsym bolrelativeto theinternalstate
transitions. The internaldynam ics rem ain unaltered in
theclassicalcase,whetherthesystem ism easured ornot.
In the quantum case,as is wellknown,the situation is
quite di�erent. Applying a projection operatordisturbs
the internaldynam ics.

D e�nition. A process observed with m easurem ent pe-
riod p ism easured every p tim e steps.

Note that this m odelofa m easurem ent protocol,by
which wesubsam pletheoutputtim e series,isrelated to
von M isesversion ofprobability theory based on \collec-
tives" [11].
The resulting observed behavior can be described in

term softhestate-to-statetransition m atrix and thepro-
jection operators.Foraclassical�nite-statem achinethis
is:

h�(y)t+ pj= h�
t
jT

p�1
T(y); (11)

where h�(y)t+ pjis the state distribution vector after p
tim e steps and after observing sym bol y. Note that
T(y)= TP (y).

Fora quantum �nite-statem achinewehave,instead:

h (y)t+ pj= h tjU p
P (y): (12)

In both caseswedropped the renorm alization factor.
The stochastic language generated by a particular

quantum �nite-state generator G for a particular m ea-
surem ent period p is labeled Lp(G ). Consider now the
setoflanguagesgenerated by G forvaryingm easurem ent
period fLp(G )g.

D e�nition. The language diversity of a (quantum or
classical) �nite-state m achine G is the logarithm ofthe
totalnum ber jfLp(G )gj of stochastic languages that G
generatesasa function ofm easurem entperiod p:

D (G )= log2 jfL
p(G )gj: (13)

W heneverweareinterested in com paringthediversity
in term sofform alandstochasticlanguagesweadd there-
spective subscriptand write D form al(G )and D stoch(G ),
respectively. Here,D form al = log2jL

p

form al
j. In general,

D stoch(G )> D form al(G )forany particularG .
In thefollowing wewilldem onstrateseveralproperties

related tothelanguagediversityofclassicaland quantum
�nite-statem achines.
Sinceevery L(Q D G )isgenerated by som eD G ,at�rst

blush onem ightconcludethatD G sareatleastaspow-
erfulasQ D G s.However,aspointed outin Ref.[7],this
is true only for one particular m easurem ent period. In
the following exam pleswe willstudy the dependence of
the generated languageson the m easurem entperiod. It
willbecom e clear that Theorem 1 does not capture all
ofthe propertiesofa Q D G and itsclassicalanalog D G .
Forallbuttheperiodic processesofthe following exam -
ples the language diversity is larger for the Q D G than
itsD G analog,even though theprojection operatorsare
identical.
Theseobservationssuggestthe following.

C onjecture. D (Q D G )� D (D G ).

Theinequality becom esan equality in onecase.

P roposition 1. For a Q D G G generating a periodic
stochastic language L and itsanalog D G G 0

D (G )= D (G 0): (14)

P roof. For any m easurem entperiod p and word length
L words yL 2 L(G )and y0L 2 L(G 0)with yL = y0L have
the sam e probability: Pr(yL)= Pr(y0L ).Thatis,

Pr(yL)= k 0
U
p
P (y0)U

p
P (y1):::U

p
P (yL �1 )k

2

and

Pr(y0L )= h�0jT p
P (y0)T

p
P (y1):::T

p
P (yL �1 )j�i:

Due to determ inism and periodicity Pr(yL ) = 0 or 1,
and also Pr(y0L ) = 0 or 1 for allpossible  0 and �0,
respectively. Since U = T,the probabilities are equal. �
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W e can givean upperbound forD in thiscase.

P roposition 2. For a Q G G generating a periodic pro-
cesslanguage L with period N :

D (G )� log2(jY j+ N (N � 1)): (15)

P roof. Since L(G ) is periodic,Lp(G )= Lp+ N (G ). For
p = N ;2N ;:::: Lp(G ) = fy�g,y 2 Y . For p = N +
i;2N + i;:::;0 < i< N :Lp(G )= sub((�0�1 :::�N �1 )�)
and allitscyclic perm utations are generated,in totalN
for each p. This establishes an upper bound of jY j+
N (N � 1).

For generalquantum processes there exists an upper
bound forthe languagediversity.

P roposition 3. For a Q G D G

D (G )� log2(jY j+ k(k � 1)); (16)

where k isthe integer giving

U
k = I+ �J ; (17)

I istheidentitym atrix,� � 1,andJ isadiagonalm atrix
P

i
jJiij

2 � 1.

P roof. Itwas shown in Ref. [6](Thm s. 6 and 7),that
any n � n unitary U can be considered as rotating an
n� dim ensionaltorus. Then for som e k Uk is within a
sm alldistance of the identity m atrix. Thus, k can be
considered the pseudo-period ofthe process,com pared to
a strictly periodic processwith period N and U N = I.
Thus,Lp(G ) and Lp+ k(G ) are �-sim ilar with � � 1.

For p = k :U p = I + �J,generating L = fy�g. Using
thesam eargum entasin theproofofProp.2 to lowerthe
bound by k this establishes the upper bound for D (G ).�

Itshould benoted thattheupperbound on D depends
on the param eter � de�ning the sim ilarity oflanguages
Lp(G ) and Lp+ k(G ). In general,the sm aller � is,the
largerisk.

P roposition 4. For a Q D G G generating a peri-
odic process language the num ber of form al languages
jLform al(G )jequals the num ber of stochastic languages
jLstoch(G )j

D form al(G )= D stoch(G ): (18)

P roof. Itis easily seen thatany Q G generating a peri-
odic processisdeterm inistic:itsunitary m atrix hasonly
0 and 1 entries. Itfollows thatword probabilities are ei-
ther0 or1 and so thereisa one-to-onem apping between
the stochastic language generated and the corresponding
form allanguage.�

C orollary 1. For a Q D G G generating a periodic pro-
cessand itsanalog D G G 0:

D form al(G )= D form al(G
0)= D stoch(G )= D stoch(G

0):
(19)

P roof. The Corollary follows from Prop. 1 and a
straightforward extension ofProposition 4 to classicalpe-
riodic processes.�

V I. EX A M P LES

The�rsttwo exam ples,theiterated beam splitterand
the quantum kicked top, are quantum dynam icalsys-
tem s that are observed using com plete m easurem ents.
In quantum m echanics,a com plete m easurem ent is de-
�ned asa nondegeneratem easurem entoperator,i.e.,one
with nondegenerateeigenvalues.The third exam ple,the
distinctperiod-5processes,illustratesprocessesobserved
via incom plete m easurem ents. Determ inistic quantum
and stochastic�nite-stategeneratorsareconstructed and
com pared foreach exam ple.

A . Iterated beam splitter

The iterated beam splitter is a sim ple quantum pro-
cess, consisting of a photon that repeatedly passes
through a loop ofbeam splittersand detectors,with one
detector between each pair ofbeam splitters [7]. Thus,
as the photon traverses between one beam splitter and
thenext,itslocation in theupperorlowerpath between
them ism easured nondestructively by thedetectors.The
resulting output sequence consists ofsym bols 0 (upper
path)and 1 (lowerpath).
Theoperatorshavethefollowingm atrixrepresentation

in the experim ent’seigenbasis:

U =
1
p
2

�
1 1
1 � 1

�

; (20)

P (0)=

�
1 0
0 0

�

; (21)

P (1)=

�
0 0
0 1

�

: (22)

O bserving with di�erent m easurem ent periods, the
generated language variessubstantially. As can be eas-
ily seen with Eqs.(10)and (12),three (and only three)
languagesare generated asone variesp. They are sum -
m arized in Table IforallyL 2 L and forn = 0;1;2:::,
which is used to param etrize the m easurem ent period.
Thelanguagediversity ofthe Q D G isthen D = log2(3).
W ecancom parethistotheupperbound given in Prop.3.
In the case ofthe unitary m atrix U given above k = 2,
sinceU U = I.U isalsoknown astheHadam ard m atrix.
Thus,theupperbound forthelanguagediversity in this
caseisD � log2(4).
The classical equivalent D G for the iterated beam

splitter, constructed as described in Ref. [7], is given
by the following state-to-statetransition m atrix:

T =

�
1

2

1

2
1

2

1

2

�

:

Using Eqs.(5)and (11),weseethatonly onelanguageis
generated forallp.Thisisthe languageofthe fair coin
process,a random sequence of0s and 1s,see Table I.
Thus,D (D G )= 0.



6

Iterated Beam SplitterLanguage D iversity

M achine p supp(L) L D

Type

Q D G 2n (0+ 1)
�
Pr(y

L
)= 2

�L

2n + 1 0
�

Pr(y
L
)= 1

2n + 1 1
�

Pr(y
L
)= 1 1:58

D G n (0+ 1)� Pr(yL )= 2�L 0

TABLE I:Process languages generated by the Q D G for the

iterated beam splitter and by the classicalD G . The m ea-

surem entperiod takesa param etern = 0;1;2:::. The word

probability isgiven forally
L
2 L.

B . Q uantum kicked top

The periodically kicked top isa fam iliarexam ple ofa
�nite-dim ensionalquantum system whose classicallim it
exhibitsvariousdegreesofchaoticbehaviorasa function
ofitscontrolparam eters[12].Fora spin-1=2 system the
unitary m atrix is:

U =

 
1p
2
� 1p

2
1p
2

1p
2

!

�

�
e�ik 0
0 e�ik

�

and the projection operatorsare:

P (0)=

�
1 0
0 0

�

;

P (1)=

�
0 0
0 1

�

:

SincethisQ D G G isdeterm inistic,itsclassicalD G G 0

existsand isgiven by:

T =

�
1

2

1

2
1

2

1

2

�

:

The process languages generated by this Q D G and its
analog D G aregiven in TableII.Thelanguagediversity
is D (G ) = log2(5). W hereas the language diversity of
classicalcounterpartD G isD (G 0)= 0,sinceitgenerates
only the languageofthe faircoin process.

C . Period-5 process

Asexam plesofperiodicbehaviorand,in particular,of
incom plete m easurem ents,consider the binary period-5
processes distinct up to perm utations and (0 $ 1) ex-
change. There are only three such processes: (11000)�,
(10101)�, and (10000)� [13]. They all have the sam e
state-to-state transition m atrix| a period-5 perm uta-
tion. This irreducible,doubly stochastic m atrix is re-
sponsible for the fact that the Q D G ofa periodic pro-
cessand itsclassicalD G havethesam eproperties.Their

Spin-1=2 Q uantum K icked Top Language D iversity

M achine p supp(L) L D

Type

Q D G 4n + 1;4n + 3 (0+ 1)
�

Pr(y
L
)= 2

�L

4n + 2 sub((01)
�
) Pr(((01)

�
)
L
)= 1=2

Pr(((10)
�
)
L
)= 1=2

4n + 2 sub((10)
�
) Pr(((10)

�
)
L
)= 1=2

Pr(((01)
�
)
L
)= 1=2

4n 0
�

Pr(y
L
)= 1

4n 1
�

Pr(y
L
)= 1 2:32

D G n (0+ 1)
�

Pr(y
L
)= 2

�L
0

TABLE II:Processlanguagesgenerated by the Q D G forthe

spin-1=2 quantum kicked top and its corresponding classical

D G .Them easurem entperiod,again,isparam etrized by n =

0;1;2:::.The word probability isgiven forallyL 2 L.

state-to-stateunitary transition m atrix isgiven by

T = U =

0

B
B
B
@

0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
A

: (23)

The projection operatorsdi�erbetween the processes
with di�erent tem plate words,ofcourse. For tem plate
word 10000,they are:

P (0)=

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
A

; (24)

P (1)=

0

B
B
B
@

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
A

: (25)

For11000,they are:

P (0)=

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
A

; (26)

P (1)=

0

B
B
B
@

0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
A

: (27)
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D istinctPeriod-5 Processes’Language D iversity

M achine p supp(L) L;L > 5 D

Type

10000 5n + 1;5n + 2 sub((10000)
�
) Pr(y

L
)= 1=5

5n + 3;5n + 4

5n 0� Pr(yL )= 1

5n 1� Pr(yL )= 1 1:58

11000 5n + 1;5n + 4 sub((11000)
�
) Pr(y

L
)= 1=5

5n + 2;5n + 3 sub((01010)�) Pr(yL )= 1=5

5n 0� Pr(yL )= 1

5n 1� Pr(yL )= 1 2

10101 5n + 1;5n + 4 sub((10101)
�
) Pr(y

L
)= 1=5

5n + 2;5n + 3 sub((00111)�) Pr(yL )= 1=5

5n 0� Pr(yL )= 1

5n 1� Pr(yL )= 1 2

TABLE III: Process languages produced by the three dis-

tinct period-5 generators. The quantum and classical ver-

sions are identicalin each case. The m easurem ent period is

param etrized by n = 0;1;2:::.Forsim plicity,theword prob-

ability isgiven forally
L
2 L with L � 5. Forthe nontrivial

languages above,when L > 5 there are only �ve words at

each length,each having equalprobability.

And forword 10101,they are:

P (0)=

0

B
B
B
@

0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1

1

C
C
C
A

; (28)

P (1)=

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0

1

C
C
C
A

: (29)

Thedi�erencebetween them easurem entalphabetsize
and theperiod ofaprocess,which determ inesthenum ber
ofstatesofaperiodicprocess,should benoted.In allour
exam plesthe m easurem entalphabetisbinary. Thus,in
having �veinternalstatesbutonly a two-letterm easure-
m entalphabet,theperiod-5 processesnecessarily consti-
tute system sobserved via incom plete m easurem ents.
The setoflanguagesgenerated by the three processes

issum m arized in Table III.The generated languagede-
pends on the initialstate only when the m easurem ent
period isa m ultiple ofthe processperiod.
The language diversity for the process 10000 is D =

log2(3) and for both the processes 11000 and 10101,
D = 2. Note that the processes 11000 and 10101 gen-
erate each other at particular m easurem ent periods,if
one exchanges 0s and 1s. It is not surprising therefore
thatthe two m odelshavethe sam elanguagediversity.
It turns out that the state of the quantum system s

underperiodic dynam icsisindependentofthe m easure-
m ent protocol. At each point in tim e the system is in
an eigenstate ofthe m easurem ent operator. Therefore,
the m easurem entdoesnotalterthe internalstateofthe

Q uantum process Classicalprocess

System Iterated beam splitter Faircoin

D log
2
(3) 0

M easurem ent Com plete Com plete

System Q uantum kicked top Faircoin

D log2(5) 0

M easurem ent Com plete Com plete

System 10000 10000

D log
2
(3) log

2
(3)

M easurem ent Incom plete Incom plete

System 11000 11000

D 2 2

M easurem ent Incom plete Incom plete

System 10101 10101

D 2 2

M easurem ent Incom plete Incom plete

TABLE IV:Com parison between Q D G s and their classical

D G s.Notethattheterm \(in)com pletem easurem ent" isnot

used forclassicalsystem s.However,theaboveform alism does

render it m eaningful. It is used in the sam e way as in the

quantum case (one-dim ensionalsubspacesornon-degenerate

eigenvalues).

quantum system . Thus,a system in state h 0jis going
to be in a particularstate h 2jaftertwo tim e steps,in-
dependentofwhetherbeing m easured in between. This
istrue forquantum and classicalperiodic system s. The
conclusion isthatforperiodicprocessesthereisnodi�er-
ence between unm easured quantum and classicalstates.
Thisisworth noting,sincethisisthecircum stancewhere
classicaland quantum system saresupposed to di�er.As
a consequencethe languagediversity isthe sam e forthe
quantum and classicalm odelof allperiodic processes,
which coincideswith Prop.1.
Note,however,that the language diversity is not the

sam eforallprocesseswith the sam eperiod.A property
that is rem iniscent ofthe transient inform ation [9,13],
which also distinguishes between structurally di�erent
periodicprocesses.

D . D iscussion

The exam ples show that the language diversity m on-
itors aspects ofa process’s structure and it is di�erent
forquantum and classicalm odelsofaperiodicprocesses.
This suggeststhat it willbe a usefulaid in discovering
structurein thebehaviorofquantum dynam icalsystem s.
Forthe aperiodic exam ples,the Q D G had a largerlan-
guagediversity than itsclassicalD G .And thissuggests
akind ofcom putationalpowerofQ D G sthatisnotobvi-
ousfrom thestructuralconstraintsofthem achines.Lan-
guagediversity could becom pensation,though,forother
lim itationsofQ D G s,such asnotbeing ableto generate
allregularlanguages.Thepracticalconsequencesofthis
fordesigning quantum devicesrem ainsto be explored.
A com parison between Q D G sand theirclassicalD G s

givesa �rsthint atthe structure ofthe lowestlevelsof
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a potentialhierarchy ofquantum com putationalm odel
classes.Itturned outthatforperiodicprocessesa Q D G
has no advantage over a D G in term s ofthe diversity
oflanguagespossibly generated by any Q D G .However,
fortheaboveexam plesofboth incom pleteand com plete
m easurem ents,the setofgenerated stochasticlanguages
islargerfora Q D G than the corresponding D G .
Table IV sum m arizes the processes discussed above,

theirpropertiesand languagediversities.All�nite-state
m achinesare determ inistic,forwhich case itwasshown
that there exists an equivalent D G that generates the
sam elanguage[7].Thisistrue,though only foronepar-
ticularm easurem entperiod.Hereweexpanded on those
resultsin com paringarangeofm easurem entperiodsand
the entiresetofgenerated stochasticlanguages.
For each exam ple quantum generator and the cor-

responding classical generator the language diversity
and thetypeofm easurem ent(com plete/incom plete)are
given. For allexam ples the language diversity is larger
fortheQ D G than theD G .Itshould benoted,however,
thatthefaircoin processisalso generated by a one-state
D G with transition m atricesT(0)= T(1)= (1=2).This
it not true for the Q D G s. Thus,the higher language
diversity ofa Q D G is obtained at som e cost| a larger
num ber ofstates is needed than with a D G generating
any one particular process language. The situation is
di�erent,again,for the period-5 processes| there is no
D G with fewer states that generates the sam e process
language.
Theaboveexam plesweresim plein thesensethattheir

language diversity is a �nite, sm allnum ber. In som e
broader sense, this m eans that they are recurrent| to
use term inology from quantum m echanics. For other
processes the situation m ight not be quite as straight-
forward. To �nd the language diversity one hasto take
thelim itoflargem easurem entperiods.Forim plem enta-
tionsthisisa trade-o�,sincelargerm easurem entperiod
requires a coherent state for a longer tim e interval. In
particular it should be noted that in the above exam -
plesshorterintervalsbetween m easurem entscausem ore
\interesting" observed behavior. Thatis,the stochastic
languageL2 = f(01)�;(10)�g generated by the quantum
kicked top with Pr(yL )= 1=2,consisting ofstringswith
alternating 0s and 1s is m ore structured than the lan-
guage L4 = f0�g with Pr(yL )= 1 consisting ofonly 0s.
(Cf.TableII.)

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

Q uantum �nite-statem achinesoccupy thelowestlevel
ofan as-yetonly partially known hierarchy ofquantum

com putation. Nonetheless, they are usefulm odels for
quantum system s that current experim ent can im ple-
m ent,given the presentstate ofthe art. W e brie
y re-
viewed quantum �nite-state generatorsand theirclassi-
calcounterparts| stochastic �nite-state generators. Il-
lustrating ourview ofcom putation asan intrinsic prop-
erty ofa dynam icalsystem ,we showed sim ilarities and
di�erences between �nite-m em ory classical and quan-
tum processesand,m ore generally,their com putational
m odelclasses.In particular,weintroduced thelanguage
diversity| a new property that goes beyond the usual
com parison ofclassicaland quantum m achines. It cap-
turesthefactthat,when varyingm easurem entprotocols,
di�erent languages are generated by quantum system s.
Language diversity appears when quantum interference
operates.

For a set ofexam ples we showed that a determ inis-
tic quantum �nite-state generatorhasa largerlanguage
diversity than its classicalanalog. Since we associate a
languagewith a particularbehavior,we also associate a
set oflanguages with a set ofpossible behaviors. As a
consequence,the Q D G sallexhibited a largersetofbe-
haviorsthan theirclassicalanalogs.Thatis,they havea
largercapacity to storeand processinform ation.

W e close by suggesting thatthe design of�nite quan-
tum com putationalelem entscould bene�tfrom consider-
ing them easurem entprocessnotonly asa �nalbutalso
asan interm ediatestep,which m aysim plifyexperim ental
design.

Since we considered only �nite-m em ory system shere,
their im plem entation is already feasible with current
technology. Cascading com positions of�nite processes
can rapidly lead to quitesophisticated behaviors,asdis-
cussed in Ref.[7].A discussion ofassociated inform ation
storageand processing capacity analogousto thoseused
forclassicaldynam icalsystem sin Ref.[9]isunderway.
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