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T he behavior ofa quantum system dependson how it ism easured. How m uch ofwhat is observed
com es from the structure of the quantum system itself and how much from the observer’s choice of

m easurem ent? W e explore these questions by analyzing the language diversity of quantum

nite—

state generators. One result is a new way to distinguish quantum devices from their classical
(stochastic) counterparts. W hile the diversity of languages generated by these two com putational
classes is the sam e In the case of periodic processes, quantum system s generally generate a w ider

range of languages than classical system s.

PACS numbers: 03.67Lx 03.67.a 02.50.~

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum com putation has advanced dram atically
from Feynm an’s initial theoretical proposal [II] to the
experim ental realizations one nds today. The largest
quantum device that hasbeen in plem ented, though, isa
7 qubit register that can factor a 3 bit num ber 2] using
Shor'salgorithm [3]. A review ofthisand other currently
feasble quantum devices reveals that, for now and the
foreseeable future, they will rem ain am aJl| in the sense
that a very lim ited num ber of qubits can be stored. Far
from in plem enting the theoretical ideal of a quantum
Turing m achine, current experin ents test quantum com —
putation at the levelofan all nite-state m achines.

The diversity of quantum com puting devices that lie
between the extremes of nitestate and (unbounded
m em ory) Turing m achines is substantially less well un-—
derstood than, say, that for classical autom ata, as cod—
i ed in the Chom sky hierarchy [4]. As an approach to

Iling In a quantum hierarchy, com parisonsbetween clas—
sicaland quantum autom ata can be quite instructive.

Such resuls are ound for autom ata at the level of

nite-state m achines [g, |€, [1]. For exam ple, the reg—
ular languages are recognized by nie-state m achines
by de nition), but quantum nite-state m achines, as
de ned In Ref. [€], cannot recognize all reqular lan—
guages. This does not m ean, however, that quantum
autom ata are strictly less powerfiil than their classical
counterparts. There are nonregular languages that are
recognized by quantum nite-state m achines [B]. These

rst resuls serve to illustrate the need for m ore work,
if we are to fully appreciate the properties of quantum
devices even at the lowest level of som e presum ed future
quantum com putationalhierarchy.

The com parison of quantum and classical autom ata
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has recently been extended to the probabilistic languages
recognized by stochastic and quantum nie-state ma—
chines [1]. There, quantum niestate generators were
Introduced asm odels of the behaviors produced by quan—
tum system s and as tools wih which to quantify their
Inform ation storage and processing capacities.

Here we continue the e ort to quantify inform ation
processing In sin ple quantum autom ata. W e w ill show
how a quantum system ’s possible behaviors can be char-
acterized by the diversity of languages it generates under
di erent m easurem ent protocols. W e also show how this
can be adapted to m easurem ents, suitably de ned, for
classicalautom ata. It tums out that the diversity of lan—
guages, under varying m easurem ent protocols, provides a
usefilway to explore how classicaland quantum devices
di er. A measured quantum system and is associated
m easured classical system can generate rather di erent
sets of stochastic languages. For periodic processes, the
language diversities are the sam e between the quantum
and counterpart classical system s. However, for aperi-
odic processes quantum system s arem ore diverse, In this
sense, and potentially m ore capable.

In the Pllowing, we st review formm al language
and autom ata theory, incliding stochastic languages,
stochastic and quantum nie-state generators, and the
connection betw een lJanguages and behavior. W e then in—
troduce the lJanguage diversity ofa nite-state autom aton
and analyze a num ber of exam ple processes, com paring
quantum and classicalm odels. W e conclude w ith a few
summ ary rem arks and contrast the language diversity
w ith transient inform ation, which m easures the am ount
of Inform ation an observer needs to extract in order to
predict which Intemal state a process is in [G].

II. FORMALLANGUAGESAND BEHAVIOR

Ouruse of form allanguage theory di ers from m ost In
how it analyzes the connection between a language and
the system s that can generate . In brief, we observe a
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system through a niteresolition m easuring nstrum ent,
representing each m easurem entw ith a symbol  from dis—
crete alphabet . The tem poral behavior of a system,
then, is a string or a word consisting of a succession of
m easurem ent symbols. The collection of all (@nd only)
those words is the language that captures the possible,
tem poralbehaviors of the system .

De nition. A formallanguage L isa setof wordsw =
0o 1 2 :::each of which consists of a serdes of symbols
;2 from a discrete alphabet

denotes the set of all possible words of any length
form ed using symbolsin . W e denote a word of length
Lby Y= 4 1:::11,with ;2 . Thesetofall
wordsoflngth L is T.

Sihce a form al lJanguage, as we use the tem , is a set
of observed w ords generated by a process, then each sub—
word ;441331 51 371 3 3= 0;1;::5L 1 ofa
word T has also been cbserved and is considered part
of the Janguage. T his leads to the follow ing de nition.

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

Beyond a form al language listing which words (or be—
haviors) occur and which do not, we are also interested
In the probability of their occurrence. Let Pr(w ) denote
the probability of word w, then we have the follow ing
de nition.

D e nition. A stochastic language L is a form al lan-
guage with a word distrdoution P rw ) that is nom alized
ateach kength L :

X

Pr(*)=1; @
f 2Lg

with0 Pr(t) 1.
D e nition. Two stochastic languages L; and L, are
saidtoke -smibrif8 2 L;and T 2L, :Pr(l)
Pr( )] , Bralll and a speci ed 0
istrue or = 0, then the languages are equivalent.

For purposes of com parison betw een various com puta-—
tionalm odels, it is helpful to refer directly to the set of
words In a stochastic language L . T his is the support of
a stochastic language:

supp@L)= fw 2 L : Prw) > Og : )

T he support itself is a form al language. W henever we
com pare form aland stochastic languages we add the re—
spective subscripts and write Lform a1 and Ligiocn -

III. STOCHASTIC FINITE-STATE
GENERATORS

Automata wih nite memory| nitestate ma-
chines| consist of a nite set of states and transitions

1. Ifthis

between them [4]. Typically, they are used as recognition
devices, whereas we are interested in the generation of
words In a stochastic language. So here we w ill review
m odels for classical and quantum generation, referring
the reader to Ref. [LO] for details on recognizers and
autom ata in general.

D e nition. [1] A stochastic generator G is a tupk
£S;Y;£fT (v)gg where

1.S isa nite setof states, with $ jdenoting its car-
dinality.

2.Y isa nite alphabet for output sym bols.

3. fT (y);y 2 Y g is a set of ¥ jsquare stochastic m a—
trices of order $ . ¥ jis the cardinality of Y, the
com ponents Ty (y) give the prokability of m oving to
state sy and em itting y when in state s;.

4.Ateach stepa symboly 2 Y iS%I
chine updates its state. Thus,
1.

J'ttedpemd them a—

vay 3T ) =

D e nition. A detem inistic generator D G) isa G in
which each matrix T (y) has at m ost one nonzero entry
per row .

A . P rocess languages

D e nition. A process language P is a stochastic lan-
guage that is subword closed.

T he output of a stochastic generator (as well as the
quantum generator introduced below ) is a process lan—
qguage; forthe proof see Ref. [i]. T hus, all stochastic lJan—
guages discussed in the follow Ing are process languages.

D e nition. A periodic process language w ith period N
is a process language such that 8w = (o 1 ::: 4 2 P
with n N : i= i+ N -

Before discussing the languages associated with a G,
we must Introduce som e helpfil notation.

N otation. Let j i= (11 :::11)® denote a colim n vector
with B jcom ponents that are all 1s.

a row vector whose com ponents, 0 i 1, give the
probability of being in sgat?elsi. T he state vector is nor—
malized in probability:  £3° ;= 1. The initial state
distribution is denoted h Y1

T he state-to-state transition probabilitiesofa G , inde-
pendent of outputs, are given by the state-to-state tran—
sition m atrix :
X

T €))



ghjch is a stochastic m atrix: ie. O
jTij = 1.
T he generator updates its state distribution after each
tin e step as follow s:

Tj_j 1 and

h®'=h ¥ ) ; @)

where (re)nom alization of the state vector is assum ed.

Ifa G starts in state distrdoution h 7 the probabil
ity of generating y* is given by the state vector w ithout
renom alization

Pry®)=hF ¢*)ji; 5)
by Qu1 o
whereT (y*)= _, T (vi) represents the assum ption In
ourm odelthat all states are accepting. T his, In tum, isa
consequence of our focusing on process languages, w hich
are subword closed.

Iv. QUANTUM GENERATORS

Quantum generatorsarea subset ofquantum m achines
(or transducers), as de ned in Ref. [}]. T heir architec—
ture consists ofa set of intemalstates and transitionsand
an output alphabet that labels transitions. For sin plic-
iy here we focus on the de nition of generators, w thout
repeating the generalde nition of quantum transducers.
O urbasic quantum generator (Q G) isde ned as follow s.

De nition. [1]1A QG isatupk fQ ;H ;Y;T (¥ )gg where

1.0 = fg :1i= 0;::5;n
Intemal states.

lg isa set of n =

D3

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

3. The statevectorish j2 H.

zyY

4.Y is a nite abhabet for output sym bols.
denotes the null sym kol

5.T (Y) is a set of n-dim ensional transition m atrices
fT (y) = P () U;y 2 Yg that are products of a
unitary matrix U and a profction operator P (y)
where

(@) U is an n-dim ensional unitary evolution op—
erator that governs the evolution of the state
vector.

) P (Y) is a set of n-dim ensional proction
operators| P=1fP() :y2Y [£ gg| that
determ ineshow a state vector ism easured.T he
P (y) are Hem itan m atrices.

Ateach tine step a QG outputs a symboly 2 Y or the
nullsymbol and updates its state vector.

T he output symboly is identi ed with the m easure—
ment outcome. The symbol represents the event of
no measurem ent. In the ollow ing we w ill concentrate
on detemm inistic quantum generators. They are m ore
transparent than general (nondetemm inistic) QG s, but
still serve to ilustrate the relative power of quantum and
classical generators.

D e nition. A quantum detem inistic generator QD G)
isa QG in which each matrix T (y) has at m ost one
nonzero entry per row .

A . Observation and O peration

T he profction operators determ ine how output sym —
bols are generated from the intemal, hidden dynam ics.
In fact, the only way to observe a quantum process is
to apply a proction operator to the current state. In
contrast w ith classicalprocesses, the m easurem ent event
disturbs the intemaldynam ics. T he pro fction operators
are fam iliar from quantum m echanics and can be de ned
In tem s of the internal states as follow s.

D e nition. A proiction operatorP (y) is the linear op-
erator

X
P )= j i 3; ®)

2H,
where runs over the indices of a one- or higher—

dim ensional subspace H ; of the H ilert space and the
span these subspaces.

W e can now describe a QG'’s operation. Ujjy is the
transition am plitude from state g; to state g;. Starting
In state h (jthe generator updates is state by applying
the unitary m atrix U . T hen the state vector is pro gcted
using P (y) and renom alized. Finally, symboly 2 Y is
em itted. In other words, a sihgle tinestep ofa QG is
given by:

h ¢)3=h PP @) ; )

where (re)nom alization of the state vector is assum ed.
T he state vector after I tim e stegps when em itting string
L .

vy is

1
h ¢")3=h°3  UP ) : ®)
i= 0
W e can now calculate sym bol and word probabilities
ofthe process Janguage generated by a Q G . Starting the
QG I h %jthe probability of cutput symboly is given
by the state vector w ithout renom alization:

Priy)=k &)k : ©)

By extension, the probability of output string y* is

Pr(yL)=

2

v") (10)



B . P roperties

In Ref. [I] we established a num ber of properties of
Q G s: their consistency w ith quantum m echanics, that
they generate process languages, and their relation to
stochastic generators and to quantum and stochastic rec—
ognizers. H ere we avail ourselves of one property in par—
ticular of QD Gs| for a given QD G there is aways an
equivalent (classical) determ inistic generator. T he latter
isobtained by squaring them atrix elem entsoftheQD G ’s
unitary m atrix and using the sam e pro fction operators.
T he resulting stateto-state ttalg,s:itjon m gmx is doubly
stochastic; ie., 0 T4 1 and iTj_j = jTij = 1.
Theorem 1. Every process language generated by a
ODG isgenerated by someD G .

P roof. See Ref. []].

T his suggests that the process languages generated by
QD G s are a subset of those generated by D Gs. In the
follow ing, we w illtake a slightly di erent perspective and
ask what set of languages a given QD G can generate as
one varies the m easurem ent protoool| that is, the choice
ofm easurem ents.

V. LANGUAGE DIVERSITY

T he notion ofa m easurem ent protocolis fam iliar from
quantum m echanics: W e de ne the m easurem ent period
as the num ber of applications of a proction operator
relative to the unitary evolution tin e step. Fora classical
system this is less fam iliar, but i will be used in the
sam e way. Them easurem ent period here is the period of
observing an output sym bolrelative to the intemal state
transitions. The Intemal dynam ics rem ain unaltered in
the classical case, w hether the systam ism easured ornot.
In the quantum case, as is well known, the situation is
quite di erent. Applying a profction operator disturbs
the Intemaldynam ics.

D e nition. A process observed with m easurem ent pe—
riod p is m easured every p tin e steps.

N ote that this m odel of a m easurem ent protocol, by
w hich we subsam ple the output tim e series, is related to
von M ises version of probability theory based on \collec—
tives" [L1].

T he resulting observed behavior can be descrbed in
tem s ofthe state-to-state transition m atrix and the pro—
“ection operators. Fora classical nite-statem achine this
is:

h ¢%P3=h "I°'T @) ; a1

where h (y)™ Pjis the state distribution vector after p
tin e steps and after ocbserving symbol y. Note that
T )= TP ().

Fora quantum nitestate m achine we have, instead:
h )Pj=h "PPP () : (12)

In both cases we dropped the renom alization factor.

The stochastic language generated by a particular
quantum nie-state generator G for a particular m ea—
surem ent period p is labeled LP (G). Consider now the
set of languages generated by G forvaryingm easurem ent
period fLP G )g.

D e nition. The language diversity of a (quantum or
chssical) nite-state machine G is the logarithm of the
total num ber FLP G )gj of stochastic languages that G
generates as a function of m easurem ent period p:

D G)= log, L G)gj: 13)

W henever we are interested In com paring the diversity
In tem sofform aland stochastic languagesw e add the re—
spective subscript and write D form 21 (G ) and D seocn G ),
respectively. Here, D form a1 = 1002 j"?orm alj' In general,
D stoch G) > D form 21(G) fOor any particularG .

In the follow ing we w illdem onstrate several properties
related to the Janguage diversity ofclassicaland quantum

nite-state m achines.

Sinceevery L QD G ) isgenerated by someD G, at rst
blish onem ight conclide that D G s are at least as pow —
erfulasQD G s. However, as pointed out in Ref. [i], this
is true only for one particular m easurem ent period. In
the ©llow Ing exam ples we w ill study the dependence of
the generated languages on the m easurem ent period. It
w ill becom e clear that Theorem [ does not capture all
of the propertiesofa QD G and its classicalanalogD G .
For allbut the periodic processes of the follow ing exam —
ples the language diversity is larger for the QD G than
itsD G analog, even though the profction operators are
dentical.

T hese observations suggest the follow ing.
Conjcture.D @D G) DDG).

T he Inequality becom es an equality in one case.

P roposition 1. For a QD G G generating a periodic
stochastic language L and its analogD G G°

DG)=D@GY : (14)

P roof. For any m easurem ent period p and word length
Lwodsy® 2L @G)andy® 2 L G% wih y* = y* have
the sam e prokebility: Pry®) = Pr®™ ). That is,

Pry")= k "UPP (yo)UPP (1) :::UPP (y1 1 )k
and

Priy®)=h °PP (yo)TPP (y1) :::TPP (v 1)7 4 :
Due to determ inism and periodicity Pry®) = 0 or 1,

and also Prg®) = 0 or 1 for all possibke ° and ¢,
regpectively. Since U = T, the probabilities are equal



W e can give an upper bound orD in this case.

P roposition 2. Fora QG G generating a periodic pro—
cess language L with period N :

DG) lg(Fj+NEN 1)): (15)
P roof. Since L (G) is periodic, LP G) = LP'N G). For
p=N;2N;:::: LPG) = fyg,y2 Y. Forp= N +

2N + 45::5;0< i< N:ILPG)=sub(( g 1:::2 5 1))
and all its cyclic perm utations are generated, in totalN
for each p. This establishes an upper bound of ¥ j+
N 1).

For general quantum processes there exists an upper
bound for the language diversity.

P roposition 3. Fora QGD G

DG) log@i+tkk 1)) (1e)
where k is the integer giving
uk=1+ J; a7

p is the identity m atrix, 1, and J is a diagonalm atrix
13Juf 1.

P roof. Ttwas shown in Ref. [€] (Thms. 6 and 7), that
any n n unitary U can ke considered as rotating an
n dimensional torus. Then for some k U¥ is within a
an all distance of the identity m atrix. Thus, k can ke
considered the pseudo-period of the process, com pared to
a strictly periodic process with period N and UY = I.

Thus, LP G) and LP*¥ G) are -sin ilar with 1.

Forp= k :UP = I+ J,genematingL = fyg. Using
the sam e argum ent as in the proof of P rop.[2l to ower the
bound by k this establishes the upper bound forD G).

Tt should be noted that the upperbound on D depends
on the param eter de ning the sin ilarity of languages
LPG) and LP** (G). Tn general, the smaller is, the
larger is k.

P roposition 4. For a QDG G generating a peri-
odic process language the number of form al lJanguages
L form a1 G ) J equals the num ber of stochastic languages
i‘stoch (G )]

Dforma1G) = Dstocn G): 18)

P roof. It is easily seen that any Q G generating a peri-
odic process is determ inistic: its unitary m atrix has only
0 and 1 entries. It follows that word prokabilities are ei-
ther 0 or 1 and so there is a one-to-one m apping between
the stochastic language generated and the corresponding
form al anguage.

Corollary 1. Fora QD G G generating a periodic pro—
cess and its analog D G G °:

DformalG) = Dsorma1G O) = Dstoch G) = Dstoen G 0) :
19)

P roof. The Corlary Plows from Prop. [I and a
straightforw ard extension of P roposition |§| to classicalpe-
riodic processes.

VI. EXAMPLES

The rsttwo exam ples, the iterated beam splitter and
the quantum kicked top, are quantum dynam ical sys—
tem s that are observed using com plete m easurem ents.
In quantum m echanics, a com pkte m easurem ent is de—

ned as a nondegenerate m easurem ent operator, ie., one
w ith nondegenerate eigenvalies. T he third exam ple, the
distinct period-5 processes, illustrates processes observed
via ncom plete m easurem ents. D eterm inistic quantum
and stochastic nite-state generatorsare constructed and
com pared for each exam ple.

A . Tterated beam splitter

The iterated beam gpolitter is a sin ple quantum pro—
cess, oonsisting of a photon that repeatedly passes
through a loop ofbeam sgplitters and detectors, w ith one
detector between each pair of beam splitters [1]. Thus,
as the photon traverses between one beam splitter and
the next, its location in the upper or low er path between
them ism easured nondestructively by the detectors. T he
resulting output sequence consists of symbols 0 (upper
path) and 1 (lower path).

T he operatorshave the ©llow Ingm atrix representation
In the experin ent’s eigenbasis:

Usps ) 20)
10

PO= oo 1)

P ()= 8 2 22)

Observing wih di erent m easurem ent periods, the
generated language varies substantially. A s can be eas—
ily seen with Egs. [I0) and [I2), three (and only three)
languages are generated as one varies p. They are sum —
marized in Tabk[d drally® 2 L and forn = 0;1;2:::,
which is used to param etrize the m easurem ent period.
T he Janguage diversity ofthe QD G isthen D = log, (3).
W e can com pare thisto the upperbound given in P rop [3.
In the case of the unitary m atrix U given above k = 2,
sinceUU = I.U isalso known asthe Hadam ard m atrix.
T hus, the upperbound for the language diversity in this
case isD log 4).

The classical equivalent D G for the iterated beam
splitter, constructed as described In Ref. [1], is given
by the follow Ing state-to-state transition m atrix:

—
Il

NI NI

NN

Using Egs. [@) and [II), we see that only one language is
generated for allp. This is the lJanguage of the air coin
process, a random sequence of Os and 1s, see Tablk 3.
Thus,D DG)= 0.



Tterated Beam Splitter Language D versity
M achine| p |supp (@) L D
Type
oD G 2n | O+ 1) [Pry*)=2"

2n+ 1| 0 Pry")=1
2n+ 1| 1 Priy")=1 |1:58
DG n 0+ 1) |[Prg*)=2"| 0

TABLE I:Process languages generated by the QD G for the
irerated beam splitter and by the classical D G. The mea—
surem ent period takes a param etern = 0;1;2 :::. The word
probability is given orally” 2 L.

B . Quantum kicked top

T he periodically kicked top is a fam iliar exam ple of a
nie-dim ensional quantum system whose classical lim it
exhibits various degrees of chaotic behavior as a function
of its controlparam eters [LZ2]. For a spin-1=2 system the
unitary m atrix is:

U= 1 1 ik
B 5 0 e
and the pro gction operators are:
10
P (0) = oo /
00
P @)= 01

SihcethisQD G G isdetem inistic, its classicalD G G°
exists and is given by:

=
Il

N[N

NN

T he process languages generated by this QD G and is
analogD G are given in Tabl[Il. T he language diversity
isD G) = Iog, (5). W hereas the language diversity of
classical counterpart D G isD (G = 0, since it generates
only the lJanguage of the fair coin process.

C . Period-5 process

A s exam ples of periodic behavior and, in particular, of
Incom plete m easurem ents, consider the binary period-5
processes distinct up to pem utations and 0 $ 1) ex—
change. There are only three such processes: (11000) ,
(10101) , and (10000) [L3]. They all have the same
state-to-state transition m au:ix| a period-5 pem uta—
tion. This irreducble, doubly stochastic m atrix is re—
soonsible for the fact that the QD G of a periodic pro—
cess and itsclassicalD G have the sam e properties. T heir

Spin-1=2 Q uantum K icked Top Language D iversity
M achine P supp (L) L D
Type
ODG 4n+ 1;4n+ 3| O+ 1) Pry")=2"
4n + 2 sub ((01) )|Pr(((01) )*)= 1=2
Pr((10) )¥)= 1=2
4n + 2 sub ((10) )|Pr((@0) )*)= 1=2
Pr(((01) )*)= 1=2
4n 0 Priy")=1
4n 1 Priy")=1 232
DG n 0+ 1) Priy")=2" 0

TABLE II: P rocess languages generated by the QD G for the
soin-1=2 quantum kicked top and is corresponding classical
D G . Them easurem ent period, again, is param etrized by n =

0;1;2:::. The word probability is given orally" 2 L.

state-to-state uniary transition m atrix is given by

0001001

EOOOlO%
T=U=801000A (23)

00001

10000

T he proction operators di er between the processes
w ih di erent tem plate words, of course. For tem plate
word 10000, they are:

®10000"

B01000g
PO=E00000C; ©4)

0ooo010”

00001

®9o0o000?

Eooooo§
PM=F00100 ©5)

oooo0o0”

00000

For 11000, they are:

®10000"

B 000O0OC
PO=E00000C; ©6)

0ooo010?

00001

®vo0o000?

B01000g
PM=F00100¢ @7)

oooo0o0?

00000



D istinct P eriod-5 P rocesses’ Language D iversity

M achine P supp (L) L;L>5 D
Type
10000 |5n + 1;5n + 2|sub ((10000) )|Pr@") = 1=5
5n+ 3;5n+ 4
5n 0 Priy")=
5n 1 Pri") = 1:58
11000 |5n+ 1;5n + 4|sub ((11000) )|Pr") = 1=5
5n + 2;5n + 3|sub ((01010) )|PrE") = 1=5
5n 0 Prgt)=1
5n 1 Prgt)=11| 2
10101 |5n + 1;5n + 4|sub ((10101) )|Pr@") = 1=5
5n + 2;5n + 3|sub ((00111) )|PrE") = 1=5
5n 0 Priy")=1
5n 1 Pry")=1] 2

TABLE III: Process languages produced by the three dis-
tinct period-5 generators. The quantum and classical ver—
sions are identical in each case. The m easurem ent period is
param etrized by n = 0;1;2 :::. For sim plicity, the w ord prob—
ability is given orally® 2 L wih L 5. For the nontrivial
languages above, when L > 5 there are only ve words at
each length, each having equal probability.

And forword 10101, they are:

0000001

EOlOOOg
P(O)=EOOOOO%; (28)

00000

00001

OlOOOO1

EOOOOOE
P(l)=%00100% (29)

00010

00000

The di erence between the m easurem ent alphabet size
and the period ofa process, w hich determm inesthe num ber
of states ofa periodic process, should be noted. In allour
exam ples the m easurem ent alphabet is binary. Thus, in
having ve Intemalstatesbut only a two-Jletterm easure—
m ent alphabet, the period-5 processes necessarily consti-
tute system s observed via ncom plete m easurem ents.

T he set of languages generated by the three processes
is sum m arized in Tablk[I@. T he generated language de-
pends on the initial state only when the m easurem ent
period is a m ultiple of the process period.

T he language diversity for the process 10000 isD =
Iog, 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 Os and 1s. It is not surprising therefore
that the two m odels have the sam e lJanguage diversity.

Tt tums out that the state of the quantum system s
under periodic dynam ics is independent of the m easure—
ment protocol. At each point in tin e the system is In
an eigenstate of the m easurem ent operator. Therefore,
the m easurem ent does not alter the intemal state of the

Quantum process C lassical process
System Tterated beam splitter Fair coin
D Iog, (3) 0
M easurem ent Com plkte Com plkte
System Quantum kicked top Fair coin
D g, (5) 0
M easurem ent Com plte Com plete
System 10000 10000
D Iog, (3) Iog, (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 QD G s and their classical
D G s. N ote that the term \ (In)com plete m easurem ent" is not
used for classical system s. H ow ever, the above form alisn does
render it m eaningful. It is used In the sam e way as in the
quantum case (one-dim ensional subspaces or non-degenerate
eigenvalues).

quantum system . Thus, a system in state h (jis going
to be In a particular state h , jafter two tim e steps, in—
dependent of w hether being m easured in between. This
is true for quantum and classical periodic system s. T he
conclusion is that for periodic processes there isno di er—
ence between unm easured quantum and classical states.
T his isworth noting, since this is the circum stance w here
classicaland quantum system sare supposed todi er.As
a consequence the language diversity is the sam e for the
quantum and classical m odel of all periodic processes,
which coincides w ith P rop.[dl.

N ote, however, that the language diversity is not the
sam e for all processes w ith the sam e period. A property
that is rem iniscent of the transient infom ation [9, 113],
which also distinguishes between structurally di erent
periodic processes.

D . D iscussion

T he exam ples show that the language diversity m on—
ttors aspects of a process’s structure and i is di erent
for quantum and classicalm odels of aperiodic processes.
T his suggests that it will be a usefil aid in discovering
structure In the behavior ofquantum dynam icalsystem s.
For the aperiodic exam pls, the QD G had a larger lan—
guage diversity than is classicalD G . A nd this suggests
a kind of com putationalpower ofQ D G sthat isnot obvi-
ous from the structuralconstraints ofthem achines. Lan—
guage diversity could be com pensation, though, for other
lim tations ofQ D G s, such as not being able to generate
all reqular lJanguages. T he practical consequences of this
for designing quantum devices rem ains to be explored.

A com parison between QD G s and their classicalD G s
gives a rst hint at the structure of the lowest levels of



a potential hierarchy of quantum ocom putationalm odel
classes. It tumed out that for periodic processesa QD G
has no advantage over a D G in termm s of the diversity
of lJanguages possibly generated by any QD G . However,
for the above exam ples of both incom plete and com plete
m easuram ents, the set of generated stochastic Janguages
is larger fora QD G than the correspondingD G .

Table [[V] sum m arizes the processes discussed above,
their properties and language diversities. A 1l nite-state
m achines are detem inistic, for which case it was shown
that there exists an equivalent D G that generates the
sam e language [1]. T his is true, though only for one par-
ticular m easurem ent period. H ere we expanded on those
results In com paring a range ofm easurem ent periods and
the entire set of generated stochastic lJanguages.

For each exam pl quantum generator and the cor-
responding classical generator the language diversity
and the type ofm easurem ent (com plete/incom plkte) are
given. For all exam ples the language diversity is larger
forthe QD G than theD G . It should be noted, how ever,
that the fair coin process is also generated by a one-state
D G wih transition matrices T (0) = T (1) = (1=2). This
it not true for the QD Gs. Thus, the higher language
diversity ofa QD G is obtained at som e oost| a larger
num ber of states is needed than wih a D G generating
any one particular process language. The situation is
di erent, again, for the period-5 prooesses| there is no
D G wih fewer states that generates the sam e process
language.

T he above exam pleswere sin ple In the sense that their
language diversity is a nite, snall number. In some
broader sense, this m eans that they are recurrent| to
use term nology from quantum m echanics. For other
processes the situation m ight not be quite as straight-
forward. To nd the language diversity one has to take
the lin i of large m easurem ent periods. For im plem enta—
tions this is a tradeo , since lJarger m easurem ent period
requires a coherent state for a longer tim e interval. ITn
particular it should be noted that in the above exam —
ples shorter intervals betw een m easurem ents cause m ore
\Interesting" cbserved behavior. T hat is, the stochastic
language L2 = £(01) ; (10) g generated by the quantum
kicked top with Pr(") = 1=2, consisting of strings w ith
alemating Os and 1ls is m ore structured than the lan-
guage LY = f0 gwith Pr@") = 1 consisting of only Os.
Cf. Tablk[d)

VII. CONCLUSION

Quantum nite-state m achines occupy the low est level
of an asyet only partially known hierarchy of quantum

com putation. Nonetheless, they are usefil m odels for
quantum system s that current experim ent can imple-
m ent, given the present state of the art. W e brie y re-
viewed quantum nite-state generators and their classi-
cal oounterparts| stochastic nite-state generators. Ik
lustrating our view of com putation as an intrinsic prop—
erty of a dynam ical system , we showed sim ilarities and
di erences between nitem emory classical and quan-—
tum processes and, m ore generally, their com putational
m odel classes. In particular, we Introduced the language
djyersjty| a new property that goes beyond the usual
com parison of classical and quantum m achines. Tt cap—
turesthe fact that, when varyingm easurem ent protocols,
di erent languages are generated by quantum system s.
Language diversity appears when quantum interference
operates.

For a set of exam ples we showed that a determm inis—
tic quantum nite-state generator has a larger language
diversity than is classical analog. Since we associate a
language w ith a particular behavior, we also associate a
set of languages w ith a set of possible behaviors. As a
consequence, the QD G s allexhibited a larger set ofbe-
haviors than their classical analogs. T hat is, they have a
larger capacity to store and process Infom ation.

W e close by suggesting that the design of nite quan-
tum com putationalelem ents could bene t from consider-
Ing the m easurem ent process not only asa nalbut also
asan interm ediate step, which m ay sim plify experim ental
design.

Since we considered only nitem em ory system s here,
their mmplem entation is already feasble with current
technology. Cascading com positions of nite processes
can rapidly lead to quite sophisticated behaviors, as dis-
cussed in Ref. [1]. A discussion ofassociated inform ation
storage and processing capaciy analogous to those used
for classical dynam ical system s in Ref. [9] is under way.
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