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A bstract

W euseentropynum bersin com binationwith thepolynom ialm ethod

to derivea new generallowerbound forthe n-th m inim alerrorin the

quantum setting ofinform ation-based com plexity. Asan application,

weim provesom e lowerboundson quantum approxim ation ofem bed-

dingsbetween �nitedim ensionalLp spacesand ofSobolevem beddings.

1 Introduction

Thereisonem ajortechniqueforproving lowerboundsin thequantum set-

ting ofIBC (inform ation-based com plexity)asintroduced in [5].Itusesthe

polynom ialm ethod [1]togetherwith a resulton approxim ation by polyno-

m ialsfrom [14].Thism ethod hasbeen applied in [5],[9],[19].O therpapers

on the quantum com plexity ofcontinuous problem s use this im plicitly by

reducing m ean com putation to theproblem in consideration and then using

the lowerbound form ean com putation of[14]directly ([15],[18],[11],[16]).

Thisapproach,however,doesnotwork forthecaseofapproxim ation of

em bedding operatorsin spaceswith norm sdi�erentfrom thein�nity norm .

To settle such situations,a m ore sophisticated way ofreduction to known

boundswasdeveloped in [6],based on am ultiplicativity property ofthen-th

m inim alquantum error.

In thispaperweintroducean approach which isnew fortheIBC quan-

tum setting.W eagain usethepolynom ialm ethod of[1],butcom bineitwith

m ethodsrelated to entropy [4]. W e derive lowerboundsforthe n-th m ini-

m alquantum errorin term sofcertain entropy num bers.Sim ilarideashave

been applied beforein [17],them odeland m ethodshoweverbeing di�erent,
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see also related work [13].Asan application,we im prove the lowerbounds

[6,7]on approxim ation aswellasthose of[8]by rem oving the logarithm ic

factors.

Letusalso m ention thata m odi�cation ofthepolynom ialm ethod based

on trigonom etricpolynom ialswasused in [2,3]forproving lowerboundsfor

a type ofquery di�erent from that introduced in [5],the so-called power-

query [16]. O ur m ethod can also be applied in this setting and sim pli�es

the analysisfrom [2,3].W e com m enton thisatthe end ofthepaper.

2 Lower bounds by entropy

W e work in the quantum setting of IBC as introduced in [5]. W e refer

to this paper for the needed notions. Let D and K be nonem pty sets,

let F (D ;K ) denote the set of all functions on D with values in K , let

F � F (D ;K )benonem pty,and letG bea norm ed linearspace.LetA bea

quantum algorithm from F to G .Forany subsetC � G de�nethefunction

pC :F ! R by

pC (f)= PfA(f)2 C g (f 2 F )

{ the probability thatthe outputofalgorithm A atinputf belongsto C .

This quantity is well-de�ned for allsubsetsC since the outputofA takes

only �nitely m any values,see [5].Furtherm ore,de�ne

PA ;F = spanfpC :C � G g � F (F;R)

to bethe linearspan ofthefunctionspC .

W e need som e notionsrelated to entropy.W e referto [4]forthe de�ni-

tions. For a nonem pty subsetW ofa norm ed space G and k 2 N (we use

the notation N = f1;2;:::g and N0 = f0;1;2;:::g) de�ne the k-th inner

entropy num beras

’k(W ;G ) = supf" :there existu1;:::;uk+ 1 2 W such that

kui� ujk � 2" forall 1� i6= j� k+ 1g: (1)

Itisworth while m entioning a related notion. The k-th entropy num beris

de�ned to be

"k(W ;G ) = inf
�
" :there existg1;:::;gk 2 G such that

m in
1� i� k

kg� gikG � " forall g 2 W
	
: (2)

Then

’k(W ;G )� "k(W ;G )� 2’k(W ;G ); (3)
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see [4],relations(1.1.3)and (1.1.4). Also observe thatthe �rstnum bersof

both typesare related to theradiusand diam eterofW asfollows:

’1(W ;G )=
1

2
diam (W ;G ); "1(W ;G )= rad(W ;G ): (4)

Entropynum bersofboundedlinearoperators(thatm eans,theentropynum -

bersofthe im age ofthe unitballunderthe action ofthe operator)aswell

as their relation to various s-num bers and to eigenvalues are well-studied,

see again [4]and referencestherein.

Let S be a m apping from F to G and let e(S;A;F ) denote the error

ofquantum algorithm A on F . O ur basic lem m a relates this error to the

dim ension ofPA ;F and the entropy ofS(F )� G .

Lem m a 1. (i)Letk 2 N be such that

k+ 1 > (log25)dim PA ;F : (5)

Then

e(S;A;F )� ’k(S(F );G ): (6)

(ii)IfA isan algorithm withoutqueries,then

e(S;A;F )� ’1(S(F );G ): (7)

Proof. The �rst part of the proof is the sam e for both cases. For case

(i) we assum e that k satis�es (5), while in case (ii) we set k = 1. Let

f1;:::;fk+ 1 2 F bearbitrary elem entsand put

"= m in
�
kS(fi)� S(fj)k :1 � i6= j� k+ 1

	
: (8)

Itsu��cesto show that

e(S;A;F )� "=2: (9)

For " = 0 this istrivial,so we suppose " > 0. W e assum e the contrary of

(9),thatis

e(S;A;F )< "=2: (10)

By (8),thesubsetsVi� G de�ned by

Vi=

n

g 2 G :kS(fi)� gk <
"

2

o

(i= 1;:::;k + 1) (11)

are disjoint.Itfollowsfrom (10)and (11)thatfori= 1;:::;k + 1

PfA(fi)2 Vig�
3

4
: (12)
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Letus�rstcom plete the proofof(ii): IfA hasno queries,itsoutputdoes

not depend on f 2 F ,and in particular,the distribution ofthe random

variablesA(f1)and A(f2)isthesam e.Butthen (12)im plies

PfA(f1)2 V1 \ V2g � 1=2;

thusV1 \ V2 6= ;,a contradiction,which proves(9)in case (ii).

Now wedealwith case (i).LetC bethe setofallC � G oftheform

C =
[

i2I

Vi;

with I being any subsetoff1;:::;k + 1g.Clearly,

jCj= 2k+ 1: (13)

LetPA ;F beendowed with the suprem um norm

kpk1 = sup
f2F

jp(f)j:

W e have

kpC k1 � 1 (C 2 C): (14)

M oreover,

kpC 1
� pC 2

k1 �
1

2
(C1 6= C2 2 C): (15)

Indeed, for C1 6= C2 2 C there is an i with 1 � i � k+ 1 such that

Vi� C1nC2 orVi� C2nC1.W ithoutlossofgenerality weassum ethe�rst.

Then,becauseof(12),we have

pC 1
(fi)= PfA(fi)2 C1g � PfA(fi)2 Vig�

3

4
;

while

pC 2
(fi)= PfA(fi)2 C2g � PfA(fi)2 G nVig �

1

4
;

hence

jpC 1
(fi)� pC 2

(fi)j�
1

2
;

im plying (15).Forp 2 PA ;F letB (p;r)betheclosed ballofradiusraround

p in PA ;F . By (15) the balls B (pC ;1=4) have disjoint interior for C 2 C.

M oreover,by (14),
[

C 2C

B (pC ;1=4)� B (0;5=4):
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A volum e com parison gives

2k+ 1 = jCj� 5dim P A ;F ;

hence,taking logarithm s,wegeta contradiction to (5),which com pletesthe

proof.

Lete
q
n(S;F )denotethen-th m inim alquantum error,thatis,thein�m um

ofe(S;A;F )taken overallquantum algorithm sA from F to G with atm ost

n queries(see [5]).Asan im m ediate consequence ofLem m a 1,and also for

lateruse,we note thefollowing.

C orollary 1.

1

2
diam (S(F );G )� e

q

0(S;F )� rad(S(F );G ): (16)

Proof. The lower bound follows from Lem m a 1 (ii) and (4). The upper

bound isobtained by taking forany �> 0 a pointg� 2 G with

kS(f)� g�k � rad(S(F );G )+ � forall f 2 F

and then using the trivialalgorithm which outputs g� for allf 2 F ,with

probability 1.

Next we recallsom e facts from [5],section 4. Let L 2 N and let to

each u = (u1;:::;uL)2 f0;1gL an fu 2 F (D ;K )beassigned such thatthe

following issatis�ed:

C ondition (I):For each t2 D there is an ‘,1 � ‘ � L,such that fu(t)

depends only on u‘,in other words,for u;u0 2 f0;1gL,u‘ = u0
‘
im plies

fu(t)= fu0(t).

The following result was shown in [5],Corollary 2,based on the idea of

the quantum polynom ialm ethod [1].

Lem m a 2. Let L 2 N and assum e that (fu)u2f0;1gL � F (D ;K ) satis�es

condition (I).Letn 2 N0 and letA be a quantum algorithm from F (D ;K )

to G with n quantum queries.Then for each subsetC � G ,

pC (fu)= pC
�
f(u1;:::;uL )

�
;

considered asa function ofthe variablesu1;:::;uL 2 f0;1g,isa realm ulti-

linear polynom ialofdegree atm ost2n.
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Now we are ready to state the new lower bound on the n-th m inim al

quantum error.

P roposition 1.LetD ;K benonem ptysets,letF � F (D ;K )beanonem pty

set offunctions, G a norm ed space, S :F ! G a m apping, and L 2 N.

Suppose L = (fu)u2f0;1gL � F (D ;K ) is a system of functions satisfying

condition (I).Then

e
q
n(S;F )� ’k(S(F \ L);G )

whenever k;n 2 N satisfy 2n � L and

k+ 1 > (log25)

�
eL

2n

� 2n

: (17)

Proof. Let n 2 N with 2n � L and let A be a quantum algorithm from

F to G with no m ore than n queries. Note that,by de�nition,a quantum

algorithm from F � F (D ;K )to G isalwaysalso a quantum algorithm from

F (D ;K )to G (see [5],p.7).W e show that

e(S;A;F )� ’k(S(F \ L);G ) (18)

forallk 2 N satisfying(17).LetML;2n bethelinearspaceofrealm ultilinear

polynom ials in L variables ofdegree not exceeding 2n. Since 2n � L,its

dim ension is

dim ML;2n =

2nX

i= 0

�
L

i

�

�

�
eL

2n

� 2n

(19)

(see,e.g.,[12],(4.7)on p.122,forthe inequality).Set

U = fu 2 f0;1gL :fu 2 F g

and letML;2n(U )denotethespaceofallrestrictionsoffunctionsfrom ML;2n

to U .Clearly,

dim ML;2n(U )� dim ML;2n: (20)

De�ne

	:P A ;F \L ! F (U;R)

by setting forp 2 PA ;F \L and u 2 U

(	p)(u)= p(f u):

O bviously,	 islinear,m oreover,forC � G

(	p C )(u)= pC (fu) (u 2 U ):
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By Lem m a 2,pC (fu),asa function ofu 2 U ,istherestriction ofan elem ent

ofML;2n to U .Hence,

	p C 2 ML;2n(U );

and by linearity and thede�nition ofP A ;F \L asthelinearspan offunctions

pC ,we get

	(P A ;F \L)� ML;2n(U ):

Furtherm ore,	 isone-to-one,since ff u :u 2 U g = F \ L.Using (19)and

(20)itfollowsthat

dim PA ;F \L � dim ML;2n(U )�

�
eL

2n

� 2n

:

Consequently,fork satisfying (17),

k + 1 > (log25)dim PA ;F \L:

Now (18)followsfrom Lem m a 1.

3 Som e applications

For N 2 N and 1 � p � 1 , let LNp denote the space of allfunctions

f :f1;:::;N g ! R,equipped with the norm

kfkLN
p
=

 

1

N

NX

i= 1

jf(i)jp

! 1=p

ifp < 1 ,

kfkLN
1
= m ax

1� i� N
jf(i)j;

and let B(LNp ) be its unit ball. De�ne JN
pq :L

N
p ! LNq to be the identity

operatorJNpqf = f (f 2 LNp ).

Asalready m entioned,thelowerbound forapproxim ation ofJNpq wasob-

tained using a m ultiplicativity property ofthen-th m inim alquantum error

([6],Proposition 1).Theresultinvolved som elogarithm icfactorsofnegative

power ([6],Proposition 6). Based on Proposition 1 above we im prove this

bound by rem oving the logarithm ic factors.

P roposition 2. Let1 � p;q � 1 . There isa constantc> 0 such thatfor

alln 2 N0,N 2 N with n � cN

e
q
n(J

N
p;q;B(L

N
p ))�

1

8
:
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Proof. Itsu�cesto provethecasep = 1 ,q= 1.W eputL = N and f u = u

foru 2 f0;1gN .Clearly,the system L = (fu)u2f0;1gN satis�escondition (I)

and

L � B(LN1 ): (21)

Letffui :1� i� k+ 1g bea m axim alsystem with

kfui � fujkLN
1

�
1

4
(1 � i6= j� k + 1): (22)

M axim ality im plies

f0;1gN =

k+ 1[

i= 1

�

u 2 f0;1gN :kfu � fuikLN
1

<
1

4

�

:

O n theotherhand,

2N �

k+ 1X

i= 1

�
�
�
�

�

u 2 f0;1gN :kfu � fuikLN
1

<
1

4

��
�
�
�

� (k + 1)
X

0� j< N =4

�
N

j

�

� (4e)N =4;

again by [12],(4.7)on p.122.Itfollowsthat

k+ 1 � 2N (4e)� N =4 = 2c1N ; (23)

with c1 =
1

4
log2(

4

e
)> 0,hencek 2 N.From (22)we obtain

’k
�
J
N
1 ;1(L);L

N
1

�
�
1

8
: (24)

Considerthefunction g :(0;1]! R,

g(x)= x

�

log2e+ log2
1

x

�

:

Itiselem entarytocheck thatgism onotonelyincreasing.M oreoverg(x)! 0

asx ! 0.Choose 0< c2 � 1 in such a way that

g(x)<
c1

2
(0 < x � c2): (25)

Now put

c= m in

�
c1

2log2log25
;
c2

2
;
1

2

�

(26)
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and assum e

n � cN : (27)

Ifn = 0,Corollary 1 gives

e
q

0(J
N
1 ;1;B(L

N
1 ))= kJN1 ;1k= 1: (28)

Hence wecan supposethatn � 1,which,by (27),im pliesN � c� 1.Conse-

quently,from (26),
log2log25

N
�
c1

2
: (29)

Since by (26)and (27),2n=N � 2c� c2,we getfrom (25)

2n

N

�

log2e+ log2
N

2n

�

<
c1

2
; (30)

and therefore,with (29),

log2log25

N
+
2n

N

�

log2e+ log2
N

2n

�

< c1: (31)

Thisim plies,using also (23),

(log25)

�
eN

2n

� 2n

< 2c1N � k + 1: (32)

Since we have k;n 2 N satisfying (32),and m oreover,by (26) and (27),

2n � N ,we can useProposition 1 togetherwith (21)and (24)to conclude

e
q
n(J

N
1 ;1;B(L

N
1 ))� ’k

�
J
N
1 ;1(L);L

N
1

�
�
1

8
:

UsingProposition 2wecan alsorem ovethelogarithm icfactorsin another

lower bound { for Sobolev em beddings Jpq :W
r
p([0;1]

d) ! Lq([0;1]
d),see

[7]forthenotation and Proposition 2 ofthatpaperforthe previousresult.

The following can be derived from Proposition 2 using the sam e argum ent

asin [7],p.43,relations(87)and (88).

C orollary 2.Let1 � p;q� 1 ,r;d 2 N,and assum e r

d
> m ax

�
1

p
;2
p
� 2

q

�

.

Then there isa constantc> 0 such thatfor alln 2 N

e
q
n(Jpq;B(W

r
p([0;1]

d)))� cn
� r=d

:
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Furtherm ore,thelowerboundsfrom [6]werealsoused in [8],Proposition

3 and Corollary 3. Using Proposition 2,these results can be im proved in

the respective way,too.W e om itthedetails.

Letus�nally com m enton lowerboundsforpowerqueriesintroduced in

[16]. An inspection ofthe proofofLem m a 1 showsthatthe type ofquery

is not used at allin the argum ent,so the statem ent also holds for power

queries.O nepartoftheargum entin both [2,3]consistsofproving thatfor

a quantum algorithm with atm ostn powerqueriesand fora suitablesubset

F0 � F ,which can beidenti�ed with theinterval[0;1],therespectivespace

PA ;F0 iscontained in the(com plex)linearspan offunctionse
2�i�t (t2 [0;1]),

with frequencies � from a set ofcardinality not greater than cn for som e

c> 0,hence,dim PA ;F0 � 2cn.M oreover,also S(F0)can beidenti�ed with

theunitinterval.Now Lem m a 1 abovedirectly yieldsthelogarithm iclower

boundsfrom [2,3],sincethek-th innerentropy num beroftheunitinterval

isk� 1.

R eferences

[1] R. Beals, H. Buhrm an, R. Cleve, M . M osca, R. de

W olf, Q uantum lower bounds by polynom ials, Pro-

ceedings of 39th IEEE FO CS (1998) 352{361, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9802049.

[2] A. Bessen, A lower bound for quantum phase es-

tim ation, Phys. Rev. A 71 (2005) 042313, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0412008.

[3] A.Bessen, A lower bound for the Sturm -Liouville eigenvalue

problem on a quantum com puter,J.Com plexity 22 (2006)660{

675,see also http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0512109.

[4] B. Carl,I. Stephani,Entropy,com pactness and the approx-

im ation ofoperators.Cam bridge University Press,Cam bridge

1990.

[5] S. Heinrich, Q uantum sum m ation with an application

to integration. J. Com plexity 18 (2002) 1{50. See also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0105116.

[6] S.Heinrich, Q uantum approxim ation I.Em beddings of �nite

dim ensionalLp spaces,J.Com plexity 20 (2004) 5{26,see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0305030.

10

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9802049
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0412008
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0512109
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0105116
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0305030


[7] S. Heinrich, Q uantum approxim ation II. Sobolev em -

beddings, J. Com plexity 20 (2004) 27{45, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0305031.

[8] S.Heinrich,O n thepowerofquantum algorithm sforvectorval-

ued m ean com putation,M onte Carlo M ethodsAppl.10 (2004)

297{310.

[9] S. Heinrich, E. Novak, O n a problem in quantum

sum m ation, J. Com plexity 19 (2003) 1{18, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0109038.

[10] S.Heinrich,E.Novak,G .W .W asilkowski,H.W ozniakowski,The

inverse ofthe star-discrepancy depends linearly on the dim en-

sion,Acta Arith.96 (2001)279{302.

[11] B. K acewicz, Alm ost optim al solution of initial-

value problem s by random ized and quantum algo-

rithm s, J. Com plexity 22 (2006) 676{690, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0510045.

[12] J. M atousek, G eom etric discrepancy. An illustrated guide.

Springer,Berlin 1999.

[13] A.Nayak, O ptim allower bounds for quantum autom ata and

random accesscodes,http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9904093.

[14] A.Nayak,F.W u,The quantum query com plexity ofapprox-

im ating the m edian and related statistics, STO C,M ay 1999,

384{393,see also http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9804066.

[15] E.Novak,Q uantum com plexity ofintegration,J.Com plexity 17

(2001)2{16,see also http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0008124.

[16] A. Papageorgiou, H. W o�zniakowski, Classical and quan-

tum com plexity of the Sturm -Liouville eigenvalue problem ,

Q uantum Inform ation Processing 4 (2005) 87{127, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/ quant-ph/0502054.

[17] Y.Shi,Entropy lower bounds for quantum decision tree com -

plexity, Inf. Process. Lett. 81 No. 1 (2002) 23{27, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0008095.

11

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0305031
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0109038
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0510045
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9904093
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9804066
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0008124
http://arXiv.org/abs/
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0502054
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0008095


[18] J.F.Traub,H.W o�zniakowski,Path integration on a quantum

com puter, Q uantum Inform ation Processing 1(5) (2002) 365{

388,see also http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0109113.

[19] C. W iegand, Q uantum com plexity of param etric in-

tegration, J. Com plexity 20 (2004) 75{96, see also

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0305103.

12

http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0109113
http://arXiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0305103

	Introduction
	Lower bounds by entropy
	Some applications

