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A bstract

W euse entropy num bers in com bination w ith the polynom ialm ethod
to derive a new general lower bound for the n-th m inin al error in the
quantum setting of nfom ation-based com plexity. A s an application,
we In prove som e lower bounds on quantum approxin ation of em bed-
dingsbetween nitedin ensionall., spacesand ofScbolev em beddings.

1 Introduction

T here is onem a pr technigue for proving lower bounds in the quantum set-
ting of IBC (infom ation-based com plexity) as introduced In [B]. It uses the
polynom ialm ethod [l] together w ith a result on approxin ation by polyno—
m ials from [L4]]. Thism ethod hasbeen applied n [B],[0],[L9]. O ther papers
on the quantum com plexity of continuous problam s use this In plicitly by
reducing m ean com putation to the problem in consideration and then using
the lower bound form ean com putation of [14] directly ([L5],[18],[L1], [L&]).

T his approach, how ever, does not work for the case of approxin ation of
em bedding operators n spaces w ith nom s di erent from the In niy nom .
To settle such siuations, a m ore sophisticated way of reduction to known
boundswas developed In [6], based on a m ultiplicativity property ofthen-th
m inin alquantum error.

In this paper we introduce an approach which isnew for the IBC quan—
tum setting. W e again use the polynom ialm ethod of [1f], but com bine it w ith
m ethods related to entropy K. W e derive lower bounds for the n-th m ni-
m alquantum error In tem s of certain entropy numbers. Sin ilar ideas have
been applied before in [L7], the m odeland m ethods how ever being di erent,
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see also related work [L3]]. A s an application, we in prove the lower bounds
[6,17] on approxin ation as well as those of 8] by ram oving the logarithm ic
factors.

Let usalsom ention that a m odi cation ofthe polynom ialm ethod based
on trigonom etric polynom ialswasused n [2,13] for proving low er bounds for
a type of query di erent from that introduced in [35], the so-called power—
query [L6]. Our method can also be applied In this setting and sin pli es
the analysis from [2,13]. W e comm ent on this at the end of the paper.

2 Lower bounds by entropy

W e work In the quantum setting of IBC as introduced In B]. W e refer
to this paper for the needed notions. Let D and K be noneam pty sets,
ket F O ;K ) denote the set of all functions on D wih valies in K, lkt
F F O ;K ) benonem pty, and ket G be a nom ed lnear space. Let A bea
quantum algorithm from F to G . For any subset C G de ne the function
pc :F ! R by
pc €)=PfA(f)2 Cg f2F)

{ the probability that the output of algorithm A at input £ belongsto C .

T his quantity is wellde ned for all subsets C since the output of A takes
only nitely m any values, see [9]. Furthem ore, de ne

Pagp = panfpc :C  Gg F E;R)

to be the linear span of the finctions pc .

W e need som e notions related to entropy. W e refer to [4] for the de ni-
tions. For a nonem pty subsest W ofa nomed space G and k 2 N (Wwe use
the notation N = f1;2;:::g and Ny = £0;1;2;:::9) de ne the k-th inner
entropy num ber as

"« W ;G) = supf" :thereexistug;::ii;uke1 2 W such that
ka; usk 2" foralll i6 j k+ 1g: @)

It isworth while m entioning a related notion. T he k-th entropy num ber is
de ned to be

"W;G) = Inf " :thereexistgy;:::;9¢ 2 G such that
min kg gikg " forall g2 W )
1
T hen
"kW;G) "W ;G) 2 W ;G); 3)



see [M]], relations (1.13) and (1.14). A lso cbserve that the st numbers of
both types are related to the radius and diam eter of W as follow s:

1
’1(WIG)=§dJ'am(W;G); "TW;G)=radW ;G): @)

E ntropy num bersofbounded linear operators (thatm eans, the entropy num —
bers of the iIn age of the unit ball under the action of the operator) as well
as their relation to various snumbers and to eigenvaluies are welkstudied,
see again Hl] and references therein.

Let S be a mapping from F to G and kt e(S;A ;F ) denote the error
of quantum algorithm A on F . Our basic lemm a relates this error to the
din ension ofPp y and the entropy ofS ) G.

Lemma 1. (i) Letk 2 N ke such that
k+ 1> (log, 5)din Pa g : 5)

T hen
eB;AF) ' F);G): (6)

(i) IfA is an algorithm without queries, then
eS;AE) 16 F)iG): (7)

Proof. The rst part of the proof is the sam e for both cases. For case
(9) we assum e that k satis es (8), while In case (i) we set k = 1. Let

"=min kS(f) Sk :1 i€ 3j k+ 1 : 8)

It su oesto show that

e@S;A;F) "=2: )
For " = 0 this is trivial, so we suppose " > 0. W e assum e the contrary of
[@), that is

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

By [B), the subsetsV; G de ned by
n wO
Vi= g2G :kS(f5) gk< 5 A= 1;:::5k+ 1) 11)

3
PfA (f;) 2 Vig Z: 12)



Let us rst com plkte the proofof (i) : IfA has no querdes, its output does
not depend on £ 2 F, and in particular, the distrbution of the random
variables A (f;) and A (f,) is the sam e. But then [I2)) in plies

PfA (fl) 2 V4 \ V2g 1=2;

thusV; \ V, 6 ;, a contradiction, which proves [d) in case (i).
Now we dealw ith case (i). Let C be the set ofallC G ofthe fom

3= 251 (13)
Let Pp s beendowed with the suprem um nom

kpk; = sup p(f) 3
£2F

W e have
kpe k1 1 € 2¢Q): 14)

M oreover,

kpe,  pe,ki C16€C220C): (15)

Indeed, or C; 6 C, 2 C there isan iwih 1 i k+ 1 such that
Vi CinCjorV; CynCq.W ithout lossofgenerality we assum e the rst.
T hen, because of [12), we have

3
pc, (f1) = PfA (£;) 2 C1g  PfA (fi) 2 Vig 7

whilke 1
Pc, (f1) = PfA (f;) 2 Cog PfA (f1) 2 G nVyg i
hence 1
P, 1) pe, E1)] 2
inplying [I5). Forp 2 Par ktB (p;r) be the closed ballof radius r around
pIn Parp. By [19) the balls B (o ;1=4) have dispint interior or C 2 C.
M oreover, by [14), [
B (oc;1=4) B (0;5=4):
czc



A volum e com parison gives
ktl_ gy 5dmPag,

hence, taking logarithm s, we get a contradiction to [), which com pletes the
proof. |

Leted (S;F ) denotethen-thm nin alquantum error, that is, the In m um
ofe(S;A ;F ) taken over allquantum algorithm sA from F to G wih atm ost
n queries (see B]). As an inm ediate consequence of Lanm a[ll, and also for
later use, we note the Hllow ing.

Corollary 1.

%diam S EF);G) e S;F) m=dE F);G): (16)

Proof. The Iower bound fllows from Lemma [l (1) and @). The upper
bound is cbtained by taking forany > 0 apointg 2 G wih

kS(€) gk rdE F);G)+ forall £2 F

and then using the trivial algorithm which outputs g forallf 2 F, wih
probability 1. O

Next we recall som e facts from [B], section 4. Let L 2 N and Xkt to
eachu= (ui;:::;ug) 2 fO;lgL an f, 2 F O ;K ) be assigned such that the
follow ing is satis ed:

Condition (I):Foreach t2 D thereisan Y 1 N L, such that f; ()
depends only on u., in other words, for u;uO 2 fO;lgL, us = u? in plies
fut) = f00).

The follow ing result was shown in [B], Corollary 2, based on the idea of
the quantum polynom ialm ethod [L].

Lemma 2. LetL 2 N and assume that (fu)u2r0:4 F O;K) satds es
condition (I). Letn 2 Ny and Et A be a quantum algorithm from F © ;K )
to G with n quantum queries. Then for each subsetC G,

Pc E) = Pc Loy 7

Iinear pokynom ial of degree at m ost 2n.



Now we are ready to state the new lower bound on the n-th m lnin al
quantum error.

P roposition 1. LetD ;K benonem pty sets, tF F @O ;K ) e anonempty
set of functions, G a nomed space, S :F ! G amapping, and L 2 N.
Suppose L = (fu)uzrongr F O ;K ) is a system of functions satisfying
condition (I). T hen

elS;F) "x (S F \L);G)

whenever k;n 2 N satisfy 2n L and

el 2n
k+ 1> (Iogy,5) — : @7)
2n
Proof. Let n 2 N wih 2n L and kt A be a quantum algorithm from
F to G wih no more than n queries. N ote that, by de nijon, a quantum
algorithm from F F O ;K ) toG isalwaysalso a quantum algorithm from
FDO;K)toG (see B],p.7). W e show that

eS;AF) 'y S EF \L);G) (18)

rallk 2 N satisfying [17) . Let 4, »n be the linear space of realm ulrilinear
polynom ials In L variables of degree not exceeding 2n. Since 2n L, is
din ension is
X oL
din A1, on = — 19)
2n

=0

(see, eg., [L2], @.7) on p.122, for the nequality). Set
U=fu2 f0;1d" : f, 2 Fg

and ket A1, on (U ) denote the space of all restrictions of functions from 71, 2n

to U . C learly,
dim ., 2n @) din ./, 2n * (20)

De ne
:Pargvr ! F UR)

by setting orp2 Pap\r andu 2 U

Obviously, is linear, m oreover, for C G

(pc))=pc &) @2U):



By Lemm alZ, pc (f,), asa function ofu 2 U, is the restriction of an elem ent
of M1, pn to U . Hence,
Pc 2 e%L;Zn(u);

and by linearity and the de nition ofP 5 \1, as the linear span of functions
Pc ,we get

P arF\r) AvronU):
Furthem ore, isoneto-one, since ff, :u2 Ug=F \ L. Ushg [19) and
20) it ollow s that

el 2n
dimn Ppp\1. din A1 0 U) -

N
3

C onsequently, for k satisfying [I7),
k+ 1> (log,5)din Pa g5 :

Now [18) ©llows from Lemm al[ll. O

3 Som e applications

For N 2 N and 1 P 1, kt Lg denote the space of all functions
f:fl;:::;Ng! R,equipped wih the nom

1 & HD
kka}I\)I = N_ jf (l)j)

fp< 1,
kfkiy = max f@DF
1 1 iN

and lt B (LgI ) be is unit ball. De ne ng :Lg ! Lg to be the dentity
operator Jo.f = £ (2 Ly ).

A s already m entioned, the lowerbound for approxin ation ofch1 was ob—
tained using a m uliplicativity property of the n-th m inin al quantum error
(6], P roposition 1). T he result nvolved som e logarithm ic factors ofnegative
power ([6l], P roposition 6). Based on P roposition [1l above we in prove this
bound by rem oving the logarithm ic factors.

P roposition 2. Letl p;g 1 . There isa constant c¢> 0 such that for
alln 2 No, N 2 N withn N

1
& UpaiB Cp)) 5t



Proof. Tt su cestoprovethecasep=1 ,g= 1. WeputL =N andf,=u
foru 2 f0;1g" . Clearly, the system L = (fy)y250,10 Satis es condition (T)
and

L BY): @1)

Let ffy, :1 1 k+ lgbeamaxinalsystem wih

R @ i6 3 k+ 1): (22)
M axim ality In plies
ket 1 1
£0;1d" = u2 £0;1g" :kf, fykgy < "
=1
O n the other hand,
X1 1
2N u2 £0;1g" :kfy kg < 2
=1
X N
k+ 1) , @)
0 j<N=4

again by [L2], 4.7) on p.122. Ik follow s that
k+ 1 2V @ge) V7= 20N, 3)

wih g = %]og2 (é)> 0, hencek 2 N.From [22) we obtain
, N N 1
x J; 5 @)Ly §: (24)
Consider the function g : 0;1]! R,
1
gx)=x log,e+ log2;

Tt iselem entary to check that g ism onotonely increasing. M oreovergx) ! 0
asx ! 0.Choose0< ¢ 1 on such away that

<
g(X)<E 0<x o) 25)
Now put
. C (@) 1
c=min —mm;—;— (26)
2lg, g, 5 2 2



and assum e

Ifn = 0, C orollary [ gives
ed @1 1B LY ) = kJy 1k= 1: 28)
Hence we can suppose thatn 1, which, by 27), in pliesN c l.Conse

quently, from [26),
bg, g, 5 <,

: 29
N 2 (29)
Since by [26) and [27), 2n=N 2c o, weget from [25)
M et by, < & (30)
N =P d2 on 2
and therefre, w ith [29),
Iog, Iog, 5 2n N
———+ — log,et+ log, — < C: 31
N N J> P on 1 (31)
This in plies, using also [23)),
N 2n .
(log, 5) 2— < 27 k+ 1: (32)
n

Since we have k;n 2 N satisfying [32), and m oreover, by [26) and [27),
2n N ,we can use P roposition [l together w ith [2Il) and [24)) to conclude

1
Uy ;;BLY)) 7, L)LY 5
O

U sing P roposition[ZJw e can also rem ove the logarithm ic factors in another
Iower bound { for Scbolv embeddings Jpq : W 2 (0;1F) ! Lg(D;1F), see
[1] for the notation and P roposition 2 of that paper for the previous resul.
T he ollow ing can be derived from P roposition [2 using the sam e argum ent
asin [/], p.43, relations (87) and (88).

Corollary 2. Letl p;qgq l,r;d2N,andassume§>max I—l);

Then there is a constant ¢> 0 such that oralln 2 N

el N
Q1N

e (JpqiB W 2 (D;1F))) o 7%



Furthem ore, the Iowerbounds from [0] were also used in [8], P roposition
3 and Corollary 3. Using P roposition [, these results can be in proved in
the resgpective way, too. W e om it the details.

Let us nally comm ent on lower bounds for pow er queries Introduced in
[16]. An inspection of the proof of Lemm a[1] show s that the type of query
is not used at all in the argum ent, so the statem ent also holds for power
querdes. O ne part of the argum ent in both [, |3] consists of proving that for
a quantum algorithm w ih atm ost n power queries and for a suiable subsst
Fo F,which can be identi ed w ith the interval 0;1], the respective space
P, Iscontained in the (com plex) linear span offunctionse? * t t2 0;1D),
with frequencies from a set of cardinality not greater than c” for som e
c> O0,hence,dim Pp r, 2d".M oreover, also S () can be identi ed w ith
the unit interval. Now Lemm a[ll above directly yields the logarithm ic lower
bounds from [,[3], shce the k-th Inner entropy num ber of the uni interval
isk t.
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