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1 B ackground

Tt has recently been recognized, after fiy years of using the paradigm s of classical
physics (as embodied In the Turing m achine) to build a theory of com putation, that
quantum physics provides another paradigm w ith clearly di erent and possbly m uch
m ore pow erful features than established com putational theory. In quantum com pu-
tation, the state of the com puter is described by a state vector , which isa com plex
linear superposition of allbinary states of the bits x, 2 £0;1g:
X X
(t) = NS SREEEIE AT j.F=1:
x2 fO;1g™ x
T he state’s evolution in the course of tin e t is described by a unitary operator U on
thisvector space, ie., a linear transform ation which isbifctive and length-preserving.
T hisunitary evolution on a nom alized state vector isknow n to be the correct physical
description of an isolated system evolving In tim e according to the law s of quantum
m echanicsfl].

H istorically, the idea that the quantum m echanics of isolated system s should be
studied as a new formm al system for com putation arose from the recognition twenty
years ago that com putation could be m ade reversble within the paradiom of clas-
sical physics. It is possible to perform any com putation in a way that is reversble
both bgically | ie., the com putation is a sequence of bifctive transform atjons| and
therm odynam 1ca]Jy| the com putation could In principle be perform ed by a physi-
cal apparatus disspating arbitrarily little energy P]. A form alisn for constructing
reversble Turing m achines and reversibl gate arrays (ie. reversble combinational
logic) was developed. Fredkin and To o]:mS] show ed that there exists a 3-bit \univer—
salgate" for reversible com putation, that is, a gate which, when applied in succession
to di erent triplkts of bits In a gate array, could be used to sinulate any arbitrary
reversible com putation. (Twobit gates lke NAND which are universal for ordinary
com putation are not reversiblke. To oli's versionm&] of the universal reversible gate

will gure prom hently in the body of this paper.



Quantum physics is also reversible, because the reverse-tin e evolution speci ed by

the unitary operatorU !

= UY always exists; as a consequence, ssveral workers rec—
ognized that reversible com putation could be executed w ithin a quantum -m echanical
system . Quantum -m echanical Turing m achines [, [f1, gate arrays []l, and celular
autom ata [] have been discussed, and physical realizations of To ol{®,[I,[IL]
and Fredkin’sfl3, [[3, [[4] universal threebit gates w ithin various quantum -m echanical
physical system s have been proposed.

W hile reversible com putation is contained w ithin quantum m echanics, it isa small
subset: the tin e evolution of a classical reversible com puter is described by unitary
operators whose m atrix elem ents are only zero or one | arbirary com plex numbers
are not allowed. Unitary tin e evolution can of course be simulhted by a classical
com puter (eg., an analog opticalcom puter govermned by M axwell’s equations) [[3], but
the din ension of the unitary operator thus attainabl is bounded by the number of
classical degrees of freedom | ie., roughly proportional to the size of the apparatus.
By contrast a quantum oom puter with m physical bits (see de nition of the state
above) can perform unitary operations In a space of 2" din ensions, exponentially
larger than its physical size.

D eutsch [L4] introduced a quantum Turing m achine intended to generate and op-
erate on arbitrary superpositions of states, and proposed that, aside from sim ulating
the evolution of quantum system s m ore econom ically than known classical m eth—
ods, i m ight also be abl to solve certain classical problem s| ie., problem swih a
classical input and output| faster than on any classical Turing m achine. In a s
riesofarti cial settings, w ith approprately chosen oraclks, quantum com puters were
shown to be qualitatively stronger than classicalones [[], 1§, L9, 9], culn inating in
Shor’s P1, B3] discovery of quantum polynom ial tim e algorithm s for two in portant
naturalproblam s, viz. factoring and discrete logarithm , forw hich no polynom iaktim e
classical algorithm was known. The search for other such problem s, and the physi-

cal question of the feasbility of building a quantum com puter, are m a pr topics of



investigation today P31.

The form alisn we use for quantum com putation, which we calla quantum \gate
array" was introduced by D eutsch B4], who showed that a sin ple generalization of
the To oligate (the threebit gate ™ Ry), In the lJanguage introduced later in this
paper) su oesasa universalgate forquantum com puting. T he quantum gate array is
the natural quantum generalization of acyclic com binational logic \circuits" studied
n conventional com putational com plexity theory. Tt consists of quantum \gates",
Interconnected w ithout fanout or feedback by quantum \w ires". T he gates have the
sam e num ber of Inputs as outputs, and a gate of n nputs carries a unitary operation
of the group U 2"), ie., a generalized rotation in a H ibert space of din ension 2".
Each w ire represents a quantum bit, or qubit 23,[24], ie., a quantum system with a
2-din ensional H ibert space, capable of existing In a superposition of Boolan states
and ofbeing entangled w ith the states of other qubits. W here there is no danger of
confiision, we w illuse the term \bit" in either the classical or quantum sense. Just as
classicalbit strings can represent the discrete states ofarbitrary nite dim ensionality,
0 a string ofn qubits can be used to represent quantum states in any H ibert space of
din ensionality up to 2° . The analysis ofquantum Turingm achines PQ] is com plicated
by the fact that not only the data but also the control variables, eg., head position,
can exist in a superposition of classical states. Fortunately, Yao has shown R7] that
acyclic quantum gate arrays can sim ulate quantum Turing m achines. G ate arrays are
easier to think about, since the control variabls, ie., the w iring diagram itself and
the num ber of steps of com putation executed so far, can be thought of as classical,
w ith only the data In the w ires being quantum .

Here we derive a series of results which provide new tools for the buidingup of
uniary transform ations from simple gates. W e build on other recent results which
sin plify and extend D eutsch’s original discovery P4] of a three-bit universal quantum
logic gate. A s a consequence of the greater power of quantum com puting as a fom al

system , there arem any m ore choices for the universal gate than in classical reversible



com puting. In particular, D & incenzo P§] showed that twobit universal quantum
gates are also possible; Barenco R3] extended this to show than aln ost any twobit
gate (within a certain restricted class) is universal, and Lloyd[3(Q] and D eutsch et
aL@] have shown that in fact alm ost any twobit or nbit @ 2) gate is also
universal. A closely related construction for the Fredkin gate has been given BJ]. In
the present paper we take a som ewhat di erent tadk, show Ing that a non-universal,
classical twobit gate, In conjunction with quantum onebit gates, is also universal;
we believe that the present work along w ith the preceding ones cover the fiill range
of possible repertoires or quantum gate array construction.

W ith our universalgate repertoire, we also exhibit a number ofe cient schem es
for building up certain classes of n-bit operations with these gates. A variety of
strategies for constructing gate arrays e ciently will surely be very in portant for
understanding the fullpower of quantum m echanics for com putation; construction of
such e cient schem es have already proved very usefiill forunderstanding the scaling of
Shor’s prin e factorization 33]. In the present work we in part build upon the strategy
introduced by Slkator and W einfurterf], who exhibited a schem e for obtaining the
To oligatew ih a sequence ofexactly vetwobitgates. W e nd that their approach
can be generalized and extended in a num ber ofways to obtain m ore generale cient
gate constructions. Som e of the resuls presented here have no obvious connection
w ith previous gateassam bly schem es.

W e will not touch at all on the great di culties attendant on the actual phys—
ical realization of a quantum ocom puter | the problem s of error correction B4] and
quantum ooherence[33, [34] are very serious ones. W e refer the reader to [B7] for a

com prehensive discussion ofthese di culties.



2 Introduction

W e begin by Introducing som e basic ideas and notation. For any unitary
|

Uoo Uop1
U =
Ui U1

andm 2 £0;1;2;::3,de nethe tm + 1)bi @ *Y-din ensional) operator *, U ) as

\Y
forallx;;:::;x, ;¥ 2 £0;1g. (In m ore ordinary language, _, Xx denotesthe AND of
the boolean variables fx,g.) Notethat ~, (U) isequated with U . The2®*1 2@ +1)

m atrix corresponding to ~, (U) is

0 1
1

B

B 1 %

B

B

B

: :

B 1 ¢

8 C
Upo U1 A
Ui Unn

(W here the basis states are lkexicographically ordered, ie. P00i; P01i;:::;31114).
W hen I

g = o1

10 7

i 1 Xk = 1.

A s shown by one ofus [1,29], \alm ost any" single *; (U) gate isuniversal in the
sense that: by successive application of this gate to pairs ofbits in an n-bit network,
any uniary transform ation m ay be approxin ated w ith arbitrary accuracy. (tsu ces
forU to be speci ed by Euler angles which are not a rationalmuliple of )

W e show that In som e sense this result can bem ade even sin pler, n that any uni-

tary transform ation in a netw ork can alw aysbe constructed out ofonly the \classical"



twobit gate *; 2 é along with a set of onebit operations (of the form "~¢ U)).

This is a ram arkable result from the perspective of classical reversibble com putation

because it is well known that the classical analogue of this assertion| which is that

0

1 0 1
1 0

1 0

gates[9] | isfalse. In fact, it iswellknown that only a tiny fraction ofBoolkan func-

all invertble bookan functions can be inplem ented wih " and "
tions (those which are linear w ith respect to m odulo 2 arithm etic) can be generated
w ith these gates[331.

W e will also exhibit a number of explicit constructions of *, U) using ~; U),

which can allbem ade polynom ialin m . It iswellknown 4] that the analogous fam ily

0 1

of constructions in classical reversble logic which involve buiding *, ;| |

from

the threebit To oligate 7, , isalso polynomialin m . W e will exhlbit one

01
10
In portant di erence between the classical and the quantum constructions, how ever;
To oli showed[}t] that the classical %, ’s could not be built w ithout the presence of
som e \w ork bits" to store Interm ediate results ofthe calculation . By contrast, we show

that the quantum logic gates can alwaysbe constructed w ith the use ofno workspace
whatsoever. Sim ilar com putations in the classical setting (that use very f&w or no
work bits) appeared in the work of C kevefdq] and Ben-O r and C leve[dd]]. Still, the
presence of a workgpace plays an In portant role in the quantum gate constructions
| we nd that to Inplment a fam ily of 4, gates exactly, the tin e required for our
In plem entation can be reduced from Mm?) to (n) merely by the introduction of

one bit forworkspace.

3 N otation

W e adopt a version of Feynm an’sf}] notation to denote *,, (U) gatesand To oligates

In quantum networks as ollow s.



In allthe gatearray diagram s shown in thispaper, tin e proceeds from left to right T he

rstnetwork containsa *; (U ) gate and the second one containsa 3-bit To oligatd@R].
The third and fourth networks contain a "o U ) and a 2-bit reversble exclisive-or
(sin ply called XOR henceforth) gate, repectively. The XOR gate is Introduced as
the \m easurem ent gate" in P4], and willply a very prom nent rok in m any of the
constructions we describe below . T hroughout this paper, when we refer to a lasic
operation, we m ean eithera * (U ) gate or this 2-bit XOR gate.

In all the gatearray diagram s shown in this paper, we use the usual convention

that tin e advances from Jeft to right, so that the left-m ost gate operates rst, etc.

4 M atrix P roperties

Lemma 4.1: Every unitary 2 2 matrix can be expressed as
! _ ! ! !
e 0 e 0 cos =2 sin =2 e 0

0 e 0 e 12 sin =2 cos =2 0 ei=2 7

where , , ,and arerealvalued.M oreover, any specialuniary 2 2 matrx (ie.,
w ith unity determ inant) can be expressed as
! ! !
et=2 0 cos =2 sih =2 e 0
0 e 12 sih =2 cos =2 0 e’

P roof: Since am atrix isuniary if and only if its row vectors and colum n vectors
are orthonom al, every 2 2 unitary m atrix is of the form

ettt =2t Dpg =2 & 2 Dgn =2
et =2 Dgn = &0 2 Ppg =2 '



where , , ,and arerealvalied.The st factorization above now ollow s Inm e—
diately. In the case of special uniary m atrices, the determ nant of the st m atrix

mustbel,which mpliesse' = 1,sothe rstmatrix in the product can be absorbed

into the second one2

D e nition: In view ofthe above Jemm a, we de ne the ollow Ing.
!
cos =2 sih =2

R ()= < =2 cos —p (@ otation by around VB3 .

i=2 0
R ()= 3 o -2 (@ rotation by around 2).
, !
0
Ph( )= o (@ phase—shift with respect to ).
!
01 , . .
== 1 ) (@ \negation", or Paulim atrix) .
!
10 , . .
I= 01 (the bentity m atrix).

Lemm a 4.2: The follow ing properties hold:

1.R, (1) R(2)=Ry(1+ 2)

N

.R,(1) B(2)=R,(1+ )

3.Ph(1) Ph¢)=Ph(1+ 3)

4. , =1
5. x R() x=Ry( )
6. x B() x=R,( )

Lemma 4.3: Forany specialunitary matrix W W 2 SU (2)), there exist m atrices

A,B,andC 2 SUR)suchthatA B C=TIandA, B , C=W.



Proof: ByLemmadl,thereexist , ,and suchthatW =R,() R() RB().

+

SetA =R,() RG)B=Ry(3) B( —F-),andC =R,(—).Then

A B C = R) RG) RB(3 RS +2) R(—)
= R.() R( )

+

= R.() RG) » B(3) x x B(2) . BE5)

= R,() RG) BG B) Bl5)

5 Two-Bit N etworks
5.1 Simulation ofGeneral”™;U) G ates

Lemma 5.1: Foraunitary 2 2matrix W ,a ~; W ) gate can be simulated by a

netw ork of the form

whereA,B,and C 2 SU ), ifand only ifW 2 SU 2).

P roof: Forthe \if" part, et A, B, and C be as n Lemm a 4 3. If the value of the
rst (top) bitisOthen A B C = I isapplied to the second bit. If the value of the

rstbitislthenA , B y C =W isapplied to the second bit.

10



For the \only if" part, note that A B C = I must hold if the smulation is
correct when the st bit is 0. A lso, if the network sinulates a ™ W ) gate then
A , B 4 C=W.Therbr, shncedet® , B y C)=1,W mustalo be

goecial uniary 2

Lemma 5.2: Forany and S = Ph{( ),a ™ () gate can be sinulated by a network

of the form
[ V A E
S
where E isunitary.
P roof: Let |
1 0
E=R,( ) Ph0= _ &

Then the observation is that the 4 4 unitary m atrix corresponding to each of the

above netw orks is

eEEE o
O O o
o o r o
o Mmoo
M, o o o

DO =

Clarly, "1 (8) composed with ~; W ) yields 1 (S W ). Thus, by noting that any
unitary matrix U isoftheform U =S W ,whereS = Ph( ) (forsome )andW is

2 SU (), we obtain the follow ing.

Corollary 5.3: Forany unitary 2 2matrix U,a *; (U) gate can be sim ulated by

at m ost six basic gates: four 1-bit gates ("g), and two XOR gates (“1 ( x))-

52 SpecialC ases

In Section 5.1, we have established a general simulation ofa *; U) gate for an ar-

bitrary unitary U . For soecial cases of U that m ay be of interest, a m ore e cient

11



construction than that of Corollary 5.3 ispossibl. C karly, Leanma 51 inm ediately
yields a more e cient sin ulation for all special unitary m atrices. For exam ple, the
\x-axis rotation m atrix" (to use the language suggested by the m apping between
SU (2) and SO (3), the group of rigid-body rotationsf@3)])

|

cos =2 isin =2

is specialunitary. R, is of special interest because *, (iR ) isthe \D eutsch gate" 4],
which was shown to be universal for quantum logic.) Forother speci ¢ SU (2) m atrices

an even more e cient simulation is possible.

Lemma 54: A ~; W ) gate can be sin ulated by a network of the form

where A and B 2 SU (2) ifand only ifW is ofthe fom

et cos =2 sh =2

W o=R,() R() B()= sh =2 e® cos =2

where and are realsalued.

P roof: Forthe \if" part, consider the simulation of *; W ) thatarisesin Lemma 5.1
whenW =R,() R() R().Inthiscass,A =R,() RG)B =Ry( 3) R( )
and C = I.Thus,B = AY and C can be om itted.

Forthe \only if" part, note that B = AY must hold for the sin ulation to be valid
when when the rstbitisO. Therefore, ifthe rstbitislthenA , A | isapplied
tothe second bit. Now ,them atrix A , A hasdetemm inant 1 and istraceless (since
its trace is the sam e as that of ). By specializing the characterization of uniary
m atrices in Lemm a 4.1 to traceless m atrices w ith determ lnant 1, we conclude that
A 4 A mustbeofthe fom

sh =2 €& oos =2
os =2 sin =2

i

e

12



T herefore,

sh =2 el cos =2

as required 2
Examples of m atrices of the form of Lemma 54 areR, ( ) itself, aswellasR, ( ) =
Rz(g) R (0) 13(5).However,Rx( ) is not of this fom .

F inally, for certain U, we obtain an even greater sin pli cation of the sim ulation

of”; U) gates.

Lemma 5.5: A *; (V) gate can be sim ulated by a construction of the form

where A and B are unitary ifand only ifV is of the fom

sh =2 & ocos =2
V=R,() R() R() x= i s =2 sin =2
where and are realvalued.

P roof: Ifan additional”; ( x) is appended to the end ofthe network in Lemma 54
then, the network is equivalent to that above (since *; ( x) isan Involution), and also

smulatesa ~{ W x) gate (shce "1 W ) composed wih ~; ( ¢) s W <)) 2

E xam ples ofm atrices of the form of Lemma 55 are the Paulim atrices

0
y= 4 o “R:z) BR) BG) .
and |
1
= -R.0) B() BO)

(aswellas , iself).

Lenma 55 pem is an inm ediate generalization of C orollary 5.3:

13



Corollary 5.6: Forany unitary 2 2matrix U, a *; U) gate can be sim ulated by
at m ost six basic gates: four 1-bit gates ("¢), and two gates (1 (V)), where V is of

theform V.=R,() R() R() «.

A particular feature of the *; ( ,) gates is that they are sym m etric w ith respect
to their input bits. In view of this, as well as for future reference, we introduce the

follow Ing special notation for ~; ( ,) gates.

6 ThreeB it N etw orks
6.1 Simulation of G eneral *, U ) G ates

Lemma 6.1: Forany unitary 2 2matrix U, a ", (U) gate can be sinulated by a

netw ork of the form

[ V A AVA AVA AVA
U \Y% vY \Y%

where V isunitary.

P roof: LetV besuch thatV?= U. Ifthe rstbitorthe ssoond bit are 0 then the
transform ation applied to the third bit iseitherT orV. V= I. Ifthe rsttwo bits

are both 1 then the transform ation applied to the third sV V = U 2

Som e of the Intuition behind the construction in the above Lemm a is that, when the

rst two nput bits are ¥ and x,, the sequence of operations perform ed on the third

14



bitis:v i x=1,Vi =1,andVyi x x,=1.Shce
X1+ X &K x2)=2 &"X)

where\+",\ ",and\ " aretheordhary arithm etic operations), the above sequence
of operations is equivalent to perform ing V2 on thethirdbit i x * x, = 1, which is

om 1

the ~, V?) gate. (This approach generalizes to produce a sinulation of *, V ),
form > 2, which is considered in Section 7.)

W e can now combine Lenma 6.1 wih Corollary 53 to obtain a sinulation of
"~ 5, U) using only basic gates (*; ( x) and " o). The number of these gates is reduced
when i is recognized that a num ber ofthe onebit gates can bem erged and elin inated.
In particular, the *o C) from the end of the simnulation ofthe st ™ (V) gate, and
the ~( CY) from the ~; VY) gate combine to form the identity and are elin inated
entirely. This sam e sort of m erging occurs to elin nate a “o @A) gate and a ~( AY)

gate. W e arrive at the ollow Ing count:

Corollary 6.2: Forany unitary 2 2matrix U, a ", ({U) gate can be sim ulated by

at m ost sixteen basic gates: eight 1-bi gates () and eight XOR gates (*1 ( x))-

A noteworthy case iswhen U = ,, where we cbtain a sin ulation ofthe 3-bit To oli
gate *, ( x), which isthe prim itive gate for classical reversble logic 1. Laterwe w ill
use the fact that because ", ( «) is its own inverse, either the simulation of Lemm a
6.1 or the tin ereversed sinulation (In which the order of the gates is reversed, and

each unitary operator is replaced by its Hem itian conjugate) m ay be used.

6.2 Threebit gates congruent to *, U)

W e now show that more e cient sinulations of threebit gates are possible if phase
shifts of the quantum states other than zero are pem ited. If we de ne the m atrix

W as

Ph(

N
-
=
~

= O
o -

15



then thegates *, W ) and ", ( ) can be regarded asbeing \congruent m odulo phase

shifts", because the latter gate di ersonly In that t maps J111ito J10i (instead
0f jl10i). T his is perfectly acceptable if the gate is part of an operation which m erely

m In ics classical reversible com putation, or if the gate is paired w ith another sin ilar

one to cancel out the extra phase, as is som etin es the case In reversble gate ar-
rangem ents (see C orollary 7.4); however, thisphase di erence is dangerous in general
if non—classical unitary operations appear In the com putation. G ates congruent to

* 2 ( x) modulo phase shifts have been previously investigated n [E4].

The follow Ing isam ore e cient simulation of a gate congruent to *, ( ) m odulo

phase shifts:
. | v
I - v %a
- 2 il 2 il AY il AY

whereA = R, (7). In the above, the \= " indicates that the netw orks are not dentical,
but di er at m ost in the phases of their am plitudes, which are all 1 (the phase of
the jl01i state is reversed In this case).

An altemative sinulation of a gate congruent to ~, ( x) modulo phase shifts

(Whose phase shifts are identical to the previous one) is given by

[———F1

BY BY

16



7 n-Bit N etworks

T he technique for smulating *, (U) gates in Lenm a 6.1 generalizes to *, (U ) gates
form > 2. Forexample, to smulate a ~3 U) gate or any unitary U, set V so that

V%= U and then construct a network as ollow s.

N £t t t t
N A t t  t t
is - h £ |h t |h t |h t

T he Intuition behind this construction is sim ilar to that behind the construction of
Lenma 6J. If the st three Input bits are %, X,, and x3 then the sequence of

operations perform ed on the fourth bit is:

vV 1 x=1 (100)
VY i 3 x,=1 (110)
Vv 1 %=1 (010)
VY i % x3=1 (011)
\Y i x x;, x3=1 (111)
VY i % =x3=1 (101)
Vv 1 =1 (001).

T he strings on the right encode the condition forthe operation V orV Y at each step |

the \1"’s indicate which input bis are mvolved in the condition. For an e cient
In plem entation of* 3 (U ), these strings form a grey code sequence. N ote also that the
parity of each bit string determ ines whether to apply V or VY. By com paring this

sequence of operations w ith the termm s in the equation
X1+ X+ X3 X X)) X Ox3) &K x3)t X X x3)=4 K" X" X3);

it can be veri ed that the above sequence of operations is equivalent to perfomm ing
V*®onthe burthbiti x ~ x; * x3= 1,which isthe *; (V*) gate.

T he foregoing can be generalized to smulate *, U) Por larger values ofm .

Lemma 7.0: Foranyn 3 and any unitary 2 2matrix U, a *, ; U) gate can

be sin ulated by an n-bit network consisting of2® ' 1 ~; () and *; (VY) gates and

17



28 1 27, (4) gates, where V isunitary.

W e om it the proof of Lemma 7., but point out that i is a generalization of the

n = 4 case above and based on setting V. so that V2 = U and \In plem enting" the

dentity
X X X n

Ky, K,  Ki,) F &k, Xk,  Xi,) + ("1 %
kq ki<ky ki<ky<ks

=2" ' grx” 2

w ith a grey-code sequence of operations.

Forsome speci c anallvaluesofn (forn = 3, 4,5, 6,7, and 8), this isthem ost
e cient technique that we are aware of for simulating arbirary *~, 1 U) gates as
wellas ™, 1 ( x) gates; taking acoount ofm ergers (see C orollary 6.2), the sin ulation
requires3 2! 47, (4)sand2 2 !*,’s.However, sihcethisnumberis (), the
sim ulation is very Ine cient for lJarge values of n. For the rem ainder of this section,
we focus on the asym ptotic grow th rate ofthe sim ulationsw ith respect to n, and show

that this can be quadratic in the general case and linear In m any cases of Interest.

7.1 Linear Sim ulation of *, , ( x) G ates on n-B it N etw orks

Lemma 7.2: Ifn 5 and m 2f3;:::;d%egthenaAm(X)gatecanbesjmu]ated

by a network consisting of 4 m 2) ~5 ( x) gates that is of the fom
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SRRRRARS!

({lustrated forn = 9andm = 5).

P roof: Consider the group ofthe 1rst 7 gates In the above network. The sixth bi
(from the top) isnegated i the wsttwo bitsarel, the seventh bit isnegated i the
rst three bits are 1, the eighth bit isnegated i the st fourbits are 1, and the
ninth bit isnegated 1 the st wvebitsarel. Thus, the Jast bit is correctly set, but
the three preceding bits are altered. The last 5 gates in the network reset the values

of these three preceding bits2

N ote that in this construction and in the ones follow Ing, although m any of the bits
not involved In the gate are operated upon, the gate operation is perform ed correctly
Independent of the initial state of the bits (ie., they do not have to be \clearad" to
0 1st), and they are reset to their initial values after the operations of the gate (@s
in the com putations which occur in [@]]and EQ]). This fact m akes constructions like

the follow ing possble.

Lemma 7.3:Foranyn 5,andm 2 £f2;:::;n 3ga”, »( x)gatecan be sinulated
by a network consisting oftwo ", ( ) gatesand twwo *, n 1( x) gates which is of

the fom
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.t t t
-t it 1
. ol 1
-t it 1
- = it I
P | o t t
- It It
[ S It 1
—h h h

({lustrated forn = 9andm = 5).
P roof: By nngoection 2

Corollary 7.4: Onann-binetwork wWheren 7),a”, 2( yx) gatecan be simulated

by 8 5) ",(yx)gates BbitTo oligates),aswellasby 48n 204 basic operations.

Proof: First apply Lemma 72wihm,; = dfeandm,;=n m; 1 tosmubte
“n, () and *p, ( x) gates. Then combine these by Lenma 7.3 to sinulate the
“n 2( x) gate. Then, each ", ( ) gate In the above sim ulation m ay be sim ulated by
a set ofbasic operations @sin Corollary 62). W e nd that almost allofthese To oli
gates need only to be sinulated m odulo phase factors as in Sec. 62; In particular,
only 4 ofthe To oligates, the ones which Involve the last bit in the diagram above,
need to be sin ulated exactly according to the construction of Corollary 62. Thus
these 4 gates are sinulated by 16 basic operations, whilke the other 8n 36 To oli
gates are sin ulated In just 6 basic operations. A carefil accounting of the m ergers
of * ¢ gates which are then possble kads to the total count ofbasic operations given

above. 2

T he above constructions, though asym ptotically e cient, requires at Jeast one \extra"

bit, in that an n-bit network is required to simulatethe n  1)Dbitgate ™, 2 ( ). In
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the next subsection, we shall show how to construct ~, ; U) foran arbitrary unitary
U using a quadratic num ber of basic operations on an n-bit network, which includes

the nbit To oligate ™, ;1 ( x) asa secial case.

7.2 Quadratic Sim ulation of G eneral*, ; U) G ates on nB it
N etw orks

Lemma 7.5: Forany unitary 2 2matrixU,a *, 1 U) gate can be simulated by

a network of the form

.t t t ol
-t It 1 ol
. t it ol
P | o It 1o ol
. = t it ol
-t It 1 ol
. t it ol
-t t h h

=1
G
&

({lustrated forn = 9), where V isunitary.

P roof: The proofisvery sin ilarto that of Lemma 6.1, settingV sothatVv?= U 2

Corollary 7.6: For any uniary U, a *, 1 U) gate can be simulated In tem s of
(n?) basic operations.

P roof: This is a recursive application of Lemma 7.5. Let C, ; denote the cost
of smulating a *, 1 U) (Pran arbirary U). Consider the smulation in Lemm a
75. The cost of sinulating the *; (V) and *; (VY) gatesis (1) by Corollary 53).
The cost of smulating the two *, > ( ) gatesis (@) oy Corollary 7.4). The cost

of simnulating the *, , (V) gate by a recursive application of Lemma 75) isC, .
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Therefore, C,, ; satis es a recurrence of the fom

Ch 1=CH 2+ n);

which mpliesthatC, ;12 (¢?)2

In fact, we nd that using the gate-counting m entioned in C orollary 74, the num ber
ofbasic operations is 48n? + O (n).

A Tthough Corollary 7.6 is signi cant in that it pem itsany %, 1 U) to be sinulated

w ith \polynom ial com plexity", the question rem ains as to whether a subquadratic

sinulation ispossble. The following isan @) lowerbound on this com plexiy.

Lemma 7.7: Any simulation ofa nonscalar*, ; U) gate (ie. whereU 6 Ph( ) 1I)

requires at least n 1 basic operations.

P roof: Considerany n-bit network w ith arbitrarily m any 1-bit gates and fewer than
n 1 7;(x) gates. Calltwo bis adpcent if there there isa "~ ( x) gate between
them , and connected if there is a sequence of consecutively ad-pcent bits between
them . Since there are fewerthan n 1 ;1 ( x) gates, £ must be possible to partition
the bits Into two nonem pty sets A and B such that no bit In A is connected to any
bit In B . This in plies that the unitary transform ation associated w ith the network is
ofthe orm A B, where A is 2® Idin ensionaland B is 2® 1din ensional. Sihce the

transform ation ~, 1 U) isnot of this form , the network cannot compute ~, 1 (U) 2

Tt is conceivable that a lnear size sinulation of *, ; U) gates is possblk. A -
though we cannot show this presently, in the ram aining subsections, we show that
som ething \sim ilar" (n a number of di erent senses) to a linear size simulation of

“n 1 (U) gates is possible.

7.3 Linear A pproxim ate Sim ulation ofG eneral”, ; U) G ates
on n-B it N etw orks

D e nition: W e say that one network approxim ates another one within " if the

distance (induced by the Euclidean vectornom ) between the unitary transform ations
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associated w ith the two networks isatm ost ".

T his notion of approxin ation in the context of reducing the com plexity of quantum

com putations was introduced by Copperan ith B3], and is useful for the ollow ing
reason. Suppose that two networks that are approxin ately the same (In the above
sense) are executed with identical inputs and their outputs are observed. Then the
probability distributions of the two outcom es w ill be approxin ately the sam e in the
sense that, for any event, is probability willdi er by at m ost 2" between the two

netw orks.

Lemma 7.8: Forany unitary 2 2matrix U and " > 0,a ", 1 U) gate can be

approxin ated wihin "by @ log é)) basic operations.

P roof: Theidea istoapply Lenm a 7.5 recursively as in C orollary 7.6, but to cdbserve
that, w ith suitable choices for V, the recurrence can be tem nated after (log &)
evels.

Since U isunitary, there exist unitary m atricesP and D , such thatU = PY D P

and

0 &
where d; and d, are real. e and e are the eigenvalues ofU . IfV, isthem atrix used
in the k™ recursive application of Lemma 7.3 ( 2 £0;1;2;::g) then i issu cient
that V2, = Vy Poreach k 2 £0;1;2;::9. Thus, t su cestosstV, = PY L P,

where

. _nk
i eh=2"
k — 0 eid2=2k 4

foreach k 2 £0;1;2;::g. Note that then

ka Ik2 = kP Y D§ P Ik
= kxpY @ I) Pk
kP%, kO Ik, kPk

= kD k Ik2
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=2k

T herefore, ifthe recursion isterm nated afferk = dlog, (5 )e stepsthen the discrepancy
between what the resulting network computesand *, 1 (U) isan @ k)-bit trans
form ation of the fom An k 1(vk).SjI'lCEkAn k 1 (\]k) An k 1(I)k2= ka Ik2

=pd%: (w)e " the network approxin ates *,, 1 U) within "2

74 Linear Sim ulation in SpecialC ases

Lemma 7.9: Forany SU Q) matrix W , a *, 1 W ) gate can be smulated by a

netw ork of the form

____t t t
. t I
. it it
. t it
. = it it
. t I
. t it
. t t t

whereA,B,and C 2 SU (2).

P roof: The proofisvery sin ilar to that of Lenma 51, referring to Lenma 432
Combining Lemma 7.9 with Corollary 74, we obtain the follow ing.

Corollary 7.10: Forany W 2 SU 2),a ", 2 W ) gate can be smulated by @)
basic operations.

A s In Section 5, a notew orthy exam ple is when

W =

0
X = Ph(z)

1
0
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In this case, we obtain a linear simulation of a transformm ation congruent m odulo

phase shifts to the nbit To oligate %, 1( «)-

7.5 Linear Sim ulation ofG eneral”™, , U) G ateson n-B it N et—
works W ith One B it F ixed

Lemma 7.11: Forany uniary U, a *, »U) gate can be smulted by an n-bi

network of the form

-t t r
. ol 1
-t it 1
. ol 1
-t = It 1
. ol 1
-t it 1
0—F—

0 t
@

({lustrated forn = 9), where the nitial value of one bit (the second to Jast) is xed

:

at 0 (and it incurs no net change).
P roof: By nngoection 2
Combinihg Lemma 711 with Corollary 7.4, we obtain the follow ing.

Corollary 7.12: Forany unitary U,a *, »,({U) gatecan be sinulated by () basic
operations In n-bit network, where the initial value of one bit is xed and Incurs no

net change.

N ote that the \extra" bit above m ay be reused in the course of several sim ulations of

“n U) gates.
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8 E cient general gate constructions

In this naldiscussion we will change the ground rules slightly by considering the
\basic operation" to be any two-bit operation. Thism ay orm ay not be a physically

reasonable choice In various particular in plem entations of quantum com puting, but
for the m om ent this should be considered as just a m athem atical convenience w hich

w ill pem it us to address som ew hat m ore general questions than the ones considered

above. W hen the arbitrary twobit gate is taken as the basic operation, then as
we have seen, 5 operations su ce to produce the To oligate (rrcallLemma 6.1), 3
produce the To oligatem odulo phases We pem it a m erging of the operations in the
construction of Sec. 62), and 13 can be usad to produce the 4-bit To oligate (see
Leanma 71). In no case do we have a proof that this is the m ost econom icalm ethod

for producing each of these fiinctions; however, for m ost of these exam ples we have

com pelling evidence from num erical study that these are in fact m inin alfg4].

In the course of doing these num erical nvestigations we discovered a number of
Interesting additional facts about tw o-b it gate constructions. Ik isnaturalto ask, how
m any twobit gates are required to perform any arbitrary threebit unitary operation,
if the twobit gates were pem itted to In plem ent any member of U 4)? The answer

is six, as in the gate arrangem ent shown here.

28 46 64

16 37 55

W e nd an interesting reqularity In how the U (8) operation isbuilt up by this se-
quence ofgates, which is sum m arized by the \din ensionalities" shown in the diagram .
The 1rstU (4) operation has 4 = 16 free angle param eters; this is the din ensionality
of the space accessblke with a single gate, as Indicated. W ith the second gate, this
din ensionality Increases only by 12, to 28. It does not double to 32, for two reasons.

F irst, there is a single global phase shared by the two gates. Second, there is a sst
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of operations acting only on the bit shared by the two gates, which acoounts for the
additional reduction of 3. Fom ally, this is sum m arized by noting that 12 is the di-
m ension of the coset goace SU (4)/SU (2). The action of the third gate increases the
din ensionality by another 9= 16 1 3 3. 9 is the din ension of the coset space
SU (4)/SU (2) SU (2). The further subtraction by 3 results from the duplication of
onebit operations on both bits of the added gate. At this point the din ensionality
Increases by nine foreach succeeding gate, untilthe din ensionality reaches exactly 64,
the din ension ofU (8), at the sixth gate. In prelin nary tests on fourbit operations,
we found that the sam e rules for the Increase of din ensionality applied. T hispem is
us to m ake a conpcture, jist based on din ension counting, of a lower bound on the
num ber of two-bit gates required to produce an arbirary n-bit unitary transfom a—
ton: ()=34" in :.Itisclearthat\alnostall" unitary transform ationswillbe
com putationally uninteresting, since they w ill require exponentially m any operations
to in plam ent.

F inally, wem ention thatby com bining the quantum gate constructions introduced
here w ith the decom position form ulas for unitary m atrices as used by Reck al.f[], an
explicit, exact sim ulation of any unitary operator on n bits can be constructed using
a nienumber ( @4")) of twobit gates, and using no work bits. In outline, the
procedure isas ollow s: R eck et al. [[] note that a form ula exists for the decom position
ofany unitary m atrix intom atricesonly involving a U (2) operation acting In the space

of pairs of states (not bits) :

Y
U= ( T 1;x2)) D:

x1;%22 £0;1g™ ; x1>x2

T x1;x2) perform sa U (2) rotation nvolving the two basis statesx1 and x2, and laves
all other states unchanged; D is a diagonalm atrix involving only phase factors, and
thus can also be thought of as a product of 2" ! m atrices which perform rotations in
tw o-din ensional subspaces. U sing the m ethods Introduced above, each T (x1;x2) can
be sin ulated in polynom ialtin e, as llow s: w rite a grey code connecting x1 and x2;

forexampl, ifn = 8, x1 = 00111010, and x2 = 00100111:
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1 00111010 =x1
2 00111011
3 00111111
4 00110111
5 00100111 =x2

O perations nvolving ad-pcent steps In this grey code require a sin plem odi cation of
the *, 1 gates ntroduced earlier. The n 1) controlbits which rem ain unchanged
are not alll as in our earlier constructions, but they can be m ade so tem porarily by
the appropriate use of \NO T " gates (“o ( x)) before and after the application of the
“n 1 Operation. Now , the desired T (x1;x2) operation is constructed as follows: rst,
pem ute states dow n through the grey code, perform ing the pem utations (1,2), 2,3),
BA4), ... m=2m-1). These numbers refer to the grey code elam ents as In the table
above, wherem , the num ber ofelem ents In the grey code, is5 in the exam ple. Each of
these permm utations isaccom plished by amodi ed %, 1 ( x). Second, the desired U (2)
rotation isperfom ed by applyingamodi ed”, ; U) nvolving thestates m 1) and
fm ). Third, the pem utations are undone in reverse order: m 2,m -1), m 3,m 2), ...
2,3), C,2).
T he num ber ofbasic operations to perform allthese stepsm ay be easily estin ated.
Each T (x1;x2) nvolves 2m 3 modi ed) %, 1 gates, each ofwhich can be done In
(n?) operations. Sincem , the num ber ofelem ents in the grey code sequence, cannot
exceed n + 1, the number of operations to simulate T (x1;x2) is @®). There are
O @") T'’s In the product above, so the total num ber of basic operations to sim ulate
any U %) m atrix exactly is @®>4"). (T he number of steps to sinulate the D m atrix
is am aller and does not a ect the count.) So, we see that this strict upper bound
di ersonly by a polynom ialfactor which likely can bem ade betterthan 1) from the
expected lower bound quoted earlier, so this Rek procedure is relatively \e cient"
(if som ething which scales exponentially m ay be termm ed s0). A serious problem w ih
this procedure is that it is extrem ely unlkely, so far as we can tell, to provide a
polynom altin e sim ulation of those special U ") which pem it it, which of course

are exactly the ones which are of m ost Interest In quantum ocom putation. Tt still
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ram ains to nd a truly e cient and useful design m ethodology for quantum gate

construction.
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