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A bstract

W eshow thatasetofgatesthatconsistsofallone-bitquantum gates(U(2))
and thetwo-bitexclusive-orgate(thatm apsBoolean values(x;y)to (x;x� y))
isuniversalin the sense thatallunitary operationson arbitrarily m any bitsn
(U(2n)) can be expressed as com positions ofthese gates. W e investigate the
num berofthe above gates required to im plem ent other gates,such as gener-
alized Deutsch-To�oligates,thatapply a speci�c U(2) transform ation to one
inputbitifand only ifthelogicalAND ofallrem aining inputbitsissatis�ed.
Thesegatesplayacentralrolein m anyproposed constructionsofquantum com -
putationalnetworks.W e derive upperand lowerboundson the exactnum ber
ofelem entary gatesrequired to build up a variety oftwo-and three-bitquan-
tum gates,theasym ptoticnum berrequired forn-bitDeutsch-To�oligates,and
m akesom eobservationsaboutthenum berrequired forarbitrary n-bitunitary
operations.
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1 B ackground

Ithasrecently been recognized,after� fty yearsofusing the paradigm sofclassical

physics(asem bodied in theTuring m achine)to build a theory ofcom putation,that

quantum physicsprovidesanotherparadigm with clearly di� erentand possibly m uch

m ore powerfulfeaturesthan established com putationaltheory. In quantum com pu-

tation,thestateofthecom puterisdescribed by astatevector	 ,which isacom plex

linearsuperposition ofallbinary statesofthebitsxm 2 f0;1g:

	 (t)=
X

x2f0;1gm

�xjx1;:::;xm i;
X

x

j�xj
2 = 1:

Thestate’sevolution in thecourseoftim etisdescribed by a unitary operatorU on

thisvectorspace,i.e.,alineartransform ation which isbijectiveand length-preserving.

Thisunitaryevolution onanorm alized statevectorisknown tobethecorrectphysical

description ofan isolated system evolving in tim e according to thelawsofquantum

m echanics[1].

Historically,the idea thatthe quantum m echanicsofisolated system sshould be

studied asa new form alsystem forcom putation arose from the recognition twenty

years ago that com putation could be m ade reversible within the paradigm ofclas-

sicalphysics. Itispossible to perform any com putation in a way thatisreversible

both logically| i.e.,thecom putation isa sequence ofbijectivetransform ations| and

therm odynam ically| the com putation could in principle be perform ed by a physi-

calapparatusdissipating arbitrarily little energy [2]. A form alism forconstructing

reversible Turing m achinesand reversible gate arrays(i.e.,reversible com binational

logic)wasdeveloped.Fredkin and To� oli[3]showed thatthereexistsa 3-bit\univer-

salgate"forreversiblecom putation,thatis,agatewhich,when applied in succession

to di� erent tripletsofbitsin a gate array,could be used to sim ulate any arbitrary

reversible com putation. (Two-bitgateslike NAND which are universalforordinary

com putation are notreversible.) To� oli’sversion[4]ofthe universalreversible gate

will� gureprom inently in thebody ofthispaper.

2



Quantum physicsisalsoreversible,becausethereverse-tim eevolution speci� ed by

the unitary operatorU � 1 = U y alwaysexists;asa consequence,severalworkersrec-

ognized thatreversiblecom putation could beexecuted within a quantum -m echanical

system . Quantum -m echanicalTuring m achines [5,6],gate arrays [7],and cellular

autom ata [8]have been discussed, and physicalrealizations ofTo� oli’s[9,10,11]

and Fredkin’s[12,13,14]universalthree-bitgateswithin variousquantum -m echanical

physicalsystem shavebeen proposed.

W hilereversiblecom putation iscontained within quantum m echanics,itisasm all

subset: the tim e evolution ofa classicalreversible com puterisdescribed by unitary

operatorswhosem atrix elem entsareonly zero orone| arbitrary com plex num bers

are not allowed. Unitary tim e evolution can ofcourse be sim ulated by a classical

com puter(e.g.,an analogopticalcom putergoverned byM axwell’sequations)[15],but

the dim ension ofthe unitary operatorthusattainable isbounded by the num berof

classicaldegreesoffreedom | i.e.,roughly proportionalto the size ofthe apparatus.

By contrast a quantum com puter with m physicalbits (see de� nition ofthe state

above) can perform unitary operations in a space of2m dim ensions,exponentially

largerthan itsphysicalsize.

Deutsch[16]introduced a quantum Turing m achine intended to generate and op-

erateon arbitrary superpositionsofstates,and proposed that,asidefrom sim ulating

the evolution ofquantum system s m ore econom ically than known classicalm eth-

ods,itm ightalso be able to solve certain classicalproblem s| i.e.,problem swith a

classicalinput and output| faster than on any classicalTuring m achine. In a se-

riesofarti� cialsettings,with appropriately chosen oracles,quantum com puterswere

shown to bequalitatively strongerthan classicalones[17,18,19,20],culm inating in

Shor’s[21,22]discovery ofquantum polynom ialtim e algorithm sfortwo im portant

naturalproblem s,viz.factoringand discretelogarithm ,forwhich nopolynom ial-tim e

classicalalgorithm wasknown. The search forothersuch problem s,and the physi-

calquestion ofthe feasibility ofbuilding a quantum com puter,are m ajor topicsof

3



investigation today[23].

The form alism we useforquantum com putation,which wecalla quantum \gate

array" wasintroduced by Deutsch [24],who showed thata sim ple generalization of

the To� oligate (the three-bitgate 2̂(R x),in the language introduced laterin this

paper)su� cesasauniversalgateforquantum com puting.Thequantum gatearrayis

the naturalquantum generalization ofacyclic com binationallogic \circuits" studied

in conventionalcom putationalcom plexity theory. It consists ofquantum \gates",

interconnected withoutfanoutorfeedback by quantum \wires".The gateshave the

sam enum berofinputsasoutputs,and a gateofn inputscarriesa unitary operation

ofthe group U(2n),i.e.,a generalized rotation in a Hilbert space ofdim ension 2n.

Each wirerepresentsa quantum bit,orqubit[25,26],i.e.,a quantum system with a

2-dim ensionalHilbertspace,capableofexisting in a superposition ofBoolean states

and ofbeing entangled with the statesofotherqubits. W here there isno dangerof

confusion,wewillusetheterm \bit"in eithertheclassicalorquantum sense.Justas

classicalbitstringscan representthediscretestatesofarbitrary � nitedim ensionality,

soastringofn qubitscan beused torepresentquantum statesin any Hilbertspaceof

dim ensionalityup to2n.Theanalysisofquantum Turingm achines[20]iscom plicated

by thefactthatnotonly thedata butalso thecontrolvariables,e.g.,head position,

can existin a superposition ofclassicalstates.Fortunately,Yao hasshown [27]that

acyclicquantum gatearrayscan sim ulatequantum Turingm achines.Gatearraysare

easierto think about,since the controlvariables,i.e.,the wiring diagram itselfand

the num berofstepsofcom putation executed so far,can be thoughtofasclassical,

with only thedata in thewiresbeing quantum .

Here we derive a seriesofresultswhich provide new toolsforthe building-up of

unitary transform ationsfrom sim ple gates. W e build on otherrecent resultswhich

sim plify and extend Deutsch’soriginaldiscovery[24]ofa three-bituniversalquantum

logicgate.Asa consequenceofthegreaterpowerofquantum com puting asa form al

system ,therearem any m orechoicesfortheuniversalgatethan in classicalreversible
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com puting. In particular,DiVincenzo[28]showed that two-bit universalquantum

gatesare also possible;Barenco[29]extended thisto show than alm ostany two-bit

gate (within a certain restricted class) is universal,and Lloyd[30]and Deutsch et

al.[31]have shown that in fact alm ost any two-bit or n-bit (n � 2) gate is also

universal.A closely related construction fortheFredkin gatehasbeen given[32].In

the presentpaperwe take a som ewhatdi� erenttack,showing thata non-universal,

classicaltwo-bitgate,in conjunction with quantum one-bitgates,isalso universal;

we believe thatthe presentwork along with the preceding onescoverthe fullrange

ofpossiblerepertoiresforquantum gatearray construction.

W ith ouruniversal-gate repertoire,we also exhibita num berofe� cientschem es

for building up certain classes ofn-bit operations with these gates. A variety of

strategies for constructing gate arrays e� ciently willsurely be very im portant for

understanding thefullpowerofquantum m echanicsforcom putation;construction of

such e� cientschem eshavealreadyproved veryusefulforunderstandingthescalingof

Shor’sprim efactorization[33].In thepresentwork wein partbuild upon thestrategy

introduced by Sleatorand W einfurter[9],who exhibited a schem e forobtaining the

To� oligatewith asequenceofexactly � vetwo-bitgates.W e� nd thattheirapproach

can begeneralized and extended in a num berofwaysto obtain m oregenerale� cient

gate constructions. Som e ofthe results presented here have no obvious connection

with previousgate-assem bly schem es.

W e willnot touch at allon the great di� culties attendant on the actualphys-

icalrealization ofa quantum com puter | the problem s oferrorcorrection[34]and

quantum coherence[35,36]are very serious ones. W e refer the reader to [37]fora

com prehensive discussion ofthesedi� culties.
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2 Introduction

W ebegin by introducing som ebasicideasand notation.Forany unitary

U =

 

u00 u01

u10 u11

!

;

and m 2 f0;1;2;:::g,de� nethe(m + 1)-bit(2(m + 1)-dim ensional)operator^m (U)as

^m (U)(jx1;:::;xm ;yi)=
�
uy0jx1;:::;xm ;0i+ uy1jx1;:::;xn;1i if

V
m
k= 1xk = 1

jx1;:::;xm ;yi if
V m
k= 1xk = 0,

forallx1;:::;xm ;y 2 f0;1g.(In m oreordinarylanguage,
V
m
k= 1xk denotestheAND of

theboolean variablesfxkg.) Notethat^0(U)isequated with U.The2(m + 1)� 2(m + 1)

m atrix corresponding to ^m (U)is

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1
1

...
1

u00 u01

u10 u11

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(wherethebasisstatesarelexicographically ordered,i.e.,j000i;j001i;:::;j111i).

W hen

U =

 

0 1
1 0

!

;

^m (U)istheso-called To� oligate[4]with m + 1inputbits,which m apsjx1;:::;xm ;yi

to jx1;:::;xm ;(
V m
k= 1xk)� yi.Fora generalU,^m (U)can beregarded asa general-

ization oftheTo� oligate,which,on inputjx1;:::;xm ;yi,appliesU to y ifand only

if
V
m
k= 1xk = 1.

Asshown by oneofus[31,29],\alm ostany" single^1(U)gateisuniversalin the

sensethat:by successive application ofthisgateto pairsofbitsin an n-bitnetwork,

anyunitarytransform ation m aybeapproxim ated with arbitraryaccuracy.(Itsu� ces

forU to bespeci� ed by Eulerangleswhich arenota rationalm ultipleof�.)

W eshow thatin som esensethisresultcan bem adeeven sim pler,in thatany uni-

tarytransform ation in anetworkcan alwaysbeconstructed outofonlythe\classical"
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two-bitgate ^1

�
0 1

1 0

�

along with a setofone-bitoperations(ofthe form ^0(U)).

Thisisa rem arkable resultfrom the perspective ofclassicalreversible com putation

because itiswellknown thatthe classicalanalogue ofthisassertion| which isthat

allinvertible boolean functionscan be im plem ented with ^1

�
0 1

1 0

�

and ^0

�
0 1

1 0

�

gates[38]| isfalse.In fact,itiswellknown thatonly atiny fraction ofBoolean func-

tions(those which arelinearwith respectto m odulo 2 arithm etic)can begenerated

with thesegates[39].

W e willalso exhibit a num ber ofexplicit constructions of^m (U) using ^1(U),

which can allbem adepolynom ialin m .Itiswellknown[4]thattheanalogousfam ily

ofconstructionsin classicalreversible logic which involve building ^m

�
0 1

1 0

�

from

the three-bit To� oligate 2̂

�
0 1

1 0

�

,is also polynom ialin m . W e willexhibit one

im portantdi� erence between the classicaland the quantum constructions,however;

To� olishowed[4]thatthe classical m̂ ’scould notbe builtwithoutthe presence of

som e\workbits"tostoreinterm ediateresultsofthecalculation.Bycontrast,weshow

thatthequantum logicgatescan alwaysbeconstructed with theuseofno workspace

whatsoever. Sim ilar com putations in the classicalsetting (thatuse very few or no

work bits) appeared in the work ofCleve[40]and Ben-Or and Cleve[41]. Still,the

presence ofa workspace playsan im portantrole in the quantum gate constructions

| we� nd thatto im plem enta fam ily of m̂ gatesexactly,thetim erequired forour

im plem entation can be reduced from � (m 2)to � (m )m erely by the introduction of

onebitforworkspace.

3 N otation

W eadoptaversion ofFeynm an’s[7]notation todenote^m (U)gatesand To� oligates

in quantum networksasfollows.
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v

v

U

v

v

l U

v

l

Inallthegate-arraydiagram sshowninthispaper,tim eproceedsfrom lefttorightThe

� rstnetworkcontainsa 2̂(U)gateandthesecondonecontainsa3-bitTo� oligate[42].

The third and fourth networks contain a ^0(U) and a 2-bit reversible exclusive-or

(sim ply called XOR henceforth)gate,respectively. The XOR gate isintroduced as

the \m easurem entgate" in [24],and willplay a very prom inentrole in m any ofthe

constructions we describe below. Throughout this paper,when we refer to a basic

operation,wem ean eithera ^0(U)gateorthis2-bitXOR gate.

In allthe gate-array diagram sshown in thispaper,we use the usualconvention

thattim eadvancesfrom leftto right,so thattheleft-m ostgateoperates� rst,etc.

4 M atrix Properties

Lem m a 4.1: Every unitary 2� 2 m atrix can beexpressed as

 

ei� 0
0 ei�

!

�

 

ei�=2 0
0 e� i�=2

!

�

 

cos�=2 sin�=2
� sin�=2 cos�=2

!

�

 

ei�=2 0
0 e� i�=2

!

;

where�,�,�,and � arereal-valued.M oreover,any specialunitary 2� 2 m atrix (i.e.,

with unity determ inant)can beexpressed as

 

ei�=2 0
0 e� i�=2

!

�

 

cos�=2 sin�=2
� sin�=2 cos�=2

!

�

 

ei�=2 0
0 e� i�=2

!

:

Proof: Since a m atrix isunitary ifand only ifitsrow vectorsand colum n vectors

areorthonorm al,every 2� 2 unitary m atrix isoftheform
 

ei(�+ �=2+ �=2)cos�=2 ei(�+ �=2� �=2)sin�=2
�ei(�� �=2+ �=2)sin�=2 ei(�� �=2� �=2)cos�=2

!

;
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where�,�,�,and � arereal-valued.The� rstfactorization abovenow followsim m e-

diately. In the case ofspecialunitary m atrices,the determ inantofthe � rstm atrix

m ustbe1,which im pliesei� = �1,so the� rstm atrix in theproductcan beabsorbed

into thesecond one.2

D e�nition: In view oftheabovelem m a,wede� nethefollowing.

� Ry(�)=

 

cos�=2 sin�=2
� sin�=2 cos�=2

!

(a rotation by � around ŷ[43]).

� Rz(�)=

 

ei�=2 0
0 e� i�=2

!

(a rotation by � around ẑ).

� Ph(�)=

 

ei� 0
0 ei�

!

(a phase-shiftwith respectto �).

� �x =

 

0 1
1 0

!

(a \negation",orPaulim atrix).

� I =

 

1 0
0 1

!

(theidentity m atrix).

Lem m a 4.2: Thefollowing propertieshold:

1.R y(�1)� Ry(�2)= R y(�1 + �2)

2.R z(�1)� Rz(�2)= R z(�1 + �2)

3.Ph(�1)� Ph(�2)= Ph(�1 + �2)

4.�x � �x = I

5.�x � Ry(�)� �x = R y(��)

6.�x � Rz(�)� �x = R z(��)

Lem m a 4.3: Forany specialunitary m atrix W (W 2 SU(2)),there existm atrices

A,B ,and C 2 SU(2)such thatA � B � C = I and A � �x � B � �x � C = W .
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Proof: By Lem m a 4.1,thereexist�,�,and � such thatW = Rz(�)� Ry(�)� Rz(�).

SetA = R z(�)� Ry(
�

2
),B = R y(�

�

2
)� Rz(�

�+ �

2
),and C = R z(

�� �

2
).Then

A � B � C = Rz(�)� Ry(
�

2
)� Ry(�

�

2
)� Rz(�

�+ �

2
)� Rz(

�� �

2
)

= R z(�)� Rz(��)

= I;

and

A � �x � B � �x � C = Rz(�)� Ry(
�

2
)� �x � Ry(�

�

2
)� Rz(�

�+ �

2
)� �x � Rz(

�� �

2
)

= R z(�)� Ry(
�

2
)� �x � Ry(�

�

2
)� �x � �x � Rz(�

�+ �

2
)� �x � Rz(

�� �

2
)

= R z(�)� Ry(
�

2
)� Ry(

�

2
)� Rz(

�+ �

2
)� Rz(

�� �

2
)

= R z(�)� Ry(�)� Rz(�)

= W :

2

5 T w o-B it N etw orks

5.1 Sim ulation ofG eneral^1(U)G ates

Lem m a 5.1: Fora unitary 2� 2 m atrix W ,a ^1(W )gate can be sim ulated by a

network oftheform

v

W

=
l l

v v

A B C

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

Proof: Forthe \if" part,letA,B ,and C be asin Lem m a 4.3.Ifthe value ofthe

� rst(top)bitis0 then A � B � C = I isapplied to thesecond bit.Ifthevalueofthe

� rstbitis1 then A � �x � B � �x � C = W isapplied to thesecond bit.
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For the \only if" part,note that A � B � C = I m ust hold ifthe sim ulation is

correct when the � rst bit is 0. Also,ifthe network sim ulates a 1̂(W ) gate then

A � �x � B � �x � C = W .Therefore,since det(A � �x � B � �x � C)= 1,W m ustalso be

specialunitary.2

Lem m a 5.2: Forany � and S = Ph(�),a 1̂(S)gatecan besim ulated by a network

oftheform

v

S

=
E

whereE isunitary.

Proof: Let

E = R z(��)� Ph(�
2
)=

 

1 0
0 ei�

!

:

Then the observation isthatthe 4� 4 unitary m atrix corresponding to each ofthe

abovenetworksis 0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 ei� 0
0 0 0 ei�

1

C
C
C
A
:

2

Clearly,^1(S) com posed with ^1(W ) yields ^1(S � W ). Thus,by noting that any

unitary m atrix U isoftheform U = S � W ,whereS = Ph(�)(forsom e�)and W is

2 SU(2),weobtain thefollowing.

C orollary 5.3: Forany unitary 2� 2 m atrix U,a ^1(U)gatecan besim ulated by

atm ostsix basicgates:four1-bitgates(̂ 0),and two XOR gates(̂ 1(�x)).

5.2 SpecialC ases

In Section 5.1,we have established a generalsim ulation ofa ^1(U)gate foran ar-

bitrary unitary U. Forspecialcases ofU that m ay be ofinterest,a m ore e� cient
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construction than thatofCorollary 5.3 ispossible.Clearly,Lem m a 5.1 im m ediately

yieldsa m ore e� cient sim ulation forallspecialunitary m atrices. Forexam ple,the

\x-axis rotation m atrix" (to use the language suggested by the m apping between

SU(2)and SO(3),thegroup ofrigid-body rotations[43])

R x(�)=

 

cos�=2 isin�=2
isin�=2 cos�=2

!

= R z(
�

2
)� Ry(�)� Rz(�

�

2
)

isspecialunitary.(R x isofspecialinterestbecause^2(iR x)isthe\Deutsch gate"[24],

which wasshown tobeuniversalforquantum logic.) Forotherspeci� cSU(2)m atrices

an even m oree� cientsim ulation ispossible.

Lem m a 5.4: A ^1(W )gatecan besim ulated by a network oftheform

v

W

=
l l

v v

A B

whereA and B 2 SU(2)ifand only ifW isoftheform

W = R z(�)� Ry(�)� Rz(�)=

 

ei� cos�=2 sin�=2
� sin�=2 e� i� cos�=2

!

;

where� and � arereal-valued.

Proof: Forthe\if"part,considerthesim ulation of^1(W )thatarisesin Lem m a5.1

when W = R z(�)� Ry(�)� Rz(�).In thiscase,A = R z(�)� Ry(
�

2
),B = R y(�

�

2
)� Rz(��)

and C = I.Thus,B = A y and C can beom itted.

Forthe\only if" part,notethatB = A y m usthold forthesim ulation to bevalid

when when the� rstbitis0.Therefore,ifthe� rstbitis1then A � �x� Ay� �x isapplied

tothesecond bit.Now,them atrixA� �x� Ay hasdeterm inant�1and istraceless(since

itstrace isthe sam e asthatof�x). By specializing the characterization ofunitary

m atricesin Lem m a 4.1 to tracelessm atriceswith determ inant�1,we concludethat

A � �x � Ay m ustbeoftheform

A � �x � A
y =

 

sin�=2 ei� cos�=2
e� i� cos�=2 � sin�=2

!

:
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Therefore,

A � �x � A
y
� �x =

 

ei� cos�=2 sin�=2
� sin�=2 e� i� cos�=2

!

;

asrequired.2

Exam plesofm atricesofthe form ofLem m a 5.4 are R y(�)itself,aswellasRz(�)=

R z(
�

2
)� Ry(0)� Rz(

�

2
).However,R x(�)isnotofthisform .

Finally,forcertain U,we obtain an even greatersim pli� cation ofthe sim ulation

of^1(U)gates.

Lem m a 5.5: A ^1(V )gatecan besim ulated by a construction oftheform

v

V

=
l

v

A B

whereA and B areunitary ifand only ifV isoftheform

V = R z(�)� Ry(�)� Rz(�)� �x =

 

sin�=2 ei� cos�=2
e� i� cos�=2 � sin�=2

!

;

where� and � arereal-valued.

Proof: Ifan additional^1(�x)isappended to theend ofthenetwork in Lem m a 5.4

then,thenetwork isequivalenttothatabove(since^1(�x)isan involution),and also

sim ulatesa ^1(W � �x)gate(since^1(W )com posed with ^1(�x)is^1(W � �x)).2

Exam plesofm atricesoftheform ofLem m a 5.5 arethePaulim atrices

�y =

 

0 �i

i 0

!

= R z(
�

2
)� Ry(2�)� Rz(

�

2
)� �x

and

�z =

 

1 0
0 �1

!

= R z(0)� Ry(�)� Rz(0)� �x

(aswellas�x itself).

Lem m a 5.5 perm itsan im m ediategeneralization ofCorollary 5.3:
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C orollary 5.6: Forany unitary 2� 2 m atrix U,a ^1(U)gatecan besim ulated by

atm ostsix basic gates:four1-bitgates(̂ 0),and two gates(̂ 1(V )),where V isof

theform V = R z(�)� Ry(�)� Rz(�)� �x.

A particularfeature ofthe ^1(�z)gatesisthatthey are sym m etric with respect

to theirinputbits. In view ofthis,aswellasforfuture reference,we introduce the

following specialnotation for^1(�z)gates.

=

�z

v

=

�z

v

6 T hree-B it N etw orks

6.1 Sim ulation ofG eneral^2(U)G ates

Lem m a 6.1: Forany unitary 2� 2 m atrix U,a ^2(U)gate can be sim ulated by a

network oftheform

v

v

U

= l lv v

v v v

V VV y

whereV isunitary.

Proof: LetV besuch thatV 2 = U.Ifthe� rstbitorthesecond bitare0 then the

transform ation applied to thethird bitiseitherI orV � Vy = I.Ifthe� rsttwo bits

areboth 1 then thetransform ation applied to thethird isV � V = U.2

Som eoftheintuition behind theconstruction in theaboveLem m a isthat,when the

� rsttwo inputbitsarex1 and x2,thesequenceofoperationsperform ed on thethird

14



bitis:V i� x1 = 1,V i� x2 = 1,and V y i� x1 � x2 = 1.Since

x1 + x2 � (x1 � x2)= 2� (x1 ^ x2)

(where\+",\�",and \�"aretheordinaryarithm eticoperations),theabovesequence

ofoperationsisequivalentto perform ing V 2 on thethird biti� x1 ^ x2 = 1,which is

the ^2(V 2)gate. (Thisapproach generalizesto produce a sim ulation of^m (V 2m � 1

),

form > 2,which isconsidered in Section 7.)

W e can now com bine Lem m a 6.1 with Corollary 5.3 to obtain a sim ulation of

^2(U)using only basicgates(̂ 1(�x)and ^0).Thenum berofthesegatesisreduced

when itisrecognized thatanum beroftheone-bitgatescanbem ergedand elim inated.

In particular,the ^0(C)from the end ofthe sim ulation ofthe � rst 1̂(V )gate,and

the ^0(C y) from the ^1(V y) gate com bine to form the identity and are elim inated

entirely. Thissam e sortofm erging occursto elim inate a ^0(A)gate and a ^0(A y)

gate.W earriveatthefollowing count:

C orollary 6.2: Forany unitary 2� 2 m atrix U,a ^2(U)gatecan besim ulated by

atm ostsixteen basicgates:eight1-bitgates(̂ 0)and eightXOR gates(̂ 1(�x)).

A noteworthy caseiswhen U = �x,whereweobtain a sim ulation ofthe3-bitTo� oli

gate^2(�x),which istheprim itivegateforclassicalreversiblelogic[4].Laterwewill

use the factthatbecause ^2(�x)isitsown inverse,eitherthe sim ulation ofLem m a

6.1 orthe tim e-reversed sim ulation (in which the orderofthe gatesisreversed,and

each unitary operatorisreplaced by itsHerm itian conjugate)m ay beused.

6.2 T hree-bit gates congruent to ^2(U)

W e now show thatm ore e� cientsim ulationsofthree-bitgatesare possible ifphase

shiftsofthe quantum statesotherthan zero are perm itted. Ifwe de� ne the m atrix

W as

W =

 

0 1
�1 0

!

= Ph(�
2
)� �y;
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then thegates^2(W )and ^2(�x)can beregarded asbeing \congruentm odulo phase

shifts",because the lattergate di� ersonly in thatitm apsj111ito �j110i(instead

ofj110i).Thisisperfectly acceptableifthegateispartofan operation which m erely

m im icsclassicalreversible com putation,orifthegateispaired with anothersim ilar

one to cancelout the extra phase,as is som etim es the case in reversible gate ar-

rangem ents(seeCorollary 7.4);however,thisphasedi� erenceisdangerousin general

ifnon-classicalunitary operations appear in the com putation. Gates congruent to

^2(�x)m odulo phaseshiftshavebeen previously investigated in [44].

Thefollowing isa m oree� cientsim ulation ofa gatecongruentto ^2(�x)m odulo

phaseshifts:

l

v

v

�=

l l l

v

v

v

A A A y A y

whereA = R y(
�

4
).In theabove,the\�="indicatesthatthenetworksarenotidentical,

butdi� eratm ostin the phasesoftheiram plitudes,which are all�1 (the phase of

thej101istateisreversed in thiscase).

An alternative sim ulation of a gate congruent to ^2(�x) m odulo phase shifts

(whosephaseshiftsareidenticalto thepreviousone)isgiven by

l

v

v

�=

B B y B B y

whereB = R y(
3�

4
).
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7 n-B it N etw orks

The technique forsim ulating ^2(U)gatesin Lem m a 6.1 generalizesto ^m (U)gates

form > 2. Forexam ple,to sim ulate a ^3(U)gate forany unitary U,setV so that

V 4 = U and then constructa network asfollows.

U

t

t

t

=

t t

t

t

t t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

h h

h h h h

V V y V V y V V y V

The intuition behind thisconstruction issim ilarto thatbehind the construction of

Lem m a 6.1. Ifthe � rst three input bits are x1,x2,and x3 then the sequence of

operationsperform ed on thefourth bitis:
V i� x1 = 1 (100)
V y i� x1 � x2 = 1 (110)
V i� x2 = 1 (010)
V y i� x2 � x3 = 1 (011)
V i� x1 � x2 � x3 = 1 (111)
V y i� x1 � x3 = 1 (101)
V i� x3 = 1 (001).

Thestringson therightencodethecondition fortheoperation V orV y ateach step|

the \1"’s indicate which input bits are involved in the condition. For an e� cient

im plem entation of^3(U),thesestringsform agrey codesequence.Notealsothatthe

parity ofeach bitstring determ ines whether to apply V orV y. By com paring this

sequence ofoperationswith theterm sin theequation

x1 + x2 + x3 � (x1 � x2)� (x1 � x3)� (x2 � x3)+ (x1 � x2 � x3)= 4� (x1 ^ x2 ^ x3);

itcan be veri� ed thatthe above sequence ofoperationsisequivalentto perform ing

V 4 on thefourth biti� x1 ^ x2 ^ x3 = 1,which isthe^3(V 4)gate.

Theforegoing can begeneralized to sim ulate^m (U)forlargervaluesofm .

Lem m a 7.1: Forany n � 3 and any unitary 2� 2 m atrix U,a ^n� 1(U)gate can

besim ulated by an n-bitnetwork consisting of2n� 1 � 1 ^1(V )and ^1(V y)gatesand
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2n� 1 � 2 ^1(�x)gates,whereV isunitary.

W e om it the proofofLem m a 7.1,but point out that it is a generalization ofthe

n = 4 caseaboveand based on setting V so thatV 2n� 2

= U and \im plem enting" the

identity

X

k1

xk1 �
X

k1< k2

(xk1 � xk2)+
X

k1< k2< k3

(xk1 � xk2 � xk3)� � � � + (�1)m � 1(x1 � x2 � � � � � xm )

= 2m � 1
� (x1 ^ x2 ^ � � � ^ xm )

with a grey-codesequence ofoperations.

Forsom e speci� c sm allvaluesofn (forn = 3,4,5,6,7,and 8),thisisthe m ost

e� cient technique that we are aware offor sim ulating arbitrary ^n� 1(U) gates as

wellas^n� 1(�x)gates;taking accountofm ergers(seeCorollary 6.2),thesim ulation

requires3� 2n� 1� 4^1(�x)’sand 2� 2n� 1 ^0’s.However,sincethisnum beris� (2n),the

sim ulation isvery ine� cientforlargevaluesofn.Fortherem ainderofthissection,

wefocuson theasym ptoticgrowth rateofthesim ulationswith respectton,and show

thatthiscan bequadraticin thegeneralcaseand linearin m any casesofinterest.

7.1 Linear Sim ulation of^n�2(�x)G ates on n-B it N etworks

Lem m a 7.2: Ifn � 5 and m 2 f3;:::;dn
2
eg then a ^m (�x)gate can be sim ulated

by a network consisting of4(m � 2)^2(�x)gatesthatisoftheform
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9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

h

t

t

t

t

t

=

h h

h h h h

h h h h

h h

t t

t t t t

t t t t

t t

t t t t

t t t t

t

t

t

t

(illustrated forn = 9 and m = 5).

Proof: Considerthegroup ofthe� rst7 gatesin theabovenetwork.Thesixth bit

(from thetop)isnegated i� the� rsttwo bitsare1,theseventh bitisnegated i� the

� rst three bits are 1,the eighth bit is negated i� the � rst fourbits are 1,and the

ninth bitisnegated i� the� rst� vebitsare1.Thus,thelastbitiscorrectly set,but

thethreepreceding bitsarealtered.Thelast5 gatesin thenetwork resetthevalues

ofthesethreepreceding bits.2

Note thatin thisconstruction and in the onesfollowing,although m any ofthe bits

notinvolved in thegateareoperated upon,thegateoperation isperform ed correctly

independentofthe initialstate ofthe bits(i.e.,they do nothave to be \cleared" to

0 � rst),and they are resetto theirinitialvaluesafterthe operationsofthe gate (as

in thecom putationswhich occurin [41]and [40]).Thisfactm akesconstructionslike

thefollowing possible.

Lem m a 7.3:Foranyn � 5,and m 2 f2;:::;n� 3ga^n� 2(�x)gatecan besim ulated

by a network consisting oftwo ^m (�x)gatesand two ^n� m � 1(�x)gateswhich isof

theform
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h

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

=

h h

h h

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

(illustrated forn = 9 and m = 5).

Proof: By inspection.2

C orollary 7.4:Onan n-bitnetwork(wheren � 7),a^n� 2(�x)gatecan besim ulated

by 8(n� 5)^2(�x)gates(3-bitTo�oligates),aswellasby 48n� 204basicoperations.

Proof: Firstapply Lem m a 7.2 with m 1 = dn
2
e and m 2 = n � m 1 � 1 to sim ulate

^m 1
(�x) and ^m 2

(�x) gates. Then com bine these by Lem m a 7.3 to sim ulate the

^n� 2(�x)gate.Then,each ^2(�x)gatein theabovesim ulation m ay besim ulated by

a setofbasicoperations(asin Corollary 6.2).W e� nd thatalm ostalloftheseTo� oli

gatesneed only to be sim ulated m odulo phase factorsasin Sec. 6.2;in particular,

only 4 oftheTo� oligates,theoneswhich involve thelastbitin thediagram above,

need to be sim ulated exactly according to the construction ofCorollary 6.2. Thus

these 4 gates are sim ulated by 16 basic operations,while the other8n � 36 To� oli

gatesare sim ulated in just6 basic operations. A carefulaccounting ofthe m ergers

of^0 gateswhich arethen possibleleadsto thetotalcountofbasicoperationsgiven

above.2

Theaboveconstructions,though asym ptoticallye� cient,requiresatleastone\extra"

bit,in thatan n-bitnetwork isrequired to sim ulatethe(n� 1)-bitgate^n� 2(�x).In
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thenextsubsection,weshallshow how toconstruct^n� 1(U)foran arbitrary unitary

U using a quadraticnum berofbasicoperationson an n-bitnetwork,which includes

then-bitTo� oligate n̂� 1(�x)asa specialcase.

7.2 Q uadratic Sim ulation ofG eneral^n�1(U)G ates on n-B it

N etworks

Lem m a 7.5: Forany unitary 2� 2 m atrix U,a ^n� 1(U)gatecan be sim ulated by

a network oftheform

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

U

=

h ht t

tt t

tt t

tt t

tt t

tt t

tt t

tt t

V VV y

(illustrated forn = 9),whereV isunitary.

Proof: Theproofisvery sim ilarto thatofLem m a 6.1,setting V so thatV 2 = U.2

C orollary 7.6: For any unitary U,a ^n� 1(U) gate can be sim ulated in term s of

� (n2)basicoperations.

Proof: This is a recursive application ofLem m a 7.5. Let Cn� 1 denote the cost

ofsim ulating a ^n� 1(U) (for an arbitrary U). Consider the sim ulation in Lem m a

7.5. The costofsim ulating the ^1(V )and ^1(V y)gatesis� (1)(by Corollary 5.3).

The costofsim ulating the two ^n� 2(�x)gatesis� (n)(by Corollary 7.4). The cost

ofsim ulating the ^n� 2(V ) gate (by a recursive application ofLem m a 7.5)is Cn� 2.
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Therefore,Cn� 1 satis� esa recurrenceoftheform

Cn� 1 = Cn� 2 + � (n);

which im pliesthatCn� 1 2 � (n2).2

In fact,we� nd thatusing thegate-counting m entioned in Corollary 7.4,thenum ber

ofbasicoperationsis48n2 + O (n).

Although Corollary 7.6 issigni� cantin thatitperm itsany n̂� 1(U)to besim ulated

with \polynom ialcom plexity",the question rem ains as to whether a subquadratic

sim ulation ispossible.Thefollowing isan 
 (n)lowerbound on thiscom plexity.

Lem m a 7.7: Any sim ulation ofa nonscalar^n� 1(U)gate(i.e.whereU 6= Ph(�)� I)

requiresatleastn � 1 basicoperations.

Proof: Considerany n-bitnetwork with arbitrarilym any 1-bitgatesand fewerthan

n � 1 ^1(�x) gates. Calltwo bits adjacent ifthere there is a ^1(�x) gate between

them ,and connected ifthere is a sequence ofconsecutively adjacent bits between

them .Sincetherearefewerthan n � 1 ^1(�x)gates,itm ustbepossibleto partition

the bitsinto two nonem pty setsA and B such thatno bitin A isconnected to any

bitin B.Thisim pliesthattheunitary transform ation associated with thenetwork is

oftheform A 
 B ,where A is2jA j-dim ensionaland B is2jBj-dim ensional.Since the

transform ation ^n� 1(U)isnotofthisform ,thenetwork cannotcom pute^n� 1(U).2

It is conceivable that a linear size sim ulation of^n� 1(U) gates is possible. Al-

though we cannot show this presently,in the rem aining subsections,we show that

som ething \sim ilar" (in a num ber ofdi� erent senses) to a linear size sim ulation of

^n� 1(U)gatesispossible.

7.3 LinearA pproxim ateSim ulation ofG eneral^n�1(U)G ates
on n-B it N etworks

D e�nition: W e say that one network approxim ates another one within " ifthe

distance(induced bytheEuclidean vectornorm )between theunitarytransform ations
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associated with thetwo networksisatm ost".

Thisnotion ofapproxim ation in the contextofreducing the com plexity ofquantum

com putations was introduced by Coppersm ith[33], and is usefulfor the following

reason. Suppose thattwo networks thatare approxim ately the sam e (in the above

sense)are executed with identicalinputsand theiroutputsare observed. Then the

probability distributionsofthe two outcom eswillbeapproxim ately thesam e in the

sense that,forany event,its probability willdi� er by atm ost 2" between the two

networks.

Lem m a 7.8: Forany unitary 2� 2 m atrix U and " > 0,a ^n� 1(U) gate can be

approxim ated within " by � (nlog(1
"
))basicoperations.

Proof: TheideaistoapplyLem m a7.5recursivelyasinCorollary7.6,buttoobserve

that,with suitable choices forV ,the recurrence can be term inated after� (log(1
"
))

levels.

SinceU isunitary,thereexistunitary m atricesP and D ,such thatU = P y� D � P

and

D =

 

eid1 0
0 eid2

!

whered1 and d2 arereal.eid1 and eid2 aretheeigenvaluesofU.IfVk isthem atrixused

in the kth recursive application ofLem m a 7.3 (k 2 f0;1;2;:::g)then itissu� cient

thatV 2
k+ 1 = Vk foreach k 2 f0;1;2;:::g. Thus,itsu� ces to setVk = P y � Dk � P,

where

D k =

 

eid1=2
k

0
0 eid2=2

k

!

;

foreach k 2 f0;1;2;:::g.Notethatthen

kVk � Ik2 = kP
y
� Dk � P � Ik2

= kP
y
� (Dk � I)� Pk2

� kP
y
k2 � kDk � Ik2 � kPk2

= kD k � Ik2
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� �=2k:

Therefore,iftherecursionisterm inatedafterk = dlog2(
�

"
)estepsthenthediscrepancy

between whatthe resulting network com putesand ^n� 1(U)isan (n � k)-bittrans-

form ation oftheform ^n� k� 1(Vk).Sincek^n� k� 1 (Vk)� ^n� k� 1(I)k2 = kVk � Ik2 �

�=2dlog2(
�

"
)e � ",thenetwork approxim ates^n� 1(U)within ".2

7.4 Linear Sim ulation in SpecialC ases

Lem m a 7.9: For any SU(2) m atrix W ,a ^n� 1(W ) gate can be sim ulated by a

network oftheform

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

W

=

h h

t t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

A B C

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

Proof: Theproofisvery sim ilarto thatofLem m a 5.1,referring to Lem m a 4.3.2

Com bining Lem m a 7.9 with Corollary 7.4,weobtain thefollowing.

C orollary 7.10: Forany W 2 SU(2),a ^n� 2(W )gate can be sim ulated by � (n)

basicoperations.

Asin Section 5,a noteworthy exam pleiswhen

W =

 

0 1
�1 0

!

= Ph(�
2
)� �y:
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In this case,we obtain a linear sim ulation ofa transform ation congruent m odulo

phaseshiftsto then-bitTo� oligate n̂� 1(�x).

7.5 LinearSim ulation ofG eneral^n�2(U)G ateson n-B itN et-
works W ith O ne B it Fixed

Lem m a 7.11: For any unitary U,a ^n� 2(U) gate can be sim ulated by an n-bit

network oftheform

0

t

t

t

t

t

t

t

U

=

0 h ht

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

t t

U

(illustrated forn = 9),where theinitialvalueofonebit(thesecond to last)is�xed

at0 (and itincursno netchange).

Proof: By inspection.2

Com bining Lem m a 7.11 with Corollary 7.4,weobtain thefollowing.

C orollary 7.12: Forany unitary U,a ^n� 2(U)gatecan besim ulated by � (n)basic

operationsin n-bitnetwork,where the initialvalue ofone bitis�xed and incursno

netchange.

Notethatthe\extra" bitabovem ay bereused in thecourseofseveralsim ulationsof

^m (U)gates.
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8 E� cient generalgate constructions

In this � naldiscussion we willchange the ground rules slightly by considering the

\basicoperation" to beany two-bitoperation.Thism ay orm ay notbea physically

reasonable choice in variousparticularim plem entationsofquantum com puting,but

forthem om entthisshould beconsidered asjusta m athem aticalconvenience which

willperm itusto addresssom ewhatm oregeneralquestionsthan theonesconsidered

above. W hen the arbitrary two-bit gate is taken as the basic operation,then as

we have seen,5 operationssu� ce to produce the To� oligate (recallLem m a 6.1),3

producetheTo� oligatem odulophases(weperm itam ergingoftheoperationsin the

construction ofSec. 6.2),and 13 can be used to produce the 4-bitTo� oligate (see

Lem m a 7.1).In no casedo wehavea proofthatthisisthem osteconom icalm ethod

forproducing each ofthese functions;however,form ostofthese exam pleswe have

com pelling evidence from num ericalstudy thatthesearein factm inim al[44].

In the course ofdoing these num ericalinvestigations we discovered a num berof

interestingadditionalfactsabouttwo-bitgateconstructions.Itisnaturaltoask,how

m any two-bitgatesarerequired toperform anyarbitrarythree-bitunitary operation,

ifthe two-bitgateswere perm itted to im plem entany m em berofU(4)? The answer

issix,asin thegatearrangem entshown here.

16

28

37

46

55

64

W e� nd an interesting regularity in how theU(8)operation isbuiltup by thisse-

quenceofgates,which issum m arized bythe\dim ensionalities"shown in thediagram .

The� rstU(4)operation has42 = 16freeangleparam eters;thisisthedim ensionality

ofthe space accessible with a single gate,asindicated. W ith the second gate,this

dim ensionality increasesonly by 12,to 28.Itdoesnotdoubleto 32,fortwo reasons.

First,there isa single globalphase shared by the two gates. Second,there isa set
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ofoperationsacting only on thebitshared by thetwo gates,which accountsforthe

additionalreduction of3. Form ally,thisissum m arized by noting that12 isthe di-

m ension ofthe cosetspace SU(4)/SU(2). The action ofthe third gate increasesthe

dim ensionality by another9 = 16� 1� 3� 3.9 isthe dim ension ofthe cosetspace

SU(4)/SU(2)�SU(2). The further subtraction by 3 results from the duplication of

one-bitoperationson both bitsofthe added gate. Atthispointthe dim ensionality

increasesbynineforeach succeedinggate,untilthedim ensionality reachesexactly64,

thedim ension ofU(8),atthesixth gate.In prelim inary testson four-bitoperations,

wefound thatthesam erulesfortheincreaseofdim ensionality applied.Thisperm its

usto m ake a conjecture,justbased on dim ension counting,ofa lowerbound on the

num beroftwo-bitgatesrequired to produce an arbitrary n-bitunitary transform a-

tion:
 (n)= 1

9
4n� 1

3
n� 1

9
.Itisclearthat\alm ostall"unitarytransform ationswillbe

com putationally uninteresting,sincethey willrequireexponentially m any operations

to im plem ent.

Finally,wem ention thatbycom biningthequantum gateconstructionsintroduced

herewith thedecom position form ulasforunitary m atricesasused by Reck al.[15],an

explicit,exactsim ulation ofany unitary operatoron n bitscan beconstructed using

a � nite num ber(� (n34n))oftwo-bitgates,and using no work bits. In outline,the

procedureisasfollows:Recketal.[15]notethataform ulaexistsforthedecom position

ofanyunitarym atrixintom atricesonlyinvolvingaU(2)operation actingin thespace

ofpairsofstates(notbits):

U = (
Y

x1;x22f0;1gm ; x1> x2

T(x1;x2))� D :

T(x1;x2)perform saU(2)rotationinvolvingthetwobasisstatesx1andx2,andleaves

allotherstatesunchanged;D isa diagonalm atrix involving only phasefactors,and

thuscan also bethoughtofasa productof2n� 1 m atriceswhich perform rotationsin

two-dim ensionalsubspaces.Using them ethodsintroduced above,each T(x1;x2)can

besim ulated in polynom ialtim e,asfollows:writea grey codeconnecting x1 and x2;

forexam ple,ifn = 8,x1= 00111010,and x2= 00100111:
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1 00111010 x1

2 00111011
3 00111111
4 00110111
5 00100111 x2

Operationsinvolving adjacentstepsin thisgrey coderequireasim plem odi� cation of

the^n� 1 gatesintroduced earlier.The (n � 1)controlbitswhich rem ain unchanged

arenotall1 asin ourearlierconstructions,butthey can bem adeso tem porarily by

theappropriateuseof\NOT" gates(̂ 0(�x))beforeand aftertheapplication ofthe

^n� 1 operation.Now,thedesired T(x1;x2)operation isconstructed asfollows:� rst,

perm utestatesdown through thegreycode,perform ingtheperm utations(1,2),(2,3),

(3,4),... (m -2,m -1). These num bersreferto the grey code elem entsasin the table

above,wherem ,thenum berofelem entsin thegreycode,is5in theexam ple.Each of

theseperm utationsisaccom plished by am odi� ed n̂� 1(�x).Second,thedesired U(2)

rotation isperform ed byapplyingam odi� ed n̂� 1(U)involvingthestates(m � 1)and

(m ).Third,theperm utationsareundonein reverseorder:(m -2,m -1),(m -3,m -2),...

(2,3),(1,2).

Thenum berofbasicoperationstoperform allthesestepsm aybeeasilyestim ated.

Each T(x1;x2)involves2m � 3 (m odi� ed) n̂� 1 gates,each ofwhich can bedonein

� (n2)operations.Sincem ,thenum berofelem entsin thegrey codesequence,cannot

exceed n + 1,the num ber ofoperations to sim ulate T(x1;x2) is � (n3). There are

O (4n)T’sin theproductabove,so thetotalnum berofbasic operationsto sim ulate

any U(2n)m atrix exactly is� (n34n).(Thenum berofstepstosim ulatetheD m atrix

is sm aller and does not a� ect the count.) So,we see that this strict upper bound

di� ersonlyby apolynom ialfactor(which likely can bem adebetterthan n3)from the

expected lowerbound quoted earlier,so thisReck procedure isrelatively \e� cient"

(ifsom ething which scalesexponentially m ay beterm ed so).A seriousproblem with

this procedure is that it is extrem ely unlikely,so far as we can tell,to provide a

polynom ial-tim e sim ulation ofthose specialU(2n)which perm itit,which ofcourse

are exactly the ones which are ofm ost interest in quantum com putation. It still
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rem ains to � nd a truly e� cient and usefuldesign m ethodology for quantum gate

construction.
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