arxXiv:0811.4245v1 [quant-ph] 26 Nov 2008

Globally controlled universal quantum computation with arbitrary subsystem dimension
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We introduce a scheme to perform universal quantum comipatat quantum cellular automata (QCA)
fashion in arbitrary subsystem dimension (not necesshnilie). The scheme is developed over a one spatial
dimensionN-element array, requiring only mirror symmetric logicateding and global pulses. A mechanism
using ancillary degrees of freedom for subsystem specifasomement is also presented.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 03.67.Lx

Quantum computation involves control at some level of aable in the literatureq].
large number of quantum subsystems. The traditional ¢ircui The paper is organized as follows: in Sege review some
based approach s to have a set of subsystems for storing quanathematical results on bases for the operator spaceypartic
tum information, denoted g-sites, which are fully addregsa larly exploring a Hermitian basis so that we can obtain uni-
not only individually but in subsetd]. It is known that uni-  versal QC through gates generated by physically accessible
versal quantum computation is possible, independent of subHamiltonians. In Sed. we develop our scheme and show how
system dimension, when arbitrary single g-site unitarie$ a certain sequences of global pulses plus a natural timeatép,
2-g-site entangling gates are available §]. Yet addressing ing on a N-site array with a mirror-symmetric logical encod-
individual subsystems in large arrays is extremely chghen ing, can generate single site arbitrary unitary gates akasgel
ing and can impose significant errors due to miss-alignmemearest neighbor entangling gates and thus achieve ualivers
of the fields which unintentionally act on neighbors to the ta quantum computation in a quantum cellular automata fashion
get (cross-talk) or miss the target. Thus as a mean to avoid Ihput and output of information into the array is discussed i
another option appeared: global control schenigs,[6]. Seclll and we conclude with a summary of the results.

The philosophy behind global control is to reduce the in-
teraction with the array of g-sites to require only globalma
nipulation, implemented for instance through global fi¢ids
mogeneously coupled with all g-sites. In general such dloba ) ) .
control schemes require a natural evolution (time stepffer | € State spaces for discrete and continuous g-sites are
array, and tailored sequences of global pulses which aens| qualitatively different as unitary operators on the;e spac
physical asymmetries in the array into control of particula € generated by the algebras(d) and polynomials in
sites or, equivalently, chronological control into spadan- 1% P, 1} respectively where the canonical commutation rela-
trol. When the resultant evolution is a set of gates whicloact 10N [0, P| = ifis satisfied. Motivated by results in Refl]]
small neighborhoods in parallel, this is also a quantunutzll W€ can chose a set of generators for single g-site guantum
automata (QCA) model. The models for global control havedates using Hermitian counterparts of Weyl pairs \_/vhlch sat-
been so far concerned only with qubits [, however with isfy the the commutation relations of the _generallzed I_Daull
the development of higher dimensional computational meodel9roUp for qudits and the Weyl representation of the Heisen-
(using qudit computation and continuous variables(C\§oal P€"d commutation relation for CVs.
called qunat computation) that show advantages in terms of
efficiency and robustness]| the natural direction is to find a
way to implement such models in a globally controlled fash-
ion.

I. SINGLE QUSITE QC

A. The qudit case ( finite)

_ . . , The state space for a single qudit# = span.{|j)}{_3
The aim of this paper is to develop such a model in oneyq since the global phase is irrelevant, unitary gateslare e

tspati?)l_tdilfg]ensi(;)n, ins;;ired tl)ty a prelvikcJ)u”s protct)co”I rg&ttdc ments of the grouf®U (d). A unitary operator basis on this
o qubits ] and recent results on globally controlled trans- : . _ ¢d-1

port of qudits and qunat§]. The main technical difficulty is space 'S{Z(ff‘)fﬁ?'a’b E_Zd} w.h_ereX = 250 |S+_1> <_S|’
the presence of more complex phases that appear in higher @0dZ = S g€ d°[s) (s| with additional modulal satisfying
mensions, in contrast with tHe, —1} phase in the qubit case, X%=1=Z¢. We adopt the notatioXi(a) = X2 andZ(b) = z".

and solving equations for discrete variables which are ddfin The group commutator &(b)X (a) = e%ﬂabx(a)z(b), How-
modulo the dimensiod of the logical g-site under consider- ever if we are to perform quantum gates generated by Hamil-
ation. Fortunately, inq] we developed most of the tools we tonians we require a Hermitian basissaf{d) such as the fol-
will need as well as revising some of the known results availiowing,

B(a,b) = €%bX(a)Z(b)+e %bZ(—b)X(-a)
= cog@ap)(X(a)Z(h) +Z(—b)X(-a)) (1)

*E-mail: gpazsil@ics.mg.edu.au + sin((pab)l (X(a)Z(b) — Z(—b)X(—a))


http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.4245v1

where @, p = /4 + mab/d. Since the two Hermitian sum-  within {1t 1t}.
mands commute we can write an arbitrary unitary 8J (d) Since the terms inside the argument of the exponential com-

as mute we can apply then a product of exponentials and truncate
U — nggioeiaaibcos((paib)(x(a)Z(b)+Z(fb)X(fa)) at somenmay to approximate a polynomial ig:
abSiNGap) (X (@)Z(b)Z(~B)X(~a)) (2)
~ Nomax - Nemax ~
iaf(dL) ~ o fo(n) sinng jofe 4
where then,, are real numbers (note the presenceof 1 () |_|1 g folmsinmd. |_|1 g/ fel cosd
) n= n=

independent real parameters). It follows that if we can per-

1
formeki 2 (X(@)Z(b)£Z(-b)X(~2)) for somex, then we are able

to construct an arbitrary unitary. where fg) (n) is the discrete cosine(sine) Fourier transform

of f(G.) [15]. Given the ability to generate an arbitrary qubic
polynomial ing and a quadric polynomial ip,; it is possi-
B. The CV case ( — ) ble using the Lie-Trotter theorem to generate any polynbmia
f(GL, pL) [3]. This allows us to have then the same results
in the standard phase space, namely Hamiltonians and their
respective eigenstates written in terms of the mgwp, co-
ordinates. Alternatively one could directly span the any or
Z(0) = €99 and X(B) = e PP 3) der polynomial as an expansion of sine and cosines. Thus,
’ in principle, universal single qunat gates with arbitracga
satisfvinaZ(a )X (B) = dBX(B)Z(a) which is the Wevl rep- 'acy are viable in thg—L,L} domain with currently physi-
resezat%n( 03‘ tfgg)Heisenbgz} érgup (havinglset 173_/ Wg cally .achi_evable Hamiltonians. Thus to approximat(_e a ganer
can fix a computational basis)) satisfying the relations Hamiltonian we must be able to construct Hamiltonians of the

Z(a)|q) = €%9|q) and X(B)|q) = |q+B). Unitaries gener- [OrM @ X(@2(0)r2(bX(=2)) or ei(_x(a>z(b>7z_(7b>x(7a>>' To do
ated by the set of Hermitian operators corresponding to th&° We start from the elements ir)(now if we can also per-
real and imaginary parts f(8)Z(a) can be constructed, and fprm globald(@+P)% rotations we can induce the transforma-
in Ref. [11] itis argued that such gates are universal for singletion
CV computation. To elucidate this point, consider the ugita
evolutions obtained using the gate library

{gacosxp gbsinuxp gccosd gdsinedy g h o deR (4)

The state space for a single qunattgy = £L?(R). Con-
sider the following operators on this space:

§ — §cosw+ psinw
p — —gsinw+ pcosw
we shall argue that this components are enough to have sin- PP P _ .
gle qunat universal computation i.e. are enough to genera@d thuse (@ P odacosBag(a™+p)w — dacosaatbp) with

any Hamiltonian evolution. The core of the argument is a re&,b € Z, choosing coe = a/v/a? + b?, sinw = b/v/a? + b?,

sult from functional analysis1}] which shows that the set and p = va?+b? Similarly, conjugating evolution gen-
{sinnx,cosnx} is a basis for the functions space, in particularerated by sifd) we can obtaing®sin(@+bp) Hence

to the polynomials space. using the fact that those evolutions commute and that
X(@)Z(b) + Z(-b)X(-a) = 2(0O(¢*®)cos(ap+bg) —
O(é®)sin(ap+bg)) and X(a)Z(b) — Z(-b)X(—a) =
2(0(é®) cos(ap+bg) + O(€®)sin(ap+bg)) we can
construct any unitaryU = 3X@Z(B)+Z(-b)X(-a)) of

It follows then that we can approximate any Hamiltonian iny — g*(X(@(b)-Z(-b)X(-a)) ' For universal qunat computation,

g andp through a convenient sequence of basis elements aghe authors in Ref.q] showed that it suffices to have arbitrary
tions, or products of sums, with arbitrary accuracy. Howeve Sing|e qunat gates and at least linear Coup"ng‘ ibetween

this ability comes at a cost, we are able to reproduce the fungunats. Hence we confirm the argument in Ref] |
tion only within a domaif{ —L,L}, and then it starts repeating

itself effectively making the phase space periaglie §+nL,
p = p+mL’ for someL,L’ and alln,m, allowing us to define
periodic coordinateg, p..

f(x)=Co+ i Cncosnx+ Dy sinnx, Vf(x) (5)
n=1

In summary, to implement a universal scheme for quan-
tum computation, we will need to be able to apply the set
of operators ) on any sites, and furthermore we need an
entangling gate between at least nearest neighfsnss+ 1}.

G,p — Gu.pL In the following section we shall explore a QCA scheme on
a6l —i & BT i a 1— D lattice with N-sites, where using only global pulses
&P =1 — [G,p]= we can achieve the required addressability for arbitrary di

mension () elements. Most of our calculations are equiva-
lent as we are mainly using the algebraic and transformation
dod _ eiqz;ozl(fzﬁl)”)gnnq properties of theZ (u)X(v) operator_sz,nthus a unified nota;ion
Z(WX(v) = "X (v)Z(u) where{ = €d for finited and{ =€

for CV, is in order.

In this way we would have, for instance

X o _om2r2—6) (-1 . .
eiaqﬁ . elaznzl(a"—ngM)smnqL



II. UNIVERSAL COMPUTATION WITH GLOBAL (@)

CONTROL
datachain @ [ ) [ ] [ ] [ ) ®
Inspired in the scheme developed by Raussenddrivg o e Nﬁ"l’(')gi:g‘;f‘s'n“:*es o .
generalize it to arbitrary dimension. Anticipating theuks acilaychan 5 5 g @ @O O

for readout

of the the paper we shall fix at this point a mirror-invariant
encoding of the initial state, effectively turning E@) (nto

a single logical site gate. We will encodé logical g-sites
into N physical sites, the mirror symmetric encoding leads us > © 0o o 0 ©

to two somewhat similar encodings dependiniylifs odd or e st
even. IfN is odd we can encodkl = % logical g-sites, ‘o o O O o O

while if N is even we can encodd = N/2 g-sites i.e.N g- ‘ '

sites encode¢N/2| logical g-sites. More specifically we do (0)

this by mappingp1,_..m — P1,...M @ Xmiddle ® Pm,....1, Where site, —[F1—AT AT - a
- . . . . g-site, [F] [F]

the Xmiddle contains no encoded information and is dropped if

N is even. ancilla, | ; v

We start recalling the step operaibifor arbitrary dimen-
sion introduced in{] for a N-elements chain,

N N-1
T=[1F"[]Czi
Jll ! il:l H+l FIG. 1: (a) The architecture consists of a chaimNgbhysical g-sites
encodingM logical g-sites (shown here f&t even) in a mirror sym-

whereF; is the Fourier gate acting on elemen(satisfying metric pattern, i.e. identifying sitewith site N+ 1—1. To perform

4 _ L ; _readout, an ancillary g-site (another qudit or another Cyfrele of
F*=1) andCZ1 is the generalized control phase gate be freedom) is associated with each data g-site shown hererastlzea

Hg ; e 1 cd-1
tween sites andi+ 1. For quditsFj = =755 {"|1); (S parallel chain, though the ancillary and data g-sites magpiagially
andCZ; i1 = zzfijzi ® Z1 while for CV, F = d3(@+p?) gng  co-located. The ancillary g-sites are initializedop™". (b) A circuit
CZii1 — @li®it1, Henceforth, all operations are global so for executing the SWAP gate between data and ancillaryes-sit|o-
- N 1 . N-1pAo cationd andN+1—1. We require the ability to execute a global gate
V\{e_ writeF = I__Ij:1 I:J' an_dCZ =[li=1 CZ!-"H' The compo- CZy 5 between the two chains, where we recall that the global swap
sition F2TN*1 is a reflection about the middle on the state of gate can be executed througZ and globalF gates. Also note that

anN-element chaing]. Consider the operator, the remaining sites, on which ogate is performed, undergo trivial
5 evolution. Finally, the required sites are swapped and wepea-
Te = P(ent1)TP(en)TP(en-1)...TP(g0) form a global measurement on the ancillary chain to readmgital
= P(ensa)(T P(EN)Tfl)(TZP(sN,l)T’Z) g-sitel. The process can be repeated subsequently for the remaining

N (NATTN1 sites. Note that only global operations/measurementssa@. u
(TN P(g0) T )T
N+1 _
[ Plent1-m)(MTN =TT
m=0

is then a unitary generated by(u)Z(v) + (X (u)Z(v))" on site

| and its mirror image only. Here whetev € {0,...,d — 1}

for the qudit case and R for the CV case. Before proceeding

with the calculation it is worthwhile giving some motivatito

Via,uvl) = (szg)*l |—| e—iB/Z(X(u)Z(v)+(X(u)Z(v))T) such claim: if one does the calculation for some short chain,
j

whereP(gs) = ®@N ; Xi(—¢s)Zi (&), and also the following ac-
tion

say 6 qudits (or qunats), and sees how a homogeR¢e)s
evolves using the time step introduced @ ¢ne realizes that
every site (and the mirrored position) ends up with a differ-

= i T
(FZTg) |—| e 1B/2(X(WZV)+(X(WZ(v)")
! ent element of the Clifford group, and thus a Clifford operat

= (F Z'EFZ) -1 |—| e IB/2X(WZWV)+(X(WZ(v)T) commuting with such time-evolved operator will gain a diffe
j ent phase which will depend on the particular site of therchai
(FZfFZ) B/2(X(W)Z(V) + (X(WZ(V) ) it is acting_. This was first e_xploited for qubits if][ Note
€ |T| also that given the overall mirror symmetry of our protoedl,

most we only neeel;, ..., €n1)/2 t0 be non-vanishing.

To show this explicitly we must perform the direct calcula-
tion, so first we introduce a convenient notation for our Clif

for somel, where we have defineti(j,1) = & + 8jn 1.1, ford operators and their efvolutlon.' | .

the symmetric delta function. Here we have used the fact that The operatorA(t) = (' ®;X*Z% can be written as
for mirror symmetric operators (which is the only kind used A(t) = "Mtz with a= (Xa,2a) = (X1, ... XN, Z1, ..., 2n). In this
in our control) F2TN*1 acts as the identity. The overall result notation, 5 Ty = {*% %% 1; 14, and the evolution is given

_! M o/ 2XWZM)+XWZ(V) By (6)
J



by A. The solution:
T:Alt) — Alt+1) o )
At) — At+1)=Cal) Rather than try finding an elaborated numerical formula we
shall follow the behavior for sample cases and from themrinf
ft) — flt+1)=f(t)—(Zt)-X(t) +X(t) LX) the result, in fact the elements we depict are equivalerike t
whereL (s, S, ... ST = (22, %,....5v,0)T, and window of the...,N/2+£2 N/2+1,N/2 steps of a N element
chain. Lets initially consider the even N case (eMj= 8),
0100..00 with the notation-vx+ uz = f,
1010..00
N 01010..0 [ S |99 9 |S |9
C_<—|N O)’r_ S () x(t) || =110 1 01070
x(t)||-1|-1{ 0| 0|0
0 001 01 X3(t) —1l—=1|-=11 0 0
0 00010 xat)|| -1 -1|-1]|-1] 0
It is straightforward then to compute, usigig= € ,1) for xs(t)|| -1/ -1{-1/-110
Ny g p =& (-1,1) xet) | -1|-1|-1| 0 |0
’ _ _ x7(t)||-1|-1{ 0| O |O
F2(Te) F2[X(u)Z(v)], F?(Te) F2 et)= | xt)|-1]{0]0|0|0]| =
_ N+1 zt)[{1(1]0|0]0
= F3(T) ' X(—wZ(-v)], [] Plens1-m) (M)F? M) 1]1]1|0]0
m=0 nt)f1(1]1|1]0
_ ZN+1 C"‘EN+1 m] [Cm—‘ENJF]_,m]z‘) X(WZ(V 8 Z4(t) 1 1 1 1 1
- XWZW)- @) i A EA R
This equation shows us that we can analyze the situation for a )| 11]1|1]0
pulse at a single timm. We can ask ourselves what happens zZt)|11]1]0]0
when we apply a pulse on time stép+ 1 — m: the phase L zt)|| 1| 1]0|0|0]
factor in @)
g VICTEN 1y +UICTEN 1 nly S S St S S |S]
f1(t) || (u+v u 0 0 0
_ vaEN+1fm(m)]x| —U[EN+1-m(m—1)]x (9) figtg EU-FV; (U+v) u 0 0
— V(O mN=1)—6(1—m-1))—teN e+ m-N-2)-8(1—m)) f3(t) || (u+Vv) | (u+V)|(u+v)| u |0
f= fat) || (u+V) | (U+V)| (U+V)|(u+V)| U
To get (10), we have used thad(t + 1) = (X(t + 1), Z(t + fs(t) || (U+Vv) | (U+V)| (U+V)| (u+Vv)| u
1)) = (TX(t) +Z(t),—X(t)) which with the boundary condition fo(t) || (u+Vv)| (U+Vv)|(u+v)| u |O
(X(0),2(0)) = (—1,1) yields f2(t) || (u4+v) [ (u+v)| u 0 0
X(t)]) =0(1 +t—N—1)— (I —t—1). (10) L fe(t) || (u+Vv)| u 0 0 |0]

This means that a pulse in tié-+ 1 — minduces the trans- It is important to discriminate at this point between CV and
formation the qudit case: when we hag& thene can only take values

Nelm _ within {0,d — 1} for the qudit case and R for CV. On CV
X(WZv) — & “X(uZ(v) forsites{mN+1—m}, our calculations are quite simple as we have such freedam tha
= VX (U)Z(v)  for sites in[m+ 1,N — m, We can choose = 211/ (u+v) such thag [£S] — Z&(B1+n-11)
(turning § into aR), however in the qudit case it is not al-
ways possible. Nevertheless we can choose to apply pulses
Our task is then to find a set of pulses which can generatin different time-steps with different intensities (valofe) to
actions on sitesandN +1—1 only. During our calculationwe get the desired result and thus in our example,
found it helpful to write a sample vector for every time step.
Before proceeding we introduce some notation: we will call Ra(u) = S4=u(4+3s)
ai-plateauM;(r) , a vector with equal non-vanishing compo- Rs(U?) = uSs— (u+V)Sy = u?(83 + )
nelrllts k.Jetwekelgl Eo)wandN +t1_ |.:)hnly, adld|t|onally_whg W|III Ro(l) = U2Sp— (U+V)(USs—VSy) = U3(8; + &7)
call ani-peak,Ri(r) as a vector with equal non-vanishing ele-
ments on sitesandN + 1 — monly. ThusM;(r) — Mi1(r) = Ri(UY) = 18— (U+V)(-U’S — WS+ V&) = u* (31 + Bg)
Ri(r), Mi(r) = Mi(ar) andM;(r) + Mi(r') = Mi(r +1'). So (11)
not to get the main argument lost in the subsequent section 5
want to restate what we seek: the problem is solved if we fir:li?
a set of pulses reproducing apeak for anyi as then Eq.|)
follows. Thus showing that universal Quantum computatio
is possible in a QCA fashion. We now proceed to show the
solution. Ry ) =us 1§ —uS 1S ) = S V(& 14+ i1 i)

— X(uZ(v) otherwise.

w this wouldn’t be successful iff =d modd for some
€{1,2,...,N/2}. However if such is the case then our anal-
sis can be simplified and choosing convenient intensities w
ould have, say® = d,
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Now the odd N case, executed on the middle g-site (which holds no information),
e.gu—v=0 modd;u+v=0 modd, they can still be per-

S |[9)S99 [ |S formed on the rest of the chain, i.e. the computationallyval
xi(t)[[-1] 0 | O[O0 |0 able g-sites. Heré andk are not completely freely chosen.
X(t)||-1]-1 0] 00 Recall for CV,Z = € and for qudits, = €29, The parameter
xa(t)||-1{-1/-1] 0 | O K is a function ofu andv determined by solving the equa-
X(t)|| -1|-1|-1]-1]1 tions above, and is integer for qudits but can be real for CV.
x(t)[|-1]-1|-1] 0 | O From (6), we would needN/2] + 1 — mnon-vanishing pulses
Xe(t)||-1]-1/ 0] 0|0 to construct amrpeak Rm), which leads to a total number
et)= | x(t)]|-110)0]0|0 = 4(N +2) + [§] — 2mglobal operations. Solving the equations
z(t)| 111701070 system for particular values ofandv simplifies the problem
pt)|1{1]1]0]|0 alot and thus the number of global operations needed, &.g. fo
zU1]1)171)0 v=0,R(U)=S-S;1
M) 11111
)| 11110
zt)111]1]0|0 B. Summary
zt)| 1] 1|0|0]|0
_ i In the previous subsection we have shown that we are able
S S Si > Ss St to performV(a,u,v,I) and thus for whatever the value of
() || (u+v)| U 0 0 0 K(u,Vv) we can run the protocol twice to either eliminate or re-
fa(t) || (u+V) [ (u+Vv)| U 0 0 inforce the HamiltoniartX (u)Z(v) + Z(v)™X (u)™) noting that
f— | BOUFV) UtV (u+v)] u 0 1-7¢—7 % eRand0(ZX - %) = 0. This allow us then
fa(t) || (U+V)| (U+V) | (U+V) [ (U+V) | —V+u to apply any element of our operator basis on any logica] site
fs(t) || (U+V)| (u+V) [ (u+v)| U 0 thus achieving single qudit (qunat) arbitrary unitaries h@ive
fo(t) || (U+V)| (u+Vv)| U 0 0 complete universal quantum computation we only need now
L 7O [ (u+v)] u 0 0 O 1 the ability to perform localizable entangling gates.
- - - To do so we can use a similar methodology to the one used
This case follows a similar recipe, in [6] for qubits. We can add0) qudits (qunats) as ancil-
Riv—u) =S4 las betwee_n logical sites, prese_rving the mi_rror symmefry o
Ra(U(v—u)) = (V—uS— (U+V)S the encodlng and thus preserving our previous results, such
Ro(U2(V—U)) =U(V—U)Sp+ (V+U)(—(V— u)S+VSy) that a T-conjugated .TT><+(S)iTT*1 = X(9)i-1®Z(=9)i ®
Rl(u3(v— u) = uz(v_ WSt + (V+u)[—u(v—u)S X(S)i+1 —i— XT(s)i—1 (}2 Z $—S)i ® XT(s)i+1 yields an effective
+V(V—U)S— V2. logical e *1°%i+3%*%i1) (or entangling gate (d®) is sta-
N ) bilized byZ(s)).
Now the critical case is wheu’(v—u) =0 modd for some An alternate and more efficient way of implementing the
s, however if that is the case then entangling gate is the following: we perform the sequence to
Ro(US (v —U)) = U L(v— U)S — 0> T (v—U)S 1. execute aiX " (u) rotation on logical site onel@X(W+X(h1,

then a time-shift
as long asvy —u # 0 modd. Whenu =v modd then we
have the need of a global pul§g, which wasn’t needed in
previous cases to be able to generaté'%]—peak, which is ) ) .
the main point to construct the rest of i-peaks, in our case wéreates the required entangling gate between nearest-neigh

Tma(X(W+X W) 1p-m _, daZWmeX(Wm:1+ZWheX )k, )

would have then that bors. Note that this method does not need the é&jrancil-
las, therefore reducing the overall number of gates neesled t
2R(U) = +2(S+S5—-) perform two g-site entangling gate.
S To show that this gate is enough for universal quantum com-
Rs(u) = Sg—2R4(u) . :
Ry(U) = S 2Ra(U) — 2Rs(U putation we can just follow the argument i for CV. For the
2(U) = Sp— 2Ruy(u) — 2Rs(u) gudit case we follow Ref.7], wherein the authors show that
Ri(u) = S—2(Ru+Rs+Ry) if one has a gate set consisting of arbitrary single qudit uni

This shows that we can always find a set of pulses such th%\?ﬂekf ingei ?j(rlf[)e \\,IVVE.IEE ;sag;aﬁg(]e(;nal i the computationashas!

V(a,uvl) = njeia/Z((HK)X WZV)+(1-2 ) (X(-W)Z(-v) HA(j)
= da/2(1-cog@)) (X(WZ(V)+Z(-V)X(—u))A(],])
e 1asin(@i(X(U)Z(v)~Z(-V)X(-w)A(j.1) then this suffices for exactly universal quantum computa-
(12) tion. Exact universality means that any unitary evolution
with cog@) = 0[C¥] so that all logical sites can be manip- can be obtained by a finite sequence of gates, as opposed
ulated at will. Note that while some operations may not beto a dense of set of unitaries that cover the group. At our

= —

Bjk+ Bpq # Bjqg+Opk, mod 2t for somej,k, p,q, (13)
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disposal we havélxx = S EX X X ) (modulo sin-  anancilla chain initialized in th@) state and (ii) demand that
gle g-site unitaries), so we can have it's Fourier conjudate W& can let the two chains (computational and ancilla) irera
Usy — i(Z[i]®Z[i+1]+Z[Ti]®Z[Ti+1]) hich h ot |k — through eCZ gate (site of the main computational chain with
2z =€ which has an actiolzz|jk) = sitej of the ancilla chain for all site§. With such conditions
g2co% UK k). Thus (13 turns into cogl'(j+k) +  we can execute a swap gate between the d-sftboth chains,
cosZ(p+q) # cosZ(j +q) +cosZF(p+k) mod 2t sofor SWapy.a = (Fy © Fa)CZaa(Fy " @ Fyt)CZaa(Fy ' @ Fyh)
j = —k=1 and—p = q= swe verify that as shown in Figll. We have assumed that the ancillary CVs
are prepared in thi) state which aret+1 eigenstates of the
Z(s) operators. Such states are infinitely squeezed position
eigenstates and are not physical (i.e. not normalizable. W
can however achieve highly squeezed states by physically al
lowed global operations perhaps using the assistance of the
associated data CV. Examples of such protocols includgusin
using extremely short pulses of a standing wave poteritigl [
confining the spatial degree of freedom of the CV as demon-
strated using trapped atoms in optical dipole potentiai [

hReadout. O(I |nforg1at|on in the Cham car_lllbe done ';:hn ar" We have considered here another chain, but we have pur-
chitecture independent manner using auxiliary statesson e posely chosen only one of the chains to be capable of univer-

subsystem. F'rSt_ we consider the case of quditinfte). We sally controllable such that we can also think of every g-sit
employ two ancillary levels per subsystem, a lej&l that having two degrees of freedom, e.g. an oscillatoy andx,

fcan be_ coherer_ltly coupled tc& at Ie?]St cl)ne ?)fhthe otmﬂslr— but considering that g-sites can only be coupled though bne o
ormation carrying states and another lej@l that couples the degrees of freedom.

to the statga) but none of the information carrying states.
The statele) should couple to environmental degrees to al-
low measurement by a classical readout and could represent,

e.g. an optically excited state of an atom which decays emit- IV.  CONCLUSIONS
ting photons. High efficiency measurement of population in

state |a) is possible if there is a closed cycling transition |5 conclusion we have designed a protocol for univer-
@) <+ |e). To realize measurement on any qudit we simplysa| quantum computation with global operations for sub-
adapt the formalism above but with all th¢ andZ; opera-  systems encoding arbitrary finite or continuous variables.
tors acting on thel +1 dimensional subsystem spanned byThe data is stored in a mirror symmetric state oNesub-
{10);,12)j,-.-/d—=1);,[a);}. Then to measure population in systems encoding/l g-sites aligned in one spatial dimen-
the logical stated — k); of the qudit located at positionwe  sion. The overall requirements in our scheme are: (i) global
apply the operatoXX, so that only the qudit located at site nearest neighbor€Z gates, (i) global Fourier pulses, (iii)
i could have amplitude in afa) state and then apply a uni- global P(ey,) = X(—¢€)Z(¢g) pulses (iv) the set of Hamilto-
form pulse to couplda) — |e) and observe the presence of nians{(J[X(a)Z(b)]}. For quantum computation with CV,
absence of a classical measurement output. By compositiatondition (i) is met with the homogenous couplitty =
of these operations readout on any computational stateecan ly; 5N ;g @ g41; condition (i) with H = g2 TN 4 (¢ + p?);
performed. condition (iii) is met withH = 3V, g3(qi + pi), and condition
For measurement of CVs we could employ an additionaljy) is met with Hamiltonians from the settoswg, sinwg}

degree of freedom per particle. Say we encode information ifvith w € R. We have also proposed a general scheme for
the x harmonic oscillator mode, and we have access to conreadout using only global operations/measurements.

trol on ay harmonic oscillator mode initially prepared in the

vacuum state for readout. The idea is to swap the state of the

x mode (the data) of one CV into ifsmode (the ancilla) and

perform a global tomographic measurement on moments of Acknowledgments
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2 # Zcos@ for s —1, modd.

Thus we have universal quantum computation.
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