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Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) is one of the most useful techniques for
analyzing data in linear algebra. SVD decomposes a rectangular real or complex
matrix into two orthogonal matrices and one diagonal matrix. In this work we
introduce a new approach to improve the preciseness of the standard Quantum
Fourier Transform. The presented Quantum-SVD algorithm is based on the
singular value decomposition mechanism. While the complexity of the proposed
scheme is the same as the standard Quantum Fourier Transform, the precision of
the Quantum-SVD approach is some orders higher. The Quantum-SVD approach
also exploits the benefits of quantum searching.
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1 Introduction

Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT) is a fundamental transformation in quantum
information processing®®4+161826  QFT transformation samples the states of the
input quantum register at equally-spaced angles. Non-uniform QFT transformation
samples the input states of the quantum register at non-equally-spaced angles, and
as a result, the QFT coefficients can also contain unevenly sampled angles. QFT
transformation, using non-uniformly spaced or unequal angle intervals is equivalent
to the classical QFT transformation, without the limitations of equally spaced
angle intervals. Non-uniform QFT transformation can be applied to compute the
equally spaced QFT angle intervals.

We propose a Quantum-SVD based approach for the computation of Quantum
Fourier Transformation of non-uniform angles. The proposed Quantum algorithm
interpolates the non-uniform angles of non-uniformly distributed states in the
Fourier domain. In the proposed Quantum-SVD approach, first the non-uniform
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angles are sampled and the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the sampled
angles is then computed. The left singular vectors corresponding to the singular
values that are not close to zero are used to interpolate the non-uniform angles at
all intervals. The quantum states are not sampled at equally spaced intervals;
hence the non-uniform angles are not necessarily on the unit intervals.

1.1 Motivation

The uniformly sampled angles of ordinary QFT can be computed from unevenly
sampled angles. The non-uniform QFT is the same as the classical QFT
transformation, however in this case the quantum register is sampled at unequally
spaced, irregular angle intervals. The non-uniform QFT first applies an ordinary
QFT transformation on the input quantum register to get the ordinary QFT
coefficients, on regularly spaced angle intervals. Using the ordinary QFT
coefficients with regularly spaced angle intervals, the angle-space representation of
the state of the input quantum register can be interpolated to find the values at
the desired angle intervals. The interpolation only produces an approximation of
the coefficients at these angle intervals, the precision of the approximation depends
on the length of the input quantum register, and the spacing of the angle
intervals'?. The non-uniform QFT angle in the interval between two uniform QFT
angles is approximated by a set of orthogonal vectors, using singular value
decomposition.

In Fig. l.a. we illustrated the uniform equally spaced angle intervals of
ordinary QFT, and the interval between two uniform QFT angles.

ry

We show the vectors of e N for y=20,...,.N —1. In Fig. 1.b. the ordinary,
equally spaced QFT angles are denoted by grey dots, the non-uniform QFT angle
in the interval between two uniform QFT angles is denoted by the grey area with
black dot and dashed arrow. In our Quantum-SVD approach, the non-uniform
QFT angle in the interval between two uniform QFT angles will be approximated
by a set of orthogonal vectors.
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Fig. 1. Uniform equally spaced angle intervals of ordinary QFT (a), and a non-uniform QFT angle in

the interval between two uniform QFT angles (b).

The Quantum-SVD algorithm is a novel approach for the computation of the
Quantum Fourier Transformation of non-uniformly distributed states. In the
proposed Quantum-SVD algorithm, the ordinary QFT transformation is applied to
the scale input quantum register, and then the state of input quantum register is
scaled according to a small set of vectors. In the final step, the QFT coefficients
referring to the same angle are combined.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sections II and III, we discuss the basic
properties of quantum information processing and QFT, plus the main elements of
the singular value decomposition based approximation set. In Section IV, we
present the proposed Quantum-SVD algorithm. In Section V, we analyze the
precision of the algorithm, and compare the results with classical QFT. Finally, in
Section VI, we conclude the results.

1.2 Problem statement

Before we start to discuss the proposed Quantum-SVD approach, we give the
classical analogy to Quantum-SVD algorithm by a brief overview. Using the
classical analogy, in many classical applications the data is sampled on a non-
uniform grid, preferably non-uniformly spaced points in the frequency domain. In
these cases, we can use a generalization of the DFT known as the non-uniform
DFT. The non-uniform DFT transformation is very useful in applications, where
input samples must be taken at irregular intervals'?.

The non-uniform DFT transformation allows for more selectively concentrated
information. The original non-uniform DFT transformation is equal to an
interpolation, which can be viewed as two serial transformations. In the first one,
the input data is used to perform a uniform DFT, as a result we get Fourier
coefficients on a regularly spaced grid. In the second step, the non-uniform DFT



transformation uses the computed DFT coefficients, to interpolate the frequency
representation of the original signal, at the desired frequency nodes'?.

In classical non-uniform DFT, for a given discrete signal z,, n =0,...,N —1,

the result of the non-uniform DFT transform can be expressed as
PSRN Y
]27r(n T)N

N-1
X(k;):z:nne ,  Wwhere fke[O,N) for k=0,....K—1, and
n=0

n =20,...,N —1. In this representation, K is the cardinality of the set of non-
uniform frequencies f,, and 7 is the shift parameter'?. The shift parameter
changes the indexing of DFT exponentials. For uniform DTF, f, includes uniform
frequencies 0,...,N —1. The shift parameter generally can be chosen to!?

T = N/2 , and the input signal X(k) is indexed in interval —N/2,...7N/2 —1.

In conclusion, the non-uniform DFT receives frequency information at
uniformly spaced frequency nodes and the results used to interpolate the desired
frequency nodes. In the interpolation-phase, the non-uniform DFT only produces
an approximation of the DFT coefficients at desired frequency nodes'. The
precision of that approximation will depend on the specific behavior of the function
being transformed and the spacing of the frequency nodes.

1.3 Brief overview of quantum information processing

In this section, we give a brief overview of quantum mechanics, and we introduce
the basic notations which will be used in the text. In quantum information

processing, the logical values of classical bits are replaced by state vectors |O> and
|1>, which notation is called Dirac notation. Contrary to classical bits, a qubit |w>
can also be in a linear combination of basis vectors |0> and |1> The state of a
qubit can be expressed as |w> = a|0> + ﬁ|l>, where a and [ are complex

numbers, which is also called the superposition of the basis vectors, with

probability amplitudes o and §. A qubit |1/)> is a vector in a two-dimensional
complex space, where the basis vectors |O> and |1> form an orthonormal basis.
The orthonormal basis {|0>,|1>} forms the computational basis, in Fig. 2. we

illustrate the computational basis for the case probability amplitudes real’.



Fig. 2. Computational basis and general representation of a qubit in superposition state.

The vectors or states |0> and |1> can be expressed in matrix representation by

1 0
0 =1,

d (1) =
and 1) = |7
If |oz|2 and | I6] |2 are the probabilities, and the number of possible outputs is

(1)

only two, then for |1/)> = a|0> + 6|1> we have |oz|2 + |B|2 =1, and the norm of

|w> is |||w>|| = «[|a|2 —|—|ﬂ|2 = 1. The most general transformation that keeps

constraint of |||1j)> " is a linear transformation U, that takes unit vectors into unit
vectors. A unitary transformation can be defined as U'U = UUT = I, where

T
Ut = (U ) , hence the adjoint is equal to the transpose of complex conjugate, and

I is the identity matrix’.

The tensor product will have an important role in our Quantum-SVD
algorithm, thus we shortly introduce the concept of tensor product. If we have
complex vector spaces V and W of dimensions m and n, then the tensor
product of V @ W is a mn dimensional vector space.

The elements of V' ® W are linear combinations of tensor products |1}> ® |w>,

and for z € C, and |vl>,|02> eV and |w1>,|w2> € W we obtain, that
o{15) & 1)) = (a]s) & ) = 1) (o] ). @
(Je) +[w)) @ |w) = ([0) @ |w)) + ([vy) @ ]w)), (3)

|0) @ (Jw) +[wp)) = (o) @] w)) + (o) ® |wy)). (4)

The tensor product is non-commutative, thus the notation preserves the

and

ordering”.



The linear operator can be defined over the vector spaces. If we have two
linear operators A and B, defined on the vector spaces V' and W | then the
linear operator A® B on VoW can be defined as
(A ® B)<|v> ® |w>) = A|v> ® B|w>, where |v> eV and |w> e W. In matrix
representation, A ® B can be expressed as
AB ... A,B

A® B = : (5)

AB .. A B

mm
where A is an m X m matrix, and B is an n Xn matrix, hence A ® B has
dimension mn x mn .

The state |1/)> of an m-qubit quantum register is a superposition of the 2"

states |O>,|l>,..., 2" — 1>, thus |1/)> = Z ozz-|i>, with amplitudes «; constrained

i=0
21
to Z |ai| = 1. The state of an n-qubit length quantum register is a vector in a
i=0

2" -dimensional complex vector space, hence if the number of the qubits in the
quantum register increases linearly, the dimension of the vector space increases
exponentially”.

A complex vector space V is a Hilbert space H, if there is an inner product
U|g) with zyeC and |p)|¢),|u)|v) €V defined by rules of

(¥]e
(wleh= el {el(ale) +ol)) = alelw) +b(els). and (ole)>0 if
|0} = 0.

If we have vectors |gp> = a|0> + b|1> and |7,Z)> = c|0> + d|1>, then the inner
product in matrix representation can be expressed as

olwy=[a" v

d:ac+bd. (6)

The norm of vector |<p> can be expressed as |||<p>|| = W , and the dual of
the vector |<p> is denoted by <gp| The dual is a linear operator from the vector
space to the complex numbers, defined as’ <<p|<|v>) = <gp|v>. The outer product
between two vectors |¢) and [¢) can be defined as [¢)(p|, satisfying
(|©)(e|)|v) = |#){#|v). The matrix of the outer product |¢) (| is obtained by



usual matrix multiplication of a column matrix by a row matrix, however the

matrix multiplication can be replaced by tensor product, since:

o)l =)@ (v (7)
If we have vectors |<p>:a|0>+b|1> and |1/)>:c|0>—i—d|l>7 the outer

product in matrix representation can be expressed as’
o)l =yl @] =

In Fig. 3. we illustrated the general model of an n-length quantum register,

a ac’ ad
b be" bd" | (8)

where the input state |z/17> is either |0> or |1>, generally. After the application of

a unitary transformation U on the input states, the state of the quantum register

can be given by state vector |1/)>

lvs) —1
) —E—i
lv2) —:i
U L)
lva) _::_: J

Fig. 3. General sketch of an n-length quantum register.

The unitary operator U is a 2" x 2" matrix, with — in principle, an infinite

number of possible operators. The result of the measurement of state |w> results in

zeros and ones that form the final result of the quantum computation, based on the
n-length qubit string stores in the quantum register.

2 Motivations behind the Quantum Singular Value Approach

The standard Quantum Fourier Transformation has complexity” O(N log N )
As we show here, the proposed algorithm has the same complexity O(N log N ),

while the precision of this scheme is higher. The main task of our Quantum-SVD
algorithm is to find and retain the singular values — retain big coefficients — to
eliminate the input’s redundancy. To compute coefficient vector has complexity



O(LN ) approximately, where L denotes the number of the non-zero singular

values'®. In general, we use the SVD algorithm where the input has high
redundancy, thus the condition L <« N is often satisfied.

In our Quantum-SVD approach, we will use quantum searching to achieve more
precise approximations than using ordinary QFT. The iteration operator of the

constructed quantum oracles'” acts for C’)(\/N ) times on the initial state%’. Our

purpose is to find an optimal basis, for which the space generated by basis vectors
achieves better approzimations”''.

We present a new method to compute the Quantum Fourier coefficients of non-
uniformly distributed quantum states. In general, any m X n matrix B, with
m > n can be factored into three matrices, the U orthogonal m x n matrix, the
S diagonal n x n matrix, and into an orthogonal n xn matrix V. For complex
matrices, S remains real but U and V become unitary. Unitarity is the complex
analogue of orthogonality, and then B = USV', where V! is the conjugate
transpose of V, thus V' is the complex analogue of V7. The columns of U are the

BBT eigenvectors and the rows of V are the BTB eigenvectors. The diagonal
elements of the S matrix are known as the singular values of B, which are the

square roots of both the non-zero BBT and BT B. eigenvalues.

In the proposed Quantum-SVD algorithm, we can process long input sequences
at one time, while in classical systems this must be divided into many small
sections on which SVD algorithms act sequentially. The Quantum-SVD algorithm
involves expansion of the original data in an orthogonal basis

27 jk

Tij = Zbikvjk = zuikrskvjk =D e 2, 9)
k k k

i2mjk
thus the normalized vector with unit length is v, =e 2 . The Quantum-SVD

algorithm generates the matrix equation X = USVT. Even though

i2m
{vk:e 2 }, k=0,.,K—1 1is an orthonormal basis, set {uk} is not

orthogonal in general®?.
The Quantum-SVD algorithm has conservation property, thus for any input

vector Z and for output coefficient b , which is identical to

Z(xi )2 :Z<|b¢|)2' Moreover, our Quantum-SVD  algorithm reduces

redundancy and the dimension of the input data sequence as many of its b SVD-



coefficients have values of close to zero. The SVD-coefficients denoted by b , can
be discarded without seriously affecting the estimated value of ":i""2 , and the main

properties of the input data. In the proposed Quantum-SVD algorithm most
coefficients are close to zero, and can be discarded. The inverse transformation acts
on the “not close to zero” coefficients, to restore the original data approzimately’.

2.1 Basic notations and operators
The matrix B columns are n vectors in a complex Hilbert space H, is an outer
product between Fdimensional subspaces U CH and V C C". The projector

operator for an Fdimensional subspace U C H can be expressed as =B (B )

and P, = (B)* B for an Fdimensional subspace V C C".
The outer product matrix B between [dimensional subspaces U C ‘H and

Y C C" can be expressed as
B=USV", (10)

where U is a unitary matrix whose first [ columns {ul CH, 1< < l} are

orthonormal basis for U , and Vis an n X n unitary matrix whose first | columns
{’UZ- CH,1<i< l} are an orthonormal basis for V, while the matrix S

contains the singular values. Using the definition for B = USZV*, we can writeh?3

The singular value decomposition B = USZV* reduces to a sum of [ one-

1
dimensional outer products B = Zulvl* If we have a vector w € U, then
i=1

u =§ll<uz-

i=1

u>|ui>, and

() = (o) = 3 ) a

i=1

*
In this case, (B ) transforms u to a corresponding vector v € V. If we have

o))

l
v € V, we can perform the inverse map® from V to U as Bv = Z<v

i
i=1
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*
If uw € 'H, then (B) first projects u onto U and then moves to V| using the

outer products. Similarly, for a general v € C", B first projects v onto V and

then takes it to U/ . The [-dimensional outer product matrix B is a partial distance-
preserving transformation® between the subspaces U C 'H, and V C C". If we

assume, that v, € V, u = Bv and v’ = Bv’, then

(o) = ' = {uar) = w5’ = (o (5] B} ) )
= PVU/ = <v|PV|v'> =y = <v||v’> = <v|v’>,

where P, is an [-dimensional orthogonal projector onto an /-dimensional subspace

Y C C" with an orthonormal basis {Ul- eC'1<i< l} , consisting of the first [

columns of V.

As we can conclude, inner products and a fortiori squared norms and distances® can

be preserved. If u,u’ € U, then <<B)* u

*

(B) u'> = <u|u’>. Moreover, if u,u’ ¢ U

or v,v" ¢ V, then the inner products are not preserved.

2.2 Error probability of the QFT based interpolation

The decomposition of singular values is much more complex than a Hadamard
transform’, and it lets us perform more effective extraction of data from the input
than a simple Hadamard rotation. The Quantum Fourier Transform is a unitary
operation on n qubits can be given by’

N-1 2wy on 1 2wy

QFT|:::>:F|1:>:%Z@ N |y>—\/172%62|y> (13)

y=0 2" Y

where zy is a “decimal” multiplication of numbers z and g, which numbers are
$n71> ® x,,L72> ® $7L73> ®...® |%> and
yn,3> ®R...® |y0>. The effect of transformation F on the

represented by quantum registers |x> =

|y> = yn71> ® yn—2> ®

basis vectors could be extended to other vectors’. If we know what transformation

F' does to the basis vectors |:r> , then we can figure out what F' does to any other

vector

> (2)]a) (19
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1 1
where f (;1:) = N = —. The effect of transformation F on the basis vectors can
2TL
N-1
be extended to other vectors. Let assume, we have an input vector Z f(:v)|:zt>,
=0

and we apply the singular value decomposition transformation F to it, thus

A S 0a)- Dot - fES AT 0

From this decomposition formula the y™ component of QFT |x> is

z27rxy

k1 >=TNE fz)e X (16)

In the quantum decomposition transform for the " input state |$Z> we want

i2mzy i2mzy 2Ty

to calculate F(:z;t) Zf( ) |y>, where e N =¢ 2" is a periodic

function in zy, with period 2" = N.
We can define F~! as the inverse transformation” of QFT, where the only
difference is in the change of the sign in front of the imaginary unit i

o) =

o1 i2mwy

2" | ). (17)

Let’s introduce the notation 6 = 2 for input state. The probability that
2”

measurement results in outcome |y'> is therefore

. 2
1 zZTr:r(yfy') 1 ‘ 2
- 2 (e)e = | =| Ly (18)

2n e on =

1 1 !/ n 3
where f(x):—:— for each y 6{0,...,2 —1}. However, in general we

N o
cannot assume that 6 has this special form, thus let assume that 6 = g , SO

27L
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; O—q'/2" .
el%( vj) = 1, for every integer y'. In the case 6 = i, once we know y' =y,
n

we know 6 as well, because in this special case 6 = v,
2TL

The inverse Quantum Fourier transform” gives us the inner product between

on_1 i wg
the input state Y )= e x and the orthogonal bases
| y> \/27;) | >
|z/),l/,>— Ze |x> for each y/e{O,...,2" —1}7thus
) 2" =0
perlrt)
1% =7 19
<¢y|¢y'>:27 € |I> 19)
z=0

n—1 In o
Using the geometric series formula Zxk = for z =1, and

k=0 T =

n—1
Zlk = n along with that €™ =1 for any integer [, we obtain <1/J]. |1/J]..> =1
k=0

ify =9y', and 0 otherwise. In this case the set of input states
{ |1/JO>,|1/J1>,...,|1/JQ,,_1>} is indeed orthonormal’. However, if we use the formula for
n—1 n
o : -1 .
the geometric series Zx’” S . again in the case of emr( V) = 1, for
k=0 -

every integer y' and for x = 1, then

2
1 -1

92n ei271‘(97y'/2") 1

ei?ﬂ(?”é‘—y')

Py = (20)

The probability Dy is large, for values of y' that satisfy y'/2” ~ 0, and small

otherwise!*.

The error produced by the proposed Quantum-SVD method is some orders
lower than error produced with the interpolation approach. Our Quantum-SVD
algorithm is based on singular value decomposition, and in comparison with the
Quantum Fourier interpolation approach, it has a lower computational complexity.
The Quantum-SVD approach provides advantages in terms of computational

structure, based on QFT and multiplications.
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3 Quantum-SVD based Approximation

Let assume we have {%al << n} a set of m vectors in an [Fdimensional

subspace U of a Hilbert space H. The vectors ¢, form a tight approzimation

set*S7 for U , if there exists a constant (3 > 0 such that Zn:|<x|1/17>|2 = 3 ”a:"z,
i=1

for all x € U.
If 8 =1 the approzimation vector™ is normalized, otherwise it is [ -scaled.

The vectors |,(/Jt> form an approzimation set** for U, if there exist constants

P < B el for all @ e u.

a>0 and B < oo such that o? ”31:"2 < ﬁ:|<x|¢l>
i=1
The lower bound a? "x"2 ensures that the vectors |1/J7> span U , thus n > 1. If

n

n < oo, then the right hand inequality is always satisfied with % = Z(zﬁi |¢i>v
i=1

thus any finite set of vectors that spans U is an approzimation set*™" for U , and

any basis for U is an approximation for U .

In our method we use the fact that any orthonormal basis for U is a
normalized approximation vector set for U, however there also exists tight
approximation vectors for U with [ < n, which are necessarily not linearly
independent.

The redundancy of the tight approximation vector set is defined as p = n/ l,

since?

Sl = 2l = S5z = Sl = | Sl

i=1

Using that i|<x|1/)l>|2 = 3 ":E”2 holds for allx € U, we can write that
i=1

n

Z|¢1><¢7| = 62PH, where P, = MM *, and matrix M is a measurement matrix®
i=1
with 7 columns in H for states in the subspace U C H . When the vectors

1, € U satisfy i|wi><¢i|:ﬂ2PU’ then <x| i|¢l><¢t|]|x> implies that
i=1 i=1

zn:|<x|wl>|2 = 3 ":v"2 is satisfied for all z € U . Thus a set of n vectors ), € U
i=1
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forms a tight approximation set for U if and only if the vectors satisfy'! equation

i|¢l><1/f7| = (3°P, for some 3 > 0.
i=1

Comparing Z|1/JZ><’¢Z = ﬁzPu and MM" = P, we conclude that a set of
i=1

vectors 1, € U forms a [F-scaled tight approximation set®” for U if the scaled
vectors 6’11/11. are the measurement vectors of a rank-one positive operator-valued
(POVM) measurement®” on U . The vectors 1, € U form a normalized tight

approximation®®7 for U if they are measurement vectors of a rank-one POVM on

u.

Using this relationship between rank-one quantum measurements and tight
approximation set, we can define approximation matrices in analogy to the
measurement matrices®’ of quantum mechanics.

3.1 Mathematical background

Using the singular value decomposition of matrix B, we can write that
B = USZV*, where §; is the Fdimensional matrix of singular values. If k> n,
then B has at least as many rows as columns, and we construct orthogonal matrix

B by extending the I identity matrix along the diagonal, thus B = USZV*. The

left and right unitary matrices in the SVD of matrix B and orthogonal matrix B
are the same, and are equal to U and V. If k=n, then S =1 and
B = UInV* = UV". Finally, if k<n, we first replace the left unitary matrix U by

U, and thus replace k by k = n, then U is an n X n unitary matrix whose first /

columns are the U basis, where we append n-k zeros®*” to each basis vector w,.

In the QFT algorithm each mnon-uniform angle 6 =2 is obtained by
271,

interpolating the orthogonal 6 — Y Coefficients in the neighborhood of the
n

considered non-uniform angle’. In our Quantum-SVD based approach, each non-

uniform angle 6 = Y in the interval between two uniform angles 6 = AN
271 277

approximated by a small set of orthogonal vectors. We use the fact, that all non-
uniform angles can be obtained by modulating a non-uniform angle of a single

interval?3.
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The main steps of our Quantum-SVD based algorithm are:

1. The input quantum register is scaled by a quantum oracle!” according to a

small set of vectors!+10-13,

2. The quantum register is transformed by Quantum Fourier

Transformation!'>1722%,

3. By defining a quantum oracle™’, the Quantum Fourier coefficients are
linearly combined, in analogy with the interpolation techniques.

3.2 Construction of quantum approximation matrices

Using SVD, the approximation matrix B of a (-scaled tight approximation for an
Fdimensional subspace Y C H may be expressed as B = 3 (USZV* ) , where Uis a
unitary matrix whose first [ columns {ul.,l <1< l} are an orthonormal basis for
U, while V is an n X n unitary matrix whose first [ columns {vi,l <i<l } are

an orthonormal basis for V, and S, is the singular value matrix. The matrix B can

1
be expressed as B = ﬂz “ﬂ’: The approximation matrix B of a (-scaled tight
i=1

approximation is an outer product, if restricted to V and scaled by 37!, and the

columns of matrix B are n vectors in H, represents an orthogonal basis for U iff its
rank? is n.

B is an orthogonal approximation matriz if its rank is n, thus B = ﬂ(USlV*)

and (B)* B = BQIH, and all vectors have squared norm (%. Suppose we have a

given approximation matrix B in U . We can give a concrete construction of an

orthogonal approximation matrix B in U D U such that PUB = B.

Consider we have approximation vector set
{l90) = 00 [0) + B[1), |1) = 0o [0) + By [1)..o| oy ) = ay [0) + By [1)}, then

the approximation matrix is

B:

(0% (e OéN]

1 2
B By, .. Byl (21)

The matrix B is an approximation matrix of a tight approzimation set, since

* ~
B (B) = I,. To construct an orthogonal approximation matriz B such that
PUB = B, we use the singular value decomposition B = US V. We express B as

B =USV", and let u, and v, denote the columns of U and V respectively.
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Assume that H is finite dimensional, and k¥ = dimH. If & > n, then B has at
least as many rows as columns, while if k<n matrix B has more columns than

TOwWS.

171

n
We define the orthogonal matrix B as B = Zu.f then U C H is the n-
i=1

dimensional subspace spanned by {ui,l << n} The projection of B onto U

is®

m n m
~ * * *

BB = Z“j”jzuivi = uy, = B. (22)

j=1 i=1 i=1
The columns of B are orthonormal, since

~ 0\~ m * " * " *
(B) B:ZUjuquivi :Zvivi =1, If k<n, we insertt U in an n-
j=1 i=1 i=1

dimensional space U in an expanded complex Hilbert space H D H , and let

{ui,l <1< n} be an orthonormal basis for U of which the first m vectors are

the U -basis’. Then we can use 4, in place of u,.

4 Description of Quantum-SVD Approximation
The proposed Quantum-SVD algorithm consists of four main steps'#10-1316.17;

(1) Computing the interpolation  coefficients using Quantum  Fourier

, T
(‘71...0) QFTlEl} U, for (=21, and

Transformation as B =

. T
B =T (01..40 )z QFT_IE,

U, for [=2i-1, wusing quantum oracle'”

(0] where F, is a real [K] X M } matrix, which combines the column

Precomp.
vectors of U, to get the best approximation''® of EI.U (Following the
notations of Refs. [10], [12], [13]). Matrix Ezo refers to randomly distributed

angles in [0, 1/ 2). Operator o, , defines circular shift unitary operation, and

T, ; is a complex conjugation only if the result of QFT transform QFT_lf)l
is a real vector. Matrix U, denotes the first L columns of matrix U, and
QFT_lf)O =U,S5,V, . The operator T acts as a complex conjugation only if it

is applied to the Quantum Fourier transform of a real vector'*'*1316  thus
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QFT'X is real if R[X(O,-)] = 0. We also introduce the operator
E=X-— i|00><UO|R[X}. Following [10-14], we define the row vector
D= iR[X(O,-)] of size K, the column vector |X> of size K representing the
non-unitary QFT transformation of the state of the input quantum register z
results'? X = Xtz = Efz + DTl’O.

Computing L scaling"*'"3 A = diag(z:)W = diag(az)QFT*lUL, using

quantum oracle™ O where diag(x) is a matrix having z as main diagonal,

Scale?
and QFT_IUL is the inverse QFT transformed vectors'"* of U, .
Calculating N x L scalar products Q = QFTA, wusing Quantum Fourier

Transformation and quantum oracle!’ o where

Quter prod. >
A = diag(z)QFT'U,.

Computing the output X = X'z = Efz + DTIU of the input quantum register
x, by interpolating the scalar products™'*1? Q = QFTA, by X(l) ~ PlQ: for

[=2i, and X(l) ~ P]Qi for [=2i-1 using quantum oracle O where @, is

Interpol. >

. T
the #th row of Q = QFTA, and F, = (01_”0) QFT’IEZ U, for [=2i, and

]

. T
To.a (01“.0 ) QFTlf«:l} U, for 1=2i-1.

In Fig. 4. we illustrate the main steps of the Quantum-SVD approach:

X X
Ez — — — s
ER=R O Precomp. OScaIe OOuter prod. O Interpol. g
£ C:)'g o
| QFT™ || QFT™ || QFT N i
Fig. 4. Decomposition of the Quantum-SVD algorithm.
To apply the Quantum-SVD algorithm we use the quantum search algorithm™7 to

obtain the results of the multiplications, decompositions, inner and outer products,
and the QFT transformation.
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4.1 Implementation of quantum searching

The general unitary iteration G of quantum search algorithm™” can be given by
G :<2|w><w|_l><UL)T(OC>T O0pOaUy, (23)

where U, is the unitary quantum loading operation, O is the matching oracle,

while O, is the judge function oracle™'".

The output of O is 1 if output of O, satisfies the given condition, otherwise

1 N-1

In - 0|z’>,

Op = 0. The quantum state |¢> contains all the index states |¢> =

where |z> is the 7#th index state in the quantum register’. The iteration operator
1 V-l
G acts for O(\/N) times on initial state — Z | i>|0>, where the state |z> is in

VN

quantum register A, while the initial state |0> is in quantum register B. Thus, we

have to apply the iteration operator G for O(\/F ) times to find the optimal

solution’.

The quantum search algorithm has complexity O(\/F ) , and we can use it to

search for an element with a unique index 4, in a list of N unsorted elements’. In
1 Nl

quantum searching, the records use a superposition index state T Z |z> to find
N i

index 4, of database record r, , where r. is the answer that we have searched for".
0 0

4.2 Computing basic Fourier coefficients

We consider an N x K matrix X, whose columns are non-uniform QFT
exponentials, where K is the cardinality of the set of non-uniform angles10-13,

Thus, the elements of matrix X(n,k) are

(1)
el L € i b
X(n’k) _ 82 [2n+ ] B eQm(n—N/Q)‘T _ 627”."97 (24)
where n =0...N -1, and k=0...K —1. The non-uniform angle set 6, is

partitioned in 2N subsets corresponding to contiguous angle intervals'®!®

A el l J+ 1), (25)



19

where [ =0,...,2N —1 and whose cardinalities are K,. The set of non-uniform

QFT exponentials corresponding to each interval is considered as

27

X (nk)=e

(* (1)
Y ) o
2n+5] _ BQm(an/Q)‘T _ e?ﬂé‘ﬁ”. (26)

Following [10-14], the matrix &, for even I could be obtained by modulating the

column vectors of a non-uniform Quantum-Fourier matrix referred to a suitable set

of angles ¢, € [0, 1/2), which will be represented as Xl,O' For odd I, X, could be

obtained from a non-uniform QFT matrix, whose angles refer to ¢, € [—1/ 2,0)7

10-13

which can also be obtained by conjugating'*" a suitable matrix A ,.

The modulation can be converted in circular shift by passing in the Quantum

Fourier domain®!** by ]:31 = (—1)i QFT(O'L”O )71 QFT’IELO, for [=2i, and

]:31 = (—1)i QFT(UL”O )71 QFT’IEZOUN%”_O, for [=2i-1. Each matrix Ezo refers to
randomly distributed angles in range [O, 1/ 2), thus in order to find a single basis
for the column vectors of all matrices El o » we consider a generic matrix™'""% A7 .

The singular values decay exponentially, thus we could consider a reduced

1-4,10-13

number L of singular values and neglect the others by:

B=QFT'E, ~U,S, V[, (27)

where U, and V, are constituted by the first L columns of U and V, and S, is a

square matrix constituted by the first L rows and columns of S.

Fig. 5. illustrates the entries of transformation B = QFT'E,, the column

0>
vectors are correlated, and the entries have small rank.
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0.1

Inverse QFT

0° 0.125 0.25 0.375 0.5

Angle (¢k)

Fig. 5. Inverse Quantum Fourier Transformation of non-uniform QFT exponentials.

After the inverse QFT transformation it can be concluded, that the entries

B =QFT ’1]:30 are very correlated, and the rank becomes small.

4.3 Oracle-based Approximation of Quantum Fourier coefficients

We construct oracle O to compute matrix F), using the orthogonal

Precomp.
T
U,, for [ =2i, and

columns of matrix U, we get F = (O’lmo )Z QFT’IEZ

. T
B= Ty (0, ) QFT'E,| U, for 1=2i—1.

The column vectors of each E, are approximated by linearly combining the

columns of QFT (01_“0 )71 U,,or QFT (JL“O )72 T, ,U; through the rows of matrix

FB. The oracle O is a simple parallel circuit, and the running time of the

Precomp.

oracle O can be regarded as few times of multiplications, which is denoted

Precomp.

by t

mu - Lhe addition is more fast than the multiplication, thus the computational

is O(l)t

complexity of oracle O

of O

where the computational complexity

Precomp. mult?

could be given by the computational cost (’)(N log N ) of calculating

Precomp.
the interpolation coefficients, which consists of inverse Quantum Fourier

transforms and interpolation’.
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4.4 Oracle for computing scaling

In order to compute the output X = X'z = ETm—l—DT:vO, where matrix X

717

contains the mon-uniform QFT exponentials. We construct oracle Og.. O

calculate the scalar product between z and the columns of QF T(‘71...o )ﬂ U, and

QFT(UL..O) (TO...I)UL'
Following the notations of [10-14], firstly,  must be scaled by the inverse

Quantum Fourier transformed vectors of U, , so we construct W = QFT’IUL,
and A = diag(a:)W = diag(m)QFT’lUL, where diag(x) is a matrix with z as

main diagonal®. The oracle O can be constructed by a simple quantum circuit,

Scale
and the running time of the oracle Og,, can be regarded as few times of

7,17

multiplications™”. The computational complexity of oracle Og,,. is O(l)tmult.,

where ¢

o denotes times of multiplications, since the A = diag(x)QF T-'U ; can

be computed in a very efficient way. The computational complexity of O, could

1-4,10-13

be given by the computational cost of calculating the scaling (using the
quantum oracle Og, ., ) and the cost O(NlogN) of inverse Quantum Fourier
transforms!'4,

4.5 Oracle for computing outer products and interpolation

We construct oracle O to compute the QFT transforms of the column

Outer prod.
vectors of A produce. To compute matrix Q , we design a simple quantum circuit
to compute the N x L scalar products Q = QFTA, where each row of Q will be
headed by Q,. The computational complexity of O, prod. could be given by the

computational cost (’)(N log N ) of the standard QFT complexity®*1-14,

Finally, we construct oracle O to compute X(z) = ElTa: The oracle

Interpol.

o first computes the inner product between the K; x L matrix and a

Interpol.

column vector of size L, thusf((l) ~ ]—‘;Qj for | =2i, and X(z) ~ PZQTZ for

[l =2i—1. The oracle O is a parallel quantum circuit, and the time

Interpol.

complexity of the inner products can be given by the cost of interpolationt*1%13,
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The computational complexity of O could be given by the computational

Interpol.

cost (’)(N log N ) of calculating Quantum Fourier transforms®.

5 Results

5.1 Computational complexity

According to the decomposition of the algorithm (see Fig. 4), the Quantum-SVD
algorithm has computational complexity

V2LN + (4LNlog N ) + /QLN[%] ~ O(NlogN), (28)

1-4,10-13 1-4,10-13

where K is the cardinality of the set of non-uniform angles

e The first term ~2LN derives from A = diag(x)W = diag(:zr)QFT’lUL,
where L products between a real and complex vector of size N are computed, it
implies the V2LN time*10-13,

e The term 4LNlogN derives from the Quantum Fourier Transforms

Q = QFTA.
e The term ,|2LN [%] derives from the computation of X(z) ~ Ple for [=2i,

and XU) o~ PZQTZ for 1=2i-1.

Using analogous considerations for QFT based interpolating techniques'™? it
results in

VN + (8NlogN) + 4LN[%]\/XzO(N10gN), (29)

where the factor A > 1 is the effectiveness parameter'®™?, which takes into account
that, the same value of L, the SVD-based approach performs more precise. From
this result we get a gain factor of N =14 , thus our increment in the precision

is A &~ 1.4 ~ 22 and the increment factor'™ is

5 = log, Y\ = log, V1.4 ~ 0.24. (30)

In Fig. 6 we compared the approximation errors of non-uniform quantum

states given by ordinary QFT and the proposed Quantum-SVD approach.
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Fig. 6. Error of classical QFT algorithm and Quantum-SVD approach as the size of vector L.

It can be concluded that the estimated error of the proposed QFT approach

becomes some orders lower as the size of L increases.

5.2 Precision of Quantum-SVD based approximation

In this section we demonstrate that the Quantum-SVD algorithm has better
precision in comparison to the standard QFT. Using the proposed scheme an
improved approximation of input angle # can be achieved. In QFT the k bits of
precision can be achieved if” n = k + 2.

For a general input state set, we cannot assume that 6 has the special form
0= 2%, and if 6 = 2—31 , then 677277(97;,'/2") = 1, for every integer y'. We have to
calculate with the error probability ¢ and the best possible output y'. In our
Quantum-SVD algorithm, we can achieve more precision, using the same number
of quantum states n. Using n quantum states in Quantum-SVD is equivalent to
applying n + 6 states in the QFT algorithm to approximate 6. In QFT minimum

outcome, which is accurate to k+2 bits of precision, occurs with probability 4/ 2.
Using our Quantum-SVD algorithm’s increment factor 6 over ordinary QFT,

is

the probability of obtaining the best possible y' to approximate 6 = =
271

o210 ei%(y'/?"”ﬁ) (n+o+1)

, for some real number e with |5| <2 Using this

in the form®ss g = —2 + €
2n+6 2n+6

error threshold, we can approximate 6 =
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!

Assuming that y' satisfies this equation, a lower bound® on probability
” n 1 n 2
1 62271'(2 *‘8073//2 *‘S) _

P =—|— —— can be given.
Yy 22" ez?‘/r(éfy/Q 5) _1

Let a = eizw(ﬂ”ﬁ*y') — 1‘ = emw(z““s) — 1‘, and

b — 6i27r(07y'/2”+‘5) _ 1‘ _ ‘6i27r(6) _ 1‘, so that

2n(2"0e) 1 2
1a 1 51
Py = o T o T w (31)
2 b 2 ezQ-;r(e) _ 1‘

To express the lower bound on probability P, in the proposed Quantum-SVD

approach, we need a lower bound on a and an upper bound on b. The ratio of the

_ _ _ 27T|5|2”+5 T )
minor arc length to the chord length is at most 7r/2 , since ——— < 3 which
a
implies!?68
a > 4e|2n e, (32)
) ) 27r|5|2" T
In the classical QFT algorithm, ———— < 5 and a > 4|5|2" , hence
a
N n 2
) ezQﬂ(Q s) 1
1 a 1
e e (33)
‘ 2°" b 20 | izn(e) ‘
e -1

In Fig. 7. we illustrated the lower bound of parameter ‘a’ of classical QFT and
our Quantum-SVD approach.
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e

Fig. 7. Comparison of lower bounds on parameter ‘a’ of classical QFT and quantum-SVD
algorithms.

Similarly, b = eizw(e) — 1‘ and assuming that the ratio of arc length to chord

27T|€|
b

is at least 1 leads to > 1. The upper bound for b is'?®

b§27r|a|. (34)

From the bounds for a and b the following result follows:

1 ‘4|€|2n+6 ‘2 ! 16|€|2 92n 926
y' = 22n |27T|8||2 22n 47‘(‘2 |8|2 (35)
_ 44

>04-4% ~0.4-1.4 ~ 0.56.

™

As classical QFT transformation, in the quantum-SVD approach we have

b < 27r|€|, hence we obtain probability

o2 2

4 on 2n

y Z %HE—2 = %% = > 04 (36)
LI R o C

In Fig. 8. we illustrated the geometrical picture of classical QFT and our
Quantum-SVD algorithm on the upper bound of parameter ’b’.
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Im

i27le|
e

Fig. 8. The upper bound on parameter ‘b’ is the same for classical QFT and quantum-SVD
algorithms.

As we can conclude, using the classical QFT algorithm, the probability that
every single one of the bits is correct is Dy > 0.4. In the proposed Quantum-SVD

approach, the probability, that every single one of the bits is correct is

The upper bound on the probability of obtaining inaccurate results in the
approximation of the QFT algorithm could be given in the same way. For a given

. 2772'[ ny;(\ +5] ~ 1
value of y' we have 2™ =¢ (27 for error threshold p— < |€| < >’ where
271
o 2
| X z27r(2 Ms) 1
v is an arbitrary positive number. We have p , = —— = .
ooy 9m | an(e)
e — 1‘

but we use the trivial fact that ¢ <2 and b > 4|€|. The upper bound on P, s

Lf_1|2|2 1 4

Py < Ty T o ST T ST If our assumption is, that the
CEE TR ) e

,5)

error threshold is only |€| > 9 , then

b < 4 1 4 b o

y 92n (4‘27(7#5)‘)2 - 92n (16-272" .225) 4 - 4% 4-14 (38)
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thus ~ = \/E ~ v1.4. It means that the probability of obtaining a highly

inaccurate result is at most

1 1

Implying a larger bound on the error threshold |5| results in less accurate

approximations, and the probability of obtaining the corresponding value of y
becomes very small. The probability of correctness converges quickly to 1
exponentially as the procedure is repeated.

In the classical QFT algorithm, we can use the same methods to put upper
bounds on the probability of obtaining inaccurate results, since for a given value of
W[Lg

. - 1
e? 2 ] for error threshold — < |E| < 2’ we get
271

=e
1 4 1 4 1

92n (4‘27n )2 - 92n m = Z = 0.25. (40)

P, <

Hence, if we assume, that |5| > 27" the probability of obtaining the

corresponding value of y’ is at most 0.25, in the classical QFT algorithm.
In Fig. 9. we compared the ratio of parameters, ‘e’ and ‘b’, for classical QFT,
and the proposed Quantum-SVD approach.

Im

27[‘5

i2/r|£

272-‘8‘ 27[‘8 2n+(3:/,,,
eizn\gp”*”'
! Re

i27le]

¢
27le]
b
! Re

p €
i2xle2" /o
e ,
a

Fig. 9. Comparison of parameters ‘a’ and ‘b’ for ordinary QFT and Quantum-SVD approach.

In Fig. 10. we compared the approximation errors of QFT and Quantum-SVD
approaches for non-uniform angles.
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Fig. 10. Approximation errors of non-uniform QFT exponentials by ordinary QFT and Quantum-SVD
approach.

The error of the Quantum-SVD approach is three orders of magnitude lower than
the approximation error of ordinary QFT method.

6 Conclusions

The presented Quantum-SVD algorithm is a novel approach for the computation of
the Quantum Fourier Transformation of non-uniformly distributed quantum states.
Comparing the error probabilities for generic matrix with non-uniform angles, the
error given by the Quantum-SVD approach is some orders lower than error given
by interpolation approach. The proposed Quantum-SVD algorithm is based on
singular value decomposition, and has the same complexity as the standard
Quantum Fourier Transform. While, the Quantum-SVD based approach has a
higher computational cost for the calculation of the projection components, these

costs simply can be negated by using the power of quantum computation.
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