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In this paper, we consider Turing machines based on unshemptgm logic. For a lattice-ordered
guantum multiple-valued (MV) algebré&, we introduce&-valued non-deterministic Turing ma-
chines £NTMs) and&’-valued deterministic Turing machineSPTMs). We discuss differenf’-
valued recursively enumerable languages from width-finst @epth-first recognition. We find that
width-first recognition is equal to or less than depth-fiestagnition in general. The equivalence
requires an underlying value lattice to degenerate into an MV algebra. We also stagiants of
&ENTMs. £NTMs with a classical initial state ardINTMs with a classical final state have the same
power as&’NTMs with quantum initial and final states. In particulare tlatter can be simulated
by #NTMs with classical transitions under a certain condititdsing these findings, we prove that
&NTMs are not equivalent t# DTMs and that®’NTMs are more powerful thafDTMs. This is a
notable difference from the classical Turing machines.

1 Introduction

In traditional von Neumann quantum logi¢?(.7#) (the set of all projection operators of a Hilbert space
) is regarded as a set of quantum events. It constitutes homadular lattice, which is the main
algebraic model in quantum logic. However, since the setrofeption operators is not the maximal
set of possible events according to the statistical rulespeh quantum system&(#) (the set of all
positive operators dominated by the identity.#fi) becomes a new quantum event set. Since any event
in () always satisfies the non-contradiction law, traditionamum logic is called sharp quantum
logic. Quantum events represented®{7’) do not satisfy the non-contradiction law, and the quantum
logic corresponding t&’(.7¢) is called unsharp quantum logic. Many algebraic structhease been
proposed to characterize unsharp quantum events, andafjebras/[4] are the main model for unsharp
guantum logic. Multiple-valued (MV) algebras, as algebnaiodels of multiple-valued logic, play an
analogous role to that of Boolean algebras in sharp quantgio [3]. Quantum MV (QMV) algebras
are another important type of unsharp quantum structure [5]

For abstract mathematical machines, automata theory isfoihe main branches in classical com-
puting theory. It mainly consists of finite-state automatashdown automata, and Turing machines.
Although classical computing theory can be regarded asgbatassical mathematical theory, the log-
ical foundation of automata theory is still Boolean logicuadtum logic differs from classical logic
and quantum devices should obey their own logic. Hence, tmneisting question arises: can we set
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up a quantum computation theory based on quantum logic? éfiady set up finite-state automata and
pushdown automata theories based on sharp quantum [ogi@11.5They found that some important
properties similar to classical automata are universalliduf and only if the underlying truth value lat-
tice degenerates to a Boolean algebra. Li proved that detistro finite automata and non-deterministic
finite automata based on sharp quantum logic are equivdtat@pendent of the distributive law][8].
Since unsharp quantum logic is more universal than shamtagonelogic, Shang et al. set up finite-state
automata and pushdown automata theories based on unslantumuogic. They found that some im-
portant properties similar to classical automata are wsally valid if and only if the underlying truth
value lattice degenerates to an MV algebra [13, 12].

Since Turing machines are a core concept in the study of congptheory, we continue to study
Turing machines based on unsharp quantum logic. Deutsgoped quantum Turing machines from
a quantum mechanics point of view [2] and Perdrix generdlibés to observable quantum Turing ma-
chines[[10]. Perdrix and Jorrand introduced classicallytmdled Turing machines [9]. Bernstein et al.
addressed universal quantum Turing machines [1]. Howtwetpgical foundation for these machines is
still Boolean logic. The relation between the above Turirechines and the proposed Turing machines
is similar to the relation between guantum mechanics andtgoalogic.

In this paper, we mainly consider two algebraic models ohans quantum logic for Turing ma-
chines, namely extended lattice-ordered-effect algebraklattice-ordered QMV algebras. Here we
call them&-valued lattices. Although similar to finite-state autoamand pushdown automata based
on unsharp quantum logic, some important properties ofngumachines based on unsharp quantum
logic depend heavily on the distributivity of the underlyitogic. However, we find thaf-valued non-
deterministic Turing machineg’NTMSs) are not equivalent t&’-valued deterministic Turing machines
(£DTMs) even if the distributivity of the underlying logic 8. This is a characteristic difference from
classical Turing machines.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. SeCtiproZides some algebraic results used
later in the paper. In Sectidn 3, we introduce the conceptsNifMs and&DTMs. We also define two
patterns of recursively enumerable language recognitionifisharp quantum Turing machines: width-
first (namely, parallel) recognition and depth-first (naynskquential) recognition, similar to the case
in unsharp quantum automata. We prove that the width-ficgigeizability of a recursively enumerable
guantum language is always equal to or less than its deptirdicognizability. We find that equivalence
requires the underlying value lattice to degenerate to an MV algebra. In se¢fion 4is®uss variants
of unsharp quantum Turing maching&NTMs with a classical initial state anfINTMs with a classical
final state have the same powerdNTMs with quantum initial and final states. In particularden a
certain condition, the latter can be simulated bys&iTM with classical transitions. Using these results,
we find that&NTMs are more powerful tha@’DTMs. This is different from the result in classical
computing theory. Sectidd 5 presents our main conclusion.

2 Extended lattice-ordered-effect algebras and latticetolered QMV al-
gebras

First, we provide some notions and results in unsharp quafdgic.

Definition 2.1 [3] A supplement algebra (S-algebra for short) is an algetstauctures” = (E,H,’,0,1)
consisting of seM with two constant element 1, a unary operatiohand a binary operatioi on M
satisfying the following axioms:
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(S1) afHb=bHa. (S2) aH(bHc)=(aHb)Hc.
(S3) aHa =1. (S4) aEHO=a.
(S5) a’'=a (S6) aH1l=1.

An MV algebra is an S-algebra that satisfies:
(MV) (& Bb)HBHb= (alBb) Ba

For an S-algebra, we define the following three binary opmiata® b = (& Bb')’, arnb = (al
b)®b,andallb= (a®b')Hb.

A QMV algebra is an S-algebra that satisfies:
(QMV1) all(bMa) =a.
(QMV2) (amb)rc= (amnb)r(brc).
(QMV3) at [br(alc)] = (aBb)n (ald (aBc)].
(QMV4) aHH (a' mb) =afh.
(QMV5) (@ Bb)u (b Ha) =1.

A partial relation< in QMV algebra can be defined a< biff a=arih.

It is clear that a QMV algebra is not necessarily a latticeaurtle operations! andLl. If & forms
a lattice with<, it is called a lattice-ordered QMV algebra, wherelenotes the infimum operation and
Vv denotes the supremum operation in the lattice. A QMV algé&bres quasilinear ifa £ b implies
arnb="b. A QMV algebra (or an MV algebray is linear if Va,b € M, eithera< b or b <a. There
exists a QMV algebra that is not quasilinear (Example_1,. [&yery MV algebra is a QMV algebra;
however, there exists a QMV algebra that is not an MV algebBranple 2.7,[13]).

An effect algebra is a sd® with two particular elements,@ (0 # 1) and with a partial binary
operationd : P x P — P such that, for alp,b,c € P:

(E1) Ifad be P,thenbd ac Panda® b=bo a

(E2) If b& ce Panda® (b® c) € P, thena® be Pand(a® b)® ce Panda® (b® c) = (a® b) @ c.
(E3) For anya € P there is a uniqué € P such thaa® bis defined ané@ b= 1.

(E4) If 1@ ais defined, them = 0.

Example 2.1 Let ¢ = (E,®,0,1) be an effect algebra. The operatiancan be extended to a total
operationd : E x E — E by defining

amp—{ 29 b, if (a® Ic_>) is defined
1, otherwise.

We denote the resulting structure y= (E,0,1,8) and call it an extended-effect algebra. It is easy
to see that an extended-effect algelprareserves the order of the effect algebra and is equivateat t
quasilinear QMV algebra [6].

Theorem 2.1 [13] Let & = (E,H8,’,0,1) be a lattice-ordered QMV algebra. The following conditions
are equivalent:

(i) &isan MV algebra.
(i) (aEBb)A(alEHc)=aH (bAc)foranya,b,ccE.

Theorem 2.2 [13] Let & = (E,H,’,0,1) be an extended lattice-ordered-effect algebra. The fatligw
conditions are equivalent:

(i) &isalinear MV algebra.
(i) (aEBb)A(alEHc)=aH(bAc)foranya,b,ccE.
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3 Unsharp quantum Turing machines

If we let unsharp quantum logic denote the truth value setefgdropositions, we can set up Turing
machines based on unsharp quantum logic. In the followdhdenotes a lattice-ordered QMV algebra.
If &£ denotes an extended lattice-ordered-effect algebra, weobtain Turing machines based on an
extended lattice-ordered-effect algebra without chamaimything.

Definition 3.1 An &-valued non-deterministic Turing machin@NTM) is a septupleM = (Q,Z,T", 9, B,
[,T), where

Q is a finite nonempty-state set.
2 is the finite set of input symbols.
I is the complete set of tape symbaisgC I /B.

0:QxIxQxTI x{L,SR} — & is the transition function. The symbals R andS indicate
that the head of th& NTM moves left or right or remains stationary, respectively

P 0w NP

5. B is the blank symbol. The blank symbol appears initially ihbait the finite number of initial
cells that hold input symbols.

6. | : Q — & is the initial-state function.
7. T :Q — & is the final- or accepting-state function.

As defined for classical Turing machines, a configuratiomsiantaneous description (ID) of &INTM

M is a sequenc€ = ai1qa», Wwhereq € Q and 10> is the finite sequence between the leftmost and
rightmost nonblank symbols. We denote the stat€ dfy St(C) and denotdD (M) as the set of all
instantaneous descriptions . An NTM in ID aiqa, means the current statedsand the reading
head is looking at the first symbol ab. The value oM transforming frontC; to C, is described as

o(p,a,q,b,L), if C; =acpgB andC, = aqchB
o(p,a,q,b,S), if C; =apaB andC, =aqgbp
o(p,a,q,b,R), if C; =apaB andC, = abgB
1, otherwise,

0%(C1,Cy) =

wherea,b,c € I anda, 8 € '* such that the leftmost symbol of and the rightmost symbol @8 are
notB. - (C1,C2) = (p,a,q,b,D) denotes that the’NTM can transfornC; to C;, through the transition
(p,a,q,b,D).

Similar to finite-state automata theory based on unsharptqoealogic, by interacting\ andH, we
can adapt depth-first and width-first methods for definingdibgree of acceptance of languages recog-
nized by Turing machines. In fact, these correspond to lghracognition and sequential recognition.
We prove that the methods coincide only when the truth Ridan MV algebra.

Definition 3.2 A path of an&NTM M is a finite sequence of IDs.
Definition 3.3 The&-valued language accepted by&NTM M in a depth-first manner is defined as:

IMla(s) = A\ /\ /\ 1(co) B 3*(qos,Cy) B 8*(C1,Co) B--- BT (SHCy)) 1)
n>1G qoeQ

foranyse Z+.
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Definition 3.4 The&-valued language accepted by&NTM M in a width-first way is defined as:

Ml = A [A (- (A ( A N@ 25 @scy) 85 cuc)

n>1LC, G \C Mo

(2)
m© 5*((:2,03)) ) BHT(St(Cn))]

foranyse Z+.

Remark 3.1 Similar to classical Turing machines, @&NTM M halts when it reaches some state
with T(q) < 1 or obtains some IR with T(St(C)) = 1 andd*(C,C’) = 1 for any IDC'. Each path in
Equations[(ll) and{2) is required to halt. If the machine du®shalt for some inpusin all paths, then
the &-value ofs accepted by is not defined.

Definition 3.5 An &-valued deterministic Turing maching€DTM) is an&NTM whose transition func-
tion J satisfies the following: for anp € Q anda € I', there exists at most one sg,b,D} such that

3(p.a,q,b,D) # 1.

The classes of al’NTMs and&DTMs over alphabek are denoted by NT¥, %) and DTM(&', %),
respectively. We denote]| (£,%) = {{M|q: M € NTM(&,%)} andL (&, Z) = {{M|w: M € NTM(&, )}

Definition 3.6 A partial functionL : =+ — & is called an&-valued d-recursively enumerable (d-RE)
language or a’-valued w-recursively enumerable (w-RE) languagk i L] (£,Z) or L € L},(£,2),
respectively.

Proposition 3.1 (i) |[M|w < [M|q for any&NTM M.
(i) IM|w = [M|q forany&NTM M iff & is an MV algebra.
Proof : Point (i) is obvious sincaHE (bAc) < (aEb) A (alHc) for a,b,c € & in general. (ii) If& is an

MV algebra, thert distributes oven\, so|M|y = |[M|q. Conversely, for ang,b,c € & we construct an
ENTM M = ({qo,01,02},2,1,9,B,1,T) as follows. For some € %,

I(do) =Db,I (1) =c,I(02) =1, T(do) =1, T(qr) =L, T(q2) =@
6(Qo,0,02,0,R) =6(q1,0,02,0,R) =0

and 6 = 1 for the rest. For the inpus = o, all the effective paths arqgo - g, and 10 - gQp.
Thus,[M|a(0) = (I(do) B 0" (o0, 0G2) BT (a2)) A (I (ar) B 6* (010, 00) BT (02)) = (@l b) A (alH c).
From the definition it is easy to see thit|w (o) = [(1(qo) B 0*(qoo,002)) A (1 (1) B o* (10, 002)) B
T(qg2)] = (bAc)Ba. ThereforealB (bAc) = (alEb) A (aHHc). Q.E.D.

4 Variants

Definition 4.1 LetM = (Q,2,I",9,B,1,T) be an&NTM. We call é classical ifd(p,a,q,b,D) =0or 1
Vp,q€ Q,Va,be I andVD € {L,S R}. Similarly, we calll (T) classical ifl(p) =0or 1 (T(p) =0 or
1) Vp € Q. The subclass of al’NTMs with a classical initial-state (terminal-state) ftino is denoted
as NTM(&,%) (NTM1(&,%)). We define NTMy (&,%) = NTM;(&,Z) NNTM1 (&, %).

The following results show that ar§/NTM can be simulated by afNTM with a classical initial-
state function. That isNTMs with classical initial states are as powerful as genéidTMs.
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Lemma 4.1 For anyM € NTM(&, Z) there existdV) € NTM, (&, %) such thatM|q = |M; |q and|M |y, =
Proof: AssumingM = (Q,2,I",,B,1,T), we construcM, = (Q,,%,I",&,B,1,,T)), whereQ, = QU {p }
andp, ¢ Q,

li(pr) =0, andl;(gq) =1,Vqge Q

Ti(p) =1, andTi(q) =T(q),Vq€ Q
a(p,a,q,b,D) =5(p,a,9,b,D),¥p,q € Q
a(p,a0,a =1(q),vq€Q

and ¢ = 1 for the rest. InVl; the new statgp, is the unique initial state. It is straightforward to sed tha
IM|g = |[M;|q. We can directly prove the width-first method.

s = A (A (A( A 1@ s @sen) B8 €LC) - )BT

n21:Cn Ci “qoeQ
~A[A (- (é\ (1B pscy) B CC ) ) BTia)

:/\ /\<< A |(ql)E55*(qls,C2)> > HﬂT(qn)]

n>1LC, 0:1€Q
=[Mlw(s)

Q.E.D.
Symmetrically, any’NTM can be simulated by a#iNTM with a classical terminal-state function.

Lemma 4.2 For anyM € NTM(&, Z) there existdy € NTM+ (&, %) such thaiM|g = |MT|g.
Proof: LetM = (Q?zvr75>BvlvT) andMT = (Q'r>zvr75'rvB7|T>TT)’ WhereQT = {(va(p)) -pe Q}1

It ((p, T(P)) =(p)

aT«p,wp»,a,<q,T<q>>,b,D>:{ggg’j’g’ﬁ’giﬁ”‘”’ :IIEZiii

0 ifT(p<1

Tr((p.T(P))) :{1 T (p) = 1

andor = 1 for the rest.

By RemarK 3.1, a@’NTM halts in two cases: (i) it reaches some statich thafl (p) < 1 or (ii) it
reaches some configuratiorpag such thafl (p) = 1 andd(p,a,q,b,D) = 1Vq,b,D.

Letse X' be an arbitrary input and |& halt along the patP = (Cy = Ps.Ca,- ,Cn). Suppose-
(Ci,l,Ci) =(pi-1,8-1,p,&,D;),i=1--- /n Thenthereis apatdr: Pr = Co=(pi,T(p1))s,Ca, - ,Cn),
whereC, = a(p,T(p))B if G = apB and- (Ci-1,C) = ((pi—1, T(pi-1)),a@-1, (P, T(P)),&,Di), i =
1,---,n. If M halts in case (i), thefi (St(C,)) < 1. ObviouslyMr halts alongPr and the£-values ofP
andPr are the same. M halts in case (ii), thef (St(C,,)) = 1 andd*(C,,,C’) = 1 for allC'. By the def-
inition, &1 ((p, T(p)),a, (g, T(q)),b,D) > &(p,a,q,b,D), s05#(C,,C') = 1 for allC’ and T+ (StC)) = 1.
ThenMr also halts alond?r and the£’-values ofP andPr all equal 1.
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Conversely, assume thitr halts along the patRr = (Co = (p,T(p))s,Cy, - ,Cy). Suppose that
F(Ci-1,G) = ((pi—1, T(pi-1)),&-1,(pi, T(pi)),&,Di), i = 1,--- ,n. Then there is a patR = (Co =
psCy,---,Cy) whereCi = apBif C=a(p,T(p))B. If Mt halts alond? in case (i), i.eTt(pn, T(Pn)) =
0, thenM halts alongP sinceT (p,) < 1 by definition and thé’-values ofP andPy are the same.

If Mt halts alongPr in case (i), thendr((pn, T(pPn)),an,(9,T(q)),b,D) =1 for all q,b,D and
Tr((Pn. T(Pn))) = L. First, it &t ((pn, T(Pn), an, (3, T(a)).b,D) = 5(pn,an,q,b,D) BT (q) = 1 for some
g,b, D, we haveT (q) < 1 by definition. ThemM halts alond® = (Co, - - - ,Cp,Cri1-1), Where- (Cp,Cpi1) =
(Pn,an, g, b, D) and the£-value ofP’ is 1. Otherwise, i®r ((pn, T(pPn)),an, (9, T(q)),b,D) = d(pn,an,q,
b,D) = 1 for all g,b,D, thenM halts along® and the4-value ofP is 1.

Therefore, we conclude thatlil halts along some path, théy also halts along the “mirror” path
with the samef’-value and vice versa. Q.E.D.

Combining Lemmak 411 and 4.2, we know that the non-claspads of NTMs can exist only in
the transition processes.

Corollary 4.3 For anyM € NTM (&, %) there existdMt € NTM,1 (&, %) such thatMt|q = |[M|g.
Therefore, from now on we can denote dNTM by M = (Q,%,I,9,B, p;, T) if needed.

Definition 4.2 A path (Co, - - - ,Cy) is effective if 6*(Ci_1,Ci) # 1 fori=1,--- ,n. On an effective path,
eachd*(Ci_1,C) = 0(St(Ci_1),a,St(C;),b,D) for somea,b € ' andD € {L,SR}.

Definition 4.3 LetM = (Q,Z,,3,B, p;,T) be an&’NTM. For anys€ Z*, we defindDpu(s,1) = {C €
ID(M) : (pis,C) as an effective pathandIDy(s,n+1) = {C € ID(M) : (C',C) as an effective path for
someC’ € 1Dy (s,n)},n=1,2,---. LetIDu(s) =U,IDwm(s,n) comprise all the IDs achievable froms.
We omit the subscrip¥ if no confusion is possible.

From the definition above, Equatidd (1) can be simplified to

Mlas)= A A 8 (psCy)B- B35 (Cr1,Cn) BT(SHCn)) ©)
n>1GielD(s,n)

and Equation[(2) can be simplified to

A << A\ ( A 5*(p|S,C1)EE5*(C1,C2)>

ChelD(s,n) CoeID(s,2) \CieID(s1)

Mw(s) = /\

n>1

(4)

i 5*(C2,C3)> ) BT (SHCn))

We denote the range of a mdpby R(f). For an&NTM M = (Q,%,,0,B,1,T), let Ry = R(I) U
R(0) UR(T). We assume thaRy = {Xq,X2,--- ,X} since it is finite. Thus, the value of pathis
e(P) = vixg Bvoxp B - - - Bvix, or simply represented bylkavectorv(P) = (vy,---, V). Two k-vectors
(Vi,--- Vi) and(vy, - , Vi) are called compatible if;, <V for all i, denoted byvy, - -+, W) < (g, , V).
Obviously ifv(P1) < v(P,) thene(P) < e(P»). Thatis, in this cas&, can be omitted from the calculus.
A set ofk-vectors is called independent if and only if all elements @t compatible with each other.
In fact, Proposition 2 in[14] showed that any independehbgsuchk-vectors is finite. Thus, there are
finite A operations in Equationkg](3) arid (4).

Next we show that under some finiteness condition, €ddiiM can be simulated by Som&NTM
with classical transitions.
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Theorem 4.4 Let M be an&NTM and letSy denote the subalgebra generatedRay If Sy is finite,
there exists ad’NTM M with classical transitions such thd |y, = |M|w.

Proof. Assume thaM = (Q,%,I,9,B,p;,T). We construcM = $ >,r, 5 B, pi, )as follows:

—. . _JO, ifg=p
p|(q)—{17 otherwise

-F(X) = ApeX(P)BT(p)

foranya,bel, X e ﬁ andD € {L,SR}, 5(X a,Y,b,D) =0, whereY (q) = ApcgX(p)E(p,a,9,b,D) €
2 andd = 1 for the rest. Herd can be treated as a classical transition funcBgn I — 2% {LSR}

We only need to consider effective patlts, Cy,-- Cn) For each effective path there exists a unique
set{a;,b;,D;}]! ; satisfyingd*(Is,Cy1) = o(l, a1, St(C1), by, D1) andd*(Ci_1,G;) = 3(StCi_1),a, StG),
bi,D;i) fori=2,--- ,n. Thus, for anys€ =¥,

e = A[A (A <Qg*<ﬁ GBS G.6)BFGE) ) BTEE)
n;lc—ne.o(s,n) D= AN G e BT (pr

AN (_ A A\ StCn-1)(Pn-1) B 8(Pn-1.n, pn,bn,Dn)> BT (pn)

N>1Cy,pn “Cho1€IDm(SN—1) Pn-1

=\ [ A ( A ( <_/\ StC1)(p1) B 3(p1, 22, p27b27D2)>

n>1LCopn “Coi1,Pnt Ci,p1

I
=
=

> B 8(Pn—1,@n, Pn, bn, Dn)> EET(pn)}
=A { A ( N << A 5(p|76117p1,b1,D1)535(p1,az7p2,b27D2)>
n>1%Copn “Co1,Pn1 C1,p1
: > t 6(pn—17an7 Pn, bn7 DI’])> BEI-I-(pl’l):|
=A [ A ( A << /\ 8(pi,a1,p1,b1,D1) BS(p1, a2, pz,bz,D2)>
n>11Copn “Coo1.Pn-1 p1,b1,D1
) 5 (pr1.80. pn,bn,Dn)) aaT(pnﬂ
=N\ [ A ( A << /\  3(pi,a1,StC1),b1,D1) B S(SHCy), a2, I027b27D2)>
n>1=Cy,pn 6n—17pn—1 C1€1Dm(s1)
> B 8(Pn—1,@n, Pn, bn, Dn)> EET(pn)}

:/\{ A )<< A 6*(p|s,C1)535*(C1,C2)>-~>EHT(St(Cn))}

Ch€IDm(sn C1€IDm(s1)
w(s). Q.E.D.
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Definition 4.4 [3] A QMV algebra is said to be locally finite ifac &£ s.t.ta#03dne Ns.t.n-a=1.

LetM be an&NTM. Let R = {ayBa,B---Ha, : g € Ry,n € N} U{0}. Itis straightforward to
prove that if& is locally finite, thenR; is also finite. In the following we can simulate asNTM with
some&’NTM with classical transitions.

After Corollary[4.3 the question arises as to whether thesttns of an&’NTM can be classical
without losing power. The next lemma shows that this can lbailoéd under a certain finite condition.

Lemma4.5 Let M be an&NTM. If & is locally finite, there exists sOm&NTM M€ with classical
transitions that accepts the sa#iezalued language.

Proof. LetM = (Q,%,I,6,B,1,T) andM® = (Q¢,X° ¢ 6% B,1°,T¢). We assume thatQ x I x Q x
I x {L,S R}|| = N and we number all possible transmo(rrs; a,q,b,D) from 1 toN.

The state se@° = QU{aq\"” :qe QxeRE,i=1--- N,j=0,---,4}u{ag\’ : xe R8} is finite
sinceRY] is finite. The input alphabet i&° = = x {0}, where Ois the least element 61 The tape
alphabef ¢ = 5 x R U {B} is finite for finiteR. The initial function isi¢|q = | and!®|q:_q = 1 for the
rest.

For eachd(p,a,q,b,D) =y, suppose the index dp,a,q,b,D) isi. We define the following classical
transitions:

5°(p, (8,X), Ohgsy - (b, XEBY), ) =0 (5)
5%(dlgay (b,XBY), o, (b,xEBY), L) =0 ©)
5°(qx53y, (c,2), qxaﬂy,(c,xaﬂy),R) =0,VceT,zc Ry 7)
&°(chezy - (b, xEBY), 0fesy , (b, XEBY), R) =0 (8)
8°(cigy . (6,2). 04y, (c.xBy),L) =0,¥c e I,z R ©)
8°(0ny - (b.xEY),q, (b.xBy), D) =0 (10)
5°(a,(c,2),0t”,(c,2),S) =0,VceT,ze RE (11)

and o€ = 1 for the rest. Finally,'l'c(q>(<”) =xHET(q) andT¢(p) = 1 for the rest. Assume tha can
transform from IDapaB to agbB through the transitiod(p,a,q,b,D) =y. Leta = a’(c1,z) and
B = (c2,22)B’; thenM® must run as follows:

ap(ax)p @ aquE>(b x@By)a @ a qfﬁy(cl,zl)(b xHBy)B @> a (cl,xEHy)quEy(b xBHy)E

) LA
7 10

& (o1, xEBY) (b xBY)lS) (02,2208 > & (c1, xEBy) o) (b, xBy) (co, xBy) B T
a q(cl,xEHy)(b,xBHy)(cz,xEHy)B’, if D=L
o_r’(cl,xBHy)q(b,xBﬂy)(cz,xBHy)ﬁ’, ifD=S
c?’(cl,xEEy)(b,xEEy)q(cz,xEEy)E’, if D=R

SinceMF€ is non-deterministic, transitiof_(1L1) would take the maehinto stateq)%)y and then it must

halt. To see this, iﬂ'c(q)%)y) =xHByYHBT(q) < 1, thenM® halts. Otherwise the machine is in stqﬁé}
and then thes-values of all the next possible transitions are 1\Msomust halt. Therefore, we can see
thatM¢ turns intoaq(b, xEHy)B from a p(a, x)B through transitiond {5)E(10).
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Now suppose the input sand there is an effective path fr:

| (po) B2 6" (pos, C1) B+ - B3 8" (Cn—1,Cn) BT (Pn)
=1 (Po) B 6(po, g, P1,01,D1) B - 6(Pn-1,8n, Pn; b, Dn) BT (Pn).-
According to the above discussion, there is an effectivh fmtM¢:
| (o) B8 8% (posx {0}, Ca) BB+ 8 8% (Cn-1,Cn) BTE(SHCy))
=1 (po) O - MOBTE(p{")
=1 (Po) B 6(po, g, P1,01,D1) B - - 6(Pn-1,8n, Pn; b, Dn) BT (Pn),

wherex = &(po, a1, p1,b1,D1) B - - B &(Pn-1,an, Pn,bn, Dn) BT (pn). The&-values of these two paths
are the same.
Conversely, any® input must be in the forns x {0}, wheres € =", so each effective path fdn°©
can be simulated by some pathMf Q.E.D
Using the same construction as in Lemimd 4.5, we can showftiaid deterministic, thetM® can
also be deterministic.

Corollary 4.6 LetM be an&DTM. Whené is locally finite, there exists som@€DTM M€ with classical
transitions that accepts the sa#ievalued language.

In fact we can assume thist in Lemmd 4.5 has a single initial state by Lenimd 4.1, and fhex°
has a single initial state and a classical transition famcti

In classical computation theory, deterministic Turing aes are equivalent to non-deterministic
Turing machines, that is, they can recognize the same laeguadowever, this property does not hold
for fuzzy non-deterministic Turing machinés [14, 7]. Fumon-deterministic Turing machines are more
powerful than fuzzy deterministic Turing machines. Simjlawe show thats’NTMs are also more
powerful than&DTMs.

Let & be locally finite. By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.5, we can assumeNhit an&DTM with classical
transitions and a single initial state. Then we can consawtassical Turing machine with two tapes to
compute thes-valued languagéM |q. For any inpuss, in the first tapeM’ simulatesM according to the
transition function oM. SinceM is deterministic, th& value of each step can be recorded in the second
tape. ObviouslyM’ halts iff M halts. WherM’ halts, the final result for the second tape is jilq(S).

From the above discussion, we can conclude that there eXI3®M that can be simulated by a
classical Turing machine. However, in the following exaenple find that for somé&NTM, there is no
classical Turing machine that can simulate it.

Example 4.1 Let L, be the standardniversal languagen classical computation theory and M, =
(Qu,2,I,dy,B, pi,Qr) be the universal Turing machine accepting We construct arfNTM M =
(Q,Z,I,0,B,q,T) such that, for any given & x < 1,

e Q=QuU{a,ar}, whereq;,or ¢ Qu.

L4 5(q|7av plvavs) = 5(QI>a>QTaaaS) =0Vaez.

e 5(p,a,g,b,D) =0if and only(qg,b,D) € d,(p,a), andd = 1 for the others.

e T(p)=0forpe Qr,andT = 1 for the others.

ObviouslyM is an&NTM and its language igM|q(s) = 0 Vs Ly and [M|q4(s) = x Vs ¢ Ly. If there
exists some’DTM M’ simulatingM, then the classic languads € Z* : |[M’|4(s) = x} = Z* — L, must
be recursively enumerable, which contradicts the factlth# undecidable.
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As a result, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7 &NTMs are not equivalent t6 DTMs and&NTMs have more computational power than
&DTMs.

5 Conclusion

To set up a quantum computation theory for characterizimgp@uantum systems, we continue to discuss
Turing machines based on unsharp quantum logic. By reexagndome properties of classical Turing
machines, we found that some important properties areréiffdrom those of classical Turing machines,
such as the relation betwedgiNTMs and&’DTMs. We also found that som®&NTMs with some classical
characters have the same power as ger€llIMs. The phrase structure grammar, the universality of
the Turing machines, the multitape case and the closureefrep of unsharp Turing machines will be
presented elsewhere.
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