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Quantum circuitsfor qubit fusion
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We consider four-dimensional qudits as qubit pairs and tngdit Pauli operators as qubit @brd operators.
This introduces a nestingz c C; c C3, whereC[l'is thenth level of them-dimensional qudit Ciford hierarchy.
If we can convert between logical qubits and qudits, theritdTidfford operators are qubit non-&tird operators.
Conversion is achieved by qubit fusion and qudit fissiongisitabilizer circuits that consume a resource state.
This resource is a fused qubit stabilizer state with a feléirant state preparation using stabilizer circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION We use standard quantum circuit notati@ fhroughout
the paper with modifications to accommodate qudits. Qudits

There is increasing theoretical interest in using qudits fo re labeled by a slash on the left end of the wire. Pauli and
guantum information processing, 2], but most experimental  Clifford gates on qudit wires denote the corresponding qudit
efforts are focused on building qubits. A natural way to relate®Perations. An operation controlled by a quditin the state
these activities is to consider embedding qudits in quBits [ 1S ap_phedx times. A_II state pr_eparatlon a_nd measyrement is
The simplest invertible embedding is a four-dimensionaliu  "estricted to the qubit and qudit computational basis.
in two qubits. Quantum error correction is more complicated
for qudits of composite dimension, but high-distance sigfa
codes can be constructed for qudits of any dimensign [

This paper develops a useful physical relationship between
qubits and qudits that is represented as quantum circuits. A To enable a concise presentation of results, we assume that
further use of “qudit” implicitly refers to a four-dimensial ~ the reader is familiar with stabilizer operations on qubitst
qudit. We assume the availability of stabilizer operatinita ~ Map between elements of the Pauli group using elements of
negligible errors on both qubits and qudits. These operatio the Cliford group B]. The Pauli group is generated by an
combine projective measurements in a joint Pauli basis witiPhase factor and ax andZ operator for each qubit, and the
unitary transformations in a joint Glord group that are able Clifford group is generated by an= exp(r/4) phase factor,
to entangle qubits with qudits. Superficially, a quditfidid @ controlled~ot (cNot) operation between qubit pairs, and a
operation can be a non-@lrd operation on two underlying HadamardKi) and phaseg) operation for each qubit.
qubits. To achieve actual non-@tird operations, we need to ~ We use the standard extension of Pauli andf@l group
teleport quantum states between two qubits and a qudit. Watructure to quditsq] with notation similar to the qubit case.
then posit the existence of a circuit element for qubit fasio  The Pauli group is still generated by a phase factor and an

andZ operator for each qudit, but the phase is nowand the

II. STABILIZER OPERATIONS

[X) 2y + x) (1a) Pauli operator algebra on a qudit is summarized by
v ZX = iXZ, (2a)
and another for the conjugate operation of qudit fission, z1l=7" =278 (2b)
Xy + _. F Ixmod 2 X=X =X (2¢)

Ff (1b)

[1x/2]) Generalizations of~ot, H, andS operations still generate
The relative orientation of input and output wires is used tothe qudit Cliford group up to a global phas@|[ They can be
distinguish the inequivalent qubit wires BfandF . characterized by their action on the qudiandZ operators,

To implementF or F' using stabilizer operations, a qudit

ancilla state must be consumed. For logical qubits and gjudit _ 3
encoded in dferent quantum codes, this state fieetively a B (32)
resource for code conversion. It can be distilled and teteplo

to correct faultyF operations analogous to gate teleportation _Tr (3b)
of non-Clifford operationsq]. This combines aspects of code 9—.»

conversion§] and resource state distillatio][to implement
an unconventional but universal set of quantum operations.
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= (3e)  contain only qubit Cliford operations. By contrast, the qudit
- Clifford group generatoksvor, H, andS,
- X (3f)
XHS|=-+HSHZHXFxw (39) e TE FV
= (3n) - A O E+ 0
N [
U U

It was initially conjectured that other single-qudit op@vas -
would be needed to generate the qudifiGhd group [L0], but e H
cNoT, H, andS were recently proven to be Sicient [9]. = Fi I F (5d)
Except for the phase factor in ttf&gate (v rather thari), .
Eq. @) is consistent with the qubit cas&, Z, H, andc~ot -+ T
Sl =
+sk .

are Hermitian and order two for qubits but are non-Hermitian
and order four for qudits. This necessitates operator atgeb
rules that distinguish an operator from its conjugate. containT, controlledS, and Tdfoli gates, which are standard
We present further details of joint stabilizer operations o qubit non-Cliford operations. If we label theth level of the
qubits and qudits in the next two subsections. In $igk, we  m-dimensional qudit Ciford hierarchy p] as C[, then it is
specify the standard representation of qudit Pauli anicti  clear from Eq. ) thatcg1 C Cg. Cg must be a strict subset of
operations as qubit operations. In SH@, we define hybrid  C2 because qudit Giord operations are not universal.
Clifford operations between qubits and qudits. We can also us€ andF to rewrite the qubit Pauli group
generators as operations on qudits. Two in particular,

A. Standard qudit representation E— XHX =
. = . . FT B (Ga)
We attribute the standard representation of the qudit Pauli
group P] to the qudits generated by tlegate in Eq. 1). It — = i (6b)
is typically defined by the action of Pauli and fBird group —_—

generators on qudit computational basis stakes a “shift” ] ) )
operation that increments the basis state by one modulp fou@r€ also in the qudit Pauli group. The other two generators,

X) [(x+ 1) mod 4. (4a) B (7a)

F (5e)

Gl
[~ ]

X

N

=4

Z is a “clock” operation that shifts the phase by a power, of
o = |F Efl (7b)
%) 1) (4b)
cNoT is a modular addition operation on the basis index, are in the qudit Clford group. We observe th&g c C2.

1X) ——e— |X) We make a final observation about fusion by decomposing
)~ (x+y) mod 4 (4c) the qudit Cliford operators in Eq.7) in a qudit Pauli basis,

H is a discrete Fourier transform of the quantum state,

XH? = 3 (X + XZ% + X' + 2°X") (8a)
7’8’ = L(w'Z+wZ'). (8b)

%) 32501y (4d) V2

In the conversion between qubits and qudits, the new Rauli
operators are functions of the old Pazilbperators. This is an
2 asymmetry in the qudit representation since the new Paul
X . W) (4e) operators are functions of both old PaxilandZ operators. A
complementary representation is defined in the appendix.

S is a phase shift by a power af with a quadratic exponent,

Other suggested qudit @ord operations]0] are redundant.
For examplejx) — |3x mod 4 is the action oH?.

We useF andF' to rewrite Eq. 4) as operations on the
underlying qubits. The qudit Pauli group generatd@sndZ,

s X A provable construction of all Gliord operations between
= | Ff D_H (5a) qudits of diferent dimensions is an open problehi][that we
do not attempt to solve here. We simply introduce additional

B. Hybrid Clifford operations

VAR
N
H generators of the Gliord group to entangle qubits and qudits
=" | Ft , (5b)  that are sfficient for the purpose of this paper. We conjecture
that they are dficient to generate the entire €brd group.
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The entangling gates that we consider are generalizatfons o It is convenient to define partial operations for fusion and
cNoT between a qubit and qudit. They have two orientations,fission that either prepare an input qubit in a predetermined
state or measure an output qubit in a predetermined basis,

e 7 Ef F -
= (9a) I
- Fl| = (13a)
1= (9b)
o | F F e[ - (13b)
which are related by conjugation on both qubit and qudit.
For convenience, we extend the Pauli transformation rules - f o S 13
in Eq. (3) to include the hybridt~noT operations, F L~ F (13¢)
H = #ﬂ (10a) 7 =i = 7 = . (13d)
X n
I 10b A complete set of quantum states can be fused or split by these
X - E (10b) operations, but full quantum coherence is not preserved.
An advantage of the partial fusion and fission operations in
Hzle- _ +4-{2} (10¢) Eq. (13) is that they have stabilizer circuit implementations,
5 —
7 (10d) i (14a)
% z Y k S
XX (10e)
+—& +4 W
—_—— — - F - (14b)
= (10f) —
HXe- +o{X]
{ — —( + L
/ - 7 (109) Ff | = (14c)
— }Z
-1 Zk (10h)
Hzh- -+ {zh J—
By combining Egs. §) and (L0) with standard transformation Fi |~ f (14d)
rules for qubits, we can propagate Pauli operators throngh a |0)

stabilizer circuit containing both qubits and qudits. o _
These are all standard quantum circuits for state telefamta

partially rewritten using qudit Cliiord operations.
IIl. CONVERSION CIRCUITS With access to an ancilla qudit initialized [i©), stabilizer
circuits for complete fusion and fission are

The qudit resource state for both fusion and fission is

IF) =5 (0 +1). (11) (15a)
which is the fusion of a simple qubit stabilizer state
|0) . IF) (12)
0) ' (15b)

BecauseéF) is a resource state for non-@€trd operations, it
should be expected that a stabilizer circuit implementadid
Eq. 12 merely teleports an ancilla qudit preparedrs Again, these are standard circuits in nonstandard notation
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FIG. 1.Z? error detection circuit for twirled noisyF) states with all possible error locations included.

IV. RESOURCE STATES

and consumes orE) to detect an error in the outpjit). On
the underlying qubits, this circuit projectively measuresn

Although|F) is an unconventional resource state, it can bethe second qubit with exor and measurement on the fourth

used to extract the non-@ord operations in Eq.5] into the
conventional resource states@§ gate teleportatiorq],

Fy HS =
o faHrr- 7 (16
IF) o
0y -H
0 1] = (16b)
0 P HZH T
IF) -
0y {H - P
|0y H: IF) N (16c)
0) ——6b- Fol

The T, controlledS, and Tdfoli gates require one, two, and

qubit. It is more complicated as a qudit stabilizer circwitth
a partial fission and classically-controlledor that cancel a
Toffoli gate. We are unable to find a complementary circuit to
detectZ? errors. Instead, we use a repetition code to encode a
qubitX measurement in FidL, which consumes sij).

With statistically equivalent inputs of the form in EdL§)
and to leading order ipx, pz, andpxz, Eq. @9) and Fig.1
detect an error ipg as a nonzero measurement outcome with
probability 2px + 2pxz and %z + 7pxz or otherwise output

2% pr = pe(P + Pazs 2Pz, 2Px Pxz) (20a)
7x pr — pr(7px. 6p2 + 18pzp%z. 6P, + 18p3pxz) (20b)

respectively. For uniform error reduction, an incommeagair
nesting ofX? andZ? detection circuits is required. A greedy
nesting that always suppresses the most probable error has a
threshold ofp ~ 0.17 for px = pz = (1 - p)pandpxz = p°.

We have established that fault-tolerghy} state preparation

three copies off) to implement respectively. Whether or not s possible with stabilizer circuits, but our constructismot
IF) can be prepared from finite numbers of these conventionalficient compared to state-of-the-art magic state distiltati

resource states is unclear and left to future work.

Fault-tolerant state preparation|&f is similar to standard
magic state distillation?]. Faulty|F) states are stochastically
twirled using the stabilizers dF) in Eq. (7),

Wy (o) =
Wz (p) =

which reduces errors to a statistical mixture@fandz?,

3 (o + XHZpH?XY)
% (p + Z"'SszZZ) ,

(17a)
(17b)

Pr(Px, Pz, Pxz) = (1= px — Pz — Pxz)IF )(F]
+ pxXAF)FIX? + pzZ2|F )(F|Z?

+ Pz X2Z2|F)(F|Z?X>. (18)

Our input-output ratio for quadratic error reductior~is6.8,
which is inferior to 4 for five-dimensional qudit magic staite
[1] and 2 for large numbers of qubit magic stat&g][ Future
research should search for ngwy distillation protocols and a
directimplementation of logicdt andF ' gates by converting
between two qubit surface codes and a qudit surface code.

V. CONCLUSIONS

While qubit fusion is not anfécient method for universal
guantum computation in its present form, f@rd+F circuits
have an advantage relative to ®ird+T circuits. The cost of
a quantum computation compiled into af@rd+T circuit is

These error probabilities are then reduced by applyingr errooften measured in the number and deptfT afates 13]. We

detection stabilizer circuits to multiple copies@.
The detection circuit foX? errors is similar to Eq.1(5b),

X2a22b |F>
XZCde ||:>

XZazZ(b+d) |F>

(19)

(a+c)mod 2

can recompile Citord+T circuits into Cliford+F circuits by
replacing eacil gate with anF gate using Eq.16). We can
reduce the number df gates by optimizing circuits to use
two F gates instead of threk gates 8] for each controlleds
gate and thre€ gates instead of fouF gates for each Toli
gate [L4]. Thus Clifford+F circuits can be morefgcient than
Clifford+T circuits in their usage of basic resource states.
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There are two natural generalizations of qubit fusion. The Complementary to Eq5§, we rewrite Eq. 4) usingG and
first generalization is tgudit fusion, where gp-dimensional G as a diferent set of operations on the underlying qubits,

qudit and ag-dimensional qudit merge into jgg-dimensional
X
= H G’ - (A.2a)

qudit. Using the standard qudit Pauli andft@ird groups 9],
G G (A.2b)
Z N
H

we can attempt to generalize all the quantum circuit idiexstit
+
jEhsrpemily
= (A.2c)
+
+

]

in this paper. Of particular note is the recursive constomabf

H in Eg. (6d). H is a quantum Fourier transform (QFT), and

its decomposition into lower-dimensional QFTs, phasegate L .

and data permutations is very similar to the Cooley-Tukey fa

Fourier transf_orm algorif[hm]ﬁ. _The second generalization e

is to other pairs of Pauli and @ord groups that operate on

the same Hilbert space and have similar nesting structuee. W~ 75— G D E[—F

require each Cfford group to contain both Pauli groups and ¥ ¥

have elements that are not contained within the othefdtdi H v

group. Qubit fusion results from the use of qubit and qudit = |Gf (A.2d)

Pauli groups, and magic state distillation results fromube

of two qubit Pauli groups generated p¥, Z} and{XS, Z} [7]. T

Other sets of quantum operations with similar group stmectu = 7 G’ - (A.2e)

might also be relevant for universal quantum computation.
Ultimately, we must judge schemes for universal quantu

computation holistically. Their relative value will degkon

ease of implementation on physical qubits, compatibiliighw

guantum error correction, the threshold and catieiency of

compatible codes, arfficient method for circuit compilation,

and dficient resource distillation or other implementation of a

logical non-Cliford gate. These issues have been considered

extensively for Cliford+T circuits on qubits 16], but there N

are indficiencies 7] that warrant the consideration of other = G’ (A.3a)

schemes, such as @brd+F circuits on qubits and qudits.

_ o . (A3b)
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Decomposition of these operators in the qudit Pauli basis,
Appendix: Alternate qudit representation

H'Z'S?H = % (0 X+ wX) (A.5a)
It is interesting to consider other qudit representatibias t ZTH2 = % (Z X247 4 foz)’ (A.5b)

complement Sectiolh A with a qubit to qudit conversion that

preserves Eq.§) and switches the role of andZin Eq. 8).  clearly demonstrates the complementarity with . (
We satisfy these constraints with an alternate fusion Gate We can defingG) analogous t¢F) in Eq. (12), but the two

states only dter byH. Because of thél andswap on qubits
_ _ (A1) in Eq. (A.1), the nature of the errors in a faull@) state are
opposite that ofF). Z? errors becomefBicient to detect as in
Eq. (19) andX? errors become dicult to detect as in Figl.
F andG are equivalent up to stabilizer operations. All resultsIf we could switch representations and preserve the ideotit
obtained in this paper fdf gates andF) states generalize to errors, theiF) state preparation would be mor@eient. This
this qudit representation with minor modifications of citsu  might be possible for a logical qudit encoded in a topoldgica
The computational basis is preservedmin Eqg. (1) because code, where the local identity of physical errors is decedpl

it maps betwee# eigenstates of qubits and qudiG.has the  from the global identity of logical errors. A logical strirogn
complementaryféect of mapping betweeX eigenstates. be X-type in one spatial region arfitype in another.
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