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QUANTUM FIBRATIONS: QUANTUM COMPUTATION ON AN ARBITRARY
TOPOLOGICAL SPACE

KAZUKI IKEDA

ABSTRACT. Using von Neumann algebras, we extend the theory of quantum computation on a graph
to a theory of computation on an arbitrary topological space.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction 1
2. Orbits and Quantum Operations 4
3. Quantum Fibrations and Quantum Networks 6
4. Comparison with Theory of Quantum Computation 8
5. Application to Algebraic Quantum Field Theory 11
6. Applications to Semiclassical Phenomena 12
7. Algebraic Geometric Approach to Quantum Chemistry and Polymer Chemistry Based on

Quantum Computation 17
References 20

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Quantum Computation. Throughout this article, any Hilbert space we consider is separable
and complex. All operators on any Hilbert space are assumed to be trace class and bounded. Let
B(#H) be the set of all bounded operators on a Hilbert space H. For A € B(H), we write its conjugate
as A*. Let D(H) ={p € B(H): Trp=1,p* = p,p > 0} be the set of all density operators (quantum
states) acting on H. Let p be an endomorphism of C2" such that Trp = 1, p* = p and p > 0. Such an
operator p is called a quantum state or density operator. A quantum state is called pure if Tr (pz) =1;
otherwise, it is called mixed. Let {Ef}kK:"{’szl be a set of endomorphisms (Kraus operators) of C2"
such that
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k-1 j—1 and the result £ can be obtained with

The measurement of the operator p is defined using {E]k }
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If the measurement result is k, the state p is transformed into another state

J k k) *
(1.3) p' . Zjil Ej P(Ej)
. = ; N
T (S8, Ebp(E))
Quantum computation (pm, {Ux}ren, {Ef}kK:"{kal) is defined by an initial quantum state p;,, a family

of unitary operators {Uy} ea and Kraus operators {Ef}sz"{kal. The initial state p;;, which is updated

by sequentially applying unitary operators {Ux}xea as pin — UxpinU;. Quantum computation is
called universal if any 2"-dimensional unitary operator can be approximated using several operators
from {U)\}AEA-

The physical system that performs quantum computation is realized by graphically arranging n
artificial atoms, called qubits. Each qubit is an unit element of C2. Although theoretical methods
for realizing universal quantum computation are well established, it is also well known that it is very
difficult to simulate arbitrary physical processes by lattice computation. To explain this issue more
precisely, let us illustrate the general procedure of quantum computation.

Let (Q,.%, P) be an arbitrary probability space where a given problem is defined. It can be solved
by quantum computation in the following way:

1. Assign C*" and (pm, {Ux}ren, {Ef}?z"i"jzl), where each Uy is generated by n-qubit Pauli
operators.

2. For a given € > 0, find an embedding map f: Q — (pm, {Ux}ren, {Ef}f:{kal) such that for
all w € Q, there exists 4, u that satisfy ‘P(w) - Tr(zjjzl E;Uume;(EJl)*)
The technical difficulties in this process are as follows:
(A) A sufficient number of qubits, which give C2", and operators (pm, {UA}AGA,{E]’?},CK:"{Z:J
should be given to embed a problem and achieve a given precision e.

(B) An embedding map f should be found so the original distribution P(w) can be approximated
by n-qubit Pauli operators within a given precision e.

< €.

The former problem (A) is an experimental difficulty, while the latter (B) involves a theoretical diffi-
culty. For example, to consider the Standard Model of elementary particles from a view point of lattice
gauge theory, it is necessary to solve (circumvent) several ”"No-go theorems”, such as the Nielsen-
Ninomiya theorem, which states that right handed and left handed quarks and leptons appear in pairs,
so chiral symmetry is not realized on a lattice. The construction of lattice fermions with exact chiral
symmetry was circumvented by Neuberger’s proposal of overlap fermions, but the problem of huge
computational cost for simulations appeared. Quantum computation is expected to help reduce such
computational costs, but it is generally very difficult to equivalently replace a problem on a space
having cardinality of the continuum 2%° (or greater cardinality) with a problem on a graph/lattice
having cardinarity of Ry or less. When we say that quantum computation is universal, we mean that
it can produce arbitrary probability distributions or unitary operators with arbitrary precision (if we
are allowed to use sufficiently long time and a large amount of memory space), but nothing is told
about how this is possible.

1.2. Statement of Main Results. One of the finest aspects of quantum computation is that, in
principle, it can approximate arbitrary quantum many-body systems defined on any topological space
in a well-defined manner. Quantum mechanics is generally described by operators acting in an infinite-
dimensional complex Hilbert space, but in quantum computation they can be approximated by a finite
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number of operators acting in a finite-dimensional complex linear space. This gives an advantage when
simulating quantum field theory and quantum gravity. However, embedding quantum field theory
involves technical difficulties, as mentioned earlier. To solve these problems, it is natural to consider
a model of quantum computation based on the quantum theory of fields. However, in [FKW02],
it is reported that topological quantum field theory (TQFT) cannot be used to define a model of
computation stronger than BQP. The above state of affairs prompts the following question.

Question 1. How to define a computational theory that is more powerful than the conventional quan-
tum computational model?

The most general framework that can address any quantum theory will be given as follows.

Let F and X be topological spaces, and (F,m,X) be a triple that satisfies the following
conditions:

(1) m:.Z% — X is continuous.
(2) For each open cover {Ux}rea of X, m=1(U,) is a set of quantum states for every X € A.

First of all, in the following way, one can check this framework is the most general one that can
address any quantum theory. As we see below, continuity of 7 : # — X is not a strong condition.
Given a topological space (X, O(X)), for any set % and any map 7 : .# — X, we can define a topology
into .# so that 7 is a continuous map. Let O, (%) ={U C Z : IV € O(X), U = 7~ (V)} be a family
of subsets of .Z. Then (%#,0,(%)) is a topological space and 7 : .# — X is a continuous map. For
the second condition, let % be the set of all quantum states on X and 7 : % — X be a surjection.
Then it is possible to simulate/approximate any quantum state of any quantum theory on X.

Given such a triple (%, 7, X), one can define and run a problem by applying algebraic operators
to each 7~1(U). Let us consider how we can program each 7=~ (U) to solve a problem. To do so, we
first decide what kind of quantum state we will address. Since all experimentally observed physical
quantities are of finite value, it is sufficient to consider bounded operators. Therefore we use a von
Neumann algebra (WW*-algebra) to embed the problem into .# and write a program. Here a von
Neumann algebra is a weakly closed *-algebra of bounded operators on a Hilbert space and contains
the identity operator. Note that quantum mechanics includes not only bounded operators but also
non-bounded operators. Let A(U) be a von Neumann algebra on an open set U of X. It will act on
7~ Y(U) as follows. Suppose a initial quantum state py € A(U) is given on U. Then one can update it
by applying a family of unitary operators {ax}x C A(U) to py in such a way that py — axpraf;. One
will be able to simulate a local behavior on an open subset V' C U, by restricting A(U) to V', by which
one will obtain a subalgebra A(V) C A(U). In order to extend py to a state on W D U, one could do
so by embedding A(U) to A(W). This extension includes the notion of a tensor product of quantum
states. If we can give such an algebraic system to an arbitrary open set of X and reproduce arbitrary
quantum states, we can call it a true universal quantum computation. When those operations are
defined on a triple (%, m, X), we call it quantum fibration (Definition 2). This is clearly a natural
extension of conventional quantum computation, which discretely embeds a problem into each fiber
C?" using n-qubit Pauli operators.

Another motivation for the author in developing the theory is as follows:

This theory is a well-defined and non-perturbative quantum theory on any topological space.
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Conventional quantum theory tries to find a Hamiltonian or Lagrangian a priori to solve a problem,
whereas quantum computation finds an algebraic system that can be programmed to reproduce a
quantum system to solve a problem. Moreover algebraic operations are well-defined, and if the quantum
computation is universal, it can reproduce any state, regardless of non-perturbative/perturbative.

Since quantum computation involves classical computation, we come to the following natural ques-
tion:

Question 2. How to address classical information with a quantum fibration?

The answer to the above question is given in Definition 3. We propose the notion of semi-classical
operations of von Neumann algebra. By restricting each fiber to semi-classical orbits, we would
be able to handle semi-classical systems. Quantum and classical states can be distinguished by the
presence or absence of quantum correlations such as entanglement. Density operators without entangle-
ment are called separable states and are regarded as classical states. The strength of the entanglement
can be measured with what is called an entanglement measure (cf. Example 3.) For example we can
define a semi-classical operator by a von Neumann algebra such that it does not increase quantum
correlation. In Theorem 3 we verify that any semi-classical von Neumann algebra is indeed closed in
classical system.

As some examples of our theory, we address algebraic quantum field theory in Section 5 and quantum
chemistry in Section 7.
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Kharzeev, Edward Shuryak, Derek Teaney, Raju Venugopalan, Jacobus Verbaarschot, Ismail Zahed
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This work was supported in part by Pacific Institute for the Mathematical Science (PIMS) postdoc-
toral fellowship award and by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, National Quantum
Information Science Research Centers, Co-design Center for Quantum Advantage (C2QA).

2. ORBITS AND QUANTUM OPERATIONS

Relaxing the condition of density operators, we define the following of positive Hermitian operators
as

(2.1) D(H)={peB(H): p*=p, p>0,Trp> 0}.

Any element p of D(H) can be identified with a density operator by dividing by the trace p/ Tr p. So
IND(H) is the set of all quantum states before normalizing.

Let A be a W*-algebra (von Neumann algebra), which is a weakly closed *-algebra of bounded
operators on a Hilbert space H and contains the identity operator. Equivalently, a set A C B(H) is
called a von Neumann algebra if (A')" = A, where

(2.2) A ={a€B(H):ab—ba=0Vbe A}
We define a subset of A by
(2.3) A= {aeA:vpef)(H), apa* 65(7-[)}.

Moreover let R ={a € A:3Ja"! € A,a 'a = aa~! = e} denote the set of all regular elements of A.
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Proposition 1. For any von Neumann algebra A, A (2.3) is a self-adjoint set. ANTR is a group.

Proof. This can be confirmed by checking that, for any a € A and for any p € 5(7{), a* also satisfies
iq~(p) € D(H). Hence any a* is an element of A. Therefore A = A* = {a*,a € A}, which means A is
self-adjoint by definition.

Obviously A contains the identity operator e, which sends any element of 5(7—[) to itself (e : p — p).
Then for any a € ANR and any p € 25(7-[), apa® is in 5(7—[) and AN R is closed by the operation
apa* — p. Therfore a=! is also an emelemt of ANTR.

We define the action (quantum operation) by i,(p) = apa*

(2.4) (A, f)) 5 (a, p) — ia(p) € D.
It is clear that the following properties are satisfied:
fab = iqip, Ya,be A
(2.5) te =1Idp
ialg-1 =iq-1ia = 1dp, Ya€ ANR

Hence ANR is a group. O

Moreover it is also clear that
(2.6) ia(p+0) = alp+ 0)a* = (apa) + (a0a”) = ia(p) +ial0).

For a given p € ﬁ(’H) and a € A, we have an orbit

(2.7) OA(p):{%:aefl}.

We call it a quantum orbit with an input p. Note that any von Neumann algebra on a separable
Hilbert space has a countable number of generators.

Quantum computation based on this definition of quantum circuits includes not only gate-based
quantum computation, but also adiabatic quantum computation and quantum annealing. A quantum
gate computation consists of a countable set of elements of A. In the case of quantum annealing and
adiabatic quantum computation, it is based on a one-parameter family {a;}o<i<1 C A.

Example 1. One shall find that A includes operators for measurement and communication. In the con-
ventional quantum computation, one can create measurement operator M, by a Kraus operator (1.1)
i such a way that

JIm
(2.8) M, =Y (EJ")"E}".
j=1

The measurement operator M,,, which is called a positive-operator valued measure (POVM), acts on
a normalized quantum state p € D(H) and a result k can be obtained with probability

(2.9) Tr(Myp).

Definition 1. An algebra A defined by (2.3) is called universal if it acts transitively on D, namely
(2.10) 0.4(p) = D(H)

is satisfied for any p in D(H).
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In practice, technical reasons may limit input states that can be prepared. So, let D C IN)(H) be a
set of states, and write the set of all orbits that can be generated using the given algebra A as follows

(2.11) oD, A H) = | O4lp)

peD

We call this a programmed quantum system.

3. QUANTUM FIBRATIONS AND QUANTUM NETWORKS
3.1. Quantum Fiberations.

Definition 2. Let .# and X be topological spaces and 7 : % — X be a continuous map. We call
(Z,7,X) aquantum fiber space or quantum fibration when every non-empty fiber .%, = 7=1(x)
is a programmed quantum system for every z € X.

Here, we will admit the existence of fibers that are empty sets. Those empty fibers correspond to
the fibers vanished by annihilation operators of particles. The definition of Fibration usually employs
the covering homotopy property, but we do not. There are several reasons for this, for example,
the homotopy of the fiber is not always readily apparent in any given quantum system. Moreover if
p: E — X is a Serre fibration on a pathwise connected space X, then p~!(z) and p~!(y) are homotopy
equivalent for all z,y € X. However, general quantum systems do not always satisfy this property.
For example, in the most general two-qubit system, pure states are parametrized by S7 and a mixed
states are parametrized by SU(4), but S7 and SU(4) are not homotopy equivalent. General quantum
systems with fibers such that a fiber at one point is consists of pure states and a different fiber at
another point consists of mixed states cannot be handled by the conventional fibrations.

Now let us consider quantum computation with a quantum fibration which consists of the following
data:

(1) For each open set U C X, let A(U) be a von Neumann algebra such that A(V) C A(U) for all
open sets V C U.

(2) A density operator py on U is a trace-class operator of A(U) is defined in such a way that
pu = pir,pu > 0, Tr(py) = 1, where 1 is the identity operator of A(U).

(3) There exists a restriction map r such that, for any open set V' C U, ryv(py) is a density
operator on V.

(4) Let A be an ordered set. The time-evolution of py is given by a family {Ux}rea of unitary
operator U Uy =1 in such a way that

(3.1) pU UA/)UU;\K — U)\/UApUU;:U;:/ A< )N eA.

The pair (pr, {Ux}x) generates an orbit

(32) O 4wy = {iv,(pv) : A € A}

There are two ways to define an orbit on each single point x € X. One is simply to chose a von
Neumann algebra A4, and construct a von Neumann algebra A(U) on an open neighber U of z in such
a way that A, is a subalgebra of A(U). In this case, the restriction map is not given a priori but is
defined to be consistent with the algebraic structure on each open subset. Another way to construct
an orbit on x € X is to use the direct limit

(3.3) Ay = lim A(U).

U—x

In this case, a restriction map and algebraic structures on each open neighbor of x are given a priori.
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Once we assign an orbit for each open set U of X with an initial state py, we can define a quantum
fibration (%, 7, X) with continuous map

(3.4) T F =X
such that 7=1(U) = O, (pv)-

Example 2. To find a connection with the conventional quantum computation, let us consider a dis-
crete set X = {1,2,3} with the discrete topology Ox = {0,{1},{2},{3},{1,2},{1,3},{2,3},{1,2,3}}.
This is a system of three qubits which are defined on 1, 2 and 3 in X . Single qubit unitary operators can
be defined on each of {1},{2},{3}, two qubit unitary operators can be defined on {1,2},{1,3},{2,3}
and three qubit operations are defined on {1,2,3}. A restriction map can be interpreted as, for example,
partial trace and projection. Note that B (C*") = M3a(C) (n = 3) is a von Neumann algebra and all
unitary operators acting on qubits in X are elements of B ((CQn).

To simulate theories on a connected space, it is natural to consider a space in which there are an
infinite number of qubits. For example, this would be the case when considering the N — oo limit of
SU(N) gauge theory. Let us check that our theory can also address the quantum computation theory
with an infinite number of qubits. To this end, let us discuss tensor products of infinite Hilbert spaces.
Let {H;}i=1,2,... be a sequence of Hilbert spaces and {e;};=1,2... be a sequence of their unit vectors
(e; € H;). For each @' ; H;, the embedding map

n n+1
(3.5) e @M ¥ @ensn € QM
=1 =1

is an isometry map. The direct limit of the direct system {@);_, H;}i=1,2,... defined in this way is a pre-
Hilbert space, whose completion with {e;};=12.... is called the infinite tensor product of {H;}i=12,....
We write it as ®;’i1(7-[i, e;). When a von Neumann algebra A; is given for each Hilbert space H;, one

can embed A, = @7_, A; into @7~} A; in such a way that
(3.6) A3 A ART € Ay ® Apiy = Apg,

by which .,Tn is regarded as a subalgebra of "/4_7:;/1 This operation is commutative with the embedding

(3.5), hence we can embed A, into B(Q);—,(H;,e;)). The von Neumann algebra on @, (H,,e;)
determined in this way is called the infinite tensor product

(3.7) A({ei}:) = ®Al-

of {A;}i=1,2,... with respect to {e;}i=12,.... One important remark is that even when each A; is a set
of all complex square matrices (A; = M, (C)), there are uncountably many different infinite tensor
products of von Neumann algebras and, depending on a choice {e;}i=1,2,..., A({ei}:) can be type I, II,
and III.

3.2. Quantum Network and Interactions among Fibers. All operations in all quantum systems
can be viewed as communication channels if we view the initial state as the input state and the final
state as the output state. A network is an extension of the communication channels to the entire
system. A map sending a quantum state to anther quantum state is called a quantum channel. Let
H1, Ha be two Hilbert spaces and H(H1) = {n € B(H1) : n* = n} be the set of all hermitian operators.
We call A : End(#H;1) — End(#H2) a quantum channel if it satisfies the following properties.

o Alan +bnz) = alA(m) + bA(ne) for all 1,12 in H(H1) and for all real numbers a, b.
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e A(n) > 0 for any n in H(#H1) such that n > 0.
e Tr(A(n)) = Try for any n in H(H;).
e For any Hilbert space Hsz and for any 7 in H(H; ® Hs), if 7 > 0, then A ® I(7) > 0.

To elaborate more on the fourth property of a quantum channel in a general way, let A be a von
Neumann algebra defined on H;. Then the tensor product of A and B(#Hz) corresponds to

(38) A® B(Hg) = {a € B(Hl ®H2) Py € A},

where a;; is defined by equation (4.5). From this, it is straightforward to see that B(H1) ® B(Hz) =
B(H1 ® Ha). Especially, when Hs = C", we have B(H; ® C") = B(H1) ® M,(C). Therefore
a € B(H; ®C") is an n x n matrix a = (a;;) whose components a;; are in B(#1). Thus the condition
A(n) >0 (0 <n e H(H1)) is not enough to guarantee A ® I(77) > 0 (0 < 5 € H(H1 ® Ha)). The
physical meaning of this condition is that when there are no interactions between H; and Hs, then
events in system Hs do not affect system H;.

Let #,% be two quantum fibrations on X and Y, respectively. Let Ox be the set of all open sets
of X. For U € Ox and V € Oy, let L(Fy, %v) denote the set of all quantum channels from %y to
%,. We write

(3.9) Lz.9=J U {LFv.9)}

UeOx VeOy

and call it quantum network from .# to 9. L(%#,9)UL(¥,.%) is the bidirectional quantum network
between % and 4. In algebraic quantum field theory (AQFT), the assignment U — A(U) for each
U € Ox is called a net of local von Neumann algebras. Defining channels among local algebras allows
them to interact and communicate, by which we mean it a network of local von Neumann algebras.

4. COMPARISON WITH THEORY OF QUANTUM COMPUTATION

4.1. Commonalities.

Measurement. Measurements can be defined in the same way as in the traditional theory of quantum
computation. Let €2 be a set and Py be the set of all subsets of Q2. Let F C Py be a ¢ algebra, namely
it satisfies the following conditions:

e Qe F
e BeF=B'={weQ:w¢B}ecF
e BeF(i=12,)=U B eF
Quantum measurement is generally defined by Positive-Operator Valued Measure (POVM). Again,

let  be a set and Pq be a o-algebra. We call a map M : P — B(H) is a POVM if the following
conditions are satisfied:

e For all B € Py, M(B) is a trace-class self-adjoint positive semidefinite operator (M (E) =

M(E)* >0).
o M(Q)=1idy
e Q(I)=0

e For all B;, B; € Pq such that BN B; =0, M({J, B;) = >, M(B;).

When a state (density operator) p € D(H) is measured with a POVM M, the probability that the
measured value is contained in B is given by Tr(M(B)p).
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Tensor Products of Quantum Gates. Constructing tensor products of multiple qubits is an im-
portant way to perform non-local quantum computation as well as to address entanglement. Let us
confirm that our theory can consider such tensor products in the same way as before. Let H; and
Ho be two Hilbert spaces and Hi ® Ha be the tensor product. For any a; € B(H;), one can define
a1 ® az € B(H1 ® Hs) uniquely by

(41) (al X ag)(:vl ® ,TQ) =a121 @ asxs.

With respect to given von Neumann algebras A; C B(H1) and Az C B(H2), their tensor product
A1 ® As is defined by the von Neumann algebra generated by

(42) {a1 ®as:a; € Ay,as € ./42}

While conventional quantum computation theory can only handle finite tensor products, it can be
extended to infinite tensor products, as in equation (3.7).

Making tensor products allow us to do similar quantum operations in conventional quantum com-
putation and quantum communication. Let {t;};c; be a complete orthonormal system of Hsy. For
each i € I, we define an isometry K; : H1 — Hi1 ® Ho by

(4.3) Kip=p®1;
and K::'H1®,H2—>’H1 by
(4.4) K (¢ @) = (i, ¥)p Vo € Hi, b € Ha.

Note that K; K is the projection from H, ® Ha to {p ®¢; : o € H1} and Y
for any a € B(H1 ® Hz), we can define a matrix a = (a;;) in such a way that

(45) Qi = K:CLKJ

ier KiK = 1. Moreover

This set {K;};cr is essentially a set of Kraus operators (1.1).

Digital and Analog Computation. When the time evolution of a quantum state is continuous with
respect to time, it is called an analog computation; when it is discontinuous, it is called a digital
computation. Let U = {a : aa® = 1} C A be the set of all unitary operators of von Neumann algebra
A. The time evolution of an initial state pg at ¢ € R>¢ is defined by

(4.6) pr = arpoay, ar € U ag = 1.

Let I(> 0) be a bounded subset of R>¢ including 0. We obtain a family {p;}ics of states. When I
is a discrete set, computation is digital. When I is a connected set, computation is analog. Analog
quantum computation can be performed by using time-dependent Hamiltonians. Let H(t) € A be a
Hamiltonian (H(t) = H*(t) Vt € I). When a; = exp(—i fot H(t)dt) is well-defined, then computation
with time evolution (4.6) corresponds to adiabatic quantum computation or quantum annealing.
With respect to digital quantum computation, it is important to know whether it is possible to
generate any operator one wishes to perform by means of a countable number of operators in A.

The following theorem tells us that digital quantum computation can be universal (see Def. 1 for the
definition of universal gates).

Theorem 2. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Any density operator p € B(H) can be simulated by
a countable unitary gate sets {as, € A: ar,af = 1}nen of a von Neumann algebra A:

(4.7) 3po € D(H),Vp € D(H), lim |[p = ay, poay, || = 0.
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Proof. First of all, as a consequence of the Kaplansky density theorem, it follows that any von Neumann
algebra on a separable Hilbert space is generated by a countable set. Therefore with respect to an
initial state pg € D(H) and any target p € D(H), any unitary operator a;, such that ay pas, = po is
generated by discrete time steps €, = t,, — tn—1. ]

4.2. Generalized Things.

Base Space: Why are graphs not enough? The use of an arbitrary topological space X for a
base space is one of the main extensions from the traditional quantum computation theory defined on
graphs. Computations defined only on a graph have various limitations regarding computing power.
The class of problems that conventional quantum computers can solve efficiently is called BQP, but it
is known that problems defined with an uncountable set generally belong to a higher class than BQP.
For example, it is proven that BQP € PSPACE C NEXPSPACE, where PSPACE is the set of
all decision problems problems solvable by a Turing machine using a polynomial amount of space and
NEXPSPACE is the set of all decision problems solvable by a non-deterministic Turing machine
using an exponential amount of space.

Therefore even if we use a universal quantum computer, it is difficult to efficiently simulate a
generic problem of quantum physics on a space having cardinality of the continuum 2% (or greater
cardinality). The theory of computational complexity (BQP C NEXPSPACE) suggests that to
efficiently simulate general quantum theories with cardinality of the continuum 2%°, the memory of a
Turing machine should be extended to an exponential amount of space.

In our theory, we are able to address a countably infinite set of quantum gates by considering a
infinite tensor product of von Neumann algebras. This would correspond to a case where a set of
qubits is dense in an open set of X, on which a Turing machine is defined. Moreover when {Oy} e is
a family of connected open sets of X such that X = [J,., Ox, we can execute quantum computation
with cardinality of the continuum 2% by giving a von Neumann algebra A(O,) for each O.

Quantum Gates and Circuits: From qubits to operator algebras. The another important
generalization in this work is the use of von Neumann algebras for computation. In the traditional
theory, the Hilbert space is C2" with n-qubits and operators are elements of B ((CQTL) = Mo (C).
In this work, we extend the finite dimensional complex Hilbert space C™ to any separable complex
Hilbert space H and operators are elements of a von Neumann algebra. To see that this is a natural
generalization, let us first recall that Ma(C) is a von Neumann algebra. Each fiber of a quantum
fibration accommodates quantum circuits. A Hilbert space H is called separable if it has a countable
orthonormal basis, which is equivalent to dim H < Rg.

Another elementary example of a von Neumann algebra is given by multiplication operators. Let
(Q, 1) be a measure space and consider the L*-space L*(Q,pu) = {f : Q@ — C : [, |f]?dp < oo}.
This is an infinite dimensional Hilbert space with the inner product (f,g) = [, f (w)g(w)dp(w). Let
L>®(Q,u) ={f: 2 = C: Ja < o00,|f(w)] < a a.e.} be the set of all measurable functions that are
bounded almost everywhere. A multiplication operator M, on L?(2, u) is defined by

L>(Q) 5 ¢ = M, € B(L*(Q, 1))

My(f)=of
The set of all multiplication operators is a von Neumann algebra. Clearly they are fundamentally
important in quantum mechanics, however it is an extremely non-trivial task to construct quantum
gates to approximate them using only Pauli operators.

Next, let us explain the motivation for using von Neumann algebra from the viewpoint of algebraic
quantum field theory. The physical observables are represented by self-conjugate operators. They may

(4.8)
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be non-bounded, but it is sufficient to consider only bounded operators by considering their spectral
projections. In fact, all experimental data belong to some bounded set. We can consider observables in
each bounded spacetime domain and the von Neumann algebras generated by their spectral projections.
This yields a family of von Neumann algebras parametrized in the spacetime domain, which is called a
net of von Neumann algebras. Moreover a von Neumann algebra is easily obtained by any subalgebra
B of B(H). Let B’ be the commutant of B (2.2) and B” = (B’)’. One can show that B C B” and
B = B'. Therefore B’ is a von Neumann algebra based on the double commutant theorem.

In our theory, the interactions of quantum states among fibers can be understood as a quantum
communication/interaction on the net of von Neumann algebras, which is a generalized quantum
network on an arbitrary topological space. Therefore, from this perspective, our theory of computation
with von Neumann algebras on am arbitrary topological space is a natural extension of conventional
quantum computation in a form applicable to the algebraic quantum field theory.

5. APPLICATION TO ALGEBRAIC QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

Now let us explain how we implement algebraic quantum field theory (AQFT) in our theory. To
begin with, we give the general definition of AQFT, which consists of the following date:

e Base space: The base space X where AQFT is defined is a Minkowski space.
e Local algebra: On each bounded open set O of X, a von Neumann algebra A(O) satisfying
the following conditions is defined:
(1) Isotony: A(O1) C A(O2) for all bounded open sets O1, O such that O C Os.
(2) Causality: For all bounded open sets O1, Oz, when they are causally disjoint, then

(5.1) A1As — A2 Ay =0,

for all A; € A(0;) (i =1,2).

(3) Covariance: Let z € X, a € SL(2,C), A(a) be a Lorentz matrix, and U(z,a) be a
continuous unitary representation of the covering group of the Poincaré group. They
obey the following equation

(5.2) Uz, ) AO)U(z,0)* = AA(@)O + ).

The construction of a local algebra on a bounded open set O can be done by collecting local algebras
on z € O. In particular, since condition (3) imposes a continuous deformation of the local A, we may
assume a sheaf of von Neumann algebras. For this we use the same technique by which we construct a
sheaf by a presehaf. Let ryy : A(U) — A(V) be the restriction map that realizes the isotony condition
of local algebras which are defined on bounded open sets V. C U C X. Furthermore imposing the
following condition on the restriction map is consistent with the isotony condition:

(5.3) TVW O TUV = TUw
for bounded open sets W C V C U. In other words, AQFT can be regarded as a (pre)sheaf whose

sections are von Neumann algebras. Then by taking the inductive limit

(5.4) A, = lim A(U),

U—x

we have a subset A, of bounded operators. We may assume that this is a von Neumann algebra. Then
for a bounded open set O we can realize a local algebra that obeys the first constraint in such a way
that

(5.5) A0) = | Aa.

z€O
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The assignment O — A(O) is called a net of local algebras. By extending O to the entire space X,
one can construct a global algebra A(X) = |JA(O). Equivalently, one can construct a local algebra
by restricting A(X) to each bounded open subset O as A(O) = rxo(A(X)). Note A(X) may not be
a von Neumann algebra in general.

Realization of the second and the third constrains of a local algebra can be done by implementing the
Hamiltonian dynamics. Let O C X be a bounded open set and H(O) € End(#) be a hermitian operator
(H(O) = H*(O)) defined on a Hilbert space H where A(O) is defined. When H(O) is time-dependent

H = (0) = HYO), its time evolution can be defined by Uy = T} exp(—i fg H(t,O)dt) € End(H),
where Tiexp is the time-ordered exponential. It can be approximated by a family {U;} C A(O) of

operators such that
t
T; exp <—z/ Ht(O)dt) - U,
0

where € > 0 is a precision of simulation. As long as the Hamiltonian H*(O) is designed to satisfy
the laws of physics (particularly the conditions of relativity), locality conditions (2) and (3) should
be automatically satisfied in the 0-limit of e. The quantum channel sending information of A(O;) to
different A(O3) can be interpreted as propagation of particles. This can be discussed by considering
time evolution of a state which is defined on an open set O which contains O U Oy C O. Let us
consider a time-evolution of an initial state py defined on a bounded open set O. The state at time ¢
can be written as

(5.7) Pt = Utpout*.

< €,

(5.6) ‘

Then the measurement of a hermitian operator (physical observable) on O can be done by means of a
POVM operator. By restricting p; to O; or O, we obtain its local information.

6. APPLICATIONS TO SEMICLASSICAL PHENOMENA

6.1. Semiclassical Operations. To apply our theory to semi-classical and classical phenomena, we
consider a semi-classical class of operators.
Let f: D(H) — Rx>¢ be a non-negative map. Let

(6.1) Do(f) ={p € D(H): f(p) = 0}

be the set of all elements of 5(7—[,) sent to 0 by f. For a given von Neumann algebra A, we define its
subset as

6.2 Af—{aeA:V € D(H), ia(p) € D(H), <%)g (L)}
(62) pe D), ialp) € DO, f (gt ) <7 (40,
We put
(6.3) C(Do(f), A H) = | Ouslp)
pEDo(f)
The following statement plays a fundamental role for discussing classical states and classical operators

(Definition 3).

Theorem 3. Let A be a von Neumann algebra. Then C (Do(f), Al ") = Do(f) is true for any
non-negative f : D(H) — Rxo.
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Proof. 1t is obvious that C (Do (f), A',H) D Do(f). So we show C (Do(f), A", ) C Do(f). Suppose

there is an element p of C (Do(f), A’,H) that is not an element of Do(f). By definition, such a

ia(PO)
Tr(iq (po))

0< flp)=Ff (%) <f (Tf(;)o) = 0, which means p is also an element of Dy(f). This contradicts

the assumption that p is not an element of Dy(f). Therefore any element of C (Do(f), A7, H) is an
element of Do(f). O

p can be written as p = with an element a of A/ and a state py in Do(f). They obey

The following statement can be shown in the same manner as Proposition 1.

Proposition 4. For any non-negative f and for any von Neumann algebra A, the following set

(6.4) {a € A:Vpe D), inlp) € DH), f (#’8}») —f (%p) } AR

18 a group.

Proposition 5. For any non-negative f and for any von Neumann algebra A, the following set

(6.5) {a € A:Ype D), inlp) € DH), f <%) <f (ﬂip) } R

18 not a group.

Proof. The proof is completed by checking that the inverse a~! of a is not contained in the set due to
the relation

(6.6) ! (%) </ (%})

Let us explain below why a tuple (f,.Af, Dy(f)) corresponds to a set of operators in the von
Neumann algebra A. Whether a state is truly quantum or classical is determined by the presence
or absence of quantum correlations. There are two known quantum correlations: entanglement and
quantum discord.

In the classification of quantum states by quantum entanglement, all separable states are regarded
as classical states, and the other states are regarded as true quantum states. The presence or absence
of entanglement can be determined using an entanglement measure. Let us explain this more precisely.
Let Dsep C D(H) be the set of all separable states. Here we say p € D(H) is separable if p/ Trp is a
separable as an element of D(H). Let E : End(H) — End(H) be an entanglement measure F, which
obeys the following properties [VPRK97]:

O

E(p) > 0 for any density operator p.

E(p) =0 if and only if p is separable.

E(p) is unchanged under any local unitary operation.

E(p) does not increase by a local general measurement and classical communication.

To avoid the appearance of entanglement in classical theory, we use the fourth property of an entan-
glement measure in the definition of semi-classical algebras.

Example 3. One of the most standard entanglement measures is defined using the quantum relative
entropy S(pllo) = Tr(plogp — plogo) p,o € D(H) [Umeb62] as follows

(6.7) E(p) = inf S’<p

0'E€Dsep

0_/
m) , p € D(H).
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Besides, negativity and logarithmic negativity are also often used practically as entanglement measures.

Another measure of quantum correlation is quantum discord, which studies non-classical correlation
between two subsystems. While non-separable states are called entangled states, even separate states
may have non-zero value of discord. Let X be a topological space. For a given state p on X, suppose
quantum states are well-defined on a subset A C X and its complement A¢ = X\ A so that we can take
the partial trace over each subsystem p4 = Try ,. p, pac = Try, p. We introduce mutual information
I(p) = S(pa) + S(pac) — S(p) and Ja(p) = S(pa) — Sajac, where Sy is the conditional entropy.
Then quantum discord is defined as

(6.8) Dalp) = 1(p) — Ja(p),

which is non-negative [BDST17]. When using quantum discord to discucss quantum correlations, an
element p of the set for which D4(p) is 0 is called a classical state.

Definition 3. Let f be a measure of quantum correlation. For a given von Neumann algebra A, we
call an element of A/ a semi-classical operator and call an element of Dy(f) a classical state.

To classify the computational power of semi-classical algebras, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 4. Let f be a measure of quantum correlation. A semi-classical algebra A’ is called
universal (in the classical sense) if it acts transitively on Dy (f), namely

(6.9) Oas(p) = Do(f)
holds for any element p of Dy(f).

When f: 5(7{) — R>¢ is a measure of quantum correlation, Theorem 3 guarantees that actions of
any semi-classical algebra to the set of all classical states are closed. Hence it warrants Definition 3
and Definition 4.

Remark 1. Note that the strength of quantum correlations is not directly related to the power of
quantum computation. In fact, a Clifford gate set can increase entanglement, but it is not a universal
gate set.

6.2. Homotopy. Let {p;}:>0 be a sequence of quantum states with a fixed initial state py. Namely
there exists a sequence {a;}¢>0 of unitary operators such that p, = apoa;. Let a : {p}1>0 — R be
a monotonically non-increasing with respect to t: a(p;) > a(py) for all t < ¢'. Functions a with this
property are widely used in physics. Specifically, the measure of quantum correlations, temperature,
energy, entropy could also be used as this function. In other words, in a situation where there is flow
in a certain direction, some physical quantity serves as such an a.

More generally, let o : X — R be a map, f : [0,1] = X be a continuous map and fa(t) :[0,1] = X
be a map defined as

(6.10) fo = fif a(f(t)) is a non-increasing function of ¢, otherwise f4([0,1]) = 0.

Example 4. If we choose as f; a quantum state p; at time t, X a certain set of quantum states, and «
the entanglement measure, then the non-increasing property of a correspond to the example discussed
in Sec. 6.1.

For a given map « : X — R and given two paths f, g, which satisfy f(1) = ¢(0), we define a product
fa*Ga :]0,1] = X as

(6.11)  fo *Go = f * g if a(f * g(t)) is a non-increasing function of ¢, otherwise fa * Go([0,1]) = 0.
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Let fo, f1 : [0,1] — X be two continuous paths such that fo(0) = f1(0) and fo(1) = f1(1). Let
a: X — R be a map. Suppose fy, f1 are homotopic by a homotopy F : [0,1] x [0,1] = X. We define
F,(s,t) as
(6.12)

F, = F if for cach s, a(F(s,t)) is a non-increasing function of ¢, otherwise F,([0,1] x [0,1]) = 0.

For a given « : [0,1] = R and fo, f1 : X — Y continuous maps if there exists a homotopy F' between
fo and f; such that

Fu(s,0) = F(s,0) = fo(s)

(6.13) Fj(s,l) = F(s,1) = fu(s)
F,(0,t) = F(0,t) = fo(0)
Fo(1,t) = F(1,t) = f1(1)

then we call F, an a-homotopy from fy to f1, and write

(6.14) fo=ah

When they satisfy
(6.15) foafi and fi=q fo,

then we write fo ~, f1.

Proposition 6. Suppose fo—.f1 is satisfied. Then fo ~o f1 is true if and only if a(F(s,t)) is
constant with respect to t for any homotopy F between fy and f1.

Proof. If « is constant, it is clear that fi— fo.

Suppose «(F(s,t)) is not constant. We show that there is no a-homotopy H, from f1 to fo.
For this, we show that assuming the existence of such an a-homotopy leads to a contradiction. Let
H,(s,t) be an a-homotopy from f; to fo. Since a(H(s,t)) is an non-increasing function of ¢, we have
a(fi(s)) > a(H(s,t)) > a(fo(s)) for all s € [0,1] and ¢ € [0,1]. Let F,, be an a-homotopy from fy to
fi. Since a(F(s,t)) is an non-increasing function of ¢, we have a(fo(s)) > a(F(s,t)) > a(fi(s)) for
all s € [0,1] and ¢ € [0, 1]. Moreover since both H and F' are continuous, for any (s,t) € [0, 1] x [0, 1],
there exists (s,t') € [0,1] x [0,1] such that H(s,t) = F(s,t).

Since we assume that a(F(s,t)) is not constant, there is (s., t) € [0,1] x [0, 1] such that a(fo(s«))
a(F(s«,tx)). Then there also exists ¢, € [0,1] such that F(s., t.) = H(s« t,) and a(fo(s«))
a(H (sx,1.,)) > afo(s)). However such a(H (s«,1,)) € R dose not exist. Therefore there is no (s, )
[0,1] x [0, 1] such that a(fo(s)) > a(F(s,t)). This contradicts that a(F'(s,t)) is not constant. O

>
>
S

Let zp € X be a point and Q(X,zo) = {f : [0,1] = X, f is continuous, f(0) = f(1) = xo} be the
loop space with basepoint zg.

Proposition 7. The relation ~, is an equivalence relation on Q(X, xg)

Proof. The reflexivity is clear. To show the symmetry relation, suppose fo ~, fi1. Let ﬁa(s,t) be
such an a-homotopy from fy and f;. Due to Proposition 6, a(F(s,t)) is constant. Then by puttting
H(s,t) = F(s,1 —1t), we find H, is an a-homotopy from f; to fo.
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To show the transitivity, we assume fy ~, f1 and f1 ~, fo. Let ﬁa,f[a be their a-homotopy.
Then, we can create an a-homotopy from fy to fo by

~ <t <
(6.16) Go(s, 1) = 4 Fal(5:20) 0st<1/2
Ha(s,2t—1) 1/2<t<1

O

Definition 5. We write (X, 2o, ) for the quotient set of Q(X,zo) by ~, and write [f](4,4,) for an
equivalent class of f € Q(X,x0) by ~q.

Corollary 8. 71 (X, zo, @) is a group with the loop product.

Two continuous maps f: X — Y and g : Y — X are called a-homotopy equivalence if there are

a: X - Rand 8:Y — R such that
go f~qid
(6.17) o
fog~,idy.

If such f and g exist for X and Y, we call X and Y are a-homotopy equivalent (X ~, Y).
Proposition 9. ~, is an equivalence relation of topological spaces.

Proof. The reflexive relation and the symmetric relation are trivial. We show the transitive relation
(X =, Y, Y ~, Z = X ~, Z.) By assumption, there aremaps f: X =Y, f': Y > Z ¢g: YV = X
and ¢’ : Z — Y such that fog ~, 1y, go f ~4 1x, f'0¢g ~q 1z and f' o g ~, 1y. By putting
f"=f'ofand g’ =gog, it is strightforward to see

flog'=fo(fog)og ~a flolyog =1z

6.18
( ) g of'=go(gdofYof=ng olxof=1x.

O

Remark 2. The classification based on a-homotopy precludes topological spaces from being identified
by a unphysical process. For example, when the energy of a topological space is used as «, only those
that can be mapped to each other while keeping their energy constant are considered equivalent. When
attempting to deform a real object, physical or chemical parameters should be considered.

One simple example of this is the difference in chemical properties due to the difference in structure
between the cis (Fig. 1 left) and trans (Fig. 1 right) isomers. Since the two molecular formulas are
exactly the same, differing only in the point of bonding, it would seem that they could be mapped
to each other if one could move electrons continuously, but this is not quite possible in practice. In
fact, the carbon-carbon double bond is so strong that it cannot rotate at room temperature, and it
takes a certain amount of energy to make this possible. In general, the cis isomer is more energetically
unstable than the trans isomer, so the transition from the cis isomer to the trans isomer can occur
easily (and in some cases spontaneously), but the reverse is not true.

R

N e NS
TN N

H H

H

H

FIGURE 1. Cis and trans isomers.
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7. ALGEBRAIC GEOMETRIC APPROACH TO QUANTUM CHEMISTRY AND POLYMER CHEMISTRY
BASED ON QUANTUM COMPUTATION

7.1. Preliminaries. With the advent and development of quantum computers, quantum chemistry
is entering an extremely exciting era. While substances with high molecular weight behave in a
classical mechanical manner, substances with small molecular weight exhibit a pronounced quantum
mechanical behavior. It is meaningful to be able to simulate chemical properties using large-scale
quantum computers in the near future. In addition to that, quantum chemistry will be of great
interest to us to better understand theories of physics as an interdisciplinary field of Newtonian physics,
quantum physics, statistical mechanics, and quantum information. So, within the scope of our theory,
let us discuss reactions between molecules in terms of algebraic geometrical quantum calculations.

Below we comment on the theoretical framework. The following discussion in this section focuses
on conceptual arguments at the expense of rigor. When defining quantum fibrations (Def. 2), we
did not assume homotopy equivalence between fibers. The implications of this will become clearer
by examining more specific examples. There are many substances with different local physical and
chemical properties, and local structures can be changed by chemical reactions.

7.2. Quantum Model of Polymers. A polymer is a molecule with high molecular weight that
is composed of repeated linked units. The properties of polymers are determined by the chemical
structure of the basic units and how they are geometrically linked to each other. Even when a polymer
is composed of one type of monomer, various structures appear in a chain due to the different bonding
of each monomer. Polymers consisting of two or more repeating units are called copolymers and
are classified according to the way each unit is bonded. Polymers in which multiple units appear in
succession are called block copolymers (Fig.2 [Upper]), those in which the units are joined alternately
are called alternating copolymers (Fig.2 [Middle]), and those in which the units are joined randomly
are called random copolymers (Fig.2 [Lower]). In addition, there are some branched polymers and
ring polymers. Furthermore, there are polymers that lose some of their regularity and have a steric

structure.
o-0-0-0-0-0-0-0 00
2 a2 24 24 24
*-0-9-2-0-0-+-0-+0

FIGURE 2. [Upper] Block copolymer [Middle] Alternating copolymer [Lower]
Random copolymer

Determining the electronic structure of polymers is of various importance in terms of applications.
For example, it can reveal the electrical properties of polymer surfaces, such as their susceptibility to
electrification. It will also lead to the elucidation of the physical and chemical properties of proteins,
opening up important prospects in the fields of life sciences, medicine, and drug discovery. Furthermore,
highly electrically conductive polymer compounds, called semiconducting polymers, have potential in
engineering applications for organic field-effect transistors and organic thin-film solar cells.
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Regarding the base space, since those polymers are roughly one-dimensional chains, they all appear
to be homotopic to a single point in the conventional homotopy theory, but given their energy structures
(see also Fig. 4), it would be difficult to deform them continuously to a single point (Prop. 9):

(7.1) Block copolymer %, Alternating copolymer %, Random copolymer

The structure of the base space and the structure of the fibers are related to each other since the shape
of the base space is attributed to chemical bonds of the electrons and molecules associated with it.

We consider a model in which the Hilbert space may be different for each neighborhood. Let X be
a base space covered by finitely many non-overlapping open sets X = J,U;, U; NU; =0 (i # j) and
the Hilbert space H,; of each neighbor U; is C™, where n; is a positive integer. Such a model can be
easily implemented using a large scale universal quantum computer, since it can be represented by n;
spin-1/2 particles coupled to site i.

As a simple but practical example, we consider a polymer which consists of two basic units A and
B. Let label = {1,--- , N} be the set of all labels of coordinates. We divide it into the two ordered
set labely = {a1, - ,an,} of all labels of A and that labelg = {b1,--- ,b,,} of B. So they obey
N = naN4 +ngNg, label = labely U labelg and labely N labelg = (). We further divide labely
into two ordered sets link 4 4(C labely) and link 4 5(C labely) that accommodate information of links
between the neighboring sites, and label g into two ordered sets link g 5(C labelg) and link g 4 (C labelp)
containing date of links between two neighboring sits as follows:

a; € linkgg < a;,a; +1 € label 4
a; € linkyp <= a; € labely,a; + 1 € labelp
b; € linkgp <= b;,b; + 1 € labelp
b; € linkp4 <= b; € labelp,b; + 1 € label 4

(7.2)

Note that link44 and link 45, and linkgp and linkp 4 have overlaps, respectively.
Then a generic Hamiltonian formalism of this polymer can be constructed as

Hyomer = 3 (JMAHAAS G +he)+ > (JAPHAAE +he.)

a;€labelg 4 a;E€labelap
(73) + > (WEPAPH )+ Y (EAHEHL .+ he)
b;Elabelpp b;Elabelp a
E A 17A § B rrB
+ hai a; + hbleZ’
a; Elabel g b;Elabelp

where J;‘iB gives a coupling between two units A at a; and B at a; + 1, H, fi is a Hamiltonian acting
on the Hilbert space of A at a; and H 341- is an operator of interacting term, for example. H, fi and H fi
should have the same dimension. When the dimensions of the Hilbert spaces of A and B are N4 and
Np, respectively, and do not depend on their locations, then the Hilbert space of this entire system is

Na nNB
Hior = Cra” X",

7.3. Quantum Computational Chemistry. We consider a tight-binding model consisting of the
nearest-neighbor interactions, in which the type and number of coupled particles varies from bond to
bond. The ground state of this Hamiltonian can be obtained by quantum annealing [KN9§]

(74) H(t) = f(t)Hpolymcr + (1 - .f(t))HO

where Hy = — vazl X, is the sum of the Pauli X operators at the ith site and f(¢) is a monotonically
increasing continuous function from 0 to 1 with fixed initial f(0) = 0 and end f(1) = 1.
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The time evolution of the system is given by U(t) = exp (—i fg H (t)dt). We can construct a

quantum fibration .# on X as follows. The initial state is the ground state |¢), = [[,|+); of Ho,
where |+), is an eigenstate of X;: X;|+), = |+),. So the time evolution of the density operator of the
entire system is

(7.5) p(t) = U @) |9) s (Dl U™ (8)-

By restricting p(t) on each U;, we obtain a family of quantum states {p(¢)|v, }o<i<1 on U;, which is a
quantum orbit on U;. Note that the quantum state at initial time is a pure state with no quantum
correlations and interactions, and the local algebra is completely determined by local properties only.

As the calculation progresses, the interaction between particles becomes non-negligible as the value of
f(t) increases from 0, and the effect of non-local interactions appears in the local algebra.

00020020900
v
-0- -0 -0- -0- -0

FiGURE 3. Time evolution from non-interacting molecules to alternating copolymer.

Now we consider a transition from an initial state in which there is no interaction between particles

to a state in which there is interaction between particles (Fig. 3). The initial Hamiltonian is
N .
HA i elabely

7.6 Ho=) H;, Hi=1 "
(76) ’ ; {Hf i € labely

Let M = {{(Ji, hi)}}Xy : J; € {0,1, AN, JAB  JBA JBBY h; € {0,1,h{*, hP}} be the set of all fam-
ilies of all link parameters defined on X. Then a general Hamiltonian can be

N-1 N
(7.7) Hiy= > I (HfH£1+h.c.)+ S h(nHC
i=1,C,De{A,B} i=1,Ce{A,B}

where J;(t) is an element of {0, 1, JA4, JAB JBA JBB} and h; is an element of {0,1,h{, h?} such
that J;(0) = 0 for all i € label and h;(0) = h{' if i € labels and h;(0) = hP if i € labelg. At the end
of evolution t = 1, we require J;(1) and h;(1) generate the configuration of the alternating copolymer.

There is no creation or annihilation of particles during the entire process of time variation, and the
total Hilbert space Hior = ®f11 ‘H; on X is identical, but interactions cause changes in the structure
of the local Hilbert space as well as the local algebra:

T, (Hi) = Fh (Mior)
A%J:ZO (Hz) — AEI(HtOt),
where A'{fl(ﬂtot) is a subalgebra of the algebra ALY (Hyor) including the effects of interactions. Note
that at the initial time, the local algebra is completely determined by the local property since there

are no interactions and correlations among particles. Even if the Hamiltonian consists only of nearest-
neighbor interactions, after a sufficient amount of time, local information will spread throughout the

(7.8)
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system. Therefore, local quantities and local algebras are determined by global properties of the
system. If the final state is energetically stable and close to a thermal equilibrium state, there is no
return from the final state to the initial state since the local Hilbert space of the final state is not
isomorphic to the local Hilbert space of the initial state. This embedding of a local initial structure
into the global structure can be regarded as a one-way map.

Figure 4 illustrates this time evolution conceptually. To have a chemical reaction, reactants must
once be in a state that facilitates recombination between atoms (activated state), and the energy
required to achieve this state is called the activation energy. Catalysts, which remain unchanged after
a reaction, facilitate chemical reactions by lowering the activation energy. Therefore it plays a role of
a one-way map. For example, chiral catalysts make it easier to synthesize certain substances. In the
middle of a reaction, the reactant weakly bonds with the catalyst to form another compound, and the
reaction proceeds via this reaction intermediate.

Energy

Activated State
.I i I.

FIGURE 4. Energy change from a non-interacting state to an interacting state. The
system is determined by a family of coupling parameters {(J;, h;)}; € M.
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