
Efficient Quantum Counting and Quantum
Content-Addressable Memory for DNA similarity

Jan Balewski*
National Energy Research Scientific Computing Center

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
Berkeley, CA, USA

balewski@lbl.gov

Daan Camps*

National Energy Research Scientific Computing Center
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory

Berkeley, CA, USA
dcamps@lbl.gov

Katherine Klymko
National Energy Research Scientific Computing Center

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
Berkeley, CA, USA

kklymko@lbl.gov

Andrew Tritt
Applied Mathematics and Computational Research Division

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
Berkeley, CA, USA

ajtritt@lbl.gov

*equally contributing authors

Abstract—We present QCAM, a quantum analogue of Content-
Addressable Memory (CAM), useful for finding matches in
two sequences of bit-strings. Our QCAM implementation takes
advantage of Grover’s search algorithm and proposes a highly-
optimized quantum circuit implementation of the QCAM oracle.
Our circuit construction uses the parallel uniformly controlled
rotation gates, which were used in previous work to generate
QBArt encodings. These circuits have a high degree of quantum
parallelism which reduces their critical depth. The optimal num-
ber of repetitions of the Grover iterator used in QCAM depends
on the number of true matches and hence is input dependent.
We additionally propose a hardware-efficient implementation of
the quantum counting algorithm (HEQC) that can infer the
optimal number of Grover iterations from the measurement of
a single observable. We demonstrate the QCAM application for
computing the Jaccard similarity between two sets of k-mers
obtained from two DNA sequences.

Index Terms—quantum content-addressable memory, sequence
encoding, Grover search, hardware-efficient quantum counting,
DNA Jaccard similarity

I. INTRODUCTION

The classical content-addressable memory (CAM) [1], also
called associative memory, is a special purpose memory circuit
that implements a lookup table function in a single clock cycle.
CAM compares input search data against a table of stored data
and returns the address of matching data. CAM has found
applications in network routing as well as other areas.

In this paper, we design and evaluate a highly-optimized
quantum circuit leveraging the Grover oracle [2] that im-
plements the CAM lookup algorithm on quantum hardware
and achieves a quadratic speedup over brute-force black box
search. We call this application of Grover’s algorithm QCAM.
Compared to classical CAM relying on additional, specialized
circuitry, QCAM runs on a standard gate-based quantum

device. Furthermore, we take advantage of the parallel uni-
formly controlled rotation (pUCR) encoding algorithm [3] to
harness the exponential dimensionality of the Hilbert space
and represent exponentially sized data sets on a polynomial
number of qubits with a modest constant prefactor and a high
degree of quantum parallelism.

A key hyperparameter that is required for every Grover
problem, including QCAM, is knowledge of the optimal
number of repetitions of the Grover iterator such that a solution
is found with probability O(1). The number of iterations
to take depends on the size of the search space, which is
typically known, and on the number of solutions to the Grover
problem. The latter is typically not known in advance but can
be inferred through a separate quantum counting algorithm [4].
In our current work, we present a novel, hardware efficient
implementation of such a quantum counting algorithm which
bypasses the need for full quantum phase estimation and
determines the number of iterations for the QCAM problem
from measuring a single observable of a different circuit
containing just one Grover oracle.

We illustrate the use of QCAM for finding the intersection
of two DNA sequences, each represented as a sequence of
overlapping k-mers. This is the computationally most ex-
pensive step in calculating the Jaccard similarity metric [5]
between two DNA sequences. Previously proposed quan-
tum pattern matching algorithms are also based on Grover
search [6], [7]. Compared to these approaches, our work
achieves a highly-optimized quantum circuit implementation
that has already been experimentally demonstrated on quantum
hardware [3]. In combination with the optimized quantum
counting algorithm, this opens a pathway to compute the
Jaccard metric on current quantum hardware.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec. II
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summarizes our previous results for the QBArt data encoding
with pUCR gates [3]. Sec. III describes how we can use
the pUCR circuits to construct an end-to-end implementation
of a Grover oracle that finds matches in two sequences
of bit-strings. Sec. IV discusses the hardware efficient im-
plementation of the quantum counting algorithm useful for
inferring the optimal number of Grover iterations for QCAM.
Sec. V presents how to use QCAM for computing the Jaccard
similarity metric between two DNA sequences. We conclude
in Sec. VI.

II. ENCODING DATA SEQUENCES ON A QPU
The QBArt [3] circuit is a highly-optimized circuit con-

struction to prepare an NEQR [8] data encoding,

|ψ(y)⟩ = 1√
N

∑
i∈[N ]

|i⟩ ⊗ |yi⟩ , (1)

for an ordered sequence of N bit-strings, y = [y0, · · · , yN−1],
N ≡ 2n, where each bit-string yi consists of d bits (bit-depth).
The original NEQR circuit [8] requires d qubits for the data
and n qubits for the address and its critical circuit depth is
22nd. A much shallower QBArt circuit leverages two circuit
optimizations:

(1) it uses uniformly controlled rotation (UCR) gates [9],
first used in the context of sequence encodings by
QPIXL [10] – which reduces the depth to 2nd; and

(2) permutations of the UCR gates are braided together in
a parallel UCR gate (pUCR) – this further reduces
the critical depth to ⌈2nd/min(n, d)⌉ of cycles with
entangling gates.

This circuit depth reduction results in a high degree of
quantum-parallel gate operations in pUCR gates. Mathemati-
cally, a pUCR gate implements the unitary,

pUCRy(θ) |i⟩ |j0⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |jd−1⟩ 7→
|i⟩ Ry(θi,0) |j0⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗Ry(θi,d−1) |jd−1⟩ ,

(2)

with rotation angles θ ∈ R2n×d. The high-level circuit
diagram to prepare a QBArt NEQR encoding (1) using a
pUCR gate is shown in Fig. 1. In the QBArt circuit, the Pauli-
Y rotation angles, θ, in Eq. (2) are chosen as

θi,j =

{
0, if bit yi,j = 0,

π, if bit yi,j = 1,
(3)

where yi,j is the jth bit of the ith bit-string in y.

|0⟩⊗n / QBArt
|0⟩⊗d /

=
|0⟩⊗n / H⊗n □

|0⟩⊗d / pUCRy(θ)

Fig. 1: High-level block diagram of the QBArt circuit encod-
ing a sequence of 2n bit-strings of bit-depth d onto the n+ d
qubit state |ψ(y)⟩ of Eq. (1).

See [3] for details on the gate-level circuit implementation
of the pUCR gate and its experimental realization on quantum
hardware platforms including IBMQ, IonQ, and Quantinuum
H1-1.

III. QCAM: CONSTRUCTING GROVER SEARCH ORACLES
FROM PUCR GATES

In this section, we show how to leverage pUCR gates to
construct an efficient Grover search oracle G for QCAM ap-
plications (data matching). We assume the input data consists
of two sequences of bit-strings,

a = [a0, · · · , aN−1] ,

b = [b0, · · · , bM−1] ,
(4)

that can be of different lengths N and M , but both contain
bit-strings of the same bit-depth d.

In QCAM, we want to find either all or a subset of the
pairs of addresses (i, j), i ∈ [N ], j ∈ [M ], for which ai = bj .
We assume throughout the remainder of the paper that both
N and M are powers of 2 and write N ≡ 2n, M ≡ 2m. If the
input data sets don’t satisfy this constraint, we can simply pad
them to the next power of 2 in such a way that no additional,
spurious matches are introduced. If required, this can always
be achieved by increasing the bit-depth to d+ 1.

The circuit diagram for the first Grover-QCAM iteration
in the QCAM circuit is shown in Fig. 2. It consists of the
following elements:

(1) Hadamard gates on the n + m qubits representing the
data registers for a and b.

(2) A pair of pUCR gates, effectively loading the data; at
this stage the 4 multi-qubit registers in Fig. 2 are in the
state

1√
NM

∑
i,j

|i⟩ |j⟩ ⊗ |ai⟩ |bj⟩ . (5)

(3) A matching oracle OM acting only on the data registers
and the single ancilla as

OM |ai⟩ |bj⟩ |x⟩ 7→ (−1)ai⊕bj |ai⟩ |bj⟩ |x⟩ , (6)

where ⊕ is a bitwise XOR and the overline indicates a
NOT operation. The OM oracle adds a relative phase to
all the states for which the data match.

(4) The inverse of the pair of pUCR gates, effectively
uncomputing the data encodings.

(5) The Grover diffuser OD applied only on the address
registers.

addra m/ H □ □
OD

· · ·

addrb n/ H □ □ · · ·

dataa d/ pUCRa
y

OM

pUCRa,†
y · · ·

datab d/ pUCRb
y pUCRb,†

y · · ·

anc · · ·

one Grover-QCAM iteration G = ODOG

Fig. 2: Circuit diagram illustrating the initial superposition
over the address spaces and the first Grover iteration G for
QCAM. See text for further details.



The Grover oracle OG consists of all circuit elements
described in steps (2)-(4). The Grover iterator, G = ODOG,
is the product of steps (2)-(5).

The complete Grover-based QCAM algorithm is made from
repeating the Grover iterator k times, GkH |0⟩, where k
depends the number of possible solutions (NM , i.e., number
of possible pairs of addresses) and the true number of matches
(solutions) K. The latter quantity is unknown a priory and is
input dependent. In Sec. IV we describe a hardware-efficient
procedure to estimate K on a QPU with a dedicated circuit.
At that point, we’ll also discuss how to compute the ground
truth number of iterations k from the number of solutions K.
If the Grover iterator is repeated k times, there will be an
O(1) probability that the registers labeled addra and addrb
contain only pairs of addresses of matches in sequences a
and b. As the Grover iterator treats the registers dataa, datab
and anc as ancillary workspaces which are uncomputed in
every iteration, the data loading pUCR circuit(s) have to run
an additional time, as shown in Fig. 3, in order to also measure
the data values for corresponding matched addresses. We note
that strictly speaking only one pUCR circuit is required to
encode only one of the two sequences, but the second one
will be executed concurrently and can be used to verify
that a match has indeed been observed. Furthermore, this
is a constant overhead which does not increase the overall
algorithm complexity of QCAM.

addra / H

Gk

□

addrb / H □

dataa / pUCRa
y

datab / pUCRb
y

anc

Fig. 3: Circuit diagram illustrating the initial equal superpo-
sition over the address spaces, k Grover iterations Gk for
QCAM to amplify the addresses of the matches in the se-
quences, and the final data loading circuits with measurements.

For completeness, we describe in Fig. 4 how to implement
the matching oracle OM (Eq. (6)) and the Grover diffuser
OD (Eq. (9)) as quantum circuits. We note that the matching
oracle assumes that the bit-depths satisfy da = db, with the
subscripts included for clarity. The Grover diffuser does not
impose that m = n, i.e., it will handle correctly sequences of
different lengths.

The matching oracle (6), shown in Fig. 4(a), acts in three
steps. In the first step, OB , acts on the two data registers |i⟩
and |j⟩ of equal size d as

OB |i⟩ |j⟩ |0⟩ 7→ |i⟩
∣∣i⊕ j

〉
|0⟩ . (7)

In words, OB sets all qubits in the second qubit register to
1 only if the bit strings in i and j match, the ancilla qubit

• •
da • •

• •
X • X

db X • X

X • X

anc X • X


OB OA O†

B

(a) Matching oracle OM .

H X • X H
m

H X • X H

H X • X H

n H X • X H

H X • X H

OD



(b) Grover diffuser OD .

Fig. 4: The circuits implementing the matching oracle OM and
the Grover diffuser OD .

remains unchanged. A second oracle, OA, adds a relative phase
conditioned on the second register being 1 for all qubits,

OA |i⟩ |j⟩ |0⟩ 7→ (−1)j |i⟩ |j⟩ |0⟩ , (8)

where j̄ indicates a bit-wise negation.
This step requires the ancilla qubit as workspace. Finally, we

restore the states of both input registers |i⟩ |j⟩ by uncomputing
with O†

B . The full unitary for the matching oracle becomes
OM = O†

BOAOB , which implements Eq. (6).
It is well-known that the Grover diffuser (Fig. 4(b)) imple-

ments the reflection operator,

OD = H⊗(n+m)(2 |0⟩ ⟨0| − I)H⊗(n+m), (9)

which reflects over the state of equal superposition, |+⟩ ≡
H⊗(n+m) |0⟩.

In general, the Grover-based QCAM scheme presented in
Fig. 2 can be bootstrapped to search for matches in more than
two sequences. In Sec. V, we apply the QCAM primitive to
match k-mers in two DNA sequences on a simulated QPU.

IV. HEQC: HARDWARE EFFICIENT QUANTUM COUNTING
ALGORITHM

In this section, we address one of the key questions relevant
to every Grover problem: How to efficiently estimate the near-
optimal number of iterations k? As we will show later in this
section (Eq. (15)), k can be determined from the phase of
the Grover iterator, θ, acting in the Grover subspace on a
specific, easy to prepare state. At the same time, knowing
the phase of the Grover iterator also allows one to compute
the number of solutions to the Grover search problem if
the number of possible solutions (size of search space) is
known. The standard approach for computing the phase of
the Grover iterator G is known as the quantum counting
algorithm [4] because it also counts the number of solutions.
The known quantum counting algorithm requires full quantum
phase estimation [11] on the Grover iterator G to determine
its phase.

In this section, we introduce a hardware efficient quantum
counting (HEQC) algorithm that –under minor assumptions–
only requires the estimation of a single squared expectation
value of one Grover oracle OG acting on a specific initial



state. HEQC is applicable to any Grover problem, includ-
ing QCAM. For ease of notation and adhering to existing
conventions [12], we overload and redefine some variables
used in the previous section. We emphasize that a number of
simplified quantum counting algorithms [13], [14] (compared
to the standard method [4] which requires phase estimation)
have been introduced in the last few years and may prove more
efficient than HEQC in certain regimes.

Let G indicate a Grover problem and iterator over a search
set S ∼= [N ] of cardinality N , and let B ⊆ S be the set of
solutions, with |B| =M the number of solutions to the Grover
problem. Let’s assume the problem is non-trivial, i.e.: B ̸= S
and |B ∩ S| > 0.

The states |α⟩ and |β⟩, defined by,

|α⟩ = 1√
N −M

∑
x/∈B

|x⟩ ,

|β⟩ = 1√
M

∑
x∈B

|x⟩ ,
(10)

are equal superpositions over sets S \ B and B, respec-
tively. These vectors form an orthonormal basis of the two-
dimensional Grover subspace G = span{|α⟩ , |β⟩}. We call
G the Grover subspace as it is well-known that the Grover
iterator G acts as a planar rotation on G [2], [12], i.e.,

G|G =

[
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

]
, (11)

with the phase θ directly related to M and N . The equal
superposition over S,

|+⟩ = 1√
N

∑
x∈S

|x⟩ ,

=

√
N −M

M
|α⟩+

√
M

N
|β⟩ ,

= cos
θ

2
|α⟩+ sin

θ

2
|β⟩ ,

(12)

lies in the Grover subspace, |+⟩ ∈ G. The geometric picture
of G is shown in Fig. 5 and highlights that G|G is constructed
as a product of two reflections, ODOG, along respectively the
|+⟩ and |α⟩ states. It follows that the phase θ of G|G is double
the angle between |α⟩ and |+⟩. Hence, if we have computed
θ, we can infer

M = N sin2
(
θ

2

)
, (13)

as N is assumed to be known.
The key observation for HEQC is that we can directly

estimate θ from,

θ = arccos ⟨+|OG |+⟩ , (14)

which avoids full phase estimation and also does not require
the implementation of the Grover diffuser OD. Furthermore,
if we know M ≤ N/2, then θ ∈ [0, π/2] and ⟨+|OG |+⟩ ≥ 0.
This means we can compute θ from the squared overlap
| ⟨+|OG |+⟩ |2 which can be estimated on a QPU without
introducing ancillary qubits using a circuit shown in Fig. 6(a).

|α⟩

|β⟩

|+⟩

θ/2

θ/2

√
M
N

√
N−M

N

G |+⟩

θ

OG |+⟩

Fig. 5: Geometric representation of the Grover subspace G,
the starting state |+⟩, the action of the Grover oracle OG |+⟩
and Grover operator G |+⟩.

If all we know is that M ≤ N , then θ ∈ [0, π] and the overlap
can be negative. In this case, we have to measure the overlap
to retrieve the sign and can do so using a Hadamard test circuit
in Fig. 6(b).

|0⟩ / H
OG

H p0

|0⟩ /

(a) | ⟨+|OG |+⟩ |2

|0⟩ H • X
|0⟩ / H

OG
H

|0⟩ /

(b) ⟨+|OG |+⟩

Fig. 6: (a) HEQC circuit for determining the phase of the
Grover oracle OG (and consequently Grover iterator G) in case
M ≤ N/2: the first multi-qubit register is the Grover search
register, the second register is an (optional) ancillary work
register. The phase θ can be directly estimated from measuring
| ⟨+|OG |+⟩ |2, which corresponds to the probability p0 of
measuring the zero string on the search register. In case
M ≤ N , a Hadamard test circuit (b) is required to determine
the sign of the overlap. Measuring the real part of the overlap
suffices.

Once we have computed θ by applying Eq. (14) to the
measurement result of the circuit shown in Fig. 6, HEQC
proceeds in the same way as regular quantum counting to
estimate the number of iterations k. This means that, starting
from |+⟩, we need to rotate over an angle of (π − θ)/2 to
arrive at |β⟩ (Fig. 5). As G takes discrete steps over angles θ,
the estimate for the number of Grover iterations thus becomes:

k = ROUND

(
π − θ

2θ

)
, (15)

where ROUND(x) denotes rounding of x to the closest integer.
Note that, Eq. (15) does only guarantee that we stop the Grover
iteration at a state which, when measured, yields a solution to
the Grover problem with probability at least 0.5.

We have just shown that HEQC can estimate the phase of
the Grover iterator, the number of solutions to a Grover search



problem (Eq. (13)) and the near-optimal number of iterations
(Eq. (15)) while only having to measure a single observable
of OG. Next, we demonstrate the performance of the proposed
HEQC algorithm for QCAM using the Qiskit shot-based
circuit simulator. We generate two random sequences of 32 8-
bit integers and use the Grover-QCAM oracle, OG, shown in
Fig. 2, to encode and match them. The complete HEQC circuit
requires 27 qubits. The size of search space is N = 1024 and
we assumed that exactly M pairs of matched values existed
in the 2 input sequences. We varied M from 1 to 32 and
for each value of M , we simulated 21 circuits for different
random sequences using 2000 shots each. The θ was computed
using Eq. (14) based on the estimated overlap. On average, we
observe a good agreement with the ground truth in Fig. 7, with
a modest spread on the random realizations.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Number of solutions M

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

Gr
ov

er
 p

ha
se

 θ
 (r

ad
)

average HEQC simulation result
ground truth

Fig. 7: Simulation results of the HEQC algorithm to compute
the Grover phase θ. N is kept fixed at 1024 and M is varied
between 1 and 32. Simulations for each value of M was
repeated 21 times, using 2000 shots each time. The blue violin
plot show the spread of reconstructed θ values with the orange
diamond marking the mean. The green circle marks the ground
truth computed with Eq. (13).

V. JACCARD SIMILARITY FOR DNA

Deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) is the primary molecule used
to store genetic information in living organisms. DNA consists
of polynucleotide chains built from the four nucleotides:
adenine, cytosine, thymine, and guanine, abbreviated A, C,
T, and G, respectively. Recent advances in DNA sequencing
technology, in particular metagenomic sequencing, generate
thousands to tens of millions of unlabelled DNA sequences.
To make sense of all of these sequences, scientists compare
the unlabelled DNA sequences to DNA sequences for which
the species is known. A common way to do this is to first
break down the individual sequences into a set of k-mers, i.e.
overlapping substrings of length k, see Table I. These sets are
then compared using the Jaccard similarity metric [5]. This
method is computationally expensive and does not trivially
map to modern computer architectures.

TABLE I: Example DNA sequence of length 8 with all unique
k-mers (in order of appearance) for k = 1, 2, 3. The maximum
number of unique k-mers equals 4k. Only all 1-mers appear
in the example sequence.

DNA sequence TGTCGAAA max
1-mers T, G, C, A 41

2-mers TG, GT, TC, CG, AA 42

3-mers TGT, GTC, TCG, CGA, GAA, AAA 43

The Jaccard similarity metric between two sets A, B is
defined as the size of their intersection divided by the size of
their union,

J(A,B) =
|A ∩B|
|A ∪B|

=
|A ∩B|

|A|+ |B| − |A ∩B|
. (16)

The complexity of this calculation, O(|A|+|B|), is determined
by the set intersection operation. Executing this linear oper-
ation on modern computer architectures is frequently limited
due to the size of large DNA datasets, which often do not
fit into the memory available on typical compute nodes. We
construct a QCAM quantum circuit that samples from the
intersection A∩B with duplication. Computing the cardinality
|A ∩ B| is achieved through classical post-processing of the
measurement results, which includes rejecting duplicates. The
cardinalities |A| and |B| are assumed to be known or easily
computable classically, such that J(A,B) can be directly
computed from Eq. (16). In contrast, the QCAM matching
algorithm only requires a number of qubits that scales loga-
rithmicly with the length of the DNA sequences. Instead, the
bottleneck for QCAM lies in the depth of the data loading
circuits.

A. DNA encoding in bit-strings

Two bits suffice to encode the 4 types of nucleotides
(A, T , G, C). For a k-mer of length k the 2k bits are
needed. On a quantum computer, we can encode a nucleotide
in the computational basis states. Encoding the 4 different
nucleotides requires 2 qubits,

|A⟩ := |00⟩ , |T ⟩ := |01⟩ , |G⟩ := |10⟩ , |C⟩ := |11⟩ , (17)

which is analogous to the classical encoding. Similarly, we
encode a k-mer in the computational basis of 2k qubits, e.g.,
4-mers require 8 qubits,

|TACT ⟩ := |01001101⟩ , |GATG⟩ := |10000110⟩ , . . . (18)

To store one DNA strand in an NEQR state (Eq. (1)) as
a sequence of 2n overlapping k-mers (with duplications), we
need n address qubits and 2k data qubits for a total of n+2k.
For example, the DNA strand ATGATGA of length 7 can be
represented in an NEQR state as a sequence of 4 4-mers:

1

2
(|0⟩ |ATGA⟩+ |1⟩ |TGAT ⟩+ |2⟩ |GATG⟩+ |3⟩ |ATGA⟩).

(19)



The encoding of this DNA strand requires n = 2 address
qubits and d = 8 data qubits. We note that (19) does include
duplicate 4-mers at addresses |0⟩ and |3⟩.

It follows that our Grover-based QCAM algorithm, intro-
duced in Sec. III, requires n +m + 4k + 1 qubits to search
for matches in two sequences of k-mers a and b of length 2n

and 2m, respectively.

B. Results

We simulate the Jaccard index computation through QCAM
for various lengths of DNA strands and k-mers. For simplicity,
we always use two DNA strands of the same length. The first
strand is randomly generated and the second one is a copy of
the first one with 10% random mutations added. The number
of Grover iterations can be determined through the HEQC
algorithm described in Sec. IV.

Table II shows examples of simulated results for several
choices of DNA sample lengths and k-mers sizes. The largest
simulated circuit has 33 qubits. For all simulated cases the
QCAM result is exact for the chosen number of shots.

TABLE II: Simulated computation of Jaccard index for ran-
dom DNA samples of different lengths.

k-mer
length

DNA
length

total
qubits

addr.
pairs†

unique
k-mers†

Grover
iter†

shots

3 128 27 350 60 5 11,000
4 128 31 130 80 8 4,000
5 64 33 38 34 8 1,100
6 16 33 11 8 3 330

†: typical result

Fig. 8 shows an example input and output of this Jaccard
index algorithm for the choice of DNA length of 64 bases
with the 4-mer tiling. Two input DNA strands are labeled as
A and B. The common sequence flags the differences between
this 2 strands using asterisks. A subset of 4-mers belonging to
A∩B is listed below it. For this particular input the quantum
algorithm found 56, 55, and 36 distinct 4-mers in samples,
A, B, and A ∩ B , respectively. Hence the computed Jaccard
index is of 0.48.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this work, we use the pUCR gates first introduced for the
QBArt circuits for NEQR data encodings [3], to construct a
highly-optimized Grover search oracle applicable for finding
matches in two data sequences of bit-strings. In analogy to
classical content-addressable memory [1], which also allows
finding matches between data values loaded into memory, we
call this application QCAM. In contrast to classical CAM,
which returns all the matches in a predictable order, QCAM
randomly retrieves only one of possibly many matches every
single shot. However, QCAM does deliver the typical Grover
quadratic speedup over unstructured search, without requiring
special circuitry as in the case of classical CAM.

The second contribution of our work is the introduction of
HEQC, the hardware efficient implementation of the quantum

counting algorithm [4]. HEQC allows one to retrieve the
number of solutions to the Grover search problem from the
measurement of the single observable ⟨+|OG |+⟩ using a
relatively shallow circuit and consequently, to compute a
near-optimal number of Grover iterations, given some specific
search problem. Our simulation results of the HEQC circuit
show a good agreement with actual Grover phase angle.

Finally, we applied the QCAM algorithm to compute the
Jaccard index between two strands of DNA and demonstrated
an end-to-end proof of principle shot-based simulation for
small-scale, random DNA strands. In practice, Jaccard simil-
iarity based analyses of DNA typically use larger k-mers than
we have used here. For example, Sourmash [15] distributes
precomputed databases generated using lengths k=21, k=31, or
k=51. Furthermore, the real metagenomic samples can contain
millions of unique k-mers. Application of QCAM for such
scenarios would require QPUs with O(200) qubits and fidelity
appropriate for the circuit depth of O(1012) of entangling
operations.

In future work, we will investigate the possibility of further
optimizing the quantum algorithm to compute the Jaccard
similarity. E.g., we could reduce two DNA sequences to
two sets of unique k-mers in a classical pre-processing at
a cost linear in the DNA length. Then, HEQC would give
us the phase of the Grover iterator θ, directly allowing the
computation of |A ∩ B| without having to run all k Grover
iterations and without ever extracting the set of matched k-
mers A ∩ B. The trade-off between the reduced number
of iterations and retrieving information from the expectation
value rather than from the most probable bit-strings remains to
be studied. Notably other problems of interest, such as graph
traversing, require more detailed output about matched vertices
which would be provided only by QCAM.

A second future extension to optimize the Jaccard index
computation on quantum hardware includes the development
of quantum circuits that generate a k-mer encoding of a DNA
strand, as shown in Eq. (19), directly from a 1-mer encoding.
We will investigate the use of cyclic shift circuitry to achieve
this goal. This alternative approach has the potential to reduce
the redundancy in the pUCR data loading circuits as all the
information to generate the complete k-mer sequence will only
have to be loaded once as a 1-mer sequence.
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