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Abstract—Rapid progress in the design of scalable, robust
quantum computing necessitates efficient quantum circuit imple-
mentation for algorithms with practical relevance. For several
algorithms, arithmetic kernels, in particular, division plays an
important role. In this manuscript, we focus on enhancing the
performance of quantum slow dividers by exploring the design
choices of its sub-blocks, such as, adders. Through comprehensive
design space exploration of state-of-the-art quantum addition
building blocks, our work have resulted in an impressive achieve-
ment: a reduction in Toffoli Depth of up to 94.06%, accompanied
by substantial reductions in both Toffoli and Qubit Count
of up to 91.98% and 99.37%, respectively. This paper offers
crucial perspectives on efficient design of quantum dividers, and
emphasizes the importance of adopting a systematic design space
exploration approach.

Index Terms—Quantum Computing, Quantum Arithmetic,
Efficiency Optimization, Non-restoring Divider, Quantum Sim-
ulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a fundamental arithmetic operation in both classical and
quantum computing, the development of division is crucial
in important quantum algorithms such as computing shifted
quadratic character problems [1], principal ideal problems [2]
and hidden shift problems [3].

In the past, significant effort was spent to design and
optimize division for classical computing [4] [5] [6] [7]. In
quantum computing, this problem is relatively unexplored.
As we will show in this work, there is significant room for
improving the performance. Moreover, we emphasize the need
for a systematic design space exploration for building large
scale designs. To aid future research and benchmarking, we
present detailed design steps apart from offering open-sourced
circuit implementation1.

Design Space Exploration (DSE) is a standard practice for
designing large circuits in classical computing [8]. However,
it is not yet applied to the quantum circuit designs of quantum
division. We begin by decomposing non-restoring division into
various sub-modules, prominently consisting of adders. Since
there are many quantum adders offering diverse trade-offs in
logical depth and size (gate count, qubit count), the natural
question arises about the selection of a specific quantum adder.
We also ensure that the proposed circuit is based on the
Clifford+T gate set. This is crucial in permitting fault tolerant

1The relevant code will be available as a public repository (https://github.
com/Siyi-06/Quantum Non Restoring Divider).

and scalable quantum computation. Although many different
metrics are available to measure the performance of a quantum
circuit, we evaluate Toffoli Depth (TD), Toffoli Count (TC)
and Qubit Count (QC) as they form a commonly accepted
basis for comparison. They can also be easily expressed in
terms of T-Depth/T-Count [9] if one considers the prevalent
Clifford + T gate library.

This paper makes the following substantial contributions.
• Comprehensive application of DSE methodology during

quantum division circuit implementation
• Achievement of unprecedented performance in quantum

division circuits through careful consideration of all rel-
evant metrics

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we systematically review the existing liter-
ature on classical and quantum division designs.

In the classical world, division algorithms can be catego-
rized as slow and fast methods [7]. Slow division methods,
including restoring and non-restoring methods, iteratively cal-
culate partial remainders through multiple iterations involving
addition and subtraction operations, eventually arriving at
the final quotient. While significantly reducing time costs
compared to slow division, fast division methods require
complex conditional statements, resource-intensive arithmetic
operations, or higher radix.

In the quantum world, researchers have explored various
efficient division circuit designs following the classifications
in classical division. For quantum fast division, Mathias et
al. [10] demonstrated the synthesis of a quantum Newton-
Raphson divider to show that classical logic synthesis al-
gorithms can be used to convert well established hardware
description languages into quantum circuits. In 2021, Gayathri
et al. [6] proposed a novel Goldschmidt divider. Afterwards,
Gayathri et al. [7] introduced a quantum Newton-Raphson di-
vision circuit, significantly reducing TD, TC and QC from the
previous designs. For quantum slow division, Khosropour et
al. [11] presented an early high level restoring division design.
After that, Thapliyal et al. [4] [5] proposed specific quantum
circuits for restoring and non-restoring division. However, their
circuits [5] utilized prior quantum adders from [12], which can
be, at best, logarithmic in T-depth and therefore, rendering
the overall T-depth of the division circuit to be of order
O(n log n). We ignore the calculation reported in [5], which
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uses a non-standard way for computing T-depth, resulting in
constant-depth adder and linear-depth division. Interestingly,
slow division methods stand out for their cost-effectiveness
among all these designs. We made similar observations in this
work. More importantly, we showed that a detailed design
space exploration can help in identifying highly optimized
designs, which has not been undertaken in any prior works.

In this paper, we present the DSE methodology in con-
structing our quantum non-restoring integer division circuit,
where all arithmetic operations are expressed in terms of
addition modules. The detailed workflow will be provided in
the following sections.

III. QUANTUM NON-RESTORING DIVISION

In this section, we describe the construction workflow
of our addition-based non-restoring divider, divided into a
Quotient Generation Phase and Remainder Restoration Phase.
The detailed pseudocode and quantum circuit are presented in
Algorithm 1 and Fig. 1, respectively.

|1⟩ |Q2⟩
|1⟩ |Q1⟩
|1⟩ |Q0⟩

|Q2⟩

Add− Sub Cond−Add

|R2⟩
|Q1⟩

Add− Sub

|R1⟩
|Q0⟩

Sub

|R0⟩
|R2⟩ • • |g3⟩
|R1⟩ • • |g2⟩
|R0⟩ • • |g1⟩

|D2:0⟩ • • • • |D2:0⟩
|0⟩ • |g0⟩

Fig. 1. 3-qubits Quantum Non-restoring Divider.

|cin⟩

Add

|g3⟩
|a2⟩ |d2⟩
|b2⟩ |g2⟩
|a1⟩ |d1⟩
|b1⟩ |g1⟩
|a0⟩ |d0⟩
|b0⟩ |g0⟩

(a) 3-qubits Sub Mod-
ule.

|Ri−1⟩ • • •

Add

|g3⟩
|a2⟩ |r2⟩
|b2⟩ |g2⟩
|a1⟩ |r1⟩
|b1⟩ |g1⟩
|a0⟩ |r0⟩
|b0⟩ |g0⟩

(b) 3-qubits Add-Sub Module.

control • • • control

|a2⟩ • • |s2⟩
|b2⟩ • • • |b2⟩
|a1⟩ • • |s1⟩
|b1⟩ • • • • • • • |b1⟩
|a0⟩ |s0⟩
|b0⟩ • • • |b0⟩

(c) 3-qubits Cond-Add Module.

Fig. 2. The three essential sub-circuits in the proposed quantum divider.

For our design, the essential sub-circuits include the Sub-
tractor, Controlled Adder-Subtractor, and Conditional Adder.

Algorithm 1 Non-restoring Division(Q,D)
Require: Non-zero unsigned integers Q represents the divi-

dend and D represents the divisor.
Q and D are two n bit input values.
Returns qubits Q as quotient, and qubits R as remainder.
R = 0n+1 ▷ Where 0n+1 are n+ 1 zero bits and R and Q
are qubit pairs.
Q = Qn−1Qn−2 · · ·Q1Q0

D = 0Dn−1Dn−2 · · ·D1D0

/∗ Quotient Generation Phase Start ∗/
for i = 0 to n do

if R0 = 0 then
(R,Q) = 2 ∗ (R,Q) ▷ Left-shift operation
R = R− d ▷ Subtraction operation

else
(R,Q) = 2 ∗ (R,Q)
R = R+ d ▷ Addition operation

if R0 = 0 then ▷ Set Qn−1 based on R0

Qn−1 = 1
else

Qn−1 = 0

/∗ Quotient Generation Phase End ∗/
/∗ Remainder Restoration Phase Start ∗/
if R0 = 1 then ▷ Check for valid remainder

R = R+ d

/∗ Remainder Restoration Phase End ∗/
Return Q, R
End

For an n-qubit division, the adder building blocks and their
respective sub-circuits are of n + 1 qubit-width. As shown
in Fig. 2(a), the Subtractor sub-circuit effectively transforms
quantum adders into subtractors with inputs |a⟩ and |b⟩.
Specifically, the subtraction |a⟩−|b⟩ = |a⟩+

∣∣b̄〉+1, is achieved
by flipping the subtrahend bits and setting the carry-in to high.
In Fig. 2(b), we present the implementation of our Controlled
Adder-Subtractor sub-circuit. The input bit |Ri−1⟩, where i
represents the current iteration in the Quotient Generation
Phase, functions as both the control and carry-in qubit. When
|Ri−1⟩ is equal to |1⟩, it flips the subtrahend qubits for
subtraction, performing addition otherwise. Furthermore, our
Conditional Adder module is illustrated in Fig. 2(c) based on
previous implementations [4]. When the control qubit is in
the high state, this circuit produces the sum |s⟩ = |a⟩ + |b⟩.
Otherwise, |a⟩ and |b⟩ pass through the circuit unchanged.

In the optimization of our workflow, we observe that the
first iteration of the Quotient Generation Phase always involves
subtraction due to the initialized constant value (0) of qubit R
post-initialization. Besides, the left-shift operation of the qubit
pair (R, Q) can be omitted by appropriately offsetting the sub-
circuits of subsequent operations. These optimizations result
in substantial conservation of quantum resources: (i) reduction
in the width of R, (ii) partial execution of the first left-shift
operation, and (iii) simplifying the initial arithmetic sub-circuit



into a Quantum Subtractor.
As shown below, Equation 1, 2, and 3 show the overall

cost of the proposed quantum circuit for an n-qubit division.
This analysis is divided into three steps: Step 1 corresponds to
the initial iteration of the Quotient Generation Phase, Step 2
presents the subsequent iterations of the Quotient Generation
Phase, and Step 3 shows the Remainder Restoration Phase.

TD =

Step 1︷ ︸︸ ︷
TDadd +

Step 2︷ ︸︸ ︷
(TDadd) · (n− 1)+

Step 3︷ ︸︸ ︷
3n+ 1

=n · TDadd + 3n+ 1

(1)

TC =

Step 1︷ ︸︸ ︷
TCadd +

Step 2︷ ︸︸ ︷
(TCadd) · (n− 1)+

Step 3︷ ︸︸ ︷
3n+ 1

=n · TCadd + 3n+ 1

(2)

QC =

Step 1︷ ︸︸ ︷
3n+ 2 +Ancadd +

Step 2︷ ︸︸ ︷
n− 1+

Step 3︷︸︸︷
1

=4n+ 2 +Ancadd

(3)

Our design is presented at a high-level model, affording
flexibility in the choice of the Quantum Adder. Hence, TCadd

and TDadd denote the Toffoli Count and Toffoli Depth of the
selected adder for an n+1 qubit-width sub-module. Similarly,
the variable Ancadd represents the ancilla qubits required by
the chosen adder.

A. An Extension Design: Quantum Restoring Divider

As an extension of our research, we propose an addition-
based restoring quantum divider, drawing from the workflow in
the previous section. For n-qubits division, the corresponding
TD, TC, and QC are formulated as (n · TDadd + 3n2 + n),
(n · TCadd + 3n2 + n), and (4n+ 1+Ancadd), respectively.

As shown in Table II, with a carefully selected addi-
tion block, our non-restoring design consistently outperforms
restoring divider in both TD and TC, with the addition
of only one ancilla. Therefore, we only focus on the non-
restoring divider for its superior overall efficiency. A detailed
description of this extension will be accessible online upon
this paper’s acceptance.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Impact of Quantum Adders on Quantum Dividers

As shown in Table I, the selection of the adder building
block has a substantial impact on the performance of our
divider. Here, we systematically evaluated various building
blocks based on TC, TD and QC to identify the most suitable
choices for different scenarios.

• Toffoli Depth. Toffoli Depth significantly influences the
execution time of the quantum circuit. As shown in Table
I, CLA adders usually achieve low Toffoli Depth by using
the parallel prefix tree approach to maximize parallel
computation sub-blocks and reduce calculation depth.
For example, using Draper In-place CLA as the basic
building block achieves superior Toffoli Depth compared
to other quantum RCAs and Combination Adders such as
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Quantum Ling Adder
Draper In-place CLA

Takahashi Combination
Takahashi Low-ancilla

(a) Low Toffoli Depth Non-restoring Divider.
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(b) Low Toffoli Count Non-restoring Divider.
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(c) Low Qubit Count Non-restoring Divider.

Fig. 3. The proposed quantum non-restoring dividers based on different
adders. Here, n denotes the qubit-width of the division. Given the identical
performance in Toffoli Count between Gayathri RCA and Wang RCA, we use
a simplified notation ”Gayathri/Wang RCA” to represent their performance.
The similar notations are also applied for ”Takahashi/Cuccaro RCA” and
”Takahashi Low-ancilla /Combination”.

Takahashi RCA and Takahashi Combination Adder. Sig-
nificantly, the Quantum Ling Adder-based non-restoring
divider achieves a substantial reduction in Toffoli Depth
complexity from O(n log(n)) to O(n log(n2 )).

• Toffoli Count. When the primary target is to minimize
the Toffoli Count, RCA-based addition building blocks
offer a great solution. As shown in Fig 3(b) and Table
I, these RCA-based building blocks are characterized by
their simplicity and low Toffoli Count, making them an
attractive choice for Toffoli Count-sensitive scenarios.
Among all the building blocks, it is noteworthy that the
Gayathri RCA and Wang RCA achieve the lowest costs
in terms of Toffoli Count by using only n Toffoli gates
to complete n-qubits addition.

• Qubit Count. In quantum computing, evaluating the
Qubit Count is crucial for efficient quantum resource
management. Although CLA-based designs achieve low
Toffoli Depth, they usually require more ancilla qubits.



TABLE I
PERFORMANCE OF THE PROPOSED n-QUBITS QUANTUM NON-RESTORING DIVIDER BASED ON DIFFERENT ADDITION BUILDING BLOCKS.

THE EQUATION FOR ω(n) IS ω(n) = n−
∑∞

y=1

⌊
n
2y

⌋
AND r REPRESENTS THE RADIX, WITH A RANGE OF 2 < r ≤ n.

Quantum Division Circuit

Constituent Adder Circuit Year Performance
Toffoli Depth Toffoli Count Qubit Count

Variable/Unspecified Adder − n · TDadd + 3n+ 1 n · TCadd + 3n+ 1 4n+ 2 +Ancadd
VBE RCA [13] 1995 4n2 + 5n+ 1 4n2 + 5n+ 1 5n+ 6

Cuccaro RCA [14] 2004 2n2 + 4n+ 1 2n2 + 4n+ 1 4n+ 6

Draper In-place CLA [15] 2004
11n+ n ⌊logn⌋+ n ⌊log(n+ 1)⌋
+n

⌊
log n

3

⌋
+ n

⌊
log n+1

3

⌋
+ 1

10n2 − 3n · ω(n)− 3n · ω(n+ 1)
−3n ⌊logn⌋ − 3n ⌊log(n+ 1)⌋+ 6n+ 1

6n− ω(n+ 1)− ⌊log(n+ 1)⌋+ 6

Takahashi Low-ancilla Adder [16] 2008 30n log(n+ 1) + 3n+ 1 28n2 + 31n+ 1 4n+ 3n+3
log(n+1)

+ 4

Takahashi RCA [17] 2009 2n2 + 4n+ 1 2n2 + 4n+ 1 4n+ 5

Takahashi Combination [17] 2009 18n log(n+ 1) + 3n+ 1 7n2 + 10n+ 1 4n+ 3n+3
log(n+1)

+ 4

Wang RCA [18] 2016 n2 + 4n+ 1 n2 + 4n+ 1 5n+ 6

Gidney RCA [19] 2018 n2 + 4n+ 1 2n2 + 3n+ 1 5n+ 4

Gayathri RCA [20] 2021 n2 + 4n+ 1 n2 + 4n+ 1 5n+ 6

Higher Radix Adder [21] 2023
4n log(n+ 1) + 3r · n− 2n log r

−2n log 3r + 2n log(r − 2) + 5n+ 1
8n2 − n(n+1)

r
− n2 (mod r)

−3n · ω(n+1
r

)− 3n log(n+ 1) + 3n log r + 8n+ 1

6n− log(n+ 1) + n+1
r

−ω(n+1
r

) + log r + 5

Quantum Ling Adder [22] 2023 12n+ 2n⌊log n+1
2

⌋+ 2n⌊log n+1
6

⌋+ 1 13n2 − 6n · ω(n+1
2

)− 6n⌊log n+1
2

⌋+ 2n+ 1 14n− 6ω(n+1
2

)− 6⌊log n+1
2

⌋+ 4

As illustrated in Figure 3(c), RCA-based building blocks
clearly demonstrate their advantages in achieving compet-
itive Qubit Count. Apart from the RCA-based building
blocks, an appealing alternative is Takahashi’s Combi-
nation Adder [17], which strategically integrates com-
ponents from both RCA and CLA, resulting in a low
Qubit Count that scales linearly with the division bitwidth
n. Remarkably, Takahashi’s Low-ancilla Adder [16] has
the same Qubit Count as Takahashi’s Combination Adder
[17], making it an equally appealing choice. Therefore,
RCA-based adders, [16] and [17] are highly recom-
mended as the preferred building blocks in QC cost-
dominated situations.

Overall, as illustrated in Figures 3(a), 3(b), and 3(c), the
most effective addition building blocks for minimizing Toffoli
Depth, Toffoli Count, and Qubit Count are identified as
Quantum Ling adder, Gayathri/Wang RCA, and Takahashi
RCA, respectively.

B. Comparison with Existing Quantum Dividers

Following a comprehensive design space exploration to
assess the impact of quantum adders on our design, we
constructed and compared the proposed restoring and non-
restoring dividers with existing work. The Quantum Ling
Adder which has minimal Toffoli Depth achieves 94.06%
in Toffoli Depth savings, and the Takahashi Combination
Adder, which offers balanced results across all metrics sees
91.98% and 99.37% savings in Toffoli Count and Qubit Count
respectively.

The specific data for 32-qubits division is shown in Table
II. Obviously, our design outperform all the prior designs in
terms of TD, TC and QC, owing to the absence of resource-
intensive conditional statements and operations in the proposed
workflows.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, this paper explored the efficiency of quantum
non-restoring dividers, focusing on the impact of integrating
different quantum adders. This required an in-depth study

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF PROPOSED 32-QUBITS QUANTUM DIVIDERS WITH

EXISTING DESIGNS. IN THIS TABLE, ”TAKAHASHI C” REFERS TO THE
TAKAHASHI COMBINATION ADDER. PERCENTAGE IMPROVEMENT IS

CALCULATED W.R.T THE QUANTUM NEWTON RAPHSON DIVIDER [7]

Divider Toffoli Depth Toffoli Count Qubit Count
Goldschmidt [6] 17, 850 117, 187 30, 008

Newton Raphson [7] 13, 506 93, 376 23, 996
Restoring+Ling 3, 809 (71.80%) 15, 224 (83.70%) 415 (98.27%)

Restoring+ Takahashi C 6, 010 (55.50%) 10, 496 (88.76%) 151 (99.37%)
Non-restoring+Ling 802 (94.06%) 12, 217 (86.92%) 416 (98.27%)

Non-restoring+ Takahashi C 3, 003 (77.77%) 7, 489 (91.98%) 152 (99.37%)

of the division algorithm, expressing it in terms of addition
circuits. We observed that when minimizing the Toffoli Depth
is crucial, a divider based on quantum CLA adders offers
Toffoli Depth reductions of up to 94.06%. When minimizing
Toffoli Count is essential, the quantum RCAs are a more apt
choice, achieving reductions up to 91.98%. Lastly, both RCA-
based adders and the Takahashi Combination Adder offer
optimal solutions for prioritizing Qubit Count at up to 99.37%
improvement. For ease of future benchmarking, the Qiskit
code for the proposed divider will be released upon this paper’s
acceptance.

In future, there are various promising directions in this
field. One of the most crucial directions is optimizing specific
quantum divider designs for diverse applications based on our
work. Moreover, assessing the performance and scalability of
these proposed dividers in different quantum algorithms holds
significant importance. Furthermore, conducting extensive rel-
evant experiments on quantum computers is essential for
transitioning from simulations to practical implementations.
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