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The original Grover’s algorithm suffers from the souffle problem, which
means that the success probability of quantum search decreases dramatically
if the iteration time is too small or too large from the right time. To overcome
the souffle problem, the fixed-point quantum search with an optimal number of
queries was proposed |[Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 210501 (2014)], which always finds
a marked state with a high probability when a lower bound of the proportion of
marked states is given. The fixed-point quantum search relies on a key lemma
regarding the explicit formula of recursive quasi-Chebyshev polynomials, but
its proof is not given explicitly. In this work, we give a detailed proof of this
lemma, thus providing a sound foundation for the correctness of the fixed-point
quantum search. This lemma may be of independent interest as well, since it
expands the mathematical form of the recursive relation of Chebyshev polyno-
mials of the first kind, and it also constitutes a key component in overcoming
the souffle problem of quantum walk-based search algorithms, for example, ro-
bust quantum walk search on complete bipartite graphs [Phys. Rev. A 106,
052207 (2022)]. Hopefully, more applications of the lemma will be found in the
future.

1 Introduction

Grover’s search [1] is a fundamental algorithm in quantum computing, as it achieves a
quadratic speedup for the unstructured search problem. It can be easily generalized to
amplitude amplification [2], which has become a ubiquitous component in designing quan-
tum algorithms. Stimulated by its wide application, the research on quantum search
itself is never-ending and has led to a variety of versions, such as the deterministic ver-
sion in which a marked state is obtained with certainty when the proportion is known
beforehand |2, 3, 4, 5], the variable time version where the cost of each oracle query is
different [0, 7], and versions handling oracles with bounded-error |3, 9].

In this paper, we revisit versions that deal with the souffle problem, i.e. the problem
that the success probability of quantum search decreases dramatically if the iteration time
is too small or too large from the right time. Brassard [10] pointed out this phenomenon in
a figurative way: “Quantum searching is like cooking a souffle. You put the state obtained
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by quantum parallelism in a ‘quantum oven’ and let the desired answer rise slowly. Success
is almost guaranteed if you open the oven at just the right time. But the souffle is very
likely to fall—the amplitude of the correct answer drops to zero—if you open the oven too
early. Furthermore, the souffle could burn if you overcook it; strangely, the amplitude of
the desired state starts shrinking after reaching its maximum.”

A straightforward solution to the souffle problem is first to estimate the proportion of
the marked states using amplitude estimation [2], and then perform a quantum search based
on that estimation. An alternative way is to repeat the quantum search with exponentially
increasing random iteration time, until a marked state is obtained [11]. Grover himself
has also studied the souffle problem and proposed the 7/3 method [12] with a ‘fixed-
point’ property, such that the success probability monotonically increases with the iteration
times. However, the quadratic speedup is lost in this method. In 2014, Yoder, Low, and
Chuang |13] proposed an innovative quantum search algorithm that overcomes the souffle
problem while maintaining the quadratic speedup. The proposed algorithm achieves a
slightly different ‘fixed-point’ property: as long as the actual proportion of marked states
A2 is greater than a predetermined lower bound w?, a marked state is guaranteed to be
found with probability greater than 1 — ¢2, using approximately In(2/§)/w oracle queries.

To achieve the goal above, the generalized Grover’s iteration G(a, ) (see Eq. (1) below
for its definition) is used, and the sequence of angles (ax, 8)L_; is given explicitly [13].
The correctness of the algorithm, i.e. the closed-form angle parameters (ay, 5k)§g:1, relies
on the explicit formula of a recursive quasi-Chebyshev polynomial. More specifically, it
was stated in Ref. [13] that “For other values of ~, the complex, degree-h polynomials

ag)(aj) generalize the Chebyshev polynomials. In fact, it can be shown using combinatorial

arguments analogous to those in [14] that a(LW) () =Tr(x/v)/Tr(1/v).” However, it seems
unclear how to prove this key formula, since Ref. [1] only provides the combinatorial
interpretation of T (z), i.e. Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind, and the paper [13]
does not provide any further explanation.

Some years later, an alternative and rigorous method (see [15, Theorem 27| or [0,
Section III]) was proposed to achieve the same goal using quantum singular value trans-
formation (QSVT), a framework that unifies many quantum algorithms such as amplitude
amplification, Hamiltonian simulation, eigenvalue filtering, and quantum linear system
problems. Roughly speaking, this method consists of two steps. The first step concerns
constructing a polynomial that approximates the sign function, and the second step con-
cerns obtaining the sequence of angles from the coefficient of the polynomial. However,
since both steps involve much numerical approximation, it’s unlikely to obtain closed-form
angle parameters as in Ref. [13]. A challenging task of QSVT framework is the computation
of the angle parameters with efficiency and numerical stability, and there has been a series
of work on optimizing this procedure |17, 18, 19]. This also highlights the importance of
the fixed-point quantum search in Ref. [13], as it appears to be the only nontrivial instance
of QSVT that provides closed-form angle parameters.

In this work, we give detailed proof of the explicit formula of a recursive quasi-Chebyshev
polynomial, i.e. a(LV) () =Tr(x/v)/Tr(1/7), which is fundamental to the closed-form angle
parameters of the fixed-point quantum search [13]. We restate this key formula in Lemma 1,
which expands the mathematical form of the original recursive relation of Chebyshev poly-
nomials, since a(LW) (x) reduces to Tr(x) when v = 1. For completeness, we also provide
proof of the correctness of the fixed-point quantum search using Lemma 1, by relating
the algorithm’s failure amplitude to quasi-Chebyshev polynomials. The quasi-Chebyshev
lemma is also a key component in the robust quantum walk search algorithm on complete
bipartite graphs proposed in Ref. [20], where the lemma’s proof is not given either. The




proposed quantum walk search algorithm is robust in the sense that it can find a marked
vertex on an N-vertices complete bipartite graph with probability greater than 1 — ¢ as
long as the number of quantum walk search steps h > ln(%)\/ﬁ + 1 for any adjustable
parameter €, without knowing the number of marked vertices or sacrificing the quadratic
quantum speedup.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the fixed-point
quantum search that overcomes the souffle problem, which is summarized in Theorem 1. In
Section 3, we restate the key formula of recursive quasi-Chebyshev polynomials in Lemma 1,
and then prove Theorem 1 using Lemma 1 and their relation (Lemma 2) for completeness.
Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Lemma 1, which is the main contribution of this article.

2 Fixed-point quantum search

We begin by defining the generalized Grover’s iteration G(«, [3) which will be used later in
the fixed-point quantum search.

G(a,ﬁ) = SU(/B)SM(O‘)7 (1)

where Sp() := el¥o)¥ol = [ —(1—¢%) |4hg) (ho| multiplies a phase shift of e’ to the initial
state [tho); and Spr(a) = et = T — (1 — ™) 3 1/ Im) (m| multiplies a phase shift of
e to all the marked basis states and leaves the other states unchanged. The phase oracle
Sy (@) can be implemented using twice the standard oracle O : |z) |b) — |z) |b® §(x € M))
that flips the auxiliary qubit |b) when the basis state z is marked [13].

Let’s have a quick review of Grover’s original search algorithm, which uses the restricted
iteration G(m, m) with « = 8 = 7 in Eq. (1). The initial state |¢g) is the equal-superposition
of all basis states. Each iteration —G(m,7) = (2[v0) (Yo — I)({ — 2> e /M) (m]) can
be seen as the composition of two reflections, and is thus a rotation. The more detailed
geometric interpretation is shown in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: Geometric interpretation of Grover's search process, i.e. [|¢)) = [—G(m, )] 1), in
the invariant subspace Ho = span{|r),|t)}, where [t) = Ipr|eho) /A, A = |Har|tho)| and

|r) := M3 [to) /V/1 = A2, 4, := I — TI5;. One iteration —G(m,m) = (2 |¢o) (0| — I)(I — 2|t) (t])
is interpreted as a reflection around |r) followed by a reflection around |), and is thus a counter-
clockwise rotation by 26 := 2 arcsin A.

The souffle problem has a nice geometric explanation as shown in Fig. 1. The success
probability (i.e. projection of |¢;) onto |t)) decreases dramatically if the iteration time
l is too far from the optimal time [(3 — 6)/(20)] = |;=Z— — 3] which depends on
A = [ [¢o)]]-

To solve the souffle problem, we can use the fixed-point quantum search in Ref. [13]
such that only a lower bound w of A = ||/ [10)]| is required to be known beforehand.




Theorem 1 ([13]). For any w € (0,1) and 6 € (0,1), consider the following procedure:
[Y0) == G(au, Br) - - Glan, 1) [Yo) , (2)

where the iteration time l > In(2/0)/(2w), and the sequence of parameters are set according
to

2 t( t (%_1 ))
. — zaICCO w tan
’“ 2oa+17")

2k
Br = —2arccot (w tan(2l n 17r)) ,

for k=1~1. Then | |t)]| > V1 — 6% as long as ||Tps |o)|| > w.

To have an intuitive understanding of the ‘fixed-point’ property in Theorem 1, the plot
of how ||IIps|vyy)|| varies with ||IIps]1o)] is shown in Fig 2.

09t V1—-82~0.9506=03 1
0.8
0.7
0.6

0.5

(I Taz |200) ||

04Ff
03Ff
0.2
0.08

0.1 w

I I I I
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

([TLar[tbo) |

Figure 2: The plot of P(X) := ||[az|t0r)|| as a function of A = ||TIas]1o) ||, where we let w = 0.08,
6 =0.3,and l = [In(2/§)/(2w)] = 12 (cf. Theorem 1). It shows that P(\) > v/1 — 4% ~ 0.95 as long
as A > w = 0.08. The explicit formula of P()\) is shown in Eq. (22).

3 Proof of Theorem 1

3.1 The quasi-Chebyshev lemma

To prove Theorem 1, we will need the following Lemma 1 regarding the explicit formula of
a recursive quasi-Chebyshev polynomial. The main contribution of this article is to provide
explicit and detailed proof of Lemma 1, which is deferred to Section 4.

Lemma 1. Suppose v € (0,1]. Consider the odd polynomial ) (z) of degree L = 21 + 1
defined by the following recursive relation:

ag(x) =1, a’ly(x) =7, (3)

ap () = 2(1+e7)a)(z) — ey _y (2), (4)

where the angles are
¢n, = 2arctan <\/ 1—1~2 tan(Zw)) , n=1~2l (5)
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Then the explicit formula of a} (x) is

aj(x) =Ty (z/v)/TL(1/7), (6)

where Tr,(x) = cos(Larccos(z)) = cosh(L arccosh(x)) is the Chebyshev polynomial of first
kind.

We provide a proof of Theorem 1 in the following two subsections for completeness.

3.2 Relating failure amplitude to quasi-Chebyshev polynomials

The core of relating Theorem 1 to Lemma 1 lies in the following Lemma 2, which may be of
independent interest. Specifically, the final failing amplitude HH@ WﬂH can be expressed
as |ar(x)|, where x = HH%‘Z [1bo) H and ar (z) is a recursive quasi-Chebyshev polynomial, and
that the angles ¢, in the recursive relation of ay(x) are related to the angles (ay, Bk )4_,

in a simple way:

Lemma 2. Let x := HH*/I |¢0>H be the length of the projection of the initial state |1g) onto
the subspace spanned by unmarked states. Consider the final state

[Ur) == G(ayg, Br) - - G(ax, Br) |o)

where G(a, ) is defined by Eq. (1). Then HH]%/[ |¢Z>H = |ar(x)|, where the odd polynomial
ar(x) of degree L = 21 + 1 is defined by the recursive relation: ag(x) = 1,a1(z) = x, and
ani1(x) = 2(1 + e7)a,(z) — e ra,_1(z) for n =1 ~ 21, and the angles {p,}2L, are
related to (ak,ﬂk)ﬁgzl by o1 =7 —ap and ¢op, = B + 7 fork=1~1.

Proof. We will restrict ourselves to the invariant subspace Ho = span{|r), |t) }, where |r) =
I3, [vo) /z and [t) = Hpy [t) /v/1 — 22. Then the initial state |¢)o) = z |r) + V1 — 22 |t)
in Ho, and thus we have [g) = R(z) |r), where

x V1—2?
R(a:):[m . ] (7)
Recall from Eq. (1) that
Gla,B8) = (I = (1 - &) lyo) (Wl - (I —(1-d) Y pm) <m) . )
meM
Thus we can write the expression of G(«, 3) in Hy as
G(a, B) = R(x) (I — (1= ¢®) |r) {r]) R(z) - (1= (1= ™) [£) (¢]) (9)
— ¢ R() My(B)R(2) My(~a), (10)
where
My(6) = [}) e%] (1)
Let
A(¢) := R(x) My(9) (12)
x e~ V1 — 22
- [\/1 — 22 —ze”i® ] ' (13)




We can then write the expression of the final state |¢;) = G(«y, 5;) - - - G(aq, 1) |1o) in Ho
as

l
|thr) = exp(i Z A(y) A1) -+ A(d2) A(¢1)Alo) I7) | (14)

where the angles ¢/, are defined by ¢ = 0, ¢, | = —ay, and @b, = S, for k=1~ 1.
Consider an(z) and by (z) for n =1 ~ L defined by

z), V1 —a2ba(2)]" = Al¢r,_y) -+~ A(6) Ir) - (15)

Combining Eq. (14) and Eq. (15), we know [(r|¢;)| = |ar(z)|. Note that HHL [r) H =

|(r|Yr)| in Hp. Thus it remains to show that ar(z) can be also defined by the desired
recursive relation as shown in Lemma 2.

From the matrix expression of A(¢) (Eq. (13)) and Eq. (15), we have the following
coupled recursive relation of a,(x) and b, (z) for n =0 ~ 2:

ni1(z) = zay(z) + e (1 — 2%)b, (z), (16)
bn-l—l(x) = an(w) - xeiid);lbn(m)? (17)
where ag(x) := 1,bg(x) := 0. To decouple this recurswe relation, we first obtain b, (z) =

(an—1(z) — zan(z)) /(1 — 2%) using “(16) + (17) x 1= =2 and n — (n — 1), and then plug
bp(z) into Eq. (16), resulting in:

ang1(z) = (1 — e ") ay (@) + e Pray,_ (), (18)

for n =1 ~ 2, and ap(z) = 1,a1(z) = x. We now let ¢, := ¢}, + 7. Then ¢op_1 =7 —
and ¢op = P +7 for k =1 ~ I, and any1(z) = 2(1 + e )a, () — e ¥na,_1(x) for
n =1~ 2] from Eq. (18), which is the desired result. O

3.3 Finishing the proof of Theorem 1

Using Lemma 2 and Lemma 1, we can now prove Theorem 1 as follows.
Recall that the parameters (ag, 8x),_; in Theorem 1 are:

{ak = 2arccot (w tan<22];+1 ﬂ)) (19)

Br = —2arccot (w tan(ﬁlﬂ))

Using Lemma 2, we know Hﬂf\z |wl>H = |ar(x)| where z := Hﬂﬁ WO)H’ and the odd polyno-
mial ar,(x) of degree L = 21 + 1 is defined by the recursive relation: ag(z) = 1,a1(z) = =z,
and any1(2) = 2(1+ e n)a,(x) — e *na,_1(x) for n = 1 ~ 2I, and the angles the angles
{dn}iiy are:

o 2k—1
{(;Sgk_l =7 — ap = 2arctan (w tan(=— 7r)) (20)

$or, = Pr, + T = 2arctan (w tan(%w)) ,

for k =1 ~ [, where we used Eq. (19) in the second equality.

Let
vi=V1—w?, (21)

then ¢, = 2arctan( 1 — 2 tan(} )) for n = 1 ~ 20 by Eq. (20), which coincides with
Eq. (5). Thus by Lemma 1 we know ar(x) = Tr(z/v)/TL(1/7).




In addition, using the fact that ||[IIa/[p)|| = /1 — [|II4; ]<p>|}2 for any quantum state
|¢), we obtain the (earlier mentioned, cf. Fig. 2) explicit formula of P(\) = |[IIas [¢)]]
about A\ = ||II/ [10)]| as:

|y TRV =NV —w?)
P(M_Jl LTg(l/m) '

From the assumption [ > In(2/4)/(2w) in Theorem 1, we have L > In(2/4)/w. We now
show that it implies 1/77,(1/v) < 6. Using the definition 77,(x) = cosh(L arccosh(x)), we
have

(22)

TL(1/7) < 6 (23)
& cosh (Larccosh(1/7)) > 1/6 (24)
T =

Thus it suffices to show that the RHS of Eq. (25) is not greater than In(2/§)/w. From
v =1 —w? and the definition arccosh(z) = In(z + v2? — 1), we have

arccosh(1/6) In (1 + 5% 1)
/v

arccosh(1/7) In ( = =+ \/?) -
In | (1 + m) /9] (27)
T I [(1+w)/Vi-w?]
ln( /6) - 1n(2/5) (28)

w

==
+
3

where the last line follows from In <1+$> > 2w, which can be shown by taking derivative
on both sides and observing that t=— > 2 holds for w € [0, 1).

Finally, combining HHM Y1) H = ]aL |, and ar,(z) = Tr(x/v)/Tr(1/v),and 1/T(1/v) <
9, and the fact that |T7(x)| < 1 as long as |z| < 1, we have: HH@ WﬂH < ¢ as long as

W W@H and v = V1 —w?. Therefore, [Ty |¢y) | > V1 — 62

as long as ||TIas [10) || > w, which completes the proof of Theorem 1.

x| <

4  Proof of Lemma 1

We copy Lemma 1 in the following for convenience.

Lemma 3 (Copy of Lemma 1). Suppose v € (0,1]. Consider the odd polynomial a] (z) of
degree L = 21 + 1 defined by the following recursive relation:

a3($) =1, a’ly(x) =7, (29)
apyq(2) = (1 + e )al(x) — e a)_y (), (30)

¢n = 2arctan (\/ 1—1+2 tan(zw)) , n=1~2l. (31)

Then a) (z) = Tr(x/v)/T1(1/7), where Ty (x) = cos(Larccos(z)) = cosh(L arccosh(x)) is
the Chebyshev polynomial of first kind.




4.1 Reducing to Eq. (40)

To show a} (z) = Tr(x/v)/Tr(1/v), we will separate a] (z) into two parts to match the
RHS: a} () = N} (2)/Dr(7). Lemma 4 below shows that Dr(vy) = v*T1(1/7), and thus
it suffices to show N7} (z) = vLTp(z/7) (Eq. (40)) to prove Lemma 3.

Denote t(n) := tan(}7), t, := /1 —~% x t(n) := tan6,. Then ¢, = 260, by Eq. (31).
We expand e~*» into expressions regarding t, as follows:

e~ in = 1200 — c0s(20),,) — isin(20),) (32)

cos?6, —sin%6,, . 2cos6,sinb,

~ cos2 20 loos2 ) (33)
cos? #,, + sin“ 6, cos? 6, + sin“ 6,,
1 —tan?6, 2tan6,,

— i 4
1+ tan2 6, ’ 1+ tan26, (34)

1 —it,)?

(1 —itp) (1 + ity)
1—1t,

= . 36
1+, (36)

Therefore, the recursive relation of a7 (x) shown by Eq. (30) can be written as

2x 1—zt

~y

—a_(x). (37)

If we let N)(x) := a)(x)Dy(7y), where D, (vy) := Hz;é(l +itg) forn =1 ~ L and

n

Dy(7y) :=1, then Eq. (37) can be written as

N (@ 20 NJ(x) 1 —ity1+ity,_y NJ_i(2)

) _
nJrl(’Y) 1+ ity Dn(’Y) 14ty 1 +itn Dn71(7)7

(38)

for n = 1 ~ 2[. Multiplying both sides of Eq. (38) by Dj,+1(), we obtain the recursive
definition of N} (z) as follows

N7 (@) = 20N(2) — (1 — ita) (1 + it 1) Ny (@), (39)

forn =1~ 2l, and NJ(z) =1, N/ (x) = z.
From Lemma 4 shown below, we know Dr(y) = v“Tr(1/7). We will later show in
Section 4.2 that N} (x) has the following explicit formula:

Nj(z) = 7 Tr (/). (40)
Thus a)(z) = N/ (z)/Dr(v) = Tr(x/v)/T(1/7), completing the proof of Lemma 3.

Lemma 4. Suppose L = 21+ 1 is odd. Consider the degree-2l polynomial Dr(vy) defined
by Dr(v) = T12. (1 + it,), where t, = \/1 —~2 x t(n) and t(n) = tan(7m). Then

Dp(v) =v"Tr(1/), (41)
where Tr,(z) = cos(L arccosx) is the Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind.

Remark 1. Eq. (41) is actually a special case of Eq. (40) with x = 1. Therefore, assuming
Eq. (40) holds, we only need to show Dy (v) = NJ(1) to prove Lemma 4. The equality
Dr(y) = NJ(1) holds because (1) Dy () = [1}=3(1+1ity,) satisfies the recursive relation of
N (x) when x =1 (cf. Eq. (39)), since Dyy1(y) = 2Dy () — (1 —ity) (1 +itp—1)Dn_1(7),
and (2) the initial terms also coincide, since Do(vy) =1 = NJ (1) and D1(y) =1 = N{(1).




Proof of Lemma 4. We now prove this lemma without assuming Eq. (40). Note that ¢y = 0
and t;_, = —t,, thus

Di(y) = f[ (1 +iy/1— 72t(n)) (1 _iyJ1- ’yzt(n)> (42)
= ﬁ (1 +(1— 72)t(n)2) : (43)

Let 4 — 1/v, then Eq. (41) becomes v*Dy(1/y) = Tr(y), where the LHS by Eq. (43)
equals to

l
H7+7—1()2) (44)

Thus it suffices to prove p(vy) = Tr(y). Note that p(1) = T1(1), and the degree-L odd
polynomial T7,(y) = cos(L arccos+y) has L zeros: 0 and

e B e T
+fn(320))

n l
=+ {sin (L7r> }n:1 , (47)

which coincide with the zeros of p(7v), since v = +sin (%77) is the zeros of v + (2 —
1)t(n)2 = 0. As p(y) and T () are both degree-L polynomials, p(y) = TL(7). O

4.2 Proof of Eq. (40)

In this subsection, we will compare the combinatorial interpretations of 2N7 (z) and 2~ Ty (x/v)
to prove 2N} (z) = 2yLTy(z/7), from which Eq. (40) holds.

4.2.1 Combinatorial interpretation of 2N} (z)

Similar to Ref. [14, Theorem 4|, we will show that 2N/ (z) (cf. Eq. (39) for the recursive
definition of N7} (z)) can be regarded as counting weights of tilings on the L-star in Lemma 5
below. As a preliminary, we first introduce some combinatorial objects.

The ‘L-star’ consists of L positions (0,1,---, L — 1) modular L equally distributed on
a circle. To form a ‘tiling’ on the L-star, we need to cover all the L positions using either
‘square’ with weight 2z on any single position, or ‘domino’” with weight —(1—it,, )(14it,,—1)
on two consecutive positions (n,n —1). Recall that t, = /1 —+% x t(n) and t(n) =
tan(%w). Thus t,4+1 = t,, which coincides with the fact that the positions on the L-star
are modular L. The weight of a tiling is the product of the weights of all its squares and
dominos. For example, a tiling on the 5-star consisting of 1 square and 2 dominos is shown
in Fig. 3.

Lemma 5. 2Nz(x) equals the sum of the weights of all the possible tilings on the L-star.

We first consider the combinatorial interpretation of N/ (z) and have the following
Lemma 6.




(1 +ity)

Figure 3: A tiling on the 5-star with positions (0,1,2,3,4). It has one square with weight 2z on
position (3), one domino with weight —(1—it2)(1+4t;) on positions (2, 1), and one domino with weight
—(1—1itg)(1+4t4) on positions (0,4). The weight of this tiling is thus 2z (1—ite) (1+it1)(1—ito) (1+its).

Lemma 6. N} (z) equals the sum of the weights of all the possible ‘modified’ tilings on
the L-star. A ‘modified’ tiling means that the dominos are not allowed to cover positions
(0,L — 1) and a square has weight x instead of 2x when covering position (0).

Proof. In other words, we can cut the L-star between positions (0, L — 1) to form a L-line
with positions (L —1,---,0). Thus it suffices to show the following claim.

Claim: N/ (z) counts the weights of all the possible tilings on a L-line. Specifically,
a tiling has all the positions covered by either square with weight = at (0) or weight 2x
at (n) for n =1~ (L — 1), or domino with weight —(1 — it,,)(1 + it,,—1) at (n,n — 1) for
n=1~(L-1).

Observe that any tiling on a (n + 1)-line has either a square with weight 2z at (n),
or a domino with weight —(1 — ity,)(1 + it,—1) at (n,n —1). Thus assuming the claim
holds for N;(z) and N,_,(z), the recursive relation N,/ (z) = 22N, (z) — (1 —it,)(1 +
itn—1)N,_y(x) implies that N,/ (x) counts the weights of all the possible tilings on a
(n + 1)-line, so the claim also holds for N, ;(x). Finally, combing with Nj(z) = 1 and
N{(z) = z, the claim holds by induction. O

We can now prove Lemma 5 by multiplying the weight of each modified tiling in
Lemma 6 by 2.

Proof of Lemma 5. From the combinatorial interpretation of N/ (z) as shown in Lemma 6,
we first divide all the possible modified tilings on the L-star into the following two types.

A. Position (0) is covered by a square with weight x.
B. Positions (0, 1) are covered by a domino.

If a modified tiling T" € A, then multiplying its weight by 2 can be regarded as simply
changing the weight of the square on position (0) from x to 2z. Denote by f(7') the
obtained tiling on the L-star.

If a modified tiling T' € B, then T is already a tiling on the L-star, and thus we
cannot use the same technique as in 7' € A. Instead, we will add a new tiling g(7") on the
L-star, where g is a reflection across the horizontal line passing position (0). Specifically,
g reflects all the consisting squares and dominos of T as follows: it moves the square on
position (n # 0) with weight 2z to position (L — n), and moves the domino on positions
(n,n — 1) with weight —(1 — it,)(1 + itp—1) = —(1 + itp—n)(l — itp_p+1) to positions
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(L —n,L —n+ 1), where we've used t;_,, = —t,. Note that the ¢g(T') is a valid tiling on
the L-star, and that g(7) has the same weight as T. Also, reflecting twice maps T back
to itself, thus g% = I.

Denote by C the set of all possible tilings on the L-star. The above process shows that
f(A)UBUg(B) C C. The other direction of inclusion can be seen by the fact that any
tiling T € C belongs to one and only one of the following three cases:

1. Position (0) of T is covered by a square with weight 2z, then we can simply change
the square’s weight to z and obtain a modified tiling 7" € A. Thus T' = f(T") € f(A).

2. Positions (1,0) of T are covered by a domino, then T' € B.

3. Positions (0, L — 1) of T are covered by a domino, then g(T) € B. By ¢* = I we
have T' € g(B).

Therefore, f(A)UBUg(B) = C. It remains to show that the tilings in f(A), B, and g(B)
are distinct. First, these three sets do not intersect with each other because they consist
of three different types of tilings as shown above. Second, tilings in f(A) and g(B) are all
distinct, since the invertible maps f and g are bijections and the modified tilings in A and
B are distinct. O

4.2.2  Combinatorial interpretation of 2T (z/7)

Lemma 7. 2957y (z/7) has almost the same combinatorial interpretation of 2N} () as
shown in Lemma 5, and the only difference is that the weight of dominos change from
—(1 —itp) (1 + ity—1) to —~2.

Proof. The Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind 7;,(x) = cos(n arccos x) has the follow-
ing recursive relation:

To(z) =1,Ti(z) = x, (48)
Thi1(z) = 22T, (z) — Thg1 (). (49)

Comparing Eq. (49) with the recursive definition of N/ (z) in Eq. (39), and recalling that
tn = /1 —72 x t(n), we know T (x) is a special case of N} (x) with v = 1. Thus 277 ()
has almost the same combinatorial interpretation of 2Ng(a:) as shown in Lemma 5, except
that the weight of dominos change from —(1 —it,,)(1 +it,—1) to —1. Then by multiplying
each of the L positions in every tiling by v and substituting x — /v, we obtain the
desired combinatorial interpretation of 2y Ty (/7). O

4.2.3 Comparing the coefficients

To prove 2N} (z) = 2vLTy(z/7), it suffices to show that the coefficients of 2™ where
ns € {L,L —2,---,1} are the same for polynomials 2N7 (z) and 2v*Ty(z/7). Comparing
their combinatorial interpretations as shown by Lemma 5 and Lemma 7, we let w =
v/1 —~2, and thus the weight of domino on positions (n,n — 1) in 2N/ (z) becomes —(1 —
it(n)w)(1+ it(n — 1)w), where t(n) = tan(%m). And the weight of domino in 2v*T} (z/7)
becomes —72 = —(1 — w)(1 + w). The weight of squares in both interpretations remains
2z. Comparing the total weights of tilings with ns squares (contributing to the coefficient
of ™), it suffices to show the following Lemma 8.

Lemma 8. The following two types of tilings on the L-star have the same total weights.
In both types of tilings, the weight of any square is 1, and the number of dominos is
ng= (L —ns)/2€{0,1,--- l}.

11



A. The domino has weight (1 —it(n)w)(1 + it(n — 1)w) on positions (n,n — 1).
B. The domino has weight (1 —w)(1 4+ w).

Proof. To show the total weights of tilings of type A and type B are the same, we will
compare the coefficient of w* for k € {1,2,---, L}. The coefficients of w?, or the constant
terms, are the same for both types and are both equal to the number of all possible tilings
on the L-star with ny dominos.

The tilings of type A or type B can be categorized into groups of size L, where tilings in
each group have the same distribution of dominos (or squares) up to rotations. Specifically,
for a tiling T' € A, denote by T'(j) € A the new tiling obtained from shifting all the squares
and dominos of T' by j € [L] := {0,1,---,L — 1} positions, and updating the weights of
shifted dominos correspondingly so that 7'(j) € A. The group to which tiling 7" € A
belongs is {T'(j) : 7 € [L]} C A, since T(0) = T. Denote by T € B the counterpart of
T € A obtained by changing the weights of dominos of T" from (1 —it(n)w)(1+it(n—1)w)
to (1 —w)(1+ w), and T'(j) € B the tiling obtained by rotating 7" by j positions. Then,
the group {7"(j) : j € [L]} C B is a counterpart of {T'(j) : j € [L]} C A.

The coefficient of w” in the total weights of a L-sized group {T'(j) : j € [L]} C A
can be divided into different L-sized sets of terms (L-terms for short). Specifically, if
the coefficient of w* contains the term []¥,_,(—1)%it(l,,) when calculating the weight of
T € {T(j): j € [L]}, where {l,,}},_; C [L] and d,, € {0,1} depends on the distribution
of dominos in 7', then the coefficient of w* will contain [T¥,_,(—1)%it(l,, + 7) for j € [L],
by the definition of T'(5).

We will later prove in Lemma 9 that each L-terms sum up to either L or zero depending
on whether k is even or odd:

k

je[L]m=1

where 6(2|k) = 1 if k is even, and 6(2|k) = 0 if k is odd.

When k is even, note that when [¥ _;(—1)%t(l,, +j) appears in the coefficient of w*
in T'(5), the corresponding term []¥ _,(—1)%m appears in the coefficient of w* in the coun-
terpart 7"(j). Equation (50) then implies 3¢y T _ (= 1)t (L +5) = LTTE . (—1)%m,
saying that the sum of these L-terms in {T'(j) : j € [L]} is the same as the sum of cor-
responding L-terms in {T"(j) : j € [L]}. Since the coefficient of w* in {T'(j) : j € [L]}
or {T"(j) : j € [L]} consists of different such L-terms, the coefficient of w* in {T'(j) : j €
[L]} C A is the same as that in {T7(j) : j € [L]} C B. Since the tilings of type A or type
B can be categorized into different such groups of size L, the coefficient of w* in the total
weights of tilings of type A is the same as type B.

When £ is odd, Eq. (50) implies that the coefficient of w* in any L-sized group {T'(5) :
j € [L]} C A is zero, since the coefficient of w* in {T'(j) : j € [L]} consists of different such
L-terms that sum up to zero. Thus the coefficient of w* in the total weights of tilings of
type A is zero, since the tilings of type A can be categorized into different such groups of
size L. The coefficient of w* in the total weights of tilings of type B is also zero, because
the weight of any tiling of type B does not contain odd powers of w, which follows from
the fact that its dominos have weight (1 — w?). O

The following lemma regards a specific sum of products of tangents, which may be of
independent interest.
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Lemma 9. Assume integer L > 3 is odd. Denote t(n) := tan(nn/L). Note that
t(n) = t(nmodL). For k € {1,---,L}, consider any k-sized subset {l,,} _, C [L] :=
{0,1,--- ,L — 1}, then

> Hzt +7) = 6(2|k)L, (51)

je[L)m=1

where 6(2|k) € {0,1} indicates whether k is odd or even.

Proof. We will prove Lemma 9 by induction.

Base case I. When k = L, we have [T%_, t(I,, +j) = 0, since { (I, + j) mod L}% _, =
[L] for any j € [L] and ¢(0) = 0. Thus Eq. (51) holds since L is odd.

Base case IT. When k = L—1, suppose {I,, }2—Y = [L]\{lo}, then {(l,,4j) mod L}% _;
[L]\ {(j + lp) mod L}. Note that {( +lo) mod L} jer) = [L], thus Eq. (51) becomes:

> H it(dm) = 0(2|k)L, (52)

{dm}C[ } m=
H{dm}|=

which is a special case of the following equality with k = L — 1.

> H it(dm) = 5(2|F) (i) (53)

{dm}C[L] m=1
{dm }|=k
We now prove Eq. (53). Using Euler’s formula ¢ = cosx + isinx, we have e/* =
()L = (1 +itan a:)L/cosL z. Expanding the latter binomial, we have:

L
< L
cost(z)etl® = Z (k‘) (i tan z)* (54)
k=0
When z € { Lw}n o, the imaginary part of el = "™ is zero, and the imaginary part of
(itan(x))* can be written as §(2|k)(it(n))*. Thus Eq. (54) implies:
L
L\ ,. i
0=> 6Q2lk) (k> (it(n))*. (55)
k=0

Therefore, the polynomial Y°F_, d(2|k)(})«* has L different zeros {it(n)}~Z}. Using Vi-
eta’s Theorem or zero-coefficient relationship, we obtain Eq. (53).

Induction step. Assume Eq. (51) holds for k£ + 2,k + 1, we now show that Eq. (51)
also holds for k£ < L — 2.

For any subset {I,,}F,_, C [L] of size k, since k < L — 2, we can find two different
Uer 1, lee € [L)\ {lm}E,_; such that {i,, }k+2 C [L]. Since subsets {l,,}%,_; U {l}+1} and
{I;m}F _ U {lis2} are both of size k + 1, using the induction of hypothesis for k + 2, we
have:

k k
0= itllesa+7) [] itllm+35) = D itllesr +5) [] it(im (56)
jelL] m=1 JEL] m=1
k k+2
= it(lpro — 1) D ] itlm +5) = it(lesa — lia) D H t(lm +7), (57)
jE[L] m=1 jelf]m=1
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where we used the trigonometric identity tan(x)—tan(y) = tan(x—y) (1 — i tan(x)i tan(y))
in Eq. (57). Since lp12 # lg+1, the fact that Eq. (57) equals zero implies:

k k+2
SIT itlm +5) = D [ itllm +9) (58)
je[L] m=1 je[r)m=1
=6(2)k +2)L (59)
= 6(2|k)L, (60)

where we used the induction of hypothesis for £+ 1 in Eq. (59), and the fact that k& + 2
has the same parity as k in Eq. (60). Thus Eq. (51) also holds for k. O

5 Conclusions

In this article, we have reviewed the fixed-point quantum search that overcomes the souffle
problem while maintaining the quadratic speedup, as it always finds a marked state with
high probability as long as the proportion of marked states is greater than a predetermined
lower bound. The closed-form angle parameters in the fixed-point quantum search rely on
a lemma regarding the explicit formula of recursive quasi-Chebyshev polynomials, but its
proof is not given explicitly in the original paper. In this work, we have provided detailed
proof of this quasi-Chebyshev lemma, thus providing a sound foundation for the correctness
of the fixed-point quantum search.

To prove the quasi-Chebyshev lemma, we have used nontrivial techniques and tools
such as combinatorial interpretations of quasi-Chebyshev polynomials as counting weights
of tilings on the L-star, Euler’s formula, trigonometric identities of the tangent function,
binomial Theorem, Vieta’s Theorem, and mathematical induction. It’s natural to wonder
how the authors found the closed-form angle parameters in the first place. The lemma
may be of independent interest, as it has been a key component in overcoming the souffle
problem of quantum walk search on complete bipartite graphs. It will be interesting to
find more applications of the quasi-Chebyshev lemma.
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