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Abstract. In this paper, we develop a Lie group theoretic approach for parametric representation of
unitary matrices. This leads to develop a quantum neural network framework for quantum circuit
approximation of multi-qubit unitary gates. Layers of the neural networks are defined by product
of exponential of certain elements of the Standard Recursive Block Basis, which we introduce as an
alternative to Pauli string basis for matrix algebra of complex matrices of order 2n. The recursive
construction of the neural networks implies that the quantum circuit approximation is scalable i.e.
quantum circuit for an (n+1)-qubit unitary can be constructed from the circuit of n-qubit system
by adding a few CNOT gates and single-qubit gates.
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1 Introduction

Decomposing dense unitary matrices into product of sparse unitaries is a subject of interest for
mathematicians, physicists and computer scientists. Specifically in quantum computing, the prob-
lem is reiterated in the form of constructing any n-qubit quantum gate or a circuit using only
one and two qubit gates i.e. writing a 2n × 2n unitary matrix as a product of permutations and
Kronecker products of rotation gates belonging to SU(2), the special linear group of 2× 2 complex
matrices. This problem is often refereed to as quantum compilation problem [16, 35].

The existence of such a construction is validated by the Solovay-Kitaev algorithm, which shows
that any n-qubit quantum circuit can be approximated using a sequence of just one qubit rotation
gates and CNOT gates. Hence, these gates form universal model of computation and and can
represent unitaries for multi-qubit systems [16, 2]. However, in Solovay-Kitaev algorithm, the
approximation of unitary matrices and length of the sequence are directly correlated, which shows
that longer sequences yield better approximations. Hence, one needs to do an exhaustive search
over sequences of a particular length in order to find the minimal distance from the given unitary
matrix, known as Solovay-Kitaev approximation algorithms [23]. Since the search covers only a
sparse region of the entire space of possible approximation sequences, several methods are proposed
for optimization of the Solovay-Kitaev algorithm that finds application in fault-tolerant quantum
computation [36, 52].
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There have been advancements for efficiently approximating n-qubit unitaries using various
methods such as recursive CS decomposition and Quantum Shannon-decomposition [31, 26]. How-
ever, the algorithms developed, though aimed at minimizing number of CNOT and one-qubit gates,
rely on numerical algorithms to find SVD and eigen-decomposition of a matrix, which are itself
challenging computational problems for large matrices. Recently, an optimization based viewpoint
for the compilation problem has generated a lot of interest [28, 27, 32]. In this approach, a unitary
matrix is found that can be realized in hardware with constraints that is the closest to a target
unitary with respect to a metric. Various cost functions are defined in these optimization-based
approaches to achieve a good implementation of the target unitary. For example, optimizing the
structure (i.e., where to place a CNOT gate), optimizing the rotation angles of the rotation gates,
optimizing the number of CNOT count etc. after writing a parametric representation using matrix
decomposition of the target unitary [43, 42].

Other methods like QFAST [50, 51] makes use of geometry of the unitary manifold by approx-
imating a target unitary with help of the tangent space around the identity matrix. It is evident
that the Pauli strings (Kronecker products of Pauli matrices) form a basis for the vector space
of all 2n × 2n complex matrices M2n(C). Further the Pauli strings are Hermitian and traceless,
making them basis elements that are ι-times the Pauli strings for the Lie algebra of the unitary
manifold, where ι =

√
−1. Hence, in this method one can approximate a 2n × 2n unitary matrix

using exponential of scaling of Pauli strings.
Similar to QFAST, in this paper, we present an optimization-based approach to approximate a

given unitary matrix comparing with it with a generic parametrized unitary matrix. This leads to
the development of a quantum neural network framework for implementing n-qubit unitaries using
quantum circuits of CNOT and one-qubit gates. To obtain a generic parametrized representation for
unitaries, a new Hermitian unitary basis for matrix algebra of d×d complex matrices is introduced,
with the aim of expressing any unitary through product of exponential of ι-times the proposed basis
elements. The new bases have Hermitian and unitary elements, with diagonal or 2-sparse matrices,
alike the Pauli string basis. The proposed bases have an advantage over the Pauli string basis as
the method of constructing such basis elements is recursive. Further the matrices are permutation
similar to block diagonal matrices and making it easier to compute the exponential of the basis
elements.

First, we introduce a recursive approach for construction of a basis comprises of Hermitian
unitary 1-sparse matrices for the matrix algebra of d× d complex matrices, d > 2. For d = 2, the
basis is the Pauli basis, and hence the proposed construction may be regarded as a generalization of
the Pauli basis of 2×2 complex matrices. Then altering some of the basis elements, replacing them
by Pauli strings formed by Kronecker product of the identity matrix of order 2 and Pauli Z matrix of
order 2, we propose a Hermitian unitary trace-less basis for algebra of 2n×2n complex matrices. We
call this basis as Standard Recursive Block Basis (SRBB), inspired by the recursive construction
of the basis elements with have certain block structure. Then we provide a direct computable
expression for the exponential of these basis elements, which is further employed for exact synthesis
of any 2-level unitary matrix (a matrix obtained from the identity matrix by replacing a 2 × 2
principal submatrix with a unitary block) of order 2n and block-unitary matrices that correspond
to multi-controlled rotation gates. It is needless to mention that any unitary matrix can be written
as a product of 2-level matrices [33].

Then utilizing the obtained basis for the Lie algebra of skew-Hermitian matrices and consider-
ing the unitary matrices as its corresponding Lie group, we develop algorithms for approximation
of any unitary matrix as product of exponential of the basis elements, which form one-parameter
subgroup of unitary matrices. This formulation of the approximation can be interpreted as a quan-
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tum neural network, in which the unitary matrices represent the quantum evolution of an n-qubit
system that can be compiled using quantum circuits of parametrized elementary gates for practical
implementation in Noisy Intermediate Scale Quantum (NISQ) computers. Consequently, we for-
mulate the optimization problem of estimating the values of these parameters for approximation of
any target unitary matrix, very much like variational quantum algorithms (VQAs). The objective
function of the optimization problem is defined as the Frobenius distance of the prametrized unitary
approximation and the target unitary.

It may be emphasized here that due to the exponential dimension of the concerned matrices,
which increases with n, (which corresponds to the n-qubit system), it is a classically hard opti-
mization problem for exponentially large number of parameters, in the generic case, when all the
basis elements are employed to approximate the target unitary. Obviously, several basis elements
need not be considered for the approximation when the target unitary is sparse and has certain
sparsity pattern. Besides, the execution time may be reduced for small number of parameters, when
statndard classical optimization algorithms are used. The classical optimization algorithms, such
as Nelder-Mead and Powell’s method are usually applied as classical optimization algorithms for
VQAs. In this paper, we employ Nelder-Mead method to perform the simulation for various target
unitaries which appear in quantum computation. Note that the improvement of the execution time
in compiling standard quantum gates using this approach in Table 1 than the same using all the
basis elements in our previous simulation reported in 1.

It may further be noted that ordering of the basis elements play a crucial role for the approx-
imation which we address while constructing quantum circuits for unitaries that are product of
exponential of certain basis elements. Indeed, we identify and determine the basis elements such
that products of their exponential have suitable existing quantum circuit representation such as
multi-controlled rotation gates. We also develop quantum circuits for exponential of basis elements
that are diagonal matrices, and of the permutations which are product of certain type of trans-
positions that arise during the approximation. Thus we develop a framework of a multi layered
quantum neural network defined by quantum circuit of parametrized rotation gates and CNOT
gates for approximating a target unitary matrix, applicable for implementation in NISQ comput-
ers. Indeed, we decide on the choice of the ordering of the basis elements such that it reduces the
number of CNOT gates in the quantum circuit implementation of the approximation algorithm.

Moreover, we show that the proposed recursive approach for the basis has the advantage that
the proposed quantum circuit representation of the approximation for n-qubit systems is scalable.
Thus, given the circuit for n-qubits, the circuit for (n + 1)-qubits can be implemented using the
current circuit with the addition of new CNOT gates and one-qubit rotation gates. We prove that
the proposed quantum circuit of one layer of approximation has the use of at most 2 ·4n+(n−5)2n

CNOT gates, and at most 3
2 · 4n − 5

2 · 2n ++1 one-qubit rotation gates corresponding to Y and Z
axes.

We examine various scenarios to evaluate the effectiveness of our approximation algorithms in
approximating standard and random unitary matrices for 2-qubit, 3-qubit, and 4-qubit systems,
and unitary matrices of order d = 3, 5. Our results indicate that the proposed algorithms perform
better when the target unitaries are sparse when only one layer of approximation is used, and the
error of the approximation reduces with the increase of number of layers for the approximation. It
is evident that the performance of the algorithm is influenced by the initial parameter values and
the optimization technique utilized to obtain the optimal parameter values. Thus we randomize
for the choice of the initialization of the optimization algorithm. Lastly, we present an algorithm

1“Scalable approximation of n-qubit unitaries”, IEEE International conference on Quantum Computing and En-
gineering (QCE 23)
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that enables the implementation of the proposed quantum circuits from n-qubit to (n + 1)-qubit
systems.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, recursive methods for con-
struction of a basis consists of Hermitian unitary matrices for complex matrices of size d × d is
given, whcih is further modified to obtain a suitable basis for algebra of 2n × 2n complex matrices.
In Section 3, we propose a Lie group theoretic approach for approximation of unitary matrices
through proposed basis elements. Exact representation of 2-level matrices and unitary matrices
corresponding to multi-controlled rotation gates through product exponential of certain proposed
basis elements are also given. Section 4 presents methods for approximating unitary matrices of
order 2n i.e. n-qubit unitaries thorough the elements of SRBB are described. A quantum neural net-
work framework for developing a generic parametric representation of n-qubit unitaries is provided
via an optimization-based approximation algorithm. Numerical simulation results for examples of
Haar random unitaries are given. In Section 5, a scalable quantum circuit for the proposed approx-
imation algorithm is established, providing a quantum circuit representation and implementation
of n-qubit unitaries. Finally, the paper concludes with a discussion of future research directions.

2 Recursive construction of Hermitian unitary basis

In this section we provide a recursive method for generation of a basis consisting of Hermitian,
unitary matrices for the matrix algebra of d × d, d ≥ 3 matrices. Then this basis is employed to
define a parametric representation of unitary matrices of order d×d. We denote the identity matrix
of order k as Ik, k ≥ 0 where I1 = [1], and I0 is just void which means to ignore the index from the
construction. We denote the Pauli basis by σ whose elements are given by

σ1 =

[
0 1
1 0

]
, σ2 =

[
0 −i
i 0

]
, σ3 =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
, σ4 =

[
1 0
0 1

]
,

called Pauli matrices. Then we define a new basis of Hermitian unitary trace-less matrices for the
algebra of 2n complex matrices by changing some of the elements of the former basis.

2.1 A recursive construction of Hermitian unitary basis for d× d complex ma-
trices

The following theorem describes a recursive approach for construction of Hermitian unitary basis
of Cd×d, with d2 − 1 of them having trace zero when d is even. The proof of the theorem is given
in the Appendix.

Theorem 2.1. Let B(d) = {B(d)
j : 1 ≤ j ≤ d2}, d > 2 denote the desired ordered basis for the

matrix algebra of d × d complex matrices. Then setting B(2) as the Pauli basis, the elements of
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B(d) can be constructed from the elements of B(d−1) using the following recursive procedure

B
(d)
j =



[
B

(d−1)
j 0

0 (−1)d−1

]
; if j ∈ {1, . . . , (d− 1)2 − 1},

P(k,d−1)

[
D 0

0 σ1

]
P(k,d−1); if j = (d− 1)2 + (k − 1), k ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1}

P(k,d−1)

[
D 0

0 σ2

]
P(k,d−1); if j = (d− 1)2 + (d− 1) + (k − 1), k ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1}[

I⌊d/2⌋+1 0

0 −I⌊d/2⌋

]
; if j = d2 − 1 and d is odd[

Σ 0

0 σ3

]
; if j = d2 − 1 and d is even

Id if j = d2

,

where Pk,(d−1) is the permutation matrix of order d × d corresponding to the 2-cycle (k, d − 1),

D = diag{dl : 1 ≤ l ≤ d− 2}, dl = (−1)l−1, and Σ =

[
I⌊d/2⌋−1 0

0 −I⌊d/2⌋−1

]
Besides,

Tr(B
(d)
j ) =

{
1 if d is odd

0 if d is even,
,

1 ≤ j ≤ d2 − 1,
(
B

(d)
j

)2
= Id, and {B(d)

j : 1 ≤ j ≤ d2 − 1} forms a basis for su(d) when d is even.

The basis elements that are diagonal matrices are given by B
(n)
j where j = m2 − 1, 2 ≤ m ≤ d and

B
(d)
d2

= Id.

Remark 2.2. (a) Note that any of the basis elements described by the above theorem that is a
non diagonal matrix, is one of the form

P

D1 0 0
0 σ 0
0 0 D2

P, P

[
σ 0
0 D

]
P, P

[
D 0
0 σ

]
P

where D,D1, D2 are diagonal matrices with entries from {1,−1}, σ ∈ {σ1, σ2} and P is a
2-cycle. Thus the basis elements are unitary, Hermitian, ans 1-sparse matrices (alike Pauli
string basis elements).

(b) Then exponential of these matrices are of the form

P

exp(D1) 0
0 exp(σ) 0
0 0 exp(D2)

P, P

[
exp(σ) 0

0 exp(D)

]
P, P

[
exp(D) 0

0 exp(σ)

]
P.

(c) The indices j for which the permutation matrix P = Id, and the basis elements are of the
form D1 0 0

0 σ 0
0 0 D2

 , [σ 0
0 D

]
or

[
D 0
0 σ

]
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with σ = σ1 when j ∈ Jσ1 = {(j − 1)2|2 ≤ l ≤ d}, and σ = σ2 when j ∈ Jσ2 = {l2 − l|2 ≤ l ≤
d}.

(d) The basis elements with indices j ∈ J = {l2 − 1 : 2 ≤ l ≤ d} ∪ {d2} are diagonal matrices,
which are orthogonal to each other. Obviously, |J | = d− 1.

2.1.1 Hermitian unitary basis for 2n × 2n complex matrices

Now we present another Hermitian unitary basis of C2n×2n which we will play a crucial role in
the remainder of the paper. The idea is that we now replace the diagonal basis elements of B(2n)

described in Theorem 2.1 by another set of diagonal matrices keeping invariance of the linearly
independent property of the basis. First note that the set of matrices

DIZ = {A1 ⊗ . . .⊗An : Aj ∈ {I2, σ3}, 1 ≤ j ≤ n} (1)

is a set of 2n linearly independent diagonal matrices with trace zero except when Aj = I2 for all j
i.e. A1 ⊗ . . .⊗An = I2n . We call this as the Standard Recursive Block Basis (SRBB).

Corollary 2.3. (SRBB) Let B(2n) = {B(2n)
j : 1 ≤ j ≤ 22n} denote the basis described in Theorem

2.1, and DIZ is given by equation (1). Then the set U (2n) = {U (2n)
j : 1 ≤ j ≤ 22n}, where

U
(2n)
j =

{
D ∈ DIZ if j ∈ J = {l2 − 1 : 2 ≤ l ≤ 2n} ∪ {22n}
B

(2n)
j , otherwise

forms a Hermitian unitary basis for C2n×2n. Besides, Tr(U
(2n)
j ) = 0 when U

(2n)
j ̸= I2n .

Observe that the non-diagonal basis matrices as defined in Corollary 2.3 are of two types as
described below.

[U ]kl =


(−1)l−1 if k = l /∈ {p, q}
1 if k = p, l = q

1 if k = q, l = p

0 otherwise

and [U ]kl =


(−1)l−1 if k = l /∈ {p, q}
−i if k = p, l = q

i if k = q, l = p

0 otherwise.

(2)

1 ≤ k, l ≤ 2n.
Now we prove certain results which will be used in sequel. First we introduce a function

which provides an ordering of the diagonal basis elements of U (2n). From now onward, we denote
A1 ⊗ A2 ⊗ . . .⊗ Am = ⊗m

i=1Ai for some matrices or vectors Ai. If Ai = A for all i then we denote
⊗m
i=1Ai = ⊗mA.

Definition 2.4. Define χ : {I, Z} → {0, 1} such that χ(I) = 0, χ(Z) = 1. For any positive integer
m, define χm : {⊗m

i=1Ai |Ai ∈ {I, Z}, 1 ≤ i ≤ m} → {0, 1, . . . , 2m − 1} such that

χm (⊗m
i=1Ai) =

m∑
i=1

2i−1χ(Ai).

The above definition is inspired from the fact that for any matrix A = [A0A1] ∈ C2×2, the
columns of ⊗nA are ordered according to the lexicographic ordering of binary strings, where the
bits 0 and 1 represent the first column A0 and the second column A1 of A. The k-th column of
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⊗nA corresponds to the the binary string representation of k, say k1k2 . . . kn, kj ∈ {0, 1}, and hence
it is given by Ak1 ⊗Ak2 ⊗ . . .⊗Akn , 0 ≤ k ≤ 2n − 1. In particular, for the Hardamard matrix H2,
we can write

H2 =
1√
2

[
diag(I2) diag(σ3)

]
.

Hence the k-th column of 2n/2H2n := 2n/2 (⊗nH2) is given by diag(Ak1) ⊗ diag(Ak2) ⊗ . . . ⊗
diag(Akn) = diag(Ak1 ⊗ Ak2 ⊗ . . . ⊗ Akn), where k = k1k2 . . . kn is the binary representation of
k and Akl ∈ {I2, σ3}, 1 ≤ l ≤ n. Thus there is a one-to-one correspondence between the columns of
2n/2H2n and the diagonal basis elements of U (2n), through the diag operation.

Now we provide parametric representations of unitary matrices of order d.

3 Lie group theoretic approach for parametric representation of
unitary matrices

It is well-known that the set of all unitary matrices of order d, denoted by U(d) forms a Lie group
and the corresponding Lie algebra is the real vector space of all skew-Hermitian matrices of order
d which we denote as u(d). A classification of unitary matrices is that: any unitary matrix can be
expressed as exponential of a skew-Hermitian matrix i.e. the map exp : u(d) → U(d) is surjective
[Theorem 3.2, [11]]. Now we develop a parametric representation of unitary matrices of order d.

We recall from [Chapter 2, [44]] that if {X1, . . . , Xk} is a basis of the Lie algebra of a Lie group
G then for some θ > 0, the map

ψ : (θ1, θ2, . . . , θk) 7→ exp(θ1X1) exp(θ2X2) . . . exp(θkXk)

from Rk into G is an analytic diffeomorphism of the cube Ikθ = {(θ1, . . . , θk) : |θj | < θ, 1 ≤ j ≤ k} of
Rk onto an open subset U of G containing the identity element I of G. If x1, . . . , xk are the analytic
functions on U such that the map y 7→ (x1(y), . . . , xk(y)) inverts ψ, then for 1 ≤ j ≤ k,

xj(exp θ1X1, exp θ2X2, . . . , exp θkXk) = θj , (θ1, . . . , θk) ∈ Ikθ .

Then x1, . . . , xk are called the canonical coordinates of the second kind around I with respect to
the basis {X1, . . . , Xk}.

Setting G = U(d), the (real) dimension of u(d) is d2 and if {B(d)
j : 1 ≤ j ≤ d2} denotes a basis

of u(d) then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a θ > 0 such that
{∏d2

j=1 exp
(
iθjB

(d)
j

)
: (θ1, . . . , θd2) ∈ Id

2

θ

}
generates

U(d).

Proof: With the standard subspace topology of the matrix algebra of complex matrices, U(d)
is a connected topological space. Then there exists θ > 0 such that the map ψ : (θ1, . . . , θd2) 7→
exp(θ1B

(d)
1 ), . . . , exp(θd2B

(d)
d2

) is a diffeomorphism from Id
2

θ onto an open neighborhood U of U
containing the identity matrix. Since U is connected, then the desired result follows from Corollary
2.9, [21]. □

Now we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let B(d) = {B(d)
j : 1 ≤ j ≤ d2} denote a basis of Hermitian unitary matrices

for Cd×d as described in Theorem 2.1 or Corollary 2.3. Then

exp(±iθjB(d)
j ) = cos θjId ± i sin θjB

(d)
j ,

for any θj ∈ R, 1 ≤ j ≤ d2.
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Proof: The proof follows from the fact that exp(±itσj) = cos t± i sin tσj , j = 0, 1, 2, 3, t ∈ R,
and P(k,d−1) is a symmetric unitary matrix, as described in Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3. □

Thus it follows from Proposition 3.2 that exponential of basis elements given in Corollary 2.3
is either a 2-level matrix or a diagonal matrix since the basis elements U2n

j , 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n are either a
2-level or a diagonal matrix. As mentioned above, it is a well-known result that any unitary matrix
can always be written as a product of 2-level matrices [33]. On the other hand, due to Theorem
3.1 and Proposition 3.2, it is clear that as a byproduct of the construction of the proposed basis, it
provides such a decomposition.

3.1 Exact parametric representation of certain unitary matrices

In the next section we provide parametric representation of certain unitaries for n-qubit systems
by employing the basis U (d), d = 2n proposed in Corollary 2.3.

Theorem 3.3. Any 2-level unitary matrix U ∈ SU(2n) can be represented as∏
j∈J

exp
(
itjU

(2n)
j

) exp
(
itlU

(2n)
l

)∏
j∈J

exp
(
it′jU

(2n)
j

) ,

where l = (d− 1)2+d− 1, . . . , (d− 1)2+2(d− 1)− 1 for some d ∈ {2, . . . , 2n}, U (2n)
l , U

(2n)
j ∈ U (2n),

and tj , t
′
j ∈ R, j ∈ J .

Remark 3.4. (a) It is well known that any matrix U ∈ SU(2) has a ZYZ decomposition U =
exp(iασ3) exp(iβσ2) exp(iγσ3). The Theorem 3.3 provides a ZYZ like decomposition for ma-

trices in SU(2n). Indeed, the matrix
∏
j∈J exp

(
itjU

(2n)
j

)
and

∏
j∈J exp

(
it′jU

(2n)
j

)
act as the

diagonal matrix which represents for the ‘Z’ defined by σ3, and the matrix exp
(
itlU

(2n)
l

)
and

as ‘Y’ which is defined by σ2.

(b) Note that the proof is valid for 2-level special unitary matrix of any order d. We write it for
d = 2n just to correspond to a quantum circuit representation of such matrices for n-qubit
systems.

Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Any 2-level unitary matrix U ∈ U(2n) can be represented using

eiα

∏
j∈J

exp
(
itjU

(2n)
j

) exp
(
itlU

(2n)
l

)∏
j∈J

exp
(
it′jU

(2n)
j

) ,

where l = (d− 1)2+d− 1, . . . , (d− 1)2+2(d− 1)− 1 for some d ∈ {2, . . . , 2n}, U (2n)
l , U

(2n)
j ∈ U (2n),

and α, tj , t
′
j ∈ R, j ∈ J .

Now we consider 2-sparse unitary matrices that are block diagonal matrices, each block is a
special unitary matrix. Let Ra(θ) denote a rotation gate around an axis a with an angle θ ∈ R. In
particular, when the rotation matrices around the axes X,Y, Z are defined as

Rz(θ) =

[
eiθ 0
0 e−iθ

]
, Ry(θ) =

[
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

]
, Rx(θ) =

[
cos θ i sin θ
i sin θ cos θ

]
.
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Definition 3.6. [26] For n-qubit systems, a multi-controlled rotation gate around an axis a is
defined as

1 ◦ ◦ . . .
... ◦ ◦

2 ◦ ◦ . . .
... ◦ ◦

... ◦ ◦ . . .
... ◦ ◦

n− 1 ◦ ◦ . . .
... ◦ ◦

n Ra(θ1) Ra(θ2) . . . Ra(θ2n−2) Ra(θ2n−1)

where ◦ ∈ { • , }, and θj , 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1 ∈ R. Then the unitary matrix corre-
sponding to the above circuit is given by

Fn(Ra(θ1, θ2, . . . , θ2k−1)) := Fn(Ra) =

 Ra(θ1) 0 0 0

0 0
. . . 0

0 0 0 Ra(θ2n−1)


In short, we use the circuit in Definition 3.6 as

1

2
...

n− 1

n Fn(Ra)

For example, setting n = 4, the circuit corresponding to F4(Ra) is given by

1 • • • •
2 • • • •
3 • • • •

4 Ra(θ1) Ra(θ2) Ra(θ3) Ra(θ4) Ra(θ5) Ra(θ6) Ra(θ7) Ra(θ8)

Further, it can be shown that that the multi-controlled rotation gates can be decomposed and
implemented through CNOT and single qubit gates [26]. Indeed, the multi-controlled rotation gate
on an n qubit system given by

1

2
...

n− 1

n Fn(Ra(ψ1, . . . , ψ2n−1))

(3)

can be written as

9



1 • •
2
...

n− 1

n Fn−1(Ra(θ1, . . . , θ2n−1)) Fn−1(Ra(ϕ1, . . . , ϕ2n−1))

(4)

where

ψj =

{
θj + ϕj where 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−2

θj − ϕj where 2n−2 + 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1.

Lemma 3.7. The quantum circuits in equation (3) and Equation (4) are equivalent.

Proof: The proof is computational and easy to verify. □
Now with the help of the multi-controlled rotation gates, we consider writing 2-sparse block

diagonal matrix of the form
U1(α1, β1, γ1)

U2(α2, β2, γ2)
. . .

U2k−1(α2n−1 , β2n−1 , γ2n−1)

 (5)

in terms of the proposed basis elements, where Uj(Θj) ∈ SU(2),Θj := (αj , βj , γj), 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1 is
a 2× 2 special unitary matrix such that

Uj(Θj) =

[
ei(αj+βj) cos γj ei(αj−βj) sin γj

−e−i(αj−βj) sin γj e−i(αj+βj) cos γj

]
. (6)

Since any 2× 2 special unitary matrix has a ZY Z decomposition, the matrices in equation (5)
have circuit from using the multi-controlled rotation gates as

1
...

n− 1

n Fn(Rz(α1, . . . , α2n−1)) Fn(Ry(γ1, . . . , γ2n−1)) Fn(Rz(β1, . . . , β2n−1))

(7)

which we denote as MnZY Z.
Now we introduce a handy notation for extracting diagonal entry of a diagonal matrix. Define

η
(j)
M =Mjj , 1 ≤ j ≤ k (8)

for any diagonal matrix M ∈ {1,−1}k×k.

Lemma 3.8. The set of vectors

{[
η
(1)

χ−1
n (k)⊗σ3

η
(3)

χ−1
n (k)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n+1−1)

χ−1
n (k)⊗σ3

]T
| 0 ≤ k ≤ 2n − 1

}
is

equal to the set of column vectors of the matrix 2n/2Hn where η is defined in equation 8 and χ is
defined in equation 2.4.

10



Proof: The proof follows from the fact that[
η
(1)

χ−1
n (k)⊗σ3

η
(3)

χ−1
n (k)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n+1−1)

χ−1
n (k)⊗σ3

]T
= diag(χ−1

n (k)),

where 0 ≤ k ≤ 2n − 1. □

Theorem 3.9. The unitary matrix corresponding to an MnZY Z given by equation (5) can be
written as∏

j∈J
exp(itjχ

−1
n−1(j))× σ3)

2n−1∏
j=1

exp (iθ4j2−2jU
(2n)
4j2−2j

)

∏
j∈J

exp(it′jχ
−1
n−1(j))× σ3)


where θ4j2−2j = γj ∈ R, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1, tj , t

′
j ∈ R.

Proof: We know that Ry(θ) = exp(iθσ2) = cos θI2 + i sin θσ2 =

[
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

]
. From the

proposed traceless basis elements, we have

U
(2n)
j ∈


D1 0 0

0 σ2 0
0 0 D2

 , [σ2 0
0 D

]
,

[
D 0
0 σ2

]
when j ∈ Jσ2 = {l2− l : 2 ≤ l ≤ 2n} and D1, D2, D are diagonal matrices with entries from {1,−1}.
In particular, the i-th diagonal entry of D,D1, and D2 is 1 if i is even and −1 otherwise. Further,

choosing j = 4l2 − 2l, 1 ≤ l ≤ 2n−1 it is evident that the block diagonal matrices U
(2n)
j will have

non-overlapping positions of σ2 in the diagonal.
Thus we obtain

2n−1∏
l=1

exp(iθ4l2−2lU
(2n)
4l2−2l

) =


V2

V4
. . .

V2n

 ,
where

V2l =

∏
j<l

[
eiθ4j2−2j 0

0 e−iθ4j2−2j

][cos θ4l2−2l sin θ4l2−2l

sin θ4l2−2l cos θ4l2−2l

]∏
j>l

[
eiθ4j2−2j 0

0 e−iθ4j2−2j

]
=

[
ei

∑
j ̸=l θ4j2−2j cos θ4l2−2l ei(

∑
j<l θ4j2−2j−

∑
j>l θ4j2−2j) sin θ4l2−2l

−e−i(
∑
j<l θ4j2−2j−

∑
j>l θ4j2−2j) sin θ4l2−2l e−i

∑
j ̸=l θ4j2−2j cos θ4l2−2l

]
,

1 ≤ l ≤ 2n−1.
Now setting θ4l2−2l = γl, 1 ≤ l ≤ 2n−1 for the representation of a MnZY Z unitary matrix

given by equation (5) with each diagonal block given by equation (6) through the proposed basis
elements, the next is to find parameters that can provide the values of the remaining parameters
αl, βl. Setting xl =

∑
j ̸=l θ4j2−2j and yl =

∑
j<l θ4j2−2j −

∑
j>l θ4j2−2j , we obtain

V2l =

[
eixl cos γl eiyl sin γl

−e−iyl sin γl e−ixl cos γl

]
.
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Now let A2l =

[
eial 0
0 e−ial

]
and B2l =

[
eibl 0
0 e−ibl

]
, al, bl ∈ R such that

Ul(αl, βl, γl) = A2lV2lB2l =

[
ei(αl+βl) cos γl ei(αl−βl) sin γl

−e−i(αl−βl) sin γl e−i(αl+βl) cos γl

]
,

and U = AV B, where

A =

A2

. . .

A2n

 , V =

V2 . . .

V2n

 , B =

B2

. . .

B2n

 .
Then setting

A2l =

exp (i∑2n−1−1
j=0 η

(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(j)⊗σ3

tj) 0

0 exp−(i
∑2n−1−1

j=0 η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(j)⊗σ3

tj)


where

B2l =

exp (i∑2n−1−1
j=0 η

(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(j)⊗σ3

t′j) 0

0 exp−(i
∑2n−1−1

j=0 η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(j)⊗σ3

t′j)


This is obtained by applying all l-th blocks of exp(i⊗n−1

k=1 Ak ⊗ σ3) where Ak ∈ {I, σ3} so that
A2l, B2l are of the desired forms. Then equating the entries of the both sides of the equation
U = AV A provides a system of linear equation of the form Hx = b, where b2l−1 = −(xl −
αl − βl) and b2l = −(yl − βl + αl), and η defined in equation (8), 1 ≤ l ≤ 2n−1 and x =[
t0 t1 . . . t2n−1−1 t′0 . . . t′2n−1−1

]T
and

H =



η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3

η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
−η(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . −η(1)
χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
...

...
...

...
...

...

η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3

η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
−η(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . −η(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
...

...
...

...
...

...

η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3

η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
−η(2

n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . −η(2
n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3


2n×2n
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Now H is nonsingular since H can also be written in the following form.

H = P



η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3

η
(3)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(3)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
η
(3)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(3)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
...

...
...

...
...

...

η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2l−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
...

...
...

...
...

...

η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3

η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
−η(1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . −η(1)
χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3

η
(3)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(3)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
−η(3)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . −η(3)
χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
...

...
...

...
...

...

η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . η
(2n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3
−η(2

n−1)

χ−1
n−1(0)⊗σ3

. . . −η(2
n−1)

χ−1
n−1(2

n−1−1)⊗σ3


Note that

A = P

[
2(n−1)/2Hn−1 2(n−1)/2Hn−1

2(n−1)/2Hn−1 −2(n−1)/2Hn−1

]′
= 2n/2Hn

follows from Lemma 3.8 and (diag(⊗n−1
k=1Mk ⊗ σ3) = 2(n−1)/2H2n−1 , where P is a permutation

matrix. This completes the proof. □

Remark 3.10. (a) As Givens rotation matrices, which are 2-level unitary matrices, can be used
to construct any unitary matrix through matrix multiplication [14], it follows that any unitary
matrix can be expressed as a product of exponential of the RBB elements. It is worth
noting that the computing the exponential of RBB elements can be performed in O(1) time.
Therefore, if the Givens rotation corresponding to a given unitary matrix is known, expressing
that matrix in terms of the proposed basis elements becomes a straightforward task.

(b) It can be noted that using Pauli string basis to form matrices of dimensions 2n is not ideal
when compared to the proposed basis, due to two main reasons. Firstly, computing the
exponential of Pauli string matrices is a difficult task because the fundamental Pauli matrices
do not commute. Secondly, in the worst-case scenario, generating a Pauli string for an n-qubit
system would require O(n22n) operations using generic Kronecker product algorithms [37].
On the contrary, the construction of the proposed basis matrices do not require any operation
as the construction is completely prescribed by the pattern of the non-zero entries of the basis
elements.

3.2 Algorithmic approximation of special unitary matrices

We can utilize Theorem 3.1 to find a value θ > 0 such that the set
{∏d2

j=1 exp
(
iθjB

(d)
j

)}
, where

(θ1, . . . , θd2) ∈ Id
2

θ , generates the unitary group U(d). As a result, any unitary matrix U up to
permutation of indices of the basis elements can be represented as

U =

 d2∏
j=1

exp
(
iθjB

(d)
j

) . . .

 d2∏
j=1

exp
(
iθjB

(d)
j

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

L times

:=
L∏
l=1

 d2∏
j=1

exp
(
iθljB

(d)
j

) (9)

13



for some positive integer L, which we call the number of layers or iterations for approximating U .
However, determining the appropriate value of L for a given U ∈ U(d) is challenging in practice.
Further, the ordering of the basis elements in Corollary 2.3 given by U (2n) is fixed to ensure that
the recursive construction method works.

Indeed, we propose to find a parametric representation of a given unitary through solving the
following optimization problem

min
θlj∈IKd

2
θ

∥∥∥∥∥∥U −
L∏
l=1

 d2∏
j=1

exp
(
iθljB

(d)
j

)∥∥∥∥∥∥
for some θ > 0, where ∥ · ∥ is a desired matrix norm. In this section, we explore approximat-
ing unitaries that are dominant in quantum computing and perform an accuracy analysis of this
approximation corresponding to Frobenius norm. The optimization problem is solved using Nelder-
Mead method in the numerical simulation. We also explore whether altering the ordering impact
the accuracy of approximating a unitary U through parameter optimization.

Employing the basis described in Theorem 2.1 the Algorithm 1 describes how to approximate
a unitary U ∈ SU(d).

One draw back of Algorithm 1 lies in the fact that the optimization may end at a local minima
since the objective function is not convex. Further, the initial condition i.e. the choice of of the
parameters involved can have adverse effect on the efficiency of the algorithm. A procedure to decide
on the choice of the parameters can possibly be overcome by generating several values of parameters
in the initial stage of the algorithm and then apply the optimization method. For n-qubit system
the algorithm faces another significant problem for implementation of the unitary matrices through
elementary gates, since the ultimate goal is to implement any unitary through strings of elementary
gates. Indeed, for unitary matrices of order d = 2n, the problem with Algorithm 1, lies in the fact
that in order to construct a quantum circuit for the proposed ordering of the basis elements while
approximating any unitary from SU(2n), the number of CNOT gates required for a single iteration
becomes O(23n) as follows from equation (9) setting L = 1. This is due to the fact all non-diagonal
RBB matrices generate 2-level unitary matrices and a single 2-level unitary matrix requires at least
2n−1 CNOT gates from this ordering of the basis elements and there are 22n − 2n non-diagonal
basis matrices.

Thus the question is: how to choose a suitable ordering of the basis elements? One motivation
for a suitable choice is to reduce the number of CNOT gates in a quantum circuit implementation
of a given unitary matrix using equation (9). First we introduce two functions through which we
like to call the proposed basis elements of particular index. For a given integer d ≥ 2, we define
the functions:{

f : N× Z → Z such that f(n, k) := fn(k) = (n− 1)2 + (n− 1) + (k mod (n− 1))

h : N× Z → Z such that h(n, k) := hn(k) = (n− 1)2 + (k mod (n− 1)).
(10)

Now in the next section we propose a new ordering for the SRBB that can give an optimal
number of CNOT gates in the corresponding quantum circuit implementation using equation (9),
setting L = 1.
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Algorithm 1 Approximating d× d special unitary matrix

Provided: Consider the basis B(d) of SU(d) from Theorem 2.1 and set

ψ(a1, a2, . . . , ad2−1) =
d2−1∏
j=1

exp(iajB
(d)
j )

Input: U1 ∈ SU(d), d2 − 1 real parameters (a
(1)
1 , . . . , a

(1)
d2−1

), ϵ > 0
Output: A unitary matrix A such that ∥U −A∥F ≤ ϵ where

A =
L∏
l=1

d2−1∏
j=1

exp(ia
(l)
j B

(d)
j


procedure (Unitary Matrix U) ▷

A→ I
for t = 1; t++ do

Use optimization methods like Nelder-Mead/Powell’s or Gradient descent to determine

Ut = ψ(a
(t)
1 , . . . , a

(t)
n2−1

) such that ∥U − Ut∥F is minimum. Set ∥U − Ut∥ = ϵt.
if ϵt ≤ ϵ then

Break
A→ Aψ(a

(t)
1 , a

(t)
2 , . . . , a

(t)
n2−1

)
else

Ut+1 → UtA
∗

end if
End

end for
End
End Procedure

end procedure
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4 Approximation of n-qubit unitaries

First observe that a SRBB element U
(2n)
j ∈ U (2n), exp(iθU

(2n)
j ), j = hq(p), p < q, q ∈ {2, . . . , 2n},

can be written as2n−1−1∏
l=0

exp(itl(χ
−1
n−1(l)⊗ σ3)

 exp (iθU
(2n)
j′ )

2n−1−1∏
l=0

exp(it′l(χ
−1
n−1(l)⊗ σ3)


where j′ = fq(p), p < q, q ∈ {2, . . . , 2n} for some tl, t

′
l ∈ R. Moreover, we would like to consider the

ordering of the SRB such that products of the exponential certain non-diagonal SRBB elements
in that order should generate MnZY Z type matrix or permutation of a MnZY Z type matrix.
For example, note from Theorem 3.9 that in the original ordering of the non-diagonal SRBB basis
matrices with indices 4j2 − 2j and diagonal SRB matrices, the matrix2n−1−1∏

l=0

exp(itl(χ
−1
n−1(l)⊗ σ3)

2n−1∏
j=1

θ4j2−2jU
(2n)
4j2−2j

2n−1−1∏
l=0

exp(it′l(χ
−1
n−1(l)⊗ σ3)


is a MnZY Z type matrix. Besides, it is well known that quantum circuit for MnZY Z is prevalent
in literature [26].

From Corollary 2.3, note that any non-diagonal element of the SRBB is given by U
(2n)
j = PMP,

where M is a block diagonal matrix with a maximum 3 blocks, two of which are diagonal matrices
and one block is σ ∈ {σ1, σ3}, and P = P(α,β) is a trnasposition with 0 < α ≤ β ≤ 2n. Moreover,
the permutation matrix P(α,β) is uniquely identified with the SRBB element index j, except when
it is identity. We shall see now another interesting aspect of the SRBB elements. First we consider
the following example.
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Example 4.1. The exponential of SRBB elements for C4×4 are as follows.

exp(iθ1U
(4)
1 ) =


cos θ1 i sin θ1 0 0
i sin θ1 cos θ1 0 0

0 0 eiθ1 0
0 0 0 e−iθ1

 , exp(iθ2U (4)
2 ) =


cos θ2 sin θ1 0 0
− sin θ2 cos θ2 0 0

0 0 eiθ2 0
0 0 0 e−iθ2



exp(iθ3U
(4)
3 ) =


eiθ3 0 0 0
0 e−iθ3 0 0
0 0 eiθ3 0
0 0 0 e−iθ3

 , exp(iθ4U (4)
4 ) =


eiθ4 0 0 0
0 cos θ4 i sin θ4 0
0 i sin θ4 cos θ4 0
0 0 0 e−iθ4



exp(iθ5U
(4)
5 ) =


cos θ4 0 i sin θ5 0
0 eiθ5 0 0

i sin θ5 0 cos θ5 0
0 0 0 e−iθ5

 , exp(iθ6U (4)
6 ) =


eiθ6 0 0 0
0 cos θ6 sin θ6 0
0 − sin θ6 cos θ6 0
0 0 0 e−iθ6

 ,

exp(iθ7U
(4)
7 ) =


cos θ4 0 sin θ5 0
0 eiθ7 0 0

− sin θ7 0 cos θ7 0
0 0 0 e−iθ7

 , exp(iθ8U (4)
8 ) =


eiθ8 0 0 0
0 eiθ8 0 0
0 0 e−iθ8 0
0 0 0 e−iθ8

 ,

exp(iθ9U
(4)
9 ) =


eiθ9 0 0 0
0 e−iθ9 0 0
0 0 cos θ9 i sin θ9
0 0 i sin θ9 cos θ9

 , exp(iθ10U (4)
10 ) =


cos θ10 0 0 i sin θ10

0 e−iθ10 0 0
0 0 eiθ10 0

i sin θ10 0 0 cos θ10

 ,

exp(iθ11U
(4)
11 ) =


eiθ11 0 0 0
0 cos θ11 0 i sin θ11
0 0 e−iθ11 0
0 i sin θ11 0 cos θ11

 , exp(iθ12U (4)
12 ) =


eiθ12 0 0 0
0 e−iθ12 0 0
0 0 cos θ12 sin θ12
0 0 − sin θ12 cos θ12

 ,

exp(iθ13U
(4)
13 ) =


cos θ13 0 0 sin θ13

0 e−iθ13 0 0
0 0 eiθ13 0

− sin θ13 0 0 cos θ13

 , exp(iθ14U (4)
14 ) =


eiθ14 0 0 0
0 cos θ14 0 sin θ14
0 0 e−iθ14 0
0 − sin θ14 0 cos θ14

 ,

exp(iθ15U
(4)
15 ) =


eiθ15 0 0 0
0 e−iθ15 0 0
0 0 e−iθ15 0
0 0 0 eiθ15


Then note that exp (iθ1U

(4)
1 ) exp (iθ2U

(4)
2 ) exp (iθ1U

(4)
9 ) exp (iθ12U

(4)
12 ) forms a M2ZY Z matrix.

Further, the product

P(2,4) exp (iθ4U
(4)
4 ) exp (iθ6U

(4)
6 ) exp (iθ10U

(4)
10 ) exp (iθ13U

(4)
13 )P(2,4)

is of the form M2ZY Z, and

P(2,3) exp (iθ5U
(4)
5 ) exp (iθ7U

(4)
7 ) exp (iθ11U

(4)
11 ) exp (iθ14U

(4)
14 )P(2,3)

is a block diagonal matrix. Thus we conclude that product of exponential of certain non-diagonal
SRBB elements is permutation similar to either a M2ZY Z type matrix or a block-diagonal matrix.

Now we show that the above observation is true for non-diagonal SRBB elements of SU(2n).

17



Indeed, for a pair 1 ≤ α < β ≤ 2n with β is even and α is odd, we have

exp
(
iθU

(2n)
fβ(α)

)
=


exp (iθDα−1)

cos θ sin θ
... exp (iθDβ−α−1)

− sin θ cos θ
exp (iθD2n−β)

 , (11)

where Dx is a diagonal matrix of order x with l-th diagonal entry is 1 if l is odd and it is 1 if l is

even. Then clearly P(α+1,β) exp
(
iθU

(2n)
fβ(α)

)
P(α+1,β) gives a MnZY Z type matrix. Similarly, if β is

odd and α is even then P(α,β+1) exp
(
iθU

(2n)
fβ(α)

)
P(α,β+1) is a MnZY Z type matrix. Next if α and

β are both odd then for the non-diagonal basis element exp
(
iθU

(2n)
fβ(α)

)
will have same pattern as

equation (11) but P(α+1,β) exp
(
ιθU

(2n)
fβ(α)

)
P(α+1,β) will be a block-diagonal matrix consists of blocks

are of size 2 belonging to u(2) with at least one block of the form

[
exp(iθ) 0

0 exp(iθ)

]
. Similarly, if

α, β are even then P(α,β−1) exp
(
iθU

(2n)
fq(p)

)
P(α,β−1) is a special unitary block diagonal matrix with

at least one block is from U(2). Similar observations also hold for the function h.
Finally observe that all the transpositions P(α,β) whose pre and pro multiplication make a matrix

U
(2n)
j ∈ U (2n) a matrix of type MnZY Z or a special unitary block diagonal matrix, have the values

of α, β both to be even or α is even and β is odd, where 1 ≤ α < β ≤ 2n. Thus we consider two
sets of permutation matrices

P2n,even = {P(α,β) ∈ P2n |α, β are even}
P2n,odd = {P(α,β) ∈ P2n |α is even, β is odd}

which we will use in order to approximate a unitary matrix as a product ofMnZY Z or unitary block

diagonal matrices and its permutations. Then it follows that |P2n,even| = 22n−3−2n−2 =
∣∣∣P2n,odd

∣∣∣ .
We will see in Theorem 4.8 that the product of exponential of certain SRBB elements create a

matrix which is permutation similar to aMnZY Z matrix or a special unitary block diagonal matrix,
and the corresponding permutation matrix is a product of 2n−2 disjoint transpositions either from
P2n,even or P2n,odd and total number of such permutation matrices is (2n−1 − 1) which makes the

total number of elements in P2n,even and P2n,odd to be 2n−2×(2n−1−1) = 22n−3−2n−2. Let T ex and

T ox be sets of 2n−2 disjoint transpositions from P2n,even and P2n,odd respectively, 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1−1
such that ·∪xT ex = P2n,even and ·∪xT ox = P2n,odd, where ·∪ denotes disjoint union. Define

ΠTex =
∏

(α,β)∈T ex

P(α,β) and ΠTox =
∏

(α,β)∈T ox

P(α,β), (12)

1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1.
The motivation behind creating unitary block diagonal orMnZY Z matrices lies in the fact that

the quantum circuits for such matrices are easy to implement. The quantum circuit for MnZY Z
matrices can be found in [26]. We shall see later that adding a few CNOT and Rz gates it is possible
to define a circuit for a block diagonal matrix with 2 × 2 blocks from a circuit that represents a
MnZY Z matrix.

Now we prove certain results which will be used to approximate a unitary matrix through
product of exponential of SRBB elements in certain order.
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Lemma 4.2. A block diagonal matrix U ∈ SU(2n) consisting of 2× 2 blocks is of the form(
2n∏
t=2

exp
(
iθt2−1U

(2n)
t2−1

))2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iθ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)( 2n∏
t=2

exp
(
iθt2−1U

(2n)
t2−1

))

where θ4j2−2j ∈ R, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1, θt2−1, θ
′
t2−1 are obtained from Theorem 3.3 and Theorem3.9.

Proof: The matrices U
(2n)
t2−1

, 2 ≤ t ≤ 2n are used to construct diagonal unitary matrices. Thus
the proof follows from how to get a MnZY Z matrix and finally we apply the same procedure used
in theorem 3.3. □

Lemma 4.3. Suppose U(α,β,γ) is a unitary matrix given by equation (5), where α = {αj}2
n−1

j=1 ,

β = {βj}2
n−1

j=1 , γ = {γj}2
n−1

j=1 . Then2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
itp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3)

)U(α,β,γ)

2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
it′p(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3

) = Ũ(α̃, β̃, γ̃),

which is of the form MnY ZY, where α̃ = {α̃j}2
n−1

j=1 , β̃ = {β̃j}2
n−1

j=1 , γ̃ = {γ̃j}2
n−1

j=1 with

α̃j = (αj + (

2n−1−1∑
p=0

η
(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗Z

tp +

2n−1−1∑
p=0

η
(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗Z

t′p))

β̃j = (βj + (
2n−1−1∑
p=0

η
(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗Z

tp −
2n−1−1∑
p=0

η
(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗Z

t′p)),

γ̃j = γj , 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1, tp, t
′
p ∈ R.

Proof: The proof follows adapting a similar procedure as described in Theorem 3.9 □.

Lemma 4.4 (Product of exponential of certain basis elements makes a MnZY Z matrix).
The matrix

2n−1∏
q=1

(
exp (iθh2q(0)U

(2n)
h2q(0)

)(
exp (iθf2q(0)U

(2n)
f2q(0)

)
=

2n−1∏
j=1

(
exp (iθ(2j−1)2U

(2n)
(2j−1)2

)
)(

exp (iθ4j2−2jU
(2n)
4j2−2j

)
)

is of the form of a MnZY Z matrix. Besides this matrix can also be expressed alternatively as2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp(itp(χ
−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3)

2n−1∏
j=1

exp (iϕ4j2−2jU
(2n)
4j2−2j

)

2n−1∏
p=1

exp(it′p(χ
−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3)

 ,

where θ4j2−2j , θ(2j−1)2 ∈ R, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1,

ϕ4j2−2j = arccos
√
(cos θ(2j−1)2 cos θ(4j2−2j))

2 + (sin θ(2j−1)2 sin θ(4j2−2j))
2,

and tp, t
′
p, 0 ≤ p ≤ 2n−1 − 1 can be obtained by solving a linear system.
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Proof: The first identity follows from the writing the value h2q(0) and f2q(0). From the

definition of U
(2n)
j , observe that

exp
(
iθ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)
=


D(2j−2)×(2j−2) 0 0

0

[
cos θ4j2−2j sin θ4j2−2j

− sin θ4j2−2j cos θ4j2−2j

]
0

0 0 D(2n−2j)×(2n−2j)



exp (iθ(2j−1)2B
(2n)
(2j−1)2

) =


D(2j−2)×(2j−2) 0 0

0

[
cos θ(2j−1)2 i sin θ(2j−1)2

i sin θ(2j−1)2 cos θ(2j−1)2

]
0

0 0 D(2n−2j)×(2n−2j)


where D is a diagonal matrix with k-th diagonal entry is given by

Dkk =

{
exp (iθ4j2−2j), if k is odd

exp (−iθ4j2−2j), if k is even
,

1 ≤ k ≤ 2n−1.
Now[

cos θ(2j−1)2 i sin θ(2j−1)2

i sin θ(2j−1)2 cos θ(2j−1)2

] [
cos θ4j2−2j sin θ4j2−2j

− sin θ4j2−2j cos θ4j2−2j

]
=

[
cos θ(2j−1)2 cos θ4j2−2j − i sin θ(2j−1)2 sin θ4j2−2j sin θ4j2−2j cos θ(2j−1)2 + i cos θ4j2−2j sin θ(2j−1)2

− sin θ4j2−2j cos θ(2j−1)2 + i cos θ4j2−2j sin θ(2j−1)2 cos θ(2j−1)2 cos θ4j2−2j + i sin θ(2j−1)2 sin θ4j2−2j

]
=

[
cosϕ4j2−2j exp (−iβ4j2−2j) sinϕ4j2−2j exp (iγ4j2−2j)
− sinϕ4j2−2j exp (−iγ4j2−2j) cosϕ4j2−2j exp (ιβ4j2−2j)

]
utilizing

(cos θ(2j−1)2 cos θ4j2−2j)
2 + (sin θ(2j−1)2 sin θ4j2−2j)

2 + (sin θ4j2−2j cos θ(2j−1)2)
2 + (cos θ4j2−2j sin θ(2j−1)2)

2 = 1

with

cosϕ4j2−2j =
√

(cos θ(2j−1)2 cos θ4j2−2j)
2 + (sin θ(2j−1)2 sin θ4j2−2j)

2,

sinϕ4j2−2j =
√

(sin θ4j2−2j cos θ(2j−1)2)
2 + (cos θ4j2−2j sin θ(2j−1)2)

2,

β4j2−2j = arcsin
sin θ(2j−1)2 sin θ4j2−2j

cosϕ4j2−2j
,

γ4j2−2j = arcsin
cos θ4j2−2j sin θ(2j−1)2

sinϕ4j2−2j
.

Therefore,

2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iθ(2j−1)2U

(2n)
(2j−1)2

)
exp

(
iθ4j2−2jB

(2n)
4j2−2j

)
:= V =


V2 0 0 0

0 V4 0 0

0 0
. . . 0

0 0 0 V2n


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where

V2j =

[
e
i(
∑
l<j(θ4l2−4l+θ(2l−1)2 )) 0

0 e
(−i

∑
l<j(θ4l2−4i+θ(2l−1)2 ))

][
e(−iβ4j2−2j) cosϕ4j2−2j e(iγ4j2−2j) sinϕ4j2−2j

−e(−ιγ4j2−2j) sinϕ4j2−2j e(iβ4j2−2j) cosϕ4j2−2j

]
e(i(∑2n−1

l=j+1(θ4l2−4l+θ(2l−1)2 ))) 0

0 e
(−i(

∑2n−1

l=j+1(θ4l2−4l+θ(2l−1)2 )))


Finally, from Theorem 3.9, we have

2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iϕ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)
=

 W2 0 0 0

0 0
. . . 0

0 0 0 W2n


with

W2j =

[
ei

∑
l ̸=j ϕ4l2−2l cosϕ4j2−2j ei(

∑
l<j ϕ4l2−2l−

∑
l>j ϕ4l2−2l) sinϕ4j2−2j

−e−i(
∑
l<j ϕ4l2−2l−

∑
l>j ϕ4l2−2l) sinϕ4j2−2j e−i(

∑
l ̸=j ϕ4i2−2i) cosϕ4j2−2j

]
,

1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1.
Thus2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
itp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3

)2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iϕ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
it′p(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3

) = V,

which is equivalent to V2j =M2jW2jM
′
2jsuch that

M2j =

exp (i∑2n−1−1
p=0 η

(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗σ3

tp) 0

0 exp−(i
∑2n−1−1

p=0 η
(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗σ3

tp)


M ′

2j =

exp (i∑2n−1−1
p=0 η

(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗σ3

t′p) 0

0 exp−(i
∑2n−1−1

p=0 η
(2j−1)

χ−1
n−1(p)⊗σ3

t′p)


will hold for certain values of tp, t

′
p ∈ R that can be obtained by solving a linear system as described

in Theorem3.9. This completes the proof. □

Remark 4.5. In the above lemma we see how to select certain basis elements to obtain MnZY Z
matrices, and the number of non-diagonal basis elements used to create such a matrix is 2n. Total
number of non-diagonal basis elements is 22n − 2n. Hence, we need to allocate these matrices into
(2n− 1) bundles each of which contains 2n matrix multiplications such that each bundle gives us a
matrix which is permutationally similar to MnZY Z matrices i.e. the matrix multiplication in the
bundle is of the form PUP−1 where U is aMnZY Z matrix. In order to find what basis we shall use
for multiplication and what permutation matrices are allowed, we first look at a theorem that tells
us about the effect of permutation matrix on the exponentiation of non-diagonal basis elements.

Lemma 4.6. Let 0 < α ≤ β ≤ 2n be a pair of even integers, and P(α,β) denote a 2-cycle permutation
on 2n elements. Then

P(α,β) exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθhβ−1(α)U

(2n)
hβ−1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ−1(α)U

(2n)
fβ−1(α)

)
P(α,β)
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is a block diagonal matrix of the form MnY ZY given by
U2 0 0 0

0 U4 0 0

0 0
. . . 0

0 0 0 U2n


such that

Uα = exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβ−1(α) + θhβ−1(α))σ3

)
Uβ = exp

(
i(θfβ(α−1) + θhβ(α−1))σ3

)
exp

(
iθhβ−1(α)σ1

)
exp

(
−iθfβ−1(α)σ2

)
U2l = exp

(
i(θfβ−1(α) + θhβ−1(α) + θfβ(α−1) + θhβ(α−1))σ3

)
, l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2n−1} \ {α/2, β/2}.

Proof: Note that

exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
=


e
i(θhβ(α−1))Dα−2

cos (θhβ(α−1)) i sin (θhβ(α−1))

e
i(θhβ(α−1))Dβ−α+1

i sin (θhβ(α−1)) cos (θhβ(α−1))

e
i(θhβ(α−1))D2n−β

 ,

exp
(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α−1)

)
=


e
i(θfβ(α−1))Dα−2

cos (θfβ(α−1)) sin (θfβ(α−1))

e
i(θfβ(α−1))Dβ−α+1

− sin (θfβ(α−1)) cos (θfβ(α−1))

e
i(θfβ(α−1))D2n−β

 ,

where Dα−2, Dβ−α+1 and D2n−β are diagonal matrices of order α − 2, β − α + 1 and 2n − β
respectively with the k-th diagonal entry is 1 if k is odd and −1 otherwise. Therefore,

P(α,β) exp (iθhβ(α−1)U
(2n)
hβ(α−1)) exp (iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1))P(α,β) =

 V2 0 0

0
. . . 0

0 0 V2n

 ,

P(α,β) exp (iθhβ−1(α)U
(2n)
hβ−1(α)

) exp (iθfβ−1(α)B
(2n)
fβ−1(α)

))P(α,β) =

 W2 0 0

0
. . . 0

0 0 W2n

 ,
where

Vα = exp (iθhβ(α−1)σ1) exp (iθfβ(α−1)σ2)

V2l = exp (iθhβ(α−1)σ3) exp (iθfβ(α−1)σ3), ∀l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2n−1} \ {α/2}
Wβ = exp (iθhβ−1(α)σ1) exp (−iθfβ−1(α)σ2)

W2l = exp (iθhβ−1(α)σ3) exp (iθfβ−1(α)σ3),∀l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2n−1} \ {β/2}.

Thus the desired result follows. □
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Corollary 4.7. Let 0 < α ≤ β ≤ 2n and 0 < δ ≤ γ ≤ 2n be two distinct pairs of even integers,
and P(α,β), P(δ,γ) denote the permutation matrices of order 2n corresponding to the transpositions
(α, β) and (δ, γ) respectively. Then P(δ,γ)AP(δ,γ) = A, where

A = exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
θhβ−1(α)U

(2n)
hβ−1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ−1(α)U

(2n)
fβ−1(α)

)
.

Proof: The proof is computational and follows from Theorem 4.6. □

Theorem 4.8 (Product of exponential of certain basis elements make a matrix permuta-

tionally similar to a MnZY Z matrix). Let P =
∏2n−2

j=1 P(αj ,βj) be a product of 2n−2 permutation

matrices of order 2n corresponding to transposition (αj , βj), where 0 < αj ≤ βj ≤ 2n, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−2

are distinct pairs of even integers. Then

P

2n−2∏
j=1

exp

(
iθhβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
hβj (αj−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
fβj (αj−1)

)

exp

(
iθhβj−1(αj)U

(2n)
hβj−1(αj))

)
exp

(
iθfβj−1(αj)U

(2n)
fβj−1(αj))

)]
P,

is a block diagonal matrix of the form MnY ZY , where the diagonal blocks are given by

Uαj = exp

i∑
m<j

(θhβm (αm−1) + θfβm (αm−1) + θhβm−1(αm) + θfβm−1(αm))σ3

 exp
(
iθhβj (αj−1)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβj (αj−1)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβj−1(αj) + θhβj−1(αj))σ3

)
exp

i 2n−2∑
l=j+1

(θhβl (αl−1) + θfβl (αl−1) + θhβl−1(αl) + θfβl−1(αl))σ3


Uβj = exp

i∑
m<j

(θhβm−1(αm) + θfβm−1(αm) + θhβm (αm−1) + θfβm (αm−1))σ3

 exp
(
iθhβj−1(αj)σ1

)
exp

(
−iθfβj−1(αj)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβj (αj−1) + θhβj (αj−1))σ3

)
exp

i 2n−2∑
l=j+1

(θhβl (αl−1) + θfβl (αl−1) + θhβl−1(αl) + θfβl−1(αl))σ3

 ,

1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−2.

Proof: From Lemma 4.7,

2n−2∏
j=1

P

[
exp

(
iθhβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
hβj (αj−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
fβj (αj−1)

)

exp

(
iθhβj−1(αj)U

(2n)
hβj−1(αj)

)
exp

(
iθfβj−1(αj)U

(2n)
fβj−1(αj)

)]
P

=
2n−2∏
j=1

P(αj ,βj)

[
exp

(
iθhβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
hβj (αj−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
fβj (αj−1)

)

exp

(
iθhβj−1(αj)U

(2n)
hβj−1(αj)

)
exp

(
iθfβj−1(αj)U

(2n)
fβj−1(αj)

)]
P(αj ,βj)
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Then the proof follows from Lemma4.3, Lemma4.6 and theorem 3.9. □

Remark 4.9. The theorem above deals with the cases when the product is permutationally similar
to MnZY Z matrices where the permutation matrix P is a product of 2n−2 disjoint transpositions
of the form P(2m,2n),m < n.

Lemma 4.10. Let 1 ≤ α < β ≤ 2n with α is even and β is odd, and P(α,β) denote the permutation
matrix corresponding to the transposition (α, β). Then

P(α,β)

[
exp

(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθhβ+1(α)U

(2n)
hβ+1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ+1(α)U

(2n)
fβ+1(α)

)]
P(α,β)

is a block diagonal matrix U =

 U2 0 0

0
. . . 0

0 0 U2n

 ∈ SU(2n) where

Uα = exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβ+1(α) + θhβ+1(α))σ3

)
Uβ+1 = exp

(
−i(θfβ(α−1) + θhβ(α−1))I2

)
exp

(
iθhβ+1(α)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβ+1(α)σ2

)
Uβ−1 = exp

(
i(θfβ(α−1) + θhβ(α−1))I2

)
exp

(
i(θfβ+1(α) + θhβ+1(α))σ3

)
U2l = exp

(
i(θfβ+1(α) + θhβ+1(α) + θfβ(α−1) + θhβ(α−1))σ3

)
,

where l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2n−1} \ {(α+ 1)/2, (β − 1)/2), (β + 1)/2}.

Proof: The proof follows similar to the proof of Lemma4.6. □

Remark 4.11. It is easy to see that the matrix U in the above lemma is not in the form MnZY Z
but a special unitary block diagonal matrix consisting of 2× 2 unitary blocks.

Theorem 4.12. Let P =
∏2n−2

j=1 P(αj ,βj) be the product of 2n−2 disjoint transpositions where 1 <

αj < βj ≤ 2n with αj is even and βj is odd, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−2. Then

P

2n−2∏
j=1

exp

(
iθhβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
hβj (αj−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβj (αj−1)U

(2n)
fβj (αj−1)

)

exp

(
iθhβj+1(αj)U

(2n)
hβj+1(αj)

)
exp

(
iθfβj+1(αj)U

(2n)
fβj−1(αj)

)]
P
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is equal to U =

 U2 0 0

0
. . . 0

0 0 U2n

 ∈ SU(2n), where

Uαj =



exp
(
i
∑

m<j(θhβm (αm−1) + θfβm (αm−1) + θhβm+1(αm) + θfβm+1(αm))σ3

)
exp

(
iθhβj (αj−1)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβj (αj−1)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβj+1(αj) + θhβj+1(αj))σ3

)
exp

(
ι
∑2n−2

l=j+1,l ̸=k(θhβl (αl−1) + θfβl (αl−1) + θhβl+1(αl) + θfβl+1(αl))σ3

)
exp

(
i(θfβk (αk−1) + θhβk (αk−1))I2

)
if βk − 1 = αj , k ≥ j

exp
(
i(θfβk (αk−1) + θhβk (αk−1))I2

)
exp

(
i
∑

0<m ̸=k<j(θhβm (αm−1) + θfβm (αm−1) + θhβm+1(αm) + θfβm+1(αm))σ3

)
exp

(
iθhβj (αj−1)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβi (αi−1)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβi+1(αi) + θhβi+1(αi))σ3

)
exp

(
i
∑2n−2

l=j+1(θhβl (αl−1) + θfβl (αl−1) + θhβl+1(αl) + θfβl+1(αl))σ3

)
if βk − 1 = αj , k ≤ j

exp
(
i
∑

0<m ̸=k<j(θhβm (αm−1) + θfβm (αm−1) + θhβm+1(αm) + θfβm+1(αm))σ3

)
exp

(
iθhβj (αj−1)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβi (αi−1)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβi+1(αi) + θhβi+1(αi))σ3

)
exp

(
i
∑2n−2

l=j+1(θhβl (αl−1) + θfβl (αl−1) + θhβl+1(αl) + θfβl+1(αl))σ3

)
, otherwise

and

Uβj+1 =



exp
(
i(θfβk (αk−1) + θhβk (αk−1))I2

)
exp

(
i
∑

0<m ̸=k<j(θhβm+1(αm) + θfβm+1(αm) + θhβm (αm−1)+

θfβm (αm−1))σ3

)
exp

(
−i(θfβj (αj−1) + θhβj (αj−1))I2

)
exp

(
iθhβj+1(αj)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβj+1(αj)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβj (αj−1) + θhβj (αj−1))σ3

)
exp

(
i
∑2n−2

l=j+1(θhβl (αl−1) + θfβl (αl−1) + θhβl+1(αl) + θfβl+1(αl))σ3

)
if βk − 1 = βj + 1, k < j

exp
(
i
∑

0<m<j(θhβm+1(αm) + θfβm+1(αm) + θhβm (αm−1) + θfβm (αm−1))σ3

)
exp

(
−i(θfβj (αj−1) + θhβj (αj−1))I2

)
exp

(
iθhβj+1(αj)σ1

)
exp

(
iθfβj+1(αj)σ2

)
exp

(
i(θfβj (αj−1) + θhβj (αj−1))σ3

)
exp

(
i
∑2n−2

l=j+1(θhβl (αl−1) + θfβl (αl−1) + θhβl+1(αl) + θfβl+1(αl))σ3

)
exp

(
i(θfβk (αk−1) + θhβk (αk−1))I2

)
if βk − 1 = βj + 1, k ≥ j

1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−2

Proof: Follows from 4.10 and follows similar to Theorem 4.8 □

Remark 4.13. (a) The theorem above deals with the cases when the product of exponential
of certain SRBB elements is permutationally similar to MnZY Z matrices, where the corre-
sponding permutation matrix is a product of 2n−2 disjoint transpositions that are of the form
P(α,β), α is even and β is odd.
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(b) Besides, from the above theorem we see that when α is even and β is odd, the for any
trasposition P(δ,γ) with (δ, γ) ̸= (α, β) and δ is even and γ is odd then like Corollary 4.7

P(δ,γ)

[
exp

(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α+1)

)
exp

(
iθhβ+1(α)U

(2n)
hβ+1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ+1(α)U

(2n)
fβ+1(α)

)]
P(δ,γ)

does not give back

exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α+1)U

(2n)
fβ(α+1)

)
exp

(
iθhβ+1(α)U

(2n)
hβ+1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ+1(α)U

(2n)
fβ+1(α)

)
but it gives back[

2n∏
t=2

exp
(
iθt2−1U

(2n)
t2−1

)]
exp

(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθhβ+1(α)U

(2n)
hβ+1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ+1(α)U

(2n)
fβ+1(α)

)[ 2n∏
t=2

exp
(
iθ′t2−1B

(2n)
t2−1

)]

for some θ′t2−1, θt2−1, 2 ≤ t ≤ 2n. Hence the product of exponential of certain SRBB elements
scaled with some permutation matrix in Theorem 4.12 does not give a MnZY Z matrix but
rather a unitary block-diagonal matrix consisting of 2× 2 blocks.

Now from equation (12), Theorem 4.8, and Theorem 4.12, for any 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1, define

M e
x = ΠTex

 ∏
(α,β)∈T ex

exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθhβ−1(α)U

(2n)
hβ−1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ−1(α)U

(2n)
fβ−1(α)

)]
ΠTex, (13)

Mo
x = ΠTox

 ∏
(α,β)∈T ox

exp
(
iθhβ(α−1)U

(2n)
hβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθfβ(α−1)U

(2n)
fβ(α−1)

)
exp

(
iθhβ+1(α)U

(2n)
hβ+1(α)

)
exp

(
iθfβ+1(α)U

(2n)
fβ+1(α)

)]
ΠTox, (14)

where ΠTex and ΠTox are defined in equation (12). Then it can be seen thatMo
x ∈ SU(2n) is a unitary

block diagonal matrix with 2× 2 blocks and M e
x ∈ SU(2n) is a MnZY Z matrix, 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1.

Now note that for each x, M e
x and M0

x include 4 × 2n−2 = 2n non-diagonal SRBB elements, and
a total of 2 × (2n−1 − 1) × 2n = 22n − 2n+1 SRBB elements. Further, from Lemma 4.4, note that
there are 2× 2n−1 = 2n non-diagonal SRBB elements whose product gives us a matrix of the form
MnZY Z. Thus the total number of non-diagonal basis elements 22n − 2n = 22n − 2n+1 + 2n SRBB
elements which contribute to unitary block diagonal matrices of matrices of type MnZY Z which
we will now employ to redefine an approximation for any unitary matrix of order 2n.

Approximation of unitary matrices of order 2n with optimal ordering of the SRRB:
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Define

ζ(Θζ) =

2n∏
j=2

exp
(
iθj2−1U

(2n)
j2−1

)
(15)

Ψ(Θψ) =

2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iθ(2j−1)2U

(2n)
(2j−1)2

)
exp

(
iθ(4j2−2j)U

(2n)
(4j2−2j)

)2n−1−1∏
x=1

(ΠTex)M
e
x (ΠT

e
x)

(16)
Φ(Θϕ) =

2n−1−1∏
x=1

(ΠTox)M
o
x (ΠT

o
x)

 . (17)

Then note that ζ(Θζ) is the product of exponential of all diagonal SRBB elements, Ψ(Θψ) is
the product of matrices of type MnZY Z and permutation scaling of MnZY Z type matrices, and
Φ(Θϕ) ∈ su(2n) is product of unitary block diagonal matrices, which we will use in the construc-
tion of the circuits for these matrices in Section 5. Then we propose a quantum neural network
framework [3] for approximating a unitary matrix as follows. Given U ∈ SU(2n) approximate U as

U =
L∏
l=1

ζ(Θ
(l)
ζ )Ψ(Θ

(l)
ψ ) Φ(Θ

(l)
ϕ ) (18)

where l is called the layer and we call the equation (18) is called the L-layer approximation of U
with

Θ
(l)
ζ =

{
θ
(l)
j2−1

| 2 ≤ j ≤ 2n
}
, (19)

Θ
(l)
ψ =

{
θ
(l)
hβ(α−1), θ

(l)
fβ(α−1), θ

(l)
hβ−1(α)

, θ
(l)
fβ−1(α)

, θ
(l)
(2j−1)2

, θ
(l)
4j2−2j

| 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1,

(α, β) ∈ T ex , 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1
}
, (20)

Θ
(l)
ϕ =

{
θ
(l)
hβ(α−1), θ

(l)
fβ(α−1), θ

(l)
hβ+1(α)

, θ
(l)
fβ+1(α)

| (α, β) ∈ T ox , 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1
}
. (21)

It may seem from the equation (18) that we can change the ordering of making the product of

the matrices ζ(Θ
(l)
ζ ),Ψ(Θ

(l)
ψ ),Φ(Θ

(l)
ϕ ), which is indeed possible. However, from the perspective of

design of quantum circuits for U in order to reduce the count of CNOT gates, this choice of ordering
facilitates the nullification of effects of certain CNOT gates while considering this ordering. For
instance, see Section 5.6.

4.1 Numerical simulations

In this section we report the performance of the proposed algorithms for approximating unitary
matrices through product of exponential of the proposed RB basis elements in optimal ordering.
We have considered several unitary matrices sampled from the Haar distribution and the standard
well-known unitaries for two, three and four qubits. Given a target unitary matrix, the initial
choice of the parameters can influence the output unitary matrix and since the objective function
is non-convex, the optimal approximated values of the parameters may lead to a local minimum.
Thus we generate multiple random points from uniform distribution and normal distribution for
the set of parameters Θ = {θ1, . . . , θ22n−1}, where 0 ≤ θj ≤ 2π, 1 ≤ j ≤ 22n − 1 and execute the
proposed algorithms. Finally, we report the error that is least among all those initial parameter
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Algorithm 2 Modified Algorithm for Approximating 2n × 2n special unitary matrix

Provided: U1 ∈ SU(2n), U
(2n)
j ∈ U (2n), 1 ≤ j ≤ 22n − 1, ζ(Θζ), Ψ(Θψ), Φ(Θϕ) given by equation

(15) - (17).

Input: Θ
(0)
ζ , Θ

(0)
ψ , Θ

(0)
ϕ , ϵ > 0

Output: A =
∏
t ζ(Θ

(t)
ζ )Ψ(Θ

(t)
ψ )Φ(Θ

(t)
ϕ ) such that ∥U −A∥F ≤ ϵ

procedure (Unitary Matrix U) ▷
A→ I
for t = 1; t++ do

Use an optimization method like Nelder-Mead/Powell’s or Gradient descent method to

find Θ
(t)
ζ , Θ

(t)
ψ , Θ

(t)
ϕ such that

min
Θ

(t)
ζ ,Θ

(t)
ψ ,Θ

(t)
ϕ

∥∥∥U − ζ(Θ
(t)
ζ )Ψ(Θ

(t)
ψ )Φ(Θ

(t)
ϕ )
∥∥∥
F
= ϵt

if ϵt ≤ ϵ then
Break
A→ Aζ(Θ

(t)
ζ )Ψ(Θ

(t)
ψ )Φ(Θ

(t)
ϕ )

else
Ut+1 → UtA

∗

end if
End

end for
End
End Procedure

end procedure
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values. From our simulations, we sampled 600 random unitary matrices and we observe that the
error lies mostly between 10−12 to 10−15 except at a few cases where the error is of the order 10−4.

We compare our findings with the results found in [26, 46, 25] and see that our method for 2-
qubits is faster as it does not need to perform singular value decomposition. Like [46, 25], we don’t
need to convert the target matrices into magic basis/states and perform Schmidt decomposition
in order to check for separable states which is non-trivial and time consuming. We have also seen
that employing the modified ordering of the proposed basis elements and decomposing a 2-qubit

gate using the original ordering of the basis elements with (
∏15
j=1 exp (iθiU

(4)
i ))L with L = 1 and

applying Algorithm 2, the error is same. We have performed Algorithm 2 on MATLAB and Python
3.0 on a system with 16GB RAM, Intel(R) Core(TM) i5 − 1035G1 CPU @1.00GHz1.19GHz for
2-qubit and 3-qubit examples. For 4-qubit examples, we have performed the simulations using
supercomputer PARAM Shakti of IIT Kharagpur.

We mention that the issue with the methods described in [26, 25] lies in the fact that calculating
ζk, UA, UB such that UA ⊗ UBe

ιζk |ψk⟩ = |ϕk⟩ is a non-trivial process and we have verified the
calculation for a handful of ‘easy’ matrices. However, for generic matrices, the process is difficult.
Among the synthesized 600 2-qubit Haar random unitary matrices, 300 are used for simulating with
original ordering and 300 using modified ordering of the SRBB elements. We have use Nelder-Mead
method of minimization in our algorithm. The method proposed in [46, 25] gives us results with
errors of order 10−15 however, it is more time consuming than our method since, one has to be
aware of the unitary matrix in order to convert its eigenvalues into magic basis states. So the
problem has to be tackled individually for each unitary matrix. For our proposed method however,
one need not even know about the unitary matrix and we can reach our result.

We report the error and time taken for simulating certain standard 2-qubit unitaries in Table 1,
the errors for simulating random 600 unitary matrices are provided in Figure 1, both are obtained
by setting L = 1. We consider several standard unitaries and 100 random unitaries sampled from
Haar distribution for 3-qubit systems. In table 3 we report the error for the standard unitaries, and
the errors for random unitaries are plotted in Figure 2 considering one, two and three iterations.
Further, we generate 100 3-qubit Haar random unitaries that are 4-sparse and 6-sparse. The 4-
sparse unitaries contain two blocks of order 4 and their permutations whereas the 6-sparse unitaries
contain two blocks of order 6 and 2 and their permutations. The errors for these unitaries using
Algorithm 2 lies between 10−12 and 10−7 for up to one iteration/layer. Next we consider certain
standard 4-qubit unitaries and report the error in Table 4. It is to be noted that our algorithm
works better if the unitary matrix is sparse. We speculate that this due to the performance of the
optimization algorithms which need not perform well for large search spaces.

Finally we perform simulation for 100 unitaries of order three and five i.e. for unitaries which
define evolution of three and five dimensional quantum states. The error are obtained after ap-
proximating the Haar random unitaries and employing Algorithm 1 in Figure 4.

The execution time for approximating the target unitaries described in Table 1 are significantly
improved compared to our previous simulation that we reported in the earlier (conference) version
of this paper. The algorithm are implemented in Python 3.0 and the run time for approximating
several unitary matrices of order 22 given by XX,Y Y,ZZ,ZX,CNOT (2, 1) and the phase gates
are extremely fast. The justification of this phenomena lies in the fact that we have exploited the
sparsity pattern of these matrices mentioned and selected a list of basis elements for the approx-
imation as given by Table 2. We employ the Nelder-Mead method as the optimization methods
to determine the values of the parameters, however, we observe that using Powell’s method also
produces a similar result. The choice of the initial values of the parameters is decided by a ran-
domization techniques as follows. We generate multiple random points (10 to 100) from normal
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Matrix Time taken Error from our Method Error from[46]
in seconds circuit + our method

in our method

CNOT 24 7.03793017× 10−14 3.9× 10−15

Grover2 13 9.87612962× 10−14 1.72× 10−14

XX 12 7.33016345× 10−15 9.4× 10−13

YY 39 6.24698228× 10−14 3.5× 10−14

ZZ 13 6.22407276× 10−14 8.34× 10−14

SWAP 23 6.15361435× 10−13 3.6× 10−15

XZ 28 8.07143891× 10−14 7.62× 10−13

ZX 14 3.40555621× 10−14 6.91× 10−13

ZY 28 3.36666967× 10−13 5.32× 10−14

CNOT(2,1) 04 2.12476637× 10−14 1.36× 10−13

DCNOT 24 4.31202055× 10−14 8.2× 10−14

XNOR 15 5.70538776× 10−14 6.22× 10−14

iSWAP 36 9.73113534× 10−14 4.78× 10−13

fSWAP 26 1.64656376× 10−13 5.83× 10−13

C-Phase 10 3.17597256× 10−13 7.1× 10−14

XY 22 2.14722235× 10−14 6.65× 10−13
√
SWAP 22 2.24302075× 10−13 8.51× 10−13

√
iSWAP 28 8.22872467× 10−15 6.18× 10−14

QFT2 42 5.11674305× 10−13 7.83× 10−13

Table 1: Error and time for simulating standard 2-qubit unitaries
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Matrix 2-qubit Basis elements chosen from SRBB along with identity matrix I4

CNOT I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
15

Grover2 all

XX I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
10 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
13 , U

(4)
15

YY I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
10 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
13 , U

(4)
15

ZZ U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15

SWAP I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15

XZ I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
5 , U

(4)
7 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
11 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
14 , U

(4)
15

ZX I4, U
(4)
1 , U

(4)
2 , U

(4)
3 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
15

ZY I4, U
(4)
1 , U

(4)
2 , U

(4)
3 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
15

CNOT(2,1) I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
11 , U

(4)
14 , U

(4)
15

DCNOT U
(4)
1 , U

(4)
2 , U

(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
11 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
14 , U

(4)
15

XNOR U
(4)
1 , U

(4)
2 , U

(4)
3 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15

iSWAP I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15

fSWAP I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15

C-Phase I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15

XY I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
9 , U

(4)
10 , U

(4)
12 , U

(4)
13 , U

(4)
15√

SWAP I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15√

iSWAP I4, U
(4)
3 , U

(4)
4 , U

(4)
6 , U

(4)
8 , U

(4)
15

QFT2 all

Table 2: List of SRBB elements that are used for implementing the approximation algorithms

distribution for the set of parameters lie in the interval [0, 2π). Further, The algorithm is stopped
immediately when the objective function goes below our specified threshold for the error bound
(ϵ ≤ 5 × 10−12) in order to account for fast run time. We speculate that the run time can be
improved further in a system with a better configuration than ours.

5 Quantum circuit representation of unitary matrices of order 2n

In the previous section we have introduced a modified ordering while multiplying for approximation
of unitary matrices for n-qubit systems. The modified ordering is introduced to incorporate a
structure for approximating a target unitary through product of permutation matrices, MnZY Z
type matrices, and block diagonal matrices when we write a given target unitary as product of
exponential of SRBB elements. Further, we provided a neural network framework for bettering
the approximation, where a layer is one iteration of the Algorithm 1. Thus, in order to provide
a quantum circuit representation of the unitary matrices, we need to provide quantum circuit
representation of permutation matrices, which are product of transpositions of particular type, and
MnZY Z matrices, which are block matrices with each block is a special unitary matrix of order 2,
and block diagonal unitary matrices with blocks are of size 2. Below we discuss circuit construction
for each of these structured matrices.
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Matrix 1st iteration Error QFAST + KAK [50] UniversalQ [50] Search Compiler [50]
from our method

Toffoli 4.48× 10−9 1.5× 10−6 2.6× 10−8 2.4× 10−7

Fredkin 1.6× 10−8 2.2× 10−6 0 5.8× 10−6

Grover3 4.602× 10−9 8.1× 10−7 0 5.5× 10−7

Peres 2× 10−8 6.8× 10−7 2.1× 10−8 2.3× 10−7

QFT3 3.1× 10−9 3× 10−7 3× 10−8 4.9× 10−7

Table 3: Error in the Frobenius norm after simulation using one iteration/Layer for 3-qubit standard
unitaries

Matrix 1st iteration Error QFAST + KAK [50] QFAST + UQ [50] UniversalQ [50]
from our method

CCCX 1.97× 10−8 2.2× 10−5 1.3× 10−6 2.1× 10−8

Grover4 2.12× 10−9 − − −
QFT4 9.331× 10−8 7.9× 10−7 8.5× 10−7 3.9× 10−8

Table 4: Error in the Frobenius norm after simulation using one iteration/Layer for 4-qubit standard
unitaries

5.1 Quantum circuits for product of transpositions

Now we construct quantum circuit for the matrix ΠTex, 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1. First consider an
n-qubit quantum circuit consisting of only (CNOT )(n,i), 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 gates as follows. Let

x ≡ (x1x2x3, . . . xn−1) denote the binary representation of 0 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 i.e. x =
∑n−1

i=1 2n−i−1xi
where xi ∈ {0, 1}. Then for a given x with its binary representation define a circuit with the property
that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1 the circuit contains a (CNOT )(n,i) gate if the xi = 1, where (CNOT )(n,i)
means a CNOT gate with n-th qubit as the control and i-th qubit as target. Obviously, if x = 0
then the corresponding quantum circuit represents the identity matrix, otherwise there is at least
one CNOT gate in the circuit. For example, if n = 2 and x = 1 then the corresponding circuit is

1
2 •

For n = 3, the circuits corresponding to x = 1, 2, 3 are given by respectively.

1
2
3 •

1
2
3 •

1

2
3 • •

Now since (CNOT )(n,i) is a permutation matrix, corresponding to each each 0 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1, the
matrix representation corresponding to each of the quantum circuit is a product of permutation
matrices. If x ≡ (x1, . . . , xn−1), the unitary matrix corresponding to the circuit is given by

Qx = A1A2 . . . An−1, where Ai =

{
I2n , if xi = 0

(CNOT )(n,i), if xi = 1.
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(a) Error corresponding to original ordering (b) Error corresponding to the modified ordering

Figure 1: Errors in the Frobenius norm using Algorithm 2, considering original and modified RB
basis elements for the decomposition of 2-qubit unitary matrices sampled from Haar distribution.

Figure 2: The errors obtained from up to three iterations (layers) for 3-qubit Haar random unitaries.
The error after 3rd iteration lies between 10−4 to 10−6.

Then we show that Qx = ΠTex for some 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1. In particular, for n = 3, we have

ΠTe1 = P(2,4)P(6,8),ΠTe2 = P(2,6)P(4,8),ΠTe3 = P(2,8)P(4,6).

Obviously, if x ̸= y then Cx ̸= Cy.
Further, we show that ΠTox can be defined as follows. Suppose x ≡ (x1x2x4 . . . xn−1) is the

binary representation of 0 ≤ x ≤ n − 1. Let k be a number between 1 and n − 1 such that
k is the lowest index for which xk = 1 i.e. for all i < k, xi = 0, xk = 1. Then ΠTox =
(CNOT )(k,n)ΠTe1(CNOT )(k,n). For example, in a 3-qubit system ΠTo1,ΠTo2 and ΠTo3 are given
by respectively

1
2 • •
3 •

1 • •
2
3 •

1 • •
2

3 • •

Now we prove the above facts in the following theorems. Note that binary strings (x1, x2, . . . , xn−1)
and non-empty subsets of [n − 1] = {1, . . . , n − 1} have a one-one correspondence. Indeed, for a
subset of Λ of [n − 1], define a binary string (x1, x2, . . . , xn−1) with xi = 1 if i ∈ Λ and xi = 0
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(a) Errors for 4-sparse unitaries wrt original ordering (b) Errors for 4-sparse unitaries wrt modified ordering

Figure 3: Errors in Frobenius norm for simulating random 4-sparse and 6-sparse 3-qubit unitaries
with two ordering of the SRBB, considering only one iteration of the algorithm.

(a) Errors for unitaries of order 3 (b) Errors for unitaries of order 5

Figure 4: Error for approximating unitaries of order 3 and 5 using Algorithm 1 up to one iteration.
The unitary matrices are sampled at random from Haar distribution and Nelder-Mead is employed
for optimization.

otherwise. We denote this function as χ : {0, 1}n−1 → 2[n−1], which assigns x to Λ. Thus each
position of the string represents a characteristic function for Λ.

Theorem 5.1. Let χ : {0, 1}n−1 → 2[n−1] be the bijective function as defined above. Then

ΠTex =
∏

Λ∈2[n−1]

P(αΛ,βΛ),

where x ≡ (x1, x2, . . . , xn−1), and

αΛ =
∑
i∈Λ

xi2
n−i +

∑
j ̸∈Λ

xj2
n−j + 2,

βΛ =
∑
i∈Λ

xi2
n−i +

∑
j ̸∈Λ

xj2
n−j + 2,

If Λ1 ̸= Λ2 ∈ [n− 1] then (αΛ1 , βΛ1) ̸= (αΛ2 , βΛ2), and ΠTex ̸= ΠTey if x ̸= y.
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Proof: First consider the n-qubit quantum circuit corresponding given by

1...
m1

...
m2

...
m3

......
mk

...n • • • •
Then the unitary matrix corresponding to the circuit is

k∏
j=1

(CNOT )(n,mk−j+1),

where m1 < m2 . . . < mk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 2 and Λ = {m1,m2, . . . ,mk} and x =
∑k

j=1 2
n−mj−1xmj .

Now consider the canonical basis of C2n denoted as {|x1, x2, . . . , xn⟩ |zi ∈ {0, 1}}. Then the
output of the above circuit corresponding to the basis elements of C2n as inputs are given by

|x1, x2, . . . , xn−1, 1⟩ → |x1, x2, . . . , xm1 + 1, . . . , xm2 + 1, . . . , xmk + 1, . . . , xn−1, 1⟩

and |x1, x2, . . . , xn−1, 0⟩ → |x1, x2, . . . , xn−1, 0⟩ . Thus xmi → xmi , 1 ≤ i ≤ k and xj → xj , j ∈
[n− 1] \ {m1, . . . ,mk}.

Let T : V → V be a linear transformation on vector space of dimension 2m (even integer)
such that T 2 = I. Let B = {v1, v2, . . . , v2m} be a basis of V. Then considering B as the basis for
both the domain and range spaces of T , and assuming that T (vi) = vj , T (vj) = vi, T (vk) = vk, k ∈
{1, 2, . . . , 2m} \ {i, j} gives the transposition P(k,j).

Now, in the circuit, the bits are not flipped at p-th position where p ∈ [n−1]\{m1,m2, . . . ,mk}
and the bits are flipped for xmi , 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Thus, fixing xmi ’s for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have 2n−k−1 trans-
position permutation matrices. Now these xmi ’s can vary among themselves and have total 2k−1

choices (barring the choice where all xmi ’s are 0). Hence, the circuit is a product of 2k−12n−k−1 =

2n−2 disjoint transposition permutations. Further since, (CNOT )(n,j) = I
(⊗j−1)
2 (CNOT )(n,j) =

I
(⊗j−1)
2 ⊗ (

∏2n−j−1

i=1 P(2i,2i+2n−j)). Hence, the circuit can be written as
∏2n−2

i=1 P(αi,βi), αi < βi ≤ 2n,

αi, βi are even, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n−2 . Further (CNOT )(n,j) = I⊗j−1
2 ⊗

∏2n−j−1

i=1 P(2i,2+2n−j) Hence the
desired result follows.

Now let us take another circuit

1...
α1
...

α2
...

α3
...αp
...n • • • •
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such that there exists αl such that αl ̸= mi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Hence there exist Λ1 ̸= Λ2 ⊂ [n − 1] such
that (αΛ1 , βΛ1) ̸= (αΛ2 , βΛ2) if and only if there exists some basis element |x1, x2, . . . , xn−1, 1⟩ of
C2n such that the image of |x1, x2, . . . , xn−1, 1⟩ via the former circuit coincides with the image of
the later circuit i.e.

|x1, . . . , xα1 + 1, xα1+1, . . . , xαp + 1, . . . , xn−1, 1⟩ = |x1, . . . , xm1 + 1, xm2+1, . . . , xmk + 1, . . . , xn−1, 1⟩ .

This can happen if and only if xα1 +1 = xα which is impossible. Thus the desired result follows. □
Then we have the following corollary.

Theorem 5.2. Let χ : {0, 1}n−1 → 2[n−1] be the bijective function as defined above. Then

ΠTox =
∏

Λ∈2[n−1]

P(αΛ,βΛ),

where x ≡ (x1, x2, . . . , xn−1), and

αΛ =
∑
i∈Λ

xi2
n−i +

∑
j ̸∈Λ∪{n}

xj2
n−j + 2,

βΛ =
∑
i∈Λ

xi2
n−i +

∑
j ̸∈Λ

xj2
n−j + 1.

If Λ1 ̸= Λ2 ∈ [n− 1] then (αΛ1 , βΛ1) ̸= (αΛ2 , βΛ2), and ΠTox ̸= ΠToy if x ̸= y.

Proof: Consider the n-qubit quantum circuit corresponding to ΠTex, where x =
∑k

j=1 2
n−mj−1xmj

considered in Theorem5.1. Then ΠTox = (CNOT )(m1,n)ΠTex(CNOT )(m1,n) i.e. the circuit

1...
m1 • •

...
m2

...
m3

...
mk

...
n • • • •

The rest of the proof is similar to that described in Theorem 5.1. □

5.2 Quantum circuit for diagonal unitaries

The SRBB basis elements that are diagonal matrices, are given by U
(2n)
j2−1

, 2 ≤ j ≤ 2n, which are

of the form ⊗n
j=1Aj , Aj ∈ {I2, σ3}. Given such a basis elment for some j, let m be the greatest

number such that Ap = I2 for all p > m, and let Am1 = Am2 = . . . , Amk = σ3 for some k with

m1 < m2 < . . . < mk < m. Then a quantum circuit representation of exp
(
iθU

(2n)
j2−1

)
is given by
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1...m1 • •
...m2 • •
...mk • •
...
m Rz((θ)
...n

(22)

which represents the unitary matrix(
k∏

l=1

(I⊗ml−1
2 ⊗ (CNOT )(ml,m) ⊗ I⊗n−m

2 )

)(
I⊗m−1
2 ⊗Rz(θ)⊗ I⊗n−m

2

)( k∏
l=1

(I⊗ml−1
2 ⊗ (CNOT )(ml,m) ⊗ I⊗n−m

2

)

Πki=1(I
⊗mi−1
2 ⊗(CNOT )(mi,m)⊗I⊗n−m2 )(I⊗m−1

2 ⊗Rz(θ)⊗I⊗n−m2 )Πki=1(I
⊗mi−1
2 ⊗(CNOT )(mi,m)⊗I⊗n−m2 ).

5.3 Quantum circuit for multi-controlled rotation gates

In this section we propose and analyze quantum circuit for MnZY Z matrices. First we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. A quantum circuit for a MnZY Z matrix requires at most
(
3.2(n−1) − 2

)
CNOT ,

and 3 · 2n−1 rotation gates.

Proof: From equation (7), the circuit representation of a matrix in the MnZY Z form can be
written as

1

...
...

...
...

n− 1

n Fn(Rz(α1, . . . , α2n−1)) Fn(Ry(γ1, . . . , γ2n−1)) Fn(Rz(β1, . . . , β2n−1))

Further, from Lemma 3.7,

1

2

...
...

n− 1

n Fn(Ra(ψ1, . . . , ψ2n−1))

(23)
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can be decomposed as

1 • •
2

...
...

...

n− 1

n Fn−1(Ra(θ1, . . . , θ2n−1)) Fn−1(Ra(ϕ1, . . . , ϕ2n−1))

(24)

where ψi =

{
θi + ϕi where 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n−2

θi − ϕi where 2n−2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n−1
or

1 • •
2

...
...

...

n− 1

n Fn−1(Ra(θ1, . . . , θ2n−1)) Fn−1(Ra(ϕ1, . . . , ϕ2n−1))

(25)

where ψi =

{
θi + ϕi where 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n−2

−θi + ϕi where 2n−2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n−1
. Hence

1

2

...
...

...
...

n Fn(Rz) Fn(Ry) Fn(Rz)

can be written as

1 • • • • • •
2

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

n Fn−1(Rz) Fn−1(Rz) Fn−1(Ry) Fn−1(Ry) Fn−1(Rz) Fn−1(Rz)

. (26)

Further, each circuit of the form

1

...
...

n Fn(Ra)

38



at least requires 2n−1 gates [26]. Thus the number of CNOT s in the circuit given by equation
(26) is 6.2n−2 + 4 = 3.2n−1 + 4. Now in section of the circuit

1 •
2

...
...

...

n− 1

n Fn−1(Rz) Fn−1(Rz)

the right most CNOT gate of

2

...
...

n− 1

n Fn−1(Rz)

by decomposing it into

2 • •
3

...
...

...

n− 1

n Fn−2(Rz) Fn−2(Rz)

and the leftmost CNOT gate of

2

3

...
...

n− 1

n Fn−1(Rz)

by decomposing into

2 • •
3

...
...

...

n− 1

n Fn−2(Rz) Fn−2(Rz)
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cancels each other out after further decomposition. This is because

(CNOT )(2,n)(CNOT )(1,n)(CNOT )(2,n) = (CNOT )(1,n).

The similar cancellation happens for the part of the circuit given by

1 •
2

...
...

...

n− 1

n Fn−1(Ry) Fn−1(Ry)

.

Therefore, the total number of CNOT gates that cancels out each other is 6. Hence, there are at
most 3.2n−1 − 2 CNOT gates. □

5.4 Quantum circuit for unitary block diagonal matrices

Now we consider circuit implementation of block diagonal unitary matrices, each block of which is
a special unitary matrix of order 2.

Corollary 5.4. A quantum circuit for a block diagonal matrix U ∈ SU(2n) of the form
U2 0 0 0 0

0 U4 0 0 0

0 0 0
. . . 0

0 0 0 0 U2n

 ,
where U2j ∈ U(2), 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1, requires at most 5.2n−1 − 6 CNOT gates.

Proof: From Theorem 4.2, any block diagonal matrix U ∈ SU(2n) consisting of 2× 2 blocks is
of the form(

2n∏
t=2

exp
(
iθt2−1U

(2n)
t2−1

))2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iθ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)( 2n∏
t=2

exp
(
iθt2−1U

(2n)
t2−1

))
(27)

where θ4j2−2j ∈ R, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1, θt2−1, θ
′
t2−1 ∈ R can be obtained by employing the methods from

the proofs of Theorem 3.3 and Theorem3.9. This means that exponential of all diagonal matrices
in the basis of su(2n) needs to be multiplied on both sides. i.e. we are using the product

(Π2n−1
p=1 exp

(
itp(χ

−1
n (p))

)2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
ιθ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)2n−1∏
p=1

exp
(
it′p(χ

−1
n (p)

)
i.e. we are multiplying all diagonal matrices of the form

⊗n
i=1Ai, Ai ∈ {I, σ3} barring the identity

matrix. Now the set {
⊗n

i=1Ai|Ai ∈ {I2, σ3}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}\{I2n}=
{⊗n−1

i=1 Ai ⊗ I2 |Ai ∈ {I2, σ3}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1
}

∪
{⊗n−1

i=1 Ai ⊗ Z |Ai ∈ {I, σ3}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1
}
\ {I2n}.
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Hence using Theorem 3.9 the product in equation (27) this product can alternatively be written
as 2n−1−1∏

p=1

exp
(
itp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3)

) Ũ

2n−1−1∏
p=1

exp
(
it′p(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3)

)
for some tp, t

′
p ∈ R where Ũ is a MnZY Z matrix, χn−1 is discussed in Definition 2.4. This is

because by Theorem 3.9

Ũ =

2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
it̃p(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ Z

)2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iθ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
it̃′p(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ Z

)
for some real t̃p, t̃

′
p

Moreover, we have shown how to define a quantum circuit for the exponential of matrices of the
form

⊗n−1
i=1 Ai⊗ I, Ai ∈ {I2, σ3}. For each Ai = σ3, we apply 2 CNOT gates. Also the exponential

of the matrix σ3 ⊗ I
(⊗n−1)
2 does not require CNOT gates. Hence the number of CNOT gates

for a given
⊗n−1

i=1 Ai ⊗ I2, Ai ∈ {I2, σ3} is 2 + 4 + . . . + 2n−2 = 2n−1 − 2. This is because the

product
(∏2n−k−1

p=1 exp
(
itp(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ I

(⊗k)
2

))
requires 2n−k CNOT gates from [26] and Theorem

5.3. Therefore the total number of CNOT gates for the product
(∏2n−1−1

p=1 exp
(
itp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ I2

))
is 2n−4. Since the product is applied on both sides of aMnZY Z matrix, the total number of CNOT
gates becomes 2n+1− 4. The rest of the proof follows from Theorem 5.3 since 3.2n−1− 2+2n+1− 4
gives us the result. □

Now we provide a quantum circuit corresponding to the above block diagonal matrix in su(2n)
is given by

1 Rz Rz

2 F2(Rz) F2(Rz)

.

.

.

.

.

.Fi(Rz), 3 ≤ i ≤ n− 2
.
.
.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.Fi(Rz), 3 ≤ i ≤ n− 2

n− 1 Fn−1(Rz) Fn−1(Rz)

n Fn(Rz) Fn(Ry Fn(Rz)

(28)

The circuit represents a block diagonal matrix since it represents the productn−1∏
k=2

2n−k−1∏
p=1

exp
(
itp(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ I⊗k2 )

)V

n−1∏
k=2

2n−k−1∏
p=1

exp
(
it′p(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ I⊗k2 )

)
where

V =

2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
itp(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ σ3)

)2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iθ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)2n−1−1∏
p=0

exp
(
it′p(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ σ3)

) ,

which gives us the form described in Theorem4.2
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5.5 Scalable quantum circuits for approximating special unitary matrices

From Algorithm 2, we see that we a special unitary matrix U ∈ SU(2n) can be approximated in
the circuit form with one layer is given by

1

Φ(Θϕ) Ψ(Θψ) ζ(Θζ)
...

n− 1

n

(29)

where writing ζ(Θζ), Ψ(Θψ) and Φ(Θψ) as quantum circuits respectively are given by

∏2n

l=1 exp
(
iθl2−1B

(2n)
l2−1

)
ΠTe

2n−1−1M
e
(2n−1−1)ΠTe

2n−1−1
. . . ΠTe

1M
e
1ΠTe

1

∏2n−1

j=1 exp
(
iθ(2j−1)2B

(2n)
(2j−1)2

)
exp

(
iθ(4j2−2j)B

(2n)
(4j2−2j)

)
ΠTo

2n−1−1M
o
2n−1−1ΠTo

2n−1−1
. . . ΠTo

1M
o
1ΠTo

1

Recall that Mo
x ∈ SU(2n) is a block diagonal matrix with 2 × 2 blocks and M e

x, 1 ≤ x ≤
2n−1−1 is aMnZY Z matrix. Further, since

∏2n−1

j=1 exp
(
iθ(2j−1)2U

(2n)
(2j−1)2

)
exp

(
iθ(4j2−2j)U

(2n)
(4j2−2j)

)
is MnZY Z type matrix, a quantum circuit representation is given by

1

2

...
...

...
...

n Fn(Rz) Fn(Ry) Fn(Rz)

Next, for 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1, ΠTexM
e
xΠTex can have the quantum circuit representation as

1

ΠTex ΠTex

...

...

n Fn(Rz) Fn(Ry) Fn(Rz)

Finally, for 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1 a quantum circuit representation of ΠToxM
o
xΠTox is given by

1

ΠTox Mo
x ΠTox

...

...
n

where the circuit representation of Mo
x is of the form mentioned in equation (28). Finally the

circuits for ΠTox and ΠTex can be determined by Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.1.
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Now we consider scaling the proposed n-qubit circuit into an (n + 1)-qubit circuit for ap-
proximating special unitary matrices. Since the proposed circuit consists of mainly three types
of circuits: circuits for product of transpositions, MnZY Z circuit, and circuit for block diagonal
unitary matrices, it is enough to describe the techniques for extending these circuits from n-qubit
to (n + 1)-qubit systems as follows. We denote ΠTsm,y for ΠTsy with m-qubit systems, s ∈ {e, o}.
(CNOT )(i,j) represents a CNOT gate with i-th qubit as control qubit and j-th qubit is the target
qubit.

■ Construction of scalable circuits for ΠTex : If the circuit representation of ΠTex for n-qubit
system given in Theorem 5.1 as ΠTen,x for some x ∈ {0, . . . , 2n−1 − 1} then the circuit

for ΠTen+1,y, 1 ≤ y ≤ 2n − 1 is given by

1
2

ΠTen,x...
n+ 1

(30)

if y = x, and

1

2

ΠTen,x...
n+ 1 •

(31)

if y = 2n−1 + x.

■ Construction of scalable circuits for ΠTox : As above, the circuit for ΠTon+1,y, 1 ≤ y ≤ 2n − 1
is given by

1
2

ΠTon,x...
n+ 1

(32)

if y = x, and

1 • •
2

ΠTon,x...
n+ 1 •

(33)
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if y = 2n−1 + x, x ∈ {0, . . . , 2n−1 − 1}.

■ Construction of scalable circuits for MnZY Z : This follows from equivalence of circuits given
in equation (3) and equation (4). Indeed, Mn+1ZY Z is of the form

1
...
...

n+ 1 Fn+1(Rz) Fn+1(Ry) Fn+1(Rz)

and

1

2
...
n

n+ 1 Fn+1(Ra(ψ1, . . . , ψ2n))

(34)

is equivalent to

1 • •
2
...
n

n+ 1 Fn(Ra(θ1, . . . , θ2n)) Fn(Ra(ϕ1, . . . , ϕ2n))

(35)

where

ψj =

{
θj + ϕj where 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n−1

θj − ϕj where 2n−2 + 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n.

■ Construction of scalable circuits for block diagonal matrices: This follows similarly due to
the above property of MnZY Z, 1 ≤ n which define the quantum circuit for a block diagonal
unitary matrix given by equation (28).

Theorem 5.5. The circuit implementation of a special unitary matrix on n-qubits with L layers
using Algorithm 2 requires at most L(2.4n+(n− 5)2n−1) CNOT gates, L(32 ·4

n− 5
22
n+1) Rz gates

where L is the number of iterations/layers.

Proof: Obviously, we to consider the matrices the number of rotation gates and CNOT gates
for circuit implementation of ζ(Θζ), Ψ(Θψ), and Φ(Θϕ). From equations (15), (16) and (17), we
have

ζ(Θζ) =

2n∏
j=1

exp
(
iθj2−1U

(2n)
j2−1

)
, Ψ(Θψ) =M e

0

2n−1−1∏
x=1

(ΠTex)M
e
x(ΠT

e
x)

 , Φ(Θϕ) =

2n−1−1∏
x=1

(ΠTox)M
o
x(ΠT

o
x),

where M e
0 =

(∏2n−1

j=1 exp
(
iθ(2j−1)2U

(2n)
(2j−1)2

)
exp

(
iθ(4j2−2j)U

(2n)
(4j2−2j)

))
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Using Lemma 4.4, Theorem 5.3 and from [31, 26], a MnZY Z matrix takes 3.2n−1 − 2 CNOT
gates and 3.2n−1 Rz, Ry gates. Now M e

x,M
e
0 are MnZY Z matrices and Mo

x ∈ su(2n) is a block
diagonal matrix for 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1−1. Then

ζ(Θζ) =

2n−1−1∏
p=1

exp
(
iθp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ I2)

)2n−1−1∏
q=0

exp
(
iθq(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ σ3

)
where χ is described in Definition 2.4.

Further the term M e
0 in Ψ(Θψ) is a MnZY Z matrix and from Theorem 3.9 can be written as2n−1−1∏

p=0

exp
(
iθp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3)

)2n−1∏
j=1

exp
(
iθ4j2−2jU

(2n)
4j2−2j

)2n−1∏
p=1

exp
(
iθ′p(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3

)
where all necessary terms have been defined in Theorem3.9. Hence the term

(∏2n−1−1
p=0 exp

(
iθp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ σ3)

))
from M e

0 and the term
(∏2n−1−1

q=0 exp
(
iθq(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ σ3)

))
from ζ(Θζ) are multiplied to form the

product
(∏2n−1−1

p=1 exp
(
iθp(χ

−1
n−1(p)⊗ I2)

))
M̃ e

0 where M̃ e
0 is a MnZY Z matrix such that M̃ e

0 is

equal to
(∏2n−1−1

q=0 exp
(
iθq(χ

−1
n−k(p)⊗ σ3)

))
M e

0 .

Next, Φ(Θϕ) =
∏2n−1−1
x=1 ΠToxM

o
xΠTox where M e

x is a block diagonal matrix, which requires
(5.2n−1 − 6) CNOT gates and 2(2n − 1) Rz gates and 2n−1number of Ry gates from Corollary5.4.

Finally, from the construction of ΠTex, 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1 from Theorem 5.1, it can be seen that
for different values of x, we get a quantum circuit which consists of k (depending on x) (CNOT )-
gates having control at the n-th qubit and target is at i-th qubit for 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1. Thus the number
of (CNOT )(n,i) gates present in the construction of ΠTex is at most 1 for a fixed i. Hence, one can
either choose one target qubit from {1, 2 . . . , n− 1} and in this case total number of CNOT gates
will be

(
n−1
1

)
. One can also choose 2 target qubits from {1, 2 . . . , n−1},in this case total number of

CNOT gates will be 2
(
n−1
2

)
. Continuing in this way, the number of CNOT gates that is required

for the permutation matrices is
∑n−1

l=1 l
(
n−1
1

)
for all the permutation matrices in the set P2n,even.

On the other hand, ΠTox for each 1 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1−1 requires two more (CNOT ) gates than ΠTex from
our construction. Hence the total

∑n−1
l=1 (l+2)

(
n−1
1

)
number of CNOT gates are required for all the

permutation matrices in the set P2n,odd. Now
∑n−1

l=1 i
(
n−1
l

)
=
∑n−1

l=1 (n − 1)
(
n−2
l−1

)
= 2n−2(n − 1),

which gives us the total CNOT gates for permutation matrices required to construct elements from
P2n,odd and P2n,even to be 2(2n−1 − 1) + (n− 1)2n−1. Since permutation matrices are multiplied

on both sides, the number of CNOT gates becomes 4(2n−1 − 1)+ (n− 1)2n. Including the CNOT
gates used for the construction of unitary diagonal matrices in the circuit in 5.4, total number of
CNOT gates for constructing product of all unitary diagonal matrices is 2n − 2.

However, looking at ζ(Θ)Ψ(Θ)Φ(Θ), we see that the diagonal matrices of the form
⊗n−1

l=1 Al⊗σ3
gets multiplied with the first MnZY Z matrix in Ψ(Θψ) where Al ∈ {I2, σ3}. Hence only diagonal
matrices of the form ⊗n−1

l=1 Al ⊗ I2 remain from ζ(Θζ). Consequently, the total number of CNOT
gates for constructing the product of diagonal unitary matrices i.e. ζ(Θζ) = 2n−1 − 2. The same
result holds true for number of Rz gates. Hence the desired result follows. □

In order to construct a (n+ 1)-qubit circuit from an n-qubit circuit, we add one more qubit at
the top of the current circuit. i.e.
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1

U

2
...

n− 1

n

to

1
2

U

3
...
n

n+ 1

Now we present the following algorithms based on the above discussion that will help us to
create an algorithm for constructing scalable quantum circuits.

Algorithm 3 Creating circuit for ΠTen+1,y, 0 ≤ y ≤ 2n − 1 from circuit ΠTen,x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1

Provided: CNOT gates, circuits ΠTen,x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1 .
Input: y ∈ {0, . . . , 2n − 1}
Output: η(y, 2n+1, even) gives a circuit of I2 ⊗ΠTen+1,y

for y = 0 : 2n − 1; y ++ do
if y < 2n−1 then

x = y
η(y, 2n+1, even) → Add one qubit layer at the top. See equation (30)

else
x = y − 2n−1

η(y, 2n+1, even) → Add one qubit layer at the top and add a (CNOT )(n+1,1) to left of
ΠTen,x. See equation (31)

end if
end for

Now we give Algorithm 7, combining all the Algorithms 3-6 for the generation of (n+ 1)-qubit
circuit from n-qubit circuit.

In Figure 5 we plot the growth of CNOT gate count as the number of qubits increases while
approximating special unitary matrices through Algorithm 2.

5.6 Quantum circuit for two-qubit unitaries

Now we provide a parametric quantum circuit for approximating 2-qubit special unitaries following
Algorithm 2. The circuit given in Figure consists of 14 CNOT gates and 16 1-qubit gates. Our
circuit does not give minimum number of CNOT gates however, our results coincide with number
of CNOT gates found in CS Decomposition [26]. The Table 5 gives the counts of CNOT gates
that are required to represent a special unitary matrix of order 4.
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Algorithm 4 Creating circuit for ΠTon+1,y, 0 ≤ y ≤ 2n − 1 from circuit ΠTon,x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1

Provided: CNOT gates,circuits ΠTen,x,ΠTon,x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 2n−1 − 1 .
Input: y ∈ {0, . . . , 2n − 1}
Output:η(y, 2n+1, odd) gives a circuit of ΠTon+1,x

for y = 0 : 2n − 1; y ++ do
if y < 2n−1 then

x = y
η(y, 2n+1, odd) → Add one qubit layer at the top. See equation (32)

else
x = y − 2n−1

η(y, 2n+1, odd) → Add one qubit layer at the top and add a (CNOT )(n+1,1)

gate,(CNOT )(1,n+1) gate to the left of I2 ⊗ ΠTen,x. Add another (CNOT )(n+1,1) gate to the
right of ΠTen,x. See equation (33)

End If
end if
End For

end for
End

Algorithm 5 Creating circuit for (n+1)-qubit rotation gates F(n+1)(Rz) from multi-qubit rotation
gates F(n)(Rz)

Provided: CNOT gates,circuits Fn(Rz) .
Input:a1, a2, a4 . . . , a2n−1 for Fn(Rz) := Fn(Rz(a1, a2 . . . , a2n−1)) and b1, b2, b3 . . . , b2n−1 for
Fn(Rz) := Fn(Rz(b1, b2 . . . , b2n−1))
Output:ξ(Fn(Rz(a1, . . . , a2n−1)), Fn(Rz(b1, . . . , b2n−1))) := ξ(Fn(Rz), Fn(Rz)) gives a circuit of
Fn+1(Rz)

Add one layer of qubit at the top. Add a (CNOT )(1,n+1) to the left of I2 ⊗ Fn(Rz). Then add
another (CNOT )(1,n+1) and a I2 ⊗ Fn(Rz). See equation (34) and equation (35).
End

Algorithm 6 Creating circuit for (n+1)-qubit rotation gates F(n+1)(Ry) from multi-qubit rotation
gates F(n)(Ry)

Provided: CNOT gates,circuits Fn(Ry) .
Input:a1, a2, a4 . . . , a2n−1 for Fn(Ry) := Fn(Ry(a1, a2 . . . , a2n−1)) and b1, b2, b3 . . . , b2n−1 for
Fn(Ry) := Fn(Ry(b1, b2 . . . , b2n−1))
Output:ξ(Fn(Ry(a1, . . . , a2n−1)), Fn(Ry(b1, . . . , b2n−1))) := ξ(Fn(Ry), Fn(Ry)) gives a circuit of
Fn+1(Rz)

Add one layer of qubit at the top. Add a (CNOT )(1,n+1) to the left of I2 ⊗ Fn(Ry). Then add
another (CNOT )(1,n+1) and a I2 ⊗ Fn(Ry).See equation (3) and equation (4).
End
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Algorithm 7 Creating a (n + 1)-qubit circuit to approximate any U ∈ SU(2n+1) from a n-qubit
circuit that approximates any Û ∈ SU(2n)

Provided: CNOT gates and 1 qubit rotation gates.
Input: n-qubit circuit that approximates any Û ∈ SU(2n) and of the form mentioned in equation
29 i.e. ζ(Θ)Ψ(Θ)ψ(Θ) where all the terms have been defined in equation 29
Output:(n+ 1)-qubit circuit that approximates any U ∈ SU(2n+1)

procedure ▷
Add a qubit layer at the top/beginning of the circuit.
Create product of all 2n+1 special unitary diagonal matrices from product of all 2n special

unitary diagonal matrices using ξ(Fi(Rz), Fi(Rz)), 1 ≤ i ≤ n in Algorithm 5.

for y = 1 : 2n − 1; y ++ do
Use Algorithm 3 create ΠTen+1,y using the function η(y, 2n+1, even)

Use Algorithm 4 create ΠTon+1,y using the function η(y, 2n+1, odd)
Add CNOT gates to convert ΠTon,y → ΠTon+1,y

End
end for
ζ(Θ) → Π

(2n+1−1)
i=1 exp (ιθaχ

−1
n+1(a)), (see definition of χ at equation 2.4)

Create a (n + 1)-qubit MZYZ matrix M e
0 from a n qubit MZY Z matrix using

ξ(Fn(Rz), Fn(Rz)), ξ(Fn(Ry), Fn(Ry)) in Algorithm 5 and Algorithm 6

for y = 1 : 2n − 1; i++ do
Create a (n + 1)-qubit MZYZ matrix M e

y from a n qubit MZY Z matrix using
ξ(Fn(Rz), Fn(Rz)), ξ(Fn(Ry), Fn(Ry)) in Algorithm 5 and Algorithm 6

Create a (n + 1)-qubit block diagonal special unitary matrix Mo
y from a n qubit block

diagonal special unitary matrix using ξ(Fi(Rz), Fi(Rz)), 1 ≤ i ≤ n in Algorithm 5. and
ξ(Fn(Ry), Fn(Ry)) in Algorithm 6

End
end for
for y = 1 : 2n − 1 : y ++ do

ψ(Θ) →M e
0ΠTen+1,yM

e
yP(y,2n+1,even)

ψ(Θ) → ψ(Θ)

Φ(Θ) → ΠTon+1,xM
o
xΠTon+1,x

Φ(Θ) → Φ(Θ)
End

end for
ζ(Θ)ψ(Θ)Φ(Θ)
End Procedure

end procedure

48



Figure 5: Red colored curve denotes the total number of CNOT gates required for one layer of
multiplication of exponential of basis matrices in n-qubit system and magenta colored curve denotes
the additional number of CNOT gates are required with the increase of number of qubits

Implementation CNOT gates required

Theoretical lower bounds 3

Iterative unentangling 8

Givens rotation 4

Recursive CSD 14

Recursive CSD (optimized) 4

QSD 6

QSD(optimized) 3

Our Method 14

Vidal et al.’s Method 3

Table 5: Count of CNOT gates for different methods

1 • • • • • • • • • Rz • •

2 • Rz Rz Ry Ry Rz Rz • Rz Rz Ry Ry Rz Rz • Rz Rz Ry Ry Rz Rz

(36)

The circuit given by equation (36) with layer 1 represents the any unitary matrix represented
as a product of exponential of SRBB elements in the following order according to Algorithm 2.

ζ(θ3, θ8, θ15) = exp
(
iθ3U

(4)
3

)
exp

(
iθ8U

(4)
8

)
exp

(
iθ15U

(4)
15

)
Ψ(θ1, θ2, θ9, θ12, θ10, θ13, θ4, θ6) = exp

(
iθ1U

(4)
1

)
exp

(
iθ2U

(4)
2

)
exp

(
iθ9U

(4)
9

)
exp

(
iθ12U

(4)
12

)
exp

(
iθ4U

(4)
4

)
exp

(
iθ6U

(4)
6

)
exp

(
iθ10U

(4)
10

)
exp

(
iθ13U

(4)
13

)
Φ(θ5, θ7, θ11, θ14) = exp

(
iθ5U

(4)
5

)
exp

(
iθ7U

(4)
7

)
exp

(
iθ11U

(4)
11

)
exp

(
iθ14U

(4)
14

)
,

where U
(4)
j , 1 ≤ j ≤ 15 are the SRBB elements of C22×22 .

The parametric quantum circuit representation of the circuit equation (36) is as follows:
The quantum circuit for ζ(Θ) is given by equation (37)
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1 • • Rz(θ8)

2 Rz(θ3) Rz(θ15)

(37)
Hence, circuit for Ψ(Θ) in equation (38)

1 • • • • • • • •

2 • Rz(a
′) Rz(b

′) Ry(
m1−m9

2
) Ry(

m1+m9
2

) Rz(a) Rz(b) • Rz(α
′) Rz(β

′) Ry(
µ1−µ9

2
) Ry(

µ1+µ9
2

) Rz(α) Rz(β)

(38)

The circuit of exp (iθ1B
(4)
1 ) exp (iθ2B

(4)
2 ) exp (iθ9B

(4)
9 ) exp (iθ12B

(4)
12 ) is

1 • • • •
2 Rz(α

′) Rz(β
′) Ry(

µ1−µ9
2 ) Ry(

µ1+µ9
2 ) Rz(α) Rz(β)

(39)
where

α′ =
2θ9 + 2θ12 − κ2 − κ1 − γ2 − γ1

4
, β′ =

2θ9 + 2θ12 + κ2 + κ1 − γ2 − γ1
4

α =
2θ1 + 2θ2 + κ2 − κ1 + γ2 − γ1

4
, β =

−2θ1 − 2θ2 − κ2 + κ1 + γ2 − γ1
4

with

µ1 = arccos
√

(cos θ1 cos θ2)2 + (sin θ1 sin θ2)2, µ9 = arccos
√
(cos θ9 cos θ12)2 + (sin θ9 sin θ12)2

γ1 = arccos
cos θ1 cos θ2

cosµ1
, γ2 = arccos

cos θ1 sin θ2
sinµ1

κ1 = arccos
cos θ9 cos θ12

cosµ9
, κ2 = arccos

cos θ9 sin θ12
sinµ9

.

The circuit of exp (iθ4B
(4)
4 ) exp (iθ6B

(4)
6 ) exp (iθ10B

(4)
10 ) exp (iθ13B

(4)
13 ) is in equation (40).

1 • • • •

2 • Rz(a
′) Rz(b

′) Ry(
m4−m10

2 ) Ry(
m4+m10

2 ) Rz(a) Rz(b) •
(40)

where

a =
2θ4 + 2θ6 + g1 − g2 + p2 − p1

4
, b =

2θ4 + 2θ6 − g1 + g2 + p2 − p1
4

a′ =
2θ10 + 2θ13 + g1 + g2 − p2 − p1

4
, b′ =

−2θ10 − 2θ13 − g1 − g2 − p2 − p1
4

with

m4 = arccos
√

(cos θ4 cos θ6)2 + (sin θ4 sin θ6)2, m10 = arccos
√
(cos θ10 cos θ13)2 + (sin θ10 sin θ13)2,

g1 = arccos
cos θ4 cos θ6

cosm4
, g2 = arccos

cos θ4 sin θ6
sinm4

p1 = arccos
cos θ10 cos θ13

cosm10
, p2 = arccos

cos θ10 sin θ10
sinm10

.
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The quantum circuit for Φ(Θϕ) is given by equation (41).

1 • • • • • •

2 • • Rz(α̃′) Rz(β̃′) Ry(
u5−u11

2 ) Ry(
u5+u11

2 ) Rz(α̃) Rz(β̃) • •
(41)

where

α̃′ =
2θ11 + 2θ14 − κ̃2 − κ̃1 − γ̃2 − γ̃1

4
, β̃′ =

2θ11 + 2θ14 + κ̃2 + κ̃1 − γ̃2 − γ̃1
4

,

α̃ =
2θ5 + 2θ7 + κ̃2 − κ̃1 + γ̃2 − γ̃1

4
, β̃ =

−2θ5 − 2θ7 − κ̃2 + κ̃1 + γ̃2 − γ̃1
4

with

u5 = arccos
√

(cos θ5 cos θ7)2 + (sin θ5 sin θ7)2, u11 = arccos
√
(cos θ11 cos θ14)2 + (sin θ11 sin θ14)2

γ̃1 = arccos
cos θ5 cos θ7

cosu5
, γ̃2 = arccos

cos θ5 sin θ7
sinu5

,

κ̃1 = arccos
cos θ11 cos θ14

cosu11
, κ̃2 = arccos

cos θ11 sin θ14
sinu11

.

Remark 5.6. From Table 5 it is clear that the proposed method does not build a quantum circuit
with optimal number of CNOT gates for 2-qubit unitaries compared to most of the methods in
literature. However, most of these methods such as Vidal et al. are not scalable i.e. one cannot
construct a quantum circuit for a generic unitary for (n+1)-qubit system from the quantum circuit
for unitary matrices of n-qubit systems, n ≥ 2. Thus we emphasize that existing methods for
scalable circuit design for unitaries are adhoc. On the contrary, the proposed method for quantum
circuit design of (n+1)-qubit systems can be designed just by adding a few CNOT and single-qubit
gates to the existing circuit for n-qubit systems, which is a byproduct of the proposed recursive
Hermitian unitary basis for the algebrs of matrices of order 2n.

Conclusion: We have introduced a recursive method for generation of a basis for the algebra
of complex matrices of order d ≥ 2 with basis elements as Hermitian unitary 1-sparse matrices.
This basis is used to develop parametric representation of unitary matrices employing a Lie group
theoretic approach. Further, optimized-based algorithms are proposed to approximate any target
unitary matrix by determining optimal values of the parameters. Then the above results are applied
to determine parametric representation of unitary matrices of order d = 2n, which represent unitary
evolution of n-qubit systems, by defining a new basis, which we call Standard Recursive Block Basis
for the algebra of complex matrices of order 2n obtained by changing certain elements of the above
basis. Consequently, a scalable quantum circuit model is implemented using the approximation
algorithm in a quantum neural network framework for unitary evolution of n-qubit systems. The
performance of the approximation algorithms is investigated through several examples for standard
and random 2-qubit, 3-qubit and 4-qubit unitaries. It is observed that the error of approximation
reduces with the increase of iteration or layer of the approximation algorithm.

In future, we plan to explore finding a connection between the optimal number of layers for
the approximation algorithm with the error of accuracy of the algorithm for a given target unitary
matrix. Besides, the performance of the proposed approximation algorithm can be investigated
by implementing the proposed scalable quantum circuits in available NISQ computers with large
number of qubits. Finding the efficiency of the parametrized quantum circuit with the available
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restricted set of quantum gates with specific quantum hardware architecture is another problem
that should be explored in the future.
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[31] M. Möttönen, J. J. Vartiainen, V. Bergholm, and M. M. Salomaa Quantum circuits
for general multiqubit gates Phys. Rev. Lett., 93 (2004), pp. 130502.

[32] Y. Nakajima, Y. Kawano, and H. Sekigawa, A new algorithm for producing quantum
circuits using kak decompositions, arXiv preprint quant-ph/0509196, 2005.

53

http://arxiv.org/abs/1206.5236
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.04025
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.3834
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0509196


[33] M. A. Nielsen and I. Chuang, Quantum computation and quantum information, Cambridge
University Press, 2002.

[34] B. Owren and A. Marthinsen, Integration methods based on canonical coordinates of the
second kind, Numer. Math., 87 (2001), pp. 763–790.

[35] A. Paler, I. Polian, K. Nemoto, and S. J. Devitt, Fault-tolerant, high-level quantum
circuits: form, compilation and description, Quantum Sci. Technol., 2 (2017), pp. 025003.

[36] T. T. Pham, R. Van Meter, and C. Horsman, Optimization of the solovay-kitaev algo-
rithm, Phys. Rev. A, 87 (2013), pp. 052332.
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6 Appendix

Proof of Theorem 2.1. First observe that the matrices B
(d)
j , 1 ≤ j ≤ d2 are Hermitian and unitary

due to the construction. Also, Tr(B
(d)
j ) = 0 when d is even and Tr(B

(d)
j ) = 1 when d is odd. Now

we show that these matrices form a linearly independent subset of Cd×d. Suppose d is even. Then
setting

0 =

(d−1)2−1∑
m=1

c1m

[
B

(d−1)
m 0
0 −1

]
+

(d−1)∑
m=1

c2mP(m(d−1))

[
D 0
0 σ1

]
P(m(d−1))

+

(d−1)∑
m=1

c3mP(m(d−1))

[
D 0
0 σ2

]
P(m(d−1)) + c44

[
Σ 0
0 −σ3

]
+ c55Id

=

(d−1)−12∑
m=1

[
c1mB

(d−1)
m 0
0 −c1m

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

A

+

(d−1)∑
m=1

P(m(d−1))

[
(c2m + c3m)D 0

0 c2mσ1 + c3mσ2

]
P(m(d−1))︸ ︷︷ ︸

B

+

[
c44Σ+ c55Id−2 0

0 −c44σ3 + c55I2

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

C

. (42)

It can be seen from equation (42) that the first d− 1 entries of the last column of B are given
by c2m − ic3m, 1 ≤ m ≤ d− 1, whereas these corresponding entries in A and C are zero. Also first
n − 1 entries (left to right) of the last row of B are given by c2m + ic3m, 1 ≤ m ≤ d − 1, whereas
these corresponding entries in A and C are zero. Then it immediately follows that c2m = c3m = 0,
1 ≤ m ≤ d− 1. Then the equation (42) becomes

0 =

(d−1)2−1∑
m=1

[
c1mB

(d−1)
m 0
0 −c1m

]
+

[
c44Σ+ c55Id−2 0

0 −c44σ3 + c55I2

]
. (43)

Further, since {B(d−1)
m : 1 ≤ m ≤ (d− 1)2 − 1} ∪ Id−1 is linearly independent, then using the same

method described above, the matrix
∑(d−1)2−1

m=1 c1mB
(d−1)
j has all non-diagonal entries 0. Thus the
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only terms remain are diagonal matrices i.e. the equation reduces to

0 =

(d−1)∑
m=2

[
c1(m2−1)B

(d−1)
(m2−1)

0

0 −c1(m2−1)

]
+

[
c44Σ+ c55Id−2 0

0 −c44σ3 + c55I2

]

=

∑(d−1)
m=2 c1(m2−1)B

(d−1)
(m2−1)

+ c44

[
Σ 0
0 −1

]
+ c55Id−1 0

0 (−
∑(d−1)

m=2 c1(m2−1)) + c44 + c55

 ,(44)
where B

(d−1)
m2−1

and Id−1 = B
(d−1)
(d−1)2

, 2 ≤ m ≤ d− 1 are proposed basis elements of C(d−1)×(d−1).

For a diagonal matrix M of order d with diagonal entries mjj , 1 ≤ j ≤ d, set diag(M) =
[m11m22 . . . mdd]

T as the column vector. Then observe that equation (44) can be described as a

linear system Ax = 0, where x =
[
c13 . . . c1((d−1)2−1) c44 c55

]T
and

A =

diag(B(d)
3

)
diag

(
B

(d)
8

)
. . . diag

(
B

(d)
(d−1)2−1

)
diag

Σ 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

 diag (Id)

 .
Next we show that A is non-singular i.e. the columns of A form a linearly independent set.

Suppose

d−1∑
m=2

αm

[
diag

(
B

(d)
m2−1

)
−1

]
+ β

diag
Σ 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 1

+ γ
[
diag (Id−1)

]
= 0.

Then multiplying the all-one vector 1Td from left at the above equation, we obtain nγ = 0 since
sum of entries of all other vectors are zero. This further implies γ = 0. Thus we have

d−1∑
m=2

αm

[
diag

(
B

(d)
m2−1

)
−1

]
+ β

diag
Σ 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 1

 = 0.

Now note that the first entry of all the vectors in the above vectors are 1. Then considering the
first and last entries of the above vectors, we obtain

β +

d−1∑
m=2

αm = 0 and β −
d−1∑
m=2

αm = 0,

whose only solution is β = αm = 0 for all m. Hence the desired result follows when m is even. The
proof for odd m follows similarly. □

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Any 2-level matrix U = [Uαβ] ∈ SU(2n) of order 2n is of the form

uαβ =



1 if α = β, α, β /∈ {p, q}
aeiθa if α = p = β

ae−iθa if α = q = β

−beiθb if α = p, β = q

be−iθb if α = q, β = p

0 otherwise

i.e. U =


Ip−1

aeiθa −beiθb
Iq−p−1

be−iθb ae−iθa

I2n−q


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for some 1 ≤ p < q ≤ 2n, a2 + b2 = 1, a, b, θa, θb ∈ R. Now from the Hermitian unitary basis from

Corollary 2.3 we have B
(2n)
q = P(p,2n−1)

[
D

σ2

]
P(p,2n−1), D = diag{(−1)j−1 : 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n − 2} =

diag{Dq−1, Dq−p−1, D2n−q} for which

exp (itqB
(2n)
q ) = cos tqI2n + i sin tqB

(2n)
q

=


exp(itqDp−1)

cos tq sin tq
exp(itqDq−p−1)

− sin tq cos tq
exp(itqD2n−q)

 ,
when p is odd and q is even, or p is even and q is odd.

Now the matrix U can be obtained from exp (itqB
(2n)
q ) by the following transformation. Set

DL =


D

(αa)
1

eiαa

D
(αa)
2

e−iαa

D
(αa)
3

 , DL =


D

(αb)
1

e−iαb

D
(αb)
2

eiαb

D
(αb)
3


as the diagonal unitary matrices of order 2n, where D

(αa)
1 , D

(αb)
1 are order p − 1, D

(αa)
2 , D

(αb)
2

are of order q − p − 1, D
(αa)
3 , D

(αb)
3 are of order 2n − q, and αa, αb ∈ R such that αa + αb = θb,

αa−αb = θa. Further if the diagonal blocks can be chosen such thatD
(αa)
1 exp(itqDp−1)D

(αb)
1 = Ip−1,

D
(αa)
2 exp(itqDq−p−1)D

(αb)
2 = Iq−p−1, and D

(αa)
3 exp(itqD2n−q)D

(αb)
3 = I2n−q then

DL exp (itqB
(2n)
q )DR = U

with a = cos tq, b = − sin tq.

Now since DIZ = {U (2n)
j : j ∈ J } from equation (1) form a basis for the (real) linear space of

diagonal traceless matrices of order 2n, there must exist cj and c
′
j such that

∑
j∈J

cjU
(2n)
j =


−1

2 tqDq−1

αa
−1

2 tqDq−p−1

−αa
−1

2 tqD2n−q


∑
j∈J

c′jU
(2n)
j =


−1

2 tqDq−1

−αb
−1

2 tqDq−p−1

αb
−1

2 tqD2n−q

 .
Moreover,

exp

∑
j∈J

icjU
(2n)
j

 =
∏
j∈J

exp
(
icjU

(2n)
j

)
= DL and

exp

∑
j∈J

ic′jU
(2n)
j

 =
∏
j∈J

exp
(
ic′jU

(2n)
j

)
= DR.
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When both p and q are odd or even, the desired result follows similarly. □
Proof of Corollary 3.5. Suppose p is odd and q is even, or p is even and q is odd. Then any

2-level matrix U = [Uαβ] ∈ U(d) of order 2n is of the form

U =


Ip−1

ei(α−
β
2
− δ

2
) cos θ2 −ei(α−

β
2
+ δ

2
) sin θ

2
Iq−p−1

ei(α+
β
2
− δ

2
) sin θ

2 ei(α+
β
2
+ δ

2
) cos θ2

I2n−q


for some 1 ≤ p < q ≤ 2n, α, β, δ, θ ∈ R. Then U = eiαU ′, where

U ′ =


e−iαIp−1

ei(−
β
2
− δ

2
) cos θ2 −ei(−

β
2
+ δ

2
) sin θ

2
e−iαIq−p−1

ei(
β
2
− δ

2
) sin θ

2 ei(
β
2
+ δ

2
) cos θ2

e−iαI2n−q

 .

Now there exists a basis element U
(2n)
l as described in Corollary 2.3 such that

exp

(
−iθ

2
U

(2n)
l

)
=


exp

(
−i θ2Dp−1

)
cos θ2 − sin θ

2

exp
(
−i θ2Dq−p−1

)
sin θ

2 cos θ2
exp

(
−i θ2D2n−q

)

 ,

where where l = (d − 1)2 + d − 1, . . . , (d − 1)2 + 2(d − 1) − 1 for some d ∈ {2, . . . , 2n}. Define the
diagonal matrices

∑
j∈J

cjU
(2n)
j =


−α

2 Ip−1 +
θ
4Dp−1

−β
2

−α
2 Iq−p−1 +

θ
4Dq−p−1

β
2

−α
2 I2n−q +

θ
4D2n−q


∑
j∈J

c′jU
(2n)
j =


−α

2 Ip−1 +
θ
4Dp−1

−δ
2

−α
2 Iq−p−1 +

θ
4Dq−p−1

δ
2

−α
2 I2n−q +

θ
4D2n−q


where U

(2n)
j ∈ DIZ , j ∈ J . Then it can be easily checked that

U ′ = exp

∑
j∈J

cjU
(2n)
j

 exp

(
−iθ

2
U

(2n)
l

)
exp

∑
j∈J

c′jU
(2n)
j

 .

When both p and q are odd or even, the desired result follows similarly. □
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