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A quantum neural network framework for scalable quantum circuit
approximation of unitary matrices *

Rohit Sarma Sarkar’ and Bibhas Adhikari$

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 2". 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 2™ x 2" unitary matrix as a product of permutations and
Kronecker products of rotation gates belonging to SU(2), the special linear group of 2 x 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 [36l, 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 2™ x 2" complex matrices Mon(C). Further the Pauli strings are Hermitian and traceless,
making them basis elements that are :-times the Pauli strings for the Lie algebra of the unitary
manifold, where ¢+ = /—1. Hence, in this method one can approximate a 2" x 2" 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 x d complex matrices is introduced,
with the aim of expressing any unitary through product of exponential of (-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 x 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 x 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 2" x 2" 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 x 2
principal submatrix with a unitary block) of order 2" 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-



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 [I| than the same using all the
basis elements in our previous simulation reported in

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 2-4™ + (n —5)2"
CNOT gates, and at most % 4" — % - 2™ 4+ 41 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
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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 x d is
given, whcih is further modified to obtain a suitable basis for algebra of 2" x 2™ complex matrices.
In Section [3] we propose a Lie group theoretic approach for approximation of unitary matrices
through proposed basis elements. FExact 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 {| presents methods for approximating unitary matrices of
order 2" 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 x d, d > 3 matrices. Then this basis is employed to
define a parametric representation of unitary matrices of order d x d. We denote the identity matrix
of order k as I, k > 0 where I = [1], and [ is just void which means to ignore the index from the
construction. We denote the Pauli basis by o whose elements are given by

101 10— |1 0 |10
T o7 0" T o —10% T o 1|
called Pauli matrices. Then we define a new basis of Hermitian unitary trace-less matrices for the
algebra of 2 complex matrices by changing some of the elements of the former basis.

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

The following theorem describes a recursive approach for construction of Hermitian unitary basis
of C%*? with d?> — 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(® = {Bj(d) :1 < j < d?}, d> 2 denote the desired ordered basis for the

matriz algebra of d x d complex matrices. Then setting B as the Pauli basis, the elements of



B can be constructed from the elements of B(3~1) using the following recursive procedure

(d—1) ‘
B 0
i cifjedl,. .., (d-12%—-1
| @,
DO 9
Pia—1y |—T—| Pra—1); fi=d-1)"+(k-1),ke{l,...,d-1}
0 o1
DO 9
@ ) Pwd—1y |—t—| Pa—1y; fi=@-1)"+(d-1)+(k-1),ke{l,...,d—1}
Bj - 0 02 )
I 0
W2J“ | cifj=d®>—1 and d is odd
| ~Tiaz2
10
[—‘—] s ifj=d*>—1 and d is even
0| o3
Iyifj=d?
where Py, q—1) is the permutation matriz of order d x d corresponding to the 2-cycle (k,d — 1),
D = diag{d;: 1 <1<d—2},d; = (1), and ¥ = [Itd/zj_l 0 Besides,
0 —14/2)1

Tr(B(.d)) _ 1 Zfd Z:S odd
J 0 if d is even,

2
1<j<d®—1, (B](-d)) = I4, and {B](-d) :1<j <d?—1} forms a basis for su(d) when d is even.
The basis elements that are diagonal matrices are given by B](-n) where j =m? —1,2<m < d and

BYW = 1.

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

D 0 0
POUOP,P[

g O}P, P[D S]P
0 0 Do

0 D 0

where D, Dy, Dy are diagonal matrices with entries from {1,—1}, o € {01,092} 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

exp(D1) 0
Pl 0  explo) 0o |p P [eXp(") 0 ]P, p [eXp(D ) 0 ]P.
0 0 exp(Ds) 0 exp(D) 0 exp(o)
(c) The indices j for which the permutation matrix P = I, and the basis elements are of the
form
D00y g D 0
0 o 0], 0o DI 1o &
0 0 Dy



with o = o1 when j € J,, = {(j —1)?|2<1<d},and 0 = 09 when j € J,, = {I* - ]2 <1 <
d}.

(d) The basis elements with indices j € J = {I> = 1:2 <[ < d} U {d?} are diagonal matrices,
which are orthogonal to each other. Obviously, |J| =d — 1.
2.1.1 Hermitian unitary basis for 2" x 2" complex matrices

Now we present another Hermitian unitary basis of C2"*2" 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(2™)
described in Theorem [2.I] 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®...@ Ay : Aj € {Iz,03},1 < j <n} (1)

is a set of 2" linearly independent diagonal matrices with trace zero except when A; = I for all j
ie. A1 ®...® A, = Isn. We call this as the Standard Recursive Block Basis (SRBB).
Corollary 2.3. (SRBB) Let B2") = {B](.Qn) : 1 < j <227} denote the basis described in Theorem
and Drz is given by equation . Then the set UZ") = {U]@L) 15 < 22"}, where

(2")_{DGDIZifjej:{l2—1:2§l§2”}u{22”}
=

B](?n), otherwise

forms a Hermitian unitary basis for C2"*2". Besides, Tr(U]@n)) = 0 when UJ@n) % Ion.

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

(D) tifk=1¢{p q} (D) tifk=1¢{p,q}
litk=p,l = —ifk=pl=
Ul =4 0 o and [U), =4 W0 P (2)
lifk=q,l=p iifk=ql=p
0 otherwise 0 otherwise.
1<k, 1 <27,

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 From now onward, we denote
AR A ®...® A, = @, A; for some matrices or vectors A;. If A; = A for all i then we denote
®£1Ai =QMA.

Definition 2.4. Define x : {I,Z} — {0,1} such that x(/) =0, x(Z) = 1. For any positive integer
m, define x,, : {®" A; | A; € {I,Z},1 <i<m}—{0,1,...,2™ — 1} such that

m

Xm (®FL1 A7) =Y 27 x(Ay).

=1

The above definition is inspired from the fact that for any matrix A = [Ag A1] € C?*2, the
columns of ®™A are ordered according to the lexicographic ordering of binary strings, where the
bits 0 and 1 represent the first column Ay and the second column A; of A. The k-th column of



®™A corresponds to the the binary string representation of k, say kiks ... k,, k; € {0,1}, and hence
it is given by A, ® Ak, ® ... ® Ag,,, 0 < k < 2" — 1. In particular, for the Hardamard matrix Hs,
we can write

Hy = \}i [diag(l2) diag(o3)] .

Hence the k-th column of 2%2Hyn := 27%/2 (®"H,) is given by diag(Ay,) ® diag(4Ax,) ®@ ... ®
diag(Ayg,) = diag(Ak, ® A, @ ... ® Ay, ), where k = kika ...k, is the binary representation of
k and Ay, € {I2,03}, 1 <1 < n. Thus there is a one-to-one correspondence between the columns of
2"/2 Hyn and the diagonal basis elements of U, 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, [I1]]. Now we develop a parametric representation of unitary matrices of order d.

We recall from [Chapter 2, [44]] that if {X,..., X%} is a basis of the Lie algebra of a Lie group
G then for some 6 > 0, the map

¢ : (91, 92, ey Qk) — exp(@le) eXp(QQXQ) ... exp(Gka)

from R” into G is an analytic diffeomorphism of the cube I} = {(61,...,0;) : |0;] < 0,1 < j <k} of
R* onto an open subset U of G containing the identity element I of G. If z1, . .., x) are the analytic
functions on U such that the map y — (z1(y),...,2x(y)) inverts ¢, then for 1 < j <k,

xj(exp 01 X1, expB2Xo, ..., exp Qka) = 9]', ((91, R ,9k> S Ig’,.
Then x4, ...,z 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 d? and if {B](d) :1 < j < d?} denotes a basis
of u(d) then we have the following theorem.

. d? . (d) d?
Theorem 3.1. There exists a 8 > 0 such that {Hj:1 exp (ijBj ) D (O1,...,0p2) € 1) } 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 # > 0 such that the map ¢ : (61,...,04) —
exp(ﬁlBYi)),...,exp(@dch(lg)) is a diffeomorphism from IgQ 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]. O

Now we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let B4 = {B(-d) 11 < j < d?} denote a basis of Hermitian unitary matrices
for C¥*4 qs described in Theorem or Corollary . Then

exp(:l:inBJ(-d)) = cosf;l; £isin QjB](-d),

foranijeR,1§j§d2.



Proof: The proof follows from the fact that exp(+ito;) = cost £ isintoj, j =0,1,2,3, t € R,
and P, 4_1) is a symmetric unitary matrix, as described in Theorem and Corollary O

Thus it follows from Proposition that exponential of basis elements given in Corollary
is either a 2-level matrix or a diagonal matrix since the basis elements U, j2n, 1 < j < 2" 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
and Proposition 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 UD, d = 2" proposed in Corollary

Theorem 3.3. Any 2-level unitary matriz U € SU(2™) can be represented as

H exp (itjUj@n)) exp (itlUl(2n)> H exp (it}U§2n)> ’

jeT jeT

where | = (d—1)2+d—1,...,(d—1)2+2(d—1) — 1 for some d € {2,...,2"}, Ul(zn),Uj@n) cu®,
and t;,t; €R,j € J.

Remark 3.4. (a) It is well known that any matrix U € SU(2) has a ZYZ decomposition U =
exp(iaos) exp(ifos) exp(iyos). The Theorem (3.3 provides a ZYZ like decomposition for ma-

trices in SU(2"). Indeed, the matrix [];. 7 exp <itjUJ(2n)) and [[;c 7 exp (it;UJ@n)) act as the
diagonal matrix which represents for the ‘Z’ defined by o3, and the matrix exp (itlU l(2n)> and
as ‘Y’ which is defined by os.

(b) Note that the proof is valid for 2-level special unitary matrix of any order d. We write it for
d = 2" 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 matriz U € U(2™) can be represented using

e H exp <z‘t]~U]§2n)) exp (itzUl(zn)> H exp (it}U]@n)) ;

jeJ JjeT

where | = (d—1)>+d—1,...,(d—1)2+2(d—1) — 1 for some d € {2,...,2"}, UZ(Qn),UJ@n) cuU®),
and o, tj,t; € R, j € J.

Now we consider 2-sparse unitary matrices that are block diagonal matrices, each block is a
special unitary matrix. Let R,(0) denote a rotation gate around an axis a with an angle § € R. In
particular, when the rotation matrices around the axes X, Y, Z are defined as

etf 0

R.(0) = [0 e_w} ,R,(0) = {‘3059 Sinﬂ? L(0) = [COSO isinﬁ]'

—sinf@ cos6 isinf cos6



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

1 o] o] o] o]
2 o o % %
n—1 % % % %
i L —_
n ——-j Ra(el) — Ra(eg) — Ra(92'n—2) — Ra(92n—1) —
where €{_ e, —o },and¥;,1 <j< 2n~1 ¢ R. Then the unitary matrix corre-

sponding to the above circuit is given by

R.(01)]0] 0 0
Fn(Ru(elve%---uer*l)) = FH(RQ) - 0 0l . 0
0 0 0 | Ry(fan—1)

In short, we use the circuit in Definition as

1 1

2 Y‘:%
n—1 .

n —— F,(Ry) —

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

: ! 7 ! ] 7
’ 1
T T 1 T
4 — Ra(el) ] Ra(HQ) | Ra(e?)) ] Ra(04) | Ra(95) ] Ra(e6) | RUL(97) ] RCL(GS) -

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

3)

]

n —— Fo(Ra(Y1, ..., Ygn—1)) —

can be written as
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Fn—l(Ra(¢17 ceey ¢2”‘1))

a
%

where
i = 0; + @; where 1 < j <272
T ; — ¢; where n=2 ] <j <ol

Lemma 3.7. The quantum circuits in equation (@ and Equation 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

Ui(ai, Bi,m)

Us(az, B2,72) 5)

UQk—l (Oé2n—1 s ﬁgn—l s ’}/Qn—l)

in terms of the proposed basis elements, where U;(0;) € SU(2),0; = (aj, 8;,75), 1 < j <2771 is
a 2 x 2 special unitary matrix such that

i(oj+5;) ) i(a;—B5) qin ~ -
e COS e Sin
U;(9;) = 7 7 (6)

_e—i(aj—ﬁj)sinfyj e‘i(aﬁﬁj)cosvj ’

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

1

n —

]
]
]

1
n ——{Fu(Rz(aa,...,a901)) }—‘Fn(Ry(% ) )—4 Fo(R-(B1, - Banr)) —

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

np = My 1< <k (8)
for any diagonal matrix M € {1, —1}k*F,
i Bos atmees T i k)

equal to the set of column vectors of the matriz 2"/?H,, where 1 is defined in equation @ and x 18
defined in equation |2.4).

ntt_qy 1T
Lemma 3.8. The set of vectors {[77(1) 77(3) (2rri-1) } |0 <k<2"— 1} 18

10



Proof: The proof follows from the fact that

1) 3) ) N N |
[nxﬁl(k)@)crs Nlwes  halk)oos = diag(x,, (k)),

where 0 < k < 2™ — 1. O

Theorem 3.9. The unitary matrix corresponding to an M,ZY Z given by equation @ can be
written as

2n—1
TT expliting 1)) < os) | | T exp (020,075 | | TT exp(itins 1)) % o3)
JjeJ Jj=1 JjeTJ

where O4j2_o; =7 ER, 1< j < 2"_1,tj7t;- € R.

cosf sind

Proof: We know that R,(#) = exp(ifoz) = cosfI + isinfoy = [_ <08 cosd

] . From the

proposed traceless basis elements, we have

D; 0 0

U ed 0 o 0 [‘62 10)][10) O]
0 0 D 92

when j € J,, = {I?~1:2 <1< 2"} and Dy, D2, D are diagonal matrices with entries from {1, —1}.
In particular, the i-th diagonal entry of D, D1, and D is 1 if 4 is even and —1 otherwise. Further,
choosing j = 41> — 21, 1 <[ < 2"l it is evident that the block diagonal matrices U ](-QH) will have
non-overlapping positions of o9 in the diagonal.

Thus we obtain

Vo
2n71 ‘/
(i6a2 U ) = !
EXp gz _o1Uy2 _9)) = - ’
=1 '
Von
where
0,0 .. . 0,2 o
v - H e 45°—2j 0 COSH412721 Sln9412,21 H e 45" =2 0
2 = ' 0 e W42_2; sinfy2_o9 cosbypz_o , 0 e 0422
]<l ]>l
B et 25419452 25 cos 0,02 o ei(zja 0452 _0;—> 5510452 _2;) sin 0,2y
— . _ s 9
e (a2 0= 51 02 o) sin @2 _o eV 21042 25 cosOy2_o
1<i< ot

Now setting 042 o = v, 1 < 1 < 27! for the representation of a M,ZY Z unitary matrix
given by equation with each diagonal block given by equation @ through the proposed basis
elements, the next is to find parameters that can provide the values of the remaining parameters

oy, By Setting @y =3, 0452 o5 and yp = 3 0452 95 — > 0452 o5, we obtain

el cosy el sin vy,

Voy = 08 . .
A —e Wisiny, e "l cosy

11



ia; ib;

Now let Ay = [60 eg‘”} and By = [eo 6 0 bl} , az, by € R such that

ei(al +Bl) coSs Y ei(al _ﬂl) Sin o7}

Ui(ou, Bi,m) = AV By = [_ei(azﬁl) siny;  e~i@+A) cogy |

and U = AV B, where

Ay V2 b
A— , V = ) B =
A2n VVQH B2n
Then setting
- S—2n-lo1 (20-1) , _
Ay = eXP (2 im0 -t (j1g0,t) . "
_ . on—1_1 21—1
0 exp —(i 5o ”Lfilgj)@as” )
where _eXp (i E2n71_1 77(21_1) ) 0 -
le - 7=0 X:Li1(j)®o'3 J 1
_ . on—1_1 20—1
0 exp—(i2 g ”i—il()j)@@os )

This is obtained by applying all [-th blocks of exp(i ®Z;i A ® 03) where Ay € {I,o3} so that
Aoy, Boy 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 Hz = b, where by = —(x; —
a; — fy) and by = —(y; — B1 + o), and n defined in equation , 1 <1 <2l and z
T
[to 11 ton—1_1 1) tha-1 4]  and
(1) 1) (1) 1) 7
T (0)@es Tti@—ngos Dot ()0 Tk @n1-1)g0s
77(1) 77(1) —77(1) _77(1)
Xn11(0)@03 Xn (27 1=1)®03 Xnt1(0)®03 Xpt1(2n1=1)®0s
(20-1) @2-1) (20-1) Q-1)
H = nx:bil(o)®0'3 nXﬁi1(2”_1*1)®03 nxﬁi1(0)®03 nxﬁil(Q”_lfl)@)Us
=1 @ (21-1) Y ey
T (0)@as hatient-Deos  hil(0)@0s Tt @110
(2”—'1) (2"-1) . (2"—.1) (2"-1) .
Mt (0)@0s tient-nees il ()0 T @n1-1)@os
(2"-1) (27-1) _(@2r=1) _ 21
Lt (0)@os L 1-ees il (0)@es i @1 =1)@03 ] gn o
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Now H is nonsingular since H can also be written in the following form.

'T’(l) 77(1) 77(1) 77(1) 7
Xt 1 (0)®03 Xt (2n1-1)Q03 X 11 (0)®a3 Xt (2n 1 -1)®0s
77(3) 77(3) 77(3) 77(3)
X, 11 (0)®as Xt (2n—1-1)Qo3 X 21 (0)®a3 Xt (2n—1-1)Qo3
(20-1) (21-1) (2-1) @-1)
nx;i1(0)®03 nx_1 (2n=1-1)®0s nx;i1(0)®03 nx;il(Q"’l—l)Q?Ua
H=P| on_y (2n—1) (2n—1) (2n—1)
1 (0)@os et @-1-1)@os L, (0)®0s Mt @r=1-1)g0s
77(1) 77(1) _77(1) —77(1)
X, 11 (0)®0o3 X, i (2r1-1)®0s X 11 (0)®a3 X, (2n1-1)®0s
77(3) 77(3) _77(3) (3
X, 11(0)@03 Xt (2 1-1)®03 X, L1 (0)®0s X, 211 Qo3
(2"—.1) (2"—1) _ (2";1) _ (2"—1)
1 (0)@0s et @-1-1)gos il (0)®0s =t (2n=11)@0s ]
Note that

!/

2(1171)/2[_[”_1 _ 2n/2H

_on=n/2p

otn=1/2p |

A=P [ on-1)/2p

follows from Lemma and (diag(@ﬁ;%Mk ® o3) = 2=V/2H,,_1, where P is a permutation
matrix. This completes the proof. ]

Remark 3.10.

3.2

(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.

It can be noted that using Pauli string basis to form matrices of dimensions 2" 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(n22") 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.

Algorithmic approximation of special unitary matrices

We can utilize Theorem to find a value 8 > 0 such that the set {H;iil exp (iHjB](d))} , Where

01, ..

LOp) € IgQ, 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

d2

~—

d? d? L
U= H exp (iHjB](d)) e H exp (iGjB](.d)> = H
j=1 j=1 =1 \j

Ltimes

1 exp (i@lij(-d)) (9
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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 given by U?") 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

L [ d&
. . Y )
, min _ U H Hexp (7,0[]3]- >
15 €14 =1 \j=1
for some 6 > 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 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 = 2", 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(2"), the number of C NOT gates required for a single iteration
becomes O(237) as follows from equation @ 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=L CNOT gates from this ordering of the basis elements and there are 22" — 2" 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 @D 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:

(n—1)2+ (n—1)+ (k mod (n— 1))
(n—1)2+ (k mod (n — 1)).

{f : N X Z — Z such that f(n,k): (10)

fu(K)
h:N x Z — 7Z such that h(n, k) := h,

(k) =
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 @D,
setting L = 1.
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Algorithm 1 Approximating d x d special unitary matrix
Provided: Consider the basis B of SU(d) from Theorem and set

d2-1
P(ay,a,...,0p2_1) = H eXP(mJ'BJ('d))
j=1

Input: U; € SU(d),d? — 1 real parameters (agl), . ,aé?_l), e>0

Output: A unitary matrix A such that |[U — Al|r < € where

L [d>-1
A= H H exp(za(l)B( )
=1 \ j=1
procedure (Unitary Matrix U) >

A—=1
fort=1;t++ do
Use optimization methods like Nelder-Mead/Powell’s or Gradient descent to determine
U = ¢(a§t), . at ) such that |U — Uy|| is minimum. Set ||U — Uy|| = €.

n2—1
if ¢, < e then
Break
A— Al/}(agt), agt), .. ,affg)il)
else

Uiy1 — U A*

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]@n) ceu®), exp(iGUJ@n)),j = he(p),p < ¢,q € {2,...,2"},
can be written as

271,71_1 271,71_1

[T expitii() @ os) | exp (i0UF) [ T] expliti(xty (1) @ 03)
(=0 =0

where j' = fo(p),p < ¢,q € {2,...,2"} for some t;,t; € 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 M,ZY Z type matrix or permutation of a M,ZY Z type matrix.
For example, note from Theorem that in the original ordering of the non-diagonal SRBB basis
matrices with indices 452 — 25 and diagonal SRB matrices, the matrix

2n71_1 27171_1

anl
. — 2n . _
[T expltOqti @ @os) | | T OaeziUily; | | 1 explitig (1) @ o3)
1=0 j=1 1=0

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

From Corollary note that any non-diagonal element of the SRBB is given by U ;271) = PMP,
where M is a block diagonal matrix with a maximum 3 blocks, two of which are diagonal matrices
and one block is o € {01,03}, and P = P, ) is a trnasposition with 0 < a < 8 < 2". Moreover,
the permutation matrix P, g) 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.

[cosf; isinf; O 0 cosfly  sinf; 0 0
) (4)y _ |isinf; cosb; 0 0 . (), _ |—sinfy costh 0O 0
eXp(Zel Ul ) - 0 0 6i01 0 s eXp(ZGQ U2 ) - 0 0 6i92 0
| 0 0 0 e 0 0 0 e 02
[ei®s 0 0 0 et 0 0 0
—i0 .
oy | 0 e 0 0 @)y | 0 cosfy isinfy 0
exp(ifsUy ) = 0 0 etfs 0 |’ exp(ifaUy ") = 0 4sinfy cosby 0
| 0 0 0 e 0 0 0 e
[ cos 4 0 isinfs 0 ] [ei0s 0 0 0
i0 ;
(4 0 e'’s 0 0 o)y |0 cosfs  sinbs 0
exp(isUs ) = tsinfls 0  cosfs 0 |’ exp(ifsUs ) = 0 —sinfg cosbg 0o |’
| 0 0 0 e ] 0 0 0 e
[ cosfa 0 sinfj 0 [eifs 0 0 0
i0 i0
o rr(4)y 0 er 0 0 ooy | 0 e 0 0
exp(it:Uz ") = | _ sinf; 0 cosfr 0o |’ exp(ifsUs ) = 0 0 e s 0 |’
| 0 0 0 e i L0 0 0 e
[¢i09 0 0 0 cos B9 0 0 1sin 019
o)y | 0 e 0 0 L @) 0 e~ 0
exp(ifioUs 7) = 0 0 cosly isinfy|’ exp(ifioly’) = 0 0 egifo 0 ’
| 0 0 isinfly cosfy | isin By 0 0 cos B9
[eifn 0 0 0 ] [ef12 0 0 0
. 4 0 cosf 0 isin @ . 4 0 e~ 0 0
exp(zgllUl(l)) = 0 0 1 e—i911 0 M ) exp(,LalQUl(Q)) = 0 0 cos 912 sin 912 )
| 0 7sin 011 0 cos 011 | | 0 0 —sinfhy cos bz
[ cos i3 0 0 sin 63| [e014 0 0 0
. 4 0 e Wi 0 . 4 0 cos @ 0 sin @
eXp(2913U1(3)) = 0 0 ei013 0 ) eXp(2914U1(4)) = 0 0 " e—i914 0 " )
L~ sin 013 0 0 COs 913_ L 0 —sin 914 0 (o)) 914_
[ei015 0 0 0
: 4 0 e s 0 0
exp(2915U1(5)) = 0 0 e—iglo 0
| 0 0 0 e

Then note that exp (i6; U1(4)) exp (i02U2(4)) exp (i91U54)) exp (i912U1(§)) forms a MyZY Z matrix.
Further, the product
U4(4) Ué4)) exXp (Z@lDUl(g)) exp (ielgUl(g))P(gA)

P(2,4) exp (i94 ) exp (i@ﬁ

is of the form M>ZY Z, and

P(273) exXp (195U5(4)) exp (Z(97U7(4)) exp (2911U1(11)> exp (i914U1(i))P(273)

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

Now we show that the above observation is true for non-diagonal SRBB elements of SU(2").
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Indeed, for a pair 1 < a < § < 2" with § is even and « is odd, we have
[exp (i0Dq—1)

cosf sin 0
arr(27) ) . )

P (wUfm)— : exp (i0Dp_a-1) . (1

—sin6 cos b

exXp (ZQDQn_B)_

where D, is a diagonal matrix of order x with [-th diagonal entry is 1 if [ is odd and it is 1 if [ is

n

even. Then clearly P, g)exp (iGUg(O{)) Pat1,p) gives a M, ZY Z type matrix. Similarly, if 3 is

odd and « is even then P, gy1)exp (i&U};E&) Plapy1y is a M ZY Z type matrix. Next if a and

(8 are both odd then for the non-diagonal basis element exp (’L’HU}?

n

(;)> will have same pattern as

equation but P15 €xp (LQUJE?E%) Pag1,8) will be a block-diagonal matrix consists of blocks
exp(i6) 0

0 exp(if)

@, B are even then P, g_1)exp (z’&U}j&) P(,p-1) is a special unitary block diagonal matrix with

are of size 2 belonging to u(2) with at least one block of the form [ } . Similarly, if

at least one block is from U(2). Similar observations also hold for the function h.

Finally observe that all the transpositions P, g) whose pre and pro multiplication make a matrix
U J(Qn) e U?") a matrix of type M,,ZY Z or a special unitary block diagonal matrix, have the values
of «, B both to be even or « is even and ( is odd, where 1 < a < 8 < 2™. Thus we consider two
sets of permutation matrices

Paneven = {Pap) € Panl|a,p are even}
Pynodd = {Pap) € Ponlais even, 8 is odd}

which we will use in order to approximate a unitary matrix as a product of M, ZY Z or unitary block

ﬁEmodd‘-

We will see in Theorem [£.8 that the product of exponential of certain SRBB elements create a
matrix which is permutation similar to a M, ZY Z matrix or a special unitary block diagonal matrix,
and the corresponding permutation matrix is a product of 2"~2 disjoint transpositions either from
Pon even or P2",0dd and total number of such permutation matrices is (27! — 1) which makes the
total number of elements in Pyn even and Py, 4 to be 2725 (21 —1) = 22773 2772 Let T¢ and
T¢ be sets of 272 disjoint transpositions from Pan even and P2",odd respectively, 1 <z <271 -1
such that U, Ty = Pan even and U, T7 = 7)2n,odd’ where J denotes disjoint union. Define

HT; = H P(a,ﬂ) and HT; = H P(aﬁ), (12)
( )Tz (aP)eT?

diagonal matrices and its permutations. Then it follows that |Pan even| = 2n—3_on=2 _

I<z<onl—1q

The motivation behind creating unitary block diagonal or M,,ZY Z matrices lies in the fact that
the quantum circuits for such matrices are easy to implement. The quantum circuit for M,ZY Z
matrices can be found in [26]. We shall see later that adding a few CNOT and R, gates it is possible
to define a circuit for a block diagonal matrix with 2 x 2 blocks from a circuit that represents a
M,ZY 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 matriz U € SU(2™) consisting of 2 x 2 blocks is of the form

(Tesw (0-s022) ) ( T o (-022) ) (TTesm (i-102))
j=1

where Oy52_o; ER,1 < 5 < 21 0, 0}, | are obtained from Theorem and TheOTe.

Proof: The matrices U, t(g )1, 2 <t < 2™ are used to construct diagonal unitary matrices. Thus

the proof follows from how to get a M, ZY Z matrix and finally we apply the same procedure used
in theorem 0

2n—1

Lemma 4. 3 Suppose U( ,B,7) is a unitary matriz given by equation (@) where o = {a; }J 1

{Bj}j 1 y Y = {’YJ}J 1 . Then

277,71_1 2"71—1
IT e (it () @03) | U@, By) | [ exp (ity (621 (p) @ 03) | = U, B,7),
p=0 p=0
which is of the form M,Y ZY, where a = {aj} "B = {ﬁj}jzn A {’yj}] | with
277.—1 1 on— 1 —1
~ 2j—1) (2j-1)
aj = (o5 +( Z (] ®Zt T Z ] ®Zp))
p=0
2" -1 ) 2n—1_1 (
3. — 2] 1 25-1)
Bi = Z It ez by = Z Tt ez )):
Y=, 1< <27 byt € R
Proof: The proof follows adapting a similar procedure as described in Theorem 0.

Lemma 4.4 (Product of exponential of certain basis elements makes a M,,ZY Z matrix).
The matriz

n—1 n—1

H (exp (i9h2q(0)U,(l§:()0)> (exp (19f2q(0)U( ()0)) H (eXP (1625 1)2U((2 : 1)2 )) (exp (i‘94j272jUi]2‘:ZQj)>

1s of the form of a M,ZY Z matriz. Besides this matriz can also be expressed alternatively as

2n—1_1 — 2n—1
. _ 2 . _
I explity(x,21(p) ® o3) H exp (ida2_2;Usay)) | | T explity(ts(p) @ 0s) |
p=0 7j=1 p=1

where 04]'2,2’]', 0(2]',1)2 € R, 1 S] § 2n_1,

¢4j2_2j — arccos \/(COS ‘9(2]'_1)2 COS 9(4j2_2j))2 + (sin 9(2j_1)2 Sin 0(4j2_2j))2,

and tp,t;, 0<p<2"t —1 can be obtained by solving a linear system.
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Proof: The first identity follows from the writing the value hoq(0) and f2,(0). From the
definition of U ;271), observe that

[ Dioja)x2j-2) | 0 i 0
(2 cosbOyj2_o;  Sinly2_o;
exp (1/94j272‘7 U4j2_2j) 0 | — Sin 94]'2,2]' COS 04j2*2j_ 0
i 0 0 Dan_2j)x(2n—2)
[ Dj-2)x@j-2) | 0 ]
o (27 - cosbgj_1)2  isinf(g;_qy
exp (Z9(2J71)QB(2j_1)2) B O _i Sil’l 9(2]'_1)2 COS 9(2j_1)2 | O
i 0 0 Dan_2j)x (2n—2j)

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

exp (i0y,2_o;),if k is odd
Dy, = ) o
exp (—ifly;2_o;),if k is even

1<k<onl,

Now
_COS 0(2]',1)2 1 8in 0(2]',1)2 COS 04j2_2j sin 94j2—2j
_7: sin 0(2j—1)2 COS 0(2j—1)2 —sin 04j2—2j COS 94]'2_2]'

[ COS 0(2‘7,1)2 COS 04]'2,2]' — ¢sin 0(2]',1)2 sin 04]'272.7 sin 94.]'2,2]' COS 0(2]',1)2 + 1 COS 94.7‘2,2]' sin 0(2]'71)2
—sinfyj2_9;c0809;_1)2 + 108l 2_o;8inbp;_1)2 08B 1)2 CosOyj2 o5+ isinbg;_1)2sinbye_o;

COs ¢4j272j eXp (_i54j272j) sin ¢4j272j eXp (i74122j)]
| —singyj2_g;exp (—Z’Y4j2—2j) COS Pyj2_oj €Xp (L/B4j2—2j>

utilizing

(COS 0(2j*1)2 COS 04]'272]‘)2 + (Sin 0(2‘7‘71)2 Sin 94]'272]‘)2 =+ (Sin 94j2*2j COS 9(2]'71)2)2 + (COS 94‘7‘272]' Sin 9(2]'71)2)2 =1

with
COS ¢4j2,2j = \/(COS 6(2]‘,1)2 COS 94]'2,2]')2 + (Sil’l 9(2]'71)2 sin 94j2*2j)27
sin ¢4j2_2j = \/(Sin 94j2_2j COS 9(2]'_1)2)2 + (COS 94j2_2j sin 6(2j—1)2)27
Sinfy:_1y28infy.2_o;
/34]'272]‘ = arcsin (2J 1)2 4j2 2J7
COS ¢4j2*2j
cos B2 _o;:8inbg;
Vaj2—2; = arcsin 4]% 2 (2 1)2.
Sin ¢4j2—2j
Therefore,
Vol O | O 0
T e [ (2") - (") 0 |Val 00
H exp (“9(2]‘—1)2 U(2j—1)2) exp (7'04j2_2jB4j2—2j) =V =
= 00| -] o0
0]0] 0 |Von
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Ve — _ei(2l<j(64l2—4l+9(21—1)2)) 0 6(71543'2—23') Ccos ¢4j2—2j e(i'74j2—2j) sin ¢4j2—2j
v 0 e T i< OnzaitOa-12)) | | (1452 5) gipy Paj2—2; el"P1322) cos Paj2—2;
B n—1
6(i(212=j+1(9412741"'9(2171)2))) 0
n—1
0 6(*1'(212=j+1(941274#9(2171)2)))
Finally, from Theorem we have
gn—1 Wa 0] 0 0
. an
H exp <l¢4j272jUij212j> ={ 0|0 -] O
J=1 0 [0 0O | Wan
with
et 215 a2 a1 cog baj2 2] 1) bz =215 Pz —a1) gin Gujo_oj
W2j —|_ —1( e P2 25 P2 o) g . . =115 Pai22i) . ) ’
e Sin @442 _o; e COS Pyj2_o;
1<j<ont
Thus
271,71_1 27171 277,71_1
. _ . on . _
H exp (th(Xnil(p) ® 03) H exp <Z¢4j2—2jUij212j> H exp (Zt;(XnL(p) ® 03) =V,
p=0 j=1 p=0
which is equivalent to Vo; = ngngMéjsuch that
r —2nmlo (25-1) 7
Mos — exp (i 25— nx;il(p)@)aatp) 0
v 0 exp—(i Y2 T D g
L P p=0 nx;il(p)(st P/
i c2n -1 (25-1) / 7
iy = |TPEE I gen D) .
J N2t -1 (29— /
i 0 exp _(2 Ep:(] nX;il(p)(@UStp)_

will hold for certain values of ¢, t; € R that can be obtained by solving a linear system as described

in Theorenm3.9] This completes the proof. O
Remark 4.5. In the above lemma we see how to select certain basis elements to obtain M, ZY Z
matrices, and the number of non-diagonal basis elements used to create such a matrix is 2". Total
number of non-diagonal basis elements is 22" — 2", Hence, we need to allocate these matrices into
(2™ — 1) bundles each of which contains 2" matrix multiplications such that each bundle gives us a
matrix which is permutationally similar to M, ZY Z matrices i.e. the matrix multiplication in the
bundle is of the form PUP~! where U is a M,,ZY 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 < a < 8 < 2" be a pair of even inlegers, and P, gy denote a 2-cycle permutation
on 2™ elements. Then

: (2") : (2") : (2") , (2")
Pla,p) exp (whﬁ(a—l)UhB(a_l)) exp (19f5<a—1)U fg(a—l)) exp (whﬁfl(a)Uhﬁ_l(a)) exp (wfﬁfm)Ufﬁ_l(a)) Pla,p)
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is a block diagonal matrix of the form M,Y ZY given by

Uy 0] 0] O
0 |Us| 0] O
0|0 ] ] 0
010 0 U
such that
Ua = exp (i@hﬁ(a,1)0'1> exp (iefﬁ(a71)0'2> exXp (Ii(ef,gfﬂa) + 9h5,1(a))03)

Us = exp (i(efﬁ(a—l) + Hhﬁ(a—l))a3> P (whﬁ—l(a)m) P (_wfﬁ—l(a)a2)

Uy =

Proof: Note that

_ei(ehﬁ(a—l))Da—2

: (2") —
exp (Z‘ghﬁ(afl)UhB(a_n) =

_ei(efﬁ(afl))Da72

; (2™) _
€xp (lgfa(a—l)Ufﬁ(aq)) =

COS (th(a—l)) i sin (ohg(a—l))

ei(ehﬂ(a—l))DB—a+l

¢ sin (9h5(a—1)) cos (QhB(a_l))

sin (efﬂ(a—l))

cos (07, (a-1))
ei(9f5(a71))D/3—a+1

—sin (Hfﬁ(a—l)) COS (Gfﬁ(a,l))

exp (i(é’fg,l(a) +0hs_ () T Ops0a-1) Hhﬁ(afl))o'?)) Jled{l,2,..., 23\ {a/2,8/2}.

e 0ng(a—1))Dan—p

ei(efﬁ(a—l))DZ”—ﬁ

where Dy_9,Dg_q4+1 and Dan_g are diagonal matrices of order a — 2, f —a + 1 and 2" — 3
respectively with the k-th diagonal entry is 1 if k is odd and —1 otherwise. Therefore,

Vol O 0
: (2m) . (2") _ )
Pla.) exP (i0hy(a-1) U, (a=1)) €XP (0p5 -1 Uy (o) Py = | 0| .| 0 |-
00 | Ve
[ Wo | 0 0
. on . on ,
P(q,p) €Xp (29hﬁ,1(a)U,Eﬁ_)1(a))eXP (Z9fﬁ,1(a)BJ(cB_)l(a)))P(a,ﬁ) = ol o0 |
0 |0 | W
where
Vo = exp(ibh,(a—1)01)exp (ibf,a—1)02)
Var = exp (ibh,(a—1)03) exp (ip,(a—1)03), VI € {1,2,..., 2"} \ {a/2}
Wg = exp (ighﬁ 1(a)01)exp (_iefﬁ,l(a)UQ)
Wa = exp (ighﬁ_l(a)o—ii) eXp (i0f5_1(a)03)7Vl € {17 2,..., 2n—1} \ {6/2}

Thus the desired result follows.
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Corollary 4.7. Let 0 < a < 8 < 2" and 0 < § < v < 2" be two distinct pairs of even integers,
and P g), Ps.) denote the permutation matrices of order 2" corresponding to the transpositions
(o, B) and (6,7) respectively. Then P5.)APs,) = A, where

_ ~ (2") - (") (") : (2")
A= exp (Zehﬂ(a U0 1)) exXp (ngﬂ(a—l)Ufﬂ(a—l)) eXp (Ghﬁ—l(a)Uhg,l(a)> exp (29fg—1(a)Ufﬁ,1(a)> :

Proof: The proof is computational and follows from Theorem O

Theorem 4.8 (Product of exponential of certain basis elements make a matrix permuta-
tionally similar to a M,,ZY Z matrix). Let P = H?;Q Pla, p;) be a product of 272 permutation
matrices of order 2" corresponding to transposition (o, 5;), where 0 < aj < 5; <271 < j < on—2
are distinct pairs of even integers. Then

n—

(27) : (2")
H XP (“9% (o =) Uny, (aj—n) oXp (Z% (051, (aj—n)

7=1

: (2") : (2m)
exp (whﬁjl(aj)Uhﬁjl(aj))) exp (lefajl(aj)Ufgjl(aj)))] P,

is a block diagonal matriz of the form M,Y ZY , where the diagonal blocks are given by

Usy = exp (i) Ony, @n-1) + 0fs, an—1) T O, _1(@m) T 05, 1(am))03 | €XP (wh@j(arl)m)

m<j

eXp <19f5 a-—1)02> exXp (i(efgjfl(aj) + ehgjfl(aj))o-‘g)

271, 2
6xXp ( ehﬂ (q-1) T efﬂ (y—1) + Hhﬁ () T efﬂl 1(a ))03
l=j5+1
Us; = exp ( O s() + 05 stam) O 1) + 05 (am0))3 | 05D (10, (1)
m<j
exp ( Wiy, ) exp <'(9f5]. (aj—1) + Oy, (aj—l))o’:s)
gn— 2
exp | i D (O a-1) T Ops (1) + Ohgyran) + 05,1 ()) 5 | -
I=j+1
1<j<an2,
Proof: From Lemma
277,72
(2n) (27L)
1_[1 P [exp <“9h6 (aj_l)Uhg (o 1)> exp <29fﬂ (O‘j_l)Ufﬁj (aj1)>
j:

) (2m) (2)
exp <Z0h,8j—1(aj)Uh@ e )> exXp <Zef5 (O‘j)Ufgjl(aj)>:| P
27172
B . (27L) . (2n)
= Hl P(Oéj”Bj) |:eXp <29h’/3j (Oéj—l)Uhﬁj (aj1)> exp <10f5j (aj_l)Ufﬁj (ajl))
]:

. (2m) 2")
exXp <Z9hﬁj—1(0¢j)Uh@ (a )> exXp (Zef[; (aj)Ufﬂjl(aj)>:| P(Oéj,ﬁj)
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Then the proof follows from Lemma4.3] Lemma4.6] and theorem O

Remark 4.9. The theorem above deals with the cases when the product is permutationally similar
to M,ZY Z matrices where the permutation matrix P is a product of 2”2 disjoint transpositions
of the form Pgp, 2y, m < n.

Lemma 4.10. Let 1 < o < < 2" with « is even and j is odd, and P, g) denote the permutation
matrix corresponding to the transposition (o, 8). Then

Pla,p) [eXP (iehﬁ(a—l)UiEf;Eic—l)) exp (iefﬁ(a WU 1>)

- (2") ' (2m)
exp <19h5+1(a)Uh@+1(a)) exp (20f5+1( )Uf3+1( ))] P(O‘vﬁ)

Us| O 0
is a block diagonal matrix U = | ¢ | *-.| ¢ | €SU(2") where
0|0 |Ux

U, = exp (z@hﬂ (a—1 01) exp (foﬁ(a 1)02> exp ('(Qfﬁﬂ(a) + 6h5+1(a))03>
Ugy1 = exp ( 1 Hfﬂ(a 1)+ s 1))I2> exp (z@hﬁﬂ( )01> exp <i9fﬁ+1(a)0'2>
Up-1 = exp (z afB (a-1) T Onga— 1))12) exp (.(9f6+1(a) + 9h6+1(6¥))03)

(i

U = exp (i(0f,,100) T Ohpir(@) T 050a-1) T Ohg(a 1))03)

where 1 € {1,2,...,27 13\ {(a+1)/2,(8—1)/2),(8+ 1)/2}.
Proof: The proof follows similar to the proof of Lemma4.6| ([l

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

Theorem 4.12. Let P = H?:f Pla; 8, be the product of 2"=2 disjoint transpositions where 1 <
aj < B < 2" with o is even and 35 is odd, 1 < j < 2"=2. Then

on—

(2") : @)
P H P (Zehﬂ (Otj—l)UhB (o )> P (wfﬁj (aj_l)UfBj (O‘jl)>
7=1

. (2m) . 2m)
exp <29hﬂj+1(aj)Uh/3j+1(aj)> exp <19f5j+1(aj)Ufﬁjl(O‘j)>:| P
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Uy| O 0

isequaltoU=| o | -.| o | €SU2"), where

and

Uﬁj-i-l =

0| 0 | U

exXP (12 (Ong,, (am—1) T Of,, (am=1) T O,y (am) + efﬁm+1(am))03>
eXp Zehﬁ (a—1)01> eXp (Zefﬁ(a—1)0-2> eXp (Z(Hfﬁ_;,_l(ocj) + ehﬁ.+1(aj))03)
on— 2

exP (22011, (Ongy (er—1) F 05, (01—1) + Ong s en) + 0541 (0)) 03
exp (0, (ap—1) T 9hﬁk(ak71))12) ifBp—1=aj, k>3]

exp (10, (ax—1) + 9hﬁk<ak—1)>f2)

exXP (2 0cmsttas Ona, (am—1) T Oa, (am—1) T Ohgpyiaam) + 9f5m+1<am))03)

exp (i, <o<]-—1>0'1) exp (iefﬁi (%—1)02) exp (i(‘)fam(ai) + 9hﬁi+1<ai>)03)

exp (1 2041 Ongy (er-1) T 015y 01 + Ohga (o) + O ia(a)0s) i Be—1 =05,k <j

exXP (2 0cmttas Onsy, am—1) T Osa, (am=1) T Ohgpyiaam) + 0f5m+1(am))g3)
exp (0, (a--1)0’1> exp (Z’@fﬁ,(a-—n@) exp (i(9fﬁ.+1(ai) + 9hﬁ,+1(ai))03>

2712

exp (1 321711 (O (r—1) F Of5 (—1) + Ongy i1 0n) + Ofs 11(an))03) 5 otherwise

P (i(015, (or1) + Oy 1) 12) P (i St O crt0m) + 055, 1(m) + O, (an 1)+
O, (crm— 1))03) exp (-i(efg.(ajq) +Ong, (ajf1))fz> exp (’i9hﬁj+1(aj)01> exp <i9f5j+1(aj)02)
exp (05, (a;-1) + O, (o;-1))73

2712

exp (21— ]+1(0h[3 (—1) + ef,ﬁ (r—1) T+ Hhﬂ pila) T Hfﬁ +1(az))‘73) fB—1=0+1Lk<y

€xp i20<m<j (Ghﬁm-‘rl(am) + 0fﬁm+1(am) + ehﬁm (am_l) + efﬁm (O‘m_l))ag
exp —i(é’fﬁ (=) Oy, (cx]-—l))IQ) exp (i9h6 +1(a])01> exp <i9f5 _,_1((1])0-2)

on— 2

exp (0, (ap—1) + Ong, (ar— 1)12) ifbr—1=3+1Lk>j
1<j<2n?

Proof: Follows from [4.10] and follows similar to Theorem [4.§ O

Remark 4.13. (a) The theorem above deals with the cases when the product of exponential
of certain SRBB elements is permutationally similar to M,ZY Z matrices, where the corre-
sponding permutation matrix is a product of 22 disjoint transpositions that are of the form
Po,), @ is even and f is odd.
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(b) Besides, from the above theorem we see that when « is even and ( is odd, the for any
trasposition s,y with (J,7) # (o, 8) and ¢ is even and « is odd then like Corollary

P [exp <i9hﬂ(a_1)UiEZafl)) exp (iefﬂ(a_l)U}ZZ;H))

. (2m) . (2m)
P (whﬁ“(a)UhﬁH(a)) xp (wa*l(a)UfBJrl(Oé)ﬂ Fom
does not give back

. (2™) : (™) : (2m) » (27)
exp (Zehﬁ(afl)Uhﬁ(a—l)) exp (Zefﬁ(a+1)Ufﬁ(a+1)) exp <l9h6+1(a)Uhg+1(o<)> exXp <20f8+1(a)Uf5+1(a))

but it gives back

gn
[H exp (i@tz,l Ugf)l)
t=2

, (") , (") , @)
exp (Zehﬁ(a_l)UhB(a—l)) CXp (Zefﬁ(a_l)Ufg(a—l)) eXp (Zehﬁ+l(a)Uh5+1(o¢)>

2”

H exp (iegz 1 Bgi)l)

t=2

: (2)
exp (29f5+1(a) Ufﬁ-‘rl(a))

for some 6, |,0p2_1,2 <t <2". Hence the product of exponential of certain SRBB elements
scaled with some permutation matrix in Theorem [£.12] does not give a M,,ZY Z matrix but
rather a unitary block-diagonal matrix consisting of 2 x 2 blocks.

Now from equation (12)), Theorem and Theorem for any 1 < 2 <271 — 1, define

A : (2") : (2") : (2)
My = 0T | [ ew (th(afl)Uhﬁ(a_l))eXP (lefﬁ(a*I)UfB(a—l))eXp (Z9hﬁ71<a>UhB,1<a>)
(0 B)eTs

exp (fefﬁ—l(a)U](;i)l(a))] IITs, (13)

o _ 0 : (2") : (2") ; (2")
M, = IITj H exp (Zehﬁ(a—l)Uhﬁ(a71)> exp (ngﬁ(a—l)Ufﬁ(a71)> exp (Zehﬂ+1(a)Uh,3+1(a)>
(@,B)ET?

. (2™) 0
exp (wfw(a)Ufﬁ+1 (a)ﬂ e, (14)

where IIT¢ and IIT? are defined in equation (12). Then it can be seen that M2 € SU(2") is a unitary
block diagonal matrix with 2 x 2 blocks and M¢ € SU(2") is a M, ZY Z matrix, 1 <x <271 —1.
Now note that for each x, M¢ and MY include 4 x 2"~2 = 2" non-diagonal SRBB elements, and
a total of 2 x (271 — 1) x 2" = 227 — 271 SRBB elements. Further, from Lemma note that
there are 2 x 27! = 2" non-diagonal SRBB elements whose product gives us a matrix of the form
M, ZY Z. Thus the total number of non-diagonal basis elements 22" — 2" = 227 — 2n+1 1 97 SRBB
elements which contribute to unitary block diagonal matrices of matrices of type M,,ZY Z which
we will now employ to redefine an approximation for any unitary matrix of order 2".
Approximation of unitary matrices of order 2" with optimal ordering of the SRRB:
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Define

2n
() = Hexp (#0205 (15)
|
2n e e e
V(O,) = Hexp (z@ 12U, >1)2)exp (29(432_2])U(<4j;_2j)) [] @) aareyle)
r=1
an—l_1
2(0y) = [T @mo) gy |. (17)
=1

Then note that ((O¢) is the product of exponential of all diagonal SRBB elements, W(©,) is
the product of matrices of type M,ZY Z and permutation scaling of M,,ZY Z type matrices, and
®(0,4) € su(2") is product of unitary block diagonal matrices, which we will use in the construc-
tion of the circuits for these matrices in Section Then we propose a quantum neural network
framework [3] for approximating a unitary matrix as follows. Given U € SU(2") approximate U as

N | (CDRICHEICHY) (18)

where [ is called the layer and we call the equation is called the L-layer approximation of U
with

ol = {(;J(g 12<j< 2"} (19)
O _ [0 O 0 0 0 3
08 = {0ty O amty s 05 Oy ey 11 < 5 <27
(,B) € TE, 1 <z <2t -1}, (20)
O _ [0 0 0 0 o net
08 = {1 ety Ot Ui | (@ B) €T Sz <2 =1 (21)

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

the matrices ((© (l)) (@Ep)), @(@g)), 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 C NOT 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 © = {01,...,052n 1}, where 0 < 0; < 2m,1 < j < 22" _ 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 2" x 2™ special unitary matrix
Provided: Uy € SU(2"), U e U1 < j <227 — 1, ((O¢), ¥(Oy), B(O4) given by equation
- (17

Input: @20), G)g)), @((z)o)’ e>0

Output: A =[], ¢(0)¥(0])2(6}) such that U — Allp < ¢
procedure (Unitary Matrix U) >
A—=1
fort=1;t++ do
Use an optimization method like Nelder-Mead/Powell’s or Gradient descent method to

find @g), @g), @((Z) such that

o oy I~ (OO IO =

if ¢, < e then

Break

A5 450 )ue o o)
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 10712 to 1071 except at a few cases where the error is of the order 1074,

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 (H;il exp (iQiUiM)))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 @Q1.00GHz1.19GH z 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
Cr, Ua, Up such that Uy ® Upe'ss [)hy) = |éx) 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 107'® 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
the errors for simulating random 600 unitary matrices are provided in Figure [I} 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 10712 and 10~7 for up to one iteration/layer. Next we consider certain
standard 4-qubit unitaries and report the error in Table 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

The execution time for approximating the target unitaries described in Table [I] 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,YY,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 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 x 10~ 3.9x10°P
Grovers 13 9.87612962 x 10— 1.72 x 10~
XX 12 7.33016345 x 10~ 1° 9.4 x 10~
YY 39 6.24698228 x 10~ 3.5x 107
77 13 6.22407276 x 10~ 834 x 1071
SWAP 23 6.15361435 x 10~ 3.6 x 10°1°
XZ 28 8.07143891 x 10~ 14 7.62 x 10713
ZX 14 3.40555621 x 10~ 14 6.91 x 10713
7Y 28 3.36666967 x 10~ 5.32 x 10714
CNOT(2,1) 04 2.12476637 x 10~ 1.36 x 10~13
DCNOT 24 4.31202055 x 10~ 14 8.2 x 10~
XNOR 15 5.70538776 x 10~ 6.22 x 10~ 14
iSWAP 36 9.73113534 x 10~ 14 4.78 x 10713
fSWAP 26 1.64656376 x 10~ 13 5.83 x 10713
C-Phase 10 3.17597256 x 10~ 13 71x 1014
XY 22 2.14722235 x 10~ 14 6.65 x 10~ 13
VSW AP 22 2.24302075 x 10713 8.51 x 10713
ViSW AP 28 8.22872467 x 10710 6.18 x 10714
QFT 42 5.11674305 x 1013 7.83 x 10713

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 L, U v vl v ud
Groversy all
XX n,u0,ui”, o vl ugt vy vy ol Uy
Yy 0, v v vl ot Ui vy ol uf)
77 v vl vl
SWAP L, U v v v ud
XZ 14,U§4),U§4),U§4>,U§4),U§4),U§4> Uﬁ*),U{?,U{j’,U(‘*)
X L, U o g @ g @ @
7Y L, U9, U2(4) U3(4> U§4) Ué4) U1(4) U
CNOT(2,1) L, u v v v uld
DCNOT v ul U, U(4) Uﬁ(‘” U(4) v, v v vl v
XNOR U1(4),U2(4) U(4) v uld
iISWAP L, UM u", U(4) U§4) Ul
fSWAP LUV U, U(4) RSN
C-Phase 1,0V, Ug) Uy
Xy n,u, v, o vl vt v vy oy Uy
SWAP L,u" vl ),Ué) v uld
iSW AP LU v vl U§4) Uy
QFT; 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, 27). Further, The algorithm is stopped
immediately when the objective function goes below our specified threshold for the error bound
(e < 5 x 10712) 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 2"

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, M, ZY 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
M, ZY 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 x 1079 1.5x 1076 2.6 x 1078 2.4 %1077
Fredkin 1.6 x 108 2.2 x 1076 0 5.8 x 1076
Grovers 4.602 x 1079 8.1x 1077 0 5.5 x 1077
Peres 2x107° 6.8 x 107 2.1 x1078 23 %1077
QFTs 3.1 x107° 3x 1077 3x 1078 49 %1077
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
CcCccX 1.97 x 1078 2.2 x 107° 1.3x 107 21x10°8
Grovery 2.12 x 1077 — — —
QFT, 9.331 x 1078 7.9 x 1077 8.5 x 1077 3.9x 1078

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 IITS, 1 < z < 271 _ 1. First consider an
n-qubit quantum circuit consisting of only (CNOT ), 1 < i < n — 1 gates as follows. Let

r = (r12973,...7,_1) denote the binary representation of 0 < < 2" 1 ie x = Z?;ll on—i—ly,
where x; € {0,1}. Then for a given x with its binary representation define a circuit with the property
that for each 1 <4 < n—1 the circuit contains a (CNOT'),, ;) gate if the z; = 1, where (CNOT), 3
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

LD

2 —o——

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

1 1 D 1 P

2 —@ 2 ) S
33— N

3 —o—— 3

Now since (CNOT)(M) is a permutation matrix, corresponding to each each 0 < z < 2”71, the
matrix representation corresponding to each of the quantum circuit is a product of permutation
matrices. If z = (z1,...,2n—1), the unitary matrix corresponding to the circuit is given by

IQn, if €Tr; — 0

= A1As ... Ap_1, where A; =
Q 1 L Where {(CNOT)(,LZ), if Ti = 1.
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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.
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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~ to 1076.

Then we show that Q, = IIT¢ for some 1 < z < 2"~! — 1. In particular, for n = 3, we have
HT] = PoayPes), T = P Pug) 11T = P28 P4)-

Obviously, if x # y then C, # C,.

Further, we show that IITS can be defined as follows. Suppose z = (z1x224...2,—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 x; = 1 ie. for all ¢ < k,z; = 0,z = 1. Then IIT? =
(CNOT) 1,y IIT{(CNOT) 4, ). For example, in a 3-qubit system IIT¢,1IT§ and IIT§ are given
by respectively

1 1 S D
¥ 2 o
CRESNORE A & &
U U
Now we prove the above facts in the following theorems. Note that binary strings (z1, 2, ..., Zn—1)
and non-empty subsets of [n — 1] = {1,...,n — 1} have a one-one correspondence. Indeed, for a
subset of A of [n — 1], define a binary string (z1,x2,...,2p—1) with z; = 1ifi € A and z; =0
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The unitary matrices are sampled at random from Haar distribution and Nelder-Mead is employed
for optimization.

otherwise. We denote this function as x : {0,1}*~' — 2»~1 which assigns = to A. Thus each
position of the string represents a characteristic function for A.

Theorem 5.1. Let x : {0,1}" 1 — 20— be the bijective function as defined above. Then

0T = [I Plansy:

Ae2ln—1]
where © = (x1,x2,...,Tn-1), and
ay = Z:Eﬂ”‘i + Z 22" 42,
€A JgA
ieA JgA

If Ay # Az € [n — 1] then (an,, Ba,) # (Qnys Bay), and IITG # 10Ty if  # y.
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Proof: First consider the n-qubit quantum circuit corresponding given by

1

mi —

m2 &P

m3 &P

my P
7

Then the unitary matrix corresponding to the circuit is

k
H(CNOT)(’I’L7mk_j+1)7
j=1
where my <ma...<mg, 1 <k<n-—2and A ={my,mg,...,my} and z = Z§:1 2"‘mj_1:cmj.
Now consider the canonical basis of C2" denoted as {|z1,z2,...,%,) |z € {0,1}}. Then the

output of the above circuit corresponding to the basis elements of C2" as inputs are given by
|z1, 22, ..., Tn—1,1) = |x1, 22, ..., Ty + 1, Ty + L Ty, + 1 T, 1)

and |z1,22,...,2n-1,0) = |21,22,...,2p-1,0). Thus x,, = Tpy;,1 < i < k and z; — x5, j €
[n—1]\ {mi,...,mg}.

Let T : V — V be a linear transformation on vector space of dimension 2m (even integer)
such that T2 = I. Let B = {v1,v2,...,v2,} be a basis of V. Then considering B as the basis for
both the domain and range spaces of T, and assuming that T'(v;) = v;,T'(v;) = v;, T'(vg) = vg, k €
{1,2,...,2m} \ {4,j} gives the transposition P, ;).

Now, in the circuit, the bits are not flipped at p-th position where p € [n—1]\{m1, ma,...,my}
and the bits are flipped for x,,,,1 <+ < k. Thus, fixing z,,,’s for 1 <7 <k, we have on—k=1 trans-
position permutation matrices. Now these x,,,’s can vary among themselves and have total k-1
choices (barring the choice where all z,,,’s are 0). Hence, the circuit is a product of 2¢=12n=k=1 =

2"~% disjoint transposition permutations. Further since, (CNOT), ;y = §®j_1)(CNOT)(n7j) =
I§®j_1) ® (H?i;rl P(2i 2i4on-3y). Hence, the circuit can be written as Hf;f Pla; gy i < Bi <27,
2n7j71

a;, B; are even, 1 < i < 2"°2 _ Further (CNOT) (5 = Ig}j_l @ [[i=1"  P2i+2n-3) Hence the
desired result follows.
Now let us take another circuit

ai

ran)
WV

az

rah)
>

as

Van)
>

D
>
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such that there exists oy such that oy # m;, 1 < i < k. Hence there exist A; # Ao C [n — 1] such
that (aa,,Br,) # (aa,, Ba,) if and only if there exists some basis element |x1,x9,...,2y-1,1) of
C?" such that the image of |z, 2,...,2,_1,1) via the former circuit coincides with the image of
the later circuit i.e.

|71, oy + 1, Taga1, -y Ty, + 1,21, 1) = (21, Ty + L Tty Ty, + 1, 2, 1)

This can happen if and only if z,, +1 = x, which is impossible. Thus the desired result follows. [
Then we have the following corollary.

Theorem 5.2. Let x : {0,1}"" 1 — 20=11 pe the bijective function as defined above. Then

07o = I Powss:

Ae2ln—1]
where © = (x1,x2,...,Tpn-1), and
ayn = Yy w2 > @242,
i€A JEAU{n}
Ba = D m2 4> w241
i€ JgA

If Ay # A € [n — 1] then (aa,, Ba,) # (ay, Bay), and TITS £ 1Ty if x # y.

Proof: Consider the n-qubit quantum circuit corresponding to IITS, where z = Zk 2"_mi_1acmj

j=1
considered in Theore Then IITS = (CNOT) (3, ) UTGL(CNOT) (1, 1 i-€. the circuit

mi,n

1
my P
ma &
ms3 s>
my P

The rest of the proof is similar to that described in Theorem O

5.2 Quantum circuit for diagonal unitaries

The SRBB basis elements that are diagonal matrices, are given by Uj(zgi)l, 2 < j < 2™ which are

of the form ®7_;A;,A4; € {I2,03}. Given such a basis elment for some j, let m be the greatest

number such that A, = I for all p > m, and let A,,, = Ay, = ..., Ay, = o3 for some k with
)

m1 <mg <...<mg <m. Then a quantum circuit representation of exp (i@Uﬁil) is given by
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1 (22)

mt
mg
mg
m —p—H—D— R.((9) O—D—D
n

which represents the unitary matrix

k k
<H(I£®Ml_1 ® (ONOT)(ml,m) ® ISZ)n,—m)) (12®m—1 ® R ( ® I®n m <H I®mz 1 CNOT)(ml m) ® I®n m)
=1 =1

I (5™ T @(CNOT) (1, gy @IS ™) (IS P @R (0) 15" ™y (IS R(CNOT) (1 imy RI5™™).

5.3 Quantum circuit for multi-controlled rotation gates

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

Theorem 5.3. A quantum circuit for a M, ZY Z matriz requires at most (3.2("_1) — 2) CNOT,
and 3 - 2" rotation gates.

Proof: From equation , the circuit representation of a matrix in the M, ZY Z form can be
written as

3
oD
D
- D

n%Fn s, age)) e Fu(By (11,720 1) ] Fu(Re (B, B ) —

Further, from Lemma

(23)

-

n —— Fo(Ra(1, ..., Pon-1)) —
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can be decomposed as

T (24)

S

|
o
o

n ’Fn_l(Ra(el,...,GQn—l)) C) Fn_l(Ra(¢1,...,¢2n—1)) C)
0; + ¢; where 1 < i <272
where ; = or
0; — ¢; where 272 41 < <21
1 (25)

S

|
D
-

n —P— Fr_1(Ra(01,...,000-1)) —D EFo1(Ro(d1, ..y pon—1)) ——
here 1 0; + ¢; where 1 <4 <272 "
where 9; = . Hence
—0; + ¢; where 272 41 << 2n!
1 1 1 1
n —— Fu(R;) Fn(Ry) Fo(R;) ——

can be written as

n —®— Fo1(R.) -0 Fa1(R2) H Fao1(Ry) |-— Faa (

Further, each circuit of the form

=
<
N
D
v
Jany
@




at least requires 2"~ ! gates [26]. Thus the number of CNOTs in the circuit given by equation
is 6.2772 +4 = 3.2"~! + 4. Now in section of the circuit

2 1
—
L[_A

5

n ’anl

(Rz) C) anl(Rz)
the right most CNOT gate of
o
n—1 E
n ——- anl(Rz) —
by decomposing it into
2
T
n—1 E
n C) anZ(Rz) C) anQ(Rz)
and the leftmost CNOT gate of
2 1
3 E‘
n—1 E
n ——- anl(Rz) —

by decomposing into

2
o Y
n —-j Fn—2(Rz) () Fn—Q(Rz) C)
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cancels each other out after further decomposition. This is because
(CNOT)(Q,n) (C’NOT)(Ln) (C’NOT)(QM = (CNOT)(Ln).

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

1
T
n—1 H
n —— Fo1(Ry) —O— Fo1(Ry)

Therefore, the total number of CNOT gates that cancels out each other is 6. Hence, there are at
most 3.2"~1 — 2 CNOT gates. U

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 matriz U € SU(2") of the form

U, 0lo] o] o

0 U0/ 0] 0
ololol ] o |’
010100 | Uy

where Uy; € U(2),1 < j < 2n=1 requires at most 5.2~ — 6 CNOT gates.

Proof: From Theorem any block diagonal matrix U € SU(2") consisting of 2 x 2 blocks is
of the form

2n an—1 2n
(H exp (iﬁtlegj)l)> H exp (i94j2,2jU§;12j> (H exp (iﬁtlegj)l)> (27)
t=2 j=1 t=2

where 052 _9; € R, 1 < j < 21 0, 01’52_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(2") needs to be multiplied on both sides. i.e. we are using the product

gn—1 2m—1
n_ o on o
(M2 exp (it (6 0)) | T exo (420505505, | | TT exv (it @)
j=1 p=1
i.e. we are multiplying all diagonal matrices of the form Q);" | A;, A; € {I, 03} barring the identity
matrix. Now the set {@Q", A;|A; € {Ip,05},1 <i < n}\{Ian} = {@;gﬁ A @ L)A€ {03, 1<i<n— 1}

U {®f;11Ai®Z|Ai e{l,o3},1<i<n— 1}\{12n}.
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2

Hence using Theoremthe product in equation this product can alternatively be written

as
2"71—1 2n71_1

H exp (itp(X;Lh(p) & 03)) U H €Xp (it;(Xa;i1(p) ® 03))
p=1 p=1

for some tp,t; € R where U is a M,,ZY Z matrix, Xn—1 is discussed in Definition H This is
because by Theorem

2n—171 2n,—1 271,—171
U= H exp (z’t},(x;il(p) ® Z) H exp (w4j2—2jU§212j) H exp (it/p(X;il(P) ® Z>
p=0 7=1 p=0

for some real ,, f;,

Moreover, we have shown how to define a quantum circuit for the exponential of matrices of the
form ®;:1 A;® I, A; € {Iz,03}. For each A; = 03, we apply 2 CNOT gates. Also the exponential
of the matrix o3 ® I§®n_1) does not require CNOT gates. Hence the number of CNOT gates
for a given @' A; ® I, A; € {Iy,03} is 2+4+ ...+ 22 = 271 — 2. This is because the

product (H;:lk_l exp (itp(xgi L(D) ® I§®k))) requires 2" % CNOT gates from [26] and Theorem

Therefore the total number of CNOT gates for the product (Hf;:ll_l exp (itp(x;il(p) ® Ig))

is 2" —4. Since the product is applied on both sides of a M, ZY Z matrix, the total number of CNOT
gates becomes 2”1 — 4. The rest of the proof follows from Theorem since 3.2 1 —242nt+l 4
gives us the result. O

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

B —

Z(Rz)

——
3
Cln,

=
N~—

Fj(Rz),3<i<n-—2 : . : : Fij(R;),3<i<mn-—2
Fpn_1(Rz) Fn_1(Rz)

R B B B
i O
¢

n

The circuit represents a block diagonal matrix since it represents the product

n—1 [f2n—k_1 n—1 [f2n—k_1

Il II eXP(itp(x;ik(mei@k)) vITT| 11 exp(”;(xﬁk(p)@%@k))

k=2 \ p=1 k=2 \ p=1

where

2n71_1 2n71 2n71_1

V=TT e (itota i@ @) | | IT exp (032 00505) | [ TT exp (06 @) @ 0s)) |
j=1

p=0 p=0

which gives us the form described in Theoremf4.2]
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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(2") can be approximated in
the circuit form with one layer is given by

- — T (29)

o BECHIIRICDE

¢(e) |

n —-— 41 4

where writing ((0¢), ¥(0) and ®(Oy) as quantum circuits respectively are given by

— Hl2=1 exp (i912—131(22,)1) —
€ € enfe e n-l . n . n
M(Qn_1_1)HT2n_1_1 -1 HTlMl HTl H?:l exp (29(%,1)2383,11)2) exp <10(47272J)B((312)—2_])) -

4HTg,,H_lM;nfl_1HT3H_1 o OTOMPIIT

Recall that M2 € SU(2") is a block diagonal matrix with 2 x 2 blocks and MS,1 < z <

_ . . . n—1 . an . on
27~ _1isa M,ZY Z matrix. Further, since HJQ‘:1 exp (19(2j_1)2 U((Qj—)1)2> exp <19(4j2_2j)U((4j2)_2j)>
is M,,ZY Z type matrix, a quantum circuit representation is given by

IITs

on—1_1

— ; ;
" " "
! ! !
n — F,(R.) Fo(Ry) Fo(Ry) ——

Next, for 1 <z <271 — 1, IIT¢ MEIITS can have the quantum circuit representation as

| T T
e T T e
: T T

(R (R

Finally, for 1 < 2 < 2"~! — 1 a quantum circuit representation of [T M2IIT? is given by

1 JE S

IITS M2 IITe

n — 1 - I

where the circuit representation of MY is of the form mentioned in equation . Finally the
circuits for IITY and IITS can be determined by Theorem [5.2] and Theorem
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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, M, ZY 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 IITy, , for IIT; with m-qubit systems, s € {e, o}.
(CNOT); ) represents a CNOT gate with i-th qubit as control qubit and j-th qubit is the target
qubit.

B Construction of scalable circuits for IIT¢ : If the circuit representation of IITS for n-qubit
system given in Theorem [5.1)as __{TIT¢ | for some x € {0,...,2""1 — 1} then the circuit

for IIT7 14, 1 <y < 2" —11s given by

1
2 [ — PR S
c— 0TS, =
n+1—— —
(30)
if y =2, and
1 —P
2 PR S
aTy ., +—
n+1 —
(31)
ify=2""142.
B Construction of scalable circuits for IITZ : As above, the circuit for IIT7 ;. 1 <y <2"—1
is given by
1
2 R E— J
DT HTg,m —
n+1— —
(32)
if y=x, and
1 7
2
: Ty, .
n+1—P b
(33)
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ify=2""1t4+2 2e€{0,...,2" 1 —1}.

B Construction of scalable circuits for M, ZY Z : This follows from equivalence of circuits given
in equation and equation . Indeed, M,,+12Y Z is of the form

1. I I I
L L L
- T 7 T
n+1—F,1(R,) Fr1(Ry) Fpi1(R:) —
and
1 ] (34)
: ;
; L
j_l
n—+1 ’Fn+1(Ra(¢1,---,¢2n))*
is equivalent to
1 (35)

S
]
]

n+1—— Fn(Ra(Hla cee 792”))

a
%
=
—~
)
e
—~
<
—
<
2
N
S~—
a
>

where
s = 0; + ¢; where 1 < j < 2n~1
! 0; — ¢; where 2772 +1 < j < 2"

B Construction of scalable circuits for block diagonal matrices: This follows similarly due to
the above property of M,ZY Z, 1 < n which define the quantum circuit for a block diagonal
unitary matrix given by equation (128)).

Theorem 5.5. The circuit implementation of a special unitary matrixz on n-qubits with L layers
using Algorithm 2 requires at most L(2.4™ + (n —5)2"~1) CNOT gates, L(3-4" — 52" +1) R, 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 ((6¢), ¥(Oy), and ®(64). From equations (15), and (17), we
have

on—1_1 on—1_1

Hexp(zm_lv D) v = | T @ToasTs) | e©,) = [ @m)aTs),

=1 r=1

n—1

Where MS = (H?:l exp (ie(zjfl)Q U((223_)1)2> exp <19(4J2*2J)U((f]2)—2]))>
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Using Lemma Theorem and from [31), 26], a M, ZY Z matrix takes 3.2"~! — 2 CNOT
gates and 3.2""! R, R, gates. Now M¢, M¢ are M,ZY Z matrices and M2 € su(2") is a block
diagonal matrix for 1 <z < 2n=1=1 Then

2n71_1 2n71_1

CO)=| [] e (ibpx,"1(p) ® I2)) IT exp (8,06, () @ 03)

p=1 q=0

where y is described in Definition
Further the term M§ in ¥(©y) is a M,ZY Z matrix and from Theorem can be written as

on—1l_1 gn—1 gn—1
[T e (6065w @) | | T exp (042 20575) | | TT exp (10,0621 0) @ 03)
p=0 j=1 p=1

where all necessary terms have been defined in Theore Hence the term (H;i})lil exp (iﬁp(xr_il () ® 03)))
from Mg and the term (Hg:;il exp (i04(x;, 1 (p) ® 03))) from ((©¢) are multiplied to form the
product (Hi:llfl exp (i0,(x,, 11 (p) ® Ig))) M§ where Mg is a M, ZY Z matrix such that M is

n—1__ . _
equal to (T2, " exp (i, () @ 3)) ) M.
Next, ®(04) = H2n:_11_1 IITYMIIITS where MS is a block diagonal matrix, which requires

x
(5.2"71 —6) CNOT gates and 2(2" — 1) R, gates and 2" 'number of R, gates from Corollar

Finally, from the construction of IIT¢, 1 < x < 2"~! — 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 z) (CNOT)-
gates having control at the n-th qubit and target is at i-th qubit for 1 <+¢ < n—1. Thus the number
of (CNOT),,i) gates present in the construction of IITg is at most 1 for a fixed 7. Hence, one can
either choose one target qubit from {1,2...,n — 1} and in this case total number of CNOT gates
will be ("Il) One can also choose 2 target qubits from {1,2...,n —1},in this case total number of
CNOT gates will be 2("51). Continuing in this way, the number of CNOT gates that is required
for the permutation matrices is 27:_11 l(";l) for all the permutation matrices in the set Pan even.
On the other hand, IT1T? for each 1 < x < 2"~ —1 requires two more (C NOT) gates than IIT¢ from
our construction. Hence the total Z?:_ll (1+2) ("Il) number of CNOT gates are required for all the
permutation matrices in the set Py, (qq. Now St z’(”l_l) =S n - 1)(7__12) =2"2(n - 1),
which gives us the total CNOT gates for permutation matrices required to construct elements from
Pyn odd and Paneven to be 22"t — 1) + (n — 1)2""L. Since permutation matrices are multiplied
on both sides, the number of CNOT gates becomes 4(2"~! —1) + (n — 1)2". Including the CNOT
gates used for the construction of unitary diagonal matrices in the circuit in total number of
CNOT gates for constructing product of all unitary diagonal matrices is 2" — 2.

However, looking at ((0©)¥(0)®(O), we see that the diagonal matrices of the form ®?:_11 A®os
gets multiplied with the first M, ZY Z matrix in ¥(©,) where A; € {I5,03}. Hence only diagonal
matrices of the form ®?:_11Al ® I remain from ((6¢). Consequently, the total number of CNOT
gates for constructing the product of diagonal unitary matrices i.e. ((O¢) = 2n=1 _ 2. The same
result holds true for number of R, gates. Hence the desired result follows. O

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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n—1—

to

n4

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 HT?L—&-l,y? 0 <y <2"—1 from circuit IIT¢ _,0 <z <271 -1

n,xT’
Provided: CNOT gates, circuits IIT}, ,,0 <z < on—1_ 1,
Input: y € {0,...,2" — 1}
Output: 7(y, 2", even) gives a circuit of Ir ® nrs ., ,
fory=0:2"-1;y++ do
if y < 2" ! then

T=1y

n(y, 2"+, even) — Add one qubit layer at the top. See equation
else

r=y— gn—1

n(y, 2", even) — Add one qubit layer at the top and add a (CNOT)n41,1) to left of
IITY, .. See equation
end if
end for

Now we give Algorithm 7, combining all the Algorithms 3-6 for the generation of (n 4 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 HTZHW 0 <y <2"—1 from circuit HT;’W, 0<zg<2nl_1
Provided: CNOT gates,circuits IIT}, , IIT) ,0 <z < on—l 1.
Input: y € {0,...,2" — 1}
Output:n(y, 2"t odd) gives a circuit of TITG,, ,
fory=0:2"—-1;y++ do
if y < 27! then

T=y
n(y, 2", odd) — Add one qubit layer at the top. See equation
else
r=y-—2"1

n(y, 2" 0dd) — Add one qubit layer at the top and add a (CNOT)(n41,)
gate,(CNOT) (1 n41) gate to the left of Iy @ IIT}, ;. Add another (CNOT),41,1) gate to the
right of IIT}, ;. See equation

End If

end if

End For
end for
End

Algorithm 5 Creating circuit for (n+1)-qubit rotation gates F{;,,1)(R.) from multi-qubit rotation
gates F,,)(R.)
Provided: CNOT gates,circuits F,(R.) .
Input:a;,as,ay...,a9n-1 for Fn(R,) = F,(R,(a1,a2...,a9n—1)) and by,b2,b3... ,byn—1 for
FTL(RZ) = Fn(Rz(bb bg ey b2n—1))
Output:{(F,(R.(a1,...,a9n-1)), Fy(Ry(b1, ..., bon-1))) = &(F,(R:), Fn(R,)) gives a circuit of
Fn+1(Rz)
Add one layer of qubit at the top. Add a (CNOT)( n+1) to the left of I» ® F,(R.). Then add
another (CNOT)(1 py1) and a Iy @ Fy,(R;). See equation (34)) and equation (35).
End

Algorithm 6 Creating circuit for (n+1)-qubit rotation gates Fi,11)(R,) from multi-qubit rotation
gates F(,)(R,)
Provided: CNOT gates,circuits Fy,(Ry) .
Input:ay,az,a4...,a90-1 for Fn(Ry) = F,(Ry(a1,a2...,a90-1)) and by, ba,b3... byn-1 for
Fn(Ry) := Fp(Ry(b1,ba...,byn-1))
Output:{(F,,(Ry(ai,...,a9m-1)), Fo(Ry(b1,...,bon-1))) = E(Fn(Ry), Fu(Ry)) gives a circuit of
Fri(R:)
Add one layer of qubit at the top. Add a (CNOT)(1 n41) to the left of I ® F},(Ry). Then add
another (CNOT) 1 41y and a Is ® Fy,(Ry).See equation and equation (4)).
End
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Algorithm 7 Creating a (n + 1)-qubit circuit to approximate any U € SU(2"!) from a n-qubit
circuit that approximates any U € S U(2m)

Provided: CNOT gates and 1 qubit rotation gates.

Input: n-qubit circuit that approximates any Ue SU(2"™) and of the form mentioned in equation
ie. ((©)¥(0)y(O) where all the terms have been defined in equation

Output:(n + 1)-qubit circuit that approximates any U € SU(2"1)

procedure >
Add a qubit layer at the top/beginning of the circuit.
Create product of all 2! special unitary diagonal matrices from product of all 2" special
unitary diagonal matrices using £(F;(R;), Fi(R:)),1 < i <n in Algorithm

fory=1:2"—-1;y++ do
Use Algorithm (3| create IIT7,  , using the function n(y, 27+ even)

Use Algorithm 4| create IIT7 .,  using the function n(y, 2"+ odd)
Add CNOT gates to convert IIT7  — IIT7
End
end for it
((O) — HE; - exp (LHaxgil(a)), (see definition of y at equation
Create a (n + 1)-qubit MZYZ matrix M§ from a n qubit MZYZ matrix using
E(Fu(R.), Fu(R.)), E(Fu(Ry), Fru(Ry)) in Algorithm [5 and Algorithm [6]

fory=1:2"—-1;i+ + do
Create a (n + 1)-qubit MZYZ matrix M¢ from a n qubit MZYZ matrix using
E(Fu(R.), Fu(R.)),£(Fu(Ry), Fu(Ry)) in Algorithm [5 and Algorithm [6]

Create a (n + 1)-qubit block diagonal special unitary matrix M, from a n qubit block
diagonal special unitary matrix using &(F;(R,), Fi(R)),1 < i < n in Algorithm and
E(Fu(Ry), Fr(Ry)) in Algorithm [6]

End

end for
fory=1:2"—-1:y++ do
Y(O) — MSHT$L+1,yM§P(y,2"+1,even)

¥(O) = ¢(O)
(I)(@) — HT701+1,xM£HT%+17I

P(0) — ¢(O)
End
end for
((©)y(0)2(0)
End Procedure
end procedure
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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 C NOT 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

The circuit given by equation 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.

¢(03,05,015) UgE )

\11(917 927 091 912) 0107 9137 04) 06)

exp (i03
exp (i91U1(4)
exp (i94U 454)

(05, 07,011, 014) exp (i05U5(4)

4 ) exp (wg
) exp (292U( )
) exp (wGUﬁ
) exp <i97

U§4)> exp <i915U1(§)>
> zﬁgU( )> exp <1912U1(2)
)
")

dl )
<1910U10 ) exp (2013U( ))
(

(4)> :

exp 1911U11 ) exp (2’014U14

exp

where UJ(4), 1 < j <15 are the SRBB elements of C2°x2?,
The parametric quantum circuit representation of the circuit equation is as follows:
The quantum circuit for {(©) is given by equation (37))
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2 < R.(03) FO-{ R.(015) -4

A

Hence, circuit for ¥(©) in equation (38))

10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ® ‘ ‘
, L mo e [ me ra b mat L mw e mmm o e mme

The circuit of exp (i91B§4)) exp (i@ngl)) exp (i99Bé4)) exp (i@lng)) is

2 R fo{ R.(8) By (2522 | Ry (252) H Ro (o)} { R-(8) &
(39)
where
of = Wt 20—k — K- —m g 209 + 2012+ Kot K1— 2 — M
4 ’ 4
o= 200 + 205+ Ko — K1 +7%2 — ™ 8= =201 — 205 — Ko+ K1+ —m
B 4 T 4
with
p11 = arccos 1/ (cos 01 cos f2)2 + (sin 0y sin2)2, g = arccos v/ (cos fg cos B12)2 + (sin g sin f;2)2
cos 01 cos O cos 01 sin 09
1 = arccos ——————, 3 = arccos ——————
COS [11 sin p1q
cos g cos 019 cos g sin 019
K] = arccos ———————, Kg = arccos —————.
COS [19 sin f19

The circuit of exp (i94B£4)) exp (i96Bé4)) exp (iﬁlong)) exp (710133%)) is in equation .

1 b P
2 R, (a') [HDH Rx (V) 1 Ry(™45™0) KB Ry (™5™0) 1 R (a) b+ R.(D) D
(40)
where
o204+t g—gptpp—p1 2044206 —g1+g2+p2—pr
B 4 T 4
o — 2010 + 2013+ 91 + g2 —p2 — P1 Y —2010 — 2613 — g1 — 92 —p2 — p1
4 ’ 4
with
my = arccos v/ (cos 04 cos 0)2 + (sin B4 sin 0g)2, m1g = arccos /(cos 19 cos 013)2 + (sin 1 sin 613)2,
cos 04 cos bg cos 04 sin Og
g1 = arccos ——————— gg = arccos — —————
COS My S111. M4
cos 01 cos 013 cos 019 sin B1g
P1 = arccos ———————-_ Py = arccos ———————.
COS M1 S mio
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The quantum circuit for ®(Og4) is given by equation (4I)).

1 DD DD
2 &, R.(a!) HBH R.(8') H Ry (455411 ) L Ry, (B411) H R, (&) HDH R.(B) HD &,
(41)

where

o 2011 + 2014 — Fe —R1 — 2 — 71 G- 2011 + 2014 + Ko + Rl — 2 — N1

- 4 9 - 4 9
. 205 +207+ kKo —FR1+Y2—T1 5 205 —207 —ke+ R+ -7
a g s /B =
4 4

with

us = arccos \/(cos 05 cos 07)2 + (sin 0 sin 07)2, w1, = arccos v/ (cos 011 cos 014)2 + (sin 01, sin 014)2
cos 05 cos 67 cos 05 sin 67

1 = arccos ————, 4o = arccos -
COS U5 sin us
. cos @1 cosbiy cos 011 sin 014
K1 = arccos ——————, Ko = arccos ————.
COS U1 S U131

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 2".

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 = 2™, 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 2" 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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6 Appendix

Proof of Theorem First observe that the matrices B(d) 1 < j < d? are Hermitian and unitary

due to the construction. Also, Tr(B](-d)) = 0 when d is even and Tr(B( )) = 1 when d is odd. Now
we show that these matrices form a linearly independent subset of CdXd. Suppose d is even. Then
setting

(d—1)

GO [l D 0
0 = Z Clm [ m + Z com P, |:0 0_1:| P(m(dfl))
m=1
D 0 ) 0
+ Z C3m |:0 02:| P(m(d—l)) + C44 [0 _03:| + C55Id
d—1)—12 d—1)
= ( Z): ClmBgLi_l) _|_(Z P C2m + Cgm)D 0 P
m=1 0 —Cim =1 0 Com01 + Camoa| T (M(d1)
A B
c442 + cs5lg—9 0
) 42
" [ 0 —C4403 + C55IJ (42)

c

It can be seen from equation that the first d — 1 entries of the last column of B are given
by com — icgm, 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 cop, + ic3m, 1 < m < d — 1, whereas
these corresponding entries in A and C' are zero. Then it immediately follows that co,, = ¢3, = 0,
1 <m < d— 1. Then the equation becomes

(d—1)2—1

= 2

=1

ClmB(d b 0

43
0 e (43)

n c4a2 + 55149 0
0 —c4403 + c5512 |

Further, since { By, W=D 1<m< (d—1)2— 1} U I4—1 is linearly independent, then using the same

method described above, the matrix Z (d- 1) -1 clmB(.d_l)

] has all non-diagonal entries 0. Thus the
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only terms remain are diagonal matrices i.e. the equation reduces to

=y B*Y 0 S+ ess ], 0
0 — Z Cl(mQ—l) (m2-1) + [644 + Cs51q—2
m=2 0 —C1(m2-1) 0 —c4403 + C5512
d—1 d—1 > 0
_ ZgnZQ) 01(m2—1)B((m2_)1) + c44 [0 _1] + cs5lg-1 0 )
0 (= Zq(g;é) C1(m?—1)) + Caa + €55
where ij;_li and I;_1 = B((gj))z, 2 <m < d—1 are proposed basis elements of Cld=1)x(d-1),

For a diagonal matrix M of order d with diagonal entries m;;,1 < j < d, set diag(M) =
[m11mag ... mdd]T as the column vector. Then observe that equation can be described as a

linear system Ax = 0, where z = [013 coe Cl((d-1)2-1) C44 (355]T and
> 0 0
A = |diag (Béd)> diag <B§d)) ... diag (B((s)_1)2_1> diag| [0 -1 O diag (1)
0 0 1

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

d—1 . (d) ~ 00
Z o [dlag (Bmzfl) + 3 | diag 0 -1 0 + v [diag (Id—l)] = 0.
— — 0 0 1

Then multiplying the all-one vector 15 from left at the above equation, we obtain ny = 0 since
sum of entries of all other vectors are zero. This further implies v = 0. Thus we have

d—1 . (d) > 0 0
> am [dlag (Bm2—1> 18 |diag | |0 -1 0 — 0.
m=2 - 0 0 1

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

d—1 d—1
B—I—Zam:Oandﬁ—Zam:O,

m=2 m=2

whose only solution is 8 = a,, = 0 for all m. Hence the desired result follows when m is even. The

proof for odd m follows similarly. O
Proof of Theorem Any 2-level matrix U = [U,g] € SU(2") of order 2" is of the form

lifa=p6,a,8¢{p,q}
aee if a =p =4 Ip , A
0 aeifa —beifs
Uap = ae”ifa=q=p ie. U= I 1
: —be® if a =p,B=gq be—i0s o ae—ifa
be™ifa=q,8=p Iy
0 otherwise
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for some 1 < p < ¢ < 2", a®+b*> =1,a,b,04,0, € R. Now from the Hermitian unitary basis from

Corollarywe have B(g2") = Ppan-1) b . } Ppon_1y, D = diag{(-1)71:1<j<2" -2} =
2
diag{Dy—1, Dg—p—1, Dan_q} for which
exp (ith(an)) = costglon +isin thfn)
exp(itgDp—1)
costy sint,
= exp(itgDg—p—1) ;
—sint, costy

exp(itgDon_q)
when p is odd and ¢ is even, or p is even and ¢ is odd.

(2m)

Now the matrix U can be obtained from exp (it,B,;" ') by the following transformation. Set

D:(laa) Dgab)
eiaa e*iab
DL = Déaa) , -DL — Déab)
e—iaa eiab
Déoza) Déab)
as the diagonal unitary matrices of order 2", where Dga“),Dga”) are order p — 1, Déa“),Déab)
are of order g — p — 1, Déa“),Déab) are of order 2" — ¢, and ag, ap € R such that oy + ap = 6,

aq—ap = 0,. Further if the diagonal blocks can be chosen such that Dia") exp(z’tqu_l)Diab) =1y,
Dga“) exp(itqu,p,l)Déab) =1, p-1, and D:(,)a“) exp(itqun,q)Déab) = Iyn_4 then

Dy exp (ityB{*"))Dp = U
with a = costy, b = —sint,.

Now since Dyz = {U ](2”) :j € J} from equation form a basis for the (real) linear space of
diagonal traceless matrices of order 2", there must exist ¢; and c; such that

r_ 1
—atgDg—1
O
@) _ 1
> Uy = —3tqDg—p-1
jeT —ay
1
i —gtqDon—q
r 1
—atgDg—1
—Q
e " g
> qu ) = —atqg—p-1
jeTJ ayp
1
L —3lqDan—g

Moreover,

exp Zz’ch]@n) = H exp (ich]@n)> = Dy, and

JjeT JjeJ
exp Z ic;»U]@n) = H exp (ic;»U]@n)) = Dgp.
JjeT JjeJ
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0

When both p and ¢ are odd or even, the desired result follows similarly.
i and ¢ is odd. Then any

Proof of Corollary 3.5l Suppose p is odd and ¢ is even, or p is even

2-level matrix U = [Uyg] € U(d) of order 2" is of the form

Ip_
i(a B8 ) 2] i(a B ) . 2]
62( 2 2) COS = _61( 2 2) =

eiet5-3) gin g

L Ign g
for some 1 < p < q<2" «,f,6,0 € R. Then U = e"U’, where

i ;

i(—B_¢ i(—B oy .
=273 cos ¢ —e'=2 ) sin ¢
! __ —iq
U= B_s © el 8.6

ez-32) sing el(zt3) cos%

i e Iyn—g]

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

e (-i4D,) »
' 6 (2n) COS bl » — Sin 5
exp —inl = , exp (—Z§Dq_p_1) , )
sin g COS 5
exp (—igDQn_q)

(d—1)2+2(d—1) — 1 for some d € {2,...,2"}. Define the

where where | = (d —1)> +d —1,...,
diagonal matrices

0
_% p—1+ 7Dp-1
7
@) _ a [
Z c]Uj = —5dg—p-1+ 1Dg—p1
JjeTJ g
_ 8y + LD,
0
_% p—1+ ZDpfl 5
2
2" a [
Z ¢U; —5lgp-1+ 7D p1
JjeT %
0
~§ I g+ §Dn g

where UJ@n) € Drz,7 € J. Then it can be easily checked that

_ @) 9 .em 172"
U' =exp ZC]U]- exp(—zQUl )exp chUj

JET JjET

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