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Abstract—Quantum squaring operation is a useful building
block in implementing quantum algorithms such as linear
regression, regularized least squares algorithm, order-finding
algorithm, quantum search algorithm, Newton Raphson division,
Euclidean distance calculation, cryptography, and in finding roots
and reciprocals. Quantum circuits could be made fault-tolerant
by using error correcting codes and fault-tolerant quantum gates
(such as the Clifford + T-gates). However, the T-gate is very
costly to implement. Two qubit gates (such as the CNOT-gate) are
more prone to noise errors than single qubit gates. Consequently,
in order to realize reliable quantum algorithms, the quantum
circuits should have a low T-count and CNOT-count. In this
paper, we present a novel quantum integer squaring architecture
optimized for T-count, CNOT-count, T-depth, CNOT-depth, and
KQr that produces no garbage outputs. To reduce costs, we use a
novel approach for arranging the generated partial products that
allows us to reduce the number of adders by 50%. We also use
the resource efficient logical-AND gate and uncomputation gate
shown in [1] to further save resources. The proposed quantum
squaring circuit sees an asymptotic reduction of 66.67% in T-
count, 50% in T-depth, 29.41% in CNOT-count, 42.86% in
CNOT-depth, and 25% in KQr with respect to Thapliyal et
al. [2]. With respect to Nagamani et al. [3] the design sees an
asymptotic reduction of 77.27% in T-count, 68.75% in T-depth,
50% in CNOT-count, 61.90% in CNOT-depth, and 6.25% in the
KQr.

Index Terms—Quantum computing, quantum arithmetic,
squaring operation, Clifford + T-gates, quantum circuits

I. INTRODUCTION

In the areas of numbers theory, encryption, and scientific
computing, quantum algorithms for tasks (such as multivariate
integration, path integration, the solution of ordinary and
partial differential equations, eigenvalue problems, and nu-
merical linear algebra problems) can achieve up to a super
polynomial factor speedup compared to classical counterparts
(4] 151 16l [7] 180 [of [10] [11] [12]. Quantum implementations
for mathematical operations, such as fractional exponents,
multiplication, squaring, and addition, will be required to
implement many algorithms in these fields [4] [S] [12] [13]
[14] [15)] [L16] [17] [18] [19] [20]. Specifically, the squaring
operation is required to implement quantum algorithms such as
linear regression, regularized least squares algorithms, order-
finding algorithm, quantum search algorithm, Poisson equation
solving, and Euclidean distance calculation [12] [[18] [21] [22]].
Quantum squaring is also a useful building block to implement
higher order functions such as Newton Rhapson division, and
reciprocal and root calculation [2] [12] [18]].

Quantum circuits are prone to noise errors. To make quan-
tum circuits resistant to noise errors, fault-tolerant quantum
gates and quantum error correcting codes can be applied [13]]
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[23] [24] [25] [26] [27]. Clifford + T-gates are of interest as
they can be made fault-tolerant with error correcting codes [/1]]
[13]] 28] [29] [30] [31] [32] [25] [26]]. However, the trade-off
is that the T-gate is expensive to implement [1]] [[13] [24] [26]
[31] [32] [33]] [34]. Hence, T-count, and T-depth are useful
metrics for fault-tolerant quantum circuit design [1] [13] [24]
[26] [35].

Two qubit gates (such as the CNOT-gate) are more prone
to noise errors than single qubit gates [8] [10] [33] [36]. As
a result, measures such as the CNOT-count and CNOT-depth
have caught the attention of researchers [8]] [23] [27] [33]
[37]]. Coherence errors (such as the T1 and T2 errors) are a
function of time [[10] [38]. Thus, minimizing depth (such as
CNOT-depth) has become an important design objective [S]]
[23]. Due to the limited qubit resources on quantum machines,
the number of qubits is an important resource cost metric [5].

The design of quantum squaring circuits have been ap-
proached by different researchers in the literature [2]] [3] [[18]
[34] [39]. Thapliyal et al. designed a squaring circuit by
generating partial products using Toffoli gates in [2]. The
partial products are added using Peres gate as half adder
and Double Peres gate as full adder. This design has higher
resource cost and produces garbage output. Nagamani et al.
made the design in [2] garbage free by applying Bennett’s
garbage removal scheme [40] and presented it as the first
design titled Garbage Free Squaring Unit (GFSU) in [3]]. The
resulting GFSU has higher gate and depth cost. Nagamani
et al. presented another garbage optimized squaring circuit
titled Optimized Squaring Unit (OSU). The trade-off for this
Optimized Squaring Unit (OSU) is higher gate and depth costs
along with excess garbage output. Banerjee et al. proposed
two garbage and ancillae-optimized squaring circuit designs
in [34] and another reversible squaring circuit using zero
garbage and reduced ancillary inputs in [39] . The squaring
circuits proposed by Banerjee et al. in [34] and [39] employed
recursive structure. As the designs are recursive in nature, they
incur higher gate and depth costs compared to other existing
works such as [2]. Lastly, a garbageless reversible squaring
circuit based on Karatsuba’s recursive method was proposed
by Thapliyal et al. in [18]]. This design employed squaring
operation, adder blocks and subtractor blocks recursively for
computing and decomputing, which results in higher gate cost
than existing designs such as [2], [3]], [34], and [39].

To address the shortcomings of the existing works, we
propose a garbageless quantum squaring circuit (QSC) that
is optimized for T-count, T-depth, CNOT-count, CNOT-depth,
and KQr (the product of the number of qubits and T-depth)
and has no garbage output. In this work, a novel technique
for the arangement of the generated partial products has been
employed. This arrangement allows us to reduce the number
of adders used in this circuit by 50%. Moreover, the design
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uses the logical-AND gate, uncomputation of logical-AND,
and multi-bit quantum adder by Gidney et al. [1]] exclusively
as building blocks. As a result, the gate and depth cost are
further reduced. The proposed QSC, when compared to the
existing work, is shown to be superior in terms of T-count,
T-depth, CNOT-count, CNOT-depth and KQr.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2
we briefly introduce the Clifford + T-gate representations of
logical-AND and uncomputation of logical-AND, in Section
3 we present the proposed Quantum Squaring Circuit (QSC)
the methodology, Cost Analysis is shown in Section 4, Cost
Comparison is shown in Section 5, and in Section 6 we
conclude the document.

II. BACKGROUND
A. Quantum Gates

Physical quantum computers are prone to noise errors.
Hence fault-tolerant implementations of quantum circuits are
being preferred by researchers. The Clifford + T-gate imple-
mentation of quantum circuits could be made fault-tolerant
with error correcting codes. In the proposed quantum squaring
circuit (QSC) the generation of partial products has been done
by using logical-AND gate presented in [1]]. The sum of the
partial products is computed by using the adder presented in
[L]. Again, the uncomputation of logical-AND has been done.
The logical-AND and its uncomputation is illustrated in Fig.
2 [].

|z) —o— |z) 7]
ly) —o— y) = el
—  Jay) |T) 7]

Fig. 1. The logical-AND gate and its Clifford + T-gate implementation [1]

e ‘
v~ Iy =
I
o) — B
Fig. 2. The uncomputation of logical-AND gate and its Clifford gate

implementation [1]

B. Evaluation of Quantum Circuit Performance

The fault-tolerant implementation of T-gate is more costly
than the implementation of other Clifford + T-gates. Hence, the
T-count is a useful metric to compare quantum circuits. Other
performance metrics include T-depth, CNOT-count, CNOT-
depth, and KQ measures.

e T-count: The T-count is the total number of T-gates or

Hermitian transpose of T-gates in a circuit. The T-count
of logical-AND is shown in Fig. 1. The number of T-
count is 4.

o T-depth: The T-depth is the number of T-gate layers in
the circuit. A layer is composed of quantum operations
that can be performed simultaneously. In the logical-AND
circuit, the number of T-depth is 2.

CNOT-count and CNOT-depth could be defined similarly.
The logical-AND shown in Fig. 1 has a CNOT-count of
6 and CNOT-depth of 4.

e KQ: The KQ is the product of qubit cost and gate depth
such as T-gate and CNOT-gate.

III. PROPOSED QSC DESIGN

In this section we show the design methodology of our
proposed Quantum Squaring Circuit (QSC) with a lower T-
count, T-depth, CNOT-count, CNOT-depth, KQr compared to
[2] and [3]. To reduce costs, we use a novel approach for
arranging the generated partial products which allows us to
reduce the number of adders by 50%. For further reduction, we
use the resource efficient logical-AND gate and uncomputation
gate shown in [1]. Hence, the gate and depth costs are reduced.

Consider the squaring of n-bit number a stored in quantum
register |A). Further, consider a quantum output register | P)
of size 2n that is initialized to 0. At the end of computation,
quantum registers |P) would have the squared value of a.

The proposed methodology is generic and can design a
quantum integer squaring circuit of arbitrary size. The steps
involved in the proposed methodology are presented for the
squaring of an n-bit number a. The quantum squaring circuit
algorithm is illustrated in algorithm 1. is An illustrative exam-
ple of the generation of a quantum integer squaring circuit that
can perform the squaring of a 6-bit number a = asasazazaag
is shown in the figures accompanying the steps below:

A. Steps of OSC Design Methodology

There are a total of eight steps of the design methodology of
our proposed n-bit QSC. Steps 1, 2, 3, 4, 7 and 8 are the same
for both odd and even values of input n. Step 5 is applicable
for odd values of input n whereas steps 6 is applicable for
even values of input n. The uncomputation part of both odd
and even values of input n are described in step 8. The steps
along with the figures are given below:

|a0> |a0 — P0>
|ar)
|lagar)
|a2)
|aoaz)
|as)
apas
|las) apay
aogay4
|as)
|agas)
0) |larar)
a)az
ayas
aiaq
— |ajas

Fig. 3. Step 1: Generation of Partial Products from ldgical—AND gate for
6-bit input number a. Here, the value |ag) is the least significant bit | Pg) of
the squared value of the input a.

e Step 1:
In this step the input bits of the number a are input
to the logical-ANDs. At the end of this step, partial
products such as |aga;), |apaz), |apas)... are generated
using logical-ANDs. Also input bits are copied and later
arranged to feed to adders. The least significant bit |Py)
is generated in this step. The value |ag) is the least
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Algorithm 1 Quantum Squaring Circuit

1:

26:
27:
28:
29:
30:
31:
32:
33:

34:

35:

36:
37:

Requirements: a¢ must be an unsigned integer binary
value with bit length n where n > 4.
Input: «
Output: P //The squared value a? is obtained in quantum
register P of length 2n. We will use the variable P to
represent a?.
for i =1 : n—1 do //Generation of parital products and the
copying of input bits are implemented in lines 4 through
9

for j=i:n—1do

a(i —1,7) = a(i — 1).a(j) //AND of inputs values

a;i.; and q; results in partial product values a;.j

end for

a(i,i) = a(i) //Copy input a; to an ancillae using a
CNOT-gate. The computation result is a;
end for
P(0) = a(0) //P(0) is the least significant bit of a?

: P(1) =0 //P(1) is the second least significant bit of a?

for i =1: 2n — 3 do //Lines 12 through 71 show how the
partial products and input values are rearranged in order
to reduce the adder count by half.
if i <n—1 & iis odd then
T0,i—1) = a((i + 1)/2,(i + 1)/2) //The input
values of a+1)2,+1y2 are being place at a quantum register
location Ty ..
T(1,i—1) = a(0,4) //The partial product values of
ap,i are being placed to quantum register location 7'y ;.
if ¢ > 1 then
for j=2:(i+1)/2do
T(4,i—2j41) = a(j—1,i—j+1) //The partial
product values of ;s are being placed at quantum
register location T'j; 1.
end for
end if
end if
if i <n—1 & 7 is even then
for j=1:i/2do
if 7 < 2 then
T(j—1,i—1)=a(j—1,i—j+1) //The partial
product values of ;s are being placed at quantum
register location T’y ;.;.

else
T(G—-1,i—2j4+3)=a(j—1,i—j+1)
end if
end for
T(i/2,1)=0
end if

if i >n—1 & i is odd then
T(0,i—1) = a((i+1)/2, (i+1)/2) //The input values
aG+1)2,G+1y2 are placed to quantum register location T ;..
T(1,i—1) = a(i—n-+1,n—1) //The partial product
values ajnn are placed to quantum register location
T4
if i # (2n — 3) then
forj=2:(2n—-i—1)/2 do
T(j,i—2j+1) = a(i—n+j,n—j) //The partial
product values a4, are placed to quantum register

38:
39:

73:
74:
75:
76:
T7:
78:
79:
80:
81:
82:
83:
84:
85:

location T 9j41.
end for
end if
end if
if i >n—1 & i is even then
forj=1:(2n—1i—2)/2do
if 7 <2 then
T(j—1,i—1)=a(i—n+j,n—j) //Apply the
partial product values @j.n4j - to quantum register location
Ti11-
else
T(G—-1,i—2j4+3)=a(i—n+jn—7)
end if
end for
if n is odd then
if ¢ # 2n — 4 then
T((2n —i—2)/2,2(i — n) + 3) = 0 //Put an
ancillae to quantum register location T’ (2n-i-2)/2,2(-n)+3-
T((2n—1)/2,2(i—n)+1)=0
else if : = 2n — 4 then
T(2n—1i—2)/2,i—1)=0
T((2n—1)/2,i—3)=0
end if
end if
if n is even then
if i # 2n — 4 & i # n then
T((2n —i—2)/2,2(i — n) + 3) = 0 //Put an
ancillae to quantum register location T’ (2n-i-2)/2,2(-n)+3-
T((2n—1)/2,2(i—n)+1)=0
else if - = n then
T((2n—i—2)/2,3)=0
T((2n—14)/2,1)=0
else if i = 2n — 4 then
T(2n—1i—2)/2,i—1)=0
T((2n—1i)/2,i—3)=0
end if
end if
end if

: end for
: if n is odd then //Ancillae are loaded into quantum register

|T). Ancillae are used to ensure properly sized operands
are presented to the quantum adders. Lines 72 through 85
show the ancillae loading procedure.
fori=1:(n—3)/2do
for j =1:2ido
T(i+1,2n—3—-4i+5)=0
end for
end for
end if
if n is even then
fori=1:(n—2)/2do
for j =1:2ido
T(i+1,2n—3—-4i+5)=0
end for
end for
end if
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86:

87:
88:
89:
90:
91:
92:
93:

94:
95:
96:

97:
98:
99:

100:
101:
102:
103:
104:
105:
106:

107:
108:
109:

110:
111:
112:
113:

V(0,1:2n—-2)=T(0,1:2n—3)+T(1,1: 2n—3)
//The first addition accepts operands are of length 2n — 2.
Lines 87 through 112 show the remaining additions. The
generation of the squared result P is also shown.

if n is odd then

fori=1:(n—3)/2do
for j=1:(2n—2—2i) do
Vi,bj—1)=T@GE+1,j—-1)+V(E-1,j-1)
end for
if i # (n — 3)/2 then
P(2i+42) =V(4,0) //Put the first two sum bits to
P
P2i+3)=V(i])
else
P(2i4+2:2i+n+2)=V(0: n)/Put the last
n + 1 sum bits to P
end if
end for
end if
if n is even then
fori=1:(n—2)/2do
for j =1:(2n—2—2i) do
Vi,j—1)=T@GE+1,j-1)+V(@E-1,1-1)
end for
if i # (n — 2)/2 then
P(2i+42) = V(i,0) //Apply the first two sum bits
to P
P(2i4+3)=V(i,1)
else
P(2i4+2:2i+n+1)=V(i,0: n—1) //Put the
last n sum bits to P
end if
end for
end if

Return P(0:2n — 1)

significant bit |Py) of the squared value of the input a.
Here, lines 4 through 11 of algorithm 1 are implemented.
For i=1:1:n-1

For j=i:1:n-1
Put the input values |a;.;) and |q;) at logical-AND gate.
The result of the computation is |a;.1 ).

If (i=j), copy input value |a;) to an ancillae using a
CNOT-gate. The output of the CNOT-gate is the value
|ai,i>.

Step 2:

In this step the generated partial products in step 1 are
arranged specifically and placed at temporary quantum
register |T'). This arrangement of generated partial
products is done to reduce the number of the adders to
half of the number used in existing designs [2] and [3].
Values of |To;) and |T';) where j = 0,1,2..2n — 2
from the array are feed to quantum adder in step 4, and
the remaining partial products from the array are feed to
the quantum adder in step 5 for n odd and step 6 for n

lar) o F— [Too)
lagar) —  — |Th0)
lagaz) —  — |To.)
10) — Q[ |T1.1)
la2) 4y — [To2)
lagaz) — A — [T'12)
|aoas) — 1; — |To3)
|a1a3> — U — |T1,3>
jas) | M — |To4)
|aoas) — lé — |T14)
laras) = g — [Tos)
|lazas) — I \—|T5)
jas) o 3 — ITos)
lazas) — E — |T'16)
jasas) = R — |Toz)
0) o — [Ti7)
las) = — [Tos)
lasas) < — [T1g)

Fig. 4. Step 2: The arranged partial products along with ancillae is placed at a
quantum register | ") for 6-bit input number «a is shown above. For example,
the generated partial product |aga;) is placed at quantum register location
|T1’0>, |a0a1—>T1’0).

even. In this step lines 12 through 71 of algorithm 1 is
implemented.

For i=1:2n-3

— Sub-Step 1:

If : <n—1andiis odd then put the input bit
|agsy2,a1y2) to quantum register location |[Tgiy)
and the partial product of logical-AND value |ag;)
to quantam register location |T'; ;) respectively.

* Sub-sub-step 1: If 7 > 1 and odd then,
For j=2:(i+1)/2
Put the partial product of logical-AND value
laj1,G-j+1)) to quantum register location |Tjij1))-
Here line 18 of algorithm 1 is implemented.

— Sub-Step 2: If i < n — 1 and i is even then, (Here
lines 22 through 31 of algortihm 1 are implemented).
For j=1:i/2

If j < 2 then apply the partial product of the
logical-AND value |aj.ij+1) at quantum register
location |T'j.1.1).

If 5 > 2 then apply the partial product of the
logical-AND value |aj.1ij+1) at quantum register
location |Tj,1,i_2j+3>.

Put an ancillae to |Tix,1).

— Sub-Step 3: If 7 > n — 1 and i is odd then,
Apply input bit |agiy2.a+1y2) t0 quantum register
location |T;.1) and the partial product of logical-
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Algorithm 2 Uncomputation Algorithm

I: fori=1:2:(2n—3) do

28:
29:
30:
31:
32:

33:
34

35:
36:
37:
38:
39:
40:

A A

T(0,i—1)=a((i+1)/2)®T(0,i—1) //Put a((i+1)/2) and T(0,i-1) to a CNOT gate. a((i+1)/2) is unchanged, T(0,i-1)
becomes zero.
end for
for i =3:(2n—3) do
if i < (n—1) then
if i is odd then .
T(2,1—3) A]B Toncitiae //Put a(1), a(i-1) and T(2,i-3) to an uncomputation gate. At the end of computation
a(1) and a(i-1) are unchanged and T(2,i-3) is restored to its initial ancillae value
if ¢ > 3 then
foris=1:((t+1)/2—2) do
Tl +2,i = 3= 201) "2 Toncitiae
end for
end if
end if
if i is even then .
T(0,i—1) AJB Tancillae //Put a(0), a(i-1) and T(0,i-1) to an uncomputation gate. At the end of computation
a(0) and a(i-1) are unchanged and T(0,i-1) is restored to its initial ancillae value
if ¢ > 4 then
for io =1:(i/2—2) do
T(iz + 1,0 — 1 — 2ip) “N2
end for
end if
end if
end if
if i > (n — 1) then
if i is odd then
if i = 2n — 3 then
foriz=1:((2n —i—3)/2) do
T(Zg + 1,’L —1- 27,3) AJB ' Tancmae//Put a(z —n+ ig + 1), CL(TL - ig — 1) and T(’Lg + 1,’L —1- 27,3) to an
uncomputation gate. At the end of computation a(i —n+1i3+1) and a(n —i3— 1) are unchanged and T'(i3+ 1,7 — 1 — 2i3)
is restored to its initial ancillae value
end for
end if
end if
if i is even then .
T(0,i—1) A]B Tonciliae //Put a(i-n+1), a(n-1) and T(0,i-1) to an uncomputation gate. At the end of computation
a(i-n+1) and a(n-1) are unchanged and T(0,i-1) is restored to its initial ancillae value
if ¢ # 2n — 4&i # 2n — 6 then
for iy =2:((2n—i—4)/2) do

Tancillae

T(ig+1,i— 2ig+ 1) Y27 T citiae
end for
end if
end if
end if

end for
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AND value |a@ins101) to quantum register location
T 1)

% Sub-sub-step 1: If ¢ # 2n — 3 then
For j=2:(2n-i-1)/2
Put the partial product of logical-AND value
|Ginsin) to quantum register location |Tjioj1))-
Here line 37 of algorithm 1 is implemented.

— Sub-Step 4: If ¢ > n — 1 and i is even then,

For j=1:(2n-i-2)/2

If 7 < 2 then put the partial product of the
logical-AND value |Ginsjnj) at quantum register
location |T'j.j.1).

If 5 > 2 then put the partial product of the
logical-AND value |ainsjnj) at quantum register
location |Tj,1,i_2j+3>.

* Sub-Sub-Step 1:
Here lines 49 through 57 of algorithm 1 are
implemented
If n is odd then
If i # 2n — 4 then
Assign two ancillae to quantum register location
|T on-i-2y2.26-n0+3) A0d | T iy, 26n)+1) -
If ¢ = 2n — 4 then
Assign two ancillae to quantum register location
IT onsicynic1) and [T iy i3)-

* Sub-Sub-Step 2:

Here lines 58 through 71 of algorithm 1 are
implemented
If n is even then

If i # 2n — 4&i # n then
Assign two ancillae to quantum register location
IT on-i-2y226-n0+3) A0d | T iy, 2Gn)+1) -

If ¢ = 2n — 4 then
Assign two ancillae to quantum register location
IT onsic2y2ic1) and [T oneiyn,ii3)-

If © = n then
Assign two ancillae to quantum register location
|T on-i-2y2,3) and [T oneiyo,1)-

e Step 3:

In this step zero-padding (loading ancillae) is done
to the remaining locations of |T). This is done to
ensure that properly sized operands are presented to the
quantum adders. Lines 72 through 85 of algorithm 1 are
implemented in this step.

— Sub-step 1: Here lines 72-78 are implemented.
If n is odd then
For i=1:(n-3)/2
For j=1:2i
Assign an ancillae to quantum register location
|71 2n-4i4-3) -

laraz) o F— [T20)
0) — — |T
0) Q |T2.1)

laras) = g — [T22)
0) | A — [T23)

N

lasas) — 1 — [T24)
0) « U — [T2s)
0) M |T2)
0) -{RL— T
0) B |T27)

lacaz) - g — [T30)
10) — é — |T31)
0) = T — |T32)
0) 4 E — |T323)
0) o R — |T34)
0) L [T3s)

Fig. 5. Step 3: The remaining array of generated partial products from step 2
are zero padded and placed to a quantum register |T") for 6-bit input number
a. For example, |ajay) value is put at quantum register location value |T),
[aja2—T20)-

— Sub-step 2: Here lines 79-85 are implemented.
If n is even the
For i=1:(n-2)/2
For j=1:2i
Assign an ancillae to quantum register location
|T'i+1.20-4i4j-3) -

These rearranged partial products are then placed at a
quantum register |T) for 6-bit number a as shown in Fig.
4 and 5.

o Step 4:

In this step, values |Too) to |To2n-2), and values |1’ o)
to |T'12n2) are applied as 2n — 3 bit operands to a 2n — 3
bit quantum adder. At the end of computation, 2n — 2 bit
sum is produced. The sum bits |Sy), |:S1) are bits |P5),
and | P3) of the squared value of input a. The remaining
2n — 4 sum output bits are placed at quantum register
|V). In this step line 86 of algorithm 1 is implemented.

e Step 5:
Step 5 takes place for n odd. In this step, (n — 3)/2
additions are to be performed. For each addition, two
bits of the final squared value of a are generated. Each
adder takes as input partial products stored in register
|T") and the remaining sum bits from the last round of
computation which is stored in quantum register |V'). The
following executes lines 87 through 99 of algorithm 1.
For i=1:(n-3)/2
For j=2n-2-2i
— Sub-Step 1: Apply |Vi.ip) to |Viij1) sum bits and
|Tir10) to |Tisij1) zero-padded partial products to
2n — 2 — 24¢-bit adder. On each addition operation
|Pais2))s | Piss)) bits of the squared value |a?) are
generated from the first two sum bits of the 2n—1—2¢
sum bits. The generated carry bit is redundant.
— Sub-Step 2: Place the remaining 2n — 4 — 27 sum
bits to quantum register |Vio) to |Vians.2i). Repeat
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|a0> — |a0 — P()>

|0) — [0 — Pr)

[Too) 4 F |Too)

Two) 4 — |Toa)

[To1) 4 [To2)

IT11) = — |Tos)

[To2) «  — [Toa)

IT12) 4 |Tos)

|To3) 4 |Tos)

T13) 7 o 1 [To7)

To4) 4 D [— [Tos)

[T14) 4D — |So — P2)

|T0,5> 4 E | — |Sl — P3>

IT5) R |S2 — Vo)

|Tos) | [S3 — Voa)

IT6) | [Sa— Vo)

[To7) 4 1S5 — Vog)

Ti7) 4 1S¢ — Voa)

[Tog) 4 |57 — Voys)

ITs8) 4 — [Ss — Vog)
0) 4 1S9 — Vo7)

Fig. 6. Step 4: The arranged partial products of 6-bit input number a obtained
from logical-ANDs are input to 2n — 3 bit adder. The sum values |S) are
the outputs from the adder. | P) values are the squared qubits of input a. The
value of |P) of the squared qubits (a?) of input a is from ancillae |0). The
sum bits |Sp), |S1) are bits | Py) |P3) of the squared value |a,). Along with
the sum bits the input | 7o) to |Tos) are regenerated for 6-bit input number
a.

Sub-step 1.
If i=(n-3)/2 then |Pjiy2) to |Pais24n) bits of the
squared value |a?) are generated from |Vig) to |[Vi,).

e Step 6:

Step 6 takes place when n is even. In this step, (n—2)/2
additions are to be performed. For each addition, two
bits of the final squared value of a are generated. Each
adder takes as input partial products stored in register
|T) and the remaining sum bits from the last round
of computation which is stored in quantum register
|[V). The following executes lines 100 through 112 of
algorithm 1.

An example of this Step is shown in Figure 7 for the
case of 8 bit operands.

For i=1:(n-2)/2
For j=2n-2-2i
— Sub-Step 1: Apply |Vi.io) to |Viij1) sum bits and
|Tis10) to |Tip1j.1) zero-padded partial products to
2n — 2 — 2¢ bit adder. On each addition operation
|Paiz2) and |Pajy3) bits of the squared value a?
are generated from the first two sum bits of the
2n — 2 — 214 1 sum bits. The generated carry bit is
redundant.

— Sub-Step 2: Place the remaining 2n — 4 — 2¢ sum
bits to quantum register |Vio) to |Vians.2i). Repeat
Sub-step 1.

If i=(n-2)/2 then |Pjiy2) to |Pains1) bits of the

Voo) - F [T20)
[T20) — 1 |T21)
Voi) | [T22)
|T21) — = [T23)
Vo) — — |T24)
T22) 4 — |T25)
Vo) — A= |Tae)
|T23) — g — [T27)
Voa) = E [ |Pa)
|T24) — R [— |Ps)
Vos) = — |S1o—=Vie)— = [T30)
T2s) —  — |Sii—=Vi— — [T31)
Voe) | — 1S12=Vig)— — [T32)
T26) —  — |S13—=Viz)— — [T33)
Vor) = |S1a—= Via)— A — |T34)
[T27) —__— [Si5 = Vis)— B — |T35)
T'30) E [ |P6)
T3.1) R — |P7)
T3,) — |Ps)
IT33) — |Po)
|T34) — [P1o)
|T35) — |Pu)

Fig. 7. Step 6: The arranged partial products derived from logical-ANDs are
input to 2n — 3 bit adder [I] is shown for 6-bit number a. |T") values are the
partial products and input bits a from Step 2. The sum qubit values \Sg are
the outputs from quantum adder. |P) values are the squared qubits (a®) of
input a.

squared value |a®) are generated from |Vio) to

[Vin-1)-
|ao) |ao
la1) la)
laz) laz
|as) |as
|as) |as
|as) |as
|a1 — T0,0> |0>
|CL()CL2 — T0,1> :
|CL5 — T(),g> |O>
|a1a2 — T2,0>
|0 — sz |0>
lazas — T3
|0 — T3,5> 0)

Fig. 8. Step 7 and 8 : The restoring of copied input qubits to their original
ancillae value and the uncomputation of the partial products

e Step 7:
In this step the qubits of the copied values of input a
produced in step 1 are restored to their original ancillae
values.

For i=1:2:2n-3

Apply input values |ag+1y2) and the quantum register
value |T;.1) to CNOT-gate (line 115 of algorithm 2). At
the end of computation, copied bits of input a located in
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|To,.1) position will restored to initial value 0.

e Step 8:
In this step the original input bits of a and the partial
products produced in step 1 are restored to their original
values of input a (lines 1 to 40 of algorithm 2).
If the number of input bits is greater than 4, then
For i=3:2n-3

— Sub-step 1
If i <n—1 and 7 is odd then apply input |a;), |ai1)
and partial product |T;3) to an uncomputation gate
(line 7 of algorithm 2).
* Sub-sub-step 1
If i>3 then
For i; = (i —1)/2, apply input |a;,+1), |a@ii,-1)
and partial product | T4, 32+, ) t0 an uncompu-
tation gate (line 10 of algorithm 2).
— Sub-step 2
If i <n—1 and i is even then apply input |ay), |a;)
and partial product |T;1) to an uncomputation gate
(line 15 of algorithm 2).
* Sub-sub-step 1
If i>4 then
For i, = (i/2) — 2, apply input |ai,+1), |@iy+1)
and partial product |T4i,i-12%,) t0 an uncompu-
tation gate (line 18 of algorithm 2).
— Sub-step 3
If i >n—1andi=# 2n— 3, and 7 is odd then,
For i3 = ((2n — i — 3)/2) apply input |@insiz+1)s
|@nis-1) and partial product |T'i4112%,) to an un-
computation gate (line 27 of algorithm 2).
— Sub-step 4
If i > n —1 and 7 is even then apply input |a@;n1),
|an-1) and partial product |T;.1) to an uncomputation
gate (line 32 of algorithm 2).
* Sub-sub-step 1
If i #2n — 4 and 7 # 2n — 6 then
For iy = (2n— i —4)/2 apply input|a;ni,+17)»
|ani,-17) and partial product |T,+1-1-2%G,-1)) tO an
uncomputation gate (line 35 of algorithm 2).

IV. COoST ANALYSIS

In this section the cost measures, namely T-count, T-depth,
qubit cost, CNOT-count, CNOT-depth and KQr, are calcu-
lated. The cost calculations are applicable for input bit n > 4.
Later the costs are compared in Table 1.

A. T-gate Count

For the proposed quantum squaring circuit, the T-count for
even and odd number of input bits are separately illustrated
for each step. The total T-count is calculated by adding the
T-counts of each step of the proposed design methodology.

1) When n is even:

Step 1: T-count for the logical-AND:

There are (g) logical-AND operations. Each AND

operation have a T-count of 4. The T-count for this step:
dn(n —1)/2.

Step 2: T-count for ADDER:

For even number of input bits n, we used a total
of n/2 number of adders of varied sizes, where the
sequence of the size of adder:

n—4
=
2n—3+ Y 2n—4-2i (1)
i=0
Each n-bit adder has n number of logical-ANDs.
Hence, the total number of logical-ANDs present in 7/2
number of adder for n-bit squaring circuit:
n—4
2
2n—3+ Y 2n—4-2i
i=0
=2n—3+ (3n? — 10n + 8)/4
=(3n?-2n-4)/4 )

Considering the total number of terms (adder) as "T_z for
the series, the sum of the series is calculated. The T-count
for this step :

4(3n* —2n — 4)/4 3)

Therefore, for even number of input bits n, the total
T-count required for the proposed QSC design:

dn(n—1)/24+4(3n* —2n —4)/4 = 5n® —4n — 4 (4)

2) When n is odd:

Step 1: T-count for the logical-AND:

There are (’2’) logical-AND operations. Each AND
operation have a T-count of 4. The T-count for this step:
dn(n —1)/2.

Step 2: T-count for ADDER:

For odd number of input bits n(n > 4), we used
a total of (n — 1)/2 number of adders of varied sizes,
where the sequence of the size of adder:

n—>5
2

2n—3+) 2m—4-2i (5)
1=0

Each n-bit adder has n number of logical-ANDs.
Hence, the total number of logical-ANDs present in
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(n — 1)/2 number of adder for n-bit squaring circuit:

n—>5

2
2n—3+ Y 2n—4-2i
1=0

=2n—3+(3n? —12n+9)/4
= (3n% —4n —3)/4 (6)

Considering the total number of terms (adder) as "T’g for
the series, the sum of the series is calculated. The T-count
for this step :

4(3n* —4n — 3)/4 (7

Therefore, for odd number of input bits n(n > 4), the
total T-count required for the proposed QSC design:

4n(n—1)/2+4(3n? —4n —3)/4 = 5n* — 6n — 3 (8)

B. T-depth Cost

For the proposed quantum squaring circuit, the T-depth for
even and odd number of input bits are separately illustrated
shortly for each step. The total T-depth is calculated by
adding the T-depth of each step of the proposed design
methodology.

1) When n is even:

o Step 1: T-depth for the logical-AND:

There are (%) logical-AND operations. Each logical-
AND operation have a T-depth of 2. The T-depth for

this step: 2(3) =n(n — 1).
o Step 2: T-depth for the ADDER:

From equation (2) we obtained, for even number
of input bits n(n > 4) of our proposed QSC, total
number of logical-ANDs present in n/2 number of
adder: (3n? —2n —4)/4.
The T-depth for this step :

2(3n% —2n — 4)/4 )

Therefore, for even number of input bits n(n > 4), the
total T-depth for the proposed QSC design:

n(n—1)+2(3n*—2n—4)/4 = (5n* —4n —4)/2 (10)

2) When n is odd:
e Step 1: T-depth for the logical-AND:

There are (’2’) logical-AND operations. Each logical-
AND operation have a T-depth of 2. The T-depth for

this step: 2(5) =n(n — 1).

o Step 2: T-depth for the ADDER:

From equation (5) we obtained, for odd number of
input bits n(n > 4) of our proposed QSC, total number
of logical-ANDs present in (n — 1)/2 number of adder:
(3n? — 4n — 3)/4.

The T-depth for this step:

2(3n? — 4n — 3)/4) an

Therefore, for odd number of input bits n(n > 4), the
total T-depth for the proposed QSC design:

n(n—1)+2(3n*—4n—3)/4 = (5n* —6n—3)/2 (12)

C. Qubit Cost

The total qubit cost of the proposed design methodology
is calculated by adding the total ancillae count to n-number
of input bits. For the proposed quantum squaring circuit, the
ancillae count is illustrated shortly for each step. The total
ancillae is calculated by adding the ancillae of each step.

1) When n is even:
o Step 1: Ancillae count for the logical-AND:

There are (’2’) logical-AND operations. Each AND
operation have 1 ancillae. 1 ancillae is from O input.
Total ancillae count for this step is (5) =n(n—1)/2+ 1.

o Step 2: Ancillae count for ADDER:

Each n-bit adder has n logical-AND operations.
Each AND operation have 1 ancillae.

For even number of input bits n(n > 4), the total
number of logical-ANDs in n/2 number of adder:
(3n? — 2n — 4)/4.

Moreover, for the carry bit of the first adder an ancillae
is used. The ancillae count for this step :

(3n% —2n—4)/4+ 1= (3n* —2n)/4  (13)

o Step 3: Ancillae count for zero-padding:

Zero-padding has been done twice for the proposed n-bit
proposed QSC design:

1) In between the partial products while arranging
them in array:
For even number of input bits n(n > 4), the location
|T1.1), |T12n-5) and |Typ1) of the arranged partial
product will have three zeroes. The remaining
|T'ij) locations where i = 2,3,...(n — 2)/2 and
j =0,1,...(4n — 2i + 2) will have 3(n — 4)/2
number of zeros. The ancillae count for this step:

34+3(n—4)/2=(3n—6)/2 (14)

2) To the left side of the partial products after
arranging them in array:
For even number of input bits n the zero-padding
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sequence:

7

> 2i=(n®—2n)/4
=1

i

The ancillae count for this step:
(n? —2n)/4 (15)

The total ancillae count is:
(n? —n)/2+ (3n? —2n)/4+ (n*> —2n)/4+ (3n —
6)/2+1

= (3n% —4)/2 (16)

Therefore, for even number of input bits n, the
total qubit cost required for the proposed QSC
design: n (no. of qubits) + Ancillae count

= (3n? +2n—4)/2 (17)

2) When n is odd.:
o Step 1: Ancillae count for the logical-AND:

There are (g) logical-AND operations. Each AND
operation have 1 ancillae. 1 ancillae is from 0 input.

Total ancillae count for this step is () =n(n—1)/2+ 1.

Step 2: Ancillae count for ADDER:

Each n-bit adder has n logical-AND operations.
Each AND operation have 1 ancillae. 1 ancillae is from
0 input.

For odd number of input qubits n, the total number
of logical-ANDs in (n — 1)/2 number of adder:
(3n? — 4n — 3)/4.

Moreover, for the carry bit of the first adder an ancillae
is used. The ancillae count for this step:

(3n? —4n —3)/4+1=(3n* —4n+1)/4  (18)

Step 3: Ancillae count for zero-padding:

Zero-padding has been done twice for the proposed n-bit
proposed QSC design:

1) In between the partial products while arranging
them in array:
For odd number of input bits n(n > 4), the
locations |T'11), |T120-5), |Tw-1y2,1) and |Tniy23)
of the quantum register |T) will have four
zeroes. The remaining |7T;) locations where
i=2,3,..(n—3)/2and j = 0,1,....(2n— 4i +2)
will have 3(n — 5)/2 number of zeros. The ancillae
count for this step:

443(n—5)/2=Bn-"7)/2 (19)

2) To the left side of the partial products after
arranging them in array:

10

For odd number of input bits n(n > 4) the
zero-padding sequence:

n—3
2
> 2= (n®—4n+3)/4

1

The ancillae count for this step:
(n? —4n + 3)/4 (20)

The total ancillae count is:
(n?=n)/2+ (3n?—4n+1)/4+ (n*> —4n+3)/4+
(Bn-7)/24+1

= (3n% —2n —3)/2 1)

Therefore, for odd number of input bits n, the total
qubit cost for the proposed QSC design: n (no. of
qubits) + Ancillae count

= (3n% - 3)/2 (22)

D. CNOT-gate Count

1) When n is even:
e Step 1: CNOT-count for the logical-AND:

There are (}) logical-ANDs. Each AND has 6
CNOT-gates. There are n — 1 CNOT-gates to copy the
input bits and then restore to 0.

The CNOT-count for this step: 2(n — 1) + 6(5) =
3n?—n—2.

Step 2: CNOT-count for ADDER:

For even number of input bits n(n > 4), we used
a total of n/2 number of adders of varied sizes, where
the sequence of the size of adder:

n—4
2
2n—3+ ) 2n—4-2i (23)
i=0
For n-bit of adder there are 12n — 9 CNOT-gates.
For 2n — 3 bits of adder there are 24n — 45 CNOT-gates.
For 2n — 4 bits of adder there are 24n — 57 CNOT-gates.

Hence, the total number of CNOT-gates present in n/2
number of adder for n-bit squaring circuit:

n—4
2
24n — 45+ Y 24n — 57 — 12
=0
= 24n — 45 + (18n* — 69n + 66)/2
= (18n? — 21n — 24)/2 (24)

Considering the total number of terms (adder) as "T’Q

for the series, the sum of the series is calculated.
Therefore, for even number of input bits n(n > 4),
the total number of CNOT-gates for the proposed QSC
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design:

3n? —2n+ (18n? —21n —24) /2 = (24n? — 23n — 28) /2
(25)

2) When n is odd.:
o Step 1: CNOT-count for the logical-AND:

There are (g) logical-ANDs. Each AND has 6 CNOT-
gates. There are n — 1 CNOT-gates to copy the input
bits and restore to 0.

The CNOT-count for this step: 2(n — 1) + 6(}) =
3n?—n—2.

Step 2: CNOT-count for ADDER:

For odd number of input bits n, we used a total of
(n — 1)/2 number of adders of varied sizes, where the
sequence of the size of adder:

n—4
2
2n—3+ Y 2n—4-2i (26)
i=0
For n-bit of adder there are 12n — 9 CNOT-gates.
For 2n — 3 bits of adder there are 24n — 45 CNOT-gates.
For 2n — 4 bits of adder there are 24n — 57 CNOT-gates.

Hence, the total number of CNOT-gates present in
(n — 1)/2 number of adder for n-bit squaring circuit:

nT—S
24n — 45+ Y 24n — 57 — 12
=0
= 24n — 45 + (18n? — 81n + 81)/2
= (18n* — 33n —9)/2 27)

Considering the total number of terms (adder) as "T_3

for the series, the sum of the series is calculated.
Therefore, for odd number of input bits n, the total
number of CNOT-gates for the proposed QSC design:

3n? —n—24(18n*—33n—9)/2 = (24n* —35n—13)/2
(28)

E. CNOT-depth Cost

1) When n is even:

o Step 1: CNOT-depth for the logical-AND:

There are (g) logical-AND. Each AND has a CNOT-
depth of 4. There are n — 1 CNOT-gates to copy the
input bits and then restore to 0. The CNOT-depth for
this step: 2(n — 1) + 4(3)=2n% — 2.

Step 2: CNOT-depth for ADDER:

For even number of input bits n(n > 4), we used a
total of n/2 number of adders of varied sizes, where the
sequence of the size of adder:

n—4

2
2n—3+> 2n—4-2i (29)
1=0

11

CNOT-depth of n-bit of adder is 8n — 6.
CNOT-depth of 2n — 3 bits of adder is 16n — 30.
CNOT-depth of 2n — 4 bits of adder is 16n — 38.

Hence, the total CNOT-depth of n/2 number of
adder for n-bit squaring circuit:

n—4
2

16n — 30+ ) 16n — 38 — 16
1=0

= 16n — 30 + 6n2 — 23n + 22

=6n%—Tn—8 (30)

Considering the total number of terms (adder) as n=2

2
for the series, the sum of the series is calculated.
Therefore, for even number of input bits n(n > 4), the
total CNOT-depth for the proposed QSC design:

m2—24+6n>—m—-8=8n2—-Tmn—-10 (31

2) When n is odd:

Step 1: CNOT-depth for the logical-AND:

There are (}) logical-AND. Each AND has a CNOT-
depth of 4. There are n — 1 CNOT-gates to copy the
input bits and then restore to 0. The CNOT-depth for
this step: 2(n — 1) +4(})=2n* — 2.

Step 2: CNOT-depth for ADDER:

For odd number of input bits n, we used a total
of (n — 1)/2 number of adders of varied sizes, where
the sequence of the size of adder:

n—4
3
2n—3+) 2m—4-2i (32)
i=0
CNOT-depth of n-bit of adder is 8n — 6.

CNOT-depth of 2n — 3 bits of adder is 16n — 30.
CNOT-depth of 2n — 4 bits of adder is 16n — 38.

Hence, the total CNOT-depth of (n — 1)/2 number
of adder for n-bit squaring circuit:

nT—S
16n — 30 + ZlGn—38— 164
1=0

= 16n — 30 + 6n* — 27n + 27

=6n®>—11n—3 (33)

Considering the total number of terms (adder) as n=3

2
for the series, the sum of the series is calculated.
Therefore, for odd number of input bits n(n > 4), the
total CNOT-depth for the proposed QSC design:

% —246n2—11n—3=8n2—11ln—5 (34)
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TABLE I
CoST COMPARISON OF QUANTUM SQUARING CIRCUITS

Cost Measures Thapliyal et al.

(OSU) Nagamani et al.

Proposed QSC

T-count 15n% —1Tn + 2 22n°-24n — 12 n-even: bn’—4n — 4
n-odd: 5n2-6n-3
Qubit Cost n?+2n+1 (n? +5n+4)/2 n-even: (3n2 + 2n —4)/2
n-odd: (3n? — 3)/2
T-depth 5n% — 3n — 2 8n?-6n — 8 n-even: (5n% — 4n —4)/2
n-odd: (5n2-6n — 3)/2
CNOT-count 17n? — 23n + 8 24n2-52n — 6 n-even: (24n? — 23n — 28)/2
n-odd: (24n2 — 35n — 13)/2
CNOT-depth 14n2 — 14n + 2 21n2-21n — 12 n-even: 8n? — 7n — 10
n-odd: 8n2 — 11n — 5
KQr 5nt +7n3 —3n2 —7Tn —2  4n* 4+ 173 —3n? —32n — 16  n-even: (15n* — 2n3 — 40n? + 8n + 16) /4
n-odd: (15n% — 18n3 — 24n? 4+ 18n 4 9)/4
F. KQr Cost the existing designs, the implementations of the Toffoli gate

The KQr cost is the product of qubit cost and T-depth.
The KQr for the proposed QSC design:

1) When n is even: For even number of input bits n KQr
for the proposed QSC design:

(3n?+2n—4)/2- (5n* —4n —4)/2

= (150" — 2n® — 40n> 4 8n + 16) /4 (35)

2) When n is odd: For odd number of input bits n KQr
for the proposed QSC design:

(3n% —3)/2- (5n% — 6n — 3)/2

= (15n* — 18n3 — 24n% + 18n +9)/4 (36)

V. CosT COMPARISON

In this section we compare the cost of our proposed QSC
design with other existing works. The works presented in
[34], [39], and [18] are not considered because these works
have higher gate and depth costs than [2] and [3]]. Our
proposed QSC is composed of logical-AND gates and the
adder presented in [1]. The adder in [1] is composed of
logical-AND gates and CNOT-gates. These logical-AND gates
can be decomposed into Clifford + T-gates and CNOT-gates
as shown in Fig. 1. The cost calculation of the existing works
is done in terms of quantum gates and ancillae.

Since our circuit uses the logical-AND gate that can be
decomposed into Clifford + T-gates, we decomposed the
Toffoli, Peres Gate and Double Peres Gate used in [2] and
[3] into Clifford +T-gates as for a better comparison. For

requires seven T-gates, the Peres Gate requires seven T-gates
and the Double Peres Gate requires eight T-gates [2] [3]
whereas in our design the Clifford + T implementations of
the logical-AND gate requires four T-gates and the n-bit
adder presented in [I]] requires 4(n — 1) T-gates.

The design presented in [2] is made garbage free by
Nagamani et al. and presented as the first squaring design
titled Garbage Free Squaring Unit (GFSU) in [3]. Nagamani
et al. presented another garbage optimized quantum squaring
unit in [3] titiled Optimized Squaring Unit (OSU). For
precise comparison we made this Optimized Squaring Unit
(OSU) presented in [3] garbageless by applying the Bennett’s
garbage removal scheme [40]. Consequently, the garbageless
forms of the Optimized Squaring Unit (OSU) by Nagamani et
al. [3] requires 2.n + 1 additional qubits and sees an increase
in the T-count by a factor of 2 and CNOT-count by a factor of
2, plus an additional 2n CNOT-gates for copying the output
ie. (24 2n).

We calculate the cost by taking the asymptotic limit of
the proposed QSC and compare it with [2] and [3]. For
example, in order to compare the T-gate cost of proposed
QSC with Thapliyal et. al. [2]: The T-count of proposed
QSC is 5n% — 4n — 4. The T-count of Thapliyal et. al. [2] is
15n% — 17n + 2.

The asymptotic limit of proposed QSC: lim (5n? — 4n — 4)
n—oo
and Thapliyal et. al. is lim (15n% — 17n + 2).

lim (5n%—4n—4)

The ratio of the cost: -+==

noboee 7 5 1
lim (15n2—17n+2) ~ 15 ~ 3
n— oo

Therefore, the asymptotic reduction in T-count of
proposed QSC design with respect to Thapliyal et. al
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[2]: 35+ = 66.67%

Again, in order to compare the T-gate cost of proposed
QSC with Nagamani et. al. [3]: The T-count of proposed
QSC is 5n? — 4n — 4. The T-count of Nagamani et. al. [3] is
22n2 — 24n — 12.

The asymptotic limit of proposed QSC: lim (5n? — 4n — 4)
n—oo
and Nagamani et. al. is lim (22n% — 24n — 12).

n—r oo

lim (5n%—4n—4)

n— oo ~ D

The ratio of the cost: = a1y ~ 2
n— oo

Therefore, the asymptotic reduction in T-count of
proposed QSC design with respect to Nagamani et. al.
B: 2252 = 77.27%

A. Cost Comparison in Terms of T-count

Table 1 illustrates that the order of growth of the T-count
for the proposed QSC is quadratic. Thus, the T-count is
O(n?). Table 1 also illustrates that the T-count for the designs
presented by Thapliyal et al. [2], and Nagamani et al. [3]] are
also O(n?). By taking the ratio of the asymptotic limit of the
T count polynomials for our proposed QSC and the designs
presented by Thapliyal et al. [2] and Nagamani et al. [3] we
found that our proposed QSC shows 66.67% reduction in T-
count than the design Thapliyal et al. [2] and 77.27% reduction
in T-count than the design by Nagamani et al. [3].

B. Cost Comparison in Terms of T-depth

Table 1 shows an inverse relation between T-depth and qubit
cost. Minimizing T-depth will result in an increase in the qubit
cost and vice-versa. Table 1 illustrates that the order of growth
of the T-depth for the proposed QSC is quadratic. Thus, the
T-depth is O(n?). Table 1 also illustrates that the T-depth for
the designs presented by Thapliyal et al. [2] and Nagamani et
al. [3] are also O(n?). By taking the ratio of the asymptotic
limit of the T-depth polynomials for our proposed QSC and
the designs presented by Thapliyal et al. [2] and Nagamani et
al. [3] we found that our proposed QSC shows 50% reduction
in T-depth than the design Thapliyal et al. [2] and 68.75%
reduction in T-depth than the design by Nagamani et al. [3].
Our proposed design achieves a qubit cost of orderO(n?),
which is the same as the prior art. Thus, we reduce the overall
T-depth cost and maintained a qubit cost of the same order as
prior art.

C. Cost Comparison in Terms of CNOT-count

Table 1 illustrates that the order of growth of the CNOT-
count for the proposed QSC is quadratic. Thus, the CNOT-
count is O(n?). Table 1 also illustrates that the CNOT-count
for the designs presented by Thapliyal et al. [2], and Nagamani
et al. [3] are also O(n?). By taking the ratio of the asymptotic
limit of the CNOT-count polynomials for our proposed QSC
and the designs presented by Thapliyal et al. [2] and Nagamani
et al. [3] we found that our proposed QSC shows 29.41%
reduction in CNOT-count than the design Thapliyal et al.
[2] and 50% reduction in CNOT-count than the design by
Nagamani et al. [3]].
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D. Cost Comparison in Terms of CNOT-depth

Table 1 illustrates that the order of growth of the CNOT-
depth for the proposed QSC is quadratic. Thus, the CNOT-
depth is O(n?). Table 1 also illustrates that the CNOT-depth
for the designs presented by Thapliyal et al. [1] and Nagamani
et al. [2] are also O(n?). By taking the ratio of the asymptotic
limit of the CNOT-depth polynomials for our proposed QSC
and the designs presented by Thapliyal et al. [2] and Nagamani
et al. [3] we found that our proposed QSC design 1 shows
42.86% reduction in CNOT-depth than the design Thapliyal et
al. [2] and 61.90% reduction in CNOT-depth than the design
by Nagamani et al. [3]. We reduce the overall CNOT-depth
cost than all the exisiting designs and maintained a qubit cost
of the same order as prior art.

E. Cost Comparison in Terms of KQr

Table 1 illustrates that the order of growth of the KQr for the
proposed QSC is a polynomial of degree four. Thus, the KQrt
is O(n*). Table 1 also illustrates that the KQr for the designs
presented by Thapliyal [1], and Nagamani et al. [2] are also
O(n*). By taking the ratio of the asymptotic limit of the KQr
polynomials for our proposed QSC and the designs presented
by Thapliyal et al. [2] and Nagamani et al. [3] we found
that our proposed QSC shows 25% reduction in KQr than
the design Thapliyal et al. [2] and 6.25% reduction in KQrt
than the design by Nagamani et al. [3]]. The work achieves a
lower KQt measure against all the existing works despite the
constant factor increase in qubit cost compared to the prior
art.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we present a novel design for quantum
squaring. The proposed design has no garbage output. The
proposed work also enjoys lower T-count, T-depth, CNOT-
count, CNOT-depth and KQt costs compared to the current
state of the art. The proposed squaring circuit has been verified
for correctness. We conclude that our proposed QSC design
could be an ideal building block for quantum implementations
of scientific computing or encryption algorithms where the T-
gate and CNOT-gate costs must be kept to minimum.
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