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Abstract. Depth optimization of a quantum circuit consisting of com-
muting operations is shown to be reducible to the vertex coloring prob-
lem in graph theory. The reduction immediately leads to an algorithm
for circuit optimization of commuting gates utilizing any coloring solver.
To examine its applicability, known quantum circuits from the literature
are optimized.

1 Introduction

Consider a quantum circuit consisting of finitely many unitary operations in
which all operations are pair-wise commuting. Examples include instantaneous
quantum polynomial [1,2], commuting local Hamiltonian [3,4], or certain imple-
mentations of an oracle function in quantum algorithms [5,6]. Such a circuit will
be called a commuting circuit hereafter. Now, suppose a quantum machine given
to us can handle more than one commuting operation at the same time if certain
conditions imposed by the machine are met. In other words, some operations are
parallelizable depending on the machine. This concept of parallelizability leads
to the notion of depth (of a circuit).

In implementing a function by the logic circuit, multiple choices for the cir-
cuit construction are often allowed, and thus the most beneficial one is better
chosen [7]. Given that the number of bits is fixed, a circuit with a shorter depth
is often considered efficient as it means the parallelizability is fully exploited.
For this reason, among others, optimizing the depth of a circuit is an active area
of research [7,8,9,10,11].

This work uncovers the relationship between the depth optimization of com-
muting circuits and the problem in graph theory that is known to be NP-hard.
The relation then introduces a circuit optimization strategy in a natural way.
The results are summarized as follows:

• Depth optimization of a commuting circuit is shown to be polynomial time
reducible (in the number of operations) to solving the vertex coloring prob-
lem. The opposite direction is also proven to hold, meaning that the two
problems are equivalent.

• The reduction implies any algorithm for the vertex coloring can be utilized
to optimize a commuting circuit.
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• The strategy is applied to optimize circuits for finite field multiplications
and additions by quantum Fourier transform (QFT). The first application
exhibits the improvement upon Maslov et al.’s design [5] and the second one
gives tradeoff options for Draper’s quantum addition [6].

The paper is organized as follows. Preliminaries are given in Section 2. Main
idea and proofs are given in Section 3. Applications are examined in Section 4,
and some discussions are noted in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

This section introduces necessary definitions, known facts, and related works.
Readers are assumed to be familiar with the basics of quantum information [12].

2.1 Parallel Execution of Commuting Operations

The purpose of this subsection is to bring out the motivation. Consider a Toffoli
gate denoted by CXijk where i, j are indices of the control bits and k is the index
of the target bit. Let v1 be an ordered set, v1 = (CX134, CX235) and consider
a quantum circuit implementing gates in v1. Notice that the two gates share
the same control bit (indexed by 3), and we assume a quantum machine cannot
execute these gates simultaneously. Therefore in this case we count the depth of
v1 as 2. (Definition of the depth is given below.)

Now let v2 = (CX134, CX235, CX167, CX268). The depth of v2 is 3 since CX235

and CX167 do not share any control or target bit, thus the two gates are simulta-
neously executable by the machine (assumed). There is a way to further decrease
the depth of the circuit. Notice that the gates in v2 are pair-wise commuting;
any permutation of the four gates leads to the same behavior. If one picks an
order v′

2 = (CX134, CX268, CX235, CX167), and then the depth becomes 2.

2.2 Gate Ordering Problem

Definition 1 (Commuting operations). Two unitary operations written by
matrices v, w ∈ Cz×z, z ∈ Z+ are commuting if and only if vw = wv.

Definition 2 (Depth of a circuit). Given a hardware system, operations are
parallelizable if and only if they can be simultaneously executed on the system. A
layer is the maximal set of operations such that the operations are parallelizable.
Depth of a circuit is the number of consecutive layers to run the circuit.

Be reminded that depth is defined in terms of operations, not mere elemen-
tary gates. For example in a modular exponentiation circuit for modulus N (that
appears in factoring or discrete logarithm algorithms), the modular multiplica-
tion takes place O(logN) times, thus if we count the multiplication-depth it
would read O(logN). However, the multiplication can be further decomposed
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into O(logN) additions, in which each addition takes another O(logN) elemen-
tary operations, resulting in O((logN)3) depth of elementary gates for the expo-
nentiation. Notice in this example that modular multiplications are all pair-wise
commuting whereas not all elementary gates are commuting during the expo-
nentiation.

From now on, the term gate will often be used instead of operation. Let v

be a sequence of gates where the gates are pair-wise commuting. The problem
we want to solve is defined as follows:

Definition 3 (Gate ordering). For a given circuit v consisting of commuting
gates, a gate ordering problem is to reorder the gates in v such that the depth
is minimized.

Here we do not consider cancelling or replacement of a subcircuit [13], for exam-
ple, applying the same CNOT gate twice in a row is equivalent to doing nothing,
but such optimization is not a point of interest.

2.3 Graph coloring

A graph is an ordered set G = (V,E), where V is a set of vertices v1, . . . , v|V |

and E is a set of edges denoted by eij connecting two vertices vi and vj . Only
simple and undirected graphs are considered in this work [14].

A graph coloring of G = (V,E) is a function c : V → C, where C is a set of
colors. Without loss of generality, we will use a convention that the colors are
drawn incrementally from the natural numbers, C = {1, 2, 3, . . .} ⊆ N.

Definition 4 (Proper coloring). A proper coloring c of G is a coloring such
that c(vi) 6= c(vj) for all eij ∈ E.

Notice that eij /∈ E does not mean c(vi) = c(vj). Only the proper coloring is
considered in this work, thus ‘proper’ will be dropped hereafter.

A colored graph of G = (V,E) by a coloring c is denoted by G̃ = (V,E, c).
Define Col(G) as the set of colored graphs of G.

Definition 5 (Vertex coloring problem). Given a graph G = (V,E), a ver-
tex coloring problem is to find a colored graph (V,E, c) ∈ Col(G) such that
|{c(v) : v ∈ V }| is minimized.

The term graph coloring frequently refers to vertex coloring throughout the
paper. Chromatic number of a graph is the smallest number that is required to
color the graph.

2.4 Related works

The optimization of a logic circuit has long been studied. The minimum cir-
cuit size problem asks if a Boolean function is computable by a circuit of lim-
ited size, and several papers of evidence suggest that the problem might be
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NP-hard [15,16,17,18,19]. In quantum computing, recent works show that op-
timizing a quantum circuit in some occasions is NP-hard [20,21], and specifi-
cally in the paper by Wetering and Amy [21], wide range of optimization targets
have been considered including T-count, T-depth, Toffoli-count, Toffoli-depth,
CNOT-count and so on, proving that the quantum circuit optimization is gen-
erally hard. Along the line of study, one of the conclusions drawn from this work
is that the depth optimization of a commuting quantum circuit is NP-hard,
implying that this small class of quantum circuits is already hard to optimize.

There exist works on quantum circuit optimization utilizing coloring in graph
theory, by looking qubits as vertices. For example, edge coloring of a graph
has been used to optimize the depth of Clifford circuits [22], or binary field
inversion [23]. Such an approach is natural in the sense that once wires (qubits)
are viewed as vertices and gates are considered as edges interconnecting the
wires, the result of edge coloring tells which gates are parallelizable because two
edges being connected to the same vertex implies they share the same qubit as
the reference. On the other hand, to our best knowledge, this work is the first
attempt to make use of a graph in which quantum gates are vertices.

The optimization approach developed in this paper uses an algorithm for
graph coloring as the core routine. Any graph coloring algorithm can be used,
for example including ones from previous works [24,25,26,27], and it will soon be
shown that the output of the graph coloring is directly related with the optimized
circuit.

3 Reduction from gate ordering to graph coloring

The gate ordering problem is reduced to the graph coloring problem in this
section. The opposite direction is also given in Appendix A, showing that the
two problems are equivalent. Since the graph coloring problem is in NP-hard [14],
it implies optimizing a commuting circuit is also hard.

3.1 Transformations

Two transformations are introduced before we give the reduction. One is from
a circuit to a graph, and the other is from a colored graph to a circuit.

Circuit to graph Let v be an ordered set of commuting gates, and let V be
a multiset of gates in v (where identical elements may appear multiple times).
One can think of v as a circuit and V as a collection of gates in the circuit. Given
v, construct a graph GV of which vertices are gates by the following algorithm:
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Algorithm 1 ConstructGraph

Input: v = (v1, v2, . . .)
Output: GV = (V,E)

1: V ← {v1, v2, . . .}, E ← { }
2: for i = 1 to |V | do
3: for j = 1 to i− 1 do

4: if vi, vj are not simultaneously executable then

5: E ← E ∪ {eij}

6: return (V,E)

It is a fairly natural construction. Gates that cannot be executed simultaneously
correspond to connected vertices that cannot be identically colored. Therefore
one first draws vertices corresponding to gates in V , and then draws edges be-
tween vertices depending on the parallelizability of the gates. About the time
complexity, it checks the parallelizability of two gates O(|V|2) times in total.

Notice that any permutation of v results in the same graph by Algorithm 1.
This property is used in the reduction later.

Colored graph to circuit Given a colored graph in which vertices are gates,
one can compose a circuit corresponding to the colored graph.

Algorithm 2 ToCircuit

Input: G̃ = (V,E, c) ⊲ c : V → C, C being a color set
Output: a sequence of gates v

1: Find a permutation ρ : {1, . . . , |V |} → {1, . . . , |V |} such that c(vρ(i)) ≤ c(vρ(i+1))
2: return (vρ(1), vρ(2), . . . , vρ(|V |))

Let ci be c(vi) for i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |}. What ρ does is sorting ci such that smaller ci
comes first. We leave the sorting specification for ci = cj to users, as whatever
comes first does not affect the bound on the circuit depth (see below). The
output is self-explanatory; all gates colored with 1 are drawn first, followed by
the gates colored with 2, and so on. Therefore the depth is upper bounded by
the number of colors used in G̃. The time complexity of the algorithm reads
O(|V | log |V |).

The resulting circuit satisfies the following:

Remark 6. The depth of the resulting circuit of Algorithm 2 is either (a) smaller
than or (b) equal to the number of colors of the input graph.

Case (b) is straightforward, thus we leave a brief comment on the smaller case (a).
Given a colored graph, unconnected vertices correspond to parallelizable gates,
but the colors on these vertices can be different. Therefore, despite the different
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colors on the vertices, the corresponding gates from the output may happen to
be in the same layer.

3.2 Reduction

Suppose we are given a commuting circuit v and asked to reorder the gates
such that its depth is minimized. We construct a graph GV corresponding to
v by Algorithm 1. The graph coloring problem is then solved by some solver,
outputting a colored graph with the minimum number of colors used. The colored
graph is then transformed back into a circuit by Algorithm 2. The remaining
task is to prove that the resulting circuit is the one with the minimum depth,
completing the reduction from gate ordering problem to graph coloring problem.
More notions are introduced below for the task, but they are solely required for
the proof.

Recall that we are given a circuit v, and V is the multiset of gates in v.
Define AV as the set of all permutations of gates in V . Note that v ∈ AV . Since
we are optimizing a circuit by reordering the gates in v, the optimal circuit vopt

(which is not necessarily unique) also belongs to AV ; vopt ∈ AV .
Recall that GV is the graph drawn by Algorithm 1 for given v.
Let BV = Col(GV), which is the set of all colored graphs of GV .

Claim 7. Let AV and BV be as defined above. Define mdepth : AV → Z≥0 as a
function computing the depth of a circuit a ∈ AV . Define mcolor : BV → Z≥0 as
a function counting the number of colors used in a colored graph b ∈ BV . We
claim that there exist functions f : BV → AV and g : AV → BV such that,

• ∀b ∈ BV , mcolor(b) ≥ mdepth(f(b)),
• ∀a ∈ AV , mdepth(a) = mcolor(g(a)).

It will soon be shown that f is Algorithm 2, and g will be introduced later
in this subsection. Assuming the claim is correct, we have a straightforward
proposition.

Proposition 8. If mcolor(b) = min
b′∈BV

(
mcolor(b

′)
)
holds, and so does mdepth(f(b)) =

min
a

′∈AV

(
mdepth(a

′)
)
.

Proof. We use the proof by contradiction. Let b ∈ BV be the colored graph such
that

mcolor(b) = min
b′∈BV

(
mcolor(b

′)
)
. (1)

Now suppose that mdepth(f(b)) > mina
′∈AV

(
mdepth(a

′)
)
, then there exists a ∈

AV such that mdepth(a) < mdepth(f(b)), a 6= f(b).
Due to the properties of f and g, we have mdepth(a) = mcolor(g(a)) and

mdepth(f(b)) ≤ mcolor(b). In other words, there exists g(a) ∈ BV satisfying

mcolor(g(a)) = mdepth(a) < mdepth(f(b)) ≤ mcolor(b) ,

which contradicts to Eq. (1). �
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Proposition 8 tells us that if a colored graph b is a graph achieving the chro-
matic number, then the circuit f(b) is guaranteed to be a circuit with the mini-
mum depth in AV .

Now we prove the claim. It has already been shown that Algorithm 2 satisfies
the property ∀b ∈ BV : mcolor(b) ≥ mdepth(ToCircuit(b)) as in Remark 6. The
function g in Claim 7 is given below. Let us handle a coloring function c as a
table and fill its entry ci one by one so that at the end of the algorithm we have
c(vi) = ci for all i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |}.

Algorithm 3 ToColoredGraph

Input: v = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ AV

Output: G̃V = (V,E, c) ∈ BV

1: (V,E)← ConstructGraph(v) ⊲ V = {v1, . . . , vn}
2: i← 1, c1 ← 1, d← 1 ⊲ d for depth
3: while i < n do

4: j ← i+ 1
5: while j ≤ n do

6: if E ∩ {ekl : k, l ∈ {i, . . . , j}} = ∅ then

7: cj ← ci
8: j ← j + 1
9: else

10: cj ← ci + 1
11: d← d+ 1
12: break

13: i← j

14: return (V,E, c) ⊲ c(vi) = ci

Suppose a circuit v is an input to ToColoredGraph. Recall that the vertices are
gates. Algorithm 3 sequentially identifies the parallelizable gates (vertices), and
those vertices are identically colored in Line 7. Whenever a new color is intro-
duced in Line 10, d is also increased by 1. Since d is increased only when vj
is non-parallelizable with any of vi, . . . , vj−1 (deducible from Line 6), the final
value of d at the end is equal to the depth of the circuit. Therefore, we see that
∀a ∈ AV , mdepth(a) = mcolor(ToColoredGraph(a)). Time complexity of Algo-
rithm 3 is O(n2).

We have shown that Claim 7 does hold, thereby completing the reduction
from gate ordering to graph coloring. A reduction for the opposite direction,
from graph coloring to gate ordering, is less important as the main purpose of
this work is to suggest a strategy for circuit optimization. Therefore we leave
the opposite reduction in Appendix A.
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3.3 Circuit optimization strategy

The fact that gate ordering is reduced to graph coloring results in a way to
optimize the depth of a commuting circuit. A simple strategy is to utilize any
(approximate) algorithm for solving graph coloring.

1. Given a circuit, construct the corresponding graph by using Algorithm 1.
2. Solve graph coloring by using known solvers. The output is a colored graph.
3. Compose a circuit corresponding to the colored graph by using Algorithm 2.

It can be deduced from inspecting the reduction steps that an approximate
solution of graph coloring leads to at least as good approximations to the gate or-
dering problem. Let v be a commuting circuit, vopt be the optimal circuit of v, b
be an approximate solution for the graph coloring problem of ConstructGraph(v),
and let h′ = mcolor(b). Since b is not optimal, we have ∆ := h′ − h ≥ 0,
where h is the chromatic number of the graph. Due to Remark 6, we see that
mdepth(ToCircuit(b)) − mdepth(vopt) ≤ ∆, meaning that any approximate solu-
tion b of the graph coloring leads to a circuit with smaller or equal gap to the
minimum depth.

Since graph theory has been studied extensively over history, one may expect
the strategy to be effective on some occasions. Computational complexity and
the depth of the resulting circuit are determined by the algorithm for graph
coloring.

4 Applications

In Section 3, we have not specified conditions for operations to be simultane-
ously executable since the parallelizability depends on the underlying hardware.
To examine the applications however, the condition has to be fixed. We begin
with the following assumption that two gates sharing no common qubit can be
executed simultaneously:

Assumption 9. Let v, w be unitary operations and Qv, Qw be sets of qubits v
and w operate on, respectively. The operations v, w are simultaneously executable
if and only if Qv

⋂
Qw = ∅.

It is clear that the proposed optimization strategy can be utilized to reduce
the depth of instantaneous quantum polynomial or commuting local Hamilto-
nian circuits since these circuits consist only of commuting gates. In addition,
commuting circuits are commonly found in quantum algorithms that require
superposed queries. Let f be a function and consider its superposed query,

∑

x

|x〉|0〉 7→
∑

x

|x〉|f(x)〉 .

Implementation of such query often involves commuting gates, as the qubits
in the first and the second registers are mainly used for controls and targets,
respectively. Two such applications are examined in this section including finite
field multiplications and integer additions based on quantum Fourier transform.
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4.1 Finite field multiplication

A quantum circuit for multiplication in Fpn for prime p and n ∈ Z+ is an im-
portant component in various quantum algorithms. Researchers have developed
various designs for finite field multiplications [5,23,28,29,30,31,32], and here we
focus on the one proposed by Maslov et al., which involves the minimum number
of qubits [5]. The result for p = 2 is summarized as follows:

Remark 10. Using graph coloring, Toffoli depth of the multiplication circuit is
reduced to as small as 2n− 1, from 4n− 4.
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Fig. 1. Depth optimization of multiplication in F2n by solving graph coloring. Red
dots are obtained by using DSatur algorithm for graph coloring, black dashed line is
the lower bound, and blue solid line is Maslov et al’s original design.

Maslov et al. originally proposed a circuit for binary field multiplication,
but it can easily be extended to any p > 2. The binary field multiplication
circuit takes as inputs three quantum registers holding a ∈ F2n , b ∈ F2n , and 0,
respectively on n qubits each, and outputs a, b, a · b. It requires n2 Toffoli gates
and O(n2) CNOT gates, with 4n− 4 Toffoli depth. An important feature of the
design is that no extra qubit is involved throughout the operation other than
the initial 3n qubits.

The design approach is reviewed first, and then we point out where the graph
coloring can be exploited. For our purpose, it suffices to review a simple example
given by [5, Section 3]. Consider multiplying a · b in F24 with the irreducible
reducing polynomial P (x) = x4 + x + 1. Let a (and also b) be a vector of
coefficients of the polynomial; a = (a3, a2, a1, a0), b = (b3, b2, b1, b0). Define

d =




a0b0
a1b0 + a0b1

a2b0 + a1b1 + a0b2
a3b0 + a2b1 + a1b2 + a0b3


 , e =



a3b1 + a2b2 + a1b3

a3b2 + a2b3
a3b3


 , Q =




1 0 0
1 1 0
0 1 1
0 0 1


 ,
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Phase 1: additions

Phase 3: additions

Phase 2: reduction

Fig. 2. Illustration of the multiplication. The terms in each triangle are to be summed
where the summing order does not affect the result.

and then one can verify that a · b = d + Qe (see, [5] for details). Inspecting
the equality, quantum multiplication can be divided into three phases. Phase 1
is computing e on the empty register, Phase 2 is multiplying (reducing) the
result by Q, and Phase 3 is adding the result by d. Writing down it as a unitary
transformation,

|a〉|b〉|0〉
Phase 1

7−→ |a〉|b〉|e〉
Phase 2

7−→ |a〉|b〉|Qe〉
Phase 3

7−→ |a〉|b〉|d+Qe〉 .

Figure 2 illustrates the procedures. Focusing on the Toffoli depth, in F2n , the
authors estimated the depth to be 2n − 3, 0, 2n − 1 in Phase 1, Phase 2, and
Phase 3, respectively, in total 4n− 4.

Now, notice that all the additions occurring in Phase 1 and Phase 3 are com-
muting. The graph coloring strategy is applied to Phase 1 and Phase 3 in F2n for
n ≤ 512, adopting the solver DSatur which is a polynomial time heuristic algo-
rithm for graph coloring [25]. Figure 1 summarizes the result. (Plots for n > 64
are not shown in the figure, but all of them do not deviate at all from 2n− 1.)
For n ≥ 6, a lower bound on the Toffoli depth of 2n− 1 can be deduced from an
elementary argument,1 and DSatur has found circuits meeting the lower bound
for most n tested.2

The above argument also holds in non-binary fields, Fpn with prime p > 2.
The difference is that the arithmetics of coefficients take place in the base field.
Such arithmetics themselves may not consist entirely of commuting gates, but
the addition operations are still commuting, allowing the optimization strategy
to be applicable.

1 It is the sum of the lengths of the bases of two triangles in Figure 2. For n < 6, the
lower bound is larger than 2n − 1 since a right triangle of base length ≤ 4 (which
appears for n ≤ 5) cannot be fully parallelized.

2 For some small n (< 20) the corresponding graphs are rather denser in edge density,
and the adopted DSatur code [33] has failed to meet the bound.
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As a side note, although not presented in this work, we have developed a way
to build a circuit for the multiplication with the Toffoli depth of 2n, but one for
2n− 1 has not been successful.

4.2 Depth-qubit tradeoffs for QFT-based addition

The graph coloring strategy can provide depth-qubit tradeoff options. As an
example, we look for depth-qubit tradeoffs for QFT-based addition developed
by Draper [6] and its variant [34]. Having the original design as one extreme end
(qubit saving), the goal is to find circuits with various numbers of qubits and
depths. The result is summarized in Figure 3.
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Fig. 3. Depth-qubit tradeoffs for QFT-based addition circuits (a) |a〉|b〉 7→ |a〉|b + a〉
and (b) |a〉|b〉|c〉 7→ |a〉|b〉|c+ ab〉. The circled and squared points are the most efficient
circuit designs with respect to the cost metrics in Eq. (2), respectively (see, Table 1).

Briefly reviewed, Draper’s design for the addition works as follows. Consider
adding two numbers a, b ∈ Z, |a〉|b〉 7→ |a〉|b+ a〉. To this end, we first carry out
the QFT on the second register, QFT|b〉 = |φ(b)〉. Having qubits in |a〉 register
as controls, conditional rotation operations are applied such that |a〉|φ(b)〉 7→
|a〉|φ(b + a)〉. Finally, the inverse QFT transforms the second register back into
the desired result, QFT−1|φ(b+ a)〉 = |b+ a〉. Figure 4 (a) describes an example.

Notice that excluding the two QFTs, the conditional rotation gates are all
commuting. It is thus possible to optimize the circuit by solving the graph
coloring, but the optimal depth (excluding two QFTs) is trivially inferred as
n = max(⌈log2 a⌉, ⌈log2 b⌉) by observation. Instead of optimizing the circuit it-
self, one may consider further reducing the depth by introducing extra qubits.
The basic idea is that if a specific qubit is referred to multiple times as controls or
targets contributing a substantial amount to the overall depth, and then sharing
its role (as control or target) with x more qubits reduce the relevant depth to
around 1/(x+ 1). For example, introducing one initialized qubit in Figure 4 (c)
reduces the depth by half (except the two CNOT gates at both ends) by assisting
a0. We call a circuit optimization by the above method parallelization by extra
qubits.
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Fig. 4. QFT-based addition |a〉|b〉 7→ |a〉|b + a〉 is shown in (a) and its (trivially)
optimized circuit is given in (b). Reducing the depth by extra work qubit is illustrated
in (c). A circuit for |a〉|b〉|c〉 7→ |a〉|b〉|c+ ab〉 is given in (d).

An algorithm for the parallelization by extra qubits can be devised by using
graph coloring. A heuristic algorithm is developed in which the central idea is
noted below. (We do not elaborate on the algorithm as the algorithm itself is
not the key founding.)

Fig. 5. An example of the parallelization by extra qubits. Introducing one extra qubit
gives rise to altering the graph such that it becomes sparser (in edge density).

Consider a commuting circuit and its corresponding graph G = (V,E). Since
gates are vertices, introducing extra qubits leaves V unchanged, but depending
on which gates are lifted, E changes such that the number of connected edges
decreases. Figure 5 shows how the graph can be altered by one extra qubit.
Let G(n, p) be a random graph, where n is the number of vertices and p is the
probability that an edge exists between two vertices. Bollobás has shown that
the chromatic number of a random graph χ(G(n, p)) asymptotically reads [35],

χ(G(n, p)) ∼
n

2 log1/(1−p) n
(1 + o(1)) .
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In other words, the chromatic number of a random graph gets smaller as p
approaches 0. Therefore, the key idea of the algorithm is that the extra qubits
are used in a way that the altered graph becomes as sparse in edge density as
possible. By using the algorithm, we have parallelized the QFT-based additions
|a〉|b〉 7→ |a〉|b+a〉 and |a〉|b〉|c〉 7→ |a〉|b〉|c+ab〉. For simplicity, we set ⌈log2 a⌉ =
⌈log2 b⌉ = n and c = 0. The results are summarized in Figure 3.

The tradeoff designs allow one to choose more economical options when the
total cost of running a circuit is measured in terms of the depth (time cost) and
the number of qubits (space cost). For example consider two cost functions S
and T ,

S(C) = depth(C) · qubit(C), T (C) = (depth(C))2 · qubit(C) , (2)

where C is a circuit, depth(C) is the depth of C, and qubit(C) is the number
of qubits required to run C. The function S puts equal weights on time and
space, whereas T values time more than space as it requires quadratically more
space to reduce time as in the quantum search algorithm [36]. Based on the two
metrics S and T , the cost of two extreme designs (the most space- and time-
saving ones) for QFT-based additions is compared with the most cost-efficient
circuit obtained by the algorithm. Table 1 summarizes the results. The circuit
with the lowest cost is highlighted in Figure 3.

Table 1. Cost ratio of Cspace and Ctime to the most cost-efficient circuit obtained by
the algorithm, where Cspace and Ctime are the most space- and time-saving circuits
for QFT-based additions. Two different metrics S and T in Eq. (2) are examined.
In Figure 3, in each tradeoffs curve, the circuits for minC S(C) and minC T (C) are
highlighted by dashed circles and squares, respectively.

Figure 3 (a) Figure 3 (b)

n = 40 n = 80 n = 10 n = 15

S(Cspace)/min
C

S(C) 1.21 1.33 1.33 1.48

S(Ctime)/min
C

S(C) 2.53 3.50 3.85 4.16

T (Cspace)/min
C

T (C) 3.03 5.14 6.90 12.27

T (Ctime)/min
C

T (C) 1.73 2.19 1.93 1.82

5 Discussion

In this work, optimizing the depth of a commuting circuit is reduced to solving
graph coloring problem, leading to a strategy for circuit optimization. It has
been shown that the strategy can be applied to improve the known circuits. Al-
though this work concerns commuting circuits only, it is worth studying further
applications as certain circuits can be transformed or divided into subcircuits
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appropriate for the proposed method. (Section 4.1 and Section 4.2 are such ex-
amples.)

As a final note, we want to point out that the strategy developed in this work
is capable of finding the optimal depth of a commuting circuit corresponding to
a perfect graph [14], since there exists a polynomial time algorithm for graph
coloring of a perfect graph [37]. The next question is then whether it is possible
to find such a circuit that has practical uses while its optimal depth is not yet
known. We have not formally proved yet, but considering that the perfect graphs
do not have odd ring of length ≥ 5, a circuit consisting of commuting CNOT
gates seems to correspond to a perfect graph.3 However, we were not able to
take advantage of such a fact for a useful application.

3 On the other hand, CZ-only circuits generally do not correspond to perfect graphs.
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A Reduction from graph coloring to gate ordering

The graph coloring problem can be reduced to the gate ordering. An algorithm
that takes as input a graph and outputs a circuit is required for the reduction,
but since parallelizability of gates is dependent on the underlying hardware, it
is difficult to describe the algorithm in an abstract manner. Therefore, we fix
the condition for two gates to be parallelizable by taking Assumption 9 from the
main text, but a similar algorithm can be developed for different conditions in
general.

Let CZC denote a multi-controlled phase shift gate (by an arbitrary angle θ),
where C is the set of referenced qubits. For instance, CZ{q1,q2} gate endows the

quantum state with phase eiθ when q1 = q2 = 1.

Algorithm 4 ConstructCircuit

Input: G = (V,E)
Output: v = (v1, . . . , v|V |)

1: t← 1
2: for i = 1 to |V | do
3: Ci ← {q1, . . . , qt}, T ← {}
4: for j = 1 to i− 1 do

5: if eij 6∈ E then

6: Ci ← Ci\Cj

7: for j = 1 to i− 1 do

8: if eij ∈ E and Ci ∩ Cj = {} then
9: for q ∈ T do

10: p← True

11: for k = 1 to j − 1 do

12: if ekj 6∈ E and q ∈ Ck then

13: p← False

14: break

15: if p = True then

16: Ci ← Ci ∪ {q}, Cj ← Cj ∪ {q}
17: continue

18: if Cj ∩ T = {} then
19: t← t+ 1
20: Ci ← Ci ∪ {qt}, Cj ← Cj ∪ {qt}
21: T ← T ∪ {t}

22: if Ci = {} then
23: t← t+ 1
24: Ci ← Ci ∪ {qt}

25: for i = 1 to |V | do
26: vi ← CZCi

27: return v = (v1, . . . , v|V |)
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Algorithm 4 constructs a circuit such that any two connected vertices (gates)
share at least one qubit as a common reference. The resulting circuit consists of
|V | commuting gates and no more than |V |2/2 qubits. (We have observed that
the number of qubits tends to get smaller as the edge density approaches either
zero or 1.) Figure 6 illustrates how the circuit is composed by Algorithm 4. Note
that for given graphG, we haveG = ConstructGraph(ConstructCircuit(G)), where
ConstructGraph is Algorithm 1.

Fig. 6. An input graph (left) and the output circuit (right) of Algorithm 4. Each gate
in the circuit is a phase shift gate.

Given a graph G, we construct a commuting circuit vG corresponding to G
by Algorithm 4. Let V be the multiset of gates in vG, let AV be the set of all
permutations of gates in V , and let BV be the set of all colored graphs of G. Since
G = ConstructGraph(ConstructCircuit(G)), Claim 7 still holds and we have two
functions f and g as stated in the claim. Then we have the following proposition:

Proposition 11. If mdepth(a) = min
a

′∈AV

mdepth(a
′) holds, and then it is also true

that mcolor

(
g(a)

)
= min

b′∈BV

(
mcolor(b

′)
)
.

Proof. We use the proof by contradiction. Let a ∈ AV be the circuit such that

mdepth(a) = min
a

′∈AV

(
mdepth(a

′)
)
. (3)

Now suppose that mcolor(g(a)) > minb′∈BV

(
mcolor(b

′)
)
, then there exists b ∈ BV

such that mcolor(b) < mcolor(g(a)), b 6= g(a).
Due to the properties of f and g, we have mdepth(f(b)) ≤ mcolor(b) and

mcolor(g(a)) = mdepth(a). In other words, there exists g(a) ∈ BV satisfying

mdepth(f(b)) ≤ mcolor(b) < mcolor(g(a)) = mdepth(a) ,

which contradicts to Eq. (3). �
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