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Abstract—With the rapid progress in quantum hardware and
software, the need for verification of quantum systems becomes
increasingly crucial. While model checking is a dominant and very
successful technique for verifying classical systems, its application
to quantum systems is still an underdeveloped research area.
This paper advances the development of model checking quantum
systems by providing efficient image computation algorithms for
quantum transition systems, which play a fundamental role in
model checking. In our approach, we represent quantum circuits
as tensor networks and design algorithms by leveraging the
properties of tensor networks and tensor decision diagrams. Our
experiments demonstrate that our contraction partition-based
algorithm can greatly improve the efficiency of image computation
for quantum transition systems.

Index Terms—quantum transition systems, image computation,
model checking

I. INTRODUCTION

The past several years have seen rapid progress in quantum
hardware and software, which makes the need for verification
of quantum systems increasingly pressing. Indeed, a series of
testing and verification techniques have been developed for
quantum circuits in the past 15 years. Several previous works
have studied the equivalence checking [1]–[4] and testing [5]
of quantum circuits.

Model checking is an important formal method for verifying
finite-state systems. It models the system under examination as
a transition system and specifies (safety or liveness) properties
in a temporal logic. Given a model M and a property φ, it then
checks if M satisfies φ. This is usually done by computing
all its reachable states through the repeated use of an image
computation procedure.

Image computation calculates the output (image) of a set of
states under a transition system. Through the repeated calling
of this procedure, we can obtain all the reachable states of
this system and check the corresponding properties. Many
efficient image computation algorithms have been developed for
classical model checking. In particular, image computation can
be significantly sped up by taking advantage of the symbolic
representation of initial states and transition relations as BDDs
[6] and by exploiting state space partition [7] and circuit
partition [8]. Image computation has also been implemented
in various classical verification tools (e.g., VIS [9]).
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Model checking techniques have also been extended to
quantum systems. Some earlier works focus on verification of
quantum communication protocols [10], and some others were
motivated by termination analysis of quantum programs [11].
We refer the reader to the recent book [12] for a systematic
introduction to the principle and algorithms for model checking
quantum systems. Notwithstanding these achievements, appli-
cations of model checking to quantum hardware verification
are still an underdeveloped research area. Recently, a temporal
extension of the Birkhoff-von Neumann quantum logic [13] was
proposed in [14], in which atomic propositions are represented
as (closed) subspaces of the quantum state space. While very
simple, some important temporal properties of quantum circuits
can be specified in this logic and checked by simulation on
classical computers [14]. However, one challenge is that we
are still lacking efficient implementations of the algorithms for
checking quantum circuits.

This paper aims to advance the development of model check-
ing quantum systems by providing efficient image computation
algorithms for quantum systems. Similar to classical model
checking, we represent each quantum system as a quantum
transition system, where sets of states are replaced by subspaces
and transition relations are replaced by quantum operations. In
our approach, we regard quantum circuits as tensor networks
and design algorithms by leveraging the properties of tensor
networks and tensor decision diagrams (TDDs) [15], which are
data structures that, similar to BDDs, represent tensors in a
canonical and compact way. More precisely, we first introduce a
basic algorithm for conducting image computation for quantum
systems and then provide several partition-based optimisation
schemes, which play similar roles as the disjunctive and con-
junctive partitions for classical image computation [8]. Our ex-
periments demonstrate that our tensor network partition-based
algorithms can significantly improve the efficiency of image
computation for quantum transition systems when compared
with the basic algorithm.

The remainder of this paper proceeds as follows. In sec-
tion II we recall relevant background such as quantum states,
subspaces, quantum operations, and tensor decision diagrams.
The notion of quantum transition systems is then introduced in
section III. After describing the basic procedure for conducting
the image computation in section IV, we introduce two tensor
network partition-based schemes in section V. Empirical eval-
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uations of these schemes are presented in VI. The last section
concludes the paper.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Quantum State Space and Quantum Operations

Quantum states are unit vectors in a Hilbert space H. For a
single-qubit system, we write H2 for its (2-dim) state space.
A state in H2 has form |ψ⟩ = α |0⟩ + β |1⟩, where α and
β are complex numbers and |α|2 + |β|2 = 1. We write |±⟩
for the superposition states 1√

2
(|0⟩ ± |1⟩). The Hilbert space

H of an n-qubit system is the tensor product of n copies of
H2, i.e., H = H⊗n

2 . A mixed state in H is a density operator
ρ =

∑
i pi |ψi⟩ ⟨ψi| on H, which is a positive semi-definite

operator on H with trace 1. The support of a density operator
ρ, denoted as supp(ρ), is the subspace of H spanned by the
eigenvectors corresponding to non-zero eigenvalues of ρ.

Pure quantum states can be transformed by unitary matrices,
also called quantum gates, and mixed states are transformed by
super-operators. A super-operator on H is a linear operator E
and a quantum operation on H is a completely positive super-
operator on H such that tr(E(ρ)) ≤ tr(ρ) for any density
operator ρ in H. Using the Kraus operator-sum representation,
a super-operator can be represented as a set of operators
E = {Ei} such that E(ρ) =

∑
iEiρE

†
i .

Definition 1. Given a subspace S of H. Its image under a set
of quantum operations T = (Tσ)σ∈Σ is defined as T (S) =∨
σ∈Σ Tσ(S), where for each σ ∈ Σ:

Tσ(S) =
∨

|ψ⟩∈S

supp(Tσ(|ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|)).

Recall that the join of a family of subspaces {Xi} of H
is defined as

∨
iXi = span(

⋃
iXi). Thus, T (S) is still a

subspace.
The following results are useful in our work.

Proposition 1 ( [12]). Let T be a quantum operation. Then
1) T (

∨
i Si) =

∨
i T (Si).

2) If T = (Tσ)σ∈Σ and each Tσ has the Kraus operator-sum
representation Tσ = {Eσjσ}, then

T (S) = span
( ⋃
σ,jσ

{Eσjσ |ψ⟩ : |ψ⟩ ∈ S}
)
.

Combining 1) and 2), T (S) can also be written as:

T (S) = span
( ⋃
σ,jσ

{Eσjσ |ψ⟩ : |ψ⟩ ∈ B}
)
,

where B = {|ψ1⟩ , · · · , |ψk⟩} is a basis of the subspace S.

B. Tensor Decision Diagram

A tensor ϕx1,··· ,xn : {0, 1}I → C is a multi-dimensional
map, where I = {x1, · · · , xn} is the set of indices and n
is called its rank. Matrices and, thus, quantum operations are
examples of tensors. In this work, we assume that every index
can take two different values 0 and 1 and will only consider
2n × 2n matrices, which are regarded as rank 2n tensors.

P =
1

6



1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 0 0

−1 1 −1 1 −1 1 0 0

1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 0 0

−1 1 −1 1 −1 1 0 0

1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 0 0

−1 1 −1 1 −1 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 3 −3

0 0 0 0 0 0 −3 3
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Fig. 1. A matrix P and its TDD representation. Note that edges with weight
0 are omitted in this diagram.

Take the matrix P in the left of Fig. 1 as an example. P can
be seen as a rank 6 tensor ϕx1x2x3y1y2y3 , where the indices
xi and yj encode the column and row numbers, respectively.
For examples, the 7-th column is specified as (x1, x2, x3) =
(1, 1, 0) and the 8-th row is specified as (y1, y2, y3) = (1, 1, 1).
As for the entries, we have ϕx1x2x3y1y2y3(110111) = −3/6.

Tensor decision diagrams (TDDs) [15] are designed to rep-
resent tensors compactly and canonically. For a fixed index
order, each tensor ϕx1,··· ,xn

has a unique TDD representation.
In a TDD representation, each node (except the terminal node)
represents an index, and we use blue and red lines to indicate
two different values of the index. Furthermore, each path start-
ing from the root node to the terminal node corresponds to an
assignment a1, . . . , an of the indices x1, . . . , xn, and the mul-
tiplication of weights along the path corresponds to the tensor
value when x1 = a1, . . . , xn = an. For example, in the TDD
shown in Fig. 1 (right), the value ϕx1x2x3y1y2y3(110111) =
−1/2 = 1/2 × 1 × 1 × 1 × 1 × 1 × (−1) is obtained by
multiplying the weight on the incoming edge of the root node
and the weights on the path whose edges are coloured blue,
blue, blue, blue, red, blue.

Quantum circuits can be naturally regarded as tensor net-
works, i.e., sets of tensors connected by shared indices. The
most basic operation of a tensor network is the contraction,
which sums up two connected tensors over shared indices. Take
two tensors ϕxy and ψyz as an example; their contraction is
the rank 2 tensor ξxz =

∑1
y=0 ϕxy · ψyz . The contraction as

well as the addition of two tensors can be calculated using
TDDs directly. Another useful tensor operation is slicing: The
slicing of a tensor ϕx,y1,...,yk with respect to x = c with
c ∈ {0, 1} is a tensor with index set { y1, . . . , yk } such that
ϕ|x=c(a1, . . . , ak) = ϕ(c, a1, . . . , ak).

This paper will use TDD to represent quantum states, quan-
tum operations as well as subspaces. This makes it convenient
for leveraging the advantages of both decision diagrams and
tensor networks.

III. QUANTUM TRANSITION SYSTEMS

A transition system M is a 4-tuple (S, S0,Σ, R), where S
is a set of states, S0 ⊆ S is the set of initial states, Σ =
{σ1, . . . , σm} is a set of symbols, and R ⊆ S × Σ × S is a
transition relation. Given a set of states S′ ⊆ S, its image under
the transition relation R is defined as

R(S′) := {t ∈ S | (s, σ, t) ∈ R and s ∈ S′ and σ ∈ Σ}. (1)



Quantum transition systems are the quantum generalisation
of transition systems and have been introduced in the quantum
computing and communication literature with several differ-
ent names (e.g., quantum automata and (discrete-time) quan-
tum Markov systems). It can be conveniently used to model
quantum communication channels and quantum cryptographic
protocols [16], [17], quantum circuits [14] and semantics of
quantum programs [12].

Definition 2. Let H be a Hilbert space. A quantum transi-
tion system M on H is a 4-tuple (H, S0,Σ, T ), where S0

is a (closed) subspace of H, called the initial space, Σ =
{σ1, . . . , σm} is a set of (classical) symbols, and T = (Tσ)σ∈Σ

is a family of quantum operations on H.

For each symbol σ ∈ Σ a quantum operation Tσ is enabled,
which maps a mixed state ρ to another mixed state Tσ(ρ). If the
system is closed (i.e., without interaction with its environment),
then each Tσ is a unitary transformation Uσ , which maps a state
|ψ⟩ ∈ H to another state Uσ |ψ⟩ ∈ H.

Quantum circuits are now the standard model for quantum
computing. We now show how the behaviour of quantum
circuits can be modelled as quantum transition systems and how
the functionality can be checked by calculating their image. Our
modelling covers combinational, dynamic, and noisy quantum
circuits.

A. Modelling Quantum Circuits

1) Combinational Quantum Circuits: In a combinational
quantum circuit, each gate represents a unitary operation.

x11 x21 x31 x41 x51

x12 x22 x32 x52 x62 x72 x82 x92

x13 x23

H X X H

H X H X H X H

X

Fig. 2. The circuit for Grover iteration. It is also a tensor network with indices
xj
i , which denotes the j-th index on qubit i.

For example, Fig. 2 gives the circuit for implementing two-
qubit Grover iteration [18], a basic procedure of Grover’s algo-
rithm for finding a solution of a Boolean function f(x) = 1. For
this circuit, the first CCX gate represents an oracle O |x⟩ |y⟩ =
|x⟩ |f(x)⊕ y⟩ and the other gates represent a reflection
2 |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|−I , where f(x) = x1∧x2 and |ψ⟩ = 1√

2
n

∑2n−1
i=0 |i⟩.

Given an input state |++−⟩ = 1
2

∑3
i=0 |i⟩ |−⟩, the circuit first

changes the state to 1
2

∑2
i=0 |i⟩ |−⟩ −

1
2 |11⟩ |−⟩, and then to

|11⟩ |−⟩. In general, let S = span{|++−⟩ , |11−⟩}. Then, for
any input state |φ⟩ ∈ S, the output state will always be in S.

Then, the system can be modelled by a quantum transition
system (H8, S, {1}, T ), where T1 = (2 |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ| − I)O, and the
property can be checked by calculating T1(S) = S.

2) Dynamic Quantum Circuits: A dynamic quantum circuit
is a quantum circuit in which measurements can happen in
the middle and the subsequent circuit can depend on the
measurement outcomes [19].

X

X

X

|0⟩ X X

|0⟩ X X

|0⟩ X X

Fig. 3. The circuit for correcting one qubit bit-flip error.

Fig. 3 gives an example of a dynamic quantum circuit which
can be used to correct the input quantum state if at most one
bit-flip error may occur. For this circuit, the input state will first
experience a period of syndrome detection (the six CX gates),
denoted by U , then a set of measurements will be conducted to
identify the error, and lastly, a set of operations will be applied
according to the measurement results to correct the error. There
are four different measurement results that can happen for this
circuit, viz. 000, 101, 110, and 011, corresponding to the cases
of no error or a bit-flip error on the first, second, and third
qubits, respectively.

Thus, the system can be modelled by a transition system with
four quantum operations T000 = {(I1⊗I2⊗I3⊗|000⟩ ⟨000|)U},
T101 = {(X1 ⊗ I2 ⊗ I3 ⊗ |101⟩ ⟨101|)U}, T110 = {(I1 ⊗X2 ⊗
I3⊗ |110⟩ ⟨110|)U}, T011 = {(I1⊗ I2⊗X3⊗ |011⟩ ⟨011|)U},
where Ii and Xi are, respectively, the identity operation and Xi

on the i-th qubit. The correctness of this circuit can be partly
checked by T (span{|100⟩ , |010⟩ , |001⟩}) = span{|000⟩}
which means that the bit-flip error has been corrected.

3) Noisy quantum circuits: Noises may happen during the
execution of quantum circuits. In quantum computing, noises
are often represented as super-operators in the Kraus operator
sum form.

H N

X X

X X

X

Fig. 4. A noisy version of a quantum walk along a 8-length cycle.

Take a quantum walk along a 8-length cycle [20], [21] as
an example. Here, the coin operation is implemented by a
Hadamard gate H = 1√

2

[
1 1
1 −1

]
. A state will be shifted to

an adjacent state and, depending on the value of the coin, it
could be either higher or lower. The shift operations can be
described by two operators S0 =

∑7
i=0 |(i− 1) mod 8⟩ ⟨i| and

S1 =
∑7
i=0 |(i+ 1) mod 8⟩ ⟨i| and implemented using a series

of Cn(X) gates, see Fig. 4.
To simplify the discussion, we only consider the case where

a noise occurs once here. Suppose a bit-flip noise may happen
after the coin operator. Then the transition system can be
represented as (H⊗4

2 , S, {1, 2}, T ) where T1 = S ◦ (Ec ⊗ I)
and T2 = S ◦ (Eb ⊗ I) ◦ (Ec ⊗ I)). Here, we use Ec and I to
represent the super-operator with only one Kraus operator H
and I , Eb = {

√
pI,
√
1− pX} to represent the bit-flip error and



S to represent the super-operator with only one Kraus operator
S0⊕S1. Both Ec, Eb are applied on the first qubit; I is applied
on the last three qubits, and S is applied on all four qubits. In
other words, S applies the operator St to the last three-qubit if
the state of the control qubit is |t⟩ (t = 0, 1). The properties of
this system can be checked by calculating T (span{|0⟩ |i⟩}) =
span{|0⟩ |(i− 1) mod 8⟩ , |1⟩ |(i+ 1) mod 8⟩}, which means
that sometimes a bit-flip error will not influence the reachable
subspace significantly.

IV. BASIC ALGORITHMS

For classical systems, image computation is normally con-
ducted by representing both the initial set of states and the
transition relation as BDDs and then calculating their conjunc-
tion and eliminating the existential quantifier [6], [22].

In this section, we describe a basic approach for image com-
putation for quantum systems. We represent Kraus operators Ei
TDDs and give algorithms for computing the join of subspaces.

A. Representation of Subspaces

A nonempty Hilbert subspace contains infinitely many pos-
sible states. The most efficient method for representing a
subspace is to represent it as a set of basis states. Given the
projector P of a subspace S, we now show how to find a basis
for S. Let P = [|u1⟩ , · · · , |u2n⟩] be the column representation
of the projector. Then P |ui⟩ = |ui⟩ for all i ∈ {1, · · · 2n}.
Thus, if |ui⟩ ̸= 0, then |ui⟩

∥|ui⟩∥ can be served as an element
in the basis of the subspace, we denote it as |vi⟩ and update
P = P − |vi⟩ ⟨vi|. Then, we can recursively find a set of
orthogonal basis vectors for the original subspace. Although
this process may experience a high complexity when traversing
all columns using the matrix representation, it can be achieved
easily using the TDD representation since the first non-zero
column can be found by locating the leftmost non-zero path of
the TDD representation of P .

Example 1. Take the subspace S = span{|++−⟩ , |11−⟩}
used in Grover iteration (cf. Sec. III-A) as an example. The
matrix and TDD representations of the corresponding projec-
tor P are shown in Fig. 1. The leftmost path corresponds
to (x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, y3) = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) while means that
the first column of the projector is non-zero. Traverse all
paths with (x0, x1, x2) = (0, 0, 0), we can obtain the vector
|v1⟩ = 1

6 [1,−1, 1,−1, 1,−1, 0, 0], which can be normalised as
|v1⟩ = 1√

3
(|00⟩ + |01⟩ + |10⟩) |−⟩. Let P ′ = P − |v1⟩ ⟨v1|.

Then P ′ equals to |11−⟩ ⟨11−|. Repeating the process for P ′,
we obtain |v2⟩ = |11⟩ |−⟩. Then {|v1⟩ , |v2⟩} is a basis of the
subspace S.

Note that we do not need to represent the corresponding
vectors in the explicit form during the calculation process but
to represent them as TDDs, thus reducing the complexity.

B. Computing the Join of Two Subspaces

Let S = S1∨S2 be the join of two subspaces S,S2. Suppose
B1 = {|ψ11⟩ , · · · , |ψ1k⟩} and B2 = {|ψ21⟩ , · · · , |ψ2l⟩} are
orthonormal bases for S1 and S2. We show how to compute a
basis B for S.

Set B = B1 and let P =
∑k
j=1 |ψ1j⟩ ⟨ψ1j |. We complete B

into a basis of S step by step by following the Gram-Schmidt
procedure. That is, we consider basis vectors in B2 one by
one. Suppose the current vector is |ψ2j⟩. We calculate |uj⟩ =
|ψ2j⟩ − P |ψ2j⟩ and normalise it as |vj⟩ = |uj⟩

∥|uj⟩∥ . If |vj⟩ is
0, then we consider the next vector; otherwise, it is orthogonal
to P and we add it to B. Meanwhile, we also update P as
P + |vj⟩ ⟨vj |. Repeat this process until all elements in B2 have
been considered. Then, B will be a basis of S and P will be
the projector to S.

Example 2. Consider Grover iteration again. Let P1, P2 be
the projectors of two one-dimensional subspaces S1, S2, which
are generated by B1 = {|++−⟩} and B2 = {|11−⟩}
respectively. Clearly, P1 = |++−⟩ ⟨++−|. We complete B1

into a basis of S = S1 ∨ S2. A simple calculation shows
that |u⟩ = |11−⟩ − P1 |11−⟩ = |11−⟩ − 1

4 |++−⟩ =
[− 1

4 ,
1
4 ,−

1
4 ,

1
4 ,−

1
4 ,

1
4 ,

3
4 ,−

3
4 ]
T , which can be normalised as

|v⟩ = − 1
2
√
3
(|00⟩ + |01⟩ + |10⟩ − 3 |11⟩) |−⟩. Then B =

{|++−⟩ , |v⟩} is an orthonormal basis, and P = P1 + |v⟩ ⟨v|
is the corresponding projector, which is exactly the one shown
in Example 1.

C. A Basic Image Computation Algorithm
Based on the above algorithms, we now give the basic image

computation algorithm for quantum transition systems.

Algorithm 1 Basic Image(H, S,Σ, T )
Input: A quantum transition system (H, S,Σ, T ), where T =
{Tσ | σ ∈ Σ} and Tσ = {Eσ,jσ}

Output: the projector P of T (S)
1: P ← 0
2: B ← Basis Decompose(S)
3: K ← ∪σ,jσ{Eσ,jσ}
4: for |ψ⟩ in B, E in K do
5: |ϕ⟩ ← cont(|ψ⟩ , E)
6: P = P ∨ span{|ϕ⟩}
7: end for
8: return P

The basic procedure is to find a basis of the initial subspace
and then calculate E |ψ⟩ for every Kraus operator E and basis
state |ψ⟩ (both are represented as TDDs) and then calculate the
join of all these states. In this paper, we use cont(ϕ1, · · · , ϕk)
to represent the contraction of k tensors ϕ1, · · · , ϕk.

V. PARTITION-BASED OPTIMISATIONS

Representing a transition relation as a monolithic BDD usu-
ally needs huge memory resources. In classical model check-
ing, partition-based methods are introduced [8] to optimise
image computation by partitioning the transition relation as
the disjunction or conjunction of smaller transition relations.
Analogously, by leveraging the properties of tensor networks
and TDDs, we can partition a quantum circuit (regarded as a
tensor network or a TDD) into many parts, which can be added
or contracted to recover the functionality of the quantum circuit.
The two methods are addressed as, respectively, addition and
contraction partitions.



x1
1 x2
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1 x4
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2 x6

2 x7
2 x8

2

Fig. 5. The undirected graph for Grover iteration (cf. Fig. 2), where xj
i

represents the j-th index of the i-th qubit of the circuit.

A. Addition Partition

Regarding quantum circuits as tensor networks, we first
transform (as in [23]) a quantum circuit C as an undirected
graph G and then partition the circuit according to some
vertices with the highest degrees. More specifically, every node
in G represents an index of the quantum circuit and two nodes
are connected in G if they are the input or output indices of the
same gate. In this work, we regard two indices as the same if
(i) they are the input and output indices of a diagonal quantum
gate; or (ii) they are the input and output indices of a control
qubit of a controlled gate. That is, hyper-edges [24] can appear
in G. This graph captures the connectivity of the quantum
circuit and facilitates the partition of the circuit by slicing some
indices with the highest degrees. We call this method addition
partition.

Consider the circuit for Grover iteration (see Fig. 2) again.
The corresponding undirected graph is shown in Fig. 5. In this
circuit, we examine each qubit wire from left to right one by
one and use xji to represent the j-th index of the i-th qubit.
From Fig. 5, we can see that the nodes labelled with x11, x12, and
x31 have the highest degree. We choose any one of the indices
and slice the circuit into two simpler ones by giving a value
of 0 or 1 to the index. We can also choose two or all of the
indices to partition the circuit into four or eight simpler parts.

Suppose a circuit with tensor representation ϕ has been
partitioned into several parts as above. Let ϕ1, · · · , ϕk be
their tensor representations. To calculate the image of a state
|ψ⟩ under the tensor ϕ, we need only calculate the contrac-
tions cont(|ψ⟩ , ϕi) and then add them up. This is because
cont(|ψ⟩ , ϕ) =

∑
i cont(|ψ⟩ , ϕi).

The advantage of addition partition lies in that calculations of
large TDD, as in the basic method, can be avoided. Moreover,
contractions of different parts cont(|ψ⟩ , ϕi) can be done in
parallel.

B. Contraction Partition

In contraction partition, we cut the quantum circuit into
several smaller parts whose contraction equals the original one.
For two preset integer parameters k1 and k2, we partition the
circuit into small parts such that every part involves at most
k1 qubits and connects with at most k2 multi-qubit gates that
across different parts (cf. [15]).

Take the bit-flip code circuit (cf. Fig. 3) as an example.
Setting k1 = 3 and k2 = 2, the circuit is cut into six blocks as
shown in Fig. 3. The method first cuts the circuit horizontally
into ⌈n/k1⌉ parts and then cuts the circuit vertically whenever
k2 multi-qubit gates have been cut, where n is the total number

of qubits of the circuit. For this example, n = 6 and the circuit
is cut horizontally into two parts. Whenever the horizontal line
cuts two CX gates, we add a vertical line. As a consequence,
the circuit is cut into six parts.

Suppose ϕ and ϕ1, · · · , ϕk are the tensor representations of
the circuit and its k blocks. Then ϕ = cont(ϕ1, · · · , ϕk). To
compute the image of a state |ψ⟩ under the transition specified
by ϕ, we need only contract the tensor network connected
by these ϕi and |ψ⟩. By using this method, we can avoid
calculating the TDD that represents the whole circuit directly.
In most cases, it takes much less memory space to store these
smaller TDDs and it takes less time contracting these ϕi with
|ψ⟩ as they have small ranks.

VI. EMPIRICAL EVALUATION

In this section, we evaluate the effectiveness and efficiency
of our algorithms. All experiments were conducted on a server
with an Intel Xeon-Gold-5215 CPU and 512GB RAM.

A. Comparison Among Three Methods

We compare and demonstrate the scalability of our methods
on a set of well-known benchmarks. The transition relations of
our experiments cover a range of quantum circuits, including
circuits for preparing GHZ states and circuits for algorithms
such as Grover’s algorithm, Bernstein-Vazirani algorithm (BV),
quantum Fourier transform (QFT), and quantum random walk
(QRW). For the quantum random walk, we add a bit-flip
error at the coin qubit after the Hadamard gate. We use the
commonly used input states to form the initial subspace of
these algorithms.

Table I presents the experimental results for three image
computation methods: the basic algorithm, addition partition,
and contraction partition. The first column gives the names of
the circuits, which also indicate the qubit number. Each of the
rest columns corresponds to one of these methods, displaying
the time (in seconds) and the maximum node number of TDDs
generated during the image computation of the corresponding
circuit. For addition partition, we assign a parameter value of
k = 1, which corresponds to dividing the circuit into two parts.
For the contraction partition, we set k1 = k2 = 4, indicating
a horizontal circuit cut every four qubits and a vertical cut
whenever four multi-qubit gates which have been horizontally
cut are encountered.

From Table I we can see that all three methods can calculate
the images of the 500-qubit BV in 5 minutes and 500-qubit
GHZ in 4 seconds. For Grover’s algorithm, QFT and QRW,
the basic algorithm and addition partition are difficult to go
beyond 20 qubits. In general, addition partition is better than
the basic algorithm. For example, for ‘QRW 20’, the basic
algorithm takes about 341 seconds to finish while addition
partition only takes 218 seconds. The maximal node numbers
show the same trend. Compared with the basic algorithm and
addition partition, our contraction partition method is way more
efficient. For example, it takes only 14 seconds for ‘QRW 20’.
Moreover, it can go far beyond 20 qubits for Grover, QFT, and
QRW circuits. More importantly, the maximum TDD size of
contraction partition increases at most linearly for QFT, BV,



TABLE I
EXPERIMENT DATA

Benchmark
basic addition contraction

time max #node time max #node time max #node
Grover 15 19.33 15785 17.35 15099 1.61 597
Grover 18 76.47 61694 66.02 60332 2.41 516
Grover 20 294.65 243946 259.87 241240 4.39 1036
Grover 40 - - 2953.57 851973
QFT 15 34.64 65536 18.88 32770 0.08 63
QFT 18 282.12 524288 148.13 262146 0.10 31
QFT 20 1199.21 2097152 655.19 1048578 0.12 63
QFT 30 - - 0.29 31
QFT 50 - - 1.02 51
QFT 100 - - 7.14 101
BV 100 7.36 596 7.43 596 0.41 102
BV 200 31.57 1196 30.03 1196 1.70 202
BV 300 75.66 1796 75.56 1796 4.28 302
BV 400 146.47 2396 145.40 2396 9.18 402
BV 500 244.15 2996 223.90 2996 16.31 502
GHZ 100 0.38 595 0.13 301 0.18 200
GHZ 200 0.72 1195 0.37 601 0.48 400
GHZ 300 1.29 1795 0.62 901 0.80 600
GHZ 400 2.03 2395 1.00 1201 1.26 800
GHZ 500 2.96 2995 1.45 1501 1.72 1000
QRW 15 36.86 13122 24.59 10882 7.16 222
QRW 18 139.76 90538 84.69 37064 11.23 226
QRW 20 341.05 265614 218.29 107714 14.31 404
QRW 30 - - 36.82 404
QRW 50 - - 118.08 404
QRW 100 - - 692.08 436

TABLE II
TIME CONSUMPTION (SECONDS) FOR CONTRACTION PARTITION

k1
k2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

1 1.95 1.58 1.80 1.67 1.62 1.89 2.57 2.54 3.64 3.82 6.02 3.07 3.28 4.88 6.88
2 1.48 1.50 1.74 1.52 1.58 1.90 2.08 2.18 3.01 2.25 4.89 2.68 2.57 4.12 5.63
3 1.51 1.49 1.63 1.54 1.48 2.04 2.29 2.05 3.04 2.17 3.79 2.38 2.59 3.57 3.96
4 1.42 1.50 1.63 1.61 1.62 2.20 2.44 2.29 3.04 2.39 3.85 2.91 2.93 3.87 4.86
5 1.65 1.65 1.75 1.64 1.90 2.14 2.33 2.34 2.86 2.20 3.83 2.58 2.55 3.79 4.29
6 1.69 1.74 1.71 1.75 1.60 2.02 2.27 1.91 2.78 2.14 3.27 2.38 2.93 3.76 3.76
7 1.42 1.31 1.74 1.78 1.70 3.10 3.41 2.48 4.21 2.36 3.59 3.35 3.43 5.91 3.98
8 1.37 1.51 1.87 2.60 2.15 3.45 3.84 3.03 4.60 3.33 4.56 3.70 4.14 6.43 5.61
9 1.31 1.43 1.48 2.91 2.78 2.83 3.53 4.33 2.86 4.48 3.54 3.12 2.91 4.11 6.03

10 1.35 1.40 2.04 2.60 3.63 3.24 3.19 2.65 5.14 3.37 3.21 3.49 4.14 5.93 6.71
11 1.23 1.46 1.48 3.09 2.81 2.70 4.37 2.53 4.85 3.74 5.23 5.11 3.30 6.78 8.13
12 1.32 2.06 2.84 3.05 3.57 3.91 3.90 2.04 6.03 5.99 6.55 3.02 4.76 6.95 32.33
13 1.79 1.97 3.63 4.48 4.01 5.92 6.73 2.72 3.79 27.38 6.28 9.22 12.57 72.23 27.10
14 2.72 2.24 5.94 4.43 24.81 8.52 25.18 4.85 5.30 55.04 58.81 109.59 43.82 43.84 48.41
15 2.96 1.85 6.42 2.43 8.67 14.61 37.10 4.97 10.09 7.39 24.11 22.31 24.19 24.04 36.50

GHZ, and QRW. In the table, we use ‘-’ to indicate that the
time exceeds the timeout of 3600s. It should be noted that,
while our method—particularly the contraction partition—has
demonstrated good performance in the examples above, the
algorithm’s overall complexity remains exponential in the worst
case.

B. Impact of Parameters for Contraction Partition

In this subsection, we investigate the influence of the param-
eters k1 and k2 on the performance of contraction partition.
We use the circuit ‘Grover 15’ as an example and calculate
images for different k1 and k2 ranging from 1 to 15. The
experimental results are shown in Table II, where the value
at entry (k1, k2) represents the image computation time for the
corresponding parameters k1, k2 in contraction partition. In this
table, times under 2 seconds are highlighted in purple, while
times exceeding 5 seconds are marked in blue, with the colour
intensity increasing as the duration lengthens. From Table II
we can see that the contraction partition method is efficient as
long as we do not set the parameters k1, k2 too large. This
means that there is a wide range of values that can be chosen
for the parameters.

VII. CONCLUSION

Image computation plays a key role in model checking
classical and quantum transition systems. This paper focuses

on advancing the development of model checking for quantum
systems by introducing efficient image computation algorithms.
We represent quantum circuits as tensor networks and leverage
the properties of tensor networks and tensor decision diagrams
to design efficient image computation algorithms. Empirical
evaluation demonstrates that the contraction partition-based
algorithm can greatly improve the efficiency of image com-
putation for quantum transition systems.
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