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Generalized Toffoli gates using qudit catalysis
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We present quantum networks foregubit controlled gate?™ ! (/) which use a higher dimensional (qudit)
ancilla as a catalyser. In its simplest form the network hdg o two-particle gates (qubit-qudit)— this is the
minimum number of two-body interactions needed to cougle at 1 subsystemsr{ qubits plus one ancilla).
This class of controlled gates includes the generalisetbf@fate C™*(X) on n qubits, which plays an
important role in several quantum algorithms and erroremiion. A particular example implementing this
model is given by the dispersive limit of a generalised Jay@iammings Hamiltonian of an effective spin-
interacting with a cavity mode.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx, 03.67.Mn

I. INTRODUCTION Recently a new approach has provided a fresh insight of
how to construct efficiently Toffoli gates [16,/17] using femw

During the past decade quantum information processind€SOU ces than previous designs [11, 15]. The key element in
9 P q P $his construction [16, 17]is the use of alarger Hilbert spayg

(QIP) has changed our paradigm of computatidn [1]. Th ) L . " i
main insight was that information is physical, and hence<:0me.tranSfC)rmIng the target qubit into a qudit. Intuitivelymnd

putation, as a physical process, is limited by the laws oing the two dimensional space of a qubit te aimensional

physics [2]. Quantum mechanics provides a different comdudit space improves the “manoeuvrability” in the extended
o . ; Hilbert space and results in a simplified quantum network wit
putational model by employing features not present in & clas, : . .
) o fewer gates. However, this requires that during the gate-ope
sical world, most notably superposition and entanglement,

. o .. _ation the state of the system goes out of the computational

The quantum revolution opened new possibilities by degisin ffectivel f1h ional aubits b
novel algorithms[3,/4] and tasks which either have no classi>Pace — € ectively one of the computational qubits becomes
S a qudit. Therefore, at the end of the gate, this qudit has to

cal analogl[5..17] or provide (in some cases) an eXIoOﬂent'a}e—enter the qubit space in order to continue the computatio
speed-up over classically known algorithms [3].

and hence needs to “forget” the non-computational degrees o
A critical issue that needs to be addressed is how to Corﬁeedom_ A Consequence is the potentia| |eakage out of the
struct large scale quantum circuits. As classical comgusn qubit space: imperfect gates will result in leakage, esigci
designed around irreversible gates, one cannot direethstr  if such a procedure is reiterated during a complex algorithm
late this expertise into the quantum world. However, re- | thjs article we build on this insight [16, 17] but adopt
versible logic has a long history|[3, 9] and a central role ing gifferent approach resulting in a more efficient design. We
this field is played by the Toffoli gate. This gate, acontdi  ompletely decouple the qudit space from the computational
controlled-NOT acting on three bits, flips the target bitdth  5y5ce by using an ancilla. This has several important conse-
controls are 1. There are design tools that allow to Con'suu‘iquences. First, there is no need to expand one of the compu-
large oracles with reversible gates. tational qubits to a qudit and then back to a qubit. Second,
The Toffoli gate is also of interest in the quantum world. this separation of the ancilla from the computational degre
Together with the Hadamard it forms a universal set of quanef freedom allows us to measure and discard the ancilla at the
tum gates|[10]. Moreover, the Toffoli gate is a central build end of the gate. Consequently we recover the computational
ing block in phase estimation [11], Shor’s algorithm [3ycer  Hilbert space in a pristine form — the ancilla starts and ends
correction|[12] and fault tolerant quantum circuits/[13h€Be in a factorized state with respect to the qubits, hence tisere
properties naturally bring up the question of how to coridtru no leakage. Here measurement plays also the role of a simple
it efficiently. Since the Toffoli involves 3-body interaatis,  error correction mechanism. And finally, we have the free-
it does not appear naturally in physical systems, with Hamil dom to implement the qudit in a different physical system
tonians usually containing 2-body interactions. One way ofthan the computational qubits. This means we can optimize
constructing the Toffoli is to decompose itinto single awdt other properties of the ancilla compared to the qubits (mg.
qubit gates, the simplest decomposition in terms of CNOTteraction strength, higher dimensional Hilbert space étoy
gates require 6 such gates plus 10 single qubit gates; equiexample, the computational qubits can be photons (low de-
alently, one can use five two-qubit gates, but in this cassethe coherence) and the qudit ancilla can be an atom in a cavity
are general controlled-instead of CNOT/[15]. One can gen- (higher decoherence but stronger interaction); in thie ths
eralize Toffoli gates tan qubits,n — 1 controls and a tar- ancilla has to be coherent only for the duration of the Toffol
get, where now the target qubit is flipped if all the controlsgate, not for the duration of the whole algorithm. The apilit
are 1. For generalized Toffoli gates the resources increage measure the ancilla proves to be crucial and enablesastor
rapidly, requiringO(n?) two-qubit gates|[15]. Experimen- duce the number of entangling gates: our second design needs
tally, 3-qubit Toffoli gates have been implemented in NMR only n two-particle gates, compared2e — 3 in Ref. [16,/17].
systems|[12] and ion traps [14]. Note thatn is the minimum number of two-body interactions
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required to coupler + 1 subsystemsr( qubits plus one an-
cilla): less than this, at least one of them is left uncoupled
with the rest of the system.

We will discuss two related designs. The first does not re- m
quire measurement, but neels — 1 two-body gates. The mim
second design uses ontytwo-particle gates plus measure- X 1 X 'B} 12>
ment of the ancilla and a feed-forward correction (singleigu
phase shifts on the control qubits). It is important to stteat
both networks are deterministic and the result of the measur FIG. 1: Ann-qubit controlled gateC™ ' (U); if U = X this cor-
ment (in the second case)rist used for post-selection. Here responds to a generalized Toffoli gate. Qubits .., i, are denoted
measurement plays the same role as in teleportation: it prd thin, black lines; the ancilla (red, thick line) is a quuith an
vides the information needed to correct the final state — thd'mensional Hilbert space. The controllédgate in the middle be-

. . o e . . ween a qubit and the qudit ancilla is performed only if theilbmis

gate works with unit probablhty in pr|_nC|pIe. Finally, wee o the 1) state, i.e.C/(U)]in)|j) = [U%" |in)]|j) (symbolized by 1
an example of a particular model which can be used to implegg o, the gate).
ment our scheme. This corresponds to the dispersive limit of
a generalized Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian of an effective
spin-s interacting with a cavity mode.

o)

QUANTUM NETWORK FOR TOFFOLI GATE

A. Background and notations

Before discussing the main result of the article, let usflyrie  FiG. 2: A measurement base@™ ! (U) gate. Then — 1 gates
review a few background ideas and notations. A quditis a C/(X,,) used to disentangle the ancilla from the qubits are replaced

level quantum system; I€0), ..., |n — 1)} be itsn dimen-
sional (computational) basis. The action of the generdlize
Pauli operators(,, andZ,, in this basis is:

Znlk) = w¥[k) 1)
with w = ¢?/"; the addition in|k + 1) is modulon. Thus
Z, = diag(1,w,w?,...,w™ 1) in this basis. Fon = 2, we

denote the usual Pauli operators acting on a qubiXbgnd
Z. The Fourier transform over the qudit space is defined a
[11]:

n—1

Flk) = n7/2 3" wHlj)

=0

(2)

The Fourier transform maps the computatiagibasis to the
X,,-basis (up to a relabeling); we also hav&(,, F~! = Z,,.
For a qubit & = 2) F'is the Hadamard gatd.

A quantum gate>"~1(U) is defined to have — 1 control
gubits and performs a conditioridlgate on thex-th qubit (the
target) if and only if all the controls are 1, i.¢y;. . .-i,—1 = 1,
with i, = 0, 1. The action is given by:

C" N Uiy .. in) = it .. iy YU 7=15) (3)

The casd/ = X corresponds to the generalized Toffoli gate
acting onn qubits, namelyC"~1(X); its action is to flip the
target qubit if all then — 1 control qubits are in thel) state.

B. Afirst gate design

by a measurement of the ancilla in the Fourier basis (gate the
qudit) and feed-forward. The gat&¥ = diag(1,w®) are condition-
ally applied depending the valueof the measured ancilla; the same
gate P* is applied to all control qubits, resulting in a homogeneous
design.

gudit as an ancilla.

Consider the quantum network in F[g. 1. The controlled-
y gate in the middle between the qudit ancilla (control) and
i, (target) is performed only if the qudit is in the) state,
i.e., |in)|7)—[U%]i,)]|7). With this observation, the gate
operation becomes straightforward. For basis states,rthe a
cilla acts like a counter, adding all the values of the cdntro
qubits. Since the initial state of the ancilla qudit23, the
middleC(U) gate is performed wheb41 + ... 44,1 =1
mod n, that is all control qubits are in the stdti. The last
n—1 gatesC'(X,,) after theC(U) gate disentangle the ancilla
from the computational qubits and return it to its initicdtst

The choice of the initial stat&) for the ancilla is deter-
mined by the fact that the middi€'(U) gate (between the
ancilla and theath qubit) acts only if the ancilla is in thg)
state. If, experimentally, we want to have #éU) gate con-
trolled by the|k) value, one has simply to prepare the ancilla
inthe|k + 1) state.

C. Disentangling by measurement: a simpler design

In the previous scheme each control qubit has to interact
twice with the qudit, first to entangle, then to disentangle i

Now we are ready to discuss the quantum network for &rom the ancilla (see Fifl] 1). If the qubits are photons ard th

generalized controlled gaté”~*(U) using an-dimensional

ancilla is an atom in a cavity, as in the photonic module [18,



19], then all the control photons have to pass twice throhgh t v
cavity. From an experimental point of view this will require . :
to store the photons in a memory or buffer and then redirect [ p*
them back to the cavity, a situation far from optimal. Is ther i {ul i (U]
a way to simplify the network such that each qubit interacts p>dFHz -z, ¢ a
only once with the ancilla?

In Fig.[2 we present an alternative design. By measuring
the ancilla in the Fourier basis (i.e., by first applying afi®u  FIG. 3: A quantum network equivalent to FId. 2, using the titgn
transformF followed by a measurement in the computational X, = F~'Z, F.

basis) and using feed-forward, we can effectively disegltan
the ancilla from the rest of the qubits.

Assume we have an arbitrary input stat¢,) =  a Hamiltonian whose evolution enacts a controligdgate
S, ilit .. .in)|2), where the sum is over all basis statesC(Zy), asin Fig[3.
i = (i1,...,1,) Of n qubits; the ancilla is factorized and  Assume we have a qudit (e.g., an atom in a cavity or a nu-
starts in the stat2). After applying then — 1 controlled-  clear spin in a NMR setup) interacting with a photonic qubit
X,, gatesC(X,,) on the ancilla, the state becomgs) =  accordingto
Do ilin . in)|in + ... 4+ in—1 + 2) and the ancilla is now
entangled with all the control qubits, . .. ,4,_1. By apply- Hp = xha'a S, (4)
ing theC(U) gate between the ancilla and the target qihit _ ) o
the state of the system changes to wherea'(a) are photonic creation (annihilation) operators and
S, =diag(s,s—1,...,—s+1, —s) is the effective:-spin op-

iha) = Z it . i YU i iy + . 4,1 +2)  erator associated to the qudit, with= 2s + 1 the dimension
2 of its Hilbert space. The unitary operator induced by thiaét

. ) . independent) Hamiltonian acting for a timen the system is
After the Fourier transfornk’ on the ancilla, ed.{2), the previ-

ous state becomes (up to normalization): U(t) = e~ tHIt/h _ exp(—ixtatas.) (5)
n—1 . .
i VT kit Fin-142) |}, Let |k)|m) be a basis state of the system, with,k = 0,1 a

zi:a i i) [in) Zw %) Fock state of the field (photon) amch), 0 < m <n —1,a
basis for the qudit. The action on this basis is
Suppose we now measure the ancilla and we obtain the value ~
a, with 0 < a < n — 1; the system is then projected to the U(t)[k)|m) = |k)[T"(t)|m))] (6)
state

k=0

) ) i a1 s ol ; with U(t) = exp(—ixtS.) a single qudit unitary. Taking
D iy i) U iy o142 ) xt = 27 /n and recalling that = 2™/, we obtain

Hence by applying a corrective phase sHift to all n — 1 U(2r/xn) = —w'/diag(1,w,...,w" ) = —w'/2Z, (7)
control qubits, withP? = diag(1,w), we obtain o ]
Therefore the Hamiltoniaf{4) implements, up to a phase, the
1) = w3 it ... i )U 10 ) a) unitary we need. _ _
d XZ: ’ " " It is well-known that in the case of a qubit (= 2) the
o ] ] HamiltonianH; can be obtained as the dispersive limit of the
which is indeed the desired state, modulo an (irrelevare)-ov jaynes-Cummings HamiltoniaH ;- = hglato_ + acy).
all phasev®. o This Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian [20, 21] describes the
It is important to stress that although the ancilla is meainteraction of areffective spin-1/2 (e.g., a 2-level atom in a
sured, there is no post-selection, hence the gate is detiskmi cavity) with a quantized field.
tic and works with unit probability. Measurement here plays |t js easy to show that the dispersive limit holds also for
the same role as in teleportation — it provides the inforamti e general case general spin-Assume we have a spin-
we need to correct the state in the end. (or equivalent) in a cavity interacting with a quantizeddiel
according to:

D. A generalized Jaynes-Cummings model H = hwala + HQS, + 2hg(aTS, +aS,) (8)

So far the discussion was rather general without considemwherew () is the resonant frequency of the cavity field
ing a particular physical model. We now examine a possi{spin) andS. = S, + iS, are the ladder operators for a
ble implementation of the abstract scheme presented abovepin s, with n = 2s + 1. These obey the usual commuta-
The first question we ask istvhat interaction Hamiltonian ~ tion relations[S;,S_] = 2S5, and[S,,S+] = £S1. The
gives us the controlled unitary transformation C(X,,)? Us-  dispersive limitg/A < 1, with A = Q — w the detun-
ing the identityX,, = F~'Z, F, the problem reduces to find ing, is obtained by performing the unitary transformat/@][
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V = exp[2g(aS; —a'S_)/A] and expanding to second order in the number of two-body quantum gates required at the ex-

ing pense of going out and in of the computational space during
) gate execution.
H = VHV' = hwala + hQS, + 4hg (S+S_ +2atas.) Let us now review the main features of our construction.
3 A2 A Our design strategy was to decouple the higher dimensional
+ O(¢g°/A%) (9)  space (the qudit) from the computational qubits by choosing

. . . L the qudit to be an ancilla. This has several consequencgs: fir
. e v g 7P L preerts eakage om e compuaiona pace, as e a
ofan actuél spi in a cavity, interacting with the field through cilla can be c_ilscarded a_t the end of th(_a ga_te. Second, thsqubl
the Hamiltonian of eqL{8) a;nd with capability f6¢ measure- and the ancilla can be |mplemen_ted in d_lfferent phy_S|ca4 sys
ment. An alternative is to use — 1 dispersive qubits, each at tems (e.g., photons vs. an atom in a cavity). And third, as the
the séme frequend§, not coupled to each other bL;t all cou- gncnla does not have any computatlpnal degrees of freedom,
led to the field with ,the same strengthl[23]. With it can be measured without destroying the coherence of the
P 9 ' gubits. This is the case of the gate design in Elg. 2, where
n—1 n—1 measuring the ancilla in the Fourier basis disentanglesrit f
Z ol S, = 1 Z Ug) (10)  the computational qubits and simplifies the design: eacktqub
= 2 = interacts minimally with the ancilla — only once. Anotherad
vantage of the present scheme is that all control qubitsdote
the required commutation rules hold for the effective spin homogeneously, i.e., in the same way, with the qudit; more-
(wheren = 2s + 1) and the Hamiltonian of ed.(8) emerges. over, there is no need of extra single qudit gates on thelancil
Clearly here the full(n — 1)-qubit Hilbert space is bigger between the”'(X,,) gates (in contrast, in Ref. [16./17] extra
than that required. However, since the evolution preseghees single-qudit gates are required). This last property isesp
symmetry, if the qubits are initialised in the symmetric{un cially useful for quantum computation schemes in which the
der qubit interchange) subspace they remain in it and act ancilla is symmetrically coupled to all control qubits. One
an effective spins. For the two-qubit case = 3, the sym-  particular example is a NMR approach where a central qubit
metric states, written in terms of the individual eigenstates is coupled identically (due to symmetry) to a number of satel
would be{|1), % (M) + 41, [44) . Given the symmet-  lite qubits, as in Ref/[27]. In this case we can enactthel
ric subspace, measurement projecting into$héasis can be  C(X») gates between the control qubits and the ancilla with
effected by measuring the individual qubits in theirbasis. ~ asingle NMR pulse, provided the target qubit is distinct from
The other core ingredient of Figl 3 is the Fourier transformthe rest, hence has a different coupling.
(FT) over the qudit. It can be implemented efficiently with at  The controlledC(Z,,) unitary we use in our scheme can
mostn? —1 pulses —any unitaryy € SU(n) can be writtenas be implemented with a Hamiltonian which generalizes the
4 U = HZ:I e Tx | with T}, the SU(n) generators and  dispersive limit of Jaynes-Cummings interaction of a qudit
B, € R. Proposals to implement the FT include multilevel coupled to a photonic field. One physical implementation of

atoms|[25] and harmonic oscillatofs [26]. this system could be an actual matter qudit (a spinvith
n = 2s + 1) coupled to a cavity field. Another possibility is

to realise an effective qudit froma — 1 qubits each coupled to
. CONCLUSIONS the field. The latter approach could be feasible with superco
ducting qubits each positioned at an antinode of a microwave
: : avity field [28]. For this example the required measurement
A challenge for the present day quantum engineers Is tgrojecting into theS, basis might be effected through disper-
guantum task. In this article we discussed two quamurﬁive_measgrement of th_e individual qubitsi[2d, 30] at thpir o
networks implementing a family of controlled gates an erating points, or possibly through gate voltage bias caang

qubitsC"~(U). This includes the generalized Toffoli gate f0llowed by charge measurement.
C"~1(X), an important ingredient of quantum error correc-
tion algorithms.

Recently several authors proposed a new approach for an
efficient implementation of generalized Toffoli gates [1&].
The insight was to use a higher dimensional Hilbert space by
allowing one of the qubits (the target) to temporarily beeom  We acknowledge financial support from EU (QAP and HIP
a qudit during the gate operation. The end result is a regiucti projects) and Japan (MEXT).
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