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Distributed computing is a fastest growing field—enabling virtual computing, parallel computing,
and distributed storage. By exploiting the counterfactual techniques, we devise a distributed blind
quantum computation protocol to perform a universal two-qubit controlled unitary operation for
any input state without using preshared entanglement and without exchanging physical particles
between remote parties. This distributed protocol allows Bob to counterfactully apply an arbitrary
unitary operator to Alice’s qubit in probabilistic fashion, without revealing the operator to her, using
a control qubit—called the counterfactual concealed telecomputation (CCT). It is shown that the
protocol is valid for general input states and that single-qubit unitary teleportation is a special case
of CCT. The quantum circuit for CCT can be implemented using the (chained) quantum Zeno gates
and the protocol becomes determistic with simplified circuit implementation if the initial composite
state of Alice and Bob is a Bell-type state.

A nonlocal controlled unitary operation (CUO) is one
of the fundamental building blocks in distributed quan-
tum computing [1–3] and quantum communications [4–
6]. Recently, it has been shown that any bipartite non-
local unitary operation on a dA × dB dimensional quan-
tum system can be implemented using at most 4dA − 5
nonlocal controlled unitary operators, regardless of dB,
where dA and dB denote the dimensions of quantum sys-
tems possessed by the remote parties Alice and Bob, re-
spectively [7]. In particular, a two-qubit nonlocal con-
trolled unitary operator plays an important role in dis-
tributed quantum computing as any n-qubit nonlocal
unitary operation can be decomposed into a product
of two-qubit nonlocal CUOs and single-qubit operations
[7, 8]. Two-qubit nonlocal CUOs have been implemented
using entanglement-assisted local operations and classi-
cal communication (LOCC) [9, 10].
In general, a two-qubit CUO can be represented as

Uc = I ⊗ |0〉 〈0| + U ⊗ |1〉 〈1|, where I is the single-
qubit identity operator and U is an arbitrary single-qubit
unitary operator. To devise a two-qubit nonlocal CUO,
Uc can be further decomposed to [10, 11]

Uc = (A1 ⊗B1)

(

∑

kl

eιklθ |kl〉 〈kl|
)

(A2 ⊗B2) , (1)

where ι =
√
−1; |k〉 and |l〉 denote the computational ba-

sis of target and control qubits; and A1,A2,B1 and B2

are the single-qubit local unitary operators that depend
on U . To date, nonlocal CUOs have been implemented
using LOCC when the following two conditions are met:
i) a sufficient amount of preshared entanglement is avail-
able and ii) U is known to both Alice and Bob [10].
Blind quantum computation using entanglement-

assisted LOCC [12–14] is a unique capability enabled by
quantum mechanics, which allows one party to use quan-
tum computational resources of a remote party with-
out revealing the input, computation, and output. This

quantum task enables a client to perform computation
remotely and privately under the unconditional security,
which relies on the law of quantum mechanics such as
quantum entanglement, quantum nonlocality and quan-
tum nocloning theorem. Counterfactual quantum com-
munication [15, 16] is an other unique capability enabled
by quantum mechanics, which allows remote parties to
communicate information without exchanging physical
particles. The counterfactuality was first introduced
based on the bomb detection experiment to determine the
presence of a bomb in an interferometer without intreact-
ing with it—namely, the interaction-free measurement—
by using the Mach-Zehnder interferometer [17] and the
quantum Zeno (QZ) effect [18]. The direct counterfactual
quantum communication protocol is based on the nested
version of the Mach-Zehnder interferometer withM outer
and N inner cycles—namely, the chained QZ (CQZ) ef-
fect—where a classical bit is encoded in the the presence
or absence of the absorptive object (e.g., shutter) in the
interferometer. To ensure the counterfactuality of the
protocol for both classical bits 0 and 1, if any physical
particle is found in the quantum channel, the absorptive
object absorbs the particle and declares the erasure of the
classical information. In contrast, the quantum absorp-
tive object (e.g., electron, trapped ions), which can take
superposition of the absence and presence, is required to
transfer quantum information in counterfactual way [19].
In addition to quantum communication, the counterfac-
tuality has been successfully used in quantum computa-
tion [20, 21] and quantum cryptography [22, 23].

This letter put forth a new type of blind quantum
computation without using preshared entanglement and
without exchanging physical particles between remote
parties. A fudamental building block of blind quantum
computation is a protocol that enables Bob to counter-
factually apply an arbitrary unitary operator U to Al-
ice’s qubit in probabilistic fashion, without revealing U

http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04948v4


Alice |ψ〉A Um

Bob |ψ〉B X

V1(U) V2

|0〉C X H m

|ψ1〉ABC |ψ2〉ABC |ψ3〉ABC |ψ4〉ABC |ψ5m〉AB |ψ6m〉AB

T

Q3

Q1 Q2

FIG. 1. A CCT protocol without preshared entanglement. Bob starts the protocol by entangling his qubit |ψ〉
B
and ancilla

|0〉
C

with the local CNOT operation. Alice and Bob apply a sequence of nonlocal controlled flipping operations {T ,Q1,Q2}
and the local operations {V1(U) ,V2} (at Bob’s side) where T is a counterfactual Toffoli gate. At the end of the protocol, Bob
applies the Hadamard gate H on the ancilla followed by measuring the ancilla in the computational basis. Bob announces his
measurement result m ∈ {0, 1} to Alice by using classical communication. Alice and Bob counterfactually apply the operation
Q3 on their composite state and transform the composite state as |ψ6m〉

AB
= γ

(

I |ψ〉
A

)

⊗ |0〉
B
+ δ

(

Um |ψ〉
A

)

⊗ |1〉
B

where
Um = Rz(φ)Ry((−1)m θ)Rz(ϕ). Here I denotes the single-qubit identity matrix and X is the Pauli x operator.

to Alice, using a control qubit. This is accomplished
by decomposing the two-qubit CUO corresponding to U

into global controlled flipping operations and local op-
erations at the remote parties. The key features of this
protocol are that i) the global controlled flipping oper-
ations are implemented in counterfactual way, and ii)
both the global operations and Alice’s local operations
are implemented in a way that U is concealed from Alice.
This protocol is called counterfactual concealed telecom-
putation (CCT). The counterfactual implementation of
global controlled flipping operations using the QZ [24]
and CQZ gates [19, 25, 26] is given in the supplementary
material where Alice’s qubit acts as a quantum absorp-
tive object to ensure the counterfactuality of the protocol
[27]. The protocol is shown to be valid for general input
states, and single-qubit unitary teleportation [28, 29] can
be seen as a special case of CCT. If the composite state of
Alice and Bob is a Bell-type state, the protocol becomes
deterministic and the quantum circuit for CCT can be
simplified significantly.
The protocol.— In general, a single-qubit unitary op-

erator U can be represented as U = Rz(φ)Ry(θ)Rz(ϕ)
where φ, θ, and ϕ are the Euler angles, and the rotation
matrices are given by

Ry(θ) =





cos (θ/2) − sin (θ/2)

sin (θ/2) cos (θ/2)



 , (2)

Rz(ϕ) =





e−ιϕ/2 0

0 eιϕ/2



 . (3)

The proposed CCT protocol will counterfactually im-
plement controlled-Um on Alice’s qubit, without reveal-
ing Um to Alice as shown in Fig. 1, where

Um = Rz(φ)Ry

(

(−1)
m

θ
)

Rz(ϕ) , (4)

with

P{m = m} =

{

1
2 , for m = 0,
1
2 , for m = 1.

(5)

To demonstrate the implementation of CCT (see Fig. 1),
consider the arbitrary pure input states of Alice’s target
qubit |ψ〉A and Bob’s control qubit |ψ〉B as follows:

|ψ〉A = α |0〉A + β |1〉A , (6)

|ψ〉B = γ |0〉B + δ |1〉B , (7)

with the complex coefficients α, β, γ, and δ satisfying
|α|2 + |β|2 = 1 and |γ|2 + |δ|2 = 1. Bob starts the proto-
col by performing the local CNOT operation to entangle
his qubit with the ancillary qutrit |0〉C. Alice and Bob
conterfactually apply Toffoli gate T by using the CQZ
gate (see Fig. S8 in the supplementary material), with
Alice’s qubit and ancillary qutrit as control and Bob’s
qubit as a target. To ensure the conterfactuality of the
protocol, if any physical particle is transmitted over the
quantum channel, Alice’s quantum absorptive object ab-
sorbs the particle and both parties (Alice and Bob) dis-
card the protocol. Unless the protocol is discarded, Bob
applies the following local operation V1(U) on his qubit
and ancillary qutrit:

V1(U) = V14V13V12V11, (8)

where

V11 = I ⊗ |0〉C〈0|+ (Rz(ϕ)X)⊗ |1〉C〈1|
+ I ⊗ |2〉C〈2|

(9)

V12 = |0〉B〈0| ⊗ I + |10〉BC〈10|+ |12〉BC〈11|
+ |11〉BC〈12| ,

(10)

V13 = I ⊗ |0〉C〈0|+ (Rz(φ)Ry(θ))⊗ |1〉C〈1|
+ (Rz(φ)Ry(θ))⊗ |2〉C〈2| ,

(11)

V14 = I ⊗ (|0〉C〈0|+ |1〉C〈1|) +X ⊗ |2〉C〈2| , (12)



Alice U

Bob

Ṽ1(U)

|0〉C X X

∞|ψ0〉AB

|ψ〉ABC

Q̃1 Q̃2

|ψ1〉AB

FIG. 2. A deterministic CCT protocol for Bell-type states to counterfactually apply an arbitrary unitary operator on the
Alice’s qubit in concealed and controlled fashion without using additional preshared entanglement. Similar to the CCT protocol
for general input states, Bob starts the protocol by entangling his qubit with ancilla |0〉C with local CNOT operation. Alice and

Bob apply a sequence of nonlocal controlled flipping operations {Q̃1, Q̃2} and the local operation Ṽ1(U) (at Bob’s side). At
the end of the protocol, Bob applies the CNOT operation locally to disentangle the ancilla qubit and transforms the composite
state as |ψ〉

ABC
=

(

I ⊗ |0〉
B
〈0|+U ⊗ |1〉

B
〈1|

)

|ψ0〉AB
⊗ |0〉

C
where U = Rz(φ)Ry(θ)Rz(ϕ).

and X denotes the Pauli x operator. Note that the de-
pendence of V1 on U is through V11 and V13. Now, Alice
and Bob counterfactually apply the following two consec-
utive controlled flipping operations Q1 and Q2 by using
the QZ and CQZ gates, respectively (see Fig. S8 in the
supplementary material) where

Q1 = I ⊗
(

|00〉BC〈00|+ |01〉BC〈01|
+ |10〉BC〈10|+ |02〉BC〈02|

)

+X ⊗
(

|11〉BC〈11|+ |12〉BC〈12|
)

,

(13)

Q2 =
(

|0〉A〈0|+ |1〉A〈1|
)

⊗ I ⊗ |0〉C〈0|
+ |1〉A〈1| ⊗ I ⊗ |1〉C〈1|
+ |0〉A〈0| ⊗ I ⊗ |2〉C〈2|
+ |0〉A〈0| ⊗X ⊗ |1〉C〈1|
+ |1〉A〈1| ⊗X ⊗ |2〉C〈2| .

(14)

Bob applies the local operation V2 on his qubit and an-
cillary qutrit:

V2 = |0〉B〈0| ⊗ I

+ |1〉B〈1| ⊗
(

|0〉C〈1|+ |1〉C〈2|+ |2〉C〈0|
)

,
(15)

followed by the Hadamard gate H on the ancillary qutrit
to disentangle the ancillary qutrit from Alice’s and Bob’s
qubits. At the end of the protocol, Bob performs the
measurement on the ancillary qutrit in the computational
basis where m ∈ {0, 1} is a measurement outcome with
equal probability. Bob announces the measurement re-
sult with classical communication and applies the unitary
operation Q3 in counterfactual way where

Q3 =

{

I, for m = 0,

(Z ⊗X)Zc (I ⊗X) , for m = 1,
(16)

and Zc is the controlled-Z operation and Z denotes the
Pauli z operator. To implement the set of global flipping

operations T ,Q1,Q2 and Q3 counterfactually, there is
the nonzero probability—called the abortion rate [30]—
that the physical particle is found in the quantum channel
and the protocol fails in counterfactuality. This abortion
rate vanishes asymptotically as the cycle numbers of QZ
and CQZ gates increase. In case any physical particle is
traveled over the quantum channel, Alice and Bob dis-
card the protocol to ensure the full counterfactuality of
CCT. Unless the protocol is discarded, the CCT proto-
col transforms the initial state |ψ0〉AB = |ψ〉A |ψ〉B for
the measurement outcome m as follows:

|ψ6m〉AB = γ
(

I |ψ〉A
)

⊗ |0〉B + δ
(

Um |ψ〉A
)

⊗ |1〉B . (17)

The equation (17) shows that Bob has successfully per-
formed the CCT on Alice’s qubit. Note that the detailed
state transformations |ψ1〉ABC to |ψ6m〉AB can be found
in the supplementary material.
For the unitary teleportation as a special case of the

CCT protocol, Bob sets the initial state of his qubit to
|ψ〉B = |1〉B, then

|ψ6m〉AB =
(

Um |ψ〉A
)

⊗ |1〉B . (18)

Equation (18) shows that at the end of the protocol, the
qubits of Alice and Bob are in a separable state, resulting
in the unitary transformation of the arbitrary input state
|ψ〉A of Alice—also known as the quantum remote control.
Bell-type states.— Consider that initial states of Alice

and Bob are Bell-type states (see Fig. 2). In general, the
Bell-type states are given as

|ψ0〉AB :

{

|ψ±

00〉AB = α |00〉AB ± β |11〉AB ,

|ψ±

01〉AB = γ |01〉AB ± δ |10〉AB ,
(19)

where |ψ±

0ℓ〉AB, ℓ = 0, 1, are called the ℓ-class states. As-
sume that Bob knows either the input is an 0-class or
1-class state. Similar to the general scheme, Bob starts



the protocol by entangling his qubit with the ancillary
qubit. Bob directly applies

Ṽ1(U) = I ⊗ |0〉C〈0|+
(

X1−ℓUXℓ
)

⊗ |1〉C〈1| , (20)

for the ℓ-class states. Now Alice and Bob counterfactu-
ally apply

Q̃1 = I ⊗
(

|00〉BC〈00|+ |01〉BC〈01|
+ |10〉BC〈10|

)

+X ⊗
(

|11〉BC〈11|
)

,
(21)

followed by

Q̃2 =
(

|0〉A〈0|+ |1〉A〈1|
)

⊗ I⊗ |0〉C〈0|
+ |1〉A〈1| ⊗X1−ℓ⊗ |1〉C〈1|

+ |0〉A〈0| ⊗Xℓ⊗ |1〉C〈1| ,
(22)

for the ℓ-class states. At the end of the protocol, Bob
applies the local CNOT operation at his qubits to disen-
tangle the ancillary qubit. Again, there exists the abor-
tion rate [31] that the physical particle is transmitted
over the quantum channel and the protocol fails to im-
plement the set of global flipping operations Q̃1 and Q̃2

counterfactually—which tends to zero under the asymp-
totic limits. In case any physical particle is traveled over
the quantum channel, the protocol aborts to ensure the
full counterfactuality. Unless the protocol is discarded,
the CCT protocol for Bell-type states transforms |ψ0〉AB

as follows:

|ψ〉ABC = |ψ1〉AB ⊗ |0〉C , (23)

where

|ψ1〉AB =
(

I ⊗ |0〉B〈0|+U ⊗ |1〉B〈1|
)

|ψ0〉AB . (24)

As the ancillary qubit is already in a separable state with
qubits |ψ1〉AB, Bob does not need to perform measure-
ment on his ancillary qubit.
In summary, we devise a new protocol for distributed

quantum computing that allows Alice and Bob to ap-
ply a two-qubit CUO on any input state in probabilistic
fashion without using preshared entanglement, without
revealing the unitary operator to Alice, and without ex-
changing physical particles between remote parties.

• As any n-qubit unitary operator can be decom-
posed into the product of two-qubit unitary opera-
tors and single qubit operators, the CCT protocol
enables Bob to apply an arbitrary unitary opera-
tion on Alice’s arbitrary number of qubits remotely
in concealed way without transmitting any physical
particle over the quantum channel and without us-
ing preshared entanglement. As nonlocal controlled
flipping operators Q1 and Q2 (or Q̃1 and Q̃2) are
independent of states, the protocol is oblivious to
the input states of Alice and Bob, leading to uni-
versal concealed telecomputation on arbitrary in-
put states.

• As the unitary teleportation is a special case of the
CCT protocol, Bob is able to appeal quantum re-
mote control at a distinct party (Alice) without
using transmitting any physical particle over the
quantum channel and without using preshared en-
tanelement. As unitary operator U is unknown to
Alice, the CCT protocol can play an important role
for the cryptography tasks such as quantum secure
direct communication, quantum secret sharing and
distributed quantum secure computation. While
we do not discuss the security of the protocol, fu-
ture work may consider suitable variations of the
current protocol for the cryptography tasks.

The abortion rate of CCT decreases with the cycle num-
bersM and N , whereas the stability of the nested Mach-
Zehender interferometer improves with decreasing these
cycle numbers. This problem may limit the success prob-
ability of the CCT protocol and needs to be overcome in
future work towards effective CCT.
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tional Research Foundation of Korea under Grant
2019R1A2C2007037 and in part by the Office of Naval
Research under Grant N00014-19-1-2724.
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Supplementary Material: Counterfactual Concealed Telecomputation

Abstract

We demonstrate the state transformations of the CCT protocol followed by the counterfactual implementation of
global operations without using preshared entanglement and without transmitting any physical particle over the
quantum channel. We put forth i) the fundamental gates required for the counterfactual implementation of the global
operations, ii) the CCT protocol for general input states, and iii) the CCT protocol for Bell-type input states. We also
obtain the probability that the protocol fails in counterfactuality—called the abortion rate of CCT—which vanishes
asymptotically.

PRELIMINARIES

The counterfactual quantum communication [S15, S16]
is based on the single-particle nonlocality and quan-
tum measurement theory. A quantum state usually col-
lapses back to its initial state if the time between re-
peated measurements is short enough [S24]. This quan-
tum Zeno (QZ) effect has been demonstrated to achieve
the interaction-free measurement (IFM) where the the
state of a photon acts as an unstable quantum state cor-
responding to the presence of the absorptive object [S18].
We begin with detailed state transformations of the CCT
protocol for general input states and then briefly review
the overall actions of the QZ and chained QZ (CQZ) gates
[S25, S26] that are invoked to devise CCT.

CCT

Alice and Bob start the protocol with the initial com-
posite state |ψ0〉AB = |ψ〉A |ψ〉B where |ψ〉A and |ψ〉B are
given in (6) and (7) of the main text, respectively. Bob
applies the CNOT operation locally where Bob’s qubit
acts as a control and the ancillary qutrit is a target (see
Fig. 1 in the main text). It transforms |ψ0〉AB to

|ψ1〉ABC = |ψ〉A (γ |00〉BC + δ |11〉BC) . (S1)

The counterfactual Toffoli gate T transforms |ψ1〉ABC

to

|ψ2〉ABC = γ |ψ〉A |00〉BC

+ δ
(

α |01〉AB + β |10〉AB

)

|1〉C .
(S2)

Then, the local operation V1(U) at Bob’s side transforms
|ψ2〉ABC to

|ψ3〉ABC = γ |ψ〉A |00〉BC

+ δαe−ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |001〉ABC

+ δαe−ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |011〉ABC

+ δβe+ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |102〉ABC

− δβe+ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |112〉ABC ,

(S3)

where φ, θ, and ϕ are the Euler angles of the unitary
operator U = Rz(φ)Ry(θ)Rz(ϕ). Now, Alice and Bob
apply two counterfactual controlled flipping operations

|H(V)〉p
Input

OC1

SMN
OC2

Output

H(V)-QZN Gate

PR
H(V)
N OC2

PBSH(V)

H(V)

V
(H

)

OD MR1

AO

MR2

Control

FIG. S1. A H(V)-QZN gate with N cycles where H (V)
stands for horizontal (vertical) polarization of the photon, OC
for an optical circulator, SM for a switchable mirror, PR for
a polarizing rotator, PBS for a polarizing beam splitter, MR
for a mirror, and AO shows the state of an absorptive object.

Q1 andQ2, which transform the composite state |ψ3〉ABC

as follows:

|ψ4〉ABC = γ |ψ〉A |00〉BC

+ δαe−ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |011〉ABC

+ δαe−ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |111〉ABC

+ δβe+ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |112〉ABC

− δβe+ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |012〉ABC .

(S4)

Bob’s local operation V2 followed by the Hadamard gate
H and the measurement on the ancillary qutrit in the
computational basis collapses |ψ4〉ABC to

|ψ5m〉AB = γ |ψ〉A |0〉B
+ δαe−ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |01〉AB

+ δαe−ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |11〉AB (S5)

+ (−1)
m
δβe+ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |11〉AB

+ (−1)1−m δβe+ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |01〉AB ,

where m ∈ {0, 1} is the measurement outcome. Fi-
nally, the counterfactual global operation Q3 transforms



TABLE I. H(V)-QZN and H(V)-CQZM,N gates.

Input Control
QZ Gate CQZ Gate

Output Probability Counterfactuality Output Probability Counterfactuality

|H(V)〉
p

|0〉
AO

|V (H)〉
p

1 No |H(V)〉
p

λ0 Yes

|1〉
AO

|H (V)〉
p

cos2N θN Yes |V (H)〉
p

λ1 Yes

|ψ5m〉AB for the measurement outcome m as follows:

|ψ6m〉AB = γ |ψ〉A |0〉B
+ δαe−ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |01〉AB

+ (−1)
m
δαe−ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |11〉AB (S6)

+ δβe+ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |11〉AB

+ (−1)
1−m

δβe+ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |01〉AB ,

which can be written as (17) in the main text. Note
that the probability ζm that the CCT protocol fails in
counterfactuality—called the abortion rate—is given in
(S44) when the global operations T ,Q1,Q2 and Q3 are
counterfactually implemented using the QZ and CQZ
gates.

QZ Gates

Fig. S1 shows the Michelson version of the QZ gate
[S26] to perform IFM. The QZ gate is to ascertain the
classical behavior of an absorptive object, i.e., to infer
the absence state |0〉AO or the presence state |1〉AO of
AO without interacting with it. The H(V)-QZN gate
takes an H (V) polarized photon as input. The switchable
mirror SMN is initially turned off to allow passing the
photon and is turned on for N cycles once the photon is
passed. After N cycles, SMN is turned off again allowing

the photon out. The polarization rotator PR
H(V)
N gives

rotation to the input photon by an angle θN = π/ (2N)
as follows:

PR
H(V)
N :

{

|H(V)〉p → cos θN |H(V)〉p + sin θN |V (H)〉p ,
|V (H)〉p → cos θN |V (H)〉p − sin θN |H(V)〉p .

(S7)

The photon state |φ〉 after PR
H(V)
N in the first cycle of

the H(V)-QZN gate is given by

|φ〉 = cos θN |H(V)〉p + sin θN |V (H)〉p . (S8)

Then, the polarizing beam splitter PBS separates the
H and V components of the photon into two different
optical paths: SM → MR1 and SM → MR2. The H (V)
component goes towards MR1 and the V (H) component
goes towards MR2. The photon component in the second
optical path only interacts with AO (control terminal).

|H(V)〉p

Input

H
(V

)-Q
Z
M

OC PBSH(V)

DV(H)-QZN

AO

MR

H(V)-CQZM,N Gate

Control

Output

FIG. S2. A H(V)-CQZM,N gate with M outer and N inner
cycles where D is a photon detector. Table I shows the overall
action of the H(V)-CQZM,N gate.

• AO = |0〉AO: In the absence of the absorptive ob-
ject, the V (H) component of the photon is reflected
by MR2 and is returned back to PBS. Hence, the
photon state remains unchanged. After n (< N)
cycles, the photon state is given by

|φ〉 = cos (nθN ) |H(V)〉p + sin (nθN) |V (H)〉p . (S9)

The photon will end up in the state |V (H)〉p with
certainty by π/2 rotation after N cycles.

• AO = |1〉AO: In the presence of the absorptive ob-
ject, the V (H) component is absorbed by AO if
it is found in the control terminal. In each cycle,
the probability of this absorption event is equal to
sin2 θN . Unless the photon is absorbed, the photon
state collapses to the initial state |H(V)〉p. After N
cycles, the photon is not absorbed and ends up in
the state |H(V)〉p with probability cos2N θN tend-
ing to one as N → ∞.

Table I shows the overall action of the QZ gate. Note
that the H(V)-QZN gate has the output |H(V)〉p in the
presence state |1〉AO if the photon has not traveled over
the control terminal (quantum channel). Hence, the QZ
gate is counterfactual only for this measurement out-
come.
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FIG. S3. A quantum absorptive object (electron) for (a) the QZ gate (type I) and (b) the CQZ gate (type II). The electron
takes the superposition of two paths |↑〉

e
and |↓〉

e
. In type I, the electron states |↑〉

e
and |↓〉

e
act as the presence (absence) state

|1 (0)〉
AO

and the absence (presence) state |0 (1)〉
AO

of the absorptive object for the H(V)-QZ gate, respectively. In type II, the
electron states simply act as |↑〉e = |0〉AO and |↓〉e = |1〉AO for the CQZ gate. If the photon is absorbed by the electron, the
electron state is in an erasure state orthogonal to |↑〉

e
and |↓〉

e
.

CQZ Gates

Fig. S2 shows the nested version of QZ gates with M
outer and N inner cycles [S25]. The CQZ gate enables to
ascertain the absence or presence of the absorptive ob-
ject counterfactually for both the outcomes. The H(V)-
CQZM,N gate also takes an H (V) polarized photon as
input. In each outer cycle, the V (H) component of the
photon enters the inner V(H)-QZN gate.

• AO = |0〉AO: In the absence of the absorptive
object, the inner V(H)-QZN gate transforms the
photon state |V (H)〉p into |H(V)〉p after N cycles.
This component ends up at the detector D after
PBS. Hence, the inner QZ gate acts as an absorp-
tive object for the outer QZ gate in the absence
state |0〉AO, where D serves to detect the event
that the photon is found in the control terminal.
In each outer cycle, unless the photon is discarded,
the photon state collapses back to the initial state
|H(V)〉p with probability cos2 θM . After M outer
cycles, the photon is not discarded at the detector
D and ends up in the initial state |H(V)〉p with
probability

λ0 = cos2M θM . (S10)

tending to one as M → ∞.

• AO = |1〉AO: In case the absorptive object is
present, the V (H) component of the photon recom-
bines with the H (V) component and the photon
state remains unchanged for the next outer cycle,
unless the photon is absorbed by AO. Hence, the in-
ner QZ gate acts as a mirror for the outer QZ gate
in the presence state |1〉AO. After i (< M) outer
cycles, unless the photon is absorbed, the photon
state is given by (S9), which is again not absorbed

by AO for the next outer cycle with probability

[

1− sin2 (iθM ) sin2 θN
]N

. (S11)

Hence, unless the photon is absorbed by AO, the
H(V)-CQZM,N gate transforms the input state
|H(V)〉p into |V (H)〉p with probability

λ1 =

M
∏

i=1

[

1− sin2 (iθM ) sin2 θN
]N

(S12)

tending to one as M,N → ∞.

Note that the CQZ gate is counterfactual for both the
outcomes and infers the absence or presence of the ab-
sorptive object (with probability λ0 or λ1) but no physi-
cal particle (photon) is found in the control terminal (see
Table I).

CCT IMPLEMENTATION USING QZ AND CQZ

GATES

As shown in Fig. S3, an electron as a quantum ab-
sorptive object takes superposition of two paths |↑〉e and
|↓〉e where the subscript e denotes the electron. In type I
(Fig. S3(a)), the electron state |↑ (↓)〉e or |↓ (↑)〉e acts as
the presence state |1〉AO or the absence state |0〉AO of
the absorptive object for the H(V)-QZN gate. For the
counterfactuality of the protocol, we setup four gates:

1) counterfactual electron-photon intereaction (CEPI)
gates using the H(V)-QZN gate;

2) dual CEPI (D-CEPI) gates using the dual QZ (DQZ)
gate;

3) distributed controlled flipping operation (DCFO)
gates using the CEPI gates;
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FIG. S4. A H(V)-CEPIN gate where the superposition state
|electron〉

e
= α |↑〉

e
+ β |↓〉

e
of the quantum absorptive object

(electron) is collapsed to |↑ (↓)〉
e
using the H(V)-QZN gate

unless the photon is absorbed by the electron. If the photon
is found in the quantum channel, the pair of photon and elec-
tron is discarded in transforming |η1〉ep to |η2〉ep where the
photon that has traveled over the channel is diverted again
to the quantum absorptive object and absorbed by the elec-
tron. This electron-photon interaction is designed to output
the photon and electron by using the presence state (blocking
event) only. Hence, the protocol is fully counterfactual.

4) dual DCFO (D-DCFO) gates using the D-CEPI gates.

From the above list of gates, the second (first) and forth
(third) gates are used to devise the CCT for general (Bell-
type) input states.

CEPI Gates

Fig. S4 shows the H(V)-CEPIN gate where the quan-
tum absorptive object is in the superposition state

|electron〉e = α |↑〉e + β |↓〉e (S13)

with |α|2 + |β|2 = 1. Unless the photon is absorbed by
the electron, the H(V)-CEPIN gate collapses this quan-
tum state by entangling and disentangling the electron-
photon pair

|η0〉ep = |electron〉e |H(V)〉p (S14)

as follows:

|η0〉ep → |η1〉ep = α |↑ H〉ep + β |↓ V〉ep (S15)

→ |η2〉ep = |↑ (↓)〉e |H(V)〉p (S16)

with probability

(

1−∇0 sin
2 θN

)N ∇0, (S17)

where∇0 = |α|2
(

|β|2
)

is the probability that the electron
is in the presence state for the H(V)-QZN gate.
The second (first) term of |η1〉ep is the outcome cor-

responding to the electron in the absence state for the

|electron〉e QAO-I QAO-I

PBSV

DQZN

V-QZN

PBSH

PBSV

PBSH
X

1

0
H-QZN

PBSH
|photon〉p

|η0〉epa |η1〉epa |η2〉epa

D-CEPIN Gate

FIG. S5. A D-CEPIN gate where the quantum absorp-
tive object (electron) gets entangled with the existing photon
(unless absorbed by the electron) using the DQZN gate. Ini-
tially, the photon is in the superposition state |photon〉

p
=

γ |0〉
p
+ δ |1〉

p
, which is entangled with the ancillary path

state by PBSH as |photon〉pa = γ |H0〉pa + δ |V1〉pa to start

the D-CEPI. Similar to the H(V)-CEPIN gate in Fig. S4,
the D-CEPIN gate then transforms the electron-photon pair
|η0〉epa to |η2〉epa = γ |↑ H0〉

epa
+ δ |↓ V1〉

epa
by using the

blocking event only (unless the photon is absorbed by the
electron).

H(V)-QZN gate. Since this outcome is not counterfac-
tual, it is discarded (absorbed) by the electron using the
PBSH(V) and the X operator. To discard the factual
(non-counterfactual) outcome |V (H)〉p of the H(V)-QZN

gate, PBSH(V) redirects this photon component to the
quantum absorptive object (followed by the X operator)
to be absorbed by the electron. Hence, whenever the
photon is found in the quantum channel, the electron
absorbs it and becomes in an erasure state, leading the
H(V)-CEPIN gate to output no photon and electron (e.g.,
particles in the erasure state). This enables the protocol
to abort nonlocally by discarding both the photon and
the electron whenever its counterfactuality is broken.

D-CEPI Gates

Fig. S5 shows the dual form of the H(V)-CEPIN gate in
Fig. S4. For counterfacuality, this D-CEPIN gate works
similarly to the H(V)-CEPIN gate. The only difference
is that the superposition polarization state

|photon〉p = γ |H〉p + δ |V〉p (S18)

of the input photon is entangled with the ancillary path
state in the DQZN gate as follows:

|photon〉pa = γ |H0〉pa + δ |V1〉pa , (S19)

where the ancilla states |0〉a and |1〉a show the paths for
the H- and V-QZ gates, respectively. Unless the photon is
absorbed by the electron, the D-CEPIN gate transforms
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angle θK = π/ (2K) and B = Xℓ for ℓ-class states where K is the number of CEPI gates and Ry(2θK) is the rotation around
y-axis.

the electron-photon pair

|η0〉epa = |electron〉e |photon〉pa (S20)

as follows:

|η0〉epa → |η1〉epa = αγ |↑ H0〉epa + βγ |↓ V0〉epa
+ αδ |↑ H1〉epa + βδ |↓ V1〉epa

(S21)

→ |η2〉epa = γ |↑ H0〉epa + δ |↓ V1〉epa (S22)

with probability

(

1−∇1 sin
2 θN

)N ∇1, (S23)

where ∇1 = |αγ|2+ |βδ|2 is the probability that the elec-
tron is in the presence state for QZ gates in both paths.

DCFO Gates

To devise the DCFO gate, K H(V)-CEPIN gates are
concatenated serially where Alice has the quantum ab-
sorptive object (electron) and Bob equips the QZ gates
(see Fig. S6). To explain the operation of the DCFOK,N

gate, consider the Bell-type state of electron-photon pair

|η0〉ep :

{

|η±00〉ep = α |↑ H〉ep ± β |↓ V〉ep ,
|η±01〉ep = γ |↑ V〉ep ± δ |↓ H〉ep ,

(S24)

where |η±00〉ep and |η±01〉ep are 0- and 1-class states, respec-

tively. The H(V)-DCFOK,N protocol for Bell-type states
of 1(0)-class takes the following steps.

1. Bob starts the H(V)-DCFOK,N protocol by throw-
ing his photon towards PBSV, which allows the V
component to pass and detour the H component
to be recombined after K successive H(V)-CEPIN
operations. Bob performs the B operator on the V
photon component where B = Xℓ for ℓ-class states.

2. Alice performs Ry(2θK) on her qubit (electron)
where θK = π/ (2K). The rotation gate Ry(2θK)
transforms |↑〉e and |↓〉e as follows:

|↑〉e → cos θK |↑〉e + sin θK |↓〉e , (S25)

|↓〉e → cos θK |↓〉e − sin θK |↑〉e . (S26)

3. Bob inputs the H (V) component to the H(V)-
CEPIN gate. Unless the photon is absorbed by the
electron, the first H(V)-CEPIN gate transforms the
|η0〉ep as follows:

|η1〉epa :
{

|η±10〉epa = α
(

cos θK |↑ H0〉epa + sin θK |↓ H0〉epa
)

± β |↓ V1〉epa ,
|η±11〉epa = γ |↑ H1〉epa ± δ

(

cos θK |↓ H0〉epa − sin θK |↑ H0〉epa
) (S27)

with probability

∇2 =
(

1−∇ cos2 θK sin2 θN
)N

(

1−∇ sin2 θK
)

,
(S28)

where ∇ = |γ|2
(

|β|2
)

. Whenever the photon is
found in the transmission channel between Alice
and Bob, the electron absorbs it and the protocol
declares an erasure.
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4. Alice and Bob repeat the second and third steps
for subsequent H(V)-CEPIN gates. After K H(V)-
CEPIN gates, unless the photon is absorbed by the
electron, Bob performs the B operator again on
the output photon to recombine the H and V com-
ponents of the photon and the composite state of
electron-photon pair transforms to:

|η2〉ep :

{

|η±20〉ep = α |↓ H〉ep ± β |↓ V〉ep ,
|η±21〉ep = γ |↑ V〉ep ∓ δ |↑ H〉ep

(S29)

with probability

∇3 = ∇K
2 . (S30)

D-DCFO Gates

Similar to the H(V)-DCFOK,N gate, K D-CEPIN
gates are concatenated serially to devise the D-DCFO
gate where Alice has quantum absorptive object (elec-
tron) and Bob equips QZN gates, as shown in Fig. S7.
To explain the operation of the D-DCFOK,N gate, con-
sider the initial state of electron-photon pair

|η0〉epa =
1√
2

(

α |↓ H〉ep + β |↑ V〉ep
)

|0〉a
1√
2

(

γ |↑ H〉ep + δ |↓ V〉ep
)

|1〉a .
(S31)

The D-DCFOK,N gate takes the following steps.

1. Bob starts the D-DCFO by applying PBSV in each
path of the photon and recombines the respec-
tive components of the photon after K successive
D-CEPIN operations. Bob applies the X operator
on the photon component in path state |0〉a.

2. Now, Alice performsRy(2θK) on her qubit and Bob
inputs the photon components in path states |0〉a
and |1〉a to the D-CEPIN gate. Unless the photon
is absorbed by the electron, the first D-CEPIN gate
transforms the |η0〉epa as

|η1〉epa =
1√
2

(

β |↑ H0〉epa + δ |↓ V1〉epa

+ α cos θK |↓ H2〉epa
− α sin θK |↑ H2〉epa
+ γ cos θK |↑ H3〉epa
+ γ sin θK |↓ H3〉epa

)

(S32)

with probability

∇5 =
(

1−∇4 cos
2 θK sin2 θN

)N

(

1−∇4 sin
2 θK

)

,
(S33)

where ∇4 = |β|2 + |δ|2.

3. Alice and Bob repeat the second step for subse-
quent D-CEPIN gates. After K D-CEPIN gates,
unless the photon is absorbed by the electron, Bob
performs the X operator on the photon component
in path state |0〉a and recombines the respective
photon components. Then, the composite state of
electron-photon pair transforms to

|η2〉epa =
1√
2

(

−α |↑ H〉ep + β |↑ V〉ep
)

|0〉a
1√
2

(

γ |↓ H〉ep + δ |↓ V〉ep
)

|1〉a
(S34)

with probability

∇6 = ∇K
5 . (S35)
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CCT for General Input States

For the CCT with general input states, Alice and Bob
prepare the target and control qubits in electron and pho-
ton: |ψ〉A = |electron〉e and |ψ〉B = |photon〉p where

|0〉A = |↑〉e ,
|1〉A = |↓〉e ,
|0〉B = |H〉p ,
|1〉B = |V〉p .

(S36)

To devise the CCT, Alice and Bob takes the following
steps (see Fig. S8).

1. Bob starts the protocol by throwing his photon to-
wards PBSH to entangle the polarization (control
qubit) state |ψ〉B with path state |0〉C. Then Alice
and Bob have the composite state |ψ1〉ABC in (S1).

2. Bob detours the H component of the photon to re-
combine it at the end of the protocol and inputs
the V component of the photon to the V-CQZM,N

gate. Unless the photon is absorbed by the electron
or discarded at the detector in V-CQZM,N gate, it
transforms |ψ1〉ABC to |ψ2〉ABC in (S2) with prob-
ability

λ2 =
(

1− |αδ|2 sin2 θM
)M

M
∏

i=1

[

1− |βδ|2 sin2 (iθM ) sin2 θN
]N (S37)

tending to one as M,N → ∞.

3. Bob applies the B1 = Rz(ϕ)X operation followed
by PBSH on the component of the photon in path
state |1〉C.

4. Bob applies B2 = Rz(φ)Ry(θ) and XB2 operators
on the photon components in the path states |1〉C
and |2〉C, respectively. Then, the composite state
of Alice and Bob transforms to |ψ3〉ABC in (S3).

5. Bob inputs the photon components in path states
|1〉C and |2〉C to the D-DCFOK,N gate. From
(S31)–(S34), unless the photon is absorbed by the
electron in the D-DCFOK,N gate, it transforms
|ψ3〉ABC as follows:

|ψ′

3〉ABC = γ |ψ〉A |00〉BC

+ δαe−ι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |101〉ABC

+ δαe−ι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |011〉ABC

− δβeι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |002〉ABC

− δβeι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |112〉ABC

(S38)

with probability

λ3 =
(

1− |δ|2 sin2 (θ/2) cos2 θK sin2 θN
)KN

(

1− |δ|2 sin2 (θ/2) sin2 θK
)K

.
(S39)

6. Alice applies the X followed by the Z on her qubit
and Bob performs XZX operation on the path
state |2〉C, respectively.

7. Bob inputs the component of the photon in path
state |1〉C to the H-CQZM,N gate and |2〉C to the
V-CQZM,N gate, respectively. Unless the photon
is discarded in the CQZM,N gates, Bob applies X
operator on the component of photon in path state
|1〉C and the composite of Alice and Bob transforms
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to |ψ4〉ABC in (S4) [S7] with probability

λ4 =
(

1−∇7 sin
2 θM

)M

M
∏

i=1

[

1−∇8 sin
2 (iθM ) sin2 θN

]N
,

(S40)

where ∇7 and ∇8 are defined as:

∇7 = |δα|2 cos2 (θ/2) + |δβ|2 sin2 (θ/2) , (S41)

∇8 = |δβ|2 cos2 (θ/2) + |δα|2 sin2 (θ/2) . (S42)

8. To disentangle the ancillary qutrit, Bob applies the
local operation V2 followed by the Hadamard gate
H on the ancilla and performs the measurement on
the ancilla in the computational basis. It collapses
the composite state |ψ4〉ABC to |ψ5m〉AB in (S5).

9. Alice and Bob apply the global unitary operation
Q3 depending on Bob’s announcement of the mea-
surement result m with classical communication.
For m = 0, Q3 = I. For m = 1, Alice applies
the Z operator on her qubit and Bob applies X.
Bob throws his photon towards PBSH again and
inputs the V components of the photon to the V-
CQZ2M,N gate with 2M outer cycles to apply the
controlled-Z operator counterfactually as shown in
Fig. S9. Unless the photon is discarded in the CQZ
gate, Bob recombines the H and V components of

the photon with probability

λ5 =
(

1− |αγ|2 sin2 θM
)2M

2M
∏

i=1

[

1− |βγ|2 sin2 (iθM ) sin2 θN
]N

,
(S43)

followed by applying the X operator on his qubit.
Unless the photon is discarded, the composite state
|ψ5m〉AB transforms to |ψ6m〉AB in (S6) with prob-
ability λm5 .

In the CCT protocol for general input states, there exists
the nonzero probability (abortion rate) ζm that the pho-
ton is traveled over the quantum channel and the protocol
fails in counterfactuality where

ζm = 1− λ2λ3λ4λ
m
5 , (S44)

which tends to zero as M,N,K → ∞.

CCT for Bell-Type Input States

To demonstrate the implementation of CCT for Bell-
type states, consider that the composite input state of
Alice and Bob is |ψ0〉AB = |ψ±

0ℓ〉AB, ℓ = 0, 1, in (19) of the
main text. Similar to the general setup, Bob starts the
protocol by entangling his qubit with the ancillary qubit
|0〉C by throwing his photon towards PBSH as shown in
Fig. S10. The CCT protocol for Bell-type states of 1(0)-
class takes the following steps.

1. Bob applies C1 on the component of the photon in
path state |1〉C where C1 = X1−ℓUXℓ for ℓ-class
states.

2. Bob inputs the photon component in path state
|1〉C to the H(V)-DCFOK,N gate. From (S24)–
(S29), unless the photon is absorbed by the elec-
tron, the H(V)-DCFOK,N gate transforms the com-
posite of Alice and Bob as follows:

|ψ′

0〉ABC :

{

|ψ′±

00 〉ABC = α |100〉ABC ± β
(

−eι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |001〉ABC − eι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |111〉ABC

)

,

|ψ′±

01 〉ABC = γ
(

eι(ϕ+φ)/2 cos (θ/2) |101〉ABC + eι(ϕ−φ)/2 sin (θ/2) |011〉ABC

)

∓ δ |000〉ABC

(S45)

with probability

λ6 =
(

1−∇ sin2 (θ/2) cos2 θK sin2 θN
)KN

(

1−∇ sin2 (θ/2) sin2 θK
)K

.
(S46)

3. Alice applies the X followed by the Z on her qubit

and Bob performs C2 = XZ1−ℓX1−ℓ for ℓ-class
states on the photon component in path state |1〉C,
respectively.

4. Bob inputs the photon component in path state
|1〉C to the V-CQZM,N gate and recombines the
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FIG. S10. A CCT protocol using the H(V) DCFOK,N gate for Bell-type states of 1(0)-class. Here C1 = X1−ℓUXℓ,
C2 = XZ1−ℓX1−ℓ for ℓ-class states and |ψ0〉ABC

= |ψ0〉AB
⊗ |0〉

C
.

photon component in path state |0〉C and |1〉C after
the V-CQZM,N gate. At the end of the protocol,
unless the photon is discarded in the V-CQZM,N

gate, Bob recombines the H and V components of
the photon and the composite state |ψ′

0〉ABC trans-
forms to |ψ〉ABC in (23) of the main text with prob-
ability

λ7 =
(

1−∇9(10) sin
2 θM

)M

M
∏

i=1

[

1−∇10(9) sin
2 (iθM ) sin2 θN

]N (S47)

for 1 (0)-class states where

∇9 = ∇ cos2 (θ/2) , (S48)

∇10 = ∇ sin2 (θ/2) . (S49)

For the CCT protocol with Bell-type states, the proba-
bility (abortion rate) that the protocol fails to ensure the
counterfactuality is given by

ζ = 1− λ6λ7 (S50)

tending again to zero as M,N,K → ∞.

This work was supported in part by the the Na-
tional Research Foundation of Korea under Grant
2019R1A2C2007037 and in part by the Office of Naval
Research under Grant N00014-19-1-2724.

∗ Corresponding Author (hshin@khu.ac.kr).
[S1] H. Salih, Z.-H. Li, M. Al-Amri, and M. S. Zubairy, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 110, 170502 (2013).
[S2] Y. Aharonov and L. Vaidman, Phys. Rev. A 99, 010103

(2019).
[S3] W. M. Itano, D. J. Heinzen, J. J. Bollinger, and

D. Wineland, Phys. Rev. A 41, 2295 (1990).
[S4] P. Kwiat, H. Weinfurter, T. Herzog, A. Zeilinger, and

M. A. Kasevich, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 4763 (1995).

[S5] F. Zaman, Y. Jeong, and H. Shin, Sci. Rep. 8, 14641
(2018).

[S6] F. Zaman, Y. Jeong, and H. Shin, Sci. Rep. 9, 11193
(2019).

[S7] In the presence of the absorptive object, the H(V)-
CQZM,N gate transforms the V (H) polarized photon to
-H (-V).


