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Finding the minimum value in an unordered database is a common and fundamental task in computer science.
However, the optimal classical deterministic algorithm can find the minimum value with a time complexity that
grows linearly with the number of elements in the database. In this paper, we present the proposal of a quantum
algorithm for finding the minimum value of a database, which is quadratically faster than its best classical
analogs. We assume a Quantum Random Access Memory (QRAM) that stores values from a database and
perform an iterative search based on an oracle whose role is to limit the searched values by controlling the states
of the most significant qubits. A complexity analysis was performed in order to demonstrate the advantage of this
quantum algorithm over its classical counterparts. Furthermore, we demonstrate how the proposed algorithm
would be used in an unsupervised machine learning task through a quantum version of the K-means algorithm.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Random Access Memory (RAM) is a versatile, short-term
memory used in computing for storing and retrieving infor-
mation via bits [1]. Similarly, the concept of Quantum RAM
(QRAM) emerges with the same goal but employing qubits
to apply a superposition of states to achieve faster results for
computational applications, whether quantum or classical [2–
11]. Several works discuss the potential of its applications
to optimize the execution of quantum algorithms, including
quantum searching on a classical database [10, 12–15], col-
lision finding [12, 16–18], and algorithms for solving linear
systems [19–22], for instance.

These results have attracted the attention of the scien-
tific community in the past few years, leading to the de-
velopment of QRAM architectures that demonstrate the po-
tential for producing efficient results in quantum computing
[3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 23–25]. Some models, such as Fanout quantum
RAM [3, 7, 9] and Bucket-Brigade quantum RAM [3, 23, 25],
illustrate potential future implementations of a QRAM in
practical scenarios. In addition, recent experiments have re-
vealed a designed architecture for hybrid quantum computers
that use superconducting qubits and spin-qubit memory crys-
tals capable, in theory, of implementing a QRAM in real sys-
tems [11].

Furthermore, other efforts have been made to construct
quantum algorithms that are able to optimally access a QRAM
in the process of searching for certain values stored in its cells
[10]. In general, problems based on searching use the famous
Grover’s algorithm to search quantum states in an unstruc-
tured list [16, 26–29]. On the other hand, a well-known exam-
ple of determining the minimal value in a list is the so-called
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Dürr-Hoyer minimum finding algorithm [30], which employs
Grover’s Algorithm as a fundamental subroutine to find the
greatest or smallest entry in a list [31].

In this scenario, based on the core concept of Durr-Hoyer’s
algorithm, we apply Grover’s Algorithm as a subroutine to de-
velop a quantum algorithm for identifying the smallest value
in a classical data set stored in a QRAM. The proposed Quan-
tum Minimum Search (QMS) algorithm is based on the itera-
tive change of the oracle function, which limits the searched
values by controlling the states of the most significant qubits.
First, we present the description of the QMS algorithm, de-
scribing the concept of QRAM and approaching an example
to find the minimum in a list of four real values using the
proposed algorithm. In sequence, we analyze the complex-
ity of the QMS algorithm compared with classical algorithms.
The results show that, whereas the complexity of the classi-
cal algorithm grows linearly with the number of elements in
the database, O(N), since the classical algorithms go through
all the N items in the list, the presented QMS algorithm has

a complexity of O(
√

N
t ), with t being the number of marked

states. Finally, we present an application of the proposed al-
gorithm in the K-means problem of determining the optimal
location of K-centroids in order to minimize the sum of all
distances between the points and their respective centroids.

II. QUANTUM MINIMUM SEARCH (QMS) ALGORITHM

The search problem is a ubiquitous subject of discussion
in classical computer science [26]. The problem consists of
identifying the index of the database item (x) that fulfills some
predetermined search criterion x = y, where y is the sought
element, given an unstructured database with N elements. In
this context, it is possible to prepare the so-called response
function (R(x)) that translates database entries to True if the
entry x matches the search criterion (x = y) or False if x ,
y. This is possible by using the so-called Oracle subroutine,
which queries the database until the desired item is located.
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Consequently, the bigger the requested element’s position in
the list, the greater the number of queries required to locate it.
Therefore, the complexity of this task is exactly proportional
to the number of items on the list [26, 27]. On average, N

2
queries are required, and the complexity of the classical search
problem is thus defined as being of order O (N) [29].

The renowned quantum search algorithm developed by
Grover searches unstructured datasets and comprises an appli-
cation that demonstrates the advantages of quantum comput-
ing over classical analogs [26]. The introduction of the quan-
tum superposition concept enables the algorithm the ability to
map all the database items simultaneously, which allows for a
reduction in the total number of queries, which gives an im-
provement in the efficiency of the search process [27]. In this
regard, Grover’s Algorithm presents a complexity that grows
in order of O(

√
N), being quadratically faster than its classical

counterpart [29]. Therefore, many algorithms use Grover’s
method as a subroutine in order to optimize some quantum
processes. A famous example is the so-called Dürr-Hoyer’s
Algorithm for finding a minimum value in an unstructured
database [32]. Based on the Grovers algorithm, the achieve
a quadratic speed-up in the minimum search problem, which

complexity can be expressed as O(
√

N
t ), where t is the num-

ber of marked states [30].
In this context, this study investigates the quantum mini-

mum search (QMS) problem, proposing a quantum algorithm
quadratically faster than any classical analogs for finding min-
imal values in a quantum random access memory (QRAM).
We proposed the algorithm’s description considering a data
set represented by the vector ~y, which can be rewritten in the
computational bases as quantum states. The problem is to find
the minimum value of the list, ymin, using Grover’s Algorithm
as a subroutine based on Durr-Hoyer’s approach.

A. Quantum Random Access Memory (QRAM)

In order to use Grover’s Algorithm to find a minimum in a
classical data set, one proposal is to use a QRAM, typically
meaning a large classical memory, which can be queried in
a quantum superposition. It can be built using an equivalent
quantum circuit in which classical data is stored in a quan-
tum register in binary form. It can be done by creating two
quantum registers (with n and m qubits, respectively) whose
initialization should be

|ψ0〉 =
1
√

2n

2n−1∑
x=0

|x〉 ⊗ |0〉⊗m , (1)

which can be implemented by the operation H⊗n ⊗ I⊗m that
creates an equal superposition on the first register and keeps
the second register in the state |0〉⊗m. The quantum RAM is
implemented in the second register by applying an operator
UX given by multicontrolled-NOT operations. The goal is to
store the classical values ~y = {y0, y1, y2, ..., yk} into quantum

states in order to obtain

|ψ1〉 =
1
√

2n

2n−1∑
x=0

|x〉 ⊗ |yx〉. (2)

Thus, a quantum RAM can store 2n data values. In this
scenario, we need to choose the number m of qubits used in
the second register. Since we are searching for the minimum
value of the whole dataset, a random index can serve as our
first iteration. Thus, it is possible to specify the number m
such that the number associated with such an index can be
expressed on a computational binary basis.

B. Finding the minimum in a QRAM

In order to perform the task of finding a smallest value
stored in a QRAM, the adopted strategy is by performing a
search analyzing the most (or less, if we want the maximum
value) significant bits from a single measurement. The full
quantum circuit can be seen in Fig. 1, where the special sub-
routine responsible for searching according to most significant
qubits is the iterative phase flip, given by an operator P.

Figure 1. Full quantum circuit for minimum search. UX is the rep-
resentation of a QRAM; the operator P is changed iteratively by
analysing the most significant qubits in the last measurement; and
W is the diffuser operator. It is important to emphasize that the last
qubit has its state initialized in |−〉.

The key idea of the algorithm is in the dynamics of the P op-
erator. The additional register (qubits further down in Fig. 1)
is used to represent the storage of classical values in QRAM
and is also where the search is done. It is known that if the
most significant qubits have bits in the 0 state, it means that,
in the decimal base, this number is smaller than if the most
significant qubits were in the 1 state. Based on this logic, the
P operator can be constructed through multicontrolled-NOT
having qubits either with control at 0 or with control at 1.
Therefore, the algorithm that governs the dynamics of P is
described on box Algorithm 1.



3

Algorithm 1 Finding the minimum in a QRAM

• Input A classical database ~y

1. Take a random value yi = f (xi), whose binary represen-
tation demands m bits.

2. Initialize a quantum computer in the state |ψ0〉 =
1
√

2n

∑2n

x=0 |x〉|0〉
⊗m|−〉.

3. Store the classical values in the QRAM in order to get
the state |ψ1〉 = 1

√
2n

∑2n

x=0 |x〉|yx〉|−〉

4. Apply the oracle operator P in order to guarantee that
the most signicant qubit is 0, that is, the marked states
is less than yi.

5. Apply the diffuser operator, W, to amplify the marked
states.

6. Perform a measurement in the computational basis to
obtain yi+1 < yi.

7. If all qubits have analyzed:

– end if

else:

– repeat steps

• return yi

Thus, Grover’s Algorithm can be used iteratively in or-
der to amplify states (index) that correspond to smaller val-
ues than the last one, quadratically faster than their clas-
sical counterparts. For instance, supposing the following
dataset ~y = {5, 4, 12, 10, 8}, the list entries can be repre-
sented in the computational basis (with four qubits) as ~y =

{|0101〉, |0100〉, |1100〉, |1010〉, |1000〉}.

Figure 2. Implementation of a quantum RAM, given by the operator
UX , as a quantum circuit. Each gray block stores a classical value
from the database.

If the first guess is (purely classical), for instance, 10 →
1010 it is very unlikely that this number is the lowest. This
can be confirmed by looking for the number whose most sig-
nificant qubit is |0〉.

Figure 3. Quantum operator P for searching all states whose the most
significant qubit is in the state |0〉.

Thus, a Grover iteration with this oracle mark all states
whose the most significant qubit is in state |0〉. A diagram rep-
resentation of the state before the measurement can be seen in
Fig. 4.

Figure 4. A diagramatic representation of the quantum state probabil-
ities. The states |x0〉〉 = |000〉 and |x1〉 = |001〉 are amplified beacause
f (x0) = |0101〉 and f (x1) = |0100〉 whose the most significant qubits
are |0〉 for both.

After that, by performing Grover’s search in that most sig-
nificant qubit, the states |0100〉 and |0101〉 will be had equal
probability to be measured. If we get the state |0101〉 after the
measurement, the next step is to search for values whose two
first binary digits are |00〉.

Figure 5. Quantum operator P for searching all states whose the two
most significant qubits are in the state |00〉.

If there are one or more with which it is satisfied, a number
less than |0101〉 will be measured (yi > yi+1), if not, a num-
ber greater will likely be measured (yi < yi+1), because none
rotation is performed in the initial state.

In the case where yi < yi+1, the process shows that the min-
imum is |0101〉 or a less number whose the first two more
significant qubits are also |01〉, so it is necessary to search for
values whose third most significant qubits are |010〉. In this
particular case, the only remaining task is to verify if |0100〉
is in the QRAM since it is the smaller possible number whose
three most significant qubits are in the state |010〉.
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Figure 6. Quantum operator P for checking if the value |4〉 ≡ |0100〉
is in the QRAM.

In this example, the state |0100〉 will be measured with ap-
proximately 100% of probability (See Fig. 7). The process is
iteratively done with the rest of the qubits in order to find the
minimum ymin = |0100〉 surely.

Figure 7. Final distribution for the last iteration. In this case,
f (001) = ymin = |0100〉.

The task of finding a minimum in a vector can be performed
using an optimal algorithm, with time complexity O(|~y|). The
quantum algorithm proposed in this work solves the same

problem on a quantum computer by performing O(c
√
|~y|
t )

queries in Grover’s oracle, where c is a constant whose value
is a number of digits in a binary representation of the initial
value and t is the number of marked states. According to com-
plexity theory, a constant doesn’t affect time complexity, then
it is valid to rewrite the time complexity of this algorithm as

O(
√
|~y|
t ).

C. Complexity analysis

In order to analyze and compare the time complexity be-
tween classical and quantum algorithms for different scenar-
ios, we take two classical algorithms with different complexi-
ties. For the proposed quantum algorithm, the same was done,
but using an increase in complexity by increasing the number
of bits in the database values (See Fig. 8). We know that
classical and quantum algorithms have complexities O(ccN)
and O(cq

√
N), respectively. The constants cc and cq indicate,

respectively, the constant inherent complexity factor of each
classical algorithm and the number of bits of the quantum al-
gorithm’s initial guess, as explained in the procedure.

Figure 8. Complexity analysis among algorithms. The shade be-
tween lines represents the complexity range among classical and
quantum algorithms. The upper and lower bounds of the classical
algorithms (blue) have time complexities O( 3

2 N − 2) and O(N − 1).
For the case of the quantum algorithm (orange), the upper and lower
limits were drawn for the cases where cq = 14 and cq = 6, respec-
tively.

III. K-MEANS CLUSTERING

In order to demonstrate the application of minimum search
in important computer science tasks, we implemented the
clustering algorithm called K-means, well known in statistics
and unsupervised machine learning. Given a set of points in
Euclidean space, the algorithm aims to determine the optimal
location of K-centroids in order to minimize the sum of all dis-
tances between the points and their respective centroids. The
objective function can be given by

f (x, y) =

K∑
j=0

|S |∑
i=0

‖p( j)
i − ci‖

2 (3)

where pi is an observed point in Euclidean space, |S | is the
total number of observed points, ci is the position of a cen-
troid and K is the predetermined number of centroids. Fig. 9
shows a distribution of points in the Cartesian plane and the
randomly initialized centroids before starting the optimization
process. Although a simplified example, this one can be use-
ful to visually demonstrate how the algorithm works.
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Figure 9. Distribution of |S | = 12 points (red) in two-dimensional
Euclidean space. In this example, four centroids (K = 4), represented
by stars (black), were randomly initialized.

We assume that in the quantum version of K-means, the
distances between each observed point, pi, and all centroids,
S = {c0, c1, c2, c3}, are stored in QRAM in constant time, that
is, O(1). Clusters are formed at each iteration by the proxim-
ity between each point and its closest centroid. The average
between the coordinates of each new cluster is calculated and
becomes the new centroid. This process is carried out until a
certain stopping criterion is satisfied. Fig. 10 shows the best
clustering found by the algorithm.

Figure 10. Optimal solution found by the quantum version of K-
means. Each of the four clusters found by the algorithm is being
represented by a color.

Note that the only difference between this procedure to its

classical analog is that the distances between each point and
all centroids are stored in a QRAM, and the QMS is used to
find the smallest one. Although we are using QMS for a spe-
cific example, it can be useful for a huge amount of computa-
tional tasks, such as unsupervised machine learning problems.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Classical computing can be outperformed by quantum com-
puting in a wide range of problems, from those with low to
those with high levels of computational complexity. The clas-
sical minimum search problem is characterized by linear com-
plexity and is connected to an extensive variety of applications
in the domain of computer science. In this scenario, this work
proposed a quantum algorithm for finding the minimum value
of a database that is quadratically faster than its best classical
analogs. The algorithm is based on Dürr-Hoyer’s approach for
finding a minimum value in an unstructured list through the
use of Grover’s algorithm as a subroutine applied to a QRAM
that stores values from a defined database. Although it is not
considered a complex task, our results show that the suggested
QMS algorithm has the potential to significantly reduce the
execution time of minimum search algorithms for cases where
the database is very large. Moreover, an examination of the
complexity of the studied problem was performed in order to
highlight the advantages of this quantum algorithm over its
classical analogs. Furthermore, we show how the suggested
approach can be used in an unsupervised machine learning
task by performing a quantum adaptation of the K-means al-
gorithm. In conclusion, our results demonstrate that it is possi-
ble to search for minimums in a classical database by utilizing
information stored in a QRAM, which represents a significant
contribution to the development of fault-tolerant quantum al-
gorithms.
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