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Recovering the original simplicity: succinct and deterministic quantum
algorithm for the welded tree problem

Guanzhong Li* Lvzhou Li* Jingquan Luo*

Abstract

This work revisits quantum algorithms for the well-known welded tree problem, proposing a very succinct
quantum algorithm based on the simplest coined quantum walks. It simply iterates the naturally defined coined
quantum walk operator for a predetermined time and finally measure, where the predetermined time can be
efficiently computed on classical computers. Then, the algorithm returns the correct answer deterministically,
and achieves exponential speedups over any classical algorithm. The significance of the results may be seen
as follows. (i) Our algorithm is rather simple compared with the one in (Jeffery and Zur, STOC’2023),
which not only breaks the stereotype that coined quantum walks can only achieve quadratic speedups over
classical algorithms, but also demonstrates the power of the simplest quantum walk model. (ii) Our algorithm
theoretically achieves zero-error, which is not possible with existing methods. Thus, it becomes one of the
few examples that exhibit exponential separation between deterministic (exact) quantum and randomized
query complexities, which may also change people’s perception that since quantum mechanics is inherently
probabilistic, it impossible to have a deterministic quantum algorithm with exponential speedups for the weled
tree problem.

1 Introduction

A primary goal of the field of quantum computing is to design quantum algorithms that can solve problems
faster than classical algorithms. Quantum walks have developed into a fundamental tool for algorithmic design.
Since Aharonov et al. [1] first coined the term “quantum walks” thirty years ago, quantum walks have become
a major research subject both in theory and in experiment [2, 3, 4, 5]. There are two kinds of quantum walks:
discrete time quantum walks (DTQW) and continuous time quantum walks (CTQW). Whereas CTQW evolve a
Hamiltonian H (related to the graph under consideration) for any time ¢, i.e. simulating e, DTQW can only
evolve the system for discrete time steps, i.e. applying Uxalk to the initial state for some integer h and unitary
operator Usyalk-

DTQW can be further divided into many different frameworks. The earliest and simplest is the coined
quantum walks [6, 7] consisting of a coin operator C (usually the Grover diffusion) and a shift operator S
(usually the flip-flop shift, i.e. SWAP operator). Later, Szegedy proposed a quantum walk framework [8] from
the perspective of Markov chains. In this direction, a series of variant frameworks for spatial search have been
developed: the MNRS framework [9], the interpolated walk [10], the electric network framework [11] and its
finding version [12]. Quantum algorithms based on these frameworks have provided only at most a quadratic
speedup when comparing to the best classical algorithm. Typical examples include quantum algorithms for the
element distinctness problem [13], matrix product verification [14], triangle finding [15], group commutativity
[16], and so on.

In sharp contrast, exponential algorithmic speedups can be obtained based on CTQW for the welded tree
problem [17], which makes the welded tree problem of great interest, as it is one of the few problems for which
quantum walk-based algorithms are exponentially faster than classical algorithms. Note that earlier studies have
shown that quantum walks can solve problems exponentially faster than classical walks [18, 19], but there exist
classical efficient algorithms which are not based on a random walk for those problems [17].

Recently, Jeffery and Zur [20] proposed a new DTQW framework—multidimensional quantum walks (an
extension of the electric network framework), and then presented a quantum algorithm based on it to solve the
welded tree problem, which achieves exponential speedups over classical algorithms. The pursuit of exponential
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algorithmic speedups based on DTQW is one of the reasons for proposing the framework of multidimensional
quantum walks. Actually, Jeffery and Zur [20] claimed that the major drawback of the existing DTQW frameworks
is that they can achieve at most a quadratic speedup over the best classical algorithm, but this drawback does
not hold for the multidimensional quantum walk framework *.

In this work, we revisit quantum algorithms for the welded tree problem, proposing a quite succinct quantum
algorithm based purely on the simplest coined quantum walks, which not only maintains the exponential speedup,
but also achieves zero-error theoretically. Thus, our work demonstrates the power of the simplest quantum walk
model, and verifies that a good quantum algorithm does not necessarily resort to complex techniques.

1.1 Coined Quantum Walk For a graph G = (V, E) and u € V, deg(u) = {v : (u,v) € E} denotes the set
of neighbours of u, and the degree of u is denoted as d,, = |deg(u)|. A coined quantum walk on G = (V, E)
is defined on the state space HY® = span{|uv) ,u,v € V} with N = |V|. The evolution operator of the coined
quantum walk at each step is Uyaix = SC. C, the coin operator, is defined by C' = . |u) (u| ® Cy, where C,,
is typically the Grover diffusion coin operator C,, = 2s,) (| — I, with |s,) = ﬁ > vedeg(u) V) - S, the flip-flop
shift operator, is defined as S |uv) = |vu), where |uv) = |u) ® |v) denotes a particle at vertex u pointing towards
vertex v. Given the initial state |¥g) , the walker’s state after h steps is |¥y) = UL, |¥o).

1.2 The welded tree problem The welded tree problem was proposed in [17] as a black-box (oracle) problem
to show that a quantum algorithm can be exponentially faster than any classical algorithm with the help of CTQW.
To achieve exponential algorithmic speedup, the graph to be traversed is carefully designed: the welded tree G,
consists of two horizontal-positioned full binary trees of height n with their 2" leaves in the middle. The root
of the left tree is the entrance denoted by s, and the root of the right tree is the exit denoted by ¢. The leaves
in the middle are connected by a random cycle that alternates between the leaves of the two trees instead of
identifying them in the direct way. (See the dashed line in Fig. 1) This makes the leaves have degree 3 instead of
2, indistinguishable from all the other internal nodes.

The number of vertices in G, is [V(G,)| = 2(2"T! — 1), thus (n + 2)-bit string is enough to encode all the
vertices. However, to ensure the classical hardness of the problem [17, Lemma 7], each vertex u € V(G,,) is
randomly assigned a distinct 2n-bit string as its name, except that the entrance is fixed as s = 0?". We retain
1= 12" as the special symbol, so that the graph G, can be specified by an 22" x 3 adjacency list ' (See the table
in Fig. 1). Note that when u € {0,1}*" is the root s or ¢, exactly one of {I'(u,4) :i =1,2,3} is L.

The adjacency list T" is provided in the form of an oracle (black box) O, so that the only way to know about
[ is to query O with a name u € {0,1}?", and the oracle will output all the items in row u of I':

(1.1) O(u) = {T(u,4) : i = 1,2,3}.

We are concerned with the number of times an algorithm queries the oracle O (a.k.a query complexity) to find
the exit name ¢. In the quantum model, the effect of O is

3 3
(1.2) O |u) @) vi) = [u) @) v @ T'(u, 7)) ,

i=1 i=1
where u, v; are all 2n-bit string and & denotes bit-wise modulo 2 addition. The welded tree problem can now be
formally stated as Definition 1.1.

DEFINITION 1.1. (THE WELDED TREE PROBLEM) Given the entrance name s = 02", find the exit name t of the
welded tree G, with as few queries as possible to its adjacency list oracle O.

Since the degree of each vertex in G, is no more than 3, even if the quantum oracle O is provided in its
weaker form such that it returns only one adjacent vertex I'(u,4) when queried with (u,%), as is the case in [17],
the influence on the query complexity is at most by a constant factor and can be neglected.

TRef. [20] claimed “While quantum walk frameworks make it extremely easy to design quantum algorithms, even without an in-

depth knowledge of quantum computing, as evidenced by their wide application across domains, the major drawback is that they can
achieve at most a quadratic speedup over the best classical algorithm. This is because a quantum walk search algorithm essentially
takes a classical random walk algorithm, and produces a quantum algorithm that is up to quadratically better. This drawback does
not hold for the multidimensional quantum walk framework”.
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Figure 1: A welded tree G,, for n = 2 and its 22" x 3 adjacency list I'. s = 0 is the entrance and t = 9 = (1001)5
is the exit. The dashed lines in the middle is the random cycle connecting the two trees.

1.3 Our contribution In this paper, we propose a rather succinct quantum algorithm (Algorithm 1 in
Section 4) to solve the welded tree problem, which is simply to walk on the welded tree with the operator
Uyaixk = SC from an initial state |¥,) that is constructed from the entrance vertex s. We will show that the
coin operator C can be implemented with 4 queries to the given oracle O and the shift operator S has no
queries to O. Also, we will prove that after T € O(nlogn) steps which can be predetermined efficiently on
classical computers, the walker reaches the exit vertex t with probability at least Q(%) More exactly, there is
| (e UL [¥s) |2 > ¢ for constant ¢, where |¥;) encodes the exit t. Therefore, the query complexity of the
algorithm is O(n?logn). Furthermore, the algorithm can be improved to a deterministic one with O(n!-?logn)
queries by using deterministic (or exact) amplitude amplification as shown by Algorithm 2 in Section 5. In
addition, we conjecture that the actual complexity of our algorithm is O(n*/3) (Conjecture 6.1 in Section 6),
which is strongly supported by numerical simulation for n = 6,---,500, with the strict proof left as an open
problem.
The significance of our results, in our opinion, lies at least in the following two aspects:

(1) Our algorithm is rather succinct compared with the one in [20], which not only changes the stereotype that
coined quantum walks can only achieve quadratic speedups over classical algorithms, but also demonstrates
the power of the simplest quantum walk models.

(2) Our algorithm can be made zero-error theoretically, whereas existing methods cannot (see Table 1). Thus, it
becomes one of the few examples that exhibits exponential separation between deterministic (exact) quantum
and randomized query complexities, and may have potential applications in graph property testing problems
[21, 22]. Previous examples of this kind of separation include Simon’s problem [23] and its generalization [24].
This deterministic algorithm may also change people’s perception that since quantum mechanics is inherently
probabilistic, deterministic quantum algorithms with exponential speedups for the welded tree problem are
out of the question.

1.4 Technical overview Despite the succinctness of our algorithms, there are some non-trivial steps in
designing and analyzing it, without losing technical challenges:

(1) Constructing the operator Uyay = SC from the given oracle O (Lemma 2.1). As the flip-flop shift operator
S requires no oracle queries, the key is to construct the coin operator C'. Our implementation of C' is inspired
by [20], but it is much simpler as alternative neighbourhoods technique is not needed in this paper.

(2) Reducing the ©(2™)-dimensional state space to a (4n + 2)-dimensional invariant subspace (Lemma 3.1). In



this subspace, the operator Uyax = SC takes the form of a (4n+2)-dimensional square matrix My = MgM¢,
and the initial state corresponds to the first base vector |0) (whose transpose is [1,0,- - ,0]) and the target
state corresponds to the last base vector [4n + 1) (whose transpose is [0,--- ,0, 1]. The reduction is done by
grouping the vertices according to their layers, which is inspired by [17], but since our coined quantum walk
is carried out on the edges of the graph, there is some nontrivial difference.

(3) Analyzing the success probability, which is probably the most technical step. This is shown in two steps:

(i) Obtaining the spectral decomposition of matrix My = 3, €% |E;) (E;| (Lemma 4.1). This is inspired
by a spectral decomposition result in [25], but we improve it with an observation concerning Chebyshev
polynomial of the second kind. The improvements make the equation that the eigenvalues need to satisfy
become clear, explicit and easy to analyze.

(ii) Instead of directly considering a fixed iteration number ¢ (the difficulty of this approach is noted in
Remark 4.3), we will prove that the average success probability E| (4n + 1| M, [0)|? has a Q(L) lower
bound when ¢ is chosen according to a specific distribution over {0,1,--- ,0(nlogn)}. A key component
of the proof is the helper Lemma 4.2 (inspired by [26, Lemma 3]), which relates the lower bound of
E| (4n 4+ 1| M}, 10) |? with, roughly speaking, the first and last component of eigenvector |E;) and the
characteristic of eigenvalue angles ¢;. Thus, the spectral decomposition My =3, e'%i |E;) (F;] in step

(i) is of crucial importance.

1.5 Related work The original algorithm proposed by Childs et al. [17] is based on CTQW and they prove that
the CTQW will find the exit with probability Q(1/n) at a time of O(n*). They also showed that the CTQW e*H?
can be simulated for time ¢ with O(t?) oracle queries. Thus combined with fixed-point amplitude amplification
[27, 28], the overall query complexity is O(n8?), where n®® = n'/2.n**2, Lately it was improved to O(n?>%log®n)
[26]. In contrast, any classical algorithm requires 2" queries [17, 29]. It was claimed in [30] that there exist
exponential algorithmic speedups based on DTQW for the welded tree problem, but no explicit algorithm was
given there. Recently, a quantum algorithm based on the multidimensional quantum walk framework was proposed
by Jeffery and Zur [20], solving the problem with O(n) queries and O(n?) time complexity. The framework uses
phase estimation [31] to gain one-bit information about the exit name, and then uses the Bernstein-Vazirani
algorithm [32] to obtain the whole name. We summarize previous results on the welded tree problem in Table 1.

algorithm type queries succinct?  deterministic?
classical [17, 29] 22(n) *
CTQW [17] O(n®%) Yes No
CTQW [26] O(n?®log?n) Yes No
DTQW [20] O(n) No No
DTQW, this work O(n'-?logn) Yes Yes

Table 1: Summary of the query complexity of different algorithms for the welded tree problem. The star notation
* in the first line stresses that the lower bound holds for any classical randomized algorithm and thus also holds
for deterministic algorithm.

Compared to the recent quantum algorithm based on multidimensional quantum walks [20], our algorithm
has the following advantages:

(1) Succinct algorithmic procedure. Our algorithm (see Algorithm 1) simply iterates the coined quantum walk
operator Uyax for a predetermined time 71" and then measure the first register to obtain the result. In contrast,
[20] has to combine with Bernstein-Vazirani algorithm [32] in order to learn the whole name, because their
multidimensional quantum walk framework using phase estimation can only obtain one-bit information about
the exit name (which corresponds to the inner-product oracle in BV algorithm).

(2) Simpler implementation of the quantum walk operator. Our implementation of Uy, is simpler as the coin
operator C can be easily implemented with two oracle queries and the shift operator S is merely 2n parallel
SWAP gates. In contrast, it was said in [20, Remark 4.8] that one has to carefully assign different weights to



the graph’s edges in order to balance between the positive and negative witness size, so that the polynomial
query complexity is possible. The weight assigning scheme makes the implementation of the quantum walk
operator much more complicated: (i) The alternative neighbourhoods technique has to be used since the
oracle does not provide information about which neighbouring vertex is closer to the root. The technique
works as follows: instead of reflecting around the uniform superposition of neighbours (which is what our coin
operator C' does), one has to reflect around a subspace spanned by some easily preparable states. This makes
the operator’s implementation more complicated. (ii) Due to the specific weight assigning scheme, one has
to handle separately the cases when n is odd or even, and determine the parity of the layers at which each
vertex lies, and also assign different weight wo = wys = 1/(cn) to the edges (s, L), (¢, L).

(3) Certainty of success theoretically. Since the multidimensional framework [20] uses phase estimation which
is intrinsically randomized, it cannot be made deterministic, but our simple coined quantum walk algorithm
can be made zero-error theoretically (Algorithm 2).

Compared to the algorithms based on CTQW [17, 26], our algorithms has a better query complexity, and
can be adapted to succeed with certainty. On the contrary, the implementation of the CTQW operator ¢t from
oracle O involves the use of linear combination tool in Hamiltonian simulation, thus error is introduced inevitably.
Also, choosing the quantum walk time ¢ according to some distribution leads to additional randomness.

1.6 Paper organization The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we define the coined
quantum walk operator Uyax and give a detailed implementation of Uga from the quantum oracle O. In
Section 3 we reduce the full state space to a (4n + 2)-dimensional invariant subspace and deduce the reduced
matrix My, which lays an important first step for the correctness and complexity analysis of our algorithms. In
Section 4 we present a succinct algorithm (Algorithm 1) and prove a rigorous query upper bound. In Section 5
we present the theoretically zero-error algorithm (Algorithm 2). Numerical simulation is shown in Section 6
indicating that the actual performance of our algorithms is better. We conclude this paper in Section 7.

2 Implementing the coined quantum walk operator

As the adjacency list I of the welded tree G, defined in Section 1.2 is unknown and can only be accessed through
the oracle O, the implementation of the coined quantum walk operator Uyax on G, needs some careful design as
presented in this section.

First, the state space of the coined quantum walk is:

(2.3) H = span{|u), |v), :u,v € {0, 132"},

T2

which is the state space of 4n qubits. The subscript r; of the two registers will serve later for the convenience of
describing the construction of

(2.4) Usatie = SC.

Let o(u) = %Z?:l |T'(u,7)) be the uniform superposition of the adjacent vertices of u and let C, =
2|p(u)) {(¢(u)] — I. Then the coin operator C' is given by

(2.5) C= > |uuec,

u€{0,1}2n

(2.6) =2 Y lup(w) (u,e(u)| - 1.

ue{0,1}2n

Note that we allow the sum to include u ¢ V(G,,), so that the implementation of Ref, (see Eq. (2.12)) does not
need to check whether u is indeed a vertex in G,, or not. When r € {s,t} and I'(r,41) =L, we let

(2.7) o(r) = %ar(r, i)} + [T(r 5))).

reflecting the fact that » —_L is not an edge in the graph.



The shift operator S is the SWAP operator on the vertex pair {u,v}:

(2.8) S= > |vu)(u,v|,

u,ve{0,1}27
which is actually a reflection operator as well:
(29) S =2 Z W}u,v> <wu,v| - Ia
u<v
where
lwvytlvu)
(2.10) thuw) = ' ’
lu, v, u=wv.

LEMMA 2.1. The coined quantum walk operator Uy = SC can be implemented with 2 oracle queries and O(n)
elementary operations.

Proof. First, the implementation of S is quite simple, just apply the SWAP gate to the corresponding 2n pairs
of qubits between registers r; and ro, which takes O(n) basic operations. The implementation of C' is more
complicated and requires 2 oracle queries as shown below.

We implement C' in two steps: first to construct a unitary operator U, that has the following effect

(2.11) Up : |u, L) = Ju, o(u))
and then to construct the reflection

(2.12) Refy =2 > |u, L) (u, L] =T =1, @ (2]|L) (L] - I,).
u€e{0,1}2n

Thus, we have
(2.13) C =U,Ref U],

where U; can be implemented by executing the conjugate of quantum gates composing U, in reverse order.
As global phase shift can be neglected, we will implement —Ref . Observe that —Ref, simply adds a relative
phase shift of (1) to [v),, whenv =1= 127, Thus, using phase kick-back effect, —Ref| can be easily constructed
by flipping an auxiliary qubit register |—) conditioned on all the 2n qubits in register ro being in state |1) (i.e.
apply a C*" — NOT gate, which decomposes to O(n) basic gates).
The implementation of U, requires 2 oracle queries and O(n) basic operations, which is a bit lengthy due to
the special handling of ¢(r) (Eq. (2.7)) and is thus deferred to Appendix A.

As can be seen form the italics, the implementation of Uy takes O(n) basic operations in total. O

REMARK 2.1. If we enable the oracle to return all the neighbours coherently, i.e. O : |u, L) — |u,o(u)), which
is a common assumption in the Markov chain based DTQW framework, then the implementation of U, shown
above is unnecessary. But if this is the case, we will need an additional oracle to check if u is the exit.

The initial state of the coined quantum walk is

1
2.14 s,0(8)) = —=(|I'(s,i2)) + |T'(s,13))),
(2.14) |s,(s)) \/ﬁ(l (s,i2)) + [T'(s,13)))

which can be obtained with 2 oracle queries from |s, L) similar to step 4 in Appendix A. We denote this state
preparation unitary by

(2.15) Up:|s, L) = |s,0(s)) .



Figure 2: Diagram of the basis states of the reduced coined quantum walk subspace Hy when n = 2. The box
with number inside represents the vertex set Vi of the k-th layer. The solid blue arrows represent basis states
|k, L), |k, R) related to Vi, with k € {1,--- ,n} in the left tree, and the black hollow arrows represent basis states
[n+k,L),|n+ k, R) related to V4 with & € {1,2,--- ,n} in the right tree. The state |0, R) := |s,¢(s)) and
|2n 4+ 1, L) := |t, p(t)) are the initial and target states respectively.

3 Reducing to the low-dimensional invariant subspace

In this section, we will determine the (4n + 2)-dimensional invariant subspace Hg of the coined quantum walk
operator Uyaix based on layers of vertices in Gy, so that the amplitude on the target state |¢, o(t)) after applying
UL . to the initial state |s,(s)) can be calculated exactly when n is fixed, regardless of the vertices’ random
naming or the random cycle in the middle of G,,. This lays an important first step for the correctness and
complexity analysis of our algorithms.

Speciffically, we have the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.1. The coined quantum walk operator Ugaix for the welded tree Gy, has a (4n+2)-dimensional invariant
subspace

(3'16) Ho = span{|O,R> ) |17L> ) |1>R> ’ T ‘27% L> ) |2n7R> ) |2n + 17L>}7

where |0, R) = |s, ¢(s)) is the initial state, |2n + 1, L) = |¢,¢(t)) is the target state, and the other sates |k, L) , |k, R)
are defined respectively in Eqs. (3.17) (3.18) for k =1 ~ n in the left tree, and similarly for k = (n+1) ~ 2n in
the right tree. In this basis, the coined quantum walk operator Uy can be represented by a (4n + 2)-dimensional
square matriv My = Mg - M, where Mo and Mg are shown in Eqs. (3.22), (3.24) respectively.

Proof. The welded tree G,, has 2(n+1) layers of vertices, and we denote by Vj, the set of vertices in the k-th layer.
Thus in the left tree, |Vj| = 2% for k € {0,1,--- ,n}; and in the right tree, |V, 41| = 2" "% fork € {1,2,--- ,n+1}.
The two basis states |k, L), |k, R) with k € {1,--- ,n} of Hg are related to V} in the left tree, and are defined as
the superpositions of the directed edges pointing to the root and to the random cycle, respectively:

(3.17) |k, L) := \/% > Ju,T(u,ir))

ueVy

where I'(u, i1) is the adjacent vertex of u closest to the root s, and

1 1
(3.18) |k, R) == — — (|u,T(u,i2)) + |T'(u,i3)) ).

5 A |
It’s easy to see that they are orthogonal, since the composing computational basis states represent distinct directed
edges in the welded tree graph. The two basis states |n + k, L), |n + k, R) with k € {1,--- ,n} related to V;,1 in
the right tree are defined similarly. Note that |0, R) := |s, ¢(s)) is the initial state and |2n + 1, L) := |t, ¢(t)) is
the target state. Note also that there is no |0, R) or |2n + 1, L). A diagram of the 4n 4 4 = 12 basis states of Hg

when n = 2 is shown in Fig. 2.
Observe that

(3.19) lu, p(u)) = \/g|u, T(u,i1)) + \/g\}i ( |u, T(u,ia)) + |F(u,23)>>



Thus by the definition of the coin operator C' (Eq. (2.6)) and linearity, the 2-dimensional subspace spanned by
{|k,L),|k, R)} is invariant under C, and the matrix expression of C' in this basis is

a0 n % Wiz f)

Similarly, the matrix expression of C' in the basis {|n + k, L), |n + k, R)} related to V,4x in the right tree is

[
w

[\303\»—‘
W=

2 1 2v2
5 1
(3.21) R, =2 \fvl \[ \f T [Q% 311 .
V3] 3 3
Note that |0, R) and |2n + 1, L) are invariant under C' by Eq. (2.7). Thus the matrix expression of C' in the basis
{|07R> ) |17L> ) ‘17R> sy |2naL> ) |2n7R> ) |2n + 17L>} is
(3.22) Mc = diag(1, Ra, -+ ,Ra, Ry, Ry, 1).

n n
Note that |k, R) and |k + 1, L) with k& € {0,---,2n} are equal superpositions of basis states in {|u,v) : u €
Vie,v € Viey1} and {Jv,u) : u € Vi, v € Viq1} respectively. Therefore, S simply swaps |k, R) and |k + 1, L), and
the matrix expression of .S in this two basis states is

1
(323 Ro= [} o] =214
Thus, the matrix of S in the basis {|0, R),|1,L),|1,R),---,|2n,L),|2n,R) ,|2n + 1, L)} is
(324) MS = diag(RB,~- ,RB).
—_————

2n+1

As a result, the operator Uy corresponds to a (4n + 2)-dimensional square matrix

(3.25) My = Ms - Mc.
In addition, the initial state |0,R) := |s,¢(s)) corresponds to the (4n + 2)-dimensional vector [0) =
[1,0,---,0]T, and the target state |2n + 1, L) := |t, ¢(t)) corresponds to |4n + 1) = [0,0,--- ,1]T. d

4 Succinct quantum algorithm with O(n?logn) queries

Here we present a rather succinct quantum algorithm (i.e., Algorithm 1) for the welded tree problem, which is
to first efficiently compute a walk step number 77 on classical computers, and then simply perform the walk
operator Uyax with T; times. The correctness is guaranteed by Theorem 4.1, from which together with Lemma
2.1 it is easy to see that the query complexity of Algorithm 1 is O(n?logn), with an additional time complexity
of O(n - n%log(n)) = O(n®log(n)).

THEOREM 4.1. Consider the success probability p(t) := |(4n+ 1| M, \0>|2, where My is defined by Eq. (3.25).
Then for sufficiently large n and T = 3.6 nlog(bn), we have

1
Oon’

The remainder of this section is to prove the above theorem. As mentioned in Section 1.4, the first and
most important step to prove Theorem 4.1 is to obtain the spectral decomposition of the reduced matrix, i.e.
My =3, e'#i |E;) (F;], which will be shown by Lemma 4.1 in Section 4.1. Then we will present and prove the
helper Lemma 4.2 in Section 4.2, a key step in obtaining the lower bound Q(%) of the average success probability
E| (4n + 1| M}, 0) |?, from which Theorem 4.1 follows. In order to use this helper lemma, we will need the values
(4n + 1|E;) - (E;|0) for j € S, and bound the gap AEs = min{|p; — x| : ¢; € S, € E,k # j} by choosing
S C E = {p;} well (so that AEg will be of order (%) as shown by Eq. (4.51) and Lemma 4.3 in Section 4.3).
Thus, even though the explicit formula shown in Lemma 4.1 is quite complicated, we only need to pay attention
to the the first and last term of the eigenvectors |E;), and the gap between the eigenvalue angles ;.

(4.26) max{p(t) : t € 2n,T|} > — 5



Algorithm 1 succinct quantum algorithm for the welded tree problem

Input: adjacency list quantum oracle O (see Eq. (1.2)) for the welded tree G,,, and the entrance name s = 02".
Output: the exit name ¢.

Procedure:

1. Classical predetermine the walk step number T: For the initial vector |1g) = |0), loop “|¢r) +— My |¢r—1)”
(see Eq. (3.25) for My) and “pr < | {4n + 1|3r) |7, stop when T' > 3.6 nlog(5n). Record the largest p, for
2n < Ty < 3.6nlog(5n) and the corresponding T3 .

2. Quantum walk: Apply 77 steps of coined quantum walk, i.e. U‘f;lk (Eq. (2.4)) to the initial state |s, ©(s))
(Eq. (2.14)) and measure the first register in the computational basis to obtain a vertex name with (1)

probability.

3. Repeat step 2 for O(n) times to obtain the exit name ¢ with constant probability.

4.1 Spectral decomposition of My As a preliminary, first notice that M¢ (see Eq. (3.22)) can be expressed
as 2AA" — I, where A is the following 2(2n + 1) x 2(n + 1) centrosymmetric matrix:

1
NG
Ve
VP
NG
. * -
where
1
(4.28) p=g.4=1-p

represent respectively the probability of walking to the roots and to the random cycle. The (2n+ 1) x (n + 1)
sub-matrix in the bottom right-hand corner denoted by ‘x’ can be deduced from the centrosymmetry of A. It’s
easy to see that all the columns in A are orthonormal, thus ATA = Iy(ny1)-

LEMMA 4.1. The matrizc My defined by Eq. (3.25) has (4n + 2) different eigenvalues. Two of which are £1, and
the respective eigenvectors are |uy1) = Alvyyr), where the i-th component of |vy1) denoted by viq(i) is shown in
the following:

1, i=1,
(4.29) ve1(i) = § (£Va/p) Y/ VE, i=2~n+1,
+(%) i=n+2~2n+2.

The (x) above can be deduced from centrosymmetry of |vy1). The square of norms are:

(4.30) Huga) 12 = [l oxs) |? = ]%q{?p —(a/p)"}-

The other 4n eigenvalues are exp(tipsy) with k = 2 ~ n+ 1, where gy = arccos Ayy and A_ = — .
Here, Ay, = 2,/pqcosOyiy, and 01y (0_i := 7 — 0y ) are the 2n roots of the following equation:

(4.31) Vasin(n +1)0 £ \/psinnd = 0.



The eigenvectors corresponding to exp(tipyy) are:

(4.32) [ut, k) := latk) — exp(Fipr) [bek) ,

where |atg) = Alvig),|b1r) = Mg |axy). The components of |viy) are as follows:

1, i=1,
(4.33) V(i) = %UH(AM/\/@) — ZiUims(\ar/ /PO, i=2~n+1
+(%), i=n+2~2n+2

where (x) can be deduced from centrosymmetry, and U;(x) is the monic Chebyshev of the second kind:

sin(i 4 1) arccos 5
—GF

(4.34) Ui(z) =
The square of norms are

(1.35) s o) |2 = 2L [Tl D20y

q sin? 6y, ]; 2sin 0y,
Proof. The proof is a bit lengthy and is deferred to Appendix B. ]

REMARK 4.1. We suspect the reason that no succinct algorithm for the welded tree problem based on simple coined
quantum walks has been proposed a priori, is that an enough understanding on the spectral decomposition of the
DTQW operator has not been obtained before. Although Ref. [25] is a big step towards this direction, the results
obtained there are not satisfactory:

1
(4.36) T > lAn+ 1M [0) ]2 =272, T — o0,
te[T]

showing that the average success probability is exponentially small when T — oo.

4.2 The helper lemma Another key component in proving Theorem 4.1 is the following helper Lemma 4.2,
which is a discrete-time adaptation of [26, Lemma 3]. However, our proof of Lemma 4.2 is simpler than the
one for [26, Lemma 3], as it does not involve integral or characteristic functions of continuous random variables.
Moreover, their intermediate step [26, Lemma 4] considers the Frobenius norm of the difference between density
matrices, which introduces a strange factor of V3.

Lemma 4.2 shows that when the iteration number ¢ is chosen according to some specific distribution on
[T] :={0,1,--- ,T — 1}, the average success probability has a lower bound that is related to the characteristic of
the eigenvalue angles of My and the products of the first and the last term of the eigenvectors.

LEMMA 4.2. Assume that My has a spectral decomposition My =3 e"i |E;) (E;| where @; are all distinct, and
the initial state is written in this eigenbasis as |1o) = > . cj|E;) and the target state as |y) = >, y; |E;). For a
subset S C E :={p;}, denote AEs :=min{|p; —pr| : ¢; € S,pr € E,k # j}. Let t = 22:1 t,m be the sum of k
i.i.d. uniform random variables t,, € [T]. Consider the average success probability

_ 1
(4.37) pylo) = 7 > 1yl M o) P,
te[T]k
where t can be regarded as a random vector (ty,t2,--- ,t) € [T]F each with equal probability . Then p(y|to)

has the following lower bound:

k
. p > > el - T .



Proof. Denote by A(t) := (y| M(tj |tho) the amplitude of success, then according to the spectral decomposition of
My, we have A(t) = 7, y; cj e'#s*. From |A(t)]* = A(t)A(t)*, we know

— * * 1 iW(pj—p.r
(4.39) p(ylbo) = Z Y ¢y € Z TR (05 =50t
JJ’ te[T)k
We now divide the sum >, ,[---] in Eq. (4.39) into the following three parts.
(1) j=j and p; € S: Zj,j/[' )= Zjes |y3k Cj|2~

(2) »j ¢ Sand pj ¢ St

(4.40) Z[ . ] — % Z Z y;s Cjewjt Zyj,c;/e—igoj/t > 0.
t g 7

73’
(3) The rest part, i.e. j # j',¢; € S,y € S,and p; ¢ S, ¢ € S, and p; € S, ¢ S.

k
Therefore, we only need to prove that the value of part (3) is greater than —(ﬁ) . First, note that now
@; # ;o and one of them belongs to S. Thus |p; — ¢;/| > AEg, and we have

1 BTl
i(pj—pr)t| _ = i =i )tm
(4.41) ‘ > el —‘H i) ‘
te[T]* m=1t,,=0
BooTol g
(4.42) =11 ‘ 3 Tez(sorwtm
m=1 t,,=
1 — ¢iei—e;N)T |k
(4.43) ~ =
T — e%(«m-vj/))
2 k ™ k
4.44 < ( ) - ( ) ,
( ) —\T- QAEs/ﬂ' TAFEg
where we have used ¢t = an:l tm in the first equality, and the following identities |1 — €| = |e??/2 — e~ /2| =

|2sin /2| > 22 in the last line. Then, we can bound the value of part (3) using Cauchy-Schwartz as follows:

m k * *
(4.45) ‘Z[]‘S(TAE ) Zly] ¢j Yy ¢
' 57 G
N
(4.46) < (gags) [ wsllul > lesley
o 4. IRT
k

(4.47) = (%ES> .

d

4.3 Lower bounding AFg With Lemma 4.2 in hand, in order to prove Theorem 4.1, we will need to select a
suitable subset of eigenvalue angles S and an upper bound of iteration times 7" = k(T — 1) < kT such that the
first term of Eq. (4.38) is Q(2), and the second term is a smaller O(1) term.

We now select the eigenvalue angle subset S in Lemma 4.2 to be those ¢y = g(01%) whose 015 € S" :=
(%,25), where g is the following function:

—
,.Jk
I
oo

=

g(0xy) 1= arccos(2./pq cos Oiy,).



Note that g(#) € [arccos(2,/pq), ™ — arccos(2,/pq)] when 6 € [0,7]. Thus the angles @1, with k =2 ~ (n + 1)
have a constant gap with ¢1; = 0, 7. Furthermore, it can be seen from Fig. 3 that g(6) is monotone increasing
on (0,7), and the minimal derivative when 6 € S” is ¢'(7/3) = \/(W, since
2 in 6

(4.49) g (0) = _ 2Vpasinb

v/1—4pgcos? 6
The minimal angle gap
(4.50) Ag = min{|9ik — aij| 104y € S’, Hij S (0,7T), k 75 j}

of 8 will result in the minimal angle gap of ¢} to satisfy:

(4.51) AFEg > +/ 6/7A9,

when n is sufficiently large. This is because we only need to consider the gap between 04 and 6; all belonging
to S, and the gap Ay between 01, € S’ nearest to /3 and its adjacent 0+; on the left. In the latter case, we
have g(01) — g(0+;) > ¢'(7/3 — Dg)Dg. But as ¢/(7/3 — Ag) — ¢'(7/3) when n — oo, Eq. (4.51) holds when n
is sufficiently large. Therefore, in order to bound AFEg, it’s sufficient to consider Ay.

at |
|
|
25 }
|
|
? | —g(0)
N I 9
5 | ——~x=/3
! —x=27/3
1r [ o
| .
/'/' | o
05F [
—7 |
|
0 | |
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3

Figure 3: The function ¢ = ¢(#) defined in Eq. (4.48), and its derivative ¢'().

Eq. (4.31) in Lemma 4.1 shows that the angles 01 where k = 2 ~ n + 1 are the 2n roots of the following

equation in the interval (0, 7).
sin(n + 1)0 1

4.52 — = F—.
(4.52) sinnd :Fﬂ
REMARK 4.2. Equation (4.52) is almost the same as the one presented in Ref. [17], but the RHS there is +/2.
Therefore our analysis shown below is slightly different from those shown in Ref. [26] (which contains a review
and some improvements of the results in Ref. [17]).

For an intuitive understanding of Eq. (4.52), its LHS for n = 8 and the horizontal lines y = 0, :I:% are plotted
in Fig. 4.
We now present Lemma 4.3 showing that Ay = Q(1/n) with our choice of S”.

LEMMA 4.3. When n is sufficiently large, the minimal gap Ng of the roots of Eq. (4.52) has the following Q(1/n)

lower bound with " = (¥, %):

(4.53) Ag = min{|6‘ik — eij| 104y € S’,Hij S (0,7T)7/€ 75 ]}
m—20p 0.15m

4.54 > ~
(4.54) z— -

)
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Figure 4: Left hand side of Eq. (4.52) for n = 8.

_ V3
where tan g = AR
Proof. By centrosymmetry, we only need to con51der the angle gap between the root # = ‘& — § corresponding to
RHS= ——= in Eq. (4. 52) and the root 6’ = 7r—|—6 corresponding to RHS= —- 1n Eq. (4.52), where I’ € {I—1,1}.

f
Since the (n—1) zeros 1= of sin nf correspond to the vertical asymptotes of LHS of Eq. (4.52), we have 6,46’ € (0, ).

We now consider the lower and upper bound of 4. Substituting 6 = %r — 0 into Eq. (4.52), and using the
trigonometric identity sin(a — b) = sin(a) cos(b) — cos(a) sin(b), we have

(4.55) —V/2sin(nf + 0) = sin(nd)
(4.56) < —V2sin(lr —nd + %T — ) = sin(lr — nd)
(4.57) < —V2sin(nd — %T +9) = sin(nd)
(4.58) & —V/2sin(nd — ) = sin(nd)
(4.59) & —/2[sin(nd) cos @ — cos(nd) sin 0] = sin(nd)
(4.60) & —V/2[tan(nd) cos  — sin f] = tan(nd)
Thus

(4.61) tan(ng) = 250

1+\@COSQ'

Since the RHS of Eq. (4.61) is monotone increasing on (%, 2%) 5 6, we have \f\Cl < tan(nd) < \/\5/51’ from which

0 0 _ V3
“L < § < =2, where 0; = arctan NCARR

We now consider the lower and upper bound of ¢’. If we Substitute 8’ = 7r + 0’ into Eq. (4.52), we have

/2 sin ¢’
1—+/2cosf

Similarly, it can be shown that % < < %“. Therefore, Ag > min{Z — 2%", 2%} = %290 s Q15w d

n

(4.62) tan(nd’) =

4.4 Proof of Theorem 4.1 With the help of the above three Lemmas 4.1-4.3, We can now prove Theorem 4.1.



In order to lower bound the items [y c;| of the sum in Eq. (4.38) in Lemma 4.2, we first calculate:

(4.63) (2n + 1, Llug +1) (u+ +£|0, R)

(4.64) = (2n+ 1, L] - (laxk) — exp(Figr) [brr)) - ((axr| — exp(Fipsr) (b+kl) - |0, R)
(4.65) = [oak(1) — €95 pak(2)] - ok (1) — €95 poak(2)] - (£5)

(4.66) = [ve(1)® + posx(2)® = 22p v (Doer(2)] - (£5)

(4.67) = (Fx) (1= AP).

The last line follows from viy(1) = 1 and v4(2) = A1p/y/p. Therefore, combined with the norm || |ug) || shown
by Eq. (4.35) in Lemma 4.1, we have the following identities when 6, € S’.

(4.68) |20+ 1, L| M}y, L, [0, R) | = m
(4.69) -1 Sfri fk (n f %Z%))
(4.71) > 28% + 0(%).

The third line above follows from 0x € (3,%). Since ) is almost uniformly distributed in (0,7), we have
Zjes |y;< 03‘2 > 2 ~dn - (zgn) > 4in

We set
(4.72) k > log5n,
and
T
. > —
(4.73) T > SAES

k
~ 3.6n by Lemma 4.3 and Eq. (4.51). Then (#) < (3)leesm = L. And

which is approximately TAE

thus by Eq. (4.38),

0.3/6/7

k
(4.74) P(ylvo) = 3 lyj o5l = (TKES)
jeS
(4.75) it

T 4n  5n 20n
Note that p(t) = |(4n + 1| M}, |()>|2 = 0 when ¢ < 2n. In fact, My |0) = |1) and one iteration of My can propagate
the amplitude from |k) to at furthest |k + 2), thus p(¢) = 0 when ¢ < 2n. Since maximum is greater than average,

we have now proven Theorem 4.1.

REMARK 4.3. We can actually obtain an explicit expression of A(t) := (4n + 1| M}, |0) for odd t as

cos(t arccos(2 cos sin® 0
(4.76) Alt) = +2 Z (Gy/pgcoshr) -
q/p 1 — 4pq cos? Oy, n+ \[sm(én—s—le)wk)
sin 6

Since the expression is too complicated, our first attempt of directly analyzing A(t) fails, and thus we have turned
to the help of Lemma 4.2.



A(t) can be calculated as follows. By Eq. (4.67) and the expression of |uy1) shown in Lemma 4.1, we have

n+1 2
o ()= A +
(4.77) At) =D D) etttes ( ” )|i T 2 Z(i)tin i >)||2'
+ g k=2 k + 1
Note that
(4.78) Z eTeEk — 9 cos(tpy).
+
Since ¢_ = 7 — g, we have
(4.79) Zcos(ttpik)(ik) = cos(ter)(1 — (=1)").
B8
Similarly,
(4.80) > (B)(E) =1- (1)
+
Therefore, it can be seen that
(4.81) A(t) =0, ift¢is even.

Thus we will only consider odd t. Substituting the square of norms || |uxy) ||?,k =1~ (n+ 1) in Lemma 4.1, we
have A(t) as shown in Eq. (4.76).

5 Deterministic quantum algorithm with O(n!logn) queries

With the matrix expression My = Mg-Me of Uy within its reduced invariant subspace Hg obtained in Section 3,
the exact value of the amplitude on the target state after T; steps of quantum walks, i.e. (4n + 1| M{}Fl |0}, can
be calculated exactly. Therefore, combining with one of the deterministic quantum search algorithms [33], for
example Long’s algorithm [34], we can design a deterministic quantum algorithm for the welded tree problem as
shown in Algorithm 2.

More precisely, if there is a quantum process (unitary operation) A that transform some initial state |0) to
|1) that has known overlap, i.e. p=|{t[¢) | € (0,1), with the desired target state |¢). Then Long’s algorithm [34]
can amplify the overlap to 1 by applying the generalized Grover’s iteration G(a, 3) = ASy(B).A" - S;(a), where
Si(a) = el and Sy (B) = e~ #1001 for T = O(1/p) times to the state |¢)) = A|0).

In the case of the original Grover’s algorithm [35], A := H®" is the Hadarmard gates on n qubits, |0) := |0)®",
and |t) is the equal-superposition of all target elements. In the case of Algorithm 2, A := Ug;lkUp, |0) := s, L), and
[t) := |t, p(t)). The parameters T, «, 8 are determined by the known overlap p, where in Grover’s case is the square
root of the proportion of target elements in the unstructured database, and in our case is pp, = | (4n + 1] Mgl |0) |.

6 Numerical simulation supporting O(n4/ 3) query complexity

We find that the actual performance of our algorithms is better than O(n'/? - nlogn), since results of numerical
simulation (conducted by MATLAB) show that the success amplitude will be Q(n~'/3) when Uy is applied for
O(n) times. We formalize it in the following Conjecture 6.1 (an improved version of Theorem 4.1). Then the

query complexity of Algorithm 2 will be O(n!/3 - n) = O(n*/3).

CONJECTURE 6.1. There exists odd number T € [2n,2.5n] (T ~ n/\/pq =~ 2.1213n for sufficient large n) such
that

(6.82) pr = |{dn + 1| M7 |0)] > n=1/3,

REMARK 6.1. We only consider odd T' because Eq. (4.81) shows that pr = 0 when T is even. The constant \/pq
may come from the fact that g'(7/2) = 2,/pq (see Eq. (4.49)) and 2m /g’ (7/2) = 1//pq.



Algorithm 2 Deterministic quantum algorithm for the welded tree problem

Input: adjacency list quantum oracle O (see Eq. (1.2)) for the welded tree G,,, and the entrance name s = 02"
Output: the exit name t.
Procedure:

1. Same as step 1 in Algorithm 1.

2. Construct quantum circuit of the generalized Grover’s iteration G(a, ) = ASy(8)A'" - Si(a) as in Fig. 5,

where A := U U,. Set the parameters «, 8,T» as a = — 3 = 2 arcsin (M) and Ty = [”/229_9]7 where

walk ™ P sin 0
0 = arcsin(pr, ).

3. Apply G(a, B)*2 to |1r,) = Als, L). This will result in |t, p(¢)) exactly and thus measuring register r; leads
to the exit name t with certainty.

|u)r1+ _
|V)r2+ I

10) — — R, (@) &R, (—p) |0)
\ \ J \—Y—J
Se(a) So(B)

Figure 5: Quantum circuit implementing the generalized Grover’s iteration G(a, ) = ASp(B)A" - S¢(a). Single
qubit operation R, () := diag(1,e’). Operator Sp(/3) add phase shift e~* to the initial state |s, 1) = |02? 1%7),
and operator Iy flip the last auxiliary qubit conditioned on |u), = |t). Determining that u =t can be done by
querying the three adjacent vertices of v and checking that exactly one of them is | and u # s.



n T PT

50 109 2'92.19.-38861/3'08

100 215 2300.318388779301/3214

150 323 2%51.274739 - 1231103390273,/3322

Table 2: The exact value of Py when n = 50,100, 150.
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Figure 6: Scatter diagram of Pr for n = 3,---,500. Orange solid line represents n /3.

One can obtain the exact value of the largest pr with T € [2n,2.5n] (denoted by Pr) using, for example,
MATLAB’s Symbolic Math Toolbox. The exact value of Pr when n = 50, 100, 150 is shown in Table 2.

The scatter diagram of Pp for n = 3,---, 500 is shown in Fig. 6. It can be seen that P > n~/3 holds for all
n € [6,500], which supports Conjecture 6.1.

The scatter diagram of the ratio T'/n for n = 3,--- ,500 is shown in Fig. 7. It can be seen that T'/n tends to

L =3 x212asn— 0.

VPl V2
We also depict, as an example n = 200, evolution of the (4n + 2)-dimensional vector [¢)r) = M |0) for odd T

ranging from 1 to 2.5n in video [36]. The frame when T = 429 of the video is shown in Fig. 8. It can be seen that
the amplitude of the state vector |¢)7) can be positive or negative, showing the periodic coherent and destructive
nature of quantum walk.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have revisited quantum algorithms for the welded tree problem and proposed a rather succinct
algorithm based purely on the simplest coined quantum walks. A rigorous polynomial query upper bound
is provided based on spectral decomposition of the reduced quantum walk matrix. The succinctness of our
algorithm re-displays the power of the simplest framework of quantum walks, changing the stereotype that the
existing DTQW frameworks before the multidimensional one can achieve at most a quadratic speedup over the
best classical algorithm. Our algorithm for the welded tree problem can also be made zero-error theoretically,
making it one of the few examples of an exponential separation between the zero-error (exact) quantum and the
randomized query complexities. Numerical simulation indicates that the actual performance of our algorithms is
better, and it will be a future work to prove Conjecture 6.1.
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A Implementing U, in Lemma 2.1
In this appendix, we will implement the unitary operator Uy, : |u, L) — |u, ¢(u)) in Lemma 2.1. We first introduce
five auxiliary registers
(A1) 10)g, 100, 10)g, 10 10),, 10)..

where register ¢; consists of 2n qubits storing the query result, register a is a qutrit with state space H3 =
span{|0),|1), |2>} used for generating |¢o(u)) when w is an internal node, register b is a qudit with state space
H5 = span{|0),--- ,|4)} storing conditions, and register c is a qubit used for generating |o(u)) when u is one of
the roots. Now U, can be implemented as follows, where oracle query happens in the first and last step.

1. Query the oracle O on registers r1, g1, g2, g3 to obtain
(A2) @), 11),, @) T(w, 1)), 10),,10),10), -

2. Apply the transformation |g) |b) — |g) |b+ f(q)) on register ¢ := (g1, g2, q3) and b. The function f : {0,1}5" —
{0,---,4} is defined as: f(g) = 0 iff there’s no ¢; =L, so that u is an internal node; f(q) =4 for i = 1,2, 3 iff
there’s one and only one ¢; =1, so that u € {s,t}, and the ith register ¢; stores the value L; f(q) = 4 iff there’s
more than one ¢; =1, so that u ¢ V(G,,). It can be easily seen that calculating f takes O(n) basic operations.

3. Conditioned on b = 0, i.e. u is an internal node, apply the following two steps.

3.1. Flip all the qubits of register 75 so that it’s set to |0?"). Apply quantum Fourier transform QFT3 to
register a, and then controlled by [i),, % € {0,1,2}, add (i.e. bit-wise modulo 2 addition) the value of
register q(;11) to register rz, obtaining

(A.3) Z\I‘uz—i—l Vrs ®|Fuz+1>q(+l)|>b|0>c.

This controlled addition can be done in O(n) basic operations.
3.2. Compare |['(u,)),, with [['(u,j)), for j =1,2,3 and subtract |i)
index j such that |['(u,i)),, = |I‘(u,j)>qj7 obtaining

with (j — 1), where j is the unique

a

(A.4) )y, le(u)),, ® T (u,2))g, 10)q 102 10), -
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Figure 8: The frame when T' = 429 of the video [36] showing the evolution of the (4n + 2)-dimensional vector
|r) with n = 200. The z-axis represents the indices k € {0, -+ ,4n + 1} of |¢1), and the y-axis represents
the amplitude of the k-th component, which is between [—1,1]. The red pillar on the rightmost represents the
amplitude (4n + 1|ir).

The uniqueness of the index j can be easily seen from the condition that all of u’s neighbours I'(u, 1)
are distinct. This compare (between binary strings) and subtract operation can be done in O(n) basic
operations.

4. Conditioned on b € {1,2,3}, i.e. u is one of the two roots and register g, stores L, apply the following steps.

4.1. Swap register ¢, and g3 so that the first two auxiliary registers store the genuine adjacent vertex name of
u € {s,t}. The conditioned SWAP operation can be done in O(n) basic operations.

4.2. similar to step 3.1 and 3.2, transform | L), to |p(u)),, with the help of H |0), = %(\0) +11)).

4.3. Repeat step 4.1 so that the order of register g; is restored, ensuring the success of step 7.

5. Conditioned on b = 4, apply the identity transformation I, since register r1 already stores p(u) =L (the three
‘neighbours’ of u ¢ V(G,,) are all L).

6. Similar to step 2, apply the transformation |g) [b) — |q) |b — f(q)) to register ¢,b, where the subtraction is
modulo 5. Therefore, register b is recovered to |0),.

7. Query the oracle O once more as in step 2, so that all the auxiliary registers are restored back to zero.

Thus U, can be implemented with 2 oracle queries and O(n) basic operations.

B Spectral decomposition of the reduced matrix

In this Appendix, we prove Lemma 4.1 about the spectral decomposition of the reduced coined quantum walk
matrix My = MgMe. The proof is inspired by [25]. However, since its analysis is not perfect (as they did not
obtain analytical expression of Uy shown in Eq. (B.42) by comparing with Chebyshev polynomial of the second
kind), we will show in detail the complete proof for the sake of completeness and convenience of the readers.

We also expand or improve some of the implicit or complicated steps in [25], and point out a connection with
another commonly used technique for analyzing quantum walk operators, i.e. the singular value decomposition,
or more precisely, Jordan’s Lemma [37] about common invariant subspaces of two reflection operator, which has
been used in Refs. [8, 10, 27, 38].



We first present the following helper Lemma B.1, which is implicit in [25] and similar to [30, Theorem 1],
saying that in order to obtain the spectral decomposition of My = MgM¢, we can instead consider the spectral
decomposition of the following matrix

(B.5) ATMsA =: Jy,.

LEMMA B.1. Consider the quantum walk operator U = Ref g Ref 4, where Ref 4 = (2AAY —I) and A is a matriz
with full column rank satisfying ATA = 1. Let

(B.6) @) = Alv), [B) = Refp|a),
where || [v) |*> = 1. If

(B.7) ATRefpA|v) = A |v).

Then, when |A| < 1, we have

(B.8) Ulu) == U(|a) — e b)) = e*% |u),

where ¢ := arccos A\, and || |u)||? = 2(1 — \?). And when X\ = £1, we have

(B.9) Ula) =+|a).

Proof. We first consider the case when |A| < 1. From Eq. (B.7) we know

(B.10) U |b) = Refg(2AAT — I)(Refg A |v))

(B.11) = 2Refg AN |v) — A|v)

(B.12) =2\ |b) — |a) .

Therefore, span{|a),|b)} is an invariant subspace of U, and U takes the following matrix form:
(B.13) L= E) ;ﬂ .

Let A\ = cos ¢, then we obtain the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of L: e** and [1, —e**]”. This can be easily
verified by the following identities:

(B.14) 1 —2Xe®™ =1 — 2 cos(Lp)e*™?

(B.15) =1 —2cos?(dy) — 2i cos(£yp) sin(£yp)

(B.16) = —cos(£2¢) — isin(+2¢p)

(B.17) = —et2i = oFiv . (_etiP),

Therefore, we obtain two eigenvalues et of U and their respective eigenvectors |u) := |a) — T |b). We now
calculate the square of its norm:

(B.18) (ulu) = 2 — 2Re(e*% (a|b))

(B.19) =2(1-\?).

The second line follows from (a|b) = (v| ATRefg A [v) = X and the fact that ATRefp A is Hermitian whose eigenvalue
A is a real number.

We now consider the case when A = +1. From Eq. (B.7), we know (v| ATRefgA|v) = +1, and thus
RefpA|v) = £A|v). Therefore,

(B.20) Ula) =UAlv)

(B.21) = Refp(24AT — 1) A |v)
(B.22) = RefpA|v)

(B.23) = +A )

(B.24) =+a).



REMARK B.1. Suppose Refg = 2BBY — I. Let D := A'B, and consider its singular value decomposition

>, Si|vi) (w;|, which is a common approach in Refs. [8, 10, 27, 38]. Then the connection between the eigenvalue
X of AYRefg A and the singular value s of D is:

(B.25) arccos(\) = 2 arccos(s).

Proof. Since DD |v;) = s? |v;), we have

(B.26) AT Refg A = AT(2BBT — I)A
(B.27) =2(ATB)(ATB) — I
(B.28) =2DD'" —I.
Therefore,

1
(B.29) AT Refp Alv) = A |v) & DD |v) = AT [v).
From the identity <% = cos? &', we obtain Eq.(B.25). O

We now analyze the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of Jy, = ATMgA. First, we will need the matrix expression
of Ja,,. Recalling A as defined in Eq. (4.27), and since Mg swaps two adjacent rows (columns), we have:

0 1
VB 0 0 i

(B.30) ATMg = ve 000 ﬁ

B0 0|y

L VL L PYSERS

Thus Jo, is a special tridiagonal and centrosymmetric matrix as shown below:

0 p
Vv 0 /g
(B.31) Ton = vpa 0
" m
VvPe 0 |q

L 7 |1 * Jomgyxamt)

I. eigenvalues of Js,

In order to calculate the characteristic equation p(A) := |AI — Ja,| of Jap,, first introduce the following two
principal submatrices. We use the notation Jo,[l : k] to represent the main sub-matrix from [ to k rows (columns)
of Jay, so as to save space.

(B.32) By = M — Jon[1: K],
(B.33) Fr =M — Jon[2 : k+1].

Denote by |M| := det(M) the determinant of matrix M. Then we have

(B.34) |E2| = A|EA| = p|Eo],

(B.35) |Ek| = AlEk—1] — pa|Ex—2|, B<k<n+1)
(B.36) |Ek| = A Fy—1] = plFr—2|, 2<k<n+1)
(B.37) |Fi| = AlFj—1| = pg|Fi—2], (2<k <n)



where the first two terms are |Fy| = A, |Fp| := 1 and |E1| = A, |Eg| := 1. Note that Eq.(B.35) is obtained by
expanding |Ey| from its lower right corner, while the second equality is obtained by expanding | Ey| from its upper
left corner. Dividing all the elements in F} by ,/pq and denoting

(B.38) |Fel/v/Pd" = Uk(M /P9,

Eq. (B.37) is now transformed to Ur(A/\/pq) = A/ /PG Ui-1(N//Pq) — Ur—2(N//Pq). If we let z := \/%, then
Eq. (B.37) further simplifies to

(B.39) Uo(z) =1, Ui(z) =z,
(B.40) Uk(x) = 2 Up—1(x) — Ug—2(z).

Comparing the above equations with the recurrence relation of Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind:

Up(x) =1, Uy(z) = 2,
(B.41) Up(x) = 22U3 1 (x) — Up_o(x), for k> 2,
we know Uy (x) = Ug(z/2). From the general term formula Uy (cos §) = Sinif#, we let 6 be such that it satisfies
2\;‘1]7 = x/2 = cosf. Therefore,
~ sin(k +1)6
(B.42) U (V) = O (eos§) = 201

from which Eq. (4.34) in Lemma 4.1 follows.
We now calculate p(\) = |\ —Ja,| by expanding its n+1 row as follows. Denote by E} = AI—Jo,[2n+2—k+1 :

2n + 2] the last k rows and columns of A\ — Jo,. It is easy to see that |E},| = |Ex| from the centrosymmetry of
Jon.-
E._1 B E, —/pq
(B.43) p(A\) =vpa| —v/pa —/pq A +4q -0 =P
’ EnJrl /

—q E’I’LJrl En
(B44) = 7PQ|E’IL—1‘ : |En+1| + A|-En| ' |En+l‘ - q2|En|2
(B.45) = (N = )|Eu|* = 2pgA| Byl - | Epi| + (p9)?| B |?
(B.46) = (A= @IEn| = pa| En—1]) (A + @)| En| = pa| En-1]).

Note that when choosing —¢ as the pivot to expand the first determinant in Eq. (B.43), the following sub-
determinant is zero.

En—l
(B.47) —/Pq =0.
| —vpg E],

This is because the first n rows are rank deficient as there are only n—1 columns with non zero elements. The same
reasoning applies to expanding the third determinant in Eq. (B.43). The third line (Eq. (B.45)) uses Eq. (B.35)
to further expand |E,41].

We can further simplify the two components of p(A) in Eq. (B.46) by using Egs. (B.36), (B.37) to expand
until |F,—1|, |Fn—2l:

(B.48) (AF Q)| En| — pg|En

( ) = MNFu| = plFna] F qA|Foi1| — plFu_2l)

(B.50) = AA[Fa-1] = pg|Fa-2|) + (F(1 = p)A = p)[Fa—1| + pg|Fr—2|
(B.51) = DAF D EpAF D] - [Foca| = pg(A F 1] F 2

(B.52) = (AF1) (IFnl £ plFpl).



Using Eq. (B.38), we now obtain the eigenvalues of Ja,: +1 and Ay := 2,/pq cos 04, where Ayy are the 2n roots
of the following equation:

(B.53) VaU,(A/Pq) £ VPUn-1(A/pq) = 0.
Combining with Eq. (B.42), we obtain Eq. (4.31) in Lemma 4.1. It can also be seen that when 6, corresponds to
a root with ‘+’, then 6_j, := m — 0, corresponds to a root with ‘—’, thus A_p = —As.

II. eigenvectors of Jy,

We now consider the eigenvectors of Jo,. Using Eqgs. (B.34), (B.35), and “(Ar F q)|En| — pg|Ep—1| = 07
by Eq. (B.48), it is not difficult to verify that the respective (unnormalized) eigenvector |viy) (which satisfies
(/\I - Jgn) |'Uik> = 0) is

B Bl |Eue Bl o
VP VP pypgt T pypT

Where () can be deduced from centrosymmetry. Combing with the relation of the sub-determinant |Ej|, |F}|
shown in Egs. (B.36), (B.37), the components and the square of the norm of the eigenvector |vy) can be calculated
as follows.
1. A =+%£1

Since A2 = (£)? = 1, we have

(B.54) 1

(B.55) |F| = £|Fr—1| — pq| Fr—2]
(B.56) = +q|Fr—1| £ p(£[Fr—2| — pq|Fr—3]) — pq|F—2]|
(B.57) = +q(|Fee1| — p*|Frs|) — p*|Fr—2l.

Thus we know the difference between every other term, i.e. |Fy| — p?|F)_2|, is a power series. Therefore,

(B.58) |Er| = £|Fi—1] — p[Fr—2|
(B.59) = *£|Fy| — p?|Fi—1|
(B.60) = (+¢)" *(|F2| - | Fo))
(B.61) = (+¢)* (1 — pg — p*)
(B.62) = (£)Fg" 1

The second line follows from substituting ¢ = 1 — p into the second equality of Eq. (B.37). Thus the (i 4+ 1)-th
component of |viq) is

t|v = 7|El| :
(B.63) (ilvs) \/ﬁ@z_l
(B.64) = Lq:

VPy/Pa
(B.65) = (&)'WVa/p)'/Va.
which is Eq. (4.29) in Lemma 4.1. Hence, the square of the norm of |vy) is:
1,40
(B.66) s} I =201+ ;@)Z)
_ 11-(a/p)"

(B.67) —2(1+p T—a/p )
(B.68) = %((Q/p)" - 2p),

q—p



which is Eq. (4.30) in Lemma 4.1.

2. Ay, for k=2~ (n+1)
The (i+ 1)-th component of |vi) can be calculated as follows, where we omit the subscript +k for simplicity.

AlFi 1| — p|F; o

(B.69) (ilvy) = —
VP\/Pa
(B.70) _ AVPE Ui s (N V) — pyBTUi2(V y/P)
| vt
(B.71) = \jﬁ 1 (NVP) — f Ui—2(\/D3),

which is Eq. (4.33) in Lemma 4.1. We now consider || |vy)[|?. We first calculate the square of the (i + 1)-th
component. For simplicity we denote U;(\//pq) by U; in the following.

A2 2 1
(B.72) | (iloa) [P = =U2) — —=U;i Ui 2 + *qu
p VP4
(B.73) = )\72U2 + (U2 _ >\72U2 U2 )+ U2
P i—1 [ g i— 2 i—2
(B.74) - SU? - —UQ |+ U2

The second line is obtained by squaring both sides of the relation U; = U;_1 — U;_ which follows from

A
Nz
Eq. (B.40). In order to make the relation true for ¢ > 1, we set U_; := 0. Then, using the identity
p/q—MN2/q+1=(1—-)\?)/q, we have

(B.75) o) I12/2 =1+ Z | (ifox)

p A 1-X2%

(B.76) =140+ = ZUZ——UZ U+ U?
-2 1-) 2D )
(B.77) - ZU ——+1+ )U .
Qn 1 X
(B.78) ZU

The third line uses Eq. (B.53) satisfied by the eigenvalue A. From the trigonometric expression of U; (Eq. (B.42)),
we have

n—1
(B.79) d Ui = » ZSIH i+1)0
P sin?
1 1 — cosi20
(B.80) = — ; :
(B.81) _ 251%(” _ sin nb bcl(;sén + 1)9)
1 gsin2(n+1)0
B.82 = 4+, 2 Y,
(-5 2Sin20(n \/; 2sind )

Hence combined with || |u) || = 2(1 — A?) in Lemma B.1 and the identity §_, = m — 0, we obtain Eq. (4.35) in
Lemma 4.1. Note that the last line above uses Eq. (4.31) satisfied by 6. The third line uses the identity obtained



from comparing the real part of the following identities:

(B.83) Z coskx + isinkz
k=1
noo eia: (einx _ 1)

B.84 = the — 2 7/
( 8 ) Z € err — 1

k=1
(B.85) _€ e: 2 sin 5 _ 51.n 925 ei("*;l)’”

ez 2isin sin 5

sin 2 1 1
(B.86) _ S s (M gy (R DTy

sin 5 2 2
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