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Abstract

We present a quantum algorithm for factoring products of prime numbers which exploits Grover
search to factor any n-bit biprime using 2n−5 qubits or less. The algorithm doesn’t depend on any
properties of the number to be factored, has guaranteed convergence, and doesn’t require complex
classical pre or post-processing. Large scale simulations confirm a success probability asymptoti-
cally reaching 100% for >800 random biprimes with 5≤ n≤ 35 (corresponding to 5 − 65 qubits)
with the largest being 30398263859 = 7393 × 4111763. We also present a variant of the algorithm
based on digital adiabatic quantum computing and show that Grover based factorization requires
quadratically fewer iteration steps in most cases.

1 Introduction and context

Quantum computing represents a fundamental shift in how we process information which promises to
solve hard computational problems out of the reach of even the most powerful classical computers.
A celebrated example is Shor’s quantum algorithm, discovered in 1994, which can factor a composite
integer into its prime factors with a superpolynomial speedup over the best classical algorithms [1].
Soon after, in 1996 Grover proposed a quantum algorithm to find a given element in an unordered
database of N elements in O(

√
N) queries compared to O(N) required classically [2].

Shor’s algorithm in particular has potentially enormous implications for information security and
cryptography and has become a key algorithm for benchmarking noisy, intermediate-scale quan-
tum computers [3–9]. However it is estimated that factoring integers relevant for cryptography with
Shor’s algorithm would require a quantum computer with tens of millions of qubits with error cor-
rection [10, 11], far beyond the capabilities of today’s quantum computers. This has motivated more
efficient implementations of Shor’s algorithm [12–17] and new algorithms, based on e.g., quantum
annealing, or quantum approximate optimization which potentially reduce the required number of
qubits and/or gate counts [18–25]. However it is an open question if these approaches can solve large
problem instances without relying on oversimplification [26–28].

In this paper we present a quantum algorithm to factor products of prime numbers exploiting a
Grover search that uses only 2n− 5 qubits, where n is the number of bits in the integer to be factored.
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Fig. 1 Quantum algorithm for factoring a biprime N using Grover search. The input to the algorithm are the bits of
M = (N −S)/6− 1 encoded as the initial state of the Z register. The output is obtained by measuring the X,Y registers
in the computational basis. The algorithm involves the repeated application of an Oracle and Diffuser composed of the
following primitives: Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT), Inverse Quantum Fourier Transform (IQFT), Fourier Quantum
Multiply Add (ΦQMA), Fourier Quantum Negative Multiply Add (ΦQNMA) and Diffusion (DIFF).

This improves on state of the art implementations of Shor’s algorithm that require at least 2n + 1

qubits [15] and facilitates implementation on quantum computers since the number of gates and thus also
the sensitivity to errors typically scales strongly with the number of qubits. Furthermore, the algorithm
is completely general and returns the prime factors with close to 100% probability without complex
classical processing steps or midcircuit measurements and feedback. We also present a variant based
on digital adiabatic quantum computing [29]. Through large scale numerical simulations we compare
the performance of both algorithms and show that Grover based factoring requires quadratically fewer
iteration steps than the corresponding digital adiabatic algorithm for the majority of problems.

2 Quantum factoring algorithm using Grover search

Grover’s search algorithm efficiently locates a marked item in an unstructured database with 2n entries
using O(2n/2) queries, providing a quadratic speedup over classical searching. It can also be used to
find the prime factors p, q of a n-bit integer N = pq. To illustrate, consider two quantum registers
X, Y , with computational basis states |x⟩ , |y⟩, both initialized in the uniform state. One then applies
a loop, consisting in each step of an oracle operator which applies a π phase shift |x, y⟩ → −|x, y⟩
iff xy = N , where x, y is the integer representation of |x⟩ , |y⟩. A concrete example of such an oracle
operation built from elementary quantum circuits is shown in Fig. 1. This is followed by the Grover
diffuser operation [30] which increases the amplitude in the marked state. The probability in the solution
state increases in each step, approaching 100% after ∼ 2n/2 steps, such that the factors p, q can be
directly read out by simply measuring X, Y in the computational basis. This approach can also be
straightforwardly generalized to factor products of more than two primes.

Algorithm 1 and Fig. 1 present an implementation of a Grover based factoring algorithm which
can be implemented on a quantum computer using 2n− 5 qubits and elementary quantum arithmetic
operations. Without loss of generality, we reduce the number of qubits required to represent N , p, and q

taking advantage of the fact that primes and biprimes with p, q > 3 can be written as N = 6(M+1)+S,
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p = 6(a+ 1) + s, and q = 6(b+ 1) + sS, where M,a, b are non-negative integers and S, s = ±1. M and
S are uniquely determined from N with S = 3

2 − 1
2 (N mod 6), noting that N mod 6 ̸= 3 assuming 3 is

not a factor of N . Thus prime factorization can be re-expressed as the problem of finding the integers
a, b which satisfy M = f(a, b) with f(a, b) = 6(a+ 1)(b+ 1) + s(b+ 1) + sS(a+ 1)− 1.

Implementing the algorithm using quantum circuits requires three quantum registers, X,Y, Z, with
nx, ny and nz qubits respectively, where nx, ny must be large enough to hold the integers a, b and
nz = nx+ny+3 auxiliary qubits are used for computing f(x, y). The X, Y registers are initially prepared
in the uniform state, e.g., by applying Hadamard gates to each qubit. The Z register is initialized in
the state |z = M⟩ where M = 20M0 + 21M1 . . . 2

nz−1Mnz−1.
The core of the factorization algorithm consists of a loop with K identical steps (Fig. 1). In each

step we apply an oracle operator which adds a π phase shift to any solution states which satisfy
x = a, y = b (or x = b, y = a), with M = f(a, b) for a specific choice of s, e.g., s = +1. This is followed
by the diffusion operator from Grover’s algorithm applied on the X and Y registers which increases
the amplitude in the solution state(s). Finally the state of the X and Y registers are measured in
the 0, 1 basis giving the values a, b, from which the factors p, q can be straightforwardly calculated.
Convergence of the algorithm, with probability in the solution state(s) P → 1, is guaranteed within
Kopt = ⌊(π/4)2(nx+ny)/2⌋ steps. In cases where there are two valid solutions, i.e. |x = a, y = b⟩ and
|x = b, y = a⟩ (possible if the factors are of a similar size, or if nx and ny are chosen larger than needed)
then the algorithm will converge in Kopt = ⌊(π/4)2(nx+ny)/2/

√
2⌋ steps. In case N ̸= pq then the

algorithm should be run a second time with s = −1.
The oracle can be decomposed in terms of several circuit primitives as shown in Fig. 1. A key

operation is the quantum multiply-and-add gate (QMA) and its inverse (QNMA), which are similar to

Algorithm 1 Factorize(N) using Grover search
Input:

• The integer N to be factored and the number of iteration steps K.
For convenience we define M = (N − S)/6− 1 and S = 3

2 − 1
2 (N mod 6)

• Three registers X,Y, Z containing, nx, ny and nz = nx + ny + 3 qubits respectively.
Output:

• Two bitstrings x = a, y = b satisfying N = (6a+ 6 + s)(6b+ 6 + sS) with s = ±1

Procedure:
Step 0. Check that N is not a multiple of 2 or 3. Otherwise return the trivial factors.
Step 1. Initialize registers

• Prepare X and Y registers in the uniform state, i.e., 1√
2nx+ny

(|0⟩+ |1⟩)⊗(nx+ny)

• Prepare Z register in the state |z = M⟩
Step 2. Choose s = 1

for 1 ≤ k ≤ K do
Step 3. Apply oracle

• |x, y⟩ |z = M⟩ → |x, y⟩ |z = 0⟩
• Mark solution state |z = 0⟩ → − |z = 0⟩
• |x, y⟩ |z = 0⟩ → |x, y⟩ |z = M⟩

Step 4. Apply Grover’s diffusion operator
end for
Step 5. Measure the X, Y registers in the 0, 1 basis. Calculate p = 6x+ s, q = 6y + sS.

If N ̸= pq restart with s = −1 in Step 2.
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the fused multiply-add and fused negative multiply-add instructions in modern CPUs. These operations
act on all three registers to realize the unitary transformation |x, y⟩|z⟩ → |x, y⟩|z ± (axy + bx + cy +

d) mod 2nz ⟩ where a, b, c, d are integer parameters. This can be realized with O(n3) gates in the
Fourier domain as a sequence of one-qubit phase gates and two- and three-qubit controlled phase gates
acting on the Z register, preceded by a quantum Fourier transform QFT and followed by an inverse
quantum Fourier transform IQFT (Supplementary Information). The QNMA, QMA operations envelop
a (inverted) multicontrolled Z gate which applies a π phase shift to the |z = 0⟩ basis state. This can
be efficiently implemented using approximately 4n2

z Toffoli gates or 12n2
z elementary two qubit gates

using the X,Y registers as auxiliary qubits [31].
There are a few simplifications which can further reduce the gate count and sensitivity to errors.

The first QFT and the last IQFT in the oracle can be trivially pulled out of the loop and only need
to be applied once. Alternatively one could re-initialize the Z register in each iteration which might
help reduce the accumulation of gate errors. We then note that the middlemost gates, including the
IQFT/QFT performs an operation that is effectively equivalent to the diffusion operator (DIFFZ).
Thus they can be replaced by RY(±π/2) rotation gates applied to each qubit surrounding a closed
multicontrolled Z gate (Supplementary Information). In terms of elementary gates, the entire algorithm
requires approximately O(n32n/2) gates, where the factor 2n/2 is the number of Grover steps and n3

gates are required for the multiply operations. The Supplementary Information includes a breakdown
of the number of elementary gates required for the algorithm assuming an architecture with all-to-all
connectivity.

The maximum number of qubits required for the algorithm can be constrained depending on the
number of bits in N as

nx =
⌊n
2
− 2− d

⌋
, ny =

⌈n
2
− 2 + d

⌉
where d is the bit distance d = (ny − nx)/2. In many cases of practical relevance such as the RSA
cryptosystem, the bit distance is close to zero. Otherwise the algorithm must be run for different values
of d in the range 0 ≤ d ≤ ⌊n

2 − 2⌋ until a solution is found. Since nx +ny ≤ n− 4 and nz = nx +ny +3

(to prevent overflow), the algorithm requires a total of 2n− 5 qubits in the worst case.

3 Digital adiabatic factoring algorithm

The presented factoring algorithm also permits a variant in terms of adiabatic quantum computing,
which provides a direct means to compare the Grover based approach. In adiabatic quantum computing
the solution to a computational problem is encoded in the ground state of a Hamiltonian HP . Starting
from a readily prepared ground state of an initial Hamiltonian HI one then leverages the adiabatic
principle to slowly transform the system to the ground state of HP . In this case we search for the state
|x, y⟩ satisfying (f(x, y)−M)2 = 0.

We consider the time dependent Hamiltonian H(k) = (1−k/K)HI +(k/K)HP that can be realized
on a digital quantum computer through the Trotter expansion in terms of elementary quantum gates.
Up to order O(ϵ2) the time evolution operator for a given step k can be approximated using the Trotter
formula

Uk ≈ e−iϵ(1−k/K)HI × e−iϵ(k/K)HP . (1)
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The initial state for the X, Y registers coincides with the ground state of HI = − 1
2

∑
j σ

j
x where σj

x

is the Pauli X operator acting on qubit j. HP can be written as

HP = QMA

nz−1∑
ζ=0

P ζ
1

QNMA (2)

where P ζ
1 = |1⟩ζ ⟨1| is a single-bit projection operator acting on qubit ζ of register Z, QNMA =∑

x,y,z |x, y, z − f(x, y) mod 2nz ⟩ ⟨x, y, z| and QMA = QNMA†. The ground state of HP is
|x = a, y = b⟩ |z = M⟩.

Algorithm 2 presents a digital adiabatic factoring algorithm which is straightforward to construct
from Algorithm 1. It replaces the diffusion operator DIFFXY with single qubit rotation gates RX =

exp(−ϵ(1 − k/K)σx/2) and replaces the multicontrol Z gate in the oracle operator with single-qubit
phase shift gates R = exp(−iϵ(k/K)P1) acting on all the qubits in the Z register. A special aspect of our
digital adiabatic algorithm is the explicit inclusion of multiplication and addition gates in Eq. (2). We
find this approach converges much faster (using fewer Trotter steps) than alternative implementations
which directly minimize the energy of HP = (N − p̂q̂)2 where p̂, q̂ are single-qubit projection operators
acting on the X and Y registers respectively [18, 24]. We attribute this to the smaller spectral norm of
Eq. (2), which is of O(poly(n)) compared to O(poly(2n)) [32, 33].

While the adiabatic factoring algorithm requires fewer multiqubit gates per iteration step than the
Grover-based algorithm, its convergence is not guaranteed (in case of a vanishing spectral gap) and
it is an open question which types of problems might allow for a computational quantum speedup in
adiabatic quantum computing [26, 34, 35].

Algorithm 2 Factorize(N) using digital adiabatic evolution
Input:

• The integer N to be factored, the number of iteration steps K and step size ϵ.
For convenience we define M = (N − S/6)− 1 and S = 3

2 − 1
2 (N mod 6)

• Three registers X,Y, Z containing, nx, ny and nz = nx + ny + 3 qubits respectively.
Output:

• Two bitstrings x = a, y = b satisfying N = (6a+ 6 + s)(6b+ 6 + sS) with s = ±1

Procedure:
Step 0. Check that N is not a multiple of 2 or 3. Otherwise return the trivial factors.
Step 1. Initialize registers

• Prepare X and Y registers in the uniform state, i.e., 1√
2nx+ny

(|0⟩+ |1⟩)⊗(nx+ny)

• Prepare Z register in the state |z = M⟩
Step 2. Choose s = 1

for 1 ≤ k ≤ K do
Step 3. Apply HP terms

• |x, y⟩ |z = M⟩ → |x, y⟩ |z = 0⟩
• Apply phase shift

⊗Z
ζ e−iϵ(k/K)P ζ

1

• |x, y⟩ |z = 0⟩ → |x, y⟩ |z = M⟩
Step 4. Apply transverse field

⊗X,Y
j eiϵ(1−k/K)σj

x/2

end for
Step 5. Measure the X, Y registers in the 0, 1 basis. Calculate p = 6x+ s, q = 6y + sS.

If N ̸= pq restart with s = −1 in Step 2.
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Fig. 2 Comparison of quantum factorization algorithms for N = 101911 = 223× 457 as a function of the iteration steps
K. The blue line shows the success probability for the Grover based factorization which reaches ≈ 1 after K = 71 steps
and then undergoes periodic oscillations. The digital adiabatic algorithm (black) requires considerably more iteration
steps, only reaching P > 0.9 after ≳ 104 steps.

4 Numerical simulations

We evaluate both algorithms using a high performance quantum circuit simulator by QPerfect [36]. We
use the exact state vector simulator which exploits highly optimized SIMD instructions to efficiently
simulate deep quantum circuits. To study the largest possible range of biprimes we have also imple-
mented a compiled version of the algorithm which applies the oracle directly to a state vector without
the need for the auxiliary Z register [37]. This makes it possible to simulate the algorithm exactly for
problem sizes up to n ≈ 35 on a desktop computer, corresponding to ≈ 65 qubits. We verified that the
compiled algorithm yields the same results as the decomposed version for problem sizes that can be
simulated with the decomposed algorithm.

Figure 2 shows simulation results for the Grover based factorization algorithm and the adiabatic
factorization algorithm for N = 101911 = 223 × 457 (n = 17 corresponding to a simulation with
nx + ny = 13) as a function of the number of iteration steps. For the adiabatic algorithm we use the
step size ϵ = 0.45 which maximizes the solution probability in the minimum number of steps. The
Grover based algorithm reaches a probability P ≈ 1 in the solution state in just Kopt = 71 steps and
afterwards undergoes periodic oscillations. In comparison, the digital adiabatic algorithm requires many
more steps, reaching P > 0.9 only after > 104 steps. Qualitatively similar behavior is seen for other
biprimes.

We have tested the algorithm on > 800 factoring problems randomly selected with n ≤ 35, con-
firming successful factorization in all cases, with P → 1 for the Grover based algorithm. For the digital
adiabatic algorithm we define success when the probability in the solution state reaches P = 0.9.
Figure 3 summarizes the minimum required number of qubits and iteration steps for each problem.
Both algorithms use the same number of qubits which ranges from 2n− 9 to 2n− 5 in the worst case
depending on the specific problem. The number of gates per iteration step is dominated by the multiply
and add operations scaling as n3 in both algorithms. The scale of the simulations, here obtained using
a single CPU with 64 GiB of total memory, are comparable to recent results for a highly optimized
version of Shor’s algorithm emulated on a 2048 GPU cluster [37]. The largest biprime we have factored
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Fig. 3 Simulation results and required quantum resources for Grover based and digital adiabatic factoring algorithms
for randomly selected biprimes N from 25 to ≈ 235. (a) Total number of qubits versus problem size N . The black line
depicts 2n− 5 scaling where n is the number of bits in N . (b) Total number of iteration steps versus problem size N for
Grover (filled symbols) and digital adiabatic (open symbols) factoring algorithms. Dark diamonds indicate simulations
performed of the full quantum algorithm using only one and two qubit gates. Light circles correspond to simulations
using the compiled version of the algorithm. The solid black and dashed black lines show asymptotic scalings π2n/2−4

and 2n−4 respectively. The inset shows a zoomed in view of the section indicated in a box.

using the Grover based factoring algorithm on an emulator is N = 30398263859 = 7393 × 4111763 (a
n = 35 bit number).

The scale of these simulations allows us to investigate and compare the convergence and asymptotic
complexity of both algorithms. Generally we find the Grover based algorithm converges with far fewer
iteration steps than the digital adiabatic algorithm, with the difference increasing with N . In terms
of time complexity the digital adiabatic algorithm requires between 2n−4 iteration steps (superlinear
gate complexity in N) and 2

n
2 −1 (sublinear gate complexity in N) with large scatter depending on the

problem instance. Convergence for the Grover algorithm however is much more deterministic, with the
required number of iteration steps scaling asymptotically as π2n/2−4 (sublinear gate complexity). In
terms of the required number of two-qubit gates, the digital adiabatic algorithm is competitive with
the Grover algorithm for only a small fraction ≲ 0.1 of problem instances studied.
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5 Conclusion

We have presented a quantum algorithm for finding the prime factors of a composite integer that
uses 2n − 5 qubits or less, which compares favorably with other algorithms including state-of-the-art
implementations of Shor’s algorithm. The algorithm is general in that it can be used to factor any
biprime just by changing several input bits and tends to 100% probability on the solution state after 2n/2

iteration steps and O(n32n/2) elementary two-qubit gates. This is quadratically faster than a comparable
algorithm based on digital adiabatic quantum evolution for the majority of problem instances. Grover’s
algorithm is optimal for unstructured problems [38, 39], however in terms of speed, the presented
algorithm is likely not competitive against Shor’s algorithm or the best classical factoring algorithms
for large problem sizes, which highlights the need to exploit structure in the problem for achieving a
practical quantum advantage over classical computers [40]. On the other hand we anticipate practical
applications for benchmarking quantum computers on verifiable problems involving variable numbers of
qubits. We estimate that with this new algorithm it should be possible to set new quantum factorization
records for digital quantum computers. For example, with this new algorithm the number N = 329

could be factored with just 9 qubits and 278 elementary two-qubit gates. This could likely be further
reduced using more efficient implementations of the quantum multiplier operation [41], or advanced
circuit compilation techniques. We also remark that the presented algorithm can be straightforwardly
generalized to solve multivariate polynomial equations with integer coefficients (Diophantine equations).
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6 Supplementary Information

6.1 Decomposition of QMA in terms of elementary gates

To facilitate implementation on quantum computers we provide circuit based decompositions of the
key elements of the quantum factoring algorithm in terms of elementary gates. The QMA operation
performs the unitary transformation

QMA =
∑
x,y,z

|x, y, z + axy + bx+ cy + d mod 2nz ⟩ ⟨x, y, z|

where a, b, c, d are integer coefficients and x, y, z refer to the basis states of the X,Y, Z registers in
their integer representation. This operation can be efficiently implemented in the Fourier domain as
a concatenation of weighted addition operations [42] shown as ΦADD and controlled ΦADD blocks
in Fig. 4, preceded and followed by a QFT and IQFT respectively, which can be implemented in the
standard way [30]. The circuit for ΦADD is depicted in Fig. 5. It multiplies a first register by a constant
and adds it to a second register. The circuit is built using a series of controlled phase shift gates with
exponentially decreasing phase angles.

Rj(c) =

[
1 0

0 eicπ/2
j

]
.

Controlled ΦADD blocks used for multiplication can be implemented by replacing the controlled
phase gates with doubly controlled phase gates. Doubly controlled phase gates can be subsequently
decomposed to three controlled phase gates and two CNOT gates each [31].

6.2 Decomposition of DIFF in terms of elementary gates

The diffusion operators DIFFX,Y and DIFFZ realize the operation DIFFQ = I − 2 |sQ⟩ ⟨sQ| where
|sQ⟩ is the uniform state over the register Q,

|sQ⟩ =
1√
2nq

2nq−1∑
q=0

|q⟩ .

This can be implemented by the parallel application of RY(π/2) rotation gates to each qubit (equivalent
to a Hadamard gate followed by an X gate), then a multicontrolled Z gate and followed by another
parallel application of RY(−π/2) gates as depicted in Fig. 6. The multicontrolled Z gate can be further
decomposed using a recursive application of Lemma 7.5 of [31] which expresses a general controlled
2 × 2 unitary in terms of O(n2) elementary gates. This decomposition in turn uses multicontrolled X
gates which can be efficiently decomposed into Toffoli gates (Lemma 7.2) and subsequently two-qubit
gates using the other register(s) as auxiliary qubits.

Table. 1 summarizes the number of elementary gates needed for implementing each operation.
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Primitive Calls Two-qubit gate count
ΦQMA 2K (5nxny + nx + ny)(2nz − nx − ny) + (12nxny + nx + ny)

DIFFX,Y K 12(nx + ny)2 − 82(nx + ny) + 149

DIFFZ K 12n2
z − 82nz + 149

QFT 2 nz(nz − 1)

Table 1 Two-qubit gate counts for the different elements of the quantum algorithms.
The number of iterations required for convergence is K = ⌊(π/4)2(nx+ny)/2⌋

12



x
0

..
.

x
1

..
.

. . .

x
n
x
−
1

..
.

z 0
..
.

z 1
..
.

. . .

z n
z
−
1

..
.

y 0
..
.

y 1
..
.

. . .

y n
y
−
1

..
.

Φ
A
D
D
(b
)

ϕ
(z
)

Φ
A
D
D
(a
)

Φ
A
D
D
(2
a
)

Φ
A
D
D
(2

n
x
a
)

Φ
A
D
D
(c
)

R
0
(d
)

ϕ
(z

+
a
x
y
+
bx

+
cy

+
d
)

R
1
(d
)

R
n
z
(d
)

+
a
x
y

+
bx

+
cy

+
d

F
ig

.
4

Φ
Q
M
A
(a
).

Q
ua

nt
um

ci
rc

ui
t

fo
r

m
ul

ti
pl

yi
ng

an
d

ad
di

ng
tw

o
re

gi
st

er
s

w
it

h
in

te
ge

r
sc

al
in

g
co

ns
ta

nt
s
a
,b
,c
,d

13



y 0
..
.

..
.

..
.

y 1
..
.

..
.

..
.

. . .

y n
y
−
1

..
.

..
.

..
.

z 0
..
.

..
.

..
.

z 1
..
.

..
.

..
.

z 2
..
.

..
.

..
.

. . .

z n
z
−
2

..
.

..
.

..
.

z n
z
−
1

..
.

..
.

..
.

ϕ
(z
)

R
0
(c
)

ϕ
(z

+
cy
)

R
1
(c
)

R
0
(c
)

R
2
(c
)

R
1
(c
)

R
n
z
−
1
(c
)

R
n
z
−
2
(c
)

R
n
z
−
n
y
−
1
(c
)

R
n
z
(c
)

R
n
z
−
1
(c
)

R
n
z
−
n
y
(c
)

F
ig

.
5

Φ
A
D
D
(c
).

Q
ua

nt
um

ci
rc

ui
t

fo
r

ad
di

ng
tw

o
re

gi
st

er
s

w
it

h
in

te
ge

r
sc

al
in

g
co

ns
ta

nt
c

14



RY
(
π
2

)
RY

(
−π

2

)
RY

(
π
2

)
RY

(
−π

2

)
RY

(
π
2

)
RY

(
−π

2

)
RY

(
π
2

)
RY

(
−π

2

)
RY

(
π
2

)
Z RY

(
−π

2

)
Fig. 6 DIFF. Quantum circuit for implementing the diffusion operation using a multicontrolled Z gate. The multicon-
trolled Z gate can be further decomposed using the procedure in Ref. [31]
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