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Abstract

Quantum state preparation is a fundamental and significant subroutine in quan-
tum computing. In this paper, we conduct a systematic investigation on the circuit
size for sparse quantum state preparation. A quantum state is said to be d-sparse
if it has only d non-zero amplitudes. For the task of preparing an n-qubit d-sparse
quantum state, we obtain the following results:

• Without ancillary qubits: We propose the first approach that uses o(dn)
elementary gates without using ancillary qubits. Specifically, it is proven that
any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be prepared by a quantum circuit of
size O( dn

logn+n) without using ancillary qubits. This is asymptotically optimal
when d = poly(n), and this optimality extends to a broader scope under some
reasonable assumptions.

• With limited ancillary qubits: (i) We show that any n-qubit d-sparse
quantum state can be prepared by a quantum circuit of size O( dn

log d) and

depth Θ(log dn) using at most O( nd
log d ) ancillary qubits, which not only re-

duces the circuit size compared to the one without ancillary qubits when
d = ω(poly(n)), but also achieves the same asymptotically optimal depth
while utilizing fewer ancillary qubits and applying fewer quantum gates com-
pared to the result given in [Physical Review Letters, 129, 230504(2022)]. (ii)
We establish the lower bound Ω( dn

log(n+m)+log d + n) on the circuit size with
m ancillary qubits available. Additionally, we demonstrate a slightly stronger
lower bound Ω( dn

log(n+m) + n) under reasonable assumptions.

• With unlimited ancillary qubits: We prove that with arbitrary amount
of ancillary qubits available, the circuit size for preparing n-qubit d-sparse
quantum states is Θ( dn

log dn + n).

∗Email: lilvzh@mail.sysu.edu.cn
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1 Introduction

Since the inception of quantum computing [1], an increasing number of quantum algo-
rithms have emerged, exhibiting acceleration advantages over classical algorithms. No-
table examples include Shor’s algorithm [2], Grover’s algorithm [3], HHL algorithm [4],
and Hamiltonian simulation algorithms [5, 6, 7, 8], as well as quantum machine learn-
ing algorithms [9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. Within these algorithms, the preparation of quantum
states plays a pivotal role. Usually, the first and inevitable step to process classical data
by quantum algorithms is to encode the data into quantum states. If this step consumes
substantial resources, it may offset the acceleration advantages of quantum algorithms.
Several works have indicated that the substantial accelerations achieved by quantum ma-
chine learning stem from the underlying input assumptions [14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. Therefore,
how to efficiently prepare quantum states is a fundamental and significant issue in the
field of quantum computing.

Before delving into the discussion of quantum state preparation, it is essential to
specify the elementary gate set and complexity metrics. In this paper, we adopt the
most common gate set, which consists of single-qubit gates and CNOT gates, enabling
the accurate implementation of any unitary transformation [19]. Additionally, for conve-
nience, the Toffoli gate is permitted, which can be constructed using 10 single-qubit gates
and 6 CNOT gates [20]. Various standards can be employed to gauge the efficiency of a
quantum circuit, including size, depth, number of ancillary qubits, and more. Given the
considerably higher implementation cost of CNOT gates compared to single-qubit gates,
the count of CNOT gates is also utilized as a measure of algorithmic efficiency.

When the quantum state to be prepared does not possess any structural features,
we refer to it as the general quantum state preparation problem. This problem has
already been extensively researched, and current preparation algorithms have achieved
the optimal circuit size Θ(2n) [21, 22, 23, 24, 24, 25]. Given the high cost of preparing
general quantum states and the fact that, in practical applications, data often exhibits
special structures, there has been considerable literature focusing on the preparation of
special quantum states. These include states whose amplitudes are given by a continuous
function [26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31], states whose amplitudes are accessed through a black-box
oracle [32, 33, 34], and states under the low-rank assumption [35]. Another class of special
quantum states that holds both practical and theoretical significance is sparse quantum
states. In this paper, we focus on characterizing the circuit size for sparse quantum state
preparation, exploring the two scenarios: without and with ancillary qubits.

An n-qubit d-sparse quantum state refers to an n-qubit quantum state with d non-zero
amplitudes. Given two positive integers n and 0 < d ≤ 2n, along with a set

P = {(αi, qi) | αi ∈ C, qi ∈ {0, 1}n, 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1} , (1)

such that
∑

i |αi|2 = 1, the aim of sparse quantum state preparation is to generate
a quantum circuit which acts on n + m qubits and implements a unitary operator U
satisfying

U |0〉⊗n |0〉⊗m =
d−1∑

i=0

αi |qi〉 |0〉⊗m
, (2)
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where m ≥ 0 is an integer and the last m qubits serve as ancillary qubits.

The problem of sparse quantum state preparation has garnered significant attention
[36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44]. Gleinig and Hoefler [36] were the first to address this
problem and presented an algorithm generating a quantum circuit of size O(dn) without
using ancillary qubits for any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state. Subsequently, Malvetti
et al. [37] and Ramacciotti et al. [38] presented permutation-based preparation algorithms,
achieving the same circuit size using 0 and 1 ancillary qubits, respectively. de Veras et al.
[40] improved upon the ideas in [45, 46] and introduced a preparation algorithm based on
quantum state splitting, achieving the same circuit size by employing 2 ancillary qubits.
They further optimized this algorithm [41], presenting a circuit size depending on the
Hamming weights of the basis states with non-zero amplitudes: O(

∑
i |qi|). In the worst

case, the circuit size remains O(dn). Mozafari et al. [39] employed decision diagrams to
represent quantum states and introduced an algorithm with circuit size O(kn), using 1
ancillary qubit, where k denotes the number of paths in the decision diagram. For a d-
sparse quantum state, as the number of paths in its associated decision diagram satisfies
k ≤ d, the circuit size of this method in the worst-case remains O(dn). In summary, the
circuit sizes of all the aforementioned algorithms are O(dn).

It is worth noting that recently Mao et al. [44] propose a sparse state preparation
algorithm which generates circuits of size O( dn

logn
+n) with two ancillary qubits, improving

the circuit size upper bound of O(dn). They also show a matching lower bound under
some reasonable assumptions, which implies the circuit size O( dn

logn
+n) is asymptotically

optimal when d = O(2δn) for some constant 0 < δ < 1 and at most poly(n) ancillary
qubits are used.

In addition to optimizing the circuit size, Zhang et al. [42] and Sun et al. [43] focused
on optimizing circuit depth with ancillary qubits. Zhang et al. [42] showed that, with
O(dn log d) ancillary qubits, any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be prepared by a
circuit of depth O(log dn). They also proved a matching depth lower bound Ω(log dn).
On the other hand, for any m ≥ 0, Sun et al. [43] proposed an algorithm with depth
complexity O(n log dn+ dn2 log d

n+m
) using m ancillary qubits.

Despite significant research on sparse quantum state preparation, the circuit size for
this task is not as clearly characterized as it is for general quantum state preparation.
The understanding on the following issue is still limited: what is the optimal circuit size
for sparse quantum state preparation with and without ancillary qubits, respectively.

1.1 Contributions

In this paper, we conduct a systematic investigation on the circuit size of sparse quantum
state preparation, exploring the two scenarios: without and with ancillary qubits. The
comparison of exiting works and our results is illustrated in Table 1. The complexity
notations O, Ω, o and ω will be explained in detail in Section 2.

First, we consider the scenario of not using ancillary qubits.

Theorem 1. Any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be prepared by a quantum circuit
of size O( dn

logn
+ n) without using ancillary qubits.

Compared to a quite recent result [44], we demonstrate for the first time that any
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Table 1: Summary of Results on Sparse Quantum State Preparation

Reference Circuit Size Depth # Ancilla

[36, 37] O(dn) / * 0

[38, 39, 41] O(dn) / 1

[40] O(dn) / 2

[44] O( dn
logn

+ n) / 2

[42] O(dn log d)** Θ(log dn) O(dn log d)

[43] / O(n log dn+ dn2 log d
n+m

) m

Theorem 1 O( dn
logn

+ n) / 0

Theorem 2 O( dn
log d

) / O(n
√
d

log d
+ d)

Theorem 3 O( dn
log d

) O(log dn) O( dn
log d

)

Theorem 4 Ω( dn
log(m+n)+log d

+ n) / m

Theorem 6 Ω( dn
log(m+n)

+ n)*** / m

Corollary 5
Θ( dn

log dn
+ n) / unlimited number

Θ( dn
logn

+ n) (d = poly(n)) / 0
* The notation ‘/’ indicates that the corresponding cost was not considered in the original paper.
** The circuit size was not given in [42], but it can be obtained by inspecting the algorithm presented

there.
*** The lower bound is obtained under reasonable assumptions.

n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be prepared by a circuit of size O( dn
logn

+ n) without
using ancillary qubits. Later, in Corollary 5 we will see that the upper bound O( dn

logn
+n)

is asymptotically optimal when d = poly(n) in the case of no ancillary qubits avail-
able. Moreover, this asymptotic optimality extends to a broader scope under reasonable
assumptions as shown in Theorem 6.

Next, we consider the scenario of using ancillary qubits. In the following, we assume
that d ≥ 2.

Theorem 2. Any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be prepared by a quantum circuit

of size O( dn
log d

) using at most O(n
√
d

log d
+ d) ancillary qubits.

Theorem 2 indicates that the circuit size of preparing sparse quantum states can be
further reduced with employing ancillary qubits. Specifically, when d = ω(poly(n)), The-
orem 2 exhibits a superior circuit size compared to Theorem 1. Note that the circuit size
O( dn

log d
) is asymptotically optimal when d = Ω(n) (see Corollary 5 later). Furthermore, if

more ancillary qubits are allowed, then the circuit depth can be optimized to O(log dn)
while preserving the asymptotic circuit size.

Theorem 3. Any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be prepared by a quantum circuit
of size O( dn

log d
) and depth O(log dn) using at most O( dn

log d
) ancillary qubits.
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Zhang et al. [42] proposed an algorithm for sparse quantum state preparation achieving
the circuit depth of O(log dn) and using O(dn logn) ancillary qubits. The also demon-
strated that a matching lower bound of Ω(log dn). In comparison, we achieves the same
asymptotically optimal depth while utilizing fewer ancillary qubits and applying fewer
quantum gates.

We also establish a lower bound on the circuit size for sparse quantum state prepara-
tion.

Theorem 4. Given m ancillary qubits available, there exist n-qubit d-sparse quantum
states such that any algorithm to prepare them requires Ω( dn

log(m+n)+log d
+ n) elementary

quantum gates.

Putting the above results together, we can obtain a full characterization on the circuit
size of sparse quantum state preparation for the case of unlimited number of ancillary
qubits available.

Corollary 5. With arbitrary amount of ancillary qubits available, the circuit size for
preparing n-qubit d-sparse quantum states is Θ( dn

log dn
+ n). Furthermore, if d = poly(n),

then the circuit size is Θ( dn
logn

+ n), which can be achieved without using ancillary qubits.

Proof. First note that the circuit size has been shown to be O(dn) even without any
ancillary qubit [36, 37], as shown in Table 1. Thus, employing more than O(dn) ancillary
qubits (or in other words, ω(dn) ancillary qubits) is meaningless for circuit size optimiza-
tion. Then, when the number of ancillary qubits available is unlimited, it is sufficient to
assume Θ(dn) ancillary qubits available. Therefore, by setting m = Θ(dn) in Theorem 4,
we get the lower bound Ω( dn

log dn
+ n). This lower bound can be achieved by combining

Theorem 1 and Theorem 2: employing the algorithm in Theorem 1 when d ≤ n, and
resorting to the algorithm in Theorem 2 when d > n.

Furthermore, if d = poly(n), then Θ( dn
log dn

+ n) becomes Θ( dn
logn

+ n), which can be
achieved without using ancillary qubits as shown in Theorem 1.

We notice that all sparse quantum state preparation methods proposed so far use
at most O(d) arbitrary-angle single-qubit rotation gates (i.e., Rx(θ), Ry(θ), Rz(θ)). For
example, in permutation-based algorithms [37, 38], arbitrary-angle single-qubit rotation
gates are only used in the first step to prepare a ⌈log d⌉-qubit quantum state, while
in the second step, implementing a permutation only involves CNOT gates and O(n)
specific types of single-qubit gates. We believe that using more arbitrary-angle single-
qubit rotation gates is pointless. Here we prove that under reasonable assumptions, the
circuit size lower bound can be further improved.

Theorem 6. Suppose d ≤ 2δn for a sufficiently small constant δ ∈ (0, 1), and given m

ancillary qubits available, if an algorithm A for preparing n-qubit d-sparse quantum states
satisfies the following condtions:

1. A uses at most O(d) single-qubit rotation gates with arbitrary angles,

2. all other single-qubit gates amount to a total of O(n) types,

then A requires Ω( dn
log(m+n)

+ n) elementary quantum gates in the worst case.

5



The lower bound presented in Theorem 6 is Ω( dn
logn

+ n) when m = 0, matching the
circuit size given in Theorem 1, which indicates that when d ≤ 2δn for a sufficiently small
constant δ ∈ (0, 1), the upper bound given in Theorem 1 is asymptotically optimal under
reasonable assumptions.

1.2 Proof Techniques

Upper Bounds for Circuit Size The idea of sparse quantum state preparation with-
out ancillary qubits proposed in this paper aligns with prior research [37, 38]. Given
the state description P = {(αi, qi) | αi ∈ C, qi ∈ {0, 1}n, 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1}, initially a dense
⌈log d⌉-qubit quantum state

∑
i αi |σ−1(qi)〉 is prepared, where σ is some permutation

such that 0 ≤ σ−1(qi) ≤ d − 1. Subsequently, this state is transformed into the target
quantum state

∑
i αi |qi〉 by applying σ. The dense quantum state

∑
i αi |σ−1(qi)〉 can

be prepared with a circuit of size O(d). Therefore, the primary contribution to circuit
size arises from the second step—the implementation of the permutation σ. Prior works
[37, 38] have constructed circuits of size O(dn) for implementing σ, which results in an
overall circuit size of O(dn). In comparison, we adopt a method for implementing σ with
circuit size O( dn

logn
), as detailed in Lemma 9.

To further reduce the circuit size with ancillary qubits, we adopt a new framework.
First, a specific d-qubit quantum state

∑
i αi |ei〉 using unary encoding is prepared, where

|ei〉 denotes the quantum state where the ith qubit is 1, and all other qubits are 0. Johri
et al. [47] showed that the unary encoding can be efficiently implemented (see Lemma 11).
Subsequently, we transform the encoding from |ei〉 to |qi〉 to obtain the target quantum
state

∑
i αi |qi〉. We devise a procedure to perform the encoding transformation, with

circuit size O( dn
log d

) and using O(n
√
d

log d
) ancillary qubits.

Lower Bound for Circuit Size Prior proofs of lower bounds for quantum circuit size
relied on dimensionality arguments [24, 48], resulting in a trivial lower bound of Ω(d)
when applied to the sparse quantum state preparation problem. Here we employ the
counting argument. The challenge in applying this method to establish lower bounds for
quantum circuit cize lies in the existence of an infinite number of single-qubit quantum
gates, i.e., the parameters of {Rx(θ), Ry(θ), Rz(θ)} are continuous. The fundamental idea
in the proof is to discretize the parameters of the single-qubit quantum gates.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, all logarithms are base 2. A permutation σ on a finite set A is a bijective
function σ : A −→ A. Given a positive integer n, we denote by S2n the set of all per-
mutations on {0, 1}n, and the permutations considered in this paper all belong to S2n .
A cycle (a1, a2, . . . , ak) is a permutation σ such that σ(a1) = a2, σ(a2) = a3, . . . , and
σ(ak) = a1. The length of a cycle is the number of elements it contains. A cycle of length
two is called a transposition. A cycle of length k is called a k-cycle. The composition
of two permutations σ1 and σ2 is denoted by σ2 ◦ σ1 where the right one is applied first.
The composition operation is typically not commutative, but when two permutations are
disjoint, we can interchange them. Any permutation can be decomposed as a composition
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of a finite number of transpositions. A permutation is even (odd) if it can be written as
a composition of an even (odd) number of transpositions.

Lemma 7 ([49]). Any permutation can be written as the composition of a finite number
of pairwise disjoint cycles.

A fixed point of a permutation σ is an element x ∈ {0, 1}n satisfying σ(x) = x. For
any permutation σ, let size(σ) denote the number of non-fixed points of σ:

size(σ) := |{x ∈ {0, 1}n | σ(x) 6= x}|. (3)

Here we give a simple example to show the notions given above. Consider the permu-
tation σ ∈ S8 given as follows:

σ(0) = 1, σ(1) = 5, σ(2) = 4, σ(3) = 3,

σ(4) = 2, σ(5) = 7, σ(6) = 6, σ(7) = 0.

σ could be written as

σ = (0, 1, 5, 7) ◦ (2, 4) ◦ (3) ◦ (6) (4)
= (0, 1, 5, 7) ◦ (2, 4) (5)
= (0, 5) ◦ (0, 1) ◦ (5, 7) ◦ (2, 4). (6)

In Equation (4), σ is written as the composition of pairwise disjoint cycles, where
(0, 1, 5, 7) is a 4-circle and (2, 4) is a transposition. In Equation (5), we omit 1-circles. In
Equation (6), σ is decomposed as the composition of 5 transpositions, thus σ is an odd
permutation. The number of non-fixed points of σ is size(σ) = 6.

An n-qubit Toffoli gate is a quantum gate acting on n qubits and applying an X gate
on the last qubit when the preceding n − 1 qubits are all in the state |1〉. Gidney [50]
demonstrated the following lemma in his well-known blog:

Lemma 8 ([50]). Any n-qubit Toffoli gate can be implemented by a quantum circuit of
size O(n) without ancillary qubits.

We briefly introduce several complexity notations. Given two functions f(n) and g(n)
defined on N:

• f(n) = O(g(n)) if there exist positive constants c and n0 such that f(n) ≤ c · g(n)
for all n ≥ n0.

• f(n) = Ω(g(n)) if there exist positive constants c and n0 such that f(n) ≥ c · g(n)
for all n ≥ n0.

• f(n) = Θ(g(n)) if both f(n) = O(g(n)) and f(n) = Ω(g(n)).

• f(n) = o(g(n)) if, for any positive constant c > 0, there exists a constant n0 such
that f(n) ≤ c · g(n) for all n ≥ n0.

• f(n) = ω(g(n)) if, for any positive constant c > 0, there exists a constant n0 such
that f(n) ≥ c · g(n) for all n ≥ n0.
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3 Sparse Quantum State Preparation Algorithm

3.1 Without Ancillary Qubits

In this section, we present a sparse quantum state preparation algorithm without using
ancillary qubits. The algorithm presented here relies on the efficient implementation of a
permutation σ ∈ Sn. Zakablukov [51] demonstrated that any even permutation σ ∈ Sn

can be implemented by an NCT circuit of size O( n2n

logn
) without ancillary qubits, where

an NCT circuit consists of X gates, CNOT gates and Toffoli gates. Wu and Li [52]
proved that any permutation σ ∈ Sn can be implemented by a quantum circuit with no
more than O( n2n

logn
) elementary gates and with much fewer Non-Clifford gates. Inspired

by [51, 52], it is shown in the following lemma that the circuit size for implementing a
permutation σ is actually related to the number of non-fixed point of σ.

Lemma 9. For any permutation σ ∈ S2n, there exists a quantum circuit implementing
σ of size O(size(σ)n

logn
+ n logmin{size(σ), logn}) without using ancillary qubits. In par-

ticular, when σ is a composition of size(σ)
2

disjoint transpositions, there exists a circuit

implementing σ of size O(size(σ)n
logn

+ n) without using ancillary qubits.

Proof. The basic steps are as follows:

• Step 1: Decompose σ into a composition of a series of permutations σi, where
each permutation σi consists of at most m pairwise disjoint transpositions. m is a
parameter to be determined.

• Step 2: Assume σi = (x0, x1) ◦ (x2, x3) ◦ · · · ◦ (x2m−2, x2m−1) and implement each
σi successively by the following steps:

– Step 2a: Execute the permutation σi,1 satisfying the condition: for any 0 ≤
j ≤ 2m− 1, σi,1(xj) = j;

– Step 2b: Execute the permutation σi,2 = (0, 1)◦ (2, 3)◦ · · ·◦ (2m−2, 2m−1);

– Step 2c: Execute the inverse of permutation σi,1.

Below, we illustrate how to implement this process, set the parameter m, and analyze
the circuit size.

In Step 1, we aim to decompose σ into the composition ofM = ⌊size(σ)
m
⌋+⌈log(min{3m, size(σ)})⌉

permutations {σi | 0 ≤ i ≤ M − 1}, i.e., σ = σM−1 ◦ · · · ◦ σ0, where each σi consists of
at most m pairwise disjoint transpositions, where m will be determined later. Firstly,
by Lemma 7, we decompose σ into a composition of K pairwise disjoint cycles for some
integer K ≥ 0, i.e. σ = ρK−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ρ0, where each ρk is an rk-cycle for some integer
rk ≥ 0. It is obvious that

∑
k rk = size(σ). Assuming ρk = (x0, x1, . . . , xrk−1), it can be

decomposed as ρk = (x0, x2, . . . , xrk−4, xrk−2) ◦ (x0, x1) ◦ (x2, x3) ◦ . . . (xrk−2, xrk−1) when
rk is even, or ρk = (x0, x2, . . . , xrk−4, xrk−2, xrk−1) ◦ (x0, x1) ◦ (x2, x3) ◦ . . . (xrk−3, xrk−2)
when rk is odd. By applying this method repeatedly, we can decompose ρ0, . . . , ρK−1

until obtaining m pairwise disjoint transpositions, which makes up σ0. At this point,
σ = σ′ ◦ σ0 and size(σ′) = size(σ) − m. Repeating this process until it is no longer
possible to find out new m pairwise disjoint transpositions, we obtain at most ⌊size(σ)

m
⌋
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permutations composed of m pairwise disjoint transpositions. Now, we can represent
σ as σ = σ′′ ◦ σL−1 · · · ◦ σ1 ◦ σ0 for some integer L ≤ ⌊size(σ)

m
⌋. In the worst case, σ′′

is the composition of at most (m − 1) 3-cycles, and size(σ′′) ≤ size(σ). Thus, we
have size(σ′′) ≤ min{3m, size(σ)}. We continue to decompose σ′′ into the composi-
tion of permutations composed of fewer than m pairwise disjoint transpositions as above.
In the worst case, σ′′ is a cycle itself, which can be further decomposed into at most
⌈log(size(σ′′))⌉ permutations, each composed of fewer than m pairwise disjoint transpo-
sitions.

Step 2 is divided into three substeps. Suppose that σi = (x0, x1) ◦ (x2, x3) ◦ · · · ◦
(x2m−2, x2m−1) is composed of m pairwise disjoint transpositions. First, we illustrate how
to implement a permutation σi,1 that satisfies σi,1(xj) = j for any 0 ≤ j ≤ 2m − 1.
Note that xj is an integer represented by n bits. We treat xj as an n-dimensional row
vector xj = (xj,0, xj,1, . . . , xj,n−1) satisfying xj =

∑n−1
k=0 xj,k2

k, where xj,k represents the
k-th bit and the bits are arranged from the least significant bit to the most significant
bit, contrary to the usual convention. We construct a matrix composed of xj to track the
changes in xj :

A =




x0
x1
. . .

x2m−2

x2m−1




=




x0,0 x0,1 . . . x0,n−2 x0,n−1

x1,0 x1,1 . . . x1,n−2 x1,n−1
...

...
...

x2m−2,0 x2m−2,1 . . . x2m−2,n−2 x2m−2,n−1

x2m−1,0 x2m−1,1 . . . x2m−1,n−2 x2m−1,n−1




(7)

Now we introduce additional conditions to m: suppose m is a power of 2 and satis-
fies 2m ≤ log n. With these conditions, realizing the permutation σi,1 is equivalent to
transforming the matrix A into another matrix Ã using elementary gates:

Ã =




log 2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0 0 . . . 0
1 0 . . . 0
...

...
0 1 . . . 1
1 1 . . . 1

n−log 2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0 . . . 0
0 . . . 0

...
0 . . . 0
0 . . . 0




(8)

Suppose that the matrix A has ℓ distinct non-zero columns. Since the matrix A has
2m distinct rows, we have log 2m ≤ ℓ ≤ 22m−1. When the j-th column is identical to the
k-th column, i.e., xi,j = xi,k for all 0 ≤ i ≤ 2m− 1, and they are not all-zero columns, we
apply, without loss of generality, a CNOT gate with the j-th qubit as the control qubit
and the k-th qubit as the target qubit, transforming the k-th column into an all-zero
column. This process is repeated until the matrix no longer contains identical non-zero
columns. This step requires at most n− ℓ CNOT gates. Next, by using at most ℓ swap
gates (each of which can be implemented with 3 CNOT gates), we swap the ℓ non-zero
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columns to the first ℓcolumns, obtaining matrix A1:

A1 =




ℓ︷ ︸︸ ︷
a0,0 a0,1 . . . a0,ℓ
a1,0 a1,1 . . . a1,ℓ
...

...
a2m−2,0 a2m−2,1 . . . a2m−2,ℓ

a2m−1,0 a2m−1,1 . . . a2m−1,ℓ

n−ℓ︷ ︸︸ ︷
0 . . . 0
0 . . . 0

...
0 . . . 0
0 . . . 0




(9)

Next, we proceed to transform each row of matrix A1 step by step, gradually convert-
ing it to matrix Ã. We start with the first row (indexed as row 0). If a0,k = 1 for any
0 ≤ k ≤ n−1, we apply a X gate to the k-th qubit. This step requires at most ℓ X gates.
Upon completing this step, matrix A1 becomes matrix A2:

A2 =




ℓ︷ ︸︸ ︷
0 0 . . . 0
b1,0 b1,1 . . . b1,ℓ
...

...
b2m−2,0 b2m−2,1 . . . b2m−2,ℓ

b2m−1,0 b2m−1,1 . . . b2m−1,ℓ

n−ℓ︷ ︸︸ ︷
0 . . . 0
0 . . . 0

...
0 . . . 0
0 . . . 0




(10)

Suppose the rows indexed by 0 to j − 1 have been successfully transformed, we turn
our attention to row indexed as j, which can be divided into two scenarios:

• In the case where there exists an element bj,k 6= 0 in row j with k > log 2m, for
each 0 ≤ k′ < ℓ satisfying k′ 6= k and bj,k′ 6= Ãj,k, we apply a CNOT gate with
the k-th qubit as the control qubit and the k′-th qubit as the target qubit. This
step requires at most ℓ CNOT gates. Subsequently, to eliminate the value bj,k, we
employ a multi-control Toffoli gate. The control qubits for this gate correspond to
the non-zero elements in row j of matrix Ã, while the target qubit is the k-th qubit.
This Toffoli gate can be implemented by a circuit of size O(log 2m) according to
Lemma 8.

• In the case where there is no element bj,k 6= 0 in row j satisfying k > log 2m, we first
apply a multi-control Toffoli gate, where the control qubits are those corresponding
to the non-zero elements in the current row, while the target qubit is the (log 2m+
1)-th qubit. It is asserted that this Toffoli gate will not alter the elements in
the rows indexed by 0 to j − 1 of the current matrix, as otherwise, there would
exist some 0 ≤ j′ ≤ j − 1 such that the j′-th row is identical to the j-th row,
contradicting the assumption that each row is distinct. This Toffoli gate contains
at most log 2m control qubits. Hence, it can be implemented by a circuit of size
O(log 2m) according to Lemma 8. Upon completion of this Toffoli gate, we revert
to the first case.

Combining the above two cases, the transformation of row j can be implemented using a

10



circuit of size O(ℓ+ log 2m). Therefore, the permutation σi,1 can be implemented using
a circuit of size O(n+mℓ+m logm).

The final component for implementing σ is σi,2 = (0, 1)◦ (2, 3)◦ · · ·◦ (2m−2, 2m−1).
Given that m is a power of 2, the permutation σi,2 essentially flips the first qubit when the
last n−log 2m qubits are all in the state |0〉. Thus, this permutation can be realized using
2(n− log 2m) X gates and a multi-controlled Toffoli gate with the last n− log 2m qubits
as the control qubits and the first qubit as the target qubit. According to Lemma 8, the
circuit size for this Toffoli gate is O(n− log 2m) .

In summary, the circuit size for implementing any permutation σi composed of m
pairwise disjoint transpositions is O(n + mℓ + m logm). Setting m = 2⌊log(

log n
4 )⌋ and

noting that log 2m ≤ ℓ ≤ 22m− 1, the circuit size for implementing σi simplifies to O(n).
In Step 1, we decompose σ as σ = σM−1 ◦ · · · ◦ σ0, where each σi consists of at most m
pairwise disjoint transpositions and M = ⌊size(σ)

m
⌋+ ⌈log(min{3m, size(σ)})⌉. Thus, the

circuit size for implementing σ is O(size(σ)n
logn

+ n logmin{ size(σ), logn }).

In particular, when σ is a composition of size(σ)
2

disjoint transpositions, we have M =

O(max{ 1, size(σ)
logn

}), resulting in a circuit size of O(max{ size(σ)n
logn

, n }) = O(size(σ)n
logn

+

n).

Now, we are ready to derive the main theorem in this section.

Theorem 10 (Restatement of Theorem 1). Any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be
prepared by a quantum circuit of size O( dn

logn
+ n) without using ancillary qubits.

Proof. The basic idea is to first prepare a ⌈log d⌉-qubit dense quantum state
∑

i αi |σ−1(qi)〉
where σ is a specific permutation satisfying that 0 ≤ σ−1(qi) ≤ d−1, and then transform
it to the target state

∑
i αi |qi〉 by applying σ. The algorithm for the theorem is illustrated

in Algorithm 1. In Algorithm 1, after the first two for loops, we construct a permutation
σ composed of at most d disjoint transpositions. According to Lemma 9, the permutation
σ can be implemented by a circuit C2 of size O( dn

logn
+ n). The circuit C1 is to prepare

a ⌈log d⌉-qubit quantum state, thus the circuit size is O(d). Therefore, for any d-sparse
quantum state, Algorithm 1 constructs a preparation circuit without ancillary qubits, of
size O( dn

logn
+ n).

3.2 With Ancillary Qubits

In this section, we assume d ≥ 2 and present algorithms for preparing any n-qubit d-sparse
quantum state with ancillary qubits. The first step is to construct a d-qubit quantum
state

∑
i αi |ei〉 using unary encoding. Remember that |ei〉 denotes a quantum state where

the ith qubit is 1, and all other qubits are 0. It’s crucial to note that what we construct
is not a 2n-qubit quantum state

∑
i αi |eqi〉, which contains 2n− d qubits in the |0〉 state,

unentangled with any other qubits, given that there exists only d non-zero amplitudes.
Therefore, we can save these qubits, resulting in a significant reduction in the required
number of ancillary qubits. It is shown in the following lemma that the unary encoding
can be efficiently implemented.
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Algorithm 1: d-Sparse Quantum State Synthesis Algorithm without Ancillary
Qubits
Input: P = {(αi, qi) | 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1} with αi ∈ C, qi ∈ {0, 1}n for all

0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1, and
∑

i|αi|2 = 1.
Output: A quantum circuit for preparing state

∑
i αi |qi〉.

Procedure:

1 Let Flag[d] be a Boolean vector with all elements initiailed to 0 ;
2 Let σ be an indentity permutation ;
3 for (αi, qi) in P do

4 if qi < d then

5 Flag[qi]←− 1 ;

6 for (αi, qi) in P do

7 if qi ≥ d then

8 find a index k such that Flag[k] = 0 ;
9 Flag[k]←− 1 ;

10 σ ←− σ ◦ (k, qi) ;

11 Construct a quantum circuit C1 for preparing the ⌈log d⌉-qubit state∑d−1
i=0 αi |σ−1(qi)〉 on the ⌈log d⌉ least significant qubits ;

12 Construct a quantum circuit C2 for implementing the permutation σ ;
13 Output the circuit C2C1 ;

Lemma 11 ([47]). Given an integer d > 0 and a vector (α0, α1, . . . , αd−1)
T ∈ Cd satis-

fying
∑

i|αi|2 = 1, there exists a quantum circuit operating on d qubits that implements
the transformation

|0〉⊗d −→
d−1∑

i=0

αi |ei〉 . (11)

The circuit is of size O(d) and depth O(log d), and it does not use any ancillary qubits.

Our current objective is to transform the encoding method. Specifically, we aim to
implement the transformation {|ei〉 −→ |qi〉 | 0 ≤ i ≤ d−1}. One straightforward approach
is to prepare a new register with n qubits for storing |qi〉, and then sequentially use the
i-th qubit of |ei〉 as the control qubit to write the binary encoding of qi into the new
register. Finally, apply d (n + 1)-qubit general Toffoli gates with the n qubits of the
new register as the control qubits to reset the i-th qubit of |ei〉 to |0〉 for 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1.
However, this method incurs a circuit size of O(dn). To optimize, we propose dividing
the binary encoding of qi into several segments. We first obtain the unary encoding of
each segment and then convert them into binary encoding separately.

Lemma 12. Given a set of d intgers, denoted as {qi | 0 ≤ qi ≤ 2n − 1, 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1},
there exists a quantum circuit implementing the transformation

|ei〉 |0〉⊗n −→ |0〉⊗d |qi〉 , 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. (12)

The circuit is of size O( dn
log d

), utilizing O(n
√
d

log d
) ancillary qubits.
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Proof. Let 0 < r ≤ n be an integer parameter to be determined. For simplicity, let’s
assume r divides n. For each qi, we divide its binary representation into n

r
segments.

Denote the decimal integer corresponding to the j-th segment as qi,j, such that

qi =
r∑

j=0

qi,j2
rj , (13)

and

|qi〉 = |qi,n/r−1〉 . . . |qi,0〉 . (14)

We implement the transformation defined in Equation (12) through the following
steps:

|ei〉︸︷︷︸
A

|0〉⊗2r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Bn/r−1

. . . |0〉⊗2r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B0

|0〉⊗r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Cn/r−1

. . . |0〉⊗r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
C0

step1−−−→|ei〉 |eqi,n/r−1
〉 . . . |eqi,0〉 |0〉⊗n

step2−−−→|0〉⊗d |eqi,n/r−1
〉 . . . |eqi,0〉 |0〉⊗n

step3−−−→|0〉⊗d |eqi,n/r−1
〉 . . . |eqi,0〉 |qi,n/r−1〉 . . . |qi,0〉

step4−−−→|0〉⊗d |0〉⊗
n2r

r |qi,n/r−1〉 . . . |qi,0〉

= |0〉⊗d |0〉⊗
n2r

r |qi〉 .

(15)

The first d qubits form register A. The middle n2r

r
qubits are designated as register

B, which is further divided into n
r

sub-registers Bi for 0 ≤ i ≤ n
r
− 1, each containing 2r

qubits. The last n qubits constitute register C, which is also divided into n
r

sub-registers
Ci for 0 ≤ i ≤ n

r
− 1, each containing r qubits.

Step 1: This step aims to write the unary encoding of each segment of qi into each
sub-register Bj for 0 ≤ j ≤ n

r
− 1. Define CNOT i

j,k as a CNOT gate with the i-th qubit
of register A as the control qubit and the k-th qubit of register Bj as the target qubit. It
can be verified that Step 1 can be implemented using the following CNOT circuit:

d−1∏

i=0

n
r
−1∏

j=0

CNOT i
j,qi,j

. (16)

Thus, this step can be achieved with dn
r

CNOT gates.

Step 2: This step aims to eliminate the unary encoding ei in register A. Define Ti
as a n

r
+ 1-qubit Toffoli gate, with the n

r
control qubits being the qi,j-th qubit of register

Bj for 0 ≤ j ≤ n
r
− 1, and the target qubit being the i-th qubit of register A. Step 2 is

implemented using the Toffoli circuit
∏d−1

i=0 Ti. According to Lemma 8, each Toffoli gate
can be realized with a circuit of size O(n

r
). Thus, Step 2 has a circuit size of O(dn

r
).

Step 3: This step aims to write the corresponding binary encoding of register Bi

into register Ci for 0 ≤ i ≤ n
r
. For any r-bit positive integer 0 ≤ k ≤ 2r − 1, let

S(k) := {i | ki = 1, 0 ≤ i ≤ r − 1}. Define CNOT i,j
k as a CNOT gate, with the control
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qubit being the j-th qubit of register Bi, and the target qubit being the k-th qubit of
register Ci. Step 3 is implemented using the following CNOT circuit:

n
r
−1∏

i=0

2r−1∏

j=0

∏

k∈S(j)
CNOT

i,j
k . (17)

Thus, the circuit size of Step 3 is O(n2r).

Step 4: This step aims to eliminate the unary encoding in register Ci for 0 ≤ i ≤ n
r
.

Let T i
j denote an r + 1-qubit general Toffoli gate with the r control qubits being the m

qubits of register Ci, and the target qubit being the j-th qubit of register Bi, which flips
the target qubit when register Ci is in state |j〉. Step 4 is implemented using the following
Toffoli circuit:

n
r
−1∏

i=0

2r−1∏

j=0

T i
j . (18)

According to Lemma 8, each T i
j can be realized with a circuit of size O(r). Therefore,

the circuit size of Step 4 is O(n2r).

In conclusion, the circuit size of the entire process is O(dn
r
+ n2r), and the number of

ancillary qubits is O(n2
r

r
). By setting r = ⌈ log d

2
⌉, the circuit size of the entire process is

O( dn
log d

), and the number of ancillary qubits is O(n
√
d

log d
).

If more ancillary qubits are allowed, the transformation described in Lemma 12 can
be implemented by a circuit of depth O(log dn) in the following, following a procedure
similar to Lemma 28 in [43].

Lemma 13. Given a set of d integers, denoted as {qi | 0 ≤ qi ≤ 2n − 1, 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1},
there exists a quantum circuit that implements the transformation

|ei〉 |0〉⊗n −→ |0〉⊗d |qi〉 , 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. (19)

The circuit is of size O( dn
log d

) and depth O(log dn), utilizing O( dn
log d

) ancillary qubits.

Proof. For the sake of completeness, we include the proof in Appendix A.

Now we present the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 14 (Restatement of Theorem 2). Any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be

prepared by a quantum circuit of size O( dn
log d

) using at most O(n
√
d

log d
+ d) ancillary qubits.

Proof. The process can be described by the following formula:

|0〉⊗n |0〉⊗d |0〉⊗m′ Lemma 11−−−−−−→ |0〉⊗n

(
∑

i

αi |ei〉
)
|0〉⊗m′

(20)

Lemma 12−−−−−−→
(
∑

i

αi |qi〉
)
|0〉⊗d |0〉⊗m′

, (21)
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where m′ = O(n
√
d

log d
). First, we prepare a d-qubit quantum state

∑
i αi |ei〉 by a circuit

of size O(d) according to Lemma 11 on d ancillary qubits. Then, utilizing additional
m′ = O(n

√
d

log d
) ancillary qubits according to Lemma 12, we transform the state into an

n-qubit quantum state
∑

i αi |qi〉 by a circuit of size O( dn
log d

).

Theorem 15 (Restatement of Theorem 3). Any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be
prepared by a quantum circuit of size O( dn

log d
) and depth O(log dn) using at most O( dn

log d
)

ancillary qubits.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 14, by combining Lemma 11 and Lemma 13.

4 Lower Bound on the Circuit Size

In this section, we prove lower bounds on the circuit size for preparing sparse quantum
states. The following proof is based on the counting argument. To overcome the challenge
posed by the existence of an infinite number of single-qubit quantum gates, we discretize
the parameters of these gates.

Theorem 16 (Restatement of Theorem 4). Given m ancillary qubits available, there
exist n-qubit d-sparse quantum states such that any algorithm to prepare them requires
Ω( dn

log(m+n)+log d
+ n) elementary quantum gates.

Proof. Consider the universal quantum gate set G := {Rx(θ), Ry(θ), Rz(θ), CNOT},
where θ ∈ [0, 2π) is a parameter, and the set of quantum states

Dd :=

{
|ψS〉 :=

1√
d

∑

i∈S
|i〉 | S ⊂ {0, . . . , 2n − 1}, |S| = d

}
. (22)

For any |ψ〉 , |φ〉 ∈ Dd such that |ψ〉 6= |φ〉, we have ‖|ψ〉 − |φ〉‖ ≥
√

2
d
. Suppose the

number of elementary quantum gates required to prepare a quantum state |ψ〉 ∈ Dd in
the worst case is T . Note that T ≤ cdn for some constant c > 0 [36, 37], as shown in
Table 1.

Now we consider a new set of quantum gates G̃ and a new quantum state preparation
task. The new set G̃ is constructed from G by restricting the precision of the rotation

angles of the single-qubit gates to δ :=
√

1
4c2d3n2 . For instance, given a single-qubit gate

Rx(θ) from G with a parameter θ, we set θ̃ = δ⌊θ
δ
⌋, acquire Rx(θ̃) in G̃, and approximate

Rx(θ) with Rx(θ̃). The new quantum state preparation task is to construct a circuit with

G̃ to prepare a quantum state |ψ̃〉 for any given |ψ〉 ∈ Dd such that ‖ |ψ〉 − |ψ̃〉 ‖ ≤
√

1
4d

.

Note that ‖ |φ〉 − |ψ̃〉 ‖ >
√

1
4d

for any |φ〉 ∈ Dd such that |ψ〉 6= |φ〉.

The circuit to prepare |ψ̃〉 with G̃ can be constructed as follows: first, we construct a
circuit U = UT−1 . . . U0 with G to prepare the quantum state |ψ〉 exactly, where Ui ∈ G
or Ui = I; then, we replace each single-qubit gate Rl(θ) (l ∈ {x, y, z}) in U with Rl(θ̃)
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from G̃. It can be verified that this new circuit Ũ prepare an approximate quantum state

|ψ̃〉 for |ψ〉, satisfying ‖ |ψ〉− |ψ̃〉 ‖ ≤
√

1
4d

. This demonstrates the feasibility of achieving

the new quantum state preparation task with G̃. Note that the discussion also reduces
the task of preparing |ψ̃〉 with G̃ to preparing |ψ〉 with G. Therefore, the lower bound on
the circuit size of the former immediately implies the lower bound on the circuit size of
the latter.

Note that |G̃| = 6π
δ
+ 1. For each Ui, there are a total of (6π

δ
+ 2) choices of quantum

gates (including the identity gate I) to select from. The position where the quantum
gates act has at most (m+ n)2 choices. Therefore, by the counting argument, we have

(
(m+ n)2 · (6π

δ
+ 2)

)T

≥ |Dd| ≥ (
2n

d
)d (23)

Thus, we have T = Ω( dn−d log d
log(m+n)+log d

).

In addition, we have T = Ω(d) from the dimensionality argument. Also, we consider
the prepareation of the state |1〉⊗n from the initial state |0〉⊗n with arbitrary single-
qubit gates and CNOT. Undoubtedly we have to access all the qubits to prepare |1〉⊗n.
Therefore we get a lower bound Ω(n) on the circuit size.

Combining the argument above, we conclude that

T = Ω

(
dn− d log d

log(m+ n) + log d
+ d+ n

)
(24)

= Ω

(
dn

log(m+ n) + log d
+ n

)
. (25)

Theorem 17 (Restatement of Theorem 6). Suppose d ≤ 2δn for a sufficiently small
constant δ ∈ (0, 1), and given m ancillary qubits, if an algorithm A for preparing n-qubit
d-sparse quantum states satisfies the following condtions:

1. A uses at most O(d) single-qubit rotation gates with arbitrary angles,

2. all other single-qubit gates amount to a total of O(n) types,

then A requires Ω( dn
log(m+n)

+ n) elementary quantum gates in the worst case.

Proof. Following the same discussion as in the proof of Theorem 16, it remains to estimate
the number of quantum circuits with T gates and containing only O(d) single-qubit
rotation gates with arbitrary angles. We distinguish {Rx(θ), Ry(θ), Rx(θ)} from other
single-qubit gates in the circuit, so there are O(n) types of single-qubit gates in total.
First, we estimate the number of circuit templates without specifying the parameters
of {Rx(θ), Ry(θ), Rx(θ)} in the circuit, and then we specify the angles of single-qubit
rotation gates. Therefore, we have

((m+ n)2 · c1n)T · (
6π

δ
)c2d ≥ |Dd| ≥ (

2n

d
)d, (26)
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where c1 and c2 are some constants. Hence, we have T = Ω( dn
log(m+n)

). Similarly, combin-
ing T = Ω(d + n), we obtain the lower bound on the circuit size as Ω( dn

log(m+n)
+ n).

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we focus on optimizing the circuit size of preparing sparse quantum states
in two scenarios: without and with ancillary qubits. First, we have demonstrated that,
without ancillary qubits, any n-qubit d-sparse quantum state can be prepared by a circuit
of size O( dn

logn
+n). Second, we have proved that with some ancillary qubits available, the

circuit size can be further reduced to O( dn
log d

) for d ≥ 2, and if a little more ancillary qubits
are availabe, we can further achieves the optimal circuit depth of Θ(log dn) while preserve
the same circuit size, which, compared to the previous work [42], employs fewer ancillary
qubits and quantum gates. Finally, we establish a lower bound Ω( dn

log(m+n)+log d
+ n) on

the circuit size for the case of m ancillary qubits available, which implies the optimality of
the circuit size in the case of no ancillary qubits available when d = poly(n). Putting the
above results together, we have obtained the optimal bound Θ( dn

log dn
+ n) on the circuit

size in the case of unlimited number of ancillary qubits available. Also, When d ≤ 2δn

for a sufficiently small constant δ ∈ (0, 1), we prove a stronger circuit size lower bound
under a reasonable assumption. It remains an intriguing question to explore whether the
lower bound Ω( dn

log(m+n)+log d
+ n) is tight in the general case.
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A Proof of Lemma 13

Recently, Nie et al. [53] proved that an n-qubit Toffoli gate can be realized by a circuit
of logarithmic depth.

Lemma 18 ([53, Theorem 1, Theorem 6]). An n-qubit Toffoli gate can be implemented
by a circuit of depth O(logn) and size O(n) with one ancillary qubit. If no ancillary
qubits are available, the depth is O(log2 n) and circuit size is O(n).

We also require the following lemma to reduce the depth of CNOT circuits.

Lemma 19 ([54]). Let C be a quantum circuit consisting of n CNOT gates with iden-
tical target qubits but different control qubits. There exists an equivalent circuit of depth
O(logn) and size O(n), without ancillary qubits.

To facilitate parallel execution of quantum gates, efficiently replicating the contents
of a register is often required. The following lemma demonstrates that this operation can
be achieved with high efficiency.

Lemma 20 ([43]). Given a qubit |x〉 in the state |0〉 or |1〉, we can construct a circuit of
depth O(logn) and employing a total of n CNOT gates, which implements the following
transformation:

|x〉 |0〉⊗n −→ |x〉 |x〉⊗n
. (27)

Now we begin to prove Lemma 13.

Lemma 21. [Restatement of Lemma 13] Given a set of d integers, denoted as {qi |
0 ≤ qi ≤ 2n − 1, 0 ≤ i ≤ d − 1}, there exists a quantum circuit that implements the
transformation

|ei〉 |0〉⊗n −→ |0〉⊗d |qi〉 , 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1. (28)

The circuit is of size O( dn
log d

) and depth O(log dn), utilizing O( dn
log d

) ancillary qubits.
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Proof. Following the discussion in the proof of Lemma 12, we analyze how to reduce the
depth of the circuits for implementing Steps 1-4 in Equation (15) below.

Step 1: This step involves dn
r

CNOT gates:

d−1∏

i=0

n/r−1∏

j=0

CNOT i
j,qi,j

, (29)

where CNOT i
j,k denotes a CNOT gate with the i-th qubit of register A as the control

qubit and the k-th qubit of register Bj as the target qubit. To reduce the circuit depth,
we first duplicate the contents of register A n

r
− 1 times, utilizing d

(
n
r
− 1
)

additional
ancillary qubits:

|ei〉 |ei〉 . . . |ei〉︸ ︷︷ ︸
n/r copies of |ei〉

|0〉⊗2r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Bn/r−1

. . . |0〉⊗2r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B0

. (30)

According to Lemma 20, this duplication operation can be implemented using a circuit of
depth O(logn) and size O(dn

r
) with O(dn

r
) ancillary qubits. Now we have n

r
copies of |ei〉,

where the j-th copy of |ei〉 is responsible for all the CNOT gates acting on register Bj, i.e.,∏d−1
i=0 CNOT

i
j,qi,j

. These d CNOT gates have different control qubits, and for any qubit in
register Bj , at most d CNOT gates target it. Thus, according to Lemma 19, these CNOT
gates can be implemented using a circuit of depth O(log d) and size O(d). Finally, we
reverse the order of gates in the circuit that implements the duplication operation and
execute the circuit again to restore the content of the ancillary register. Thus, Step 1
can be implemented using a circuit of depth O(log d+ log n) and size O(dn

r
) with O(dn

r
)

ancillary qubits.

Step 2: The circuit implementation of this step is
∏d−1

i=0 Ti, where Ti represents a
n
r
+ 1-qubit Toffoli gate. Its control qubits are the qi,j-th qubits of register Bj where

0 ≤ j ≤ n
r
−1, and the target qubit is the i-th qubit of register A. Note that the qubits in

register Bj collectively participate in d Toffoli gates. Suppose the k-th qubit in register
Bj participates in tj,k Toffoli gates. We have tj,k =

∑
i δqi,j=k and

∑
k tj,k = d. To execute

Ti in parallel, for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n
r
− 1 and all 0 ≤ k ≤ 2r − 1, we duplicate the content

of the k-th qubit in register Bj tj,k − 1 times. According to Lemma 20, this step can be
implemented by a circuit of depth O(log d) and size O(dn

r
) with O(dn

r
) ancillary qubits.

Next, we execute all Toffoli gates in parallel, where each Toffoli gate can be implemented
by a circuit of depth O(logn) and size O(n

r
) according to Lemma 18. Finally, we restore

the content of the ancillary register. In conclusion, Step 2 can be implemented by a
circuit of depth O(log d+ log n) and size O(dn

r
) with O(dn

r
) ancillary qubits.

Step 3:This step involves constructing the circuit:

n/r−1∏

i=0

2r∏

j=0

∏

k∈S(j)
CNOT

i,j
k , (31)

where CNOT i,j
k denotes a CNOT gate with the j-th qubit of register Bi as the control

qubit and the k-th qubit of register Ci as the target qubit, and S(k) := {i | ki = 1, 0 ≤
i ≤ r − 1}. Step 3 aims to decode the unary encoding |ej〉 in register Bi into register Ci

22



using the CNOT circuit
∏2r

j=0

∏
k∈S(j)CNOT

i,j
k =

∏r−1
k=0

∏
j∈{0,...,2r−1}:jk=1CNOT

i,j
k . As

a result, each qubit in register Ci is targeted by 2r−1 CNOT gates with distinct control
qubits.

For all 0 ≤ i ≤ n
r
− 1, we duplicate the content of Bi r − 1 times. This step can be

achieved by a circuit of depth O(log r) and size O(n2r) with O(n2r) ancillary qubits. The
k-th copy of Bi is responsible for all the CNOT gates acting on the k-th qubit of register
Ci, i.e.,

∏
j∈{0,...,2r−1}:jk=1CNOT

i,j
k . Thus, according to Lemma 19, all CNOT gates can

be executed by a circuit of depth O(r) and size O(n2r). Finally, we restore the content of
the ancillary register. Therefore, Step 3 can be implemented by a circuit of depth O(r)
and size O(n2r), with O(n2r) ancillary qubits.

Step 4: This step involves constructing the circuit:

n/r−1∏

i=0

2r−1∏

j=0

T i
j . (32)

where T i
j denotes an m+ 1-qubit Toffoli gate with the m qubits of register Ci as control

qubits and the j-th qubit of register Bi as the target qubit. Its function is to flip the
target qubit when the state of register Ci is |j〉. Each T i

j can be implemented by a circuit
of depth O(log r) and size of O(r) according to Lemma 18. To execute all T i

j in parallel,
we duplicate the content of Ci 2

r − 1 times for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n
r
− 1. This step can be

implemented by a circuit of depth of O(r) and size O(n2r) with O(n2r) ancillary qubits.
Subsequently, we execute all T i

j in parallel. Finally, we restore the content of the ancillary
register. Thus, Step 4 can be implemented by a circuit of depth O(r) and size O(n2r)
with O(r) ancillary qubits.

In summary, the circuit size of the above process is O(dn
r
+ n2r) and the depth is

O(log r + log n + log d), with O(dn
r
+ n2r) ancillary bits required. By setting r = ⌈ log d

2
⌉,

the circuit size is O( dn
log d

) and the depth is O(log dn), with O( dn
log d

) ancillary bits. Thus,
the proof is complete.
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