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Abstract

This paper introduces an innovative and practical approach to universal quantum matrix multiplica-
tion. We designed optimized quantum adders and multipliers based on Quantum Fourier Transform
(QFT), which significantly reduced the number of gates used compared to classical adders and mul-
tipliers. Subsequently, we construct a basic universal quantum matrix multiplication and extend it
to the Strassen algorithm. We conduct comparative experiments to analyze the performance of the
quantum matrix multiplication and evaluate the acceleration provided by the optimized quantum
adder and multiplier. Furthermore, we investigate the advantages and disadvantages of the quantum
Strassen algorithm compared to basic quantum matrix multiplication.
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Introduction

Matrix multiplication is a fundamental algorithm
in classical computing. Its utility spans from basic
linear algebra to the diverse fields of machine
learning and deep learning. Matrix multiplication
serves as the backbone of computational opera-
tions in deep networks, being integral to various
stages including forward and backward propa-
gation. This article investigates implementation
schemes for universal quantum matrix multiplica-
tion, including optimized adders and multipliers
based on the Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT),
basic universal quantum matrix multiplication,
and the quantum version of the Strassen algo-
rithm. We hope that this research work will
provide new insights for future quantum machine
learning, particularly in terms of underlying quan-
tum acceleration for machine learning.

The development of faster matrix multipli-
cation algorithms has a long history. The time
complexity of multiplying two n × n matrices
is O

(

nω+o(1)
)

, where 2 ≤ ω ≤ 3. In 1969,
Strassen [1] first achieved a breakthrough in the

cubic time boundary, reducing the time complex-
ity of matrix multiplication to O

(

nlog 7
)

. In 1987,
Winograd and Don Coppersmith [2] supplemented
Strassen’s algorithm, achieving a time complexity
of O

(

n2.376
)

. For a long time thereafter, efforts
to accelerate matrix multiplication were based on
improvements to these algorithms [3–6], result-
ing in frequent updates to the time complexity.
In 2022, DeepMind introduced the AlphaTensor
model [7], which uses deep reinforcement learning
to search for correct and efficient matrix multipli-
cation algorithms. Recently, Reference [8] revised
the way laser labeling blocks, thereby setting a
new upper limit for ω at around 2.371866.

Likewise, efforts to harness matrix multiplica-
tion operations on quantum computers are under-
going persistent exploration and innovation. Le
Gall [9] reviews the latest developments in quan-
tum algorithms for matrix multiplication, focus-
ing on matrix multiplication based on semiring
structures. Firstly, researchers have turned their
attention to the issue of implementing and opti-
mizing the Boolean product of two n×n matrices.
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Buhrman and Špalek [10] approached matrix mul-
tiplication verification from a new angle, with
a quantum random walk algorithm to achieve
the Boolean product with time complexity of

O
(

n3/2
√

ℓ
)

, where ℓ represents the number of

non-zero elements in the product AB, and n

represents the dimensions of the input matri-
ces. Reference [11] further optimized the Boolean
product by constructing a quantum version of Lin-
gas’ algorithm [12] with the time complexity of
Õ

(

n3/2 + nℓ3/4
)

. Reference [13] proposed directly
using the concept of graph collision to compute
the product of two n×n Boolean matrices, achiev-

ing a query complexity of Õ
(

n
√

ℓ
)

when the

output matrix contains ℓ non-zero elements. Ref-
erence [14] also improved the product of two n×n

Boolean matrices. Besides, reference [14] improved
the time complexity of the max-min matrix prod-
uct to Õ

(

n2.473
)

, surpassing the time complexity

Õ
(

n2.687
)

of the classical algorithm proposed by
Duan and Pettie [15]. For distance matrix multi-
plication, the time complexity is Õ

(

20.64ℓn2.46
)

,
which is better than the optimal classical algo-
rithms with time complexity Õ

(

2ℓn2.69
)

proposed
by Vassilevska and Williams [16] and Yuster [17].
In addition to matrix multiplication based on
semiring structures, reference [18] proposes three
methods based on the swap test [19], SVE [20],
and HHL [21] for estimating matrix products on
a quantum computer.

Unlike previous studies, we focus on imple-
menting a universal quantum matrix multipli-
cation based on quantum arithmetic operations,
regardless of whether the matrices are sparse or
binary. The foundation of this algorithmic frame-
work is the design of efficient quantum adders and
multipliers first. As early as 2000, Draper [22] sug-
gested employing QFT for constructing adders to
reduce the number of qubits required for addition.
Subsequently, this approach was extended to opti-
mize adders and implement quantum multipliers
[23–26]. In 2017, Ruiz-Perez and Garcia-Escartin
[23] proposed using double-controlled phase gates
on the basis of QFT to compute the product
of two multipliers. The algorithm we proposed
employs the Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT)
to encode classical data into Fourier basis states
and then processes the data using quantum adders
and multipliers, drawing on the principles of clas-
sical matrix multiplication to perform the matrix

multiplication operation. We suggest the direct
encoding of data onto Rz gates, leading to the
optimized quantum adders and multipliers utiliz-
ing fewer quantum gates and qubits. The section
Result analyzes the quantum resources consumed
by multipliers and adders, confirming the feasibil-
ity of matrix multiplication in a quantum setting.
Furthermore, comparative experiments depict the
acceleration achieved by the optimized quantum
adders and multipliers. Additionally, We have
implemented the quantum version of the Strassen
algorithm and investigated its merits and demerits
in comparison to classical matrix multiplication
through experimental analyses.

Result

The Basic Universal Quantum

Matrix Multiplication

The basic approach to matrix multiplication
entails multiplying each element of every row in
the first matrix with each element of every col-
umn in the second matrix. In other words, given
two matrices A and B, their product C = A · B is
computed by taking the inner product of the i-th
row of matrix A with the j-th column of matrix B
to derive each element cij:

cij =
∑

k

aikbkj (1)

Among these, the vector dot product is com-
puted using adders and multipliers based on the
Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT).

We propose directly passing the intermediate
variable to the operators, specifically by perform-
ing operations directly on the data using rotation
gates. Based on this idea, we made improve-
ments to the quantum adders and multipliers. It
was assumed that n and m represent the num-
ber of qubits used to encode integers a and b,
respectively (n > m). Furthermore, the Quantum
Fourier Transform was considered as part of data
encoding, and the counting of quantum gates did
not include the algorithm itself. Table 1 summa-
rizes the qubits and quantum gates consumption
for a single computation using the optimized
adders and multipliers. Furthermore, multi-qubit
control gates and parameterized quantum gates in
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Fig. 1 Measurement results of the quantum simulation for

the matrix product C = AB, where A =

[

1 2
3 4

]

and B =
[

2 3
4 5

]

. (The results are in hexadecimal and represented in

reverse order.)

quantum circuits exemplify advantages unattain-
able by classical circuits (Fig.5(e)). By incorporat-
ing the idea of encoding data into rotation gates,
we can achieve quantum circuits that consume
fewer logic gates compared to classical circuits
[27]. Assuming we possess N qubits (N ≥ 3m,
where m qubits are used to encode the multi-
plier/multiplicand, and 2m qubits are used to
encode the result), when utilizing the optimized
algorithm to compute the multiplication of two
k×k matrices (each element < 2m), the maximum
value of k is 2N−2m.

We first aim to demonstrate the feasibility
of quantum matrix multiplication (To simplify
the experiment, we utilize matrices with non-
negative integer values.). As an example, we

consider matrices A =

[

1 2
3 4

]

and B =

[

2 3
4 5

]

.

The experiment utilizes the IBM quantum sim-
ulator to construct circuits for the algorithms.
The measurement results are depicted in Fig.1
(the results are in hexadecimal and represented
in reverse order). Taking the first measurement
result as an example, where 0x500 is the hex-
adecimal representation, its binary representation
is 010100000000, and the reversed result corre-
sponds to the decimal value 10.

Since the optimized quantum adder can per-
form multiple data additions iteratively, we tested
its acceleration performance by progressively
increasing the matrix dimensions. Assuming every
element in the two matrices A and B involved

in multiplication to be 7 (each multiplier occu-
pying 3 qubits), we selected algorithms matrix
multiplication enhanced with adders and matrix
multiplication enhanced with both adders and
multipliers for comparative testing. Fig.2(a) and
Fig.2(b) respectively present the time consump-
tion for addition and the total time consumption
for matrix multiplication, while Fig.2(d) depicts
the memory consumption for both algorithms
with increasing matrix dimensions. Fig.2(c) rep-
resents the time acceleration ratio.

Furthermore, as the number of qubits occupied
by the multiplier increases, the advantages of the
optimized quantum multiplier gradually become
evident. Therefore, we fixed the experiment to a
2×2 matrix multiplication and explored the rela-
tionship between the number of qubits occupied
by the multiplier and the acceleration ratio of the
multiplier by increasing the size of the multiplier.
The experiment recorded the time and memory
consumption of the original quantum multiplier
and the optimized quantum multiplier for multi-
plier values of 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32 (i.e., qubits=1,
2, ..., 6), represented in bar chart comparisons
in Fig.3. Fig.3(a) and Fig.3(b) respectively depict
the time consumption for multiplication and total
time consumption, while Fig.3(c) illustrates the
acceleration ratio of the multiplier.

Quantum Strassen Matrix

Multiplication Algorithm

QFT-based matrix multiplication can be applied
not only to the basic inner product method but
also to other classical matrix multiplication algo-
rithms, such as the Strassen algorithm [1]. We
apply the optimized quantum adder and mul-
tiplier to the Strassen algorithm, achieving a
quantum version of the Strassen algorithm.

Unlike the basic method, the Strassen algo-
rithm involves intermediate results that can be
negative. Therefore, we have made improvements
to the quantum adders to accommodate these
cases. This can be utilized in quantum compu-
tation to represent negative numbers. To enable
negative number operations in the adder, we sac-
rifice the highest qubit to serve as a sign bit.
When the result obtained is negative, an addi-
tional addition operation is performed to obtain
the result.
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Fig. 2 Performance comparison of quantum matrix multiplication with optimized adder; (a) Comparison of addition time
consumption; (b) Comparison of total time consumption; (c) Line chart of time acceleration ratio; (b) Comparison of
memory consumption.

Fig. 3 Performance comparison of quantum matrix multiplication with optimized multiplier; (a) Comparison of multipli-
cation time consumption; (b) Comparison of total time consumption; (c) The time acceleration ratio; (b) Comparison of
memory consumption.
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Table 1 Resource consumption for a single addition and multiplication operation by the optimized adder and multiplier.
(n and m represent the number of qubits used to encode the two integers involved in a single operation.)

adder multiplier

original optimized classic original optimized classic

qubits n + m + 1 n + 1 - 2 (m + n) 2m + n -

gates (2n−m+3)m
2 n + 1 5n − 3 mn (m + n) (2n+m+1)m

2 6nm

However, the quantum Strassen algorithm gen-
erates a significant number of intermediate vari-
ables during computation. The storage and com-
putation of these intermediate variables require
additional qubits. We conducted two comparative
experiments as shown in Fig.4. In the first experi-
ment, we fixed the matrix dimensions to 4×4 and
performed matrix multiplications with elements
equal to 1, 2, 4, 8, and 16 (i.e., qubits=1, 2, ..., 5).
We compared the basic universal quantum matrix
multiplication and the quantum Strassen matrix
multiplication in terms of addition, multiplication,
and total time consumption (Fig.4(a)). Similarly,
in the second experiment, we assumed that each
element in matrices A and B is 1, and observed the
differences in addition, multiplication, and total
time consumption of the two algorithms as the
matrix dimensions increased (Fig.4(b)).

We observe that the quantum Strassen algo-
rithm reduces the time consumption for multi-
plication but simultaneously increases the com-
putational load for addition. As this algorithm
requires storing and computing a large number of
intermediate variables, the demand for qubits sig-
nificantly increases as the multiplier value grows.

Discussion

Based on the Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT),
we have designed quantum adders and multipli-
ers that require fewer resources compared to their
classical counterparts. We have also developed the
first version of a universal quantum matrix mul-
tiplication algorithm and a quantum version of
the Strassen matrix multiplication. This is our
first step toward an even more efficient univer-
sal quantum matrix multiplication, demonstrating
that the concept is feasible and worthy of contin-
uous exploration and optimization. Clearly, given
the pivotal role matrix multiplication plays in
the underlying computations of AI, future work
will focus on investigating the potential impact of

quantum matrix multiplication on the fundamen-
tal operations of neural networks, including the
potential for acceleration or reduction in hardware
resources required for model training, particularly
in the current era of Noisy Intermediate-Scale
Quantum (NISQ) computers. On the other hand,
it is well-known that many researchers are working
on incremental improvements to matrix multipli-
cation, which is indeed a significant computational
challenge we face. Theoretically, in terms of com-
putational complexity, designing matrix multipli-
cation based on the QFT framework is unlikely
to surpass the best current classical algorithms.
Therefore, we hypothesize and hope that another
technical path not utilizing the QFT can be found
to realize universal quantum matrix multiplica-
tion, which will also be a direction for our future
explorations.

Method

Quantum Fourier Transform

The Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT) is a
powerful quantum algorithm designed to perform
Fourier transformations on quantum amplitudes
[28]. While QFT doesn’t accelerate classical tasks
like Fourier transformations on classical data, it
serves the purpose of encoding data effectively.

The Quantum Fourier Transform is a linear
operator defined on a set of standard orthogo-
nal bases |0〉 , · · · , |N − 1〉. Its action on the basis
states is as follows:

|j〉 → 1√
N

N−1
∑

k=0

e

2πijk

N |k〉 (2)
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Fig. 4 Time consumption comparison between the basic universal quantum matrix multiplication and quantum Strassen
matrix multiplication; (a) Comparison of addition, multiplication, and total time consumption for 4×4 matrix multiplication;
(b) Comparison of addition, multiplication, and total time consumption as the dimension of input matrice increases.

equivalently, the action on any state can be
expressed as:

N−1
∑

j=0

xj |j〉 →
N−1
∑

k=0

yk |k〉 (3)

whereby, the amplitude yk represents the values
after performing the discrete Fourier transform on
the amplitudes.

Let N = 2n, where n represents the num-
ber of qubits in a quantum computer. Considering
N orthogonal normalized states |0〉 , · · · , |2n − 1〉
as the computational basis states in the Hilbert
space, we express the state |j〉 in binary form
as j = j1j2 · · · jn, which is equivalent to j =
j12n−1 + j22n−2 + · · · + jn20. For simplicity, we
use 0.jljl+1 · · · jm to denote the binary fraction
jl

2
+

jl+1

22
+· · ·+ jm

2m−l+1
. Through algebraic opera-

tions, we derive the product form of the Quantum

Fourier Transform:
|j1, · · · , jn〉

QF T−−−−→ 1
√

N

N−1
∑

k=0

e

2πijk

N |k〉

=
1

√
2n

1
∑

k1=0

· · ·
1

∑

kn=0

e

2πij
(

k12n−1 + · · · + kn20
)

2n |k1 · · · kn〉

=
1

√
2n

1
∑

k1=0

· · ·
1

∑

kn=0

e
2πij

(

k12−1+···+kn2−n
)

|k1 · · · kn〉

=

n
⊗

l=1

|0〉 + e
2πi

(

j2−l
)

|1〉
√

2

=
|0〉 + e2πi0.jn |1〉

√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e2πi0.j1j2···jn |1〉
√

2
(4)

The quantum circuit for the Quantum Fourier
Transform is depicted in Fig.5(a), incorporating
controlled-phase gates and Hadamard gates.

Rk ≡





1 0

0 e

2πi

2k



 and H =
1√
2

[

1 1
1 −1

]

(5)

When the input state is |j1, · · · , jn〉, the trans-
formation process of the first qubit unfolds as

6



Fig. 5 Quantum circuits for matrix multiplication; (a) The circuit for the Quantum Fourier Transform; (b) The circuit for
the quantum adder; (c) The circuit for the original quantum multiplier; (d) Column multiplication; (e) Classical circuits of
serial adder and array multiplier; (f) The circuit for the optimized quantum multiplier.
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follows:

|j1〉 → 1
√

2

(

|0〉 + e2πi0.j1 |1〉
)

Hadamard gaata

→ 1
√

2

(

|0〉 + e
2πi0.j1j2 |1〉

)

R2 gata

.

.

.
.
.
.

→ 1
√

2

(

|0〉 + e2πi0.j1j2···jn |1〉
)

Rn gata

(6)

From a mathematical perspective, the Fourier
transform can also be understood as a change of
basis. In other words, through the QFT transfor-
mation, numbers can be represented using Fourier
bases. In this scenario, states are represented
through qubits on the XY plane of the Bloch
sphere. According to the Eq.2, assuming we are
using n qubits and we wish to represent the num-
ber m using the Fourier basis, the phase of the
j-th qubit would be αj = 2πm

2j .

Quantum Adder

The Original Quantum Adder

The reference [22] proposes that quantum addi-
tion is performed through a series of mutually
commutable conditional rotations, which is very
similar to the Quantum Fourier Transform. There-
fore, quantum addition can be realized using the
QFT. The specific quantum circuit is illustrated
in Fig.5(b). Specifically, the first operand is first
encoded from the computational basis to the
Fourier basis, then rotations are performed on
the encoded qubits to carry out addition in the
Fourier basis. Finally, the sum is transformed from
the Fourier basis back to the computational basis
using the Quantum Fourier Inverse Transform.
Integrated with the QFT circuit mentioned above,
the transformation process of the first qubit is as
follows:

1
√

2

(

|0〉 + e
2πi0.j1j2···jn |1〉

)

→ 1
√

2

(

|0〉 + e2πi(0.j1j2···jn+0.p1) |1〉
)

CR1

→ 1
√

2

(

|0〉 + e2πi(0.j1j2···jn+0.p1p2) |1〉
)

CR2

.

.

.
.
.
.

→ 1
√

2

(

|0〉 + e2πi(0.j1j2···jn+0.p1p2···
pn) |1〉

)

CRn

(7)

The Optimized Quantum Adder

In the preceding algorithm, data extraction from
an additional register precedes addition calcu-
lations. However, it’s noted that during many
intermediate computational steps, direct manipu-
lation of intermediate variables on rotation gates

is feasible [23]. As previously discussed, utiliz-
ing n qubits in the Fourier basis enables the
representation of any number m, with the j-th
qubit corresponding to a phase of 2πm

2j . Given the
phase-aligned states encoded by QFT, significant
flexibility is afforded during arithmetic opera-
tions. It is posited that with the assumption of a
singular addition operation and sufficient qubits
(qubits> max {n, m} + 1), direct phase manipu-
lation of the second addend post the Quantum
Fourier Transform of the first addend is viable.

However, in practical computational scenarios,
multiple data additions may be encountered. To
mitigate the need for repetitive QFT encoding of
data and to conserve quantum gates, it is feasible
to extend the adder for a single addition opera-
tion. Following the Quantum Fourier Transform,
multiple phase shifts can be executed, culminating
in the utilization of the inverse Quantum Fourier
Transform to output the result.

Quantum Multiplier

The Original Quantum Multiplier

The implementation principles of the multiplier
and adder are consistent, as both rely on QFT.
To better describe the working principle of the
multiplier, we represent the two multiplicands in
binary as a = a12n−1 + a22n−2 + · · · + an20 and
b = b12m−1 + b22m−2 + · · · + bm20. From this, we
can derive the formula:

c = a · b

=
(

a12n−1 + · · · + an20
)(

b12m−1 + · · · + bm20
)

=

n
∑

i=1

ai2
n−i ·

m
∑

j=0

bj2
m−j

=

n
∑

i=1

m
∑

j=1

aibj2
n+m−i−j

(8)

where n and m respectively represent the num-
ber of qubits used to encode the integers a and
b. When ai = 1 and bj = 1, the coefficient
of the binary result 2n+m−i−j is 1 [23]. Dur-
ing the experimental setup, both multiplicands a

and b need to be encoded as binary data. The
result c is encoded into the Fourier basis using
the QFT, followed by operations on controlled
rotation gates. Finally, the calculation result is
obtained through the Quantum Fourier Inverse
Transform. The implementation of the quantum
multiplier requires 2 (m + n) qubits. The specific
quantum circuit is depicted as shown in Fig.5(d).
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The Optimized Quantum Multiplier

The optimized quantum multiplier leverages the
concept of column multiplication (Fig.5(c)). Sim-
ilarly, the two multiplicands are represented in
binary as a = a12n−1 + a22n−2 + · · · + an20 and
b = b12m−1 + b22m−2 + · · · + bm20. The multipli-
cation result of the multiplier is achieved through
shifting-addition of partial products. Taking the
partial product PP1 as an example,

P P 1 = a · bm =
(

a12n−1 + · · · + an20)

bm (9)

if bm = 1, then P P 1 = a, and if bm = 0,
then P P 1 = 0, and a single controlled rota-
tion gate precisely accomplishes this usage. In
the optimized adders, it is understood that with
an ample supply of qubits, encoding any value
becomes feasible through complete qubit rotations
within the output register. Hence, we can directly
treat the multiplicand as an intermediate variable
and manipulate it within rotation gates. Conse-
quently, there’s no need to compute the product
of each pair of single-bit positions, as in classical
multipliers. Instead, the sum of partial products
can be directly computed using single-controlled
rotation gates. The quantum circuit of the opti-
mized multiplier is shown in Fig.5(e). The detailed
computation process is provided in Appendix 2.

Code availability. The code was
built using the Pennylane [29] plat-
form. The code is available at
https://github.com/YJQ-7/Matrix-Multiplication-On-Quantum-Computer
[30].
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Proof of the optimized

quantum multiplier

The quantum circuit of the optimized multiplier
is depicted in Fig.5(e). Performing the Quantum
Fourier Transform on the number a using n qubits
yields (eq.4):

|a〉 QF T−−−→ 1√
2n

2n−1
∑

k=0

e
2πiak

2n |k〉

=
n

⊗

l=1

|0〉 + e
2πia

2l |1〉√
2

(1)

In the corresponding quantum circuit, we pass the
multiplicand as an intermediate variable to the
rotation gates, ensuring that the corresponding
phase of the j-th qubit is αj = 2πa

2j . Consequently,
the derivation formula for the output qubit at each
moment is:

t0−→
m+n
⊗

l=1

|0〉

t1−→ |0〉 + e
2πia· bm

21 |1〉√
2

⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia· bm

22 |1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗

|0〉 + e
2πia· bm

2m−1 |1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia· bm

2m+n |1〉√
2

t2−→ |0〉 + e
2πia· bm

21 |1〉√
2

⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm

22 +
bm−1

21

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm

2m−1 +
bm−1

2m−2

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗

|0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm

2m+n +
bm−1

2m+n−1

)

|1〉√
2

(2)
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=
|0〉 + e

2πia· bm

21 |1〉√
2

⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm+2bm−1

22

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm+2bm−1

2m−1

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗

|0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm+2bm−1

2m+n

)

|1〉√
2

...

tm−1−−−−→ |0〉 + e
2πia· bm

21 |1〉√
2

⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm

22 +
bm−1

21

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm

2m−1 +
bm−1

2m−2 +···+ b2
21

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

((

bm

2m+n +
bm−1

2m+n−1 +···+ b2
2n+2

))

|1〉√
2

=
|0〉 + e

2πia· bm

21 |1〉√
2

⊗ |0〉 + e
2πia·

(

bm+2bm−1

22

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e

2πia·
(

bm+2bm−1+···+2m−1b1
2m

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0〉 + e

2πia·
(

bm+2bm−1+···+2m−1b1

2m+n

)

|1〉√
2

tm−−→ |0〉 + e
2πia· bm+2bm−1+···+2m−1b1

21 |1〉√
2

⊗

|0〉 + e

2πia·
(

bm+2bm−1+···+2m−1b1

22

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗

|0〉 + e

2πia·
(

bm+2bm−1+···+2m−1b1
2m

)

|1〉√
2

⊗ · · · ⊗

|0〉 + e

2πia·
(

bm+2bm−1+···+2m−1b1

2m+n

)

|1〉√
2

=

m+n
⊗

l=1

|0〉 + e
2πia·b

2l |1〉√
2

IQF T−−−−→ a · b

(3)
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