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We give quantum circuits that simulate an arbitrary twoitjubitary operator up to global phase. For several
guantum gate libraries we prove that gate counts are optimabrst and average cases. Our lower and upper
bounds compare favorably to previously published resulismporary storage is not used because it tends
to be expensive in physical implementations. For each dghatary, best gate counts can be achieved by a
single universal circuit. To compute gate parameters imarsal circuits, we only use closed-form algebraic
expressions, and in particular do not rely on matrix exptinkn Our algorithm has been coded in C++.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx, 03.65.Fd 03.65.Ud

I.  INTRODUCTION Gate libraries Lower andUpper Bounds
CNOT|overaII|CNOT| overall

Recent empirical work on quantum communication, cryp-{1cNoT, any 2 or 3 of{R,, Ry, R} } 3] 18 3 18
tography and computatiohl [1] resulted in a number of exper-{CNOT’ arbitrary 1-qubit gates 3 9 3 10

imental systems that can implement two-qubit circuits. §hu
decomposing arbitrary two-qubit operators into fewer gate
from a universal library may simplify such physical imple- TABLE I: Constructive upper bounds on gate counts for generi
mentations. While the universality of various gate libeari circuits using several gate libraries. Each bound givecdoitrolled-

has been established in the pgﬂ;t 2, 3], the minimization ofiot (CNOT) gates is compatible with the respective overall bound.
gate counts has only been studied recently. Universal quarfhese bounds are tighter than those frbnil[4, 5] in all relevases.

tum circuits with six, four and threENOT gates have been

found that can simulate an arbitrary two-qubit operatoraip t

phasell4[J51€]7]. It has also been shown that if@GNET gate ~ dates [[118]. Our work uncovers another asymmetry, which is
is the only two-qubit gate available, then th@¥OT gates are of theoretical nature and does not depend on the implemen-
required I[6[J7[18]. Many of these results rely on the Makhlintation technology — a subtle complication arises when only
invariantsl[b] or the relatemhagic basisandcanonical decom-  CNOT, Rc andR; gates are available.

position[iLd,[11 [1P[113]. Similar invariants have been investi- Our work shows that basic-gate circuits can be simpli-
gated previously[14, 15] and more recentlylin [16]. fied by temporarily decomposing basic gates into elementary

Our work improves or broadens each of the above circuiflates, so as to apply convenient circuit identities sunedlri
constructions and lower bounds, as summarized in Table in Table[. Indeed, all lower bounds in Talle | and the
We rely on the Makhlin invariant§][9], and simplify them for q_ub|tCNOT bound above rely on thege circuit identities. Addi-
mathematical and computational convenience — our versiofionally, temporary decompositions into elementary gatag
facilitates circuit synthesis algorithms. We have codeel th help optimizing pulse sequences in physical implementatio
computation of specific gate parameters in several hundred 1€ remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Sec-
lines of C++, and note that it involves only closed-form al- tlonlIl]_dlscusses gate libraries and circuit topologmsnt@q _
gebraic expressions in the matrix elements of the origipal o IIderives the lower bounds of Tablk I. Sectiod IV classifies
erator (no matrix logarithms or exponents) . We articulhge t 'WO-qubit operators up to local unitaries. Sectigh V devel-
degrees of freedom in our algorithm, and our program pro2PS Some technical lemmata, and _Sedﬂﬂl VI constructs sm.all
duces multiple circuits for the same operator. This may b&ircuits that match upper bounds in Taflle I. Subtle compli-
useful with particular implementation technologies whege ~ Calions caused by the lack of tRg gate are discussed in the
tain gate sequences are more likely to experience errors. Ad*PPendix and Section V.
ditionally, this paper contributes a lower bound for the Aum
ber of CNOT gates required to simulate an arbitrargubit
operator, which is tighter than the generic bound for aabytr Il GATE LIBRARIES AND CIRCUIT TOPOLOGIES
two-qubit operatord [3, 17].

The two lines in Tabl@l | give gate counts for circuits con-  We recall that the Bloch sphere isomorphisin [1] identifies
sisting of elementary and basic gates, respectively. Bats @ unit vectorii = (n,ny,n;) with on = nkox + Nyoy + N0
were introduced irl]3], but basic gates better reflect gasesco Under this identification, rotation by the andlearound the
in some physical implementations where all one-qubit gategectorri corresponds to the special unitary operdg(®) =
are equally accessible. Yet, when working with ion traps,e 92, |t is from this identification that the decomposition
R, gates are significantly easier to implement tRarandR,  of an arbitrary one-qubit gaté = €®R,(0)R(@)R,() arises
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[d]. Of course, the choice gf zis arbitrary; one may take any single one without shrinkin@(7 ). Of courseQ(7 ) does not
pair of orthogonal vectors in place gfZ grow, either, sincdR,(P) = Ry(0)Ry (). We may similarly
conglomerate arbitrary one-qubit gate placeholders, Rass
Lemma ll.1 LetAi,me R% fi L m, and Ue SU(2). Thenone (R, placeholders through the control (target)aMOT gates,
can find®, g, andy such that U= Rn(8)Rm(@)Rn (). decompose arbitrary one-qubit gate placeholderspRnR,

In the case ofi | m, we haveo,Rn(6)0, = Rn(—0) and placeholders fon L m, etc.

We now formalize the intuition that the dimension of
Rn(TY/2) Rn(@)Ra (—T1/2) = Rp(¢p) for p= mMx f. For conve- n
nience, we seB, — Ry(11/2); thenS is the usuaBgate, up to SU(2") should match the number of one parameter gates.

phase. In the sequel, we always talke out ofx,y,z. Lemma Il.2 Fix a gate library consisting of constant gates
We denote byCg the controlled-not@NOT) gate with con-  4nd finitely many one-parameter subgroups. Then almost all
trol on thea-th qubit and target on thieth. We recall thaR,  _qubit operators cannot be simulated by a circuit with fewe
gates commute pa€INOTs on the control line an&, gates  {hangn — 1 gates from the one-parameter subgroups.
commute pasENOTs on the target. Finally, for mathematical
convenience, we multiply th€NOT gate by a global phase  Proof: Fix a circuit topologyr with fewer than/ < 4" — 1
such tha&* = —1; to represent it as an element3ifi(4). one-parameter placeholders. Observe that matrix multipli
In this work we distinguish two types of gate libraries for cation and tensor product are infinitely differentiable map
quantum operators that are universal in the exact sense (corpings and letf : R — SU(2") be the smooth function that
pare to approximate synthesis and the Solovay-Kitaev theevaluates the operator simulated dyfor specific values of
rem). Thebasic-gatelibrary [3] contains theCNOT, and all  parameters in placeholders. Accounting for global phase,
one-qubit gates.Elementary-gatdibraries alsoCNOT gate  Q(7) = Ugn_;Imagg€f). Sard's theorem[[19, p.39] de-
ar_ld one-qyb_itgates, but we additionally require that thoey ¢ ands that Imagéf) be a measure-zero subsetSi(2")
tain only finitely many one-parameter subgroupsStf(2).  for dimension reasons, and a finite union of measure-zeso set
We call theseelementary-gatébraries, and Lemm@Ill1 indi-  i5 measure-zero.
cates that if such a library includes two one-parameter sub- gq g given library, there are only countably many circuit

groups of SU(2) (rotations about around orthogonal axes)opologies. Each captures a measure-zero set of operators,
then the library is universal. In the literature, it is conmio  5nd their union is also a measure-zero set. O

make assertions like: dif@8U(2")] =4"— 1. Thus if a given
gate library contains only gates from one-parameter fesili
and fully-specified gates such &\CT, at least 4 — 1 one-
parameter gates are necesséaly [3]l [17, Theorem 3.4]. Such

dimension-counting arguments lower-bound the number of N . .
Ry, Ry, R; gates required in the worst ca5k [3]. Lemma[Il2 implies that for any given elementary gate li-

To formalize dimension-counting arguments, we introduce"@"y; 0ne can find-qubit operators requiring at least 4 1
the concept ofircuit topologies— underspecified circuits one-qubit gates. We use this fact to obtain a lower bound for

that may havelaceholdersnstead of some gates, only with the& number oCNOT gates required.

the gate type specified. Before studying a circuit tOFJOIOgyProposition III.1 Fix any gate library containing only the

we must fix a gate library and thus restrict the types of fully- ki il i
specified (constant) gates and placeholders. We say thatC'a\lOT and one-qubit gates. - Then almost all n-qubit op

o S S . erators cannot be simulated by a circuit with fewer than
fully-specified circuitc conforms to a circuit topology if ¢ r1(47—3n—1)] ONOT gates
can be obtained fronr by specifying values for the variable '#4 9 '

gates. Allk-qubit gates are to be iBU(2"), i.e., normalized.  proof. Enlarging the gate library cannot increase the mini-
For ann-qubit circuit topologyr, we defineQ(7 ) C SU(2")  myum number ofoNOTs in a universal circuit. Thus we may
to be the set of all operators that can be simulated, up t@glob s me the library is the basic-gate library. We show that an
phase, by circuits confor_ming to. We say thatr is universal n-qubit circuit topology” with k ONOT gates can always be
iff Q(7) = SU(2"). In this work, constant gates a@NOTS,  epjaced with am-qubit circuit topologyr” with gates from
and placeholders represent either all one-qubit gatesiven g the {R,, R, CNOT} gate library such tha®(7 ) = Q(7') and

one-parameter subgroup 8J(2). We label one-qubit gate ;7 hagk CNOTs and at mosti$+ 4k one-parameter gates. The
placeholders bg,b,c, ..., and one-parameter placeholders byproposition follows from 8+ 4k > 4" — 1

Ill. LOWER BOUNDS

R. with subscripts, y or z. We begin by conglomerating neighbbring one-qubit gates;

We also allow for explicit relations between placehold-is |eaves at most+ 2k one-qubit gates in the circuit. Now

ers. For exa;nple, circuits conforming to the one-qubitlairc  ,yserve that the following three circuit topologies paraise
topologyaba’ must contain three one-qubit gates and the firsthe same sets of operators:

and last must be inverse to each other.

Circuit identities such a&(6)Ra(¢) = Ra(8+¢) can be  C2(awb) = C?(RRR«@ RR(R,) = (Re®@ Ry)C2(RRy @ R(Ry)
performed at the level of circuit topologies. This idenfity
dicates that twdR, gates may always be combined into one We use this identity iteratively, starting at the left of tecuit
R, gate, hence anywhere we find two consecuRyeplace-  topology. This ensures that ea€NOT has exactly four one-
holders in a circuit topology , we may replace them with a parameter gates to its left. (Note that we apply gates initgc



left to right, but read formulae for the same circuits right t Proposition V.2 y has the following properties:
left.) Then one-qubit gates at the far right of the circuit can
be decomposed into three one-parameter gates apiecél Loyl)=I

2.y(ab) = ay(b)y(a")Ta *
Corollary 111.2  Fix an elementary-gate library. Then almost 3, y(a® b) = y(a) @ y(b)

all two-qubit operators cannot be simulated without at leas 4, ge M5, — y(g) = detg) - |

threeCNOT gates and fifteen one-qubit gates. 5.yis constant on the left cosets 8U(2)“"

For elementary-gate libraries containing two out of the 6 X[Vl is constanton double cosets &)"-u- SU(2)*"

three subgroup®y,Ry,R,, we give explicit universal two-

qubit circuit topologies matching this bound in Secfiah VI. Proof. (1), (2), and (3) are immediate from the definition. (4)

can be checked explicitly far= 1, and then the general case
Proposition 11.3 Using the basic-gate library, almost all follows from (3). For (5), note first thag € SU(2)*" —
two-qubit operators require at least thre@\NOT gates, and  Y(g) = | by (4). Then expressingag) andy(a- ) using (1)
at least basic nine gates total. and (2), we see they are equal. For (6), we use (2), (4), and
(5) to see thag,h € SU(2)*" — y(gah) = g~ly(ah)g =
(ﬁ;*ly(a)g thusx[y(gah)] = x[y(a)]. Incidentally, (6) is closely
elated tol[16, Thm 1.3]. O
While yis constant on left cosets afl] on double cosets,
ese invariants do not in general suffice to classify cosets
oughly, a parameter space for double cosets would need
dimension dingSU(2")) — 2dim(SU(2)*") = 4" — 6n — 1,
a/}(]hereas the space of possilylg] has dimension™— 1 (be-
Gause the 2roots ofx(y) must all have unit length and have

Proof: Propositiof T[] implies that at least thr€BIOT gates
are necessary in general; at least five one-qubit placehol
ers are required for dimension reasons. The resulting over-
all lower bound of eight basic gates can be improved furthe
by observing that given any placement of five one-qubit gateg‘
around thre€€NOTs, one can find two one-qubit gates on the
same wire, separated only byGNOT. Using theR;R«R; or
R«R;Rx decomposition as necessary, the 5 one-qubit gates ¢
?heergg?gsetdngﬂgteer:iggg 5 ;creasrgeritsi;gii?n”:hseuggj:og?t/ éhunit product). The first dimensio_n is much larger except for
qubit gates can be combined. Thus, if five one-qubit place™ = 1,2. In the casen = 1, there is only one left coset (and
holders and thre€NOTs suffice, then so do fourteen one- only one double coset), so our invariants trivially suffieer

parameter placeholders and thi@dOTs, which contradicts n=2, these r!“mbefs come out exactly equal, paddx|y
dimension-based lower bounds 0 serve to classify respectively the left cosets and douldetso

Proposition IV.3 For u,v e SU(4), G= SU(2) ® SU(2):
IV.  INVARIANTS OF TWO-QUBIT OPERATORS 1.UEG < y(u) =1
2. UG=VG < y(u) =y(v)

To study two-qubit operators that differ only by pre- or 3. GuG= GvVG «— X[Y(U)] = X[y(V)]

post-composing with one-qubit operators, we use the termi-
nology ofcosets common in abstract algebia[20]. L&tbe  Proof: Recall thatE € U(4) can be found such that
the group of operators that can be simulated entirely by oneE SQ4) E' = G; such matrices are characterized by the prop-
qubit operations. That i =SU(2)®*"= {1 @@ ®...®an: erty thatEET = —0y® 0y. This and related issues have been
a € SU(2)}. Then two operators, v are said to be in the same exhaustively dealt with in several papdrs [id,[11,[12[ 1, 16
left coset ofSU(4) moduloG (written: uG = vG) iff udiffers  where it is shown th&E can be chosen as:
from v only by pre-composing with one-qubit operators; that

is, if u=vgfor someg € G. Similarly, we say thati andv 1100
are in the same right coseB( = Gv) if they differ only by L ]looin
post-compositiony = hvfor someh € G), and we say that V2100 i -1
andv are in the same double coset=¢ GvG) if they differ 1-i00

by possibly both pre- and post-composition< hvgfor some ]
g,h € G). Inthe literature, the double cosets are often referredObserve that the propertiggu) = 1,y(u) = y(v), X[v(u)] =
to aslocal equivalence classgd]. X[y(v)] are not changed by replaciggvith ETyE. Then using
Polynomial invariants classifying the double cosets havdhe fact-oy® oy = EET = (EET)" compute:
been proposed by Makhlinl[9]. In what follows, we present + T Tottet + f T
equivalent invariants which generalize tequbits and are E'Y(9)E =E'gEE g E"'E'E = (E'gE)(E '9gE)
more straightforward to compute. Moreover, the proofsigive
here detail an explicit constructive procedure to fit, c,d
such thafa® b)u(c®d) = v, once it has been determined by
computing invariants that, v are in the same double coset.
Definition IV.1 ~ We definey, on 2" x 2" matrices by the
formulau — uoﬁ,—@”uTog,—@”. Whenn is arbitrary or clear from
context, we writey for yy.

Therefore it suffices to prove the proposition after making
the following substitutions:g — u = ETgE, G — SQ4),
y(g) — uu’. Now (1) is immediate and (2) follows from
ul’ =w' = viu= (viu)'' <= viue sQq4)

To prove (3), note that foP symmetric unitaryP—* = P,
hence[P + P,P —P] = 0. It follows that the real and imag-
inary parts ofP share an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors.



As they are moreover real symmetric matrices, we know from _. ._

the spectral theorem that their eigenvectors can be takea to
real. Thus one can find anc SQ(4) such thatuu'a' is diag-
onal. By re-ordering (and negating) the columnsofve can
re-order the diagonal elementsaiu’a’ as desired. Thus if
X[uu'] = x[w'], we can finda,b € SO(4) such thaguu'a™ =
bw'b" by diagonalizing both; thefv'b"au)(vibTau)™ = I.
Letc=v'bTaue SQ4). We havea bvc= u, as desired. O
The proof above gives an algorithm for computad, c, d for
given two-qubitu andv so that(a® b)u(c® d) = v. Also, u
may be chosen as a relative-phasing of Bell states.

V. TECHNICAL LEMMATA

We present two parameterizations of the space of double

o} _ {ohp-
W

VRN

s

FIG. 1: Circuit identities to movey, 6, pastCNOT. Theaoy identity

is standard in the theory of classical reversible circuitsereoy is
just theNOT gate, and amounts to the statement fiat a) ¢ (14

b) = (a®b). Theo; identity can be obtained from it by conjugating
byH®H.

We have shown[y(v)] = X[C3(R:(8) @ R,(B))Ch (I @ Ry(a))].
Again, sincex[B] = X[A"1BA], we conjugate by ® S,. This
fixes theCNOT gate and replacly gates withR;:

XI¥(V)] = X[C3(Re(8) © Re(B))C3 (1 © Ry(a1))]

cosets described in Sectipl V. These will be used in the con-

structions of universal two-qubit circuit topologies tdldav.

Finally, we ensure that the entries of the diagonal matrix

We will use the following general technique to computeC2(R,(8) @ R,(B))C3(I ® R,(a)) match the spectrum g{U)

y(u). First, determine a circuitC, simulating the operator
u. GivencC, it is straightforward to obtain a circuit simu-
lating 0j?uT oj%: reverse the order of gates @ and re-
place a given gatg by o,/°g"a;%. As will be shown be-
low, if g is a one-qubit gate, theay?g" ;2 = g'. For the
CNOT, we note thab;?chof?z = C?(0x® 0,) and similarly
0,2Cj0,/2 = C}(0,® 0x). Now, combine the circuits fou
ando,;2u’ o’ to obtain a circuit simulating(u).

Proposition V.1 For any ue SU(4), one can findx, 3, such
thatX[y(u)] = X[V(CE(I ® Ry(a))C3(R:(3) ® Ry(P))CP)].

Proof: Letv=C2(l ® R(a))C3(R,(8) ® R/(B))C2. Asvis
given explicitly by a circuit, we use the technique desatibe
above to determine the following circuit fgtv).

{0 oz HRIHp—{ox4p—[Re] P

—s+—{oHRIFo—oHR]- R

Here,R, = Ry(a), Ry = Ry(B), andR; = R,(8). We now
use the circuit identities in Figuf& 1 agR;(8) = R;(—0)0;
to push all theo; gates to the left of the circuit, where they
cancel up to an irrelevant global phase-ef. All gates in

N

the wake of their passing become inverted, and we obtain the Taking m = y(UC}(I ® R,(y))C}), with ¢ as determined
:

following circuit.

Jany @ MM @ Jany
——{R}&R] [RF—{RFe—

For invertible matricesy(AB) = X(A~1(AB)A) = x(BA).

by specifyinga = %5, B = X%, andd = ¥;* for €€V, €”
any three eigenvalues gfU). O

Proposition V.2 For any ue SU(4), one can find, @, such
thatx[y(UG5 (1 @ R())C3)] = XIV(C3(R(8) @ Re(9))C3)].

Proof: We setA =Ci(l1 ® RZ(LIJ))C% and compute fy(ud)].
By Propositio I\2, this is fy(u”)Ty(A)]. Explicit compu-
tation as in the previous proposition give@\) = A?, and
one obtains fy(uld)] = (t; +ty)e 'V + (tp +t3)€¥, where
t1,tp,t3,14 are the diagonal entries gfu™)T. We may ensure

that this number is real by requiring tap) = g%m

Now considerm € SU(N), x[m] = 5 aX' (X —r1i),
where ther; form the spectrum of. Sincem e SU(N), we
must have[]ri = 1 =[]f. Therefore,x[m = x[m|[Ti =
[1(fiX — 1). Expanding the equality](X —ri) = [1(TiX — 1)
givesa = an_;. In particular, folN =4, a, € R, and t{m) =
az =aj. Sinceas = ap = 1, x|m| has all real coefficients iff
trfm] € R. In this case, the roots ¢ffm] must come in con-
jugate pairs:;x(m) = (X — &) (X —e ")(X —€5)(X — e 5).
On the other hand, far = C}(Ry(5®) ® R,('52))CZ, one can
verify thaty[y(w)] takes this form.

above, we obtai = =5, p= 2. O

VI. MINIMAL TWO-QUBIT CIRCUITS

We now construct universal two-qubit circuit topologies

In view of the fact that we are ultimately interested only in that match the upper bounds of Table I. We consider three
X[y(V)] we may move gates from the left of the circuit to the different gate libraries: each contains @&OT, and two out

right. Thusly conglomerating&(/ gates and canceling paired
CNOT gates, we obtain:

— —
RAORb

of the three one-parameter gafd®, Ry, R,}. We will refer
to these as the CXY, CYZ, and CXZ gate libraries.

In view of LemmdI[1, one might think that there is no sig-
nificant distinction between these cases. Indeed, conprgat
by the Hadamard gate transforms will allow us to move eas-
ily between the CXY and CYZ gate libraries. However, we
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FIG. 2: A universal two-qubit circuit withhree CNOT gates. It

requireslO basic gated[3] ot8 gates from{ CNOT, Ry, R}. FIG. 4: The result of our algorithm applied to the two-qubita®-
tum Fourier Transform. The circuit contains 3 one-qubiegand 3
CNQTs, but the one-qubit gates are broken up into elementarg gate
for specificity. HereT; = Ry(11/4) is theT gate defined inf1] up to

will see that the CXZ gate library is fundamentally diffeten a global phase.

from the other two. Roughly, the reason is tRatandR; can

be respectively moved past the target and control oCi{@T

gate, while no such identity holds for tiiy gate. While the  Solving forU gives the overall circuit topology in Figulé 8l

CXY and CYZ libraries each only contain one{®, R;}, the Unlike the circuit off¥L, the circuit in FigurEl3 can be

CXZ gate library contains both, and consequently has diﬁeradapted to both other gaté libraries. We can replatey

ent characteristics. Nonetheless, gate counts will beahees S/(Slc) anda by (a$)S!, then use th&,, S gates to change

in all cases. We begin with the CYZ case, which has beegner gate into arR,. A similar trick usingR, can change the

previously considered inl[5]. bottomR, gates intaR,; this yields a circuit in the CYZ gate

Theorem VI.1 Fifteen{R,, R} gates and thre€NOTs suf-  lorary. Asin TheorenlVLP, conjugating byl o H yields a

fice to simulate an arbitrary two-qubit operator. circuitin the CXY gate library. o _
Given an arbitrary two-qubit operator, individual gates in

Proof: Choosen, 3,0 as in Propositiof VI1. Then by Propo- universal circuits can be computed by interpreting prodfs o

T HsH

sition[[/3, one can find, b, c,d € SU(2) such that Propositiond VR[VI1, anf 1M 3, Theorerhs MI[T V1.2 and
5 L ) VT3l as algorithms. By re-ordering eigenvalues in the proof
U = (a®@b)Ci(l ® Ry(a))C5(Rx(3) ® Ry(B))Ci(c®d) of Propositio 1B, one may typically produce severalefiff

ent circuits. Similar degrees of freedom are discusséd]in [5

Thus, the circuit topology depicted in Figdide 2 is universal To complete TablB I, courtasicgates in FigurEl2 di 3.

Theorem V1.2 Fifteen{Ry, R/} gates and thre€NOTs suf-

fice to simulate an arbitrary two-qubit operator.
VIl. CONCLUSIONS

Proof: Conjugation byH®" fixesSU(2") andRy. It also flips
CNOT gates H*2C?H®2 = CJ) and swap®, with R;. O Two-qubit circuit synthesis is relevant to on-going phgsic

Unfortunately, no such trick transforms CYZ into CXZz. experiments and can be used in peephole optimization of
Any such transformation would yield a universal two-qubit larger circuits, where small sub-circuits are identified aim-
circuit topology in the CXZ library in which only three one- plified one at a time. This is particularly relevant to quantu
parameter gates occur in the middle. We show in the Apcommunication, where protocols often transmit one quiat at
pendix that no such circuit can be universal and articutage t time and use encoding/decoding circuits on three qubits.
implications of this distinction in SectidiY1l. Nonethsk We constructively synthesize small circuits for arbitrary
we demonstrate here a universal two-qubit circuit topologytwo-qubit operators with respect to several gate libraries
with gates from thg Ry, R,, CNOT} gate library that contains Most of our lower and upper bounds on worst-case gate counts
15 one-qubit gates and@NOT gates. are tight, and rely on circuit identities summarized in &l

We also prove that-qubit circuits require(%l(4" —3n—-1)]

Theorem VI.3 Fifteen{Ry, R;} gates and thre€NOTs suf-  CNOT gates in the worst case.
fice to simulate an arbitrary two-qubit operator. While our techniques do not guarantee optimal circuits for

Proof: LetU’ be the desired operator; $¢t— U'CL. Choose non-worst-case operators, they perform well in practicee o

P o o run of our algorithm produced the circuit shown in Figlite 4
9,(p,L|g for U as in Propositiol¥2. By PropositignlY3, one for the two-qubit Quantum Fourier Transform. We show else-
can finda, b, c,d € SU(2) such that

where that this circuit has minimal basic-gate count.

Ul ®R 1 _ (a®b)CLR,(0) ® R lcwd A somewhat surprising result of our work is the apparent
( W) = ( JC2(Re(8) © R @)l ) asymmetry betweeRy, Ry andR; gates. While one would ex-

pect any circuit topology fo€NOT, R, andRy to carry over to

_. ._E other elementary-gate libraries, we prove a negativetrésul
L= A =4 the libraryCNOT, R, andRy. Namely, usindR, gates appears
Re P d O Re D E essential for the minimal universal circuit topology shawn

Figurd2, which exhibits the maximal possible number of one-
FIG. 3: Another universal two-qubit circuit witthree CNOT gates.  qubit gates that are not between any @NOT gates.
It requires10 basic gated[3] ot 8 gates from{ CNOT, Ry, R;}. The asymmetry between elementary one-qubit gates di-
rectly impacts peephole optimization afqubit circuits,



|Circuit identities

Descriptions |

a1
wkwik =1

kol — olkck
cigl = wikct

CNOT-gate cancellation
SWAP-gate cancellation
CNOT-gate elimination

CiRx(8) = Re(0)C, Gyt = SCy
CIR(6) =R(0)CL. Gl =S¢}

moving Ry, Sk via CNOT target
movingR;, S; via CNOT control

okCK = Ckoxo;
Cloy = oy0kCk

moving oy via CNOT control
moving oz via CNOT target

Chaolk = ]
Viik — qikyk

moving CNOT via SWAP
moving a 1-qubit gate ViSWAP

Rn(8)Rn(@) = Rn(6+9)

LM — SRm(8) = Ruxm(®)S:

mergingR, gates.
changing axis of rotation

TABLE II: Circuit identities used in out work. Hergl represents
an arbitrary one-qubit operator acting on wjte

6

sides. By Corollany{TILP, there exist operators that canno
be simulated without 15 one-parameter gates; the remaining
three must go in the middle of the circuit. O

We have seen that for the CYZ and the CXY gate libraries,
this lower bound is tight. We will show that this is not the
case for the CXZ gate library. Before beginning the proof, we
make several observations about the CXZ gate library.

Note that conjugating a circuit identity by ® H exchanges
Ry andR; gates, and flip€NOTs. Two other ways to produce
new identities from old are: swapping wires, and invertimg t
circuit — reversing the order of gates & replacing each wgh i
inverse. For example, one may obtain one of the commutativ-
ity rules below from the other by conjugating by H and
then swapping wires.

——&]

SR; R

When oneCNOT gate occurs immediately after another in

_ Ry
A
N

9_

N
N
N

where decompositions like that in Figufk 2 are preferrabléd circuit, we say that they a@jacent When such pairs of

over that in Figurdd3. For example, consider a three-qubiENOTs share control lines, they cancel out, and otherwise may
circuit consisting of two two-qubit blocks on lines (i) oneda
two, (i) two and three. If both blocks are decomposed as irferested in circuits which do not allow such simplifications
Figurel2, then thé gate from the first block and thegate
from the second block merge into one gate on line two. HowCNOT, andR; gates commute past the control. Moreover, we
ever, no such reduction would happen if the decompositiofave the following circuit identity:C5(Rx(a) @ R(B))C3 =

from Figure® is used.

still lead to reductions as discussed below. We will be in-

To this end, recall thaR, gates commute past the target of a

C2(R,(B) @ Ry(@))C2. We say that a given collection of one-

Acknowledgments and disclaimers This work is funded  qubit gateseffectively separates chain ofCNOTs iff there is
by the DARPA QuIST program and an NSF grant. The viewsno way of applying the aforementioned transformation rules
and conclusions contained herein are those of the authdrs aito force twoCNOT gates to be adjacent. For example, there is
should not be interpreted as necessarily representingadffic no way to effectively separate twdNOT's of opposite orienta-
policies or endorsements of employers and funding agenciegion by a singleR, or R, gate. This is illustrated below.

Appendix

We now illustrate the counterintuitive difference between
(i) the CXZ library, and (ii) libraries CYZ and CXY. Namely,

universal circuit topologies with certain properties &xisly

for the CYZ and CXY libraries.

N N
L L

R

On the other hand, tw@NOT gates of the same orienta-
tion can be effectively separated by a sinBjeor R, gate, as
shown below. Up to swapping wires, these are the only ways

The proof of PropositioE.I]1 contains a universal genericto effectively separate twGNOT's with a singleRy or R;.
circuit with threeCNOT gates and 1%, or R, gates with the

property that all but three of the one-qubit gates appeheeit

before the first or after the |la@NOT gate. This is minimal.

Proposition VII.1 Fix an elementary-gate library. There ex-

D—{Re}

N N
VV VV

——R{

N
V

—

ist unitary operators U SU(4) that cannot be simulated by Proposition V1.2 At least four gates froniRy, R;} are nec-
any two-qubit circuit in which all but two of the one-qubit essary to effectively separate four or m@eOT gates.
gates appear either before the first or after the I8SOT gate.

Proof: Clearly it suffices to check this in the case of exactly

Proof: There are four places where the one-parameter gatdeur CNOTs. If threeRx, R, gates sufficed, then one would
can appear: at the left or right of the first or second line. Ifhave to go between each pair@ROT gates. Suppose all the
more than three gates appear in one such place, conglor@NOT gates have the same orientation, say with control on the
erate them into a single one-qubit gate, and decompose tH®ttom wire. Then the first pair must look like one of the pairs
result into three one-parameter gates via Lenma I1l.1. Byabove. In either case, we may use the ider@yR(a) @

this method, any two-qubit circuit can be transformed imo a R;(B))C3 = C2(R,(B) ® R«(a))C? to flip theseCNOT gates,
equivalent circuit with at most 12 one-parameter gates®n itthus ensuring that there is a consecutive paiCNOT gates



N

with opposite orientations. As remarked above, there is no _4._@ an 4 an an
way to effectively separate these using the single onetqubi

\d
gate allotted them. O > Seanla — —

Denote byw! the SWAP gate which exchanges the Finally, consider the case in which all thr@\OT gates
th and j-th qubits. It can be simulated usifONOTs as  have the same orientation. Each pair of consecl@NeTs
Cilqcil —wl = CECiJCE- SWAP gates can be pushed through must have at least o or R, between them, to be effectively
an elementary-gate circuit without introducing new gags,. ~ separated. Thus one of the pairs has a siRgler R, between
consider a two-qubit circuit in which adjace®NOT gates ap-  its members, and the other has two one-qubit gates. We refer
pear. If they have the same orientation (&fC? or CiCl),  tothese as the 1-pair and the 2-pair, respectively.
then they cancel out and can be removed from the circuit. Oth- Suppose that the one-qubit gates separating the 2-pair of
erwise, use the identit9?C} = Clw'? or CiC? = C}w'?and ~ ONOTs occur on different lines. If either one-qubit can com-
push theSWAP to the end of the circuit. We apply this tech- mute past theCNOTs of the 2-pair, then it can move to the
nique at the level of circuit topologies and observe thatesin edge of the circuit; in this case Proposition V1.1 impliest
Q(7T w'?) is measure-zero (or universal) (7 ) is. By the the circuit topology we are looking at can only simulate a
above discussion, we can always reduce to an effectively sepneasure-zero subset 8tJ(4) (one can show that twBx, R,
arated circuit before checking these properties. gates cannot effectively separate th@dN©OTs.) Otherwise, we

use the identit3 (Re(a) ® R,(B))C = C2(R,(B) ® Ry(1))C?

Proposition VII.3 Almost all unitary operators U= SU(4) to flip the 2-pair, and thus 1-pair now have opposite orienta-
cannot be simulated by any two-qubit circuit with CXZ gatestions. As there is only one one-qubit gate between them, this
in which all but three of the RR; gates appear either before pair is not effectively separated. For example:
the first or after the las€NOT.

. . N N
Proof: We show that any circuit topology of the form above — o > EHE P
can only simulate a measure-zero subse3df4); the result D D @ D D @_«_

then follows from the fact that a countable union of measure-
zero sets is measure-zero.

The assumption amounts to the fact that only three gates We are left with the possibility that all tHeNOT gates have
are available to effectively separate tOANOT gates. By the same orientation and that the 2-pair's one-qubit gates a
Propositio . VI[.2 and the discussion immediately follogin Pear on the same line. Bof, Rx must occur, or else we
it, we need only consider circuit topologies with no morettha could combine them and apply Proposition Vil 1 to show that
three CNOTs. On the other hand, we know from Proposi- Such a circuit topology can only simulate a measure-zere sub
tion[L3 that any two-qubit circuit topology with feweram  set ofSU(2"). Now, if R«R; appears between tweNOT gates
threeCNOT gates can simulate only a measure-zero subset d¥f the same orientation, then either Reor theR, can com-
SU(4). Thus it suffices to consider circuit topologies with ex- mute past one of them. If the outermost gate can commute,
actly threeCNOT gates. Moreover, we can require that they Propositiorl.VIL1 again implies that the circuit topologgns
be effectively separated, since otherwise we could reduae t ulates only a measure-zero subseSf(2"). Thus the inner
two-CNOT circuit. gate can commute with the 1-pair. We have now interchanged

ThreeCNOTs partition a minimal two-qubit circuit in four the roles of the 1-pair and the 2-pair, thus by the previous
regions. We are particularly interested in the two regiims | ~ paragraph, the gate which originally separated the 1-pagtm
ited by CNOTs on both sides because single-qubit gates i€ on the same line as the commuting gate. It follows that
those regions must effectively separate @MOTs. To this  all gates are on the same line. Up to conjugatingby H,
end, we consider two pairs @NOTSs (the centraCNOT is in ~ Swapping wires, and inverting the circuit, this leaves éyac
both pairs), and distinguish these three cases: (1) bot paione possibility.
of CNOTs consist of gates of the same orientation, (2) both

consist of gates of opposite orientations, or (3) one pasr ha Fan Fan Fan
gates of the opposite orientations and the other pair h&s gat
of the same orientation. In the second case GNET gates — —

cannot be effectively separated, since each pair of gatibs wi
opposite orientations requires two one-parameter gatbs to

effectively separated, and only thieg R, gates are available. Finally, we add the four one-qubit gates on the sides, de-

compose each intBxR;R; via LemmdIL1, and observe that

Lnetgg tzrlgec daze’t\t/x ﬁolnl :e-l Sa\'gg‘g& ?Oiisoﬁfgﬁlogmmuﬁte anRy gate can commute across the top and be absorbed on the
P y P 9 ' g oniigo other side. This leaves 14 one-parameter gates, and by Lemma

or R to separate the pair W'th the same orientation. '_I'hu such a circuit topology simulates only a measure-zero
the pair with the same orientation may be flipped, reducing t ubset oSU(4) 0

Case 1, as shown below.
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