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Abstract

By the weight of a Boolean function f, denoted by wt(f), we mean the number of inputs
for which f outputs 1. Given a promise that an n-variable Boolean function (available in the
form of a black box and the output is available in constant time once the input is supplied) is
of weight either wN or (1 —w)N (0 < w < 1, N = 2"), we present a detailed study of quantum
algorithms to find out which one actually it is. To solve this problem we apply the Grover’s
operator.

First we consider the restricted problem. Given a promise that an n-variable Boolean func-
tion is of weight either | N sin? Tilﬁ or | N cos? Tﬁ-l%] (lg] means the nearest integer cor-
responding to the real value ¢), we show that one can suitably apply Grover’s operator for
k-many iterations to decide which case this is with a probability almost unity for large n and k&
in O(poly(n)). On the other hand, the best known probabilistic classical algorithm has a suc-
cess probability close to 0.5 (from above) after k many steps when k is large. We further show
that the best known probabilistic classical algorithm can achieve a success probability almost
unity only after k® many iterations where s > 2. This indicates a quadratic speed up (and
also agrees to the quadratic speed up by the use of Grover’s algorithm in database search) on
time complexity in the quantum domain with respect to the best known result in the classical
domain.

Second, we modify the basic randomized algorithm into a sure success algorithm, which can
distinguish Boolean functions of weights wN or (1 —w)N for any w, (0 < w < 1). To do that we
have exploited a sure success Grover search algorithm, which modifies the very last operation.
For the weight decision problem, we show that the very last two operations should be changed to
distinguish any weight with certainty and found the phase conditions for the last two operations.

As quantum counting methods exist, which can count the number of solutions, here we
compare our method with that. Since the quantum counting method needs to exploit period
information, which requires many Grover operations, we have found that our method is faster
than the quantum counting method.

Keywords: Quantum Algorithm, Boolean Function, Grover’s Operator, Weight Decision Prob-
lem.
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1 Introduction

David Deutsch designed a quantum algorithm, which evaluates whether the two outputs of a
Boolean function is the same or not using only one function evaluation [B]. Deutsch-Jozsa gen-
eralized the Deutsch’s algorithm for more general case such as whether the Boolean function is
constant or balanced [6]. Deutsch-Jozsa algorithm had been proposed to show an exponential
speed-up in quantum machine than the classical machines. The most important contribution in
this area has been achieved when Peter Shor discovered a polynomial-time quantum algorithm
for factoring and computing discrete logarithms, which is exponentially faster than the classical
best known algorithm [I7]. Because this quantum factoring algorithm works in polynomial time
compared to exponential time in classical method, many researchers started to find other applica-
tions. Lov Grover discovered a quantum database search algorithm, which is quadratic faster than
classical database search algorithm [8]. Meanwhile, database search algorithm is one of the most
widely used algorithm in the computer applications, the impact is so huge and more researchers are
interested in other applications of quantum database search algorithm. This research also focuses
on the applications of Grover database search algorithm.

In this research, we assume that there is a promise in the Boolean function as it has a weight wN
or (1 —w)N. Initially, for better understanding, we formulate the problem for some special weight
cases such as | N sin?( 2k’j_1 5)]or [N cosz(% Z)1, by applying k£ many Grover operations. Here the
quantum algorithm presented is of randomized in nature, but the success probability is arbitrarily
close to unity. Next we consider the general case to distinguish functions having weight either wN
or (1 — w)N and we also consider a deterministic algorithm. This requires changes in the very
last two Grover operations with phase conditions. Briefly, from 15 to (k — 2)!" steps, the original
Grover operators are used, but, in the last two steps, two different Grover operators are used with
the phase conditions. Also we found that the phase conditions depending on the required number
of Grover operations. Meanwhile, because quantum counting algorithm was already proposed, we
compared two methods. Since the quantum counting method requires more Grover iterations to
find period information, we can conclude that our method is faster than this method.

2 Preliminaries

A Boolean function f(x1,...,x,) on n variables may be viewed as a mapping from {0,1}" into
{0,1}. A Boolean function f is constant if f(z) = ¢ for all x € {0,1}", ¢ € {0,1}. That means
wt(f) is either 0 or N. A Boolean function f is balanced if wt(f) = N/2.

Given a promise that the function f is either constant or balanced, one may ask for an algorithm,
that can exactly answer which case it is. Note that throughout this document we consider that
any Boolean function f is available in the form of an oracle (black box) only, where one can apply
an input to the black box to get the output. A classical algorithm needs to check the function
for N/2 + 1 inputs in the worst case to decide whether the function is constant or balanced. It is
known that given a classical circuit for f, there is a quantum circuit of comparable efficiency which
performs a transformation Uy that takes input like |z,y) and produces the output |z,y @ f(z)).
Given such a Uy, Deutsch-Jozsa [6] provided a quantum algorithm that can solve this problem in
constant time, indeed, in a single evaluation of Uy. The circuit for their algorithm is given in Fig. [

Algorithm 1 Deutsch-Jozsa Algorithm [6]
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Figure 1: Quantum circuit for Deutsch-Jozsa Algorithm
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The Deutsch-Jozsa algorithm yields an exponential speed-up relative to any exact classical
computation. This provides a relativized separation between EQP and P with respect to the oracle
f (see [16] for basic notions of complexity theory).

Now we discuss a constant time quantum algorithm to distinguish Boolean functions of weight
N/4 and 3N/4 [7]. We replace H®™ by Grover’s matrix at the output side of Uy in Fig. [ to get
a circuit shown in Fig. @] and show that this solves the problem. In 2001, Green and Pruim [7]
presented a relativized separation between BQP and pNP using a nice technique based on Grover’s
algorithm [8]. Green and Pruim’s work relied on a complexity theoretic formulation, whereas our
analysis here is directly related to weights of Boolean functions. Note that a similar question has
been discussed in [, Section 5]. There also the problem was not exactly posed as a discrimination
problem, but as a search problem.

We denote the N x N Grover’s matrix G,, as G, = H®"(2|0)(0| — 1)H®" = 2 D ey [Tyl — 1.
It is known that this operation may be constructed with O(log N) quantum gates [I6]. The circuit
is shown in Fig. Pl and the steps of the algorithm are as follows.

Algorithm 2 Randomized Algorithm to distinguish wt(f) = 3N/4 or N/4
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Figure 2: Quantum circuit to distinguish wt(f) = N/4 and wt(f) = 3N/4
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5. Measure the resulting state G,,|¢}) in the

computational basis and let the result be .
6. if f(z) = 0 then wt(f) = 3N/4 else wt(f) = N/4.

The key result proving the correctness of this algorithm is as follows and we present a proof as it
will be discussed in details in the following section.

Theorem 1 G,|}) = > f()=0 %\;’%”\@ D e f@)=1 %fﬁtm\x% and Algorithm P produces

a correct result.

Proof: Gu|¢h) = —Gn Y seqonyn(—1)Wa) = J_lﬁ(w%wt(f) S Ja) — zx(_l)fmm), From
which the result follows.

If wt(f) = N/4 then the probability amplitude of all the |z) for which f(x) = 0 vanishes. So
on measurement we will get some & for which f(Z) is 1. On the other hand, if wt(f) = 3N/4 then
the probability amplitude of all the |x) for which f(x) = 1 vanishes. So on measurement we will
get some Z for which f(&) is 0. |

3 Repeated Application of Grover’s Operator

Note that Grover’s search algorithm [§] uses repeated applications of G,,. Motivated by the same
idea we now analyze in detail the repeated application of G,Uy. One may refer the important
papers like [2, B, @I, @), [0, [T, T2 T3, T4 15, 18] where the Grover’s operator has been used. We also
make an elaborate study to present a comprehensive understanding of this problem in this section.
We start with a modification of Algorithm 21



Algorithm 3 Randomized Algorithm for Weight Decision Problem 3N/4 and N/4
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0. Measure the resulting state G,,[¢}) in the
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11-1. if k is odd and if f(&) = 0 then wt(f) = | N cos? 374 3]

else wt(f) = |V sin? T’il%]
11-2. if k is even and if f(A) =1 then wt(f) = | N cos? %H%]
else wt(f) = | N sin?
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In this section we will consider a number of iterations £ > 1 and then show how we can distinguish
the weights with a very high (almost unity) success probability. Without loss of generality we detail
the analysis by taking odd k.

Theorem 2 Let aj denotes the amplitude of the states |x) where f(x) = 0 and by denotes the
amplitude of the state |x) where f(x) = 1 after k-th iteration. Then, ap = (Z%t(f) —Dag—1 —

2%(”1%_1, b, = Z%t(f)ak_l + (Z%t(f) — 1)bj_1, with initial conditions ag = by = —=.

VN

Proof: The proof follows from Algorithm Blin a similar fashion as the proof of Theorem [l [ |
Our interest is to investigate the zeros of a; and bg. It may be noted that the solutions to the
recurrence relations are given by

1 sin(2k+1)5 b — 1 cos(2k+1)8
VN  sinp " N  cosB

ap =

where sin? § = %(f) (= u, say for notational convenience). Note that this recursion and Theorem
have been described in H]. Clearly, the factor 1/v/N does not play any part in determining the

zeros of ay and by. The zeros of a; and b, are given by
sin(2k +1)8 =0,sin 8 #0 and cos(2k 4+ 1)8 =0,cos 3 #0

respectively. Now sin(2k+1)8 = 0 = 2k + 1) = Inr = § = m where | € Z. Also

cos(2k+1)8=0= (2k+1)8=02m—-1)5 = B = 227,7;11 % where m € Z.

As we are interested in distinct roots u = sin? 8 of a; = 0 (respectively by = 0), it is clear that
we will get the distinct roots when 1 < 1 < k (respectively 1 < m < k). We can summarize the
above discussion in the following result.
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Proposition 3 The k distinct roots of a, = 0 and by = 0 are sin

l
D)
tively where 1 <Il,m < k.

Proposition 4 For each root of the equation ap = 0 there is a corresponding root of the equation
br = 0 so that their sum is 1.

2 2m—1) ¢

Proof: The roots of a; = 0 and b, = 0 are of the forms sin? (Wi—il) and sin? OhT) 5 respectively
where 1 < I,m < k. Let us consider the pairings of I, m such that [ +m = k+ 1. Now sin? (2li—+1) +
gin2 @m—lm _ = 1, which gives the proof. [ |

(2k+1) 2
leen any k, Algorithm Bl can distinguish whether a Boolean function is either from the weights
| N sin ((227];1 +11)) 2] or from the weights |N cos® ((222:_11 5], with good success probability for m =
1,..., k. However, here we are interested in distinguishing two Boolean functions which are closest

in weight to balanced functions, i.e., of weight % =on—1

Definition 1 Let r,, be the root of ar, = 0 such that |rq 1 — 0.5 < |pgr — 0.5] for any root pgj of
ap = 0. Similarly let ry, be the root of by, = 0 such that |rp, — 0.5] < |ppi — 0.5| for any root py
of by = 0. Let us denote pi, = min{rq g, 7p 1 }-

Proposition 5

Ui = Tgk = sin 1o 19 when k=2a—1 and m = «
2
= rb,k:sin24aijilg, when k = 2a and | = a.
Proof: Let k = 2a — 1. For m = «, the root of a = 0 is pak—sm2ia 175 For m = a+1,

the root of ar = 01is pl,, = sin? 29l ™ - Ag 20 4+ 1 > 20, sin? 22ELT > gip? 450‘1 5, Which gives,

da—12" 4a—172
2 20417 s 220417 22a—-1T7 220417 1 1 2 20—1m
da—12 4a—12

To—13 T8I =75 > L le, sin® 0795 —5 > 5 —sin” =95
which gives pmk — % > % — pak- Since all the other roots of a; = 0 are either less than p,j or
greater than p; o We get 74 = pg k. It is also clear that 7, =1 — r, 5 and hence here 745 > 4.
So p = rak-

Let £ = 2a. For m = o, the root of by = 0 1is pp = sin? 4§+1% For m = a + 1, the
+1m

root of by = 0 is ,0:”‘3—81n220‘+27r As 200 + 2 > 20 + 1, sin? 204827 > gjp? 2@

4a+1 2° 4a+1 2 4o + 2
2 2a+2m 2 2a+1 T 1 i e., SlIl2 20+2 2 2a w 2 2042w 2 2a mw
da+1 2 4a+1 2 do+172 4a+1 2 do+12

T—3 > 5 —sin
4a+1 2
which gives p} . — 2 > 2 — Pb k- Slnce all the other roots of by, = 0 are either less than prf or greater
than pj ., we get 7,5 = ppi. It is also clear that r,, = 1 — 735 and hence here 745 > rp5. So
Mk = Th k- u

20w

sin

+ cos? > 1, i.e., sin

which gives,

sin + cos

+sin > 1,1i.e., sin

2

Theorem 6 uj = sin %H% and pr < prs+1 < 0.5.

k+1 w

y oy I _ a2 _k om — k+1
P:oof. From Proposition Bl it is clear that uy = sin® 57775 So pg41 = sin? i3 Nowk 3

_ 1 : : s 2 k4l w
T = ORF3)(ERTT) 0, which gives ug41 > pg. Further it is easy to see that pg1q = sin s <
sinzg < % [ |

As ay, and by, can be seen as polynomials in u, we now refer them as ay(u) and by (u), respectively.
It is clear that ag(pur) = 0. Now using Algorithm B], we can distinguish two Boolean functions of
weight pup N and (1 — pg)N. Unfortunately, i N may not be an integer and in that case we have



to consider a Boolean function of weight u) N, where pj N is an integer and |} N — ppN| < 0.5.
Thus we will be using the Algorithm B to distinguish between Boolean functions of weight ) N
and (1 — pj)N. This will incorporate some error in the decision process. However, we will show
that this error is almost zero for large N.

Theorem 7 Consider Boolean functions on n variables and let N = 2". After k iterations, k in

O(poly(n)), the quantum algorithm (Algorithm[3) can distinguish two Boolean functions of weights
64(k+1)2
(N+ )

s

}N slin2 %]J\rflg] and | N cos? ﬁ%] with success probability > 1 —
or large N.

which is almost unity

\/—%W =0, when sin® 8 = py,. Let W, = sin? 3. We like to calculate

in (2k+1)8'
the value of ay(u),) = \/—%%

As \,ukN u;fN\ <0.5, we get \si{lQ B —sin? B < LNS. Thus (lsin ﬁ’—i—siln B)|sin ﬁ’—/sinﬁ\ §/%, ie.,
5]5 ﬁ-l—ﬁ B/T_B)(Qc.os %’sin BT_?)’E)) < 0]\;5, l.e.,. (QSiI?B;f 0035;5)(200316 2—5‘sin62—5’) <
57 de., sm(ﬁ + B)|sin (8" — B)] < FF. This implies, |sin (8" — B)] < sNsm(FTE): Note that
%:,u1<,uk<%fork:>1. Now p; = sin?f. So, § < B <% Asprf,p+p =28
Due to the small difference between 3 and /3, it may happen that on the lower side 8 + 8’ may
marginally be less than 2% and at the higher side may marginally exceed 27. Thus it is safe to

assume sin (8 + ') > 3. Hence |sin (8’ — )| < ﬁl’ = <. Since |B/T_ﬁ| < |sin (8 —pB)| < |p" = Bl
2

Proof: We have a; =

we can write |BIT_6| <4 ie, B -Bl< %

One can take ¢(8) = % and use Taylor’s series expansion for ¢(f3) to get the upper

bound on ]Sin@kﬂ)ﬁl - Sin@kﬂ)ﬁ\. We consider ¢(8 + h) = M, where h = ' — f is a

sin B’ sin 8 sin 8/
small quantity. Now ¢(8 + h) — ¢(8) =~ h@;—(ﬁm with error term bounded by R;(f8), the remainder
when only the first term in the Taylor’s series is considered. As k increases, the value of § falls
in the neighbourhood of . It can be checked that |d¢(6 lp=z < V2(2k +2). Also we calculate

\Rl(ﬂ)! = 1) dﬁz 15_4+ah <2 202k +1)2 —1)2 + 16, where 0 < o < 1. As |¢(5+h)—p(8)| <
(2k+1)8’ 2k+1) 8(k+1
| |B—,+|R1( )| we get|51n51n—gl)6 _SlH(Sin‘/g B|< (];7") .
Smc e, % = 0, we have sin (jﬁg,l)ﬁ < 8(]3:{1). Thus ag(p),) = \/Lﬁsm (szlﬁg,l)ﬁ < 8183;%).

Thus, if wt(f) = pupN, then we would have got x such that f(z) = 1 with certainty. As NV,
may not be an integer, we have considered functions with wt(f) = p, N which is an integer such
that |u, N —p,N| < 0.5. In this case the probability of (wrongly) observing an x such that f(z) =

k+1 64(k+1

s (ar ()21 — pp) N < (BEED2(1 — )N < SEEDE

Similarly, if wt(f) = (1—pux)N, then we would have got x such that f(x) = 0 with certainty. As
(1—p)N, may not be an integer, we have to consider functions with wt(f) = (1—p} )N which is an

2

integer. In this case the probability of (wrongly) observing an x such that f(xz) =1 is < W.
|

Since the function f is available in the form of an oracle, the best known classical probabilistic
algorithm can work as follows. For k many iterations it can present random inputs to the oracle
and guess the function is of lower weight if the output zero appears more frequently and guess the
function is of higher weight if the output one appears more frequently. As we consider the majority
rule, we choose the number of iterations as odd in the classical probabilistic algorithm. This will

always guarantee majority of either output zero or output one (in the case of an even number of



iterations there may be the possibility of a tie and then a random decision has to be taken). For
general analysis, the estimate of probabilities will remain almost the same, and we only present the
analysis when the number of iterations is odd.

Note that for classical lower bound proofs to determine the majority one may refer to [I].
However, we provide a complete result with proof Which is suitable for our analysis. Here, the
probability of the correct answer in a single step is cos? 2k 75 After g(k) many iterations, g(k) in

(2

g(k)—1 .
Q(k), probability of success ps =1 -3, § (g(k)> (cos? 2(%]11)) (sin? W’il))g(k)_l. Let us now
present the following technical result.

Proposition 8 For odd positive integer k and g(k) be in Q(k), let

g(k)—1
: k wk
E(k, g(k)) = 95) ) (cos? )i (sin? yok)—i
=0 ( > 2(2k +1) (2k + 1)
Then
hmk)—)OO E(ky k:) — 05,
limg—yoo E(k, k%) > 0.2 and
limg_oo E(k, k%) = 0 fors>2.

Proof: Let X follow an identical and independent binomial distribution having the parameters
g(k)—1 . .

g(k),px = cos® gty Let mp = E(k,g(k)) = 3,5 (g(ik))(Pk)Z(l — pp)? )~ = Prob(Xy <

%). Consider é(;“ ~ iid Bernoulli(pg), where 1 < i < g(k). So, Xy = X1+ ...+ Xp g(h)-

Thus, var(Xy) = o =var(Xg1 + ... + Xk,g(k)) = g(k)pr(1 — pr).

Since g(k) — oo as k — oo, the Central Limit Theorem is applicable. Define Zj = Xu—g(k)p(k)

Ok
_ 1
So n = Prob(Xy < %) = Prob(Zy < (i), where (; = M. Suppose, limg_,o Cx =

Ok
¢ € R. Since convergence in distribution holds in this case, limg oo = P((), where & is

the cumulative distribution function of the standard normal variate. Hence, ¢ = limg_,oo (p =

. k -1 k
lllmk—mo % - hmk—)oo % = hmk—)oo VvV g 1 - 2pk) as hmk—>00 pk(l - pk) =
=. Thus

2 Y

¢ = limg_so+/9g — cos 2k+1
= —limg_ \/ ) sin 4k+2

sin

= —lim % s k
k—o0 s IRT2 g(k)

= —limg o0 579 g(k).

So we get, ( = 0 when g(k) = t, ( = —F when g(k) = k? and ( = —oo, when g(k) = k*,s >
2. Hence, limy_,on is = ®(0) = 0.5, When g(k) = k, = ®(—%) > 0.2 when g(k) = k* and
= ®(—o00) = 0 when g(k) = k®,s > 2. This gives the proof. |

Theorem 9 Consider Boolean functions on n variables and let N = 2". After k iterations,
the best known classical probabz’listz’c algorithm can distinguish two Boolean functions of weights
| N sin? 2k+1 21 and | N cos® 2k+1 5| with success probability ps = 0.5 when g(k) =k, ps < 0.8 when
g(k) = k? and ps = 1 when g(k) = k*,s > 2, for large k.



k The roots of aj, = 0 (top line) and b, = 0 (bottom line)

1 0.250000,

0.750000,

2 0.095492, 0.654508,

0.345492, 0.904508,

3 0.049516, 0.388740, 0.811745,

0.188255, 0.611260, 0.950484,

4 0.030154, 0.250000, 0.586824, 0.883022,

0.116978, 0.413176, 0.750000, 0.969846,

5 0.020254, 0.172570, 0.428843, 0.707708, 0.920627,

0.079373, 0.292292, 0.571157, 0.827430, 0.979746,

6 0.014529, 0.125745, 0.322698, 0.560268, 0.784032, 0.942728,

0.057272, 0.215968, 0.439732, 0.677302, 0.874255, 0.985471,

7 0.010926, 0.095492, 0.250000, 0.447736, 0.654508, 0.834565, 0.956773,

0.043227, 0.165435, 0.345492, 0.552264, 0.750000, 0.904508, 0.989074,

8 0.008513, 0.074891, 0.198683, 0.363169, 0.546134, 0.722869, 0.869504, 0.966236,

0.033764, 0.130496, 0.277131, 0.453866, 0.636831, 0.801317, 0.925109, 0.991487,

9 0.006819, 0.060263, 0.161359, 0.299152, 0.458710, 0.622743, 0.773474, 0.894570, 0.972909,
0.027091, 0.105430, 0.226526, 0.377257, 0.541290, 0.700848, 0.838641, 0.939737, 0.993181,
10 0.005585, 0.049516, 0.133474, 0.250000, 0.388740, 0.537365, 0.682671, 0.811745, 0.913119, 0.977786,
0.022214, 0.086881, 0.188255, 0.317329, 0.462635, 0.611260, 0.750000, 0.866526, 0.950484, 0.994415,

Table 1: Roots of a;, = 0 and by, = 0.

k)—1
Proof: The proof follows from p, = 1 — Z:z(g) <g(ik))(cos2 2(#"il))i(sinQ W’il))g(k)_i and the
results in Proposition B n
Based on the results of Theorem [dand Theorem [ it is clear that when the quantum algorithm
can achieve a success probability almost unity, then the best known classical algorithm can achieve
a success probability almost 0.5 (from above) after k£ many steps. The classical algorithm can
achieve a success probability almost unity only after £° many steps for s > 2. Thus the quantum

algorithm can achieve a quadratic speed up in this case.

3.1 Distinguishing Boolean functions from two different Sets of Weights

Let us consider two different sets A and By, where Ay, contains the roots of a;, = 0 and Bj, contains
the roots of by = 0. From Proposition Bl it is clear that Aj = {sin? %%\m =1,...,k} and

By, = {cos? %%\m =1,...,k}. One can see Table [ for a few examples.

Given any k, Algorithm B can distinguish whether a Boolean function is either from the weights
| N sin? %%] or from the weights |N cos? %%], with good success probability for m =
1,..., k. This also helps in solving the question can we distinguish two Boolean functions of
weights Nw; and Nws where wy + wo # 17 As example, one can check the case for £ = 10 in
Table [l where we may be able to distinguish Boolean functions with weights Nw; and Nws, for
wy /= 0.388740 and we = 0.317329. However, we leave this for future research as in this paper we

mainly focus on distinguishing functions having weights Nw and N (1 — w).

4 Sure Success Weight Decision Algorithm

4.1 Motivation

By Theorem [ we know that the Algorithm Bl is a randomized one and not sure success algorithm.
In the Grover-like database search algorithms, number of ideas have been proposed to achieve
sure success. We try to exploit similar strategies here, though we need to make certain subtle
modifications for this purpose.
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Figure 3: Brassard’s Sure Success Database Search

4.2 Brassard’s Sure Success Database Search

Many algorithms have been proposed for a sure success database search algorithm based on Grover
search [IT}, [T0, T8, 9, T3, 2]. Meanwhile, we need to reformulate and to generalize the original Grover
operators, Gy, and Uy, for a sure success method as follows.

G = —I iy (0) = —{I — (1 — )|} (o]}
U = Lisotutiony(9) =1 — (1 — ') |solution) (solution)|.

A sure success database search can find one of solutions exactly by changing two phases, 6 and ¢
of Ijyo)(0) and I|so1ution)(¢). Can we apply this kind sure success approach in the Grover database
search into our problem? We try to exploit Brassard method [2] for this. The method is based
on the following approach. The required minimum number of Grover operation is calculated,
which assumes to be k. Then, from 1% to (k — 1)th operation, the original Grover operation
is applied. However, for the last k* operation, a slightly different Grover operation is applied
by controlling two phases, 6 and ¢ for I, (0) and Ijsution)(¢). Figures B(a)] and show
the Brassard’s method in the Hilbert space and Bloch sphere, respectively. Please note that the
inversion operators, —1I|yy (€)1} so1ution) (¢) in the Hilbert space, correspond to the rotation operators,

(0.
—el(g+5)R|wo>(—9)R|Solution>(—¢) in the Bloch sphere [T2]. As shown in the figures, the last step
of the Grover operation uses different phases for two inversions in the Hilbert space and for two
rotations in the Bloch Sphere.
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4.3 Approach

At the first sight, it looks that Brassard method can be directly applied for the weight decision
problem. However, it is a little bit different from the Brassard’s case. Brassard method changes
only the last step because the goal of this approach is to rotate the (k — 1)th state to the solution
state. However, in the weight decision case, we need to satisfy that two initial states for different
weights should be rotated to the solution and the non-solution state exclusively after operations.
In other words, if the proposed method rotates the initial state for wN weight case to the solution
state, the same operation should rotate the initial state for (1—w)N weight case to the non-solution
state. By this condition, we can make a relation between the initial states for wN and (1 — w)N
to the solution and non-solution states. Finally, we can decide the weight exactly from measuring
the final state and evaluating the function with the measured value . To satisfy this condition, we
proposed a method which changes the very last two operations. As a result, from 15¢ to (k — 2)th
operation, we use the (7,7) phase angles for the I},,,,(0) and I|sution) (¢) operations. However, for

(k— 1)th and k** operation, (—61, 7) and (—6y, 7) phases should be used, respectively. Algorithm
A describes the overall idea.

Algorithm 4 Sure Success Weight Decision Algorithm

1. [¢o) =10)*"[1), i =0,
if 0 < Nmin(w,1 —w) < Nsin2%, kis 2,

: : - 2 k—1m . kK m
otherwise, k satisfies Nsin“5—5 < Nmm(w, 1 —w) < Nsin? F13-
lr < B <
2k—1 for smaller weight > 3317

k 1 k
T — 5T > Bfor bigger weight = T — %1

2. while(i < (k —2)) do
{
|71Z)i+1> = _IWJ()) (ﬂ-)l\solution) (7T)|7;Z)Z>
1=1+1
}
S w—1) = =Ly (=01)jsotution) () [Vr—2)
|¢k> = _I|¢o>(_92)l\solution) (ﬂ-)|¢k—1>
measure [¢;) in the computational basis.
let the result be Z.
6-1. if k is odd and if f(z) = 0 then
wt(f) = Nmazx(w, 1 w)
else wt(f) = Nmin(w,1 — w).
6-2. if k is even and if f(z) = 1 then
wt(f) = Nmazx(w,1 — w)
else wt(f) = Nmin(w,1 —w).

Sl

4.4 Alternative Final State

In the Brassard database search algorithm, the final state should be the solution state. However,
in the weight distinction case, two final states after k operations should be located in the solution
and non-solution state exclusively. Meanwhile, there are no restrictions of the locations of final
states except that two final states should be located at solution and non-solution states exclusively.
Hence the locations of two final states can be alternatively changed with the required number of

11



operations. As a result, we need to think about the final states of the proposed method. The
previously proposed method, Algorithm Bl is a special case where the (7, 7) phase angles are used
for the 1)\ (0) and I|sopution) (@) operations. Hence we can infer that the final state for the smaller
weight case after k operations in the special weight decision algorithm, in Bloch sphere, is

sin(2k + 1)
0 , (1)
—cos(2k +1)8

where 5 = le_lﬂ'. Note that all state vectors are represented in the Bloch sphere hereafter.
Therefore, we can know that the final state for the smaller wight is alternatively changed with the
required k operations such as

0
sin((2k + 1)%77) sin(k) 3_1 for odd k
’ =1 - 0 : (2)
~ cos((2e + 1)%@ — cos(kn) 0 for even k

-1

Meanwhile, the (0,0,+1)" and (0,0,—1)" states in Bloch sphere represent solution and non-
solution states in Hilbert space, respectively. In summary, if the required number of & is odd,
the final state for the smaller (bigger) weight case should be located in the solution (non-solution)
state. On the other hand, if the required number of k is even, the final state for the smaller (bigger)
weight case should be located in the non-solution (solution) state. On the other hand, for the bigger
weight case, we can easily analyze the alternative final state based on the number of operations
with the initial angle, 7 — 8. This analysis means that we need to find two phase conditions with
the required number of operations.

4.5 Modification of Last Two Operations

Figure M explains how we can rotate two initial states to different final states, which should be
located in the different poles in Bloch sphere as solution,(0,0,+1)!, and non-solution, (0,0, —1)?,
state. Note that Figure @l shows the case when only two operations are sufficient to decide the exact
weight. In the figure, the circle and diamond mean two states, which have the smaller and the bigger
weight, respectively. Our purpose is to find phase conditions, which can rotate two initial states
to different poles exclusively with the same phase conditions. Hence if the weight is the smaller
(bigger) one and the method rotates the initial state to the solution state, the method should rotate
the initial state of the bigger (smaller) weight case to the non-solution state. Note that all figures
hereafter are viewed from +Y direction in the Bloch sphere for easy understanding. Therefore,
only X and Z directions and the X — Z plane are shown in all the figures. In the initial step, two
initial states |Ag) and | By) are (sin 3,0, — cos )¢ and (sin(7—f3), 0, — cos(m—f3))! = (sin 3,0, cos B)*,
respectively. At the first step, two initial states are rotated to |A;) and | B;) states by using rotation
Rysotution) (). Therefore, only the sign of x is changed. In the second step, two last states are rotated
to |Ag) and | By) states by using rotation Rjy,)(01). Meanwhile, [A;) state should be rotated to |Az)
state, which is the cross point between line Al and line f. The line f is a path, where the point
|A1) can be rotated by the rotation R}y, (61). As the same rule, the same rotation operator rotates

12
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Figure 4: Last Two Operations

|B;) state to |Bg) state, where |By) state is the cross point between line B1 and line 1 — f. Because
two last states are rotated with the same phase angle, the value of x is the same, but values of y
and z have different sign values between them. At the third step, R|opution) () operator is used for
the last two states. Therefore, the signs of z and y are changed as shown in |A3) and |Bs) states.
At the last step, the two final states are rotated to two different poles exclusively by using the
same rotation angle, #5. In other words, |A3) state moves to the —Z pole, non-solution state, and
|Bs) to the +Z pole, solution state. Finally, if we measure the final state and the measured value,
then Z, is one of solutions (non-solutions) and we can decide that the weight is bigger (smaller)
one. Meanwhile, the key point of this approach is to find two cross points, |As) and |By) with the
required number of operations.

4.6 Correctness

In the proposed method, we have to change two phases only for the last two operations, not for
other operations because until (k — 2)"* operation, there is no cross point such as |As) and |Bs) in
Figure Bl Therefore, we need to show that until (k — 2)** operation, there are no cross point, but
in the (k — 1)th operation, there are two cross points. For easy explanation, we only consider when
the required number of operation is odd case and the weight is smaller one. Hence k is odd and

%ﬂ' <pB< %HW. Other cases can be proved with the same approach.

4.6.1 No Cross Point until (k — 2)"* Operation

Figurep(a)]shows the last state, [¢;_2), when (k—2) operations of R}y () Rjsotution) () are applied.
Note that in the odd k case, |[¢;_2) state should be located in the right upper part, i.e., (—X,+2)
area. Meanwhile, the line A1, which is the line perpendicular to the axis of |1);_,,) and meets the
south pole, is Z = —X tan 8 — 1. The value of = of the cross point between the line A1 and the
circle is zype = —sin2f, and the value of x of |1)g_2), xk_o, is sin(2(k — 2) + 1)8. Therefore, to
show that there is no cross point until (k — 2)** operation, we need to prove that zy,. is always
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larger than xp_o.

Theorem 10 (No Cross Point until (k — 2)!" Operation) —sin23 > sin(2(k—2)+1)3, where
k—1

g < B < g

Proof. From the value of 3, we can get the value of —sin23 as Sln(% 1) < —sin2f3 <
—sin(g57). Meanwhile, (k — 2)m + 575 < (2k = 3)8 < (k- 2)7 + 2k+1. Because k is odd

in this case, sin((k — 2)7 + 57—) > sin(2k — 3)8 > sin((k — 2)7 + 2]311). Finally, —sin(57—) >

sin(2k — 3)8 > — sm(2k+1) Therefore, —sin 25 > sin(2k — 3)3. =

4.6.2 First Cross Point in (k — 1) Operation

Figure @ explains why, in the (k — 1)th operation, there is the first cross point between the line
Al and the line f. To prove this, we need to show that the value of z of the cross point, xje,
between the line A1 and the circle is always larger than equal to the value of x of |[¢,_1) state,
xp—1. Note that the value of xj;,. is sin 23, and the value of the xp_; is sin(2(k — 1) + 1)5.

Theorem 11 (First Cross Point in (k — 1)"* Operation) sin28 > sin(2(k — 1) + 1), where
%=17 < S

Proof. From Theorem [ we can get the value of sin28 as sin(5;) > sin2f > sin(g57)-
Meanwhile, (k — 1) < (2k —1)8 < (k — )7 + 55 Because k is odd in this case, sin(k —
Dm < sin(2k — 1) < sin((k — 1)7 + 5757). Finally, 0 < sin(2k — 1)8 < sin(g757). Therefore,
sin 2 > sin(2k — 1)5.

4.7 Phase Conditions

Figure @ and [ show the trace of states for the last two operations when k is even and odd,
respectively. Note that we only consider the Boolean function with the smaller weight because the
phase conditions are the same for the bigger weight case. At first, to rotate |1;_o) state to the first
cross point |A), 61 should satisfy the following equation

cos(2k—2)B—(—1)* cos

- sm(2k - 3)/8 2sin 8
Ryyy(01) | 0 =1y : (3)
—cos(2k — 3)8 - 005(216—3)6—;—1)’“ cos 8

As a result, 61 should be chosen as a value to satisfy the following equation

(—1)¥ cos 8 — cos 23 cos(2k — 2)3

sin 28 sin(2k — 2)3 )

cos bt =

Meanwhile, the value of y for the state |A) is calculated by y = sin 6 sin(2k — 2)3. With the
very similar approach we can find a condition for the value of 65, which should satisfy the following

equation
— cos(2k—2)B+(—1)* cos B
2sin B 0
Ry (02) [ —v =( 0 : (5)
— cos(2k—2)B8—(—1)* cos B _(_1)k
2cos 8
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Figure 5: Correctness of Modification of Last Two Operations

Finally, 6> can be chosen, which satisfies the following equation

(—1)¥ sin 23(y sin Oy — (—1)* sin 3)
cos Bcos28 — (—1)k cos(2k —2)8

cos 0y =

5 Comparison with Quantum Counting Method

To argue the efficiency of our algorithm, let us refer to the existing works on quantum counting
M, B, 2]. The existing algorithm exploits the period information of Grover iterations. From this
period information, one can guess the number of solutions. Hence, as like Shor’s factoring algorithm,
this is the task to find the period of Grover operations using quantum Fourier transform.
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Figure 6: Last Two Operations for Even k

Because we proposed a way to decide the weight from given special two weights, it is meaningful

to compare time complexity between our approach and the method based on quantum counting
with the same promise.

5.1 Quantum Counting

Counting problem is to find the number of solutions of a given Boolean function. Meanwhile,
Grover operation shows some kind period patterns with the iteration numbers. By this analysis,
we can count the number of solutions with quantum Fourier transform as shown in Algorithm B

Algorithm 5 Quantum Counting [ B, 2]

Let Cp:|m) @ [V) = [m) ® (Gr)™|¥)

Let Fp:lk) s o= 305 P I)

Vo) + W & W|0)[0)

|\If1> < CF |\If0>

|Wo) < |W¥y) after the second register is measured (optional )
U3) < FpelI|¥y) : 3 3

f < measure |V3)  (if f > P/2 then f <« (P —f))
output: N sin?(fr/P) (and f if needed)

S Guds o o =

5.2 Exploitation and Analysis of Quantum Counting for Weight of Boolean
Function

We analyze the quantum counting algorithm for three purposes. First, when a weight w is given,
how we can check the correctness of the given weight with how much time complexity. Second,
when two weights are given, how we can decide the real weight with how much time complexity.
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Figure 7: Last Two Operations for Odd k

Third, when n possible weights are given, how we can find the real weight with how much time
complexity.

5.2.1 Check Correctness of a Given Weight w

If a weight is given as w=sin?f, how can we check whether this is correct or incorrect and what
about time complexity? Let f = PO/x. If f were an integer, there would be two possibilities:
either f = 0 (which happens if ¢ = 0 or ¢t = N), in which case |¥3) = |0), or ¢ > 0, in which case
|W3) = a|f) +b|P— f), where a and b are complex numbers of norm 1/+/2 [ B, 2. In other words,
if we assume the value of P as kx /6, the measured value of f should be k. As a result, we can
easily check whether the given weight is correct or not by measuring |¥3). If the measured value
is k, the given weight is correct, otherwise incorrect. In this case, the time complexity is O(P).
Meanwhile, because we already know the value of @ in the initial time, we can find the smallest
s

integer value of P as k7. If 0 is 7, then P is just ka. Therefore, the time complexity of this case
is O(ka) when 6 is Z.

5.2.2 Decide Real Weight w from Two Given Weights w; and ws

From the previous section, we can know that when wy = Sin291(w2 = sin202) is given, we can find
the required number P for w;(wy) and the expected measured value as kj(k2). However, when we
want to decide which weight is real one, k1 and kg should be different because they are the clues to
distinguish. Therefore, we need to find the integer value P, which will be used for both two cases.
Two values of P are P} = kym/60; and Py = ko /62. Because we need to execute the algorithm only
once, P; and P, should be the same. Hence, k;7/6; should be equal to kem /63 and our job is to find
suitable k1 and ko. Meanwhile, if 81 = w/a; and 63 = 7/ay, P should be kja; = keas. Considering
the time complexity, we need to find the smallest integer value of P by Py = LCM (aq,as), where
LCM is the least common integer multiplier. Then, k1 = Ps/a; and ko = Ps/as. Finally, with the
value of P;, we evaluate the algorithm, and if the measured value of f is ki, we can say that the
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weight is wq. If the measured value of f is ko, we can say that the weight is wo. Time complexity
of this case is LC'M (a1, a3), where 61 is w/ay and 69 is 7/as.
Now we need to compare our method and the above method based on quantum counting when

wy +wy = 1. If wy = sin?(8=) and wy = sin(g8=) = cos?(4Z=), our method, Algorithm
“r kT “F

and @ can decide which one is real one in k£ many steps. On the other hand, the method based

on quantum counting needs P as 4k + 2 and if f is k, the real weight is w; and if (f) k4 1, the

real weight is ws. From this analysis, we can know that the method based on quantum counting is

less efficient than our method because the quantum counting method needs to exploit some period,

which requires several Grover operations.

5.2.3 Find Real Weight w from n Possible Weights

We can extend the previous result to a more general case. When n possible weights are given. Can
we decide which weight is real one? The most important thing in this problem is to find the smallest
integer value of Ps = LCM (ay,aq9,---,ay). Then, as the same method in the previous section, k;
should be P;/a;. From this analysis, we can find the real weight from the measured value fasif f
is k; then the real weight is w;. In this case, the time complexity is Ps = LCM (a1,as9,- -, ay).

6 Conclusion and Open Problems

In this work, we have investigated the application of Grover operators to distinguish weight of
Boolean function when two weights are given. Firstly, when we assume that the weight is the
number of solutions, we found that Algorithm Bl can find the exact weight with almost certainty.
Secondly, by exploiting the sure success Grover search method, we found a sure success weight
decision algorithm, Algorithm H with modification of the last two Grover operations with phase
conditions. Lastly, we have compared the proposed method to the quantum counting algorithm.
Because the quantum counting algorithm needs period information, which requires more Grover
operations, our method is more efficient than the quantum counting method.

On the other hand, until this work, we assume that two weights are given such as wN and
(1 — w)N. How about other cases such as wy and ws, where wy + wg # 1?7 Moreover, when three
or more weights are given, can we find the exact weight with the similar approach? This may be
attempted using the brief idea presented in Subsection Bl
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