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QUANTUM COMPUTING

OVERVIEW
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QUANTUM SUPER-POWER

QUANTUM PARALLELISM
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DEUTSCH-|OZSA PROBLEM

QUANTUM ALGORITHM
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CONSEQUENCES OF LINEARITY

BLESS OR CURSE!?

Duality Complementarity
(quantum parallelism) (no-cloning theorem)
- Abllity to try all possibilities at once * Only orthogonal states may be

discriminated/copliec

Super-power SUPEr-CUrse



QUANTUM ALGORITHMS: TWO FAMILIES

» Quantum Fourier Transform Basec

- Generalized Quantum Fourier Transform
- Quantum Schur Transform

+ Quantum Search Based

- Quantum Amplitude Amplification

- Quantum Signal Processing
- Quantum SingularValue Transform

» cf. Decoded Quantum Interferometry (arXiv: 24038.08292)



SAMPLING PROBLEMS

« RANDOM CIRCUIT SAMPLING

« BOSON SAMPLING
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... certain families of constant-depth,
2D random circurts can be
approximately simulated on a classical
computer In time only linear in the
number of qubits and gates, ...

PHYSICAL REVIEW X 12, 021021 (2022)

Efficient Classical Simulation of Random Shallow 2D Quantum Circuits

John C. Napp ,1 Rolando L. La Placa,1 Alexander M. Dalzell ,2 Fernando G. S. L. Brandﬁo,z’3 and Aram W. Harrow'

1Department of Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139, USA
*Institute for Quantum Information and Matter, Caltech, Pasadena, California 91125, USA
SAWS Center for Quantum Computing, Pasadena, California 91125, USA

® (Received 4 March 2021; revised 15 January 2022; accepted 14 February 2022; published 27 April 2022)

A central question of quantum computing is determining the source of the advantage of quantum
computation over classical computation. Even though simulating quantum dynamics on a classical
computer is thought to require exponential overhead in the worst case, efficient simulations are known to
exist in several special cases. It was widely assumed that these easy-to-simulate cases as well as any yet-
undiscovered ones could be avoided by choosing a quantum circuit at random. We prove that this intuition
is false by showing that certain families of constant-depth, 2D random circuits can be approximately
simulated on a classical computer in time only linear in the number of qubits and gates, even though the
same families are capable of universal quantum computation and are hard to exactly simulate in the worst
case (under standard hardness assumptions). While our proof applies to specific random circuit families, we
demonstrate numerically that typical instances of more general families of sufficiently shallow constant-
depth 2D random circuits are also efficiently simulable. We propose two classical simulation algorithms.
One is based on first simulating spatially local regions which are then “stitched” together via recovery
maps. The other reduces the 2D simulation problem to a problem of simulating a form of 1D dynamics
consisting of alternating rounds of random local unitaries and weak measurements. Similar processes have
recently been the subject of an intensive research focus, which has observed that the dynamics generally
undergo a phase transition from a low-entanglement (and efficient-to-simulate) regime to a high-
entanglement (and inefficient-to-simulate) regime as measurement strength is varied. Via a mapping
from random quantum circuits to classical statistical mechanical models, we give analytical evidence that a
similar computational phase transition occurs for both of our algorithms as parameters of the circuit
architecture like the local Hilbert space dimension and circuit depth are varied and, additionally, that the
effective 1D dynamics corresponding to sufficiently shallow random quantum circuits falls within the
efficient-to-simulate regime. Implementing the latter algorithm for the depth-3 “brickwork™ architecture,
for which exact simulation is hard, we find that a laptop could simulate typical instances on a 409 x 409
grid with a total variation distance error less than 0.01 in approximately one minute per sample, a task
intractable for previously known circuit simulation algorithms. Numerical results support our analytic
evidence that the algorithm is asymptotically efficient.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021021

I. MOTIVATION

Simulating quantum systems on classical computers
requires effort that scales exponentially with the size of
the quantum system, at least for a general-purpose simu-
lation. This was the original motivation of the field of
quantum computing, since it shows that time evolution
(natural or controlled) of quantum systems can perform

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI.

Subject Areas: Quantum Physics, Quantum Information
Statistical Physics

tasks that are intractable for classical computers. However,
many special cases are known where quantum time
evolution can be efficiently simulated, including limited
entanglement or interaction, free fermions, and Clifford
circuits. Understanding the boundary between classically
simulable and intractable gets at a crucial question: What
makes quantum computing powerful?

There are two main ways to answer this question
concretely. We can find more classes of easy-to-simulate
quantum dynamics, or we can find evidence that other
classes of quantum dynamics are hard for classical com-
puters to simulate. The latter approach is related to the goal
of quantum computational supremacy [1], which involves
finding a well-defined computational task with evidence
for classical intractability (usually based on a plausible

2160-3308/22/12(2)/021021(32) 021021-1 Published by the American Physical Society




QUANTUM FOURIER [ RANSFORM



CAN YOU DIAGONALIZE THESE!

AN — O — N

— O — N &) O\

S — N ™M N —

— N &) AN — O

AN & AN — O

D AN — O — N

AN O O O AN M

o O O AN M AN

O O AN & AN O

O AN & AN O O

AN & AN O O O

D AN OO O AN



TRANSLATIONAL SYMMETRY

(ABELIAN SYMMETRY)
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TRANSLATIONAL SYMMETRY

(ABELIAN SYMMETRY)



QUANTUM FOURIER TRANSFORM

(ABELIAN SYMMETRY)
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VWhy does it matter?

Abelian stabilizer problems (Kitaey, 1996)



EXAMPLE: SIMON'S PROBLEM

Simon (SIAM | Comp., 1997)

» Given:f: {0,1}" — {0,1}" and secrete string s € {0,1}"
» Condition: f(x) = f(y) fandonlyif x =y @ s.

» Goal: to find secrete s with as few queries to f as possible.

- Complexity: queries with © (2”_1) inputs (‘birthday paradox’).

» Quantum efficiency: O(n) assuming an structured ‘oracle’.



EXAMPLE: SIMON'S PROBLEM

AS AN ABELIAN HID

D

"N SURGROU

» Group: G := Z; with @ as multiplication

* Subgrou

. H := {0", s}

» Cosets: xH={x,xP s :x € G}
» Condition: f(x) = f(y) if and only if xH = yH

> PROBLEM




EXAMPLE SIMON'S PROBLEM

D1y @[0") = ) o) @ |f(x))

reG reG

=> Y |y+h)@|f(yH))

yH heH

_y (z y+h>) o | (yH))
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BIT-WISE QFT & O(n) MEASUREMENTS

D ly+hy= Yy fa) ()=

he H rceG he H
Y [y o
reG
= > ) (=1)"Y 1+ (=1)"”]
reG

Solve the binary linear equation x; - s = 0 for s.
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NON-ARELIAN SYMMETRY




VWHAT ABOUT THESE!?
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THEY ARE BLOCK-DIAGONALIZED ...
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- SIMULTANEOUSLY BY THIS. WHY?
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NON-ABELIAN GROUP

E.g. symmetric group of degree 3

S3 = ({12, T123})




GENERALIZED OFT
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THE SYMMETRIC GROUP S5
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ALL PERMUTATIONS ARE BLOCK-DIAGONALIZED ...
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VWhy does it matter?

Hidden subgroup problems (still unsolved)



COMPLEXITY OF QFT OVER §,

. Classical FFT, O(n°n!)

. Quantum algorithm (More et al,, 2004): O(n*log n)

+ Quantum algorithm (Kawano et al., 2016): O(n° log n)
. Quantum algorithm (in preparation): O(n*log n)?
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QUANTUM FOURIER TRANSFORM
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SEMICLASSICAL QFT
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APPLICATIONS

QUANTUM SCHUR TRANSFORM



T HREE-LEVEL ATOMS IN A CAVITY
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Chen, Chesi, Choi (PRA, 2022)



A SYSTEM OF MANY d-LEVEL ‘ATOMS’
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A SYSTEM OF MANY d-LEVEL ‘ATOMS’

Us1) ®@s2) @+ ®|sp) s, =0,1,---,d—1j}
©e6e6eeae @
N:=d">1

» Can one handle smaller matrices!
» Ford = 2,5U(2) theory helps.
+ Symmetries: permutations (S,), unitaries (U )




SCHUR DUALITY

Vc(?n:@yA@)W)\
A

V) : irreducible representation of S,

W, : irreducible representation of U™



QUANTUM SCHUR [ RANSFORM
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Bacon, Chuang, Harrow (2007)
Krovi (2019)
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ENTANGLEMENT REVIVAL IN LAMBDA MATTER

Chen, Chesi, Choi (PRA, 2022)
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UNIVERSAL ENTANGLEMENT REVIVAL

Entanglement-revival dynamics: (a)
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