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We propose a quantum algorithm for finding eigenvalues ofunrgitary matrices. We show how to construct,
through interactions in a quantum system and projectivesmrements, a non-Hermitian or non-unitary matrix
and obtain its eigenvalues and eigenvectors. This propasabines ideas of frequent measurement, measured
guantum Fourier transform, and quantum state tomographgrovides a generalization of the conventional
phase estimation algorithm, which is limited to Hermitiaruaitary matrices.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Ac, 03.67.Lx

I. INTRODUCTION rithm (MPEA) to evaluate eigenvalues mbn-Hermitian ma-
trices. This provides a potentially useful generalizatibthe
conventional PEA. Our proposal uses ideas from convertiona
r:’EA, frequent measurement, and techniques in one-qutst sta
tomography. This proposal can be used to design quantum al-

orithms apart from those based on the standard unitary cir-

uit model. The proposed quantum algorithm is designed for
systems with large dimension, when the correspondingielass
cal algorithms for obtaining the eigenvalues of the nontargi
matrices become so expensive that it is impossible to imple-
ment on a classical computer.

The structure of this work is as follows: In S&d. Il we intro-

duce how to construct a non-Hermitian evolution matrix for

unitary evolution operation, performing the inverse quamt a quantum system. In SClIll, we present the measurement-

) ; : o based phase estimation algorithm, introducing two methods
E%Zr)l(equ}lr)?tr;sform (QFT), and measuring binary digits of thefor obtaining the complex eigenvalues of the non-Hermitian

evolution matrix. We give two examples for the application
The PEA is at the heart of a variety of quantum algo-of MPEA and discuss how to construct Hamiltonian for per-

rithms, including Shor’s factoring algorithmi [3]. A number forming the controlled unitary operation in SEC] IV. In S€k.

of applications of PEA have been developed, including genwe discuss the success probability of the algorithm andfthe e

erating eigenstates associated with an operator [4], akalu ficiency of constructing the non-Hermitian matrix. We close
ing eigenvalues of differential operators [5], and it hasbe with a conclusion section.

generalized using adaptive measurement theory to achieve a

guantum-enhanced measurement precision at the Heisenberg

limit [6]. The PEA with delays considering the effects of dy- II. CONSTRUCTING NON-UNITARY MATRICES
namical phases has also been discussed [7]. The implementa-
tion of an iterative quantum phase estimation algorithnhwit

a smg_le ancillary q_ub|t is suggested as a benchmark fo"J.mUIFa quantum system. A bipartite system, composed of subsys-
gubit implementations [8]. The PEA has also been applied INamsA andB. evolves under Hamiltonian

guantum chemistry to obtain eigenenergies of molecular sys '
tems [9) 10]. This application has been demonstrated in a re- H=Hait H H 1
cent experiment[11]. Moreover, several proposals hava bee At Hp+ Hab, @)

made to estimate_ the_phase ofa quantum (_:ircuit [12], and _th\‘/?/hereHA () is the Hamiltonian of subsysteA(B) andH 4
use _of phase_estlmatlons fo_r various algorithms [13, 14], inig their interaction. We prepare the initial state of subsys
cluding factoring and searching. Ain its pure statép 4 ) (4| and the initial state of subsystem
The conventional PEA is only designed for finding eigen-B in an arbitrary statg ;. Then at timg = 0, the state of the
values of either a Hermitian or a unitary matrix. In this pa-systemisp, = |p4){p4| ® pp. Let the system evolve under
per, we propose a measurement-based phase estimation algfee HamiltonianH for a time intervalr, if subsystemA is

One of the most important tasks for a quantum compute
would be to efficiently obtain eigenvalues and eigenveaibrs
high-dimensional matrices. It has been suggested [1] tigat t
guantum phase estimation algorithm (PEA) [2] can be use
to obtain eigenvalues of a Hermitian matrix or Hamiltonian.
For a quantum system with a Hamiltonidh, a phase fac-
tor, which encodes the information of eigenvaluesthfis
generated via unitary evolutioli = exp(—iH 7). By eval-
uating the phase, we can obtain the eigenvalueH ofThe
conventional PEA consists of four steps: preparing anahiti
approximated eigenstate of the Hamiltonidnimplementing

Now we describe how to construct non-unitary matrices on
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subject to a projective measuremeéit= |p4,){w 4| applied and let the system evolve under the Hamiltonian in Hg. (
at time intervalr, this is equivalent to driving subsysteBr  Then after performingr successful projective measurements
with an evolution matrix on subsystenfA with time intervalsr, the evolution on the
Hilbert space of subsysteBiis driven by[Vz(7)]™, and the
VB(7) = (palexp (—iHT) [p4). (2)  state of subsysteid evolves to[[15]

This evolution matrix is in general neither unitary nor Herm - _[vs (T)]mpB [Vg ()]

tian. 5 (m) = B0 () :
The HamiltonianH of the whole quantum system can be

spanned as: where

m

(10)

P (m) = Tra{[Va(m)]"pp[VE (D)™} (11)

D
H= Z Ej|E;)(E;l, 3) s the probability of finding subsyster still in state | 4)
j=1 after each of then measurements.
with eigenenergies?;, and the corresponding eigenvectors 1€ evolution matri®/s () can be spanned as
|E;) can be spanned in terms of tensor products of basis vec- Vi(r) = Z Alur) (on, (12)
k

tors {|1)} and {|¢»?)} of Hilbert spaces of subsystems
and B, which are of dimension® 4 and Dp, respectively,

andD = D, x Dp. Using the bases fokandB, we have ~ Wherefuy,) and (v;| are the right- and left-eigenvectors of
Vs(7) and \; is the corresponding eigenvalue |[15] satisfy-
Das D ing 0 < |X\| < 1. In the largem limit, the operator
|E;) = Z Z fﬁTIw?> ® [vB), (4)  [Vg(r)]™ is dominated by a single terx”,. |tmax) (Vmax|»
k=1r=1 provided the largest eigenvalug,. is unique, discrete, and

. . imi niter. (7
and the evolution matrix on subsystdnafter the measure- non-degenerate. In the limit of large and finiter, pj; " (m)
ment M performed on subsyster at time intervalr, be- tends to a pure state, independent of the initial (mixedgsta

comes of subsystenB. The final state ofog) (m) is dominated by
|umax), @and this outcome is found with probability [15]

Dp
Va(r) = (e o) = Y Vi) W2, B) P (m) — [Amax]*™ (thmax [ Umax) (Vmax| 05| Vmax) - (13)
r,s=1

The state of subsysteBievolves tojunm.x), after performing
where a number of operations &fz (7). Then we can evaluate,,.x
by resolving the phase of the state. If we prepare the initial

V.= ie,mﬂ %’: ng ljs*CI?ClA*a (6) s‘gate of subsysterB in a pure initial state that is close to an
. eigenstate of the matrik(7), the state of the subsysteBn
=1 k=1 can evolve to other eigenstates4f. Then we can also obtain
and the corresponding eigenvaluesiaf (7).
Based on the above analysis, we suggest a measurement-
e = (). (7)  based phase estimation algorithm for evaluation of thereige

. ) values of the matrixVz (7). As in the circuit shown in
_More generally, we can construct different evolution ma-gig. 1(q), three quantum registers are prepared. From top to
trices by performing measurements on subsystemith dif-  pottom: an index register, a target register and an intieigct
ferent time intervals and/or different measurement baSes. register. The index register is a single qubit, which is used

example, by sequentially performing projective measuréme s control qubit and to readout the final results for the eigen

with time intervalsry, 72, 73, an evolution matrix values; the target register is used to represent the state
subsystenB; and the interacting register represents the state
VB(T1,72,73) = VB(73)VB(T2)VB(T1) (8) |¢A>>(/)fsubsystemi\. gre P

is constructed. We can also combine unitary evolution matri | "€ initial state of the circuit is prepared in the state
ces with the non-unitary transformations on subsysketn 10)(0] ® pp ® |04 )P al, (14)

construct some desired evolution matrices. . )
with subsystemA in a pure statéy ) (¢ 4], and subsystem

B in statepz. The construction of the controlled evolution

Ill. MEASUREMENT-BASED QUANTUM PHASE matrix Vg (7) on the target register is achieved by imple-
ESTIMATION ALGORITHM menting the controlled unitary(J-U) transformation for the

whole quantum system and successfully performing the pro-

For the bipartite system, set the initial state of the system Jjective measurememt/ = | 4)(p 4| on the interacting regis-

a separable state ter with time intervalr. Note here for the unitary transforma-
tion U = exp (—iHt), we sett such thatn projective mea-

po = lea){eal ® pg, (9) surements are performed successfully on subsystahthe



time intervalr, while the unitary transformation of the whole
system evolves for time period After performingm suc- |O> H T - ;1\
cessful periodic measurements on the interacting register
time intervalsr, as shown in Figl(b), the state of the system yo A
is transformed to U
5{|o><0| ®pp+1)(1 @ [Va(r)] " ps[Vh(r)] } 2 (m)
®lea)pal- 15 ()
The dominant term of this is
1 Y(m):_NMNM_...NM_
5 [0+ Q)™ 1) [Jomlla). @0 ot 7
< >|
and the state of the m?ex gubit is dominated by (b) mr
o) = 7500+ Q™) @7

| | . | b d b ith FIG. 1. Quantum circuit for measurement-based phase estima
n general Auax IS @ complex number and can be Written as  4qorithm (MPEA) using quantum state tomograph (QST) a@gio
Ao = exp (i) = exp i (a + ib)]. 18 Part @) shqws the C.IrCUIt for the MP!EA using QST From. top to
e p (i) pli( ) (18) bottom, an index register, a target register and an integoggister

We can obtain\,,. by resolving the phase factor are prepared in the statfy, p5, and|e 4 ), respectively. The index
] register is a single qubit used as control qubit; the targgister is
¢ = (a+ib). (19) used to represent the state of subsysRrand the interacting reg-

ister is used to represent the state of subsyséemvhich interacts

. TV;IO apt?troachets car: l?e tused to rl,? SONSF% (I)G usmg with B. Part b) shows the circuit for performing: projective mea-
single-qubit quantum state tomography (QST) [16], &ndl surements with period. In the circuit, the unitary transformation

using the measured quantum Fourier transform (MQFT) COMyy o (—it), we sett such thatn projective measurements are

bined with projective measurements on a single qubit. Th@erformed successfully on subsysténseparated by a time interval

details of these two approaches are given below. 7, while the unitary transformation of the whole system eeslfor
timet.

A. Approach using single-qubit state tomography

_ B. Approach using measured quantum Fourier transform
Quantum state tomography can fully characterize the quan- combined with projective measurements

tum state of a particle or particles through a series of ntreasu
ments in different bases [16,/117]. In the approach using QST
to resolve the eigenvalue of the matfi (7), we prepare a
large number of identical copies of the state on the indexqu
[ing), @S shown in Eq.1(), by running the MPEA circuit a
number of times. Then the value &f,.. can be obtained by
determining the index qubit state.
The state of the index qubit in EqLq) can be written as

1
[ting) = 75

In the QST approach, we perform a projective measurement N Order to resolve: up ton binary digits using the in-
on the index qubit in the basjs) (1| to obtain the probability ~Verse QFT, one has to construct a series of controlled evo-
of finding the index qubit in staté), thus obtaining the value Ution matricesC-V(r), in successive binary powers, from
of b. With the knowledge ob, then perform ar/2 rotation (n — 1) to 0. In the MPEA, this is done by implementing
around ther-axis and a measurement in the basis of the Paulihe C-U okperayor! on the whole system and performing a
matrix o, on the index qubit, we can obtain the observable S€ries of2" periodic measurements separated .by time inter-
valst fork = (n — 1),(n — 2),---,0, respectively. The
(1g| exp (_ﬂ%) &, €xXp (ﬂam) W) (21)  C-U operation evolves for a time during which all the mea-
4 4 surements are performed successfully on the interactipg re
and thus obtain the value of ister. Then we can obtain a series of controlled transforma-
The measurement errors of QST, from counting statisticstion matrices in binary powerQ—[VB(r)]Qk, k= (n-1),
obey the central limit theorem. To obtain more accurate re{n — 2),---, 0. In Fig. 2(c), we show the circuit for the
sults, we have to prepare a larger ensemble of the singlé qubith projective measurement with periad W (k), where the
states. measuremend/ = |p,)(p .| is performed2* times with

In the second approach, we use the techniques of measured

bquantum Fourier transform and projective measurements to
resolve the eigenvalue of the matfik (7). The phases which
encode the eigenvaluesdg (7) are in general complex num-
bers; the inverse QFT can be used to resolve the reatpdrt
the phasep = (a + ib). The imaginary parb of the phase
factor, p, can be obtained by performing single-qubit projec-
tive measurements. The details of this method are discussed

(10) +exp [m (b +ia)][1)).  (20) below.



period 7 on the interacting register, while the whole sys-

tem evolves under the controlled unitary operatiéon The |0> Q,.—H /ﬂ
measurements on the interacting register are sequergiHy
formedW(n — 1), W(n —2),--- ,W(0). Then, correspond- Pg
ingly, on the index qubit, we obtain single qubit states as

1 1

V2 V2
1

’ﬁ(lm + Amax|1))- (22)

Afterward, we can retrieve binary digits of the real patrt of b ottt T m R, r

the phase factap, of A\,.x, by performing a mQFT.

U

[92)—~—1 W

[10)+ w11

(a)

10) + Amax)> " |1>} )

The mQFT technique implements a QFT using only a sin- L)
gle qubit [18] 19]. It uses the fact that gates within the keyur
transform are applied sequentially on qubits. This modifi- - W(n—2) — e oo W) -

cation of the QFT algorithm preserves the probabilities of
all measurements [19]. The procedure for obtaining the rea\(b)
part of the phase factor of,.x by using mQFT is shown in
Fig. 2(a), where the circuit in the dotted square is replaced by
circuits in the dotted squares shown in Ei¢p), sequentially W(k): —_~ ~ .o ~_
obtainingn binary digits ofa. The details of this procedure T T T
are shown below. L <
The initial state of the MPEA circuit is prepared as in (C) r~ k 1
Eq. (14). After performing thekth periodic measurements 2z
W (k) on the interacting register, the dominant term of the
state of the system becomes FIG. 2: Quantum circuit for a measurement-based phase astim
algorithm (MPEA) using measured quantum Fourier transétion.
L {|O> + /\2’c |1>] [tmas) @ 4)- (23) Part (a) shows the circuit for the MPEA. From top to bottomiratex
V2 max max/1r A register, a target register and an interacting registepeepared in
The state of the index qubit can be written as

the stateg|0) + |1))/v/2, pg, and | ,), respectively. The index
register is a single qubit used as control qubit and to perfoQFT;
1 the target register is used to represent the state of sens¥stand
[Ying) = —= [|O> + exp (i(a + ib)2k) |1>} the interacting register is used to represent the statebsfystemA,
V2 which interacts withB. The circuit in the dotted square in (a) is used
1 . for obtaining thenth binary digit of the real part of the phase factor.
NG [|0> +exp (_b2k) exp (m2k) |1>] @4 g part (b), a sequence of circuits inside the dashed sqisussd to
replace the circuit in the dashed square in paxti6 order to resolve
In order to resolve the real parbf the phase factog, we first  from the g — 1)th to the first binary digits of the real part of the phase
need to obtain the value éf the imaginary part of the phase factor. Here H is the Hadamard gat€);, is a single-qubit rotation
factor. This can be achieved by using a single-qubit prisject as defined in Eq.27) and Ry, is a single-qubit rotation in quantum
measurement. One can prepare an ensemm@ngf and per- Fourier transform. P-art (C)-ShOWS the Cil’C-Uit Tor thiehH” partlal
form projective measuremenits) (1. The value ofy can be measurementV (k) with period 7. In the circuit, for the unitary

: i : : : transformationU' = exp(—iHt), we sett such that all projective
%b;?;r:;(i;hrough the probability for observing the indekigu measurements are performed successfully on subsystghile the

Let unitary transformation of the whole system evolves for time

1 1/2
TR = ﬁ [1 + exp (—b2k+1)} , (25)
and let us run MPEA again and perform a single qubit operawhereq, = 1/4/2[1 + exp (b2"+1)]. Then we apply the

tion Q, on the index qubit such that the index qubit is rotatedMQFT technique to resolve the real parof the phase fac-
to state tor o = (a + ib). We therefore obtain the eigenvalue

exp|i(a + ib)| of the matrixVz (7).

o) = ri— [[0) + exp (ia2) |1>] (26)

-l

where the single-qubit operatid@py, is defined as

In the MPEA, thenth binary digit of the phase factor is
retrieved first, and the partial measurement on the intieigct
register is performed in sequencef—!, 272 to 2" times.

1+ b2 e—ta2® (1 _ eb2’“) This procedure provides high fidelity for the state of thgéar
Qr = gk ok [ pok - , (27)  register since each measurement drives the state of thet targ
e (8 - 1) 1+e register closer tduyax), the eigenstate df (7).



IV. EXAMPLES OF MEASUREMENT-BASED PHASE
ESTIMATION

A. Phase estimation for the Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian

Now we use a simple model to show how MPEA works. We

consider here a quantum system consisting of two subsystems

A andB, whereB contains two non-interacting spin qubiBs,
andB,; and subsystem is a photon. The whole system is
described by the Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian [20]

‘;[b(of +o3)+bl (o7 +o3)],

(28)
whereb (b') is a bosonic annihilation (creation) operator of the
photons. Consider the casg = w;, and perform projective
measurements in the basis of a single photon §tate = |1).
Then we have

H = wob'b+w; (6% +03) +

Ve(r) = diag{l, [3 + 2cos(\/ﬁrj)]/5 X e 2iwoT
COS(\/ETJ)eiwor7cos(\/§7—J)}, (29)

in the ordered basi§|1, s), |1,¢4),[1,t0), |1,¢—) }, where

1
) = 5 (001) = 10}, [£4) = 11
) = —(01)+10). ) = [00).  (30)

Lett = 1/2 andwy = wy = J = 1, then we construct an
evolution matrixVz () as

Ve(r) = diag{l, [3+2cos(V10/2)] /5 x e,

cos(\/é/Q)e_i/Q,cos(\/i/Q)}. (31)

On the MPEA circuit, now let us prepare the target registe
in a mixed state:

pp = i<|s><s| + [t )t ] + [to) (to] + |t><t|)7 (32)

and the interacting register in state,) = |1). Then im-
plement the controlled Hamiltonian of EQg) for a timet

during which the projective measurements on the intergctin

register are performed successfully. After a series ofgquroj
tive measurements, in the basis|gf,) = |1), on the inter-
acting register, the state of the target register evolvessio-

glet statels), which corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of

Vi (7). We resolve the corresponding phase as zero, thus i
eigenvalue is one. The survival probabilif{™) (m), of the
state|¢ ) = |1) on the interacting register after successful
measurements, and the fidelity(™) (m), for the target reg-
ister to be in statéumax), are shown in Fig3. The fidelity
F()(m) is defined as

<UmaX|PSBT) (m)|Umax)

<umax|umax>

F® (m) = (33)
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FIG. 3: Survival probabilityP(m) (a) and fidelity F'(m) (e) for
lp4) = |1) versusm, the number of successful measurement, for
the Jaynes-Cummings model.

SinceF (") (m) is close to one, the success probability is de-
termined byP(") (m).

If we prepare the target register in a pure initial state ihat
close to an eigenstate of the matiiy, by applying MPEA,
the state of the target register can evolve to other eigerssta
of V. Then we can also obtain the corresponding eigenvalues
of V.

For example, applying MPEA to the above system and
preparing the target register in state), by performing pro-
jective measurements withp,) = |1) on the interacting
register, the state of the target register would remain @ th
|t4) state. We can retrieve the real part of the phase fac-
tor of the corresponding eigenvalue up to an accuracy, of
8 and16 binary digits, respectively, and obtain the eigenval-
ues of the matrice®¥p asexp[—0.5177 — i27(0.25 £ 0.25)],
exp[—0.5177 — i27(0.160 + 0.008)], and exp[—0.5177 —
i27(0.15918 +0.00003)], assuming we have already obtained
the imaginary part of the eigenvalue &} through projec-
tive measurements. The true eigenvaluexis(—0.5177 — i),
which is quite close.

To implement a controlled unitary evolution on the MPEA
circuit, we set the control qubit as a single spin and labas it
subsystenC. Thus, the controlled Hamiltonian of the whole
system becomes

H (1-0é)H =

N =

1

3 (1- aé){wobTb—i-wl(a’f +03)+
J 4 t - _
§[b(01 +03)+b (o] +03)] ¢ (34)

ts
This Hamiltonian contains three-body interactions and-can

not be implemented directly. One could decompose the three-
body interaction into two-body interactions [21] 22] andrih
implement the two-body interaction. In general, an arbjtra
unitary matrixU = exp (—iHt) can be decomposed [23,24]
into tensor products of unitary matrices fx 4 and2 x 2,
which correspond to two- and single-qubit operations respe
tively, and can be implemented on a universal quantum com-



gubits are needed to represent it on a quantum computer. In
this paper, we have tried to represent a non-unitary matrix o

A a quantum system by performing periodic projective measure
ments. Whether an arbitrary matrix can be constructed using
this technique still remains an open problem, and this would
A be a subject for future study.

09 @

P(m)
o
[}
T
>

a A. Implementation of the controlled nonunitary
N transformation

0l . . . . . . . . . In the conventional PEA, the phase factor is resolved
' 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 through a quantum Fourier transform. To resolve the binary
Number of measurements m expansion of the phase, uptobinary digits, one has to im-

plementn controlled unitary transformations in successive bi-
FIG. 4: Survival probabilityP(m) for | 4) = [1) versusm, the  nary powersC-U2" ", C-U?""*,... ,C-U?".
number of successful.measurem(.ants, by usingtheigenstate as In the MPEA approach of using mQFT combined with
the measurement basis for the axial symmetry model. projective measurements to obtain the eigenvaluedgf

we need to implement the controlled transformations in suc-

cessive binary powersC-V2" ' (7), C-VE" *(7),--- ,C-
VB?O(T), and followed by the corresponding mQFT circuit as
shown in Fig2. The controlled transformatiortiErVB?"71 (1),

B. Phase estimation for the axial symmetry model C—V§n72(7), . C-V§O (7), are achieved by implementing
the controlled Hamiltonian on the whole system only once
For another example, we consider the axial symmetryand during a timet until the successful measurements on
model [20]. This is relevant for quantum information prases the interacting register finish, and performing measurdémen
ing in solid state|[25-27] and atomic [28] systems. The quani¥ (n — 1), W(n — 2),--- ,W(0), i.e., a series of periodic
tum system is composed of two subsystekandB, whereB ~ measurements (each one separated by the time interfad
contains two non-interacting spins, and subsystecontains  27~! 27n=2 ... 20 times on the interacting register, respec-
a single spin interacting with subsysténThe Hamiltonian tively.
for the whole system is [20]

-
N

puter.

H = g[X(Xl +Xo)+Y (Y1 + YQH’ (35) B. Success probability
whereX andY are the Pauli operators. By performing pro-  The success probability of the MPEAR™ (m) P(™) (m),
jective measurements on subsystarim the basis of ther.-  whereF (") (m) is the fidelity of the state on the target register
eigenvector, then in the badi&), |t4 ), |to), [t—)}, we obtain  to be in the eigenstate &z () after performingn successful
measurements, anl™) (m) is the probability of performing
. m successful measurements on the interacting register. Note
Va(r) = dlag{l, L, cos (\/57‘]) 08 (\/ﬁTJ) }’ (36)  thatp(®) (m) depends 0M\,.x|, and also on the initial guess
of the state on the target register as shown in E8). (Since
operating on subsysteB: If we prepare the initial state of the £(7) () is close to one as the number of successful measure-
target register in statg), then the fidelity of the target reg- mentsm increases, the success probability is determined by
ister to be in stat¢to) is 1 after performing a number of suc- P(") ().
cessful measurements on the interacting register. Forab® ¢ |t must be emphasized that the present quantum algorithm
J = 2andr = 1, the corresponding eigenvaluei9.951363. s designed for systems with larges (the dimension of sub-
The success probability of the successful measurementon thyystemB), when the corresponding classical algorithms for
interacting register versus the number of measurementeon t pbtaining the eigenvalues %; (1) become so expensive that
interacting register is shown in Fig. From that figure, we itis impossible to implement on a classical computer. The ef
can see that even faf successful measurements, we can stillficiency of our algorithndoesdepend orP(™) (m). Note that
have a success probability 087. the success probability of projective measurements omthe i
teracting register decreases exponentially in terms ofhen
[Amax| < 1. This is not an essential obstacle because this
V. DISCUSSION exponential decrease can be overcome by running the algo-
rithm for a number of times to prepare a large fix¢dnum-
On a quantum computer, a unitary matrix can be efficientlyber of copies of the index qubit state as shown in Bg).(
represented, i.e., for a unitary matrix of dimensisnonly s In the QST approach to obtaiy,.., the measurement errors



of QST obey the central limit theorem. Accurate results caimeasurement performed oh does not depend on the qubit
be obtained by preparing a larger ensemble of the singlé qubhumbern g of the subsystenB, on which the matrix/z is
states. The tomographic estimation converges with statistconstructed. Therefore, the measurementiazan avoid the
cal error that decreases s /2, whereN is the number of  exponential scaling with respect to the size of subsysiem
copies prepared in the QST and is not relevardip Note that the corresponding classical algorithms scad® as

Also, in the approach of using single-qubit QST to obtain
the eigenvalues o¥5(7), we prepare a number of copies of
the index qubit state as shown in £QO). If we have a good VI. CONCLUSION
initial guess of the eigenstate &%(7), then, as shown in the
second example, we can still obtain a high success protyabili
(F()(m) P(") (m)) for the algorithm and this does not require
a largem.

The other eigenvalues &fz can be obtained by setting the
initial state of the target register in a pure state. If therev
lap of the initial guess of the eigenstate with the real eigen
state is not exponentially small amd is a fixed number, the

ilitg(7) () i i
success probabilitg™™ (m) P77 (m), for preparing a index state of the target register is driven automatically to aepur

ubit state as shown in E is not exponentially small. ) . : . .
g 20 P y tate of the transformation matrix. Using single-qubitesta-

Then each copy of the index qubit state can be prepared ing : oY ) S
polynomial number of trials. mography and mQFT combined with single-qubit projective

measurements, we can obtain the complex eigenvalues of the
non-unitary matrix. The success probability of the alduorit
and the efficiency of constructing the matkiy (7) have been
discussed. This algorithm can be used to study open quantum
ystem and in developing other new quantum algorithms.

We have presented a measurement-based quantum phase
estimation algorithm to obtain the eigenvalues and the cor-
responding eigenvectors of non-unitary matrices. In MPEA,
we implement the unitary transformation of the whole sys-
tem only once; the non-unitary matrix is constructed as the
evolution matrix on the target register. By performing peri
odic projective measurements on the interacting register,

C. Efficiency for projective measurements

Anotherissue that needs to be addressed is the efficiency fcs)
implementing the projective measureméit = |p4) (4|,
which is linked to the efficiency of constructing the non-
unitary matrixVz (7), therefore connected to the efficiency Acknowledgments
of the algorithm. Since the measuremaifitis a non-unitary
process, it cannot be implemented deterministically. Aéso FN acknowledges partial support from DARPA, Air Force
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