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We describe criteria for implementation of quantum comgortein qudits. A qudit is al-dimensional system
whose Hilbert space is spanned by sta@s|1), ..., |d — 1). An important earlier work of Mathukrishnan and
Stroud [1] describes how to exactly simulate an arbitrary unitary artiple qudits using a@— 1 parameter
family of single qudit and two qudit gates. Their technige®ased on the spectral decomposition of unitaries.
Here we generalize this argument to show that exact univgréallows given a discrete set of single qudit
Hamiltonians and one two-qudit Hamiltonian. The technidpieelated to theQR-matrix decomposition of
numerical linear algebra. We consider a generic physicgtegy in which the single qudit Hamiltonians are a
small collection oﬂ-|J?<k =hQ(k)(j| + ) (k) andH]yk =hQ(ilk)(j| —i|j){k|). A coupling graph results taking
nodes 0...., d— 1 and edgeg « k iff H}(ky are allowed Hamiltonians. One qudit exact universalityofob
iff this graph is connected, and complete universality Itestithe two-qudit HamiltoniarH = —hQ|d —1,d —
1%<d —1,d—1|is also allowed. We discuss implementation in the eight dsi@nal ground electronic states of
8/Rb and construct an optimal gate sequence using Raman lasesp

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 03.67.Lx

I. INTRODUCTION in many physical systems, single qudit control is a well dleve
oped technology that can be done with high precision. Sec-
ond, there is some evidence that the error thresholds ftir fau

An ”_“f"“a“F tht_aorﬁtlc cg_nstlruct .llj.se? Illn thef field hOf quanslerant computation improve when the encoding is done with
tum information is the qubit. Its utility follows from thersr , audits wherl > 2 and prime ]

ple but significant recognition that all two dimensional su ) o o
spaces, regardless of the underlying physical system, ean b Prévious work by Brylinski and Brylinski proves the nec-
regarded as informationally equivalent. This has madest po €5Sary and sufficient criteria for exact qudit universdity

sible to discuss quantum computation in terms of singletqubiEXact universality means that any unitary and, by unitary ex
and two qubit gates without the need to analyze the specififension to a larger Hilbert space, aguantum processcan
interactions that realize operations within a physicatesys b_e S|mulat_ed with zero error. The authors show t_hat arlyltrar_
or between subsystems. An important issue in this regard i$n9le qudit gates complemented by one entangling two qudit
that a necessary condition fefficientquantum computation 93t 1S needed. Thqr method is not constructive. Muthbikris

is the existence of an underlying tensor product structare o"@n and Stroudl] give a constructive procedure for an exact
the Hilbert space/. If all computation were performed on a Simulation of an arbitrary unitary amqudits using single qu-
singled = dim(#f) level system then some physical resourcedit @nd two qudit gates. Their approach uses the spectral de-
such as space or energy would grow with the dimension of th§0mMposition of unitaries and involves a gate library caimgs
system P]. In contrast, the analogous resources grow p0|y_of a family of continuous parameter gates. Here we describe
logarithmically with the dimension when the system is com-&n @Pproach that uses tt@R decompositions on unitaries to
posed of many subsystems. By this argument, a computati(ﬁ_‘f:h'eve exact universal computation on qudits. This canstr

performed on qubitéd = 2) is in some sense the most effi- tion has the advantage that the single qudit gates are gedera
cient foliation of Hilbert space. by a fixed set of Hamiltonians that couple pairs of statesén th

) . single qudit logical basis. The gates perform rotationsapa
Nevertheless, there are compelling reasons to consideferized by one angle, about orthogonal axes within the-asso
computation on qudits witkl > 2. First, most physical im- - ¢jated two dimensional subspace. Additionally, our decom-
plementations encode qubits in a subspace of a larger H'Ibef)osition requires only one fixed two qudit gate, the congall
space. Using higher dimensional subspaces already endowggrement gatéCINC) gate. This gate can be simulated by
in these systems may be more efficient in terms of the nUMs; mostd — 1 instances of a two-qudit Hamiltonidty that
ber of interacting gates needed for an algorithm that acts on generates a phase on a single product state of two qudits. Suc

Hilbert space of fixeq dimension. This i_s critical forerrone  jnteractions can be engineered in many atom optical systems
trol because interactions between qudits tend to open etann

for interactions with the decohering environment. By casty In this paper, the general results_are_ developed W'th close
contact to the example of computation in the- 8 qudit en-

coded in the ground hyperfine states®@Rb. In Sec.Il we

describe the construction of single qudit unitaries usimg t
*Electronic addresgavin.brennen@nist.gov QRdecomposition. We introduce a coupling graph to describe
tElectronic addresleary@cs.umd.edu h_ow states are connepted to each other .by physical Hamllto-
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http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0407223v1
mailto:gavin.brennen@nist.gov
mailto:oleary@cs.umd.edu
mailto:stephen.bullock@nist.gov

state may not be connected to every other state. However, We next illustrate the idea of a Givens rotation by way of
provided the graph is connected, an efficient decompositioexample, retaininy as above. We may chookka Givens
can be found. Multiqudit computation is addressed in Secrotation so as to zero the matrix elemgbtVv)q_10 (Where
[II. It is shown that a single two-qudit gate when combinedthe indices run (L, --- ,d — 1.) Specifically, suppose that

with single qudit gates suffices to generate arbitrary two qu

dit unitaries and hence completes the requirements fortexac

|dn,2

universality. In the appendix we show how to convert between

the gate library introduced here and the family of gates used
Ref. [1]. Finally, we conclude with a summary of the results
in Sec.IV.

1. ONE-QUDIT UNITARIES

We pick a fixed gate library for single qudit operations in-
volving rotations about non orthogonal axes of two dimen
sional subspaces. Within each subsp#g the gates are
generated by the two Hamiltonians:

Hiji = RQ(Ii) (K + [K)(j]),  Hj = RQ(=i[j)(K +i|k><j|)(-1)

For convenience of notation, we assume the strength of each

coupling is equal t® and leave the time each Hamiltonian

is applied as a free parameter. Any unitary in the two dimen-

sional subspace can be written

Uj,k(ya o, e) exp

—iy(sin(8) cog @) ( |j) (k| + [K)(j| )
+ sin(8) sin(g) (—i[j) (k| +ilk)(j| )
+ cos0) (1)l ~ KK |

) Ly .
o eleJ?(kt/ﬁ e*'ijtl/ﬁ eleijt”/ﬁ

2)
for the appropriaté,t’,t” using the XYX Euler angle decom-
position []. In some cases, the two Hamiltonians in Eq.

1 can be turned on simultaneously. By adjusting the rela-

tive strengths of the couplings, one can then realize any r

tation about an axis on the equator of the Bloch sphere in th

two dimensional subspace. For brevity, we wkitg (Y, ¢)

e’i(Cos{‘p)Hixk+5i”(‘p>HJyk>y/(ﬁQ>, where it is understood that if the

couplingsHi,, HJyk cannot be turned on together tHep(y, )
requires three elementary gates.

Realization of an arbitrary unitary evolutiane U (d") re-
quires two steps. The first corresponds @Rdecompaosition
[6] of the matrixv.

e Using the allowed set of Hamiltonians, we may re-
alize matrices ofGivens rotationgphysically. These
are described in the next paragraph. Generically, th
QRdecomposition writes an invertible =UT, where
U = G1G3...Gy is a product of Givens rotations and
hence unitary and is upper triangular. Note that if
G =V is unitary, then so likewise i§ = UG, whence

T isin this case a diagonal matrix which applies relative

phases to computational basis states.

Ug-1d-2(V: @) = cogy) —ie'sin(y)

—ie ®sin(y) cogy)
(3)
Here, we choose the angigsp as follows:
tany = |Vd,1,0/Vd,2,0| (4)
® = T/2+argvy-20) —argva-10)

wherevmp are the entrees of the unitavi Then lettingv,,
denote a changed entry, we obtain:

Voo Vo1 Vo,d—1

Ud-14d-2V = y y y : %)
d-2,0 © Vd-2d-2 Vd-2,d-1
0 \/dfl,dfz szfl,dfl

In the next step, one chooses a unitllgy 1 43 to zero the
matrix elementUq_14-2V)d—20. Continuing carefully in this
way allows one to complete th@R decomposition described
above by introducing a zero into every entry of the resulting
unitary below the diagonal.

A. Example: One-qudit Unitariesin 8’Rb

We begin by describing explicitly the implications of our
constructions for an example which is related to but not cov-
ered explicitly by earlier work of Mathukrishnan and Stroud

1]. Specifically, we describe the coupling graph alluded to in

e introduction in this case before defining it in general.

Thus, consider the atomic specf®b per Fig.1. There
are two ground state hyperfine manifolds with total dpin=
1 andF; = 2 split in energy by the hyperfine interacti&gs.
Each manifold consists off2+ 1 degenerate magnetic sub-
levelsMg for a total of eight distinguishable states. We des-
ignate thisd = 8 system a quoctet. The degeneracy can be
lifted by applying a longitudinal magnetic fieB,. For small
fields, the resultant Zeeman interaction is linear in the -mag
netic quantum numberHg = grB,Mr, where the Landeg
éactors satisfigr, = —gr, [€].

There are several ways to couple the magnetic sublevels in-
cluding the use of microwave pulses and Raman lasers. These
techniques are usually distinguished by the strength of the
coupling with respect to the hyperfine interaction. We con-
sider coupling that is weak relative Ep using a pair of laser
beams on Raman resonance between two sublevels at a time.
The effective atom-laser Hamiltoni&in. in the subspac(j,

e Using techniques for realizing diagonal computationsis:

[7], a sequence of Hamiltonians realizifig is con-
structed.

y
jk

Havjk = cog@)Hjj + sin(@)H (6)
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of 87Rb (cf. Fig.1.) As it is connected, the collection of atom-laser
Mp = —2 - 0 1 9 couplings allows for universal one-quoctet computation.

FIG. 1: A singled = 8 qudit (quoctet) encoded in the ground state  \e wish to show that the above set of atom-laser Hamil-
hyperfine levels of’Rb. A pair of lasers can couple states in differ- yynians suffices to construct an arbitrary unitary evohuté
ent hyperfine manifolds according to the selection ANg =0, +1. the one-quoctet phase spagé — C|0)@---& C[7). Take
Projective measurements of population in s{@jeare made by ob- V € U(8) as the target one-quoctet evolution, whe) is

serving resonant fluorescence on a cycling transition teexkoited h fthei d he Hilb
state. Any pair of states can be coupled by swapping neighioer the symmetry group of the inner-proauct on the Hilbert space

. T . . .
gether pairwise and similarly any state can be measured agng ~ (-€- VV' =1g.) The goal then is to decompogeinto a se-
to |7). quence of evolutions by these atom laser Hamiltonians:

V = exp(iHAt/R) - expliHA t/F) @)

. o Additionally, we preferfficientdecompositions, i.e. we wish
whereQ = [Q1Qo|/A is the product of the individual laser 4 se as few laser pulses (as smalléuas possible. This
Rabi frequencies divided by the detunidgfrom the ex- s sometimes not possible, depending on which stajesk)
cited state, angp = @1 — ¢ is the relative phase of the WO 16 coupled by ahia,. In order to classify when th@Rstep
beams._ln orderto _select|vely couple two states itis nergss g possible, we introduce the notion otaupling graph by
that their energy difference be unique. In the linear Zeemaréxample.
regime, this can only be accommodated when the two Ievs7Rb coupling graph: The®Rb coupling graph has vertices
els reside in different hyperfine manifolds. Additionallly, |;pelled by 01,...,7. In addition, consulting Figl, we also

will be important to minimize spontaneous emission duringy|oy in the following edges, corresponding to the atonetas
the pulse sequence by choosing a large detufirgf each coupled hyperfine states.

laser from the excited states. The allowed couplings are con
strained by angular momentum selection rules which dictate {(0,5),(0,6),(0,7),(1,4),(1,6),(2,3),(2,4),(2,5)} (8)
the change in magnetic spin quantum number during a sin-
gle pulse sequence. For detunihgnuch greater than the ex- In particular, the edges encode the selection rule for the hy
cited state hyperfine structure, but less than than the fine-st perfine states. The graph is reproduced in BigWWe note for
ture splitting, the angular momentum selection rules thcta future use that it is connected. Provided the stitegk) are
AMg = 0,£1 and|F|,0) + |F;,0). Using two-laser pulses of coupled, we may produce any determinant-one unitary evolu-
the appropriate frequency and polarization, the st@eMr ) tion of #j using Eq.2.
and|F,Mr +AMg) whereAMg = 0,1 can then be coupled  Now note thatsince the coupling graph is connecteude
together. This is shown schematically in Figwhere states may in fact sequentially construct a Givens rotation on any
|2) and|5) are coupled by @, — mpolarized laser pair. Hx. Indeed, even ifj) and|k) are not paired, there exists
At this point we pause to comment on the resources neces sequencéjo) = |j),|j1),li2),---,|i¢) = |k) such that each
sary for single quoctet compution using Raman pulses. Trarzonsecutive pair admits atom-laser Hamiltonians. Moreove
sitions realizindA\Mg =0, +1 can be achieved by choosing the takingg= 11/2,0 = 11/2 in Equatior3 shows that we may use
correct polarizations for the lasers with respect to a gmant these pairings to swap states up to relative phase. Hence, si
tion axis defined by the magnetic field direction. For a fixedwe may physically construct some sequence of Hamiltonians
Zeeman splitting, it will be necessary to have lasers tuned tfor any Givens rotation, we see that the first step of @
Raman resonance for all the allowed couplings. This may beecomposition is possible.
achievable using a fixed source laser source that is frequenc This leaves open the question of efficiency. For example,
modulated appropriately. Another recourse is to change thene might hope that in a graph as highly connected as that for
magnetic field strength for each pairwise state couplinhabt &’Rb few or no swaps might be required. This is indeed pos-
only one laser pair of fixed frequency is necessary. The phasgble as we now show. It is convenient to reorder the unitary
shifts accumulated on the basis states during the change in a logical basis labelei7,0,6,5,3,2,4,1}. By successive
Zeeman interaction can be accounted for in the gate sequendgivens rotations, one may bring a unitdfyto diagonal form
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column by column where the sequence is chosen so as to nBj. 10 necessary to simulaf&€’ are given by solutions to
void zeroes created in earlier steps. Each of the columns cafRe matrix equatiorM_é = ?p where® = Q{to,...tg_2} and

be reduced to a single unimodular entry on the diagonal byp— {¢,...q@y_}. The anglep_1 = O for the unitaryT’ by
a sequence of Givens rotatiodgy acting on the two dimen-  assumption. It is easily verified by Gaussian eliminaticat th
sional subspacefj as follows [L(]: the dimension of the row space bfis d — 1, thus there is a
unigue solution to the vectér.

e Column 7 reductiontls ;U2 4Uz:3Us 2Uo sUo eU7.0 The result is that any diagonal unitary can be simulated up

e Column 0 reductionts 1Uz 4U2 3Us 2Ug 5Uo 6 to a global phase using>3(d — 1) gates from the gate library.
. S - This sequence can be reduced by a factor of thremifations
e Column 6 reductionUs sUz 3U4 2U1 4Ug 1 can be implemented directly without conjugation. Furtadr,

the HamiltoniangH are diagonal and hence commute zso
rotations that act on disjoint subspaces can be implemémted
¢ Column 3 reductionts 1U 4Us » parallel using additional control resources.

e Column 5 reductionts 1Uz 4U2 3Us -

e Column 2 reductionts 1Uz 4

. C. Onequdit universality for generic coupling graphs
e Column 4 reductionts 1 q yfor g pling grap

Note that in general, constructity, requires 2(j,k) — 1 We found that for computation in ﬂﬁ‘sz quoctet, a sin-
basic Hamiltonians, wheré(j,k) is the distance between  9le qudit unitary could be brought to diagonal form using the
andk in the graph corresponding to the pairing relation. Forfewest possible Givens rotations. This is not peculiar & th
qudit computation iff’Rb using Raman pulses, the graph System but is in fact possible for any system with a connected
is sufficiently connected so that the distance is never great coupling graph.

than one in the QR decomposition above. The are a total of . .
rﬁ_emma 1.1 ([10]) Given a d-node coupling grap§ of al-

8 x 7/2 = 28 gates in the reduction to diagonal form. Eac . :
gateU; , € SU(2) has two parameters so this gives 56 paramelowed Givens rotations, then any &SU(d) can be brought

ters. An arbitrary € SU(d) requiresd® — 1 parameters so the o dlggonal form using (H — 1)/2 allowed rotations if and
i, . only if G is connected.
additional 7 parameters correspond to seven relative phase

left on the diagonal. Proof: Supposeg is connected. Form any spanning tree
for it, and renumber the nodes so that the path from rtbde
(the root of the tree) to any nodepasses through no node
numbered lower thaf; such a numbering can be constructed
by successively deleting leaf nodes and numbering in orider o
The goal of this section is to show that should the Hamilto-deletion. (Fof’Rb, we formed the tree by breaking the edge
nian graph be connected affid= 397 €?i|j)(j| be a diago-  between nodes 6 and 1 and used the logical basis ordering
nal element otJ (d), then we may realiz& with the allowed {7,0,6,5,3,2,4,1}.) Atthe jthstep ( =1,...,d— 1), create
HamiltoniansHJ?‘k, ijk. In fact, we only need to constru@t  the tree7], rooted at nodg, from the portion of the spanning

up to a global phase so we can simufate- é%-1T. We first ~ tree defined by nodes...,d. (Note that7} is connected due
note that although it is not explicitly an allowed Hamiltanj ~ t© the way we numbered the nodes.) Then, until only the root
we may for any( j, k)-edge within the coupling graph simulate of 7/ remains, choose a le&f use a rotation defined by its

the effect ofHZ = hQ(|})(j| — [k)(k|). Indeed, for any fixed ©€dge to eliminate elemetk, j) of U, and delete nodkfrom
angley we ha\}e 7. The result of applying these steps is an upper triangular

matrix (and therefore, sindg is unitary, a diagonal matrix)
—iHZy/(AQ) , , computed by usind(d — 1)/2 allowed rotations.
ik =Ujx(—m/4,11/2)U o)u 4.1/2). (9 ) .
© iK(TYA T2V, OV (17/4,192). - (9) Supposeg is not connected and consider a matdxe
The goal then is to find a sequenceobtations that simulates  SU(d) that has no zero elements. Choose an arbitrary node
T/ to call node 1. Then we can at best eliminate all but one of
the nonzeros in column 1 of the disconnected piece, but there

B. Reélative Phases

P exp(—iHZ, i /R) = T/ (10) is no allowed rotation that will eliminate the last nonzeRe-
ll:! T = peating the argument for each choice of node 1, we conclude
that we cannot redudé to diagonal form using only allowed
Given that the coupling graph is connected, choose a subseatations. O

Sofd-1 edgeskak = |J){j| — |K)(k| that leave the graph
connected. We can represent the elementS af vectors

in a d dimensional real vector space spanned by the or- [11. MULTI-QUDIT UNIVERSAILITY
thonormal vectorslej}, i.e. A =ej —e. We then con-
struct a(d — 1) x d matrix M out of the row vectors irS Suppose in addition to being allowed local Hamiltonians

M = {)\ékoj\ikl, . .)\gfzkdiz}. The appropriate timing in {Hj?‘l;y} with a connected coupling graph, the physical system
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also allows for a two-qudit phase Hamiltonian 5.1) that there exists for any as above factor matrices b,
andc such thatv = ac*bo*c while |, = abc Hence
Hint = —hQd—1,d—1)(d—1,d—1]. (11)
. _ . _ ANMWdlg—2) = (lg@a)A1][(0D)](lg @ b)A1[(01)](lg®C)

Using known but dispersed techniqués [1], we describe (15)

a bootstrap which allows for universal quantum computationThis completes the bootstrap argument for exactly univiersa
Note that due to the standa@R decomposition, it suffices jty, when the restricted one-qudit Hamiltonian S{Hﬁ;y} is

to construct arbitrary two-qudit unitary evolutions f]. In - augmented byin.

fact arbitrary one-qudit operations contrqlled an-1, i.e. We showed how the gateINC can be constructed using
M(V) =l go&veU (d?) forv € U(d), suffice. _ the entangling interactioHi;. In many situations, the inter-

_ Before presenting the generic discussion, we describe-a pagction between qudits will contain more than one term on the
ticular example of a two-qubit operation which has seenfieavgiagonal. For instance, the true Hamiltonian may be

use [l]. First, we label ag®1) the self-map ofZ/dZ which

carriek+— (k+1)modd. Then the controlled-incrementgate, d-1
abbreviated here asINC, is defined by extending the follow- = z hQmpmn) (mn. (16)
ing rule linearly: mn=0

_ K, j£d—1 In this case the interaction is entangling iff the followiisy

CINC|j,k>—{|j7k®’1>: i Zd-1" (12)  true [

The CINC gate is heavily used in the literature in building ©mn+Qpa7 Qma+Qpn+21k  foranym,n, p,q, anyke Z.
a generick-controlled computatior\k(v) [1] as well as for ) o, L (17_)
constructing quantum error correction codeg[ When the interactioi;, is entangling, it is always possible

We may explicitly realizecTnc from the Hamiltonian (0 Map it toHin using multiple applications of the coupling
Hint = —Q|d —1,d — 1)(d — 1,d — 1| as follows. This dis- conjug_ated by single qudit gates. _Ir_l pracuce,/some muditqu
cussion uses the group theory notation that jfior..,j, ¢~ OPerations may be done more efficiently uskijg directly.
{0,1,...,d — 1}, we write (j1j2... j,) for the cyclic permu- There are several proposals for realizing diagonal cogplin
tation With j1 — j2, j2 — j3, ==y jeo1 — jes jo — j1, and ~ gatesin real physical systems. For example, in trappedsatom
all other set elements fixed. The permutation will also beP0Ssible coupling mechanisms include pairwise interastio
identified implicitly with the associated permutation natr Vi2 dipole-dipole interactionsf;, 14], and controlled ground
T,io..in €U(d). Hence, giver(01)(12)---(d—2d —1) = state-ground state collisionsd. The later proposal has been
@11, We see thaCINC — A1](01)(12)---(d —2d —1)]. The realized recently between atoms trapped in an opticatéatti

construction oE TNC then takes place in the following steps: [16]- These proposals were originally made with the goal
of engineering two qubit controlled phase gates. As such,

e We may write exp—iHintT/(hQ)) = A1(lg—2 ® 0%). a nave adaptation to encoding over all magnetic hyperfine
o levels would fail due to off diagonal couplings between ba-

e We next argue that we may constrdat{(j j +1)]. In-  sjs states. However, it should be possible to modify one or
deed, first note that using an appropriate single qudiinore proposals to realize a differential shift on a singteder
permutation matrixJj x, we may construohi(I; @ 0%®  yct state. For instance, in Refl ] it was proposed to realize
lg-2-j) as a quantum gate using the ground state-ground state caobikio

shift induced by shape resonance. Here one can tune a mag-

M(lj®0*@lg-2-j) = la®Uj124-1(11/2,0) netic field such that a single molecular state is on resonance

Mi(lg—2©07) with a bound motional state of an external trap for both atoms
la®Uj12d-1(—1/2,0). Because the resonance is dependent on the internal states, a
(13) unigue phase is accumulated on a single product state. Pro-
Then vided the atoms are sufficiently separated, the other biades s
M(1]+1)] = la®@Uji1j42(T/4,17/2) pairs do not interact and a Hamiltonian of the folf; is re-

M1 © 0B 4o ;) (14) alized (up to local unitaries.)
la®Ujiaj42(—T/4,17/2).
e This leads to the realization ofINC in a max- IV. - CONCLUSIONS

imum of d — 1 controlled operations, given that ) - o
CINC = A1(01)A1(12)---Ag(d—2d—1). We have identified the criteria for exact quantum computa-

tion in qudits. Our method is constructive and relies orQife
We finally consider the construction of an arbitraxy(v) decomposition of unitaries on qudits using a gate librany-ge
for ve U(d). Again using standard Givens arguments, iterated by a fixed set of single qudit Hamiltonians and one two
suffices to construch\;[l; Gw® lq_j_»] for anyw e U(2), qudit entangling gate. Using the concept of a coupling graph
detw) = 1. Indeed, using the block-wise permutation argu-we are able to show that universal computation is possible
ment above/\; (W l4_7) suffices. Now recall ([1], Lemma if the nodes (equivalently logical basis states) are cotukec



Further we give a prescription for efficient single qudit com The unitary can then be expressed as the product

putation by demanding that at each stage of@tdecom-

position the graph remain connected. Using the gate library

generated by the couplings in Ed. the maximum number

of gates is 8(d+1)/2— 3. The technique for computation is

d"-1

W= T Xe(Aj)VEA )X (), (A2)
JI:L FUAJIIVEA]) A i

exemplified with a quoctet using the Raman coupled magnetic ] o
sublevels ofRb. Itis shown that arbitary single quoctet com- Here the operatov't(Aj) applies a phase only to a fiducial
putation is possible with at mokt= 49 laser pulse sequences. logical basis statef),

This gate count is optimal and could be reduced to the mini-

mum numbekmin = d(d — 1) /2 = 28 only if one appends the

diagonal generatorlsjzk to the library of couping Hamiltoni-
ans.

Vf(M):eMjlf><f|+§|k><k|, (A3)
k£f

We note that while the results herein have focused on thdhe operatoX:([A;)) is a unitary extension of the map from
construction of unitaries, the ideas can be extended tolatmu  the fiducial state to an eigenvectordf
ing non-unitary processes such as generalized measuement

Generalized measurements on a sysgecan be thought of
as orthogonal measurements on an extended systents-,

which may not be orthogonal imalone. Applications includ-
ing precision measuremenitd], quantum communication in
the context of entanglement purification9], and quantum

Xi () = I\ (F[ + ; IXk(P)) (K- (A4)
k#f

where (Aj[xk(j)) = 0 and (Xk(])[Xk (i)) = &x. Thereis a
freedom in the choice of the unitary extension by fixing the

error correction §0]. To realize this positive operator val- set of mappingg|k) — [X«(j))}. Notice that arbitrary sin-
ued measurement (POVM), one can perform a unitary opeidle qudit operations can be constructed using the speetal d
ation onHs @ H¢- followed by a projective measurement on composition forn = 1 and choosing the fiducial state to be
HZ- alone. For example, non-orthogonal measurements on lggical basis state of one qudit. Here we fi = [d — 1).
qubit can be realized by appending ancillary qubits, pemfor The two multiqudit operators Eqsi3, A4 can be simulated

ing unitary operations on the joint system, and measuriag thexactly the using single qudit operations and two families o
ancillae. The requirement of using two qubit gates can be obcontrolled two-qudit operators. The first two-qudit gate de
viated if the ancillary degrees of freedom come from orthogdines a one parameter family of controlled-phase gates and is
onal states within the same system. For example, one can uligfact generated directly biflin::

thed — 2 states of a qudit to implement POVMs on an orthog-

onal qubit subspace. These ideas are explored in the context

of quantum optical systems in Ref2.1] 22]. The techniques
reported here indicate that the requisite operations oaphe
pended Hilbert space can be done efficiently.
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APPENDIX A: CONNECTION TO EARLIER MULTIQUDIT
GATE CONSTRUCTIONS

Mathukrishnan and Stroud have showih that exact uni-

versal computation over qudits can be achieved using aigate 1OW Show.
brary containing a@— 1 parameter family of two qudit gates. Sis:|W) =3

We show that this family of gates can be simulated usinrdl

A (V(9) = e Hint®/(hQ) (A5)
The second family of operators is definéd(X(|y))) and
maps|d — 1) — |@) on the target qudit iff the control is in
state|d — 1) and applied to the target otherwise:

AMX(IW)) = Tkrd—1x [KK)(KK|
+]d—=1)(d— 1@ (Jy){d—1]
+ Ykzd—11Bk) (K|,

(AB)

where (|Bx) = 0 and(Bj|Bx) = d; k. Because the gate is al-
lowed to implement any unitary extension |df); (d — 1|, it
only depends on thed?— 2 parameters of the stapgy) (two
parameters are fixed by the nor|y) = 1 and setting the
global phase to zero.)

The gate/A1(X(|w))) can be simulated exactly with the
controlled-phase gate (E¢p5) and single qudit gates as we
First, expand the stdtg) in the single qudit ba-
?;& cjlJ), where the global phase is chosen so that
argcg—1 = 1. The conditional mappingl — 1) — |W) can be

instances of a single parameter two-qudit gate generated bgalized as a sequenced¥f 1 controlled unitaries that couple

the HamiltoniarHin; (Eq. 11).
They begin by writing the unitaryv € SU(d") in its spec-
tral decomposition:

d"-1
wW=S eNnA (A1)
JZO i1\

two target qudit basis states at a time,
d-2
MX(JW))) = I_L/\l(Uj,dfl(yja(Pj))a (A7)
=

The argument@;, @;) for each controlled unitary must sat-



isfy the following relations: tation A1(Uj4—1) can be simulated with just the controlled
_ phase gate and rotations on the target qudit. A single conju-

Cd—2 = (d—2Ug_24-1/d — 1) = —ie'®-2sinyy_» gation suffices:
C4-3 = (d—3Ug_3d-1Ug-24-1/d—1)

= (d—3|Ug_34-1/d—1)

(d— ﬂUdfz,dflld -1 (A8)

— —1 -3

- e SiMYd-3 COSYd-2 A1(Uja-1) = 10Ujq-1(y;/2+ @)

: e MW (M1 @ U; g 1(—yj/2+ L @)).
o = —ie%siny 2 cosy (k<d-2). (A

Following this constructiond — 1 controlled phase gates and
Now it only remains to demonstrate that each controlled rod single qudit gates suffice to exactly simul&tgX(|W))).
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