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Abstract

This paper presents novel techniques for the synthesisvefsible networks of Toffoli gates, as well as
improvements to previous methods. Gate count and techymalngnted cost metrics are used. Our synthesis
techniques are independent of the cost metrics. Two newatiitersynthesis procedure employing Reed-Muller
spectra are introduced and shown to complement earliehsyistapproaches. The template simplification sug-
gested in earlier work is enhanced through introduction tdster and more efficient template application al-
gorithm, updated (shorter) classification of the templad®sl presentation of the new templates of sizes 7 and
9. A novel “resynthesis” approach is introduced whereinqusace of gates is chosen from a network, and the
reversible specification it realizes is resynthesized as@ependent problem in hopes of reducing the network
cost. Empirical results are presented to show that the rdstae effective both in terms of the realization of all
3 x 3 reversible functions and larger reversible benchmarkifipations.

1 Introduction

The synthesis of reversible networks has received muchtattein recent year§ 28] P} 8113 121 L8l [T9, 24]. There
are two primary motivations for this. One is power consumptiLandauer]9] showed that irreversible circuits
must consume power, and consequently dissipate heat, wdretiey erase or otherwise discard information.
Further, Bennetf]4] showed that for power not to be dissigat an arbitrary circuit, it must be built from reversible
gates. While the heat generation due to the informationtogedern CMOS is still small, recent work by Zhirnov
et al. [29] shows the potentially prohibitive difficulty of heatmeval with the increasing density of CMOS. The
second motivator is that all quantum gates are reversifie [2

Hence there are compelling reasons to consider circuitposed of reversible gates and the synthesis of such
networks. Reversible circuit techniques are of directrizgein low-power CMOS desigh]R3], quantum computing
[27], and nanotechnolog{/TiLIZ,116]. Quantum computing setenibe the most promising technology in terms of
its potential practical use. As a tribute to this fact, we t@rour software with an option of minimizing the gate
count or a quantum cost (in fact, any weighted gate countdgg® of the resulting implementation. Research on
reversible synthesis is of particular importance to thesttggment of quantum circuit construction (in particular,
oracles) and may well result in much more powerful compuascomputations.

In this paper, we develop a set of techniques for the reersitzuit synthesis and present a CAD tool. Due to
the small size of the modern quantum processor (state oftlhi@antum processor can work with 7 qubits [1]; and,
there is a limited control over a 12-qubit proces$ol [20fffiallty in constructing a reliable implementation of
the gates in existing hardware, quantum errors and decoterthis is how we addressed the CAD tool designer’s
challenge:

1. Reliability: We present a synthesis approach and its software reatizéitéd always finds a solution (net-
work). We motivate it such that for the people using a CAD titds important to get a network no matter
how “difficult” the function they synthesize is.

2. Scalability: Our software can be applied to the functions with up to 21aldes in reasonable time. While
this number is not large, it is 3 times (almost twice in casfZBf and limited control) greater than the size
of the best modern quantum processor. This is more than érfouthe present needs. We store a function
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as a truth table which has to fit in memory — this limits the abdity of our approach. In Sectidd 9 we
indicate how to improve the existing software so as to allgntisesis of larger specifications. To date, we
did not find it useful to pay much attention to further scdigbi

3. Quality: Small networks are always in favor, especially on the eadges of the development of a technol-
ogy. Specifics of quantum technology include limited comagiohal time due to decoherence and inaccuracy
in applying the gates leading to accumulation of the erargng a number of other issues. Thus, itis much
more important to create smaller designs for quantum tdolgpas compared to, for instance, CMOS.
Most of our attention has been put to decrease the cost ofthldrfiplementation. Results shown in Section
indicate that we succeeded in this direction.

4. Runtime:Some of our designs may take up to 12 hours to synthesize onhdonA2400XP machine with
512M of RAM memory running Windows. However, in Sectidn 8 wisctdiss how to speed up our tool
6 times on a 6-processor parallel machine. Optimizatiorhefdode (which, in its present form is not
optimized), using a newer compiler (ours is as of 1996), andoee recent computer system would also
contribute to the runtime reduction. We found that our pnésealization satisfies the market needs as is, in
the sense that 12 hours for synthesis compare favorablyetd ylears of no progress in the development of
larger quantum processors.

In this paper, we present novel techniques for the syntludésmsversible networks of Toffoli gates as well as
improving on some existing techniques. Secfibn 2 providesiecessary background. In Secfibn 3, we present a
new synthesis approach which selects Toffoli gates so ligatomplexity of the Reed-Muller spectra specifying
the reversible function is iteratively reduced until theeification becomes the identity. The complexity is based
on the number of nonzero coefficients in the spectra. Thibowktoes not always find a solution, but it frequently
finds better solutions than those found by earlier methods as the one presentedin][14]. We follow this section
by description of a second Reed-Muller spectra based sgisthlgorithm (Sectiofll4). A significant advantage of
this algorithm is its guaranteed convergence, and lessattgm cost in the worst case scenario as compared to the
previously presented methods][24] 14]. Together the newdfR&gler techniques and the earlier approachid [14]
yield significantly improved results.

As presented in[[14], once an initial network is found, it cg#ten be simplified through the application of
templates. In Sectidd 6, we present an improved approa@niplates including classification of the templates
of size up to 7 and some useful templates of size 9. We notlwadttie template matching algorithm bf]14] is
not very efficient, and replace it with a new one. Our new matglalgorithm is better in the sense that, unlike
the previous algorithm, under certain conditions it is gueed to find all possible network reductions that such a
templates based tool can find, plus, it works faster.

A new “resynthesis” approach is presented in Sedflon 7. fiethod depends on the fact that any sequence
of gates in a reversible network on its own realizes a relrspecification. The method randomly (under some
constraints) selects a sequence of gates from a networkandpplies synthesis methods and the templates to the
reversible function defined by that sequence. If the netdaukd by resynthesis is smaller, it replaces the selected
sequence in the original network. While our current apphdacaesynthesis is rather naive, it does significantly
reduce the size of the network in many instances, partiguiar some of the larger benchmark problems.

Empirical results are given in Secti@h 8. Our methods arevehtm produce an excellent overall average
for the synthesis of all % 3 reversible functions, only.06% above the optimum. We also present the results
of applying our methods to a number of larger benchmark fanst The paper concludes with suggestions for
ongoing research.

2 Background

Definition 1. An n-input, n-output, totally-specified Boolean functigny., ...,yn) = f(x1,X2, ..., Xn) isreversible
if it is a bijection,i.e. each input pattern is mapped to a unique output pattern.

Using methods such as in]13.118] 28] a (possibly incompletpkcified) multiple-output Boolean function
can be transformed into a reversible function. These mathoanot particularly efficient and it is an open research



problem to find better ways to perform such a transformatibileaminimizing the overhead due to addition of
“constant inputs” and “garbage output§] [6]. In this worke @ssume a reversible specification as the starting
point.

Given a reversible specification, there are many wayg. ([28, [19,[2,[8/14]) of constructing a reversible
network using the multiple control Toffoli gates defined aloiws:

Definition 2. For the domain variable$xs, Xz, ...,X» } themultiple control Toffoli gate has the form T OFC;t),
where C= {Xi;,Xi,, .-, X }, t = {Xj} and CNt = 0. It maps the Boolean patterix),x), .., x3) to (0,3, ... ;,
?(?69><i01><i°2...><1°k,x?+1, ...,X3). The set C which controls the change of the j-th bit is calleget otontrols and t
is called thetarget.

The most commonly used such gates are: the NOT gate (a neuttipitrol Toffoli gate with no controls)
denotedl OF(x;), the CNOT gate (a multiple control Toffoli gate with a singtentrol bit) which is also known as
a Feynman gaté&]5] and is denof€®F(x;; x;j), and the original Toffoli gate (a multiple control Toffolage with
two controls) denote@ OF(xi, , Xi,; X;) [27].

A reversible network is composed of reversible gates, widigh to the restrictions dictated by the target
technologied[21] form a cascade.

2.1 Cost of a Reversible Toffoli Network

It is a common practice in reversible logic synthesis ar&18,[2[8[ 1] to synthesize a network using multiple
control Toffoli gates and report its cost as a number of gatésHowever, from the point of view of technological
realization, multiple control Toffoli gates are not simptansformations. Rather they are composite gates them-
selves and Toffoli gates with a large set of controls can lie gxpensive]d,15]. We point out that there are three
distinct Toffoli gate simulation$]3], one with an exponiahtost and requiring no auxiliary bits, and two with lin-
ear costs and requiring 1 and- 3 auxiliary bits for am-bit Toffoli gate. Due to its exponential size and usage of
infinite number of gate types requiring very accurate hardwealization due to the small rotation angles, we find
multiple control Toffoli gate simulations with zero auxitly bits impractical. Among the remaining two linear cost
realizations of the Toffoli gates the one associated withilalility of n— 3 auxiliary bits is smaller[T15] improves
over the Toffoli gate simulation of]3] using the basis ofrelntary quantum gates NOT, CNOT, controlddnd

its inverse controlled/+ [21]]. Such quantum gates were studied in the literature aaré efficiently simulated in
liguid state NMR (nuclear magnetic resonance) quantunmigolgy [10].

Definition 3. Costof a Toffoli network with n inputs/outputs is a sum of costésofates, which may sometimes
be followed by an asterisk.

e For a network with Toffoli gates of maximal size-4, each k-bit (k< n— 1) Toffoli gate cost is a minimum of
the two linear cost realization gate counfs]15] as long dsaakociated auxiliary bits can be accommodated
in the circuit. In this case, we do not use asterisk.

e For an n-bit network containing an n-bit Toffoli gate, dugithe calculation of the cost of each multiple
control Toffoli gate we assume presence of an additionallianx bit (that is, assume that the network is
built on n+ 1 wires). In such case, numeric value of the network cost isi@d by an asterisk.

The lesser numeric value obstx means a better realization.

In this paper, we report two sets of the synthesis result©niy we minimize the gate count. This is done
to compare the quality of our new approach to the quality ef pheviously presented methods. The second
set of results contains networks synthesized as to minithiegequantum cost defined above. In our software
implementation, costs of the multiple control Toffoli gatre stored in a table. This allows an easy change of the
cost we use to direct the circuit simplification into any atlieear cost network metric. To our knowledge, this is
the first attempt in the area of reversible logic synthesimitimize a technological implementation cost instead
of the gate count. We believe that network realizations ftbensecond set are more practical.



2.2 Reed-Muller Spectra

Every Boolean functiog = f(x1, Xz, ...,Xn) can be uniquely written as a polynomial of the foag® agx; ® axxe ®
asX1Xe @ ... D axn_1X1X2...X, With Boolean coefficientag, a1, ..., a1, which is referred to as the “positive polarity
Reed-Muller expansion.” A compact way to represent thigesgion is the vector (“spectrum”) of coefficients
(ag,as,...,an_1). Given a sizen reversible function, its Reed-Muller spectR\ spectra) can be viewed as a
table of sizen x 2", where each column represents the Reed-Muller spectruhreafdrresponding output of the
reversible function. Note, that for reversible functiohns tast row of this table is all zeroes and the size of the table
can be reduced tox (2" —1). RM spectra can be efficiently computed using fast transteahniques similar to

a discrete FFT. The transformation can be expressed inxnfiatm [26] as

R = M"F
MO = 1]

M+t 0
Mt = [ mMn-1  pmn-1 ]

where the summation is moduloiZ. EXOR, andF is the truth vector of the given function. In our softwardsth
transformation is implemented by the code shown below whielps a truth vector f[ ] of length™given as an
array of integers into the RM spectrum for the given function

void RMT(int f]){
int ij,k,m,p;
int n = log(LengthOfVector(f[]));

for (m=1;m<(2*n);m=2*m)
for (i=0;i<2°n;i=i+2*m)
for (j=i,p=k=i+m;j<p;j=j+1,k=k+1)
flk] = flk] ~ f[j]; // bitwise EXOR
}

The elements of f[ ] can be multi-bit values with each positiepresenting a separate output function, in which
case the procedure computes the output function RM specparallel. Computation of RM spectra in this way
is quite efficient for problems with a number of outputs uphte humber of bits in an integer for the computer and
compiler used.

Important properties of this transformation include:

1. selfinverse i.e. RMRMT(f)) = f;
2. order dependenda the sense that valugk] is never updated using a valdig] wherej > k;

3. power-of-two independenaethe sense that valuidk] for k = 25 is never updated with values 6fj|, where
j=2'and 1< st <n.

The RM spectra of the sizeidentity function with outputys,y», ...,yn has a single nonzero coefficies-1
for eachy; with all other coefficients 0.

Definition 4. TheRM cost of a reversible function is the total number of coefficientsashich its spectra differs
from the spectra of the identity function.

We will refer to each nonzero row of the tabular representatif the RM spectra for the identity function
as avariable row. Such variable rows are those at positiong,1.,2"1. We will also refer to all others as
non-variable rows.



2.3 Direct Application of a Toffoli Gate in RM Spectra

Application of a multiple control Toffoli gat& OF(x;,,X,, ..., Xi,; Xj) from the input side of a reversible specifica-
tion simply requires replacing each occurrence of thedltgrin the Reed-Muller expansion of the output variable
Ys = 80 P as 1X1 B as X2 B 85 3X1X2 D ... B @son_1X1X2... Xy With the expression; @ xi; X, ...X;, followed by simpli-
fication of the resulting expression. In the case where tredR\duller spectra is stored as a table this operation
requires at most x 2" binary operations with no algebraic simplification. Applion of a multiple control Tof-
foli gate TOF(xi;, X, ..., Xi,; Xj) from the output side can also be done directly in the spedtraarticular, the
polynomials given by columng, .yi,,...,yi, (Boolean vectors of length"pof the RM spectra are multiplied and
the result is EXORed with columyy; with the result stored in columyy. Hence, a Toffoli gate can be applied
directly while working with the RM spectra. We note that €noost reversible functions have numerous zero
rows in their tabular RM spectra, it may be more efficient twesthe indices and values of non-zero elements of
the RM spectra. In this case, application of a Toffoli gateymemjuire significantly less operations. This needs to
be pursued but to date we have found the tabular approacbisoffior our work.

3 lIterative Network Synthesis Using Reed-Muller Spectra

The first synthesis algorithm that we propose is very simpleeach step, by exhaustive enumeration it selects
the Toffoli gate whose application to the function spectfmaresults in the largest decrease of the RM cost. If
no gate application decreases the RM cost, a gate is chasemresllts in the minimal increase of the RM cost. In

both cases, if there is a tie between two or more gates, a géite¢he smallest control set is chosen. If there is a
tie based on number of controls, our method selects the &tstig lexicographic order.

This synthesis approach is similar to some of earlier pregoschnique$T18.13] in that the gates are assigned
to decrease some sort of function complexity measure. Hewvere use a different gate library and here the Reed-
Muller spectrum is used rather than the Walsh spectfuin [18ponming distance defined over the truth tablé [13],
resulting in significantly better synthesis results. Thibécause the Reed-Muller spectrum better corresponds to
the functional operation of Toffoli gates.

It is not surprising that there are drawbacks to such a simpjproach. When considering larger benchmark
specifications, we identified two major problems. First,dlgorithm is not guaranteed to converge. In particular,
among the functions we tried, it did not converge for i type benchmark functions with more than 5 variables
and functiorhan’. We address this problem by using the other algorithm @hedys converges) first and taking
its gate count as the upper bound for the synthesis usingltiasithm. If the algorithm based on minimization of
RM cost does not return a network with fewer gates than therskalgorithm that we present below, its solution
is considered inefficient. While such a technique appedidesft for the synthesis of benchmark functions, we
are working on heuristics to force the Reed-Muller basechokto converge on every reversible specification.

The second major problem with the new algorithm is that ahestep it tries every possible Toffoli gate, of
which there are x 2" for a sizen reversible function. Current implementation of this aijun uses a table to
store the values of RM spectra, making the cost of the searchsingle Toffoli gate assignment equélx 4"1
binary operations. In practice, it is likely too time condomto synthesize functions with more than 12 input
variables (especially if the resynthesis technique dsedibelow is also used). We addressed this issue by having
an option to limit the number of controls which every gate tha try might have. We plan to improve the runtime
further by first exploring the idea noted above of storingydhk nonzero coefficients; and second, searching for
heuristics that can guide the selection of a Toffoli gate/mdthe current exhaustive enumeration. Ideas presented
in [2, [8] might be useful. Further, we developed anotherisysis algorithm that does not have these two major
problems. This algorithm is outlined in the next section.

Despite the above deficiencies, the new iterative algoritiynitself converged for every one of the 40,320
3 x 3reversible functions. It synthesized them with an aved@e38 Toffoli gates per function in 3 seconds on a
single 750 MHz processor Sun Blade 1000. This compares favieeably to the 7.25 average]14] for the MMD
algorithm with no templates applied and shows that the nethhotehas very good potential.



4 MMD Type Reed-Muller Spectra Based Synthesis Approach

The second Reed-Muller based algorithm that we presemigasito MMD [L4] in the sense that it works with a
single row at a time, and allows a similar bidirectional nfimdition. However, there are a number of differences
between MMD and the new algorithm. Some of them are:

e our new algorithm works with Reed-Muller spectra, not in Baolean domain (truth table) as does MMD;
¢ the choice of gates while working with a single row is comgletifferent;
e at any point MMD does not change the correct form of upper rovisch is not true for the new method.

We start with a description of the unidirectional (basicjsien of the algorithm. It consists of'2- 1 steps
(numbered 0 to 2— 2). At each step, the firsti rows (rows with numbers,Q, ...,i — 1) in the tabular RM spectra
of the function under synthesis match the firsbws of the RM spectra of the identity function. The algarith
assigns a (possibly empty) set of Toffoli gates such thai'theow of the tabular RM spectra is transformed to
match the'" row of the RM spectra of the identity function. It can be olvserthat for such an algorithm, when
step 2 — 2 is completed, the RM spectra is transformed to the RM speidtthe identity function, and thus the
target specification is successfully synthesized. Thieeabse thé2" — 1) row of the RM spectra of a reversible
function is always zero. We now describe which gates argasdidepending on the valueiaind outline a proof
showing that a suitable set of gates can always be found. W& ws$n-_1,...,r1) to denote the values in a row of
the tabular representation for the RM spectra for the réverfunction under consideration. We refer to a row as
beingearlier than another if it has a lower row index number.

A: Stepi = 0. This step is unique since it is only for this step that we us&' N@tes, and there is no need to
consider if earlier rows are changed since there are noven@e 0-th row has valués,,rn_1,...,r1) we apply
NOT gatesT OF(x;) foreveryr; =1, j=1..n.

B: Stepi =21, k= 1..n. Each of these rows is a variable row. Such a (@w,rn_1,...,r1), has to be brought
to the form(0,0, ...,0,1,0, ...,0) with 1 at a positiork. This is done through the following two procedures. We first
check ifr, = 1. If it is not, we make it equal one by assigning a ga@F (xs; x) such thas=max{j|rj=1, j =
1..n} ands > k. According to Lemm&ll such aexists, and it can be easily verified that application of tateg
TOF(xs; ) does not affect RM spectra rows earlier in the table.

At this step the row we are working with has the fofm,rn_1,...,rk+1,1,rk—1,...,r1). We next use gates
TOF(x;Xj) for everyrj =1, j = 1..n. By applying such gates we do not change rows earlier in thle taan the
row we are working with and at the same time tfeow is transformed to the desired for(®,0,...,0,1,0,...,0)
with 1 at positiork.

C: Stepi, i # 2%, i > 0. For thesd, we know that we are working with a non-variable row. Assufrieais
values(rn,r-1,...,r1). It has to be transformed to the forf@,0, ...,0), which is the form of each non-variable
row of the RM spectra of the identity function. We first fise- max{j| rj = 1, j = 1..n} and such that item®2®
does not appear in the binary expansiom.df other words, choose a variable whd$evalue in the RM spectra
is 1 and that is not included in the product associated wigitthelement of the RM spectra. Such aexists
according to Lemmil 1. We first apply gale®F(xs; ;) for everyrj =1, j #i, j = 1..n. This transforms the row
we are working with intq0,0, ...,0,1,0,...,0) with 1 at positiors. Second, we apply galeOF(X;; Xs), whereX; is
a product of variables; such that thg" bit of the binary expansion of the numherquals one. Such an operation
transforms the row we are working with into the desif@dD, ...,0). Finally, we undol OF(xs;X;j) if such gates
changed RM spectra rows earlier in the table thanitd@learly, such “undo” operations do not change the correct
form of the pattern we are working with.

To complete the proof of convergence for the above algorittenmeed to show that at steps B and C a value
with the required properties can always be found. The fahg.emma proves this.

Lemma 1. Suppose the RM spectra of a reversible function f has its fiosts (rows with number8,1,...,i — 1)
equal to the first i rows of the identity function. Denote tAedw value by(rn,rn-1,...,r1). Then,

o Ifi =251 (k=1.n),then(rn,rn_1,...,r1) # (0,0,...,0).

e Ifi =21 (k=1..n) and K, = 0, then the number s defined msx{ j| r; = 1, j = 1..n} is greater than k.



Function Stepl Step2 Step3 Id

Spectral coef. of] cba cba cba cba cba
1 001 000 000 000 000

a 001 001 001 001 001

b 010 010 011 011 010

ab 000 000 000 000 000

c 100 100 100 100 100

ac 011 011 010 000 000

bc 011 011 010 000 000

abc 000 000 000 000 000

Gate applied]| TOF(a) /* | TOF(b;a) ,/ | TOF(a,c;b) | TOF(b;a) /

Table 1: Synthesis of an example function stored as a RM ipeche result of application of the gate on the
bottom of each column is shown in the following column whigading from left to right.

o Ifi #£2%and (fnytn_1,...,71) # (0,0,...,0), then there exists 4, < s< n such tha2%~! does not appear in
the binary expansion of i and & 1.

Proof. First, we prove by contradiction thatiif= 21, then(rp,rn_1,...,r1) # (0,0,...,0). SUPPOSErn,r_1,...,f1) =
(0,0,...,0) and apply RMT. RMT will transforngry,rn_1, ...,r1) = (0,0, ...,0) at position = 2“Linto itself due to
the properties 2 and 3 (order dependence and power-of-pémdience) of the RMT and the fact all non-variable
rows earlier than thé" row are zero. According to the property 1 (self inverse) of Rie are in the Boolean
domain now, and we have two rows, th& @ndit", both equal t0(0,0,...,0). This is a contradiction since a
reversible function can not have two equal rows in its trathle representation.

Proof of the second statement is similarly shown by cont¢taah by assuming that such afwhich does exist
as a result of the proof of the first statement) is less tham that cas€rp,rn_1,...,r1) can be interpreted as a
binary expansion of a numbér< 24~ since its largest digit is at a position right kaf After applying RMT we
move to the Boolean domain and find that pattemrn_1,...,r1) did not change. At the same time, higher in the
table, at positioi, we will find a pattern equal térn, rn—1,...,r1). This is the contradiction.

The proof of statement 3 is similar to the above two proofs.sultise such ars does not exist. Then,
(rn,M-1,...,r1) may contain ones only at those positions where the binargresipn ofi = (in,in_1,...,i1) has
ones. RMT transformé&p,rn_1,...,r1) into (rn ®in,M-1Pin-1,...,r1 ®i1), a pattern that may have ones only at
positions where the binary expansionidfas ones. An equal pattern may be found in the truth table sitiqo
i —r, wherer is an integer with binary expansidm,rn_1,...,r1). Again having two equal patterns in the truth
table is a contradictiorill

Examplel. Consider the 3-variable reversible function specified lyprmutatiori1,0, 3, 2,5, 7,4, 6] in Boolean
domain. The spectra for this function are shown in tabulemfin the column labelled RM in Tablé 1. We want to
select Toffoli gates to transform this specification intattbf the identity (TablEl1, column Id).

The first row of the function specification does not match trst fow of the RM spectra of the identity function.
This can be fixed by applying the NOT gdt©F(a). Application of this NOT gate from the output side transferm
the specification into the one shown in TaBle 1, column S1. fifee5 rows in specification S1 match the first 5
rows of the RM spectra of the identity. We need to transforendixth row from 011 to 000. First, we decrease
the number of ones by applyiigOF(b;a). This leads to specification S2. Note that the third row of 82 &lso
changed, which means that it has to be updated later. Neargform the sixth row of S2 into the desired form 000
by applyingT OF(a,c;b). This results in specification S3. Finally, undo CNOT gateF(b;a), which leads to
the identity specification and thus the netwofKQF(b; a) TOF(a, ¢c;b) TOF(b;a) TOF(a)) was constructed. We
again emphasize that the gates have been identified fronutpatdo the input.

4.1 Bidirectional Method

The following Lemma suggests how a bidirectional modifimaian be developed.



Lemma 2. Suppose the RM spectra of a reversible function f has itsifimts equal to the first i rows of the
identity function. Then, so does the RM spectraof, the inverse of f.

Proof. This statement is, obviously, correct if one works with thett table representation. In particular, if
function f maps a patteri into itself in the truth table, so will the inverse functioue to the property 2 (order
dependence) of the RMT the same holds fojaD < j <i. ®

Assume the first — 1 positions in the RM spectra df match the firsi — 1 positions of the RM spectra of
the identity, then according to Lemriih 2 so do the firstl positions of the RM spectra df 1. Hence, every
assignment of gates that transforms ifi@ow of f to match that" row of the identity without changing earlier
rows (such gates are assigned from the output side of thadepwill also transform th&" row for f 1 to match
theit" row of the identity. Analogously, an assignment of gates tfiees” the it row for f~1 will transform the
it row of the RM spectra of the identity to its correct form (iristicase, the gates are assigned to the input side
of the cascade being built). The question of which specifioab work with, that of the function, or its inverse
is equivalent to the question of which side of the networkdsign the gates to, the input side or the output side.
This is why we call this modification bidirectional.

In our approach, the decision is based on how small is theasssiciated with fixing thié" row of either RM
spectra, that using the function or its inverse. By choosiisghaller cost associated with such transformation we
hope to synthesize an overall cheaper network. In the caadief we base our decision on the RM cost of the
remaining specification — preference is given to a set osfmmations that yield lower RM cost. We base this
decision on the belief that on average functions with sma&tlel cost are simpler to synthesize. Finally, when
these criteria do not resolve the choice, the gates areresbig the output side (working with RM spectra of the
function). Perhaps, better heuristics for the decisiontuttvside to work with can be found, and it would be both
interesting and beneficial to explore that.

Theorem 1. For any reversible function of size n the network synthesimeeither of the two methods (unidirec-
tional or bidirectional) contains

1. In the multiple control Toffoli gates library: at most n NOT gates, at ma{in — 1)(2" —n—2) +n? CNOT
gates, and at mogt)) Toffoli gates with k controls for eachd[2..n— 1].

2. In NCT [24] library: at most n NOT gates, at mdai2" + o(n2") CNOT gates, and at mo3h2" + o(n2")
Toffoli gates (assuming an additional auxiliary bit is akadnle; otherwise the circuit may not be constructible

[24).

3. In NCV [[5] library: at mostl1n2"+ o(n2") NOT, CNOT, controlled-V and controlled\gates (again,
assuming an additional auxiliary bit is available; othesgithe circuit may not be constructible).

Proof. Proof of the first statement is based on an analysis of the bgsthesis algorithm described above. First,
at mostn NOT gates are used at stepA; ) of the synthesis algorithm, and none are used thereaftemostn
CNOT gates are required at each of the siep22* (B:), totallingn? CNOT gates. At each stapi # 2, i >0
(C:) at most Zn— 1) CNOT gates are required. The number of such step8isr?— 2, giving a grand total of
2(n—1)(2"—n—2) +n? CNOT gates. Finally, on each st # 2K, i > 0 (C:), assuming = 2'1 + 212 4 .. + 2lk,
at most one multiple control Toffoli gate with control geg,,x;,,..., X} is used. Calculating the number of such
Toffoli gates withk controls gives(}y).

Calculation of the result in NCT library is based on multiptetrol Toffoli gate realizations froni3]. In NCV
library, the result is based on multiple control Toffoli gaializations from[15] and formulas

n n n/2 n
Z)k<k> =n2"1; Z)k(k) =n2""2 4 o(n2").
k= k=

Item 2 of the above theorem shows a lower upper bound (un@endkural assumption that a CNOT gate
is no more expensive than a larger Toffoli gate) for our sgath algorithm as compared to the upper bound
of n NOT gates,i?> CNOT gates andr®" + o(n2") Toffoli gates for the synthesis algorithm in‘J24]. We also
note another feature of this algorithm that might be usedulaf more robust algorithm implementation. Linear



name size || MMD GC | MMD QC || Iter. GC | Iter. QC | RM-based GC | RM-based QC
3.17 3 6 14 6 14 7 15
4.49 4 16 72* 15 71* 20 72*
4mod5 5 9 25 7 15 9 25
5mod5 6 18 177* 12 85* 18 177*
add3 4 6 18 5 13 6 14
cyclelQ2 12 19 1206 27 1569 19 1206
cyclel73 20 48 6069 N/A N/A 48 6069
ham3 3 6 10 7 11 6 10
ham?7 7 25 93 Div. Div. 31 57
ham15 15 138 2145 N/A N/A 159 264
hwb4 4 18 70* 12 48* 16 56*
hwb5 5 57 481* 55 569* 53 183
hwb6 6 134 1723* Div. Div. 149 816*
hwb7 7 302 5528* Div. Div. 435 3036*
hwb8 8 688 15527* Div. Div. 1101 7699*
hwb9 9 1625 48384* Div. Div. 2787 22284*
hwb10 10 3694 124022* Div. Div. 6291 49303*
hwb11 11 8312 343654* Div. Div. 14566 126709*
mod5adder 6 37 591* 24 242 63 524*
mod1024adder 20 55 1575 N/A N/A 55 1575
rd53 7 20 181 19 113 19 181

Table 2: Testing performance of the synthesis methods.

reversible functions will always be synthesized using N@@ £NOT (linear) gates only. While synthesizing
linear functions, it is sufficient to store only zeroth ankvalriable rows of its RM spectra. This allows synthesis
of size 1000« 1000 linear reversible functions while making a minimalmgeto the existing software.

The synthesis algorithm described in this section syntieeisall size 3 reversible functions with the average of
6.98 Toffoli gates per function (no templates applied) ire€ands on AMD Athlon 2400+ processor. Again, this
compares favorably to the 7.25 average for MMD algorithmr [Boger benchmark specifications this synthesis
algorithm usually constructs smaller quantum cost netasr&ompared to MMD and iterative algorithm discussed

in the previous section.

5 Comparison of the New Methods with MMD

In this section we compare performance of the newly presesyathesis methods to the performance of MMD
method[T4]. Tabl€l2 lists the name and size of a benchmaudtibimtested and the number of gates and quantum
cost calculated when synthesis methods MMD, new iteratMesRectra based and new MMD-type RM spectra
based are applied. Based on this test we make the followinglesions. The iterative RM spectra based method
generally produces smallest circuits for small specificati However, when tested on larger functions it may
diverge (Div.) or take a long time to complete, and thus dad¢sipply (N/A). For larger specifications, RM spectra
based MMD type method takes the lead as far as quantum cestsrazerned, and application of the original MMD
method results in the smallest gate count. In scope of thismpa smaller quantum cost is more desirable than a
smaller gate count, because quantum cost is a better imaic#tthe technological cost of constructing the circuit.



6 Templates

In previous sections we discussed how to obtain a Toffoliuirgiven a function specification. Since optimal
synthesis is not feasible, we employed a number of hewisiihe result of heuristic search is, usually, a non-
optimal circuit specification. Thus, optimization techmég can be applied to such circuits. In particular, we
investigate a form of local optimization technique, caliied templates.

Templates are a generalization of rewriting rules.refvriting rule is defined as a procedure that takes 2
equivalent (computing the same function) circuits andaeg$ one with the other. If the cost of the part of the
circuit to be replaced is greater than the cost of the repiace circuit this leads to a circuit cost reduction.
Literature encounters two attempts other than the tengpkggesting how the rewriting rules can be used to
decrease the gate count in a reversible netwidrdk 7, 25] aadarmuantum circuitd11].

In many reversible logic synthesis papers, the cost of aor&tig defined as a simple weighted gate count.
We refer to this as éinear cost circuit metric. In the more general case ofhan-linear cost metric, the cost
of the complete circuit does not relate to the gates in a @rfipéar manner. An example of such a situation can
arise when considering Peres gaféel [22] which, when simiiiateuantum technology by a Toffoli gate (cost 5)
and a CNOT gate (cost 1) would have a cost of 6, whereas a Patesanstructed directly in terms of quantum
primitives has cost 4. When elementary quantum blocks arerdposed into pulses (as itis done in NMR quantum
technology), similar nonlinear cost effects can arise.

We call a rewriting ruleegular if the replacement circuit has smaller cost, otherwise Widtciaregular . The
qualifier regular is omitted when it is clear in context. Ttea of applying regular rewriting rules to transform sub-
circuits of a given circuit is a powerful tool for circuit dogduction. (Application of irregular rules may be helpful
in techniques like simulated annealing.) The simplificatiwocedure consists of two parts. First, find as many
regular rewriting rules as possible, and second, apply titeraduce the cost of a given circuit. Straightforward
application of such an approach to quantum circuit costagdin can be found i [11] and was proposedin [7] for
reversible networks composed of multiple control Toffditgs. However, there are potential problems with this
approach in its simplest form.

e The number of regular rewriting rules is very large even foall parameters. For instance, assuming Toffoli
type gates have unit cost, the number of regular rewrititgsrtor reversible binary networks wheke- 3
gates are replaced with= 2 gates in a network with = 3 input/output variables is 180. It can be easily
shown that this number grows exponentially with respectitheof the parametekss andn.

e Often, rewriting rules are redundant in the sense tHat@,Gs — G4Gs rewriting rule can be a derivative
of a GGz — Gs rewriting rule if G; = G4. Further, it can be shown that even the number of non-rechinda
rules grows exponentially om and, likely grows exponentially dnands (keepings < k).

e It can happen that interchanging the order of the gates is@ack, which is frequently possible and which
does not change the linear term cost of a network, may pepplication of a rewriting rule that decreases
the cost.

The following observations are useful to understandingplate approach.
Observation 1.For any networkGoGs ... Gy 1 realizing functionf networkGr’nflG%fz... Gal is a valid network
for the functionf ~1. This of course includes the case where the cascade of galees the identity in which case
the inverse function is also the identity. We udeo denote both the identity function and a network realizimey
identity function, the meaning being clear from the context
Observation 2. For any rewriting ruléz1Gs... Gx — Gk 1Gki2... Gkys, its gates satisfy the following:

G1Go... Gka;lskasfl... ka+11 =1d.
Observation 3. For GoGy... Gm-1 = Id and any parametgy, 0 < p < m GoG1...Gp-1 — G 1G5 Gyl is

a rewriting rule. In the modrivial circuit cost metric , where the cost of every gate isile. the gate count is
calculated, the rewriting rule is regular for parametens the rangell < p <m.

1Toffoli gates are self inverses: every gate= G~ 1. Thus, template application to the networks with Toffoltegwill not require
introducing the new gate types.
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Figure 1: Two cycles of a size 7 template: (a) can not be sfiaglusing smaller and equal size templates and (b)
can be simplified—gates G5, G6, and GO can be replaced witlif texmplate (5a) from FigurEl3 is used.

Observation 4.1f GoGs... Gm_1 = Id, thenG;... G-1Go = Id.
Observation 4 allows one to write an identity network wittgates inm (generally) different ways. We refer
to each as aycle We are now ready to give the formal definition of the tempate

Definition 5. A sizem template is a cascade of m gates (a network) that realizes the idefutitgtion. For a
cascade to be a template, there must be at least one cycle ghtks that can not be reduced in size (gate count)
by application of smaller or equal size templates. Only thediucible cycles are used when applying templates.
A template @ G;... Gy,—1 can be applied in either direction:

1. Forward application is a rewriting rule of the form
_ ~1 -1 -1 ;
GiG(i+1) modm--- G(i+p-1) modm — G(i—l) mode(i—Z) modm*** G(i+p) modm Where0 <i,p<m-—1.

2. Backward application is a rewriting rule of the form
Gfle(ﬁfl) modm- - G(Tik+l> modm — G(i+1) modmG(i+2) modm:-- G(i—k) modm, Where0 <i,p<m-—1.

Our earlier template definitions did not require existenta oycle that cannot be simplified, however, this
part of the definition is important. We illustrate this with example of a size 7 template with two cycles such
that one simplifies and the other does not, shown in Fiflire He fletwork in Figur€ll(a) does not simplify
whereas the one in Figuk¢ 1(b) can be simplified since itsmigkt three gates can be replaced with two gates
TOF(tz,tg,Cl,Cz,Cg,C4;tl) andT OF(t2,Cq,Cp,C3,Cy;t1).

Correctness of the template definition follows from the abfmur observations. One of the immediate benefits
that the templates bring is significant reduction of the spaquired to store the rewriting rules (this is a significant
improvement considering how much space is required ih [@5}dre some small identities). In fact, one template
occupies the same storage space used by a single rewriingetit is capable of storing up ta# non-redundant
rewriting rules. Assuming the trivial circuit cost metrichere each gate has a cost of one, the number of regular
non-redundant rewriting rules can be as higimgor the odd numbersrandm(m— 1) for evenm.

We earlier observed that the number of non-redundant riegritles grows exponentially, therefore template
classification is highly desirable. Depending on the set ofieh gates, classifications differ. We consider some of
the particular questions and methods of proper classificat Toffoli templates in the next section.

6.1 Toffoli Templates

We wrote a program that helped us find the Toffoli templatesbdild templates of size= s; + S the program
first uses depth first search to find optimal networks of maksizass; ands; using 3 to 4 input variables (which
likely provides enough generality — we do not have a formabpthat it does — to find if a template is missing,
but fails to generalize it once a candidate is found). In #eoad step, the program computes two sets with the
truth vectors of functions realizable by cascades of siz@sds,. Then, for every function in the first set it finds
its inverse in the second set. If such a function is found W nietworks are combined (use observations 1 and
2 to see that the resulting cascade is always the identitifum) and templates of size less thaare applied to

11



simplify the cascade. If this leads to a simplification fdrcgicles, the constructed identity is not a new template.
Otherwise, it is a piece of a template and needs generalizati

The algorithm described finds those lines in a template tha¢ hargets of the gates, but fails to extract all
the possible assignments of the controls. Generalizagiquires finding all the possible gate controls that apply
without changing the network functionalifye. leaving it the identity. The following Theorem is useful abmits
the set of choices one can make to assign the controls.

Definition 6. For any network @G;... Gy,—1 with an input line that has controls only (control line), tharacter-
istic vector (ap,a1,... am-1), ai € {0,1} for 0 <i < m—1has ones at positions i where the gateh@s a control,
and zeros everywhere else.

Theorem 2. 1. If a control line with the characteristic vectdop,a1,... dm-1) appears in a template of size
m, any set of lines with this characteristic vector is a valihtrol set.

2. Lines with characteristic vector$,0,... 0) and(1,1, ... 1) are valid control lines for any template.

3. Iflines with characteristic vector®, a1, ... am-1) and(Bo, B1, ... Bm-1) are control lines of a template, the
line with characteristic vectofag V Bo,01 V B1, ... dm-1V Bm-1) is also a valid control line.

4. If there exists a line with exactly two EXOR symbols oreitap targets of two gatesi@nd G;, every valid
control line haso = a;.

Proof.
1. To prove the statement we want to check if the operatiorpéating the number of controls of certain type
keeps the identity being the identity. Assumif,as, ... 0m_1) is a valid control line labele#,; create linex; of
the same type and show that it is a valid control. There areclges to prove. Firskp = 0 and secondy, = 1.
For xo = 0 the network is equivalent to the network without ga@dor everya; = 1. Same thing happens if
line x; is set to zero. In case = 1 variablex, can be completely ignored, which does not change the network
functionality. Note, that when any control line is deleteaih the template, the resulting cascade still realizes the
identity function. This observation is useful in understisg of how a large gate with many controls as shown in
the template in Figulg 1 can match a relatively small gaterietavork to be simplified: the control lines indicate
which controls are possible, but may not be necessary foecfspmatching.
2. Line with characteristic vectq,0,... 0) is a “virtual” line whose presence or absence does not change
anything. Thus, it can as well be a control. Consider kwéth characteristic vectofl, 1,... 1). Forx= 0 all the
gates do nothing as a control value of zero results in zengeval the corresponding product, and no target line
changes its value. Cage= 1 is equivalent to having a line with zero characteristictoec
3. Assume linegg has characteristic vect@ap, a1, ... dm—1) and linexy has characteristic vect@o, 1, ... Bm-1)-
Create linexz with the characteristic vectdoio V 3o, 01 V B1, ... 0m-1V Bm-1). We want to prove that setting its
values to zero and one does not change the network funatigribht is, it stays the identity. Setting to 1 is
equivalent to ignoring value on this line, thus the networik rgalize the identity. Settings to O is equivalent to
setting bothx; andx; to zero. Sincey andxp are valid controls, setting them to zero does not changedtveank
output (the network will stay the identity). This means thettingxs to O keeps the network output being equal to
its input, so the property of being the identity is consepnatixs is a valid control.
4, Prove by contradiction. Suppose there is a controdiwéh characteristic vectqio, a1, ... dm-—1) such that
i # aj and prove that in such case the network does not realizeehdityl Without loss of generality assume that
a; = 0 andaj = 1. Use Observation 4 to transform netw@kG;... Gm—1 to the formG;Gi1 modm.-- Gi—1 modm-
These two networks can be identities only simultaneouslyw,Nset the input pattern to have ones on every bit
except bitx, whose value is set to 0. Then, g&gflips the value of its target bijtfrom 1 to 0. The only other gate
that affects bity is Gj. Since controlling bik of the gateG; is zero (when propagated control bits do not change
their values, ana has controls only), gat&; will not flip its target valuey. Thus, at the end of the network lyit
will arrive flipped, which contradicts the statement thatwverk GiG;_ 1 modm--- Gi—1 modm IS the identity.l

Template generalization is a part of our software packadginteresting to note that during the generalization
process the number of templates may increase. FHigure #dtas how a template found by our program (bottom
4 lines:ty,t,t3 andCy, |C1| = 1) can be generalized in two different ways.
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Figure 2: Generalizations of a size 9 template.

In [I4], we reported a Toffoli network with 4 gates for the B4binary full adder. Assuming the trivial cost
metric, we applied our templates. This resulted in no gatetoeduction and we can conclude that the network
is optimal for the given cost metric (gate count). Prove bytcadiction. Suppose it is not. Then, there exists a
smaller network for a 3-bit full adder, say with 3 gates. |gsbservation 2 one can construct an identity cascade
of size 7 built on 4 lines that would differ from the templatasd will not be simplified by the means of the
templates. Running our template finding program shows thatimpossible, and hence the network is optimal.
The following theorem generalizes this observation.

Theorem 3. For the complete classification of the templates of size up &nd their complete (in the sense that
no possible application is missed) application to netwazk seduction:

e For even numbers m, each sub-network of §jzis optimal in any metric. The network itself is optimal if
the number of gates i or less.

e For odd numbers m, each sub-network of gi2g is optimal in any metric, and each sub-network of size
[9'] is optimal in the trivial metric. Similar statements hold fbe entire network if the number of gates is
not greater than{ 7| or [ 3] respectively.

We conclude this subsection with a (most likely, compleis) ¢f the templates of size up to 7 and some
templates of size 9, illustrated in Figulide 3. Lirtem Figurel® represent each a single line, and lines marked wit
C; represent a possibly empty set of lines, all of the same fdva.note that the templates of size less than 5
are equivalent to those found inJ14]. We report a smaller Inemnof different templates of size 6, as compared to
the templates reported ii‘J14]. There are two reasons far fiest, the template illustrated in Fig. 8(d) 6f]14]
is undergeneralized, which we found with the help of our neftvgare. And second, the template classification
depends on how the templates are applied. Our algorithmefaplate application differs from the originally
reported ([T4]) and is discussed in the following subsectié quick explanation of why the new algorithm is
more accurate at finding more simplification than the origiisahat template illustrated in Fig. 8(b) df]14] can
now be simplified with the other templates, which was not ips$efore. This is due to the improved matching
algorithm.

6.2 Template Application

To apply templates to circuit cost reduction, we first coasall the templates of the forfhBAB Such templates
applied for parametep = 2 result in the rewriting rulédB — BA. That is, they define when the two adjacent
gates in a cascade can be swapped. We call such templatésg rules and apply them to move the gates in a
cascade to permit the application of cost reducing temlalstitutions. It transpires that for the most network
types considered in the literature (binary reversible, M@\ersible, and quantum) the complete description of the
templates of formABABIs very simple (this may of course not be true for all gate §)péssuming gaté has
control(s)Ca and targefla and gateB has control(siCg and targeflg these two gates form a moving rule if, and
onIy if, Ta € Cs andTB € Ca.

Templates of other size than 4 (and all Toffoli templatesioé g are the moving rule) are applied as follows.
We choose a starting gate for matching. The position of theisy gate Start) in the matching will change with
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Figure 3: Templates of size 7, and some templates of size 9.

time, and we begin witlStart= 2. Supposétart= k in a cascade witln gates at the present time. We apply
smaller templates first. They are easier to match, becawesaards to find less gates to do the replacement, and
in a sense smaller templates allow more general networkfwemation (for instance, applying size 2 templates
can be thought of as deleting pairs of equal gates, whileyappbkize 9 templates is hard to describe by words).
For each of the templates, we match date the network to the first gate in each of timecycles of the template,
which is always possible. We then try to find the gates in thevokk that match those in the template assuming
the first gate of the template cycle matches Kilsyate in the network and trying both directions for the tertgpla
application. Next we only explain how to apply a single teatglcycle in forward direction, because application
of other cycles and in backward direction is analogous. &tploint, we create two arrays, inteddatchindex]

with one elemenk indicating that one gate at positi&in the network is found and properly matched, and Boolean
Movelndex] with one element equal 1 and indicating that all gates candaeethto the one found (in this case no
moving is required). In addition, integ€urrentGate= k indicates that at the present moment we look at the gate
k. To match more gates, we decre&aerentGateby 1 and see if gatk— 1 in the network matches the second
gate in the template cycle. If it does, we increase the sizdatichindexarray by 1, and ad# — 1 to it. We
increase size of thelovelndexarray and add a new element, 1 to it. Since datel neighbors with gatk, there

is no need to check if the gates can be moved together. Finatlycheck if these 2 gates can be replaced with
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Figure 4: Application of template (a) to the network (b) Stay at the gate 7. The network simplifies to the form
(c).

a smaller network using the present template cycle, ancif dan, do the replacement and retGtart= Kk — 1.
The template matching resumes with starting gate at paditiol and by trying the smallest template first. If gate
CurrentGatedid not match the second gate in the template, we decreaggitturrentGateby 1 (it is now equal
k — 2) and see if this gate matches the second gate of the teneplée

In general, if somes gates are matched and can be moved together (thliaisshindex= [k, ko, ..., ks] and
Movelndex= [mg, mp, ..., ms] whereMovelndexcontains a non-zero value indicating that the gates can lwedno
to the corresponding position), and a gate in a network atipp€urrentGate= ks, 1 matchegs+ 1) gate of the
template cycle, the procedure for matching is as followsstFive check if the gates can be moved together to each
of the network position&s, ko, ..., ks, ks 1. If the gates can be moved together, we create dvtayelndexwith
s+ 1 Boolean values showing where it is possible to move thesgalfe next check if it is beneficial to replace the
matched and movable togethef 1 gates with the remaining— s— 1 of the given template. If it is, we do the
replacement at the maximal value of an elemerlatchindexk;, corresponding to the non-zero vaiug of the
Movelndexand return nevstart = k; —s+ j. The template matching resumes from this position in thevoe
and the smallest template. If the gates cannot be movediegete decrease value of terrentGateby one and
try to match gate at this position in the network. Wi@urrentGatebecomes equal zero or if we cannot match
enough gates to do a beneficial replacement using the templattry to match another cycle, next template of
the same size, or a larger template. If no templates mat¢hanstarting positiorstart, we increase its value by
one (start matching with the next gate in the network) undélnen out of gates in the network that could serve as
a Start In such case, template application is completed.

We illustrate how the templates are applied with an examglievin

Example2. Consider network in Figuld 4(b). Suppd&art= 7 and the template cycle that we want to match and
apply is as illustrated in FiguE& 4(a). In the beginning & thatching we havielatchindex= [7], Movelndex= [1]
andCurrentGate=7. Linet; of the template must correspond to the lthef the network, and line should match
one ofa, b or c — this guarantees that gate 7 matches the first gate of thdaengycle. The steps of matching
are:

e LetCurrentGate= 7 — 1. Gate 6 does not match the second gate of the template ay€lgurd3(a) since
we expect to find a gate with target at a line where gate 7 hasitaotoNothing is doneCurrentGateis
decreased by 1.

e CurrentGate= 5. Gate 5 matches the second gate of the templage-ifc, C; = {b} andC3; = 0. Gate 7
can be moved to gate 5, and gate 5 cannot move to the gate 7efdfeeMovelndexbecomegl,0]. The
MatchIndexs [7,5]. We check that the replacement of the two gates we matchadheéthree reconstructed
from the template is not beneficial, but sindevelndexhas non-zero values, we try to match more gates.

e CurrentGate= 4. Gate 4 in the network does not match the third gate in theleencycle because we are
looking for a gate with the target on lirte

e CurrentGate= 3. Gate 3 in the network does not match third gate in the gigemptate cycle because we
try to find a gate with no control at lin@

e CurrentGate= 2. Gate 2 matches the third gate of the template cydi = {a}. Gate 2 can be moved
to gate 5, but gate 5 cannot be moved past gate 3. TWogelndex= [0,1,0]. Matchindex= [7,5,2] and
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according to the template cycle, these three gates can laeeglpwith two. It is clearly beneficial to do the
replacement. According to thidovelndexhe replacement can be done if all gates are moved to the gate 5
the network. The network after template application issiltated in Figurgl4(c). Retui®tart= 4, because
at this position the replacement part (in a dashed box)sstart

The template application resumes starting with the forte gathe network in FigurEl4(c) and trying to apply the
smallest template.

In our program realization, functicap ply templateds used to apply templates. It has an option of applying
the templates to reduce the gate count or the quantum cost@kd according to the algorithm discussed above.
We made a modification of the matching algorithm in which weendook for the gates in the network further
away from positiorstart than 20. This is because we found that in practice the gateisgamplate application
is usually less than 20. Such restriction also makes thelsgenalgorithm faster — it is linear in the number of
gates in the network. The template application algorithemf{IZ] has am® worst case scenario amd best case
scenario runtime in terms of the gate count of the circuitéadduced. The new template application algorithm
introduced in this section reduces the circuits betten@asg both algorithms work with the same set of templates)
than the one presented [n]14], and can be used in conjunettbrdifferent circuit cost metrics.

7 Resynthesis Procedure

In our program implementation, we first synthesize a fumcéiod its inverse using the MMD methadd]14] and the
newly presented Reed-Muller spectra based algorithms héregimplify each of the synthesized networks using
the templates, choose the smaller netwrand declare it to be the final implementation. Each subnétigy,

of the final implementation is itself a network computing ®oraversible function. This reversible function can be
determined and synthesized on its own. If such resynthésidsya smaller subnetwork, it repladég, leading to
simplification of the overall networkl.

We have implemented two drivers for this resynthesis proged-irst, aandomdriver which performs a user-
specified number of iterations. For each iteration, a nur(digain specified by the user) of random subnetworks
are resynthesized and the best overall simplification iseh@nd forwarded to the next iteration. Second is an
exhaustivedriver. It tries all possible subnetworks with at least 5 gates afargnetwork. The requirement of 5
gates is because it is not necessary to resynthesize nstwittk4 or less gates, since in our synthesis approach
every subnetwork of length 4 is optimal. This result is a darg of TheoreniB.

When we synthesize networks, random driver is used first. "\thdoes not simplify the network after a
few iterations, we run the exhaustive driver (time allowing make sure that no sub-network simplifies. The
exhaustive driver can take a long time, especially if aphigelarger complex functions such laghbl1. We did not
apply exhaustive driver to the functions of size 16 and gred&tote that using a random driver results in different
scenarios for network simplification and the simplified natkvmay differ from one application to the next. Itis
expected that some of the larger networks considered inoB@may be further reduced by multiple applications
of the random driver.

8 Results

In the literature, one of the common tests of the quality aheersible synthesis method is how it performs on the
40,320 3x 3 reversible functions[14] 2] B,114]. We used the 3 synthasithods that are applied to both function
and its inverse, then the templates were applied anéthaustivedriver is run until no further simplification is
found. This is a time consuming test, and it takes around @8shfor it to complete. Techniques to reduce the
runtime are discussed in Sect{dn 9.

Table[3 compares our synthesis results to the earlier reppeynthesis algorithms and the optimal results found
by depth-first search. It can be seen that our results ardisattly closer to the optimal synthesis than the basic
MMD algorithm plus templates of maximal sizel6]14] (coluMivMD ), and over twenty times (overhead) as close
to the optimum as a recently presented Reed-Muller basedg&@rch algorithni]2] (colum&J). Our results are,
on average (WA), only 6% off from the optimal size (colum@pt. [24]). It can also be seen that our synthesis
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Size | MMD AJ Ours | Opt. K
13 6
12 62
11 391
10| 1444
9| 3837 30 2 86
8| 7274 3297 659 577 | 2740
7| 9965| 12488 10367 | 10253 || 11774
6| 9086 | 13620 16953 | 17049 || 13683
5| 5448| 7503 8819 | 8921| 8068
4| 2125| 2642 2780| 27801 3038
3 567 625 625 625 781
2 102 102 102 102 134
1 12 12 12 12 15
0 1 1 1 1 1
WA: | 6.801| 6.101 5.875| 5.866| 6.010
% | 116% | 104% | 100.16%| 100% N/A

Table 3: Number of reversible functions using a specified Imemof gates fon = 3. ColumnK is separated from
the remainder of the table because the gate library useaimibrk is different (larger).

results are better than the best presented by Kerrltbpf¢8lfn K ), even though that his work uses a larger gate
library (given a large gate library one would expect lowetegaounts).

Running a synthesis algorithm on all size 3 reversible fiomstcould be an interesting test, but it does not
illustrate how the synthesis method applies to large spatifins, whose synthesis is the main reason to design an
automated procedure. We have applied our synthesis agpt@amumber of reversible benchmark specifications
from [L2]°. We report two types of the results: we minimize the gate tamd we minimize the quantum cost
separately. The results are given in Tdble 4. idme, size GC andQC columns give the name of each benchmark
function, its size (number of variables) of the reversilppedfication as considered in the literature, the best
reported gate count, and the best reported quantum cogidardatworks with Toffoli gates. Next two columns
report the gate count and the quantum cost when our tool igedpp synthesize a given function with the option
of minimizing the gate count. The last two columns reportdiethesis results with the option of quantum cost
minimization. We find that realizations in the last two cohsould be more practical. We note that networks for
benchmark functionsmodb, S5modb, hwiB — hwhl1, and network ford53 with quantum cost 79 found ii[112]
are the results of the techniques discussed in this papexareinot reported before.

Table[2 shows our software synthesize smaltestworks than earlier presented heuristics. For instahee,
gate count for thénwl6 benchmark function was reduced from 126 to 42 gates, thatisnetwork is one third
of the size of the best previously presented; and quantutf@oan implementation of this function was reduced
more than 10 times.

We limited the search time for our software to 12 hours fohda@nchmark function. Most functions took sig-
nificantly less time to synthesize than the allowed 12 haucst time (12 h) was spend to synthesize only one func-
tion, cyclel8.3. A general rule was to synthesize a function using all thigerithms, apply the templates, resyn-
thesize withrandomdriver until several iterations do not bring any simplification aaqply exhaustivedriver
until no further simplification. In the chosen period of 12ing there was no time left to appéxhaustivedriver
to functions (networks fowb7, hwh8, hwi® and all networks with 10 and more variables other thamil5 and
cyclel0_2. Due to the time constraints, we did not apmypdomdriver to the networks fohwhl1 andcyclel8.3.

2In our comparison, we considered the networks and funcipeeiications from the above web page. However, our quantush aal-
culation differs from the one used iaZ12], therefore quamttosts reported in Tab[d 4 are slightly different from thts& can be found
online.

3[M7] contains networks synthesized using Toffoli and Fiedjates, but we do not compare our results to those in a tabie fust mention
that the newly presented results are, generally, significaetter.
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Benchmark/its best circuit: Gate count minimization: | Quantum cost minimization:
name size|| GC QC GC-gc QC-gc GC-qc QC-qc
3.17 3 6 14 6 14 6 14
449 4 16 64* 12 32 12 32

4mod5 5 5 13 5 13 5 13
5mod5 6 10 85* 8 77* 10 71*
add3 4 4 12 4 12 4 12
cycle1lQ2 12 19 1206 19 1206 19 1206
cyclel73 20 48 6069 48 6069 48 6069
cycle183 21 || N/A N/A 51 6819 51 6819
ham3 3 5 9 5 9 5 9
ham?7 7 23 91 21 69 25 49
ham15 15 132 1881 70 463 109 214
hwb4 4 17 69* 11 23 11 23
hwb5 5 55 353* 24 114 24 114
hwb6 6 126 | 1519* 42 150 42 150
hwb7 7 289 | 5196* 236 3984* 331 2609*
hwb8 8 637 | 14636* 614 12745* 749 6197*
hwb9 9 1544 | 43138* 1541 43089* 1959 20378*
hwb10 10 || 3631 | 120034*| 3595 117460* 4540 46597*
hwb11 11 || 9314 | 328200*| 8214 336369* 11600 122144*
mod5adder 6 21 145 15 91 17 81
modl1024adder 20 55 1575 55 1575 55 1575
rd53 7 12 128 12 128 16 67
rd53 7 16 79 12 128 16 67

Table 4: Benchmark function synthesis. Actual circuitsarailable from[[1R].

Our software potentially can synthesize functions with entian 21 variables, but as the number of variables and
gates in the synthesized network grows, the runtime for synthesis grows exponentially.

9 Future Work

Our program realization of the discussed methods is no wéynged. We use a resource demanding truth table
representation of a function, which, in addition to slowthg software significantly limits the scalability of our
implementation. To date, we found that scalability of oypr@ach is satisfactory, however, a more robust function
representation must be employed in the future to minimizeuds for the functions with more than 21 variables.

Further work has to be done to optimize the code. For instamaeealgorithm can be easily parallelized.
Assuming one has a 6 processor machine, each of the 6 net{@mksthods, function and its inverse are synthe-
sized) can be synthesized (including the template apitaon a separate processor. Workrahdomdriver
andexhaustivadriver can be distributed evenly among the processors. In totah algorithm on a parallel ma-
chine should be able to run almost 6 times faster as compar@gingle processor machine. For large networks,
template application can be parallelized by cutting thetm small sub-networks and then applying the templates
at the cutting points by restrictir§tartto grow no more than 20.

Synthesis of incomplete specifications (Boolean multi atfpnctions) is possible using each of the the newly
presented synthesis methods, as well as with the old ones hET to be investigated further since most of the
real world benchmark functions are irreversible and tramsfng function specification into a reversible before
synthesizing it should not be more effective than the dttesgnthesis of the multi output specification.
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10 Conclusion

In this paper, we presented novel techniques for the syistbé&seversible Toffoli networks. The main contribu-
tions include two Reed-Muller spectra based approaches/tsible synthesis; a better characterization of tem-
plates and an improved method of their application, clasgifin of the templates of size 7 (most likely, complete)
and demonstration of some useful templates of size 9. Weralsstigated a new approach involving resynthesis
of subnetworks that significantly improves the resultstipalarly for larger benchmark functions. We structured
our software as to have an option of minimizing the gate couattechnology-motivated cost. To our knowledge,
this is the first attempt to minimize technology motivatedtaaf the implementation in the relevant literature.

We have implemented our methods in C++ and shown they prodksedts significantly better than those
reported in the literature. Finally, we have identified sal/e/ays to improve this work.
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