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A bstract

W e show that ifa Janguage is recognized w ithin certain error bounds by constant-
depth quantum circuitsovera nite fam ily ofgates, then it is com putable n (classical)
polynom ialtin e. In particular, our results in ply

EQNCY p;

whereEQ N C 0 isthe constant-depth analog ofthe classEQP .

On the other hand, we adapt and extend ideas of Terhal & D ¥V incenzo [?] to
show that, for any fam ily F of quantum gates including H adam ard and CNO T gates,
com puting the acceptance probabilities of depth— ve circuis over F is jist as hard as
com puting these probabilities for arbitrary quantum circuits overF . In particular, this
In plies that

NQNC®=NQACC =NQP = coC_P;
whereN QN C © isthe constant-depth analog ofthe classN Q P . T hisessentially refiites
a confcture ofGreen et al. that NQACC TC?O 1.

1 Introduction

Quantum deoocherence is a m apr cbstack to m aintaining long quantum oom putations. The
rst working quantum com puters w ill alm ost certainly be lim ited to realizing shallow | ie.,
an alkdepth | quantum circuits. This dilemm a has inspired m uch theoretical interest in the
capabilities of these circuits, particularly circuits that have constant depth and polynom ial
size.
R ecently, people have found that mudh can be done wih O (logn)-depth circuits. For
exam ple, C eve & W atrous were abl to approxin ate the Q uantum Fourdier Transform over
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m odulus 2" with O (Jogn)-depth circuits [?]. Log-depth seam s to present a barrier form any
com putational problem s, however; getting signi cantly shallower circuits appears di cul
if not poss:b]e| unless gates of unbounded width (ie. number of qubits, or fan-in) are
allowed. This has Jkd to the study of constant-depth quantum circuits that can contain
certain classes of unbounded fan-in gates.

T here are a num ber of unbounded-w idth gate classes studied in the literature, m ost being
de ned in analogy to classical B oolean gates. T he generalized To oligate (see Section M) is
the quantum equivalent of the unbounded B oolean AND -gate. Likew ise, there are quantum
equivalents of M od-gates and threshold gates. O ne particular quantum gate corresoonds to
som ething taken alm ost com pletely for granted in B oolean CJJ:cuIts| fan-out. A fan-out gate
copies the (classical) value ofa qubit to several other qubits at oncel U sing these gates, one
can de ne quantum versions of various classical circuit classes: QN C* (M oore & N ilsson
[?]),QACk andQACCk M oore [?], Green et al. [?]),andQTCk are analogous to N Ck,
AC¥*,ACC, and TC¥, repectively. The case of particular interest is when k = 0. Al
these classes are allowed constant-w idth gatesdrawn from a nite fam ily. The classes di er
in the additional gates allowed. QN C? is the m ost restrictive class; all gates m ust have
bounded width. Q A C* circuits are allowed generalized To oligates, and Q A C C * circuits
are allowed M od,gates, where g is kept constant in each circuit family. Q TC ¥ circutts are
allowed quantum threshold gates. See Section Il r detailed de nitions of m ost of these
classes.

A though quantum classes are de ned analogously to Boolkan classes, their properties
have tumed out to be quite di erent from their classical versions. A sin ple cbservation
of M oore [?] show s that the n—qubi fan-out gate and the n—qubit parity ™ od,) gate are
equivalent up to constant depth, ie. each can be simulated by a constant-depth circuit
using the other. This is com pltely di erent from the classical case, where parity cannot be
com puted even wih A C 0 circuits, where fan-out is unrestricted [?, ?]. Later, G reen et al.
showed that quantum M ody-gates are constant-depth equivalent forallg> 1, and are thus
allequivalent to fan-out. Thus, forany g> 1,

QNC?=0Aacc’@=0acc’:

(The £ subscript m eans, \w ith fan-out.") T he classical analogs of these classes are provably

di erent. In particular, classicalM od, and M ody gates are not constant-depth equivalent if
p and g are distinct prin es, and neither can be simulated by A C © circuits 2, ?1.

Using QN C ° circuits w ith unbounded fan-out gates, H yer & Spakk m anaged to paral
Elize a sequence of com m uting gates applied to the sam e qubits, and thus greatly reduced the
depth of circuits for various purposes [?]. T hey showed that threshold gates can be approxi-
m ated In constant depth thisway, and they can be com puted exactly if To oligates are also
allowed. ThusQ TC 2 = QA CC?aswell Threshod gates, and hence fanout gates, are quite
powerfi]; m any in portant arithm etic operations can be com puted In constant depth w ih
threshold gates [?]. This In plies that the quantum Fourier transform | the quantum part of
Shor's factoring algorithm | can be approxm ated In constant depth using fanout gates.

1T here is no violation ofthe N o-C Ioning T heorem here; only the classical valie is copied.



A1l these resuls rely for their practicality on unbounded-w idth quantum gates being
available, especially fan-out or som e (any) M od gate. Unfortunately, m aking such a gate in
the lab rem ains a daunting prospect; it ishard enough just to fabricate a reliable CNO T gate.
M uch m ore lkely in the short tem is that only one-and two-qubit gates w ill be available,
which brings us back to the now more interesting question of QN C°. How powerfiil is
this class? Can QN C ° circuits be sin ulated classically, say, by com puting their acosptance
probabilities etther exactly or approxin ately? Is there anything that Q N C ° circuits can
com pute that cannot be com puted in classicalpolynom ialtin e? T he present paper addresses
these questions.

A handfi1l of hardness results about simulating constant-depth quantum circuits w ith
constant-w idth gates were given recently by Terhal & D ¥ ncenzo [?]. They showed that if
one can classically e cilently sim ulate, via sam pling, the acosptance probability of quantum
circuits of depth at least three using one- and two-qubit gates, then BQ P AM . They
also showed that the polynom ial hierarchy collapses if one can e ciently com pute the ac-
ceptance probability exactly for such circuits. @ ctually, a much strong result follow s from
their proof, namely, P = PP .) Their technique uses an idea of Gottesn an & Chuang for
teleporting CNOT gates [?] to transform an arbitrary quantum circuit with CNOT and
single-qubit gates into a depth-three circuit whose acosptance probability is proportionalto,
though exponentially sn aller than, the original circuit. T heir results, however, only hold on
the supposition that depth-three circuits w ith arbitrary singlequbit and CNO T gates are
simnulatable. W e build on their technigues, m aking in provem ents and sin pli cations. W e
weaken their hypothesis by show ng how to produce a depth-three circuit w ith essentially
the sam e gates as the origihal circuit. In addition, we can get by w ith only w ith sim ple qubit
state teleportation [?]. O ur results inm ediately show that the classN QN C ? (the constant—
depth analog ofN Q P, s=e below ), is actually the same asN Q P, which is known to be as
hard as the polynom ial hierarchy [?]. W e give this result in Section . Tt underscores yet
another drastic di erence between the quantum and classical case: whie A C % is well con—
talhed m P, QN C° circuits (even just depth-three) can have am azingly com plex behavior.
Our resul is also tight; Terhal & D ¥V incenzo showed that the acosptance probabilities of
depth-two circuits over one-and two—qubit gates are com putable In polynom ialtin e.

In Section M, we give contrasting upper bounds for Q N C *welated language classes.
W e show that various bounded-error versions of Q N C ° (de ned below ) are contained In P .
Particularly, EQNC? P ,where EQN C° is the constant-depth analog of the class EQ P
(see below ) . O ur proofuses elem entary probability theory, together w ith the fact that single
output qubi m easurem ent probabilities can be com puted directly, and the fact that output
qubits are \largely" independent of each other. In hindsight, it is not too surprisihg that
EQNC? P .EQN C? stsa severe lin itation on the behavior ofthe circuit: itm ust acosot
w ith certainty or refect w ith certainty. T his containm ent is m ore surprising (to us) for the
bounded-error Q N C ? classes.

W e give open questions and suggestions for fiirther research in Section M.



2 P relim inaries
2.1 G ates and circuits

W e assum e prior know ledge ofbasic conospts In com putationalcom plexity : polynom ialtin e,
P, NP, aswell as the counting class # P [?]. Inform ation can be found, for exam ple, in
Papadin itriou [?]. TheclssC¢P (coC-P ) wasde ned by W agner [?]. Oneway ofde ning
Ce¢P isas Pllows: a language L isih C¢P 1 there are two # P functions £ and g such
that, forallx, x2 L () f&)#% gx).CgP was shown to be hard for the polynom ial
hierarchy by Toda & Ogihara [?].

W ewillalso assum e som e (out less) background in quantum com putation and the quan—
tum circuit m odel. See N ielsen and Chuang [?] for a good reference of basic conospts and
notation.

W e review som e standard quantum (unitary) gates. Am ong the singlequbit gates, we
have the Pauligates X , Y, and Z , the Hadam ard gate H , and the =8 gate T, whith are
de ned thus, forb2 £0;1g:

X Pl = Jbi;

Y Ppi = i( 1)°%bi;

Zpi = ( 1)°Pi;

Hpi = (it ( DPRi= 2
Thi = & " iz

Forn 1,the (h+ 1)-gqubi generalized To oligate T, satis es

~M
Ty Kiji:5Xe00= Kij::00%,50 X;i:
=1

controlled X —-gate (0crNO T gate), and is the quantum analog ofthe Boolan AND gate w ith
fanin n. T, is known sinply as the To oligate. T; is also known as the controlled NOT
CNOT) gate and is depicted below . Here, a;b2 £0;1g.

a a
b C) a b
A gate closely related to T, is the controlled Z gate de ned by
vn
ZnFKiiiiiXadl= (1) =17 g1

SihceH X H = Z, the gate Z,; 1-gate can be in plem ented by placing H -gates on either side
ofa T, gate on is target qubit.



The b + 1)-gubit fan-out gate F,, isde ned as follow s:

the target qubitbi x; + #& 0 (mod qg). The controlqubits x;;:::;x, are left alone.
TheM od, gate is also known as the party gate. T he width ofa gate is the num ber of qubits
on which it acts.

O urnotion of quantum circuits is fairly standard (@gain see, for exam ple, [?]): a serdes of
quantum gates, drawn from som e speci ed set of unitary operators, acting on som e speci ed

are assum ed to be In som e basis state nitially (ie., classical input); the rest are ancill , each
assum ed to be In the i state initially. T hus the initial state of the qubits is k;00 0i, for
som e binary string x. Som e arbitrary set of qubits are speci ed as output qubits, and these
qubits are m easured In the com putationalbasis at the nal state. W e assum e that the sets
of input and output qubits are part of the description of the circuit. The circuit acoepts its
Input if all the output qubits are observed to be 0 in the nal state. O therw ise the circuit
repcts. W e et PrC (x)] denote the probability that C acospts input x.

IfC isany quantum circuit, it willbe convenient forusto de ne 1 j the size ofC , to be
the num ber of output qubits plus the num ber of \contact points" between qubits and gates,
o forexam ple, a singlequbit gate counts one tow ards the size, while a two-qubit gate counts

In the sam e Jayer all act on paimw ise dispint sets of qubits, and (i) all gates in layer i are
applied before any gates n layer i+ 1, orl i< d. The depth of C is then the an allest
possbl valie ofd. The width ofC is the number of qubits In C .

The standard quantum com plexity classes can be de ned in tem s of quantum circuit
fam ilies. A quantum circuit fam ily is a sequence £fC,g, o of quantum circuits, where each
Ch has n Inputs. W e say that fC,g is uniform if there is a (classical) polynom jattim e
algorithm that outputs a description of C, on nput 0".

De nition 2.1 ([?, ?, ?]) LetL ke a language.

L 2 EQP i there is a uniform quantum circuit fam ily £G g such that, for all x of
length n,

x2L =
xzZL

) PrC, x)]1= 1;
) PrC, &®)]= 0:

L 2 BQP i ther isa uniform quantum circuit fam ily £G g such that, for all x of
length n,

L =) PrC, ®)] 2=3;
xZ2L =) PrC, x)]1< 1=3:



L2NQP 1 there isa uniform quantum circuit fam ily £G g such that, for all x of
length n,

x2L =) PrC, ®)1> O;
xZ2L =) PrC, x)]= 0:

It is known that P EQP BQP.kwasshown in [?,?2]that NQP = C¢4P, and is
thus hard for the polynom ial hierarchy.

22 Complexity classes using Q N C circuits

Thecircuit classQ N C was rst suggested by M oore and N ilsson [?]asthe quantum analog of
the classN C ofbounded fan-in B ocolean circuits w ith polylogarithm ic depth and polynom ial
size. W e de ne the classQ N C * in the sam e fashion asde nitions n G reen, Hom er, M oore,
& Pollett [?]wih som em inorm odi cations.

De nition 2.2 ([?]) ON Cc¥ is the chss of quantum circuit fam ilies fC,g, ¢ for which
there exists a polynom ialp such that each C, containsn input qubits and atm ostp (h) m any
ancill . Each C, has depth O (]ogk n) and uses only singlke-qubit gates and CNO T gates.
T he singlequbit gatesmustbe from a xed nite set.

Next wede ne’cheJamg‘uagec:]assesNQNCk andEQNC*. ThescareQN C* analogs of
the classesN Q P and EQ P, respectively.

D e nition 2.3 ([?]) Letk 0 ke an integer.

N Q N C* is the class of languages L such that there is a uniform fC,g2 QN C* such
that, for all %,

EQN C* is the class of languages L. such that there is a uniform fC,g 2 QN C* such
that, for allx, PrlC «3&x)]2 f0;1g and

Rem ark. Green, Homer, M oore, & Polktt in plicitly consider the output qubits of C, to
be allthe qubits In C, [?]. In ourmodelwe allow any subset of qubits to be the output
qubis of C,, and we do not restrict our circuits to be clean, ie., the non-output qubits
could end up In an aroitrary state, possbly entangled w ith the output qubits. T he reason
we de ne our circuits thisway isbased on the cbservation that, in theirm odel, ifa Janguage
L isin EQNCk (orBQNCk,_ for Jarge enough ), then L can contain no m ore than one
string of each length.

Bounded-error Q A C* classes were m entioned in 2], and one can certainly ask about
sin {lar classes for Q N C ¥ circuits. Tt is not obvious that there is one robust de nition of



BoNC?® | perhaps because it is not clear how to reduce error signi cantly by am pli cation
in constant depth 2 In the next de nition, we w ill try to be as general as possible while still
m aintaining our assum ption that 0 is the only acospting output.

De nition 2.4 Let and Je functions m apping (descriptions of) quantum circuits into
realnum bers such that, for allquantum circuitsC, 0<  (C) C) 1.Wewrie . and
c todenote () and (), respectively. BQN Ck; is the clss of languages L such that
there is a uniform fC,g 2 Q N C* such that ©r any string x of kngth n,

x2L =) Pric, x)] Cn 't
XxXZL =) PrlC, ®X)I< ¢,:

An Interesting special case iswhen o = = 1, that is, the lnput is acospted 1 the
circuit acospts w ith probability 1, and there is no prom ise on the acosptance probability.
O nem ight expect that, by the sym m etry ofthe de nitions, thisclassBQ N C 2,_1 isthe sam e
asNQNCO,butitjsalnostoertajn]y not, aswe w ill see.

2.3 O ther classes of constant-depth quantum circuits
De nition 2.5 Letk 0 and g> 1 be integers.

QAC* isthe same as QN C* excspt that generalized To oli gates are albwed in the
circuits.

QACC (q) isthe same as Q N C° exaspt that M ody gates are allowed in the circuits.

S
QACC = _,QACC (@-.

3 M ain resuls
31 Smulating QNC O circuits exactly is hard
Theorem 3.1 NQNC%=NQP = C¢P.

A sa corollary, we essentially solve an open problm ofG reen et al. [?]. T hey conectured
that NQACC T C %, the class of constant-depth B oolkan circuits w ith threshold gates.

Corollary 3.2 Foranyk O,
NQNC’=NQNC*=NQAC*¥=NQACC =C¢P:

Thus, NQACC 6 TC%unkssC¢P = TC°.

20 ne can always reduce error classically by jist running the circuit several tin es on the sam e input.
In this case, the best de nition ofBQNC° m ay be that the gap between the allowed acospt and refct
probabilities should be at least 1=poly.



RY

A

q

Figure 1: The nonadaptive telportation m odule [?]. The state in qubit g is tekported
correctly i the qubits r; and r, are both observed to be 0.

Let B be the twoqubit Bellgate, de ned as

1
N

Also ket

Pi
< = B
Pi
jo
which producesthe EPR state (P0i+ jlli)= 2. W e prove the follow Ing Jemm a, from which
the theoram follow s quickly.

Lemm a 3.3 For any quantum circuit C using gates drawn from any fam ily F , there is a
depth-three quantum circuit C° of size linear in £ jusing gates drawn from F [ fB ;B Yg such
that for any input x of the appropriate kngth,

Pric’&)]= 2 " PrC ®)J;

for some m 21 j depending only on C. The middle lhyer of C° contains each gate in
C exactly once and no others. The third layer contains only B Y-gates, and the rst ayer
contains only B —-gates, which are used only to create EPR states.

P roof. O ur construction isa sin pli ed version ofthem ain construction In Terhal& D Vin—
cenzo [?], but ours is stronger in one crucial respect discussed below : it doesnot signi cantly
increase the fam ily of gates used. To construct C°% we start with C and sinply insert, for
each qubit q ofC, a simpli ed telportation m odule (shown in Figure ll) between any two
consecutive quantum gates of C acting on g. No further gates involve the qubits r; and
1, to the right of the BY-gate. This m odul, which lacks the usual corrective Pauli gates,
is a nonadaptive version of the standard sihglequbit tekportation circuit [?]. Ik fithfully



teleports the state ifand only ifthe observed output of the B Y-gate on the right is 00. A fter
Inserting each telportation circuit, the gates acting before and after it are now acting on
di erent qubits. Further, it is in portant to note that any entanglem ent the qubit state has
w ith other qubits is easily seen to be preserved in the tekported qubit. The input qubits
of CY are those of C. T he output qubits of C° are of two kinds: output qubits corresponding
to outputs of C are the original outputs; the other outputs are the qubits (in pairs) com ng
from the added B Y-gates. W e’ll call the m easurem ent of each such pair a Bellm easurem ent,
even though it is really in the com putationalbasis.

In addition to the gates .n C, C°uses only B -gates to m ake the mitial EPR pairs and
B Y-gates for the Bellm easuram ents. A sam ple transform ation is shown in Figurel. C®has
depth three since it uses the rst Jayer to m ake the mitial EPR states and the third layer
to rotate the Bell basis back to the com putational basis. A 1l the gates of C appear on the
second layer. From the above constuction and the properties of the teleportation m odule, it
isnot hard to see that for all x of the appropriate length,

PrC x)] = PrRallorghaloutputs ofclare 0 jall qubit states are teleported correctly]

PrRll origihal outputs of are 0 jallBellm easurem ent results are 00]
PrC0(x)] ,

PrillBellm easurem ent resuls are 00]

since the B ellm easurem ents are am ong the output m easurem ents of C°. Let k be the num ber
ofBY¥gateson layer 3. C karly, k 1 j and it isweltknown that each Bellm easurem ent w ill
give 00 w ith probability 1=4, Independent of all other m easurem ents. So the lemm a follow s
by ssttingm = 2k. 2

P roof of Theorem M. A sm entioned before, N QP [?]isde ned as the class of lJanguages
recognized by quantum Turingm achines (equivalently, uniform quantum circuit fam ilies over
a nite st of gates) where the acceptance criterion is that the accepting state appear w ith
nonzero probability. It isknown [?, 2]that NQP = C¢P , whith containsN P and is hard
for the polynom ial hierarchy. Since Q N C © circuit fam ilies must also draw their gates from

some nite set, we clearly have NQNC® NQP . The reverse containm ent ©llow s from

our construction: an arbitrary circuit C is transfom ed into a depth-three circuit C° with the
sam e gates as C plus B and BY. M oreover, CY accepts w ith nonzero probability i C does.
Thusan N Q P language L recognized by a uniform quantum circuit fam ity over a nite sst
of quantum gates is also recognized by a uniform depth-three circuit fam ily overa nite sst
of quantum gates,andsoL2NQNCO. 2

U sing the gate teleportation apparatus of G ottean ann and Chuang [?], Tethal& D iV in-
cenzo also construct a depth-three’® quantum circuit C° out of an arbitrary circuit C (over
CNOT and shglequbit gates) w ith a sim ilar relationship of acosptance probabilities. H ow —
ever, they only teleport the CNO T gate, and their C°m ay contain single-qubit gates form ed

3T hey count the depth as fur, but they include the nalm easurem ent as an additional layer whereaswe
do not.
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< W, 1
2 S
BY
1 S; W, 1 < T,
BY
2 S2 T2 U2 2 <
3 T, Vs W s 3 U, 2
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BY
< -
BY
< W 5 3
4 T, 4

Figure 2: A sam ple transform ation from C to C°. The circuit C on the left has ve gates: S,
T,U0,V,and W , wih subscrpts added to m ark which qubits each gate is applied to. The
qubits in C° are num bered corresponding to those in C.
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by com positions of arbitrary num bers of sihglequbit gates from C. (Such gatesm ay not even
be approxin able in constant depth by circuitsovera xed nite fam ily ofgates.) W hen their
construction is applied to each circuit in a uniform fam ily, the resulting circuits are thus not
generally over a nite gate set, even if the original circuits were.

O ur construction solves thisproblem by teleporting every qubit state in between allgates
Involving it. Besides B and BY, we only use the gates of the original circuit. W e also are
able to bypassthe CNO T gate teleportation technique of [?], using instead basic sihglequbit
teleportation [?], which works w ith arbitrary gates.

32 Simulating QNC O circuits approxin ately is easy

In this section we prove thatBQNCO,. P Preoertain ; . For convenience we will as—
sum e that all gates used In quantum circuits are either one- or two-qubit gates that have
\reasonable" m atrix elem ents| algebraic num bers, for instance. O ur resuls can apply m ore
broadly, but they w ill then require greater care to prove.

Fora quantum circuit C, we de ne a dependency graph over the set of its output qubits.

D e nition 3.4 Let C be a quantum circuit and ket p and g ke qubits of C. W e say that
g depends on p if there is a forward path in C starting at p before the st layer, possibly
passing through gates, and ending at q after the last layer. M ore form ally, we can de ne
dependence by induction on the depth of C. For depth zero, gqdependson p i g= p. For
depth d > 0, ket C% ke the sam e as C butm issing the st Jayer. Then q depends on p (in C)
i there is a qubit r such that g depends on r (in C° and either p= r or there is a gate on
the st layer of C that involes both p and r.

D e nition 3.5 For C a quantum circuit and g a qubit ofC, de ne

D 4= fp jq depends on pg:

IfS is a set of qubits 0f C, de ne Dg = q@s D g Let the dependency graph of C ke the
undirected graph w ith the output qubits of C as vertices, and with an edge between two qubits
qandg i Dy \Dg 6 ;.

If C has depth d, then it is easy to see that the degree of its dependency graph is less
than 229, The Pllow ing Jemm a is straightforward.

Lemma 3.6 LetC be a quantum circuit and ket S and T e sets of output qubits of C. Fix
an input x and bit vectors u and v with lengths equal to the sizes of S and T, respectively.
LetEg-, (respectively Er_y) ke the event that the qubits in S (respectively T ) are observed
to ke In the state u (respectively v) In the nalstate ofC on inputx. IfDg \ D¢ = ;, then
Es-y, and E;_, are independent.

For an algebraic num ber a, we et kak be the size of som e reasonable representation ofa.
The resuls in this section ollow from the next theorem .

11



Theorem 3.7 There is a detem inistic decision algorithm A which takes as input
1. a quantum circuit C with depth d and n input qubits,
2. a binary string x of length n, and
3. an algebraic numker t2 [0;1],

and behaves as follows: Let D e one plius the degree of the dependency graph of C. A runs
in tim e Poly ({ $2%° jktk), and

ifPrCx)] 1 ¢t, then A accspts, and

ifPrlCx)]< 1 Dt, then A re¥cts.

Note that shceD 229, ift< 2 29, then A willrect when PrC (x)]< 1 2%,
P roof of Theorem M. On nput (C;x;t) as above,

1. A computes the dependency graph G = (V;E ) of C and is degree, and sstsD to be
the degree plus one.

2.A ndsaD-oobringc:V ! fl;:::;D gofG via a standard greedy algorithm .

3. Foreach output qubit g2 V, A ocom putes Pq| the probability that 0 ism easured on
qubit g in the nalstate (given Input x).

Y
PBi: Pq;
92B;

which by Lenm a [l is the probability that all qubits colored i are observed to be 0
In the nalstate.

5. IfPg, 1 tfralli theA acoepts; otherwise, A refcts.
W e rstshow thatA isocorrect. IfPrC (x)] 1 t, then oreach i2 f1;:::;D g,
1 t PrC®)] Ps.;
and so A accepts. On the otherhand, ifPrC x)]< 1 D t, then

X
Dt< 1l Prlx)] @ Pg,);

=1

so theremust exist an isuch that t< 1 Pg,, and thusA refcts.
To show that A runs In the given tine, rst we show that the m easuram ent statistics of
any output qubit can be calculated In tim e polynom ial in 22" | Pick an output qubi g. By

12



IookingatCwecan ndD g IntinePoly (). Since C hasdepth d and uses gateson at m ost
two qubits each, D 4 had cardinality at m ost 29. Then we sin ply calculate the m easurem ent
statistics of output qubit g from the Input state restricted to D 4, ie., w ith the other qubits
traced out. This can be done by com puting the state layer by layer, starting w ith layer one,
and at each Jayer tracing out qubits w hen they no longer can reach g. Because of the partial
traces, the state w ill In generalbe a m ixed state so wem aintain it as a density operator. W e
arem ultiplying m atrices of size at m ost 22° 22" atmost O (d) tines. A llthisw ill take tin e
polynom ial in 22 , provided we can show that the individual eld operations on the m atrix
elem ents do not take too long.

Since there are niely m any gates to choose from , their (@lgebraic) m atrix elem ents
generatea eld extension F ofQ with nie ndex r.W ecan thusstorevaluesn F asr-tupls
of rational num bers, w ith the eld operations of F taking @o]ynom jal tim e. Furthem ore,
one can show that ora;b2 F, kakk= O (kak+ kkk) and k } ,ak= 0 (0 maxkak) or

num bers do not get too large.

T he dependency graph and its coloring can clarly be computed In tine Poly (£J). The
only things keft are the com putation ofthe Py, and their com parison with 1 t. For reasons
sim ilar to those above form atrix m ultijplication, this can be done in tin e Poly (j:szd sktk) .
2

Corollary 3.8 Suppose and are polynom ialtim e com putabl, and for any quantum cir-
cuit C ofdepthd, <=1 2 2@ (). Then
BOQNC® P:

P roof. Foreach C ofdepth d in the circuit fam ily and each nput x, apply the algorithm A
of Theorem MMwitht=1 =2 @0 (), notihgthatD 2%, 2

The ollow ing few corollaries are stances of C orollary M.
Corollary 3.9 For quantum circuit C, et - = 1 2 @1 ywhere d is the depth of C .
T hen

BONC G, P:

P roof. Apply algorithm A to each circuit, setting t= 2 @1, 2

Corollary 3.10 BQNC:, P.

P roof. Apply algorithm A to each circuit, sstting t= O. 2

Corollary 3.11 EQNC?® P.
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P roof. Clearly, EQNC® BQNC},. 2

C orollaries [l and M can actually be proven m ore directly. W e sin ply com pute, for
each output, its probability ofbeing 0. W e acospt 1 all probabilities are 1.

W e observe here that by a sin ple proof using our techniques, one can show that the
generalized To oli gate cannot be sinulated by a QN C ° circuit, since the target of the
To oligate can only depend on constantly m ay input qubits.

4 Conclusions, open questions, and further research

O ur upper bound results in Section [l can be in proved In certain ways. For exam pk, the
containm ent In P iseasily seen to apply to (loglogn + O (1))-depth circuitsaswell. Can we
Increase the depth further? Another im provem ent would be to put BQN C O; into classes
an aller than P . LOG SPACE seam sm anagabl. How about N C 1o

T here are som e general questions about w hether we have the \right" de nitions for these
classes. For exam ple, the accepting outcom e is de ned to be all outputs being 0. One
can In agine m ore general accepting conditions, such as aritrary classical polynom jaktim e
postprocessing. If we allow this, then all our classes w ill cbviously contain P . Ifwe allow
arbitrary classical polynom ialtin e preprocessing, then all our classes w ill be closed under
ptin e m -reductions (K arp reductions).

F inally, there is the question of the probability gap i the de nitions of BQN C °. Cer-
tainly we would lke to narrow this gap (ideally, to 1=poly) and still get containm ent In
P.
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