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A bstract

W e show thatifa language isrecognized within certain errorboundsby constant-

depth quantum circuitsovera �nitefam ily ofgates,then itiscom putablein (classical)

polynom ialtim e.In particular,ourresultsim ply

EQ N C
0 � P ;

whereEQ N C
0 isthe constant-depth analog oftheclassEQ P .

O n the other hand, we adapt and extend ideas of Terhal& DiVincenzo [?]to

show that,forany fam ily F ofquantum gatesincluding Hadam ard and CNO T gates,

com puting theacceptance probabilitiesofdepth-�ve circuitsoverF isjustashard as

com putingtheseprobabilitiesforarbitrary quantum circuitsoverF .In particular,this

im pliesthat

N Q N C
0
= N Q A C C = N Q P = coC = P ;

whereN Q N C
0 istheconstant-depth analogoftheclassN Q P .Thisessentially refutes

a conjecture ofG reen etal.thatN Q A C C � T C
0 [?].

1 Introduction

Quantum decoherenceisa m ajorobstacleto m aintaining long quantum com putations.The
�rstworking quantum com puterswillalm ostcertainly belim ited to realizing shallow| i.e.,
sm all-depth| quantum circuits.Thisdilem m a hasinspired m uch theoreticalinterestin the
capabilitiesofthese circuits,particularly circuitsthathave constantdepth and polynom ial
size.

Recently,people have found thatm uch can be done with O (logn)-depth circuits. For
exam ple,Cleve & W atrouswere able to approxim ate the Quantum FourierTransform over
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m odulus2n with O (logn)-depth circuits[?].Log-depth seem sto presenta barrierform any
com putationalproblem s,however;getting signi�cantly shallower circuits appears di�cult
ifnotim possible| unless gates ofunbounded width (i.e.,num ber ofqubits,orfan-in)are
allowed. This has led to the study ofconstant-depth quantum circuits that can contain
certain classesofunbounded fan-in gates.

Thereareanum berofunbounded-width gateclassesstudied in theliterature,m ostbeing
de�ned in analogytoclassicalBoolean gates.Thegeneralized To�oligate(seeSection 2.1)is
thequantum equivalentoftheunbounded Boolean AND-gate.Likewise,therearequantum
equivalentsofM od-gatesand threshold gates.Oneparticularquantum gatecorrespondsto
som ething taken alm ostcom pletely forgranted in Boolean circuits| fan-out.A fan-outgate
copiesthe(classical)valueofaqubittoseveralotherqubitsatonce.1 Using thesegates,one
can de�ne quantum versions ofvarious classicalcircuit classes: Q N C k (M oore & Nilsson
[?]),Q A C k and Q A C C

k (M oore [?],Green etal.[?]),and Q T C
k are analogousto N C k,

A C
k,A C C ,and T C

k,respectively. The case ofparticular interest is when k = 0. All
theseclassesareallowed constant-width gatesdrawn from a �nitefam ily.Theclassesdi�er
in the additionalgates allowed. Q N C

0 is the m ost restrictive class;allgates m ust have
bounded width. Q A C k circuitsare allowed generalized To�oligates,and Q A C C k circuits
areallowed M odq-gates,where q iskeptconstantin each circuitfam ily.Q T C

k circuitsare
allowed quantum threshold gates. See Section 2.1 fordetailed de�nitions ofm ostofthese
classes.

Although quantum classes are de�ned analogously to Boolean classes,their properties
have turned out to be quite di�erent from their classicalversions. A sim ple observation
ofM oore [?]shows that the n-qubit fan-outgate and the n-qubit parity (M od2) gate are
equivalent up to constant depth,i.e.,each can be sim ulated by a constant-depth circuit
using theother.Thisiscom pletely di�erentfrom theclassicalcase,whereparity cannotbe
com puted even with A C

0 circuits,where fan-outisunrestricted [?,?]. Later,Green etal.
showed thatquantum M odq-gatesareconstant-depth equivalentforallq> 1,and arethus
allequivalentto fan-out.Thus,forany q> 1,

Q N C
0

f = Q A C C
0(q)= Q A C C

0
:

(Thef subscriptm eans,\with fan-out.") Theclassicalanalogsoftheseclassesareprovably
di�erent.In particular,classicalM odp and M odq gatesarenotconstant-depth equivalentif
p and q aredistinctprim es,and neithercan besim ulated by A C 0 circuits[?,?].

Using Q N C 0 circuitswith unbounded fan-outgates,H�yer& �Spalek m anaged to paral-
lelizeasequenceofcom m utinggatesapplied tothesam equbits,and thusgreatlyreduced the
depth ofcircuitsforvariouspurposes[?].They showed thatthreshold gatescan beapproxi-
m ated in constantdepth thisway,and they can becom puted exactly ifTo�oligatesarealso
allowed.ThusQ T C 0

f = Q A C C
0 aswell.Threshold gates,and hencefanoutgates,arequite

powerful;m any im portantarithm etic operationscan be com puted in constant depth with
threshold gates[?].Thisim pliesthatthequantum Fouriertransform | thequantum partof
Shor’sfactoring algorithm | can beapproxm ated in constantdepth using fanoutgates.

1There isno violation ofthe No-Cloning Theorem here;only the classicalvalue iscopied.
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Allthese results rely for their practicality on unbounded-width quantum gates being
available,especially fan-outorsom e(any)M od gate.Unfortunately,m aking such a gatein
thelab rem ainsadauntingprospect;itishard enough justtofabricateareliableCNOT gate.
M uch m ore likely in the shortterm isthatonly one-and two-qubitgateswillbe available,
which brings us back to the now m ore interesting question ofQ N C 0. How powerfulis
thisclass? Can Q N C 0 circuitsbesim ulated classically,say,by com puting theiracceptance
probabilities either exactly or approxim ately? Is there anything that Q N C 0 circuits can
com putethatcannotbecom puted in classicalpolynom ialtim e? Thepresentpaperaddresses
thesequestions.

A handfulofhardness results about sim ulating constant-depth quantum circuits with
constant-width gateswere given recently by Terhal& DiVincenzo [?].They showed thatif
onecan classically e�ciently sim ulate,via sam pling,theacceptanceprobability ofquantum
circuits ofdepth atleast three using one-and two-qubit gates,then B Q P � A M . They
also showed thatthe polynom ialhierarchy collapses ifone can e�ciently com pute the ac-
ceptance probability exactly forsuch circuits. (Actually,a m uch strong resultfollowsfrom
theirproof,nam ely,P = PP.) Theirtechnique uses an idea ofGottesm an & Chuang for
teleporting CNOT gates [?]to transform an arbitrary quantum circuit with CNOT and
single-qubitgatesinto a depth-threecircuitwhoseacceptanceprobability isproportionalto,
though exponentially sm allerthan,theoriginalcircuit.Theirresults,however,only hold on
the supposition thatdepth-three circuits with arbitrary single-qubit and CNOT gates are
sim ulatable. W e build on theirtechniques,m aking im provem ents and sim pli�cations. W e
weaken their hypothesis by showing how to produce a depth-three circuit with essentially
thesam egatesastheoriginalcircuit.In addition,wecan getby with only with sim plequbit
stateteleportation [?].Ourresultsim m ediately show thattheclassN Q N C 0 (theconstant-
depth analog ofN Q P,see below),isactually the sam e asN Q P,which isknown to be as
hard asthe polynom ialhierarchy [?].W e give thisresultin Section 3.1.Itunderscoresyet
anotherdrastic di�erence between the quantum and classicalcase: while A C 0 iswellcon-
tained in P, Q N C

0 circuits(even justdepth-three)can haveam azingly com plex behavior.
Ourresult is also tight;Terhal& DiVincenzo showed thatthe acceptance probabilities of
depth-two circuitsoverone-and two-qubitgatesarecom putablein polynom ialtim e.

In Section 3.2,we give contrasting upper bounds for Q N C 0-related language classes.
W eshow thatvariousbounded-errorversionsofQ N C 0 (de�ned below)arecontained in P.
Particularly,EQ N C 0 � P,where EQ N C 0 isthe constant-depth analog ofthe classEQ P
(seebelow).Ourproofuseselem entary probability theory,togetherwith thefactthatsingle
outputqubitm easurem entprobabilitiescan becom puted directly,and thefactthatoutput
qubits are \largely" independent ofeach other. In hindsight,itisnottoo surprising that
EQ N C

0 � P.EQ N C 0 setsaseverelim itation on thebehaviorofthecircuit:itm ustaccept
with certainty orrejectwith certainty. Thiscontainm entism ore surprising (to us)forthe
bounded-errorQ N C 0 classes.

W egiveopen questionsand suggestionsforfurtherresearch in Section 4.
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2 Prelim inaries

2.1 G ates and circuits

W eassum epriorknowledgeofbasicconceptsin com putationalcom plexity:polynom ialtim e,
P,N P,as wellas the counting class # P [?]. Inform ation can be found,for exam ple,in
Papadim itriou [?].TheclassC 6= P (coC = P)wasde�ned by W agner[?].Oneway ofde�ning
C 6= P is as follows: a language L is in C 6= P i� there are two # P functions f and g such
that,forallx, x 2 L ( ) f(x)6= g(x). C 6= P wasshown to be hard forthe polynom ial
hierarchy by Toda & Ogihara [?].

W ewillalso assum esom e(butless)background in quantum com putation and thequan-
tum circuitm odel. See Nielsen and Chuang [?]fora good reference ofbasic conceptsand
notation.

W e review som e standard quantum (unitary)gates. Am ong the single-qubit gates,we
have the PauligatesX ,Y ,and Z,the Hadam ard gate H ,and the �=8 gate T,which are
de�ned thus,forb2 f0;1g:

X jbi = j:bi;

Y jbi = i(�1)bj:bi;

Zjbi = (�1)bjbi;

H jbi = (j0i+ (�1)bj1i)=
p
2;

Tjbi = e
i�b=4jbi:

Forn � 1,the(n + 1)-qubitgeneralized To�oligate Tn satis�es

Tnjx1;:::;xn;bi= jx1;:::;xn;b�

n
^

i= 1

xii:

Here b is the targetqubit and x1;:::;xn are the controlqubits. Tn is a kind ofm ultiply
controlled X -gate(orNOT-gate),and isthequantum analogoftheBoolean AND-gatewith
fanin n. T2 is known sim ply asthe To�oligate. T1 is also known asthe controlled NOT
(CNOT)gateand isdepicted below.Here,a;b2 f0;1g.

a

a� b

a

b

A gateclosely related to Tn isthecontrolled Z-gatede�ned by

Znjx1;:::;xni= (�1)
V
n

i= 1
xijx1;:::;xni:

SinceH X H = Z,thegateZn+ 1-gatecan beim plem ented by placing H -gateson eitherside
ofa Tn gateon itstargetqubit.

4



The(n + 1)-qubitfan-outgateFn isde�ned asfollows:

Fnjx1;:::;xn;bi= jx1 � b;:::;xn � b;bi:

Forq > 1,the (n + 1)-qubitM odq-gate actson a basis state jx1;:::;xn;bi by 
ipping
thetargetqubitbi� x1+ � � � + xn 6� 0 (m od q).Thecontrolqubitsx1;:::;xn areleftalone.
TheM od2 gateisalso known astheparity gate.Thewidth ofa gateisthenum berofqubits
on which itacts.

Ournotion ofquantum circuitsisfairly standard (again see,forexam ple,[?]):a seriesof
quantum gates,drawn from som especi�ed setofunitary operators,actingon som especi�ed
num berofqubits,labeled 1;:::;m .The�rstfew qubitsareconsidered inputqubits,which
areassum ed tobein som ebasisstateinitially (i.e.,classicalinput);therestareancill�,each
assum ed to bein thej0istateinitially.Thustheinitialstateofthequbitsisjx;00� � � 0i,for
som ebinary string x.Som earbitrary setofqubitsarespeci�ed asoutputqubits,and these
qubitsarem easured in thecom putationalbasisatthe�nalstate.W eassum e thatthesets
ofinputand outputqubitsarepartofthedescription ofthecircuit.Thecircuitaccepts its
inputifallthe outputqubitsare observed to be 0 in the �nalstate. Otherwise the circuit
rejects.W eletPr[C(x)]denotetheprobability thatC acceptsinputx.

IfC isany quantum circuit,itwillbeconvenientforustode�nejCj,thesize ofC,to be
thenum berofoutputqubitsplusthenum berof\contactpoints" between qubitsand gates,
soforexam ple,asingle-qubitgatecountsonetowardsthesize,whileatwo-qubitgatecounts
two,etc.C m ay belaid outby partitioning itsgatesinto layers 1;:::;d,such that(i)gates
in the sam e layerallacton pairwise disjointsetsofqubits,and (ii)allgatesin layeriare
applied before any gatesin layeri+ 1,for1 � i< d. The depth ofC isthen the sm allest
possiblevalueofd.Thewidth ofC isthenum berofqubitsin C.

The standard quantum com plexity classes can be de�ned in term s ofquantum circuit
fam ilies. A quantum circuitfam ily isa sequence fCngn� 0 ofquantum circuits,where each
Cn has n inputs. W e say that fCng is uniform ifthere is a (classical) polynom ial-tim e
algorithm thatoutputsa description ofCn on input0n.

D e�nition 2.1 ([?,?,?]) LetL be a language.

� L 2 EQ P i� there is a uniform quantum circuitfam ily fCng such that,for allx of

length n,

x 2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]= 1;

x =2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]= 0:

� L 2 B Q P i� there is a uniform quantum circuitfam ily fCng such that,for allx of

length n,

x 2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]� 2=3;

x =2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]< 1=3:

5



� L 2 N Q P i� there is a uniform quantum circuitfam ily fCng such that,for allx of

length n,

x 2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]> 0;

x =2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]= 0:

Itisknown thatP � EQ P � B Q P. Itwasshown in [?,?]thatN Q P = C 6= P,and is
thushard forthepolynom ialhierarchy.

2.2 C om plexity classes using Q N C circuits

ThecircuitclassQ N C was�rstsuggested byM ooreand Nilsson [?]asthequantum analogof
theclassN C ofbounded fan-in Boolean circuitswith polylogarithm icdepth and polynom ial
size.W ede�netheclassQ N C k in thesam efashion asde�nitionsin Green,Hom er,M oore,
& Pollett[?]with som em inorm odi�cations.

D e�nition 2.2 ([?]) Q N C
k
is the class of quantum circuit fam ilies fCngn� 0 for which

thereexistsa polynom ialp such thateach Cn containsn inputqubitsand atm ostp(n)m any
ancill�. Each Cn has depth O (logk n) and uses only single-qubitgates and CNOT gates.

The single-qubitgatesm ustbe from a �xed �nite set.

Nextwede�nethelanguageclassesN Q N C k and EQ N C k.TheseareQ N C k analogsof
theclassesN Q P and EQ P,respectively.

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

� N Q N C
k
isthe classoflanguagesL such thatthere isa uniform fCng 2 Q N C

k
such

that,forallx,

x 2 L ( ) Pr[Cjxj(x)]> 0:

� EQ N C
k
isthe classoflanguagesL such thatthere isa uniform fCng 2 Q N C

k
such

that,forallx, Pr[Cjxj(x)]2 f0;1g and

x 2 L ( ) Pr[Cjxj(x)]= 1:

R em ark. Green,Hom er,M oore,& Pollettim plicitly considerthe outputqubitsofCn to
be allthe qubits in Cn [?]. In ourm odelwe allow any subset ofqubits to be the output
qubits ofCn,and we do not restrict our circuits to be clean,i.e.,the non-output qubits
could end up in an arbitrary state,possibly entangled with the outputqubits. The reason
wede�neourcircuitsthisway isbased on theobservation that,in theirm odel,ifalanguage
L isin EQ N C

k (orB Q N C k

�;� forlarge enough �),then L can contain no m ore than one
string ofeach length.

Bounded-error Q A C k classes were m entioned in [?],and one can certainly ask about
sim ilar classes for Q N C k circuits. It is notobvious that there is one robust de�nition of
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B Q N C
0| perhapsbecauseitisnotclearhow to reduceerrorsigni�cantly by am pli�cation

in constantdepth.2 In thenextde�nition,wewilltry to beasgeneralaspossiblewhilestill
m aintaining ourassum ption that~0 istheonly accepting output.

D e�nition 2.4 Let� and � be functions m apping (descriptions of) quantum circuits into

realnum berssuch that,forallquantum circuitsC, 0< �(C)� �(C)� 1.W e write �C and

�C to denote �(C) and �(C),respectively. B Q N C
k

�;� is the class oflanguages L such that

there isa uniform fCng 2 Q N C
k
such thatforany string x oflength n,

x 2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]� �C n
;

x =2 L =) Pr[Cn(x)]< �C n
:

An interesting specialcase is when �C = �C = 1,that is,the input is accepted i� the
circuit accepts with probability 1,and there is no prom ise on the acceptance probability.
Onem ightexpectthat,by thesym m etry ofthede�nitions,thisclassB Q N C 0

1;1 isthesam e
asN Q N C 0,butitisalm ostcertainly not,aswewillsee.

2.3 O ther classes ofconstant-depth quantum circuits

D e�nition 2.5 Letk � 0 and q> 1 be integers.

� Q A C
k
is the sam e as Q N C

k
exceptthatgeneralized To�oligates are allowed in the

circuits.

� Q A C C (q)isthe sam e asQ N C0 exceptthatM odq gatesare allowed in the circuits.

� Q A C C =
S

q> 1
Q A C C (q).

3 M ain results

3.1 Sim ulating Q N C
0
circuits exactly is hard

T heorem 3.1 N Q N C
0 = N Q P = C 6= P.

Asacorollary,weessentially solvean open problem ofGreen etal.[?].They conjectured
thatN Q A C C � T C

0,theclassofconstant-depth Boolean circuitswith threshold gates.

C orollary 3.2 Forany k � 0,

N Q N C
0 = N Q N C

k = N Q A C
k = N Q A C C = C 6= P:

Thus,N Q A C C 6� T C
0
unlessC 6= P = T C

0
.

2O ne can always reduce error classically by just running the circuit severaltim es on the sam e input.

In this case,the best de�nition ofB Q N C
0
m ay be that the gap between the allowed accept and reject

probabilitiesshould be atleast1=poly.
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q

q

r1

r2

B y

Figure 1: The nonadaptive teleportation m odule [?]. The state in qubit q is teleported
correctly i� thequbitsr1 and r2 areboth observed to be0.

LetB bethetwo-qubitBellgate,de�ned as

:=

H

B

Also let

j0i

j0i

:= B

which producestheEPR state(j00i+ j11i)=
p
2.W eprovethefollowing lem m a,from which

thetheorem followsquickly.

Lem m a 3.3 For any quantum circuitC using gates drawn from any fam ily F ,there is a

depth-threequantum circuitC0ofsizelinearin jCjusinggatesdrawn from F [ fB ;B yg such

thatforany inputx ofthe appropriate length,

Pr[C0(x)]= 2� m Pr[C(x)];

for som e m � 2jCjdepending only on C. The m iddle layer ofC0 contains each gate in

C exactly once and no others. The third layer contains only B y-gates,and the �rstlayer

containsonly B -gates,which are used only to create EPR states.

Proof.Ourconstruction isasim pli�ed version ofthem ain construction in Terhal& DiVin-
cenzo[?],butoursisstrongerin onecrucialrespectdiscussed below:itdoesnotsigni�cantly
increase the fam ily ofgatesused. To construct C0,we startwith C and sim ply insert,for
each qubitq ofC,a sim pli�ed teleportation m odule (shown in Figure 1)between any two
consecutive quantum gates ofC acting on q. No further gates involve the qubits r1 and
r2 to the rightofthe B y-gate. This m odule,which lacks the usualcorrective Pauligates,
isa nonadaptive version ofthe standard single-qubitteleportation circuit[?]. Itfaithfully
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teleportsthestateifand only iftheobserved outputoftheB y-gateon therightis00.After
inserting each teleportation circuit,the gatesacting before and afteritare now acting on
di�erentqubits.Further,itisim portantto notethatany entanglem entthequbitstatehas
with otherqubits iseasily seen to be preserved in the teleported qubit. The inputqubits
ofC0arethoseofC.TheoutputqubitsofC0areoftwo kinds:outputqubitscorresponding
to outputsofC aretheoriginaloutputs;theotheroutputsarethequbits(in pairs)com ing
from theadded B y-gates.W e’llcallthem easurem entofeach such paira Bellm easurem ent,
even though itisreally in thecom putationalbasis.

In addition to the gatesin C, C0 usesonly B -gatesto m ake the initialEPR pairsand
B y-gatesforthe Bellm easurem ents. A sam ple transform ation isshown in Figure2.C0 has
depth three since itusesthe �rstlayerto m ake the initialEPR statesand the third layer
to rotate the Bellbasisback to the com putationalbasis. Allthe gatesofC appearon the
second layer.From theaboveconstuction and thepropertiesoftheteleportation m odule,it
isnothard to seethatforallx oftheappropriatelength,

Pr[C(x)] = Pr[alloriginaloutputsofC0are0jallqubitstatesareteleported correctly]

= Pr[alloriginaloutputsofare0jallBellm easurem entresultsare00]

=
Pr[C0(x)]

Pr[allBellm easurem entresultsare00]
;

sincetheBellm easurem entsaream ongtheoutputm easurem entsofC0.Letk bethenum ber
ofB y-gateson layer3.Clearly,k � jCj,and itiswell-known thateach Bellm easurem entwill
give00 with probability 1=4,independentofallotherm easurem ents.So thelem m a follows
by setting m = 2k. 2

ProofofT heorem 3.1.Asm entioned before,N Q P [?]isde�ned astheclassoflanguages
recognized byquantum Turingm achines(equivalently,uniform quantum circuitfam iliesover
a �nite setofgates)where theacceptance criterion isthatthe accepting stateappearwith
nonzero probability.Itisknown [?,?]thatN Q P = C 6= P,which containsN P and ishard
forthe polynom ialhierarchy. Since Q N C 0 circuitfam iliesm ustalso draw theirgatesfrom
som e �nite set,we clearly have N Q N C 0 � N Q P. The reverse containm ent follows from
ourconstruction:an arbitrary circuitC istransform ed into a depth-threecircuitC0with the
sam e gates asC plusB and B y. M oreover,C0 acceptswith nonzero probability i� C does.
Thusan N Q P languageL recognized by a uniform quantum circuitfam ily overa �niteset
ofquantum gatesisalso recognized by a uniform depth-threecircuitfam ily overa �niteset
ofquantum gates,and so L 2 N Q N C

0. 2

Using thegateteleportation apparatusofGottesm ann and Chuang [?],Terhal& DiVin-
cenzo also construct a depth-three3 quantum circuit C0 outofan arbitrary circuit C (over
CNOT and single-qubitgates)with a sim ilarrelationship ofacceptanceprobabilities.How-
ever,they only teleporttheCNOT gate,and theirC0m ay contain single-qubitgatesform ed

3They countthedepth asfour,butthey includethe�nalm easurem entasan additionallayerwhereaswe

do not.
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S1

B y

S2

W 1

B y

T2

B y

U2

T3

V3

B y

B y

W 3

T4

T2 U2

T3

T4

W 1

W 3V3

S1

S2

Figure2:A sam pletransform ation from C to C0.ThecircuitC on thelefthas�vegates:S,
T,U,V ,and W ,with subscriptsadded to m ark which qubitseach gateisapplied to.The
qubitsin C0arenum bered corresponding to thosein C.
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by com positionsofarbitrarynum bersofsingle-qubitgatesfrom C.(Such gatesm ay noteven
beapproxim ablein constantdepth by circuitsovera�xed �nitefam ily ofgates.) W hen their
construction isapplied toeach circuitin a uniform fam ily,theresulting circuitsarethusnot
generally overa �nitegateset,even iftheoriginalcircuitswere.

Ourconstruction solvesthisproblem by teleportingevery qubitstatein between allgates
involving it. Besides B and B y,we only use the gatesofthe originalcircuit. W e also are
abletobypasstheCNOT gateteleportation techniqueof[?],usinginstead basicsingle-qubit
teleportation [?],which workswith arbitrary gates.

3.2 Sim ulating Q N C
0
circuits approxim ately is easy

In this section we prove that B Q N C 0

�;� � P for certain �;�. For convenience we willas-
sum e thatallgates used in quantum circuits are either one-ortwo-qubit gates thathave
\reasonable" m atrix elem ents| algebraicnum bers,forinstance.Ourresultscan apply m ore
broadly,butthey willthen requiregreatercareto prove.

Fora quantum circuitC,wede�nea dependency graph overthesetofitsoutputqubits.

D e�nition 3.4 LetC be a quantum circuitand letp and q be qubits ofC. W e say that

q depends on p ifthere is a forward path in C starting atp before the �rstlayer,possibly

passing through gates,and ending atq after the lastlayer. M ore form ally,we can de�ne

dependence by induction on the depth ofC. For depth zero,q dependson p i� q = p. For

depth d > 0,letC0 be the sam e asC butm issing the �rstlayer.Then q dependson p (in C)

i� there isa qubitr such thatq dependson r (in C0)and eitherp = r orthere isa gate on

the �rstlayerofC thatinvolvesboth p and r.

D e�nition 3.5 ForC a quantum circuitand q a qubitofC,de�ne

D q = fpjq dependson pg:

IfS is a setofqubits ofC,de�ne DS =
S

q2S
D q. Letthe dependency graph ofC be the

undirected graph with the outputqubitsofC asvertices,and with an edgebetween two qubits

q1 and q2 i� Dq1 \ D q2 6= ;.

IfC hasdepth d,then itiseasy to see thatthe degree ofitsdependency graph isless
than 22d.Thefollowing lem m a isstraightforward.

Lem m a 3.6 LetC be a quantum circuitand letS and T be setsofoutputqubitsofC. Fix

an inputx and bitvectors u and v with lengthsequalto the sizesofS and T,respectively.

LetE S= u (respectively E T= v)be the eventthatthe qubitsin S (respectively T)are observed

to be in the state u (respectively v)in the �nalstate ofC on inputx.IfDS \ D T = ;,then

E S= u and E T= v are independent.

Foran algebraicnum bera,weletkak bethesizeofsom ereasonablerepresentation ofa.
Theresultsin thissection follow from thenexttheorem .
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T heorem 3.7 There isa determ inistic decision algorithm A which takesasinput

1. a quantum circuitC with depth d and n inputqubits,

2. a binary string x oflength n,and

3. an algebraic num bert2 [0;1],

and behavesasfollows:LetD be one plusthe degree ofthe dependency graph ofC. A runs

in tim e Poly(jCj;22
d

;ktk),and

� ifPr[C(x)]� 1� t,then A accepts,and

� ifPr[C(x)]< 1� D t,then A rejects.

NotethatsinceD � 22d,ift< 2� 2d,then A willrejectwhen Pr[C(x)]< 1� 22dt.
ProofofT heorem 3.7.On input(C;x;t)asabove,

1.A com putesthe dependency graph G = (V;E )ofC and itsdegree,and setsD to be
thedegreeplusone.

2.A �ndsa D -coloring c:V ! f1;:::;D g ofG via a standard greedy algorithm .

3.Foreach outputqubitq2 V , A com putesPq| theprobability that0 ism easured on
qubitq in the�nalstate(given inputx).

4.Foreach colori2 f1;:::;D g,letB i= fq2 V jc(q)= ig.A com putes

PB i
=

Y

q2B i

Pq;

which by Lem m a 3.6 isthe probability thatallqubitscolored iare observed to be 0
in the�nalstate.

5.IfPB i
� 1� tforalli,theA accepts;otherwise,A rejects.

W e�rstshow thatA iscorrect.IfPr[C(x)]� 1� t,then foreach i2 f1;:::;D g,

1� t� Pr[C(x)]� PB i
;

and so A accepts.On theotherhand,ifPr[C(x)]< 1� D t,then

D t< 1� Pr[C(x)]�
D
X

i= 1

(1� PB i
);

so therem ustexistan isuch thatt< 1� PB i
,and thusA rejects.

To show thatA runsin thegiven tim e,�rstweshow thatthem easurem entstatisticsof
any outputqubitcan be calculated in tim e polynom ialin 22

d

. Pick an outputqubitq.By
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lookingatC wecan �nd D q in tim ePoly(jCj).SinceC hasdepth d and usesgateson atm ost
two qubitseach,D q had cardinality atm ost2d.Then wesim ply calculatethem easurem ent
statisticsofoutputqubitq from theinputstaterestricted to D q,i.e.,with theotherqubits
traced out.Thiscan bedoneby com puting thestatelayerby layer,starting with layerone,
and ateach layertracing outqubitswhen they no longercan reach q.Becauseofthepartial
traces,thestatewillin generalbea m ixed stateso wem aintain itasadensity operator.W e
arem ultiplying m atricesofsizeatm ost22

d

� 22
d

atm ostO (d)tim es.Allthiswilltaketim e
polynom ialin 22

d

,provided we can show thattheindividual�eld operationson them atrix
elem entsdo nottaketoo long.

Since there are �nitely m any gates to choose from ,their (algebraic) m atrix elem ents
generatea�eld extension F ofQ with �niteindexr.W ecanthusstorevaluesinF asr-tuples
ofrationalnum bers,with the �eld operationsofF taking polynom ialtim e. Furtherm ore,
onecan show thatfora;b2 F, kabk = O (kak+ kbk)and k

P
n

i= 1
aik = O (n � m axikaik)for

any a1;:::;an 2 F.A bitofcalculation then showsthattheinterm ediaterepresentationsof
num bersdo notgettoo large.

The dependency graph and itscoloring can clearly becom puted in tim ePoly(jCj).The
only thingsleftarethecom putation ofthePB i

and theircom parison with 1� t.Forreasons
sim ilarto thoseaboveform atrix m ultiplication,thiscan bedonein tim ePoly(jCj;22

d

;ktk).
2

C orollary 3.8 Suppose � and � are polynom ial-tim e com putable,and forany quantum cir-

cuitC ofdepth d, �C = 1� 2� 2d(1� �C ).Then

B Q N C
0

�;�� P:

Proof.Foreach C ofdepth d in thecircuitfam ily and each inputx,apply thealgorithm A

ofTheorem 3.7 with t= 1� �C = 2� 2d(1� �C ),noting thatD � 22d. 2

Thefollowing few corollariesareinstancesofCorollary 3.8.

C orollary 3.9 For quantum circuitC,let�C = 1� 2� (2d+ 1),where d is the depth ofC.

Then

B Q N C
0

(1=2);� � P:

Proof.Apply algorithm A to each circuit,setting t= 2� (2d+ 1). 2

C orollary 3.10 B Q N C
0

1;1 � P.

Proof.Apply algorithm A to each circuit,setting t= 0. 2

C orollary 3.11 EQ N C
0 � P.
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Proof.Clearly,EQ N C 0 � B Q N C
0

1;1. 2

Corollaries3.10 and 3.11 can actually beproven m oredirectly.W esim ply com pute,for
each output,itsprobability ofbeing 0.W eaccepti� allprobabilitiesare1.

W e observe here that by a sim ple proofusing our techniques,one can show that the
generalized To�oligate cannot be sim ulated by a Q N C

0 circuit,since the target ofthe
To�oligatecan only depend on constantly m ay inputqubits.

4 C onclusions,open questions,and further research

Ourupperbound resultsin Section 3.2 can be im proved in certain ways.Forexam ple,the
containm entin P iseasily seen to apply to (loglogn+ O (1))-depth circuitsaswell.Can we
increase the depth further? Anotherim provem ent would be to putB Q N C 0

�;� into classes
sm allerthan P.LOGSPACE seem sm anagable.How aboutN C 1?

Therearesom egeneralquestionsaboutwhetherwehavethe\right"de�nitionsforthese
classes. For exam ple, the accepting outcom e is de�ned to be alloutputs being 0. One
can im agine m ore generalaccepting conditions,such asarbitrary classicalpolynom ial-tim e
postprocessing. Ifwe allow this,then allourclasseswillobviously contain P. Ifwe allow
arbitrary classicalpolynom ial-tim e preprocessing,then allourclasses willbe closed under
ptim em -reductions(Karp reductions).

Finally,there isthe question ofthe probability gap in the de�nitionsofB Q N C 0. Cer-
tainly we would like to narrow this gap (ideally,to 1=poly) and stillget containm ent in
P.
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