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We give a complete structural characterisation of the mapptssitive branch of a one-way pattern
implements. We start with the representation of the pasitikanch in terms of the phase map de-
composition [[4], which is then further analysed to obtaia girimary structure of the matrix M
representing the phase map decomposition in the compuogtiasis. Using this approach we ob-
tain some preliminary results on the connection betweendhemns structure of a given unitary and
the angles of measurements in a pattern that implementsatbéNeve this work is a step forward
towards a full characterisation of those unitaries with flicient one-way model implementation.

1 Introduction

The one-way model of quantum computation has drawn coraitieattention, mainly because it sug-
gests different physical realisations of quantum comui [7]. In this model quantum states are
transformed using single qubit measurements on an enthstig¢e (callecbpen graph stafe which

is prepared from an input state by performing controlfledperations on pairs of qubits, including the
input system and auxiliary qubits prepared in the = \ifz (|0) +|1)) state. Quantum measurements
are probabilistic in general, and can drive the computatieer 2' different branches, whene is the
number of measurements. However, there exist sufficierditons based on the structure of the graph
state where the computation can be controlled by means glesifubit corrections, dependent on the
previous measurement outcomes, so that the entire conguutaticomes deterministicl[B] 13,2, 7]. In
such a deterministic computation, all the branches impigrttee same unitary map introduced by the
positive branch(also known as the post-selected branch) which correspmntte scenario in which
every measurement collapses the qubit states to pre-aelszttes, typically+q,) = % (10) +€9i|1)).

We give a complete structural characterisation of the mapptsitive branch of a one-way pattern
implements. The positive branch of a one-way pattern carxpeessed in terms of ghase map decom-
position RPP [4],[1], which we then further analyse to obtain the primaryaure of the matrixM which
representiR®P in the computational basis. The columnd\wfcan be written as:

Me =&B @

whereg; are complex scalars of norm one, parametrized by the maasateangles of the input qubits,
B; are signs matrices, depending on the geometry of underlyegn graph state, anﬂf is a vector
parametrized by the measurement angles of measured ayxjlibits. The primary structure offers the
following simple observations concerning the matrix M:

e The first column is determined only by the geometry of the gpaph state and the measurement
angles of the auxiliary qubits.

e All the entries of each column are sums of complex numbersfidiea set, possibly differing in
signs.
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e The measurement angles of input qubits parametrize thalgbblase factors of columns of matrix
M, which otherwise depend only on the geometry of the opeplgstate and the measurement
angles of the auxiliary qubits.

Moreover we can use this characterisation to easily praxéalfowing simple lemma about uniform
determinism. Recall that a pattern is called uniform deteistic if it is deterministic for all possible
angles of measurements.

Lemma 1 A pattern is uniformly deterministic if and only if it is detg@nistic for all possible choices of
auxiliary measurement angles.

We then proceed to meticulously dissect Byenatrices to reveal their structure given by the follow-
ing decomposition:
Bi = yAISBNQ;,

wherey is a sign, which depends on the adjacency of the input quhit§,N andQ; are diagonal sign
matrices parameterised by the adjacencies of the set of iogbe set of output qubits, the adjacency
of output qubits, the adjacency of measured auxiliary gulgind the adjacency of the set of input to
the set of measured auxiliary qubits, respectivBlys a full sign matrix, parametrized by the adjacency
between the set of output and the set of measured auxilidniysq he scalars and the matrices are given
in terms of explicit functions on graphs, represented pugehph-theoretically, as adjacency matrices,
and as lists of edges. These functions have group-thealrgtioperties, which we feel could further be
utilised to help elucidate the following open problems:

e Simulation of given unitaries directly in the one-way mqda. without reference to the circuit-

based model.
e Characterisation of graph states which implement the saageimthe positive branch.
¢ Arefined characterisation of determinism.
e Characterisation of the pointless measurement [5] which key element in defining new error

correcting codes.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we briefly review the one-way model, and pretiee Phase Map Decompositian [4, 1]
of one-way patterns. A brief summary of linear algebra, d@drotation used throughout this paper is
given in the Appendix.

The process of computation in the one-way model can be suisedan the following steps:

1. The setting up of input qubits in an input statey)
2. The addition om— n auxiliary qubits, prepared in the state) = % (10) + |1))

3. The pairwise entanglement of some qubits by means of fhiateraction. This interaction is rep-
resented by an open graph state, an ordered triplétO), wherel” represents the entanglement
graph (two qubits are entangled if and only if the corresjrogdertices are adjacent),s the set
of input qubits/vertices an@ is the set of output qubits/vertices which is a subset of thdiary
qubits.

4. The measurement of the input qubits and non-output anyxitjubits (which we calbure auxiliary
qubitg in the (X,Y) Bloch sphere plain, that is in the basis p&i($+q,).|—a,))}, parametrized
by a set of measurement anglgs,,...,am-n}. Here we use the following shorthand notation:
|£q) = % (]0) =€9]1)) . The setO corresponds to the qubits which will not be measured.
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Without loss of generality we assume input and output qudniésnot overlapping. This is not a
restriction, as additional auxiliary qubits can be addedictv will correspond to the overlapping qubits,
to which the quantum state of the overlapping qubits canlepaeted. It can be easily shown these two
scenarios are equivalent. As quantum measurements aretjgmpeobabilistic, the pattern implements
a general completely positive mdp [8]. The scenario in widabhh measurement corresponds to the
projection into the statet-,) state is called the positive branch, and the positive bragsalises a linear
transformation of the Hilbert space of the input qubits te Hilbert space of the output qubits. The
corresponding model is called projection-based quantumpciting.

We focus on the positive branch only, for this not to be a i&g&tn, it will suffice that the graplf,
defined by the underlying graph state, fulfils the graph+tbical condition of havindlow or generalised
flow [3] 2], as then by means of local single qubit correctionsidtt@dned on sequential measurement
outcomes, the entire quantum evolution of the system camibendo be equal to the positive branch.

We will choose the labelling of qubits so that the finskabels correspond to the input qubits, the
following a= m— 2n correspond to the measured auxiliary qubits (which we vaill pure auxiliaries),
and the lash correspond to the output qubits. We have assumed that inea gve-way pattern all the
input qubits are measured first (the first round of the contfmuta One could easily adapt the whole
discussion of this paper to the scenario where there exigipui qubits or some of the pure auxiliary
qubits are also measured in the first round by labelling suitgjamong the first labels.

The measuring of a qubit in thf+4)} basis is equivalent to first locally rotating that same qubit
by the localZ, unitary transformation, followed by a measurement in {he)} basis. For reference
reasons, here we give the matrix representationsZocindZ, in the computational basis:

0
0 10
0 Z“_[o ei“]

-1

Hence, since\Z andZ, are commuting, the projection-based computation procasse restated as
follows:

N =

O OO
OoOoOoOr o
OoOr OO

1. The setting up of input qubits in the input statey)
2. The addition ofm— n auxiliary qubits, set in the stafe-)

3. The application of locak rotations to the input anch— 2n auxiliary qubits, corresponding to the
measurement anglé®s, ..., 0m-n}

4. The pairwise entanglement of some qubits by means of zhiateraction. This interaction is rep-
resented by an open graph state, an ordered triplétO), wherel” represents the entanglement
graph (two qubits are entangled if and only if the corresprognaertices are adjacent)s the set
of input qubits/vertices an@® is ann qubit/vertex subset of the auxiliary qubits representimg t
output qubits

5. The projection of the input qubits ana— 2n auxiliary qubits to the+) state

The first and second steps above comprise an embedding"aien2nsional Hilbert space to &'2
dimensional Hilbert space which we will dend®gfor preparation map, given explicitly as:

P:ly) — @) @ |+)2™ "



88 Algebraic characterisation of one-way patterns

The application of then— n local rotations implements a map which we der®te

A
o= 12",
[1%

Z(,i)o,i denotes amm-qubit unitary, which acts trivially on the composite subisgs of all qubits, except
for theith qubit, where it preforms thg_, rotation. Note that this is an operator on"ad@mensional
Hilbert space. We collect the entangling interactionz, into the mapd,:

b, = I_I /\Zi.j
(ij)es

where the indexing goes across the set of unordered etigéthe graph state given by the graph

&= {{Vi,Vj}‘{Vi,Vj} gv(l')}

The operator\Z; j is anm-qubit unitary transformation, which acts trivially on tbemponent subspaces
of all qubits, except the composite subspace of qukitsd j, where it preforms the.Z transformation.
We call the cumulative action of the latter two maps Btese ma@and denote itb :

D = Dy

The last step of the computation consists of projecting ttsérfi— n qubits to the staté+), which we
denoteR (for restriction map)
R=(+[*™ " g Iy

wherelx is the identity map on the"2dimensional Hilbert space.
Now, the entire process of computation in the projectiosellamodel is represented by

R®P

and we call this representation tRfhase map decompositiai a given unitary operator implemented
in the one-way patterm [4] 1]. Note that one can also derikextly a phase may decomposition for any
unitary operators without any references to the one-watgpaf4].

3 Structural characterisation of the Phase map decomposiin

Let {|i)}2, denote the standard computational orthonormal basis BfdinZensional complex Hilbert
space. Every computational basis in this representatieorithes a sequence of 0-1 which is the binary
representation of the integer value 1. Thereforei — 1 represented in binary, encodes the choice of
states|0) or |1) in the component single qubit state spaces. For examplestatel3), in a four qubit
setting, represents the sta®|0)|1)|0) as(3— 1) = (0010),.

Next we refine the expressidR®P|i) to obtain the structure of thi&" column of the matrix which
represent®R®P in the computational basis.

Theorem 1 Let RPP be a phase map decomposition corresponding to a positaechrof a one-way
pattern over m qubits, with n non-overlapping input and atitgubits, a= m— 2n measured auxiliary
qubits, with the set of measurement andlesry,...,—0na}. Then, the matrix M representingdi® is
characterised with respect to columns by the following digua
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Mg = EiBi_Q? (l)

where

e ¢ is the I" vector of the canonical basis

n
o §= <® [;{k] ,e-,) , with (-, -) denoting the symmetric dot product
k=1

‘¥ ® [a]

k=n+1

e B; is a matrix of signs of dimensid@ x 22, which depends on the underlying graph state, and we
call them thesign pattern matrices

Proof. The proof is based on simple linear algebra manipulationsesput the details in the Ap-
pendix. The main properties used are the diagonal form df Bgtand AZ in the computational basis.
The complex phases arising form thg local rotations are collected in ttﬁ vector and in the scalars
&, and the diagonal of thé, entangling operation gets spread across the sign pattdricesd;. The
proof itself presents this structure of tBematrices (see Appendix)

on o(m-—2n)
Bi = Zl Izl b[(i*l)2<m*”>+(|71)2n+j]|j><|| (2)
= =
These properties will be used in the following sectiah.

For simplicity, in the expression foﬁ? as a numerical vector, we omit a normalising factor of
2- ("), along with the scaling factor (2™ ™) of the B; matrices as it has no bearing on the struc-
ture we wish to present.

A few direct consequences of Theorein 1 are easily checked:

e The first column of M is parametrized by the measurement arajlpure auxiliary qubits only, as
g =1

e For every column, the entries per row, are of the form

&) 3)
for some vector of signe. So, entries of a column are sums of the same set of elemamyény
possibly in sings only.

e From(3 it is clear that every entry of every column is a sum efrents of the set of entries of the
vector?ﬁ varying in signs, multiplied by the column’s correspondgigbal phase factaos;.

As mentioned before we can also prove the following simpienhe about the uniform determinism.

Lemma 2 A pattern is uniformly deterministic if and only if it is detg@nistic for all possible choices of
auxiliary measurement angles.
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Proof. Due to Theoreri]1, the measurement angles of the input quipesaa only as global phase
factors of the columns df1, and these global factoes are of norm one. Hence the choice of measure-
ment angles of input qubits do not influence the norm of therook. Also regardless of the measurement
angles of the input qubits (as the product of two complex rnenmbf norm 1 is always norm 1), the ma-
trix M is orthogonal since its columns are orthonormal. Therefamdorm determinism can only depend
on the measurement angles of the measured auxiliary dubits.

The statement of Theorem 1 indicates a direct method foreadirg problems of equalities of pat-
terns, and of simulating a given unitary evolution of a quamsystem in the one-way model. For the first
problem, we have to evaluate and check the equalities of xpressions of the form of the right-hand
side of 1. However, that entails knowing how to constructgigm pattern matrices from given graph
states. This demands further analysis of the sign pattetriaes, which will be the topic of the next two
sections.

4 Graph-theoretical characterisation of sign pattern matrices

In the proof of the Theoreim 1, the matrid8swere defined as representations of the expression

on 2(m—2n)
Zl lzl b[(i_l)z(m—n)+(|_1)2n+j] | J><I |
= =

in the computational basis, and in that representatjarorresponds to the tH&' diagonal entry of the
matrix representation ab, in that same basis. We now link the graph theoretical aspddtse graph
state defining the pattern and the above expression.

Recall that thenZ interaction is diagonal in the computational basis, heheemap®; is diagonal
in that basis as well. We introduce thigin parityfunction SPdefined as

SRK) = (~1)¢

as it visually simplifies the expressions. It was showr intfétb;, the I!" diagonal element o, is

given by the following expression:
b| :SP< z Xin> ,
(i.)es

wherex, was defined as the" most significant digit K" digit from the left, including leading zeroes)

of | — 1 represented in binary, anfl is an unordered list of edges of the entanglement graph, state
represented by the graph It is easy to give a graph-theoretical representationtfereixpression fa, .

It can be shown that the expressi®p jcs XXj , wherex andx; are functions of, counts the number

of edges of a vertex-induced subgraph of the griapWwhere the vertex set which induces the subgraph
is determined by. In order to explain how determines a subset of vertices, we define a function which
realises this vertex determination process by an integer:

Definition 3 If V is a set of vertices, labelled with integel, ..., m}, and k is an integer if1,...,2M}
then the selection function Sel is defined as follows{\Sk] is a subset of V such that for the vertex
labelled with | (which we present in the subscript}aV, v € SelV, k) holds if and only if the'l' most
significant digit of the m digit binary representation (inding leading zeroes) of-k 1 is 1.
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This function easily extends to any finite totally orderetl ®¢ via an order-preserving bijection
betweenO and{1,...,|O|}. Also, we will use the expression of the foransubset of S, selected by
(the integer) Ko mean preciselgel S k). Using the introduced terminologl, is the sign parity of the
number of edges of the vertex-induced subgraph ofduced by a subset of the verticeslgfselected
by I.

Now, we can direct our attention to the expressibn 2 and #tatéollowing proposition about the
graph-theoretical characterisation of the sign pattertricesB; .

Proposition 4 Letl” be the a graph of a graph state, with vertices labelled bygete{1,...,m}, such
that the first n and last n correspond to input and output eedi(qubits) respectively, and the remaining
a = m-— 2n vertices correspond to the measured auxiliary (pure &nyi) vertices (qubits) then every
entry (Bj)pq , is a sign parity of the number of edges of a vertex-inducedsyph ofl", and the inducing
set of vertices VYdepends on the tripl€i, p,q) as follows:

V' = Sell,i) USelAux q) USelO, p),

where O denotes the subset of output vertices, Aux den@esuliset of pure auxiliary vertices, and |
denotes the subset of input qubits.

Proof. From the graph-theoretical characterisation of the diagelements ofd, the expression for
bisand the binary representation of the indexbari [2 it is easy to see that the Proposition holds.

Using the terminology of the selection function we can resthis proposition in the following
fashion. The p,q) entry of the sign pattern matrB; is the sign parity of the number of edges of a vertex
induced subgraph df. This inducing subset is a union of subsets of the input,wdwpd pure auxiliary
vertices. The index oB; (the corresponding column ®f) i selects a subset of the input vertices. The
row p selects a subset of the output vertices. Finally, the colgreelects a subset of the pure auxiliary
vertices.

Theorem[ ]l and Propositidd 4 could be potentially used inesfdthe following problems. The
equality of patterns and the simulation of a given unitanydbing so, the essential expression we need
to calculate is the expressibh 3. If we are interested irfywiag the equality of two patterns, we need to
calculate and compare the matrices of their phase map desitiops, given by the Theorel 1. This
entails calculating the dot product of the rows of the masH; and the vectoril? . Similarly, if we are
trying to simulate a given unitary, expressigms 3 which wdhtain variables, as we go across all entries
of all columns of the matridM, will form the left-hand sides of a system of equations wd halve to
solve (the right-hand side being the entries of the givetauy).

The dot product of rows of the sign pattern matrices and tlaeov$ is in general hard to evaluate,
as both vectors have an exponential lengths in the numbarrefguxiliary qubits. However, the vector
Tﬁ is represented as a Kronecker product of vectors of lenghls 2,corresponds to a state space vector
which can be represented as a tensor product of the minimaldimensional component spaces. Such
a representation contains the same number of 2-dimensiactdrs, as there are measured auxiliary
qubits, and so is efficient. The ability to represent the rofithe sign pattern matrices in such a compact
form might assist in deriving techniques for solving andlestng such expressions efficiently.

Hence, in the following section we focus our attention to streicture of rows of the sign pattern
matrices and present the decomposition theorem for thepsitiarn matrices.
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5 Decomposition of the sign pattern matrices

If we turn our attention to any ropw of any matrixB;, from Propositio ¥4 we can see that by selecting the
indexi (equivalently, a column of M) and a ropvwe have fixed a subset of the input qubits and a subset
of output qubits, respectively. TH&" row of B; is then generated by the sign parities of the numbers of
edges of the vertex-induced subgraph§ ofvhere the inducing set is a union of the selected fixed sets of
input and output vertices, and the entry of that row (the molwf B;) then selects the additional subset
of the pure auxiliary vertices.

Therefore, for fixedp andi, the corresponding row d;, which we denote by, is given entry-wise
by the following expression:

(r)k = SP(#E (rSeKI,i)USeKO,p)USe(Auxk))) (4)

where #(I") denotes the number of edges of the grphnd for a given graph over the set of vertices
V, andV’ CV, I, denotes a vertex-induced subgraph of the gfapiduced by the s&t’. In expression
only the subsets of pure auxiliary vertices change as wegss the entries of

The subgraph inducing vertex subset is expressed as a uiniloree subsets, two constant, and one
variable. Let us denotd = Sel O, p), B = Sell,i) andX = SelAux k). As we will be dealing with
only one graph at a time, we will drop the graph designatioth ase the shorthandE#A) instead of
#E(I a). Also, with #£(Y < Z) we denote the number of edges joining vertice¥ with vertices inZ
in the graph we are observing. It is then easy to see that

HE (AUX UB) = #E(A) +#E(X) +#E (B) + #E(B <> A) + #E(A > X) +#E(B ¢ X) (5)

Equality[5 and the fact that the sign parity function is a hamgohism from additive monoid of integers
to the multiplicative monoid of integerSR(i + j) = SR(i)SH(j)) will give a basis for the decomposition
of the sign parity matrices. Therefore, we can express thmewith respect to the entries as follows:

() = SP(HE(B)) SP(#E (B <> A)) SP(#E (A)) SPHE (A +» X)) SPHE (X) SPHE(B +» X)) (6)

Note the dependencies of the factors of the right-hand diflenth respect to the explicit parameter
of r, parametep which is the row selection d@; and parametdritself which is the choice of the column
of M B;.

1. SP(#E(B)) depends omonly, as it corresponds to a choice of the subset of outpticest

R
SP(#E (B <+ A)) depends on bothand p, but is independent .
SP(#E(A)) depends ormp only as it corresponds to a choice of input vertices.
SP(
SP(

(
(B
(
(A< X)) depends ormp andk.
(X)) depends otk only.

SP(#E(B <> X)) depends omandk.

We have represented the fixed row of a sign pattern matoiits entries. We will now represent
by using vector functions, defined on graphs, as that withaflor a simple characterisation Bf matrix
entries.

First, we note that, in the list of dependencies of factorgtvimake up an entry of, the first three
are constants ik. The last three factors depend knand we shall represent them as components of
values (which are vectors) of two different vector func@n graphs attain.

.C”.‘-"'.b.‘*’!\-’
'U
I+
m

We define a function on simple graphs whose set of verticesquipped with a strict order.
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Definition 5 Letl” be a simple graph, where the set of vertices is equipped véthict order. We define
Z(I') to be a vector of signs of leng@! given by the following components

(2(1))x = SPHE(SelV,k)))

forallk=1,...,2VI.

Since we will often be expressing tt# function of some vertex-induced subgraph of a graph, it is
convenient to adopt a shorthand notation. If the graptvhich we talk about is clear, arfglis a subset
of its set of vertices, the’(S) will be shorthand for?(I's). Recall that” s denotes the vertex-induced
subgraph of the graph, induced by the set of vertic&

The other useful function is defined on bipartite graphs.

Definition 6 Letl" be a bipartite graph with partitions V and W, where the setatives is equipped
with a strict order. We definegr(V,W) to be a vector of signs of leng®WVI, given by the following
components

(%r(V,W)), = SPH#HE(V USelW,k)))

fork=1,...,2WlI

Again, if the graphl” is clear from context, we will omit the subscript and simply write Z(V,W)
instead of#r (V,W). These two functions can be explicitly defined on differepresentations of graphs,
and these representations have potentially useful piepekl/e give these properties after we have given
the theorem about the decomposition of the sign patternceatr

The rowr can now be expressed (as its transpose, that is as a columg)Z@sand & functions. As
the goal is to represent a general colunithat is, any of the rows of any matri), we introduce these
parameters for row - its row indexp, and its sign pattern matrix denoted byThereforer,; is now
expressed as:

Fpi = Y Cpi C - (Z(SelO, p), Aux) © 2(Aux) © B(Sel(,i), Aux)) (7)

wherel, AuxandO denote the sets of input, pure auxiliary and output verigses> denotes the point-
wise product. The order of the components corresponds torttex of factors in the entry-wise repre-
sentation of in[G.
In[7 y is a scalar, corresponding to the facBP(#E(B)) in[6. So we can represent it using thé
function as
= (2());
Also, C:;LJ,i is a constant scalar for every entry of a fixed row (hence digen the row, and the choice of
Bi), and corresponds to the express®P(#E (B <+ A)) and it can be represented using tgunction
C][.),i = (’@(SGKI ) |),O))p
Finally, c% is a constant scalar for a fixed row, and does not depend orhtlieecofB;, and corresponds
to the termSP(#E(A)). It can be represented using the functigh
cs=(2(0)),.
The three row-wise constant factors have been defined asar@nis of vectors which depend bn
or are constant. Then, by collecting the components acoss, and indexeswe can easily note the
following deconstruction of the sign pattern matrices.
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Theorem 2 LetV =1 UAuxU O be the set of vertices of the graphtri-partitioned into input, auxiliary
and output vertices. Let

o V=(2(M))

A = diag(#A(Sell,i),0))

S=diag(#(0))

B=[#(Sel0,1),Aux),..., Z(Se(0,2%), Aux)|"
N = diag(#?(Aux)) and

Q; = diag(A(Sell,i),Aux))

then
Bi = MAiSBl\Qi.

Proof. The origin ofy is straightforward and th&; and S matrices are a direct consequence of the
& and % function representations of the scalai;;f, andc% given above.

TheB matrix contains the first factor in the brackets in the exgice$7 in each row, which is constant
in i, but variable in rowp.

Matrix N is the second factor in brackets in express$ibn 7 spread satesdiagonal of a diagonal
matrix. That factor was constant mandi and by presenting it as a diagonal matrix which multiplies
B from the right, we achieve the pointwise multiplication aich row ofB with that factor. Analogous
reasoning is used for the mati@¥ with the difference that it is variable in(J

Collecting the results of theorermk 1 ddd 2 we get the follgvzarollary:

Corollary 1 Using the notation of theoreni$ 1 ahfd 2 the matrix M can be spreed with respect to
columns as:

Me = &y ASBNQ .

While Theorem 2 completely decomposes the sign patternicasjrfor an actual calculation of the
presented decomposition it is useful to have the explicihiof the functions” and 2. In the following
section we present different representations of thesdituns; and present some of their properties which
could be helpful in the application of the decomposition of@lary[d.

6 Explicit representations of the &7 and % functions
The function% has an elegant representation in terms of the adjacencyxrméthe bipartite graph. If

& is the adjacency matrix of a bipartite graph, with partisdandw, and all the labels oV precede
the labels ofV, then it is of the block form:

0 cC
“=lo o

We now define the functios : {0,1}" — {—1,1}2", such that

z?(bl,...,bn):é) [S;bi)} (8)

i=1
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It can be shown that ¥ is the modulo 2 sum of the columns Gf then

BV,W) = B(V).

Thatis, theZ function can be calculated directly from the adjacency ixafrthe bipartite graph in ques-
tion, by using theZ function. Moreover, theZ function is a monomorphism from the groGfo, 1}, &)

to the group({—1,1}?",®), where® and® represent modulo 2 addition and pointwise multiplication,
respectively.

The % representation o and the monomorphism property are important as descrided/b&iven
the adjacency matrix of the underlying graph we can effigyasampute a polynomial number of entries
of the matrix-vector muItipIicatiorB@’ (Corollary[1), even though the mere length of a rowBofs
exponential in the number of auxiliary qubits. It will suffito use the representaticﬁ? given on the
right-hand side of18, an(d? represented in the Kronecker product form, and use thewoilp property
of the scalar product on tensor spaces:

(@%@ =[]
i=1 i=1 1=

whenX; andy; are of equal dimensions.

The monomorphism property also helps in the scenario whergvant to calculateBQi?;?. Since
both the rows oB and the diagonal 0©; are represented by th& functions, and hence by thes
functions, due to the monomorphism property, the pointyiseluct of a row inB and the diagonal of
Q; is again representable in tivé form, which easily reads out of the adjacency matrix, sollkisomes
efficiently solvable as well.

However, there remains the problem of the maipas what we really wish to calculatelifNQi?,
which is represented by th&’ function. TheZ” function results the sign parities of the number of edges
of all subgraphs of a given graph as a binary vector.

One way to explicitly represent it is by taking the positiatof the directed adjacency matrix of the
given graph”. That is, we direct the graph in an arbitrary fashion, andsrirected adjacency matrix
(which carries 1 and-1 depending on the direction of the directed edges, of the dioeeted graph)
replace all-1's with zeroes. Ife7 is that matrix then it can easily be seen that

(Z(M)i = SP((« [i],,[1l2)),

where(i], is the binary representation bf- 1 given as a vector.

If nis the number of vertices, this representation takdsinary digits on input, as they make up the
o/ matrix.

An alternative representation us@é, binary digits in the form of ardge binary listwhich we now
define. LetE be an ordered set of pairs of verticesTofuch that the label of the first vertex in a pair is
strictly smaller than the label of the second, all in(@ll of them, and leE be ordered lexicographically
according to edges;

E={(vi,vj)lweV &i<ij}

Then, for a given grapR, V =V (') with & we denote the binary vector of leng(}) such that thé'"
entry of & is 1 if theit" pair of vertices ofE is adjacent i and 0 otherwise. We call this vector the
edge binary listlt is easy to see that the edge binary list uniquely chargetea simple graph. If is a

graph, and¢’ = (bl, .. .,b( )> its edge binary listhen.2? (I') can be explicitly given as

n
2
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(2)

(), = (@ (bl, )) 1)ba(ike(ik)
k:l
where
(1K = | | mod2
and
i
(i,k) L(k—(fék))—l)J mod 2
with
F(k) = {\/Sk——f”lJ .

The unappealing functions; andX; can be explained more simply. L@k, vq) be thelk!" entry of the
setE. ThenXy(i,k) is theq" binary digit of binary representéd- 1, counting from the least significant
digit. With the same notatioX; (i, k) is the pt" binary digit of binary representéd- 1, counting from the
least significant digit. This representation, even thowggnss to be the least elegant has one significant
properties. For? defined on edge binary lists,

2:{0,1}2) — {~1,1}%

is a monomorphism from the grm(p[o, 1}(5),@) to the group({—1,1}?',®) where& denotes point-
wise modulo 2 addition, an@ pointwise multiplication.

How to use this, or any other representation of fAdunction to help efficiently evaluate or express
N?ﬁ, or BNQi?ﬁ in conjunction with the representation o4 remains an open question.

7 Discussion

We have presented a complete structural characterisatithre positive branch of a one-way pattern in
terms of its matrix representation in the computationaisashis structure was shown to be intricate
and complex yet admitting a high degree of regularity. Witileemains unclear how to directly use
this regularity to tackle problems such as direct simutatid unitaries in one-way model or full char-
acterisation of pointless measurements and etc., howeggirbposed structure clearly emphasises the
importance of the entanglement. Here, entanglement playscial role in the mathematical structures
which arise from mathematical descriptions of the procéggiantum computation; If the pure auxiliary
qubits are unconnected (unentangled), the mairirf the decomposition of Theorem 2, is the identity
matrix. In that case, all the entries of the matrix realisgdRPP can be quickly evaluated, once an
open graph state and the measurement angles are given.piita@uxiliary qubits are connected, this
becomes an exponential task. We get a similar effect if wéotgolve one restriction of the problem of
simulating a given unitary. In this restricted problem aemgraph state is given with the unitary, and it
is promised that for a certain choice of angles, the poshnamch will implement that unitary. For this
promise problem it can be shown that it is easily and effityestlvable if the pure auxiliary vertices of
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the given graph are unconnected, for some families of graplearly, entanglement is again crucial. It
is our belief that additional work on understanding the latge properties of the” function, that is, of
the graph states represented as sign patterns, may yialgbeffalgorithms for some instances of hard
open problems in the one-way model. Such solved instancebarzefit the understanding of quantum
computation in general.
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8 Appendix

8.1 Summary of notation

Here we present a brief summary of the notation used thraughe paper. The algebra used is presented
in the Dirac notation.

Qubit states A qubit is represented by a two-dimensional complex Hilbert spaalted the qubit’s
state space. Ajubit stateis a vector of unit length in the qubit's state space. Etate space of an
ensemble of qubits represented by the tensor product of the component gtates, and thetate
of an ensemble of qubiis a vector of unit length in the state space of the ensemblégh W and
|1) we denote unit orthonormal vectors in the state space of &,quid they constitute thetandard
computational basisf a qubit.|+-,) denotes a vectors parameterised by the real an¢dend the choice
of 4+ or —) defined with respect to the computational basis vectors as

1

[+a) = Nz

(10)£€7]1)).

Whena = 0, we simply write|+).
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Unitary transformations Z, denotes a family ophase shift unitary transformationparametrized by
the real anglax, represented in the computational basis with the followiragrix:

1 0
Za:|:0 éa:|

When theZ, rotation is applied to th&" qubit of an ensemble ah qubits, the transformation of the
state space of the ensemble is denoted \Z/iﬂ] which can be given explicitly with

Zg) —180-1) g 7, @ 1©m-i).

Here,| denotes the identity operator on a single qubit state spagalenotes a unitary transformation
on the state space of two qubits. In the computational beisigiiven by the following matrix:

N =

o OO

0

0

ol
-1

O OO
[eoNeN e

Note that this operator cannot be represented as a tenshrgbraf single qubit transformations. Hence,
it can be used to creatntangled statesyhich are multi-qubit states which cannot be represented as
tensor products of single-qubit states.

When theAZ transformation is applied to the component state subsgabe " and jt qubit of an
ensemble oM qubits, the transformation of the entire ensemble is dehwtth AZ; j. The eigenvectors
of the AZ; ; transformation are the vectors of the computational bdsiseoensemble, with eigenvalue
—1 if both theit" and jt" qubit are in the statgl) and eigenvalue 1 otherwise.

Miscellaneous
e edenotes the basis of the natural logarithm.

e g denotes thé@" vector of the canonical basis, i.e. a vector with entrieséhavhere, except a 1
at theit" entry.

e ® represents the tensor produ¥t?" denotes the-th tensor power oK, explicitly

n times
®n _
XN=X® - -X.

The tensor product of matrices (and also numerical vecamrshey are isomorphic to single row
or column matrices) is called the Kroenecker and definedattplas follows:

If Aiis anm-by-n matrix andB is a p-by-q matrix, then the Kronecker produétz B is the block

matrix
aB -+ anB

ARB=| o
amB -+ amnB
e SRHn), for an integen denotes thaign parityfunction defined as

SRn) = (=1)"
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e X' denotes the transpose of the matrix (or veckar)

e (-,-) denotes the symmetric dot productXf= [xq,...,X,]" andY = [y1,...,yn]" are vectors, then
n
(X,Y) = %y
2

e If [isagraph, and C V(') a subset of the vertices bf I' , denotes the vertex-induced subgraph
of the grapH™ induced by the set of vertices

e If [ is a graph £(I") is the number of its vertices, i.eE{) = |E(I")|. If [a is a subgraph of,
the graph designation can be dropped aBdAj denotes E(I'a). If A andB are disjoint subsets
of the vertices of the graph #E (A < B) denotes the number of edges connecting the vertices in
Ato vertices inB in the graph.

e @ denotes the modulo 2 addition. Xf= [xq,...,X,]" andY = [y1,...,yn]" are vectors of integers,
then

XOY =X ®Y1,.... X BYn]

® denotes the pointwise vector productXif= [xq,...,X,]" andY = [y1,...,yn]" are vectors, then
X@Y == [Xl@y]_’...,Xn@yn]T.

8.2 Proof of Theorem1
Let ROP be the phase map decompositioh [4] of the positive branchoofaway pattern ovan qubits,
n of which are inputh output, anda = m— 2n are pure auxiliary qubits. Also lét) be a vector of the
standard computational basis. Then we can directly deniwdallowing:
R®P|i) = [xRPPJi)

= 3541i)(iIR®PYi)

= LIRS (fi) @ [+)*™ "

= Y li) (iR (fi) @ |+)5™ )

= (@ (+al) ) T2 1D IRP2 (Ii) © (RT1 1| 4+a0)) © [+)2")

For clarity reasons we temporarily omit the row-constaatast (®F_;(+a,) i)

= SZINIRP2 (fi) @ (@0 41 Ha) @ [+)EN)

YD GHAHEM™Y @ 0 (fi) @ (RE0 1 +a ) @ [4)EM)

= 210 ((FHEM Y @ () @2 (i) @ (SF5N 4 Ha)) ® )"

We note thatb, = 2,2:1 bi|1) (1| whereby is thel™™ diagonal element of the diagonal matebs,
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Z byi- 12“+J]<||<J|> (I ® (@R al+ad) @[ (©)

2 2mm
= > 1) (Z by—gyan (T (1) @ (®L“:n”+1!+ak>)®\+>®”)>

on 2(m-n)
= Z|J Z by—1)z2nj1 (1] (Ii) ® (®km_n11|+ak>))> (10)
=1
on 2(m 2n)
= Zlm( Z b 1)2(m=n) 4 (| — 1)2"+J]<”(®E1—_n11’+0'k>)>
J:
on o(m-2n)
= zl Izl b[(ifl)Z(m—n)+(|,l)2n+J’]‘j><|‘(®rkn;nr]4>l’+ak>)
= =

So now we summarise the entire expression (reintroducie@uthitted scalar):

n on o(m-2n)
R¢P|i>:<< +ak|> )Z Z b 1)2m-n) 4 (|- 1zn+J|J ||<® |+ak>'
k=

k=n+1

For simplicity, in (8) we omitted a global scaling factor of 22", brought about by the scalar
products(+|®(™-" (||} where they are non-zero, and (@) the global scaling factor22), caused by
the product(j|+)®". The overall (omitted) scaling factor is2.

The expressiofi(®y_1(+a|) |i)) is a scalar which depends on the columand we denote it by,
also let S

Bi _ZJ 120=1 [ )2<mfn)+(|71)2n+j]“><”

be a 2 x 20M27) matrix expressed in the computational basis that dependseoohoice of column
with entries in{—1,1}. Finally, denote the numeric representation in the contjmutal basis of the
vector(®k:n+1\+ak>) with ?ﬁ which is independ of the choice of the column. It correspotulthe
guantum state of the auxiliary qubits after the lagalrotations, but before the entanglement procedure.
The entire expression can then be rewritten in matrix nartegis:

Me =&B/ ¢,

where gis theith vector of the canonical basdis.
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