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Abstract. In this paper we present two flavors of a quantum extension
to the lambda calculus. The first one, A,, follows the approach of clas-
sical control/quantum data, where the quantum data is represented by
density matrices. We provide an interpretation for programs as density
matrices and functions upon them. The second one, Aj, takes advantage
of the density matrices presentation in order to follow the mixed trace
of programs in a kind of generalised density matrix. Such a control can
be seen as a weaker form of the quantum control and data approach.
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1 Introduction

In the last decade several quantum extensions to lambda calculus have been
investigated, e.g. [5L6LI0L18,21L22L30]. In all of those approaches, the language
chosen to represent the quantum state are vectors in a Hilbert space. However,
an alternative formulation of quantum mechanics can be made using density
matrices. Density matrices provide a way to describe a quantum system in which
the state is not fully known. More precisely, density matrices describe quantum
systems in a mixed state, that is, a statistical set of several quantum states. All
the postulates of quantum mechanics can be described in such a formalism, and
hence, also quantum computing can be done using density matrices.

The first postulate states that a quantum system can be fully described
by a density matrix p, which is a positive operator with trace (tr) one. If a
system is in state p; with probability p;, then the density matrix of the system
is 3, pipi- The second postulate states that the evolution of a quantum system
p is described with a unitary operator U by UpUT, where U is the adjoint
operator of U. The third postulate states that the measurement is described by

a set of measurement operators {m;}; with >, 7r;-r m; = |, so that the output of

the measurement is i, with probability tr(7r;-r m;p), leaving the sate of the system
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%. The fourth postulate states that from two systems p and p’, the
composed one can be described by the tensor product of those p ® p’.

Naturally, if we want to use the output of a measurement as a condition in the
classical control, we need to know that output. However, density matrices can
still be used as a way to compare processes before running them. For example
the process of tossing a coin, and according to its result, applying Z or not to a
balanced superposition, and the process of tossing a coin and not looking at its
result, may look quite different in most quantum programming languages. Yet
both processes output the same density matrix, and so they are indistinguishable.

In [19], Selinger introduced a language of quantum flow charts, and an in-
terpretation of his language into a CPO of density matrices. After this paper,
the language of density matrices has been widely used in quantum program-
ming, e.g. [9[13,[14]24,27]. Indeed, the book “Foundations of Quantum Pro-
gramming” [26] is entirely written in the language of density matrices. Yet, as
far as we know, no lambda calculus for density matrix have been proposed.

Apart from the distinction of languages by how they treat the quantum
states (vectors in a Hilbert space or density matrices), we also can distinguish
the languages on how the control is considered: either quantumly or classically.
The idea of quantum data / classical control stated by Selinger in [19] induced
a quantum lambda calculus in this paradigm [21I]. Later, this calculus was the
base to construct the programming language Quipper [15], an embedded, scal-
able, functional programming language for quantum computing. The concept
of quantum data / classical control declares that quantum computers will run
in a specialized device attached to a classical computer, and it is the classical
computer which will instruct the quantum computer what operations to perform
over which qubits, and then read the classical result after a measurement. It is a
direct consequence from the observation that quantum circuits are classical (i.e.
one cannot superpose circuits or measure them). Several studies have been done
under this paradigm, e.g. [2,1518]2T130].

Dually to the quantum data / classical control paradigm, there is what we
can call the quantum data and control paradigm. The idea is to provide a com-
putational definition of the notions of vector space and bilinear functions. In the
realm of quantum walks, quantum control is not uncommon (e.g. [1L[3]). Also,
several high-level languages on quantum control have been proposed in the past
(e.g. [2[81[281[29]), however, up to now, no complete lambda-calculus with quan-
tum control have been proposed. We benefit, though, from the long line of works
in this direction [4H7L[12].

In this paper, we propose a quantum extension to the lambda calculus, A,, in
the quantum data / classical control paradigm, where the quantum data is given
by density matrices, as first suggested by Selinger’s interpretation of quantum
flow charts [19]. Then, we propose a modification of such a calculus, called Aps in
which we generalise the density matrices to the classical control: That is, after a
measurement, we take all the possible outcomes in a kind of generalised density
matrix of arbitrary terms. The control does not become quantum, since it is
not possible to superpose programs in the quantum sense. However, we consider
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the density matrix of the mixed state of programs arising from a measurement.
Therefore, this can be considered as a kind of probabilistic control, or even
another way, perhaps weaker, of quantum control.

Outline of the Paper. In Section 2l we introduce the typed calculus A,, which
manipulates density matrices, and we give two interpretations of the calculus.
One where the terms are interpreted into a generalisation of mixed states, and
another where the terms are interpreted into density matrices. Then we prove
some properties of those interpretations. In Section Bl we introduce a modifica-
tion of A,, called AJ, where the output of a measurement produce a sum with all
the possible outputs. We then extend the interpretation of A, to accommodate
A,» and prove its basic properties. In Section [ we prove the Subject Reduction
(Theorem A4]) and Progress (Theorem (A7) properties for both calculi. In Sec-
tion [f] we give two interesting examples, in both calculi. Finally, in Section [6] we
conclude and discuss some future work.

2 Classical-control calculus with probabilistic rewriting

2.1 Definitions

The grammar of terms, given in Table [Tl have been divided in three categories.

1. Standard lambda calculus terms: Variables from a set Vars, abstractions and
applications.

2. The four postulates of quantum mechanics, with the measurement postulate
restricted to measurements in the computational basigl: p" to represent the
density matrix of a quantum system. U™t to describe its evolution. 7"t to
measure it. t ® t to describe the density matrix of a composite system (that
is, a non entangled system composed of two subsystems).

3. Two constructions for the classical control: a pair (b™, p™), where b™ is the
output of a measurement in the computational basis and p™ is the resulting
density matrix, and the conditional letcase construction reading the output
of the measurement.

The rewrite system, given in Table[2 is described by the relation —,,, which
is a probabilistic relation where p is the probability of occurrence. If U™ is applied
to p", with m < n, we write U™ for U™ @ I"™~™. Similarly, we write 7" when
we apply this measurement operator to p™ for {mo @ I"~™, ... Tam_1 @ [""™}.
If the unitary U™ needs to be applied, for example, to the last m qubits of p™
instead of the first m, we will need to use the unitary transformation I" """ @ U™
instead. And if it is applied to the qubits k to k+m, then, we can use I*—1 @ U™,

L A generalisation to any arbitrary measurement can be considered in a future, how-
ever, for the sake of simplicity in the classical control, we consider only measure-
ments in the computational basis, which is a common practice in quantum lambda
calculi [TO[T6LT8L20L2TL30].
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ti=x|Azt|itt (Standard lambda calculus)
[p" | U™t | n"t|t®t (Quantum postulates)
| 0™, p") | letcase z =7 in {t,...,t} (Classical control)

where:

- n,meN, m<n.

— p" is a density matrix of n-qubits, that is, a positive 2" x 2"-matrix with trace 1.

- b eN, 0P < 2™,

— {t,...,t} contains 2™ terms.

— U™ is a unitary operator of dimension 2" x 2" that is, a 2" x 2"-matrix such that
(U™ = (O™

— 7" = {mo,...,m2n_1}, describes a quantum measurement in the computational
basis, where each 7; is a projector operator of dimension 2" projecting to one
vector of the canonical base.

Table 1: Grammar of terms of A,.

This rewrite system assumes that after a measurement, the result is known.
However, since we are working with density matrices we could also provide an
alternative rewrite system where after a measurement, the system turns into a
mixed state. We left this possibility for Section

The type system, including the grammar of types and the derivation rules,
is given in Table [Bl The type system is affine, so variables can be used at most
once, forbiding from cloning a density matrix.

Ezxample 2.1. The teleportation algorithm, while it is better described by pure
states, can be expressed in the following way:

Let Boo = 2(|00)(00[ + [00)(11] + [11)(00| + [11)(11]). Then, the following
term expresses the teleportation algorithm.

Az letcase y = w2 (H' (Cnot?(z ® Boo))) in {y, Zsy, Xsy, ZsXsy}

where Z3 =TI @I ®Z'and X5 =T ® I @ X
The type derivation is as follows.

ax,

ax
z:lbka:1 = Boo : 2
Boo ®

z:1F2® Boo:3
N N m a); z:1 F1Cnot2§2x ® Boo) : 3
ax y:3ky:3 .y y:3ky:3 " y:3kXzy:3 " 2 : 1+ HY(Cnot™(z ® Boo)) : 3
y:3Fy:3 y:3+F2Z3y:3 y:3FXgy:3 y:3FZ3X3y:3 ,7::1F7T2(H1(Cnot2(.1:®/300))):(2,3)
x: 1+ letcase y = 72(H(Cnot?(z ® fBoo))) in {y, Zsy, Xy, ZsXay} : 3
F A letcase y = 72(H1 (Crof(z ® foo)) in {3 Zsys Xey ZsXsy} - 1 — 3

lc

2.2 Interpretation

We give two interpretations for terms. One, noted by (), is the interpretation of
terms into density matrices and functions upon them, and the other, noted by
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(Az.t)r —1 t[r/z]

Ump™ —1 0™ with p'" = Wp"WT
_ —t—=_n
Oy (ip?)  with {i s = ")
S pi
PR p/ — p// with p// =p® p/
letcase x = (b™, p") in {to,...,tam_1} —>1 tym[p" /2]
t—pr t—p T t—pr t—pr
Ax.t —p Az.r ts —>p rs st —>p ST Ut —p, UMr
tL—p T t—pr t—pr
"t —p T tRs —pr®s SRt —rp ST
t—pr
letcase x =t in {so,...,8n} —p letcase z =7 in {so,...,Sn}

Table 2: Rewrite system for A,,.

[-], is a more fine-grained interpretation, interpreting terms into a generalisa-

oon__T
tion of mixed states. In particular, we want [x"p"] = { (tr(x] m; p"), %)}i,

while (7"p) = 3, mp"n! . However, since the letcase construction needs also to
distinguish each possible result of a measurement, we will carry those results in
the interpretation [-], making it a set of triplets instead of a set of tuples.

Let N° = Ny U {e}, so terms are interpreted into sets of triplets (p,b,e)
with p € R_%l, representing the probability, b € N¢, representing the output
of a measurement if it occurred, and e € [A] for some type A and an in-
terpretation [-] on types yet to define. In addition, we consider that the sets
{-..,(p,b,e),(q,be),...}and {...,(p+q,b,e),...} are equal. Finally, we define
the weight function as w({(ps, b, €;)}i) = >, pi. We are interested in sets S such
that w(S) = 1.

The interpretation of types is given in Table Bl D, is the set of density
matrices of n-qubits, that is D, = {p | p € M3 5. such that tr(p) = 1}, where
M3 on is the set of positive matrices of size 2" x 2". P(b, A) is the following
property: [A = (m,n) == b # ¢]. We also establish the convention that
P({(ps,bi,ei)}i, A) = A\, P(bi, A). Finally, we write trd(S) = {e | (p,b,e) € S}.

Let E' = |J gc1ypes[A]. We denote by 0 to a valuation Vars — N°x E. Then, we
define the interpretation of terms with respect to a given valuation € in Table [0l

Definition 2.2. 0 E I'" if and only if, for all x : A € ', (z) = (b,e) with
e € [A], and P(b, A).

Lemma 23] states that a term with type (m,n) will be the result of a mea-
surement, and hence, its interpretation will carry the results b; # €.




6 A. Diaz-Caro

A=n|(mmn)|A—oA
where m <n € N.

ax Law:AFt:B =~ I'tt:A—B Abr:A |
Fz:Abrz: A I'FXet:A—oB I Artr:B

e

ax I'Ht:n I'Ht:n I'tt:n AbFr:m
o — " u —_— m ®
I'pt:n I'EU™t:n I'n™t: (m,n) INAFt®r:n+m
a x:nkto:A ... x:nkitem_1:A ['bFr:(m,n)
Xam
' @™ p"): (m,n) I'+letcase z =7 in {to,...,tam_1}: A

Ic

Table 3: Type system for A,,.

[n] = Dn
[[(777/7 n)ﬂ = D"
[A — B] ={f | Ve € [A],Vb € N s.t. P(b, A),
trd(f(b,€)) € [B],w(f(b,e)) =1 and P(f(b,e), B)}

Table 4: Interpretation of types

Lemma 2.3. Let '+t : (m,n), 0 F I', and [t]s be well-defined. Then, [t]o =
{(pi,bi,ei)}i with bz 7& € and e; € Dn

Proof. By induction on the type derivation (cf. Appendix [A)). O

Lemma [2.4] states that the interpretation of a typed term is well-defined.

Lemma 2.4. IfI'-t: A and 0 E T, then w([t]o) = 1, and trd([t]e) C [A4].

Proof. By induction on ¢ (cf. Appendix [A.2). O

Since the interpretation [-] of a term is morally a mixed state, the interpreta-
tion (), which should be the density matrix of such a state, is naturally defined
using the interpretation [-].

Definition 2.5. Let e € [A] for some A, 6 a valuation, and t be a term such
that [tle = {(pi,bi,ei)}i. We state the convention that (b,e) — > .pie; =
> pi((b,e) — €;). We define [e] and (t)g by mutual recursion as follows:

o] =p
[(b7e) = [[tHH,m:(b,e)] = (bae) = (]tDG.,z:(b,e)

(the = Zpi [ei]
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[z]e = {(1,b,e)} where 6(z) = (b, e)
[Az.tlo = {(1,¢,(b,e) = [t]o,2=b,e)) }
[trle = {(pigihiji, b3k, gijr) 1[rle = {(pi, bis ei) s,
[t]e = {(g), b5, f)}; and
Fi(bisei) = {(hijn, bk, gigi) i}
[p"]o = {(1,¢,p™)}
(U™t = {(pi,2, U700 ) | [t]o = {(pis bi, pi) b}

T
[x™tlo = {(pstr(Ti'Tip,). 4, t(ﬂ_’i—ﬂ_p)) | [tlo = {(ps» bss p) }i}

[t@rle = {(pigj, €, pi @ p5) [[tle = {(pi, bi, pi) }i and
[rle = {(g5, b5, 0)}5}
[®™, p™")e = {(1,0™,p")}
[letcase z = r in {to,...,tam_1}]o = {(piqij, bij, €i;) |
[r]e = {(ps, bi, pi) }i and
[to.J0,0=(c.00) = {(qis, iy, €ii) i}

Table 5: Interpretation of terms

Lemma 2.6 (Substitution). Let [r]o = {(p:, bi, €:)}i, then

(t[r/z])o = Zpi(]t[)e,x:(bi,ei)

Proof. By induction on t. However, we enforce the hypothesis by also showing

that if [[tH97Z:(bi7ei) = {(qija b/ijv pij)}ja then [[t[?"/l']ﬂe = {(piqijv béja Pw)}w . We use
five auxiliary results (cf. Appendix [A3]). O

Theorem 27 shows how the interpretation (-) of a term relates to all its
reducts.

Theorem 2.7. If ' =t : A, 0 F I' and t —p, r;, with ) ,p; = 1, then
(tho = >_; pillride-

Proof. By induction on the relation —, (cf. Appendix [A4]). O

3 Probabilistic-control calculus with no-probabilistic
rewriting

3.1 Definitions

In the previous sections we have presented an extension to lambda calculus to
handle density matrices. The calculus could have been done using just vectors,
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ti=x| Azttt (Standard lambda calculus)
[p" | U™t | n"t |t @t (Quantum postulates)
n
| Zpiti | letcase® z =r in {t,...,t} (Probabilistic control)
i=1
where p; € (0,1], >°"_, ps = 1, and > is considered modulo associativity and commu-

tativity (cf. for example [6]).

Table 6: Grammar of terms of )\Z.

because the output of a measurement is not given by the density matrix of the
produced mixed state, instead each possible output is given with its probability.
In this section, we give an alternative presentation, named A), where we can
make the most of the density matrices setting.

In Table [6l we give a modified grammar of terms for Aj in order to allow for
linear combination of terms. We follow the grammar of the algebraic lambda-
calculi [6L[7,[23].

The new rewrite system is given by the non-probabilistic relation ~-, de-
scribed in Table[ll The measurement does not reduce, unless it is the parameter
of a letcase®. Therefore, if only a measurement is needed, we can encode it as:

letcase® z = 7™ p"™ in {z,...,z} ~ sz'p? ~pf
i

where p' =", Tip" 7. The rationale is that in this version of the calculus, we
can never look at the result of a measurement. It will always produce the density
matrix of a mixed-state. As a consequence, the letcase® constructor rewrites to
a sum of terms.

The type system for A}, including the grammar of types and the derivation
rules, is given in Table® The only difference with the type system of A, (cf. Ta-
ble ), is that rule ax,m is no longer needed, since (b, p™) is not in the grammar
of A7, and there is a new rule (+) typing the generalised mixed states. We use
the symbol I for A7 to distinguish it from - used in A,.

Ezxample 3.1. The teleportation algorithm expressed in A, in Example 1] is
analogous for A7, only changing the term letcase by letcase®. Also, the type
derivation is analogous. The difference is in the reduction. Let p be the density
matrix of a given quantum state (mixed or pure). Let

o =P oo ; pi = (Cnot @ I)pj and  p3=(H®I®I)p
The trace of the teleportation of p in A, is the following:

(Az.letcase y = 7% (H' (Cnot®(z ® Buo))) in {y, Zsy, X3y, ZsXsy})p
—1 letcase y = 7 (H' (Cnot®(p @ Boo))) in {y, Zsy, X3y, ZsXsy}
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(Az.t)r ~ t[r/z]

_ mptwl

n

letcase® x = 7™ p™ in {to,...,tam — 1} ~ Zpltz[p?/x] with { 7* = P
; pi = tr(m ' Tip")
Ump™ ~ p'" with Wp"WT ="
p®p/~/->p” Withp//=p®p/

> pipi - p with p' =" pip:
i i
> pitt
i
O piti)r ~ > piltir)

t~~r t~sr tasr t~~>1r
ATt~ AxT ts ~ s st ~~ sr Ut~ U"r
t~r t~~7r t~~7r
Tt~ e tRs~r®s SQt~sQr
Ly~ L
Z;;lpiti — Z?Zl pers (Vi#j,t; Tj)
t~r
letcase® © =t in {so,...,S2m_1} ~~ letcase® x =7 in {so,...,S2am_1}

Table 7: Rewrite system of A7.

—>1 letcase y = 7r2(H1(Cnot2pg)) in {y, Zsy, X3y, ZsXsy}
—1 letcase y = w2 (H'p}) in {y, Zsy, Xy, ZsXsy}
—1 letcase y = 2 p5 in {y, Z3y, Xy, ZsXay} (1)

From (), there are four possible reductions. For i = 0,1,2, 3, let p; = tr(7; m;p3)
— 3¢
3 _ Tipsmi
and py;, = — Then,
— @) —p, letcase y =
— @) —p, letcase y =
— @) —p, letcase y =
— @) —p, letcase y =

o) in {y, Zsy, X3y, ZsXsy} —1 p3p = p.

) in {y, Zay, X3y, ZsXsy} —1 Zzp3 —1 p-
o) In {y, Zsy, Xay, ZsXsy} —1 Xap3y —1 p-
3) in {y, Z3y, X3y, ZsX3y} —>1 Z3X3pis —>1 p.

)
)

0, o
1,03
2, p}
3,03

A~~~/

)

(o)

On the other hand, the trace of the same term, in A7,

until (), just using ~~ instead of —1. Then:

would be analogous

3 3

@ ~ pop + P1Z3p31 + p2Xaphs + PsZsXspls ~" D pipio ~ (O _pi)p ~ p
=0 =0
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A=n|(mmn)|A—oA
where m <n € N.

ax Iw:AlFt:B . Ilkt:A—B Albr:A __
Na:Alrz:A I'FXxxt:A—B IAlFtr: B ‘
ax, I'let:n I'lFt:n I'ltt:n Alrr:m
I'lEp":n I''FU™t:n I'lF7n™t: (m,n) INAlFt®r:n+m
z:nlFtg: A ... x:nlktom_1: A Fll—r:(m,n)l
I' Ik letcase® & = r in {to,...,tam_1}: A ¢
I'ktti:A ... Tkt A Z?:1p¢:1+

I+ Z?:l piti : A

Table 8: Type system for Aj.

3.2 Interpretation

The interpretation of A, given in Section considers already all the traces.
Hence, the interpretation of A) can be obtained from a small modification of
it. We only need to drop the interpretation of the term that no longer exists,
(b™,p"), and add an interpretation for the new term ). p;t; as follows:

[[ZpitiHO = {(Pigij, bij, ei) | [tilo = {(qij, bij, €ij) }5}

The interpretation of letcase® is the same as the interpretation of letcase.
Then, we can prove a theorem (Theorem [B.4) for A\j analogous to Theo-
rem 2.7

We need the following auxiliary Lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. IfI'l-t: A and 0 F I", then (3, piti)o = >_,; pi(ti)eo

Proof. Let [t:]o = {(gij, bij, €i;)};. Then, we have (3, pitio = >_;; pigijei; =
doiPi > Gijeis = >, pilltie- O

Lemma 3.3. Let [r]o = {(p:, bs, i) }s, then (t[r/x])s = Zipi(]t[)ng(bi,ei).

Proof. The proof of the analogous Lemma in A\, follows by induction on
t. Since the definition of [-] is the same for A, than for A7, we only need to
check the only term of A7 which is not a term of A,: >, g;t;. Using Lemma [3.2]
and the induction hypothesis, we have ((3_; ¢;jt;)[r/zl)e = (X2, ¢;(t;[r/2]))e =
Zj q;(t;[r/=])e = Z_j 45 2 PilltiDo,o=(bi,er) = Zipiﬂzj 4jt5)0,2=(bie:)- o
Theorem 3.4. If I'lFt: A, OE T and t ~ r, then (t)g = (r)e.

Proof. By induction on the relation ~~. Rules (Az.t)r ~» t[r/z], U™ p™ ~» p’ and
p R p ~ p are also valid rules for relation — 7, and hence the proof of these
cases are the same than in Theorem 271 O




A Lambda Calculus for Density Matrices 11

4 Subject Reduction and Progress

In this section we state and prove the subject reduction and progress properties
on both, A, and Aj (Theorems [1.4] and EL7 respectively).

Lemma 4.1 (Weakening).

—IfI'tt: Aandx ¢ FV(t), then Ix : BFt: A.
—Ifr'rt:Aandx ¢ FV(t), then Iz : Bl-t: A.

Proof. By a straightforward induction on the derivation of I' - ¢ : A and on
r'iFt: A a

Lemma 4.2 (Strengthening).

—Ifx:Art:Band x ¢ FV(t), then '+t : B.
—Ifx:Alrt: B andx ¢ FV(t), then I'l-t: B.

Proof. By a straightforward induction on the derivation of I,z : A+ ¢t : B and
Ix:Al-t: B. a

Lemma 4.3 (Substitution).

—IfIx:Art:Band At r: A then IAFt[r/z]: B.
—Ifx:Alrt: B and Alkr: A then I A - t[r/z] : B.

Proof. By induction on ¢ (cf. Appendix [CT]). O
Theorem 4.4 (Subject reduction).

—IfI'Ft: A andt —pr, then I'Fr: Al
—IfI'Ft: A, andt ~r, then I'lFr: A.

Proof. By induction on the relations —, and ~» (cf. Appendix [C.2)). O
Definition 4.5 (Values).

— A wvalue in A, is a term v defined by the following grammar:

w:=z | Av|ww
vi=wlp" [ (0", p")

— A wvalue in A, (or value® ) is a term v defined by the following grammar:
wi=z| Ao |wew)| Zpiwi with w; # w; if i # j

vi=w|p"
Lemma 4.6.

1. If v is a value, then there is no t such that v —, t for any p.
2. If v is a value®, then there is no t such that v ~> t.

Proof. By induction on v in both cases (cf. Appendix [C3]). 0
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Theorem 4.7 (Progress).

1. If-t: A, then either t is a value or there exist n, p1,...,Pn, and 11,...,7p
such that t —,, 7;.

2. IfIFt: A and A # (m,n), then either t is a value® or there exists r such
that t ~~ r.

Proof. We relax the hypotheses and prove the theorem for open terms as well.
That is:

1. If '+t : A, then either ¢ is a value, there exist n, p1,...,pn, and r1,...,7,
such that ¢ —,, 7;, or ¢ contains a free variable, and ¢ does not rewrite.

2. If '+t : A, then either ¢ is a value®, there exists r such that ¢t ~ r, or ¢
contains a free variable, and ¢ does not rewrite.

In both cases, we proceed by induction on the type derivation (cf. Appendix[C.4]).
O

5 Examples

Ezxample 5.1. Consider the following experiment: Measure some p and then toss
a coin to decide whether to return the result of the measurement, or to give the
result of tossing a new coin.

The experiment in X\,. This experiment can be implemented in A, as follows:
(letcase y = 7' |[+)(+| in {\z.z, \z.letcase w = ' |+)(+] in {w,w}})

(letcase z = 7' p in {z,2})
Trace: We give one possible probabilistic trace. Notice that, by using different
strategies, we would get different derivation trees. We will not prove confluence
in this setting (cf. [IT] for a full discussion on the notion of confluence of prob-

abilistic rewrite systems), but we conjecture that such a property is meet.
We use the following notations:

s = [+)(+|
to = A\x.x
t; = A\x.letcase w = s in {w,w}

p= %|0><0| + ?IOMI + \/Tg|1><0| + i|1><1|

r1 = letcase y = s in {to, 1}

ry = letcase z = 'pin {z, 2}

« = letcase y = (z, |x)(x|) in {y,y} with x =0,1
r] = letcase y = (z, |z){(x|) in {to,t1} with x =0,1
Using this notation, the probabilistic trace is given by the tree in Table
Therefore, with probability 2 we get |0)(0], and with probability 2 we get [1)(1].
Thus, the density matrix of this mixed state is 3|0)(0[ + 2[1)(1].
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T1i7r2

r1lo / \ rily
b b
Lm0l _nial
r210)(0] 71]0)(0] 1) (1] i) (1]
L L b ¥
t0[0)(0] t1]0)(0| to|1)(1] letcase y = s in {y,y}
I I b b
|0){0| letcase y = s in {y,y} [1)(1] 1| 1) (1]

N N
b b b b

10) {0 | 10)(0| (0NN

Table 9: Trace of the A\, term implementing the experiment of Example (5.11

Typing:
- ax,
Fl+H){(+: 1
ax ax T
y:lz:lbw:1Fw:1 y:lLz:l,w:1kw:1 }—7T|—|—><+|:(1,1)|
y:1,x:1F letcase w = m!|+)(+] in {w,w} : 1 ¢
y:1F Arletcase w = 7t [+)(+| in {w,w}:1—1
ax (2)
o e
y:l,x:ll—x:lax _ ) FlH) (] 1 m
y:lFXzx:1—o1 " y:lkt;:1—ol F7T1|+><+|:(1,1)|
- letcase y = |+ )(+| in {to,t1} : 1 —o 1 RE)
ax
Fp:l P
——— a&x 7 . Mm
: z:1kF2z:1 I—ﬂ'p:(l,l)l
Fletcase y = mt|+)(+| in {to,t1}:1— 1 I letcase z = wlpin {z,2}: 1 ¢

F (letcase y = wt|+){+| in {to,t1})(letcase z = wlpin {z,2}): 1

Interpretation:

Islo = {(3.0,10){0]), (5. 1, Y1)}
[[t()ﬂy:(a,|0><0|) = {(Lea (bae) = {(17 bve)})}
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[1]y=eman = {1, (0,) o {(5.5 10)0), (5. (DN}
il = (505, (b.0) = {52, 000D, (5,2, AN, (5.5 (b,) = {(1,b,€)})
[ alo = {(5.0,0){0]), (7. 1, 1)1}
[ralo = {5, 10)(01), (3, 101D}

Then,
1 3
[riralo = {15 10){01) (5.5 [0} (0] (55 (1)),
<%aﬂM|@aM@|@smm»
Hence,
(ri7abo = e10){0] + 7 10)0] + =1 (1] + =< [1){1] + 30){0] + £ 1){1

5 3
= 210)(0] + 511

The experiment in )\g. In A}, the example becomes:

t:= (letcase® y = 7' [+)(+] in {\z.2, Az letcase® w =7 [+)(+] in {w,w}})

(letcase® z = 7'pin {z,z})

Trace: In this case the trace is not a tree, because the relation ~ is not proba-
bilistic. We use the same p as before: 2|0)(0] + §|1><O| + ‘/T§|0><1| + 1)(1.
t ~ (letcase® y = w4+ )(+| in {\z.z, \z.letcase® w = 7! [+ ) (+| in {w,w}})

émw+5mm

e+ ux mxm+ S apCloyol + 71
w 5 (Oa) G0y 0] + 1))
+4@m;mm+5mamimm+lma
(O.a)(C10) (0] + 311(11) + 3 (51001 + 51131

émm+umw gmm+ymn
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) 3
~ 2[0)0] + £11)(1]

Typing and Interpretation: Since t does not contain sums, its typing is analogous
to the term in A,, as well as the interpretation.

Ezample 5.2. In [I7, p 371] there is an example of the freedom in the operator-
sum representation by showing two quantum operators, which are actually the
same. One is the process of tossing a coin and, according to its results, apply-
ing I or Z to a given qubit The second is the process performing a projective
measurement with unknown outcome to the same qubit. These operations can
be encoded in A, by:

01 = \y.letcase x = w'|+)(+] in {y, Zy}
O, = \y.letcase © = 7'y in {z,z}

with 7t = {]0)(0], [1)(1]}.
Let us apply those operators to the qubit p = 2(0)(0]+ ‘/T§|0><1| + §|1><0| +

1]1)(1]. We can check that the terms O1p and Ozp have different interpretations
[-]- Let p~— = ZpZT, then

[ letease = = ' [+)(+] in {3, Zy}els = {(5:5:0): (5..57))

. 3 1
[(\y.letcase x = wly in {z,2})p]o = {(1,5, |0){0]), (Z’ g |1)(AD}
However, they have the same interpretation (-).

((My.letcase = = wh|+) (4] in {y, Zy})p)g
1 1

=§P+§P

3 1
= 210)(0] + 711

= ((\y.letcase = = 'y in {z,2})p)o

The trace of O1p is given in Table [0, and the trace of Ozp in Table [l The
first term produces p, with probability %, and p~, with probability %, while the

second term produces either |0)(0] with probability 2 or |1)(1|, with probability
1

1
However, if we encode the same terms in A7, we can get both programs to
produce the same density matrix:

Of = My.letcase® o = 7! |4+)(+] in {y, Zy}

05 = \y.letcase® = = 7'y in {z,z}
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01p

f

letcase 2 = 7' |+)(+] in {p, Zp}

X/r; \

letcase = = (0,]0)(0]) in {p,Zp}  letcase x = (1, |1)(1]) in {p,Zp}

| |

p Zp

Table 10: Trace of the terms O1p from Example in A,.

The traces of O7p and O3p are as follow:

1P O3p
= (\y.letcase® x = w|+)(+] in {y,Zy})p| = (\y.letcase® x = 7'y in {x,2})p
letcase® = = ml|+)(+] in {p,Zp} ~ letcase® z = wlp in {z,z})
12) - (0)01) + (H1){1)
3 ~ £10){0] + 7[1)(1

w ™

l

~
>
>
>

6 Conclusions

In this paper we have presented the calculus A,, which is a quantum data /
classical control extension to the lambda calculus where the data is manipulated
by density matrices. The main importance of this calculus is its interpretation
into density matrices, which can equate programs producing the same density
matrices. Then, we have given a second calculus, Aj, where the density matrices
are generalised to accommodate arbitrary terms, and so, programs producing
the same density matrices, rewrite to such a matrix, thus, coming closer to
its interpretation. The control of A} is not classical nor quantum, however it
can be seen as a weaker version of the quantum control approach. It is indeed
not classical control because a generalised density matrix of terms is allowed
(Zz pit;). It is not quantum control because superposition of programs are not
allowed (indeed, the previous sum is not a quantum superposition since all the
p; are positive and so no interference can occur). However, it is quantum in the
sense that programs in a kind of generalised mixed-states are considered. We
preferred to call it probabilistic control.
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Ozp

l1

letcase z = 7'p in {z,z}

/ 1\1

letcase z = (0, |0)(0]) in {z,x} letcase = = (1, |1)(1]) in {z,x}

| |

10) {0 D

Table 11: Trace of the term Ozp from Example in Ap.

As depicted in Example B.2] the calculus A, allows to represent the same
operator in different ways. Understanding when two operators are equivalent is
important from a physical point of view: it gives insights on when two different
physical processes produce the same dynamics. To the best of our knowledge, it
is the first lambda calculus for density matrices.

Future work and open questions

As pointed out by Béadescu and Panangaden [§], one of the biggest issues with
quantum control is that it does not accommodate well with traditional features
from functional programming languages like recursion. Ying [25] went around
this problem by introducing a recursion based on second quantisation. Density
matrices are DCPOs with respect to the Lowner order. Is the form of weakened
quantum control suggested in this paper monotone? Can it be extended with
recursion? Could this lead to a concrete quantum programming language, like
Quipper [I5]?

All these open questions are promising new lines of research that we are
willing to follow. In particular, we have four ongoing works trying to answer
some of these questions:

— The most well studied quantum lambda calculus is, without doubt, Selinger-
Valiron’s A, [2I]. Hence, we are working on the mutual simulations between
Ap and Ag, and between A7 and a generalisation of A\, into mixed states.

— We are also working on a first prototype of an implementation of A7.

— We are studying extensions to both A, and AJ with recursion and with
polymorphism.

— Finally, we are studying a more sophisticated denotational semantics for
both calculi than the one given in this paper. We hope such a semantics to

be adequate and fully abstract.

Acknowledgements We want to thank the anonymous reviewer for some impor-
tant references and suggestions on future lines of work.
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A Detailed Proofs of Section

A.1 Proof of Lemma [2.3]

By induction on the type derivation.

— Let Iz : (m,n) F x : (m,n) as a consequence of rule ax. Since 0 F I,z :

(m,n), we have 0(x) = (b, e) with e € D,, and b # €. Hence, [z]o = {(1,b,¢)}.

— Let IA F tr : (m,n) as a consequence of I' - ¢ : A — (m,n), A+

r : A and rule —o.. Since 0 F I'J A, we have 6 F I'. Since [tr]s is well-
deﬁned, we have [[7’]]9 = {(pi,bi,ei)}i, [[tﬂg = {(q]',b_/j,fj)}i, and f]—(bi,ei).:
{(hijis b1, giji) bi, and hence [tr]o = {(pigjhiji, b3}y, giji) bij- By the in-
duction hypothesis, f; € [[ff —o (m,n)], so, by definition, b’i'jk # ¢ and
9ijk € Dn.

— Let I' ™t : (m,n) as a consequence of I' - ¢ : n and rule m. Then we have

that [1™t]y is equal to {pjtr(ﬂ'ﬁmpj),z,% | [tle = {(pj,e.pi)} it
=, =t
with ¢ # €. Notice that —=2" __ c D,,.

tr(Ti T mip;)

— Let I'F (b™, p™) : (m,n) as a consequence of rule axam. Then, [(b™, p™)]y =

{(1,b™, p™)}. Notice that p" € D,,.

— Let I' F letcase = r in {to,...,tom _;} : (M, n) as a consequence of x :

n' bt (myn), for k = 0,....,2" =1, "'+ r: (m/,n) and rule lc. Since
[letcase x = r in {to,...,tom _1}]o is well—deﬁned,_ [rle = {(pi,bi, p})}4,
[[tiﬂe,z:(a,p?) = {(qij,bgj,eij)}j and [[Ietcase r = TiIn {to,. .. ,t2m/71}]]9 =
{(pigij, b};, €ij) }ij- By the induction hypothesis, b}; # ¢ and e;; € Dp. O

A.2 Proof of Lemma [2.4]

By induction on t.

— Lett =x. Then x: A€ I'. [z]s = {(1,b,e)}, with 6(x) = (b,e). Since § E I

we have e € [4].

Let t = Ax.r. Then A = B — C, INx : Bt r : C and [Az.r]s =
{(1,e,(b,e) = [rlo,z=(b,e))}- Let e € [B] and b € N such that P(b, B).
Then, since 6 E ', we have 6,2 = (b,e) E I,z : B. Hence, by the induction
hypothesis, trd([7]g,o=(,e)) € [C]. Therefore, (b,e) = [r]o z—.e) € [B —o
C].

Let t = rs. Then I' = I, I5, with [T Fr : B —o Aand I, F s : B.
Since 8 F I', we have 8 F I'} and 6 F I3, so by the induction hypothesis,
[slo = {(ps, bi€)}i, >-; pi = 1 and e; € [B]. Similarly, [r]o = {(q;,0}, f;)};,
Zj q; = 1 and f]‘ S [[B —o A]] Let fj(bi,ei) = {(hijkybg/jkygijk)}k- Then,
[rsle = {(pig;hijk, b;'jk, 9ijk) Yijk- By Lemmal[2.3] we have P(b, B), so by def-
inition of [B — A], we have {g;;x} = trd(f;(bi,e;)) C [A] and w(f;(b;,e;)) =
1. Notice that Zijk pinhijk = Zi Di Zj q; Zk hijk =1.

— Lett = p™. Then A = n and [p"]s = {(1,¢, p™)}. Notice that p" € D,, = [A].
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— Let ¢t = U™r. Then A = nand I' F r : n. By the induction hypothesis, [r]s =
{(pi,bi, p™)}i, with S, p; = 1 and p? € D,. Then, Tmp"T™ € D, = [A],
and [U™r]g = {(pi,e, T7p"T7 )}

— Let ¢t = 7™r. Then A = (m,n) and I' b r : n. By the induction hypothesis,
[rloe = {(pisbs, p})}i, with 3. p; = 1 and p' € Dy,. Let 7™ = {m;};, and
qi; = tr(75 T 00). So,> 0, ¢ij = 1. Let pj; = %f_ﬁ € Dy, = [(m,n)]. Then,
we have [7"r]o = {(pigij, J, pij) }ij- Notice that 37, pigi; = >, pi D25 4ij =
1.

—Lett =r®s. Then A =n+m and I' = I,I5, with I'T F r : n and
Ib - s : m. Since 8 F I', we have § F I} and 6 F I5. Then, by the in-
duction hypothesis, [r]o = {(pi,bi, p}')}i, with > . p; = 1 and p}! € D,.
Similarly, [s[o = {(g;,0},p]")};, with 32, ¢; = 1 and p}* € Dy,. Hence,
[r@sle = {(pigj. e, pi @p}") }ij. Notice that pf @pT* € Dy, and 37, pig; =
2245 =1

— Let t = (b™,p"). Then A = (m,n) and [(0™,p™)]e = {(1,b™,p™)}, with
p" €D, =[A].

— Let t = letcase * = r in {sg,...,82m_1}. Then, z : n F s, : A, for
k=0,...,2" —1,and I" - r : (m,n). Hence, by the induction hypoth-
esis, [rlo = {(pi,bi,p})}s with pf € Dy, and Y . p; = 1. By Lemma 23]
b # €, 50 0,z = (&,p') E = : n and hence, by the induction hypoth-
esis, [so,]o.0=(cop) = {(aij; 035, €i5)}s, with 37, gi; = 1 and e;; € [A].
Hence, [letcase = 7 in {so,...,s2m1}]o = {(pigij,bi;, €ij) }ij- Notice that
1D pitiy =22, pi 25 ¢ij = 1. O

A.3 Proof of Lemma
We need the next four lemmas and the corollary as auxiliary results.

Lemma A.1. IfI'Ft: A — B and 0 F I, then we have (t)g =), pi((b,e) —
(7i)6,2=(b.e))- 0

Lemma A.2. If (]tl)g = Zipi((b,e) — (]ri[)e’,x:(b,e)) and [[Sﬂg = {(qj,bj,ej)}j,
then we have (ts)g = Zij Piqi (Tl 2=(b;,¢;) O

Corollary A.3. If (t)o=>_, pi((b,e) = (ri)er 2=(b,e)) and (s)o = >_; qje;, then
(tsho=>_i; Piai(rider z=(c.e;) 0

Lemma A.4. If [ t:n and 0 F I, then (U™t)g = U™ (t)oU™ and (r™t)y =
ZiW_iGtDGW_iT' o

Lemma A.5. If 'Ft:n, Abr:mand OE I, A, then (t @) = (t)e @ (r)e.
O
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Proof of Lemma We proceed by induction on ¢, however, we enforce
the hypothesis by also showing that if [t]g .—(,,e,) = {(qij,bgj,pij)}j, then
[tlr/21]o = {(pigij, bijs pij) }ij-

~ Let ¢ = a. (afr/albo = (o = X, piled] = X, pilebo aco o)

Notice that ﬂxﬂ97zz(bi7ei) = {(1,[71,61)} and [[7’]]9 = {(pi,bi,ei)}z

— Let ¢t = y. Let 6(y) = (', f). Then, (y[r/z])o = (W)o = f = Who,u=(bi,es) =
ZiPiGyDG,m:(bi,ei)'

Notice that [yl ecqsoeo = {1V, £} = (oo, )} = [lr/o]ll.

— Let t = A\y.s. Then, using the induction hypothesis, we have ((Ay.s)[r/z])s =
(Ay-slr/z])o = (b,e) = (s[r/z])o.y=b.e) = (b, &) = > Pils)o,y=b.e),a=(bi,cr) =
> oipi((bye) = (8)o,y=(b,e),o=(bi,es)) = 2_; PilAY-5)9,2=(b;,e,)- Notice that Ay.s
cannot have type n or (m,n).

— Let t = 5159

o Let x € FV(s1). By LemmalA.T] we have (s1)p z=(,.c.)= >_; ¢ ((b, )
(57;)0,2=(b:,e:),y=(b.e))- Then, by the induction hypothesis, (]sl[r/:n]l).g =
Z pz(]sll)e x=(b;,e;) ZU pqu((b e) (] ZJDO x=(b;,e;),y=(b,e) ) Let [[32]]9
= {(h&, b}, fr)}x. Hence, by Lemma [A2] we have that (si[r/z]s2)s =
> i Pidi P (87500, 2=(b: e0) = (b, 1) - Since & & FV (s2), we also have that
[[Szﬁe o=(bi,e;) = [52])0, 50, also by Lemmal&2, we have (5152)60,0=(b;,e0) =
>k Gijh(s ngf),x—(bhel),y—(b;,fk) Therefore, we have ((sys2)[r/z])s =
> i Pi(5152)0,0=(b;,¢;)- Since s}, is smaller than sq, the induction hypoth-
esis applies, and so, if [[ngﬂe,z:(bi,ei),y:(b;c,fk)) = {(qij, bij, pij)}j, then
[si;lr/@]0o,y=cvy 1) = {(Pitiz, bij, pij) }is

o Letz € FV(SSS By Lemma we have (s1)g,o=(b;.e.) = 2_; ¢5(b.€) =
(87:060,0=(bs,e:),y=(b,e)- By Corollary [A3] we have that (]Slsgl)g o=(bi,es) =
Z a5 (s ’LJDG,I (bired)sy=(2,(52D0 2z (b e1))" By the induction hypothesis, we
have (s2[r/x])e = >, Pi(52)9,0=(bs,e,)- Since x ¢ FV (sa[r/x]), we have
(s2[r/xl)e = (s2[r/x])o,0=(b;,e;). Therefore, by Corollary [A3] we have
(sisa[r/al)oo=(piery = Zij Pid;(533D0,.0= b1 e0)y=(e.l5200,0— vy 1))
= > Pi(5152)0,0=(b;.c;)- Since s}, is smaller than s;, the induction hy-

pothesis applies, and therefore, if = [s};]6,0=(b:.c:)y=(c. (5200 . b)) =

{(qzwbz‘japw }j, then [[Sz'j[T/x]HO,y:(s,GSZDe,m:(bi,ei)) = {(plqu’szﬂpl.])} j

— Let t = p" (p"[r/z])o = (") = p" = (P"Do,0=(vic.) = 225 PilP"Do,0=(bisc0)-
In addition, [p"]g,0=(;.e.) = {(1,6,0™)} = {(pi, e, p") }i = [p"[r/]]o-

— Let t = U™s. By the induction hypothesis, (s [7“/:1:][)9 =3 Pil8)o,o=(b;,e)- By

m m mt _ Trm 7wt
Lemma A4l (U™s[r/z])o = U™ (s[r/al)oU™ = U™ 32 pils)o,o=(br.e)U
_ —T m
= EipiUm(ISDO,m:(bi,ei)Um = ZJ%(]U SDO,mz(bi,ei)- Eﬁ [[SHO,m:(bi,ei) =
{(Qij;bijapij)}j; then [[Ums]]e,z:(bi,ei) = {(qij,E,Umpiij)}j. In addition,
by the induction hypothesis, we have [[s[r/x]]]gi{(w, bij, pij)}ij, there-
fore [(U™s)[r/x]lo = [U™s[r/xlo = {(pigij; &, U pigU™)}ij-

— Let t = 7™s. By the induction hypothesis, (s [7“/:1:][)9 =2, PilsD)g,a=(b;,e)- By
Lemmal&dl (ws[r/al)o = 32,75 (slr/al)o75" =32, 75 32 pils)o.o—(be) T
= lez Z] (] DG,CE—(bi,Gi)ﬂ-J ZipZ(]ﬂ- SDQ,I—(bi,ei Let [[SHQI (biei) —
{(¢i5: bij> pij) }s» then [1™8]g o (v,.er) = {(qistr (T Trpij), k, tr(:’fc’?ﬁ:;”))}]k
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By the induction hypothesis, [s[r/x]]o = {(p:igij, bij, pij)}ij, therefore, we
have [(7"s)[r/x]lo = [7"s[r/2]lo = {(piqistr (T Trpis), b, Gt ) iji

— Let t = 51 ® s2, with € FV(s1). By the induction hypothesis, (si[r/z])g =
> i Pi(51)6,2=(b;,e;), and notice that, since x ¢ FV(s2), we have (sa)g =
(52)0,2=(b;,e:)- Therefore, by LemmalA.5] (s1[r/z]®s2)g = (s1[r/z])e®(s2)0
(Zi piqleG,m:(bi,ei)) ® 052D9,z:(bi,ei) = Zi piqleH,z:(bi,ei) ® 052D9,z:(bi,ei) =
> Pils1®52)0,5=(b; e:)» Where the last step is due to Lemma[AD]as well. Note
that if [s1]6,0=(v,,e.) = {(gij: bij, pij)}s. and [s2]p,a=(b;,e) = { (T, bl p) i,
we have [s1 ® 8i]0,0—(bs,e.) = 1(@ijhn, €, pij @ p)) }rj- By the induction hy-
pothesis [s1[r/z]]o = {(pidij, bij, pij) }ij, and so [(s1®s2)[r/z]]o = [s1[r/2]®
s2lo = {(pigijhe, €, pij @ py) bijk-

— Let t = (b, p"). (0™, p")[r/])o = ((b™,p" o = p" = (0™, p"))o,2=(b: e:)
= Zl pi(](bm; pn)DG,w:(bi,ei)' Moreover, [[(bmvpn)]]G,m:(bi,ei) = {(L b™, pn)} =
{(pi, o™, p")}i = [0, p" [r/x])]o = [(0™, p")[r/2]]o-

— Let t = letcase Yy=Ss in {to, e ,tQm_l}. Let [[Sﬂe,mz(bi,ei) = {(Qij;b;japij)}j-
Then, by the induction hypothesis, [s[r/z][o = {pigij, b;, pij }i;- Let, forall
i and j, [[tb;jﬂe,I:(bi,ei),y:(E,pu) = {(hwkvb;/gkvfwk)}k Hence, we have that

[letcase y = s in {to,... at2m—1}ﬂe,x:(bi,ei) = {(qijhijk, b;/jk’ fijk}jk and also
[[Ietcase Yy = S[T/ZL'] in {to, . 7t2m71}ﬂ0 = {(piQijhijk;b/i/jkafijk)}ijk- There-
fore, we have (letcase y = s[r/x] in {to,...,tam_1})o = >, pi(letcase y =
sin {tO;---atQm—I}DO,m:(bi,ei) O

A.4 Proof of Theorem 2.7
By induction on the relation —,.

— (Aw.t)r — t[r/z]. We have [Az.t]y = {1,,(b,e) = [t]oo=(be))}. By
Lemma 2.4] we have [r]o = {(ps, bi, €:) }s with >, pi = 1, and [t]g, o=, ,e.) =
{(Qij; b/ij7 gij)}j' Therefore, we have that [[()\SCf)Tﬂe = {(piQij; b/ij7 gij)}ija and
((Az.t)r)e = >_,;; pigijgi; which, by Lemma 28] is equal to (t[r/z])s.

— letcase z = (b™, p") in {to,...,tam_1} —>1 tpm[p"™/x]. Then, we have that
lletcase = = (b™,p") in {to,...,tam_1}]o = [tom]o,0=(c,pn). Therefore, we
have that (]Ietcase T = (bm,pn) in {to, R ,tQm_l}Dg = (]tlﬂnl)gﬁz:(sﬁpn). Since
[p"]e = {(1,&,p™)}, we have, by Lemma28] (tym)o,c=(c,pm) = (tom [0"/2]Do-

— U™p" —> p'™, with p'" = U—mp"U—mT. Then [U™p"]y = {(l,E,U—mp"U—mT)}
= [p"]o, s0 (U™ p")g = p"™ = (")

— " —p, (™, p1), with p; = tr(FTp") and pf = %ﬁ We have
[7"p"lo = {(pis i, pi") }i- Hence, (™ p")o = 3, pipi = 3, pilpiDe-

— p1 ® p2 —>1 p, with p = p1 ® pa. We have [p1 ® p2]o = {(1,,p)}, so
(p1 @ p2lo = p = (pho-

— Contextual cases: Let s —, s;. Then

o \zr.s —»,, Az.s;. By the induction hypothesis, (s)or = >, pisi)e, for
all 0 F Iz : A. Then, (A\v.s)p = (b,e) = (s)gz=(be) = (b,e)
> Pi(8ido =) = 22 Pi((b &) = (8i)o,o=(be)) = Do PilAz-5:)0-
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e ts —,, ts;. By the induction hypothesis, (s)o = >, pi(si)g. Then,
we have [tslo = {(pigjhiju, bk gijr) tije, with [s]lo = {(pi, bi, ei)}i,
[t]e = {(q.]’bj’ fi)}s, and f;(bis ;) = {(hijk, bixs giji) - Hence, (ts)o =
D iji PidihigeGige = 25 pi(3 5 Giligrgigr) = -, pilltsi)o

e st —,, s;t. By the induction hypothesis, (s)o = >, pi(si)e. Then,
we have [st]o = {(quihjik’bg‘lik’gjik)}jika with [t]e = {(g;, 0}, fj)}s;
[slo = {(pi, bi,ei) }ir and e;(by, f;) = {(Rjik, bx» jik) }ie- Hence, (st)e =
Z ik djPi Jzkgjzk Z Pz(z ik QJhZJngk) Z pz(]sitDB

. s —p, U™s;. By the induction hypothesis, (]s[)g = > . pi(si)e. By
Lemmam we have (U™s))g = U™ ZipiQsi[)gUm = X:ipiU_’"GsiDgU_’"Jf
=2 pi(U™si)o.

e 1s —,, r = 7"s;. By the induction hypothesis, (s)g = >, pi(si)e. By
Lemma A2 we have (r™s)y — 775", pillsidoms = 3, pirsloadoms | —
> pilm™si)o.

ot ®s —p, r =1® s;. By the induction hypothesis, (s)o = >, pi(sio-
By Lemmal[A5] (t®s)g = (t)o @ (s)o = (t)e @ (32, pilside) = 22, pillt)e @
(sido = >_; pillt @ sie.

e s®t—p, 7 =5; ®1t. Analogous to previous case.

o letcase z = s in {tg,...,tam_1} —p, letcase = s; in {to,... , tam_1}.
By the induction hypothesis, we have that (s)o = >, pi(si)e. Let [s]o =
{(pi;bi, pi)}yi and [to,]o.o=(cpi) = {(aij;bij;€i5)};, then, (letcase z =
s in {to,....tam—1})o = >, pidijei; = > ;pi(32; qijei;) Notice that
Zj qij€ij = (]Ietcase T =s;in {fo, R tgm_l}l)g. O

B Detailed Proofs of Section

B.1 Proof of Theorem [3.4]

By induction on the relation ~~. Rules (Az.t)r ~ t[r/z], U™ p™ ~ p’ and p@p’ ~>
p'" are also valid rules for relation — 1, and hence the proof of these cases are
the same than in Theorem 2.7

Remaining cases:

— letcase® @ = 7™ p™ in {to,...,tam_1} ~ >, piti[p'/x], with p; = tr(7'mp")

and p/ = ﬂ%. Since the interpretation of letcase® coincides with the
interpretation of letcase, and letcase z = 7 p™ in {to,...,tam_1} —p,

t; [p’ /x], we can conclude by Theorem 7] and Lemma[3.2] that (letcase® z =
W i {to, . ton 1Mo = S pillle!fallo = (5, pitlo' 2o

- Z pipi ~ p Wlth p = E Pipi- (]Ezplpll) = Ezpzpl = (]P DG

- Z pit ~ t. Let [t]o = {(QJabJaej }i- Then, [3; pz tlo = {(quwb]aej)}w and

GZ pit)o ZZ] pigje; = (Z pi) ;565 = q;€;

- (Zipz 1)7’ ~ Z pz(t T) Let [[t ]]9 - { qZ]vbljﬂf’LJ ]}Jv [[7’]]9 - { hkvbkvek)}k;
and fi;(by, ex) = {(Cijin, bjpp» Gijin) b Then, we have that [t;r]e is equal
0 {(@ijhulijin, Yjns Gijrn) birn, and (32, pi(tir)de = > p Pidijhilijrngijin-
On the other hand, [[Zz pitiﬂg = {(piqij,bij, fij>}ij’ and SO [[(leztz)T]]g =
{pidijhulijin, b, Gijin)tijen- Hence, ((32,piti)r)o =2 15 Pidijhulijkngijrn

= (2 pi(tir))e-
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— Contextual cases: Only two cases need to be checked. All the other cases are
analogous to those of the proof of Theorem 2.7

o Let > . piti ~ >, piri, where t; ~» r; and Vi # j, t; = r;. By the in-

duction hypothesis, (t;)s = (r;)s. Hence, using Lemma 3.2 (>, piti)o =

Yoipiltido =, pi(rile = (O, piri)e-

o Let letcase” x =t in {sg,...,sn} ~ letcase” x = rin {sg, ..., sn}, where
t ~ 1. Let [t]o = {(pi, bi, pi) }i and [sp,]6,0=(c.pi) = {(gi5, bij, €ij)};, then
Qletcaseo r=tin {So, ey SQm,l}Dg = Zij DiQij€ij-

On the other hand, let [r]o = {(hs, b}, p}.) }x. By the induction hypoth-
esis, >, hxpy, = >, pipi- We conclude by inversion that h; = p; and
p; = pi, which prove the case. a

C Detailed Proofs of Section (]

C.1 Proof of Lemma 4.3

By induction on ¢. The only difference between A, and A) are in terms ™, p"),
which is not present in A7, and >, piti, which is not present in \,. Hence, we
can prove both calculi at the same time. We use - generically to refer also to I+

where it is also valid.

— Let ¢t = 2. Then B = A. By LemmaldT] I A + r : A. Notice that ¢[r/z] = r.

— Let t = y. Then, by Lemmas@TlandE2] I A+ y : B. Notice that t[r/z] = y.

— Let t = A\y.s. Then B = C — D and, by inversion, I,z : A,y : C'F s: D.
Then, by the induction hypothesis, Iy : C, A+ s[r/z] : D, so, by rule —o;,
I'AF \y.(s[r/z]) : C — D. Notice that Ay.(s[r/x]) = (\y.s)[r/x].

— Lett:tltg.TheIlF,SCZA:FhFQ, Withflktl:CwBandFQFtQ:C.

o If x: A € I'l, then, by the induction hypothesis I't1 \{z : A}, Ak t1]r/x] :
C —o B, so by rule —o., It \ {z : A}, 2, A F ti[r/z]t2 : B. Notice that
N\ {x: A}, Ix =T and ty[r/z|ts = (t1t2)[r/x].

o If z : A € Iy, then, by the induction hypothesis Is \ {z : A}, A +
to[r/xz] : C, so by rule —o., I, Ix \ {x : A}, A F t1(t2[r/z]) : B. Notice
that I, 15\ {x : A} = I and t1(t2[r/x]) = (t1t2)[r/x].

— Let t = p". Then B = n. By Lemmas[ZTland E2] I, A F p™ : n. Notice that
tr/x] = p™.

— Let t = U™s. Then B =n and I''x : A+ s : n. Then, by the induction
hypothesis, I', A & s[r/z] : n. So, by rule u, I, A+ U™(s[r/z]) : n. Notice
that U™ (s[r/x]) = (U™s)[r/x].

— Let t = 7™s. Then B = (m,n) and I',x : A+ s: n. Then, by the induction
hypothesis, I, A - s[r/z] : n. So, by rule m, I’ A = 7™ (s[r/z]) : (m,n).
Notice that 7™ (s[r/z]) = (7™s)[r/x].

— Let t = fl ®f2 Then B = 7’Ll+7’LQ, F,.’L’ A= Fl,Fl with Fi - tz 7 for
1=1,2. Let x : A € I; for some i = 1,2. Then, by the induction hypothesis,
i\ {z: A}, A+ t;[r/z], so by rule ®, either I A F t1[r/x] ® t2 : n1 + na,
or I'TAF t; @ to[r/x] : n1 + na. In the first case, notice that ¢1[r/x] ® ta =
(t1 ® t2)[r/x], and in the second, t1 ® ta[r/x] = (t1 ® t2)[r/x].
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— Let ¢t = (b™, p"™). Then B = (m,n). By Lemmas@dTland[£2] I, A+ (b™, p") :

(m,n). Notice that t[r/z] = (b™, p™).

— Let t =), pit;. Then I,z : Al-t; : B and so, by the induction hypothesis,

I' Al t;[r/x] : B. Therefore, by rule 4+, I A I+ 3" p;t;[r/x] : B.

— Let t = letcase y = s in {tg,...,tam_1}. y:nkt;: B, fori=0,...,2™ —1,

and, I' F s : (m,n). By the induction hypothesis, I, A F s[r/z] : (m,n).
So, by rule lc, I, A I letcase y = s[r/z] in {to,...,tam_1}: B. Notice that
letcase y = s[r/z] in {to,...,tam_1} = (letcase y = s in {to, ..., tam_1})[r/x].

O

C.2 Proof of Theorem [4.4]

By induction on the relations —, and ~.

1.

— Let t = (Ax.t')s, r =t/[r/s] and p = 1. Then I' - (\z.t")s : A, so, [
Ax.t' :B—oAand I+ s: B, withI' = 17,15 Hence, I,z : BHt': A,
and so, by Lemma 3| I' - t'[s/x] : A.

— Let t = letcase & = (b™, p™) in {to,...,tam_1}, r = tpm[p™/x] and p = 1.
Then, by inversion, z : n’ + t; : A, for i = 0,...,2™ — 1, and I'
(™, p™) : (m/,n’). So, by inversion again, m’ = m and n’ = n. By rule
ax,, I' - p™ : n. Hence, by Lemma [L3] I" F tym [p" /2] : A.

—Lett=Ump", r=p'" and p = 1, with p'" = Wp"WT. Then A = n.
By rule ax,, '+ p'" : n.

— Let t = 7™p", r = (i, p}), with pp = o ;W_ﬂ and p = tr(@mp").
Then B = (m,n). By rule m, I" - (i™, pl') : (m,n).

— Let t = p' ® p* and r = p, with p = p} ® pi*. Then, A = n 4+ m, with
F pt :n and F p5" : m. Since p is a density matrix of (n + m)-qubits,
Fp:n+m.

— Contextual cases: Let s —», §’, then

e Consider t = Az.s and r = Az.s’. Then A=B —oC and Iz : B+
s : C. So, by the induction hypothesis, I,z : B+ s’ : C' and by rule
—o;, 'FAz.s' : B— C.

e Considert =t'sandr =t's’. ThenI' =1,I5, withI1 ¢ :B —o A
and I5 F s : B. By the induction hypothesis, I - s’ : B, so by rule
—o,, 'Ft's': A.

e Considert =st' andr = s't/. Then I' = I, I, withI1 Fs: B—o A
and I - t' : B. By the induction hypothesis, I'1 s’ : B — A, so
by rule —o,, I' - s't' : A.

e Consider t = U™s and r = U™s’. Then A =n and I' F s : n. By the
induction hypothesis I' - s’ : n, so by rule u, I' = U™s’ : n.

e Consider t = m™s and r = 7™s’. Then A =n and I' - s : n. By the
induction hypothesis I' s’ : n, so by rule m, I' - 7™s’ : n.

e Considert =t'@sandr =t'®s’. Then A=n+mand I' = I, I3,
with I1 + ¢ : n and I F s : m. By the induction hypothesis
IbEs:m,sobyrule® I'Ft' ®s :n+m.
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e Considert =s®t' andr =s' ®t'. Then A =n+m and I' = I, I,
with I1 + s : n and I3 F ¢ : m. By the induction hypothesis
Ibks' :m,sobyrule®, 't ®s' :n+m.

e Consider ¢t = letcase z = s in {to,...,tam_1} and r = letcase x =
s in {to,...,tam_1}. Then z :nkt; : Afor i =0,...,2™ — 1, and
I' s : (m,n). So, by the induction hypothesis, I" - s’ : (m,n) and
by rule Ic, I F letcase = s’ in {tg,...,tam_1} : A. a

Let t = (Az.t')s and r = t'[s/z]. Analogous to the same rule in A,,.

Let t = letcase® x = 7™ p"™ in {to,...,tam — 1} and r = >, pit;[p}' /],
with pl = E%TT and p; = tr(T;'Tp"). Then I' IF 7™ p" : (m,n) and
z:nlkt : A By Lemma @3 I' I+ ¢;[p"/z] : A, then, by rule +,
Il 32 pitalpf /2] + A

Let t = U™p" and r = p'", with U_mp"U_mT = p'". Analogous to the
same rule in A,.

Let t = p} ® p5* and r = p, with p = p} ® p5". Analogous to the same
rule in A,.

Let t = >, pip; and 7 = p, with p’ = >, pip;. Then, I' IF >, pip; : n,
and by rule ax,, I' IF p’ : n.

Let t =3, pir. Then, I' -7 : A.

Let t = (>, piti)r and Y, p;(t;r). Then, I' = I\, I5, I[N IFt; : B — A
and I IF r : B. Therefore, by rule —o., I, I5 IF t;r : A, and by rule +,
Fl,FQ I+ lez(tﬂ’) DA

Contextual cases. All the contextual cases are analogous to the same
rules in \,, except for the contextual rule of ) : Consider t = ). pit;
and r = ). p;ir;, with t; ~ r;, and Vi # j, t; = r;. By inversion,
I' IF t; : A. By the induction hypothesis, Vi, I" I r; : A. Then, by rule
—|—, I'IF Zipiri‘ O

C.3 Proof of Lemma

1. We proceed by induction on v.

Let v = x. Then we are done, since variables do not rewrite.

Let v = Az.v’. By the induction hypothesis, v’ does not rewrite, and so
v neither does.

Let v = w1 ® wy. By the induction hypothesis, nor w; nor ws rewrite,
and the only rule rewriting a ® in head position needs both w; and wy
to be density matrices, which are not according to the grammar.

Let v = p™. Then we are done, since density matrices are constants and
do not rewrite.

Let v = (b™, p™). Then we are done, since pairs are constants and do not
rewrite.

2. We proceed by induction on v. The only difference with the previous case
is that the last term is not present, and a new term is introduced. Hence,
let v = 3. piw;. The only possible rewrite would be if there were some
w; = wj, which is explicitly excluded from the grammar. So, this term does
not rewrite ]
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C.4 Proof of Theorem [4.7]
We relax the hypotheses and prove the theorem for open terms as well. That is:

1. If '+t : A, then either ¢ is a value, there exist n, p1,...,pn, and rq,...,7,
such that ¢ —,, 7;, or t contains a free variable, and ¢ does not rewrite.

2. If I' I+t : A, then either ¢t is a value®, there exists r such that ¢t ~ r, or ¢
contains a free variable, and ¢ does not rewrite.

The proofs proceeds as follows.

1. We proceed by induction on the derivation of ¢ : A.
— Let Iz : A+ x: A as a consequence of rule ax. Then, we are done since
x is a free variable and does not rewrite.
— Let ' Ax.t : A — B as a consequence of I,z : A+ t: B and rule —o;.
Then, by the induction hypothesis, either
e t is not a value and there exist n, p1,...,p, and r1,...,r, such that
t —p, 7i, which case Ax.t —, Az.ry;
e tis a value, in which case Az.t is a value as well; or
e t contains a free variable, and t does not rewrite, in which case the
same happens to A\z.t.
— Let ITAF tr: B as a consequence of ' Ft: A — B, Ak r: A and
rule —o.. Then, by the induction hypothesis, one of the following cases

happens:
e There exist n, p1,...,ppn, and t1,...,t, such that £ —,; t;, in which
case tr —y, t;r.
e There exist n, p1,...,py and ry,...,r, such that r —, r;, in which

case tr —,, tr;.

e { is a value and r does not rewrite. The only values which can be
typed by A — B are:

% t = x, in which case xr contains a free variable and does not
rewrite.
* t = Az.v, in which case (Az.v)r —1 v[r/x].

e t is not a value, contains a free variable, and does not rewrite, and r
does not rewrite, in which case tr contains a free variable and does
not rewrite.

— Let I' = p™ : n as a consequence of rule ax,. Then, we are done since p"
is a value.

— Let I' = U™t : n as a consequence of I' ¢ : n and rule u. Then, by the
induction hypothesis, one of the following cases happens:

e tis a value. The only values which can be typed by n are:

* t = x, in which case U™x contains a free variable and does not
rewrite.

x t = @ x;, in which case U™ Q) x; contains free variables and
does not rewrite.

*x t = p", in which case U™p" —»1 p/, with p’ = U_mp"U_mT.

e There exist n, p1,...,pn and ¢y, ..., ¢, such that ¢t —, ¢;, in which
case U™t —, t;;
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e ¢ contains a free variable and does not rewrite, in which case the
same is true for U™t.
— Let ' 7™t : (m,n) as a consequence of I' - ¢ : n and rule m. Then, by
the induction hypothesis, one of the following cases happens:
e { is a value. The only values which can be typed by n are:
% t = x, in which case 7" contains a free variable and does not
rewrite.
x t = Q) x;, in which case 7™ ) x; contains free variables and does
not rewrite.
* t = p", in which case 7™p" —,, (i, p?), with p; = tr(7; 7 p")
and pI' = %’T_T
e There exist n, p1,...,p, and ty,...,t, such that ¢ —, ¢;, in which
case "'t —p, ti;
e ¢ contains a free variable and does not rewrite, in which case the
same is true for 7¢.
—Let ITAJFt®7r :n+m as a consequence of ' Ft:n, A r:m and
rule ®. Then, by the induction hypothesis, one of the following happens:

e There exist £, p1,...,pn, and t1,...,t; such that t —, ¢;, in which
case t @ r —rp, t; Q.
e There exist k, p1,...,ppn, and r1, ..., 7 such that r —,,, 7;, in which

case t @ r —rp, t Q1.
e t is a value and r does not rewrite. The only values which can be
typed by n are:
% t =z, then t ® r contains a free variable and does not rewrite.
x t = @ x;, then t ® r contains free variables and does not rewrite.
* t = p", then:
cIfr=p™ t@r —1 p, with p/ = p" ® p™.
- If r contains a free variable and does not rewrite, then the
same is true for t ® r.
e t contains a free variable and does not rewrite, and r does not rewrite,
in which case ¢t ® r contains a free variable and does not rewrite.

— Let I F (b™,p™) : (m,n) as a consequence of rule axa,m. Then, we are
done since (b™, p™) is a value.

— Let I' b letcase « = 7 in {tg,...,tam_1} : A as a consequence of x : n -
t;: Afori=0,...,2™ =1, ' r: (m,n), and rule lc. By the induction
hypothesis, the possible cases for r are:

e r is a value. The possible values which can be typed by (m,n) are:

* r =y, in which case letcase © = r in {to,...,lam_1} contains a
free variable and does not reduce.
x 7= (b™, p"), in which case letcase x = r in {to,...,tam_1} —>1
tom [p" /].
e There exist k, p1,...,pk, and 7q,...,7r; such that r —,, r;, and
letcase © = rin {to, ..., tam_1} —p, letcase x = r; in {to, ..., tam_1}.
e 1 contains a free variable and does not rewrite, in which case the
same is true for letcase x = r in {to,...,tam_1}.

2. We proceed by induction on the derivation of I" IF ¢ : A.
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— Let Ix : AlF x: A as a consequence of rule ax. Then, we are done since
x is a free variable and does not rewrite.
— Let I'lF Ax.t : A — B as a consequence of I,z : AlFt¢: B and rule —;.
Then, by the induction hypothesis, either
e ¢ is not a value® and there exists r such that ¢ ~» r, which case
ALt~ Ax.r;
e tis a value®, in which case Az.t is a value® as well; or
e { contains a free variable, and ¢ does not rewrite, in which case the

same happens to Az.t.
— Let I A IF tr : B as a consequence of I'lFt: A — B, AlFr: A and

rule —o.. Then, by the induction hypothesis, one of the following cases
happens:
e There exists ¢’ such that ¢ ~ ¢/, in which case tr ~ t'r.
e There exists r’ such that r ~ r’, in which case tr ~ tr’.
e { is a value® and r does not rewrite. The only values® which can be
typed by A — B are:
% t = x, in which case xr contains a free variable and does not
rewrite.
* t = Az.v, in which case (Az.v)r ~ v[r/z].
% t =73 .pit;, where I' - t; : A — B. Then, tr ~ >, pi(t;r).
e t is not a value®, contains a free variable, and does not rewrite, and
r does not rewrite, in which case, if ¢ is not a sum, ¢r contains a
free variable and does not rewrite. If ¢ = ). p;t; is a sum, tr ~
2 piltir).
— Let I' I p™ : n as a consequence of rule ax,. Then, we are done since p"
is a value®.
— Let I'IF U™t : n as a consequence of I' IF ¢ : n and rule u. Then, by the
induction hypothesis, one of the following cases happens:
e ¢ is a value®. Since Az.v cannot be typed by n, the only values® that

can be typed by n are either p”, or they contain free variables:

x Let t = p™, then U™p" ~ p/, with p/ = Wp"WT.
x Let t contain a free variable. Notice that it can only be either
a free variable by itself, a tensor of values® containing free vari-
ables, or a linear combination of different values® containing free
variables. In any case, t contains a free variable and does not
rewrite. Hence, U™t contains a free variable and does not rewrite.

e There exists r such that ¢t ~» r, in which case U™t ~~ r;
e { contains a free variable and does not rewrite, in which case the

same is true for U™t.
— Let I IF #™t : (m,n) as a consequence of I' I- ¢ : n and rule m. Then,

by the induction hypothesis, one of the following cases happens:
e {is a value®. Since A\zx.v cannot be typed by n, the only values® that
can be typed by n are either p™, or they contain free variables:
* Let t = p”, then 7 p™ ~ p/, with p' =3, T T
* Let ¢ contain a free variable. Notice that it can only be either
a free variable by itself, a tensor of values® containing free vari-
ables, or a linear combination of different values® containing free
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variables. In any case, t contains a free variable and does not
rewrite. Hence, 7t contains a free variable and does not rewrite.

e There exists r such that t ~ r, in which case 7™t ~» r;

e { contains a free variable and does not rewrite, in which case the
same is true for 7™t.

— Let ITA,lFt®r : n+m as a consequence of I'IFt:n, AlFr:m and
rule ®. Then, by the induction hypothesis, one of the following happens:

e There exists t’ such that ¢t ~» ¢/, in which case t @ r ~ t' Qr.

e There exists r’ such that 7 ~ r’, in which case t @ r ~ t @ r’.

e t is a value® and r does not rewrite. The only values® that can be
typed by n are either p™, or they contain free variables.

* Let t = p™, then:
CIfr=p" t@r ~ p, with p/ = p" ® p™
- If r contains a free variable and does not rewrite, then the
same is true for t ® r.
* Let t contain a free variable. Then ¢t ® r contains a free variable
and does not rewrite.

e t contains a free variable and does not rewrite, and r does not rewrite,
in which case t ® r contains a free variable and does not rewrite.

— Let I' IF letcase® x =7 in {tg,...,tam_1} : A as a consequence of z : n I+
t;: Afori=0,...,2" =1, 'k r: (m,n), and rule lc. By the induction
hypothesis, the possible cases for r are:

e 7 is a value®. The only possible values® that can be typed by (m,n)
are variables or linear combination of variables. In any case, we have
that letcase® z = rin {to,...,tam_1} contains at least a free variable
and does not rewrite.

e There exists 7’ such that r ~~ r’, in which case, we have to distinguish

two cases:
x 7 # 7™p" and therefore letcase® z = r in {tg,...,tam_1} ~
letcase® x =1’ in {to,...,tam_1}.
xr =7 an erefore letcase® © = r in {tg,...,tom_1} ~
Mo and therefore let 0.+

7 "w—ﬂ

Z pit; [pz /:L'] where p; = tr(ﬁzTﬂzp ) and P

e 1 contains a free variable and does not rewrlte in wh1ch case the
same is true for letcase® z = r in {tg,...,¢t ,1}.

- Let I'lF 3", piti - A as a consequence of I I t : A, >, pi =1, and rule

CIf Y7, piti is a value®, then we are done. If it is not a value, then one

of the following cases is true:

e t; =ty for some j # k, in which case 37, pit; ~ (32,4, Piti) + (pj +
pr)tj.

e At least one t; is not a value. By the induction hypothesis, if ¢; is not
a value, either it rewrites, or it contains a free variable and does not
rewrite. If at least one t; rewrites, then ). p;t; rewrites. If none of
these rewrites and at least one contains a free variable, then ), p;t;
does not rewrite and contain a free variable. a
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