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Continuous-time quantum walks can be used to solve the spatial search problem, which is an
essential component for many quantum algorithms that run quadratically faster than their classical
counterpart, inO(

√
n) time for n entries. However, the capability of models found in nature is largely

unexplored – e.g., in one dimension only nearest-neighbour Hamiltonians have been considered so
far, for which the quadratic speedup does not exist. Here, we prove that optimal spatial search,
namely with O(

√
n) run time and high fidelity, is possible in one-dimensional spin chains with long-

range interactions that decay as 1/rα with distance r. In particular, near unit fidelity is achieved for
α ≈ 1 and, in the limit n→∞, we find a continuous transition from a region where optimal spatial
search does exist (α < 1.5) to where it does not (α > 1.5). Numerically, we show that spatial search
is robust to dephasing noise and that, for reasonable chain lengths, α . 1.2 should be sufficient to
demonstrate optimal spatial search experimentally with near unit fidelity.

Introduction. Spatial search is the problem of finding
a marked element in a graph with n nodes. For clas-
sical algorithms, there is no shortcut and O(n) queries
are required. However, with quantum algorithms, spa-
tial search can be solved optimally in O(

√
n) time [1, 2].

Childs and Goldstone [3] found that spatial search can
be solved by an algorithm using a continuous-time quan-
tum walk. They showed that for the complete graph, the
hypercube graph, and d-dimensional periodic lattices of
d > 4, the marked node can be found in optimal time.
Since then, a number of graphs have been found that per-
mit optimal spatial search [4–10]. Recently, Chakraborty
et al. [11] have shown necessary and sufficient conditions
for optimal spatial search for graphs with a sufficiently
large spectral gap.

A quantum walk is the quantum equivalent of the clas-
sical random walk. Unlike a classical random walk, the
quantum walker takes a superposition of paths [12]. The
interference between those paths forms the basis of the
quantum algorithms that utilise quantum walks. From
a graph-theoretical perspective, a continuous-time quan-
tum walk is generated by a unitary evolution defined by
the adjacency matrix A of a graph [13, 14]. The vertices
of the graph define orthonormal basis states of a Hilbert
space and an evolution for time t is given by e−iAt. The
latter is equivalent to the natural dynamics of a quantum
system where the Hamiltonian is the adjacency matrix of
the graph that defines the hopping between basis states.

Can Hamiltonians found in nature, with interactions
typically falling off with distance, admit a quantum walk
capable of optimal spatial search? This is an impor-
tant question in the Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum
(NISQ) [15] era where we can look for the quantum
speedup capabilities of non-error-corrected collections of
qubits with physically motivated couplings. Most of the
previously studied Hamiltonians that admit optimal spa-

tial search are difficult to find in nature and must be
artificially synthesized, e.g. using quantum simulation
techniques [16] or a digital quantum computer. Even a
recent idea of using an unweighted long-range percola-
tion graph [17] would amount to having stochastic inter-
actions, whose realization is unclear. Childs and Ge [18]
also noted that an interaction strength that decays as a
quadratic power law with distance would be sufficient to
find optimal spatial search in d = 2. For one-dimensional
systems, only nearest-neighbour interactions have been
considered, where optimal quantum search was shown to
be impossible [3].

Here, we propose a physically-motivated model for
spatial search on a closed one-dimensional spin chain
using long-range interactions that decay as 1/rα, with
r = |i− j| the distance between lattice sites i and j, and
α ≥ 0. At the moment, this is a highly topical model,
realizable in ion traps [19–22], dipolar crystals [23, 24],
Rydberg arrays [25] etc., although the tunability of α
is probably present only in the ion trap setting. This
model has been explored for its capabilities of scram-
bling [26], novel dynamical quantum phase transitions
[27], and quantum state transfer [28, 29]. Yet its poten-
tial for quantum computation remains unexplored.

In the case α = 0, we have the complete graph. This is
equivalent to nearest-neighbour interactions in a spatial
dimension equal to the number of spins n. For com-
plete graphs, optimal spatial search has been shown [30].
In the case of large α, the graph approaches the one-
dimensional periodic lattice, where spatial search does
not exist. This picture, where long-range interactions ef-
fectively mask the dimension of the system [31], suggests
there is a transition between the regime where optimal
spatial search exists and where it does not. Here, we ad-
dress the following questions: for which values of α can
we show optimal search, and at what value of α is there a
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transition between the two regimes? We will show both
numerically and analytically for large n that optimal spa-
tial search, namely with O(

√
n) run time, does exist for

α < 1.5 and has a near perfect fidelity for α . 1.2.
We note that the interaction strengths found for optimal
search are experimentally realizable. In particular, ion
trap experiments have been performed for chains of ions
with interaction strengths with a potential of α ≈ 1 [19–
22]. In principle, α can be tuned to anywhere between
0 and 3 for low n [21]. However, as n increases, α � 1
becomes experimentally more difficult. We show that ex-
perimental designs using ion traps along these lines would
be able to demonstrate optimal spatial search.

Spatial search. A quantum search problem can be
solved in O(

√
n) time using Grover’s algorithm [1]. An

analog version of this search algorithm was suggested
by Farhi and Gutmann [30], which is a continuous-time
quantum walk on a complete graph [3]. It is experimen-
tally difficult to encode this search in the general case for
the entire Hilbert space, which gives a graph of size 2n for
n spins, because it is hard to implement the continuous-
time oracle Hamiltonian and the graph Hamiltonian. We
therefore restrict ourselves to the spatial search problem
in the single-excitation basis of size n, which can nat-
urally be mapped to a physical setting. Each of the n
vertices of the search graph, G, represent a single excited
spin. The basis states of this space are therefore |j〉 =
|0〉1⊗· · ·⊗|0〉j−1⊗|1〉j⊗|0〉j+1⊗· · ·⊗|0〉n = |0...010...0〉.
The marked state is identified by measuring the system
to locate the excited spin. The oracle Hamiltonian is
simply a local magnetic field at the marked spin site,

Hmarked = |w〉〈w|, (1)

where w ∈ {1, . . . , n} labels the marked vertex of the
graph. The search includes the graph Hamiltonian and
the marked state Hamiltonian,

Hsearch = γH +Hmarked, (2)

where the relative strength of the two Hamiltonians is
given by γ, an effective hopping rate for the quantum
walker between vertices of the graph. We use the orig-
inal Childs and Goldstone spatial search algorithm for
continuous-time quantum walks. First, a specific value
of γ is chosen. Then the system is initialized in a specific
state |s〉 and evolved under the system dynamics for a
time T . Finally, the state is measured and the marked
state is found with probability F

F =
∣∣〈w|e−iHsearchT |s〉

∣∣2 . (3)

The aim is to find an F as close to 1 as possible. The
search is optimal if T is O(

√
n). The initial state is

|s〉 =
1√
n

n∑

j=1

|j〉, (4)

which has an overlap of 1/
√
n with the marked state.

For spatial search, we want the system to oscillate be-
tween the states |s〉 and |w〉 with high fidelity [32, 33].
The γ that maximises the overlap of the dominant eigen-
vectors of the system with the states |s〉 and |w〉 achieves
this [3]. The maximum overlap occurs at the minimum
gap, that is the minimum energy difference between the
ground state energy and the first excited state energy.
The time it takes to oscillate between the superposition
state and the marked state is proportional to the inverse
of the energy gap. The minimum energy gap is pro-
portional to 1/

√
n, and therefore the time to reach the

marked state from the superposition state is proportional
to
√
n. This gives optimal spatial search and explains

how the optimum γ for the system can be found.

Long-range interaction model. Long range interac-
tions can be realized in one-dimensional ion-trap sys-
tems, where spin-spin couplings are generated through
laser-induced forces that off-resonantly drive vibrational
modes of the ion chain [21, 22]. This interaction is well
described by the XY model with Hamiltonian [19, 20],

H =
∑

i<j

Jij
(
σxi σ

x
j + σyi σ

y
j

)
, (5)

where the interaction strength, Jij , is dependent on the
distance between the spins,

Jij =
1

|j − i|α +
1

|n− (j − i)|α , (6)

considering a closed one-dimensional spin chain.

In order to demonstrate optimal spatial search for this
model, we must show that the time to reach the maxi-
mum fidelity scales ∼ √n. Fig. 1(a) compares numeri-
cally simulated time to reach the maximum fidelity with
an analytical prediction π

2

√
n/F∞(α), where we have an-

alytically found an approximation of the fidelity for large
n, F∞(α) (see the Supplementary Material). We ob-
serve that the search time from numerical simulations
closely follows the analytical times for α < 1.5. This
implies spatial search in optimal O(

√
n) time. Further-

more, Fig. 1(b) shows that the fidelity for α < 1.5 is
closely approximated by F∞(α). The asymptotic value
of F∞(α) is displayed in the inset of Fig. 1(a). Thus,
whenever F∞(α) is asymptotically non-zero, there is op-
timal spatial search in O(

√
n) time. We also note that

for α ≤ 1.1, the fidelity is high (above 0.9) for low n and
approaches its asymptotic value relatively quickly. Even
before the asymptotic value is reached, the scaling with
n is not significant and essentially gives optimal spatial
search for all n. We have confirmed that these results
are irrespective of the marked state chosen. In particu-
lar, the fidelity is high for α = 1 and reaches over 0.97 for
1760 spins, while for α = 1.4 the fidelity is low, around
0.6 for n ∼ 3× 106 (not shown).
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FIG. 1. (a) Time to reach the maximum fidelity of the
marked state against the number of spins n. (b) Maximum
fidelity of the spatial search against n. Numerical results are
compared with the analytical predictions: π

2

√
n/F∞(α) for

time, and F∞(α) for the fidelity, as defined in Eq. (3). The
line (dashed black) 1.65

√
n is plotted in (a) as a reference for

how well the time scales as O(
√
n). Inset: asymptotic value

of F∞(α), in the limit n → ∞, as a function of α using the
approximation of F∞(α) from Eq. (9). (Supplementary Ma-
terial contains an additional plot for time with fit parameters
and a plot for fidelity that shows the asymptotic limits.)

Optimal search regime. We apply the criterion for the
optimality of quantum search from Ref. [11], to inves-
tigate the α values that permit optimal spatial search.
This criterion is valid when the spectral condition

∆ ≥ cn− 1
2 (7)

is satisfied, where c is a small positive constant, and
∆(α) = 1−λ̃n−1(α) is a rescaled spectral gap – λ̃k are the
eigenvalues of H in increasing order, rescaled such that
the largest eigenvalue is 1 and the smallest is 0. When
the spectral condition is satisfied, for large n, the fidelity
F∞ and time T are related by T ≈ π

2

√
n/F∞. Therefore,

if F∞(α) → 0 asymptotically, optimal spatial search in
O(
√
n) time is not possible.

The region where the spectral condition applies, as de-
termined by Eq. (7), is dependent on α. Asymptotically
with respect to n, we find the spectral gap for α < 3 and
α 6= 1,

∆(α) ∼ 1−
1− g0(α)

f(α) n
1−α

1− 2
f(α)

n1−α

α−1
, (8)

where f(α) = 4ζ(α) − 22−αζ(α), g0(α) =
−2απα−1 sin(απ2 )Γ(1 − α), ζ(α) is the Riemann
zeta function, and Γ(1 − α) is the gamma function.
This is proved in the Supplementary Material. For
α < 1, we therefore find ∆(α) = O(1), which satisfies
the spectral condition. Using Lemma 5 from Ref. [11],
∆(α)(1 − 1

n ) ≤ F∞(α) ≤ 1. Therefore, F∞(α) must
tend to a constant. This proves optimal spatial search
exists for α < 1. Numerically this fidelity tends to 1, see
Fig. 1(b).

For α > 1.5, optimal spatial search cannot exist
due to the Lieb-Robinson bounds for long-range interac-
tions [34–36]. These bounds give an effective light-cone
for the maximum correlation distance r after time t. In
a one-dimensional free-particle system t = O(rα−1) for
1 < α < 2, while t = O(r) for α ≥ 2 [37]. For spatial
search, since the maximum distance is r = O(n), we find
that the time must be lower-bounded by t = O(nα−1),
thus showing that optimal spatial search with t = O(

√
n)

is not possible for α > 1.5.
For 1 < α < 1.5, we find ∆(α) = O(n1−α). Combin-

ing this scaling with Eq. (7), we have therefore proved
that the spectral condition is asymptotically satisfied for
α < 1.5. This is demonstrated numerically in Fig. 2.
Moreover, in the Supplementary Material, we find the
asymptotic expansion

F∞(α) ≈
2
(
nα−2ζ(α− 1) + 2α−2

2−α

)2

n2α−3ζ(2α− 2) + 22α−3

3−2α
, (9)

and prove that F∞(α) also approaches a non-zero value
for 1 < α < 1.5. Therefore, optimal spatial search exists
for α < 1.5, although for α close to 1.5 the fidelity con-
verges to a low value, despite being optimal. The inset of
Fig. 1(a) illustrates the continuous transition between the
two regimes where, asymptotically, optimal spatial search
exists (α < 1.5) or is impossible (α > 1.5). This curve is
reminiscent of the behaviour of the order parameter when
the controls pass a phase transition point, although with
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FIG. 2. The spectral condition is shown by comparing ∆(α)

from Eq. (8) (solid red) with n−
1
2 (dotted black) for various α.

The small positive constant c from Eq. (7) has been ignored,
as it provides a constant shift.

a different physical explanation. The asymptotic fidelity
F∞(α) predicts perfect search for α = 1, with a signifi-
cant decrease after α = 1.3, before reaching 0 at α = 1.5,
see the Supplementary Material for details.

Dephasing noise. In a physical implementation, the
dephasing of the qubits is the principal impediment. A
pure dephasing which allows coherence to be lost without
energy exchange with the environment, is the most dom-
inant in ion traps, for example [38]. This can be modeled
as random local field fluctuations by adding a noise term
to the diagonal elements of the system Hamiltonian. The
noise has a mean of 0 and is sampled from a Gaussian
distribution, the standard deviation of which defines the
noise parameter. Our results were obtained by generat-
ing 100 such Hamiltonians, running the spatial search for
each one, and averaging over the outputs.

Fig. 3 shows the evolution of the quantum walk on
a closed spin chain of 256 spins with α = 1 at four dif-
ferent levels of noise. We find that the quantum walk
on the ring is reasonably robust against dephasing and
the maximum fidelity significantly falls when the noise
level is greater than 0.02. This corresponds to the field
fluctuations being on the order of 2% of the field used
to differentiate the marked state. The time to reach the
maximum fidelity is also only minimally decreased at this
noise level. The robustness of a quantum walk on a spin
chain to small fluctuations in the interactions between
sites has been shown analytically in the supplementary
material of Ref. [39].

Discussion. We have shown the possibility of a quan-
tum speedup in a NISQ device with permanent long-
range interactions. It can also be regarded as a quan-
tum computation application of a quantum simulator
– in this sense, it is even less demanding than what
is envisaged in a typical NISQ device because it does
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FIG. 3. Fidelity of the marked state over time for a closed
spin chain of 256 spins with α = 1. Noise is the standard
deviation of a Gaussian distribution for the local field applied
to each site. The noise can be compared to the marked site
field which has a magnitude of 1.

not require individual gates between distinct qubits, it
merely requires a time-independent many-body Hamil-
tonian to be switched on, and then switched off after
a specified interval of time. Our result is that optimal
spatial search is physically realizable in one-dimensional
spin chains through long-range interactions that decay
as a 1/rα potential. We have demonstrated analytically
and confirmed numerically that optimal spatial search in
O(
√
n) time exists for α < 1.5. As α approaches 1.5,

however, the fidelity becomes impractically low. For ex-
perimentally realistic n, around 50 to 100, the interac-
tion range α . 1.2 gives a fidelity above 0.88. We have
also shown that dephasing noise of ∼ 1% of the mark-
ing field only slightly reduces fidelity. Therefore, without
considering specific implementations, we argue that op-
timal spatial search could be achieved experimentally for
α . 1.2. Long-range interactions with these values of α
have been demonstrated in ion traps [20, 21, 40, 41]. Us-
ing key results from Chakraborty et al. [11], we were able
to show that an interaction strength of α = 1.5 defines
a phase transition-like point for optimal spatial search,
where the asymptotic fidelity behaves like an order pa-
rameter.

Although we have shown optimal spatial search for the
ring geometry of a closed one-dimensional chain, optimal
scaling also exists for open spin chains, with the time to
reach marked states at the edge of the chain being longer
than central marked states. We can motivate the in-
vestigation of the ring as equivalent to the central spins
of a much longer open chain. We also note that opti-
mal spatial search should exist for the more connected 2-
dimensional periodic lattice with long-range interactions,
likely with a transition at a higher value of α.
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From a physical point of view, the spatial search al-
gorithm allows detection of a local magnetic field faster
than is possible classically. It could therefore find use
in quantum sensing as a protocol for locating short-lived
local magnetic fields along a spin chain – or extended to
a 2-dimensional lattice. Perhaps such a device could be
used for recognizing features in image processing faster
than classically possible if the image is encoded as an ar-
ray of fields that mark different qubits. By comparison
with the theoretical maximum for the fidelity, the spatial
search algorithm could also be used to establish how well
coupled the long-range interactions of a spin chain are.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Hamiltonian properties and asymptotic expansion of the rescaled eigenvalues

The Hamiltonian for the XY model can be written in the single-excitation basis as

H =
∑

i<j

Jij (|i〉〈j|+ |j〉〈i|) . (10)

This gives a symmetric circulant matrix, where the interaction strength, Jij , is dependent on the distance between
the spins,

Jij =
1

|j − i|α +
1

|n− (j − i)|α , (11)

with an interaction strength determined by α. The eigenstates of H are the Fourier states,

|φ(k)〉 =
1√
n

n∑

j=1

e
i2πkj
n |j〉, (12)

where k = 1, ..., n, with eigenvalues dependent on the interaction strength α,

λk(α) = 2

n−1∑

j=1

1

jα
cos( 2πkj

n ). (13)

The largest eigenvalue is clearly at k = n, and the smallest is for k = n
2 . We can also see that the eigenvalues are

symmetric around k = n
2 such that λn−k(α) = λk(α). The eigenvalues can be rewritten in terms of infinite sums,

λk(α) =

∞∑

j=1

e
i2πkj
n

jα
+

∞∑

j=1

e−
i2πkj
n

jα
−
∞∑

j=0

e
i2πkj
n

(j + n)α
−
∞∑

j=0

e−
i2πkj
n

(j + n)α
. (14)

This means we can directly express the eigenvalues in terms of well-studied mathematical functions

λk(α) = Liα(e
i2πk
n ) + Liα(e−

i2πk
n )− Φ(e

i2πk
n , α, n)− Φ(e−

i2πk
n , α, n), (15)

where Liα(z) is the polylogarithm [42, Section 25.12] and Φ(z, α, n) is the Lerch transcendent function [42, Sec-
tion 25.14]. In the case that α = 1 the eigenvalues are simplified because Li1(z) = − ln(1− z).

The spectral condition, as introduced in the main text, and analytical predictions for fidelity and time [11] apply
for a normalised spectrum. We therefore rescale the eigenvalues such that the smallest eigenvalue is greater than 0
and the largest eigenvalue is equal to 1,

λ̃k(α) =
λk(α)− λn

2
(α)

λn(α)− λn
2

(α)
. (16)

For the analysis of the optimal search regime, we require the spectral gap and the parameters Sq. The spectral
gap, ∆, is the difference between the two highest eigenvalues. Here, it is a function of the interaction strength α,

∆(α) = 1− λ̃n−1(α). (17)

The parameters Sq, in our case, are defined as

Sq(α) =
1

n

n−1∑

i=1

1

(1− λ̃i(α))q
, (18)

for integer q ≥ 1. They were found to be important to the optimality of spatial search by Chakraborty et al. [11]
but do not appear to have a physical interpretation. In our case, Sq depends only on the spectrum of H, the graph
Hamiltonian.
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First, we find an expression for the largest eigenvalue using Eq. (13),

λn(α) = 2

n−1∑

j=1

1

jα
(19)

= 2ζ(α)− 2ζ(α, n), (20)

where we use the Hurwitz zeta function [42, Section 25.11],

ζ(α, n) =

∞∑

j=0

1

(j + n)α
, (21)

and the Riemann zeta function [42, Section 25.2], ζ(α) = ζ(α, 1). We can then find an expression for the smallest
eigenvalue, assuming n is even,

λn
2

(α) = 2

n−1∑

j=1

(−1)j

jα
(22)

= 2



n
2−1∑

j=1

1

(2j)α
−

n
2−1∑

j=0

1

(2j + 1)α


 (23)

= 21−α
[
2ζ(α)− ζ(α, n2 )− 2αζ(α) + ζ(α, n+1

2 )
]
, (24)

using ζ(α, 12 ) = (2α − 1)ζ(α). For odd n, the smallest eigenvalues are λn+1
2

(α) and λn−1
2

(α). The corresponding

expression tends to the same result for large n and the following results apply asymptotically for both even and odd
n. Asymptotically, ζ(α, n2 + 1

2 ) ∼ ζ(α, n2 ), and we also have the series expansion [43]

ζ(α, n) ∼ n−α

2
+
n1−α

α− 1
+O(n−1−α), (25)

which is valid for α 6= 1.
These asymptotic results lead to a simple expression for the difference between the largest eigenvalue and the

smallest eigenvalue to leading orders in n,

λn(α)− λn
2

(α) ∼ f(α)− 2n1−α

α− 1
− n−α, (26)

where f(α) = 4ζ(α)− 22−αζ(α). For the asymptotic expression of the general eigenvalue λk(α), we require the series
expansion

Φ(z, α, n) ∼ n−α

1− z +O(n−α−1), (27)

for Re(z) < 1, and an expansion for the polylogarithm, for k = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1 and α 6= 1, 2, 3, . . . ,

Liα(e
i2πk
n ) = Γ(1− α)(− i2πkn )α−1 +

∞∑

j=0

ζ(α− j)
j!

( i2πkn )j , (28)

where Γ(1− α) is the standard gamma function. We therefore find

Liα(e
i2πk
n ) + Liα(e−

i2πk
n ) = 2ζ(α)− f(α)h(α, nk ), (29)

where

h(α, nk ) =
g0(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)1−α
+

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)−2m
(30)

with

g0(α) = −2απα−1 sin(απ2 )Γ(1− α), (31)
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and

gm(α) =
−2ζ(α− 2m)(2πi)2m

(2m)!
. (32)

This expansion is only valid up to k = n/2. However, this polylogarithm expression is symmetric about k = n/2, so
that is not a problem.

From Eq. (27), we can see that for large n the Lerch transcendent function Φ(z, α, n) will not be a leading order
term in the rescaled eigenvalue of Eq. (16). In the asymptotic limit, it can therefore be neglected, giving

λk(α)− λn
2

(α) ∼ f(α)− f(α)h(α, nk )−
(

1

1− e i2πkn
+

1

1− e− i2πkn

)
n−α +

(
1

1− eiπ +
1

1− e−iπ
)
n−α (33)

= f(α)− f(α)h(α, nk ) (34)

Finally, this provides an asymptotic expression for the rescaled eigenvalues

λ̃k(α) ∼ 1− h(α, nk )

1− 2
f(α)

n1−α

α−1
. (35)

In the case 2
f(α)

n1−α

α−1 � 1 – which is true asymptotically for α > 1, but for α close to 1, only for very large n – we

can use the asymptotic scaling,

λ̃k(α) ∼ 1− h(α, nk ) + (1− h(α, nk ))
2

f(α)

n1−α

α− 1
+O(n−1−α). (36)

The accuracy of the expansion is determined by the order of the approximation of h(α, nk ). We have also further
restricted our region of interest to α < 3. This can be justified retrospectively: once we have found the optimal search
region for 0 < α < 3, it becomes clear that optimal search will not be possible for α > 3. We cannot immediately
take the first order term of the expansion for h(α, nk ) because k can be equal to n

2 , which means we would introduce
a finite residual. We investigate this question when considering the asymptotic scaling of the analytical amplitude of
spatial search, later in the Supplementary Material.

Asymptotic scaling of the spectral gap

The scaling of the spectral gap can be found accurately from Eq. (35) because only one eigenvalue is considered,
λ̃n−1(α), where, by symmetry of the eigenvalues, we have λ̃n−1(α) = λ̃1(α). For k = 1, asymptotically with n, the
expansion of h(α, nk ) is the first term,

h(α, n) ∼ g0(α)

f(α)
n1−α, (37)

which is valid for α < 3. Using the definition of the spectral gap in Eq. (17), we find the asymptotic scaling

∆(α) ∼ 1−
1− g0(α)

f(α) n
1−α

1− 2
f(α)

n1−α

α−1
. (38)

First, we consider the spectral gap for α < 1. In this case, both the numerator and denominator diverge with order
n1−α, which dominates the constant 1 at large n. Thus, we find

∆(α) ∼ 1− (α− 1)g0(α)

2
(39)

∼ 1− 2α−1πα−1(1− α) sin(απ2 )Γ(1− α). (40)

For α < 1, the spectral gap is therefore

∆(α) = O(1). (41)
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For α = 0, the spectral gap tends to 1, as we would expect for the complete graph, and for 0 < α < 1 the spectral
gap tends to a finite value greater than 0 and less than 1.

For 1 < α < 3, as used in the expansion of Eq. (36), where 2
f(α)

n1−α

α−1 � 1, we have an expansion for the spectral
gap

∆(α) ∼
(
g0(α)

f(α)
− 2

(1− α)f(α)

)
n1−α, (42)

and the spectral gap is therefore

∆(α) = O(n1−α). (43)

For the case of α > 3, the most significant scaling term of ∆(α) becomes O(n−2). However, we are not concerned
with this region as we do not find optimal spatial search.

Asymptotic scaling of the analytical amplitude and time

The analytical amplitude, as defined in Ref. [11], is given by

ν(α) =
S1(α)√
S2(α)

, (44)

with Sq parameters defined in Eq. (18). From this, we can also define

F∞(α) = ν(α)2 =
S1(α)2

S2(α)
, (45)

which is the large n analytical prediction for fidelity used in Fig. 1 in the main text. In order to find the asymptotic
scaling of the analytical amplitude, the asymptotic scaling of S1 and S2 must be found. In this section the primary
aim is to find the α values for which ν(α) converges to a non-zero value, and thus F∞(α) converges to a non-zero
value. From the arguments given the main text, we know that F∞ must converge to a non-zero value for α < 1. It is
therefore sufficient to only consider the region α > 1 in this section.

The asymptotic scaling for Sq with respect to n is more complicated than in the case of the spectral gap because

it requires λ̃k(α) for every k. From Eq. (18), we have

Sq(α) ∼ 1

n

n−1∑

k=1

(
h(α, nk )− 2n1−α

f(α)(α−1)

)−q
(46)

∼
(

1

n
+

2qn−α

f(α)(α− 1)

) n
2∑

k=1

2

h(α, nk )q
(47)

∼ 2

n

n
2∑

k=1

1

h(α, nk )q
(48)

where we are only interested in the dominant order of n for our case of α > 1. Explicitly, we have

Sq(α) ∼ 2

n

n
2∑

k=1

(
g0(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)1−α
+

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)−2m
)−q

, (49)

which can be expanded using the binomial theorem as

Sq(α) ∼ 2

n

n
2∑

k=1

∞∑

j=0

(−q
j

)
A−q−jBj , (50)

=
2

n

[ n
2∑

k=1

A−q +

n
2∑

k=1

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
A−q−jBj

]
, (51)
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where

A =
g0(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)1−α
(52)

and

B =

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)−2m
. (53)

It is clear that the largest value of B occurs when k = n
2 and the smallest value of B when k = 1. We can therefore

bound B from both sides. From Eqs. 13 and 14, we have

B =
2ζ(α)− Liα(e

i2πk
n )− Liα(e−

i2πk
n )

f(α)
−A, (54)

where f(α) = 4ζ(α)− 22−αζ(α), and

A =
g0(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)1−α
. (55)

For k = n
2 , we use Liα(−1) = −(1− 21−α)ζ(α) to find

Bmax = 1−A. (56)

As n tends to infinity, we can consider the minimum value of B, which is for k = 1, giving

Bmin = −A = 0, (57)

using Liα(e
i2πk
n )→ ζ(α), as n goes to infinity. It is then straightforward to numerically verify that 0 < |B| < 1 for α

in the range

1 + ε < α < 2− ε (58)

for some small constant ε. This allows us to investigate the asymptotic behaviour of Sq(α) ∼ F + C, where we have
defined the first order term

F =
2

n

n
2∑

k=1

A−q, (59)

and a higher order correction term

C =
2

n

n
2∑

k=1

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
A−q−jBj . (60)

We now use results from lemmas that are proved in the following section of the Supplementary Material. From
Lemma 1, we find that F converges for α < 1+ 1

q and, using Lemma 2, we find that C converges for α < min(2−ε, q+4
q+1 ).

Overall, we see that S1 converges for α < 2, and S2 converges for α < 1.5. For the region where Sq does not converge,
and in the case that F diverges and C converges, the most significant order of n would come from F . We can therefore
predict

Sq(α) = O(nqα−q−1) (61)

for α just above 1 + 1
q , where F begins to diverge but where C still converges. Eq. (61) demonstrates the most

significant order of n. However, we do not have an asymptotic limit because we do not have a strict value for C when
it converges. We can see approximately how large C is compared with F by looking at the highest-order term and
constant in F relative to numerical calculation for Sq. Fig. 4 demonstrates the size of C for S1. We have used an
approximation of Sq,

S̄q(α) =
2f(α)q

g0(α)q

(
nqα−q−1ζ(qα− q) +

2qα−q−1

1 + q − qα

)
, (62)
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FIG. 4. Approximate S̄1 compared to S1 from numerical calculations of Eq. (18). The size of the higher order term C is the
difference between the numerical value S1 and the approximate value S̄1. Divergence for α > 2 is suggested, as predicted by
Eq.(61).
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FIG. 5. Approximate ν̄(α) compared to ν(α) calculated using numerical calculations of S1 and S2 from Eq. (18). The difference
in behaviour around the asymptotic transition α = 1.5 is shown, with ν(α) tending to a finite value for α < 1.5 and tending to
0 for α > 1.5.

where S̄q(α) ≈ Sq. We note that for S2, C is larger than for S1, especially for the divergence region.
We can now find an approximation for the analytical amplitude

ν̄(α) =
S̄1(α)√
S̄2(α)

(63)

=

√
2
(
nα−2ζ(α− 1) + 2α−2

2−α

)

√
n2α−3ζ(2α− 2) + 22α−3

3−2α

, (64)

where ν̄(α) ≈ ν(α). The accuracy of this approximation is illustrated in Fig. 5. We can use Eq. (64) to give an
approximate value for the analytical amplitude ν(α) asymptotically, in the case 1 < α < 1.5,

lim
n→∞

ν̄(α) =

√
3− 2α

2− α . (65)
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This approximation is used to find the asymptotic approximation of the fidelity, F∞(α) = ν(α)2, in the thermodynamic
limit,

F̄∞(α) = lim
n→∞

ν̄(α)2, (66)

which is used in the inset of Fig. 1(a) in the main text.
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FIG. 6. (a) Time to reach the maximum fidelity of the marked state against the number of spins n. The line (dashed) of best
fit is also shown. (b) Maximum fidelity of the spatial search against 1/n. Numerical results are compared with the analytical
prediction of F∞(α) for the fidelity. F∞(α) = ν(α)2 is calculated using numerical calculations of S1 and S2. For α = 1.5 and
α = 1.6, we do not have optimal spatial search asymptotically. The asymptotic F∞(α) is an approximation given by Eq. (66).

Finally, we can now determine the region for which ν(α) tends to a finite value. Due to S1 converging for α < 2
and S2 converging for α < 1.5, it follows that ν(α) must converge for α < 1.5. For 1.5 < α < 2, S1 converges and S2

diverges, therefore ν(α)→ 0. For α > 2,
√
S2 diverges faster than S1, so ν(α)→ 0. Thus, the region for asymptotic

convergence to non-zero analytical amplitude ν(α), and therefore convergence to non-zero F∞(α), is α < 1.5.
The analytical time for optimal spatial search [11] can be written in terms of the analytical fidelity F∞(α) = ν(α)2,

T (α) ≈ π

2

√
n

F∞(α)
. (67)

Thus, the asymptotic scaling of time is related to the asymptotic scaling of ν(α). As α increases the scaling of fidelity
with n becomes more significant as the order of n contributing to λ̃k(α) increases. It is therefore sufficient to show that
the time scaling approaches optimal for large n in the regime 1 < α < 1.5. In this regime, using the approximation
for analytical amplitude in Eq. (64) the analytical time is given by

T ≈ π

2

√
n

√
b0 + b1n2α−3

(a0 + a1nα−2)
2 (68)

=
π

2

√
n

√
a−20 (b0 + b1n2α−3)

(
1− 2a1a0n

α−2 +O(n2α−4)
)

(69)

=
π

2

√
nb0
a20

√
1 +

b1
b0
n2α−3 − 2a1

a0
nα−2 − 2a1b1

a0b0
n3α−5 +O(n2α−4), (70)

where a0 =
√

2 2α−2

2−α , a1 =
√

2ζ(α− 1), b0 = 22α−3

3−2α , and b1 = ζ(2α− 2). The dominant term therefore becomes

T ≈ π

2

√
n

F̄∞(α)
(71)
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for large n, where F̄∞(α), is the asymptotic approximation of the fidelity. The accuracy of this asymptotic scaling for
low n can be verified directly by fitting the simulated time to reach the maximum fidelity for various α, see Fig. 6(a).
For α ≤ 1.3, we find that T = O(

√
n) is very accurate. For 1.3 < α < 1.5, the deviation is small up to the n we have

simulated. As n becomes larger, the time scaling for this range will also approach T = O(
√
n), as F∞(α) tends to a

constant, see Fig. 6(b).

Lemmas used for the convergence of Sq

Lemma 1. The first order term F ,

F =
2

n

n
2∑

k=1

A−q,

with A = g0(α)
f(α)

(
n
k

)1−α
, tends to a finite value as n→∞ for all integers q ≥ 1 for α in the range

1 < α < 1 +
1

q
.

Proof. We can write the summation in the definition of F in terms of the generalised harmonic numbers,

Hn
2 ,s

=

n
2∑

j=1

1

js
, (72)

giving

2

n

n
2∑

k=1

A−q =
2g0(α)−q

f(α)−q
nqα−q−1

n
2∑

k=1

1

kqα−q
(73)

=
2g0(α)−q

f(α)−q
nqα−q−1Hn

2 ,qα−q. (74)

Using the Euler-Maclaurin formula [42, Section 2.10], we have an expansion for Hn
2 ,s

for large n for s 6= 1,

Hn
2 ,s

= ζ(s) +
1

1− s
(n

2

)1−s
+

1

2

(n
2

)−s
− s

12

(n
2

)−s−1
+O

(
(n2 )−s−2

)
. (75)

This expansion gives

2

n

n
2∑

k=1

A−q =
2f(α)q

g0(α)q

(
nqα−q−1ζ(qα− q) +

2qα−q−1

1 + q − qα +O(n−1)

)
. (76)

We are only considering the most significant order of n for the asymptotic behaviour. For convergence, the exponent
of n must be negative and we have qα− q − 1 < 0, which gives the condition

1 < α < 1 +
1

q
(77)

for F to tend to a finite value asymptotically with n for all integer q ≥ 1.

Lemma 2. Assuming |B| < 1, the correction term C,

C =
2

n

n
2∑

k=1

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
A−q−jBj ,

tends to a finite value as n→∞ for all integers q ≥ 1 for α in the range

1 < α <
q + 4

q + 1
,
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Proof. Since |B| < 1, we know |B| > |Bj | for all integers j > 1. We can therefore bound each term of the summation
and bound the entire sum:

C <
2

n

n
2∑

k=1

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
A−q−jB (78)

=
2

n

n
2∑

k=1

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
g0(α)−q−j

f(α)−q−j

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)

(n
k

)qα−q+jα−j−2m
(79)

= 2

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
g0(α)−q−j

f(α)−q−j

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)
nqα−q+jα−j−1−2mHn

2 ,qα−q+jα−j−2m, (80)

where, without loss of generality, we have assumed B is positive. We have also used the fact that we know C converges
for finite n when the summations were swapped. The generalised harmonic number has been used,

Hn
2 ,s

=

n
2∑

j=1

1

js
, (81)

for which we have an expansion for large n using the Euler-Maclaurin formula for s 6= 1,

Hn
2 ,s

= ζ(s) +
1

1− s
(n

2

)1−s
+

1

2

(n
2

)−s
− s

12

(n
2

)−s−1
+O

(
(n2 )−s−2

)
. (82)

Substituting in the asymptotic expansion for the harmonic numbers, we find

C < 2

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
g0(α)−q−j

f(α)−q−j

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)

(
nqα−q+jα−j−1−2mζ(qα− q + jα− j − 2m) +

2qα−q+jα−j−1−2m

2m+ 1− jα+ j + q − qα

+ 2qα−q+jα−j−1−2mn−1 +O(n−2)

)
. (83)

The terms of O(n−1) tend to 0 asymptotically for n. We can also see that if qα − q + jα − j − 1− 2m > 0, then as
n tends to infinity the terms in the sum also tend to infinity and the sum diverges. In order for the possibility of a
convergent sum, we therefore require

α <
q + j + 1 + 2m

q + j
, (84)

which must be the case for all values of j ≥ 1 and m ≥ 1. This gives

α <
q + 4

q + 1
. (85)

For these values of α, we have

C < 2

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
g0(α)−q−j

f(α)−q−j

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)

2qα−q+jα−j−1−2m

2m+ 1− jα+ j + q − qα (86)

= 2

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
g0(α)−q−j

f(α)−q−j

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)

f(α)
2−2m

(
2qα−q+jα−j−1

2m+ 1− jα+ j + q − qα

)
. (87)

We can introduce a positive constant c ≥ 1, such that

2qα−q+jα−j−1

c(2m+ 1− jα+ j + q − qα)
< 1, (88)

since we already have 2m+ 1− jα+ j + q − qα > 0. This gives

C < 2c

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)
g0(α)−q−j

f(α)−q−j+1

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)2−2m. (89)
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From Eqs. (29) and (30), we have

∞∑

m=1

gm(α)2−2m = 4ζ(α)− 22−αζ(α)− 21−αg0(α), (90)

where we have set k = n
2 , and used Liα(−1) = −(1− 21−α)ζ(α). Thus, we find

C < 2c(4ζ(α)− 22−αζ(α)− 21−αg0(α))
f(α)q+1

g0(α)q

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)(
f(α)

g0(α)

)j
. (91)

Using Lemma 3, we have | f(α)g0(α)
| < 1 for 1 < α < 3. We can therefore use the binomial theorem again to show

∞∑

j=1

(−q
j

)(
f(α)

g0(α)

)j
=

(
1 +

f(α)

g0(α)

)−q
− 1, (92)

which is of course a finite value. We have proved that C tends to a finite value as n → ∞ for all q ≥ 1 for α in the
range

1 < α <
q + 4

q + 1
. (93)

Lemma 3. | f(α)g0(α)
| < 1 for α in the region 1 < α < 3, where f(α) = 4ζ(α) − 22−αζ(α) and g0(α) =

−2απα−1 sin(απ2 )Γ(1− α).

Proof. We can use the Riemann functional equation [42, Section 25.4],

ζ(α) = 2απα−1 sin(απ2 )Γ(1− α)ζ(1− α), (94)

to give

f(α) = (4− 22−α)2απα−1 sin(απ2 )Γ(1− α)ζ(1− α). (95)

We now have

f(α)

g0(α)
= −(4− 22−α)ζ(1− α). (96)

ζ(0) = − 1
2 , ζ(−1) = − 1

12 , and ζ(−2) = 0, so, since we know there are no poles, and there are no turning points, we

find that | f(α)g0(α)
| < 1 for 1 < α < 3 – where we have used Ref. [44], which states that the derivative of ζ(s) does not

have a zero for −2 < Re(s) < 0 meaning there cannot be a turning point.
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