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Memory is an indispensable component in classical computing systems. While the development of
quantum computing is still in its early stages, current quantum processing units mainly function as
quantum registers. Consequently, the actual role of quantum memory in future advanced quantum
computing architectures remains unclear. With the rapid scaling of qubits, it is opportune to explore
the potential and feasibility of quantum memory across different substrate device technologies and
application scenarios. In this paper, we provide a full design stack view of quantum memory. We
start from the elementary component of a quantum memory device, quantum memory cells. We
provide an abstraction to a quantum memory cell and define metrics to measure the performance of
physical platforms. Combined with addressing functionality, we then review two types of quantum
memory devices: random access quantum memory (RAQM) and quantum random access memory
(QRAM). Building on top of these devices, quantum memory units in the computing architecture,
including building a quantum memory unit, quantum cache, quantum buffer, and using QRAM for
the quantum input-output module, are discussed. We further propose the programming model for
the quantum memory units and discuss their possible applications. By presenting this work, we
alm to attract more researchers from both the Quantum Information Science (QIS) and classical
memory communities to enter this emerging and exciting area.

I. INTRODUCTION

Emergence of quantum computing and quantum net-
working has sparked tremendous excitement in the scien-
tific and technological communities due to their potential
to revolutionize various fields. Quantum computing har-
nesses the principles of quantum mechanics to perform
computations exponentially faster than classical comput-
ers, offering the possibility of solving complex problems in
cryptography [1, 2], optimization [3, 4], quantum chem-
istry [5, 6], and finance [7, 8], etc. Furthermore, quan-
tum networks enable the transmission of quantum infor-
mation across long distances [9-12], facilitating secure
communication [13-16] and the creation of sophisticated
quantum network protocols and quantum internet [17—
22]. The usefulness of quantum computing systems and
their connected networks lies in their ability to tackle
computational challenges that are currently intractable,
paving the way for significant advancements in science,
industry, and society as a whole.

One of the main goals of quantum computing research
is to scale up the quantum computing systems and build
a fault-tolerant large-scale quantum computer. In recent
years, a lot of efforts have been demonstrated. IBM-
Q demonstrates the Eagle device featuring 127 physical
qubits [23] and the Osprey device with 433 qubits [24],
Google’s Sycamore consists of 54 qubits [25], Quantin-
uum has its ‘H2’ device with 32 trapped ion qubits [26],
TonQ devices can hold more than 20 qubits [27], QuEra
also demonstrated its 256-qubit quantum simulator [28,
29], etc. Although integrating thousands of qubits into
a single quantum chip is possible [30] in the near future,
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there are still challenges in building such a large-scale
fault-tolerant quantum computer along the current route.

In the current route to reach this goal, one of the main
challenges comes from the physical difficulty of integrat-
ing a huge number of physical qubits as quantum reg-
isters into a single quantum device. For example, the
physical size of the quantum chip limits the number of
superconducting qubits on the same chip [30, 31], while
the electromagnetic trap size limits the number of ions
living inside a single trap [32]. Meanwhile, cross-talk also
hinders fast gate operations in largely integrated quan-
tum systems. However, using Shor’s algorithm to break
RSA may require thousands of logical qubits made by
millions of physical qubits [33-35].

On the other hand, integrating a large number of quan-
tum registers usually has a trade-off with fast and reliable
gate operations on any pair of computing registers. In
the ‘noisy intermediate-scale quantum’ (NISQ) era [36],
where quantum registers are made by physical qubits,
the limitation is mainly reflected by slow gate opera-
tions and limited communication fidelity. For example,
in superconducting devices, the coupling between qubits
on different chips hinders fast and precise gate opera-
tions [30]. In trapped ion systems, increasing the number
of ions in a single trap prolongs the two-qubit gate oper-
ations [31, 37]. In the fault-tolerant quantum computing
(FTQC) era, where logical qubits are protected by quan-
tum error correction (QEC) codes [38-41], maintaining
gate speed between remote logical qubits is even more
challenging compared to the NISQ devices, due to the
limited number of physical qubits allowed in a single de-
vice. Furthermore, the limited connectivity of the physi-
cal platforms requires a large number of SWAP gates to
perform a gate between two remote qubits. The SWAP
gate number is also proportional to the size of the quan-
tum computing device, which further prolongs the gate
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FIG. 1. The usage of quantum memory and the stack of our
consideration of quantum memory. In (a), we show the outline
of the classical quantum computing systems, while in (b), we
show our vision of quantum computing systems, where quan-
tum memory plays the centered role in the quantum com-
puting system. The stack of our discussion on the role of
quantum memory in future quantum computing is shown in
(c). This paper’s structure is aligned with the design stacks.

operations.

To resolve these issues, we take inspiration from classi-
cal computing systems, where classical memory plays the
central role [42, 43]. The key insight is the CPU-memory
separation in the von Neumann architecture (see Fig. 1a).
Similarly, in the quantum computing system design, the
separation of the computing and memory devices is also
desired (see Fig. 1b). With this separation, future quan-
tum computing devices can contain two main units: a
quantum processing unit for computing and a quantum
memory unit for information storage. The quantum pro-
cessing unit contains a small number of computing reg-
isters, which can support a set of fast and reliable uni-
versal gates. The quantum memory unit, in constant, is
designed for storing quantum information. It can con-
tain a large number of quantum registers, which do not
necessarily support a universal gate set.

In addition, due to the computing-storage separation,
the issue of maintaining both fast gate and large-scale
integration of qubits in quantum computing devices is
avoided. The quantum memory unit only needs to have
reliable communication with the QPU to store and load
the quantum information. By separating the require-
ments on computing and information storage, the QPU
and the quantum memory can be realized using differ-
ent physical techniques, one with fast gate operations for
QPU and one with a long coherence time for quantum
memory. In addition, this design can benefit more in
the FTQC systems. Because of the Eastin—Knill theo-
rem, where a transversal universal gate set is not possi-
ble [44], implementing a universal QEC gate set requires
techniques like magic state injection [38, 45], code defor-
mation [46-49], code switching [50, 51], etc., which fur-
ther increases the complexity. However, these techniques

are not necessary in quantum memory as a universal gate
set is not required. It is also possible to help reduce the
complexity of the QEC code itself [52-55].

The main focus of the current development of quantum
computing systems is to build a fault-tolerant and fast
quantum processing unit. The discussion and demonstra-
tion of building quantum memory devices have attracted
lots of attention in the physical community [52, 56-58].
However, the systematic discussion of the role of quan-
tum memory in the quantum computing system architec-
ture, whether a quantum memory unit should be consid-
ered, and how it should be utilized in quantum programs
is still lacking. Therefore, in this paper, we attempt to
follow a bottom-up manner through the design stack of
quantum memory shown in Fig. 1c. We not only sur-
vey the current quantum technologies and their possible
usage in building quantum memory devices, but also con-
sider how the quantum memory modules can be utilized
in higher stacks, e.g., in quantum programs and software.
We hope our paper can fill the gap between the physical
layer and software layer of the development of quantum
memory and provide useful insights for research on both
frontiers.

Specifically, at the bottom of the design stack, in
Sec. II, we survey the existing quantum technologies for
building quantum registers and discuss their suitability
of building the most elementary units of quantum mem-
ory, which is named ‘quantum memory cells’ (QMCs).
In order to unify the discussion across various physical
platforms, we abstract the quantum memory cell con-
cepts and explore the metrics that describe the essen-
tial properties of the QMCs. We then discuss quantum
memory devices that are built on QMCs in Sec. ITII. We
specifically introduce two quantum memory devices, a
random access quantum memory (RAQM) and a quan-
tum random access memory (QRAM). We highlight their
abstract models and their possible applications. These
quantum memory devices can then be utilized to con-
struct quantum memory modules in the future design of
quantum computing architectures, which is discussed in
Sec. IV. We specifically give four examples, including the
main quantum memory unit, quantum cache, quantum
buffers, and QRAMs in quantum input-output modules.
With the quantum memory modules available, we then
discuss how the quantum memory can be utilized in the
quantum program design. We discuss the quantum mem-
ory programming model in Sec. V. We discuss their pos-
sible application in Sec. VI. We conclude our paper in
Sec. VII.

II. QUANTUM MEMORY CELLS

A quantum memory cell (QMC) is the fundamental
element in quantum memory devices, analogous to clas-
sical memory cells consisting of one or a few transistors
for storing a single classical bit. QMCs can be made us-
ing a quantum register or a qubit. However, they have



unique requirements distinct from qubits used in quan-
tum computing. Despite variations in physical systems
for QMCs, we establish an abstract model to evaluate
their performance uniformly and distinguish them from
computing registers. Additionally, we introduce two met-
rics for quantitatively comparing different physical sys-
tems for quantum memory cells.

In Sec. ITA, we define the QMC abstract model along
with the performance metrics. Subsequently, we summa-
rize the main results and discussions comparing various
physical systems in quantum computing and quantum
information processing in Sec. II B. A concise summary
of key properties and metrics can be found in Table I
and Fig. 3. For completeness of this section, we briefly
survey the physical systems one by one in the rest of
the section from Sec. II C to Sec. IT K. These subsections
are intended for readers with a particular interest in the
specific quantum technologies and seeking an in-depth
exploration of the references to the experiments included
in our comparison. Readers who are not directly engaged
with the specific physical realization or desire to focus on
the broader context may choose to omit these subsections
without compromising the overall coherence of the paper.

A. Define a QMC

A QMC can be made of a single qubit or quantum
register to store one bit of quantum information. Unlike
quantum computing registers, entangling gates between
QMCs are not necessary. Instead, the core functionality
of a QMC only includes (1) storing quantum information,
(2) controlled operations to save quantum information to
the QMC, and (3) load the quantum information from
QMCs.

The basic structure of a QMC and its related compo-
nents are shown in Fig. 2. The QMC (blue box) has
an interaction interface to transfer quantum informa-
tion, which is the bus qubit (red). Due to the quantum
no-cloning theorem, reading and writing (RW) processes
cannot copy information and hence can only be realized
using quantum operations. For example, in optical sys-
tems, RW operations can be realized by photon emis-
sion and absorption, while in gate-based systems, SWAP
gates or iSWAP gates between the QMC and the bus
qubit can be utilized. Using SWAP gates as an example,
the RW process of a QMC can be described as
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where the super-indices are for the physical qubits, ‘b’
stands for bus qubits and SWAP is a swap gate. Al-
though we show both qubits in pure states, if the bus
(memory) qubit is already entangled with other qubits,
the entanglement will be swapped to the memory (bus)
qubit after the SWAP gate.

The difference between the reading and writing pro-
cesses of QMC lies in which part carries nontrivial quan-
tum information. In the memory writing process, the
bus qubit is in a useful quantum state to be stored, while
in the memory reading process, the state of the QMC is
important. One of the unique features of a QMC using
SWAP gates as its RW operations is that reading and
writing processes can be completed in a single SWAP,
which is unlike the classical counterpart where an extra
register and two separate operations are typically needed.

Bus qubit

Classical
control

amc

FIG. 2. Demonstration of a QMC and its functionality. The
QMC itself is shown as the blue cubic. It requires a bus qubit
(red) which can be classically controlled to perform SWAP
gates to the QMC. The read and write functionality is realized
by applying a SWAP gate between a bus qubit to store and
retrieve the quantum state into/out of the QMC.

A QMC should satisfy the following requirements in
terms of its functionalities.

1. Quantum information storage: A QMC can store
quantum information for an extended period of
time. A good QMC should have a long storage time
to preserve the quantum information. For NISQ
devices, long storage time necessitates the physical
qubit itself to have long coherence times, while in
the FTQC era, it requires the logical qubit to have
a small enough logical error rate.

2. Reading and Writing (RW) operations: A good
QMC requires to have fast and accurate RW op-
erations.

3. Integration capability: As QMCs are employed to
construct large quantum memory devices, integrat-
ing a large number of QMCs becomes essential.
Therefore, a promising candidate of QMCs should
have large integration capabilities.

There usually are tradeoffs between achieving a long
storage time and fast RW operations while maintaining
good integration capability. For a physical qubit, improv-
ing the coherence time involves isolating it from its en-
vironment, while fast quantum operations require strong
coupling to other physical degrees of freedom to perform
fast quantum gates. For a logical qubit encoded in some
QEC codes, it can have smaller error rates by increas-
ing its code distance, which may increase the number of



physical qubits and complicate the coupling operations
with other logical qubits.

In order to evaluate the performance of a QMC by
considering all three requirements together, we define a
metric, oy, named internal storage ratio, as

Tstoragc (2)
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Internal storage ratio: oy, =

Trw

where Tiiorage is the storage time of the QMC, while Trw

is the time for a read or write operation. To account for
the imperfection, Trw can be estimated by,

Trw = 7/Frw ~ T/Psuc ~ T/1, (3)

where 7 is the raw gate time, Frw is the fidelity of the
quantum gate, pgyc is the success probability of perform-
ing the gate, while 7 is the efficiency of the information
storage or information retrieval. The metric a4, repre-
sents an estimation of the storage time of the QMC scaled
by its RW speed. Large «j, means the QMC has faster
RW operations in terms of its storage time, which is pre-
ferred. It also means that the QMC only needs to be
reset after a large number of RW operations.

Meanwhile, we consider another metric named external
storage ratio as,

T
External storage ratio: cex = Wn, (4)

op

where Ty, is the time for a quantum operation on the
possible connected computing devices, and 7 is the QMC
RW efficiency or fidelity. This metric measures the stor-
age time of the QMC relative to the external essential op-
erations, taking the imperfection of RW operations into
account. Note that in Eq. (4), Thet, storage 1S the net stor-
age time, Thet, storage = Lstorage — 21 Rw. Therefore, when
the internal storage ratio au, < 2, the external storage
ratio will be negative, which means that this QMC con-
struction still needs to be further improved.

B. Comparing physical platforms for QMCs

The discussion of QMCs and their abstract model ap-
plies to both NISQ- and FTQC-era quantum memory
devices. However, the requirements on the physical plat-
forms differ in these two scenarios.

In the NISQ memory devices, both the QMCs and
the computing qubits are made by single physical qubits.
The storage time can be estimated by the coherence time
of a single physical qubit T¢.,,. However, as the require-
ments of two kinds of qubits are different, in the spirit
of separating the computing and memory requirements,
the quantum memory devices should consist of different
types of physical qubits compared to the computing de-
vices. Reflected in our abstracted QMC model shown in
Fig. 2, the bus qubit can be a type of qubit different from
the QMC, and the SWAP gates for RW operations are
implemented between two physical platforms. Therefore,

the RW time Txrw is not the two-qubit gate time typically
used in characterizing computing qubits. The quality
and the speed of a specific physical platform exchanging
quantum information with other physical platforms are
essential for building QMCs in the NISQ era.

The rapid advancement of quantum technologies
presents abundant opportunities for constructing QMCs
across a diverse range of physical platforms. Nowa-
days, the most promising quantum substrate systems for
quantum computing include superconducting qubits, mi-
crowave modes, trapped ion systems, neutral atom sys-
tems, defects and dopped ions in solid state systems,
quantum dots, and mechanical and acoustical phonon
systems. We examine their potential applications in
building QMCs, focusing on the possibility and quality
of the coupling across different physical systems.

In Table I, we summarize the main properties of these
physical systems. We identify the bus qubits for these
physical systems experimentally demonstrated by exist-
ing works, and estimate their internal and external stor-
age ratios. Most of the physical systems can couple to
photonic bus qubits. Depending on their energy scales
and available quantum transitions, it is possible that
QMC have optical or microwave photon interfaces.

As one of the applications of optical photonic sys-
tems is to build long-range quantum entanglements and
quantum communication links, the QMCs are integrable
with quantum communication devices, especially quan-
tum repeaters [59, 60]. In this scenario, the main role
of quantum memory is to store the quantum states to
synchronize between different quantum operations. As
photonic EPR pairs are commonly utilized in quantum
communication protocols, and given their generation is
usually slow compared to the photon measurements [61],
photonic EPR pair generation time can be used as a
time scale to measure the photonic QMC’s storage time.
On the other hand, photonic systems can also perform
quantum computing using the measurement-based quan-
tum computing (MBQC) scheme [62-64], where adaptive
single-qubit measurements drive the computation on a
pre-generated entangled resource state. In MBQC, re-
source state generation is one of the most significant ques-
tions, which is usually the most time-consuming opera-
tion. The resource state can also be constructed using
photonic EPR pairs [65]. In order to give an estima-
tion of the external storage ratio (cex) of the QMCs with
optical-photon-based bus qubits, we consider using pho-
tonic EPR pair generation time as an estimate of T,p.
Specifically, in Ref. [66], the photon-pair generation rate
can reach 52.36 kHz (To, =~ 19 us).

Due to the fast gate operations between supercon-
ducting qubits, we envision that transmons and fluxo-
nium qubits will be utilized in quantum processing units,
rather than quantum memory modules (see Sec. II C for
details). In Table I, we show the internal storage ratio
ayn of superconducting qubits for reference. Supercon-
ducting qubits can strongly couple to microwave fields
(see Sec. IID). Therefore, the QMCs with microwave-



TABLE I. Comparison of physical techniques that can be utilized to implement quantum memory cells. We consider the
physical platforms that have been surveyed in the main text. Details about our calculation and the corresponding references
can be found in the main text. We consider the QMC storage time Tstorage, POssible bus qubits, the RW time Tgw and

its efficiency 7, and the internal storage ratio ain [Eq. (2)], and the external storage ratio aex [Eq. (4)].
and fluxonium systems are used for homogenous computing systems, and hence cex = Qn.
‘SC’: superconducting qubits.

superconducting qubits.

The transmon
‘MW?’: microwave photons,

We use transmon to estimate the external storage ratio when the QMC can connect to

QMC Titorage Bus RW speed (Trw) | Efficiency (1) Qin Qlex
Transmon 557.00 us N.A 40.00 ns 0.998 1.39 x 10*
Fluxonium 1.48 ms N.A 100.00 ns 0.999 1.48 x 107
MW (3D) 34.00 ms sC 1000.00 ns 0.994 3.38 x 107 8.44 x 10°
Trapped ions 300 ms (Ca) Optical 29.94 ns 0.509 5.10 x 10° 8.00 x 103
5500.00 s (Yb) |Optical (herald) |16.13 ms 0.901 3.07 x 10° 2.59 x 103
Neutral atoms |800.00 us (Rb) |Optical 8.00 us 0.510 51.0 20.5
7.90 s (Yb) Optical 5.04 x 10° 2.11 x 10°
Optical (expect) |182.48 ns 2.21 x 107 2.11 x 10°
Atomic cloud  [16.00 s Optical 1.04 s 0.510 7.84 x 10° 4.27 x 10°
Optical (expect) 0.9518 1.46 x 107 7.97 x 10°
800.00 us MW/SC 25.00 ps 0.6 19.2 1.06 x 10*
REIDC 52.9 min Optical 400.00 ms 0.0608 4.83 x 107 1.01 x 107
Optical (expect) 0.5187 4.12 x 10° 8.62 x 107
NV Nuclear spin|12.90 s (C) NV (e) 419.00 ps 0.99 3.05 x 107
63.00 s (N) 389.00 us 0.94 1.52 x 10°
NV ensemble 200 ns MW/SC 58.0 ns 0.3742 1.29 <0
1.80 ms MW (expect) 1.16 x 10* 1.67 x 10*
QD 58.95 ns SC 23.81 ns 0.80 1.98 <0
102.00 us SC (expect) 3.43 x 103 2.03 x 10°
Phonons 130.00 us (GHz) |[MW/SC 25.00 ns 0.95 4.94 x 103 3.02 x 10°
Optical 714.29 ns 1 (assume) 1.82 x 10? 6.73
100 ms (MHz) |Optical 714.29 ns 1 (assume) 1.40 x 10° 5.24 x 103

photon-based QMCs are potentially integratable with
superconducting-based QPUs. Entangling gate opera-
tions between superconducting qubits are used as the
external operations when evaluating the QMC’s exter-
nal storage ratio. Specifically, we take the CZ gate be-
tween transmon qubits 75, = 40 ns with fidelity 0.998 re-
ported in Ref. [67]. In Table I, we report possible usage of
atomic clouds, spin ensembles in solid state systems, and
phononic systems for QMCs interacting with microwave
and superconducting qubits. However, the performance
of these systems still needs to be improved to take ad-
vantage of quantum memory.

In Fig. 3, we plot the internal and external storage
time of the QMCs built on physical systems that are
discussed in the rest of the section. We plot aj, = rex
as the black dashed line for reference. We notice that
there are two regions in Fig. 3, (1) above the dashed line,
and (2) below the dashed line. When a QMC point falls
on the dashed line, the external operation and the RW
operations take similar times, while if the point is above
the line, the external operations take less time than the
RW operations, and vice versa.

Improving the QMCs can be reflected by shifting the
corresponding point in the storage ratio plot (Fig. 3).
For example, extending the QMC coherence time can
improve both internal and external storage ratios, which
shifts the data point along the diagonal direction to the

upper right corner. Reducing the RW time of the QMC
can improve the internal storage ratio, which will push
the corresponding point to the right. On the other hand,
there are two methods to improve the QMCs’ external
storage ratio. One concentrates on the external system
by accelerating external operations. The other is to in-
crease the coupling strength and efficiency between the
QMC with the external quantum system. For exam-
ple, the expected trapped ion QMCs listed in Table I
(YD ions) are mainly from the storage time improvement,
while the atomic cloud and rare-earth-ion-doped crystal
QMCs are mainly from the RW operations.

Contrary to the NISQ-era quantum memory devices,
in the FTQC era, although the quantum memory and
quantum computing units are made of the same species
of physical qubits, the QEC codes can be different to take
advantage of the QPU-memory separation. As the quan-
tum memory does not need to support a fault-tolerant
universal gate set, the QEC code on QMCs can have
high thresholds and yield, e.g., using the quantum LDPC
codes [55]. Therefore, designing FTQC-era QMCs may
focus more on QEC, e.g., designing QEC codes of quan-
tum memory and its interfaces to QPUs. We stress that
the internal and external storage ratios defined in Egs. (2)
and (4) can still quantify the performance of the FTQC
QMC design. The storage time Tyorage can be estimated
by the logical error rates, while the RW time Tgrw should
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FIG. 3. The internal (ain) and the external storage ratios
(atex) of QMCs built on different physical platforms. We in-
clude superconducting qubits (blue circles), microwave modes
(orange squares), trapped ions (labeled as ‘TT’, shown as green
diamonds), Rubidium and Ytterbium trapped neutral atoms
(reddish-orange triangles), neutral atomic clouds (labeled as
‘AC’, purple inverted triangles), Rare-earth-ion-doped crys-
tals (REIDC) (hollow brown circles), NV centers (hollow
pink squares), quantum dots (hollow yellow diamonds), and
phononic modes (hollow lavender triangles). ‘O’ stands for
connecting to optical systems, while ‘MW’ is for connecting
to microwave systems. The data points labeled as ‘expect’
are estimated by the best performance parameters in the spe-
cific system. The detailed numbers are discussed in the corre-
sponding subsections and summarized in Table I. For external
storage ratios aex < 0 and the external storage time of NV
nuclear spin-based QMCs, we set them to be 0.5 to be able
to present them in the plot.

take the gate operations between different QEC codes
into consideration.

With the focus on building QMCs, to enable fast QEC
cycles on memory registers, the physical qubits should
have fast and accurate measurement and gate operations
between them. In addition, the physical qubits should
support the topology required by the QEC codes. These
requirements are exactly similar to the NISQ quantum
computing qubits, and hence the discussion of physical
qubits used in FTQC-era quantum memory is beyond the
scope of this paper.

C. Superconducting qubits

Superconducting circuit systems are one of the most
promising systems for quantum computing [68, 69]. Su-
perconducting circuit systems feature strong nonlinear-
ity provided by Josephson junctions. This nonlinear-
ity allows for constructing quasi-atom structures capa-
ble of exhibiting quantum state manipulation, rapid ini-
tialization, quantum gate operations, and readout of the
quasi-atoms’ quantum states. However, the coherence

time of superconducting qubits is relatively short. For
example, the coherence time of transmon qubits [70-
72] can reach Ty ~ 0.3 ms [73, 74], and be further
improved to 0.557 ms with dynamical decoupling. A
fluxonium qubit [75] with coherence time T3 reaching
1.48 ms has been reported [76]. On the contrary, tak-
ing the spin states of atoms and ions as an example, the
coherence time can reach several seconds or even tens of
minutes [77-82].

On the other hand, the superconducting qubits can
perform fast and high-fidelity single- and two-qubit gate
operations. For example, transmon qubits can perform
CZ gates in 40 ns with a fidelity 99.8% [67, 83, 84], while
a microwave-activated CZ gate between fluxonium qubits
only takes ~ 100 ns with a fidelity 99.9% [85, 86]. Due to
these features, superconducting qubits can be leveraged
as computing registers in quantum computing systems.
In fact, utilizing the fast gate operations provided by su-
perconducting qubits has been discussed in the context
of hybrid quantum computing [87-89]. Therefore, in the
NISQ-era quantum computing system design, we skip the
discussion of using superconducting qubits as quantum
memory cells. While in the FTQC era, where QEC is
needed on quantum memory cells, the fast gate opera-
tions enable fast syndrome checking and error correction
cycles, which can also be utilized as a good candidate for
physical qubits to build logical quantum memory cells.

In order to compare the performance of QMCs made
by other systems with a homogeneous superconducting-
qubit-based quantum computing system, we based on
transmon and fluxonium coherence time and gate times
to estimate their storage ratio as a reference. Note that
in this case, the internal and external storage ratios are
essentially similar. We only focus on the internal stor-
age ratio instead. The internal storage ratio of trans-
mon qubits can reach s &~ 1.39 x 10%, where we take
Trw = 40 ns and F' = 0.998. The internal storage ratio
of fluxonium qubits can reach i, ~ 1.48 x 104, where we
take Trw = 100 ns and F' = 0.999.

D. Microwave cavities and resonators

With the development of superconducting qubits,
quantum manipulation of microwave photonic states has
become available, which has attracted a lot of attention
recently [90]. Due to the improvement of microwave cav-
ity fabrication techniques, microwave photon lifetimes in-
side a cavity keep improving, enabling the potential usage
of QMCs for quantum information storage. There are two
approaches to utilizing microwave resonators as QMCs:
(1) using the Fock states of physical microwave photons
or (2) using bosonic QEC code encoded microwave modes
as qubits to store quantum information.

In the first approach, a QMC is encoded into the pres-
ence of a single photon in a cavity mode. The storage
time of the QMC is largely determined by the lifetime of
a photon inside the cavity [91]. The lifetime of 3D mi-



crowave cavities can reach 10.4 ms [92] to 2 s [93]. In this
case, one choice of the bus qubit of the microwave QMCs
can be a propagating microwave photon. The QMC read
process is the photon emission from the microwave cavity,
while the write process is the microwave photon absorp-
tion. The QMC, i.e., the microwave cavity or resonator,
couples to a microwave waveguide or coaxial cable that
holds the itinerant microwave photon qubit. The cou-
pling needs to be well controlled for a high storage fidelity
and RW operation efficiency [94-96]. The absorption ef-
ficiency can reach 99.4% [95].

A more promising approach is to couple the microwave
systems with superconducting qubits for fast computing
operations. However, compared to the cavity microwave
system, the superconducting qubit has a shorter coher-
ence time, which can degrade the microwave-cavity-based
QMCs. With the superconducting control qubit built in,
the lifetime of the cavity photon can still reach 2 ms [97]
to 25.6 ms [98], while the photon coherence time can
reach 34 ms [98], which is still significantly longer than
superconducting qubits. Moreover, a superconducting
bus qubit can maintain fast bus-QMC RW operations
(1 ps as pointed out in Ref [97]), which gives microwave
QMG s internal storage ratio aj, ~ 3.4 x 10, where we
estimate the RW fidelity as 0.994 (estimated by the ef-
ficiency reported in Ref. [95]) since it is not explicitly
reported in Refs. [97, 99]. In addition, if the microwave-
based QMC is connected with superconducting quantum
computing devices, the computing operation time can
be estimated by the two-qubit gate time between two
transmon qubits T,p, = 40 ns (F = 99.8%), the external
storage ratio can reach qex ~ 8.4 x 10°.

The other approach uses the quantum error correc-
tion code encoded microwave state as the QMC qubits.
Recently, promising results have been shown in the mi-
crowave qubits encoded in GKP, cat, and other bosonic
codes [100-106]. In this case, the bus qubit needs to be
a superconducting qubit, where the QMC read and write
processes are equivalent to decoding and encoding the
quantum information of the QMC qubit. Evaluating the
performance of the logically encoded QMCs requires a
detailed design of the error correction code used in the
QMC and the bus qubits, which is beyond the scope of
this paper.

With their multimode feature, microwave cavities are
well-suited for large integration of QMCs. However, ac-
cessing different QMCs inside a single cavity is limited
by the number of transmon qubits that couple to the
cavity mode, typically kept low for high cavity coher-
ence. Therefore, integrating multiple multi-mode cavities
can be a promising approach [107]. However, finding the
best strategy for microwave-cavity-based QMCs requires
a comprehensive consideration of the memory device re-
quirements, the cavity design, and the connectivity of the
cavities, etc.

E. Trapped ions

The trapped ion system is one of the popular sys-
tems not only for quantum memory but also for universal
quantum computing. For a thorough review of trapped
ion systems, we suggest referring to Refs. [37, 108-110].
In the trapped ion systems, the quantum information
is stored in the electronic spin states of the ions. The
ions are trapped using radio-frequency Paul traps [111]
and other types of electromagnetic traps [112-115]. The
quantum information can be stored in the spin states of
electrons or the nuclear, which can have a long coherence
time, making them suitable for quantum memory. Specif-
ically, quantum information can either be encoded into
the hyperfine levels [81, 82, 116-118] or Zeeman sublevels
of the same orbital [119-121], or other quantum states in
the specific ion level structures [122-124]. Depending on
the species of the ions and the type of encoding, the co-
herence time of the qubits can vary significantly. For
instance, in the Zeeman qubits, the coherence time can
reach 300 ms [120], while the hyperfine states are more
isolated, and the coherence time can reach several min-
utes to an hour [81, 82, 116] (5500 s reported in Ref. [82]).

Other than fast gate operations between trapped
ions [26, 27, 117, 118, 125-127], trapped ions can have
strong coupling with optical cavity modes [128-132]. In
addition, they can also be used as single-photon emit-
ters, which can be pumped to generate entangled ion-
photon pairs [133-135]. It enables trapped ions as QMCs
for quantum computing systems with optical interfaces,
photonic quantum computing systems, and quantum
communications. In terms of using stationary photonic
qubits living in the optical cavity mode as the bus qubit,
the coupling strength g/27 = 16.7 MHz (Trw ~ 30 ns)
has been demonstrated [132]. With the 300 ms long
coherence time achieved in the Zeeman qubit of Ca™
ions [120], the internal storage ratio can reach o, =~
5.1 x 108, where the RW efficiency is approximated by
the ratio of the photon linewidth and the ion-photon cou-
pling n ~ 1 — g/Aw = 50.9%.

On the other hand, the generated entangled ion-photon
pairs can be used in heralded entanglement genera-
tion schemes to create entanglement between ions with
other photon emitters [136-139]. In this scenario, for
a trapped-ion-based QMC, the bus qubit is another
trapped ion, which is used as a single-photon emitter.
Using the heralded entanglement generation scheme, the
bus ion is entangled with another computing qubit and
forms a Bell state [140-142]. The bus ion can then be
entangled with the QMC ion and transfer quantum infor-
mation to the computing qubit. In this scheme, the RW
time is determined by the bus-computing entanglement
generation time, Te_¢, and a two-qubit gate time between
ions Tgate- The entanglement generation is probabilis-
tic, whose probability is determined by the photon loss
and photon detection efficiency. However, the generation
process can be performed in parallel to speed up the gen-
eration time [143]. Therefore, the internal storage ratio,



in this case, depends heavily on the specific setup.

Here we aim to furnish an approximate estimation,
solely to give a qualitative understanding of the perfor-
mance of ion-based QMCs in this case. In Ref. [135],
entangled Yb ion-photon pairs can be generated with
fidelity 90.1% and rate 62 Hz (Te., ~ 16.1 ms). As
the two-qubit gates between ions can be implemented
in 10 to 600 ps with fidelity > 99% [27, 117, 118, 127],
the entanglement generation time is dominating. If the
YD ions can maintain long coherence time (5500 s re-
ported in Ref. [82]), the internal storage ratio can reach
ain ~ 3.1 x 10°, where we only account the contribution
of To_g to the RW time.

Using trapped-ion-based QMCs for optical quan-
tum computing and quantum communication, with the
300 ms coherence time of Zeeman qubits of Ca™ [120],
the external storage ratio can reach aex ~ 8.0 x 10°.
We estimate the RW operations based on Ref. [132] as
above, and use photonic EPR pair generation time as the
external operation time (19 us, see Sec. IIB). For a Yb
ion-based QMCs with RW scheme as mentioned above,
the external storage ratio can reach ceyx =~ 2.6 x 10® with
5500 s storage time.

In addition, the spin degree of freedom of the ions can
couple to electromagnetic fields in MHz to GHz range,
which enables superconducting qubits as bus qubits to
couple to superconducting quantum computing devices.
Direct coupling between single microwave photons with
single trapped ions is possible, but the coupling strength
is estimated to be in the order of tens of Hz [144].
The slow coupling hinges using single microwave pho-
tons as bus qubits to couple to superconducting qubits.
Instead, another approach using an oscillating electric
field to drive sideband transitions of ions can provide
~ 60 kHz coupling between an ion to superconducting
qubits. Even though this coupling strength gives RW
times much smaller than the coherence time of trapped
ions, the RW time can be challenging as it is slower com-
pared to superconducting qubit coherence time (see more
detailed discussion in Sec. IIC).

Furthermore, the trapped-ion-based QMCs are suit-
able for large-scale integration. Since ions are naturally
identical, there are no fabrication imperfections that limit
the performance of individual QMCs. Specifically, com-
mercial companies have demonstrated and made public
access to 20 to 32-qubit trapped ion quantum comput-
ing units already [26, 27]. In addition, hundreds of ions
can be trapped into a single 1D or 2D ion trap, which
shows the capability to construct quantum devices with
large sizes of trapped ions [145-147]. Unlike the trapped-
ion quantum computing devices, which discourage large
numbers of trapped ions in a single trap due to the hard-
ness of driving two-qubit gates by selectively driving a
single phonon mode of the trapped ion array, trapped-
ion-based quantum memory devices do not require two-
qubit gates between the QMCs, which releases the re-
quirement of integrating trapped-ion QMCs. However,
to reduce the RW latency, designing the structure of the

quantum memories consisting of many QMCs to mini-
mize the transporting time is an important question.

F. Neutral atoms

Neutral atoms share several advantages with ion
systems, including their intrinsic long coherence time
brought by the spin degrees of freedom for information
storage, the capability of precise control, and the ease
of integration. However, neutral atoms have their own
features, which distinguish themselves from ion-based
QMCs. There are several strategies to encode quantum
information into states of single atoms. Other than the
hyperfine ground states of the Rydberg atoms [77, 78,
148, 149] (named as GG qubits in Ref. [150]), the ground
state of an atom and its Rydberg excited state, i.e., a
highly excited electronic state, can also be used to en-
code the qubit |0) and |1) states [151, 152] (GR qubits
mentioned in Ref. [150, 153]). The coherence time of
the qubits varies according to the species of qubits and
the trapped atoms, ranging from a few microseconds to
several seconds [28, 79, 80, 149, 151, 154, 155].

Despite coupling to another neutral atom leveraging
the “Rydberg blockade” effect [156-158], neutral atoms
also have strong coupling to optical light, which makes
optical interfaces (photonic bus qubits) possible. In
Ref. [159], two trapped Rb atoms interacting with pho-
tonic qubits with RW efficiency n? ~ 26% has been
demonstrated. With the coherence time of the Rb atoms
reported in the same experiment (800 us) and the address
pulse durations (8 ps) for the RW time, the internal stor-
age ratio is a;, ~ 51.0. Using the QMC for optical quan-
tum computing, where the operation time is estimated by
19 us (see Sec. II B for detailed discussion), the external
storage ratio reaches aex &~ 20.5. Note that the coherence
time of other species of atoms can have a much longer co-
herence time. If the Yb atoms can achieve the same RW
operations, the corresponding internal and external stor-
age ratio can achieve ayn ~ 5.0 x 10° and aex ~ 2.1 x 107,
respectively (Teon = 7.9 s demonstrated in Ref. [80]).
The strong coupling between the single atom and opti-
cal modes has also been demonstrated in experiments,
where ¢g/27 = 3.2 MHz is shown in Ref. [160]. Although
in Ref. [160], it is the Cs atoms that couple strongly to
the optical modes, the RW operations of general atom-
based QMCs are expected to be further improved in the
future. With the coupling strength ¢g/27 = 2.74 MHz,
the RW operations take Trw = 7/g = 182.5 ns with
efficiency 7?2 ~ 26%. The internal and external storage
ratios can reach ojn ~ 2.2 x 107, and ey =~ 2.1 x 10,
respectively, if the coherence time of the QMC is 7.9 s.

In addition, a cloud of neutral atoms can also be op-
tically controlled to serve as QMCs for optical photons.
When a cloud of atoms coherently couple to the same
field, the quantum interference can boost the coupling
strength between the field and the collective mode of the
atoms [91]. To control the photon absorption and emis-



sion, electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT) is
one of the most commonly adopted ways to controllably
absorb and emit bus optical photons, i.e., achieve RW
operations. The EIT-based atomic cloud photonic quan-
tum memories have been demonstrated in both cold and
warm atomic ensembles [161-176]. The EIT-based room-
temperature atomic ensemble can have ~ 0.9 ms stor-
age 1/e lifetime [174, 175] and in total 1 s storage time
is possible [169], while the cold atom clouds with dy-
namical decoupling can extend the lifetime to 16 s [162].
For classical light pulse storage, the retrieval efficiency
(equivalent to n? used in Eq. (4)) of the atomic quan-
tum memory can achieve 92% [170], while the light stor-
age down to single-photon level has also been demon-
strated [165, 166, 172, 177].

In the EIT-based QMCs made of atomic clouds, the
RW operation is achieved by absorbing and emitting light
pulses carrying the quantum information. Whenever the
quantum information in the QMC is read, i.e., the light
pulses are re-emitted from the optical media, the QMC
gets reset. In the writing process, the writing time is de-
termined by the speed of turning the control light pulse
off. This time is compatible with the signal light pulse
duration. In the cold-atom cloud system, the storage
time can be estimated by the 1/e lifetime, where we
adopt 16 s from Ref. [162]. We estimate the internal
storage ratio using the read and write full-process effi-
ciency n? = 0.26 and the control light FWHM duration
1040 ns reported in Ref. [162] as the RW time, which re-
sults in oy, ~ 7.8 x 105, Leveraging the QMCs for optical
quantum applications (Top, ~ 19 us), the external stor-
age ratio is cex ~ 4.3 x 10°. If the full-process efficiency
can be improved to 0.906 as reported in Ref. [172], the
internal and external storage ratios can be improved to
Qin = 1.5 x 107 and aeyx ~ 8.0 x 10°, respectively.

Furthermore, similar to the ions, the spin levels of
atoms can also couple to microwave photons. However,
the coupling between a single atom and a single mi-
crowave photon is weak [144, 178]. Therefore, a cloud of
atoms is leveraged to enhance the coupling strength [178—
181]. Specifically, in Ref. [178], an ensemble of Rb atoms
coherently coupled with microwave field, enabling atomic
Rabi frequency 20 kHz. Based on the Rabi oscillation,
we estimate the RW time as 25 ps with efficiency 0.6.
Assuming the storage time can still reach 800 us as
demonstrated in Ref. [159], the internal storage ratio
is aj &~ 19.2 [182]. Suppose the microwave field can
couple to transmon qubits for computing, which takes
another 1 us for microwave-transmon coupling with ef-
ficiency n =~ 0.994 (see Sec. IID), the external storage
ratio can be aex ~ 1.1 x 10%. Other attempts to con-
struct coherent coupling between microwave fields in su-
perconducting coplanar waveguides and a beam of Ry-
dberg helium atoms have been demonstrated in experi-
ments [183-185]. However, limited by the coherence time
and the coupling strength, high-fidelity single microwave
photon level operations still need to be demonstrated,
which is needed to connect the QMCs with supercon-

ducting quantum computing devices.

Similar to the trapped-ion systems, neutral-atom-
based QMCs can be largely integrated, and share similar
benefits with trapped-ion systems. In addition, as neu-
tral atoms are trapped into optical lattices, which enables
higher dimensional neutral atom lattices easily [148, 186
189], higher dimensional integration of neutral-atom-
based QMCs into quantum memory devices is viable.
Moreover, the controlled removal of the missing sites in
the optical lattices [28, 155, 190, 191] and coherent mov-
ing of the trapped atoms have been demonstrated [78],
which can construct a more compact quantum memory
device.

G. Rare-earth-ion-doped Solid state systems

Similar to the trapped ion systems, the quantum states
of ions doped into solid-state systems can also be pre-
cisely addressed and quantum manipulated. Among dif-
ferent species of ions, the rare-earth ion doped (REID)
solid-state system is one of the other attractive systems
to build optical quantum memory [192-199], where an
ensemble of doped ions are collectively manipulated. Re-
cently, the atomic-frequency-combs-based (AFC) meth-
ods have been widely adopted in building a long-storage-
time on-demand REID-based optical quantum mem-
ory [200-206]. In the AFC-based photon absorption, a
sequence of narrow control pulses is sent to a broadband
optical media to carve out an equal-spacing absorption
spectrum, named ‘frequency comb’ [207]. The incident
light can then be absorbed into the medium, exciting
the medium atoms, and then be emitted after a period
of time. The storage time is determined by the spec-
tral spacing between the teeth of the frequency comb.
In order to make the quantum memory on-demand, the
optical excitation stored in the optical media is then
converted into other excitation, e.g., a spin-wave excita-
tion of the media [200-202, 205, 206]. This scheme also
takes advantage of the long coherence time of the spin
states compared to the optical excited states. Long stor-
age time up to 52.9 min with dynamical decoupling has
been demonstrated [206]. The efficiency of 26.9% has
been reached for the AFC storage and retrieval. Con-
verting the excitations to spin waves reduces the overall
efficiency, causing the full-process efficiency to reduce to
~ 7% in experiments [208]. The conditional storage fi-
delity can reach 99% [196, 208]. Further improving the
retrieval efficiency is still a challenging question of the
rare-earth ion-doped solid-state optical memory.

To estimate the REID QMCs’ internal and external
storage ratios, we notice that the AFC technique requires
a preparation step before the RW operations [206, 208],
i.e., a control light pulse is needed to prepare the
medium’s absorption spectrum into a frequency comb.
This preparation time differs from the RW time in the
definition of the internal storage ratio i, (see Eq. (2)).
Nevertheless, we can still treat it as a time overhead to



estimate the bare RW time 7. Based on the experiment
reported in Ref. [206], the internal storage ratio can be
estimated as aij, ~ 4.8 x 102, where we adopt 52.9 min
coherence time as the storage time, and the storage ef-
ficiency with dynamical decoupling as the RW efficiency
n? = 0.37%. As the exact time for the preparation pulses
is not explicitly reported in Ref [206], we estimate it by
400 ms reported in Ref. [208]. The corresponding exter-
nal storage time is estimated as aex ~ 1.0 x 107, with
photon EPR pair generation time T,, = 19 us. This
shows that the QMC has a long storage time compared
to a fast EPR generation process, but a relatively short
storage time compared to its own RW operations (stor-
age preparation time overhead). Omne limitation is the
low efficiency. Imagining the storage efficiency can be
improved to 26.9%, which is the AFC efficiency as re-
ported in Ref. [208], the internal storage time can be
improved to aj, ~ 4.1 x 103. Accordingly, the external
storage time can be ey ~ 8.7 x 107.

Similar to the trapped ions, the spin levels of the ions
can couple to microwave fields, which makes a microwave-
based bus qubit possible for quantum memory. There
are several experimental attempts to use the spin states
and hyperfine spin states of the ions to store microwave
fields [209-211]. However, the coherent storing and read-
ing out of a quantum microwave state is still lacking to
fully demonstrate the feasibility of using REID crystals
as a robust and reliable microwave memory.

H. Solid-state defect centers

Solid-state defect centers have emerged as promising
candidates for quantum memory due to their long coher-
ence times and controllable electronic and nuclear spin
states. Among all solid-state defect centers, the nitrogen-
vacancy (NV) centers in diamond are one of the most
promising ones due to their long spin coherence time
even at room temperature [212, 213]. The negatively
charged NV centers are spin-1 systems, where the elec-
tronic spin states can be used to encode quantum in-
formation. The spin states can have 1.8 ms lifetime
in isotopically pure diamond samples without dynami-
cal decoupling [214]. Although the nearby nucleus with
nonzero spin creates a spin bath and decohere the spin
states, the coherence time can be greatly extended with
dynamical decoupling [215-217], to 1.58 s [216] for elec-
tronic spin states.

One natural choice of bus qubits for QMCs built on
NV electronic spin states can be optical photons, as NV
centers can be used as single-photon emitters. The entan-
glement between NV center spin states and the emitted
photons has been demonstrated [218]. The heralded en-
tanglement generation between remote NV centers has
been realized in experiments [9, 219-222]. One disadvan-
tage of this scheme is that the NV centers have a broad
phonon side band [212, 213], which largely reduces the
success probability. Another factor that decreases the
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success probability is the photon collection efficiency. In
our analysis of using heralded entanglement generation
schemes, the low success probability results in slow RW
operations. To solve this problem, nano-photonic crystal
structures have been utilized to Purcell enhance the pho-
ton emission to the zero-photon line and increase photon
collection efficiency [223, 224].

The nearby carbon and nitrogen nuclear spin levels
(hyperfine levels) have extra long coherence time com-
pared to electronic spin states [225]. With dynamical
decoupling, the coherence time can reach 63 s [217, 226].
The manipulation of these nuclear levels can be achieved
using NV electronic states, which enable using the nu-
clear spin states as QMCs [221, 222, 225-228], while us-
ing the NV electronic state as the bus qubit. The gate
time between nuclear and electronic states ranges from
389 us to 1556 ps [217, 226]. The nearby nuclear spin
ensemble also has a long coherence time and is possible
to store quantum information. The coherence time can
reach 3.5 ms with dynamical decoupling [229].

With the experimental realizations of NV-center-based
quantum systems shown in Ref. [217], we can estimate
the QMC performance. If carbon nuclear spins are used
as QMCs, the storage time can be estimated by the co-
herence time T = 12.9 s with dynamical decoupling.
The quantum gate between carbon nuclear spin states
and the NV electronic states takes 419 us with fidelity
Feate = 0.99, which is used to estimate the properties
of RW operations. The internal storage ratio can reach
ain ~ 3.05 x 10*. Note that in this work, there are
five carbon nuclear states used. We choose to report
the largest internal storage ratio. Although the nitro-
gen nuclear spin states are not used as quantum mem-
ory in Ref. [217], making it a QMC that can benefit
from the fast gate speed (389 us) and the long coher-
ence time with dynamical decoupling (63 s). With the
estimated gate fidelity 0.94, the internal storage ratio can
be ajn ~ 1.5 x 108. However, one caveat of this approach
is to connect the bus qubit, i.e., the electronic state of NV
centers, to other computing registers. Although univer-
sal computing can be performed by controlling the bus
qubit (NV center electronic state) and a nearby nuclear
spin (nitrogen in Ref. [217]), how to scale up the systems
is still an interesting question to explore.

Except for using the quantum state of a single defect
center as a QMC, an ensemble of color centers can be
treated as a spin ensemble, which can coherently couple
to microwave fields. It enables microwave photons as bus
qubits [230-235]. Similar to REID crystals and atomic
clouds, optical photon storage techniques, e.g., AFC and
EIT methods, can also be applied in principle. Using mi-
crowave photons as bus qubits makes the coherent cou-
pling to microwave-connected systems possible, e.g., to
superconducting qubits [232, 233]. Direct coupling NV
center ensembles with a flux qubit has also been reported
in Ref. [231]. Specifically, in the experimental demon-
stration in Ref. [232], the Ramsey measurement gives
an estimate on the storage time of the NV ensembles



Tistorage = 200 ns. The RW of the stored state by super-
conducting qubits takes 58 ns with fidelity n = /0.14.
The internal storage ratio is a;, ~ 1.3. Limited by the
coherence of the NV ensembles, the net storage time is
smaller than twice of rescaled RW time Tgrw/7, so the
external storage ratio aex < 0. If the electronic states
can be transferred to nuclear spin ensembles, where the
coherence time can reach 1.8 ms can be achieved, the
internal and external storage ratio can be improved to
ain ~ 1.2 x 10* and aex ~ 1.7 x 10*, which is compat-
ible to homogeneous superconducting devices. To fur-
ther take benefits from the NV-ensemble-based QMCs,
extending its storage time and improving the RW oper-
ations is needed.

In general, solid-state defect centers can be compactly
integrated into a single crystal. The defect color centers
inside the solid state systems can be nicely fabricated
and implanted inside the solid crystal, which makes large-
scale integration possible. In addition, other types of de-
fect centers, e.g., SiV [236-238], GeV [239], SnV [240]
color centers, are also under investigation to improve
their coherence properties and develop new quantum ma-
nipulation techniques.

I. Quantum dots

Semiconductor-based quantum dot (QD) system has
been attracting much attention in quantum computing
and quantum information processing in recent years.
Compared with other quantum systems, quantum dots
can be fabricated by the well-developed deposition and
lithography techniques used in the semiconductor indus-
try. The small size of the QDs (~ 100 nm) makes them
easy to be integrated largely [241-246]. With the avail-
able high-fidelity quantum gates, semiconductor-based
quantum dots can be potentially used as one of the can-
didates for quantum memory cells.

Quantum dot-based spin qubits have multiple ways to
encode quantum information into the physical systems.
As each quantum dot can confine an electron, which is a
spin-1/2 particle, one natural way to encode quantum in-
formation is to use the spin state of the confined electron.
The corresponding spin qubit is called ‘Loss-DiVincezo’
(LD) qubit [244, 245, 247-251]. Long coherence time up
to 20 ws has been demonstrated in experiments [249].
With Hahn echo techniques, the coherence time can be
extended to 100 us [245, 249, 250]. When there are mul-
tiple quantum dots available, especially when the tuning
barriers between the quantum dots are relatively low, the
electrons confined in the nearby quantum dots can couple
with each other and form entangled states. The quantum
information can also be encoded into the state of mul-
tiple electrons. For example, the ‘singlet-triplet’ (ST)
qubit utilizes two entangled electrons confined in two
nearby quantum dots [243, 252-254]. ST qubits also show
promising long spin coherence time (~ 2 us) [253]. The
quantum information is encoded into the singlet state
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and one of the three triplet states. The total spin 1/2
states of three electrons can also be leveraged as a mani-
fold to define a spin qubit [255]. As the quantum dot spin
qubits in this type can realize universal quantum comput-
ing only by controlling the exchange couplings between
different dots, this type of qubit is named an ‘exchange-
only’ (EO) qubit [246, 255-257]. For a comprehensive
review of the recent development of semiconductor quan-
tum dot qubits, we suggest Ref. [246].

QD qubits can strongly couple to microwave fields in a
superconducting resonator. The microwave field can have
stronger coupling to the charge degrees of freedom [258-
260], while the spin degrees of freedom of QDs can have
longer coherence time [261-264]. From the spectral mea-
surements, QD charge qubits can have a strong coupling
up to ~ 119 MHz [258], while the spin qubits can a have
coupling to microwave field 52 MHz [263]. Therefore,
using microwave photons as bus qubits for a QD-based
QMC is available. Moreover, as superconducting qubits
can couple to resonators strongly, using the microwave
field to couple superconducting qubits with QDs has also
been demonstrated in experiments [260, 263]. Therefore,
a transmon qubit can also be used as a bus qubit for QD-
based QMCs. Specifically, the Rabi oscillation between a
transmon qubit and a QD charge qubit is experimentally
demonstrated [260].

Based on Ref. [260], the coherence time of QD is esti-
mated as 59 ns (FWHM linewidth is 2.7 MHz). The RW
operation quality can be estimated from the Rabi oscilla-
tion, where the RW time is estimated as Trw ~ 23.8 ns,
and the efficiency is estimated as 0.8. Therefore, the
internal storage ratio reaches oy, =~ 1.98. This means
further improving the coherence time of QD qubits while
maintaining the strong coupling to microwave resonators
and superconducting qubits is needed. Note that the
rescaled single RW operation time is comparable to the
storage time, the external storage ratio is negative, which
means the current QD-based QMCs still need improve-
ment to gain advantages. Suppose the coupling can be
tuned such that the QMCs can still maintain good co-
herence time (T ~ 102 ps in Ref. [245]), while the RW
operations are still as good as demonstrated in Ref. [260],
the internal storage ratio can reach ay, ~ 3.4 x 103. Con-
sidering using this QD-based QMC for superconducting
quantum computing devices, where the operation time is
Top = 40 ns (F ~ 99.8%), the external storage ratio can
be improved to aex ~ 2.0 x 103.

J. Phononic systems

Phononic systems are also widely considered within the
context of hybrid quantum systems [87-89] because they
can interact with circuit-QED systems through the piezo-
electric effect, as well as with optical systems through
the optomechanical effect. This makes photonic sys-
tems an intermediary system for microwave-to-optical
transduction, which has been a key focus in recent ef-



forts to achieve long-range quantum communication be-
tween circuit-QED devices [265-271]. For a review of
recent progress on nano-phononic systems, we refer to

Refs. [272-274].

Unlike electromagnetic waves, acoustic waves require
media to propagate, making phononic modes well-
isolated and beneficial for maintaining a long lifetime.
For example, in nano-mechanical resonators which hold
phonon modes with frequency ~ 1.4 MHz, the single-
phonon lifetime can reach 100 s to 1000 s [275, 276]. The
coherence of the phonon modes can reach 100 ms [275].
The lifetime of phonon modes with GHz frequencies in
nano-acoustic resonators can reach 1.43 s, while the co-
herence time can reach 130 us [277]. Therefore, the pho-
tonic modes can build QMCs where the quantum in-
formation is stored in the oscillations of these phonon
modes. Fast coherent couplings between microwave
modes (superconducting qubits) and the phononic modes
provide necessary tools to manipulate the phononic
modes in the quantum regime and show its quantum fea-
tures [271, 278, 279]. An iSWAP gate between the mi-
crowave modes and phononic mode can only take 25 ns
with fidelity 0.95 [279]. Strong dispersive couplings be-
tween the microwave and phononic modes have also been
realized in experiments [279, 280], which can be used to
couple phononic modes with microwave and optical pho-
tons as well. This makes using microwave and optical
photons as the bus qubits possible. In addition, phononic
QMCs can be integrated with superconducting qubits for
fast quantum gate operations with the help of microwave
bus qubits.

Using the phonon modes as QMCs and microwave pho-
tons as bus qubits, the internal storage time of phononic
QMG s can be estimated as an = 4.9x 103, where we con-
sider the GHz-frequency phonon modes as the QMCs, as
they naturally couple to the microwave bus modes and
can be integrated with superconducting qubits. As cou-
pling the microwave bus qubit with the superconduct-
ing qubit extends the RW time, to consider the external
storage time, we take the coupling between the supercon-
ducting qubits and the microwave photon bus qubits into
the consideration of phonon-based QMC RW operations
(= 1.04 ps in total [97], with efficiency n =~ 0.95 x 0.994).
We then take the time for a two-qubit gate between su-
perconducting qubits as a quantum computing opera-
tion time (40 ns). The external storage time can reach
Qex & 3.02 x 103.

Furthermore, the phononic modes can also couple to
photonic modes via optomechanical effect, where the co-
herent coupling strength g/(27) ~ 700 kHz has been
demonstrated [281]. Therefore, using optical photons as
the bus qubits of a phononic-mode-based QMC is possi-
ble. In this case, the RW time of the QMC can be esti-
mated as 0.71 us, where we consider the RW operation
with unit fidelity for the estimation. The internal storage
ratio can be estimated as aj, ~ 1.8 x 10? with storage
time 130 ps [277]. Using GHz phonon mode QMCs to
store photonic qubits in optical quantum computing and
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quantum communication is also possible. With EPR pair
photon generation rate at 52.36 kHz, the external stor-
age ratio aex ~ 6.7. If the MHz phonon QMCs can have
a similar RW speed with optical bus qubits, the internal
and external storage ratios can reach o, ~ 1.4 x 10° and
Qex ~ 5.2 x 107, which means the phonon-based QMC
needs to improve its coherence time and QMC-bus cou-
pling speed to further enhance its performance.

Similar to microwave-cavity-based QMCs, as a me-
chanical membrane or acoustic resonator can support
multiple phonon modes, these modes can all be used as
QMCs. Therefore, the phononic QMCs can be easily in-
tegrated to form a quantum memory device. In addition,
the small physical scale of the phononic systems makes
them easily fit into a single dilution refrigerator, which
can be integrated with superconducting quantum com-
puting chips.

K. Others platforms

In addition to the physical systems we discussed above,
there has been significant interest in using topologically
protected states for quantum computing. One effort in-
cludes using the topological error correction codes to en-
code physical qubits to logical qubits, whose quantum
information is topologically protected. One example is
the surface code [40, 282, 283]. Using the topological er-
ror correction codes for quantum memory has been dis-
cussed in the seminal reviews Refs. [52, 284]. This ap-
proach is not limited to any specific physical platforms.
Another approach is to use the physical topological states
as the basic physical qubits. In this scenario, as the phys-
ical qubit is robust to local imperfections, these physical
qubits can be more robust compared to other physical
qubits and reduce the QEC overhead. For example, the
Majorana zero modes (MZM) localized on superconduct-
ing nanowires can be used as physical systems to encode
quantum information. By braiding the MZMs, gate op-
erations between qubits can be applied [285]. A compli-
mentary review of the theory and experimental realiza-
tion of the MZM in the solid-state systems can be found
in Ref. [286], while achieving couplings between Majo-
rana qubit and superconducting qubit has also been pro-
posed [287]. Reviews of topological quantum computing
can be found [288, 289]. Despite that the experimental
realization of the MZM modes is still under some debate,
it has the potential to become a promising technology to
realize topologically protected quantum memory.

III. BUILDING QUANTUM MEMORY
DEVICES

With the development of single QMCs, how to inte-
grate individual QMCs into a quantum memory device
(QMD) is the next question to explore. Similar to the
classical memory device, in order to address QMCs effi-
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FIG. 4. The abstraction of a quantum memory device. A
general quantum memory device should have four ports, in-
put, output, and two address ports. All these ports can be
either classical information or quantum information.

Input —— —— Output

Address — ——> Address

ciently, it is necessary to assign addresses to QMCs such
that each QMC can be accessed by its address. In Fig. 4,
we show an abstraction of a quantum memory device. A
quantum memory device should have at least three inter-
faces: input, output, and address ports. In the memory
loading phase, the address is given, and the quantum in-
formation carried by the QMC with the given address is
exported to the output port. In the writing phase, the
quantum information is fetched into the QMD through
the input port and saved to the QMC with the given
address. In contrast to a classical memory, all the quan-
tum memory ports can either carry classical or quantum
information. The unitary nature of quantum operations
requires to have an additional address port for address
information.

In order to consider different quantum memory designs
and physical implementations, we define metrics to quan-
titatively discuss the device performance. A good quan-
tum memory device should have fast RW speed, long
storage time, and, ideally, a large scale of integration of

QMCs. First of all, the internal storage time ay, dis-
cussed in Eq (2) can be extended to
. Tstoragc
Storage ratio: aqup = Trow (5)

where Trw is the read and write time of the quantum
memory device. Compared to the metric of QMCs, ad-
dressing the proper QMC also takes time and may dom-
inate the RW process. We define the QMD RW time as
Trw = Taaar + Trw,quc, where Tyhqqr is the addressing
time and Trw,qmc is the RW time for the QMCs. The
numerator Tyiorage is the storage time of the quantum
device. For near-term implementation, where the quan-
tum memory is not error corrected, the coherence time
of the QMC qubits inside the memory device can be a
good measure, and hence Tiorage = Teon — Trw. While
in the FTQC regime, the storage time can be estimated
by the inverse of the logical error rate.

On the other hand, the external storage ratio aeyx can
also be similarly extended to describe the performance of
a QMD by using QMD RW time Tgrw in Eq. (4). How-
ever, to better quantify QMD’s performance, especially
to quantify its operation time relative to the computing
operation, we consider a new metric,

Trw /1
?La (6)

op

Memory latency: 8 =

where T, is the time for a quantum operation on the
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TABLE II. Comparison between the RAQM and QRAM. We
highlight their difference and the key features of each device.

RAQM QRAM

Address Info|Classical Quantum (encoded in the
states of address qubits)
Coherently routing bus qubits
Classical or Quantum

Classical
Quantum

Addressing
Stored Info

quantum computing module. This parameter [ effec-
tively describes the latency of the QMD measured by the
quantum computing speed, and hence is called the mem-
ory latency. An ideal quantum memory device should
have a small latency.

In addition to these two metrics, we define another
quantity named addressability,

N TrwN
==, (7
n

Addressability: v = T )
storagen

aQMD

where N is the memory capacity, i.e., the total number
of QMCs integrated inside the quantum memory device,
and n is the number of QMCs that can be RW in parallel.
The meaning of the addressability -y is the fraction of the
QMCs that can be addressed in the memory cycle allowed
by the storage time of the quantum device. Ideally, we
want a quantum memory device to have v < 1. If v > 1,
the quantum memory device essentially integrates too
many QMCs to be fully utilized, and the RW of the QMC
is the bottleneck.

A. Comparison between RAQM and QRAM

We focus on the two major types of QMDs:: (1) Ran-
dom access quantum memory (RAQM), and (2) Quan-
tum random access memory (QRAM). In this subsection,
we briefly compare RAQM and QRAM in terms of their
differences and applications. More detailed discussion
and reviews on previous efforts of building these two de-
vices can be found in the following subsections.

A Random Access Quantum Memory (RAQM) is a
quantum analog of classical random access memory, more
specifically, a dynamical RAM in classical computer ar-
chitecture. In a RAQM, many QMCs are integrated
into a QMC array to store quantum information. The
QMCs can be addressed individually according to their
addresses. A RAQM only allows classical address infor-
mation, which means the QMCs can only be addressed
separately. Addressing QMCs can be realized by classi-
cal controls on the QMC array. Mapping it to the model
of quantum memory shown in Fig. 4, the input address
information is purely classical and is kept classical dur-
ing the memory query. The structure of RAQM and its
functionality will be discussed in detail in Sec. ITI B.

On the other hand, a Quantum Random Access Mem-
ory (QRAM) distinguishes itself from classical RAM
and RAQM by enabling coherent addressing of multiple



QMCs. Coherent addressing requires a significant modifi-
cation of the classical addressing techniques. Specifically,
the quantum address information must be represented as
quantum states of address qubits. In the abstract QMD
models (Fig. 4), a QRAM can take both quantum input
and quantum address information. The structure of a
QRAM, especially its quantum addressing components,
and its functionalities are discussed in Sec. IITC.

In Table. II, we highlight the differences between
RAQMs and QRAMs. We notice that both RAQM
and QRAM are analogous to the classical random access
memory, however, in two distinct directions. As demon-
strated in Sec. III B, the RAQM stresses the quantum na-
ture of the memory cells, where the quantum information
can be stored and retrieved, while the random access fea-
ture is purely classical. Therefore, quantum error correc-
tion and mitigation techniques need to be implemented
on the quantum memory cells to improve the informa-
tion storage fidelity. On the other hand, demonstrated
in Sec. II1 C, the QRAM focuses more on quantum rout-
ing to coherently address the information stored in the
memory array. To improve the noise resilience, quantum
error correction needs to be implemented on the quantum
routing structure.

Although a QRAM, in principle, has all the function-
alities of a RAQM, we still believe RAQMs are an in-
dispensable part of quantum computing architectures in
the future. As we discussed in Sec. III C, if the address
qubit is in a classical state, which corresponds to a sin-
gle classical address, the quantum routing module in the
QRAM can guide the bus qubit to the QMC deterministi-
cally. Therefore, using SWAP gates as the RW operations
can read from and write to the QMC as a RAQM. How-
ever, the classical addressing in RAQMs is unnecessary
to be protected by quantum error correction. Therefore,
if classical addressing is sufficient for a quantum comput-
ing task, using RAQMs can greatly reduce the overhead
of QEC on routing.

In Table. III, according to the demand of the QMD
ports in the loading and writing processes, we briefly
summarize the possible realizations of the QMD. Given a
memory device only stores classical information in mem-
ory cells with classical address, while it is expected to
read the memory cells according to a given classical ad-
dress and output classical data, the memory device can
be a classical memory (the first row of Table III). If the
QMD needs to store quantum information according to
classical address information in the writing process, while
it loads the quantum information according to classical
addresses, the QMD can be made by a RAQM (the row of
‘Quantum/Classical, Quantum/Classical’ in Table IIT).
Supposing a QMD is required to process quantum ad-
dress information in the reading process, the QMD has
to be a QRAM (see ‘Quantum output, quantum ad-
dress’ and ‘Classical output, quantum address’ rows in
Table IIT). If the output port needs to be connected with
classical information processing modules after the mem-
ory reading process, the output information needs to be
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TABLE III. Quantum memory devices with different require-
ments on the reading and writing process. In the memory
reading process, the output and address information can be
classical or quantum, while in the memory writing process,
the input data and address data can be classical or quantum,
too. When one bit of classical data needs to be stored in a
QMC, the bus qubit needs to be prepared into |0) or |1) state
and then perform the QMC writing process. When quantum
data needs to be converted into a classical output, projective
measurements on the state of the QMC qubit are required,
which is labeled as ‘M’ in the table. N.A. specifies the sit-
uations where the application is not clear. The blue-shaded
case is purely classical, whereas the red-shaded cases attract
lots of attention in the current quantum computing research
(see main text for more detailed discussion).

Reading Writing
requirement requirement Physical
Output |Address |Input Address |Realization
Classical
Classical |Classical |Classical |Classical |Memory
Classical |Quantum |Classical |Classical |QRAM + M
Quantum |Classical |Classical |Classical |RAQM
Quantum |Quantum |Classical |Classical |QRAM
Classical |Classical |Quantum |Classical |RAQM + M
Classical |Quantum |Quantum |Classical |QRAM + M
Quantum |Classical |Quantum |Classical |RAQM
Quantum |Quantum |Quantum |Classical |QRAM
Any Classical |Quantum |[N.A.
Any Quantum |Quantum |[N.A.

classical. As both RAQM and QRAM will output quan-
tum states in general, the QMD is required to take mea-
surements of the quantum states and extract classical
information from the output state. Therefore, it can be
constructed by a RAQM or QRAM followed by measure-
ments. On the contrary, in the data writing process,
coherent addressing of multiple QMCs inside the mem-
ory device is possible through the QRAM. However, the
physical application is still unclear to our best knowl-
edge [290].

In the rest of this section, we provide a more de-
tailed discussion on RAQMs in Sec. III B and QRAMs
in Sec. ITIC.

B. Random Access Quantum Memory (RAQM)

The architecture of the RAQM is illustrated in Fig. 5.
The classical addressing is accomplished through the
classical control unit and the classical address decoding
schemes. The control unit guides the bus qubit to in-
teract with different QMCs to perform RW operations.
The accessing mechanism shares similarities to a classical
RAM. Other quantum registers can interact with the bus
qubit to communicate with the RAQM.

During the writing process, the bus qubit is loaded
with the quantum state that needs to be stored. With
the classical address given, the QMC with this address
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FIG. 5. The structure of a RAQM. The classical addressing
is achieved using the classical control and classical address
decoding scheme, similar to the classical RAM construction.
The memory cells are QMCs, which can store quantum infor-
mation. The quantum information in the bus qubits can be
addressed to the QMC with the correct address and SWAP
quantum information between them. The quantum comput-
ing registers can couple with the bus qubits to perform further
information processing.

interacts with the bus qubit and performs a SWAP gate
to store the quantum state into the corresponding QMC.
The writing process can be formally expressed as

W(addr, |¢>) |O>ind=addr ® |¢>ind;ﬁaddr
= D) ind=addar © V) indzaddr (8)

where addr is the classical address information, ind is
the classical index of the QMCs in the QMC array. We
assume the state of the QMC before the writing process
is in state |0).

During the reading process, a classical address is given.
The QMC with the address qubit interacts with the bus
qubit to perform a SWAP gate to swap the quantum state
to the bus qubit. The reading process can be formally
expressed as

R(addr) ‘¢>ind:addr & |Q/J>ind;£addr

= 10) 5y © (10)in4=adar @ [¥)inazadar) (9)
where we assume that the QMC with the required ad-
dress addr is initially in the state |¢), and it is disen-
tangled with the other qubits for simplicity. After the
reading process, the bus qubit is in the state |¢).

Combining both reading and writing processes, opera-
tions on RAQM can be expressed as

Fraqu(addr, |¢)®) @) (@)
= > aifauc(8)™ )8 ) © 1),

J
M
=5 a; AP ED s @ ) A (10)
J
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where the operation on a single QMC fqumc is shown in
Eq. (1). Here, we express the quantum state of the QMC
arrays in a Schmidt decomposition form

M M M
[2) D =3y IED o o) (1)
7

where the states |\;) are basis states of the QMC qubit
with index ind = addr in the decomposition process.
However, as we mentioned in Sec. IT A, the RW process
involves the exchange of entanglement between the bus
qubit and the memory qubits. Generalizing to a more
complicated scenario where the qubits are entangled with
additional qubits is obvious.

According to the current implementation of RAQMs in
photonic and microwave systems, high-quality QMCs for
the memory array are critical. In addition, the following
requirements also have to be fulfilled:

1. Independent classical addressing of individual
QMCs: The capability for independent addressing
enables parallel addressing of different QMCs.

2. Independent quantum information storage: It is
necessary that the quantum state within one QMC
remains decoupled from the states of other QMCs
when operating separately. Ideally, the cross-talk
between different QMCs should be avoided.

The primary application of the RAQM resides in its
utilization as an integrated memory device for quantum
computing, a topic that will be explored further in the
subsequent sections. The integration of QMCs into an
array enables the storage of quantum states of a large
number of qubits. Additionally, the classical random
access functionality enables the storage and retrieval of
quantum states in various QMCs at different times. More
applications of RAQM in various quantum memory func-
tion units will be discussed in Sec. IV.

1.  Ezperimental demonstration of RAQMs

There have been experimental demonstrations of con-
structing a RAQM, ranging from storing quantum infor-
mation carried by a matter qubit to a photonic pulse. A
comparison between different implementations of RAQM
is summarized in Table IV. In the rest of this subsection,
we briefly survey a few experimental demonstrations of
RAQMs and discuss their performance.

In 2017, Naik et al. experimentally demonstrated
a circuit-QED system, which can be used as a small
RAQM [99]. The QMCs are made by 11 strongly coupled
resonators. The modes in individual resonators are cou-
pled to form collective modes, where 9 of them are used
as the QMCs in the RAQM. The bus qubit is a trans-
mon qubit, which can be classically controlled through
microwave parametric driving to perform iSWAP gates
between the transmon mode and the selective resonator
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TABLE IV. Comparison of different experimental demonstrations of RAQMs in various physical platforms.

QMC array |Stored QI Memory Ca-|Coherence |RW fidelity | Efficiency @ I3 v (n=1)
pability (N) |time (7%) (F) ()
Atomic photonic 210 QMCs, |15 =|F > 0.9 for|n ~ 2% to[39 to[0.012 to|1.78 to
clouds [171,|pulse 105 qubits  |27.8 us [171] |2 us storage [18% 118 [171] 0.037 [171] |5.3 [171],
173) ((n) ~ 0.5) 0.31 [291)*
Single photon pulse|2 qubits Ty = n = 26+3%"[8.2 4.1 (0.21)¢  |0.20 (0.01)°
atoms [159] |({(n) ~ 1) 800 s [159] (2.0 x 102)°
Ensemble photon pulse|4 modes|T> = 2.0 + n = 0.03 £(6.2 61°F 2.56
of Two- | ({n) ~ 100)? | demon- 0.2 ms® 0.02
Level Sys- strated, 16
tems [292] qubits in
total
Microwave |Transmon 9 qubits Ty ~ 2 t0[89.0 & 2.9% 7.5 to 415 ,[2.63 to|1.20 to
modes states 3mst Ty ~1lto  96.3 + 2.0 x 10® t0|0.508 ", 12.6]2.16x1072 ",
to 10 ps®™  |0.7%'[99] 59x 108 [to 25.3 8 0.17 to 0.5 &

# This is estimated using QMC coherence and RW time parameters given in Ref. [171] bur with only 49 QMCs integrated

into the device as demonstrated in Ref. [291],
P This is for the setup to reduce the cross illustration.

¢ This is estimated using possible improved RW time 2 us as pointed out in Ref. [159].

4 The photon pulses are microwave pulses.

¢ This is measured without dynamical decoupling sequences.

f Connecting this RAQM with superconducting-qubit-based quantum computing device.

& 3D microwave cavity, see Ref. [97].
19D resonator modes, see Ref. [99].

! iISWAP gate fidelity from randomized benchmarking, which contains the error from the resonator modes and the transmon.

mode. The iISWAP gate fidelity ranges from 95% to
98.6%. The address is encoded in the collective mode
frequencies. When a specific mode with frequency w;
needs to be addressed, a flux modulation with frequency
|w; — wy| is applied, where w; is the transmon frequency.
The flux modulation activates a sideband transition to
implement the iSWAP gate.

The coherent time of the cavity modes ranges from 1 to
10 ps, while the RW via the transmon-resonators mode
iISWAP gate lasts 20 to 100 ns. Based on the device pa-
rameters reported in Ref. [99], limited by the relatively
short coherence time, the internal storage ratio a can
vary from 7.5 (estimated from Trw = 100 ns with fi-
delity F =~ 0.95, Tstorage = 1 ps) to ~ 415 (Trw = 20 ns
with fidelity F' ~ 0.986, Tstorage ~ 8.46 us). The memory
latency 8 ~ 2.63 to 0.508, where we assume the quantum
operation is a two-qubit gate time on transmon qubits,
which takes 40 ns [67, 83, 84]. The large memory latency
is due to the fast gate operations on the quantum pro-
cessor relative to the RW operations. The addressability
of the QM is v ~ 2.16 x 1072 to 1.20, which means more
QMCs can be integrated into the RAQM before the RW
process becomes the bottleneck. Here, we consider that
the device demonstrated cannot address different QMCs
in parallel, so we take n = 1. Note that in the worst-case
scenario, the addressability is greater than unity, which
means the RAQM needs to reduce the RW time further
to fully appreciate the QMCs. On the other hand, in-
troducing more RW ports while maintaining similar RW
fidelity and time, which increases the parallel RW num-
ber n, can also reduce the addressability, e.g., to =~ 0.6

with n = 2.

Following this work, Chakram et al. used the flute
method to fabricate 3D microwave cavities, which greatly
increased the coherence time of the cavity modes to
2 ms [97]. Similarly, the address information is also
encoded into the mode frequencies.  However, the
transmon-cavity mode iISWAP gate is activated using an
applied microwave tone with the right difference frequen-
cies. Although the transmon-cavity mode SWAP gate
time extends to 0.5 - 1 us, the number of RW opera-
tions increases significantly [97], which can be seen from
a significant increase of the internal storage time «a to
2.0 x 103 to 5.9 x 103 (Trw = 0.5 to 1.0 us with fidelity
F = 0.99, Tytorage ~ 2 ms and 3 ms). However, because
the RW operation becomes slower, the memory latency
£ = 12.6 to 25.3. Due to the increase of internal storage
time ¢, integrating 9 cavity modes as QMCs and address-
ing QMCs sequentially is still acceptable, with v ~ 1.5
to 4.5 x 1073, Even with 1000 modes integrated, the
addressability v ~ 0.17 to 0.5, which means the RAQM
design is still in a good regime (v < 1).

In addition to the circuit-QED system, RAQM is also
experimentally realized in atomic cloud systems to store
the quantum information carried by photonic qubits.
Jiang et al. demonstrated using Rb atom clouds as
QMCs to store optical photons [171]. They demonstrated
the capability of storing 105 dual-rail encoded photonic
qubits in 210 memory cells. The storage is achieved
through electromagnetically induced transparency, while
the random access feature is achieved by deflecting the
control pulses to the cloud ensemble with the right ad-



dress. The beam deflecting is obtained by acoustic-
optical deflectors (AODs) using microwave tones.

In Ref. [171], the QMC coherent time is about 27.8 us.
The read and write efficiency is lower than 20% for
all memory cells (2% to 18% reported). Although the
RW control pulse extends to 500 ns, the memory re-
trieval photon pulse is emitted almost when the con-
trol pulse is applied. We take the stored photon pulse
duration to estimate the RW speed of a single QMC
Trw ~ 100 ns. Note that the RW time of a quantum
memory device should include the time cost of setting the
classical address and sending the control pulse to address
the QMC. Since the AOD setting time is not reported in
Refs. [171, 291], we ignore its contribution to the RW
time. However, the AOD switching time is reported as
40 ps in Ref. [159]. If the addressing time Tpgar = 40 ps,
it will obviously dominate the RW time of QMCs, and
even dominate the storage time of QMCs.

If the addressing time is negligible, the RW time of
the device is Tgw =~ 100 ns, the device internal storage
time can reach o =~ 39 (RW efficiency n =~ 1/0.02) to 118
(n =~ +/0.18). Using the RAQM for quantum communica-
tion, as we discussed in Sec. II B, the key operation is the
EPR pair generation, which is estimated to T, ~ 19 pus.
The memory latency of the RAQM is relatively small
B~ 0.012 to 0.037. If all QMCs inside the RAQM are
addressed individually, the addressability v ~ 1.78 to 5.3,
where we consider using 210 cells as individual QMCs. In
order to efficiently use all the QMCs, addressing 2 to 6
QMCs in parallel via multiplexing is needed. This exper-
imental setup is improved in Ref. [291], where the con-
trol pulse is further reduced to improve RW time, and
a smaller number of QMCs are integrated (49 QMCs),
which makes the addressability to be 0.31 when address-
ing QMCs sequentially. In addition, in Ref [173], the
optical communication between two memories has been
demonstrated.

On the other hand, Langenfeld et al. demonstrates
using single Rb atoms as QMCs in the RAQM [159]. Al-
though only two atoms (QMCs) are shown in the RAQM
device, the combined read and write operation reaches
26%. Similar to the atomic cloud-based RAQMs, the
random access feature is realized by guiding the control
pulses to the correct atom using AODs, where the ad-
dressing time is Tyqqr = 40 ps. The coherence of the
QMCs can reach 800 us. Although the addressing time
is long, thanks to the relatively long coherence time, the
internal storage time is still decent, o ~ 8.2. However,
using the RAQM to interact with a fast EPR genera-
tor makes the addressing latency not negligible, where
the memory latency 8 ~ 4.1. The addressability of this
RAQM ~ = 0.20, which is reasonable with only two
QMCs. However, if more QMCs need to be integrated
into this RAQM, the slow addressing time will soon be-
come a bottleneck. This scenario requires either sup-
pressing the total RW time or introducing parallel ad-
dressing techniques into the RAQM RW processes. As
pointed out by the authors, the addressing time is possi-
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ble to be reduced to 2 us by using electro-optical deflec-
tors. The suppression of the addressing time to 2 us can
improve the RAQM performance greatly by o = 2.0x 102,
memory latency 8 = 0.21, and addressability v ~ 0.010.

In addition, O’Sullivan et al. demonstrates an echo-
based scheme to store quantum information carried by
photons into an ensemble of two-level atoms [292]. The
quantum information can be encoded using chirped
pulses to imprint a phase pattern to write to the RAQM.
The same chirped pulse can be used to unwind the phase
to read out the information. Multiple chirped pulses are
used to realize the random access feature. The classical
address of the memory is ‘labeled’ by the chirped pulse.
To RW of the correct QMC inside the RAQM, the cor-
responding chirped pulse needs to be generated and sent
into the quantum memory media. The RW time of each
QMC is mainly determined by the chirped pulse dura-
tion (100 us), where the addressing time is determined
by the speed of setting the chirped pulse parameters. The
read or write process efficiency is 17%. As the address-
ing time is not explicitly reported in Ref. [292], and it
is negligible in the time sequence, we ignore the address-
ing time in evaluating the RAQM performance. Unlike
the other RAQM experiments reported in this section,
where the capacity of the RAQM is not determined by the
number of physical systems that make individual QMCs,
the quantum information is stored in the collective ex-
citations of the single optical media in this experiment.
Therefore, the capacity of the RAQM is determined by
the number of distinct chirped pulses to access these dis-
tinct collective excitations. In the experiments, 16 modes
are accessed, which give 16 QMCs inside the RAQM. The
coherent time of the QMCs is extended to 2 ms using dy-
namical decoupling [292].

In terms of the performance of this RAQM, the RW
time is relatively short compared to the coherence time
of the quantum memory, which is shown by its inter-
nal storage time o ~ 6.2. With the 16 QMCs, the ad-
dressability is v = 2.56, which means to address all the
QMCs, multiplexing to address n ~ 2 QMCs in paral-
lel is needed. However, as the bus qubit of the RAQM
is microwave pulses, integrating this RAQM with either
quantum communication protocols or superconducting
quantum computing processors is possible. In terms of
connecting this RAQM with superconducting quantum
computing processors, the superconducting qubits need
to interact with the microwave bus qubit, which takes
another 1 us for this operation and it is part of the RW
time. However, the fast gate operations between super-
conducting qubits make the RAQM latency a disadvan-
tage, with 8 ~ 61. On the other hand, using the RAQM
for quantum communication protocols requires a detailed
discussion of microwave quantum communication proto-
cols to evaluate the performance of the RAQM, which is
beyond the scope of this paper. To give a rough estimate
of its performance, we point out that microwave photon
generation processes from superconducting qubits com-
monly take less than 1 us [293, 294]. Comparing it with



the re-scaled RW time of the RAQM Trw =~ 0.24 ms, fur-
ther improving the memory latency seems necessary. On
the other hand, if microwave-to-optical transduction is
involved in order to convert the microwave photon to the
optical domain for long-range quantum communication,
due to the limited transduction efficiency, the effective
microwave EPR pair generation speed is in the order of
1 Hz to 1 kHz levels [295-298], which enables the latency
B < 1. However, the overall performance of the RAQM
and the transduction device need to be further improved
to meet other requirements of efficient quantum comput-
ing and quantum information processing [298].

C. Quantum Random Access Memory (QRAM)

Quantum random access memory (QRAM) distin-
guishes itself from classical RAM and RAQM by achiev-
ing coherent addressing of the QMCs. In Fig. 6a, we
sketch the architecture of a QRAM. The key ingredient
of the QRAM is the quantum routing module (see Fig. 6b
as an example). Based on the state of the address qubits,
the routes of the bus qubits are coherent superposes af-
ter interacting with the quantum routing module, making
the bus qubits coherently visit the corresponding QMCs
and be returned as the output.

QRAMs were first proposed and designed by Giovan-
netti, Lloyd, and Maccone [299, 300]. Their design uses
quantum routers in the quantum routing module, whose
state can be set by the address qubits. After the router
state is set, it coherently routes the next incoming qubit
to the two different paths (see Fig. 6b). Sending all the
address qubits into the routing module carves paths that
guide the bus qubits to the corresponding QMCs, which
will read out the information coherently. The bus qubit is
then sent out from the QRAM, and the routers are unset
to return to their starting state for the next memory call.
The authors named this seminal design ‘bucket-brigade’
(BB) architecture. Unlike the direct analogy from the
classical addressing structure, ‘fan-out’ architecture, they
pointed out that the BB architecture is more efficient and
noise-resilient. Following this seminal work, Hong et al.
proposed an alternation of the bucket-brigade architec-
ture by modifying the quantum switch qubits [301].

As demonstrated in Ref. [302], where Harrow et al.
proposed the famous quantum linear algebra algorithms
(HHL algorithm, named by the authors) to efficiently
solve the inverse of a large matrix, the construction of
QRAM and coherently addressing the memory content
efficiently becomes indispensable for the speedup. There-
fore, there is growing interest in building QRAM on dif-
ferent physical platforms. Hann et al. performed a re-
alistic analysis on how to implement QRAM based on
a superconducting system and acoustic quantum mem-
ory [303], while Chen et al. consider using solid-state
systems and photons instead [304]. Recently, Weiss et
al. proposed a QRAM design using the superconducting
microwave system [305]. In addition, based on QRAM
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development, the concept and the architecture of a quan-
tum data center have been proposed in Ref. [290]. Fur-
thermore, QRAMs based on quantum random walk have
also been demonstrated [306-308]. In addition to the
bucket-brigade architecture, there are proposals to con-
struct QRAM with other architectures, e.g., the flip-
flop QRAM [309], hybrid QRAM [310, 311], etc. How-
ever, constructing a QRAM and demonstrating its per-
formance have not been achieved in experiments yet, to
the best of our knowledge.

On the other hand, the efficiency of QRAMSs becomes
another interesting question. In Ref. [312], Arunacha-
lam et al. consider the noise resilient of the coherent
addressing in a bucket-brigade QRAM. They claimed
that the bucket-brigade architecture is not as noise-
resilient as claimed in Refs. [299, 300], and the error
scales exponentially as the number of address qubits.
Contrary to this work, Hann et al. give further anal-
ysis to the noise resilience of coherently addressing dif-
ferent QRAMs. They pointed out that the errors oc-
curring on quantum switches controlled by an inactive
quantum switch do not degrade the final returned states
from the QRAM. Therefore, the QRAM can still be noise
resilient [313]. In addition, how to improve the efficiency
of the QRAM operations in various scenarios is also dis-
cussed in Refs. [310, 311, 314]. The architecture for large
integration of QRAM routing qubits and the memory
qubits, and the possible realization using H-tree architec-
ture are also discussed in Ref. [315]. For recent reviews
on the topic of QRAM, we refer to Refs. [316-318].

Nowadays, one of the main motivations for developing
a QRAM is to realize a quantum oracle for coherently
accessing the memory data,

A .\ (addr b .\ (addr b
Ox Y ci 1) 0) ™ =3¢ ) 2™ (12)
j J

J

where x represents some data that needs to be accessed,
O is the oracle operation. After the oracle call, the bus
qubit state contains the information of x, and it is en-
tangled with the address qubits. Compared to a classi-
cal oracle that only allows accessing each data x accord-
ing to the classical address, with this quantum oracle,
several algorithms can be efficiently implemented with
fewer oracle calls and give quantum speedup. For exam-
ple, the Grover search algorithm [319], quantum Fourier
transform algorithm [38], HHL algorithm for linear alge-
bra [108], etc.

This quantum oracle can be achieved by QRAM. Clas-
sical data x are preloaded into the QMC array according
to its classical address, where the QMCs can be described
by the state |\IJ(QM)> = Qy |xg). We then prepare the ad-
dress state, [¢p(dd)) = >_;¢jlj), and initialize the bus
qubit in the state {O(b)>. The bus qubit and the address
qubits are sent to the quantum routing module in the
QRAM, which allows the bus qubit to be coherently cou-
pled with the QMCs with address addr = j. To generate
the output state of the quantum oracle in Eq. (12), a
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FIG. 6. The architecture of a QRAM is shown in (a). The key element of a QRAM is its quantum routing structure. A sketch
of the quantum routing structure (up to three levels) is shown in (b). The address qubits and the bus qubits are sent through
the routing systems from the top. The address qubits set the states of quantum switches. When the quantum switch is set to
state |L) (|R)), the next incoming qubit is routed to the left (right) child switch.

sequence of control-NOT gates are applied to the QMC QMC state is classical or quantum, the RW operation
qubits and the bus qubit, which leaves the state of QMCs can be achieved by a SWAP gate operation. With clas-

unchanged and not entangled with the bus qubit or ad- sical address information, RAQM can achieve the same
dress qubits. Lastly, the bus qubit and address qubits functionality with less overhead on the quantum routing
are returned by the quantum routing module. module design and operations. Therefore, if the address

information is purely classical, using QRAM does not
seem to be necessary.

When the address information is quantum, we have
briefly discussed how to read classical data out using
classical ‘copy’ operation, which can be implemented
using CNOT gates between the bus qubit and QMC
qubits (or classical-controlled Pauli-X gates on the bus
qubit [303, 316]). However, a few questions remain un-
clear, e.g., what will happen when the QRAM is in the
writing mode, what are the QRAM outputs when the
data is quantum, etc. In Refs. [303, 316] and Ref. [290],

When operating a QRAM, a series of address qubits the reading and writing process of QRAMs are briefly
with the bus qubits are input into the QRAM, while after discussed. For the completeness of our discussion and
the QRAM operation, these qubits are returned. When to help answer these questions, we briefly go over the
the input address qubits are in a classical state, i.e., the reading and writing process of QRAMs, and discuss the
state is in the computational basis, the quantum routing state of the address qubits, the bus qubits, and the QMC
module will guide the bus qubit to a single QMC with qubits. We further assume that a single bus qubit is
the corresponding address. So, when we need to perform enough (word length is one qubit in each QMC), which
RW operation to the QMCs, regardless of whether the can be easily generalized to cases with more bus qubits.

We should stress that the above process is only one
way to operate QRAM, where the information stored in
each QMC is purely classical. The process disentangles
the QMC qubits with the bus qubits after the CNOT
gates. Furthermore, to implement the quantum oracle
in Eq. (12), only the reading process of the QRAM is
necessary. In addition, the data reading process does
not rely on SWAP gates between the bus qubit and the
QMC qubit. Next, we aim to survey how QRAM can be
operated and what the outcome would be.

1. QRAM reading classical data

When the QMCs store classical information, i.e., the state of each QMC is either |0) or |1}, the data stored in the
QMCs can be viewed as a binary vector x, where the j-th element is x;, which is stored in the state of the QMC qubit

with address j, labeled by ’xgj )>. The address qubits are in the state |¢(addr> = Zj ¢; |7), where ¢; is the complex

coefficient when the state is written in the computational basis. The bus qubit is initialized to |0(b)> state. The initial
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state of the bus qubit, address qubits, and the QMCs is

‘¢(addr)> ‘0<b>> (@ ‘x,(f)>> — zj:cj 5) ‘o<b>> (@ ‘x’gk>>> (13)

After sending the address qubits and the bus qubit into the QRAM, according to the BB architecture, coherent paths
that guide the bus qubits to the corresponding QMCs with address j are activated. Mathematically, in each term of
Eq. (13), the bus qubit can interact with the QMC qubits with j address. Because CNOT |z) |0) = |x) |0 ® z) = |z) |z),
where z = 0,1, to copy the classical data out to the bus qubit, a CNOT gate with the QMC qubit as the control can
be applied. After the CNOT gate, the state is transformed to

zj:c.j 1) [o®) (@ \wi’“)>> E zj:c‘f ) [+ ((? ’xﬁﬁ>> , (14)

where QMCs are still disentangled from the bus qubit and the address qubits, while the bus and the address qubits
are entangled. And the quantum oracle in Eq. (12) has been realized.

To be more consistent with the quantum memory we have discussed so far, we consider using a SWAP gate between
the connected QMCs and the bus qubit. In this case, the QMC qubit with address j is swapped with the bus qubit
state, which gives

o p) (1) @) = Lo b} [[9) @[ | o [ @[]
J k#j J

ke{addr} k¢{addr}
k#j

where IO(j)> shows the QMC with the address j is in the state |0), {addr} is the set of addresses that are contained

in the state of address qubits ‘¢>(addr)>. From Eq. (15), the output state of the address qubits and the bus qubit is
entangled with the QMC qubits that have been addressed.

2. QRAM reading quantum data

When the stored information is quantum, the state of the QMC is no longer along the computational basis.
Without losing generality, we consider that the state of the QMCs can be described by |\II(QM)> = ; ‘w](-J )>, where
‘w](-j)> = mjo ‘O(j)> +mj ‘O(j)>, which means the QMCs do not have entanglement before the reading process. If

a CNOT gate between the QMC and the bus qubit, which is in state |O(b)>, is applied following the classical data
readout, the resulting state is

CNOT ‘w§j>> ‘o<b>> =mj ‘0<J’>0<b>> +mga ‘1<J‘>1<b>> ,

where we can no longer get the state "(/Jj(-j ), w( )> Instead, the QMC qubit is entangled with the bus qubit. In fact,

if the state of each individual QMCs is unknown, due to the no-cloning theorem, it is impossible to construct an
operation to ‘copy’ the QMC state to the bus qubit.

If the QRAM is set to use the CNOT gates in its reading process, the resulting state of memory, address, and bus
qubits are

ch 17) (m o‘O(J)O(b)>—I—m 1’ a>1b>>) ®\w(’“)>

k#3j

> esli) (myo [0900) s, LOION) | @ o) [ 2| & H’“’> . (16)
J

ke{addr} k¢{addr}
Kt

Unlike the classical data readout, the address qubits, the bus qubit, and the addressed QMC qubits are entangled.
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If a series of SWAP gates are applied to the QMCs and the bus qubit, rather than using CNOT gates in the reading
process, the state is

S [ (YR [el) ) = [ e [ o) @) || e | & |[4) |, a7
J k#j J

ke{addr} k¢{addr}
Kt

where again, the reading process leaves the bus and the address qubits entangled with the QMC qubits. If the state
stored in the QMCs is entangled, according to the entanglement pre-exists in the QMCs, more qubits in QMCs can
be entangled with the bus and address qubits regardless of quantum gates used in the reading process.

8. Writing classical data into QRAMs

In the memory writing process, the bus qubit is prepared in an unknown quantum state and then sent into the
memory module with the address information. The memory module will save the information inside the memory
media according to the address information. However, QRAMs can take coherent address information, and the bus
qubit can entangle with the address qubits. Therefore, we assume the bus and the address qubits are initialized into

the state >, ¢; [7) ’xgb)>, where z; € {0,1} and then sent into the QRAM for the writing process.
Providing the QRAM memory is initialized to state @), |O(k)>, because the information contained in the bus qubit

is classical, we can use a CNOT gate controlled by the bus qubit to copy to the QMC qubit. However, with coherent
address information, the resulting state becomes,

ch 17)

J

asg-b)> ’z§])>® O(k)> ® ® ’O(k)> . (18)

ke{addr} k¢{addr}
[y

) |+57) §\0<’€>> - |2l

To understand this process, let us consider the bus qubit is disentangled with the address qubits at the beginning,
scg-b)> = |x(b)> is independent of address j. The state in Eq. (18) becomes

‘x<b>>®zcj ) ® ‘x(j)>®‘0(k)>, (19)
j K j

ie.,

which means the bus qubit is still disentangled from the rest of the system, and the bus qubit state is coherently
saved to the QMCs with the addresses j € {addr}. However, this is different from keeping multiple copies of |z) in
QMCs with addresses j € {addr}, which results in

e ( @ ) (@ ).

ke{addr} k¢{addr}

where the QMC qubits are disentangled from the rest of the system. This state is different from Eq. (19). Similarly,
in the general case shown in Eq. (18), the classical data is saved to the corresponding QMC coherently, which leaves
all the qubits involved in this process entangled. This process is different from writing classical data one by one into
the corresponding QMCs deterministically.

If the write operation is a SWAP gate, similar to using SWAP gates to read classical data out of a QRAM (see
Sec. IITC 1), the writing process leaves the involved QMC qubits entangled with the address qubits. The outcome
state is

‘O(b)>ch|j> ‘x§.j)>®‘0(k)> :‘O(b)> ch|j> ’xﬁj)>® O(k)> ® ® ’O(k)> . (20)
J k#j J

ke{addr} k¢{addr}
Kt
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4. Writing quantum data into QRAMs

When the bus qubit is prepared in a quantum state and entangled with the address qubits, i.e., the state of the bus

and the address qubits are

Sl o) = S es 1) (50 00 + 52 ).
J ]

where the coefficients b; ¢ and b; 1 are nonzero. In this case, the writing result is similar to the reading process, shown
in Sec. IIT C 2. If the writing operation is a CNOT gate controlled by the bus qubit, the outcome state is

S el (bj,o ‘0<b>0<j>> + by ‘1<b)1<j>>> R ‘0<k>>
J k#j

- Z ¢ l7) (bj,o ‘O(b)o(j)> +bj, ‘1(b)1(j)>>
J

® ‘0<k)> ®
ke{addr}
k#j

0% ‘o<k>> : (21)

k¢{addr}

where all the qubits involved in the process are entangled. While the writing process is performed using SWAP gates,

the state is

St ([4) @I0") | - ) | S jon) ) |
J k#j J

TABLE V. Comparison of different operation modes of
QRAM. We consider the entanglement inside the output
state. Specifically, we layout the entangled qubits, ‘addr’ is
for address qubits, ‘b’ is for the bus qubit, ‘QMC’ is for the
QMC qubits in the memory, and ‘all’ means all the qubits
involved are entangled.

RW operation
CNOT SWAP
Read Classical addr, b all
Quantum all all
. Classical all addr, QMC
Write Quantum all addr, QMC

where the bus qubit is disentangled while the other qubits
involved are entangled together.

5. Comparison between different QRAM operation modes

In Table V, we compare the four operation modes of
a QRAM, where we specifically show the entanglement
feature of the outcome state. We noticed that because of
the coherent addressing feature, the address and the bus
qubit are entangled with the quantum memory after the
reading and writing queries, except in the case of reading
the classical data using CNOT gates (or any other meth-
ods to copy the classical data to the bus qubit). The

0% ‘0<’“>> . (22)

ke{addr} k¢{addr}
Kt

(

feature of generating entanglement between the address
qubits and QMC qubits inside the memory is unique to
QRAM operations, which is caused by the coherently ad-
dressing of the bus qubits to the quantum memory array.
This feature can be useful to generate large-scale quan-
tum entanglement. However, in the current stage of the
quantum memory research, to our best knowledge, there
is no specific usage for these operations. Instead, read-
ing classical data coherently out of the quantum memory
using CNOT-type classical copying operation can realize
the quantum oracle in Eq. (12), while leaving the memory
disentangled with the rest of the system, which becomes
the main application of QRAMSs. In this sense, QRAMs
can be used as a classical data quantum encoder as an
I/O unit or an implementation of the quantum oracle
in Eq. (12), rather than traditionally believed quantum
memory devices.

When a QRAM is used in this mode, the QRAM has
two stages, (1) classical data loading, (2) coherent ad-
dress. In stage (1), the classical data (x) is loaded into
the quantum memory (or even a classical memory mod-
ule, as long as classically controlled gates on the bus
qubits are available [303]), which can be represented as

W () 0) M — ). (23)
In stage (2), the bus qubit is initialized at |0) state, and

the address qubits are prepared. The bus and the address
qubits are sent into the QRAM to coherently address the



memory. This can be expressed by
R(|addr), |0)) %) = Jaddr &x) @ |x) @, (24)

where the output state |addr & x) respects a state of both
the address and the bus qubits, which respect the quan-
tum oracle in Eq. (12).

6. Device requirements

As there is no experimental demonstration of a working
QRAM, how to build a QRAM, even how to layout dif-
ferent components in a QRAM, is still an open question
and requires a lot of effort in material fabrication, control
techniques, and device optimizations. Instead of analyz-
ing the performance of the available quantum memory
devices, we highlight a few desired properties of QRAMSs
to better fulfill the usage of QRAMs, i.e., coherently ad-
dressing the classical data.

When the QRAM is used to encode classical data into
quantum states, which are then used in quantum algo-
rithms to be processed, e.g., in linear algebra operations
and quantum machine learning algorithms, the classical
data can be enormous. In order to address the classi-
cal data efficiently, the corresponding quantum routing
systems also need to be massive. This requires QRAM
to have a high integration of required quantum switches
and the memory qubits inside the quantum routing mod-
ule. Secondly, in order to achieve the quantum advantage
of the algorithms using the quantum oracle, it is neces-
sary to have a fast oracle call. Therefore, each call of
the QRAM needs to be fast such that the quantum algo-
rithms can still outperform their classical counterparts.

In addition, depending on the specific usage of QRAM
in different quantum algorithms, the latency requirement
of the QRAM can be different. For example, if the
QRAM is to encode classical data into a quantum state,
which is then used to be processed with a deep quantum
circuit, as long as the QRAM call is short enough com-
pared to the circuit implementation time, the latency of
the QRAM is acceptable. On the other side, if the quan-
tum circuit is short, the QRAM calls need to have a small
latency.

IV. QUANTUM MEMORY FUNCTIONAL
UNITS IN QUANTUM PROCESSING UNIT
ARCHITECTURE

Nowadays, due to the rapid development of new fabri-
cation technology, quantum manipulation, and quantum
error correction and mitigation techniques, the field of
quantum computing and quantum storage has been pro-
gressing rapidly and maturing. However, current quan-
tum computing research, especially in the realm of de-
signing and fabricating quantum computing devices, pri-
marily focuses on integrating more quantum registers to
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FIG. 7. The proposed architecture of a quantum processing
unit (QPU). We envision a QPU should include a quantum
function unit (QFU), quantum memory (QM), quantum bus
(Q-Bus) for communication with the QPU, quantum input-
output interface (QIO) unit for an interface with classical
data, and quantum network interconnect component (QNIC)
for quantum data and quantum communication. A classical
control unit is also necessary to control different quantum
modules in the QPU. The main memory components are col-
ored blue.

demonstrate their performance. Simultaneously, due to
limitations imposed by physical and practical conditions,
it is extremely challenging to place millions or even bil-
lions of quantum registers within the same device and
maintain high connectivity. On the other hand, as we
have seen from our previous sections, quantum mem-
ory techniques are increasingly mature. Therefore, it be-
comes possible to consider how to utilize quantum mem-
ory as an essential component within future quantum
processing units (QPU).

Drawing inspiration from the architecture of classical
computers, in Fig. 7, we show the main components that
can be contained in the future design of the QPU archi-
tecture. A detailed design of QPU architecture is beyond
the scope of our paper, and hence we show our envision
of the future QPUs without discussing the detailed de-
signs of each functioning unit. We believe a future QPU
will include the following functional units, (1) a quantum
functional unit (QFU) for implementing quantum gate
operations, (2) a quantum memory unit (QM) that can
contain a quantum cache (Q-Cache) and a larger main
quantum memory, (3) quantum bus (Q-Bus) for quantum
communication within a QPU, (4) quantum input-output
interface (QIO) for classical data loading, and (5) quan-
tum network interface components (QNIC) for quantum
data loading and communication.

QFU is the central unit to implement quantum algo-
rithms. It can contain a small number of quantum regis-
ters that support universal gate sets. When the quantum
algorithm is performed, the quantum registers in QFUs
implement the quantum gates required by the quantum
algorithm. Limited by the size of the QFU, quantum
memory is needed. The main QM and Q-Cache are two
different memory modules that can store the quantum



information for later usage in the QFUs, which we will
discuss in Sec. IV A and Sec. IV B, respectively. As RW
operations on the quantum memory devices require bus
qubits, the Q-Bus is for quantum communication be-
tween different modules inside the QPU.

The QIO and the QNIC modules are responsible for
communication between the QPU and the other quan-
tum and classical devices. QIO module provides classical
interfaces with other devices. Specifically, when classical
data is prepared and needs to be processed by the quan-
tum computer, the QIO unit is responsible for encoding
the classical data into quantum states. Especially, we
focus on the memory device in the QIO unit, where effi-
ciently loading classical data into the QPU can leverage
QRAMs as we discussed in Sec. III C. The functionality
of QRAMs inside the QPU architecture will be further
discussed in Sec. IV D.

In the QNIC components, we consider including a
quantum communication interface with other quantum
devices. For example, it can enable quantum communi-
cation with other quantum sensors, which can generate
quantum data for the QPU to process. It can also en-
able coupling with other QPUs for distributed quantum
computing tasks [298, 320] and communication with a
quantum internet for long-range quantum communica-
tion with other quantum devices. One of the key com-
ponents to ensure reliable quantum communication with
other devices is quantum buffers, which we will discuss
further in Sec. IV C.

In the rest of the section, we direct our attention to
the modules consisting of quantum memory. Particu-
larly, we focus on the quantum memory units colored
blue in Fig. 7, which include main quantum memory,
quantum cache (Q-Cache), quantum buffer (Q-Buffer),
and QRAM in the QIO. We deliberate on their utilities
at the architecture level and their design requirements.
Specifically, we evaluate their memory qubit coherence
(M.Q.C), addressing coherence (A.C), qubit integration
(Q.L.), read and write parallelization (RW Para.), and op-
eration speed (0.S.). We will discuss each of the quantum
memory functional units in the following sub-sections. In
Table VI, we give a brief comparison between different
types of quantum memory units in terms of these met-
rics.

A. Quantum Memory Unit

Analog to the role of memory in the current classical
computing architecture, quantum memory is one of the
central components in our architecture design. In order
to expand the capability of QFU, it is necessary to use
quantum memory to store quantum information carried
by the qubits that are not immediately involved in the
quantum operations.

Similar to classical memory, a quantum memory unit
should support the operation of reading from and writ-
ing to a QMC with a given address. Specifically, coher-
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TABLE VI. Comparison between the requirements of differ-
ent quantum memory modules in the architecture of QPUs.
Here we focus on: memory qubit coherence (M.Q.C), address-
ing coherence (A.C), large qubit integration (Q.I.), read and
write parallelization (RW Para.), and read and write opera-
tion speed (O.S.). We rate them in a total score 3: 1 means
low requirement of the property, low capability to achieve.
Seq. stands for sequential operations.

M.Q.C |A.C. Q.L RW 0O.S.
Para.
Main QM |3 Classical |3 3 1
Q-Cache |2 Classical | 1 2 3
Q Buffer |2 to 3 Classical |1 1 1to 2
QRAM |Classical |3 3 Seq. 2to 3

ently addressing multiple QMCs is not necessary. As we
discussed in Sec. III B, RAQM can be used to realize a
quantum memory unit in the QPU architecture.

The quantum memory unit should also satisfy a few de-
sign requirements. The quantum memory unit is similar
to a classical computer’s main memory. As the quantum
state may need to be stored in the quantum memory
for an extended period of time, the quantum memory
should have a low error rate to ensure the information
is still authentic. Therefore, (1) the quantum memory
unit should have a much longer storage time in terms
of computing operation time, i.e., the device’s S metric
should be large. This is the most important requirement
to fulfill. (2) The quantum memory unit should have a
large number of QMCs integrated into the device while
maintaining low cross-talk errors, as the quantum mem-
ory unit needs to store all quantum information required
in a quantum algorithm. (3) The RW operation time
of the quantum memory unit should be small, ideally.
Furthermore, (4) enabling addressing QMCs in parallel
would be more beneficial for increasing the bandwidth
of the RW operations, and simultaneously ensuring its
addressability (y < 1).

However, due to the long coherence time of the QMCs
from the requirement (1), if in the NISQ era where the
QMCs are not error corrected, the QMC with longer co-
herence time means lower coupling to the environment,
which usually causes a long reading and writing time. In
the FTQC era where QEC is used, suppressing the error
rate to increase the storage time necessitates a large code
distance and more physical qubits, which can slow down
the logical SWAP gate operations. In addition, a large in-
tegration of QMCs can occupy a relatively large physical
space, which makes the quantum memory unit spatially
separated from the QFU. All these factors lead to ex-
tending the RW time of the quantum memory. However,
to ensure the first two requirements, the requirement of
latency () can be slightly released.

With the design requirement of the quantum mem-
ory unit, we then consider how to utilize this device in
the upper stacks. The reading and writing functions are
similar to the RAQM discussed in Sec. III B. Specifically,
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FIG. 8. The interface of a quantum memory unit or a Q-
Cache. The classical address information (addr) and quantum
registers (labeled as bin) interact with the quantum memory,
while the quantum registers b with the QMC with address
addr state is outputted, which is labeled as boyt.

the quantum memory unit should have a classical input
to take in the address information. The input can take
another quantum register, which carries the quantum in-
formation in the writing process while loading the quan-
tum information from the memory in the reading pro-
cess. We stress that unlike classical memory, where the
reading and writing processes are unidirectional, i.e., the
information is copied from and to the quantum memory,
accessing the QMCs is bidirectional in the quantum case.
Therefore, there is no hard distinction between the read-
ing and writing processes, and both reading and writing
processes can be represented by the model in Fig. 8. How-
ever, in order to better organize the programming and
highlight where the nontrivial quantum state is stored,
it would be useful to have both read and write functions
enabled, although the underlying physical operations are
essentially the same.

B. Quantum Cache (Q-Cache)

Quantum cache (Q-Cache) is another quantum mem-
ory functional unit inside the architecture of QPUs. Ac-
cording to Sec. IV A, the quantum memory unit can have
relatively long latency. In order to speed up quantum
computation, analog to classical computing systems, a
quantum cache (Q-Cache) can be utilized. Specifically,
if the quantum information carried by a certain qubit is
relatively frequently visited, instead of swapping it from
and to the main quantum memory every time the op-
eration is done, the information can be stored inside a
Q-Cache, which can provide faster RW operations.

Therefore, for the purpose of speeding up quantum
computation, Q-Cache has a few design requirements.
(1), the latency of the RW operations on a Q-Cache
needs to be small, which is required by the operation
speed of a Q-Cache. In order to achieve the low latency
of the RW operations, a Q-Cache can choose bare qubits
with shorter coherence time in the NISQ device, while
choosing QEC codes with smaller code distance in the
fault-tolerant device, compared to the ones used in the
quantum memory unit. Therefore, (2) a Q-Cache may
have moderately long storage times. We claim that the
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Q-Cache should satisfy

Tstorage, QcnqQc
Trw, Qm/7MQu

where ‘QC’ labels the properties of Q-Cache, and ‘QM’
stands for the quantum memory unit. This means the
storage time of the Q-Cache should be at least longer
than storing and retrieving the quantum information
from the quantum memory unit. If the quantum in-
formation carried by a qubit idles for a duration longer
than twice the RW time of the main quantum memory,
it would be better to be stored in the main memory, as it
can experience less error. In the actual design of a QPU,
the threshold value 7y eshold can be further optimized. In
addition, to further improve the latency of the Q-Cache,
the Q-Cache is expected to be located on the same chip
of QFUs or nearby. Due to the spatial limitation, (3) the
number of QMCs can be small. On the other hand, to in-
crease the communication bandwidth, (4) operating RW
of Q-Cache in parallel through multiple banks following
the classical memory design is desired.

As the Q-Cache can also be implemented by RAQMs,
the interface of a Q-Cache is similar to the quantum
memory unit, which is discussed in Sec. IV A. The in-
terface of a Q-Cache can also be represented by Fig. 8.

Qex, QC/ﬂQM = > Tthreshold ™~ 2; (25)

C. Quantum Buffer

The quantum buffer is another quantum memory func-
tional unit inside the QPU architecture. In the process
of implementing a quantum algorithm or quantum op-
eration, some resource states are probabilistically gen-
erated. Therefore, it is necessary to include quantum
buffers to store these states and retrieve them when they
are requested. The quantum buffer can be widely used
in quantum communication components, especially in the
QNIC shown in Fig. 7. There are two possible applica-
tions, interfacing with quantum sensors and with quan-
tum networks for quantum communication. Specifically,
quantum sensors can prepare quantum states that en-
code the sensing information. The quantum states can
be imported into the QPU for further processing. How-
ever, the quantum sensing process can be slow compared
to the quantum computing cycles in the QFU, and var-
ious quantum sensors operate at different speeds, which
necessitate quantum buffers to receive the quantum state
and make them ready to be processed by the QFU.

Another application is to use a quantum buffer to
buffer information from a quantum internet. Long-range
quantum communication usually relies on entanglement
generation and state teleportation [59, 61]. However, the
remote entanglement generation, involving state purifica-
tion and photon measurements, is probabilistic in nature.
Therefore, when a qubit is successfully entangled with the
remote quantum system, it can be stored in the quantum
buffer for later communication use [320]. Notably, the
usage of quantum buffers is not limited to QNIC units.



Indeed, whenever there is a need to store the probabilis-
tically generated resource states, a quantum buffer can
be utilized. One of the examples would be in the magic
state distillation process, where the quantum buffer can
store the generated high-fidelity magic states for later use
in implementing surface code Toffoli gates.

To fulfill these implementations, quantum buffers are
required to work between two quantum systems. With-
out losing the generality, one of the quantum systems can
be viewed as an information saver, which generates the
quantum information and saves it to the quantum buffer,
while the other one is the information loader, which loads
the quantum information depending on its processing
need. Therefore, there are two characteristic time pe-
riods, one is the time for generating the quantum state
(Tg), which is from the information saver, while the other
one is the duration of state consumption (7¢), which is
from the information loader. Therefore, it requires (1)
the external storage ratio of the quantum buffer to be
long compared to the slower process, i.e.,

Tstoragen

max(Ty, Te)’ (26)

Oex, QB =

is a metric for a quantum buffer design and aex, g > 1
ideally. On the other hand, (2) the latency of the quan-
tum buffer needs to be small compared to the faster pro-
cess, i.e., ideally,

Trw/n

Pan = min(Tg, Tt)

< 1. (27)

The integration of the quantum buffer may not be large.
It is unnecessary to buffer a huge number of quantum
states, as the oldest copies can be discarded. Ideally,
wasting quantum states is not efficient, and hence (4)
we require N ~ Ty /T,. The parallelization feature may
not be required and depends on the requirements on the
consumption side. If multiple states can be consumed si-
multaneously, parallelizing the reading process is needed.
However, simultaneously reading from and writing to the
quantum buffer should not be allowed.

Since the metrics of quantum buffers include gener-
ation and consumption times, quantum buffers can be
designed for quantum tasks differently. Notably, even
for the same task, both the generation time 7, and the
consumption time T, can depend on the algorithms and
protocols. For example, in the task of quantum commu-
nication between the current QPU and a remote quan-
tum device, the entangled state purification protocols can
have different yield and time [298], which can affect T,.
Therefore, given quantum buffer properties, optimizing
the algorithms on both generation and consumption sides
to satisfy the above requirement, as well as co-design the
quantum hardware and algorithms, can be interesting di-
rections to proceed [320].

The quantum buffer is slightly different from the mem-
ory. In most cases, a single quantum buffer stores a cer-
tain type of quantum state, while each state may have
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FIG. 9. The interfaces of the quantum buffer are shown in
(a), while the reading and write processes are shown in (b)
and (c), respectively.

different state fidelity. The state can be constantly gen-
erated with different time intervals and can be requested
from other quantum units in the other quantum func-
tion units. The random access feature is not necessary
for a quantum buffer. Instead, a quantum buffer can be
constructed by an array of QMCs with, for example, the
first-in-first-out (FIFO) policy. In Fig. 9a, we show the
interface of a quantum buffer. The quantum buffer can
take in a single bit of classical data for the instruction of
reading or writing operations. It also takes a quantum
register to interact with the quantum buffer to store or
retrieve the quantum information. The quantum buffer
can return the bus register along with a single bit of clas-
sical data to show whether the query operation is success-
ful. The state of the returned bus register can depend on
whether the query is successful or not.

In Fig. 9b, we show the reading process, which is
demonstrated by the RW bit being set to be 0. In
the reading process, the state stored inside the quantum
buffer is requested from other QPU modules. In the read-
ing process, the bus register is set to be |0). If there are
quantum states stored in the quantum buffer, which is
available to be retrieved, the reading query is successful
with a returning value 1 in the output ‘S/F’ bit. The bus
register swaps the stored state out, labeled as |S). On
the other hand, if there are no available quantum states
inside the quantum buffer, the reading query fails, with
S/F returning 0. This is similar to an underflow situation
in a classical buffer. If this happens, the bus register is
then returned with state |0) without interacting with the
buffer QMCs.

The writing process of a quantum buffer is shown in
Fig. 9c. In the writing mode, a quantum state carried by
the bus register must be stored in the quantum buffer.
When the quantum buffer is not full, i.e., not all quan-
tum memory registers are used in the quantum buffer,
the control unit of the quantum buffer will locate the un-
used memory registers, and the bus register state can be
successfully stored by swapping its state to this memory



register. The S/F bit will output 0 while the bus register
is set back to state |0), which corresponds to the original
state of the memory register. On the other hand, if the
quantum buffer is already full, to be consistent with the
reading process, the quantum buffer will return 1 in the
S/F output bit, while holding the quantum bus register
not to interact with the memory bit. This corresponds
to a classical overflow situation.

We note that although in our design shown in Fig. 9,
we consider sequentially reading and writing quantum
states of a single bus register, reading multiple registers in
the same query of quantum buffer should be supported.
In this case, the quantum buffer can take multiple bus
registers as input, depending on its specific implementa-
tion. When the underflow or overflow situation happens,
the quantum buffer should hold the reading and writing
queries until all the states or storage quantum memory
registers are ready.

D. QRAM in QIO

As mentioned in Sec. IITC, QRAMs work distinctly
from the other quantum memory units. In our architec-
ture design, QRAMs can be used in the QIO unit, where
the classical data is loaded to the QRAM, while according
to the algorithms, a set of address qubits are prepared to
be sent into the QRAM as the address information, which
coherently addressing the classical data and preparing a
bus-address entangled states as the output. As we have
discussed in Sec. III C 6, in order to efficiently obtain this
goal, a few design requirements have been discussed.

In the architecture stack, the QRAM can be built in
as a general-purpose device for encoding classical data
into quantum states and quantum compression of classi-
cal data. In addition, QRAMSs can also be built within
special function units that can perform algorithms with
quantum speedups. For example, a QRAM can be built
into the special function units for the Grover search al-
gorithm [319], which can speed up the database search.
The main design requirement of QRAMSs lies in having
fast and reliable queries. In the framework of quantum
memory devices, it is equivalent to small reading latency,
where

Tr/n
TCirc

Baram = <1, (28)

where Tgipe is the time for implementing the quantum
operations between two QRAM queries. On the other
hand, the QRAM is designed to interact with classical
data, which is usually in a large size. Therefore, to have
a compact integration is greatly important.

When a QRAM is used as an interface between clas-
sical data and quantum devices, in Fig. 10, we show an
abstracted model for a QRAM. The interface of a QRAM
is shown in Fig. 10a. A QRAM can have two modes: one
mode is to load classical data into the memory, while the
other mode is to coherently address the classical data. A
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FIG. 10. The model of a QRAM module. The interface of
a QRAM is shown in (a). The QRAM classical data loading
process is shown in (b), while the QRAM query process is in

(©).

QRAM can take a single bit of classical data as the mode
specification (labeled as ‘R/W’). In addition, a QRAM
can also take classical data as an input, or take a set of
quantum address registers and a bus register as inputs.
In the classical data loading mode, where the R/W
classical register is set to 1, a classical data & is sent to
the QRAM. The QRAM loads the classical data & to
the QRAM’s memory components. In order to use the
QRAM to quantum encode the classical data, or as quan-
tum oracles shown in Eq. (12) in quantum algorithms,
the R/W classical register is set to 0, which shows the
QRAM is in the quantum query mode. In this mode, the
QRAM takes a set of quantum registers, which include
address and bus registers. After a QRAM read query,
the address and bus registers are returned. Their states
are now changed according to the classical data & that
has been stored inside the memory based on Eq. (12).

V. QUANTUM MEMORY PROGRAMMING
MODEL

With the available quantum memory units, utilize
the quantum memory modules in the future quantum
programs should be available, which enables quantum-
memory-aware program design. Currently, quantum pro-
grams at the assembly level are described as a quan-
tum circuit using OpenQASM [321, 322]. QASM fo-
cuses on representing quantum circuits, including initial-
ization and resetting quantum registers, applying quan-
tum gates, performing measurements, and classically
controlled gate operations. However, present quantum
programs such as QASM are all centered around quan-
tum registers, overlooking quantum memory. Therefore,
we investigate possible changes in the current gate-based
quantum programming languages and APIs to incorpo-
rate quantum memory.



In order to adapt quantum assembly languages, such
as QASM, for quantum memory utilities, we propose to
introduce four quantum-memory-related primitives:
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(3) q1ld name(q-b)[g-addr]. It performs coherent ad-
dressing of the content in the QRAM with the
quantum address that is represented by the state

(1) mem size. It declares the quantum memory require-
ments used in the corresponding program, speci-
fying the total number of quantum memory cells
(size). It should be used at the beginning of an
assembly code. When the quantum program is ex-
ecuted on a quantum device, the required memory
size will be passed to the quantum hardware con-
troller to check if the hardware can support the
required memory size.

(2) 1d ¢ = [addr]. Tt loads the quantum state stored in
the quantum memory to the corresponding quan-
tum register or qubits. When the argument ¢ is a
qubit, the state of the QMC with address addr will
be loaded to the qubit, while the QMC is reset. If
the argument ¢ is a quantum register with n qubits,

of the address qubits g_addr. The quantum regis-
ter ¢_b is also given as the bus qubit.

These three primitives provide the essential function-
alities of QRAM operations, which can be utilized to
construct more sophisticated quantum programs and li-
braries, including realizing Grover search, quantum data
lookup, etc. In Table VII, we summarize the primitives
we proposed here.

In addition to the primitives to initiate and operate
the QRAM, as a QRAM can load classical data into its
memory media, we feel it is necessary to include array
operations on classical data, which is recently supported
by OpenQASM 3.0 [322]. With the quantum memory
enabled, array operations on qubits and quantum regis-
ters are also necessary. Therefore, we propose to include
slice operations on quantum registers and quantum ar-

the states of QMCs starting from address addr are
loaded to the corresponding register, while these
QMCs are reset.

(3) st [addr] = q. It stores the quantum state carried
by the quantum register or qubit to the quantum
memory cells with address addr. Similar to the
primitive 1d, the argument g can be either a qubit
or a quantum register.

(4) mreset addr. It resets the quantum memory cell
with address addr. If the addr is missing, it will
reset all the quantum memory cells declared.

With the four basic primitives to operate on quantum
memory, more complex quantum memory management
strategies can be implemented. The interfaces of the
quantum buffer and quantum cache can be implemented
as APIs, contained in quantum libraries for operating the
specific quantum devices.

On the other hand, QRAM is a different type of quan-
tum function unit distinct from quantum memory. In
order to operate QRAMs in the assembly language, we
proposed to include the following three primitives.

(1) gram name[addr_len,wordlen]. It declares the
QRAM needed in the program, and gives it a name
name. The declaration requires two arguments:
addr_len specifies the number of address qubits
needed to address all the memory registers, and
word_len specifies the word length of each memory
register, i.e., the number of memory cells consisting
of a single register.

(2) qinit name [z]. It writes classical data into the
QRAM. The classical data needs to be coherently
addressed via the QRAM. The argument z should
be a classical array of registers. The size should be
compatible with the QRAM declared in the code.

rays. For example,

[V

3

qubit[4] q;
mem 4;
st [0] = q[1:1;

saves the qubit register q[1], q[2], and q[3] to memory
address 0, 1, and 2.

AW N e
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19
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24
25
26
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28
29
30

32
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34
35

36

Listing 1. Code example for Fig. 11

OPENQASM 3;
gate cr(n) c, t {
angle 6 = 27/power(2,n)
ctrl @ U0, 0, ) c, t;
}

qubit[4] q;
qubit[1] b;
qubit[1] aux;
bit[2] caux;

// an example vector with binary values
bit[16] vec = [0,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,0,1,0]

mem 4; // specify the memory requirement
qram qr[4,1]; // specify the QRAM requirement
ginit qr [vecl; // load the data into QRAM

h q;

ldgram qr q b; // use QRAM

// save q into memory waiting for the measurement on
aux qubit

st [0] = q;

cx b aux;
measure aux -> caux[0];

if (caux[0]==1){
1d q = [0];
qld qr(b) [ql; // use QRAM

measure b -> caux[1];
st [0] = ql[1:];

int j = 03
for i in [0:2]{
h qlil;
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TABLE VII. A summary of quantum memory primitives to be included in QASM.

Device Code Format Meaning
RAQM mem size declear memory usage
1d ¢ = [addr] load quantum memory to g-register
st [addr] = q store g-register to memory
mreset addr reset the memory
QRAM qram name[addr_len, word_len] |declear the usage of a QRAM
ginit name [z] load classical data to QRAM
qld name(q-b)[g-addr] coherently address the QRAM
3
Memory: %
0
|+) {HH Ry
|+) QRAM QRAM l H R3
Addr 7 |1) F{HHR,
[+) * X [HH-
Bus 10)

Aux IO)—c
[1)

|0)

FIG. 11. The amplitude encoding and QFT on the encoded state. The red arrows show the loading quantum states from and

saving to the quantum memory.

37 j o= i+1;

38 while (j<4){

39 if (i==0) 1d qlj] = [il;
40 cr(j-i+1) qljl, qlil;
a1 j o= j+1;

42 }

43 st [i] = qlil;

44 }

45

46| h ql3]

47| st [3] = ql3];

48|

To describe the functionalities of the quantum mem-
ory and QRAM primitives, we include an example of the
modified QASM code for amplitude encoding the classi-
cal data and then performing the quantum Fourier trans-
form. The input data is a classical binary vector vec.
The quantum circuit is shown in Fig. 11. We consider us-
ing probabilistic amplitude encoding process [316]. The
encoding succeeds when the measurement on the auxil-
iary qubit is |1). The quantum Fourier transform (QFT)
sequence uses control-Ry, gates, where

1 0
Ry = [0 ei2m /2" ] )

where k is an integer [38]. The outcome state is saved in
the quantum memory with addresses 0 to 4.

In addition to the primitives we proposed to include,
we stress that including quantum memory devices can
also impact the design of quantum transpilers used at
higher programming levels. For example, in the cur-
rent stage, a quantum algorithm is written in terms of

(29)

its quantum circuit, which needs to be transpiled into a
QASM code based on standardized gate operations by
gate decomposition and simplification. The OpenQASM
code can then be converted into instructions (like the
control pulses to control the physical qubits) that can di-
rectly interact with the quantum hardware. When quan-
tum memory is available in the architecture of quantum
computing systems, a memory-aware quantum transpiler
is needed to manage the quantum memory usage and
optimize the performance of quantum algorithms.

Higher-level quantum programming languages are also
expected to coordinate with the presence of quantum
memory devices. For example, quantum software de-
velopment toolkits, such as Qiskit [323], should in-
clude libraries that support RAQM and QRAM oper-
ations, quantum memory management, as well as using
QRAMs to speed up quantum algorithms, such as the
Grover search, quantum Fourier Transform, etc. With
the memory-device-aware transpilers available, these li-
braries can be transpiled to QASM codes that can op-
erate quantum memory units to leverage their function-
alities. On top of that, a more sophisticated quantum
algebra library taking advantage of quantum-memory-
aware optimization and QRAMSs can be fully built for
general-purpose quantum computers.

Furthermore, as addresses are introduced to operate
on the quantum memory, arithmetic calculations on the
quantum memory addresses should also be supported,
while more sophisticated quantum data structures can
be introduced into the quantum programming languages,



e.g., quantum array. In addition, it is necessary to in-
clude pointers for quantum memory to enable dynamical
memory allocation and efficient data access.

VI. QUANTUM MEMORY APPLICATIONS

Quantum memory is a crucial component in quan-
tum computing systems. We explore the use of quan-
tum memory in the architecture of a single quantum pro-
cessing unit (QPU), but its potential extends far beyond
that. Quantum memory can find various applications in
quantum computing and quantum information process-
ing tasks.

In our discussion, quantum memory is usually used for
saving quantum information. One example is to use the
QMCs in quantum memory modules to store a multi-
qubit quantum state. With a large integration of QMCs,
a quantum database can be built. A huge number of
QMCs can be utilized to store a large quantum state
or numerous copies of intermediate-size quantum states.
However, a quantum database that only consists of quan-
tum memory for quantum information storage is not
completely feasible. One limitation is from the quantum
no-cloning theorem. The quantum state stored in the
quantum database cannot be copied. When the quantum
information is requested and measured, the information
is destroyed and no longer stored in the database. Con-
versely, in a classical database, when the information is
requested, it will not destroy the information stored in
the database. Therefore, we envision that a pure quan-
tum database is not suitable for permanent information
storage. Instead, a quantum data center [290] in the
future can consist of both classical database and quan-
tum memory, such that the everlasting information can
be stored by a classical method in the classical mem-
ory, while the quantum memory can be used to store
quantum information, either encoded from the classical
information for further processing, or received from other
quantum parties to be processed with the classical infor-
mation.

However, encoding classical information into quantum
states can compress the data for quantum processing.
For example, using amplitude encoding, a classical binary
data string with length 2V can be encoded into a quan-
tum state of N qubits. Fortunately, this encoding can be
obtained efficiently with QRAMs [316]. After encoding
the classical data into quantum states, it can then be effi-
ciently utilized in quantum algorithms, such as quantum
machine learning [324, 325]. Furthermore, the quantum
encoding of the classical information can also be more ef-
ficient in performing remote information processing. For
example, if a client only needs to compare a large data
with size 2V on his/her end to a chunk of data stored in
the data center, classically, the data needs to be sent for
comparison. With the help of the swap test [326], encod-
ing the classical data into quantum states and sending a
copy of the encoded quantum states for comparison only
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requires sending N qubits. If the loss of the quantum
network and the imperfections can be well controlled, for
a given required accuracy, only polynomially many copies
of the quantum state are needed.

Furthermore, as pointed out in Ref. [290], with the help
of quantum communication protocols, a quantum data
center can also help improve communication privacy. In
Ref. [290], Liu et al. proposed a protocol for multi-party
private quantum communications, which ensures the pri-
vacy of the communication between multiple untrusted
parties.

Other than quantum data centers, quantum buffers can
be used in quantum networks and quantum internet. A
quantum buffer can be combined with quantum repeaters
in the communication nodes, while the entangled states
can be stored for quantum communication and purifica-
tion. The initial application of quantum buffer in quan-
tum networks has been discussed in Ref. [320].

Therefore, we believe that a quantum data center com-
bined with quantum internet and quantum communica-
tion can be an excellent application example for quantum
memory and QRAM devices. With these applications, we
believe quantum memory research will be increasingly at-
tractive to research in related fields.

In addition, an interesting question with the devel-
opment of quantum memory devices for quantum com-
munication is how to verify the device is authentic. In
Ref. [327], Rosset et al. proposed a protocol to verify
the quantum storage of the quantum memory devices,
developed on top of the protocol in Ref. [328]. A re-
source theory for quantum memory is also constructed
in Ref. [327]. This protocol has been demonstrated in
experiments [329-331]. This protocol is also recently gen-
eralized to continuous-variable quantum memories [332].
With the large-scale quantum memory devices available,
how to verify the quantum memory and perform verifi-
cation protocols more efficiently on all quantum memory
devices on a quantum internet is still a valuable question
for quantum memory research.

VII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In the rapidly evolving landscape of quantum comput-
ing and quantum information science, building efficient
and reliable quantum memory devices stands as a corner-
stone for unlocking the full potential of quantum tech-
nologies. In this paper, we survey different aspects of
quantum memory, from the physical systems for quan-
tum memory materials to quantum memory devices, e.g.,
the RAQM and QRAM. We envision that the rapid de-
velopment of quantum computing systems and the im-
provement of various physical systems enable more com-
plicated and high-performance memory devices, which
provide the opportunity to investigate the higher-stack
design of quantum computing systems, especially focus-
ing on the pivotal role of quantum memory in quantum
processing units. We then discuss the quantum mem-



ory architecture design and the corresponding program-
ming model, as well as their possible applications. Specif-
ically, we point out the possible memory modules inside
the QPU architecture, and define their software-oriented
functionalities. We hope this article can present not only
the status of the research in the hardware and device
stacks of quantum memory to higher-stack researchers
but also a view of quantum memory devices from the top
stacks and show the hardware researchers the possible
directions to improve their devices. We believe that it is
time to start considering quantum memory and its role in
quantum computing systems. We hope that our article
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helps to motivate people to enter this exciting field.
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