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Abstract

Quantum counting is a key quantum algorithm that aims to determine the number of marked

elements in a database. This algorithm is based on the quantum phase estimation algorithm

and uses the evolution operator of Grover’s algorithm because its non-trivial eigenvalues are

dependent on the number of marked elements. Since Grover’s algorithm can be viewed as a

quantum walk on a complete graph, a natural way to extend quantum counting is to use the

evolution operator of quantum-walk-based search on non-complete graphs instead of Grover’s

operator. In this paper, we explore this extension by analyzing the coined quantum walk on

the complete bipartite graph with an arbitrary number of marked vertices. We show that some

eigenvalues of the evolution operator depend on the number of marked vertices and using this

fact we show that the quantum phase estimation can be used to obtain the number of marked

vertices. The time complexity for estimating the number of marked vertices in the bipartite

graph with our algorithm aligns closely with that of the original quantum counting algorithm.

1 Introduction

Quantum computers have the potential to perform certain tasks significantly faster than classical
computers due to the principles of quantum mechanics [NC00]. This is demonstrated by quantum-
walk-based search [Por18] and quantum phase estimation algorithms [KSV02]. Quantum walk-
based search algorithms are faster and more efficient than their classical counterparts for searching
marked vertices on many graphs. On the other hand, the quantum phase estimation algorithm is
a fundamental tool in quantum computing that enables the determination of the eigenvalues of a
unitary operator, which is useful for various applications. These algorithms are just a few examples of
the potential of quantum computing to provide faster and more efficient solutions to computational
problems. They are important in our context, as we can merge them to solve the following problem:
How can we find the number of marked vertices in a graph?

Boyer at al. [BBHT98] described a generalization of Grover’s algorithm [Gro97] with k marked
elements, which is able to find a marked element in O

(
√

N/k
)

steps if we know k beforehand. The
counting problem naturally arises from this generalization. The problem now is how we determine k,
if this information is not provided beforehand. This problem was addressed in [BHMT02, KLM07],
where the phase estimation algorithm is used (as a subroutine) with the goal of finding a non-trivial
eigenvalue of the evolution operator of Grover’s algorithm. This eigenvalue provides an estimate of
k, that can be used to determine the number of iterations required by the search algorithm.

Quantum walks, the quantum analog of classical random walks, play an important role in quan-
tum computing and are a crucial component in the design of quantum search algorithms [SKW03,
Amb07]. Grover’s algorithm can be described as a discrete-time quantum walk on the complete
graph [AKR05, Por18]. In early quantum-walk-based search algorithms, the coin operator was mod-
ified to invert the phase of the state when the walker is at a marked vertex. This modification
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essentially involves using the standard evolution operator SC, where S is the shift operator and C is
the coin operator, preceded by the application of an oracle R. The oracle R reveals the information
about which vertices are marked, thereby defining the evolution operator of the quantum-walk-based
search as U = SCR.

In this work, we address the problem of counting the number of marked vertices within the
framework of quantum-walk-based search algorithms. Here, we consider a discrete-time quantum
walk on a graph, with k marked vertices, and an oracle R that inverts the phase of these marked
vertices while leaving the unmarked ones unaffected. The counting problem aims to determine k
when it was not given beforehand. Unlike Grover’s algorithm with multiple marked elements, the
complexity of this problem increases significantly when applied to a graph with less symmetry than
a complete graph. This is primarily due to the increased difficulty in determining the eigenvalues of
the evolution operator.

Recently, Le Gall and Ng [GN22] used the same strategy to estimate the number of marked states
for any reversible ergodic Markov chain. Our results specifically focuses on the complete bipartite
graph, which corresponds to a non-ergodic Markov chain. Let the total number of marked vertices
of the complete graph be k = k0+k1. Here, k0 and k1 represent the counts of marked vertices in the
first and second parts of the graph, respectively. Our algorithm addresses this problem by initially
counting the marked vertices in the first part, followed by those in the second. This is achieved by
modifying the oracle using two controlled Z gates acting on an auxiliary qubit. The time complexity
of our approach is comparable to that of the original quantum counting algorithm as described in
Ref. [BHMT02], which is Θ(

√
N) for an allowed error of

√
N , where N is the total number of vertices

in the graph. This work is an extension of Bezerra’s Master’s thesis [Bez21]1.
This work is organized as follows: Section 2 provides a review of both the original quantum

counting algorithm and Kitaev’s phase estimation algorithm. In Section 3, we discuss the evolution
operator of a coined quantum walk search on the complete bipartite graph, along with its eigenvalues
and eigenvectors. Section 4 details our algorithm for counting the number of marked vertices in a
complete bipartite graph. Finally, Section 5 offers our concluding remarks.

2 Review on quantum counting

The phase estimation algorithm [Kit95] is at the core of the quantum counting algorithm developed
by Brassard et al. [BHMT02]. In this section, we provide an overview of the phase estimation
algorithm (section 2.1), and we examine its application within the quantum counting algorithm
(section 2.2).

2.1 Phase estimation algorithm

The phase estimation algorithm is a fundamental quantum algorithm that determines the phase
associated with a specific eigenvector of a unitary operator. It has significant relevance in many
quantum computing applications, including order finding and factoring.

The algorithm starts by preparing a quantum state which is an eigenvector of a unitary operator.
Then it applies a series of controlled unitary operations on a set of ancilla qubits in a superposition
state. This procedure leads to a phase kickback, encoding the phase information into the ancilla
qubits. The quantum Fourier transform is applied to the ancilla qubits, which translates the phase
information into a readable format. At the end, the measurement of these qubits provides an estimate
of the phase. The precision of the estimation increases with the number of ancilla qubits used.

To be more precise, let U be a unitary matrix and let |θj〉 be an eigenvector of U associated
with eigenvalue eiθj , where 0 ≤ θj < 2π is unknown. We refer to θj as an eigenphase of the
unitary operator U . The phase estimation algorithm employs two registers. When the input of the
second register is |θj〉, a measurement in the first register yields a p-bit estimate of Pθj/2π, and the

algorithm outputs an estimate of θj , denoted as 0 ≤ θ̃j < 2π. Here, p is the number of qubits in
the first register, and P = 2p. Typically, the input |ψ〉 of the second register is not an eigenvector

1Available at https://tede.lncc.br/handle/tede/341?locale=en and https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.03768.
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of U . In this scenario, we express |ψ〉 = ∑

j αj |θj〉 in the eigenbasis of U , and the probability of

estimating θj is |αj |2. The phase estimation algorithm is outlined in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: phase estimation(p, U, |ψ〉)
Input : |0〉⊗p |ψ〉, where p is the number of qubits of the first register and |ψ〉 belongs to

the eigenspace of U .
Output: θ̃.

1 Prepare |ψ0〉 = |0〉⊗p |ψ〉 as the initial state;
2 Apply the Hadamard gate H to each qubit in the first register;

3 Apply U2p−j

on the second register controlled by qubit j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ p;
4 Apply the inverse quantum Fourier transform to the first register;

5 Measure the first register in the computational basis (assume the result is P θ̃/2π);

6 return θ̃.

After step 3 of the algorithm, the state of the first register will be in the Fourier basis, which is
given by vectors

|FP (ω)〉 =
1√
P

P−1
∑

j=0

eiωj |j〉 , (1)

where ω ∈ ΩP = { 0, 2πP , . . . ,
2π(P−1)

P }. Then, the probability of obtaining θ̃ as the estimation for θ,

when θ̃ 6= θ, is given by

∣

∣

∣
〈FP (θ̃)|FP (θ)〉

∣

∣

∣

2

=
sin2(P (θ − θ̃))
P 2 sin2(θ − θ̃)

. (2)

Intuitively, we can interpret the phase estimation algorithm as follows. The unitary circle is
divided into P equal parts, each part with angle 2π/P . The estimation, θ̃, can only assume a value
in the set ΩP . θ̃ is a good estimate for θ if their difference is no greater than the part size, that is,
|θ̃ − θ| ≤ 2π/P . In other words, if the value of θ is either rounded up to θ̃+ = 2π

P

⌈

Pθ
2π

⌉

or rounded

down to θ̃− = 2π
P

⌊

Pθ
2π

⌋

, where θ̃+, θ̃− ∈ ΩP . It should be noted that θ̃+ and θ̃− demarcate the part in
which the angle θ resides – see Figure 1. The closer θ is to a value in ΩP , the higher the probability
of obtaining a good estimate. After using Eq. (2), the probability of obtaining a good estimate is

∣

∣

∣
〈FP (θ̃+)|FP (θ)〉

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣
〈FP (θ̃−)|FP (θ)〉

∣

∣

∣

2

≥ 8/π2. (3)

If θ is precisely in the middle of a part, the probability of obtaining a good estimate is the smallest
possible. When θ ∈ ΩP , we have θ̃ = θ with certainty.

2.2 Quantum counting algorithm

In a search problem, the goal is to find a specific element or solution within a given set of data. Con-
sider a search space with N elements and k solutions (marked elements). Grover’s search algorithm
is defined by using a quantum oracle which can identify marked elements. Finding a marked ele-
ment requires O(

√

N/k) calls to the oracle. However, the optimal number of steps of the algorithm
depends on k and this information is usually unknown. One way to find it is by using the quantum
counting algorithm.

The quantum counting algorithm is used to determine the number of solutions to a given problem.
It is based on the quantum phase estimation algorithm. The algorithm starts with a superposition
of all possible states in the second register and uses the Grover search operator as the controlled
operator. The non-trivial eigenvalues of the Grover operator encode the number of marked elements.

3



0
16

1
16

2
16

θ̃−
θ̃+5

16

6
16

7
16

8
16

9
16

10
16

11
16 12

16

13
16

14
16

15
16

θ

Figure 1: Unitary circle subdivided into P = 16 parts. A good estimation for an angle θ is either θ̃+
or θ̃−, the angles that delimit the part in which θ is in. The 2π factor that multiplies all fractions
was omitted.

After running the quantum phase estimation algorithm, classical post-processing is performed to
estimate these eigenphases, providing an estimation of the number of marked elements.

The Grover search operator is given by

G = (2|d〉〈d| − I)R, (4)

where

|d〉 = 1√
N

N−1
∑

j=0

|j〉 . (5)

The quantum oracle R can be defined as

R = I − 2
∑

j∈K

|j〉〈j|, (6)

which flips the phase of states that belong to K (set of marked elements).
Let |x0〉 be the superposition of unmarked elements and |x1〉 be the superposition of marked

elements, that is,

|x0〉 =
1√

N − k
∑

j /∈K

|j〉 ,

|x1〉 =
1√
k

∑

j∈K

|j〉 ,

where k = |K|. In the two-dimensional plane spanned by |x0〉 and |x1〉, G acts as a rotation operator
R(θ), whose expression is

R(θ) =

[

cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

]

. (7)

The rotation angle θ is defined by

cos
θ

2
=

√

N − k
N

and sin
θ

2
=

√

k

N
. (8)
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The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of R(θ) are e±iθ and |∓i〉 = (|0〉 ∓ i |1〉) /
√
2, respectively. There-

fore, the non-trivial eigenvectors of the Grover operator are |∓iG〉 = (|x0〉∓i |x1〉)/
√
2 with associated

e±iθ eigenvalues. And we can express the uniform superposition |d〉 as

|d〉 = eiθ/2√
2
|−iG〉+

e−iθ/2

√
2
|+iG〉 . (9)

By knowing the value of θ, we can easily obtain the number of marked elements k. We simply
do k = N sin2 θ, using Eq. (8). Passing G and |d〉 as arguments to phase estimation results in
an estimation of ±θ with an equal probability of 1/2 for each. However, by definition, we know
that θ ∈ [0, π]. As a result, it becomes straightforward to discern whether θ or −θ was estimated,
and subsequently make the necessary conversion. Due to its simplicity, the process of distinguishing
between θ and −θ is often omitted.

The success probability of the quantum counting algorithm and the error analysis are given by
Theorem 12 of [BHMT02], which states the following (after some adaptations to our notation).

Theorem 1. Let θ̃ be the estimation of the angle θ with p digits of precision, obtained as the output
of phase estimation. Let P = 2p. If θ ∈ ΩP , then sin2(θ̃/2) = sin2(θ/2) with certainty. Otherwise,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

sin2
θ̃

2
− sin2

θ

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2π sin θ
2 cos

θ
2

P
+
π2

P 2
(10)

with probability at least 8/π2. In addition, the algorithm queries the oracle P − 1 times.

Corollary 1.1. Using the definition of cos θ
2 and sin θ

2 in Eq. (8), we obtain the error

∣

∣

∣
k̃ − k

∣

∣

∣
≤ 2π

√

k(N − k)
P

+
π2N

P 2
, (11)

where k̃ is the estimation of the number of marked elements k.

Let us take P = O(
√
N). Then, if either k ≈ 1 or k ≈ N , the expected error is bounded by a

constant. On the other hand, if k ≈ N/2, the error is the largest possible, |k̃ − k| = O(
√
N). This

odd behavior is caused by the non-linearity of θ with respect to k, since θ = 2 arcsin
√

k/N . Let

θc = 2 arcsin
√

(k + c)/N for some appropriate positive integer constant c. The difference |θc − θ|
is smaller as k approaches N/2 and larger as k approaches 0 or N . Consequently, considering
P = O(

√
N), there are more possible values for θ between θ+ and θ− when k ≈ N/2 than when

k ≈ 0 or k ≈ N . Therefore, the estimation of the quantum counting algorithm is better when the
absolute difference between the number of marked and unmarked elements is larger. An error of
O(
√
N) when k ≈ N/2 can also be obtained by classical randomized algorithms querying the oracle

Ω(N) times [NC00].

3 Quantum walk on the complete bipartite graph

Now we consider a coined quantum walk on a complete bipartite graph Γ(V0, V1, E), with parts V0
and V1, and E denoting the edge set [Wes00]. Let |Vj | = Nj , for j ∈ { 0, 1 }, and N = N0 + N1.
A quantum walk on Γ is defined by using operators acting on a Hilbert space H2|E| spanned by
{ |i〉 |uv〉 : i ∈ { 0, 1 } , uv ∈ E }. We use two types of quantum registers: a single qubit and an |E|-
dimensional qudit. This choice reflects the structure of the graph, where each edge uv gives rise
to two directed arcs. One arc goes from vertex u to vertex v, and the other goes in the opposite
direction, from vertex v to vertex u. In this setup, the qubit’s role is to indicate the direction of
the arc, while the qudit represents the edge itself. In more specific terms, the state |0〉 |uv〉 denotes
the arc that goes from V0 to V1. In contrast, the state |1〉 |uv〉 denotes the arc that goes from V1 to
V0. This approach ensures a one-to-one correspondence between our quantum representation and
the structure of the graph.
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V0

V1

Figure 2: A complete bipartite graph with N0 = 4 and N1 = 3. In this case, there are k = 3 marked
vertices, represented by the gray vertices. Two marked vertices in the set V0 (k0 = 2) and one
marked vertex in the set V1 (k1 = 1).

Suppose we want to search for a marked vertex in the graph. Let Kj be the set of marked vertices
in Vj , Kj = Vj \Kj be the set of unmarked vertices in Vj , K = K0∪K1, |K| = k, and |Kj| = kj . An
example of a complete graph with marked vertices is depicted in Fig. 2. The quantum walk search
is performed by doing a query to an oracle followed by a step of the quantum walk. This process is
described by the evolution operator U = SCR. The quantum oracle R is given by

R = I − 2

1
∑

i=0

∑

u∈Ki

∑

v∼u

|i〉 〈i| ⊗ |uv〉 〈uv| , (12)

where u ∼ v denotes that u and v are adjacent. R flips the sign of the amplitude of marked states.
The product SC performs a step of the standard quantum walk. The coin operator C, in this case,
is the Grover coin

C =
⊕

u

Gu, (13)

where

Gu = 2|du〉〈du| − I, (14)

and

|du〉 =
1

√

deg(u)

∑

v∼u

|i〉 |uv〉 , (15)

such that u ∈ Vi. The shift operator is S = X ⊗ I, and since S2 = I, it is a flip-flop shift operator.
The quantum walk dynamics has an invariant subspace spanned by the orthonormal vectors

|K0,K1〉,
∣

∣K0,K1

〉

,
∣

∣K0,K1

〉

,
∣

∣K0,K1

〉

, |K1,K0〉,
∣

∣K1,K0

〉

,
∣

∣K1,K0

〉

,
∣

∣K1,K0

〉

, where

|K0,K1〉 =
1

√

|K0| |K1|
∑

u∈K0

∑

v∈K1

|0〉 |uv〉 , (16)

|K1,K0〉 =
1

√

|K0| |K1|
∑

u∈K0

∑

v∈K1

|1〉 |uv〉 , (17)

and the remaining ones are defined analogously. Note that |K0,K1〉 is a unit vector defined as the
uniform superposition of the arcs that have their tails in K0 and heads in K1. The remaining vectors
have analogous interpretations.

Using the definition of the Grover coin, Eq. (14), and the flip-flop shift operator, we obtain

U |K0,K1〉 =
(

2k1
N1
− 1

)

|K1,K0〉+
2

N1

√

k1 (N1 − k1)
∣

∣K1,K0

〉

. (18)
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Analogous expressions are obtained using the remaining vectors of the 8-dimensional basis. The
action of R in this subspace flips the sign of the states that have K0 or K1 in the first slot, otherwise,
it makes no change. For example R |K0,K1〉 = − |K0,K1〉 and R

∣

∣K0,K1

〉

=
∣

∣K0,K1

〉

. Therefore,
we can express U in the invariant basis as the 8-dimensional reduced operator

URED =

[

0 U(θ0)
U(θ1) 0

]

, (19)

where

U(x) =









cosx − sinx 0 0
0 0 − cosx sinx

− sinx − cosx 0 0
0 0 sinx cosx









, (20)

and the angles θj are defined such that cos(θj) = 1− 2kj

Nj
and sin(θj) =

2
Nj

√

kj(Nj − kj).
We consider the initial state of the quantum walk search as the uniform superposition of all arcs,

that is,

|d〉 = 1
√

2|E|

1
∑

i=0

∑

uv∈E

|i〉 |uv〉 . (21)

Note that |d〉 belongs to the invariant subspace and can be written as

|d〉 = 1√
2N0N1

(

√

|K0| |K1| |K0,K1〉+
√

|K0|
∣

∣K1

∣

∣

∣

∣K0,K1

〉

+ · · ·
)

. (22)

Previously, the coined quantum walk search on the complete bipartite graph was studied by
Rhodes and Wong [RW19]. The eigenvalues and eigenvectors are obtained asymptotically for the
general case. Following, we calculate its spectral decomposition.

3.1 Eigenvalues and Eigenvectors

The eigenvalues of URED are the solutions λ of

det(URED − λI) = det
(

λ2I − U(θ0)U(θ1)
)

= 0. (23)

Note that U(θ0)U(θ1) = R(θ0)
T ⊗ R(θ1). Using that R(θ) has eigenvalues e±iθ associated to eigen-

vectors |∓i〉 = (|0〉 ∓ i |1〉)/
√
2, we conclude that U(θ0)U(θ1) has four distinct eigenvalues e±i(θ0±θ1).

Therefore, the eight distinct solutions of Eq. (23) are λ = e±i(θ0±θ1)/2 and λ = −e±i(θ0±θ1)/2.
In order to obtain the eigenvectors, suppose that |λ〉 = |λ0〉 ⊕ |λ1〉 is a λ-eigenvector of URED.

Then,

URED |λ〉 = U(θ0) |λ1〉 ⊕ U(θ1) |λ0〉 (24)

is equivalent to the system of equations

{

U(θ0) |λ1〉 = λ |λ0〉 ,
U(θ1) |λ0〉 = λ |λ1〉 .

(25)

The first equation implies |λ0〉 = 1
λU(θ0) |λ1〉. Substituting into the second equation, we obtain

R(θ1)
T ⊗R(θ0) |λ1〉 = λ2 |λ1〉 . (26)

That is, |λ1〉 is a λ2-eigenvector of R(θ1)
T ⊗ R(θ0). Using the eigenvectors of R(θ), we obtain

four eigenvectors |λ1〉, which in compact form are |λ1〉 = |s0i〉 |s1i〉 with eigenvalues ei(s0θ1−s1θ0) for

7



s0 = ±1 and s1 = ±1 independently. Therefore, λ = ±ei(s0θ1−s1θ0)/2. After using the first equation
to obtain |λ0〉, we are able to list all eigenvectors |λ〉 of URED:

|µ±〉 =
1√
8

[

±eiσ ∓ieiσ ±ieiσ ±eiσ 1 −i i 1
]T
, (27)

∣

∣µ∗
±

〉

=
1√
8

[

±e−iσ ±ie−iσ ∓ie−iσ ±e−iσ 1 i −i 1
]T
, (28)

|σ±〉 =
1√
8

[

±eiµ ±ieiµ ±ieiµ ∓eiµ 1 −i −i −1
]T
, (29)

∣

∣σ∗
±

〉

=
1√
8

[

±e−iµ ∓ie−iµ ∓ie−iµ ∓e−iµ 1 i i −1
]T
, (30)

which are associated with the respective eigenvalues ±eiµ, ±e−iµ, ±eiσ, and ±e−iσ, where µ =
(θ0 + θ1)/2 and σ = (θ0 − θ1)/2. These eigenvectors form an orthonormal basis.

4 Counting on the Complete Bipartite Graph

As described in Section 2.2, the original quantum counting algorithm estimates an eigenphase of the
evolution operator of Grover’s algorithm, which results in the number of marked elements. In this
section, we describe a similar approach for calculating the number of marked vertices in a graph
using the quantum phase estimation algorithm with an evolution operator of a quantum walk that
encodes the number of marked vertices in its eigenvalues.

Our objective is to ascertain the total number of marked vertices, denoted as k0 + k1, in the
complete bipartite graph. Recall the spectral decomposition of the quantum walk search operator
we discussed in the preceding section. It’s important to note that determining θj allows us to also
calculate kj . This relationship is expressed by the equation

cos(θj) = 1− 2kj
Nj

=⇒ kj = Nj sin
2 θj
2
. (31)

Given this, the evolution operator of the quantum walk search, represented as U = SCR, becomes
a prime candidate for our analysis.

First, we calculate the probability of estimating each eigenphase when U and |d〉, given by
Eq. (21), are inputs for the phase estimation algorithm. In the eigenbasis of U , we have

|d〉 =
∑

λ

〈λ|d〉 |λ〉 , (32)

where |λ〉 represents the eigenvectors described in Eqs (27) to (30). The modulus square of the
coefficients 〈λ|d〉 are

|〈µ±|d〉|2 =
1

8
(1± cos(σ)) , (33)

|〈σ±|d〉|2 =
1

8
(1± cos(µ)) . (34)

Using the trigonometric identities 1 + cosx = 2 cos2(x/2) and 1− cosx = 2 sin2(x/2), we obtain the
probability of estimating an eigenphase. The results are compiled in Table 1. Note that there is an
equal probability of estimating the positive and negative phases.

Running the phase estimation algorithm once yields an estimation of one out of eight possible
eigenphases. We could estimate µ and σ in order to calculate θ0 and θ1. However, multiple executions
of the phase estimation algorithm would be required to correctly identify µ and σ. On top of that, it
is not a trivial task to distinguish between the eight eigenphases. To avoid the distinguishing task,
we will tackle the counting problem in cases where marked vertices exist in only one part of the
bipartite graph. Then, we extend this solution to handle the general case.

8



phase probability

±µ 1
4 cos

2 (σ/2)

±(π − µ) 1
4 sin

2 (σ/2)

±σ 1
4 cos

2 (µ/2)

±(π − σ) 1
4 sin

2 (µ/2)

Table 1: Probability of estimating the eigenphases of U when the initial state is the uniform super-
position of all arcs of the graph.

4.1 Marked vertices in one part

Consider the case where all the marked vertices are located in one part of the bipartite graph. For
instance, suppose the marked vertices are located in V0 (K ⊆ V0). In this case, k1 = 0 and θ1 = 0,
which implies µ = σ = θ0/2. On the other hand, when we consider the second possibility, that is
K ⊆ V1, we have k0 = 0 and θ0 = 0, which implies µ = θ1/2 and σ = −θ1/2. Hence, in both cases,
U has only four eigenphases: ±θj/2, and ±(π − θj/2). Additionally, since 0 ≤ θj/2 ≤ π/2, we can
convert any other eigenphase to θj/2 by performing a conditional reflection on the real axis (x→ −x
if π < x < 2π), followed by a conditional reflection on the imaginary axis (x → π − x if x > π/2).
For simplicity, we will omit these reflections.

We proceed by executing the phase estimation algorithm, using the operator U and the state
|d〉 as inputs. This algorithm is designed to yield a close approximation, denoted as θ̃j/2, with a
probability of at least 8/π2. However, to accurately estimate kj , it’s essential to identify the specific
part j where the marked vertices reside. This identification is necessary to accurately estimate kj by

multiplying with the correct part size Nj . We then estimate kj using the formula k̃j = Nj sin
2(θ̃j/2).

The details of this procedure are depicted in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: partial count(p,R, j,N0, N1)

Input : The number of qubits in the first register p, the part j where the marked vertices
are located, and the graph KN0,N1

.

Output: k̃j .
1 Prepare the uniform state |d〉 and the evolution operator U = SCR;

2 θ̃j/2← phase estimation(p, U, |d〉);
3 k̃j ← Nj sin

2(θ̃j/2);

4 return k̃j .

To determine the error associated with the count of marked vertices, we cannot directly utilize
Corollary 1.1. The reason for this is that the definitions of cos(θj/2) and sin(θj/2) in the context
of the complete bipartite graph differ from those in Grover’s algorithm. However, we can apply
Theorem 1, which leads us to establish Theorem 2.

Theorem 2. Consider a bipartite graph KN0,N1
where all marked vertices are located in one part j.

By using algorithm partial count, the error of the estimation k̃j of the number of marked vertices
kj in Vj is upper bounded by

∣

∣

∣
k̃j − kj

∣

∣

∣
≤ 2π

√

kj(Nj − kj)
P

+
π2Nj

P 2
(35)

with success probability at least 8/π2. If θj ∈ ΩP , then k̃j = kj with certainty. Moreover, the
algorithm does P − 1 queries to the oracle.

Proof. By multiplying Eq. (10) by Nj, using the trigonometric identity sin x
2 cos

x
2 = sin x

2 , and the
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definition of sin(θj), we obtain the given upper bound. The success probability and number of
queries to the oracle come directly from Theorem 1.

Interestingly, Theorem 2 yields a result that mirrors that of Corollary 1.1. Consequently, this
allows us to count the number of marked vertices in a single part of the graph, adhering to the same
error bound established by the original quantum counting algorithm. We leverage this result to the
more general scenario, where marked vertices may reside in both parts of the graph.

4.2 General case

In the preceding subsection, we illustrated the method for counting marked vertices within a part
of the bipartite graph. However, in the general scenario, marked vertices may be distributed across
both parts. To address this case, we modify the oracle to exclusively mark vertices in one part at a
time. This adaptation effectively reduces the general problem to the subproblem we tackled earlier.
By employing this strategy, we can resolve the counting problem efficiently by executing the phase
estimation algorithm twice

We construct two distinct oracles based on R, as follows:

Rj |i〉 |uv〉 =
{

R |i〉 |uv〉 if i = j,

|i〉 |uv〉 otherwise,
(36)

where j ∈ { 0, 1 }. In the next subsection, we delve into the specifics of implementing the modified
oracles. Rj is designed to specifically flip the phase of vertices in Kj . Following this, we will outline
the implementation of the original oracle. Then, we’ll detail the process for implementing Rj .

4.2.1 Implementation of the modified oracles

To implement R, an ancilla qubit |ϕ〉 is required. When the ancilla qubit is set to |ϕ〉 = |−〉, R
inverts the phase of the marked vertices. Let R and Rj represent extensions of R and Rj that act
on the expanded Hilbert space. We define R as

R|i〉 |uv〉 |ϕ〉 =
{

|i〉 |uv〉X |ϕ〉 if u or v ∈ Ki,

|i〉 |uv〉 |ϕ〉 otherwise.
(37)

Next, we define two controlled Z gates with the target on the ancilla qubit, which activate when the
walker is in Vj ,

C(Z)j |i〉 |uv〉 |ϕ〉 =
{

|i〉 |uv〉Z |ϕ〉 if i = j,

|i〉 |uv〉 |ϕ〉 otherwise.
(38)

Here, C(Z)0 is a controlled Z gate activated by |0〉 and C(Z)1 is activated by |1〉. Rj is implemented
using

Rj = C(Z)jRC(Z)j , (39)

with the ancilla qubit initially set to |+〉. The circuit for R0 is illustrated in Fig. 3.
In the implementation of Rj , C(Z)j maps |+〉 to |−〉 (and vice-versa) when the walker is in Vj ,

R flips the phase only for the vertices in Kj. On the other hand, when the walker is not in Vj ,
C(Z)j is not activated and R does not flip the phase.

4.2.2 Counting algorithm

To solve the counting problem, we use the reduced versions R and Rj in Algorithm 2. For a practical
implementation on a quantum computer, the expanded versions R and Rj would be necessary. This
algorithm must be executed twice: first with R0 and then with R1. Subsequently, we calculate the
estimated total number of marked elements, expressed as k̃ = k̃0+ k̃1. The entire process is detailed
in Algorithm 3.

10



|i〉

R
R0 |i〉 |uv〉

|uv〉

|+〉 Z Z |+〉

C(Z)0 C(Z)0

Figure 3: Circuit that implements R0, where |i〉 |uv〉 is a state of the computational basis, and |+〉
is the initial state of an ancilla qubit.

Algorithm 3: full count(p,R,N0, N1)

Input : The number of qubits in the first register p, the oracle R and the graph KN0,N1
.

Output: k̃.
1 Prepare the modified oracles Rj = C(Z)jRC(Z)j for j ∈ { 0, 1 };
2 k̃0 ← partial count(p,R0, 0, N0, N1);

3 k̃1 ← partial count(p,R1, 1, N0, N1);

4 return k̃0 + k̃1.

Theorem 3. Consider a bipartite graph KN0,N1
. By using algorithm full count, the error of the

estimation k̃ of the number of marked vertices k is upper bounded by

∣

∣

∣
k̃ − k

∣

∣

∣
≤ 2π

P

(

√

k0(N0 − k0) +
√

k1(N1 − k1)
)

+
π2N

P 2
(40)

with a success probability of at least 0.65. Moreover, the algorithm does 2P − 2 queries to the oracle.

Proof. The results are obtained by applying Theorem 2 twice.

Similar to the original counting algorithm, by setting P = O(
√
N), we obtain an error upper

bound of O(
√
N). This is accomplished by making O(

√
N) calls to the oracle.

5 Final Remarks

In this work, we have extended the quantum counting algorithm by employing the quantum walk
search evolution operator on a bipartite graph. In this way, we are able to count the number of
marked vertices in a complete bipartite graph. By calculating the spectral decomposition of the
quantum walk search evolution operator on the complete bipartite graph, we obtained that its
eigenvalues encode the number of marked vertices in the graph. The idea is to use it as input to the
quantum phase estimation algorithm.

When the marked vertices are located in one part of the graph, a straightforward use of the
phase estimation algorithm allows us to determine the number of marked vertices with the same
error bounds as the original quantum counting algorithm. In the general scenario, where marked
vertices may reside in both parts of the graph, we modify the oracle by adding a few controlled Z
gates. This modification allows us to independently estimate the number of marked vertices in each
part. Such an approach is crucial for distinguishing the eigenphases that result from applying the
phase estimation procedure, which might otherwise be indistinguishable. In this more complex case,
the error bounds remain comparable to those of the original counting algorithm.

This method can be extended to other types of graphs as well. The key requirement is that
the evolution operator must encode the number of marked elements in its eigenphases, which then
can be used as input for the quantum phase estimation algorithm. The challenging aspect lies
in accurately distinguishing the output eigenphases to correctly estimate the number of marked
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vertices. Furthermore, it raises an interesting question: Does this counting algorithm maintain error
bounds that are comparable to those of the original counting algorithm?
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