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Research Progress of Measurement-Based Blind Quantum Computation
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Abstract: With broad prospects and development potential, quantum computers currently faces enormous
challenges in their physical implementation. Measurement-based blind quantum computing allows ordinary users
with limited or no quantum capabilities to complete computing tasks using measurement based quantum computing
models through remote quantum servers, while ensuring the privacy of their data, algorithms, and results. Therefore,
this proposed method of entrusting quantum computing becomes an important application model for ordinary users to
share quantum computing resources in the future. On basis of this, the measurement based quantum computing model
includes two universal resource states - cluster state and graph state, as well as the definition and formal description of
measurement modes, followed by an analysis of the basic principles of measurement-based blind quantum computing,
including the construction of a universal resource state Brickwork state, blind quantum computing measurement mode,
and universal blind quantum computing protocol, with a summary of different technical approaches and experimental
results for the solution of the fundamental problem of measurement based blind quantum computing, as well as an
inquiry into its future development direction.
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RTEFH%EARENE AT, UEFS
Jfa BB, DR FANEEA R ZEEE, TN
A T S A A g [ A JE A, i H R
HFFATA AR ST, THERE ) e M ] R AR
H & T i & (blind quantum computation, BQC )
SE— R K AR AR T R TR
B, HEMRIERFRIARMI, (—BPRh
Alice ) AW 1A AT 55 Z FE.45 Ham F &+ g J) s e
M55 #% (—MEFRA Bob) , FEORUEF P 8 . &
P By B AAE U BQC AT LI A W R E
I TR HAER (circuit-based
quantum computation, CBQC ) 7 FIFLF 2 (1) & 1
P15 AR ( measurement-based quantum computation,
MBQC) ", BQC &t 8% i T4 &,
B TR (SRR A ) TR
e W HASE R IR AR R P
M7 —FpiE H R R vt

BAANL, ST AE 2" iR AS as 8] o o i
e U XF n-qubit A THAE . IR0 B AHELL R
PRy AR . CBQC ALY M 4l t + & 4R, i
—RANEF A, sy RS #E ab
HUF B L5 R A5 B P 1-qubit PISEAFFIZ 4R

(CNOT ) — &M s 5y — Nl 45, nl sk
B n-qubit b AR BT HAE 1 MBQC ik T4 4
A 75 AR qubit AR . MBQC 5L BLE
SRR BRI, #ORT S A Y
U TE LT R BQC H 3 i o R ST
% A ity iy 2 LA — SRR R T R T A 1Y R
FERETIGE ) BQC Hr, W& 7 syt - fg 1 i R ]
B, TR .

ARSI AT 72 i AR A R, A
MBQC #5274 1% #H 5 35 18 Fl T 5 1) BQC [ FE A<
JREE, T RGN A R B 2R 2T I 4 Y BQC BiF
GRS AR, WRPTHARRBER Jrm, A
AEXT H A M A rh S5 B - (noisy intermediate-
scalequantum, NISQ ) MU E 5 " RIS A R /R o

1 EFNEMEFITEER
L1 FEE

MBQC — /% J& 16 R. Raussendorf % 1 K #i H4
B9 B ) i F T % (one-way quantum computation,
IWQC ) LAY 2R 3 X /=5 B 2] 9 ) DRI A ik A T
— R AR S T AT 5. TWQC H 515 %

TR N H T (cluster states ) FlH T K4 ( graph
states ) ", FRASIE—Fth 24> qubit F R FER Y
P B C IR TR ) HR R S i U AL,
CIEES

w)e = ®(0), @y +1),). (1)

e o, FIFFERE

Boert# 1B, of =1, XF—4E, 4ef =4k
A, T8 {13, {(1,0), (0, D} #1 {(1, 0, 0), (0,
1,0), (0, 0, D}, X (1) B FERIAES.
RS e KB (maximum connectedness ) Fl12Y
28 A &1 ( persistency of entanglement ) . & T &
(A SCRTHFE 31 5 EAHIE & 1 1 A

K5 —A ki B G=(V, E) fcHk, e, v

KT, H v=(1,2, -, N}, 1% qubit; E ki, H
EcV), fRE4giER, B GHEATL ieV Xt

REHY 1-qubit, 41— SZHIERIERSR K, -

KNG(") =X, (HjeNG(i)Zj)’ (i’j)eE ° (2)
K XHZ BRI No() 8 i 76 G 4R fE
LG Ky P IR T RIS j e No(i) H1R
) qubit A AT ULI
MFAER iV, {Ky ) #XT 5KV
KA qubit RGEM AT LI e ARG . I ETA
A —AUIERRHE R AR, K, T RS T 1
(A SLREAE [ R SR G SRS |G) L |
Kyo|0)=1G), i€V (3)

TR, bk, ) e

Wﬂ%ﬁ&=Gmmh»,&%ﬁ@§K$%%%
T 09,

£ MBQC HEZEH, % G IRA, Uit
BHIBME R SRS G ERIPIAS qubit 824 {1, O},
R, 8T — I EIES (open graph state )
(G, 1, 0), EH—ATKNE G=(V, E). %A I Flfih
O MM AEs FHEAW. 1. ocV , I'FO 51 AV
TR0 M. Egi=I1, . E, B G ORI 4
JRy A G A
12 MEREK

FE MBQC BRI, LR LA WA 3 4B B :
1) qubit A s ALY, A4 58 THE e SR B IR 5
2) 1-qubit W4, FI T2 28 0 A A o 5 e 12
R 4E, 51 qubit TR & Ak, T EK s R
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et vl 3) AR EESE R, & e
JE 0 PEBEATARSEME IE . MBQC BRI rh 1B &
B A T 1equbit il £ NYL 2-qubit 24 45 $5: 4R
E=Cy(i, j). 1-qubit ll 5 M/ F1 1-qubit {FIEIE X;.
Z, Hpi, j RORBAEMH N qubit, 28 a. 0[O,
2n]. FLURHBIE, 6 N7 SO TARE R |+, ) 1
qubit i, H.|#,)=(|0)xe™ [1))/2 o Pkt M) 52 XK
I8 FH T qubit i B IEAS 5 |+ )( £, |, BRI 45
0 S, o ) (ol MG RTT 0, |5 )(—, ML
Jo 1, WELRRA =D, s o WHERE X Z;
P AT E MR B IE

EX 1 MEHEX ( measurement pattern) MBQC
BRI I A, S HAR DI P ELAS (G, 1
0) . Wi (f. =) (f55>=KEB4 ¥ partial order, j>i
278 qubit i I EPLSE T qubitj ) L Bloch BRI X-Y
i b {0, Zh

TP E A (G, L, o) 4 T Frd % 1Y qubit 4
GV EReNa gy X E,. A qubit ££45 1 Al
H qubit 54 O, EE A E X, T EHE 1
qubit il £ A A B (— e il 25 BB O Bl Bl AL B )
1 O° v qubit B, DA SRAGf E 1H 4h 2R
T ERMIEIE . ISR (flow) AR 10,

EX2 @ SHEMES (G L o), Wmiff
TERRELLO°— I VA KAE V BRI >, [#i15xF
EEie0, LT FMER AT, MZ SRR (f, > ):
1) G M)eG; 2) fi)>i; 3) XF A, Bxillsk
iR AT (ke No (£ (ON(T}), BAT e i

PO, PSSR T A R SRS
NSV 517510 5 S = W S s ) 3 BN U g S W el
FEPE R BAHDGABE t R B SO X, A 2 B ERA TN
FE RS R BB A3 e =45 o DR A AU 3 2
B f AR ¥ > 2Z (Bl AR B A o

XFARMAEIERA, UIFREDE (G, 1, 0) i
SR AWM~ U, (f, >) BRI
M! J AR qubit ie O° FRIFEREIRE KL, A
0, 5RIZALEM) Mo FHUE U K. KRS &
THLEK U il U=U,U,.,-+-U,, Hh UeU, UNIE
Bl T TAE, AT DU S OC T EAS  A 4 N o
FE{0.} o o T REAS ST AT B 7 FL 5 A0 308 1 A5
(universal graph state ) ™', {6,}_,. AT LI ¥l & 15
AU E TR UG, BLH A (UU, U (8

ATHESE {0} e o AEFL 145 T RIS IR AR 1 T

TSR 89
b
EE 1 WITEZE (G, 1 0) HF1ER (f, >),

DU A
- i 0;
Mf G.-0 - H ( /(:) erNG(f(i))\(i; Zk Mi )EGN,O:- ( 4 )

SEAEATHY, JF o —BORsR e e ey U, R

AN
Us.1.000 = (ero“ <+6,~ |I)E NOL» o

X (4) e s,€{0.1) Sy qubiti T & (Y 246 9 25
X5y Mie e ropnen Zi' A qubit £ PR JS T3 2P TROAE IE

R4S NO:(er1‘|+0>)' EG=(H(,. jer CZ;, )

NS AR, T R IR E T E X
K (3), ARUTFRA:
Ky BNy = BN
R (4, |, = M7 2 13
M, 6.v0 ;H; (MOZ Ky, (f(/)))EGNIO“ ’
i (2), 350 (4)
KFF IR0} e o AN R A A PR B
TE A A
0/=(-1)r"0 6,+ Z.(/}ig.{>eJ~'G(i>S/-n 0 (5)

b 7 2 AG) s, BIASR fGy=i, W ()=,

MFiel, s, =0.

2 EFMEr BQC EAR[FEIE

FEPAT R S B S B A M R IH A
REJIM RS54, XRDBICEOR IR APITHITE . W
AU, BT E 6=, E). fth O M (f, >) i
SE M IAF A1, R 55 AN D 0 TE AT ST A AR o] S
fibf5 H. Rk, A. Broadbent % " 7 MBQC #£ 42 5
filh FEEH T — @ E R 11 (universal blind
quantum computation, UBQC ) 131, 1 FX BFK f
W PR Alice # it T R4 — Rk S5
7% Bob, Mt 55 % il £ £ qubit = JiE 2 28 11 38 FH R4S
Brickwork 2% A HEIRAS, P T— R 510 HFME IE
S BQC, HAMIET Alice M A | i th B SAA R,
[Fi] B 25 P i 3 T 4G D I 55 4 4 7 B S b KA T T T i
SKETHAAT 55
2.1 Brickwork 7544i&

Brickwork Z& & —F K qubit # B8 — e RN 1 7
G RR A (L) o BARMM ik e
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1 Brickwork & G, .,
Fig. 1 Brickwork state G, ,,

E X 3 Brickwork &% — 4> Brickwork &G, .,
AT 30 nox m A~ qubit ¥ nk ) 2k 2 A,
Hfrm=5(mod8) .

1) Hl #8780 |+) BTA qubit, 48—
qubit HE—ERE| (i,7) , Hii k7 Gieln]) ,
WA (jelm]) o

2) XTHE—1F, 1E qubit (i,7) 1 (i, +1) Z[H]

N Z 1 1RE, Hopl <

3) % F4H—4 j =3 (mod 8 ) FlfG—EHEAT i,

fE qubit (i, j) F1 Ci+l, j) ZBEPLR (i, j+2) F
(i+l, j+2) ZIN A Z T1HRAE.

4) Xt FH—5 =7 (mod 8 ) F4F—AE%tT i,

75 qubit (i, j) A Ci+1, j) ZELL K (i, j+2)

sjsm-1,

CZR, (0)HR,

(
CZHR,(

~la |7

0008 6000l
0202020 EEN0Z0Z005N
a) BEFE st b) HRI R
0 0doD 6660l
0020200 Oz02020=0
¢) m/8RIMEAEL, d) 11 M

©O-© 6#
OB —{ulrprfz}{arDH 2}

EOETE—
¢) CNOT | JiliH
B2 BEAZETENEER
Fig.2 Measurement pattern for universal logic gate set

I 2R ) AR rh i a1 T A ) P T S
PUEER T, &3 4 T Anfa7E Brickwork &
G 4 EIBLEA 3R T U, Uy M Uy 1Y 4-qubit LS
L R A AR T T T R A S B e

A Citl, j+2) ZIRIN A2 Z 113k,
TEE 1 FF /R Y Brickwork 245G, ., H, qubit |y >

(x: 1’27”"”’ y= lﬂza’m)#ﬁﬁﬁ)(fﬁ?*ﬂyﬁuﬁkﬁU,
SR, B AL T [+) = 1/V2(0)+ 1)) 4k

Ao FEHLERR qubit Z AT 28 Z 1A
Brickwork A&Xf BQC /Z# 1. & FIiFEPIEEA
JRAVTARE 225 0] 14 V5 72 48 ] 3 2o 38 2 B 14 R {CNOT,
H, /8% MR ELLASEE " & 2w il i s = it

filt B A B 7 A DR UERA 2 PR 45 1 s IE, D
ALEANHEAT o 3 2 BT A T e 1 A
AHEA ME IR E A (underlying graph state )
#ALE T 10 4> qubit, HARRI B985, Rl
brick, fH&l 2a~e s B0 SzEE ] S R A
brick HJH 3 4> qubit % IR [ 2a PR e 54 E 24T
o T2 ZT TR IER: ] RA>a) X 5 1,
HigFIEAmER, BEILE 2b~d gt EI’J/I\I‘]
(AN A K 5 R O ) e H SRR AN Y . 43
PC B A & Af B, T4 FRLALT] . /8 ] A Hadamard
T8 ] 2e 451 T 2-qubit B9 CNOT [ 141 H i
HWEAEXWEM R, MRk, S50
PR IES R AT

)H@R (——JHR (0)HCZR, (0)HR, (0)H ® R, (Z)HRZ (0)H =

)H@HR (——)HCZHH@HR (4)H:czz®1e (__)cz (g) ( J cnor.

IHETIZEAR, AR E 1 E LAY Brickwork 2575,
AT, AR TR AT — R 58 2 T TR U
WM, AR B AT B brick Pf4 )y A58
B, FI, Brickwork 2% ] A & % Fll & i) BQC H
AR 7o, SEIAFEZAETTH) brick HAHH
) qubit ZORIZY 254, Br LUIR S5 2 JGIE X e AT,

L#FHF'*E;@)LE’J EEE%XTH[Z%%%%%EB%EEEE’J el

I§I33

MY 4- qublt R F5E
Fig. 3 Tiling method for a 4-qubit circuit with three gates

22 WEERK
TEHE T &9 BQC Hf, A 2R 415 I 55 4 o
FEGTIRAS FRIMRA, HR4E MBQC BB a1,

WAL (G.1O). (f ) (0} ). B 2
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o Bk EIMHGA G 1. O M (f, =) HaE M)
Wy K3k 25 R A5 2, ARG il 28 I ik A i BRI A
JrAF I qubit 5 Ik %5, RSEFIRHIKEIN G, 1. O
FIIN G K2 qubit, #4133 H4E T A9 Brickwork 25 .

TE Brickwork 2 W, i A2 il (8 — %) 3% R B A
qubit S5 1, A M — ) F Rkt qubit 4 O,
i R ) A s A S A dE it qubit 2G5 1°00°,
Y A 2B T, B A XF RS n > qubit [A]
BpEA T o R A3 AT s
fAL2, - nx {2, m=1} 11,2, n}x{2,3,--,m},

ELAH, XFT Brickwork [ 4N7E X-Y S 1 9 4F
BRI qubit (v, ), Ax, v)= (x, p+1), Hi
xe{l,2,-,n},ye{l, 2, -, m—1} ,ffﬁf_l(x,y): (x, 1),
FAEERTH qubit (x, y)e O° FERE—MEMIE RO, .
—WFERF X RES DY, (DY =, ) Fl—
ZiRWimEES DY ( Diy:{(u,v):(x,y)eNG(f(u, v))},
H (u, v) # (x, ¥)o HA> qubit FSEERINE A 07, &
0., MIBIESEF, BT HeRT qubit M9 455, 4
S0 =@ ey, Sevn SL, =@ s, S DY
D? WA qubit 25 SR 2 fin, MR (5) 1,
SRR AL 0] =(-1)" 6, , +s7 mo IR
AN 07, FIAH G i 25 SRS 0, o R PIEZHAEIT
XTI SS A E 1, 5 R T I8 A B R
ML {0] . 5., ] e AT,

R B TR DU S A B, A4 3 Brickwork AR,
%P A A qubit AR S [+, ) EBEHLEG, I
haeo, o={kn/a}, . o BT [+)=R, (a)]+)
H RAa) F32¥ Z 1105y, [+,) By 4t o] fiy % 5
WA RS [+) . FERIEAIR S, TSk isE
X 3 43 Brickwork %, XA qubit $U1 T RlAL Y
ZWERERAY . 534h, BIATHEHLLLAS r, € {0, 1} %
Wigi R b, ,, Bs, =b, ®r, ., W55 A5
qubit (x, y) e O° L Byl A BEJE 4

8,,=6, +o,  +r n=

(—1)'&"3(‘)'9w+ax’y+(sxz’y+r_w)7t, (6)
XRE, RSG5 A ITAS I A B O, R TGS Hh
R R g LS o A R R A IR T
2.3 UBQC Y
it FH -4 AR T 9 UBQC ML, A
qubit FATETF A . AR A qubit A
A EAENE, Alice ¥ A qubit SElin% R 5 Ak 4

Bob. 145 HHE, Bob ¥ fixJ5 — 51 B qubit K& ik 45
Alice, Alice UATHIFNEIE, M58 R F4 i -

PR A ¥/|\<(G, 1, 0), (f, >')’ {ei}ie()‘>

A A — M S A qubit ie T A9 RT3 (748

1) Alice %% BRIk G, 1. O A )i Fe 44
Bob;

2) Alice il #5H H AL 2 A 7E O°UI H Y qubit 25
Bob:

OX}Fiel, BEBE—DBEYLILEE o, € {0, 1} FI

—NBEPLE e, HF R, (a) X 13 FHF] qubit i FIF
K545 Bobs

QxXfF iel’, BEHHERE 1 oeco, Hil&l+e)
It A% 45 Bob;

3) Gk (L)) 5 GRYA, W Bob 7E qubit (7, 5)
ZI R Z 17

4) XTI ie0°, Alice #IRIR (£, >) HEH
W, AR 5, & %4 Bob, Bob fii
L[ ) i qubit i FHAFIESER be (0, 1) R4
Alice,

5=b®r, s7'= @s, ®a, s'=@Ps, a ., o

i, DY(E DY) J& qubiti (9 X (5 Z) IKIES,
HDiX:f-l(l-)’ DiZ:{j:ieNG(f(j))}o
P L P A5 SE BR  H £ E A

0/ = (—1)“';)(0i +s/m

’ S{X VA
8, =0/ +a,+rm=(-1)" 60, +a,+(s/ +r)m,

A, r, H1 Alice FEHLIEI, H. re {0, 1};

5) Bob i [Elfii i qubit ie O;

6) Alice MHHECHIN qubitic O, Riff Z9x*",

PR T2 2 BB HE& B B a2 B i
BBt 1) HERBTE., Alice T T B TE R T 27 (15
T qubit i e 1 W VR EEAT X FINERS 54T RAa)
P T — K — g 7 JE & 45 Bob; [RIAT,
Alice ¥ 75 Z A 45 I YT A 1-qubit & 25 IR 55 %%,
Bob MR ¥ & G #4 1 — > Brickwork 2%, J& 220 i 78
Brickwork #&_FiF17. 2) A8 H MG Hr B, Alice JR A
Bob &M 52X} Brickwork 25 qubit (x, y)e O° JF
i, JFR R —51 1 qubit & 45 Alice, Hi Alice
XFHECEN R qubit A TIEAMEE LASE il T

T A UBQC PIMSUER SR % 7 i wh 701 28 /0>
BA R4 qubit, ST FIEARF X F Z i) 3 n] &t
TARIEM T RES . XA PMSGA AT Ok (28 i A
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A, e U HL i # qubit K% E)
i 55 (4 B ] B (S TE B0 T RE Do TR 2SR A
i, AARBPCESCBL AT U Y BQC, Alice nl#it
ARIEIA qubit ie I WETE U, i TS5 de i it
RS 2 O — 41, Xk, 0P il
AL UBIER—SIRISC A2 S5 A BESC B R TR A

il Iz ik i, R 5545 2 X e — 51 quibit R 70
i, IR S ILE R R R P, R i AN
X e — S HEAMEIE, AU BT B4R

3 EFNZE/ BQC RHE

fiff FHEE TIN5 A9 BQC (14 B (42 38 3 FH P 3248t
BB R T RMSS P TS AL A B )
S8 NP [a]@ P70 ARk, | R R R G,
FEF M BQC MILISHF 5T B SL 58011 1 £ )y Thi bk
58 FEALEXTF BQC WS i AR AR [l i, R 4n
o] AR AV 357308 P P o R 0 0 R Rk B i
HPEE ., LR TRA, BIFTIRANR.
3.1 BENERmEFRENEXR
3.1.1 BIR4 24 UBQC

SRR P T RE T AR, R PG A
JE, JEFIE A UBQC /s HBL T 3 Al —J2
i A. Broadbent % ™ 2 H it % 5 49 UBQC B, B
WA P iy B A T 2% B qubit A [R) B ] A
EMRE S . —J& T. Morimae %5 U7 352 1% P A
T EPATHREE 1-qubit P9 000 & 1) BQC #i5X ( the
measurement-only BQC model, MOBQC ) , 7 & T
He2ER G, Alice 3 FH BUEA MG, XTEAET
ARSHEAT IR PRI SEBHAE . A FE 2RO T qubit (Y
A, MRS E A G L, Xl Alice ARl
gz, Pl Jeik Bob v & — LTI 1
TR IRA; AR5 Bob il i T iH ) Alice
KIE—DRAM qubit; o5, Alice PAF:— B
 qubit, %M SER Sk E, BE
R A H R . = Li Q. & M R 1 —
il ;i KUt HAGRAT 1-qubit [']#9 UBQC B
W H Bob S i) Alice & #% m+k+l AN Ab F AR DS
|04 qubit, Alice #EFEHA m ANSFHFIFE, HAx b+l
A~ qubit 4355 FH 175 TN B B A S BRI 22 4 TN 6
iE. Alice FEX FH T A m A~ qubit 04T H 114845,
SRIGHER n W ol 1T (Hirp n BEALHBAA {0, 1, -+, 7}
Pk PE, B qubit MRS (o) £e™ (1) /N2 ), I

& 1145 Bob, Bob WX F|ix Lt qubit 5, 475 BFK P
WORA [R) 25 B M) i 1330 T 75 Brickwork 2%, FF 5 A

TR SRR A L, TR qubit [ iX e
P PR AR, DR S A — S
RS, e T REREE S R G
312 %MR%£4 UBQC

N BEEATG 5 7 g JUT 5 2 1) 7 RE T X — IR S v
Wk, M T —S RS R, U T. Morimae
L PR T U 55 % UBQC WML, %5 An]
fEHO B IF Hr & Bell 2%, a0l 45 m 4> Bell
B Ly, .) (Ha, |y, )=(1®@x7Z7)(|0)0)+
ID|)/N2» {z-x}e {01} ) H 4444 Bell &1y
Wi~ qubit 4> & 45 Bobl Hl Bob2. Alice % 1% 28 it {5

m
i=

{0’ =(-1)"6,+zn} 4 Bobl (}ih16,€ 0 SEHiHL

FRAEf) . Bobl L {|+6))) W AIES A Bell
&, AR {01} Kik4 Alice, ILHT Bob2
JIRH A A% B3 3t A AE Ry @, |6, + by, TR

TR MRS, Alice JA{0, +bn}” e {0, 1} 18
{0} {0,1}, 5 Bob2 $i47 BFK BM3Us At
PR Pl LASE A 2e il (HZSRIA IR S5 AR A
REMAS, BRAL T PR AT R

Li Q. 85 W™ S o gisc i A8, Bt = RS
UBQC B, AIfi Ll 20 /4 Bell 25w, o (Bl 4,))
(k=12 m) F |y, (B2 4)) I =12, -, m), I
Horp n A~ Bell 21955 — > qubit & %45 Bobl, 5
Sh n A Bell 50945 —> qubit & 2% %5 Bob2, H#iX 2n
A~ Bell 45 (1 55 — 4 qubit 4B & 4 Alice, Alice Fifi fll
Mo B K o 2m A~ qubit 45 Bob3., Alice i =K Bob3
12 2m 4> qubit {4, } A {47} shH85E qubit X 4, A
A (Horprie (1,2, -+, my) #EAT Bell Wik, 2
B (20 x e {01} % 3% % Alice, 416 4 41 45 52 #e it
B, LA A, AR G BL A B2, (AR S

v, v, (B2 B2, )) . Alice LA 5 i 0 25 S 57
WA =(-1)" 0, +Zn] (ke (1,2, -,
ny={sy, S, =, S}, 6,€0, (ZSI,,XSI,)G{OJ} ) Ik
% Bobl, Bobl {fi L |+6/) X H: qubit JEA7IIH, I
g e 25 5 {b, V& %y Alice. Bobl il 45 3 f

Bob2 [ qubit IRAEH @716, +bx) , 3k 5 T

i=

A4 Brickwork 7%, Z Ji5, Alice JH 0+bm X0, 5
Bob2 $f7 BKF PR A2 BB BE, PMX & i
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HEEHA VIS TEIENRE S . B8 3 MRS
[ BERS A T 5, (IR AAE 2 AR

Mk, XuH. RO T SRS AR ML, 2
T PR 55 fR 2 ML P i UBQC Bl AT i ol
e 2n A Bell 4 Yoo (B, 4)) (k=1,2,--,2n) | 344
£/~ Bell Z5 955 — > qubit B, & 1% 45 Bob, %5 — 4>
qubit 4, & 1% 4 Alice, Alice M H B HL L HY 2m 1%
4 Bob, Bob XU E 2m 4> qubit 3% Alice 38 & 1
qubit X 4, F 4, (i, je{l,2, -+, m}) BE—I4T Bell

Wi, EREE R (2], )] )e {0,1F B34 Alice.
LI Bob Ay B 5 A, A A, 212809 qubit JE B
aslv, ., (BB, )). Alice et )W it 45

RTF R A {0 = (<1)* 0, +z7] I %4 Bob,
Hodkefl, 2, =, n}={s,, 55, =+, 5,}, 0,€0,
(Zk’xk)e {Ovl} ) (Zk’xk) e b—2 (Zs,-’xsj) E6]
{E. Bob fifi FH 3% [£6)) I M AT £ 0o Wi B 1) n A
qubit B,, HHLERA{b Y, K4 Alice. FI Bob 4
i qubit AR @7, |6, +b,m) K43 53 T A5 114
Brickwork 2%, ZJ&, Alice i 0+bm 0% 6,, 5 Bob
AT BEK P8,

RSN TR RS A, B TR
SO AEHL, X FELHIN T UBQC 1 B A 4
AR, R T ERSL AT I
32 WOEFHAE

FET M UBQC i 112 qubit 24487558 A
1155 BEE TR R, ASH R g, &
TR KIEIE . BFK PR ff e 7155 ]
FIHE AR BERIAR I 22— 20, e ol
AP O3 TR EIE Y, SR, R T
BOR A A, B A A AT A A 0 5% I 58 BT
BAES, M, A. Mantri 25 ¥ 25 1T A E AT BQC
JIrt e IR R A sE s, IR S i S ELA
7 1-qubit fE J10}, BFK MU AERAIER 8/3 5 LAN .

Zhang X. Q. & WV 7 — A B TN IR By
UBQC Wi, Ak s 8im AT T E RS, F 10
qubit (AR UE brick Bl 2Dk 6~8 qubit, M FEAE T #4)
# brickwork 75 A qubit 50 . Yang Z. % PO 2 A
FHR 55445 04 B RE 1 R RRAR 2 7 i et 1~ AR 19 7 22,
IR, @RS RSP T R TEH
1, Wb TSR T qubit 95, BRI %
vy il 7 1 qubit %% H Fo AR brick Fir 75 19 10 /> qubit
FEAIGIT 40%,  [R) FFtho g2 1 ) s 0 U A5 75 2 7

Wio =R HEAE BU R T S R B AR R B A
[ 1-qubit BQC ¥ri, P8 o | I 2 48 25 i 8-qubit
A S T8 1-qubit [ THE HFN T, SEH/
MOBQC AR H, KR FEAR 1% 7 i (Y 5 - A
MZFCA . MK 2 o1, 7€ Brickwork 2% Hp 521 H
qubit FEA T IHAE 4 N E) qubit, Ji4h, BT
Brickwork 75 i HAARZE 1A S 18 1, SEPRTE 22 10 Bl
qubit BEZE K T I, Ma S. Q. %5 BRI FIKi 3 (break )
FIRE4% (bridge) = FHAESFH AR, fff Brickwork 745
M ZEFI AR E , AR08 T 48D qubit AYIFHFE. B
1AM, FEET 3 APk Y Brickwork JRZS, T LIASIA]
FEJE HuyE /> qubit FF45 . 55 —Fh ety Brickwork 2%,
Bl 77 J¥ Brickwork #% ( square brickwork state ) , ‘¥
He 5L iR Brickwork 25 U820 24— 2 144 Bl qubit {15 €.
55 TR e k2 5 B Brickwork 25 B9 — R AR (K, R
Brickwork % (hyper brickwork state ) , ‘g i f5 7£ 5
BUAHEBIY 2-qubit [ THIAE) qubit (1T FE AT LR
b e fa— el 2 7 TE Brickwork 2 (E— AR K
Bl #F # Brickwork 25 ( circular brickwork state ) , &
PR =4z e, AN T Brickwork A4 1
MERE,  [RIEFgE—250 /b T 4B qubit JFEH
33 KRR

B 7R TR BQC ML HISEAN, 7RSI
IEE T BRSPS B0 T T 2 ekt e BT A
FDE T IS (thermal state ) 25 2L SE2FL T MBQC HY
SR UE AR B FEPEEERE |, S. Barz 45 PR
FH MBQC #8Y, EIRIGIE | % P i A 4640 &
TR A0 RIAT R, R T AER P o N B A
TG qubit AIEDOL T, 38242 B 4-qubit 74
AR, S 1-qubit F1 2-qubit & T2 58] A9 T
4E L)} Deutsch 55 Grover 5.3, XX} UBQC HH Y
REHATRRME X, S. Barz 2 PV ik gEAT T Al B E
UBQC MY H IR SEIRIGUE, SE3eH & P i AT A2 B
A qubit FAL T &I SANLNEE . a4 46T
qubit FEAEZR T % 7 IR 55 25 $44 T MBQC 1Y fig
TP BB A i B, C. Greganti 45 B 3 1 5256
I0F T MOBQC B FE, FFHYEF 4 Bl 4-qubit 2874
AR RIS TR IR IR . & P i AT A T R R 2R
MG ICR B Y120 RAEH S TR k1
G gL, PRSI SIS & 4 IR L
Vigk T —4 ., Huang H. L. % P Ry 52 2 ML 26 P i
SCif T BQC Ji S U0 B0 UE . 38 L SC kB 1 A
AR % Z Bl L= 3 4~ EPR ( Einstein Podolsky
Rosen ) &, FFATEHIE BQC HEZR, R & FKIE
BT EARAL S TR AR N=15 19 Shor 8875, 454
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CHSH ( Clauser-Horne Shimony-Holt ) ™ 14 & 1
D 0 YEA PR, 4R AL T —Fh SR P AT
TR # AT AT B0 AIE BQC MY s, XX &4 =i
TIEHAAEZE L, P. Drmota 25 7 ki IR &
Yy - S0 TR T R TSR IE BQC, SCEAE D
BCa" MM qubit LI B TRHR TR S g,
W T S B TR, A B T PR
HIJEF IR R G5 P bt , S REF i FaE g . 7E
POt FHOEFHREAEFEES L, B TIRS &
RPN, B 5% A BRI,
THER T X R %4 (post-selection ) 7 ATHHEE, X AL
PEm T TAERCR, R T RS e TR Yy mT 4
Jetk. IR NI  i
YARTALG 0 A Re BTG iy i R 55 74l
VT IER

4 EFNEH BQCAREE

HHET, X FI08 = iR S A i, A% i
WFRESIRE, BHRERAN A, WESHMITE
W3 ME TR Z — A RSB UBQC, T £ k55
ar T B AE L L, XS T TR
ZRMAFAE A E AT T S m) i, (W] Bs 3 1 o
TiA. Hit, MWHEIE =S 50E MK P b
JIk 55 %% UBQC WML B 5 28 Wi B IR FE H bR A.
Mantri 2 8 SIEB T F] FH MBQC #5588 i SO 4 m] LA
AT =07 B bt g A R — IR
F5#51) BQC MM, X BLIRABDIPE 1Y & SOZHE X T—
A EE RIS, e ARG B TS AR ) 2R iE e,
X PR 2 T B AR ] 4 [ 2 IO HE Y — B0 i
PEM A, XA, ARG TN A R R i 28
DR R W NN ) By = e s 17 7AW i S =41
A, [FI BT R OGRS, M E
P AFR R AR A0 i 75 e i — 2H 38 FH 13 DA S
B UBQC, I H.5¢ B ik 55 #r A B Uk, A RF ik —
A5, R, # X MBQC BRI ES R R A
5T, FEHR LA AL 3 TC 5 =y 2 UK P i) L IR 55
#+ UBQC Jr £t — MR mE, Sz, &
ATIATE K A 52 RE 51 bR % 7 i R IR 55 #5 22 18] 1)
HEE, FEPmEesi, I HAERTEFH
LIEGL T 523 UBQC,

T8, TRGENE R 55w o K A 38 i A RE
5 Brickwork 2 /) 25 # R AR AR 45 6, 38 A s ik
Brickwork 254544, PAgE—2070 FH 7 qubit (1) 755
B, 1% BQC s 2 1 A R, o —ME
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