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ABSTRACT. The two main notions of control in quantum programming languages are
often referred to as “quantum” control and “classical” control. With the latter, the control
flow is based on classical information, potentially resulting from a quantum measurement,
and this paradigm is well-suited to mixed state quantum computation. Whereas with
quantum control, we are primarily focused on pure quantum computation and there the
“control” is based on superposition. The two paradigms have not mixed well traditionally
and they are almost always treated separately. In this work, we show that the paradigms
may be combined within the same system. The key ingredients for achieving this are: (1)
syntactically: a modality for incorporating pure quantum types into a mixed state quantum
type system; (2) operationally: an adaptation of the notion of “quantum configuration” from
quantum lambda-calculi, where the quantum data is replaced with pure quantum primitives;
(3) denotationally: suitable (sub)categories of Hilbert spaces, for pure computation and
von Neumann algebras, for mixed state computation in the Heisenberg picture of quantum
mechanics.

1. INTRODUCTION

There are two important paradigms in the design of quantum programming languages —
“classical control” and “quantum control”. In the classical control approach (e.g., [Sel04,
SV+09, SV06, CW16, PPRZ20, JKL*22]) the control flow of a program is conditioned
on classical information that may result from quantum measurements. Type systems for
quantum programming languages that are based on classical control are able to represent a
variety of effects, e.g., quantum state preparation, state evolution through the application of
unitary operators, and probabilistic effects induced by quantum measurements. Because of
this, it is natural to conceptualise such lambda-calculi using quantum structures and models
that are suited to describing mixed-state quantum computation and information (e.g., density
matrices, superoperators). In the quantum control approach (e.g., [SVV18, DCGMV19,
DCM22, AM22, Val22]), one usually places an emphasis on pure state quantum computation
and more specifically on superposition of terms, pure quantum states and unitary operators.
In approaches that utilise classical control, one often starts with a selection of constants
that represent some unitary operators (e.g., Hadamard, CNOT) and more complex unitary


https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.22537v1

2 A PROGRAMMING LANGUAGE COMBINING QUANTUM AND CLASSICAL CONTROL

Ay.let B(x @ xs) = Tof(y)

in case meas(x) of

{inl(x) — B(CNOT)(zs), W SR R, R, ovor|

Toffoli

inr(x) — xs}

FIGURE 1. A program and the corresponding circuit

operations can be described in a circuit-like fashion by composing the atomic unitaries in
a suitable way. Whereas in the quantum control approach, unitary operators are defined
through more fundamental primitives that do not require the programmer to specify a
circuit-like decomposition of the unitary operation. Because of this, a considerable economy
in terms of syntax can be achieved with quantum control. For example, consider the circuit
in Figure 1. It uses the well-known Toffoli gate, which would have to be decomposed as
a large circuit like the one in the figure. However, the program representing this circuit
can instead be written as a simple lambda term in our language given in Figure 1, where
Tof = B(ctrl CNOT). To highlight this further note that the controlled Hadamard can be
defined similarly to the Toffoli in our language, but a typical classically controlled quantum
programming language would require two H gates, six T gates and one CNOT gate. Thus,
our language offers an ease of writing programs by abstracting away quantum circuits. We
aim to shift focus from drawing quantum circuits, which is a more low-level approach to
writing code, to writing programs directly using syntax, which is a more high-level approach.
In classical (non-quantum) programming, we can use high-level languages to write algorithms
without having to specify boolean circuits or to encode integers using tuples of bits/booleans.
With our paper, we are trying to advance quantum programming abstractions towards such
a direction. For example, an individual gqnat [n) can be used instead of a tensor of qubits
|g1g2...qx) whose binary encoding corresponds to n. We view boolean circuits and binary
encodings of integers as low-level and likewise for their quantum counterparts. Our aim is to
develop higher-level quantum abstractions.

Our Contributions. Because of the potential presence of quantum entanglement, it is impossi-
ble (in general) to decompose a quantum state into a non-trivial tensor product of two smaller
quantum states. Indeed, in the quantum lambda-calculus (QLC) [PSV14|, which is based on
classical control, the type gbit of qubits is an opaque type in the sense that there are no
closed values of such a type. Program states may be described via quantum configurations
which are triples (|1, ¢, M), where |)) € C?" is a pure quantum state (possibly entangled);
M is a program possibly containing free variables of type gbit; ¢ is a linking function that
maps the free quantum variables of M to appropriate components of the state |¢). It is
possible to also view ¢ as a unitary permutation acting on |¢)) and this view is important
for our development. Such configurations, even though they are not part of the user-facing
syntax, allow us to reason about entangled states and the operational semantics are described
via a relation (|¢), ¢, M) —, ([¢'), ¢/, M"), with p the probability of reduction.
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The main idea that allows us to combine both quantum and classical control is to
modify the quantum configurations described above by replacing the quantum state |1))
with a suitable pure quantum term t and to replace the linking function ¢ with a suitable
unitary permutation u,, where both t and u, are syntactic constructs from our pure quantum
language that may be assigned types.

In order to accurately model the situation with the QLC, the term ¢ has to correspond to
a normalised vector and we replace the unitary constants from the QLC with programmable
unitary constructs, so the pure subsystem also has to ensure their unitarity. Our pure
subsystem is based on ideas described in [Cha23, SVV18|, but we further build on this by
introducing an equational theory for our pure subsystem, which has unique normal forms
and we describe a denotational semantics for it that is sound and complete with respect to
the equational theory.

Next, we integrate the pure quantum subsystem into our main calculus, which allows us
to describe both quantum and classical information and, therefore also classical control. This
is a variant of the QLC with the addition of a modality B(Q) which allows us to view pure
quantum types Q as types of mixed state quantum operations in the Heisenberg picture.
The intuition behind this is the following: mixed states in the Schrédinger picture can be
seen as CPTP maps' (1 + p): C — T (H) whereas mixed states in the Heisenberg picture
are given by functionals of the form tr(p—): B(H) — C, both of which are determined by
a choice of density operator p: H — H (see [Chol4, Section 7| for detail on this matter).
This modality allows us to replace the constants for state preparation and unitaries acting
on qubits in the QLC with terms and expressions from the pure subsystem acting on more
general quantum types beyond qubits. The operational semantics are described via a suitable
adaptation of the aforementioned quantum configurations. The denotational semantics
follows previous work on quantum programming semantics based on von Neumann algebras
[CW16, PPRZ20, JKL*22| and we show, in addition, that the assignment B(—) may be
extended to a strict monoidal functor (between the relevant categories of Hilbert spaces and
von Neumann algebras) that is crucial for our denotational semantics.

Overall, the two main contributions of our work are: (1) we show that quantum and
classical control can be combined in a syntactic, operational and denotational sense by
integrating a pure quantum control subsystem as part of the meta-theory and syntax
of a quantum lambda-calculus; (2) an equational theory for a (sub)system for quantum
control with unique normal forms and a sound and complete denotational semantics. Some
supplementary material including extra examples, proofs, and complete figures for formation
rule predicates are provided in Appendix.

Related Work. We begin by commenting on semantic approaches to classical control. In
[PSV14], the authors describe a QLC where the higher-order primitives are interpreted
using techniques from the semantics of quantitative models of linear logic. In [CAVW19,
CdV20, dV20], the author(s) work with QLCs whose denotational semantics is given via
game semantics. More recently, in [TA24|, the authors have shown how to interpret a QLC

LCPTP stands for ‘completely positive trace preserving’ and 7 (H) and B(H) stand for the trace-class
and bounded linear operators, respectively, on a Hilbert space H.
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vovcl)lri Qunity A-S1 Sym Quipper | QWIRE Q.\-calculus
[DCGMV19,
DCM22, [CAVW19,
[VLRH23| AM22, [SVV18]| [GLRT13]| [PRZ17] | [PSV14]| CdV20, [TA24|
DM22, dVv20]
AD17]
Quantum control | v/ v v v X X X X X
Classical control | v/ v X X v v v v v
Infinite
dimensional v X X v X X 4 v v
quantum type
Unitary function
spaces v X X v X v X X X
Normalised % X X % % v
quantum terms
Denotational
semantics v v v X X 4 4 v v
Adequacy v X v X X v 4 v v
Termination v X v v X* v X* X* X*

FIGURE 2. A comparison of some quantum programming languages.

with recursive types using presheaves that are enriched over a suitable base category and they
also prove full abstraction. The approach that we use in this paper is based on von Neumann
algebras which have been previously used for the semantics of quantum programming
languages [CW16, JKL 22, PPRZ20]. In particular, if we disregard the interaction between
the pure subsystem and the main calculus, then our denotational model for the main calculus
coincides with the one in [CW16]. The reason that we choose von Neumann algebras over the
other approaches is because we think this gives the model which is the closest to mathematical
physics out of the ones mentioned. Furthermore, our primary focus is not on developing the
semantics of the classical paradigm; instead it is on the interaction between the pure quantum
control subsystem and the main calculus based on classical control. Another distinguishing
feature of our system, compared to the ones above, is the addition of types such as B(gnat)
which allow us to describe states in infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, such as ¢?(N), and
which we do not think can be easily included using the other approaches. For the quantum
control paradigm, relevant work includes [DCGMV19, DCM22, AM22, DM22, AD17|. What
all these approaches have in common is that they have specific terms in their syntax for
representing superposition. However, these approaches do not ensure unitarity of the relevant
function spaces, in general. Our approach, instead, is based on related work first described
in [SVV18] and then later in [Cha23]. One of the most distinctive features of this approach
to quantum control is that the terms that introduce superposition are subject to strict
formation conditions that ensure (linear algebraic) normalisation of the corresponding vectors.
Furthermore, this approach to quantum control also imposes strict admissibility criteria on
the unitary function spaces that can be formed through the type system and this ensures
unitarity of the relevant expressions. Because of these considerations, we choose this approach
to model quantum control in our pure subsystem. However, we have made some changes,
in particular, we replace the operational semantics from these works with an equational
theory instead. This works better for our approach to combining quantum and classical

* These languages admit general recursion.
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control within the quantum configurations (in QLCs the quantum data is considered modulo
equality). We continue building on this development by describing a denotational semantics
that is sound and complete with respect to the equational theory. This is the first such result
for languages with quantum control.

Another paper which combines quantum and classical control is Qunity [VLRH23]|.
However, compared to our work, Qunity does not have an operational semantics, but
instead there is a compilation procedure to quantum circuits. Furthermore, the denotational
semantics of Qunity: (1) does not ensure unitarity and normalisation of the pure primitives
in its language, whereas ours does; (2) does not ensure trace-preservation of the mixed
primitives in the Schrédinger picture, whereas ours does indeed ensure unitality of the
mixed primitives in the Heisenberg picture (which corresponds to trace-preservation under
the Heisenberg-Schrodinger duality). Other differences include that Qunity is restricted to
finite-dimensional quantum data and they do not have higher-order lambda abstractions
for dealing with mixed-state primitives. Instead, Qunity relies on a try-catch mechanism
to combine quantum and classical control, whereas our approach is based on quantum
configurations. The table in Figure 2 gives a comparison of our work with other quantum
programming languages. Normalised quantum terms refers to the property that terms
representing pure/mixed quantum states always correspond to complex vectors with norm
one/density operators with trace one. Adequacy refers to the property that two observationally
distinct programs have distinct denotational interpretations.

Conference paper. This is an extended version of a paper [DLPZ25| published in the pro-
ceedings of FoSSaCS’25. Compared to the conference paper, the syntax of quantum control
is more detailed, with full typing rules and definition of substitution. We also added details
about the denotational semantics as unitaries and isometries between separable Hilbert
spaces, which is now fully worked out with all the proofs. All the elements around the
equational theory are also added. Finally, the proof of completeness is incorporated into the
text. Furthermore, similarly to quantum control, the proofs for the fully-fledged syntax have
been added, with a more detailed discussion on the denotational semantics in von Neumann
algebras.

2. QUANTUM CONTROL

This section mainly consists of work completed in one of the authors’ PhD thesis [Lem24,
Chapter 3|, with notations adapted to this paper.

2.1. The Language of Quantum Control. We start by describing in details the lan-
guage of (simply-typed) quantum control. We first lay out the syntax §2.1.1, then set
forth the associated typing rules §2.1.2, before detailing out substitution works within this
language §2.1.3.
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(Ground quantum types) Q,Qy = I|Q,PQy|Q; R Q, | gnat

(Unitary types) U = UQ,Q,)

(Basis Values) b= *|x|inlb|inrb|bRX®b|0|Sb

(Values) v = Yier(a;-b;)

(Expressions) e :== x|x|inle|inre|e®e|0|Se
| Sier(e - ;)

(Unitaries) uun= {|bi—e ...|bp—e,}

lu@u|u@u|uou|u*|ctrl u
(Terms) t »= x|x|inlt|inrt|t®t|0]|St
|ut | Sier(a - ;)

FIGURE 3. Syntax of quantum control.

2.1.1. Syntax. The syntax of the programming language studied in this section is described
in a usual way, with grammars given in Figure 3. The ground types are given by a unit type
I and the usual connectives @ and &, which are respectively called direct sum and tensor
product. We also have the inductive type qnat, as a witness that it is possible to work with
non finite data types, and thus non finite-dimensional spaces in the model. We interpret every
quantum type as a separable Hilbert space: the unit type is interpreted as [I] £ C; pair
types are interpreted as tensor products; (quantum) sum types are interpreted as direct sums;
finally, [qnat] £ ¢2(N). The type of qubits may be defined as qbit = I @ I. We write gbit™
for the n-fold tensor product qbit ® --- ® gbit. The Hilbert space ¢?(N) allows us to form
superpositions with respect to a countable orthonormal basis (e.g., 1/v2[3)+1/v2(7)). We may
think of £2(N) as a quantum analogue of the natural numbers, to abstract from qubit-level
computation. We equip functions, called unitaries in this section, with a separate type, written
U(Q;,Q-) when Q; and Q, are two ground types. They are not interpreted as Hilbert spaces,
but as sets of unitary operators: [U(Qq,Q5)] = {u: [Q;] — [Qs] | v is a unitary operator}.
The terms of the language are given as follows:

e variables ¢, y, z, . .., given as elements of a set of variables Var, assumed totally ordered;
e a term * called the unit corresponding to the unit type I;

e usual connectives for the direct sum, inl and inr which are respectively called the left
ingector and right injector;

a connective corresponding to the tensor product, that is also written ®;

terms for natural numbers, 0 and the connective S that gives the successor of a term;
the application of a unitary to a term, written u ¢ when w is a unitary and ¢ a term;
finally, given a set of indices I, which is assumed totally ordered, a family of complex
numbers (o;)ier and a family of terms (%;)ic;, one can form the term ), ; (e - t;),
representing the linear combination of the terms with complex scalars. This last term
construction embodies the quantum effect of the language.
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In quantum theory, a linear combination of vectors ), ; a; |x;) is normalised if ), |; > =1.
The family of real numbers (o |*)ier is then seen as a probability distribution. This work
does not focus on the probabilistic aspect of quantum theory; however, we want to work with
well-formed states, and thus normalised states. This is why we ensure later that a linear
combination of terms is normalised. Throughout the section, a term Y;c¢q 23 (ev; - t;) might
be written a - t1 + g - ta, regarded as syntactic sugar. In some examples, a term Xjcq,11-1
can be written 1-¢ or even ¢ for readability; but note that 3;c(,y1 -t and ¢ are different
terms in the syntax.

We call basis values, the terms that are unitary-free — in the sense that they do not
contain any function application — and that do not involve linear combinations. These terms
are naturally classical. Their name comes from the fact that we use them as a syntactic
representation of the canonical basis of a Hilbert space. Note that basis values can be totally
ordered.

Values, on the other hand, are linear combinations of basis values. In a value ), ;(c;-b;),
we assume that the family (b;);er is an increasing sequence, and that none of the scalars is
equal to 0; this allows us to work with unique normal forms later in the section. Since this
definition is restrictive, we need to introduce a more general piece of syntax, which still does
not include unitary application, called an expression. They are used as outputs of functions,
that we introduce below.

Example 2.1. The basis term *: I represents the complex scalar 1 € C. The basis terms
that represent the computational basis for qubits can be defined by |0) £ inl *: gbit and
|1) £ inr *: gbit. Other basis terms that can be defined include |00) £ |0) ® |0): gbit?
and |11) £ |1) ® |1): gbit?. If b is a basis term, we often write it as |b) to distinguish it
from other (non-basis) terms, e.g., |2): gqnat represents the qnat |2) € £2(N). Single-qubit
states may be defined by |+) £ (1/v2-]0) £1/v2-|1)) : gbit. and (Entangled) quantum
states can be defined, e.g., Bell £ (1/y/2-|00) + 1/y2-|11)) : gbit?. Linear combinations of
gnats can also be written in the language, i.e. (1/v2-|0) +1/v6-|1) +1/v3+|2)) : gnat.

Next, we describe the unitaries u of Figure 3. Unitary pattern-matching, whose syntax is
given by { | by — e; ... | b, — e, }, allows us to build unitary maps out of basis terms and
values: every closed basis term b; is mapped to the closed value v;; basis terms with free
variables b; determine a mapping with the use of substitution with respect to the corresponding
value v;, wherein both b; and v; have the same free variables occurring within them, and the
induced mapping is determined by performing all possible substitutions of the free variables
on both sides with the same closed basis terms. The formation conditions (see §2.1.2) ensure
that the basis terms b; (resp. values v;) determine an ONB for the type Q, (resp. Q)
and therefore { | by — e; ... | b, — e, } determines a unitary map. We introduce syntactic
sugar for quantum if statements, written qif. If u; is of the form { | by — ey ... | b, — e, }
and uy of the form { | b] — €| ... | b}, — €], } then qif © then Q@ u; else @, is short
for the unitary:

0)®b1 — [0) ®v1 DY — 1)@

0) @b, — [0)® v ) @b, = [1) v,

Example 2.2. The unitaries Had and CNOT below encode the standard Hadamard and
CNOT gates, respectively. CNOT makes use of some simple pattern-matching on its last
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line: it can match either with |0) ® |0) or with |0) ® |1). The unitary Hadgnat defines an
extension of the Hadamard gate on the space ¢?(N).
CNOT : U(qgbit?, gbit?)

)0 - 1))
} cNoT2 ! ) ®@(1) — [1)®]0)
0} ®|z) — [0)® |z)

Had : U(qgbit, gbit)

o [ 110) = 1E-[0) 1/ (1)
Had—{ 1) 1v3-]0) — 1/va-[1)

Hadgnat : U(gnat, gnat)

| |0) = 1v2-]0) +1/v2- (1)
Hadgnat= { | 1) = V2 |0) - 142 1)
| |z42) — [z42)

The remaining expressions for forming unitaries are easy to understand: usowu represents
composition of unitaries, u* represents the adjoint of a unitary, u; ® us and u; @ ug represent
tensor products and direct sums of unitaries, and finally, ctrl u represents a qubit-controlled
unitary operator. For simplicity, we sometimes write {... | b; — e;...} as a shorthand
notation for the unitary { | by — e1 ... | b, — e, }, when n is clear from context or unim-
portant. We also point out that unitaries depend only on values and basis terms and that
general pure terms cannot be used for the construction of unitaries.

2.1.2. Types and Formation Rules. As usual, a typing context consist of a set of pairs of a
variable and a type, written I and generated over I' ::= 0 | {x: Q } UT. A comma between
two contexts represents the union of the contexts, i.e. I''TV = T UI”. We have two levels of
judgements: the one for terms, where sequents are written I' - ¢: @, and a typing judgement
for unitaries, noted I+ u: U(Q, Q). Variables in a context I' are strictly linear: given
IT'tt: Qq, every element of T' has to occur ezxactly once in the term ¢.

Values (resp. expressions, terms) in the language are, in general, normalised linear
combinations of basis values (resp. expressions, terms). However, not all basis values (resp.
expressions, terms) can be summed in a normalised combination. If that statement is not
convincing, the next example will help.

Example 2.3. % - (inl %) + - + (inl %) should not be considered a quantum state: its

V2
norm is v/2, not 1. Its interpretation in Hilbert spaces is the following: % |0) + % |0y =

% |0) = +/2|0). This is not a normalised state.

The next definition introduces the predicate of orthogonality, written 1. Given t; L %o,
we are allowed to form a normalised linear combination of the two terms.

Definition 2.4 (Orthogonality). We introduce a symmetric binary relation L on terms.
Given two terms tq,t2, t1 L t5 holds if it can be derived inductively with the rules below;
we say that 1 and £ are orthogonal. The relation L is defined as the smallest symmetric
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'hiFe:Qp Totex: Qy
OF*: 1, :QFx:Q, I'I'iFeit®ez: Q1 R Qo

T'e:Q I'-e:Q,
Fkinle:Q,®Q,, Thkinre: Q; ®Q,,
' e: gnat

F 0: gnat, 'S e: gnat,

I‘I—ei: Q Zz|al|2:1 Vi#j,eiJ_ej

FIGURE 4. Formation rules of (basis) values and expressions.

relation such that:

tlJ_tQ tlJ—t2 tlJ—t2
inlt; Linrty; 0L St St; LSty tRt; LRty t1 9t Lt @t

t1 Lty t1 Lt t1 Lty Viel,t 1t
inltlLinth inrtlJ_inrtg utl_Lutg tJ_Eie[(ai-ti)
VielLtlt, o,=0 t,=t ViFjeltilt; JKCI 3, ngaiB;=0
t L Yicrugsy(ai-t;) Yies(aj-t;) L Srer (B - tr)

Remark 2.5 (Orthogonality of variables). Given two variables  and y, the terms @ and y
are not orthogonal. The main reason is that they could be instantiated with the same value.
On the other hand, inl & and inr y are orthogonal, for example.

Remark 2.6. Consider the following unitary:
|inlz — inrzx
|inry — inly

which swaps the two sides of a direct sum @ and call this unitary u. Applying u to inl * for
example, we get inr =, which is orthogonal to inl *. However, we cannot derive that u(inl )
and inl % are orthogonal with the rules given above. This is because we wish to be able to
derive orthogonal statically.

Note that orthogonality holds without any formation rules or notion of type. Figure 4
introduces the formation rules for expressions, and therefore for basis values and values,
thanks to the notion of orthogonality.

Once we know how basis values are formed in a certain type, we can discuss some
orthogonality properties among specific types. In linear algebra, given a vector space and an
orthogonal basis of that space, if two elements of the basis are not orthogonal, then they are
equal. Our case is more subtle, because, for example, inr (inl %) and inr x are not equal, but
also not orthogonal. We will see, later in this section, that they are linked by substitution.
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Lemma 2.7. Given well-formed basis values T'1 Fb1: Q1, T'a-ba: Q and I's - b3: Q, if
by L by and —(by L b3), then by L bs.

Of course, this lemma holds for basis values because they belong to a common basis,
that can be seen as the canonical basis. Nothing can be said about the orthogonality of
values that do not belong to a common basis.

Example 2.8. The values inl * and inr % are orthogonal, but of course, they are both not
orthogonal to % - (inl %) — % - (inr *).

This motivates a syntactic definition for a basis, containing values of the language. Given
a set of orthogonal values, we want to ensure that this set parses the whole type, so that
it can be seen as an orthonormal basis. This is given by the notion of orthogonal decompo-
sition. First, given a set S = {b; ® b},...,b, ® b, }, we define m(S) = {by,...,b, } and
m2(S) = {¥},...,b), }. Finally, we define Sj and S? respectively as {b' | b® b’ € S} and
{V|V®be S}
Definition 2.9 (Orthonormal Basis). We introduce a predicate ONBg(—) on finite sets of

basis values. Given a finite set of values S, ONBg, Sp holds if it can be derived with the
following rules. The predicate is defined inductively as the smallest predicate such that:

ONBg,S  ONBg,T
ONBg({=x}) ONBy({*}) ONBg,@q,({inlb|bc S}U{inrb|bcT})

ONBgnatS ONBg, (m2(S)) and Vb € m2(S), ONBg, (S7)
ONBgnat({0}U{Sv|ve S} ONBg, 2,5
ONBg, (m1(S5)) and Vb € 71(S), ONBg, (S4)
ONBg,%q,5

The existence of this predicate is ensured by induction on the cardinal of S.

To simplify the notations in later proofs, we will write S B T for the set {inlb | b €
S}yU{inrb | b € T}, and S®° for the set {0} U {Sv|vec S} We adopt functional
programming convention regarding parentheses: when readable, we write ONBg S instead of
ONBg(S). Also, we call ONB the predicate introduced above in general, without precision
of type, to facilitate the later discussions.

Remark 2.10. Note that the precondition to derive ONBg, g, S cannot be simplified: there
are sets S such that ONBg, (71(S)) and for all b € m1(S), ONBg, (S¢) but not all b € m5(S)
is such that ONBg, (S2), e.g. S = {(inl *) ® y, (inr ) ® (inl *), (inr ) @ (inr *) } with
the type (I @ (I D 1))@ (I ®I).

The predicate ONBg defined above ensures that a finite set S of values represents an
orthonormal basis of ), that we can view as the canonical basis. Note that even for gnat,
the set representing the basis is finite, e.g. {0,S0,S (S z) }. With knowledge of linear
algebra, one can say that the bases secured by ONB are not all the possible orthonormal
bases. A change of basis with a unitary matrix also provides an orthonormal basis. This is
the purpose of the next definition.

Definition 2.11. We extend the previous definition to general values. The statement
ONB€g(—) is a predicate on finite sets of values, and ONB®@S holds if it can be derived
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from the following rule.
ONB®q, S ONB®q,T
ONB®q,({=}) ONB®;({*}) ONB°q,0q@,({inle |ec S} U {inre|ecT})

ONB®gnat S ONBeg, (m2(S)) and Ve € m(S), ONB¢g, (S2)
ONB®qnat({10} U{Sv |veESY ONB®q, 0,5
ONB¢g, (m1(S)) and Ye € m (S), ONB¢q, (SL)
ONBeQ1®Q2S

ONBte,S (ae7e/)(e,e/)egxs is a unitary matrix
ONBte ({ ZE’GS(ae,e’ . e,) | e c S})
Given ONB®@QS, we say that S is an orthogonal decomposition of type Q.

To simplify the notations, we will write S* the set { Xy cg(apy - b') [be S}

Example 2.12. For gbit, the rules from Definitions 2.9 and 2.11 show that ONBgpit ({|0), |1) })
and that ONB®qpit ({|4+),|—)}) hold (with |£) defined in Example 2.1). We also have that
ONBgpbit({x}), where @ is a variable. In other words, we determine an ONB for the type
gbit by substituting & with all possible closed computational basis terms of type gbit (see
Figure 3). For gnat, any set S with the property that ONBgnat(S) holds, must contain
a term that is not closed. We have that ONBgnat({|x)}), ONBgnat({|0), |z+1)}), and
ONBgnat ({]0), |1), }LJrZ>}) hold true and determine the same ONB for the type gnat (it
represents the computational basis of £2(N)). The set used in the last predicate allows us to
conclude that ONBgﬂat({l/\/i -|0) +1/vz - [1),1/vZ-|0) —1/va- 1), |z+2)}) holds. This
last set of values is used to type Hadgnat from Example 2.2.

We define the predicate ONB above without the help of the orthogonality predicate L,
but they are not unrelated: the elements of an orthogonal decomposition, are in particular
pairwise orthogonal.

Lemma 2.13 (ONB implies 1). Given ONB®QS, for allt; #t, € S, t; L ts.

Proof. The proof is done by induction on ONB.

e ONB®g{x}. There is no pair of different terms in { z }.

o ONBCr{ = }. There is no pair of different terms in { = }.

e ONB®g, @@, SHT. There are several cases: either both terms are of the form inl —,
namely ¢; = inl ¢} and ¢, = inl¢,, with ¢ and ¢} in S, in which case the induction
hypothesis on ONB®q, S gives that | L t;, and thus inl ¢} L inl t5; or both are of the
inr —, the case is similar with the induction hypothesis on ONB®q,T’; or ¢; = inl t} and
to = inr t}, then we have directly inl ¢ L inr ¢}.

e ONB°@,®qQ,S. Both cases are similar. Suppose that ONB®qg, 71(S). We know that
t; =t ®t] and t;, ® t;. The induction hypothesis on ONB®q, 71(S) gives that ¢} L t)
and thus ¢) ® t] L t, @ t).

e ONB®gnatS®°. If one of ¢; or ¢s is 0, the conclusion is direct; else, t; = S t} and t2 = S t),
and the induction hypothesis on ONB®gnatS gives that ¢ L ¢, and thus St} L S t).

e ONB®qp, 5. By induction hypothesis, all the terms in S are pairwise orthogonal; and the
matrix « is unitary, which means that the inner product of its columns is zero when the
columns are different, which ensures that two different terms in S% are orthogonal.

[
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T Fbi:Q, ONBg {bi,... by}

I'i-e;:Qy, ONB°q,{ei,...,e,} IFu: U(Qy, Q2)
F{|bi1—ei ...|by—e,}:UQ,Q,), IFu*: U(Q4,Q1),
Fui: U(Q1,Qy) Fu:U(Qe,Q3)  IFur: U(Qy,Qy) I uz: U(Q3,Qy)

IFugour: U(Qy, Q3), IFur @ug: U(Qr ® Qs, Qr ® Qy),
IFur: UQ1,Qe) Fu2: U(Qs, Qy) Fu: U(Q,Q)
IFuy @us: UQ, B Qs, Qs D Qy), Ik ctrl u: U(gbit ® Q, gbit ® Q).

FIGURE 5. Formation rules of unitaries.

FiEt:Q; Takta: Qg
O *: I, z:QFx: Q, ', IkFt @t Q@ Qs

T-t:Q 't Q,
FFinlt: Q, ®Q,, TFinrt:Q,®Q,,
'k t: gnat

F 0: gnat, I'=St: gnat,

THt:Q Ylail’=1 Vi#jtilt, IFu:UQ,Q,) THt: Q
I‘I—Zl(aztl)Q, F"UtQQ

FIGURE 6. Formation rules of terms.

Note that while orthogonality ensure non-overlapping, it does not ensure exhaustivity,
only ONBgq does. The next lemma details the exhaustivity of ONBg, and is a consequence
of a later result, that uses the notion of substitution (see §2.1.3 and Lemma 2.69).

Proposition 2.14. IfONB®q, S and ' - e: Qy, then there exists €’ € S such that ~(e L €’).

This notion of orthogonal decomposition allows us to introduce unitary abstractions
in our syntax. A basic unitary has the form { | by — ey ... | b, — e, } and is well-formed
only if (b;); forms a basis and (v;); also forms a basis; we then retrieve the intuition that a
unitary should be equivalent to a change of orthonormal basis. The typing rules for deriving
unitaries and unitary operations are detailed in Figure 5.

Terms in our syntax are either expressions or an application of a unitary to a term,
in a similar style to the A-calculus; however, abstractions are considered separately in the
grammar. The formation rules are the same as the one for values given in Figure 4, with
the addition of a rule that enables the application of a unitary to a term. The details are in
Figure 6.

The application of a unitary to a term is what carries the computational power of
the language. In the A-calculus, the S-reduction reduces an application to a term where
a substitution is performed. A similar mechanism is at play in this syntax; however, the
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left-hand side in a unitary abstraction can contain several variables. Hence the introduction of
valuations, which we use to perform substitution and to define our equivalent of 3-reduction.

2.1.3. Valuations and Substitution. We recall the formalisation proposed in [SVV18], with
the notion of valuation: a partial map from a finite set of variables (the support) to a set
of values. Given two basis values b and b’, we build the smallest valuation ¢ such that
the patterns of b and b’ match and that the application of the substitution to b, written
o(b), is equal to b’. We denote the matching of a basis value b’ against a pattern b and its
associated valuation o as match(c, b, b’). Thus, match(o, b, b’) means that b matches with
b and gives a smallest valuation o, while o(b) is the substitution performed. The predicate
match(o, b, b') it is defined as follows, with inx b being either inl b or inr b.

o={x— b} match (o, b, b')

match(o, *,%) match(o, z,b’) match(o,inx b, inx b')

match(o, by, b)) match(o, by, by) supp(o1) Nsupp(oe) =0 o =01 Uos
match(o, by ® by, b ® b))
match(o, b, b')
match(o,0,0) match(o,S b, S b)

Besides basis values, we authorise valuations to replace variables with any expression, e.g.
{x — e}. Whenever o is a valuation whose support contains the variables of ¢, we write
o(t) for the value where the variables of ¢ have been replaced with the corresponding terms
in o, as follows:
olx)=-eif {x— e} Co,
*) *,
1t) =inlo(t),
inr t) = inr o(t),
ta) = o(t1) ® o(ta),
=S o(t),

Q
ot enp e Tomm b emn et
~
a —_

= ®

=

Il

: .
Q
=

Remark 2.15. If match(o, b,b’), then o(b) = b'.

We can now show the soundness of orthogonality with regard to pattern-matching: in
other words, orthogonality is stable by substitution, and thus the previous remark ensures
there cannot be any match between two basis values if they are orthogonal.

Lemma 2.16. Given two terms t; and to, if t1 L to, then for all valuations o1 and oo,
o1(t1) L oa(te).

Proof. Observe that o1(inl ¢;) = inl 01(¢1) and oa(inr t2) = inr o2(t2) and thus, whatever
the valuations are, those two terms are orthogonal. The rest of the proof falls directly by
induction on the definition of L. []

If one the basis values is closed, we observe that there is an equivalence between
matching the pattern and not being orthogonal; which also implies that different patterns
are orthogonal.



14 A PROGRAMMING LANGUAGE COMBINING QUANTUM AND CLASSICAL CONTROL

Proposition 2.17. Given two well-formed basis values T +b: Q and FV: Q, —(b L b') iff
there erists o such that match(o,b,b’).

Proof. This is proven by a direct induction on ' F b: Q. []

The next two lemmas provide a strong link between orthogonal decompositions and
substitutions.

Lemma 2.18 (Exhaustivity and non-overlapping). Let ONB@S, then for all closed basis
values +b': Q, there exists a unique b € S and a unique o such that match(o,b,b’).

Proof. This is proven by induction on the derivation of ONBgS.

e If ONBg{ @ }. Thereis only @ in S and {x — b’ } is the only possible substitution.

o If ONBy{ * }, we have b’ = % and there is nothing to do.

o [f ONBg, @@, S BT, there are two cases:
— either b’ = inl b/y, in which case the induction hypothesis gives a unique b4 € S and a

unique o such that match(c, ba,b'y), and thus match(o,inl b4, b) in a unique way,

— or b = inr b, and a similar argument gives a unique match match(c, inr bg, b').

¢ If ONBg,®q,S, b = by ® bz, in both cases to derive ONB, we get unique ba, bg, 04
and op such that match(cq Uop,bs ® bp,b').

o If ONBqnatS’@O, there are two cases: either &' = 0, in which case there is nothing to do,
or b = Sb”, and the induction hypothesis gives a unique b and a unique o such that
match(o, b, b”) and thus match(o, S b, ).

[

Observe that some of the results in this section do not involve linear combinations —
except when the substitution is applied, of course. This is thanks to the choice of basis
values, that allows to write unitary abstractions as { | by — ey ... | b, — e, }, and to focus
the pattern-matching on basis values only.

The definition of valuation o does not involve any condition on types or type judgements.
However, we need this sort of condition to formulate a substitution lemma, hence the next
definition.

Definition 2.19. A valuation o is said to be well-formed with regard to a context I if for
all (z;: Q;) €I, we have {x; — e; } Coand Fe;: Q;. We write " I o.

Remark 2.20. The valuation o obtained in Lemma 2.18 is well-formed iff b is.

Lemma 2.21. Given a well-formed term T' = t: Q and a well-formed valuation T' I+ o, then
we have - o(t): Q.

Proof. The proof is done by induction on I' - ¢: Q.

e | x: I. Direct.

e x: QF x: Q. Since x: Q I o, there is a well-formed term ¢ such that {x — e} C o and
thus o(x) is well-formed.

I',Tokt; ®t: Q ® Q5. By induction hypothesis, o(¢1) and o(t2) are well-formed, and
thus o(t1 ® t2) = o(t1) ® o(t2) is also well-formed.

I'Finx t: Q; & Q,. By induction hypothesis, o(t) is well-formed, and thus inx o(t) =
o(inx t) is also well-formed.

e |- 0: gnat. Direct.
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e I' - St: gnat. By induction hypothesis, o(t) is well-formed, and thus S o(¢t) = o(S t) is
also well-formed.

eI' - ¥(a; - t;): Q. By induction hypothesis, o(t;) is well-formed for all ¢, and thus
Yila - o(t;)) = 0(Zi(a - t;)) is also well-formed, thanks to Lemma 2.16.

e I'-ut: Q,y By induction hypothesis, o(t) is well-formed, and thus u o(t) = o(u t) is
also well-formed.

[

Substitutions, now properly defined, help us formalise how the language handles opera-
tions such as the B-reduction.

2.2. Hilbert spaces. One of the main focus in the study of mathematical quantum mechanics
is Hilbert spaces. We assume basic knowledge of linear algebra, such as: vectors, linear maps,
bases, kernels, etc.

2.2.1. Introductory Definitions. Formally, a Hilbert space is a vector space equipped with an
inner product, written (—, —), and this inner product induces a complete metric space. The
inner product is used to calculate probabilities of measurement outcomes in quantum theory.
Note that, given a complex number «, we write @ its conjugate.

Definition 2.22 (Inner product). An inner product on a complex vector space V is an
operator (—, —): V x V — C, such that:

o forall w,y €V, (z,y) = (y,2);
e forall x,y,z €V and a € C,

(@, ay) = afw,y), (¥ +2) = (x,9) + (2, 2);
o forall z € V, (x,z) >0, and if (z,z) = 0, then x = 0.

Definition 2.23 (Norm). Given a vector space with an inner product, the norm of a vector
x is defined as ||z|| = (z,x).

This is enough to state the definition of a Hilbert space.

Definition 2.24 (Hilbert space). A Hilbert space is a vector space H equipped with a
complete inner product. By complete, we mean that: if a sequence of vectors (v;);en is such
that )7 [|vi]| < oo, then there exists a vector v € H such that |jv — > 72 v;]| tends to zero
as n goes to the infinity. The vector v is called a limit.

It is interesting to observe that all finite-dimensional vector spaces with an inner product
are complete. Moreover, any vector space with an inner product can be completed, by adding
the adequate limit vectors.

Remark 2.25. A basis in a Hilbert space is not exactly defined the same way as a basis
in a vector space. A basis in a Hilbert space is such that any vector is limit of a linear
combination of the elements of the basis.

Definition 2.26 (Bounded linear map). Given two Hilbert spaces X and Y, a linear map
f: X =Y is bounded if there exists o € R such that ||fz|| < «af|z| for all z € X.
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2.2.2. Additional Structure. We make use of different kinds of structure in vector spaces,
such as direct sums and tensor products.

Definition 2.27 (Direct sum). Given two complex vector spaces V, W, one can form their
direct sum V & W, whose elements are (v,w) with v € V and w € W, such that, for all
v, € V and w,w’ € W and o, 8 € C, a(v,w) + (v, w') = (aw + v/, cw + fu’).

Remark 2.28. V @ {0} is isomorphic to V, and given v € V, (v,0) can written v when
there is no ambiguity. Given v € V and w € W, (v, w) can sometimes be written v + w.

The structure of Hilbert space is preserved by the direct sum, with the following inner
product: {(x1,y1), (z2,¥2))xey = (x1,22)x + (y1,y2)y. However, this is not true for the
tensor product.

Definition 2.29 (Tensor product). Given two complex vector spaces V, W, there is a vector
space V ® W, together with a bilinear map —®@ —: VxW - VW :: (v,w) — v ® w, such
that for every bilinear map h: V x W — Z, there is a unique linear map h': V@ W — Z,
such that h = b/ o ®.

The tensor product of two Hilbert spaces X and Y is obtained with the tensor product of
the underlying vector spaces, with the inner product (x1®y1, 22®y2) xoy = (1, 22) x (Y1, Y2)v
and then the completion of this space gives the desired Hilbert spaces.

The category of Hilbert spaces and bounded linear maps between them, written Hilb, is
symmetric monoidal with (®,C) and with (6,{0}). Classical computers operate on bits,
while quantum computers apply operations on qubits, written |0) and |1). They are usually
denoted as vectors in the Hilbert space C @ C with |0) = (1,0) and |1) = (0, 1) the elements
of its canonical basis.

There is another important structure to Hilbert spaces, called the adjoint.

Lemma 2.30. Given a linear map f: X — Y between Hilbert spaces, there is a unique
f*1Y = X such that for allz € X andy € Y, (f(z),y) = (z, f*(y)). f* is called the
adjoint of f.

The category Hilb is equipped with a structure of symmetric monoidal dagger category,
meaning that (—)* is an involutive contravariant endofunctor which is the identity on objects.
Moreover, the dagger and the monoidal tensor respect some coherence conditions. For
example, given two bounded linear maps f: X7 — Y7 and g: Xy — Yo,

(fRg) =27 XY, = X; QY.

Remark 2.31. Given two maps f: X — Y,g: Y — Z, we write gf: X — Z for the
composition go f: X — Z. In addition, given a complex number « and a map f: A — B,
we write af : X — Y for the multiplication of the vector space a.f: X — Y.

Definition 2.32. Given a morphism f: X — Y in Hilb, we say that f is:

a unitary, if it is an isomorphism and f~! = f*;
a contraction (or contractive map), if for all x € X, ||fz|| < ||z||;
an isometry, if f*f = id;

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
e a coisometry, if ff* =id.
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2.2.3. Quantum Computing. Note that Hilbert spaces and unitaries (resp. contractions)
form a dagger category. They are wide subcategories of Hilb. Unitary maps are of central
importance because they are the proper quantum operations, as solutions of the Schrédinger
equation. One of the most significant unitary maps in quantum computing is the basis change
in C & C, also known as the Hadamard gate: |0){(+|+ |1)(—|, where |4+) = %(\m + 1))

and |—) = %QO) —|1)). We observe here that |0)(+| and |1){—| are contractions, and that
unitary maps can be formulated as linear combination of compatible contractive maps. Note
also that the states, like |0), are isometries.

We write Contr, the category of countably-dimensional Hilbert spaces and contractive
maps, Isometry, the category of countably-dimensional Hilbert and isometries between them,
and Coisometry the category of countably-dimensional Hilbert spaces and coisometries
between them. The category of countably-dimensional Hilbert spaces and bounded linear
maps is often written Hilb™°.

Lemma 2.33 (Zero map). Given any Hilbert spaces A,Y, there exists a linear map
Oxyy: X — Y whose image is {0}, we also write that Ker(Oxy) = X. When it is not
ambiguous, we write 0: X — Y. It is a contractive map.

Remark 2.34. Given a Hilbert space X, the morphism 0: X — {0} is unique for every X
and makes { 0} a terminal object in Contr and in Coisometry.

Contractions are widely used in the literature for the denotational semantics of quantum
programming languages [HK22a, AMHK23, CHKS23|. Some recent developments expose
axioms for the categories involved in this paper [HK22b, HKvdS22, MH24|. This better
mathematical understanding of the category theory behind Hilbert spaces can only be
beneficial for the theory of programming languages.

The /2 functor. The ¢2 functor [Heul3] is the closest there is to a free Hilbert space. Given
a set X, the following:

CX)E{o: X =C| ) [9(2)]* <o} (2.1)

zeX

is actually a Hilbert space. Given an element z € X, its counterpart in £2(X) (the ¢ such
that ¢(x) =1 and for all y # z, ¢(y) = 0) is written |z). The family (|z))rcx is called the
canonical basis of £2(X).

2.3. Hilbert spaces as a semantics. We build upon the notations and definitions presented
in §2.2, where we outlined introductory notions on Hilbert spaces. Our goal is now to detail
the tools necessary to interpret the pure quantum syntax in Hilbert spaces and specific
linear maps between them. As a mean, we mostly work with contractions, that the reader
can see as “subunitary” linear maps. We eventually show that we can interpret terms of
our language as isometries (the proper maths for quantum states), and isometries are, in
particular, contractions.



18 A PROGRAMMING LANGUAGE COMBINING QUANTUM AND CLASSICAL CONTROL

Sums. Given two maps f,g: X — Y in Contr, their linear algebraic sum f + ¢ is not
necessarily a contraction. We introduce the notion of compatibility. This notion is inherited
from the one in restriction and inverse categories [KAG17]. We use, in particular, an
observation that links zero morphisms to compatibility in inverse categories; but this is
adapted to Hilbert spaces in this section. In this context, the join is also different, as we use
the algebraic sum inherited from the vector space structure.

Definition 2.35 (Compatibility). Given f,g: X — Y two maps in Contr, f and g are said
to be compatible if (Kerf)+ N (Kerg): = {0} and Imf NImg = {0}.

This definition of compatibility ensures that there is no overlap between the inputs, and
also between the outputs. The next lemma is then direct.

Lemma 2.36. Given two compatible contractive maps f,g: X =Y, f+g is also contractive.
As said above, the conditions in Def. 2.35 can be simplified in more algebraic expressions.

Lemma 2.37. Given two contractive maps f,g: X =Y, f*g =0 and fg* = 0 implies that
f and g are compatible.

Remark 2.38. It might seem that the conditions introduced above are not symmetric on f
and g. But one can observe that 0* = 0 and (f*g)* = g* f** = ¢* f, thus f*¢g =0 iff g*f = 0.
Similarly, f¢g* =0 iff gf* = 0.

Lemma 2.37 introduces a new point of view on compatibility, by describing the orthogo-
nality between morphisms.

Example 2.39. The morphisms |0)(0| : C — C? and |1){1] : C — C? are orthogonal in our
loose sense, because the vectors |0) and |1) are orthogonal in the linear algebraic sense. This
justifies that their linear sum |0)(0| + |1)(1] is a contraction (and, in this case, it is also a
unitary).

Additional structure. Unsurprisingly, the unit type is to be represented by the one-
dimensional Hilbert space C, the line of complex numbers. In the syntax, orthogonality and
thus pattern-matching, depend on direct sums. The latter are interpreted as direct sums of
Hilbert spaces. We show that this interpretation gives rise to orthogonality in the sense of
contractions.

Definition 2.40. We write LZX’Y: X — X ®Y the isometry such that for all x € X,
LZX’Ya; = (2,0); it is called the left injection. Similarly, the right injection is written

2 Y s XaY.

Lemma 2.41. Given two Hilbert spaces X,Y, (LlX’Y)*L}X’Y =0 and (Li(’y)*LlX’Y =0.
Example 2.42. The previous lemma ensures that LiX’Y(LiX’Y)*
ble. Note that LZX’Y(LZX’Y)* + iV () =id

and ;Y (1Y) are compati-

Note that given a complex number « and a contraction f: X — Y, the outer product
a - f is written af when it is not ambiguous. Given a set S, we write («;);cs a family of
complex numbers indexed by S. Given two sets S and S/, we write (@ij)(ij)esxs @ matrix
of complex numbers indexed by S and S’. The sets of indices can be omitted if there is not
ambiguity, as in Lemma 2.43.
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Lemma 2.43. Given a family of pairwise output compatible isometries f;: X — Y, and a
family of complex numbers oy such that ), |ozi|2 =1, >, aif; is an isometry.

Proof.

(Z a;fi)" o (Z a; f)

i J
= (Z a;fl) o (Z a;fi) (dagger and sum commute.)
@ J
= (@aj)fiof; (composition and sum commute.)
]
= (@) ff ofi (f are pairwise compatible.)

= <Z aiai> id (f are isometries.)

[

We recall that given two maps f: X — Z and g: Y — Z in Contr, if f*g = 0z x, we say
that f and g are orthogonal. We show that this orthogonality is preserved by postcomposing
with an isometry.

Lemma 2.44. Given two orthogonal maps f: X — Z and g: B — Z in Contr, and given
an isometry h: Z — W, then ho f: X - W and hog: B — W are also orthogonal.

Proof.
(hof) ohog

=f"oh*ohogyg (dagger is contravariant.)
= ffoidpgog=f"og (isometry.)
=0zx (hypothesis.)

[

In a similar vein, the postcomposition of an isometry with an isometry says an isometry.
This was already observed when we mentioned that Hilbert spaces and isometries form a
category.

The canonical countably-dimensional Hilbert spaces is £2(N), defined in §2.2.

Definition 2.45. We write succ: £2(N) — ¢2(N) the linear map ¢?(N) — 1 @ ¢2(N) = /2(N).

Remark 2.46. Note that succ can also be seen as the image of the successor function in
natural numbers by the function #2. The linear map succ is an isometry.

We recall that we write |n) for the elements of the canonical basis in ¢?(N). Because of
this, |0) and |1) can either be elements of C? or £?(N). This is not an issue, since the natural
embedding C? — ¢2(N) maps |0) to |0) and [1) to |1).
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[Q]: Hilb
[1] =C
[Q: ® Q] =[Q:] ® [Q:]
[Q: ® Q.] =[Q:] @ [Q:]
[qnat] = E(N)

FIGURE 7. Interpretation of types.

Example 2.47.

suce|7) = [8) suce (? 19) + % \11>> = \f |10) + % [12)

Unitaries. The denotational semantics of our programming language involves unitary maps
to interpret the functions. Those maps live in the category Uni, which is a rig category: it
has bifunctor @& and ® inherited from Hilb. Hence the next lemma.

Lemma 2.48. Given two maps f: X =Y andg: Z > W inUni, fRg: XRZ YW
samapinUniand f®g: XD Z —Y OW is a map in Uni.

Finally, we present an operation that is common to quantum computing, and thus
preserves the unitary structure.

Lemma 2.49 (Controlled unitary). Given a unitary map f: X — X, there is a unitary map
crtla(f): (CaC)@ X — (Ca C) ® X such that crtlx (f) =10)(0] @ id + [1)(1| ® f.

2.4. Denotational Semantics. As usual, we write [—] for the interpretation of types and
term judgements. As mentioned in the previous section, the presentation makes extensive
use of contractions for the denotational semantics. However, values and terms are directly
announced to be isometries, for clarity. It also help us highlight the fact that values and terms
represent sound quantum states. In the same vein, the interpretation of unitaries is given
as unitary maps between two Hilbert spaces; but the proof that the semantics of a unitary
abstraction is unitary requires the mathematical development at the level of contractions.

Types. The interpretation of a type Q is given by a countably-dimensional Hilbert space. It
is given by induction on the grammar of the types. This interpretation is detailed in Figure 7.

Expressions. Judgements for expressions are interpreted as contractions between Hilbert
spaces. A judgement is of the form I' - e: @, and its interpretation is written [T - e: Q].
Contexts ' = x1: Q... x,: Q,, are given a denotation [I'] = [@Q;] ® --- ® [Q,,]. When it
is not ambiguous, the interpretation of the judgement T' F e: @ is written [e].
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[T+ v: Q]: Isometry([I'], [Q])
[F=*: IT =idpg
[: QF z: Q] =idq
[THinle: Q, & Q,) = [l o [T He: @]
[T'FHinre: Q; @ Q] = pbi@d [T'Fe: Q]
[[I‘l,l"g Fe®e: Q,® Q2ﬂ =T ke Q]® [[I‘g Fe': QQ]]
[ 0: gnat] = |0)
[T'F S e: gnat] =succo [T+ e: gnat]
[T+ Sick(oi-e): Q=D oy [T+ e;: Q]

i<k
FIGURE 8. Interpretation of value judgements as morphisms in Isometry.

Lemma 2.50 (Isometry). IfT'F e: Q is a well-formed value judgement, then [Tt e: Q] is
an isometry.

In quantum physics, the state of a particle is usually described as an isometry. Showing
that our expressions are interpreted as isometries, we can justify that they are correct
quantum states. The proof of the previous lemma is included in one of a larger result, showing
that the denotation of all terms are isometries (see Lemma 2.63). Moreover, expressions are
used to define the unitary abstractions as a collection of patterns: it is sensible to prove that
these patterns are interpreted with compatible morphisms, in the sense of Definition 2.35.

Lemma 2.51. Given i # j, two judgements T1 F e1: Q and Ta F es: Q, such that e; 1 eq,
we have [e1]” o [es] = 0.

Proof. The proof is done by induction on the derivation of L. It is a subproof of the one for
Lemma 2.62. []

This result can also be stated for the predicate ONB, with the help of Lemma 2.13,
where it is shown that two values in an orthogonal decomposition are orthogonal.

Lemma 2.52. Given i # j, two judgements I'1 Fe1: Q and 'y Fea: Qq, a set of S that
contains ey and ey and such that ONB®QS, we have [e1]" o [e2] = 0.

The predicate ONB provides more information on the basis S; namely, that it is
exhaustive. The next lemma shows that a linear function that maps each element of the
basis to itself is the identity.

Lemma 2.53. Given ONB°q{e; };,.,, and T'; - e;: Q for all i, we have
Z [[61]] ¢) [[GZH* = ld[[Ql]]
i<n

Proof. The proof is done by induction on ONB.

° ONBeQ{ xr } [[:D]] (e] [[:1:]]* = ld[[Q]] @) ld[[Q]] = ld[[Q]]

L] ONBeI{ * } [[*]] o [[*]]* = ld[[I]] o ld[[Iﬂ = ld[[I]]
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[ ] ONBteeaQZS BT.

Y lelofel”

ecSHT
= Z [inl s] o [inl s]* + Z [inr t] o [inr ¢]* (by definition.)
s€S teT
=0 (Z [s] o [[s]]*> ol + o (Z [t] o [[t]]*> oL (by linearity.)
seS teT
=y oidjg,pou +troidig, oty (by IH.)
=yt + trty = 1d[Q,0q,]- (Ex. 2.42.)

e ONB°g, @, S. Suppose that ONB®g 71(S) and ONB®q,S; for all e € 71(S).

Z [[e@e’]] o [[e@e’]]*

(e®e’)eS
= Z (le] ® [€]) o (le] ® [€]") (by definition.)
(e®e)eS
= Z (le]o el ® ([€] o [€]) (by monoidal T -category.)
(e®e’)eS
- Z ([e] o [e]") ® (Z [[e']] o [[e/]]*)
eemi(S) e'esy
= > (lelo[e]") ®idjq, (by IH.)
ecri(9)
= ( Z [e] o [[e]]*) ® idjq,] (by linearity.)
ecni(9)
= idjq,) @ 1d1q,) = idjQ,0Q,]- (by TH.)
e ONB®gnatS®°.
> lelolel’
ec SO0
=[o]oo] + > _[Ss[o[Ss]" (by definition.)
ses
= [0] o [0]" + succ o (Z [s] o [[s]]*) o succ” (by linearity.)
sesS

= [0] o [0]" + succ o id[gnat] © succ™ = idjgnat]- (by TH.)
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e ONB¢QS5“.

> felo[el’

ecS«

= Z [[Esfes(a&s/ . s’)]] o [[ES’GS(QS,S’ . s')]]* (by definition.)
besS

= Z <Z Qs s HS,]]> © (Z Qg s HSII]]) (by deﬁnition.)
seS \s’eS s'"esS

= Z Z Qg 5/ OCg g7 [s']] o [[s”]]* (by linearity.)
s€S s’,s""eS

= Z (Z as,s’as,s”> Hsl]] o [[S”]]*
s/,8"€S \seS

= Z Ogr—gr [[s’]] o [[s”]]* = Z [[s’]] o [[s’ﬂ* (by unitarity.)
s’,s"eS s’'esS

[

One final development on the interpretation of values is the link with substitutions,
detailed in the next proposition.

Proposition 2.54. Given a well-formed term T' F t: Q and for all (x;: Q;) € T, a well-
formed expression +e;: Q;; if o = {x; — e; },, then:

[Fo@):Q]=[TFt: Qo (@[{I— e Qi]]>.

We then define [o] = @), [F ei: Q;].
Proof. The proof is straightforward by induction on the formation rules for t. L]

Remark 2.55. The definition of the interpretation of a substitution above is somewhat
informal. It would require a lot of care and unnecessary details to make the denotation of o
fit the denotation of a particular context I'. Since we are working in symmetric monoidal
categories, those details will be overlooked when working with substitutions. We assume that
we work up to permutations, and that when an interpretation of a substitution is involved, it
is with the right permutation.

Substitutions o emerge from the matching of two basis values, thus we can prove that
the interpretation of the matching gives the interpretation of the substitution, as stated in
the next lemma.

Lemma 2.56. Given two well-formed basis values T+ b: Q and + b': Q, and a substitution
o, if match(o, b, b’) then [b]* o [[b’]] = [o].

Proof. The proof is straightforward by induction on match(o, b, b’). []



24 A PROGRAMMING LANGUAGE COMBINING QUANTUM AND CLASSICAL CONTROL

Unitaries. The type of unitaries are given as U(Q;,Q5), and they are first interpreted
as morphisms [Q;] — [Q;] in Contr, before showing that their interpretation actually
lies in Uni. We also show that the ONB conditions ensure that the denotation of (syn-
tactic) unitaries is not only a contractive map, but a unitary between Hilbert spaces.
Working with contractions is necessary to use the notion of compatibility: given a unitary
{|bi—ei ...|by— e, }:U(Qq,Q5), we provide an interpretation to each clause b; — e;
as a contraction [@Q] — [Q-], and prove that all the contractions thus obtained are com-
patible, and can be summed. Unitary judgments are of the form IFu: U(Q, Q,), and their
semantics is given by a morphism in Uni:

[IFw: U(Q1, Q)] : Uni([Q4], [Q2])-

Givenl-{ | by —~e; ... | b, — e, }: U(Q,Q3), the interpretation of a clause b; — e;
is the following contraction: [I'; F e;: B] o [T; = b;: Q1] It show be read as follows: if the
input of type @, matches with b;, it provides a substitution with I';, that is applied to e;.
This is better understood with a diagram:

IIFZ'_bl Ql]]* III‘U—BZ': QQ]]
[Q4] [Tl [Q-]

Lemma 2.52 ensures that the semantics of clauses in a well-formed unitary are pairwise
compatible. The interpretation of a unitary abstraction is then:

[F{lbi—er ... |bnren}:UQ,Q)] =D [Til e Qoo [Tit bi: Q]

i<n

This new contraction is the union, or the join, of the interpretations of all the clauses.
One can only take the join of compatible morphisms. It is left to prove that it is well-defined,
and then that it is a proper unitary operation.

Corollary 2.57. Given IF{|bi—e1 ...|by— e, }: U(Q,Q,), its interpretation
IF{lbi—=er ...[by—e, }:U(Q, Q)]

1s a well-defined morphism in Contr.

Proof. Given IF{ |bi+—e1 ...|[b,— e, }:U(Qq,Q;), we know that ONB°q,({ €; };~,)
and ONBgq, ({ b; },<,,) hold, and for all i <n, I'; - b;: Q; and T'; - €;: Q.

Since ONBg, ({ b; },,,) holds, Lemma 2.52 ensures that for all i # j < k, [b;]" o [b;] =
Opr,],ir;- The same lemma, with ONB‘q, ({ € };<,,) ensures that for all i # j <n, [e;]"
[e;] = Opr,p,r,j- This proves that, for all i # j < n, ([e;] o [b:]")* o [e;] o [b]" = Opr,,ir,
and [v;] o [b;]" o ([e;] o [b;]")* = Op,p,qr,j- This proves that for all i # j < n, [e;] o [b;]
and [e;] o [b;]* are compatible, thanks to Lemma 2.37. Then, Lemma 2.36 ensures that
> i [€i] o [bi]" is a contraction. ]

Theorem 2.58. Given IF{|bi—e1 ...|by— e, }:U(Qq,Q,), its interpretation
[[”_{ ‘b10—>61 ’ b, — ep } : U(Q17Q2)ﬂ

18 unitary.

Proof. Given IF{ | by e1 ...|by > e, }: U(Qq,Q,), we know that ONB®q, ({ €; },<,,)
and ONBg, ({ b; }zgn) hold, and for all i <mn, I'; F b;: Q, and T'; - ¢;: Q.
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[IFu: @ — Q5] : Uni([Q4],[Q2])
{1bi—=e}]=> led]o[b]*

el
[uz o ur]] = Juea] o Jui]
[ur @ ua]] = [u1] @ [uz]
[ui & ua]] = [u1] @ [uz]
[u] = [ul”
[ctrl u] = ctrljg j([u])

FIGURE 9. Interpretation of unitaries in Uni.

First step, prove that [u]” o [u] =idjq,}, with u={ | by — e ... | by e, }.
[u]” o [u]
= Z led oo | © Z le;] o [b;]* (by definition.)

i<n i<n

= Z([[e,j] o [b;]*)* o Z le;] o [b,] (dagger distributes over sum.)
i<n i<n

= Z [b:] o [e:]” o Z le;] o [b;]* (dagger is contravariant.)
i<n i<n

=Y [bi]o e o [ej] o [b;]" (linearity.)
ij<n

= [bio[e]" o [ei] o [bi]* (lemma 2.52.)
i<n

= Z [b:] o [b:]" (lemma 2.50.)
i<n

= id[[Ql]] (lemma 2.53.)

The other direction [u] o [u]* = idjg,] is similar. ]

Note that we have only proven so far that unitary abstractions have a sound denotational
semantics in Uni. The interpretation of operations on unitaries is given in Figure 9. It is
explained in §2.3 why this interpretation is in Uni, although this does not come as a surprise.

Moreover, any canonical symmetric monoidal isomorphism can be represented by the
unitaries of our language. The canonical symmetric monoidal isomorphisms are simply
those that can be defined using the structure of a symmetric monoidal category only,
i.e. isomorphisms that are given by: left and right unitors, symmetric swaps, associators, closed
under composition and tensor products. We use this result later for quantum configurations.
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[T Ft: Q]: Isometry([I'],[Q])
[[l— * Iﬂ = id[[[ﬂ
[[’JC: Q Fa: Q]] = id[[Q]]
[THinlt: Q, & Q,) = [l o [T H¢: @]
[T inrt: Q& Q) = ¥ HM®l o [T Ht: Q)]
[T1.ToFt@t:Q,@Q,] =[T1Ht: Q)@ [T2 -t Qy
[ 0: gnat] = |0)
[T'FSt: gnat] = succo [I'F ¢: gnat]

i<k

[THut: Q] =[Fu:U(@Q,Qy)]c[TFt: Q]

FIGURE 10. Interpretation of term judgements as morphisms in Isometry.

Proposition 2.59. Let Q, and Q, be two pure types, and let f: [Q1] — [Q5] be a canonical
symmetric monoidal isomorphism. Then, there exists a unitary Ik u: U(Qq, Qq) such that

[u] = 1.

Terms. One remaining term is the application of a unitary.

[TFut: Q] =[Fu:U(Q,Q:)]c[T'Ft:Q].

The interpretation of all term judgements is found in Figure 10.
We can already show that this interpretation of terms is sound with the sketch of
operational semantics given in the previous section.

Proposition 2.60 (Operational Soundness). Given a well-formed unitary abstraction
I {|by—~e ... bp—e, }: UQy,Qy) and a well-formed basis value + b': Qy, if
match(a, b;, b'), then

[F{lbi—er ...|bp—e,} b:Qy] =[o(ei): Q.

Proof. First, we deduce from the assumption match(c, b;, ') that

e =(b; L V'), and thus [b;]" o [b'] = [o], thanks to Lemma 2.56.
e for all j # i, b; L b/, and thus [b;]* o [[b']] = 0, thanks to Lemma 2.51.
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We can then compute the semantics, with u = { | by = €1 ... | b, — e, }:
[w ]
= [u] o [¥] (by definition.)
= Z [e;] o [b;1 | o [¥'] (by definition.)
= Z [e;] o [b;]" o [¥] (linearity.)
= [es] o [b:]" o [¥'] (lemma 2.51.)
= [ei] o [o] (lemma 2.56.)
= [o(ei)] (prop. 2.54.)

[

We prove that, like expressions, terms are indeed interpreted as isometries, reinforcing
the link with quantum physics. This requires several lemmas. The first lemma shows that
the denotational orthogonality is preserved by linear combinations.

Lemma 2.61. Given Ty Ft: Q and Lo F (e + t;): Q such that for all i, [T Ft: Q] o
[[FQ H ti: Q]] = 0[[1-‘2]]7[[1-\1]]; then [[Fl Ft: A]]* @) [[I‘Q F Ei(ai . ti): Q]] = 0[[1-‘2]]7[[1-‘1]].

Proof. The proof involves few steps, without surprises.

[TiHt: Q] o[Fat Zi(a; - ti): Q]

=Tkt Q) o) a2kt Q] (by definition.)
— Z o; [T1+t: c;]]* o[Tatt;: Q] (by linearity.)
- Z @; Ofr,],[ry] (hypothesis.)
= UErzu,urlﬂ-

[

The next lemma states that syntactic orthogonality (defined in Definition 2.4) implies
denotational orthogonality.

Lemma 2.62. Given two judgements I'1 F t1: Q and T's F to: Q, such that t1 L to, we
have [[tl]]* o [[tg]] = 0[[F2]],[[F1]]~
The proof of this lemma is interdependent with the proof of the next lemma, where

it is proven that the interpretation of term judgement are sound quantum states, namely,
isometries.

Lemma 2.63 (Isometry). If T'F t: Q is a well-formed judgement, then [I'F t: Q] is an
1sometry.

Proof of Lemma 2.62 and Lemma 2.63. We prove both theorems in a row, because they are
interdependent. We remind the whole statement: Given a well-formed judgement I'y - ¢;: Q,
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o [Tikt: Q) ol Fti: Q] =idpp,y;
o forall o Fto: Q such that ¢1 L to, [T1Ft1: Q) o [Takte: Q] = Opr,],[r1]

We prove by induction on the formation rules of values that [t]* o [t] = idyry.

o Fx: 1. [*]"o[x] = idjg o idpp = idpy. This term is not orthogonal to any other
well-formed term.

e x:QFx: Q. [x]" o [x] = idjg)oidjg) = idjg- This term is not orthogonal to any other.

e ' IhFt ®ta: Q; ® Q,. We first prove that its denotation is an isometry.

6 @ ] o 61 @ o] = ([1] @ [t2])" o (1] @ [t2]) (by definition.)
= ([t1]" @ [t2]") o ([t1] @ [E2]) (* is monoidal.)
= ([t1]" o [t1]) @ ([t2]" o [t2]) (® is monoidal.)
— idjp,) ® idjry) (IFL)

= id[r,je[r,] = id[r,,ry]

Then we show that, if it is orthogonal to any other well-formed term, say I's - t3: Q1 Q Qs,
then their interpretations are also orthogonal. We reason on a case by case basis. The
term t3 can be of the form ¢4 ® ¢4, in which case, either ¢; L t5 or t5 L 5. In both cases,
the result is direct, because the zero morphism tensored with any other morphism is still
zero. The other cases is t3 being a linear combination; this case is covered by Lemma 2.61.

e I'Hinxt: Q; ® Q5. The denotation of this term is an isometry because the injections
¢ also are and a composition of isometries keeps being an isometry. Now, given another
term I'y F £2: @, such that inx ¢ L t3, we have several cases:

— either 9 is of the form inx ¢}, with the same injection as inx ¢, and the result is given
by Lemma 2.44;
—or inxt = inlt¢ and t2 = inr ¢}, in which case the conclusion is direct thanks to
Lemma 2.41 and the induction hypothesis;
— or ty is a linear combination, and Lemma 2.61 concludes.
e F 0:qgnat. [0]"o[0] = (0)0 = 1 = idfy;. Moreover, given any natural number n,

(0)n+1=0. Lemma 2.61 concludes for linear combinations.
e I' - St: gqnat. The interpretation is an isometry by composition of isometries. The
orthogonality part is either ensured with the last point, or by Lemma 2.44 and the
induction hypothesis.
I' - ¥(a - t;): Q. The interpretation is an isometry by induction hypothesis and
Lemma 2.43. Moreover, the only case of orthogonality not yet covered: given that for all
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FEEA efl) g ymm)
THt—t: A THty—t,:A Y
't =t3: A THta=1t3: A (trans)
Ff‘tlztgiA

FIGURE 11. Basic equational rules.

iZjel, t; Lt;, JKCI, and ) ;- ciB; =0:

[%(aj - )] o [Zk(By - tr)]

Z o] | o Z B [tx] (by definition.)
J k

= ZEJ- [t;1° | Zﬂk [tx] (dagger distributes over the sum.)
J k

= Zajﬂk [t;1" o [tk] (by linearity.)
g,k

= Z @3, [t:]" o [t:] (by induction hypothesis.)
ieJNK

= Z @;3;id[ry (by induction hypothesis.)
ieJNK

= < 2 aiﬁz) idpry = Oprap.[ri]

ieJNK

e I' H ut: Qy. The interpretation is an isometry by composition of isometries. The
orthogonality is covered by either Lemma 2.44, because a unitary is in particular an
isometry, or Lemma 2.61, similarly to the previous points.

[

Providing an interpretation that fits the expectations from quantum physics is meaningful,
but not completely satisfying. We thus prove a stronger link between the syntax and the
semantics through an equational theory.

2.5. Equational Theory. The main equational theory of our language is given in Figure 14,
with the rules of reflexivity, symmetry and transitivity given in Figure 11, linear algebraic
identities are given in Figure 12, and congruence identities are given in Figure 13.

Remark 2.64. Among the equational rules presented in this section, only the equations in
Figure 14 provide an operational account of the language. They can be seen as a reduction
system from left to right. On the other hand, the equations in Figure 12 show that the
algebraic power of Hilbert spaces and isometries can be captured within the type system.
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¢:{1,....n} = {1,...,n} is a bijection T'F ¥;(a;-t;): Q
T Yi(a;-t;) = Zi(oya) - tesy): Q
T |— 2;;1(041' -ti): Q op = 0
TESE (o) =X (o - 1) Q
L+ Xi(oi - X5(855 - t5)) : Q
IE 3 (aq - (85 - t5)) = Z5((2; i) - £5): @4
I'F%ij(0ufij - tij): Q
I'E 5 (- X5(8i5 - tij)) = Zij(0afBi - tij): Q1
Fu:U(Q,Qy) T'HXEi(ai-ti): Q
F'FuXj(a;-t;) =%Si(a;-ut;): Qy
TF (i t): Q
I'tinl ¥;(a; - t;) = Ei(a - inl t;): Q; © Q,
TFYi(a;-t): Qy
I'tinr ¥(a; - ;) = Xi(ay - inr t;): Q, © Q
L Ft:Qp Taob Ei(ay-t): Qo
Mokt (Zi(a; - t) =%i(ai - t@t): AR Q,
I'Ft:Qy THEY(a;-t): Q
LTk (Zi(a - ) @t =%(a; - t; @1): AR Q,
'k Yi(a; - t;): gnat
I'FSYi(a;-t) =%i(a; - St;): gnat

(perm)

THt:Q
rexl,(1-9)=t:Q

(0.scal)

(L.scal)

(fubini)

(double)

(u.linear)

(v.lineary)

(v.linears)

(®.lineary)

(®.linearsy)

(S.linear)

FIGURE 12. Vector space and linear applications equational rules.

Tt =t: Q FEt=t2:Q,
: T (v-eqr) : — ) (t-eq2)
Fkinlt; =inlty: Q, € Q, Fktinrt; =inrty: Q, ¢ Q-
IT'FHRt=t0t: Q; ®Q, IT'HFtRt =tQ®t: Q, ®Q,
T'Fty =ty: gnat Tt =t2:Q; IFu:Q;— Qy
—S7.- (S.eq) — (u-eq)
I‘I—Stl—StQ.qnat Fl—utl—th.QQ
I‘I—Ei(ai-ti):Q Vi,]:"—ti:t;:Q
| Ei(ai -tz‘) = Ei(ai -t;): Q

(®.eq1) (®.eq2)

(3.eq)

F1GURE 13. Congruence equational rules of quantum control.

Equations and formation rules. We start by proving that the equational theory presented
is sound with the formation rules of the language. In other words, we show that if two terms
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Fb:Q, IF{|bi—e ...|by— e, }:U(Q,Qy) match(o,b;,b)
l—{‘bli—>61 ‘bn'—>6n} b/:J(ei):QQ
Fub=v:Q, IFui: U(Q1,Qs) IFu2:U(Qy,Qs) THb: Q

(u.5)

T v=b Q, (u.inv T - (usour) b= (w1 b): Qs (u.comp)
Fui: UQ,Qs3) Fu2:U(Qe,Qy) Fbi:Q; Fba: Qo (1.0)
F(u1 ®uz) (b1 @ ba) = (u1 b1) @ (u2 b2): Q3 ® Q4 .
Fui: U(Q1,Q3) Fua:U(Qy,Qy) FHb:Q (w.&1)
F(u1 @ uz) (inl b) =inl (u1 b): Q3 Q4 '

Fui: U(Q,Q3) Fua:U(Qy,Qy) FHb:Qy (1.52)

F (u1 @ ug) (inr b) = inl (ug b): Q5 ® Q, '
Fu:U(Q,Q) Fb:Q
~(ctrlu) (inl %) @ b) = (il %) @ b: gbit @ @ M)
Fu:U(Q,Q) Fb:Q
(u.ctrly)

F (ctrl w) ((inr *) ® b) = (inr *) ® (u b): gbit ® Q

FiGURE 14. Computational equational rules of quantum control.

are equal in our theory, they are both well-formed. To do so, we need to show that equality
between terms preserve orthogonality.

Lemma 2.65. Given two terms t; and ty such that t; L to and T+ t; = t|: Q, then
t) Lt

Proof. By induction on the rules of the equational theory. []

The proof of the next proposition heavily relies on the previous lemma. Indeed, to prove
that a linear combination is well-formed, one needs to prove that all the terms involved in
the linear combination are pairwise orthogonal.

Proposition 2.66. If '+ t, = to: Q is well-formed, then T'Ft1: Q and ' - t2: Q also
are.

Proof. By induction on the rules of the equational theory. []

Bases. As expected, and thanks to the equational theory, an orthogonal decomposition has
properties similar to those of linear algebraic bases: in a Hilbert space, any vector can be
written as a combination of elements of a basis. We start by proving that any expression is
equal to a combination of basis values.

Lemma 2.67. Given a well-formed closed expression + e: Q, there exists I a set of
indices, (b;)icr a family of basis values, (a;)icr a family of complex numbers, such that
Fe= Zi(ai . bi) Q

Proof. The proof is done by induction on + e: Q.

e | x: I. Nothing to do.
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e Fei®er: Q ® Qy. The induction hypothesis gives I, (b}) and (), and J, (bJQ) and

)

(B;), such that Fe; = %i(a; - bl): Q, and F ey = (8 - b?): Q5. Thus, we have that

Fel ® e

= (Si(o - b})) ® (%5(B; - b?)) Q1 ®Q, (induction hypothesis.)
=X (O‘i b} ® (Ej(ﬁj . b?))) Q1 QQ, (®.linears)
=Y (ai - ;(8; - bz‘l X bj2)) Q1 ®Qy (®.lineary)
= Xij(cuf; - b ® b?)i Q:®Q; (double)

Finle: Q; ® Q,. The induction hypothesis gives e = X;(a; - b;): Q;, and observe
that + inl EZ(C!,L . bl) = Zz(al -inl bl) Ql ) Q2.

e inre: Q; @ Q- has the same conclusion.
e S e: gnat is similar to the previous point.
[ J

F3i(e - €i): Q. The induction hypothesis gives (3;;) and (b;) (the b does not depend
in 4 without loss of generality, because 0+ b can be added to any sum term ¢, as long as b
is orthogonal to t). Finally, we have (v - 3;(8;; - b;)) = X;((2_; iBy) - bj): Q.

[

Remark 2.68. The resulting term in the previous lemma, written ¥;(a; - b;) is a value
if the basis values are correctly ordered and if all the scalar are non zero. Thanks to the
(perm) and (0.scal) rules in Fig. 12, we can assume so. Thus, the lemma above shows that
expressions have a unique normal form.

We can then generalise to any orthogonal decomposition, with the help of substitutions.

Lemma 2.69. Given ONB®QS, where all elements of S are well-formed, and a well-formed
closed expression F e: Q, there exists I a set of indices, (S;)ier a family of elements
of S, (a)ier a family of complex numbers and (0;)icr a family of valuations such that
Fe= Zi(ai . Ji<8i>): Q

Proof. This is proven by induction on ONB. The previous lemma gives a term equal to e in

the equational theory written as a finite sum of basis values X;(a; - b;).

e ONB®q({« }). The substitution o = { x — e} is suitable with e = o(x).

e ONB®r({*}). Nothing to do.

e ONB®q,@q,SHT. Each b; is either inl b}, with gives a suitable substitution o; and
s; € S, thusinl s; € SHT, or b; is inr b;, giving suitable substitution ¢; and s; € T, thus
inr s; € SHT; all this by induction hypothesis.

e ONB°g,q,S- Each b; is of the form b; ® b, the induction hypothesis gives suitable o7,
s, ol s, that can be assembled into 0; = 0, Uo! and s; = s, ® s/.

e ONB®gnatS®°. Each b; is either 0, for which there is nothing to do, or S b}, in which case
the induction hypothesis concludes.

e ONB®q, SP. First, we show that each s; € S can be written as a linear combination of
elements of S?. Indeed, in the equational theory:

2865(33731- ‘ 23'65(16373’ ‘ S/)) = ZSIES (Z /Bs,siﬁs,s’> ‘ 8/

seS
= ZSIES((SS/ZS,L' . S,) = 8

the conclusion is then direct.
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[

Progress. The following lemma is our equivalent to progress, and involves both directions:
the application of a unitary to a value reduces to a value, and given a unitary and a value,
there exists a value that is the inverse image of the latter.

Lemma 2.70. Given IFu: U(Q,Q5), we have the following:

o for all Fe: Qq, there exists = v: Qq such that Fue=v:Qy;
o for all Fe: Qy, there exists = v: Qq such that Fu v =e: Q.

Proof. First, observe that terms are taken up to vector space identities, and up to linearity
of unitaries. Thus, if e = ¥;(a - b;), we have u e = ¥;(a; - u b;), and this shows that we
can work with w b with b a basis value without loss of generality. The equivalent statement
to the one we prove is: given I u: U(Q;,Q3) and + b: Q; a basis value, there exists
Fv: Qg such that Fu b=wv: Q. A similar observation can be done for u. This is proven
by induction on the judgement I+ u: U(Qq, Q).

o If F{|bi—el ...|bpy—ey}:U(Q,Q;). Lemma 2.18 provides a b; that matches
with b and a substitution o that fits this match. Thus, we have F u b = o(v;): Q9
with = o(v;): Q5. On the other hand, Lemma 2.69 provides three families (v’;) that
can have multiple copies of the (v;), (e;) and o; such that u = ¥;(e; - 0;(v})), and
note that + { |by—er ... |by—= ey } Nj(aj-0;(b)) = Ej(a; - 0j(vs)): Qy where
b; is a b; when ’U; is v;; and this is because given a substitution o that fits a b;, F
{ ’bl —er ... ‘ bn'—>€n } O’(bz) :O'(Ui>: QQ.

o If IFu*:U(Q,,Q;). Given F v: Q,, the induction hypothesis gives + v': @, such that
Fuwv=2v":Q,y and thus F u* v = v: Q. Moreover, given F w: @, the induction
hypothesis gives  w’: Q5 such that F+u w' = w: Q,, and thus + u* w=w': Q.

o If IFugowus: @ — Q3. The induction hypothesis gives us v; such that Fu; b=v;: Q9
and then vy such that F ug v1 = va: @3, which ensures the result. A related reasoning
proves the second point.

o If IFu; @uaU(Q; ® Q1, Q5 ® Q). There are two similar cases, namely inl b and inr b.
In the first case, the induction hypothesis gives v; such that + u; b = v1: Q, thus
F (u; ® ug) (inlb) = inl v1: Q; ® Q). The other case is similar. A related reasoning
proves the second point.

o If FuyDus: U(Q; ®Q, QyRQ)%). We write by ® by for b, and the induction hypothesis
provides v and vy such that F uy by = v1: Q5 and + us by = vy: QY, ensuring that
F(ur ®ug) (b1 @ be) = v1 @ va: Qs ® Q). A related reasoning proves the second point.

o If IFctrl u: U(gbit ® Q, gbit ® Q). In the case (inl *) ® b, there is nothing to do. The
other case is (inr %) ® b, and the induction hypothesis gives v such that Fu b=wv: Q,
and then F (ctrl u) ((inr %) ® b) = (inr *) ® v: gbit ® Q. A related reasoning proves
the second point.

[

Normalisation. We have proven that unitary applications progress and reduce to values, if
one wishes to have an operational point of view. This allows use to prove, with the same
operational view, that the system strongly normalises; this means that any term ¢ eventually
reduces to a value.
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Lemma 2.71. Given Ft: Q, there exists - v: Q such that Ft=v: Q.

Proof. This is proven by induction on the formation rules of F¢: Q.

e The cases *, x, 0 and sum are straightforward.

e In the case t; ® t2, the induction hypothesis gives corresponding v; and vg, that ensure
Fti®t=v1 Qua: Q ® Qs.

In the case inx ¢, the induction hypothesis provides v such that F ¢t = v: Q,, thus
Finxt=inxv: Q; ® Q.

In the case S t, the induction hypothesis provides v such that + ¢t = v: gnat, thus
FSt=Swv: gnat.

In the case u t, the induction hypothesis gives v such that F¢ = wv: Q. The previous
lemma, Lemma 2.70, provides v’ such that Fu v =v": Q,, thus Ft =v": Q,.

[

Completeness. Finally, we prove a strong link between the denotational semantics and the
equational theory, namely that an equality statement in one is also an equality statement in
the other. We start by showing soundness, meaning that two terms equal in the equational
theory have the same denotational interpretation.

Proposition 2.72. GivenT'Ft; =t2: Q, then [T Ft;: Q] = [T+ t2: QJ.

Proof. By induction on the rules of the equational theory. The only non trivial case was
done within Proposition 2.60. ]

We prove then completeness, starting with terms without unitary functions.

Lemma 2.73 (Completeness of values). Given + vi: Q and F va: Q, if [Fv1: Q] =
[Fva2: QJ, then v =v2: Q.

Proof. This is proven by induction on F vy: Q.

e The cases for * and O are straightforward.

o If v1 = b; ® b) with type Q5 ® Q,, then also vy = by ® bfy, and [b1] ® [0]] = [b2] ® [b5],
thus [b1] = [b2] and [b)] = [b5], the induction hypothesis ensures that + b; = ba: Q;
and b} =bh: Q,, and thus F by @b = by ®b): Q; ® Q.

e If v1 = inx by of type Q; B Q,, with [v1] = [vs], necessarily vy = inx by, and LlQl’QZ o
[b1] = LlQl’Q2 o [b2], thus (LZQ“QQ)* o LlQl’Q2 o[bi] = (LlQl’QQ)* o LlQl’QQ o [b2] which ends
with [b1] = [b2], and the induction hypothesis gives that F b; = by: Q,, and thus
Finx b; =inx ba: Q; & Q.

e Else, with type Q, v; = X;(a; - b)) with the (b}) that are pairwise orthogonal, and
vy = X;(B, - b?) with the (b?) that are also pairwise orthogonal. We know that

[oi] =3 e [0i] = 38, [5] = [va].

Thus, for all +b: Q, [b]" oY, a; [bl] = [b]" o > B; [63]; by orthogonality, we have
[6]" o> a; [b;] = ou [b}] for some k, and [b]" o > B; [[b?]] = B [bj/] for some &'
Thus, o [b}g]] = B [[b%,]], and because they are basis values, we have [[b,lf]] = ﬂbQ,]],
and the induction hypothesis ensures that + b,lg = b2,: Q. Note that this is done for all
Fb: Q, and thus F vy =wvq: Q.
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[

We then prove the final result of this section, namely, completeness on closed terms,
meaning that the equality statement of the equational theory and of the denotational
semantics on closed terms are equivalent.

Theorem 2.74 (Completeness). Ft1 =t2: Q iff [Ft1: Q] =[Ft2: Q] .

Proof. We prove both directions.

e For the implication Ft; =t2: Q to [F t1: Q] = [ t2: Q], see Proposition 2.72.

e The other direction uses Lemma 2.71, the equivalent of strong normalisation, that gives v
and vy such that F¢; = ve: Q and F t3 = ve: Q. Our hypothesis is that [¢1] = [¢2],
and thus [vi] = [t1] = [t2] = [v2]. Lemma 2.73 gives then that + v; = vy: Q and
transitivity ensures that F ¢ =t2: Q.

[

3. COMBINING CLASSICAL AND QUANTUM CONTROL

This section lays down the syntax and semantics of the main calculus, which combines the
quantum control fragment with a classically controlled layer, a variant of a call-by-value
linear lambda-calculus. The subsystem which we presented in the previous section is designed
to represent pure quantum information and computation, whereas in this section, we are
concerned with mixed quantum information and computation. Our denotational approach
towards this uses von Neumann algebras, which provide an appropriate mathematical setting
to achieve this treatment. Operationally, this is achieved by adapting the configurations (also
called closures) (|¢), £, M) from an effectful quantum lambda-calculus, e.g., [CW16, SV109],
by replacing the quantum state [¢)) with a pure term ¢, replacing the linking function ¢ with
a unitary u that can be described via our syntax and which represents a suitable permutation,
and finally by defining suitable formation conditions for the configuration.

We refer to this system as the “main calculus”, because it allows us to integrate the
pure quantum subsystem within it, but it also allows us to represent classical information,
quantum measurements and mixed-state quantum computation.

3.1. Syntax and Typing Rules.

Types. The types of the main calculus, ranged over by capital Latin letters (e.g., A, B) are
given in Figure 15. We write [ for the unit type, A + B for sum types (which allow us
to handle classical control), A ® B for pair types, A — B for higher-order linear function
types, and !A for exponential types (in the sense of linear logic). All types except Nat and
B(Q) are standard in a system for a classical call-by-value linear lambda-calculus. Nat is
a ground type representing classical natural numbers and B(Q) is the type that represents
mized state quantum computation on the Hilbert space determined by the type Q. As we see
later, this type plays an important role by introducing quantum and probabilistic effects into
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(VARS) T,Y, 2

(Types) A,B = I|A+B|A®B|!A|A —B|Nat|B(Q)

(TERMS) L, M,N == x|z |l(M)|inr(N) | case L of {inl(x)—M, inr(y)—N}
|M@N |letx®@y=DM in N | lft(M) | force(M)
| \e.M | M N

| zero | succ(M) | match L with{zero—M, succ(x)—N}

| pure(t) | meas(M) | B(u)(M)

| let B(z) =M in N |let Bz ®@y) =M in N
(VALUES) V,W s= kx| wml(V) | inr(W) | VW | lift(M) | A\x.M

| zero | succ(V)

FIGURE 15. Syntax of the classically controlled system.

the system. The modality B is inspired from the denotational model, where B(H) represents
the von Neumann algebra of bounded operators on the Hilbert space H.

Terms. Terms (and values) of the calculus are described in Figure 15. They are either
standard linear lambda-calculus terms, terms representing natural numbers, or terms that we
introduce to model the interaction of the classical control fragment with the quantum control
fragment. We refer the reader to [SVT09] for a detailed exposition on linear lambda-calculus.
zero and succ are constructors for natural numbers and match L with {zero—M, succ(x)—N}
is the corresponding pattern-match. The term pure(t) models the preparation of a pure
quantum state represented by the quantum term ¢. Measurement is modelled by the term
meas(M). The term B(u)(M) represents the application of the unitary u to a term M.
Additionally, we have two syntactic constructs to model the isomorphism between the types
B(Q,®Q,) and B(Q,)®B(Q5): the term let B(z) = M in N allows one to construct a term
of type B(Q; ® Q) from a term of type B(Q;) ® B(Q5) and the term let B(x®@y) = M in N
deals with the opposite direction. This isomorphism arises because the functor B(-) used
in the denotational model is strict monoidal. Both constructs are necessary to allow the
language to manipulate composed quantum systems and also terms possibly representing
entangled states.

Type system. Typing contexts (ranged over by symbols A, ¥, 39) are finite sequences
A2z A, ..., 2z, A, mapping variables to types. We use the notation !A for contexts of
the form zq : A4, ..., 2, : 'A,. Typing judgements have the form A+ M : A and follow a
linear typing discipline to deal with quantum data. The typing rules are given in Figure 16
where, as usual, X1, o denotes the disjoint union of ¥; and X5. Classical bits correspond
to the type bit £ I + I and mixed state qubits have type gbit = B(gbit). Note that we
interchangeably use contexts of the form A and !A; 3. The former is used to lay down rules
which do not require a distinction between a linear typing context and a non-linear one. We
use the latter when a rule modifies the context, and it is necessary to differentiate between
the linear part of the typing context and the non-linear part. The rule for the term pure(t)
introduces a state t from the quantum control fragment as a term of type B(Q) into the
main calculus. The typing rule for measurement maps a term M of quantum type B(Q) to a
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INJSiHFL:A+B IA Y9, 2 : AEM:C IA Y9, y: BEN:C
1A, Y, Y9 F case L of {inl(x)—M, inr(y)—>N} : C

Ax:AFM:B IAJYTEM:A—-B A FEN:A
AF e M:A B A, Y. 5% F MN :B
IAJY i FL:Nat 1AYoFM:A 1A Yo, z:NatEN:A Ht:Q
A, 31, Yo F match L with {zero—~M, succ(z)—N}: A A+ pure(t) : B(Q)
A+ M:B(Q) IFu:U(Q, Q) IAYFM:B(Qy)
A+ meas(M) : Q A, E1 F B(u)(M) : B(Q)

A FM:B(Q) ®B(Q,) IA,Y2,2:B(Q, ®Qy) FN: A
INY, Yok let B(z) =M in N : A
A FM:B(Q ® Q) A, Y0,2:B(Q),y: B(Qy) F N : A
IA Y, 5 let Bz ®y) =M in N : A

FIGURE 16. Typing rules for terms (excerpt).

term meas(M) of classical type @, where the type Q is defined inductively on the structure
of the pure quantum type Q:

I£], Qi®Q,2Q,9Q;, Q;®Qy,=Q;+Q,, qnat= Nat.
This gives the classical analogue of the type Q, e.g., gbit = bit. For a quantum basis term b
of type @, b (defined below) denotes its translation to a classical value of type @, which we
use to represent measurement outcomes.

¥=% b ®b2b ®by, inlb2inlb), 0= zero, Sb=2 succ(b).

3.2. Operational Semantics.
Quantum configurations. We lay down the operational semantics of the calculus using

an adaptation of the notion of a quantum configuration from quantum lambda-calculi
(JCW16, SVT09]).

Definition 3.1 (Quantum Configuration). Let Conf be the set of quantum configurations
C = (t,uy, M), where:

e t € Terms represents a pure quantum state;

e u, € Unitaries represents a symmetric monoidal isomorphism;

e M € TERMS is a term from the main calculus.

In the above definition, we can think of the quantum term t as representing a quantum
state, because the quantum control fragment ensures that ¢ can be rewritten (in its equational
theory) to a quantum value (Lemma 2.71). Next, u, permutes the components of ¢ so that
they appear in the same order as variables that represent them in M. We slightly abuse
terminology and refer to u, as a permutation, but it is meant to be understood as a canonical
symmetric monoidal isomorphism (see Proposition 2.59). If we fix the domain and codomain
of uy,, then the essential data is given by a choice of permutation ¢ and this makes it
easier to understand how each unitary acts on the coordinates, and the contextual rules
formulation becomes precise. Note that, thanks to Proposition 2.59, the pure quantum
syntax is expressive enough to represent all the monoidal permutations that we need in the
sequel.
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Example 3.2. Consider the quantum configuration (t,u;q,r ® y), where we have t =
*®@ (1210 @0 +142- 1) @ 1)) and ujg 2 {| * @ w ® 2z — w ® z} is a unitary with
type IF u;q: U(I ® gbit ® gbit, gbit ® gbit). It conveys the information that the variable
x in z ® y keeps track of the first qubit in ¢ and that the variable y keeps track of the second
one. Whereas in the configuration (¢, swap, T @ y) With wgyaep 2{*Quw®z+— z2Qw},
the variable x keeps track of the second qubit and y of the first one. Note that, due to
quantum entanglement, the term ¢ cannot be decomposed into a non-trivial tensor product,
and the variables x and y should be thought of as identifying qubit components of ¢, instead
of storing quantum data themselves.

A quantum configuration V = (v, us, V'), when both the quantum term v and term V
are values, is called a value configuration. For example, (|0),wu;q, ) is a value configuration.
A quantum configuration SV = (v, u,, M), where v is a quantum value, is a semi-value
configuration. We write VConf (resp. SVConf) for the set of (resp. semi-)value configurations.
The reason we introduce semi-value configurations, is because they allow us to define our
operational semantics for the main calculus modulo equality of the pure quantum terms ¢
(analogous to the quantum lambda-calculus). We already proved that values v are normal
forms for the pure terms (Lemma 2.71), so this makes them a natural choice.

Definition 3.3. A quantum configuration (¢, u,, M) is well-formed with type A, written as
(t,ue, M): A if the following judgments can be derived:

o F1:Q®- ®Qy;
o Fu: U(Q®: - ®Q,, Q1 ®-- ®Qy,);
o z1:B(QY),...,xm:B(Q),)F M:A.

We write WF x (A) for the set of well-formed configurations in X with type A, where
X € {Conf, VConf, SVConf }.

Example 3.4. The configuration ((1/v2-]00) + 1/v2 - |11)) ® |0), uiq, z ® y) with:

o - (1//2-]00) +1/v2-|11)) ® |0) : gbit?;
o - IF ujq: U(qbit?, qbit?);
e z: B(qbit?),y : gbit - 2 @y : B(qbit?) @ gbit.

In this configuration, wu;q is just the identity,  points to the Bell state in ¢ whereas y points
to |0). We have n = 3,m = 2, with Q; = Q, = Q3 = gbit, Q; = gbit® and Q) = gbit.
The configuration is well-formed.

The above example highlights the need for m and n (from Definition 3.3) to be different
values. The intuition behind this difference is that the unitary wu, partitions the n quantum
types into m blocks, where each block is represented by a variable in M. Furthermore, in
situations where we wish to combine two such blocks which are not next to each other in
the tensor expression of the n types, we allow the possibility of permuting these blocks and
merging them so that now two blocks that were initially represented by two variables are
represented by one. This is formally expressed in the reduction rules we define next. The
role of u, in a well-formed configuration is illustrated in Figure 17. The small-step reduction
- —. - C Conf X [0, 1] x Conf is the relation defined by the rules of Figure 18: C —, C’ holds
when the quantum configuration C reduces to C' with probability p € [0, 1].
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h
igi : \ b1 B(Qy ® Q3)
0, — : 2: B(Q1)
t T WUe Y MO A
:g::j W}wmfl B(Qr_1®Q,)
o, — e B(Q, )

F1GURE 17. Graphical representation of a well-formed quantum configuration.

Additionally, we need to consider configurations where the entire state ¢ is not covered
by the variables appearing in M. This is a matter of convenience and technicality for proofs
of some of the results that follow. Hence, we define a well-formed quantum configuration
with auziliary types to account for such configurations. Consequently, the configurations
introduced above should be seen as being total in a certain sense, whereas the configurations
with auxiliary types that we introduce next are more general in that the quantum data
which is represented by the first component of the configuration does not have to be entirely
covered by the free variables of the term from the main calculus.

Definition 3.5. A quantum configuration (&, u,, M) is said to be well-formed with type A
and auziliary quantum data of types [Q), ..., Q}], written (¢t,uy,, M): A[QY, ..., Q}], if the
following hold:

Ft:Q, ®--- ®Q,, can be derived,;

Mru: U(Q® - ®Q,, Q1 ® -+ ®Q,, ;) can be derived;

z1:B(QY), ..., xm : B(Q),)F M : A can be derived;

QF,....Q1 ] =1Q7,....Q.,,Q1,...,Q] as lists of pure quantum types.

WFeons (A[Q], ..., Q}]) denotes the set of well-formed configurations wrt type A and
auxiliary quantum types [QY,. .., Q%].

The reduction rules along with the unitaries required to state them are given in Figure 18.
{bi;}i; stand for basis terms and s in the reduction rule for meas(z) corresponds to the
position of b; in the tensor product appearing in the quantum term. All sums are finite.
The unitary ,,,,,., appearing in the reduction rule for the term let B(2) = z @y in N
merges two consecutive variables into one block, so that now a single variable can represent
it. Similarly, in the reduction rule for the term let B(z ® y) = z in N, the unitary uq,,,,,.
partitions a block into two, so that two variables can represent them. The two rules are
symmetric as expected, since these terms only allow switching between types B(Q; @ Q)
and B(Q;) ® B(Q,). The last rule of Figure 18 is a contextual rule which holds for any
evaluation contert E. Evaluation contexts are defined by the following grammar:

E = [JIE®QN|VRE|ltz®y=FE in N |inl(E) | inr(E)
| case E of {inl(x)—M, inr(y)—N} | force(E) | suce(E) | EN
| VE|meas(E) | B(u)(E) |let B(z) =FE in N |let Blz®y) =FE in N

One of the premises of the contextual rule states that if o is a permutation which does
not act on the same set of indices as 1, 02, then we can form a “union” of these permutations
by composing an eztension of the two. For a permutation o : S — S, we can define its
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.............

____dg_s____
TQyY U, 2 {21 @ QZ @+ @ Xy, TQyY
y| IR DT @@ @} z ¥ ]y
: E : E : z I' """"" "y : E : Co
Tn ———— T Ln yﬂm Tp T ‘: Tn
Hogatr T Uogipia

Ugper Z{T1® ... QTQYR ... QTp Uspwey 2 {|Z@® Yy @z} Uogiine 221 Q0 @ (2 RY) @ - Qxp

ST1IR.. QY R... Ty} SR RTRYRD - Q@ xn}

(t, uy, caseinl(V) of{z'nl(ac)—)M, inr(y)—N}
(t, ugy, case inr(V') of {inl(x)—M, inr(y)—N}
(tiug,letc @y =V @W in M
(t, ug, force(lift(M))
(t, ug, (A\x.M)
(t, uy, match zero with { zero—M, succ(x)—N}
(t, ug, match suce(V') with{zero—~M, succ(x)—N

1 (8, ug, M[V/x])

1 (t,uo, N[V/y))
1 (t, ug, M[V/2, W/y])

(

(

(
1 (t Uy, )
1 (8, uq, M[V/x])
1 (t Uy, )
1 (t,uq, N[V/z])
1 (E D Usyy, © (U @ Uig), T)
el (Zjeuj bl @+« + wia, by)
1 ((uy o (u®id) oug) t,uqs, 2)

1 <t7 ua—gather ° Ug, N)

}
(t, uy, pure(t’)
(Zipi-Ejoz,;j-b;j R+ ®b; Q-+, uy,,, meas(r)

(t Ug, B(u)(2)
(t,ug,let B(z) =z ®y in
(t, ug, let B(x @ y) = z in (t, Uo 5500 © Uors N)
(t1, ugear, M1) —p (b2, Uggor, Mo) dom(o) N (dom(o1) U dom(og)) =0
(tl, ’U,aextoafztt, E[Ml]) —p (tz, Ua.e:ctoa.gmt, E[MQ])

N
N
N
N
N
N
N
o
N
N
N
5

)
)
)
)
V)
)
)
)
)
)
N)
N)
)N

F1GURE 18. Reduction rules and their unitary permutations.

extension o : SIS — SIS by 0%(s) £ o(s), if s € S, 0®*(s') £ &', if s € S’. We now
introduce the reduction relation we use to define the operational semantlcs.
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Definition 3.6. The reduction relation - ~~. - C SVConf x [0, 1] x SVConf is defined in the
following way: we write (v, ug, M) ~~, (v', uer, M) whenever
Fv=t:Q (t,ue, M) —p (', upr, M) Y =v:Q
('UvumM) I ('U/a U’ M/)

The intuition behind the above definition is that it allows us to reason modulo equality
of the pure terms ¢, as a consequence of Lemma 2.71.

3.3. Main properties. We show that well-formedness is preserved by the reduction relation

Lemma 3.7 (Substitution). For a value V, if \A, %1 =V 1 A and for a term M, |A, ¥y, x :
A+ M :B then !A 31,39 F M[V/z] : B.

Lemma 3.8 (Substitution for Contexts). If IA, X1 F M : A and !A,¥1,%, = E[M] : B,
then for \A;Y) = M’ : A, we have A, ¥}, 39 - E[M'] : B.

Lemma 3.9 (Preservation for translation). If - - v : Q then - -9 : Q.

Proof. Proof is by induction on the rules for the translation. []

Theorem 3.10. For any C € WF¢ons(A[Q), ..., Q%)) if C —p, C', for some probability
p €10,1], then C' € WFConf(A[Q/I, ... ,QZ])

Proof. We provide a sketch of the proof here. Proof is by induction on the reduction relation

—. If C is a value configuration, then there is no C’ s.t. C —, C’. Hence, we consider the

cases when C is not a value configuration. Note that without loss of generality, we can assume

that C is of the form (¢, u,, M). We give the proof for a few important cases, others follow

similarly.

o C = (t,uy, (Az.M) V) for term M and value V:
According to the rules in 18, this configuration reduces to C' = (¢, u,, M[V/x]). Since the
rule doesn’t modify the quantum state, the auxiliary quantum data associated with C’ is the
same as that for C. Since C is well-formed, we have that A, 31, Y9 F (Ax. M)V : B is a valid
typing judgment. The formation rules for such a judgment imply that !A,z: A, X1+ M : B
and !A; 39 F V : A are valid typing judgments. Hence, substitution lemma gives us that
IA) Y, Y9 F M[V/z] : B is a valid typing judgment. For a more general configuration
C = (t,uy, M N) we apply the induction hypothesis along with Lemma 3.8.

o C = (t,uy, pure(t’)):
This configuration reduces to (t ® t', ug,,,, © (Us @ uiq), z). Formation rules of pure(t’),
require ¢’ to be a closed term of type Q from the quantum control fragment. Moreover,
t is a closed term of type Q1 ® - -+ ® Qm+k. Hence, the formation rules from the
quantum control fragment ensure that - F t @t : Q1 ® +++ ® Qm+kr ® Q is a valid
typing judgment. z is the only free variable in the new term , which corresponds to t'.
Hence applying ue,,,, on t ® t’ ensures that the reduct is well-formed. The auxiliary
quantum data in C’ remains unchanged, since = covers t'. Hence the list equation for types
holds. Therefore, (t @ t/, uog,,,, © (Us ® uiq), ) is a well-formed configuration of the same
type as C.

o C = (t,us, B(u)(z)) for a unitary w:
This configuration reduces to ((u} o (u ® id) o us)t, ug, 2). If . IFu: U(Q, Q5), from the
typing rules for unitary application it follows that z : B(Q;) F B(u)(z) : B(Q,). Since,
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(u} o (u®id) o uy) applies u to the component of ¢ that z corresponds to, after reduction,
we have z : B(Q3) I z : B(Q3). Moreover, everything else in the quantum term remains
unchanged, and hence the term remains well-typed after reduction. Therefore, the quantum
configuration obtained after reduction is well-formed.
e C=(Xp;- Zjaij'b;j - Qb®---® b;/ju Ug,, meas(z)):
This configuration reduces to C' = (Xjn; = by,; @ «++ @ by, Uid, by,) with probability
Pm. Note that since C is well-formed, we have that - = ¥X;p; - X0y - b;j R+ Rb; ®
- ® b;'] Q1R RQm ® -+ @ Qp is a valid typing judgment for some quantum
types Qq, ..., Q. Hence, formation rules of the quantum control fragment ensure that
X - b;nj R..Q b;;j Q1 ® ... R Q is a valid typing judgment. Furthermore,
since we have x : B(Q,) - meas(x) : Qg, and 3.9 gives us . - b,, : Q,, type is preserved for
the term. Finally, since the auxiliary quantum data types remain unchanged, we have that
C’ is well-formed with the same type as that of C. []

Theorem 3.11 (Subject Reduction). For a configuration C1 € WF gygong(A), if C1 ~+p Co
for some probability p € [0,1], then Co € WF gycons(A).

Proof. Follows from Theorem 3.10. O]

Next, we show that progress holds. More specifically, a well-formed semi-value con-
figuration C is either a value configuration or it reduces to a finite number of semi-value
configurations with total probability 1, i.e. if we have not reached a normal form then the
probability to be stuck is 0.

Theorem 3.12. For a quantum configuration C € WF gyeons(A[Q], . .., Q}]), there are two
possibilities:

e either C € VConf,

e or there exists C1 € WF gyeonp(A[Q], ..., Q}]) such that C ~p, Cy.

Let {C;}icr be the set of all such distinct (i.e., not a-equivalent) configurations. Then, the
set I is finite, and X;crp; = 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume C = (v, u,, M) for some quantum value v and

term M. Proof proceeds by induction on the typing rule for M. We prove a few cases here,

the other cases follow similarly.

e M =M N"
By the induction hypothesis and rules in Figure 18, we can assume that both M’ N’ are
values. In this case M = (Axz.M")V. From the rules in Figure 18, we have that this
configuration reduces to Ca = (v, uy, M"[V/x]).

o M = meas(M'):
We rewrite the quantum value v in the first component of the configuration using the
rule for ~,, and reduce using the rule for measurement in Figure 18. The resulting
configuration is a value configuration.

o M = B(u)(M):
From the rules in Figure 18 and the induction hypothesis, we can assume that M is a
value of type B(Q) for some quantum type Q. By inspection, it follows that it has to be
a variable. Now, we can apply the rule for unitary application in Figure 18, to obtain a
configuration of the form (u} o (u ® id) o ust, us, z) for appropriate quantum state ¢ and
unitaries u,, u. From the equational theory (Lemma 2.71) it follows that the quantum
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state can be rewritten to a value, and thus applying the reduction rule for ~,, gives us
that the resulting configuration is a value configuration.

o M = pure(t'):
We apply the rule in Figure 18, the reduction rule for ~», and Lemma 2.71, to obtain a
value configuration. L]

Theorem 3.13 (Progress). If C € WFgyeons(A), then either C € VConf, or there exists
Ci € WFgygong(A) such that C ~p, C;. Moreover, if {C;}icr is the set of all such distinct (not
a-equivalent) configurations, then I is finite, and ) . p; = 1.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 3.12. []

3.3.1. Strong Normalisation. Next, we show that any reduction issued from a well-formed
configuration under ~» always terminates in finitely many steps.

In order to prove strong normalisation for the relation ~», we define another relation
—— on TERMS of the main calculus, and prove that it strongly normalises. We also show
that strong normalisation of — implies strong normalisation of ~.

Definition 3.14 (Term reduction). — € TERMS X [0, 1] x TERMS is defined as follows:
(’Ul, u0'17 Ml) Wp ('UQ, u0'27 MQ)
M1 —p M2

We additionally have a contextual reduction rule for the relation — defined as:
M —, M’
E[M] —, E[M']

Definition 3.15 (Well-typed term). We say a term M € TERMS is well-typed of type
AlQ), ..., Q,] if there exist ¢, u, such that (¢,u,, M) is a well-formed configuration of type
AlQ), ..., Q)]. We denote such a term by M : A[QY,..., QL]

Let SN ¢ denote the set of well-formed strongly normalizing quantum configurations
under the relation ~». Let SN1 denote the set of strongly normalizing terms from the main
calculus under the relation —. We denote a reduction path M —,, M1 —,, ... —,
VbyM—,V.

Lemma 3.16. For M € SN, if v,u, are such that C = (v,u,, M) is well-formed then
Ce SNc.

To prove strong normalisation of —, corresponding to each type we define the following

sets:

o Sr[I| £ {M|M € SNy and M —, V = V =x%:1[Q},..., Q)] for some k}

e Sr[A+ B & {M|M € SNpand M —,V = V =al(V): A+ B[Q},...,Q}] or
V =1inr(W): A+ B[Q),..., Q)] for some k}

e Sr[A®B] 2 {M|M e SNpand M —,V = V=VeW:A® B[Q),...,Q}] for
some k}

o Sr[lA] & (MM € SNy and M —, V. = V = Lift(M’) !A[Q),. .., Q)] for some k
and force(V) € Sr[A]}

e Sr[Nat] £ {M|M € SNy and M —, V = V = zero: Nat[Q],...,Q}] or V =
succ(V') : Nat[QY, . .., Q)] for some k}
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o Sp[A — B]| = {M|M € SN and VN € Sy[A] , MN € Sr[B]}
e SrB(Q)| £ {M|M SNy and M —.V = V =2:B(Q)[Q),...,Q)] for some k}

Definition 3.17 (Coherent configurations). A quantum configuration (¢, u,, M) is said to
be coherent with respect to a typing context I' with type A[Q],. .., Q)] if the following hold:

o F1:Q R ®Q,, can be derived,;

o Fu: U(Q® ®Q,,Q{® -+ ®Q, ;) can be derived;

o I'wy:B(QY),...,zm : B(Q!)F M : A can be derived;

e [QF,....Q ] =1Q7,....Q,,Q1, ..., Q)] as lists of pure quantum types.

Definition 3.18 (Coherent term). A term M is said to be coherent with respect to a typing
context I' with type A[Q],...,Q}] if there exist ¢, u, such that (¢,u,, M) is a coherent
configuration with respect to I'.

Remark 3.19. Note that when I' = () a coherent configuration is just a well-typed configu-
ration. Similarly, in this case a coherent term is just a well-typed term.

Definition 3.20 (Substitution function). A substitution function is a map [ : VARS —
VALUES. For a term M, M denotes the term obtained after substituting the free variables
in M with their image under [.

For a typing context I', we define a set S¢[I'] £ {I|dom(l) = dom(I') and z: AT =
lx € St [A]}
Now we prove a series of results, which lead to Theorem 3.28.

Theorem 3.21 (Progress). For M : A[Q},...,Q}], there are two possibilities:
e cither M € VALUES ,
e or there exists My € AlQY, ..., Q)] such that M —,, M.

Let {M;}icr be the set of all such distinct (i.e., not a-equivalent) terms. Then, the set I is
finite, and X;crp; = 1.

Theorem 3.22 (Subject Reduction). For any M : A[Q},...,Q}), if M —, M', for some
probability p € [0,1], then M’ : A[QY,...,Q}].

Lemma 3.23. For a type A, if M € Sy[A] then M € SNr.

Lemma 3.24. For terms M, M’', if M € Sp[A] for some A, and M —, M’ then M’ €
St[A].

Lemma 3.25. If M[V/x| € Sr[A], then (Ax. M)V € Sr[A].

Theorem 3.26. If M is a coherent term with respect to T of type A[Q),..., Q)] then
Vi e S¢[I'], Ml € Sp[A].

Proof. Proof is by induction on the formation rule for the term M. We present some
important cases here:

o \x.M:
We need to show that VI € S¢[I'], Ml e Sp[A — B].
Note that (Ax.M)l = Ax.M1 upto a—equivalence. Suffices to check that for N € Sp[A]
(Ax.MI) N € Sp[B]. Since N € Sp[A], all reductions from this term terminate in finitely
many steps to a value of the form V. For each such reduction, we can apply the contexutal
rule for the relation — to obtain that (Az.M1[) N reduces in each case to a term of the
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form (Az.M1)V in finitely many steps. Note that from Lemma 3.25, it suffices to show
that (M1)[V/x] € Sr[B]. We know by subject reduction that (M)[V/x] is a well-typed
term. It follows that ' = U {z — V} € S¢[I',z : A]. Hence from IH, it follows that
MU € Sp[B]. But MI' = M(l1U {z — V} = MI[V/z|. Hence, MI[V/z] € Sr[B].

o MN:
We need to show that for any [ € S¢[I'], (M N)I € Sp[A].
By the induction hypothesis, we know that M € Sp[B — A], and Nl € Sr[B]. By
the definition of Sp[B — A] it follows that (MI)(NIl) € Sr[A]. However, note that
(MI1)(Nl) = (M N)l. Thus, we have shown that (M N)I € Sp[A] as desired.

o pure(t'):
We need to show that for any | € S¢[I'], pure(t’)l € Sr[B(Q)].
This follows in a straightforward manner since (pure(t')l = pure(t’)), and from the reduction
rules in Figure 18, it follows that there are v,u, such that (v,u,, pure(t’)) reduces
to a value configuration of the form (v’,u,,x). Hence M —1 x and we have that
pure(t’) € Sp[B(Q)].

e meas(M):
We need to show that for any | € S¢[I'], meas(M)l € Sp[Q].
Note that meas(M)l = meas(MI). Now, applying the induction hypothesis, we have that
Ml € S7[B(Q)]. Hence, there exists a k such that M reduces to a term of the form z
in atmost k£ reduction steps. Applying the contextual reduction rule above we get that
meas(M ) reduces to a term of the form meas(x) in atmost k steps. Finally, applying the
reduction rule for measurement from Figure 18 gives us a value configuration of the desired
form. Hence, we have that meas(M)l € Sr[Q)].

o B(u)(M):
This case follows by an argument similar to the case for measurement. []

Theorem 3.27. M : A[Q),...,Q)] = M € SNr.

Proof. We know from Theorem 3.26 , that for all [ € S¢[0], M1 € Sp[A]. But if I' = 0, M1 =
M. Hence M € Sy[A]. From Lemma 3.23 it follows that M € SNr. ]

Theorem 3.28. C € WFgycons(A[Q1, ..., Q})) = C € SN¢.
Proof. Follows from Lemma 3.16 and Theorem 3.27. L]

Theorem 3.29 (Strong Normalisation). For a configuration C € WF gycons(A), there is no
infinite sequence of reductions C ~=,, C1 ~p, Co ~p, - -+

Proof. Follows from Theorem 3.28. []

4. TLLUSTRATING EXAMPLES

Here we give several examples to illustrate the utility of our calculus. We start with some
seminal quantum algorithms such as Teleportation expressed in our syntax and how it evolves
in our semantics. To further highlight the need to combine quantum and classical control,
we illustrate a commonplace quantum algorithm requiring a langauge which supports both.
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Example 4.1. Let |¢) = 1/v/3-]000) + 1/v/3-|010) + 1/v/3-|011) and consider the
following term:

M : B(gqbit?) ® bit
M £ let B(z ® y) = pure(|¢)) in x @ meas(y)
Since, by Figure 18, the following reduction holds
(%, wig, pure(|@))) =1 (|8), Uo ey 2),

we obtain the following small-step reduction using an application of the contextual rule of
Figure 18

(%, wig, M) =1 (D), Uopap, let B(x @ y) = z in x @ meas(y)).
Consequently, the reductions below hold
(|9)) Uoyppaps let B(x @ y) = 2z in x @ meas(y))
~1 (V2/v3 - (1/v2-|000) + 1/v2 - [010)) + 1/v/3 - |011), us,,,,, & ® meas(y))
{w/g (1/v/2 - [00) + /33 - |01, g, = @ inl(+))
1 (101), g, @ inr(x))
where z points to the first two qubits, and y points to the last qubit. Note that the unitary

Uo,,q, acts on the state * @ |@), and |¢) is syntactic sugar representing it, as clarified in
the beginning of this section.

Example 4.2 (Bell State). We show how a Bell state Bell = 1/y/2 - |00) + 1/v/2 - [11) can
be prepared by a term of our calculus. We do this by preparing two qubits and applying the
necessary unitary operations on them:

Bellg : B(gbit?)
Bellg £ let B(z) = B(H)(pure(]0))) @ pure(]0)) in B(CNOT)(z)
By the rules given in Figure 18, we have the following:
(%, uig, B(H ) (pure(|0))) @ pure(|0))) —1 (Bell, ug,,,,,, @ y)
Hence, (*,u;q, Bells) —1 (Bell, ug,,,,, let B(z) =z ®y in BCNOT)(2))
Thus, applying rules from Figure 18 and Definition 3.6 we have,
(Bell, ug,,,,, let B(z) = 2 ®y in BICNOT)(z)) —1 (Bell, ug,,,,, B.CNOT)(z))

(Bell, u,,,,,, BICNOT)(2)) ~1 (Bell, us,,,,, 2)

Example 4.3 (Bell Measurement). We illustrate the measurement of two qubits with respect

to the Bell basis. For that purpose, we first apply a unitary operation on the qubits and
finally measure them with respect to the computational basis:

Bellys : gbit —o (gbit —o bit ® bit)
Belly, £ Az \y.let B(z) =z @y inlet ¢1 ® g2 = B(CNOT)(z) in meas(B(H)(q1)) ® meas(g2)
Example 4.4 (Teleportation). Teleportation is an algorithm designed to transport a qubit in
an unknown state |1)) using two classical bits (|[NC10]) of communication. We now showcase

the teleportation algorithm in our calculus. In order to do so, we first construct a term which
allows us to apply different unitaries to a qubit based on the values that two bits take:

Appy : gbit —o (bit ® bit —o qbit)
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where 0 £ inl(x), 1 £ inr(x), and case x1, 22 of {...} denotes 2 nested cases, and U;; denotes
the unitary to be applied corresponding to the case when the first bit has value ¢ and the
second bit has value j. Finally, terms App, Bellys, and Bellg can be used to construct
quantum teleportation:

tele : qbit —o qbit
tele 2 \q.let B(z ® y) = Bellg in let by @ by = Bellys @ ¢ in Appy q (b ® ba)

Example 4.5 (Quantum walk search). Given a graph with some marked vertices, a quantum
walk search is the quantum analogue of a random walk [CCD103|, which looks for these
marked vertices. Each node in the graph represents the state of two quantum registers. A
conditional on the application of a coin operator on the first register decides the direction
in which a walker should take the next step. A step in this direction is represented by the
application of a unitary on the second register. After a given number of steps, measurement
is performed on the second register to reveal whether the walker has arrived on a marked
node. Here, we present a k-step quantum walk on a cycle with 10 nodes for simplicity in our
language. Representing the second register with qubits, in this case, would require 4 qubits,
whereas we represent the state of the second register with a single gnat. In the unitary
CNOTgnat below, we use some (hopefully obvious) syntactic sugar with the expressions
involving n in order to avoid writing all the cases; the letter n there should not be seen as a
variable.

|0) 1) | 10) > |9)
\QEM.H.N¥> | [2n) — [2n+1), n<4 | [2n4+2) — [2n+1), n<3
w £4 [[|2041) — [2n), n<4 b w2{ |[2n+l) — [2n+2), n<3
/ N\ | lyt10) ~ |y+10 | 19) ~ 10)
18)@ [ k) | [y+10) — |y+10
o [ ) . .
[7) ‘\-(_)./ [4) CNOTgnat : U(gbit ® gnat, gbit ® gnat)
6) |5 CNOTgnat £ qif = then z ® u; else  ® us

We define the unitary S corresponding to one step of the walk as S £ CNOTgnat ©
(Had ® Id). Finally, the k-step walk can be represented in our language as follows, where S*
represents k compositions of S with itself:

walk : (B(gbit ® gnat) — gbit @ Nat)
walk £ \z.let B(z; @ 22) = B(S*)(2) in 1 @ meas(x2)
We now exhibit how the lambda expression for the quantum walk would reduce in our
semantics when evaluated at the quantum state |0) ® |0) for £ = 1. For the rest of this

example, let M = let B(x1 ® x2) = B(W)(2) in 11 ® meas(xz) and v = |0) ® |0). The
following reductions can be derived:

(*7 Uid, pur@(v)) 1 (* ® v, uUswapO(Uid®Uid)’ Jj)

(%, wid, (A2.M) pure(v)) ~1 (% @ U, Uy, © (Uia @ wiq), M [x/2])
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It also holds that,
(* @V, Uy, © (Uid @ Uiq), let B(xy ® 22) = B(S)(x) in 1 ® meas(x2))
1 (S (% @ V), Uy, © (Uid @ Uiq), let B(xy ® 22) = x in x1 ® meas(zz))

(s, Uiq, pure(v)) ~»1 (* @ v, Ugyyapo(usa@uisg) x)
(%, wig, (Az. M) pure(v)) ~1 (* @ U, Ug,y,, © (Uid @ uiq), M|x/z])
(* @ U, Uo,,,, © (Uid @ Uiq), let B(x1 @ x2) = B(S)(x) in 1 ® meas(xz)) ~1
(u(* @ V), Ug,,q, © (Uid @ Uiq), let B(z1 @ x2) = 2 in 21 ® meas(r2))

The unitary u in the above derivation is given by u £ (ug,,,,, © (tiq ® wiq))* © (S ®id) o
(Uaswap o (uig ® uig)). The quantum term u(* ® v) rewrites to v’ £ V2. (*®1(0)® 1) +
*® 1) ®19)). We define nine = succ?(zero). Thus, the following reductions hold

(V') Uoyap © (Uid ® wia), let B(x1 @ x2) = 2 in 21 @ meas(x2))

1 (V' Ug g0 © (Uogap © (Uid @ Uig)), T1 @ meas(z2))

/2 (* ®10) , Ug gy, T1 @ succ(zero))
N1y (* ® 1), Uy, T1 @ nine)

5. HEISENBERG VS SCHRODINGER PICTURES OF QUANTUM MECHANICS

Before going on to lay down the denotational model, in this section we describe the physical
theory closely tied into it.

The set B(H) = {z: H — H | x is a bounded operator} has the structure of a vector
space when equipped with the obvious operations of addition and scalar multiplication of
operators. Operators in B(H ) are closed under composition, which we also call multiplication,
and moreover, this operation gives the vector space B(H) the additional structure of an
algebra. The operation of taking adjoints (—)* is an involution on B(H) and this gives the
algebra B(H) the structure of a *-algebra. The space B(H) is, in fact, a von Neumann algebra
(we define this later) and also a Banach space with respect to the well-known operator norm.

Another important space (which is not a von Neumann algebra in general) is the space
T (H) of trace class operators on the Hilbert space H. Intuitively, this is a space of operators
that admit an appropriate notion of trace (e.g., if H is finite-dimensional, then all linear
operators on it are trace class). Then a quantum operation (also called quantum channel)
from Hy to Hs in the Schrodinger picture is a completely-positive trace-preserving (CPTP)
map ¢: T(Hi) — T(Hz). Whereas the corresponding quantum operation (channel) in the
Heisenberg picture is a normal completely-positive unital (NCPU) map ¢*: B(Hs) — B(H)
that goes in the other direction and which is determined by the Banach space adjoint of .
The Heisenberg-Schrédinger duality can be given a mathematical formulation through the
fact that there exists a bijective correspondence between CPTP maps 7 (H1) — T (H2) and
NCPU maps B(Hz) — B(Hy).

The view of quantum operations presented above does not make it clear how we can
explicitly represent classical information that we need for our development. One of the
strengths of von Neumann algebras is the fact that they allow us to easily and elegantly model
not only quantum information, but also classical information. A von Neumann algebra M is
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a certain kind of subalgebra M C B(H) and classical information may be represented using
von Neumann algebras M that are commutative, i.e., algebras for which the multiplication
operation commutes.

6. DENOTATIONAL SEMANTICS: SOUNDNESS AND ADEQUACY

In this section we describe the denotational semantics of the main calculus. In order to do
so, we first introduce some mathematical preliminaries and the relevant categorical structure.
The denotational model is based on von Neumann algebras, mathematical structures well-
suited to describe not only mixed quantum computation, but also classical information in
the Heisenberg picture of quantum mechanics.

Von Neumann algebras. Intuitively, a von Neumann algebra may be understood as
a certain kind of (sub)algebra of the space B(H) of bounded operators on the Hilbert
space H. More specifically, a non-empty subset M C B(H) is called a *-subalgebra of
B(H) if M is closed under the operations of addition, scalar multiplication, composition,
and involution of B(H). Given a subset S C B(H), its commutant, written S’, is the set
S' & {x € B(H) | Yy € S, xy = yz}, i.e., the operators  that commute (with respect to
composition) with all operators in S. A simple algebraic argument shows that S C S” = (S')’
for any S C B(H). We now give the main definition of this subsection.

Definition 6.1 (|Tak12|). A von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space H is a *-subalgebra
M of B(H) such that M" = M.

Example 6.2. One of the most important examples of a von Neumann algebra is B(H)
itself. Observe that in the special case when H has dimension n € N, then B(H) may be
identified with the algebra M,,(C) of complex n x n matrices.

A von Neumann algebra is commutative if for every x,y € M, we have that xy = yx.
Such von Neumann algebras can be used to represent classical information. The Banach space
(°(X) £ {f: X = C| sup,ex |f(z)| < o}, for any set X, equipped with the supremum
norm, can be identified with a commutative von Neumann algebra on the Hilbert space
(?(X) via the isometric embedding given by mx: (*°(X) — B(3(X)) and mx(f) = my,
where my: (2(X) — (*(X) is the bounded linear operator defined by ms(>", .y oz |z))
LY f@)as o).

An important special case for our development includes the von Neumann algebra ¢°°(B),
where B = {true, false}, which can be identified with C & C and which corresponds to the
interpretation for the type of (classical) bits in our language. Another important example is
given by the space ¢°°(N) which we use to interpret the type Nat of classical natural numbers
in our language.

It follows easily from Definition 6.1 that every von Neumann algebra M C B(H) contains
the identity operator 15 of H, which we often write as 15, as well. Obviously, 1) € M is
the neutral element of M with respect to multiplication, called the unit of M. Similarly, M
always contains the zero operator Oy which we also write as 0p7. Another important kind of
operators are the self-adjoint (or Hermitian) operators, which are operators x € M, such that
x = x*. An operator x € M is positive if (h,xh) > 0 for every h € H. The poset (partially
ordered set) of Hermitian elements of M is given by the set M, £ {x € M | x = x*} together
with the Lowner order: x < y iff y — x is a positive operator. It follows that x € M is
positive iff 0py < z. Another important poset is the unit interval of M: the subposet of M}
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given by [0,1]y = {x € M}, | Oy < @ < 1} In fact, [0,1]5 is a depo (directed-complete
partial order) with least element 0jy.

Categorical Structure. Next, we recall two important types of morphisms between von
Neumann algebras. We use them to organise the relevant data into categories that allow us
to define our semantic interpretation.

NMIU maps. Let M and N be two von Neumann algebras (not necessarily over the same
Hilbert space). A linear function ¢: M — N is called multiplicative /involutive /unital if it
preserves multiplication /involution/the unit of M, respectively. A linear map ¢: M — N
is called subunital if (1p7) < 1n. When a map ¢: M — N is both positive and subunital,
then it restricts to a map [0,1]y — [0, 1]y and we say that ¢ is normal whenever this
restriction is a Scott-continuous map between the two dcpo’s. A map ¢: M — N is called
an NMIU-map, if it is normal, multiplicative, involutive, and unital.

NCPSU maps. If N is a von Neumann algebra (over H), then we can equip the set M, (N)
of n X n matrices with entries in N with the structure of a von Neumann algebra (over
@ H). If ¢: N — N’ is a linear map between von Neumann algebras, then we can define
a linear map @™ : M,,(N) — M, (N’), for every n € N by using ¢ component-wise. The
map ¢: N — N’ is completely positive if ©™ : M, (N) — M, (N’) is positive for every n € N.
A map ¢: M — N is called an NCP(S)U-map, if it is normal, completely positive, and
(sub)unital.

The two main notions of morphisms that we use in our semantics are given by the
NMIU and NCPSU maps. Every NMIU-map is also NCP(S)U, but not vice-versa (e.g.,
state preparation), hence NMIU-maps give a stronger notion of morphism. We write
NMIU C NCPSU for the opposite (sub)categories with objects von Neumann algebras
and with NMIU/ NCPSU maps as morphisms between them. There are several reasons for
working with the opposite categories:

e They allow us to reason appropriately about certain physical processes in the Heisenberg
picture (as it is customary with von Neumann algebras), rather than in the Schrédinger
one;

e The aforementioned opposite categories enjoy several categorical properties that we use
in our semantics that are not known to hold for their non-opposite counterparts (e.g.,
monoidal closure, coproducts).

Symmetric Monoidal Structure. The categories NMIU and NCPSU have a symmetric
monoidal structure when equipped with the spatial tensor product [Korl7, Prop 7.2|: the
tensor unit can be identified with C, and the tensor product of von Neumann algebras
M C B(H) and N C B(K), written M ® N, is the smallest von Neumann subalgebra of
B(H ® K) that contains the algebraic tensor product M ® N of the underlying vector spaces.
The subcategory inclusion Z: NMIU — NCPSU is a strict symmetric monoidal functor.
Moreover, the category NMIU is a closed symmetric monoidal category and we write N*M
for its internal hom [Korl7].

For simplicity, here we identify M,,(B(H)) and B(®i-H).
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Coproducts. Both categories NMIU and NCPSU have coproducts that are described
in the same way: the initial object is the von Neumann algebra on the zero-dimensional
Hilbert space 0 and the coproduct is given by direct sum with respect to the supremum norm
[Tak12, Definition 3.4]. More specifically, if M C B(H) and N C B(K) are von Neumann
algebras, then M @& N is a Banach space (equipped with the supremum norm) which can
be isometrically embedded into B(H @ K). The image of M & N under this embedding is
a von Neumann subalgebra of B(H @ K), but we abuse notation and we do not carefully
distinguish between the two as the differences are not essential.

Before delving into the details of the interpretation, we present the functor which
facilitates the main contribution of the paper, i.e combining quantum and classical control.

The B functor. In order to model the interaction between the pure quantum subsystem and
the main  calculus, we define B : Isometry — NCPSU
and show it is a functor (Lemma 6.3) mapping a Hilbert

space H to B(H). For an isometry f: Hy — Hj, the

Unitary—~L— Tsometry map (f* o (—) o f) is an NCPSU morphism B(H;) —

B B B(H,), so by defining B(f) = (f* o (—)o f)°P, we get that
G z B(f): B(H1) — B(H2) in NCPSU. . We remark that
Set jf VIO ; NePsY this functor restricts to a functor B: Unitary — NMIU

and we show that the functor B : Isometry — NCPSU
FIGURE 19. Categorical relations. is strict monoidal.

Lemma 6.3. The map B : Isometry — NCPSU as
defined above is a functor.

Proof. We first need to show that if f is an isometry then the function ¢ — f*o¢o fis a
ncpu map from B(Hz) to B(H1). Note that for ¢ = Idp(y,) we have,

fro(d)o f=f"of=Idpm)
Hence the map is unital. To show that it is completely positive, recall that every von
Neumann algebra is a C*-algebra, and hence it suffices to check an equivalent condition for
complete positivity of maps defined on C*-algebra. Hence we need to show that for any
{¢i}tien € B(Ha2) and {¢;}ien € B(H), X j0f (f* o (¢fp;) o f); is positive. However we
have,
Big i (f7 o (91 d5) o [lvj = (Zidbi o f o hi)*(Eig o f o s)

Hence,the above summation is positive.

To show that 1) £ f*o (=)o f: B(Hy) — B(H;) is normal, it suffices to show that v
has a predual 7: T'(Hy) — T(Hsz). But the predual is obviously 7 = f o (=) o f*. Indeed, one
can easily see that 7 is positive and therefore bounded with respect to the trace norm (it is

also trace preserving). To check that 7 is indeed the predual, we simply have to verify that
for any t € T'(H;) and b € B(H2) we have that

tr(y(b)t) = tr(br(t)).
Indeed we have
tr(v(b)t) = tr(frbft) = tr(bftf*) = tr(br(t))

as required, so that 1 is indeed normal.

Recall that NCPSU is the opposite category of the category of von Neumann algebras with NCPSU
maps.
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Every other property of a functor is trivially true. []
Definition 6.4 ([HV19]). Let (C,®¢, 1¢) and (D,®p,1p) be monoidal categories. A lax
monoidal functor F: (C,®¢,1¢) = (D,®p, 1p) is

e a functor F: C — D,
e a morphism e: 1p — F(1¢),
e a natural transformation y,, : F(z) @p F(y) = F(r @c y),

such that:
e (associativity) for all z,y,z € Ob(C), the diagram

(F@) ®p F(y) ©p F(z) — 2  Fla)@p (F(y) ©p F(2))
L id ® 1
F(z®cy) ©p F(2) F(z)®p F(y ®c z)

Jz Iz

F((z ®cy) ®c 2) Flac) Flx@c (y®c 2))

commutes,
¢ (unitality)for all z € Ob(C), the diagrams

1p@p Flz) 229, 7o) @p Flo) F@)oplp 22, Fa)ep Flo)
R
F(z) +— F(lc ®c ) Flz) «— Flz®c 1¢)

commute.

Definition 6.5. A strict monoidal functor is a lax monoidal functor(Definition 6.4)
(F,e, pizy) such that e and p, ,, are identity maps.

The functor B : Isometry — NCPSU is strict monoidal.

Proof. From eqn(10) on page 185 in [Tak12], it follows that B(H1) ® B(Hz) =y, ,, B(H1 ®

Hj). Here pp, m, is just the identity. Then for Hilbert spaces Hy, Ha, K1, K2 and isometries
f, g we need to show the following:

B(f)® B(g) = B(f ®g)
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First we show this for the generators of the von Neumann algebra B(H;) ® B(Hz) which are
of the form ¢; ® ¢5. Note that,

B(f) ® B(g)(¢1 ® ¢2) = (f* ¢>10 fl® (g og20g)
=([f®g")o(p1®@p2) o (f®yg)
(f®g) o(p1®d2)o(f®yg)
B(f ® g)(¢1® ¢2)

This argument extends to linear combinations of elements of the form ¢ ®¢9 € B(H1)QB(Hs).
Recalling the definition of the spatial tensor product, note that (B(H;) ® B(Hz))” is the
closure of B(H;) ® B(H2) in the ultraweak topology. Hence we have that the other elements
of this von Neumann algebra are limits of such linear combinations in the ultraweak topology.
Let X be a directed set and ¢ = limzex ¢, the limit of a directed net {¢;},cx, where the
above equation holds for ¢, for all z. Then we have the following:

B(f) ® B(g)(¢) = B(f) ® B(g)(limgex ¢x) (6.1)
= limgexB(f) ® B(9)(¢) (6.2)
= limzexB(f ® g) (6.3)
= B(f ® g)(limzex ¢x) (6.4)
=B(f®g)(9) (6.5)

In the above calculation, (2) holds, because normal maps are continuous with respect to the
ultraweak topology, and the tensor product of normal maps is a normal map. Similarly, (4)
holds because composition of normal maps is a normal map. []

Interpretation of Types. We interpret types as von Neumann algebras. The types
corresponding to a linear call-by-value lambda-calculus are interpreted in the standard way:
[l £ C, [A+B] 2 [A]@[B], [A ® B] = [A]®[B], ['A] £![A] and [A — B] £ [A] — [B].
The type for natural numbers is interpreted as the commutative von Neumann algebra ¢*°(N),
i.e [Nat] £ ¢>°(N). Finally, the interpretation of the type B(Q) uses the B functor that
allows us to incorporate pure quantum primitives into our semantics, i.e [B(Q)] = B[Q].

Interpretation of Typing judgements. A typing judgment of the form A F M: A is
interpreted as a morphism [A F M: A]: [A] — [A] in NCPSU and we often abbreviate
this by writing [M]. The full interpretation of typing judgements are given in Figure 20. We
now describe some of the notation used therein.

We use the symbol ¢ for the canonical discarding map that may be defined at types
'A and non-linear contexts !A. For a non-linear context !A we may define a copy (or
diagonal) map dia: [!A] — ['A] ® ['A] in the standard way and also the map split =
(18, 31, %] 229259 1A 1A, 31, 55]) 55 1A, Sa] @ [14, o] ) -

Given a non-linear context !A £ {z1:!Ay,..., 'An} the promotion map is defined

as usual by pia 2 [IA] = LR[AL]X - x R[AW]) ZBIL(R[A1] x - - x R[A,]) =I['A].
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[T,y:B,z: A XEM:C]£[[,z:Ay:BXFM:C]o (idy) @~ ®idpsy)
A F s 1] £ [IA] 22 [1]

[Az:AFz: Al 2 [IA] ® [A] 2229 [1] ® [A] = [A]

[AFinl(N): A+B]2i0[AF N:A]

[AF inr(M): A+B]£iy0[AF M :B]

['A, %1, 39 & case L of {inl(x)—M, inr(y)—N} : C]

2 ['A, Se,z: A M :C|, A, 22,y : BFN:C]lo=o([!A, 1 F L : A+ B] ®id) o split
A2, S FMN:ARB] 2 (A, X1 F M : Al ® [!A, S F N : B]) o split
[A, S, S Fletz @y =M in N : C]

2Az:Ay:B, 3 FN:Clo(['lA, % FM:A®B]®id) o split
DA Lf(M) - 1A] £ ['A = M : A] o pia
[A F force(M) : A] = o [AF M :A]

[AFAz.M:A —-oB]2 &30 ([A,2: AF M :B])

['A,%1,32F M N : B] éerAo([[!A,El FM:A—-B]®[A Xy - N: A]) o split
A+ zero : Nat] £ [IA] 225 [1] ‘o, [Nat]

[A F suce(M)] £ so[AF M : Nat]

['A, X1, 39 F match L with{zero—M, succ(x)—N} : A]

2 [[1A, Sy - M : A],[IA, 9,2 : Nat - N : Allo = o(id @ [IA, 1 F L : Nat]) o split
['A F pure(t) : B(Q)] £ B[t] o o1a
[AF meas(M): Q] £m® o [AF M : B(Q)]

[A - Bu)(M) : BQ,)] 2 Blu] o [A+ M : B@Q,)]
['A, 31,32 F let B(z) = M in N : A]

2 [1A, %2, 2:B(Q® Q) F N: Ao (['1A, S F M :B(Q,) ® B(Q,)] ® id) o split
A, D1, b let B(z @ y) = M in N : A]

A S B@Q)y: BQy) - N s Alo (I1A, % - M: B(Q, ® Q)] @ id) o split

F1GURE 20. Interpretation of typing judgements.

We write y4.5: A® B — B ® A for the monoidal symmetry. The successor map is given by
s: [Nat] — [Nat] :: (x1,22,...) = (0,21, 22, ...).
In order to interpret measurement, we need the following theorem:
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Theorem 6.6. For every pure quantum type Q, there exist a set X, an NMIU isomorphism
ag ¢ [Q] = ¢=(X), and an isometric isomorphism Bg : [Q] = 3(X). Moreover, Vb €
Basis Values, 3z € X s.t. Bo([b]) = og ([6]) =

Proof. (Sketch) Proof is by induction on the form of Q.
e Q=1I

[l =C=2({x}) [I]=C=e2({+})
Moreover , in this case we have b = %, and b = . We also know that [*] = [b] =1 € C.
However, the scalar 1 can be identified with |*). Hence the second statement of the theorem

also holds.
e () = gnat:

[gqnat] = ¢*(N) [qnat] = [Nat] = ¢(>°(N)

In this case the isomorphisms are identity maps, and we know that {b;}ien = {|n) }nen
because of Definition 2.4. Similarly, {b;}ien = {|n) }nen. Hence, the second statement of
the theorem also holds.

* Q=0Q,®Qy:
By induction hypothesis we have that ag- : [@Q1] = °°(X1) and Bg, : [Q,] — *(X1)

for some set X;. Furthermore, for all 7, we have the relation fq, ([bs]) = ag( [b:]) = |zi)
for z; € Xi. Similarly, for Q, we have, ag-: [Q2] — ¢°(X3) and Bq, : [Q,] — £3(X2)
for some set X5. We also have that Bq, ([bl]) = = ag- (Hb'ﬂ) = |2}) for 2} € X5. Consider
the following:

[Q: ® Q,] = [@1] @ [Q:] Zpg, 954, £(X1) @ £7(X2) = (X1 X X)

[ 8 Q] = [@1] © [@a] gy oag, £(X1) ® E7(Xa) = £2(X; x X2)
The second statement holds because 8g,@q,([bi ® b;]]) = Bq,([b:]) ® BQQ([[b;-]]) =

|zi) ® iL‘;> Similar statement holds for {b;};c;.

¢ Q=0Q,8Qy:
By induction hypothesis we have that [[Qﬂ]

g £°°(X1) and [Q:] =pq, ¢%(X;) for some

set X;. Similarly, for Q, we have, [Q,] = Zog; £°(X32) and [Q,] =pq, 7%(X5) for some
set Xo. Consider the following:

[Q1 © Qo] = [Q1] @ [Qs] Zpq, w54, 2(X1) ® (X2) = £2(X1 U Xo)

[Q: & Q2] = [Q1] © [Q:] Zog oy, £7(X1) ©£7(X2) = (X1 U Xs)

The second statement holds because ,BQl@Q2([[lnl b;]) = inl(Bq, ([b:])) = |2;)*". Here
>emt

| is just the extension of the functional |z;) defined on X; to X7 U X5 by defining it to
be identically zero on whole of X3. Same is true for the right injection. Similar statement
holds for {b;}ier.

Note that this argument works because we deal with separable Hilbert spaces only, and hence
the set {b; };cr is always countable. ]
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Using the above theorem, measurement is interpreted as the map m® : B([Q]) — [Q]
defined as m@ £ 04a om% o B(Bq)-

Interpretation of Configurations. A well-formed configuration (¢, u,, M) with - - t: Q,
Fus: (Q,Q)®--®Q.,), and z1: B(Q)),...,xm: B(Q),) = M: A is interpreted as the
NCPSU morphism

BO & --- /
[(t,ug, M) : A] = CM) (Q1®|| ©
B@Qy)®--2B(Q,)
We naturally extend the interpretation defined for a total configuration above to a
configuration with auxiliary quantum types as follows:

[M] A

[(t,uo, M) : AlQ) ..., Q3]
C [Al©B@Q) @@ B(Q})

A

B([ust]) [z1: B(QY), ..., &m: B(QL)F M: A] ®id

o~

BQI®...0 Q.1 B ®- - @BQn) @BQ)®- @ B(Q))

We can now show that our semantic interpretation is sound with respect to single-step
reduction. In order to do so, we first state and prove some auxilliary lemmas.

Lemma 6.7 (Substitution). Given typing judgements |\A, 51 =V : A JA Y9, 2 : AF-M: B
and 1A, X1, Y9 F M[V/x] : B (Lemma 3.7), the following equation holds:

A, 21,3 F M[V/x]: Bl = [!A, S0,z : AF M : B o ([I1A, 31 -V : A] ®id) o split
Proof. Proof is by induction on the form of the term M. []

Lemma 6.8. The following equations hold for valid typing judgements:
[AF Az M)V : Al = [AF M[V/z] : A]
[AFletz@y=V W in M: Al =[AF M[V/z,W/y] : A]

[A & caseinl(V) of {inl(x)—=M, inr(y)—=N}: A] = [AF M[V/z] : A]
[A F caseinr(W) of {inl(x)—M, inr(y) =N} : Al = [AF M[W/y] : A]

[A & force(lift(M)) : A] = [A+ M : A]

[A F match zero with{zero—M, succ(z)—N} : Al =[AF M : A]
[A F match suce(V) with{zero—M, succ(x)—>N}: A] = [A+ N[V/z] : A
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Proof. Follows from Lemma 6.7. []

Lemma 6.9. For a quantum type Q and finitely many basis terms {b; }icr of Q, the following
equation holds:

BT([[Elplbz]]) (e} BT(ﬁQ) omx © Oza = Zi|pi|2 HE]]

provided that - = X;p;b;. Here B" : Isometry — W is defined as B"(H) = B(H) on objects,
and for a morphism f € Isometry, B"(f)(¢) = f*o o f and NCPSU = W,

Proof. Tt follows from the definition of the functor B", that it suffices to show the following:
B (Ibi]) 0 B (B) o mx o ag = [Bi] Vi

This follows from the definition of B", myx, Theorem 6.6 and the observation that {b;};c;r =
{12) yzex- [

Proposition 6.10. For a well-formed quantum configuration C : A[Q', ..., Q}], we have
[C:AQ),. ... QL] = ZepC - AlQ, ..., QL]]-

Proof. Note that, the proof essentially reduces to proving the statement for the relation —,
since ~-,, holds after we rewrite the first component. More precisely, if C doesn’t reduce further,
the statement holds trivially. If it does, then since the equational theory for the quantum
control fragment is complete(Theorem 2.74), it suffices to show the statement for —,. We can
assume without loss of generality that C = (¢, u,, M) for some quantum value ¢, some unitary
u, and some term M. Now the proof is by induction on the form of the term M. Note that if
M is a value, then the above equation holds trivially. Let C = (¢, u,, M N), where M is not a
value. Then we know from the contextual rule fo Figure 18 that the only possible reductions
take the form (t,us, M N) =, (ti, uo,, M; N) whenever (t,uq, M) =, (ti, uo,, M;). By the
induction hypothesis , we know that [(¢,uy,, M)] = Zipi[(ti, us,, M;)]. Hence we have the
following;:

[[(t,uU,MN) cAlQY, .., Q;c]]]
= [21,...,2m : B(Qp) F M N : A] ® idgqy)... © B([ust])
= ((eao([z1,...,2jF M :B - A} ® [zj41,...F N :B])) ® ’I:dB(Qll)n_) o B([v])
=((eaB® idB(Q’l)...) o (tdp—op @ [xj11,...F N :B]® idB(er)“_)

o([z1,....a; F M:B - Al ®idpq,, ). ®idsqy)..) ° B([ust])
= ((eaB ®idpqy)...)

o (idp—op ® [Zj41,...F N :B]® idB(Q’l)...) o (Xipil(ti, ue,, M;)]) ® (idB(Q’l)..,)
= Zipi[(ti; uo,, MiN)]

The case when M N = (Az.M')V is a consequence of 6.7. The other cases in the induction
step for M N follow similarly. We now prove the induction step for the term pure(t). From
Figure 18, it follows that we need this equation to hold:

[(£, uo, pure(t) : B(Qy)[Q:l]l = [(t ® ', uo, 0, © (o @ wia), ) : B(Qy)[Q4]]
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Note the following;:
[(t, uo, pure(t')) : B(Qy)[Q4]] = ([ - pure(t’) : B(Qy)] ®idsq,)) o B([ust])

(
= (B([t']) @ idpq,)) © B([uost])
(
(

idp(Q,) ® ZdB( ) © B([toap © (U0 @ uig)(t @)])
[z] ® de ) o B( [[ugswap(ugt) ® t/]])
= [E @ tg,y,, © (U @ uia), z) : B(Qy)[Q4]]

The proof for the induction step for the term meas(M) follows from Lemma 6.9. Rest of the
cases follow using arguments similar to the above cases. []

Theorem 6.11 (Soundness). For C € WFgycons(A), if C & VConf, then

[c:A]= Y plc':A],

CrspC!

where the sum ranges over all possible reducts C ~p, C'.
Proof. Follows from Proposition 6.10. []

Next, we can show that our interpretation is sound in a big-step sense as well, which
follows easily using the previous result and strong normalisation.

Theorem 6.12 (Strong Adequacy). For C € WF gyconp(A),

[€cl= > PC—=VVI,

VevConf
where P(C —. V) indicates the overall probability that C reduces to V.

Proof. The result is a consequence of Theorem 3.29 and Theorem 6.11. []

This implies that, for any well-formed configuration C, its interpretation [C] is an NCPU
map (i.e., it is not merely subunital) and therefore it corresponds to a quantum channel in
the Heisenberg picture of quantum mechanics.

7. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVES

We described a programming language which has support for both pure state quantum
computation and mixed state quantum computation. We began by describing the pure
quantum subsystem (§2), for which we introduced an equational theory and proved its
completeness w.r.t. the denotational semantics (§2.5). Then, we described the main calculus
(§3.1) which uses a new adaptation of quantum configurations (§3.2), which we used to define
the operational semantics of the language. Here, the interaction between the pure quantum
subsystem and the main calculus becomes apparent. We showed that our denotational
semantics (§6) has a clear and appropriate interpretation as channels in the Heisenberg
picture of quantum mechanics and we showed it is sound and adequate with respect to the
operational semantics (§6).

Although our language has support for Nat, an inductive type, an obvious extension
would be to include more general inductive types. Additionally, support for higher-order pure
quantum computation is another feature that would be interesting to add in a future work.
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