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Abstract—Much recent work on distributed quantum comput-
ing have focused on the use of entangled pairs and distributed
two qubit gates. But there has also been work on efficient
schemes for achieving multipartite entanglement between nodes
in a single shot, removing the need to generate multipartite
entangled states using many entangled pairs. This paper looks at
how multipartite entanglement resources (e.g., GHZ states) can
be useful for distributed fan-out operations; we also consider
the use of qudits of dimension four for distributed quantum
circuit compression. In particular, we consider how such fan-out
operations and qudits can be used to implement circuits which
are challenging for distributed quantum computation, involving
pairwise qubit interactions, i.e., what has been called global
gates (a.k.a. global Mølmer-Sørensen gates). Such gates have been
explored to possibly yield more efficient computations via reduced
circuit depth, and can be carried out efficiently in some types
of quantum hardware (e.g., trapped-ion quantum computers);
we consider this as an exploration of an “extreme” case for
distribution given the global qubit-qubit interactions. We also
conclude with some implications for future work on quantum
circuit compilation and quantum data centre design.

Index Terms—distributed quantum computing, multipartite
entanglement, global gates

I. INTRODUCTION

The importance of multipartite entanglement for quantum
network applications, distributed large-scale quantum comput-
ers, and quantum data centres have been well recognized [3],
[5], [19]. Indeed, there have been experimental realizations
of distributed two qubit gates (e.g., [14]1) but there have
also been experimental realizations of distributed multipartite
entanglement (e.g., [15]); in particular, while multipartite
entanglement can be achieved via many instances of bipartite
entanglement (e.g., effectively fusing Bell-pairs or multipartite
states) such as in [6], [11], there are also more efficient
one shot approaches [1]. Such multipartite entanglement, e.g.,
GHZ states, are useful for distributed single control multitarget
fan-out operations, and if such fan-out operations can be real-
ized efficiently, assuming distributed multipartite entanglement
for multiple nodes can be done efficiently in a one shot man-
ner, then, distributed quantum circuits using such distributed
fan-out operations (possibly with some dCNOTs and single
qubit gates) can be more efficiently executed than equivalent

1See also https://photonic.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/05/DQC-in-Si-
May-Final.pdf [accessed: 17/10/25]

distributed circuits using just distributed two-qubit operations
(and entangled pairs) alone (with single qubit gates).

Global gates (a.k.a. global Mølmer-Sørensen gates [20], or
GMS gates, for short) are natural and efficient for certain
physical implementations such as trapped ion qubits where
entire arrays of qubits can be targeted and pairwise qubit-qubit
interactions (i.e., global interactions between all or a subset of
qubits) can be naturally realized, and have been explored for
efficient quantum circuit constructions [16]. Arbitrary circuits
using single and two qubit gates can be transformed into
an equivalent circuit with possibly reduced depth using such
global gates and single-qubit gates as a gate set [16], [21].

In this paper, we explore how to realize distributed versions
of global gates using distributed quantum circuits. We show
how to implement distributed GMS (in particular, GCZ) oper-
ations using GHZ states and qudit-based circuits, and explore
implications for quantum data centre design. The reason for
exploring how to distribute GMS gates in this paper are:
(i) distributed GMS gates have structure that map well to
distributed fan-out operations which use GHZ states, (ii) given
its pairwise interactions with qubits on different nodes, it
would be a challenging operation to implement efficiently in
a distributed manner - we wanted to see how far one could
get in implementing such distributed operations, if we use
fan-out operations and qudit-based circuit compression, and
(iii) we wanted to consider if such distributed GMS gates
(with single qubit gates) can form a gate set for efficient
distributed quantum circuits with reduced depth; indeed, if
using distributed fan-out operations via one-shot multipartite
entanglement and qudit-based circuit compression, entangle-
ment resources required for a distributed GMS gate can be
less than that required for naive realizations using entangled
pairs alone (assuming one-shot distributed GHZ states are not
too much more resource-consuming than entangled pairs).

Section II first discusses using GHZ states for implementing
distributed fan-out operations (single control multitarget opera-
tions). Then, Section III first introduces GMS gates, and then
considers distributed versions of GMS gates (and a special
instance, GCZ operations) and their implementation using
distributed fan-out operations with GHZ states. In Section IV
we consider qudit-based compression of qubit circuits such as
for the GCZ operations, and consider generalizations of the
distributed fan-out operations for qubits to fan-out operations
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Fig. 1: Distributed control-U (i.e., dCNOT is when U=X (⊕)
as shown) between nodes QC and QC ′ (the computation
qubits are c, the control qubit, and t, the target qubit), and the
wavy line illustrates a Bell pair involving the communication
qubits from the two nodes both initially |0⟩.

for qudits over two and three nodes, and show how such
fan-out operations can implement distributed GCZ operations.
Section V concludes with future work.

II. DISTRIBUTED FAN-OUT OPERATIONS

In quantum circuits comprising only CNOT gates and single
qubit gates, when such circuits are distributed, some of the
CNOT gates are then converted into dCNOT gates [9], [12],
and an entangled pair is needed as a resource for each dCNOT
gate, as shown in Figure 1.

We first consider generalized control operations where we
point out that the use of multipartite states such as GHZ states
can be potentially faster than using a sequence of dCNOT gates
due to reduced circuit depth. By a distributed fan-out CNOT
operation, we refer to an operation where the same control
qubit is used for multiple gate operations, on different nodes.
This can arise from the structure of a quantum circuit itself, or
from a control-U operation where the unitary U spans multiple
qubits and is decomposed into operations executed on qubits
distributed on diferent nodes [12], [23], [25]. For example, the
quantum circuit such as:

|c⟩

|t1⟩

|t2⟩

|t3⟩

U1

U2

U3

i.e., a multitarget control-U , say with decomposition U = U1 ·
U2 · U3, where U1 acts on qubit t1, U2 acts on qubit t2, and
U3 acts on qubit t3, each qubit on a different node, will result
in the distributed CNOT as shown in Figure 2; note that the
wavy lines in the figure connecting the three (communication)
qubits a1, a2, a3 represents a distributed GHZ state of the form
1√
2
(|0A0B0C⟩ + |1A1B1C⟩), over three nodes A, B and C.

If the control and target qubits are all on different nodes, we

t1

c c

a1 m1

a2 m2

t2

a3 m3

t3

A

U1

Zm2⊕m3

B

Xm1 H

U2

C

Xm1 H

U3

Fig. 2: Distributed multitarget control operation with single
control qubit (on A) for multiple target qubits (one on A, one
on B and one on C)

c c

a0 m0

a1 m1

t1

a2 m2

t2

a3 m3

t3

A’

Zm1⊕m2⊕m3

A

Xm0 H

U1

B

Xm0 H

U2

C

Xm0 H

U3

Fig. 3: Distributed multitarget control operation with single
control qubit (on A′) for multiple target qubits (one on A, one
on B and one on C) - all target qubits on different nodes from
the control qubit.

can use a 4-qubit GHZ state, as shown in Figure 3 (qubits
a0, a1, a2 and a3).

An alternative implementation not using a GHZ state, is to
convert the CNOTs into dCNOTs, using entangled pairs, one
for each dCNOT as shown in Figure 1, but this can increase
the circuit depth and time taken (especially if the dCNOTs
are done sequentially, which might be required if the node A′

(with the control qubit) only has one communication qubit).
The advantage of the GHZ state approach could grow with the
number of such CNOT gates (e.g., with n such target qubits,
on different nodes, all different from the control qubit, we can
use one (n+ 1)-qubit GHZ state instead of n Bell pairs).

Suppose the time cost of one distributed n-qubit GHZ state
is tn−ghz , and the cost of establishing an entangled pair
(between any pair of qubits) is tep (this would be a gross
simplification since entanglement swapping might be required
for further apart pairs of qubits), and suppose the time cost
for a single shot GHZ state tn−ghz = ϵtep for some ϵ ≈ 1,



then, for a multitarget control operation distributed with one
qubit per node, we have time cost gain of ntep−t(n+1)−ghz ≈
(n−1)tep. That is, we have assumed tn−ghz similar with any
n, so that we could be looking at almost constant time for
using distributed GHZ states versus O(n) resources using just
dCNOT gates, though with larger n, we would expect tn−ghz

to increase.

III. DISTRIBUTED GMS GATES

A global MS gate or operation (GMS) over a set of qubits
S is defined as follows: GMSS(θ) =

exp(−i
θ

2

∑
i,j∈S, i<j

XiXj) =
∏

i,j∈S, i<j

exp(−i
θ

2
XiXj)

where the operation exp(−i θ2XiXj) is called the “local” MS
gate acting on qubits i and j can be viewed operationally as:
exp(−i θ2XiXj) =
(Hi ⊗ Hj)CNOTi→j(Ii ⊗ (RZ(θ))j)CNOTi→j(Hi ⊗ Hj),

with RZ(θ) =

[
e−i θ

2 0

0 ei
θ
2

]
. (Note that the local

MS gate (or LMS gate, for short) is synmmetrical,
i.e. exp(−i θ2XiXj)=exp(−i θ2XjXi).) For example, a
GMS1,2,3,4 gate involving four qubits can be visualized as
shown in Figure 4 (ignoring the triangles for now); in the
figure, we use a symbol to represent a local MS gate, i.e.:

⊗
≡

H H

H RZ(θ) H

Fig. 4: A GMS1,2,3,4 gate marked with triangles (fan-out 1
and fan-out 2) and box (dLMS 3) highlighting the qubits
involved in a GHZ state for each triangle and a distributed
control-U between qubits 3 and 4, which would be needed if
the qubits were located on different nodes, one qubit per node.

We consider how a distributed version of the above
GMS1,2,3,4 gate (called dGMS gate) might be implemented,
considering one qubit per node setting (we leave out mention-
ing θ where convenient). One way to implement this is simply
to use dCNOT gates instead of CNOT gates in each LMS gate
(let’s call a distributed version of such a LMS gate a dLMS

H H H H H H

H RZ(θ) RZ(−2θ) H

H RZ(θ) RZ(−2θ) H

H RZ(θ) RZ(−2θ) H

simplified to
H H

H RZ(θ) RZ(−2θ) H

H RZ(θ) RZ(−2θ) H

H RZ(θ) RZ(−2θ) H

Fig. 5: The first three LMS operations in the GMS1,2,3,4 gate
showing that a fan-out operation can be used for the single
qubit control for RZ(−2θ) in three different target qubits -
the simplification is due to HH = I .

gate), which will be two for each of the six dLMS gates in the
GMS1,2,3,4 gate yielding 12 dCNOT gates.

However, suppose the hardware can do a conditional oper-
ation, denoted by C(U1, U2), defined by:

C(U1, U2) = |0⟩ ⟨0| ⊗ U1 + |1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗ U2

= (|0⟩ ⟨0| ⊗ I + |1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗ U2U
−1
1 )(I ⊗ U1)

which can be implemented using a single qubit control
operation, and amenable to distributed control and fan-out
operations as we have seen. Now, we observe that the LMS
gate can be rewritten as: exp(−i θ2XiXj) =

(H ⊗H) (|0⟩ ⟨0| ⊗RZ(θ) + |1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗RZ(−θ)) (H ⊗H)

= (H ⊗H)C(RZ(θ), RZ(−θ)) (H ⊗H)

or in circuit form:

⊗
≡

H H

H RZ(θ) RZ(−2θ) H

noting that RZ(−θ)RZ(θ)
−1 = RZ(−θ)RZ(−θ) =

RZ(−2θ). So, observing now that the GMS gate has simi-
larities with the fan-out operation we saw earlier, we could
use fan-out operations, as illustrated in Figure 5 for the first
three LMS gates of GMS1,2,3,4.

So, we can use one 4-qubit GHZ state (involving qubits
1,2,3 and 4 for the first three distributed LMS gates) in a way
similar to Figure 3, one 3-qubit GHZ state (involving qubits
2, 3 and 4 for the next two LMS gates) and one distributed
control-U gate (involving qubits 3 and 4 for the last dLMS
gate) for this (as illustrated in Figure 4), which could be more
efficient if the one-shot method of establishing an n-qubit
GHZ state (say, time tn−ghz) takes only slightly longer than
establishing an entangled pair (say tep), (without entanglement
caching, i.e., storing a priori established entangled qubits), and
can use fewer communication qubits for parallelisation. We
have: 2tn−ghz + tep < 12tep (or 6tep if using the conditional
operation approach), assuming tn−ghz = ϵtep for some ϵ ≈ 1.



In general, for a GMSS where S is of size n, we would need
(n− 2) GHZ states (involving n, n− 1, ..., and 3 qubits) for
each multitarget control (or fan-out) operation, and one entan-
gled pairs (for the dLMS gate involving qubits n− 1 and n),
or with just dCNOT gates, requiring 2n(n− 1)/2 = n(n− 1)
entangled pairs (or half that with the conditional operation
approach), i.e. O(n) resources using GHZ states instead of
O(n2) resources with just entangled pairs.

When using this scheme, one can consider parallelising the
fan-out operations, e.g., in the example in Figure 4, we try
to perform fan-out 1 and fan-out 2 (and also the dLMS 3)
concurrently. But note that the first LMS in fan-out 1 and the
first LMS in fan-out 2 may not commute, and so, just the first
LMS in fan-out 1 must complete before the start of fan-out 2,
which could be managed in node 2 (with qubit 2) (one can
envision a circuit where a 3-qubit GHZ state is used for fan-
out 2 with qubit 2 as control, executed after its local LMS
controlling on the communication qubit completes). Hence,
apart from the non-commuting first LMS gates of different
fan-outs, some concurrency is possible.

In the special cases where we are dealing with GCZ gates
(equivalent up to Clifford gates to GMS(π/2) gates [21]2),
i.e., instead of a LMS gate, we apply a CZ gate between every
pair of qubits, as illustrated in Figure 6, the first CZ gate of
the first fan-out (of CZ gates) then commutes with the first CZ
gate of the second fan-out, etc., i.e., in a distributed version
of a 4-qubit GCZ over four nodes, one qubit per node, we can
perform the two fan-outs (using one 4-qubit distributed GHZ
state involving qubits 1, 2, 3 and 4, and one 3-qubit GHZ state
involving qubits 2,3 and 4) and the final LMS gate (using a
distributed CZ, or dCZ gate) concurrently (as long as the GHZ
states are available in parallel with enough communication
qubits to support this). The circuit for the dCZ and these fan-
outs are similar to those in Figures 1 and 3, but using the
equivalence: CZ = (I ⊗ H)CNOT (I ⊗ H) (i.e., adding H
gates on target nodes, or effectively use CZ on target qubits).

1

2

3

4

Fig. 6: 4-qubit GCZ gate using pairwise CZ gates.

So far we have only considered one qubit per node, we now
consider multiple qubits allocated to each node, for a 6-qubit
GCZ gate as shown in Figure 7, over two and three nodes.

Over two nodes (Figure 7a), for each distributed fan-out
operation (triangles marked 1, 2, and 3), we can use a circuit
similar to Figure 1 when there are some target qubits on the

2More precisely, CZ = eiπ/4(S† ⊗ S†)(H ⊗H) e−iπ
4
X⊗X(H ⊗H),

where S† = e−iπ/4RZ(−π
2
)

other node, where some of the target qubits are locally CNOT
connected to the control qubit, and the target qubits on the
other node are linked to the control qubit via an entangled pair
(e.g., Figure 8 shows the circuit for triangle 1); using fan-out,
in all, 3 entangled pairs of qubits are required, compared to
using 9 entangled pairs if each CZ gate between qubits on
different nodes were implemented separately (though another
way in this case is to teleport all three qubits from one
node to the other, perform all operations locally, and teleport
the three qubits back, requiring 6 entangled pairs, one for
each teleportation operation, but this requires a node with
enough capacity to support computing with the larger number
of qubits). Fan-out operation 4 (triangle 4) and the last CZ
operation (box 5) are done locally on node 2 - in fact, both
these operations together form a 3-qubit GCZ operation which
can be done in one step on hardware that supports this.

Over three nodes (Figure 7b), 2 GHZ states are required,
both involving three nodes (for triangles 1 and 2 with con-
trols q1 and q2 on node 1, respectively), each such triangle
using a circuit similar to Figure 2 (but extended to control
two target qubits on each node), and 2 entangled pairs for
operations marked with triangles 3 and 4, involving two nodes.
Provided the forming of the two GHZ states can be done
efficiently (or similar time as an entangled pair), then this
is favourable compared to 12 entangled pairs required if each
CZ gate between qubits on different nodes were implemented
separately. Another way, instead of using 12 entangled pairs,
would be to teleport all qubits to one node and perform
all operations locally and teleport the qubits back (requiring
4x2=8 teleportation operations), but again requiring a higher
capacity node to accommodate all qubits. Three CZ operations
are done locally on each node (between qubits q1 and q2 on
node 1, q3 and q4 on node 2 and q5 and q6 on node 3).

Next, we consider using qudits for compressing the circuit
for GCZ, and assuming the ability to compute with qudits and
transfer qudit states, we discuss its potential.

IV. QUDIT-BASED COMPRESSION OF QUBIT CIRCUITS
AND DISTRIBUTED QUDIT-BASED COMPUTING

If the 4-qubit GCZ circuit in Figure 6 is distributed across
two nodes (instead of four nodes we saw above), with the first
two qubits on one node and the second two on another node,
then, the implementation can use four distributed CZ gates (or
dCZ, for short), each of which can be implemented using the
circuit for the dCNOT gate with additional Hadamard gates to
realize a dCZ (i.e., using (I ⊗H)CNOTij(I ⊗H) = CZij).
We consider what happens if we encode the first two qubits
as a 4-dimensional qudit and the second two as another
such qudit, For four qubits 1, 2, 3 and 4, encoded into two
qudits, we can use the mapping: |q1q2⟩ → |2q1 + q2⟩ and
|q3q4⟩ → |2q3 + q4⟩. Now, note that the GCZ circuit in
Figure 6 computes the following:∑

qi∈{0,1}

αq1q2q3q4(−1)p |q1q2⟩ |q3q4⟩



(a) Distribution over two nodes.

(b) Distribution over three nodes.

Fig. 7: Implementation of a six qubit GCZ gate using pairwise
CZ gates, with a distribution over two and three nodes.

q2 |q′2⟩

q3 |q′3⟩

q1 |q1⟩

|0⟩

|0⟩

q4 |q′4⟩

q5 |q′5⟩

q6 |q′6⟩

1
Z

2

X H

Fig. 8: Circuit for implementing triangle 1 in Figure 7a with
control qubit q1 - adding H gates before and after the CNOT
operations (on target qubits) will result in CZ operations, or
effectively use CZ on target qubits.

where p = q1q2⊕ q1q3⊕ q1q4⊕ q2q3⊕ q2q4⊕ q3q4, (where ⊕
is addition mod 2), which can be rewritten as p = q1q2⊕(q1⊕
q2)(q3 ⊕ q4) ⊕ q3q4. This implies two intra-qudit operations
and an inter-qudit operation.

So, with the qudit encoding, we can use qudit operations
(e.g., as mentioned in [7], [13], [18], [22]) to implement an
equivalent of the GCZ, including the following operations:

1)
P3(π) = (I − |3⟩ ⟨3|) + (−1) |3⟩ ⟨3|

which adds a phase eiπ = −1 to only level |3⟩, leaving
other levels the same, useful for realizing an intra-qudit

CZ operation adding (-1) only when qiqj = 11;
2)

X23 = |0⟩ ⟨0|+ |1⟩ ⟨1|+ |2⟩ ⟨3|+ |3⟩ ⟨2|

which is one of many possible Xij gates that generalizes
the X gate for a qubit, inter-changing two qudit states
|i⟩ and |j⟩, leaving other states the same,3 and so if we
apply X23 on both qudits, we get the parities for q1⊕q2
and q3 ⊕ q4 in q2 and q4, respectively;

3) a generalization of the CZ gate:

CZ4 =
∑

j,k∈{0,1,2,3}

ωjk |j⟩ |k⟩ ⟨j| ⟨k|

where ω = e2πi/d = e2πi/4 = i, and jk = jk (mod 4)
where if we square this, we get:

(CZ4)
2 =

∑
j,k∈{0,1,2,3}

(−1)jk |j⟩ |k⟩ ⟨j| ⟨k|

Now, note that:

(CZ4)
2 (X23 ⊗X23)

∑
qi∈{0,1}

αq1q2q3q4 |2q1 + q2⟩ |2q3 + q4⟩

= (CZ4)
2

∑
qi∈{0,1}

αq1q2q3q4 |2q1 + (q1 ⊕ q2)⟩ |2q3 + (q3 ⊕ q4)⟩

=
∑

qi∈{0,1}

αq1q2q3q4(−1)r |2q1 + (q1 ⊕ q2)⟩ |2q3 + (q3 ⊕ q4)⟩

(where r = (2q1 + (q1 ⊕ q2))(2q3 + (q3 ⊕ q4)))

=
∑

qi∈{0,1}

αq1q2q3q4(−1)r
′
|2q1 + (q1 ⊕ q2)⟩ |2q3 + (q3 ⊕ q4)⟩

(where r′ = (q1 ⊕ q2)(q3 ⊕ q4))

where the last equation is due to raising -1 to even powers.
Putting the above together, by applying the operation

(P3(π)⊗ P3(π)) (X23 ⊗X23) (CZ4)
2 (X23 ⊗X23)

to the qudits, we effectively compute:∑
qi∈{0,1}

αq1q2q3q4(−1)p |2q1 + q2⟩ |2q3 + q4⟩

which is what we expect of the GCZ gate.

A. Distributed Two Qudit Controlled Gates over Two Nodes
and Distributed GCZ

Note that for the two qudits on two different nodes, the
intra-qudit operations are local, but the distributed version
of the inter-qudit operation (CZ4)

2 needs to be done, say
using a shared entangled pair of qudits, with a circuit sim-
ilar to Figure 1, but measuring outcome m ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}
then informs an operation X4 |j⟩ = |j + 1 (mod 4)⟩, a
Z†
4 operation: Z†

4 |j⟩ = ω−j |j⟩, and instead of CNOT,
using CSUM4 : |i⟩ |j⟩ → |i⟩ |(i+ j) mod 4⟩, its inverse:
CSUM†

4 : |i⟩ |j⟩ → |i⟩ |(j − i) mod 4⟩, and an operator

3In this case, since the binary representation of 2 is 10 and 3 is 11, changing
10 to 11, and 11 to 10 is effectively a CNOT between two qubits being
represented, with 00 and 01 unaffected, i.e., the computation gives |qi⟩ |qj⟩ →
|qi⟩ |qi ⊕ qj⟩, giving the parity qi ⊕ qj .



Q1 |Q1⟩

E1 m

E2 m′

Q2 |Q′
2⟩

1 CSUM4
†

(Z†
4)

m′

K4

2

Xm
4

CSUM4

H4

1 2 2’ 3 4 5

Fig. 9: dCSUM4 between Q1 and Q2 using an entangled pair
of qudits E1E2, with a possible update to qubit Q2

to provide the modulo d = 4 complement of the input:
K4 |i⟩ = |(4− i) mod 4⟩ = |−i⟩, and instead of H gate,
use the operator: H4 |j⟩ = 1

2

∑3
k=0 ω

jk |k⟩, and its inverse:
H†

4 |j⟩ = 1
2

∑3
k=0 ω

−jk |k⟩.
Let’s first consider a distributed version of the CSUM4

operation, which call dCSUM4, involving two qudits on two
different nodes Q1 =

∑3
j=0 αj |j⟩ and Q2 =

∑3
l=0 βl |l⟩ on

nodes 1 and 2 respectively.
There has been previous work on a distributed generalized

CNOT for qudits [4], but we present our approach here analo-
gous to Figure 1; the circuit is illustrated in Figure 9. Assume
an entangled pair of qudits of the form

∑
k∈{0,1,2,3}

1
2 |kk⟩

shared between the two nodes involving qudits E1 and E2 on
nodes 1 and 2 respectively (at slice 1):

Q1 ⊗
∑

k∈{0,1,2,3}

1

2
|kk⟩E1E2

⊗Q2

After a local (CSUM†
4 )Q1→E1 between Q1 and E1, we

obtain:
1

2

∑
j,k∈{0,1,2,3}

αj |j⟩Q1
|(k − j) mod 4⟩E1

|k⟩E2
⊗Q2

(slice 2), and applying K4 to E1, we get

1

2

∑
j,k∈{0,1,2,3}

αj |j⟩Q1
|(j − k) mod 4⟩E1

|k⟩E2
⊗Q2

(slice 2’). Then, measuring E1, we get outcome m ∈
{0, 1, 2, 3} (where the states Q1 and E2 are related by
m = (j − k) mod 4), encoded with 2 bits which are then
sent to the other node (node 2).

On receiving m, the node applies Xm
4 to E2 to get:∑

m=j−k

αj |j⟩Q1
|(k +m) mod 4⟩E2

⊗Q2

omitting the measured E1 (slice 3), but since m = (j −
k) mod 4, and given Q2 above, we actually have:∑

j∈{0,1,2,3}

αj |j⟩Q1
|j⟩E2

⊗ (

3∑
l=0

βl |l⟩)Q2

Now apply a (CSUM4)E2→Q2
to get:∑

j,l∈{0,1,2,3}

αjβl |j⟩Q1
|j⟩E2

|(j + l) mod 4⟩Q2

(slice 4). Then, we apply H4 on E2 to get:∑
j,l

αjβl |j⟩Q1
(
1

2

3∑
r=0

ωjr |r⟩)E2
|(j + l) mod 4⟩Q2

(at slice 5). We then measure E2 to get m′ (2 bits) which are
then sent back to node 1, i.e. we have:∑

j,l

ωjm′
αjβl |j⟩Q1

|(j + l) mod 4⟩Q2

(omitting the measured E2). Node 1 then applies (Z†
4)

m′
on

Q1 to get:∑
j,l

ω−jm′
ωjm′

αjβl |j⟩Q1
|(j + l) mod 4⟩Q2

=
∑
j,l

αjβl |j⟩Q1
|(j + l) mod 4⟩Q2

as required.
Now we can use the above dCSUM4 to implement a dis-

tributed CZ4 (or dCZ4) since CZ4 = (I⊗H4) CSUM4 (I⊗
H†

4). by adding gates H4 and H†
4 just before and just after

the CSUM4 in Q1 at node 2. Then, to realize a distributed
(CZ4)

2, (call this d(CZ4)
2 operations for short) we can

repeat the CZ4 circuit, i.e., at node 2, in Figure 9, we
replace the CSUM4 with (CZ4)

2, or use the simplified
(I ⊗ H4) CSUM4 (I ⊗ H†

4)(I ⊗ H4) CSUM4 (I ⊗ H†
4)

= (I ⊗H4) CSUM4 CSUM4 (I ⊗H†
4).

Hence, the 4-qubit GCZ gate would require four dCNOT
gates (or four entangled pairs of qubits) when qubits 1 and
2 are on one node and qubits 3 and 4 are on another node,
but using two qudits, one on each node, we can compute an
equivalent of the GCZ using one entangled pair of qudits
- if the time/cost resources for forming one entangled pair
of qudits is similar to that of forming one entangled pair of
qubits, this would be a significant reduction in resources. With
higher dimensional qudits, there could be greater reduction in
resources required.

B. Distributed Qudit-Based Fan-Out Operations over Three
Nodes and Distributed GCZ

We can extend this idea to distribution of GCZ gates over
three or more nodes, using qudit versions of GHZ states. For
example, for a 6-qubit GCZ gate distributed over three nodes
(e.g., 2 qubits per node), one can construct a circuit analogous
to Figure 2, with each pair of qubits on each node compressed
into a 4-dimensional qudit, and the corresponding use of a 3-
qudit GHZ state and an entangled pair of qudits.

Note that a 6-qubit GCZ circuit computes the following:∑
qi∈{0,1}

αq1q2q3q4q5q6(−1)p |q1q2⟩ |q3q4⟩ |q5q6⟩

where p = q1q2 ⊕ q1q3 ⊕ q1q4 ⊕ q1q5 ⊕ q1q6 ⊕ q2q3 ⊕ q2q4 ⊕
q2q5 ⊕ q2q6 ⊕ q3q4 ⊕ q3q5 ⊕ q3q6 ⊕ q4q5 ⊕ q4q6 ⊕ q5q6, which
could be rewritten as p = q1q2 ⊕ (q1 ⊕ q2)(q3 ⊕ q4) ⊕ (q1 ⊕
q2)(q5 ⊕ q6) ⊕ q3q4 ⊕ (q3 ⊕ q4)(q5 ⊕ q6) ⊕ q5q6. With an
encoding of the first two qubits in one qudit, the second two
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Fig. 10: Distributed single control multitarget CSUM ′′
4 oper-

ation with single control qudit Q1 (on node 1) for two target
qudits (Q2 on node 2 and Q3 on node 3).

in another qudit and the third pair in a third qudit, and each
pair of qubit (or each qudit) on a different node (a total of
three nodes), this suggests the intra-qudit operations related to
q1q2, q3q4 and q5q6, and inter-qudit operations between nodes
1 and 2 in relation to (q1 ⊕ q2)(q3 ⊕ q4), and 1 and 3 in
relation to (q1 ⊕ q2)(q5 ⊕ q6), and between nodes 2 and 3 for
(q3⊕q4)(q5⊕q6). We can use three entangled pairs of qudits,
one for each inter-qudit operation.

However, since node 1 needs to communicate its parity (q1⊕
q2) to both nodes 2 and 3, we can construct a single control
multiple target variation of CSUM4, analogous to our single
control multitarget CNOT; we call it CSUM ′′

4 , i.e.:

CSUM ′′
4 : |i⟩ |j⟩ |k⟩ → |i⟩ |(i+ j)mod 4⟩ |(i+ k)mod 4⟩

This would then enable us to implement the required d(CZ4)
2

operations between nodes 1 and 2, and nodes 1 and 3, using
one 3-qudit GHZ state instead of two entangled pairs of
qudits, using a circuit similar to Figure 3. Such a circuit for
a distributed-CSUM ′′

4 is illustrated in Figure 10. On each
node 2 and 3, we can then replace the local CSUM4 with the
corresponding operations (I⊗H4) CSUM4 CSUM4 (I⊗H†

4)
as we saw before to realize a d(CZ4)

2 between the qudits
on nodes 1 and 2 and the qudits on nodes 1 and 3. The
circuit would need to use a 3-qudit GHZ state of the form∑

k∈{0,1,2,3}
1
2 |kkk⟩.

So one 3-qudit GHZ state (involving nodes 1, 2 and 3) and
one entangled pair of qudits (involving nodes 2 and 3) suffices
for a qudit based version of the 6-qubit GCZ operation. This
contrasts with the qubit based circuit, if distributed over three
nodes, two qubits each, would require 12 entangled pairs of
qubits (4 between nodes 1 and 2, 4 between nodes 1 and 3,
and 4 between nodes 2 and 3), if we use one pair for each
(distributed) CZ between qubits on different nodes.

Comparisons. In summary, we compare three different
implementations of the GCZ operation, based on the example
we saw earlier with a 6-qubit GCZ operation and more
generally, an n-qubit GCZ operation, as shown in Table I,
where ep denotes an entangled pair of qubits, ghz denotes a
GHZ state (involving three or more qubits), epd denotes an
entangled pair of qudits of dimension d and ghzd denotes a
GHZ state of qudits of dimension d. An n = kD-qubit GCZ
distributed over D ≥ 3 nodes, k qubits per node, will require

n(n−1)
2 −D k(k−1)

2 = n(n−k)
2 dCZ gates, requiring that number

of entangled pairs if each dCZ gate done separately. Using fan-
out operations, we need n − 2k GHZ states (i.e., k D-qubit
GHZ states, k (D − 1)-qubit GHZ states,..., and k 3-qubit
GHZ states), and k entangled pairs. With multiple qubits per
node, O(n) GHZ states are still required since every qubit
needs to interact with every other qubit for a GMS/GCZ
operation. With qudit-based “compression” of the GCZ circuit,
with qudit dimension d = 2k, we just have one qudit per
node, and so require (D− 2) = (nk − 2) GHZ states, and one
entangled pair. For the case where qudit dimension is d = 2m

where k = ml, i.e. each qudit only represents m < k qubits,
and so, l qudits are required on each node; this means we
need (Dl − 2l) = ( n

m − 2 k
m ) (qudit-based) GHZ states and

l = k
m entangled pairs of qudits. For example, with qudits of

dimension 32 = 25, perhaps a qudit compression ratio of 5
qubits per qudit is possible, with a corresponding reduction in
the number of GHZ states required (though now qudit based).

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

We have seen that GHZ states can be used for distributed
fan-out operations, and thus, global gates comprising se-
quences of such fan-out operations can be distributed. We
also considered qudit compression of qubit circuits for global
(GCZ) gates, so that distributed GCZ operations can be
realized with distributed fan-out operations; we compare this
approach, where possible, with naive realizations of such
global gates using long sequences of dCNOT operations,
arguing that using distributed fan-out qudit operations can be
more efficient provided single-shot multipartite entanglement
used for such distributed fan-out operations are efficient.

Future work on compiler design for distributed quantum
circuits, and quantum data centres (QDCs), include:

• distributed quantum computing circuits could be com-
piled into circuits using not just bipartite entangledd
pairs but also multipartite entanglement (e.g., for fan-out
operations involving three or more qubits), if forming
such multipartite entangled states like GHZ states in a
single shot can be nearly as efficient as forming bipartite
entangled pairs, then distributed fan-out operations can
be very efficient - gate reordering [17] (e.g., exploiting
commuting operations) can perhaps be adapted to reorder
dCNOT gates into sequences which can be replaced by
equivalent distributed fan-out operations (i.e., one shot
fan-out execution versus multiple dCNOTs);

• apart from generators of bipartite entangled pairs, QDCs
could also have efficient one shot generators of multi-
partite entangled states (e.g., GHZ states or W states);
e.g., switches connecting different nodes on a QDC such
as those mentioned in [5], [26] might be extended to
generate distributed GHZ states, requiring scheduling for
both EPR pairs and GHZ states generation;

• the number of communication qubits (or qudits) per node
is a design consideration, since if nodes have more com-
munication qubits (to hold entanglement resources), then
more distributed operations can be executed concurrently;



TABLE I: Comparison of entanglement resources for GCZ.

Circuit Configuration qubit, pairwise qubit, using fan-out compression with qudits of dimension d, using fan-
out

6-qubit GCZ distributed over 3 nodes, 2
qubits per node

12 ep 2 ghz, 2 ep 1 ghzd, 1 epd

n-qubit GCZ distributed over D ≥ 3 nodes,
with kD = n and k qubits per node

n(n−k)
2

ep (n− 2k) ghz, k ep (n
k
− 2) ghzd, 1 epd (if d = 2k , 1 qudit per node)

( n
m

− 2 k
m
) ghzd, k

m
epd (if d = 2m, where k =

ml, for some integer l, l qudits per node)

but an approach is in [8] which considered shared pool
of entanglement resources, to cope with different needs
of communication on different nodes depending on the
quantum circuit and qubit allocation;

• qudit based compression of qubit circuits can be utilised
either for efficient quantum information transfer (if qudit
teleportation can be made almost as efficient as qubit
teleportation), or if entangled states of qudits can be
formed efficiently, qudits can be used to compress qubit
circuits enabling reduced depth execution and possibly
more efficient distributed quantum operations;

• different quantum nodes/servers interconnected might use
different quantum technologies with different strengths -
compiling for such heterogeneous nodes can be challeng-
ing, as already mentioned by others (e.g., [2], [10]); and

• apart from EPR pairs and GHZ states, W states (e.g.,
1√
3
(|001⟩ + |010⟩ + |100⟩)) might be a useful “basic”

resource in QDCs, which can be used for distributed
coordination such as leader election and advantages for
multiqubit CHSH games [2], and more robust than GHZ
states under qubit loss. Qudit generalizations exist [24].
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