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Abstract

A new characterization of Hamiltonian graphs ughegtset matrix is proposed. A new
exact polynomial time algorithm for the travelirgesman problem (TSP) based on this
new characterization is developed. We then defineafied ordered weighted adjacency
list for given weighted complete graph and proceeithe main result of the paper,
namely, the exact algorithm based on utilizatioorofered weighted adjacency list and
the simple properties that any path or circuit nsagisfy. This algorithm performs
checking of sub-lists, containing-Q) entries (edge pairs) for paths gnentries (edge
pairs) for circuits, chosen from ordered adjacdrstyn a well defined sequence to
determine exactly the shortest Hamiltonian pathsmatest Hamiltonian circuit in a
weighted complete graph pfvertices. The procedure has intrinsic advantadgerafing

on the desired solution in quickest possible time& @ven in worst case in polynomial
time. A new characterization of shortest Hamiltoniaur for a weighted complete graph
satisfying triangle inequality (i.e. for tours pegsthrough every city on a realistic map
of cities where cities can be taken as points Ba@idean plane) is also proposed.
Finally, we propose a classical algorithm for unstured search and also three new
guantum algorithms for unstructured search whighoeentially speed up the searching
ability in the unstructured database and discsssfiect on the NP-Complete problems.

1. Characterization of Hamiltonian Graphs using f-cutset Matrix: Let G be a (p, Q)
graph, i.e. a graph on p points (vertices) anaiesliledges) with the following vertex set

V(G) and edge seE(G) respectively:
V(G) ={vy,vp,--+,vp}and
E(G) :{el’eZs'”leq}
Let AG = [aij ] pXp denotes the adjacency matrix@f

By choosing a spanning tree in the given connegtapgh one can
construct the fundamental cutest matrix ([1], pA68) associated with this choice of tree
in the form

Cr =[Ce 1l pil
where the las{ p —1) columns forming the identity matrix correspond(tp —1)
branches of the spanning tree, and the {i@t P +1) columns forming matri>CC

correspond to the chords. The presence of entryn‘a’column and row on depicts



the presence of the edge represented by that caluthef-cutest represented by that
row. Each row inC is a fundamental cutest vector. The rankKof is (P —1) and

these fundamental cutest vectors form the vectacespasis of the cutest space, which is

subspace of the vector space associated with gphgif we develop an algorithm which

selects edges from the fundamental cutdetstéets) to form a Hamiltonian circuit then

it is clear to see that

1) Since every vertex must get incorporated in eveagnhtonian circuit and only once,
so, every f-cutset must contribute positive anchewember of edges.

2) SinceCf partitions intoCC and Identity matrix,| p-1, and since every row of an

identity matrix contains at most one nonzero ergoyeveryf-cutset must contribute at
least one chord to every Hamiltonian circuit inertb maintain evenness and positivity
of the number of edges chosen on the corresporidiantget. Thus, the presence of a
branch from everf~cutset in a Hamiltonian circuit is not necessariythe presence of at
least one chord from evefcutset is a must for a Hamiltonian circuit formtgdchords
and branches.

Theorem 1.1:Let G be a (p, q) graplG is Hamiltonian if and only if we can select even
number (at least two) of edges on each row reptiegean f —cutset to form a connected
graph such that at least one of the selected edgehord and the total count of thus
selected edges (chords + branchegp) is

Proof: Let G be a Hamiltonian graph. So, there is a Hami&n circuit in G. So, there
exists a tree which is Hamiltonian path. Take thee which is a Hamiltonian path

containing( P —1) edges. Fornf-cutset matrix for this tree. Among the chords

represented by columns EEC there will exist a chord (which is actually thenaning

part of the Hamiltonian circuit to be added to tite® equal to the Hamiltonian path to
complete the Hamiltonian circuit) such that itsresponding column will be entirely
made up of units. Thus, we take this chord andatineesponding branch on evdry
cutset, in effect, even (= 2) number of edges alected from each row representingfan

—cutset and the total count of thus selected egigesord +( |p —1) branches) is equal

to p, as desired forming a connected graph.

Suppose we have fa@aesubgraph of the given graph containing at
least two edges on each row corresponding to dverytset to form a connected
subgraph such that at least one is a chord, spithetffect even (>0) number of edges get
selected from each row representing anutset and the total count of thus selected edges
(chords + branches) s We show that this subgraph must be a Hamiltoaiauit. It
can be easily seen that such a graph can havewalgossibilities: Either it is a circuit
of lengthp, or a subcircuit of length smaller thanvith some incident (one or more)
paths to the vertices of this subcircuit. In thetfcase nothing to prove. In the other case
somef-cutset among thiecutsets to which the edge incident on the pengaint of the
path belongs, may be as a branch or a chord, neustrtributing odd number of edges
since there is no provision to reach and go awalgersubgraph from this pendant point,
a contradiction to the data.
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Some Interesting Observations(1) Search whether there is a column vecttﬁyp

entirely containing units (one unit in each rove) in tota( p- 1) units. In this case,
this edge (chord) represented by the column ofwant the edges representing all
branches together sum up to in all(13- — 1) =p, edges forming a Hamiltonian
circuit. Thus, the graph will be Hamiltonian.

(2)Search whether there are some two columns \&M&EC such that there is a unit in

some rows in that column corresponding to a charbdthere is a unit in the
remaining rows in the column corresponding to ttieochord among the total

(p —1) rows with exactly one overlap, i.e. there existsotly one row which

contains units in the chosen columns corresponwitgth the chords. In this case,
the two chosen edges (chords) represented by thediumns (determined as above

with exactly one overlap) cﬁ‘:C and the edges representing all branches except the

branch defining afrcutset for which the corresponding row containgsun both the
columns corresponding to the two chosen chordgtheg sum up to in all

2+(p —2) =p, edges forming a Hamiltonian circuit. Thus, thegr will be
Hamiltonian.

(3)Continuing on these lines, search if there esasbek columns vectors irCC in

which the units are distributed among these detecthcolumns oCC such that
there will exist in all(k —1) overlaps as mentioned in (2), such thatkhehosen

edges (chords) represented by Keletermined columns cfEC and the edges
representing all branches except the branchesingfamf-cutset for which the
corresponding row contains units in even numbe&obimns corresponding to tHe
chosen chords( i.e. there is overlap), and togestiner up to in alk + (p —K) =p,

edges forming a Hamiltonian circuit. Thus, the grapll be Hamiltonian.
[l

We now state few definitions and develop a polyradmime algorithm using them:

Definition 1.1: A lattice is a rectangular array of dots made up of somews anch
columns.

Definition 1.2: A lattice-cutset-graph associated with B—cutset matrix is a graph
obtained from the lattice of the sizefefcutset matrix obtained by treating those dots in
the array as vertices of this new graph wheréheasame place entry “1” is present in the
f —cutset matrix, then joining these vertices inheamlumn by vertical edges so that a
path is formed along each column and further j@ribg horizontally going edges
connecting all the vertices in a row to each other.



Definition 1.3: An induced-cutset--treeis a tree in the usual sense in the lattice-cutset
graph (andhot in the original graph) such that its vertices belong to the first

(g— p +1) columns of lattice-cutset-graph and there existsast one vertex

belonging to every row of vertices of the lattiagset-graph and when some columns of
vertices are chosen we should take all the vertidges belonging to those columns and
all the horizontally going edges joining the vezdn succession belonging to same row
in the chosen columns.

Definition 1.4: An extended-induced-cutset-treas the one obtained by induced-cutset-
tree by adding horizontally going edges such tinatworizontal edge is to be added
connecting last (in fact, any vertex will do) verfgresent in that row (belonging to the

Cc part) to the vertex belonging to the Ia(sﬁ) —1) columns ( belonging to the Identity

part) in the same row only when the number of gegtithat get incorporated in that row
for the induced-cutset-tree are odd in number {dube odd number of edges got

selected in theCC part with respect to that row).

A simpler algorithmlivbe given below which just consists of finding
an induced-cutset-tree and then an extended-indtigsdt-tree from this induced-cutset-
tree.

Remark 1.1: Forming an induced-cutset-tree and then the ertdimbluced-cutset-tree
automatically takes care of the important requinet®ién the above given observations of

achieving exactly(k —1) overlaps wherk chords are chosen, so that the important

eqguation to be satisfied by the chosen chords eamthes to form a Hamiltonian circuit,
namely, chords + branchegas satisfied automatically.

Steps to construct a lattice-cutset-graph and an eéended-induced-cutset-tree as its
subgraph from f —cutset matrix:

(1) Formf —cutset matrixC¢ =[C¢ 1 54].

(2) Form a lattice of size (rows and columns of dotg)at to the size of thie-cutset
matrix, made up of dots and then proceed to fottrcéacutset-graph by taking
the dots with entry “1” in the same place in thecasated fundamental cutest
matrix and then by connecting the appropriate edggser the above definition.

(3) Form an induced-cutset-tree from edges in the (i€st- P +1) columns

(forming matrix Cc of thef —cutset matrix that correspond to the chordshef t

lattice-cutset-graph by choosing appropriate colsisuch that at least one vertex
from each row of vertices gets incorporated.
(4) Count the number of vertices belonging to eachabthis tree and when the

number of vertices contained in the row (corresjamtb theCC part of thef —
cutset matrix) are odd in number then extend #e Ity joining last (right most)
vertex in the tree to the vertex in the same rod/taeionging to the lagtp —1)



columns (corresponding to the identity matrix reerging the( P —1) branches
of thef —cutset matrix) by a new edge to obtain an exigmo@uced-cutset-tree.

Example 1.1:Consider the following grapiy say.

Then thef —cutset matrixC ¢ can be expressed as follows, where the first colum

represents the labels of thecutsets while the first row represents the labéthords
and branches. THecutset matrixC ¢ =[C¢ 1 1 4]

for the present case can be written as
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Consider the indumniset-treesTl andTZ, containing chordsj{l}

and chordsH, i, I} respectively, as shown below. An extended-inducet$et-tree,ET1
is also shown as an example. The first row of dyeleadepicts the usedige-labels

i h i | j I a bec e f g

T T, Extendely, say, ETy

Now,
(i) Using chords , I} we form a tree,Tl, formed in CC and append the appropriate

branches 4 b, c,e, f, g} leading to formation of extended trde,[; . This leads to
the following Hamiltonian circuit:
a-bo-c-f-sl-e-g-j-a

(i) Using the chordsh, i , I} we can see that we have a tra-%, containing formed in
CC and appending the appropriate branclteb{e, f , g} we can get an extended
tree, sayETZ, which will lead to the following Hamiltonian cind :
a-bosi-g-e-l - f hsa.



Theorem 1.2:An extended-induced-cutset-tree forms a Hamiltowiezuit if the total
count of the chosen edges represented by colunmlastioé-cutset-graph (chords +
branches) is equal @

Proof: Straightforward. ]

Remark 1.2: The edgesi andj together cannot belong to any Hamiltonian cirodit

graphH because we can’t form an extended-induced-cutsetaiong with other edges
such that the count of the selected edges (cholutanches) $.

2. The Traveling Salesman Problem (TSP)This well-known problem asks for an
efficient (polynomial time) algorithm to find shest Hamiltonian circuit (or cycle), i.e.
the one with smallest weight sum of its edgesweaghted complete graph. No efficient
exact algorithm for this problem is known. It haseh shown in the literature that the
problem of finding Hamiltonian path between two-ppecified vertices, or that of
finding Hamiltonian circuit, or that of finding shitest Hamiltonian tour for the traveling
salesman etc. are all belong to the large cladPodompleteproblems (Page 234,
Theorem 8.9 [2]). In fact it has been further shdhat when the triangle inequality is not
satisfied the traveling salesman problem is norr@pmable unless NP complete
problems have polynomial time solutions [3].

There exist some vkelbwn efficient heuristic algorithms for TSP.
The simplest one is the so called nearest-neighteihod [4] with performance

1 y . .
guarantee@ = E([In(n)] +1), and the efficient one is the so called minimum-

weight- matching-algorithm [5] with performance gaistee@ < E

In order to initidtee discussion we begin with a possible
modification in the so called nearest-neighbor-rodtiThe nearest-neighbor-method

starts from a verte¥; in a weighted complete graph and select an edgaaihe edges

the adjacent verteX'j such that the weight of the eddg = (v, Vi ) is minimum

among the edges emerging from the veNexIt continues with the same criterion for

the incorporation of the next edge from vertéi( to a new vertex (i.e. not already visited

one till all the vertices are exhausted and ongdaslect now the only left out choice
V| to V;to complete the formation of the Hamiltonian citgurhus, to new nearest

neighbor oij . Since the decision for choosing edge in thisralgm is based on purely

local considerations, i.e. the selection is made whgdbagally best; there is no guarantee
of this algorithm of attaining a good Hamiltoniarcait.

We propose below aification in this algorithm which will make it
somewhat globaland thus will improve the chance of getting betenformance. Let us



take the given weighted complete graph as a synor#graph and each edge as two
directed edges of same weight directed in oppadsieetions. It is clear to see that when

one selects an edge, sév, ,Vj ) then one cannot select any other edge emerging fr
V; and any edge entering Mj . Thus, when one selects ed@q ,Vj ) the weight sum
of (other) edges emerging froky and weight sum of (other) edges entering/ijn, other

than edge(Vi ,Vj ) gets excluded. Let us denote the weight-inclusidjazcency- matrix

by WIA = [lek] pxp: whereW'“< = weight of the edg€V;, V) that get included
in the weight sum of edges of a Hamiltonian cireuiten one selects the edge
(Vj ,Vk)while forming that Hamiltonian circuit. Similarlyet us define the weight-

exclusion- adjacency- matriX¥VEA = [W?k] oXp wherewﬁ< = weight sum of the

edges that get excluded while one selects the é\dgevk)as an edge for a Hamiltonian

circuit. Thus,W?k = ZVka + > lem
[#] mzk

(As a further modification, we can add Wjek the weight sum of those edges which

form a subcircuit with earlier selected edges amdas’t be part of a Hamiltonian circuit.
To keep the things simple here we do not takedntwideration this further
modification.)

2.1 Modified-Nearest-Neighbor-Method:In the nearest-neighbor-method there is only
one criterion that is followed: the minimum weigtgarest neighbor is selected to join, in
succession by starting from some vertex, till aovenls the Hamiltonian circuit. To make
this algorithm somewhat global one follows the sa&lection method by imposing two
criteria:

Algorithm 2.1.1: (1) Using the giveMVIA = [lek] px p construct the weight-

exclusion-adjacency-matri¥VEA = [Wjek] X p -

(2) Select an edge which obeys two criteria in arder:
(i) The weight that gets included due to gefection is minimum.
(i) The weight that gets excluded due ts telection is maximum.
(3) Continue on these lines till one gets the @elskiamiltonian circuit.

[

Note that observing the criteria (i), (ii) in (@) any order and at any stage of the
selectionit is possible to carry out the nearest- neighddgorithm, i.e. condition (i) is
observed first and then (among the choices) cand(ii) is observed next, or, vice versa,



and at any stage of the selection, i.e. we cangsh#ive order of conditions to be
observed even at any intermediate stage of theitidgo

2.2 A Heuiristic for TSP using Contractions:The following heuristic is certainly an
improvement over the usual nearest-neighbor-meblecduse it eliminates the restriction
of choosing only adjacent edges in succession iggposthe nearest-neighbor-method:
Algorithm 2.2.1: (1) Choose an edge among the edges with smalightin the given
weighted complete graph ¢dpoints and contract it. Keep the record of the i@mted

edge. This leads to formation of weighted compigsgh ond — 1points.
(2) Repeat the procedure in step (1) for the reduleighted complete graph
onpP— Ipoints till we reach to a simple graph with singéstex.

(3) Build the Hamiltonian circuit using the contied edges whose record has been kept
at every stage of contraction.

[

Remark 2.1: In the nearest-neighbor-method we select smadtige among the adjacent
edges but in the above given heuristic algorithdneach time we select the smallest
available edge, not necessarily adjacent one,cht stage of selection. This idea of
contraction can be taken up also in the modifiearest-neighbor-method which will
produce a complete digraph at each time, may bamsyric in weight after some
iterations, to continue the same procedure tilbanHtonian circuit is formed.

2.3 A Method to Estimate Performance of any Heurist: We use any heuristic
algorithm to obtain a reasonably good Hamiltonimouit in a weighted complete graph.
We form,VWAB(G), the weighted-vertex-adjacency-bitableau, forgiven weighted
complete graph. We break the entries in the rovikefight tableau into arrays of
columns such that the first array contains lab&lgedices containing smallest weight in
front of them written in the bracket. The weightdle entries in the successive arrays
form the non-decreasing order.

When we get the Haomian tour made up of entries entirely
belonging to first array we have assuredly gotxacesolution for the TSP. In other
words, if the subgraph formed by the edges initise drray is Hamiltonian then every
Hamiltonian circuit in it is a shortest Hamiltoniaimcuit. It is also clear that the value
(sum of weights of edges) of any shortest Hami#iorgircuit should be at least equal to
the sum of weights of the entries (written in thadiets in front of them) obtained by
taking one entry from each row of the first array.

We now systematical@scribe the procedure of estimating the
possible distance of the exact solution and thatisol obtained by any heuristic in the
following steps:

Algorithm 2.3.1:

(1)ConstrucMWAB(G), which isVAB(G) with weights of the corresponding edges
written in the brackets in front of the numbersha right tableau.



(2)Sort the numbers in the rows of the right tablaad arrange them in non decreasing
order of their weights written in the brackets #@mas obtain sorted\WAB(G),

say SYWAB(G).
(3)Carry out partitioning ofSWNVAB(G) into arrays of the entries in the right tableau

such that the first array contains the entries witfallest weight in all the rows, the
second column contains next smallest entries ithalfows, and so on and thus

construct table of sorted arrays, sSYWA(G)

(4)Using any of the heuristics obtain a Hamiltondgrcuit (which will contain as many
as possible entries belonging to arrays with smalily numbers, depending upon
the performance guarantee of the used heuristic.

(5) Suppose the Hamiltonian circuit formed contangies from first, second,., P-th

rows belonging respectively tiq-th , i2-th, ol p -th array and let the difference in
weights in the entries in th-th , i2-th, | p-th arrays and first array in the
respective first, second,, P-th rows beW , W, ,---, W, 0 respectively then the

circuit obtained could differ from the shortestceiit by amounat mostequal to
>w,
j=1
L]

Example 2.3.1:Consider the following \WAB(Kg) for the weighted complete graph
on six points:

22) 33 44 50 6(@)
12) 31) 403 5(2) 6(3)
13) 2() 4(4) 5(3) 6(4)
14) 23 3(4) 5(4) 6(3)
1) 22) 3(3) 4(4) 6(2)
1) 23 3(4) 403 5(2)

VWAB(Kg) =

O 01~ WODN P
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1/50) 601 2(2) 303 4(4)]
2130 12 52) 43 60
SWAB(K.) <| 3| 20 10 50 44) 6
“714l23) 63 14) 34 5@)
5010 22 62 33 4(4)
6/ 1) 52 23 43 34
1] 5(0) 6(1) | 2(2) 33 |49
2| 3Q) 12) 52 [4Q3) 603
swakg) =320 |1 5@ |4 6@
412Q3) 63) | 14) 3(4)5(4)
5/ 1Q) 2 62 |30 4(4)
6] 1D 5(2) 2(3) 43 | 3(4)

Now the sum of weights of entries in thetfagay, obtained by taking weight of
(any) one entry from each row is equal to 8 umsits,the shortest Hamiltonian circuit
(when it can be formed using entries in the firsay will have weight at least equal to 8
units. It is easy to see that we can’t form a Hamikn circuit using entries only from
first array. Now, using some approximation algoriteuppose we obtain the circuit as
follows:

1-6-5552- 35 4 - 1. Then, this Hamiltonian circuétould beaway
from the exact solution at most y+1+1+ 0+ 3+ 1= 6 units.

2.4 An Exact Algorithm for TSP usingf —Cutset Matrix: We construct a lattice,
lattice-cutset-graph, and proceed to obtain shbebeended-induced-cutset-tree, by any
efficient shortest tree finding algorithm. We predan the following steps:

Algorithm 2.4.1:

(1) Construct-cutset matrix,
Ct =1Cc 1 p-1lgx(p-1

with respect to some spanning tree for themgiweighted complete
graph.

(2) Construct lattice, of siz] X (|p — 1), made up of dots.

(3) Construct lattice-cutset-graph using the gikseatset matrix.
(4) Assign weight equal to the weight of the edgéhie originally given weighted

complete graph represented by a colurrﬁénto first (or some) vertical edge

11



belonging to lattice-cutset-graph in that columd assign weight “0” to all other
vertical edges in that column (in order to avoid thultiple counting of that weight of
that edge represented by the vertex pair writtehertop row in the original graph in
the desired shortest Hamiltonian circuit) and ds pinocedure for all columns.

(5) Assign weight equal to the weight correspondong branch to all edges

reaching a vertex in the lasp —1) columns (branch part) and do the

same for all branches.
(7) Assign weight equal to “zero” to all other hmmtal edges connecting

the points belonging IG:C part when there exists at least one vertical

edge emerging from its both ends.
(8) Assign weight to a horizontal edge connecthmgypoints belonging to

CC part equal to the weight of the edge of the cliepilesented by the

column in which the pendant point belongs laasl no vertical edge
emerging from it.

(9) Choose columns containing smallest nonzero vtday the vertical edge
(note that when we select a vertical edgdnawee by this act actually
chosen a vertical path joining all the “Iis"succession on that column).
Then at each stage of selection select thkeaodumn containing
smallest nonzero edge among the remaininghae such that the
choice leads to formation siiortestinduced-cutset-tree.

(10) Find theshortestextended-induced-cutset-tree in this graph, bgrekng the
induced-cutset-tree by horizontally going edgeth&vertex in the last

(p —1) columns in those rows containing odd number ofiestin the first
(- p +1) columns which will lead to formation of a desitddmiltonian circuit.

Remark 2.4.1:Thus, the algorithm essentially consists of figshortest-induced-
cutset-treein the lattice-cutset-graph by any efficient al¢fom for finding shortest
tree,similar to the one due to Kruskal [7] or Prim [8]. Actuallys tree is not
spanning i.e. does not contain every vertex (vestia the lattice-cutset-graph are
actually representing edges of the original gragsent in different cutsets and the
number of vertices associated with the same edggual to number dfcutsets in
which the edge is present) of lattice-cutset-gr#p$o, first we have to obtain
shortest-induced-cutset-tree, and it is importamtdte that its determinationnet
degree constrainegdand later the extended- shortest-induced-cutsettd achieve
evenness (the degree constraint comes here bptdbedure does not become
difficult due to this constraint, here one only dee extend the shortest-induced-
cutset-tree by appending the branches whereveireggio maintain the required
evenness of selected vertices on a row) by addisglected vertices in each row of
lattice graph.

Remark 2.4.2:Note that assigning weights to the edges of exg+idduced-cutset-tree
is set up in a way described in the steps of therdhm essentially to include the
weights of actual chords and branches in the algiraph forming the desired
Hamiltonian circuit (again, in the original grapimly once.

12



Example 2.4.1:Consider weighted complete graphesmple 2.2.1and take any tree,
say T , as follows:

4
T

The correspondinfycutset matrix for this tree is given below:

14) @6) (23) (24) (25 (26) (34) (3D) (36) (46) (12) (L3) (5) (45) (56)]
C 0 0 10 13 12 13 0O 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 O
C, 0 0 1) 0 O 0 14 13 14 O0 0 13 0 0 0
G149 1 0 1¥ 19 ¥ 149 1® 9 O O O 1 O O
C, 14 O 0 13 O O 149 O O 13 0 0 0 14 O
Cs 0 ) 0 O O ) 0 0 14 Xy 0 0 0 0 1]

The first row in the above matrix contains paiwveftices noting edges while the first
column records the labels of fundamental cutsets.

As per the above algorithm 2.4.1 columns correspponi edges {(2,3), (3,4), (4,6)}
together form the desired shortest induced-cutsetand when appended appropriately
by columns corresponding to edges {1,2) (1,5),){w& form shortest extended-
induced-cutset-tree, as shown below:

23) (3.4) 46) 21 w5 56
1) ,
Ll(l)
1(4
@ w
1(0)
1(3
I @) o .

13



Shortest extended-induced-cutset-tred,

Thus, the Hamiltonian circuit contains edges:
{(2,3),(3,4), (4,6), (1, 2),(1,5), (5 6)}
and the actual Hamiltonian circuit obtained by #iggorithm is:
2 1 4 3 2 1
1-2-53-4-6-5- 1, giving total weight “13 Units”. This is actualtie
shortest Hamiltonian circuit in the given complgtaph!

Remark 2.4.2:From the above algorithm 2.4.1, the problem adifig shortest weight
Hamiltonian circuit thus reduces to findingertain shortest tree(using appropriate
columns in thd-cutset matrix)n the newly constructed associatatlice graph as per
this algorithm!

2.5 A New Polynomial Algorithm for finding ShortestHamiltonian Path and circuit

in a Weighted Complete Graph:

In this section we begin with proposing two appnoation algorithms for shortest
Hamiltonian graphs which essentially consists qfidpg certain chosen permutations
(transpositions or product of transpositions) anddjacency matrix of given weighted
complete graph causing reshuffling of the labelgsovertices. We change the labels of
vertices through proper choice of permutationsuichsa way that in this relabeled graph
the Hamiltonian path-22->3->....k>(k+1)>...2>p becomes approximation to shortest
path in the given weighted complete graph undesiciemation. We then define so called
ordered weighted adjacency list for given weightethplete graph and proceed to the
main result of the paper, namely, the exact aligoribased on utilization of ordered
weighted adjacency list and the simple propertias &any path or circuit must satisfy.
This algorithm performs checking of sub-lists, @ning (n-1) entries (edge pairs) for
paths and n entries (edge pairs) for circuits, ehdsom ordered adjacency list in a well
defined sequence to determine exactly the shdtt@siiltonian path and shortest
Hamiltonian circuit. The procedure has intrinsivastage of landing on the desired
solution in quickest possible time and even in Wwogese in polynomial time.

Let G be a weighted complete graph with the verted&SdB) and edge seE(G)
respectively:

V(G) = {V11V21”"Vp} and
E(G) = {e_L’eZ""’eq}

Let Ag = [Wij ] pxp denotes the weighted adjacency matrixof

Note: Applying transposition (m, n) opAG is essentially equivalent to interchanging

rows as well as columns, m and n. That is repladk row in AG by n-th row and vice

versa and then in thus transformed matrix replag¢h oolumn by n-th column and vice
versa (order of these operations, i.e. whethernymuchange rows first and then

14



interchange columns or you interchange columnsding then interchange rows, is
immaterial as it produce same end result). Notettha transformation essentially
produces a new weighted adjacency matrix thatregult due to interchanging labels of

verticesvm’ n in the original weighted complete graph. We noscdss following

algorithm which essentially is an approximationcaithm that produce the result
comparable to one obtains from known approximagigorithms.

Algorithm 2.5.1 (An Approximation Algorithm):

(1) If entry at position (1, 2) in the matrix, i.e. wat W, is already smallest in the first
row then proceed to step 2. Else, among the Wei\jj\hQSa J =23,..., P, find
minimum weight, sayW1 j, . Apply transposition(2, j,) on A , producing new
weighted adjacency matrix, sa@el :

(2) If entry at position (2, 3) in the matrix, i.e. wat Wa3 is already smallest in the

second row then proceed to step 3. Else, amongeights sz ) J =34,..., P, find
minimum weight, sayW> j, . Now apply transpositio3, j,) on Ag, , producing
new weighted adjacency matrix, sﬁsz :

(3) If entry at position (3, 4) in the matrix, i.e. wat Wa4 is already smallest in the third

row then proceed to step 4. Else, among the weitfis ] =45,...,p find
minimum weight, sayW3j3 . Now apply transpositior{4, ;) on A32 , producing

new weighted adjacency matrix, sf;t;s .
(4) Continue this procedure applying appropriate fpasgions till we finally reachpt

2)-th row and among the Weigh‘e@/( p-2)j 1 J = ( p—]), P, find minimum weight, say
W(p-2)i,.) - Now apply transpositiof( P = 1), j,-2) on Ac;(p_s) , producing

new weighted adjacency matrix, sz!e‘G( p-2) -
(5) Find the sum of weights of edges in the Hamiltorpath

1223~ = (j+] == (p=) - P
]
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Remark: After carrying out “algorithm 1” on given weightedmplete graph the
Hamiltonian path

1223~ = (j+] = (p=) - P

produces a goodpproximation for shortest Hamiltonian path in the given (and
conveniently relabeled due to applied transpossjieveighted complete graphhis
Hamiltonian path thus obtained will not necessargya shortest one.

What we have necessarily achieved is as followsa@ylication of permutation
(transposition) we bring smallest weight entryhe first row at position (1, 2) in the

weighted adjacency matrix. This is achieved bygpasition of type(2, j,) , where

j; >2. The algorithm then applies transposition whichds smallest weight entry in

the second row at position (2, 3), in the transfedirwveighted adjacency matrix that
results after applying transposition mentioned @&bdwis is achieved by transposition of

type (3, j,) , where ], >3. Note that because of its special form this second
transposition doesn't affect the smallest entryieadd at position (1, 2) while bringing
smallest entry (weight) in the second row at posi(2, 3) by this second transposition!
This story continues, i.e. the later applied tras#ipons doesn't affect the results of
earlier transpositions because of the special ehmiche transpositions and at end
achieves smallest possible weights in the row®sitipns on theliagonal neighboring
the principle diagonal, i.e. at positions (1, 2), (2, 3), ...p-L, p), of the evolved
weighted adjacency matrix, evolved through the sssiwe transpositions of specially
chosen type. Thus, we have achieved the neighbdraggpnal which represents the
weights on the Hamiltonian path

122230 (4] o (p=D - P

to contain smallest entries from the rows of itlgigiven weighted adjacency matrix.

Question 2.5.1:When the Hamiltonian path

1523 (+) >~ (p-) -p
thus produced by this algorithm will be the desisbdrtest Hamiltonian path?
Answer: The Hamiltonian path

1223~ = (j+] == (p=) - P

will be shortest if and only if we will (somehow)amage the maximization of sum of
weights of entries in the triangular shaped submafrthe transformed adjacency
matrix, i.e. when the following sum
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getsmaximized.

Now, the next question that naturally arises ifodews:

Question 2.5.2:How to maximize this sum?

We will try to come to its possible answer but efthat let us consider following

Example 2.5.1:We consider following weighted adjacency matrixresggnting a
weighted complete graph and find the Hamiltoniath pa its relabeled copy in the form

122230 o (j+] == (p=D) P

by applying “algorithm 1”. We will see that this Kdtonian path is not shortest one. We
consider the following weighted adjacency matrid apply “algorithm 1” to it:

016 8 4
1085
6 809 7
8 59 0 8
4 6 7 8 0

(1) Since entry at position (1, 2) is already sesdlin the first row we proceed to next
step.

(2) Since entry in position (2, 4) =5 is smallessecond row we apply transposition (3,
4) on the above matrix that results into matrix

0186 4
1 8 6
8 509 8
6 8907
4 6 8 7 0]
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(3) Since entry in position (3, 5) = 8 is smallesthird row we apply transposition (4, 5)
on the above matrix that results into matrix

01846

056 8
8 5089
46 80 7
6 8 9 7 0]

Clearly, in this transformed weighted adjacencyrirdhe Hamiltonian path

1,2.3,4.5
4
W iy =21
has total Weight; i, (i+1)
1=
p-2 p
-~ oo
Now, it is easy to check th 1 2(72) I'in this case is equal to 41,

This sum is actuallpot maximized as we will see below. We actually need to apply
some more permutations on the given weighted adggomatrix that are suitable to
maximize this sum. Now without displaying all nes&y suitable permutations we have
to carry out for maximization of this sum we give ffiinal result below depicting the
transformed form of theameweighted adjacency matrix with which we starteglgipg
algorithm 1. It is

05889
5016 8
8 10 46
8 6 40 7
9 8 6 7 0]

Clearly, in this transformed weighted adjacencyrirdhe Hamiltonian path
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4
has total weight_zl: Wi+ = 17
i=

p-2 p

Now, it is easy to check thazl: _ (Z:XV'J in this case is equal to 45.
1=1 J=(1 +

It can be checked Hyrute force that is this desired sum hamximized now and so the
Hamiltonian path that we have thus obtained intthesformed weighted adjacency
matrix is actually theshortestone!

Thus, the problem of finding shortest Hamiltoniattpin the form
12258 n ] = (j+) -~ (p=D ~p

has become eonstrained optimization problem of following type:

Problem 2.5.1:Given weighted adjacency matrix corresponding ¢ovan weighted
complete graph then devise permutations whichtvahsform this matrix such that path

122230 o (j+]) oo (p=D - p

has shortest length. In other words, devise seguehpermutations to be applied on
given weighted adjacency matrix to be applied @ngiven weighted complete graph

p-2 p
such thatle __ZZWU gets maximized and thus the transformed matriresgmts the
same Weilc‘;]_htejz;j(lcor)nplete graph in disguise.
Now, this sum can be seen as made up of sum aésmrcolumn®, (p-1), (-2), ...,
W, W,

such thap-th column contains entriééllp : Py .oy (P-2)p , (p-1)-th column

contains entrieyvl( p-1) , W2( p-1), ..., VV(p—3)(p—1) , etc.
We now proceed to discuss a possible algorithradklé this problem.

Algorithm 2.5.2 (An Approximation Algorithm):
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W,

(1) We begin withmaximizing ¥ "1p . Pick largest weight edge sa\o]ij in the given

weighted adjacency matrix,At; . Transform this weight to positioWlp by applying
product of transposition{l, |)( J ’ p) on AG . Thus, we have now maximizé’éf’lp :

(2) Now, among the edges emerging from vertex witelldbandp in the transformed

weighted adjacency matri>¢,At; , due to step (1), find some edges

(1, J), ( P, J),J e J such that(l J) is smallest among the edges emerging from 1 and
( P, J) is smallest among the edges emerging fpolpply product of transpositions

(2, |)( p- 1, J) on new transformedo\g we get after step (1) so that weights
d Wp

W12 an -1) p are now smallest possible for the situation.

(3) Now, among the edges emerging from vertex withllakend p-1) in the

transformed weighted adjacency matr'r%s , due to step (2), find some edges
(Z,J), ( p -1 J),J % J such that (2, J) is smallest among the edges emerging from 2
and ( P-—= :L J) is smallest among the edges emerging frpsh)( Apply product of

transpositions(3, J )( p- 2, J) on new transformedo\g we get after step (2) so that

weights W23 and VV( p—-2)(p-1) are now smallest possible for the situation.

(4) Continue steps like (2) and (3) of applying sueabanspositions till we reach at the

state having smallest possible weights Jéﬁz : W23 : W34 ;

..... VV( p-2)(p-1) , VV( p-1) p in the given situation and all other edges havgelar
weights.

(5) Now, all vertices have been relabeled and we hasgned smallest possible weights
to edges comprising the Hamiltonian path

12230 (4~ o (p=D -
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Now, apply suitable transpositions of tyﬂai + 2),i =12,--- by checking that they
p-1

cause improvement in the suz 1(i+1)
1=

[

Example 2.5.2:We consider following weighted adjacency matriapply “algorithm
2"

(0 11 2 5 3]
11 0 1 6 3
2 1 0 12 4
5 6 12 0 8
3 3 4 8 0

(1) Since W34 is largest so we apply product of transpositions3jl4,5) on this matrix
leading to

0 1 2 4 12
1 0 11 3 6
2 11 0 3 5
4 3 30 8

12 6 5 8 O

(2) VV12 ia already minimum so to minimiZW45 we apply transposition (3, 4) on
above matrix leading to new matrix as follows:

(0 1 4 2 12]
1 0 311 6
4 3 0 3 8
2 113 0 5
12 6 8 5 0

(3) As per step (5) of the algorithm to achieving fiert minimization, we apply
transposition (1, 3) on above matrix leading to meatrix as follows:
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0 3 4 3 8]
30 1 11 6
41 0 2 12
311 2 0 5
8 6 12 5 0

Clearly, in this transformed weighted adjacencyrirdhe Hamiltonian path

1-2-3-4-5

4
has total Weightz W gy =11
i=L

The Ordered Weighted Adjacency List and Sub-listsWe now proceed with the
discussion of the main results of this paper. Wppse a smart algorithm to find shortest
Hamiltonian path and shortest Hamiltonian circnithe given weighted complete graph.

Definition 2.5.1: Theweighted adjacency list WAL(G) , associated with the given

weighted complete grapf , onp vertices, is the following bitableau in which tieét
tableau represents weights of the edges represkntesrtex pairs written in the same
row in the right tableau.

Definition 2.5.2: The weighted adjacency list is calleadiered weighted adjacency list
and denoted a©WAL (G) when the rows of weighted adjacency list are sonpézd

that the weights in the left tableau get orderexd these weights form a nondecreasing
sequence in the downward direction. In other watttis weighted adjacency list becomes
ordered weighted adjacency list when the left tbleecomes a nondecreasing column
of entries representing weights of the edges writtehe corresponding row in the right
tableau. Th¥VAL(G) is following bitableau:

W, (i) |
Wi, (i, ]2)
WAL(G) =| .
W, (il 1 J|)
| imim (im’jm)_
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where, m:M.

2
The OWAL(G) is the following bitableau:

W, () |
\Nizjz (iz’ JZ)
OWAL(G)=| - .
W ()
wherem:M and in addition,VVilj1 = VVi2j2 S5 VVimjm

2

Definition 2.5.3: Theweighted adjacency sub-list SUDWAL(G), is essentially any
sub-bitableau made by picking some portion of 8L (G) , i.e. made by picking any
rows among the rows MAL(G) .

Definition 2.5.4: Theordered weighted adjacency sub-list SUDOWAL(G) , is

essentially any sub-bitableau made by picking sporgon of theOWAL(G) and
keeping them in the same nondecreasing ordemade by picking any rows among the
rows in OWAL(G) and keeping them in the same ordered form.

Definition 2.5.5: Thesizeof weighted adjacency sub-list, or ordered weidlatdjacency
sub-list, is the cardinality of entries in the didd; i.e. number of rows in the sub-
bitableau representing that sub-list.

Definition 2.5.6: Theweight of the weighted adjacency sub-list, or orderedyvesd
adjacency sub-list, is the sum of weights in tliedeb-tableau representing that sub-list.

It is easy to checkhat

(A) A set of p-1) vertex pairs in the right tableau GWAL(G) together represents a
Hamiltonian path if (i) these pairs together comtall the vertices, (ii) the degrees of all
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but two vertices is two, (iii) the degree of th# But two vertices is one, and (iv) these
vertex pairs together form a connected graph.

(B) A set ofp vertex pairs in the right tableau @WAL(G) together represents a

Hamiltonian circuit if (i) these pairs together tain all the vertices, (ii) the degrees of all
vertices is two, and (iii) these vertex pairs tbgetform a connected graph.

These two easy checks will form enportant backbone of our exact algorithm for
finding shortest Hamiltonian path or shortest Haémnilan circuit in the given weighted
complete graph.

We now proceed with

Algorithm 2.5.3 Shortest Hamiltonian Path (Exact):

(1) Form ordered weighted adjacency IBYVAL(G), corresponding to given weighted
complete graph.

(2) Form all possible ordered weighted adjacency &is; BUDOWAL(G), each of size
(p-1).

(3) Arrange these sub-lists in lexicographic ordesénordance with their respective
weights.

(4) Use easy check (A) mentioned above in successtartiGg with smallest weight sub-
list) on each sub-list and stop at the first susces

(5) Record the Hamiltonian path thus obtained and @gkat. This will be a desired
shortest Hamiltonian path!

[]
Algorithm 2.5.4 Shortest Hamiltonian Circuit (Exact):

(1) Form ordered weighted adjacency VWAL (G), corresponding to given weighted
complete graph.

(2) Form all possible ordered weighted adjacency &is;BUbDOWAL(G), each of size
p.

(3) Arrange these sub-lists in lexicographic ordesénordance with their respective
weights.

(4) Use easy check (B) mentioned above in successiartiig with smallest weight sub-
list) on each sub-list and stop at the first susces
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(5) Record the Hamiltonian circuit thus obtained asdneight. This will be a desired
shortest Hamiltonian circuit!

Example 3: Consider following weighted adjacency matrix: -
0 1 6 8 4]
1 8 5 6
6 8 0 9 7
8 5 9 0 8
4 6 7 8 0

The ordered weighted adjacency list for this ib@®w, conveniently in the form of a 2-
columned table:

(1,2)

(1,5)

(2,4)

(1,3)

(2,5)

(3,5

(2,3)

(1,4)

(4,5)

OO |N|O|O| U~

3.4)

It is easy to check that pairs {(1,2), (1,5), (28)5)} together form the desired shortest
Hamiltonian path as per the “algorithm 3” and pé&{ds2), (1,5), (2,4), (3,5), (3,4)}
together form the desired shortest Hamiltonianuiiras per the “algorithm 4.

2.6 A New TSP Algorithm for Graphs satisfying Triargle Inequality: For complete
graphs with vertices as points representing cdresa realistic planar map and where the
weights on the edges are real distances we prdapedellowing criterion for a
Hamiltonian tour to be optimal. This criterion i®otivated from appropriate extension of
the idea of geodesic, i.e. the curve of shorteggtliejoining two points on a surface that
we determine for the surface under consideratioamgusalculus of variation, e.g. by
solving Euler-Lagrange equation one finds thatigittdine is geodesic for plane and for
any two points on plane, the length of the stralgi® segment joining these two points is
thus the shortest distance.

Now, suppose we averthree non-collinear points on the plane say
A, B, C. What is the smooth curve of shortest lar{geodesic) passing through all these
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points? Let us join points A, B and then B, C Istraight line segments (and make
smooth their join at B) and obtain smooth curve ABSimilarly, join points A, C and
then C, B by a straight line segments (and makeofimtheir join at C) and obtain
smooth curve A-C-B. Now which one among these aA«B-C and A-C-B is shortest?
Move the tangent vector along both the curves are down the magnitude of rotation
(at B and C respectively) for both these curddse curve for which the magnitude of
the angle of rotation of tangent vector (at B or Cwill be least will be the shortest
onel

Givemdistinct points on a plane,vi,vz,---,vp} and suppose we
construct all possible Hamiltonian paths betw&fgrto Vp (passing through all other

points only once). Which one among these is shi@fdse one for which the sum of
the magnitudes of the angles of rotation of tangentector (at each intermediate
node) will be least will be the shortest Hamiltonia path! Also, suppose we construct
all possible Hamiltonian tours (passing throughpalhts only once). Which one among
these is shortesithe one for which the sum of the magnitudes of thangles of
rotation of tangent vector (at each intermediate nde) will be least will be the
shortest Hamiltonian tour!

Algorithm 2.6.1 (An Economical Hamiltonian Tour for Real TS passing through
Real Cities):

Let{lq,lo, I ,---,I’p} be the position vectors of points representirigesion plane
(with respect to some origin).
1\P
(1) Find the following vector (center of masd} = (— fi
PJi=1

(2) Find r =max|R-r; |

(3) By taking the point representing vectBt (center of mass) as center draw a
circle with radius equal té (clearly, all points represented by position vesto

{1,y T ,---,rp} will lie inside this circle).

(4) Draw radii to this circle passing through eachpogépresenting a position vector
{ rl’r2”r| ’,rp}

(5) Name the end points of these radii on the circle’ié)'y the radius is passing

throughtj, foralli =1,2,---, p.

(6) Form the sequence of points by starting with sontepmint of some radius and
moving to the next end point of radius in succeassioticlockwise (or, clockwise)

till you reach to the starting point. Let it tli#l — ri/2 O rii

(7) Join (by vectors) and construct Hamiltonian cird:nyitreplacingl‘i/j by I‘ij in the

above sequence to forl‘?1 - I‘i2 — e ril.
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Remark 2.6.1: The Hamiltonian circuit thus obtained will have'yenuch close to
the minimum the sum of the magnitudes of the angfl@stations of the tangent
vector going around this Hamiltonian circuit.

2.7 NP-Complete Problems and Unstructured Searcht is clear to see that we will be
able to solve NP-Complete problems if we can destsre novel algorithm for
unstructured search which will have superioritgrponential order over the existing
algorithms for unstructured search. For search afas&eN, Grover’s [9] quantum
search algorithm- O(\/N ) certainly speeds up the well known classical algor
~O(N), but only polynomially.

Grover’'s quantum searahgorithm can be adapted quite readily to
solve NP-Complete problems albeit again in expdaktime, but (only) with
reduced exponent compared to what is known cladis[@®].In this section we will
propose a novel classical algorithm which will shiawprovement of exponential
order over existing algorithms. With this algorittwe will certainly be in the
position to say that we indeed are in possessi@olotion to NP-complete problems!
The unstructured search problem asks for searsbro€ predefined number, called
target, from given unstructured list of numbersthis paper we propose a novel
classical algorithm with complexity O(LogN fpr searching the target from
unstructured list of numbers. We thus propose aalgarithm, which achieves
improvement of exponential order over existing althpoms. Supposal is the largest
number in the list then we considédimensional vector space with Euclidean basis.
With each of the numbers in the given unstructlistdve associate the unique basis
vector among the vectors that form together thdi&ean basis. For example
supposg is a number in the list then we associate witk thimbejj the unique basis
vector in the above mentiondddimensional vector spackj > = transpose(0, 0, O,
...,0,0,1,0,0,...,0,0, 0), where there igefitonly atj-th place and every where
else there is entry 0. We then divide the givetndisiumbers in two roughly equal
parts (i.e. we divide the given bag, B say, comgscrambled numbers in two
roughly equal parts and put them in two separags,daag B1 and bag B2. We
represent the list of numbers in bag B1, bag Bhénform of equally weighted
superposition of basis vectors associated witmthmbers contained in these bags,
namely, we represent list in Bag B1 (Bag B2) amgls state formed by equally
weighted superposition of orthonormal basis stitesing Euclidean basis
corresponding to numbers in the bag B1 (bag Bajhetwy |, > (|¢, >). Lett be
the target number. It will be represented as lstatg t > called target state. We then
find the value of scalar product of target stgte with |¢, > (or |¢, >). It will

revel us whetherbelongs to bag B1 (or bag B2) which essentialgbées us to carry
out the binary search and to achieve above memtier@(LogN )complexity!

2.7.1 Preamblé The unstructured search problem requires usitbdiparticular
target item amongst a setfcandidates. We can label thé$eandidates by indices
xin the rangé< x< N, and we are supposed to find the index of thglsoafter
target item,x =t, say. Now, suppose theSenumbers, as tags associated with items
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as identifiers for these items, be mixed randomtyag each other in a bag. Your
task is to pick out the targex,=t, in fewest possible trials from this bag contagnin
this randomly done mixture of numbers. It is tEedom mixing of numbers which
makes this list of numbers unstructured. This seasally the well-known so called
problem of unstructured search. Also, it is welbkm that the existing classical
algorithm for the solution of this problem has cdexty ~ O(N) and Grover’s

guantum algorithm developed by Lov Grover [1] hasplexity ~ O(\/N) .

We now propose a nalassical algorithm which achieves
exponential speedup over existing algorithms. Theadled binary search algorithm
can determine the number which is declared astténa the given list oN
numbers with complexity of the order 6fO(LogN byt this algorithm works only
when given list of numbers is sorted (ordered).

For our new algorithre tegin with associating a unique unit
vector from the standard Euclidean basis with eachber in the given scrambled
bag of numbers, thus, we consider each numbeeibdly as a unique basis vector in
the N-dimensional Euclidean space when the largest numhbe given scrambled
list of numbers in the bag M. Thus, each numbegin the given list is represented as
state| j >, a column vector, where,

|j>=|0

0
It is important to note that all the scalar compueef this vector are 0 except scalar
component in the plagdrom top which is equal to 1. Further, we ass@cegually
weighted superposition of basis vectors with gilistnof numbers. Thus, we
represent entire list as a single superposed stete,,i,,i;, --,ig, -, be the
numbers in the bag and there is no order relatwong thes& numbers, then we

represent this entire list as a single stpfe>, obtained as superposition state:

|l//>:|i1>+|i2 >+|i3>+"'+|iR>+"'+|iN >

We further consider projection of stdtg > on the target stat¢t > . In other words,
we consider scalar product | >. This scalar product will obviously satisfy the
following conditions:
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<t|@ > = 0, if state|t > doesn’t belong to basis states forming sldte

and

<t|y@ > = 1, if state|t > belongs to basis states forming state>

This simple fact will enable us to carry out theided binary search on the
scrambled list of numbers. We will see how in tlgoathm given below.

2.7.2 Algorithm:

1.

Let B be the bag containing scrambled list of nural§e,i,,is,--,ig,--,i,} and

let N be the largest among the numbers in this giverByaond lett be the

number which is target to be searched.

ConsidemN-dimensional Euclidean vector space, E, with Eeaibasis of unit
vectors. Thus, a basis stgtg> = transpose (0, 0,0, ...,0, 1,0, ..., 0), whdlre a
components are 0 excgpth component which is 1. Note that with each nunbe
in the bag we will be associating state> in the Euclidean basis.

Divide list in bag B, in any arbitrary way, into &vsub-lists of roughly equal sizes
N, and N,, and put them in bags B1 and B2. Let now bag Bitain scrambled

numbers{iy,,i;,,-++,i;,} and bag B2 contains scrambled numbers

{is,i0, 415} , where, p= g from the original scrambled list.

Form any one of the following superposed states:
|, >=iyy >+ ][I, >+ +] lip >

(or, [, >=1, >+ iy, >+ | i2q >)
and consider scalar prodactfy, > (or <t|¢, >)
Suppose we have formed stdle > and if <t |y, > = 1 then staté¢t > is
member of the superposition of states that forme$iy, >. Else, if<t|¢, > =
0 then staté¢t > is member of the superposition of states thah$ostate ¢/, > .
When<t |y, > = 1, then set B1 = B and go to step 3. Wkdrj¢, > = 0, then

set B2 = B and go to step 3.
Continue till We (obviously) reach the desired &rstate and thus the number
which is target.

2.7.3 Example: Suppose we are given {2, 11, 7, 5, 3, 6, 9, 4}caarabled list of
numbers in Bag B and suppose number 3 is our targetve wish to locate and find
number 3 in this scrambled list. As per steps gbathm we divide these numbers, in
bag B say, into two bags B1, B2 such that bag Bitains numbers {2, 11, 7, 5} and
bag B2 contains numbers {3, 6, 9, 4}. Since 1heslargest number in the list of
given numbers we consider 11-dimensional Euclidestor space and form state
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|, >=|2>+ |11>+ |7 >+ |5>, Further, we find scalar producB| ¢, >,
which is equal to 0. So, clearly, target 3 belotogsag B2. So, we set B2 = B and
proceed with step 3, i.e. the division of this ngdéfined bag B. In other words, we
will then have newly defined bags B1 = {3, 6} and B {9, 4}. We form state

|, >=|3>+|6> and again find scalar produst3|¢, >which is equal to 1. So,

clearly, target 3 belongs to bag B1. So, we setBland proceed with division of
this newly defined bag B. In other words, we widMe now newly defined bags B1 =
{3} and B2 = {6}. We form statg ¢, >=|3> and again find scalar product

< 3|y, >which turns out to be equal to 1. So, we have thiained the desired
target!

2.7.4 Some New Quantum Algorithms for Unstructured searchwe
develop three new quantum algorithms for searcthieglesired target state in the
unstructured database of sMeThe first algorithm requirdsog N iterative steps. It
constructs two quantum bags of equal size in t&itwo quantum states, out of
which exactly one quantum state will have nonzeserlap with the target state. This
determination of overlap is done by taking the mpre@duct, inLog N time [11], of
the implicitly known target state with any one bése two quantum states. The
second algorithm requires just one single step kvbges a new suitable operator and
the choice of this operator is problem dependentjtidepends upon the number of
qubits required to be used to represent an elemehé index set. The third
algorithm again requires only a single step ansl éfgorithm makes use of a fixed
(same) operator. It is known that algorithm fortonstured database search can be
easily adaptable for solvingP-Complete problems. However, the computational
complexity ofNP-Complete problems after the adaptations of both the clatsis
well as quantum [9] search algorithms remains efeékponential order as the
exponent for quantum [9] algorithm changes onlgrie-half times the exponent for
classical algorithm. But for our quantum algorithtine exponent falls substantially
so that our new quantum algorithms for unstructwestch are capable if reducing
the computational complexity &fP-Complete problems to polynomial order! We
propose in all three new quantum algorithms fortutsured database searchNIfs
the size of the unstructured database then we statwve can pick out the desired
target in justLogN steps by the first algorithm, and in just singkgpsby the other

two algorithms! The innovation in the first algdwih consists of dividing the given
database into two equal sized databases in tertmgajuantum states and By using
the idea of taking inner product inogN time [11] of any one these quantum states

representing the quantum bags with the target sthteh enables one to find out the
guantum state to which the target state belongs!

We now proceegbropose our first guantum algorithm for
unstructured search. This new quantum algorithregeds roughly as follows: It
begins with the preparation of the implicitly knowasired target state. Starting with
a quantum bag that contains target, i.e. startiitly avquantum state that contains the
target state it then carries out the constructiamvo suitable initial quantum states
using state that contains the target state indperposition. It then evaluates the
inner product of the target state with any oneheftivo initially constructed quantum
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states mentioned above. The value of this innedyorbdetermines to which quantum
state the target state belongs. This quantum tetatdich target state belong is used
further to construct two more new suitable quanstates and the same procedure is
repeated iteratively. By iterating these stepslfogN times we will see that with
these steps one directly arrives at the desirgetatate and completes the search. As
mentioned above the generate-and-test type clasdgmaithm or quantum [9]
algorithm for unstructured database search thoaghbe easily adapted to solve the
NP-Complete problems still the computational complexity ofsbealgorithms after
the adaptations remains that of the exponentiaraad the exponent for quantum [9]
algorithm changes only to one-half times the expofar classical algorithm. But for
our first quantum algorithm the exponent becomespthilynomial of logarithm of the
exponent for the classical algorithm. Therefore, fast quantum algorithm reduces
the computational complexity &fP-Complete problems to polynomial order! N is
the size of the unstructured database then we #metwve can attain the desired
target in justLogN steps! To attain the desired target the best knpenerate-and-

test type classical algorithm and quantum [9] atbar for unstructured search
requires roughly% steps andvN steps respectively. This implies that only

guadratic speedup is achievable by quantum [9]rghgo over classical algorithm.
Though such speedup is quite good one still ibisgood enough as it doesn’t tame
the problems with exponential complexity. A forrsgtement of unstructured search
problem is as follows: Consider a search problea ribquires to find a particular
element of the database. Given a set contaiNingndidates, and suppose thise

candidates are labeled by indiced the rangeD < X< (N —1), and that the index

of the sought after target itemXs = t . Let there be a computational oracle, or
“black-box function”, ft (X) , that when presented with an indegan pronounce on

whether or not it is the index of the target. Speally, ft (X) is defined such that

f.(X) =1if X =1 and f,(X) = 0if X # t where 1 stands for YES and 0
stands for NO. The search problem is unstructuesaiise there is no discernible

pattern to the values oft (X) to provide any guidance in findir?é =1 .Ourjobis

to find indexX = t , using fewest calls to the oracje(x). Oracle is nothing but a

factitious mathematical device that allows onestineate the computational cost of
some algorithm measured in the units of the “nundbealls to this oracle”, required
to reach the solution. “Oracle” or “black-box fuioet” or “knowledge holder” are
synonyms, and if we consider for example the probdé finding name given
telephone number what is the oracle? The ‘oranl¢his case is the ‘telephone
directory’ itself. We now express the search probie quantum mechanical
language. A quantum analog of the bag of indicesbearegarded as an equally

weighted superposition of all the indices in thegaO< X< (N —1) , i.e. the
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guantum statd W >=— \/— Z| X > Thus, the bag of all indices can be looked

upon as a wave functio¥ > given above. Let us suppose thdt= 2" Therefore,

using binary representation for all the indiceth@ bag we can express the wave
function representing bag of indices as

|L|J>_— Z|||

|1 iy, -1,=0

To prepare such state is in fact a very &asly. For this one just need to take as a
1

starting state a tensor productafiumber of zero ketdO >:( ) , and then apply

0

Hadamard operatol , on each zero ke‘o > in the tensor product. Thus,

T Z|II i >=H""]00---0>

IRPR
The implicitly known target staﬂd >=|ttt, .-t > where eactt; 0{01} , can

|W >=

be prepared using the oraclé,-, (X) , which gives value 1 wheX = t and 0
when X # 1, by expressing the target stal§,> corresponding to indexX = t by

using the relation of the target stal§,> , and the oracle functionft (X) . This
relation can be expressed in the following two egl&int forms:

|t>——[1 (D" ]jw> ®
or,
|t>=§[1—[1—2|t><t|]]|lP> (B)

We now divide the elements in the bag contgmndices X , such that
0<x<(N -1, into two bags such that the first bag will conthalf indices, i.e.

N
all those indicesX, such thaO < X< (E —1) and the second bag will contain

N
remaining half indices, i.e. all those indice§, such thatz S Xs (N _1). Itis

easy to achieve this by constructing these batgrins of two quantum states,
|¥, > and| ¥, > as follows, where

|¥, >=|0>0H""™ |00---0>

and,
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|¥, >=1>0H""" |00---0>
Note that the ke}00- -0 > in the above expressions gy > and|¥; > is of
Iength(n - 1) , 1.e. a computational basis state(ﬁ(n_l)) dimensional Hilbert
space, whilel qu > and|qJ1 > are obviously states iR" dimensional Hilbert

space. AIsoJ qu > represents the bag that contains all those indiesuch that

N
O<xs (E -1) and| L|J1 > represents the bag that contains all those indiXes

N
such thatE < X< (N -1 asdesired.

The idea behind our new quantum algorithmnmpte terms is to divide “the bag
which contains the target state” at each iterattep into two separate bags of equal
size such that now the target state will belongaime one and only one of these two
bags which now has become equal to half of theditiee original bag and then to
determine by taking inner product of any one stapegesenting these bags with the
target state to which the target state belongss Weimanage to reduce the size of
the bag that contains the target state in eadmneotérations to half of its size at that
stage. By proceeding along these lines finallylthg that contains the target state
will become of size one, i.e. it will contain orthye target state itself. Thus, we first
begin with the bag represented by the wave fundtléf™, this original bag contains

all numbers from 0 tdN-1., i.e. it contains the target state.
We now proceed systematically with our fivetv quantum algorithm through precise
steps as follows:

1. The First New Quantum Search Algorithm implyingP = NP :

(i) Construct quantum statf®¥ > say, representing the bag of all indicés such
that 0< X< (N —1) . Namely,
1 Lo
|W>=—— > |iji,--i,>=H""|00--0>
\/Nil,iz,~-~in=0
Let N = 2" Since,t O[0,(2" -1)], therefore|t > W > i.e. certainly,
<t|W>z0,

(i) Sincetd[0,(2" —1)], we divide the indices in this bag into two pants
identical size and put them into two new bags. Thone in equivalent terms as
follows. Construct two quantum statg®, > and| ¥, >representing these two

bags such thdt¥, > will represent the bag that contains all thosécies] X , such
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that 0< X < (Z(H) -1 and| l'Pl > will represent the bag that contains all those
indices, X, such that?™™ < x < (2" =1) . Thus, we have
|¥, >=|0>0H""" |00--0>
and,
|¥, >=|1>0H"" |00---0>
This further implies that eithgg >L W, > or [t >0 W, >.

(iif) Take inner product of the implicitly known targﬂate“ > expressed above in
two equivalent forms, (A) or (B), with any one bkttwo quantum states
representing two bags of indices, namé¢N/, > and|¥, > given above.

Case (a): Without loss of generality (WLO&)ppose if <t | ¥, >% 0 then
clearly we can infer thdtt >L] ¥, >, i.e. t O[0,(2"™ -1)], i.e. t belongs to the
first bag that contains all those indice$, such that0 < x < (2" —-1)

Case (b): Without loss of generality (WLOG), suppds<t|¥, >=0, i.e.
<t|W, >%0, then clearly we can infer that >L] W, > ie.

tO[2™",(2" -1)], i.e. t belongs to the second bag that contains all those
indices, X, such tha?"™ < x< (2" -1).

(iv) Case (a): Sincd O [0, (2™ -1)], we divide this bag of indices into two equal
parts and put them into two new bags. This is domguivalent terms as follows.
Construct two quantum statg#,, > and | W,, >representing these two bags such

that | W,, > will represent the bag that contains all thoséciesi X , such that
0< x< (22 1) and| W,. > will represent the bag that contains all those
indices, X , such that2" ™ < X< (2™ —=1) . Thus, we have

|W,, >=|0>|0>0H""? |00.--0>

and,
|W,, >=|0>[1>0H""? |00.--0>

This further implies that eith¢f >L] W, > or |t >0 W,, >.

Case (b): Sincd O[2"™ 2" =1)], we divide this bag of indices into two equal
parts and put them into two new bags. This is doreguivalent terms as follows.

Construct two quantum state¥,, > and | L|J11 > representing these two bags such

that | W, > will represent the bag that contains all thosécies| X , such that
20 < x < (2(n_1) + (Z(n_z) =1 and|W,; > will represent the bag that
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contains all those indice® , such that(2"™ +2") < x< (2" =1 . Thus,
we have
|¥,, >=|1>|0>0H""? |00---0>
and,
| W, >=|1>|1>0H "2 |00---0>

This further implies that eithét > W), > or [t > W, >.

(v) As is done iniii), by taking inner product of the target stiiife> now with
|Woo > or |W,, > when case (a) is true, or with;, > or | ¥, > when case (b) is

true we determine to which quantum bag represdmndbese quantum states the
target state is part of, i.e. the target stateahasnzero overlap with. We continue
on these lines with dividing, each time the corggeintum bag (the one containing
the target state), into two separate new quantuge tih (assuredly) the size of the
correct quantum bag (that has nonzero overlaptartet state) will reduce to the
bag containing just one entry, i.e. the targeestaelf!!

[

2. The Second New Quantum Search Algorithm implyind® = NP :
Let X . 0<x< (N —1) . be an element in the unstructured database ®fNiz

Let N =2" henceO < X< (2n —1) . our aim in the unstructured database

search problem is to locate and pick out the tairgmx,t [] [0, (2n _1)] . Note
that with each indeXX we can associate a computational basis ské(t@, made up
of N qubits, i.e.] X >= X, X, -+ X, > where, %; [{01},1<i<n. so, our aim
in the unstructured database search problem ighstantially amplify the amplitude
of the target statd,t > . Suppose we have a 1-YES quantum oracle defintstrims

— f
of operator,O, which performs the operatid® | X >= (=1) > | X> where as
mentioned previouslyf, (X) is defined such thaf, (X) =1 i X = t and
ft (X)=0 it X#1. where ft (X) =1 stands for YES ancft (X) =0 stands for

NO. It is clear to check that the operafdr is unitary. We can see that the real
operatorO is an inversion operator which only changes tha sif the target state

|t > and keeps all other statbx > unchanged. If we take a wave functight >
say, made up of some superposition of computatioasik states and operate the

operatorO on it then by its definition it will leave all thedmputational basis states
as they are and will change the sign only thahefdomputational basis state which is
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the target state. Now if we will opera€@ one more time then again it will leave all
the computational basis states as they are andestibre the sign of the target state.

Thus, 0 =00" =0'0 =1 .We defineM, =|@2" |¥ >< W |-(2“-D1)|, a
new operator. We now check the following:

Claim: MM, |W¥ >=| W >,

Proof: Note that< W |¥ >= 1 Consider the cask =1 as follows:
We haveM, = [2| W><W|-| ] , therefore,

MM, |W>=[2|Ws<W|-I2|w><w|-I]|w>
=[4|Ws<W W< Y| -2| W< W|-2|W>< W |+ || W >

=[4| W< W W< W -4 W< Y|+l ]|W>
=[4|w><W[-4|W><w|+l]|w>

=|W > Let us now consider the cake= 2 as follows:
M;Mz|LP>:[4|HJ><HJ|—3I][4|HJ><qJ|—3I]|qJ>
=[16|W><W|W><W|-12|W>< W |-12|W>< W |+9] || ¥ >
=[16|W><W|W><W|-24|W >< W |+9]]| W >

=[16|W >< W |-24|W>< W |+91]||W >

=[16|W > -24| W > +9| W >||

=W >. On similar lines the general case also follows:

MM, W >= 24 |Ws<w |26 -1)i |24 |w < w -2 -1)i ]| w >
=[2% | W >< W -202K 24 — D) W >< W [+2F -~~~ DI ||w >
:|.22k — 9% _ 92k 4 ok 4 ok 4 o2k _ ok _ ok +1J|q_,>

=[2% - 2(2%) + 2(2%) + 2% - 2(2) +1|| W >

=P >,

We now define the operator called the “total opmtal, =M ,O. We are now

ready to discuss our second algorithm which requindy a single stepo find the
target state! Before we discuss the algorithm &tesine important result which is
used in this algorithm.

Claim: Let the initial wave function| ¥ >, representing the quantum bag of indices
be an equally weighted superposition of computatibasis stateel,X >, of length
K,ie.the guantum bag contai&k indices. Also, let there be only one target state,
|t >, then the target statH > can be found, or reached, or attained, or acHieve

by just operating only once the operallgr_;) = M ;O on this wave function,
|W >,
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(2-1)

Proof: It is clear to see theltLIJ /2k Zl x> , where| X >=]iji, -

We now operate the operati_, =M ;O on the wave functioh¥ >. Thus
we have

2
T | W >= M O | W >= M(k—1)|:| W>-—It >}

V2r
= [(2<k-1> |W><@|-%P -1l )]@ W > —% |t >}

k (k-1 _
:2('<‘1)|qJ>—2(k‘1)|L|J>+|l1J>——2 |W><W|t>+u
/2k /2k

k (k-1)
:2(k1)|w>_2(k1)|w>+|w>_( 2 JL 1 j|LP>+2(2 >

V2t )2 V2"

(k-1
=20 P> 2(“)|L|J>+|L|J>—|l1J>+2(2

V2¢

|t>

t>

_ 22" -]
= >
Thus, we have got only the target stehte? , With nonzero amplitude and all other

basis states i > vanish, i.e. their amplitude becomes zero! No# the

amplitude of target state becomes large (in faggdai than unity). This implies that
the total “operator” is not unitary, since the antof unitary operator on a vector

preserves its length and here the chosen vectae(fuaction| ¥ >) is of unit
length (I¥ >IF=1).

t>

We now proceed to formally discuss the steps oftgerithm which consists of just

applying the appropriate “total operator” on thevevéunction,| W >, representing
the given quantum bag of indices containing a singtget index.

Thus, let the given bag of indices contaiNs= 2" elements. We will prepare the
guantum bag in terms of the wave functich-,’ >, as follows in the following

Steps of the algorithm

(i) We consider a quantum state containifigqubits, all initialized to zero, i.e. the state
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|00---0>=|0>""

(i) We apply Hadamard transform to all tRe qubits to get

i i 1 2"-1
|LP>:HD |O>D :\/ZTZ|X>.CIearIy,|t>|:|‘P>.

x=0

(iii) Since the size of the datal¥ = 2" sowe choosa'(n_l) =M (n_l)O as our “total

operator” to operate on the wave funcioh >

(iv) We carry out the action of the chosen operatohenaave function only in terms
of the target state itself!

2
T(n—l) |W >= M(n—l)olLP >= M(n1)|:| W> _\/? |t >}
_ _ 2
= [(.2<n DY s<y -2 —1)|)]{| W>-_=_|t >}
/2n
_ 2" -1)

V2"

|t>.
O

Thus, it is clear that if we carry out measurentkah we will get the target staﬂd. >,

with probability one!! Thus, this algorithm assutesto obtain the target state with 100%
guarantee!!!

3. The Third New Quantum Search Algorithm implying P = NP :
Again, Let X . 0<x< (N —1) , be an element in the unstructured database ®f siz

N . Let N=2" henceO< X< (Zn —1) . Our aim in the unstructured database
search problem is to locate and pick out the tairgmx,t [] [O, (2n _1)] . Also,
Suppose we have a 1-YES quantum oracle defineztnmstof operator,O, which
performs the operatio® | X >= (1) () | X> where as mentioned previously
f. (X)is defined such thaf, (X) =1 it X =1 and f,(X) =0 it X Z 1t where

ft (X) =1 stands for YES andct (X) =0 stands for NO. As seen previously, the

operatorO is unitary. Thus, everything is same as it wasrgvious algorithms. In
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this new quantum algorithm we will be doing nontany quantum computation, i.e.
the operator we will be using to achieve the tdskntancing the amplitude of the

target state|t >, as is done in the previous two algorithms is naitary. This

algorithm also works in just a single step, i.erihances the amplitude of the target
state to its full in just one operation of the namtary operator chosen for this
algorithm.

Steps of the algorithm

() We consider a quantum state containifigqubits, all initialized to zero, i.e. the

state |00---0>=|0>""

(i)  We apply Hadamard transform to aII tRe qubits to get

|LIJ> HI:ln |O>|:|n

\/27 le .Clearly, [t > W >.

JN

(i) We apply non-unitary operatoA——[I —O] on the wave functioh¥ >.

We get

N N

A|lP>-—[I O]|lP>-—{|‘+’>—|W>+—|t>}-|t>

N

Thus, we have seen that by the action of non-undperator,A=——

carry out the measurement then we will get theettarsgate]t >, with probablllty
one! The thing to be seen is whether it is possibleuild quantum circuit which will

perform the action of the non-unitary operatAr,zg[l —O] :

4. Remarks:

Remark 1:1t is clear to see that as the algorithm proceesiget at each iteration
the bag containing proper range of indices to whéchet index belongs, i.e. we get
during each of the iterations a proper quantumrbdgced to half in size, in terms
of a quantum state which has nonzero overlap \aithet state. Thus, as we proceed
at an intermediate stage we reach at a wave fumctio
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W, >=]iji, i, >0H "™ |00---0>

Ili2'“|k
which has nonzero overlap with the targa!tes“ > . We then divide the quantum
bag into two new quantum bags, i.e. construct tew states out of which only one

will have nonzero overlap with the target ste{tta? , to be determined by taking

inner product with any one of these two newly pregajuantum states. Thus, the
new quantum states constructed from considerafitimecearlier reached above
mentioned quantum state will be

|L|Ji1iz--'k0 >=|ijl, -1, >0 [0>0H e |00---0>

A
and

W, >, i > 01> 0H"" Y |00---0>

il|2"'ikl

Remark 2: It is interesting to see that the amplitude ofhestate in the equally

weighted superposition of states (including taggate) is initially equal te\/iN .
This state represents the initial quantum bag.rAitst iteration of the size of the
quantum bag reduces to half and this size reaahaéyfto unity, i.e. finally (at the

n" iteration) the quantum bag will contain only theget state itself! Therefore,
after first iteration the amplitude of each stat¢hie equally weighted superposition

of states becom«?/glfl . The amplitude of each state including targeestathe

superposition changes in the successive iteratisrisllows:
1 ﬁ 2 2! 1
JN VN N N
Remark 3: It is clear to see that il = LOGN iterations we will attain the target

state, i.e. in the final quantum bag, after cagyot N = LOgN iterations, will

contain only the target sta{é > jtself which will lead to the value of inner
product equal to unity.

Remark 4:1t is important to note that actually in each itema of the algorithm we
are getting one bit of the target state. i.e. éftilwrget state is

|t >:|'[1*[2...'[j -t >y >0, >0.--0 |tj >0---0|t, > thenin
first iteration we determine the first bit name|)t,1 > | in the successive iterations
we determinel t, > 1| tj >y ,| t, > Thusinn= LogN iterations we

will be able to determine the target sta{t&? , completely.
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Remark 5:Alternatively, instead of one oracle we may defmelicitly n number

of oracles, fti (X) , Which gives rise ta number of target states
I~
|t >_| tit(i+1) "'tn >, Clearly, ftl(X) = f,(X) and it gives rise to target
1 L .
statelt >—|t > . Further, by finding the nonzero inner producinesn the

inner products taken that Ml > with any one of the wave funCtiOI{é',Pio >
and| ¥, > that we build, namely} ¥,, >=|0>OH (" 100---0> and
|W, >=[1>0H "™ |00---0>, we can determine separately each bit

|ti > of the target statel:t > and then build it a:l;t >:| '[1'[2 "'tj "'tn >

Remark 6: As far as the value of inner product is concernechve only interested
to know whether it is zero or nonzero, and we atamterested in its exact value.
Therefore we can use the existing quantum algor[&jrto evaluate the inner

product with complexity- O(LogN ) . Since our new quantum algorithm requires
LogN steps to reach the desired target state and tmalive step requires to find
out one inner product which again takes tim&®(LogN) therefore, our new

quantum search algorithm is of the orde®((LogN)?) .

Remark 7: For a typicaNP-Complete problem in which one has to find an
assignment of one of the values to each of th€ variables, the number of

candidate solutiondN =b®, grows exponentially witlC . Hence, the classical
algorithm for unstructured search would therefadeettime of the order; O(b°© )

to find desired solution (as the target state) migimum weight Hamiltonian
circuit among the all possible Hamiltonian circuatsa solution for the traveling

salesman problem, whereas the Grover’'s quanturmitdgo[1] would take a time
C

of the order,~ O(b?2) . But from the complexity of the order O((LogN)?) that
we get for our quantum search algorithm it is @assheck that our quantum search

2
algorithm will takes time of the order; O(b(LogC) ) , thus an impressive
(exponential) speedup over existing classical @n¢um algorithm. We thus have
managedP = NP using our new quantum search algorithm.

Example 1Llet the bag of indices contains numbdf@12,--- 15 and let the
target elementt =11. We begin with the wave functioh¥ >, namely,

| W >=H "* | 0000> which contains the target staé,>=[11>=|1011>.
We now follow the steps of the algorithm:
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Cleary<t|W >% 0, therefore, we divide quantum bag representefdby into
two bags, represented by, > and| ¥, >, where

| W, >=|0>0H " 000>, and | ¥, >=|1>0H™ | 000>,
Cleary, <t | qu >% 0, therefore, we further divide guantum bag represkhy
| W, > into two bags, represented bwlo > and | L|J11 > where
|W,>=|1>0|0>0H" |00> | and
|W,>=|1>0|1>0H"" |00>.
Cleary,<t|W,, >Z% 0, therefore, we further divide quantum bag represkhy
| LIJlo > into two bags, represented M’Ploo > and | LP101 > where
|Wioo >=11>0[0>0]0>0H [0>, ang
| Wy, >=11>01[0>0 [1>0H [0>.
Cleary <t |W,o; >% O, therefore, we further divide quantum bag repreesén
by | W01 > into two bags, represented ll)wlolo > and| W11 >, where
|Wio1o>=11>0 [0>0 1> 0 [0>, and
| Wi, >=1>0[0>0 1> 01>

Clearly,<t | LI"1011 >F O, and in fact<t | L|J1011 >=1, therefore,

We have located (reached to) the desinggbtatate]t >=|11>=|1011>,
present in the given database (initial quantumdmagaining target) in terms of the

superposition state] ¥ >=H " |0000>

Example 2:Let the bag of indices contains numbe@12,---,7} and let the target
element,t = 3. We begin with the wave functioh¥ >, namely,

| W >=H " | 000> which contains the target stalé,>=|3 >=| 011>
Carrying outstep (iv) of the second algorithmwe have

2% |w><w|-2* -y1)[ofj w 5]

:[(22 |W>< Y| —(2? —1)I)]{|LIJ >—%|t >}

=[4|w><w|—3|]{|w>—%|t>}

i|w><lv|t>+%|t>

72 72

=4|PY>-3|¥>-
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4 1 3 3
=4W>-3|W>s-——|W> —+——|t>=—|t>.
J2 222 42 V2

Example 3:Consider example same as Example 1 above. We s$olgw using
second algorithm: Let the bag of indices contaimsibers {012, --- 15} and let

the target element, =11. We begin with the wave functiopt¥ >, namely,

| W >=H " |0000> which contains the target stajé,>=[11>=|1011>
Carrying outstep (iv) of the second algorithmwe have

[2° 1w ><w |- -h)[o] w ]

=@ |w ><w|—(23—1)|)]{|w >—%|t >}

:[8|‘P><W|—7I]{|‘P>—%|t>}
:8|\P>—7|W>—4|W><\P|t>+%|t>

:8|W>—7|\P>—4|\P>.1+Z|t>zz|t>.
4 2 2

Example 4: Consider same example above. We now solve it ukindjalgorithm:
Let the bag of indices contains numbdi@12,--- 15 and let the target element,

t=11. We begin with the wave functiopy >, namely,| ¥ >= H “* |0000>
which contains the target sta{é,>=|11>=|1011>. We carry oustep (iii) of the

third algorithm, i.e. we apply non-unitary operatoA:g[l —O], on the wave

N 4
function | WY > This givesA=g[l -0] =§[I — OJ]H “* |0000>=|t >
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