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FIG. 1. Effect of the uniformly-controlled y-axis rotation
F(k−1)

k (y,θ(k−1)) for k = 3 and n qubits. Each multi-controlled gate
comprising F(k−1)

k (y,θ(k−1)) bisects the (l + 1)-th partition interval of
the function by using the conditional probability of being in right or
left side of the interval.

The Grover-Rudolph Algorithm.— The method of Grover
and Rudolph, originally proposed in Ref. [26], describes a
constructive protocol to load into an n-qubit quantum state the
discretized version { fi} of certain integrable density function
f : [xmin, xmax] ⊂IR→IR+ [37] as

|Ψ( f )〉n =

2n−1∑
i=0

√
fi |i〉 . (1)

The protocol provides a constructive algorithm which ap-
plies a sequence of operation blocks, F(k−1)

k (y,θ(k−1)), to the
initial state |0〉⊗n. For k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, each k-qubit block,
F(k−1)

k (y,θ(k−1)) =
∑2k−1−1

l=0 |l〉 〈l| ⊗ Ry(θ(k−1)
l ), corresponds to a

uniformly-controlled y-axis rotation (see Supplemental Mate-
rial [47]), where the l-th component of the angle vector θ(k−1)

is calculated as

θ(k−1)
l = 2 arccos


√√√√√∫ xmin+(l+1/2)δk

xmin+lδk
f (x)dx∫ xmin+(l+1)δk

xmin+lδk
f (x)dx

 . (2)

Here, δk =
xmax−xmin

2k−1 and l ∈ {0, . . . , 2k−1 − 1} is the index cor-
responding to the (l + 1)-th subinterval of the 2k−1 partition of
the interval [xmin, xmax]. Each multi-controlled gate compris-
ing F(k−1)

k (y,θ(k−1)) is denoted by ∧k−1

(
Ry(θ(k−1)

l )
)

and bisects
the (l+1)-th partition interval of the function by using the con-
ditional probability of being in right or left side of the interval,
as depicted in Fig. 1.

Moreover, Möttönen et al. [27] presented a generalization
of this algorithm showing how to prepare an arbitrary n-qubit
quantum state. This protocol requires 2n+2 − 4n − 4 CNOT
gates. Additionally, in [39, 40], the same authors proved
that each block F(k−1)

k (y,θ(k−1)) can be implemented with 2k−1

CNOTs and 2k−1 single-qubit gates. Therefore, we can con-
clude that this protocol and its generalizations are theoreti-
cally capable to load a discretized density function at the cost

of an exponential overhead of resources to prepare the state in
Eq. (1).

First Algorithm.— Inspired by the Grover-Rudolph algo-
rithm [26], we present an efficient method to encode dis-
cretized density functions into quantum states. By permitting
an error in the final state and assuming certain smoothness
conditions, an angle clustering significantly reduces the re-
quired entangling gates.

Let us firstly define the n-qubit representative state of a den-
sity function f (x).

Definition 1. Let f : [xmin, xmax] →IR+ be a positive function
in L2([xmin, xmax]). We define the n-qubit normalized represen-
tative state of f (x) as the n-qubit state | f (x)〉n =

∑2n−1
j=0 f (xmin+

jδn)| j〉, with δn =
xmax−xmin

2n−1 and
∑2n−1

j=0 f 2(xmin + jδn) = 1.

Note that, according to this definition, we encode the dis-
cretized function into the amplitude of a quantum state. This
is different to Grover-Rudolph algorithm, which does it in the
probability, as shown in Eq. (1).

In order to standardize the method, we first transform
the interval of the target function to [0, 1], so the units
become dimensionless. This change of variables is given
by x′ = xmin + xL, with x′ ∈ [xmin, xmax], x ∈ [0, 1] and
L = xmax − xmin. From now on, we consider our function
standardized, which enables us to state the main theorem that
stands this first algorithm.

Theorem 1.— Let f : [0, 1] →IR+ be a positive integrable
function in L2([0, 1]) and 0 ≤ η ≤ 8π a constant such that
η = supx∈[0,1]

∣∣∣∂2
x log f 2(x)

∣∣∣. Then, it is posible to approximate
the n-qubit representative state of f (x), | f (x)〉n, by a quantum
state |Ψ( f )〉n such that the fidelity |〈Ψ( f )| f (x)〉n|2 ≥ 1− ε with
at most 2k0(ε) − 1 two-qubit gates, with

k0(ε) = max
{
d−

1
2

log2(4−n −
96
η2 log(1 − ε))e, 2

}
, (3)

and the circuit to perform it is provided in Fig. 2(i).

In the following, let us analyze each part of the algorithm.
Firstly, we will prove a bound for the difference between con-
secutive angles and the algebraic properties of the density
function. The following lemma provides a sufficient condition
on the target density function to guarantees an upper bound
over the difference between two contiguous angles.

Lemma 1.— Let f be a continuous function such that
f : [0, 1]→IR+ and consider a block comprising a uniformly-
controlled rotation of k qubits. Then, the difference between
two contiguous angles is bounded by the second derivative of
the logarithm of f in the following way:∣∣∣θ(k−1)

l+1 − θ
(k−1)
l

∣∣∣ ≤ δ2
k

4
max

y′∈[lδk ,(l+1)δk]

∣∣∣∣∣ (∂2
y log f (y)

)∣∣∣∣
y=y′

∣∣∣∣∣ , (4)

where δk = 1
2k−1 , l ∈ {0, . . . , 2k−1 − 2}.

The proof of this lemma is provided in the Supplemental Ma-
terial [47].


