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Abstract: With the rapid development of quantum hardware, people tend to believe that special-purpose quantum computers with more
than 100 qubits will be available in 5 to 10 years. It is conceivable that, once this becomes a reality, the development of quantum software
will be crucial in harnessing the power of quantum computers. However, due to the distinguishable features of quantum mechanics, such as
the no-cloning of quantum information and the nonlocal effect of entanglement, developing correct and efficient quantum programs and
communication protocols is a challenging issue. Formal verification methods, particularly model checking techniques, have proven
effective in classical software design and system modelling. Therefore, formal verification of quantum software has received more and
more attention recently. This article reviews recent research findings in verification of both sequential quantum programs and quantum
communication protocols, with the focus placed on the work of the two authors’ research groups. Future directions and challenges in this
area are also discussed.
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b6 5 BT R T 5 RE BOR B O R R, TR B R T N TRATT R AR S TR v SR Ry T B A R
R M H B AR AR 3, UL e v LR X 2 L T B E IR E R AR 72 EM AR
FLRKHEE 6 MEARK EFERSEFIFE M MIEAEER LN E IEE T 4E K%, Bristol X%, 4
R BRAK, FIHAE 5 K2 P& McGill K20 78N 5 i 28 E T2 5 P 2R 225 50 #1325 (EPSRC)
FIEZK e-Science HL LR B 96 E 7 HAF A £ 51 2 11 53 ) UK Grand Challenges Exercise ' 7 N @2 —
i) Journeys in Non-Classical Computation ¥ *“Quantum Software Engineering” % Ay 3= T PN 25 ;36 [H [F 5% br v 4
REFFCHT RGBT BE . RBWURY FHMO RS, sl AR EEERKEEE AR 05 E AR
WM &G = F AR AR ST 7L % O R & T B i EAUA R DL & 1T B 34k 75 i TAE.
FE AP 542014 52, IBM 2 5] B AT FEDE 30 (25Tl AR T — AU, 1 2O B it A 411 52016 48 5 1 ,1BM
ANBINKATT SAETFHIBNE T HE SRS, T 2017 4 3 H KA IBM Q 24, HE Ol LA 16 MET
FLAE; 2014 4, M K 24 2E BB 43R B A0 4 W FE 22 5 Martinis B FE 41NN Google /A & & & F it B AL FE 2%,
IETF 2016 4 9 A4 & T & A (quantum supremacy) #F il 1%, F H #5271 2017 % 2 77 LI 50 /2 T HAr
1) 42k B 25, DA T AR 8 L R A% G SR HL AT BE 7552017 4F 10 A Intel AR ZA T 17 MR T HAFHE T IHES A,
AT H A = A AR AR QuTech A T DL bk e, 38 B B SRR F BOR /0 4 55 kAT & T8 B OCHRR Tt JL -+
ANET AR TR E T EVRPET AR RS EE S F AL BEEZE RS T 2016 £ 7 AR (& T
HED) VEMERE O 10 LRt E FHEAREM IR, (ETETY METIHEIFTH T g,
THR S SEN R JE BT U ELET LS F~10 SEH KT 100 AN LURRIT . REE IS I & 7 U LR Wb &
AL AL 5 3 RO R WAL AR T TRE B . BEB RN E T B R,9F T 2016 I RAL TR S A& T
PR EF L= AR NP EBFEE AR, HERE, EPRE RS, MERKFEEEEFITEME TR
EAM®., ETHEBHERSFMA. ET VU0 E STELE 7 TR TAE =8 R

AR B R AL« R 3. — B8 v VLI B D, 2 3 A I AR R B IE R B L
ER IR S — A H,HTETREA52 M FMHILETFZRARF N EWE T EENAT wEE. 27
2W 281 FE R 3 A &), IE W AATT AT TR, 2 B B 38 . TV R RTEIR KR LA R E I EA TR T
i X AR A TR AR AR N 7 VR A — AN B R PR PR, R R B AR A B AR P R R 2
A PR M RS 2 A TR TS 5 0 T T A2 AP B Y A B8 UE 3 845 00 Dy 38T AR SO BB A 7 T
— U O R ALl R S AR SO AR T EE R SR (3B 42K 2% . University of Technology Sydney)ff T.1E,
JF S J At R SR BIF 5T 6 R - RR L, FRATTKE 4 T 1 3 TR S E R 36 R R 2 AT SOBCRY (W A T
Markov )46 UE. B & (W4 AL 7E T 45 /A A0 5 B2 05 8 W) 548 5 0 0%, BRI i R R I 38 v UG F TR IR
FRJP 15 5 AR 2 T EAL R S, B AR A AR R G AR 1 — Fh B AR, B T H 58 2 N U A I T 42
B R IZWE B E TSR] T 2 WS H A SR E ENBRX—HAREE T RE T RHE MR,

SR UL RATH 2 F B, BAA X —SUREE T —n] 5 0k 0 H At s e 2GR 2 B E R
T ANIE HE A HE A 8 SCAXORAR B W 5 T R R (1) R R T LR R TR AR A i B S LA TG R
b Je (H BE 2 Be A% 02 1T RS2 H B T RR P 108 & T B AR 3 B I TN b, 48 K R ST LR K
55wk IR 1 L KL R A B A N X — USRS TR ZMEN;Q2) HTETFERFS&ESITE
WLFE 7 A8 b B AR K B AN [R]RE Jl A2 bh T 8 8 I0VR0 24 28 (1) A7 A8, 7 72 7 RO S0 UE A3 12 JE 0 R (E2 JRATA
T AR, B T2 BRI S0 AIE 1R BT 045 23 TR 5 R SR B 2 1 TH SR 55 SR IK DG, I T Bl X — A& H R 8.

1 BETIBES5EFESR

H 20 4l 90 FEARLIK FEFIE S BT 5 Lol 2 & TRV 0 E BN R RS R JLE, B T2 5
BT SRR A R AR K 2010 4 TARPA ¥ (I P AR 20U H fEsh, 2 FREFRHES 6 TR K
(ke 3 AR (1) WA RN LIQUI!, R i 5758t ETH A 1EH2 H 1 & 7 F2 75 g 3 ARG 1 vl
YA RP.2017 4 12 AL 0A FHE AR FIE S Q4 LA ETE T K T A Visual Studio ' 198 71l 8%
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Q# library®(2) Selinger 41f) Quippert™;(3) HARIWTM K 2 I K 2 3 ELR 3 40 £ 25 BT A 1 () Scaffold™;
(4) Raytheon BBN Technologies %5 1] QuaFL!®"!. 573 &b, B B A2 2 N 5 ST —FhAREGE 51, DUAE X & 7 H b AT
REIFEAE SHEF IS T — A& T flowchart i 5L

T 93 T B AR AE G P 2 0T R e A0 Ak 25 077 T 45 %5 # 22 (1 B /E. Scaffold f4m PE4% ScaffCClIp B4 %
F 7 HE I 3 A ) — 8 T7 3k 43 W R R A ] G O e A R A S AN T pe B R B SBR[ 10 S R T A R
2 Ay 7R AR R 22 (8] R B R A (loop body) 4y P 557 FA 2 5418 A RE 7 B 2 1 il B SCHIR[ 11 )R STHR[10] 0 ) — 2 2 2
S5 OLHES B R AN — IO BT I B T, R ER 46 T v BT 3 BAT I 1) 1) — R D 2 X AR A R R I R
R B (0 B 3 s B B A V-V AR R A T R B O R B HE 0 QB S P E A R R IR, X — T4
AT LU SR 20 HT Q#FEFE I IERA P Perdrix 5 Jorrand!' 2314 it % fi# B¢ (abstract interpretation) A 5| N & 7185 4>
BT R ) A 2 e o 10 24 208 e BT A 1) 43 M7 Honda! " i3t — 25 43 1 7 ] A stablizer formalism 34 ) — 2K Rk &= 1
& R 2 4.

1.1 EFiEFRIHoare-FloydiZ1§

BTREF RIS R — AN R TR EE T BT i SR 24 Brunet 5 Jorrand!" 2 H T ¥
Birkhoff-von Neumann & 3% # N | T &8 7R P HEF 7% Baltag 5 Smets!'®V % @ 7 — Rl H T &7 24
SRR S S e NNV T 6 T B PR B — 2 F A HE R ).

1969 4E Turing %45 3= Hoare E 3 — Turing 315 % Floyd L{ERIEEAE R H TR B HIE 3B H RN
Floyd-Hoare 32 %5 .1X 12 45 1) 58 % 14 € B2 U i Turing %43 32 Cook T 1978 4EE ).t J5 Floyd-Hoare 24 i N
T2 )7 U0 1032 55 B0 FEFR P T E 7 i S Ab T %O B b Hoare 188 1A% 02 /2 Hoare —J o, H kiR —
Bt PP A 0 4o e 22 o LA P AP IR S Hoare — Ul AT U{PIC{Q} X HL,.C = —BiE P AUg,P M1 Q 212
WA, MRN C R RT B A1 G B 4 Hoare = JT 4 Al LLAG W5 Bl il B, — Fh & &6 4> 1E 7 P (partial
correctness): W T7E C HHATHT P oz, H C &1k, WTE C $UTZJE Q WFREAL; 7 —Fi & 58 4 IE i M (total
correctness): W 7E C AT HI P oL, M) C wASR L1k, I HAE C AT Z 5 Q oL, Ik vl UL, 58 4= IE B 4 Lb 3 4
I P ZE SR T 5 Hoare #3538 1 4 fin 2 AN ARG 5 1T A M 3 4 A1t 20 22 R0 4 A0 0, AN T A 4508 5 N A
B FR R0 43 1E fff AN 5E A E A 1 T LAEAT GRB 40 T B AL IR B,

F 871 H AT, Chadha Mateus Fil Sernadas!"® %45 H 7 &1 F2 5 76 X Aa v A L% AR A BR &Il 79— Floyd-
Hoare ZY1iE B £ 45 ;K akutanit' 5 KUK+ den Hartog #9ME2E Hoare 32 3] B2 715 T4 (B 1% 26 22 3 F0OR B 1 37 B
Az POV T Y —ANEIE 58 B 1) & T Folyd-Hoare 32 45,3 B T H (AR ) 78 4 M H 7345 A /&, B T Floyd-Hoare 12
5 MEIIE A A 2 7 5 2 88 Floyd-Hoare 18 %5 58 2% 14 I UE B AR A —#E 10 05 5, 78 ZR H — L2 o i B I R
B, F Rk 2 5 B AR AT 7 i A2 T 28R T AP T Tsabelle/HOL %6itSEIR T — 48T Floyd-Hoare 12 8 1)
SEFIE 38,

2 ETENENNEFEFEIE

TR RE R R — N BB H A TR R R BTN E R R WA B & A 2 TR R W E A
BT EASHE R HA ST H H AT &G — MG S G £ AL DL R RS S T3 SURETY (175 7 36 E 28
RS IR T H A AR 0 N 2L

$:F Girard #J Geometry of Interaction(Abramsky-Haghverdi-Scott 8418 7% 3X),Hasuo 5 HoshinoP? 4% 5| 1
i 3 VA 1) R B B T AR T R TS B I — B SRS 3 — D b, R 26 PR 18 4 e B P I — S5 3E  Pagani .
Selinger 1 Valiron™5e SC 7 4 328 5 K J6 BR oo 2678 1) 6 20 PR 5 BEHIE 5 10— MR FRIE X Jacobs* Uy i
TFEFF B (block) f it 45 Y T — M TE L A P4k Staton™ Dy B 718 5 1025 0 B (it 17— MCH0E UHEZE,
7 TR R IO B9 59 B B 45 RIS SCRIBE 70, D Hondt 55 Panangaden2 B4 1o & 138 1 '8 SONASIEAE 76 B4
X 8] B ) 3 AT L 2 (Hermitian 8F). SCHR[27])5 T — BRI E TN — R E T MR = 172
B R R [ — 2 U vE W] N T8 TR T R 8 ] e 2R SR R AR R e R TR Y A 5 A B kA
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T SR FE AR A6 20 0 R 3 BT A 1A TR e, B0 ) A 2 48 3 3 L RN & BTG 92 5 L.

52 B — R0 T B AR AT LUE A Markov B AE B B 5 UL F A @R R A BT
Markov B {115 SR B3 & AR PP (0 T s0AG 56 30E A T 2 4B R AG 0 E LR R A /N3 R FRATTKE 43 00 A 41 7 ol 22
F Markov BRI DL A3 F T 4% B R 1 0 AR 36 AIE T 1.

21 1BEFMarkoviEiEs!

Markov FE/2 iR MER RGAT AR E B W HY: TR EME T RAN—MRER N —MIRER
o (4 B L TR 20 B A TR L B R RS R 2 A0 R B S BIRES UUE T 5 AT RS ook B
—> Markov % 7J DLE W1 F = Jo 4 A
M =(S,s,,P),
Hrb,S B MEIIRSHIES,s0eS —RAIIIRA, P:SxS —[0,1] MRS o 503 2 V3 — b 61 XHAE 7 seS,
D P(s,t) = LATA(F BRI W 25 17 30 T AR 3 B A6 B — > Markow B, FC 76 7% 2 R el 72 17 b P

teS
15 F I BE AL AR 5 78 IX — Markov S8R AT DUR B AR Mot ) B & 15 2, AP H N 1 B &+ Markov 85405
b, AN T &7 Markov B#EH = J04 (H, p, &) SRFEAT iR, Ho it H 2 587 RS RPRE G KRR 2 [, ok REEH
WG (ET)IREH — A% B H 1 (density operator)> R K IR, e/ i 18 R 40 IR 7 8 40 18 5+ (super-operator). 25 &
—AN0FE TR R R ENE L e QFEFITH S MHETEERREF P R TE 4 M
12 SR TR UM N RS b BT R AR XA, BN AT AT U AL R — A T B Markov #E.
21,1 AIATESMHT

AL PE AR 4 B B M R G R E 2 AR G S B R 0 (1) — A 2 A ) R AR 22 FE A AR T A B IE 1) R A T LA YA 25
AT PE ST A T BT Markov HERE AL N 2 /I 2 NSV I 341 7 T ik P (reachability) . 55 Al A 1 (repeated
reachability) F1 7 22 Pk (persistence) 5 M 5T, 3 L6 14 Joi 4 T &2 7 F2 )7 [0 2 1 (termination) . & 3815 WS A 1%
(fairness) %5 143 Hr B AT B8 B SCRr O L, SCHR[28 THE B T, 2R LT 4 it Markov BEA! &+ Markov #E [17HR 3 25 [A)
A DL i A 3 T il 55 0% 8 43 57 (bottom  strongly connected component, & #% BSCC)F M — i K # B F 25 [
(transient subspace) [ IE 22 B A1 67 fig B2 NPk IX — B B S HIH KT NN E TRE. BETHEAT
(fairness) 25 fF T I & B T FE P IO & 1L i) L 22 04 4 NBOWF R T AR e MR B T BE T AN HE R
FRJE A R — 2E P B R T P IR RAS AR T 9 R RS 25 1) (4 P - 25 (R AT /R B & AR — IR L T e 48 T ik
(eventual reachability). 45 7] i ¥ (global reachability). #£% 7Kz 7] ik M (ultimately forever reachability) 1 TG R
21 A L% (infinitely often reachability)&4 7] B 2 AN AT 4 52 1 AR 1T, W SR WIS 4R W] AR IR AN 15 75 i 42 A]
WA /R H -, TR Ja T 3 A ) 38 U AT 4 58 AB A3 — $E 12, 48 B Markov 8 (19 8- Fh BT I& M 404 A A 40 E 45 S e
FRRE L i 2 A T 7E T 5 Markov 8 H I AR AE — ATl Se W€ A BRARS 456 X L 10 T R JEARe B %
FHRAEAT AT IE A 23 A T DX A ), SCHR[28 1) 45 S 37 1 — B A R A R 223 8] v (837 B8 o 3 Pl 1 L K
7 Markov #1197 BT $2 it A 1E 202 TR 19 BRI 50K & — AN 5 A 8RB 2 1 3.
2,12 — BB AL RIE

L= EATT T 1 BT Markov % 1) RTIAYE 20 AT A SR A5 B8 40 M BREGAIE 778 )7 B A AR o, — A e
2 DA ZB AR P P 1) R G A S — PR DL A IR e I (I R B L T E T E S U E T RANPIRS KT
XA B B B 5 1 58 OFEAN & — 145 5 (W S 4. B 173X J7 T A A 7 MRS 22
22 NBEFMarkoviiigEal

EFEFAEFEGEEAEEEE R E ZH 1 B 5T Markov 815 1Y 1 MH028 X B AR 5 4 5 FH &
T RGHAT RN AR, B2 o5 S S 00 A7 il A0 TF 8008 U TR I 7 S B 1) S8 A R B8 TIE b 43 1 5
22 B R B AR B X N A AR AR HR & L IRATE X T 1T A& T Markov BEREAL (6 H R B & HURES
25 [A]FH B IR 2 (B3 — B2 B AR JF AN 5 SRR IR B8 77 b B4 v AELPE A o R Wi 13 23 A B 20 Ry >k 1 B A ok
Y, 11 B &7 Markov 82 Q1 F P74 (S, H,5,,Q)  Herr, S, H, s, U b s S, Q &M SxS B H LRl
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S5 G ISR RO S e o B O 2 — L AR R R s € 8, ) Q(s,t) A& PR (trace-preserving) ).

teS

11 284 5 F Markov B X F B RS 1 00 = Bk 5 R AN 7T (1) BB 45 Bt F AT AN B T8
HR RS, X0 T R P BB UE 0 L EE b, B B 2 0k ) BUE R I — AN T e A X AT AT —
NG p, ZFE T 2L R 2 tr(e(0));(2) BT 1T BET Markov i HLAT A BRI 2 SR A 23 ), 28 A5 7Y
For W R 42 R Re A R HE ) B T R G BR IS b R R T A S ) PR, T AT KR, B T v VLI 4l
HTIE I A SRR X WAAREATA LK OERENE RS E SBERMRESBENEIERTIHE
FR AV R 1 2 2 R I 1 .
22,1 THERIZ AR

1 28 HLAR RS I FRATAT A3 45 B T I 25 2 48, R il 22 v B 18 45 (computation tree logic, #R CTL)FIZEPE
i 18] 2 48 (linear time logic, & FX LTL)R iR — KM m . SCHR[31]E L T — Mt B iZ % QCTL(quantum
computation tree logic), & & £& #it M2 1 B 12 4 PCTL W= 1) .55 PCTL —#£,QCTL MZHE AR N
RS A AR A KPR AT X SO T A 2 5+ (fT 3 PCTL A RN ) T A8 15 4R 82 2 0 T
2 #t Markov £ 48, PCTL 5 S 58 ST B B A TE BRAK 1843 A0 A b 51 N 5 ol Mot 2 00 2 321 7 3, 75 11 R B 7
Markov # i, B A1 75 2 58 SR T 18 i I (super-operator valued measure). £3 #8542 , %t T+ A £ £ 0 15 220
Kluvanek-Caratheodory-Hahn 4 J& & ¥R AE 1 H i B 1 B 2L R4 FH AR ML LA b, SCHR[3 1)K 48 o B A 2R s ) 5
VR BB T R E L M4 T 1Y & T Markov FEARBUAS I PCTL M 5 1) 22 T =X i 7] 55092

BEF SCRR[3 1], BRATTAN o [k 25 Bt 3 1 1F 78 i 5K S 28 e it Fe AL B AR R R T — SRR I T2 2. QPMCP,
% T EAG 7 — b 20T MR SR BRI T B PRISMP Ui 25, 1] LUK a7 80 7 A5 5 R U QCTL 1 5 k4T
B 265 1IE. Anticoli £ NPOLK Quipper 1 55 34 ) FL 4 B9 1% 31 11 28 B 7 Markov 4,28 )5 Hl QPMC #EAT 56 11F.
222 ZRVERT BB R

SCHR[371E — 25 25 18 1 £k MR 18] 2k 53, 5 ) 2 e 8 FH - IEMUAE 5 R n I ME L. i Tl 5 7 AN B B IR iR,
XT o TE DU P A6 0 Ao U R A 22 B Mlarkow 8 A 218 3] 1Y) VR HE AT R 19 S, 38 4 1T 28 1 Markov B AL AR T
R ¥ Markov 8, H R 7E SCHR[28]H & J& e >k R A 1 2 &+ Markov 88 % A /R 0 458 2 [B) AT B RN 43 1 25
1, - 1E W 14 J53 A A ] BAFE AL T B & F Markov % 1) BSCC 4 fi# 17 8. /1 T~ SCRR[28] P (125 8] 43 fil 5
1 2 W, B 1T 2L &7 Markov 060 T e 18 JU P4 57 (1) A Y A ) B A 48 3 Markov S5 AH [R] (I (8] 52 2% )%
223 AR I AT Markov BERE A

N T 5 I 2 8 F (procedure cal )& T2 /7, SCHR[38]E L T T AL A & T Markov # % B4 & T &
#3385 Markov SECVA 11 B &7 Markov #5 (HRFE, 0383 B8 55t T4 55 5% 08 B 10 B P ABE 56 B 30 M8 5 1
(A R HE B S HLARYE AN R (0 R 1 55, SCHR (38178 58 17 3 i 11 AL 3 VA & 7 Markov ¥ AT 7 14 1v) 7 22 HUIR S
n] 15 14 (classical state reachability). & TR A A 1A 14 (quantum state reachability) 1 & 1K 25 25 18] 7] 78 14 (quantum
subspace reachability). 5 i (42, 1X 3 Ff 0] 3 14 7] AR AT DAFE A A 1 B A 22 100 R 2 1) e /0 i 1 1l i, e o
HBANMTEARBMERETRESE EMBET T 0 2B HET Markov 81— MNE R T2 004
Markov 8,3 P a] i 4 o] A AT DAAE 22 T2 18] PO AR 0 T — MR AR T, B DR A 228 T R 0 e ) 88 0, 47 22 T
2P R B335 T 2 0 ) A 0035 AR OV ) T ) R A 28 b 3 AL 3R w7 T 795 o ] 38 e 6 7 0

3 ETREHARARFEIE

TEAE IR RGBT AT DU R TS TR it AT 5 50 R B A B SR AL AN TR K R 5
WL AR B8 378, H 3 5% [ U R A BOR P 28 S R A [ 875 B SO B LA & 7 Bl L & 7 it 5
FRERF T R GEPTEBAE 5 A P9 HH LR o, — A SR IR AR R B Dt 2 AN /N By SEALZE B A3 A s R Gt DA
figt PR 28 ST LT AN RE A R 1 il L SR B L, 2 4E AT WD B 22 5000 L TF AR BT 70 0 A X T 55, T O A 1) LA
oA R TR P BT AR AN R .
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7T A A b R BT AE IR R, I SR AT 0 3T B K TR 58 Z 1Y) Jorrand F Lalire #5612
HT —FhE Pl R RS QA JF R FL # N T ME SR 4 3 OB RLE P AR %07 vk FUR 4 Ut FR AR B 2
78, B o v S IR T B T o B S R A iR U (R AR 0 [ T K 41 Gay Fl Nagarajan 3 H T —
P75 CQPYMU RS 1 Pi I S A8 15 I E R E 1 /7 25 (0 15 25 R B . CQP () — AN B 35 5 pUR R (it T — A
RR R G LR UE B 302 I A B AT SICE A SR, 3 8 7 v AR TG R A 5k 2 2 24 28 ) B N R L T A
# CCS it 3CHk[45,46]1 T E T HERE qCCS. @ 5 NETHHZE, EIEENZEN LRETHEET
HEFE A2 A 3 AT ST R B T DA ZR A AT AT R R B AR R T RGN ARAE, SR LU CQP HE X
ORI KB R G, T AEAF I K R G5 B 58 5 9 s A0 5 8. 7 e kA2 b 3R &2 B A8 & LB,
SCHR[45,46]58 T BT N SCHURE AR, SRR 1 2 I B 44 4 0 B T N AN
31 EFHEMEEREL

ARG R B ARARE AR O MG 2 TR G AT AN B B, A0 RS R R AR A — A B AR AT
1T AT LA 53— A RGeS, H Hax s 900 v] DL 5 e — B AT T 25, A e AT AR o2 mT B 1 T
MR G, EAN B A IEMFE R R EWE TR OREULR X —ERRIETE - NERERSR
OB AT A — A TR B 0 5 LB 5 — AN R IR S U B R G AT RTRNAT S T E R R G
HIREEAL B T DA R 38R 38 15 2 4t 138 FH 7] 414 %2 4= M (universally composable security), B A 355 B E 175 L.

TR T EE IR RS, T A AR B AR RRE, B A R G 3 —E8 o AT D AT R 2 B AR S 4 IR
B RXEHRFHREBEIATE S T R BARRLLC KRB IEE W AE.QPAIg F1 CQP WA 1 B HA £ [F 4
5% Z 3 5] NGB TF FH T B B 464 (closed under super-operator application), i 7625 A B4y qCCS o 2 72
EXT—MEIER X EREROEBYG R FMRTEXHRRT qCCS 3 V57 FRFR I — 1w LA A S,
A 7 Joi 2 N s — JEARL T A, B2t T 2R ABL T P IR 1 JF ELBEAU S R (open bisimulation). SCHR[S0]iE— A5 4t
755 A R L 4 B qCCS, MM 48 H 7 ) B E RS BB 0 G A vk,
3.2 EMERM

HEFR 1 ELRLALL G FR o — R NI (R 8, 8 G 25 305 3 AR 236 110 200 7 50738 08 T R R Sk P G 35 19 % R 5 JE 2
ERTIUHESETIEE P 502 — D ASTT 20 1 R 3, SCHR[46,48 1K 2 St R AR 401 10T 4D FL B FOLME 2 kT
F qCCS, I H Mt & 5 T BT 3ERE 25 18] _E 908 & (psudo-metric),iX — FE B A8 AN [FI#E FEA G 75 B AR R IR 9K
(nonexpansiveness). JE4 Tk P42 FLBLU G R FRIERHET ERIE THEER RGP U THE P B85 —1
B PR A RGBT NS AR S PRIP 2 (8] 1 BE . i T A i R AR M B — AN 221 R R F i FE 2
TFT) 6 30T AL LA 400 S 45 B m B X0 A 1 R A SR S, SCHR[46,48 1F B T AT A 58 4% R B T8 4 T T4 S E B 1
HEFRAE BT & 1R 0 48 B vp 06 T 12 P 2 B 2 10, AN T 6 B T qC.CS AE 48 I 2 48 171 1) 58 46 M 87 Pl R ATE
BN BT 58 & M — 5.

33 ETHERSMHMEIEL

DA _b BT 8 B E R, 56 2R AT JE T HE R % SR (configuration, % H1 N — AN HEFR- B TORAS X I, 7E 1R 2 1% L
K HERE A X 43 FE K 5. Kubota %5 NP2k qCCS 5l S H 4L 7 — Ao 118 SC BI04 i HER 4y
A v BT M SR IS G AR [ AT 0 20 1 B, LT SRR 4 I BT N 45 SR BT X oL e (DR AN 2 7= AR AR A
REZ 53 30). X 810 qCCS A LA R YRR 2 AT S #15 A2 pi I 2 T 51 2 1) 2~ 3O R 9 AR AL i) A AR T, 1 A 7E
BT HHN K BB84 WA AT A (A RE, U TR AT A R G B (B AL 5] A 1, 840 B VR kAN IS
T 5380 W — A B 70 B A 5 RS [F) T AT A 1 SR A B gl — A PR M ) i) R A B S A T )
SIS N O AR Dk 2 PR A SCRR[S3R A 1 — AN [ (¥ Ak 38 77 30, B AR KR qCCS 54T [ & 7 18 R4
BE T S 100 EL SR ) A% S AR RBE S 3 A b T 7 A 0 A (TG Ve 2 ph 0 5 A 11,30 2 R A B (Bt L
P51 A2 ) A5 ELASAOUT A ELASEAOL 1) B R B 1 IR S B R A S TE — R HEAT 5 R 2R B AR L SR it
WHE T Lambda 3 & $ (Lambda terms) ) &8 4 154, SRR [53 1378 F0 3L 60 T ARSI B4 R (MR 20 A5 L A DL
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o 56 12 T8 B ) B 2R T A VEARHAE 3 e RF TR VA TR DAL I EL AR AURE 2% T 49 BIRIE B AR S B, SCHR[53 14 BA
7 BBS84 YRR -FE R i R, 5 B AR R G 1) ELAR UL R B B 5 %2 4 5 U (security parameter, X T BB84 HH iR
Yk A2 BTV FE R qubit A 250 B 38 042 g 202 B A, AN T 350 B 1 2 I 30 K10 T P R a2 4 1
3.4 ERHMWUIR

AT, & FIEE IR RGN B8R E TRt 40 f5 e SRR HEs1E .
Ardeshir-Larijani 2 A\ P> 72 9 S8 7 — b 6 80 (0 & 7 3R RE A0 AR, o] FI SR BGAIE Teleportation %5 H A7 HE
PR T 1 1) B TR 5 A0 B I IR A, BN 45 8 ) i T NIRAS A (T A 0 8 PR O R 2 SRR R AR TR R I = T
i HUIR 25 Kubota 25 AT R HFE T qCCS AIEAE T B2 F-FA6 W & 730 A% 1 BB I [ Glasgow K2 [ 7t
NATEHEETF qCCS F5 BN EAR S s dle, AT FUH In 3 me v 38 LR X R it i A AE TR R 7 L
H QUBET(quantum bisimulation checking and emulation tool),F| [l qCCS %t & T if {5 & Gt #4715 B A B A
W FEHEHE T ¥ R B SR A P AT 1 BT AL S .

4 B OE

AR R, AR ST T R ) AR R i P ORI <R I O R B T (R R AT AR R &
IR FE— AN AR L Selinger KX AN L% S 2508 — A) 15 & T 408, 4 L5 il (quantum  data, classical
control)”. JX AN F B8 (148 HH 2 17 EH SR ), R AH X SR Ui EL IR 25 5 SE BN, R T AR & L AR 7 % s 5 g
o T 1 B (A G T AR 4 R R A

{H2, AT TR B B T 08, 28 B2 1) 1) R AR 9 S BB B o B R0 R 8 2 7 B4 A I A %5 Alltenkirch
5 GrattageP R H T —Fi & PR AR E FREFRIHES QML IR E — AR5 R4 H K &
TARR A, B I T Ay (H R IR R, XA IR IR A e A I R A — REFME T &
KA SOX — f A% O 19 1) ¥ A6 45 20 B A 16 08 S 7R A 8 3 (RIS A T 3R I 1B B0 T, a0 SR AN TR 7 il &2
HE] AR B B 5 — 0, & 128 Ik B R 7 A LA 5 s SRR 2 &1 multiplexor. 40 5 H A
TEHEFNE, XA W B A5 365 B X 7 .Badescu 5 Panangaden 7E SCHR[S58]H X iX /N ) f A — LA il 1 3+
. B 35l % 3 & TR LT E (quantum random walks) ¥ 5 &, SCHR[S913R B T — Fh B IE AEAL SL I & T 12 IR
B TR P R AL SCHR[59]58 6 Sl s NETHERAW EXE &, — P w UEE T EXE &, M
HTRET A S ST AR R IR T IX — 0] L IE W SR [S8] B e I A R N T
VA S — N B PR P 1) R, 35 4 i 0 LR SR [59158 6 = $ YR I — Ik & T4k J ¥ (second quantization), fif &
TIXA A R, 58 ST T ORI 9K T RO RR) B T VA L 0 AU IR R FRATTN T T3 AR
58 AU Je b PR AR, X O R B RN 7 A R B — D I e R
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