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Abstract: The paper provides an exploration of quantum computing, emphasizing its potential and challenges. It begins with the 
fundamentals of quantum mechanics and differentiates between classical and quantum computing, focusing on concepts like 
qubits, superposition, and entanglement. The authors identify the existing limitations in practical quantum applications, 
particularly within the Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ) era, where issues like noise in quantum circuits hinder 
scalability and reliability. The paper addresses the need for advancements in hardware, error correction techniques, and 
practical algorithms tailored for current technological constraints. Additionally, it discusses the implications of quantum 
computing on cryptography, underscoring the vulnerability of traditional cryptographic methods and the urgency for post-
quantum cryptographic solutions. The methodology involves literature review, expert consultations, and bibliometric analysis to 
gauge global research trends in quantum computing. The paper highlights crucial research gaps, particularly in the 
development of scalable quantum algorithms suitable for near-future applications. 

 
I. INTRODUCTION 

A. What is Quantum Computing? 
Quantum computing is a type of computation that harnesses the principles of quantum mechanics to process information in ways 
that classical computers cannot. At its core, quantum computing utilizes quantum bits or qubits, which differ fundamentally from 
classical bits. The introduction of the paper elaborates on the fundamental principles of quantum computing and its potential to 
revolutionize various fields, particularly cryptography. It starts by defining key concepts such as qubits, superposition, and 
entanglement, drawing distinctions between classical and quantum computing methodologies. The authors discuss the technological 
advancements made by leading companies in the quantum computing sector, while simultaneously highlighting the existing 
challenges in achieving consistent and scalable quantum systems. Moreover, the introduction emphasizes the emerging threats that 
quantum computing poses to current cryptographic methods, especially against algorithms like RSA and Diffie-Hellman. The 
authors present a graph illustrating the growth of research activity in quantum computing over recent years, which visually 
represents the increasing global interest in the field. This graphical representation serves to underscore the urgency for 
advancements in post-quantum cryptography, reinforcing the call for innovative solutions to protect against vulnerabilities that 
quantum algorithms may exploit. The introduction effectively sets the context for the discussion on the need for robust 
cryptographic frameworks in the face of evolving quantum technologies. 
 
B. Name of the Figure 
Comparison between Classical Computing and Quantum Computing

Aspect Classical Computing Quantum Computing 

Basic Unit of Data Bit (0 or 1) Qubit (0, 1, or both simultaneously in superposition) 

Information 
Processing Sequential processing Parallel processing due to superposition maintained by qubits 

Computation Power 
Limited to classical algorithms with 
polynomial time complexity in many 
cases 

Potential for exponential speedup over classical systems for specific 
problems (e.g., Shor's and Grover's algorithms) 

State Representation Distinct states (one at a time) Multiple states represented at once due to superposition 

Algorithm Complexity Complexity classes like P, NP, and NP-
complete 

Quantum complexity classes like BQP, offering different efficiencies 
for problem-solving 
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Aspect Classical Computing Quantum Computing 

Entanglement Non-existent (bits are independent) Qubits can be entangled, allowing their states to be interdependent, 
which enhances computational capability 

Error Correction Well-established methods exist Error correction is more complex and still a developing field due to 
decoherence and noise in quantum systems 

Practical Challenges Maturity in technology and infrastructure Current challenges include qubit stability, coherence times, and 
scaling the technology for practical use 

Applications Widely used in everyday computing, 
simulations, database management, etc. 

Potential applications in cryptography, complex simulations, 
optimization problems, and artificial intelligence, yet still largely in 
research and development 

 
II. METHODOLOGY 

The methodology adopted in the review paper encompasses several structured phases aimed at analyzing the state of quantum 
computing and its impact on cryptographic systems. The following key phases outline the approach taken: 
1) Literature Review: A comprehensive review of existing research and publications related to quantum computing, including 

foundational quantum algorithms, current technological developments, and the implications for cryptography. This helps to 
establish a theoretical framework and identify gaps in the current knowledge base. 

2) Expert Consultations: The authors consulted with experts in the fields of quantum computing and cryptography. This provides 
insights into real-world applications and challenges that may not be covered in academic literature. 

3) Technical Evaluations: The paper includes evaluations of quantum computing technologies, focusing on their scalability, 
reliability, and error correction mechanisms. This assessment involves analyzing the current state of quantum hardware and 
software. 

4) Bibliometric Analysis: The methodology involved conducting bibliometric analysis to evaluate global engagement and trends in 
quantum research. This helps in quantifying research activity and identifying leading institutions or countries in quantum 
computing research. 

5) Assessment of Challenges: The study also assesses the technical challenges associated with developing quantum computers and 
the feasibility of existing and potential quantum algorithms, along with their applications in cryptography. 

6) Identification of Research Gaps: As part of the methodology, the authors identified significant research gaps that exist in the 
field, particularly regarding the development of practical quantum algorithms and post-quantum cryptography solutions. 

 
III. GAPS AND CHALLENGES QUANTUM COMPUTING 

A. Gaps 
1) Limited Practical Quantum Algorithms 
While foundational quantum algorithms, such as Shor’s (for factoring) and Grover’s (for search), have been established 
theoretically, there is a lack of practical algorithms designed to run on the noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) computers 
currently available. Most quantum algorithms require fully error-corrected quantum systems, which are not yet realized, leading to a 
gap between theoretical potential and practical application. 
 
2) Understanding of Quantum Impacts on Cryptography 
There is an insufficient understanding of how quantum algorithms fundamentally challenge existing cryptographic protocols. 
Although it is clear that algorithms like Shor's can break RSA and other encryption based on integer factorization, the extent of 
vulnerability for other symmetric and asymmetric systems under quantum attacks needs further exploration. Research is still needed 
to clarify the implications for cryptographic schemes not directly mentioned in seminal studies, particularly newer or less-
established protocols. 
 
3) Lack of Scalable Solutions in Post-Quantum Cryptography 
As the development of quantum computing progresses, the need for cryptographic methods that can resist quantum attacks is 
becoming increasingly urgent. Despite ongoing research into post-quantum cryptography (PQC) strategies (e.g., lattice-based, code-
based, multivariate polynomial), there are minimal scalable implementations suitable for widespread adoption in real-world systems. 
Theoretical research is advancing, but practical applications remain limited, indicating a gap in translating theory into action. 



International Journal for Research in Applied Science & Engineering Technology (IJRASET) 
                                                                                           ISSN: 2321-9653; IC Value: 45.98; SJ Impact Factor: 7.538 

                                                                                                                Volume 13 Issue IV Apr 2025- Available at www.ijraset.com 
     

 ©IJRASET: All Rights are Reserved | SJ Impact Factor 7.538 | ISRA Journal Impact Factor 7.894 | 
 

798 

4) Material Technology Development 
In the domain of quantum hardware, there is a significant gap in exploring new materials and physical implementations needed for 
high-performing quantum systems. While some material systems (like superconducting qubits) have shown promise, the exploration 
of alternative materials, such as topological qubits or photonic qubits, is still in its infancy. Developing uniform, reproducible, and 
stable quantum components is critical for the scalability and reliability of quantum technology. 
 
B. Challenges 
1) Scalability of Quantum Hardware 
A central challenge remains the scalability of quantum computing hardware. Current quantum systems struggle with issues such as 
noise, short decoherence times, and error rates that increase with the number of qubits. Building a scalable quantum computer that 
maintains coherence over a large number of qubits is a sophisticated engineering and materials science challenge. 
 
2) Error Mitigation and Correction 
As quantum systems are scaled up, the implementation of quantum error correction becomes paramount. While methods like Shor's 
and Steane's error correction codes are known, their practical application is limited by resource requirements and the complexity 
involved in correcting errors without overwhelming the quantum processor. Developing efficient error-correcting codes that are 
both practical and provide a substantial fidelity boost remains a formidable challenge. 
 
3) Integration with Classical Systems 
The integration of quantum computing with existing classical computing systems (hybrid systems) introduces complexities in 
maintaining security and interoperability. As quantum computers begin to outpace classical systems in specific computations, 
building interfaces that can leverage quantum advantages without exposing potential vulnerabilities is critical. This challenge 
necessitates a re-evaluation of existing security protocols. 

 
4) Continuing Research in Cryptography 
The rapid pace of advancements in quantum computing necessitates an ongoing commitment to developing new cryptographic 
techniques. Transitioning to post-quantum cryptography poses not only theoretical challenges in design but also practical hurdles in 
terms of standardization, deployment, and public trust in new methods. There’s a need for comprehensive studies and frameworks 
that evaluate and compare the effectiveness of various PQC algorithms against quantum attacks. 
 
5) Technical Complexity in Implementing Post-Quantum Cryptography 
Many post-quantum cryptographic methods involve complex mathematical structures and algorithms that can be difficult to 
implement efficiently in existing systems. The technical complexity inherent in these systems presents barriers to comprehension 
and practical adoption among developers and organizations. Consequently, creating a robust ecosystem of libraries, tools, and 
resources to facilitate the development and integration of PQC methods into applications is essential. 

 
IV. CONCLUSION 

The rise of quantum computing presents both exciting opportunities and significant challenges, particularly in the field of 
cryptography. As quantum technologies advance, they threaten to undermine traditional cryptographic systems, necessitating urgent 
research and development of post-quantum cryptography that can withstand quantum attacks. Key gaps, such as the lack of practical 
algorithms for noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) machines and the need for scalable security solutions, highlight the need 
for interdisciplinary collaboration among quantum physicists, materials scientists, and cryptographers. 
To ensure digital security in the quantum era, it is essential to proactively address these challenges and innovate robust 
cryptographic frameworks. By anticipating potential vulnerabilities and advancing quantum technologies, we can secure sensitive 
information and foster a resilient digital landscape in a rapidly evolving technological landscape. 
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