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Abstract
In this paper, we present a method for Hamiltonian simulation in the context of
eigenvalue estimation problems, which improves earlier results dealing with Hamiltonian simulation through the truncated Taylor series. In particular, we present a
fixed-quantum circuit design for the simulation of the Hamiltonian dynamics, H(t),
through the truncated Taylor series method described by Berry et al. (Phys Rev Lett
114:090502, 2015). The circuit is general and can be used to simulate any given matrix
in the phase estimation algorithm by only changing the angle values of the quantum
gates implementing the time variable t in the series. The circuit complexity depends
on the number of summation terms composing the Hamiltonian and requires O(Ln)
number of quantum gates for the simulation of a molecular Hamiltonian. Here, n is
the number of states of a spin orbital, and L is the number of terms in the molecular Hamiltonian and generally is bounded by O(n 4 ). We also discuss how to use the
circuit in adaptive processes and eigenvalue-related problems along with a slightly
modified version of the iterative phase estimation algorithm. In addition, a simple
divide-and-conquer method is presented for mapping a matrix which are not given
as sums of unitary matrices into the circuit. The complexity of the circuit is directly
related to the structure of the matrix and can be bounded by O(poly(n)) for a matrix
with poly(n)-sparsity.
Keywords Quantum circuit design · Taylor expansion · Quantum phase estimation
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1 Introduction
Quantum phase estimation [1] is a computationally powerful algorithm used in the
study of various eigenvalue problems. It is the key component of quantum chemistry
simulations [2–5] and many other quantum algorithms (see the recent review article
[6] or the book [7]) such as the Shor’s integer factorization [8] and HHL algorithm
for the solution of linear systems [9]. Given a unitary matrix U with an approximate
eigenvector |ϕ, since any eigenvalue of a unitary matrix is in the form of a complex
exponential ei2π φ for 0 ≤ φ < 1, the algorithm particularly estimates the value of φ.
In quantum simulations, since U is the time evolution operator of a Hamiltonian H
representing the dynamic of a quantum system, i.e., U = ei Ht , the estimated value
also yields an eigenvalue of H. Therefore, the algorithm is used to find the eigenvalues
(generally the lowest corresponding to the ground state energy) of H.
Simulating H of a quantum system through the phase estimation algorithm necessitates
an explicit circuit design of ei Ht in terms of quantum gates. For a given
L−1
Hl , the generalized Trotter formula [10,11] is a common way to estiH = l=0
i
H
mate e t as a product of evolution operators ei Hl t which can be mapped to quantum
gates. The resulting product accurately yields the evolution if all terms in the formula
commute with each other. Otherwise, it involves an error which depends on the order
of the approximation. The amount of the error and the computational complexity (the
required number of quantum gates) also increase proportionally with the number of
terms L, ||H t||, and the simulation accuracy [12].
In quantum computing, the complexity of implementing a circuit for the Hamiltonian can be decreased by using additional subspaces. Berry et al. [13] have proposed
using the Taylor expansion of ei Ht directly on quantum circuits by adding an ancillary register to the system. In Ref. [14], for a Hermitian H we have showed that when
√
I − H2 is available, one can use the following unitary matrix in the phase estimation
algorithm:


H
√

√

− I − H2
.
I − H2 H

(1)

This notion of using an extended system to simulate a smaller one is generalized as
quantum signal processing [15], where a unitary matrix similar to Eq. (1) used without
the phase estimation algorithm. Recently, the overhead of the truncated Taylor series
method is reduced by changing the computational basis to attain the square root of
a matrix efficiently [16]. In Ref. [17], successive applications of (I + iH/μ) with
μ ≥ 10||H|| are used to obtain the eigenvalue of H from the sine value of the phase in
the phase estimation algorithm. Here, note that these approaches have assumed that the
Hamiltonian is given as a sum of simple unitary matrices. In Ref. [18], the truncated
Taylor series method is also used for quantum simulations after decomposing the
configuration interaction matrix into a sum of sparse matrices.
The main contribution of this paper is as follows:


√
• Given a Hamiltonian H, we consider U (t) = tH + i I − t 2 H2 and approxi

mate the expression involving the square root by I − t 2 H2 /2 to obtain a circuit
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simulating the Hamiltonian dynamics with reduced complexity. Using the circuit
in the phase estimation algorithm, the eigenvalue of H can be obtained from the
cosine value of the phase. The presented circuit has a fixed design and can be used
in adaptive processes along with a modified iterative phase estimation algorithm.
• We also describe a divide-and-conquer method that can be used to write a general
matrix as a sum of unitary matrices. The method groups matrix elements into
submatrices and directly maps them to the quantum gates. Because of this direct
mapping, the number of quantum gates is related to the number of nonzero matrix
elements and can be reduced in the case of structured sparse matrices.
The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows: In the following subsection, we summarize the truncated Taylor series method. In Sect. 2, we first describe
the Taylor expansion used in this paper, then present a general circuit design for the
described expansion, analyze its complexity, explain how to use it in the phase estimation algorithm, and discuss the molecular Hamiltonians and the Hamiltonian for the
hydrogen molecule as example system. In Sect. 3, we explain the divide-and-conquer
method and analyze the complexity in terms of the required number of CNOTs. In
Sect. 4, we discuss how the method can be used with structured matrices and use
the Hamiltonian of the hydrogen molecule in particular. We also discuss adaptive
processes and describe a modification to the iterative phase estimation algorithm. In
Sect. 5, we summarize our results.
1.1 Truncated Taylor series method
For a given matrix Ū , assume that we are able to build the circuit equivalent of the
following unitary matrix by using an ancilla quantum register:

U=


Ū •
,
• •

(2)

where each “•” represents a matrix which has no special meaning and their dimensions
may be different on the diagonal and anti-diagonal of the matrix. When applied to any
arbitrary |ψ on the system register, the above matrix generates the following output
state:
U |0 |ψ = | + |0 Ū |ψ .

(3)

Here, |0 represents the first vector in the standard basis and | is the part of the
output in which the first register is not in |0 state. When the first register is in |0
state, the second register holds Ū |ψ. Therefore, U can be used to emulate the action
of Ū on any arbitrary state |ψ. This idea is used in various contexts; for example,
in Ref. [19], a programmable
 L−1 circuit design is presented for unitary matrices. Given
αl Hl with Hl representing a unitary matrix; the Taylor
a Hamiltonian H = l=0
expansion of ei Ht truncated at the K th order is defined as:
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U (t) = ei Ht ≈ Ū (t) =

K
k=0

(iHt)k
.
k!

(4)

As in Ref. [13], we obtain:
K

L−1

Ū (t) =
k=0 l1 ,...lk =0

(it)k
αl . . . αlk Hl1 . . . Hlk =
k! 1

M−1

βj Vj,

(5)

j=0

Here, the β j and the V j are products of αl s and Hl s, respectively, and M O(L K ) is the
number of the resulting terms. The above expansion can be implemented as a circuit
by using the following [13]:


∗





U = B ⊗ I V (B ⊗ I ) =


Ū •
.
• •

(6)


β j | j, where s =
where V = blkdiag (V0 , V1 , . . . , VM ) and B |0 = √1s M−1
j=0
 M−1
j=0 β j . V can be implemented as a circuit by using an additional ≈ log M control
qubits: When these qubits are in the state |j, V j is applied to the system register.

2 Expansion formula and the circuit
Given a Hamiltonian H ∈ R N with (N = 2n ), when ||t H || ≤ 1 (see the footnote1 ),
as in Ref. [18,20–22]) we define:
U (t) = tH + i I − t 2 H2 .

(7)

Here, U (t) describes a unitary matrix [23] with the eigenvalues whose real parts are
equal to those of the Hamiltonian. In addition, U (t) and tH have the same eigenvectors.
Truncating the Taylor expansion of the square root at the second term, we obtain the
following approximation:

Ū (t) = tH + i

I−

t 2 H2
2


,

(8)

which, modulo a multiplication by i = sqr t−1, is the same as the Taylor expansion of
×e−i Ht truncated at the third term. The most significant part of this approximation is
that it does not introduce any error on the real part of the eigenvalues of U (t). Hence,
by mapping Ū (t) to a circuit and using the phase estimation algorithm, one can obtain
the eigenvalue from the cosine value of the phase.
In the following subsection, based on Eq. (6), a circuit design is presented for Ū (t).
1 If H is given as a sum of unitaries, then normalizing the coefficients directly makes ||H || ≤ 1. If it is
given as a matrix, then one can divide the matrix elements by the 1- or infinity-norm of the matrix, which
can be computed in poly(n) time if there are poly(n) number of nonzero matrix elements.
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Fig. 1 Circuit for U (t): In total
(n + log L + 2) qubits are
employed in the circuit
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2.1 Circuit design for Ū t
When Ū (t) is close to a unitary matrix, one may consider finding a circuit design
through matrix decomposition techniques such as QR iterations [24] or Householder
transformations [25,26]. However, such a task would require finding the square of the
Hamiltonian and be equivalent to the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian in terms of
the complexity, i.e., O(N 3 ) for an N -dimensional dense matrix.
In this paper, we will first assume that we know how to obtain the circuit for H in
the following form:

UH =


H•
.
• •

(9)

Here, if H is an orthogonal matrix, then UH = H. Otherwise, a “•” represents a
matrix: if H is a sum of L number of unitary matrices, then UH is a matrix of dimension
LN × LN.
In Fig. 1, using UH we draw a circuit which can emulate the action of Ū (t) in the
same way as shown in Eq. (3). The circuit can be considered as the matrix product
U(t) = (B ∗ ⊗ I ) V (B ⊗ I ), where B is the coefficient matrix and V is the selection
matrix for the terms included in Ū (t):
• In matrix form, the gate B is a 4 × 4 matrix that includes the square root of the
coefficients of the expansion in Eq. (8):
⎛√
t
1 ⎜
⎜1 √
B=
|| |b || ⎝ t/ 2
0

1
√
− t
0 √
−t/ 2

√
t/ 2
0
√
− t
1

⎞
0√
t/ 2 ⎟
⎟.
−1 ⎠
√
− t

(10)

√

√
Here, b| =
t, 1, t/ 2, 0 . Since this matrix describes a Householder transformation, it can be implemented by using 4 quantum gates [25,26].
• V is the product of two controlled UH and a controlled permutation( ) gates. This
has the following matrix form:
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⎛

H•
⎜• •
⎜
⎜
I2N
⎜
V=⎜
H2 • • •
⎜
⎜
• •••
⎜
⎝
• •••
• •••

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟.
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

(11)

Because of the zero coefficient in the matrix B, the last part on the diagonal of this
matrix is disregarded. The construction of V is achieved through a permutation
matrix (also used in Ref. [17]) which realigns matrix elements to obtain H2 on
the diagonal and is defined as:
⎛
=⎝

IN

⎞
⎠.

X ⊗ I L N −N

(12)

IN
If we apply this to the first controlled gate, then we attain the following product
which leads to V given above:
⎛

I
⎜ 2N
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

⎞

I2N

H•
• •
UH

⎛

⎜
⎟⎜
⎜
⎟⎜
⎟⎜
⎟⎜
⎟⎜
⎟
⎟⎜
⎟⎜
⎟⎜
⎟⎜
⎠⎜
⎜
⎝

⎞

UH
I2N

H•
• •

IN
IN

⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

(13)

2.2 Complexity analysis
Computational complexity of a quantum circuit is generally determined by the required
number of CNOT gates. Since the coefficient matrix B can be implemented by 4 quantum gates, we will essentially count the number of CNOTs needed for the controlled
UH operations in order to estimate the computational complexity of the circuit U(t)
in Fig. 1 at time t.
 L−1
As in Ref. [13], let us assume that for a given H =
l=0 αl Hl , we have an
oracle select(H) that applies Hl to the system register when the ancilla register in
|l state. Since 0 ≤ l ≤ L − 1, log L number of qubits is needed in the ancilla.
Using this selection operator along with the operator BH whose leading row and
column are the coefficient vector [α0 , . . . , α L−1 ], we can assume that we have a
∗ ⊗ I ⊗n )select(H )(B ⊗
mechanism to construct UH given in Eq. (9): UH = (BH
H
⊗n
I ). Since there are two controlled UH gates in the circuit U(t), in total U(t) makes
2L number of queries to select(H). In addition, BH is an operator on logL qubits
and can be implemented by using O(L) number of quantum gates as a Householder
transformation. Therefore, the total complexity for the circuit can be bounded by O(L).
Reference [13] is concerned with the Hamiltonian simulation with error . The evolution, ei H t , is divided into r segments. Then, each segment is approximated through
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the Taylor series truncated at order K . The query
 complexity is shown to be proporlog(r / )
K
tional to L , where K is set to be O log log(r / ) to obtain the accuracy ( /r ) for each
segment [13,27]. In contrast, in this paper the simulation is performed in the context
of eigenvalue estimation and the error introduced by the truncation of the Taylor series
at the third term does not affect the eigenvalue error in Eqs. (7) and (8). (The next
subsection explains how to use these equations in the phase estimation algorithm.)
Therefore, considering Eq. (8) in combination with Eq. (5) it is immediate to see that
one can set K = 2 to get a computational cost proportional to L 2 (as opposed to the
value of K in Ref. [13] that increases with −1 ) which can be further reduced to O(L)
as done in this paper.
Note that the query complexity O(L) when L = O(poly(n)) may appear to be
small but when we take into account the implementation cost of the queries the
gate complexity may be much higher as illustrated in Ref. [28] for the simulation
of Electronic Hamiltonians. In order to have a O(poly(n)) total gate cost, in addition
to L = O(poly(n)), the required number of quantum gates for each Hl should be
bounded by O(poly(n)). This is the case when each Hl is a matrix with poly(n)sparsity (the number of nonzero elements is bounded by O(poly(n))) [29,30] or an
n−fold tensor product of Pauli matrices.
2.3 Simulating with the phase estimation algorithm
j−1

The phase estimation algorithm (PEA) [1] uses U (t)2 to compute the jth bit of the
eigenvalue U (t). The powers of Ũ (t) in Eq. (8) can be obtained by successively applying the circuit U(t) along with a projector operator. Since this requires 2 j repetitions
for the 2 j th power of Ũ (t), in the phase estimation algorithm U(t) is applied O(2m )
times to obtain an eigenvalue with m-bit precision. Therefore, if the circuit Ũ (t) is
of O(Lpoly(n)) number of quantum gates, then the eigenvalue can be obtained in
O(2m Lpoly(n)) time complexity.
If Ũ (t) is considered as an approximation to ei Ht , then the jth bit can be esti
mated through the multiplication of t by 2 j , i.e., Ũ t2 j = i2 j tH− I −22 j−1 t 2 H2 ,
j
which is an approximation to ei Ht2 . However, in this case the approximation error
j 3
3
In addition,
changing the elements of the coefficient vector
is O((t2
√ ) ||H ||). √

j
j
b| = t2 , 1, t2 / 2, 0 changes the value of || b| ||2 . Since || b| ||2 impacts the
success probability in the output, this may further affect the accuracy of the obtained
eigenvalue. Note that U (t) in Eq. (7) (or Eq. (8) as an approximation to Eq. (7)) cannot
be used in the phase estimation algorithm by simply changing
 the elements of b| .
Because if the eigenvalue of U (t) is eiφ , the eigenvalue of U 2 j t is not necessarily
j
ei2 φ .

2.3.1 Example Hamiltonian
As an example, let us consider the molecular electronic Hamiltonian in the formalism
of the second quantization [31–33]:
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H=

1
2

h p,q a †p aq +
p,q

h p,q,r ,s h p,q,r ,s a †p aq† ar as ,

(14)

p,q,r ,s

where a j and a †j are the spinless fermionic creation and annihilation operators that
are used to define the interaction of a fermionic system. In the context of quantum
chemistry, here, j ∈ {0, ..., n − 1} and represents the state of a spin orbital. h p,q and
h p,q,r ,s are one and two electron integrals classically computed through Hartree–Fock
method.
In the occupation number basis, the creation and annihilation operators can be written in terms of Pauli matrices (σx , σ y , σz ) by using the Jordan–Wigner transformation
[34]:
⊗j

⊗j

a j → I ⊗n− j−1 ⊗ σ+ ⊗ σz , and a †j → I ⊗n− j−1 ⊗ σ− ⊗ σz ,

(15)

where
σ+ = |1 0| =

σx − iσ y
σx + iσ y
, and σ− = |0 1| =
.
2
2

(16)

Alternative to the occupation number basis, the parity basis and the Bravyi–Kitaev
basis [35] can be used to map this Hamiltonian into the Pauli matrices (see Ref. [33]
for a comparison). As a particular example, we will use the hydrogen molecule in a
minimal basis. The Hamiltonian for the hydrogen molecule is given as a sum of products of Pauli matrices through Bravyi–Kitaev transformation in Eq. (79) of Ref. [33]:
H H2 = − 0.81261I + 0.171201σ0z + 0.16862325σ1z − 0.2227965σ2z
+ 0.171201σ1z σ0z + 0.12054625σ2z σ0z + 0.17434925σ3z σ1z
y

y

+ 0.04532175σ2x σ1z σ0x + 0.04532175σ2 σ1z σ0 + 0.165868σ2z σ1z σ0z
+ 0.12054625σ3z σ2z σ0z − 0.2227965σ3z σ2z σ1z + 0.04532175σ3z σ2x σ1z σ0x
y

y

+ 0.04532175σ3z σ2 σ1z σ0 + 0.165868σ3z σ2z σ1z σ0z
(17)
The evolution operator for this Hamiltonian is computed through Trotter–Suzuki
decomposition. In this decomposition, the exponential (and the circuit) for the each
term is computed separately. (Note that an n-fold tensor product of Pauli matrices
requires (2n − 1) CNOT gates.) Then, these circuits are combined to estimate the
whole evolution operator. Commuting terms in this Hamiltonian simplify the resulting circuit. Because of these simplifications, Ref. [33] shows that the circuit simulating
the single first-order Trotter time step of this Hamiltonian requires only 44 CNOT and
30 single-qubit gates.
In our case, since an n-fold tensor product of Pauli matrices requires n single gates,
each term can be implemented by using only single gates. Since there are L = 15 terms,
we need at least 4 qubits in the ancilla to control which term to be applied to the system.
This is basically a select(H) operator that applies the single gates in the jth term to the
system qubits when the ancilla is in |j state. Since there are 4 system qubits, this leads
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to a 4 multi-controlled network. Here, note that a network controlled by n qubits can
be implemented by 2n CNOT gates by following the decomposition given in Ref. [24].
Since there are 4 multi-controlled networks, in total select(H) requires 4 × 24 CNOT
gates. Another 24 CNOT gate are necessary for the implementation of the coefficients.
Therefore, the circuit UH for the Hamiltonian will require ≈ 80 CNOT gates in total.
Note that this number is a rough estimate; the number of CNOTs may be reduced by
some optimization on the circuit.
Considering the one iteration of the phase estimation along with the circuit U; since
there are two more control qubits for UH , the number of CNOTs for each UH increases
fourfold. For two UH s controlled by two qubits, 2 × 4 × 80 = 640 CNOT gates are
necessary.
In general case, the number of terms in an electronic Hamiltonian is bounded by
O(n 4 ) [33]. Since each term can be implemented in O(n) time, one iteration of the
phase estimation algorithm would then require O(n 5 ) quantum gates. Therefore, these
Hamiltonians can be simulated in O(poly(n)) time with the truncated Taylor series
described in Eq. (5) or with the general circuit in Fig. 1 described in this paper.

3 Writing any H as a sum of unitaries
When H is given as a sum of unitary matrices or matrices which can be easily mapped
to quantum gates, then one can design the circuit for U (t) by following Eq. (5) where
the summation is converted into a product formula or the standard Trotter–Suzuki
decomposition. This is the case for molecular Hamiltonians given in the second quantization [31,33].
However, if H is not given as a sum of simple unitaries,2 then the following divideand-conquer method can be used to write the Hamiltonian as a sum of unitary matrices
and obtain UH :
i. The matrix is first divided into 2 × 2 submatrices.
ii. Then, each submatrix is written as a sum of quantum gates.
iii. Using a coefficient matrix BH , the Hamiltonian is generated as a part of UH .
The details are given in the following subsections:
3.1 Division into submatrices
First, a given Hamiltonian H ∈ R N with (N = 2n ) is divided into four blocks:

H=

A0 A1
A2 A3




=



A0
A3


+

A1
A2


.

(18)

2 Simple in the sense that the required number of quantum gates for each unitary is polynomial in the
number of qubits.
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Using the vectors in the standard basis, this can be rewritten as:
H = |0 0| ⊗ A0 + |1 1| ⊗ A3
+ (|0 1| ⊗ A1 + |1 0| ⊗ A2 )
= (|0 0| ⊗ A0 + |1 1| ⊗ A3 )

(19)



+ (|0 0| ⊗ A1 + |1 1| ⊗ A2 ) X ⊗ I N /2 ,

where I N /2 describes an N /2-dimensional identity matrix and

X=


01
.
10

(20)

This division into blocks is recursively continued until each block dimension becomes
2 or circuit representations of the blocks become known. For instance, after the second
recursion step, we have the following (see “second step (k = 2)” and “third step
(k = 3)” sections for the mathematical steps and the third recursion):
H = (|00 00| ⊗ A00 + |01 01| ⊗ A03 + |10 10| ⊗ A30 + |11 11| ⊗ A33 )



+ (|00 00| ⊗ A01 + |01 01| ⊗ A02 + |10 10| ⊗ A31 + |11 11| ⊗ A32 ) I ⊗ X ⊗ I N /4


+ (|00 00| ⊗ A10 + |01 01| ⊗ A13 + |10 10| ⊗ A20 + |11 11| ⊗ A23 ) X ⊗ I ⊗ I N /4


+ (|00 00| ⊗ A11 + |01 01| ⊗ A12 + |10 10| ⊗ A21 + |11 11| ⊗ A22 ) X ⊗ X ⊗ I N /4 .

(21)
In matrix form,
⎛

A00
⎜ A02

H=⎜
⎝ A20
A22


A01
A10
A03   A12
A21
A30
A23
A32

⎞
A11
A13 ⎟
⎟.
A31 ⎠
A33

(22)

Note that following the subscripts of A[... ] s from left to right one can easily find the
matrix elements of any A[... ] .
3.2 Forming Vj s
By generalizing above steps, at the kth recursive step, H can be written more concisely
in the following form:
2k −1

H=
j=0

123



V j P j (X , I ) ⊗ I N /2k .

(23)
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Here, we construct V j s using A[... ] s and P j (X , I ) is a permutation matrix constructed
by using the tensor product of X and identity matrices, i.e.,
P j (X , I ) =

k−1


X ji , with j = ( j0 . . . jk−1 )2 .

(24)

i=0

Each V j describes a multi-controlled network: In matrix form, V j is a block diagonal
matrix where a group of A[... ] s are tiled on the diagonal.
3.2.1 Assigning A[... ] s to Vj s at the kth step
Let wi represent the ith word in the set {“0…00”, “0…03”, …, “3…33”} which
includes all possible words from the alphabet {0,3} with the length k. Then we can
define V0 as:
2k −1

|i i| ⊗ Awi ,

V0 =

(25)

i=0

Here, |i is the ith vector in the standard basis. V0 is obtained from A[... ] s on the
diagonal of the Hamiltonian. Consider the matrix in Eq. (22) as an example, then V0
is the block diagonal matrix with A00 , A03 , A30 , and A33 .
Using wi s in V0 and P j (X , I ), we will determine the subscripts of A[... ] s involved
in any V j by the following rule:
Rule 1 If there is an X on the qth qubit, the following change is made in the subscripts
of A[... ] s in V0 :
• (3 → 2): if the qth letter of the subscript is 3, we make it 2.
• (0 → 1): if it is 0, we make it 1.
You can consider this as an application of a gate that switches 3s into 2s and 0s into
1s or vice versa. Based on this rule, one A[... ] from each row of the Hamiltonian is
included in V j .
3.3 Generating circuit for UH in Eq. (9)
If A[... ] s are of dimension 2 × 2, then 2k = N /2 and each V j involves N /2 number
of A[... ] s. Once the involved A[... ] s are determined, they can be mapped to a circuit
by using different control bit schemes for each A[... ] . Therefore, each V j describes a
multi-controlled network.
The A[... ] s are in general not unitary. We can write a nonunitary A[... ] as a sum of
two unitary matrices. For instance,

A[... ] =


A[... ] + i I − A2[... ]
2

+


A[... ] − i I − A2[... ]
2

(26)
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Fig. 2 Circuit for UH for any 8 × 8 Hamiltonian matrix: It is assumed that there is no coefficient on any
A[... ] . Therefore, BH can be considered as a tensor product of two Hadamard gates. CNOTs at the beginning
of the circuit represent the simplified permutation operations

This will double the number of V j s. Here note that any unitary single-qubit gate
can be implemented as a product of three quantum gates and a global phase [7]:
eiθ1 Rz (θ2 )R y (θ3 )Rz (θ4 ) with θ1 , . . . , θ4 ∈ R. Although this increases the overall
number of quantum gates by a factor of 4, it does not impact the number of V j s.
Then, the circuits for V j P j s are combined in the selection matrix V P by using
an ancilla register: V P applies the product V j P j when the ancilla is in |j state. The
matrix form of this operation is as follows:
⎛
⎜
⎜
VP =⎜
⎝

⎞

V0
V1 P1

..

⎟
⎟
⎟.
⎠

.

(27)

VN /2−1 PN /2−1
Finally,
for UH implementing the Hamiltonian can be defined as the

 ∗the circuit
⊗ I V P (BH ⊗ I ), where BH forms a state with the square root of the
product BH
coefficients: These coefficients are generated by writing nonunitary A[... ] s as a sum
of two unitaries. For instance,
in Eq. (26)

 we have a coefficient 1/2. This becomes a
coefficient to the product V j P j (X , I ) . BH can be considered as a Householder transformation: An L-dimensional Householder matrix requires O(L) number of quantum
gates [25,26]. An example UH for a general 8 × 8 Hamiltonian is presented in Fig. 2,
where P j s are simplified into two CNOT gates.
Here, note that MATLAB source codes for obtaining A[... ] , V j , and P j matrices
and the circuit can be downloaded from GitHub3 .
3.4 Gate and qubit count
3.4.1 Unstructured dense matrices
The complexity of UH is determined by the number of V j s. We can determine the
number of qubits and CNOTs by counting the number of A[... ] s. In the final step of the
recursive
division,
if the matrix elements are put into group of four elements, then there


are N 2 /4 number of A[... ] s. If each A[... ] is written as a sum of two unitary matrices,


then the number of unitary gates becomes N 2 /2 . As mentioned in the previous
subsection, each unitary single gate can be implemented using a product of
 three
rotations. Therefore, in total there are three multi-controlled networks with N 2 /2
3 https://github.com/adaskin/circuitforTaylorseries
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number of gates and (2n − 1) number of control qubits. By following Ref. [24], a
network controlled by (2n − 1) qubits can be decomposed into N 2 /2 CNOTs and
N 2 /2 single gates. Since we have three networks (assuming we have used three single
gates for each unitary gate), then the total number of CNOTs is 3N 2 /2. The total
complexity of a controlled UH is dominated by these networks.
As a result, a controlled U H in Fig. 1 can be implemented by using O(N 2 ) number
of quantum gates. In this case, since the complexity of B and
are negligible in
,
the
total
complexity
of
the
circuit
is also bounded
comparison
with
the
controlled
U
H
 
by O N 2 .
3.4.2 Structured matrices
Direct classical methods require O(N 3 ) computational time (number of floating-point
operations) to compute the eigenvalue of a dense matrix. However, due to discretization and linearization techniques, most of the eigenvalue-related problems deal with
structured matrices: that means the description of a matrix depends on less than N 2
parameters [36]. Many classical algorithms benefit from the structure of a matrix
to reduce the computational effort. Moreover, in the study of complex many-body
quantum systems through the random matrix theory, knowing the structure of the
Hamiltonian determines the structure of the random Hamiltonians in the ensemble
used to replace the Hamiltonian [37].
The described divide-and-conquer method groups the neighboring matrix elements
into gates. Any sparsity in the considered matrix may potentially reduce the number
of A[... ] s. However, when the sparsity of the matrix is structured as in tridiagonal,
anti-tridiagonal, and band matrices, the number of terms and so the numbers of qubits
and CNOTs used in the circuit are directly affected. As an example, consider removing
the first half of A[... ] s from the circuit in Fig. 2, then we can also remove one of the
qubits in the ancilla. This will reduce the gate count by half. The divide-and-conquer
method does not necessitate to store nonzero elements since the indices are used to
determine matrix elements of A[... ] s. Therefore, it can be also used to write sparse
matrices in terms of a circuit with A[... ] s. If there are O(poly(n)) number of nonzero
elements, then this is likely to produce a circuit with O(poly(n)) number of A[... ] s.
If any matrix element is accessible in O(poly(n)) time, then the construction of the
circuit can be done in O(poly(n)) time.
3.4.3 Hamiltonian for the hydrogen molecule
Let us consider the 16 × 16 Hamiltonian for the hydrogen molecule given in Eq. (17)
again. In matrix form, this Hamiltonian only has 4 nondiagonal elements located on
the anti-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian. If we write the diagonal part and the antidiagonal partas a sum
 of two unitaries, then the Hamiltonian can be written as sum of
4 number of V j P j terms. Since each V j involves multi-controlled 8 quantum gates,
in total there are 32 quantum gates. Then, UH requires 5 control- and 1 target qubits.
Since an additional control qubit is necessary for U (t), there are two multi-controlled
network, viz. two controlled UH s, with 6 control qubits. The decomposition of these
networks will constitute 128 CNOT gates in total. Here, note that using U (t) in the
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Fig. 3 The kth iteration of the
iterative phase estimation for
adaptive processes: H represents
the Hadamard gate and k ≥ 1
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•
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/

U2

k

H

/

phase estimation introduces an additional control qubit. Then, the required number of
CNOTs for each iteration of the phase estimation algorithm is doubled to ≈ 256.
Here, the hydrogen molecule is given as an example to show how the structured
sparsity may reduce the complexity of the circuit generated through the divide-andconquer method. As explained in Sect. 2.3.1, using the Jordan–Wigner [34] or Bravyi–
Kitaev [35] transformations, the molecular Hamiltonians in the second quantization
can be easily mapped to a sum of L unitary matrices. (Each unitary is a product of
Pauli matrices σx , σ y , σz , I .)

4 Discussion on adaptive processes
Finding the matrix elements of a Hamiltonian representing the dynamics of a quantum
system is a nontrivial task requiring tedious analytical and numerical computations.
The circuit can be used to experimentally identify the Hamiltonian dynamic of an
unknown large system or estimate the parameters of a quantum channel, where a
known state is sent through an unknown state and the measurement is used to estimate
the parameters associated with the channel [38]. A similar approach is used also in
Ref. [39] to compress molecular Hamiltonians.
The matrix divided as in Eq. (21) can also be used to represent a layer of a neural network in matrix form. In the learning or adaptive processes based on gradient descent,
when the eigenvalues of an autocorrelation matrix are disparate, i.e., the condition
number of the matrix is large, the learning rate or the performance of an adaptive algorithm is hindered in applications [40]. Therefore, in these processes, using the phase
estimation as an ingredient for different algorithms may provide better performances.
The phase estimation algorithm requires two registers to store the eigenvalue and the
eigenvector, respectively. The size of the first register is determined by the desired
accuracy; for example for a 32-bit precision, it has 32 qubits. When the system size is
large, the iterative phase estimation [1] using only a qubit in the first register is more
preferred in the experiments and classical simulations. However, the iterative version
starts the estimation of the bits from the least significant bit (LSB) toward the most
significant bit (MSB). This impedes the employment of the algorithm as a subroutine
in various multivariate statistical algorithms in which the eigenvalues above or below
some threshold are filtered out. Figure 3 describes the iterative phase estimation algorithm, where the bit values are estimated starting from MSB (see “Appendix B” section
for the details of the circuit). This iterative version can be used in adaptive processes
to filter out some of the eigenvalues or prepare the ground state of the Hamiltonians.
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5 Conclusion
In this work, we have introduced a quantum circuit for the simulation of the Hamiltonian dynamic through the Taylor expansion truncated at the third term. The circuit
can be used with the Hamiltonians given as a sum of unitary matrices. Furthermore,
we have described a method to write the Hamiltonian as a sum of unitary matrices
and generate the equivalent circuit. This allows us to use the circuit with the phase
estimation algorithm to simulate any Hamiltonian.
Acknowledgements We would like to thank two anonymous reviewers for their help in improving the
clarity of the paper and the complexity analysis of the circuit.

Appendix A: explicit steps of the recursion


Second step k = 2
First, we plug Eq. (19) in places of A[... ] s:



H = |0 0| |0 0| ⊗ A00 + |1 1| ⊗ A03 + (|0 0| ⊗ A01 + |1 1| ⊗ A02 ) X ⊗ I N /8



+ |1 1| |0 0| ⊗ A30 + |1 1| ⊗ A33 + (|0 0| ⊗ A31 + |1 1| ⊗ A32 ) X ⊗ I N /8
+ |0 0| (|0 0| ⊗ A10 + |1 1| ⊗ A13 + (|0 0| ⊗ A11 + |1 1| ⊗ A12 )
 


X ⊗ I N /4 + |1 1| (|0 0| ⊗ A20 + |1 1| ⊗ A23
X ⊗ I N /8

 

X ⊗ I N /4 .
+ (|0 0| ⊗ A21 + |1 1| ⊗ A22 ) X ⊗ I N /8

(A1)

This gives the following:


H = |00 00| ⊗ A00 + |01 01| ⊗ A03 + (|00 00| ⊗ A01 + |01 01| ⊗ A02 ) I ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8


+ |10 10| ⊗ A30 + |11 11| ⊗ A33 + (|10 10| ⊗ A31 + |11 11| ⊗ A32 ) I ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8


+ (|00 00| ⊗ A10 + |01 01| ⊗ A13 ) X ⊗ I ⊗ I N /8 + (|00 00| ⊗ A11


+ |01 01| ⊗ A12 ) X ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8


+ (|10 10| ⊗ A20 + |11 11| ⊗ A23 ) X ⊗ I ⊗ I N /8 + (|10 10| ⊗ A21


+ |11 11| ⊗ A22 ) X ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8 .
(A2)

By rewriting this equation, we obtain in Eq. (21).


Third step k = 3
Then, in the third recursion, we get the following:
H = |0| ⊗ A000 + |1| ⊗ A003 + |2| ⊗ A030 + |3| ⊗ A033 + |4| ⊗ A300 + |5| ⊗ A303
+|6| ⊗ A330 + |7| ⊗ A333
+ (|0| ⊗ A001 + |1| ⊗ A002 + |2| ⊗ A031 + |3| ⊗ A032 + |4| ⊗ A301 + |5| ⊗ A302


+ |6| ⊗ A331 + |7| ⊗ A332 ) I ⊗ I ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8
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Fig. 4 Histogram of the probability differences in the outputs of the iterative phase estimation for 5000
random matrices. The algorithm is iterated 20 times for each matrix. Here, the probability to see the
probability difference less than 0.1 is 0.0644 and greater than 0.9 is 0.2862

+ (|0| ⊗ A010 + |1| ⊗ A013 + |2| ⊗ A020 + |3| ⊗ A023 + |4| ⊗ A310 + |5| ⊗ A313


+ |6| ⊗ A320 + |7| ⊗ A323 ) I ⊗ X ⊗ I ⊗ I N /8
+ (|0| ⊗ A011 + |1| ⊗ A012 + |2| ⊗ A021 + |3| ⊗ A022 + |4| ⊗ A311 + |5| ⊗ A312


+|6| ⊗ A321 + |7| ⊗ A322 ) I ⊗ X ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8
+ (|0| ⊗ A100 + |1| ⊗ A103 + |2| ⊗ A030 + |3| ⊗ A033 + |4| ⊗ A200 + |5| ⊗ A203


+ |6| ⊗ A230 + |7| ⊗ A233 ) X ⊗ I ⊗ I ⊗ I N /8
+ (|0| ⊗ A101 + |1| ⊗ A102 + |2| ⊗ A031 + |3| ⊗ A032 + |4| ⊗ A201 + |5| ⊗ A202


+ |6| ⊗ A231 + |7| ⊗ A232 ) X ⊗ I ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8
+ (|0| ⊗ A110 + |1| ⊗ A113 + |2| ⊗ A123 + |3| ⊗ A123 + |4| ⊗ A210 + |5| ⊗ A213


+ |6| ⊗ A220 + |7| ⊗ A223 ) X ⊗ X ⊗ I ⊗ I N /8
+ (|0| ⊗ A111 + |1| ⊗ A112 + |2| ⊗ A121 + |3| ⊗ A122 + |4| ⊗ A211 + |5| ⊗ A212


+|6| ⊗ A221 + |7| ⊗ A222 ) X ⊗ X ⊗ X ⊗ I N /8 ,
(A3)
where |i| = |i i|. This Hamiltonian in matrix form corresponds to the following matrix:
⎛⎛

A000
⎜⎜ A002
⎜⎜
⎜⎝ A020
⎜
⎜
⎛ A022
H=⎜
⎜
A200
⎜
⎜⎜ A202
⎜⎜
⎝⎝ A220
A222

123


A001
A003 
A021
A023 
A201
A203 
A221
A223



A010
 A012
A030
 A032
A210
 A212
A230
A232

⎞
A011
A013 ⎟
⎟
A031 ⎠
A033 ⎞
A211
A213 ⎟
⎟
A231 ⎠
A233

⎛

A100
⎜ A102
⎜
⎝ A120
⎛ A122
A300
⎜ A302
⎜
⎝ A320
A322


A101
A103 
A121
A123 
A301
A303 
A321
A323



A110
 A112
A130
 A132
A310
 A312
A330
A332

⎞⎞
A111
⎟
A113 ⎟
⎟⎟
A131 ⎠⎟
⎟
A133 ⎞⎟
⎟ . (A4)
⎟
A311
⎟
⎟
A323 ⎟⎟
⎟
A331 ⎠⎠
A333
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Appendix B: iterative phase estimation for adaptive processes
The circuit in Fig. 3 works as follows:
• Assume that the circuit U = ei Hπ and its eigenvector |ϕ are given.
• In the first iteration, k is set to 1. After the controlled U , the following state is obtained
(normalization constants are omitted for simplicity):
|ψ1  = |0 |ϕ + eiπ (φ1 .φ2 ... )2 |1 |ϕ .

(B1)

Here, (φ1 .φ2 . . . )2 represents the binary form of the phase multiplied by 2: 2φ.
• To make the real part of the value eiπ (φ1 .φ2 ... )2 negative when φ1 = 1 and positive
when φ1 = 0, we apply a rotation Rz (−π/2):

 π  1 0
=
Rz −
.
0 e−iπ/2
2

(B2)

Note that in general when rotation gate about the z-axis is defined, the angle is divided
by 2, which is neglected here. After this gate, we have:
|ψ2  = |0 |ϕ + eiπ (φ1 .φ2 ... )2 −iπ/2 |1 |ϕ .

(B3)

• After applying the second Hadamard gate, the final state becomes the following:
|ψ3  = (1 + cos (α) + i sin (α)) |0 |ϕ
+ (1 − cos (α) − i sin (α)) |1) |ϕ ,

(B4)

where α = π (φ1 .φ2 . . . )2 − π/2. The probability difference between |0 and |1 is
determined by the value of cos(α):


– If φ1 = 0, then α ∈ − π2 , π2 and cos(α) ≥ 0. Hence, the probability of |0 is
higher than that of |1.

– If φ1 = 1, then α ∈ π2 , 3π
2 and cos(α) ≤ 0. And so, the probability of |1 is
higher than |0.
• In the second iteration, k = 2, and if φ1 is 1, then we have (10)2 + (φ2 .φ3 . . . )2 . Since
ei(10)2 π = 1, the phase is in the form (φ2 .φ3 . . . )2 .
The probability difference between |0 and |1 in the output may be as high as 1 or in
rare cases is equal to 0. For random 5000 matrices, the distribution of the probability
differences is drawn in Fig. 4: The probability differences are obtained by iterating the
phase estimation algorithm 20 times for each matrix. As shown in the figure, the probability
to see the difference less than 0.1 is around 0.06.

References
1. Kitaev, A.: Quantum measurements and the Abelian stabilizer problem. Electron. Colloq. Comput.
Complex. (ECCC) 3, 5 (1996)

123

328

Page 18 of 19

A. Daskin, S. Kais

2. Somma, R., Ortiz, G., Gubernatis, J.E., Knill, E., Laflamme, R.: Simulating physical phenomena by
quantum networks. Phys. Rev. A 65, 042323 (2002)
3. Brown, K.L., Munro, W.J., Kendon, V.M.: Using quantum computers for quantum simulation. Entropy
12, 2268–2307 (2010)
4. Kassal, I., Whitfield, J.D., Perdomo-Ortiz, A., Yung, M.-H., Aspuru-Guzik, A.: Simulating chemistry
using quantum computers. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 62, 185–207 (2011)
5. Wecker, D., Bauer, B., Clark, B.K., Hastings, M.B., Troyer, M.: Gate-count estimates for performing
quantum chemistry on small quantum computers. Phys. Rev. A 90, 022305 (2014)
6. Montanaro, A.: Quantum algorithms: an overview. NPJ Quant. Inf. 2, 15023 (2016)
7. Nielsen, M.A., Chuang, I.: Quantum computation and quantum information (2002)
8. Shor, P.W.: Polynomial-time algorithms for prime factorization and discrete logarithms on a quantum
computer. SIAM Rev. 41, 303–332 (1999)
9. Harrow, A.W., Hassidim, A., Lloyd, S.: Quantum algorithm for linear systems of equations. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 103, 150502 (2009)
10. Trotter, H.F.: On the product of semi-groups of operators. Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 10, 545–551 (1959)
11. Suzuki, M.: Generalized trotter’s formula and systematic approximants of exponential operators and
inner derivations with applications to many-body problems. Commun. Math. Phys. 51, 183–190 (1976)
12. Poulin, D., Hastings, M.B., Wecker, D., Wiebe, N., Doberty, A.C., Troyer, M.: The trotter step size
required for accurate quantum simulation of quantum chemistry. Quant. Inf. Comput. 15, 361–384
(2015)
13. Berry, D.W., Childs, A.M., Cleve, R., Kothari, R., Somma, R.D.: Simulating Hamiltonian dynamics
with a truncated Taylor series. Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 090502 (2015)
14. Daskin, A., Kais, S.: An Ancilla-based quantum simulation framework for non-unitary matrices. Quant.
Inf. Process. 16, 33 (2017)
15. Low, G.H., Chuang, I.L.: Optimal Hamiltonian simulation by quantum signal processing. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 118, 010501 (2017)
16. Poulin, D., Kitaev, A., Steiger, D.S., Hastings, M.B., Troyer, M.: Fast quantum algorithm for spectral
properties. arXiv preprint arXiv:1711.11025 (2017)
17. Daskin, A., Kais, S.: Direct application of the phase estimation algorithm to find the eigenvalues of the
hamiltonians. arXiv preprint arXiv:1703.03597 (2017)
18. Babbush, R., Berry, D.W., Sanders, Y.R., Kivlichan, I.D., Scherer, A., Wei, A.Y., Love, P.J., AspuruGuzik, A.: Exponentially more precise quantum simulation of fermions in the configuration interaction
representation. Quant. Sci. Technol. 3, 015006 (2018)
19. Daskin, A., Grama, A., Kollias, G., Kais, S.: Universal programmable quantum circuit schemes to
emulate an operator. J. Chem. Phys. 137, 234112 (2012)
20. Babbush, R., Berry, D., Kieferová, M., Low, H.G., Sanders, Y., Scherer, A., Wiebe, N.: Improved techniques for preparing eigenstates of fermionic Hamiltonians. arXiv preprint arXiv:1711.10460 (2017)
21. Low, H.G., Chuang, I.L.: Hamiltonian simulation by uniform spectral amplification. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1707.05391 (2017)
22. Low, H.G., Chuang, I.L.: Hamiltonian simulation by qubitization. arXiv preprint arXiv:1610.06546
(2016)
23. Pei, W.: Additive Combinations of Special Operators, pp. 337–361. Banach Center Publications,
Warszawa (1994)
24. Möttönen, M., Vartiainen, J.J., Bergholm, V., Salomaa, M.M.: Quantum circuits for general multiqubit
gates. Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 130502 (2004)
25. Bullock, S.S., OLeary, D.P., Brennen, G.K.: Asymptotically optimal quantum circuits for d-level systems. Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 230502 (2005)
26. Urías, J.: Householder factorizations of unitary matrices. J. Math. Phys. 51, 072204 (2010)
27. Novo, L., Berry, D.W.: Improved Hamiltonian simulation via a truncated Taylor series and corrections.
arXiv preprint arXiv:1611.10033 (2016)
28. Babbush, R., Berry, D.W., Kivlichan, I.D., Wei, A.Y., Love, P.J., Aspuru-Guzik, A.: Exponentially
more precise quantum simulation of fermions in second quantization. N. J. Phys. 18, 033032 (2016)
29. Berry, D.W., Ahokas, G., Cleve, R., Sanders, B.C.: Efficient quantum algorithms for simulating sparse
Hamiltonians. Commun. Math. Phys. 270, 359–371 (2007)
30. Childs, A.M., Kothari, R.: Simulating sparse Hamiltonians with star decompositions. In: Conference
on Quantum Computation, Communication, and Cryptography pp. 94–103, Springer, Berlin (2010)

123

A generalized circuit for the Hamiltonian...

Page 19 of 19

328

31. Lanyon, B.P., Whitfield, J.D., Gillett, G.G., Goggin, M.E., Almeida, M.P., Kassal, I., Biamonte, J.D.,
Mohseni, M., Powell, B.J., Barbieri, M., et al.: Towards quantum chemistry on a quantum computer.
Nat. Chem. 2, 106–111 (2010)
32. Whitfield, J.D., Biamonte, J., Aspuru-Guzik, A.: Simulation of electronic structure hamiltonians using
quantum computers. Mol. Phys. 109, 735–750 (2011)
33. Seeley, J.T., Richard, M.J., Love, P.J.: The Bravyi–Kitaev transformation for quantum computation of
electronic structure. J. Chem. Phys. 137, 224109 (2012)
34. Jordan, P., Wigner, E.: Über das paulische äquivalenzverbot. Zeitschrift für Physik 47, 631–651 (1928)
35. Bravyi, S.B., Kitaev, A.Y.: Fermionic quantum computation. Ann. Phys. 298, 210–226 (2002)
36. Fassbender, H., Kressner, D.: Structured eigenvalue problems. GAMM Mitt. 29, 297–318 (2006)
37. Guhr, T., Müller-Groeling, A., Weidenmüller, H.A.: Random-matrix theories in quantum physics:
common concepts. Phys. Rep. 299, 189–425 (1998)
38. Escher, B.M., de Matos Filho, R.L., Davidovich, L.: General framework for estimating the ultimate
precision limit in noisy quantum-enhanced metrology. Nat. Phys. 7, 406–411 (2011)
39. Romero, J., Olson, J.P., Aspuru-Guzik, A.: Quantum autoencoders for efficient compression of quantum
data. Quant. Sci. Technol. 2, 045001 (2017)
40. Widrow, B., McCool, J.M., Larimore, M.G., Richard Johnson, C.: Stationary and nonstationary learning
characteristics of the LMS adaptive filter. Proc. IEEE 64, 1151–1162 (1976)

123

