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We provide a noisy intermediate-scale quantum framework for simulating the dynamics of open
quantum systems, generalized time evolution, non-linear differential equations and Gibbs state
preparation. Our algorithm does not require any classical-quantum feedback loop, bypass the bar-
ren plateau problem and does not necessitate any complicated measurements such as the Hadamard
test. We introduce the notion of the hybrid density matrix, which allows us to disentangle the differ-
ent steps of our algorithm and delegate classically demanding tasks to the quantum computer. Our
algorithm proceeds in three disjoint steps. First, we select the ansatz, followed by measuring overlap
matrices on a quantum computer. The final step involves classical post-processing data from the
second step. Our algorithm has potential applications in solving the Navier-Stokes equation, plasma
hydrodynamics, quantum Boltzmann training, quantum signal processing and linear systems. Our
entire framework is compatible with current experiments and can be implemented immediately.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quest for quantum advantage for practical use-
cases in the noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ)
era [1, 2] has spurred the development of algorithms,
which can be executed on shallow quantum circuits and
do not necessitate error correction. Despite the hope ren-
dered by the recent Google quantum supremacy exper-
iment [3] at the hardware frontier, it remains to devise
algorithms which can harness the power of the NISQ de-
vices for problems of practical relevance.

The task of estimating the ground state and ground
state energy of a Hamiltonian is one such model prob-
lem, for which one could expect to conceive algorithms
for quantum advantage. Another canonical problem is
the broader challenge of simulating the quantum dynam-
ics. In fact, the birth of the field of quantum computa-
tion can be attributed to Feynman’s dream of simulat-
ing the quantum dynamics [4]. While the Hamiltonian
ground state problem has applications in combinatorial
optimization, solid-state physics and quantum chemistry,
quantum simulation offers the possibility to explore top-
ics such as high-temperature superconductivity and drug
design. Interestingly, both Hamiltonian ground state
problem and quantum simulation can be tackled via vari-
ational principles, based on static and dynamical meth-
ods respectively.

The leading canonical NISQ era algorithm for ap-
proximating the ground state and ground state energy
of a Hamiltonian is variational quantum eigensolver
(VQE) [5–12]. The aforementioned algorithm is based
on the Rayleigh-Ritz variational principle and employs
a classical-quantum feedback loop to update the param-
eters of the corresponding parametric quantum circuit
(PQC). The classical optimization program correspond-
ing to VQE is highly non-convex and in general uncharac-
terized [13]. The classical-quantum feedback loop further
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impedes the possibility to utilize the quantum computer,
until the classical computer has calculated its output. In
general the ansatz is either not compatible with the ex-
isting hardware capabilities or chosen in a heuristic fash-
ion. The absence of a mathematically rigorous structure
renders any systematic investigation challenging. More-
over, the recent results revealing the existence of the bar-
ren plateau as the hardware noise, number of qubits or
amount of entanglement increase, has led to genuine con-
cerns about the fate of VQE [14–19]. Even gradient-free
optimization techniques fail to evade the fatality of the
barren plateaus [20].

For simulating the dynamics of closed quantum sys-
tems, the leading canonical NISQ era algorithm is the
variational quantum simulation (VQS) algorithm [21–23].
The VQS algorithm utilizes a hybrid classical-quantum
feedback loop to update the parameters of a PQC using
dynamical variational principles. The aforementioned al-
gorithm as well as its VQE based variant, i.e. the sub-
space variational quantum simulator (SVQS) [24], share
resemblances and hence many of the problems of VQE
such as the barren plateau problem. The VQS algo-
rithm furthermore requires complicated measurements,
does not provide a systematic strategy to choose the
ansatz and mandates the adjustable parameters to be
real-valued [23].

Recently algorithms as alternative beyond VQE and
VQS were proposed in the literature [25–27]. The quan-
tum assisted eigensolver (QAE) and iterative quantum
assisted eigensolver (IQAE) demonstrate a systematic
structure in their algorithm [25, 26]. Their classical
optimization program is well-characterized quadratically
constrained quadratic program with a single equality con-
straint. In particular, the IQAE algorithm offers an or-
ganized path to construct the ansatz, circumvents the
barren plateau problem, does not mandate any quantum-
classical feedback loop and can be efficiently executed on
the current quantum hardware without the need of com-
plicated measurements. To tackle the challenges encoun-
tered by VQS, the quantum assisted simulator (QAS)
can simulate dynamics of quantum systems while boast-
ing the same advantages as IQAE [27].
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The task of simulating the dynamics for open quan-
tum systems is relatively more demanding than for
closed quantum systems. Here, challenging tasks re-
lated to dynamics are generalized time evolution with
a non-Hermitian or nonlinear Hamiltonian as well as
Gibbs state preparation. In the literature, various algo-
rithms have been proposed to solve the aforementioned
tasks [28–36]. However, the existing algorithms are ei-
ther not compatible with current hardware capabilities
or share the troubles faced by VQS.

In this work, we provide the generalized quantum as-
sisted simulator (GQAS) to simulate open system dy-
namics, generalized time evolution, nonlinear differential
equations and Gibbs state preparation. The GQAS al-
gorithm furnish an antidote to the hardships faced by
the current NISQ alternatives. In particular, the GQAS
does not mandate any classical-quantum feedback loop,
circumvents the barren plateau problem and does not re-
quire any complicated measurements. The whole frame-
work is compatible with existing hardware capabilities.

2. Quantum computer1. Ansatz selection

measure overlaps evolve differential 
equation involving 
overlaps such as

3. Classical evolution

initial pure state/
hybrid density matrix

classical 
computer

FIG. 1. Concept of the general quantum assisted algorithm
(GQAS). It consists of three steps. The first step selects
the ansatz as a linear combination of states |ψi〉 ∈ S from
a set S. The ansatz can be either a pure state or a mixed
state ρ. We introduce the concept of hybrid mixed state
ρ =

∑
i,j βi,j(t)|ψi〉〈ψj |. Only the coefficients βi,j(t) which

are stored on a classical computer are varied in time, thus
avoiding any classical-quantum feedback loop. The second
step computes the overlap matrices on a quantum computer,
which can be measured efficiently using Pauli strings [27]. Fi-
nally, the differential equation to be computed is solved on a
classical computer.

We introduce our algorithm in Sec. II. Then, we show
four different applications of our algorithm. First, we
solve open system dynamics in Sec.III, then generalized
time evolution in Sec.IV, followed by nonlinear differen-
tial equations in Sec.V and Gibbs state preparation in
Sec.VI. Finally, we discuss the results in Sec.VII.

II. ALGORITHM

The execution of GQAS algorithm involves in general
three steps (see Fig.1 for pictorial synopsis), which we
show in the following. The specific details of GQAS vary
depending on the application, which we defer to the ap-
plication part in Secs. III-VI. Our algorithm proceeds as

follows

1. The ansatz is selected as a linear combination of
quantum states

2. Calculation of the overlap matrices on a quantum
computer

3. Solving the dynamical evolution equation on a clas-
sical computer

First, we choose a set of quantum states S = {|ψj〉}j .
The states should be chosen such that they span the space
of the problem, and can be selected adapted to the appli-
cation as shown in Sec.III. The ansatz is either a linear
combination of states |φ〉 =

∑M
i=1 αi|ψi〉 with classical

combination coefficients αi ∈ C (Sec.IV,V) or a hybrid
density matrix with a coefficient matrix βi,j ∈ C as in-
troduced in Eq.1 (Sec.III,VI). Note that the ansatz states
are fixed and only classical combination coefficients are
updated later on.

For step 2, the quantum computer measures overlap
matrices of the form 〈ψi|O|ψj〉 with some observable O.
As we will show in Sec. III, step 2 can be performed effi-
ciently on a quantum computer, without the requirement
of any complicated measurements such as the Hadamard
test. When the ansatz states |ψj〉 = Pj |ψ〉 are generated
by applying a set of Pauli strings {Pj}Mj=1 to a reference
state |ψ〉, the overlaps can be calculated as simple mea-
surements of Pauli strings of the form 〈ψ|P |ψ〉 with some
Pauli string P . This is because products of Pauli strings
are again Pauli strings up to a pre-factor ±1,±ι, which
can be calculated trivially.

As last step, we perform evolve the combination co-
efficients using the measured overlaps. Note that the
equations depend on the particular application and will
be discussed in detail in the following sections.

Hybrid Density Matrix

Here, we introduce the concept of the hybrid density
matrix which will be used for applications in Sec.III,VI.
The ansatz is constructed from a set of fixed quantum
states, which we define as follows

Definition 1. Hybrid density matrix: Given a
Hilbert space H and a set of M quantum states S =
{|ψj〉 ∈ H}j , a hybrid density matrix ρ is given by

ρ =
∑

(|ψi〉,|ψj〉)∈S×S

βi,j |ψi〉〈ψj | (1)

for βi,j ∈ C. The coefficients ({βi,j}i,j) are stored on
a classical device and the quantum states correspond to
some quantum system. A hybrid density matrix repre-
sents a valid density matrix if Tr(ρ) = 1 and ρ � 0.

The normalization condition is fulfilled when

Tr(ρ) = Tr(βE) = 1 , (2)



3

where the coefficient matrix β is a positive semidefinite
matrix and we define the overlap matrix via

Ei,j = 〈ψi|ψj〉. (3)

The positive semidefinite condition of ρ is automatically
fulfilled when β is a positive semidefinite matrix as we
have

〈x|ρ|x〉 =
∑
i,j

〈x|ψi〉βi,j〈ψj |x〉 = c†xβcx ≥ 0 ∀ |x〉 , (4)

where cx is a vector with cjx = 〈ψj |x〉. We note that
the purity of the hybrid density matrix is given by
Tr(ρ2) = Tr(EβEβ). The notion of hybrid density ma-
trix helps us remove the quantum-classical feedback loop
and thus renders the different steps of our GQAS al-
gorithm disjoint. Here, the hybrid density matrix can
be classically updated by tuning the classical coefficients
βi,j without requiring a change to the quantum states
|ψi〉 ∈ H on the quantum computer. We note that ex-
pressing the ansatz state via a classical combination of
quantum states is a powerful concept that has been used
in a number of papers [26, 37? –43] for calculating ground
and excited states. A representation of density matrices
with variational quantum circuits has been proposed in
reference [35? ].

In the following sections, we proceed to discuss GQAS
algorithm for simulating the dynamics of open systems,
generalized time evolution, solving nonlinear differential
equations and Gibbs state preparation.

III. OPEN SYSTEM DYNAMICS

A system interacting with a bath within the Born-
Markov approximation can be described with the Lind-
blad master equation [44]

d

dt
ρ = −ι[H, ρ] +

f∑
n=1

γn(LnρL
†
n −

1

2
L†nLnρ−

1

2
ρL†nLn) ,

(5)
where ρ is the density matrix of the system, H describes
the Hamiltonian of the system and f operators Lk en-
code the action of the bath on the system and γn ≥ 0.
This type of equation has been employed to describe a
wide range of systems interacting with the environment.
This equation is valid as long as the interaction between
system-bath is weak, and the correlation between system
and bath decay fast.

To evolve the open system problem, we now introduce
the following notations

Di,j =〈ψi|H|ψj〉. (6a)

Rni,j =〈ψi|Ln|ψj〉. (6b)

Fni,j =〈ψi|L†nLn|ψj〉. (6c)

Using above overlap matrices and Eq.(1), we can now use
the Dirac and Frenkel variational principle [23]

Tr(δρ(
d

dt
ρ− L(ρ))) = 0 , (7)

where L(ρ) is the right hand side of Eq.(5). We then find
the following differential equation for the time dependent
parameters β(t),

E d

dt
β(t)E = −ι(Dβ(t)E − Eβ(t)D)+

f∑
n=1

γn(Rnβ(t)R†n −
1

2
Fnβ(t)E − 1

2
Eβ(t)Fn). (8)

Assuming that H =
∑
i aiUi and Lk =

∑
i biVi is a linear

combination of N -qubit unitaries Ui and Vi, where each
unitary acts non-trivially on at most O (poly (logN))
qubits, then the overlap matrices can be measured ef-
ficiently using methods of [45]. For Ui, Vi being Pauli
strings, the overlaps can be easily calculated as measure-
ments of Pauli strings and one can relax the aforemen-
tioned O (poly (logN)) constraint.

Note that for an ansatz that does not cover the full
Hilbert space the evolution with the Lindblad terms may
not preserve the trace of the ansatz Tr(Eβ). To accom-
modate for this, we numerically normalize β(t) during
the classical integration after every time step.

We show an example dissipative problem in Fig.3
which first has been discussed in [28]. The Hamiltonian
is an Ising model in a ladder configuration

HL =
∑
〈i,j〉

Jσzi σ
z
j +

∑
i

hσxi (9)

, where 〈i, j〉 denotes the set of nearest-neighbor cou-
plings, σzi is the z Pauli operator acting on the i-th qubit.
The qubits are arranged in a ladder configuration. Dissi-
pation acts on the system in form of a spontaneous cre-
ation of excitations realized by Li =

√
γσ+, where γ is

the creation rate and σ+ = |1〉〈0|i is the raising operator
acting on qubit i.

As first step, we choose a problem-aware ansatz that
captures the evolving subspace by using the Hamilto-
nian. We generate a set of M basis states |ψi〉 with
the K-moment expansion [27]. This method of con-
struction is inspired by the Krylov subspace expan-
sion, which uses an expansion in terms of higher or-
ders of the Hamiltonian H to represent the solution
space span(ψ,Hψ,H2ψ, . . . ,HKψ) [46]. TheK-moment
expansion is an adaption of this method which is suitable
for NISQ devices. Here, the basis states are taken from
the cumulative K-moment states [27]

CSK = {|ψ〉}∪{Ui1 |ψ〉}
r
i1=1∪· · ·∪{UiK . . . Ui1 |ψ〉}

r
i1,...,iK

,

(10)
where |ψ〉 is some efficiently preparable reference state
and Ui are taken from the set of r Pauli strings that
make up Eq.(9) with H =

∑r
i=1 aiUi.
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As second step, we calculate the overlap matrices given
in Eq.(6). This step is performed on a quantum com-
puter, which we simulate here numerically. Our choice
of Ui as Pauli strings allows us to determine all the
overlaps as simple measurements of Pauli strings, which
can be efficiently done on the current quantum hard-
ware. We choose the initial state for the evolution to be
|φ〉 = |0〉⊗N . We have to find the parameters βi,j(t = 0)
with |φ〉〈φ| =

∑
i,j βi,j(0)|ψi〉〈ψj | that approximate this

initial state. We find the initial state using IQAE [26],
where we use the same overlaps already calculated for

GQAS. We define the Hamiltonian Hini = −
∑N
i=1 σ

z
i ,

with the ground state of Hini being the initial state |φ〉.
IQAE can now be applied to find the ground state by
minimizing α in respect to α†Gα under the condition
α†Eα = 1, where Gi,j = 〈ψi|Hini|ψj〉. With the mini-
mized αmin, we then construct βi,j(t = 0) = αiα

∗
j .

As third and final step, we use Eq.(8) to solve the
dynamics classically using the measured overlaps.

For the numerical demonstrations in this paper, we
generate the reference state |ψ〉 by a hardware efficient
circuit that is hard to simulate classically, given by ran-
dom y-rotations followed by control not gates arranged
in a hardware-efficient manner in a chain topology (see
Fig.2).

p layers

FIG. 2. Circuit of N qubits to generate reference state |ψ〉.
This state is used to generate ansatz states {|ψj〉 = Pj |ψ〉}Mj=1

by applying different Pauli strings Pj . |ψ〉 consists of p layers
of N single qubit rotations around the y axis with parameters
θl,i, followed by CNOT gates arranged in a nearest-neighbor
chain topology. The parameters θl,i are chosen at random
and then kept fixed for the entirety of the GQAS algorithm.

In Fig.3a, we plot the evolution of the correlation of
nearest-neighbor spins

∑
〈i,j〉 σ

z
i σ

z
j /7. The exact dynam-

ics in both closed and dissipative regime can be repro-
duced exactly for the second K-moment expansion. In
Fig.3b,c we plot the fidelity between the simulation and
the exact state as function of time and number of basis
states M of the ansatz for closed and open dynamics. We
select the M basis states by generating the 2-moment ex-
pansion, and then select the first M states in the order
they were generated. We find similar performance when
the states are picked randomly from the K-moment ex-
pansion. We find that for M ≥ 64 = 2N , we achieve

unit fidelity. For smaller M , the ansatz does not cover
the full dynamical space, such that the fidelity decreases
with time. We find the fidelity improves with increas-
ing M . We find higher fidelity for open dynamics due
to the simulated state being highly mixed, which is eas-
ier to represent. The type of reference state is crucial
for the representation power of the ansatz and a choice
adapted to the problem instead of a randomized circuit
could improve the fidelity [47].

IV. GENERALIZED TIME EVOLUTION

Next, we want to solve general linear equations with
our algorithm. The generalized time evolution is given
by

B(t)
d

dt
|v(t)〉 = |dv(t)〉, (11)

such that |dv(t)〉 =
∑
j Aj(t)|v′j(t)〉, where Aj(t) and

B(t) are time-dependent operators and |v(t)〉 is the sys-
tem state. We use the following ansatz for the system
states

|v(t)〉 =

m−1∑
i=0

αi(t)|ψi〉 (12)

|v′j(t)〉 =

sj−1∑
i=0

γj,i(α, t)|φj,i〉 , (13)

where we define the state |v′j(t)〉 as a linear combina-
tion of arbitrary quantum states |φj,i〉 with sj coeffi-
cients γj,i(α, t). We now use McLachlan’s principle for
the square of the absolute value and find [23, 48]

0
!
= δ

∣∣∣∣B(t)
d

dt
|v(t)〉 − |dv(t)〉

∣∣∣∣2 =

∑
k

∂〈v(t)|
∂α∗k

B†(t)

B(t)
∑
j

∂|v(t)〉
∂αj

α̇j − |dv(t)〉

 δα̇∗k+

∑
k

∑
j

∂〈v(t)|
∂α∗j

B†(t)α̇∗j − 〈dv(t)|

B(t)
∂|v(t)〉
∂αk

 δα̇k

(14)

By demanding that McLachlan’s principle is fulfilled for

arbitrary variations δα̇k, δα̇∗k and by using ∂|v(t)〉
∂αj

= |ψj〉,
we get∑

j

〈ψk|B†(t)B(t)|ψj〉α̇j = 〈ψk|B†(t)|v′j(t)〉. (15)

We assume that Aj(t) and B(t) can be written as lin-
ear combination of unitaries Uj,k and Vk with coefficients
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time
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open exact

a b c

FIG. 3. Simulation of the dynamics of an Ising ladder without and with dissipation. Circuit used to generate moment
expansion is shown in Fig.2. Initial coefficients β(0) are calculated via IQAE such that the initial state ρ(0) is a product state
with all qubits in state zero. Parameters are N = 6, J = 1, number of layers p = 6, h = 1 and optional dissipative Lindblad
term Li =

√
γσ+

i with γ = 1. a) Dynamics of the nearest-neighbor spin correlation
∑
〈i,j〉 σ

z
i σ

z
j /7 without dissipation (closed)

and with disspation (open). Number of basis states is M = 64. b) Fidelity F of GQAS with exact time evolution for varying
number of basis states M without dissipation. c) Fidelity F with dissipation γ = 1.

νj,k(t) and λk respectively

Aj(t) =
∑
k

νj,k(t)Uj,k, (16)

B(t) =
∑
k

λk(t)Vk. (17)

For the sake of convenience, we define following overlap
matrices

Vk,j ≡〈ψk|B†(t)B(t)|ψj〉 (18)

Dk,j ≡〈ψk|B†(t)Aj(t)|v′j(t)〉. (19)

We observe that

Vk,j =
∑
m,n

λ?m(t)λn(t)〈ψk|V †mVn|ψj〉, (20)

Dk,j =
∑

j,m,n,p

λ?m(t)νj,n(t)γj,p(α, t)〈ψk|V †mUj,n|φj,p〉.

(21)

In terms of the overlap matrices D and V, we get the
following evolution equation,

V(t)α̇ = D(α, t) , (22)

where the parameters of D(α, t) can also be function of
α. Real and imaginary time evolution of the Schrödinger
equation with a Hamiltonian H is a special case of the
GQAS with B(t) = 1 and |dv(t)〉 = |v(t)〉, which has
been investigated in [27]. For real time evolution, we set
A1 = −iH and for imaginary time evolution A1 = −H.

The generalized time evolution can be applied for var-
ious other problems, such as linear algebra [28]. Here we
show as example how to find the inverse of an invertible
matrix M

M|vM−1〉 = |v0〉 (23)

with given vector |v0〉 and solution to be found |vM−1〉.
This problem can be converted into a time evolution
problem [28] with

E(t)|v(t)〉 =|v0〉 (24)

E(t) =
t

T
M+

(
1− t

T

)
1 (25)

where 1 is the identity matrix, T the final evolution time
and |v(0)〉 = |v0〉, |v(T )〉 = |vM−1〉. The derivative of
|v(t)〉 gives the differential equation

E(t)
d

dt
|v(t)〉 = −G(t)|v(t)〉 (26)

with G(t) = (M− 1)/T . We can identify this equation
with Eq.(11), where B(t) = E(t), |v′(t)〉 = |v(t)〉 and
A(t) = −G(t). We assume that M =

∑
k µkVk can be

represented as a linear combination of unitaries Vk.
We now apply the GQAS algorithm to this problem.

First, we represent the evolving state as a linear combi-
nation of states |v(t)〉 =

∑
i αi(t)|ψi〉. An efficient way

to generate |ψi〉 for a given problem matrix M could
be found using similar methods as the cumulative K-
moment expansion [26]. As second step, the overlap ma-
trices Eqs.(20),(21) are to be measured on the quantum
computer. For the last step, one integrates Eq.(22) on
a classical computer using the measured overlaps for a
time T to get α(T ) that parameterize the solution vec-
tor |v(t)〉 =

∑
i αi(T )|ψi〉.

V. NONLINEAR DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION

Nonlinear differential equations are ubiquitous in many
areas of science, from hydrodynamic problems such as the
Navier-Stokes equations to weather forecasts. It has been
recently shown that quantum computers promise expo-
nential speed-up for solving non-linear equations [32].
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Further, several other quantum algorithms for non-linear
equations have been proposed [29–31]. GQAS for gen-
eralized time as shown in Eq.11 can be extended to
solve non-linear dynamics. Here, we demonstrate the
case where B(t) = 1 with a single non-linear operator
A(t, |v(t)〉). However our algorithm can be easily ex-
tended to include linear and non-linear B(t). We define

d

dt
|v(t)〉 = A(t, |v(t)〉)|v(t)〉, (27)

We decompose the operator as linear combination of r
unitaries Uk and nonlinear functions fk(t, |v(t)〉)

A(t, |v(t)〉) =

r∑
k=1

fk(t, |v(t)〉)Uk (28)

We now assume that fk is a nonlinear function of the ex-
pectation values of the unitaries Uk with the state |v(t)〉

fk(t, |v(t)〉) ≡ fk(t, 〈v(t)|U1|v(t)〉, . . . , 〈v(t)|Ur|v(t)〉)
(29)

As first step, we define the state |v(t)〉 as a linear com-
bination of basis states |ψi〉

|v(t)〉 =

m−1∑
i=0

αi(t)|ψi〉 . (30)

As second step, one uses a quantum computer to measure
the overlaps E as defined in Eq.(3) and

Ski,j = 〈ψi|Uk|ψj〉 . (31)

As third and final step, we rewrite Eq.(27) in terms of
above definitions to find

E d

dt
α = −i

(∑
k

fk(t,α†S1α, . . . ,α†Srα)Sk
)
α . (32)

This nonlinear differential equation is then solved on a
classical computer.

We now demonstrate how to solve the non-linear
Schrödinger equation [49] with our method. This type
of equation is for example used in nonlinear optics and
describes Bose-Einstein condensates with weakly inter-
acting particles. A simple discrete version of this equa-
tion in one dimension is given by

i
d

dt
ηi = −J(ηi+1 + ηi−1) + Viηi + g |ηi|2 ηi , (33)

where ηi are N complex numbers that are normalized
with

∑
i |ηi|

2
= 1, J is the coupling strength of neigh-

boring discrete states i and i+ 1, Vi the local energy and
g the non-linear interaction strength. We encode the ηi
into a quantum state via |φ〉 =

∑
i ηiσ

x
i |0〉. Now, the dis-

crete nonlinear Schrödinger equation can be mapped to a
spin Hamiltonian of N qubits with nonlinear coefficients,
under the condition that the state |φ(t)〉 is an eigenstate
of M =

∑
i ni with M |φ〉 = |φ〉 with eigenvalue λM = 1,

where we define the density ni = 1
2 (1 − σzi ). We now

define the nonlinear spin Hamiltonian

H = −J
2

∑
i

(σxi σ
x
i+1+σyi σ

y
i+1)+

∑
i

Vini+g
∑
i

〈φ|ni|φ〉ni .

(34)
We can now solve the discrete non-linear Schrödinger
equation (Eq.33) by mapping it to Eq.(34). In Fig.4,
we simulate both the linear regime (g = 0) as well as
the nonlinear dynamics (g > 0). We use an ansatz a
linear combination of the states |ψi〉 = σxi |0〉. The ini-
tial state of the simulated evolution at t = 0 is a su-
perposition state with non-zero density at odd number
of sites, e.g.

∑
i∈odd〈ni〉 = 1 and zero density at even

sites 〈neven〉 =
∑
i∈even〈ni〉 = 0, with density at site i

ni = 1
2 (−σzi + 1). We observe with increasing g that the

density oscillation is suppressed, demonstrating the onset
of non-linear behavior and self-trapping [50].

FIG. 4. Evolution of the density for even number of sites
〈neven〉 for varying nonlinear parameter g of the discrete non-
linear Schrödinger equation (Eq.(33)). Parameters of the sys-
tem are N = 8, Vi = 0 and J = 1.

VI. QUANTUM ASSISTED GIBBS STATE
PREPARATION

Preparation of quantum states at a given temperature
is an important task relevant for many quantum algo-
rithms. However, generating these Gibbs state can be
quite challenging. A common approach is to evolve the
totally mixed state in imaginary time [51]. However, in
general preparing the totally mixed state is very resource
demanding. Further, imaginary time evolution requires
non-unitary dynamics, which can be hard to implement
on quantum computers. Here, we propose to approxi-
mate the totally mixed state using the hybrid density
matrix and apply QAS as primitive to implement the
imaginary time evolution to generate Gibbs states.

The Gibbs state is given by

ρ(T ) =
e−H/T

Tr(e−H/T )
, (35)

where H is some Hamiltonian and T the temperature.
To get this state, the totally mixed state ρI = 1N /N
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can be evolved in imaginary time τ to get the state with
temperature T = 1/(2τ). The evolution of a density
matrix in imaginary time is given by

d

dτ
ρ = −(Hρ+ ρH) . (36)

We now solve this equation using QAS. First, we expand
ρ =

∑
i,j βi,j(t)|ψi〉〈ψj | as hybrid density matrix corre-

sponding to Eq.(1) with combination parameters β. The
basis states |ψi〉 can be for example generated via K-
moment expansion (see Eq.(10)). Then, we measure the
overlap matrices E and D as defined in Eq.(3),(6a) on a
quantum computer. Finally, we solve the corresponding
equations for imaginary time evolution

E d

dτ
βE = −(DβE + EβD) . (37)

For the initial parameters for the hybrid density matrix,
we choose β(τ = 0) = βI to approximate the totally
mixed state with

βI =
E+

Tr(E+E)
, (38)

where E+ is the pseudo inverse of E .
As example, we show in Fig.5 the preparation of the

Gibbs state with QAS for different moment expansion K
of the transverse field Ising model

Hising =
J

2

N∑
i=1

σxi σ
x
i+1 −

h

2

N∑
i=1

σzi (39)

with nearest-neighbor coupling J and transverse field h.
We approximate the totally mixed state as hybrid den-
sity matrix ρ =

∑
i,j βi,j(t)|ψi〉〈ψj | with coefficients given

by Eq.(38). The states |ψi〉 are generated from the K-
moment expansion (see Eq.(10)) using a hardware effi-
cient circuit as basis of the expansion as shown in Fig.2.
We select M basis states in the order they created in
the K-moment expansion. The hybrid density matrix is
evolved in imaginary time using Eq.(37). As reference,
we also show ground state energy, to which the Gibbs
state converges in the limit of τ → ∞. The simulation
converges to the exact Gibbs state with increasing M ,
reaching the exact state for M = 64 and allowing us
to prepare Gibbs state with arbitrary temperature T by
varying the evolution time τ .

Alternatively, one can start with maximally entangled
state |ζ〉AB of system AB, evolve the whole system under
the Hamiltonian HA ⊗ IB via imaginary time evolution
using QAS for time τ [23]. The state of system A at
time τ is then given by the Gibbs state with temperature
T = 1

2τ .

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we presented a NISQ era algorithm to
simulate open system dynamics, generalized time evo-
lution, nonlinear differential equations and Gibbs state

0 2 4 6
4

2

0

H

M = 20
M = 40
M = 50
M = 60
M = 64
Gibbs state
ground state

FIG. 5. Preparation of Gibbs state ρ(T ) = exp(−H/T ) with
temperature T for Ising model Hamiltonian H (Eq.(39)) by
evolving the totally mixed state ρI = 1N /N in imaginary time
τ = T/2. We show the expectation value of energy 〈H(τ)〉
for varying number of basis states M . The Hamiltonian is
the transverse Ising model given by Eq.(39) with parameters
N = 6, p = 6, J = 1 and h = 1.

preparation. The GQAS proceeds in three steps. The
first step selects the ansatz as a linear combination of
basis states |ψi〉 ∈ S from a set S. The ansatz can
be either a pure state or mixed state ρ, depending on
the problem. Here, we introduce the concept of hybrid
density matrix (Eq.(1)) to represent a mixed state as a
linear combination of parameters, where the combina-
tion parameters can be updated on a classical computer
without the need of tuning the quantum states. The sec-
ond step involves the computation of overlap matrices on
a quantum computer, which can be performed efficiently
using techniques of [45] or by assuming construction from
Pauli strings [27]. After the overlap matrices have been
computed, the differential equation to be computed is
solved on a classical computer. Note that once the ansatz
has been decided, our algorithm does not mandate any
quantum-classical feedback loop as the quantum states
defining the ansatz are fixed, and only the variational pa-
rameters are (classically) updated. The algorithm does
not require the computation of gradients using the quan-
tum computer and thus circumvents the barren plateau
problem by construction.

Our algorithm simulates the dynamics within an
ansatz space spanned by M states. The ansatz states are
prepared on a quantum computer and we measure cor-
responding overlaps. By choosing ansatz states that are
intractable for classical simulation, our algorithm has the
potential to exceed classical simulation methods. Our al-
gorithm achieves high fidelity when the ansatz spans the
subspace of the dynamics (see Fig.3b,c), else we observe
a decay in fidelity with increasing time. To run our algo-
rithm with high fidelity, a main challenge is to keep the
number of ansatz states small by choosing the most im-
portant states. In the worst case, an exponential number
of states is needed when the dynamics is highly ergodic
and spans the whole Hilbertspace. For short times or
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constrained problems with many-body scars [52], symme-
tries or many-body localization, dynamics is restricted to
a small part of the Hilbertspace, which can be spanned by
a polynomial number of states. For simulating dynam-
ics, we use the cumulative K-moment expansion with
Eq.(10) to construct the ansatz. This method is inspired
by the Krylov subspace expansion, a powerful classical
method for simulation that uses the Hamiltonian to find
a suitable subspace [46]. We highlight that the cumu-
lative K-moment expansion has been recently shown to
find a good subspace with polynomial scaling for a spin
model by choosing an reference state inspired by quan-
tum annealing [47]. As another example, for fermionic
problems one can use fermionic excitation operators to
build an ansatz space that covers the main excitations
of the problem [37]. We believe by combining an initial
state as well as expansion operators tailored to the prob-
lem, a sub-exponential scaling could be found for many
problems.

For the classical post-processing step, our algorithm re-
quires inversion of the E matrix. If E has small eigenval-
ues, the inversion can be sensitive to experimental noise,
which can negatively impact the accuracy. Recent work
has found improved methods to reduce the error of the
inversion step [53].

Note that the overlaps corresponding to equa-
tions (6a), (6b) and (6c) can be exponentially small when
using random circuits to generate |ψi〉. However, we
would like to emphasise that this problem corresponds to
the calculation of expectation values for random quan-
tum states and is fundamentally different from that of
gradients. For random circuits, one can have both ex-
ponentially small expectation values as well as vanishing
gradients. The former problem exists in our approach as
well as variational quantum algorithms. However, our ap-
proach bypasses the vanishing gradient problem by con-
struction as no gradients are measured with the quantum
computer. The measurements involved in the estimation
of the overlap matrices can be performed efficiently with-
out the requirement of any complicated measurements,
such as the Hadamard test. Refer to the Appendix of
reference [26] for details. The GQAS algorithm can triv-
ially subsume the algorithms based on VQE (or VQS)

by allowing the quantum states defining the ansatz to
be variationally adjusted. See the Appendix for an il-
lustration. Apart from straightforward applications, our
algorithm could be used as primitive for more involved al-
gorithms such as quantum Boltzmann training, quantum
signal processing and algorithms for quantum machine
learning. Our algorithm also harbour potential applica-
tions in solving the Navier-Stokes equation and plasma
hydrodynamics.

The algorithms designed for fault-tolerant quantum
computers, such as Shor’s factoring and Grover search,
allow a rigorous mathematical analysis. On the contrary,
algorithms such as VQE and VQS, which do not require
fault-tolerant architecture, are heuristic in nature and
often render any systematic analysis challenging. A bor-
derline exception is the quantum approximate optimiza-
tion algorithm [8], which can be analyzed though its im-
plementation can be challenging on the existing quantum
hardware. In contrast, our algorithm are compatible with
the existing NISQ capabilities and provide proper math-
ematical analysis of its optimization program.

Most of the quantum computers nowadays are being
accessed via cloud platforms by submitting jobs into a
queue, which is then executed at some later time. The
classical-quantum feedback loops of VQE require a lot of
time, as each step of the loop has to wait for the previous
job to finish in the queue. Only then, one can perform
the classical part of the algorithm and submit the next
job for the quantum computer. The sequential nature of
classical-quantum feedback loop severely slows down the
execution these algorithms. In contrast, our algorithm
do not require any classical-quantum feedback loop and
are embarrassingly parallel as all quantum computations
are independent of each other, allowing for much faster
termination.

In future, it would be interesting to study GQAS algo-
rithms in the presence of noise. A proper error analysis
is in order. Providing complexity-theoretic guarantees
would be another exciting direction.
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Appendix A: Quantum Assisted Variational
Simulator

One can select a linear combination of variational
quantum states and thus allow to update the quantum
states defining the ansatz. The aforementioned strategy
furnishes a method to allow QAS based algorithms to

subsume VQS based algorithms. For the sake of illustra-
tion, let us consider the ansatz state as

|φ (θ,α)〉 =

M∑
i=1

αi|ψi (θ)〉,

where |ψi (θ)〉 = Ui|ψ (θ)〉 for some unitary Ui (con-
structed using the unitaries defining the underlying
Hamiltonian) and θ = θ1 · · · θK . We assume the varia-
tional parameters to be real valued and leave the more
detailed analysis for involved cases such as αi ∈ C and
θi ∈ R for future works. Simple algebraic calculations
based on McLachlan principle yields the following up-
date equation,

[
P Q
S T

] [
θ̇
α̇

]
=

[
R
W

]
. (A1)

Here, P,Q, S, T,R and W are K×K,K×M,M×K,M×
M,K×1 and M ×1 matrices with the following descrip-
tion,

Pi,j =
∂〈φ|
∂θi

∂|φ〉
∂θj

+
∂〈φ|
∂θj

∂|φ〉
∂θi

,

Qi,j =
∂〈φ|
∂θi
|ψj〉+ 〈ψj |

∂|φ〉
∂θi

,

Si,j = 〈ψi|
∂|φ〉
∂θj

+
∂〈φ|
∂θj
|ψi〉,

Ti,j = 〈ψi|ψj〉+ 〈ψj |ψi〉,

Ri = −ι
(
∂〈φ|
∂θi

H|φ〉 − 〈φ|H|∂|φ〉
∂θi

)
,

and

Wi = −ι (〈ψi|H|φ〉 − 〈φ|H|ψi〉) .

Here, for the sake of brevity, we have denoted |φ (θ,α)〉
by |φ〉, and |ψi (θ)〉 by |ψi〉.
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