ChemiQ: A Chemistry Simulator for Quantum Computer
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ABSTRACT: Quantum computing, an innovative computing system carrying prominent processing rate, is meant to be the solution

ChemiQ

to problems in many fields. Among these realms, the most intuitive application is to help chemical
researchers correctly describe strong correlation and complex systems, which are the great challenge
in current chemistry simulation. In this paper, we will present a standalone quantum simulation tool
for chemistry, ChemiQ, which is designed to assist people in carrying out chemical research or mo-
lecular calculation on real or virtual quantum computers. Under the idea of modular programming in
C++ language, the software is designed as a full-stack tool without third-party physics or chemistry
application packages. It provides services as follows: visually construct molecular structure, quickly
simulate ground-state energy, scan molecular potential energy curve by distance or angle, study
chemical reaction, and return calculation results graphically after analysis.
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l. Introduction

Electronic computer has brought great convenience to peo-
ple's life. Current manufacture has developed nano-scaled tech-
nique to support complicated computation, which is widely
spread in today's academic researches and for commercial pur-
poses. However, according to Moore's law' and theories in
guantum mechanics, the number of silicon transistors within a
chip would eventually converge to its limit and therefore ap-
proach to quantum effect, which especially impacts the fields
of quantum chemistry, geographic remote sensing, weather pre-
diction, and so on. Differing from classical computers based on
binary computation, quantum computation® based on quantum
mechanics has an exponential acceleration by using the super-
position or entanglement of quantum bits (qubits).>® Conse-
quently, it has attracted extensive attention in recent years.’”*!

Due to the developing technique in manufacturing practical
quantum computers, the number of qubits we can utilize in the
noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) era*? is limited, so it
is very helpful for us to search on the application of quantum
simulation. First, we can learn and analyze the performance of
guantum systems quickly and economically due to the simplic-
ity and controllability of simulated computation. Secondly, we
can develop some new algorithms or computational frameworks
for effective simulation. Further, we can build the whole quan-
tum software ecosystem. Finally, in turn, engineers are guided

to design and manufacture quantum computers with high per-
formance.

Chemistry simulation is the most direct application of quan-
tum computing. Since Aspuru-Guzik reported in Science that
the ground-state energy of molecules in quantum computer was
successfully simulated in 2005, quantum chemistry simulation
has immediately become the most active field in quantum com-
puting. Therefore, many simulation software or packages for
guantum computational chemistry have been developed. For ex-
ample, IBM published Qiskit package in 2019 and upgraded
Qiskit_nature in April, 2021, which can simulate the ground
state and excited state energy of molecules. In 2020, Google
quantum computing team released OpenFermion package,™
which can study the electronic structure of molecules or materi-
als. Recently, they have developed FQE package by making full
use of symmetry to reduce the cost of calculation.*® In addition,
there are JagalPaq from Landahl’s group,’” DNA sequence re-
construction package'® of Sarkar’s group, etc. However, these
programs cannot construct reasonable molecules visually and
rely on one or more third-party libraries or chemical packages.
Besides, there are some shortcomings, such as cumbersome
functions, incomplete parameter options, and even not being
provided.

Here, we release an open-source chemistry simulator
ChemiQ running on quantum computer or quantum virtual ma-
chine, which is available from



https://github.com/OriginQ/QPanda-2/tree/mas-
ter/QAIlg/ChemiQ. The software only relies on the linear alge-
bra library Eigen'® and basal molecular integration library Li-
bint2?° in computational chemistry and does not use any third-
party physical or chemical application package. By using the
full-stack package, which is developed with the idea of modular
programming in C++ language, one can visually define the mo-
lecular structure, simulate molecular ground-state energy, scan
the curve of molecular potential energy by distance or angle,
study chemical reaction, and finally analyze and display calcu-
lation results graphically.

The paper is arranged as follows: In Section 1, we will illus-
trate the features of ChemiQ simulator. In Section 111, we will
briefly introduce the variational quantum eigensolver (VQE),*"
2 which is the core algorithm in the simulator. The encoding
method from the fermionic Fock space to the Hilbert space of
qubits and the parametrized circuits (or ansatz) will be described
respectively in Section 1V and V. Finally, a brief summary is
given in Section V1.

Il. Features

The purpose of developing this software is to simply re-
searchers’ work (whether experts or newcomers) to carry out
chemical simulation on real or virtual quantum computers, and
this software has the following characteristics:

+ Modularization. The program uses C++ object-ori-
ented language as the development language, and
highly integrates methods and functions in line with
modularization.

#+  Build geometry visually. The program supports cus-

tomers to construct a molecular structure visually (see

Fig 1), especially for some quantum computing enthu-

siasts from physics, computing science, or other back-

grounds than chemistry. Although such individuals are
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unfamiliar with chemical structures, it is no longer dif-
ficult for them to construct a reasonable molecular
structure. For researchers with rich experience in chem-
istry, they can also use it to build the geometry they
want. In addition, this function can directly import or
export a file recording molecular structures which are
compliable in mainstream quantum chemistry software
(such as Gaussian,* Psi4,”® PySCF?, etc.).

+ Rich parameter options. Many parameter interfaces
are available to users in the program, and customers can
perform calculation tasks flexibly according to their
own needs.

%  Support restart or result reuse. When the job ends ab-
normally, the program restarts the job based on the log
or the last result.

+ Real-time analysis. The computing results are dis-
played and updated in real-time on the graphical inter-
face so that users can adjust the calculation tasks in time.

+ Cross-platform. The software supports Windows,
Linux, and Mac platforms.

+ Parallel computing. Parallel computing is considered
so that time-consuming tasks can be performed in mul-
tiprocessing or distributed parallel.

lll. Variational Quantum Eigensolver

Quantum chemistry is an exciting field of applying tech-
niques of quantum mechanics to solve cutting-edge problems in
chemical systems. More specifically, one needs to solve the
Schrdlinger equation which describes the motion of electrons
moving around the nucleus, by considering the Coulomb force
between them. The ultimate destination is to obtain the chrema-
tistic quantum mechanical properties of the system, such as the
electronic structure, the energy spectrum of this molecule, etc.

Symbols

Fig 1 The interface of building geometry visually
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Fig 2. Procedure of VQE. The part in the green box is processed by a quantum computer, to prepare the parameterized wave function ¢(§)),
and to measure the expectation value of the Hamiltonian E(6) = (¢(§)|H|q;(§)), respectively. The result of measurement and the param-
eters (E(é),?) will be sent to a classical optimizer, the optimizer will update the parameters to minimize E(é) and feed it back to quantum
computing. After a few iterations, E(é) will decrease to the ground state energy.

Because of the complexity of describing the wave function of
the chemical system, which is exponentially proportional to size
of the system, classical computers are inadequate to solve the
system with good precision in an economic way. Feynman pro-
posed that one can instead use quantum computers to simulate
quantum phenomena.” It has been proven in some special cases
guantum computers have great advantages in e.g. saving time
and other resources in the calculation, such that one has “quan-
tum advantage”. As a proof-of-concept example, it is proved
that the quantum phase estimation (QPE) algorithm can com-
pute the energy of ground state and have an exponential accel-
eration compared to classical algorithms.?” However, QPE re-
quires too many qubits and deep quantum circuit, which is dif-
ficult to be realized in the so-called “Noisy Intermediate-Scale
Quantum” (NISQ) era. In this era, a more practical option is to
implement quantum-classical hybrid algorithm, which is usu-
ally referred to as variational quantum eigensolver (VQE).?

VQE uses a quantum computer to prepare and manipulate a
parameterized wave function, and the measured result and the
associated parameters are sent to a classical optimizer to deter-
mine the ideal parameters, such that the energy of the molecule
is minimized:

£ = min(y () H1y(6)) (1)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the molecule. There are three im-
portant features of VQE: first, the execution time of quantum
circuit and the number of measurements are polynomial as the
size of the system increases,”® ?° rather than exponential as in
classical algorithms; second, VQE does not need quantum cir-
cuit as deep as in QPE; third, VQE is robust to quantum noise.
As a result, VQE is a promising approach to realizing quantum
advantage in the NISQ era.

IV. Encoding Method

In quantum chemistry, we usually describe the systems in the
second quantization formalism. The Hilbert space is spanned by
2M occupation number basis states |n, ..., my_1), Where M is

the number of fermions and n; € {0,1} is the occupation num-
ber of state(orbital) j . Any fermionic operators can be written
in terms of creation and annihilation operators a}L and a;. Their
action on the basis is as follows:

a}|n0, s T, ...,nM_l) = 5o,anj|no, v 1, ...,nM_1>, 2
aj|no, s T, ...,nM_l) = 61‘njpj|n0, s 0j, ...,nM_l), 3)

k=j—
where p; = (—1)Zk={) "k i parity factor. The creation and an-
nihilation operators satisfy the anti-commutation relations:

{a,a;} =0, {a],a[} =0, {a;, a[} =5, “)

A

where {4, B} is anti-commutator defined by {4, B} = AB + BA.
Due to the anti-commutation of fermionic systems, simulating
this system on quantum computer requires mappings operators
from fermionic systems to qubit systems.

Jordan-Wigner (JW) transformation® is a basic and widely
used mapping, and Parity transformation is another basic map-
ping. Merging JW and Parity transformations, Bravyi-Kitaev
(BK) transformation® improves the Pauli weight from M to
log, M + 1. Note that the Pauli weight is the upper limit of num-
ber of non-trivial Pauli operators acting on the qubits. BK trans-
formation is only suitable in case that M is the power of 2, oth-
erwise auxiliary qubits are needed to meet the condition. BK-
tree transformation®” is the generalization of BK transformation.
The Pauli weight of BK-tree transformation is the same as that
of BK transformation, but BK-tree transformation can be ap-
plied for any M in abrupt exponential. These mappings and
other mappings®* * are all based on JW transformation and use
no auxiliary qubits. Another class of mappings®*° is also based
on JW transformation, but they use auxiliary qubits to eliminate
a series of Pauli Z operators introduced by JW transformation.
As a result, the Pauli weight is a small constant. Another trans-
formation idea is introduced by Bravyi-Kitaev Superfast (BKSF)
transformation.* In this mapping scheme, each state(orbital) is
presented by a vertex on a graph, and the edges connecting two
vertexes present the interaction terms of the Hamiltonian. Then



every edge has put a qubit to simulate the fermionic systems.
The Pauli weight of BKSF transformation is d, where d is de-
gree of the graph. However, number of qubits needed are more
than M in general. The BKSF transformation has generalized
versions, GSEs.*’

In ChemiQ, JW, Parity, BK, and BK-tree transformation have
been realized, so we mainly introduce this class of mappings.

IV.A JW transformation

In JW transformation, the occupation status of an orbital is
stored in the qubit state, |1) represents occupied and |0) repre-
sents unoccupied. Thus the state transformation is:

|n0, wes T, ...,nM_l) - |x1, s Xy ...,xM_1>, x; = n; € {0,1}. (5)

Let’s consider the results of the creation and annihilation op-
erators acting on the jth occupation state, the creation operator
transforms the occupation number from 0 to 1 and eliminates 1
to nothing, and conversely, the annihilation operator transforms
the occupation number from 1 to 0 and changes 0 to nothing.
Here we can use a couple of single-qubit operators to present
this:

Xj+in
P

Xj_iy]'

Q;f =110l =+~ (6)

Q; =10X1] =

where X; and Y; are Pauli X and Y operators acting on the jth

qubit. Besides, the creation and annihilation operators also in-
troduce the phase factor p;. The phase factor can be obtained

by a string of Pauli Z operators, Z,Z; ... Z;_;, where Z, is the

Pauli Z operator acting on the kth qubit. The creation and an-
nihilation operators in JW transformation are presented as:

Xj+iY]'
@ > ZoZy . 2y (), )

Xj—iY;
af > Zo2, .. 2 (), ®)

I1VV.B Parity transformation

The parity of the jth state is defined as the total number of
particles accumulated in the previous states. The definition of
parity is the same with the phase factor p; in nature, hence we
can also denote the parity of the jth state as p; =

::)-1 n,, (mod 2). The strategy of Parity transformation is to
store the total number of particles on and before the jth orbital
by the jth qubit, that is p; + n;(mod 2). The state transfor-
mation is

|1, My ey My —g) = |y, e Xy oo Xpgo1 )y
Xp=p;+n = Z’,:{, n;, (mod 2) € {0,1}. 9)

Being more accessible than the required parameters in JW
transformation, the phase factor p; is easily obtained by Z;_;.
However, the representation of the action on the occupation
number is more complex. Note that x; = p; + n;, so x; is the
same with n; if the parity is even. In this case, we can also use
Q; and Q;.r to present this. But if the parity is odd, x; is opposite
to n;, so the representation should exchange Q; and Q;.r. To de-

termine whether the parity is even or odd, we can use the parity
projectors to project the state to the even(odd) parity subspace:

1-Zj_q
2

I+Zj_4
2

) Pj,even =( ). (10)

P oaa = (
Then the Q; and Q] are replaced by:

Qj - Pj,oddQ; + Pj,evean' Q]T - Pj,odde + Pj,evenQ]T- (11)

Moreover, we should apply Pauli X operators on the qubits
which store the particle number including the particle number
of the jth state, so the superposition state will flip with the
changing of occupation number n;. All the qubits with an index
greater than j store the particle number including the particle
number of the jth state, thus we should apply Pauli X on all the
qubits behind the jth qubit. The transformation of creation and
annihilation operators is

a; = j—l(Ri,OddQ}- + Rj,evean)Xj+1 "'XM—l
Zi_1Xi+iY;
= (DX Kuow, (12)
¢ = Zj1(PioaaQ; + Pieven@) ) Xji1 -+ Xuu-s
Zi_1Xi—iY;
= (D X1 o Kuoa. (13)

Although Parity transformation eliminates the Pauli Z strings,
it introduces the Pauli X strings. The lengths of Pauli Z strings
and Pauli X string are both M at most, thus Parity transfor-
mation doesn’t improve the Pauli weight compared with JW
transformation.

1V.C BK and BK-tree transformations

Improving the idea of Parity transformation, BK transfor-
mation reduces the lengths of Pauli Z and Pauli X strings to
log, M, which also reduces the Pauli weight to log, M + 1.
Suppose M is in power of 2: M = 2¢, then the numbers
0,1,..,M-1 can be written in binary:j = jyj; ... jq—1. The state
transformation is

|no, e 1y, ...,nM_l) - |x1, e X, ...,xM_1>,

x; = (0 + Xges(p i) (mod 2) € {0,1}, (14)
where S(j) is the summation set defined as:

SU) ={klk #jand k; = j, forl < I,

while jy 41 = -+ = jg_; = 1(for some [,)}. (15)

We can write p; in terms of x;: p; = Yxep(x) Xk, Where P(j) is
the parity set defined as:

P(]) = {kljlo = 1'kl :jl forl < lO'klg = 0,
kiy41 = = kq_1 = 1(for some [y)}. (16)

The phase factor can be obtained by Zp;y, where Zp;y is a
multi-qubit Pauli Z operator acting on the qubits belonging to
the P(j) set. x; can also be written in terms of n; and x,.: x; =

(nj + Xker(j) Xk)(mod 2) € {0,1}, where F(j) is the flip set
defined as:

FQ() = {k|j10+1 = =jgq =1



k, = ji,forl # ly, k;, = 0 (for some [y)}. a7

Similar to parity transformation, Q; and Q;f should be replaced
by:

Q; - CZD)Q! + (D),
0 > (5D, + D] (18)

Pauli X should be applied on the qubits which store the parti-
cle number including the particle on the jth orbital, and then
this can be also presented as a multi-qubit Pauli operator

Xy (j). The X, (j) means applying Pauli X on the qubits in the
U(j) set, which is defined as:

U() =1{klk #jandk, =j,forl <1,
while k; ,; = -+ = k44 = 1(for some [,)}. (19)

The transformation of the creation and annihilation operators
can be presented by these sets,

Zp(pXj+iZp(p-F()
a - > Xu(jy
t . Ze(Xi=iZp(-F()
a; — > XU(j)' (20)

where P(j) — F(j) is a set whose elements are in P(j) but not
in F(j). One can also build these sets corresponding to the S8,
and ,, matrix in Ref. *.

To construct this mapping, we have supposed that M is in
power of 2, while BK-tree transformation can overcome this
condition. Researchers introduced Fenwick algorithm to build
the Fenwick tree, so that these sets can be easily built via the
Fenwick tree. We give an example of the Fenwick tree of 8-

fermion.
®
@O o0
© 0

Fig. 3 The Fenwch tree of 8-fermion.

The elements of the F () is corresponding to the child nodes of
node j, and the elements of S(j) is the descent node of node j.
The elements of U(j) is the ancestor node of node j, while the
elements of P(j) isterminal node with index greater than j.

Ref. 39 introduced the MSP transformation which can be seen
as the generalization of BK-tree transformation. MSP transfor-
mation can be reduced to JW, BK and other transformations
with proper parameters. The authors conclude the representation
of these transformations in a unified form as Eq. (20). The dif-
ferences of these mappings are the differences of these sets.
They give an algorithm to build these sets.

V. Ansatz

In variational quantum algorithms (VQA), after the Hamilto-
nian H is obtained, the selection of ansatz is an important work.
Generally, the ansatz is generated with a parameterized quan-
tum circuit (PQC) acting on an initial state |s,):

[Ww(6)) = U(6) W)

where 6 = {0,,-+,0,,} is a real-valued vector of parameters.
There are various ansatzes to select and are generally defined as
two classes: the problem-inspired ansatz and the agnostic ansatz.
The problem-inspired ansatz can consider the known infor-
mation about the problem. While the agnostic ansatz generally
has strong expressive power when there is little information.

V.A Unitary coupled-cluster (UCC) ansatz

Since the coupled cluster method*° and its variants*:“° have
achieved great success in describing chemical systems, the UCC
method*®“® has become the most well-known ansatz in quantum
chemistry simulations. Given the molecular system under Har-
tree-Fock (HF) approximations, The HF state is the approxima-
tion of the ground state where all the electrons are lying in the
orbitals with the lowest energy. When a more accurate ground
state is desired, one can excite the electrons in the HF state to
higher HF-energy-orbitals. The UCC ansatz has the form,

|1|1(9) = e T" |‘|JHF)v

where |yyg) is the HF state and T = ), T}, is the cluster opera-
tor with T}, the excitation operators. Considering all the excita-
tions is resource-expensive. The UCC singles and doubles
(UCCSD) are usually used,

T=T +T,
— t — Tt
T, = Z Oiaaqa;, T, = Z 0ijap ey a;a;,
ia ijab

where a?(ai) are creation (annihilation) operators.

After the fermionic-to-qubit mapping and the Trotter expan-
sion is applied, we can obtain the ansatz as

ue) = 1—[ e~ 10iPj,

J

Then the ansatz can be sequentially performed. This ansatz pre-
serves the symmetry of the problem. However, the circuit al-
ways has a deep depth.

V.B Symmetry-preserved (SP) ansatz

This is a particular problem-inspired ansatz that is suitable
when the basis in the Hilbert space for the system has the same
Hamming weight. That is, in the binary representation:
ligiy -+ in—1), i = {0,1}, we have Y, i, = m.. The molecular
system with fixed particle numbers under the Jordan-Wigner
transformation exactly follows this property.

il [ e
A A
[o} - T
A A
o A= ——L
10y ——
A A
o}

Fig 4. The symmetry-preserved ansatz
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Fig. 5 The hardware-efficient ansatz

The SP ansatz*® takes advantage of the following 2-qubit
block as components,

1 0 0 0
_ [0 cosf  e®sing 0

Al =0 -ivsing —cosd 0
0 0 o 1

It is obvious that block A acts identically on |00) and |11). And
it mixes the state [01) and |10). This preserves symmetry.
Since for n orbitals and m particles, the total freedom is 2C;* —
2.. We can first set inputs as [0)®™, and apply m X gates to
create the producing state. Then add enough blocks in alternat-
ing layers until total freedom is achieved.

V.C Hardware-efficient ansatz

This is a frequently used ansatz in various VQAs. When we
know little information about the problem, we can use the ele-
mentary quantum gates to search for the target. Generally, the
hardware-efficient ansatz™ consists of many layers, each of
which is composed of single-qubit rotations (like R;RxR;) on
every qubit and two-qubit entangling gates (like CZ and CNOT)
on neighboring qubits. It has shown that this ansatz has strong
performance, which can give us confidence that the target is in
the representing area of the ansatz.

However, as shown recently, hardware-efficient ansatz with
random initial parameters will suffer from the barren plateaus,
where the gradient of the cost function vanishes exponentially
with the number of qubits, making it difficult to train the pa-
rameters.

VI. Conclusion

In this paper, we release the chemistry simulation software
ChemiQ supported quantum computer or quantum virtual ma-
chine. It is an open-source full-stack C++ project, which only
relies on the linear algebra library Eigen and the molecular in-
tegration library Libint2 of computational chemistry, and does
not use any third-party application library. The software can
visually construct the molecular structure, quickly simulate the
molecular ground state energy, scan the molecular potential en-
ergy curve by distance or angle, study the chemical reaction,
and finally analyze and display the calculation results graph-
ically.

The current version has only been tested on the quantum vir-
tual machine. Later, we will consider the quantum noise and
access the real quantum computer.
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