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We devise a quasilinear quantum algorithm for generating an approximation for the ground state of a
quantum field theory (QFT). Our quantum algorithm delivers a super-quadratic speedup over the state-of-
the-art quantum algorithm for ground-state generation, overcomes the ground-state-generation bottleneck
of the prior approach and is optimal up to a polylogarithmic factor. Specifically, we establish two quantum
algorithms—Fourier-based and wavelet-based—to generate the ground state of a free massive scalar bosonic
QFT with gate complexity quasilinear in the number of discretized-QFT modes. The Fourier-based algorithm
is limited to translationally invariant QFTs. Numerical simulations show that the wavelet-based algorithm
successfully yields the ground state for a QFT with broken translational invariance. Furthermore, the cost
of preparing particle excitations in the wavelet approach is independent of the energy scale. Our algorithms
require a routine for generating one-dimensional Gaussian (1DG) states. We replace the standard method for
1DG-state generation, which requires the quantum computer to perform lots of costly arithmetic, with a novel
method based on inequality testing that significantly reduces the need for arithmetic. Our method for 1DG-
state generation is generic and could be extended to preparing states whose amplitudes can be computed on
the fly by a quantum computer.
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Quantum algorithms for simulating a quantum field theory (QFT) comprise three main steps: generating an initial state,
simulating time evolution and measuring observables, with the initial-state generation being the most expensive step [1, 2].
The conventional approach to generating the initial state for simulating a QFT, particularly for simulating particle scattering,
is first to generate the ground state of the free (i.e. non-interacting) field theory. Then prepare free wavepackets, which refers
to spatially localized non-interacting particles and, finally, turn on the field interaction adiabatically [1-3]. An alternative
approach is to avoid adiabatic evolution in initial-state preparation, which is used in [4] to remove the state-preparation as the
bottleneck of simulating fermionic QFTs.

everal works have also developed variational [5, 6] and stochastic [7, 8] methods for simulating QFTs that avoid the need
to prepare the full quantum state. These methods, however, are not purely quantum but rather are hybrid quantum-classical,



which are more suitable for simulation on near-term quantum computers. Despite the advances in simulating QFTs and devel-
opment of recent algorithmic techniques for preparing quantum states [9-11], state preparation remains the computationally
expensive step for simulating a certain class of bosonic QFTs called the massive scalar bosonic QFTs. In particular, preparing
the free-field ground state is the most expensive part in one or two spatial dimensions and is the second-most-expensive part
for simulating these theories in three spatial dimensions [1, 2].

In this paper, we establish a quasilinear quantum algorithm for generating an approximation for the ground state of a
massive scalar-bosonic free QFT. Our algorithm is optimal, up to a polylogarithmic factor, provides a super-quadratic speedup
over the best prior quantum algorithm for ground-state generation and overcomes the ground-state-generation bottleneck.

Specifically, we develop two quantum algorithms, one Fourier-based and the other wavelet-based, to generate the free-field
ground state with gate complexity quasilinear in the number of discretized-QFT modes. For the case of broken translational
invariance, e.g., due to mass defects [12], the Fourier-based algorithm is inappropriate. We show, by numerical simulation,
that the wavelet-based algorithm successfully yields an approximation for the free-field ground state with a quasilinear gate
complexity. Our algorithms require a routine for preparing one-dimensional Gaussian (1DG) states, which are required for
preparing multi-dimensional Gaussian states. The standard method for generating a 1DG state is based on Zalka-Grover-
Rudolph state preparation [13, 14], which requires the quantum computer to perform costly arithmetic operations. We replace
this method with a novel method based on inequality testing [15] that significantly reduces the need for arithmetic.

1.1. Nontechnical background

To simulate a QFT, we first need to discretize it [2]. The discretization is needed for regulating infinite-dimensional Hilbert
spaces involved in the continuum field theory. Once discretized, the QFT becomes a many-body quantum system whose time
evolution can be efficiently simulated on a quantum computer [2, 16, 17]. The two other steps of a full quantum simulation,
namely initial-state generation and measurement, strongly depend on which QFT is being simulated and must be analyzed on
a case-by-case basis [2, p. 1017]. Two approaches are used to discretize a continuum massive scalar-bosonic QFT: lattice-based
and wavelet-based approaches. The conventional lattice-based approach is used in the seminal quantum algorithm [1, 2], and
the wavelet-based approach is used in the subsequent quantum algorithm [18]. By discretizing the QFT, the free-field ground
state becomes a N-dimensional Gaussian (NDG) state, where N is the number of modes in the discretized QFT.

A method proposed in[1] to generate a multi-dimensional Gaussian state is using the Kitaev-Webb method [19]. This method
has three main steps to generate an NDG state on a quantum computer. The first step is to compute the LDL matrix decom-
position of the Gaussian state’s inverse-covariance matrix (ICM) by a classical computation; note that any Gaussian state is
fully described by a covariance matrix or its inverse. The second step is to prepare N different 1DG states where the standard
deviation of each 1DG state is obtained from a diagonal element of the diagonal matrix in the LDL decomposition. The last
step is to perform a basis transformation based on the LDL matrix decomposition that maps the previously generated state, a
Gaussian state with a diagonal ICM, to a Gaussian state with the desired ICM.

The Kitaev-Webb method [19] for preparing a 1DG state is an application of the standard state-preparation method by
Zalka [13], Grover and Rudolph [14]. In this method for preparing a 1DG state on a quantum register, the continuous state
is approximated by a discrete 1DG state over a one-dimensional lattice with unit spacing. Then a recursive description of the
approximated 1DG state is used to generate the approximate state that requires the quantum computer to perform a controlled
rotation for each qubit of the quantum register. For each controlled rotation, the quantum computer needs to coherently
compute the rotation angle by a large amount of coherent arithmetic on the quantum computer.

The space and time complexities of the Kitaev-Webb method, both for 1DG- and NDG-state generation, were not analyzed in
the original paper [19]. However, authors of [1] state that the method’s time complexity for NDG-state generation is dominated
by the classical complexity of the LDL matrix decomposition, which is O (N 2'373) [20] if we use Coppersmith-Winograd-style

matrix multiplication; here @) suppresses logarithmic factors. There is also a quantum complexity of ) (N 2) to perform the
basis transformation needed to yield the Gaussian state with the desired ICM. This quantum complexity is effectively the cost
of performing an in-place matrix-vector multiplication.

1.2. Overview of methods and results

Our overall approach to reducing the time-complexity for ground-state generation is to exploit known sparsity properties
of the matrices involved. This approach allows us to reduce both classical and quantum time-complexities by replacing dense
matrix operations with sparse ones. In our wavelet-based approach, for example, we reduce the classical cost of the LDL matrix
decomposition by approximating the ground-state ICM with a matrix containing O (N log N) nonzero entries. Similarly, we
reduce the quantum cost by replacing the general approach for in-place matrix-vector multiplication with a sparse approach.
In our Fourier-based approach, we avoid even these sparse-approach optimizations by exploiting the translational invariance



presumed by Jordan-Lee-Preskill [1, 2] to eliminate the need for classical LDL decomposition. We replace the quantum in-place
matrix-vector multiplication with a coherent fast Fourier transform.

Specifically, in our Fourier-based algorithm, we exploit the translational invariance of the free QFT to reduce the cost of
ground-state generation from O (N 2.373 ) down to @(N ). We discretize the continuum QFT in a fixed-scale basis and utilize
the circulant structure of the ground state’s ICM to compute its eigenvalues by a discrete Fourier transform (DFT). We then
generate a NDG with a diagonal ICM whose diagonals are the eigenvalues by preparing N different 1DG states. Finally, we
transform this state into the ground state by a basis transformation.

A choice for basis transformation is to execute a DFT on a quantum computer by reversible arithmetic operations along the
lines of [21]. The problem with this basis transformation is that the resulting representation for the Gaussian state requires us
to have complex-valued coordinates. We avoid the complex numbers required by the DFT and instead use a discrete Hartley
transform (DHT) that only involves real numbers [22, Theorem 1]. The real, symmetric and circulant properties of the ground-
state ICM guarantees that by performing a DHT, we obtain the desired Gaussian state. Analogous to the quantum fast Fourier
transform in [21], we construct a quantum fast Hartley transform (QFHT) algorithm with a quasilinear gate complexity.

In the wavelet-based algorithm, we discretize the continuum free QFT in a multi-scale wavelet basis. The ICM of the ground
state in this basis has many elements that have an exponentially close-to-zero value. We truncate this matrix by replacing
the near-zero elements with exactly zero. This truncation introduces a systematic error that distorts the ground state of the
discretized theory. We show that not only the truncated ICM remains a positive-definite matrix, which is required for the
ground state to be a Gaussian state, but also the infidelity between the Gaussian state with the truncated ICM and the free-
field ground state is within the pre-specified error-tolerance for preparing the ground state.

By the truncation, the ICM becomes a sparse matrix with a particular structure known as the ‘fingerlike’ sparsity struc-
ture [23]; see FIG. 1. A matrix with this structure has a number of nonzero elements that is quasilinear in the dimension of the
matrix. In order to exploit the fingerlike sparse structure, we replace the LDL decomposition in the Kitaev-Webb method [19]
with the UDU decomposition. By exploiting the sparsity structure, we perform the UDU matrix decomposition of the truncated
ICM in a quasilinear time.
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FIG. 1. Visual representation of the exact (Left) and approximate ICM (Right) for the ground state of the discretized free QFT in a multi-scale
wavelet basis. The column (row) index of the visualized matrix is ordered from left (top) to right (bottom), just as the typical format of a
matrix. The values of matrix elements are represented by different colors with the shown color scale. The number of modes for the discretized
QFT is N = 2560, free mass is my = 1, and the Daubechies wavelet with index K = 3 is used. The exact ICM is a quasi-sparse matrix,
meaning most of its elements are nearly zero. Elements of the exact matrix with a magnitude less than 1078 are replaced with zero to obtain
the approximate ICM. The approximate ICM has a specific sparsity structure known as the ‘fingerlike’ sparsity structure.

The ground state in the wavelet-based approach is generated as follows. First we prepare a NDG state whose ICM is the
diagonal matrix in the UDU decomposition. We then transform this state into the ground state by performing a quantum shear
transform (QST) on a quantum computer. The shear-transform matrix has the same sparse structure as the truncated ICM in
our UDU decomposition. We exploit this sparse structure and perform the needed QST with a quasilinear gate complexity.

Our algorithms require a routine for generating an approximation to a 1DG state, and we devise two methods to perform



this task. Our first method is based on the Kitaev-Webb method [19]. In our method, we approximate the 1DG state over a
finite lattice with a non-unit lattice spacing. We choose the lattice spacing and the number of lattice points in terms of the
1DG-state standard deviation and an error tolerance for the generated state. The Kitaev-Webb method is restricted to 1DG
states with extremely large standard deviations. Our method does not have this restriction and can generate a 1DG state with
any standard deviation. We show that space and time complexities for preparing an approximation to each 1DG state required
for generating the ground state are both logarithmic in the number of modes in the discretized QFT.

A key contributor to gate complexity for the Kitaev-Webb method is the need to perform a large amount of coherent arith-
metic. Their method requires performing a sequence of controlled rotations for every qubit of the quantum register used for
preparing a Gaussian state. For each controlled rotation, the quantum computer needs to coherently compute the third Jacobi
theta function twice, perform a division, and compute one square-root and one arccosine function. In contrast, we provide a
significantly improved state-preparation technique based on inequality testing [15], where the most complicated computation
needed is a single exponential. We go beyond the inequality-testing method in [15] by showing how to prepare a state with
mostly small amplitudes except for a peak in a known location. We exploit the known location in our method and perform
a single step of amplitude amplification [24] rather than multiple steps of amplitude amplification required for preparing a
general state by inequality testing [15].

We perform a numerical study to justify why the wavelet-based approach could be preferred over the Fourier-based ap-
proach for QFTs with broken translational invariance. We consider a simple case where the translational invariance is broken
due to a mass defect [12]. The Fourier-based approach is not applicable in this case because the ground-state ICM cannot
be diagonalized by a discrete Fourier transform. However, our numerical experiment demonstrates that the wavelet-based
approach accommodates such QFT with broken translational invariance. Specifically, the fingerlike sparse structure of the
ground-state ICM is not affected by the mass defect, thereby the wavelet-based algorithm successfully yields an approximate
ground state with a quasilinear gate complexity.

We go beyond ground-state generation and construct procedures for preparing free-field particle states in the Fourier- and
wavelet-based approaches. We show that, unlike the Fourier approach, the wavelet approach enables preparing particle states
at different energy scales without an additional cost required for the Fourier approach. Specifically, we show that preparing a
free-field single-particle state at a given scale is more expensive than preparing the same state in the wavelet approach.

1.3. Organization

Our paper is organized as follows. We begin, in §2, by elaborating the key background pertinent to subsequent sections. In
this section, we review wavelet bases, various methods for discretizing a continuum QFT, a standard approach for generating
a Gaussian state and a computation model used for analyzing an algorithm’s time complexity. Next we describe our approach
for generating the free-field ground state in §3 where we discuss our model for describing a scalar QFT, a metric that we use
to analyze our algorithms’ time complexity and our methods for generating the free-field ground state.

We then present our results in §4. In this section, we construct our ground-state-generation algorithms, analyze their classi-
cal and quantum time complexities, and show that our algorithms are optimal up to polylogarithmic factors. Furthermore, we
determine the space required to represent the free-field ground state and compare the Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms
for a QFT with broken translational invariance and for generating states beyond the free-field ground state. We finally discuss
our results in §5 and conclude in §6.

2. BACKGROUND

This section covers the key background pertinent to subsequent sections. We begin by describing wavelet bases in §2.1.
Next, in §2.2, we discuss different approaches for discretizing a continuum QFT. Then we review the Kitaev-Webb method
for generating a Gaussian state in §2.3. Finally, in §2.4, we review the quantum random-access machine (QRAM) model for
computation (not to be confused with quantum random-access memory [25]).

2.1. Wavelet bases

Here we briefly review wavelet bases and define terms frequently used in this paper. For a detailed description, we refer
to [26, Sec. 2.1] and [27, 28]. We begin by explaining salient features of wavelet bases. Then we describe a fixed-scale wavelet
basis followed by a multi-scale wavelet basis.

The wavelet bases constitute an orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space .#?(R) of square-integrable functions on R. A
wavelet basis is defined in terms of two functions: scaling s(x) and wavelet w(x) functions. Here we focus on Daubechies X



wavelets and refer to them as dbKC wavelets. The index K € Z* specifies the number of vanishing moments of w(x). The
scaling and wavelet functions become smoother and less localized by increasing K; see FIG. 2.
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FIG. 2. From left to right: scaling s(x) and wavelet w(x) functions for the db/KC wavelet with index IC = 1,2, 3; db1 wavelet is identical to
Haar wavelet. The support of these functions is [0, 2K — 1]. The s(x) and w(x) for db3 wavelet have continuous first derivatives.

The dbX scaling function is the solution of the linear equation

2K-1

s(x) =v2 Y hys(2x—0), (1)
=0

where, for a unique solution, s(x) is normalized to have a unit area. The 2K real coefficients {hy, ..., hyic_1} are called the
low-pass filter coefficients. These coefficients uniquely determine a wavelet basis, and several methods are available to compute
their numerical values; see Appendix B. Given s(x), the wavelet function is

2K-1

w(x)=v2 Y gs@x—10), gr:=(—)"ha_1-0 (2)
(=0

and {go, ..., §2kc—1} are called the high-pass filter coefficients. The scaling and wavelet functions at scale k € Z are defined as

s@k)(x) = V2ks (ka - E) , wék)(x) =2k (ka - 6) . (3)

These functions are orthonormal and have support on [€ / 2k, (E + 2K — 1) / Zk] . For convenience, we henceforth use the term

‘scale’ to refer to the parameter k, so higher (lower) scale means larger (smaller) k.

The scaling function at a fixed scale k € 7 and its integer translation span a subspace S of Z?(R). We refer to this
subspace as the scale subspace of £*(R). Note that Z?(R) = lim_,c Sk. A fixed-scale wavelet basis is an orthonormal
basis whose basis vectors are comprised of a scaling function and its integer translations at a fixed scale.

The wavelet function at a fixed scale k and its integer translations span a subspace Wj of .2 (IR), which we call the wavelet
subspace. The wavelet subspace W is the orthogonal complement of Sy in Sy 1, i.e., Sg11 = Sk © W This property of the
scale and wavelet subspaces leads to a multi-scale decomposition of £ (R ) through the relation £ (R) = S5, @72, Wi [18],
where s is coarsest scale. The scaling function and its integer translations at a fixed scale along with the wavelet function and
its integer translations at all finer scales construct an orthonormal basis for .Z 2 (]R), which we call the multi-scale wavelet basis.

2.2. Discretization of a continuum QFT

In this subsection, we discuss different approaches for discretizing a continuum QFT. First we explain the common approach
of discretizing space as a regular lattice. Then we describe the alternative wavelet approach for discretizing a QFT. For simplic-
ity, we consider quantum fields in one spatial dimension. These discretizations can be extended to higher dimensions using
known techniques [18, 29].

We begin by describing a massive scalar bosonic free QFT using a Hamiltonian formalism, which is typical for quantum
simulation of a QFT [2, 30]. The time-independent Hamiltonian for a massive scalar bosonic free QFT with bare mass m,
confined to one spatial dimension, is

Aee = 5 [ dx [20) + (V) + ()], @)



with x a position and with field operator ®(x) and conjugate momentum I'T(x) satisfying

(@), 11(y)] = id(x — )1, [@(x), d(y)] = [1(x),11(y)] = 0. B

By QFT conventions, we fix constants ¢ = 1 = h. Discretizing QFT is achieved by replacing the spatial continuum with
a hyper-cubic lattice of ‘locations” with finite lattice spacing a_€ IRT. For a 1D scalar field over R, the discrete domain
is ) := aZ, and discrete field operators over the lattice satisfy [qD(x), H(y)] = idy,y1/4a, and all other commutators are zero.
For lattice QFT [31], the Laplacian in Eq. (4) and integration measure are
N R 1 .
V20(x) s V2d(x) := —2(<1>(x +a) +d(x —a) / dx— ) a, (6)

xeQ)

respectively. Defining &, := ®(£a) and 1, := I1(£a) for each integer /, the discretized version of the free QFT (4) is [32]

A a A 2 2 2 A
EED) [Hz(x) — &(x)V2D(x) + mid } Z 11 Z DKoy Dy, (7)
xeQ ZeZ é e
where
Ko = mdgp — (Sg041 + 8gp—1 — 2800) /@, (8)

is the coupling between the two localized £ and ¢’ modes.
The field @ (x) and conjugate I 1(x) operators can be expressed in a wavelet basis by projections onto the scaling and wavelet

functions as [18, 29]
s’[ —/ dxs s,ﬂ —/ dxsk) (x), 9)
:/ dxw[ (x)D(x Wg —/ dxwg OIT(x) Vr >k (10)
R /

We refer to field operators with subscript ‘s’ and ‘w’ as scale-field and wavelet-field operators, respectively. These opera-
tors have a compact support, determined by the support of their associated wavelet or scaling functions, and satisfy a set of
commutation relations analogous to those of Eq. (5), but with the Dirac 6 replaced with the Kronecker 6 [18, p. 3].

To discretize the free QFT in a fixed-scale basis, we project the continuum Hamiltonian (4) onto a scale subspace Sy of Z?(R)
for some k € Z*. By Eq. (9), we first project & (x) and I'l(x) onto this subspace. Substituting the projected field and momentum
operators into Eq. (4), we obtain the expression

) _ 1 1q® Ly e®p® g0
s 5 Z + E Zcbs;f Kss;€€/®s;€” (11)
14 o
for projected Hamiltonian onto a scale subspace Sy. Here
k 2
Ks(s,')ﬁ’ = mgéw - 4kA2’)—€ ’ (12)

(2)

are the coupling between different modes and A", are the coefficients

(n) d”
Ny = /dxsz,g/(x)dxns(x) Vn>1, (13)

@

with . = 2. We refer to these coefficients as the n-order derivative overlaps and use Ay := A

) for simplicity.
The multi-scale wavelet discretization of the free QFT is obtained by projecting ®(x) and I'l(x) onto a multi-scale basis and
substituting the projected operators into Eq. (4). In this case, the projected Hamiltonian is

S O A0 ) <r ) &) 1 2 (50) - (s07) &, (1)
Hy = H 45 ) Tl we+ > Py WWMCDWWJFZ Y. DK (14)
L,r>sg M’ rr! 20 r>sg
(s0.7)

where K( ng are coupling between the wavelet fields at scales r and 7/, and K w00 are coupling between the scale fields at
scale sq and wavelet fields at scale r. These couplings are systematically computed from the derivative overlaps (13) [29, 33].



Wavelet discretization for the momentum operator P := — [, dxTT(x) V®(x) of the free QFT [29, p. 6] is similar to wavelet

discretization for Hamiltonian. Therefore, we only consider fixed-scale discretization of P. In this discretization, P is projected
onto a scale subspace Sg. The projected momentum operator is

P = -y 1Pl

), Pl =2k (15)
L0

(1)

where A~ , are the derivative overlaps in Eq. (13) with n = 1. We use this expression in §3.2.1 to obtain the number of modes
of the discretized free QFT in a fixed-scale basis.

2.3. Kitaev-Webb method for Gaussian-state generation

Here we review the Kitaev-Webb method for generating an approximation of a multi-dimensional continuous Gaussian pure
state on a quantum register [19]. First we define a continuous Gaussian pure state and set our notations for particular Gaussian
states. Then we explain the main idea of the Kitaev-Webb method and proceed with describing details of the method.

We begin by defining a continuous Gaussian pure state in Definition 2.1. Throughout this paper, we use this definition when
we refer to a continuous Gaussian pure state.

Definition 2.1 (Continuous Gaussian pure state). Let N be a positive integer, A be a real-valued N-by-N symmetric positive-
definite matrix and

T
pr(Are) = |/ Ga e A2, (16)

be the probability density function of a continuous N-dimensional Gaussian (NDG) distribution, with the ICM A, for a random
variable = := (xq, x1,...,%y_1) € RN. We define the pure state

|GN (A / d¥z\/pn(A;T) |z), (17)

where

|z) :=|x0) @ - ® |xN-1), (18)
is a vector of distributions, as the continuous NDG pure state with the ICM A.

We use a particular notation for 1DG pure states. If the Gaussian distribution in Definition 2.1 is one-dimensional with the
standard deviation ¢ € RT and the mean value e RT, then we refer to the state

|G(c, /dxe o |x /dxe Xzog = oV2m, (19)

for |x) a continuously parameterized position state, as the continuous 1DG pure state with standard deviation ¢ and mean
value 1. For simplicity, we denote |G(c,0)) by |G()).

We now present a high-level description of Kitaev’s and Webb’s method for generating a multi-dimensional Gaussian state.
Their method’s main idea is first to prepare a set of independent 1DG states and then perform a basis transformation to produce
the desired Gaussian state. The parameters needed for preparing the 1DG states and the basis transformation are outputs of a
classical algorithm that computes the LDL decomposition of the Gaussian state’s ICM A. Specifically, the classical algorithm
returns a diagonal matrix D and a lower unit-triangular matrix L such that A = LDLT. Diagonal of D are parameters needed
for preparing the 1DG states, and off-diagonals of L are parameters needed for the basis transformation.

Their method for generating a NDG state with ICM A can be described by three main steps: (1) classically compute L
and D in the LDL decomposition of the ICM A; (2) generate an approximation for |Gyx(D)); and (3) implement the basis
transformation |x) — |Sx), where S is inverse-transpose of L and |x) (18) is the basis state. The basis transformation in
the last step is implemented by storing off-diagonal elements of S on ancillary quantum registers and performing reversible
operations on a quantum computer. The state|Gy (D)) in the second step is generated by preparing N independent 1DG states
with standard deviations 0y := 1/+/Dy for £ € {0,...,N — 1}.

We now describe the Kitaev-Webb method for generating 1DG states. To generate the continuous 1DG state |G(c, u#)) (19)
on a quantum register, it is first approximated by the discrete 1DG state

(i—p)? (i—p)?

Gxw (o, 1)) ==Y Gxw(o, ;i) i), Grw(o,p; i) := ———e 47 , few(o,p):=Y e 27 , (20
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over the 1D infinite lattice with unit lattice spacing. This discrete 1DG state is again approximated by the state

om_

1
&, um)) =Y. &o,wm; i) iy, &(o,um; i)=Y Grw(o, i+ j2m). (1)
i=0 JEZ

This quantum state is used as an approximation for |G(c, u#)) (19) in the Kitaev-Webb method to be generated on a quantum
register. The key point of this method is to employ the recursive decomposition

frw(o/2,1/2)

8o m)) = [ (3, §m —1)) @ cos010) + ¢ (§, 55t m —1) ) @sin0[1), 6= arccos, | X% L

. (22)

for generating the approximate 1DG state| (0, i, m)) (21).

By the recursive formula (22) and classical inputs 0 := o, o := y and m, following recursive procedure is used to generate
the approximate 1DG state: (1) compute 6 /27t (22) and store it on an ancillary quantum register; (2) perform the single-qubit
rotation R(6) := exp(—ifY') on the rightmost qubit, where Y is the Pauli-Y gate; (3) uncompute 6 / 27t; (4) compute 07 := 0¢/2
and pq := (po — q0)/2, where qo = 0 if the state of the rotated qubit is |0) and g9 = 0 if it is |1); and (5) generate the
state | (01, pt1, m — 1)) (22) on the remaining m — 1 qubits.

The Kitaev-Webb method is restricted to 1DG states that possess an extremely large standard deviation. In §3.3.1 and §4.4.1,
we describe our methods for generating an approximation of a continuous 1DG state for any standard deviation.

2.4. Quantum random-access machine model for computation

An algorithm’s time complexity depends on the model for computation. Here we review the quantum random-access ma-
chine (QRAM) model for computation introduced by Knill [34]. We use a variant of this model for analyzing our algorithms’
time complexity. First we describe the architecture of the QRAM model. Then we discuss ‘primitive’ operations for this model.
Finally, we describe how an algorithm’s time complexity is assessed in the QRAM model and discuss the computational com-
plexity for computing some elementary functions.

The QRAM model is an extension of the classical RAM model that allows classical and quantum computations. We describe
a simplified architecture of the QRAM model. For more details, we refer to [35-37]. In this model, as schematically illustrated
in FIG. 3, a computer has a classical and a quantum processor that are respectively connected to classical and quantum regis-
ters. These processors work in a master-slave fashion, where the classical processor is the master that controls the quantum
processor. A hybrid quantum-classical code is first compiled into the classical processor. The compiled code contains both
classical and quantum instructions. The classical processor performs the classical instructions on classical registers and sends
the quantum instructions to be performed by the quantum processor on quantum registers. The measurement results are sent
back to the classical processor by the quantum processor. This process could be repeated multiple times depending on the code.

quantum instructions

Compiler Classical processor Quantum processor
results of measurement

Hybrid quantum-

. Classical registers Quantum registers
classical code

FIG. 3. Schematic description of the QRAM model. A hybrid code is compiled into the classical processor. The compiled code provides in-
structions to be performed by classical and quantum processors on their associated registers. The quantum processor sends the measurement
results back to the classical processor.

The classical and quantum processors in the QRAM model can only perform a restricted set of operations on their associated
registers. These operations are called primitive operations, and a unit cost is assigned to each primitive in this model. As QRAM
is an extension of the classical RAM, the QRAM’s classical primitives are considered to be the same as the primitives in the
classical RAM model, which are the following [38]: (1) basic arithmetic operations, i.e., addition, subtraction, multiplication
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and division; (2) data-movement operations such as writing data from memory to classical registers and reading data from
classical registers to memory; (3) Boolean logic operations such as AND and OR; and (4) flow-control operations such as calling
a function or returning from a function. The classical primitives, except Boolean logic operations, are high-level operations.
In practice, implementing high-level operations does not have the same cost in terms of low-level (i.e., bit-wise) operations.

Unlike classical primitives, which are high-level operations, quantum primitives in the QRAM model are low-level opera-
tions [34]. Specifically, quantum primitives in the QRAM model are quantum gates from a universal set of gates. In §3.1.3, we
describe our alternative for quantum primitives that are high-level operations, similar to classical primitives.

The time complexity for a classical algorithm is determined by counting the number of classical primitives that need to be
executed in the algorithm. Similarly, the common approach to analyzing a quantum algorithm’s time complexity in the QRAM
model is counting the number of quantum primitives. As quantum primitives in QRAM are quantum gates, the algorithm’s
gate complexity is typically used as a standard metric to cost out a quantum algorithm.

Finally, we state the time complexity for computing four elementary functions with respect to the classical primitives in the
QRAM model: logarithm, square-root, inverse-square-root and trigonometric functions. These functions are used in various
subroutines of our ground-state-generation algorithms described in §4.1. The time complexity for computing each of these
functions was analyzed in terms of the time complexity for performing a multiplication in [39]. Multiplication is a primitive
operation in the QRAM model and has a unit cost. Therefore, we only list time complexities for the elementary functions with
respect to classical primitives in the QRAM model. The time complexity for computing square-root or inverse-square-root of a
number in this model is O(1) [39, pp. 3-4], and the time complexity for computing a logarithm or trigonometric functions to
precision p is O(log p) [39, pp. 11, 14]. We use these complexities in §4.5, where we analyze our algorithms’ time complexity.

3. APPROACH

In this section, we present our approach for generating an approximate quantum-register representation for the ground
state of a free massive scalar bosonic QFT, such that the quantum algorithm succeeds deterministically in a quasilinear time
with respect to the number of modes for the discretized QFT. We begin in §3.1 by discussing our model for describing a free
massive scalar bosonic QFT. We introduce a client-server framework for simulating a QFT and discuss a metric to measure our
algorithm’s time complexity. Next we describe in §3.2 the mathematical approach inherent in generating the free-field ground
state. We explain how the mass, momentum cutoff, wavelet index and error tolerance are used to discretize the continuum free-
field Hamiltonian (4) in fixed- and multi-scale wavelet bases from which the covariance-matrix description of the discretized-
QFT ground state is obtained. Finally, in §3.3, we describe our Fourier and wavelet-based method for ground-state generation
and also our methods for generating one-dimensional Gaussian states.

3.1. Model

In this subsection, we discuss our model for describing a massive scalar bosonic QFT. We also introduce a client-server
framework for simulating a QFT on a quantum computer and discuss the metric we use to measure our algorithms’ time
complexity. We begin by explaining our model for describing the QFT in §3.1.1. We then explain the framework in §3.1.2
followed by the metric for measuring an algorithm’s runtime in §3.1.3.

3.1.1.  Discretized quantum field theory

Here we explain our model for describing a massive scalar bosonic QFT. We describe our approach for discretizing a one-
dimensional scalar bosonic field in fixed- and multi-scale wavelet bases. Furthermore, we compare these discretizations with
the Jordan-Lee-Preskill discretization, which is based on the conventional lattice approach [1].

In contrast to the usual approach for discretizing a QFT over a non-compact domain, such as the infinite real line for a
one-dimensional theory, we discretize for the field on a finite interval of the real line with periodic boundary conditions.
Mathematically, the finite interval with periodic boundary conditions can be treated as a circle domain. We denote the bare
mass of the field theory by my, as in Eq. (4). We consider an ultraviolet momentum cutoff A for the field theory, meaning we
ignore all field configurations with momentum higher than A. For convenience, we work in the normalized scale where the
compact domain becomes the unit interval. In this case, the theory is on the unit interval with periodic boundaries, and all
involved parameters such as mass and momentum cutoff become dimensionless parameters.

In fixed-scale discretization, we partition the unit interval into 2 subintervals of length 1/2k. We choose the positive inte-
ger k such that 2k > 2(2K — 1), where K is the wavelet index (§2.1). This choice is made because the smallest size admissible
with periodic boundaries is 2(2/C — 1) to ensure the scale function and its translations are orthogonal [33, p. 4]. We assign
a discrete scale field (9) to each of the 2/C — 1 cyclically consecutive subintervals according to the following averaging rule.
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Each discrete field is an average of the continuous field over an interval of length (2K — 1)/ 2k weighted by the dbK scaling
function at scale k [29, p. 7]. The discrete fields and their conjugate momenta satisfy the commutation relations analogous to
those of Eq. (5) but with the Dirac 6 replaced by the Kronecker 8. The momentum cutoff A in this discretization is proportional
to the inverse of the subinterval’s length.

In multi-scale wavelet discretization, we partition the unit interval into 2° subintervals of length 1/2° at each scale,
where s € {sg,50 +1,...,k — 1}. Here k is an integer such that 2 > 2(2/C — 1) and s is the smallest integer that satisfies
this inequality. At the smallest scale s(, we assign a scale field and a wavelet field (9) to each of the 2XC — 1 cyclically consecu-
tive subintervals according to the following averaging rule. Each scale (wavelet) field is an average of the continuous field over
an interval of length (2/C — 1) /2% weighted by the dbK scaling (wavelet) function at scale sy. At each other scale s > s,
we assign a wavelet field to each of the 2/C — 1 cyclically consecutive subintervals. Each wavelet field is an average of the
continuous field over an interval of length (2/C — 1) /2% weighted by the db/C wavelet function at scale s. The discrete fields
and their conjugate momenta in a multi-scale wavelet basis also satisfy the commutation relations analogous to those of Eq. (5)
but with the Dirac 6 replaced by a Kronecker & [18, p. 3]. The momentum cutoff A in this discretization is proportional to the
inverse of the subinterval’s length at scale with the largest scale index s.

In the Jordan-Lee-Preskill approach [1], the conventional lattice discretization is used to discretize the scalar bosonic quan-
tum field. The unit interval is approximated by a one-dimensional finite lattice with 2% points and lattice spacing 1/2* for
some positive integer k. A discrete field is then assigned to each lattice point, where the discrete fields are samples of the
continuous field at lattice points. In contrast, the discrete fields in the wavelet approach are an average of the continuous field
over subintervals of the unit interval. These discrete fields have overlapping domains, whereas the domains of the discrete
fields in the lattice approach, i.e., the lattice points, do not overlap.

3.1.2.  Client-server framework for simulating a QFT

We now describe a framework for simulating a QFT. To make clear ground-state generation vs other aspects of a QFT
simulation, we employ a framework comprising three components: a client, a main server and a ground-state-generation
server; see FIG. 4 for a schematic representation of the framework. We define each component of the framework and elucidate
its relative task in simulating a QFT. Finally, we describe the information flow between the client and the two servers for
simulating a massive scalar bosonic QFT.

A client is an agent who supplies the needed parameters for solving a computational problem to a server and accepts the
solution. The client in our framework only communicates with the main server. She provides the required inputs for simulating
a QFT to this server and accepts the solution, which is the simulation’s outputs.

A server is a computer that provides a function or service to one or many clients; a server could also be a client to another
server. The main server’s task in our framework is to simulate the QFT specified by the client and deliver the simulation’s
output to the client. The main server chooses a particular basis for simulation to accomplish this task and delegates the
ground-state-generation part of the simulation to the ground-state-generation server. The main server is, therefore, a client to
the ground-state-generation server in our framework. The main server supplies the input parameters needed for generating
the ground state of the QFT and accepts a quantum state, which is an approximation for the free-field ground state.

The ground-state-generation server in our framework is an auxiliary server whose task is to generate an approximation
for the QFT ground state, which is represented in a particular basis by the main server, on a quantum register and deliver the
generated state to the main server. We consider this auxiliary server in our framework to elucidate the input parameters needed
for generating the ground state and separate the ground-state generation part of a QFT simulation from other parts of the full
quantum simulation as ground-state generation is a bottleneck for the entire simulation. The main server then performs
the simulation using the generated state by the ground-state-generation server. The main server may wish to perform the
simulation on a different basis. In this case, the main sever first executes a basis transformation on the generated state by the
ground-state-generation server and then performs the simulation on a new basis.

We now discuss the information flow between the client and the two servers in the QFT-simulation framework. The client
in this framework supplies the input parameters for simulating a QFT to the main server. The required input parameters
are those that specify the Hamiltonian (or Lagrangian) describing the QFT, an error tolerance for output of simulation and a
parameter specifying the energy at which the simulation is performed. The free mass my is the only parameter that specifies
the Hamiltonian of a free massive scalar bosonic QFT; see Eq. (4). We use an ultraviolet cutoff on the momentum of the free-
QFT particles as the parameter specifying the simulation energy. Table I specifies the required inputs that need to be supplied
by the client to the main server for simulating a massive scalar bosonic free QFT.

The main server chooses a wavelet basis by selecting a wavelet index X € Z>j3 to perform the simulation. This server
approximates the continuum field theory by a finite-mode discretized QFT in the db/C wavelet basis and calculates the sufficient
number of modes for the discretized theory using the client’s inputs. The main server then supplies the inputs specified in
Table II to the ground-state-generation server.

The ground-state-generation server uses the inputs supplied by the main server to generate an approximation for the ground
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FIG. 4. A client-server framework for simulating a QFT. Dashed lines represent classical communication, and solid lines represent quantum
communication. The classical inputs to the main and ground-state-generation servers are specified in Table I and Table II, respectively, for
simulating a massive scalar bosonic QFT. Output from the ground-state-generation server is an approximation for the free-field ground state.

Parameter | Type |Description
mo R™* |Free-QFT mass
A R* |Ultraviolet cutoff on momentum of the free-QFT particles

€sim (0,1) |Error tolerance for output of simulation

TABLE I. Inputs from client to the main server.

state of the discretized free QFT. This server then delivers the generated state to the main server for QFT simulation. Finally,
the simulation outputs are provided to the client by the main server. The flow of information between the client and two
servers is shown in FIG. 4.

3.1.3.  Measure for time complexity

Here we describe how we assess an algorithm’s time complexity. We begin by stating the metric that we use for the time
complexity of an algorithm. Then we specify primitive operations for classical and quantum processors of the QRAM model
described in §2.4. The chosen primitives are high-level operations, and we explain how to relate these primitives to low-level
primitives. Finally, we discuss how our metric differs from common metrics for analyzing an algorithm’s time complexity.

We use the number of primitive operations in an algorithm as a metric to quantify the algorithm’s time complexity. That
is to say, the number of classical primitives in an algorithm determines its classical complexity, and the number of quantum
primitives determines the algorithm’s quantum complexity. By this metric, the time complexity depends on the classical and
quantum primitives; changing the set of primitives yields a different time complexity. Hence the set of primitive operations
needs to be specified.

We now specify the classical and quantum primitives. We choose the classical primitives to be the same as the classical prim-
itive operations in the QRAM model; see §2.4. Except for the flow-control operations (§2.4), we take the quantum primitives
to be a quantum version of the classical primitives. We exclude the flow-control operations as quantum primitives because
the quantum processor in the QRAM model is controlled by the classical processor. Specifically, we choose the following

Parameter| Type Description
mg R* Free-QFT mass
K Z>3 Wavelet index
N Z>5(2xc—1) [Number of modes in the discretized QFT

Evac (0,1)  |Error tolerance for generating the discretized-QFT ground state

TABLE II. Inputs from main server to the ground-state-generation server.
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operations as quantum primitives in our time-complexity analysis for a quantum algorithm: (1) basic arithmetic operations
on quantum registers; (2) data-movement operations on quantum registers, such as writing (preparing) classical data from
memory into quantum registers and reading (measuring) data from quantum registers to memory; and (3) quantum logic gates
such as the Hadamard, controlled-Not (CNOT) and Toffoli gates.

With our chosen quantum primitives, similar to the classical RAM model, the QRAM model encapsulates computers’ core
functionality, not their exact functionalities. For instance, addition and multiplication operations are each considered a sin-
gle primitive operation for each processor in this model. In practice, however, a processor needs to execute more low-level
operations—bit-wise operations for the classical processor and qubit-wise operations for quantum processor—to perform mul-
tiplication versus addition. By analyzing the cost of performing high-level primitives in terms of low-level operations, one can
obtain an algorithm’s time complexity with respect to low-level operations.

We comment that our approach for analyzing a quantum algorithm’s time complexity is not common in literature. As
described in §2.4, the common approach to cost out a quantum algorithm is to count the number of low-level operations, i.e.,
quantum gates, in the algorithm [34, 40]. In §5, we discuss our algorithms’ time complexity with respect to low-level operations.

3.2. Mathematics

This subsection describes the mathematical approach for generating the ground state of a massive scalar bosonic QFT. We
begin in §3.2.1 by describing a procedure for approximating the ground state of the continuum QFT (4) in a fixed-scale basis.
Then we proceed with approximating the ground state in a multi-scale wavelet basis in §3.2.2. Lastly, we explain our procedure
for discretizing a continuous Gaussian pure state in §3.2.3.

3.2.1. Free-field ground state in a fixed-scale basis

Here we represent the ground state of the continuum free QFT (4) in a fixed-scale wavelet basis. To this end, we discretize
the continuum theory by projecting its Hamiltonian onto a fixed-scale subspace of .#2 ($). The ground state of the discretized
QFT represents the free-field ground state in a fixed-scale basis. We explain how to select a sufficient number of modes N for
the discretized QFT using the client inputs in Table II. Specifically, we establish sufficiency for N in terms of the momentum
cutoff A, supplied by the client, such that the magnitude of mean momentum (expectation value of the momentum operator)
for a single-particle state in the discretized QFT is no greater than A.

To represent the ground state of the free theory (4) over the unit interval with periodic boundaries in a fixed-scale wavelet
basis, we project the continuum Hamiltonian onto a scale subspace Sy of £ ($) for some integer k such that 2k > 202K —1);
see §3.1.1. The projected Hamiltonian has the form of the discrete Hamiltonian in Eq. (11) but with the coupling matrix

k

K 1= moge — N2 (8 + A7) N :=2F, (23)

(Z—«—N)) ’
which are matrix elements of Kgs) Here N is the number of modes for the discretized QFT and Ag/) (13) are the second-
order derivative overlaps; the second term inside the parentheses comes from the periodic boundary condltlon The projected
Hamiltonian is quadratic in the field operators and their conjugate momenta akin to the discrete Hamiltonian in Eq. (11) and,
therefore, its ground state is a Gaussian state. Specifically, the ground state of the projected Hamiltonian is

1/4
det Agf) N _l¢TA(k)¢ (k) (k)
‘Gscale> T <(27.[)N> ~/]RN d ¢e 4 |¢> , Ags’ = VK7, (24)

where Agf) is the ground state’s ICM as per Definition 2.1.

We now establish sufficiency for the number of modes N using the supplied momentum cutoff A by the client to calculate
the sufficient N for the discretized QFT. We first project the momentum operator (§2.2) of the continuum QFT to the same
scale subspace S, that the continuum Hamiltonian is projected. Then we write an expression for a single-particle state whose
mean momentum has the maximum magnitude Ppax. Next we bound Ppax from above by A. The sufficient N saturates
this bound. Proposition 3.1 pr0v1des the established sufficiency for N with respect to A and the largest first-order derivative

overlap Ar(m),x := maxy ’Aél

for A (13) the first-order derivative overlaps.

(1)

Proposition 3.1. For A the momentum cutoff and Ay« the largest first-order derivative overlap,

N — VA)J (25)

1
AR
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modes suffices to guarantee that the mean momentum of a single-particle state in the discretized QFT is bounded from above by A.

Proof. Let aék)' be the creation operator constructed from the /" scale-field operator (9) and its conjugate momentum [41].

Acting this operator on the ground state in Eq. (24) creates a single-particle state with zero-mean momentum whose wavefunc-

tion is localized in a compact space of size equal to the support of sék) [18]. Single-particle states with finite mean-momentum
can be created from a superposition of two zero-mean-momentum single-particle states as

‘T%’) > = (‘mf +pa’ ) ‘Gscale> (26)

with &, f € C such that |a|*> + |B]* = 1. The expectation value of the projected momentum operator (15), i.e. the mean
momentum, for this state is

Pi= (¥ |PW ) = Py Im (wp”). 27)

The magnitude of this expression is maximized for &« = +if = 1/ V2. By this equation and the projected momentum
operator (15), the maximum magnitude of the mean momentum for a single-particle state is

_ 2k 2k
Prax = o InlfiX ‘Agl) ‘ ?Asngx (28)

By bounding this expression from above by the momentum cutoff A, we obtain

k= {log2 <A2(A) )J , (29)

which, by N = 2K (23), yields the sufficient number of modes in Eq. (25). O

The established sufficiency (25) for N is used by the main server to calculate the number of modes for the discretized QFT.

3.2.2. Free-field ground state in a multi-scale wavelet basis

We now represent the ground state of the continuum theory (4) in a multi-scale wavelet basis. In this case, we project the
continuum Hamiltonian onto a subspace of .#2 ($) that is a multi-scale decomposition of the scale subspace S (§2.1). The pro-
jected Hamiltonian (14) onto a multi-scale subspace is quadratic, similar to the fixed-scale Hamiltonian (11), but involves both
scale- and wavelet-field operators (9).

The coupling matrix K in the multi-scale Hamiltonian (14) is obtained by a multi-level wavelet transform from the fixed-

scale coupling matrix Kgf) (23). Let sp < k be the scale index for the lowest scale, then K has the block-matrix structure

O

$0,80) T S0, S sg, k—1

KK — st”() ’ K‘f‘% i K‘f‘% , (30)
Kg‘sx?,kfl)T K‘(xfgv,kfl)T o K‘()ic‘;l,kfl)

imposed by the wavelet transform [18]. We select the level of wavelet transform so that the number of modes 2% in the lowest

scale sp, i.e., the number of rows or columns of the top-left block KgiO), is at least 2(2K — 1) as per §3.1.1. The ground state of
the projected Hamiltonian onto a multi-scale wavelet basis is

detA
Cihere) = ((627[ ) [ Ve iTAg), (51)

which is a continuous Gaussian pure state akin to the state in Eq. (24) but with the ICM

50,50 T 50,50 . S[),k—l
e i S A SRV 0 62)
ALOKDT AGok=DT (k=1 k=1)
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which has the same block-matrix structure as the coupling matrix in Eq. (30). For convenience, we henceforth refer to the
block with subscript ‘ss’ as the ss block. Similarly, we refer to the blocks with subscript ‘sw’ as the sw blocks and those with
subscript ‘ww’ as the ww blocks.

3.2.3.  Discretization of continuous Gaussian pure states

Discretization is essential in obtaining a qubit representation for a continuous quantum state. Here we explain how we
discretize a multi-dimensional continuous Gaussian pure state. We use the described method to discretize the ground state of
the free field theory represented in both fixed- and multi-scale wavelet bases to generate the ground state on a quantum register.
First we define a discrete 1DG pure state over a lattice in Definition 3.2. Then we explain how to discretize a multi-dimensional
Gaussian pure state.

Definition 3.2. (discrete 1DG pure state over a lattice) For ¢,6 € R* andm € Z*,let L := {jé | j € [-2"~1,2""1Y N7z}
be a one-dimensional lattice with 2™ points and lattice spacing J, and let & := 0 /J. We define the pure state

1 2”17]71 7i . ) 2"17171 B jz
|Glattice (7,8, m)) 1= % Y, sew|js)y, N?:=6" ) e 27, (33)
]':,Zm—l j:,2m—1

for |j6) equally spaced lattice states in one dimension, as the discrete 1DG pure state with standard deviation & over lattice L.

We use the discrete 1DG state in Eq. (33) as a discrete approximation for the continuous 1DG state (19) with the standard
deviation o. The lattice parameters, i.e., the lattice spacing and the number of lattice points, are chosen based on two given
inputs: the standard deviation and an error tolerance on the infidelity between the discrete and continuous 1DG states. In §4.2.1,
we describe how these two inputs are used to calculate the lattice parameters.

To discretize a continuous multi-dimensional Gaussian pure state (17), first we decompose the state into a tensor product of
several continuous 1DG pure states by a basis transformation. Then we discretize each continuous 1DG pure by a discrete 1DG
pure state over a lattice as per Definition 3.2. Note that a continuous N-dimensional Gaussian pure state |Gy (A)) (17) with
the ICM A is a linear combination of basis states |x) := |xp) ® - - - ® |xn_1), where @ is a vector of real numbers. Let O be a
matrix such that OT AQis a diagonal matrix D. Then the basis transformation |x) — |071m> yields the continuous Gaussian
state with the diagonal ICM D, which can be decomposed into a tensor product of N continuous 1DG states; see §4.2.2.

3.3. Methods

In this subsection, we present our Fourier- and wavelet-based methods for generating an approximation for the free-field
ground state on a quantum register. Both methods are based on a method for generating 1DG states. We begin in §3.3.1 by
explaining our method for generating a discrete approximation for a continuous 1DG state. Then we describe the Fourier-based
method in §3.3.2 and the wavelet-based method in §3.3.3.

3.3.1.  One-dimensional Gaussian-state generation

Here we present two methods for generating a discrete approximation for a continuous 1DG state on a quantum register.
First we specify the inputs along with the task in generating a 1DG state. Next we describe our discrete approximation for
a 1DG state. Then we explain our first method for a 1DG-state generation. Our first method is similar to the Kitaev-Webb
method [19]. However, in contrast to the Kitaev-Webb method, which is restricted to 1DG states with an extremely large
standard deviation, our method generates 1DG states with any standard deviation. We finally describe our second method for
generating a 1DG state, which is based on a method for performing inequality testing [15] on a quantum computer.

We begin by specifying the task in a 1DG-state generation. To generate a continuous 1DG state |G(¢)) (19), we are given
two inputs: (1) the standard deviation ¢ € R of the 1DG state and (2) an error tolerance ¢;pg € (0, 1). The task is to generate
an approximate 1DG state |G(c7)) such that the infidelity [42]

infid (|G(0)),1G(0))) := 1 - (G(0)|G(e)) € [0,1), (34)

between the approximate and exact states is no greater than e;pg. We only consider continuous 1DG states with means of
zero (4 = 0) as we only need to prepare these states in order to generate an approximation for the ground state of the free

QFT (4).
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We approximate |G(¢)) by a discrete 1DG pure state |Giaice (7, 8, 1)) (33) over a lattice with 2™ points and lattice spacing &
as per Definition 3.2. We select m and J based on ¢ and e1pg such that the infidelity between the continuous and discrete 1DG
states is at most €1pg. Our approximate 1DG state is different from that of the Kitaev-Webb method. A continuous 1DG in
their method is first approximated by a discrete 1DG state over an infinite lattice with unit spacing as in Eq. (20). The discrete
1DG state is then again approximated by the state in Eq. (21) to be generated on a quantum register. Our approximate 1DG
state, however, is a discrete 1DG state over a finite lattice with a non-unit lattice spacing.

We now explain our strategy for generating |Gjayice (7, 6, 7)) (33) on a quantum register. Our strategy comprises two steps.
In the first step, we generate the state |Gagice (0,1, m)). That is to say, we first prepare a discrete 1DG state with the same
standard deviation but over a lattice with unit spacing. This state is a linear combination of basis states |j), where j is an integer;
see Eq. (33) with 6 = 1. In the second step, we transform |Gjagtice (7, 1, 1)) to |Glattice (7, 6, 1)) by performing the unitary map
for which |j) +— |jd) for all j. Our method for generating |Gjaice (7,1, m)) is similar to the Kitaev-Webb method for 1DG-
state generation. We write a recursive decomposition for |Gragice (7,1, 1)) analogous to Eq. (22) and employ the recursive
decomposition to design an iterative algorithm for generating this state. See §4.4.1 for a detailed description of the algorithm.

We now describe our inequality-testing-based method for generating the state |Gagice(7,1,m)) (33). To elucidate the
method, we write this state as }_; ¢(f) |) with unnormalized amplitude distribution g(j) := exp (—j*/40?). To generate
this state by inequality testing, first we prepare a quantum state with amplitude according to the value of j rounded down
to the nearest power of 2. Specifically, we first prepare the state }; ground () |j) with unnormalized amplitude distribution

Sround (J) 1= exp (22 log, 1 / 4(72> for all j # 0 and g;ound(0) := 1. The amplitude distributions ¢(j) and ground(j) are shown

in FIG. 5 by blue and orange points, respectively; these distributions are only shown for non-negative j for simplicity.
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FIG. 5. Illustration of state-generation steps before performing an inequality test. First we prepare a state with amplitudes according to the
orange points. Then we test an inequality against the blue points. The success probability is at least about 70%.

Once the state }_; round () ) is generated, we then coherently compute an approximation for the ratio of the amplitudes
¥i := 8round (j)/g(j) into a scratch register and prepare a reference quantum register in uniform superposition. Next we
perform an inequality test between the value encoded in the scratch register and the value encoded in the reference register,
and write the result into a flag qubit. We then erase the reference register and measure the flag qubit. If the post-measurement
state of the flag qubit is |0), then the state generated on the first register is the desired 1DG state. See §4.4.2 for a detailed
description of the inequality-testing-based algorithm for generating a 1DG state.

3.3.2. Fourier-based method for ground-state generation

We now present our Fourier-based method for generating a discrete approximation for the free-field ground state on a
quantum register. First we explain the rationale for specifying the task in this method and describe the task. Then we explain
our strategy for generating the approximate ground in the Fourier-based method.

In the Fourier-based method, we discretize the continuum QFT in a fixed-scale wavelet basis and use the ground state of the
discretized QFT as an approximation for that of the continuum theory. The discretized-QFT ground state in this method is a
continuous Gaussian state whose ICM Ag; (24) is a circulant matrix. The ICM, which fully describes the discretized-QFT ground
state, is specified by three parameters: wavelet index K € Z™, free-QFT mass my € R" and the number of modes N € Z™
of the discretized QFT.

For the Fourier-based method to generate the ground state, we are given an error tolerance €y,e € (0,1) along with the
parameters that specify the ground-state ICM. The task is to generate an approximation for the ground state |Gyeale) (24) of
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the discretized QFT in a fixed-scale basis on a quantum register. The infidelity between the approximate and exact states is
required to be no greater than the error tolerance ey,c.

Our strategy for generating an approximate ground state for the discretized QFT is as follows. First we construct a classical
algorithm for computing the eigenvalues A := (Ag, ..., An_1) of the ground-state ICM; eigenvalues are diagonals of the di-
agonal matrix A in the spectral decomposition of the ICM. In this algorithm, we exploit the circulant structure of the ICM and
compute X by a discrete Fourier transform [43, p. 100]. Next we use A as a classical input to design a quantum circuit for gen-
erating an approximation for the state |Gy (A)) (17), i.e., the continuous Gaussian state whose ICM is the diagonal matrix A.
Finally, we perform a basis transformation by a quantum fast Fourier transform (QFFT) to map the state |Gy (A)) to the ground
state |Gn (Ass))- The state |Gy (A)) is a linear combination of basis states |z) := |x1) ® - - - @ |xN), where = (x1,...,xN)
is a vector of real numbers; see Eq. (17). The QFFT implements the map |x) — |Fz) on a quantum computer, where F is the
transformation matrix for the discrete Fourier transform.

To design a quantum circuit to preparing an approximation for a continuous NDG state |Gy (D)) with a diagonal inverse-
covariance matrix D := diag(dy, ..., dn_1), first we decompose the state as |G(0p)) @ - - - @ |G(0n_1) ), where |G(0y)) (19) is
a continuous 1DG state with the standard deviation ¢y := 1//d,. By the method described in §3.3.1, we then design a quantum
circuit for generating a discrete approximation for each 1DG state. The combined output of all these quantum circuits is an
approximation for the continuous Gaussian state with the diagonal ICM D.

3.3.3. Wavelet-based method for ground-state generation

Here we present our wavelet-based method for generating a discrete approximation for the free-field ground state repre-
sented in a multi-scale wavelet basis. Similar to the Fourier-based method, we first provide the rationale for specifying the task
in the wavelet-based method and describe the task. Then we explain the strategy for generating the approximate ground state.

In the wavelet-based method, we discretize the continuum QFT in a multi-scale wavelet basis and use the ground state of
the discretized QFT as an approximation for that of the continuum theory. The ground state (31) of the discretized QFT in this
method is also a continuous Gaussian state. The same parameters specify the ground-state ICM here as in the Fourier-based
method. For the wavelet-based method, we are given the same classical inputs as the Fourier-based method. The task, however,
is to generate an approximation for the ground state |Gyavelet) (31) of the discretized QFT in a multi-scale wavelet basis such
that the infidelity between the approximate and exact states is no greater than the error tolerance ey,c.

The strategy for generating an approximate ground state in the wavelet-based method is as follows. The ground-state ICM in
a multi-scale wavelet basis has many near-zero elements. We approximate this matrix by replacing its near-zero elements with
exactly zero. Specifically, we replace all matrix elements whose magnitude are less than the threshold value gy, = mgeyacN~3/2
with exactly zero. This approximation enables a fingerlike sparse structure [44] for the ground-state ICM with a quasilinear
number of nonzero elements; see FIG. 1.

We exploit the fingerlike structure and perform the UDU matrix decomposition of the approximate ICM in a quasilinear
time. In the UDU decomposition, we decompose the fingerlike sparse matrix A as the product of an upper unit-triangular
matrix U, a diagonal matrix D and transpose of U. We compute diagonals of D and shear elements, i.e., nonzero off-diagonal
elements, of U by a classical algorithm, and use them as classical inputs to construct a quantum circuit for generating an
approximation for the free-field ground state.

To generate an approximate ground state, first we construct a quantum circuit to preparing an approximation for the NDG
state |Gy (D)) whose ICM is the diagonal matrix D in the UDU decomposition. The diagonals of D are used as classical inputs,
and the quantum circuit is constructed by the method described in §3.3.2. Then we transform |Gy (D)) into the ground state
by performing a quantum shear transform (QST) on a quantum computer; the shear elements of U are classical inputs for the
QST. Akin to the QFFT in the Fourier-based method, the QST executes a basis transformation. Specifically, the QST implements
the map |) > |Sx) on a quantum computer, where the shear-transform matrix S is inverse-transpose of U.

4. RESULTS

In this section, we present our main results. We first construct a high-level description of our ground-state-generation
algorithms in §4.1. Next we discuss the number of required qubits for representing an approximation for the discretized-QFT
ground state in the Fourier- and wavelet-based methods in §4.2. Our algorithms have classical preprocessing and quantum
routine. We present the classical preprocessing of our algorithms in §4.3 and the quantum routine in §4.4. Then we analyze
the runtime of our algorithms in §4.5. In §4.6, we establish a lower bound on the gate complexity for ground-state generation.
Finally, in §4.7, we compare the Fourier vs wavelet approach for ground-state generation.
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4.1. High-level description of our algorithms for ground-state generation

We begin with a high-level description of our two algorithms for ground-state generation. The first of these algorithms,
described in §4.1.1, is based on the use of a discrete Fourier transform, and we refer to it as the Fourier-based algorithm. The
second algorithm, described in §4.1.2, is based on the use of a wavelet transform, and we call it the wavelet-based algorithm.

Both algorithms have a similar structure that we now explain. The algorithms proceed in two stages: (1) prepare several
independent one-dimensional Gaussian states, and (2) perform a collection of arithmetic operations on those Gaussian states.
Both stages require a certain amount of classical information, much of which is not provided directly by the main server (§3.1.2)
but requires a non-negligible amount of computation to produce. We therefore must analyze not only the quantum complexity
but also the classical complexity of our algorithms in order to ensure that the resulting procedures are indeed quasilinear in the
number of modes of the discretized QFT. We refer to the classical part of our algorithm as the ‘classical preprocessing’ step, as
it must be carried out prior to the execution of our quantum algorithms. In our descriptions of the Fourier-based and wavelet-
based algorithms, we therefore distinguish between the classical preprocessing procedure and the quantum algorithm itself.

4.1.1.  High-level description of Fourier-based algorithm

Here we construct a high-level description of the Fourier-based algorithm for ground-state generation. We begin by ex-
plaining this algorithm’s classical preprocessing and then describe the quantum routine. Finally, we present the algorithm by
pseudocode to elucidate the inputs, output and procedure of the Fourier-based algorithm.

The Fourier-based algorithm generates an approximation for the free-field ground state (24) represented in a fixed-scale basis.
To generate this state, first we generate N discrete 1DG states over a lattice with spacing J. The task in the classical preprocess-
ing of the Fourier-based algorithm is to compute the standard deviations & := (&, ...,0n_1) for the discrete 1DG states as
per Definition 3.2, and the lattice spacing J; these are the needed parameters for the quantum routine in the Fourier-based algo-
rithm. To compute & and J, first we compute the derivative overlaps (13) for the second-order derivative, i.e., Laplace, operator.
We then use these derivative overlaps and the bare mass 71 to compute the eigenvalues X := (Ag,...,Any_1) of the ground-
state ICM. Having A, we compute the lattice spacing as 6 = 1/+v/Amax and the 1DG standard deviations as & = 1/ (5v/A).
Figure 6 (top) shows a schematic description of the classical preprocessing in the Fourier-based algorithm.

In the quantum routine, we use outputs of the classical preprocessing to generate an approximation for the ground state.
For each component of & and the lattice spacing J, we generate a discrete 1DG state (33) corresponding to these inputs on a
quantum register. Then we execute a quantum fast Fourier transform (QFFT). The QFFT performs a discrete Fourier transform
by a collection of arithmetic operations on the 1DG states. The resulting state is an approximation for the ground state (24)
represented in a fixed-scale basis. Figure 6 (bottom) shows a schematic description of the quantum routine in the Fourier-based
algorithm. For clarity, we present the inputs, outputs and procedure of this algorithm as pseudocode in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Fourier-based algorithm for ground-state generation

Input:
KeZss > wavelet index
my € RF > free-QFT mass
N € Zxs01-1) > number of modes
evac € (0,1) > error tolerance for output state
Output:
|G) € %NX [logy (N//oevac) | > (N % [logy (N//fg€vac) | )-qubit approximate ground state

1: function FOURIERBASEDGSG(/C, mg, N, €yac)
Classical preprocessing

2: 7" 5 p < [log, (N/\/Myevac) | > computes working precision p
3: RZ-15A DERIVATIVEOVERLAPS (K, p) > computes derivative overlaps (13) for Laplace operator in index-/C wavelet basis
4: RN 3 A < mwCovErGens(KC, g, N, A, p) > computes eigenvalues of the ICM by Algorithm 3
5: Rt 26+ 1/y/mMax(?) > computes lattice spacing ¢
6: RN>6G«1/ (6 V) > computes standard deviation & of approximate 1DG states

Quantum routine

7: for{ <~ 0to N —1do

8: jfzp S vac[l] < oNEDG (0y,8) [0P) > generates p-qubit approximate 1DG state with standard deviation &, by Algorithm 6
N-1

9: %NXP > vac < QFFT <N , & vac[€]> > transforms the 1DG states into the approximate ground state by Algorithm 8
=0

10: yield vac > we use yield instead of return for quantum algorithms as the output is a state generated on a quantum register
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FIG. 6. Description of Fourier-based algorithm for ground-state generation. Top: classical preprocessing. Inputs: wavelet index K, mass my,
number of modes N in the discretized QFT and error tolerance ey, for the output state. Each box represents a process; incoming arrows iden-
tify the inputs, and outgoing arrows identify the outputs of the process. Outputs: standard deviation & of the approximate one-dimensional
Gaussian (1DG) states and lattice spacing 8. Outputs of intermediate processes: working precision p, second-order derivative overlaps A
and eigenvalues A of the ground-state ICM. Bottom: quantum routine. Double lines indicate classical inputs to the quantum routine. vac is a
quantum register with N cells, and each cell comprises p qubits; =+ represents multiple qubits. Each oNEDG accepts 6 and one component
of G as classical inputs and generates an approximate 1DG state corresponding to these inputs on once cell of vac. The quantum fast Fourier
transform (QFFT) acts collectively on the set of approximate 1DG states and transforms them into the approximate ground state |G).

4.1.2. High-level description of wavelet-based algorithm

We now present a high-level description of the wavelet-based algorithm for ground-state generation. This algorithm, similar
to the Fourier-based algorithm, has classical preprocessing and quantum routine. We begin by describing the classical prepro-
cessing and proceed with explaining the quantum routine. We finally present the wavelet-based algorithm as pseudocode to
specify the algorithm’s inputs, output and procedure.

In classical preprocessing of the wavelet-based algorithm, we compute the required inputs for the quantum routine. These
inputs are the lattice spacing &, the vector & of standard deviations for the discrete 1DG states and shear elements of the
upper unit-triangular matrix U in the UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM (§3.3.3) for the free-field ground state (31)
represented in a multi-scale wavelet basis. The first two inputs are needed to generate the discrete 1DG states, and the last
input is needed to perform the basis transformation.

The needed classical inputs for quantum routine of the wavelet-based algorithm are computed as follows. First we compute
the second-order derivative overlaps (13). These derivative overlaps are then used to compute the unique matrix elements of
the ground-state ICM. The ICM (32) is a block matrix, and each block is a circulant matrix. The unique matrix elements are,
therefore, the circuit row of each block in the block matrix. Next we use the circulant rows, denoted by a, to compute the
vector d of diagonals in the diagonal matrix D and the shear elements S of the upper unit-triangular matrix U in the UDU
decomposition of the approximate ICM. Having d, we compute the lattice spacing as § = 1/+/dmax and the vector of standard
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deviations as & = 1/(6 \/H) where dpay is the largest element of d. Figure 7 (top) shows a schematic description of the
classical preprocessing in the wavelet-based algorithm.

The quantum routine of the wavelet-based algorithm proceeds as follows. Similar to the quantum routine of the Fourier-
based algorithm, first we generate a discrete 1DG state (33) for each component of & and the lattice spacing J. Using the shear
elements S as classical input, we then perform a basis transformation on the discrete 1DG states by executing a quantum shear
transform (QST). The QST performs a collection of arithmetic operations to map the discrete 1DG states to an approximation
for the ground state (31) of the discretized QFT in a multi-scale wavelet basis. A schematic description of the quantum routine
in the wavelet-based algorithm is shown in FIG. 7 (bottom). The pseudocode in Algorithm 2 specifies the inputs, output and
procedure of the wavelet-based algorithm.

Algorithm 2 Wavelet-based algorithm for ground-state generation

Input:
KeZ>3 > wavelet index
my € RT > free-QFT mass
N € Z>y01-1) > number of modes
vac € (0,1) > error tolerance for output state
Output:
G) e %Nx [log, (N//Mg€vac)] > (N X ﬂog2 (N/ \ /mosvacﬂ )—qubit approximate ground state

1: function WAVELETBASEDGSG(/C, mg, N, €yac)
Classical preprocessing

2: 7" 5 p < [log, (N/\/Myevac) | > computes working precision p
3: R¥-135A DERIVATIVEOVERLAPS(KC, p) > computes the derivative overlaps (13) for Laplace operator by Algorithm 11
4: a:= {aﬁi") 1S IRZS",aS,;"C) € sz,a\(,‘:(f,) eRY |sp<r<c< k} < mvCovCircRows (K, m1g, N, A, €yac, P) > computes
circulant row in main and upper-diagonal blocks of multi-scale ICM (32) by Algorithm 4; here s¢ := [log, (4K — 2)] and k := log, N
5: {RN >d, ]Ré(m B S} <+ INvCovUDU (m, N, €yac, a) > computes diagonals d of D and shear elements S of U in UDU
decomposition of approximate ICM by Algorithm 5. Here (5(1\7 ) denotes a quasilinear number; see §4.3.3 and Algorithm 5 for details
6: Rt 36+ 1/y/max(d) > computes lattice spacing ¢
7: RN > &« 1/(5Vd) > computes standard deviation & of approximate 1DG states

Quantum routine
8: for / <~ 0to N —1do

9: %p > vac[¢] < oNEDG (y,8) |0P) > generates p-qubit approximate 1DG state with standard deviation &; by Algorithm 6
N-1
10: ,}%pr 3 vac < QST <N, S, ® vac[ﬁ]) > transforms the 1DG states into the approximate ground state by Algorithm 9
=0
11: yield vac

4.2. Space requirement to represent the ground state

In this subsection, we determine how the number of qubits required to represent an approximation for the free-field ground
state in both Fourier- and wavelet-based methods scales with respect to the basis-independent input parameters in Table II
specified by the main server for ground-state generation. The wavelet index /C in Table II is basis-dependent and is typically
chosen to be a small constant number [18, 29, 33]. Hence we exclude this parameter in our analysis.

We begin in §4.2.1 by discussing the number of required qubits to represent a discrete approximation for a continuous 1DG
state (19). Having determined the space required to represent a 1DG state, we then analyze the space required to represent
an approximation for a continuous multi-dimensional Gaussian state in §4.2.2. Our result on the space requirement for repre-
senting a multi-dimensional Gaussian state allows us to show how the space required to represent the free-field ground state
scales in terms of the inputs specified by the main server.

4.2.1.  Space requirement to represent a one-dimensional Gaussian state

Here we determine the minimal number of qubits required to represent an approximation for a continuous 1DG state (19) in
terms of its standard deviation and an error tolerance on the infidelity (34) between the approximate and continuous states. First
we explain how we approximate a continuous 1DG state. Then we establish a bound on the infidelity between our approximate
1DG state and the continuous 1DG state. Having this bound, we then show that the number of qubits needed to represent the
approximate 1DG state is logarithmic in the ratio of the standard deviation to the square root of the error tolerance.
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FIG. 7. Description of wavelet-based algorithm for ground-state generation. Top: classical preprocessing. Inputs are the same as the inputs
to the Fourier-based algorithm Outputs: shear elements S of the upper unit-triangular matrix in the UDU decomposition of the approximate
ICM, standard deviation & of the approximate one-dimensional Gaussian (1DG) states and lattice spacing J. Outputs of intermediate pro-
cesses: working precision p, second-order derivative overlaps A, circulant rows a of the upper-triangular blocks in the ICM and diagonals d
of the diagonal matrix in the UDU decomposition. Bottom: quantum routine. Double lines indicate classical inputs to the quantum routine.
vac is a quantum register with N cells, and each cell comprises p qubits; 7 represents multiple qubits. Each oNEDG accepts 6 and one
component of & as classical inputs and generates an approximate 1DG state corresponding to these inputs on one cell of vac. The quantum
shear transform (QST) acts collectively on the set of approximate 1DG states and transforms them into the approximate ground state |G).

We begin by discussing how we approximate a continuous 1DG pure state. We are given the standard deviation c € R of a
continuous 1DG pure state and an error tolerance e1pg € (0, 1). We approximate the continuous 1DG pure state by a discrete
1DG pure state over a one-dimensional lattice with 2™ points and lattice spacing J as per Definition 3.2. We determine ¢ and m
in terms of ¢ and €;pg such that the infidelity (34) between the discrete and continuous 1DG states is at most e;pg. We show,
in Proposition 4.1, how to determine ¢ and m in terms of ¢ and e1pe.

Proposition 4.1. Let |G(0)) (19) be a continuous 1DG state with the standard deviation € R™ and let |Gaice (7,5, m)) (33) be
a discrete 1DG state with standard deviation & := ¢/ § over a one-dimensional lattice with 2™ points and lattice spacing 6 € R™.
Foreipg € (0,1), if

6 <min(1/2,0) and 2™é > 20/\/e1pG, (35)

then the infidelity (34) between the discrete and continuous 1DG states is bounded above by €1pG.



22

Proof. Let | := 2™, Then the fidelity between the continuous (19) and discrete (33) 1DG states is

1l 2 J6/2
Fi= (Ouee,0,m|0(0)) = 57 L de 22 > [ dep(e) = Pr(jx] < Jo/2), (36)
j==1/2 -

where the inequality follows from Proposition D.4. Here p(x) := N “2e-3*/(27) s the probability density function of a
Gaussian distribution and Pr (|x| < J§/2) is the probability that x € [—]&/2,]6/2]. By Eq. (36), J6/2 > o/ /€pG (35)
and Pr (|x| < J6/2) =1—"Pr(|x| > J6/2), we have

F>1—-Pr(|x| > 0/+epG)- (37)
Using Chebyshev’s inequality [42, p. 609],

Pr (|x| > o/\/einc) < €ip, (38)
which together with Eq. (37) yield F > 1 — e1pg. The infidelity 1 — F is therefore bounded from above by €1pg. O

Proposition 4.1 allows us to obtain the minimal number of qubits to represent the discrete 1DG state (33). We provide the
result for the minimal number of qubits in the following proposition and proceed with a proof.

Proposition 4.2. Forc € R the standard deviation of a continuous 1DG state (19) and eipg € (0,1) an error tolerance, at least

nipg = [log, (0/+/eng)| +max (1, [log,(1/0)]), (39)

qubits are required to represent a discrete approximation for the continuous state with infidelity (34) no greater than £1pG.

Proof. The discrete 1DG state (33) is a superposition of lattice states |jé), where j € [—2"~1,2"~1) N Z and jJ is a real number.
Hence the smallest nonzero value for the real numbers is 6, and the largest value is om—lg By virtue of Proposition 4.1, taking
5 = min(1/2,0) and 2”16 = ¢/, /e1pG ensures that the infidelity between the approximate and continuous 1DG states is at
most £1pg. Asd < 1, the number of qubits needed to represent the fractional part of the real numbers is max (1, [log,(1/0)]).
The largest value for the real numbers is 0/ /eipg, so [log, (¢/+/€1pG) ]| qubits are needed to represent the integer part of
the real numbers. The total number of qubits needed to represent the approximate 1DG state is obtained by adding the number
of qubits required to represent the real numbers’ integer and fractional parts. O

Having determined the space requirement for representing a 1DG state, next we establish a bound on the number of qubits
needed to represent a multi-dimensional Gaussian state.

4.2.2.  Space requirement to represent a multi-dimensional Gaussian state

We now determine the minimal number of qubits needed to represent an approximation for a continuous N-dimensional
Gaussian state in terms of the condition number of its ICM, N and an error tolerance on the infidelity between the approximate
and continuous states. We present the result in Theorem 4.3 and proceed with a proof. Then we invoke this theorem to obtain
the space requirement for representing the free-field ground state in both Fourier- and wavelet-based methods in terms of the
inputs specified by the main server.

Theorem 4.3. Let A € RN*N be the ICM for a continuous N-dimensional Gaussian state |Gy (A)) (17) and let eg € (0,1) be
an error tolerance. Also let k € R™ be the condition number of A, quantified as the ratio of the largest to smallest eigenvalues

of A. Then
neQ <Nlog2 @”‘)) , (40)
G

qubits are required to represent a discrete approximation for |Gy (A)) such that the infidelity between the discrete and continuous
states is bounded from above by eG.

Proof. Let D be the diagonal matrix in either the spectral or the UDU decomposition of the ICM A. Then the space required
to represent |G (A)) is the same as the space required to represent |Gy (D)) because the former state is obtained from the
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latter by a basis transformation. Therefore, we determine the required space to represent |Gy (D)). We decompose this state
into a tensor product of N continuous 1DG states as

|Gn(D ® |G(ov)), 0¢:=1/+/Dy, (41)

where 07 is the standard deviation of the /! continuous 1DG state |G(0y)) (19). We approximate each 1DG state by a discrete
1DG state over a lattice with 2" points and spacing J as per Definition 3.2. The approximate Gaussian state is then

N-1
|GN(D)> = ® |Glat‘tice(5-€/‘srm)>/ (42)
=0

where 0y := 0y/J is the standard deviation of the /™ discrete 1DG state (33). By Proposition 4.1, if

e = e6/N, 6 <min(1/2,0min) and 28 > 20max/ /€106, (43)
then for each ¢
(Grattice (07, 6,m)|G(07)) = 1 —ec/N. (44)
Egs. (41) to (44) yield
N-
(Gn(D)[Gn (D H (Guttice (0,6, m)|G(00)) > (1= e/ N)™ > 1 — ec. (45)

Each discrete 1DG state (33) is a superposition of lattice states |jé), where jé is a real number. To ensure that Eq. (44) holds for
each 1DG state, we need at least [10g, (0max/N/€G) | qubits to represent the integer part and at least [1og, (1/0min)] qubits
to represent the fractional part of the real numbers. Thus, the minimal number of qubits to represent each 1DG state scales as

HipG € O (1og2 ((Umax/amin)\/N/sG» . (46)

Let dmax and dpin be respectively the largest and smallest diagonal elements of D, then by Eq. (41)

Omax _ Amax (47)

Omin dmin

and by Proposition D.5, dmax /dmin € O(x). The combination of these equations with Eq. (46) yield nipg € Q(log, (N«x/eg)).
Therefore, the total number of qubits to represent an approximation for a N-dimensional Gaussian state scales as Eq. (40). O

We now determine the space required to represent an approximation for the ground state in both Fourier- and wavelet-based
methods. To this end, by Theorem 4.3, we only need to bound the condition number x of the ground-state ICM for each method
to obtain the space requirement in terms of the parameters specified by the main server. By Proposition D.6, the condition
number of the ground state’s ICM for both methods scales as x € @( N/ mo). Therefore, by Theorem 4.3, the number of qubits
needed to represent the ground state scales as

n € Q(Nlog, (N/+y/myevac)), (48)

with respect to the parameters specified by the main server in Table II. Notice that # is quasilinear in the number of modes N.
The logarithmic factor here is the number of qubits required to represent each 1DG state for generating the free-field ground
state. For simplicity, we use

p = [log, (N/\/Moevac) 1, (49)

in description of our ground-state-generation algorithms for number of qubits to represent each 1DG state.
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4.3. Classical preprocessing

In this subsection, we construct key subroutines of the classical preprocessing in the Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms
for ground-state generation. We begin, in §4.3.1, by constructing a classical algorithm for computing the eigenvalues of the
ground-state ICM in a fixed-scale wavelet basis; this algorithm is used as a subroutine in classical preprocessing of both ground-
state-generation algorithms. Then, in §4.3.2, we present a classical algorithm for computing the circulant row in unique blocks
of the ground-state ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis. Finally, in §4.3.3, we construct a classical algorithm for computing
the UDU decomposition of the ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis. The last two algorithms are subroutines of the classical
preprocessing in the wavelet-based algorithm.

4.3.1. Eigenvalues of the ground state’s inverse-covariance matrix (ICM)

Here we devise a classical algorithm for computing the eigenvalues of the ground-state ICM Ay (24) in a fixed-scale wavelet
basis. First we state the properties of this matrix used to compute the eigenvalues and explain the parameters that specify
unique elements of the matrix. We then provide the rationale for computing the eigenvalues of Ay by a discrete Hartley
transform (DHT) and present our algorithm as pseudocode. Finally, we elaborate on the relationship between the eigenvalues
of the ground-state ICM in fixed- and multi-scale wavelet bases.

We begin by stating properties of the fixed-scale ICM (24) used for computing the eigenvalues. This matrix is the principal
square root of the fixed-scale coupling matrix K (23), which itself is a circulant, real and symmetric matrix. Being the coupling
matrix’s principal square root, the ICM is also a circulant, real and symmetric matrix. A circulant matrix is fully specified by
its first row, which we call the ‘circulant row’ of the circulant matrix. Four parameters specify the unique elements in the
circulant row of Kg: the wavelet index K, the second-order derivative overlaps Ay (13), the number of modes N and the free
mass m; see Eq. (23). The same parameters specify the unique matrix elements of the fixed-scale ICM.

We now provide the rationale for computing the eigenvalues of Ay (24) by a DHT. Any circulant matrix is diagonalizable
by a discrete Fourier transform [43, p. 100]. By the real and symmetric properties of the ICM, we diagonalize this matrix
by a DHT. In particular, the eigenvalues of any real, symmetric and circulant matrix are obtained by computing the DHT of
the matrix’s circulant row [43, p. 100]. As the ICM is the principal square root of the coupling matrix, first we compute the
coupling-matrix eigenvalues by the DHT of its circulant row. Then we take the square root of the coupling-matrix eigenvalues
to obtain the eigenvalues of the ICM Ag;. Algorithm 3 provides the procedure for computing the eigenvalues of the ICM using
the parameters that specify unique elements of the coupling matrix.

Algorithm 3 Classical algorithm for computing eigenvalues of ground-state ICM

Input:
KeZss > wavelet index
my € RF > mass of free QFT
N € Z3y01-1) > number of modes
A € R2K-1 > derivative overlaps (13) for second-order derivative operator in a wavelet basis with index K
Output:
AeRN > eigenvalues of ground-state ICM Ag (24)

1: function iNvCoVEIGENS(C, mg, N, A)
2: forj < 0Oto N —1do

2K-1 ,
3: tmp; m% —N2Ag—2 Y N2A;cos (%j) > computes jth eigenvalue of the coupling matrix K (23)
(=1
4: Aj /tmp; > computes jth eigenvalue of Ag
5: return A

The coupling matrix (30) in a multi-scale wavelet basis is obtained from the coupling matrix (23) in a fixed-scale wavelet basis
by a wavelet transform, which is a unitary transformation. For each basis, the ground-state ICM is the principal square root of
the coupling matrix. Consequently, the ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis is obtained by the same unitary wavelet transform
from the ICM in a fixed-scale basis, and they have identical eigenvalues. Therefore, we use Algorithm 3 as a subroutine in
classical preprocessing of both Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms for computing the eigenvalues of the ground-state ICM.
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4.3.2.  Elements of ground state’s ICM

We now construct a classical algorithm to compute the unique matrix elements of the ground-state ICM in a multi-scale
wavelet basis. First we state key properties of the coupling matrix K (30) represented in this basis. Then we explain how
we approximate the multi-scale ICM and discuss the classical memory requirement to store unique elements of the approxi-
mate ICM. Next we explain our algorithm’s procedure for computing the unique matrix elements, and finally, we present our
algorithm as pseudocode.

We begin with a few observations about the multi-scale coupling matrix K (30). We then extend these observations to the
approximate ICM. The coupling matrix K (30) has the following key properties:

1. Block structure. The matrix K has a block-matrix structure imposed by a wavelet transform, with three types of blocks: ss,
sw and ww; see Eq. (30). We therefore present entries of K based on their block’s location in the block matrix.

2. Symmetry. The coupling matrix is symmetric. Therefore, we only consider the unique blocks, which are the main and
upper-diagonal blocks of K.

3. Banded circulant blocks. The main and upper-diagonal blocks of K have a circulant structure; specifically, each block is
a banded 2¥-circulant matrix for some non-negative integer k. Each diagonal block is a banded 1-circulant matrix with
bandwidth wy := 2(2KC — 2) + 1. The ww block at entry (7, ¢) of the block matrix K (30), for any ¢ > r, is a banded 2°~"-
circulant matrix with bandwidth wg + (27" — 1)(2KC — 1). The sw block at entry (sg, ¢) is a banded 2°~*0-circulant
matrix with the same bandwidth as the ww block at entry (sg, ¢).

These observations are also true for the multi-scale ICM A (32), except that the blocks are no longer banded. However, imposing
a cutoff condition on elements of A by some threshold value €, reimposes the banded structure for blocks of this matrix. To
describe the cutoff condition and how we approximate the ICM, first we define an &,-approximate ICM as follows.

Definition 4.4 (gy,-approximate ICM). Given any ICM A € RN*N and any &y, > 0, an gy, -approximate ICM is a symmetric
matrix Ag, such that

0 if |A;| < e,
[Asth]“:{ [Aij] < e (50)

g Ajj otherwise.

As per Definition 4.4, we approximate the ground-state ICM by replacing its near-zero matrix elements, i.e., the elements with
magnitude less than some close-to-zero threshold value ey, with exactly zero. This replacement rule enables a sparse structure
for the ICM that we exploit to perform its UDU decomposition in quasilinear time.

We show, in Proposition 4.5, that not only the approximate ICM obtained by imposing the cutoff condition is a positive-
definite matrix but also the infidelity between the Gaussian state with the approximate ICM and the free-field ground state is
bounded from above by the error tolerance &y, in Table IL

Proposition 4.5. Given any eyac € (0,1) and any ICM A € RN*N | then for any ey, satisfying
0<ey < evacN 732 min specA, (51)
every ey, -approximate ICM A, is a positive-definite matrix such that
infid (|Gn(A)), |GN(Ag,,))) < €vacs (52)
where |GN(A)) is a N-dimensional continuous Gaussian state with the ICM A as per Definition 2.1.

This proposition is proven in Appendix 1.

The approximate ICM obtained by imposing the cutoff condition is sparse because most elements of the exact ICM A (32) have
an exponentially close-to-zero value. In particular, we show in Proposition 4.6 that diagonal blocks of A decay exponentially
away from the diagonal elements. A corollary of the exponential decay, shown in Corollary 4.7, is that the diagonal blocks
are banded circulant matrices with a bandwidth that is logarithmic in the number of modes N; here we refer to the number of
cyclically nonzero elements in any row of a circulant matrix as ‘bandwidth’ of the matrix.

Proposition 4.6 (exponentially decaying diagonal blocks). Let mg € R be the free mass and A € RN*N (32) be the ground-

state ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis with the wavelet index IC € Z>3. Also let {A‘(;{,C) : [log,(4KC —2)] <r <log, N} be
the diagonal ww blocks of A as in Eq. (32). Then for anyr andj > 2K —1

‘ A7) ‘S16,CmOK(r+1>2—u|/c<"“>, g = (2K = 1)2" 1 /my, (53)

ww; 0,]

where k") > 1 is the spectral condition number ong) (23).
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This proposition is proven in Appendix 2.

Corollary 4.7 (banded circulant blocks). The diagonal blocks of the approximate ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis are banded

matrices with the upper bandwidth
w= {2(2151_1)logN10g2 ( AN )-‘, (54)
0

M€ vac
where all parameters are specified in Table II.

By this corollary, proven in Appendix 3, each diagonal ww block of the approximate ICM A is a banded 1-circulant matrix with
bandwidth 2w + 1. The wavelet transform implies that the off-diagonal ww blocks are also banded matrices. Specifically, the
off-diagonal ww block at entry (7, c) of the block matrix A is a banded 2¢~"-circulant matrix with bandwidth

wipTH(7,¢) :==2w+1+ (2" -1)2K —-1) Vec>r. (55)

However, the ss and sw blocks of A are not necessarily banded matrices. We therefore treat these blocks as dense matrices.

We now describe a data structure for representing the bock matrix in a multi-scale wavelet basis. The date structure that we
describe here takes advantage of the matrix’s block and circulant structures for efficient storage. In particular, we use the data
structure for storing the multi-scale ICM A (32). We store the block matrix in a multi-scale wavelet basis by an associative
array, i.e., by a collection of (key, value) pairs. Each key is a tuple (z, 7, ¢), where z € {ss,sw,ww} specifies if the block belongs
to the ss, sw or ww part of the block matrix. The positive integers r and c respectively specify the row and column indices of
the block matrix; these integers also specify the scales to which the block belongs. The value of the associative array specifies
the block at entry (z,7, ¢) of the block matrix. Each block, being a circulant matrix, is specified by a vector, which is the first
row of the block, and two additional parameters: the block’s size and the amount by which the vector is shifted when moving
from one row to the next. For our application, each key specifies the block’s size and the amount by which the vector is shifted.
Therefore, the values are vectors that specify blocks of the block matrix.

The memory requirement for storing a symmetric block matrix with circulant blocks using the described data stricture is
quasilinear in the matrix’s dimension. The fact that each block matrix is circulant means that we only need to store one row
of each circulant block; the other rows are shifted versions of the stored row. Assuming unit cost for storing each element,
the cost of storing a block matrix with circulant blocks is equal to the sum of the row size for each block, which is altogether
quasilinear in the matrix’s dimension. The symmetry of the matrix reduces this cost by a factor of two. The memory cost can
be further reduced by noting that most of the entries in the vector specifying the circulant blocks are equal to zero. We do
not use this technique because we are only concerned with producing a quasilinear algorithm for ground-state generation.
The memory-cost reduction only delivers a constant-factor improvement and makes the algorithm much more complicated.
However, it is an obvious way to improve the classical preprocessing of the wavelet-based algorithm further.

We now describe our algorithm’s procedure for computing the circulant row in unique blocks of the multi-scale ICM A (32).
To elucidate the algorithm’s procedure, first we state recursive relations for blocks of the multi-scale ICM. The ICM in a multi-
scale wavelet basis is obtained by a wavelet transform from the ICM in a fixed-scale wavelet basis. Specifically, for d := k — s,

A(k) _ W(k)Agi()W(k)T,

d d (56)

where ng) (A7) is the d-level wavelet-transform matrix at scale k. By this equation, for scales ¥ and ¢ with sy < r < ¢ < k,
the wavelet transform imposes the recursive relations

AL =HALTHT, (57)
Ag\/]C) —_ HC7T+1A§§+1)GT, (58)
Ale) — gHe AT GT) (59)

for blocks of the multi-scale ICM A and the fixed-scale ICM A§§+1), where H and G are the upper and lower half of Wl(ik) (A7),

respectively. We use these recursive formulae to compute the circulant in unique blocks of the multi-scale ICM A.
We start by computing the circulant row of the bottom-right block in A and proceed to compute the circulant row of the top-

left block column by column. For each column ¢ of the block matrix, first we compute the circulant row of Agg) by Eq. (57). Next
we compute circulant row of the diagonal block in column c using Eq. (59) with » = c. For each ww block above the diagonal

block, i.e., for ww blocks with row index r form ¢ — 1 to sy, we then iteratively update A£§+1> as A§§“) — HAggH) and

compute circulant row of A‘(;(f,) by A‘(,‘f"f,) = GAgE +1)GT. Finally, we compute the circulant row of the sw block in column ¢
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(c+1)

because Ags '’ in Eq. (58) is updated ¢ — sg + 1 times while computing the circulant row of the ww
blocks in column c. The explicit procedure of our algorithm for computing the circulant rows is presented in Algorithm 4.

by ALDS) — AlFDGT

Algorithm 4 Classical algorithm for computing circulant row in blocks of the ICM (32) in multi-scale wavelet basis

Input:
KeZss > wavelet index
my € RF > free-QFT mass
N € Z3o01k-1) > number of modes
A € R > derivative overlaps (13) for Laplace operator
pEZT > working precision
Output:
a:= { (s0) € R2°, §f,9 ) € R%, a\(;\f,) ]RZH‘ [log, (4K —2)] =:sg < r < ¢ < k :=log, N} > circulant row in main and

upper-diagonal blocks of the multi-scale ICM A (32)
1: function INvCovCIrcRows(KC, 111y, N, A, p)

2 RN > A« INVCOVEIGENS(KC, mg, N, A, p) > computes eigenvalues of A by Algorithm 3
3: forj <+ Oto N — 1 do > computes circulant row of A§’§>
k 27
4 ES)] — N 12 A COS( N]Z>
5 R 5 h « LowPAsSSFILTER(KC, p) > computes low-pass filter for index-/C wavelet by Algorithm 10
6: fori <+ 0to2KC —1do > computes high-pass filter
7: i = (=)' hac—1-i
8 for ¢ < k—1tosydo D> iterates over column index of the block matrix A
9 forj%OtoZCfldo
1 . . 1
10: 55,)] — mnz . hyhy, aiztm) +2j-n) mod 2¢+1 > computes circulant row of A§§) from the circulant row of A§§+ ) by Eq. (57)
11: for v < cto sy do > iterates over row index of the block matrix A
12: forj < 0to2°—1do
13: a") N ) > tes circulant FAlS)
: yij mnz Ogmgn s5; (1m-+2j—2¢"n) mod 2641 computes circulant row of Ay,
14: X agH) > to be updated, the circulant row of Aﬁﬁ“) is stored on scratchpad as a temporary vector x
15: forj < 0to2°t! —1do
(c+1) , A1
16: bj mgo h”’x(]'—zc”m) mod 2+
17: forj <+ 0to2°—1do > computes circulant row of the sw block in column ¢
. (s0.) K1 (c+1)
18: sw; j mod 2¢ = mEO Emlg, (m+2j) mod 2¢+1
19: return a

4.3.3.  UDU decomposition of ground state’s ICM

Here we present our classical algorithm for computing the UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM in a multi-scale
wavelet basis. First we describe a block variant of the UDU decomposition for a real-symmetric matrix. Next we explain
how we approximate the UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM. We then specify the inputs and outputs for our UDU-
decomposition algorithm for a sparse matrix and explain an efficient method for storing the outputs. Finally, we describe our
algorithm’s procedure and present the algorithm as pseudocode.

We begin by describing a block variant for the UDU decomposition of a dense real-symmetric matrix A that has a block
structure as the matrix in Eq. (32); see Appendix F for the standard UDU decomposition of A. By Eq. (F1), we write the UDU
decomposition of the block matrix A (32) as

.
Ul ol e ] v vie) vy
(s0.%0) ... yy(s0,k—1) vioso) oy o k=1)
ww ww WW ww

A=UDU" :=UV'T = . : . ) , (60)

U(k 1,k-1) ylkoLk=D)
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where
k—1
D := DL @ DY), (61)
5=S50
is a block-diagonal matrix and
v = ulpl), v .= uIpl, v =uldpl (ss<r<c<k), (62)

are blocks of the block matrix V, which has the same block structure as U. Diagonal elements of D and shear elements of U

are computed in the UDU matrix decomposition. By Eq. (60), the i" diagonal element of D&f&, and DgiO) are

k-1

() _ (e0) (c3) (c5)
Byasi = Onrii D oo, i, (i41) 650251 " Vww; i, (i+1) 85012517 (63)
S=cC
(s0) _ (s0) _ . (50) (s0) 09 (s05)
0) _ (s0) (S0 (S0 . 0r (S0,
dss;i - ass;i,i uss;i,i+1:250—1 Vss;i,i+1:250—1 Z usw;i,O:ZSfl sz;i,O:ZSfl’ (64)
s=sp+1

respectively; see also Eq. (F4).
We now establish formulae to compute shear elements in various blocks of U. For 0 < i < 2%, the shear elements in the ith

(s0)

column of U are the same as the shear elements in the i column of Ug;”’. By Eq. (F5), these elements are

k-1
(o) 1 | o) (s0) (s0) (50.5) (50.5) :
s5;0:0-1i — (50) | Fssi0i—1,i T Wes;0:i—1,i41:20—1 " Vs;i,i41:250 -1 Y Ugio102-1 Vewiiozso1| VA0 (69)
K s=s9+1

ss; i

)

For c > sgpand 0 < i < 2°, the shear elements in the (2¢ + i)™ column of U are the elements in the i™ column of Ugf,f,)’c

and U\(;(f,) for sg < r < ¢, and the elements above the diagonal entries of U\(;\’;). By Eq. (F5), these elements are

k=1
(s0/€) _ 1 o) Y g 0) ()
Usw; 0250 —1,i = 4© Asw; 0:2%0 1,0 Zusw;O:ZSO—1,(i+1)6sc:25—1 Viow; i,(i41)55:25—1 | 7 (66)
ww; 1 -
(r,) 1 | e —Zl (r,5) (e @)
YU, 02 —1,i = PG Aww; 02511~ 2t Www; 0271, (i41) 852 —1 * Vww; i, (i41)8sc:25—1 | 7
ww; I s=¢
k=1
(c0) 1 (c,0) _ (c,8) (c,) .
Ww; 0:i—1,i = 4© Ayw; 0:i—1,i Zuww;ozi—l,(i+1)5sczzs—1 Viow; i,(i41) 850251 Vi #0, (68)
. S=C
ww; i

respectively. We use these formulae in our UDU-decomposition algorithm to compute the nonzero shear elements of the upper
unit-triangular matrix U in the UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis.

In our algorithm for the UDU decomposition of A, we compute an approximation of the upper unit-triangular matrix U.
We take the above-diagonal nonzero elements of U to be in the same position as the above-diagonal nonzero elements of A;
we set any entry of U to zero if the corresponding entry in A is also zero. We refer to this decomposition as the incomplete
UDU decomposition by position.

We specify the location of nonzero entries of the approximate ICM by helper functions. The helper functions return various
parameters that specify nonzero entries in each ww block of the approximate ICM. As shown in FIG. 8, each ww block has
nonzero elements in three parts: top-right part (TRP), bottom-left part (BLP) and main part (MP). For each block, we compute
the following parameters by the five helper functions in Library 1: (1) the number of nonzero (NNZ) entries in the last column
at the TRP of the block; (2) bandwidth of the block, which is the number of cyclically consecutive nonzero entries in each
row of the block; (3) vertical bandwidth of the block, which is the number of cyclically consecutive nonzero entries in each
column of the block; (4) the column index of the first and last nonzero entries in the block’s main part for a given row index;
and (5) The row index of the first and last nonzero entries in the block’s main part for a given column index. These parameters
fully specify the location of nonzero entries in each ww block.
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FIG. 8. Visualization of two ww blocks of the approximate ICM. The left block is a 2-circulant matrix and the right block is a 4-circulant
matrix. Each ww block has nonzero elements in the top-right, bottom-left and main part. The parameter / is the NNZ elements in the last
column at the top-right part of the block; W is the bandwidth and H is the vertical bandwidth of the block. These parameters specify the
location of nonzero entries in the block.

Library 1 Helper functions for location of nonzero elements in blocks of the approximate ICM in multi-scale wavelet basis

1: global I, w > wavelet index K and upper bandwidth w of the diagonal ww blocks of A are global variables
2: function 1aAsTCoLNNZ(r, c) > computes NNZ elements in last column in top-right part of (7, ¢) block
3 return | 5% |
4: function wiDTH(r, ¢) > computes bandwidth of (7, ¢) block
5 return 2w+ 1+ (27 - 1)(2K - 1)
6: function VERTWIDTH(r, ) > computes vertical bandwidth of (7, ¢) block
WIDTH(7,C)
7 return [726,, -‘
8: function MmaINCoOL(7, 7, €) > computes column index of first and last nonzero entry in i row in main part of (r, ¢) block
9:  h + 1AasTCOLNNZ(r,¢)
10: W « winTH(7, )
11 jp (i—h)2"x O —h) > ©(n) is the unit-step function whose value is zero for n < 0 and is one for n > 0
122 juemin(p+W—-12-1)x0>(—h)+ (W—-w+2°"—1) xO(h—i—1)
13:  return (j, jv)
14: function MAINROw(j, 7, c) > computes row index of first and last nonzero entry in jth column in main part of (7, ¢) block
15:  h < 1asTCOLNNZ(r, ¢)
16: W < winTH(7, ¢)
17: H + VERTWIDTH(7, C)

18: ipe[j_(vg%f”_lWx®(jf(wa))
19: g ¢ min(ip+ H—1,2" —1) x ©(j — (W — w)) + <h+b,J)x®((W—w)—j—1)

20:  return (i, i)

We now specify inputs and outputs of our UDU-decomposition algorithm. The algorithm’s inputs are parameters that spec-
ify unique elements of the approximate ICM A: the wavelet index K, the number of modes N in the discretized QFT, the upper
bandwidth w for diagonal blocks of A and the circulant row in unique blocks of A. Outputs are shear elements of the approx-
imate upper unit-triangular matrix U and diagonals of the diagonal matrix D in the incomplete UDU decomposition of A.

The approximate upper unit-triangular U matrix in the incomplete UDU decomposition has the same sparse and block-
matrix structure as the matrix A. We exploit these structures and store the shear elements of U by a sparse representation.
Similar to sparse representation of A, we represent shear elements in blocks of U by an associative array, i.e., a collection of
(key, value) pairs. Each key is a tuple (z,7,¢), where z € {ss,sw,ww} specifies if the block belongs to the ss, sw or ww part
of the block matrix. The positive integers r and ¢ specify the row and column indices of the block matrix, respectively. The
associative array’s value specifies the shear elements of the block at entry (z,7,c) of the block matrix. Unlike blocks of A,
blocks of U are not circulant matrices, so we cannot specify each block by a single row of the block. Therefore, each value in
the associative array is a matrix that specifies the shear elements of a block in the block matrix.

The ss block of U is a unit-triangular matrix. As illustrated in FIG. 9 (b), we store this block’s shear elements as a vector
of size 2°0(2% — 1)/2 by concatenating the shear elements from top-left to bottom-right corner sequentially row by row;
note that the ss block is a matrix of size 250 x 2% Similar to the sw blocks of A, the sw blocks of U are not sparse matrices.
Therefore, we store the shear elements in these blocks by a matrix of the same size. The diagonal ww blocks are each an upper

(r,r) (rr)

unit-triangular matrix. The shear element of Uy, are in the same position of the above-diagonal nonzero elements of A5, ;

see FIG. 9 (c). As illustrated in FIG. 9 (d), we store the shear elements of ﬁ‘(;(:,) by a matrix of size 2" X w, where w is the upper
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bandwidth of the diagonal ww blocks of A. The off-diagonal ww blocks of U are sparse with the same sparse structure as the
off-diagonal ww blocks of A. Specifically, the block ﬁf;;;) with ¢ > 7 is a banded matrix with bandwidth wipTH(7, ¢) (55). We
store shear element of this block by a matrix of size 2" x wipTH(7, ), which is illustrated in F{G. 9 (f). For convenience, we
use the helper functions in Library 2 for storing the shear elements in the ss and ww blocks of U.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 1 5 10 16 1.2 3 4
T T T T T T T T T T T

1
s
I 1
1
8h 1
2 16 1 16

(@ ®

FIG. 9. Schematic illustration of our method for storing shear elements in the ss and ww blocks of the upper unit-triangular matrix in the
incomplete UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis. To elucidate how we store the shear elements, we use
gray color with different scales to show the location of nonzero elements in different parts of a block; gray color’s scale here does not represent
the relative magnitude of the elements (a) Visualization of the ss block. This block is an upper unit-triangular matrix. (b) Visualization of
the vector storing the ss block’s shear elements. (c) Visualization of a diagonal ww block. This block is also an upper unit-triangular
matrix. (d) Visualization of the matrix storing shear elements of the diagonal ww block. (e) Visualization of an off-diagonal ww block.
(f) Visualization of the matrix storing the shear elements of the off-diagonal ww block.

We now describe the procedure of our UDU-decomposition algorithm. We employ the block variant for the UDU decom-
position in our algorithm, but we only compute the nonzero shear elements in each column of U. The ss and sw blocks of U
are dense matrices, so we compute all elements of these blocks. The ww blocks, however, are sparse matrices similar to the
ww blocks of A. We therefore use the helper functions in Library 1 to specify the location of nonzero elements in the ww
blocks. We start from the top-right block of U and proceed to compute the nonzero shear elements in each block of U column

(s0.€)

by column. For each column ¢ of the block matrix U, we compute diagonals d (c) .y of D&f&,, all elements of U, and nonzero

WW,

shear elements of U‘(:(s) forr € {sg,...,c}.
(c)

WW,

(

s first we compute nonzero elements in the ith row ofV“f(;) (62)fors € {c,..., k—1}.

(¢s)

Then we multiply each nonzero element in the i row of Viy4/ to its corresponding nonzero element in the i row of U )

To compute the diagonal element d

and add the results. Next we negate the result and add a‘(;;) ;i to obtain d‘(;a,; ;- The i diagonal element in the ss block of D is
computed by a similar procedure. In this case, we compute all elements in the i row of the ss and sw blocks of V (62) because
these blocks are dense matrices.

To compute the nonzero shear element at entry (i, j) of a ww block at entry (7, ¢) of the block matrix U, we multiply nonzero
elements in the /™ row of V(©5) by their corresponding entries in the i" row of U(*) for s € {c, ...,k — 1}, as per Eq. (67);
note that off-diagonal elements of diagonal blocks and all elements of off-diagonal blocks are shear elements. We then add

them all and negate the result. Next we add LZ‘(;;;) j,j to the obtained value and divide the result by d (<) ;- The final result is the

shear element at the (7, j) entry of (r,¢) block of U. The shear elements in the ss and sw blocks are computed by a similar
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procedure, but being dense matrices, all elements in these blocks must be computed.

Algorithm 5 Classical algorithm for UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM in multi-scale wavelet basis

Input:
KeZs3 > wavelet index
N € Z>y01-1) > number of modes; for convenience, we assume N is a power of 2
wezt > upper bandwidth of diagonal ww blocks in the approximate ICM A
a:= {agzo) c Rzo,a(‘sﬂ‘,)’c) € R%, a‘(,vw) c R¥ [log, (4K —2)] =:s9g < r < ¢ < k :=log, N} > circulant rows of ICM A

Output: 3
dec RN > diagonals of the diagonal matrix D in UDU decomposition of A
S:= { (S o) ¢ Ri20(20-1) S<s°’ ) ¢ R2OX¥ S‘(,J(ﬁ) e R2 < (witn(re)—(w+1)dr) | g0 < r < ¢ < k} > shear elements in main and

(re)

upper-diagonal blocks of U in UDU decomposition of A; here wipTH(7, c) (55) is bandwidth of A/,

1: function invCovUDU(K, N, w, a)
2: forc < k—1tosydo > iterates over columns of U
3: fori <+ 2°—1to0do > iterates over columns/rows of U\(,f,:(,g> from right/bottom to left/top
4 ) gl
ww; i wWw; 1,1
5: fors <+ ctok—1do > lines (2-14) compute dg °) and nonzero elements in i row of V\(:(f,)
6: (dif&],i,v‘(vw)l) < DIAGANDV (1 c,s, uf)vw)l,d‘(xfgv)
7: (il,iz) + (0,2% — 1)
. (s0.€) (s0,6) (c)
8: U ivcini < Aswiirein,i/ Dwwsi
9: fors«+ ctok—1do
S0,C + 80,8 ¢S
10: ugv‘;’h) i € MAINSHEARS (11,12,1 7,C,8, d‘(vgv 1’u£vg;i1):i2’v\(’vw;)i>
11: for r < sptocdo > lines (11-26) compute nonzeros in TRP, MP and BLP of U‘(;(,f,) (r <o)
12: if r # ¢ then
13: (i, iL) < MaINRow(i, 7, ¢)
. (r.c) (r.c) (c)
14: Ww; iy, i — aww; ip:i]_,i/dww,'i
15: fors((—)ctok—ldo © ) (o)
r,c + 7,8 c,8
16: Uyl ;€ MAINSHEARS (zp, ir,1,1,¢,8, dWW i U iF:iL'wa;i>
17: if i > 2° — w then > lines (18-35) compute nonzeros in TRP of U\(J{,?
18: (ip,iL) < (0, 1ASTCOLNNZ(r,¢) — 1 — {%J ) > row index of last nonzero in i* column in TRP of U\(,:{f,>
. (r.c) (r.c) (c)
19: Upsipein,i € Bw i/ For;
20: fors < ctok—1do
21: u(r ) <i TOPRIGHTSHEARS (1F,1L,1 r,c,S, d( ) ,u(rs) v(c’s,).)
WW,lF l]_ i WW, i WW,I}: lL WWwW; 1
22: if i < winTH(r,¢) —w — 27" and r # ¢ then > lines (22-42) compute nonzeros in BLP of U&f{;)
2 (i1, i) (iF + {%J - 1)
. (r.c) (re) (c)
24 uww;il:iz,i — aww;i1:iz,i/di
25: fors((—)ctok—ldo © ) g
r,c 7,5 (
26: NP & BOTTOMLEFTSHEARS(T, , 1,11, 1, d; Ui iy Vi K, w)
27: if i > 0 then > lines (27-31) ) compute nonzeros in MP of U‘(;(AC,)
28: (ip,iL) < (max(0,i —w),i —1)
. (ce) (ce) (c)
29: Ww; iy, i A aww; ip:i]_,i/dww;i
30: fors<—ctok—1do
31: u‘(;";)lF iy & MAINSHEARS (11:, iL,i,7,c,8 d‘(vzv l,u&fg)iF,iL,vgi_)J
32: fori <+ 2% —1to0do > lines (32-38) compute d; and nonzero elements in 7* th row of Vgﬁ") and VS‘?’C)
33: (]F,]L) < (1 +1, 25 — 1)
. (s0) (o)
34 Ves ijieiji < uss i, © d]F e
. (s0) (o) (s0)
35 d — ass ii uss i ©) Vss;jp:jL
36: fors <+ sptok—1do
. (s0,8) (s0.€)
37: Ugwi 0251 € Ugyri02s—1 © do2s 1
38: d; — A G

sw;1,0:25—1 sw;1,0:25—1




32

Algorithm 5 Classical algorithm for UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM in multi-scale wavelet basis (continued)

39: if i > 0 then > lines (39-42) compute upper-diagonal elements of U§§“>
. (s0) (s0) (s0) (s0) )

40: uss;O:ifl,i — ass;O:ifl,i - uss;O:ifl,H»l:ZsOfl ’ vss; 1,i+1:2°0—1 /d’

41: fors < sptok—1do
. (o) ~ [..(s05) (s0,5) )

42: U051, < | Uow; 0:i-1,02-1 " Vows,0:2e—1| /i

43: s(%0) < UPPERUNITRIANGSTORE <250, Ug:O) > stores shear elements of Ug:O) as a vector; see line 1 of Library 2

44: forc <~ sgptok—1do

45: dz::2c+1,1 — d\(xf\i/;O:fol

46: slsoe)  ylsoc)

47: S&f(s) < DIAGSTORE (C, w, US;;S)) > stores shear elements of U\(,f{s) as a matrix; see line 6 of Library 2

48: forr <+ sptok—1do

49: forc+—r+1tok—1do

50: s&f;i) < OFFDIAGSTORE (r, o, IC,w, U‘(,‘f",\c,)) > stores shear elements of U&f{f,) as a matrix; see line 13 of Library 2

51: return (d, S)

Library 2 Helper functions for storing shear elements of the upper unit-triangular matrix in UDU decomposition

1: function UPPERUNITRIANGSTORE(N, U) > stores shear elements of an N X N upper unit-triangular matrix U
2 fori <+ Oto N —2do
3: forj<i+1toN—1do
4: SiN—i(i+1)/24j—(i+1) < Uij
5 return s
6: function DIAGSTORE(C, U‘(;(,g)) > stores shear elements of a diagonal ww block of U
7: fori <+ 0to2°—1do > iterates over rows of U&f{p
8 (jem, jim) < (i +1,min(i +w,2¢ — 1)) > computes column index of first and last shear elements of i row in MP of U‘(,‘f‘;?
(c,0) (c,0)
9 wWw; irO:jLM 7jFM = wWw; i/jFM 1jLM
10: if i <w —1 then > w — 1 is row index of last nonzero in last column of U\(,f(,?
11: ‘E&f\/x(j;)ZC—l—i,i:w—l +— u‘(‘f";?i,ZC_w_izzf_l b stores shear elements of i row in TRP of U‘(;(,s) into (2° — 1 — i)™ row of S&f{,?
12: return S‘(xf“f
13: function oFFDIAGSTORE(Y, C, Ug:(f,)) > stores shear elements of the off-diagonal ww block at entry (7, ¢) of U
14:  h < 1asTCOLNNZ(r, ¢)
15: H <+ vERTWIDTH(7, C)
16: W < wipTH(r, C)
17: (it ips) < (h—1,2" — (H—h —1)) > ipT is row index of last column’s last nonzero in TRP and igp is row index of first
column’s first nonzero in BLP of U\(;(f,)
18: fori< 0to2"—1do > iterates over rows of Us:{xi)
19: (jem, jum) < MAINCOL(4, 7, ¢) > computes column index of first and last nonzero in i row in MP of U&f{f)
20: if i < i then
. (rc) (r,c) L , ,
21: Sy 1,0:jun wws .05 > note that jpy = O for i <ipt
22: (e, jur) (2 —w +i2°77,2¢ — 1) > computes column index of first and last nonzero in i row in TRP of U\(,:(f,>
. r,c (r,c)
23 ww; 1,jin+1:W—1 A uww;i,jl.-r:j]_T
24: else if i;7 < i < ipg then
. (r.c) (r.c)
25: sww; ,0:W—-1 — uww; i,femifim
26: else
27: (jes, jB) < (0, (i —ip)2°~" — 1) > computes column index of first and last nonzero in i row in BLP of U£§(,§>
. (r.c) (r.c)
28: Sww;i0:jis  Bww;i,0:jis
29: (rc) (r,c)

Sww; ijip+1:W—1 Uy 1,jEM:fim
30: return 55553
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Library 3 Helper functions for computing shear elements

c5) 46

1: function p1AGANDV(], ¢, s, u i A

28: function ToPRIGHTSHEARS(i1,12,1,7,¢,S,d
29:
30:
31:
32:

33:
34:

35:
36:
37: function BOTTOMLEFTSHEARS(i1,1p,1,7,C,S,d
38:
39:

40:
41:

42:

43:

: function MAINSHEARS(i1, ip,1,7,¢C,S,d

(jr, jr) < mMAINCoL(i, ¢, s)

(c8) (c8) (s)
Wi e ( )ww;i,]’F:jL Od i
() + [ (c,8)

dww;i = Uyrw; ijeijr View; LjrijL

(h,H) < (LasTCOLNNZ(c, s), VERTWIDTH(c, S))
(iLT/ ZFB) < (h —1,2¢— (H —h— 1))
if i < iy then
(jF/jL) — (25 —w+1257°¢,25 — 1)
(cs) — ule®) ®d®

WW; L WwW;i,frifL WW; fEiL
() £ . (cs) (c3)
dWW;i  Worws iy, Vww; i st

if i > ipg and s 75 ¢ then

(jr,ju) < (0, (i —ipp)2°~¢ — 1)
B DN (S R

WW; 1,1 WW; 1,1 WW; JrijL
4O E e les)
wWw; 1 WW; 1,]FJL WW; 1,JFJL
return (d‘(:i, ” V\(:;)l)

(c) (r8) (c5)
ww; i’ uww; i1:iz’vww;i)
(jr, jL) < MAINCoL(i, c,s)

(rc) + [, (rs) (c8) (c)
uWW,' iy:1p,1 « [uww;il:iz,jF:jL “Vww; i,]'p:j]_] /dww;i
(h, H) < (LasTCoLNNZ(c,s), VERTWIDTH(C, §))
(iLT/ lFB) — (h -1, 2¢ — (H —h— 1))
if i < it then

(e ju) < (2° —w+1i257¢,25 — 1)
(re) + [..(rs) (c) (c)
U iyeini < [uww;ilziz,jy:jL' ww;i,j;-:]]_] /i
if i > i and s # c then
(]'EF/]')L) (0, (i p i)FB)ZS_C - }) :
r,c + r,s c,s
wwsirzia i S [ ww; i feijy | VWW i
(re)

returnu_ /. . .
WW;11:12,1

ww; i/
(jr, jr) ¢ MAINCoL(i, ¢, )

(r.c) [, (rs) (cs) (c)
uww; iy:1p,1 A [uWW;il:iz,jF:jL : wa; i,jp:jL:| /dww;i
(h,H) + (LasTCOLNNZ(c, s), VERTWIDTH(c, 5))
iFB<—ZC—(H—h—1)
if i > igg and s # ¢ then

(]'(F,J')L) < (0, (i . irp)2° ¢ — 1) : »

r,c + 7,5) (cs c

uww; iy:1p, 1 A [uww; i1:02,jpi L ’ wa; l‘,]‘p:j]_} /dww;i
(r.c)

return uww; iy i

© )

(jr, jL) < MAINCoL(i, c,s)

(rc) + [, (r8) (c8) (c)
Uriviini < [Wwwsiviin et Vovwsijecin | 7 Gwwsi
if i < ity < 1asTCOLNNZ(c,s, w) — 1 then

(jF/jL) — (25 —w +1257¢,25 — 1)
(rc) + (r,s) (¢,)
Uwiiving | Ywwsinsin e, Yww; ijec
(re)

return Lo iy, i

> contribution to shear elements from multiplying MP of U‘(;(f) to MP of V&,w

ww; i’ T ww; iy’

} / d‘(NCgV ; > contribution to shear elements from multiplying MP of US;;?,) to TRP of V\(N(V

b ¢ denotes the addition assignment, i.e., a fhi=aca +b

(cs)

> i, is row index of last nonzero in last column in TRP of Usyv,

> jp is column index of first nonzero in i row in TRP of U‘E:{s)

> multiplies TRP of U‘(xf{,‘s}) by TRP of ng{g)

> i is row index of first nonzero in first column in BLP

> L is column index of last nonzero in i row in BLP of U\(Xf(s)

> multiplies BLP of U'S) by BLP of V&)

0,5)

> i, is row index of last nonzero in last column in TRP of V‘&f"s)
(cs)

> jp is column index of first nonzero in ]'th row in TRP of Vi
> contribution from multiplying TRP of Uf;‘f,) to TRP of V&f{,i)

> s # Cas V‘(;(s) does not have BLP part

} / d‘(;&,,i > contribution to shear elements from multiplying BL of U‘(,x;) to BLP of V\(,f(s)

© ) o)y

wWw; i1’ ww; i

> contribution to shear elements from multiplying TRP of U\(;;f,) to MP of V\(,f{f,>

(cs)

> if is row index of first nonzero in first column in BLP of V4

(cc)

> BLP of V&f{,‘s,) has nonzeros only for rows i > ip; s # ¢ as Vy,’ does not have BLP part

> multiplies TLP of U\(j{;) by BLP of VS,\],((:)

V("/S)‘)

WWw; i

> contribution to shear elements from multiplying BLP of U‘(;(f,) to MP of V&f;g)

cs)
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4.4. Quantum algorithms

In this subsection, we construct the quantum routine of our Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms for ground-state gen-
eration. The quantum routine of our algorithms has two subroutines. The first subroutine generates an approximation for a
continuous 1DG state, and the second subroutine executes a basis transformation.

We have two quantum algorithms for generating a 1DG state. The first algorithm is presented in §4.4.1, and the second
algorithm, which is based on inequality testing, is described in §4.4.2. We present our algorithm for quantum fast Fourier
transform (QFFT) in §4.4.3, and the algorithm for quantum shear transform (QST) in §4.4.4. The QFFT and QST algorithms
serve as the basis-transformation subroutine in the Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms, respectively.

4.4.1.  One-dimensional Gaussian-state generation

Here we present our first quantum algorithm for generating a discrete approximation for a continuous 1DG state (19) on a
quantum register. We begin by explaining the inputs and output of the algorithm. We then describe the involved quantum
registers in our algorithm and explain the algorithm’s procedure. Finally, we present our algorithm as pseudocode.

The output of our 1DG-state-generation algorithm is a discrete 1DG state with the standard deviation & over a lattice with 2"
points and lattice spacing J; see §3.3.1 for a description of our method for approximating a continuous 1DG state. The discrete
1DG state (33) is a linear combination of basis states |jé), where  is a real number. Therefore, the discrete 1DG state can be
regarded as a superposition of real numbers.

For convenience, we use the fixed-point number representation [45, p. 255] to treat the real numbers in our algorithm.
Specifically, we consider each real number as a p-bit number in this representation. The positive integer p is the working
precision in our main algorithms for ground-state generation. As the largest value for the real numbers is 2", we use lattice
parameter m to be the radix-point position, i.e., the number of bits to the left of the radix point in the fixed-point number
representation. Therefore, the following parameters are taken as classical inputs to our 1DG-state-generation algorithm: the
working precision p, the radix-point position 1, and the p-bit numbers & and 6.

To elucidate the procedure of our quantum algorithm, we now describe various quantum registers involved in the algo-
rithm. Our algorithm involves the following quantum registers; all registers start in the all-zero state and have p qubits unless
otherwise specified. (1) out: a register that is to be prepared in the discrete 1DG state (33), (2) std: a register that stores the
value of 7, (3) spc: a register that stores the value of J, (4) mean: a register that stores a mean value y, (5) ang: a register that
stores a single-qubit rotation angle, and (6) scratch: a O(p)-qubit register used to assist in various operations throughout the
algorithm. We index the qubits of each register from 0 to p — 1, where the 0™ qubit is the rightmost qubit. The first p—m
qubits in each p-qubit register represent the fractional part of a number, and the last m qubits represent its integer part in the
fixed-point number representation.

The main strategy to generate the discrete 1DG state (33) is as follows. First we prepare the state

-1 (n)? -1 (n)?
e 47 |j), fEpum):= ) e 27, (69)

1 _
B \% f(a" V’m) ':-;’1*1 . j=—pm—1
) ]

with the initial value ¢ = 0 on the leftmost m qubits of the p-qubit out register, i.e. the qubits that represent the integer part
of a number. This state is a discrete 1DG state with the mean value y over a lattice with unit spacing. The parameter y is used
here because our algorithm for generating the state in Eq. (69) is iterative, and the value of y changes in each iteration. Having
prepared the |'¥(7,0,m)), we then transform it into the discrete 1DG state |Giagice (7, 6, 7)) by multiplying j to d. To this end,

we write the classical input J into the spc register and implement the transformation [f) . [6) o > [70) gyt [0) 5pe- The state

¥ (@, 1,m)) :

spc
prepared on the out register is then |G(7, 6, m)).

We now proceed with a detailed description of the procedure for generating |'¥ (&, y#, m)). This state is a linear combination
of basis states |j) where j is a signed integer. Using two’s complement to represent signed integers [45, p. 16], we recursively
decompose the state as

|1F(5'g, e, mg)> = |T(ﬁg/2, }lg/z, my — 1> ® cos by |0> + ‘T(&E/Z (V[ + 1)/2, my — 1>> ®sin b, |1> , (70)
where we define the four terms &y := &, g := y, my := m — £ and
6, := arccos f((fg/Z,],tg/Z,mg k) Ve e{0,...,m—1}. (71)
f(Ge g, my)

We use the recursive formula (70) to devise an iterative algorithm for generating ¥ (&, , m)). We start by writing & into
the std register and p into the mean register. For £ from 0 to m — 1, we iteratively perform the following operations; see the
quantum circuit in FIG. 10.
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1. Compute a p-bit approximation for 77y := 6y /27 (71) and store the result in the ang register. We perform this operation by

ANGLE : |5->std |]’l>mean |0>ang — |6>std |ﬂ>mean |17>ang 4 (72)
which we describe by by ANGLE(std, mean, ang) in our quantum algorithm.

2. Perform a single-qubit rotation on out[£], the ! qubit of out, where the angle of rotation is read from the ang register.
The rotation is performed by implementing the operation

ROT : |17>ang |0>out[f] = |17>ang (COS(ZT[”) |0>0ut[f] + Sm(zn’?) |1>out[f]) 4 (73)
which we describe by ROT (ang, out[/]) in our algorithm.
3. Erase ang by uncomputing #,. We uncompute #; by performing the ANGLE (72) operation.

4. Divide the numbers stored in std and mean by two. To divide the number stored in std by two, we cyclically shift the
qubits of this register one qubit to the right by performing
(74)

SHIFT : ’bp_l...b1b0> — ‘bobp_l...b1>

out out ”

and then flip the leftmost qubit of std if the £ bit of the classical input & is 1. As we start by the initial value y = 0, the
rightmost qubit of mean remains in the zero state throughout the computation. Therefore, to divide the number stored
in mean by two, we only perform SHIFT (74) on this register.

5. Add 1/2 to mean if the state of out[] is |1). As we start by y = 0, after dividing the value encoded in mean by two in the

previous step, the (p — m — 1)th qubit of this register is |0). Therefore, we add 1/2 to mean by flipping the state of this
qubit from |0) to |1).

To simplify the readability of our 1DG-state-generation algorithm, we describe these iterative operations by a helper function
in Library 4.

Library 4 Helper function for 1DG-state generation in Algorithm 6

1: function ITERONEDG(Y, m1, p, std, mean, ang) > performs the iterative steps described in §4.4.1
2 ANGLE(std, mean, ang) > computes 6y /27 (71) into the ang register as per Eq. (72)
3 rot(ang, out[{]) > rotates the /" qubit of out register as per Eq. (73)
4 ANGLE(std, mean, ang) > erases ang register
5: SHIFT(std) > along with the next two lines, divides the number stored in std by two
6 if 7, = 1 then

7 X(std[p —1]) > flips the leftmost qubit of std
8 SHIFT (mean) > divides the number stored in mean by two; the leftmost qubit of mean is always |0)
9 cNoT(out[l], mean[p —m — 1]) > adds 1/2 to mean register if out[¢] is |1)

10:  yield out[/]

By performing the described iterative operations, the quantum state |¥(&,0,m)) (69) is prepared on the first m qubits of
the out register. To transform this state into the integer part of out, we swap the first m qubits with the last m qubits of out.
Specifically, we swap the /' qubit of out with the (p — m + £)™ qubit for £ € {0,...,m —1}.

The last step is to transform [¥(&,0,m)) to the desired discrete 1DG state |Glagice (7,6, 1)) (33). To this end, we write the
classical input ¢ into the spc register and perform the operation

MUL . |j>out |5>spc |O>tmp = |j>out |5>spc |j5>tmp 4 (75)

which we describe by MuL(out, spc, tmp) in our algorithm. This operation is an out-of-place multiplication and, therefore, we
need to uncompute the out register. To uncompute out, we perform the operations that generates |'¥ (&, 0, m)) in the reverse
order. We then swap qubits of tmp with qubits of out. By this swapping, tmp is erased and |G(&, 6, m)) is transformed into out.

Finally, we erase the spc and std registers. Note that the values stored in these registers do not change throughout the
computation. Therefore, we erase spc and std by writing the classical inputs § and & into them, respectively. The full description
of our 1DG-state-generation algorithm is presented as pseudocode in Algorithm 6.
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100)sta 7 A5 — X0 5041)gea

‘y£>mean —/-| ANGLE a ANGLE Xp—m—l —— |Au€+1>mean

10)ang —H /e e 7 10) ang

ROT

‘0>out[f]

FIG. 10. Quantum circuit for implementing the iterative steps for 1DG-state generation. Positive integers p and m are respectively the
total number of bits and position of the radix point in the fixed-point number representation; 7~ represents p qubits. ANGLE (72) computes

a rotation angle (71) into the ang register, ROT (73) rotates the /! qubit of out, out[¢], by the rotation angle stored in ang and SHIFT (74)
cyclically shifts qubits of a register one qubit to the right. The Pauli-X gate le acts on i™ qubit of a register if the binary b is 1. Intermediate
results are uncomputed by running the appropriate operations in reverse order.

Algorithm 6 Quantum algorithm for generating a one-dimensional Gaussian state

Input:
pEZ > working precision
mezZ" > position of the radix point in fixed-point number representation
ge B > p-bit approximate standard deviation of the approximate 1DG pure state
6 € BF > p-bit approximate lattice spacing
Output:
out € %”zp > p-qubit approximate 1DG state (33) prepared on out register
1: function oNEDG(p, m, 7, 6)
2 %”Zp Sstd 0T > encodes & into the std register
3 inp D spc+ 0 > encodes ¢ into the spc register
4: for / < O0tom —1do
5: ITERONEDG(Y, m, p, std, mean, ang) > see the helper function in Library 4
6 for{ < Otom —1do
7 swaP(out[(], out[p — m + {])
8 MmuL(out, spc, tmp)
9: for / < Otom —1do > Lines (9-12) are the reverse of lines (4-7) and uncomputes out
10: swAP(out[€], out[p — m + £])
11: for { <~ m —1to0do
12: INVITERONEDG(Y, m1, p, std, mean, ang) > preforms inverse of the helper function in line 5
13: for{ < Otop —1do > swaps the qubits of out and tmp registers
14: swaP(out[{], tmp[¢])
15: std <=0 > erases std register
16: spc < 6 D> erases spc register
17: yield out

4.4.2. One-dimensional Gaussian-state generation by inequality testing

We now construct our alternative quantum algorithm for generating a 1DG state. Our algorithm is based on testing an
inequality on a quantum computer. We begin with a high-level description for state generation by inequality testing and our
algorithm for 1DG-state generation. Then we proceed with a detailed description of the algorithm, and finally, we present our
algorithm as pseudocode.

The general principle to prepare a state of the form }; f () /) by inequality testing is as follows [15]. First prepare an equal
superposition over |j). Then, for each j, compute f(j) into a new quantum register. Next perform an inequality test between
the value encoded in this register and the value encoded in an ancillary register prepared in an equal superposition over all
possible values of the function. Then erase the ancillary register and measure the qubit storing result of the inequality test.
The prepared state by this method is the desired state with certain probability. The success probability can then be boosted by
amplitude amplification [24]. The complexity of this approach could be large in the case where the distribution of amplitudes
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has a sharp peak in an unknown location because the amplitude amplification would then essentially be solving a Grover
search, which has a square root speed limit [24].

The amplitude distribution for a Gaussian state has a single peak but in a known location, and we take advantage of the
known location in preparing a Gaussian state. Our approach for using the known location is similar to that used for preparing
a state with amplitudes 1/ ||k, || in [46]. Instead of initially preparing a state with an equal superposition over j, we prepare a
state with approximate amplitudes upper bounding the amplitudes to be prepared, as shown by the orange points in FIG. 5.
Instead of computing f(j), we compute the ratio between f(j) and the initial upper bound on f(j) and perform an inequality
test with that ratio. The inequality test corrects the amplitudes and results in a much larger amplitude for success. Hence only
a single step of amplitude amplification can be used, which significantly reduces the algorithm’s complexity.

We now proceed with a detailed description of the inequality-testing-based algorithm for Gaussian-state generation. The
state that we aim to prepare by inequality testing is

1 2"%; -1 2 2**%2 -1 2
¥ (o, m)) i= —— e 2 1j), N(o,m):=1+2 e 22, (76)
N(U',m) j=—(2m1-1) j=1

with classical inputs m € Z* and o € R*.

Having prepared this state on a quantum register, labelled out, we then incorporate a lattice spacing § € R™* by implement-
ing |7) .. = 179) oy as per Eq. (75). Thereby an approximation for the desired 1DG state (33) is prepared on out. Considering the
range of the index j in Eq. (76) and Eq. (33), the infidelity between the approximate and the desired 1DG states is exponentially
close to zero.

Our strategy to prepare the state in Eq. (76) by inequality testing is as follows. First we prepare the state

¥ (o,m)) = 77)

! A N
TN ('O”ﬁ Lo '”)'

on m qubits. Controlled on j # 0, we then perform a Hadamard on the leftmost qubit. The controlled operation gives a sign
bit for j being a signed integer with positive and negative values. Then we convert from signed integer to two’s complement
representation [45, p. 16] to obtain the state in Eq. (76).

To prepare the state in Eq. (77), we use an initial amplitude according to the value of j rounded down to the nearest power
of two; the initial amplitude is illustrated by orange points in FIG. 5. Specifically, the initial state that we prepare is

i 1 om=1_1 B ZZUngjJ . _ om=1_1q _ ZZUOngJ
¥i(oym)) = ———=10)+v2 Y e 2 |j)], N(om):=1+2 Y e 27 , (78)
N (o, m) j=1 =1

where N (o, m) is the state’s normalization factor. Having prepared this initial state, we then transform it to the state in Eq. (77)
by inequality testing. To prepare the initial state, first we prepare the state

1 m=1 _  2(-1) ) . m—l . 2(-1)
e [ [0+ Y 22 e (0) ) ) M(om) =14 ) 2e 2, 79)
M(o,m) =1 =1

on an m-qubit register G. Then we sequentially perform a cNoT followed by a controlled-Hadamard (caAD) from G[¢] to G[¢ — 1]
for £ from 1 to m — 1; note that quits are ordered from right to left, so the rightmost qubit is 0 qubit. Upon performing these
operations, the initial state (78) is generated on register G.

We now describe how to transform the initial state (78) into the state in Eq. (77) by inequality testing. Let us define rg := 1,

22[log; ] _]'2 . . m
rji=exp| Vie{j=1,...,2" -1}, (80)

for the ratio of the unnormalized amplitudes from Eq. (77) to the unnormalized amplitudes from Eq. (78). For some positive
integer f, we compute a ¢-bit approximation of 7; into a f-qubit temporary register, labelled tmp, by an operation defined as

RATIO : |j>out |U>std |O>tmp = |j>out |0>std |7"]'>tmp, (81)

which we describe by raT1O(0uUt, Std, tmp) in our quantum algorithm. As the ratio r j < 1for each j, the encoded ¢-bit string in
tmp represents the value of r; (80) with an implied division by 2!, Next we prepare a t-qubit reference register, labelled ref, in
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the uniform superposition state 2-t/2 25:)1 |z) using t Hadamard gates. With an implied division of the encoded value by 2,
the register ref can be viewed as being prepared in a uniform superposition of all possible values from 0 to 1. Finally, we test
an inequality between the value encoded in tmp and the value encoded in ref with the result of the inequality test written to
a fresh qubit labelled ineq. Specifically, we perform a comparison operation defined as

. if
comp : |r z 0). — |r>tl‘ﬂp ‘Z>ref ‘O>1neq ifr <z (82)
tmp ref ineq

|r>tmp ‘Z>ref ‘1>ineq ifr 2 z,

where r and z are t-bit numbers; this operation is described by comp(tmp, ref, ineq) in our quantum algorithm. The state after
inequality testing is

m-1_q T 211

]
|TC0mP> = Z g |j>out |rj>tmp Z ‘ >ref |O ineq + Z ref |1 ineq 4 (83)
N(U m)2t z=0 2"

where N (¢, m) is the normalization factor in Eq. (78), r*) := |27;] and

22[log, j]

g(0):=1, g(j):=V2exp <_4kr2> vied{1,...,2" -1}, (84)

are the unnormalized amplitudes in Eq. (78). Next we unprepare the uniform superposition on ref with t Hadamard gates.
Then projecting the single qubit ineq onto the success state |O>ineq yields

|\P0ut> = Zg (85)
N(o,m)2!
with success probability
1 . 2
Pouccess := =——=: 2ty . 86
N((T,m)ZZt;(g(])\‘ TJJ) ( )

FIG. 11 shows the success probability for a wide range of the standard deviation, and realistic size (number of qubits 1) for
the quantum register encoding the 1DG state. The success probability is greater than 0.67 = 2/3 for any realistic example.
Therefore, one step of amplitude amplification is sufficient to achieve a high success probability. However, as 1DG-state
preparation is at the beginning of the main algorithm for ground-state generation, it would be sufficient to prepare the state
probabilistically and repeat until success. As the probability of success is at least about 70%, the repeat-until-success procedure
is more efficient on average than amplitude amplification.
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FIG. 11. The success probability for preparing a 1DG state by inequality testing for a wide range of standard deviation and number of
qubits m; see Eq. (76). The success probability is at least about 70%.
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The state in Eq. (79) is a unary state which can be prepared by rotations and controlled rotations [47, pp. 7-8]. We now
describe how to prepare this state on an m-qubit register out by these operations. To this end, first we compute the rotation
angles 6y in

20

(/2,27

sin(6y) = % Vee{0,...,m—2}, (87)
ag,

with M (0o, £) given in Eq. (79), by a classical algorithm. Then we perform the following operations:

1. Perform a single-qubit rotation with angle 8,,_, on out[m — 2]; out[i] denotes the i™ qubit of out.

2. For £ from m — 3 to zero, perform a cNOT from out[¢ 4 1] to out[¢], and a single-qubit rotation with angle 6, on out[/]
if state of out[¢ 4 1] is |0). We perform the controlled rotation by

CROT : |b>out[€+1] |17>ang |0>out[€} = |b>out[£+1] rot! " |7/>ang |0>out[€] ’ (88)

1

where roT! := RoT (73) and RoT” := 1. This operation is described by croT(out[£ + 1], ang, out[€]) in our algorithm.

3. If j # 0, perform a Hadamard on out[m — 1], i.e., the leftmost qubit of out. To do this, we test an inequality between the
value j encoded in out register and the value 0 encoded in ref register, and write the result of inequality test to a fresh
qubit labelled flag. Then we perform a CHAD from flag to out[m — 1]. That is, we perform a Hadamard on out[m — 1]
if state of flag is |1). Finally, we erase flag.

4. Convert the signed integer encoded in out to its two’s complement representation.

The classical algorithm for computing the rotation angles is formally described by the helper function in Library 7. The purpose
of this helper function is only to distinguish the classical vs quantum parts of the state-generation algorithm by inequality
testing presented as pseudocode in Algorithm 7.

Library 5 Helper functions for 1DG-state generation in Algorithm 7

1: function ROTANGLES(1, 0) > computes rotation angles 6, (87) required to prepare the state in Eq. (79)
2: for / < O0tom — 2 do
=1 .
3 M1+ Y dexp (-22071/ (202))
j=1
& 0, 2/2/2] Mexp =22/ (4?))

5: return © > 0 is a vector with components 6,
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Algorithm 7 Quantum algorithm for generating a one-dimensional Gaussian state by inequality testing

Input:
pezt
me "
o€ BF
6 € BF
Output:
out € %”zp
1: function INEQBASEDONEDG(p, m, 7, 6)
2 R"1 > @ + roTANGLES(m, 7)
3 ang < 0,,_>/2m
4: ROT(ang, out[m — 2])
5: ang <+ 0,,_»/2m
6 for / < m —3to0do
7 cNoT(out[l + 1], out[¢])
8 ang < 0,/2m
9 crot(out[¢ + 1], ang, out[¢])
10: ang < 0;/2m
11: for /< 1tom—1do
12: cNoT(out[l], out[¢ — 1])
13: cHAD(out[/], out[¢ — 1])
14: b+1
15: while b = 1 do
16: for/+ 0tot—1do
17: H(ref[{])
18: RATIO(out, std, tmp)
19: comp(tmp, ref,ineq)
20: for /< Qtot—1do
21: H(ref[¢])
22: b < MEASURE(ineq)
23: if b = 1 then
24: comp(out, ref, flag)
25: cHAD(flag, out[m —1])
26: comp(out, ref, flag)
27: spc < 0
28: MuL(out, spc, anc)
29: spc < 0
30: ERASE(out)
31: for { < Otop—1do
32: swap(out[£], anc[¢])
33: yield out

> working precision

> position of the radix point in fixed-point number representation

> p-bit approximate standard deviation of the approximate 1DG pure state
> p-bit approximate lattice spacing

> p-qubit approximate 1DG state (33) prepared on out register
> classically computes rotation angles for preparing the state in Eq. (79); see Library 5

> rotates (1 — 2)™ qubit of out register by angle 8,,_»; see Eq. (73)
> erases ang register

> rotates (¢ — 1) qubits of out if /" qubit of out is |0)
> erases ang register

> lines (12-13): prepares the state in Eq. (78) on out register

> sets the initial value for binary b

> prepares t-qubit ref register in uniform superposition state

> computes the ratio 7; (80) into tmp as per Eq. (81)
> performs the inequality test (82) between the values encoded in tmp and ref
> erases ref register

> measures the single qubit ineq in computation basis; b is measurement’s output
> if measurement’s output is 1, the state in Eq. (77) is generated on out

> performs the inequality test between the values encoded in out and flag

> controlled on flag applies a Hadamard on the leftmost qubit of out

> erases flag

> writes lattice spacing J into spc register

D> erases spc register
> erases out register by performing reverse of operations used in preparation

> swaps the qubits of out and anc registers; erases anc
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4.4.3.  Quantum fast Fourier transform

Here we present our quantum algorithm for performing a discrete Fourier transform (DFT) on a quantum computer. We
begin by specifying the task here and distinguishing it from the standard quantum Fourier transform [42, Chap. 5]. We then
explain how a classical fast Fourier transform algorithm can be modified for execution on a quantum computer. We next
explain that, for our purposes, the usual complex-valued DFT can be replaced with the discrete Hartley transform (DHT).
Finally, we present a detailed description of our quantum algorithm for performing a DHT on a quantum computer.

For a given positive integer N and a complex-valued vector € = (xg,X1,...,XN_1), the DFT of  is a complex-valued
vector & = (%o, X1, ..., ¥n_1) with components

1 N-1

%, —ZT[iKKI/N. (89)

==
N &

A quantum fast Fourier transform (QFFT) is then a quantum circuit QFrT designed so that

Xpr€

QFFT : [Xg) [X1) - - - |[xN—1) > |%0) |%1) - - [ENn—1), (90)

where %y (89) are components of the transformed vector &. Note that QFFT is distinct from the standard quantum Fourier
transform [42, p. 217], which is defined as

N-1 -
QFT : |£) — \/lﬁ ) g2t /N 1) ve e {0,1,...,N -1}, (91)
=0

for any N-dimensional qudit. Specifically, in contrast to the standard quantum Fourier transform, the QFFT requires the
quantum computer to perform arithmetic operations.
There are well-known techniques to execute the DFT on a classical computer using O(N log, N) arithmetic operations,

rather than the O (N 2) required by a naive implementation. Such techniques are called ‘fast Fourier transforms’. Fast Fourier
transforms can be straightforwardly ported to quantum algorithms by executing the prescribed arithmetic operations re-
versibly [21]. These arithmetic operations always take the form of an in-place transformation (4,b) — (a + wb,a — wb),
called ‘butterfly’ operation, for a,b € C read from the input array and w € C some precomputed constant. As per the cost
model in §3.1.3, we assign a unit cost for each butterfly operation, as the overall operation is roughly as computationally
expensive as multiplication. Hence we can execute any fast Fourier transform on a quantum computer and report the same
complexity of O(Nlog, N).

The problem with the QFFT is that the resulting representation for the Gaussian state requires us to have complex-valued
position states (19). As all operations for ground-state generation require only real numbers, we avoid the complex numbers
required by the DFT and instead use a discrete Hartley transform, which only requires real numbers [43, p. 100]. The DHT is
valid because the ground-state ICM in the Fourier-based method (§3.3.2) is a real, symmetric and circulant matrix, and hence is
diagonalizable by a DHT [22, Theorem 1]. The fast Hartley transform has a similar structure to the fast Fourier transform but
with a different butterfly operation [48]. The number of butterfly operations is the same. Hence, by porting these operations
to quantum algorithms, we achieve the same quantum complexity of O(Nlog, N) for executing a fast Hartley transform on
a quantum computer.

We replace the discrete Fourier transform circuit QFFT (90) by a new circuit QFHT defined so that

1 N-1
QFHT : |x0) |x1) - - |xn_1) — [Xo) X)) - - [*n_1), Xpi= — xp cas(2mél’ /N), 92
|x0) |x1) - -+ [xn—1) = [Xo) [X1) -+~ [¥n-1), %o N ( ) (92)
where the cas function is defined as cas(f) := cos(f) + sin(f) and X, are components of the vector , the DHT of .

Analogous to the distinction between QFFT and the standard quantum Fourier transform, the QFFT is distinct from the standard
quantum Hartley transform [49, 50], which is defined as

N-1
Y cas(2ntl'/N) |[t') Vee€{0,1,...,N—1}, (93)

QHT : |{) — 1
TN &

for any N-dimensional qudit.

To elucidate our QFHT algorithm, first we describe a recursive decomposition for the DHT. Let Tg and T be vectors
comprised of the even- and odd-indexed components of & (92), respectively, and let Z1, and Zr be the left half and the right
half of , respectively. Then the Hartley-transformed vector Z (92) is written as [51, Chap. 25]

Ty, = T + cus (To), Tr = Tg — CHS (To), (94)
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where cHs is the classical Hartley-shift operation with action
CHS : (X, X1,...,XN—1) — (X3, x],...,Xy_1), X}y :=xgcos(rl/N)+ xn_ysin(rl/N). (95)

The decomposition in Eq. (94) enables a recursive algorithm for the DHT. The recursive algorithm requires a temporary
workspace for writing the results of intermediate computations. We avoid the need for a temporary workspace by writing
the algorithm in a non-recursive way and performing in-place operations. Our in-place algorithm requires a quantum-data
reordering, similar to the data-reordering operation known as ‘bit reversal’ in the classical FHT algorithm. The bit reversal
reorders the input data-vector « such that the data x; at an index i is swapped with the data X, ;) at index Rev(i), where
REV({) is an integer obtained from 7 by reversing its binary digits.

Our QFHT algorithm is based on three key quantum operations that we define here. The first operation is a quantum version
of the classical bit-reversal operation and is defined as

(96)

QREV ! ‘x0>vac[0] |x1>vac[l] e |xN*1>vac[N71] = xREV(N_1)>

XREv(o)>vac[o] xREv(1)>vac[1] T

vac[N—1] !
where REV is the classical bit reversal. This operation swaps the values encoded in the registers vac[i] and vac[rRev(i)] by

swapping qubits of these registers; see the helper function QREV in line (1) of Library 6. The second key operation in our
algorithm is a quantum Hartley shift defined as

Qus : [xo) [x1) -+ [xn—1) = [x5) [x]) -+ [xy 1) (97)

where xj is given in Eq. (95). Notice that this operation is a quantum version of the classical Hartley shift (95). We implement
QHs by N /2 applications of a primitive quantum Hartley-shift operation defined as

HS . |C>cos |s>sin |x>vac[i] |y>vacU] = |C>cos |S>sin |XC +ys>vac[i] |xs - yc>vac[j] ’ (98)

where the values encoded in the quantum registers labelled cos and sin are respectively the cosine and sine in Eq. (95); see
the helper function gHs in line (6) of Library 6. The third key operation used in the QFHT algorithm is a quantum butterfly
operation defined as

QBF : \x)vacm |y>vacm — |x +y>vacm |x - ]/>vac[j] ’ (99)

which we describe by oBF(vac|i], vac[j]) in our quantum algorithm. All of these operations can be implemented by quantum
arithmetic, specifically the quantum multiplication muL (75); see §4.5.4

Library 6 Helper functions for quantum fast Hartley transform in Algorithm 8

: function QrevV(N, p, vac) > vac is a qubit register with N cells, each of which has p qubits; N is assumed to be an even integer
fori <+ 1toN/2—1do
forj<Otop—1do

swaP (vacli, j],vac[rev(i),j]) > Rev({) is an integer whose binary representations is revers of binary representation of i

1
2
3
4
5: yield vac
6: function gus(N, p, vac)
7
8
9

if N > 1 then > QHs (97) is trivial for N =1
for/{ < 1toN/2—1do
(cos, sin) <~ (cos(ml/N),sin(nl/N)) > writes cosine and sine in Eq. (95) to cos and sin registers
10: Hs(cos, sin, vac[{], vac[N — ¢]) > performs the primitive quantum Hartley transform (98)
11: (cos, sin) <— (cos(nl/N),sin(nl/N)) > erases cos and sin registers
12: yield vac

The QFHT algorithm proceeds as follows; see FIG. 12 for a schematic description of the algorithm. First we reorder the
size-N input state-vector to the algorithm by implementing the QREV (96) operation. Then the algorithm has log, N stages.
For each stage s € {1,...,log, N}, we group the reordered state-vector into N /2° blocks of size-2° state-vectors and perform
the Qs (97) on the right half of the state-vector in each block. Then, for £ € {0,...,2°/2 — 1}, we perform QBF (99) on the /!
component of the left and right halves of the state-vector in each block. Figure 12 shows a schematic representation of the
QFHT algorithm for N = 8. Components of the input state-vector in this figure is represented from top to bottom. Hence the
top and bottom halves of the state vector in each block represented in FIG. 12 corresponds to the left and right halves of the
state-vector in the block when the state-vector is represented from left to right as in Eq. (97).
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1Z0) vac(o] — — 121)vac(o]

|I1>vac[1] ] — \I4>vac[1]

|I2>vac[2] ] — \$2>vac[2]

|3) vacis) — — 1%6) vac[3)
QREV

|$4>vac[4] ] — ‘x1>vac[4]

|$5>vac[5] ] — “T;5>vac[5]

|‘T6>vac[6] ] — “r3>vac[6]

|~T7>vac[7] = — \$7>vacm

FIG. 12. Schematic description of our quantum fast Hartley-transform algorithm for N = 8; see (92). Here vac is a quantum register with 8
cells, and each cell comprises p qubits encoding a p-bit number. QREV (96) reorders the values encoded in the input state-vector by swapping
qubits of vac[i] and vac[Rev(i)], where REV({) is an integer obtained from i by reversing its binary digits. The algorithm has log, N stages
after QREV, each of which comprises N /2 QBF (99) operations represented by crossed lines; there are N /2° blocks of QBF operations at stage
s € {1,...,log, N} and each block comprises 2° /2 oBF. Qus performs the Hartley-shift operation on its input state-vector as per Eq. (97).

Algorithm 8 Quantum fast Hartley transform

Input:
N € Zxo01-1) > number of modes; for convenience, we assume that N is a power of 2
peZt > working precision
vac € ®g]:_01 %}7 > tensor product of N p-qubit 1DG states
Output:
vac € %NXP > (N X p)-qubit approximate ground state prepared on vac register
1: function QFHT(N, p, vac)
2 orevV(N, p, vac) > performs the quantum bit-reversal operation in Eq. (96); see line (1) of Library 6
3 for s < 1tolog, N do > iterates over stages of QFHT; see FIG. 12
4: forb <+ 0toN/2° —1do > iterates over blocks of butterflies at state s
5: ous(2°/2,p,vac[(b+1/2)2°: (b+1)2° —1]) > see the helper function in line 6 of Library 6
6 for { < 0to2° —1do > iterates over butterflies within block b and performs butterfly operations
7 QBF (vac[b2® + (], vac[(b +1/2)2% + {]) > performs the quantum butterfly operation in Eq. (99)
8 yield vac

4.4.4. Quantum shear transform

We now present a quantum algorithm for performing a shear transform on a quantum computer. We begin by specifying
the task in a shear transform and describe the quantum shear transform (QST). Next we explain how a sequence of shear
transforms with exactly one shear element can implement a general shear transform. We then discuss the shear transform
required for the basis transformation in the wavelet-based algorithm. We specify the inputs and outputs of our QST algorithm
and proceed with explaining the procedure. Finally, we present the QST algorithm as pseudocode.

For a shear transform, we are given a scalar N € Z ™, avectorx = (xg, X1,...,XN_1) € RN and a shear matrix S € RN*N|
where the shear matrix is either a lower or an upper unit-triangular matrix. The shear transform & = (%o, #1,...,¥n_1) of
specified by the shear matrix S is defined so that & = Sz. For our application, we only consider a shear transform with an
upper unit-triangular shear matrix. In this case,

N-1
X =xi+ Z Sl']'x]‘, (100)
j=it+1

is the shear transform & of x.
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The quantum shear transform is similar to the quantum fast Fourier transform. Specifically, the QST specified by S is a
quantum circuit QST designed so that

QsT ¢ |xg) |x1) - -+ [xn—1) = |Xo) [%1) - - [EN-1), (101)

where ¥; are components of the shear-transformed vector. A shear matrix S is not unitary, so the map |x) — |Sx) cannot be
directly implemented by a quantum circuit. However, by storing the shear elements of S on an ancillary quantum register and
performing quantum arithmetic, this map can be implemented by a quantum circuit.

To elucidate implementation of @sT (101) by a quantum circuit, first we describe how to decompose a dense shear matrix as
a product of shear matrices with exactly one shear element. Let U be an N-by-N upper unit-triangular matrix and let S(7, j, s)
be a N-by-N upper unit-triangular shear matrix with one shear element s € R at entry (i,j) with i < j. We decompose U
into a product of shear matrices with exactly one shear element as

0 i+1
U= T II sGju), (102)
i=N—2j=N—1

where 1;; are elements of the matrix U. This decomposition implies that a general shear transform can be implemented by
performing a sequence of shear transforms with exactly one shear element. Therefore, we only consider a shear transform
with one nonzero shear element.

The required shear transform for basis transformation in the wavelet-based algorithm is the inverse-transpose of the upper
unit-triangular matrix U in the UDU decomposition for the ground-state ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis. By Eq. (102), we
decompose this matrix as

T 1 0 i+1 T
(U) = II IT s'@Gj—uwj). (103)
i=N—2j=N—-1

where we used the fact that the inverse of a shear matrix with one shear element is a shear matrix with the shear element
negated. To implement the shear transform specified by the shear matrix sT (i,], fuz-]-) by a quantum circuit, we write the
shear element s = —1;; into a p-qubit register labelled shear and implement

|S>shear |x>vac[i] ‘y>vac[j] = ’s>shear ’x>vac[i] |y + Sx>vac[f] 4 (104)

where vac[i] and vac[j] are two p-qubit quantum registers that store the two p-bit numbers x and y, respectively. Notice that
this map is identical to the quantum multiplication MUt in Eq. (75). Hence we implement the map by performing one MUL (75)
operation and describe it by MUL(shear, vac[i], vac[j]) in our quantum algorithm.

We now discuss the inputs and output of our quantum algorithm for performing the required shear transform for ground-
state generation. Inputs to the algorithm are N p-qubit quantum states and the parameters that specify the shear matrix U in
the UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM: wavelet index K, number of modes N, the upper bandwidth w (54) and shear
elements of U. The algorithm’s output is an (N X p)-qubit quantum state that represents an approximation for the ground
state (31) of the discretized QFT in a multi-scale wavelet basis.

We now describe the procedure of our quantum algorithm for performing the shear transform specified by the shear matrix
in Eq. (103). To perform this shear transform, we need to perform a sequence of shear transforms with one shear element;
order of the shear transforms is imposed by Eq. (103). We start by performing the rightmost shear transform in Eq. (103) and
proceed to perform the leftmost shear transform. That is, we start by i = 0 and proceed to i = N — 1, and for each i we
perform the shear transform defined by ST (i, , —ujj) for j > i.

The inputs, output and explicit procedure of our quantum algorithm for performing the needed shear transform for ground-
state generation is presented by the pseudocode in Algorithm 9. In this algorithm, we use the helper functions in Library 7
and our method for storing the nonzero shear elements—described in §4.3.3 and illustrated in FIG. 9—to find the location of
the nonzero shear element in the shear matrix and only perform the shear transform induced by these elements.
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Library 7 Helper functions for quantum shear transform in Algorithm 9

function ssQST(i, s, s§§°>, p,vacl0: 2% — 1))

1:
2 forj< i+1to2% —1do > lines (2-5) perform the shear transform induced by the ss block of inverse-transpose of U
3: shear «— 7522?3250 —i(i+1) /24— (i41) > writes negate of the shear element at (i,j)th entry of Ug:O) into the shear register
4 MuUL(shear, vac[i], vac[f])
5 shear 755:?1‘)250—i(i+1)/2+j—(i+1) > erases the shear register by re-writing negate of the shear element
6 yield vac[0 : 2% — 1]
7: function swQST(i, 5o, ¢, S, p, vac[2¢ : 211 — 1])
8: forj < 0to2°—1do > iterates over columns of SSS'“)
(s0,€)
9 shear < “Sew; ij
10: MUL (shear, vacli], vac [2° + j]) > note that j column of Ul is (2% + j)t column of U
11: shear < —S(SU_’C-)}
SW;i,]
12 yield vac[2° : 2611 — 1]
13: function p1AcwwQST(i, 7, SS;(,?, p,w,vac[2" : or+l _ 1])
14: forj<« Otow —1do > iterates over columns of S‘(;";)
. (r,r)
15: shear < _Sww;i,j
16: if i < 2" — w then
17: MUL (shear, vac [2" 4 1] ,vac [2" +i+1+]) > note that i row of Y% is (2" + i)™ row of U
18: ifi>2" —wandj <2 —1—ithen
19: MUL (shear, vac [2" +1] ,vac [2r+1 —w —|—]])
. (rr)
20: shear < _Sww;i,j
21: if i <w —1then > perform shear transform corresponding to shear elements in TRP of S&Zg)
22: forj <+ itow—1do
. (r,r)
23: shear < _Sww;ZV—l—i,j
24: MUL (shear, vac [2" +1i] ,vac [2r+1 —w —|—]])
. (r,r)
25: shear < _Sww;Z'—l—i,j
26 yield vac[2" : 21 — 1]
27: function orFD1AGWWQST(I, 7, c, S‘(;";), p,w,vac[2° : 2¢+1 1))
28:  h < 1LasTCOLNNZ(7,¢)
29: H <+ vERTWIDTH(7, )
30: W + winTH(7, ¢)
31: (it ips) < (h—1,2" — (H—h —1)) > i is row index of last column’s last nonzero in TRP and g is row index of first
column’s first nonzero in BLP of U‘(,:",s)
32: jeT = WIDTH(7, ¢) — w 4 i2°7" > computes column index of first nonzero in i row in TRP of S\(,:{s)
33: for j < 0 to wiptH(r,¢) — 1 do > iterates over columns of Sg:{?
. (r,c)
34: shear < 7Sww;i,j
35: if i <iprandj < jpr then > lines (35—40): perform shear transform corresponding to shear elements in MP of S&f{?
36: MUL(shear, vac [2" 4 i] , vac [2° + j])
37: if ip7 < i < ipg then
38: MUL (shear, vac [2" + ], vac [2° 4+ 27" (i — irt) +j])
39: if i > i andj > 20T (l — IFB) then
40: MUL (shear, vac [2 + ], vac [2°T1 —w — (2¢ — i) 277 +])
41: if i <iprandj > jpr then > perform shear transform corresponding to shear elements in TRP of S&f{f)
42: MUL (shear, vac [2" + 1], vac [2C+1 - W Jr]])
43: if i > ipg and j < 2°7"(i — ipp) then > perform shear transform corresponding to shear elements in BLP of S\(,:{f,>
44: MUL (shear, vac[2" 4 i], vac[2¢ 4 j])
45: shear <— —S(Y'C?- ;
wWw; 1]

46:  yield vac[2¢ : 2¢F1 — 1]
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Algorithm 9 Quantum algorithm for a shear transform

Input:
KeZss > wavelet index
N € Z>y01k-1) > number of modes; for convenience, we assume N is a power of 2
pEZT > working precision
wezt > upper bandwidth of diagonal ww blocks in approximate ICM A
S .— {sgzo) c R%zb‘o(zmil),sgsg,d e R2° XZC,S\(;\’;\C/) € R2 x(wmtH(r,c) - (w+1)5r) |‘10g2(4lc _ 2)‘| =sg<r<c<k:= 10g2 N} >
shear elements in main and upper-diagonal blocks of U in UDU decomposition of A; here wipTH(r, ¢) (55) is bandwidth of Ag\’s)
vac € ®£]:B1 %”ZP > tensor product of N p-qubit 1DG states
Output:
vac € %pr > (N x p)-qubit approximate ground state prepared on vac register
1: function QST(KC, N, p, w, S)
2 fori < 0to2% —1do > perform the shear transform induced by the ss block of inverse-transpose of U
3 ssQST(4, so, sg(’), p,vac[0: 2% —1]) > see line (1) of Library 7
4 forc < sgtok—1do > perform the shear transform induced by the sw blocks of inverse-transpose of U
5: swQST(i, s, ¢, ngg'”, p,vac[2¢ : 2041 1]) > see line (7) of Library 7
6 forr <~ sgtok —1do > perform the shear transform induced by the ww blocks of inverse-transpose of U
7 fori+ 0to2" —1do > iterates over rows of U‘(;(p
8 DIAGWWQST(4, 7, S\(;({,), p,w,vac[2" : ort+l _ 1]) > see line (13) of Library 7
9 forc<r+1tok—1do
10: oFrDIAGWWQST(i, 7, ¢, S‘(;;S), p,w,vac[2¢ : 2¢T1 —1]) > see line (27) of Library 7
11: yield vac

4.5. Complexity analysis

In this subsection, we analyze time complexity for our two ground-state-generation algorithms with respect to the primitive
operations discussed in §3.1.3. We begin, in §4.5.1, by analyzing time complexity for classical preprocessing of the Fourier-
based algorithm and present time complexity for the wavelet-based algorithm’s classical preprocessing in §4.5.2. The time
complexity for our quantum algorithm for generating a one-dimensional Gaussian state is discussed in §4.5.3. We analyze time
complexity for the quantum fast Fourier-transform algorithm and the quantum shear-transform algorithm in §4.5.4 and §4.5.5,
respectively. Finally, we put all complexities together in §4.5.6 and discuss the overall time complexity for the Fourier- and
wavelet-based algorithms.

4.5.1.  Classical preprocessing in Fourier-based algorithm

Here we analyze time complexity for classical preprocessing in the Fourier-based algorithm. Following Algorithm 1, classical
preprocessing involves computing various elementary functions, such as logarithm and trigonometric functions, and has two
key subroutines: computing the second-order derivative overlaps (13) and eigenvalues of the ground state’s ICM. First we
discuss time complexity for computing the elementary functions and then analyze the key subroutines’ time complexity.
Finally, we build on these complexities and discuss the overall complexity of classical preprocessing.

The elementary functions used in various subroutines of the classical preprocessing in Algorithm 1 are logarithm, square-
root, inverse-square-root, and trigonometric functions. The time complexity for computing these functions is analyzed with
respect to time complexity for performing multiplication [39]. Multiplication is a primitive operation in our cost model and
has a unit cost. Therefore, as per §2.4, the time complexity for computing square-root or inverse-square-root of a number
in our cost model is O(1), and the time complexity for computing logarithm or trigonometric functions to precision p are
each O(logp).

We now proceed with analyzing time complexity for computing the second-order derivative overlaps (13). We compute
these overlaps by Algorithm 11 using Beylkin’s method [44]. The derivative overlaps in this method are elements of the
unique solution-vector for a system of 2/C linear algebraic equations with 2/C — 1 unknowns; see Appendix C. The standard
algorithm for solving the system of linear equations is based on Gaussian elimination that requires O (IC3) basic arithmetic
operations. Hence the time complexity for computing the derivative overlaps is cubic with respect to the wavelet index /.

We compute eigenvalues of the ground state’s ICM by Algorithm 3. By the lines (3-4) of this algorithm, computing each
eigenvalue requires performing O (/) basic arithmetic operations and computing two elementary functions: square root and
cosine. The square-root function is computed once, and cosine is computed O(K) times. By time complexity for computing
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these functions, computing each eigenvalue requires O (K log p) basic arithmetic operations. Therefore, time complexity for
computing the eigenvalues is

Teigens € O(NK log p), (105)

because N eigenvalues are computed.

We lastly put all complexities together to achieve the overall time complexity for classical preprocessing in the Fourier-
based algorithm. Following Algorithm 1, classical preprocessing requires computing the working precision p, the second-
order derivative overlaps A, eigenvalues A of the ICM, lattice spacing § and the standard deviation & for the discrete 1DG
states. Computing p requires computing one inverse-square-root function and one logarithm function. Computing é and &
respectively require computing one and N inverse-square-root functions. Therefore, by the time complexities for computing
logarithm and inverse-square-root functions, the time complexity for computing p, 6 and & are O(log p), O(1) and O(N),
respectively. The combination of these complexities with the complexity for computing A and A yields O (IC3 + NKlog p).
As p (49) is logarithmic in N, the overall time complexity for classical preprocessing is quasilinear in the number of modes N.

4.5.2.  Classical preprocessing in wavelet-based algorithm

We now analyze time complexity for classical preprocessing in the wavelet-based algorithm. In contrast to Algorithm 1,
classical preprocessing in the wavelet-based algorithm, Algorithm 2, has two unique subroutines: computing the circulant row
in unique blocks of the ground state’s ICM and the UDU decomposition for the approximate ICM. First we elaborate on the
time complexity for these unique subroutines and then discuss the overall time complexity for classical preprocessing in the
wavelet-based algorithm.

We begin by analyzing time complexity for Algorithm 4, which computes the circulant row in unique blocks of the approx-
imate ICM. This algorithm involves computing eigenvalues of the ground-state ICM, the low-pass filters (1) and the circulant

row of the fixed-scale ICM A§§) (24) at scale ¢ for ¢ € {sp,...,k}. The time complexity to compute the low-pass filters for
Daubechies K wavelets with precision p is

Tiowpass € O (IC log5 Klog (3K + p)), (106)

(k)

see Appendix B. As per lines (3-4) of Algorithm 4, computing circulant row of Ag’ requires performing one division,
O(N) multiplications, N additions and computing N cosine functions. Computing trigonometric functions with preci-

(k)

sion p require O(log p) basic arithmetic operations; see §2.4. Therefore, time complexity to compute circulant row of Ags

is O(Nlogp). Computing circulant row of A§§) by circulant row of A£§+1) requires @(K2°) basic arithmetic operations.

Therefore, the overall time complexity to compute the circulant rows of AE? forc € {So, ook — 1} is

TS. € ©(K25) = ©(KN), (107)

circ
where we used k = log, N. By a similar analysis, following lines (8-18) of Algorithm 4, we obtain

Tew. € ©(KNlog, N), Ti% € ©(KNlog, N), (108)

circ circ

for time complexity to compute circulant rows in the sw and ww blocks of the ground-state ICM. The time complexity to
perform the rest of computation is

Thighpass € O(K), (109)

the high-pass filters in lines (6-7) of Algorithm 4. Altogether, Eqs (105) to (109) and the fact that p is logarithmic in the numbers
of modes N, yield

Teire = eigens + Tlowpass + T(isrc + T;‘:]c + ;Trv: + Thighpass € O(’CNIng N)/ (110)

for the overall time complexity to compute the circulant rows.

We now proceed with analyzing time complexity for our UDU-decomposition algorithm presented in Algorithm 5. This
algorithm computes diagonal elements of the diagonal matrix D and shear elements of the upper unit-triangular matrix U in the
UDU decomposition of the approximate ICM A. We separately analyze time complexity for computing the diagonal elements
and time complexity for computing the shear elements. The sum of these complexities then yields the UDU decomposition’s
time complexity.
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First we analyze time complexity for computing diagonal elements of D which, as per Eq. (61), is a block-diagonal matrix
whose blocks are diagonal matrices D§§0) and D‘(;gv forsp < c¢ < k. Computing ith diagonal element d‘(;?v, ; of DS;\)V accord-
ing to Eq. (63) requires computing nonzero elements in i row of VWW (62) for each s € {c,.. — 1}, multiplying each

th (c8

nonzero element in i™ row of wa (60) by its corresponding element in it row of V‘(NW) and addmg them all. The number of

nonzero (NNZ) elements in each row of V%) is at most wipTH(c, ), where wipTH(c, $) (55) is bandwidth of the block A‘(NW)

(cs)

and, by Eq. (62), computing each nonzero element of Vyy,’ requires one multiplication. Therefore, computing each of the 2¢

()

diagonal elements of Dy, requires at most 3 ), wiDTH(c, ) basic arithmetic operations. Consequently, time complexity to
compute all diagonal elements in the ww blocks of D is

k—1
dings = Z 2° % <3 ) WIDTH(C,S)) € O(KNlog, N), (111)

c=s( s=c

where we use k = log, N

By a similar analysis, we obtain time complexity to compute diagonal elements in the ss block of D. To compute i* di-
agonal element in this block, we compute all elements in the i row of the ss and sw blocks of V because these blocks are
dense matrices. Being dense blocks, the sum of nonzero elements in any row of the ss and sw blocks is at most N, the num-
ber of columns of V. Therefore, computing each diagonal element requires at most 3N basic arithmetic operations, so we

have Tgfa s = 2°0 x (3N) for time complexity to compute diagonal elements in the ss block of D. This equation together

with Eq. (1 11) yield
Tdiags = leags + d1ags € O(KNlog, N), (112)

for the time complexity to compute all diagonal elements of D.
We now analyze time complexity for computing shear elements of U in the UDU decomposition. As per Eq. (60), U is a
block matrix with three types of blocks: ss, sw and ww blocks. By Eq. (66), computing the shear element at entry (m,1) of

th row of Ug‘s,f,]’s) by its corresponding element in 7' row

of V\(,‘f(,‘s,) (62) for s € {C, o k— 1} and adding them all. The NNZ elements in each row of V‘(,f(,i) is at most wipTH(c, 5) (55),

the sw block Ugf,f,”c) requires multiplying each nonzero element in m

hence computing each shear element of US&”C) requires at most 2 ), wipTH(c, ) basic arithmetic operations. Being a dense
matrix, U§$$'C) has 250 x 2°¢ shear elements and, therefore, we have
50 k—1
=Y, |(20x2)x (2) wwrn(c,s) || € O(KNlog, N), (113)
c=k—1 s=c

for time complexity to compute all shear elements in the sw blocks of U. Likewise, by Eq. (67), computing each shear element

of the ww block Ug";) requires at most 2, wipTH(c, 8) basic arithmetic operations. This block is a sparse matrix with at
most 2" X wiIDTH(7, ¢) shear elements. We therefore achieve

S c k—1
oy = 20: l( Y 2" x wmrn(r,c)) X (2 ) WIDTH(C,S))] € O(KNlog, N), (114)

c=k—1 =50 sS=c

for time complexity to compute all shear elements in the ww blocks of U.

A similar analysis yields the time complexity T§. ., to computing all shear elements in the ss bock of U. By Eq. (65),
th

computing the shear element at entry (m,1) of the ss block requires multiplying each nonzero element in m
th th

row of this

(SOrs) by

block by its corresponding element in m row of Ugy

th

row of the ss block of V, multiplying each nonzero element in m
its corresponding element in m"* row of ng&'s) forevery s € {sg, ...,k — 1} and adding them all. As the ss and sw blocks of U
are dense matrices, computing each shear element in the ss block requires at most 2N basic arithmetic operations and because
the ss block has 20 x (2% —1)/2 € @(K?) shear elements, we have TS, € O(K?N). The sum of this time complexity by

h
the times complexities in Eq. (113) and Eq. (114) yield e
Tshear = Tssl'slear + ssl?éar + :ﬁ?;r € O (’CleogZ N)/ (115)

for time complexity to computing all shear elements of U. Finally, by the time complexities for computing the diagonal (112)
and shear (115) elements we obtain

Tupu = Tsiags + Tshear € O(IczN log, N), (116)
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for the UDU decomposition’s time complexity.

We finally discuss the overall time complexity for classical preprocessing in the wavelet-based algorithm. Classical prepro-
cessing in Algorithms 1 and 2 have four identical subroutines: computing (1) working precision p; (2) second-order derivative
overlaps A; (3) lattice spacing &; and (4) the vector & of standard deviations for the approximate 1DG states. As per the dis-
cussion in §4.5.1, the overall time complexity for these subroutines is O(N). By the combination of this time complexity with
the time complexities for the two unique subroutines, Tcirc (110) and Typy (116), we conclude that the time complexity for
classical preprocessing in the wavelet-based algorithm is quasilinear in the number of modes N.

4.5.3. One-dimensional Gaussian-state generation

Here we analyze time complexity for the quantum algorithm presented in Algorithm 6 that generates an approximation for
a 1DG state on a quantum computer. We begin with analyzing time complexity for executing the quantum circuit in FIG. 10,
which represents the iterative part of Algorithm 6. Then we discuss the algorithm’s overall time complexity.

The quantum circuit in FIG. 10 involves performing two ANGLE (72) operations, one ROT (73), two SHIFT (74), one Pauli X
and one cNOT operation. The circuit’s time complexity Titer is therefore

Titer = 2T ance + TROT + 2Tsper + 2, (117)

where Tancre, Tror and Tsyipr are time complexities to implement ANGLE, ROT and SHIFT operations, respectively. The ROT and
SHIFT operations operate on quantum registers with p qubits, where p is logarithmic in the number of modes. As illustrated
in FIG. 13, implementing ROT (73) requires performing at most p standard rotations and SHIFT (74) is implemented by per-
forming p swap gates. Therefore, Tror € O(p) and Tsurr = p. Our analysis in Appendix E shows that Tayes € O (pz). The
combination of these complexities yields

Titer € (9(;92), (118)

for time complexity of the quantum circuit in FIG. 10, which implements the iterative part of Algorithm 6.

|bp71> ‘bp—1> - 1

1b) —— — |bp—2) |by_g) ————
o -

ROT

|b2) —
0) — — |bo) 1by) .
0) - { Ry HRy |%>L

FIG. 13. Implementation of ROT (73) and SHIFT (74) by primitive operations. Left: implementing ROT using bits of a p-bit number b requires

at most p standard rotations Ry := exp(—2mi/ 24). Right: implementing SHIFT requires p SWAP gates.

The quantum algorithm in Algorithm 6 performs the operations of the quantum circuit in FIG. 10 m times. The algorithm
also involves performing m swAP operations, lines (6-7) of the algorithm, and one MuUL (75) operation in line 8. All of these
operations are also used in the uncomputation part of Algorithm 6. Therefore, by Eq. (118) and m < p, the overall time
complexity Tipg for generating a 1DG state by Algorithm 6 is

Tipg = (2m) X Tiger +2 x (m+1) € O(p3). (119)

As p (49) is logarithmic in the number of modes N, the overall complexity for generating a 1DG state is logarithmic in N.

4.5.4. Quantum fast Hartley transform

We now analyze time complexity for our quantum fast Hartley-transform algorithm presented in Algorithm 8. Our algorithm
is based on three key quantum operations: QREV (96), QBF (99) and Hs (98); see §4.4.3. First we analyze time complexity for
performing these key operations with respect to the primitive operations in our cost model (§3.1.3). Then we build on these
complexities and discuss the overall time complexity for the QFHT algorithm.
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We begin with analyzing time complexity to perform the quantum data-reordering QrREV (96). This operation reorders the
values encoded in the size-N input state-vector vac by swapping qubits of vac[i] and vac[Rev(i)] foreachi € {1,...,N/2—1},
where REV(7) is an integer obtained form i by reversing its binary digits. Hence, we have Togpey € O(N) for time complexity
to perform QREV (96). Next we analyze time complexity Togr for performing the quantum butterfly oBF (99). This operation
can be implemented as

|x>vac[i] |y>vac[]'] = ‘x +y>vac[i] |y>vac[j] = |X +y>vac[i] |2y>vac[j] = |X +y>vac[i] I(x +y) - 2y>vacm ’ (120)

on two quantum registers vac|i] and vac[j] by two additions and one multiplication. The quantum addition and multiplication
here are in-place, and no uncomputation is required. Therefore, Tosr € O(1) with respect to the quantum primitive operations.

We use the LDU decomposition
c s|_|1 0jjc O 1 s/c / (121)
s —c s/c 1| [0 =1/c| |0 1

to implement the primitive Hartley shift us (98) by in-place quantum arithmetic operations; note here s> + ¢? = 1. Assuming
that the values of ¢ and s are stored into two ancillary quantum registers, Hs (98) can be implemented by in-place operations as

‘x>vac[i] |y>vac[j] = |x +yS/C>vac[i] |y>vacm = |C'x +Sy>vac[i] |_y/C>vac[j] = ‘Cx +Sy>vac[i] |XS - yc>vac[j] ’ (122)

on two quantum registers vac|i] and vacj] by performing six basic arithmetic operations. We therefore have Tys € O(1) for
time complexity to perform Hs.

We now discuss the overall time complexity for the QFHT algorithm. This algorithms starts with reordering the size-N input
state-vector and proceeds with log, (N) stages. Each stage requires performing N /2 quantum butterfly operations and N /4
primitive quantum Hartley-shift operations; see FIG. 12 and implementation of QHs (97) by Hs (98) in Library 6. Thus, by the
time complexities for the key quantum operations, we have

Tornr = Torev + ((N/2)Tope + (N/4) Tys) log, N € O(Nlog, N), (123)

for time complexity to perform the quantum fast Hartley transform (92).

4.5.5.  Quantum shear transform

Here we analyze time complexity for performing a shear transform on a quantum computer. First we discuss time complexity
to perform shear transform with a dense shear matrix. Then we analyze time complexity for our QST algorithm presented in
Algorithm 9, which performs the shear transform required for generating the free-field ground state on a quantum register.

We use the decomposition in Eq. (102) to analyze time complexity for performing a QST with a dense shear matrix. As per
this decomposition, performing a general shear transform is accomplished by performing a sequence of shear transforms with
exactly one shear element. The number of terms in the sequence is equal to the NNZ shear elements in the shear matrix, and
the sequence’s order is specified by Eq. (102).

To perform the shear transform specified by each term of the sequence, we write the shear element into an ancillary quantum
register denoted shear and perform a multiplication as per Eq. (104). Then we erase the shear register by re-writing the shear
element. Therefore, performing a shear transform with exactly one shear element requires three primitive operations: writing
into a quantum register, performing one multiplication and erasing the quantum register. Consequently, the time complexity
for performing a shear transform scales linearly with the NNZ shear elements in the shear-transform matrix. The NNZ shear
elements for a dense N-by-N shear matrix is N(N — 1) /2, so we have ®(N?) for time complexity to perform a shear transform
with a dense shear matrix.

We now specify the time complexity to perform the required quantum shear transform for ground-state generation. The
shear matrix for the required shear transform is sparse. We use the identified relationship between the time complexity to
perform a shear transform and the NNZ shear elements to obtain the time complexity for performing a shear transform with
a sparse shear matrix. In particular, the complexity for performing a sparse shear transform is achieved by counting the NNZ
shear elements in the shear-transform matrix. The NNZ shear elements for the sparse shear matrix U in the UDU decomposition
of the approximate ICM scales as O(Nw), where w (54) is logarithmic in the number of modes N. Therefore, time complexity
for Algorithm 9, which performs the QST with the sparse shear matrix U, is quasilinear in the number of modes.
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4.5.6. Overall complexity for Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms

We now determine the overall time complexity for the Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms for ground-state generation.
Both algorithms have a classical preprocessing and quantum routine. We begin by discussing the overall time complexity for
each algorithm’s quantum routine. We then put together the overall time complexities for classical preprocessing and quantum
routine to establish the overall time complexity for each of the two algorithms.

The quantum routine for each of the two state-generation algorithms comprises two subroutines: generating N different 1DG
states and performing a basis transformation to transform the 1DG states to the free-field ground state. The basis transforma-
tion in the Fourier-based algorithm is performed by executing a quantum Hartley transform, and the basis transformation in
the wavelet-based algorithm is performed by executing a quantum shear transform.

The time complexity for generating each 1DG state is logarithmic in the number modes N as per §4.5.3, so time complexity
for the first subroutine in each algorithm’s quantum routine is quasilinear in N. The time complexities for performing the
quantum Hartley transform and the quantum shear transform are also quasilinear in N, as discussed in §4.4.3 and §4.5.5, re-
spectively. Specifically, the time complexity for quantum routine of the Fourier-based algorithm (FBA) and the wavelet-based
algorithm (WBA) is

Tégzantum) cO (Nlog2 N+ Nlogg (N/«/mosvac)>, T\&c,l;zntum) €O (Nw + Nlogg (N/\/mosvac)), (124)

respectively, where w is given in Eq. (54). Therefore, the overall time complexity for the quantum routine of each ground-
state-generation algorithm is quasilinear in the number of modes N.

The sum of overall time complexities for each algorithm’s classical preprocessing and quantum routine yields the algorithm’s
overall time complexity. By the complexity analysis in §4.5.1 and §4.5.2, the overall time complexity for classical preprocessing
of the Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms is

Tipa™ ) € O(K® + KN log, log,(N/ Vioewr) ), Tigga ™ € O(K + K2Nlog, N), (125)

respectively. By combining overall time complexities for each algorithm’s classical preprocessing and quantum routine, we
conclude that the overall time complexity for each of the two state-generation algorithms is quasilinear in the number of modes.

4.6. Lower bound for ground-state generation

In this subsection, we discuss a lower bound on the gate complexity for generating the free-field ground state with respect
to the discretized-QFT number of modes. We show that one cannot generate a good approximation for the ground state in
a sublinear time. In particular, we argue that any sublinear algorithm results in an exponentially bad approximation for the
free-field ground state regarding the number of modes.

The free-field ground state for an infinite-mass (119 — 00) theory is the tensor product of the all-zero state for every mode.
The infinite-mass theory, however, is not a physical theory. For a physical field theory with a finite but very large mass,
the free-field ground state is a tensor product of one-dimensional Gaussian states with small variances; the variance of each
Gaussian is 0> = 1/mg, which is small due to the large mass 1y. Now suppose a sublinear algorithm exists that generates
an approximation for the ground state of a large-mass theorys; i.e., let us assume that the algorithm’s gate complexity scales
as N% for 0 < a < 1. In this case, the algorithm must leave the state of N 1=% modes untouched in order to have sublinear
gate complexity, meaning that the Gaussian states for the untouched modes are approximated by the all-zero state. The fidelity
between the qubit representation of a one-dimensional Gaussian state with variance 02, i.e., the discrete 1DG (33) state over a
lattice with spacing J and 2" points, and the all-zero state is

2

-1/2
3 ) _d
FipG := (0 - - 0|Glattice (7, 6, m)) = e <2e zrﬂ) , (126)
j

where & = ¢/6 and N is the normalization in Eq. (33). For fixed ¢, if 0% = 1/my > 6, then G2 =02/82>1/0% = mgy. We
therefore have

) -1/2

2 -1/2

Fipg < <Ze 2mo> < (1 +2e—1/<2'”0>) < e /(4mo), (127)
i

where the last inequality follows from 1 + 2exp(—x/2) > exp(x/2) for any x € (0,1). In this case, the fidelity between

the ground state and the generated state falls off exponentially with respect to the number of modes that are untouched.
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Specifically, the fidelity between the ground state |G) and the generated state |G) is (G|G) = Fllg(; "< exp(—N'"*/(4my)),
which falls off exponentially with respect to N.

For all other finite-mass field theories, including the zero-mass (my — 0) theory, generating the free-field ground state
requires a non-trivial operation on every mode because the ground state, in this case, is a superposition of computational states
with Gaussian amplitudes. Therefore, generating a good approximation for the free-field ground state requires a number of
gates that scales at least linearly with respect to the number of modes; any sublinear algorithm results in an exponentially bad
approximation for the ground state.

4.7. Fourier vs wavelet approach

In this subsection, we compare the Fourier and wavelet approaches for ground-state generation. We consider two cases
where the wavelet approach could be advantageous over the Fourier approach: (1) QFTs with broken translational invariance
and (2) generating states beyond the free-field ground state. In §4.7.1, we consider a simple case of inhomogeneous-mass QFT
and explain why the wavelet approach could be advantageous. We then follow in §4.7.2 by comparing particle-state generation
in both Fourier and wavelet approaches.

4.7.1.  Inhomogeneous-mass QFT

Here we perform a numerical study to justify why the wavelet-based approach could be preferred over the Fourier-based
approach for QFTs with broken translational invariance. We consider a simple case where the free-field Hamiltonian (4) has a
position-dependent mass. In particular, we consider a point defect in the QFT where the mass is 1 plus a delta-function term.
The inhomogeneous mass can be seen as a space-dependent source term for a massive scalar QFT in one spatial dimension, a
case for which estimating the vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude was shown to be a BQP-complete problem [52].

We model the point defect by adding to the fixed-scale coupling matrix (23) a matrix containing all zeros except for one
nonzero diagonal element that is significantly larger than the free-QFT mass mg. In this case, the Fourier-based approach is
not appropriate because a discrete Fourier transform cannot diagonalize the modified coupling matrix. However, our numerical
experiment demonstrates that the wavelet approach accommodates such a modification.

In our numerical experiment, we take the nonzero diagonal element to be 100 X 1y and compute the ground-state ICM (32)
for a wide range of mg. Figure 14 (left) shows a visualization of the approximate ICM (50) derived from the modified coupling
matrix and FIG. 14 (right) shows the bandwidth of the approximate ICM’s diagonal blocks with and without the point defect
for a wide range of mg. As per these figures, the fingerlike sparse structure of the ground-state ICM in a multi-scale wavelet
basis is not affected by the point defect. Consequently, the wavelet-based algorithm is not affected by the point defect and
successfully yields an approximation for the free-field ground-state with a quasilinear gate complexity.
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FIG. 14. Effect of a mass defect on the ground-state ICM (32) represented in a multi-scale wavelet basis. Left: visual representation for
approximation of the modified ICM (50) in a multi-scale wavelet basis where elements with a magnitude less than 10~8 are replaced with
exactly zero; rows and columns of the matrix are ordered as the matrix in FIG. 1. Right: bandwidth for diagonal blocks of the approximate
ICM with mass defect (orange dashed line) and without mass defect (blue line) for a wide range of mass: mgy € [10*6, 106},
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4.7.2.  Particle-state generation for the free QFT

Here we describe a procedure used by the main server (§3.1.2) for generating a free-QFT particle state in the Fourier and
wavelet approaches. First we explain how to prepare a free wavepacket, i.e., a spatially localized free particle, in the Fourier
approach. Then we describe wavepacket preparation in the wavelet approach. Finally, we compare time complexity for particle-
state generation in the two approaches.

We begin with particle-state generation in the Fourier approach. For simplicity, we consider preparing a free particle whose

(k)

position-space wavefunction is the scaling function s, (x) at scale k. Specifically, we aim to prepare the wavepacket state

B\ . A0t |~ (k)
’SZ > T as;é ‘Gscale> 4 (128)
where Gg’;ﬁl e> (24) is the free-field ground state in the Fourier approach and {ig_kzﬁ is the creation operator constructed from

the scale-field operator ci)g? (9) and its conjugate momentum [41]. Following the Jordan-Lee-Preskill approach for preparing

a free-particle state [2, p. 1027], we introduce one ancillary qubit denoted anc, and construct the Hamiltonian
k)

A% =l @ (11),.400) + 2% © (10),,(1)). 129)

The time evolution generated by this Hamiltonian for time t = 71/2 is

& 2 |60, ) 10) e = —i[51T) 1) e (130

scale

and we obtain the desired wavepacket state (128) up to a global phase with no entanglement between the wavepacket and

ancilla-qubit states. By expressing the constructed Hamiltonian (129) in terms of the scale-field operator CTDE? (9) and its
conjugate momentum, we obtain a local Hamiltonian that can be simulated by a technique described in §2.2.4 of,[Z] with gate
complexity that is logarithmic in the numbers of modes.

For particle-state generation in the wavelet approach, we consider a free particle whose position-space wavefunction is the

(r)

wavelet function w, (x) at scale r for some integer r < k. In this case, the wavepacket state we wish to prepare is

‘w@’)> =a0)" ’G(k) > (131)

wavelet

(Nt

w;

where ‘G(k) > (31) is the free-field ground state in the wavelet approach and 4

wavelet
(r)

w;
approach, we construct the Hamiltonian

is the creation operator constructed

from the wavelet-field operator &/, (9) and its conjugate momentum at scale 7. Analogous to particle creation in the Fourier

() . AT A(r)

Hw;é T aw;[ ® (’1>anc<0‘) + aw;[ ® (|O>anc<1|)’ (132)

and simulate time evolution according to this Hamiltonian for time t = 7t/2. By the time evolution, we obtain the wavepacket
state in Eq. (131), up to a global phase, and an ancilla-qubit state that can be discarded.

We now compare time complexity for generating a single-particle state in the Fourier and wavelet approaches. For com-

parison, we assign a unit cost to simulating time-evolution for a constant time induced by a local Hamiltonian in these two

approaches. Specifically, we assign a unit cost to simulating time evolution induced by I:IS(IZ) (129) in the Fourier approach and

)

time evolution induced by I:Ig ¢ (132) in the wavelet approach for a constant time.
Without loss of generality, we discuss time complexity for preparing the wavepacket state in Eq. (131) for both approaches.

As described, preparing this state in the wavelet approach requires simulating time evolution generated by I:I‘Evr)/ (132) for
constant time t = 7t/2. To prepare the same wavepacket state in the Fourier approach, we express time evolution generated

by H (r) (132) in terms of time evolution generated by I:Is(?, (129) for various ¢'. To this end, first we write the creation

w;l
. A1)t . . . . ~(k)T . .
operation a‘(;_) é as a linear combination of the creation operators ai. Z " Letd := k — sg, where sy < k is the scale index for the

lowest scale, ‘and let

(so)t a 4
s;0 70t Ts2%0 -1 "w,0 7ttt w250 —17 w0 st k-1

NGL. (A(k)T NN )T, 40T . (a

. . _ T
iy’ Al 00T Als0)T A(s0)T  Als0+1)T k=Dt ) ) (133)
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be the vector of creation operators in the fixed- and multi-scale wavelet bases, respectively. Then
a0t — w((ik) agk”, (134)
where W;k) is the d-level wavelet-transform matrix at scale k; see Appendix A. This equation yields

Zwﬁl‘w('}f , (135)

forany sp <r < k.

The number of nonzero (NNZ) coefficients in this summation depends on two parameters: the wavelet index K and the
difference (k — r) between the finest scale k and the scale . Specifically, the NNZ coefficients is 25" KC for any < k. This
relation follows from the recursive relation for the scaling and wavelets function at different scales described by Egs. (1) and (2),
respectively. By Eq. (2), each wavelet function at a particular scale 7 is a linear combination of 2/C scaling functions at one
higher scale » + 1. Similarly, by Eq. (1), each scaling function at a given scale can be written as a linear combination of 2
scaling functions at one higher scale. Therefore, a wavelet function at scale 7 is a linear combination of 2¢~" K scaling functions
at scale k > r. See FIG. 15 for a visual insight into the relationship between the NNZ coefficients, (k — r) and K.
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FIG. 15. From left to right: visualization of the d-level wavelet-transform matrix (WTM) with level d € {1,2,3} at scale k = 6 for the
Daubechies wavelet with index K = 3; size of matrix is 25 x 2X. The number of nonzero (NNZ) elements in each row of the 1-level WTM
is 2KC. The NNZ elements in those rows of the 2-level WTM that pertain to the first level, i.e., the bottom half rows, is 2, and the NNZ
elements in the rows pertaining to the second level, the top half rows, is 4K. For the 3-level wavelet transform, the NNZ elements in those
rows pertaining to the third level is two times the NNZ elements in the rows pertaining to the second level, which itself is two times the NNZ
on the rows pertaining to the first level. The NNZ elements increases by a factor of two when we increase the level of wavelet transform by
one.

By the combination of Egs. (135), (132) and (129), we have
w,z = Z dM’ 0 (136)

hence the time evolution induced by this Hamiltonian for time { = 71/2 in the Fourier approach yields

/2 .
e 216, Y (0),, = —ilw) 1), (137)

and, therefore, we obtain the wavepacket state in Eq. (131) up to a global phase. Because of the bosonic commutation relations
between the bosonic creation and annihilation operators in Eq. (129), any term in the right-hand-side of Eq. (136) commutes
with other terms. Consequently, we have the decomposition

1y (k) pr (k)
,1H 7'[/2 HeﬂHs;l’Wd;M’ﬂ/z (138)

Z/
for the time evolution induced by the wavelet Hamiltonian (136). By this decomposition, simulating time evolution induced by
the wavelet Hamiltonian for constant time 7t/2 in the Fourier approach is achieved by simulating time evolution induced by the
scale Hamiltonian (129) with 2k=7 K different ¢’ for constant time ¢ o= ngkz o /2. Therefore, generating a single-particle state

at scale r in the Fourier approach is @(Zk’rlC) times more expansive than generating the same state in the wavelet approach.
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5. DISCUSSION

We have established two quasilinear quantum algorithms, one Fourier-based and the other wavelet-based, to generate an ap-
proximation for the ground state of a massive scalar bosonic free QFT. Specifically, each of the two algorithms’ time complexity
is quasilinear with respect to the discretized-QFT number of modes. Our algorithms deliver a super-quadratic speedup over the
state-of-the-art quantum algorithm for ground-state generation and are optimal up to polylogarithmic factors. The Fourier-
based algorithm is limited to translationally invariant QFTs. By numerical simulations, we have shown that the wavelet-based
algorithm successfully yields the ground state for a QFT with a broken translational invariance.

We have also developed two quantum algorithms for generating one-dimensional (1DG) Gaussian states. Our first algorithm
is based on the Kitaev-Webb method [19] for preparing a 1DG state, which itself is an application of the standard state-
preparation method by Zalka [13], Grover and Rudolph [14]. The Kitaev-Webb method, however, is restricted to 1DG states
that possess an extremely large standard deviation, whereas our algorithm generates a 1DG state with any standard deviation.
Our second quantum algorithm for generating a 1DG state is based on inequality testing [15] that mitigates the number of
arithmetic operations required by the standard state-preparation method.

Methodologically, in the Fourier-based algorithm, we discretize the continuum free QFT in a fixed-scale basis. The ground-
state ICM for the discretized QFT has a circulant structure, and we utilize this structure to establish a quasilinear quantum
algorithm for ground-state generation. In the wavelet-based algorithm, we discretize the continuum free QFT in a multi-scale
wavelet basis. In this case, the ground-state ICM is a quasi-sparse matrix. Specifically, most elements of this matrix are nearly
zero, and we replace these values with exactly zero. This replacement enables a fingerlike sparse structure for the ground-state
ICM that we exploit to achieve a quasilinear time complexity for the wavelet-based algorithm.

We went beyond ground-state generation and constructed procedures for preparing free-field wavepackets in the Fourier-
and wavelet-based approaches. We showed that, unlike the Fourier approach, the wavelet approach enables preparing particle
states at different energy scales without an additional cost required for the Fourier approach. Specifically, we showed that
preparing a free-field single-particle state at scale with index 7 is @(25~"K) times more expensive than preparing the same
state in the wavelet approach, where K is the wavelet index and k > r is the finest scale’s index. The wavelet approach’s
cheaper cost to preparing states beyond the free-field ground state suggests that this approach is advantageous over the Fourier
approach in other aspects of simulating a QFT. Moreover, as shown by the numerical simulations, the wavelet-based approach
is applicable to field theories with broken translational invariance due to inhomogeneous mass, suggesting the wavelet-based
approach allows simulating more general quantum field theories [12].

Our Fourier-based algorithm’s key point is utilizing the circulant structure of the ground state’s ICM due to the translational
invariance of the free QFT. We note that the ground-state ICM in the Jordan-Lee-Preskill approach [1, 2] has the same structure
as the ICM in our Fourier-based approach. Hence our Fourier-based algorithm can be used for generating the ground state of
the lattice QFT in the Jordan-Lee-Preskill approach and accelerate their algorithm for ground-state generation. However, in
contrast to their approach, the coupling-matrix elements in our Fourier approach are exact. The discretization error, due to
approximating the derivative operator in the free-field Hamiltonian by a discretized derivative operator, results in a non-exact
coupling matrix in the Jordan-Lee-Preskill approach [1, 2]. Consequently, the Fourier approach could be preferred over the
lattice approach for generating the free-field ground state.

In developing our ground-state-generation algorithms, we only cared about producing quasilinear algorithms and opted
to focus on their readability rather than optimizing their performance. Therefore, our algorithms’ time complexity could be
improved, but any improvement will not change the quasilinear scaling of the algorithms’ complexities.

Our Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms have classical preprocessing and quantum routine. The classical preprocessing of
each algorithm produces a certain amount of classical information required for executing the quantum routine of the algorithm.
We analyzed not only the quantum complexity but also the classical complexity of our state-generation algorithms in order to
ensure that the resulting procedures are indeed quasilinear in the number of modes of the discretized QFT. We established the
classical time complexities

TS, €O <IC3 + KN log, log (N )) Tyoa € O (K3 + K2Nlog, N) (139)
FBA 2982\ Jiigee ) ) T WBA 24N )

for classical preprocessing of the Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms, respectively, and the quantum time complexities

N NK NK N
ik 0 (s N wiog () ) < 0 () 08 () + 108 (G ) ) oo

for their quantum routine; all parameters are specified in Table II.

In contrast to the usual approach of using gate complexity, i.e., the number of low-level quantum operations in an algo-
rithm, as a metric to analyze time complexity for a quantum algorithm, we have analyzed our quantum algorithm’s time
complexity with respect to high-level operations. The high-level quantum operations in our complexity analysis are similar to
the high-level operations in the classical random-access machine model. In particular, we have assigned a unit cost to basic
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arithmetic operations such as multiplication and addition on a quantum computer. By the high-level operations, we avoid the
implementation details of these operations in the compilation step. Nevertheless, our algorithm’s gate complexity remains
quasilinear with respect to the number of modes, as the high-level operations are executed on quantum registers with size
logarithmic in the number of modes. However, the power of logarithmic factors in our algorithms’ gate complexity depends
on implementations of the high-level operations, specifically quantum multiplication, as other basic arithmetic operations are
cheaper to implement than multiplication. Whether to use schoolbook multiplication a la Haner, Roettler, and Svore [53] or
Karatsuba multiplication a la Gidney [54] or even as-yet-undeveloped quantum multiplication algorithms based on asymptoti-
cally efficient classical multiplication algorithms such as the Schonhage-Strassen algorithm [55, Sec. 4.3], our algorithms’ gate
complexity stay quasilinear in the number of discretized-QFT modes.

6. CONCLUSIONS

Free-field ground-state generation is a bottleneck for the prior approaches to simulating a massive scalar bosonic QFT on
a quantum computer. In this paper, we have established two quantum algorithms for generating an approximation for the
free-field ground state with a quasilinear gate complexity in the discretized-QFT number of modes. Our algorithms provide
a super-quadratic speedup over the prior approaches and overcome the ground-state-generation bottleneck in simulating a
massive scalar bosonic QFT. We have shown that our ground-state-generation algorithms are optimal up to polylogarithmic
factors. In particular, we have proved that any state-generation algorithm with a sublinear time complexity will result in an
exponentially bad approximation, with respect to the number of modes, for the free-field ground state.

We have compared the Fourier- and wavelet-based algorithms and shown that the wavelet-based algorithm is advantageous
over the alternative Fourier-based algorithm for two cases where we go beyond ground-state generation and translationally
invariant QFTs. Specifically, for beyond ground-state generation, we have shown that the wavelet-based algorithm enables
generating particle states at different energy scales directly, whereas the Fourier-based algorithm only allows direct preparation
for particle states at a fixed energy scale. Preparing a particle state at different scales by the Fourier-based algorithm requires
further transformations that add to the cost of initial-state generation for simulating the QFT. The Fourier-based algorithm
is limited to translationally invariant QFTs. We have shown by numerical simulation that our wavelet-based algorithm is
applicable to field theories with broken translational invariance due to inhomogeneous mass, suggesting the wavelet-based
approach allows simulating more general quantum field theories.

We have also developed two quantum algorithms for generating a one-dimensional Gaussian state, which is required for
preparing the free-field ground state—a multidimensional Gaussian state. Our first algorithm for 1DG-state generation is based
on the standard state-preparation method [13, 14], and the second algorithm is based on inequality testing [15] that mitigates
the number of arithmetic operations required in the standard method for generating a 1DG state. Our inequality-testing-based
method is more practical than the Zalka-Grover-Rudolph method [13, 14], i.e., the standard state-preparation method, and can
be used broadly in the state-preparation subroutine of quantum-simulation algorithms.

The key point of our ground-state-generation algorithms is to utilize the circulant structure and the fingerlike sparse struc-
ture for a differential operator represented in a fixed- and multi-scale wavelet basis, respectively. Our techniques for exploiting
these structures could be used more broadly in the quantum simulation of continuous classical or quantum systems whose
Hamiltonian involves differential operators, including fermionic QFT [3], as well as quantum-chemistry simulations [56]. Our
methods, particularly the wavelet-based method, could be replaced with finite-difference or finite-element methods to improve
quantum algorithms for partial differential equations [57-59].

We have focused on ground-state generation here, but our methods could be employed to improve other aspects of simulating
a QFT, namely time evolution and measurement. In particular, akin to particle-state generation at different energy scales, the
wavelet approach could be advantageous over the Fourier approach for measuring mean momentum of a particle state at the
final step of a QFT simulation.

We have particularly used Daubechies wavelets in developing our state-generation algorithms. These algorithms, however,
work for any compactly supported wavelets that are differentiable. A future direction is to see how other types of compactly
supported wavelets could improve the state-generation algorithms. In particular, least-asymmetric wavelets [28, pp. 254-257]
also known as symlets [60, p.27], a variant of Daubechies wavelets with nearly symmetrical basis functions, could result in a
more sparse ground-state ICM for a given threshold value (50) and improve the wavelet-based algorithm.
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Appendix A: Wavelet transform

In this appendix, we review a family of basis transforms called ‘the’ discrete wavelet transform. The specific member of that
family of transforms will be clear from the context. Here we focus only on the one-dimensional wavelet transforms.

Two parameters specify a one-dimensional wavelet transform. The first parameter is a choice k of scale for .Z?(R). The
second parameter is a choice of decomposition level d > 1. The d-level wavelet transform at scale k is recursively defined as
follows. The 1-level wavelet transform at any scale k is defined to be the canonical isomorphism

W(k) : Sk — Sk—l ©® Wk—l/ ng) = w(k)/ (Al)

where Sy and W are the scale and wavelet subspaces, respectively, defined in §2.1. The d-level wavelet transform, for d > 1,
is defined as

wib . (w(k—d“) ®lg. Py (A2)

k—d+1

) Wit

where Slg_—d = Wi_g11 © Wi_gi2 @ - - - & Wy_1 is the orthogonal complement of S;_; considered as a subspace of S.
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Thus Wt(ik) executes the sequence of transformations

wk)
S — Si_1 & W1
w(kfl)ea]l n
Sk-1 S
— 52D Wk*Z S3) Wk*l
w2

- A3
5 S 3 B Wi B Wi & Wiy (A3)
w(kfd#»l)@ﬂsL
f—d+1
S d O Wheg @ - - D Wi,
The action of the canonical isomorphism W) can be expressed in terms of two infinite matrices
ho hi hy h3 hy --- 8 81 & 8 8
H=|... hghqy hg h hp |, G=|-- ¢291 8 1 g |- (A4)
h_y h3 h_p h_q hy --- o 8-4 8-3 82 8-1 80 -

called the low-pass and high-pass filter matrix, respectively. These infinite matrices are to be multiplied to vectors ONS Sk

(k)

expressed in the basis {s ’ }, meaning that these vectors take the form

o —

, cgk) = <s§k)‘f>. (A5)

The infinite matrix H is then defined so that H - ¢} = ¢(k=1), Note that the form of H and G do not depend on k. Also
note that H and G are both row-sparse operators if the wavelet is compactly supported, as only a finite number of & and g

coefficients are nonzero. With these definitions, we have wk) . (k) = (H . c(k)> &) (G . c(k)).

We do not work with an infinite matrix representation in this paper and instead restrict attention to finite-sized systems.
Specifically, we restrict attention to subset .22 ($) of .#%(IR) that has support only on unit interval $ := {x € R|0 < x < 1}.

In this restricted space, the scale coefficient C@k) = <sék) ’ f > for the function f € .#2 ($) is guaranteed to be equal to zero

for all but a finite number of values of /. Specifically, the fact that
supp (sék)) C{xeR|0<2fx -0 <2K -1}, (A6)

where supp(e) refers to support of a function, implies that Cék) =0if £ < 1— 2K or £ > 2k Thatis to say, only 2€ 4 2/C + 1
scale coefficients cg{) could be nonzero. We thus treat the infinite-dimensional vector ¢¥) as though it were finite-dimensional
with dimension 2F 4- 2/C + 1. Similarly, we treat H and G as though they were (26~1 +2/C 4+ 1) x (2X 4- 2K + 1) matrices and
hence W) as though it were a (25 + 4K + 2) x (2¥ 4+ 2K + 1) matrix. Applying W) to a vector is described as calculating
the ‘discrete wavelet transform’ of the vector.

The treatment described here leaves W) as a non-square matrix, which cannot be an automorphism of S; C .#? (%). We
deal with this issue in two ways. In the first way, which we refer to as the ‘open boundaries’ case, we discard the negative

index values ¢ < 0. Although this leaves us with a square (2% x 2X) matrix, the result is not invertible and hence is not an
automorphism of Sy C £? ($) as desired. Despite its weaknesses, this approach is good enough for numerical studies. The

second way we deal with the non-square WK is what we call the ‘(anti-)periodic boundaries’ case. In this approach, we
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treat the signal f as though it depicts a periodic (antiperiodic) system, so the problematic negative index values £ < 0 would
be identical to (the negative of) the index values 2¥ — ¢. In this case, we apply the same condition to the derivative overlap
coeflicients (13). By putting these two approaches together, the matrix W& for the db3 wavelets becomes the 2 x 2F matrix

hy hy hy hy hy hs 0 O
0 O hyg hy hy hs hgy hs ---
0 0 O 0 hyg hy hy hz ---

bhy bhs 0 0 O

00 0
Wik _ |bh2 bl Bhy bhs 00 0 0 _[H )
S0 81 g 8§ 88 0 0 G|’

0 0 g &1 & 83 &
0 0 0 0 g() gl g2
bgg bgs 0 0 0 0 0 0
_bgz bgg bg4 bg5 0 0 0 O

where b = 0, +1, —1 depending on whether the boundaries are open, periodic or antiperiodic.

Appendix B: Low-pass filter for Daubechies wavelets

This appendix describes a method for computing the low-pass filter coefficients hy (1) for Daubechies wavelets. We be-
gin with describing the method and then construct a classical algorithm for computing the low-pass filter coefficients using
the described method. Finally, we discuss the algorithm’s time complexity with respect to the classical primitive operations
described in §3.1.3.

Several methods are used to compute the numerical values of the low-pass filters iy (1). A direct method is to solve the
system of nonlinear equations [29, p. 3]

Y he=v2, Y hihyop =8gp, Y (-1 hy 1 =0 VI <K, (B1)
VA 14 V4

which are derived from various properties of the Daubechies wavelets, such as orthonormality. This nonlinear system can
be solved analytically for < 3 and numerically otherwise. However, the numerical methods for solving the nonlinear
system become increasingly inefficient as K increases. We use an alternative method proposed by Daubechies to compute the
numerical values of the filter coefficients [28]; also see [61, p. 81]. The filter coefficients in Daubechies’ method are obtained
by first computing the 2/C — 2 roots of the polynomial

1 1 K (K—1+¢
f(z) = Z’C_lp (2_42_421/ K)/ P(y/’C) = E)( /¢ * )yﬂf (BZ)

where P(y, K) is a polynomial of degree JC — 1. Next those roots z; with |zy| < 1 are selected. The filter coefficients are then
obtained by identifying the coefficients Hy in

o A ok
(1+2)" [[(z—z) =) Hz*', (B3)
=0 =0

for selected roots and normalizing the coefficients as iy = H; /v H - H, where H is a vector with elements Hy.

The pseudocode in Algorithm 10 describes a formal algorithm for computing the low-pass filters using Daubechies’ method.
This algorithm is used in classical preprocessing of the wavelet-based algorithm (§4.1), specifically as a subroutine in Algo-
rithm 4, which requires the low-pass filters to compute unique elements of the ground-state ICM in a multi-scale wavelet basis.
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Algorithm 10 Classical algorithm for computing the low-pass filter for Daubechies wavelets

Input:
Kezt > Daubechies wavelet index
pEZT > working precision
Output:
h € R2X > low-pass filter (1) for the Daubechies wavelet with index K
1: function pory(y, K) > defines the polynomial P(y, K) in Eq. (B2)
Kl rk—1+ 1) p
2: return )
3: function LowPassFILTER(KC, p)
4 R?~2 5 r « roors <ZK_1POLY(% — i -3,K), p) > computes roots of f(z) in Eq. (B2) with precision p
5 Z— O > initializes an empty list
6: for / < 0to 2K — 3 do > appends roots 7y of f(z) with |ry| < 1toz
7 if |ry| <1 then
8 append 7y to z
9 for { < 0to K —1do > appends roots of (1 4 z)X to z; see Eq. (B3)
10: append —1 to z
11: R* 5 H « POLYCOEFF(Z) > computes coefficients Hy (B3) of a polynomial with roots in z
12: h+~ H/vVH-H

13: return h

The time complexity of this algorithm is dominated by the time complexity for computing roots of f(z) in Eq. (B2) because
the root-finding subroutine in line (4) is the computationally expensive part of the algorithm. The coefficients of f(z), a
polynomial of degree 2KC — 2, have a magnitude less than 23%. By these properties, the arithmetic complexity for finding roots

of f(z) with precision p is O (IC log® K log (3K + p)) using a known root-finding algorithm [62]. The classical primitive

operations in the cost model described in §3.1.3 include basic arithmetic operations. Therefore, with respect to the classical
primitives, the time complexity for computing the low-pass filter coefficients is quasilinear in the wavelet index.

Appendix C: Derivative overlap coefficients

In this appendix, we describe Beylkin’s method [44] for computing the derivative overlap coefficients (13) for the Daubechies
wavelet with the wavelet index K. For our application, we restrict the method to computing the overlaps coefficients for the
second-order derivative operator. Beylkin’s method, however, is general and could be used to compute derivative overlaps for
derivative operators with any integer or fractional order. Having described the method, we then present a formal algorithm
for computing the second-order derivative overlaps.

The explicit expression for the Daubechies scaling function and its derivatives are unknown. Therefore, the numerical
value of the derivative overlaps cannot be directly computed from Eq. (13). Beylkin’s method is an indirect way to compute
these coefficients. The second-order derivative overlaps in this method satisfy the system of linear algebraic equations [44,
Proposition 2]

K
Yo Pxp =2, xp=4xy 42 ay (xzé—(2k+1) + x2£+2k+l) Ve Z, (C1)
LeZ k=1
where the coefficients

2

k—

Pk RO + k= 1)1(2k— 1)

Vke{1,...,K}, C:= [m

are auto-correlation of the low-pass filter i1y (1). If C > 2, then the system of linear equations has a unique solution with x, # 0
for 2K —2 < ¢ < 2K — 2, and xp = x_y. Using these properties, we write the linear system in the matrix-vector form
as Mz = b, where M is a (2K — 1)-by-(2K — 1) matrix with elements

K
My = 1% + 4830 — S +2 Y, Aok (5n,\zm—(2k+1)| + 5n,2m+2k+1) , (C3)
k=1

the solution vector is & := (xg,...,Xpc_>) " and b is the vector of all I’s, i.e., b := (1,...,1).
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The pseudocode in Algorithm 11 describes a formal algorithm for computing the derivative overlaps by Beylkin’s method.
The formal algorithm presented here is only used to simplify the description of our ground-state-generation algorithms (§4.1).

Algorithm 11 Classical algorithm for computing the second-order derivative overlaps in Eq. (13)

Input:
Kez* > wavelet index
pEZLT > working precision
Output:
A € RZK-1 > second-order derivative overlaps (13)
1: function DERIVATIVEOVERLAPS(KC, p)

2
2K —1)! } > see Eq. (C2)

2: C«+ |:7(K:—1)!4’C_1
3: for k from 1 to K do
(_1)k71C

4: A1 K=K+ k=1)i2k=1) > computes the auto-correlation coefficients in Eq. (C2)
5: b1+ 1

6: M « mrx(K) > MTX is a function that constructs the matrix M by Eq. (C3)
72 A+Mb

8: return A

Appendix D: Proofs

This appendix contains the statement and proofs of several propositions used in this paper.

Proposition D.1. Let N be a positive integer, {s,(x) |n € {0,...,N —1}} be a set of orthonormal, real-valued, differentiable
and compactly supported functions that span a subspace of £*(R), and let T € RN*N be a matrix whose elements are

d d
| /dx asn(x)asm(x) Vu,me{0,..., N—1}. (D1)

Then T is a symmetric and positive-semidefinite matrix.

Proof. The symmetry of I' is immediate from the definition of its elements. By definition, an N-by-N symmetric real matrix A
is positive semidefinite if v Av > 0 for all nonzero v € RN. We use this definition to prove that T is a positive-semidefinite

N-1
matrix. Let v be a nonzero vector in RN and let f(x) :== Y v,s,(x), then
n=0

T N-1 d N-1 d N-1 d 2
v Iv= n;() Ul umom = /dx e n;) VpSp(x) i r;) Umsm(x) | = /dx <dxf(x)> >0, (D2)
Thus, by definition, I is a positive-semidefinite matrix. O

Proposition D.2. Letmg € R* be the free mass and A € RN*N be the ground-state ICM in a wavelet basis. Then the smallest
eigenvalue of A is my.

Proof. The spectrum of the ground-state ICM in a fixed- and multi-scale wavelet basis are identical because they are unitarily

equivalent. Therefore we only prove this proposition for a fixed-scale ICM Agi{) (24). This matrix is the principal square root
of the fixed-scale coupling matrix in Eq. (23). The fixed-scale coupling matrix can be written as
KE = m21 — 45A@ = n21 + 4tT, (D3)

where A?) is a matrix whose elements are the second-order derivative overlaps AS{?‘% (13), and the second identity in Eq. (D3)
follows from Eq. (D1) and Eq. (13). Eigenvalues of Kgf) are

26C—1
/’\](k) = m — 4kA(()2) -2 Z 4kA§2) cos (Z;T]E]) , (D4)
(=1
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which yields
2K-1
A = m2 — AP 2 Y AP — 2, (D5)
(=1

where the second identity follows from properties of the second-order derivative overlaps [33, Appendix A]. By Egs. (D3), (D5)
and Proposition D.1, m% is the smallest eigenvalue of the coupling matrix and therefore my is the smallest eigenvalue of the
ground-state ICM in both fixed- and multi-scale wavelet basis. O

Proposition D.3 (Bound on determinant of near-identity matrices [63]). Let N € Z*,e € [0,1) and A = 1 — E € RN*N
such that |E;j| < e foralli,j € {0,...,N —1}. If Ne <1, then

1— Ne < det(A) < (1— Ne)~ L, (D6)

Proposition D.4. Let ] € 2Z%, 0 € Rt and 6 < min(1/2,0). Definer := /(cv/2) and

2 ) j2-1
N? .= / dxe 22 =ov2m, N?2:=4> ) e /7 (D7)
R j==1/2
Then
1 et 2,2 1 rlerz 2
= de /T >—/ dxe 272 D8
NNj:;/z ~ N2 —J5/2 (D)
Proof. Let
1/4
R D9
where I' is the Gamma function. We first prove that
N < V/poN, (D10)
J/2-1 ) J6/2 2
Vélp ), e i 2/ dxe 272, (D11)
j==J/2 —Jor2

Proposition D.4 follows from Egs. (D10) and (D11); Eq. (D10) implies that /pé/(NN) > 1/N? and multiplying each side
of this inequality by each side of Eq. (D11) yields Eq. (D8). We now prove Eq. (D10). Note that

I o, 22 T 2,2 /,2
-t < A —kEnt/r D12
Y et e e = Y e, o1

j=—J]/2 JEZ keZ

where the equality follows from the Poisson summation formula [64, p. 385]. We now find an upper bound for the right-hand
side of Eq. (D12). Note that 2 <1/2so e Km? /1 < e72k2"2, also e—2K°7 < e 272 =Tk £ each k € 7./{0}, therefore,

Z e—k27'(2/r2 < Z e—2k27'[2 < 1 +e7‘[—2712 Z e—T(kz -1 +e7‘c—27‘[2 7-[1/4 _1) = P, (Dl3)
keZ keZ k F(3/4)
ez/{0}
where we used Yy e ™ = ml/4/T(3/4) [65, p. 103]. By Egs. (D7), (D12) and (D13)
~ Jr21 2.2
N2=¢62 Y e /7 < psN?, (D14)
j==71/2

which yields Eq. (D10). We now prove Eq. (D11). Note that

/2-1 /2—1

] . J )
Vo/p Z eI = Vo/p <1+e]2’2/4+2 Z e]2r2> , (D15)

==1/2 j=1
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2 2y . .
and, as e % /(29%) is a convex function for |x| > o,

J6/2 2 2 J72=1 a(j+1)6 2
/ dxe 22 =2 dxe 2(72—1-2 Z / dxe 2?2
—Jé/2
et 2.2
<25+25 Y e /7 —2(1/2)6 ((1/\/é) —e P /4)
j=1
J/2-1 2
:5<( 2-1/\e)+e /A4 ¥ e ) (D16)
j=1
Note that if § < (2 —1/+/e)~2/p = 0.514998 then 6?(2 — 1/+/e)? < 6/ p and therefore,
5(2—1/e) < \/é/p. (D17)
This inequality implies that the right-hand side of Eq. (D15) is greater than or equal to the right-hand side of Eq. (D16).
Therefore, Egs. (D15), (D16), (D17) and 6 < 1/2 yields Eq. (D11). O

Proposition D.5. Letdmax € RT anddmin € RT be respectively the largest and the smallest diagonal elements of the diagonal
matrix D in either the spectral or the UDU decomposition of a symmetric positive-definite matrix A € RN*N with N € 7Z+.
Also let k € R™ be the condition number of A, quantified as the ratio of the largest to the smallest eigenvalues of A. Then

dmax O(x). (D18)

dmin

Proof. If D is the diagonal matrix in the spectral decomposition of A, then dmax and dmax are respectively the largest and the
smallest eigenvalue of A. Therefore, by definition,

d
T — k. (D19)
dmin
If D is the diagonal matrix in the UDU decomposition of A, then
d
I <k (D20)
dmin

The proof of this inequality is as follows. Let Amax(A) and Ayin (A) be respectively the largest and the smallest eigenvalues
of A and let e; be the i column of the N-by-N identity matrix. Then

Amax(A) = Hm‘?xla: TAz > max e, Ael = max (UDUT> = max (d + Zd u; ) > maxd; = dmax, (D21)
@ i il i
j>i
1 2
/\I;iln(A) = Amax (A ) > max (UDUT)” = max (d + Zd 1 ( 1)1']‘) > maxd; 1= d;m (D22)
j>i

The second equality in Eq. (D22) follows from the fact that the inverse of an upper unit-triangular matrix is an upper unit-
triangular matrix [43, p. 220]. The last inequality in Egs. (D21) and (D22) holds because d; > 0 for the positive-definite
matrix A. Proposition D.5 follows from Egs. (D19) and (D20). O

Proposition D.6. Letk € R be the condition number of the ICM for the ground state of a N-mode massive real scalar bosonic
free QFT with mass my € R in a fixed- or multi-scale wavelet basis. Then

x € O(N/myg). (D23)

Proof. Note that the ICM A in a multi-scale wavelet has the same condition number as the ICM A in a fixed scale wavelet
basis because A is obtained from Ag by a wavelet transform. We therefore consider the condition number of Ag. Now
using Ags = v Kgs, where K (23) is the coupling matrix in a fixed-scale wavelet basis, we have

K = AI“L(I(SS)_ (D24)

/\min (Kss )
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We prove that
/\min(Kss) = m%/ (D25)
Amax(Kss) € ©(m3 + N?). (D26)

Proposition D.6 follows form Egs. (D24) to (D26). To prove Eq. (D26), we find a lower and an upper bound for the largest
eigenvalue of Kgs. We use the Gershgorin circle theorem to find the upper bound [43, p. 388]. This theorem implies that

Amax (Kss) < max (Kesiii + Ri), Ri:= 2 |Kss;ij] - (D27)
J#
Note that for any positive-definite matrix Kgs [43, p. 434]
|Kssiii] > < KegiiKssjis (D28)
and by Eq. (23)
Ky ii = m3 + N2Ay. (D29)
Therefore,
|Kssjif| < m + N2A. (D30)
Furthermore, K is a banded circulant matrix with the lower and upper bandwidth 2/C — 2. Thus, using Eq. (D30),
R; < 2(2K —2)(m3 + N2Ay). (D31)
Egs. (D27), (D29) and (D31) yield
Amax(Kss) < (4K — 3)(m3 + N2Ag). (D32)
We now find a lower bound for the largest eigenvalue. Note that
Amax (Kss) = ”I)l;l”a:xl x ' Kgsx > miax el-TKssei = m% + N2A,, (D33)
where e; is the i column of 1,y and in the last equality we used Eq. (D29). Egs. (D32) and (D33) yield Eq. (D26). O

Proposition D.7 (exponentially decaying ICM at a fixed scale). Let mo € R™ be the free mass, K € Z>3 be the wavelet index
andr € Z>q be the scale index. Let AEZ) € REZ*L2" (24) with L € Z>5(21—1) be the ground-state ICM at scaler. Then, for any j

ALY, | < 4mox®27 /8", g0 i— (21— 1)24 /g, (D34)

where k") > 1 is the spectral condition number ong) (23).

Proof. We employ the Benzi-Golub theorem [66, Theorem 2.2] to bound off-diagonal entries of ICM Ag;); see [67, p. 243] for
an alternative statement of this theorem. Let « > 1 and § > 0, with & > B, be the half axes of an ellipse in the complex plane
with foci in £1. This ellipse is specified by the sum of its half axes x := « + f > 1, so we denote the ellipse by £y. Let f(z)
be an analytic function in the interior of &£, and continuous on &, forany 1 < x < X, and let

M(x) := max|f(z)| and K:= M

D35
z€€y x—1 ( )

Also let B be a symmetric and banded matrix whose spectrum spec B is contained in [—1, 1] and let B the upper bandwidth
of B. Then by the Benzi-Golub theorem [66, Theorem 2.2]

[FB)) | < k2, o = PBX 036)

The ICM matrix Ag: ) is the principal square root of the coupling matrix Kg) (23), and Kg) is a symmetric and banded matrix

(r)

with the upper bandwidth 2/C — 2. However, spec K’ is not contained in [—1, 1], so we cannot directly apply the Benzi-Golub
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(r)

theorem to this matrix. Let [2,b] C R be the interval containing spec K
and scaling the coupling matrix, we construct the matrix

. To apply the Benzi-Golub theorem, by shifting

oKW — (bt a)1

B: , D37
- (D37)
whose spectrum is contained in [—1, 1]. Then the function
b—a b+a
= D38
f(z) >z + > (D38)
maps B to the ICM; that is Ag) = f(B). By the Benzi-Golub theorem, we then have
(r) —7lj
’ASS;O,j’ < K2 ’Y‘]\/ (D39)
with
log, x
= ot (D40)
We now obtain a lower bound for <. The function f(z) in Eq. (D38) is analytic in the interior of any ellipse £y with x less than
b+a b+a\?
X = -1 D41
A — + (b — a) (D41)
Using the spectral condition number (") := b/a of Kg), we have
Vi) +1 2 2
g= g2 o2 (D42)
k() —1 k() —1 V) =1
where the inequality holds because k() >1, Setting
x=1+2/vxl)—1<g, (D43)
we obtain
logy(x) = log, (1+2/ V() ~1) = /2/x0) = mo/2"*", (D44)
where the first inequality holds because x(") > 1 and the second inequality holds because
k) <1442 /mf <2 x 42 /m}, (D45)
as per Proposition D.6. The combination of Eq. (D40) and Eq. (D44) yields
v >1/780, (D46)
where g(” is given in Eq. (D34). We now find an upper bound for K in Eq. (D39). By Eq. (D43) and k() >1
2
xfi{l = x VW —1=Vx() — 142 <2v20), (D47)

The function f(z) in Eq. (D38) attains its maximum at the point zo := «, where « is the greater half axis of the ellipse £y. The
combination of ¥ = a + f, w? — ﬁz = 1 and Eq. (D43) yields

2 _ 2
S SRV k)
2x 2x

2

-1 (D438)

zZp -

§1+%(X—1)2:1+

and

_ 2
M(x) = max|f(z)| = f(z0) = \/b 2 : Xzz -+ bsza < Va/2V2x) +2 < V2ax(1) = myV/2x(), (D49)
ZE€ECy

where the last equality follows because the smallest eigenvalue of Kg;) isa= m% Egs. (D35), (D47) and (D49) yield

K < 4mox'"). (D50)
Proposition D.7 follows from Egs. (D39), (D46), and (D50). O
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1. Proof of Proposition 4.5

To prove Proposition 4.5, first we show that the ey,-approximate ICM A, (50) is a positive-definite matrix. Then we prove
that the infidelity between |Gy (A)) and |Gn(Ag,,)) is no greater than e.
We use the Bauer-Fike theorem [43, p. 405] to show that A, is a positive-definite matrix. Let Q be a nonsingular matrix such

that Q"' AQ = A isadiagonal matrixandlet E := A — Ag,,. According to the Bauer-Fike theorem, for any eigenvalue A (Ag, )
of Ag,,, there is an eigenvalue A(A) of A such that

[MAey,) = AA)] < xp(Q)IE],, (D51)

where [[o]|, is the matrix norm induced by any p-norm on CN and « (e) is the condition number of a matrix with respect to

this norm. As A is a real-symmetric matrix, Q can be chosen to be an orthogonal matrix for which ||Q||, = 1and x2(Q) = 1.
Therefore, using Eq. (D51) with p = 2, we obtain

[Amin(Acy,) — A(A)] < [|E[l; < New, (D52)

for the smallest eigenvalue Amin (Ag,, ) of Ag,, . The last inequality here comes from |Eij| < &y, by the definition of E and using
the matrix-norm inequalities || E[[, < [|E[|z < N max;; |E,-]-
Amin(A), then Ag, is already a positive-definite matrix. Otherwise, using Eq. (D52)

, where || || is the Frobenius norm of a matrix. If Apin (A¢,, ) >

[Amin(Aey,) — Amin(A)| < Neg, < ey/VN, (D53)

which implies that the A, is a positive-definite matrix.
We now prove Eq. (52). Let T := EA™!, then

detAdetA,, \ /4 N laT(AsA, Yo [det(1—T)M*
(GN(A)|GN(Asth)>:<(2n)2N“> [ @twedeT () - O

where we use det A¢, = det Adet(1 — T) by employing the multiplicative property of the determinant function [43, p. 11],
and the Gaussian integral

1/2
_loT (2m)N
N 5T Ax
/Rwd Te = <det > , (D55)

for a symmetric and positive-definite matrix A € RN>*N, We now use Proposition D.3 to obtain a lower and an upper bound
for determinant of the near-identity matrix 1 — T. Let us first find an upper bound for |Ti]~\ . Note that

N-1 N-1
|Tij| = | X Ex (A_l) | <éemmax Y| (A_l) ‘ =& A_lH <emy VN, (D56)
k=0 ki I k=0 kj 1
where the last inequality follows from the matrix-norm relations
1Al < VNI[A[l, (Al = Amax(A), (D57)

for a real-symmetric matrix A [43, pp. 346, 363], and Amax (Afl) = A;}H(A) < 971, note that ¢y > 0 is a lower bound for

the eigenvalues of A. By Proposition D.3 and Eq. (D56), if e,y ' N3/2 < ¢, then

det(1—T)>1—¢, det(l—-T/2)<(1-¢/2)" L. (D58)
Combination of Eq. (D54) and Eq. (D58) yields

(Gn(A)|ON(Aey)) > (1—e) /4 (1 —e/2)' /2 > 1, (D59)

where, in the last inequality, we use (1 —¢&/2)1/2 > (1 —¢)/2 and (1 —€)3/* > 1 — ¢ for any e € (0,1). Therefore, the
infidelity between |Gy (A)) and |Gy (Ag,, )) is at most &.
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2. Proof of Proposition 4.6

This appendix presents a proof for Proposition 4.6. Following Eq. (59) with r = ¢, we have

Al — galrtVaT, (D60)
where G is the lower half of the wavelet-transform matrix at scale , see Eq. (A7), with entries Gy = ¢y —2m. Using Eq. (D60)
and circulant property of A££+l), we have

1 r+1
WW/ r] Z gngm ss;0,(2j4+m—n)" (De61)
m,n=0
By virtue of Proposition D.7, 55;0,] —1,wehave2j+m—n > j, so
(r+1) r+1) .
AL | <A viz2k-1 (D62)
Eq. (D61) and Eq. (D62) yield
(r+1) 21
‘Aww, ,]’ - ‘Ass, 0,j Z |g”gm|' (D63)
m,n=0

and because Y_ g2 = 1, we have |g,,| < 1. Therefore

21 261 2601 ,
Z gngm| < ( Z |3m|> ( Z |8n|> < 4K°. (D64)
m=0 n=0

m,n=0

Proposition 4.6 follows from Egs. (D34), (D63) and (D64).

3. Proof of Corollary 4.7

Here we prove Corollary 4.7. By virtue of Proposition 4.6, the off-diagonal entries in diagonal blocks of the multi-scale
ICM decay slower as the scale index 7 increases. Therefore, for a given threshold value gy, the bottom-right block of the
approximate ICM Eq. (50) has the largest bandwidth among the diagonal blocks. Plugging r = k — 1 into Eq. (53) we obtain

‘Ag‘v;;%sfl)‘ < €, (D65)
for
. 16K mor )
il > &% log, (ef) : (D66)

We now use Proposition 4.5 and 2K+1 < log N to express the upper bandwidth in terms of IC, myg, €yac and N. By Eq. (53)
&R = (2K —1)2"1 /mg < (2K — 1) (log N) /my. (D67)

The smallest eigenvalue of the ICM is 11, so by Proposition 4.5 we take &y, = mp€yacN —3/2 Therefore

16KC%mox ™) 16KC2N2x(M) _ 32ICPN3/2442 _ 32K2N321og? N _ 16K*N?

2 — 2 2

< < (D68)
Eth Evac MmMyEvac Mg€vac MGETac

where we use Eq. (D45) in the first inequality. In the last two inequalities we use
21 <logN, eyae > €%, and 32N%/2log? N < 16N?, (D69)

for eyac € (0,1) and N € Z™. Equation 54 follows from Egs. (D66) to (D68).
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Appendix E: Computing rotation angle for 1DG-state generation

In this appendix, we analyze the time complexity for computing the rotation angle 6, in Eq. (71) on a quantum computer.
We first simplify computing 6, using the double-angle identity as

1 w1 .
0y = 5 arccos(uy) = 11 arcsin(uy), (E1)

where

f(@0/2, /2, my—1)
f(Ge, pe, my)

and f (0y, py, my) is defined in Eq. (69). Using Eq. (E1), computing 0y requires computing #y and arcsin (), and performing
one multiplication and one addition. Therefore, time complexity for computing the rotation angle 6, denoted by Taycrs, is

TANGLE - Tu + Tarcsin + 2/ (E3)

where Ty, and Tyyesin are time complexities for computing u, and arcsin(uy), respectively. By Eq. (E2), computing uy requires
computing f (67/2, pg/2, my —1) and f (7, uy, my), and performing one division, one multiplication and one addition.
Therefore,

T, = 2Ty +3, (E4)

where Ty is time complexity for computing f (7, jtg, my). By Eq. (E3) and Eq. (E4), we only need Ts and Tyregin to ob-
tain Tangre. First we provide a high-level description of how to obtain Tf and Tyresin- We show, in Proposition E.1, that

computing f (Jy, p¢, my) to t bit of precision requires computing at most 4t — 1 exponentials and adding them all. The argu-
ment of each exponential needs performing one addition, one multiplication, one division and calculating the square of two
numbers. Calculating the square of a number can be performed by one multiplication [53, p. 7]. Altogether, time complexity
for computing f (&, ptg, my) is at most (4t — 1) Texp + (4t — 2) + 5, and therefore

Tf S O(tTexp), (E5)

where Texp is time complexity for computing an exponential. We use Proposition E.2 to show Tep scales linearly with ¢. By
this proposition, to compute e~ with f bits of precision, first the polynomial

P(x) == ag + a1x + axx?, (E6)

withag = 1,a; = 1/4! and a, = 1/4? is evaluated at x and then the result is iteratively squared 2t times. Computing square
of a number needs one multiplication, so Texp = Tp + 2t, where Tp is time complexity for computing P(x) in Eq. (E6).

We use Horner’s method to compute a polynomial on a quantum computer [53], and to obtain Tp. To evaluate the polynomial
in Eq. (E6) at x, we store the coefficients a9, 41 and a4, on a ancillary quantum register and implement the operation a;x +
a1 — (azx 4 a1)x + ag. Implementing this operation needs two multiplications and two additions before uncomputing the
intermediate results, so Tp is a constant and

Texp € O(1). (E7)

We use Proposition E.3 and Proposition E.4 to obtain Tyyesin. In Proposition E.3, we show that the argument x of arcsin(x)

is a positive number less than 1/2 and, in Proposition E.4, we show a polynomial of degree f suffices to approximate arcsin(x)

with ¢ bits of precision. As described, computing a polynomial of degree ¢ by Horner’s method requires @(#) multiplications
and additions, so

Tarcsin = ®(t>/ (ES)

The combination of Egs. (E3) to (E5) and Egs. (E7) to (E8) yields
Taais € O(£2). (E9)

We now state and prove the propositions that we use to obtain Taygrs.
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Proposition E.1. Letm € Z*t,t € Z+,0 € {0,...,m — 1}, u; € [0,1), my := m — £, 5, € (0,2"/2) and

2me—1q o
f (o, po,my) := Z 1exp (—(]er%é)) , (E10)
j=—2me ‘
3 (o)
8@ )= ), exp (—12;;) : (E11)
j=—2t-1
For2™t > 8(t 4 3), if 67 > t then
‘f(W:W:mﬁ) —Ue\ﬁ‘ < th, (E12)
else
~ ~ 1
@ pesme) = 8@ 1) < S (E13)

Proof. We first prove the first part of Proposition E.1. Using the triangle inequality,

‘f(ffz/ P my) — OV 271’ < | f (T2, po,my) = ) exp ( ]Zf) ) ) exp ( e ) —o,vV2m|.  (E14)
jez jez
Let us now find and upper bound for the first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (E14). By Eq. (E10),
+ - j+140)? +1—p10)?
|f 0, pe, 1) ZeXp( (]zﬁ‘f) )’ =) (exp (—(]255) > +exp (—“ 2&[2”” ))
jEZ omy—1 g ’
22" 1
/4 —t

§22exp( (><22e] —mgﬁe . (E15)

oy 1 oty 1

The first inequality here holds because iy € [0,1). The second inequality is obtained using

00 2 00 iyt |
) exp <_2]6§) < ) exp (_22%1]> , (E16)

zméf] zmé‘f]

and 51% < 2"¢, The last inequality is obtained using 2" > 8(t 4-3) and 2e 3/ (1 — e~ /%) < 1/2.
We now establish an upper bound for the second term in the right-hand side of Eq. (E14). By Poisson’s summation for-
mula [64, p. 385],

Y exp < e ) = 0V Y e XU 2T — y\/2m (1 +2) e 2 C05(27TM]')> : (E17)

ez, jez. j=1
Therefore,
2 2520 .
Zexp( st ) = 2v/2m5, | e 2 cos<zw>‘
JEZ j=1
522
gzx/zmnz 20
j=1
—27252j _271 / — 7252 —72t
< 2V2nd, Ze 1l = 2v/2m 0’[ S <e T <e ™l (E18)
7

Here we use the triangle inequality and |cos(27tp)| < 1 to obtain the first inequality. The second inequality is obtained by

a 25212 > 2525
Z e—27t ;] < Z e—27t 77, (E19)
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The third inequality is obtained using 1 — efZﬂzﬁg > e,@; for 5% >t>1,and 2V 27txe7("271)x2 < 1forany x € R™. The
last inequality holds because 5’% > t. The first part of Proposition E.1 follows from Eqs. (E14), (E15), (E18) and

1 ot Lot 1 +
We now prove the second part of Proposition E.1. By Eqs.(E10) and (E11),

omp=1_1q ] ) s
@) =@l = L (exp (U545 ) ewp (-0 ) )

j=2t+1
2me—l g e—(2t+1) 1

SZ.Z exp< ) 2 2 e/ =2 1_9—1§F' (E21)
j=2t+1 j=2t+1

The first inequality here is obtained using y; € [0, 1); the second inequality is obtained using

2me—1_1 5 00
Y exp (—2]@2> < Y exp( Zt;“;]) (E22)

j=2t+1 j=2t+1

and 0'[ < t. The last inequality is valid for any t € Z™*. O

Proposition E.2. Lett € Z*,x € [0,t] and P(x/¢) :=1—x/{+ x%/ (2. Then, for any £ > 4!,

’e*x - Pf(x/e)‘ <1/4", (E23)
Proof. Note that
e ¥ = ( —x/f) [P(x/0) + E(x/0)]", E(x/f):=Y (;3 (x/0)". (E24)
n>3 :
Using binomial expansion
14
= P! (x/0) + ; (ﬁ) P (x/0)E" (x /). (E25)
Therefore,
‘ —pt x/e ( ) (x/0)|""|E(x/0)|" Z( )|P (x/0)|""|E(x/0)]", (E26)

where, in the last inequality, we use P(x/¢) < 1for x/¢ < 1. Let us now find an upper bound for |E(x/¢)|. Using Eq. (E24)
and the triangle inequality,

1

—_

1 1
E(x/0)] < g /0" = (x/e)ﬁ'ngo RS g (/0% < S (x/0), (E27)
the last inequality holds because /¢ /3 < 1 for x/¢ < 1. Using Egs. (E26) and (E27)
{ { 3 4 3n 3 3
N1 o X X X X 1 1
- ¢
X—PWWSZl(n)zn Z (x/ )" 2£2+222n£2n§2£2(1+2£2>§654t‘ (E28)
n= n=1 n=
Here we use x°>// < 1/2 for x € [0,t] and £ > 4. O
Proposition E.3. Letd € [1,00),u € [0,1),m € Z™ and
e N
f@um)= 3y e 27 . (E29)
j:_zm—l
Then
02 p0/2m=1) | )y (E30)

f(&,u,m)
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m) = feven + fodd’ and Eq. (E30)

Proof. Let feven := f(0/2,u/2,m —1) and foqa = f(7/2,(p+1)/2,m —1). Then f (7, ,
(E31)

becomes

feven fodd
feven + fodd

<1/2.

2" 241 pjaw?
(E32)

We show 3 feven = fodd and 3fodd = feven. These two inequalities yield Eq. (E31) which proves Proposition E.3. Notice that

221 @) 2’”’2 Ci-p? 2" 21 ep?
feven = 2 e 2372 e 22 = 2 e 22 4 2 e 202,
j:l =0 j=2
2" 21 gpg? 2 g2 2 @1iw? @i-1-p)?
fodd = 2 e 272 + 2 e 22 = 2 (e 252 +e 252 ) (E33)
i =i
Using these equations
2" 21 (e _ @jp1)? 22 g2 p? _@j-1-p? @1y _pp?
feven — fodd = Z e 22 —e 262 + Z e 262 —e 262 +e 252 —e 22 (E34)
j=0 j=2
2 ) e 21 g @i _ el p? w2
fodd feven = Z 252 —e 252 + Z e 202 — e 252 +e 252 —e 202 (E35)
j=1
The first three terms in the right-hand-side of these equations are non-negative, so we have
_-p? 2
feven - fodd Z —e 252 ’ fodd - feven Z —e 272, (E36)
By these inequalities, Eq. (E32) and Eq. (E33)
_a-p)? _A _ep? _(ap)?
3feven - fodd > 2feven —e 22 >2|e 22 e 272 —e 22 >0, (E37)
_2 _a? _ap)? _2
3fodd — feven > 2foda —€ 22 >2(e 2?2 4e 27 —e 22 >, (E38)
forall & > 1and p € [0,1). These inequalities yield 3 feven > fodd and 3foqd = feven, and hence Eq. (E31) O
Proposition E4. Lett € Z*,|x| <1/2 and
t—1 o 1" 1
2041 _ (-1
Y ap ™, appg = Ot 241 (E39)
Then |arcsin(x) — P(x)| < 1/22+1,
Proof. Using the binomial series of (1 — x2)~1/2,
arcsin(x / )+ / dx DH 20 (E40)
A /1 _ x2 :t 26)”
By this equation and (2¢ — 1)!!/(2¢)!! < 1 we have
4 x2t+1 1
< (E41)

. 20 2t 2
larcsin(x) — P(x \</ dex /dxx Zx _32t+1_22f+1'

where we use |x| < 1/2 and t > 1 in the last two inequalities



73
Appendix F: UDU decomposition

In this appendix, we present a classical algorithm for computing the UDU decomposition of a dense real-symmetric matrix.
The algorithm presented here elucidates our classical UDU-decomposition algorithm for a matrix with a fingerlike sparse
structure. First we describe the UDU matrix decomposition and then present the algorithm for a dense matrix as pseudocode.

In the UDU matrix decomposition, a symmetric matrix A is decomposed into the product of an upper unit-triangular ma-
trix U, a diagonal matrix D and transpose of the upper unit-triangular matrix. The UDU decomposition is closely related to the
LDL decomposition, where a symmetric matrix is decomposed into the product of a lower unit-triangular matrix L, a diagonal
matrix and transpose of the lower unit-triangular matrix. The LDL decomposition algorithm starts from the top-left corner of
the matrix L and proceeds to compute entries of this matrix row by row [68]. The UDU-decomposition algorithm, however,
starts from the top-right corner of U and proceeds to compute its entries column by column.

To elucidate the algorithm, we write the UDU decomposition of a real-symmetric matrix A as

A=UDU' =UV', V:=UD, (F1)
where V is an upper triangular matrix. By definition, the nonzero elements in the i™ row of V are
Vi, iN-1 = Wj,i:N-1 O di:n—1, (F2)
where ® denotes the Hadamard product. By Eq. (F1), elements of the i column in the upper-triangular part of A are
ag:i,i = W0:i,i:N—1 " Vi,i:-N—1- (F3)
This equation along with u;; = 1 and v;; = d; yield

di = i — Wi i {1:N-1 " Vi it1:N—1, (F4)
U1, = [A0:i—1,; — W0:i—1,i+1:N—1" Vi i+1:N—1) /di Vi #0, (F5)

for the diagonal d; and shear elements in the i column of U, respectively.

The procedure of the UDU-decomposition algorithm is as follows. We start from the last column i = N — 1 and proceed to
the first column i = 0. For each index i, first we compute v; ;.n_1, i.e., the nonzero elements in the i row of V by Eq. (F3).
Then we compute the i* diagonal d; of D by Eq. (F4) and the shear elements in the i'™ column of U by Eq. (F5). The inputs,
outputs and explicit procedure of the algorithm is presented in Algorithm 12

Algorithm 12 Classical algorithm for UDU decomposition of a dense real-symmetric matrix

Input:
NeZzZ" > order of a square matrix
A € RNxN > a real-symmetric matrix of order N
Output:
U € RNxN > upper unit-triangular matrix in UDU decomposition of A
d e RN > diagonals of the diagonal matrix D in UDU decomposition of A
1: function UDU(N, A)
2 U+1 > initializes U as identity matrix
3 fori < N—1to0Odo > iterates over columns/rows of A from right/bottom to left/top
4 Viit1:N—1 < Wii41:N—1 O dip1.N-1 > © denotes the Hadamard product
5: di <= @jj = Wi i1 1:N-1 " Viji+1:N-1
6 if i > 0 then
7: U1, = [a0:—1,7 — W0s—1,i4+1:N—1 " Viji+1:N—1] /d;
8: return {d, U}
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