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We propose a quantum algorithm for simulating dissipative waves in inhomogeneous linear media as a boundary-
value problem. Using the so-called quantum singular value transformation (QSVT), we construct a quantum circuit
that models the propagation of electromagnetic waves in a one-dimensional system with outgoing boundary condi-
tions. The corresponding measurement procedure is also discussed. Limitations of the QSVT algorithm are identified
in connection with the large condition numbers that the dispersion matrices exhibit at weak dissipation.

I. INTRODUCTION

First-principle (‘full-wave’) modeling of linear waves in
inhomogeneous linear media is important for various appli-
cations, for example, plasma heating in fusion research.1—3
However, it can be computationally expensive, especially for
waves with wavelengths that are orders magnitude smaller
than the characteristic inhomogeneity scales. Such simula-
tions can be facilitated by quantum computing (QC).

Quantum algorithms have been proposed for initial-value
problems that involve purely Hermitian interactions, such
as the propagation of electromagnetic (EM) waves in cold
magnetized plasma* and also Landau damping of kinetic
plasma waves.2 However, practical applications are usually
concerned with dissipative waves and are set up as boundary-
value problems, also called antenna problems. The corre-
sponding codes (Refs. [6-18, to name a few) are often used to
model EM waves in fusion plasmas.2-1! After discretization,
such problems can be represented as linear vector equations
of the form

Ay =b, (1)

where A of size N x N is generally a non-Hermitian invertible
matrix, b is a given vector, and the vector y represents the
field(s) of interest.12

The first quantum method to solve Eq. (), the so-called
HHL algorithm, was presented in Ref. . This method was
developed further in Refs. [14 and[15, where its scaling with
the condition number k of the matrix A and the absolute er-
ror has been improved. A thorough analysis of the HHL al-
gorithm in application to EM classical-wave problems was
given in Ref. It was demonstrated there that the time
necessary for a single run of the corresponding HHL circuit
to achieve quantum advantage is comparable with the age
of the Universe (even without taking into account the costs
of encoding the matrix A into a quantum circuit). Hence, a
concern has emerged to what extent quantum algorithms are
actually applicable to boundary-value wave problems.

Here, we address this matter by developing a different ap-
proach to solving Eq. (I) on a quantum computer, namely,
by using so-called quantum signal processing (QSP). Al-
though originally developed'”® for Hermitian matrices, the

QSP has been recently extended to general matrices us-
ing the quantum singular value transformation (QSVT).12:2
The QSVT provides a near-optimal dependence of the query
complexity (the number of calls to the subcircuit encoding A)
on both the condition number and the error, so it is consid-
ered as a promising algorithm for solving linear equations.
We apply the QSVT to a boundary-value wave problem for
the first time.

We consider an EM wave propagating in an inhomoge-
neous one-dimensional dielectric medium with a source and
outgoing boundary conditions. In the first part of our work,
we construct a quantum circuit for the corresponding ma-
trix A using the QSVT, emulate quantum simulations on a
classical computer, and benchmark our results against those
of conventional classical simulations. The second part of the
work is concerned with extracting classical information from
quantum circuits using measurements. In general, this step
is computationally expensive, so including it is necessary
when assessing the efficiency of quantum simulations®!. We
discuss how to perform relevant measurements in the wave
problem and estimate the necessary resources. Our finding
is that even with the measurement costs included, the over-
all quantum simulations of dissipative waves based on the
QSVT scale favorably compared to classical simulations in
multi-dimensional systems. We expect the gain to be partic-
ularly efficient in kinetic plasma problems, where the wave
modeling is done in phase space with six or even more di-
mensions.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [l we briefly
describe the QSVT algorithm and the corresponding circuit.
The QSVT scaling and its comparison with classical meth-
ods are discussed in Sec.[IIl In Sec.[[V] we outline our one-
dimensional wave system and describe its discretization. The
encoding of the system into a quantum circuit is discussed in
detail in Sec. [Vl The classical modeling of the system and
its quantum simulation on a digital emulator of quantum cir-
cuits are compared in Sec.[VIl There, we explore circuits for
basic measurements of the wave-number spectrum and the
wave energy. Besides, an algorithm is proposed to measure
wave absorption power, where the QSVT is used for both EM
field computations and emulation of the electrical conductiv-
ity. The efficiency of the QSVT algorithm for simulations


http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.09113v1
mailto:inovikau@pppl.gov

of classical waves and the related challenges that remain are
discussed in Sec. [VIIl Auxiliary information and technical
details are also discussed in appendices[Aland[Bl

II. QUANTUM SINGULAR VALUE TRANSFORMATION
A. General idea

One of the ways to solve Eq. (@) is by calculating the in-
verse of the matrix A. The polynomial approximation Py, (A)
of this function with a Hermitian A can be found on a quan-
tum computer by using the QSP1"18 To compute P, (A)
of a non-Hermitian A, one can dilate the matrix to make
it the Hermitian one and then use the QSP. Another possi-
bility, which does not require the dilation, is to apply the
QSVT.12:20 The idea of this approach is based on a general-
ization of the classical singular value transformation

A=ULSU;, 2

where S = diag(sy,...,sy) is a diagonal N x N matrix with
real nonnegative (or strictly positive, if A is invertible) di-
agonal elements s; called singular values of A; also, Uy, and
Ur are complex unitary matrices. The QSVT operates with a
matrix polynomial

Pysvi(A) = ULp(S)Uy, 3)

where p(S) = diag(p(s1),...,p(sy)), and p(s;) is a complex
polynomial of a scalar s;. In particular, let us consider the
case when Py is a polynomial approximation of some given
function f. If A is Hermitian, then Uy = Ug and, clearly,
Pysvi(A) = P¢(A). If A is not Hermitian, then Pyq(A) gener-
ally does not coincide with Py(A), but it still can be used to
approximate Py(A) if f is the inverse function. This is seen
as follows.

First, note that the QSVT allows one to find the Moore—
Penrose pseudoinverse A™ (which must not be confused with
the Hermitian adjoint A"). From the definition of A*, and
assuming that A¥A is invertible, one has AT = (ATA)~1AT,
so, by Eq. @), one finds

AT =UrST'U;. 4)

Now, let us consider Pysy specifically with p(s) ~ s~ where
the symbol ~ denotes a polynomial approximation. By

Eq. (@), one has quvt(AT) = URS’IULT, and by comparing
this with Eq. (@), one finds that A* = quvt(AT). If the matrix
A is invertible, then AT = A~! and therefore one has

Ail :quvt(AT)' (5)

This shows that A~! can be approximated with a QSVT poly-

nomial constructed for p(s) ~ s~ 1.

B. Block encoding

Because a quantum circuit can implement only unitary op-
erations, to decompose a matrix polynomial of a given non-
unitary matrix A, one first needs to encode it as a subblock

of an auxiliary unitary Uy. This procedure is called block
encoding and involves introducing additional ancilla qubits.
Specifically, Uy acts as A when the ancillae are in the zero
state, |0}, so Uy has a form

Up— ({‘ ) (®)

For this, A must be normalized such that G||A||max < 1, where

[1A]lmax = max 3 /41 ™)
J

and ¢ is related to the matrix sparsity as detailed in Sec.[V.Cl
(We define the sparsity as the number of nonzero matrix el-
ements in a row maximized over all rows.) Otherwise, A
should be renormalized as follows:

A=A/ ([|Allmaxg) - (8)

C. Polynomials via matrix rotations

The sets of right and left singular vectors u, and u;, which
are columns of the matrices Uy and Ug, correspondingly,
form two orthogonal sets. Any other vector can be repre-
sented as a linear superposition of the vectors from one of
these sets. Therefore, to construct Uy, it is sufficient to define
the action of this operator on the vectors u, and u;. Assum-
ing that u, and 1; are associated with a given singular value
s, one obtains from Eq. (2)) that

Ua |0), |tr) = 510}, lur) + V1 =52 L), (9a)
UL 0), lur) = 510, [us) +/1—s2|L,),  (9b)

where | L;) and | L,) are vectors orthogonal to the subspace
that corresponds to the ancillae a being in the zero state. Us-

ing that U;UA = 1, one obtains

UA|J_r>= V 1—s2|0>a|u1>—s|J_l>, (10a)
Ul L)y = V1 —52]0), |u,) —s|L,). (10b)

The above equations indicate that U4 maps the Hilbert space
spanned by |0),|u,) and |L,) to the space spanned by
|0), |u;) and | L;). Likewise, UX maps |0),, [u;) and | L;) back
to |0), |u,) and |L,). Note that all these spaces remain in-
variant under the action of the projector IT:

10
n_<0 0). (11)

This property also extends to any function of T1. In particular,
the reflector Z = 2IT— 1 maps [0),, |u,;) to |0), [u,), and
‘J—r,l> to — ]J_,7,>. By using the reflector, one can compose
an elementary block of the QSVT circuit:

W = Uj d®2y, el 9%, (12)

where ¢, and ¢, are real scalars that can be understood as
rotation angles. A sequence of copies of this operator creates
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FIG. 1: A schematic of the QSVT circuit encoding a matrix real polynomial of order Npo1, where N,op is odd, by using
Npo1 + 1 angles. For encoding a polynomial with even Ny, the gates in the dashed box should be removed. The gates
denoted as ¢ represent the controlled rotations exp(i¢;Zr) shown in Fig.[2l The upper (lower) qubit is the most (least)
significant one.
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FIG. 2: The circuit of the controlled rotation exp(i¢Zpy).
Here, R;(2¢) = exp(—i¢Z), as in Eq. (AId). The empty
circles, called here zero-control nodes, activate the X gates
if the qubit a is in the zero state.

a complex polynomial Pys(A) of definite parity. An odd
polynomial of A with a degree not exceeding Ny, can be

calculated as'?

. . (Np0171>/2
Poi(A) = (0], | €21U4 " T Gi |10),4:
k=1
(13)

where

Gy = UZei‘PZ"ZH Uype' 9212 (14)

The polynomial Py is defined up to a global phase and
requires Npo + 1 classically precalculated angles ¢; as ex-
plained in Sec. In the spaces defined by Egs. (9a)-(10b)
and spanned by |0), |u,) and |L,), as well as |0),|u;) and
| L;), the matrix polynomial becomes the scalar polynomial
p(s) of a real argument s. We are interested only in real
polynomials, Re p(s), whose circuit representation is shown
in Fig.[[l (Real polynomials have only real coefficients, but
maps complex domains into complex images.) The ancilla
register a is used to construct the block-encoding oracle Uy,
and the ancilla qubit g is used to construct the controlled
rotations exp(ig;Zr) (Fig. B). The QSVT can be used to
solve Eq. (I in that it computes |Wour) = [0), . |¥x) +|-..)
for given |b) as

ei‘Pglob

A7 D).
Bschsvt | >

lyy) = (15)

The QSVT circuit returns |y ) in the input register when the
ancilla registers a and ¢ are output in the zero state. The
rescaling by the condition number Kgsy¢ and the additional
factor By ensures that [|y|| < 1, and @gop is an arbitrary
global angle. Equation (I3) indicates that measurements of
the state | yy) have the success probability &'(1/ Kgsvt).

Note that we distinguish the actual condition number k of
the matrix A and the condition number Kgsy¢ that is used as a

parameter in the calculation of the QSVT angles as explained
below. Throughout this paper, x is defined as the ratio of the
maximum and minimum singular values. The QSVT algo-
rithm properly approximates A~ ! if Kgsvt 2 K.

For more details about the QSVT, see, for example, the
recent overview in Ref.[22.

D. Computation of QSVT angles

To compute the angles ¢ necessary for the construction
of the QSVT circuit, one compares the polynomials Py(s)
and p(s). The polynomial Ps(s) can be taken as a sum of
Chebyschev polynomials:

Ne
Pi(s) =Y cxTils). (16)
k=0

The choice is justified in that the Chebyshev approximation
is close to the minimax polynomial, 23 which is the best pos-
sible polynomial approximation but requires the application
of the Remez algorithm?# that can be computationally expen-
sive. The coefficients c;, however, can be computed with-
out involving the Remez algorithm, specifically, using the
Fourier series

2N, -1

~ 2280 S (Ccos(in/Ng)) e
=0

“= TN,

A7)

where the number of points N, should be not less than N. In
our work, we used both algorithms, specifically, the numer-
ical implementation of the Remez algorithm as presented in
Ref. |25 and also our GPU-parallelized version of the Fourier
approach.2

The polynomial p(s) can also be represented as a lin-
ear combination of Chebyschev polynomials with coeffi-
cients depending on ¢. The general algorithm to com-
pute ¢ involves comparing the polynomial coefficients in
p(s) and Py(s). Usually, this requires arbitrary-precision
arithmetic.2%28 In this work, however, ¢ are computed by
minimizing the difference between p(s) and Py(s) as pro-
posed in Refs. and 29. This algorithm works with the
standard double-precision arithmetic.

To compute the polynomial for the inverse function s~!,
one considers the interval s € [—1,—1/Kgsv] U [1/Kgsv, 1]
and approximates the original function by an auxiliary one
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FIG. 3: (a): Query complexity, Nqueries, versus the QSVT
approximation error, &gsyt € [10’3, ... 10’12], for various

Kgsvt- (b): K versus the number of spatial points, Ny, for the
system described in Sec. [V B

that coincides with s~! at the chosen interval and is analytic
within [—1/Kgsvt, 1 /Kgsvi]. For instance, one can take3?

1 — e (SSK'qu)z

f(s) = (18)

s
Then, one can use an odd polynomial to approximate f(s)
with some absolute approximation error €gsy:

|f(s) = Pr(s)] < &gsut- (19)

Our calculations show that the polynomial approximation of
s~ ! using the Remez algorithm works efficiently for small
condition numbers (Kgsve < 200) and, generally, results in a
smaller number of terms in Py (s) than the Fourier approach.
For larger Kysvt, we use the Fourier approach since the Re-
mez algorithm fails to deliver the coefficients of higher-order
polynomials within a reasonable time. (Further optimization
of the Remez algorithm, including its parallelization, might
be possible but is not considered in this work.) In both cases,

though, the number of terms in Pr(x) grows linearly with

Kgsvt and logarithmically with 8q§$t~

I1l. SCALING
A. General scaling of the QSVT

Here, we consider the scaling of the QSVT algorithm and
compare it with classical methods for the matrix inversion.
Because it is difficult to thoroughly analyze how precondi-
tioning scales with the system size,2! we consider only a
conservative scaling of the problem without precondition-
ing. However, even in this case, a polynomial speedup of the
quantum method is possible for high-dimensional problems.

According to Ref. 20, the query complexity of the QSVT
algorithm scales as &' (kIn(k /&), as also validated by nu-
merical simulations (Fig.[3). Here, we assume that the QSVT
angles are computed using the parameter Kysve close to the

4

matrix condition number, kysv¢ ~ k. During each query, the
QSVT circuit addresses the block-encoding oracle, which
scales as €(gIn(N)), where N is the size of the encoded ma-
trix A, and ¢ is the matrix sparsity. According to Eq. (I3)),
the probability of the zero-ancilla state after inverting a given
matrix using the QSVT is &'(1/x?). Therefore, subsequent
amplitude estimation, which includes amplitude amplifica-
tion as a subroutine, requires &' (k) repetitions of the original
QSVT procedure to achieve the probability > 0.5. Thus, the
algorithm complexity is

ﬁ(Kzgln(N)ln(SKt)>, (20)
qsv

assuming that the initialization of the starting quantum state
is trivial, which is true in our case as explained in Sec.

B. Scaling of the algorithm for modeling classical waves

In this paper, we are focusing on modeling wave dynamics
and consider measurements relevant to this problem. Usu-
ally, in such problems, the spatial distribution of the corre-
sponding fields is discretized by a finite-difference scheme
or a finite-element method (FEM) over a grid with N2 points
(assuming the resolution is the same along all axes), where
D is the number of spatial dimensions, and Ny is the number
of points in the spatial grid along a single axis. This distribu-
tion is then encoded into N, XD Nselgs complex amplitudes of the
state-vector elements (Sec. [V)), where Npegs is the number of
simulated variables (we assume Nfeigs = 1).

If one measures, for example, the wave-number spectrum
in a spatial domain with Ny points by applying the quan-
tum Fourier transform, one first needs to obtain the state
projection where this spatial domain is encoded. The prob-
ability of this state equals the probability to extract N, el-
ements from the set with NP elements (assuming that the
field amplitudes are comparable at all N° spatial points),
so it scales as 1/NP~!. To increase this probability, the
amplitude-amplification technique should be used, which in-

volves @'(v/NP~1) repetitions of the whole QSVT circuit.
Hence, the whole algorithm scales as

ﬁ(\/Nflrczgln(Nf)ln(SK )) @1)
qsvt

To eliminate the factor \/ Nf ~! from the above equation,
one can dilate the system by adding 7eopies > 1 copies, de-
noted as Fj, of the field amplitudes Fj, at each position jo
within the spatial domain of interest to the original state vec-
tor. Correspondingly, it is necessary to supplement the orig-
inal system of equations (as the one presented in Egs. (36)
and (38)) by Neopies copies of the equation Fj — Fj; = 0
for N, positions jo. By adding Neopies = Tcopies/NVx addi-
tional equations, one increases the desired probability up to
(1 4+ Neopies) Ny L. If Neopies ~ O(NP~1) (in other words, if
one doubles the size of the original matrix A, NP — 2NP),
then the probability becomes ¢/(1) and the scaling (1)) turns




into

ﬁ(Kzgln(Nf)ln(SKt)) (22)
qsvi

However, by adding 7copiesNx €quations we also increase the
number of operations in the block-encoding oracle as

0 (¢In(NP)) — 0 (¢In(2ND)). (23)

Furthermore, the condition number of the dilated system in-
creases as well. According to Theorem 3.1 in Ref. |§l|, the
condition number of FEM matrices scales as & (Nfzu/uD) for
Neat = NXD . For instance, the condition number of our one-
dimensional system described in Sec.[[V Blscales even better,
as 0(Ny), according to the numerical results shown in Fig.[3l
Thus, by doubling the matrix size, we change the condition
number scaling as &(N2) — €(2%/PN?). As a result, one
obtains the following scaling of the QSVT for the dilated
matrix:

Vi 24/DN4 1 D g N)%
Yen(2N?) |5 In2+1n o

eqsvt

C. Comparison with classical iterative methods

The QSVT can be compared with the best-known
conjugate-gradient-based classical iterative methods for the
inversion of sparse matrices. These methods?2, such as
BiCGSTAB233, GMRES?** and TFQMR32, which work with
non-symmetric matrices, generally require preconditioning
to converge. Here, we assume that they scale at least as the
conjugate gradient method (which works only with symmet-
ric matrices). As shown in Ref. @, the number of iterations
in this algorithm scales as &'(x1n(1/&gsv)), and each iter-
ation, where the sparse matrix-vector multiplication is the
main operation, scales as &(gN?). Thus, the scaling of the
classical iterative method is

0 (GNPx1In(1/€gen)) - (25)

Here, we take the resulting absolute error in the classically
calculated signal to be &gsy. Taking into account the de-
pendence of the condition number on the matrix size, Kk ~
O (N?), the classical scaling becomes

0 (GNP 1n(1/egen) ) - (26)

By comparing Egs. 24) and 26), one can see that the QSVT
becomes more efficient than the classical methods in high-
dimensional problems, namely, those with D > 3. Exam-
ples of such (linear) problems include modeling of the wave
propagation in plasma that is described hydrodynamically in
three spatial dimensions or kinetically in six phase-space di-
mensions.

The QSVT scaling may be improved by reducing the con-
dition number by means of preconditioning like that de-
scribed in Ref. 37. We also stress that the QSVT algo-
rithm currently has a bottleneck in that there are no opti-
mized methods for calculating the rotation angles ¢y (used

in Eq. (13)) for large condition numbers. The latter problem
is solved for our one-dimensional system, where x ~ 500,
by using the GPU-parallelized Fourier approach described
in Sec. For more complex problems, one may have to
consider the method for computing ¢ that was proposed in
Ref.[30.

IV. THEORETICAL MODEL
A. Problem specification

We consider EM waves in a linear medium with a dielec-
tric permittivity €. For simplicity, we assume the magnetic
permittivity equal to unity as is the case, for example, in
classical plasmas. Then, Maxwell’s equations governing the
waves can be written as

e, E=V x B,
OB=-VxE,

(27a)
(27b)

assuming units such that the speed of light equals unity. We
consider the simplest model that allows investigating various
measurement techniques of the wave spectrum and wave en-
ergy. Specifically, € will be assumed a piecewise-constant
function of the spatial coordinates, and we will be interested
in modeling the wave propagation across discontinuities of
this function. In the absence of surface current and charge
densities, the following boundary conditions are satisfied on
each discontinuity of &:

E;,—E;; =0, (28a)
By, —By; =0, (28b)
gE;,—¢eEy,=0, (28¢)
B;, — By, =0, (28d)

where E; and B; are the fields tangent to the interface, E,
and B, are the fields normal to the interface.

We consider a one-dimensional problem where waves
propagate along the x axis. The magnetic and electric fields
are polarized along the z and y axes, respectively. Hence,
Egs. (27) can be expressed in a simple form:

Sa,E = _axB,
a[B = _axE,

(29a)
(29b)
where we omit the subindices y and z in E), and B,. Also, we

introduce the spatial coordinate r, that changes from 0 to 1
and is defined as

ry = x/ max(|x]). (30)

We assume a discontinuity of € at ryj = 1/2, so that we
have Njayers = 2 dielectric layers of different permittivities:

e = { 807 rx<rx,int7 (31)

€1, I'x > Iyint-

A monochromatic source Q = Qpexp(iwr) of the fre-
quency @ and amplitude Qg is placed at r, = 1. The cor-
responding boundary-value problem, where we take E,B ~



FIG. 4: The spatial domain is discretized with two
staggered grids. Each grid has N, points, and the spatial step
h is defined in Eq. (37). The magnetic field is defined on the

upper grid shifted by 4 to the right from the lower grid, on
which the electric field is defined. The source Q is placed at
the right boundary of the lower grid. The outgoing
boundary conditions (33)) on E and B are calculated in the
middle of the leftmost cell of the lower grid and of the
rightmost cell of the upper grid, respectively.

exp(iot), results in the following equations:

iwe E(x) 4+ d:B(x) =0,
i0B(x) 4+ dE(x) =0,

(32a)
(32b)

with outgoing boundary conditions at r, = 0 and r, = 1:

(io — ax)E\rX:O =0, (33a)
(io+ ax)B\rX:1 = Qy, (33b)
and
E(r x!im)‘layer 0 =Er x!im)‘layer 1 (34a)
B(rint) | ayer 0 = B(xint) | ayer 1 (34b)

with L = [0, 1]. (Here, the square brackets [ijef;, irigh¢] indicate
a set of all integers from ijef; tO irjgh¢, including ijef; and irgns.
To denote the same set but excluding irgp, We use the paren-
thesis as in [fef, iright). The same notation will also be used
to indicate open, (Xief,Xright), and closed, [Xieft, Xright), con-
tinuous intervals with some rational numbers xjefc and Xrigne.)
Note that the system is not conservative in that the wave en-
ergy is lost through radiation on the left and right boundaries
and replenished by the source Q. In the left half of the spatial
domain, where ry < ry iy, the EM field is a left-propagating
wave. In the right half, the reflection at the interface between
the dielectric layers results in the interference of left- and
right-propagating waves and in the formation of a standing
wave. Also, the wave propagating within the layer with the
permittivity € has a wave number equal to

k= Vew. (35)

Below, we show how to develop a QSVT algorithm for
this boundary-value problem and perform quantum measure-
ments in the corresponding circuit to infer information about
the spatial spectrum and the wave energy.

B. Discretization

We discretize Egs. (32) using the central finite difference
scheme as shown in Fig. [l Separate staggered grids, each

having N, = 2™ points, are used for £ and B, and each di-
electric layer contains M, = 2"=~! spatial points. At the bulk
spatial points, the discretized Eq. (32a) is

iCOELEj-i-G(Bj—ijl):O, (36)

where j = (ML + k) with k = [1,M,) for L =0 and k =
[0,M,) for L = 1. Also, 6 = (2h)~', where 24 is the spatial
cell size:

2h=x]'+1 —Xj, (37)
for all j. The discretized Eq. (32B) is
i0Bj+0(Ej —E)=0, j=[0,N—2].  (38)

The EM fields satisfy the outgoing boundary conditions (33)
expressed as

N+Eo+n-E1 =0, (392)
N-By,—> +NyBy.—1 = Qo, (39b)
n_=io—h!, (39¢)
Ny =io+h". (39d)

Equations (38) and (38) with the boundary conditions (39)
can be represented as a set of linear equations (1)) where the
vector Y stores Nyyrs = 2 variables, E and B:
_ [Ej, d=0, 40)
Van,+j = Bj, d:L
with j = [0, Ny). The right-hand-side vector b in Eq. (1) has
dimension Ny,rs Ny and encodes the source with the amplitude
QO =1:
1, (dNx+j)=2Ny—1,
b P= 41
Nt {0, otherwise, @1
with j =[0,N,) and d = [0, 1]. The NyarsNy X Nyars Ny matrix
A is represented as a sum of two matrices:

A = Abulk y pedze (42)
with
(-)lo, j=k+N,—I, k=][1,N,),
(=D)*e, j=k—Nc+I,
k= [N¢,2N,),
AE=L e ok k=N @
iwe,, j=k, k#0,
k = [M(L,M,(L+1)— 1],
0, otherwise,
and
Ny, j=k k=0and2N,—1,
A= jjt:;\/—z @

0, otherwise,

where L= 0,1], /=0, 1], and k is the row index. The matrix
APUK contains information about the system evolution in the
bulk spatial points. The matrix A%4® describes the boundary
conditions.



V. ENCODING OF THE CLASSICAL SYSTEM INTO A
QUANTUM CIRCUIT

Various formulations suitable for the QC of Maxwell’s
equations were proposed in Refs. 137-141, which considered
analytical descriptions and the algorithm complexity but not
actual circuits. Below, we show for the first time how to con-
struct quantum circuits for this problem explicitly.

A. Input registers

To map the problem on a quantum circuit, we introduce
two input registers. The first one, r;, consists of one qubit
and encodes the variable index: [0), for the electric field
and |1) », for the magnetic field. The second register, r;, con-
tains n, = log, N, qubits and encodes the coordinate index
on the spatial grid. The state amplitude corresponds to the
field magnitude at a given spatial point. For instance, the
amplitude of the state [1), |J) ; Stores the magnitude of the
magnetic field at x;, where x; is taken on the upper spatial
grid in Fig. @l All indices are numbered from 0.

B. Initialization

To solve Eq. () with the matrix (2) and the source (@I
using the QSVT, one needs to block-encode the matrix A into
the unitary Uy (Eq. (@) and encode the vector b as the initial
state, denoted as |b). At the beginning, all qubits are ini-
tialized in the zero state. Using the registers r; and 7y, the
right-hand-side vector can be encoded as

Ny—1

b= Y (410),, 1), +e” 1), K),) - @5)
k=0

(E.B)

The coefficients oy are determined from Eq. (&I),

whence a,gm = 0 for all k and a,gm = 5k,N,wl- Because the
bit string encoding the number N, — 1 consists only of units,
the state |b) can be initialized by applying the X gate to each
qubit in the register r;. Also, the X gate is applied to the
qubit r;. Importantly, the depth of the corresponding initial-
ization circuit, henceforth denoted ‘INIT’, does not depend
on N,.

C. Block encoding of a non-Hermitian matrix

To block-encode the matrix A, one should normalize it first
according to Eq. (8). Here, we normalize A in the following
way:

A= A/ (d7]|A]]max) - (46)

The origin of the factor dy = 2, where dlz_l is close to the
actual sparsity of A, is explained in Sec.[VEl

To block-encode a non-Hermitian matrix, one usually ex-
tends it first to a Hermitian one:13:37:42

0 A
Aexi = < At O>. @7)

After that, one can use the standard state-preparation
techniquef—*’ﬁ to block-encode Aqy;, Where the oracle Uy is
represented through unitary operators Of, Og, Op:

Us = 0,040y OF. (48)

The circuit implementing U4 operates with ‘input’ qubit reg-
isters (in our case, registers r; and r,) that contain initial and
final (output) data, and also ancilla registers that are initial-
ized in the zero states and used for intermediate computa-
tions. The operator Of reads a row index from the input
registers, calculates the column indices of all nonzero ele-
ments of Ay at the given row and writes the computed in-
dices into the ancillae. The operator Oy computes the values
of these nonzero elements and encodes them into the ampli-
tudes of the ancilla-qubits’ states. The operator Oy, transfers
the computed column indices to the input registers so that
Uy could return the indices as an output. After that, O; un-
computes (sets back to zero) the used ancilla registers for the
state encoding the matrix nonzero elements.

In our implementation, we amend the above technique. In
order to shorten the circuit for Uy, we avoid extending A to a
Hermitian matrix. Instead, we split Of into two oracles Opyk
and OF, , and the adjoint O; is replaced with the product of

edge’
Opyy and OB, . The index F in Of,,

edge- stands for ‘forward’,
stands for ’backward’. The pair

. RN B
and the index 'B’ in Oedge

F B
of oracles Oedge and Oedge

ments N+ in Eq. (@4). The oracles Opy and OEulk encode
the positions of the matrix elements in Eq. @3). Hence, the
decomposition (@8) is replaced with

encodes the locations of the ele-

U = Ozulkogdge OnOn OSdge Obulk- (49)
Note that for a Hermitian A, one has OEdge = (Oenge)T, but

generally this is not the case (Sec. [VE). The decomposi-
tion (@9) eliminates the need for the supplemental ancilla
used for the extension (@7)), and one can also avoid additional
gates needed for the block-encoding of A" in Eq. @Z). The
circuit for Uy is shown in Fig.[5l To describe the action of
each operator in the above product, we need to consider the
ancilla qubits used in the intermediate computations.

D. Ancilla qubits

The matrix A of size 2N, x 2N, can be separated into four
blocks of size N, x N, each. We introduce the ancilla qubit
ay to address the first N, columns of A when this qubit is in
the zero state and to the last V, columns when it is in the unit
state. The input register r; described in Sec.[VAlis used to
address the first N, matrix rows when it is in the state |O)rd
and the last N, rows when it is in the state |1), . Hence, any

,
block can be addressed by using just the qubitsd ag and ry.
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FIG. 5: The circuit implementing the oracle Uy described in Eq. 9). The circuit for the operator Oy is shown in Fig.
The decrementor (Dec) and incrementor (Inc) are described in Eqs. (34)), and their circuits can be found in Ref. 4. The
ancillae a4, a; and a, are initialized in the zero state and described in Sec.

Another ancilla, denoted a,, is used to store the values of
the matrix nonzero elements as explained in Sec.[VH

An additional qubit, a;, encodes the relative positions of
matrix elements with respect to the diagonal within each
block. The zero state of the qubit a; indicates a matrix el-
ement on the diagonal of a given block. (The position of the
block itself in the matrix A is encoded by the qubits a; and
rq as described above.) Having a; in the unit state encodes
different information depending on the state of a,4. If a; is in
the zero state, then |1),, = indicates the matrix element shifted
by one cell to the right from the block diagonal. If a4 is in
the unit state, then |1)aj indicates the element shifted by one
cell to the left:

|0), (50a)

i =i +1,

ie=i—1,

—i.=1
j C ry

if ay is in state |0),, ,

50b
if aq is in state |1),, , 0

where i.,i, = [0,...Ny) are the column and row indices, re-
spectively, of a matrix element within a given block.

The dependence on a, is due to the fact that in the up-
per and lower left blocks (corresponding to a;’s being in the
zero state), the matrix (2)) has nonzero elements only on the
block diagonals and in cells shifted by one cell to the right
from the diagonals. In the upper and lower right blocks (cor-
responding to a;’s being in the unit state), we work only with
block-diagonal elements and elements shifted by one cell to
the left.
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FIG. 6: The circuit implementing the operator Oy. The
subcircuits are described in Fig.[7l The rotation angles 6+,
are computed using Egs. (A6).

E. Matrix structure

To explain the action of Uy given by Eq. (@9, let us first
ignore the effect of Oy and consider an auxiliary operator

Os = Ozulkogdge Om Ogdge Ovulk, (G2))

The purpose of introducing this auxiliary operator is to ex-
plain the appearance of the factor d%, in Eq. (@6), which is
determined by the matrices entering (3I) but not Op.

The operators Opyx and OSdge (Fig. B) encode the col-
umn indices of nonzero elements to a linear superposition
of states of the ancillae a; and a; using a given row index
from the registers r; and r,. For instance, for the matrix row
with the index k = 1 (the second top matrix row encoded as

0),, |1>rj), one has

—1/2
Onuik[0),,10),,,10).., 11),, = (10}, [0}, (52)
+dyy 10y, 1) g, Tdp' 11)4,11)4,)10),, 1), - (53)

Here, the first term in parenthesis encodes the position of
the element i®gy on the main matrix diagonal in Eq. (3) in
the row with kK = 1. The second and third terms encode the
positions of the elements (—1)'c in Eq. (@3) at k = 1. Thus,
the column indices are written to the states of the qubits ay
and a;. The various orders of the factor dy introduced in
Eq. (@8) appear here due to the action of Hadamard gates,
because each Hadamard gate modifies the state probability
by 2-1/2

As mentioned in Sec.[V.( the oracle U, returns the state
encoding matrix column indices. To transfer the column in-
dices saved in the ancillae ay and a; to the input registers r4
and r;, we use the operator Oy, where the decrementor and
incrementor (‘Dec’ and ‘Inc’ gates in Fig. [3) map the rel-
ative positions (encoded into the ancilla a;) to the absolute
column indices and write them to the input register r;. These
operators act on a given state |k) in the following way:

Inclk) = [k+1),
Declk) = |k — 1),

(54a)
(54b)

and they are controlled by the ancillae a; and a, (as shown
in Fig. B) to correctly perform the mapping described in
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FIG. 7: The subcircuits of the circuit for Oy shown in Fig.[6l The operator R, is described in Eq. (A4)). The corresponding
rotation angles are computed using Eqs. (AG).

Eq. (30). Apart from that, Oy transfers the absolute col-
umn indices stored in the ancilla a, to the input qubit 7, by
swapping these qubits.

is close to O . but the control nodes

e edge’
of the Hadamard gates in 021 . are adjusted in such a way
that the operator Oy returns the correct column indices of the
clement 1 in Eq. @4). The oracle Q]egdge is found ad hoc
specifically to encode the non-Hermitian matrix (@2).

The oracle O3,

To describe the oracle Op, note first that Og does not only
encode the column indices into r; and r; but also modi-
fies the amplitudes of the corresponding quantum states as
demonstrated in Eq. (32). Specifically,

rj

<kb‘|rj <dL‘|rd OS |dr>rd |kr>

dy', dy=dc, ky =ke, | =[2,2N,— 3],
d?, de=de, k= ke,

[ =[0,1JU[2N, —2,2N, — 1],
dy?, dp#de, ke = ke, | = [0]U[2N, — 1],
dy?, dy=de, ke —k;| =1, 1=[0]U]2N, — 1],
dy?, dy #de, ke = ky, ke = [1,Ny—2],
dy?, de=d 41, ke =k, — 1, ke = [0,N, — 2],
dp?, de=dy—1, ke =k +1, ke = [1,Ny),

(35)

where [ = d, N, +k, = [0,2Ny), d» = [0, 1], k, = [0,Ny), and
the ancillae a4 and a; are assumed to be returned in the zero
states. The oracle Oy must take into account the values from
Eq. (33) and output the correct amplitudes Ay ; from Eqs. @3))

and (@4).

F. Operator Ogy

The operator Oy encodes the values Ay; into the state am-
plitudes of the qubit a,. This is done by applying the rotation
gates described in Appendix [A]l The corresponding rotation
angles are computed by taking into account the target values
from Eq. (@2)), denoted vges, and the multiplication factors
from Eq. (33), denoted c,, that appear due to the action of
the operator Og. For instance, the value vq4es can be encoded
in the state amplitude by using the standard gate R,(0) acting
on the zero state of the qubit a,:

Ru(0) (cal0), |--)+-..)

- (56)

= (cqcos(68/2)[0), —icgsin(6/2)[1), )]...)+...,
where |...) denotes states of other ancillae. The target value
Vdes can be encoded to the amplitude of either the zero state
|0),, or the unit state [1), . Since some of the values from
Eq. @2) are purely imaginary, we choose the unit state to
StOre Ves, SO Vdes = —icy8in(6/2). This requires the follow-
ing angle:

0 = 2arcsin (—1y|ves|/ca), (57)
where 1, = £1 is the sign of Im v4e,. The above transfor-
mation works only for purely real or imaginary values. To
encode a complex value, one can use the combined rotation
R.(v) presented in Eq. (Ad).

The circuit implementing Op is shown in Fig. 6] and its
individual blocks are detailed in Fig.[7l The rotation gates of
the oracle Oy are controlled by the states of the ancillae a4
and a; and the input registers r; and r; to compute the val-
ues of the matrix elements at the positions encoded in these
states. The calculation of the rotation angles for the oracle
Oy is summarized in Appendix [Al

Assuming availability of gates that can be controlled by
multiple qubits, the circuit depth of the oracle Uy scales as
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FIG. 8: Comparison of classical simulations (solid black
lines) with quantum computations (colored dashed lines)
done on an emulator2®# for gy = £, = 1 and n, = 6: (a)
Re E(x), (b) Im E(x). The global phase of the signals from
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FIG. 9: Comparison of classical simulations (solid black

lines) with quantum computations (colored dashed lines):

(a) Re E(x), (b) Im E(x). The parameters are 4y = €, = 4
andn, =7.

O (ny) due to the scaling of the decrementor and incremen-
tor operators (34). The number of ancilla qubits is indepen-
dent of n,. The main reason for this is that the ancilla a;
stores the relative positions of the matrix elements, but not
the absolute column indices. (In the latter case, the number
of ancillae would be proportional to 7n,.) If multicontrolled
gates are not available, though, they would have to be trans-
formed into elementary gates. An n-controlled single-target
gate can be transformed into &'(n?) elementary gates using
O (n) ancillae

VI. COMPARISON WITH CLASSICAL SIMULATIONS
A. Direct comparison without measurements

We solve the model equations (32) by computing the in-
verse of the corresponding matrix (@2)) classically (by ap-
plying the standard Gauss—Jordan elimination) and by us-
ing the QSVT, whose quantum circuit is emulated using
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FIG. 10: The dependence of the maximum absolute
difference between the electric fields calculated classically
and by the QSVT on the absolute error &gy for different
values of Kqsvt and n, for &g = & = 1.

our open-source code.2® Two sets of parameters are consid-
ered: Lykco = 20.0, &g = € =1, ny = 6 and Lk, o = 28.8,
4ey = € = 4, n, =7, where L, is the spatial size of the
system. The comparison between the classical and QSVT
simulations is shown in Figs. Bl where the QSVT angles
are computed using the indicated parameter Kgysyt and the ap-
proximation error ggyy.

The first case, with &y = & = 1 (Fig. ), corresponds to
the propagation of a vacuum EM wave to the left from the
source, which is placed at the right boundary. The matrix A
corresponding to this case has a condition number k ~ 150,
which is estimated as the ratio of the maximum and min-
imum singular values. This value varies with the method
chosen for the computation of k as discussed in Ref. [16. As
seen from Fig. 8 if the QSVT parameter Kgsvt 18 not suffi-
ciently large, the calculation of the electric field using the
QSVT does not converge.

The second case (Fig. @) has a dielectric—dielectric in-
terface at the center of the spatial domain, where the per-
mittivity changes (as shown in Eq. (31)). When the left-
propagating wave (incident wave) excited by the source Q
hits this interface, the wave is partially reflected and partially
transmitted to the left half of the spatial domain (7y < 7y inc)-
Hence, the right half of the spatial domain (ry > ry in) con-
tains both incident and reflected waves. Their interference
changes the field amplitude and the wave-number spectrum,
as seen in Fig. This will be analyzed in Secs.
and VI The increase of the wave number in the right
domain explains why one needs a larger number of spatial
points, which results in a larger number of qubits, n, =7
instead of n, = 6. In turn, changing n, results in a larger
condition number of A (here, k¥ ~ 400), and that requires a
higher value of Kgsy¢ to compute A~! by the QSVT.

As seen from the green and blue lines in Fig. if Kgsve 18
not large enough, then the decrease of &gt does not improve
the precision of the modeled signal (i.e., the electric field
E). In other words, the parameter Ky, Which determines
the number of the QSVT angles and their values, defines the
maximum achievable precision of the simulated signals. If
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FIG. 11: The circuit that measures the wave number of the
stationary electric field E in the whole spatial domain. The
register aqsve includes all ancilla qubits necessary for the
QSVT circuit (i.e., the registers a4, a;, a, and g). The QSVT
circuit is presented in Fig.[Il The QFT is a well-known
circuit in QC and is described in detail in Ref. l46. The
amplitude amplification procedure (denoted here as ‘AAb’)
for an unknown amplitude is described in Ref. l47. Here, the
QFT is performed only if the qubit m is measured in the unit
state, otherwise the whole circuit should be restarted.
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FIG. 12: A comparison of the results obtained using
classical FFT (solid blue lines/markers) and the QFT
(dashed red lines/markers): (a) &g =€ =1, n, =6,
Kqsvt = 500, Eqsvt = 1075; (b)dey =€ =4, n, =17,
Kqsvt = 600, €gsve = 1077, The vertical black lines
correspond to k, = £k, o. The vertical green lines
correspond to k, = £./€1k, o. Here, the wave-number grid
is normalized to ko = .

Kgsvt 1s sufficiently large (as mentioned in Sec. [Tl log, Kgsvt
scales as ¢'(ny)), then the resulting error changes linearly
with quvt.
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B. Estimation of the wave numbers

One can estimate the dominant wave number(s) of the
electric field using the quantum Fourier transform (QFT). A
possible circuit is shown in Fig.[[l If one needs to measure
the spectrum only in the left (right) half of the spatial domain,
then the X gate should be controlled also by the zero (unit)
state of the uppermost qubit in the register ;. The zero-
control node on the qubit r, entangles the unit state |1),, in
the qubit m with the state returned by the QSVT subcircuit
encoding the spatial distribution of the electric field. As seen
from Eq. (I3), the amplitude of this state scales as &'(1/k).
Thus, the state should be amplified by using the amplitude
amplification (AA) procedure (‘AADb" ¥ for an unknown am-
plitude that requires &/( k) repetitions of the circuit Uprep pre-
sented in Fig.[TT} After the ‘AAD’, the probability to measure
[1),, becomes not less than 1/2.

If the unit state |1),, is measured, then the QFT, which
requires ¢'(n2) quantum gates, is performed in the register
r;. Specifically, the spatial distribution of the electric field
over the grid

x = jAx, j=1[0,Nx), (58)
is transformed into its spectrum on the wave-number grid
ky = —kmax + Akj, j=[0,N,), (59)

where kmax = 7T/Ax, Ax = 2h, Ak = 2kmax /Ny, and N, is an
even integer (Sec. [VB). More precisely, after the QFT, the
bit strings in the register r; encode the wave number grid,
and the state amplitudes encode the corresponding Fourier
magnitudes. The measurement of the qubits in the register
r; outputs a bit string encoding a single wave number k, of a
Fourier component with some amplitude F;_ . The probability
to measure a certain k, equals |Fy_|>.

Since the circuit shown in Fig. [[T]is computationally ex-
pensive to emulate classically, we compute it in parts by
modeling the INIT4+QSVT circuit first and then transfer-
ring the computed QSVT state directly to the QFT as an in-
put. The comparison between the classical FFT and QFT
is shown in Fig. where both FFT and QFT are defined
over the same wave-number grid (39). Specifically, shown
in Fig. [12]is the distribution of the probability with which
a measurement returns a given k,. According to the figure,
each measurement most likely returns the wave numbers &,
or \/€1ky 0, which is in agreement with Eq. BG3).

This QFT-based procedure is particularly useful when
the wave spectrum consists mainly of just a few dominant
modes, which can be identified with ¢'(1) measurements.
A relevant application could be to the modeling of radiofre-
quency modes in fusion plasmas*®, where the local spectrum
often consists of a mode launched by an antenna and, possi-
bly, few other modes generated by reflection and (or) mode
conversion.#2 The corresponding wave vectors vary in space,
and the above procedure can be used to identify these wave
vectors at a given location of interest.
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FIG. 13: The circuit for measuring the electric-field energy
in the right spatial domain by using the AE. The state Yy is
described in Eq. (60) and prepared by the subcircuit Uprep
indicated here by the dashed box.

C. Amplitude estimation of the field energy

To measure the field energy summed over a chosen spatial
domain, we can use the so-called amplitude estimation (AE)
procedure. For example, it can be implemented using the
standard algorithm described in Ref. 47. The corresponding
circuit is shown in Fig.[[3] where the register ry has ny qubits.
There, the subcircuit Uy, entangles the unit state |1),, with
the superposition of states encoding the spatial distribution
of the electric field in the right domain (ry > 7y jnt):

Ne—1
ve =|1), <|0>rd Y Ej |j>rj> +10),, (---)- (60)

j:NX/Z

(Here, we omit the register r,, which remains in the zero
state. We also omit the multiplication factor from Eq. (13)
and the QSVT ancillae.) The electric-field energy can be
measured as the probability amplitude of the state |1),,:

Ny—1

pmi= Y. |Ej* (61)
J=Nx/2

Instead of emulating the circuit from Fig. [[3]directly, which
is computationally expensive, we emulate a simplified circuit
shown in Fig.[T4] There, the operator Upyep is reduced to the
one-qubit rotation Ry, (6 ), so

Usim [0),, = cos(8) [0),, +sin(8) 1), (62)

where sinz(GE) = pm,1. (This defines 6 up to a modulo
7, which is not important since we are only interested in
sin?(8).) More precisely, we emulate the actual circuit
Uprep to compute the state Y, from which we calculate the
probability p,, ;| numerically. As a result, we can find the
angle Op. After that, we model the circuit shown in Fig. [14]
using Usjy, with the pre-computed 6g. To demonstrate the
operation of the AE, we also report emulation of the non-
simplified AE circuit (as in Fig.[13) for a Gaussian field pro-
file in Appendix[B2

The bit string measured after the AE encodes an inte-
ger iy from which one can estimate the desired probability
amplitude:#’

Pt = 1 — sin? <ﬂ) , (63)
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FIG. 14: The circuit used for estimating p,, 1. The
subcircuit Uy, is a reduced version of the circuit Uprep
shown in the dashed box in Fig. The circuit within the
red dashed box corresponds to the AE block in Fig.[13] The
notation AA,, denotes 2"~ ! applications of the AA operator
(Appendix[B2).

where Naa =2, and p,, | is the estimated probability of the
state |1),,. With a probability more than 0.81, the measure-

ment outcomes p,, 1 with the following absolute error:*?

1— 2
pma(l=pm1) | 7 (64)

o= —Pmi1l <27
|pm.,l pm,l| > Nan N/iA

Since p;,1 is unknown in advance, in practice one can es-
timate 8 by replacing p,,; with p,, (obtained from mea-
surements) in the right-hand side of Eq. (&4). Then, the field
energy stored in a given domain spanning Ny area pOints can
be estimated as

Z— (Bsck)?

(Pm1 £86). (65)

Nx,area

The AE circuit requires &' (Naa ) repetitions of the AA op-
erator, which is described in Appendix[B2]and includes two
calls to the QSVT. Because § scales as &'(1/Nan), to mea-
sure the energy with an absolute error not larger than &, one
needs 0'(1/8) queries to the QSVT circuit. Since the am-
plitude of the QSVT resulting state, where the system fields
are encoded, is /(1/x), 6 should also be at least as small as
O (1/x). Thus, the AE requires ¢'(x) queries to the QSVT
circuit.

The results of our emulations of the above AE procedure
are summarized in Fig. By increasing the number of
qubits in the register ry, one can reduce the measurement er-
ror & so that the QSVT approximation error dominates over
6. In turn, the QSVT error itself can be reduced by increas-
ing Kgsvi and (or) decreasing €gsy; as described in Sec. VI Al

D. Measurement of the absorbed wave power

Another important parameter to measure in simulations of
stationary waves is the absorbed power. In a given region
(xg,xg), this power can be calculated as*®

P - %/):de*(x)/J:odx/G(x,x/)E(x/), (66)

where o is the conductivity at a given frequency, and the
symbol * denotes the complex conjugation. The integration
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FIG. 15: Change of the estimated energy & with the
number of qubits in the register r,,. The AE of the energy
summed over the full spatial domain in the case with
& = € = 1 is indicated by the blue markers. The AE of the
energy summed over the left domain r, < ry iy, or the right
domain 7, > ry in in the case with 4y = & = 4 is indicated
by the red and green markers, respectively. The horizontal
dotted lines indicate the corresponding energies computed
in classical simulations.

over x’ can be replaced by integration over { = x’ — x:

"XE : Cw
gz:%./m de*(x)/; dg o(xx+E(x+E), (67)

where the domain in the second integral can be finite and
arbitrary as long as it is much larger than the localization
scale of o with respect to { at a given x. Let us also adopt,
for simplicity, that the interval (xg,xg) is small enough so
the dependence of ¢ on x on this interval can be neglected.
In other words, let us assume, say, o(x,x+ §) =~ G(xc, ),
where xc = (xg +xg)/2 is the center of the interval. (Further,
for simplicity, we omit xc and the bar in (xc,).) Then,
after discretization, Eq. (7)) becomes

D

= INuNes ' (682)
th

D= Z E; Y 0jE;, (68b)

k=kg  j=—Nnw

where the indices kg and kg correspond to the spatial points
XxB, Xg, respectively. The spatial interval has Ngg = kg —
kg + 1 points, and the electric current 6;Ey, ; at the point
X is induced by the electric field within the window of Ny, =
2M,w + 1 points centered at x;. To encode Ngg and Ny, spa-
tial points, one needs ngg = [log, Ngp| and ny, = [log, Ny |
qubits, respectively. Positive &2 corresponds to the wave
power absorbed by the environment e.g., plasma.

In practice, o; depends on the given medium and is sup-
posed to be calculated analytically or numerically in kinetic
simulations2? Here, we assume that the conductivity is a
Gaussian function, 6; = G, and rewrite Eq. (68b) as fol-
lows:

Ny—1Ny—1
D= Z Z My yE{E,, (69)
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with a matrix

Mip = Ot Otk Gp—1Op— (k- ) Okt My ) —pr - (70)
and Heaviside functions . The sum (69) has the form of the
inner product (E|M |E) and, therefore, its circuit represen-
tation can be computed by applying the Hadamard test,21-32
provided that the matrix M is encoded into a unitary one.
Yet, the block-encoding of M into a unitary can be diffi-
cult. Therefore, we propose an alternative way based on the
SWAP test>* and quantum arithmetic operators.

The idea is to keep the simple vector form G; of the con-

ductivity (instead of its matrix form G, as in Eq. (69)).
Hence, we rewrite D in Eq. (68b) as
NEB 1 Ny—1
Z Ek}3+k Z G EkB+k+/ Npw* (71)
=0 j=0

Here, the Gaussian G; depends on a single index and can be
calculated by the QSVT as explained in Appendix[B1l How-
ever, now the electric fields are summed over different spatial
intervals and should be encoded into states on two different
registers, I and /1. These intervals can be set by applying
various arithmetic operators described in Appendix[A73] The
coupling of the electric fields in Eq. (Z1) through the index k
can be implemented by using a quantum subtractor that per-
forms the transformation |k) |p) — |k) |p — k).

The SWAP test computes the product of the form | (w|A)|?
of two quantum states |y) and |A) calculated in two separate
qubit registers. In other words, one finds the square of the
sum }; *A;j. To find the double sum as (7I), we introduce
supplemental registers, rgg and ry, and perform one SWAP
test between the registers /7 and rgg, and another SWAP test
between / and ry,. The circuit for the computation of the dou-
ble sum (7)) is shown in Fig.[I6 where the electric fields are
computed using the QSVT subcircuits denoted ‘MI". (‘MI”
is the same QSVT circuit as the one used in Figs.[[Tland[13])
Further, we consider the circuit shown in Fig.[T6step by step.

First of all, we compute the spatial distribution of the elec-
tric fields and initialize the registers ry, and rgp:

Ne—1 !
Si)= ) Exlk)y|¢ Eplp)|0fy) » (72)
1) k;) kl >11‘ {1}>rEB p;() »l >1‘ {}>rw

where all other qubits are in the zero state, and the state |&;)
is indicated in Fig. The registers rgg and ry, encode the
following superpositions:

NEB 1 Ny—1
OFR ) =mes Y 10, o) =me X I, (73)
1=0 i=0
with the constants
Mep =27"8/%, ny =272, (74)

In Egs. [Z3), the subindices indicating the qubit registers are
skipped, since the states ‘¢ﬁl}3> and ‘¢{VZ}> will also appear
in other registers.
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FIG. 16: A possible circuit that can be used to compute py r,, (Eq. ([79D), which is the probability to have both qubits ryyap
and rg in the unit state. All qubits are initialized in the zero state. The subcircuits ‘MI” and ‘GA’ are the QSVTs to compute
the electromagnetic field E and the Gaussian, respectively. For clarity, we do not show here all the ancillae qubits necessary
for the QSVT procedures and the register d assuming that the ‘MI” outputs a state encoding only the electric field. The
operators S;_,, and S, are two types of subtractors described in Appendix[A3] The adder A; and comparator C; (for some
integer i) are also presented in Appendix[A3] The qubit comy is not used by the subtractor S;_,,. To compute P0,rgyap» the
rightmost Toffoli gate must be controlled by the zero state of the qubit rgyap.

After that, the subtractor S;_,, couples the indices in the
registers I and rgp:

Ngg—1

Ne—1
&) =nen ¥ Bl Z Eplp=1) |07 )
k=0 =0 p=0 v

(75)
The expression in the rightmost sum can be recasted as
Ei4jlj); by setting j = p —1, where j = [—I,N,—1). The
subtractor 87, uses the ancilla a; ;g as a flag (or as a sign
bit) which is set into the unit state for negative values of the
index j. For simplicity, this ancilla is skipped in Eq. (Z3).
Later, the state of this ancilla will be taken into account to
deal only with positive values of j.

The next step is to encode the electric field amplitudes at
the spatial points with indices [kp, kg| into the first ngp least-
significant qubits in the register /1. To do that, we apply
the subtractor Sy, to the register /1. This operator subtracts
the (unsigned) integer kg from the integers encoded within
the register /1 and entangles all indices not less than kg with
the zero state of the qubit ay; gign. After that, the comparator
Cngp 1s applied to set the correct upper limit in the sum Y,
by entangling all indices & less than Ngg with the unit state
| 1 >CO]T1[[ °

Similar arithmetic operators are applied to the register I to
entangle the intervals [x, 1/, ., Xkg+i+n; ] for I = [0, NgB)
with the state 1), [0) 1 sien” ' '

After that, the QSVT circuit is applied to the first
ny least-significant qubits of the register / to multiply
the electric field by the Gaussian as described in Ap-

pendix[B3l To center correctly the Gaussian within the win-
dOW [Xpg+1-Ny Xk + 4N, J» ONE can use Egs. (B3). The re-
sulting data are entangled with the unit state [1),

E EB G
(180 =10%), o) 107}, |of), 0
where the following states are used:
Ngg—1
0°) = ) Eigrilk), (77a)
k=0
Ny—1
100) = Y, GiEigsrsjni, i), (77b)
j=0

and we are not interested in the state [0), . Note that in
Eq. (Z6), the double sum Y, |1), . ¥;G; EkB+l+j “Now )7 18
written as ‘¢{l}> |¢),. where the subindex / in |¢) in-

dicates the coupling to the state ’d) il >

To compute the absolute value of D from Eq. (ZI), we
perform the SWAP test:

(U (U 10 = (W’ 0B 107}, |o%y),

‘¢{P}>” |¢E>rEB ¢{V¥2}>1 ‘¢/§;>rw)

(78)

By applying the corresponding Toffoli gate, one can entan-
gle (1 |rswap (1], |64) with the unit state |1),, and measure its



probability p ., by using the AE. The probability of the
state (78] is

2 a2
plarswap - %('Colz _S)1 (79)

with an unknown |co|?. The positive real value S is computed
as a product of the sum:

(@03 105)11 (0, 1071 1)
Ngp—1 Ny —1 L (80)
= Y Ewip Y, GiElyipri nyy
p=0 =0

with the sum

(01075 res (07711971

Ngg—1 Ny—1 (8 1)
*
— Z EkB+[ Z Gl‘zEkB+l+l‘27Nh,w'
=0 ir=0

By comparing Eq. (ZT) with the Egs. (80) and (81}, one can
see that § = |D|?.

The constant |cy|?> can be eliminated by measur-
ing also po,,. Which is the probability of the state
<O|rswap (1], 164). Because this state is the same as (78) but

with the ‘+’ sign in the brackets, its probability is

LR

poarswap - 2 (|CO|2+ |D|2) (82)

Thus, the absolute value of the double sum (71)) can be cal-
culated as

Dl

= /DOy — o 83
nEB nw pofswap pl#”swap ( )

As mentioned before, the amplitude of the QSVT out-
put state (returned by ‘MI’) is &'(1/x). To compute the
sum (71D, one launches the ‘MI’ twice in parallel to com-
pute the product E*E, which is ¢(1/x?). Thus, to estimate
PO.ragap OF Pl 0N Will need (k%) queries to the QSVT
circuit. However, if Ngp is comparable with the system size,
then the number of the queries can be reduced at least to
0 (x) for two- and three-dimensional spatial systems.

VIl. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we propose a quantum algorithm for simu-
lating dissipative waves in inhomogeneous linear media as
a boundary-value problem. Our algorithm is based on the
QSVT, which is a state-of-the-art technique that was previ-
ously proposed for other problems but is applied here to a
boundary-value wave problem for the first time. Specifically,
we model an EM wave that is excited by a prescribed source
and propagates in a dielectric medium with a piecewise-
continuous dielectric function. We show how to encode the
corresponding non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in a quantum cir-
cuit, calculate the field distribution using this circuit, and
perform measurements of the spatial spectrum, wave energy,
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and power dissipation for this and similar wave problems.
We emulate quantum simulations of this circuit on a classical
computer and show that the numerical results are in agree-
ment with theory and usual classical simulations. Most of
the quantum circuits presented in this paper are constructed
and computed using our computational framework.2

We also show that the overall quantum simulations of dis-
sipative waves based on the QSVT scale favorably compared
to classical simulations in multi-dimensional systems. We
expect the gain to be particularly efficient in kinetic plasma
problems, where the wave modeling is done in phase space
with six or even more dimensions. Still, there are several
potential problems for practical applications of the QSVT,
which should be pointed out. First of all, the encoding of
the considered wave classical system requires at least 4 4 n,
qubits and the resulting QSVT circuit involves hundreds of
calls to the block-encoding oracle, even without taken into
account the measurements. Quantum hardware with such
specifications is unlikely to appear in the foreseeable future.
Another issue is that typical classical wave systems are char-
acterized by matrices with large condition numbers. Since
the QSVT used for the inversion of such matrices returns a
state whose amplitude scales as &'(1/x), the measurement of
the state requires ¢/'(x) queries to the QSVT circuit. This can
significantly reduce the quantum speedup. Apart from that,
to invert a matrix with a large condition number, one needs
to precompute classically a significant number of QSVT an-
gles. This is difficult to do using the codes that are cur-
rently available for calculating such angles. In our case,
the GPU parallelization of the code responsible for the poly-
nomial approximation of the inverse function allowed us to
compute the QSVT angles only for kgsy < 1000 (Sec. IID).
This means that quantum modeling of classical wave systems
is limited and, in practice, will likely require efficient pre-
conditioning of the dispersion matrices. (A similar problem
is known for classical modeling of large wave systems.>%)
For instance, due to the sparsity of the matrices associated
with the computation of EM waves (such as those in cold
plasmas?), a quantum version of the sparse approximate in-
verse preconditioner proposed in Ref.[37 may be useful.
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Appendix A: Basic and supplemental gates
1. Rotation gates

The following rotation gates are used throughout the pa-

per:
0 fain 0
_ [ cosy —isiny
Ry(6) (—ising cos§ ) ’ (Ala)
R.(6) = cos§ —sin% (Alb)
W sing cos? )7
6719/2 0
R:(6) = ( 0 G9/2) (Alc)
Each of these operators satisfies
Ra(ﬁ)R(l(a):Ra(a+B)v a=x,yz, (AZ)
and the same applies to
1 0
P(6) = <O ei9> : (A3)
The rotation
Re(v) = Ry(ev,Z)Rz(ev,l)v (Ad)

can be used to compute a complex value, v =
[v|exp(iarg(v)), by acting on the zero state:

R.(v)[0) = cos(6,2/2)e 1%1/210) 4 sin(6,2/2)e %1721},

(A5)
where v can be encoded as a complex amplitude of either
the zero state, v = cos(6,2/2)e 1%1/2, or the unit state, v =

sin(8,2/2)e " 101/2,

2. Parameters for the oracle Oy

The rotations from Sec. [A1] are used in the oracle Oy
(Figs.[@land[7) with the following angles:

0w, = 2arcsin(—werdy), Le(0,1], (Aba)
0w = 2arcsin(—ody), (A6D)
Ou.cy 0 = 2arcsin(—wed;] %), (A6C)
O = 2arcsin(—ody) %), (A6d)
On. 1 = —2arg(n+), (A6e)
Oy, 2 = 2arcsin(|n |d;} ), (A6f)
6, o = 2arcsin(|n_|d3), (A6g)
6.+ = 2arcsin(+£0d?), (A6h)
0o = 2arcsin(+0d]”) — Ouo, (AGi)
01z = —0i6. (A6))

For instance, the angles 0y ¢, are used in the oracle Oy
shown in Fig.[7to compute the elements iwey of the matrix
(@3) at the rows with k € [2,2N, — 3]. According to Eq. (33)),
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for these elements, the oracle Og returns the multiplication
factor d; !, which is taken into account in Eq. (AGa). The el-
ements iw&y also appear at k = 1 and k = N, — 2 in the matrix

(@3). However, for these indices, the oracle Og returns d ;13/ 2
that is taken into account in the computation of the angle
00,¢.e Where the subindex ‘e’ stands for ‘edge’ (boundary).
The same principle applies to the calculation of the angles
0y and Oy ¢, also 0.5 and O+ .

3. Arithmetic operators

Apart from the incrementor and decrementor used in Fig.[3]
and described in Ref. @, we use also a subtractor S, and a
comparator Cy . The former operator (Fig.[17) subtracts the
predefined unsigned integer kg, from the integer(s) encoded
in the n, target qubits 7. Its implementation is based on the
circuit described in Ref.[53. In our realization, the most sig-
nificant (the uppermost) qubit is used to store the sign of the
resulting integer, and the absolute value of the output integer
is written back to the target qubits.

By removing the X gates from Fig. [[7 one obtains the
adder A, thatadds the integer kgyp to the integer(s) encoded
in the register ¢.

The subtractor is used to construct the comparator®> Cy_
that inverts the ‘com’ ancilla qubit (Fig.[I6) if the predefined
unsigned integer kcom is strictly larger than the integer en-
coded in the target qubits. The comparator leaves the target
qubits and the ‘sign’ qubit (used for the intermediate compu-
tations within the comparator) untouched. More details can
be found in Ref. [53. (Keep in mind that the least significant
qubit in all our circuits is the lowermost one.)

As shown in Ref.[56, the circuit presented in Fig.[T7lcan be
modified to subtract the integer kg, which is not predefined
but encoded as a bit string in another register ry,,. For that,
the phase gates Py in the subtractor should be controlled by
the corresponding qubits of the register rg,,. This operator
acts then on two registers, ¢ and rg,p,, and is denoted here as
Si—rqy- The resulting difference is written back to the target
register .

The circuits for the subtractors and the comparator require
0(n?) quantum operations.

Appendix B: QSVT computation of a Gaussian function
1. General algorithm

To calculate the absolute value of the absorption power
given by (), one needs to compute the Gaussian function
G in the quantum circuit. This function can be approximated
by a polynomial by using the Fourier approach, Eq. (I7).
The circuit for the polynomial is constructed by using the
QSVT (Fig. ). The QSVT finds the polynomial as a func-
tion of singular values of some given matrix M. If the matrix
is diagonal, and the spatial coordinate grid is placed at the
diagonal, M = diag(x), then the QSVT computes the poly-
nomial of the coordinate x. After that, M is block-encoded
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FIG. 17: The circuit for the subtractor Sy, for the case with n, = 3 target qubits, where the unsigned integer kgyp is
represented as the bit string [bg“bbiubbi“bbaub] (bf)“b is the least significant bit). The operator subtracts kg, from the unsigned

integer, kg, encoded as the bit string

pl e bgﬂg> into the target register ¢. The difference A = kiarg — ksup is written back
t

to the register 7, and the ‘sign’ qubit is inverted if the result is negative. Here, b**°P; applies the phase gate P(27/2¥)
(Eq. (A3)) if bj-“b = 1. The inner dashed box is the adder, ktarg + ksup, Where the ‘sign’ qubit stores the carry bit of the sum.

into the unitary matrix Uy, which is used within the QSVT
circuit as shown in Fig.[Il However, since the x grid, x j,isa
linear function of the index j, it is problematic to encode the
x points directly into U4 by using quantum gates, which are
more naturally suited to represent rotations. Instead, one can
encode y = sin(x) and consider the Gaussian as a function
of arcsin(y):
i 2
arcsin
G(y) = Bcexp (_T(W)) (B)
where i is a rescaling factor, ¢ is the Gaussian width. To
block-encode y; = sin(x;), the circuit shown in Fig. [§is
used. This circuit generates the sine of x;:
xj=0p+ jAx, j=[0,Ny), Ax=20/N;. (B2)
Similar to Sec.[[V Bl we have N, = 2", and the register r, in
Fig. [I8 has n, qubits. For the given integer j encoded as a
bit string in the register r, the circuit returns sin(x;) as the
amplitude of the zero state of the ancilla a. It can be shown
using Eq. (ATD) that the x-grid from —1.0 — x, to 1.0 — x, for
some real x, is generated by the following parameters:
(B3)

op=—-1.0—x;, a=N;/(Ny—1).

The Gaussian generated on this grid is centered at x.
(Fig.[19).

The Gaussian (BI) is approximated by a polynomial of
definite parity by using the Fourier approach ([I7), and

[0), — Ry(200) —|Rn_x71 HRnrz |—

Txn—1

Ix,1

Ix,0

FIG. 18: The circuit implementing the matrix Uy for the
encoding of the coordinate ¥ = sin(x) according to
Egs. (B2). Here, Ry = Ry(2ct/2%).

the QSVT angles are computed by using the minimization
procedure.?? (By setting fsc < 1 in Eq. (BI), one can speed
up the calculation of the QSVT angles.) Since the Gaussian
is an even function, the resulting QSVT circuit does not in-
clude the last three operators indicated by the dashed box
in Fig. [[l The QSVT circuit uses the oracle Uy shown in
Fig.[[8lto encode y(x). As shown in Fig.[T9] the number of
the QSVT angles depends logarithmically on &gy for small
i, and the dependence becomes polynomial for p 2 0.25
(Fig. [[9). If the Gaussian peak is narrow (¢ < 0.05) or
becomes comparable with the length of the spatial domain
x=[—1.0,1.0] (u > 0.25), the number of angles grows ex-
ponentially with u for a fixed €ggyt.

2. Two Gaussians

To demonstrate this technique, we construct two Gaus-
sians by using the QSVT and integrate them in space by
using AE. This is an illustration of the ‘parallel” computa-
tion in quantum circuits: by applying the QSVT circuit only
once, we construct two Gauss functions at the same time.
The corresponding circuit is shown in Fig. where the x-
grid is prepared by creating a uniform superposition of states
in the register r, and using the parameters from Eqgs. (B3).
The QSVT circuit is applied only to the first n, — 1 qubits of
the register ry. Since the last qubit (the most significant one)
is in the superposition (|0) + |1))/+v/2, the QSVT entangles
one Gaussian with the zero state of this qubit and another
Gaussian with the unit state:

) =22 ( 0}t 1GE), f0m 2
(B4)

+ |1>rx,nxfl |G(x)>rx,[0,n)(72] ) )

where the state |yg) is indicated in Fig. The most sig-
nificant qubit in r, encodes the left spatial domain, x < 0,
if the qubit is in the zero state, and the right spatial do-
main, x > 0, if the qubit is in the unit state. Therefore, the
superposition (B4) corresponds to one Gaussian in the do-
main x = [—1.0,0.0) and another Gaussian in x = (0.0, 1.0]
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FIG. 19: (a) The Gaussian functions computed by the QSVT and centered around x, = 0.0 (solid blue line) and x, = —0.33
(dashed red line). Here, By = 0.98, u = 0.25, and n, = 6. The peak amplitude is downscaled by the factor 2"+/2 due to the
initialization, which is the same as in the circuit shown in Fig. (b) The dependence of the number of the QSVT angles,

Nangles» on the QSVT approximation error &gyt for various widths (1. (c) The dependence of Nyygles 0n U for €gsve = 10~7 and
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FIG. 20: The circuit for the construction of one Gaussian in
the left spatial domain (x < 0) and another Gaussian in the
right domain (x > 0) as shown in Fig. 21l The circuit also
integrates the function in the second and third quarters of

the spatial area, x = (—0.5,0.5). The QSVT circuit uses the

subcircuit presented in Fig.[T8]as the block-encoding oracle.
The green box indicates the initialization subcircuit. The

blue box entangles the unit state |1),, with the spatial

distribution of the Gaussians in x = (—0.5,0.5) by using the
ancilla register ‘sum’. The most significant qubit of the

register ry is separated from the rest of the register qubits to
show correctly the location of the QSVT subcircuit. The

black dashed box indicates the circuit Upep.

as shown in Fig.[21l Apart from that, if the original Gaussian
is defined according to Eq. (BI)), then the resulting Gaus-
sians have widths pt /2. Also, due to the initialization circuit
(green box in Fig. 20), the Gaussians are multiplied by the
factor Bini = 27"/2.

The circuit shown in Fig. [20] integrates the Gaussians in
the second and third quarters of the spatial domain:

Sg = pm,l/N)m (B5a)

pmi=PBa Y, |G (B5b)

x=(~0.5,0.5)

The quantum state encoding the desired spatial interval is
entangled with |1),,, and then p,, ; is computed by using the
AE. As explained in Sec. [VIC| the AE consists of several
queries to the AA operator. In our case, the latter is defined
as

AA = UpepREF U}

prep REFg, (B6)

where Upep is marked in Fig. [20] with the black dashed box,
REF, is the reflector around the initial (in our case, zero)
state, REF is the reflector around the state of interest pro-
duced by Uprep. Here, the state of interest is |1),,, thus, REFg
is represented by a single Pauli Z gate at the qubit m. The re-
flector REF) is constructed as the sequence XZX at the qubit
m controlled by the zero states of the registers ry, a, ¢ and
‘sum’.

The whole circuit shown in Fig.20lis computed on an em-
ulator of quantum computers.2?® The AE of Sg is shown in
Fig.21]and compared with the value computed classically.

3. Gaussian as a filter

The Gaussian constructed by the QSVT can be used as a
filter in real or Fourier space. In particular, to calculate the
product of the EM fields F(x) with the Gaussian, G(x)F (x),
one can use the circuit shown in Fig. Here, the main
question is whether it is possible to use the same ancillae in
the QSVT for the computation of F(x) (the ‘MI’ subcircuit)
and in the QSVT for the Gaussian calculation (the ‘Gauss’
subcircuit). The computation shows that one does not need
to control the ‘Gauss’ by the zero states of the ancillae used
in the ‘MI’ (i.e., ancilla registers g, a,, a;), and the same
ancilla a; can be used in both QSVT subcircuits. However,
for the Gaussian QSVT, it is necessary to introduce another
ancilla g equivalent to the ancilla g in the ‘MI’.
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FIG. 21: (a) Two Gaussians encoded in the intermediate
state |W¢) produced in the circuit shown in Fig.[20] (red
dashed line) and computed classically (solid blue line).

Here, u = 0.250 is used in Eq. (BI), and the resulting width
of each Gaussian is £ = 0.125. b: Probability distribution of
measurement results Sg from the circuit shown in Fig.
where ny, = 6. The shaded area marks the interval where the
analytical error is bounded as described in Eq. (64). The
vertical black dotted line corresponds to Sg computed

classically using Eq. (B3).
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FIG. 22: The circuit for the computation of the product
G(x)F (x), where G(x) is the Gaussian modeled by the
QSVT subcircuit ‘Gauss’, F(x) is the field, electric or
magnetic, simulated by the QSVT subcircuit ‘MI’. The

qubits that pass above the circuit ‘Gauss’ are not used by it.
The initialization ‘INIT’ is the same as discussed in

Sec.[VBI

Since the ‘Gauss’ is not controlled by the qubit r;, which
is responsible for the choice between the electric and mag-
netic fields, the circuit constructs the product G(x)F (x) for
both fields in parallel. The circuit shown in Fig. 22| outputs
the spatial distribution G(x)E(x) (entangled with |0), ) and
G(x)B(x) (entangled with 1), ) if all ancillae are in the zero

state. The signals G(x)F (x) obtained from the emulation of
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