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We present a simple new way–called Schrödingerisation– to simulate general linear partial differen-
tial equations via quantum simulation. Using a simple new transform, referred to as the warped phase

transformation, any linear partial differential equation can be recast into a system of Schrödinger’s
equations – in real time — in a straightforward way. This can be seen directly on the level of
the dynamical equations without more sophisticated methods. This approach is not only applica-
ble to PDEs for classical problems but also those for quantum problems – like the preparation of
quantum ground states, Gibbs states and the simulation of quantum states in random media in the
semiclassical limit.

INTRODUCTION

Quantum simulation is one of the most natural tasks
for a quantum device — by preparing outputs of
Schrödinger’s equations directly via its own evolution
[1]. However, what can we say about the suitability
of quantum systems in simulating classical dynamical
laws, typically in the form of ordinary or partial differen-
tial equations (ODEs/PDEs) that are not Schrödinger’s
equations? This is of great importance for broader appli-
cations of quantum computing in science and engineering.

While the most obvious applications are for classical
problems, simulating classical dynamics is also important
for quantum problems. The most well-known include the
preparation of quantum ground states [2, 3] and Gibbs
states [4], which benefit from non-unitary dynamics, and
are particularly important in areas like quantum chem-
istry [5] and optimisation.

We know quantum simulation of classical dynam-
ics is in principle possible, if we accept reductionism
and that the world is fundamentally quantum mechan-
ical. All classical dynamical laws are, with the excep-
tion of relativity, in principle derivable from underlying
Schrödinger’s equations. From a computational perspec-
tive, we also know that any classical gate can be trivially
embedded into a quantum gate, so we expect quantum
gates to be able to simulate classical ones. However, the
quantum degrees of freedom involved could typically be
significantly larger than that of the classical systems one
wishes to simulate. An essential question is then: are
there less resource-intensive ways to represent classical
dynamics with Schrödinger’s equations?

Consider the case of numerical solutions to linear
PDEs, which, upon spatial and temporal discretizations,
become a system of linear algebraic equations. Quantum
algorithm speedups in solving a system of linear algebraic
equations [6, 7] can subsequently lead to possible poly-
nomial or super-polynomial speedups in solving PDEs
[8, 9]. For nonlinear counterparts see [10, 11]. However,

here quantum simulation only plays the role of an algo-
rithmic primitive — due to discretisation in time, one
does not prepare solution states continuously in time t
by evolution of a Schrödinger equation in time t.

To obviate the discretisation in time, a main difficulty
is in finding a way to represent non-unitary dynamics
with a unitary one, which can be evolved by quantum
simulation like the Schrödinger equation. One way is via
qubitisation [12, 13] (or block-encoding) and this has very
recently been applied to linear PDEs [14]. This involves
unitary dilation methods (e.g. [15]) and has origins in
quantum signal processing [16]. While this fairly general
formalism can in principle approximate the action of any
non-unitary operator, it relies heavily on building lin-
ear combinations of quantum states and finding suitable
polynomial approximations to the non-unitary operator,
which is not always simple to describe or to implement
in practise.

For the heat equation, another method is the imagi-
nary time evolution approach, where the heat equation
can be converted to a Schrödinger equation through a
change to imaginary time t→ it [17]. However, the state
obeying Schrödinger’s equation and its imaginary time
counterpart do not have the same evolution. This means
that, except for the steady state solution, extra resources
are necessary to map between the solution in the unitar-
ily evolving system to the other. For instance, one re-
quires tomographic measurements of quantum states at
each small time step in the unitary evolution [18]. Fur-
thermore, the imaginary time evolution method does not
apply beyond the heat equation.

Thus we have an important question: Is there a sim-
pler and generic way of obtaining Schrödinger’s equations
naturally from any given linear dynamics?

We propose a new paradigm — based on a simple
transformation called the warped phase transformation
— that can map any linear PDE to Schrödinger equa-
tions in real time. By the quantum simulation of this
Schrödinger dynamics in time t, it is possible to prepare
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solutions of the original PDEs at any time t, in the form
of a quantum state. We call this the Schrödingerisation
approach.
To illustrate this approach, we present the heat equa-

tion example in detail. With a warped phase transfor-
mation and a Fourier transform, the heat equation can
be transformed into a system of uncoupled Schrödinger
equations with rescaled time coordinates — in real time
— thus providing a conceptual alternative to imaginary
time evolution methods. We show how the quantum sim-
ulation of these Schrödinger’s equations can be used to
prepare quantum ground states and Gibbs states.
In another example, we apply the Schrödingerisation

approach to a linear radiative transport equation. This
can be used to simulate quantum systems in random me-
dia in the semi-classical limit.
Finally, we show how to generalise the

Schrödingerisation approach to any linear PDE.

BACKGROUND

Consider linear (d + 1)-dimensional PDEs for u =
u(t, x) that is first-order in time t ≥ 0

∂tu = Lu, u(0, x) = u0(x). (1)

Here x ∈ Rd is the position in d dimensions, ∂(·) is the
partial derivative with respect to (·) and L is a linear
differential operator with respect to x.
Schrödinger’s equation is such a linear PDE equation

where u is called the wavefunction and Lu = −i(−∇2
x +

V (x))u, where ∇2
x is the Laplace operator with respect

to x and V (x) is the potential function. To find nu-
merical solutions to this problem, one can discretise in x,
with uniform mesh sizes along each dimension ∆x = 2/M
whereM is a positive even integer. Let u(t) represent the
Md-dimensional vector whose entries are u(t, xi) at grid
points with i = 1, ...,Md. By definition of the wavefunc-
tion, the l2 norm ‖u(t)‖ = 1. The entries to this vector
can be considered as amplitudes of the Md-dimensional

quantum state |u(t)〉 = ∑Md

i=1 u(t, xi)|i〉 where {|i〉} is an
orthonormal basis set. When given a state spanned by
{|0〉, |1〉} over the field C, this is called a qubit. Thus
|u(t)〉 can be described by a system of d log2(M) qubits.
It is straightforward to see that u(t) satisfies the linear
system of ODEs

i
du(t)

dt
= Hu(t) (2)

where H is a Md ×Md Hermitian matrix that results
from a discretisation of the Schrödinger Hamiltonian
−∇2

x + V (x) in x. The solution to Eq. (2) is clearly
u(t) = exp(−iHt)u(0) and one has the correspond-
ing quantum state evolution |u(t)〉 = exp(−iHt)|u(0)〉.
Quantum simulation addresses the question of how to

realise this exp(−iHt) operator, when given H, and an
estimation of the resources required. We focus on the
time-independent setting for now.
Quantum simulation falls roughly into two categories:

analogue and digital [19]. In the analogue case, a quan-
tum system that naturally realises H or can be mapped
to this Hamiltonian is found. However, if such an ana-
logue quantum system cannot be found, digital quantum
simulation methods still allows the simulation for more
generalH. In this case, one counts resources as the num-
ber of queries to some given black-boxes and the number
of two-qubit gates needed. This is referred to as the query
and gate complexities respectively.
Let s be the sparsity of H (maximum number of non-

zero entries in each row) and ‖H‖max be its max-norm
(value of largest entry in absolute value). We denote the
(i, j)th entry to H as Hij . A common set of black-boxes
used in Hamiltonian simulation is known as the sparse
access.

Definition 1. Sparse access to Hermitian matrix H

refers to two unitary black-boxes OM and OF such that
OM |j〉|k〉|z〉 = |j〉|k〉|z⊕Hjk〉 and OF |j〉|l〉 = |j〉|F (j, l)〉.
Here the function F takes the row index j and a num-
ber l = 1, 2, ..., s and outputs the column index of the lth

non-zero elements in row j.

There are quantum simulation protocols in terms of
query complexity that scale linearly in t [12] using sparse
access or linearly in t up to logarithmic factors [20].

Lemma 2. [20] Let τ = st‖H‖max. Then
exp(−iHt) acting on mH qubits can be sim-
ulated to within error ε has query complexity
O(τ log(τ/ε)/(log log(τ/ε))) with gate complexity

O
(

τ(mH + log2.5(τ/ε)) log(τ/ε)/(log log(τ/ε))
)

.

Throughout the paper, we use Õ to denote O where
logarithmic terms are ignored.

SCHRÖDINGERISATION OF THE HEAT

EQUATION

We begin with the initial value problem of the linear
heat equation with a source term

∂tu = −Hu, u(0, x) = u0(x), (3)

where H = −∇2
x + V (x) and t ≥ 0. We introduce a real

one-dimensional variable p > 0 and define

w(t, x, p) = e−pu(t, x). (4)

This transformation – which we call the warped phase
transformation – is a crucial ingredient that will allow
us to transform the heat equation to Schrödinger equa-
tions by extending the heat equation solution to a higher
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‘warped’ extra dimension. Such a transformation was
used in [21] for a completely different purpose: to develop
efficient quantum computing algorithms for uncertainty
quantification problems in PDEs.
First observe that one can recover the solution to

the heat equation using u(t, x) =
∫∞

0
w(t, x, p)dp =

∫∞

−∞
χ(p)w(t, x, p)dp, where χ(p) is the indicator func-

tion with χ(p) = 1 for p ≥ 0 and χ(p) = 0 for p < 0. One
can also recover u via u(t, x) = epW (t, x, p) for any p > 0.
One can extend the domain of p to (−∞,∞), with w =
w(t, x, p) satisfying ∂tw+(∇2

x−V (x))∂pw = 0 with evenly
extended initial condition w(0, x, p) = exp(−|p|u0(x)).
Let w̃ = w̃(t, x, η) be the Fourier transform of w in p and
η ∈ R be the Fourier mode. Then w̃ satisfies a system of
uncoupled Schrödinger equations

i∂tw̃ = η(−∇2
x + V (x))w̃, (5)

one for each η! See Appendix A for details. We call
this the Schrödingerised heat equation. The role of η
can be interpreted as a recaling in time with t → tη for
the Schrödinger equation i∂tw̃ = (−∇2

x + V (x))w̃. The
rescaled time remains real-valued.
To solve these equations numerically, we discretise the

system in x and p, but not in t. We choose uniform mesh
sizes ∆x = 2/M for the position variable in each dimen-
sion, ∆p = 2L/N for the p variable, ∆η = 2L/N for the
η variable, where M and N are even positive integers
and L > 0. We introduce the vector w(t) = w[x] ⊗w[p]

where the elements of the vector w[x] are w(t, xi, p) with

i = 1, ...,Md labelling the x grid points and the elements
of w[p] are w(t, x, pj) with pj = j∆p, j = −N/2, ..., N/2.
We define w̃ = (1⊗Md ⊗ Fp)w where Fp is the dis-
crete Fourier transform with respect to variable p. Then
the discretisation of the Schrödingerised heat equation in
Eq. (5) becomes the following system of MdN ODEs

i
d

dt
w̃(t) = (H ⊗D)w̃(t) = Htotalw̃(t). (6)

where Htotal is a Hermitian matrix. Here H = (−P
2
1 −

...−P
2
d +V ) is also Hermitian, originating from the dis-

cretisation of the Schrödinger Hamiltonian H in Eq. (3).
We define the matrices P l = 1

⊗l−1 ⊗ Pl ⊗ 1
⊗d−l,

l = 1, ..., d, where Pl is the discretisation of the mo-
mentum operator −i∂x with respect to the lth spatial
variable. The matrix V = diag(V (x1), ..., V (xMd )) is a
diagonal matrix with entries V (xi). The matrix D =
diag(µ1, ..., µN ) is also a diagonal matrix, with entries
µj = π(j −N/2).
It is clear that w̃(t) = exp(−iHtotalt)w̃(0) and

Htotal, being Hermitian, can be interpreted as a time-
independent Hamiltonian. We can define the quantum

state |w̃(t)〉 = (1/‖w̃(t)‖)∑Md

i=1

∑N/2
j=−N/2 w̃(t, xi, ηj)|i, j〉

where ‖w̃(t)‖2 =
∑Md

i=1

∑N/2
j=−N/2 |w̃(t, xi, ηj)|2 is the

l2 norm squared of w̃(t). From Eq. (6) one can re-
cover the quantum state with input quantum state

|w̃(0)〉 through |w̃(t)〉 = exp(−iHtotalt)|w̃(0)〉. By
applying an inverse quantum Fourier transform F−1

p ,
with respect to p, onto the second register we ob-

tain |w(t)〉 = (1⊗Md ⊗ F−1
p )|w̃(t)〉, where |w(t)〉 =

(1/‖w(t)‖)∑Md

i=1

∑N
j=1 w(t, xi, pj)|i, j〉 and ‖w(t)‖ =

‖w̃(t)‖. From |w(t)〉 one can recover the quantum state
of u whose entries are proportional to the solutions of

the heat equation |u(t)〉 = (1/‖u(t)‖)
∑Md

i=1 u(t, xi)|i〉.
We can do this by either projecting |w(t)〉 onto 1 ⊗
∑N

k=N/2 |k〉〈k| (projecting only onto p > 0), or using
amplitude amplification to boost the chance of retriev-
ing |u(t)〉 to probability ∼ ‖u(0)‖/‖u(t)‖.
We call this the Schrödingerisation approach to pre-

pare |u(t)〉 ∝ exp(−Ht)|u(0)〉, where |u(t)〉 evolves with
respect to H instead of Htotal. The above method is in
fact applicable to any Hermitian H, with sparsity s and
max-norm ‖H‖max. We extend to non-Hermitian H in
the last section.

Theorem 3. Given sparse-access to a D × D Hermi-
tian matrix H and the unitary Uinitial that prepares
the initial quantum state |u(0)〉 = Uinitial|0〉. With
the Schrödingerisation approach, the state |u(t)〉 can be
prepared to precision ǫ with query and gate complexity
Õ((‖u(0)‖/‖u(t)‖)st‖H‖max/ǫ).

Proof. See Appendix B.

Preparing quantum ground states and Gibbs states

Suppose one wants to prepare a D-dimensional ground
state |E0〉 from a given state |u(0)〉 =

∑D−1
j=0 αj |Ej〉,

where αj ∈ C, ‖u(0)‖ = 1 and {|Ej〉} are the non-
degenerate orthonormal eigenstates of a (Hermitian)
D × D Hamiltonian H. u(t) is the vector whose
entries are the amplitudes of |u(t)〉. If one evolves
u(t) = exp(−Ht)u(0) according to ∂tu = −Hu with
initial condition u(0), then one can write |u(t)〉 =

(1/‖u(t)‖)∑D−1
j=0 αj exp(−Ejt)|Ej〉. Then |u(t)〉 =

exp(−Ht)|u(0)〉 where H is a D ×D Hermitian matrix
with sparsity s and max-norm ‖H‖max. Assuming the
presence of a non-zero spectral gap ∆ = E1−E0 > 0, the
convergence to the ground state |u(t)〉 → |E0〉 is expo-
nentially fast. If tfinal denotes the time where the quan-
tum fidelity between the target ground state |E0〉 and
the prepared state |u(t)〉 be F (|E0〉, |u(t)〉) = 1 − ǫ for
a small ǫ > 0, then the dominating contribution to tfinal
is O((1/∆) ln(1/(ǫ|α0|2))). Combining this with Theo-
rem 3, one sees the total query and gate complexity costs
in preparing the ground state to fidelity 1 − ǫ for ǫ ≪ 1
is Õ(s‖H‖max/(|α0|∆ǫ)). Here the scaling in |α0| and
∆ is comparable to non-heuristic schemes like quantum
phase estimation [2] and near-optimal lower bounds for
ground state preparation [3], up to logarithmic factors.
The drawback is that this scheme has an extra factor 1/ǫ



4

compared to the near-optimal schemes. This originates
from ‖H ⊗D‖max ∼ ‖H‖max/ǫ. It will be interesting to
see if improvements to this factor can be achieved. For
details see Appendix C.

To create the Gibbs state at temperature T corre-
sponding to the same D × D Hamiltonian H , we can
use the Schrödingerisation approach to prepare the nor-
malised pure state |Ψ(β)〉 = ∑

k

√

exp(−βEk)/Z|EkEk〉,
where Z = Tr(exp(−βH)) is the partition function
for H with β = 1/(kBT ) and T is the tempera-
ture. Then by tracing out one register we obtain the
Gibbs state ρGibbs(β) =

∑D−1
j=0 exp(−βEj)|Ej〉〈Ej | =

Tr1(|Ψ(β)〉〈Ψ(β)|). This quantum simulation method
differs from previous methods [4] that need to make
use of quantum phase estimation to prepare |Ψ(β)〉.
We rewrite |Ψ(β)〉 ∝ exp(−(β/2)(H ⊗ 1)

∑D−1
j=0 |EjEj〉

where we can identify |u(t)〉 = |Ψ(β)〉 by the application
of exp(−(H ⊗ 1)t), with time t = β/2, onto the state

|u(0)〉 = (1/
√
D)

∑D−1
j=0 |EjEj〉. The latter we assume

is given. This is equivalent to performing the simple
extension H → H ⊗ 1 in Eq. (6), for any Hermitian
H. Now ‖u(t)‖ =

√
Z and ‖u(0)‖ = 1/

√
D where D

is the total number of energy levels. Then a straight-
forward application of Theorem 3 means we can prepare
ρGibbs(β) to precision ǫ with query and gate complexity
Õ(s‖H‖maxβ

√

D/Z/ǫ). Heuristic methods aside, this
coincides with the best-known scaling, to our knowledge,
with respect to D and Z [4, 13].

SCHRÖDINGERISATION OF LINEAR

TRANSPORT EQUATION

An interesting application of solving the linear trans-
port equation (non-unitary dynamics) for a quantum
problem is in simulating quantum states in random me-
dia in the semi-classical regime. Here we are interested
in the evolution of a quantum system – described by the
Schrödinger equation – in the presence of a random po-
tential U(x) = U0(x) + U1(x/ζ). Here U0(x) is a deter-
ministic, slowly moving background potential and U1 is
the random fluctuation depending on x/ζ, the fast spatial
variable, and R(|x − y|) = 〈U1(x)U2(y)〉 is the covari-
ance of the fluctuations. We assume homogeneity and
isotropy of the medium, where the differential scattering
cross-section σ(k, k′) ∝ R(k−k′)δ(k2−(k′)2) with R̃(|k|)
being the power spectrum and Σ(k) denotes the total
scattering cross-section. In the semiclassical limit, the
Wigner transform of the wave function will converge to
the particle probability density function W = W (t, x, k)
governed by the linear transport equation [22]

∂tW + k · ∇xW =

∫

dk′σ(k, k′)W (t, x, k′)− Σ(k)W.

(7)

By Schrödingerising this equation, we can prepare, to
precision ǫ, the quantum state |W (t)〉 whose amplitudes
are proportional W (t), which is the vector formed by
taking W at mesh points (xi, kj) formed by discretising
x and k. Following the Schrödingerisation approach (see
Appendix D for details), the correspondingHtotal for this
problem is Htotal = L[ξ,k] ⊗ 1− 1⊗Σ⊗D+ 1⊗σ⊗D,
where σ and Σ are the differential and total cross-section
matrices. Matrix L[ξ,k] has entries corresponding to ξ ·k,
where ξ is the Fourier mode of x and arises from dis-
cretising k · ∇xW , which is a fundamental part of the
transfer equation in Eq. (7). This part exists whether
or not the Schrödingerisation approach is used. Here
‖L[ξ,k]‖max ∼ ‖σ ⊗ D‖max ∼ O(1/ǫ) where σ and
Σ are order one factors. Since the warped transfor-
mation only adds one derivative in p in the scattering
term, and the new transformed equation remains first
order, then the order of ‖Htotal‖max remains the same
order in 1/ǫ as the original transport equation. This
means that the Schrödingerisation approach does not
give rise to an extra O(1/ǫ) factor compared to the
original transport equation. Then to retrieve |W (t)〉,
it can be shown that the query and gate complexi-
ties are respectively ∼ Õ((‖W (0)‖/‖W (t)‖)s(σ)/ǫ) and
∼ Õ((‖W (0)‖/‖W (t)‖)ds(σ)/ǫ), where s(σ) is the spar-
sity of the differential cross-section matrix. This ap-
proach can also be applied to find the stationary state
for |W (t)〉.
Here d ≥ 3 and refers to the spatial dimension for

Schrödinger’s equation. It is also possible to interpret
this in terms of multiple n = d/3 particles each moving
in three spatial dimensions so a high d limit is a large n
limit. See Appendix D.
While |W (t)〉 not the usual output of a quantum simu-

lator, which outputs directly a wavefunction |ψ(t)〉, it is
still possible to recover the semiclassical limit of the phys-
ical observables of |ψ(t)〉 by taking the moments of W .
Namely, any expectation value 〈Ĝ〉 = 〈ψ(t)|Ĝ|ψ(t)〉 =
∫∫

dxdkW (t, x, k)g(x, k), where g(x, k) = 1, k, k2/2,
gives mass, momentum and energy respectively. Given
access to the quantum state |g(x, k)〉 whose amplitudes
are proportional to g(x, k) at mesh points (xi, kj), 〈Ĝ〉
is then proportional to the quantum fidelity between
|g(x, k)〉 and |W (t, x, k)〉. This fidelity can be recovered
in different ways, for instance, via a quantum swap-test
[23].

GENERAL FORMULATION

The Schrödingerisation approach can in fact be gener-
alised to any linear (d+ 1)-dimensional PDE for u(t, x).
We study the PDE that is first-order in time. A sys-
tem with higher-order derivatives in t can be written as
an enlarged system with first-order time-derivatives by
introducing a new variable u′ = ∂tu. Using the same dis-
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cretisation scheme as before, where the entries of vector
u(t) with size Md are solutions to a homogeneous linear
PDE on the grid points (t, xi), we are left with a system
of linear ODEs

du(t)/dt = −Au(t), (8)

where the matrix A is in general not Hermitian, unlike in
the heat equation example. However, it is always possible
to make the decomposition A = H+iH̄ in terms of Her-
mitian matrices H = (A+A

†)/2 and H̄ = i(A†−A)/2.
To ensure stability, we can assume H to be positive
semi-definite. The heat equation example belongs to the
case H̄ = 0, whereas purely Schrödinger dynamics cor-
responds to H = 0. A generalisation to inhomogeneous
linear PDEs is possible by a straightforward dilation of
u and A. This is also useful for solving boundary value
problems [24] by quantum simulation.
We can apply our warped phase transformation here

to u(t) in the p > 0 region, v(t, p) = e−pu(t), where
the original solution can be recovered by using u(t) =
∫∞

−∞
χ(p)v(t, p)dp. Just like for the heat equation, it is

possible to extend the initial condition to p < 0 by defin-
ing v(0, p) = exp(−|p|)u(0) and in the p ∈ (−∞,∞) re-
gion v(t, p) satisfies ∂tv+H∂pv− iH̄v = 0. Let ṽ(t, η),
η ∈ R be the Fourier transform of v in p, we obtain the
generalisation of Eq. (6)

i∂tṽ = (ηH + H̄)ṽ (9)

which is still a system of Schrödinger equations, one for
each η, since ηH+H̄ is Hermitian. Note this form is not,
in a strict sense, Schrödinger’s equations per se, where
the Hamiltonian is usually a Laplacian plus a potential
function. However, the first order differential operator
can be cast explicitly into the Schrödinger form by mak-
ing another warped phase transformation. We omit the
details here since it’s not crucial for quantum simulation
to be possible. As previously, we can proceed by dis-
cretising η to obtain

i
d

dt
ṽ = (H ⊗D + H̄ ⊗ 1)ṽ = Htotalṽ, (10)

and the state evolves ṽ(t) = exp(iHtotalt)ṽ(0) with re-
spect to unitary dynamics. Let s ∼ max(s(H), s(H̄)) be
the maximum of the sparsity of H and H̄. The max-
norm ‖Htotal‖max ∼ max(‖H‖max/ǫ, ‖H̄‖max). For in-
stance, in the transport equation case, the two terms in
the latter expression are of the same order. Then we
can simulate |u(t)〉 with the following resources, where
the proof follows in the same way as Theorem 3 with
D =Md.

Theorem 4. Given sparse access to the Md × Md

matrix H total and the unitary Uinitial that pre-
pares the initial quantum state |u(0)〉 to preci-
sion ǫ. With the Schrödingerisation approach,

the state |u(t)〉 can be prepared with query com-
plexity Õ((‖u(0)‖/‖u(t)‖)st‖Htotal‖max) and
Õ(‖u(0)‖/‖u(t)‖dts‖Htotal‖max) additional two-qubit
gates.

DISCUSSION

We have introduced a conceptually new method, called
Schrödingerisation, which makes it possible to simulate
solutions of any linear partial differential equations us-
ing quantum simulation. This method is framed in the
traditional language of dynamical equations. The con-
nection between classical dynamics and its correspond-
ing Schrödinger’s equations can be seen more easily at
the level of the dynamical equations without more so-
phisticated methods.

For more in-depth technical details, discussions and
applications to other linear PDEs like Liouville, Fokker-
Planck, Vlaslov-Fokker-Planck, Black-Scholes equations
and nonlinear ODEs, please see our technical companion
paper [24].
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Appendix A: Warped phase transformation

Here we define in the p > 0 region

w(t, x, p) = e−pu(t, x), p > 0.

A simple calculation shows

∂tw + ∂p∇xw = 0, p > 0. (11)

We can recover u using w via

u(t, x) =

∫ ∞

0

w(t, x, p)dp =

∫ ∞

−∞

χ(p)w(t, x, p)dp, (12)

where χ(p) = 1 for p > 0 and χ(p) = 0 for p < 0.
Alternatively, one can also choose any p∗ > 0 and let

u(t, x) = ep∗w(t, x, p∗). (13)

Now we want to see that no boundary condition is re-
quired at p = 0. Assume x is defined in a periodic do-
main and we apply the Fourier transform on w with re-
spect to x, denoted ŵ(t, ξ, p), with Fourier modes ξ =
(ξ1, ..., ξd)

T . One then arrives at a convection equation
∂tŵ−|ξ|2∂pŵ = 0, where |ξ|2 = ξ21+ · · ·+ξ2d. Here the so-
lution ŵ moves from the right to the left, so no boundary
condition is needed at p = 0.
For the convenience of numerical approximation, we

extend the domain to p < 0. This extension will not
affect the solution of w in the region p > 0 since w con-
vects from right to the left. Thus, we can symmetrically
extend the initial data of w to p < 0 and keep Eq. (11):

{

∂tw +∆x∂pw = 0, p ∈ (−∞,∞),

w(0, x, p) = e−|p|u0(x).
(14)

The only difference is that now the initial condition is
w(0, x, p) = exp(−|p|)u0(x) for p ∈ (−∞,∞) instead of
just w(0, x, p) = exp(−p)u0(x) for p > 0.
The solution coincides with the solution of Eq. (11)

when p > 0. Due to the exponential decay of e−|p|

one can (computationally) impose the periodic bound-
ary condition w(t, x, p = −L) = w(t, x, p = L) = 0 along
the p-direction for some L > 0 suitably large but finite.
Then the Fourier transform on w with respect to p gives

∂tw̃ − iη∇2
xw̃ = 0 or i∂tw̃ = −η∇2

xw̃, (15)
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where w̃(t, x, η), η ∈ R, is the Fourier transform of w in
p. Equation (15) is clearly the Schrödinger equation, for
every η!
For more details and numerical experiments on justi-

fying the setup in Eq. (14), see our technical companion
paper [24].

Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 3

From Eq. (6) one can prepare the Õ(log(D))-qubit
state |w̃(t)〉 = exp(−iHtotalt)|w̃(0)〉 by simulating the
Hamiltonian Htotal = H ⊗ D to time t. Here the re-
sults hold so long as H is Hermitian. Let s and ‖H‖max

be the sparsity and max-norm of a more general D ×D
Hermitian matrix H.
Then, given |w̃(0)〉, one can apply Lemma 2, so

that one prepares |w̃(t)〉 with query and gate complex-
ity Õ(s‖Htotal‖maxt), where Õ denotes that logarith-
mic terms, like log(D) and log(1/ǫ), are ignored. Now
‖Htotal‖max = ‖H‖max‖D‖max, where ‖D‖max = O(N)
by definition andN = O(1/ǫ). Thus Õ(st‖Htotal‖max) =
Õ(st‖H‖max/ǫ).
From |w̃(t)〉 that results from the Hamiltonian simula-

tion problem, the simplest way to prepare |u(t)〉 from
|w̃(t)〉 is to project |w̃(t)〉 with operator P̂ = 1 ⊗
∑N

k=N/2 |k〉〈k| (which projects only onto p > 0 states).
This leads to

P̂ |w(t)〉 = ‖u(t)‖‖ exp(−p)‖
‖w(t)‖ | exp(−p)〉|u(t)〉 (16)

where | exp(−p)〉 = (1/‖ exp(−p)‖)∑N
k=N/2 exp(−pk)|k〉

with normalisation constant ‖ exp(−p)‖2 =
∑N

k=N/2 exp(−2pk) ∼ O(N
∫∞

0 exp(−2p)dp) = O(N).

Thus a simple projection retrieves |u(t)〉 with probability
(‖u(t)‖‖ exp(−p)‖/‖w(t)‖)2 ∼ N(‖u(t)‖/‖w(t)‖)2. We
also used ‖w̃(t)‖ = ‖w(t)‖.
One can also use amplitude amplification to boost

this probability to
√
N‖u(t)‖/‖w(t)‖ in the usual man-

ner, by assuming access to the oracle Q = −SwSp

where Sw = 1 − |w(t)〉〈w(t)| and Sp = 1 − 2P̂

[25]. This means Õ(‖w(t)‖/(
√
N‖u(t)‖)) queries to

Q is sufficient. Combining this with Lemma 2, we
see that this requires a total query complexity of
Õ(st‖H‖max‖w(t)‖/(

√
N‖u(t)‖)).

It can be shown, using the quadrature rule, that
(1/(MdN))‖w(t)‖2 ≈

∫∫∞

−∞ dxdp|w(t, x, p)|2 =
∫∞

−∞
|u(0)|2 ≈ (1/Md)‖u(0)‖2. Thus

‖w(t)‖/(
√
N‖u(t)‖) = ‖u(0)‖/‖u(t)‖.

In the above, we assumed access to |w̃(0)〉, while
it is more natural to assume access to |u(0)〉. It is
straightforward to obtain the initial state |w̃(0)〉 from
|u(0)〉. Since w(0, x, p) = exp(−|p|)u(0, x), then |w(0)〉 =
|u(0)〉| exp(−p)〉, where we assume we can prepare the

state | exp(−p)〉. Then applying the quantum Fourier
transform to |w(0)〉, with respect to p, gives |w̃(0)〉. To
perform an inverse Fourier transform, only Õ(1) two-
qubit gates are required, since we have only log(N) qubits
in the p-variable. The number of qubits in |w̃(t)〉 is
log(DN).
Thus, when given |u(0)〉, the total query

and gate complexity to prepare |u(t)〉 is
Õ((‖u(0)‖/‖u(t)‖)st‖H‖max/ǫ).

Appendix C: Preparation of quantum ground state

via Schrödingerisation

Given a (Hermitian) Hamiltonian H , an important
question is how to prepare its ground state. If given
a quantum state |u(0)〉, where ‖u(0)‖ = 1, then unitary
evolution with respect to a time-independent H for time
τ gives |u(τ)〉 = exp(−iHτ)|u(0)〉. Here it is not clear
at what time t one might be able to retrieve the ground
state, if at all. So an extension to non-unitary evolution
would be helpful.
One method is the imaginary time evolution approach,

which maps τ → t = iτ . In this case, one can write the
non-unitary evolution as

|u(t)〉 = e−Ht

‖u(t)‖ |u(0)〉. (17)

Since this is now non-unitary evolution ‖u(t)‖ 6= ‖u(t =
0)‖. However, there is now no direct way to transform
the solution |u(τ)〉 into Eq. (17) since there is no τ → t
conversion that can be used once the solutions are ob-
tained. The two solutions will only agree in the station-
ary limit ∂u/∂t = 0. One can instead use an indirect
method [18], where for each t, one finds the correspond-
ing Hamiltonian evolving with τ , by making tomographic
measurements of |u〉 at every small time-step. We seek
a more direct method, without intervening the quantum
system during the process, that still allows us to perform
this non-unitary evolution.
What we lose in unitarity of evolution in Eq. (17), we

gain in the simplicity of seeing ground states emerge.
Let the orthonormal eigenfunctions of H be {Ej〉} for
j = 1, ..., D. We can thus decompose |u(0)〉

|u(0)〉 =
D−1
∑

j=0

αj |Ej〉, αj ∈ C (18)

with corresponding eigenvalues Ej where
∑D−1

j=0 |αj |2 =
1. Then it is clear, if we evolve non-unitarily,

|u(t)〉 = e−Ht

‖u(t)‖|u(0)〉 =
1

‖u(t)‖)

D−1
∑

j=0

αje
−Ejt|Ej〉 (19)

This means that for low eigenenergies, the decay is the
slowest and |E0〉 would emerge as t → ∞ for gapped
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Hamiltonians. Furthermore, the convergence rate toward
the ground state is exponential with the decay rate of
exp((E0 −E1)t), if there is a spectral gap, i.e., E1 > E0.
Here we can use Schrödingerisation to obtain the state

|u(t)〉 ∝ exp(−Ht)|u(0)〉. To specify how long t we need
to evolve, let tfinal be the minimum evolution time so that
quantum fidelity between the prepared |u(tfinal)〉 state
and the true ground state |E0〉 is greater or equal to
1− ǫ, i.e.,

|〈u(tfinal)|E0〉|2 =
|α0|2e−2E0tfinal

‖u(tfinal)‖2
≥ 1− ǫ (20)

for some ǫ≪ 1. For a normalised initial state ‖u(0)‖ = 1
we have

‖u(t)‖ = ‖e−Ht|u(0)〉‖. (21)

thus ‖u(t)‖2 = |α0|2 exp(−2E0t)(1 +
(|α1|/|α0|)2 exp(−2∆t)) + L where 0 < ∆ =
E1 − E0 is the spectral gap and we can assume
L =

∑

k≥2 |αk|2e−2tEk ≪ 1 for t ≫ 1. Then for δ ≪ 1,
one can insert this into Eq. (20) and obtain

tfinal & (1/2∆) ln(|α1|2/(ǫ|α0|2) ∼ (1/∆) ln(1/(ǫ|α0|2))
(22)

when |αk| ≪ 1 for all k ≥ 2.
Inserting t = tfinal in Theorem 3 and E0 ≪

tfinal, one gets the total query and gate complexity
Õ(s‖H‖max/(|α0|∆ǫ)) for preparing the ground state of
H.
The proof for Gibbs state preparation proceeds simi-

larly, except there t ∝ 1/T where T is the temperature
of the Gibbs state.

Appendix D: Transport equation and quantum

systems in random media

Energy conservation for general wave problems is given
by the transport equation for the scalar energy density

∂tf +∇kω · ∇xf −∇xω · ∇kf = S, (23)

with initial condition f(0, x, k) = f0(x, k), where f =
f(t, x, k) is the scalar energy density and ω = ω(x, k) is
the frequency of the wave with wave vector k ∈ Sd−1 at
point x ∈ [−1, 1]d. We assume periodic boundary condi-
tions are imposed. Here S =

∫

dk′(σ(x, k, k′)f(t, x, k′)−
Σ(x, k)f) where σ = σ(x, k, k′) is the differential scat-
tering cross section and Σ(x, k) =

∫

dk′σ(x, k′, k) is the
total cross-section.
An interesting example of this equation for a quan-

tum problem appears in the simulation of quantum states
in random media in the semi-classical regime. Here we
study the evolution of a quantum system in the presence
of a random potential U(x) = U0(x) + U1(x/ζ) where

U0(x) is a deterministic slowly moving background po-
tential, U1 is the random fluctuation depending on x/ζ,
the fast spatial variable.
Let R(|x − y|) = 〈U1(x)U2(y)〉 be the covari-

ance of the fluctuations, which are assumed to be
spatially homogeneous and isotropic, and R(|k|) =
(1/(2π))d

∫

dk exp(iky)R(x) is the power spectrum. The
differential cross-section and the total cross-section in
this case are respectively σ(k, k′)/(4π) = R(k−k′)δ(k2−
(k′)2) and Σ(k)/(4π) =

∫

dk′R(k − k′)δ(k2 − (k′)2). For
the Schrödinger equation, ω2 = k2/2 + U0(x) = k2/2,
we can ignore the slowly-moving background potential
U0(x).
The semiclassical or weakly coupling limit of the

Wigner function for the quantum system in this random
medium, which is the particle density distribution, solves
the transport equation in Eq. (23) [22] and for any d ≥ 3
the above forms of the cross-sections hold (Born approx-
imation) [26] and

∂tW + k · ∇xW =

∫

dk′σ(k, k′)W (t, x, k′)− Σ(k)W.

(24)

We can apply the warped phase transformation V =
V (t, x, k, p) = exp(−p)W to get

∂tV + k · ∇xV = −
∫

dk′σ(k, k′)∂pV (t, x, k′, p) + Σ(k)∂pV.

(25)

Now apply a Fourier transform with respect to both the
x and p variables, which have respective conjugate vari-
ables ξ ∈ Rd and η ∈ R and define this Fourier transform
as

Ṽ = Ṽ (t, ξ, k, η) =

∫

dxdp e−iηpe−iξxV (t, x, k, p). (26)

Using Eq. (25), it is simple to see that Ṽ obeys

i∂tṼ = (k · ξ − ηΣ(k))Ṽ + η

∫

dk′σ(k, k′)Ṽ (t, ξ, k′, η).

(27)

We discretise in ξ, k and η with ∆ξ = 2/J , ∆k = 2/K
and ∆η = 2/N for positive even integers J,K,N . Let
Ṽ (t) = Ṽ [ξ] ⊗ Ṽ [k] ⊗ Ṽ [p] be the vector formed by the

discretisation of Ṽ in ξ, k and η. Here each element of
Ṽ [x] denotes Ṽ (t, ξi, k, η) with i = 1, ..., Jd labelling the

ξ grid points, each element of Ṽ [k] is Ṽ (t, ξ, kj , η) with

j = 1, ...,Kd labelling the k grid points and the elements
of Ṽ [η] are Ṽ (t, ξ, k, ηk) with k = 1, ..., N . One can then
use the quadrature rule for the last term of Eq. (27) to
write

∫

dk′σ(k, k′)Ṽ (t, ξ, k′, η) ≈
Kd

∑

j′=1

σj,j′ Ṽ (t, ξ, k′j′ , η) (28)
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where σj,j′ = σ(kj , k
′
j′ )/K

d are the elements of a sym-
metric (and Hermitian) matrix σ, since we are looking at
isotropic scattering. Then from Eq. (27) the vector Ṽ (t)
obeys

i
dṼ

dt
= HtotalṼ (29)

where the matrix H is Hermitian

Htotal = L[ξ,k] ⊗ 1− 1⊗Σ⊗D + 1⊗ σ ⊗D. (30)

Here D = diag(µ1, ..., µN ) with µk = π(k − N/2) and
Σ = diag(Σ(k1), ...,Σ(kKd)). The matrix L[ξ,k] acts on

Ṽ [ξ] ⊗ Ṽ [k] and multiplies its (i, j)th component it by
factor ξi · kj .
Since Hmax is Hermitian, one can use Hamilto-

nian simulation methods in Eq. (29) where Ṽ (t) =
exp(−iHtotalt)Ṽ (0) and one can prepare the quantum

state |Ṽ (t)〉 = (1/‖Ṽ (t)‖)
∑Jd

i=1

∑Kd

j=1

∑N
k=1 Ṽ (t)|i, j, k〉

by just evolving the Hamiltonian Htotal, when given the
initial state |V (0)〉. Note that ‖Ṽ (t)‖ = ‖Ṽ (0)‖ since
Ṽ (t) evolves by a unitary transformation. This can be
used to prepare the quantum state whose amplitude is
proportional to the average Wigner function of the quan-
tum state in a random medium in the following way.
Let W (t) be the vector whose elements

are W (t, xi, kj) at grid points (xi, kj). Sup-
pose we want to prepare the quantum state

|W (t)〉 = (1/‖W (t)‖)
∑Md

i=1

∑Kd

j=1 W (t)|i, j〉. By

definition, V (t) = (F−1
x ⊗ 1 ⊗ F−1

p )Ṽ (t), where F−1
(·)

is the inverse Fourier transform with respect to vari-
able (·) and V (t) is the discretisation of the warped
phase transformation V (t, x, k, p). Then |V (t)〉 =

(1/‖V (t)‖)∑Md

i=1

∑Kd

j=1

∑N
k=1 W (t) exp(−pk)|i, j, k〉.

Fourier transforms do not change norms, so
‖V (t)‖ = ‖Ṽ (t)‖ = ‖Ṽ (0)‖ = ‖V (0)‖. We can
use the projection P̂ in Appendix B and show |W (t)〉
and |Ṽ (t)〉 are related by

P̂ (F−1
x ⊗ 1⊗F−1

p )|Ṽ (t)〉 = ‖W (t)‖
‖V (0)‖ |W (t)〉

N
∑

k=1

e−pk |k〉

(31)

=
‖W (t)‖‖ exp(−p)‖

‖V (0)‖ |W (t)〉| exp(−p)〉

where | exp(−p)〉 is the state with normalisation con-
stant ‖ exp(−p)‖ ∼ O(

√
N), as defined in Appendix B.

Then following similar methods in Appendix B, it can be
proved that ‖V (0)‖/‖W (t)‖ ∼

√
N‖W (0)‖/‖W (t)‖.

The proof of the resource cost in obtaining |W (t)〉 fol-
lows in the same way as shown in Appendix B. Let s be
the sparsity of Hmax and ‖Htotal‖max is its max-norm.
Then following Lemma 2, we see that, given |W (0)〉,
the query and gate complexities to obtain |W (t)〉 are
respectively Õ((‖W (0)‖/‖W (t)‖)st‖Htotal‖max) and
Õ((‖W (0)‖/‖W (t)‖)dst‖Htotal‖max).
From Eq. (30), one sees that the sparsity s is domi-

nated by s(σ), which is the sparsity of σ. This means
the more off-diagonal terms in σ (corresponding to more
scattering to different wave vectors), the larger the cost
in preparing |W (t)〉. To find the max-norm ‖Htotal‖max,
we note that ‖L[ξ,k]‖max ∼ ‖σ⊗D‖max ∼ ‖σ⊗D‖max ∼
O(1/ǫ) where σ and Σ are order one factors. This means
that the Schrödingerisation approach does not change the
order of ‖Htotal‖max, since the transformed equation re-
mains first order as the original equation.
We can also apply this to finding the stationary state

of the semiclassical limit of the Wigner function, i.e.,
|W (ts)〉 when dW (t)/dt|t=ts = 0. The analysis proceeds
in the same way to preparing the ground state in Ap-
pendix C. The transport operator in Eq. (23) is dissipa-
tive, or rather hypocoercivity, with spectral gap shown
in [27]. In the case of isotropic scattering, the spectra
includes 0 and all other strictly negative ones, depending
on Chandrasekhar’s H-function [28]. We can thus use
E0 = 0 in this case and the same cost as in Appendix C
follows.
We can also extend the above analysis in the high d

limit by reinterpreting as a multiparticle n = d/3 limit
with each particle moving in three spatial dimensions.
However, in this case, ω2 = k2/2 + UC since the inter-
particle interactions with a potential UC (e.g. Coulomb)
needs to be included. This means we need to augment
Eq. (24) by an extra term

∂tW + k · ∇xW −∇xUC · ∇kW

=

∫

dk′σ(k, k′)W (t, x, k′)− Σ(k)W. (32)

Here we omit the precise details (see [24]), but one can
discretise in x, k and rewrite this as a system of linear
ODEs and apply the general formalism.


