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A bstract

An im possibility theorem on approxim ately sim ulating quantum non-integrable

Ham iltonian system s is presented here. This result shows that there is a trade-

o� between the unitary property and the energy expectation conservation law in

tim e-descretization of quantum non-integrable system s, whose classical counter-

partisG e-M arsden’sim possibility resultaboutsim ulatingclassically non-integrable

Ham iltonian system susing integration schem espreserving sym plectic(Lie-Poisson)

property.

1 Introduction

Recently,m uch attentions are directed to investigate the interrelation between physics

and com putation. To connect physics with com putation,we can classify the problem s

into thethefollowing classes:

class(1):Connection between classicalphysicsand classicalcom putation,

class(2):Connection between quantum physicsand classicalcom putation,

class(3):Connection between classicalphysicsand quantum com putation,and

class(4):Connection between quantum physicsand quantum com putation.

Concerning theclass(4),sim ulating quantum behaviorsuch asquantum chaosusing

classicalcom putersisknown to bea notoriously di�cultcom putationalproblem [4].One
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ofthem aindi�cultiesisthatonem ustdiscretizeacontinuoustim eparam eterofequations

ofm otion in orderto sim ulate on com puters. Thus,itisan im portantquestion to ask

whetherwecan alwayshaveasuitabletim e-discretization schem eofSchr�odingerequation.

In this paper,Iwillgive a som ewhat negative answer to this question: In the case

ofquantum non-integrable system swith an explicittim e-independentHam iltonian oper-

ator,no explicittim e-discretization algorithm preserving unitary property can sim ulate

quantum non-integrablebehaviorwithoutviolating theconservation law ofenergy expec-

tation. Since the originalquantum nature m usthave these two properties,nam ely,the

conservation law ofenergy expectation and the unitary property oftim e evolution,this

m eansthatthere isa fundam entallim itin sim ulating quantum non-integrable behavior

using unitary m apslike quantum com puters. Thisnegative resultcan be regarded asa

quantum analogue ofGe-M arsden’s theorem [7]: No sym plectic integrator can sim ulate

non-integrablebehaviorin a classofautonom ousHam iltonian system swithoutviolating

theenergy conservation.Thesefundam entallim its,whetherquantum orclassical,suggest

the im portance ofthenotion ofintegrability in sim ulating physicalbehavior.In Section

2,we give a briefexplanation oftim e-discretization preserving unitary property.In Sec-

tion 3,we give a theorem aboutthe im possibility ofsim ulating quantum non-integrable

system s.In Section 4,wediscussvariousaspectsaboutourresults.

2 Sim ulation technology preserving unitary prop-

erty

Tim e-evolution ofquantum com putation can beseen asa classofsuccessive iterationsof

unitary transform ations[1,2,5].Thetim e-evolution operatorhastheform of

U(�t)= exp[�i�tH =�h]; (1)

where H isa Ham iltonian operatorwith Herm itian property,�tisthe tim e duration of

each com putation processand an exponentialoperatorexp[xA]isde�ned as

exp[xA]=

1X

n= 0

(xA)n

n!
; x = �i�t=�h: (2)

LetA and B be Herm itian operatorsasthe generatorsoftwo di�erentelem entary pro-

cessesofunitary dynam ics.In general,A doesnotcom m utewith B :

[A;B ]= AB � B A 6= 0: (3)

To track com putationalprocesses retaining unitary property, evaluating the following

tim e-evolution operator

exp[x(A + B )] (4)

2



isrelevantto variousproblem s.In fact,therearein�nitely m any m ethodsto getpertur-

bation seriesofEq.(4).TheFeynm an path-integralm ethod[3]

exp[x(A + B )]�

"

1+
x(A + B )

n

#n

(5)

discovered in hisstudy ofquantum electro-dynam icsisa �rst-orderm ethod based on the

identity

exp[x(A + B )]= lim
n! 1

"

1+
x(A + B )

n

#n

: (6)

However,the above approxim ation breaks unitary property in each elem entary dy-

nam icalprocess1+
x(A + B )

n
,asiseasily checked.On thecontrary,Trotterform ula [14]

exp[x(A + B )]=

�

exp(
xA

n
)exp(

xB

n
)

�n

+ O

 

x2

n

!

(7)

based on theidentity

exp[x(A + B )]= lim
n! 1

�

exp(
xA

n
)exp(

xB

n
)

�n

(8)

preserves the unitary property in each elem entary process exp(xA
n
)exp(xB

n
),as is also

easily checked.Thesecond orderform ula called Leap 
og m ethod hastheform

exp[x(A + B )]=

�

exp(
xA

2n
)exp(

xB

n
)exp(

xA

2n
)

�n

+ O

 

x3

n2

!

: (9)

Furtherm ore,m any otherhigher-orderform ulasforexponentialoperatorsexp[x(A + B )]

preserving the sym m etry corresponding to the unitary propery were recently discovered

independently both in the developm entofsim ulation technology called quantum M onte

Carlo m ethods [10,13]to sim ulate density m atrices,or in the developm ent ofsim ula-

tion technology called sym plectic integrators[9,11,12,13,15,23]to sim ulate classical

Ham iltonian dynam icalsystem s. It is an easy task to extend these decom position for-

m ula ofthe exponentialoperatorsexp[x(A + B )]to m ore generalized exponentialoper-

ators exp
h

x
P l

j= 1A j

i

ofm ultinoncom m utative operators A 1;A 2;� � � ;Al. Thus,an ap-

plication ofthese successive com position form ulasofexponentialoperatorsto quantum

com putations ofexp
h

x
P l

j= 1A j

i

can give us a uni�ed view ofthis kind ofsim ulations

asfollows: Letusconsiderthe problem ofapproxim ately sim ulating exp
h

x
P

l
j= 1A j

i

for

t� t0� t+ �tbased on an explicitalgorithm on quantum m odelofcom putation whose
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each elem entary processissuccessively generated by explicitly tim e-dependentHam ilto-

niansQ j(t;�t);1� j� m .Then,each s-th orderapproxim ation form ula hasa form :

exp

2

4x

lX

j= 1

A j

3

5 =

mY

j= 1

exp[xQ j(t;�t)]+ O(x
s+ 1

): (10)

Therelation
lX

j= 1

A j =

mX

j= 1

Q j(t;�t) (11)

m usthold from thelowestorderterm sin x in Eq.(10).

3 T heorem

Let us consider a tim e-independent Ham iltonian H (q;p) in a certain class ofthe set

ofHerm itian operators ~G = fG(q;p)g,where q and p denotesthe canonicalconjugate

operators in the standard sense ofquantum m echanics. W e can de�ne quantum non-

integrability asfollows:

D e�nition 1 W e calla quantum Ham iltonian system with a tim e-independentHam ilto-

nian operatorH quantum non-integrable ifthe following relation holds:

[�;H ]= 0=) �= F(H ); (12)

where �2 ~G and F isa som e function ofa variable.

SinceH isatim e-independentHam iltonian operator,theexpectation valueofH m ust

bepreserved:
d

dt
< H >=

d

dt
< 	jH j	>= 0; (13)

where< 	jisthestatevector.

Here,weprovethefollowing theorem :

T heorem 1 Ifan explicitalgorithm preserving unitary property can sim ulate a quan-

tum non-integrable system with a tim e-independentHam iltonian H approxim ately,the

conservation law ofthe expectation value ofthe Ham iltonian operator< H > m ustbreak

down.
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R em ark 1: Thistheorem doesnotdepend on theorderand typesofapproxim atealgo-

rithm swechoose.

R em ark 2: A classofexplicitalgorithm spreserving unitary property involvesuniversal

quantum Turing m achinesin thesense ofDeutsch[2].Thus,asisshown in Ref.[19,20],

thistheorem showsthatthereisno(discretetim e)quantum com puterstosim ulatequan-

tum non-integrablesystem swithoutbreaking theconservation law oftheenergy expecta-

tion.However,thepresenttheorem saysnotonly thelim itation ofquantum com puterson

thisaspectbutalso a m oregeneralstatem entthatthereisa universaltrade-o� between

theunitaryproperty and theconservation law ofenergy expectation in tim e-discretization

ofquantum non-integrablesystem s.

(ProofofT heorem 1)

By usingtheexpression ofquantum algorithm sin Eq.(10),wecan consideran s-th order

algorithm ofapproxim ately sim ulating thequantum dynam icsofH forthetim eduration

�tofa com putationalstep asfollows:

exp[xH ]=

mY

j= 1

exp[xQ j(t;�t)]+ O(x
s+ 1

); (14)

wherex = �i�t=�h and 1� s< 1 .Each quantum algorithm Q j(t;�t)hasacorrespond-

ing tim e-dependentHam iltonian H j(t)satisfying

Q j(t;�t)= T(exp

Z t+ � t

t

H j(s)ds)= 1+

1X

n= 1

(�
i

�h
)
n

Z t1

0

dt1� � �

Z tn� 1

0

dtnH j(t1)� � � Hj(tn);

(15)

where T denotesthe tim e ordering. The resulting quantum algorithm hasalso an tim e-

dependentHam iltonian ~H (t;�t)satisfying therelation

mY

j= 1

exp[xQ j(�;t)]= exp(x ~H (t;�t)): (16)

By successively applying theBaker-Cam pbell-Hausdor� form ula:

expX expY = expZ; (17)

where

Z = X + Y +
1

2
[X ;Y ]+

1

12
([X ;[X ;Y ]]+ [Y;[Y;X ]])+

1

24
[X ;[Y;[Y;X ]]]+ � � � (18)

to thesystem (16),wecan com putethecorresponding tim e-dependentHam iltonian ~H in

a form :

~H (q;p;t;�t)= H +

1X

n= s

(�t)
s
H s(t)= H + O(x

s
); (19)
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where H s(t)isa tim e-dependentcorrection term oforders.W eassum e thattheenergy

expectation < ~H > in thequantum sim ulation isalso preserved:

< H >=< ~H >= Const. for t� t
0
� t+ �t: (20)

Since we can choose �tan arbitrary realnum ber,the relation (20)m eansthe following

com m utation relationshold:

h

H ;~H (t)
i

= 0 and [H ;H n(t)]= 0 for n � s: (21)

However,from the assum ption ofquantum non-integrability ofH ,it follows that that
~H = F(H ). This m eans that the quantum algorithm ~H generates the exactquantum

dynam icsofH .Thisexactness(s! 1 )contradictstheassum ption thattheunderlying

quantum algorithm gives an approxim ate tracking ofthe dynam ics ofH in the �nite

orders.

(End ofProof)

4 D iscussions

Thekey ofthepresentanalysisisin quantum non-integrability.How genericisthenotion

ofquantum non-integrability in quantum m echanics? In classicalm echanics,itisknown

thatm ostdynam icalsystem sarenon-integrablesincethefam ousPoincar�etheorem in the

lastcentury.Furtherm ore,wehaveexactcriteriaofclassicalnon-integrabilityforexplicitly

given Ham iltonian system sbased on thesingularity analysis[8,16,17,18,22,24,25].

On thecontrary,in quantum m echanics,wedonothaveany theorem guaranteeingthe

generic characterofquantum non-integrable system scorresponding to thePoincar�e the-

orem in classicalm echanicsnorexactcriteria ofquantum non-integrability forexplicitly

given Ham iltonian operators.In otherwords,itisnota trivialthing to connectclassical

non-integrability with quantum non-integrability [6,21]. Recently,the present author

found thatthequantum Ham iltonian system with a tim e-independentHam iltonian oper-

atorH = 1

2
(p2x + p2y + q21q

2
2)would bequantum -nonintegrableunderthehypothesisofthe

W eylruleforcanonicalvariablespi;qiusing theM oyalbracket,based on Ziglin’sresultof

proofofitsclassicalnon-integrability [20].Fortheclassicalsystem ofthissystem ,itwas

shown in Ref.[15]thatwecannotavoid energy 
uctuationsforsom especi�c initialcon-

ditions like (q1;q2;p1;p2 = (1000;0:002;0;0))because the higher-order correction term s

H s also becom ebiggeras

jH sj� AB
s
; (22)

whereA and B aresom epositiverealconstants.Itcan beeasily predicted thatthisdiver-

gence ofthe higher-ordercorrection term sH s can also occurin quantum non-integrable
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system s like a quantum version ofthe above system . This m odelcan be a vivid ex-

am ple causing rather generalphenom ena ofthe breakdown ofthe conservation law of

energy expectation for quantum non-integrable system s by using any �nite-order tim e-

descretization preserving unitary property,which Theorem 1 asserts. Thisresulthasan

interesting im plication concerning the usualenergy-tim e uncertain relations. From the

energy-tim euncertain relations�t� �E � �h,itfollowsthat

�t
s
jH sj� �E �

�h

�t
: (23)

This inequality gives a lower-bound of�twhich depends only on the order s oftim e-

discretization and thecorrection term sH s.Thus,thisanalysisshowsthatournaiveview

that the continuous nature oftim e in quantum m echanics is naturally obtained in the

continuum lim it �t ! 0 is not universal,at least in quantum non-integrable system s.

Itwillbe an interesting and im portantopen problem sto considertim e-discretization of

quantum non-integrablesystem sinconnectionwith thefoundationofquantum m echanics.
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