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Abstract

Physical systems, characterized by an ensemble of inlegagementary constituents, can be represented
and studied by different algebras of observables or operaf@r example, a fully polarized electronic sys-
tem can be investigated by means of the algebra generatée lngtial fermionic creation and annihilation
operators, or by using the algebra of Pauli (spi2) operators. The correspondence between the two al-
gebras is given by the Jordan-Wigner isomorphism. As weiguely noted similar one-to-one mappings
enable one to represent any physical system in a quantumutempn this paper we evolve and exploit
this fundamental concept in quantum information processinsimulate generic physical phenomena by
guantum networks. We give quantum circuits useful for tHieieht evaluation of the physical properties

(e.g, spectrum of observables or relevant correlationtfons) of an arbitrary system with Hamiltonidi.
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. INTRODUCTION

A fundamental concept in quantum information processinthésconnection of a quantum
computational model to a physical system by transformatiminclosed operator algebras. The
concept is a necessary one because in quantum mechanicphgeaotal system is naturally as-
sociated with a language of operators (for example, quasfuim1/2 operators) and thus to an
algebra realizing this language (e.g., the Pauli spin afggbnerated by a family of commuting
guantum spin-1/2 operators). Any quantum system definechlalgebra of operators generated
by a set of “basic” operators can be considered as a posstdelrof quantum computatiof [1].
The remarkable fact is that an arbitrary physical systernmsilatable by another physical system
(or quantum computer) whenever isomorphic mappings (enibgd) between the two operator
algebras exists. In each such case, an important problesdistérmine whether the simulation
is efficient (polynomial resource overhead) in terms of thasic” generators. For example, a nu-
clear spin (NMR) quantum computer is modeled as a colleafaquantum spin-1/2 objects and
described by the Pauli algebra. It can simulate a systetA@fatoms (with space discretized by a
lattice) represented by the hard-core bosonic algebraviaediersa. In this case, the simulation is
efficient. Figurd]l summarizes this fundamental conceptiving a variety of proposed physical
models for quantum computers and associated usable opahgétras. If one of these systems
suffices as the universal model of quantum computing, thepimgp between the operator alge-
bras establish the equivalence of the other physical maoalélsThis is one’s intuitive expectation,
and has a well-established mathematical bfisis [3].

The mappings between algebras, between an algebra andiegbsystem, and between phys-
ical systems are necessary in order to be able to simulagqgathgystems using a quantum com-
puter fabricated on the basis of another system. Howevsltes not imply that the simulation is
efficiently implementable. As we have previously discugfiiscefficient quantum computation in-
volves more than having the ability to represfitdifferent items of classical information so that
the algebra ofV quantum bits (qubits) can be isomorphically representedjaantum parallelism
can be exploited. It is also insufficient for the mapping keswoperator algebras to be easily and
perhaps efficiently formalized symbolically. For examyles physical system consisting of one
boson in2" modes is described using the language of “transition” dpesahat move the boson
from one mode to the other. Formally, the Pauli matrices\oqubits can be easily represented

using the transition operators, but the one-boson system more powerful than classical wave



mechanics. This means that unless quantum computers aas potverful as is believed, there is
no efficient simulation of qubits by the one-boson system.

To be useful as a physics simulation device, a quantum canpuist answer questions about
physical properties associated with real physical systefese questions are often concerned
with the expectation values of specific measurements of atquastate evolved from a specific
initial state. Consequently, the initialization, evoautji and measurement processes must all be
implementable with polynomial scaling] [1]. Often it is diffilt to do. Further, some classes of
measurements, such as thermodynamic ones, still lackdeétied workable algorithm§]|[4].

On a classical computer, many quantum systems are simtidgtideé Monte Carlo method][5].
For fermions, the operation counts of these Monte Carlordlgos scale polynomially with the
complexity of the system as measured by the number of degfefesedom, but the statistical
error scales exponentially (in time and in number of degoédseedom), making the simulation
ineffective for large systems. A quantum computer allowstfe efficient simulation of some
systems that are impractical on a classical computer. Irexent papef]J1] we discussed how
to simulate a system of spinless fermions by the standarcehufch quantum computer, that is,
the model expressed in the language and algebra of quantorm/@wobjects (Pauli algebra). We
also discussed how to make certain physically interestiegsurements. We demonstrated that
the mapping between algebras is a step of polynomial conplend gave procedures for initial
state preparation, evolution, and certain measuremeatsdaled polynomially with complexity.
The main focus of the paper however was demonstrating thattecplar problem for simulating
fermions on a classical computer, called the dynamical gighlem, does not exist on a quantum
computer. We are aware of at least one case where the sigleprean be mapped onto an NP-
complete problem[J6]. This is the 3-SAT problefh [7]. Therefoone cannot yet claim that a
guantum computer can solve “all” sign problems, otherwise would claim that one is solving
all NP-complete problems and this has not been rigorousabéshed.

In this paper we continue to explore additional issues aataat with efficient and effective
simulations of physical systems on a quantum computeressatnich are independent of the par-
ticular experimental realization of the quantum compuWiée. seek to construct quantum network
models of such computations. Such networks are sets of atanyequantum gates to which we
map our physical system. For simplicity, we discuss thesgeis relative to simulating a system
of spin-1/2 fermions by the standard model of quantum comgutOur discussion has obvi-

ous applications to the simulation of a system of bosons igragher particle statistics or, in



mathematical terms, any other operator algebra). Spdujifiva address issues discovered in our
attempt to implement a (classical) simulator of a netwaakdrl quantum computer and to conduct
a quantum computation on a physical system (NMR) with a smuatiber of qubits. On a classical
computer the number of qubits simulatable is limited by tkeo@ential growth of the memory
requirements. Physically, we can only process informagirerimentally with systems of a few
gubits. Having the simulator permits a comparison betwkearly and experiments likely to be re-
alizable in the near future. Overall, the main problems wadresks are how to reduce the number of
gubits and quantum logic gates needed for the simulatiorpafticular physical phenomena, and
how to increase the amount of physical information meaderap designing efficient quantum
algorithms.

We organized the paper in the following manner: In Sectiowdl summarize the quantum
network representation of the standard model of quantunpatettion, discussing both one- and
multi-qubit circuits. Then we summarize the connectiotaen the spin and fermion represen-
tations. In Sectiof 1], we first discuss the initializatj@volution, and measurement processes.
In each case we define procedures simpler than the ones f@semur previous paper, greatly
improving the efficiency with which they can be done. Greaitpanded are the types of measure-
ments now possible. For example, besides certain cowalatnctions, the spectrum of operators,
including the energy operator, can now be obtained. Ouiegdpn of this technology to a system
of fermions on a lattice and the construction of a simulagatiscussed in Secti¢n]lV. The Hub-
bard model is used as an example. We conclude with a summawydiscussion of areas needing
additional work. The appendices contain technical poibtsuathe preparation of coherent and

correlated states and the use of the discrete classicakFtnansformation.

II. QUANTUM NETWORK REPRESENTATION OF PHYSICAL PHENOMENA

It is the formal connection between models of computatioth physical systems described
in the Introduction that allows one to simulate quantum mmeena with a quantum computer.
Simulation is realized through a quantum algorithm thatsgsts of unitary operations and mea-
surements. One of the objectives is to accomplish simuiatiticiently, i.e, with polynomial
complexity. The hope is that quantum simulation is “mordicegnt (less resources) than classical
simulation and there are examples that support such Hppdrithe following subsections we

summarize the main concepts in the representation of phiyghenomena by quantum networks.



A. Standard Model

In the standard model of quantum computation, the quantanoibgubit, is the fundamental

unit. A qubit’s statela) is a linear combination of the staté® and|1) (e.g, a spin 1/2 with

0) = 11), [1) = [1):
a) = al0) +b]1), 1)

where the complex numbe#isandb are normalized to unityia|? + |b]? = 1.

Assigned to each qubit are the identity mattiand the Pauli matrices,, o, ando:

(1 0) (0 1) (o —i) (1 o)
1= , Op = y Oy = y, Oz = ) (2)
0 1 1 0 i 0 0 —1

or equivalentlyl, o, = 1(o,+io,), ando.. In this particular representation, the stdtgsand|1)

o= ) andiy = (" 3
o (2) - (°) o

and the Bloch-Sphere (Fif]] 2) provides a convenient thieesional real space representation

are the vectors:

of the single qubit statg), which can be parametrized g8 = cos 4|0) + ¢ sin §]1).

For a system of. qubits, the mathematical representation of the standadkh®defined by a
closed«-algebra (Pauli algebra) generated by the opera:t@(a =z, y, Or 2) that act on thg*"
qubit:

n factors
ol =11 @ A\o—f_/ @1,
jt» factor
where® represents a Kronecker product. From these definitionsethdting commutation rela-

tions are
o7, 00), = 20 (4)
[ai,af]_ = 22’6%6””)\0;\, (5)

where[A, B]. = AB+BA, ande,,, is the totally anti-symmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The time
evolution of ann qubit system is described by the unitary operﬁ()tr) = ¢~ whereH repre-
sents the time-independent Hamiltonian of the system.rin fv](t) is easily expressible in terms
of the Pauli matricesﬂ since they and their products form an operator basis of tebaa.

The most general unitary operatdron a single qubit can be written as
U= emRz(5>Ry(7)Rz(5> ) (6)
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whereq, 3, v, ando are real numbers, anf@d,(J) = e~'%° are rotations in spin space by an angle
) about theu axis. Although this decomposition is not unique, it is infpot because any one
gubit evolution is seen to be a combination of simple rotetifup to a phase) about the= z, y
or z axis.

In multi-qubit operations, any unitary operatibhcan be decomposed (up to a phaselyas

[1 Ui, whereU, are either single qubit rotatior, (/) in then-qubit space or two qubit interactions
l

R x(w) = @727t in the same spacev(is a real number)[]Jg]9]. These one qubit rotations and
two qubit interactions constitute the elementary gatesiefquantum computer in the network

model.

B. Quantum Network

We now describe some common one and two qubit gates, someugquaircuits, and one
pictorial way to represent them. The motivation for thisneéstary subsection is to prepare the
grounds for the quantum network simulation of a physicateysdeveloped in Sectidn]lll which
is more technically involved.

The goal is to represent any unitary operation (evolutiana groduct of one and two qubit
operations. Although here we use the algebra of the Pauticeat(standard model), for a different
model of computation we should change the set of elementdgsgbut the general methodology

remains the same. For instance, if the evolufitin) = ¢~*#'* is due to the Hamiltonian

_ _ = 12 j=1_j . 7 .12 j-1_j
H=H,+H,=ao0,0; 0] o,+Pfo,0; -0l 0y, (7)

wherea and § are real numbers, we writ€(t) as e "#='e~ist becausdH,, H,|- = 0. To
decompose this into one and two qubit operations, we takitlosving steps: We first note that
the unitary operator

o1 1
Uy = % = == [1+i0)] ®)

takeso! — ¢!, i.e.,UlclU; = o}, soU]e®: 1], = ¢z, Next we note that the operator

1.2 1 .
UQ — 71929 — ﬁ []1 + ZU;U?}
takessl — olo?, sOUJei:U, = €'%9u7%. Then we note that
U3 _ ez%oiog’



takeso,0? — —o,0%03. By successively similar steps we easily build the requstihg of

j—1

operatorsolo? - .. oJ~1gd and alsei®?=72 7% 7% (up to a global phase):

UL U 01Uy - Uy, = @02t (9)

where the integek scales polynomially witly (in this particular case the scaling is linear). In a
similar way, we decompose the evolutier”s!, Multiplying both decompositions, we have the
total decomposition of the evolution operatoft). See [IP[1] for complete treatments of these

techniques.

1. Single Qubit Circuits

In Fig. Ba we show examples of several elementary one qulkisgaNotice thag» =
R,(—20).) Each gate applies one or more unitary operati@pé&/) to the qubit (thes,, gates

apply aR,(r) rotation up to a phaser, = ie~"2*). Also, in Fig.[Ba we show the Hadamard gate

H. The action of this gate on the state of one qUiitis:

0) & 14) = (10) +11)/v2
1) < =) = (10) = [1))/v2

In this way, the Hadamard gate admits the matrix representat

H

1 1 1
H:E<1 _1> ) (10)
In terms of the Pauli matrices
H= o, + 0.] = ieForeido (11)
V2

In Fig. Ba we show the decomposition of the H gate into singlatqotations, and its application
to the Bloch-Sphere representation of the stateis shown in Fig[#b. The convention for quan-
tum circuits is each horizontal line represents the timéutian of a single qubit and the time axis

of the evolution increases from left to right.

2. Multiple Qubit Circuits

We now give examples of multi-qubit operations. Again thalge to represent them as a

combination (up to a phase) of single qubit rotatidh%}) and two qubit interaction®g,; .« (w) =
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eiwolot (the gate for theR,; .« (w) is shown in Fig[[3b). To illustrate this, we consider the witc
shown in Fig[p. This is a two qubit controlled-NOT (C-NOT tgavhich acts as follows:

|00> — 100)
|01) — |01)
[10) — [11)
[11) — |10)

C-NOT

Here, the first qubit is the control qubit (the controlled @t®n on its statél) is represented by
a solid circle in Fig[]J5). We see that if the state of the firdbigis |0) nothing happens, but if the
first qubit is in|1), then the state of the second qubit is flipped. Becatds the unitary operator
that flips the second qubit (see Fid. 5), the decompositich@{C-NOT operation into one and

two qubits interaction is

T _iTol _ims2 jmsls2 R i
C-NOT:e"1e 4% "4%e"47:% = e'ae "1 "27

=
8N

% (12)

From Eqg. [IR we can see that a single controlled operationmbes@ greater number (in this
case 4) of one and two qubits operations. In Hipj. 5 we also gheveircuit representing this
decomposition, while in Fig[] 6 we show the C-NOT gate applethe statg10) in the Bloch-
Sphere representation. Because of the control qubit beinbe statd1), the second qubit is
flipped.

A generalization of the C-NOT gate is the controlléd'C-U) gate, wherd/ is a unitary oper-

ator acting on a multi-qubit stat@ ):

10)a @ [W¥s) — [0), @ |Wy)

C-U
10, ®]%,) = 1)@ |[UI%,)]

Mathematically, for/ (¢) = eiQt (Q is Hermitian), the operational representation of the’ Qate
is: U(t/2)U(t/2)~°F (U(t)~°F = ¢9®°t) wherea is the control qubit (Fig[]7a). Similarly, one
can us€0), as the control state to define thelC-gate illustrated in Fig]7b. In order to describe
the CU and C¥/’ gates as a combination of single qubit rotations and twotgubieractions,
we have to decompose the operatbiig/2) and U (¢/2)°% into such operations. C-can then
be expressed as a sequence of conditional one and two qtdiibrs. The latter can be further

decomposed into one and two qubit rotations using the tgalesiof [B].



C. Spin-Fermion connection

To simulate fermionic systems with a quantum computer tsasuhe Pauli algebra, we first
map the fermionic system into the standard mofddIT}L, 12].cBmemutation relations for (spinless)

fermionic operatorsg; anda} (the destruction and creation operators for mgdare

[a';r'va'k’]+ = 6jk’ ) (13)
[a},alh =0. (14)

We map this set of operators to one expressed in terms ofz;thm the following way:

j—1
DY I RN S R B S S
a; — (H az> ol =(=1)Y" 0,0 -0l 0L,

=1
j—1
a} — (H —O‘i) ol = (=1 ol ol
=1
Obviously, for the fermionic commutation relations to remaatisfied, the operatorzs{b must
satisfy the commutation relations of the Pauli matrices sgpresentation for the operatoﬁ@are
the Pauli matrices.

The mapping just described (indeed it induces an isomampbis«-algebras) is the famous
Jordan-Wigner transformatiop J13]. Using this transfotiora we can describe any fermionic uni-
tary evolution in terms of spin operators and therefore &eufermionic systems by a quantum
computer. Although the mapping as given is for spinless i@nsiand for one-dimensional sys-
tems, it extends to higher spatial dimensions and to si@rietmions by re-mapping each “mode”
label into a new label corresponding to “modes” in a one-disienal chain. In other words, if we
want to simulate spin-1/2 fermions in a finité, x IV, two-dimensional lattice, we map the label
of the two-dimensional lattice to an integer numBerunning from 1 t@(N, x N,). S identifies

a mode in the new chain:

S—1

~ l S _ S—1 _1_2 S—1_S

(i k)so — as — (H _UZ> o_ = (_1) 0,0, "0, 0_,
=1

S—1

T ~ l S _ S—1 _1_2 S—1_S

a’(j,k:);o — Qg — (H _Uz> 0y = (_1) 0,0,"0, 04, (15)
=1

.I.
where thea; )., and A k)0

for the mode(j, k) and forz-component of the spia (o = i%), andags anddTS are the spinless

are the fermionic spin-1/2 operators in the two-dimendidattice
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fermionic operators in the new chain. In our case, the modeshe sites and the labéj, k)
identifies theX-Y position of this site {, & € [1, N, ,]). The label(j, k); o maps into the labe$
(Fig. B) via

§=+ (k= DN, + (3 ~ NN, (16)
This is not the only possible mapping to a two-dimensiortéidausing Pauli matrice§|[8, 1},]15],

but it is very convenient for our simulation purposes.

1. QUANTUM NETWORK SIMULATION OF A PHYSICAL SYSTEM

Like the simulation of a physical system on a classical caepthe simulation of a physical
system on a quantum computer has three basic steps: thegirepaf an initial state, the evolu-
tion of the initial state, and the measurement of the phypicgerties of the evolved state. We will
consider each process in turn, but first we note that on a gpacwmputer there is another impor-
tant consideration, namely, the relationship of the operalgebra natural to the physical system
to the algebra of the quantum network. Fortunately, the nmggp(i.e., isomorphisms) between
arbitrary representations of Lie algebras are now kngvn$&ctionTT ¢ is just one example. To
emphasize this point, the context of our discussion of theetlsteps will be the simulation of a
system of spinless fermions by the standard model, whichpsesentable physically as a system

of quantum spin 1/2 objects.

A. Preparation of thelnitial State

The preparation of the initial state is important becauseptoperties we want to measure
(correlation functions, energy spectra, etc.) depend.oAstpreviously discussefl[1], there is a
way to prepare a fermionic initial state of a system withspinless fermions ana single particle
modesj, created by the operaton§ ( creation of a fermion in the modg. In the most general

case, the initial state is a linear combination of Slateeminants
Ne
|®a) = [ ] 0f Ivac) , (17)
j=1

described by the fermionic operatd;rjsandbf, which are related to the operatm]sanda;f. via a

canonical (unitary) transformation. Herewc) is the vacuum state (zero particle state). To prepare

10



|®,) one can look for unitary transformatiobs, such that

P,) =" ﬁ U, [vac) , (18)

where~ is a phase factor. To perform these operations in the stdmdadel we must express the
U,, in terms of Pauli matrices using the Jordan-Wigner trams&tion. (We can do the mapping
between the Pauli operators and theoperators or between the Pauli operators and tlopera-
tors. In the following we will assume the first mapping sinais will simplify the evolution step.)
One can choos¥,, = e~ ! such thatf,, is linear in theb,, andb!, operators[J1]. We have to
decompose th#,,, into single qubit rotations and two qubit interactioRs(v) andR,; .« (w). To
do this, we first decompose tlig, into a products of operators linear in the or b ; however,
this decomposition does not conserve the number of pastiGlee situation appears complex.

Simplification occurs, however, by recalling the Thouleskeorem[[46] which says that if

Ne
= H a} |vac) (19)
j=1
andM is an x n Hermitian matrix, then
T | ) — H bl |vac) (20)
whered! = (al,---,al) and
ot =™ Gt (21)

From Eq.[2]L the operatef (formally acting on the vector of}'s) realizes the canonical trans-
formation between; andb;.

Thouless’s theorem generalizes to quantum spin systentiseviebrdan-Wigner transformation.
This theorem allows the preparation of an initial state bgm@y applying the unitary operator
¢id'Mi o a “boot up” state polarized with each qubit being in theesi@) or |1). Indeed, for an
arbitrary Lie operator algebra the general states prepartis fashion are known as Perelomov-
Gilmore coherent states J17].

The advantage of this theorem for preparing the initialestastead of the method previously
described[]1] is that the decomposition of the unitary operd® M@ can be done in steps, each
using combinations of operatousa) and, therefore, conserving the number of particles. Once
the decomposition is done, we then write each operator ma@f the Pauli operators to build a

guantum circuit in the standard model. (See Appendix A fanmgpke example.)
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A single Stater determinant is a state of independent pesticThat is, from the particle per-
spective, itis unentangled. Generically, solutions teriatting many-body problems are entangled
(correlated) states, that is, a linear combination of mdajeBdeterminants not expressible as a
single Slater determinant. In particular, this is the céeeiinteractions are strong at short ranges.
In quantum many-body physics, considerable experiencenaeckst exists in developing simple
approaches for generating several specific classes ofatmaevave functiong]]6]. In Appendix
A we illustrate procedures and recipes to prepare one sasls of correlated (entangled) states,
the so-called Jastrow statgs][16].

B. Evolution of Initial State

The evolution of a quantum state is the second step in thizagiah of a quantum circuit. The
goal is to decompose this evolution into the “elementarggak, (J) andR,; .x(w). To do this
for a time-independent Hamiltonian, we can write the evotlubperator a:f](t) = e~ where
H = > H,is a sum of individual Hamiltonian#,. If the commutation relationgd;, Hy]_ =0
hold folr alll and/’, then

Uy =[Juit)=Je"". (22)

In this way, we can then decompose eégft) in terms of one and two qubits interactions, using
the method described in Sectipn]I B.

In general, the Hamiltoniand, for different! do not commute and the relation q] 22 cannot
be used. Although we can in principle exactly decompose ﬂmamorU(t) into one and two
qubit interactions[]J8[]9], such a decomposition is usuadlyywifficult. To avoid this problem,

we decompose the evoluticifﬁ(t) = [[e A using the the first-order Trotter approximation

J
(t = MA?):
—iEHLAt
1

U(At) = e A = ¢ =[[e " +o(an?). (23)
l

Then, forAt — 0, we can approximate the short-time evolution Bj{At) ~ [Je 144, In
general, each factor is easily written as one and two qulgtaifmns (Sectio[T_I'I'|B)l.

The disadvantage of this method is that approximating thezaipr(/ (t) with high accuracy
might requireAt to be very small so the number of stepé”2! and hence the number of quantum
gates required becomes very large. To mitigate this propleencan use a higher-order Trotter

decomposition. For example,f = K + V/, we then use the second-order Trotter approximation

12



to decompose the evolution &%t) = [] e~*#2* with (second-order decomposition)
j

(—iHAL _ KAt VAL —iKEE | O((AL?) (24)

_ VA KA =iV ! + O((At)g) . (25)

Other higher-order decompositions are availaplg [18].

C. Measurement of Physical Quantities
1. One-Ancilla Qubit Measurement Processes

The last step is the measurement of the physical propeftibe gystem that we want to study.
Often we are interested in measurements of the f@fin), wherel andV are unitary operators
[M. We refer to Ref. [[iL] for a description of the type of cdaton functions that are related to
these measurements. See als [19] for an application aratiwarof these techniques. Here, we
simply give a brief description of how to perform such measugnts.

First, we prepare the system in the initial staig) and adjoin to it one ancilla (auxiliary)
qubit a, in the statg+) = (|0) + |1))/v/2. This is done by applying the unitary Hadamard
gate to the stat@) (Fig. [4). Next, we make two controlled unitary evolutionsngsthe C/
and C¥/’ gates. The first operatiori evolves the system by if the ancilla is in the statél):

V =10)(0|® 1+ [1)(1|® V. The second on& evolves the system by if the ancilla state i$0):

U = [0)(0]@U+|1)(1|®1. (V andU commute.) Once these evolutions are done, the expectation
value of203 = o3 + io; gives the desired result. This quantum circuit is shown @ Bi. Note

that the probabilistic nature of quantum measurementsi@sihat the desired expectation value
is obtained with variancé(1) for each instance. Repetition can be used to reduce thenearia

below what is required.

2. L-Ancilla Qubit Measurement Processes

Often, we want to compute the expectation value of an ope@td the form

M
0=> a UV, (26)

i=1
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whereU; andV; are unitary operators, are real positive numbers,(> 0), andM is an integer
power of 2. (In the case thal/ is less than a power of two, we can complete this definition
by setting theu,; .1, --,ays = 0, whereM’ is an integer power of two.) We can compute this
expectation value by preparing different circuits, each one with one ancilla qubit, anddach
circuit measurQUjV;) (see Sectiof TITC]1). Then, we multiply each result by thestanta; and
sum the results. However, in most cases, the preparatidreonitial state is very difficult. There

is another way to measure this quantity by using only onauittivehich reduces the difficulty.

We first write the operatdD as

M
0O=N> U}V, (27)
i=1

M 1
where N = Y a; anda? = a;/N (3] a? = 1). Then we construct a quantum circuit with the

M
=1

1=

i=1
following steps:
1. Prepare the stat@) such that ¥,|OV,) is the expectation value to be computed.

2. Adjoin L ancillas to the initial state, where = J + 1 and2’ = M. The first of these
ancillas,a,, is prepared in the state-) = (|0) + [1))/v/2. This is done by applying the
Hadamard gate to the initial stat® (see Fig.[#a). The other ancillas,, a3, - - -, a;} are
kept in the statéD).

3. Apply a unitary evolutiort'(ay, as, - - -, apy) to the ancillagas, a3, - - -, a; } to obtain
M
[9) = 1[0+ 0) + 2[00+ 1) + -+ -+ apg|11---1) =) " i)
=1

where|:) is a tensorial product of the stateg)(or |1)) of each ancillaji) = |n)., ® -+ ®

In)a,, Wheren can be 0 or 1. The indexorders the orthonormal basis.

4. Apply the controlled unitary operatiois which evolve the system LY, if the state of the
ancillas is|0)., |7). Then apply the controlled unitary operatidrisvhich evolve the system
by V; if the state of the ancillas id),, |i). Once these evolution steps are finished, the state

of the whole system is

1 L <N
%) = 50 > el Ui a3 el vi| @)
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5. Measure the expectation valuef}' = 03! + oyt = 2/|0),,(1]. Itis easy to see that it

M
corresponds to the expectation value of the operatar? U] V.
i=1

6. Obtain the expectation value ©fby multiplying (203') by the constant/.

The quantum circuit for this procedure is given in Hig. 10.

3. Measurement of Correlation Functions

We now consider measuring correlation functions of the fatgg = (I'TATB), whereT is a

unitary operator andl and B are operators that are expressible as a sum of unitary opgrat
i j

The operatofl’ is fixed by the type of correlation function that we want tolaa#e. In the case of
dynamical correlation functiong; is e~** whereH is the Hamiltonian of the system. For spatial
correlation functionsy is the space translation operator?® (p andz are configuration space
operators). The method for measuring these correlatioctifums is the same method described
in Section [TITC] or Section[ TTC]2. We can use either the onethe L-ancillas measurement
process.

To minimize the number of controlled operations and alsoghantity of elementary gates
involved, we choos&| = TTA, andV; = T'B;. Now, we have to computéUjVﬁ. In Fig. [T
we show the circuit for measuring this quantity, where theust has only one ancilla in the state
[4+) = (|0) +|1))/v/2. There, the controlled operations were reduced by notiagttie operation
of 7" controlled on the stat@®) of the ancilla followed by the operation @fcontrolled on the state

|1), results in a no-controlled operation. This is a very useful algorithmic simplification

4. Measurement of the Spectrum of an Hermitian Operator

Many times one is interested in determining the spectrunn observable (Hermitian operator)
(), a particular case being the Hamiltoni&h Techniques for getting spectral information can be
based on the quantum Fourier transfofnj [20, 21] and can Hedpp physical problem$22]. For
our purposes, the methods of the previous Sections yieldhsiagpler measurements without loss

of spectral information. For a givel, the most common type of measurement is the computation
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of its eigenvalues or at least its lowest eigenvalue (thempcstate energy). To do this we start
from an stateé¢) that has a non-zero overlap with the eigenstated ofFor example, if we want
to compute the energy of the ground state, thierhas to have a non-zero overlap with the ground
state.) For finite systemg)) can be the solution of a mean-field theory (a Slater detemminahe
case of fermions or Perelomov-Gilmore coherent statessiigémeral case). Once we prepare this
state (Sectior TITA and Appendix A), we compuié(t)) = (¢|U(t)¢), wherel is the evolution
operatorl/ (t) = e~*'*, We then note that

L
EEDIEIL B (29)
n=0

with |¥,,) eigenstates of the Hamiltonidih. Consequently
. L
)=l e, (30)
n=0

where )\, are the eigenvalues df. The measurement df/(¢)) is easily done by the steps de-
scribed in Sectiof TITC]1 (settiny = U(t) andU = 1 in Fig.[§). Once we have this expectation
value, we perform a classical fast Fourier transform (y.éf[(t»emdt) and obtain the eigenvalues

A (see Appendix B):

FRTUU ()] = Y 277al*0(A = \n) - (31)

Although we explained the method for the eigenvalue& ofhe extension to any observalt)es
straightforward, taking/ (t) = e~ and proceeding in the same way.

Two comments are in order. The first refers to an algorithrpitnaization and points to de-
creasing the number of controlled operations (i.e., thebanof elementary gates implemented).
If we setV = ¢~ Ut = 1 (see Fig[9) and perform the type of measurement described in
Section[TTC1 the network has total evolution (ancilla paystem)e s ¢i%o2s, while if we set
V = U = ¢795 the total evolution i$'?°*%. Thus, this last algorithm reduces the number of
gates by the number of gates it takes to represent the operdf&. The circuit is shown in
Fig.[12.

The second comment refers to the complexity of the quantgoriéhm as measured by system
size. In general it is difficult to find a state whose overlagas polynomially with system size. If
one chooses a mean-field solution as the initial state, treeaterlap decreases exponentially with

the system size; this is a “signal problem” which also ansgsobabilistic classical simulations of
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quantum systems. The argument goes as followig:)Ifs a mean-field state for aN“(=volume)
system size whose (modulus of the) overlap with the truensigee i§~| < 1, and assuming that
the typical correlation length of the problenms smaller than the linear dimension if we double
N the new overlap is- 221,

We would like to mention that an alternative way of computpagt of the spectrum of an
Hermitian operator is using the adiabatic connection ol-@eahnn-Low theorem, an approach
that has been described [ [1].

5. Mixed and Exact Estimators

We already explained how to compute different types of datie@n functions. But in most
cases, we do not know the state whose correlations we wabtéamo The most common case is
wanting the correlations in the ground stéig) of some Hamiltoniar{. Obtaining the ground
state is a very difficult task; however, there are some useéthods to approximate these correla-
tion functions.

Suppose we are interested in the mean value of a unitarytop€ér&). If we can prepare the
initial state| V) in such a way thatl) = |Ur) +¢|P) (e is intended to be small), then after some
algebraic manipulation§ R3], we have

(WolO@)[Vr) 1 [(Yo|O)[Wo)  (¥r|OE)[Vr)

(Wo|Ur) 2| (Wo|Wy) W70y +0(€) (32)

where the term on the left-hand side of [Eq. 32 is known as thg€ethestimator.” Also, we can
calculate the second term on the right-hand side of [Hg. 32 awitefficient quantum algorithm,
since we are able to prepare easily-). Next, we show how to determine the mixed estimator
using a quantum algorithm.

If |,) is the ground state, then it is an eigenstate of the evolapematorl/(t') = e~*#*, and
we can obtain the mixed estimator by measuring the mean wéliiét')O(t): BecausgW¥ ;) =
S a,|¥,) wherea, = (U,,|¥;) and|¥,) are the eigenstates &f (U (¢)|¥,,) = e~ |0,,)) we
can measure (Sectign_IITE 3)

(Ur|U ()00 Ur) =Y e (Ur| U, ) (0,]O(1) | Ur) (33)

n

By performing a Fourier transform in the varialbl¢/ (w) = [ et F(¢)dt') in Eq.[38 and making

the relation between the expectation value for tinaad the expectation value fér(¢) = 1, we
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(FolO( )|‘1’0

(oo~ Up to order

obtain the value of the mixed estimator. Then, by using[Efgwg2obtain
62.

By similar steps, we can obtain expectation values of themf&% forall n andn’. The
trick consists of measuring (Sectidn_TIT{C 3) the mean valfithe operatort/ (¢')O(t)U (") in

the statg W)

(Ur|U()OU (") W) =Y e (W W) (U [ W) (U, | O() [ W) (34)
and then by performing a double Fourier transform in theakdést andt” (F(\,\) =

[ e eN (¢ ")dt'dt") we obtain the desired results. A particular case of thicgdare is

[IOL2Y

the direct computation of the exact estim A

IV. APPLICATIONTO FERMIONIC LATTICE SYSTEMS

In this Section, we illustrate a procedure for simulatingrf®nic systems on a quantum com-
puter, showing as a particular example how to obtain theggrswectrum of the Hubbard Hamil-
tonian for a finite-sized system. We will obtain this spegtrilnrough a simulation of a quantum
computer on a classical computer, that is, by a quantum aiboul

We start by noting that the spin-fermion connection desdrim Eq.[Ip and Ed. 16 implies
that the number of qubits involved in a two-dimensionalidatis L = 2(N, x N,) if one uses
the standard model to simulate spin-1/2 fermions. Also,thmber of states for ah-qubits
system i2”. From this mapping, the first,, x N, qubits represent the states which have spin-up
fermions, and the other qubits{, x N, + 1) to 2(N, x N,)) spin-down fermions. In other
words, if we have a system of 4 sites and have a statevith one electron with spin up at the
first site and one electron with spin down at the third sitentthis state in second quantization is
V) = a). Ta3¢|vac> where the fermionic operat@f‘ creates a fermion in the sifewith spino,
and|vag is the state with no particles (vacuum state). In the stahehaxdel, this state corresponds

to
=ol Hal0+|vac @ D)ee[l)e1)e|l)®|0)®]|1) = [T, (35)

where|vac is the vacuum of the quantum spin 1/2, which we have chosea ftp/h]]||!).

To represent thé-qubit system on a classical computer, we can build a or@tomapping
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between th@” possible states and the bit representation of an intedefined by
L

Z ) x 2071 (36)

wheren(i) (occupancy) is 0 if the spin of thzequblt is|1) ({), or 1 if the state i30) (1). In this
way, the state described in Hg] 35 map$ te 65. Because we are interested in obtaining some of
the eigenvalues of the Hubbard model, we added an ancillia @ig. L2). The “new” system has

L =2(N, x N,)+ 1 qubits, and we can perform the mapping in the same way destabove.

To simulate the evolution operatdi(t) = e~“* on a classical computer using the above
representation of quantum states, we programmed the “elamyg quantum gates of one and two
gubits interactions. Each-qubit state was represented by a linear combination ofrttegjers/
(Eq.[39). In this way, each unitary operation applied to onevo qubits modified by changing
a bit. For example, if we flip the spin of the first qubit, the raen/ changes by 1.

We want to evaluate some eigenvalues of the spin-1/2 Hulshadz! in two spatial dimensions.
The model is defined on a rectangle 8f x N, sites and is parametrized by spin preserving
hoppings!, andt, between nearest neighbor sites, and an interattion site between fermions
of differentz-component of spin (Fid. 13). The Hamiltonian is

H = _(2):[ tﬂé’(a’J(ri,j);aa’(i+1,j);o +azi+17j);ga(i,j);a) +ty(a1(-i7j);ga(i,j+1) +a(”+1) i )0

%,7);0

+ U Z M)t (ig)sd > (37)
(4,9)

whereng; ., is the number operator, and the labelj); o identifies the siteX-Y’

= s 0%y
position) and the:-component of spind = +1/2). We assume the fermionic operators satisfy
strict periodic boundary conditions in both directions;;)., = a(i+n,,j).c = a(i,j+N,);0-

To obtain the energy spectrum for this model, we use the ndadlescribed in Sectidn 1ITG 3.
(See Fig[7]2.) For this, we represent the system in the stamdadel, using the Jordan-Wigner
transformation, mapping a two-dimensional spin-1/2 sysigto a one-dimensional chain, with
the use of Eq[_ 16 and EQ.]15 (F[g. 8).

As explained in Sectioh TlTJ 4, we find it convenient to stadr the mean-field ground state
solution of the model, represented By, »

e (Z) [ 2(00s 001,050 T 910 0610) + (@ 50051100 + Ol 41000
irj)io
+ UZ D5k T NG (N — () (e
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where the expressions in angular brackets are expectatloas/in the mean-field representation.
Without loss of generality, we také > 0 and select the anti-ferromagnetic ground state mean-
field solution. For this solution, we requiré, andN, to be even numbers. If we were to simulate
a one-dimensional lattice, we would however chose one skthembers to be even and the other
equal to 1. In the following we will only consider the halfléiti case which corresponds to having
one fermion per site; i.ely, = N, x N,).

First, we prepare the initial state. As discussed in SecffBA] we do this by exploiting
Thouless'’s theorem. We also use the first-order Trottercaqmiation (Section[ TlTB), and then
decompose each term of the evolution into one and two qutatantions. Here, the matrix/
now depends on the parameters of the Hamiltonian, as it leegound state mean-field solution.
After the decomposition, we then prepare the desired isitzie by applying the unitary evolutions
to a polarized state. (See Appendix A).

Next, we execute the evolutidﬁ(t) = e *Ht. For the sake of clarity we only present the

first-order Trotter decomposition. To this end, we rewrbeubbard Hamiltonian as
H=K+V=K+K +V, (38)

where K, is the kinetic term (hopping elements with spipandV’ is the potential energy term.

BecausgK,,V|_ # 0 and[K;, K] = 0 we approximated the short-time evolution operator
U(At) by
U(At) = e M8 m KA VAL (AL — 0) . (39)
Nz XNy

Because the terd = U > nij4ni ), = 2, Vi is asum of operators local to each lattice
(i-7) =1
site, each of these terms commute so

6—iVAt _ H 6—i\/lAt . (40)

l

The kinetic term is a sum over the bonds in the lattice (Eify. £3 = > Kponao- Each bond
joins two nearest neighbor sites, either in the verticalanizontal direg{?c()ifq (Fig[13). Because
of the periodic boundary conditions, the sites at the bonyndbthe lattice are also connected by
bonds. We note that the terms i that share a lattice site do not commute. For these terms we
rewrite i, as

K, = K2, + K&+ Koy + KC, | (41)

WhereKﬁ;(fi) are the kinetic terms (for spin) in the p-direction that involve the evere) (and

odd (0)) bonds in this direction (green and blue lines in Fid. 13)eil we perform the first-order
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Trotter approximation

o Ko At o —iKE At —iK G At —iK] At ,—iKG AL (42)

Because the odd and even bonds are not connected, each tfff) is a sum of terms that

commute with each other, that i&5.? = S K59, where[ K59 K59 = 0, then:

_so€(0) _cgee(o)ym
e Ko At He K. At ) (43)

m

In summary we approximated the short-time evoluwmt) by
U(At) ~ [ H e-zKijgnlAte—zK§§;”2Ate—iK§§T3At€—iK§§T4At] [H e—iVZAt] . (44)
m1,Mm2,Mms3,mq;0 l
The total evolution operator is

Uty =[JUAt). (45)

Each unitary factor in the evolution is easily decomposéd one and two qubit interactions
(Section1TB).

The final step is the measurement process. To obtain some eigénvalues, we use the circuit
described in Figf32. Thus we are interested in the opefatof2) % instead ofl/(t/2) so we
actually performed the first two steps after adding an amgilibita (Fig.[I2), and then started with
a “new” HamiltonianH = —H ® "7 (and also a “new” evolutioﬁf(t) = e‘im) and performed
the same steps described above.

The results for the simulation of the Hubbard model are shiowfig. [I4. There, we also
show the parameterdt¢; and At, corresponding to the time-steps we used in the initial state
preparation, where we used a first-order Trotter approxanaand in the time evolution, where
we used a second-order Trotter approximation.

In closing this Section we would like to emphasize that timeuation of the Hubbard model
by a quantum computer which uses the standard model is juestaanple. Suppose one wants to
simulate the Anderson mod¢l]24] instead using the sametgoaoomputer, then similar steps
to the ones described above should be followed. (There avdytpes of fermions but the iso-
morphism still applies.) Similarly, if one wants to use afeliént quantum computer which has
another natural “language” (i.e., a different operatoehhig which therefore represents a different
model of computation) one can still apply the ideas deval@imve simply by choosing the right

isomorphism or “dictionary”[[3].
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V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We addressed several broad issues associated with theasonubf physical phenomena by
guantum networks. We first noted that in quantum mechanephysical systems we want to
simulate are expressed by operators satisfying certagbedg that may differ from the operators
and the algebras associated with the physical system esyneg the quantum network used to
do the simulation. We pointed out that rigorous mappifp®gjveen these two sets of operators
exist and are sufficient to establish the equivalence of ifereint physical models to a universal
model of quantum computation and the equivalence of difigplysical systems to that model.

We also remarked that these mappings are insufficient fabkshing that the quantum net-
work can simulate any physical system efficiently even ifrtteppings between the systems only
involves a polynomial number of steps. We argued that ond alss demonstrate the main steps
of initialization, evolution, and measurement all scaléypomially with complexity. More is
needed than just having a large Hilbert space and inhereatlgdsm. Further, we noted that
some types of measurements important to understandinggahpienomena lack effective quan-
tum algorithms.

In this paper we mainly explored various issues associatédefficient physical simulations
by a quantum network, focusing on the construction of quantetwork models for such com-
putations. The main questions we addressed were how do weeadlde number of qubits and
guantum gates needed for the simulation and how do we iretéasamount of physical infor-
mation measurable. We first summarized the quantum netvegniesentation of the standard
model of quantum computation, discussing both one and fulhit circuits, and then recalled
the connection between the spin and fermion represensatidfe next discussed the initializa-
tion, evolution, and measurement processes. In each cadefined procedures simpler than the
ones presented in our previous padér [1], greatly improtiegefficiency with which they can
be done. We also gave algorithms that greatly expanded pes tyf measurements now possible.
For example, besides certain correlation functions, tleetspm of operators, including the energy
operator, is now possible. Our application of this techgglto a system of lattice fermions and
the construction of a simulator was also discussed and iseHtbbard model as an example.
This application gave an explicit example of how the mappiatyveen the operator of the phys-
ical system of interest and those of the standard model aftgoacomputation work. We also

gave details of how we implemented the initialization, exon, and measurement steps of the
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guantum network on a classical computer, thereby creatirguantum network simulator.

Clearly, a number of challenges for the efficient simulatdphysical systems on a quantum
network remain. We are prioritizing our research on thosads associated with problems that
are extremely difficult for quantum many-body scientistsdb/e on classical computers. There
are no known efficient quantum algorithms for broad spectgnound-state (zero temperature)
and thermodynamics (finite temperature) measurementsrdlatons in quantum states. These
measurements would help establish the phases of those. s@@erating those states is itself a
difficult task.

Many problems in physics simulation, such as the challengirotein folding problem, are
considered to be well modeled by classical physics. Cantgoanetworks be used to obtain

significantly better (more efficient) algorithms for sucls@stially classical physics problems?
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APPENDIX A: DIFFERENT STATE PREPARATION
1. Coherent State Preparation: An example

Here we illustrate by example the decomposition of an opexdtthe forme’@ Md to generate
an initial state. Typically\/ is generated by some mean-field solution to the physical@nolbf
interest. Considerable detail is given.

We consider 2 spinless fermions in a one-dimensional &atfct sites V. = 2, n = 4). The
operators; anda} annihilate and create a fermion in the sjtef the lattice. We want to prepare
an initial statel¢’) = c{c! ,|vac) from the state¢) = aja}|vac, where the operators, andc}

annihilate and create a fermion in the state of wave végcttrat is:

—_

4
_ Z k%a (Al)

\)

wherek = 0, 7/2, 7,37 /2 are all possible wave vectors of the system, anis$ the position in the
lattice of the site (i.eq; = j — 1).
From Eq.[A], we see that the stat€) is a linear combination of states of the fonjuj.|vac>.

The change of basis (Eq.[2]) between the two sets of fermionic operators is:

cl 11 1 1 al

cf T D ) ab
/2 _ = 2 (A2)
ct 211 -1 1 -1 al

et 1 =i =1 al

If we calculate the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors of titexe, from Eq.[A2 we obtain:

-1 0 0 0
. 0O 2 0 O
Mo = : (A3)
0O 0 1 0
0O 0 0 1
whereMp is M in its diagonal form. Then, we have:
= 0 0 0
4 0 7/2 0 0
Mp = —ilog(etMp) = Ad
D g( ) 0 0 0 0 (A4)
0 0O 0 0
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To obtain the matrix\/ = ATMpA, we need to know the unitary matri%, which is constructed

with the eigenvectors of the matrix". In this case we have:

—1/2 0 1/vV2  1/V2
/2 —1/v/2 1/V2 0

T

A= 1/2 0 —-1/v2 12| (A5)
/2 1/vV2  1/V2 0

hence, the Hermitian matri¥/ is:

T 1 2 1 0 ”6)
I S T |
1 0 1 2

In order to obtaif¢’) we prepare the state) and then apply the evolutidii = ¢/ M@, |f we
want to simulate this fermionic system in a quantum comp(stamndard model), we have to use
the spin-fermion connection (Sectipn ]I C), and write themgporU as a combination of single
qubit rotations and two qubit interactions. Also, the aliStatel¢) must be written in the standard

model:

|¢) = alailvag = ol (—0lo?)|Vag = ol o7 Vag) (A7)

= |01 ®[0)2 @ [1)3@ [1)s = [1TL), (A8)

where the vacuum state in the standard mod@las) = [1); @ [1), ®@ - @ |1), = [{d - ])
((]]:[1 —ol)ol |vag = a;|lvac = 0). With this mapping, the state’) is a linear combination of
stla:tles of:-component of spin 0.

As noted in Sectiof TITB, sometimes the decomposition ofdheratorl in terms of one and
two qubit operations is very difficult. To avoid this problewe can use the Trotter decomposition
(Eq.[23). In Fig[Tb we show the overlap (projection) betwienstatg’) and the state prepared

using the first-order Trotter decomposition(ofapplied to the statgs).

2. Jastrow-type Wave Functions

A Jastrow-type wave function is often a better approxinmatio the actual state of an inter-

acting system, particularly when interactions are stromg) short-ranged. Often one varies the
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parameters in these functions to produce a state that satéstiariational principle for some phys-
ical quantity like the energy. Such states build in coredanany-body effects and are, in general,
entangled states. The states described in the previousaidys(Appendix A 1) are unentangled.

The classic form of a Jastrow-type wave function for ferrsis{L]
o) = e7|¢) | (A9)

where S = Zaijc;fcj + 3 Bymclcle,e, + -+ is an operator which creates particle and hole
excitations, azljnng’) is typlijgéllly a Slater determinant. Th€-body correlations embodied ifi
take into account the short-range forces not included’in We will assume they;; andg; ;;; have
been determined by some suitable means (for example, bymetbaluster calculation). If we
decompose® into a linear combination of unitary operators, we can thecothposeV,) into

a linear combination of Slater determinants and thus pegpay) as explained in[]1]. Also, if
the coefficientsy;; and g, are small, we can approximaté by the first few terms in its Taylor
expansion. Again, the staf@,) will be a linear combination of Slater determinants.

Obviously, it is more natural for a quantum computer to gateea correlated state of the form
[To) = eF[¢') (A10)

wherec™ is a unitary operator. In order to determine tkiebody correlation coefficients;; and

Bijki, one could, in principle, use the technique of unitary tfamations introduced by Villars

[E3]
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APPENDIX B: DISCRETE FOURIER TRANSFORM S

In practice, to evaluate the discrete Fast Fourier Trans{@FFT) one uses discrete samples,
therefore Eq[ 31 must be modified accordingly. In Fig. 14 veetkat instead of having-functions
(Dirac’s functions), we have finite peaks in some range ofggas, close to the eigenvalues of the
Hamiltonian. Accordingly, one cannot determine the eigdunes with the same accuracy as other
numerical calculations. However, there are some methatsgikie the results more accurately
from the DFFT.

As a function of the frequend,,,, the DFFT ¢($,,)) is given by:

N-1

F(Q) = ALY F(t))e (B1)

=0
wheret; = jAt are the different times at which the functiéhis sampled (in the case of Section
T3, F(t;) = (U(t;))), U = 2 are the possible frequencies to evaluate the FFA'(¢f and
N is the number of samplesiN(must be an integer power of 2.)
Since we are interested i(¢) = io V| e~ (Eq. [3D),

L N-1
= Aty |l Y el (B2)
n=0 7=0

and then
i(Qm—An) AN _ 1

e
Atzw A1 (B3)

If ©2,,, is close to one of the elgenvaluk,sand the\,, are sufficiently far appart to be well resolved,

we can neglect all terms in the sum other thanlf we take(2,, and€2,,.; = Q,, + Nm, both
close to), in such a way thaltF'(2,,,)| > |F(Qm41)| > 0, then from Eq[BB we find that

F(Qm-i-l) N e Qm—An)AL _
F(Qm) T i@ —A)AL 1

(B4)

After simple algebraic manipulations (and approximatimg + z) ~ z for |z| — 0) we obtain

the correction to the energy,:

Ay = O + AN, (B5)
with B )
_ » (Qm+1) ei27r N _ 1
A, ~ Re [z o [ N H (B6)
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FIG. 1: Relationship between different models of compatafwith their associated operator algebras) and
different physical systems. Question marks refer to thegarelack of a quantum computer device using the
corresponding elementary physical components indicatétei box. Diamond-shaped arrows represent the
natural connection between physical system and operatguéae, while arrows on the circle indicate the
existence of isomorphisms efalgebras, therefore, the corresponding simulation ofghrysical system by

another. A wave function view of this relationship is giver{fj].
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FIG. 2: Bloch-Sphere representation of a one qubit stat@npeirized as) = cos §\0> + €% sin gm. The
curved arrows indicate the sign of rotation S = R, (—t) about the particular axig. Our (arrow)

color convention isj0) — blue;|1) — red; other linear combinations magenta.
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FIG. 3: (a) Some one qubit elementary gates and (b) a two gldritentary gate.
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FIG. 4: (a) Hadamard gate decomposition and (b) Bloch-Splregresentation of a Hadamard gate applied

to the staté+).
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FIG. 5: C-NOT gate decomposition and its matrix repres@natThe control qubit is 1. Note that the last

circuit realizes the C-NOT matrix operation up to a globahgde 7.
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FIG. 6: Bloch-Sphere representation of the state obtaigaldC-NOT gate applied to the “classical” state
|10). The sequence of elementary operations is the same dg fignéflows from left to right with the
lower row continuing the upper one). For each Bloch-Sphleeetwo arrows indicate the states of the two

qubits, with the left representing qubit one.
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FIG. 7: (a) C¥U operation with the state of the control qubibeing in|1), and (b) C&’ operation controlled

with the statg0),. (See text for notation.)
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FIG. 8: Mapping used to connect the labels of a two-dimergidn). x N, lattice to the labels of a chain

(i.e., a one-dimensional array of integer numbers).
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FIG. 9: Measurement of physical quantities using one exr&illa) qubit|a). In this case(203) =

(Wo|UTV [Wg).

38



2

&
11

@ -OO—0@
[)
)
)
-9 909
)
+2

‘If0>{— U000 GL[E=--gquuOVi gV -0 VuC
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M
sk (Dol[ 3 a;US V3] [ W) (see text).
i=1
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FIG. 11: Circuit for the measurement of spatial and time elation functions. In this cas@c?) =
(TTAiTBj>. Notice the simplification achieved by reducing twdlGsperations into only one uncontrolled

T operation.
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FIG. 12: Circuit for the measurement of the spectrum of amtitian operatorQ. In this case(20y) =

(¢|e" Q) (see text).
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FIG. 13: Two-dimensional lattice in the Hubbard model. Héne green and blue arrows identify the even

and odd bonds.
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FIG. 14: Energy spectrum of the Hubbard model obtained fioensimulator. The lattice hakx 2 sites
(which requires 16 qubits), with, = 1, ¢, = 1 andl/ = 4 and the time steps used in the Trotter approxi-

mation (to prepare the initial state and apply the evolQtame At; = Ats = 0.05.
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FIG. 15: Overlap between the exact initial state and the stia@pared with the Trotter decomposition, for a

system with two fermions in a 4-sites lattice.
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