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EFFICIENT QUANTUM GIBBS SAMPLERS WITH
KUBO-MARTIN-SCHWINGER DETAILED BALANCE CONDITION

ZHIYAN DING, BOWEN LI, AND LIN LIN

ABsTtrAacT. Lindblad dynamics and other open-system dynamics provide a promising path towards
efficient Gibbs sampling on quantum computers. In these proposals, the Lindbladian is obtained via
an algorithmic construction akin to designing an artificial thermostat in classical Monte Carlo or
molecular dynamics methods, rather than treated as an approximation to weakly coupled system-
bath unitary dynamics. Recently, Chen, Kastoryano, and Gilyén (arXiv:2311.09207) introduced the
first efficiently implementable Lindbladian satisfying the Kubo-Martin—Schwinger (KMS) detailed
balance condition, which ensures that the Gibbs state is a fixed point of the dynamics and is ap-
plicable to non-commuting Hamiltonians. This Gibbs sampler uses a continuously parameterized
set of jump operators, and the energy resolution required for implementing each jump operator de-
pends only logarithmically on the precision and the mixing time. In this work, we build upon the
structural characterization of KMS detailed balanced Lindbladians by Fagnola and Umanita, and
develop a family of efficient quantum Gibbs samplers that only use a discrete set of jump opera-
tors (the number can be as few as one). Our methodology simplifies the implementation and the
analysis of Lindbladian-based quantum Gibbs samplers, and encompasses the construction of Chen,
Kastoryano, and Gilyén as a special instance.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a given quantum Hamiltonian H € CV*¥ | preparing the associated Gibbs state o5 = e #H /Zj

(also called quantum Gibbs sampling) has a wide range of applications in condensed matter physics,
quantum chemistry, and optimization. Here N = 2™ is the dimension of the underlying Hilbert space,
B is the inverse temperature, and Z5 = tr(e ") is the partition function. We assume efficient
quantum access to the Hamiltonian simulation exp(—itH). The cost of a quantum algorithm is often
dominated by the total Hamiltonian simulation time of H.

The Davies generator [Dav74, Dav76, Dav79], which is in the form of a Lindbladian (or Lindblad
generator) [Lin76, GKS76], satisfies the desirable property that the Gibbs state is a fixed point of the
generated dynamics, and hence can be viewed as a natural candidate for quantum Gibbs samplers. The
Davies generator is typically derived as a simplified representation of weakly interacting system-bath
models, following the Born-Markov-Secular’ approximation route [31°02, Lid19]. Thus its applica-
bility range seems to be constrained by the limitations of these approximations. However, there has
been a recent revival of interest in designing quantum Gibbs samplers based on the Lindblad dynam-
ies [ML20, RWW23, CB21, CKBG23, CKG23, WT23]. These Lindbladians are constructed purely
algorithmically, and may not mimic specific system-bath unitary dynamics in nature.

The key object in these Lindblad dynamics-based approaches is the following frequency-dependent
jump operator

(L.1) /T?(w) = / f(tyemwhett pgae=iHt qr - , € R,

which is a f-weighted Fourier transform of the Heisenberg evolution A%(t) := et A%~ of A%, Here
f : R — Cis afiltering function that is central to this work and will be discussed in detail, and {A%},c 4
is a set of (frequency-independent) coupling operators provided by the user, which represent the
coupling between the system and the fictitious environment, akin to designing an artificial thermostat
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IThe secular approximation is also referred to as the rotating wave approximation (RWA).
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in classical Monte Carlo or molecular dynamics methods | |. The choice of {A%},c 4 can be flexible
and relatively simple (such as Pauli operators). The Lindblad generator for the algorithmic purpose
is then formulated as

> ~ ~ T ~ T~
12 2 =-iGd+ X [ 2 (A (Aw) - 5 {(35) Tw)e}) .
a€AY T
Here —i[G, -] is called the coherent part of the dynamics, and the simplest choices are G = H (system
Hamiltonian) or G = 0 (no coherent term). The remaining term on the right-hand side of Eq. (1.2) is
referred to as the dissipative part. In particular, the Davies generator corresponds to taking f(¢) =1,
with a carefully chosen function v : R — R, and a coherent part —i[H, -] (see Section 2.1).

The Gibbs state is a fixed point of the Lindblad dynamics if £f[o5] = 0. A sufficient condition to
ensure this is that the generator £ satisfies certain quantum detailed balance conditions (DBC). Here
L and L' are adjoint to each other with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. For a given
precision € > 0, we define the mixing time of the dynamics generated by £ as

(1.3) tmix ;= inf {t >0; et (

p) — 0'5” <'¢, Vquantum state p} ,
1

where ||-||; denotes the trace norm. It is worth mentioning that the quantum DBC is also instrumental
for proving the finite mixing time (if it is the case), and its scaling with respect to 8 and the system
size | , , , ]. However, due to the non-commutativity of operators in
quantum mechanics, there is no unique definition of quantum DBC | , , |

1.1. Related works. The most widely studied form of quantum DBC is in the sense of Gelfand—
Naimark—Segal (GNS). The seminal result by Alicki | | states that any Lindblad generator satis-
fying the GNS DBC must choose f(t) =1 in Eq. (1.2), leading to the same dissipative part as in the
Davies generator. Since this filtering function does not decay in ¢, the exact implementation of 121\3% (w)
requires simulating the Heisenberg evolution A%(t) for an infinitely long period. This implies that in
the frequency space, the energy levels of H have to be distinguished to infinite precision, which cannot
be achieved in general, except for some special systems such as Hamiltonians with commuting terms.
It is possible to select certain decaying filter functions f in (1.2) such that £ approximates a Davies
generator, while these approximate generators cannot satisfy the GNS DBC and their fixed points
are not known a priori. Consequently, estimating the deviation of the fixed point of the approximate
dynamics from og involves tracking the accumulated error along the dynamic trajectory. In order to
approximate the Gibbs state to precision ¢, the dynamics should distinguish the energy levels of H
to precision poly(8~'t L €), where tyiy is given in Eq. (1.3) [ , Theorems 1.1, 1.3]. It means
that the integral in Eq. (1.1) could be truncated to T' = poly(Btmixe *). However, this cost may still
be prohibitively high for practical applications.

Recently, [ | introduced the first algorithm that requires a finite energy resolution in con-
structing E‘Ji(w), where £ in Eq. (1.2) exactly satisfies a less stringent version of DBC called the
Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) DBC. It involves a nontrivial choice of the coherent term G that is
neither H or 0. Under the KMS DBC, the Gibbs state og remains a fixed point of the Lindblad
dynamics, and one no longer needs to keep track of the accumulated deviation from the trajectory
generated by a Davies-like generator. In this setup, to prepare og to precision €, the integral in
Eq. (1.1) can be truncated to T' = O(8log(tmix/€)) | , Theorem 1.2].

The integral with respect to w in Eq. (1.2) involves a continuously parameterized set of jump
operators if y(w) is a continuous function. Although one can discretize such an integral using a
quadrature scheme, the algorithm must be meticulously designed to efficiently simulate the resulting
Lindblad dynamics | , , |. To the best of our knowledge, high-order Lindblad
simulators designed for a finite number of jump operators, which allow for simpler implementations
[ , |, are not suitable for this task.

1.2. Contribution. In parallel to Alicki’s characterization of Lindblad generators satisfying the GNS
DBC, Fagnola, and Umanita | , | have prescribed the necessary and sufficient conditions for
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a quantum Markov semigroup to satisfy the KMS DBC. This leads to a set of conditions on the jump
operators and the Hamiltonian for its corresponding Lindblad generator (also see | ])- Building
upon these works, we introduce a family of quantum Gibbs samplers satisfying the KMS DBC. This
includes the construction of [ | as a special instance. In particular, y(w) can be chosen to be
a discrete sum of § functions, leading to a finite number of jump operators. In fact, it is sufficient
to choose y(w) = d(w), which means a single jump operator if | 4] = 1. Our jump operators can be
constructed using the standard linear combination of unitaries (LCU) routine [ ; ]
As a result, our Lindblad dynamics can be efficiently simulated using any high-order simulation al-
gorithms, including those in [ , ]. In addition, we show that this new family of Gibbs
samplers enables the selection of f(t), whose Fourier transform is smooth and compactly supported.
This approach simplifies the error analysis for controlling the discretization error, through the appli-
cation of the Poisson summation formula. Table 1 compares the performance of a number of quantum
Gibbs samplers based on the Lindblad dynamics.

Algorithms Properties Remark
Detailed Truncation Jump Total
balance time # cost
, _ Weak coupling
~ 1
[ ] ~ GRS N/A > poly(Fe™ tmix) Refreshable bath
[ , Theorem 1] | =~ GNS O(Be?) 00 O(B3tmixe™") Rounding promise
[ , Theorem 1.1] | a~ GNS O(Bt2,€72) 00 O(Bt3 . e72) Rectangular filter
| , Theorem 1.3] | ~ GNS O(Btmixe ™) 00 OB, e1) Gaussian filter
[ , Theorem 1.2] KMS O(Blog(tmix/€)) 00 O(Btmixpolylog(1/e)) Gaussian /

Metropolis filter
This work [Theorem 19] | KMS (’N)([)’logl"'o(l)(tmix/e)) >1 (5([325 - tmixpolylog(1/e)) | A family of filters

TABLE 1. A comparison of quantum Gibbs samplers using techniques related to Lind-
blad dynamics. Here the truncation time 7" is used to truncate the integral in Eq. (1.1)

o [-T,T) in simulation. The number of jump operators for the Libladian is denoted
by oo if y(w) is a continuous function in Eq. (1.2). The total cost refers to the
total Hamiltonian simulation time using the best available Lindblad simulation algo-
rithm. The o(1) factor in the truncation time of this work stems from our choice of
the filtering function and o(1) can be chosen to be arbitrarily small without much
added cost. In this work, the factor 525 scaling in the total cost is due to that our
jump operator allows the Bohr frequency difference to be of size S (see Remark 23).
When S = O(1/), this recovers the linear dependence on 3 in the total cost. When
S = O(1), the dependence on § is quadratic. The mixing time ¢,;x is method depen-
dent, and their values are generally difficult to compare with each other in theory.
The weak coupling assumption may be unphysical for large quantum systems. The
rounding promise-based method prepares an ensemble of density operators, and the
total cost for preparing each density operator in the ensemble may be improved to
O(tmixfBe2) (see | , Remark of Theorem 1]).

1.3. Discussion and open questions. There exist a series of algorithms | , ,

, ] that require only quantum access to H without additional mformatlon (such as cou-
pling operators). The cost of these algorithms is deterministic and scales as O(1/N/Zspoly(8, loge™1)).
These algorithms can perform efficiently in the high-temperature regime, where (3 is small and
VN/Z5 ~ 1 (assuming the smallest eigenvalue of H is zero). However, they become significantly
less efficient in the low-temperature regime, where § is large, and /N/Z5 ~ V/N. Furthermore,
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the factor \/N/Z3 is explicitly present in the algorithm, and the average-case complexity is not very
different from the worst-case scenario. On the other hand, the computational cost of open-system
quantum dynamics is primarily determined by the mixing time, which can vary significantly across
different systems. Besides the Lindblad dynamics, alternative open-system dynamics formalisms are
also viable | , , , | for Gibbs state preparation. We may anticipate that for
certain classes of physical Hamiltonians, even at low temperatures, Gibbs sampling could be executed
efficiently. This possibility does not contradict the statement that preparing the ground state of H
(when 8 = 00) remains QMA-hard in the worst-case scenario [ ,

Although rigorous bounding of the mixing time has been achieved for certain quantum Gibbs
samplers operating on commuting Hamiltonians | , |, establishing the mixing time for
non-commuting Hamiltonians at moderate or even low temperatures presents a substantial theoreti-
cal challenge. There are two interesting works along this line. The first is that Rouzé et al | ]
established the spectral gap of KMS detailed balanced Lindbladians for certain k-local Hamiltonians
at high temperatures using Lieb-Robinson estimates. The analysis in | | may be applicable in
our setting and we plan to investigate this in detail in a future work. On the other hand, Bakshi et
al | | demonstrated that at the high temperature, the Gibbs State of certain k-local Hamilton-
ian becomes a linear combination of tensor products of stabilizer states, can be prepared in polynomial
time using randomized classical algorithms. This suggests that exploring the relationship between the
complexity of Gibbs states and mixing times could be a fruitful avenue for future research.

It is also noteworthy that introducing a coherent term to any detailed balanced Lindbladian disrupts
the detailed balance condition, but the Gibbs state remains a fixed point. The influence of the coherent
term on the mixing time may be significant and its characterization remains an open question. Finally,
the mixing time ¢,,;x may be very different across different quantum Gibbs samplers. Both theoretical
and numerical evidence are needed in order to quantify the mixing time and to compare the efficiency
of quantum Gibbs samplers for physical systems of interest.

1.4. Notation. We denote by H a finite-dimensional Hilbert space with dimension N = 2", and
by B(#H) the space of bounded operators. For simplicity, we usually write A > 0 (resp., A > 0)
for a positive semidefinite (resp., definite) operator. The identity element in B(#) is denoted by 1.
Moreover, we denote by D(H) the set of quantum states (i.e., p > 0 with tr(p) = 1), and D4 (H) the
subset of full-rank states. Let X T be the adjoint operator of X. We denote by (-, -) the Hilbert-Schmidt
inner product on B(H): (X,Y) := tr(X'Y). Then, with a slight abuse of notation, the adjoint of
a superoperator ® : B(H) — B(H) with respect to (-,-) is also denoted by ®f. Unless specified
otherwise, || X|| denotes the operator norm for X € B(#), while ||z, := (3, |2;|°)/* denotes the
s-norm of the vector z € CV (s > 1). The diamond norm of a superoperator £ on B(H) is defined by
€], = I€ ®id]|;, where id is the identity map on B(H).

We adopt the following asymptotic notations beside the usual big O one. We write f = Q(g)
if g =0(f); f=0(g) if f = O(g) and g = O(f). The notations O, Q, © are used to suppress
subdominant polylogarithmic factors. Specifically, f = (5(9) if f = O(gpolylog(g)); f = fl(g) if
f = Q(gpolylog(g)); f = é(g) if f = ©(gpolylog(g)). Note that these tilde notations do not remove
or suppress dominant polylogarithmic factors. For instance, if f = O(loggloglog g), then we write
f= 6(log g) instead of f = (5(1)
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Note: In completing this work, we became aware of the concurrent research by Chen, Doriguello, and
Gilyén that similarly aims to develop quantum Gibbs samplers with a finite number of jump operators.

2. STRUCTURES OF DETAILED BALANCED LINDBLADIANS

In this section, we present the canonical forms of the Lindbladians with detailed balance conditions
and discuss their feasibility for implementation on a quantum computer.

We first recall that a quantum channel ® : B(H) — B(H) is a completely positive trace preserv-
ing (CPTP) map, while a quantum Markov semigroup (QMS) (P)¢>0 : B(H) — B(H), also called
Lindblad dynamics, is defined as a Cy-semigroup of completely positive, unital maps. The generator

L(X) :=limt 1 (Py(X) — X)
t—0
is usually referred to as the Lindbladian, which has the following GKSL form | , |.
Lemma 1. For any generator L of a QMS Py, there exist operators L;, K € B(H) such that

(2.1) LX)=U¥(X)+ KX+ XK,
where W(-) is completely positive with the Kraus representation:
(2.2) U(X)=)Y LiXL;,

JjET

with J being the index set with cardinality | J| < N2,

The operators L; in (2.2) are called jump operators, which are non-unique for a given Lindbladian.
From £(1) =0, by (2.1), the operator K can be written as

; . 1
(2.3) K=V —iG with V:—§ZL;LJ-7
JjeT
where V' := % and G := & ;;K are self-adjoint operators, and then there holds

LX) =[G, X]+ 3 (LjXLj - % {L}Lj,XD :
jeTg

where i[G, X| and L(X) —i[G, X] are the coherent and dissipative parts of the dynamic, respectively.
For the purpose of quantum state preparation, we are interested in those QMS converging to a
given full-rank state o > 0, i.e.,

(24) lim Pl(p) =0, VpeD(H),
equivalently, the irreducible QMS PZ [ , Proposition 7.5]. For the reader’s convenience, we recall

the definition of irreducibility and some further equivalent conditions. We say that a quantum channel
® is irreducible if all the orthogonal projections P satisfying ®(PB(H)P) C PB(H)P are trivial, i.e.,
zero or identity. The following results are adapted from | , ]

Lemma 2. A QMS ’P;r = et' is irreducible if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

. 77: (as a quantum channel) is irreducible for some to > 0.

o There exists a unique full-rank invariant state o, i.e., LT (o) = 0.

e The multiplicative algebra generated by the jump operators {L;} and K = —1 > L;-Lj —1iG
gives the whole algebra B(H).

e The operators {L;} and K have no trivial common invariant subspace.

Lemma 3 (| , Theorem 7.2]). If the QMS P} admits a full-rank invariant state, then
{G7 Lj7 L;}/ = ker(ﬁ) ;
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where the commutant {G,Lj,L;}’ is defined by all the operators commuting with L;, L} and G. It
follows that in this case, the irreducibility is also equivalent to

(2.5) {G,L;, L1} = {21; z € C}.

We next discuss the quantum detailed balance condition (DBC), which provides a sufficient criterion
to guarantee the Lindbladian’s steady state. For a given o € D4 (H), we define the modular operator:

Ay(X)=0Xo"t: B(H)— B(H),
and the weighting operator:
I'.X = 02 Xo? B(H) — B(H).

We also let L,(X) = 0X and R,(X) = Xo be the left and right multiplication operators, respectively.
Then, for any f : (0,00) — (0, 00) satisfying f(1) = 1 and o € D, (H), we define the following operator:

(2.6) JI = Ro f(As) : B(H) = B(H).

and the associated inner product:

(2.7) (X, Y)op = (X, JL(Y)).

In particular, for f = z!~° with s € R, the above inner product gives
(2.8) (X,Y) s :=tr(c* X' Y, VXY € B(H),

where (-, )51 and (-, -),. 12 are the Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) and Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS)
inner products, respectively.

Definition 4. A QMS P; = e* satisfies the Jf-DBC for some o € D, (H) if the Lindbladian L is
self-adjoint with respect to the inner product (-, ), ¢, equivalently,

Jic=rctyl.
In the cases of f =1 and xz'/?, it is called o-GNS DBC and o-KMS DBC, respectively.
By the above definition, we find that if P; satisfies the .J/-DBC, there holds
0= (X,L(1))os = (L(X), JI(1)) = (X,LN0)), VX €B(H),

which gives £T(c) = 0, namely, o is an invariant state of 73: . The following lemma relates different
concepts of detailed balance conditions; see | , Lemma 2.5 and Theorem 2.9].

Lemma 5. Let 0 € D, (H) be a full-rank quantum state and Py = et* be a QMS. Then,

o If P; satisfies the o-GNS DBC, then it satisfies the JJ—DBC for any f and the generator L
commutes with the modular operator A, .
o If P, satisfies the JI-DBC for f ==, s € [0,1]\{1}, then it also satisfies o-GNS DBC.

The above lemma means that the quantum DBC for the inner products (-, -),,s with s € [0,1]\{3}
are all equivalent, and they are stronger notions than 0-KMS DBC (i.e., s = %) In fact, one can show
that the class of QMS with 0-KMS DBC is strictly larger than the class of QMS satisfying o-GNS
DBC | , Appendix BJ. These properties underscore the special roles played by the KMS and GNS
detailed balance when analyzing Lindblad dynamics.
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2.1. Davies generator and GNS-detailed balance. Let H be a quantum Hamiltonian on the
Hilbert space H with the eigendecomposition:

(2.9) H=> \Pi,

where P; is the orthogonal projector to the eigenspace associated with the energy ;. Given an inverse
temperature 3 > 0, the corresponding Gibbs state og is defined by

(2.10) og:=ePH)Z5

with Zg = tr(e~#H) being the normalization constant, called partition function. It is easy to see that
any full-rank quantum state can be written as a Gibbs state o = e~ with h = —log(o).

Recall that the main aim of this work is to develop an efficient quantum Gibbs sampler via QMS.
An important class of Lindbladians for this purpose are Davies generators, which describe the weak
coupling limit of a system coupled to a large thermal bath | , ]. Tt has natural applications
in thermal state preparations but with inherent difficulties from the energy-time uncertainty principle
[ ]; see Remark 7. We next review the canonical form of Davies semigroups
and show that they essentially characterize the Lindbladians with GNS-DBC | |

For the Hamiltonian (2.9), we define the set of Bohr frequencies by

(211) By = {l/ =\ — )‘j; i, /\j € Spec(H)} s

which is a sequence of real numbers symmetric with respect to 0. Here, Spec(H) denotes the spectral
set of H. Then, for any bounded operator A € B(H), one can write

(2.12) A= Y PAP= Y A,

Ai,AjESpec(H) vEBy
where
(2.13) A, = Y PAP;, with (4,)F=(4")_,,
)\if)\j:l/

is an eigenstate of the modular operator A,, (see Eq. (2.21) below). Such a decomposition (2.12)
naturally relates to the Heisenberg evolution of A:

(2.14) A(t) := et et = Z Ay et equivalently, [H,A,]=vA,.
vEBg
Following [ |, we introduce the weighted operator Fourier Transform, which is crucial for our

following algorithmic design and its analysis. Given an operator A € B(H) and a filter function
f: R — C with certain regularity (e.g., L' integrable or tempered distribution), we define

oo

(2.15) Af(w) = / A(t)e ™! f(t)dt = 2m Z A, fw—w),

- vEBy

— 1 - —iwt

is the Fourier Transform of f(¢). In the case of f(¢) = 1, we have f(w) = §(w) and
(2.16) Apmi(w) =27 > Ad(w—).

veB

where

The Davies Lindbladian is generally of the form:
(2.17) Lo(X):=i[H, X+ > Y Lan(X), XeBH),

a€AveBy
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where the dissipative generators are given by

(2.18) Lo (X) = 2000) (427X 5 - 5 {427 42,X} )

Here, the index a € A sums over all the coupling operators A% € B(H) to the environment that satisfy
{A% gea = {(AY) T} aea, and 74 (-) are the Fourier transforms of the bath correlation functions, which
are nonnegative and bounded. The jump operators {A%} associated with a coupling A% € B(H) are
defined by Egs. (2.12) and (2.13):

(2.19) Ar= N PRAP =Y Al
ki,AjESpeC(H) vEBy

which gives the transitions from the eigenvectors of H with energy E to those with F+v. In addition,
the following relations hold, for any a € A and v,

(2.20) Ya(—V) = eﬂ”%(u) ,
and
(2.21) A, (AZ) = e PrAL,

that is, A% is an eigenvector of A,, with the eigenvalue e=?”. Note that the condition (2.21) holds
by the definition of A2, while the condition (2.20) is often referred to as KMS condition? | 1,
which, as we shall see below, ensures the GNS-reversibility of the Lindbladian.

The following canonical form for the QMS that satisfies the 0-GNS DBC is due to Alicki | |

Lemma 6. For a Lindbladian L satisfying o3-GNS DBC, there holds

(2.22) Lx)=3Y" (e—wa-/%;[)g L]+ 6”1/2[Lj7X]L}> 7

JjET
with w; € R and |J| < N? — 1, where L; € B(H) satisfies
(2.23) Doy (Lj)=e 1 L;, tr(LILy) =c;djk, tr(L;) =0,
with normalization constants ¢; > 0, and for each j, there exists j’ € J such that
(2.24) Li=L;, wj=-w.

It is easy to see that the Davies semigroup (2.17) is exactly the class of QMS with GNS-DBC, up
to the coherent term i[H,-]. Indeed, we define g,(v) := €?*/?~,(v) and find g,(v) = ga(—v) by the
KMS condition (2.20). Then, letting Ly, := ga(v)'/2A2, it follows from (2.17) and (2.18) that

, 8w 1
Ls(X)=4[H,X]+ Z Z e Bv/2 (L(TWXLW, -3 {L;VLG,V,X}>

aEA veEBy

IS L ) ¢ X
aEAuEBH

with the dissipative part exactly satisfying the conditions in Lemma 6 by re-indexing j = (a,v).

Remark 7. The Davies generator Lg in (2.17) can be viewed as a quantum analog of a classical
Markov chain, and therefore becomes a natural candidate for the Gibbs state preparation |

|. However, implementing the Davies generator accurately requires being able to resolve and
distinguish between all Bohr frequencies v, while the gap between two Bohr frequencies v,v' could be
exponentially small as the system size increases in a generic setting. In view of (2.15) and (2.16), by
the energy-time uncertainty principle, this means an impractically long Hamiltonian simulation time
and is a key obstacle in leveraging the Davies semigroup directly as a quantum Gibbs sampler.

2The KMS condition should not be confused with the KMS detailed balance condition. These two terms are
mathematically unrelated.
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It is also worth mentioning that the sum over Bohr frequencies (2.17) is derived from a secular
approzimation | |, which may be regarded as theoretical evidence that the GNS detailed balance is
an idealized construction and thus is difficult to be exactly implemented in practice.

2.2. KMS-detailed balanced generators. Recalling that the KMS DBC is a weaker property
compared to the GNS one, but can still guarantee the Gibbs state as a fixed point of the dynamic,
one may expect that the KMS-detailed balanced QMS can provide a more efficient class of Gibbs
state preparation algorithms. In this section, we introduce the canonical form of the QMS satisfying
os-KMS DBC with a proof sketch, mainly following | , |, which are fundamental for the
subsequent discussion on quantum algorithms.

Let $ := B(B(H)) be the space of superoperators. We define the subspace g consisting of ® € £
of the form: for some X,Y € B(H),
(2.25) D(A) = XA+ AY
and denote by S’Jfg its orthogonal complement. The following useful lemma characterizes the freedom
of X,Y in (2.25)%.
Lemma 8. Let ® be a superoperator with the representation (2.25). If some X', Y’ € B(H) gives the
same ®, then X' =X +nl andY' =Y —nl for some n € C.
Proof. Let F, with a = (i,7) and 1 < i, < N be a basis of B(H) satisfying (F,, Fs)/N = dup,
Fa1) = 1, and FTZ.]. = Fj.), and let E; ; be another basis defined by E;; = VN |u;) (u;|, where

(4:.3)
{u;} is an orthonormal basis of . Suppose that ®(A) = XA + AY for some X,Y. We compute the

coefficients for the expansion of ®(A) = Zaﬁ(C@)aﬁF;[Ang

N
(Ca)as = % >t [(FIE  Fp) @(Es ;)]

ij=1
1 1
= 7 (6lF] alFaX] + tlFu) 6l F]Y]) = < (J5.0,) tlFaX] + 00 0,1 tFY]) |
which is zero if a, 8 # (1,1). It follows that
®(A) = (Ca)1,1),0,1)A + Z (C<I>)a,(1,1)F;EA+ Z (Co)1,1),8AF3.
a#(1,1) B#(1,1)
Therefore, any X', Y’ such that ®(A4) = X' A + AY” satisty
X'= Y (Co)aanFl+al, Y = > (Co)usFs+bl,
a#(1,1) B#(1,1)
for some a,b € C with a +b = (Cs)1,1),(1,1)- The proof is complete. O

We next discuss the structure of QMS satisfying o3-KMS DBC for some Gibbs state g (2.10).
Lemma 9. A Lindbladian L satisfies og-KMS DBC if and only if L has the form:
(2.26) L(X)=9(X)+D(X),
with the CP operator ¥ (-) admitting the Kraus representation (2.2) and the operator
(2.27) O(X):=K'X+XK, forsomeK € B(H),

and both ¥ and ® are self-adjoint with respect to the KMS inner product. In this case, there exist the
jump operators {L;}jes and the operator K in Eq. (2.27) satisfying

—-1/27  _ 7t
(2.28) AL =L,

3This result is from [ , Lemma 3.10 and Remark 3.11], which include some typos in the arguments. We provide
a short proof here for the reader’s convenience.
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and
1/2
(2.29) AVPK = KT

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the only if part. Recalling the structure of a Lindbladian in Lemma 1,
without loss of generality, we assume tr(L;) = 0 by replacing L; with L; — tr(L;)1 and K with
K+32, tr(L;)Lj — 2]tr(L;)[*. Then, by [ , Lemma 3.12], there holds ¥(-) € 5. According to
[ , Lemma 3.13|, the subspaces $ig and & are invariant under the adjoint with respect to the
KMS inner product. By ® € f5 and ¥ € H%, it holds that adjoints ®fy,q € Hs and Ui, o € Hsg,
where @LMS and \I/LMS are adjoints of ® and ¥ for the KMS inner product. Thus, the self-adjointness
Ulos + ®hogs = ¥ + @ implies Ul o = ¥ and @f,,q = .

Next, since ¥ is a KMS-detailed balanced CP map, (2.28) is implied by the structure result | ,
Theorem 4.1]. To show (2.29), by the invariance of ® = KTX + XK for adding a pure imaginary
icl (¢ € R) to K, without loss of generality, we can assume tr(K) € R, which further implies

tr(Ag, 1/2K) € R. It follows from o5-KMS DBC of ® that I',,® = @ngﬂ, equivalently,
K'X + XK = (A;)PK)X + X(A)PKT).

Then, by Lemma 8, we derive KT = A, 1/2K + n1 for some n € C, where n must be zero, thanks to
tr(KT) = tr(K) = tr(A, 1/QK) € R. The proof is complete. O

We proceed to derive an explicit formula for the operator K. Recalling the decomposition (2.3)
and V = —% > jeg L;Lj, it suffices to find an expression for the involved operator G. To do so, we
reformulate the constraint (2.29) above as a Lyapunov equation:

1/2 1/2 o 1/2 1/2
Goy® +o*G =0V —Val?).
It can be uniquely solved as

(2.30) G= Z/ e_wé” (0;3/2‘/ — Vaé/Q)e_tU;/Q dt.
0

To simplify the formula, we note that for any A, > 0,

0o _al/2 7t”1/2dt: 1
/o € € N2 1 pi/20

and tanh(log(z!/%)) = % Then, by functional calculus and (2.30), there holds
LY? _Rl? AP T
(2.31) G=i=2 % (V) =i—2 —— (V) =itanholog(AY*)(V).
1/2+R1/2 A1/2+I s

We summarize the above discussion in the following proposition.

Theorem 10. A Lindbladian L satisfies og-KMS DBC if and only if there exist linear operators
L;,G € B(H) such that

(2.32) LX) =[G, X]+ ) (LP@J‘ - % {L}Lﬂ"XD ’

JjET

with L; satisfying (2.28), and G being self-adjoint and given by

(2.33) G = —itanholog(AL") Z LiL;
JGJ
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We have shown in Lemma 5 that the Lindbladians with 0g-GNS DBC is a subclass of those with
os-KMS DBC, but this property cannot be easily seen from the corresponding structural results (cf.
Lemma 6 and Theorem 10), noting that an eigenvector L of the operator A,, is generally not a
solution to (2.28). To fill this gap, we next show that the canonical form (2.22) of a QMS with GNS
DBC can be indeed reformulated as the one (2.32) for KMS DBC.

Corollary 11. Let £ be a Lindbladian with 03-GNS DBC of the form:
, —w; 1
(2.34) L(X)= Z L;(X) with L£;(X)=2e i/2 (L;XLJ- -3 {L;Lj7X}> )
JjET

where the jumps {L;}jecs satisfy the conditions in Lemma 6. Then, we can reformulate it in the form

of a KMS detailed balanced Lindbladian (2.32):
1
LX)= > LiX)+ 3 > LX),
jeT, Li=L; JET,LI#L;
with
Fy(X) = B0 XTya + DX Ty0— 2B Er, XV = ST 0 X
J 4,1 J,)1 5,2 7,2 2 5,1H35,15 9 3,243,2> )

where
Ej,l = e_“’j/4Lj —|— ewj/4L;r- 5 Ej,g = i(—e_“’j/zle —|— e“’-7/4L;f-)
satisfy the constraint (2.28).
Proof. If L; is self-adjoint, there hold w; = 0 and A;,/*L; = L; = Li. By the formula (2.31) of G,
the associated Hamiltonian is given by

N
—

2 Ao’g + I
Thus, in this case, £; in (2.34) satisfies the canonical form (2.32) in Theorem 10.

We next consider the case where L; is not self-adjoint. Let j' be the adjoint index for j specified
in (2.24). It follows that

Gj = (L) =0.

J

]

1 1
Li(X)+ Lj(X) =27/ (L}XLj -5 {L}Lj,x}> + 23/ (LjXL} = {Li] X}) .

We consider the equation A;;/QZ = L' with ansatz L = aL; + bL}, a,beC:
A;Y2(aL; +bLY) = ae*i/?L; + be /2Lt =aLl +bL; .

It is easy to check that the coefficients (a,b) being real linear combinations of vectors (e~*#/2, 1) and
(—e“"j/Qi, i) satisfy a = be~“i/2 and the corresponding £ solves A;;/QL = Lt. We define
(2.35) Ly=e /"L + /ALY Ly=i(—e “/*L;+e/*LT).
A direct computation gives, for X € B(H),

LIXLy + LyX Ly = 2¢7“2LIX L; + 2¢*/2L; X L},
and

. A1/2
(3 Ag‘ﬁ -1 7 1T
=5 (Z1Zy + IiL,)
s
AR T
=it (T PLL e L) o,
YR
B
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by noting that L}Lj and LjL; are eigenvectors of A, associated with eigenvalue one. Therefore, for
non-self-adjoint L, the Lindbladian £;+ £ ;s also matches with the form (2.32). The proof is complete
by the linearity of Lindbladians. a

3. A FAMILY OF EFFICIENT QUANTUM (GIBBS SAMPLERS

In this section, we present a general framework for designing efficient quantum Gibbs samplers via
Lindblad dynamics satisfying og-KMS DBC.

3.1. Quantum Gibbs samplers via KMS-detailed balanced Lindbladian. Thanks to Theo-
rem 10, the class of KMS detailed balanced Lindbladians can be parameterized by

e a set of jump operators for the Lindbladian {L,},cs satisfying (2.28): A;;/zLj = L;r-;
e a coherent term G defined as in (2.33) via {L;};c7.

Note that the condition (2.28) is equivalent to A;;MLJ- = A%ALL} namely, A;;MLJ- is self-adjoint.
Thus, the admissible set of jump operators is
T — AVAR A — At
{LeB(H); L=A,A with A=A"}.
From the eigendecomposition of H in (2.9), we have

(3.1) L=ATA=Y e PP Ap; = N~ /14,

[eC}
@7 veEBy

where A, is defined by (2.13) for some self-adjoint A.
Suppose that we are given a set of self-adjoint coupling operators {A%},c 4. For each a, we choose
a weighting function ¢*(v) : R — C, which satisfies:

(3.2) ¢*(—v) =" (v), fo(v):=q"(v)e P/t e LY(R).

Here f;(y) can be viewed as a filtering function in the frequency domain, and its Fourier transform
gives the filtering function in the time domain:

(3.3) o) = % /OO g (v)e Pr/he=it qu .

The choice of ¢* is a key component in our algorithm and will be discussed in detail in Section 3.2.
Moreover, for each pair (A%, ¢%), we define an operator A% := > A% with A2 = ¢%(v)A%, which
can be easily verified to be self-adjoint:

(AT = D> (A= > AT = Y ¢"(-v)Ar, = A"

vEBH vEBH vEBH

IIEBH

Then the jump operator for the Lindbladian, defined by

(3.4) Lo= Y ¢"(w)e ™Hag=>" /oo fo(t)Ase™? dt:/_oo o)A (t)dt,

vEBH veEBp Y~

satisfies the requirement in (2.28). We see that each L, is a linear combination of the Heisenberg
evolution A%(t) = et A2e—iH1,

Remark 12. Noting that L, in Eq. (3.4) is the same as A\‘}a (w=0)in Eq. (1.2), if we let f* = f
for all a, then the dissipative part of Lindbladian constructed via {L,}aca fits into the ansatz (1.2)
with v(w) = d(w). This reduces a continuously parameterized set of jump operators to a discrete set.
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We proceed to construct the coherent part via the formula (2.33):

G:=—i tanhOIOg(A},{:l) (2 Z LZLa>

acA

_Z Z Aa)TAa

a€EAv,v €EBy
with the coefficient function ¢% in the frequency domain given by
- 1 —B(v+v’ a “al
(3.5) g (v, = Q—Z_tanh(ﬁ(u’ —v)/4)e PUHI/Aga ) qa(ur) .

We define g% in the time domain via a two-sided Fourier transform as follows:

1 2 —i(vt—v't
(3.6) g (t,t) = W//W go (v, vV)e V) qudy

Since [tanh(-)] < 1 and ¢*(v)e=?*/* € L'(R), g*(t,t') is well defined. Then, it is direct to compute,
by (A%)f = A% and (2.14),

G=>" > g (AL Ag

a€Av,w €By
zvt a —w’t’ a a
(3.7) => > //2 (t,t') A, A% dtdt!
a€EAv,v €EBy R
—Z// (¢, )AL (1) A (') At dt’ .
acA

Therefore, letting G and {Lg }aea be constructed in (3.7) and (3.4), respectively, the Lindbladian

1
(3.8) LX) =ilG,X]+ > <LLXLG -3 {L;me}) :
acA
satisfies 0g-KMS DBC by Theorem 10. Then the corresponding Lindblad master equation reads
1
(3.9) dup = L1(p) = iG] + 3 ( oL}~ 3 {LzLa,p}) .
acA

Remark 13. To ensure that the constructed Lindblad dynamics (3.8) eventually relaxes to the desired
Gibbs state, by Lemma 3, we should carefully choose the coupling operators A* and weighting functions
q”® such that the resulting {L®} and G satisfy Eq. (2.5). This is always possible, due to the finite
dimensionality of the system. Moreover, it is known | | that for a primitive KMS detailed
balanced QMS, the mizing time (1.3) can be characterized by the spectral gap of the Lindbladian. The
recent work | | estimated the spectral gap of the efficient quantum Gibbs sampler in | ]
in the high-temperature regime, by mapping the Lindbladian Lz with KMS DBC to a Hamiltonian
Eﬁ = 051/45,3 (UéMXUéM)aElM and then analyzing its spectral properties with perturbation theory.
The extension of such a mizing time analysis framework to our case with the optimal selection of
{(A%, ¢*) }aca will be discussed in a forthcoming work.

We have discussed the choice of self-adjoint coupling operators {A®*},c4 above. In fact, one can
also generally consider a set of couplings such that {A4%},c4 = {(A%)T}4c, and construct the corre-
sponding jump operators {L,},c4 and the Lindbladian £ as in Egs. (3.4) and (3.8), respectively. It
is easy to see that the Lindblad dynamics defined in this way still satisfies the KMS detailed balance.
Indeed, let L, and L, .q; be the jumps associated with some A® and (A%)" by (3.4) (without loss of
generality, A% # (A%)"). We then define self-adjoint operators

Ae 4 (Aa)]‘ 7 A — (Aa)’[

Aa == b — 77
* V2 V2i



14 Z. DING, B. LI, AND L. LIN

such that v/24% = A% +iA? and denote by L, and L, _ the associated jumps (3.4). A direct
computation by using the time-domain representation (3.4) gives

Lapl + LusaipLh = [ [ FOFF0) (40047 (@) + (A°(0) pA(#)

-/ / T (AL (pAL () + AT (1)pA” (1))
= La,erL;Jr + La,prT

a,— ?

thanks to
A (O)p(A* ()T + (A% (t)TpA* ()
=% (AL(t) +iA2(1) p (AL(H) —iAL()) + % (A% (t) —iA%(1) p (AL(t) +iA% (1))
AL (pAL(E) + A ()pA%(t)
Here f* is defined via (3.3) with ¢*(v) satisfies (3.2). Similarly, one can check

{szLav P} + {Li’adjLa,adjv P} = {LIL,JrLa,-‘rv p} + {LZ77La,—7 P} )

and hereby our claim holds.

3.2. Choice of the weighting function ¢(v). In order to efficiently implement the jump operators
{Lo}aca in (3.4) and the coherent term G in (3.7), we need to approximate the involved integrals
on R and R? by a numerical quadrature in a finite region. This requires f%(t), g%(¢,t') to be smooth
functions that decay rapidly as |¢|, [t'| — oo. To this end, we assume that ¢* is a compactly supported
Gevrey function. We first recall the definition of Gevrey functions below | ]

Definition 14 (Gevrey function). Let Q) C R¢ be a domain. A complez-valued C> functionh : Q — C
is a Gevrey function of order s > 0, if there exist constants C1,Cy > 0 such that for every d-tuple of
nonnegative integers o = (a1, o, ..., qq),

(3.10) 10°h ] oo ) < C1CK 0]l

where |a] = Z?Zl |oi;|.  For fized constants Cy,Ca,s, the set of Gevrey functions is denoted by
gghCQ(Q). Furthermore, G = Ucl,cz>0 951702.

Some useful properties of Gevrey functions are collected in Appendix C. In particular, the product
of two Gevrey functions is a Gevrey function (Lemma 26); Certain compositions of Gevrey functions
are Gevrey functions (Lemma 28). The Fourier transform of compactly supported Gevrey functions
satisfies Paley-Wiener type estimates (Lemma 29).

Assumption 15 (Weighting function). For 8 > 0, suppose that q(v) is a weighting function of the
form q(v) = u(Br)w(v) with the following conditions:
o (Symmetry) For any v € R, u(v) = u(—v),w(v) = w(—v).
e (Compact support) There exists S > 0 such that supp(w) C [-S, S].
o (Gevrey) There exists Ag, Ay, Ay > 1, 8y, 8y > 1 such that
u)e ™t e Gy 4 (R), wegy , (R).

qrsAw

In addition, we assume <= (u(v)e="/*) € L'(R) and denote

d
Crow o= || L upe)
L= | e

For the weighting function in Assumption 15, there holds (Lemma 26)

(3.11) q(v) = q(-v), supp(q) C [-S,5],
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and
(3.12) q(v)e Pr/t e gZE,BAquAw (R), s:=max{sy,Sw}-

Intuitively, one may expect that the functions u(v) and w(v) control the magnitude and support of
the energy transition induced by a jump operator L, respectively. We can prove that the associated
filtering functions f(t) and g(¢,t') in the time domain decay rapidly (Lemma 30). This further allows
us to show that a simple quadrature scheme (trapezoidal rule) can efficiently approximate {L,}qca
and G with high accuracy. Specifically, given M = 2™~! with m € N and 7 > 0, the quadrature
points are given by

(3.13) tmm =—Mr+mr, 0<m<2M.
The quadrature error can be controlled as follows, and its proof is given in Appendix D.

Proposition 16 (Quadrature error). Under Assumption 15, we assume 8 > 0, ||[A%|| < 1 for any
a€ A When7'<2‘|13% and

(3.14) (M = 1)1 = Q((BAs + Aw) log (BAy + Aw))
Then, it holds that

(3.15) Lo - 2:52__01 FHtm) A (tm)7|| < Cp exp <— 2?;% J_r Z;ijg
with
(3.16) Cy = 0 (A2S(B A+ Au)'*) |
and
2M—1 s
(3.17) ;H;O (tns tm) A° () A% (tm)7° | < Gyl A exp Gz(zﬁﬁ% 2;1121/6)1/ Se> ’
with
(3.18) Cy = O (ALS2(BA, + A4,)1*) .

Here Q(-), O(:) absorbs some constant depending on s.

Thanks to Proposition 16, to approximately block encode {L,} and G, it suffices to construct
block-encodings for the discretized quantities
2M—1

Z fa (tm)ethm Aae—thmT ,
—

and
oM -1

E 2 tnat th,LAaesz(tn7tm)Aa671Htm7_2 )

acAn,m=0

In our algorithm, we construct these two block encodings using LCU (see Appendix B). This utilizes
block encodings of A% (3.23), controlled Hamiltonian simulation (3.24), and prepare oracles for f
(Egs. (3.26) and (3.27)) or g (Egs. (3.29) and (3.30)). The detailed constructions are presented in the
next subsection (see (3.32) and (3.33)).

Remark 17. Bounding the approximation error for {Lg}aca and G in the operator norm is a non-
trivial task. | | introduces a “rounding Hamiltonian” technique to bound the quadrature error
in the frequency domain. By choosing weighting functions in Assumption 15, we can use the Pois-
son summation formula to simplify the quadrature error analysis. In particular, we can bound the
quadrature error in the time domain without using the “rounding Hamiltonian” technique.
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According to |

Sw

, Corollary 2.8], for any s,, > 1, there exists a “bump function” w € gc' a,

such that supp(w) C [-1,1] and w(rv) = 1 when |v| < 1/2. Here S is an adjustable parameter to
control the support of g. Then w(v/S) is supported on [—S,S] and w(v/S) € G
provide two specific examples of ¢ satisfying Assumption 15.

e Metropolis-type:

(3.19)

Co Ay /S Now we

A/ 2
where u(v)e™1 = e~ e

q(v) = e VIFFPA0/8)  with  u(v) = e VITV/4,

S gll 7/2 is a Gevrey function of order s, = 1 and its derivative
is L'-integrable; see Lemma 28. Therefore s = max{s,,sw} = s,. When 8 > 1, q(v) in
Eq. (3.19) gives a smoothed version of the Metropolis-type filter (similar to the Glauber-type

filter):
(3.20)

f(z/) = q(v)e P"/* ~ min
Gaussian-type™:

{1,e*ﬁv/2} . vel-5/2,8/2).
(3.21)

8

q(v) = 67(&/)2/811)(1//5) with u(v)=e /8
v 2_
Here u(v)e™7 = e

is a Gevrey function of order s, = % by [ , Proposition B.1]

and the L'-integrability of its derivative is straightforward. So we still have s = max{s,, s, } =
Sw. Setting S = O(1/8), there holds

(3.22) F) = a)e1t o e~ Ger1? s,

which is approximately a Gaussian function concentrated at —3~! with width O(5~1).

~

A comparison of the shapes of the Metropolis-type and Gaussian-type filtering function f(v) is
inefficiency because the magnitude of a local move in Monte Carlo simulations stays around order 1,

shown in Fig. 1. The support size for the Gaussian choice decreases as O(37!), which can cause
regardless of the value of 3.

=1 B =5
o~ ! : : :
"I ‘\‘ Metropolis ! Metropolis
0.8+ Lo\ —-=—-Gaussian | —-—- Gaussian
\
\
0.6 1
— \
2 i
=04 \
\
0.2
0 . .
-10 -5 0 5 10
v
FIGURE 1.

5 10
v
Comparison between Metropolis-type and Gaussian-type filtering func-
tions f(v) in the frequency domain with 8 =1 (left) and 8 = 5 (right). For simplicity,

the bump function is chosen to be w(v/S) = exp ( — 1_(231,)2 ,and S = 10. The ap-

proximate support size of f(v) remains O(1) for the Metropolis-type filter as 8 — oo,
while it narrows to O(871) for the Gaussian-type filter.

41n this case, the Gaussian functions already decay rapidly. The multiplication with a bump function is for purely
technical reasons to ensure f(v) is compactly supported.
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3.3. Efficient simulation of the Lindblad master equation (3.9). In this section, we discuss the
efficient simulation of the Lindblad equation in (3.9). For simplicity, we assume that ¢* = ¢, f* = f,
and g = g and ¢ satisfies Assumption 15. Our construction uses the block encoding input model and
the linear combination of unitaries (see Appendices A and B). We also assume max,c 4 ||A%|| < 1 to
ensure that efficient block encodings of A% are available (see Eq. (3.23)).

Thanks to our algorithm’s use of a discrete set of jump operators for the Lindbladian, we can
directly apply efficient Lindblad simulation quantum algorithms, such as those in | , ,

, |, to prepare the Gibbs state, once the efficient constructions of the block encodings
of {L,} and G are available, which will be the focus of the rest of this section.

According to Proposition 16, in the following discussion, we set the integer m large enough and
consider the quadrature points {t,,}2M 51 (M = 2™~1) as in Eq. (3.13) such that Eq. (3.14) holds.
Without loss of generality, we assume |A| = 2* with a € N.

For the quantum simulation, we assume access to the following oracles:

e Block encoding U4 of the coupling operators {A“}aeA:
(3.23) I, (0°|®L,) - Ux - (Ig @ |0°) Z\ (a| ® A%/ Z 4.
We assume that the block encoding factor Z 4 can be chosen to satisfy max,c 4 ||A%)| < Z4 < 1.

Here |0°) represents the ancilla qubits utilized in the block-encoding of A®, I, is the identity
matrix acts on the index register.

e Controlled Hamiltonian simulations® for {tm}zM 1
2M—1
(3.24) Un =Y |tm)tm| @ exp(—itm H).

e Prepare oracle for a € A, acting on the index register'

(3.25) Prep 4, = H®® : |0%) > la)
Vv |A acA
which is used to implement LCU for the sum over a in A appearing in G. Here H®® are
Hadamard gates acting the index register and are self-adjoint.
e Prepare oracles for the filtering functions f, acting on the time register:
2M—1

(3.26) Prep; : [0™) = f Z V()T |tm)

and
2M—1

(3.27) Prep7: |0™) = Z \ Ftn)T [t)

Here the block encoding factor Zy := ZQM Y1 f(tm)|7 is bounded by Lemma 32 with Eq. (D.3):
(3.28) Zy =0 ((AgChu + A2SA,) log(BA, + Ay)) -

e Prepare oracles for the g function, acting on the frequency register:

2M—1
(3.29) Prep, : [0™) [0™) = f > Voltn tm)72 [tn) ltm)
9 n,m=0
and
2M—1
(3.30) Prep; : |0™)[0™) = Z (s b)) T2 [tn) [tm)
gnm =0

5The circuit construction is similar to the controlled Hamiltonian simulations in the standard quantum phase esti-
mation, and the total Hamiltonian simulation time required is O(MT).
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with the block encoding factor Z, = Ziﬁ;lo |g(tn, tm)|7% bounded as follows, by Lemma 32
with Eq. (D.4),

(3.31) Zy =0 ((A2CE, + AjS* A2 + A3C1,uSA, + ALBS) log” (BA, + Aw)) -
Using these oracles, according to Proposition 16, we can apply LCU with (3.23), (3.24), (3.26), and

(3.27) to construct a
s((M —1)r)V/s
ZiZ -
( f A,m+b,Cfexp( 2(BA, + Ay /se

-block encoding Uy, of 3, |a) (a| ® Lq:

(3.32) U= (Prep;@a Toso ® In) Tase @ U, - (In ® Ua) - Tays ® Upt - (Prep; @ Topp @ 1,) .
—_——— ———— ——

LCU prepare oracle etHim la) (al@A® e~ iHtm LCU prepare oracle

Here Cy is defined in Proposition 16. The circuit of U, can be found in Fig. 2. In (3.32), the total
Hamiltonian simulation time required by one query to Ur, is O (MT).

Next, applying two layers of LCU (see Appendix B) with (3.23), (3.24), (3.25), (3.29), and (3.30),
we construct the following

s((M —1)7)V/s
(ZQZEl\/W7 2m+a+ b;Cg|A| exp (_2(252( + 2A) _?_B)l/se))

-block encoding Ug of G:
(3.33)

Ug = (I%Q ® Prep, ® I, ® In)Jr . (Prep%@ Tote ® In) .

Two layers of LCU prepare oracles

In @ Lare @UL (122 @ Ua) I @ Laso @ Up - Inn @ Lasp @ Uy - (122 @ Up) - Iy @ Lagp @ Upt
exp(iHt,) Aa exp(—iHtp) exp(iHto,) Aa exp(—iHt,)

- (Prep, ® Loy ®1,) - (I3 @ Prep, ® 1, ® 1) .

Two layers of LCU prepare oracles

Here C| is defined in Proposition 16. We note that Ug for exp(—iHt,,) and exp(—iHt,) are acting on
different time registers. The circuit of Ug is given in Fig. 2. In (3.33), one query to Ug still requires
O (M) total Hamiltonian simulation time.

After acquiring the block encodings of {L,}.c4 and G, we can employ the algorithm proposed in
[ | to simulate (3.9). The complexity of this algorithm is recalled below.

Theorem 18 (| , Theorem 111). Suppose that we are given an (Ag, g,9)-block encoding Ug of G,
and (Ay,f,8)-block encodings {U,} for the jumps {Lo}°. Let ||L]lpe := Ay + %Afc\fu For all t, e with
§ < €/t||L]|be, there exists a quantum algorithm for simulating (3.9) up to time t with an e-diamond
distance using

(3.34) O (t[|L]lbe log (][ L][be/€))
queries to Ug and {U,}aca and
O (log (t[| Lllbe/€) (log | A[ + log (¢[|L|be /€)))

additional ancilla qubits.

Now, we are ready to give the simulation cost of our method as follows.

6In [ |, the authors assume separate access to the block encodings U, of Lg. This is slightly different from our
setting assuming the block-encoding Uy, of |a) (a| ® L.
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| 0™y == Prepf . . Prep; —— (0™ ‘

| @) (a
|0°) U, (0°|

- - 1
| Wn> A — ethn ~ EL" ll/n>
f
(a) Block encoding Uy, of jump operators }_ - 4 |a) {a| ® Lq.
| omy —4 $ — <0m1 |
Prep, Prep;
| 0™) = $ = — <0m1 |
| 0%) = Prep,, Prep,, (02 |
) U, U, (@
P — —] ¢l it = — el =——=~G|y,)/z

(B) Block encoding Ug of the coherent term G.

FIGURE 2. Quantum circuits for block encodings of {L,}4c4 (top) and G (bottom).
The simulation of e'*» and e~*#*m involved in the block encoding Ug of G' can be
combined into a single step €' (t»=tm) yia Hamiltonian simulation controlled simul-
taneously by the top two registers.

Theorem 19. Assume access to weighting functions {q*} satisfying Assumption 15 with any s > 1,
block encodings Uy in Eq. (3.23), controlled Hamiltonian simulation Uy in Eq. (3.24), and prepare
oracles for filtering functions {f*} and {g®} in (3.26)—(3.30). The Lindbladian evolution (3.9) can be
simulated up to time tynix with an e-diamond distance, and the total Hamiltonian simulation time is

O (Cytumin 82| AP 108 (1/6))
where the constant Cy is defined as follows:
Cq = AgClzﬁu/ﬁS + A;LA%JS/B + AZCLqu/ﬂ + A‘ql.
In addition, the algorithm requires
O (log(A4S) +1og* (tmix|A| /€) +log? (Cy8S) + log A,,) .

number of additional ancilla qubits for the prepare oracles and simulation. The O absorbs a constant

only depending on s and subdominant polylogarithmic dependencies on parameters tmix, |A|, S, Aq,
A, Ay, and (.

Remark 20. In the above theorem, the total Hamiltonian simulation time scales quadratically in 3, a
complezity seemingly less favorable compared to the one in | |, which is only linearly dependent
in B (see Table 1). We will provide a detailed explanation of this distinction in Section /. However,
at first glance, we note that if q is chosen as a concentrated filtering function with support width
S = 0O(1/B), one can readily recover a linear scaling of the total Hamiltonian simulation time in f3.
Although this choice offers a better theoretical simulation complexity, it confines energy transitions
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to a narrow range, potentially prolonging the mixing time. Balancing this trade-off by selecting S
appropriately constitutes an intriguing avenue for future research.

Proof. For simplicity, we let
(3.35) Cqp = A2CT, + AGS? AL + A2C1 S A, + AyBS.
By Theorem 18 with estimates in Eqgs. (3.28) and (3.31), we have
1
1£llve = 2,23/ | Al + 5 27 23| A
=0 (Cyplog®(BAu + Au)|Al) .

Recalling Proposition 16 and Lemma 32, we set a truncation time

tmix||£Hbe(Cf + Cg|A)>>

(3.36)

(3.37) T=06 ((BAU + Ay) log® ( ;
and the step size

(3.38) =0 (1/A;1%5%) ,

and then choose M = 2™~! such that (M — 1)7 < T < Mr. This allows us to control the block-
encoding error as follows:

sT1/s
(ZﬁAu —+ 2Aw + ﬁ)l/se) < e/tmixHEHbe .

Note that one query to the block encoding of L, requires one query to Uy, by Theorem 18 and
Eq. (3.36), the simulation requires

O (tmix| £ be 108 (bmix | L lbe/€) |A]) = O (tmix|| £ be log (1/€) |A])
= O (tmixCo,p log” (BA, + Ay)|A* log (1/€))
queries to Up. Similarly, we need
O (tmixCq,p log” (BA, + Ay)|Allog (1/€))

queries to Ug. Combining this with the cost O(M7) = O(T) of one query to Ug and Ur, we can
estimate the total Hamiltonian simulation time as follows:

O (tmixCq,5(BAL + Aw)| AP log™ ™ (1/€)) = O (Cytmix82S|A[* log" ™ (1/€)) .

Next, we consider the number of extra ancilla qubits, again by Theorem 18. We first note

(©5+ CylADep

10g(tmix || Lell /€) = O (log(tmix|Al/€) +1og Cq 5 + loglog A,,)
and hence there holds
O (log (tmix|Llve/€) (log | Al + 1og (tmix | £l[ve/€)))
=0 (logQ(tmiX|A\/e) + (log Cq, + loglog A,,)?) .
For the preparation oracles, by Egs. (3.37) and (3.38), we find

M = @(A3T353) -0 <A353(6Au + Aw)3 IOgBS (tmiXH[’”be(Of + Cg|"4|))>

€

This, along with Egs. (3.16) and (3.18), implies that we need
m = O (108(A445) + l0g(B Ay + Au) + 108 (tais | Lllnel Al /)

additional ancilla qubits for the preparation of Prepy, Prepy, Prep,, and Prep;. Finally, Prep 4
requires log(|.A|) ancilla qubits. Adding these quantities together concludes the proof. O
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Remark 21. In our simulation algorithm, thanks to the finite number of jump operators, we only need
to construct the block encoding of ), 4 |a) (a| ® Lo for the efficient simulation. When |A| > 1, by
assuming oracle access to a different form of blocking encodings of A%, we can simultaneously construct
block encodings of all jump operators. Specifically, assuming oracle access to the block encoding of all
coupling operators in the form ) 4 la) (0| ® A%, we can initially utilize | , Appendix B.1
Lemma IIL.1] to construct a block encoding U, an for ), 4 |a) (0%|® L, and a block encoding Ug for G.
Leveraging UL an, we can implement the weak-measurement scheme proposed in | , Section IIT.1]
to simulate (3.9) to first-order accuracy. Finally, by applying “compression” techniques as outlined in
[ | to reduce the number of repetitions, the algorithm proposed in | , Appendix F| achieves
optimal scaling in the number of uses of Ur an and Ug.

4. RECOVERY OF THE GIBBS SAMPLER IN | |

In this section, we discuss the connections between our proposed family of efficient quantum Gibbs
samplers with KMS DBC and those constructed in | , | and show that our framework
can recover the one in | ]

We have seen from (2.16) that Davies generator (2.17) without the coherent term (i.e., Lindbladian
with 03-GNS DBC) corresponds to the algorithmic Lindbladian (1.2) with f( ) =0(w )/27r and G = 0.
As emphasized in Remark 7, such a choice of Dirac delta filtering function for the frequency makes it
hard to approximate GNS detailed balanced Lindblad dynamic. Chen et al. | , Theorem 1.3]
introduced a Gaussian smoothed version by taking f as

(4.1) F(t) o /o exp(~t20%)
with op of order ¢/8, which guarantees that the Gibbs state is an approximate fixed point. It follows
that the parameter og has to be small enough so that f(w) o exp(—w?/40%)/\/oE =~ d(w)/27, to
prepare the Gibbs state accurately. Then | | carefully constructed coherent term i[G, -] such
that the resulting dynamics is 03-KMS detailed balanced and og could be a moderate constant, which
reduced the computational cost significantly; see Table 1.

We next prove that our construction in Section 3 can include the one in | | as a special case.
Let us first recall the construction by Chen, Kastoryano, and Gilyén. Suppose that {A%},c4 is a

given set of operators satisfying {A%}sea = {(A") T acua. | , Corollary I1.2, Proposition I1.4]
defined the Lindbladian of the form (1.2):

el =it + Y [ 1) (A (A5)' - 5 { () Fw).p}) @

acA

G+ Y X a (At - 5 {as) s} )

acAv,w' €By

with the Gaussian filtering function (4.1) for Zl‘} (w), the Gaussian-type transition weight function:

(Bw + 1)2> 7

(43) 39 (@) = exp (— -

or the Metropolis-type one:

(4.4) ™) (W) = exp <—B max (w + % 0>) ,

and the Hamiltonian

(4.5) c=Y Y lah ”_”)/ D o, (4%)1 A9

a€EAv,v €By

Here, the coefficients o, ,» € C are given by

(46) = @) [ ()l ) Flw =) do.

— 0o
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We then define the so-called Kossakowski matrix C := (a1 )v.eny | |, which is a real and

positive semidefinite matrix by choosing f(w), ¥(w) to be non-negative functions. Then | ]
showed that if o = 1/8, there holds

(4.7) ay,y,eﬂ(wru’)/éi — a_y,y_yefﬁ(wru’)/zl

)

which implies the KMS detailed balance of £ constructed in (4.2) | , Theorem L.1].
To proceed, for notational simplicity, we assume |A| = 1, which means that {A%},c .4 is a single
self-adjoint operator A = AT. We introduce a new coefficient matrix:

(48) 6 S RIBH‘X‘BHI Wlth éu,u’ = au,u’eﬂ(y+y/)/4 9

which is real and positive semidefinite and satisfy the centrosymmetry (~3,,,,,f = (NJ_,,/7_,, by (4.7). We
then consider the eigendecomposition of C:

(4.9) C=QDQ",
where @ is real orthogonal (hencd QT = Q) and D is real diagonal with elements also indexed by
(v,v') € By x By. Moreover, by | , Theorem 2|, each eigenvector ., is either symmetric
(namely, Q, v = Q_,.,+) or skew-symmetric (namely, Q,.,, = —Q_, ). For v’ € By, we define

vV Dy v Z Qv Ay e PVt if Q.. is symmetric,
(4.10) Ly = Vb

i/ Dy Z QZ,J/A,,e_B”/‘l, if Q.. is skew-symmetric.

vEBgy

Then, Eq. (4.2) can be reformulated as
1
F=— > LypL - 5 {LiL
[’ Z[va] + o vpPLy, 2{ v Vﬂp} ’
vEBy

and one can verify that G and {L, },cp,, satisfy the requirements in Theorem 10.
For this, let us first consider G defined in (4.5). Noting from the construction (4.10) that

tog (A1) ( 3 LL@) =y A gt ag,

vEBgy v,v'€EBgy

we compute, according to (4.5),

(411) a= Y tanh(BW' = )/4) | (4s)t ae — —%tanholog (A}j“) ( 3 LLLV> :

21
v,v'€By veBy

which matches the general form (2.33). We next check the condition (2.28). We start with the case
where Q. is symmetric. By (2.21) and (4.10), it holds that

A;ﬁl/? (Ll//) =V DV/,V’ Z Qu,u’Au efﬂu/4eﬁu/2

veEBy

=V Dl/,u’ Z QU,V’ (AII)T eiﬁy/zl = Li/ )

vEBy
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where we use (A4,)" = A_, and Q,,» = Q_,,+ in the second equality. For the case where Q. is
skew-symmetric, a similar computation gives

A;;/Q (Ll/) =i V DV/,V’ Z QD,V’AI/ efﬁu/4eﬂu/2

veEBy

=1 V Dz/,l/’ Z Q—V,V’A—V 6_[5”/4

vEBy
= —1 V4 DV’,U’ Z Ql/,l/’ (AU)T e—ﬂy/4 = Li' 5
vEBy

where the third equality is by (4,) = A_, and Q,,» = —Q_,../.
Finally, to see that our construction in Section 3.1 recovers the quantum Gibbs sampler in | 1,
it suffices to define the weighting function:

) Dy Qur,  if Q. is symmetric,
Q'\V) = . . .
i/ Dy Qo if Q. is skew-symmetric,

and find ¢,/ (—v) = ¢,»(v) as required in (3.2) and that the jumps in (4.10) are the same as those in
(3.4) with A and ¢,/ (v) given above.

(4.12)

Remark 22. Letting f(w) o exp(—w?/40%,) be given as above, choosing y(v) to satisfy the KMS
condition (2.20), in the limit op — 0, the matriz {oy, .} in (4.6) reduces to {y(v)d, .} (up to some
constant) and the associated Lindblad dynamic becomes GNS detailed balanced. One can similarly
define the matriz C as in (4.8) with decomposition (4.9). It holds that for each v € By, there exists

a symmetric eigenvector Q= %(5,,/ +0_y) and a skew-symmetric one Q0 = %((5,/ —0_u),

which corresponds to the eigenvalue D, ,, = D_, _, 7(1/)65”/2. In this case, q, (V) in (4.12) is
either \/Dys 0 [2(8,) +0_y1) orin/Dys i /2(8, —d_,1), and the jumps defined in (4.10) are consistent
with those in (2.35).

We now estimate the element distribution of the Kossakowski matrix (a,,)y7epy, which in
principle determines the KMS detailed balanced Lindbladian, in view of Eqgs. (4.2) and (4.5). This

would help us better understand the effects of the choice of ¢ on the energy transition and how
our proposed Gibbs sampler relates to those in | , |. Recall the definition of o,/ in

Eq. (4.6) and note that f(u) was chosen as a Gaussian f(u) o v/Bexp(—(Br)?/4). It follows that for
any L°°-bounded ~(w),

s < Clhllimey 8 [ e

where C' is a uniform constant. This means that for any fixed g > 0,

_ B2 w2t (w=r)?) 82 (w—v’)
4

dw < Clllpe@e =

(4.13) law,|=Q(1) onlyif |v—1|=0 (;) ,
that is, oy, is concentrated around the diagonal part, which is the case for the Metropolis-type
transition weight (4.4), due to ¥(™ = 1 for w < 1/(28). When 8 — oo, this narrow strip shrinks
rapidly and the matrix «,, - approximately reduces to a diagonal one so that the sampler becomes
GNS detailed balanced (Remark 22). For the case of Gaussian transition weight (4.3), we can see that
the a, . is actually concentrated around the origin:

(Bu+pv'+2)? 2w=v)? 1
Qo X € B P =Q(1) if and only if |v|,|v'| =0 (5) .
by the explicit computation in | , Proposition II.3]. In contrast, for our Gibbs sampler con-

structed in Section 3.1, we have

= e P (1) ge ()

9
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which is always supported on [—S, S]? independent of 3 by Assumption 15. We refer the readers to
Fig. 3 below for an illustration of the pattern of a, , for various Gibbs samplers.

Remark 23. Recall Remark 20 and note that in | |, both choices of 9 and 4™ in Egs. (4.3)
and (4.4) give the linear dependence of the total Hamiltonian simulation time on B. The discrepancy
in complexity between our approach and theirs arises from the difference in the construction of jump
operators and coherent terms. The discussion above shows that when |v —v'| = Q(1/8), a,, < 1
(see Eq. (4.13)). Consequently, in (4.2), the energy transition v in A, is always O(1/5) close to the
energy transition v' in (A%)T. This property ensures that the norm of the coherent term G in | ]
and the normalization block encoding constant does not increase linearly in 3. This differs from our
case, where {a,, /} always includes a Q(1)-sized principal submatriz and the dynamics allows different
energy transition terms A, p(A%)! even when |v —1v'| > Q(1/B). Therefore, our coherent G has much
more cross terms in the expansion, and the normalization constant for the block encoding increases
linearly in B (3.31). This introduces an additional B factor in our complexity result (see Theorem 19).

KMS-DBC [CKG23] KMS-DBC [CKG23]
| |
I I
| |
I I
_____ _: - _: [
: : o(1/p) O(1/p)
_____ B
| |
I I
I I
| |
Gaussian transition weight Metropolis transition weight
GNS-DBC KMS-DBC (Our work)
| :
T — - - -
| I
l I
I I
I I
!
v | :
[ I
| I
L Lo - ____ __ _
o
| |
v General weighting function g(v)

FIGURE 3. The matrix element distribution of the Kossakowski matrix (a, v )v.veBy
associated with a coupling A for various detailed balanced quantum Gibbs samplers.
The blue shadow region indicates the dominant entries.
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APPENDIX A. BLOCK ENCODING

Block encoding (see [ , |) provides a general framework for encoding a non-unitary
matrix using unitary matrices, which can be implemented on quantum devices.

Definition 24 (Block encoding). Given a matriz A € C2"*2" if we can find a, € € Ry, and a unitary
matriz Uy € C2x2T g that

(A1) [A—a((0"® 1) Ua(I0™) @ I) || < e,

then U4 is called an («, m, €)-block-encoding of A. The parameter « is referred to as the block encoding
factor, or the subnormalization factor.

Intuitively, the block encoding matrix U, encodes the rescaled matrix A/« in its upper left block:

o (0 ).

There have been substantial efforts on implementing the block encoding of certain structured matrices
of practical interest [ , , , ]. In this work, we assume that the query
access to the block encoding of relevant matrices is available. We also assume that there is no error in
the block encodings of the input matrices H, A%, etc. If such errors are present, their impact should
be treated using perturbation theories. Meanwhile, we need to carefully keep track of the error of the
block encodings derived from the input matrices, such as the jump operators L,.

APPENDIX B. LINEAR COMBINATION OF UNITARIES

The linear combination of unitaries (LCU) | | is an important quantum primitive, which allows
matrices expressed as a superposition of unitary matrices to be coherently implemented using block
encoding. Here we follow | ] and present a general version of the LCU that is applicable to
possibly complex coefficients.

LCU implements a block encoding of Zj;ol ¢;Uj, where U; are unitary operators and c¢; are complex
numbers. For the coefficients;, we assume access to a pair of state preparation oracles (also called
prepare oracles for short) (Preps;, Prep, ) acting as (assume J = 24)

Prep- : 0%) — Z%»J

Prep, : 0°) — Z Vo 17) -
Here the coefficients should satisfy v; jv,; = ¢;,0 < j < J —1. To minimize the block encoding factor,
the optimal choice is v, ;| = |y ;| = |\/c;|, and where /Z refers to the principal value of the square

root of z. In this case, ||l = [[7-lly = V/llc[l;, where |c[l; = 3" |¢;] is the 1-norm of the vector c.
The unitaries U; needs to be accessed via a select oracle Select as

I er

J—1

Select = 3 ) (jl © Uy,
§=0

which can be constructed using controlled versions of the block encoding matrices Uj.
Lemma 25 (LCU). Assume J = 2%, |y = |yelly = \/lell,, then the matriz
W = (Prep% ® I) Select (Prep, ®I)

is a (||c|l; ,¢,0)-block-encoding of the linear combination of unitaries Zj;ol c;U;.
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APPENDIX C. GEVREY FUNCTIONS

In this section, we collect a few results for Gevrey functions that are useful for this work. While
similar findings have been previously demonstrated in the literature, notably in | ] and [ 1,
we provide self-contained proofs here with explicit expressions for the constants involved.

Lemma 26 (Product of Gevrey functions). Given h € G¢, o, (R?) and h' € gg’i o (RY), then

’ max{s,s’} d
h e QCICLCﬁCé(R ).

Proof. For a index vector o € N%, a direct application of Leibniz rule gives

. « o
0 Wiy 3 5 () 10 10

J=0 B<a,|Bl=j

||
i js al—j7 A (o] —7)s" @
<Gy (@) (o] = U2 |7 (5)
i B<a,|Bl=j

||

7=0
< 01012
=0

< CLC (o + ) oI maxto

() copsvccyyerial - =)

where the third inequality is by Zﬁ<a 181=7 ( ) (‘] |) O

We next show that exp(—ivl:m) is a Gevrey function and its derivative is L'-integrable. We
first recall the Faa di Bruno’s formula and the partial Bell polynomial for the chain rule of high-order
derivatives | , p-139].

Lemma 27 (Faa di Bruno’s formula and partial Bell polynomial). Let h, g be smooth function from
C to C, and f(x) := h(g(x)). Then the k-th order derivative of f is given by

! b
JP@ =3 G (1)1 ol (2042 - - gy 1 (Rl yan he=m(g@) [ ( )

=1

<.

where the sum is over all k-tuples of nonnegative integers (q1,q2, -+ ,qx) satisfying > iq; = k. The
above formula can also be rewritten as

.
D) = 3 (g(@) By (90(). g2 @) g " (s))

where By, ; is the partial Bell polynomial:

k—j+1
B k! 2Ry T\ 1
1 Z alg! - qr—ji1! H (7') '
1<i<k,q; €N J i=1
Eleiqi:k
Z§:1Qi:j

Using Faa di Bruno’s formula, we can calculate the high order derivatives of exp(fivlffz"‘m) and
verify that it belongs to a Gevrey class.

Lemma 28. It holds that

_ Aita24a 1 _ Vita24a
e 1 €0z, e 1
)

>(1> c L'(R).
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Proof. We first use the second formula of Lemma 27 and some properties of the partial Bell polynomials
By, i to calculate k-th order derivative for /1 + 2. For k > 2, we have (define (kij) =0if k > 2j)

( T2 n 1:2) (k)

k 1 k 1
_ N (D25 - 3 )27 (25 — 3!
721WB’”(23:20 Zl 1+a:2] 775 Bri(e,1,0,...,0)
Jj= =
_i (=172 =31 1 k[ Z J+12J -3 j\ ¥t
7]':1 20 (1 +a2)i=1/2 2= i\ k—j = 9k k=i (a2 12
22—k

Using the fact that ‘W
k

(k) (25 =3 [ j LI
‘(\/1—&-3:2) gk—kz ) (k]j>g;24ﬂ(kkj>§(5/2)’“k'
§=0

Next, by Faa di Bruno’s formula for exp(—inh””)7 we obtain

< 1+m2+w>(k)
e 4

k! N\* e ) N\ %
— R - a ()
‘Zq1!<1!>q1q2!<2!>q2--~qk!<kl>qk( 4) ’ H((m) ”"J)

j=1

<1, (25 —3)1 < 294!, and (1422)F =37 (kﬁj)z%‘, we have

(C.1)

Plugging the upper bound ’(\/ 1+ xz)(j)’ gives

V1422 +a (k) k! 1\* i 7495 (1)
(6 > < 2 T gl () - g (Rl (4> [L/2y 6

j=1

< (7/8)FK1Y 1< (7/2)%k

=2 ool o

where we use the fact that the number of k-tuples of nonnegative integers (qi,qa, - ,qr) satisfying

>-Jjg; = k is less than (215) < 22k This concludes exp(fivlzm?) € gi%. The L'-integrablity of

(_7«/1%2% )
4

N T (7 s — <7/8>’“
'g!- (4) ]1;[1(7/2) _Z(h lga! - - qp!

(exp (1) is a simple consequence of Eq. (C.1). O

Finally, we show that the Fourier transform of the Gevrey class with compact support decays
rapidly, by a Paley-Wiener type estimate.

Lemma 29. Given h € G¢, o, (RY) with compact support Q = supp(h) and s > 1, define

H(y) = (271r)d /Rd h(z)e™ Y dz.

Then, for any y € RY, there holds

1/s

Gl 5~ o vl
HWI < g :

where |Q| = [ 1dx is the volume of Q and ||y|, is the 2-norm of the vector y.

Proof. By Definition 14, we have, for every d-tuple of nonnegative integers o with o] = >, |,
107 Rll oty < C1C3M ]2
It follows that

el H )| = [y H )| = \ ! gy < Q19

ah(x)e” Y o |Ot| |a\s
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where y® := TI¢_,3y%*. Recall from | , Proposition 3.1] that
ms ms s
mIGHZf {(;e) TZlm } < ees/2efa|t\1/ 5 for any a,s,t > 0.
>0

Letting a := s/ (021/ *e) and using the above inequality, we obtain

la| |a|s
|H(y) < Cl‘Q| inf 02 |Oé| CI|Q|H

| Ll
~ (2m)9 aenNd ly|

a16Z>0

Cl|Q| esd/2 —az LlyalY/e
(QW)

G119 cesd/2,—allylly*
(27T) '

APPENDIX D. QUADRATURE ERROR ANALYSIS

In this section, for notational simplicity, sometimes we absorb the generic constant Cs depending
on the parameter s of the filtering function ¢(v) in Eq. (3.12) into O. We first study the decaying and
integrable property of the functions f and g(¢,t').

Lemma 30. Let f(t) and g(t,t") be the functions defined in (3.3) and (3.6) with a weighting function
q(v) satisfying Assumption 15. Then, it holds that

(D.1) NI - - R—T
. - XPp 2 (ﬁAu+Aw)1/se )
and
A2S? S 1/s

D.2 N < =4 — 2 72 )
(D-2) l9(t. )] < S o (es (264, 124, + B) /e (veE+wr) )
The integrals of f and g have the following asymptotics:
(D.3) [ 1701t = 0 (4,10 + 4354, 10g(84, + A,)

R
and

(D.4) / lg(t, )] dtdt’ = O ((A2C2, + A*S? A2 + APCy S A, + ALBS)log?(BA, + Ay + B)) .
R2
Proof. We recall the definitions of f(¢) and g(¢,t'):
1 )
(0.5) 1) = 5= [ u(Byuie ey,

om
and

_ Blv+v')/ - i
(D.6) g(t,t") )2 //R2 tanh((/ V)/4) (Bl/)w(u)u(b’u’)w(u’)e_’(”t_” Ddvdy .

Exponential decay of f. Thanks to Lemma 26 with Assumption 15, we have
fA(z/) = u(Br)w(v)e P/ e gj,gﬁAﬁAm (R) with supp(ﬂ €[-S,9].
Then, Lemma 29 with d = 1 and Q| = 25 yields the estimate for f:

A28 es s|t|'/¢
(D.7) [f(#)] < —— exp (2 - WW) :

Exponential decay of g. By using | , Eq. (3.3)], we first have

N
N
tanh™) H < NN g < 4NN
H a (z) Le(R) kZ:O k)~ ’
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which implies
(D.8) tanh((v/ —v)/4) € G1 ;(R?).
It follows from Lemma 26 with
(20)3(v, V') = tanh(B(v' — v)/4)e™ "D u(Br)w () u(Brw (')
that
(20§ 1/) € Gy 24, 424, 4p With supp(g) € [-5. 5],

Again, applying Lemma 29 with d = 2 and |Q| = 452 gives
402

D.9 t,t) < =2 5 12 t'2l/s
( ) |g(7 )271'2eXp(eS_(QﬂAu+2Aw+ﬂ)1/56( +( )) )a

which concludes the proof for the decay of g.

Estimate the integral of f. We note from Assumption 15 that the derivative of u(Bv)w(v)e "/
is L'-integrable. It follows that

itf(t) = L /i (u(ﬁy)w(u)efﬁ”/‘l) e dy,

% R dl/
and then
1O < A e e o
< A,C1 ., + 25424, |
by the invariance of ||(u(,81/)e’ﬁ"/4)(1)||L1(R) in 3. Here, we use w € G5 ,_ and supp(w) = [, 5]

to obtain ||w(1)”L1(R) < 25A,A,,. In addition, because }|u(ﬂy)e*5"/4”Lw(R) < Ag, there holds
1 1
< — —5”/4‘ < ZA2%8.
||fHL°°(]R) =5 /[—S,S] ‘U(BV)U)(V)G dv < WAqS
Thus, we readily have, for any T > 1,

T 2 T
/ O dr < 2425+ 2 / ()] e
(D.10) -T m 1

2 5 A Cru +25A24A, )
< ;AqS +2 - T _logT =0 ((AqCLu + SA;Ay) log T) .
Next, by Eq. (D.1), a direct computation via change of variable t'/* = u gives
D.11 1| dt =0 ( A2S TS (P S—, T>0.
( ) /T |f( )‘ < q Tl/su eXp( (ﬂAu+Aw)1/s€u ul o,

We define the constant T by

(D.12) Ty(Au, Ay) := inf {T >0; v <exp (2(5Au +8Aw)1/seu> for any u > Tl/s} )

which satisfies the following asymptotics: as A, + A, — oo,
Tf(Aua Aw)/ log(Tf(Auv Aw)) =0 (5Au + Aw) :

Note that x/logx is decreasing on (1, e] and increasing on [e, +00) with global minimum e at z = e.
For any y > e, the equation z/logz = y has a unique solution y < x < y?, which readily gives
ylogy < x = ylogx < 2ylogy and thus, by (D.12),

(D.13) Tf(AuaAw) =0 ((BA, + Ay)log (BA, + Ay)) -
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We can then estimate the integral by Eqgs. (D.10) and (D.11), as well as Eq. (D.13),

B Ty 2 =~ s
[uwia= [ irwa+o <AqS /Tfk,s exp (‘W“) d“)

f

(D-14) =0 | (A44C10 + A2SA) log Ty + A2S (BA, + Aw) P exp (-2 TF/®
q“1, q q 2(ﬂAu+Aw)1/S6 f

o(1l) as BAy + Ay — 0

=0 ((AgChu + A2SAy) log(BAL + Aw))
for any positive k > 1. This gives Eq. (D.3).
Estimate the integral of g. Similarly, by Eq. (D.6) with Assumption 15 and | tanh((v' —v)/4)| <1,

we have [|g(t,t')[| oo g2y < 523 A3S%. A direct computation gives, for a fixed v/ € R,

diu tanh((v' —v)/4) = i(tanh%(u’ —v)/4) —1) € L*(R) ﬂLOO(]R)

with its L' and L° norms independent of v/ € R. This implies
8, (tanh((v' — v)/4)) 8, (e_”/4u(u)> € L'(R?).
In addition, we have the second-order partial derivative:
Oy tanh((v' —v)/4) = étanh((z/ —1)/4)(1 — tanh®((v' — v)/4)) € LY(R?),

which is L'-integrable in v (for fixed /). Then, we can estimate

I¢ta(0, ) = O [ 10t avar)
R2
= O (A20}, + ALS?A2 + A3Cy S A, + ALBS) .
by a straightforward computation:
Oyry (tanh(ﬂ(u' — u)/4)6_6(”+”l)/4u(ﬁy)w(y)u(,61/’)w(u’))
=y, (tanh(B(V — v)/4)) w(v) e *""*u(Br)w(v)u(Br')eBv' /1

1,1 =0(4458) Il oo < A3
+0, (tanh(B(v' — v)/4)) . (e_ﬁ”/4u(ﬂy)) w(v)u(Br e Thu(i)
1,1 =0(C1u) I-loe <A7
+ 0y (tanh(B(v —v)/4)) 8,/ (u(By’)efﬁv//‘l) e P u(Br)w(v)w)
11,1 =0(C1 ) Illzoe <47
+ (tanh(B(v' —v)/4)) 0. (eiﬁy/llu(ﬂy)) Oy (u(ﬁl/’)efﬁv’/‘l) ww)w (V')
———
[l Lo =0O(1) H'”ngc%,u H”LOC SA%
+0, (tann(8(" — v) /e u(Bryu(Br)e=r71) 0, (W) w(w)
<A

[l 1 =O(C1,u AZA, S+AZ AL S)

+0, (tanh(ﬁ(u' ) /4)u(ﬁu’)e*ﬁV’/‘lu(ﬁu)e_Byﬂ) Gow)) w(')

N
Il oo <Aq

Il 1 =0(C1,uA2A,S+A3 A, S)

+ tanh(8(v — v)/4A)u(Br')e=F Itu(Bv)e P/ (8,w(v))d, (W) .

Il oo <A2

Il 1 <A2A2 52
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In the same manner as Eq. (D.10), we have
T T
(D.15) /T/T lg(t,¢')|dtdt’ = O(AZCT, + ALSPAZ + A3C1 W SA, + ARBS)log*(T), T >1.

We now consider the truncation time as in (D.12):

S

2(2BA, + 24, +

(D.16) T4(Ay, Ay) :=inf {T >0; v <exp < 7 u) for any u > Tl/s} ,
‘e

which satisfy, as 284, + 24, + 8 — oo,
Ty(Au, Aw) = © ((28Ay + 24, + B)log (284, + 24y + B)) -
It follows from Egs. (D.2) and (D.15) and some similar estimates as in Eq. (D.14) that

Tg Tg oo s
t,t dtdt’:/ / t,t")dtdt’ + O A4S2/ ex <_ T1/5>Tdr
/[ tate.o) | 5 [ oo (~am ran e
44 2/00 _ s 281
/ / g(t,¥)] de e’ +O< Lo P\ T RiAL r oA )

=0 ((Aﬁcl,u + A3S* AL + AXChuSAw + AyBS) log? (BAu + Aw + B)) .

The proof is complete. O

We next prove Proposition 16. We shall employ the Poisson summation formula recalled in the
following lemma | , Theorem 4.4.2].

Lemma 31 (Poisson summation formula). Given any h € L'(R?) with inverse Fourier transform:

h(y) = /Rd h(z)e™ Y dx,

for any y € RY and 7 > 0, there holds
~ 2
3 h< ”") S 7 (nr) e
nezd nezd
We are now ready to show Proposition 16.
Proof of Proposition 16. In the proof, we shall consider an infinite time grid defined by {m7}ez.

The grid {t,,}2M ! is given by the subset {m7}¥_"'  as in the statement of Proposition 16. We
omit the upper index a in f* and g®.

Estimate for the jump L,. Thanks to Lemma 30, there holds

2M—1
Z f(mr)A%(m7)T — Z Ftm) A% (t)7|| < A D | (mr)lr
(D.17) e ml|>M
< Z A?ISe €s S ‘ |1/€
—exp|————F—"———1|m
_|m\>M i P 2 (BAU+Aw)1/S€ ! !

By the monotonicity of the exponential function, we have

Z exp B S |mT|1/S T
(BA, + Ay)'/%e

|m|=>M

D.18 <2/Oo - V)
( ) >~ (M1} eXp( (/BAU +Aw)1/se| |

o s
§28/ u®"Lexp (—u) du .
(M—1)7)1/s (BAu + Au)/se
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Let Tf(Ay, Ay) be the constant defined as in Eq. (D.12). Then, when (M — 1)7 > T¢(Ay, Ay), we

can compute, by (D.18),

Z exp (—81 |m7|1/5> T < 25/ exp (— i T u) du
(5AU+AU,) /56 ((M—=1)1)t/s Q(ﬁAu+Aw) /56

Im|>M
(BA, + Aw)l/se s((M — 1)7’)1/S
43—8 exp <_2(5Au+Aw)1/se> .

Combining this with Eq. (D.17), we find

0o 2M—1
> Fmr)AYmr)T = Y f(tm) A ()T
m=—00 m=0
A2S
(B-19) < ¥ e (S - Gy )

m|>M

M —1)7)/s
<C.A7S(BAL + Au)® exp <2?2(A o A)Til/s) '

Then, by the triangle inequality, we readily have

2M—1
Lo — Z F(tm) A% (tm)
e} 2M—1
(D.20) < / F)A(t)dt — Z f(m7)A*(m7)T Z f(mrm)A*(m7)T — Z Fm) A (tm)T
m=-—o0 m=—o00 m=0
a s((M —1)r)"/*
<[ rwarwae- m;mfmT ey + Crexp (—5 PR

with constant
Cp =0 (A2S(B AL + Ay)/*) .
Note from (3.4) that [ f(t)A%(t)dt = > i Fon — A;)P;A%Pj, and from Assumption 15 that
[X\i —Aj| < 2||H|| for any A\;, \; € Spec(H) and supp(f) C [-S5, S].

For 7 < by Poisson summation formula in Lemma 31, we have

21
2| H||+S?

Fw=X) = i ]/C\()‘z — A+ %Tm) = i flmr)e!GmAmr

m=—0oo m=—0oo

Plugging the above formula into the first term of (D.20), there holds

/ F)A%(t)dt — Z fimr)A%(m7)T

—Z( FOu =) Z f(mr)e'™ ’”"”)PiA“Pj—O,
which then implies
2M—1 ,
S((M — 1)r)V/s
L, — <C .
Z f(tm )T fexp( 2(BA, + Aw)i /e

and concludes the proof of (3.15).
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Estimate for the coherent term G. Again by Lemma 30 with similar estimates as in (D.19) for
L,, we obtain, when (M — 1)7 > Ty(Ay, Aw),

00 2M—1
> gnr,mr)A*(nr) A ()T = Y gt tm) A (tn) A% (t) 7T
n,m=—00 n,m=0

M —1)7)'/s
< Aa 2 2 < C _ S((
AP 3 ltomni < v (s g )

where the constant T,(A,, A,,) is given in Eq. (D.16) and
Cy = 0 (4152284, + 24, + B)/*) .

It follows that
2M—1

H / / g(t, YA (DA () At dt — > gltn, tm) A (tn) A (t) 7>
R? n,m=0
(D.21) g(t, YA (t)A*(t') dt dt’ — Z g(nt, m7)A%(nT)A%(m7)7>
R2 n,m=—00
s((M —1)7)"/*
C — :
* 96Xp< 2(2BA, + 24, + B)' /e
Similarly, Poisson summation formula with supp(g) C [—S,S] x [-S, 5] gives
q N = S 271—7” 4 2mm — - invT ,—imv'T_2
g,V = Z ( + + — = Z glnt,mr)e™ e T,

n,m=—oo n,m=—oo

for 7 < 2\|H||+s and (v,v') € By x Bp, thanks to |v|, |[V/| < 2||H||. Tt follows that the first term of
(D.21) is zero. By definition (3.7) of G and above estimates, it holds that

2M—1
G > gt tm) A% (tn) A (tm)7?
acAn,m=0
2M—1
<> //Rz (£t A A E) At dt — Y gt tn) A" (tn) A (tn) 7
acA n,m=0

s((M — 1)7)'/
S exp <_2<2ﬂAu oA, + B)1/56> '

The proof is complete. O

Finally, the simulation of the algorithm requires the preparation of oracles (3.26)-(3.30), where
the normalization factors Zy and Z, affect the algorithm complexity. In the following theorem, we
demonstrate that the discretization normalization constant can be bounded by the L' norm of f and
g when the discretization step 7 is sufficiently small.

Lemma 32. Under Assumption 15, for any given T > 0, there exists small T = © (l/AgTQS?’) such
that for any integer M with Mt < T,

M
(D.22) > 1fmn)l T < | fllpe +1,
m=—M
and
(D.23) Z Z mT m'rT IT < HgHLl(RQ) +1.

—Mm'=—M
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Proof. We note

|f )| = ‘ u(Br)w(v )e—ﬂu/4ye—z'w dv

A
< —q/ lvw(v)|dv = (’)(A35’2) .
T JR
Similarly, one can obtain
Deg(t, )| = O(AGS%),  |0rg(t, 1) = O(AgS?).

Then, it follows from the mean-value theorem that

3 e | dt| = O (A2S% M2
m_ZMf(mT)IT—/MT ()] dt| = O (4282072 |
which implies
M
Z |fmm)| 7 < 1 fllerw) + O (AZS*M7?) .
m=—M

Then Eq. (D.QQ) follows. For the estimate of g, similarly, by the mean-value theorem, we find

(M+1)7 (M+1)T
Z Z (mr,m/7)| 2 / / g(t,t')] dtdt’ :O(A;lS?’MzTS) ,

—Mm'=—M

which means

Z Z g(mr,m'T)| < lgller ey + O (A353M273) .
—-M m/'=—M
This concludes the proof of Eq. (D.23). O
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