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Abstract

Coupled non-linear Schrödinger equations are crucial in describing dynamics of many-particle systems.
We present a quantum imaginary time evolution (ITE) algorithm as a solution to such equations in
the case of nuclear Hartree-Fock approach. Under a simplified Skyrme interaction model, we calculate
the ground state energy of an oxygen-16 nucleus and demonstrate that the result is in agreement with
the classical ITE algorithm. We examine bottlenecks and deficiencies in the quantum algorithm and
suggest possible improvements.

1 Introduction

The dynamics of non-relativistic quantum sys-
tems are described by the Schrödinger equation.
For many-particle systems the effective potential
is often dependent on the particle configuration
itself. For example, this is the case in the Hartree-
Fock approach, which is the basic method for
reduction of the many-body problem to an approx-
imate set of one-body problems, and from which
higher-order approximations are built [1, equation
(3.15) and surrounding discussion] In such a case,
the Schrödinger equation governing the system
becomes a set of coupled non-linear differential
equations. Finding the solution to such equations,
and finding improved algorithms for doing so is
both a long-standing and contemporary challenge
in classical computing [2–4], with new algorithms
following new technologies [5–8]. Given the role
of the Hartree-Fock basis for further computa-
tion, solution of such equations on a quantum

computer fall under title of the state prepara-
tion problem [9]. Here we explore the possibil-
ity of solution of coupled non-linear Schrödinger
equations on a quantum computer, where advan-
tages such as the exponential scaling of Hilbert
space with qubit number, and quantum entangle-
ment of qubits, could prove a useful aid to solution
of the equations. This follows up on our previ-
ous study [10] in which a simplified case involving
only a single uncoupled Schrödinger equation was
studied. The novelty in the present paper is to
consider a more general case where the underlying
physics problem gives rise to coupled non-linear
Schrödinger equations and to study the extension
needed to our quantum algorithm. While we spe-
cialise our solution to a nuclear physics case, we
note that the possibility of using quantum com-
puters to solve general differential equations is a
wider active field of application of this emerging
technology [11, 12].
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One major advantage of quantum computers
over classical computers is their ability to simulate
other quantum systems [13]. For instance, wave
functions of many-particle systems can be more
efficiently encoded by qubits than by bits. This
idea has been widely used in fields like quantum
chemistry [14–17], materials [18, 19], and nuclear
physics [20–23].

We previously presented an approach to solv-
ing the nuclear Hartree-Fock equation for 4He
via quantum imaginary time evolution (ITE) [10],
which involves finding the solution of a non-linear
Schrödinger equation. In this paper, we give an
expansion of the previous algorithm for coupled
non-linear Schrödinger equations. Using the 16O
nucleus as an example, we show that our imple-
mentation gives identical results as those from the
classical ITE algorithm, while also demonstrating
a method for solving a set of coupled non-linear
differential equations.

2 Imaginary Time Evolution

The time evolution of a state |ψ (r⃗, t)⟩ under
the Hamiltonian Ĥ is described by the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation (TDSE)

Ĥ |ψ (r⃗, t)⟩ = iℏ
∂

∂t
|ψ (r⃗, t)⟩ , (1)

which can be re-written in imaginary time (t →
iτ) as

∂

∂τ
|ψ (r⃗, τ)⟩ = Ĥ

ℏ
|ψ (r⃗, τ)⟩ . (2)

Given an initial state |ψ (r⃗, 0)⟩, the time evolution
gives the general solution

|ψ (r⃗, τ)⟩ = NT exp

(
−
∫ τ

0

Ĥ

ℏ
dτ ′

)
|ψ (r⃗, 0)⟩ ,

(3)
where T is the time-ordering operator and N is
an operator that renormalizes the state after the
application of the non-unitary imaginary time evo-
lution operator. When τ → ∞, |ψ (r⃗, τ)⟩ converges
to the ground state of Ĥ, provided that the initial
state |ψ (r⃗, 0)⟩ is not orthogonal to it [10, 24].

For a time-dependent Hamiltonian Ĥ(τ ′), the
integral in equation (3) can be approximated by

−
∫ τ

0

Ĥ(τ ′)

ℏ
dτ ′ ≈ −∆τ

ℏ

ktotal∑
k=0

Ĥ(k∆τ), (4)

where ∆τ = τ
ktotal

is the imaginary time step and
ktotal is the total number of steps. Although the
Hamiltonian we use (see section 3) is indepen-
dent of real time, it is nonlinear and we deal with
the nonlinearity through an iterative approach
in which the Hamiltonian converges from an ini-
tial guess to the true Hamiltonian as the solu-
tion is reached. Hence we have an iteration-
dependent Hamiltonian, which manifests in the
imaginary time approach as an imaginary time-
dependent Hamiltonian. (see Appendix A) Using
the first order Suzuki-Trotter decomposition [25]
with implied time-ordering

eδ(A+B) = eδAeδB +O(δ2), (5)

equation (3) can be rewritten as

|ψ (r⃗, τ)⟩ =
ktotal∏
k=0

Ô(k) (∆τ) |ψ (r⃗, 0)⟩ , (6)

where the non-unitary ITE operator1 Ô(k) is given
by

Ô(k) (∆τ) = N exp

[
−∆τ

ℏ
Ĥ(k∆τ)

]
. (7)

With a sufficiently small imaginary time step
∆τ ≪ 1, Ô(k) can be approximated by

Ô(k)(∆τ) ≈ N
[
1− ∆τ

ℏ
Ĥ(k∆τ)

]
. (8)

3 16O Nuclear Model

In our previous work we calculated the ground
state of 4He with a simplified Skyrme interaction
[10, 26–28] as our test model. In this work we will

1In our previous work [10] we used the notation Û for this
operator. We realised that this might cause confusion about
the operator’s unitarity and have now updated the notation to
Ô.
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assume the same simplified effective interaction
with the radial Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian

Ĥ l
hf = T l + V l = − ℏ2

2m

[
d2

dr2
− l (l + 1)

r2

]
+

[
3

4
t0ρ (r) +

3

16
t3ρ

2 (r)

]
,

(9)

where t0 and t3 are Skyrme force parameters. The
density ρ (r) is given by

ρ (r) =
1

4πr2

∑
n,l

4 (2l + 1) |unl|2 , (10)

where unl (r) /r are the radial component
of the single particle (SP) wave functions
φnlmmsq (r⃗, s, I3). Spin and isospin degeneracies
are accounted for with a factor of 4.

In 4He all four nucleons are in the 0s1/2 state
(in usual nuclear spectroscopic notation [1, chap-
ter 3], where 0 is the principal quantum number,
s corresponds to orbital angular momentum l =
0, and 1/2 is the total angular momentum j),
and there is only one non-linear Schrödinger-like
equation to solve. In the 16O case, the 0s1/2 (l =
0), 0p1/2 (l = 1), and 0p3/2 (l = 1) states are all
fully occupied. Since the 0p1/2 and 0p3/2 states
share the same radial spatial wave function, this
corresponds to two coupled non-linear Schrödinger
like equations. The Hamiltonians for the s states
and p states differ in the kinetic term,

T 0 = − ℏ2

2m

d2

dr2

T 1 = − ℏ2

2m

(
d2

dr2
− 2

r2

)
,

(11)

but share the same potential term

V 0 = V 1 = V (r) =
3

4
t0ρ (r) +

3

16
t3ρ

2 (r) , (12)

where

ρ (r) =
1

πr2

(
|u00|2 + 3 |u01|2

)
. (13)

Hence we can write the radial Hatree-Fock
equations for both s and p states,[

− ℏ2

2m

d2

dr2
+ V (r)

]
u00 = ε00u00, (14)

[
− ℏ2

2m

d2

dr2
+

ℏ2

mr2
+ V (r)

]
u01 = ε01u01, (15)

where ε0l are SP energies for the corresponding
states.

These two equations are coupled explicitly
through the appearance of both u00 and u01 in the
potential V (r).

4 Quantum Implementation

We encode our states in the 3D isotropic oscillator
basis (with oscillator length 1

b and corresponding
angular momentum l) [28–31]

unl (r) =
∑
n′

αnln′Rb,l+ 3
2

n′ (r) , αnln′ ∈ R ∀ n, l, n′.

(16)
The 2N expansion coefficients αnln′ are stored in
a N -qubit target state |ψl⟩, where

|ψl⟩ =
2N−1∑
n′=0

α0ln′ |n′⟩ , (17)

and |0⟩ = |00 . . . 00⟩, |1⟩ = |00 . . . 01⟩, |2⟩ =
|00 . . . 10⟩ etc. Matrix elements of the density in
the basis are then computed as a sum of inte-
grals of the product of four oscillator radial wave

functions Rb,l+ 3
2

n′ (r), [10]

ρl ∼
∑
j

∫
dr

r2
RlRlRjRj , (18)

where the superscript l of ρl indicates the sub-
basis that ρ(r) is expanded in. These calculated
integrals are tabulated at the beginning and used
in each step of the ITE.

Once the matrix form of the pre-normalised
ITE operator Ô(k) is obtained, it is decomposed
into a sum of products of Pauli matrices (and
identity matrices) acting on individual qubits [32].
This non-unitary Hermitian gate is implemented
using the idea of a duality computer [33, 34], with
the aid of 2N auxiliary qubits and following the
approach outlined in our previous work [10].

5 Results

We applied the approach above, using a classical
algorithm and on a quantum simulator separately,

3



Fig. 1: Quantum circuit for an ITE step in N = 1
case. All ancillary qubits are required to be measured
to be zero for a succesful evolution.

The state preparation subcircuits SP (N) are
given in Appendix B.

to calculate the ground state energy of 16O [35],
for N = 1 (2 expansion states) up to N = 4
(16 expansion states) cases. We use the values
t0 = −1132.4MeV fm3 and t3 = 23610.4MeV fm6

for the Skryme force parameters, and choose an
imaginary time step of ∆τ

ℏ = 0.005MeV−1 [10].
The values for the Skyrme force parameters were
taken from a previous study [26] in which they
were adjusted to give the correct binding energy
and radius of 16O at the Hartree-Fock level. The
oscillator length 1

b for the basis is optimized by
minimizing the calculated ground state energy.
For each case, we start from two initial trial states
of equal amplitudes for the oscillator states,

u
(0)
00 =

1√
2N

2N−1∑
n′=0

Rb, 32
n′ (19)

and

u
(0)
01 =

1√
2N

2N−1∑
n′=0

Rb, 52
n′ . (20)

The ITE is then performed for 400 iterations.
The quantum ITE procedure is implemented

on a classically simulated quantum computer
using the QASM backend from QISKIT [10, 36]
using 10000 shots per measurement. Figure 2
shows the final densities obtained by the ITE runs,
while table 1 and figure 3 show the ground state
energy obtained.

In the N = 1, 2 cases, the simulated quantum
algorithm results are in close agreement with the
classical implementation. Starting from N = 3,
the fluctuation Egs exhibits is greater than in

Fig. 2: ITE after 400 iterations.

N 1
b
/fm

Egs/MeV
classical 10k shots 100k shots statevector

1 2.0402 -86.31 -86.29 -86.29 -86.31
2 2.7040 -104.32 -103.85 -104.44 -104.32
3 3.7060 -110.57 -106.19 -109.47 -110.57
4 5.1508 -112.65 11.91 -112.65

Table 1: Optimised oscillator length and 16O
Hartree-Fock ground state energy after 400 ITE
iterations. Value obtained from failed convergence
highlighted in red. The 100000 shots result for N = 4
is not available due to impractical runtime.

(a)

the N = 1, 2 cases when using 10000 shots per
measurement.

Figure 4 shows the evolution of the density as a
function of iteration under the classical algorithm
and quantum algorithm (10000 shots). This pro-
vides a closer look at the difference between the
expected and actual behaviour of the algorithm.

4



(b)

Fig. 3: Per iteration development of the ground state
energy Egs. (a) Full view. (b) Zoomed in view.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 4: ITE for N = 3. (a) Classical ITE. (b) Quan-
tum ITE with 10000 shots. (c) Difference between
classical ITE and quantum ITE with 10000 shots.

Upon investigating, we find that some of the
coefficients were registered to zero due to their
small amplitudes, which significantly lowers their
probabilities of being measured. As an initial
attempt to improve this behaviour, the same
quantum ITE is run with a higher sampling rate
(100000 shots per measurement). Figure 5 shows
the simulation result. Improvement of the unstable
behaviour can be seen.

(a)

5



(b)

Fig. 5: ITE for N = 3. (a) Quantum ITE with
100000 shots. (b) Difference between classical ITE and
quantum ITE with 100000 shots.

The same behaviour appears in the N = 4 case
and affects more coefficients, as shown in figure
6. With more coefficients failing to be measured
in early time steps, the ITE of the state does not
converge to the ground state.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 6: ITE for N = 4. (a) Classical ITE. (b) Quan-
tum ITE with 10000 shots. (c) Difference between
classical ITE and quantum ITE with 10000 shots.

It is not practically possible to increase the
number of shots without limit, but we evaluate
the ”infinite shot” limit by running the simula-
tion on the statevector backend from QISKIT [36].
This forms a check that the algorithm has been
implemented faithfully.
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 7: ITE for N = 4. (a) Quantum ITE using stat-
evector simulator. (b) Difference between classical ITE
and quantum ITE using statevector simulator.

Figure 7 shows the results of this simulation.
The per-iteration results and the ground state
energy calculation are in close agreement with the
classical algorithm.

6 Limitations and Proposed
Improvements

Our algorithm makes use of an expanded Hilbert
space by adding 2N ancillary qubits. A uni-
tary operator in this expanded Hilbert space can
then be chosen such that it corresponds to our
desired non-unitary evolution operator in the tar-
get subspace [33, 34]. In theory only one ancillary
qubit is needed for this implementation by adopt-
ing the quantum singular value transformation
(QSVT) technique [37]. The extra ancillary qubits
in our implementation are traded for a reduced
circuit depth. Previous QSVT implementations

show scalings ranging from O(2N ) [38] to O(4N )
[39], while the corresponding subcircuit in our
implementation scales as O(N) [10]. However, the
complexity of the system still grows exponentially
regardless of the implementation. This results in
two exponentially growing computational bottle-
necks in our algorithm.

6.1 Success Probability

In order to extract information in the subspace
from the full Hilbert space, we require all the
ancillary qubits to be measured to be zero. The
probability for this (the success probability) deter-
mines the ratio of useful shots to the total num-
ber of shots. As the size of the circuit grows,
the success probability decreases exponentially (∼
O
(
2−2N

)
, with the exact form being Hamiltonian-

dependent), and an exponentially increasing num-
ber of shots is required to maintain the same
precision of the measurements of the expansion
coefficients. The instability shown in figures 4b
and 6b originates from this.

An exponentially increasing shots requirement
defeats the purpose of using a quantum algo-
rithm for its scaling advantages. Techniques to
mitigate low probability of shots leading to useful
measurements have been enacted in other related
methods of implementing the quantum imaginary
time method [38]. However, such a technique can-
not immediately be applied in our case due to the
imaginary-time-dependent potential caused by the
non-linear Schrödinger equation. In this section
we propose an alternative solution to mitigate this
limitation.

As seen in figure 6b, the state failed to evolve
to the ground state due to errors in early time
steps. Examination of the data reveals that the
state is trapped in a local minimum, instead of
evolving to the global minimum as expected. In
response to this behaviour we use a larger imag-
inary time step. In classical ITE the imaginary
time step is often optimized against and this is not
a solution unique to our quantum algorithm. How-
ever, in our implementation the step size affects
more than the converging rate. Increasing the step
sizes results in more apparent changes in the coef-
ficient values between iterations and prevent the
state from being trapped.
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 8: Per iteration development of the ground state
energy Egs for N = 3 with varying step sizes. (a) Full
view. (b) Zoomed in view.

∆τ
ℏ /MeV−1 Egs/MeV

classical 10k shots 100k shots
0.005 -110.57 -106.19 -109.47
0.01 -110.57 -107.14 -110.30
0.05 -110.57 -110.59 -110.62
0.1 149.55 149.24 149.47
0.5 149.55 149.30 149.10

Table 2: 16O Hartree-Fock ground state
energy after 400 ITE iterations with vary-
ing step sizes. Values obtained from failed
convergence highlighted in red.

Figure 8 and table 2 show the ground state
energies obtained after 400 iterations for the N =
3 case with different step sizes. With an increasing
imaginary time step, improvements of the unsta-
ble behaviour can be seen. However, too large an

imaginary time step results in the approximations
in equations (4) and (8) no longer holding. This is
shown by failures of the ITE algorithm in both the
classical and quantum cases for ∆τ

ℏ = 0.1MeV−1

and ∆τ
ℏ = 0.5MeV−1.

Thus, with an optimized imaginary time step,
the success probability bottleneck can be mit-
igated without increasing the number of shots
exponentially. Further improvement can be made
by using an adaptive step size, but we have not
explored the effects of that here.

6.2 Circuit Size

Another bottleneck lies in the state preparation
sub-circuit SP (2N), whose size scales as O

(
22N

)
[10, 40] (see figure A1 for scaling in different cir-
cuit parts). This originates from the preparation
of the highly-entangled 2N -qubit ancillary state
|ϕa⟩, whose statevector contains the 22N+1 − 2
independent coefficients. There has been multiple
attempts for efficient state preparation algorithms
[41–44]. In this section we propose an alternative
approach by using an approximate state of |ϕa⟩
that requires fewer quantum gates to set up.

In order to find such an approximate state
|ϕ′a⟩, we examine the evolution of the normalized
decomposition coefficients βl

i′ of the evolution of

the non-unitary operator Ôl,(k) (8) in the Pauli
basis [10], where l denotes the corresponding s/p
states. The results are shown in figure 9. The coef-
ficients are grouped according to the weights of
their corresponding Pauli strings Pi′ . The identity
gate I is assigned a weight of 0 while each of the
Pauli gate X, Y , and Z has a weight of 1. This is
equivalent to counting the number of σP gates in
Pi′ . For example, the gate IXIZ has a weight of
2 and the gate ZY Y X has a weight of 4.

It can be seen that the contributions of oper-
ators decreases with weight, while the identity
operator IIII (weight 0) maintains an unper-
turbed contribution near 1.0 throughout the evo-
lution. This relative importance of different terms
allows for a basis truncation up to a certain
threshold weight wt. The number of independent
coefficients then scales polynomially as O (Nwt)
(see Appendix C for proof), which shows signif-
icant improvement from the exponential scaling
O
(
22N

)
. Noticing the coefficients for any Pi′ con-

taining an odd number of Y gates is zero due
to working only with real states, we can further

8



(a)

(b)

Fig. 9: Per-iteration development of the β coefficients
for the terms in the Pauli expansion of the unitary
operator in the quantum imaginary time evolution
algorithm for N = 4 case, implemented with statevec-
tor simulator. Terms are grouped together based on
the number of X, Y , or Z gates included. (a) Mean of
absolute values of β coefficients. (b) Sum of absolute
values of β coefficients.

reduce the number of independent variables by a
factor of roughly half. (see Appendix D)

Additionally, with the reduction of indepen-
dent coefficients may allow for a more efficient
use of ancillary qubits, which could further relieve
the success probability bottleneck. However, this
requires a restructuring of the algorithm and may
lead to increased circuit depth in the operator
sub-circuit, which is out of the scope of the work
presented here.

7 Conclusion

We have presented an algorithm solving coupled
non-linear Schrödinger equations via the imagi-
nary time evolution method. Using Hartree-Fock
equations for the oxygen-16 nucleus as an exam-
ple, we show that this implementation provides
results in agreement with the classical algorithm.
With a larger basis, however, our current algo-
rithm faces its limitations.

On the one hand, some of the coefficients failed
to be detected with our number of measurements.
We show, with a statevector simulation, that the
limitation lies not within the circuit, but the mea-
surements. As a preliminary measure, we improve
this by increasing the number of shots in the
N = 3 case. We further show that an increase in
the imaginary time step helps mitigate the prob-
lem without increasing computational cost. This
paves the way for the use of an optimized or even
adaptive step size for a future implementation.

On the other hand, the ancillary state prepa-
ration sub-circuit is proved to be the bottleneck
of our algorithm with its exponentially growing
circuit size. By investigating the relative contri-
butions of different Pauli strings Pi′ from the
decomposition of the ITE operator Ô(k) in the
Pauli basis, we propose a basis truncation which
could reduce the scaling to a polynomial one.
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Appendix A Non-linearity
and Iteration

The Hamiltonian we use (equation 9) is non-linear
and dependent on the states we are solving for
(through the particle density),

Ĥ l
hf = T̂ l + V (ψl) . (A1)

The ITE of a state |ψ (τ)⟩ for an infinitesimal
imaginary time step dτ from τ = τ0 to τ = τ0+dτ
is given by

|ψ (τ0 + dτ)⟩ = N exp

[
−Ĥ (ψ (τ0))

ℏ
dτ

]
|ψ (τ0)⟩ ,

(A2)
where the Hamiltonian shows an imaginary time
dependence implicitly through the state |ψ (τ)⟩.

The ITE process is then discretised into ktotal
steps, each with an imaginary time step of ∆τ .
Equation A2 can be written as

∣∣∣ψ(k+1)
〉
= N exp

[
−Ĥ

(k)

ℏ
∆τ

] ∣∣∣ψ(k)
〉
, (A3)

where

Ĥ(k) = Ĥ (ψ (k∆τ)) , (A4)∣∣∣ψ(k)
〉
= |ψ (k∆τ)⟩ . (A5)

At k = 0,
∣∣ψ(0)

〉
= |ψ (0)⟩ is the initial state. The

procedure of this iterative method is summarised
in figure A1.

Appendix B State
Preparation
Subcircuits

Denoting the 2N coefficients in a N-qubit real
state as {ci}, i = 0, 1, . . . , 2N − 1, the N-qubit
state preparation subcircuit SP (N) is given in
figure B2,

Fig. B2: N-qubit real state preparation.

where the angles of rotation, ϑij , for the state
preparation, are given by

tan
ϑij
2

=

√√√√∑2j−i−1
i′=j c2i′∑j−1
i′=i c

2
i′

, (B6)

and SP (1) is given in figure B3.

Fig. B3: 1-qubit real state preparation.

Appendix C Scaling of
Truncated Basis

With a basis truncation at threshold weight wt,
the total number of terms in the truncated decom-
position is given by

F (N,wt) =

wt∑
w=0

(
N

w

)
3w. (C7)

This sum does not have a closed form but we can
put a bound onto its scaling.

For any binomial coefficient
(
N
w

)
we have(

N

w

)
=
N(N − 1) · · · [N − (w − 1)]

w!
≤ Nw

w!
(C8)

Thus,

F (N,wt) =

wt∑
w=0

3w
(
N

w

)
≤

wt∑
w=0

(3N)
w

w!
. (C9)

Hence, we have shown that the scaling of
F (N,wt) is bounded by a polynomial scaling

F (N,wt) ≤
wt∑
w=0

(3N)
w

w!
∼ O (Nwt) . (C10)

Appendix D Scaling of
Reduced Y
terms

Ignoring terms with an odd number of Y gates, on
top of a basis truncation at threshold weight wt,

10



Fig. A1: A flow chart showing the procedure of the hybrid QITE algorithm. Classical parts are denoted by blue
boxes with rounded-corners and quantum parts are denoted by cyan boxes with pointy corners.
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the remaining number of terms is

G (N,wt) =

wt∑
w=0

(
N

w

)
ge (w) , (D11)

where ge (w) is given by

ge (w) =

⌊w
2 ⌋∑

w′=0

(
w

2w′

)
2w−2w′

. (D12)

Constructing

go (w) =

⌊w−1
2 ⌋∑

w′=0

(
w

2w′ + 1

)
2w−(2w′+1), (D13)

we have

ge (w) + go (w) =

w∑
w′′=0

(
w

w′′

)
2w−w′′

(1)
w′′

= (2 + 1)
w
= 3w,

(D14)
and

ge (w)− go (w) =

w∑
w′′=0

(
w

w′′

)
2w−w′′

(−1)
w′′

= (2− 1)
w
= 1.

(D15)
Hence, ge (w) and G (N,wt) are given by

ge (w) =
3w + 1

2
(D16)

and

G (N,wt) =

wt∑
w=0

(
N

w

)
3w + 1

2
. (D17)

Comparing the form of G (N,wt) (D17)
against F (N,wt) (C7), we can see that omitting
the odd Y terms reduces the number of terms by
about half.
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