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We introduce a constructive method for mapping non-unitary dynamics to a weighted set of
unitary operations. We utilize this construction to derive a new correspondence between real and
imaginary time, which we term Imaginary Time Quantum Dynamical Emulation (ITQDE). This
correspondence enables an imaginary time evolution to be constructed from the overlaps of states
evolved in opposite directions. We develop ITQDE as a tool for estimating the ground and thermal
state properties associated with a given Hamiltonian. We additionally provide a prescription for
leveraging ITQDE to estimate the complete Hamiltonian spectrum. We go on to develop a quantum
algorithm for computing Hamiltonian spectra based on ITQDE, which we validate through numerical
simulations and quantum hardware implementations. We conclude with a discussion of how ITQDE
can be utilized more broadly to derive novel thermodynamic results, including a generalisation of
the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation.

I. INTRODUCTION

From their first use in the solution of cubic polynomials
[1], the introduction of imaginary numbers dramatically
expands the scope of both the solvable and conceivable.
In the domain of physics, for example, the Wick rota-
tion [2] is celebrated as a tangible link between statisti-
cal mechanics and quantum dynamics, where oscillation
is transformed to decay. In this sense, evolution in imag-
inary time might rightly be thought of as the dynamics
of thermalisation.

The link between imaginary time and equilibrium in-
formation is derived from the fact that a quantum state
evolved in imaginary time τ will have its higher en-
ergy states decay exponentially faster than lower energy
states. As long as the system has some initial support
on the ground state, then in the limit of large τ , the
system converges to this state. Ground state calcula-
tions are central to numerous applications [3–5], e.g., in
solid state physics and quantum chemistry [6–9]. Beyond
ground states, imaginary time evolution can also be used
to calculate spectral gaps [10] and thermal (Gibbs) states
[11–13]. Such states are crucial in a wide range of inquiry,
ranging from the thermalization of quantum systems [14–
18] to optimization [19, 20].

It is expected that in the future, quantum comput-
ers will advance our ability to perform simulations of
quantum systems [21, 22], including for the purpose of
calculating the aforementioned ground, thermal, and ex-
cited states. Imaginary time evolution, however, does
not map naturally to implementation on (circuit-model)
quantum computers. Consequently, the many simulation
techniques predicated on imaginary time evolution can-
not be directly imported into a quantum algorithms set-
ting. This is due to the fact that quantum algorithms are

∗ g.mccaul@lboro.ac.uk

conventionally represented as unitary operations, while
imaginary time evolution is not a unitary process. Nev-
ertheless, there has been substantial interest in develop-
ing quantum algorithms to simulate imaginary time evo-
lution [23–29]. Examples include variational quantum
algorithms [30–32], quantum imaginary time evolution
(QITE) [33–36] probabilistic imaginary time evolution
(PITE) [24, 27, 37–39] algorithms, and approaches based
on the linear combination of unitaries (LCU) framework
[40].

Here, we propose a new, constructive approach for de-
veloping representations of non-unitary operations as a
weighted set of unitary transformations, which we call
Quantum Dynamical Emulation (QDE). We apply QDE
to the problem of generating imaginary time-like evolu-
tions and derive a correspondence we term Imaginary
Time Quantum Dynamical Emulation (ITQDE). Using
ITQDE, we show that expectation values of a state
evolved in imaginary time can be expressed in terms
of the overlaps of states that are propagated forwards
and backwards in real time. The resulting correspon-
dence establishes novel links between unitary evolutions
and Gaussian, rather than Gibbs, states. This result is
generically applicable to a number of distinct contexts,
and in the present work we demonstrate that ITQDE
can be leveraged to perform sampling-based calculations
of Hamiltonian spectra on quantum computers. To this
end, we develop ITQDE into a quantum algorithm, and
illustrate its implementation in numerical experiments
and in superconducting qubit-based quantum devices.

The remainder of the paper is organised as follows.
We begin by deriving the ITQDE correspondence for
representing imaginary time dynamics in terms of uni-
tary operations in Sec. II. The analytical and numeri-
cal properties of ITQDE are discussed, together with its
continuous-time limit. In Sec. III, we develop a technique
for using ITQDE to estimate Hamiltonian spectra from
dynamical overlaps. Sec. IV then provides numerical il-
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lustrations of spectral calculations enabled by ITQDE.
A first quantum hardware demonstration utilising this
correspondence is then presented in Sec. V, along with a
quantum algorithm for implementing ITQDE. We then
sketch a number of potential applications for the ITQDE
correspondence beyond spectral calculations in Sec. VI.
We close the paper with a discussion of future directions
and generalisations of this work in Sec. VII.

II. IMAGINARY TIME QUANTUM
DYNAMICAL EMULATION

In this section, we derive the ITQDE correspondence
that allows for emulating imaginary time dynamics using
weighted sets of unitary operations. The foundation of
the correspondence is the definition of the superoperator

L[ρ] =
∑

ij

kijUiρUj , (1)

where kij are scalar coefficients and {Uj} denotes a set

of unitary operations. In the case that Uj = δijU†
i , if we

further stipulate that
∑

i kiiUiU†
i = 1, we observe that L

has the form of a set of Kraus operators [41] and con-
stitutes a completely-positive trace-preserving (CPTP)
map [42]. Note, however, that non-unitary operations
(e.g., imaginary time evolution) are not necessarily trace
preserving. If we wish to emulate such operations, we
must allow for a choice of unitaries for which L[ρ] is not
CPTP, and therefore does not correspond directly to a
physical evolution. In such a case, we emphasise that
while L is not physical, it is constructed as a weighted
sum of unitary operations, each of which are individually
realizable physically.

To demonstrate this premise, we stipulate that each
unitary is parametrised by a scalar increment ∆τ . This
allows for the interpretation of L[ρ], as an infinitesimal
generator for a differential equation. Specifically, L[ρ]
can be Taylor expanded to the form

L[ρ] = ρ+∆τG[ρ] +O(∆τ2), (2)

such that Lm[ρ] corresponds to a state that is the solution
to the differential equation

d

dτ
ρ̃(τ) = G[ρ̃(τ)] (3)

for τ = m∆τ . Even in cases where Lm[ρ] cannot be real-
ized directly, Eq. (1) can be interpreted as a weighted av-
erage of unitary operations on the state ρ, each of which is
individually implementable. Specifically, while L[ρ] may
not be directly implementable, the expectation Tr[UiρUj]
can always be cast as a sum of overlaps between states
evolved by the unitaries Ui and Uj , which are experimen-
tally accessible. This premise is depicted depicted in Fig.
1, where on the level of expectations it is possible to in-
terpret the solution generated by L[ρ] as an average of

Set of unitary
operations {Uj} on state ρ

L[ρ] = ∑
ij kijUiρUj

Interpret L[ρ] as
infinitesimal generator

ρ(τ +∆τ) = L[ρ(τ)] +O(∆τ2)

Corresponding differential equation
is non-unitary evolution

d
dτ ρ̃(τ) = G[ρ̃(τ)]

Repeated application of L[ρ]
to initial state ρ0
ρm = Lm[ρ0]

Interpret ρm as average
of unitary evolutions

Quantum Dynamical Emulation
ρ̃(m∆τ) = ρm

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of Quantum Dynamical Em-
ulation (QDE). The action of a set of unitary operations on
a state has an alternative interpretation as a generator for
differential equation. Depending on the chosen form of {Uj},
this may be a non-unitary evolution. QDE equates the result
of such a non-unitary evolution with the unitary operation
Lm[ρ].

unitarily evolved states. This correspondence builds on
previous work on ensemble rank truncation [43] and cor-
ner space techniques [44–46], where it was conceived of
as an efficient deterministic method for the simulation of
Lindblad equations. QDE extends this idea to the rep-
resentation of more general forms of dynamics where the
CPTP property does not necessarily hold. Having estab-
lished the motivating arguments for QDE, we now deploy
it to derive the ITQDE correspondence.
To build towards developing the ITQDE representa-

tion of imaginary-time dynamics, we begin by consider-
ing the unitary transformation

U = e−i
√

∆τ
2 H , (4)

which represents evolution in real time under a Hamil-

tonian H for a time
√

∆τ
2 . With this, we define the

superoperator

L[ρ] = 1

2

(
Uρ(τ)U + U†ρ(τ)U†) , (5)

whose effect at first order in ∆τ is given by

L[ρ] = ρ− ∆τ

4

({
ρ,H2

}
+ 2HρH

)
+O(∆τ2), (6)

where {·, ·} denotes the anticommutator. From Eq. 6,
we observe that for ∆τ → 0, L[ρ] corresponds to an in-
finitesimal evolution of ρ according to

dρ

dτ
= −1

4

(
{ρ,H2}+ 2HρH

)
, (7)
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whose (unnormalized) solution is given by

ρ(τ) =
∑

ij

e−
1
4 τ(Ei+Ej)

2

pij(0)|Ei⟩⟨Ej |. (8)

In Eq. 8, ρ(τ) is expressed in the eigenbasis of the Hamil-
tonian H =

∑
iEi|Ei⟩⟨Ei| with general initial condition

ρ(0) =
∑

ij pij(0)|Ei⟩⟨Ej |.
In the limit of large τ , the dominant contribution in

ρ(τ) will be the eigenstate of H with the smallest squared
eigenvalue, i.e.,

ρ(τ) → e−τE2
ℓ pℓℓ(0)|Eℓ⟩⟨Eℓ| (9)

for τ → ∞, where E2
ℓ = minj E

2
j is the ground state

energy of H2. Other matrix elements of ρ(τ) will be
exponentially suppressed in τ according to Eq. 8.

The result in Eq. 9 is directly analogous to the outcome
of evolving the state ρ(0) in imaginary time under the
Hamiltonian H2, and could accordingly be used to study
ground states of H2 via Eq. (9). However, we emphasize
that we have obtained Eq. 9 utilizing purely unitary, real-
time evolutions per Eq. 5.

Having obtained Eq. (8), we now consider the repeated
application of Eq. 5, denoting m applications of L by
Lm[ρ]. We consider an initial condition that is given by
the pure state

ρ(0) = |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|, (10)

noting that the generalization to mixed states is straight-
forward. Introducing the following notation for forwards
and backwards evolved states,

|ψj+1⟩ = U|ψj⟩, |ψj−1⟩ = U†|ψj⟩, (11)

a single application of L yields

ρ(∆τ) = L1[ρ(0)] =
1

2
(|ψ1⟩⟨ψ−1|+ |ψ−1⟩⟨ψ1|). (12)

The effect of repeated applications of L can then be as-
certained inductively. Namely, after m steps, ρ(m∆τ)
may be written as

ρ(m∆τ) = Lm[ρ(0)] =

2m∑

j=0

a
(m)
j |ψj−m⟩⟨ψm−j |, (13)

where the a
(m)
j denote coefficients that remain to be cal-

culated. These coefficients have two important proper-

ties: first, a
(m)
0 = a

(m)
2m = 1, and second, the lack of a

static term in L guarantees a
(m)
j = 0 for odd j.

Applying L again to Eq. (13), we obtain

2Lm+1[ρ(0)] =

j=2m∑

j=0

a
(m)
j (|ψj−(m+1)⟩⟨ψm+1−j | (14)

+|ψj+1−m⟩⟨ψm−1−j |).

Rearranging indices, we find

2Lm+1[ρ(0)] = |ψ−m−1⟩⟨ψm+1|+ |ψm+1⟩⟨ψ−m−1| (15)

+

j=2m∑

j=2

(
a
(m)
j + a

(m)
j−2

)
|ψj−(m+1)⟩⟨ψm+1−j |.

This yields the following recursion relation

2a
(m+1)
j = a

(m)
j + a

(m)
j−2, (16)

whose solution is given by Pascal’s identity
(
m

k

)
=

(
m− 1

k

)
+

(
m− 1

k − 1

)
, (17)

yielding

a
(m)
j =

{
1
2m

(
m
j
2

)
j even,

0 j odd.
(18)

Using τ = m∆τ , we substitute Eq. 18 into Eq. 13 to
finally obtain

ρ(τ) =
1

2m

j=m∑

j=0

(
m

j

)
|ψ2j−m⟩⟨ψm−2j |. (19)

Eq. (19) can be used to simulate the evolution of an initial
state ρ(0) in imaginary time under H2 using only unitary
operations, and thus enables what we term Imaginary
Time Quantum Dynamical Emulation (ITQDE). The er-
ror between Eq. (19) and the continuous-time limit given
previously in Eq. (8) is O(m∆τ2), noting that in the sec-
tions below, we do not explicitly retain this error term.
In many cases, it is desirable to additionally enforce

that the state is normalized at all (imaginary) times.
This can be accomplished by introducing the partition
function, which we denote by Z(τ) = Tr (ρ(τ)). We de-

note the normalized state by ρ(τ) ≡ ρ(τ)
Z(τ) . With this

normalization, we can express the expectation value of
an observable, O, under the state ρ(τ) as

⟨O⟩(τ) = 1

2mZ(τ)

j=m∑

j=0

(
m

j

)
⟨ψ2j−m|O|ψm−2j⟩, (20)

where

Z(τ) =
1

2m

j=m∑

j=0

(
m

j

)
⟨ψ2j−m|ψm−2j⟩, (21)

noting that when substituting Eq. (21) into Eq. (20), the
factors of 2m cancel.
Equations (20) and (21) illustrate that an observable

expectation value with respect to the imaginary time
evolved state ρ(τ) is expressible as a weighted sum of
overlaps between states that have been evolved unitarily
in opposite directions in real time. In order to estimate
the expectation value of an observable under the ground
state, |Eℓ⟩, of H2, one could utilize Eq. (20) carried out
to large τ , in line with Eq. (9), where ρ(0) can be any
state with nonzero support on |Eℓ⟩.
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Large m limit

In settings where many time steps are needed to
achieve convergence (i.e., the large m limit), evaluat-
ing Eqs. (20) and (21) can be computationally challeng-
ing due to the presence of the binomial coefficients

(
m
j

)
,

whose magnitudes increase very quickly with m. As a
practical matter, this challenge can be addressed by first
shifting the summation index to make the symmetric na-

ture of the sum explicit, i.e., replacing
∑j=m

j=0

(
m
j

)
by

∑j=m
2

j=−m
2

(
m

m
2 +j

)
in Eqs. (20) and (21), and then consider-

ing the large m asymptotic for the binomial coefficient

(
m

m/2 + j

)
∼ 2m√

mπ/2
e−2j2/m. (22)

Henceforth, we assume m to be even. This expression is
readily derivable from the Stirling approximation [47],
with an error on the order O(j3m−2), although as a
practical matter this error becomes negligible even for
relatively small values of m. Substituting Eq. (22) into
Eqs. (20) and (21) yields

˜⟨O⟩(τ) = 1

Z̃(τ)

j=m
2∑

j=0

e−
2j2

m√
mπ/2

⟨ψ2j |O|ψ−2j⟩+ c.c. (23)

and

Z̃(τ) =
1√
mπ/2

j=m
2∑

j=0

e−
2j2

m ⟨ψ2j |ψ−2j⟩+ c.c., (24)

where we use the tilde to denote that the large m ap-
proximation has been used. Equations (23) and (24) can
be used as alternative equations when m becomes large.

Maximally mixed initial condition

In the case where the initial condition is given by
the a state that is proportional to the identity matrix,
ρ(0) ∝ I, a number of further results can be inferred
from ITQDE. This initial condition corresponds to the
maximally mixed or infinite temperature state. Begin-
ning from this condition means that at all τ , the squared
Hamiltonian, H2, and ρ necessarily commute, simplify-
ing Eq. (7) such that we obtain at time τ the Gaussian
state

ρ(τ) = e−τH2

, (25)

which is equivalent to a thermal (Gibbs) state with an
effective Hamiltonian H2 at inverse temperature β = τ
[48, 49]. This illustrates that in this setting, evolving
ρ(0) ∝ I under Eq. (7) is functionally equivalent to imag-
inary time propagation under H2. This suggests that it
is desirable to consider this initial condition, given its
natural relationship to thermal states.

Furthermore, given ρ(0) = I, the final (unnormalized)
state in Eq. (19) becomes

ρ(τ) =
1

2m

j=m∑

j=0

(
m

j

)
e−i(2j−m)

√
2∆τH (26)

where the approximation error between Eq. (26) and
the Gaussian state solution given in Eq. (25) is also
O(m∆τ2). In this setting, Eq. (20) can be used to esti-
mate the expectation values of observables under thermal
states associated with inverse temperature β = τ .

III. ITQDE FOR SPECTRAL CALCULATIONS

We now detail how the ITQDE correspondence can be
used to perform spectral calculations. We first observe
that when O = H2, evaluating Eq. 20 for large τ would
output an estimate of its ground state energy E2

ℓ . Simi-
larly, eigenenergies can be estimated with respect to the
thermal state described by Eq. (25). To calculate these
at some desired inverse temperature β one need only im-
plement Eq. (20) to τ = β from an initial condition of
ρ(0) = 1

Z(0)I.

It is, however, possible to go further, and exploit
ITQDE to perform full spectral calculations that addi-
tionally resolve excited states. To demonstrate this, we
first note that for a d-dimensional system, there are 2d

possible Hamiltonians Hκ that square to the same H2.
In other words, for all Hamiltonians Hκ, parameterized
by length-d binary strings κ with elements κj ∈ {0, 1}
such that

Hκ =

d−1∑

j=0

(−1)κjEj |Ej⟩⟨Ej |, (27)

we have that the squares of all these Hκ are identically
given by

H2 =

d−1∑

j=0

E2
j |Ej⟩⟨Ej |. (28)

This reinforces that as τ → ∞, ρ(τ) will select the
eigenstate of H with the smallest squared eigenvalue per
Eq. (9). We can take advantage of this behavior by in-
troducing a shift λ into the Hamiltonian such that

H(λ) = H + λI. (29)

This shift allows one to directly tune which eigenstate
has the lowest squared eigenvalue, and accordingly, which
eigenstate ρ(λ)(τ) approaches as the system is evolved to
higher τ [50]. Importantly, the effect of this shift on U is

simply to introduce a global phase of e−i
√

∆τ
2 λ, i.e., such

that U (λ) ≡ e−i
√

∆τ
2 H(λ)

= e−i
√

∆τ
2 λe−i

√
∆τ
2 H . Given



5

this, we may describe the expectation value of an ob-
servable O with respect to ρ(λ)(τ) as

⟨O(λ)⟩(τ) = 1

Z(λ)(τ)

m
2∑

j=0

e2iλj
√

∆τ
2

2m

(
m

m
2 + j

)
⟨ψ2j |O|ψ−2j⟩

+ c.c.,
(30)

where

Z(λ)(τ) =
1

2m

m
2∑

j=0

e2iλj
√

∆τ
2

(
m

m
2 + j

)
⟨ψ2j |ψ−2j⟩+ c.c.,

(31)
and we have exploited the fact that each overlap has a
conjugate partner to reduce the number of terms in the
sums from m to m

2 .
Meanwhile, in the large m limit we obtain

⟨Õ(λ)⟩(τ) = 1

Z̃(λ)(τ)

j=m
2∑

j=0

e−
2j2

m +2iλj
√

∆τ
2

√
mπ/2

⟨ψ2j |O|ψ−2j⟩

+ c.c.
(32)

and

Z̃(λ)(τ) =
1√
mπ/2

j=m
2∑

j=0

e−
2j2

m +2iλj
√

∆τ
2 ⟨ψ2j |ψ−2j⟩+ c.c.,

(33)
by substituting Eq. (22) into Eqs. (30) and (31).

Crucially, when O = H, varying the value of λ al-
lows us to calculate the entire energy spectrum by sim-
ply estimating the overlaps ⟨ψ2j |H|ψ−2j⟩ and ⟨ψ2j |ψ−2j⟩,
j = 0, · · · ,m/2 corresponding to a single trajectory in τ ,
and then evaluating Eq. (30) for different values of λ as
a numerically simple post-processing step. We also note
that λ can be used to accelerate convergence in cases
where the ground state is sought. More details regarding
this use are located in App. A.

The ability of ITQDE to resolve spectra is a direct
consequence of the imaginary time evolution it imple-
ments generating a Gaussian, rather than thermal (or
Gibbs) state. The use of H2 to enable spectral sweep-
ing has been a long-standing proposal in the context of
quantum Monte-Carlo methods [51]. Challenges in this
context stem from the fact that H2 is more singular than
H for realistic Hamiltonians, and cannot guarantee non-
negative weights on paths [52]. The fact that ITQDE
never directly employs H2 in its calculation of spectra
circumvents this problem, and suggests that its method-
ology might be usefully adapted and applied to Monte-
Carlo calculations.

Lastly, in the case that one seeks to obtain the thermal
state directly via ITQDE, it is necessary to obtain the
square root of the Hamiltonian,

√
H. While we do not

address this in the present work, such an operator will
always exist for positive semi-definite H, which can itself
be guaranteed with a suitable shift of the spectrum.

a)

b)

FIG. 2. Results of spectral calculations performed for an eight
site Ising Hamiltonian using ∆τ = 0.4× 10−5 and m = 1000.
Dashed lines indicate the eigenenergies of HTFIM. Solid lines
indicate the convergence of the spectral calculation to these
eigenenergies. For a), we plot the calculated energy as λ
against propagation in imaginary time τ and find that our
method converges to successively lower eigenstates of HTFIM

before reaching the ground state E0. For b), we plot the
change in the steady state expectation value of HTFIM as λ is
varied, illustrating that a complete course-grained spectrum
is obtainable using only expectation values estimated from a
single trajectory only.

IV. NUMERICAL ILLUSTRATIONS

To demonstrate the capability of Eq. (30) to resolve the
spectrum of H, we now illustrate an application of this
procedure to the 1D transverse field Ising model, which
is a simple model composed of nearest-neighbor coupled
spins on a lattice in the presence of an external, uni-
form magnetic field. It has been studied extensively over
the years in the contexts of quantum phase transitions
[53, 54], quantum spin glasses [55, 56], and the quantum
annealing process [57–60] among others. It is also a useful
benchmark problem for developing and testing quantum
algorithms, as the model is exactly solvable [53, 61], and
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FIG. 3. Relative error calculated according to Eq. (35) in
spectral calculations performed using the large m approxima-
tion in Eqs. (32) and (33) compared to the results obtained
using Eqs. (30) and (31) for the 8 site 1D transverse field Ising
model. In both cases, ∆τ = 0.4× 10−5 and m = 1000

spins map naturally to qubits. The Hamiltonian is given
by

HTFIM = −J
L−1∑

l=0

ZlZl+1 − h

L−1∑

l=0

Xl, (34)

where Zl and Xl denote Pauli-Z and Pauli-X matrices,
respectively, that act on the spin occupying lattice site l,
J characterizes the strength of the nearest-neighbor in-
teractions, h is the magnetic field strength, and L is the
total number of lattice sites. Here, we consider a model
with J = 1, h = 14, L = 8, and open boundary condi-
tions. We use Eqs. (30) and (31) to calculate the expec-

tation value ⟨H(λ)
TFIM⟩(τ) for different values of λ, which

are plotted as a function of τ in Fig. 2(a). These results

show that changing the value of λ causes ⟨H(λ)
TFIM⟩(τ)

to converge to different energies, corresponding in this
case to the energies associated with each of the different
bands of eigenstates. This premise is further reinforced
in Fig. 2(b), where we plot the steady state expectation

value ⟨H(λ)
TFIM⟩(τ → ∞) = ⟨HTFIM⟩(τ → ∞) + λ against

λ, from which the complete spectrum is inferred.
We demonstrate the use of the large m approximation

by comparing the results obtained using Eqs. (32) and
(33) to the ones obtained using Eqs. (30) and (31) for this
8 site transverse field Ising model. The relative difference

ζ =
|⟨O(λ)⟩ − ˜⟨O(λ)⟩|

|⟨Og⟩|
, (35)

for each eigenenergy of HTFIM is shown in Fig. 3. Here
we use ⟨Og⟩ as the minimum eigenenergy of HTFIM to
avoid dividing by small numbers when the calculated
eigenvalue is near 0. This demonstrates that the large
m approximation obtains results that are similar to the
direct approach using the binomial coefficients.

We also apply the large m approximation to the 2D
Fermi-Hubbard model. The Fermi-Hubbard model is a
simple lattice model that aims to capture key aspects of
strongly correlated fermionic systems, and has been used
to study phase transitions [62], superconductivity [63],

a)

b)

FIG. 4. Results of spectral calculations performed for a four
site, 2D Fermi-Hubbard model at half-filling with dτ = 0.003
and m = 1500. Dashed lines indicate the eigenenergies of

HFH, and solid lines show the convergence of ⟨H(λ)
FH ⟩(τ) to

these eigenenergies. For a), we plot the calculated energy for
various λ against τ , and observe good convergence to succes-
sively lower eigenstates of HFH before reaching the ground
state, E0. For b), we plot the change in the steady state

expectation value, i.e., ⟨H(λ)
FH ⟩(τ → ∞) as λ is varied, illus-

trating that a coarse-grained spectrum can be obtained.

and magnetism [64]. The Hamiltonian is given by

HFH =
∑

⟨i,j⟩,σ

tij(c
†
iσcjσ+h.c.)+U

L−1∑

j=0

nj↑nj↓−µ
L−1∑

j=0

njσ,

(36)
where tij denotes the tunneling amplitude between lat-

tice sites i and j, c†jσ and cjσ are the creation and an-
nihilation operators associated with a fermion of spin σ
at lattice site j, respectively, U characterizes the on-site

interaction of fermions, njσ = c†jσcjσ is the occupation
number operator, µ is the chemical potential, and L is
the number of lattice sites.

In Fig. 4(a), we plot results showing how the expecta-

tion value ⟨H(λ)
FH ⟩(τ) varies with τ and λ when the model
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FIG. 5. Relative error in spectral calculations of the steady
state expectation values for the eigenenergies of the 2D Fermi-
Hubbard model at half-filling for 2, 4, 6, and 8 sites. Each
eigenenergy error is plotted symmetrically about the spec-
tral centre, which is aligned on the figure with the number
of sites that spectrum corresponds to. All calculations were
performed using a step size of ∆τ = 0.003 for m = 1500 steps
to a final imaginary time τ = 5 with the initial condition
ρFD(0) = I.

parameters are set according to tij = t = −1 for all
nearest-neighbor pairs, U = 2, µ = 0.5, L = 4 (cor-
responding to a 2 × 2 lattice), and periodic boundary
conditions. These results again demonstrate that chang-

ing λ causes ⟨H(λ)
FH ⟩(τ) to converge to different energies in

the spectrum of HFH and that reasonable results are ob-
tained even when using the large m approximation. The

steady state expectation value ⟨H(λ)
FM⟩(τ → ∞) of this

model for varying λ is plotted in Fig. 4(b) and further
demonstrates that changing λ can be used to infer the
energetic spectrum.

To examine the performance of our method as the num-
ber of sites in the 2D Fermi-Hubbard model increases,
we calculate the relative error in the calculation of each
eigenenergy compared to the exact values obtained by
diagonalizing HFM. This is plotted against the number
of sites in the lattice in Fig. 5. We observe from these
results that our method is able to accurately calculate
the energy eigenvalues of the 2D Fermi-Hubbard model
up to 8 sites and that the accuracy is not dependent on
the number of sites in the lattice. The exception is the
2 site case, where much more accurate results are ob-
tained. This is most likely due to the fact that in the
case of 2 sites the model is effectively its much simpler
one dimensional equivalent.

All of the results discussed in this section were obtained
using the initial condition ρ(0) = I. In App. B, we discuss
the effects of choosing a single pure state as the initial
condition on the spectral calculation results.

V. QUANTUM ALGORITHM FOR SPECTRAL
CALCULATIONS USING ITQDE

There is currently significant interest in quantum al-
gorithms for simulating imaginary time evolution, with a
variety of candidate algorithms developed in recent years.
For example, variational quantum algorithms have been

H H

H HS

a)

b)

FIG. 6. Quantum circuits for performing Hadamard tests to
estimate a) Re(⟨ψ−2j |Pα|ψ2j⟩) and b) Im(⟨ψ−2j |Pα|ψ2j⟩) for
use in Eqs. (32) and (33). We denote by Pα the α-th Pauli
string in the decomposition of the observable O, per Eq. (40).
H = 1√

2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
and S =

(
1 0
0 i

)
denote the Hadamard and

phase gate, respectively.

developed that aim to optimize a parameterized quan-
tum circuit to best approximate an imaginary time evo-
lution [30–32]. These variational approaches can result
in shallow quantum circuits that are favorable for near-
term hardware implementations, however, the computa-
tional costs of the classical optimization can become in-
tractable for larger systems due to the existence of local
minima and barren plateaus. Another leading example
is the QITE algorithm [33–36], where an evolution in
imaginary time is approximated using a Trotter decom-
position of a real-time evolution, i.e., where the latter
is expressed as the product of unitary, real-time evolu-
tions over a sequence of small time steps. The generators
of these real-time evolutions are determined sequentially,
based on tomographic measurements performed at each
step. This measurement cost can become prohibitive for
systems that develop long-range correlations. A third
approach is the PITE algorithm [24, 27, 37–39], where
the imaginary time evolution is encoded into a unitary
operation acting on a larger Hilbert space. After evolv-
ing the total system one step using this larger unitary
operator, an ancilla qubit can be measured to determine
whether the step of imaginary time evolution was suc-
cessfully applied or not. If so, the procedure can be
repeated to evolve over the next time step, and if not,
it must be restarted. Thus, evolving to later times re-
sults in an exponential decrease in the probability of suc-
cessfully evolving the original system in imaginary time.
Some recent works [65, 66] address this situation by ap-
plying amplitude amplification after each step, but the
associated costs can become impractical as the number
of steps increases. Another recent approach is based on
the LCU framework, where the imaginary time evolu-
tion is expressed as a linear combination of unitaries [40].
This approach is conceptually similar to ITQDE, but im-
plements the linear combination of unitaries coherently
through the use of ancilla qubits, and the associated over-
head costs suggest that it may be most suitable for fu-
ture fault-tolerant quantum computers. Beyond imagi-
nary time evolution, quantum algorithms for simulating
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non-unitary dynamics more broadly have been a subject
of interest [67, 68], as have quantum algorithms for com-
puting Hamiltonian spectra. Examples of the latter in-
clude the quantum phase estimation algorithm [69–75],
the rodeo algorithm [76, 77], methods based on taking
the Fourier transform of a time series of expectation val-
ues [78–80], and variational [81, 82] and feedback-based
[83] quantum algorithms for finding excited states.

Here, we introduce a new quantum algorithm for cal-
culating spectra via imaginary time evolution that is
based on ITQDE. In this formulation, a quantum com-
puter is utilized to estimate the overlaps (i.e., of the form
⟨ψ−2j |ψ2j⟩ and ⟨ψ−2j |O|ψ2j⟩) that appear in Eqs. (30)-
(33), with the spectrum then calculated by employing
these overlaps in classical post-processing. We focus the
remainder of this section on how to construct a quantum
algorithm for evaluating Eqs. (30)-(33). Our construction
is independent of the initial state |ψ0⟩, since in practice,
|ψ0⟩ can be selected in a problem-dependent manner.
There are a number of methods by which the relevant

overlaps might be calculated in a quantum computer (see
for example App. D). Here, we consider an implementa-
tion using the Hadamard test [84] that is detailed fully
in App. C. The Hadamard test functions by initializing
one ancilla qubit in the state |0⟩ and initializing the pri-
mary system register in a state |φ⟩. This is followed by
Hadamard gates on the ancilla qubit, interleaved with
a unitary operation W that is applied to the primary
system register and controlled on the state of the ancilla
qubit, and culminating with a final ancilla qubit measure-
ment, as depicted in Fig. 6(a). Repeating this procedure
many times and averaging the results of the final an-
cilla measurement then outputs an estimate for the real
part of the overlap between |φ⟩ and W|φ⟩ in terms of the
probability, p0, of observing |0⟩ on the ancilla qubit, such
that

Re (⟨φ|W|φ⟩) = 2p0 − 1. (37)

A modified version of the Hadamard test, i.e., one that in-
corporates an additional phase gate on the ancilla qubit,
can be used to obtain the imaginary part of the overlap
in an analogous manner, as depicted in Fig. 6(b).

We now outline approaches for using the Hadamard
test in our setting to estimate ⟨ψ−2j |ψ2j⟩ and
⟨ψ−2j |O|ψ2j⟩. We begin with the former, which can be
expressed as

⟨ψ−2j |ψ2j⟩ = ⟨ψ0|U4j |ψ0⟩. (38)

Hadamard tests can be performed to estimate the real
and imaginary parts of the right-hand-side of Eq. (38)

by associating W = U4j = e−i
√
2j∆τH and |φ⟩ = |ψ0⟩ in

Eq. (37).
In order to estimate overlaps of the second form,

⟨ψ−2j |O|ψ2j⟩, we first expand O in the Pauli operator
basis according to

O =

M∑

α=1

cαPα, (39)

where cα and Pα denote a real coefficient and Pauli basis
operator, respectively. We note that when O is taken
to be a k-local observable, M = poly(n). Importantly,
because the Pauli operators are unitary, this expansion
allows us to then estimate ⟨ψ−2j |O|ψ2j⟩ by taking the
sum of a linear combination of constituent overlaps, each
evaluated using separate Hadamard tests, according to

⟨ψ−2j |O|ψ2j⟩ =
M∑

α=1

cα⟨ψ0|U2jPαU2j |ψ0⟩, (40)

where for the α-th Hadamard test, we have W =
U2jPαU2j , and M Hadamard tests are needed in total to
evaluate Eq. (40). Using this approach to estimate the
real and imaginary parts of all m

2 +1 overlaps in Eqs. (32)
and (33) then requires (m+2)(M+1) = O(mM) separate
circuits, each repeated sufficiently many times to ensure
convergence of the estimate of the associated overlap.
Given this Hadamard test formulation, a method for

implementing the (real) time evolution U4j = e−i
√
2j∆τH

on the primary system register is then all that is ad-
ditionally required to complete the specification of the
quantum algorithm. It is worth noting that in order
to simulate imaginary time evolution by an imaginary
time τ under a Hamiltonian H2, we only need real-time
evolution under H by time

√
2∆τ . For typical Hamil-

tonians, U4j can be implemented efficiently on a quan-
tum computer [85], and a variety of different Hamilto-
nian simulation algorithms have been developed for this
purpose that could be used. Examples include Suzuki-
Trotter product formulas [86], randomized methods like
QDRIFT [87], post-Trotter methods [88–91], e.g., based
on the LCU construction, and hybridized algorithms that
combine features of these methods [92–96].
Relative to other quantum algorithms for imaginary

time evolution and spectral calculations, as discussed
above, the ITQDE-based approach introduced here ben-
efits from the fact that the full energy spectrum can be
computed in classical post-processing based on a single
imaginary-time trajectory. Furthermore, the ITQDE-
based approach does not depend on the preparation of
specific or high-fidelity initial states. In addition, clas-
sical optimization, tomography, and probabilistic sam-
pling, which can serve to increase the number of circuit
repetitions required in variational quantum algorithms,
QITE, and PITE, respectively, are not required here.
That being said, a large number of circuit repetitions
may still be required in the ITQDE-based algorithm in
order to resolve each of the overlaps in Eqs. (30)-(33),
and in the future, it would be interesting to compare
the sampling costs of the ITQDE-based algorithm with
other candidate strategies. Finally, we observe that rel-
ative to LCU-based approaches, the ITQDE-based algo-
rithm trades off the need for extra ancilla qubits and
deeper circuits for an increase in the number of circuit
repetitions. We anticipate that this tradeoff may make
ITQDE compatible with nearer-term quantum devices, a
prospect that we explore below.
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a)

b)

FIG. 7. Spectral calculation results for a 2-site transverse field
Ising model with J = 1 and h = 2, obtained via implementa-
tion of ITQDE on an IBM superconducting qubit processor
(ibm brisbane). Here we use ∆τ = 0.01 and m = 100. In a),

the expectation values ⟨H(λ)
TFIM ⟩(τ) output from Eqs. (32) and

(33), with overlaps obtained from ibm brisbane, are shown
(dashed curves) against the true eigenenergies (solid lines of
corresponding color). Each overlap is obtained using 4000
samples. In b), the change in the steady state expecta-
tion of HTFIM as λ changes is shown, illustrating that the
coarse-grained spectrum can still be inferred when performing
ITQDE on quantum hardware. In both figures, the errorbars
denote 95% confidence.

Quantum device implementations

Here, we present the results from implementing
ITQDE directly on quantum devices. For this, we utilize
the IBM superconducting qubit processor ibm brisbane,
along with IBM’s sampler primitive [97]. Our first im-
plementation considers the transverse field Ising model
with J = 1, h = 2, L = 2, and the results are pre-
sented in Fig. 7. In this demonstration, the quantum dy-
namical emulation procedure is repeated for 104 different
initial states, prepared by applying random Clifford op-
erations to the initial |00⟩ state, and averaging the over-

laps at each step. This averaging procedure (over initial
Clifford realizations) aims to produce statistics that con-
verge, with increasing realizations, to those that would
be obtained with an initialization in the maximally mixed
state. We expect that the convergence towards the mid-
dle energies could be improved by sampling initial states
from additional random Cliffords.

VI. INTERPRETATIONS AND FURTHER
APPLICATIONS OF ITQDE

Beyond spectral calculations, the character of the
ITQDE correspondence has a number of additional prop-
erties whose potential implications are discussed in this
section. For example, the presence of forward and re-
verse trajectories in the correspondence is reminiscent of
both quantum [98] and stochastic [99] thermodynamics.
In the latter case, fluctuation theorems are derived from
considerations of the probability of trajectories against
their reversed counterpart [100]. This suggests similar
results may be obtained via the methods outlined in pre-
vious sections. Indeed, if one were to employ the large m
approximation according to Eq. (22), the result

e−τH2

=
1√
π

j=m
2∑

j=−m
2

√
2

m
e−

2j2

m e−2ij
√
2∆τH (41)

can be used to take the expectation of the operator e−τH2

with respect to |ψ0⟩. From this, we directly obtain (reit-
erating the implicit O(m∆τ2) error)

⟨e−τH2⟩ =
√

2

mπ

j=m
2∑

j=0

e−
2j2

m ⟨ψ2j |ψ−2j⟩+ c.c.. (42)

The result in Eq. (42) bears a similarity to the Crooks
fluctuation theorem [101], where the work distribution
function of a stochastic process can be expressed as a
ratio of the probabilities for forward and reversed pro-
cesses. In Eq. (42), we find the expected Hamiltonian
Gaussian distribution of a state is expressible in terms of
an exponentially weighted sum of overlaps between for-
ward and backward evolutions from that state. Indeed,
the ITQDE derived expression in Eq. (42) is manifestly
quantum, insofar as it utilises overlaps rather than proba-
bilistic ratios, and it links to distributions over H, rather
than to the non-observable work variable.
More broadly, it is interesting to observe the behaviour

of ITQDE under time reversal. The only sense in which
a time increment appears is ∆τ , which in the real-time
propagation occurs under a square root. For this reason,
the notion of time reversal is most naturally captured by
the equivalent transformation of H → −H. When con-
sidering the Gaussian distribution, this reversal leaves
the ITQDE correspondence unchanged, rendering any
question of time directionality redundant. If, however, we
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consider this transformation in the case of Gibbs states,
the necessity of employing

√
H in the propagator means

this reversal symmetry is broken. That is, direct consid-
eration of thermal states (which are themselves usually
understood to be a product of irreversible dynamics) re-
quires the use of a generator that is not invariant under
time-reversal. This fact, to the philosophically inclined,
may be of some interest.

It is also possible to invert the ITQDE correspondence.
First, taking the same large m approximation of Eq. (41)
and inserting λ, we have:

e−τ(H−λ)2 =
1√
π

j=m
2∑

j=−m
2

√
2

m
e−

2j2

m e−2ij
√
2dτHe−2ij

√
2dτλ.

(43)
Following this, we note the orthogonality relationship for
complex exponentials is given by

λ=K−1∑

λ=0

e
2iπλ
K (j−k) = Kδjk. (44)

Next, for m
2 a square number such that K =

√
m
2 is an

integer, we have that K
√
2dτ =

√
τ . Then, applying the

complex exponential and summing over λ on both sides,
we have

λ=K−1∑

λ=0

e
−τ(H− π√

τ
λ)2
e

2iπλk
K =

1√
π
e−

2k2

m e−2ik
√
2dτH .

(45)

Defining t = 2k
√
2dτ and rearranging, we obtain an ex-

pression for the propagator:

e−itH =
√
πe

t2

4τ

λ=K−1∑

λ=0

e
−τ(H− π√

τ
λ)2
e

2iπλt√
τ . (46)

The fundamental motivation for such a representation
is that it allows one to cast dynamical processes purely in
terms of equilibrium information, with time acting only
as a weighted phase on shifted Gaussian distributions.
There are several contexts in which such an expression
may prove useful, e.g., in ring-polymer molecular dynam-
ics (RPMD) [102], a classical method that allows for cal-
culating quantum imaginary time quantities via classical
phase-space dynamics. A challenge associated with such
techniques is that they are unable to capture the inter-
ference effects present in real-time quantum dynamics.
It may, however, be possible to circumvent this by us-

ing RPMD to evaluate e
−τ(H− π√

τ
λ)2

, and consequently
characterise real-time quantum dynamics purely via a
weighting of the classical phase-space calculation using
Eq. (46).

The ITQDE formulation may also find applications in
studies of complex quantum dynamics, such as quantum
chaos [103]. This phenomenon is often characterised by
the spectral form factor [104], which describes the fidelity

between a coherent Gibbs state and its unitary time evo-
lution [105]. Such coherent Gibbs states may, however,
be represented in real time by the ITQDE correspon-
dence (or equivalently the propagator may be represented
in imaginary time via Eq.(46)). This suggests the po-
tential for such characterisations of chaos to be formu-
lated in purely dynamical (or equilibrium) terms. More-
over, Eq.(46) may be useful in obtaining alternate for-
mulations of dynamical quantities such as a system’s dy-
namic response [106] or Out-Of-Time-Order Correlators
(OTOCs) [107]. This latter quantity is a measure of in-
formation scrambling, and recent proposals have demon-
strated its intrinsic relationship to thermodynamics [108].
In this sense, Eq.(46) offers a natural route to further ex-
ploration of this connection.
Further, if we consider the continuous limit of Eq. (26),

another connection to open systems theory is revealed.

Returning to Eq. (41) and defining δ =
√

2
m and x = jδ,

the right-hand side of Eq. (41) may be expressed as

e−τH2

=
1√
π

j=m
2∑

j=−m
2

δe−x2

e−2ix
√
τH +O(δ2), (47)

such that in the limit δ → 0 we recover the Hubbard-
Stratonovich (HS) transformation [109–112]:

e−τH2

=
1√
π

∫ ∞

−∞
e−x2

e−2ix
√
τHdx. (48)

This result is usually understood as a correspondence
linking a deterministic quadratic potential to a stochastic
linear one. Here, however, it emerges from ITQDE as
the continuous limit of infinitesimal dynamics, where the
state space and its dual are oppositely evolved. Based on
this limit, it is possible to infer a generalisation of the HS
transformation by repeating the same limiting procedure,
but beginning from a general initial state. Setting |ψ0⟩ =∑

j aj |Ej⟩, we find

e−τ(Ek+El)
2/4 |Ek⟩ ⟨El|

=
1

2n

j=n
2∑

j=−n
2

(
n

n
2 + j

)
e−2ij

√
2dτ(Ek+El) |Ek⟩ ⟨El| . (49)

If we define the operator

ρmix =
∑

kl

akale
−τ(EkEl)/2 |Ek⟩ ⟨El| , (50)

then the previous δ → 0 limit then yields

e−τH2/2ρmixe
−τH2/2

=
1√
π

∫ ∞

−∞
e−x2

e−ix
√
τH |ψ0⟩ ⟨ψ0| e−ix

√
τHdx. (51)

Lastly, when it comes to further applications of ITQDE
in the arena of quantum algorithms, the formulation
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described in Sec. V could be extended in the future
to allow for estimating expectation values under ther-
mal states associated with H2, i.e., via an initial condi-
tion corresponding to the maximally mixed state per Eq.
(41). It may additionally be possible to consider thermal
states under H, rather than H2, if certain criteria on H
are satisfied, following Refs. [113, 114]. For example,
Ref. [114] uses such a construction to design an LCU-
based quantum algorithm for sampling from the thermal
state e−βH/2. This is enabled by a discrete Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation for approximating e−βH/2

as a linear combination of unitaries, combined with a
truncated Taylor series [88] to further approximate the
constituent terms. This construction allows for imple-
menting the approximation to e−βH/2 coherently, i.e.,
as a single quantum circuit, which can subsequently be
sampled from. We anticipate that an ITQDE-based algo-
rithm developed for sampling from thermal states would
share similarities to the algorithm in Ref. [114], but
would trade off the need for extra ancilla qubits and deep
circuits for an increased sampling cost, i.e., where the
number of circuits that are sampled from in an ITQDE-
based framework would be higher, but the per-circuit im-
plementation cost may be lower. Better understanding
these tradeoffs, and their implications for the quantum
computational resources required for running these algo-
rithms at scale, would constitute valuable future work.

VII. OUTLOOK

In this work, we have presented a method for con-
structing the solutions of non-unitary dynamics from uni-
tary operations, which we have termed QDE. This was
then applied in the context of imaginary time to derive
the ITQDE correspondence between real and imaginary
time evolution that lies at the heart of this work. Em-
ploying this, it was demonstrated that both ground states
and spectra can be calculated from a single imaginary
time trajectory, based on measurements of a set of dy-
namical overlaps. The results presented here represent a
first application of QDE; however, this technique is ripe
for further refinement in terms of approximations to im-
prove its efficiency, in the scope of its application, and in
the understanding of its limitations.

The performance of ITQDE depends upon the inter-
play of free parameters such as ∆τ and λ. Looking ahead,
it would be interesting to further probe these relation-
ships, and to investigate how to improve the error scal-
ing in ITQDE beyond what is obtained in Sec. II, e.g.,
via higher-order quadrature techniques, or by working
backwards from the continuous limit of the HS transfor-
mation. In the latter case, the use of techniques such
as Gaussian quadrature may be employed to obtain bet-
ter discretisations, as sketched in App. E. Furthermore,
while the majority of the calculations presented in this
work use the large m approximations in Eqs. (32) and
(33) to avoid calculating very large factorials, the expo-

nential weighting means that most of the weight is fo-
cused around the initial state and short-time overlaps.
Embracing this feature may allow for truncated expres-
sions with the potential to extrapolate out to much later
τ than would otherwise be possible.

We have additionally utilized ITQDE to develop a
quantum algorithm for estimating Hamiltonian spectra.
The algorithm operates by sampling a set of quantum
state overlaps along a trajectory in imaginary time. It
then uses the sampled data to construct an estimate of
the ground state energy. In a classical post-processing
step, the rest of the spectrum can then be obtained from
the same set of data points sampled from a single tra-
jectory in imaginary time. We have presented results of
implementing this ITQDE-based quantum algorithm in
IBM’s superconducting qubit-based quantum hardware
in order to estimate the spectrum of a two-qubit instance
of the transverse-field Ising model. Looking forward, fur-
ther implementation of error mitigation strategies and al-
gorithmic techniques, e.g., [115–117], may enable larger-
scale spectral calculations via ITQDE on near-term quan-
tum hardware. ITQDE-based quantum algorithms also
represent an opportunity to impact other applications,
such as topological data analysis [118]. Looking fur-
ther ahead, investigations of the asymptotic scaling of
ITQDE-based algorithms targeted to implementation on
fault-tolerant quantum computers would also constitute
valuable future work. More broadly, the fact that ITQDE
reconstructs spectra using only measurements of state
overlaps means the method is, in principle, platform ag-
nostic, and can be applied in any digital or analog setting
where such measurements are feasible.

We have also provided a preliminary sketch of potential
uses for ITQDE in the context of stochastic and quan-
tum thermodynamics. The presence of forward and re-
verse trajectories in ITQDE may allow for comparisons
to be made to both classical and quantum fluctuation
theorems, and we expect that continued study of these
connections has the potential to yield new insights. In
fact, while the work performed here has restricted itself to
a quantum setting, Hilbert space representations of clas-
sical dynamics [119–122], including the recently devel-
oped waveoperator representation [123], represent excel-
lent prospects for deriving new correspondences between
classical dynamical overlaps and distributions over the
Koopman operator. This is itself a vital tool in the anal-
ysis and control of highly nonlinear systems [124], and
a classical equivalent of ITQDE—ITCDE—might be de-
veloped to calculate such Koopman spectra directly from
measurements.

Beyond imaginary time, the overarching QDE method-
ology is expected to lend itself to a broader set of ap-
plications, limited only by the range of exotic states
which might be expressible via an operator-valued dif-
ferential equation, and the degree to which QDE renders
them realisable and computable. A clear example of this
could be the simulation of Lindbladian dynamics, both
for the deliberate simulation of open system dynamics,
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e.g., on quantum computers, and for the mitigation of
environment-induced errors [125]. We expect that fur-
ther developing the framework for this and other appli-
cations will allow QDE to serve as a broadly useful tool
in the study of non-unitary quantum dynamics into the
future.
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a)

b)

FIG. 8. Illustration of the convergence to the ground state
in a transverse field Ising model. In all cases, convergence
is achieved significantly faster than evolution with the Bloch
equation. The bottom panel demonstrates how τc - the tem-
perature at which |⟨H⟩ − E0| < 10−4 (E0 being the ground
state energy) - has the expected exponential dependence on
λ.

Appendix A: Ground State Acceleration via λ

Here, we discuss how tuning λ can markedly improve
the rate of convergence to the ground state with respect
to τ . This phenomenon can be most easily illustrated
with the case of a two level Hamiltonian. We denote the
energies of the two levels in terms of the average energy
Ē and difference 2∆, i.e. E0 = Ē −∆ and E1 = Ē +∆.
If one were to evolve via the Bloch equation i.e.

dρ

dτ
= −1

2
{ρ,H} (A1)

one would obtain (after normalisation) the Gibbs state

1

Z
e−τ(H−λ) =

1

Z

(
eτ∆|E0⟩⟨E0|+ e−τ∆|E1⟩⟨E1|

)
. (A2)

This implies that the ratio of probabilities for occupying
the excited state p(E1) versus the ground state p(E0)

is p(E1)
p(E0)

= e−2τ∆ and that the shift parameter has no

effect. The value of τ to which one needs to evolve in or-
der to obtain a good approximation to the ground state
is determined by ∆, with the ground state only being
well-approximated when τ ∼ O( 1

∆ ). For many complex
systems, the low level energy states may be nearly degen-
erate and thus require an impractically large τ to obtain
a good estimate for the ground state. If one uses any
λ < E0, however, we find

1

Z
e−τ(H+λ)2 =

1

Z

(
e2τ∆(Ē+λ) |E0⟩⟨E0|

+e−2τ∆(Ē+λ) |E1⟩⟨E1|
)

(A3)

=⇒ p(E1)

p(E0)
= e−4β∆(Ē+λ). (A4)

The rate of convergence to the ground state with re-
spect to τ can therefore be tuned by λ, such that the
required final value is reduced by a factor of 2

(
Ē + λ

)
.

This phenomenon is illustrated in Fig. 8, where decreas-
ing λ has the predicted exponential effect in the imagi-
nary time τc at which ρ(λ) reaches the ground state, i.e.
|⟨H⟩ − E0| < 10−4.

Appendix B: Additional Numerical Analyses

Here, we apply our method to compute the spectrum of
a transverse-field Ising model and initialize the system in
a single pure state |ψ0⟩ =

∑
j aj |Ej⟩. Results are plotted

in Fig. 9.
In this case, we specifically initialize in the all-zero

state given by |ψ0⟩ = |0⟩⊗8 is used. This implies that
ρ(λ)(τ) has the form

ρ(λ)(τ) =
∑

ij

e−
1
4 τ(Ei+Ej+2λ)2aiaj |Ei⟩⟨Ej |. (B1)

Consequently, when λ is chosen such that ⟨H(λ)⟩(τ →
∞) converges to a band of closely spaced levels, it tends
to converge towards the eigenstate corresponding to the
lowest energy level in the band (i.e., rather than selecting
out each level within the band separately). This occurs
because of additional coherences in the energetic basis
that are not present when ρ(λ)(0) ∝ 1, thus reinforcing
the notion that it is desirable to initialize the method
accordingly in the maximally mixed state.

Appendix C: Hadamard Test

Qubits are initialised in the state |0⟩ before a Clifford
gate is applied, in order to randomise the initial state
such that over statistical sampling it mimics ρS = 1. A
Hadamard gate is also applied to the ancilla qubit, such
that the overall state of the system at the first barrier is
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b)

a)

FIG. 9. Results of spectral calculations performed for an eight
site Ising Hamiltonian. Dashed lines indicate the eigenener-
gies of HTFIM . Solid lines indicate the convergence of the
spectral calculation to these eigenenergies. For a), we plot
the calculated energy as λ against propagation in imaginary
time τ and find that our method converges to successively
lower eigenstates of HTFIM before reaching the ground state
E0. For b), we plot the change in the steady state expectation
value of HTFIM as λ is varied, illustrating that a complete
course-grained spectrum is obtainable using only expectation
values estimated from a single trajectory only.

described by:

|Ψ1⟩ =
1√
2
(|ψ0⟩ |0⟩+ |ψ0⟩ |1⟩), (C1)

where |ψ0⟩ denotes the randomised initial state of our
system. We then apply 2j copies of the unitary evolution
operator U to |ψ0⟩ to simulate 2j steps of the evolution.
Each of these operators is controlled by the ancilla qubit.
Then we have

|Ψ2⟩ =
1√
2
(|ψ0⟩ |0⟩+ U2j |ψ0⟩ |1⟩), (C2)

=
1√
2
(|ψ0⟩ |0⟩+ |ψ2j⟩ |1⟩). (C3)

In general, one needs to decompose an observable into a
series of Pauli strings so that the expectation value can
be evaluated efficiently. Applying the Pauli string Pα

controlled on the ancilla qubit yields

|Ψ3⟩ =
1√
2
(|ψ0⟩ |0⟩+ Pα |ψ2j⟩ |1⟩). (C4)

Applying another 2j copies of U controlled on the ancilla
then yields

|Ψ4⟩ =
1√
2
(|ψ0⟩ |0⟩+ U2jPα |ψ2j⟩ |1⟩). (C5)

The final Hadamard acting on the ancilla mixes the su-
perposition again to give

|Ψ5⟩ =
1

2

(
|0⟩

[
|ψ0⟩+ U2jPα|ψ2j⟩

]
(C6)

+ |1⟩
[
|ψ0⟩ − U2jPα|ψ2j⟩

])
(C7)

Now the probability of measuring |0⟩ on the ancilla is

p0 =
1

4

(
⟨ψ0|+ ⟨ψ2j |Pα(U2j)†

)(
|ψ0⟩+ U2jPα|ψ2j⟩

)
,

(C8)

=
2 + 2Re(⟨ψ2j |Pk |ψ−2j⟩)

4
. (C9)

From this, it is possible to obtain the real part of the
overlap via a measurement of the ancilla, as

Re(⟨ψ2j |Pk |ψ−2j⟩) = 2p0 − 1. (C10)

Obtaining the imaginary part of this overlap can be
achieved by modifying the circuit by applying a S gate
to the ancilla between the first Hadamard gate and U2j

gate.

Appendix D: Estimator Method

Another method of obtaining results for larger systems
is to calculate the necessary overlaps directly from expec-
tations. Explicitly, the real and imaginary parts of the
overlap ⟨ψ2j |O|ψ−2j⟩ can be expressed as expectations of

the Hermitian operators Sj
Re and Sj

Im i.e.

Sj
Re =

1

2

(
U2j + (U2j)†

)
, (D1)

Sj
Im =

1

2i

(
U2j − (U2j)†

)
, (D2)

such that

Re/Im (⟨ψ−2j |O|ψ2j⟩) = ⟨ψ0|OSj
Re/Im|ψ0⟩. (D3)

This alternative approach reduces the number of qubits
used in the simulation, which reduces the errors in
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FIG. 10. Energy expectation values for a 3 site transverse
field Ising model with J = 1, h = 2 as the system propagates
in imaginary time obtained. The overlaps required for calcu-
lating Eqs. (32) and (33) are obtained using IBM’s estimator
primitive with the ibm qasm simulator to measure the expec-
tation values of Sj

Re and Sj
Im as in Eq. (D3)

the calculation due to noisy hardware. However, this
approach does not scale well in comparison to the
Hadamard test approach discussed above. This is be-
cause measuring the expectation values of Sj

Re/Im in the

circuit requires decomposing U2j and (U2j)† into series
of Pauli strings for every step. With the Hadamard test
approach, we only needed to perform the Pauli string de-
composition O once and then we could use it each time
we evaluated the circuit. We demonstrate the utility of
this approach for a 1D transverse field Ising model with
J = 1, h = 2, and L = 3 by plotting the energy expecta-
tions against imaginary time in Fig. 10. These results are
obtained using IBM’s qasm simulator with the estimator
primitive backend rather than a real machine. To mimic
starting with the maximally mixed entangled state, we
repeat the calculations with 50 different random initial
states and average the calculated overlaps at each step.
The initial divergence in the trajectories of the energy ex-
pectation values highlight the possibility of encountering
singularities when performing the calculations. Though
good convergence can often be obtained by sufficient evo-
lution in τ despite these singularities, they can be avoided
by reducing the step size in either τ or λ such that the
trajectories converge from below as seen in Figs. 2, 4,
7, 9. These results demonstrate that the alternative ap-
proach of measuring the expectations of Sj

Re and S
j
Im can

be used to calculate the energy spectrum of the system
for larger systems than the Hadamard test approach for
near term quantum computers.

Appendix E: Error Bounds

One may obtain an error for ITQDE by consider-
ing the continuous limit of the correspondence, namely
the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation as obtained in
Sec. III. Let us evaluate the integral via Gauss-Hermite
quadrature (see Eqs. (3.5.15), (3.5.19), and (3.5.28) of
Ref. [126]),

e−τH2

=
1√
π

∑

m

∫ ∞

−∞
e−x2

e−2i
√
τxEm |Em⟩ ⟨Em| dx

=
1√
π

∑

m

n∑

k=1

wke
−2i

√
τxkEm |Em⟩ ⟨Em|+ E

=
1√
π

n∑

k=1

wke
−2i

√
τxkH + E , (E1)

where the coordinate grid {xk} and weights {wk} are
tabulated in Ref. [126]. Moreover, there exists reals {ξm}
such that the error term is

E =
n!2n

(2n)!
(−i√τ)2n

∑

m

E2n
m e−2i

√
τξmEm |Em⟩ ⟨Em|

=
n!2n

(2n)!
(−i√τ)2n

∑

m,m′

E2n
m′e−2i

√
τξmEm |Em⟩ ⟨Em| δm,m′

=
n!2n

(2n)!
(−i√τ)2n

∑

m,m′

E2n
m′ |Em′⟩ ⟨Em′ | e−2i

√
τξmEm |Em⟩ ⟨Em|

=
n!2n

(2n)!
(−i√τ)2nH2n

∑

m

e−2i
√
τξmEm |Em⟩ ⟨Em| .

To write it more compactly, we can say that there is a
unitary operator U such that the error E is

E =
n!(2τ)n

(2n)!
H2nU . (E2)

The error is written in the polar operator form.
From Eq. (5.6.1) of Ref. [126], we get

√
2π

n+ 1

(
n+ 1

e

)n+1

< n! <

√
2π

n+ 1

(
n+ 1

e

)n+1

e
1

12n+12 .

(E3)

Hence, for a unitary invariant matrix norm ∥·∥, we obtain
the bound

∥E∥ < (n+ 1)n+1/2

(2n+ 1)2n+1/2
e

1
12n+12 (2τe)n∥H2n∥, (E4)

which leads to

∥E∥ = O
(( τe

2n

)n

∥H2n∥
)
, n→ ∞. (E5)


	Quantum dynamical emulation of imaginary time evolution
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Imaginary time quantum dynamical emulation 
	Large m limit
	Maximally mixed initial condition

	ITQDE for spectral calculations 
	Numerical illustrations
	Quantum algorithm for spectral calculations using ITQDE 
	Quantum device implementations 

	Interpretations and Further Applications of ITQDE 
	 Outlook
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Ground State Acceleration via 
	Additional Numerical Analyses
	Hadamard Test
	Estimator Method
	Error Bounds


