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The potential of employing higher orders of the Trotter-Suzuki decomposition of the evolution

operator for more effective simulations of quantum systems on a noisy quantum computer is explored.

By examining the transverse-field Ising model and the XY model, it is demonstrated that when

the gate error is decreased by approximately an order of magnitude relative to typical modern

values, higher-order Trotterization becomes advantageous. This form of Trotterization yields a global

minimum of the overall simulation error, comprising both the mathematical error of Trotterization

and the physical error arising from gate execution.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

When simulating quantum systems, classical computers encounter the exponential growth of the Hilbert space

relative to system size. Manin [1] and Feynman [2] proposed that the inherent properties of quantum simulators or

computers make them more natural tools for such investigations compared to classical computers. Presently, there is

considerable interest in simulating spin systems, as they serve as a platform for exploring various physical phenomena,

including quantum magnetism and chemical bonds in molecules [3–8].

The primary approaches utilized for quantum simulation on digital quantum computers involve the variational

principle and Trotterization of the evolution operator [9]. The variational method relies on assuming an ansatz for

the ground state wave function, generated directly on the quantum chip, to approximately determine the energy of

the ground state of the system [10]. However, this approach may yield different results depending on the specific type

of variational function employed [11] and is susceptible to the issue of so-called barren plateaus [12]. Trotterization,

on the other hand, involves decomposing the evolution operator into a series of unitary operations using the Trotter-

Suzuki decomposition, enabling its mapping onto the quantum gates of a quantum computer. This method enables the

simulation of system dynamics from a given initial state and the determination of ground state energy using a phase

estimation algorithm [13]. Recent studies have shown that state-of-the-art IBM superconducting quantum computers

can simulate dynamics of spin systems beyond the capabilities of classical computers using first-order Trotter-Suzuki

decomposition [14].

The Trotter-Suzuki decomposition entails dividing the time interval of system evolution into a number of n ele-

mentary time layers or Trotter steps [15]. This decomposition becomes increasingly accurate as the number of layers

approaches infinity, eliminating mathematical errors associated with discretization. However, an increase in n leads

to a rise in physical error stemming from quantum gate errors and other imperfections of quantum machines. Conse-

quently, the total error reaches a minimum at an optimal number of Trotter layers. While this phenomenon has been

demonstrated for first-order Trotter-Suzuki decomposition in previous studies [16, 17], to our knowledge, the utility

of higher-order Trotter-Suzuki decompositions [18] that account for quantum gate errors remains unexplored. In this

paper, we address this question and examine whether there exists a global minimum of the total error, comprising

mathematical Trotterization error and physical gate execution error, with respect to the order k of the Trotter-Suzuki

decomposition. As illustrative examples, we investigate the dynamics of one-dimensional spin systems, focusing on

two models: the Ising model in a transverse field and the XY model [19]. We argue that employing higher orders of
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the Trotter-Suzuki approximation is advantageous when the quantum gate error is sufficiently small, approximately

an order of magnitude lower than in modern quantum processors.

II. TROTTER-SUZUKI DECOMPOSITION

Let the Hamiltonian of the system of N spins be given by

H =

K∑
i=1

Hi, (1)

where each Hi is a local operator, with K being the number of these terms. Assuming ℏ = 1, the dynamics of the

system is described by the evolution operator

U(t) = exp{−itH} = exp

{
−it

K∑
i=1

Hi

}
. (2)

This operator cannot be directly mapped into quantum gates and therefore requires decomposition. The first-order

Trotter-Suzuki approximation is given by

U1(t) =

(
K∏
i=1

e−
t
nHi

)n

. (3)

Effectively, it splits the evolution time into n steps U(t) = U( t
n )

2 and then decomposes the exponential of the sum

into the product of exponentials. If Hi are products of Pauli operators acting on different spins (qubits), which is

often the case for many spin models, this product in Eq. (3) can be directly mapped into the quantum circuit. In the

second-order Trotter-Suzuki approximation, the evolution operator is given by

U2(t) =

(
K∏
i=1

e−
t
2nHi

1∏
i=K

e−
t
2nHi

)n

, (4)

where the second product ranges from the K-th local Hamiltonian to the first one. The general form of the decom-

position is determined by the recurrent relation [20]

U2k(t) = U2
2k−2(pkt)U2k−2((1− 4pk)t)U

2
2k(pkt), (5)

with pk =
(
4− 4

1
2k−1

)−1

. It was proven [20] that odd orders of decomposition have the same form as even orders,

U2k−1 = U2k.

III. ERROR ESTIMATION

To determine the optimal Trotterization order, we evaluate both the mathematical error introduced by the decom-

position and the physical error arising from imperfections in the quantum gates of the noisy quantum computer.
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A. Gate error

For simplicity, we base our gate error estimation on the assumption that each exponential term e−i t
nHi in the

Trotter-Suzuki decomposition corresponds to a single gate in the quantum circuit, all with the same error probability

P0. While in reality, the mapping depends on the local Hamiltonian’s type and the quantum computer’s basis gates,

resulting in different error rates for single-qubit and two-qubit gates, for the purpose of illustrating the advantage of

higher decomposition orders, it suffices to assume uniform error across all operations.

In our model, we assume errors are independent, and the total fault rate is the sum of fault rates for each operation

corresponding to the exponentials in Eqs. (3)-(5). Hence, for the first-order Trotter-Suzuki approximation, the fault

rate is given by r
(g)
1 = KnP0, where Kn represents the total number of gates in the quantum circuit. The probability

of correct execution of the quantum circuit is exp
(
−r(g)1

)
, resulting in a probability of incorrect execution equal to

r
(g)
1 in linear approximation. For the second-order Trotter-Suzuki decomposition, we have r

(g)
2 = 2KnP0, and in the

general case

r
(g)
2k = 2 · 5k−1KnP0. (6)

B. Mathematical error of Trotter-Suzuki decomposition

Now, let us estimate the mathematical error arising from the Trotter-Suzuki decomposition of the evolution operator.

In the leading order with respect to the deviation between the exact and Trotterized evolution operators, we can obtain

the infidelity, which represents the probability of obtaining an incorrect result after the Trotterization, as follows:

1− | ⟨ψ0|U(t)†Uk(t) |ψ0⟩ |2 ≃ ⟨ψ0|U(t)†(U(t)− Uk(t)) |ψ0⟩+ c.c., (7)

where |ψ0⟩ is the initial state.

For small values of t, we can utilize a Taylor expansion to decompose the exponentials in Eq. (2) and Eqs. (3)-

(5). For the first order, this results in the infidelity due to Trotterization r
(T )
1 as a sum of commutators of local

Hamiltonians:

r
(T )
1 ∼ t2

2n

∑
i̸=j

[Hi, Hj ]. (8)

We estimate the infidelity r
(T )
k corresponding to higher orders of decomposition as:

r
(T )
k ∼ tk+1

nk

∑
i1 ̸=...̸=ik+1

[
Hi1 , . . . [ ] . . . Hik+1

]
f(k), (9)

where f(k) denotes some coefficient of order 1/k! that arises from the Taylor series.

Next, we need to minimize the total probability of obtaining an incorrect result, which is a sum of physical error

and mathematical error. We will now apply the derived formulas to two examples of one-dimensional spin systems:

the transverse-field Ising model and the XY model.
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1. Transverse-field Ising model

Let us start with the Hamiltonian of the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model for N spins:

H = −J
N−1∑
i=1

ZiZi+1 − Γ

N∑
i=1

Xi, (10)

where Z and X are Pauli operators, J is the interaction constant between adjacent spins, and Γ is the magnitude of

the transverse field. In this case, the number of local Hamiltonians is K = 2N − 1. For the first order approximation

in Eq. (8), the only non-zero commutators will be [ZiZi+1, Xi] JΓ and [ZiZi+1, Xi+1] JΓ. Since there are N −1 terms

with ZiZi+1, we have 2(N − 1) identical contributions to the infidelity:

r
(T )
1 ≈ t2

2n
2JΓ(N − 1) =

t2

n
JΓ(N − 1). (11)

Taking into account Eq. (6), the total error is:

r1 = r
(T )
1 + r

(g)
1 ∼ P0Kn+

t2

n
NJΓ. (12)

For the one-dimensional Ising model K = 2N − 1 ≈ 2N . The minimum is reached at n2 = JΓt/P0 and is equal to

rmin
1 ∼ Kt

√
P0JΓ. (13)

For the second order decomposition (k = 2), nonzero commutators are of the form [[ZiZi+1, Xi] , Xi] JΓ
2,

[[ZiZi+1, Xi+1] , Xi+1] JΓ
2, and [[ZiZi+1, Xi] , ZiZi±1] J

2Γ. So, the mathematical error in this case is:

r
(T )
2 ∼ t3

n2
JΓ(4J + 4Γ)(N − 1) ∼ 4

t3

n2
JΓ(J + Γ)N. (14)

Together with the quantum gate error, we obtain the total error of the second order decomposition as:

r2 ∼ 2 · P0Kn+ 4
t3

n2
NJΓ(J + Γ). (15)

The minimum is attained at:

rmin
2 = KtP

2/3
0 [JΓ(J + Γ)]1/3. (16)

For the general case of the k-th order approximation, we estimate the mathematical error as:

rTk ∼ tk+1

nk
f(k)JΓ

(
2kJk−1 + . . .+ 2kΓk−1

)
(N − 1) ∼ tk+1

nk
f(k)JΓ(J + Γ)k−1NAk

1 , (17)

where A1 > 1 is a constant number. Introducing Γ = αJ we get the expression for the minimum total error as:

rmin
k ∼ tKP0J(α+ 1)A1

(
αkf(k)

(α+ 1)2P0A1

) 1
k+1

. (18)

In Fig. 1, we plot the function κ(k) = 5k/2 (Bf(k)k)
1

k+1 for different values of the gate error P0, where we introduced

B = α/(P0A1(α+1)2). We see that the optimal order of the Trotter-Suzuki decomposition increases with a decrease

of P0. Particularly, at P0 ∼ 10−4 − 10−5, it becomes favorable to use the second order decomposition.
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Fig. 1: (a) κ(k) dependence for different gate error values (b) Optimal decomposition order kopt for different gate
errors P0.

2. XY model

Let us now consider the one-dimensional XY model. The Hamiltonian is given by:

H = −J
N−1∑
i=1

XiXi+1 − J

N−1∑
i=1

YiYi+1 − Γ

N∑
i

Xi. (19)

Using Eq. (9), we can estimate the Trotterization error. For the first order of decomposition, the non-zero com-

mutators are [YiYi+1, Xi] JΓ, [YiYi+1, Xi+1] JΓ, [YiYi+1, Xi+1Xi+2] J
2 and [YiYi+1, Xi−1Xi] J

2. This results in the

mathematical error:

r
(T )
1 = 2(N − 1)JΓ + 2(N − 1)J2. (20)

A detailed analysis of non-commuting operators for k = 2 gives the Trotterization error as:

r
(T )
2 = 4(N − 1)J(Γ + 2J)2. (21)

For arbitrary k, we estimate the Trotterization error for the XY model as:

r
(T )
k ∼ tk+1

nk
J(J + 2Γ)kNAk

2f(k), (22)

where A2 is some number and f(k) is ∼ 1/k. Using Eq. (6), we evaluate the optimal number of Trotter steps and the

Trotter-Suzuki decomposition order kopt. The results for kopt as a function of P0 are presented in Fig. 2 (a). In Fig.

2 (b), we also show how kopt changes with the parameter α = Γ/J .

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

As depicted in Fig. 1 (a), the error function κ(k) exhibits broad minima shifting towards larger values of the

decomposition order with a decrease in gate error. This trend is further elucidated in Fig. 1, where the optimal

decomposition order is plotted against the gate error. Importantly, in practice, we are concerned solely with integer

values of the parameter k. Thus, we observe that there exists a critical gate error value P ′
0, beyond which it becomes
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Fig. 2: Optimal order of Trotter-Suzuki decomposition kopt as a function of gate error (a) and parameter α for
P0 = 10−6 (b).

advantageous to utilize k = 2. We estimate this critical value to be approximately P ′
0 ≈ 10−4. A similar pattern

emerges for the optimal decomposition order in the XY model, where the critical gate error is estimated to be

P ′
0 ≈ 10−3. Additionally, we demonstrate that the optimal decomposition values depend upon model parameters. As

illustrated in Fig. 2 (b), an increase in the ratio α = Γ/J makes it more favorable to employ a lower decomposition

order to minimize the global error.

Our findings underscore that an enhancement in qubit quality or the implementation of partial error correction,

which reduces gate error by approximately one order of magnitude, renders higher orders of the Trotter-Suzuki

decomposition advantageous for attaining more accurate quantum simulation results.

V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

W. V. P. acknowledges support from the RSF grant No. 23-72-30004 (https://rscf.ru/project/23-72-30004/).

[1] Y. Manin, Sovetskoye Radio, Moscow 128, 15 (1980).

[2] R. P. Feynman, International Journal of Theoretical Physics 21 (1982), ISSN 1572-9575, URL https://doi.org/10.1007/

BF02650179.

[3] C. W. Bauer, Z. Davoudi, N. Klco, and M. J. Savage, Nature Reviews Physics 5, 420 (2023), ISSN 2522-5820, URL

https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-023-00599-8.

[4] T. E. O’Brien, B. Senjean, R. Sagastizabal, X. Bonet-Monroig, A. Dutkiewicz, F. Buda, L. DiCarlo, and L. Visscher, npj

Quantum Information 5 (2019), ISSN 2056-6387, URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0213-4.

[5] J. Simon, W. S. Bakr, R. Ma, M. E. Tai, P. M. Preiss, and M. Greiner, Nature 472, 307 (2011), ISSN 1476-4687, URL

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09994.

[6] F. Arute, K. Arya, R. Babbush, D. Bacon, J. C. Bardin, R. Barends, S. Boixo, M. Broughton, B. B. Buckley, D. A. Buell,

et al., Science 369, 1084–1089 (2020), ISSN 1095-9203, URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.abb9811.

[7] C. J. van Diepen, T.-K. Hsiao, U. Mukhopadhyay, C. Reichl, W. Wegscheider, and L. M. K. Vandersypen, Phys. Rev. X

11, 041025 (2021), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.041025.

[8] H. H. S. Chan, R. Meister, T. Jones, D. P. Tew, and S. C. Benjamin, Science Advances 9, eabo7484 (2023),

https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/sciadv.abo7484, URL https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/sciadv.

abo7484.

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02650179
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02650179
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-023-00599-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0213-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09994
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.abb9811
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.041025
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/sciadv.abo7484
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/sciadv.abo7484


7

[9] B. Fauseweh, Nature Communications 15 (2024), ISSN 2041-1723, URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/

s41467-024-46402-9.

[10] M. Cerezo, A. Arrasmith, R. Babbush, S. Benjamin, S. Endo, K. Fujii, J. R. McClean, K. Mitarai, X. Yuan, L. Cincio,

et al., Nature Reviews Physics 3, 625 (2021), URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-021-00348-9.

[11] X. Yuan, S. Endo, Q. Zhao, Y. Li, and S. C. Benjamin, Quantum 3, 191 (2019), ISSN 2521-327X, URL http://dx.doi.

org/10.22331/q-2019-10-07-191.

[12] A. V. Uvarov and J. D. Biamonte, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 54, 245301 (2021), URL https:

//dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/abfac7.

[13] A. Kornell and P. Selinger, arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.12256 (2023).

[14] Y. Kim, A. Eddins, S. Anand, K. X. Wei, E. van den Berg, S. Rosenblatt, H. Nayfeh, Y. Wu, M. Zaletel, K. Temme, et al.,

Nature 618, 500 (2023), ISSN 1476-4687, URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06096-3.

[15] S. Lloyd, Science 273, 1073 (1996), https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.273.5278.1073, URL https://www.

science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.273.5278.1073.

[16] G. C. Knee and W. J. Munro, Phys. Rev. A 91, 052327 (2015), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.

052327.

[17] D. Poulin, M. B. Hastings, D. Wecker, N. Wiebe, A. C. Doherty, and M. Troyer, arXiv preprint arXiv:1406.4920 (2014).

[18] X. Yang, X. Nie, Y. Ji, T. Xin, D. Lu, and J. Li, Phys. Rev. A 106, 042401 (2022), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevA.106.042401.

[19] F. L. Buessen, D. Segal, and I. Khait, Phys. Rev. Res. 5, L022003 (2023), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/

PhysRevResearch.5.L022003.

[20] M. Suzuki, Journal of Mathematical Physics 32, 400 (1991), ISSN 1089-7658, URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.529425.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-46402-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-46402-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-021-00348-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.22331/q-2019-10-07-191
http://dx.doi.org/10.22331/q-2019-10-07-191
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/abfac7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/abfac7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06096-3
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.273.5278.1073
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.273.5278.1073
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.052327
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.052327
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.042401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.042401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L022003
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L022003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.529425

	Introduction
	Trotter-Suzuki decomposition
	Error estimation
	Gate error
	Mathematical error of Trotter-Suzuki decomposition
	Transverse-field Ising model
	XY model


	Discussion and Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References

