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We present a measurement-cost efficient implementation of Strongly-Contracted N -Electron Va-
lence Perturbation Theory (SC-NEVPT2) for use on near-term quantum devices. At the heart
of our algorithm we exploit the properties of adaptive Informationally Complete positive operator
valued measures (IC-POVMs) to “recycle” the measurement outcomes from a ground state energy
estimation on a quantum device to reconstruct the matrix elements of the three- and four-body
reduced density matrices for use in a subsequent CPU-driven NEVPT2 calculation. The proposed
scheme is capable of producing results in good agreement with corresponding conventional NEVPT2
simulations, while significantly reducing the cost of quantum measurements and allowing for embar-
rassingly parallel estimations of higher-order RDMs in classical post-processing. Our scheme shows
favourable scaling of the total number of shots with respect to system size. This paves the way
for routine inclusion of dynamic electron correlation effects in hybrid quantum-classical computing
pipelines.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past two decades, quantum chemistry exper-
iments on quantum computers have successfully simu-
lated the electronic structure and molecular properties
of small chemical compounds such as, for example, H2,
LiH, BeH2, HeH

+ as well as hydrogen chains containing
up to 12 atoms [1–4] and, more recently, we have even
seen the dawn of simulating genuine reaction chemistry
on near-term quantum devices [5, 6]. However, scaling
quantum algorithms to be able to treat molecular sys-
tems of chemical relevance, such as for example for drug
discovery and drug design, remains a major challenge
due to the limited availability, capability and stability,
in particular noise resilience, of contemporary near-term
quantum hardware. Moreover, numerous computational
experiments based on variational quantum algorithms
have so far been restricted to active space sizes – that
is, tailored complete active spaces (CAS) consisting of a
number of active electrons and active molecular orbitals
within which the quantum algorithm is supposed to pro-
vide a solution equivalent to full configuration interaction
– of the molecular species under consideration that often
lead not only to an insufficient recovery of the electronic
correlation energy beyond the starting mean-field pic-
ture, but also subsequently to an erroneous prediction of
the molecules’ chemical properties. A notable exception
is thanks to recent efforts from Robledo-Moreno et al.
[7] who performed large-scale electronic-structure calcul-
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cations on contemporary near-term quantum hardware
combining noisy quantum computer outcomes with mas-
sively parallel HPC resources. Although impressive on
its own, the mixed quantum-HPC quantum experiments
reported in Ref. 7 still required substantial amounts of
HPC resources to arrive at results that are well within
reach of contemporary quantum chemical approaches us-
ing – in comparison – rather modest computational re-
sources. Last, but not least, a surprisingly large multi-
tude of quantum CAS calculations are often being carried
out with the use of – from a computational chemists’
viewpoint – unacceptably minimal atomic orbital basis
sets [8].

As pointed out above, the majority of present-day
quantum algorithms set out to tackle the electronic struc-
ture problem within the so-called CAS formalism, ulti-
mately leading to quantum simulations that are corre-
sponding analogues of the CAS Configuration Interaction
(CASCI) or CAS Self Consistent Field (CASSCF) ap-
proaches in “traditional” [9] quantum chemistry. While
being among the most versatile methods in the toolbox
of quantum chemists [10, 11] and their ability to tackle
many challenging problems in computational chemistry
thanks to their multiconfigurational nature, CASCI and
CASSCF by construction do not account for dynamical
correlation particularly required for a quantitative and
sometimes even qualitative correct description of the elec-
tronic structure in ground- and excited states of strongly
correlated such as (multi-center) transition-metal com-
plexes or extended aromatic compounds [12]. The most
popular quantum-chemical approaches for capturing such
correlations based on a zeroth-order CAS(-like) reference
wave function are the second order Perturbation The-
ory (CASPT2) [13, 14] and N-electron Valence state sec-
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ond order Perturbation Theory (NEVPT2) [15–17] ap-
proaches, extensive assessments of which can be found in
[18].

Equipped with tools to identify and construct suit-
able CAS spaces in an automated way [19–21] to drive
resource-aware and chemically-motivated zeroth-order
quantum calculations, we present in this work a com-
putational workflow for the inclusion of dynamical elec-
tron correlations from non-valence orbitals that com-
bines our recently proposed self-consistent field adaptive
variational quantum eigensolver (ADAPT-VQE-SCF) [2,
22, 23] algorithm with the strongly contracted NEVPT2
(SC-NEVPT2) approach. The original formulation of
NEVPT2 in terms of spinfree reduced density matri-
ces (RDMs) requires the calculation of three- and four-
body RDMs within the active space [17], respectively,
which entails a storage of O(n6a) and O(n8a) quantities,
albeit lower-scaling variants have been proposed in the
meantime [24–26]. Hence, a quantum-centric NEVPT2
may quickly run the risk of facing an unsurmountable
measurement overhead due to the large number of mea-
surements required for each operator in the higher-order
RDMs, in particular for near-term quantum devices. In
contrast to earlier work [27, 28], we propose to miti-
gate the measurement overhead with regard to the active
space energy estimation by exploiting a recently intro-
duced approach for energy evaluation relying on Adap-
tive Informationally complete generalised Measurements
(AIM) [29, 30]. Besides offering an efficient and scal-
able framework to measure the energy itself, Informa-
tionally Complete (IC) measurement data can be reused
to estimate all the matrix elements of the three and four-
body RDMs for SC-NEVPT2, using only classical post-
processing [31].

The paper is organized as follows: We commence
by giving a brief overview of the SC-NEVPT2 and IC-
POVM theories in Sections II and III, respectively, be-
fore presenting in Section IV our quantum simulation
results including PT2 energy corrections added to VQE-
SCF energies by resorting to higher-order RDMs for the
perturbation corrections that have been computed from
both statevector (QASSCF-SV) and finite-statistics IC-
POVM (QASSCF-POVM) data, respectively. In the lat-
ter case, we particularly highlight the fact that the IC-
POVM-data driven higher-order RDMs have been ob-
tained from adaptively optimised measurements for the
(active-space) Hamiltonian of the target molecular sys-
tem. Finally, we conclude with a discussion and perspec-
tive to make use of our proposed PT2 approach within
quantum utility experiments for molecular systems on
contemporary near-term quantum devices.

II. SECOND-ORDER N-ELECTRON VALENCE
STATE PERTURBATION THEORY

In this section, we define the notation to be used
throughout this work and briefly review the main fea-

tures of NEVPT2, with particular focus on its strongly
contracted (SC-NEVPT2) version and the computational
bottleneck due to the fourth-order RDM appearing in the
expressions of the second-order perturbative energy cor-
rections.
The starting point in multireference perturbation the-

ory is the solution of the complete active space problem
(CAS) in the form of a reference wave function:

|ϕ(0)m ⟩ =
∑
I

CI,m |DI⟩ (1)

where m labels the state and |DI⟩ are configuration in-
teraction (CI) determinants. Following standard con-
ventions for the orbitals indices, we use p, q, . . ., i, j, . . .,
t, u, . . ., and a, b, . . . to denote general, doubly occupied
(inactive), active, and virtual or secondary orbitals, re-
spectively. In general and in particular when a bal-

anced CAS has been chosen [32], |ϕ(0)m ⟩ suffices to ade-
quately capture static correlations present in the system
and usually gives a satisfactory answer very close to the
exact wave function. However, for quantitative agree-
ment with the exact wave function, one must take into
account dynamical electron correlation contributions by
means of including various first-order interacting space
(FOIS) excitations, that is inactive-secondary, inactive-
active, active-secondary excitations as well as combina-
tions thereof, see Fig. 1(D). The latter can be achieved
by using second-order perturbation theory [33–39] that
allows for perturbative inclusion of correlations involv-
ing inactive and secondary orbitals from an appropriate
choice of a given reference Hamiltonian (Ĥ0). As a mat-
ter of fact, there is no unique way to define a reference
Hamiltonian as the only requirement is that the reference

wave function |ϕ(0)m ⟩ (see also Eq. (1)) is its ground state.
Hence, different choices of the reference Hamiltonian lead
to different perturbation theories [35, 40]. In this work,

we choose the Dyall Hamiltonian ĤD [41] as the reference

Hamiltonian Ĥ0 which then forms the basis of the SC-
NEVPT2 formalism. In the strongly contracted scheme,

the uncontracted FOIS is divided into subspaces S
(k)
l ,

where k is the change in the number of active electrons

relative to |ϕ(0)m ⟩ (−2 ≤ k ≤ 2) and l denotes the configu-
ration of electrons in the core and virtual spaces. In the

SC theory, only a single perturber state |ψ(k)
l ⟩ is assigned

to each class S
(k)
l where the active orbitals of the two par-

ticle excitations operators are contracted with parts of
the perturbation operator leading to quasi-hole/particle
energies in the denominator of the respective subspace
second-order correction contributions to the energy [17].
Specifically,

|ψ(k)
l ⟩ = P

(k)
l H |ϕ(0)m ⟩ (2)

where P
(k)
l ≡ |ψ(k)

l ⟩ ⟨ψ(k)
l | is the projector onto the S

(k)
l

subspace andH is the Hamiltonian operator of the molec-
ular system. In passing we note that the perturber func-
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ADAPT-VQE-SCF + POVM optimization
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FIG. 1. (A) Definition of the active space for reference multiconfigurational wavefunction, (B) ADAPT-VQE-SCF optimization

of the multiconfigurational reference, |ϕ(0)
m ⟩, with IC-POVM measurements, (C) Estimation of 1-, 2-, 3-, and 4-body RDMs with

IC-POVM measurements, (D) Computation of SC-NEVPT2 energy contributions for different FOIS sectors, (E) PES including
static and dynamic correlation.

tions |ψ(k)
l ⟩ in Eq. (2) are orthogonal but are not normal-

ized to unity, that is,

N
(k)
l = ⟨ψ(k)

l |ψ(k)
l ⟩ , (3)

are the squared norms of the perturbers |ψ(k)
l ⟩. Given

Eq. (2), the zeroth-order Hamiltonian for the SC-
NEVPT2 is defined as

Ĥ0 =
∑
m

E(0)
m |ϕ(0)m ⟩ ⟨ϕ(0)m |+

∑
l,k

E
(k)
l |ψ(k)

l ⟩ ⟨ψ(k)
l | , (4)

the second-order perturbative energy correction reads as
[35],

E(2)
m =

∑
l,k

N
(j)
l

E
(0)
m − E

(k)
l

. (5)

Here, E
(0)
m is the zeroth-order energy for state m, and

E
(k)
l are the perturber energies. In NEVPT2, these per-

turber energies are defined via the Dyall Hamiltonian
ĤD, that is commonly chosen as the zeroth-order Hamil-
tonian:

E
(k)
l =

1

N
(k)
l

⟨ψ(k)
l |ĤD|ψ(k)

l ⟩ (6)

with

ĤD =

core∑
i

ϵiâ
†
i âi +

virtual∑
a

ϵaâ
†
aâa + Ĥactive, (7)

where Ĥactive is the core-averaged Hamiltonian in the

active space such that ĤD|ϕ(0)m ⟩ = E
(0)
m |ϕ(0)m ⟩.

Hence, to compute the second-order energy by means
of Eq. (5) requires the squared norms as well as the per-
turber energies. As elaborated in detail in the Appendix
A of Ref. 17, calculating these quantities involves con-
structing higher-order active-space RDMs (with particle-
number of up to four) and contraction with one and two
electron integrals. In NEVPT2, the absence of interac-
tions between subspaces allows the calculation of total
correlation energies for each subspace separately. When
using large active space references in NEVPT2 calcula-
tions, the internal and semi-external subspaces involving

excitations in the active orbitals (S
(+1)
i , S

(−1)
r in Fig. 1)

become computational bottlenecks due to the need for
three- and fourth-order RDM calculations, for example:

E(−1)
r ∝

3Dt′u′v′

tuv = ⟨ϕ(0)m |â†t â†uâ†vâv′ âu′ ât′ |ϕ(0)m ⟩,

4Dt′u′v′w′

tuvw = ⟨ϕ(0)m |â†t â†uâ†vâ†wâw′ âv′ âu′ ât′ |ϕ(0)m ⟩
(8)

whose measurement requirements scale as O(n6a) and
O(n8a), respectively, in the number of active-space or-
bitals, na.
The cost of NEVPT2 calculations for large active

spaces is dominated (i) by the solution of the CAS prob-
lem which scales exponentially with the size of the active
space due to an exponential scaling of the CI basis and
(ii) the requirement to compute in general higher-order
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RDMs which scale as high as O(n8a). By encoding the
electronic occupation number vectors of length N as a
quantum register of N qubits, the large CI basis, as well
as the electronic Hamiltonian, can be expressed using the
2N basis states of the N qubits. Quantum algorithms
like quantum phase estimation (QPE) [42, 43] or vari-
ational quantum eigensolver (VQE) [2, 44, 45] have the
potential to solve the electronic structure problem requir-
ing a number of steps only polynomial in N , suggesting
an exponential speedup with respect to the classical ap-
proach. Thus, by substituting the CAS-CI solver with
an efficient quantum algorithm (such as the VQE), it is
possible to further enhance the realm of multireference
perturbation theory techniques to larger active spaces
and more complex chemical systems. Such implemen-
tations have recently been reported, in which NEVPT2
correction is carried out at different level of approxima-
tion [27, 28, 46].

For example, Krompiec and Ramo [27] suggested a new
approximation to the 4-RDM, inspired by and simulta-
neously addressing the shortcomings of the cumulant ap-
proximation to higher-order RDMs [47]. While the latter
reduces the number of matrix elements to evaluate to ar-
rive at a complete higher-order RDM, it still results in
an overall increase in the number of measurement cir-
cuits in comparison to energy-only measurements. Tam-
maro et al. [28] make use of a VQE ansatz together with
the quantum subspace expansion algorithm (QSE) [48]
to evaluate the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the Dyall
Hamiltonian that are then used for the second-order en-
ergy correction. Notably, they conclude that the accu-
racy of the obtained results depends on how many ex-
cited states are included and this again could generally
lead to an increase in the number of measurements.

In this work, we take a similar approach as in Refs. 27
and 28, respectively, but we replace the CAS-CI com-
ponent with an ADAPT-VQE-SCF implementation [2,
22, 23] together with informationally complete measure-
ments [29–31] for the estimation of RDM matrix ele-
ments. This scheme allows us to benefit from the quan-
tum advantage of the state preparation step while of-
floading the measurements overhead of the RDM matrix
elements in a classical post-processing as explained in the
next section. Most importantly, neither approximations
to higher-order RDMs are required nor does our proposed
algorithm incur any measurement overhead.

III. ADAPTIVE INFORMATIONALLY
COMPLETE MEASUREMENTS

In standard quantum computing algorithms, measure-
ment by projection into the computational basis is very
expensive in terms of the total number of measurement
rounds required to reach a good accuracy for the esti-
mation of a given observable. Even if one’s interest lies
in determining the average of a single operator, such as
the system’s energy ⟨H⟩, the scaling of the necessary

measurements quickly increases with the size of the sys-
tem, particularly for operators that, when mapped into
qubit basis, involve large linear combinations of Pauli
strings. The excessive number of measurements required
for any VQE-based algorithm has been identified as a
potential roadblock for any real-world applications [49].
To address this challenge, several approaches aimed at
minimizing the required measurements for the estima-
tion of physically relevant observables have been put for-
ward [3, 50–54]. Garćıa-Pérez et al. [29] proposed using
adaptive informationally complete (IC) generalized mea-
surements to enhance the measurement scheme on-the-
fly during the computation [29]. The generalized mea-
surement scheme, which for completeness is briefly de-
scribed later, has been demonstrated to a) significantly
decrease the cost of energy estimation, and b) utilize
the measurement data for estimating expectation values
of other operators, regardless of whether they commute
with the Hamiltonian. Significantly, various implemen-
tations of Informationally Complete Positive Operator-
Valued Measures (IC-POVMs) have been suggested for
gate-based quantum computers. These include dilation
implementations that make use of auxiliary qubits [29] or
take advantage of the physical qubits higher energy lev-
els [55], or dilation-free schemes that use randomized pro-
jective measurements [30]. In this work, we consider the
first of these implementations, in particular two differ-
ent flavors that arise from two distinct parametrizations,
and compare their performance when used to measure
higher-order RDM for subsequent use in the NEVPT2
approach. We note, due to constraints on quantum hard-
ware resources, that the dilation-free schemes should be
utilised on a hardware implementation of the following
calculations. This allows for the same functionality as
presented here without the need of doubling the qubit
resource requirements.

A. Dilation POVM

For a single qubit i, the POVMs are generalised
quantum measurements described by four POVM effects
{Πmi

}, mi = 0, . . . , 3 that are positive semi-definite op-
erators Πmi

adding up to identity
∑

mi
Πmi

= I. This
means that if a measurement is performed on a qubit
in state ρ(i), the probability of obtaining outcome mi is
given by pmi

= Tr[ρ(i)Πmi
]. If the effects are linearly

independent, thus spanning the space of linear opera-
tors in the Hilbert space of the qubit, the correspond-
ing POVM is informationally complete. Any one-qubit
operator can be decomposed in the basis of the POVM
effects. If we have an N -qubit system and every qubit is
measured with a local POVM, the probability to obtain
an outcome m = (m1, . . . ,mN ) on a given state ρ with

mi ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, is Tr[ρΠm], where Πm =
⊗N

i=1 Π
(i)
mi .

Notably, if each of the single-qubit POVMs is IC, the set
of 4N effects {Πm} is also IC in the space of linear op-
erators of the N -qubit Hilbert space, H⊗N . The effects
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FIG. 2. Adaptive measurement strategy based on IC-POVMs which allows to optimize the measurement (minimize the
variance) for any given operator while being able to compute expectation values for any other operator in postprocessing.
Reproduced from: Garćıa-Pérez, G.; Rossi, M. A. C.; Sokolov, B.; Tacchino, F.; Barkoutsos, P. K.; Mazzola, G.; Tavernelli, I.;
Maniscalco, S. Learning to Measure: Adaptive Informationally Complete Generalized Measurements for Quantum Algorithms.
PRX Quantum 2021, 2 (4), 040342. https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.2.040342. For further information, see text.

{Πm} form a basis: any observable O can be decom-
posed as O =

∑
m ωmΠm. Its expectation value can be

estimated with measurement data obtained from these
POVMs as follows:

⟨O⟩ = Tr[ρO] =
∑
m

ωmTr[ρΠm] =
∑
m

ωmpm (9)

where pm is the probability of obtaining outcome m.
Thus, the estimation can be carried out stochastically via
a Monte Carlo approach: in particular, one can use quan-
tum computation to sample from the probability distri-
bution {pm} and average the ωm corresponding to each
result. The measurement is then repeated S times to
obtain different measurement outcomes m1, . . . ,mS and
the expectation value of an operator can be expressed
accordingly as the sample mean over the different real-
izations:

Ō =
1

S

N∑
s=1

ωms
(10)

Naturally, the accuracy for the estimated measurement
is affected by stochastic fluctuations and the error in the
estimation can be quantified by the standard error of the
sample variance of the mean:

σŌ =

√
Var(Ō)

S
=

√
1

S

(
⟨ω2

m⟩{pm} − ⟨ωm⟩2{pm}

)
, (11)

this depends on the probability distribution {pm} as well
as on the operator decomposition ωm in the basis of the
POVM effects. In order to lower the standard error of a
specific measurement, it is possible to parameterize and
optimize the POVM effects such that the probability dis-
tribution is tailored to the problem at hand. This helps
identifying a measurement to decrease the variance of the
estimation, leading to an increasingly precise evaluation.
We summarize in a schematic representation in Figure 2
our adaptive measurement strategy. POVM optimiza-
tion can be achieved by reprocessing the same measure-
ment data used for the estimation of a specific observ-
able. More specifically, measurements are carried out in
small batches with IC data used to adjust the parameter-
ized POVM effects and estimate the desired observables
on-the-fly during the self-consistent optimization as de-
picted in Fig. 5(b). The process is repeated up until a
desired standard error is reached and the number of shots
in each round is updated accordingly so that the mea-
surements are performed more efficiently [29]. Using this
scheme, one can estimate different observables with the
same measurement data while simultaneously mitigating
the measurement overhead in quantum algorithms that
require the evaluations of additional observables [23, 31].
In the following, the parameterised IC-POVMs have been
optimized to reduce the standard error in the Hamilto-
nian operator, though one could consider optimizing for,
e.g., the number operator, which would lead to different
and potentially better estimations of the RDM matrix

https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.2.040342
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elements.

IV. RESULTS

To demonstrate the validity and potential of our pro-
posed IC quantum-centric NEVPT2 scheme, we study
in the following perturbative energy corrections for sev-
eral molecular systems. We assess the accuracy of our
approach by considering noiseless simulations which we
compare with the corresponding classical CASSCF+SC-
NEVPT2 calculations. Moreover, we further consider
the effect of shot-noise arising from the statistical nature
of the POVM measurement scheme and intrinsic to any
quantum-centric approach that is fundamentally limited
by statistical noise.

Mean-field orbitals and molecular integrals are gener-
ated in a pre-processing stage using the PySCF [56, 57]
quantum chemistry program suite on classical comput-
ers. These data is used as input to perform computa-
tions with quantum simulators, using our Aurora soft-
ware framework [58]. Aurora generates and opti-
mizes active-space wavefunction ansatze via ADAPT-
VQE-SCF [23] and estimates the RDMs via POVM sam-
pling for the subsequent SC-NEVPT2 calculations, again
implemented as a classical post-processing step in the
PySCF program.[38, 39]

A. Diatomic molecules

As a simple first example, we consider the ground-
state potential energy curve (PEC) of LiH. The active
space comprises four electrons in four orbitals, that is a
CAS(4e, 4o) and employing a correlation consistent basis
set, cc-pVDZ for both Li and H [59], such that we are con-
sidering a significant number of virtual orbitals needed
for a good estimation of the perturbative energy correc-
tion, while also easily being able to classically compute
the FCI ground state. For the sampling scheme we test
two distinct parametrizations of the POVM effects with
different numbers of free parameters: (1) an 8-parameter
class (8P-POVM), where we optimize all the 8 degrees of
freedom that are the minimum requirement to fully de-
scribe the space of single-qubit IC dilation POVMs [29],
and (2) a 4-parameter class (4P-POVM) with fewer de-
grees of freedom, where only 4 parameters, representing
geometric transformations of symmetric POVM on the
Bloch sphere, are left free to vary. Three of these pa-
rameters define the rotation of the symmetric tetrahe-
dron POVM in the Bloch sphere, whereas the remaining
one defines the stretch of the POVM. The stretch de-
scribes how much the tetrahedron is transformed into a
projector, for which one of the effects is found on the
surface and the remaining effects in the center of the
Bloch sphere. Since both of these two parametrizations
belong to the same family of dilation POVMs, we do not
expect a considerable difference in the accuracy of the es-

timations that they can perform, rather a distinction in
the efficiency of the optimization. Indeed, we anticipate
the 4P-POVM to be more resource-effective, in terms
of measurements rounds, compared to the 8P-POVM as
its optimization is carried out in a restricted parameter
space.

Figures 3 and 4 show the second-order perturbative en-
ergy correction estimated via optimized 8P-POVM and
4P-POVM, respectively. The top panels show the PECs
for LiH from the converged noiseless simulation within
the QASSCF-SV scheme (green dotted lines) and the
shots-noise estimation via POVM sampling QASSCF-
POVM (blue dash-dotted lines) together with the esti-
mated perturbative energy correction PT2-POVM (cyan
dash-dotted lines). As can be seen, our IC-data based
NEVPT2 approach is able to reach a fairly good agree-
ment compared to the classical reference calculations:
CASSCF (red solid lines) and PT2 (brown solid lines).
Moreover, the PT2 PECs are not only close to the FCI
one (black solid lines) but also exhibit – on a visual scale –
a minimal non-parallelity error. The latter is a strong in-
dication that our SC-NEVPT2 energy corrections include
the dominating dynamical electron correlation contribu-
tions for LiH along the considered section of the PEC. In
addition to the PEC, we also report in Figures 3 and 4, re-
spectively, the total numbers of shots required (in 1000s)
for the POVM measurement to estimate the ground state
energy at given threshold error σ ≈ 1.6 × 10−3 and
σ ≈ 0.8 × 10−3, left and right panel, respectively. As
expected, the 4P-POVM performs slightly better than
the 8P-POVM by demanding for all the bond-distances
considered approximately half of the number of shots to
reach the same accuracy in the evaluation. To gain a
more quantitative insight into the potential and appli-
cability of our method, we report in the bottom panel
of Fig. 3 and 4 the absolute energy difference between
the classical reference calculations from PySCF and the
POVM estimations for the converged energy (green) and
the perturbative energy correction (black) together with
the relative threshold error (red). For the energy estima-
tion, we find that both parametrizations of the POVM
exhibit deviations from the reference calculations that
are stable and consistent along the PEC. Notably, their
magnitudes fluctuate around the preset threshold error.
The latter quantity, assuming that the statistics in the
estimations are approximately normally distributed, is
nothing but one standard deviation from the mean of
the distribution, thus showing us only a 68% confidence
level and resulting in such fluctuations for some of the
inter-nuclear distances considered. Remarkably, the er-
ror in the estimation of the energy correction follows a
similar trend as the one of the ground state energy in the
CAS. Indeed, as the computation of higher order RDMs
and consequently of the perturbed energy is carried out
in post-processing using a POVM optimized for another
observable, reaching a similar value in the precision of
the estimation is particularly non trivial. Furthermore,
achieving such precision with a very small ratio between
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the number of shots reached by the POVM optimization
to estimate the ground state energy at given threshold
error over the total number of 4-RDM matrix elements
in the active space S/n8

a is one of the main results for
the proposed method. As an example, if we look at LiH
at bond length RLi−H = 1.60Å and a fixed threshold
error σth = 0.8mHa, the ratio for the two classes con-
sidered 8P-POVM and 4P-POVM is S/n8

a ≈ 0.15 and
S/n8

a ≈ 0.10 respectively.
As a second molecular example, we consider the ground

state PES of N2. We choose a cc-pVTZ basis set [59] and
consider an active space of six electrons in six orbitals
(CAS(6e, 6o)), correlating the valence σ and π framework
of N2. For this particular case, we sample the perturba-
tive energy correction with the two parametrizations of
the POVM considered in the previous example, but we
only study the threshold error set to σ ≈ 1.6 × 10−3 for
a resource efficient implementation. Figure 5(b) shows
the second order perturbative energy correction for N2

as obtained from our quantum-centric NEVPT2 imple-
mentation with the input higher-order RDMs estimated
in post-processing via an optimized 4-parameter POVM.
The top panel in Figure 5(b) highlights the PEC as ob-
tained from converged noiseless simulations within the
QASSCF-SV scheme (green dotted lines) as well as shot-
noise estimations via POVM sampling QASSCF-POVM

(blue dash-dotted lines) together with the estimated per-
turbative energy correction IC-POVM NEVPT2 (cyan
dash-dotted lines). We find that our proposed computa-
tional scheme is able to reach a good accuracy compared
to the classical reference calculations: CASSCF (red solid
lines) and CASSCF-NEVPT2 (brown solid lines). Like-
wise, as in the previous example, the numbers below the
curve indicate the total number of shots required for the
POVM measurement to estimate the ground state en-
ergy at the given threshold error (in 1000s). The bottom
panel in Figure 5(b) illustrates the absolute energy dif-
ference between the classical reference calculation and
the POVM estimation for the converged energy (green)
and the perturbative energy correction (black) together
with the relative threshold error (red). Similarly to what
we observed before, the deviations in the energy estima-
tion from the reference values, as well as the differences
in the evaluation of the energy corrections compared to
their classical counterpart, are proportional to the fixed
threshold error. Furthermore, we are able to achieve such
precision with the ratio between the number of shots over
the number of matrix elements estimated of S/n8

a ≈ 0.041
and S/n8

a ≈ 0.033 for the 8P and 4P POVMs respectively,
confirming the robustness of the method for systems with
active spaces up to 12 spin-orbitals.

(a)Requested threshold error σ = 1.6× 10−3 Ha for 8P-POVM
measurement estimation of the ground state energy.

(b)Requested threshold error σ = 0.8× 10−3 Ha for 8P-POVM
measurement estimation of the ground state energy.

FIG. 3. Potential energy curves for LiH via optimized 8-parameter POVM for different requested threshold errors: left panel,
σ = 1.6 × 10−3 Ha, right panel, σ = 0.8 × 10−3 Ha. Top Converged noiseless simulation QASSCF-SV (green, dotted) and
shots-noise estimation QASSCF-POVM (blue, dash-dotted) together with the estimated perturbative energy correction PT2-
POVM (cyan, dash-dotted) compared with the classical reference CASSCF (red, solid), PT2 (brown, solid) and FCI (black,
solid) calculations. The numbers below the FCI curves show the total amount of shots required (in 1000’s) for the 8P-POVM
measurement to estimate the ground state energy at given threshold error. Bottom Absolute energy difference between the
classical calculation and the POVM estimation for the converged energy (green) and the perturbative energy correction (black)
together with the relative threshold error (red).
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(a)Requested threshold error σ = 1.6× 10−3 Ha for 4P-POVM
measurement estimation of the ground state energy.

(b)Requested threshold error σ = 0.8× 10−3 Ha for 4P-POVM
measurement estimation of the ground state energy.

FIG. 4. Potential energy curves for LiH via optimized 4-parameter POVM for different requested threshold errors: left panel,
σ = 1.6 × 10−3 Ha, right panel, σ = 0.8 × 10−3 Ha. Top Converged noiseless simulation QASSCF-SV (green, dotted) and
shots-noise estimation QASSCF-POVM (blue, dash-dotted) together with the estimated perturbative energy correction PT2-
POVM (cyan, dash-dotted) compared with the classical reference CASSCF (red, solid), PT2 (brown, solid) and FCI (black,
solid) calculations. The numbers below the FCI curves show the total amount of shots required (in 1000’s) for the 4P-POVM
measurement to estimate the ground state energy at given threshold error. Bottom Absolute energy difference between the
classical calculation and the POVM estimation for the converged energy (green) and the perturbative energy correction (black)
together with the relative threshold error (red).

(a)8P-POVM measurement estimation of the ground state en-
ergy with requested threshold error σ = 1.6× 10−3 Ha.

(b)4P-POVM measurement estimation of the ground state en-
ergy with requested threshold error σ = 1.6× 10−3 Ha.

FIG. 5. Potential energy curves for N2 via optimized POVMs for requested threshold error σ = 1.6 × 10−3 Ha. Left panel,
8-parameter POVM, right panel, 4-parameter POVM. Top Converged noiseless simulation QASSCF-SV (green, dotted) and
shots-noise estimation QASSCF-POVM (blue, dash-dotted) together with the estimated perturbative energy correction PT2-
POVM (cyan, dash-dotted) compared with the classical reference CASSCF (red, solid), PT2 (brown, solid) and FCI (black,
solid) calculations. The numbers below the FCI curves show the total amount of shots required (in 1000’s) for the POVM
measurement to estimate the ground state energy at given threshold error. Bottom Absolute energy difference between the
classical calculation and the POVM estimation for the converged energy (green) and the perturbative energy correction (black)
together with the relative threshold error (red).

B. Scaling with molecule size: H-chains and
polyenes

To study the scaling of the proposed algorithm with the
overall system size, we consider in this section polyenes

of varying system size, a class of molecules with alter-
nating single- and double-bonds C2nH2n+2 for n up to
3, as well as linear hydrogen chains Hn for n up to 7.
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These are benchmark systems with 8, 10, 12, and 14
qubits respectively. Results for the butadiene molecule
(C4H6) are presented in Table I and for hexatriene (C6H8)
in Table II. The tables summarize the ground state en-
ergy estimated via POVMs (EV QESCF ), the PT2 en-
ergy estimated via POVMs (EPOVM/PT2), and the er-
rors in these estimations with respect to the classically

calculated values, along with the number of measurement
shots needed. For these systems, we note that the ratio,
provided the 8P-POVM is optimised for a standard error
of σth = 1.6mHa, is S/n8

a ≈ 0.14 and S/n8
a ≈ 0.02 for

the 8 and 12-qubit examples respectively. By contrast,
a restricted parametrization 4P-POVM yields a ratio of
S/n8

a ≈ 0.08 and S/n8
a ≈ 0.01 for the two system-sizes

considered in this work.

TABLE I. Ground-state energies for butadiene in a CAS(4e, 4o) with a cc-pVTZ basis for C and H. Classical reference results
have been obtained with PySCF: ECASSCF = −155.03106Ha and EPT2 = −0.66324Ha.

POVM Class σth (mHa) EV QESCF (Ha) EPOV M
PT2 (Ha) Shots (×103) ∆E (mHa) ∆EPT2 (mHa)

8P-POVM
1.60 -155.08775 -0.65749 2380 0.30 5.88

3.16 -155.08964 -0.65628 630 2.19 7.09

4P-POVM
1.60 -155.08555 -0.66479 1335 1.89 1.42

3.16 -155.08981 -0.67579 315 2.36 12.42

TABLE II. Ground-state energies for hexatriene in a CAS(6e, 6o) with a cc-pVTZ basis for C and H. Classical reference results
have been obtained with PySCF: ECASSCF = −231.97154Ha and EPT2 = −0.98576Ha.

POVM Class σth (mHa) EV QESCF (Ha) EPOV M
PT2 (Ha) Shots (×103) ∆E (mHa) ∆EPT2 (mHa)

8P-POVM
1.60 -232.05634 -0.99024 9087 0.20 4.27

3.16 -232.05330 -0.99542 3015 2.84 9.45

4P-POVM
1.60 -232.05412 -0.98424 6048 2.02 1.73

3.16 -232.05647 -0.99289 1890 0.33 6.92

FIG. 6. Ratio of the shots required to estimate the ground state energy for given standard-error to the number of 4-RDM matrix
elements estimated for increasing length of linear hydrogen chains. The 8P-POVM parametrization takes roughly double the
amount of shots to reach a given standard error compare to the 4P-POVM one, while the ratio becomes more favourable with
increasing scale in all cases. This data shows the quantum measurement cost for such calculations is greatly mitigated by the
usage of IC-POVMs.

In contrast to the diatomic examples discussed in Sec- tion IVA, we find that in case of the polyenes the ratio
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of S/n8
a becomes even more favorable as the system size

increases. To provide a more comprehensive understand-
ing of this advantageous scaling, we extended our calcu-
lations to assess the same ratio for linear hydrogen chains
of increasing length. Figure 6 genuinely illustrates this
trend, indicating a swift enhancement in the ratio as the
system size grows. These findings therefore demonstrate
the high and favourable efficiency of the scheme, offer-
ing a significant reduction in the measurement overhead,
especially for near-term quantum devices.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we introduced and assessed a quantum-
centric computational approach to efficiently grasp both
static and dynamic electron correlation effects in molec-
ular compounds by means of an accurate estimation of
perturbative energy corrections subsequent to an active-
space driven quantum correlation approach. The ro-
bustness of our proposed approach was examined on
the basis of comparing our quantum simulations with
classical CASSCF+SC-NEVPT2 calculations, underlin-
ing the potential of our approach to offer insights within
a real-world scientific framework. The efficiency of
our approach is particularly evident when considering
the effects of shot-noise, an intrinsic limitation of any
quantum-centric approach to calculate molecular ener-
gies. Moreover, we demonstrated the versatility of our
method not only with simple diatomic molecules but
also considered extended molecular compounds such as
polyenes which are surrogate models for bioactive com-
pounds such as carotenoids, further emphasizing the
universal applicability of our computational approach
to molecular systems with a genuine complex (ground-
state) electronic structure. Among the measurement
parametrizations tested, certain versions showcased ex-
ceptional resource efficiency, indicating a promising di-
rection for future efforts. We emphasized in this work
the accuracy of informationally-complete measurement
approach to compute higher-order reduced density ma-
trices despite the applied measurement strategy being
optimized for a reduced variance in the estimation of
the ground state energy solely dominated by low-order
reduced density matrices. Notably, our measurement
scheme could also be optimized for a reduced variance
in a different operator of choice, such as the number
operator, which could potentially lead to better estima-
tions of (higher-order) reduced density matrix elements.
A striking observation was the improved efficiency wit-
nessed with larger molecular systems. This favorable
scaling suggests that as one moves to more complex quan-
tum systems, the proposed strategy could present even

more pronounced benefits, potentially offering signifi-
cant computational savings in a quantum-centric HPC-
driven post-processing setting. Further, our computa-
tional model does not require any extra quantum re-
sources. The IC-POVMmeasurement outcomes obtained
in the estimation of the ground state energy can simply
be recycled to compute the perturbative correction, with
the required three- and four-body reduced density ma-
trix elements easily estimated in an embarrassingly par-
allel fashion. One can also see how the estimation of the
RDM elements can also be used at each ADAPT-VQE
iteration to not only add new gates but calculate optimal
orbital rotations, allowing for efficient implementation of
the VQE-SCF routine outlined in [23]. Additionally, our
findings unequivocally underscore the potential of our
model to be readily employed in quantum chemistry ex-
periments on near-term quantum devices, a possibility we
are currently pursuing in our ongoing efforts on accurate
calculations of excitation energies on quantum computers
for molecular systems with application in photodynamic
therapy [60]. By maintaining a high precision with a min-
imal measurement overhead, our approach constitutes a
crucial advancement, especially given the inherent lim-
ited capabilities of present-day quantum hardware. Fi-
nally, our quantum-centric model combining the best of
both, quantum and traditional computational techniques
in quantum chemistry emphasizes a promising trajectory
for the future of quantum chemistry and molecular sim-
ulations. Given the scalable and efficient nature of our
proposed method, an in-depth exploration into the chem-
istry of more more complex molecular systems is war-
ranted, potentially paving the way for breakthroughs in
quantum computation.
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S. Maniscalco, G. Garćıa-Pérez, and S. Knecht, J. Phys.
Chem. A 128, 2843 (2024).

[24] A. Mahajan, N. S. Blunt, I. Sabzevari, and S. Sharma,
J. Chem. Phys. 151, 211102 (2019).

[25] N. S. Blunt, A. Mahajan, and S. Sharma, J. Chem. Phys.
153, 164120 (2020).

[26] C. Kollmar, K. Sivalingam, Y. Guo, and F. Neese, J.
Chem. Phys. 155 (2021), 10.1063/5.0072129.

[27] M. Krompiec and D. M. Ramo, “Strongly contracted n-
electron valence state perturbation theory using reduced
density matrices from a quantum computer,” (2022).

[28] A. Tammaro, D. E. Galli, J. E. Rice, and M. Motta, J.
Phys. Chem. A 127, 817–827 (2023).
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