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We construct product formulas of orders 3 to 6 approximating the exponential of a commutator of two ar-
bitrary operators in terms of the exponentials of the operators involved. The new schemes require a reduced
number of exponentials and thus provide more efficient approximations than other previously published alter-
natives, whereas they can be still used as a starting methods of recursive procedures to increase the order of
approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of approximating the exponential of the sum
of two non-commuting operators 𝐴 and 𝐵 in terms of the ex-
ponential of each operator has a long history, with applications
in many areas of physics, chemistry and applied mathematics
[3]. The simplest approximation corresponds of course to the
so-called Lie–Trotter formula 𝜒 [1]

𝑡 = e𝑡𝐴 e𝑡𝐵 , verifying

e𝑡(𝐴+𝐵) − 𝜒 [1]
𝑡 = (𝑡2) as 𝑡 → 0. (1)

A higher-order approximation can be achieved by considering
a symmetrized version of (1), also called the Strang (splitting)
scheme,

𝑆[2]
𝑡 = e

1
2 𝑡𝐴 e𝑡𝐵 e

1
2 𝑡𝐴. (2)

Specifically, e𝑡(𝐴+𝐵) − 𝑆[2]
𝑡 = (𝑡3). In fact, 𝑆[2]

𝑡 can be used
as the starting point of the recursion (𝑘 ≥ 2) [8, 16]

𝑆[2𝑘]
𝑡 = 𝑆[2𝑘−2]

𝛾𝑘𝑡
𝑆[2𝑘−2]
(1−2𝛾𝑘)𝑡

𝑆[2𝑘−2]
𝛾𝑘𝑡

,

𝛾𝑘 = 1
2 − 21∕(2𝑘−1)

,
(3)

leading to approximations of arbitrarily high order 2𝑘, al-
though the number of exponentials increases rapidly with the
order, and large positive and negative coefficients are present
in (3). The alternative corresponding to the five maps compo-
sition [15]

𝑆[2𝑘]
𝑡 = 𝑆[2𝑘−2]

𝛼𝑘𝑡
𝑆[2𝑘−2]
𝛼𝑘𝑡

𝑆[2𝑘−2]
(1−4𝛼𝑘)𝑡

𝑆[2𝑘−2]
𝛼𝑘𝑡

𝑆[2𝑘−2]
𝛼𝑘𝑡

,

𝛼𝑘 = 1
4 − 41∕(2𝑘−1)

,
(4)

although leading to smaller error terms, involves an even larger
number of exponentials. Approximation schemes of high or-
der involving a reduced number of exponentials have been de-
signed for the numerical integration of differential equations,
in which case 𝐴 and 𝐵 correspond to Lie derivatives associ-
ated to different parts of the defining vector field [2]. These
splitting methods are of the form

𝑆𝑡 = e𝑎1𝑡𝐴 e𝑏1𝑡𝐵 ⋯ e𝑎𝑠𝑡𝐴 e𝑏𝑠𝑡𝐵 (5)

and the coefficients 𝑎𝑗 , 𝑏𝑗 are chosen so that 𝑆𝑡 provides an ap-
proximation to e𝑡(𝐴+𝐵) of a given order 𝑟. This is achieved by
first obtaining and then solving the so-called order conditions,
polynomial equations in 𝑎𝑗 , 𝑏𝑗 whose number and complexity
grow rapidly with 𝑟. Thus, for 𝑟 = 1,… , 10, the number of
order conditions is, respectively, 2, 1, 2, 3, 6, 9, 18, 30, 56 and
99 [12]. In any case, the number of exponentials involved in
(5) is much smaller than in compositions (3) and (4). Splitting
methods are widely used in the context of Geometric Numer-
ical Integration, where one is interested in obtaining numer-
ical solutions still possessing the same qualitative features as
the continuous system they approximate [2, 10, 14]. A more
detailed treatment can be found in [12] and the recent review
[3].

Important as it is, not only the object exp(𝑡(𝐴 + 𝐵)) can be
approximated in this way. In fact, as shown in particular in
[6, 7, 11], similar compositions can be designed to approxi-
mate exponentials of commutators and more general Lie poly-
nomials. The simplest compositions correspond to

Ψ2,1(𝑡) = e𝑡𝐴 e𝑡𝐵 e−𝑡𝐴 e−𝑡𝐵 and
Ψ2,2(𝑡) = e−𝑡𝐵 e𝑡𝐴 e𝑡𝐵 e−𝑡𝐴,

(6)

both verifying that Ψ2,𝑗(𝑡) = e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] + (𝑡3). The problem of
constructing product formulas of a given order 𝑟 ≥ 3, namely,
determining coefficients 𝑐0, 𝑐1,… so that

Ψ𝑟(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐴 e𝑐1𝑡𝐵 e𝑐2𝑡𝐴 e𝑐3𝑡𝐵 ⋯ = e𝑡
2[𝐴,𝐵] + (𝑡𝑟+1) (7)

has been analyzed in [6, 7], where general recursions are pre-
sented. They allow one, starting from a given approximation
of order 𝑚, to construct a composition of order 𝑚+1 or 𝑚+2,
for any 𝑚 ≥ 2. In particular, starting with a basic formula
of order 3, different formulas of order 5 are designed and il-
lustrated in practice. This approach, however, involves an ex-
ceedingly large number of exponentials: the most efficient pro-
cedure (called

√

10-copy recursive formula in [6]) requires
(10𝑁𝑚 − 4) exponentials to generate a formula of order 𝑚+ 2
starting from a formula of (odd) order𝑚with𝑁𝑚 exponentials,
and (10𝑁𝑚−2) if the basic scheme is of even order. Thus, from
a composition of order 3 with 6 exponentials, the most efficient
product formula of order 5 involves 56 exponentials.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

10
53

3v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
5 

Ju
l 2

02
4



2

In this work we address the general problem (7) by applying
the same strategy usually pursued to construct splitting meth-
ods to approximate e𝑡(𝐴+𝐵): first, we obtain the relevant or-
der conditions required by such composition and then deter-
mine the coefficients by solving these order conditions. Al-
though different procedures can be used to get the order con-
ditions (see for instance [3]), here we successively apply the
Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula to the product (7) to ex-
press Ψ𝑟(𝑡) as the exponential of only one operator (a linear
combination of 𝐴, 𝐵 and their nested commutators). Compar-
ison with e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] then gives the relevant equations to be satis-
fied by the coefficients 𝑐𝑗 . The relative efficiency of different
solutions (i.e., different sets of coefficients) is then determined
by defining a function related with the effective error, so that
the most efficient scheme is taken as the one minimizing this
function. By following this procedure, we construct schemes
of orders 4, 5 and 6 involving 10, 16 and 26 exponentials, re-
spectively. This reduction in the number of exponentials con-
tributes a good deal to the improvement in efficiency of the
new methods. Furthermore, by considering additional expo-
nentials (and therefore additional free parameters) it is possi-
ble to get even more efficient approximations. Of course, the
methods we obtain here can be safely used as basic formulas
for the recursive procedures presented in [6] if one is interested
in achieving even higher orders.

As shown in [7] and especially in [6], having efficient prod-
uct formulas approximating e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] is essential for some quan-
tum simulations, in which case the exponentials e𝐴𝑠 and e𝐵𝑠′

are native gates in a quantum circuit. We thus expect the
present results (possibly in combination with the recursions of
[6]) can be applied in practical quantum computations where
commutators appear in a natural way, such as those enumer-
ated there.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In section II we
consider in detail the case of order 3, thus illustrating the tech-
nique we use and the different types of composition that arise,
whereas in section III we analyze the existing invariances and
present new schemes of orders 4, 5 and 6. These methods are
illustrated in section IV on some simple examples. Product
formulas designed to approximate the exponential of other el-
ements in the Lie algebra generated by 𝐴 and 𝐵 are presented
in section V. Finally, section VI contains some concluding re-
marks.

II. THIRD-ORDER SCHEMES

Just as it is the case for order 2, equation (6), two types of
compositions may in principle lead to higher order approxima-
tions, namely

AB ∶ e𝑐0𝑡𝐴 e𝑐1𝑡𝐵 ⋯ e𝑐2𝑛𝑡𝐴 e𝑐2𝑛+1𝑡𝐵 , (8)

and

BA ∶ Ψ(𝑡) =
𝑛
∏

𝑗=0
e𝑐2𝑗 𝑡𝐵 e𝑐2𝑗+1𝑡𝐴

= e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐2𝑛𝑡𝐵 e𝑐2𝑛+1𝑡𝐴.

(9)

TABLE I: Particular basis of 𝑗 , 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 6, taken in this work.

𝑗 Basis of 𝑗

1 𝐸1,1 = 𝐴 𝐸1,2 = 𝐵
2 𝐸2,1 = [𝐴,𝐵]
3 𝐸3,1 = [𝐴,𝐸2,1] 𝐸3,2 = [𝐵,𝐸2,1]
4 𝐸4,1 = [𝐴,𝐸3,1] 𝐸4,2 = [𝐵,𝐸3,1] 𝐸4,3 = −[𝐵,𝐸3,2]
5 𝐸5,1 = [𝐴,𝐸4,1] 𝐸5,2 = [𝐵,𝐸4,1] 𝐸5,3 = [𝐴,𝐸4,2]

𝐸5,4 = [𝐵,𝐸4,2] 𝐸5,5 = [𝐴,𝐸4,3] 𝐸5,6 = [𝐵,𝐸4,3]
6 𝐸6,1 = [𝐴,𝐸5,1] 𝐸6,2 = [𝐵,𝐸5,1] 𝐸6,3 = [𝐴,𝐸5,2]

𝐸6,4 = [𝐴,𝐸5,4] 𝐸6,5 = [𝐵,𝐸5,2] 𝐸6,6 = [𝐴,𝐸5,5]
𝐸6,7 = [𝐵,𝐸5,5] 𝐸6,8 = [𝐴,𝐸5,6] 𝐸6,9 = [𝐵,𝐸5,6]

For our analysis next we consider compositions of type BA,
although, as we will see, the results are also valid for (8).

If we apply sequentially the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff
formula to (9), we end up with Ψ(𝑡) expressed as one expo-
nential of a series of operators in powers of 𝑡, namely

Ψ(𝑡) = exp(𝑌 (𝑡)), with 𝑌 (𝑡) =
∑

𝑗≥1
𝑡𝑗𝑌𝑗 , (10)

and 𝑌𝑗 ∈ (𝐴,𝐵) is an element of the homogeneous subspace
𝑗(𝐴,𝐵) of degree 𝑗 of the graded free Lie algebra (𝐴,𝐵) =
⨁

𝑗≥1 𝑗(𝐴,𝐵) [13]. One can think of 𝑗 as the vector sub-
space formed by linear combinations of nested commutators
involving 𝑗 operators 𝐴 and 𝐵, verifying [𝑛,𝑚] ⊂ 𝑛+𝑚.
For the particular basis of 𝑗 , 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 6, collected in Table I,
the operator 𝑌 (𝑡) reads

𝑌 (𝑡) = 𝑡(𝑤1,1𝐴 +𝑤1,2𝐵) + 𝑡2𝑤2,1[𝐴,𝐵]

+ 𝑡3(𝑤3,1𝐸3,1 +𝑤3,2𝐸3,2)

+ 𝑡4
3
∑

𝓁=1
𝑤4,𝓁𝐸4,𝓁 + 𝑡5

6
∑

𝓁=1
𝑤5,𝓁𝐸5,𝓁

+ 𝑡6
9
∑

𝓁=1
𝑤6,𝓁𝐸6,𝓁 + (𝑡7),

(11)

where 𝑤𝑛,𝑘 are polynomials of homogeneous degree 𝑛 in the
parameters 𝑐𝑗 . In particular,

𝑤1,1 =
2𝑛−1
∑

𝑖=0
𝑐2𝑖+1, 𝑤1,2 =

2𝑛−1
∑

𝑖=0
𝑐2𝑖,

𝑤12 =
1
2
𝑤1,1𝑤1,2 −

𝑛−1
∑

𝑖=0
𝑐2𝑖

𝑛−1
∑

𝑗=𝑖
𝑐2𝑗+1.

From (11), it is clear that an approximation to e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] of order
3 (i.e., with an error (𝑡4)) is obtained by requiring that

𝑤1,1 = 𝑤1,2 = 0, 𝑤2,1 = 1, 𝑤3,1 = 𝑤3,2 = 0. (12)

In consequence, at least 5 exponentials in the composition (9)
are required. It turns out, however, that equations (12) do not
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have solutions in that case. It is therefore necessary to include
an additional exponential, i.e., to consider the scheme

Ψ3(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐2𝑡𝐵 e𝑐3𝑡𝐴 e𝑐4𝑡𝐵 e𝑐5𝑡𝐴, (13)

in which case one has a free parameter, say 𝑐5. The general
solution is then given by (𝑐5 ≠ 0)

𝑐0 =
1 ∓

√

5
2𝑐5

, 𝑐1 =
𝑐5(−1 ±

√

5)
2

, 𝑐2 =
1
𝑐5
,

𝑐3 =
𝑐5(−1 ∓

√

5)
2

, 𝑐4 =
−3 ±

√

5
2𝑐5

.

(14)

It is a common practice when designing splitting methods
to choose the free parameter so as to minimize some ob-
jective function typically related with the leading error term
in the asymptotic expansion of 𝑌 (𝑡) in (11), in this case
∑3

𝓁=1𝑤4,𝓁𝐸4,𝓁 . In general, given a composition (9) involv-
ing 𝑠 exponentials that approximates e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] up to order 𝑟, we
define its effective error as

 (𝑟+1) = 𝑠
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

√

√

√

√

dim𝑟+1
∑

𝓁=1
𝑤𝑟+1,𝓁𝐸𝑟+1,𝓁

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

1∕𝑟

, (15)

to take also into account the computational effort required by
the scheme [3]. A method of order 𝑟 is typically more efficient
in practice than another one when it leads to a smaller  (𝑟+1),
so it makes sense to take the effective error as the objective
function to minimize. One should be aware, however, that the
value of  (𝑟+1) may differ depending on the basis of  one is
using.

In the particular case of the 3rd-order scheme (13)-(14), the
minimum value of  (4) is obtained with the solution

𝑐0 = ±
√

2
√

5 + 1
, 𝑐1 = ∓

√

√

5 − 2, 𝑐2 = ∓
√

2
√

5 − 1
,

𝑐3 = −𝑐2, 𝑐4 = −𝑐1, 𝑐5 = −𝑐0.
(16)

Notice the peculiar arrangement in the distribution of the co-
efficients in this case:

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, 𝑐2,−𝑐2,−𝑐1,−𝑐0). (17)

In fact, the same minimum is also obtained by the sequence
(𝑖 =

√

−1)

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, 𝑐2, 𝑐2, 𝑐1, 𝑐0),
𝑐0 = 𝑖𝑐0, 𝑐1 = −𝑖𝑐1, 𝑐2 = 𝑖𝑐2,

(18)

with 𝑐𝑗 given in (17), although in this case all the coefficients
are pure imaginary. Sequences such as (17) and (18) turn out
to be very convenient when designing higher order methods.

III. HIGHER-ORDER COMPOSITIONS

Before proceeding to the actual construction of higher-order
schemes, it is worth to briefly review some of the invariances

that a composition of type (9) has when approximating e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵].
This, on the one hand, provides more insight into the solutions
obtained at order 3 and, on the other hand, may help in our
exploration.

A. Invariances

The first and most obvious invariance takes place when one
reverses the sign of 𝑡 in (9). If Ψ𝑟(𝑡) is a method of order 𝑟, i.e.,

Ψ𝑟(𝑡) =
𝑛
∏

𝑗=0
e𝑐2𝑗 𝑡𝐵 e𝑐2𝑗+1𝑡𝐴

= exp
(

𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] +𝐷𝑟+1𝑡
𝑟+1 + (𝑡𝑟+2)

)

,

then

Ψ𝑟(−𝑡) =
𝑛
∏

𝑗=0
e−𝑐2𝑗 𝑡𝐵 e−𝑐2𝑗+1𝑡𝐴

= exp
(

𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] + (−1)𝑟+1𝐷𝑟+1𝑡
𝑟+1 + (𝑡𝑟+2)

)

.

In consequence, and according with the definition of  (𝑟+1),
both Ψ𝑟(𝑡) and Ψ𝑟(−𝑡) lead to the same effective error. This is
in agreement with the two families of solutions (17) differing
by a sign. In other words, when we propose a method with
some specific coefficients 𝑐𝑗 , the scheme obtained by consid-
ering the same composition with coefficients −𝑐𝑗 has the same
effective error.

Consider now the effect of the transformation

𝑡 ⟼ 𝑖 𝑡, 𝐴 ⟼ −𝐴̃

on composition (9). Then

Ψ𝑟(𝑡) ⟼ Ψ̃𝑟(𝑡) = e𝑖𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e−𝑖𝑐1𝑡𝐴̃ ⋯ e𝑖𝑐2𝑛𝑡𝐵 e−𝑖𝑐2𝑛+1𝑡𝐴̃

= exp
(

𝑡2[𝐴̃, 𝐵] + (𝑖)𝑟+1𝐷̃𝑟+1 𝑡
𝑟+1 + (𝑡𝑟+2)

)

,

where 𝐷̃𝑟+1 is the same linear combination of commutators as
𝐷𝑟+1, possibly with some coefficients with the reverse sign,
thus leading again to a scheme with the same effective error.
This fact accounts for the second family of solutions (18) found
when 𝑟 = 3.

Finally, consider the transformation

𝐴 ⟼ 𝐵̂, 𝐵 ⟼ −𝐴̂. (19)

Then, clearly

Ψ𝑟(𝑡) ⟼ Ψ̂𝑟(𝑡) = e−𝑐0𝑡𝐴̂ e𝑐1𝑡𝐵̂ ⋯ e−𝑐2𝑛𝑡𝐴̂ e𝑐2𝑛+1𝑡𝐵̂

= exp
(

𝑡2[𝐴̂, 𝐵̂] + 𝐷̂𝑟+1 𝑡
𝑟+1 + (𝑡𝑟+2)

)

.

In other words, a BA method is transformed into an AB
scheme, although possibly with a different value of  (𝑟+1),
since the map (19) may modify the basis. In the particu-
lar case of the basis collected in Table I, one has 𝐸̂6,4 =
𝐸6,4 +

1
3 (𝐸6,5 + 𝐸6,6). All other terms 𝐸̂𝑗,𝓁 up to 𝑗 = 6 only

differ from 𝐸𝑗,𝓁 in a sign. We can therefore safely consider
schemes of type BA, at least up to this order of approximation.
Notice how Ψ2,1(𝑡) can be obtained from Ψ2,2(𝑡) in (6) in this
way.
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B. ‘Counter-palindromic’ patterns

We have seen how the sequences (17) and (18) lead, when
𝑟 = 3, to methods with the minimum value of the effective er-
ror, such as is defined in (15). Scheme Ψ2,2(𝑡) in (6) actually
follows the same pattern: (𝑐0, 𝑐1, 𝑐1, 𝑐0). It seems then rea-
sonable to consider similar sequences of coefficients when the
order of approximation 𝑟 > 3, i.e., either

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, 𝑐2,… , 𝑐𝑚−1, 𝑐𝑚, 𝑐𝑚, 𝑐𝑚−1,… , 𝑐2, 𝑐1, 𝑐0) (20)

or

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, 𝑐2,… , 𝑐𝑚−1, 𝑐𝑚,−𝑐𝑚,−𝑐𝑚−1,… ,−𝑐2,−𝑐1,−𝑐0).
(21)

Schemes of this class will be called (positive or negative)
counter-palindromic compositions, to emphasize the fact that
the coefficients multiply a different operator (𝐴 or 𝐵) the sec-
ond time they appear in the sequence (with the same or op-
posite sign, respectively). Sequences of this type have been
previously considered in [9] when designing symplectic inte-
grators for the (space discretized) Schrödinger equation.

Moreover, it turns out that sequences (20) and (21) actually
lead to a significant reduction in the number of order condi-
tions, since they already satisfy by construction many of them.
Specifically, the coefficients in the expansion (11) of the oper-
ator 𝑌 (𝑡) associated to the scheme verify the identities (up to
order 6):

𝑤1,1 = ±𝑤1,2 𝑤3,1 = ∓𝑤3,2 𝑤4,1 = −𝑤4,3
𝑤5,1 = ±𝑤5,6 𝑤5,2 = ±𝑤5,5 𝑤5,3 = ±𝑤5,4
𝑤6,1 = −𝑤6,9 𝑤6,2 = −𝑤6,8 𝑤6,3 = −𝑤6,7
𝑤6,4 = 3(𝑤6,5 +𝑤6,6).

Here the top sign corresponds to the pattern (20) and the bot-
tom sign to (21).

This can be seen as follows. Suppose we have a composition
of type (20),

Ψ(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐵 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐴 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐵 e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐1𝑡𝐵 e𝑐0𝑡𝐴,
(22)

which can be formally expressed as Ψ(𝑡) = exp(𝑌 (𝑡)), with
𝑌 (𝑡) given by (11), and interchange 𝐴 and 𝐵 in (22). This
results in the new method

Ψ̃(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐴 e𝑐1𝑡𝐵 ⋯ e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐵 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐴 e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐵 ⋯ e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 ,

whose associated operator was 𝑌 (𝑡) in Ψ̃(𝑡) = exp(𝑌 (𝑡)) reads

𝑌 (𝑡) = 𝑡(𝑤1,1𝐵 +𝑤1,2𝐴) − 𝑡2𝑤2,1[𝐴,𝐵]

+ 𝑡3(−𝑤3,1𝐸3,2 +𝑤3,2𝐸3,1)

+ 𝑡4(𝑤4,1𝐸4,3 −𝑤4,2𝐸4,2 +𝑤4,3𝐸4,1) + (𝑡5)

Now, the adjoint of Ψ̃(𝑡), defined as
(

Ψ̃(𝑡)
)∗ =

(

Ψ̃(−𝑡)
)−1

[10], is precisely Ψ(𝑡), so that

−𝑌 (−𝑡) = 𝑌 (𝑡),

TABLE II: Number of independent order conditions to achieve
order 𝑟 for a general composition (9) (first row) and for

counter-palindromic compositions (second row). The number 𝑠
refers to the number of exponentials involved in the composition.

Order 𝑟 3 4 5 6
General 5 (6) 8 (≥ 8) 14 (≥ 14) 23 (≥ 23)
CP (𝑠) 3 (6) 5 (10) 8 (16) 13 (26)

whence, by comparing the corresponding expansions, one ar-
rives at 𝑤1,1 = 𝑤1,2, 𝑤3,1 = −𝑤3,2, 𝑤4,1 = −𝑤4,3, etc. A
similar argument is also valid for compositions (21) by con-
sidering the interchange 𝐴 ⟷ −𝐵.

As a result, designing counter-palindromic methods of or-
der 𝑟 ≥ 4 requires solving a smaller number of polynomial
equations than with more general compositions. This is clearly
visible in Table II, where we collect the number of order con-
ditions required to achieve order 3 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 6 for a general
composition (9) (first row) and the corresponding number for
a counter-palindromic composition (second row). For clarity,
we have also included the minimum number 𝑠 of exponentials
required in each case (in bold).

Although the number of exponentials increases with respect
to the general case (e.g., 16 vs. 14 for 𝑟 = 5), the number of
equations to solve (and therefore the complexity of the prob-
lem) reduces considerably (14 vs. 8 equations for 𝑟 = 5).
Moreover, although the number of order conditions sets up the
minimum number of exponentials involved in a general com-
position, this by itself does not guarantee the existence of real
solutions. This fact has been illustrated for 𝑟 = 3 in section II.
On the other hand, we recall that the most efficient 5th-order
composition built in [6] involves 56 exponentials.

C. New schemes

We have explored both types of sequences (20) and (21) and
solved the required order conditions to achieve up to order 6
with the minimum number of exponentials in each case. This
task is simplified by considering schemes with patterns (20)
and (21). The coefficients of the most efficient methods (i.e.,
with the smallest value of  (𝑟+1)) are collected in Table III. The
resulting method is denoted as  [𝑟]

𝑠 (respectively,  [𝑟]
𝑠 )

if it corresponds to a composition of class (20) (respect., (21))
of order 𝑟 involving 𝑠 exponentials. For clarity, the methods
read, respectively

 ∶

Ψ(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐵 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐴

×e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐵 e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐1𝑡𝐵 e𝑐0𝑡𝐴 (𝑚 odd)
Ψ(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐵

×e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐴 e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐵 ⋯ e𝑐1𝑡𝐵 e𝑐0𝑡𝐴 (𝑚 even)
(23)
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TABLE III: Coefficients of the most efficient counter-palindromic
schemes of order 3 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 6 with the minimum number of

exponentials.

 [3]
6 ,  (4)∕𝑠 ≈ 0.473

𝑐0 = 𝑐1 − 𝑐2 𝑐1 = −
√

√

5 − 2
𝑐2 = −

√

2
√

5−1

 [4]
10 ,  (5)∕𝑠 ≈ 0.606

𝑐0 =
∑4

𝑗=1(−1)
𝑗+1𝑐𝑗 𝑐1 = 0.4920434066428167763156

𝑐2 = −1.569846260451462851779 𝑐3 = −0.0340560371300231615989
𝑐4 = 3.007307207357765662262

 [5]
16 ,  (6)∕𝑠 ≈ 0.505

𝑐0 = −
∑7

𝑗=1 𝑐𝑗 𝑐1 = 0.2969175443796203417835
𝑐2 = 1.418243492034305431995 𝑐3 = 0.4347212029859471608694
𝑐4 = −0.127142127469064995044 𝑐5 = −2.014276365712093993010
𝑐6 = 0.8493401946712687892513 𝑐7 = −0.305642216160471071886

 [6]
26 ,  (7)∕𝑠 ≈ 0.447

𝑐0 = −
∑12

𝑗=1 𝑐𝑗 𝑐1 = 0.2464427486685065253599
𝑐2 = 0.437855533639627516106 𝑐3 = −0.6290554972825559401392
𝑐4 = −1.160402744300525331934 𝑐5 = −0.5248160600039844378749
𝑐6 = −0.2264322765760404736976 𝑐7 = 0.1165418804073705040233
𝑐8 = 0.4687839445292851414849 𝑐9 = 1.983312306755703005101
𝑐10 = −0.9894918460835968618662 𝑐11 = 0.6722571007458945095097
𝑐12 = −0.2387711966553848135336

and

 ∶

Ψ(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐵 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐴

×e−𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐵 e−𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e−𝑐1𝑡𝐵 e−𝑐0𝑡𝐴 (𝑚 odd)
Ψ(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐵

×e−𝑐𝑚𝑡𝐴 e−𝑐𝑚−1𝑡𝐵 ⋯ e−𝑐1𝑡𝐵 e−𝑐0𝑡𝐴 (𝑚 even)
(24)

We should remark that, due to the symmetries and invari-
ances explored in subsection III A, there are more composi-
tions than those collected in Table III leading to the same effi-
ciency.

A useful strategy to improve the efficiency of splitting meth-
ods when approximating e𝑡(𝐴+𝐵) consists in including addi-
tional exponentials in the composition, and therefore addi-
tional parameters, which are then fixed in the optimization
process of the objective function [3]. In fact, very often the
most efficient method does not necessarily correspond to the
scheme requiring the minimum number of exponentials: the
extra cost can be compensated by the additional accuracy ob-
tained, although solving the polynomial equations with addi-
tional exponentials and free parameters is not a trivial task. By
pursuing the same strategy in this context we have obtained the
schemes of order 4 and 5 collected in Table IV. Notice how the
effective error is reduced: the extra cost resulting from an in-
creased number of exponentials is compensated by the higher
accuracy achieved.

TABLE IV: Coefficients of optimized counter-palindromic
schemes of order 4 and 5 involving 12 and 18 exponentials,

respectively.

 [4]
12 ,  (5)∕𝑠 ≈ 0.455

𝑐0 = −
∑5

𝑗=1 𝑐𝑗 𝑐1 = 0.3263285743794757829237
𝑐2 = −1.564170317916158642032 𝑐3 = −0.0234725141740210902965
𝑐4 = 2.920816850699232751348 𝑐5 = −0.8045459762846959202889

 [5]
18 ,  (6)∕𝑠 ≈ 0.395

𝑐0 =
∑8

𝑗=1(−1)
𝑗+1𝑐𝑗 𝑐1 = −0.6410115692148225407946

𝑐2 = 0.3165189600901244909982 𝑐3 = 0.2075766074841999769730
𝑐4 = −1.042459743800714071012 𝑐5 = 1.027769699504593533740
𝑐6 = 1.290831433928573680468 𝑐7 = 0.7061407649397449413288
𝑐8 = 0.253358191085494126186

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section we illustrate the previous methods for some
simple examples. The first one has also been used as a test
bench in [6] and consists in approximating the exponential of
the commutator of Pauli matrices, namely e[−𝑖𝜎𝑥,−𝑖𝜎𝑧], by prod-
ucts of elementary exponentials of 𝐴 = −𝑖𝜎𝑥 and 𝐵 = −𝑖𝜎𝑧.
Specifically, we compute

‖

‖

‖

Ψ(1∕
√

𝑛)𝑛 − e[𝐴,𝐵]‖‖
‖2

(25)

for several values of 𝑛 and plot its error as a function of the
total number of exponentials 𝑛𝑠 required by each method Ψ(𝑡)
to take into account its overall computational cost. In this way
we get the diagram of Figure 1 (left).

Here 2, 3 and 5 correspond to schemes of order 2, 3 and
5 proposed in [6], involving 4, 6 and 56 exponentials, respec-
tively. Actually, 2 is the approximation Ψ2,1 of (6), whereas
5 is obtained by applying the most efficient (

√

10-copy) re-
cursive formula presented in [6] to the basic scheme 3. We
also show in the diagram the results achieved by the methods
of Table III. Notice that, whereas the improvement achieved
by the new 3-order approximation  [3]

6 is only marginal,
this is not the case for the new schemes of order 4 and 5, es-
sentially due to the much reduced number of exponentials in-
volved. The improvement is still more remarkable in the case
of the 6th-order method  [6]

26 , which in fact provides the
most efficient approximation. This method should be com-
pared with the 6th-order scheme labelled 6, which is obtained
by applying the recursion of [6] to the basic scheme  [4]

10
(involving a total of 98 exponentials). In all cases, the leftmost
point along the line corresponds to 𝑛 = 1.

To discard the possible effect of the low dimensionality
(2×2) and the particular structure (skew-Hermitian) of the ma-
trices involved, we repeat the same experiment, but this time
by constructing two 16 × 16 real matrices 𝐴̃, 𝐵̃ with elements
randomly generated from a normal distribution and then tak-
ing 𝐴 = 𝐴̃∕‖𝐴̃‖, 𝐵 = 𝐵̃∕‖𝐵̃‖. As before, we plot in Figure
1 (right) the efficiency diagram obtained by the methods of
Table III in comparison with the most efficient approximation
designed in [6]. We observe the same behavior as for Pauli
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26
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FIG. 1: Error committed in the approximation of e[𝐴,𝐵] by different
product formulas vs. the number of elementary exponentials when
𝐴 = −𝑖𝜎𝑥, 𝐵 = −𝑖𝜎𝑧 (left) and when 𝐴 and 𝐵 are 16 × 16 real

matrices with random elements (right). Methods of Table III are
compared with schemes designed in [6].

matrices, with the new 6th-order method  [6]
26 showing the

best performance.
Figure 2 illustrates, on the same examples, the behavior of

the optimized methods of order 4 and 5 whose coefficients are
collected in Table IV. Notice that, even if the computational
cost per step increases, they still show a better overall effi-
ciency in both cases.

We can also consider values 𝑡 > 1 to check how the different
schemes perform in the long run. To this end, we take 𝑡 = 10
and compute accordingly

‖

‖

‖

Ψ(10∕
√

𝑛)𝑛 − e10[𝐴,𝐵]‖‖
‖2
.

The corresponding efficiency diagrams for Pauli (left) and ran-
dom 16 × 16 matrices (right) are shown in Figure 3.

In our next experiment, we determine the number of ele-
mentary exponentials (gates) 𝑛𝑠 required for each scheme Ψ(𝑡)
so that the error for different values of 𝑥 in e𝑥2[𝐴,𝐵], namely

‖

‖

‖

Ψ(𝑥∕
√

𝑛)𝑛 − e𝑥
2[𝐴,𝐵]‖

‖

‖2
(26)

18

12

FIG. 2: Error in the approximation of e[𝐴,𝐵] obtained by product
formulas of Table IV when 𝐴 = −𝑖𝜎𝑥, 𝐵 = −𝑖𝜎𝑧 (left) and when 𝐴

and 𝐵 are 16 × 16 real matrices with random elements (right).

is smaller than a prescribed tolerance. We choose again 𝐴 =
−𝑖𝜎𝑥,𝐵 = −𝑖𝜎𝑧, and 𝑥 ∈ [0.1, 0.9]. The corresponding results
are depicted in Figure 4 for a tolerance 10−4 (left) and 10−7
(right). The improvement with respect to the most efficient
scheme presented in [6] is quite remarkable, even for small
values of 𝑥.

V. EXTENSIONS

Not only the exponential of a commutator can be approxi-
mated by products of exponentials of the elementary operators
involved, but in fact the same technique can be applied to any
element of the free Lie algebra generated by 𝐴 and 𝐵. In this
section we illustrate the procedure in two particular cases, al-
ready considered previously in the literature.

A. Approximating the exponential of 𝐹 = 𝑡(𝐴 + 𝐵) + 𝑡2𝑅[𝐴,𝐵]

Suppose one is interested in computing an approximation
to the exponential of both the sum and commutator of 𝐴, 𝐵,
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FIG. 3: Same as Figure 1, but now when approximating e𝑡[𝐴,𝐵] with
𝑡 = 10.

namely, 𝐹 = 𝑡(𝐴 + 𝐵) + 𝑡2𝑅[𝐴,𝐵], for an arbitrary 𝑅 ∈ ℝ.
A particular application arises in the simulation of counter-
adiabatic time evolution of two-qubit Hamiltonians [6].

Clearly, the coefficients of an approximation of the form (9)
of order 𝑟, namely,

e𝑐0𝑡𝑅𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝑅𝐴 ⋯ e𝑐2𝑛𝑡𝑅𝐵 e𝑐2𝑛+1𝑡𝑅𝐴 = e𝐹 + (𝑟 + 1)

have to verify

𝑤1,1 = 𝑤1,2 = 1, 𝑤2,1 = 𝑅2,
𝑤𝑗,𝓁 = 0, 3 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑟, 𝓁 = 1,… , dim(𝑗).

Thus, we get an approximation of order 2 with only 3 expo-
nentials:

Φ[2]
3 (𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝑅𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝑅𝐴 e𝑐2𝑡𝑅𝐵 ,

𝑐0 = −2𝑅2 − 1
2𝑅

, 𝑐1 =
1
𝑅
, 𝑐2 =

2𝑅2 + 1
2𝑅

,

whereas the inclusion of a free parameter 𝑐3 allows us to reduce
the effective error:

Φ[2]
4 (𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝑅𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝑅𝐴 e𝑐2𝑡𝑅𝐵 e𝑐3𝑡𝑅𝐴,

26

16

FIG. 4: Number of elementary exponentials (gates) required by
each product formula to approximate e𝑥2[−𝑖𝜎𝑥 ,−𝑖𝜎𝑧] with error smaller

than 10−4 (left) and 10−7 (right).

with

𝑐0 =
2𝑅2 + 2𝑅𝑐3 − 1
2𝑅

(

𝑅𝑐3 − 1
) , 𝑐1 = −

𝑅𝑐3 − 1
𝑅

,

𝑐2 = − 2𝑅2 + 1
2𝑅

(

𝑅𝑐3 − 1
) .

Moreover, in this case we recover the scheme Ψ2,2(𝑡) of (6) in
the limit 𝑅 → ∞ with 𝑐3 = −1.

By following the same strategy, the following 3rd-order
scheme can be obtained:

Φ[3]
5 (𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝑅𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝑅𝐴 e𝑐2𝑡𝑅𝐵 e𝑐3𝑡𝑅𝐴 e𝑐4𝑡𝑅𝐵 ,
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with coefficients

𝑐0 =
1
𝑅

(

3𝑅4 − 𝑅2 ∓ Δ + 1
4

)

, 𝑐1 =
6𝑅4 ± 2Δ − 1

2

𝑅(12𝑅4 − 1)
,

𝑐2 =
1
2𝑅

− 6𝑅3, 𝑐3 =
6𝑅4 ∓ 2Δ − 1

2

𝑅(12𝑅4 − 1)
,

𝑐4 =
1
𝑅

(

3𝑅4 − 𝑅2 ± Δ + 1
4

)

,

Δ =

√

3(12𝑅4 − 1)(36𝑅4 + 1)
12

.

It is worth noticing that, whereas 6 exponentials are necessary
to approximate e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] up to order 3 (cf. Section III), with only
5 we are able to reproduce e𝐹 in general, in contrast with the
treatment in [6].

B. Approximating e𝑡3[𝐴,[𝐴,𝐵]]

In some problems arising in quantum computing it is desir-
able to suppress the effect of undesirable interactions in cou-
pled spin systems by using composite pulse sequences to gen-
erate an effective Hamiltonian for which the nested commu-
tator [𝐴, [𝐴,𝐵]] is the dominant term [4]. This can itself be
approximated by a product of exponentials of 𝐴 and 𝐵. Thus,
a straightforward calculation shows that

e𝑡𝐴 e𝑡𝐵 e−𝑡𝐴 e−𝑡𝐵 e−𝑡𝐴 e𝑡𝐵 e𝑡𝐴 e−𝑡𝐵 = e𝑡
3[𝐴,[𝐴,𝐵]]+(𝑡4), (27)

whereas, if the identity [𝐴, [𝐵, [𝐵,𝐴]]] = 0 holds, then er-
ror of this approximation is of order (𝑡5) [7]. By applying
the same strategy as in section III it is possible to construct a
left-right palindromic composition of order 4 involving only 9
exponentials,

Ψ(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐2𝑡𝐵 e𝑐3𝑡𝐴 e𝑐4𝑡𝐵 e𝑐3𝑡𝐴 e𝑐2𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 .
(28)

In fact, this composition has essentially the same computa-
tional cost as (27) when it is used iteratively (since the last
exponential can be concatenated with the first one at the next
step). The analysis shows that there is a free parameter in (28),
so that the sequence of coefficients reads

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, 𝑐2, 𝑐3, 𝑐4) =

(

−
𝑐2
2
,± 1

√

𝑐2
, 𝑐2,∓

1
√

𝑐2
,−𝑐2

)

and the minimum effective error is achieved with 𝑐2 =
(

(
√

1346 − 36)∕25
)1∕3

. By following the same approach, an
approximation of order 6 can be obtained with 21 exponen-
tials. On the other hand, the composition

Ψ(𝑡) = e𝑐0𝑡𝐵 e𝑐1𝑡𝐴 e𝑐2𝑡𝐵 e𝑐3𝑡𝐴 e𝑐4𝑡𝐵 ,

involving only 5 exponentials verifies

Ψ(𝑡) = exp
(

𝑡(𝐴 + 𝐵) + 𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] + 𝑡3[𝐴, [𝐴,𝐵]]
)

+ (𝑡4)

when the coefficients are given by

𝑐0 = −3
4
+ 𝛼

4
, 𝑐1 =

1
2
+ 𝛼

2
, 𝑐2 =

1
2
,

𝑐3 =
1
2
− 𝛼

2
, 𝑐4 =

5
4
− 𝛼

4

and 𝛼 =
√

47∕3.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work we have obtained efficient approximations for
the exponential of the commutator e𝑡2[𝐴,𝐵] of two arbitrary op-
erators 𝐴 and 𝐵 as compositions of exponentials of the oper-
ators involved. Previous analyses of this same problem show
that it is in fact possible to get arbitrarily high-order approx-
imations by considering recursive formulas starting from a
basic low-order scheme, in a similar way as the well known
triple (3) and quintuple jump (4) formulas do for approximat-
ing e𝑡(𝐴+𝐵). Although these recursive formulas allow one to
get explicit upper bounds for the error committed and on the
number of exponentials required, this number is exceedingly
large, even for moderate orders of approximation, and so their
application to solve problems in practice is questionable at
least. This is the case in particular in quantum computing,
where the action of e𝑡𝐴 and e𝑡𝐵 is simulated by a quantum cir-
cuit. In that setting it is clearly relevant to reduce to a mini-
mum the number of exponentials required to achieve a certain
accuracy in the approximation.

Here, by applying the same techniques as in the construc-
tion of splitting methods for the time integration of differential
equations, and considering particular patterns in the distribu-
tion of the exponentials, we have obtained product formulas of
orders 4, 5 and 6 with a much reduced computational cost (only
two more exponentials than the theoretical minimum). The
numerical examples we gather clearly show how this reduc-
tion greatly contributes to the improvement in the efficiency.
The new methods could then be applied in quantum simula-
tions where it is essential to have a number of gates as small
as possible whereas still having good accuracy. Other possible
applications include the computation of the successive terms
in the Zassenhaus formula [5] and its continuous symmetric
analogue [1].

Although we have limited our analysis up to order 6, it is
clear that similar calculations can be carried out for higher or-
ders if necessary. In any case, the new methods can be used as
basic schemes for the general recursive procedures developed
in [6, 7].
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