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In this study, we propose a quantum-classical hybrid scheme for performing orbital-free density
functional theory (OFDFT) using probabilistic imaginary-time evolution (PITE), designed for the
era of fault-tolerant quantum computers (FTQC), as a material calculation method for large-scale
systems. PITE is applied to the part of OFDFT that searches the ground state of the Hamiltonian in
each self-consistent field (SCF) iteration, while the other parts such as electron density and Hamil-
tonian updates are performed by existing algorithms on classical computers. When the simulation
cell is discretized into Ng grid points, combined with quantum phase estimation (QPE), it is shown
that obtaining the ground state energy of Hamiltonian requires a circuit depth of O(logNg). The
ground state calculation part in OFDFT is expected to be accelerated, for example, by creating
an appropriate preconditioner from the estimated ground state energy for the locally optimal block
preconditioned conjugate gradient (LOBPCG) method.

I. INTRODUCTION

Materials computation is one of the most promising
applications of quantum computation. Determining the
ground state of electrons in materials and performing
Hamiltonian simulations with high speed and accuracy
will accelerate drug discovery and the new materials
search, leading to a paradigm shift toward higher ef-
ficiency and energy conservation in all areas of indus-
try. Previously proposed quantum algorithms for ground
state calculations include the variational quantum eigen-
solver (VQE) [1, 2], adiabatic time evolution [3–5], and
imaginary time evolution (ITE) on a quantum com-
puter [6–13]. Almost all of them encode the many-
electron wavefunction into the state of a quantum regis-
ter consisting of many qubits to obtain the exact ground
state of the ab initio Hamiltonian.
On the other hand, density functional theory

(DFT) [14] has been widely used and succeeded in com-
putation of many-electron systems using classical com-
puters. Although DFT is less accurate than approaches
that deal directly with many-electron wave functions,
it often provides sufficient accuracy to describe physi-
cal phenomena. Furthermore, it is the preferred choice
for calculations across a wide range of materials due
to its significantly lower computational cost. In par-
ticular, orbital-free DFT (OFDFT), a type of DFT in
which the kinetic energy functional is explicitly given as
a functional of the electron density, can be performed
at a computational cost of O(N) to O(N logN) for N
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atoms [15, 16], and is expected to be applied to larger
systems.

Materials calculations using quantum algorithms
should not only pursue accuracy, but should also be able
to handle large-scale systems. In particular, it is desirable
to be able to target a system size that cannot be handled
by current classical computers, and ultimately, to be able
to simulate polymers such as proteins, amorphous mate-
rials, surfaces and interfaces of materials containing line
and planar defects without any coarse-graining. In this
study, we propose a quantum-classical hybrid scheme of
OFDFT as a first step in the development of quantum
algorithms for large-scale materials computations. The
proposed method includes probabilistic imaginary-time
evolution (PITE) [12, 17] in the first quantization form
and quantum phase estimation (QPE) [18–23] as subrou-
tines for the ground-state calculation of a given Hamil-
tonian.

II. METHODS

A. Orbital-free density fucntional theory

DFT [14] states that the total energy of an electron
system can be expressed as a functional of the electron
density ρ(r) alone. The electron density that minimizes
this functional corresponds to the ground state electron
density. In this case, the total energy functional is con-
structed as follows:

E[ρ] = TS [ρ] +

∫
vext(r)ρ(r)dr + EH[ρ] + EXC[ρ], (1)

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

16
19

1v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
3 

Ju
l 2

02
4

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6526-0936
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5155-6605
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3379-3361
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9254-5918
mailto:ynishiya@quemix.com


2

where TS is the kinetic energy of the non-interacting sys-
tem, EH is Hartree energy that represents the classical
electron-electron interaction, and EXC is the exchange-
correlation energy. In this study, we assume the use of
local pseudopotentials, such as bulk-derived local pseu-
dopotential (BLPS) [24–27] and ab initio local ionic pseu-
dopotential (LIPS) [28], as the potential vext represent-
ing the interaction between valence electrons and nuclei
with core electrons. In OFDFT, the kinetic energy func-
tional is directly given as a functional of the density, and
optimization of the electron density can be translated
into finding the eigenvector corresponding to the small-
est eigenvalue of the following self-consistent eigenvalue
problem [28, 29]:

Ĥ(λ)
OF[ρ]

√
ρ(r) =

µ

λ

√
ρ(r), (2)

where

Ĥ(λ)
OF[ρ] ≡ −1

2
∇2 +

1

λ
{vKS([ρ]; r) + vr([ρ]; r)}, (3)

vKS([ρ]; r) ≡ vext(r) +

∫
ρ(r)′

|r − r′|
dr′ +

δEXC

δρ
(r), (4)

vr([ρ]; r) ≡
δTS
δρ

(r)− λ
δTvW
δρ

(r). (5)

vr is defined by TS in Eq. (1) and von-Weitzsäcker
functional TvW [30], which satisfies δTvW/δρ =
−(∇2√ρ)/(2√ρ). λ is a constant that can be set ar-
bitrarily by the user to improve the convergence of the
calculation. Eq. (2) is typically solved by the follow-
ing procedure. First, we find the ground state

√
ρout

of Ĥ(λ)
OF[ρin] defined by a certain input electron density

ρin. Then, from the obtained ρout or their history, the

next ρin is determined and the Hamiltonian Ĥ(λ)
OF[ρin] is

updated. The above procedure is repeated, and the cal-
culation is completed when ∥ρin − ρout∥ < ε with con-
vergence threshold ε. This iterative density update to
reach the self-consistent solution is referred to often as
self-consistent field (SCF) iteration.

B. Probabilistic imaginary-time evolution method

We outline PITE, which is a ground-state calculation
method for the Hamiltonian Ĥ of an n-qubit system[12].
Let us consider the non-unitary and Hermitian operator

M = m0e
−Ĥ∆τ , where m0 is an adjustable real param-

eter that satisfies 0 < m < 1 and m0 ̸= 1/
√
2, and is

introduced to avoid singularities that appear when per-
forming the Taylor expansion to derive the approximate
PITE described below. The unitary operation acting on
the n+ 1-qubit system is defined by introducing one an-
cillary qubit as

UM ≡ (I2n ⊗W †) · (eiκΘ ⊗ |0⟩⟨0|+ e−iκΘ ⊗ |1⟩⟨1|)
·(I2n ⊗W ·H). (6)

This unitary operator transforms the initial state |ψ⟩⊗|0⟩
into a superposition of the state which the non-unitary
operator M acts on (success state) and the other state
(failure state) as

M|ψ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩+
√
1−M2|ψ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩, (7)

where an Hermitian operator on n qubits is defined as

Θ ≡ arccos
M+

√
1−M2

√
2

, (8)

the single-qubit unitary operator is

W ≡ 1√
2

(
1 −i
1 i

)
, (9)

κ ≡ sgn(m0−1/
√
2), H denotes the Hadamard gate, and

I2n is the identity operator for an n-qubit system. With
probability P = ⟨ψ|M2|ψ⟩ the ancillary qubit is observed
as a |0⟩ state, then the success state M|ψ⟩ is obtained.
We consider an approximate implementation since it

is difficult to decompose the unitary operator e±iκΘ into
a universal gate set for the general Hamiltonian Ĥ. The
Taylor expansion in the first order of ∆τ of the Hermitian
operator Θ is derived as κΘ = θ0 − Ĥs1∆τ + O(∆τ2),

where θ0 ≡ κ arccos[(m0 +
√
1−m2

0)/
√
2] and s1 ≡

m0/
√
1−m2

0. e
±iκΘ is approximated by

e±iκΘ = e±iθ0e∓is1∆τĤ +O(∆τ2). (10)

It is known that the real-time evolution (RTE) opera-

tor e∓is1∆τĤ can be implemented in polynomial time for
the number of qubit n [31–37], and thus the quantum
circuit for the approximated ITE operator in the first or-
der of ∆τ can also be implemented efficiently. In this
study, we employ a method based on the Suzuki-Trotter
decomposition for the implementation of real-time evo-
lution operators [31–33, 37].

C. OFDFT using PITE

An overview of the procedure for quantum-classical hy-
brid scheme of OFDFT is shown in Fig. 1. In this study,
the first quantized PITE [12] is used for the part of the
ground-state calculation of the orbital-free Hamiltonian
defined in Eq. (3), indicated by the orange square. The
other parts, such as the calculation of the next input
electron density from the output electron densities and
the calculations of vr and vKS, are performed on classical
computers. In this section, we summarize the items nec-
essary to implement the RTE by the orbital-free Hamilto-
nian, which is required to construct the quantum circuit
for PITE. Of course, one can also use the first-quantized
adiabatic time evolution [5] as a ground state calculation
using the implementation of RTE described here.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the execution flow of quantum-classical hybrid scheme of OFDFT calculation. The ground state of
the orbital-free Hamiltonian is calculated using quantum computers in the area shown in orange, and the other area in blue is
calculated using classical computers.

1. Encoding of the electron density

We encode the square root of the electron density
ϕ(r) ≡

√
ρ(r) in a 3-dimensional simulation cell with

periodic boundary conditions along the primitive lattice
vectors, a1, a2, and a3. For each spatial direction aℓ,
nqℓ qubits are allocated as usual in the first-quantized
formalism [12, 33, 38–41], and aℓ is divided into equidis-
tant Nℓ ≡ 2nqℓ grid points. The spin degree of freedom
of the electron density can be encoded by introducing a
single additional qubit. We ignore, however, the spin de-
gree of freedom in the present study for simplicity. We
identify the tensor product of the computational basis in
each direction specified by the integers k1, k2, k3:

|k⟩ ≡ |k1⟩nq1 ⊗ |k2⟩nq2 ⊗ |k3⟩nq3 (11)

with the position eigenstate |r⟩ at position r =
k1a1/N1 + k2a2/N2 + k3a3/N3. The state |ϕ⟩ on the
quantum register for the square root of the electron den-
sity is expressed by amplitude encoding as

|ϕ⟩ =

√
Vcell
neNg

Ng−1∑
i=0

ϕ(ri)|ri⟩, (12)

where Ng ≡ N1N2N3 is the total number of grid points,
Vcell ≡ a1 · (a2 × a3) is the cell volume, and ne is
the number of electrons. A method has been proposed
for such amplitude encoding that can be performed in
O(poly logNg) time using Quantum random access mem-
ory (QRAM)) [42, 43].

2. Implementation of the kinetic part

Given an electron density ρ(r), the time evolution op-
erator of the orbital-free Hamiltonian can be written by
the Suzuki-trotter expansion as

exp(−iĤOF∆t) = exp(−iT̂∆t) exp(−iV̂∆t)

+O(∥T̂∥∥V̂ ∥∆t2), (13)

where T̂ ≡ −∇2/2, V̂ ≡ vKS(r̂)+vr(r̂). The dependence
on the constant λ and the electron density ρ is omitted.
Therefore, when ∆t is chosen small enough, exp(−iT̂∆t)
and exp(−iV̂∆t) can be implemented separately and act

in sequence. Now that we are considering an application
to materials calculations, it is reasonable to assume that
the grid number Ng is proportional to the cell volume,
number of atoms contained, and number of valence elec-
trons in the system. This means, in other words, that
when a huge simulation cell is the target of a calculation,
e.g., for the simulation of an amorphous system, the same
cutoff energy may be set as for the calculation of a small
cell. Under these assumptions, ∥T̂∥ and ∥V̂ ∥ are inde-
pendent of Ng. Therefore, ∆t can also be determined
independent of Ng.

This subsection describes how to implement
exp(−iT̂∆t) in a periodic system where the sim-
ulation cell is defined by primitive lattice vectors
a1,a2,a3. Assuming that a1,a2,a3 form a right-handed
system and are in general non-orthogonal, the reciprocal
primitive lattice vector bℓ is defined as

b1 ≡ 2π

Vcell
a2 × a3, b2 ≡ 2π

Vcell
a3 × a1, b3 ≡ 2π

Vcell
a1 × a2.

(14)

We define discretized momentum in the bℓ direction,
specified by the integer Gℓ as

p
(Gℓ)
ℓ ≡ Gℓbℓ

(
Gℓ = −Nℓ

2
,−Nℓ

2
+ 1, . . . ,

Nℓ

2
− 1

)
.

(15)

Then the momentum eigenstates in the bℓ direction are
defined as

|Gℓ⟩mom ≡ 1√
N ℓ

Nℓ−1∑
k=0

exp

(
ip

(Gℓ)
ℓ

bℓ
|bℓ|

· k
Nℓ

aℓ

)
|k⟩nqℓ

=
1√
N ℓ

Nℓ−1∑
k=0

exp

(
i
2πGℓk

Nℓ

)
|k⟩nqℓ

. (16)

Accordingly, we define the operation of the momentum
operator p̂ℓ in the bℓ direction as

p̂ℓ|Gℓ⟩mom ≡ p
(Gℓ)
ℓ |Gℓ⟩mom. (17)

In this case, the tensor product of the momentum
eigenstates in each direction specified by the integers
G1, G2, G3

|G⟩mom ≡ |G1⟩mom ⊗ |G2⟩mom ⊗ |G3⟩mom (18)
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is the momentum eigenstate in 3-dimensional reciprocal
space. In fact, the momentum operation p̂ = p̂1b1/|b1|+
p̂2b2/|b2|+p̂3b3/|b3| in 3-dimensional reciprocal space on
|G⟩mom is calculated as

p̂|G⟩mom = (G1b1 +G2b2 +G3b3) |G⟩mom. (19)

From Eq. (16), the transformation between position and
momentum eigenstates in each direction can be written
using centered quantum Fourier transform (CQFT) [44,
45] as

CQFTℓ|k⟩nqℓ
= |k −Nℓ/2⟩mom, (20)

where CQFTℓ is CQFT operation on nqℓ-qubit system.
Therefore, using a diagonal operator in positional basis

Ukin(t) ≡
∑
k

e−
it
2 |

∑3
ℓ=1(kℓ−Nℓ/2)bℓ|2 |k⟩⟨k|, (21)

the RTE operator by the kinetic energy T̂ = p̂2/2 is
expressed as

e−iT̂ t =
∑
G

e−
it
2 |G1b1+G2b2+G3b3|2 |G⟩mom⟨G|mom

= CQFT(3D)Ukin(t)CQFT(3D)†, (22)

where CQFT(3D) ≡ CQFT1 ⊗ CQFT2 ⊗ CQFT3. Now,
we introduce the operators acting on the computational
basis |k⟩nqℓ

in the aℓ direction or their tensor product
defined by

Ukin,ℓ(t)|k⟩nqℓ
≡ exp

(
− it

2
|bℓ|2

(
k − Nℓ

2

)2
)
|k⟩nqℓ

(23)

and

Ukin,ℓℓ′(t)|j⟩nqℓ
⊗ |k⟩nqℓ′

≡ exp

(
−itbℓ · bℓ′

(
j − Nℓ

2

)(
k − Nℓ′

2

))
|j⟩nqℓ

⊗ |k⟩nqℓ′ .

(24)

Then we can obtain

Ukin(t) =

[
3∏

ℓ=1

Ukin,ℓ(t)

]
· Ukin,12(t)Ukin,23(t)Ukin,31(t).

(25)

If we set nqℓ = nq(ℓ = 1, 2, 3) for the simplicity, the op-
erations in Eqs. (23) and (24) can be implemented with
O(n2q) gate numbers as in Ref. [46]. Therefore, the circuit
depth of the RTE operator by the kinetic energy is esti-
mated to be O(poly logNg), adding up the circuit depth
of the CQFT as well. Similar to the implementation of
the RTE operator by the potential described below, the
circuit depth can also be O(logNg) by using qubits for
redundancy.

3. Implementation of the potential part

The real-time evolution by the potential acts diago-
nally on the positional basis as

e−iV̂ t =

Ng−1∑
i=0

e−ivloc(ri)t|ri⟩⟨ri|, (26)

where vloc(r) ≡ vr(r) + vKS(r). This implementation
seems to require O(Ng) cost in both number of operations
and circuit depth. However, with the operators defined
as

P
(n)
j (ϕ) ≡ I + (eiϕ − 1)|j⟩⟨j|, (27)

the circuit depth can be reduced to O(logNg) by adding
redundant qubits as shown in Fig. 2, where norg is the
number of qubits allocated for the electron density reg-
ister and satisfies norg = O(logNg). This reduction in
circuit depth is originated from the fact that the sequen-

tial CNOT gates in the dashed frame and P
(norg)
j gate

can be implemented with O(logNg) circuit depth.
First, in the dashed frame shown in Fig. 2, the copy of

the computational basis in the register consisting of norg
qubits is made as

|j⟩norg
⊗ |0⟩norg

⊗ · · · ⊗ |0⟩norg

→ |j⟩norg ⊗ |j⟩norg ⊗ · · · ⊗ |j⟩norg . (28)

As shown in the right-hand side of Fig. 3, the part in
dashed frame is decomposed into CX⊗Ng−1 operators
on independent qubits, which can be implemented with
O(logNg) depth by the technique in Ref. [47].

The circuit of P
(n)
0 (ϕ) is then shown in Fig. 4. For

P
(n)
j (ϕ) we only need to eliminate the two X gates on the

qubit corresponding to the digit that is 1 in the binary
representation of j. The area enclosed by the dashed line
is known to be implemented with a circuit depth of O(n)
by adding one ancillary qubit [48].
Eventually, the circuit depth of the potential part is

O(logNg). For the implementation of PITE, a time evo-
lution operation by the potential controlled by the an-
cillary qubit is required, which can be implemented in a
similar manner with a depth of O(logNg) by making a
copy of the register that also includes the ancillary qubit
for PITE, as in Fig. 2.

III. APPLICATION

The ground state electron density calculation of
the Si primitive cell was simulated by OFDFT using
PITE in first-quantized formalism. LKT (Luo-Karasiev-
Trickey) [49] was selected for the kinetic energy func-
tional and PBE (Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof) [50] for the
exchange correlation functional, both implemented in
LIBXC [51] were used. LIPS in Ref. [28] was used to rep-
resent the interaction between the valence electrons and



5

|ψ⟩norg / • • · · · • P
(norg)
0 (−vloc(r0)t) • · · · • •

|0⟩⊗norg / · · · P
(norg)
1 (−vloc(r1)t) · · ·

|0⟩⊗norg / · · · P
(norg)
2 (−vloc(r2)t) · · ·

...

|0⟩⊗norg / · · · P
(norg)
Ng−1 (−vloc(rNg−1)t) · · ·

FIG. 2. Implementation of the real-time evolution by the potential term with circuit depth O(logNg) using with redundant
registers.

FIG. 3. Equivalent quantum circuit transformation of the
successive CNOT gates shown in the dashed box in Fig. 2.

nucleus with core electrons in the OFDFT calculation.
The spatial grid for the representation of the electron
density and potential was set to 16× 16× 16 points and
an arbitrary constant λ to 1.0. In this simulation, Ukin(t)
and exp(−ivloct) were implemented as diagonal matrices
and a total of 13 qubits were used, including the ancillary
qubit of PITE. The initial electron density of the system
was set to the sum of the electron densities calculated
by Kohn-Sham DFT with the GTH-type pseudopoten-
tial [52] in advance for an isolated Si single atom. If the
input electron density at the k-th SCF iteration is ρink (r),
|ϕgsk ⟩ denotes the ground state of the orbital-free Hamil-

tonian ĤOF[ρ
in
k ]. At this SCF iteration, |ϕk,j⟩ denotes

the state after performing j PITE steps, and infideilty is
defined as

Infidelity = 1− |⟨ϕk,j |ϕgsk ⟩|2, (29)

where each SCF iteration starts from ⟨r|ϕk,0⟩ =
√
ρink (r).

The behaviour of infidelity and the total energy in DFT
when 50 PITE steps are executed per SCF iteration with
the PITE time step set to ∆t = 0.001 and the parameter
m0 = 0.99 are shown in Fig. 5(a). This simulation was
performed under the assumption that the PITE output

X • X

X • X

X • X
...

X Zϕ X

FIG. 4. Quantum circuit for P
(n)
0 (ϕ), defined in Eq. (27).

state |ϕk,50⟩ can be read out by quantum state tomogra-
phy [53] or other methods and that the output electron
density ρoutk (r) ≡ |⟨r|ϕk,50⟩|2 can be obtained. The Broy-
den method [54] was used to update the electron density.
The total success probability of PITE in the jPITE steps
is given as Pj = mj

0|⟨ϕk,j |ϕ
gs
k ⟩|2 [12, 55], and the total

success probability of PITE in each SCF obtained by nu-
merical calculation was P50 = 0.595±0.001. We observed
a behavior in which the total energy decreases with each
SCF step update, although the improvement in infidelity
due to the 50-step PITE was slight. This result indi-
cates that the small infidelity improvement of PITE plays
an important role in the convergence of OFDFT. With
this scheme, the total energy converges in the range of
1×10−5 Hatree after 18 SCF iterations, and the electron
density changes from the sum of isolated atoms to sp3

bonding state of Si, as shown in Fig. 5(b).
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FIG. 5. Results of the ground-state calculation for the Si primitive cell obtained by OFDFT with first-quantized PITE.
(a) Blue lines indicate the infidelity defined in Eq. (29). Odd SCF iterations are marked with dark blue lines and even SCF
iterations with light blue lines. The red lower triangle indicates the total energy in each SCF iteration. The red dotted line
is the converged value of the total energy. (b) Electron density in the initial state and the electron density obtained by this
method are represented by yellow isosurfaces. The isosurfaces are displayed at 90 % of the maximum value.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

We have mentioned that ground-state calculations
based on RTE operators such as PITE can be performed
in O(logNg) time, however for updating the electron den-
sity and OFDFT Hamiltonian, the state of the quan-
tum registers, which are the output of such ground-state
calculations, must be obtained as classical information.
To determine the probability amplitude of each compu-
tational basis, i.e., the electron density on the corre-
sponding grid point, by direct observation of the register,
O(Ng) times observation is required. The computational
cost of OFDFT using the classical algorithm is reported
to be O(Ng) to O(Ng logNg), which means the number
of direct observations of the register is comparable to the
classical computational time. One way to avoid this is to
use QPE [18–23] to efficiently obtain only the minimum
eigenvalue. After preparing the quantum register state
representing the ground state of the Hamiltonian Ĥ by
PITE, the circuit shown in Fig. 6 is repeatedly performed
with an ancillary qubit initialized to |0⟩. This is an ex-

|0⟩ H • RZ(β) H

|ψ⟩ / exp(iĤk∆t)

FIG. 6. Quantum circuit for Baysian QPE

ample of Bayesian QPE [20–22]. The probability of ob-
tainingm ∈ {0, 1} by observation of ancillary qubit when
inputting the eigenstate corresponding to eigenvalue µ of

Ĥ is given by

p(m|µ, k, β) = 1 + cos(kµ∆t+ β −mπ)

2
, (30)

and the distribution of eigenvalues is estimated based on
Bayesian estimation by obtaining observation results of
the ancillary qubit while updating k, β. Since the QPE
circuit also requires RTE operator with a given Hamil-
tonian, the circuit depth required to estimate the min-
imum eigenvalue within a given accuracy can be evalu-
ated from the above discussion as O(logNg). One ex-
ample of utilizing the minimum eigenvalue obtained and
efficiently acquiring its eigenvector by a classical algo-
rithm is to employ an iterative eigensolver, such as the
locally optimal block preconditioned conjugate gradient
(LOBPCG) method, to prepare the appropriate precon-
ditioner and reduce the number of iterations. In the
LOBPCG method, the computational cost per iteration
is determined by the matrix-vector product, so it can be
performed with a cost of O(Ng) for a sparse Hamiltonian.

When the minimum eigenvalue µgs of the Hamiltonian Ĥ
is known, the preconditioner defined as

M = (Ĥ − µgsI)
−1 (31)

leads to rapid convergence to the eigenstate correspond-
ing to µgs. Although exact inverse matrix computation
requires a computational cost of O(N2

g ) even for sparse
matrices, the user’s choice of approximate inverse matrix
computation methods such as the Point-Jacobi method
or incomplete LU factorization may reduce the overall
computation time.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we proposed a quantum-classical hy-
brid scheme of orbital-free density functional theory
(OFDFT) as a first step towards a materials calculation
method for large-scale systems using quantum computer.
Specifically, we adopted OFDFT, which repeatedly deter-
mines the ground state of the single-electron Schrödinger
equation, and performed the first quantized form of the
probabilistic imaginary-time evolution (PITE) and quan-
tum phase estimation (QPE) for the ground state calcu-
lation and smallest eigenvalue estimation, respectively,
with circuit depth O(logNg). Indeed, the electron den-
sity of the ground state composed of sp3 bonds of the
Si primitive cell is successfully obtained by updating the
electron density using PITE and the Broyden method.

Further studies would include a more efficient imple-
mentation of real-time evolution (RTE) operator gener-
ated by potential terms and a more efficient readout of
the output state of PITE sotored in quantum register.
For realistic material calculation problem sizes and com-
putational objectives, it is also important to know how
much benefit is provided by the use of the QPE which
gives the lowest eigenvalue to obtain the electron density
of the ground state. As a further application of quantum

computation, it may also be useful to apply it to up-
dating the orbital-free Hamiltonian, i.e. the part where
vloc(r) is calculated from the electron density. Another
approach to large scale materials calculations has been
proposed to perform the Kohn-Sham DFT (KSDFT) [56],
which is also a quantum-classical hybrid scheme [57]. Al-
though it is difficult to calculate the total energy using
this method because the Kohn-Sham orbitals are not ob-
tained directly, it is worth noting that KSDFT, which is
said to have a computational cost of O(N3

g ) on classical
computers, can be performed in O(Ng) using quantum
computers.
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