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Fault-tolerant quantum computing is a promising technology to solve linear partial differential equa-
tions that are classically demanding to integrate. It is still challenging to solve non-linear equations
in fluid dynamics, such as the Burgers equation, using quantum computers. We propose a novel
quantum algorithm to solve the Burgers equation. With the Cole–Hopf transformation that maps
the fluid velocity field u to a new field ψ, we apply a sequence of quantum gates to solve the resulting
linear equation and obtain the quantum state |ψ⟩ that encodes the solution ψ. We also propose
an efficient way to extract stochastic properties of u, namely the multi-point functions of u, from
the quantum state of |ψ⟩. Our algorithm offers an exponential advantage over the classical finite
difference method in terms of the number of spatial grids when a perturbativity condition in the
information-extracting step is met.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the recent rapid development of hardware plat-
forms, quantum computing attracts great interest and
hope in physical science [1–8], including cosmology and
astrophysics [9–16]. Although we are still in the era of
noisy intermediate-scale quantum technologies (NISQ)
[17], there have been a variety of studies aimed at fault-
tolerant quantum computing (FTQC) [18–21], which en-
ables us to tackle classically intractable problems. Fluid
dynamics continues to provide such challenging prob-
lems. For instance, [14–16, 22] proposed quantum algo-
rithms to integrate the collisionless Boltzmann equation
(CBE) [23], which describes the evolution of a dilute sys-
tem such as rarefied gas, and cosmic neutrinos and dark
matter in the structure formation of the universe.

There remains an “apparent” limitation that quantum
computing is applicable to only linear problems in a di-
rect manner because of the linearity of quantum oper-
ations. Although quantum algorithms to solve a wide
class of linear problems have been proposed [24–29], solv-
ing nonlinear problems has been a challenging task for
FTQC algorithms.

Nevertheless, applying quantum computing to non-
linear problems such as the Navier–Stokes equation
(NSE) is important and timely. The NSE is a nonlinear
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partial differential equation that governs fluid dynamics
[30], and there are a broad range of potential applica-
tions in astrophysics and cosmology , e.g. the primordial
gravitational wave [31–33] and the primordial magnetic
field [34–38] coupled with a photon-baryon plasma in the
early universe, as listed in Ref. [39]. Although no gen-
eral framework is known to efficiently solve the NSE, a
variety of attempts have been proposed [40–45].

Several approaches have been proposed to deal with
non-linear problems with FTQC algorithms. Many of
them are based on linearization of the non-linear equa-
tions by introducing a large number of auxiliary vari-
ables [46–48]. Practically, we need to truncate auxiliary
variables at a finite number, and this is guaranteed to
work only for problems and systems with moderate non-
linearity.

An intriguing example is the one-dimensional Burgers
equation [49, 50]. It is a non-linear equation that de-
scribes the time evolution of fluid velocity u, and can be
viewed as the simplest model of non-linear fluid dynam-
ics and hence as an important first step to solve the full
NSE [51, 52]. A crucial point is that the one-dimensional
Burgers equation is transformed to a linear heat equation
by the Cole–Hopf transformation [53, 54], which maps u
to a new field ψ. However, this does not mean that Burg-
ers turbulence is completely understood. Turbulence ve-
locities are described by the Burgers equation, and its
stochastic properties have been extensively investigated
[55–60].

In the present study, we propose a quantum algo-
rithm to measure the statistical properties of the one-
dimensional Burgers turbulence. We apply the quantum
differential equation solver [61] to the equation obtained
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by the Cole–Hopf transformation on the Burgers equa-
tion to get the quantum state |ψ⟩ that encodes the solu-
tion ψ in the amplitudes. Furthermore, from |ψ⟩, we ex-
tract the statistical properties of the solution, specifically,
the multi-point functions of u, via estimating expectation
values of some operators. This is a well-defined and well-
suited task for quantum computing. If one would like
to understand the full real-space configuration, measure-
ment with a given accuracy would cost an enormous time
complexity. In contrast, we aim at deriving only a lim-
ited number of values as classical data from a quantum
state, taking full advantage of a quantum speedup. In
this information extraction step, due to the nonlinear-
ity of the Cole–Hopf transformation, we need to apply a
certain approximation that a perturbative nature holds
with respect to ψ, which is non-trivial for fluid with a
large Reynolds number. Nevertheless, when the pertur-
bative condition holds, our algorithm offers an exponen-
tial advantage over the classical finite difference method
in terms of the number of spatial grids. To validate our
approach, we perform simple test calculations and show
that the solution by our method is sufficiently accurate
compared to that without the approximation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the Burgers equation and multi-point functions of
the velocity field. In Sec. III, we present our algorithm
to solve the Burgers equation and extract the multi-point
functions from the solution-encoding quantum state. In
Sec. IV, we discuss the complexity analysis for our algo-
rithm and possible generalizations, along with present-
ing the results of numerical demonstrations. Sec. V con-
cludes this paper.

II. BURGERS TURBULENCE

A. Burgers equation and Cole–Hopf transformation

We consider a velocity field u(t, x) in one-dimensional
system, which is governed by the Burgers equation

∂tu+ u∂xu = ν∂2xu, (1)

where ν > 0 is a viscosity coefficient that dissipates ki-
netic energy into heat. The advection term introduces a
nonlinearity, of which significance may be quantified as
the Reynolds number,

Re :=
ul

ν
, (2)

where l is the typical length scale of the system, and
Re ≫ 1 implies a highly nonlinear state.

However, irrespectively of how large the Reynolds
number is, Hopf [53] and Cole [54] found that, by in-
troducing a new field ψ, s.t.

ψ = exp

(
− 1

2ν

∫ x

dy u(y)

)
, (3)

or equivalently,

u = −2ν
∂xψ

ψ
, (4)

Eq. (1) is reduced to a linear heat equation

∂tψ = ν∂2xψ. (5)

The heat equation can be formally integrated, al-
though its numerical evaluation is not necessarily easy.
Our aim is to bypass the nonlinearity of the original prob-
lem with the Cole–Hopf transformation and take advan-
tage of the linear nature of quantum computing. Note
that solving the heat equation with a quantum speedup
is an area of study [62], but we do not extensively inves-
tigate this point in this work.

B. Statistical quantities of Burgers turbulence

We suppose that we are interested in statistical quan-
tities, namely the multi-point functions, of the velocity
field. We define the multi-point functions P (n) and the
higher-order moments I(n) for n ≥ 2 of the velocity field

P (n) ({xi − x0}i=1,···n−1, t) :=

n−1∏
i=0

u(xi, t), (6)

I(n)(t) := P (n) ({0}i=0,···n−1, t) , (7)

where the bar takes a volume average, where X({xi}i) :=
(1/L)

∫ L
0
dx′X({x′ + xi}i) for a general function X with

the periodic boundary condition, of the inside. We may
further average over ensembles, when we have a bunch of
random initial conditions, to explore the universal prop-
erties of turbulence with those initial conditions.
In the following sections, we will propose an algorithm

to measure these quantities up to a common normaliza-
tion factor among all the quantities.

III. QUANTUM ALGORITHM

In this section, we will explain that the Burgers equation
can be solved efficiently, by using a quantum computer.
The algorithm to compute the multi-point functions

for one realization of the velocity field proceeds in the
following three steps:

• Classical to quantum:
loading the initial condition into the quantum state
(Sec. III A)

• Quantum operation:
integration of the heat equation (Sec. III B)

• Quantum to classical:
extracting the wanted information (Sec. III C)

On top of this, in Sec. IIID, we explain how to effi-
ciently take an ensemble average of the multi-point func-
tions.
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A. Implementing the initial condition

We discretize the spatial coordinate 0 ≤ x ≤ L into Nx =
2nx grids and impose, for now, the periodic boundary
condition. Generalization to non-periodic conditions will
be discussed in Sec. IV. We assume that we have an oracle
Oψ′

0
to generate a quantum state encoding the initial

value of ∂xψ:

Oψ′
0
|0⟩ = |∂xψ(0)⟩ . (8)

Here, we define

|∂xψ(t)⟩ :=
Nx−1∑
j=0

∂xψj(t)

N (t)
|j⟩ (9)

where ∂xψj(t) := ∂xψ(j∆x, t), and ∆x := L/Nx.
A normalization factor N is introduced so that
⟨∂xψ(t)|∂xψ(t)⟩ = 1.
The methods to generate a quantum state encoding a

known function like Eq. (9) have been investigated in the
literature. For example, if ∂xψ(x, 0) is analytically calcu-
lated and satisfies some conditions, the Grover-Rudolph
method [63] and other methods [64–68] can be used. If
∂xψj(0) is given pointwise and the values are stored in
the quantum random access memory [69], we can gener-
ate |∂xψ(0)⟩ by the method in Ref. [70].

B. Integration of the heat equation

Let us discretize the heat equation (5). In terms of ∂xψ,
Eq. (5) is

∂t∂xψ = ν∂2x∂xψ. (10)

By normalizing the temporal coordinate properly and
discretizing the spatial coordinate, it becomes

d∂xψj
dτ

= ∂xψj−1 − 2∂xψj + ∂xψj+1, j ∈ ZNx
, (11)

where we introduced a normalized temporal coordinate
τ := νt/∆x2. Equation (11) can also be written as

d∂xψ

dτ
= A∂xψ, A :=


−2 1 0 · · · 1
1 −2 1 · · · 0
0 1 −2 · · · 0

· · ·
1 0 · · · 1 −2

 , (12)

which is integrated formally as

∂xψ(τ) = eAτ∂xψ(0). (13)

Obtaining |∂xψ(τ)⟩ as a quantum state is possible as
shown in Corollary 16 of Ref. [61]. By noting ∥A∥ ≤

√
∥A∥1∥A∥∞ = 41, an oracle Oψ′

τ
that act on the ini-

tial state |∂xψ(0)⟩ to generate |∂xψ(τ)⟩ with an error
tolerance ϵ1 > 0 costs

Õ
(

||∂xψ0||
||∂xψ(τ)||

τ × polylog

(
1

ϵ1

))
queries to UA, (14)

and O
(

||∂xψ0||
||∂xψ(τ)||

)
queries to Oψ′

0
, (15)

where UA is a block-encoding of A. If the block-encoding
of A has an error ϵ2, the factor eAτ in Eq. (13) has a
relative error ϵ2τ , resulting in a total error ϵ1 + ϵ2τ for
the state |∂xψ(τ)⟩. According to Ref. [71] (Lemma 48 in
the full-version), with A’s sparsity and max norm being
3 and 2, respectively, we can implement a (6, nx + 3, ϵ2)
block-encoding2 of A, using

O
(
nx + log

5
2

(
18

ϵ2

))
fundamental gates (16)

and O(log5/2(18/ϵ2)) ancilla qubits, along with

O(1) calls to the sparse-access oracles for A. (17)

We will discuss query complexity of our algorithm in
terms of the numbers of uses of the sparse-access oracles,
which access elements of a sparse matrix, and fundamen-
tal gates, i.e., a universal set of one- and two-qubit gates,
not included therein.
At this point, we have an oracle Oψ′

τ
Oψ′

0
to gener-

ate the “solution” state |∂xψ(τ)⟩, which has values of
∂xψj(τ) in the amplitude of |j⟩. Nonlinearity in terms of
u and high spatial resolution is achieved up to limitations
originating from the finite discretization scheme.
However, extracting arbitrary information from a

quantum state is a non-trivial task, and we address this
issue in the next section.

C. Retrieving the desired information

In this step, we introduce approximations to extract sta-
tistical information on the velocity field u. We begin by
discussing the two- and three-point functions P (2) and
P (3), and then generalize them to higher-order multi-
point functions.

1. Two-point function

We apply a perturbative description to linearize the rela-
tion between ψ and u. We approximate the velocity field

1 For M = (mij) ∈ Cm×n, ∥M∥ denotes its spectral norm,
∥M∥1 = maxj

∑m
i=1 |mij |, and ∥M∥∞ = maxi

∑n
j=1 |mij |.

2 For the definition of (α, a, ϵ) block-encoding, where α, ϵ > 0 and
a ∈ N, see Ref. [71].
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u as

uj ≃ −ν∂xψj
ψ̄

, (18)

where we replace ψ in the denominator with the spatial

average ψ̄ := 1
L

∫ L
0
ψ(x, t)dx. Hereafter, we will consider

the statistics on the right-hand side of Eq. (18), but iden-
tifying both sides is not always trivial. See the discussion
in Sec. IV. With this approximation, we have

|u⟩ :=
∑
j

uj
||u||

|j⟩

≃ − |∂xψ(t)⟩ . (19)

Then, the two-point function of the velocity field
P (2)(r = ρ∆x), ρ ∈ ZNx

can be approximated as

P (2) (r) = u(x)u(x+ r)

= N−1
x

Nx−1∑
k=0

ukuk+ρ

= N−1
x ||u||2

Nx−1∑
j,k=0

C
(2)
jk (ρ)

uj
||u||

uk
||u||

. (20)

Here, C
(2)
jk (ρ) is given by

C
(2)
jk (ρ) :=

∑
σ,σ′

δj−σ,k−σ′c
(2)
σσ′(ρ), (21)

where

c
(2)
σσ′(ρ) :=

+
1

2

(σ, σ′) = (0, ρ),
(σ, σ′) = (ρ, 0),

0 otherwise
(22)

for ρ ̸= 0, and

c
(2)
σσ′(0) :=

{
1 σ = σ′ = 0,
0 otherwise

(23)

for ρ = 0. From Eq. (20), we obtain an expression for the
two-point function P (2)(r, τ) normalized by the second
moment I(2)(τ) = P (2)(0, τ),

P (2) (r, τ)

I(2)(τ)
=

〈
u(τ)|C(2)(ρ)|u(τ)

〉〈
u(τ)|C(2)(0)|u(τ)

〉 . (24)

Both the numerator and the denominator are O(1) quan-
tities, as understood from the expression in Eq. (20),
where N−1

x ||u||2 = O(1).
The values of the numerator and the denominator in

the right-hand side can be measured by applying the
overlap estimation algorithm [72]. For that purpose, we
decompose C(2)(ρ) as

C(2)(ρ) =
1

2

(
P ρNx

+ P−ρ
Nx

)
, (25)

where PNx
is the cyclic increment

PNx
:=

Nx−2∑
j=0

|j + 1⟩ ⟨j|+ |0⟩ ⟨Nx − 1| , (26)

which is impremented with O(nx) fundamental gates
and ancilla qubits [73]. Therefore, for ρ =∑nx

a=0 ρa2
a, because we can decompose P ρNx

as P ρNx
=∏nx

a=0 δρa,1P2nx−a ⊗ 12a , we can construct P ρNx
with

O(n2x) fundamental gates (27)

and O(nx) ancilla qubits, which is reused in each P2nx−a .
Since P ρNx

is unitary, we can estimate ⟨u(τ)|P ρNx
|u(τ)⟩

by the overlap estimation algorithm in [72], making

O
(

1

ϵ3

)
queries to P±ρ

Nx
, P±ρ±2

Nx
, and Ouτ , (28)

where Ouτ
:= −Oψ′

τ
Oψ′

0
, to achieve an error tolerance

ϵ3 > 0. After measuring the numerator and the denomi-
nator separately, one can obtain the value of Eq. (24) for
given r and τ with the precision ϵ1 + τϵ2 + ϵ3.

2. Three-point function

Next, we discuss the three-point functions of the veloc-
ity field. To reduce the computational complexity of
reading out classical information, we introduce sub-grids,
xcgk := 2nx−mk∆x, where an integerm ≥ 1 is taken inde-
pendent of nx, and coarse-grain the high-resolution |u⟩
onto the sub-grids. This is motivated when the small-
scale modes are nonsignificant because increasing nx be-
yond the smallest among the relevant scales of turbulence
would not provide better information. We can integrate
out the small-scale modes within each sub-grid by acting
Hadamard gates on the subspace corresponding to the
last nx −m digits of each |j⟩:

|u⟩cg := 12m ⊗H⊗nx−m|u⟩

=

2m−1∑
k=0

ucg k|k⟩|0⟩ss + |⊥⟩, (29)

where H is the Hadamard gate,

ucg k := 2−
nx−m

2

2nx−m(k+1)−1∑
j=2nx−mk

uj
||u||

, (30)

|0⟩ss := |0⟩⊗nx−m, 12m is the indentity opeartor on the
first m qubits, and |⊥⟩ is a garbage state such that
(12m ⊗ |0⟩ss ⟨0|ss) |⊥⟩ = 0. Hereafter, we define Oucg

:=
(12m ⊗H⊗nx−m)Ouτ

so that Oucg
|0⟩ = |u⟩cg.

Then, a three-point function of the velocity field
P (3)(r1 = 2nx−mρ1∆x, r2 =nx−m ρ2∆x), ρ1, ρ2 ∈ Z2m

can be approximated as

P (3) (r1, r2)
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≃ 2−nx

2nx−1∑
j=0

ujuj+2nx−mρ1uj+2nx−mρ2

≃ 2−
3
2nx+

1
2m||u||3

2m−1∑
j,k,l=0

C
(3)
jkl(ρ1, ρ2)ucg jucg kucg l. (31)

Here, in the second equality, we replace uj , j ∈
[2nx−mk, 2nx−m(k + 1)− 1] with

2−(nx−m)

2nx−m(k+1)−1∑
j′=2nx−mk

uj′ = 2−
nx−m

2 ||u||ucg k, (32)

assuming that u is coherent over the length scale 2−mL,
i.e., smaller-scale modes within the scale 2−mL are sub-
dominant. We define

C
(3)
jkl(ρ1, ρ2) :=

∑
σ,σ′,σ′′

δj−σ,k−σ′δj−σ,l−σ′′c
(3)
σσ′σ′′(ρ1, ρ2) (33)

and

c
(3)
σσ′σ′′(ρ1, ρ2) := S

[{
1 (σ, σ′, σ′′) = (0, ρ1, ρ2)

0 otherwise

]
, (34)

where S is symmetrization with respect to the indices.
Note that the prefactor in front of the summation in
Eq. (31) scales as O(2m/2), independently of nx.
From Eq. (31), we obtain an expression for the three-

point function P (3)(r1, r2, τ) normalized by the third mo-
ment I(3)(τ) = P (3)(0, 0, τ),

P (3) (r1, r2, τ)

I(3)(τ)
=

〈
U (3)(τ)

∣∣ C̃(3)(ρ1, ρ2)
∣∣U (3)(τ)

〉〈
U (3)(τ)

∣∣ C̃(3)(0, 0)
∣∣U (3)(τ)

〉 , (35)

where we define

∣∣U (3)
〉
:=

|u⟩⊗2
cg ⊗ |0⟩+ |u⟩cg ⊗ |0⟩ ⊗ |1⟩

√
2

(36)

=
∑
j,k

ucg jucg k√
2

|j, k, 0⟩+
∑
l

ucg l√
2
|l, 0, 1⟩+ |⊥⟩ ,

(37)

and

C̃(3) :=

Nx∑
j,k,l=1

C
(3)
jkl

|j, k, 0⟩⟨l, 0, 1|+ |l, 0, 1⟩⟨j, k, 0|
2

⊗|0⟩ss⟨0|ss, (38)

where |⊥⟩ is the garbage state originating from the one
that |u⟩cg has, and the projection |0⟩ss⟨0|ss eliminates
the garbage state. Note that, since the prefactor in the
last line in Eq. (31) scales as 2m/2, the numerator and
the denominator in the right-hand side of Eq. (35) are
O(2−m/2).

The state
∣∣U (3)

〉
= OU(3) |0⟩, where OU(3) := Oucg ⊗[

COucg
(1Nx

⊗H)
]
, and H is the Hadamard gate, can be

constructed if we have COucg
:= 1Nx

⊗ |0⟩ ⟨0| + Oucg
⊗

|1⟩ ⟨1|, namely a controlled-Oucg
operation. In the com-

plexity estimate, we assume that COucg
requires the same

query complexity as Oucg
does.

The operator C̃(3) is a matrix of O(1) sparsity and
maximum norm, and it has an (O(1),O(nx), ϵ4) block-
encoding C(3) with O(nx) ancilla qubits. To construct
this, we make O(1) queries to the sparse-access oracles

for C̃(3) and use

O
(
nx + log

5
2

(
1

ϵ4

))
fundamental gates (39)

and O(log5/2(1/ϵ4)) ancilla qubits [71].
Since C(3) is unitary, the numerator and the denomi-

nator in the right-hand side of Eq. (35) can be measured
with the error tolerance 2−m/2ϵ3 by the overlap estima-
tion algorithm [72], which makes

O
(
2

m
2

ϵ3

)
queries to C(3) and OU(3) . (40)

Then, after measuring the numerator and the denomi-
nator separately, one may obtain the value of Eq. (35)
for given r1, r2, and t, with an error tolerance ϵ3. Note
that, if one skips the coarse-graining procedure by taking
m = nx, we need 2−nx/2ϵ3 accuracy in the overlap esti-
mation algorithm to achieve an error tolerance ϵ3 in eval-
uating Eq. (35), implying an exponentially larger query
complexity in Eq. (40).

3. Higher-order multi-point function

We then generalize the procedure to the higher-order
multi-point functions. For a general integer n, we may
approximate

P (n)(r)

= 2−
n
2 nx+

n−2
2 m||u||n

∑
j

C
(n)
j (ρ)

n∏
i=1

ucg ji , (41)

where r = (r1, · · · , rn−1), r0 = 0, ρ = 2−nx+mr/∆x ∈
Zn−1, and j = (j1, · · · jn), respectively. The matrix C(n)

is defined such that

C
(n)
j (ρ) :=

∑
σ

δj−σc
(n)
σ (ρ) , (42)

c(n)σ (ρ) := S

[{
1 σ = ρ,

0 otherwise

]
, (43)

where S is symmterization with respect to the indices σi.
If n = 2n′ is an even number, we define∣∣U (2n′)

〉
:= OU(2n′) |0⟩ = |u⟩⊗n

′

cg , (44)

where OU(2n′) := O⊗n′

ucg
is constructed by the following

quantum circuit,
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nx

nx

|0⟩ Oψ′
0

eAτ cg

|U (2n′)⟩

|0⟩a

|0⟩ Oψ′
0

eAτ cg

|0⟩a

Oucg
(Secs. III A and III B)

where cg denotes the coarse-graining procedure. We also
define

C̃(2n′) :=
∑
j

C
(2n′)
j

(
|j1, · · · , jn′⟩⟨jn′+1, · · · , j2n′ |

2

+
|jn′+1, · · · , j2n′⟩⟨j1, · · · , j′n|

2

)
. (45)

This is n!-sparse and has an (O(n!),O(nnx), ϵ4) block-
encoding C(n), which is constructed with

O(1) queries to the sparse-access oracles for C̃(n) (46)

and

O
(
nnx + log

5
2

(
n!

ϵ4

))
fundamental gates. (47)

If n = 2n′ + 1 is an odd number, we define

∣∣U (2n′+1)
〉
:= OU(2n′+1) |0⟩

=
|u⟩⊗n

′+1
cg ⊗ |0⟩+ |u⟩⊗n

′

cg ⊗ |0⟩ ⊗ |1⟩
√
2

, (48)

where OU(2n′+1) := O⊗n′

ucg
⊗
[
COucg

(1Nx
⊗H)

]
is con-

structed by the following quantum circuit,

nx

nx

|0⟩ Oψ′
0

eAτ cg

|U (2n′+1)⟩

|0⟩a

|0⟩ Oψ′
0

eAτ cg

|0⟩a

|0⟩ H

Oucg
(Secs. III A and III B)

and

C̃(2m+1)

:=
∑
j

C
(2n′+1)
j

(
|j1, · · · , jn′+1, 0⟩⟨jn′+2, · · · , j2n′+1, 0, 1|

2

+
|jn′+2, · · · , j2n′+1, 0, 1⟩⟨j1, · · · , jn′+1, 0|

2

)
,

(49)

which also has an (O(n!),O(nnx), ϵ4) block-encoding
with the same cost as Eqs. (46) and (47).

Similarly to the case of P (3), we can obtain

P (n)(r, τ)

I(n)(τ)
=

〈
U (n)(τ)

∣∣ C̃(n)(ρ)
∣∣U (n)(τ)

〉〈
U (n)(τ)

∣∣ C̃(n)(0)
∣∣U (n)(τ)

〉 (50)

by applying the overlap estimation algorithm [72]. To
achieve error tolerance ϵ3, we have to make

O

(
2

n−2
2 m

ϵ3

)
queries to C(n) and OU(n) . (51)

D. Taking ensemble averages

So far, we have discussed computing spatial correlations
of the velocity field for a single realization of Burgers
turbulence. As discussed in Sec. D.2 of Ref. [15], we
can extend it to taking ensemble averages of multiple
realizations.

To this end, we assume that we have Nen = 2nen initial
conditions and have an oracle

OIC :=

(
Nen∑
α=1

O
ψ

′(α)
0

⊗ |α⟩ ⟨α|

)(
1Nx ⊗H⊗nen

)
(52)
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so that a superposition of Nen initial conditions are gen-
erated as

OIC |0⟩ = 2−
nen
2

Nen∑
α=1

∣∣∣∂xψ(α)(0)
〉
|α⟩ , (53)

where we introduce additional nen qubits to label the
ensembles.

We then integrate the heat equation as explained in
Sec. III B. We apply Oψ′

τ
⊗ 1Nen

to the state (53) with
error tolerance ϵ1 for the integration algorithm and ϵ2 for
the block-encoding of A. With the approximation (19),
this yields

2−
nen
2

Nen∑
α=1

|u(α)⟩ |α⟩ , (54)

where |u(α)⟩ :=
∑
j

u
(α)
j

||u(α)||
|j⟩ encodes the solution u(α)

with the α-th initial condition. By applying the coarse-
graining operation described in Sec. III C 2, we obtain

2−
nen
2

Nen∑
α=1

|u(α)⟩cg |α⟩ , (55)

where |u(α)⟩cg is given as Eq. (29) with u = u(α).
Then, using the above operation, we can generate

|U (n)⟩en := 2−
nen
2

Nen∑
α=1

|U (n,α)⟩|α⟩, (56)

where U (n,α) is given as Eq. (44) or (48) with u = u(α).
Defining the ensemble average of the n-point function as

〈
P (n)(r)

〉
:= 2−nen

Nen∑
α=1

P (n,α)(r), (57)

where P (n,α)(r) is the n-point function for u(α), and〈
I(n)

〉
:=
〈
P (n)(0)

〉
, we see that〈

P (n)(r)
〉〈

I(n)
〉 =

⟨U (n)|en C̃(n)(ρ)⊗ 1Nen
|U (n)⟩en

⟨U (n)|en C̃(n)(0)⊗ 1Nen
|U (n)⟩en

, (58)

and thus we can calculate this in a parallel way to the
procedure in Sec. III C. Namely, we perform the overlap
estimation with an error tolerance ϵ3, by replacing C(2)

and C(n) with C(2) ⊗ 1 and C(n) ⊗ 1, respectively.

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Total complexity

We first estimate the complexity of the algorithm, apart
from the discretization error, which is common in both
quantum and classical algorithms and may be reduced

by implementing higher-order stencils. Our algorithm
accepts errors of O(ϵ1 + τϵ2 + ϵ3 + ϵ4) for P

(n)/I(n). By
taking τϵ2 ∼ ϵ and ϵ1 ∼ ϵ3 ∼ ϵ4 ∼ ϵ to be of the order
of the desired error tolerance ϵ, we require query com-
plexities at each step of the operation as summarized in
TABLE I. In total, to measure P (n)/I(n) for a general n,
we make

O
(
2

n−2
2 mn

||∂xψ0||
||∂xψ(τ)||

τ

ϵ
polylog

(
1

ϵ

)(
nx + log

5
2

(τ
ϵ

)))
=Õ

(
2

n−2
2 mn

||∂xψ0||
||∂xψ(τ)||

nxτ

ϵ

)
(59)

uses of sparse-access queries and other fundamental gates
and use

O
(
nx + log

5
2

(τ
ϵ

))
(60)

ancilla qubits, where nx = logNx and τ = νt/∆x2. In
particular, for n = 2, we can use Eq. (25) to construct
C(n=2) with O(n2x) fundamental gates instead of ap-
plying the sparse-oracle-based block-encoding technique,
and the number of uses of other oracles and fundamen-
tal gates is also reduced. Note that, if ∂ψ0 has large
long-wavelength modes, which dissipate slowly, then the
growth of the factor ||∂xψ0||/||∂xψ(τ)|| is slow as well.
This can be significantly less than a naive estimate of

the classical complexity. Since ψ(x, t) is the convolution
of ψ(0, t) and the heat kernel, it takes O(Nx) computa-
tions to obtain u(x, t) for a given (x, t). To compute P (n),
we identify the ensemble average with the spatial average
and compute u(x, t) at all sites xj for a given t, which
costs O(N2

x) computations in total. Therefore, when one
increases Nx to achieve high-resolution simulation, our
quantum algorithm is exponentially faster.

B. Validity of the assumptions and generalization

Next, let us clarify what assumptions are made for our
algorithm to work and discuss possible generalizations to
go beyond the direct application of the algorithm.

1. Periodic boundary condition

In Sec. IIIA, we imposed the periodic boundary condi-
tion on ψ. We can straightforwardly generalize the algo-
rithm to another boundary condition, say the Dirichlet
boundary condition, by just modifying the matrix A and
C(n). The complexity estimate of our algorithm does not
change with this modification.

2. Approximation in Eq. (18)

An issue is the applicability of Eq. (18). The approxima-
tion is not always valid for a large Reynolds number. If
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purpose n oracle number of uses

initial value
encoding

- Oψ′
0

O

(
||∂xψ0||
||∂xψ(τ)||

2
n−2
2
mn

ϵ

)
= n×Eq. (15)×Eq. (51)

time integration
-

sparse-access
oracles for A

O

(
||∂xψ0||
||∂xψ(τ)||

2
n−2
2
mnτ

ϵ
polylog

(
1

ϵ

))
= n×Eq. (14)×Eq. (17)×Eq. (51)

-
other

fundamental
gates

O

(
||∂xψ0||
||∂xψ(τ)||

2
n−2
2
mnτ

ϵ

(
nx + log

5
2

(τ
ϵ

))
polylog

(
1

ϵ

))
= n×Eq. (14)×Eq. (16)×Eq. (51)

block-encoding

of C̃(n)
n ≥ 3

sparse-access

oracles for C̃(n) O

(
2

n−2
2
m

ϵ

)
=Eq. (46)× Eq. (51)

other
fundamental

gates
O

(
2

n−2
2
m

ϵ

(
nnx + log

5
2

(
n!

ϵ

)))
=Eq. (47)× Eq. (51)

2
fundamental

gates
O
(
n2
x

ϵ

)
=Eq. (27)×Eq. (51)

TABLE I. The number of uses of various oracles in the proposed method to calculate the n-point function. Subdominant
contributions and additional ones for controlled operations are neglected.

we decompose ψ into homogeneous and fluctuation parts
as ψ(x) = ψ̄+δψ(x), a naive estimate δψ/ψ̄ ∼ Re implies
that the equation is not a good approximation when the
Reynolds number is large.

To classically demonstrate the difference between us-
ing the approximation Eq. (18) and the exact relation
Eq. (4), we take a random initial condition,

ψ(x, 0) = eξ0+
∑jmax

j=1 (ξj cos 2πjx
L +ξjmax+j sin 2πjx

L ), (61)

where ξj , j = 1, · · · , 2jmax are random variables gener-
ated by a normal distribution with the expectation value
0 and the standard deviation σξ. Here we take σξ = 0.3,
jmax = 5, and nx = 7, and obtain an initial condition
of ψ as shown in the red-solid line in Fig. 1. The green-
solid and beige-solid lines represent the evolution of ψ,
and the blue-dashed line represents ψ̄. We see that a
long-wavelength mode survives and ψ typically deviates
from ψ̄ by more than ∼ 10% until τ = 0.02. As a test of
the validity of the approximation, we plot in Fig. 2 the
flatness β defined as

β :=
I(4)(
I(2)

)2 − 3. (62)

This generally approaches β = −3/2 in a perturbative
regime (see Appendix A), and we thus expect that cal-
culating β would be useful as a test also in quantum
computing on future real hardware. In Fig. 2, both the
exact value (solid line) and the approximation (dashed
line) converge to the asymptotic value in the perturba-
tive regime, β = −3/2, at τ ∼ 0.02. We see that our
approximation works in the late dissipative regime, even
though δψ is set large at the beginning.

τ=0

τ=0.01

τ=0.02

-0.4 -0.2 0.2 0.4
x

1

2

3

4
ψ

FIG. 1. An example of the evolution of ψ with a random
initial condition given in Eq. (61) (Red-solid line at τ = 0,
green-solid at τ = 0.01, and beige-solid at τ = 0.02). We also
show the spatial average ψ̄ with the blue-dashed line.

3. Homogeneous background

We assumed the existence of a homogeneous background
ψ̄. Therefore, for example, a Brownian motion, which is
often taken in the literature as the initial condition [74–
77], is beyond the direct applicability of our algorithm
because it does not have a homogeneous baseline ψ̄.

To generalize the assumption, suppose that we can
find a linear baseline for the initial condition of interest,
namely, ψj(0) = ψ̄j(0) + δψj(0), where ψ̄j(0) = aj + b
and δψj(0) is statistically homogeneous. Then, the base-
line does not evolve in time, and a similar discussion in
the previous sections holds. We may modify definitions
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β

βapprox

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
τ

-2.0

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

β

FIG. 2. Comparison between the values of flatness β obtained
by the approximation Eq. (18) (green-dashed) and the exact
relation Eq. (4) (red-solid).

of C
(n)
j and replace C

(n)
j /(ψ̄)n with

1

(ψ̄)n
C

(n)
j →

∑
σ

δj−σ
c
(n)
σ

(a(j1 − σ1) + b)2
. (63)

However, we note that how large the computational cost
becomes depends on min{ax + b} because it affects the
cost of block-encoding and the error tolerance in the mea-
surement. We will leave such an extension for future
work.

V. CONCLUSION

We developed an FTQC algorithm to measure the
statistical properties of Burgers turbulence. By applying
the Cole–Hopf transformation, we are able to effectively
linearize the non-linear equation in terms of a redefined
field. From the solution as a quantum state, we can
extract classical information about the multi-point
functions of the original velocity field. Although there
is a limitation in the information extraction step for
turbulence with a high Reynolds number, our algorithm
offers exponential advantages over classical methods in
terms of the number of spatial grids Nx (from O(N2

x) to

Õ(polylogNx)). This work serves as a proof of concept
for solving non-linear systems using quantum computing.
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Appendix A: Perturbative flatness for a plane wave
initial condition

For the plane-wave initial condition,

ψ(x, 0) = 1 + δm sin

(
2πmx

L

)
, m ∈ Z+, (A1)

one can analytically integrate Eq. (5) to obtain

ψ(x, t) = 1 + δm sin

(
2πmx

L

)
exp

(
−4π2m2τ

N2
x

)
. (A2)

In the large τ limit, it is clear that ||ψ0||/||ψ(τ)|| = 1.
We can also easily compute β. The velocity field, u,

is computed by the relation (4), and by expanding ⟨u2⟩
and ⟨u4⟩ by powers of δm, one obtains

⟨u2⟩ =
(
4πmνδm

L

)2
1

2
exp

(
−8π2m2τ

N2
x

)
·
(
1 +

3δ2m
4

exp

(
−8π2m2τ

N2
x

)
+ · · ·

)
, (A3)

⟨u4⟩ =
(
4πmνδm

L

)4
3

8
exp

(
−16π2m2τ

N2
x

)
·
(
1 +

5δ2m
3

exp

(
−8π2m2τ

N2
x

)
+ · · ·

)
. (A4)

By substituting it into Eq. (62), one obtains

β = −3

2

(
1− δ2m

6
exp

(
−8π2m2τ

N2
x

)
+ · · ·

)
. (A5)
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