
ar
X

iv
:2

11
2.

01
65

5v
3 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 8
 O

ct
 2

02
2

Quantum Algorithm for Solving a Quadratic Nonlinear System of Equations

Cheng Xue,1, 2, 3 Xiao-Fan Xu,1, 2 Yu-Chun Wu,1, 2, 4, 3, ∗ and Guo-Ping Guo1, 2, 4, 3, 5

1CAS Key Laboratory of Quantum Information, University of Science

and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui, 230026, P. R. China
2CAS Center For Excellence in Quantum Information and Quantum Physics,

University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui, 230026, P. R. China
3Institute of Artificial Intelligence, Hefei Comprehensive National Science Center, Hefei, Anhui, 230026, P. R. China

4Hefei National Laboratory, Hefei, Anhui, 230088, P. R. China
5Origin Quantum Computing Company Limited, Hefei, Anhui, 230026, P. R. China

Solving a quadratic nonlinear system of equations (QNSE) is a fundamental, but important,
task in nonlinear science. We propose an efficient quantum algorithm for solving n-dimensional
QNSE. Our algorithm embeds QNSE into a finite-dimensional system of linear equations using the
homotopy perturbation method and a linearization technique; then we solve the linear equations with
a quantum linear system solver and obtain a state which is ǫ-close to the normalized exact solution
of the QNSE with success probability Ω(1). The complexity of our algorithm is O(polylog(n/ǫ)),
which provides an exponential improvement over the optimal classical algorithm in dimension n,
and the dependence on ǫ is almost optimal. Therefore, our algorithm exponentially accelerates the
solution of QNSE and has wide applications in all kinds of nonlinear problems, contributing to the
research progress of nonlinear science.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear equations appear in many natural and social
sciences, such as fluid dynamics [1], biology [2], atmo-
spheric dynamics [3], and nonlinear vibration mechanics
[4]. By solving nonlinear equations, we understand var-
ious nonlinear phenomena, such as turbulence [5], chaos
[6], and fractal [7]. Most nonlinear equations have no
or hardly solvable analytical solutions, such that many
numerical methods have been developed [8]. When the
dimension of the nonlinear equations is large, solving the
nonlinear equations with classical computers requires too
many computational resources and may exceed the abil-
ity of classical computers. There is great demand for de-
veloping more efficient algorithms for solving nonlinear
equations.
Quantum computing is a new model of computation

which provides a quantum advantage in some specific
problems [9–11]. A typical example is solving linear
equations, where quantum computing provides exponen-
tial acceleration [11]. There are already many quantum
algorithms for solving various linear equations, such as
systems of linear equations [11–14] and linear differential
equations [15–28]. A natural idea is to use quantum com-
puting to accelerate the solution of nonlinear equations.
In recent years, some quantum algorithms for solving
nonlinear differential equations have been proposed, such
as nonlinear ordinary differential equations [29–36], the
nonlinear Schrödinger equation [37], and Navier-stokes
equations [38, 39].
However, there are still few quantum algorithms for

solving a system of nonlinear equations. A related algo-
rithm proposed by Qian et al. [40] is based on Grover’s

∗ wuyuchun@ustc.edu.cn

algorithm [10] and provides polynomial acceleration. An-
other related work is the quantum Newton’s method pro-
posed by Xue et al [41]. The quantum Newton’s method
is a quantum-classical hybrid algorithm constructed us-
ing quantum random access memory [42–44] and l∞ to-
mography [45]. Influenced by the sample complexity of
l∞ tomography, the quantum advantage of the quantum
Newton’s method is verified only by numerical simula-
tion. Whether there are more effective quantum algo-
rithms for solving a system of nonlinear equations re-
quires further research.

In this paper, we focus on a special kind of system of
nonlinear equations, the quadratic nonlinear system of
equations (QNSE). QNSE appears in all kinds of non-
linear problems, such as quadratic programming [46],
nonlinear element analysis [47], and nonlinear differen-
tial equations [48]. In specific, QNSE often appears when
solving quadratic nonlinear differential equations, includ-
ing the Navier-Stokes equations in fluid dynamics [1], the
logistic equation in biology [2], and the Lorenz system in
atmospheric dynamics [3]. QNSE also appears when solv-
ing nonlinear differential equations in which the degree of
nonlinear polynomials is higher than two because these
differential equations can be approximate to quadratic
nonlinear differential equations [49]. Therefore, solving
QNSE is a fundamental and important task, and the al-
gorithm for accelerating the solution of QNSE has a wide
range of applications.

We propose an effective quantum algorithm for solv-
ing n-dimensional QNSE. In our algorithm, based on the
homotopy perturbation method and a linearization tech-
nique, QNSE is embedded in a finite-dimensional sys-
tem of linear equations. Then the condition number of
the finite-dimensional system is optimized by splitting
some subspaces of the finite-dimensional system. Next,
we solve the system of linear equations with a quan-
tum linear system solver [11, 12] and obtain a state
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which is ǫ-close to the normalized exact solution of the
QNSE with success probability Ω(1), where Ω represents
an asymptotic notation [50], which provides the asymp-
totic lower bound. The complexity of our algorithm is
O(polylog(n/ǫ)), which provides an exponential improve-
ment over the optimal classical algorithm in dimension
n, and the dependence on ǫ is almost optimal. Our algo-
rithm places some constraints on the QNSE; it is suitable
when the linear component of the QNSE is well condi-
tioned and is dominant in QNSE.
This paper is organized as follows. Sec. II gives the

definition of QNSE. The details of our algorithm are in-
troduced in Sec. III. Sec. IV gives the main result of
our algorithm. Then we give some applications of our
algorithm in Sec. V. Finally, conclusions and discussions
of our work are given in Sec. VI.

II. QUADRATIC NONLINEAR SYSTEM OF

EQUATIONS

In this paper, QNSE is defined as

F0 + F1x+ F2x
⊗2 = 0, (1)

where x ∈ R
n and Fi ∈ R

n × R
ni

. We also have the
following assumptions and definitions for Eq. (1):

(1) F1 is invertible.

(2) F1 and F2 are s-sparse.

(3) Parameters α, β, and R are defined as

α := ‖F−1
1 ‖‖F0‖,

β := ‖F−1
1 ‖‖F2‖,

R := max{4αβ, ‖F0‖}.
(2)

In this paper, if not specifically noted otherwise,
‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖2.

(4) Oracles OF1 and OF2 extract nonzero elements of
F1 and F2, respectively. OF1 consists of OF11 and
OF12, and OF2 consists of OF21 and OF22, which
are written as

OF11|i〉|j〉 = |i〉|f1(i, j)〉, (3)

OF12|i〉|j〉|z〉 = |i〉|j〉|z ⊕ (F1)i,j〉, (4)

OF21|i〉|j〉 = |i〉|f2(i, j)〉, (5)

OF22|i〉|j〉|z〉 = |i〉|j〉|z ⊕ (F2)i,j〉, (6)

where f1(i, j) and f2(i, j) represent the column in-
dex of the jth nonzero entry of the ith row of F1

and F2 respectively.

(5) An oracle OF0 is used to prepare the amplitude
encoding of F0, which is written as

OF0|0〉 =
1

‖F0‖

n−1
∑

i=0

F0,i|i〉. (7)

Formally, the problem to be solved is defined in Prob-
lem 1.

Problem 1 Consider QNSE defined in Eq. (1); x∗ is
an exact solution of Eq. (1), and |x〉 is the amplitude
encoding of x∗, which is written as

|x〉 = 1

‖x∗‖

n−1
∑

i=0

x∗i |i〉. (8)

Given oracles OF0, OF1, and OF2, the goal is to output
a state |x̄〉 such that ‖|x〉 − |x̄〉‖ ≤ ǫ.

III. QUANTUM HOMOTOPY PERTURBATION

METHOD

In this section, we introduce the overall process of our
algorithm. The process contains three steps:

(1) Transform Eq. (1) into another kind of nonlinear
equation with the homotopy perturbation method.

(2) Embed the transformed nonlinear equations into a
finite-dimensional system of linear equations, and
solve the linear equations with a quantum linear
system solver.

(3) Measure some qubits of the output state of the
quantum linear system solver and obtain the target
state which represents a normalized approximate
solution of Eq. (1).

The details of the whole process described above are
introduced in the following three sections.

A. Homotopy perturbation method

The homotopy perturbation method is a classical
method for solving nonlinear equations [51–53]. The
main process of the homotopy perturbation method for
solving Eq. (1) is as follows. We construct the homotopy
ν(p) : [0, 1] → R

n, which satisfies

H(ν, p) = F0 + F1ν + pF2ν
⊗2 = 0. (9)

With homotopy perturbation method, ν is written as

ν = ν0 + pν1 + p2ν2 + · · ·+ pcνc, (10)

where c ∈ N
+. Then substituting Eq. (10) into Eq. (9)

and equating the terms with identical powers of p, we
have















F1νi + F0 = 0, i = 0,

F1νi + F2

j=i−1
∑

j=0

νj ⊗ νi−1−j = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , c.

(11)
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When p = 1, ν is an approximate solution of Eq. (1),
and we define

x̃ = ν(1) = ν0 + ν1 + · · ·+ νc. (12)

The error bound of x̃ is analyzed in Lemma 1.

Lemma 1 Let x∗ represent an exact solution of Eq. (1);
the approximate solution obtained with the homotopy per-
turbation method is x̃ =

∑c
i=0 νi. When R < 1 and

c ≥ log1/R
α

ǫ(1−R) , where α and R are defined in Eq. (2),

x̃ satisfies

‖x∗ − x̃‖ ≤ ǫ. (13)

The proof of Lemma 1 is given in Appendix A. From
Lemma 1 we see that when R < 1, Eq. (12) is convergent;
the solution error ǫ decreases exponentially with c.

B. Linear embedding

Then we embed Eq. (11) into a finite-dimensional sys-
tem of linear equations

Ay = b, (14)

where y = [y0,y1, . . . ,yc]. The details of y, A, and b are
explained as follows.
First, y0 is defined as

y0 = [ν0 + ν1 + · · ·+ νc], (15)

which means y0 contains an n-dimensional vector and
y0,0 represents the approximate solution x̃.
Then we substitute y0 into Eq. (11) and get

F1y0,0 + F2

c
∑

i=1

i−1
∑

j=0

νj ⊗ νi−1−j = −F0. (16)

We consider νj ⊗ νi−1−j to be an independent element
and define it as a component of y1. Then y1 contains
c(c+ 1)/2 n2-dimensional vectors, which is written as

y1 = [ν0 ⊗ ν0, ν0 ⊗ ν1, ν1 ⊗ ν0, . . . , νc−1 ⊗ ν0]. (17)

y2 is generated from y1 in a similar way. In general, yi

is generated from yi−1. Repeating this process, we have
yc = [ν⊗c+1

0 ], and yc satisfies

F⊗c+1
1 yc,0 = (−F0)

⊗c+1, (18)

so yc does not generate new elements. In summary, yi

can be written as

yi =

{

[ν0 + ν1 + · · ·+ νc], i = 0,
[yi,0,yi,1, . . . ,yi,βi−1], 1 ≤ i ≤ c.

(19)

βi denotes the number of terms in yi, and yi,j represents
the jth item of yi, which is written as yi,j = ⊗i

k=0νai,j,k
;

ai,j,k satisfies
{

ai,j,k ≥ 0,

i+ 1 ≤
∑i

k=0 (ai,j,k + 1) ≤ c+ 1.
(20)

By Eq. (20), βi satisfies

βi =

{

1, i = 0,
∑c

k=i

(

k
i

)

, 1 ≤ i ≤ c.
(21)

We define

~ai,j = [ai,j,0, ai,j,1, . . . , ai,j,i]. (22)

The mapping (i, j) → ~ai,j is a one-to-one mapping, the
time complexity to compute this mapping or its reverse
is O(poly(c)).
Next, we discuss the structure of matrix A and vector

b. We set ~ai,0 = [0, 0, · · · , 0]; then yi,0 = ν⊗i+1
0 and

satisfies

F⊗i+1
1 yi,0 = (−F0)

⊗i+1. (23)

When j ≥ 1, ~ai,j has nonzero elements, and we assume
the first nonzero element is ai,j,k; then we have

I⊗k
n ⊗ F1 ⊗ I⊗i−k

n yi,j + νai,j,0
⊗ · · · ⊗ νai,j,k−1

⊗ F2(

ai,j,k−1
∑

l=0

νl ⊗ νai,j,k−1−l)⊗ · · · ⊗ νai,j,i
= 0, (24)

where νai,j,0
⊗ · · · ⊗ νl ⊗ νai,j,k−1−l ⊗ · · · ⊗ νai,j,i

∈ yi+1.
Therefore, Eq. (14) can be expanded in the following
form:













A0,0 A0,1

A1,1
. . .

. . . Ac−1,c

Ac,c























y0

y1

...
yc











=











b0
b1
...
bc











, (25)

where Ai,i is an (ni+1βi)-dimensional square matrix and
Ai,i+1 is an (ni+1βi×ni+2βi+1) dimensional matrix. The
elements of Ai,i and Ai,i+1 are determined by Eqs. (23)
and (24). With Eqs. (23) and (24), the expression of b
can also be obtained; in detail, the ith component of b is

bi = [(−F0)
⊗i+1,0, . . . ,0]. (26)

From Eq. (23), matrix A contains the block matrix
F⊗i
1 , i = 1, 2, · · · , c+1, which causes the condition num-

ber κA ofA to increase exponentially with c. We optimize
κA by splitting F⊗i+1

1 yi,0 = (−F0)
⊗i+1 in Eq. (25) into













Bi,0 I

Bi,1
. . .

. . . I
Bi,i























ν⊗i+1
0

F0 ⊗ ν⊗i
0

...
F⊗i
0 ⊗ ν0











=











0

0

...
−F⊗i+1

0











,

(27)
where Bi,j = I⊗j

n ⊗ F1 ⊗ I⊗i−j
n . As a result, yi,0 is rede-

fined as

yi,0 = [ν⊗i+1
0 , F0 ⊗ ν⊗i

0 , . . . , F⊗i
0 ⊗ ν0], (28)
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and the linear system Ay = b defined in Eq. (14) is
adjusted accordingly. In later sections, Eq. (14) is de-
faulted to the adjusted linear system. The dimension of
the linear system is

N =
c

∑

i=0

ni+1(βi + i)

= (n+ 1)c+1 − 1− sn+
cnc(n− 1)− nc + 1

(n− 1)2
n2

≈ (n+ 1)c+1 + cnc+1. (29)

Next, we solve Eq. (14) with the quantum linear sys-
tem solver proposed in [12]; operations OA and Ob are
required. OA consists of OA1 and OA2, which are defined
as

OA1|i〉|j〉 = |i〉|fa(i, j)〉,
OA2|i〉|j〉|z〉 = |i〉|j〉|z ⊕Ai,j〉, (30)

where fa(i, j) represents the column index of the jth
nonzero entry of the ith row of A. Ob is used to pre-
pare the amplitude encoding of b, which is defined as

Ob|0〉 = |b〉 := 1

‖b‖

c
∑

i=0

βi−1
∑

j=0

‖bi,j‖|i, j〉|bi,j〉, (31)

where |bi,j〉 is the amplitude encoding of bi,j ; using Eqs.
(26) and (27), bi,j is written as

bi,j =

{

[0,0, . . . ,−F⊗i+1
0 ], 0 ≤ i ≤ c, j = 0,

0, 0 ≤ i ≤ c, 1 ≤ j ≤ βi − 1.
(32)

OA is constructed by querying OF1 and OF2, and Ob is
constructed by querying OF0; the query complexity is
given in Lemma 2, and the proof of Lemma 2 is given in
Appendix B.

Lemma 2 The operations OA1 and OA2 defined in Eq.
(30) can be constructed by querying OF1 and OF2

O(poly(c)) times; Ob defined in Eq. (31) can be con-
structed by querying OF0 O(poly(c)) times.

After running the quantum linear system solver, we
obtain the output state |y〉, which is written as

|y〉 =
c

∑

i=0

βi−1
∑

j=0

|i, j〉|yi,j〉. (33)

The query complexity of the quantum linear system
solver is O(sAκApolylog(sκ/ǫ)), and the sparsity of ma-
trix A is

sA =
c(c+ 1)

2
s. (34)

κA is decided by c, F1, and F2. As shown in Lemma
3, when c, F1, and F2 satisfy some conditions, an upper
bound of κA is derived.

Lemma 3 When c, F1, and F2 satisfy

‖F−1
1 ‖(1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖) < 1, (35)

the condition number κA of matrix A satisfies

κA ≤ κF1
+ 1

1− ‖F−1
1 ‖[1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖]

, (36)

where κF1
represents the condition number of F1.

The proof of Lemma 3 is given in Appendix C. From
Lemma 3, κA does not increase exponentially with c and
mainly depends on κF1

.

C. Measurement

Finally, by measuring the first qubit register of |y〉 to
|0, 0〉, we obtain the target state |x̃〉 = |y0,0〉, a nor-
malized approximate solution of Eq. (1). This step is
probabilistic; the success probability is

p =
‖y0,0‖2
‖y‖2 . (37)

A lower bound of p is given in Lemma 4.

Lemma 4 Consider the linear system Ay = b defined in
Eq. (14). Let η

′

= ‖y0,0‖/R. When ‖F−1
1 ‖ < 1 and

R <
√
2/2, p defined in Eq. (37) satisfies

p ≥ (η
′

)2(1− 2R2)

(η′)2(1 − 2R2) + 2
. (38)

The proof of Lemma 4 is given in Appendix D. With
Lemma 4, p mainly depends on η

′

and 1− 2R2.

IV. MAIN RESULT

In this section, the main result of our work is given in
Theorem 1.

Theorem 1 Given the QNSE F0 + F1x + F2x
⊗2 = 0

defined in Sec. II with an exact solution x∗, let η =
‖x∗‖/R, c = ⌈log 1

R

4α
ηRǫ(1−R)⌉, and G = ‖F−1

1 ‖[1 + (c +

1)‖F2‖], where α and R are defined in Eq. (2). When

G < 1,
R <

√
2/2,

(39)

there exists a quantum algorithm with success probability
Ω(1) to obtain a normalized quantum state |x̄〉 satisfying
‖x̄ − x

∗

‖x∗‖‖ ≤ ǫ. The query complexity of the algorithm

for the oracles of F0, F1, and F2 is

O





κF1
spolylog

(

‖F1‖
ǫη(1−G)(1−2R2)‖F2‖

)

η(1−G)
√
1− 2R2



 . (40)

The gate complexity is the query complexity multiplied by

a factor of polylog
(

n‖F1‖
ǫη(1−G)(1−2R2)‖F2‖

)

.
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The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Appendix E. Here
we give some discussion of Theorem 1. The dependence
on n and ǫ of our algorithm is O(polylog(n/ǫ)). Com-
pared with the classical algorithm, our algorithm pro-
vides exponential acceleration.
Exponential acceleration comes at the cost of stronger

constraints on QNSE, which are listed in Eq. (39). The
role of G < 1 is to limit the condition number of matrix
A so that it does not increase exponentially with c. G
can be written as

G = κF1

1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖
‖F1‖

. (41)

The other constraint R <
√
2/2 is used to bound the

success probability of our algorithm. R <
√
2/2 also

implies R < 1, which is the convergence condition of
our algorithm. R mainly depends on 4αβ because when
‖F0‖ ≥

√
2/2, x can be rescaled to ζx with a suit-

able constant ζ which keeps 4αβ unchanged and makes
‖F0‖ <

√
2/2. Notice that

4αβ = 4‖F−1
1 ‖2‖F2‖‖F0‖ = 4κ2F1

‖F0‖
‖F1‖

‖F2‖
‖F1‖

. (42)

From Eqs. (41) and (42), G and R measure the condi-
tion number κF1

and the dominance of the linear com-
ponent F1 in QNSE from different aspects. When the
linear component F1 is well conditioned and is dominant
in QNSE, G and R are small, and our algorithm is effi-
cient. “Well conditioned” means the condition number
κF1

is not large. “Dominant” means that the strength of
the linear component ‖F1‖ in QNSE is much larger than
that of other components, i.e., ‖F1‖2 >> ‖F0‖‖F2‖ and
‖F1‖ >> 1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖.

V. APPLICATION

In this section we give two applications of our algo-
rithm.

The first application is a two-dimensional QNSE,
which is defined as

{

8x0 − x1 − 0.5x20 + 0.5x0x1 + 0.2 = 0,
−x0 + 8x1 − 0.5x21 + 0.5x1x0 − 0.2 = 0.

(43)

The corresponding F0, F1, and F2 are written as

F0 =

(

0.2
−0.2

)

, F1 =

(

8 −1
−1 8

)

,

F2 =

(

−0.5 0.5 0 0
0 0 0.5 −0.5

)

. (44)

We set c = 2 and compute the parameters G and R,

G ≈ 7.24× 10−1 < 1,

R ≈ 2.82× 10−1 <
√
2/2. (45)

Then y = [y0,y1,y2], and each component of y is

y0 = [ν0 + ν1 + ν2],

y1 = [ν0 ⊗ ν0, F0 ⊗ ν0, ν0 ⊗ ν1, ν1 ⊗ ν0],

y2 = [ν⊗3
0 , F0 ⊗ ν0 ⊗ ν0, F0 ⊗ F0 ⊗ ν0]. (46)

The corresponding matrix A and vector b are

A =























F1 F2 F2 F2

F1 ⊗ I2 I4
I2 ⊗ F1

I2 ⊗ F1 I2 ⊗ F2

F1 ⊗ I2 F2 ⊗ I2
F1 ⊗ I4 I8

I2 ⊗ F1 ⊗ I2 I8
I4 ⊗ F1























, (47)

b = [−F0,04,−F⊗2
0 ,04,04,08,08,−F⊗3

0 ]T , (48)

where 04 = [0, 0, 0, 0] and 08 is similar. Then we solve
Ay = b and obtain the component y0,

x̃ = y0 = [−2.2151849674× 10−2, 2.2292943149× 10−2].
(49)

A numerical solution x∗ of Eq. (43) is obtained with the
classical algorithm, which is written as

x∗ = [−2.2151848573×10−2, 2.2292944259×10−2]. (50)

Then x̃ satisfies

‖x∗ − x̃‖ ≈ 1.56× 10−9. (51)

The second application is a nonlinear boundary prob-
lem, which is defined as

uxx − u2 − δx2 = 0, u(0) = 0, u(1) = 0, (52)

where δ = 5 × 10−4. Then we discretize the equation in
the following way:

xi = (i+ 1)h, i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1, h = 1/(n+ 1). (53)
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We define ui = u(xi), and ui,xx is written as

ui,xx =
ui+1 − 2ui + ui−1

2h2
. (54)

Then we have the QNSE

− ui+1 + 2ui − ui−1 + 2h2u2i + 2h2δx2i = 0,

i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1, (55)

where u−1 = 1 and un = 0. Equation (55) can be repre-
sented as

F0 + F1u+ F2u
⊗2 = 0, (56)

where

F0 = 2δh2[x20, x
2
1, . . . , x

2
n−1]

T , (57)

F1 =













2 −1

−1 2
. . .

. . .
. . . −1
−1 2













, (58)

(F2)i,j =

{

2h2, j = ni, i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1,
0, j 6= ni, i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1.

(59)

We set n = 100, c = 2, and ζ = 1200 and rescale u to
w = ζu; ω satisfies

ζ2F0 + ζF1w + F2w
⊗2 = 0. (60)

The rescaled QNSE satisfies

G ≈ 9.01× 10−1 < 1,

R ≈ 6.27× 10−1 <
√
2/2. (61)

Then we solve Eq. (60) with our algorithm and have
ω̃; then ũ = 1

ζ ω̃. Equation (56) is also solved with the

classical algorithm, and the solution u∗ is obtained; the
error satisfies

‖u∗ − ũ‖ ≈ 5.41× 10−19. (62)

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, a quantum algorithm for solving QNSE
was proposed. When focusing on the equation dimension
n and the solution error ǫ, the complexity of our algo-
rithm is O(poly[log(n/ǫ)]). The process of solving QNSE
with a classical computer is usually transformed into solv-
ing a system of linear equations iteratively [54]. The con-
jugate gradient method is a widely used linear system
solver with complexity O(nsκ) [55], so compared with
the classical algorithm, our algorithm provides an expo-
nential improvement in dimension n. The dependence on

ǫ of our algorithm complexity is O(poly(log[1/ǫ)]), which
is almost optimal.
In practice, with the outstanding performance in solv-

ing QNSE, our algorithm can be used as a subprogram
to accelerate the process of computation in many non-
linear problems, such as quadratic programming [46] and
quadratic nonlinear differential equations [1–3]. Further-
more, our algorithm provides a different idea for solving a
system of nonlinear equations with quantum computing,
which could inspire more quantum algorithms for solving
nonlinear equations.
Our algorithm considers only QNSE; it can also be

generalized to a higher-order nonlinear system of equa-
tions. For example, anm-order nonlinear system of equa-
tions

∑m
j=0 Fjx

⊗j = 0 can be transformed into a finite-
dimensional system of linear equations Ay = b through a
process similar to that introduced in Sec. III. The conver-
gence condition, the expression of Ay = b, etc., depend
on Fj , j = 0, 1, . . . ,m.
An open question is whether our algorithm can be op-

timized further. Notice that our algorithm has several
restrictions on QNSE. As discussed in Sec. IV, the con-
straints of our algorithm are that the linear component
F1 is well conditioned and is dominant in QNSE, which
limit the applications of our algorithm. In the future we
will consider optimizing the constraints of our algorithm,
thereby expanding the applications of our algorithm.
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Appendix A: Proof of Lemma 1

Proof The exact solution x∗ can be written as

x∗ =

∞
∑

i=0

νi. (A1)

Then

‖x∗ − x̃‖ = ‖
∞
∑

i=c+1

νi‖. (A2)

Next, we give an upper bound of ‖νi‖. From Eq. (11),

‖ν0‖ = ‖F−1
1 F0‖ ≤ α. (A3)

We assume ‖νi‖ ≤ γiβ
iαi+1, where γi is a constant and

γ0 = 1. From Eq. (11), γi can be set as

γi =

i−1
∑

j=0

γjγi−1−j , γ0 = 1. (A4)
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Equation (A4) represents the Catalan series [56], and γi
satisfies

γi =
1

i+ 1

(

2i

i

)

≈ 4i

i3/2
√
π
< 4i. (A5)

Thus,

‖νi‖ ≤ α(4αβ)i ≤ αRi. (A6)

Considering R < 1, we have

‖
∞
∑

i=c+1

νi‖ ≤
∞
∑

i=c+1

‖νi‖ ≤ αRc+1

1−R
. (A7)

Therefore, when c ≥ log1/R
α

ǫ(1−R) , x̃ satisfies ‖x∗−x̃‖ ≤
ǫ.

Appendix B: Proof of Lemma 2

Proof (1) Construction process of OA1 and OA2.
In fact, the construction process of OA1 and OA2 is the

process to compute nonzero blocks of matrix A. We just
need to compute the nonzero blocks of Ai,i and Ai,i+1,
i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , c}.
First, we regard Ai,i as a βi-dimensional diagonal block

matrix; the jth block is written as A(i,j),(i,j). When j =
0, A(i,j),(i,j) is the matrix defined in Eq. (27). When
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , βi − 1}, we compute ~ai,j defined in Eq.
(22) and find k, the label of ~ai,j’s first nonzero element.
Then A(i,j),(i,j) = I⊗k

n ⊗ F1 ⊗ I⊗i−k
n .

Second, we regard Ai,i as a (βi × βi+1)-dimensional
block matrix; one block is written as A(i,j),(i+1,j′ ). When

j = 0, A(i,j),(i+1,j′ ) = 0 for j
′ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , βi+1 − 1}.

When j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , βi − 1}, we compute ~ai,j defined in
Eq. (22) and find ai,j,k, the first nonzero element of ~ai,j.
Then we compute the related ~ai+1,j′ from Eq. (24); the

number of ~ai+1,j′ is ai,j,k. Next, we compute j
′

from

~ai+1,j′ ; for these j
′

, A(i,j),(i+1,j′ ) = I⊗k
n ⊗ F2 ⊗ I⊗i−k

n .

Therefore, for i = 0, 1, . . . , c, j = 0, 1, . . . , βi − 1, we
can compute the nonzero A(i,j),(i,j) and A(i,j),(i+1,j′ ), the

time complexity is O(poly(c)). The nonzero elements of
A(i,j),(i,j) or A(i,j),(i+1,j′ ) can be extracted by querying
OF1 or OF2.
By implementing the above computation process with

a quantum circuit, OA1 and OA2 can be constructed
directly. Notice that the expression of A(i,j),(i,j) or
A(i,j),(i+1,j′ ) is related to i and k, where i, k ≤ c. OF1

and OF2 are required for different i and k; therefore the
query complexity of the whole process to OF1 and OF2 is
O(poly(c)).
(2)Construction process of Ob.
Now we give the preparation process of |b〉 defined in

Eq. (31). From Eqs. (31) and (32), |b〉 can be simplified
to

|b〉 = 1

‖b‖

c
∑

i=0

‖F0‖i+1|i, 0〉|bi,0〉. (B1)

To prepare |b〉, we first prepare

|ψ〉 = 1

M

c
∑

i=0

‖F0‖i+1|i, 0〉|0〉. (B2)

Notice that |bi,0〉 can be prepared by querying OF0 i + 1
times; we define

U =

c
∑

i=0

|i, 0〉〈i, 0| ⊗ Ui, (B3)

where Ui|0〉 = |bi,0〉. Then we have

|b〉 = U |ψ〉. (B4)

The query complexity of this process to OF0 is
O(poly(c)).

Appendix C: Proof of Lemma 3

We first give the following lemma.

Lemma 5 Given an n-dimensional invertible matrix M ,
i ∈ N

+, matrix P is defined as

P =













P0,0 I
P1,1 I

. . .
. . .

Pi−1,i−1 I
Pi,i













, (C1)

where Pj,j = I⊗j
n ⊗M⊗ I⊗i−j

n . Then P is invertible, and
P−1 satisfies

‖P−1‖ ≤ ‖M−1‖(1− ‖M−1‖i+1)

1− ‖M−1‖ . (C2)

Proof Let Q = P−1 and consider P and Q to be [(i +
1) × (i + 1)]-dimensional block matrices, Qi,j is written
as

Qj,j−k = 0, 0 ≤ j ≤ i, 0 ≤ j − k ≤ i,

Qj,j = P−1
j,j , 0 ≤ j ≤ i,

Qj,j+k = −P−1
j,j Qj+1,j+k, 0 ≤ j ≤ i, 0 ≤ j + k ≤ i.

(C3)
From Eq. (C3), Q is an upper triangular block matrix.

Q is split into Q =
∑i

k=0 Γk, and Γk contains the block
Qj,j+k. From Eq. (C3) and the definition of Pj,j,

‖Γk‖ = ‖M−1‖k+1, k = 0, 1, . . . , i. (C4)

Therefore,

‖P−1‖ ≤
i

∑

k=0

‖Γk‖ ≤ ‖M−1‖(1− ‖M−1‖i+1)

1− ‖M−1‖ . (C5)

Then the proof of Lemma 3 is as follows.
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Proof First, consider the upper bound of ‖A‖. By the
definition of Ai,i,

‖Ai,i‖ ≤ ‖F1‖+ 1, i = 0, 1, . . . , c. (C6)

As A0,1A
T
0,1 = c(c+1)

2 F2F
T
2 , ‖A0,1‖ satisfies

‖A0,1‖ =

√

c(c+ 1)

2
‖F2‖ < (c+ 1)‖F2‖. (C7)

When i ≥ 1, consider Ai,i+1 to be [(βi + i) × (βi+1 +
i+1)]-dimensional block matrix; each block has the form
I⊗j⊗F2⊗I⊗i−j, 0 ≤ j ≤ i. From the structure of Ai,i+1,
it has no more than c nonzero block matrices in each row
or column, so Ai,i+1 can be split into at most c matrices
with at most one nonzero block matrix in each row or
column, which leads to

‖Ai,i+1‖ ≤ c‖F2‖, i ∈ [1, 2, . . . , c− 1]. (C8)

Combining Eqs. (C6), (C7) and (C8), we have

‖A‖ ≤‖diag(A0,0, A1,1, . . . , Ac,c)‖
+ ‖diag(A0,1, A1,2, . . . , Ac−1,c)‖

=
c

max
i=0

{‖Ai,i‖}+
c−1
max
i=0

{‖Ai,i+1‖}

≤‖F1‖+ 1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖. (C9)

Now we analyze the upper bound of ‖A−1‖. Let B =
A−1, and consider A and B to be [(c + 1) × (c + 1)]-
dimensional block matrices. The block Bi,j satisfies

Bi,i = A−1
i,i , 0 ≤ i ≤ c,

Bi,i+k = −A−1
i,i Ai,i+1Bi+1,i+k,

0 ≤ i ≤ c− 1, 0 ≤ i+ k ≤ c.

(C10)

B can be split by the distance from the diagonal,

B =
c

∑

k=0

Λk. (C11)

Λk contains the block Bi,i+k. ‖Λ0‖ satisfies

‖Λ0‖ ≤ max
0≤i≤c

‖A−1
i,i ‖. (C12)

Ai,i can be viewed as a block-diagonal matrix; the first
block is the matrix described in Eq. (27), and other blocks
are in the form I⊗j

n ⊗F1⊗I⊗i−j
n . Therefore, from Lemma

5,

‖A−1
i,i ‖ ≤ max

{

‖F−1
1 ‖, ‖F

−1
1 ‖(1− ‖F−1

1 ‖i+1)

1− ‖F−1
1 ‖

}

.

(C13)
Notice that ‖F−1

1 ‖(1+ (c+1)‖F2‖) < 1 implies ‖F−1
1 ‖ <

1; we have

‖Λ0‖ ≤ ‖F−1
1 ‖

1− ‖F−1
1 ‖

. (C14)

From Eqs. (C7) and (C8), ‖Ai,i+1‖ ≤ (c + 1)‖F2‖.
Therefore,

‖A−1
i,i Ai,i+1‖ ≤ ‖F−1

1 ‖
1− ‖F−1

1 ‖
(c+ 1)‖F2‖. (C15)

We define

ζ =
‖F−1

1 ‖
1− ‖F−1

1 ‖
(c+ 1)‖F2‖. (C16)

From Eqs. (C10), (C15), and (C16),

‖Λk‖ ≤ ζ‖Λk−1‖, (C17)

then

‖B‖ ≤
c

∑

k=0

‖Λk‖ ≤ 1− ζc+1

1− ζ
‖Λ0‖. (C18)

With the assumption ζ < 1, ‖A−1‖ satisfies

‖A−1‖ = ‖B‖ ≤ 1

1− ζ
× ‖F−1

1 ‖
1− ‖F−1

1 ‖

=
‖F−1

1 ‖
1− ‖F−1

1 ‖(1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖)
. (C19)

Therefore, from Eqs. (C9) and (C19),

κA = ‖A‖ × ‖A−1‖

≤ κF1
+ ‖F−1

1 ‖[1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖]
1− ‖F−1

1 ‖[1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖]

≤ κF1
+ 1

1− ‖F−1
1 ‖[1 + (c+ 1)‖F2‖]

. (C20)

Appendix D: Proof of Lemma 4

Proof First, reorder y as y = [y
′

0,y
′

1, . . . ,y
′

c,y
′

c+1]; y
′

i

is divided into the following three cases:

(1) When i = 0, y
′

0 = y0 = [
∑c

j=0 νj ].

(2) When 1 ≤ i ≤ c, the element of y
′

i is denoted as
νa′

i,0
⊗ νa′

i,1
⊗ · · · ⊗ νa′

i,k

, which satisfies



























k ≥ 1,

a
′

i,j ≥ 0,

k
∑

j=0

(a
′

i,j + 1) = i+ 1.

(D1)

Therefore, the number of elements in y
′

i is 2i − 1.

Each item y
′

i,j in y
′

i satisfies

‖y′

i,j‖ ≤ αk+1Ri−k ≤ ‖F0‖k+1Ri−k ≤ Ri+1. (D2)
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Then

‖y′

i‖2 ≤ (2i − 1)R2(i+1) < (2R2)iR2. (D3)

Since R <
√
2/2,

c
∑

i=1

‖y′

i‖2 ≤ 2R4

1− 2R2
. (D4)

(3) When i = c + 1, y
′

c+1 contains the elements gen-

erated in Eq. (28) except ν⊗i+1
0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , c;

the elements are in the form

F⊗j
0 ⊗ ν⊗i−j

0 , i = 2, 3, . . . , c+1, j = 1, 2, . . . , i− 1, (D5)

which implies that y
′

c+1 contains c(c + 1)/2 el-

ements. Each item in y
′

c+1 satisfies ‖F⊗j
0 ⊗

ν⊗i−j
0 ‖ ≤ ‖F0‖i. Then y

′

c+1 satisfies

‖y′

c+1‖2 ≤ ‖F0‖4
c

∑

j=1

j‖F0‖2(j−1)

<
‖F0‖4

(1− ‖F0‖2)2

≤ R4

(1−R2)2
. (D6)

Therefore, with Eq. (D4), Eq. (D6), and ‖y′

0‖ = ‖y0‖ =

‖y0,0‖ = η
′

R, p satisfies

p =
‖y′

0‖2
‖y′

0‖2 +
∑c

i=1 ‖y
′

i‖2 + ‖y′

c+1‖2

≥ (η
′

)2R2

(η′)2R2 + 2R4

1−2R2 + R4

(1−R2)2

≥ (η
′

)2

(η′)2 + 2R2

1−2R2 + 2

≥ (η
′

)2(1− 2R2)

(η′)2(1− 2R2) + 2
. (D7)

Appendix E: Proof of Theorem 1

To prove Theorem 1, some lemmas in [18] are used,
which are as follows.

Lemma 6 Let |ψ〉 and |ϕ〉 be two vectors such that
‖|ψ〉‖ ≥ α > 0 and ‖|ψ〉 − |ϕ〉‖ ≤ β. Then

∥

∥

∥

∥

|ψ〉
‖|ψ〉‖ − |ϕ〉

‖|ϕ〉‖

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 2β

α
. (E1)

Lemma 7 Let |ψ〉 = α|0〉|ψ0〉 +
√
1− α2|1〉|ψ1〉 and

|ϕ〉 = β|0〉|ϕ0〉+
√

1− β2|1〉|ϕ1〉, where |ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, |ϕ0〉,
and |ϕ1〉 are unit vectors and α, β ∈ [0, 1]. Suppose
‖|ψ〉 − |ϕ〉‖ ≤ δ < α. Then ‖|ψ0〉 − |ϕ0〉‖ ≤ 2δ

α−δ .

Then the proof of Theorem 1 is shown as follows.

Proof Construct the system of linear equations Ay = b

defined in Eq. (14), and define

x̃ = y0 =

c
∑

i=0

νi. (E2)

With Lemma 1 and our choice of c,

‖x∗ − x̃‖ ≤ ǫηR

4
. (E3)

With ‖x∗‖ = ηR, Eq. (E2), and Lemma 6,

‖ x∗

‖x∗‖ − x̃

‖x̃‖‖ ≤ ǫ/2. (E4)

The normalized state of y is written as

|ȳ〉 =
c

∑

l=0

αl|l〉|ȳl〉. (E5)

From Eqs. (E2) and (E5),

ȳ0 =
x̃

‖x̃‖ . (E6)

Then Ay = b is solved with the quantum linear system
solver proposed in [12], and the output state is written as

|y′〉 =
c

∑

l=0

α
′

l|l〉|y
′

l〉. (E7)

Define η
′

= ‖x̃‖/R; from Eq. (E3), η
′

satisfies

|η − η
′ | ≤ ǫη

4
. (E8)

The solution error of the quantum linear system solver is
set as

δ =
η

′
√

5(1− 2R2)

30
ǫ, (E9)

From Theorem 5 in [12],

‖|ȳ〉 − |y′〉‖ ≤ δ. (E10)

We define |x̄〉 as

|x̄〉 := |y′

0〉. (E11)

From Eqs. (E5), (E7), (E10), and (E11) and Lemma 7,
|x̄〉 satisfies

‖|ȳ0〉 − |x̄〉‖ ≤ 2δ

α0 − δ
. (E12)

From Lemma 4,

α0 ≥
√

(η′)2(1− 2R2)

(η′)2(1− 2R2) + 4
>

√

(η′)2(1 − 2R2)

5
. (E13)
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The second inequality in the above equation defaults to
(η

′

)2(1 − 2R2) < 1. Combining Eqs. (E9), (E12), and
(E13), we have

‖|ȳ0〉 − |x̄〉‖ ≤ ǫ/2. (E14)

[Notice that when (η
′

)2(1− 2R2) ≥ 1, α0 ≥ 1/
√
5; then δ

is set as δ = Cǫ, where C <
√
5/20, and Eq. (E14) can

also be derived.]
From Eqs. (E2), (E4), (E6), and (E14), the solution

error satisfies

∥

∥

∥

∥

|x∗〉
‖x∗‖ − |x̄〉

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ ǫ. (E15)

The solution error influences the success probability of
our algorithm. We default to ǫ < 0.1; then from Es. (E9)
and (E13), δ satisfies

δ ≤ ǫ

6
α0 <

1

60
α0. (E16)

Then

α
′

0 ≥ α0 − δ ≥ 59

60
α0. (E17)

With Eq. (E8) and η
′ ≥ (1 − ǫ/4)η,

p =(α
′

0)
2 ≥

(

59

60

)2
1

5
(1− ǫ/4)2η2(1− 2R2)

>0.18η2(1− 2R2). (E18)

Next, we analyze our algorithm complexity. From
Lemma 2, OA defined in Eq. (30) can be constructed by
querying OF1 and OF2 O(poly(c)) times; Ob defined in
Eq. (31) can be constructed by querying OF0 O(poly(c))
times. From Eq. (29), the dimension of the matrix
A is N ≈ (n + 1)c+1 + cnc+1. The sparsity of A is

sA = c(c+1)
2 s. From Lemma 3, κA ≤ κF1

+1

1−G . From The-

orem 5 in [12], when solving the linear system Ay = b,
the query complexity of OA and Ob is

O(sAκApolylog(sAκA/δ)). (E19)

Substituting the relevant parameters into Eq. (E19), the
query complexity of OF0, OF1, and OF2 is

O

(

κF1
s

1−G
polylog

( ‖F1‖
ǫη(1−G)(1 − 2R2)‖F2‖

))

.

(E20)
From Eq. (E18), the success probability of the algorithm
is O(η2(1−2R2)). Using amplitude amplification [57], we
repeat the above procedure O( 1

η
√
1−2R2

) times and obtain

the state |x̄〉 with probability Ω(1). Therefore, the query
complexity of our algorithm is

O





κF1
s · polylog

(

‖F1‖
ǫη(1−G)(1−2R2)‖F2‖

)

η(1 −G)
√
1− 2R2



 , (E21)

and the gate complexity is the query complexity multiplied

by a factor of polylog
(

n‖F1‖
ǫη(1−G)(1−2R2)‖F2‖

)

.
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