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The variational quantum eigensolver is one of the most promising algorithms for near-term quantum com-
puters. It has the potential to solve quantum chemistry problems involving strongly correlated electrons, which
are otherwise difficult to solve on classical computers. The variational eigenstate is constructed from a number
of factorized unitary coupled-cluster terms applied onto an initial (single-reference) state. Current algorithms
for applying one of these operators to a quantum state require a number of operations that scales exponentially
with the rank of the operator. We exploit a hidden SU(2) symmetry to allow us to employ the linear com-
bination of unitaries approach, Our PREPARE subroutine uses n+ 2 ancilla qubits for a rank-n operator. Our
SELECT(Û) scheme uses O(n) CNOT gates. This results in an full algorithm that scales like the cube of the rank
of the operator n3, a significant reduction in complexity for rank five or higher operators. This approach, when
combined with other algorithms for lower-rank operators (when compared to the standard implementation, will
make the factorized form of the unitary coupled-cluster approach much more efficient to implement on all types
of quantum computers.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the important motivations for developing quantum
computers is their potential to simulate strongly correlated
many-body systems efficiently [1, 2]. Algorithms that exactly
diagonalize the electronic Hamiltonian, known as the full con-
figuration interaction approach, scale exponentially with the
size of the Hilbert space, making it applicable to very few
cases [3] on classical computers. The configuration interac-
tion (CI) method offers an approximate solution by truncat-
ing the Hilbert space to only include the most important basis
states. However, the energy calculated by the CI method does
not scale properly with the size of the system when used on
molecules with varying sizes, nor does it predict the dissoci-
ation energy correctly because it cannot produce factorized
atomic states. The coupled cluster (CC) method addresses
these issues by being both size consistent and size extensive.
It is also memory efficient because it does not explicitly con-
struct the energy eigenstate. Instead, the set of amplitudes for
the CC ansatz is calculated iteratively by the so-called am-
plitude equations [4–6], which correspond to zeroing out the
row (or column) of the Hamiltonian matrix that corresponds
to the initial single-reference state. The CC method with sin-
gle, double and (perturbative) triple excitations is regarded as
the “gold standard” for computational chemistry [7].

Quantum computers have been proposed as being capable of
solving a set of quantum chemistry problems that are oth-
erwise difficult or very challenging on classical machines:
namely, molecules that contain both weakly and strongly cor-
related electrons. One of the most promising algorithms for
the noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) era is the varia-
tional quantum eigensolver (VQE), where the trial wave func-
tion is prepared on the quantum hardware and the expectation
value of the energy is measured there as well; the parameters
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in the eigenstate are optimized variationally on classical ma-
chines [8, 9]. The conventional coupled-cluster ansatz is given
as |ψCC〉= eT̂

∣∣ψre f
〉
, where

∣∣ψre f
〉

is a trial wave function (of-
ten chosen to be the single-reference Hartree-Fock state), and
T̂ = ∑

n
k=1 T̂k is the cluster operator consisting of up to rank-

n excitations (n electrons are removed from the Hartree-Fock
state and replaced by n electrons in virtual orbitals). The ex-
citation operator is given as

T̂k =
1

(k!)2

occ

∑
i j···

vir

∑
ab···

tab···
i j··· Âab···

i j··· , (1)

and Âab···
i j··· = â†

aâ†
b · · · â jâi, where â†

a is the creation operator act-
ing on virtual orbital a and âi is the annihilation operator act-
ing on occupied orbital i. Traditionally, the CC method em-
ploys a similarity-transformed Hamiltonian to obtain a set of
equations to determine the amplitudes t:〈

ψre f
∣∣e−T̂ ĤeT̂ ∣∣ψre f

〉
= E (2)〈

ψµ

∣∣e−T̂ ĤeT̂ ∣∣ψre f
〉
= 0 (3)

where
〈
ψµ

∣∣ = 〈ψre f
∣∣ Âµ . In practice, this set of amplitude

equations is solved iteratively, which yields the energy with-
out needing to construct the energy eigenstate. The total num-
ber of amplitude equations is given by the number of am-
plitudes in the expansion of the T̂ operator, which is much
smaller than the total number of Slater determinants in the
|ψCC〉 (which is typically exponentially larger). The proper-
ties of size consistency and size extensivity for the CC ansatz
stem from the facts that the similarity-transformed Hamilto-
nian e−T̂ ĤeT̂ is additively separable and the term eT is mul-
tiplicatively separable. Notice that the electronic Hamiltonian
for the molecule (in second quantization) is given by

H = ∑
i j

hi jâ
†
i â j +

1
2 ∑

i jkl
gi jkl â

†
i â†

j âkâl , (4)

where hi j are the one-electron integrals and gi jkl are the two-
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electron integrals:

hi j =
∫

dr1φ
∗
i (r1)

(
− 1

2
∇

2
r1
−

M

∑
I=1

ZI

R1I

)
φ j(r1) (5)

gi jkl =
∫

dr1dr2φ
∗
i (r1)φ

∗
j (r2)

1
r12

φk(r1)φl(r2). (6)

Here, M is the number of atoms in the system, ZI are their
atomic numbers, R1I = |r1−RI |, r12 = |r1− r2|, and φ(r) are
the single-particle optimized orbitals from the HF solution
[10, 11]. In order to solve the amplitude equations (2) and
(3), we need to explicitly compute the similarity-transformed
Hamiltonian. Using the Hadamard lemma, we can rewrite the
transformed Hamiltonian as

e−T̂ ĤeT̂ =Ĥ +[Ĥ, T̂ ]+
1
2!
[[Ĥ, T̂ ], T̂ ]+

1
3!
[[[Ĥ, T̂ ], T̂ ], T̂ ], T̂ ]

+
1
4!
[[[[Ĥ, T̂ ], T̂ ], T̂ ], T̂ ]+ · · · (7)

Conveniently, the series truncates at the fourth order due to the
Hamiltonian having only one- and two-body interaction terms
[5, 12] and the excitations always being from real to virtual
orbitals. Traditionally, this projective method to determine
the CC amplitudes is preferred over variational methods due
to the non-unitarity of the eT̂ operator [5, 7].

Despite its success, the lack of unitarity prevents the CC op-
erators to be implemented on quantum computers. This sug-
gests using the unitary coupled-cluster ansatz (UCC), whose
cluster operator now includes the excitation minus the deex-
citation operator T̂ − T̂ † [13, 14]. Similar to the CC approx-
imation, only the low-rank cluster operators such as singles
and doubles are usually selected for the variational eigenstate
ansatz; but for more strongly correlated systems, one expects
that higher-rank factors will also be needed. In practice, a pro-
jective method like the one used in the CC calculation does not
work with the UCC ansatz because the similarity-transformed
Hamiltonian no longer truncates after the fourth term. Com-
mon strategies for carrying it out on classical computers in-
clude truncating the Hadamard lemma series at a fixed or-
der [13], expanding the exponential operator in a power se-
ries and then truncating it when the higher-rank terms no
longer change the eigenfunction [15], and using an exact op-
erator identity of the factorized form of the UCC to allow the
wavefunction to be constructed in a tree structure [16]. But,
there exists no simple method to work directly with the UCC
ansatz in its original form. Since we are working with non-
commuting fermionic operators â†

aâ†
b · · · â jâi− â†

i â†
j · · · âbâa in

the exponent, one common way to decompose such a function
is to adopt a Trotter product formula:

ÛUCC = e∑k θk(T̂k−T̂ †
k ) = lim

N→∞

(
∏

k
e

θk
N (T̂k−T̂ †

k )

)N

. (8)

Another useful method is to express the ansatz in a factorized
form, given by

Û ′UCC = ∏
k

eθk(T̂k−T̂ †
k ), (9)

which corresponds to the first-order approximation of the
Trotter product formula in Eq. (8). The benefit of only using
the N = 1 extreme case is two-fold: the quantum resources re-
quired to prepare the factorized UCC ansatz are much smaller
than higher-order approximations and the Trotter errors of
the first-order approximation can be ameliorated by the fact
that the calculation is variational [17, 18]. Within the clas-
sical computational chemistry framework, work by Chen, et
al. [16] created an algorithm using the factorized form of the
UCC that produces significantly better results for strongly cor-
related systems and comparable results in terms of accuracy
for weakly correlated systems.

To implement the factorized UCC ansatz on quantum com-
puters, one needs to transform the cluster operators T̂ − T̂ †

expressed in the fermionic language into a spin language (via
the Jordan-Wigner transformation, or other fermionic encod-
ings). A common realization of this approach is to exactly
simulate the individual exponentials of Pauli strings found af-
ter the JW transformation of eT̂−T̂ †

[17, 18]. This is possible
because the different 22n−2 Pauli strings (for a rank-n UCC
factor) commute with each other. In our previous work, we
found a way of reducing the number of control-NOT (CNOT)
gates in quantum circuits for the factorized UCC ansatz by
introducing extra ancilla qubits [19], with the largest reduc-
tions for the higher-rank factors. In this work, we introduce a
method to directly simulate the sum of terms obtained from a
hidden SU(2) symmetry of the first-order Trotter product that
greatly reduces the number of multi-qubit entanglement gates
of factorized UCC circuits.

II. BACKGROUND

A. SU(2) identity for individual UCC factors

Recall the rank-n cluster operator is defined as

T̂k =
1

(k!)2

occ

∑
i j···

vir

∑
ab···

θ
ab···
i j···

(
Âab···

i j··· − Âi j···
ab···

)
. (10)

The first two ranks are

T̂1 = ∑
ia

θ
a
i
(
â†

aâi− â†
i âa
)
= ∑

ia
θ

a
i
(
Âa

i − Âi
a
)

(11)

T̂2 =
1
2 ∑

i jab
θ

ab
i j
(
â†

aâ†
bâ jâi− â†

i â†
j âbâa

)
=

1
2 ∑

i jab
θ

ab
i j

(
Âab

i j − Âi j
ab

)
, (12)

where â†
a is the fermionic creation operator on the virtual or-

bital a and âi is the fermionic annihilation operator on the real
orbital i, and they obey the standard anti-commutation rela-
tions given by

{âi, â j}= 0;{â†
i , â

†
j}= 0;{âi, â

†
j}= δi j (13)

where {A,B}= AB+BA and δi j is the Kronecker delta func-
tion. First, we note that because {i, j,k, · · ·} and {a,b,c, · · ·}



3

are disjoint sets, Â2 = 0 = Â†2, so the squared term becomes

(Â− Â†)2 =−ÂÂ†− Â†Â
=−n̂a1 n̂a2 · · · n̂an(1− n̂i1)(1− n̂i2) · · ·(1− n̂in)

− (1− n̂a1)(1− n̂a2) · · ·(1− n̂an)n̂i1 n̂i2 · · · n̂in , (14)

where n̂α = â†
α âα is the number operator for spin-orbital α .

The cubed term then becomes

(Â− Â†)3 = ÂÂ†Â− Â†ÂÂ† = Â− Â†, (15)

because the projection operators n̂ and 1− n̂ evaluate to one
when they act on the corresponding fermionic operators. For
any UCC factor, the power series expansion is given as

eθ(Â−Â†) =
∞

∑
n=0

θ n

n!
(Â− Â†)n. (16)

Combining with equations (14) and (15), we can then exactly
write the sum as

eθ(Â−Â†) =Î + sinθ(Â− Â†)+(cosθ −1)(n̂a1 n̂a2 · · · n̂an

× (1− n̂i1)(1− n̂i2) · · ·(1− n̂in)+(1− n̂a1)

× (1− n̂a2) · · ·(1− n̂an)n̂i1 n̂i2 · · · n̂in), (17)

for any given set of occupied orbitals {i1 · · · in} and virtual or-
bitals {a1 · · ·an} of rank n [16, 20, 21]. This identity gives a
clear picture of what is happening after a UCC factor is ap-
plied to a state. If the state is neither excited by Â nor deex-
cited by Â†, the state is unchanged by the UCC factor. Oth-
erwise, the UCC factor acting on the state is equivalent to a
cosine multiplied by the original state plus a sine multiplied
by the excited (or deexcited) state, just as we would expect
from a rotation in the many-body configuration space.

B. Jordan-Wigner transformation of the SU(2) identity

Hamiltonians written in fermionic terms need to be re-
expressed in terms of spin operators in order to be imple-
mented by quantum computers. In this work, we choose to
work with the JW transformation for the fermionic encoding.
This transformation is given by

âk =
1
2
(Xk + iYk)⊗Zk+1⊗Zk+2⊗·· ·⊗ZN (18)

â†
k =

1
2
(Xk− iYk)⊗Zk+1⊗Zk+2⊗·· ·⊗ZN (19)

n̂k = â†
k âk =

1
2
(1−Zk), (20)

where X , Y , and Z are the standard Pauli matrices, and 0≤ k≤
N−1, for the N qubits that describe the molecule. The qubit
state |0〉 has no electrons and |1〉 has one electron. The SU(2)
identity for a UCC factor, as shown in Eq. (17), can be reex-
pressed in terms of the Pauli operators using Eqs. (18), (19),
and (20). For a factorized UCC double (UCCD) operator, the
transformation is as follows

Û(θ) =exp
(

θ
(
â†

i â†
j âkâl− â†

l â†
k â jâi

))

=Î + sinθ(â†
i â†

j âkâl− â†
l â†

k â jâi)+(cosθ −1)

×
(
n̂l n̂k(1− n̂i)(1− n̂ j)+(1− n̂l)(1− n̂k)n̂in̂ j

)
=Î +

isinθ

8

k−1⊗
a=l+1

Za

i−1⊗
b= j+1

Zb×(
XlXkYjXi +YlXkYjYi +XlYkYjYi +XlXkX jYi

−YlXkX jXi−XlYkX jXi−YlYkYjXi−YlYkX jYi

)
+

1
8
(cosθ −1)(Î +ZiZ j +ZlZk−Z jZl−Z jZk

−ZiZl−ZiZk +ZiZ jZkZl). (21)

Note that the JW strings simplify, because Z2
k = I for all cases

where two strings overlap. This expression is a unitary oper-
ator, but it is also here expressed as a sum over unitary opera-
tors, because Pauli strings are both Hermitian and unitary.

C. Linear combination of unitaries

To simulate the sum in Eq. (21) on a quantum computer, we
use the linear combination of unitaries (LCU) query model
[22, 23]. Given an input operator Û represented by a sum of
unitaries Û = ∑n αnÛn, with coefficients αn for each unitary
operator Ûn, the LCU technique will create a circuit to evalu-
ate this operator acting on a state. It first prepares an ancilla
bank with coefficients based on the coefficients in the linear
combination:

B̂ |0〉= 1√
s ∑

n

√
αn |n〉 . (22)

Here, 1√
s is a normalization factor, |0〉 is the initial state of the

ancilla bank, and |n〉 is the product state that will later encode
the unitaries in the LCU procedure. The operator SELECT(Û)
is then used to create entanglement between the ancilla bank
and system states

SELECT(U) |n〉⊗ |ψ〉= |n〉⊗Un |ψ〉 . (23)

One of the hallmarks of the LCU approach is that if the origi-
nal operator Û is unitary and s≤ 2, then a single step of obliv-
ious amplitude amplification is able to exactly apply the Û to
the state [22]. Note that in our case the UCC factor, given in
Eq. (21) is unitary and s = cosθ + sinθ ≤ 2 for all θ , so it
always satisfies this criteria. Hence, the LCU treatment of the
sum is exact. The oblivious amplitude amplification is given
by

−Ŵ R̂Ŵ †R̂Ŵ |0〉⊗ |ψ〉= |0〉⊗Û |ψ〉 , (24)

where the Ŵ and R̂ operators are defined as

Ŵ :=(B̂†⊗1)SELECT(Û)(B̂⊗1),

R̂ :=1−2(|0〉〈0|⊗1). (25)
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The main source of circuit complexity of the LCU query
model comes from the unitary transformation Ŵ because it
involves applying SELECT(Û), which itself can contain a sub-
stantial number of multi-qubit gates and quickly outgrows
the capability of near-term hardware. One efficient circuit
implementation of the SELECT(Û) subroutine for a generic
fermionic Hamiltonian uses O(η) Clifford and T gates, with
Clifford gates running in O(log2

η) layers and T gates in
O(η) layers. Here, η is the number of spin orbitals [24]. The
ancilla preparation operator B̂ is often implemented by rota-
tions and controlled rotations on the target qubits, followed
by Hadamard⊗η gates that create the required entanglement
state for the ancilla bank.

III. CIRCUIT CONSTRUCTION

We begin by illustrating the circuit implementation of the
PREPARE and SELECT(Û) subroutines present in the LCU
adaptation of the UCC factors for doubles. The doubles are
the most ubiquitous terms in the low-rank representation of
a UCC ansatz. Later in this section, we will show that UCC
factors of arbitrary rank-n can be implemented via a similar
algorithm. High-rank factors are necessary to generate an ac-
curate correlation energy in strongly correlated systems.

A. PREPARE subroutine

The unitary transformation B̂ is used to generate required en-
tangled state in the ancilla bank, shown in Eq. (22). The opera-
tor in Eq. (21), lends itself to a binary encoding, where we cre-
ate the linear combination of states multiplied by amplitudes:
that is, the sum of α1 |0000〉+α2 |0001〉+ · · ·+α8 |1111〉. Be-
cause there are only three distinct coefficients present in the
UCC factor regardless of the rank, the binary encoding allows
us to reduce the size of the ancilla bank logarithmically so that
it grows with the rank, not the exponential of the rank. A PRE-

|0〉1 RX1 •

|0〉2

H

RY2 •

|0〉3
H

RY3 •

|0〉4 H RY4

Table I: Quantum circuit for preparing the ancilla bank of the
LCU query for a rank-2 UCC factor (so-called doubles).

PARE circuit for the doubles factor is shown in the Tab. I. The
H gates are Hadamard operators, and the RXi and RYi gates are
rotations by an angle Θi along the X and Y axis, respectively.
For a UCC doubles operator, n= 2, and there are three distinct
coefficients: eight terms with isinθ

8 , seven terms with cosθ−1
8 ,

and one term with cosθ+7
8 . The four angles used in the circuit

shown in Tab. I can be found analytically:

Θ1 = arcsin
(
−
√

2
4

sinθ

)
(26)

Θ2 = arcsin
(

cosθ −1√
14+2cos2 θ

)
(27)

Θ3 = arcsin
(√

2
2

cosθ −1√
13+ cos2 θ +2cosθ

)
(28)

Θ4 = arcsin
(√

2
2

cosθ −1√
25+ cos2 θ +6cosθ

)
(29)

And the magnitudes of these four angles are shown in Fig. 1.
The PREPARE subroutine is implemented by encoding the am-

Figure 1: The four angles used in the PREPARE subroutine
for a UCC doubles factor with an amplitude given by θ .

plitudes 1 + cosθ−1
22n−1 and cosθ−1

22n−1 in 22n−1 states that always
have one different binary digit than those encoding the am-
plitude isinθ

22n−1 . For example, in the doubles circuit, we en-
code the amplitudes 1+ cosθ−1

23 and cosθ−1
23 in states |0000〉

and |0001〉 · · · |0111〉, and encode the amplitude isinθ

23 in states
|1000〉 · · · |1111〉.

The PREPARE circuit for a doubles UCC factor can be
straightforwardly generalized to one for a rank-n operator. In
this case, we require 2n ancilla qubits, where there are 22n−1

subterms with coefficients isinθ

22n−1 , 22n−1−1 subterms with co-
efficients cosθ−1

22n−1 , and one term with coefficient 1+ cosθ−1
22n−1 .

The hierarchical structure of the circuit is a simple generaliza-
tion of the doubles circuit to higher rank, where the first ele-
ment, which sets the sin terms is the same, while the remain-
ing factors are created by extending the hierarchy with mul-
tiple controlled Hadamards followed by multiply controlled
rotations. The angles for each rotation in the algorithm are

Θ1 = arcsin
(
− 1√

22n−1
sinθ

)
(30)

Θk = arcsin
(

cosθ −1√
22n−2+k−2k +2+2cos2 θ +(2k−4)cosθ

)
(31)
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for 2≤ k ≤ 2n.

Most of the quantum computing costs on near-term quantum
computers come from the CNOT circuit elements; thus, we
focus on counting the number of these gates to estimate the
total cost of the circuits. The controlled-H gate, CH, is im-
plemented by one CNOT sandwiched by one RY (π/4) gate
and one RY (−π/4) gate. The controlled-RY (θ) operator is
employed by two CNOT gates and two half rotations. We
use the linear-depth method proposed in Ref. [25] to decom-
pose the multi-qubit control operators into standard CNOT
and one-qubit gates. The CNOT cost of an n-qubit con-
trolled operator is 8n− 12 for all n ≥ 2. The circuit needs
2(2n−k+1)(8k−12) CNOT gates for each k-qubit controlled
operation. For k = 1, the CNOT cost is 2n. To implement the
circuit for an arbitrary rank-n, we need to employ the modular
sub-circuit shown in Tab. II on 2n−1 ancilla qubits. The up-
per bound for the number of control qubits used in any module
is 2n−1. The total cost of running the PREPARE subroutine is
then 2n+2∑

2n−1
k=2 (8k−12)(2n+1− k), which can be further

simplified to 8
3 (8n3− 6n2− 41n

4 + 9). Hence, the cost scales
like the cube of the rank.

|q〉1

M (|q〉n)

...
...

|q〉m •

|q〉n =

H

RY (Θ)

...
...

|q〉l

Table II: Quantum circuit for the modules of qubit-|q〉n used
in the PREPARE subroutine. The Hadamard operator is
anti-controlled by the qubits between |q〉1 and |q〉m and
controlled by the qubit |q〉m. The RY (Θ) operator is
anti-controlled by qubits |q〉1 to |q〉m.

|0〉1 RX1

M (|0〉2) M (|0〉3)

· · ·

M (|0〉l)

|0〉2 · · ·

|0〉3 · · ·
...

|0〉l · · ·

Table III: Quantum circuit for the PREPARE subroutine of
arbitrary rank with modules introduced in table II.

B. SELECT(Û) subroutine for rank-2 factors

In this section, we introduce a quantum circuit for implement-
ing the SELECT(Û) operation, illustrated in Eq. (23), for the
UCCD factors, where the unitary Û is the operator given in
Eq. (21). The first step of the SELECT(Û) circuit is to create
one of the Pauli strings from the pool of the excitation oper-
ators (XY strings), and one of the Pauli strings from the pro-
jection pool (IZ strings). In this example, we opt to create the
YlXkX jXi and IlZkZ jIi strings as shown in Tab. IV, however,
any arbitrary Pauli string can be the candidate for this step.
It is important to note that we use control operations for the
YlXkX jXi terms, whereas we use anticontrol operations for the
IlZkZ jIi terms. This is because we are partitioning the ancilla
bank into two sectors, one part for the XY strings, and one
part for the IZ strings. In this case, ancilla-bank states |1000〉
to |1111〉 are used to create the XY strings, and ancilla-bank
states |0000〉 to |0111〉 are used to create the IZ strings. The
resulting state, omitting the corresponding coefficients, which
are prepared in the previous step, becomes

(|0000〉+ · · ·+ |0111〉)
∣∣ZkZ j

〉
+(|1000〉+ · · ·+ |1111〉)

k−1⊗
a=l+1

Za

i−1⊗
b= j+1

Zb
∣∣YlXkX jXi

〉
(32)

|0〉1 • • • • • •

l

Zl+1
k−1

Y
...

k X Z
...

j

Z j+1
i−1

X Z
...

i X

Table IV: Circuit to create YlXkX jXi and IlZkZ jIi. |0〉1
denotes the first qubit of the ancilla bank. The first two
circuit components are the controlled Pauli Z gates applied
on qubits between (exclusively) indices l and k, and between
indices j and i.

The construction of the controlled Pauli Z gates shown in
Tab. (IV) is described next. With the starting reference states
prepared, we can then create the entire state exactly. The first
step is to apply a single-qubit controlled Pauli Z operator on
qubits l and k, where the control is to be conditioned on the
last qubit of the ancilla bank. The second step is similar, in
that a single-qubit controlled Pauli Z operator is applied on
qubits j and i. The control qubit of the second step is the
second to last qubit of the ancilla bank. The final step is to
apply the single-qubit controlled Pauli Z on qubits k and j,
with the control qubit being the second qubit of the ancilla
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• • •

l

Z j+1
i−1

= Z

Z

k

Table V: The circuit for implementing the boxed controlled
Pauli Z operators shown in table (IV). The Pauli Z operators
are being applied to the qubits l +1 to k−1.

|0〉2 • •
|0〉3 • •
|0〉4 • •

l Z
...

k Z Z
...

j Z Z
...

i Z

Table VI: Circuit to create the state shown in equation (21).
|0〉i denotes the ith qubit of the ancilla bank.

bank. The circuit diagram is illustrated in Tab. VI. The Pauli
strings and their corresponding states in the ancilla bank are
shown in Tab. VII. The qubits on which the control operations

|000〉2,3,4 |0〉1 = 1 |0〉1 = 0
|000〉 Y XXX IZZI
|001〉 XY XX ZIZI
|010〉 Y XYY IZIZ
|011〉 XYYY ZIIZ
|100〉 YYY X IIII
|101〉 XXY X ZZII
|110〉 YY XY IIZZ
|111〉 XXXY ZZZZ

Table VII: The 16 Pauli strings created by schemes shown in
Tabs. IV and VI, and their associated binary encodings in the

ancilla bank.

are conditioned are chosen specifically for this table. In prac-
tice, when applying this algorithm, one needs to predetermine
a table similar to Tab. VII for all the binary encodings and
their corresponding Pauli substrings, and choose accordingly
the starting reference states and the control qubits to be used
in the approach illustrated shown in Tabs. IV and VI.

C. SELECT(Û) for arbitrary rank-n

In this section, we demonstrate the algorithm for the rank-
n UCC factor buy generalizing the algorithms shown in
Secs. III A and III B. First, let us re-examine the case for rank-
2; that is, the doubles. Define groups G1 = {G11,G12} and
G2 = {G21,G22}, with elements G = σi⊗σ j, where σi and
σ j are two different Pauli operators acting on different qubits.
Additionally, the group elements have the following identities

G11 · (σz⊗σz) = G12,G12 · (σz⊗σz) = G11 (33)
G11 · (1⊗σz) = G22,G11 · (σz⊗1) = G21 (34)
G21 · (σz⊗σz) = G22,G22 · (σz⊗σz) = G21 (35)
G21 · (1⊗σz) = G12,G21 · (σz⊗1) = G11, (36)

where σz is the Pauli Z operator being applied on qubit
a1. It should be clear that the expression in Eq. (21) is
of the schematic form ∑p6=q ∑r Gpr⊗Gqr +G′rp⊗G′rq, omit-
ting the coefficients, where the G groups contain XY sub-
terms and the G′ contain IZ subterms. In the example shown
in the Secs. III A and III B, the corresponding groups are
G1 = {G11 = Y X ,G12 = XY}, G2 = {G21 = XX ,G22 = YY},
G′1 = {G′11 = IZ,G′12 = ZI}, and G′2 = {G′21 = II,G′22 = ZZ}.
There are in total three steps needed to create the eigenfunc-
tion, hence we opted to use three digits for the binary encoding
in the ancilla bank.

⊗ G11 G12 G21 G22
G11 0 0 G11G21 G11G22
G12 0 0 G12G21 G12G22
G21 G21G11 G21G12 0 0
G22 G22G11 G22G12 0 0

Table VIII: Matrix that shows the scheme for the XY
subterms presented in the Sec. III B. The entry colored in

blue, G11G21 is the initial reference state. After the first step,
the yellow entry G12G21 is created. The pink entries are
created after the second step. The first two steps use the

identities in Eqs. (33) and (35). The final step is to use the
identities in Eqs. (34) and (36) to create the green block.

⊗ G′11 G′12 G′21 G′22
G′11 G′11G′11 G′11G′12 0 0
G′12 G′12G′11 G′12G′12 0 0
G′21 0 0 G′21G′21 G′21G′22
G′22 0 0 G′22G′21 G′22G′22

Table IX: Matrix that shows the scheme for the IZ subterms
presented in Sec. III B. The entry colored in blue, G′11G′12 is
chosen to be the starting reference state. After the first step,
the yellow entry G′12G′12 is created. The pink entries result

after the second step. The first two steps use the identities in
Eqs. (33) and (35). The final step is to use the identities in

Eqs. (34) and (36) to create the entire green block.

Similar to the way we define for the rank-2 factors, for rank-
3, we define groups G1 = {G11,G12,G13,G14} and G2 =
{G21,G22,G23,G24}, therefore the wavefunction for the UCC
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triples factors after the JW transformation take the form
∑p6=q ∑r Gpr⊗Gqr +G′rp⊗G′rq. The set of identities for rank-
3 is

G11(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G14,G14(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G11 (37)
G12(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G13,G13(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G12 (38)
G11(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G12,G12(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G11 (39)
G13(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G14,G14(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G13 (40)
G21(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G24,G24(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G21 (41)
G22(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G23,G23(σz⊗σz⊗1) = G24 (42)
G21(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G22,G22(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G21 (43)
G23(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G24,G24(1⊗σz⊗σz) = G22 (44)
G11(1⊗1⊗σz) = G21,G12(1⊗1⊗σz) = G22 (45)
G13(1⊗1⊗σz) = G23,G14(1⊗1⊗σz) = G24 (46)
G21(σz⊗1⊗1) = G13,G22(σz⊗1⊗1) = G14 (47)
G23(σz⊗1⊗1) = G11,G24(σz⊗1⊗1) = G12. (48)

Shown in the Tab. X, there are in total five steps needed to
create the exact JW-transformed unitary, thus we use five out
of six digits for the binary encoding in the ancilla bank.

For a UCC factor with arbitrary rank n, a total number of n−1
transformations are required to complete the first column of
the matrix. An additional n− 1 transformations are then re-
quired to complete the rest of the diagonal or off-diagonal
block, depending on whether the subterms are XY strings or
IZ strings. The final step is to perform the ’flip’ transforma-
tion to make the entire matrix. Therefore, for any UCC factor
of rank n, a total number of 2n− 1 steps are needed to con-
struct the JW-transformed unitary operator.

D. Gate counts

The LCU framework for rank-n UCC factors is given by a
simple circuit implementation of the JW-transformed unitary
in the form of

∑
p6=q

∑
r

Gpr⊗Gqr +G′rp⊗G′rq, (49)

where each group Gp contains 2n−1 elements that commute
with every other element in the same group but anti-commute
with elements in the other group. The total number of steps
in the SELECT(Û) subroutine is 2n− 1, for rank-n factors.
Within each step of the SELECT(Û) subroutine, two single-
qubit controlled Pauli Z operators are needed, making the to-
tal number of CNOT gates 4n− 2. In addition, 4n+∑

2n−2
i ρi

CNOT gates are needed for initializing the reference Jordan-
Wigner strings. Here, ρi is the number of qubits between
the ith pair of the active orbitals. In the case of a UCCD
factor discussed in Secs. III A and III B, ρ1 is the number
of qubits between qubits k and l and ρ2 is the number of
qubits between qubits j and i. The circuit for preparing the
ancilla bank hosts the majority of the complexity, where the
total CNOT cost is 8

3 (8n3− 6n2− 41n
4 + 9). The total num-

ber of CNOT gates used in the LCU circuit for preparing

Figure 2: CNOT gate counts for three different algorithms,
the standard CNOT cascading circuits, the FEB circuits [26],

and the linear-combination-of-unitary query circuits
introduced in this work.

the JW-transformed unitary is then 6 · ( 8
3 (8n3− 6n2− 41n

4 +

9))+ 3 · (8n− 2+∑
2n−2
i ρi), which can be further simplified

to 128n3−96n2−140n+138+3∑
2n−2
i ρi. Note that this has

a large prefactor in the scaling with the rank. The total number
of ancilla qubits required for this framework is 2n. For a UCC
factor with an arbitrary set of active orbitals, the CNOT cost
of the circuits proposed in our work eventually becomes fa-
vorable compared with other existing methods when the rank
becomes large (n ≥ 9), including the one proposed in the au-
thors’ previous work [19], although for low-rank factors, the
fermionic-excitation-based (FEB) algorithm proposed by Ref.
[26] is more efficient.

IV. DISCUSSION

In summary, we have introduced an application of the LCU
query model that efficiently simulates the factorized UCC
ansatze with a scaling that goes like the cube of the rank. We
have demonstrated the quantum circuits for the PREPARE and
the SELECT(Û) subroutines, whose CNOT counts scale lin-
early with the rank of the UCC ansatze and the number of ac-
tive spin-orbitals. The PREPARE operator employs a quantum
circuit that scales as the cube of the rank of the UCC factor and
requires a linear number of ancilla. The proposed LCU frame-
work greatly reduces the number of two-qubit gates for high-
rank UCC factors, which are needed for simulating strongly
correlated systems on NISQ devices and future fault-tolerant
quantum computers [21]. Alternatively, a low-rank factoriza-
tion method does exist for the electronic Hamiltonian and the
UCC operator [27], but it is not clear how well it extends to
high rank, so we do not compare the scaling of their method
with ours. Circuits that implement the SELECT(Û) subroutine
for more general Jordan-Wigner strings with linear scaling
have also been developed [24]. Another approach that opti-
mizes the CNOT cascading circuits in Ref. ([17]) for low-rank
factors have been recently developed as well [26, 28, 29].
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⊗ G11 G12 G13 G14 G21 G22 G23 G24
G11 0 0 0 0 G11G21 G11G22 G11G23 G11G24
G12 0 0 0 0 G12G21 G12G22 G12G23 G12G24
G13 0 0 0 0 G13G21 G13G22 G13G23 G13G24
G14 0 0 0 0 G14G21 G14G22 G14G23 G14G24
G21 G21G11 G21G12 G21G13 G21G14 0 0 0 0
G22 G22G11 G22G12 G22G13 G22G14 0 0 0 0
G23 G23G11 G23G12 G23G13 G23G14 0 0 0 0
G24 G24G11 G24G12 G24G13 G24G14 0 0 0 0

Table X: Matrix illustrating the scheme for constructing XY substrings in the JW-transformed unitary of the UCCT factors. The
blue entry is chosen to be the starting reference state. After the first step using identity (37), grey entry G14G21 is created.

Using the identities in Eqs. (38) and (39), the yellow entries are created after the second step. The orange and pink columns are
created after the next two steps via the identities in Eqs. (40) through (43). The final step is to apply the identities in Eqs. (45)

through (48) to create the entire green block.

⊗ G′11 G′12 G′13 G′14 G′21 G′22 G′23 G′24
G′11 G′11G′11 G′11G′12 G′11G′13 G′11G′14 0 0 0 0
G′12 G′12G′11 G′12G′12 G′12G′13 G′12G′14 0 0 0 0
G′13 G′13G′11 G′13G′23 G′13G′13 G′13G′14 0 0 0 0
G′14 G′14G′11 G′14G′12 G′14G′13 G′14G′14 0 0 0 0
G′21 0 0 0 0 G′21G′21 G′21G′22 G′21G′23 G′21G′24
G′22 0 0 0 0 G′22G′21 G′22G′22 G′22G′23 G′22G′24
G′23 0 0 0 0 G′23G′21 G′23G′22 G′23G′23 G′23G′24
G′24 0 0 0 0 G′24G′21 G′24G′22 G′24G′23 G′24G′24

Table XI: Matrix illustrating the scheme for constructing IZ substrings in the JW-transformed unitary of the UCCT factors. The
blue entry is the starting reference state. After the first step using the identity in Eq. (37), the grey entry G14G14 is created.

Using the identities in Eqs. (38) and (39), the yellow entries are created after the second step. The orange and pink columns are
created after the next two steps via the identities in Eqs. (40) through (43). The final step is to apply the identities in Eqs. (45)

through (48) to create the entire green block.

⊗ G21 G22 G23 G24 G25 G26 G27 G28
G11 G11G21 G11G22 G11G23 G11G24 G11G25 G11G26 G11G27 G11G28
G12 G12G21 G12G22 G12G23 G12G24 G12G25 G12G26 G12G27 G12G28
G13 G13G21 G13G22 G13G23 G13G24 G13G25 G13G26 G13G27 G13G28
G14 G14G21 G14G22 G14G23 G14G24 G14G25 G14G26 G14G27 G14G28
G15 G15G21 G15G22 G15G23 G15G24 G15G25 G15G26 G15G27 G15G28
G16 G16G21 G16G22 G16G23 G16G24 G16G25 G16G26 G16G27 G16G28
G17 G17G21 G17G22 G17G23 G17G24 G17G25 G17G26 G17G27 G17G28
G18 G18G21 G18G22 G18G23 G18G24 G18G25 G18G26 G18G27 G18G28

Table XII: Off-diagonal block of a matrix illustrating the scheme for constructing XY substrings in the JW-transformed unitary
of the UCCQ factors. The blue entry of the first column is chosen to be the starting reference state. The grey entry is created
after the first step, followed by the green entries in the second step and the yellow entries in the third step. The pink entries of

the last column are created after the fourth step, followed by the orange columns in the fifth step and purple columns in the
sixth step.
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