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Abstract

Accurate electronic structure calculations might be one of the most anticipated applications of
quantum computing. The recent landscape of quantum simulations of chemistry within the Hartree-
Fock approximation raises the prospect of substantial theory and hardware developments in this
context. Here we propose a general quantum circuit for Mgller-Plesset perturbation theory (MPPT)
calculations, which is a popular and powerful post-Hartree-Fock method widly harnessed in solving
electronic structure problems. MPPT improves on the Hartree—Fock method by including electron
correlation effects wherewith Rayleigh—Schrédinger perturbation theory. Given the Hartree-Fock re-
sults, the proposed circuit is designed to estimate the second order energy corrections with MPPT
methods. In addition to demonstration of the theoretical scheme, the proposed circuit is further
employed to calculate the second order energy correction for the ground state of Helium atom (*He),
and the total error rate is around 2.3%. Experiments on IBM 27-qubit quantum computers ex-
press the feasibility on near term quantum devices, and the capability to estimate the second order
energy correction accurately. In imitation of the classical MPPT, our approach is non-heuristic,
guaranteeing that all parameters in the circuit are directly determined by the given Hartree-Fock
results. Moreover, the proposed circuit shows a potential quantum speedup comparing to the tra-
ditional MPPT calculations. Our work paves the way forward the implementation of more intricate
post—Hartree—Fock methods on quantum hardware, enriching the toolkit solving electronic structure
problems on quantum computing platforms.

Main

Recent landmarks in quantum hardware developments|I}, 2] [3] [, [5], along with innovations in developing
quantum algorithms [6] [7, [8, 9] [T0], herald the age of ‘quantum supremacy’ dawns. In this context, solving
the classically intractable electronic structure problem might be one of the most promising applications of

quantum computing[111 12} 13 14} [15] 16}, 1°7, 18], 19, 20} 21]. In the past decade, the variational quantum
eigensolver (VQE)[22] 23] has been widly employed in the electronic structure calculations|24] 25, 26] 27].
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Extraordinarily in 2020, Google Al Quantum successfully implemented simulations of chemistry within
the Hartree-Fock approximation for system sizes up to 12 qubits, which till now retains the record for
the largest VQE calculations of ground state on quantum devices|28].

The state-of-art quantum simulation within the Hartree-Fock approximation lays the foundation stone
to implement more intricate ab initio methods on quantum hardware. Herein, we propose a general
quantum circuit for Mgller-Plesset perturbation theory (MPPT) calculations[29]. To demonstrate the
feasibility, the proposed circuit is employed to estimate the second order MP (MP2) correlation energy
for the ground state of Helium atom (4He). Experiments are carried on IBM 27-qubit quantum computers.

As a typical application of Rayleigh-Schrédinger perturbation theory[30], in MPPT the Hartree-Fock
Hamiltonian[31] 32] is regard as the unperturbed Hamiltonian, whereas the perturbation is the difference
between Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian and the real one. The MP2 correlation energy for ground state is[33]
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where a, b indicate the occupied orbitals, r, s indicate the virtual orbitals, € is the orbital energies obtained
from Hartree—Fock calculations, and (ab||rs) is the antisymmetrized two electron integral as shown in
Eq.. Here we focus on the ground state of Helium atom (“He), and the two occupied orbitals are both

1s orbitals, ensuring that
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where (ab|rs) is the electron repulsion integral (ERI) under physicists notation, as shown in Eq. ().

The Hartree-Fock results such as molecular orbitals (MO), electronic repulsion integrals (ERI) are all
obtained from PSI4[34]. In the Hartree-Fock calculations, we use the basis ‘aug-cc-pvdz’[35], including
15252p3s3p orbitals. As depicted in Fig.), there are only two electrons in Helium(*He), occupying
orbital 1s at ground state. The virtual orbitals correspond to 2s2p3s3p orbitals, expanding the ERI
tensor as a 16 x 16 matrix, corresponding to indices r,s. For simplicity, we divide the calculation into
four parts, regarding to integrals between orbitals 2s2p — 2s2p(1), 2s2p — 3s3p(11), 3s3p — 2s2p(111) and
3s3p —3s3p(IV). These four parts can be calculated in parallel, and the schematic circuit implementation
is presented in Fig.)7 where ¢qp,rs correspond to the orbitals, ¢’ is the readout qubit and ¢” are
included as ancilla qubits.

There are two main operations, Ug and Ujyp, in the proposed circuit as shown in Fig.). In
brief, operation Ug generates the denominators 1/(e, + €, — €, — €5), whereas Uynr prepares the ERIs.
Ug is constructed with mainly multi-controller gates (See Eq.(]§[))7 which is designed to prepare accurate
denominator terms. On the contrary, Ujr is designed to prepare approximations of the ERIs. The ERIs
matrix, or part of the ERIs, generally could not be mapped as a unitary operation directly. Thereby,
Urnr is alternatively designed as exp(iAV'), where V corresponds to the ERIs, and 0 < A. Usnr is
implemented with the first order Trotter decomposition as shown in Eq.. Here we focus on the
ground state of Helium atom, qubits g, representing the occupied orbitals a, b can be excluded in the
implementation on hardware.

To begin with, all qubits are initialized at ground state |0). Next, Urnr(X) converts gq ., s into a
certain state approximating the ERIs (or part of the ERIs). Ug then includes the denominator terms.
At the end the single qubit ¢’ is measured. By repeating the process above with various A values, we are
able to estimate the MP2 correlation energy. Denote C; r1.rr7,1v as the probability to find ¢’ at state |1),
where the subscripts indicate the four parts. Theoretically, for small A values we have
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where C, is the constant in Eq.@ ensuring C./(e, + €, — €, —€5) € [0, 1]. Superscripts of C, indicate the
corresponding part. In Fig.—k) we present the simulation results of the ( values with various A. As
expected, ¢ increases almost linearly with A2 for small A values, see Fig.,j,k). The linear trend changes
around A = 2 for Part IV, and around A = 5 for other parts, due to the greater ERI components in Part
IV. Meanwhile, for the symmetry in ERIs and denominators, part II and part III make same contribution
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Figure 1: Schematic depiction of MPPT methods and quantum circuit structures. (a)
Schematic depiction of MPPT methods. (b) Quantum circuit structures for the MPPT calculations,
where ¢4 555 correspond to the orbitals, ¢’ is the readout qubit and ¢ are included as ancilla qubits.
(¢) Necessary connectivity in the implementation of Urnr. In (c-g) Each square represents a qubit,
and connected squares indicate connected ones on real device. (d) Connectivity in the implementation
of Urnr, three ancilla qubits added (depicted as hollow squares). (e) Necessary connectivity in the
implementation of Ug. (f) Necessary connectivity in the implementation of Uyt together with Ug. (g)
Schematic connectivity of IBM 27 qubit computer ‘ibm_aucland’, on which three Ug can be tested in
parallel, as depicted in the solid squares with various colors. (h-j) Simulation results of the ¢ values with
various \. ¢ is the probability to find ¢’ at state |1), where the subscripts indicate the four parts.



to the final result. Thereby, we only need to estimate (r, (;rr and ;v to estimate the MP2 correlation

energy E(()2) .

Results and Discussion

In addition to numerical simulations, the proposed circuit is then employed on IBM 27-qubit quantum
computer to calculate the MP2 energy correction for ground state of Helium atom (4He).
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Figure 2: Structure of quantum circuit generating the denominator terms and experiment
results from IBM 27-qubit quantum computer. (a) The implementation Ug (lower) and the
corresponding qubits on IBM 27-qubit quantum computer (upper). (b) A schematic depiction of the
matrix expanded by the denominator terms, with indices » and s. (c,d,e,f) Counts of various outputs
for Ug (left column) and U4t (right column) with various inputs, corresponding to Part I, IT, ITI, IV of
the ERI matrix. (g) The estimated denominators 1/(e, + €, — €, — €5) based on results of UL (brown
circles), and the ones based on the corrected results of Ug (blue cross). The dashed line indicate the
theoretical predictions. Errors are presented in the right upper corner.

In Fig.) we present a schematic depiction of the matrix expanded by the denominator terms
1/(eq + €, — € — €5) with indices r and s, where boxes with same color indicate the components with
same values attributing to the degeneracies in p orbitals. Here we divide the matrix into 4 parts, each
contains 16 components, raising the requirement of log, 16 = 4 qubits to represent the relative r and s
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indices. The schematic structure of Ug is demonstrated in Fig.(2h), where in the upper part we present
the corresponding qubits on IBM 27-qubit quantum computer, ‘ibm_aucland’. qo, g1, g2, g3 are the four
qubits representing the orbitals, ¢g,q; for index r and ¢, ¢3 for index s. In addition, ¢4 is included
for readout, and ¢, ¢4 are ancilla qubits in the implementation of Toffoli gates. Qubits qa, qf, ¢5 are
initialized at the ground state |0) at beginning, whereas the initial state of g, g1, ¢2, g3 corresponds to the
relative denominator term to be estimated. Superpositions in qg, q1, g2, g3 can lead to same superpositions
in the outcome.

As presented in Fig.), a single R, gate is applied on g4 at beginning, generating the p — p compo-
nents. Next, two C2Ry gates are added, preparing the s — p or p — s components. Finally, a C4Ry gate
is introduced to prepare the s — s component. Decomposition of the C*R, gate is as presented in the
dashed box in Fig.(2h). The Pauli-X gates (or NOT gate, depicted with symbol X) on qo, g1, g2, g3 are
included as we are intending to use 0-control instead of 1-control operations.

In the decomposition of a Toffoli gate, there are not only CNOT gates connecting the two control
qubits and the target qubit, but also CNOT gate between the two control qubits[36]. Even though,
the control qubits are not directly connected on hardware as depicted in Fig.). Intuitively, we can
construct CNOT gates between the two control qubits with assistance of SWAP gates, which however,
often leads to extra errors. Nevertheless, these Toffoli gates can be simplified in the implementation of
Ug. Notice that there are no ‘single’ Toffoli gates as shown in Fig.). Instead, Toffoli gates always
appear in pair, without any other operations involving the control qubits between them. As the inverse
of a Toffoli gate is still itself, CNOT gates connecting the two control qubits cancel out in these pairs.
In the decomposition of the Toffoli gates pairs, CNOT gates between the two control qubits are no more
necessary (See the supplementary materials or our recent work[37] for more details). Therefore, when
implementing Ug on real machines, there are only single qubit gates and CNOT gates applied on the
physically connected neighbor qubits, eliminating the requirement for extra SWAP gates.

We tested Uy with all possible inputs (]0000), |[0001), - --, |1111}) on IBM 27-qubit quantum computer
‘ibm__aucland’, and the results of the four parts are presented in the left columns in Fig.,d,e,f). For
each input, we tested 1 x 10° shots. We notice that not all operations of Ug are necessary for the certain
inputs. For instance, the intricate C4Ry gate is designed to work only when the input is |0000), yet the
idling operations still raise errors. To correct the error caused by idling operations, we tested the ‘lite’
version of Ug, which only contains the necessary operations, and the results of U gte are presented in the
right columns in Fig.(2k,d,e,f). Similarly we tested 1 x 10° shots for each input. Corrected estimation is
available with Eq., which roughly cut off the idling operations errors, especially the errors caused by
the idling C’4Ry gate. In Fig.) we present the estimated denominators 1/(e, + €, — €, — €5) based on
results of UL (brown circles), and the ones based on the corrected results of Ug (blue cross). Errors are
presented in the right upper corner of Fig.). Both of these estimations are close to the ideal values
(dashed line), with maximum error less than 0.05 (Unit: Hartree™1!).

In addition to Ug, we also tested Uyyr on IBM 27-qubit quantum computer, where only 4 qubits
are involved. The mathematical description of Uy can be found in Eq.. Urnr is designed to
approximate the ERI components. In Fig.) we present the implementation of Ujy7 for Part I and
Part IV, whereas the implementation of Uryr for Part II and Part III can be found in (3p). In (a)
and (b) the solid boxes indicate operation exp(iAyo, ® - ® o) over the covered qubits, where v is the
corresponding ERI terms. Decomposition of this operation is depicted in ), which is typical in fermionic
simulation and Trotterization[38], 39]. When |\vy| < 1, the probability to get result |n) is approximated
by A242, where the binary form of n is a four-digit number corresponding to the ERI component. In
,e,f) we present the outcome of Uyyr with various A values for Part I, Part IV and Part III, where
the dots are experiment results collected from IBM 27-qubit quantum computer ‘ibm_aucland’ (4 qubits
involved). The dashed lines are obtained from linear regression with least squares method for A\? and
counts of various readout, where the slope is proportional to the corresponding ERI component. There
are only 4 non-trivial components in Part I (Part IV) of the ERI matrix, corresponding to output |0000),
|0110), [1001) and [1111). The counts to find these states under a range of A? are depicted in Fig.),
whereas the results of Part IV are depicted in Fig.). In Part III (or Part II), there are 10 non-trivial
components, and the experiment results are presented in Fig.). For each U;nr, we tested 1 x 10° shots
in total.
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Figure 3: Schematic structure of quantum circuit generating the ERI terms and experiment
results from IBM 27-qubit quantum computer. (a) The implementation of Uyyp for Part I and
Part IV. (b) The implementation of Uy for Part IT and Part IIL. In (a) and (b) the solid boxes indicate
operation exp(iAyo, ®---®o0,) over the covered qubits, where |Ay| < 1. Decomposition of this operation
is depicted in (c). The input of Urn is always the ground state |0000). In (d,e,f) we present the outcome
of Urnt with various A values for Part I, Part IV and Part III, where the dots are experiment results
collected from IBM 27-qubit quantum computer ‘ibm__aucland’ (4 qubits involved), and the dashed line
are obtained from linear regression with least squares method. (g) Detailed results of Uy with various
A values for Part I (upper) and Part III (lower).



In Fig.,e,f), we notice that the y-intercept can be far away from 0, which attributes to the noise
of Uryr with A = 0 caused by the Toffoli gates pairs as depicted in Fig.). Meanwhile, for small A2,
the scattered points often deviate from the fitted line, as U;,; with smaller A values are more sensitive to
the noises and errors. On the contrary, the higher order terms in exp(iAV') is no more insignificant with
large \ values. We can notice the flat plateau around A? > 10 for |0000) in Fig.(3f), which attributes
to the corresponding ERI component that is much greater than the others in Part III. Detailed output
states for Part I (upper), Part III (lower) are depicted in Fig.). For large A values, see A = 10.00 for
Part I, or A = 12.00 for Part III, unexpected patterns appear in the output, yielding the breakdown of
linear approximation. Briefly, the ERI components can be estimated with the slope of fitted line within
appropriate ranges. We must be careful to avoid both the outliers around small A values and the flat
plateau around the large A values.
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Figure 4: MP2 correlation energy estimated by the proposed quantum circuit. (a,b,c) ¢ values
for Part I, Part III and Part IV. In the relative subfigures, we present the linear regression with least
square method, where the dashed line represents the fitted line. (d) MP2 correlation energy against
various start step of A\. The step lengths are 0.25, 0.3 and 0.1 for Part I, IIT and IV. The total steps
are 10, 10, 12 for Part I, III and IV. The least square errors are presented in the right upper corner of
(b). The solid lines indicate the exact results of er 177 v (Exact), whereas the dashed lines indicate the
experiment estimations on quantum devices (Exp).

Experiment results of Ugr and Ujnr enable us to calculate the MP2 correlation energy Eéz). In
Fig.,b,c) we present the ¢ values for Part I, Part IIT and Part IV. Similar to the numerical simulations,
¢ increases linearly against A\? for small A values. Recalling the simulation results as shown in Fig.),
it is predicted that there will be a flat plateau after the linear increasing trend. We can notice that the
plateaus shown in Fig.,c) are not the same as the ones in simulation, which is mainly on account of the
noise caused by the Toffoli gates in Uyn7. Even though, this difference does not matter in the estimation
of E(()z). According to Eq. , E((f) can be obtained by calculating the slopes of the fitted lines for the linear

increasing part. To find out the optimal range, we calculated E[()Q) with various start steps, meanwhile
the step length and total steps are chosen constant. The product between step length and total steps is
a little less than the length of linear increasing range, so that we can exclude the outliers around small
A by choosing the optimal start step that leads to minimum errors in linear regression. The calculated
E(SQ) against start steps are depicted in Fig.7 and the least square errors (LSE) in linear regression are
presented in the right upper corner. The step lengths are 0.25, 0.3 and 0.1 for Part I, III and IV, whereas
the total steps are 10, 10, 12. The Oth step corresponds to A = 0. For Part IV, LSE decreases since the
beginning, and reaches local minimum when the 3rd one is chosen as start step. Therefore, the Part IV
contributed correlation energy ey is estimated by calculating the slope of fitted line over the highlighted
range in Fig.), where the linear regression starts from the 3rd step. The dash horizontal line colored
with seagreen in Fig.) indicates the experiment estimation of ey on the proposed quantum circuit,



whereas the solid line with same color is the exact result obtained from theoretical calculations. In
Fig.,b), the optimal range are highlighted with light colors. In the relative subfigures, we present the
linear regression with least square method, and the dashed line indicates the fitted line. in Fig.), the
solid lines colored in gray and olivergreen indicate the exact results of €7 ;r; (Exact), whereas the dashed
lines indicate the experiment estimations on quantum devices (Exp). Recalling Eq., the absolute
value of E(()2) is thus estimated. Here we focus on the ground state, ensuring that the denominators
1/(eq + € — €, — €5) are always negative. Meanwhile, the numerator terms are always non-negative as

shown in Eq. 1} Therefore, the MP2 correlation energy is estimated as Eé2) = —€; — 261771 — €1V
’ Unite: Hartrees €1 ‘ €rr1 ‘ €1v E(()Z)
Exact 0.0025817 | 0.0034791 | 0.017423 | -0.026963

Experiment 0.0023838 | 0.0033730 | 0.017211 | -0.026341

Table 1: Exact results by theoretical calculations (Exact) and experiment estimations on the proposed
quantum circuit (Experiment)

In Tab. we list the exact results by theoretical calculations, along with the experiment estimations

obtained from quantum devices for €7, €rrr, €5y and E(()Q). E(()Z) estimated by the quantum circuit is
very close to the theoretical result, with error rate around 2.3%. As for the four parts, maximum error
rate appears when estimating €;, where the error rate is 7.7%. The theoretical results are calculated by
PSI4[34], and is exactly the same to the standard one from Computational Chemistry Comparison and
Benchmark DataBase (CCCBDB)[40].

In this article, we concentrate on the MPPT correlation energy of a single Helium atom. In fact,
the proposed circuit can be applied to solve more intricate electronic structure problems. As presented
in Fig.)7 the MPPT calculations are implemented in four parts, and the ERI tensor and the energy
denominator tensor are both divided into 4 x 4 matrices. An intricate electronic structure problem often
involves more components in the ERI tensor and energy denominator tensor. By cutting these large-scale
tensors into smaller matrices, the complicated problem is simplified into several solvable ones. Urn7 is
designed to prepare the ERI terms, whereas Ug generate the energy denominators. In Fig.) we present
the necessary connectivity in implementation of U;np, where a solid square represents a single qubit,
and the connected squares indicate qubits with physical connection on real devices. Detailed circuit
structure of Ujyr is depicted in Fig.,b). Meanwhile, the necessary connectivity in implementation
of Ug is presented in Fig.), corresponding to the detailed circuit depicted in Fig.). Therefore, it
is feasible to accomplish MPPT2 calculations separately on quantum devices with at least 7 qubits as
shown in Fig.)7 where the tensors are divided into 4 x 4 matrices. Furthermore, advanced hardware
enables subtle designs. In Fig.) we present the necessary connectivity to implement Ug and Urnr
simultaneously, corresponding to the schematic circuit design shown in In Fig.). The hollowed squares
represent extra qubits involved to build connections among the four qubits implementing U;n7 as shown
in Fig.). The design as shown in Fig.) is feasible on quantum computing systems such as Scymore[I]
and Zuchongzhi[41], where the qubits are assigned in a two-dimensional array. On the other side, IBM
27-qubit computer enables parallel computing. As depicted in Fig.), three Ug can run in parallel.
Each Ug involves 7 qubits, corresponding to the solid squares colored in navy, purple or blue.

Depth of the proposed circuit is determined by the number of orbitals (MO) involved in the MPPT
calculations. Denote N as the total number of orbitals (MO) in the MPPT calculations, Ug can be
decomposed into no more than O(N logs N) basic gates (single qubit gates and CNOT gates), and Uyt
can be decomposed into O(N log, N) basic gates (See the supplementary materials for more details). On
the contrary, in the traditional MPPT calculations it takes O(N?) steps to get the summation as shown
in Eq. (Generally the number of occupied orbitals is much less than the virtual ones). Therefore,
when dealing with intricate electronic structure problems with N > 1, the proposed circuit could lead to
considerable speedup comparing to the traditional MPPT methods, yet which is still in need of substantial
advancements in hardware developments.



Conclusions

As one of the most promising applications of quantum computing, it has been attracting enormous en-
thusiasms to solve electronic structure problems on quantum devices. Illustrated by the recent successful
quantum simulations within the Hartree-Fock approximation, we proposed a general quantum circuit
for MPPT calculations, which is a powerful post-Hartree-Fock method based on Rayleigh—Schrédinger
perturbation theory.

There are two major tasks to calculate the MP2 correlation energy on quantum devices, estimating
the denominators determined by the unperturbed energy levels, and estimating the nominators deter-
mined by the ERI tensor, as shown in Eq.. To address these two issues, we designed Ug preparing the
denominators, and U;y7 approximating the ERIs. Due to the limitation of NISQ devices, these tensors
are cut into smaller matrices, and the MPPT calculation is simplified into several solvable problems.
Nevertheless, we then implemented the proposed circuit on IBM 27-qubit quantum computer, and esti-
mated the MP2 correlation energy for the ground state of Helium atom(4He), where the total error rate
is around 2.3%.

In summary, a general quantum circuit to calculate the MP2 correlation energy with the given Hartree-
Fock results is proposed in this article. The proposed circuit is feasible on NISQ devices, and is capable
of estimating the MP2 correlation energy accurately. Our work provides an approach to implement
MPPT calculations on quantum devices, enriching the toolkit solving electronic structure problems and
smoothing the path to implement other ab initio methods, especially the ones based on perturbation
theory, on quantum hardware.

Methods

Preliminaries to Mgller—Plesset perturbation theory

The antisymmetrized two electron integral is defined as
(ab||rs) = (ab|rs) — {ab|sr) (4)
and the electron repulsion integral (ERI) under physicists notation is

(ablrs) = / 62(1)65 (1)~ 0n (1) s (2) (5)

where ¢, (z) is the spatial orbital.

Decomposition of the key operations

Ug is defined as,

Niot—1 Qtot Qtot
Us= [] Q) (1= )|0)(0] + [1)(A]) | @ Ry(asa™) + [ 199 — X) (1 — 2,)[0)(0] + [1)(1]) | & T
=0 j=1 j=1

(6)
where N, is the total number of orbitals, Q¢ is the total number of qubits, x is an integer indicating
the MO, corresponding to the indices a, b, r, s, and x; € {0,1} is the j — th digit in the binary form of .
In the description as shown in Eq.@, the C™R,, gates are 1-control gates. If O-control gates are employed
instead, we can get the mathematical definition just by exchanging the R, gates and identity gates I to
Eq.@. a9 is chosen to guarantee that

2C
sqrt __ e
E Oéyq = arccos <]. - ea—f—eb—er—es) (7)

yeY (x)



where C. is a constant ensuring that C./(e, + €, — €, — €5) € [0, 1], and the set Y (x) is defined as

Nior—1
Y($) =3Y ‘ Yy = Z QJyjayj € {IL']‘,O} (8)
§=0
y; is the j — th digit in the binary form of y.
Ug ensures that
C,gq'rt

Us(|0)¢ ® |abrs)q) = 1 -

€q + €y — € — € €q + €p — €, — €4

Cesqrt
10)g + \/|1>q’ ® |abrs)y 9)

The definition of Uy in first order Trotter decomposition is

Ntut_l Qtot Qtot
Unr(N) = J[ Sexp | ide @ ow,a, | o Q) oy, (10)
=0 §=0 =0
where o is the Pauli-X gate, oy is identity gate, v, = 0, and we denote the ERI in MOs as
Yabrs = {(ab|rs) (11)
For |Ay.| < 1, Urnr ensures that
Ntut
Urnr(N)[0) = ly) +iX Y yala) + O(N?) (12)
TFy
Estimation of the denominators
The denominator terms are estimated as
C 1 & pr +pn o Dy
e _ L Z ~n ~n+16 . eri;G (13)
€a + € — € — €5 15 £~ Pr + P 6 Pzt Pitie

where x is an integer corresponding to the state of ¢’ and ¢, p¥ is the count to find output = with input
y with operation U&!, P corresponds to the count under operation Ulite. Here we focus on the simple
Helium atom, and 4 ¢ qubits are involved in Uryp. Thus, state |z) represents |0)q & |(2)pin)q, Whereas
state |z+16) represents |1)y ®|(2)pin)q, Where (x)py, indicates the binary form of integer x, and subscripts
g or ¢’ indicate the corresponding qubits.

More details of the proposed circuit can be found in the supplementary materials.

Data availability

Source data are available for this paper. All other data that support the plots within this paper and
other findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.
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Supplementary Materials

S1 Preliminaries to Mgller—Plesset perturbation theory

Reliable ab initio electronic structure calculations require an accurate treatment of the many-particle
effects. In 1934, Mpyller and Plesset proposed a perturbation treatment of atoms and molecules|29],
which improves on the Hartree-Fock method[31), B2] by means of Rayleigh-Schrédinger perturbation
theory (RS-PT)[30], where the perturbation H' is the difference between the true molecular electronic
Hamiltonian H and the Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian Hyr[42],

g,:g_gm:zzril_Zz[jj(m)—f(j(m)} (S1)
I m>l ™ m=1j=1

The Coulomb operator jj(m) and the exchange operator K ;(m) are defined by

5£0) = £) [ o3P dos (52)
KD 1(1) = 9;(1) / 55(2)1(2)—dos (53)

where ¢; (k) is a branch of one-electron wave functions, often called the Hartree-Fock molecular orbitals.
This treatment is later called Mgller—Plesset (MP) perturbation theory.
The first order MP correlation energy is 0, and the second order MP (MP2) correlation energy for

ground state is[33]
(ab
=Ty e 0
€q T € — € — €5

a<br<s

where a, b indicate the occupied orbitals, r, s indicate the virtual orbitals, and € is the orbital energies
from Hartree—Fock calculations. The antisymmetrized two electron integral is defined as

(abl|rs) = (ab|rs) — (ab|sr) (S5)

and the physicists notation is

* * 1
(ablrs) = [ 61(00)65 (w2) 6 21)1 2) (56)
¢q(x) is the spatial orbitals that can be obtained from Hartree-Fock calculations,

Gul) = Y craxula) (s7)

k

where y(z) is the chosen basis. For a closed-shell system, the MP2 correlation energy can be written in
terms of sum over all spatial orbitals[33],

N/2
(ab|rs){rs|ab) (ab|rs)(rs|ba)
_py lrololat) S (el rsiba 9
€+ €p — €, — €5 €, + €p — €, — €5

abrs abrs

Furthermore, the accuracy of MP2 calculations can be improved by semi-empirically scaling the opposite-
spin (OS) and same-spin (SS) correlation components with separate scaling factors, as shown by Grimme[43].

In the main article we study the MP2 correlation enenrgy for Helium, where the two occupied obitals

are both 1s orbitals, ensuring that

N/2
E(()2) _ Z (ablrs)(rs|ab) (S9)

€q + €y — € — €
abrs
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In the following discussion, we use the basis ‘aug-cc-pvdz’[35], including 1s2s2p3s3p orbitals. In classical
calculations, the properties such as molecular orbitals (MO), electronic repulsion integrals (ERI) are all
obtained from PSI4|34]. The Hartree-Fock energy Eppr and MP2 correlation energy Ejrps of neutral
helium atom obtained from PSI4 are (Units: Hartrees)

Enpr = —2.8557047
Enpa = —2.8826672

and
E® = —0.0269625

which are exactly the same to the standard ones from Computational Chemistry Comparison and Bench-
mark DataBase (CCCBDB)[40)].

In the MP2 calculations, totally 9 spatial orbitals {¢(x),a = 1,2,---,9} are taken into account,
corresponding to 1s,2s,2pz, 2py, 2pz, 3s, 3px, 3py, 3pz orbitals. The spatial orbital can be written as
a linear combination of the chosen ‘aug-cc-pvdz’ basis {xx,k = 1,2,---,9}, as shown in Eq.. In
computational chemistry, these basis function x and atomic orbital (AO) are often used interchangeably,
yet the basis functions are usually not the real AOs. Meanwhile, the spatial orbital ¢ are often called
molecular orbital(MO), though the one-electron function ¢ is not a true molecular orbital. In the following
discussion, AOs refer to the basis function y, with subscripts k, [, m,n, while MOs refer to the spatial
orbitals ¢, with subscripts a,b,r, s. In this context, (ab|rs) represents the ERI of MOs, whereas (kl|mn)
indicates the ones of AOs. The ERI in MOs can be transformed from the ones in AOs,

(ablrs) = 3 "N " " oy Conr Cns (Kl [mn) (S10)
k I m n

The AOs are well studied in the past decades, and some typical AOs, such as the Gaussian Type Or-
bitals (GTO)[44], could lead to considerable speedup in the integral calculations. Therefore, it is often
convenient to calculate ERI of MOs with Eq.(S10).

S2 Quantum circuits for MP2 correlation energy calculations

In the main article we propose to calculate the MP2 correlation energy on a NISQ quantum device[19].
To implement the MP2 calculations on a quantum computer, there are three main tasks:

1. Operations generating the denominators 1/(e, + €, — €, — €5);

2. Operations estimating the ERI tensor (ab|rs);

3. Operations estimating the difference.

In the main article we focus on the single Helium atom (*He), where task 3 is not necessary. Herein
we present the detailed circuits harnessed for all of the three major tasks above. Meanwhile, there
are also the mathematical descriptions and thorough discussion about their functions. We will also
demonstrate the more general design, along with discussion about the universal cases and analysis of
time complexity. Additionally, we will also present design of operations transforming the atomic orbitals
(AO) into molecular orbitals (MO).

There are branches of intricate mathematical notations in the succeeding sections. For clarification, we
list most notations as follows. Subscripts a,b, 7, s always indicate the MOs ¢, whereas k, [, m,n indicate
the AOs x. The numbers of orbitals are denoted as IV, and the numbers of qubits are denoted as Q. The
total number of shots in measurement is denoted as M. The qubits representing orbitals are denoted
as q, whereas the ancilla ones are denoted as ¢’ and ¢’. ¢’ qubits are included for readout, and ¢” are
employed to implement multi-controller operations. Capital notation C refer to a variety of constants,
while ¢ always indicate the expansion coefficients in Eq..

S2.1 Circuits generating the denominator terms

Denote the quantum circuits as U, that generate the denominator terms. The orbital energy € correspond
to the MOs, and are obtained by solving the Roothaan equations by an iterative process[42]. Thereby,
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U, should act on the qubits qq, qp, ¢r, s that represent the MOs. In addition, U, also acts on an ancilla
qubit ¢’ initialized as ground state |0), with which the denominator terms are prepared as expected.
Mathematically, we have,

C. 2 C.
0) +

€q T €p — €r — € €q T €p — € — €5

[1) (S11)

Ue(|abrs) @ |0)) = |abrs) ® \/1 -

where C, and is a constant ensuring that |Ce/(e,+€,—€, —€5)| € [0, 1]. Intuitively, U, can be implemented
with a branch of multi-controller operations, as depicted in Fig.(S1h). The corresponding mathematical

B B
9da i da (q3)

b qp(q2)
qr (QI)
— i45(q0)

Figure S1: Schematic structure of quantum circuit generating the denominator terms. (a)
The intuitive implementation U/ that only contains multi-controller R, gates. (b) The improved design
U., where for simplicity, there are only four ¢ qubits, corresponding to the a, b, r, s orbitals.

qr

Ry(=80000) Ry(=80001)

description is

U, = H labrs)(abrs| @ Ry(Oaprs) (S12)
abrs
where
. Ce
Oubrs = 2arcsin [ ———— (S13)
€q T €y — € — €5

C, is the same constant in Eq.. Here we denote this implementation as U, to avoid confusion with
the improved circuit Uk.

Denote the total number of orbitals as N, we have N;o,y = N, + Ny + N, + N, where N,, N,
are number of occupied orbitals, and N,, N of virtual orbitals. These orbitals are mapped to Qo ¢
qubits, where Qor = Qo + Qb + Q1 + Qs, and Qup.rs = [l0gy Ny p.r s | are numbers of qubits representing
the corresponding orbitals. For each orbital, there exists a CPtt R, gate, where C%t indicates that
there are Qo control qubits in the multi-controller gate. A C%'R, gate can be decomposed into
0(Q?,,) CNOT gates and single qubit gates[45]. In other words, it consumes O(Q?%,) basic operations
to build up a C%t R, gate. Notice that O(Qor) = O(log Niot), thereby the time complexity of U! is
O(NtotQ%ot) = O(Ntot 10g2 Ntot>~

In the intuitive design U., only the multi-controller gates with Q.+ control qubits are harnessed,
yet in fact, the multi-controller gates with less control qubits can also take place in the preparation of
denominator terms. An improved implementation of U, can be written as,

Nior—1 Qtot Qtot
Ue=]] Q) (1 = 2;)[0)(0] + [1)(1]) | ® Ry(an) + |[T® Vot — Q) (1 —2;)[0)(0] + [1){1]) | @ I
=0 j=1 j=1

(S14)
where z is an integer indicating the MO corresponding to indices a,b,, s, and z; € {0,1} is the j — th
digit in the corresponding binary form of z. Order of the factors in Eq.(S14) does not matter, as all
of the multi-controller R, gates commute. In the general design of U, single qubit R, gate is firstly
employed to generate the denominator terms as shown in Eq., then the C'R,, gates, then the C2Ry
gates and so on, where ¢’ qubit is always the target, and ¢ qubits are the control qubits. In Fig.)
the schematic structure of U, is presented, where for simplicity, there are only 4 g qubits, corresponding
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to the a,b,r, s orbitals. A simple example might be fruitful to illustrate Eq.. Consider the case of
orbital a = b = s = 0,7 = 1 corresponding to z = 2. The binary form of = 2 is 0010, where there are
one digit as 1, leading to a C R, gate, and g¢3 is the control qubit. For the simplest case where there are 4
q qubits representing the orbitals, there are totally 1 R, gate, 4 CR, gates, 6 CQRy gates, 4 C3Ry gates
and 1 C*R, gate.

Another issue arises when figuring out the values of « in U,. Differ from the direct one-to-one
connection between 6 and the denominator terms, most « contribute to more than one denominator
terms (The only exception is ay,,,—1, which only makes contribution to the highest-order term). For
instance, o contributes to all terms. Constraints to the a values can be written as

Ce
Z oy = 2arcsin () (S15)
€a T € — € — €

yeY (x)
where x is the integer representing orbitals a,b,r, s, and the set Y'(x) is

Ntot_l

Y()=<Syly= > 2y y €{z;,0} (S16)
=0

xj, y; are digits in the binary forms of z, y.

The design of U, is intricate but nevertheless fruitful as the employment of various multi-controller
gates saves time in quantum circuit implementation. Theoretically, in the quantum circuit U, designed
for MP2 calculation with Ny, orbitals, the number of CY R, gates is (Q;f"), and j = 0 refers to the single

qubit R, gate. Recalling that a C7 R, gate can be decomposed into O(j?) CNOT gates and single qubit
gates[45]. Then the total time complexity of U, is,

o QZ (Qf”t> 42 (S17)

=0 N J

which infers that U, consumes less than U.. Therefore, it is more instructive to generate the denominator
terms with U, instead of U/, especially when there are plenty of MOs involved.

Sometimes we prefer to prepare the denominator terms into the measurement probabilities. Then an
alternative denoted as U2 might be helpful, which is denoted as Ug in the main article.

|®+¢Cﬁ1m (518)

€q + €y — € — €

Cesqrt

U™ (|ab 0)) = |ab 1—-|——F
7 Jabrs) © [0)) = labrs) @ e

and C59" [ (e, + €, — €, — €5) € [0,1]. U, directly generate the 1/(e, + €, — €, — €5) terms, whereas U™
introduces the \/ 1/(eq + € — € — €5) terms. The corresponding constraints are

04" — arccos (1 - 208) (S19)
€s

abrs €a+€p— € —

and

Z a;qrt = arccos (1 - 206) (S20)

€q + €p — €, — €4
yeY (z) a b T s

esqrt
sin? ( “5”) = Ce (S21)

ensuring that

€q + €p — €, — €4

and

sin? [ 1 > agrt - G (S22)

€q+ €y — € — €
yeY (2) a b T s
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where Y (y) is the same set as in Eq.. The superscripts sqrt indicates that we are preparing the
square root of the denominator terms. In the discussion above, the C" R, gates are 1-control gates. If
0O-control gates are employed instead, we can get the mathematical definition just by exchanging the R,
gates and identity gates I.

S2.2 Circuits estimating ERI

In this subsection we focus on the quantum circuits generating the ERI in MOs. One approach is to
prepare the ERI in AOs with multi controller gates, which is similar to U, and U,. Denote the quantum
circuit that estimates the ERI as Uj,,;, where the subscript int indicates ‘integrals’. Recalling Eq.,
the ERI in MOs, denoted as (ab|rs) is a tensor with four indices indicating the occupied orbitals a, b and
the virtual ones 7, s. Uj,: is designed to prepare the ERIs from the ground state |0),

Jabrs 5 |abrs) (S23)

Uint]0) = =———
t| > Zabrs |7ab’rs‘

where we denote the ERI in MOs as
Yabrs = {(ab|rs) (S24)

Yabrs 18 introduced not only for simplicity, but also to eliminate ambiguity between the ERI tensor {(ab|rs)
and the quantum state |abrs) or |rs).

Theoretically, for arbitrary non-trivial ERIs there always exist U;,,; that strictly guarantees Eq..
Here we propose a general design U}, strictly satisfying Eq.7 where we use notation U}, to avoid
ambiguity with the improved implementation Uj,;, which will be discussed later in this subsection. In
Fig.(S2h) the schematic structure of U}, is depicted. Mathematically, we have

n

0
Ry(aam—l)

4901

0 i
qu[ -2 R.V(eQm—Z) Ry(oqm—z)

4Q;0-3 Ry(67,,,-2) ®

eee eee ocoo ece ocoo
90 R, (6)) R, (03"
— H BN

e
Em ....................... a1 =— H N — .
GQup—1 soe ses ses ses m o —_d;m_

qz ) : )
eive :
q1 I I eitrs I eitr7 o..§ e —= @o—©0

9o

Figure S2: Schematic structure of the quantum circuits estimating ERI. (a)The implemen-
tation of UJ,,. There are Qo qubits representing the orbitals. U/, contains a series of multi-
controller R, gates with a single R, gate. (b)The schematic structure of Uy,,. For simplicity, only
the operations applied on ¢g1,2 are depicted. (c)Decomposition of €2 which strictly, represents

eiM20w(90) @0z (a1), (d)Decomposition of €*7, where the three qubits are qo,1,2, the strict description
is eiM1702(900)®02(q1)®0x(q2)

Qior—1 |27 -1
L= U T | S el Ry Gma) | o [ () 150 ] (29

j=1 =0

Differ from Eq.(S14), the order of factors in Eq.(S25) is crucial. Here each factor is set on the left
side of the former ones, ensuring that the last factor (j = Q¢ — 1) in the product represents the last
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/

operator (from left) in Fig.(S2h). There are Q1o+ qubits representing the orbitals. U/,
of multi-controller R, gates with a single R, gate.

At the beginning, a simple R, gate is applied on the qubit representing the highest digit ¢g,,,—1. This
simple R, gate is designed to prepare the first digit of the quantum state Recalling that Qo = [logy Nyot |,
we have

. contains a series

2Q¢tot —1 2Qtot —
R.(69 _ k:tot 7k |2 0 Zk/t;czm v e ]? 1 996
y( Qtot— )7 2Qtot —1 9 | >+ 2Qtot —1 9 | > ( )
k=0 7k | k=0 V|

where k and k' are integers representing the orbital indices abrs. If we write down k and k" in the binary
forms, then in the first sum, we have k = (0 - - )p;n, whereas in the second sum, we have k' = (1--- )p;p.
In other words, we have

Qtot —1
, 22 Quor—1 [k 2
90 1= 2 arcsin klzgwi; ‘ |2 (827)
k

k=0

Such a design guarantees that the probability to find ¢g,,,—1 at |1) or |0) is same to the sum of the
corresponding |y|? values.

The succeeding operations correspond to the first factor in the product, with j = 1. In Eq.,
|z) (z|® R, represents a CY R, gate, where |z) is the quantum state of the j control qubits, qg,.,— 1, s 40,0, —j-
As j =1, the summation over x contains two terms, z = 0,1. The two CR,, gates are designed to prepare
quantum states corresponding to the first two digits, ensuring that

2Qtot—2_1 "Yk|2 ZthotQ 1_ ) |’Yk |2
0 _ k=0 k! =2Qtot— !
R0, -l0) = | S5ty 2010+ | SRR 2 (525)
k=0 Tk k=0 V!
and
2Qtot —142Qtot =21 2 2Qtot —1 2
1 | k2@ Yk D o h—2@ror—142@u0t—2 [Tk
R,(0h,,, 2)I0) = a0l 4 o 120 2 TRy (529)
Ek: 2Qtot 1 |’7k| Zk}:QQtot’l |’W€'|
Similarly, the other multi-controller gates can be designed with
2Qtot =i —1(2x+1)— 2Qtot =3 (z+1)—1 2
R (9$ )|0> . Zk 2Qtot — ]wx | a:|2| > Zk:QQtot*jfl(ng’_l) h/x‘ |1> (830)
Y\V Qtot—1—j - 2Qtot—J(z+1)—1 5 2Qtot—J(z+1)—1 9
k=2Qtot—Jg | $| k=2Qtot—Jg "y$|

Notice that Eq. is valid only if Ziif;;t:t(f;;l)_l [72|* > 0, otherwise R, (6%, , , ;) changes into an
identical gate.

Though U/, , strictly satisfy Eq. -7 it is not efficient to estimate the ERI with U/, on NISQ devices,
especially when N, is a large number. As indicated in Eq.7 there are 2/ CY R, gates in the j — th
factor. Recalling that it takes O(k?) CNOT gates and single qubit gates to prepare a C*R, gate. The
time complexity of U/, , is

Qtot—1
o > ¥ (S31)
j=1
and
Qtot_l
0(Q22%) <0 | Y 22| < 0(Qh2%) (532)

Briefly, time complexity of U/, , implementation is exponential to Q¢.¢, and polynomial to Ni:. Notice
that the time spent to figure out 6 values are not taken into account, the overall time consuming to U,
can be more ‘expensive’ in experiments.

Therefore, we have to consider a ‘trade-off” between the efficiency and accuracy. Comparing to U/,,,
the new implementation should be less time-consuming. In other words, we need an implementation
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with a shallower circuit, with parameters that can be obtained more easily. Here, we propose such an
implementation denoted as Uy,;. Intuitively, a sequence of Pauli-x gates can directly convert the ground
state into the quantum states representing certain orbitals |z}, as

Qtot

&) 7z, 10) = |) (S33)
j=0

where x is a non negative integer representing the orbital a, b, r, s, whereas x; is the j — th digit in the
binary form of z. ¢ indicate Pauli matrices, o represents the identity gate and o1 represents the Pauli-X
gate. A single sequence in Eq. is unitary, yet the combination of many is not. Therefore, we instead
consider the exponential form

Ntot -1 Qtot

Uit ) =expid > [ 7= Q) o, (S34)
=0 §=0

where 0 < A|y.| < 1. The superscript ideal indicates that Eq. is an ideal description. Though
the exponential form itself is an approximation to the ‘ideal’ operation as expected, Eq. itself can
hardly be implemented on a real machine perfectly. Applying the first-order Trotter decomposition[46],
we intend to approximate Eq. with

Ntot_l Qtot
UV = [ exp|iMe@)os, (S35)
=0 7=0

In Fig.(S2b) the schematic implementation of Uy, is demonstrated, where for simplicity, only the oper-
ations acted on qo, g1, g2 are plotted, corresponding to the first 7 v values. Notation e*= in Fig.(S2b)

indicates exp (i)qx ®?:t%” axj). As a simple instance, binary form of x = 3 is 0---011. The implemen-

tation of interaction exp(iAys3o,(q1) ® 0x(qo)) is demonstrated as Fig.c, where 0,(q1) represent a
Pauli-X gate acting on ¢;. Similarly, in Fig.) we demonstrate the decomposition of the x = 7 case,
which refers to exp(iAy30,(q2) ® 02(q1) ® 04(qo0)). More details about the decomposition of can be found
in[38, 39).
In fact, U;,: does not satisfy our original goal Eq.. Uint(A) instead prepares an approximation
of the ERI, for A|v,| < 1,
Ntot
UineVI0) = [0) + 10 3 7ala) + O(N2) (536)
r=1
Though Uj;,; prepares an approximation, instead of an accurate estimation of the ERI, it leads to con-

siderable advantages against U/,,, particularly in feasibility and efficiency. In U}, multi controller R,

gates are harnessed to prepare the ERI, while in Uj,¢, exp (i)\% ®§2="6t azj) is employed. A C*R,, gate

can be decomposed into O(k?) CNOT gates or single qubit gates, whereas exp (i/\% ®§2_“(’f O'x].) with k
digit as 1 contains only O(k) CNOT gates or single qubit gates. Overall, the time complexity of U;,,; is

O(NiotQiot) = O(QtoﬂQm) = O(N¢ot 10gy Niot) (S37)

thereby Ujp: is much shallower than U], ,. Moreover, it is much easier to implement the o, sequence on
real machines, comparing to the multi-controller R, gates. More discussion about the feasibility of Uy,
are presented in the following sections.

By the end of this subsection, we would like to present a trick in the design of U;,;. The ERI tensor
is often sparse, and an alternative denoted as U2t might be a better choice in some certain cases. The

definition of Ug!e" in first order Trotter decomposition is

Ntot_l Qtot Qtﬂt
frfzer(A) = H exp | t\y ® Ox;®y; : ® Oy, (838)
2=0 =0 =0
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Uglter firstly converts the |0) into a certain state |y), then the Pauli-X sequence is applied, similarly to
Uint. Sometimes the alternative design can further reduce the requirement in connectivity and number

of element gates in decomposition. U2*" is equivalent to Urnr in the main article.

S2.3 Circuits transforming AO to MO

According to Eq.7 MOs can be written as a linear combination of the AOs, where the expansion
coeflicients ¢y, are derived from the Hartree-Fock calculations. Though the MOs are orthogonal orbitals,
the AOs are often not. As an instance, the typical GTOs[44] are not an orthogonal set. Thus, it is
extremely challenging to employ simple unitary operations to transform AOs to MOs directly. However,
in the MP2 calculations, we do not need to transform AOs to MOs one by one. Instead, we would like to
get the ERI in MO basis, where the ERI in AO basis is often obtained in the Hartree-Fock calculations.
In this section, we propose a circuit design denoted as Usqns, which is employed to calculate the ERI in
MO with given ERI in AO. For simplicity, here we map the AOs to the computational eigenstates, such
as |klmn). Then Uyqns guarantees that

Utrans(Jklmn) ® |0)) = |klmn) ® <Z Z Z Z czacfbcmrcm|abrs>> (S39)
a b r s

where the coefficients ¢ are the same ones as in Eq.. There are two registers, one representing the
AOs, denoted as g9, whereas the ones for Mos are denoted as ¢™©. The qubits ¢™© are initialized at
ground state |0). ¢4 are employed as control qubits, converting the target ¢™© to the corresponding
superposition.

Before diving deep to the implementation, we would like to firstly illustrate the function of Uprgns.
Utrans is designed to prepare the ERI in MOs from a given quantum state representing ERI in AOs. As
demonstrated in Sec.(S2.2)), U}, or Ui,:(\) are designed to prepare the quantum state representing ERI
in MO, and these operations can as well prepare the quantum state representing ERI in AO. Consider
the U}, preparing the ERI in AOs (kl|mn), and denote

mn

N B (kllmn)
S SN IR

(S40)
then we have

Utrans [(Uzlnt‘0>AO) & |O>MO] = Utrans

(Z vklmukzmm) ®0)

klmn

= 3 Yutrn [Usrans (klmn) @10))]

kimn

= Z Velmn

klmn

= Z l( Z Pyklmnc};acfbcmrcm|klmn>> ® |ab7’s>]

abrs klmn

(S41)
|[klmn) ® (Z czacfbcmrcmmbrs))}

abrs

Then we measure ¢™©, theoretically, the probability to get result |abrs) is

2

2
1
mn aCl mrCns == *a by mrCns kl 842
k§n7kl Cra € ‘Zklmn ‘<kl|mn>|20k €y ns (Rl{mm) (542)
Notice that
(ab|rs) = Z €t aClpCrmr Cns (Kl |mmn) (S43)

klmn
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Eq.(S41) provides us with an approach to estimate the ERI in MOs from given quantum state representing
the ERI in AOs. In Eq.(S41)) we only consider the U , for simplicity. Similarly, U;,:()\) also works, as

int

Utrans ( znt |O AO) 02y |O>MO]

<|o )+ A > Yktmn |klmn) + O(A2)> ® |0)

klmn

:Utrans

=Uirans |0> 4 |0 + i\ Z 'Yklantrans|klmn> & |O>) ()‘2)

kilmn (844)
=Utrans(]0) ® [0)) + A Z Viimn | |klmn) @ (Z c,";acfbcmrcnsmbrs)) +0(\?)

klmn abrs
=Utrans(]0) @ |0)) + X Z l( Z ’yklmnc}’;acfbcm,.cm|klmn>> ® |abrs) | +O(\?)

abrs klmn

Here we need to ensure that |0) does not correspond to any valid orbitals in both AOs and MOs, and

Uirans|0) = |0). If s0, Ugrans is able to prepare an approximation of the ERI in MOs, from the given

quantum state representing approximation of the ERI in AOs. According to Eq., if we only measure
O after the operations, then theoretically, the probability to find ¢™© at state |abrs) is

i 2
1 -
A D |<k”mn>‘QCkaClbcmrcns<kl‘mn> +OMNY)  (S45)
klmn

For small A values, the probability in Eq. is proportional to A2. Thereby, the ERI in MO can be
estimated via a linear regression process with a range of \2.

The function of Ujpqpns is demonstrated as above, thereafter we will focus on the implementation.
The fundamental feature of Up.qns is as described in Eq., where the indices a,b,r,s and k,l,m,n
represent independent occupied or virtual orbitals in MOs and AOs. The transformation does not mix
up these orbitals. Instead, the first index a as MO only corresponds to the index &k in AO, and so do the
others. Thereby, it is reasonable to separate Uy.q,s into four parts, denoted as UZSS, . for indices a, b, k, [

trans

and U2 for r,s,m,n. The superscripts indicate the occupied or virtual orbitals.
The schematic structure of Uyqns is depicted in Fig.(S3h). Qubits representing AOs are depicted in
pink, whereas qubits for MOs are in deep navy. q., q», gk, ¢; are occupied orbitals, corresponding to

Ugee . while the others are virtual, corresponding to U2 . For simplicity, both the control and target

A Z ’yklmnczacfbcmrcns + O()\Q)

klmn

trans> trans:
qubits are depicted as one single qubit in Fig.(S3p). In the mathematical manner, U2,  is designed as
2Qocc 1
Ubiens = Q) (1301 @ T7*) (546)
§=0
and
2Quir _1
Utrans = (i) il ® T37™) (547)
j=0

where Q.. is number of qubits representing occupied orbitals. Denote the number of occupied orbitals
as Noce, we have Qoee = [logy Noee]. For Nyee — 1 < j < 2Q0ce=1 we have T9°¢ = I is the identical
operation, and same for the virtual ones.

The schematic structure of U2 is illustrated in Fig.). Structure of T' is quite similar to Uiy,
and we define

Nyir—1 Quir—1
OV || {exp (iwg (09 ow>} (S48)

z=0 b=0
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Figure S3: Schematic structure of the quantum circuits transforming AOs to MOs.
(a)(Left)The implementation of Uppqns. Qubits representing AOs are depicted in pink, whereas qubits
for MOs are in deep navy. qq, q», gk, q; are occupied orbitals, corresponding to U2 ., while the others

trans»
are virtual, corresponding to Up . (b)(Right upper)The schematic structure of U™ . (c)(Right bot-

tom)The schematic structure of T"", where only three qubits in g5 are plotted for simplicity. The design
is similar to U,,; as depicted in Fig..

where the coefficients 83 = ¢z a4n, as the first N,.. columns of ¢ represents the occupied orbitals. As

oce)
for T°°¢, we can also define

Nyir—1 Quir—l
T¢(N) = H {exp (i/\cm ® 0117)} (S49)

=0 b=0

Generally, there are more virtual orbitals than the occupied ones. Thereby TV is often deeper than
T°%. In some special cases with very few occupied orbitals, it might be no more necessary to keep the
approximation with Trotter expansions. Instead, the simple C™R,, gates could be a better choice (like the
design of U/, ,, Sec.). In the main article, we focus on the MP2 calculations of the simple Helium
atom. There are only 2 electrons, thereby only the 1s orbital is occupied at ground state. Thereby, in
our study of Helium, 7T°° is replaced with a simple R, gate.

S2.4 Circuits estimating the difference

In this subsection, we will focus on the circuit that estimate the difference, which can be harnessed to
estimate the difference of ERI, see (ab|rs) — (ab|sr). Moreover, it can also be employed to improve the
accuracy of the exponential terms in Trotter expansion.

Consider the simple circuit as depicted in Fig.)7 the ancilla qubit is initialized as |0). The output
is

(Hé@f)i2 (10) @ Uolp) + 1) @ Uh[p)) = %{(|0> + 1) @ Uole) + (10) = [1)) @ Uilg)} S50
S50

= 210y ® (Uole) + Uale)) + 11} © (Tole) — Vale))}

Then we measure all of the qubits, theoretically, the probability to find the ancilla qubit at |0) along with
the others at state |n) is

1
T linlUs — Uil (551)

from which we are able to estimate (n|Uy — Ut|y).
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Figure S4: Schematic structure of the quantum circuits estimating the difference. (a)Depiction
of a simple circuit estimating the difference. ¢” is an ancilla qubit initialized at state |0). (b)An equiv-
alent structure of (a), where there are less CU gates required. (c)Application on the first order Trotter
decomposition. (d)Application on ERI estimation. Operations in the dashed box correspond to U; in
(a), whereas Uj, on the left (colored in light gray) corresponds to Up in (a). All qubits are initialized at
state |0).

In Fig.(S4b) an equivalent circuit is depicted, where there contains only one CU operation. (The
equivalence is due to that UlU(;r Up = U;.) The design in Fig.) is often beneficial when dealing with
the exponential terms. Consider the case where Uy = exp(iAV), and U; = exp(—iAV), the probability in

Eq.(S51)) is now

2

1 1 1 1
7 l(nlexp(iAV) exp(—iAV)|@)|? = 1 |V = §>\2V2 — (—MV — 2>\2V2) + O(\3)|p)

1 . 3 2 o
= 5 |20V + 0()]p)|

Thereby the A2V 2 terms are eliminated. In F ig.@:) we depict an example where V' = o7 is the Pauli-X
gate. In our recent work the same circuits are employed for more accurate estimation of perturbation[37].
Furthermore, such circuit estimating difference is fundamental in the MP2 calculations, and is applied
to estimate the antisymmerized two electron integrals (ab||rs) as defined in Eq.(S5). As discussed in
Sec., Uint is designed to prepare the ERI (ab|rs) (or the approximation) in a quantum state.
Schematic structure of circuit estimating (ab||rs) is depicted in Fig.(S4d). All qubits are initialized at
|0) at the beginning. Uj,: on left (colored in light grey) is harnessed as Uy, whereas the operations in
the dashed box are employed as Uy, generating the (ab|sr) components. The connected cross symbols
represent the SWAP gate between ¢, and g5, and here there is a control-SWAP gate. The SWAP gate
SW AP, s makes,
SW AP, ;|abrs) = |absr) (S53)

Recalling Eq.(S23)), we have

SW AP, Usnt|0) = #Mbsr) (S54)
abrs | 1abrs

At the stage noted by the dashed line before U, in Fig.(S4[), the quantum state is (¢’ is still |0),and not
included in the formulas below)

2410} @ (Uol0) + 1110)) + 1) @ (Tol0) — T]0))}

1
:m {0) ® <Z Yabrs|abrs) + Z 'yab,«s|absr>> +]1)® (Z Yabrs|abrs) — Z 'yabrsabsﬂ) }

abrs abrs abrs abrs

1

:W Z {10) ® (Yabrs + Yabsr)|abrs) +11) @ (Yabrs — Yabsr)|abrs)}
abrs | labrs

abrs

(S55)
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Thereafter, if we measure qq, qp, -, gs and ¢’ at this stage, the theoretical probability to find ¢’ at |1},
along with ¢, gp, ¢r, gs at state |abrs) is

1
2
4 (Zabrs "Yab’rs |2)

from which (ab||rs) can be estimated. Yet our aim is not to estimate a single (ab||rs). Instead, we are
pursuing to the MP2 correlation energy as shown in Eq. . Thus, we do not measure the qubits, but
apply a succeeding operation US4, Substitute Eq.( - the final quantum state is

2
|’7ab7‘s - ’Yabsr‘ (856)

U;q7t2z |’Y ) |2 Z {|O 'Yabrs + ’Yabsr)‘abTS> + |1> Y (’yabrs - ’7abs'f)‘ab7‘8>}
abrs | 1a0Ts

abrs
% quv"t %
(1- )0+ () |1>] }
€q T €y — € — €
% qurt %
(1- )0+ (o) |1>] }
€q + €p — € — €4

(S57)
At the end, we need to measure ¢” and ¢’. Theoretically, the probability to find both of the qubits at
state |1) is

sqrt
Ce

€q +€p — € — €4

Yabrs + Yabsr
= Z { B |0) ® |abrs) ®

a’b'r's! |'Ya’b'r’s’

abrs
sqrt
Ce

€q T €p — €r — €5

a'b'rs! |7a’b/r’s’

Yabrs — Yabsr
+Z{ ‘2|1>®|abrs>®

abrs

qurt
e
‘ 2 Zabrs |7abrs

Recalling the definition of a5 = (ablrs), the MP2 correlation energy finally appears in Eq.(S58).

As a brief conclusion, in this section we thoroughly demonstrated the fundamental circuits for MP2
calculations on quantum devices. In the succeeding sections, we will concentrate on the implementations
on real machines. Limitations of NISQ devices raises extra challenges, whereas the features of certain
systems, on the contrast, considerably simplify the circuits.

2
Z ‘ |'7ab'r’s ’Yabsr‘ (858)

a+€b_6r_63‘

abrs

S3 Implementation on Real Machines

S3.1 Implementation of C"R, gates

Multi qubit operations are inevitable in the implementation of U., U;nt and Uypans. In Ue the C™ R, gates
are included, whereas in Uj,t, Usrens the CNOT gate sequences are include to implement the exponential
terms. Generally, the multi controller gates are often much more demanding, which is our focus in this
subsection.

At the very beginning, we would like to start from Toffoli gate (also CCNOT gate, or C2NOT gate),
which is one of the fundamental elements of multi-controller gates. Decomposition of a simple Toffoli
gate is depicted in Fig.). qe1 and geo are two control qubits, whereas g, is the target. In addition
to the CNOT gates between g. and g4, the operations in the dashed box requires connectivity between
the two control qubits. Thereby to implement such a simple Toffoli gate, there raises requirement for
connectivity among the three qubits, as depicted in Fig.(S5). Yet not all devices satisfy the demanding-
ness. Experimentally, the SWAP gates are often employed to fulfill the implementation of Toffoli gates.
Even though, the existence of SWAP gate pairs can raise extra noises and errors.

Promisingly, the C™R,, gates in U. can further be decomposed into a C*NOT pair along with two
single qubit R, gates. In Fig.) the decomposition of CzRy gate is presented. Recalling that the
Toffoli gate is an involutory gate, as its inverse is still itself. Thereafter the Toffoli gate can also be
decomposed as depicted in Fig.(SBp). Substitute the decomposition in Fig.(S5p,b) into Fig.(S5)((a) for
the left one, and (b) for the right one), then operations in the dashed box all cancel out. Thus, in the
implementation of C2Ry gate, there is no two qubit gates between the control qubits, the corresponding
connectivity is depicted in Fig.). In our recent work[37|, we applied the similar approach to build
C?R, gates.
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Figure S5: Depiction of the multi controller gates. (a)Decomposition of Toffoli gate. ¢.; and geo
are two control qubits, whereas ¢4, is the target. Operations in the dashed box raises requirement for
the connectivity between the two control qubits. (b)Decomposition of the inverse of CNOT gate, which
is still a CNOT gate. (c)Required connectivity of CNOT gate. (d)Required connectivity of C2R,, gate,
which is decomposed as shown in (e). (f)U. with four control qubits, which is same to Fig.(S1b). (g)The
required connectivity of U, in (f), ¢” are ancilla qubits. (h)Qubits colored in azure are involved in the
multi controller gates, whereas the ones colored in gray are not. Qubits are assigned in the ‘H’ shape
as shown in (g). Numbers above the qubits correspond to the operations in (f). As an example, ‘1’
corresponds to Ry (a1) in (f), which is a CR, gate, and qo, ¢, ¢’ are involved in the implementation.

Furthermore, we can implement C’3Ry and C4Ry gates with the Toffoli gates. Consider U, depicted
in Fig.(S5F) (same to Fig.(Sp)), there are branches of multi controller gates with no more than 4 control
qubits. The required connectivity is depicted in Fig.). The 7 qubits are assigned as an ‘H’ shape,
where the qubits are connected if there are two qubit gates applied between them, and ¢” are ancilla
qubits. In Fig.) we demonstrate the involved qubits in the multi controller gates. Qubits colored in
azure are involved, whereas the ones colored in gray are not. Numbers above the qubits correspond to
the operations in Fig.), whereas the squares correspond to the qubits in Fig.). For example, ‘1’
corresponds to Ry(«1), which is a CR,, gate in Fig.) with go as the control qubit and ¢’ as target.
Notice that in in Fig.(S5g) qo and ¢’ are not neighbors, the ancilla qubit ¢’ is thus included. Firstly apply
CNOT gate between qo, ¢i. Then implement the CR, gate on ¢{ and ¢’. Thereafter another CNOT
gate between ¢, ¢f is required to reset the ancilla qubit to state |0). Thereby qo, ¢/, ¢’ are involved in
the implementation.

Sometimes, the ancilla qubits are not directly connected to the target qubits on real machines. Then
we need to slightly change the implementation of C3Ry and C4Ry gates. In Fig.) the standard
connectivity of C®R, or C*R,, gates is depicted. If the ancilla qubits are not directly connected to
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Figure S6: Connectivity in implementation of the C"R, gates. (a) The standard connectivity
of C3R, or C*R, gates. There are CNOT gates applied on the connected qubits. (b) An alternative
implementation, where two additional ancilla qubits ¢5, ¢4 are included, as ¢’ is not derictly connected
to 7, ¢4. (c) Connectivity in the implementation fo C®R, gates. In (a,b,c), control qubits are colored in
deep navy, ancilla qubits are colored in light grey, and target qubit is colored in pink. (d) Connectivity
of the IBM 27-qubit quantum chips. The numbers indicate the corresponding qubit on IBM quantum
computers. The connected squares infer connected qubits on real machines. Three C’4Ry gates can run
simultaneously on the 27-qubit quantum chip.

the target qubits, then we can apply the alternative implementation as shown in Fig.), where two
additional ancilla qubits ¢4, ¢ are included. The design can be extended to C™R, gates with more
control qubits. For instance, if we regard the four control qubits in the standard C’4Ry gates as ancilla
qubits, and connect each of them to two control qubits, we can implement the CsRy gate, as depicted
in Fig.). In Fig.,b,c), control qubits are colored in deep navy, ancilla qubits are colored in light
grey, and target qubit is colored in pink.

In the main article, most circuits are implemented on IBM 27-qubit machines. Connectivity of the
IBM 27-qubit quantum chips is depicted in Fig.), where the numbers indicate the corresponding
qubit on IBM quantum computers. The connected squares infer connected qubits on real machines.
Three C4Ry gates can run simultaneously on the 27-qubit quantum chip, as shown in the qubits depicted
in three different colors. The first two C*R, gates (colored in black and pink) correspond to the standard
connectivity as shown in Fig.(S6h), whereas the third corresponds to the alternative one as shown in
Fig.). Besides, there are 4 qubits excluded to the three C’4Ry gates, as the ones depicted in white

background in Fig.(S6d).

S3.2 Implementation of the exponential products

Generally, the CNOT gate sequences only requires connectivity between the neighbor qubits. Thereby, it
is often less challenging to implement the exponential map of the product of Pauli spin matrices, especially
comparing with the C" R, gates. On the contrary, the exponential map have been well-developed and
widely employed in Trotterized quantum circuits[47, [48, [49]. In this subsection, we will present some
tricky designs in the implementation of the exponential products.

Recall the implementation of ERI components. In Fig.,d), the implementation of exp(iAys0, ®
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Figure S7: Connectivity in implementation of the C"R, gates. (a) (Upper) The implementation
of exp(iAy30, ® 0,). (Bottom) An equivalent implementation to the upper one, where we only swap the
two qubits. (b) Six equivalent implementations of exp(iAy70, ® 0, ® 0,). (¢) Schematic implementation
of U for the first part ERI of Helium. Four qubits qq, q1, g2, g3 are harnessed in the U, where g3
represents the highest digit, and gy represents the lowest one. Here we apply the alternative U™ as

int
defined in Eq.(S38].

o) and exp(iAyr0, ® 0, ®0,.) are presented. The Hadamard gates change o, basis into o, basis, and the
zz interactions are introduced by CNOT gate pairs along with a single R, gate. In Fig.(S7h), the upper
is standard implementation of exp(i\ys30, ® ¢.), which is same to the one in Fig.(]@gra Notice that
the two qubits are symmetry in the zz interaction. Thereby the operation is equivalent to the original
one when these two qubits are swapped, as shown in the bottom one in Fig.). Similarly, there
exist 6 equivalent implementation of the zzz interactions. In Fig.) the equivalent implementations of
exp(iAyr0,®0,.®0,) are presented, where the first implementation corresponds to the one in Fig.).

Convenience is led by this feature of exponential products. One typical example is the implementation
of U;n; for the first part ERI of Helium, where there are only 4 non trivial components, corresponding to
binary description 0000,0101,1010,1111. As depicted in Fig.), four qubits qq, q1, g2, g3 are harnessed
in the U;,:, where g3 represents the highest digit, and gg represents the lowest one. Here we apply the
alternative U2e" as defined in Eq.. At the very beginning, all qubits are initialized at ground
state |0). The NOT gate on gy converts the quantum state to |0001). Next, the solid square on g¢o
indicates a R, gate acting on g2, which contributes to exp(iAo:(g2) ® 0.(qo)), preparing the 0101 term.
Meanwhile, there is a Rz gate acting in ¢g, corresponding to the 0000 term. Then consider the 1010 term.
Recalling Eq.(S38)), the 1010 term corresponds to the zzz interaction in exp(iAo,(g3) ® 04(q1) ® 04(q0)),
due to the existence of NOT gate applied on gg. The long solid box that spans over gs, g2, qo indicates
the implementation of the zzz interaction. Here g; is neighbor to both g3 and gg. Consider the first
implementation in Fig.), assign ¢s the first qubit, ¢; the second and ¢y the last, then there is only
CNOT gates acting between the neighbors. On the other hand, the 1010 term also corresponds to the
zzz interaction among g3, ¢2, q1, as the long solid box (bottom) that spans over gs, g2, ¢q1 depicted in
Fig.). Now consider the last implementation in Fig.), assign g3 the first qubit, g2 the second and
q1 the last, similarly, there is only CNOT' gates acting between the neighbors, say ¢; and g3, g3 and ¢o.

To implement CNOT gate between two qubits that are not directly connected on real devices, SW AP
gates are inevitable, which often causes extra noises and errors. Thereby, we prefer the CNOT gates
applied on the connected neighbors. Fortunately, under appropriate mapping as discussed in this subsec-
tion, the Pauli-X products can often be implemented with simple Hadamard gates, single qubit R, gate,
and a sequence of CNOT gates acting between the connected neighbors.

S3.3 Estimation of the denominators

In the main article, operation U gl”) is designed as shown in Eq.. For simplicity, hereafter we denote
PJ as the theoretical counts to find output state |y) with input state |x), where = and y are integers
representing the state of ¢'(as the first digit in the binary form) and ¢. In the main article, we focus
on the simple Helium atom, and 4 ¢ qubits are involved in Urnp. State |z) represents |0)y @ [(2)pin)q
whereas state |z + 16) represents |1)y ® [(2)pin)q, Where (2)pi, indicates the binary form of integer =,
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and subscripts ¢ or ¢’ indicate the corresponding qubits. Theoretically, we have

Csart
w16 = m Mishots (S59)

and Csart
Pa'? = (1 - m ) * Mshots (860)

where the total number of shots is denoted as Mgpots. Ideally, there is no other output except |z) and
|z = 16), ensuring that
Ce

P:Cz+16 (861)
€, 1+ €p — €, — €5

P + Piie

However, noise can not be ignored in real quantum devices. Recalling the results as presented in the

left column of Fig.(2c¢,d,e,f), unexpected states take considerable ratio in the UI%ZT outputs. In order to

figure out the root of these unexpected patterns, we tested U I(é\z,t;), where only necessary operations are
included, and the results are presented in the right column of Fig.(2¢,d,e,f). Similarly to the notations
in the main article, p¥ is the count to find output = with input y with operation Ug”, P corresponds to
the count under operation Ukte.

We notice that outputs of U I(ll\i,t;) are always very close to theoretical prediction, except the P terms.
Thus the denominator terms can be approximated as

Ce Pl
€q T € — € — €5 P +P+16

x40 (S62)

Recalling that Py terms corresponding to input |0) ®[0000) (or |0)), where there is a C*R,, gate in UI( ite),

For all of the other terms, the C*R,, gate is eliminated, and the outputs are close to the theoretlcal

prediction. On the contrary, there is always a C*R R, gate in UINT, no matter if it is working or idling.
Taking these above into account, we can figure out that most errors are owing to the existence of C4R
gate.

Denote Ua as the difference between the operation U gl”) in experiment and the ideal Ug, we have

by

o pr = lwlUslo)” (S63)
x x+16
and .
py 2
—_— = U+ U, S64
Pt P |(y|Ug + Ualz)| (S64)
Rewrite Un = AU, we have
xr
Pyl AUl
Pz + Pitis
C:qrt qurt
=\ WA+A) W o p—— LR | p—— |z +16)

1
TP P, ‘( Oy V/PE + Gats, ym) + /P (ylAl) + m< IAlz + 16)‘

(S65)
In the approximation of the denominators, we focus on the outputs |x) and |z + 16). We have
28 ?
L Pw [VPE + VPl Al) + [ PEyglelAle + 16)]
Y2 pm+16 z+16
2 (S66)

T

P
1+ (alAlz) + | =5 (@l Al + 16)

x

_ xT
Py + Pl
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Meanwhile,

- 1
pﬁ;ﬁf = 5 [\/Piise+ VP + 161AJ) + | [P gt + 16]AJ + 16)
T x+16 T

x+16
2 (S67)

:

T
_ Pz+16
T
Py + P

Pz
1+ (x + 16|Alz + 16) + £ (z + 16|Alx)
Prie

Recalling the decomposition of the C’4Ry gate as shown in Fig.(2a), we can notice that all of the four
qubits in ¢ are equivalent. Symmetry in the quantum circuit guarantees that (x|Alz) should be a same
value for z = 0,1,---,15, whereas (z + 16|Ajz 4+ 16) should be another same value. As most errors are
on account of the pair of Toffoli gates pairs, A can hardly flip ¢’ without adding any other changes. In
other words, it is expected that [(z|A|z + 16)| < |(z|Alz)| and |(z + 16]Alz)| < [{z + 16]|Alz + 16)|.

Therefore we have

v 16 - .
Pitis 1 3 (- Priie —Pris | Piiie (S68)
P tPie 154 Py +Plie Py + Piie

where we ignored the (x + 16|A|z) terms. and the denominators terms are estimated as

16

. -1
_ (L Z Py +phtie  Pitie (S69)
15 &= Pr + P 6 Py + Prtie

Ce

€q + €y — € — €

which is the approximation as shown in the main article.
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