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Hamiltonian simulation is one of the most anticipated applications of quantum computing. Quantum circuit depth for imple-
menting Hamiltonian simulation is commonly time dependent using Trotter-Suzuki product formulas so that long time quantum
dynamic simulations (QDSs) become impratical on near-term quantum processors. Hamiltonian simulation based on Cartan
decomposition (CD) provides an appealing scheme for QDSs with fixed-depth circuits, while it is limited to time-independent
Hamiltonian. In this work, we generalize this CD-based Hamiltonian simulation algorithm for studying time-dependent systems
by combining it with variational quantum algorithms. The time-dependent and time-independent parts of the Hamiltonian are
treated using variational and CD-based Hamiltonian simulation algorithms, respectively. As such, this hybrid Hamiltonian simu-
lation requires only fixed-depth quantum circuits to handle time-dependent cases while still maintaining high accuracy. We apply
this new algorithm to study the response of spin and molecular systems to δ -kick electric fields and obtain accurate spectra for
these excitation processes.

1 INTRODUCTION

Quantum dynamics simulation (QDS) is widely used to study
interactions of light and matter, which result in a variety of in-
teresting photoinduced physical and chemical processes, such
as electron transitions, energy and charge transfers, and pho-
tocatalysis1,2. Simulating these processes by solving the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation (TDSE) suffers from an ex-
ponential scaling of computational cost with respect to the sys-
tem size, and is therefore limited to toy model systems consist-
ing of few electronic (and nuclear) degrees of freedom. Quan-
tum computing provides a new computational paradigm for
efficiently solving dynamic simulation problems for complex
quantum systems. This efficiency stems from the same funda-
mental principles of quantum mechanics that govern quantum
computers and QDSs3–7.

Quantum computing is anticipated to overcome the expo-
nential wall problem by virtual of quantum state superposition
and entanglement3. An appropriate quantum algorithm offers
exponential, or at least polynomial, speedup compared to the
best classical algorithms, allowing us to solve QDS problems
on quantum computers with favorable scaling8. Many recent
effects have been devoted to developing novel quantum algo-
rithms for simulating time evolution of a many-body fermionic
or spin systems9,10. Given an initial state |Ψ(0)⟩, the time evo-
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lution of the quantum system is governed by the TDSE

i
∂ |Ψ(t)⟩

∂ t
= H|Ψ(t)⟩ (1)

and its solution at time t is given as

|Ψ(t)⟩= e−iHt |Ψ(0)⟩, (2)

with H being the system Hamiltonian. In QDSs, an efficient
implementation of the time propagator e−iHt , known as Hamil-
tonian simulation, on quantum computers is at the core of this
issue11.

Many techniques for Hamiltonian simulation have been
developed for general Hamiltonians, such as Trotter-Suzuki
algorithm (product formulas)12,13, linear combinations of
unitary operations (LCU) algorithm14,15, quantum walk16,
Trotter-Suzuki with Lie algebra algorithm17, and quantum
singular value transformation18,19. Here, given a fault-tolerant
quantum computer, the Trotter-Suzuki product formulas offers
a simple and straightforward approach to carry out Hamil-
tonian simulation4,20. Taylor expansion-based Hamiltonian
simulation that approximates the time evolution operator as
a linear combination of unitary operators exihibits a better
asympotic scaling15. These methods make one believe that,
for the Hamiltonian of a real physical system, the correspond-
ing time evolution operator can be executed on a quantum
computer using polynomial gates with error correction2.

Despite ongoing advancements in quantum computing tech-
niques, quantum devices remain susceptible to significant er-
rors resulting from noise in the near future. They are limited
to applying a small number of operations within the coher-
ence time on a few qubits, a characteristic of what we term
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noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) computers21. Con-
sequently, devising quantum algorithms that are composed
of shallow circuits and resource-efficient ansatzes is critical
for running quantum simulations on near-term quantum com-
puters. It is in general able to explore the symmetry of the
system22, the feature of the initial state23, and the algebraic
properties of the system24 to reduce the circuit depth required
to execute QDSs. Variational quantum algorithms, includ-
ing variational quantum dynamics simulation (VQDS) algo-
rithm25,26 and adaptive variational quantum dynamics simula-
tion (ADAPT-VQDS) algorithm27, had been also proposed as
near-term schemes for running QDSs. These methods main-
tain a shallow circuit depth during the time evolution process
by variationally minimizing the distance between a trial state
that is prepared with parameterized circuits and the exact time-
evolution state. One of the main limitations of variational ap-
proaches arises from the matrix inversion and that is sensitive
to noise and condition number. To avoid the matrix inver-
sion, variational method combined with product formulation
have been proposed, like variational fast-forward algorithm28,
Hardware-efficient variational quantum algorithms29 and so
on. However, another limitation still exist, which arises from
the expressivity of the circuit ansatz. This problem is even
more pronounced in QDSs compared to static electronic struc-
ture simulations27. On the other hand, a small time step is
always necessary to guarantee computational accuracy, espe-
cially in long-term variational QDSs.

To simulate quantum dynamics with fixed-depth circuits,
Cartan decomposition(CD) has been suggested as the state-
of-the-art technique for constructing an accurate decomposi-
tion of time-evolution operators, regardless of the total sim-
ulation time30. Here, one first builds the Lie algebra gener-
ated by the time-independent Hamiltonian and then factorizes
the Hamiltonian H = KhK† using the KHK theorem, with all
elements contained in h being commutative31. As such, the
time-evolution operator is reconstructed as

e−iHt = Ke−ihtK†. (3)

The quantum circuit depth required to implement e−iht is in-
dependent of the total simulation time. QDSs based on Car-
tan decomposition are a good choice for a time-independent
Hamiltonian. However, for a time-dependent Hamiltonian,
Cartan decomposition should, in principle, be performed at
each time step. This implies that the circuit depth increases
with time evolution.

In this work, we extend Hamiltonian simulation via Cartan
decomposition to time-dependent cases, with a focus on ap-
plying quantum computing to study the response of quantum
systems to instantaneous external fields inducing spin diffu-
sion and absorption spectra. This problem can be decomposed
into a response part (where the external field is turned on) and
a relaxed part (when the external field vanishes). The response

part is handled with variational Hamiltonian simulation, in
which the time-dependent wave function is approximated by
applying parameterized quantum circuits onto an initial state.
On the other hand, it should be pointed out that the variational
part can be replaced by other methods, such as the adiabatic
evolution method32. When the extenal field is a δ -kick field,
the state of system is often excited after this external pertur-
bation. Subsequently, the relaxation part is evolved using the
fast-forward propagation algorithm based on Cartan decompo-
sition, which is a Lie algebra decomposition technique used to
obtain the maximum Abelian set (MAS)28. At each time step,
the relevant physical quantities are measured to estimate the
correlation function or spectra. Note that this new approach
can be efficiently integrated with other techniques, such as
stabilizer codes33, quantum state tomography34, and more,
to facilitate implementation on quantum computers. In this
work, we denote this scheme as Variational-Cartan Quantum
dynamics simulations (VCQDS).

2 METHODOLOGY

The Hamiltonian of the system including a time-dependent ex-
ternal field can be generally written as:

H(t) = H0 +V (t), (4)

where H0 is time-independent Hamiltonian and V (t) is refered
to an external field. In this work, we often consider a δ -kick
type external field, such external field is time localized and can
be written as a δ function:

V (t) = E0δ (t). (5)

However, the δ function in the time domain is not well-
defined, so we approximate it with a Lorentzian function:

V̂ (t) =
E0

π

Γ

Γ2 + t2 D̂, (6)

where D̂ is the interaction term and E0 is the strength of the
external field. Unless otherwise specified, the parameter Γ in
the Lorentz function is set to 0.25 in this work. The coupling
time t f between the external field and the system is controlled
by Γ and is generally much smaller than the total simulation
time. Therefore, beyond the time domain [0, t f ], the time evo-
lution operator is considered time-independent since the ex-
ternal field disappears.

In this work, the N-body Hamiltonian H, after an appropri-
ate mapping (e.g. Jordan-Wigner35 or Bravyi-Kitaev transfor-
mation36), can be generally represented as:

H(t) = ∑
i

λi(t)Pi, (7)
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where Pi is a tensor product in the form of {I,X ,Y,Z}⊗N and
λi(t) is the corresponding coefficient. Analogous to the vari-
ational quantum eigensolver 37,38, the accuracy of VQDS de-
pends on the expressivity of the circuit ansatz. A variety of
parameterized quantum circuits, such as unitary coupled clus-
ter37,39–41 and hardware efficient ansatz42–44 circuits, can be
employed to represent the many-body wave function. In this
work, we employ the Hamiltonian ansatz45 to approximate the
time-dependent wavefunction in the coupling process with the
external field. After decomposing a given Hamiltonian into M
terms H(t) = ∑

M
j λ j(t)Pj, the Hamiltonian ansatz of one layer

is formulated as a product of a sequence of unitary exponen-
tialized Pauli string operators:

U (⃗θ) =
M

∏
j

U j (θ j) = e−iθMPM · · ·e−iθ1P1 , (8)

where {θ j} are real coefficients. In general, the accuracy of
the Hamiltonian ansatz can be systematically improved by in-
creasing the number of layers in parameterized quantum cir-
cuits:

U (⃗θ) =
NL

∏
L

U (⃗θL). (9)

As mentioned above, the number of simulation steps in this
process is minimal. Therefore, the issues of reference state
selection and the ordering of terms in the Hamiltonian ansatz
are effectively mitigated.

The entire dynamics process can be divided into two parts:
the first part involves the kicked external field, where the sys-
tem evolves under the external field. The variational Hamil-
tonian simulation algorithm can be used to simulate this time-
dependent process. The second part involves the time evo-
lution of the system under a time-independent Hamiltonian,
which is treated using the Cartan decomposition-based Hamil-
tonian simulation algorithm. The flow chart of this hybrid
Hamiltonian simulation is illustrated in Fig. 1.

2.1 Variational Hamiltonian Simulation

We start from a parameterized state:

|ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩=U (⃗θ(t)) |Ψ0⟩ , (10)

the variational principle can be introduced to simulate real
time dynamics governed by the TDSE. Here, |Ψ0⟩ is an ini-
tial state and the trial state |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩ that approximates the
exact state |Ψ(t)⟩ at time t is prepared by applying a param-
eterized quantum circuit U (⃗θ(t)) to the initial state. In case
of ground state problems, the circuit parameters are optimized
by minimizing the total energy38,46:

E = ⟨ψ (⃗θ)|H|ψ (⃗θ)⟩ . (11)

…
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Fig. 1 (a) Flowchart of hybrid Hamiltonian simulaiton algorithm for
quantum dynamics simulation (QDS) of photoexcitation processes,
including initial state preparation, variational QDS (VQDS) and
Cartan decomposition-based QDS; (b) A schematic quantum circuit
for variational Hamiltonian simulation; (c) A schematic quantum
circuit for Cartan decomposition-based Hamiltonian simulation.

For variational Hamiltonian simulation, the circuit param-
eters are optimized by minimizing the distance between the
right and left hand sides of the TDSE (the McLachlan’s varia-
tional principle)47 by

δ

∥∥∥∥( ∂

∂ t
+ iH) |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩

∥∥∥∥= 0. (12)

Here, ∥|Ψ⟩∥ =
√

⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩ is the norm of quantum state |Ψ⟩.
Assuming θ to be complex, the evolution of variational pa-
rameters is evaluated by solving the linear equation

∑
j

Ai, jθ̇ j =−iC j. (13)

When θ is real, the equation becomes

∑
j

Re(A)i, jθ̇ j = Im(C) j. (14)

Here, the matrix elements of A and C are defined as

Ai, j =
∂ ⟨ψ (⃗θ(t))|

∂θi

∂ |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩
∂θ j

,

C j =
∂ ⟨ψ (⃗θ(t))|

∂θ j
H |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩ ,

(15)
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Re and Im indicate real and imaginary parts, respectively.
Note that the matrix A and vector C can be measured on quan-
tum computer by using Hadamard test48.

In dynamics simulations, |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩ differs from the targe
state |Ψ(t)⟩ by a global phase. In order to address this prob-
lem, one can represent |Ψ(t)⟩ = eiθ0t |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩, resulting in a
modified evolution equation49

∑
j

Mi, jθ̇ j =Vj. (16)

with

Mi j = Re(A)i j +
∂ ⟨ψ (⃗θ)|

∂θi
|ψ (⃗θ)⟩ ∂ ⟨ψ (⃗θ)|

∂θ j
|ψ (⃗θ)⟩ ,

Vi = Im(C)i + ⟨ψ (⃗θ)| ∂ |ψ (⃗θ)⟩
∂θ j

.

(17)

The error of variational approaches to quantum dynamics
can be measured by∥∥∥∥( ∂

∂ t
+ iH) |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩

∥∥∥∥2

= ∑
i j

Re(A)i jθ̇iθ̇ j

−2∑
i

Im(C)iθ̇i + ⟨ψ (⃗θ(t))|H2 |ψ (⃗θ(t))⟩ .
(18)

The accuracy of the simulation is thereby assessed by this dis-
tance between the optimized state and the true state.

2.2 Cartan Decomposition-based Hamiltonian Simula-
tion

Hamiltonian simulation via Cartan decomposition is appeal-
ing for long time evolution of the quantum state under a time-
independent Hamiltonian with fixed circuit depth. Cartan de-
composition is a useful technique for decomposing of a uni-
tary operator into a sequence of 1- and 2-qubit operations50.
In this work, Cartan decomposition is used to factorize the
time evolution operator under a time-independent Hamilto-
nian H0. The closure (under commutation and linear combina-
tion) of the set of Pauli terms {Pi} in H0 becomes a Lie subal-
gebra g⊂ su(2n), which has a compact semi-simple Lie sub-
group G ⊂ SU (2n) in exponential map. A Cartan decomposi-
tion on g is defined as finding an orthogonal split g = k⊕m,
satisfying

[k,k]⊂ k, [m,m]⊂ k, [k,m] =m. (19)

This decompostion is labelled as (m,k). The Cartan subalge-
bra of this decomposition is defined as one of the maximal
Abelian subalgebras of m, named h.

In practice, the Lie subalgebra is partitioned by an invo-
lution. A Cartan involution is a Lie algebra homomorphism

θ : g → g, which satisfies θ(θ(g)) = g for any g ∈ g. This
homomrophism preserves all commutators and distinguishes
k and m by θ(k) = k and θ(m) =−m. Given a Cartan decom-
position g= k⊕m, for any element m∈m there exists a K ∈ ek

and an h ∈ h, such that

m = KhK†. (20)

Note that H0 ∈ m so that one needs to find an appropriate
K that gives H0 = KhK†. In the Lie algebra, one can define a
symmetric bilinear form as Killing form. For su(2n), it is able
to define the Killing form as (given X ,Y ∈ g viewed in their
fundamental matrix representation):

κ(X ,Y ) = ⟨X ,Y ⟩= 2n+1Tr(XY ). (21)

we only choose the trace part of standard Killing form in our
work. The K is determined by finding a local minimum of

f (K) =
〈
KvK†,H0

〉
, (22)

where ⟨., .⟩ denotes the Killing form and v ∈ h is an element
whose exponential map is dense in eih. For example, given
v=∑i γ ihi, hi forms a basis for h, and γ i is an arbitrary number.
At a local minimum of f (K), K†

0 H0K0 = h ∈ h holds, which
determines h and thus completes the decomposition. The form
of K can be chosen as30:

K = e∑i iaiki or K = ∏
i

eiaiki , (23)

where ki is a Pauli string basis for k. Note that these two forms
are equivalent due to compact Lie group and k is closed under
commutation. It is clear that finding K is the computational
bottleneck in the Cartan decomposition. However, as shown
in Fig. 1, the quantum circuit of K is time-independent in the
sense that its parameters are only required to determine once.
Each Pauli string in h commutes since h is an element of an
Abelian group. As such, the first-order Trotter expansion of
e−iht is exact, implying that the circuit depth will not increase
as time evolution.

3 RESULTS

In this work, we apply the VCQDS approach to study quan-
tum dynamics of model and molecular systems after pho-
toexcitation. Molecular ground-state properties are computed
with PySCF51 and the VQE calculations are performed using
Q2Chemistry52. The Cartan decomposition is carried out ac-
cording to the method documented in Ref. 30. In VCQDS, we
employ Hamiltonian ansatz consisting of multiple layers of the
first-order Trotterization decomposition of the time-evolution
operator (Eq. (8)) to represent the time-dependent wave func-
tion, unless otherwise specified.
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Fig. 2 Numerical simulations of the 2D Ising Model using the variational approach, named VQS. We consider time evolution from t = 0 to 5
with δ t = 0.005, and measure the nearest-neighbor correlations C = 1

7 ∑<i, j> ZiZ j. We set the corresponding parameters to (a) J/d = 1
(b)J/d = 2 (c) J/d = 0.5 (d) J/d = 0.25. The insets shows the errors of the correlation function with respect to the exact results.

3.1 Variational Hamiltonian Simulation

Firstly, we numerically test the variational approach for dy-
namics simulations of a 6-qubit 2D Ising model in a transverse
field. The Hamiltonian is written as

H =
J
4 ∑
<i, j>

ZiZ j +d
Ns

∑
i

Xi, (24)

where the Pauli operators Xi, Yi, and Zi act on the i-th site and
⟨i, j⟩ represents the nearest-neighbor pair of sites. The geo-
metric structure is shown in Fig. 2 (a). Ns is the total number
of sites, that is Ns = 6. The initial state is prepared in a product
state |ψ⟩= |0⟩⊗6, and the Hamiltonian ansatz is defined as

U =Uh(⃗θ1)Uh(⃗θ2)Uh(⃗θ3)Us(⃗θ4)Uh(⃗θ5)Uh(⃗θ6)Uh(⃗θ7)Us(⃗θ8)
(25)

with

Uh(⃗θk) =e−iθk,1(Z5Z6)e−iθk,2(Z3Z5+Z4Z6)e−iθk,3(Z3Z4)

e−iθk,4(Z1Z3+Z2Z4)e−iθk,5(Z1Z2)
(26)

and

Us(⃗θk) =
6

∏
l=1

e−iθk,lXl (27)

as introduced in Ref. 53.
The time evolution of the correlation function

C =
1
7 ∑
<i, j>

ZiZ j (28)

for different coupling strengths, including J/d=1, 2, 0.5 and
0.25, are shown in Fig. 2. We compare the dynamical nearest-
neighbor correlations computed using the variational approach
with respect to the exact results. It is clear that numerical er-
rors of VQDSs enlarge as the simulation time increases due
to both the numerical implementation error εI and algorithmic
error εA

53. In cases of J/d=1, 2, and 0.25, the maximal errors
of the correlation functions computed using the variational ap-
proach are ∼0.01, that is the maximal relative errors are ∼ 2%
during time evolution from t=0 to 5. In case of J/d=0.5, the
maximal relative error is as large as 0.04.

On a NISQ quantum computer, the implementation error
mainly comes from the imprecise estimation of M and V ow-
ing to the presence of both physical and shot noise. The al-
gorithmic error mainly comes from a finite time step, a com-
monly existing problem in dynamics simulation, and an ap-
proximate variational ansatz to represent the exact quantum

1–10 | 5



state. In fact, the error bounds related to the statistical average
and time step are ∼ T√

NM
and ∼

√
δ tT , respectively, where NM

is the number of measurements. To achieve the required ac-

curacy, one can choose NM as ∼ T 2

ε2
I

and δ t as ∼ ε2
A

T 2 , which is
consistent with Chebyshev’s inequality. At the same time, the
number of time steps NT = T

δ t ∼ T 3 increases rapidly as the
total simulation time T , resulting in an unaffordable computa-
tional cost in long-time dynamics simulations. The accuracy
of the ansatz can be improved using the adaptive variational
scheme27,54 while this scheme may lead to increasing circuit
depth as the time evolution. In the case of different J/d pa-
rameters, the variational approach is sufficiently accurate to
perform short-time dynamics.

3.2 Molecular Absorption Spectra

Designing organic electronic devices have attracted broad in-
terest over past decades55. Acenes are an important ingredi-
ent in two classes of electronic devices: field-effect transistors
(FETs, also knownas thin-film transistors, TFTs) and organic
light-emitting diodes (OLEDs). The colour of acenes and
Heteroacenes in the visible spectrum is primarily determined
by the energy gap between their highest occupied molecu-
lar orbital (HOMO) and lowest unoccupied molecular orbital
(LUMO). In principle, the active space that consists of the
HOMO and LUMO is able to qualitatively describe the lowest
electronic excitation of polyacenes. While, in order to quanta-
tively describe their spectra, we need to include the dynamic
correlation effect beyond the active space. As such, all the
computed spectra of polyacenes have been shifted by -1.9 eV,
which accounts for the difference between the complete active
space (CAS) configuration interaction (CI) and CAS second-
order perturbation theory56.

We apply the VCQDS algorithm to simulate molecular ab-
sorption spectra for a series of polyacenes, including naph-
thalene, anthracene, tetracene, and pentacene, which are poly-
cyclic aromatic hydrocarbons composed of linearly fused ben-
zene rings. The absorption spectra is an important tool to char-
acterize the optical property of polyacenes. As the number
of fused benzene rings increases, the first absorption peak ex-
hibits an an obvious color change from blue to green to yellow
due to the evolution of electronic structure57.

Consider a CAS(2o,2e) model, the following simulations
involves only four molecular spin orbitals. The one- and
two-electron integrals for constructing the second-quantized
Hamiltonian were extracted from Hartree-Fock calculations.
All calculations were performed with the 6-31G* basis. The
δ -kick field strength E0 is set to 0.01 and the coupling operator
is

D̂ = µ̂, (29)

with µ̂ being the diple moment of molecules.

0 2 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 0 1 0 0 0

- 5 . 0 0

- 4 . 9 5

- 4 . 9 0

2 3 4 5 6
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1

2

3

4

5
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ole

T i m e  ( f s )
 E x a c t
 V C Q D S
 V Q D S

( a )

( b )

σ a
bs

(ω)
 (a

.u.
)

ω (e V )

Fig. 3 (a) Time evolution of the dipole moment for anthracene
computed using the exact time-evoluation, VCQDS and VQDS
approaches. (b) Absorption spectra simulated by the Fourier
transformation of the dipole moments. The parameter γ of the full
width at half maximum is 0.001.

The absorption spectra can be obtained by calculating the
dynamical polarizability tensor from the time evolution of the
dipole moments. The elements of the dynamical polarizability
tensor can be given by

αvv′ =
dv(ω)

Ev′(ω)
, (30)

where v and v′ ∈ {x,y,z} denote different directions, and
dv(ω) and Ev(ω) denote the Fourier transformations of the
dipole moment and applied electric fields in the v direction,
respectively. The optical absorption cross-section is

σabs(ω) =
4πω

c
Im[α(ω)]. (31)

Figure. 3 (a) shows the evolution of the dipole moment
for anthracene over time simulated using the exact time-
evoluation, VCQDS and VQDS approaches. The VCQDS ap-
proach is able to reproduce the exact results over 1000 fs. The
dipole moment from the VCQDS simulation exhibits strict pe-
riodicity, and its intensity is almost constant throughout the
simulation process, indicating that the simulation process has
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Fig. 4 Absorption spectra simulated using the VCQD approach for
naphthalene, anthracene, tetracene, and pentacene. The parameter γ

of the full width at half maximum is 0.01. All the computed spectra
have been shifted by -1.9 eV estimated for dynamic electron
correlation.

high fidelity. It is evident that the VQDS approach is also able
to recover the exact results at a short time scale while for a
long time evoluation, the VQDS approach exhibits significant
deviation of the dipole moment with respect to the exact ap-
proach. The Fourier transformation of the dipole moments is
illustrated in Figure. 3 (b). The absorption spectra from the
VCQDS simulation yields a unique peak that originates from
the electron excitation from the HOMO to LUMO. In con-
trast, the VQDS simulation produces many small meaning-
less peaks, which results from the inaccurate oscillation in the
dipole moment. The position of the highest peak also deviates
from the accurate result.

Figure. 4 shows the absorption spectra σabs(ω) simu-
lated using the VCQD approach for naphthalene, anthracene,
tetracene, and pentacene. As the number of benzene rings
increases, the wavelength of the signal gradually increases,
which is consistent with the trend of redshift observed in the
experimental spectral data57. In addition, the intensity of the
peaks gradually decreases from anphthalene to pentacene.

3.3 Spin evolution of the Heisenberg model

We apply the hybrid Hamiltonian simulation approach to
study one-dimensional Heisenberg models with competing in-
teractions between nearest neighbor sites in periodic chains.
The elementary excitation in the Heisenberg model is known
as a magnon, which behaves as a boson after the Holstein-
Primakoff (H-P) transformation. Simulating bosonic excita-
tions is challenging using the diagonalization approach be-
cause there is no upper limit on the number of bosons. Alter-
natively, one can compute the dynamical correlation function
to extract the spectra. The spin system is a natural candidate

for simulation on a quantum computer58,59. Here, we require
to compute spin susceptibilities, which can be defined as:

⟨Si
z(t)⟩−⟨Si

z(0)⟩ ≡ δSi
z(t) = ∑

j

∫ +∞

0
χi j(t − t ′)Vj(t ′)dt ′.

(32)
When an external field acts locally on a single qubit, the el-
ements of the dynamical correlation function tensor can be
given by

χi j(ω) =
δSi

z(ω)

Vj(ω)
=

δSi
z(ω)

E0
, (33)

where Si
z(ω) and Vj(ω) denote the Fourier transformations of

the z-direction spin component on the ith qubit and applied
electric fields in the z-direction on the jth qubit, respectively.
In linear response theory, the susceptibility is closely related
to a retarded Green function, so the correspoding relation for
the two-point correlation functions (Ci j(ω)) is60:

Reχi j(ω) = ReCi j(ω),

Imχi j(ω)sgnω = ImCi j(ω).
(34)

Here, the electron spin is set to one-half, so the spin oper-
ator in the spin basis becomes the Pauli matrix. The initial
Hamiltonian reads

H = ∑
⟨i, j⟩

JxXiX j + JyYiYj + JzZiZ j. (35)

First, we consider the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model on
two sites with all the coupling coefficients are positive and
equal to |J|. The geometric structure of the two-sites periodic
Heisenberg model is shown in Fig. 5(a). This Hamiltonian is
a special example, in which all of terms are commutative with
each other. As such, the time envolution operator is expanded
as

e−iHt = e−iJxtX1X2e−iJytY1Y2e−iJztZ1Z2 , (36)

every exponential term in the time envolution operator directly
corresponds to the ’H(X)-CNOT-R-CNOT-H(X)’ circuit struc-
ture and the whole quantum circuit is shown in Fig. 5(c). The
initial state is chosen to be

|Ψ0⟩=
1√
2
(|↑↓⟩− |↓↑⟩) (37)

which differs the ground state of the antiferromagnetic
Heisenberg model by an arbitrary global phase. We apply a
δ -kick external field on the first site, so the D̂ is Z1 and set
field strength E0 to 10−5. The time evolution of z-component
of the spin on each site in the two-site Heisenberg model is
shown in Fig. 6 (a). It is evident that the spin z-component ex-
hibits a strict periodic oscillatory behavior between two sites
and this oscillation satisfies convervation of spin z-component.
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Following Eq. 33 and Eq. 34, we can obtain the correspond-
ing two-point correlation function between different sites, as
shown in Fig. 6 (b) and (c), respectively. One can see that there
is an evident symmetry and phase difference relationship be-
tween the two correlation functions. The phase difference be-
tween them accurately reflects the wave vector and the inten-
sity of the spin wave, which can be obtained through Fourier
transform to yield the corresponding magnon spectrum58.

We also apply the hybrid Hamiltonian simulation approach
to study the four-site antiferromagnetic periodic Heisenberg
model. The corresponding geometric structure of the four-site
periodic Heisenberg model is shown in Fig. 5 (b). The differ-
ence between two-site and four-site Heisenberg models lies in
the non-commutativity between two certain terms in the four-
site Heisenberg Hamiltonian. As discussed in Sec. 2.2, the
Cartan decomposition can separate out the mutually commut-
ing parts, which makes the time in the time evolution operator
become a parameter in the circuit, and thus one can carry out
the time evolution without Trotterization.

We choose the ground state of the four site antiferromag-
netic Heisenberg model |Ψ0⟩ as the initial state:

|Ψ0⟩=
1√
12 ∑(|↓↑↓↑⟩+2 |↓↓↑↑⟩), (38)

where the summation symbol represents summing over all
possible configurations of the corresponding two-spin distri-
butions in the periodic chain. Similarly, the δ -kick external
field acts on the first qubit. Fig. 7 (a) shows the time evolution
of z-component of the spin on each site for four-site Heisen-
berg model. We can see the z-component of the spin at the
second and fourth sites coincide in the time evolution, which
conforms to the periodic boundary conditions. This is also
reflected in the corresponding ZZ spin correlation functions,
where the correlation functions ⟨S2

z (t)S
1
z (0)⟩ and ⟨S4

z (t)S
1
z (0)⟩

are exactly identical. Moreover, we can observe that there is
significant phase difference between correlation functions of
⟨S1

z (t)S
1
z (0)⟩ and ⟨S3

z (t)S
1
z (0)⟩, analogous to that in the two-

site Heisenberg model. The low-energy excitations of the pe-
riodic Heisenberg chain are magnons. A reconstruction of the
magnon spectrum requires to perform a Fourier transform of
the correlation functions from real space to momentum space
and from time to frequency. The magnon spectra can be com-
puted as: 〈

Si
x(t)S

j
x(0)

〉
= ∑

q
Aqeiq(ri−r j)e−iωqt . (39)

Fig. 7 shows the magnon spectra for the four-site Heisenberg
model, which provides collective excitations and dynamic
properties of spin systems. The peaks in the magnon spec-
tra are the excitation energies from antiferromagnetic ground
state to the first excited state.

Fig. 5 Geometric structures of the Heisenberg model: (a) two-site
(b) four-site. (c) Quantum circuit for implementing exp(−iHt). H is
the bare two-site Heisenberg model Hamiltonian. ”X” denotes Pauli
”X”, and Rα (θ) denotes a rotation by θ on the α-axis.
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  C
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)
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 R e < S 2z ( t ) S 1z ( 0 ) >
 I m < S 2z ( t ) S 1z ( 0 ) >

Fig. 6 (a) Time evolution of spins in the Z direction for the two-site
antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model. Real and imaginary parts of
(b) ⟨S1

z (t)S
1
z (0)⟩ and (c) ⟨S2

z (t)S
1
z (0)⟩ for the two-site

antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model. |J| is the coupling strength, T
is the simulation time.

4 Conclusion

In conclusion, we propose a hybrid Hamiltonian simulation
algorithm — VCQDS for long time dynamics simulations of
systems response to a short time external field. Variational
Hamiltonian simulation using fixed-depth quantum circuits is
employed to handle the time-dependent Hamiltonian consist-
ing of an external field. Cartan decomposition-based Hamilto-
nian simulation is able to exactly dealing with time evolution
of the system after the external field disappers. Since the Car-
tan decomposition is exact, it strictly maintain the periodicity
in the time-dependent evolution of physical quantities, ensur-
ing the correctness of the computed spectra. Moreover, this
method does not require Trotterization, enabling us to take
arbitrarily small step sizes while maintaining the overall er-
ror without increasing with the number of steps. This hy-
brid Hamiltonian simulation algorithm is applied to study the
photoexcitation processes of the Heisenberg model and poly-
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Fig. 7 (a) Time evolution of spins in the Z direction for four-site
antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model. (b) Magnon spectra of
four-site antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model response to a δ -kick
external field. |J| is the coupling strength, q is the reciprocal lattice
vector.

acenes with quite acceptable accuracy.
While it is necessary to point out that Cartan decomposition

does not have good scalability because we only utilize the anti-
commutativity of the operators in the Hamiltonian, resulting a
rapidly expanding Lie algebra space as the degrees of freedom
in the system increases. One possible solution is to leverage
the property of the initial wave function to pose certain re-
strictions on the Lie algebra space generated from the system
Hamiltonian in the sense that the dimension of the Lie algebra
space is significantly reduced. On the other hand, it is also
possible to explore the localized structure of the Hamiltonian
to reduce the compuational complexity.
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