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Abstract

Ref. [BCOW17] introduced a pioneering quantum approach (coined BCOW algorithm) for
solving linear differential equations with optimal error tolerance. Originally designed for a
specific class of diagonalizable linear differential equations, the algorithm was extended by
Krovi in [Kro23] to encompass broader classes, including non-diagonalizable and even singu-
lar matrices. Despite the common misconception, the original algorithm is indeed applicable
to non-diagonalizable matrices, with diagonalisation primarily serving for theoretical analyses
to establish bounds on condition number and solution error. By leveraging basic estimates
from [Kro23], we derive bounds comparable to those outlined in the Krovi algorithm, thereby
reinstating the advantages of the BCOW approach. Furthermore, we extend the BCOW algo-
rithm to address time-dependent linear differential equations by transforming non-autonomous
systems into higher-dimensional autonomous ones, a technique also applicable for the Krovi

algorithm.

1 Introduction

Quantum computing is an increasingly prominent computational paradigm that has garnered
significant attention, primarily due to the discovery of quantum algorithms offering exponential
acceleration over the best-known classical methods [NC10,LR10,DJ92, Sho97, HHL09]. In recent
years, numerous quantum algorithms for scientific computing have been proposed. One fundamental

problem in scientific computing is the development of solvers for linear systems of equations. In
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the realm of quantum computing, these are known as quantum linear systems algorithms (QLSAs),
exemplified by the HHL algorithm [HHL09,CKS17,CAS™22]. Proposed by Harrow, Hassidim, and
Lloyd in 2009 [HHL09]|, the HHL algorithm provides an early quantum approach to solving systems
of linear equations, demonstrating exponential speedup over classical algorithms when the matrix’s
condition number is not excessively large.

Another critical challenge lies in developing solvers for linear ordinary differential equations
(ODESs). The design of quantum algorithms for this task has been a subject of extensive discussion
in the past few years and continues to draw significant attention today. The exponential speedup
offered by the HHL algorithm holds promise for overcoming the curse of dimensionality, driving re-
search into its application for solving linear systems arising from classical numerical discretisations
of both ordinary and partial differential equations (PDEs). For instance, Berry [Berl4] first dis-
cretized first-order linear ODEs using linear multi-step methods and subsequently applied the HHL
algorithm to solve the resulting linear systems. This approach, termed quantum difference methods
in [JLY22b], has been further explored by Jin et al. who analyzed the time complexity of these
methods, combining advanced QLSAs [CAST22] to address linear and nonlinear high-dimensional
and multiscale PDEs within the framework of Asymptotic-Preserving schemes [JLY23b, HJY24].

The HHL algorithm requires O(1/6) uses of a unitary operation to estimate eigenvalues with
precision §. To mitigate the limitations of phase estimation, Childs et al. proposed an algo-
rithm [CKS17] that exponentially improves dependence on the precision parameter,applying this
method to develop finite difference and spectral algorithms for the Poisson equation and general
second-order elliptic equations [CLO21]|. However, despite the improvements, the overall complex-
ity remains poly(1/0) when implementing the quantum difference method with multi-step meth-
ods [Berl4].To overcome this, Berry et al. introduced a quantum algorithm for linear differen-
tial equations [BCOW17]| with complexity poly(log(1/d)). This approach encodes a truncation
of the Taylor series of the differential equation’s propagator into a linear system, bypassing the
use of multi-step methods. Initially developed for diagonalizable matrices, Krovi extended this
algorithm [Kro23] to include non-diagonalizable matrices, demonstrating exponential speedup for
certain classes compared to earlier bounds [BCOW17]. Unlike sparse encoding methods [BCOW17],
Krovi utilized block encoding due to involving inverses of small-scale matrices in the input model for
the coefficient matrix. Further studies on the limitations and advancements of quantum algorithms
for solving linear ODEs have been extensively covered in [ALWZ22].

It is noteworthy that the BCOW algorithm introduced in [BCOW17] in fact is applicable to
non-diagonalizable matrices. Diagonalisation is primarily used for theoretical analysis to establish
bounds on the condition number and solution error. By carefully comparing it with the Krovi
algorithm in [Kro23|, we recognize that the enhanced complexity bound may be recovered for the
BCOW algorithm. First, the Krovi algorithm involves the inversion of a small-scale matrix, with
the inversion designed to eliminate intermediate variables in the linear system from [BCOW17].
This elimination should not necessarily lead to a significant improvement in the condition number of
the coefficient matrix. Second, the upper bound for the condition number of the matrix Cy, j ,(Ah)

in [BCOW17] is derived under the assumption that A is diagonalizable, specifically as A = VDV L.



Here, ky = |V|||[V Y| serves as a parameter in their analysis. However, as noted in the example
in [Kro23], this parameter can overestimate the condition number of Cy, 1, ,(Ah). Third, the upper
bound for the condition number of Cy, . ,(Ah) is nearly comparable to that of the modified linear
system for a special matrix A discussed in Figure 2 of [Kro23]. Conversely, [Kro23| introduced a
new parameter C'(A), elaborated in Lemma 3.1, which offered a more precise upper bound for the
condition number of the modified linear system in [Kro23]. Consequently, it is expected to enhance
our understanding and analysis by characterizing the upper bound of the BCOW algorithm with
this new parameter.

Building on the insights, this paper aims to establish bounds on the condition number and so-
lution error using the parameter C'(A) introduced in [Kro23]. With the assistance of basic estimates
from [Kro23], we successfully achieve these bounds with complexity comparable to that outlined
in the Krovi algorithm. Additionally, we extend the BCOW algorithm to address time-dependent
linear differential equations. For a comprehensive review of related literature in this field, readers
are referred to the recent paper [BC24]. We remark that an innovative unitarisation approach
known as the “Schrodingerisation” method has been introduced in [JLY22a,JLY23a, J1.24, CJL23]
for both time-independent and time-dependent problems. This method provides a straightforward
and versatile framework enabling quantum simulation of all linear PDEs and ODEs. It employs
a warped phase transform that maps equations into a higher dimension, where they manifest as
systems of Schrodinger or Hamiltonian type equations in discrete Fourier space. A similar con-
cept has also been explored in [ALL23, ACL23], where Hamiltonian-type evolution is achieved
in continuous Fourier space. Drawing inspiration from [CJL23|, we adapt techniques for trans-
forming non-autonomous Hamiltonian systems into autonomous ones in a higher-dimensional con-
text. This approach unifies the quantum simulation of non-autonomous systems with autonomous
ones, avoiding cumbersome Dyson series expansions. The foundation for this technique can be
traced back to [PM93], where the time-dependent Schrédinger equation is transformed into a time-
independent form using the (¢,¢') method. In our work, we apply this transformative technique to
non-Hamiltonian time-dependent problems and subsequently utilize the BCOW algorithm to ana-
lyze the resulting time-dependent system as well as provide detailed analyses of the time complexity

in this context.

2 The BCOW algorithm for linear differential equations

In this section we review the quantum algorithm (referred to as the BCOW algorithm) in

[BCOW17] for solving the following system of linear ordinary differential equations

de(t) -
— = Ax(t)+b, 1€ (0,T), (2.1)
x(0) = zip,

where A € CV*N and b € CV are time independent. The BCOW algorithm is the first quantum
ODE solver that exhibits the optimal dependence on the error tolerance. It should be pointed out
that the time analysis there relies on the diagonalisation of the coefficient matrix A, however, the

algorithm is valid for cases where A is not diagonalisable.



The exact solution of (2.1) can be given in terms of the matrix exponential as

x(t) = e (0) + / t A=) dsb =: T(At)x(0) + S(At)b,
0

where
> (At))
T At :eAt g ( - ,
(A1) >4
and t t 1
o0 j—
S(At) _ / eA(tfs)dS — / eAst — (eAt _ I)(At)ilt _ Z (At?' ;
0 0 = 4!
Define )
Ah)J
Ti(an) = Y Y (2.2)
=0
and

h. (2.3)
The solution can be approximated for a short evolution time h by
x(h) = T(Ah)x(0) + Si(Ah)b, (2.4)

for sufficiently large truncation number k (see Theorem 3.1 for the requirement of h). This ap-
proximate solution can be used in turn as an initial condition for another step of evolution, and
this procedure will be repeated for a total number of steps Ny = m with the total evolution time
T = Nih.

According to (2.2)-(2.3), the approximate solution (2.4) can be expanded as

2 3 k
2(h) ~ (I+(Ah)+%+%+---+%)m(o)
2 k—1
+ <I - % + —(A?ﬁ) ot 7(’42 ) (hb) (2.5)
= x(0) + (Ahxz(0) + hb) + %(Ahw(O) + hb) + hb) + -+ + %(Ahm@) + hb).

Following the process of converting higher-order linear PDEs into a system of first-order linear

equations, we are ready to introduce the following variables

xoo = z(0) = Tip,
xo1 = (Ah)xoo + (hb),
xo2 = (Ah/2)xq 1,
xo3 = (Ah/3)xo 2,

(2.6)

| zox = (Ah/k)zo -1,



and obtain

x(h) R X1,0 = 20,0 T To,1 + Xo,2 + T3+ -+ Tok-

The above system of linear equations (2.6)-(2.7) is written in matrix form as

[T

—Ah T
—Ah/2

I .y

1

—AhJk T
-1 -I

1

0,0
Zo,1

Zo,2

Lo,k

x1,0]

L )

Lin
hb
0

Following the above procedure with x;_1 o being the initial value, one has

[T
—Ah 1
—Ah/2 1
| -1 -1
fori=2,--- ,m, where

Li—-1,0
Li-1,1

Li—1,2

Li—1,0
hb
0

x(th) R xTjg = Xi—10 + Tic11 + - + Tim1 k-

(2.7)

(2.8)

, (2.9)

(2.10)

To enhance the probability of achieving x(t = T') ~ x,, o, several identities are typically appended

at the end of the equation

Lm,j = Lm,j—1, .]: 1a2a"' 2
which gives the last non-zero block
I Lm,0 Lm,0
—1I I Lm,1 0
= (2.11)
—I I| [Tmyp 0
Let
X = [@o15 50k L1037 STLES I Tn,05 T, 1507 3 Ty
be the solution vector, with “;” indicating the straightening of {x;;} into a column vector. The

number of vectors in {x; ;} is denoted by d+ 1, where d = m(k + 1) + p. Then the final system of

linear equations can be formulated as

Cmkp(Ah) X = F, (2.12)



d m—1 k
Conkp(A) =D DGR T =D > itk +1) + ) (i(k+1) +j— 1| @ A/j
j=0 i=0 j=1
m—1 k d
=D DG+ DE+ )R+ D)+l Y HE-1el
i=0 j=0 j=d—p+1
m—1
F=[0)@xin+ »_ li(k+1)+1) @ (hb).
1=0
For example, when k = 3 and m = p = 2, this gives
I
—Ah 1
—Ah/2 T
—ARJ3 I
—1I —I —I —I 1
Conotop(AR) = —Ah I :
—Ahj2 I
—ARJ3 I
—I —1I —I -1 1
-1 1
-1 I

-Gl':()’()- -win-
x0,1 hb
x0,2 0
x0,3 0
x1,0

X =|z1,1], F=|hb
x1,2 0
1.3 0
2.0 0
21 0
_w2’2_ L 0 .

Remark 2.1. It is apparent that
T(Ah) = S(Ah)A + 1, Ti(Ah) = Sp(Ah)A + I,

where we may leverage the commutativity of A with its series.

3 New complexity bound for the BCOW algorithm

3.1 Solution error

Let x;;, = x(th) and ;¢ denote the exact and numerical solutions at t; = ih, respectively,

which satisfy

Tit1h = T(Ah):l:l"h + S(Ah)b, (3.1)
Tit1,0 = Tk(Ah)CCLO + Sk(Ah)b (3.2)



Let t = T. By recursively applying (3.1), we can derive

x(t) =z p, = T(AR)x -1 + S(Ah)b

= T(AR) (T(AR)@p 5, + S(AR)b) + S(AR)b
1
= T*(AR)@m_op + »_ T7(AR)S(AR)b
j=0
m—1
= =T™(AR)zin + > TI(A)S(Ah)b =: x'(t) + x(1).
j=0

A direct manipulation gives
0 __mm LAt .
x’(t) =T"(Ah)xi = e ayy = T(At) T4,

and

m—1  .(j4+1)h

t
eAsdsh = / eA%dsb = S(At)b,

jh 0

implying that °(¢) and 2°(¢) are the exact solutions with homogeneous right-hand side (i.e., b = 0)

and zero initial data (i.e., @;, = 0), respectively. Accordingly, by recursively applying (3.2), one

can find that the approximate solution, denoted by &(t), can be written as

m—1
T(t) = Ty (Ah)zin + Y TL(AR)SK(AR)b =: &°(t) + &°(t),
j=0
with
20(t) = T (Ah) i =: T(At)xin
and

>_A

m—

Z T/ (AR)Sy(Ah)b =: S(At)b

j=
being the approximate solutions of 2°(t) and x®(t), respectively.

Theorem 3.1. Let |x(T)) and |Z(T)) be the exact and approximate solution states, respectively.

Suppose that the truncation number k satisfies

3 2
2me <1 Te HbH>
5 [ (T)]]

and the step size h satisfies |Ah|| < 1. Then there holds

(k+1)! >

(7)) = |&(T)| < é.



Proof. The proof is similar to that given in [Kro23, Theorem 3]. Using the inequality |x/|x| —
y/llyllll < 2|z —y||/||x]| for two vectors x,y, we can bound the error in the quantum state after

a successful measurement as

2z(t) ~ 50 _

lla(t) ~ &) < T <

t=T,

which gives 5
lz(t) — 2] < Sllz (@)l

According to the equalities in Remark 2.1, one can find that
z(t) = z'(t) + 2’ (t) = T(At)zin + S(At)b = (S(At)A + Iz, + S(At)b,

&(t) = @°(t) + &(t) = T(AD)@sn + S(At)b = (S(AD)A + Dz + S(At)b.

For brevity, we omit “(At)” in the following. By leveraging the commutativity of A with its series,

we obtain
x(t) — &(t) = (T — T)xin + (S — S)b
= (T —T)T Yx(t) — Sb) + (S — S)b
= (T —T)T 'x(t)+ (SA - SA)T H(-Sb)) + (S — S)b
= (T -T)T 'x(t)+ (S — S)T Y (-AS +T)b
= (T =TT '@(t) + (S =T b= I, + Iy,
where

I = (T = T)T'&(t) = (T™(Ah) — T{"(Ah))(T™(Ah) " (1),
I = (S mz TI(AR)S(AR) — T](AR)Sy(Ah))b.
7=0

The estimates of I; and I3 are shown in [Kro23] with the results given by

3 tm 5
t Ll < ———|b 3.3
50 < G le @l IRl < bl (33)
where k satisfies me?/(k + 1)! < 1. Therefore,
e3 te?||b|| me?
x(t 1+ if — <1
I2(6) =20l < 57 (1+ ) 120 TS
The proof is completed by requiring that the right-hand side is less than m O

With the estimate of I; in (3.3), we are ready to derive the bound for ||T{(Ah)|| for any ¢ < m.

Lemma 3.1. [Kro23, Lemma 13] Under the condition of Theorem 3.1, we have that the truncated
Taylor series T,(Ah) of e satisfies

ITi(AR)| < C(A)(L +9),
for any £ < m, where
C(A) := sup |le]. (3.4)

te[0,7

8



3.2 Condition number

In deriving an upper bound for the condition number of the matrix C,,  ,(Ah), the authors
of [BCOW17] assume the matrix A to be diagonalizable, specifically as A = VDV ~!. Here, the
condition number ky = ||V||[|V ~!|| serves as a parameter in their analysis. However, as noted in the
example provided in [Kro23], this parameter may significantly overestimate the condition number of
Crn kp(Ah). On the other hand, the upper bound for the condition number of Cy, 1 ,(Ah) is nearly
comparable to that of the modified linear system discussed in [Kro23], where a more suitable
parameter C'(A) is introduced as given in Lemma 3.1. Consequently, it is expected to characterize
the upper bound of the BCOW algorithm by using this new parameter.

The upper bound of the norm of Cy, j, ,(Ah) is provided in Lemma 4 of [BCOW17] described

as follows.

Lemma 3.2. Let A be an N x N matriz and the step size h satisfies ||Ah|| < 1. Let m,k,p € ZF,

and the truncation number k > 5. Then
1Com 1 p(AB)|| < 2VE.
For the upper bound of ||Cy, . ,(Ah) 7|, we define

plzi—b

J!

)

Tyi(z) =
=b
where b is an integer with 0 < b < k. With the step size h satisfying || Ah| < 1, it is simple to find

that
k—

Tk (AR)]| < Zji

=0

/\

(3.5)

<.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that the truncation number k > 5. Under the condition of Theorem 3.1,
there holds
ke < 9k(m + p)C(A)(1+9), (3.6)

where ko is the condition number of Cy, 1, ,(Ah) and C(A) is define in Lemma 3.1.

Proof. Following the approach in [BCOW17,Kro23], we establish an upper bound using the defi-
nition

(Ah)B,

mkp

105 (AR = P 1€

where B is a column vector.

The vector B will be partitioned according to the solution vector as

B = [Bo0; B0k 3 Bm=1,05" ; Bm—1,k; Bm,0s 3 Bm,p)-

For simplicity, we relabel the vectors with a single index ¢ as follows:

d
B=> [g)®pB, = Zbg,
g=0



where d = m(k + 1) + p, |g) is the standard computational basis vector for g = 0,1, -+ ,d, and
By = Bij with g =i(k + 1)+ j. Here, for 0 <i<m,0<j<kandfori=m,0<j<p.

For every by, we define

y? =C L (Ah)by, g=0,1,--- .d. (3.7)

mk,p
It suffices to estimate the upper bound of ||yY||.
Let dy = m(k + 1). We consider the cases 0 < g < d; — 1 and n; < g < d separately, where g
represents the position of 3,.
Case 1: When 0 < g < d; — 1, B4 corresponds to the blocks in (2.8) or (2.9). Specifically,
there exist 0 < a < m and 0 < b < k such that

I T, 0
—Ah I x?

—Ah/b 1 x| = (8| (3.8)

—Ah/k T o
| 1 -1 o —T =T I||af,,] |o.

The other blocks of (3.7) have the zero vector as their right-hand side. Note that the matrices
(—1I)s in the first row are dropped since the vectors preceding x,o are zero. On the other hand,
we assume that 3, is not located in the last row of the above block, otherwise we can put it in the
next block.

We now present the explicit solution of (3.7). For the vectors preceding x? > one easily finds
that

:c?’j:O, 0<i<a, 0<j<k and i=a, 0<j<b,
which gives
$Z,b = By

and

xf = bI(ARY /518y, b<j<k,

$g+1,0 = Ty k(AR)By.

For 7 > a + 1, since the right-hand side is a zero vector, we obtain
$Z+17j = ((Ah)]/.]')ngrl,O’ 0 S .] S k’
$g+270 = Tk(Ah)$g+170 = Tk(Ah)T@k(Ah),@g.

Proceeding with this procedure, one can show that

xg-i-Q,j = ((Ah)j/j!)a:ngw,

xcgl+3,0 = Tk(Ah)a”ZH,o = (Tk(Ah))2Tb,k(Ah)ﬂga

@y, o = Te(Ah)@m-_1,0 = (Tp(AR))™ " Ty 1 (Ah)By.

m,0

10



Furthermore, the appended block (2.11) gives

g

T, (E

m,j m,0 — (Tk(Ah))m “ 1Tb k(Ah)IBQ7 I<j<p

Since ||Ah|| <1, for any b < j < k, we have
g, ;1| < [1DH(ARY =" /18]l < b1/51B ]| = b1/ ![Ibg]]-
By using the estimates in Lemma 3.1 and Eq. (3.5), one can derive

lf ol < I T(AR) ™7 - I Ty, (AR - (18 ]
S C(A)L +0)el|Bgll = CLA)(L +)ellby ], a+1<i<m,

and
& ;|| < I((ARY /il oll < CA) (1 +8)e/jlllbgll,  a+1<i<m, 1<j<k

Using these facts, we obtain

m—1 k p
/I = > > NP+ ll=?, ;17
=0 j=0 7=0
k
= 0!/ b * + Z Z )(L+8)e/3D2(1bg1* + (9 + 1) | @m0l
j=b i=a+1 7=0
k
< Ip(2)[1bg||* + (C(A) (L +8)e)*(m —a—1) Y (1/5H*[|bg|* + (0 + 1)(C(A)(L + 6)e)? ||y
>~ 10 g J: g p g
7=0

< Io@2)[[bg|I* + (C(A) (A + 8)e)*(m — a = 1)Io(2)[bg* + (p + 1)(C(A)(1 + 8)e)? ||y
< Lo(2)(C(A)(1 + d)e)*(m + p) by,

where we have used the facts (see Egs. (50) and (51) in [BCOW17])

k 00
D1/ <Y (1/307 = In(2) < 2.28,
7=0 7=0

=

(b1/5)? < Io(2).

<
Il

Case 2: When d; < g <d, B, corresponds to the block in (2.11), which can be written as

I a:%0 0
-1 I acfml 0
-1 I Illgn’b = ,89 ’
-1 I a:ﬁw_l 0
i —I I [ xhy | 0 |

11



where 0 < b < p. In this case, we get

7,=0, 0<i<m, 0<j<k,
,J =0, 0<j<b,
wm,j:BgV bSJSpa

yielding
ly?lI> = (p = b+ DIIBgl* < (p + 1)1y >

Therefore, for any 0 < g < n — 1, there holds
197 11* = 1G5 b7 1P < To(2)(C(A)(L + 8)e)*(m + p) [1by |,

leading to

1O p (AR < (d+ 1) Io(2)(C(A)A +8)e)*(m +p),  d=m(k+1)+p

m,k,p

or

ICoh (AR < VT @ (kT 1)+ p+ Dim T p)C(A)(1 +6)e
< 610” evE(m + p)C(A)(1 + )

< 4.5\/_(m +p)C(A)(1 +6),

where we have used

(m(k+1) +p+1)(m+p) = (mk +1)(m + p) + (m + p)*
< (mk + kp)(m +p) + (m + p)?

= (k+1)(m+p)* < gk(m+p)2, k> 5.

Combining the upper bounds in (3.9) and Lemma 3.2, we obtain
ke < 9k(m + p)C(A)(1 +9).

This completes the proof.

3.3 New complexity bound

(3.9)

The complexity is quantified in terms of the following oracles (see Lemma 8 in [BCOW17]):

e The input model for the coefficient matrix A: an oracle O4 that computes the non-zero entries

of A.

e The source term input oracle Op: a controlled oracle that prepares the state proportional to

b.

e The state preparation oracle O,: a controlled oracles that prepares the state proportional to

Lin-

12



Theorem 3.3. Suppose that A is an N x N matriz with sparsity s and C(A) defined in (3.4).
Let x(t) evolve according to the differential equation (2.1). Let T' > 0 and g := max,c(o 1] %
Then there exists a quantum algorithm that produces a state e-close to x(T)/|x(T)|| in ¢? norm,
succeeding with probability Q(1), with a flag indicating success, using

C(A)STIIAHgﬁ))

€

O <C(A)STHAH - poly ( log

queries to Oa, Oy and Oy, where =1+ (D) -

Te?|b|

[
Proof. We use the quantum linear system algorithm (QLSA) from [CKS17] to solve (2.12) and
obtain a state |z’) such that |||z) — |2')|] < . According to Theorem 5 of [CKS17], the QLSA
for Az = b makes O(sarapoly(log(saka/d))) queries to oracles for a s4-sparse matrix A and for
preparing a state proportional to b are needed to produce a state proportional to A~'b up to error
J.

First, we consider building the linear system Cy, 1, ,(Ah) X = Fin (2.12). According to Lemma

8 in [BCOW17], the state preparation oracle for F' can be produced with a constant number of
calls to O, and Oyp. Similarly, the matrix Cy, 1 ,(Ah) can be constructed with a constant number

of calls to Oy4.
Second, we pick the parameters following [BCOW17]:

T T € 1
h=—"—) m=p==—=[T|A]], d=—— e<=,
AT p = Tl %5 /img 2
2log 2
k= {loglogQW’

where

Q:

2me? <1 TeQHbH)
o (T
and 0 is the solution error given in Theorem 3.1. With these choices, we can find (see the proof of

Theorem 9 of [BCOW17]):
o ||Ah|| <1 and (k+1)! > Q;
e the QLSA outputs the state | X') which is d-close to | X);

e the measurement produces an state |z’(7")) which is e-close to |z (7)) with probability > 1/¢%.

The success probability can be raised to (1) by using O(g) rounds of amplitude amplification.
The final step is to compute the complexity. The matrix C,, 1 ,(A) has O(ks) nonzero entries
in any row or column. By Theorem 3.2 and our choice of parameters, the condition number of
Crn ke p(A) is
O(k(m +p)C(A)(1+6)) = O(KT||A[|[C(A)).

Consequently, by Theorem 5 of [CKS17], the QLSA produces the state produces state |z’) with

stTHz;lIICM))) = 0(C(a)sT | Allpoly (og C<A>81;||Augﬁ>>

queries to O4, O, and Op, where f = 1+ ]‘fjjllf)]l'l. Since amplitude amplification requires O(g)

(’)(sk?THAHC(A)poly(log

repetitions of this procedure, the final query complexity will be multiplied by g, as claimed. O

13



4 BCOW algorithm for time-dependent linear differential equa-

tions

This section extends the BCOW algorithm to the following time-dependent problem

d

321 = AQ)=(t) +b(t),  2(0) = o, (4.1)
where both the coefficient matrix A and the right-hand side b vary with time. The extension
employs the autonomisation method introduced in [CJL23|, which transforms a non-autonomous

system into an autonomous one in one higher dimension.

4.1 The autonomisation method
4.1.1 An enlarged system

We first employ the augmentation technique in [JLY23a, JLLY24, JLM24a, JLM24b] to trans-
form equation (4.1) to the homogeneous case. Denote F'(t) = diag(f(t)) as a diagonal matrix with
the i-th entry of f(t) given by

bi(t)

fl(t) = ((b?)ave+52)1/27

i=0,1,-- ,N—1,

where
2 ! Tb 2dt
b; )ave == = i (¢
e =7 [ (o)

and € = 1/+/N is included to prevent division by zero in the denominator. Then one can rewrite

(2.1) as an enlarged system

A(t) F(t)

D=1 o

u(t) =: B(t)u(t), u(t) = lf((;)] , u(0) = [a:(O)] , (4.2)

where r(t) is a constant column vector with the i-th entry given by
ri(t) = ((02)ave + €)%, i=0,1,--- N —1.
For this new system, the probability of projecting onto |x(t)) is

L =@l _ l2(t)]2
P @l = T + [l + 1 (43)

) 1/2
with [Bllave = (X (P)ave) -
i=0
The solution to (4.2) with initial data at t = t; defines a time evolution operator, Uy,
satisfying

w(t) = Uy 1, u0, ug = u(ty),

where the propagator can be expressed as a time-ordered exponential [Dys49a, Dys49b, LW19,
KSB19,BCS*20, CJL23]):

t © 4 ot t t
Uty = expr (/to B(T)dT) =: I+nz:1 o /t0 dty /to dtg--- /t0 dt, T[B(t1)B(t2) - - - B(tn)],

14



where the time-ordering operator 7 sorts any sequence of n operators according to the times ¢; of

their evaluation, that is,
T[B(t1)B(t2) -~ B(tn)] = B(ti,)B(ti,) - - B(ti,,),  tiy >ty >+ >t

Lemma 4.1. [CJL23, PM93] For the non-autonomous system in (4.2), introduce the following

initial-value problem of an autonomous PDE

0z 0Oz
—+—=20R

z(0,s) = G(s)uo, s € [-T,T],

where G(s) is a single-variable function and H(s) = 0 if s < 0. The analytical solution to this
problem is

z(t,s) = G(s — t)Us,s—tuo,
where . .
Us st = expr (/ B(T)dT) = expr </ B(s—t+ T)d7'>.
s—t 0
The solution to (4.2) can be expressed in terms of u as
z(t,s =1t) = G(0)u(t), t > 1. (4.4)

Proof. This lemma is demonstrated in [CJL23] for Hamiltonian systems by verifying the given

result. Here we provide an alternative proof for non-unitary dynamics. Define v(t;s') = z(¢, s’ +1),
where s € R is a parameter. It is straightforward to show that v(¢;s") satisfies

do(t;s’) 0z

dt ot

v(0;8") = G(8")uy.

0z

/
(t,s" +1t)+ s

(t,s' +t) = B(s' + t)v(t';s),

The solution can be expressed using the time-ordered exponential as

v(t;s') = expr (/Ot B(s' + T)dT) G(s")ug.
Setting s’ = s — ¢, we immediately obtain
z(t,s) =v(t;s —t) = expr (/OtB(s —t+ T)dT) G(s — t)uy,
which completes the proof. ]

To apply the discrete Fourier transform to s, it is necessary to require that z(¢, s) is periodic

in the s direction. To this end, we choose G(s) as the mollifier defined by

/@1 g <1,
G(s) =cen(s),  n(x)=
0, otherwise,

where ¢ = e gives G(0) = 1 and the support of G is always in [—1,1]. According to Lemma 4.1,

this choice imposes the periodic boundary condition
z(t,s=—-14+T)=2(t,s=14+T)=0

in the s direction.

15



4.1.2 Discretisation of the autonomisation problem

We choose a uniform mesh size As = 2/N; for the autonomisation variable with Ny = 2"
being an even number, with the grid points denoted by —1+7 =59 <51 <--- < sy, =1+7T. We

place the s-register in the first position and define

Ns—12N—-1

wt) =Y >zt s)li),
=0 =0

where z; is the i-th entry of z. By applying the discrete Fourier transformation in the s direction,

one arrives at

d _
Sw(t) = Aw(t),  w(0) = [Glso),++ Glsn, )] @ u(0), (4.5)
Here the evolution matrix is
No—1
A=—iP@ 1?0 £ 3" (| © B(s), N =2", (4.6)
1=0

with
—1 . N
P = F,DFT, Dy =diag(uo, - un-1),  ju=n(l-3),

where Fj is the matrix representation of the discrete Fourier transform.

Remark 4.1. It is evident that | Dg|lmax < Z3*. Noting that the solution in the s direction is

smooth and the Fourier spectral method has spectral accuracy, we can choose Ny = O(log(1/9))

with ¢ being the error bound.

4.2 BCOW algorithm for solving the autonomisation problem

Applying the BCOW algorithm to (4.5) yields a system similar to (2.12):

C(An)X =F

where F' = |0) ® w(0) and

a
3
L

™=

Congep(A) =Y _ i)l © 1 —
5=0

li(k+ 1)+ ) GE(k+1)+j—-1®A/j

g

<.
Il

1
d
G+ D)+ D)k + 1)+l @l— > |[HG-1al
j=d—p+1

3
L

E

i

Il
o
.

Il
o

The matrix A may be constructed from the sparse encoding of D, (and two applications of the
quantum Fourier transform) and B(s;). For sparse encoding of time-dependent matrices, we refer
the reader to [LW19] for example. The initial data w(0) can be obtained from the preparation
oracles for [G(sg),...,G(sn,—1)]7 and u(0). For simplicity, we assume access only to the oracle
O 1, which computes the non-zero entries of A, and the state preparation oracle O,,, responsible
for preparing the state proportional to w(0).

By leveraging the findings from Theorem 3.3, we are in a position to establish the following

main result.
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Theorem 4.1. Suppose that A(t) is an N x N matriz with sparsity s. Let x(t) evolve according
to the differential equation (4.1). Let T > 0. In addition, assume that &V (t) is the solution of

dﬂﬂ((;;(t) = A(s)z " (t) + b(s1),

D (0) = G(s;)z(0), l=0,1,--- ,Ng— 1.

Then there exists a quantum algorithm that produces a state 5-close to x(T)/|x(T)| in £? norm,

succeeding with probability Q(1), with a flag indicating success, using

sCAIIAHng>)

O(sCa|AllmTpoly  log =15

queries to Oz and O,,, where

Ca=max C(A(s1)), Al = 1+ max | A(s)) | + max| fi(s0)]

_ maxyy [|20@)]] + [1b]lave + 1
@]

bi(t)
((0F)ave +€2)1/2

mlax(l + Tl fsol),

and

fl(t): Z‘:0717"'7]V_17

N—-1 1/2 1 T
Bllae = (30 @ene) s o= [ I
0

1=

Proof. (1) We retrieve the solution following this procedure:

[ X) = w(t)) = [u(t)) — [2(1)).

First, we solve the linear system for the BCOW algorithm to obtain the state vector |X), which

can be projected onto |w(t)) with a probability given by mallc?ﬁgl(lj)nm Next, we derive |u(t)) from
w(t)) according to (4.4) with a probability given by ”"(t)”22. Finally, the desired state |x(?)) is
[w(®)]l

obtained from the enlarged variable in (4.2) with probability ”28“2 The overall probability is

lw®[*  Ju®l lz@®)* _ =@

maxy [|w (t)[|? [[w(®)[* [[u(®)[* — max; [[w(®)]*

By applying amplitude amplification as described in [BCOW17], we can increase this probability
to (1) with O(gy,) repetitions of the above procedure, where g, := W

In the following, we replace max; ||w(t)|| by quantities related to =(¢). Noting that |w]||? =
wiw, wT%—lf = wlAw and dd—fw = wlATw, we obtain

U _ 12+ Ay =l (3 1012 (Blsw) + B )
dt 1=0 |

where the imaginary part or the first term on the right-hand side of (4.6) is naturally eliminated
since P; is a Hermitian matrix. Therefore, when analyzing the evolution of the norm of w, we can
disregard the imaginary term in (4.6). In other words, w(t) can be assumed to be the solution of

(4.5) with the first term on the right-hand side omitted. To distinguish, we denote the corresponding

17



dllw|?® _ dlw|® _ . . . o
= T4 with the same initial condition. We can rewrite w

variable as w(t), which satisfies =3

B(t) = [u® () u® (E);- - su™ ()], (4.7)

with “” indicating the straightening of {u()};>; into a column vector. Since S5 [1)(I| @ B(s)
is a block diagonal matrix, we have

%u(l)(t) = B(s)uD (1), u(0) = G(s))u(0), l=0,1,--- Ny —1,

which can be rewritten as

d
ZaW) =
v ®)

A(s)) F(s1)
0] 0]

O (t)
r((t)

W), wV()= [ ] . u(0)=G(s)

Here () (t) = G(s;)r is a constant vector and =) (t) satisfies

20
0 _ a2 (E) + bls), (48)

$(l)(0) = G(Sl)$(0)a I = 0) 15 o aNS -1

Therefore,
Ns—1
d o dy e N o2
O = gl = 3 Fi= o)

with each 2 (t) satisfying (4.8). This gives

Ns—1

lw®1* = [lw©)II* + > (OO — 2 ©0)])
=0

and
No—1 No—1
A2 = 2 blI2 1 L2 O N2 — (l2® 2
trerfgt’g]llw( )= = ([lzO) 17 + [[bllgee + ); |G| +f§f§‘,§} 2 ([l @O0 = = (0)[%)
No—1 No—1

= (bl + 1) D |Gy + max > @ @)
1=0 te0 T 55
According to Remark 4.1, we have

1/2
t <N1/2 b2 1 (l)t 2
s [w0(t)]| < N2 (Bl + 1+ mac mase 20(0)]7)

where Ny = O(log(1/9)).
(2) The parameter C(A) in (3.4) is now replaced by C'(A) = SUPyeo, 7] leAt]|, where

A A
le] = sup [lew(0)].
lw(0)<1

Let w(t) = eMw(0) with |Jw(0)|| < 1. We can define (t) and write it as the block structure in
(4.7), which gives




with the initial data satisfying

Ng—1

Z [ ()] = w(0)]* < 1.

Let u® = [2®;7®]. One has dgi) =0, hence ) = 7 is a constant vector. This implies

@ =
dwds(t) _ A(sl)w(l) (t) + b(sy), [=0,1,--- ,Ns—1,

where the i-th entry of b(s;) is

bilst) =V fils),  filsi) =

The solution can be expressed as

which gives

t
J=00)] < e a0 @) + [ e 07b(s) far

< max [[eCVH + T max ||| £(s))]]
t€[0,7] t€[0,7]

= e+ T (s)]]) = CAs)) L+ TIF (sl

where C'(A(s;)) is defined as (3.4). As before, we have

Ns—1

lw (®)[I* = [[w(0)]]* + Z (I @)1 — 1120 0)])

Nsl Ns—1

< O = 3 = O + X (CCAEN +TIFEY
Ng—1 Ns—1
= 2 IO+ 3 A+ TS0y
. Ns—1
<14 3 (ClA)) A+ TIF(s)I)
=0

yielding

CA) <1+ N2 max C(AGs))(1+ T f(s0)]),

where Ny = O(log(1/9)).
(3) The sparsity of A is Ny + s+ 1. Plugging these quantities in the time complexity given by

Theorem 3.3, we conclude that there exists a quantum algorithm that produces a state d-close to

z(T)/||lz(T)||, using ) o
C(A)ETIIAHW))

o(cm)gTuAH : poly(log :

queries to Oz and O,,, where

=1, C(A)<1+N)? max C(A(s)) (1 + T f (so)l]),
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7N,

S=No+s+1, Al < == +max|[[A(s)]| + max|fi(si)],
27
_ maXtHw(t)H 1/2< 2 0 ) 1/2
= )l < N2 (| 1 ; ) ‘
1= e e O < NE(IbG, + 1+ max max ()]

Since a + b < 2b < ab for two numbers b, a satisfying b > a > 2, the complexity simplifies to
O(K1Tpoly(log(K1Tg1/9))), with

Ky = N}P(Ny + ) (N max | AGsr) | + mae [ i(so)] ) max C(A(s)) (1 + T F(s0))
< sV (1 i [ ()] + mae | (o)) max O(A(s0)) (1 + T £ (s0) )

and

w2 2O )] + [Bllave + 1
’ ()] ’

The proof is finalized by incorporating terms related to log(1/9) within the poly(log) notation. [

g = N, = O(log(1/6)).

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have established a new complexity bound for the original quantum ODE solver
introduced in [BCOW17]. Our analysis parallels that of [Kro23], providing comparable bounds
on condition number and solution error through the introduction of a novel parameter outlined
in [Kro23|. This reaffirms the inherent advantages of the BCOW approach in quantum differential
equation solving. Additionally, we have extended the BCOW algorithm to handle time-dependent
linear differential equations by transforming non-autonomous systems into higher-dimensional au-

tonomous ones, a technique also adaptable within the framework of the Krovi algorithm.
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