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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

(ODEs). 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 [Ber14] 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 [CAS+22] 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/δ) uses of a unitary operation to estimate eigenvalues with

precision δ. 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/δ) when implementing the quantum difference method with multi-step meth-

ods [Ber14].To overcome this, Berry et al. introduced a quantum algorithm for linear differen-

tial equations [BCOW17] with complexity poly(log(1/δ)). 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 Cm,k,p(Ah)

in [BCOW17] is derived under the assumption that A is diagonalizable, specifically as A = V DV −1.
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Here, κV = ‖V ‖‖V −1‖ serves as a parameter in their analysis. However, as noted in the example

in [Kro23], this parameter can overestimate the condition number of Cm,k,p(Ah). Third, the upper

bound for the condition number of Cm,k,p(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 “Schrödingerisation” method has been introduced in [JLY22a,JLY23a,JL24,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 Schrödinger 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 Schrödinger equation is transformed into a time-

independent form using the (t, t′) 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










dx(t)

dt
= Ax(t) + b, t ∈ (0, T ),

x(0) = xin,
(2.1)

where A ∈ C
N×N and b ∈ C

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

x(t) = eAtx(0) +

∫ t

0
eA(t−s)dsb =: T (At)x(0) + S(At)b,

where

T (At) = eAt :=

∞
∑

j=0

(At)j

j!
,

and

S(At) =

∫ t

0
eA(t−s)ds =

∫ t

0
eAsds = (eAt − I)(At)−1t =

∞
∑

j=1

(At)j−1

j!
t.

Define

Tk(Ah) =
k

∑

j=0

(Ah)j

j!
, (2.2)

and

Sk(Ah) =

k
∑

j=1

(Ah)j−1

j!
h. (2.3)

The solution can be approximated for a short evolution time h by

x(h) ≈ Tk(Ah)x(0) + Sk(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 Nt = m with the total evolution time

T = Nth.

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

x(h) ≈
(

I + (Ah) +
(Ah)2

2!
+

(Ah)3

3!
+ · · ·+ (Ah)k

k!

)

x(0)

+

(

I +
(Ah)

2!
+

(Ah)2

3!
+ · · ·+ (Ah)k−1

k!

)

(hb)

= x(0) + (Ahx(0) + hb) +
(Ah)

2!
(Ahx(0) + hb) + hb) + · · · + (Ah)k−1

k!
(Ahx(0) + hb).

(2.5)

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



























































x0,0 = x(0) = xin,

x0,1 = (Ah)x0,0 + (hb),

x0,2 = (Ah/2)x0,1,

x0,3 = (Ah/3)x0,2,
...

x0,k = (Ah/k)x0,k−1,

(2.6)
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and obtain

x(h) ≈ x1,0 := x0,0 + x0,1 + x0,2 + x0,3 + · · ·+ x0,k. (2.7)

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

























I

−Ah I

−Ah/2 I
. . .

. . .

−Ah/k I

−I −I · · · −I −I I

















































x0,0

x0,1

x0,2

...

x0,k

x1,0

























=

























xin

hb

0

...

0

0

























. (2.8)

Following the above procedure with xi−1,0 being the initial value, one has

























I

−Ah I

−Ah/2 I
. . .

. . .

−Ah/k I

−I −I · · · −I −I I

















































xi−1,0

xi−1,1

xi−1,2

...

xi−1,k

xi,0

























=

























xi−1,0

hb

0

...

0

0

























, (2.9)

for i = 2, · · · ,m, where

x(ih) ≈ xi,0 := xi−1,0 + xi−1,1 + · · ·+ xi−1,k. (2.10)

To enhance the probability of achieving x(t = T ) ≈ xm,0, several identities are typically appended

at the end of the equation

xm,j = xm,j−1, j = 1, 2, · · · , p,

which gives the last non-zero block















I

−I I
. . .

. . .

−I I





























xm,0

xm,1

...

xm,p















=















xm,0

0

...

0















. (2.11)

Let

X = [x0,1; · · · ;x0,k;x1,0; · · · ;x1,k; · · · ;xm,0;xm,1; · · · ;xm,p]

be the solution vector, with “;” indicating the straightening of {xi,j} into a column vector. The

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

linear equations can be formulated as

Cm,k,p(Ah)X = F , (2.12)
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where

Cm,k,p(A) =
d

∑

j=0

|j〉〈j| ⊗ I −
m−1
∑

i=0

k
∑

j=1

|i(k + 1) + j〉〈i(k + 1) + j − 1| ⊗A/j

−
m−1
∑

i=0

k
∑

j=0

|(i+ 1)(k + 1)〉〈i(k + 1) + j| ⊗ I −
d

∑

j=d−p+1

|j〉〈j − 1| ⊗ I,

F = |0〉 ⊗ xin +

m−1
∑

i=0

|i(k + 1) + 1〉 ⊗ (hb).

For example, when k = 3 and m = p = 2, this gives

Cm,k,p(Ah) =

















































I

−Ah I

−Ah/2 I

−Ah/3 I

−I −I −I −I I

−Ah I

−Ah/2 I

−Ah/3 I

−I −I −I −I I

−I I

−I I

















































,

X =

















































x0,0

x0,1

x0,2

x0,3

x1,0

x1,1

x1,2

x1,3

x2,0

x2,1

x2,2

















































, F =

















































xin

hb

0

0

0

hb

0

0

0

0

0

















































.

Remark 2.1. It is apparent that

T (Ah) = S(Ah)A + I, Tk(Ah) = Sk(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 xi,h = x(ih) and xi,0 denote the exact and numerical solutions at ti = ih, respectively,

which satisfy

xi+1,h = T (Ah)xi,h + S(Ah)b, (3.1)

xi+1,0 = Tk(Ah)xi,0 + Sk(Ah)b. (3.2)
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Let t = T . By recursively applying (3.1), we can derive

x(t) = xm,h = T (Ah)xm−1,h + S(Ah)b

= T (Ah)
(

T (Ah)xm−2,h + S(Ah)b
)

+ S(Ah)b

= T 2(Ah)xm−2,h +

1
∑

j=0

T j(Ah)S(Ah)b

= · · · = Tm(Ah)xin +
m−1
∑

j=0

T j(Ah)S(Ah)b =: x0(t) + xb(t).

A direct manipulation gives

x0(t) = Tm(Ah)xin = eAtxin = T (At)xin,

and

xb(t) =

m−1
∑

j=0

T j(Ah)S(Ah)b =

m−1
∑

j=0

eAjh(eAh − I)(Ah)−1hb

=
m−1
∑

j=0

eAjh

∫ h

0
eAτdτb =

m−1
∑

j=0

∫ h

0
eA(τ+jh)dτb

s=τ+jh
=======

m−1
∑

j=0

∫ (j+1)h

jh
eAsdsb =

∫ t

0
eAsdsb = S(At)b,

implying that x0(t) and xb(t) are the exact solutions with homogeneous right-hand side (i.e., b = 0)

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

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

x̃(t) = Tm
k (Ah)xin +

m−1
∑

j=0

T j
k (Ah)Sk(Ah)b =: x̃0(t) + x̃b(t),

with

x̃0(t) = Tm
k (Ah)xin =: T̃ (At)xin

and

x̃b(t) =

m−1
∑

j=0

T j
k (Ah)Sk(Ah)b =: S̃(At)b

being the approximate solutions of x0(t) and xb(t), respectively.

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

Suppose that the truncation number k satisfies

(k + 1)! ≥ 2me3

δ

(

1 +
Te2‖b‖
‖x(T )‖

)

,

and the step size h satisfies ‖Ah‖ ≤ 1. Then there holds

‖|x(T )〉 − |x̃(T )〉‖ ≤ δ.

7



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

a successful measurement as

‖|x(t)〉 − |x̃(t)〉‖ ≤ 2‖x(t)− x̃(t)‖
‖x(t)‖ ≤ δ, t = T,

which gives

‖x(t)− x̃(t)‖ ≤ δ

2
‖x(t)‖.

According to the equalities in Remark 2.1, one can find that

x(t) = x0(t) + xb(t) = T (At)xin + S(At)b = (S(At)A+ I)xin + S(At)b,

x̃(t) = x̃0(t) + x̃b(t) = T̃ (At)xin + S̃(At)b = (S̃(At)A+ I)xin + S̃(At)b.

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

we obtain

x(t)− x̃(t) = (T − T̃ )xin + (S − S̃)b

= (T − T̃ )T−1(x(t)− Sb) + (S − S̃)b

= (T − T̃ )T−1x(t) + (SA− S̃A)T−1(−Sb)) + (S − S̃)b

= (T − T̃ )T−1x(t) + (S − S̃)T−1(−AS + T )b

= (T − T̃ )T−1x(t) + (S − S̃)T−1b =: I1 + I2,

where

I1 = (T − T̃ )T−1x(t) = (Tm(Ah) − Tm
k (Ah))(Tm(Ah))−1x(t),

I2 = (S − S̃)T−1b =
m−1
∑

j=0

(T j(Ah)S(Ah) − T j
k (Ah)Sk(Ah))b.

The estimates of I1 and I2 are shown in [Kro23] with the results given by

‖I1‖ ≤ me3

(k + 1)!
‖x(t)‖, ‖I2‖ ≤ tme5

(k + 1)!
‖b‖, (3.3)

where k satisfies me2/(k + 1)! ≤ 1. Therefore,

‖x(t)− x̃(t)‖ ≤ me3

(k + 1)!

(

1 +
te2‖b‖
‖x(t)‖

)

‖x(t)‖ if
me2

(k + 1)!
≤ 1.

The proof is completed by requiring that the right-hand side is less than δ‖x(t)‖
2 .

With the estimate of I1 in (3.3), we are ready to derive the bound for ‖T ℓ
k(Ah)‖ for any ℓ ≤ m.

Lemma 3.1. [Kro23, Lemma 13] Under the condition of Theorem 3.1, we have that the truncated

Taylor series Tk(Ah) of eAh satisfies

‖T ℓ
k(Ah)‖ ≤ C(A)(1 + δ),

for any ℓ ≤ m, where

C(A) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖eAt‖. (3.4)
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3.2 Condition number

In deriving an upper bound for the condition number of the matrix Cm,k,p(Ah), the authors

of [BCOW17] assume the matrix A to be diagonalizable, specifically as A = V DV −1. Here, the

condition number κV = ‖V ‖‖V −1‖ 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

Cm,k,p(Ah). On the other hand, the upper bound for the condition number of Cm,k,p(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 Cm,k,p(Ah) is provided in Lemma 4 of [BCOW17] described

as follows.

Lemma 3.2. Let A be an N ×N matrix and the step size h satisfies ‖Ah‖ ≤ 1. Let m,k, p ∈ Z
+,

and the truncation number k ≥ 5. Then

‖Cm,k,p(Ah)‖ ≤ 2
√
k.

For the upper bound of ‖Cm,k,p(Ah)
−1‖, we define

Tb,k(z) =

k
∑

j=b

b!zj−b

j!
,

where b is an integer with 0 ≤ b ≤ k. With the step size h satisfying ‖Ah‖ ≤ 1, it is simple to find

that

‖Tb,k(Ah)‖ ≤
k−b
∑

j=0

1

j!
≤ e. (3.5)

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that the truncation number k ≥ 5. Under the condition of Theorem 3.1,

there holds

κC ≤ 9k(m+ p)C(A)(1 + δ), (3.6)

where κC is the condition number of Cm,k,p(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

‖C−1
m,k,p(Ah)‖ = sup

‖B‖≤1
‖C−1

m,k,p(Ah)B‖,

where B is a column vector.

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

B = [β0,0; · · · ;β0,k; · · · ;βm−1,0; · · · ;βm−1,k;βm,0; · · · ;βm,p].

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

B =

d
∑

g=0

|g〉 ⊗ βg =:

d
∑

g=0

bg,

9



where d = m(k + 1) + p, |g〉 is the standard computational basis vector for g = 0, 1, · · · , d, and
βg = βij with g = i(k + 1) + j. Here, for 0 ≤ i < m, 0 ≤ j ≤ k and for i = m, 0 ≤ j ≤ p.

For every bg, we define

yg = C−1
m,k,p(Ah)bg , g = 0, 1, · · · , d. (3.7)

It suffices to estimate the upper bound of ‖yg‖.
Let d1 = m(k + 1). We consider the cases 0 ≤ g ≤ d1 − 1 and n1 ≤ g ≤ d separately, where g

represents the position of βg.

Case 1: When 0 ≤ g ≤ d1 − 1, βg corresponds to the blocks in (2.8) or (2.9). Specifically,

there exist 0 ≤ a < m and 0 ≤ b ≤ k such that






























I

−Ah I
. . .

. . .

−Ah/b I
. . .

. . .

−Ah/k I

−I −I · · · −I · · · −I I





























































x
g
a,0

x
g
a,1
...

x
g
a,b
...

x
g
a,k

x
g
a+1,0































=































0

0

...

βg

...

0

0































. (3.8)

The other blocks of (3.7) have the zero vector as their right-hand side. Note that the matrices

(−I)s in the first row are dropped since the vectors preceding xa,0 are zero. On the other hand,

we assume that βg 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
g
a,b, one easily finds

that

x
g
i,j = 0, 0 ≤ i < a, 0 ≤ j ≤ k and i = a, 0 ≤ j < b,

which gives

x
g
a,b = βg

and

x
g
a,j = b!(Ah)j−b/j!βg, b < j ≤ k,

x
g
a+1,0 = Tb,k(Ah)βg .

For i ≥ a+ 1, since the right-hand side is a zero vector, we obtain

x
g
a+1,j = ((Ah)j/j!)xg

a+1,0, 0 ≤ j ≤ k,

x
g
a+2,0 = Tk(Ah)x

g
a+1,0 = Tk(Ah)Tb,k(Ah)βg.

Proceeding with this procedure, one can show that

x
g
a+2,j = ((Ah)j/j!)xg

a+2,0,

x
g
a+3,0 = Tk(Ah)x

g
a+2,0 = (Tk(Ah))

2Tb,k(Ah)βg,

...

x
g
m,0 = Tk(Ah)xm−1,0 = (Tk(Ah))

m−a−1Tb,k(Ah)βg .
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Furthermore, the appended block (2.11) gives

x
g
m,j = x

g
m,0 = (Tk(Ah))

m−a−1Tb,k(Ah)βg , 1 ≤ j ≤ p.

Since ‖Ah‖ ≤ 1, for any b ≤ j ≤ k, we have

‖xg
a,j‖ ≤ ‖b!(Ah)j−b/j!βg‖ ≤ b!/j!‖βg‖ = b!/j!‖bg‖.

By using the estimates in Lemma 3.1 and Eq. (3.5), one can derive

‖xg
i,0‖ ≤ ‖Tk(Ah))

i−a−1‖ · ‖Tb,k(Ah)‖ · ‖βg‖

≤ C(A)(1 + δ)e‖βg‖ = C(A)(1 + δ)e‖bg‖, a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

and

‖xg
i,j‖ ≤ ‖((Ah)j/j!)xg

i,0‖ ≤ C(A)(1 + δ)e/j!‖bg‖, a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Using these facts, we obtain

‖yg‖2 =
m−1
∑

i=0

k
∑

j=0

‖xg
i,j‖2 +

p
∑

j=0

‖xg
m,j‖2

=

k
∑

j=b

(b!/j!)2‖bg‖2 +
m−1
∑

i=a+1

k
∑

j=0

(C(A)(1 + δ)e/j!)2‖bg‖2 + (p+ 1)‖xm,0‖2

≤ I0(2)‖bg‖2 + (C(A)(1 + δ)e)2(m− a− 1)

k
∑

j=0

(1/j!)2‖bg‖2 + (p+ 1)(C(A)(1 + δ)e)2‖bg‖2

≤ I0(2)‖bg‖2 + (C(A)(1 + δ)e)2(m− a− 1)I0(2)‖bg‖2 + (p+ 1)(C(A)(1 + δ)e)2‖bg‖2

≤ I0(2)(C(A)(1 + δ)e)2(m+ p)‖bg‖2,

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

k
∑

j=0

(1/j!)2 ≤
∞
∑

j=0

(1/j!)2 =: I0(2) < 2.28,

k
∑

j=b

(b!/j!)2 < I0(2).

Case 2: When d1 ≤ g ≤ d, βg corresponds to the block in (2.11), which can be written as































I

−I I
. . .

. . .

−I I
. . .

. . .

−I I

−I I





























































x
g
m,0

x
g
m,1
...

x
g
m,b
...

x
g
m,p−1

x
g
m,p































=































0

0

...

βg

...

0

0































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

x
g
i,j = 0, 0 ≤ i < m, 0 ≤ j ≤ k,

x
g
m,j = 0, 0 ≤ j < b,

x
g
m,j = βg, b ≤ j ≤ p,

yielding

‖yg‖2 = (p − b+ 1)‖βg‖2 ≤ (p+ 1)‖bg‖2.

Therefore, for any 0 ≤ g ≤ n− 1, there holds

‖yg‖2 = ‖C−1
m,k,pb

g‖2 ≤ I0(2)(C(A)(1 + δ)e)2(m+ p)‖bg‖2,

leading to

‖C−1
m,k,p(Ah)‖2 ≤ (d+ 1)I0(2)(C(A)(1 + δ)e)2(m+ p), d = m(k + 1) + p

or

‖C−1
m,k,p(Ah)‖ ≤

√

I0(2)(m(k + 1) + p+ 1)(m+ p)C(A)(1 + δ)e

≤
√

6I0(2)

5
e
√
k(m+ p)C(A)(1 + δ)

≤ 4.5
√
k(m+ p)C(A)(1 + δ),

where we have used

(m(k + 1) + p+ 1)(m+ p) = (mk + 1)(m+ p) + (m+ p)2

≤ (mk + kp)(m+ p) + (m+ p)2

= (k + 1)(m+ p)2 ≤ 6

5
k(m+ p)2, k ≥ 5. (3.9)

Combining the upper bounds in (3.9) and Lemma 3.2, we obtain

κC ≤ 9k(m+ p)C(A)(1 + δ).

This completes the proof.

3.3 New complexity bound

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

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

of A.

• The source term input oracle Ob: a controlled oracle that prepares the state proportional to

b.

• The state preparation oracle Ox: a controlled oracles that prepares the state proportional to

xin.

12



Theorem 3.3. Suppose that A is an N × N matrix 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 := maxt∈[0,T ]
‖x(t)‖
‖x(T )‖ .

Then there exists a quantum algorithm that produces a state ǫ-close to x(T )/‖x(T )‖ in ℓ2 norm,

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

O
(

C(A)sT‖A‖ · poly
(

log
C(A)sT‖A‖gβ

ǫ

))

queries to OA, Ox and Ob, where β = 1 + Te2‖b‖
‖x(T )‖ .

Proof. We use the quantum linear system algorithm (QLSA) from [CKS17] to solve (2.12) and

obtain a state |x′〉 such that ‖|x〉 − |x′〉‖ ≤ δ. According to Theorem 5 of [CKS17], the QLSA

for Ax = b makes O(sAκApoly(log(sAκA/δ))) queries to oracles for a sA-sparse matrix A and for

preparing a state proportional to b are needed to produce a state proportional to A−1b up to error

δ.

First, we consider building the linear system Cm,k,p(Ah)X = F in (2.12). According to Lemma

8 in [BCOW17], the state preparation oracle for F can be produced with a constant number of

calls to Ox and Ob. Similarly, the matrix Cm,k,p(Ah) can be constructed with a constant number

of calls to OA.

Second, we pick the parameters following [BCOW17]:

h =
T

⌈T‖A‖⌉ , m = p =
T

h
= ⌈T‖A‖⌉, δ =

ǫ

25
√
mg

, ǫ <
1

2
,

k =
⌈ 2 log Ω

log log Ω

⌉

,

where

Ω =
2me3

δ

(

1 +
Te2‖b‖
‖x(T )‖

)

and δ is the solution error given in Theorem 3.1. With these choices, we can find (see the proof of

Theorem 9 of [BCOW17]):

• ‖Ah‖ ≤ 1 and (k + 1)! ≥ Ω;

• the QLSA outputs the state |X ′〉 which is δ-close to |X〉;

• the measurement produces an state |x′(T )〉 which is ǫ-close to |x(T )〉 with probability & 1/g2.

The success probability can be raised to Ω(1) by using O(g) rounds of amplitude amplification.

The final step is to compute the complexity. The matrix Cm,k,p(A) has O(ks) nonzero entries

in any row or column. By Theorem 3.2 and our choice of parameters, the condition number of

Cm,k,p(A) is

O(k(m+ p)C(A)(1 + δ)) = O(kT‖A‖C(A)).

Consequently, by Theorem 5 of [CKS17], the QLSA produces the state produces state |x′〉 with

O
(

sk2T‖A‖C(A)poly
(

log
sk2T‖A‖C(A)

δ

))

= O
(

C(A)sT‖A‖poly
(

log
C(A)sT‖A‖gβ

ǫ

))

queries to OA, Ox and Ob, where β = 1 + Te2‖b‖
‖x(T )‖ . Since amplitude amplification requires O(g)

repetitions of this procedure, the final query complexity will be multiplied by g, as claimed.
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4 BCOW algorithm for time-dependent linear differential equa-

tions

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

d

dt
x(t) = A(t)x(t) + b(t), x(0) = x0, (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

fi(t) =
bi(t)

((b2i )ave + ε2)1/2
, i = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1,

where

(b2i )ave :=
1

T

∫ T

0
|bi(t)|2dt

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

(2.1) as an enlarged system

d

dt
u(t) =

[

A(t) F (t)

O O

]

u(t) =: B(t)u(t), u(t) =

[

x(t)

r(t)

]

, u(0) =

[

x(0)

r(0)

]

, (4.2)

where r(t) is a constant column vector with the i-th entry given by

ri(t) = ((b2i )ave + ε2)1/2, i = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1.

For this new system, the probability of projecting onto |x(t)〉 is

Pr =
‖x(t)‖2
‖u(t)‖2 =

‖x(t)‖2
‖x(t)‖2 + ‖b‖2ave + 1

, (4.3)

with ‖b‖ave =
(N−1

∑

i=0
(b2i )ave

)1/2
.

The solution to (4.2) with initial data at t = t0 defines a time evolution operator, Ut,t0 ,

satisfying

u(t) = Ut,t0u0, u0 = u(t0),

where the propagator can be expressed as a time-ordered exponential [Dys49a, Dys49b, LW19,

KSB19,BCS+20,CJL23]):

Ut,t0 = expT

(

∫ t

t0

B(τ)dτ
)

=: I +

∞
∑

n=1

1

n!

∫ t

t0

dt1

∫ t

t0

dt2 · · ·
∫ t

t0

dtnT [B(t1)B(t2) · · ·B(tn)],
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where the time-ordering operator T sorts any sequence of n operators according to the times tj of

their evaluation, that is,

T [B(t1)B(t2) · · ·B(tn)] = B(ti1)B(ti2) · · ·B(tin), ti1 > ti2 > · · · > tin .

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

initial-value problem of an autonomous PDE

∂z

∂t
+

∂z

∂s
= B(s)z(t, s),

z(0, s) = G(s)u0, 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−tu0,

where

Us,s−t = expT

(

∫ s

s−t
B(τ)dτ

)

= expT

(

∫ t

0
B(s− t+ τ)dτ

)

.

The solution to (4.2) can be expressed in terms of u as

z(t, s = t) = G(0)u(t), t ≥ t0. (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(t, s′+ t),

where s′ ∈ R is a parameter. It is straightforward to show that v(t; s′) satisfies

dv(t; s′)

dt
=

∂z

∂t
(t, s′ + t) +

∂z

∂s
(t, s′ + t) = B(s′ + t)v(t′; s′),

v(0; s′) = G(s′)u0.

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

v(t; s′) = expT

(

∫ t

0
B(s′ + τ)dτ

)

G(s′)u0.

Setting s′ = s− t, we immediately obtain

z(t, s) = v(t; s − t) = expT

(

∫ t

0
B(s− t+ τ)dτ

)

G(s − t)u0,

which completes the proof.

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

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

G(s) = cη(s), η(x) =







e1/(x
2−1), |x| < 1,

0, otherwise,

where c = 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 = −1 + T ) = z(t, s = 1 + T ) = 0

in the s direction.
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4.1.2 Discretisation of the autonomisation problem

We choose a uniform mesh size ∆s = 2/Ns for the autonomisation variable with Ns = 2ns

being an even number, with the grid points denoted by −1+T = s0 < s1 < · · · < sNs = 1+T . We

place the s-register in the first position and define

w(t) =

Ns−1
∑

l=0

2N−1
∑

i=0

zi(t, sl)|l, i〉,

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

one arrives at
d

dt
w(t) = Āw(t), w(0) = [G(s0), · · · , G(sNs−1)]

T ⊗ u(0). (4.5)

Here the evolution matrix is

Ā = −iPs ⊗ I⊗(n+1) +

Ns−1
∑

l=0

|l〉〈l| ⊗B(sl), N = 2n, (4.6)

with

Ps = FsDsF
−1
s , Ds = diag(µ0, · · · , µNs−1), µl = π

(

l − Ns

2

)

,

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

Remark 4.1. It is evident that ‖Ds‖max ≤ πNs

2 . Noting that the solution in the s direction is

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

with δ 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(Āh)X̄ = F̄ ,

where F̄ = |0〉 ⊗w(0) and

Cm,k,p(Ā) =

d
∑

j=0

|j〉〈j| ⊗ I −
m−1
∑

i=0

k
∑

j=1

|i(k + 1) + j〉〈i(k + 1) + j − 1| ⊗ Ā/j

−
m−1
∑

i=0

k
∑

j=0

|(i+ 1)(k + 1)〉〈i(k + 1) + j| ⊗ I −
d

∑

j=d−p+1

|j〉〈j − 1| ⊗ I.

The matrix Ā may be constructed from the sparse encoding of Ds (and two applications of the

quantum Fourier transform) and B(sl). 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(s0), . . . , G(sNs−1)]
T and u(0). For simplicity, we assume access only to the oracle

OĀ, which computes the non-zero entries of Ā, and the state preparation oracle Ow, 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 ×N matrix with sparsity s. Let x(t) evolve according

to the differential equation (4.1). Let T > 0. In addition, assume that x(l)(t) is the solution of











dx(l)(t)

ds
= A(sl)x

(l)(t) + b(sl),

x(l)(0) = G(sl)x(0), l = 0, 1, · · · , Ns − 1.

Then there exists a quantum algorithm that produces a state δ-close to x(T )/‖x(T )‖ in ℓ2 norm,

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

O
(

sCA‖A‖mTpoly
(

log
sCA‖A‖mTg

δ

))

queries to OĀ and Ow, where

CA = max
l

C(A(sl)), ‖A‖m = 1 +max
l

‖A(sl)‖+max
i,l

|fi(sl)|,

g =
maxl,t ‖x(l)(t)‖+ ‖b‖ave + 1

‖x(t)‖ max
l

(1 + T‖f(sl)‖),

and

fi(t) =
bi(t)

((b2i )ave + ε2)1/2
, i = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1,

‖b‖ave =
(

N−1
∑

i=0

(b2i )ave

)1/2
, (b2i )ave :=

1

T

∫ T

0
|bi(t)|2dt.

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

|X̄〉 → |w(t)〉 → |u(t)〉 → |x(t)〉.

First, we solve the linear system for the BCOW algorithm to obtain the state vector |X̄〉, which
can be projected onto |w(t)〉 with a probability given by ‖w(t)‖2

maxt ‖w(t)‖2
. Next, we derive |u(t)〉 from

|w(t)〉 according to (4.4) with a probability given by ‖u(t)‖2

‖w(t)‖2
. Finally, the desired state |x(t)〉 is

obtained from the enlarged variable in (4.2) with probability ‖x(t)‖2

‖u(t)‖2
. The overall probability is

‖w(t)‖2
maxt ‖w(t)‖2

‖u(t)‖2
‖w(t)‖2

‖x(t)‖2
‖u(t)‖2 =

‖x(t)‖2
maxt ‖w(t)‖2 .

By applying amplitude amplification as described in [BCOW17], we can increase this probability

to Ω(1) with O(gw) repetitions of the above procedure, where gw := maxt ‖w(t)‖
‖x(t)‖ .

In the following, we replace maxt ‖w(t)‖ by quantities related to x(t). Noting that ‖w‖2 =

w†w, w† dw
dt = w†Āw and dw†

dt w = w†Ā†w, we obtain

d‖w‖2
dt

= w†(Ā+ Ā†)w = w†
(

Ns−1
∑

l=0

|l〉〈l| ⊗ (B(sl) +B†(sl))
)

w,

where the imaginary part or the first term on the right-hand side of (4.6) is naturally eliminated

since Ps 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



variable as w̃(t), which satisfies d‖w‖2

dt = d‖w̃‖2

dt with the same initial condition. We can rewrite w̃

as

w̃(t) =: [u(0)(t);u(1)(t); · · · ;u(Ns−1)(t)], (4.7)

with “;” indicating the straightening of {u(i)}i≥1 into a column vector. Since
∑Ns−1

l=0 |l〉〈l| ⊗B(sl)

is a block diagonal matrix, we have

d

dt
u(l)(t) = B(sl)u

(l)(t), u(l)(0) = G(sl)u(0), l = 0, 1, · · · , Ns − 1,

which can be rewritten as

d

dt
u(l)(t) =

[

A(sl) F (sl)

O O

]

u(l)(t), u(l)(t) =

[

x(l)(t)

r(l)(t)

]

, u(l)(0) = G(sl)

[

x(0)

r(0)

]

.

Here r(l)(t) = G(sl)r is a constant vector and x(l)(t) satisfies











dx(l)(t)

ds
= A(sl)x

(l)(t) + b(sl),

x(l)(0) = G(sl)x(0), l = 0, 1, · · · , Ns − 1.

(4.8)

Therefore,

d

dt
‖w(t)‖2 = d

dt
‖w̃(t)‖2 =

Ns−1
∑

l=0

d

dt
‖x(l)(t)‖2

with each x(l)(t) satisfying (4.8). This gives

‖w(t)‖2 = ‖w(0)‖2 +
Ns−1
∑

l=0

(‖x(l)(t)‖2 − ‖x(l)(0)‖2)

and

max
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖2 = (‖x(0)‖2 + ‖b‖2ave + 1)

Ns−1
∑

l=0

|Gsl |2 + max
t∈[0,T ]

Ns−1
∑

l=0

(‖x(l)(t)‖2 − ‖x(l)(0)‖2)

= (‖b‖2ave + 1)

Ns−1
∑

l=0

|Gsl |2 + max
t∈[0,T ]

Ns−1
∑

l=0

‖x(l)(t)‖2.

According to Remark 4.1, we have

max
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖ ≤ N1/2
s

(

‖b‖2ave + 1 +max
l

max
t∈[0,T ]

‖x(l)(t)‖2
)1/2

,

where Ns = O(log(1/δ)).

(2) The parameter C(A) in (3.4) is now replaced by C(Ā) = supt∈[0,T ] ‖eĀt‖, where

‖eĀt‖ = sup
‖w(0)‖≤1

‖eĀtw(0)‖.

Let w(t) = eĀtw(0) with ‖w(0)‖ ≤ 1. We can define w̃(t) and write it as the block structure in

(4.7), which gives

d

dt
u(l)(t) = B(sl)u

(l)(t) =

[

A(sl) F (sl)

O O

]

u(l)(t), l = 0, 1, · · · , Ns − 1,
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with the initial data satisfying

Ns−1
∑

l=0

‖u(l)(0)‖2 = ‖w(0)‖2 ≤ 1.

Let u(l) = [x(l); r(l)]. One has dr(l)

dt = 0, hence r(l) = r(0) is a constant vector. This implies

dx(l)(t)

ds
= A(sl)x

(l)(t) + b̃(sl), l = 0, 1, · · · , Ns − 1,

where the i-th entry of b̃(sl) is

b̃i(sl) = r
(0)
i fi(sl), fi(sl) =

bi(sl)

((b2i )ave + ε2)1/2
.

The solution can be expressed as

x(l)(t) = eA(sl)tx(l)(0) +

∫ t

0
eA(sl)τ b̃(sl)dτ, l = 0, 1, · · · , Ns − 1,

which gives

‖x(l)(t)‖ ≤ ‖eA(sl)tx(l)(0)‖ +
∫ t

0
‖eA(sl)τ b̃(sl)‖dτ

≤ max
t∈[0,T ]

‖eA(sl)t‖+ T max
t∈[0,T ]

‖eA(sl)t‖‖f(sl)‖

= max
t∈[0,T ]

‖eA(sl)t‖(1 + T‖f(sl)‖) = C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖),

where C(A(sl)) is defined as (3.4). As before, we have

‖w(t)‖2 = ‖w(0)‖2 +
Ns−1
∑

l=0

(‖x(l)(t)‖2 − ‖x(l)(0)‖2)

≤ ‖w(0)‖2 −
Ns−1
∑

l=0

‖x(l)(0)‖2 +
Ns−1
∑

l=0

(C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖))2

=

Ns−1
∑

l=0

‖r(l)(0)‖2 +
Ns−1
∑

l=0

(C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖))2

≤ 1 +

Ns−1
∑

l=0

(C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖))2,

yielding

C(Ā) ≤ 1 +N1/2
s max

0≤l≤Ns−1
C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖),

where Ns = O(log(1/δ)).

(3) The sparsity of Ā is Ns + 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 δ-close to

x(T )/‖x(T )‖, using
O
(

C(Ā)s̄T‖Ā‖ · poly
(

log
C(Ā)s̄T‖Ā‖ḡβ̄

δ

))

queries to OĀ and Ow, where

β̄ = 1, C(Ā) ≤ 1 +N1/2
s max

l
C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖),
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s̄ = Ns + s+ 1, ‖Ā‖ ≤ πNs

2
+ max

l
‖A(sl)‖+max

i,l
|fi(sl)|,

ḡ =
maxt ‖w(t)‖

‖x(t)‖ , max
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖ ≤ N1/2
s

(

‖b‖2ave + 1 + max
0≤l≤Ns

max
t∈[0,T ]

‖x(l)(t)‖2
)1/2

.

Since a + b ≤ 2b ≤ ab for two numbers b, a satisfying b ≥ a ≥ 2, the complexity simplifies to

O(K1Tpoly(log(K1Tg1/δ))), with

K1 = N1/2
s (Ns + s)

(

Ns +max
l

‖A(sl)‖+max
i,l

|fi(sl)|
)

max
l

C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖)

. sN2.5
s

(

1 + max
l

‖A(sl)‖+max
i,l

|fi(sl)|
)

max
l

C(A(sl))(1 + T‖f(sl)‖)

and

g1 = N1/2
s

maxl,t ‖x(l)(t)‖+ ‖b‖ave + 1

‖x(t)‖ , Ns = O(log(1/δ)).

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

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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