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The collisionless Boltzmann equation
(CBE) is a fundamental equation that gov-
erns the dynamics of a broad range of as-
trophysical systems from space plasma to
star clusters and galaxies. It is computa-
tionally expensive to integrate the CBE di-
rectly in a multi-dimensional phase space,
and thus the applications to realistic astro-
physical problems have been limited so far.
Recently, Todorova & Steijl (2020) pro-
posed an efficient quantum algorithm to
solve the CBE with significantly reduced
computational complexity. We extend
the algorithm to perform quantum simula-
tions of self-gravitating systems, incorpo-
rating the method to calculate gravity with
the major Fourier modes of the density
distribution extracted from the solution-
encoding quantum state. Our method im-
proves the dependency of time and space
complexities on Nv, the number of grid
points in each velocity coordinate, com-
pared to the classical simulation methods.
We then conduct some numerical demon-
strations of our method. We first run a
1+1 dimensional test calculation of free
streaming motion on 64×64 grids using 13
simulated qubits and validate our method.
We then perform simulations of Jeans col-
lapse, and compare the result with analytic
and linear theory calculations. It will thus

allow us to perform large-scale CBE simu-
lations on future quantum computers.

Keywords: Quantum computing, Collisionless
Boltzmann equation

1 Introduction

A wide variety of numerical simulations are per-
formed in astrophysics to study the formation of
galaxies, clusters of galaxies, and the large-scale
structure of the universe. Often particle-based
N -body methods are employed to follow the grav-
itational dynamics. Although there exist well-
known problems such as artificial two-body relax-
ation and shot noise in discrete N -body simula-
tions, the particle-based method has been a prac-
tical choice since it is computationally less expen-
sive than numerical integration of the collisionless
Boltzmann equation (CBE). A critical problem
with direct Boltzmann simulations is the large
dimension of the phase space to be considered;
a simulation with full three spatial dimensions
requires integration of CBE in a six-dimensional
phase space. So far, such applications of CBE
solvers have been limited even on supercomput-
ers that are capable of more than 1015 calcula-
tions per second [1].

Quantum computation may hold promise for
performing numerical simulations with large di-
mensions. Recently, a novel and efficient scheme
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was proposed to solve CBE on a quantum com-
puter [2]. It is based on a quantum version of
the so-called reservoir method for simulations of
hyperbolic systems. Its successful applications in-
clude both classical and quantum simulations of
hyperbolic systems with conservation laws [3, 4].
Ref. [2] performs quantum simulations of free-
molecular flows and flows under a homogeneous
force field. It would be highly interesting if the
quantum computation can also be applied to self-
gravitating systems. Here, we propose an efficient
algorithm that can also treat a variable force field.
We also propose novel methods for generating ini-
tial quantum states and for retrieving information
from intermediate and final results of a simula-
tion. With these implementations, we perform a
set of test calculations and validate our numerical
scheme.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
We introduce our computational scheme in Sec. 2,
and then explain our methods to generate initial
quantum states and to retrieve information from
qubit arrays in Sec. 3. We then discuss the com-
putational complexity of the algorithm in Sec. 4,
and finally show the results of simulations of self-
gravitating systems in Sec. 5.

2 Computational Scheme

2.1 Collisionless Boltzmann equation

The Boltzmann equation is a kinetic equation
that describes the behavior of a system with a
large number of particles, and is written

∂f

∂t
+ v · ∂f

∂x
+ F · ∂f

∂v
= C(f, f ′) (1)

where F denotes the force field per unit mass
and the right-hand side expresses the collision
term. In this paper, we consider F as self-gravity.
The velocity distribution function f(x, v, t) rep-
resents the fraction of particles existing in a
small phase space volume dx dv. Throughout the
present paper, we consider collisionless systems
with C(f, f ′) = 0, which represent, for instance,
self-gravitating stars and dark-matter systems in
astrophysics.

2.2 The reservoir method
Let us consider a one-dimensional collisionless
system. The governing equation is

∂f

∂t
+ v

∂f

∂x
+ F

∂f

∂v
= 0. (2)

We consider operator splitting as

∂f

∂t
+ v

∂f

∂x
= 0, (3)

∂f

∂t
+ F

∂f

∂v
= 0, (4)

which can then be discretized in time ∆tn and in
phase space ∆x×∆v using upwind differencing:

fn+1
k;j = fn

k;j − vk
∆tn

∆x

{
fn

k;j − fn
k;j−1 (vk > 0)

fn
k;j+1 − fn

k;j (vk < 0)
(5)

fn+1
k;j = fn

k;j − Fj
∆tn

∆v

{
fn

k;j − fn
k−1;j (Fj > 0)

fn
k+1;j − fn

k;j (Fj < 0)
(6)

where fn
k;j abbreviates f(tn, xj , vk) with

tn =
n−1∑
i=0

∆ti, xj = j∆x, vk = k∆v. (7)

The reservoir method [3] utilizes variables Ck, Dj

called CFL counters to set the time when fk;j is
updated. The CFL counters are initialized to 0
at the beginning and then updated over ∆tn as

Ck ← Ck + vk
∆tn

∆x
(8)

Dj ← Dj + Fj
∆tn

∆v
, (9)

where ∆tn is chosen such that |Ck| and |Dj | do
not exceed unity, to satisfy the CFL criteria. The
time-stepping proceeds such that fk;j is updated
to fk;j∓1 when Ck = ±1, and when Dj = ±1,
fk;j is updated to fk∓1;j . After each update, we
reset the CFL counters whose absolute values are
1. This is the essence of the reservoir method.

For the higher-dimensional case with the (d+d)
dimensional phase space, we can extend the above
method straightforwardly: we just consider that
the indices k and j represent the grid points in the
d dimensional configuration and velocity space,
respectively. If we take the same Nv grid points in
each velocity coordinate, the number of the CFL
counters Ck is effectively Nv: for the velocities
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with equal absolute value and different directions,
the CFL counters reach ±1 simultaneously. On
the other hand, in the general case that the force
field F depends on x, Dj ’s are introduced for each
configuration grid point, and thus the number of
them is Nd

x in total, where Nx is the number of
the grid points in one configuration coordinate.

We note that there is manifestly no dissipa-
tion in this method in the sense that the value
of fk;j does not vary over time, but it is simply
advected in phase space. This feature makes the
application of the reservoir method to quantum
computing as an excellent choice.

3 Quantum Algorithm

Algorithm 1 Collisionless Boltzmann simula-
tion
Input: Initial state f0

k;j , the num-
ber of Fourier modes to be extracted
S, the number of the time steps Nt.

1: for n = 0 to Nt − 1 do
2: Construct the initial quantum state

∣∣f0〉 by
QRAM storing f0

k;j on the system R con-
sisting of the registers Rx and Rv.

3: for all t ∈ {ti} such that t ≤
n∆x/ max(|vk|) do

4: if t = l∆x/ max(|vk|) with some integer
l then

5: Perform advection in velocity space.
6: end if
7: Perform advection in configuration

space.
8: end for
9: From the resulting quantum state |fn⟩, ex-

tract S lower-order Fourier modes.
10: Calculate self-gravity and store it in the

classical memory.
11: end for

We repeat four steps to perform quan-
tum Boltzmann simulation using the reservoir
method: (1) generating initial conditions in the
form of quantum states, (2) updating fk;j through
a sequence of quantum gate operations, (3) ex-
tracting information from the quantum states,
and (4) calculating self-gravity. We give the de-
tailed description for this procedure as Algorithm
1. We explain each of the steps (1)-(4) as fol-

lows. We note that we consider the (1 + 1)-
dimensional phase space for simplicity. The al-
gorithm can be extended to higher-dimensional
cases in a straightforward way.

We hereafter assume periodic boundary condi-
tions in the configuration space.

3.1 Initialization

Suppose that a phase space volume in 1+1 di-
mension is divided into Nx × Nv grids, where
Nx = 2nx and Nv = 2nv . In addition to ancil-
lary qubits, a total of nx + nv qubits are needed
to represent the velocity distribution function by
quantum states and manipulate them. nx qubits
constitute the register Rx that represents the po-
sition coordinate x, and nv qubits constitute the
register Rv that represents the velocity coordi-
nate v. In the following, we redefine xj = j and
vk = (2k + 1) V

2nv − V , where V is the maximum
velocity assumed in our simulations.

We first need to encode the initial distribu-
tion f0

k;j into the amplitudes of a quantum state.
Namely, we generate the following quantum state:

∣∣∣f0
〉

= 1
M

2nx −1∑
j=0

2nv −1∑
k=0

f0
k;j |j⟩ |k⟩ ,M2 =

Nx−1∑
j=0

Nv−1∑
k=0

f2
k;j

 . (10)

To this end, we assume that a QRAM is avail-
able [5, 6]. QRAM is a quantum device that can
embed classical binary data xi into the quantum
state

|i⟩ |0⟩ QRAM−−−−−→ |i⟩ |xi⟩ . (11)

Given this, we can use the amplitude encoding
technique in [7] to generate the following quan-
tum state

1
M

2na −1∑
i=0

xi |i⟩a , M2 =
2na −1∑

i=0
x2

i . (12)

Thus, given a QRAM that stores f0
k;j , we can

prepare the initial state in Eq. (10).

3



MX(j)

•

MX(j)
•

...
•


Rx

Increment
by ⌊Dj⌋...


Rv

(a) Dj > 0

MX(j)

•

MX(j)
•

...
•


Rx

Decrement
by ⌈Dj⌉...


Rv

(b) Dj < 0

Figure 1: Quantum circuits for advection in velocity space. A quantum register assigned to the space (velocity)
coordinate is denoted by Rx (Rv). The component MX(j) is an array of X gates, by which the incre-
ment or decrement is activated only when Rx takes |j⟩. Details of MX(j) and increment/decrement
are explained in Appendix A.

Increment
by 1...

Rx

MX(k)

•

MX(k)
•

...
•


Rv

(a) vk > 0

Decrement
by 1...

Rx

MX(k)

•

MX(k)
•

...
•


Rv

(b) vk < 0

Figure 2: Quantum circuits for advection in configuration space.
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3.2 Updating fk;j

From the definition of vk, the time when Ck = ±1
is calculated as

{ti}i=0,1,2,... = sorted sequence of{
i

|vk|

∣∣∣∣ i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k = 0, 1, . . . , 2nv − 1
}

.

(13)

We fix the discrete time points in the simulation
to these points.

3.2.1 Advection in velocity space

This set of operations is performed at time t
such that t = l∆x/ max(|vk|) with some integer
l. We perform the following operations for each
j = 0, . . . , Nv − 1. First, we update the CFL
counter Dj as

Dj ← Dj + Fj
∆x

max(|vk|)∆v
. (14)

If Dj > 0, we update fk;j to fk−⌊Dj⌋;j , which cor-
responds to the ⌊Dj⌋-time advection in velocity
space. To perform this on fk;j encoded in the
amplitudes of the quantum state, we operate the
quantum circuit in Fig. 1a. We then reset Dj as

Dj ← Dj − ⌊Dj⌋. (15)

If Dj < 0 otherwise, we use a quantum circuit in
Fig. 1b to update fk;j to fk+⌈Dj⌉;j in the quantum
state, and reset Dj as

Dj ← Dj − ⌈Dj⌉. (16)

Here, ⌊·⌋ is a floor function that returns the
largest integer less than or equal to the input
number, and ⌈·⌉ is a ceiling function that returns
the smallest integer more than or equal to the
input number.

Note that because the increment and decre-
ment in Figs. 1a and 1b are modulo Nv, if k−⌊Dj⌋
or k+⌈Dj⌉ falls out of the range from 0 to Nv−1,
it is pushed back to that range by taking the
remainder divided by Nv, which is an unphysi-
cal operation. We assume that this never occurs
in our simulation because the domain [−V, V ] in
the velocity space is configured to be sufficiently
large.

3.2.2 Advection in configuration space

At time t, we perform the advection operation
only for velocity grids with the index k such that
tvk ∈ Z. If vk > 0 and vk < 0, we operate the
quantum circuit in Fig. 2a and the one in Fig. 2b,
respectively. Here, the increment or decrement
by 1 is operated on Rx. Unlike advection in the
velocity space, the modular increment and decre-
ment in advection in the configuration space fit
the periodic boundary condition and thus cause
no problems.

The above sequence of operations completes
the quantum version of the reservoir method in
phase space.

3.3 Information extraction

After the advection operations, the quantum
state is

|fn⟩ = 1
M

Nx−1∑
j=0

Nv−1∑
k=0

fn
k;j |j⟩ |k⟩ . (17)

By using H gates to the register Rv, it becomes(
I⊗nx ⊗H⊗nv

)
|fn⟩

= 1
M

Nx−1∑
j=0

Nv−1∑
k=0

Nv−1∑
l=0

fn
k;j

(−1)k·l
√

Nv
|j⟩ |l⟩

= 1√
NvM

Nx−1∑
j=0

Nv−1∑
l=0

(
Nv−1∑
k=0

(−1)k·lfn
k;j

)
|j⟩ |l⟩ ,

(18)

where · denotes a sum over digits of binary ex-
pression of bitwise AND (e.g. 5 · 6 = (101)(2) ·
(110)(2) = 1 + 0 + 0 = 1). The lowest component
(l = 0) in Eq. (18) yields density(

Nv−1∑
k=0

(−1)k·0fn
k;j

)
|j⟩ =

ρn
j

∆v
|j⟩ . (19)

Quantum Fourier transform (QFT) yields

QFT

Nx−1∑
j=0

ρn
j |j⟩

 =
Nx−1∑
k=0

ρ̃n
k |k⟩ , (20)

where ρ̃n
k := 1√

Nx

∑Nx−1
j=0 exp

(
2πikj

Nx

)
ρn

j is the dis-
crete Fourier transform of ρn

j .
At this time, we set a new integer parame-

ter S = 2s, which determines the number of the

5



x0

Increment by S
2

x1

...
...

xnx−s−1

xnx−s

tomography
xnx−s+1

...
xnx−1



Rx

Rv /

Figure 3: A quantum circuit for extracting information from the quantum state.

Fourier components we extract from the quantum
state. It should meet the conditions below.

1 ≤ s ≤ nx − 1. (21)

The quantum circuit used to extract the Fourier
components is shown in Fig. 3. After an incre-
ment of S

2 on Rx, we measure the first nx − s
qubits in Rx and all the qubits in Rv and postse-
lect the states that all of them are |0⟩, to obtain
the state

|ρ̃n⟩ := 1
M̃


S
2 −1∑
k=0

ρ̃n
Nx− S

2 +k
|k⟩+

S
2 −1∑
k=0

ρ̃n
k

∣∣∣∣k + S

2

〉 ,

(22)

where M̃2 :=
∑S

2 −1
k=0

∣∣∣∣ρ̃n
Nx− S

2 +k

∣∣∣∣2 +∑S
2 −1
k=0 |ρ̃n

k |
2. This state encodes

ρ̃n
Nx− S

2
, . . . , ρ̃n

Nx−1, ρ̃n
0 , . . . , ρ̃n

S
2 −1, which are

the Fourier components of the density with
wavenumber −S

2 , . . . , S
2 − 1, respectively. Then,

we extract these large-scale Fourier modes from
|ρ̃⟩ using quantum state tomography, whose de-
tail is described in Appendix B. Considering the
system whose large-scale structure is important
in its simulation (e.g., neutrino distribution in
the large-scale structure of the universe [8]), the
large-wavenumber modes become almost 0, and
we can describe the system well only with the
large-scale modes.

3.4 Calculation of the self-gravity

Self-gravity F obeys the following equations:

F = −∂ϕ

∂x
, (23)

∆ϕ = 4πGρ, (24)

where ϕ is the gravitational potential. Then,

ϕ̃(k) = G̃(k)ρ̃(k), (25)

where, in the case of 3 dimensions [1],

G̃(k) = − πG

sin2(πkx
Nx

) + sin2(πky

Nx
) + sin2(πkz

Nx
)
,

(26)
and, in the case of 1 dimension,

G̃(k) = − πG

sin2( πk
Nx

)
. (27)

4 Computational complexity
We first discuss the time complexity of our
numerical algorithm in the d-dimensional case.
The characteristic time of the system is T =
∆x/max(|vk|) ≃ 1/V . We set the terminal sim-
ulation time to NtT with Nt ∈ N. The general
accuracy of the solution will not be significantly
affected if we calculate F every T , and thus we do
so. A multi-controlled NOT gate with n control
qubits is assumed to be executed with the time
complexity of O(n) [9].

Then, let us evaluate the time complexity from
advection in velocity space. As described in

6



Appendix A, the circuit for the increment or
decrement by p on an n-qubit register is im-
plemented with O(n log p) multi-controlled NOT
gates with at most n control qubits, and hence
the quantum circuits shown in Fig. 1 cost
O (nv(nx + nv) log |Dj |) time. To extract the
small-wavenumber Fourier modes of density at
time t = nT with accuracy ϵ from the quantum
state |ρ̃⟩, quantum tomography forces us to pre-
pare O(Sd/ϵ2) copies of the state |ρ̃n⟩, where we
denote by Sd the number of Fourier modes we
extract in the case with d dimensions. To pre-
pare |fn⟩ and then |ρ̃n⟩, the advection operation
is performed O(n) times. Because, in estimat-
ing the Fourier modes of the density at each time
step, we need to start the time evolution from
the initial time

∣∣f0〉, the total number of advec-
tion operations in the velocity space to obtain the
Fourier modes at the terminal time NtT is

O
(

Nd
xN2

t Sd

ϵ2

)
, (28)

where Nd
x is the number of the CFL counters Dj .

Post-selection does not change the order of the
complexity (see Sec. 5 for the detail). Conse-
quently, the time complexity for advection in ve-
locity space becomes

O
(

nv(nx + nv)Nd
xN2

t Sd

ϵ2 log
(

FsNv∆x

V 2

))
,

(29)
where, according to Eq. (14), we evalauate |Dj |
as FsNv∆x/V 2 with a characteristic magnitude
Fs of F .

The time complexity for advection in configu-
ration space is evaluated similarly. Considering
that the number of time points ti in the system’s
time over T is O(Nv), we evaluate the time com-
plexity for advection in configuration space as

O
(

nx(nx + nv)NvN2
t Sd

ϵ2

)
. (30)

In classical computing, advection in configura-
tion space and that in velocity space both cost

O(Nd
xNd

v Nt) (31)

time complexity. The latter involves the calcula-
tion of gravity, which takes a time complexity of

the same order as Eq. (31) 1. Compared to Eq.
(31), the quantum method significantly improves
the scaling of the time complexity in Nv, while
the scaling on Nt worsens and the dependence on
ϵ and S appears.

The improvement in space complexity is also
achieved. Classically, the O(Nd

xNd
v ) memory

space is needed to store the values of fk;j at grid
points, while the CFL counters and the Fourier
modes of the density require the smaller ones
of order O(Nd

x + Nv + Sd) in total. In our
quantum method, the number of qubits needed
to run the quantum circuits is only of order
O(nx +nv), and the classical memory space of or-
der O(Nd

x +Nv +SdNt) is used for the CFL coun-
ters and the Fourier modes of density. Note that
in the quantum setting, we need to start from
the initial state

∣∣f0〉 to generate |fn⟩ for time
nT and thus store the Fourier modes at inter-
mediate times, resulting in the O(SdNt) memory
space. Nevertheless, we expect that our quantum
method achieves a large reduction in space com-
plexity compared to the classical one of the order
O(Nd

xNd
v ).

5 Numerical Simulations
We have performed the following test calculations
[1] using Python version 3.8.6 and Rust version
1.70.0 because simulations on currently available
quantum computers are still expensive.

5.1 Free Streaming

We set F = 0, nx = nv = 6, and configure a
“box” initial condition for f as shown in Fig. 4,
where the white region has f = 1 and black re-
gion f = 0. The exact solution should be simple
free streaming in phase space, and f is advected
over time to produce shear motion. The reser-
voir method does not produce deformation other
than shearing, which we confirm with our numer-
ical result.

1The main contribution comes from calculating the
density ρn

j by integrating fn
k;j . This is followed by the

Fourier transform of the density and the inverse Fourier
transform of ϕ̃, and these steps amount to O(nxNd

x Nt)
time complexity, which is subdominant as far as nx ≪ Nd

v .
Although these (inverse) Fourier transforms are done also
in the quantum method, their contribution to the time
complexity is again subdominant compared to the total
complexity in Eq. (29).

7



Figure 4: Snapshots of the one-dimensional free-
streaming simulation with F = 0 and
nx = nv = 6. From left to right, the
distribution function f at t = 0, 1, 2, and
3 cycles are shown. 1 cycle is equal to
2∆x/∆v. A white "box" at t = 0 flows
without deformation other than shearing
in phase space.

5.2 Jeans instability
Our next example is one-dimensional gravita-
tional instability. The force field F is the self-
gravity of the fluid. For a homogeneous mass dis-
tribution, there exists a stationary solution, i.e.,
the Maxwell distribution

fM(x, v) = ρref√
2πσ2

exp
(
− v2

2σ2

)
. (32)

We add a perturbation of

f(x, v) = fM(x, v)(1 + A cos kx) (33)

with A = 0.1, k = 0.5kJ where the Jeans
wavenumber is given by

kJ =
√

4πGρref
σ

. (34)

Fig. 5 is the result of our simulation. It shows
that the phase-space structure is reproduced ac-
curately up to t = 2 cycles with the relatively
low resolution with nx = nv = 6, compared to
the result of the high-accuracy classical simula-
tion of Ref. [1] (see their Figure 6 on 128 × 128
grids). At t = 3 cycles, the distribution appears

Figure 5: One-dimensional Jeans collapse with nx =
nv = 6 and with A = 0.1, k = 0.5kJ. The
values of f at t = 0, 1, 2, and 3 cycles are
shown (see the colorbar on the right).

Figure 6: The time evolution of the Fourier ampli-
tude A2 of the density fluctuations in the
run with k/kJ = 0.5. The blue line shows
linear growth rate. Orange, green, red,
and purple lines show the numerical re-
sults of S = 2, 4, 8, 64(= Nx). While the
orange line was way off the mark, other
numerical results grew at the same speed
as linear theory.
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noisy, and the spiral structure commonly seen
in high-resolution simulations is not well repro-
duced. This is likely owing to the coarse resolu-
tion of our simulation.

From the initial condition Eq. (33), we can cal-
culate the analytical solution for linear growth
part of Fourier transform Am of δ(x, t) = ρ(x, t)−
ρref [10], which is defined as

δ(x, t) =
∑
m≥0

Am(t) exp(im 2π

2nx
x). (35)

The linear growth rate γ is obtained by solving
the plasma dispersion relation

(k/kJ)2 =1 + wZ(w),

w = ±iγ√
8πGρ (k/kJ)

,

Z(w) = 1√
π

∫ ∞

−∞
ds

e−s2

s− w
. (36)

The orange line (S = 2) in Fig. 6 does not show
the same growth rate as linear theory (blue line),
but other results with S = 4, 8, 64 show that the
growth of the perturbation is reproduced as pre-
dicted by linear theory. This is due to the double
symmetry we set as an initial state, and the or-
ange line, which can use only up to S − 1 = 1 st
order density information, cannot grasp the exis-
tence of the perturbation. We thus conclude that
our numerical scheme is well suited to follow the
evolution of one-dimensional self-gravitating sys-
tems if S is set large enough.

5.3 Postselection

In extracting the Fourier modes of density from
the quantum state by the circuit in Fig. 3, we
perform two types of post-selection: we select the
states in which all the qubits in Rv take |0⟩, and
then select the states in which the first nx − s
qubits in Rx are |0⟩. We have numerically con-
firmed that the post-selection does not change
the order of the time complexity of our method.
Fig. 7a shows the probability that we get 0’s on all
the qubits in measuring Rv at each time step in
the same simulation as Fig. 5. Fig. 7b shows the
probability that, after the post-selection of Rv,
we get 0’s on the first nx− s qubits in measuring
Rx. During the entire time shown in Fig. 7a and
Fig. 7b, the probabilities stay roughly constant
and do not depend on either nx or nv. This is

because these constants depend on the velocity
distribution function rather than on the numeri-
cal resolution. Since we primarily consider phys-
ical systems in which small-scale modes are less
important, we do not expect significant degrada-
tion in computational complexity caused by the
post-selection.

6 Discussion
We have developed a quantum algorithm based
on the reservoir method to solve the collisionless
Boltzmann equation on a quantum computer. We
have conducted classical simulations of our quan-
tum algorithm for some self-gravitating systems,
which imply its effectiveness.

We discuss here the limitation of our numeri-
cal simulation. With the current implementation,
the number of discrete grids in velocity space is
Nv. The corresponding time step width ∆tc nec-
essary for update is, at each space point,

∆tc = ∆x

max(|vk|)
= Nv∆x

V (Nv − 1) , (37)

whereas the reservoir method requires

Fs
∆tc

∆v
≥ O(1), (38)

where Fs is a characteristic magnitude of F and
∆v = 2V/Nv. If this condition is not met, the
advection operation in velocity space is not per-
formed for a sufficiently large number of times,
which results in inaccurate evolution of the veloc-
ity distribution function. This effectively imposes
a requirement on the velocity space resolution of

Nv ≥ O
(

V 2

Fs∆x

)
. (39)

To examine the effect of insufficient resolution, we
have performed simulations of gravitational Lan-
dau damping [10] with k = 1.5kJ for two setups
with nv = 6 and nv = 11. The other conditions
are kept the same as in Sec. 5.2. We plot the mea-
sured Fourier amplitude of A2 and the damping
rate in Fig. 8a and 8b. Clearly, the run with poor
resolution with nv = 6 yields too rapid damping
and spurious oscillations, whereas the run with
nv = 11 reproduces the correct initial damping as
predicted by linear theory. We find that Eq. (39)
serves as a practical condition to be checked and
monitored through a simulation.
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(a) Probability that we get 0’s on all the qubits in
measuring Rv.

(b) Probability that we get 0’s on all the first nx − s
qubits in measuring Rx, given that the outcomes
in measuring the qubits in Rv are all 0.

Figure 7: Success probability of the post-selection when extracting the large-scale Fourier modes by the circuit
in Fig. 3 at each time step in the simulation as for Fig. 5.

(a) nv = 6 (b) nv = 11

Figure 8: Comparison with an analytical solution of Fourier transform A2 of the density fluctuation with
k/kJ = 1.5. The left panel shows the result with nv = 6 and the right panel shows the result with
nv = 11. The latter case reproduces A2 with the same growth rate as the analytical solution.
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We have proposed a method that utilizes two
separate CFL counters for advection in configu-
ration space and in velocity space in an operator-
splitting manner (Sec. 2). It allows us to perform
simulations with a time-dependent force field
under the conditions and limitations discussed
above. With the small computational complex-
ity derived in Sec. 4, future quantum computing
has the potential to perform very large collision-
less Boltzmann simulations. In our future work,
we study applications to general Vlasov–Poisson
systems including the neutrino distribution in the
large-scale structure of the universe.
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i=0

ai|i⟩ →
2n−1∑
i=0

ai |i± 1 mod 2n⟩ , (41)
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(a) Increment by 1 (b) Decrement by 1

Figure 9: Operators for the increment and decre-
ment by 1 in 4-qubit states.

where + represents increment and − represents
decrement.

By reducing the size of the triangle, we can
realize the addition or subtraction of power of
two. For example, the following 4 qubits operator

•

perform the following operation

24−1∑
i=0

ai|i⟩ →
24−1∑
i=0

ai

∣∣∣i + 22 mod 24
〉

, (42)

namely, the increment by 4. Combining these
operators, we can realize the operator for the in-
crement/decrement by p on an n-qubit register,
which acts as

2n−1∑
i=0

ai |i⟩ →
2n−1∑
i=0

ai |i + p mod 2n⟩ , (43)

with O(n log p) multi-controlled NOT gates.

B Quantum state tomography


|ϕ⟩

H

H

H

H


|ϕ⟩

Quantum state tomography is a method to es-
timate the amplitudes of quantum states. An
example of quantum state tomography for pure
states [11] is summarized as follows.

S† H

S† H

S† H

S† H


|ϕ⟩

S† H

H

S† H

H


|ϕ⟩

Figure 10: Four types of measurements on 4 qubit
state |ϕ⟩.

To estimate a n-qubit state |ϕ⟩, one performs
four types of measurements are performed on |ϕ⟩.
The measurements for a 4-qubit state, for exam-
ple, are shown in Fig. 10. Each measurement
yields d = 2n different outcomes from 00 · · · 0
to 11 · · · 1. Because the cumulative distribution
of the measurement obeys a multinomial distri-
bution, the probability of obtaining each result
with error ϵ can be estimated by performing the
measurement O(d/ϵ2) times. After obtaining the
probabilities, an optimization problem is to be
solved to maximize the likelihood. This can be
achieved by using, for example, a method writ-
ten in chapter 3 of [12].
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