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Abstract

In this paper, we explore the embedding of nonlinear dynamical systems into linear ordinary
differential equations (ODEs) via the Carleman linearization method. Under dissipative condi-
tions, numerous previous works have established rigorous error bounds and linear convergence
for Carleman linearization, which have facilitated the identification of quantum advantages in
simulating large-scale dynamical systems. Our analysis extends these findings by exploring error
bounds beyond the traditional dissipative condition, thereby broadening the scope of quantum
computational benefits to a new class of dynamical regimes. This novel regime is defined by a
resonance condition, and we prove how this resonance condition leads to a linear convergence
with respect to the truncation level N in Carleman linearization. We support our theoretical
advancements with numerical experiments on a variety of models, including the Burgers’ equa-
tion, Fermi-Pasta-Ulam (FPU) chains, and the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equations, to validate
our analysis and demonstrate the practical implications.

1 Introduction

Nonlinear dynamical systems are ubiquitous in most scientific domains. The ability to simulate
large-scale dynamical systems is crucial in predicting and controlling the dynamical behavior of
the system. This paper is concerned with the problem of designing quantum algorithms for solving
dynamical systems, which might have the advantage when treating large-scale problems. Although
many efficient quantum algorithms have been developed for linear ODE systems [3, 5, 6, 9, 14, 22,
26], algorithms for nonlinear dynamical systems with quantum advantage are much more difficult
to construct. One regime where such an advantage has been identified is dissipative dynamics,
where the real part of the eigenvalues of the Jacobian F1 at an equilibrium is strictly negative, i.e.,
there exists a σ > 0,

Re(λj) ≤ −σ < 0, for all the eigenvalues. (1)
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In particular, for Carleman linearization [7], global-in-time error bound has been proved [2, 15, 32]
with a convergence rate

Rd = O
(
µ∥F2∥

σ

)
, (2)

with ∥F2∥ being the level of nonlinearity and µ representing the magnitude of the solution. The
analysis in [32] also included external force. The quantum advantage then comes from the ability to
efficiently simulate the resulting linear ODE system, a subject that has been relatively well-studied
[3, 5, 6, 9, 14, 22, 26, 21, 23].

Meanwhile, dynamical systems with some or all eigenvalues having zero real part are plentiful.
The most recognizable example is Hamiltonian systems, which play a central role in many aspects
of modern physics. The ability to treat such dynamical systems will certainly expand the scope
of quantum computing algorithms. The lower bound from Liu et al. [32] suggests that outside
the dissipative regime, the Carleman linearization might not provide a convergent approximation,
and quantum algorithms will generally not offer an advantage. On the other hand, there might
be a subclass of non-dissipative dynamical systems for which a quantum advantage still exists.
The purpose of this paper is to present a convergence analysis for Carleman linearization without
the dissipative condition. One of our key contributions is the identification of another type of
condition, called the no-resonance condition, motivated by the theory of dynamical systems [25].
Roughly speaking, this condition states that any one eigenvalue can not coincide with an integer
combination of other eigenvalues. We quantify such condition by introducing a resonance parameter
∆. We prove the linear convergence of Carleman linearization with a convergence rate given by

Rr = O
(
µ∥F2∥
∆

)
. (3)

Therefore, for non-dissipative systems, ∆ in Eq. (3) plays a similar role to |σ| in the convergence
rate in the dissipative regime Eq. (2).

Resonance properties play a crucial role in the long-time behavior of dynamical systems, in-
cluding phenomena such as bifurcation, chaos, and energy transport [10, 25]. Important exam-
ples include Fermi-Pasta-Ulam (FPU) chains [34], the nonlinear Schrödinger equation [4], and the
Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation [18]. Therefore, it should not come as a surprise that such
properties play a role in an approximation scheme. On the other hand, due to their widespread
occurrence in physics and engineering, developing quantum algorithms for these systems could sig-
nificantly expand the scope of applications in quantum computing and create new paradigms for
simulating complex dynamical systems.

The idea behind Carleman linearization [7] can be quickly illustrated using an ODE system
with quadratic nonlinearity,

d

dt
x = F1x+ F2x⊗ x, x(0) = xin. (4)

Here x ∈ Rn, and x⊗ x(= x⊗2) ∈ Rn2
denotes the tensor product of the two vectors. Meanwhile,

F1 ∈ Rn×n is the Jacobian of the vector field at the equilibrium (here the origin), and F2 : Rn2 → Rn
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embodies the coefficient of the quadratic term. Using Carleman linearization, one gets [2, 7, 37]

d

dt


x

x⊗2

...

x⊗(N−1)

x⊗N

 = A


x

x⊗2

...

x⊗(N−1)

x⊗N

+


0
0
...
0

AN,N+1x
⊗(N+1)

 . (5)

Due to the quadratic nonlinearity, the matrix A is block upper triangular,

A =



A1,1 A1,2 0 0 · · · 0 0
0 A2,2 A2,3 0 · · · 0 0

0 0 A3,3 A3,4
. . .

...
...

0 0 A4,4
. . .

...
...

...
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 0 · · · AN−1,N−1 AN−1,N

0 0 0 0 · · · 0 AN,N


(6)

where the blocks are defined as,

Aj,j =

j−1∑
i=1

I⊗i ⊗ F1 ⊗ I⊗(j−1−i) ∈ Rnj×nj
,

Aj,j+1 =

j−1∑
i=1

I⊗i ⊗ F2 ⊗ I⊗(j−1−i) ∈ Rnj×nj+1
.

(7)

I refers to the identity matrix acting on Rn. General nonlinear ODE systems where the vector field
is a polynomial can be reduced to the quadratic form in Eq. (5), as illustrated in [15].

To obtain a finite ODE system, we truncate the system by neglecting the last term in Eq. (5),
yielding,

d

dt


y1

y2
...

yN

 = A


y1

y2
...

yN

 , (8)

where yj ∈ Rnj
takes the position of x⊗j ; yj(0) = x⊗j

in . In particular, we will regard the first block
entry y1(t) as an approximation to x(t).

The analysis [2, 15, 32] of the error due to the finite truncation has been mostly based on
the assumption that the eigenvalues of F1 have negative real parts (1), and when such condition
does not hold, the linear convergence was only proved for short time, which significantly limits the
applicability of the algorithms. Here we propose a different type of condition, which can go well
beyond the dissipative regime (1).

Assumption 1. Assume that F1 is diagonalizable and it has eigenvalues {λ1, · · · , λn} with non-
positive real parts: Re(λj) ≤ 0. In addition, for any i ∈ [n],

λi ̸=
n∑

j=1

mjλj ∀mj ∈ Z and mj ≥ 0 s.t.

n∑
j=1

mj ≥ 2. (9)
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More precisely, we assume that ∆ > 0, defined as follows,

∆ := inf
k∈[n]

inf
mj≥0∑n

j=1 mj≥2

∣∣∣∣∣λk −
n∑

i=1

mjλj

∣∣∣∣∣ . (10)

In the theory of dynamical systems [25], the first part of the assumption comes from stability
consideration, but we do not rule out non-hyperbolic equilibrium points. Meanwhile, the condition
in Eq. (9) is known as the no-resonance condition. When λi =

∑n
j=1mjλj for some mj ≥ 0 and∑n

j=1mj = m ≥ 2, we call the corresponding eigen modes a resonance of order m. One implication
of such conditions is that a nonlinear dynamical system can be reduced to a linear ODE system, or a
nonlinear ODE system with much fewer terms, via a polynomial transformation. The corresponding
reduced form is known as the normal form. The connection of such reduction with the Carleman
linearization has been noted in [37].

To quantify such resonance property and how this condition determines the error in the Car-
leman linearization in Eq. (8), we refer to ∆ as the resonance parameter. Our main result can be
summarized as follows,

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the solution of the nonlinear ODE in Eq. (4) satisfies a uniform-in-
time bound in t ∈ [0, T ],

∥x(t)∥ ≤ µ, (11)

and F1 fulfills Assumption 1. Then the error in the Carleman linearization can be bounded by,

∥x(T )− y1(T )∥ ≤ CNTRN−1
r , Rr :=

4eµ∥F2∥
∆

. (12)

Notice that the convergence rate Rr is independent of T . This result suggests the choice of

N = O
(

log T
ϵ

log 1
Rr

)
in order to keep the truncation error to within a tolerance ϵ > 0.

The complexity of the quantum algorithm. One approach to solve the ODEs from the N -th
truncation Eq. (8) of the Carleman system is by using a time discretization in conjunction with
quantum linear solvers, e.g., [5]. Due to the fact that the quantum linear solvers incur a complexity
that only scales logarithmically with the dimension [8, 17], this approach can offer exponential
speedup for large-dimensional dynamical systems. Liu et al. [32] chose the Euler’s method as
an example which has first order and the final query complexity to A of the quantum algorithm

has a scaling (aside from logarithmic factors) of Õ
(
qT 2

ϵ

)
, where q = ∥y(0)∥

∥y(T )∥ . Krovi [26] combined

high-order ODE solvers and obtained a quantum algorithm with complexity Õ
(
qT∥A∥α

)
, where

q =
maxt∈[0,T ] ∥y(t)∥

∥y(T )∥ and α = maxt∈[0,T ] ∥exp(−tA)∥. See [14] for a detailed discussion about various
quantum ODE solvers.

Related works. Quantum algorithms based on Carleman linearization have been extended to
fluid mechanics problems [19, 30], chemical kinetics [1] and reaction-diffusion equations [31]. On
the theoretical side, Carleman linearization can be extended to dynamical systems where the vector
field admits a polynomial approximation [2, 36]. The work [2] shares similar objectives as this paper.
Their main assumption 3.1 is essentially the dissipative condition in (1). They also established an
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error bound without this assumption (Theorem 3.1), but the linear convergence with respect to N
only holds for short time, which is similar to the observation in Forets and Pouly [15] and Liu et
al. [32].

There have been numerous attempts to extend the Carleman linearization to non-dissipative
systems [1, 35]. However, the explicit error bounds have not been provided in these works. Lewis et
al. [29] identified certain chaotic dynamical systems where quantum advantage does not exist, which
extends the lower bound in [32]. Meanwhile, there are other linear embedding schemes [13, 16]. It
is likely that the error bounds for these embedding schemes also require spectral properties of the
dynamical system.

Joseph [24] proposed to map nonlinear ODEs to a linear PDE that governs the time evolution of
the probability density function. The work of Jin and Liu [20] follows a similar track, but focused on
the computation of observables. In this approach, the overall complexity has at least a polynomial
dependence on the dimension n.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2 details our analysis of the
truncation errors resulting from Carleman linearization, including an in-depth investigation of the
eigenvectors associated with matrix A. Subsequently, in Section 3, we present a series of numerical
experiments conducted on various nonlinear dynamical systems.

2 Error Analysis of Carleman Linearization

Recall that A is the matrix from the Carleman linearization Eq. (6), and y(t) represents the
corresponding solution:

d

dt
y(t) = Ay(t). (13)

To prepare for the error analysis, we follow [15, 32] and define,

η = (η1,η2, · · · ,ηN ), ηj(t) := x⊗j(t)− yj(t). (14)

We notice that by choosing proper initial conditions for y(0), we get η(0) = 0. In addition, it
satisfies a non-homogeneous ODE with the same matrix A,

d

dt
η(t) = Aη(t) +


0
0
...
0

AN,N+1x
⊗(N+1)

 . (15)

Therefore, the final error that needs to be estimated is η1(t).

2.1 A direct estimate using nested integrals.

We begin with some observations on the spectral properties of A.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that F1 has eigenvalues {λ1, · · · , λn}, then the eigenvalues A are given by,{
n∑

k=1

mkλk|mk ∈ N ∪ {0} and

n∑
k=1

mk ≤ N

}
.
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In addition, if F1 is diagonalizable with the real part of the eigenvalues being non-positive, then
each block Aj,j is a stable matrix, in that its eigenvalues have non-positive real parts, and those
eigenvalues with zero real parts have the geometric multiplicity being 1.

Proof. Note that A is a block upper triangular matrix; therefore, the eigenvalues of A are the
union of the eigenvalues of the diagonal blocks Aj,j . Further, notice that,

Aj,j = F1 ⊗ I⊗(j−1) + I ⊗ F1 ⊗ I⊗(j−2) + · · ·+ I⊗(j−1) ⊗ F1.

Since eigenvalues of Kronecker product matrices are the product of eigenvalues of the matrices
we immediately have the eigenvalues

∑j
k=1 λik , where ik ∈ [n]. Let vj , j = 1, 2, · · · , n be the

eigenvectors of F1. Then the corresponding eigenvector of this eigenvalue is vi1⊗vi2⊗vi3⊗· · ·⊗vij .
As a result, all eigenvalues of Aj,j have non-positive real part with geometric multiplicity being 1,
which shows the stability of the matrix Aj,j .

Since F1 is diagonalizable, i.e.,
F1 = WΛW−1 (16)

with the diagonal matrix Λ containing the eigenvalues, we can perform a similar transformation
using W and reduce F1 to Λ. This is equivalent to applying a similar transformation to A in Eq. (8)
using a block diagonal matrix with diagonals W,W⊗2, · · · ,W⊗N , which also reduces the diagonal
blocks of A to diagonal matrices. For simplicity of the presentation, we simply assume F1 = Λ for
now, and incorporate this similar transformation later in the main theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that ∥x(t)∥ ≤ µ for all t ≥ 0, and F1 is diagonalizable with the real part
of the eigenvalues being non-positive. Then the following error bound holds,

∥η1(T )∥ ≤ µ
(
µT∥F2∥

)N
. (17)

Proof. We start with the first equation in Eq. (13) and apply the variation of constant formula,

η1(t) =

∫ t

0
e(t−t1)A1,1A1,2η2(t1)dt1

=

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0
e(t−t1)A1,1A1,2e

(t−t1)A2,2A2,3η2(t1)dt2dt1.

The first matrix exponentials only involve F1. From the stability result in Lemma 2.1, the matrix
exponential is uniformly bounded in time. For the second matrix exponential, we apply Lemma 2.1
again and still obtain the uniform boundedness in time. Therefore, by repeating these steps, we
have

∥η1(t)∥ ≤
∫ t

0

∫ t1

0
· · ·
∫ tN−1

0
∥A1,2∥∥A2,3∥ · · · ∥AN−1,N∥∥ηN (tN−1)∥dtN−1 · · · dt2dt1

≤
∫ t

0
· · ·
∫ tN

0
∥A1,2∥ · · · ∥AN−1,N∥∥ηN (tN−1)∥N∥F2∥∥x(tN )∥N+1dtN · · · dt2dt1

≤µ(t∥F2∥µ)N .

(18)

Here the nested integral is reduced to tN

N ! .
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This result has been established in [32, Eq. (62)] (and a similar result in [15, Theorem 4.3]). We
included the proof here to provide a comparison with the proof for the non-dissipative case in the
next section, where the convergence rate is independent of T . In particular, this estimate suggests
without dissipative structures in F1, a linear convergence can only be guaranteed for a short time.
In the next section, we will provide analysis using the non-resonance condition Eq. (9), which can
hold even without the dissipative condition.

2.2 Improved estimates using the non-resonance condition

We first give a high-level description of the analysis. Assume that F1 has been mapped to a
diagonal matrix by a similar transformation and that A admits a diagonalization V DV −1 = A
(see Lemma 2.1), then we can write the solution of the error equation Eq. (13) as,

η(t) =

∫ t

0
V eτDζ(t− τ)dτ, ζ(t− τ) := V −1


0
...
0

AN,N+1x
⊗(N+1)(t− τ)

 . (19)

In light of Lemma 2.1, we have
∥∥eτD∥∥ ≤ 1 due to stability, and as a result, we have a time-

independent bound on the matrix exponential. It remains to estimate the bound of the rest of
the terms. In particular, since V and V −1 are time-independent, we will not encounter a nested
integral and a tN term in the error bound. Furthermore, we notice that V is block upper triangular
and the diagonals can be set to identity matrices. As a result, ∀t ≥ 0, we have,

∥η(t)∥ ≤
∫ t

0
∥ζ1∥+ ∥V12∥∥ζ2∥+ · · ·+ ∥V1N∥∥ζN∥dτ. (20)

Therefore the problem depends critically on the structure of the eigenvectors in V .
Toward this end, we observe thatA is block bi-diagonal, and we proceed to analyze the structure

of the eigenvectors. Since the eigenvalues of A coincide with the union of those eigenvalues of Aj,j ,
the problem can be reduced to,



. . .
...

...
...

...
...

...
· · · 0 Aj−2,j−2 Aj−2,j−1 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 Aj−1,j−1 Aj−1,j 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 Aj,j Aj,j+1 · · ·
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .





w1
...

wj−2

wj−1

wj

0
...


= λ



w1
...

wj−2

wj−1

wj

0
...


. (21)

Since we have assumed that F1 is diagonal, the eigenvectors are simply the standard basis
vectors ei in Rn. From the j-th component, we have Aj,jwj = λwj . Therefore,

λ = λi1 + λi2 + · · ·+ λij , wj = ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij , (22)

for some tuple i1, i2, · · · , ij ∈ [n].
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A back substitution yields

wj−1 =(λI −Aj−1,j−1)
−1Aj−1,jwj

=(λI −Aj−1,j−1)
−1
(
(F2ei1 ⊗ ei2)⊗ ei3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

+ · · ·+ ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij−2(F2eij−1 ⊗ eij )
)
.

(23)

By spectral decomposition, we have,

Aj−1,j−1 =
∑

i′1,i
′
2,··· ,i′j−1

(λi′1
+ λi′2

+ · · ·+ λi′j−1
)
(
ei′1 ⊗ ei′2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei′j−1

)(
ei′1 ⊗ ei′2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei′j−1

)T
.

(24)
The summation here is over i′1, i

′
2, · · · , i′j−1 ∈ [n].

First, for simplicity, assume that Aj,j and Aj−1,j−1 do not share eigenvalues, i.e., λI −Aj−1,j−1

is invertible. Then one has

(λI −Aj−1,j−1)
−1 =

∑
i′1,i

′
2,··· ,i′j−1

1

λ− (λi′1
+ λi′2

+ · · ·+ λi′j−1
)

×
(
ei′1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei′j−1

)(
ei′1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei′j−1

)T
.

(25)

To simplify notations, let us define,

ξk = F2eik ⊗ eik+1
, (26)

and examine,

(λI −Aj−1,j−1)
−1ξ1 ⊗ ei3 ⊗ · · ·⊗ eij =

∑
i′1

1

λi1 + λi2 − λi′1

ei′1

(
eTi′1

ξ1
)
⊗ ei3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij . (27)

Here due to the orthogonality of the eigenvectors, we had to set i′2 = i3, · · · , i′j−1 = ij to get a
nonzero inner product between ei′1 ⊗ ei′2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei′j−1

and ξ1 ⊗ ei3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij .

Finally, due to the tensor product form, we can limit the summation to ei′1e
T
i′1
. Therefore we

can collect these terms and define,

G12 =
∑
i′1

1

λi1 + λi2 − λi′1

ei′1e
T
i′1
=
[
(λi1 + λi2)I − F1

]−1
. (28)

By repeating this argument, we find that,

wj−1 = G12ξ1 ⊗ ei3 ⊗ ei4 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

+ ei1 ⊗G23ξ2 ⊗ ei4 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

+ ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗G34ξ3 ⊗ ei5 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

+ · · ·
+ ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij−2 ⊗Gj−1,jξj−1.

(29)

8



The first subtlety in this analysis comes from the careful organization of the many terms that
emerge, e.g., from applying the j− 2 terms in Aj−2,j−1 when computing Aj−2,j−1wj−1. Intuitively,
we apply F2 to consecutive vectors in Eq. (29). When these two consecutive vectors are the
eigenvectors, e.g., eik ⊗ eik+1

, we obtain ξk. Meanwhile, one of the vectors can also be ξ. In this
case, we will use a pairing scheme, illustrated as follows,

ei1 ei2 · · · Gk,k+1ξk eik+2
eik+3 · · · eij

ei1 ei2 · · · eik Gk+1,k+2ξk+1 eik+3 · · · eij

F2

( )
(30)

Motivated by this observation, we generalize the definition of ξ in Eq. (26) as follows,

Definition 2.3. Let ξ
(k)
m ∈ Rn be defined recursively as follows,

ξ(0)m = eim ,

ξ(k)m =
k−1∑
a=0

F2

(
Gpmξ

(a)
m ⊗Gpm+a+1ξ

(k−a)
m+a+1

)
for all k ≥ 1.

(31)

Here Gpm is a generalization of Eq. (28) and it will be defined later. With these definitions and
lengthy calculations, we have,

Aj−2,j−1wj−1 =

j−3∑
k=1

j−2∑
k′=k+2

[
ei1 ⊗ eik−2

Gk,k+1ξ
(1)
k ⊗ · · · ⊗ eik′−1

⊗ ξ
(1)
k′ ⊗ eik′+2

⊗ · · · eij

+ ei1 ⊗ eik−2
ξ
(1)
k ⊗ · · · ⊗ eik′−1

⊗Gk′,k′+1ξ
(1)
k′ ⊗ eik′+2

⊗ · · · eij
]

+ ξ
(2)
1 ⊗ ei4 ⊗⊗ei5 · · · ⊗ eij

+ ei1 ⊗ ξ
(2)
2 ⊗ ei5 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

· · ·

+ ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij−3 ⊗ ξ
(2)
j−2.

(32)

The other technical subtlety in the analysis comes from the inversion of λI − Aj−2,j−2 as well
as the inversion of such matrices in the subsequent steps. In the previous step, the existence of
the inverse is guaranteed by the no-resonance condition (9), which can be seen in the definition
Eq. (28). However, the matrix inverse in later steps will require the Fredholm alternative. To
elaborate on this point, we first notice that,

(λI −Aj−2,j−2)wj−2 = Aj−2,j−1wj−1. (33)

The matrix on the left hand side has eigenvalues λ−λi′1
−λi′2

−· · ·−λi′j−2
, which might become

zero even under the no-resonance condition (9). Let us first examine a term from Eq. (32) that
involves ξ(2), e.g., we can study the following linear system,

(λI −Aj−2,j−2)w = b, b := ξ
(2)
1 ⊗ ei4 ⊗⊗ei5 · · · ⊗ eij .

Since Aj−2,j−2 is diagonal, the left and right eigenvectors coincide, and the left eigenvectors asso-
ciated with the eigenvalue λ− λi′1

− λi′2
− · · · − λi′j−2

is z := ei′1 ⊗ ei′2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei′j−2
. We claim that

9



if this eigenvalue is zero, then this corresponding eigenvector must be orthogonal to the vector on
the right hand side of the above equation. In fact, z · b ̸= 0 only when i′2 = i4, i

′
3 = i5, · · · and

i′j−2 = ij . In this case, the eigenvalue becomes λi1 + λi2 + λi3 − λi′1
, which can not be zero due to

the no-resonance condition in Eq. (9), and leads to a contradiction.
Let use examine another type of terms in Eq. (32), by considering,

(λI −Aj−2,j−2)w = b, b := G12ξ
(1)
1 ⊗ ξ

(1)
3 ⊗ ei5 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij + ξ

(1)
1 ⊗G34ξ

(1)
3 ⊗ ei5 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij .

In this case, in the eigenvectors, we must choose i′3 = i5, · · · and i′j−2 = ij . Therefore, the eigenvalue
is reduced to (λi1 +λi2 +λi3 +λi4)− (λi′1

+λi′2
), which might be zero even under the condition (9).

It is enough to examine the first two dimensions. We notice that,

eTi′1
G12 =

1

λi1 + λi2 − λi′1

eTi′1
, eTi′2

G34 = eTi′1
1

λi3 + λi4 − λi′2

eTi′1
.

Therefore, in this case, the inner product with the right hand side becomes

z · b =
(λi1 + λi2 + λi3 + λi4)− (λi′1

+ λi′2
)

(λi1 + λi2 − λi′1
)(λi3 + λi4 − λi′2

)
ei′1 · ξ

(1)
1 ei′2 · ξ

(1)
3 = 0,

if z is in the null space. Therefore, the Fredholm alternative still applies. By applying the same
argument to all the terms in Eq. (32), we find a solution for wj−2,

wj−2 =

j−3∑
k1=1

j−2∑
k2=k1+2

ei1 ⊗ eik1−1
Gk1,k1+1ξ

(1)
k1

⊗ · · · ⊗ eik2−1
⊗Gk2,k2+1ξ

(1)
k2

⊗ eik2+2
⊗ · · · eij

+G123ξ
(2)
1 ⊗ ei4 ⊗⊗ei5 · · · ⊗ eij

+ ei1 ⊗G234ξ
(2)
2 ⊗ ei5 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

· · ·

+ ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij−3 ⊗Gj−2,j−1,jξ
(2)
j−2.

(34)

Here G123 and similar matrices are defined as follows,

Definition 2.4. Let pr(mi, ki) = mi : (mi + ki) := {mi,mi + 1, · · · ,mi + ki} for i ∈ [N ]. Let
G ∈ Cn×n be defined as follows,

Gik:i
′
k
=
(
(λik + · · ·+ λi′k

)I − F1

)−1
. (35)

From the no-resonance condition (9), we immediately have,

Lemma 2.5. The matrices G’s in Eq. (35) are well defined, and they are uniformly bounded,

∥G∥ ≤ 1

∆
. (36)

Proof. From the definition, for any natural numbers ir < i′r, we have

∥Gir:i′r∥ =
1

infk∈[n](λir + · · ·+ λi′r)I − λk|
.

10



Note that
0 < ∆ ≤ inf

k∈[n]
|(λir + · · ·+ λi′r)I − λk|.

Then we conclude that

∥Gir:i′r∥ ≤ 1

∆
.

Lemma 2.6. Let w be the eigenvector from Eq. (21) with j = N . Under the no-resonance condition
(9), the components of w can be written as,

wN−k =
∑

k1+···+kN=k

∑
m1,··· ,mN

L(Gp1ξ
(k1)
m1

, · · · , Gplξ
(kN )
mN

) (37)

for k = 1, · · · , N − 1. Here the operator L(Gp1ξ
(k1)
m1 , · · · , Gplξ

(kN )
mN ) is defined by starting with

the string ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eiN , then replace eim1
⊗ · · · ⊗ eim1+k1−1

with Gp1ξ
(k1)
m1 , and replace

eim2
⊗ · · · ⊗ eim2+k2−1

with Gp2ξ
(k2)
m2 , · · · , and so on.

The proof, due to the lengthy calculations, is deferred to Appendix A.
Due to the upper triangular structure of A, this formula can be extended to other eigenvectors,

Theorem 2.7. For any fixed j = 1, · · · , N , we have

wj−k =
∑

k1+···+kj=k

∑
m1,··· ,mj

L(Gp1ξ
(k1)
m1

, · · · , Gpjξ
(kj)
mj ). (38)

Proof. The proof directly follows from Lemma 2.6.

We now move on to estimate these components of the eigenvectors.

Lemma 2.8. Under the assumption that

∥G∥ ≤ 1

∆
, (39)

the vectors ξ(k) have the following bound,∥∥∥ξ(k)∥∥∥ ≤ ∥F2∥k

∆k−1

(2k)!

(k + 1)!k!
. (40)

Proof. Using the recursion relation (73), together with the Catalan sequence, we deduce this bound.
Specifically, we can assume that bound that,∥∥∥ξ(k)∥∥∥ ≤ αk,

and from (73), we get,

αc+1 ≤
c∑

i=0

αiαc−i,

which forms the Catalan sequence.
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We can now use the general expression in Eq. (38) and find a bound,

∥wj−k∥ ≤
(
∥F2∥
∆

)k ∑
k1+k2+···+kr=k

r=j−k

(2k1)!

(k1 + 1)!k1!

(2k2)!

(k2 + 1)!k2!
· · · (2kr)!

(kr + 1)!kr!
. (41)

Here k1, k2, · · · , kr can be zero, in which case, the vector ξ coincides with an eigenvector ei.

Lemma 2.9. The vector wj−k in Eq. (38) is bounded by,

∥wj−k∥ ≤
(
∥F2∥
∆

)k (j + k

k

)
j − k

j + k
. (42)

Proof. We first notice that the right hand side of Eq. (41) is the sum of products of Cartalan
numbers. Using the generating function, we have the bound. A detailed proof is provided in
Appendix B.

This will become the bound on the block of the matrix that contains the eigenvalue.

Theorem 2.10. Let A be the matrix from Carleman’s linearization in Eq. (6). Assume that F1 = Λ
with Λ being diagonal and containing the eigenvalues. Under the no-resonance condition (9), A is
diagonalizable,

AV = DV, (43)

where D is diagonal,

D =


Λ

Λ⊗ I + I ⊗ Λ
Λ⊗ I ⊗ I + I ⊗ Λ⊗ I + I ⊗ I ⊗ Λ

. . .

 . (44)

In addition, the matrix V that contains the eigenvectors can be partitioned in the same way as A
as a block upper triangular matrix, with diagonal blocks being the identity matrices with the same
dimension as those in A. Furthermore, the blocks of V has the following bound: ∀k ≤ j

∥Vkj∥ ≤
(
∥F2∥
∆

)j−k (2j − k

j − k

)
. (45)

Proof. The fact that when no resonance is present, A is diagonalizable has been noted in [37]. For
the eigenvalues obtained from each block Aj,j , since the eigenvectors in Eq. (22) are linearly inde-
pendent, the resulting eigenvectors w constructed from previous Lemmas are linearly independent
as well. Meanwhile, it is possible for two diagonal blocks, e.g., Aj,j and Am,m for some 1 < j < m
to have common eigenvalues. But since the eigenvectors computed in the previous Lemma from
Aj,j have zero entries in the mth block, they are also linearly independent from those eigenvectors
constructed from Am,m. The rest of the Theorem follows from Lemma 2.9.

A simple upper bound for this, using the inequality,
(
n
k

)
≤
(
en
k

)k
, is

∥Vkj∥ ≤
(
2e∥F2∥

∆

)j−k

. (46)

We now proceed to estimate ζ in Eq. (19).
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Lemma 2.11. The vector ζ can be partitioned into blocks according to the Carleman linearization,
ζ1
ζ2
...

ζℓ−1

ζN

 (47)

and the blocks obey the following the bounds

∥ζj∥ ≤
(
4e∥F2∥

∆

)N−j

. (48)

Proof. By back substitution, we have,

ζj =
∑

j<j1<j2<···<jr<N

Vj,j1Vj1,j2 · · ·Vjr,ℓζN . (49)

Using the bound in (46), we find that,

∥ζj∥ =
∑

j<j1<j2<···<jr<N

(
2e∥F2∥

∆

)N−j

=

(
4e∥F2∥

∆

)N−j

.

Here we used the fact that
∑

j<j1<j2<···<jr<N 1 = 2N−j .

As a result, ∀t ≥ 0, we have,

∥η(t)∥ ≤ ∥ζ1∥+ ∥V12∥∥ζ2∥+ · · ·+ ∥V1N∥∥ζN∥

≤
(
4e∥F2∥

∆

)N−1

+
2e∥F2∥

∆

(
4e∥F2∥

∆

)N−2

+ · · ·+
(
2e∥F2∥

∆

)N−1

.
(50)

Collecting these results, we state the main theorem,

Theorem 2.12. Assume that the solution of the nonlinear ODE satisfies a uniform-in-time bound,

∥x(t)∥ ≤ µ, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (51)

and F1 involves no resonant modes. Then the error in the Carleman linearization can be bounded
by,

∥x(T )− y1(T )∥ ≤ CNTRN−1
r , Rr :=

4eµ∥F2∥W
∆

. (52)

The constant C = ∥W∥ with W containing the eigenvectors of F1, i.e., F1 = WΛW−1. It is
independent of the level of the Carleman linearization. In addition, ∥F2∥W :=

∥∥W−1F2W ⊗W
∥∥.

This incorporates the similar transformation (16) that reduced F1 to Λ.

Remark 2.13. For Hamiltonian systems, the eigenvalues of F1 are purely imaginary, i.e., ±iωj.
Then no-resonance condition (9) implies that any two diagonal blocks, Aj,j and Ak,k with k > j,
do not share eigenvalues. Therefore, it is not necessary to involve Fredholm alternative condition
in the proof.
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Remark 2.14. In the dissipative regime,
∥∥etD∥∥ ≤ e−σt, the error bound becomes

∥x(T )− y1(T )∥ ≤ CN
1− e−σT

σ
RN−1
r . (53)

In this case, the dependence on α is weaker.

Remark 2.15. Some ODEs come with zero eigenvalues that correspond to translational symmetry
or the application of the periodic boundary conditions. This implies that vTx(t) is a first integral
for some vector v, implying that,

v ∈ (Range(F1))
⊥ , v ∈ (Range(F2))

⊥ . (54)

Although the presence of the zero eigenvalues obviously leads to a resonance, i.e., λi = λi+m×0
for any λi and any positive integer m, these resonance modes can be easily separated. For example,
when

∑n
i=1 xi is a first integral, then one can apply a coordinate transformation and reduce the

ODEs to an (n− 1)-dimensional ODE system, while still in the form (4), i.e.,

d

dt
x̃ = F̃1x̃+ F̃2x̃⊗ x̃. (55)

In addition, one can use (54) and show that the Carleman system Eq. (8) is exactly equivalent to
the Carleman system derived from Eq. (55). As a result, such zero eigenvalues can be removed from
the error analysis.

Remark 2.16. When the no-resonance condition (9) is violated, the analysis has to be modified
accordingly. First, when the resonance occurs at an order higher than N , i.e.,

∑
mj > N , then the

current analysis still applies straightforwardly. Secondly, the presence of the resonant modes within
the truncation order N might introduce repeated eigenvalues with geometric multiplicity greater than
m > 1. As a result, the matrix exponential in Eq. (19) will introduce a polynomial growth O(tm).
Therefore, if m ≪ N , it is still possible to get an error rate independent of T .

3 Numerical Results

3.1 Carleman linearization for Burgers’ equation

Our first numerical test is performed on the Burgers’ equation, a standard example for a nonlinear
PDE

ut + cuux = uxx, x ∈ [−1

2
,
1

2
]. (56)

We introduce a parameter c > 0 here to test the effect of the nonlinearity. By assuming a homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary condition, and applying an upwind scheme (e.g., when u ≥ 0) [28], we
can reduce the PDE to a nonlinear ODE system,

d

dt
uj =− c

u2j − u2j−1

2∆x
+

uj+1 − 2uj + uj−1

∆x2
, j = 1, 2, · · · , n

u0 =un+1 = 0.

(57)
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The grid size is ∆x = 1
n .

As a result of this semi-discrete approximation, we arrive at a nonlinear ODE system in the
form of (4). In particular, F1 is the standard tri-diagonal matrix. In addition, F2 is 1-sparse with
only the following non-zero entry.

(F2)i,(i,i) = − c

2∆x
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(F2)i,(i−1,i−1) =
c

2∆x
for all 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

In the numerical tests, we initialize the Burgers’ equation by a bell-shaped profile,

u(x, 0) = − tan−1

(
20(x− 1

4
)

)
+ tan−1

(
20(x+

1

4
)

)
. (58)

The solution at later times is displayed in Fig. 1, which shows decay due to the smoothing from
the viscosity term.

Figure 1: Solution of the Burgers’ equation (56) in the time interval [0, 1]. The solutions are
obtained using the 4th-order Runge-Kutta methods applied to the nonlinear ODEs (57).

We first pick n = 7, which is a relatively small system compared to the numerical tests in
[32]. But we extend the Carleman linearization (6) to much higher levels up to N = 8. Our first
test focuses on the effect of the level of nonlinearity, indicated by ∥F∥2. This is confirmed by the
numerical results in Fig. 2: weaker nonlinearity induces smaller truncation error, and when ∥F∥2
is too large, the approximation from the Carleman linearization begins to diverge. For the setup
of our numerical experiments, the parameter Rd ≈ 0.8223∥F∥2 can be much greater than 1 in the
numerical experiments. Nevertheless, the Carleman linearization still converges, which was also
observed in [32]. This could be attributed to the smoothing effect, which can be seen from Fig. 1:
the solution decays over time, which in light of (18), can make the error much smaller. Another
option to reduce the parameter Rd is to adjust the real part of the eigenvalues of F1. Toward
this end, we shift the eigenvalues of F1 toward zero by adding βI to F1. By choosing β = 5, the
eigenvalue with the smallest absolute value is λ = −0.48. We can see from Fig. 2 that the error
from Carleman linearization begins to diverge when ∥F2∥ ≈ 11.74. On one hand, this highlights
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the importance of the dissipative condition (1). On the other hand, it also shows that Carleman
linearization still converges when an eigenvalue is very close to zero.

Figure 2: The Carleman linearization error for the Burgers’ equation in the time interval [0, 1] for
different trunction level N ≤ 8 with different level of nonlinearity, indicated by ∥F∥2, which is
controlled by changing c in Eq. (57).

The analysis in [15, 32] (also see Eq. (18)) suggests a small error for a short time T . To test
this, we fix ∥F2∥ = 5.869 and examine the error of Carleman linearization using L∞ norm in time.
We observe from Fig. 4 that for shorter times, the error is indeed small. However, the error begins
to saturate for longer time intervals.

Finally, we consider a larger ODE system from (56) using a finer spatial discretization with
n = 31. The corresponding parameter is Rd = 1.145∥F2∥. By comparing the previous results in
Fig. 2 with discretization n = 7 with results shown Fig. 5, we can see the point for ∥F2∥ when the
error begins to diverge is larger.

3.2 Carleman linearization for the KdV equation

In this section, we provide numerical results from simulating the KdV equation,

ut + cuux = −uxxx, x ∈ (−1

2
,
1

2
), t > 0. (59)

In contrast to the dissipation in the Burgers’ equation Eq. (56), the KdV equation involves a third-
order derivative, introducing a dispersive regularization [27]. To convert the PDE to the nonlinear
ODE system, we use the following discretization,

d

dt
uj = −c

u2j − u2j−1

2∆x
− uj+2 − 2uj+1 + 2uj−1 − uj−2

2∆x3
. (60)

For simplicity, we employ periodic boundary conditions. Notice that Eq. (60) is no longer
dissipative. The eigenvalues of F1 are purely imaginary and the criterion using Rd in [32] does not
apply.
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Figure 3: The Carleman linearization error for the Burgers’ equation in the time interval [0, 1] for
different truncation level N for different ∥F∥2, which is varied by changing c in Eq. (57). Here we
add a βI term to F1 in Eq. (57) so that the leading eigenvalue is close to zero.

Figure 4: The Carleman linearization error for the Burgers’ equation for different truncation levels
N and different time durations T . Here we set ∥F2∥ = 5.869.
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Figure 5: The Carleman linearization error for the Burgers’ equation in the time interval [0, 0.5]
for different trunction level N ≤ 4 with different level of nonlinearity, indicated by ∥F∥2, which is
controlled by changing c in Eq. (57). Here we set n = 31.

Similar to the setup of the numerical experiments for the Burgers’ equation, we begin by select-
ing a modest system size of n = 7, focusing on the Carleman linearization (6) up to level N = 8.
The solution to the KdV equation, initialized via Eq. (58), is depicted in Fig. 6, where one can
observe a soliton-like propagation through the system within the time interval [0, 0.1] and under the
periodic boundary condition. In particular, unlike the solution of the Burgers’ equation in Fig. 1,
the solution of the KdV equation does not exhibit a decay.

Figure 6: Solution of the KdV Eq. (59) in the time interval [0, 0.1]. The solutions are obtained by
using the 4th-order Runge-Kutta methods applied to the nonlinear ODEs (60).

Next, we investigate the error due to the nonlinearity for various simulation durations, quantified
by the L∞ norm over time. By tuning the parameter c in Eq. (59), we can adjust the level of the
nonlinearity, and the results are illustrated in Fig. 7. It is clear that even without the dissipative
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condition (1), the Carleman linearization still convergences when ∥F2∥ is sufficiently small. To
compare to the analysis in Theorem 1.1, we calculated the parameter Rr = 2.2029∥F2∥. In light
of Remark 2.15, we neglected the zero eigenvalues when computing the resonance parameter ∆ in
Eq. (10). Due to the lack of dissipation, we attribute the observed convergence to the resonance
condition (9).

Figure 7: The Carleman linearization error for the KdV equation in the time interval [0, 0.1] for
different truncation level N ≤ 8 with different level of nonlinearity, indicated by ∥F∥2, which is
controlled by changing c in Eq. (60).

To examine the impact of total duration T , we fixed ∥F2∥ = 0.5869. We observe in Fig. 8 that
the error grows with total duration, while the convergence with truncation level is still markedly
evident.

Figure 8: The Carleman linearization error for the KdV equation for different truncation level N
and different time durations T . Here we set ∥F2∥ = 0.5869.

In Fig. 9, we consider a spatial discretization with n = 31. Due to the memory constraint, we
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only performed the simulations up to N = 4. Compared to the results in Fig. 7, we observe that
the basic pattern between the error and ∥F2∥ is still the same, though with this larger discretized
system, the tipping point for the error to diverge is different. This is because in this case the grid
size is reduced, and the coefficient c we use in Eq. (60) is larger.

Figure 9: The Carleman linearization error for the KdV equation discretized with n = 31 grid
points. The error is shown in the time interval [0, 0.1] for different truncation level N ≤ 4 with
different levels of nonlinearity, indicated by ∥F∥2.

3.3 Carleman linearization for the Fermi-Pasta-Ulam (FPU) dynamics

Our next example is the Fermi-Pasta-Ulam (FPU) chain model, which is a foundational example in
nonlinear dynamics and statistical mechanics for the study of chaos [34], thermodynamic properties
[11] and phonon transport [12]. FPU chain model consists of a one-dimensional chain of particles
connected by linear and nonlinear springs. For i = 1, · · · , p, the governing equations for the atomic
displacement, denoted by ui, are given by

d2ui
dt2

= k (ui+1 − 2ui + ui−1) + α (ui+1 − ui)
3 − α (ui − ui−1)

3 . (61)

Here we set the mass m = 1 and impose Dirichlet boundary conditions u0 = up+1 = 0. To
express the ODEs in a first-order form, we define

x = (u1, u2, . . . , up−1, up, u̇1, u̇2, . . . , u̇p−1, u̇p)
T , (62)

where p is the number of moving particles. Due to the linear and cubic terms in Eq. (61), one can
rewrite the equations of motion as follows,

d

dt
x = F1x+ F3x⊗ x⊗ x. (63)
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Here F1 ∈ R2p×2p is a sparse matrix. For the nonzero entries, we have

(F1)i,i = 1, (F1)i+p,i = −2k, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p

(F1)i+p,i+1 = k, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1

(F1)i+p,i−1 = k, ∀2 ≤ i ≤ p.

Therefore, F1 is in the form of

F1 =



0 0 0 · · · 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 · · · 0 0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0
. . . 0 0

0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 · · · 0 0 0 0 0 1

−2k k · · · 0 0 0 0 0 · · · 0
k −2k k 0 0 0 0 0 · · · 0

0 0
. . . 0 0 0 0 0 · · · 0

0 0 · · · −2k k 0 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 · · · k −2k 0 0 0 · · · 0


. (64)

Notice that F1 has imaginary eigenvalues that are proportional to the frequency of the chain. In
addition, we removed the zero frequency by using Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Note that F3 ∈ R2p×(2p)3 , we denote (i, j, k) to be the column of F3 acting on xi⊗xj ⊗xk, then
F3 is sparse with the following non-zero elements.

(F3)i+p,(i,i,i) = −2α, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ p.

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ p− 1,{
(F3)i+p,(i+1,i+1,i+1) = (F3)i+p,(i,i,i+1) = (F3)i+p,(i,i+1,i) = (F3)i+p,(i+1,i,i) = α,

(F3)i+p,(i+1,i+1,i) = (F3)i+p,(i,i+1,i+1) = (F3)i+p,(i+1,i,i+1) = −α.

For any 2 ≤ i ≤ p,{
(F3)i+p,(i−1,i−1,i−1) = (F3)i+p,(i,i,i−1) = (F3)i+p,(i,i−1,i) = (F3)i+p,(i−1,i,i) = α,

(F3)i+p,(i−1,i−1,i) = (F3)i+p,(i,i−1,i−1) = (F3)i+p,(i−1,i,i−1) = −α.

This is constructed from the condition that (F3x⊗ x⊗ x)p+i = α(ui+1 − ui)
3 − α(ui − ui−1)

3.
With the model fully described, we now write down the Carleman linearization for equation

(63)

d

dt



y1

y2

y3

y4
...

yN


=



A1,1 0 A1,3 0 · · · 0 0
0 A2,2 0 A2,4 · · · 0 0

0 0 A3,3 0
. . .

...
...

0 0 A4,4
. . .

...
...

...
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 0 0 · · · AN−1,N−1 0
0 0 0 0 · · · 0 AN,N





y1

y2

y3

y4
...

yN


. (65)
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where Aj,j =
∑j−1

i=1 I
⊗i ⊗ F1 ⊗ I⊗j−1−i and Aj,j+2 =

∑j−1
i=1 I

⊗i ⊗ F3 ⊗ I⊗j−1−i. Due to the cubic
nonlinearity, the off-diagonal blocks are shifted toward the upper right corner. In the following, we
show that this system can be converted into our standard form Eq. (4) when N is even.

Proposition 3.1. When the truncation level N is even, the system of Carleman linearized FPU
chain model (65) is equivalent to the Carleman linearization of a quadratic ODE system (5).

Proof. The main observation is that the Carleman system of FPU chain model is decoupled, i.e.,
the even level and the odd level will not affect each other. So we can write down separately the
ODE formula

d

dt
y1 = A1,1y1 +A1,3y3,

d

dt
y2 = A2,2y2 +A2,4y4.

We first show that the above equations can be turned into one quadratic ODE formula. For
this purpose, we define F̂1 and F̂2 such that

d

dt

(
y1

y2

)
= F̂1

(
y1

y2

)
+ F̂2

(
y1

y2

)
⊗
(
y1

y2

)
, (66)

where

F̂1

(
y1

y2

)
=

(
A1,1y1

A2,2y2

)
, F̂2

(
y1

y2

)
⊗
(
y1

y2

)
=

(
A1,3y3

A2,4y4

)
. (67)

We can easily find the corresponding F̂1,

F̂1 =

(
A1,1 0
0 A2,2

)
. (68)

If we denote F̂2

(
y1

y2

)
⊗
(
y1

y2

)
=
∑

i,j=1,2(F̂2)i,jyi ⊗ yj =
∑

i,j,k=1,2(F̂2)k,(i,j)yk, then F̂2 only

contains the following non-zero entries,{
(F̂2)1,(1,2) = (F̂2)1,(2,1) =

1
2A1,3,

(F̂2)2,(2,2) = A2,4.

For any level of truncation that is not the last two levels, we denote Î = I⊗3 and Âj,j =∑j−1
i=1 Î

⊗i ⊗ F̂1 ⊗ Î⊗j−1−i and Âj,j+1 =
∑j−1

i=1 Î
⊗i ⊗ F̂2 ⊗ Î⊗j−1−i so that ∀1 ≤ j < N

2 , the two
original equations for the levels 2j − 1 and 2j can be represented by

d

dt

(
y2j−1

y2j

)
= Âj,j

(
y1

y2

)⊗j

+ Âj,j+1

(
y1

y2

)⊗j+1

. (69)

For the last two original truncation levels N − 1 and N , the original formula (65) turns into,

d

dt
yN−1 = AN−1,N−1yN ,

d

dt
yN = AN,NyN .
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which can be combined into

d

dt

(
yN−1

yN

)
= ÂN

2
,N
2

(
y1

y2

)⊗N

. (70)

Figure 10: The displacement part of the solution of the FPU chain model (61) in the time interval
[0, 20].

Figure 11: The Carleman linearization error for the FPU chain model in Eq. (61) in the time
interval [0, 10] for different trunction level N ≤ 5 with different level of nonlinearity, indicated by
∥F∥3, which is controlled by changing α in Eq. (61).

In the numerical tests, we initialize the FPU chain by a sinusoidal function,{
u (x, 0) = 1

10 sin
(

2πx
p+1

)
,

d
dtu (x, 0) = 0.

(71)

23



Figure 12: The Carleman linearization error for the FPU chain model in Eq. (61) for different
truncation levels N and different time duration T . Here we set ∥F3∥ = 1.

We choose k = 1 and set the length of the chain to p = 7, and test the Carleman linearization up
to level N = 5. The snapshots of the exact solution are displayed in Fig. 10. Unlike the solution
to the Burgers’ equation depicted in Fig. 1, the solution to the FPU equation under these settings
exhibits persistent oscillations.

To assess the impact of nonlinearity on error across various simulation durations, we tune
the parameter α in Eq. (61). The error from the Carleman linearization for each choice of α is
shown in Fig. 11. We observed that even in the absence of dissipative conditions (1), the Carleman
linearization converges when ∥F3∥ remains sufficiently small, and divergence from the exact solution
is observed for stronger nonlinearity. With numerical calculations, we find that this FPU chain
is non-resonant, but with a small resonance parameter ∆ = 2.3444 × 10−4. Therefore it is quite
remarkable that the Carleman linearization still shows convergence for modest nonlinearity.

We also studied the influence of total time duration T by keeping ∥F3∥ = 1. The numerical
results, as shown in Fig. 12, suggest that the error over a longer time interval often grows with T
(with a few exceptions), but the growth does not seem to be exponential.

4 Summary and discussions

In this paper, we have identified a new regime for dynamical systems where Carleman linearization
can achieve linear convergence with the truncation level N . This discovery can be utilized to
establish an efficient quantum algorithm. The key to this convergence is a resonance parameter
∆, which, in the error bound, functions similarly to the dissipative parameter in previous analyses
of the dissipative regime. However, these two regimes are not mutually exclusive; both dissipation
and dispersion can be at play simultaneously. Additionally, our numerical results suggest that the
current error bounds are likely pessimistic. For instance, the sparsity of F2 has not been taken
into account. There are other linear embedding schemes [13, 16] for reducing nonlinear dynamical
systems to linear ODEs. Extending the current analysis to study the truncation error of those
schemes is another interesting direction to explore.

24



We have kept the focus of this paper mainly on the analysis of the error from the Carleman
linearization. The actual implementation of the algorithm should also involve the preparation
of y(0), a quantum algorithm for linear ODEs, and efficient algorithms for the measurements of
quantities of interest. We refer readers to [26, 31, 32] and the references therein for the discussions
of these aspects. It is also important to point out that the present approach and analysis are not
limited to ODEs. Rather, such ODEs can arise from the semi-discrete approximations of many
PDEs. The Burgers and KdV equations are already two important examples of this kind.

Our analysis primarily focuses on the dynamical systems described in Eq. (4), where there exists
a stable equilibrium at x = 0. Additionally, we can introduce an external force F0, as discussed
in [32]. When F0 is sufficiently small, it merely shifts the equilibrium point, allowing the same
analytical approach to remain applicable. However, the situation becomes more complex when
the system is exploring multiple equilibrium points, necessitating a different analytical framework.
Moreover, even in scenarios involving a single equilibrium, the occurrence of resonance can induce
chaotic behavior, as illustrated in examples from [33, Chap. 7]. In such instances, any approxima-
tion method must contend with rapidly growing errors. Considering that the optimal complexity of
a quantum algorithm for solving a linear ordinary differential equation (ODE) system, particularly
via the Carleman linearization method, increases linearly with time T , it appears challenging for
Carleman linearization to achieve fast or even any convergence in these contexts. This perspective
is consistent with the insights presented in [29].

A Proof of Lemma 2.6

Proof. We first suppose Ai,i and Aj,j do not share the same eigenvalues. We can assume N is an
even number, so N

2 = ⌊N2 ⌋. The case when N is odd can be proved similarly. Denote s = N
2 . For

the case 1 ≤ k ≤ s, we rewrite Eq. (37) into
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wj−k =

j−k∑
m1=1

L(Gpm1
ξ(k)m1

)

+ χk≥2

j−k−1∑
m1=1

 j−1∑
m2=m1+k

L(Gpm1
ξ(k−1)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(1)m2

) +

j−k+1∑
m2=m1+2

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(k−1)
m2

)


+ χk≥3

j−k−1∑
m1=1

 j−2∑
m2=m1+k−1

L(Gpm1
ξ(k−2)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(2)m2

) +

j−k+2∑
m2=m1+3

L(Gpm1
ξ(2)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(k−2)
m2

)


+ χk≥3

j−k−2∑
m1=1

(
j−3∑

m2=m1+k−1

j−1∑
m3=m2+2

L(Gpm1
ξ(k−2)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(1)m2

, Gpm3
ξ(1)m3

)

+

j−k∑
m2=m1+2

j−1∑
m3=m2+k−1

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(k−2)
m2

, Gpm3
ξ(1)m3

)

+

j−k∑
m2=m1+2

j−k+2∑
m3=m2+2

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(1)m2

, Gpm3
ξ(k−2)
m3

)

)

+ χk≥4

j−k−1∑
m1=1

 j−3∑
m2=m1+k−2

L(Gpm1
ξ(k−3)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(3)m2

) +

j−k+3∑
m2=m1+4

L(Gpm1
ξ(3)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(k−3)
m2

)


+ · · ·

+ χk=s

j−k−s+1∑
m1=1

j−k−s+3∑
m2=m1+2

· · ·
j−1∑

mk=j−1

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, · · · , Gpmk
ξ(1)mk

)

(72)
The indicator function simply indicates which terms will appear depending on the value of k.

The proof is by induction. For the base cases wN−1 and wN−2, we know they are in the form
from previous calculations, in particular Eqs. (29) and (34). Assume that the formula holds true
for all k = 1, · · · , c, where c < s− 1. We proceed by picking out the next equation in Eq. (21) by
back substitution,

Aj−c−1,j−c−1wj−c−1 +Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c = λwj−c−1

=⇒ (λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)wj−c−1 = Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c

=

(
j−c−2∑
k=0

I⊗j−c−2−k ⊗ F2 ⊗ I⊗k

)
wj−c.

Now we try to find the form of Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c. For any r ∈ {1, · · · , N − c − 1}. Fix j = N , i.e.,
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we work with the last block in Eq. (21), and we have

ξ(c+1)
mr

= F2

(
Gpmr

ξ(c)mr
⊗ eimr+c+1 + eimr

⊗Gpmr+1ξ
(c)
mr+1

)
+ F2

(
Gpmr

ξ(c−1)
mr

⊗Gpmr+c
ξmr+cξ

(1) +Gpmr
ξ(1)mr

⊗Gpmr+2
ξ(c−1)
mr+2

)
+ F2

(
Gpmr

ξ(c−2)
mr

⊗Gpmr+c−1
ξ(2)mr+c−1

+Gpmr
ξ(2)mr

⊗Gpmr+3
ξ(c−2)
mr+3

)
+ · · ·

=

c∑
a=0

F2

(
Gpmr

ξ(a)mr
⊗Gpmr+a+1ξ

(c−a)
mr+a+1

)
(73)

As a result, we find that Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c has a term in the following form,

j−c−1∑
k=1

L
(
ξ
(c+1)
k

)
.

Eq. (73) presented the case where two consecutive vectors at position mr with orders adding
up to c. Now we may look at the case where the orders sum up to c − 1. Then similarly, we

get ξ
(c)
mr . From the induction assumption, there exists another vector Gm′

r
ξ
(1)
m′

r
. Therefore, we have

L(ξ(c)mr , Gm′
r
ξ
(1)
m′

r
). We pair this case together with the case where at position mr the term has order c

but F2 applies to the vector that has order 1. From these observation, we find that Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c

has a term
j−c−2∑
r=1

l−1∑
r′=r+c+1

(
L(ξ(c)mr

, Gpm′
r
ξ
(1)
m′

r
) + L(Gpmr

ξ(c)mr
, ξ

(1)
m′

r
)
)
.

We repeat this argument and get the remaining terms in Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c. Note that

wj−c−1 = (λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c

The invertibility of (λI − Aj−c−1,j−c−1) follows from the assumption of σ(Aj,j) ∩ σ(Aj−k,j−k) = ϕ

for all k. Next we look at (λI − Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1
∑l−c−1

r=1 L
(
ξc+1
r

)
. By spectrum decomposition of

matrix (λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1, we have

(λI −Aj−c,j−c)
−1(ei1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eir−1 ⊗ ξ(c+1)

r ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij )

= ei1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eir−1 ⊗Gr:(r+c+1)ξ
(c+1)
r ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

= L(Gprξ
(c+1)
r ).

Therefore,

(λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1

l−c−1∑
r=1

L
(
ξ(c+1)
r

)
=

l−c−1∑
r=1

L
(
Gprξ

(c+1)
r

)
Now we prove that for every 1 ≤ a < c+ 1, we have

(λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1
(
L(Gprξ

(c+1−a)
r , ξ(a)q ) + L(ξ(c+1−a)

r , Gpqξ
(a)
q )
)
= L(Gprξ

(c+1−a)
r , Gpqξ

(a)
q ).
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A direct calculation shows that,

(λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1
(
L(Gprξ

(c+1−a)
r , ξ(a)q )

)
=
∑
λi′

k

1

λ− (λi′1
+ · · ·+ λi′j−c−1

)

(
j−c−1∏
k=1

ei′k

)(
j−c−1∏
k=1

ei′k

)T

ei1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eir−1 ⊗Gprξ
(c+1−a)
r ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξ(a)q ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij .

In order to make it nonzero, we must require that

ei1 = ei′1 , · · · , eir−1 = ei′r−1
, eir+c−a+2 = ei′r+1

, · · · , eiq−1 = ei′q−1
,

and
eiq+a+1 = ei′q+1

, · · · , eij = ei′j−c−1
.

Then the above equation is equivalent to

(λI−Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1
(
L(Gprξ

(c−a)
r , ξ(a)q )

)
=
∑

λi′r
,λi′q

1

(λir + · · ·+ λir+c+1−a + λiq + · · ·+ λiq+a)− (λir′ + λiq′ )

(eir′ ⊗ eiq′ )(eir′ ⊗ eiq′ )
TGprξ

(c+1−a)
r ⊗ ξ(a)q

=
∑

λi′r
,λi′q

1

(λir + · · ·+ λir+c+1−a + λiq + · · ·+ λiq+a)− (λir′ + λiq′ )

(eir′ ⊗ eiq′ )
(
eTir′Gprξ

(c+1−a)
r

)
⊗
(
eTiq′ξ

(a)
q

)
=
∑

λi′r
,λi′q

1

(λir + · · ·+ λir+c+1−a + λiq + · · ·+ λiq+a)− (λir′ + λiq′ )
(eir′ ⊗ eiq′ )e

T
ir′

1

(λir + · · ·+ λir+c+1−a)− λi′r

ξ(c+1−a)
r ⊗ eTiq′ ξ

(a)
q .

Similarly, we have

(λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1
(
L(ξ(c−a)

r , Gpqξ
(a)
q )
)

=
∑

λi′r
,λi′q

1

(λir + · · ·+ λir+c+1−a + λiq + · · ·+ λiq+a)− (λir′ + λiq′ )

(eir′ ⊗ eiq′ )(eir′ ⊗ eiq′ )
T ξ(c+1−a)

r ⊗Gpqξ
(a)
q

=
∑

λi′r
,λi′q

1

(λir + · · ·+ λir+c+1−a + λiq + · · ·+ λiq+a)− (λir′ + λiq′ )

(eir′ ⊗ eiq′ )e
T
ir′
ξ(c+1−a)
r ⊗ 1

(λiq + · · ·+ λiq+a)− λiq′
eTiq′ξ

(a)
q .
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By collecting these terms, we arrive at,

(λI −Aj−c−1,j−c−1)
−1
(
L(Gprξ

(c−a)
r , ξ(a)q ) + L(Gprξ

(c+1−a)
r , ξ(a)q )

)
=
∑
λ′
r

1

(λir + · · ·+ λir+c+1−a)− λi′r

(ei′r ⊗ ei′q)(ei′r ⊗ ei′q)
T ξ(c+1−a)

r ⊗ ξ(a)q +

∑
λ′
q

1

(λiq + · · ·+ λiq+a)− λiq′
(ei′r ⊗ ei′q)(ei′r ⊗ ei′q)

T ξ(c+1−a)
r ⊗ ξ(a)q

= L(Gprξ
(c+1−a)
r , Gpqξ

(a)
q ).

Therefore, for a = 1, · · · , ⌊ c2⌋, we know wj−k with k = c+ 1 contains

j−k−1∑
m1=1

 j−1∑
m2=m1+k

L(Gpm1
ξ(k−1)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(1)m2

) +

j−k+1∑
m2=m1+2

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(k−1)
m2

)


+

j−k−1∑
m1=1

 j−2∑
m2=m1+k−1

L(Gpm1
ξ(k−2)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(2)m2

) +

j−k+2∑
m2=m1+3

L(Gpm1
ξ(2)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(k−2)
m2

)


· · ·

+

j−k−1∑
m1=1

( j−⌊ c
2
⌋∑

m2=m1+k−⌊ c
2
⌋+1

L(Gpm1
ξ
(k−⌊ c

2
⌋)

m1 , Gpm2
ξ
(⌊ c

2
⌋)

m2 )

+

j−k+⌊ c
2
⌋∑

m2=m1+⌊ c
2
⌋+1

L(Gpm1
ξ
(⌊ c

2
⌋)

m1 , Gpm2
ξ
(k−⌊ c

2
⌋)

m2 )
)
.

With similar arguments and using spectral decomposition and pairing terms, we can show that
for any k1 + · · ·+ ks = c+ 1 and k1, · · · , ks ≥ 1.

(λI −Aj−k−1,j−k−1)
−1

∑
p(ξ(k1))

L(ξ(k1)m1
, Gpm2

ξ(k2)m2
, · · · , Gpms

ξ(ks)ms
)

= L(Gpm1
ξ(k1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(k2)m2

, · · · , Gpms
ξ(ks)ms

).

Therefore, we see that when k = c+1, wj−k still satisfies Eq. (72). By induction, the proof for the
case 1 ≤ k ≤ s is done.
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Now we look at the case s ≤ k ≤ N − 1.

ws =

j−s∑
m1=1

L(Gpm1
ξ(s)m1

)

+

j−s−1∑
m1=1

(
j−1∑

m2=m1+s

L(Gpm1
ξ(s−1)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(1)m2

) +

j−s+1∑
m2=m1+2

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(s−1)
m2

)

)

+

j−s−1∑
m1=1

(
j−2∑

m2=m1+s−1

L(Gpm1
ξ(s−2)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(2)m2

) +

j−k+2∑
m2=m1+3

L(Gpm1
ξ(2)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(s−2)
m2

)

)

+

j−s−2∑
m1=1

(
j−3∑

m2=m1+s−1

j−1∑
m3=m2+2

L(Gpm1
ξ(s−2)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(1)m2

, Gpm3
ξ(1)m3

)

+

j−s∑
m2=m1+2

j−1∑
m3=m2+s−1

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(s−2)
m2

, Gpm3
ξ(1)m3

)

+

j−s∑
m2=m1+2

j−s+2∑
m3=m2+2

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(1)m2

, Gpm3
ξ(s−2)
m3

)

)

+

j−s−1∑
m1=1

(
j−3∑

m2=m1+s−2

L(Gpm1
ξ(s−3)
m1

, Gpm2
ξ(3)m2

) +

j−s+3∑
m2=m1+4

L(Gpm1
ξ(3)m1

, Gpm2
ξ(s−3)
m2

)

)
+ · · ·

+
1∑

m1=1

3∑
m2=m1+2

· · ·
j−1∑

mk=j−1

L(Gpm1
ξ(1)m1

, · · · , Gpmk
ξ(1)mk

).

By the steps of
wj−k−1 = (λI −Aj−k−1,j−k−1)

−1Aj−k−1,j−kwj−k,

we find that the order a of ξ(a) still sums up to k for each wj−k. Therefore, Eq. (37) still holds.
Thus, the proof is completed under the assumption that σ(Ai,i)∩σ(Aj,j) = ϕ for all i < k. Now

we show that the assumption can be removed by using Fredholm alternative. As can be seen from
(28), (λ − Aj−1,j−1) is always invertible under the nonresonance condition. Equation (34) shows
that Fredholm alternative works for k = 2. Assume that λI − Aj−k,j−k is psuedo-invertible for
k = 1, · · · , c (i.e., fulfilling the Fredholm alternative). Consider the next case where k = c+ 1:

(λI −Aj−k,j−k)wj−k = Aj−k,j−k+1wj−k+1,

where (λI − Aj−k,j−k) has a nontrivial null space. Denote h = ei′1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei′j−k
, an eigenvector of

λI − Aj−k,j−k. Note that wj−k+1 follows the form of Eq. (72). Thus, Aj−c−1,j−cwj−c follows the
pattern,

j−c−1∑
k=1

L
(
ξ
(c+1)
k

)
,

j−c−2∑
r=1

l−1∑
r′=r+c+1

(
L(ξ(c)mr

, Gpm′
r
ξ
(1)
m′

r
) + L(Gpmr

ξ(c)mr
, ξ

(1)
m′

r
)
)
, · · ·
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Let us first look at the term L
(
ξ
(c+1)
1

)
= ξ

(c+1)
1 ⊗ eic+3 ⊗ · · · eij . If h · L

(
ξ
(c+1)
1

)
̸= 0, then

ei′2 = eic+3 , ei′3 = eeic+4
,..., ei′j−c−1

= eij , which leads to ei′2 = eic+3 , λi′3
= λeic+4

,..., λi′j−c−1
= λij .

Then
λ = λi1 + · · ·+ λij = λi′1

+ · · ·+ λi′j−c−1
=⇒ λ′

i = λi1 + · · ·+ λic+1

contradicting the nonresonance condition. Similary, we conclude that h ·
∑j−c−1

k=1 L
(
ξ
(c+1)
k

)
= 0.

Next we look at the term L(ξ(c)mr , Gpm′
r
ξ
(1)
m′

r
)+L(Gpmr

ξ
(c)
mr , ξ

(1)
m′

r
). Using the same argument as in

Eq. (34), we know h · L(Gpmr
ξ
(c)
mr , ξ

(1)
m′

r
) = 0. Now we claim that

h ·
(
L(G1:cξ

(c−1)
1 , Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1, ξ

(1)
c+3) + L(ξ(c−1)

1 , Gc+1,c+2ξ
(1)
c+1, Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3)

+ L(G1:cξ
(c−1)
1 , ξ

(1)
c+1, Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3)

)
= 0. (74)

Notice that

L(G1:cξ
(c−1)
1 , Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1, ξ

(1)
c+3) = G1:cξ

(c−1)
1 ⊗Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1 ⊗ ξ

(1)
c+3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij ,

L(ξ(c−1)
1 , Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1, Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3) = ξ

(c−1)
1 ⊗Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1 ⊗Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij ,

L(G1:cξ
(c−1)
1 , ξ

(1)
c+1, Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3) = G1:cξ

(c−1)
1 ⊗ ξ

(1)
c+1 ⊗Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij .

Thus we require ei′4 = eic+4 , ... ei′j−c−1
= eij for the inner product not be zero. Then

h · L(G1:cξ
(c−1)
1 ,Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1, ξ

(1)
c+3)

= h ·G1:cξ
(c−1)
1 ⊗Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1 ⊗ ξ

(1)
c+3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eij

=
1

λi1 + · · ·+ λic − λi′1

eTi′1
ξ
(c−1)
1 · 1

λic+1 + λic+2 − λi′2

eTi′2
ξ
(1)
c+1 · e

T
i′3
ξ
(1)
c+3

(75)

Similarly, we obtain,

h · L(ξ(c−1)
1 , Gc+1,c+2ξ

(1)
c+1, Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3)

= eTi′1
ξ
(c−1)
1 · 1

λic+1 + λic+2 − λi′2

eTi′2
ξ
(1)
c+1 ·

1

λic+3 + λic+4 − λi′3

eTi′3
ξ
(1)
c+3,

and

h · L(G1:cξ
(c−1)
1 , ξ

(1)
c+1, Gc+3,c+4ξ

(1)
c+3)

=
1

λi1 + · · ·+ λic − λi′1

eTi′1
ξ
(c−1)
1 · eTi′2ξ

(1)
c+1 ·

1

λic+3 + λic+4 − λi′3

eTi′3
ξ
(1)
c+3,

As a result, the left hand side of Eq. (74) can be simplified to

(λi1 + · · ·+ λic+4)− (λi′1
+ λi′2

+ λi′3
)

(λi1 + · · ·+ λic − λi′1
)(λic+1 + λic+2 − λi′2

)(λic+3 + λic+4 − λi′3
)
eTi′1

ξ
(c−1)
1 eTi′2

ξ
(1)
c+1e

T
i′3
ξ
(1)
c+3 = 0. (76)

One may prove for the general case using similar pairing techniques. Thus, psuedo-inverse of
λI −Aj−k,j−k always exists for any k = 1, · · · , j − 1.
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B Proof of Lemma 2.9

Notice that right hand side of Eq. (41) is(
∥F2∥
∆

)k ∑
k1+k2+···+kr=k

r=j−k

C(k1)C(k2) · · ·C(kr),

where C(ki) is the Catalan numbers for i = 1, · · · , r. This product can be conveniently recovered
from the generating function for Catalan numbers, given by [38],

G(x) =
∞∑
n=0

(
2n
n

)
xn

n+ 1
=

1−
√
1− 4x

2x
.

Then the coefficient of xk in
(
1−

√
1−4x
2x

)r
coincides with the sum of the product,∑

k1+k2+···+kr=k

r=j−k

C(k1)C(k2) · · ·C(kr),

As a result, we have the explicit formula,∑
k1+k2+···+kr=k

r=j−k

C(k1)C(k2) · · ·C(kr) =
r

2k + r

(
2k + r

k

)
=

j − k

j + k

(
j + k
k

)
,

which follows from Lagrange Inversion Theorem. Thus, Lemma 2.9 holds.
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