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Quantum algorithms for scientific computing and their applications have been studied actively.
In this paper, we propose a quantum algorithm for estimating the first eigenvalue of a differential
operator L on Rd and its application to cosmic inflation theory. A common approach for this
eigenvalue problem involves applying the finite-difference discretization to L and computing the
eigenvalues of the resulting matrix, but this method suffers from the curse of dimensionality, namely
the exponential complexity with respect to d. Our first contribution is the development of a new
quantum algorithm for this task, leveraging recent quantum singular value transformation-based
methods. Given a trial function that overlaps well with the eigenfunction, our method runs with

query complexity scaling as Õ(d3/ϵ2) with d and estimation accuracy ϵ, which is polynomial in d and
shows an improvement over existing quantum algorithms. Then, we consider the application of our
method to a problem in a theoretical framework for cosmic inflation known as stochastic inflation,
specifically calculating the eigenvalue of the adjoint Fokker–Planck operator, which is related to the
decay rate of the tail of the probability distribution for the primordial density perturbation. We
numerically see that in some cases, simple trial functions overlap well with the first eigenfunction,
indicating our method is promising for this problem.

I. INTRODUCTION

Today, we are witnessing the rapid development of
quantum computing. Although it may take decades for
us to obtain large-scale fault-tolerant quantum comput-
ers, to prepare for such a future, the search for applica-
tions of quantum algorithms to practical numerical prob-
lems across various fields has increasingly gained momen-
tum in recent years. In this paper, we consider a quan-
tum algorithm for calculating eigenvalues of differential
operators and its application to a problem in cosmology.

With the Sturm–Liouville problem as a representative
example, the calculation of eigenvalues of linear par-
tial differential operators, especially the first (that is,
smallest) eigenvalue, is one of the major topics in the
field of numerical analysis for partial differential equa-
tions (PDEs) (see Ref. [1] as a textbook). As is the case
for many problems in numerical analysis, this problem
suffers from the so-called curse of dimensionality. To
calculate the eigenvalues of a linear partial differential
operator L acting on functions on Rd, a straightforward
approach is the finite difference approximation: setting
grid points in Rd, we approximate partial derivatives with
difference quotients. This converts L to a matrix L with
finite size, and then we can apply some numerical method
for matrix eigenvalue calculation to L (see, e.g., Ref. [2]).
However, the size of L becomes exponentially large with
respect to the dimension d, that is, ndgr × ndgr, where ngr
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is the number of the grids in one dimension. Since classi-
cal algorithms to calculate eigenvalues of a n× n matrix
generally have the complexity scaling as O(poly(n)), the
above approach does not work for large d in classical
computing.
Quantum computers may provide a solution to this is-

sue. Represented by the monumental Harrow–Hassidim–
Lloyd algorithm for solving linear equation systems [3],
quantum algorithms for various linear algebra problems
have been devised. Algorithms for eigenvalue calcula-
tion are among them [4–11]. They achieve an exponen-
tial speed-up compared to the classical ones: their com-
plexities scale as O(polylog(n)). Therefore, we are mo-
tivated to apply these quantum algorithms to the afore-
mentioned finite difference approach for differential oper-
ator eigenvalue problems. In fact, such quantum methods
have already been considered in the previous papers [12–
14]. However, to the best of our knowledge, quantum
algorithms for differential operator eigenvalue problems
have been studied only in the above papers in 2000s,
and among them, only Ref. [12] considered the multi-
dimensional setting and evaluated the complexity of their
algorithm in it. Thus, recent developments in quantum
algorithms have not been reflected in this problem yet.
In this paper, we first construct a quantum algorithm

for calculating differential operator eigenvalues in a mod-
ern way. Concretely, we utilize the quantum algorithm
for calculating matrix eigenvalues devised in Ref. [9].
This algorithm is based on the recent techniques of
block-encoding and quantum singular value transforma-
tion (QSVT) [6, 7, 10, 15, 16], which have been now foun-
dations of various quantum algorithms. We then combine
this algorithm with the finite difference approach for dif-
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ferential operator eigenvalues. Given a test function that
overlaps the first eigenfunction well, a quantum circuit
to generate the quantum state encoding that function
and circuits to calculate the coefficients in L, our algo-
rithm outputs an estimate of the first eigenvalue, where
the above circuits are queried a number of times scal-

ing polynomially with respect to d and as Õ(1/ϵ2)1 with
respect to the estimation accuracy ϵ. Our quantum algo-
rithm achieves an exponential speed-up with respect to d
compared to classical algorithms and improvement with
respect to ϵ compared to the method in Ref. [12], whose

query complexity is Õ(1/ϵ3).
As the second contribution, we consider a problem

in cosmology, the estimation of the decay rate of the
tail of the probability distribution of the perturbation in
stochastic inflation. Cosmic inflation [17–22], the accel-
erated expansion of the early universe, was introduced as
a solution to some problems in the Big Bang cosmology
and has been a standard paradigm today. It is consid-
ered that the quantum fluctuation of inflatons, the scalar
fields that induced inflation, leads to the primordial den-
sity perturbation, which is the seed of today’s rich struc-
tures of the universe such as galaxies. Stochastic infla-
tion [23–32] is the formalism to analyze the inflationary
perturbation in a probabilistic way. In stochastic infla-
tion, the fluctuations of the inflatons are associated with
a PDE called the adjoint Fokker–Planck (FP) PDE, and
the eigenvalues of the differential operator in it determine
the decay rate of the tail of the perturbation distribution.
In particular, as an interesting scenario, if there are small
eigenvalues, the tail becomes fat, and primordial black
holes, a candidate for dark matter, are produced abun-
dantly, which motivates us to estimate the first eigen-
value. Our quantum algorithm may be thus useful for
this task, especially in multi-field inflation, where the
number of inflatons is large and the differential operator
is high-dimensional.

Since we do not have fault-tolerant quantum comput-
ers yet, we cannot run our algorithm for the above prob-
lem now. Instead, to see that our algorithm is promising,
we numerically check that the overlap condition holds.
That is, for some cases with a small enough number of
inflatons to be classically dealt with in the finite differ-
ence approach, we observe that the first eigenfunction
has a considerable overlap with a simple test function of
Gaussian shape. This result implies that we can prepare
the inputs of our algorithm for the stochastic inflation
problem and thus run it on future fault-tolerant quan-
tum computers.

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. II is a pre-
liminary one, where we present the basics of the finite
difference method for calculating eigenvalues of differ-
ential operators and some quantum algorithms used as
building blocks in this paper. In Sec. III, we present our

1 Õ(·) hides the logarithmic factors in the Landau’s big-O notation.

algorithm for estimating differential operator eigenvalues
and evaluate its query complexity. Sec. IV is devoted to
the numerical demonstration concerning the application
of our algorithm to the eigenvalue estimation in stochas-
tic inflation. After we present the basics of stochastic
inflation, we see the considerable overlap between the
eigenfunctions and the test functions in some cases. This
paper ends with the summary in Sec. V.

II. PRELIMINARY

A. Notation

R+ denotes the set of all non-negative real numbers:
R+ := {x ∈ R | x > 0}.
For n ∈ N, we define [n] := {1, · · · , n} and [n]0 :=

{0, 1, · · · , n− 1}.
We label entries in a vector and rows and columns

in a matrix with integers starting from 0. That is, we
write v ∈ Cn as v = (v0, · · · , vn−1)

T and A ∈ Cm×n as

A =

 a0,0 · · · a0,n−1

...
. . .

...
am−1,0 · · · am−1,n−1

 entrywise.

For n ∈ N, In denotes the n × n identity matrix. We
may omit the subscript n if there is no ambiguity.
For v ∈ Cn, ∥v∥ denotes its Euclidean norm. For

an (unnormalized) quantum state |ψ⟩ on a multi-qubit
system, ∥ |ψ⟩ ∥ denotes the Euclidean norm of its state
vector. For A ∈ Cm×n, ∥A∥ denotes its spectral norm.
∥v∥max (resp. ∥A∥max) denotes the max norm of v (resp.
A), which means the maximum of the absolute values of
its entries.

For ϵ > 0, we say that x′ ∈ R is an ϵ-approximation of
x ∈ R, if |x′ −x| ≤ ϵ holds. We also say that x′ is ϵ-close
to x.
If A ∈ Cm×n has at most s nonzero entries in each row

and column, we say that A is s-sparse and the sparsity
of A is s.

For a function f : Ω → R on Ω ∈ Rd and α =
(α1, · · · , αd) ∈ Nd, we define

|α| := α1 + · · ·αd (1)

and

Dαf :=
∂|α|f

∂xα1
1 · · · ∂xαd

d

. (2)

We denote by 1C the indicator function, which takes 1
if the condition C is satisfied and 0 otherwise.

B. Approximating eigenvalues of a differential
operator by the finite difference method

We now formulate the eigenvalue problem for a differ-
ential operator, focusing on the Sturm–Liouville type, to
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which the eigenvalue problem in stochastic inflation also
boils down.

Problem 1. Consider

L = −
d∑
i=1

∂

∂xi

(
ai

∂

∂xi

)
+ a0 (3)

a linear second-order self-adjoint elliptic differential op-
erator on D := (L,U) × · · · × (L,U) ⊂ Rd, where
a0, a1, · · · , ad : D → R+ are four-times continuously dif-
ferentiable on D. We consider the eigenvalue problem for
L with the Dirichlet boundary condition: we aim to find
real numbers λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · , each of which satisfies{

Lfk(x) = λkfk(x) ; for x ∈ D
fk(x) = 0 ; for x ∈ ∂D

(4)

for some function fk : D → R, especially the smallest
one λ1.

We call each λk an eigenvalue of L and fk the eigen-
function of L corresponding to λk. We denote by FL the
space of functions spanned by eigenfunctions of L.
For this problem, we take a finite difference-based ap-

proach. We start by setting grid points in D. We take an
integer ngr ∈ N, which means the number of grid points
in each of the d dimensions, and denote by Ngr := ndgr the
total number of grid points in D. We set the grid point
interval h := (U − L)/(ngr + 1). We take the grid point
set Dngr

, which consists of the points xgr
j ∈ D labeled by

j = (j1, · · · , jd)T ∈ [ngr]
d
0 and written as

xgr
j = (xgr1,j1 , · · · , x

gr
d,jd

)T ,

xgri,ji = (ji + 1)h+ L for each i ∈ [d].
(5)

We label the point xgr
j also by an integer J = J(j), where

J(j) :=
d∑
i=1

ni−1
gr ji, (6)

and denote it also by xgr
J . Hereafter, we sometimes label

entries in a vector v ∈ CNgr and rows and columns in
a matrix A ∈ CNgr×Ngr with j ∈ [ngr]

d
0, where the one

labeled by j corresponds to the J(j)-th one: e.g., vj is
the J(j)-th entry in the vector (v0, · · · , vNgr−1)

T .
Using these grid points, we construct a finite difference

approximation Lngr
of L. That is, we want a Ngr ×Ngr

real symmetric matrix Lngr
that satisfies∣∣∣(Lngr

vf,ngr
)j − Lf(xgr

j )
∣∣∣ ngr→∞−−−−−→ 0. (7)

for any f ∈ FL and any j ∈ [ngr]
d
0. Here, for f : D → R,

we define vf,ngr ∈ RNgr as

vf,ngr
:= (f(xgr

0 ), · · · , f(xgr
Ngr−1))

T . (8)

Specifically, we take Lngr
as follows: for j1, j2 ∈ [ngr]

d
0,

its (j1, j2)-th entry is

(Lngr)j1,j2 =

d∑
i=1

ai

(
xgr
j1
+ h

2ei

)
+ ai

(
xgr
j1
− h

2ei

)
h2

+ a0(x
gr
j1
)

if j1 = j2,

−
ai

(
xgr
j1
± h

2ei

)
h2

if j2 = j1 ± ei for some i ∈ [d],

0 otherwise,

(9)

where ei ∈ Rd is a vector with all entries equal to 0
except for the i-th entry equal to 1. In other words, for
j ∈ [ngr]

d
0,

(Lngr
vf,ngr

)j =

d∑
i=1

1

h2

[
ai

(
xgr
j +

h

2
ei

)
f(xgr

j + hei)

−
(
ai

(
xgr
j +

h

2
ei

)
+ ai

(
xgr
j − h

2
ei

))
f(xgr

j )

+ ai

(
xgr
j − h

2
ei

)
f(xgr

j − hei)

]
+ a0(x)f(x

gr
j ). (10)

This Lngr is based on the following formula (see Sec. 6.2
in Ref. [1])

∂

∂xi

(
ai
∂f

∂xi

)
(x) =

1

h2

[
ai

(
x+

h

2
ei

)
f(x+ hei)

−
(
ai

(
x+

h

2
ei

)
+ ai

(
x− h

2
ei

))
f(x)

+ ai

(
x− h

2
ei

)
f(x− hei)

]
+O(h2), (11)

which holds for any sufficiently smooth function f .
Then, we expect that the eigenvalues of Lngr approx-

imate those of L for sufficiently large ngr, and, in fact,
this holds. We have the following theorem by applying
Theorem 5.1 in Ref. [33] to the current case.

Theorem 1. For each k ∈ N, there exist constants
CkL, D

k
L ∈ R determined only by k and L such that, for

any ngr ∈ N, the following hold:

•

|λkngr
− λk| ≤

CkL
n2gr

, (12)

where λ1ngr
≤ λ2ngr

≤ · · · are the eigenvalues of
Lngr

.
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• For any eigenvector vkngr
of Lngr

that corresponds

to λkngr
and is normalized as ∥vkngr

∥ngr = 1, there
exists an eigenfunction fk of L corresponding to λk
that satisfies

∥vkngr
− vfk,ngr∥max ≤ Dk

L
n2gr

. (13)

Here, for v = (v0, · · · , vNgr−1) ∈ CNgr , ∥v∥ngr
:=

hd
∑Ngr−1
J=0 |vJ |2.

The proof is given in Appendix A 1.

C. Building-block quantum algorithms

1. Arithmetic circuits

In this paper, we consider computation on the system
with multiple quantum registers. We use the fixed-point
binary representation for real numbers and, for each x ∈
R, we denote by |x⟩ the computational basis state on a
quantum register where the bit string corresponds to the
binary representation of x. We assume that every register
has a sufficient number of qubits and thus neglect errors
by finite precision representation.

We can perform arithmetic operations on numbers
represented on qubits. For example, we can imple-
ment quantum circuits for four basic arithmetic opera-
tions: addition Oadd : |a⟩ |b⟩ |0⟩ 7→ |a⟩ |b⟩ |a+ b⟩, sub-
traction Osub : |a⟩ |b⟩ |0⟩ 7→ |a⟩ |b⟩ |a− b⟩, multiplica-
tion Omul : |a⟩ |b⟩ |0⟩ 7→ |a⟩ |b⟩ |ab⟩, and division Odiv :
|a⟩ |b⟩ |0⟩ |0⟩ 7→ |a⟩ |b⟩ |q⟩ |r⟩, where a, b ∈ Z and q and r
are the quotient and remainder of a/b. For concrete im-
plementations, see Ref. [34] and the references therein.
In the finite precision binary representation, these opera-
tions are immediately extended to those for real numbers.
Hereafter, we collectively call these circuits arithmetic
circuits.

For a vector v = (v0, · · · , vn−1) ∈ Rn, we consider the
two ways to encode it into a quantum state. The first
one is amplitude encoding: we define

|v⟩ := 1√∑n−1
i=0 v

2
i

n−1∑
i=0

vi |i⟩ . (14)

The second one is binary encoding: we define

|v⟩bin := |v0⟩ · · · |vn−1⟩ . (15)

2. Block-encoding

Block-encoding means embedding a general matrix
into the upper-left block of a unitary matrix.

Definition 1 (Ref. [7], Definition 24). Let n, a ∈ N,
A ∈ C2n×2n , ϵ ∈ R+, and α ≥ ∥A∥. We say that a
unitary U on a (n+ a)-qubit system is an (α, a, ϵ)-block-
encoding of A, if∥∥∥A− α(⟨0|⊗a ⊗ I2n)U(|0⟩⊗a ⊗ I2n)

∥∥∥ ≤ ϵ (16)

We can efficiently construct a block-encoding of a ma-
trix A if we have sparse-access to A, that is, if A is sparse
and we can query quantum circuits that output positions
and values of nonzero entries in A.

Theorem 2 (Ref. [7], Lemma 48 in the full version, mod-
ified). Let A = (Aij) ∈ C2n×2n be a s-sparse matrix.
Suppose that we have accesses to the oracles OArow and
OAcol that act on a two register system as

OArow |i⟩ |k⟩ = |i⟩ |rik⟩ , OAcol |k⟩ |i⟩ = |cki⟩ |i⟩ (17)

for any i ∈ [2n]0 and k ∈ [s], where rik (resp. cki) is
the index of the kth nonzero entry in the ith row (resp.
column) in A, or i + 2n if there are less than k nonzero
entries. Besides, suppose that we have accesses to the
oracle OAent that acts on a three register system as

OAent |i⟩ |j⟩ |0⟩ = |i⟩ |j⟩ |Aij⟩ . (18)

Then, for any ϵ ∈ R+, there exists a (s∥A∥max, n +
3, ϵ)-block-encoding of A, in which OArow and OAcol are
each queried once, OAent is queried twice, additional

O
(
n+ log5/2

(
s2∥A∥max

ϵ

))
1- and 2-qubit gates are used,

and O
(
log5/2

(
s2∥A∥max

ϵ

))
ancilla qubits are used.

3. Estimation of the smallest eigenvalue of a hermitian

Given a block-encoding of a matrix A, we can use
a technique called QSVT [7, 10] to construct a block-

encoding of another matrix Ã obtained via transforming
the singular values of A by a polynomial f satisfying
some conditions. For a hermitian H, this corresponds to
transforming its eigenvalues, and various operations con-
cerning the eigenvalues are possible via QSVT. Ref. [9]
utilized this scheme to construct a quantum algorithm to
estimate the smallest eigenvalue of a hermitian.

Theorem 3 (Ref. [9], Theorem 8). Let H be a 2n × 2n

hermitian with the smallest eigenvalue λ1 and the corre-
sponding eigenvector |ψ1⟩. Suppose that we have access
to (α, a, 0)-block-encoding UH of H. Also suppose that
we have access to the unitary U|ϕ1⟩ on a n-qubit system
to generate a state |ϕ1⟩, that is, U|ϕ1⟩ |0⟩ = |ϕ1⟩, where
|⟨ϕ1|ψ1⟩| ≥ γ holds with some γ > 0. Then, for any
δ ∈ (0, 1) and ϵ > 0, there exists a quantum algorithm
that outputs an ϵ-approximation of λ1 with probability at
least 1− δ, using UH

O

(
α

γϵ
log
(α
ϵ

)
log

(
1

γ

)
log

(
log(α/ϵ)

δ

))
(19)
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times, U|ϕ0⟩

O

(
1

γ
log
(α
ϵ

)
log

(
log(α/ϵ)

δ

))
(20)

times,

O

(
aα

γϵ
log
(α
ϵ

)
log

(
1

γ

)
log

(
log(α/ϵ)

δ

))
(21)

additional 1- and 2-qubit gates, and

O

(
n+ a+ log

(
1

γ

))
(22)

qubits.

We can modify the quantum algorithm in Ref. [9], for
which the availability of an exact block-encoding of H is
assumed, to an algorithm built upon sparse-access to H
and thus an approximate block-encoding of it.

Corollary 1. Let the assumptions in Theorem 3 holds,
except that on the (α, a, 0)-block-encoding of H replaced
with the following: H is s-sparse we have access to OHrow,
OHcol and O

H
ent that act as Eqs. (17) and (18) with A = H.

Then, for any δ ∈ (0, 1) and ϵ > 0, there exists a quantum
algorithm EstEig(H, ϵ, δ) that outputs an ϵ-approximation
of λ1 with probability at least 1− δ, using OHrow, OHcol and
OHent

O

(
s∥H∥max

γϵ
log

(
s∥H∥max

ϵ

)
log

(
1

γ

)
× log

(
log(s∥H∥max/ϵ)

δ

))
(23)

times, U|ϕ0⟩

O

(
1

γ
log

(
s∥H∥max

ϵ

)
log

(
log(s∥H∥max/ϵ)

δ

))
(24)

times,

O

(
s∥H∥max

γϵ
log

(
s∥H∥max

ϵ

)
log

(
1

γ

)
× log

(
log(s∥H∥max/ϵ)

δ

)
×
(
n+ log5/2

(
s3∥H∥2max log

2(1/γ)

γ2ϵ2

)))
(25)

additional 1- and 2-qubit gates, and

O

(
n+ log

(
1

γ

)
+ log5/2

(
s3∥H∥2max log

2(1/γ)

γ2ϵ2

))
(26)

qubits.

Proof. See Sec. A 2.

III. IMPROVED QUANTUM ALGORITHM FOR
EIGENVALUE ESTIMATION FOR
DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

Now, let us present our quantum algorithm for estimat-
ing the smallest eigenvalue of a differential operator L in
the form of Eq. (3). We begin by making assumptions
about access to quantum circuits used in our algorithms.
The first one is the circuits to compute the coefficient ai
in L.

Assumption 1. For each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}, we have ac-
cess to a quantum circuit Oai that acts as

Oai |x⟩bin |0⟩ = |x⟩bin |ai(x)⟩ (27)

for any x ∈ D.

As long as ai is given by some explicit formula, which is
the case in the stochastic inflation case considered below,
Oai can be implemented with arithmetic circuits.
The second one is the circuit to generate the quantum

state that encodes the test function, which is chosen in
advance and assumed to overlap well with the first eigen-
function of L.

Assumption 2. Let γ ∈ (0, 1). For any ngr ∈ N, we
have access to a quantum circuit Of̃1,ngr

that acts as

Of̃1,ngr
|0⟩ = |vf̃1,ngr

⟩ , (28)

where f̃1 : D → R is a function on D and satisfies

| ⟨vf̃1,ngr
|vf1,ngr

⟩ | ≥ γ. (29)

For the function f̃1 evaluated by some explicit formula,
there are various methods to generate a quantum state
encoding it [35–42], and we now assume that some of
them are available.
Then, we present the main theorem on our quantum

algorithm.

Theorem 4. Consider Problem 1 under Assumptions 1
and 2. Let ϵ ∈ R and δ ∈ (0, 1). Then, there exists
a quantum algorithm that outputs an ϵ-approximation of
λ1 with probability at least 1− δ, making

O

(
dξ

γ
log ξ log

(
1

γ

)
log

(
log ξ

δ

))
(30)

uses of Oa0 , · · · , Oad and arithmetic circuits and

O

(
1

γ
log ξ log

(
log ξ

δ

))
(31)

uses of Of̃1,ngr
with

ngr =

⌈
max

{√
2C1

L
ϵ
,

√
2D1

L
1− η(γ)

(U − L)d/4

}⌉
. (32)
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Here,

ξ :=

d

ϵ

(
damax

(U − L)2
×max

{
C1

L
ϵ
,
D1

L(U − L)
d
2

1− η(γ)

}
+ a0,max

)
,

(33)

amax := max
i∈[d]

x∈D

ai(x), a0,max := max
x∈D

a0(x) (34)

and, for x ∈ (0, 1),

η(x) :=
1

2

(
x2 +

√
4− 5x2 + x4

)
. (35)

Proof. Here, we just present the quantum algorithm and
postpone the rest of the proof, that is, presenting how to

construct O
Lngr
row , O

Lngr

col and O
Lngr

ent , estimating the accu-
racy of the output, and the query complexity estimation,
to Appendix A 3.

Algorithm 1 Estimation of the first eigenvalue λ1 of L
Input: Accuracy ϵ ∈ R, success probability 1− δ ∈ (0, 1).
1: Set ngr as Eq. (32).

2: Construct the oracles O
Lngr
row , O

Lngr

col and O
Lngr
ent .

3: Run EstEig
(
Lngr ,

ϵ
2
, δ
)
to get an ϵ

2
-approximation Λ̃ of

the largest eigenvalue of Lngr .

4: Output Λ̃.

Assuming that we can take a good function f̃1 with
γ = Θ(1), we take only the leading part with respect to
1
ϵ to simplify Eq. (30) as

Õ

(
d3amaxC

1
L

(U − L)2ϵ2

)
. (36)

Let us comment on the improvement of the complexity
in our algorithm compared to the previous algorithm in
Ref. [12]. That algorithm also takes a kind of finite dif-
ference approximation L′ for L, which is different from
Eq. (9), but the estimation of the eigenvalue of L′ is done
by the Abrams-Lloyd algorithm [4]. It is the combina-
tion of the Hamiltonian simulation with H = L′, which
means applying the time evolution operator exp(−iL′t)
to quantum states, and the quantum Fourier transform.
Ref. [12] did not present any complexity upper bound
of their algorithm that shows the scaling on all the pa-
rameters collectively but only stated the scaling of the
complexity on the accuracy ϵ. According to it, their
algorithm applied to the current problem has the com-

plexity of order Õ(1/ϵ3). This complexity is affected by
that of the Hamiltonian simulation method adopted in
Ref. [12], which is a kind of the Suzuki-Trotter decom-
position and not the state-of-the-art method based on

QSVT. Compared to this, our algorithm uses the eigen-
value estimation method in Ref. [9], which does not in-
volve the Hamiltonian simulation but is a binary search
algorithm utilizing the QSVT-based eigenvalue thresh-
olding. Thus, our algorithm improves the complexity as
Eq. (36).

IV. APPLICATION TO ESTIMATING THE
DECAY RATE OF THE PERTURBATION
DISTRIBUTION TAIL IN STOCHASTIC

INFLATION

We exemplify an application of the quantum algo-
rithm we showed to cosmic inflation as physical inter-
est. Cosmic inflation [17–22] is the hypothetical phase
of accelerated expansion in the early universe. Not only
can it make our universe statistically homogeneous and
isotropic from a global perspective, but inflation can also
bring primordial fluctuations in energy density or the
spacetime metric from the quantum vacuum fluctuation.
Such primordial perturbations can be seeds of the current
cosmological structures such as galaxies and clusters, and
these observations support the existence of inflation (see,
e.g., Ref. [43]).
The fluctuating dynamics of inflation is often described

in the stochastic formalism of inflation, also known as
stochastic inflation (see Refs. [23–32] for the first works
and also Ref. [44] for a recent review). It is understood as
an effective theory of fields coarse-grained on a superHub-
ble scale. We suppose that inflation is driven by d canon-
ical real scalar fields ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2, · · ·ϕd) called inflatons.
Then, in stochastic inflation, the inflaton fields at each
spatial point behave as almost independent stochastic
processes. In the so-called slow-roll limit, the stochastic
differential equation which the inflatons follow at each
spatial point is exhibited as (see, e.g., Ref. [45])

dϕ(N)=−M2
Pl

∇ϕv(ϕ(N))

v(ϕ(N))
dN+

√
2v(ϕ(N)) dW (N) ,

(37)

where MPl is the reduced Planck mass, v =
V/(24π2M4

Pl) : Rd → R is the reduced potential of the
inflatons, the e-folding number N is the time variable
normalised by the Hubble parameter, and W (N) is the
d-dimensional Wiener process independent over the Hub-
ble distance.2 We omitted the spatial label x as hereafter
we only deal with the one-point dynamics in this paper.
Due to their stochastic behaviour, inflation continues

for different times at each spatial point even if the infla-
ton fields have the same initial value ϕ0. Supposing that

2 The stochastic term should be understood as the Itô inte-
gral [46, 47]. However, the Itô integral breaks the covariance
under the general coordinate transformation on the inflatons’
target manifold if it is not Euclidean Rd but a more general one
M [48]. In such a case, the inflatons’ derivative dϕi should be
replaced by the Itô-covariant one. See Ref. [49] for the details.
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inflation happens in a certain subset of the target mani-
fold Ω ⊂ RI and ends at its boundary ∂Ω, the inflation
duration is given by the first passage time denotedN (ϕ0)
from ϕ0 to ∂Ω. According to the δN formalism [50–56],
the fluctuation in this first passage time is understood
as the conserved curvature perturbation ζ (fluctuation
in the spatial curvature), which is converted to the en-
ergy density contrast in the later universe. Its correla-
tion functions over different spatial points, though we do
not explicitly calculate them in this paper, are calculated
by the probability density function (PDF) of N (ϕ0) and
its dependence on ϕ0 known as the stochastic-δN tech-
nique [45, 57–61]. Hence, the problem of interest reduces
to solving the PDF of N from each field value ϕ ∈ Ω,
omitting the subscript 0 here and hereafter for simplic-
ity.

The PDF P (ϕ | N) of the inflatons ϕ at a certain
time N follows the FP equation equivalent to the original
stochastic differential equation (37) as

∂NP (ϕ | N) = LFPP (ϕ | N)

:=M2
Pl

[∑
i

∂ϕi

(
vi(ϕ)

v(ϕ)
P (ϕ | N)

)

+
∑
i

∂2ϕi
(v(ϕ)P (ϕ | N))

]
, (38)

where vi = ∂ϕi
v. On the other hand, the PDF of the first

passage time PFPT(N | ϕ) is known to follow the adjoint
one [45]:

∂NPFPT(N | ϕ) = L†
FPPFPT(N | ϕ), (39)

with the adjoint FP operator

1

M2
Pl

L†
FP = −

∑
i

vi
v
∂ϕi + v

∑
i

∂2ϕi
, (40)

associated with the inner product,

⟨f(ϕ)|g(ϕ)⟩ :=
∫

dϕ f(ϕ)g(ϕ), (41)

that is, ⟨f(ϕ)|LFPg(ϕ)⟩ = ⟨L†
FPf(ϕ)|g(ϕ)⟩. The eigen-

values of L†
FP are negative in the set of functions valid

as a PDF of the first passage time [62], and we here-

after consider the eigenvalues of −L†
FP, which are pos-

itive. Though L†
FP is not Hermite (not self-adjoint;

L†
FP ̸= LFP), one can Hermitise it by defining the fol-

lowing Hermitian operator [62],

L̃FP := w1/2(ϕ)L†
FPw

−1/2(ϕ), (42)

where

w(ϕ) = e1/v(ϕ)/v(ϕ). (43)

They share the same eigenvalues, while the corresponding
eigenfunctions are different by the w−1/2 factor:

−L̃FPΨn(ϕ) = ΛnΨn(ϕ) ⇔ −L†
FPΨ̃n(ϕ) = ΛnΨ̃n(ϕ),

(44)

where

Ψ̃n(ϕ) = w−1/2(ϕ)Ψn(ϕ). (45)

By some calculations, we see that

− L̃FP

M2
Pl

=

∑
i

[
−∂ϕi (v∂ϕi)−

2v2(1 + v)vii − (1 + 4v + v2)vi
2

4v3

]
,

(46)

where vii := ∂2ϕi
v, and thus L̃FP takes the form of Eq. (3).

The eigensystem of the adjoint FP operator has a
physically interesting implication. The adjoint FP equa-
tion (39) can formally be solved as

PFPT(N | ϕ) = exp
[
(N − ϵ)L†

FP

]
PFPT(N = ϵ | ϕ),

(47)

with a certain positive parameter ϵ. Expanding
PFPT(N = ϵ | ϕ) by the eigensystem as3

PFPT(N = ϵ | ϕ) =
∑
n

α(ϵ)
n Ψ̃n(ϕ), (48)

it leads to the solution

PFPT(N | ϕ) =
∑
n

α(ϵ)
n Ψ̃n(ϕ)e

−Λn(N−ϵ). (49)

One may take the limit ϵ→ 0 as

PFPT(N | ϕ) =
∑
n

αnΨ̃n(ϕ)e
−ΛnN , (50)

where αn = limϵ→0 α
(ϵ)
n . The functional form of Eq. (50)

suggests that the PDF of N (and hence the primordial
perturbation) has an exponentially heavy tail [62–64] in
contrast to the näıve expectation that the physical per-
turbations are well described by the Gaussian distribu-
tion. In particular, the first eigenvalue, especially if it
is of order unity, can exhibit a significant effect on the
large-N (and hence large perturbation) probability and
drastically change the abundance of astrophysical ob-
jects. This is why we want the method to calculate the
first eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenfunction of
the adjoint FP operator (or equivalently the Hermite FP

3 If the target space Ω is non-compact, the spectrum of the eigen-
system is not discrete in general.
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operator L̃FP). However, this is a challenging computa-
tional task in classical computing, especially when the
number of fields d is much larger than 1, and our quan-
tum eigenvalue-finding algorithm proposed in Sec. III
may be beneficial.

Let us briefly discuss the behaviour of the Hermite FP
operator before moving to specific examples. First of all,
because PFPT(N > 0 | ϕ ∈ ∂Ω) = 0 by definition of N
and ∂Ω,4 the boundary condition for the eigenfunctions
is given by

Ψ̃n(ϕ ∈ ∂Ω) = 0 ⇔ Ψn(ϕ ∈ ∂Ω) = 0. (51)

In a single-field model, d = 1 (and ϕ denotes ϕ1 for
brevity), the eigenvalue equation (44) reduces to(

∂2ϕ +
v′

v
∂ϕ + ω2

n

)
Ψn(ϕ) = 0, (52)

with

ω2
n ≃ −1− 2ΛnPζ − 2ηsto

2M2
PlvPζ

. (53)

Here, we define Pζ := 2v3/(v′
2
M2

Pl) > 0 and ηsto :=

v2v′′/v′
2
, and we suppose 0 < v ≪ 1 in order for the infla-

tion energy scale to be well below the Planck scale. Pζ is
related to the amplitude of the curvature perturbation ζ
in the perturbative evaluation. ηsto is called stochasticity
parameter which indicates the magnitude of the stochas-
tic correction to the perturbative evaluation [45]. It is
decomposed as ηsto = ηV Pζ/2 where ηV := M2

Plv
′′/v2 is

known as the second slow-roll parameter and supposed to
be small for single-field slow-roll inflation. Therefore, if
the dynamics is well perturbative as Pζ ≪ 1, ηsto is also
small, and then for Λn ∼ O(1), ω2

n becomes negative,
which means that the eigenfunction is not normalizable.
That is, unless the perturbativity is broken as Pζ ≳ 1

in some region of the target space, L̃FP have no order-
unity eigenvalue, and thus there is no interesting physics
caused by the large-N probability. Though this condition
can be relaxed in multi-field cases, the above discussion
motivates us to seek the situation with Pζ ≳ 1. Then, we
below focus on models with a flat point v′ = 0 at which
Pζ can be divergent.

Although we would like to run our quantum algo-
rithm for concrete problems including those with many
fields, it is impossible today since there is no large-
scale fault-tolerant quantum computer. Instead, to see
if our method is promising for the eigenvalue problem
in stochastic inflation, we take some classically (or even
analytically) tractable cases with a few fields and check

that we can take a test function f̃1 overlapping with the
true first eigenfunction well. With this condition satis-
fied, it is expected that our quantum algorithm finds the

4 PFPT(N | ϕ ∈ ∂Ω) = δ(N ) according to the conservation of the
probability.

first eigenvalue efficiently. Specifically, expecting that the
first eigenfunction has a simple functional shape with a
single bump and no node in many cases, we take Gaus-
sian test functions, which seem to work at least in the
examined cases below.

A. Quantum well toy-model

Let us first see the simplest single-field quantum well
model as a toy example, reviewing Refs. [62, 63]. As a
zeroth order approximation of hilltop inflation [20, 21],
we suppose that the inflaton potential has constant and
compact support and is bounded by the absorbing (i.e.,
Dirichlet) boundaries:

v(ϕ ∈ Ω) = v0, Ω = [−ϕf , ϕf ], ∂Ω = {−ϕf , ϕf}, (54)

where v0 and ϕf are positive parameters. In this simplest
setup, the normalised (i.e., ⟨Ψn|Ψm⟩ = δnm) eigenfunc-
tions are easily obtained as

Ψn(ϕ) =
1√
ϕf

sin

[
nπ

ϕ+ ϕf
2ϕf

]
, n = 1, 2, 3, · · · , (55)

with the eigenvalues

Λn =
n2π2M2

Plv0
4ϕ2f

. (56)

If one chooses the normalised Gaussian

f̃1(ϕ) =

(√
πrϕf erf

(
1

r

))−1/2

exp

(
− ϕ2

2r2ϕ2f

)
(57)

with a parameter r > 0 as the test function, its inner
products with the eigenfunctions, which lead to the γ
parameter in Eq. (29), are given by

⟨f̃1|Ψn⟩ ≃
π1/4

√
r√

2 erf(1/r)
e−

π
8 (4i(n−1)+n2πr2)

×
(
erf

(
2− inπr2

2
√
2r

)
+ erf

(
2 + inπr2

2
√
2r

))
, (58)

for odd n or otherwise zero. erf(x) = (2/
√
π)
∫ x
0
e−t

2

dt
is the error function. The r dependence of their absolute
values squared is shown in the left panel of Fig. 1. The
lowest state n = 1 dominates the higher modes, taking
its maximal value ∼ 0.99 at r = rmax ∼ 0.52 shown by
the vertical thin line. The n dependence at r = rmax up
to a higher value of n is exhibited in the right panel. One
sees that the Gaussian test function can pick up the first
eigenmode with the highest probability.
The flat inflection model (see, e.g., Ref. [65–68]) can

also be simulated in the quantum well model just by
changing the one boundary condition (we choose ϕ = ϕf
without loss of generality) from the absorbing to the re-
flective (i.e., Neumann) one. The eigenfunctions are then
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FIG. 1. Left : the absolute values squared of the inner product (58) as functions of the r parameter of the Gaussian test function

f̃1. The inner product of n = 1 is maximised at r = rmax ∼ 0.52 shown by the vertical thin line and reaches ∼ 0.99. Right : the
inner product for each n at r = rmax.

n  1

n  2

n  3

n  4

0 2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

r


Ψ
n
f 1

2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

10-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

n


Ψ
n
f 1

2

r  rmax

FIG. 2. The same plot as Fig. 1. The vertical thin line in the left panel indicates r = rmax ≃ 1.04 which maximises the inner
product for n = 1.

given by

Ψn(ϕ) =
1√
ϕf

sin

[(
n− 1

2

)
π
ϕ+ ϕf
2ϕf

]
, n = 1, 2, 3, · · · ,

(59)

with the eigenvalues

Λn =
(n− 1/2)2π2M2

Plv0
4ϕ2f

. (60)

Its inner product with the Gaussian test function

f̃1(ϕ) ≃
(√

π

2
rϕf erf

(
2

r

))−1

exp

(
− (ϕ− ϕf)

2

2r2ϕ2f

)
(61)

reads

⟨f̃1|Ψn⟩ = − (−1)nπ1/4
√
r

2
√

erf(2/r)
e−

(2n−1)2π2r2

32

×
(
erf

(
8 + (2n− 1)iπr2

4
√
2r

)
+ erf

(
8− (2n− 1)iπr2

4
√
2r

))
.

(62)

It is demonstrated in Fig. 2. The Gaussian test function
can again pick up the lowest mode well.

Note that the reflective boundary is not compatible
with our quantum algorithm. However, the eigenfunc-
tions (59) are practically well reproduced by extending
the calculation region slightly outside the quantum well,
ϕ > ϕf , with a steep ascent potential and imposing the
absorbing boundary condition because ω2

n in Eq. (53) be-
comes negative for a steep potential and the eigenfunc-
tion rapidly damps outside the quantum well.
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B. Hybrid inflation

Let us also see a two-field generalisation called hybrid
inflation [69]. There, the ϕ field rolls down along its po-
tential Vϕ(ϕ) with the support potential of the so-called
waterfall field ψ as

V (ϕ, ψ) = Vϕ(ϕ) + V0

[(
1−

(
ψ

M

)2
)

+ 2

(
ϕψ

ϕcM

)2
]
.

(63)

where V0, M , and ϕc are the model parameters. Only
positive values of ϕ are often considered and V ′

ϕ(ϕ) is
chosen to be positive so that ϕ rolls from a larger value
to a smaller value. ψ is stabilised to ψ = 0 during ϕ > ϕc
due to the coupling with ϕ, while ψ = 0 is destabilised
when ϕ < ϕc and ψ rolls down to either potential minima
ψ = ±M . The ψ’s fluctuations around ϕ = ϕc determine
which minima ψ falls to. The whole dynamics is hence
stochastic, which makes the model non-trivial.

In the paper, we choose the inflaton potential to have
a flat inflection:

Vϕ(ϕ) =
V0β

M3
Pl

(ϕ− ϕc)
3, (64)

with a parameter β, which not in hybrid inflation but as
a single-field model, have been considered in a previous
study [62]. Then, we numerically find the eigenvalues and

eigenfunctions of L̃FP, adopting the following parameter
values:

V0 = 10−15M4
Pl, M = 1016 GeV,

ϕc =
√
2M, β = 104.

(65)

We take the rectangular absorbing boundary.5

[ϕmin, ϕmax], the range of ϕ, is set so that
|ϕ − ϕc|/MPl ≤ β−1/3, following Ref. [62]. ψmin

and ψmax, the endpoints of ψ, are set so that at the
points, the second slow-roll parameter M2

Pl|∂2ψv/v| for ψ
is 1, which means that the inflation ends, with ϕ = ϕc.
It is important to sufficiently resolve the region near the
inflection point, where the stochasticity is significant.
Thus, in ϕ, we set 1000 equally spaced grid points in
[ϕsto,−, ϕsto,+], and 500 points each in [ϕmin, ϕsto,−] and
[ϕsto,+, ϕmax] so that log |ϕ−ϕc| is equally spaced. Here,
ϕsto,+ is the value of ϕ > ϕc at which the stochasticity
parameter ηsto,ϕ for ϕ becomes 0.1 with ψ = 0 and
ϕsto,− = ϕc − (ϕsto,+ − ϕc). Similarly, in ψ, we set
1000 equally spaced grid points in [ψsto,−, ψsto,+], and
500 points each in [ψmin, ψsto,−] and [ψsto,+, ψmax] so

5 Although the reflective condition is usually set on the high-
potential side, whether we set the absorbing or reflective con-
dition has almost no effect on the low eigenvalues and eigenfunc-
tions, because of the steep potential away from the inflection
point, as mentioned in Sec. IVA.
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FIG. 3. The first ten eigenvalues of L̃FP with V in Eqs. (63)
and (64) for the parameters in Eq. (65).

that log |ψ| is equally spaced, where ψsto,+ > 0 is set
so that ηsto,ψ = 0.1 at (ϕ, ψ) = (ϕsto,+, ψsto,+) and
ψsto,− = −ψsto,+. Although such grid points that are
not equally spaced in linear scale do not match the
setting in our quantum algorithm, it does not matter for
our current objective to see the overlap between the test
function and the eigenfunctions: it is calculated as∣∣∣∑k,l f̃1(ϕ

gr
k , ψ

gr
l )Ψn(ϕ

gr
k , ψ

gr
l )∆ϕk∆ψl

∣∣∣2∑
k,l

∣∣∣f̃1(ϕgrk , ψgr
l )
∣∣∣2 ∆ϕk∆ψl ×∑

k,l

|Ψn(ϕgrk , ψ
gr
l )|2 ∆ϕk∆ψl

,

(66)

where ϕgrk (resp. ψgr
k ) is the k-th grid point in ϕ (resp.

ψ) and ∆ϕk = ϕgrk+1 − ϕgrk and ∆ψk = ψgr
k+1 − ψgr

k . We
will consider extending our quantum algorithm so that
nonequidistant grid points can be dealt with in future
works.
By using eigs in SciPy [70], we find the first ten eigen-

values and eigenfunctions, which are shown in Fig. 3 and
4 respectively. Noting that the eigenfunctions have peaks
in the high-stochasticity region, we take the following
Gaussian test function:

f̃1(ϕ, ψ) ∝ exp

(
− (ϕ− ϕc)

2

2(ϕsto,+ − ϕc)2
− ψ2

2ψ2
sto,+

)
(67)

The overlaps between this and the eigenfunctions are
shown in Fig. 5. One sees that the overlap is signifi-
cant for the first eigenfunction, which implies that with
this test function, our quantum algorithm will also work
well in this model.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper, we considered a quantum algorithm for
calculating the first eigenvalue of differential operators.
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FIG. 4. The first four eigenfunctions of the same L̃FP as Fig. 3.

Under the finite difference approximation of a given op-
erator, this problem boils down to the matrix eigenvalue
problem, but in multi-dimensional cases, it is computa-
tionally demanding because of the exponential increase of
the size of the approximating matrix. Then, we proposed
a quantum algorithm for this task, leveraging the QSVT-
based quantum algorithm for finding the first eigenvalue
of matrices in Ref. [9]. Our quantum algorithm has the

query complexity scaling as Õ(1/ϵ2) on the accuracy ϵ in
the eigenvalue, which shows the improvement compared
to the existing quantum algorithm for the same task with

complexity of order Õ(1/ϵ3).

As a potential application target for our algorithm,
we considered a problem in cosmology, finding the eigen-

value of the adjoint FP operator L†
FP in stochastic in-

flation, which is related to the tail shape of the PDF of
the primordial perturbation. Although we cannot run
our algorithm for concrete instances of this problem now
because of the absence of large-scale fault-tolerant quan-
tum computers, we saw that in some cases, we can take
test functions overlapping with the first eigenfunctions

well, which implies that one of the conditions for our
method to work would be satisfied and our method is
thus promising.
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Appendix A: Proofs

1. Proof of Theorem 1

Before the proof, we introduce some kinds of norms
and smoothness classes of functions. Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a
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FIG. 5. The squared inner products between the quantum
states encoding the Gaussian test function f̃1 in Eq. (67) and

those encoding nth eigenfunctions of the same L̃FP as Fig. 3.

bounded region. For a function g : Ω → R, we define

|g|0,Ω := sup
x∈Ω

|g(x)| (A1)

and

|g|a,Ω :=
∑

|α|≤⌈a⌉−1

|Dαg(x)|0,Ω

+
∑

|α|=⌈a⌉−1

sup
x,y∈Ω

|Dαg(x)−Dαg(y)|
∥x− y∥a−⌈a⌉+1

(A2)

with a ∈ R+. We say that g ∈ Ca
(
Ω
)
if |g|a,Ω < ∞,

and that g ∈ Ca (Ω) if g ∈ Ca
(
O
)
for every O ⊂ Ω.

Obviously, any function in Ca
(
Ω
)
needs to be (⌈a⌉− 1)-

times differentiable. We can easily see that any ⌈a⌉-times
continuously differentiable function on Ω is in Ca

(
Ω
)
∩

Ca (Ω).
Then, the proof of Theorem 1 is as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1. Theorem 1 is obtained by just ap-
plying Theorem 5.1 in [33] to Problem 1 with the finite
difference approximation in Eq. (9). Now, we just check
that the conditions for applying Theorem 6.4 in [33] are
satisfied.

• Lngr acts locally, that is, any entry (Lngr)j1,j2 cor-
responding to the grid points xgr

j1
and xgr

j2
such that

∥xgr
j1
− xgr

j2
∥ > h is 0.

• Lngr
is symmetric.

• Condition (i) (see [33] for details; the same applies
below)

In the grid point set Dngr
given in Sec. II B, for any

adjacent point pair (xgr
j1
,xgr

j2
), where j1 = j2±ei for

some i ∈ [d], the corresponding entry (Lngr
)j1,j2 in

Lngr
is nonzero. Besides, for any xgr

j ,x
gr
j′ ∈ Dngr

,

we can move from xgr
j to xgr

j′ by some sequence of
transitions to an adjacent point. Combining these
observations, we see that the condition (i) is satis-
fied.

• Condition (ii)

We have∑
j′∈Dngr

j′ ̸=j

∣∣h2(Lngr
)j,j′
∣∣ ≤ 2damax,

1

h2
∣∣(Lngr

)j,j
∣∣ ≤ 1

2damin
,

∑
j′∈Dngr

j′ ̸=j

∣∣∣∣ (Lngr
)j,j′

(Lngr)j,j

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 (A3)

for any j ∈ [ngr]
d
0, where amin := mini∈[d]

x∈D
ai(x).

This means that the condition (ii) is satisfied6.

• Condition (iii)

It is obvious that
∑

j′∈Dngr

j′ ̸=j

∣∣(Lngr
)j,j′
∣∣ ≤ (Lngr

)j,j

for any j := [ngr]
d
0, which means that the first

part of this condition is satisfied. The second
part is irrelevant in the current case, since now
D∗
ngr

:= Dngr −D′
ngr

is empty7. Here, D′
ngr

:= {x ∈
Dngr | infx′∈∂D ∥x − x′∥ ≥ h}, which is now equal
to Dngr .

• Condition (iv)

This is also irrelevant in the current case since
D∗
ngr

= ∅.

• Condition (v)

It is obvious that (Lngr
)j,j′ ≤ 0 for any j, j′ ∈ [ngr]

d
0

such that j ̸= j′, which means this condition is sat-
isfied.

• Let us check that, in the words of [33], Lngr
is con-

sistent of order 2 with L in Dngr
, that is, there

exists a constant C independent of h such that∣∣∣Lf (xgr
j

)
−
(
Lngr

vf,ngr

)
j

∣∣∣ ≤ Chµ|f |µ+2,Sh,j∩D (A4)

holds for any µ ∈ (0, 2], j ∈ [ngr]
d
0 and f ∈

Cµ+2
(
Sh,j ∩ D

)
. Here, Sh,j := {x ∈ Rd | ∥x −

xgr
j ∥ < h} is the sphere of radius h centered at xgr

j .

6 Note that, in our definition, Lngr has no entry corresponding to
a point in ∂D. Even if we make it have such entries as in [33],
they are zero because of the Dirichlet boundary condition and
thus have nothing to do with the condition (ii).

7 Note the differences of the notations in this paper and [33]. D′
ngr

and D∗
ngr

correspond to Ω′
h and Ω∗

h in [33], respectively.
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f ∈ Cµ+2
(
Sh,j ∩ D

)
implies the following. First, f

is µ̃-times differentiable, where µ̃ = ⌈µ+2⌉−1, and
thus, as we can see using Taylor’s theorem,

f(xgr
j + δei) =

µ̃−1∑
n=0

1

n!

∂nf

∂xni
(xgr

j )δn+
1

µ̃!

∂µ̃f

∂xµ̃i
(xgr

j + δ′ei)δ
µ̃

(A5)
holds for any j ∈ [ngr]

d
0, i ∈ [d], and δ ∈ [−h, h],

with some real number δ′ that is between 0 and
δ and dependent on i,xgr

j and δ. Second, for any

x,y ∈ Sh,j ∩ D and i ∈ [d],∣∣∣∣∣∂µ̃f∂xµ̃i
(x)− ∂µ̃f

∂xµ̃i
(y)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |f |µ+2,Sh,j∩D∥x− y∥µ+2−⌈µ+2⌉+1

(A6)
holds. Combining Eqs. (A5) and (A6), we have

f(xgr
j + δei) =

µ̃∑
n=0

1

n!

∂nf

∂xni
(xgr

j )δn +R, (A7)

with the residual term R bounded as

|R| ≤ 1

µ̃!
|f |µ+2,Sh,j∩D|δ|µ+2. (A8)

For ai, since it is four-times continuously differen-
tiable on D and µ̃ ≤ 3, Taylor’s theorem implies
that, for any n ∈ [µ̃],

ai(x
gr
j + δei) =

n∑
m=0

1

m!

∂mai
∂xmi

(xgr
j )δm

+
1

(n+ 1)!

∂n+1ai

∂xn+1
i

(xgr
j + δ′′ei)δ

n+1 (A9)

holds with some real number δ′′ that is between 0
and δ and dependent on i, n, xgr

j and δ. By using

Eqs. (A7) and (A9) with δ = ±h and δ = ±h
2 in

Eq. (10), we obtain(
Lngrvf,ngr

)
j
=

d∑
i=1

(
∂ai
∂xi

(xgr
j )

∂f

∂xi
(xgr

j ) + ai(x
gr
j )
∂2f

∂x2i
(xgr

j )

)
+ a0(x

gr
j )f(xgr

j ) +R′ (A10)

Here, the residual term R′ is bounded as

|R′| ≤
d∑
i=1

µ̃∑
n=0

1

2µ̃−n(µ̃− n+ 1)!n!
a(µ̃−n+1)
max

∣∣∣∣∂nf∂xni

∣∣∣∣
0,Sh,j∩D

hµ̃−1

+
2d

µ̃!
|f |µ+2,Sh,j∩Dh

µ, (A11)

where, for n ∈ N, a(n)max := maxi∈[d]

∣∣∣∂nai
∂xn

i

∣∣∣
0,D

. This

implies that Eq. (A4) holds with C

C := max
n∈[µ̃+1]0

a
(µ̃−n+1)
max

2µ̃−n(µ̃− n+ 1)!n!
×(U−L)⌈µ+2⌉−µ−2+

2d

µ̃!
.

(A12)

• Lastly, let us check that the each eigenfunction fk of
L is in C4(D). Since a0, · · · , ad are now four-times
continuously differentiable and thus twice contin-
uously differentiable, they are in C2(D) ∩ C2(D).
Then, Theorem 6.3 in [33] implies that fk is in
C4(D) ∩ C4(D).

2. Proof of Corollary 1

Proof of Corollary 1. Note that, given (α, a, 0)-block-
encoding UH of H, the quantum algorithm in [9] relies on
a unitary PROJ

(
µ, ϵ

2α , ϵ
′) constructed with UH , where

µ ∈ R is any real number, ϵ′ is set to ϵ′ = γ/2, and∥∥∥(⟨0|⊗(a+3) ⊗ I2n)PROJ
(
µ,

ϵ

2α
, ϵ′
)
|0⟩⊗(a+3) |ϕ1⟩

∥∥∥{
≥ γ − ϵ′

2 ; if λ1 ≤ µ− ϵ

≤ ϵ′

2 ; if λ1 ≥ µ+ ϵ
(A13)

holds. UH is used only in this unitary, and thus, if we can

construct a unitary P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α , ϵ
′) that has the same

property as Eq. (A13) using OHrow, O
H
col and OHent in-

stead of UH , we can run the quantum algorithm replacing

PROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α , ϵ
′) with P̃ROJ

(
µ, ϵ

2α , ϵ
′). In particular, it

suffices that we have P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α , ϵ
′) such that∥∥∥(⟨0|⊗(a+3) ⊗ I2n)P̃ROJ

(
µ,

ϵ

2α
, ϵ′
)
(|0⟩⊗(a+3) ⊗ I2n)−

(⟨0|⊗(a+3) ⊗ I2n)PROJ

(
µ,

ϵ

2α
,
ϵ′

2

)
(|0⟩⊗(a+3) ⊗ I2n)

∥∥∥∥
≤ ϵ′

4
, (A14)

which, as we can see by simple algebra, leads to

P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α , ϵ
′) satisfying the property like Eq. (A13).

Then, let us consider how to construct such

P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α , ϵ
′), fixing α to α̃ := s∥H∥max and a to

ã := n+ 3. On the one hand, we note that

PROJ

(
µ,

ϵ

2α̃
,
ϵ′

2

)
=

(Had⊗ I2n+ã+3)⊗(
|0⟩ ⟨0| ⊗ I2n+ã+3 + |1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗ REF

(
µ,

ϵ

2α̃
,
ϵ′

2

))
⊗

(Had⊗ I2n+ã+3) (A15)

by the definition in [9]. Here, Had is a Hadamard gate,

and REF
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ ,
ϵ′

2

)
is a (α̃, ã + 2, 0)-block-encoding of

−S
(
H−µI
α̃+|µ| ;

ϵ
2α̃ ,

ϵ′

2

)
with S

(
·; ϵ

2α̃ ,
ϵ′

2

)
being some polyno-

mial of degree dα̃,ϵ,ϵ′ = O
(
α̃
ϵ log

(
1
ϵ′

))
(see [9] for the de-

tails). On the other hand, because of Theorem 2, we can



14

construct a (α̃, ã, ϵ̃)-block-encoding ŨH of H with OHrow,
OHcol and O

H
ent, where

ϵ̃ :=

(
ϵ′

8dα̃,ϵ,ϵ′

)2

α̃. (A16)

ŨH can be regarded as a (α̃, ã, 0)-block-encoding of some

matrix H̃ ∈ C2n×2n such that ∥H̃ − H∥ ≤ ϵ̃. Thus,
because of Lemma 22 in the full version of [7], replacing

UH in REF
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ ,
ϵ′

2

)
with ŨH yields a (α̃, ã + 2, 0)-

block-encoding R̃EF of S̃ ∈ C2n×2n such that∥∥∥∥S̃ −
(
−S

(
H − µI

α̃+ |µ|
;
ϵ

2α̃
,
ϵ′

2

))∥∥∥∥
≤4dα̃,ϵ,ϵ′

√√√√∥∥∥∥∥H − µI

α̃+ |µ|
− H̃ − µI

α̃+ |µ|

∥∥∥∥∥
≤4dα̃,ϵ,ϵ′√

α̃

√∥∥∥H − H̃
∥∥∥

≤ϵ
′

2
. (A17)

Consequently, replacing UH in PROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ ,
ϵ′

2

)
with ŨH

yields P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ ,
ϵ′

2

)
satisfying

∥∥∥∥(⟨0|⊗(ã+3) ⊗ I2n)P̃ROJ
(
µ,

ϵ

2α
, ϵ′
)
(|0⟩⊗(ã+3) ⊗ I2n)− (⟨0|⊗(ã+3) ⊗ I2n)PROJ

(
µ,

ϵ

2α
,
ϵ′

2

)
(|0⟩⊗(ã+3) ⊗ I2n)

∥∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥(⟨+| ⟨0|ã+2 ⊗ I2n)

(
|1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗

(
R̃EF− REF

(
µ,

ϵ

2α̃
,
ϵ′

2

)))
(|+⟩ |0⟩⊗(ã+2) ⊗ I2n)

∥∥∥∥
=
1

2

∥∥∥∥(⟨0|ã+2 ⊗ I2n)

(
R̃EF− REF

(
µ,

ϵ

2α̃
,
ϵ′

2

))
(|0⟩⊗(ã+2) ⊗ I2n)

∥∥∥∥
=
1

2

∥∥∥∥S̃ −
(
−S

(
H − µI

α̃+ |µ|
;
ϵ

2α̃
,
ϵ′

2

))∥∥∥∥ ≤ ϵ′

4
, (A18)

namely, Eq. (A14). Here, at the first equality, we have
used Eq. (A15) and the similar relationship between

P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α ,
ϵ′

2

)
and R̃EF.

Lastly, let us evaluate the number of uses of OHrow, O
H
col,

OHent and elementary gates and the number of qubits
in the quantum algorithm. As said above, we replace
PROJ

(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ , ϵ
′) in the original algorithm in [9] with

P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ , ϵ
′), which is yielded by replacing UH in

PROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ ,
ϵ′

2

)
with ŨH . If we use UH , the number

of calls to it, the number of uses of other 1- and 2-
qubit gates, and the number of qubits in PROJ

(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ , ϵ
′)

and PROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ ,
ϵ′

2

)
are of the same order. Since we

use OHrow, O
H
col and OHent in ŨH only O(1) times, we get

the evaluation (23) on the number of queries to these

by simply replacing α in Eq. (19) with α̃. In ŨH , we

use O
(
n+ log5/2

(
s2∥H∥max

ϵ̃

))
additional 1- and 2-qubit

gates, and multiplying this evaluation by the number of
queries to ŨH and adding Eq. (21) yields the total gate

number evaluation in Eq. (25). O
(
log5/2

(
s2∥H∥max

ϵ̃

))
ancilla qubits are used in ŨH , and summing up this and
Eq. (22) with a = ã yields the total qubit number evalu-

ation in Eq. (26). Since U|ϕ0⟩ is outside P̃ROJ
(
µ, ϵ

2α̃ , ϵ
′),

we get the evaluation (24) on the number of queries to
this by simply replacing α in Eq. (20) with α̃.

3. Proof of Theorem 4

Before presenting the rest of the proof, we give some
lemmas.

Lemma 1. Let u = (u0, · · · , uNgr−1),v =

(v0, · · · , vNgr−1) ∈ RNgr . Suppose that ∥vngr
∥ngr

= 1 and
that ∥u− v∥max ≤ ϵ with some ϵ ∈ R. Then,

⟨u|v⟩ ≥ 1− 2(U − L)d/2ϵ. (A19)

Proof. ∥u− v∥max ≤ ϵ implies that

ui − ϵ ≤ vi ≤ ui + ϵ (A20)

for each i ∈ [Ngr]0, and that

∥u∥ ≥ ∥v∥ − ∥u− v∥ ≥ ∥v∥ −
√
Ngrϵ. (A21)

Besides, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that

Ngr−1∑
i=0

|ui| ≤
√
Ngr∥u∥. (A22)
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Furthermore, by the definition of ∥ · ∥ngr
,

hd/2∥v∥ = ∥v∥ngr
= 1 (A23)

holds. Combining these, we have

⟨u|v⟩ =
∑Ngr−1
i=0 uivi
∥u∥∥v∥

≥
∑Ngr−1
i=0 ui(ui − sgn(ui)× ϵ)

∥u∥∥v∥

=
∥u∥
∥v∥

− ϵ

∑Ngr−1
i=0 |ui|
∥u∥∥v∥

≥ 1−
2
√
Ngrϵ

∥v∥
≥ 1− 2(U − L)d/2ϵ, (A24)

where we use Eq. (A20) at the first inequality, Eqs.
(A21) and (A22) at the second inequality, and Eq. (A23)
at the last equality.

Lemma 2. Let |ϕ⟩ , |ψ⟩ , |ζ⟩ be quantum states on an ngr-
qubit register. Suppose that | ⟨ϕ|ψ⟩ | ≥ γ for γ ∈ (0, 1).
Then, | ⟨ϕ|ζ⟩ | ≥ γ

2 holds if

| ⟨ψ|ζ⟩ | ≥ η(γ). (A25)

Proof. We can write

|ϕ⟩ = α |ψ⟩+ β |ψ⊥⟩ (A26)

with α, β ∈ C such that |α| ≥ γ and |β| ≤
√
1− γ2, and

a quantum state |ψ⊥⟩ orthogonal to |ψ⟩. Besides, Eq.
(A25) implies that

| ⟨ζ|ψ⊥⟩ | ≤
√
1− η2(γ). (A27)

Then, we have

| ⟨ϕ|ζ⟩ | ≥ |α| × | ⟨ζ|ψ⟩ | − |β| × | ⟨ζ|ψ⊥⟩ |

≥ γη(γ)−
√
1− γ2

√
1− η2(γ). (A28)

By some algebra, we see that the last line is greater than
or equal to γ

2 .

Then, the rest of the proof of Theorem 4 is as follows.

Rest of the proof of Theorem 4.

How to construct O
Lngr
row , O

Lngr

col and O
Lngr

ent

Let us start from O
Lngr
row . For Lngr , whose sparsity is

2d+ 1, rik is given as8

rik = J(J−1(i) + di,k). (A29)
Here, di,k ∈ Rd is defined as

di,k =


−ek if k = 1, · · · , d
0 if k = d+ 1

ek−d−1 if k = d+ 2, · · · , 2d+ 1

, (A30)

where 0 is the d-dimensional zero vector. J : [ngr]
d
0 →

[Ngr]0 is the map in Eq. (6), which is implemented by
some additions and multiplications. J−1 is its inverse,
which is implemented by a sequence of divisions shown
in Algorithm 2. Therefore, we see that we can implement

O
Lngr
row using O(d) arithmetic circuits.

Algorithm 2 J−1

Input: K ∈ [Ngr]0
Output: k1, · · · , kd such that K =

∑d
i=1 n

i−1
gr ki

1: Set Kd = K.
2: for i = d, · · · , 2 do
3: Divide Ki by ni−1

gr , and let the quotient and remainder
be ki and Ki−1, respectively.

4: end for
5: Divide K1 by ngr, and let the quotient and remainder be

k2 and k1, respectively.

O
Lngr

col is implemented similarly.

Next, let us consider the implementation of O
Lngr

ent . For
K,K ′ ∈ [Ngr]0, we can perform the following operation:

8 Strictly speaking, this expression for rik holds for only i such
that none of the entries of σ−1(i) is 0 or ngr − 1, and otherwise
the expression is slightly modified. However, such a handling is

straightforward and thus we do not show the complete expression
here for conciseness.
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|K⟩ |K ′⟩ |0⟩⊗(4d+5)

→|K⟩ |K ′⟩ |k⟩bin |k
′⟩bin |0⟩

⊗(4d+3)

→|K⟩ |K ′⟩ |k⟩bin |k
′⟩bin |a0 (x

gr
k )⟩

∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k +

h

2
e1

)〉 ∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k − h

2
e1

)〉
· · ·
∣∣∣∣ad(xgr

k +
h

2
ed

)〉 ∣∣∣∣ad(xgr
k − h

2
ed

)〉
⊗ |0⟩⊗(2d+2)

→|K⟩ |K ′⟩ |k⟩bin |k
′⟩bin |a0 (x

gr
k )⟩

∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k +

h

2
e1

)〉 ∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k − h

2
e1

)〉
· · ·
∣∣∣∣ad(xgr

k +
h

2
ed

)〉 ∣∣∣∣ad(xgr
k − h

2
ed

)〉
⊗ |1k′−k=0⟩ |1k′−k=e1

⟩ |1k′−k=−e1
⟩ · · · |1k′−k=ed

⟩ |1k′−k=−ed
⟩ |0⟩

= |K⟩ |K ′⟩ |k⟩bin |k
′⟩bin |a0 (x

gr
k )⟩

∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k +

h

2
e1

)〉 ∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k − h

2
e1

)〉
· · ·
∣∣∣∣ad(xgr

k +
h

2
ed

)〉 ∣∣∣∣ad(xgr
k − h

2
ed

)〉
⊗
(
1k′−k̸=0,±e1,··· ,±ed

|0⟩⊗(2d+1) |0⟩+ 1k′−k=0 |1⟩ |0⟩⊗2d |0⟩

+ 1k′−k=e1 |0⟩ |1⟩ |0⟩ |0⟩
⊗(2d−2) |0⟩+ 1k′−k=−e1 |0⟩ |0⟩ |1⟩ |0⟩

⊗(2d−2) |0⟩+ · · ·

+1k′−k=ed
|0⟩ |0⟩⊗(2d−2) |1⟩ |0⟩ |0⟩+ 1k′−k=−ed

|0⟩ |0⟩⊗(2d−2) |0⟩ |1⟩ |0⟩
)

→|K⟩ |K ′⟩ |k⟩bin |k
′⟩bin |a0 (x

gr
k )⟩

∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k +

h

2
e1

)〉 ∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k − h

2
e1

)〉
· · ·
∣∣∣∣ad(xgr

k +
h

2
ed

)〉 ∣∣∣∣ad(xgr
k − h

2
ed

)〉
⊗
(
1k′−k̸=0,±e1,··· ,±ed

|0⟩⊗(2d+1) |0⟩+ 1k′−k=0 |1⟩ |0⟩⊗2d ∣∣(Lngr)K,K′
〉

+ 1k′−k=e1
|0⟩ |1⟩ |0⟩ |0⟩⊗(2d−2) ∣∣(Lngr

)K,K′
〉
+ 1k′−k=−e1

|0⟩ |0⟩ |1⟩ |0⟩⊗(2d−2) ∣∣(Lngr
)K,K′

〉
+ · · ·

+1k′−k=ed
|0⟩ |0⟩⊗(2d−2) |1⟩ |0⟩

∣∣(Lngr
)K,K′

〉
+ 1k′−k=−ed

|0⟩ |0⟩⊗(2d−2) |0⟩ |1⟩
∣∣(Lngr

)K,K′
〉)

= |K⟩ |K ′⟩ |k⟩bin |k
′⟩bin |a0 (x

gr
k )⟩

∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k +

h

2
e1

)〉 ∣∣∣∣a1(xgr
k − h

2
e1

)〉
· · ·
∣∣∣∣ad(xgr

k +
h

2
ed

)〉 ∣∣∣∣ad(xgr
k − h

2
ed

)〉
⊗ |1k′−k=0⟩ |1k′−k=e1

⟩ |1k′−k=−e1
⟩ · · · |1k′−k=ed

⟩ |1k′−k=−ed
⟩ |(Lngr

)K,K′⟩

→ |K⟩ |K ′⟩ |0⟩⊗(4d+5) |(Lngr
)K,K′⟩ . (A31)

Here, the transformation at the first arrow is done by the
circuit for J−1, where k = J−1(K) and k′ = J−1(K ′). At
the second arrow, we make O(d) uses of Oa0 , · · · , Oad . At
the third arrow, we use O(d) arithmetic circuits, and at
the fourth arrow, we use controlled versions of arithmetic
circuits to compute the entries of Lngr with the values of
a0, · · · , ad computed in the previous step according to
Eq. (9). The last arrow in Eq. (A31) is uncomputation
of the first and second ones. Note that the circuit for the
operation in Eq. (A31) is nothing but O

Lngr

ent .

Lastly, let us count the number of the queries to

Oa0 , · · · , Oad and arithmetic circuits in O
Lngr
row , O

Lngr

col

and O
Lngr

ent . In O
Lngr
row and O

Lngr

col , we use O(d) arithmetic

circuits. In O
Lngr

ent , we make O(d) uses of Oa0 , · · · , Oad
and (controlled) arithmetic circuits.

Accuracy

Because of Theorem 1, for ngr in (32), λ1ngr
is ϵ

2 -close

to λ1. Besides, the output of EstEig
(
Lngr ,

ϵ
2 , δ
)

is a
ϵ
2 -approximation of λ1ngr

. Therefore, the output of

Algorithm 1 is an ϵ-approximation of λ1.

Query complexity

The sparsity of Lngr is

s = O(d). (A32)

Its max norm is bounded as

∥Lngr∥max

≤2damax

h2
+ a0,max

=O

(
damax

(U − L)2
×max

{
C1

L
ϵ
,
D1

L(U − L)
d
2

1− η(γ)

}
+ a0,max

)
(A33)

for ngr in Eq. (32).
Let us evaluate the overlap between |vf̃1,ngr

⟩ and

|v1
ngr

⟩. Because of Theorem 1,

∥v1
ngr

− vf1,ngr
∥max ≤ 1− η(γ)

2(U − L)d/2
(A34)
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holds for ngr in Eq. (32). Because of Lemma 1, this leads
to ∣∣∣⟨v1

ngr
|vf1,ngr⟩

∣∣∣ ≥ η(γ). (A35)

Then, because of Lemma 2, combining this and Eq. (29)
leads to ∣∣∣⟨v1

ngr
|vf̃1,ngr

⟩
∣∣∣ ≥ γ

2
. (A36)

Let us incorporate the above observations into Corol-
lary 1. By using Eqs. (A32) and (A33) in Eqs. (23)
and (24) and replacing γ with γ

2 , we obtain estimations

of the numbers of queries to O
Lngr
row , O

Lngr

col , O
Lngr

ent and

Of̃1,ngr
in EstEig

(
Lngr

, ϵ2 , δ
)
in Algorithm 1, and, not-

ing that O
Lngr
row , O

Lngr

col and O
Lngr

ent consist of O(d) uses of
Oa0 , · · · , Oad and arithmetic circuits, we get the query
complexity estimations in Eqs. (30) and (31).
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[62] J. M. Ezquiaga, J. Garćıa-Bellido, and V. Vennin,
The exponential tail of inflationary fluctuations: con-
sequences for primordial black holes, JCAP 03, 029,
arXiv:1912.05399 [astro-ph.CO].

[63] C. Pattison, V. Vennin, H. Assadullahi, and D. Wands,
Quantum diffusion during inflation and primordial black
holes, JCAP 10, 046, arXiv:1707.00537 [hep-th].

[64] D. G. Figueroa, S. Raatikainen, S. Rasanen, and
E. Tomberg, Non-Gaussian Tail of the Curvature Per-
turbation in Stochastic Ultraslow-Roll Inflation: Im-
plications for Primordial Black Hole Production, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 127, 101302 (2021), arXiv:2012.06551 [astro-
ph.CO].

[65] A. A. Starobinsky, Spectrum of adiabatic perturbations
in the universe when there are singularities in the infla-
tion potential, JETP Lett. 55, 489 (1992).

[66] J. Garcia-Bellido and E. Ruiz Morales, Primordial black
holes from single field models of inflation, Phys. Dark
Univ. 18, 47 (2017), arXiv:1702.03901 [astro-ph.CO].

[67] J. M. Ezquiaga, J. Garcia-Bellido, and E. Ruiz Morales,
Primordial Black Hole production in Critical Higgs In-
flation, Phys. Lett. B 776, 345 (2018), arXiv:1705.04861
[astro-ph.CO].

[68] H. Motohashi and W. Hu, Primordial Black Holes and
Slow-Roll Violation, Phys. Rev. D 96, 063503 (2017),
arXiv:1706.06784 [astro-ph.CO].

[69] A. D. Linde, Hybrid inflation, Phys. Rev. D 49, 748

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.1783
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9306035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.6357
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9407016
https://doi.org/10.1137/0707014
https://doi.org/10.1137/0707014
https://doi.org/10.1002/047134608X.W8440
https://doi.org/10.1002/047134608X.W8440
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.quant-ph/0208112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.020502
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0223-2
https://doi.org/10.1109/QCE49297.2020.00030
https://doi.org/10.1109/QCE49297.2020.00030
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2205.00519
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.14892
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.033114
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/acfc62
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/acfc62
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833887
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06211
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe8060334
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.13852
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3643-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.04732
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/02/014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.01734
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/11/022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.03262
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.03262
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab097f
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab097f
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10126
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/048
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.07497
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.42.3936
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.95.71
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9507001
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.99.763
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9801017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.043527
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0003278
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/05/004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/05/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0411220
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.121302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.121302
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0504045
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/12/036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.4754
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.4754
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/10/030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2187
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2187
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/057
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.02031
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/02/021
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/02/021
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.15280
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.08642
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.05399
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/10/046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.00537
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.101302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.101302
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.06551
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.06551
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2017.09.007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.03901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.04861
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.04861
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063503
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06784
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.748


19

(1994), arXiv:astro-ph/9307002.
[70] P. Virtanen, R. Gommers, T. E. Oliphant, et al., SciPy

1.0: Fundamental Algorithms for Scientific Computing
in Python, Nature Methods 17, 261 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.49.748
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9307002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2

	Improved quantum algorithm for calculating eigenvalues of differential operators and its application to estimating the decay rate of the perturbation distribution tail in stochastic inflation
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Preliminary 
	Notation
	Approximating eigenvalues of a differential operator by the finite difference method 
	Building-block quantum algorithms
	Arithmetic circuits
	Block-encoding
	Estimation of the smallest eigenvalue of a hermitian


	Improved quantum algorithm for eigenvalue estimation for differential operators 
	Application to estimating the decay rate of the perturbation distribution tail in stochastic inflation
	Quantum well toy-model 
	Hybrid inflation

	Summary 
	Acknowledgements
	Proofs
	Proof of Theorem 1 
	Proof of Corollary 1 
	Proof of Theorem 4 

	References


