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Recent advancements of intermediate-scale quantum processors have triggered tremendous interest in the ex-
ploration of practical quantum advantage. The simulation of fluid dynamics, a highly challenging problem in
classical physics but vital for practical applications, emerges as a good candidate for showing quantum utility.
Here, we report an experiment on the digital simulation of unsteady flows, which consists of quantum encoding,
evolution, and detection of flow states, with a superconducting quantum processor. The quantum algorithm is
based on the Hamiltonian simulation using the hydrodynamic formulation of the Schrödinger equation. With
the median fidelities of 99.97% and 99.67% for parallel single- and two-qubit gates respectively, we simulate the
dynamics of a two-dimensional (2D) compressible diverging flow and a 2D decaying vortex with ten qubits. The
experimental results well capture the temporal evolution of averaged density and momentum profiles, and qual-
itatively reproduce spatial flow fields with moderate noises. This work demonstrates the potential of quantum
computing in simulating more complex flows, such as turbulence, for practical applications.

Introduction.—Simulating fluid dynamics on classical
computers at a high Reynolds number (Re) has significant ap-
plications in various fields, such as weather forecasting and
airplane design. However, it remains challenging due to the
wide range of spatial and temporal scales involved in turbu-
lent flows. Its computational cost, scaling with O(Re3) oper-
ations for the direct numerical simulation of turbulence [1],
is prohibitively expensive for engineering applications [2, 3].
The emergence of quantum computing has garnered atten-
tion as a potential solution to the computational limitations
in classical computing [4–7]. Leveraging laws of quantum
mechanics such as superposition and entanglement, a quan-
tum processor can manipulate exponentially large degrees of
freedom that are intractable on classical computers, making
it a promising platform for empowering the next-generation
simulation method for fluid dynamics [8–10]. In particular,
quantum computing of turbulence, one of the most challeng-
ing problems in classical physics [11], can serve as a com-
pelling demonstration of quantum utility and practical quan-
tum advantage [12–15].

There have been two major approaches to the quantum
simulation of fluid dynamics. Based on solving the govern-
ing equations for fluids, hybrid quantum-classical algorithms
are proposed [10, 16–27], where quantum computing is em-
ployed to handle highly parallelizable operations (e.g., solv-
ing linear systems [28, 29]). The efficiencies of these meth-
ods are often burdened by the frequent data exchanges be-
tween classical and quantum hardwares, as the preparation
and statistical measurement of arbitrary quantum state can be
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more time-consuming than the calculation procedure [9, 30].
Moreover, for the present noisy intermediate-scale quan-
tum (NISQ) devices, the state preparation and measurement
(SPAM) errors could accumulate during the time-marching in
these algorithms, limiting their accuracy for near-term appli-
cations [31, 32]. To alleviate these problems, Hamiltonian
simulation, which has been widely used in exploring quan-
tum many-body physics on NISQ devices [13, 32–36], was
proposed as a promising approach to simulate fluid dynam-
ics [37–46]. In this simulation, a fluid flow is mapped to a
quantum system, which can then be evolved and detected on
a quantum processor without invoking intermediate quantum
state measurement and re-initialization.

However, obstacles remain. First, general fluid dynamics
has nonlinear characteristics, while quantum operations ex-
cept measurement are linear. Incorporating the nonlinearity
into a quantum algorithm poses significant challenges. Sec-
ond, while minimizing the influence of SPAM errors, the
Hamiltonian simulation can still be affected by the inevitable
errors occurred during the execution of quantum evolution on
the NISQ devices. A proof-of-principle demonstration of the
capability of the contemporary NISQ devices in simulating
fluid dynamics remains elusive. Here we report the quan-
tum simulation of two-dimensional (2D) unsteady flows, dis-
cretized spatially with up to 1024 grid points, on a super-
conducting quantum processor. We first consider a simple
compressible diverging flow and reveal its dynamics accord-
ing to the hydrodynamic formulation of the corresponding
Schrödinger equation. Then, by involving the two-component
wave function, we realize the quantum simulation of a decay-
ing vortex with nonlinear vortex dynamics.

As sketched in Fig. 1, the simulation (referred to as “exper-
iment” below) is implemented with ten qubits on a supercon-
ducting processor [47–49]. Through optimizing device fabri-
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Figure 1. Schematic for the quantum simulation of fluid dynamics.
The initial flow field (exemplified pictorially by a spiral vortex) dis-
cretized on a uniform grid in (a) is encoded by the multi-component
wave function in (b), followed by state preparation. (c) Sketch of
device topology. Qubits (circles) are arranged in a square lattice and
connected through tunable couplers (bars). The ten qubits used here
are labeled by Q1–Q5 (blue) and Q6–Q10 (green), encoding the wave
function in the x- and y-directions, respectively. (d) Sketch of the
quantum circuit for simulating the 2D unsteady flows. The Hamil-
tonian simulation is realized by transforming a flow state into the
momentum space with quantum Fourier transforms Q̂FTx and Q̂FTy,
applying unitary evolutions e−ik̂2

x t/2 and e−ik̂2
y t/2, and finally transform-

ing the state back to the coordinate space. The circuit is further com-
piled with native gate sets (arbitrary single-qubit gates and two-qubit
CZ gate) before the experimental execution. (e) At a given time t, the
flow field is extracted by measuring a specific set of Pauli strings.

cation and carefully tuning controlling parameters, we realize
median fidelities of 99.97% (99.67%) and 99.3% for paral-
lel single- (two-) qubit gates and measurements, respectively.
With the high fidelities and by employing efficient quantum
circuits for state preparation and Hamiltonian simulation, we
obtain the average density and momentum profiles that well
capture key features of the targeting flows. The present study
demonstrates the capability of NISQ devices to simulate prac-
tical fluid flows, indicating the potential of quantum comput-
ing in exploring turbulent flows.

Framework and experimental setup.—In our algorithm, we
encode the flow state into the nψ-component wave function
ψ ≡ [ψ1, · · · , ψnψ ]T, with nψ ∈ {1, 2}. Based on the generalized
Madelung transform, the flow density and momentum can be
extracted as ρ ≡ ∑nψ

j=1 |ψ j|2 and J ≡ iℏ
2m
∑nψ

j=1(ψ j∇ψ
∗
j −ψ∗j∇ψ j),

respectively [37, 43, 45]. Without loss of generality, we set
the reduced Planck constant ℏ = 1 and the particle mass
m = 1. The fluid velocity and vorticity are defined by
u ≡ J/ρ and ω ≡ ∇ × u, respectively. Note that for a
single-component wave function ψ, the velocity can be ex-
pressed as u = i

2∇ log ψ∗

ψ
, leading to ω = 0. To introduce

finite vorticity, we need nψ = 2 [43]. We simulate fluid dy-

namics by evolving the wave function under the Hamiltonian
H = −∇2/2 + V , where the potential V , which may contain
interaction terms among different wave-function components,
gives the body force in the fluid flow [43]. Using the Trotter
decomposition [50], the evolution of the wave function can be
approximated by a series of unitary operators.

In this work, we focus on the dynamics of 2D flows with-
out conservative body forces in a periodic box x ∈ [−π, π]2,
which is discretized into 2nx × 2ny uniform grid points. The
corresponding wave function of each component can be ex-
pressed in the computational basis of nx + ny qubits as

|ψ j(t)⟩ = 1
∥ψ j∥2

2ny−1∑
l=0

2nx−1∑
k=0

ψ j(xk, yl, t)|k + 2nx l⟩, (1)

where the coordinates xk = −π + k∆x and yl = −π + l∆y,
with ∆x = 2π/2nx and ∆y = 2π/2ny , respectively. For vorti-
cal flows, an additional qubit is required to encode the two-
component wave function. In the absence of conservative
body forces, the Hamiltonian reduces to H = −(∂2

x + ∂
2
y)/2.

The corresponding evolution can be realized without Trotteri-
zation as

e−iHt = ei∂2
xt/2ei∂2

y t/2 = Ux(t)Uy(t). (2)

In the computational basis, the evolution operators can be dig-
itized according to

Uα(t) = Q̂FT
†
αe−ik̂2

αt/2Q̂FTα, (3)

where Q̂FTα denotes the unitary of quantum Fourier transform
along the direction α ∈ {x, y}, and the wavenumber is given by

k̂α = −1
2

(
I2nα +

nα∑
j=1

2nα− jẐ j

)
+ 2nα Ẑ1. (4)

Here, Ẑ j denotes the Pauli operator of the j-th qubit and I2nα

the 2nα × 2nα identity matrix. See Supplementary Material
(SM) [51] for detailed derivations. The overall quantum cir-
cuit for simulating 2D unsteady flows is shown in Fig. 1(d).

We implement the algorithm on a flip-chip superconducting
quantum processor [47] using ten frequency-tunable transmon
qubits labeled as Q j for j = 1–10, as sketched in Fig. 1(c). In
the simulation, we set nx = ny = 5, corresponding to a solution
domain with 25 × 25 = 322 grid points. Each qubit is individ-
ually controlled and readout. The nearest-neighboring qubits
are capacitively connected through a tunable coupler, which
is also a transmon qubit, for turning on and off the effective
coupling between the two qubits. The single-qubit gate is re-
alized by applying a 30 ns-long Gaussian-shaped microwave
pulse with DRAG correction [52]. The two-qubit CZ gate,
with a length of 40 ns, is realized by carefully tuning the fre-
quencies and coupling strength of the neighboring qubits to
enable a closed-cycle diabatic transition of |11⟩ ↔ |20⟩ (or
|02⟩) [53]. The median parallel single- and two-qubit gate fi-
delities are 99.97% and 99.67%, respectively. See SM [51]
for details.
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Figure 2. Comparison of experimental results on the superconducting quantum processor with the ideal ones for the 2D diverging flow. Density
contours and streamlines are shown at (a) t = 0, (b) t = π/4, and (c) t = π/2. The flow is symmetric about y = 0 (upper panel: exact solution;
lower panel: experimental measurement). The streamlines are color-coded by the momentum magnitude. (d–f) The x-averaged profiles for
ρ, Jx, and Jy at t = 0, π/4, and π/2 (dashed lines: exact solution; triangles: experimental measurement with error bars denoting one standard
deviation). The density and momentum are obtained with 105 measurement shots, and the experiment is repeated for five times. (g–i) Scatter
plots comparing ideal and experimental values for ρ, Jx, and Jy at t = 0, π/4, and π/2, along with the correlation coefficients (marked at the
upper left). Data point density is color-coded from low (purple) to high (red) values.

Simulation of a diverging flow.—As a first example, we
demonstrate the quantum simulation of a 2D unsteady diverg-
ing flow, which is a simple model of nozzle in compressible
potential flow. The flow is initially uniform in the x-direction,
with mass concentrated near y = 0, which is described by a
density of ρ(x, y, 0) = e−y2

and a velocity of u(x, y, 0) = ex.
The flow has the vanishing vorticity and can be encoded into
a single-component wave function ψ(x, y, 0) = e−y2+ix.

In practice, we use CPFlow [54] to synthesize the quantum
circuit for initial state preparation, which fits the native gate
set (i.e., arbitrary single-qubit gates and two-qubit CZ gates)
and qubit layout topology of our device with minimal numbers
of CZ gates. With an optimal depth of 13, the resulting circuit
can generate a quantum state with an overlap above 0.999 to
the target one in the ideal case (i.e., without any gate errors).
After preparing the initial state, we apply quantum circuits of
the evolution unitaries with specific times of t = 0, π/4 and
π/2, respectively. The evolution circuits are also optimized
with CPFlow, leading to a total circuit depth of around 30. To
verify the simulation, we fully characterize the flow by mea-
suring both the density and momentum distributions. While
the density can be directly measured in the Z basis, the detec-
tion of the momentum requires measuring the quantum state
in 62 different bases (see SM [51] for details).

Figures 2(a–c) show the experimental data for the evolution

of the density contour with streamlines for the diverging flow.
Under the symmetry with respect to y = 0, the experimental
data (lower half) is compared with the ideal result (upper half)
from the exact solution in Eq. (S17) in SM [51]. The mass
diffusion accompanies the momentum diffusion from the cen-
tral region near y = 0 to lateral sides. The experimental data
exhibit qualitative agreements with ideal distributions. The
discrepancies are mainly due to quantum gate errors, as even
an single-qubit gate error of 5 × 10−4 can cause the stripe-like
artifacts in experimental density contours (see SM [51]).

Figures 2(d–f) plot profiles of ρ as well as two momentum
components Jx and Jy. The profiles are averaged in the x-
direction due to the homogeneity in x in this diverging flow.
Their experimental and ideal results show good agreements.
Thus, the quantum simulation on the NISQ device is able to
predict unsteady flow evolution.

Figures 2(g–i) present scatter plots comparing ideal and ex-
perimental values of ρ, Jx, and Jy at different times. A major-
ity of data points, indicated by red for high data point density,
align closely with the diagonal. In Figs. 2(g) and (h), a con-
siderable portion of experimental data falls below the actual
values (orange), suggesting the effect of noises akin to filter-
ing on the data. The correlation coefficients between the ex-
perimental and ideal values of ρ, Jx, and Jy are 0.954, 0.905,
and 0.607, respectively. The notable error for Jy data is likely
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due to that the small value of Jy is prone to be influenced by
noises (detailed in SM [51]).

Simulation of a decaying vortex.—Next, we simulate a
2D vortex, a simple model of tornado and whirlpool, in the
Schrödinger flow [43] (detailed in SM [51]). We construct the
vortex via rational maps [55] in the periodic domain, which
features a decaying vorticity profile f (r) = e−(r/3)4

along the
radial distance r =

√
x2 + y2. Denoting the two compo-

nents of the wave function as ψ+ and ψ−, the initial states
ψ+(x, y, 0) = u/

√
|u|2 + |v|4 and ψ−(x, y, 0) = v2/

√
|u|2 + |v|4

are determined by the complex functions u = 2(x+iy) f (r)/(1+
r2) and v = i[r2 + 1 − f (r)]/(1 + r2), respectively.

In this flow with V = 0 in the Hamiltonian, the two compo-
nents of the wave function decouple during the entire evolu-
tion, so that we can simulate their dynamics separately with-
out using an additional qubit. The circuits for preparing ψ+
and ψ−, obtained based on CPFlow, have depths of 23 and
27, respectively, which can prepare quantum states with over-
laps above 0.993 to the target ones in the ideal case. We
then evolve ψ+ and ψ− independently for specific times and
measuring the corresponding densities ρ± and momentum J±,
with the procedure similar to the diverging flow case. The ve-
locity is then obtained by u = (J+ + J−)/(ρ+ + ρ−), which
introduces the nonlinearity for vortex dynamics, and the vor-
ticity is calculated as ω = ∂uy/∂x − ∂ux/∂y.

Figures 3(a) and (b) plot the evolution of the ω-contour and
streamlines from experimental and ideal results at t = 0, π/4,
and π/2. Initial circular streamlines evolve into spirals with
vorticity decay under the body force in the Schrödinger flow.
The experimental results in Fig. 3(b) clearly capture the vortex
evolution. The vorticity magnitude is underestimated due to
quantum gate noises and sampling errors. At the vortex outer
edge, the flow field exhibits turbulent artifacts which enhances
vortex dissipation. On the other hand, the NISQ hardware
noises could potentially be leveraged to model small-scale tur-
bulent motion [56].

The θ-averaged profiles for ω in Fig. 3(c) show the success-
ful initial construction of the vortex using the two-component
wave function. The peak of ⟨ω⟩θ decays notably faster in the
experimental results compared to the exact solution, due to the
vortex being displaced from the domain center under spurious
turbulent motion and the numerical error in computing ω with
differentiation of noisy data.

Discussion.—We have conducted experiments on the digi-
tal quantum simulation of unsteady fluid flows with a super-
conducting quantum processor. Our algorithm employs the
hydrodynamic formulation of the Schrödinger equation, apt
for unitary operations in quantum computing. The computa-
tional complexity for the state evolution (detailed in SM [51])
in Eq. (2) is O(n2) [57], with the total number of qubits
n = nx + ny. This represents an exponential speedup over
the classical counterpart whose complexity is O(n2n). The
quantum simulations well capture the evolution of averaged
profiles of the density and momentum in the 2D compressible
diverging potential flow and the nonlinear decaying process of
the 2D vortex. Our results showcase the capability of simulat-
ing fluid dynamics on NISQ devices, and indicate the promise
of quantum computing in probing complex flow phenomena
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Figure 3. Comparison of vorticity contours from the (a) exact solu-
tion (b) experimental result for the 2D vortex. Streamlines are color-
coded by velocity magnitude. (c) Comparison of ⟨ω⟩θ at t = 0, π/4,
and π/2 (dashed lines: exact solution; circles: experimental result
with error bars denoting one standard deviation), where ⟨ω⟩θ denotes
the vorticity averaged over the θ-direction in polar coordinates (r, θ).
The data is obtained with 105 measurement shots, and the experiment
is repeated for five times.

such as turbulence and transition in engineering applications.
Looking forward, despite the demonstration in the present

work, realizing quantum advantage for the simulation of prac-
tical fluid flows with NISQ devices remains an outstanding
challenge. Theoretically, methods such as increasing dimen-
sionality [58–60] should be explored to incorporate the non-
linearity and the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian of a general
flow [45, 61] into the quantum algorithm. In addition, the
full characterization of a flow field requires an exponentially
large number of measurement shots, and it would be important
to find flow statistics that can be measured efficiently with-
out undermining the overall quantum advantage. Finally, the
potential inclusion of quantum error correction is desired to
fully harness the strengths of the quantum simulation of fluid
dynamics.
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1. QUANTUM REPRESENTATION OF FLUID FLOWS

A. Madelung transform for potential flows

In quantum mechanics, the probability current for a one-component wave function ψ(x, t) is given by

J(x, t) ≡ 1
2m

(ψ∗ p̂ψ − ψ p̂ψ∗), (S1)

where p̂ is the momentum operator, m is the particle mass, and “∗” denotes the complex conjugate. In the coordinate represen-
tation, we have p̂ = −iℏ∇ with the imaginary unit i and Planck constant ℏ. A particle subject to a real potential V obeys the
time-dependent Schrödinger equation

iℏ
∂

∂t
ψ(x, t) =

(
− ℏ

2

2m
∇2 + V

)
ψ(x, t). (S2)

Combining Eqs. (S1) and (S2) yields the conservation law for the probability density ρ ≡ |ψ|2 as

∂ρ

∂t
+ ∇ · (ρu) = 0, (S3)

which is identical to the continuity equation in fluid mechanics, with a “velocity” u ≡ J/ρ.
The Madelung transform [S1] establishes a correspondence between quantum mechanics and fluid mechanics. The probability

density and the probability current in quantum mechanics are analogous to the mass density and momentum in fluid mechanics,
respectively. The Planck constant in this hydrodynamic representation is a scaling parameter instead of a physical constant.

Applying the Madelung transform to Eq. (S2) yields the momentum equation

∂u
∂t
+ u · ∇u = − 1

m
∇V +

ℏ2

2m2∇
∇2 √ρ√

ρ
(S4)
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for a fluid flow. The density and velocity are given by

ρ = |ψ|2, u =
iℏ
2m

ψ∇ψ∗ − ψ∗∇ψ
ρ

. (S5)

The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (S4) is known as the Bohm potential. Substituting ψ =
√
ρeiϕ/ℏ into Eq. (S5), the

velocity becomes u = ∇ϕ/m, so Eq. (S4) is the compressible Euler equation for a potential flow with zero vorticity.

B. Generalized Madelung transform for vortical flows

To introduce finite vorticity to a fluid flow, we consider a two-component wave function

|ψ±⟩ =
[
ψ+
ψ−

]
, (S6)

where ψ+ and ψ− denote the complex spin-up and -down components, respectively [S2–S4]. The probabilistic current in Eq. (S1)
is generalized to

J ≡ ℏ
m
⟨∇ψ±, iψ±⟩R, (S7)

where ⟨·, ·⟩R is the real inner product defined as ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩R ≡ ∑2
i=1(xiαi+yiβi) for ϕ = [x1+iy1, x2+iy2]T and ψ = [α1+iβ1, α2+iβ2]T.

Using the generalized Madelung transform [S4], we define the flow velocity

u ≡ J
ρ
=
ℏ

m
⟨∇ψ±, iψ±⟩R
⟨ψ±, ψ±⟩R , (S8)

where

ρ ≡ ⟨ψ±, ψ±⟩R = |ψ+|2 + |ψ−|2 (S9)

is the mass density. The flow field given by Eq. (S8) has finite vorticity, i.e., ω ≡ ∇ × u , 0.
Then, we consider a two-component time-dependent Schrödinger equation

iℏ
∂

∂t
|ψ±⟩ =

(
− ℏ

2

2m
∇2 + V

)
|ψ±⟩ (S10)

with a real-valued potential V . The continuity equation follows from the conservation of probability current. The momentum
equation is obtained as [S4]

∂u
∂t
+ u · ∇u = −∇

(V
m
− ℏ

2|∇s|2
8m2ρ2

)
− ℏ

mρ
∇(ζ · s) +

ℏ

mρ
∇s · ζ, (S11)

where we define the spin vector

s = (|ψ+|2 − |ψ−|2, i(ψ∗+ψ− − ψ+ψ∗−), ψ∗+ψ− + ψ+ψ
∗
−), (S12)

and a vector

ζ = −1
4
∇ ·
(
∇s
ρ

)
. (S13)

Equation (S11) can be re-expressed as a standard compressible Euler equation

∂u
∂t
+ u · ∇u = −1

ρ
∇p − ∇UF + f , (S14)

with the “quantum pressure” p = ℏζ · s/m, an effective potential UF = V/m−ℏ2|∇s|2/(8m2ρ2), and a body force f = ℏ∇s ·ζ/(mρ).
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2. CONSTRUCTION OF QUANTUM CIRCUITS

A. Initial state preparation

We use two typical simple flows to demonstrate the capability of quantum simulation of fluid dynamics on the NISQ device.
Their initial condition and evolution are described below.

The first case is a 2D diverging compressible potential flow within a periodic domain x ∈ [−π, π]2. The initial wave function
is

ψ(x, 0) = e−y2/(2ϱ2)+ix, (S15)

with a geometric parameter ϱ = 1. For clarity, we omit the normalization constant in Eq. (S15) for the unity encoded quantum
state. Applying the Madelung transform to Eq. (S15) yields the initial density and velocity

ρ(x, 0) = e−y2/ϱ2
and u(x, 0) = ex, (S16)

where {ex, ey} are the Cartesian unit vectors. The initial condition in Eq. (S15) describes a flow which is uniform in the x-
direction and has a Gaussian profile of the density in the y-direction. The thickness of the high-density layer around y = 0 is
determined by ϱ.

Applying the Fourier transform, the time integration for the initial value problem in spectral space, and then the inverse Fourier
transform, we obtain the exact solution to Eq. (S2) as

ψ(x, t) =
1

(2π)2

∑
k

( ∫
[−π,π]2

e−y2/(2ϱ2)+ixe−ik·x dx
)
e−ik2t/2+ik·x

=
ϱ√
8π

∞∑
k2=−∞

[
erf
(
π − iϱk2√

2ϱ

)
+ erf

(
π + iϱk2√

2ϱ

)]
e−ϱ

2k2
2/2−i(k2

2+1)t/2+i(x+k2y), (S17)

where k = (k1, k2), ki = 0,±1,±2, · · · , i = 1, 2 denotes the wavenumber vector, k = |k| the wavenumber magnitude, and
erf(z) ≡ 2√

π

∫ z
0 e−t2

dt the error function.
The second case is a vortical flow with an artificial body force governed by Eq. (S14). We apply the rational maps [S5] to

construct a 2D vortex at the center of the periodic domain x ∈ [−π, π]2. First, we define the vortex decay rate by

f (r) = e−(r/r0)4
, (S18)

with the radial distance r =
√

x2 + y2 and the vortex size r0 = 3. Then, we define a pair of complex-valued functions

u =
2(x + iy) f (r)

1 + r2 , v =
i[r2 + 1 − 2 f (r)]

1 + r2 . (S19)

Finally, we specify the initial spin-up and -down components

ψ+(x, 0) =
u√

|u|2 + |v|4
, ψ−(x, 0) =

v2√
|u|2 + |v|4

. (S20)

Note that we omit the normalization constant in Eq. (S20).
The exact solutions to Eq. (S10) are

ψ+(x, t) =
1

(2π)2

∑
k

( ∫
[−π,π]2

u√
|u|2 + |v|4

e−ik·x dx
)
e−ik2t/2+ik·x, (S21)

and

ψ−(x, t) = − 1
(2π)2

∑
k

( ∫
[−π,π]2

v2√
|u|2 + |v|4

e−ik·x dx
)
e−ik2t/2+ik·x. (S22)

With Eqs. (S21) and (S22), we obtain the velocity field from Eq. (S8). Subsequently, we calculate the vorticity by computing
the curl of this velocity field.

Figure S1 shows the evolution of the total kinetic energy and enstrophy for the 2D vortex in Eqs. (S21) and (S22). Due to the
artificial body force, they both initially increase and subsequently decreases.
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Figure S1. Evolution of (a) the total kinetic energy and (b) enstrophy for the 2D vortex in Eqs. (S21) and (S22).

B. Evolution of quantum state

For potential flows, the wave function is encoded by the state vector

|ψ(t)⟩ = 1
∥ψ∥2

Ny−1∑
k=0

Nx−1∑
j=0

ψ(x j, yk, t)| j, k⟩, (S23)

where Nx = 2nx and Ny = 2ny denote numbers of grid points along the x- and y-directions, corresponding to numbers nx and ny
of qubits, respectively, and

∥ψ∥2 =

√√√√Nx−1∑
j=0

Ny−1∑
k=0

|ψ(x j, yk, t)|2 (S24)

represents the normalization coefficient. To avoid deep circuits due to iterations in time marching, we impose V = 0 in Eq. (S2),
signifying the absence of conservative body forces in the fluid flow. This condition allows the time step to be arbitrarily large,
enabling a “one-shot” solution [S6] for a given time t without temporal discretization and intermediate measurement.

Thus, the state vector at t is determined by

|ψ(t)⟩ =
(
Q̂FT

†
xe−ik̂2

x t/2Q̂FTx

)
⊗
(
Q̂FT

†
ye−ik̂2

y t/2Q̂FTy

)
|ψ(0)⟩, (S25)

with the quantum Fourier transform (QFT) [S7, S8]

Q̂FT : | j⟩ → 1√
2n

2n−1∑
k=0

e2πi jk
2n |k⟩, (S26)

the wavenumber vector k̂ = (k̂x, k̂y), and

k̂α = diag(0, 1, 2, · · · , 2nα−1 − 2, 2nα−1 − 1,−2nα−1,−2nα−1 + 1, · · · ,−1), α = x, y. (S27)

We rewrite Eq. (S27) as

k̂α = diag(0, 1, · · · , 2nα − 1) − 2nα

[
0 0
0 1

]
⊗ I2nα−1 = diag(0, 1, · · · , 2nα − 1) − 2nα−1

(
I2nα − Ẑ ⊗ I2nα−1

)
, (S28)

where Ẑ = diag(1,−1) denotes the Pauli-Z gate, and I2nα the 2nα × 2nα identity matrix.
Then, we prove the proposition

P(nα) : diag(0, 1, · · · , 2nα − 1) =
1
2

[
(2nα − 1)I2nα −

nα∑
j=1

2nα− jI2 j−1 ⊗ Ẑ ⊗ I2nα− j

]
(S29)

by mathematical induction.
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Proof 1 Base case: for nα = 1, the identity

diag(0, 1) =
1
2

(I2 − Ẑ) (S30)

verifies P(1).
Induction step: we will show P(k + 1) from P(k) for any positive integer k. Assume for a given value k ⩾ 1, the single case

P(k) is true, i.e.,

diag(0, 1, · · · , 2k − 1) =
1
2

[
(2k − 1)I2k −

k∑
j=1

2k− jI2 j−1 ⊗ Ẑ ⊗ I2k− j

]
. (S31)

For k + 1, we deduce

diag(0, 1, · · · , 2k+1 − 1) =
[
diag(0, 1, · · · , 2k − 1) 0

0 diag(0, 1, · · · , 2k − 1) + 2kI2k

]
= I2 ⊗ diag(0, 1, · · · , 2k − 1) + 2k

[
0 0
0 1

]
⊗ I2k

=
1
2

[
(2k − 1)I2k+1 −

k+1∑
j=2

2k+1− jI2 j−1 ⊗ Ẑ ⊗ I2k+1− j

]
+ 2k I2 − Ẑ

2
⊗ I2k

=
1
2

[
(2k+1 − 1)I2k+1 −

k+1∑
j=1

2k+1− jI2 j−1 ⊗ Ẑ ⊗ I2k+1− j

]
. (S32)

So P(k + 1) is true, and the proposition P(nα) in Eq. (S29) is true for all positive integers nα.

Substituting Eq. (S29) into Eq. (S28), we obtain

k̂α = −1
2

(
I2nα +

nα∑
j=1

2nα− jẐ j

)
+ 2nα Ẑ1, α = x, y, (S33)

with the phase-shift gate Ẑ j = I2 j−1 ⊗ Ẑ ⊗ I2nα− j at the j-th qubit.
Then, from Eq. (S33), the momentum operator

e−ik̂2
αt/2 = exp

{
− it

2

[
− 1

2

(
I2nα +

nα∑
j=1

2nα− jẐ j

)
+ 2nα Ẑ1

]2}
(S34)

is decomposed into the single-qubit gate

Rz(θ) ≡ e−iθẐ/2 =

[
e−iθ/2 0

0 eiθ/2

]
(S35)

and the two-qubit gate

ZZ(θ) ≡ e−iθẐ⊗Ẑ/2 = diag(e−iθ/2, eiθ/2, eiθ/2, e−iθ/2) = CNOT[I2 ⊗ Rz(θ)]CNOT, (S36)

where CNOT denotes the controlled-NOT gate. Note that the global phase from I2nα can be ignored.
For vortical flows, an additional qubit can be added to encode the spin state [S4] into the nx + ny + 1 qubits. Instead, we split

the two components in ψ±, and treat ψ+ or ψ− as ψ for potential flows, due to the uncoupled nature of the two components in
Eq. (S10). This permits utilization of the identical qubit array as in potential flow and a shorter circuit for improving experimental
outcomes.

C. Circuit optimization

The original circuits for initial state preparation and evolution may contain CZ gates between arbitrary two qubits. Con-
strained by the layout topology of our device, only CZ gates between adjacent qubits are allowed, necessitating further circuit
transpilations.
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Figure S2. Integrated histograms of various device performance parameters. (a) Qubit idle frequency. (b) Qubit relaxation time measured
at the idle frequency. (c) Qubit dephasing time measured using spin echo sequence. (d) Simultaneous operation errors of single-qubit gates
(blue), two-qubit CZ gates (orange), and readout (green). Dashed lines indicate the median values. The errors of quantum gates are Pauli errors
obtained through simultaneous cross-entropy benchmarking, and the readout error is calculated as er = 1 − ( f0 + f1)/2 with f0(1) denoting the
measure fidelities of the state |0⟩ (|1⟩).

In this work, considering the limited fidelities of the quantum gates on our device, we use CPFlow [S9] to obtain approximate
circuits that fit the native gate set and device topology, meanwhile minimize the number of CZ gates. This program takes
connections between qubits, the threshold, and the loss function based on the targeting state or unitary matrix as main input.
Here we choose 1 − F as the loss function where F is the fidelity between the target and result. Based on the input connections,
it randomly generate entangling blocks containing the gate set {CP,Rx,Ry,Rz}, where CP denotes controlled-phase gate and
Ri represents rotation gates around the axis i, and adjust angles of each gate to minimize the loss function. The optimization
procedure ends when the threshold is reached. The fidelity of results generated by CPFlow is listed in Tab. S1.

Table S1. Fidelity of results generated by CPFlow.

Target
State encoding Evolution

Diverging flow 2D vortex (ψ+) 2D vortex (ψ−) t = π/4 t = π/2

1 − F 8 × 10−6 8 × 10−3 8 × 10−3 5 × 10−7 8 × 10−10

3. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

A. Device information

Our experiments are performed on a quantum processor with frequency-tunable transmon qubits encapsulated in a 11 × 11
square lattice and tunable couplers between adjacent qubits, with the overall design similar to that in Ref. [S10]. The maximum
resonance frequencies of the qubit and coupler are around 4.5 GHz and 9.0 GHz, respectively. The effective coupling between
two neighboring qubits can be dynamically activated by biasing the sandwiched coupler down close to qubits’ interaction fre-
quency. Each qubit capacitively couples to its own readout resonator at the frequency of around 6.5 GHz for dispersively readout.
As illustrated in Fig. 1, ten qubits are used in our experiments, with the characterized properties summarized in Fig. S2.

B. Circuit implementation

We employ the native gate set {U(θ, φ, λ), CZ} to implement the desired experimental circuits, where U(θ, φ, λ) =
Rz(φ)Ry(θ)Rz(λ) denotes a generic single-qubit gate with three Euler angles, and CZ denotes the two-qubit CZ gate that fits
the layout topology of our device. In practice, each generic single-qubit gate is achieved with a virtual Z rotation [S11] followed
by a 30-ns long microwave pulse shaped with DRAG technique [S12], which can be formulated as Rφ+π/2(θ)Rz(φ+ λ) where the
subscript φ + π/2 refers to the angle of the equatorial rotation axis with respect to the x-axis. We realize two-qubit CZ gates by
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Figure S3. Experimental circuit for encoding the spin-up component for the 2D vortex. Starting with the ground state |0⟩⊗10, we apply parallel
single- and two-qubit gates layer by layer with the circuit depth up to 23. In practice, each layer of parallel single-qubit (two-qubit) gate
requires a duration of 30 (40) ns. Hence, the total execution time is 810 ns, which is still much shorter than the median lifetime of qubits
around 90 µs. At the end of the circuit, we measure all qubits simultaneously to reconstruct the density and momentum fields. Each round
rectangle with label U denotes a generic single-qubit gate.

bringing |11⟩ and |02⟩ (or |20⟩) of the qubit pairs in near resonance and activating the coupling for a specific time of 30 ns to
achieve a complete cycle between |11⟩ and |02⟩ (or |20⟩), with the calibration procedure detailed in Ref. [S13].

Each experimental circuit is aligned as a staggered arrangement of single- and two-qubit gate layers, with a typical exper-
imental circuit shown in Fig. S3 and all aligned circuit depths listed in Tab. S2. CZ gate parameters are optimized for each
two-qubit gate layer. We perform simultaneous cross entropy benchmarking (XEB) [S14, S15] to characterize the performance
of the quantum gates used in circuits with the statistical result shown in Fig. S2(d).

Table S2. Depths of aligned circuits.

t = 0 t = π/4 t = π/2

Diverging flow 13 33 19

2D vortex (ψ+) 23 45 29

2D vortex (ψ−) 27 49 29

C. Measurement of quantum state

Here we derive the matrix elements of the measurement operator of density and momentum. To facilitate this analysis, we
introduce ϕ(m, l) = ψ2nx m+l, where the indices l = 0, 1, . . . , 2nx − 1 and m = 0, 1, . . . , 2ny − 1 denote the discrete coordinates in the
x and y directions, respectively. Consequently, the density is measured as

ρ(m, l) = ϕ∗(m, l)ϕ(m, l) = ψ∗2nx m+lψ2nx m+l = ⟨ψ| ρ̂(m, l) |ψ⟩, (S37)

and the matrix elements of the measurement operator are

ρ̂(m, l)
j, k = δ j, 2nx m+lδ2nx m+l, k. (S38)

Note that the whole density field can be obtained from a single measurement.
Extracting momentum field is much more complicated. We employ the finite difference method to approximate derivatives

in the momentum expression in Eq. (S5). In practice, we replace non-bounded (bounded) derivatives with central (forward or
backward) differences. The derivation for non-bounded momentum is provided below.
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The momentum is re-expressed as

J(m, l) =
i
2
[
ϕ(m, l)∇ϕ∗(m, l) − ϕ∗(m, l)∇ϕ(m, l)

]
≈ i

4∆x
[
(ϕ∗(m, l + 1) − ϕ∗(m, l − 1)) ϕ(m, l) − ϕ∗(m, l) (ϕ(m, l + 1) − ϕ(m, l − 1))

]
ex

+
i

4∆y
[
(ϕ∗(m + 1, l) − ϕ∗(m − 1, l)) ϕ(m, l) − ϕ∗(m, l) (ϕ(m + 1, l) − ϕ(m − 1, l))

]
ey

=
i

4∆x
[
ϕ∗(m, l + 1)ϕ(m, l) − ϕ∗(m, l − 1)ϕ(m, l) − ϕ∗(m, l)ϕ(m, l + 1) + ϕ∗(m, l)ϕ(m, l − 1)

]
ex

+
i

4∆y
[
ϕ∗(m + 1, l)ϕ(m, l) − ϕ∗(m − 1, l)ϕ(m, l) − ϕ∗(m, l)ϕ(m + 1, l) + ϕ∗(m, l)ϕ(m − 1, l)

]
ey

=
i

4∆x

(
ψ∗2nx m+l+1ψ2nx m+l − ψ∗2nx m+l−1ψ2nx m+l − ψ∗2nx m+lψ2nx m+l+1 + ψ

∗
2nx m+lψ2nx m+l−1

)
ex

+
i

4∆y

(
ψ∗2nx (m+1)+lψ2nx m+l − ψ∗2nx (m−1)+lψ2nx m+l − ψ∗2nx m+lψ2nx (m+1)+l + ψ

∗
2nx m+lψ2nx (m−1)+l

)
ey

= ⟨ψ| Ĵ (m, l) |ψ⟩, (S39)

with matrix elements

Ĵ (m, l)
j, k =

i
2

[
δ2nx m+l, k

(δ j, 2nx m+l+1 − δ j, 2nx m+l−1

2∆x
ex +

δ j, 2nx (m+1)+l − δ j, 2nx (m−1)+l

2∆y
ey

)
− δ j, 2nx m+l

(δ2nx m+l+1, k − δ2nx m+l−1, k

2∆x
ex +

δ2nx (m+1)+l, k − δ2nx (m−1)+l, k

2∆y
ey

)]
, (S40)

grid spacings ∆x = 2π/2nx and ∆y = 2π/2ny , the Kronecker delta δ, and Cartesian unit vectors {ex, ey}.
For vortical flows, we measure ρ±(m, l) and J±(m, l) using the same method, and then compute u = (J+ + J−)/(ρ+ + ρ−) and

ω = ∂uy/∂x − ∂ux/∂y.
In principle, each generic n-qubit observable O can be decomposed as a sum of Pauli strings

O =
4n−1∑
j=0

Tr(OP j)
2n P j, P j ∈ {σ⊗n} (S41)

which requires an exponentially increasing number of measurements. However, for the momentum operator Ĵ (m, l), only a few
terms in Eq. (S41) have non-zero coefficients, which significantly reduce the experimental runtime. As a result, 5120 Pauli
strings are required to reconstruct the momentum field. Furthermore, since some local Pauli strings, e.g., ZIZZIXXXYX, can
be calculated from the measured probability distribution of certain global Pauli strings, e.g., ZZZZZXXXYX, the measurement
number is eventually reduced to 62. Here we plot the first 20 Pauli string expectation values in decreasing order for the diverging
flow case in Fig. S4, which shows decent agreement with the exact solution.

In summary, we perform 63 measurements to reconstruct the density field and momentum field for each circuit. Each mea-
surement involves 105 single shots to build the probability distribution, consuming approximately 20 s at a sampling rate of 5
kHz. The experiment is repeated five times for each flow case. The average results for all flow cases in main text are shown in
Fig. S5.

4. EFFECTS OF QUANTUM ERRORS

Although the experimental results on the superconducting processor capture the major features of fluid dynamics in all flow
cases, there are some notable artifacts, such as regular stripe patterns in the reconstructed flow fields in Fig. 2(c). Here we
investigate the origins of these artifacts with numerical simulations.

A. Stripe-like artifacts

The ability of the finite number of qubits to encode an exponentially large fluid state suggests that local perturbations can
exert a global influence on the encoded flow field. As illustrated in Fig. S6(a), we demonstrate this phenomenon by applying an
extra error gate after each single-qubit gate on a certain qubit. The numerical simulation results exhibit different regular stripe
patterns depending on the choice of the error qubit in Figs. S6(b) and (c).
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Error bars on experimental data represent ten standard deviations. Each layout pattern under x-axis denote a Pauli string with each qubit
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B. Deviation of Jy in the diverging flow

We generate a circuit for encoding the 2D diverging flow by applying an extra error gate after each single-qubit gate on all
qubits, which yields a similar x-averaged profile of Jy with the experimental result in Fig. S7.

5. COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

We analyze the algorithm complexities of simulating fluid flows via Hamiltonian simulation. Consider a D-dimensional flow
using nD qubits with N = 2n grid points in each dimension and total number ND = 2nD of grid points.

First, we address the time complexity of state preparation. The preparation of an initial state involves breaking down each
unitary transformation on nD qubits. Various quantum algorithms and their complexities for state preparation are summarized
in Ref. [S16]. Currently, no quantum algorithm achieves simultaneous logarithmic time complexity in terms of ND, κ, and
1/ε, where κ denotes the condition number of the state vector, and ε characterizes accuracy. In general, preparing any nD-
qubit initial state needs a prohibitive circuit depth of O(2nD), which challenges the quantum advantage. This problem can be
addressed through the implementation of quantum random access memory [S17]. Additionally, variational quantum algorithms
can facilitate generating the approximate quantum circuit for a given initial velocity with a polynomial scale.

Second, we analyze the time complexity of state evolution. The quantum gate complexity per temporal increment is S q =

O(n2D) [S18]. By contrast, the corresponding complexity using the fast Fourier transform is S c = O(nD2nD) in classical
computing. For the state evolution, quantum computing demonstrates a remarkable speedup, with the ratio Rq = O(2nD/n)
compared to its classical counterpart.

Third, we analyze the measurement complexity. To reconstruct the entire flow field, the expectation of O(4nD) Pauli strings
must be measured. Each measurement involves O(100 × 2nD) single shots to build the probability distribution and is repeated
for several times. This requirement results in high time complexity for the measurement. Therefore, it is imperative to devise
measurement operators that either restrict flow statistics to a minimal set of qubits or allow an expansion into polynomial-scale
Pauli strings.
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