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Chiral edge states are highly sought-after as paradigmatic topological states relevant to both
quantum information processing and dissipationless electron transport. Using superconducting
transmon-based quantum computers, we demonstrate chiral topological propagation that is induced
by suitably designed interactions, instead of flux or spin-orbit coupling. Also different from conven-
tional 2D realizations, our effective Chern lattice is implemented on a much smaller equivalent 1D
spin chain, with sequences of entangling gates encapsulating the required time-reversal breaking.
By taking advantage of the quantum nature of the platform, we circumvented difficulties from the
limited qubit number and gate fidelity in present-day noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ)-era
quantum computers, paving the way for the quantum simulation of more sophisticated topological
states on very rapidly developing quantum hardware.

Introduction.—The discovery of the integer quantum
Hall effect in 2D electron gases revolutionized condensed
matter physics [1, 2]. To circumvent the requirement
of a strong external magnetic field, tight-binding lat-
tices with intrinsic time-reversal symmetry (TRS) break-
ing have been devised, inspired by Haldane’s seminal
Chern insulator [3]. Such lattice-based chiral topolog-
ical phenomenon is known as the ‘quantum anomalous
Hall effect ’ and has been demonstrated in ferromag-
netic topological insulators [4–7], magic-angle twisted bi-
layer graphene [8–11], and Moiré heterostructures [12–
14]. Such is their academic and potential technological
impact that topological boundary states have also been
realized in photonic platforms [15–23], polariton [24–27],
mechanical gyrotopic [28–30] and acoustic [19, 31–35] sys-
tems, as well as topolectrical circuits [36–53].

In the above, the broken TRS required for chiral topo-
logical propagation have been introduced through mag-
netic dopants, orbital magnetism or non-reciprocal me-
dia. Tantalizing alternative routes, however, exist when
the chiral lattice is physically implemented on universal
quantum simulators, as in quantum circuits and quan-
tum computers [54–60]. In particular, such fully quan-
tum platforms have the innate propensity to realize the
nontrivial TRS-breaking topology via novel many-body
effects and interactions. In this work, we demonstrate
how chiral topological dynamics can be induced through
engineered interactions, rather than conventional single-
body mechanisms such as spin-orbit coupling.

As intrinsically quantum platforms, quantum comput-
ers are in principle able to realize any quantum phe-
nomenon, including strong interaction effects beyond the
reach of classical topological metamaterials. Even in
the current noisy intermediate-state quantum (NISQ)
era, digital quantum computers have shown incredible
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promise [61–65] due to their versatility, complementing
alternative experimental platforms such as ultracold po-
lar molecules [66, 67] and Rydberg atoms [68–70]. Pro-
grammable with universal quantum gate sets that can
simulate generic unitaries, quantum computers are ide-
ally poised as platforms for observing various condensed-
matter and topological phenomena, particularly those
that require esoteric or many-body coupling configura-
tions. Existing bottlenecks, such as low gate fidelity, de-
coherence, limited qubit connectivity and limited num-
ber of qubits [71], may be significantly alleviated by error
mitigation and circuit optimization techniques [72–76].

To date, simulating two-dimensional systems such as
Chern lattices has been inherently challenging given the
aforementioned hardware constraints. Physical simula-
tions on digital quantum computers have largely been
restricted to 1D spin or fermionic chains and small 2D
systems [77–83]. Indeed, due to the numerous lattice
sites (& 102) necessary for cleanly observing chiral mode
propagation, these paradigmatic topological states have
been missing from quantum computer demonstrations.

In this Letter, we propagate a chiral topological mode
on a quantum computer, demonstrating a versatile quan-
tum simulation setup that complements existing experi-
mental realizations of Chern topology. By designing log-
ical two-body interactions, the Chern lattice is mapped
exactly onto a 1D chain with two interacting excita-
tions [84], which is well within the capabilities of NISQ
quantum computers. Our remapping relied on the fact
that Chern topological states are fundamentally single-
body phenomena, and can thus be “compressed” into
a smaller physical system already hosting an exponen-
tially large quantum many-body Hilbert space. We em-
ployed IBM transmon-based superconducting quantum
computers, which has been utilized in various applica-
tions [85, 86], including quantum chemistry [87, 88] and
spin lattice problems [79, 89]. Compared to existing
quantum computer simulations of other topological sys-
tems [55–57], ours is performed in physical, not synthetic,
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FIG. 1. Chiral topological propagation from inter-
actions. (a) Chern topology arises from a checkerboard
lattice with non-reciprocal couplings carrying effective flux
(thick and thin orange arrows). Implemented as a 1D inter-
acting chain, vertical/horizontal and diagonal couplings be-
come single-boson (red, blue) and two-boson hoppings (pink,
orange) respectively. An on-site repulsive interaction is im-
posed to yield a virtual boundary along the lattice diagonal,
along which chiral propagation occurs in the form of oppo-
sitely moving two-particle wavepackets (black arrows). (b)
The Berry curvature F and (c) its corresponding d(k)-vector
skyrmionic texture of our model for v1 = v2 = 1 and φ = π/6.
The total number of chiral edge modes is the Chern number∫
F d2k /2π = 2. (d) The Wannier polarization represent-

ing the center of mass translation of a maximally-localized
wavepacket as we thread a flux k+ → k+ +Ay. It is pumped
C = 2 upon a complete cycle, and moves with almost perfect
uniformity for most values of the ratios v2/v1.

space with a significantly more complex Hamiltonian, al-
lowing for the observation of topological boundary chiral
dynamics in an intrinsically 2D setting.
Chern lattice as an interacting model.—A Chern lat-

tice is a system with an integer C number of robust chi-
ral boundary modes, where C is the Chern topological
invariant [90]. This invariant is defined as the index of
the mapping T 2 → Γ, where Γ is the state space where
eigenstates live in. For 2-band models, Γ takes the famil-
iar form of the Bloch sphere, and C measures how many
times the torus T 2 wraps around the sphere.

Although the torus is commonly taken to represent 2D
lattice momentum space, it can also refer to the joint
configuration momentum space of two particles, whose
interactions correspond to effective hoppings that shape
the mapping T 2 → Γ. This alternative representation
takes advantage of the much larger many-body Hilbert
space intrinsically accessible on a quantum computer:
unlike in classical systems, just N qubits can index up

to 2N possible configurations, thereby easily accommo-
dating the O(N2)-dimensional basis of T 2. As such, by
rewriting certain hoppings in terms of interaction terms,
we can achieve drastically more compact simulations
of higher-dimensional lattices. Such a mapping makes
Chern boundary modes, which usually require O(102)
lattice sites [91] to properly resolve, readily observable
on current-generation quantum computers with O(101)
high-quality interconnected qubits.

Besides allowing for the compact simulation of physical
lattices, a digital quantum computer realization is greatly
versatile in accommodating couplings of differing ranges
and types. For concreteness, we discuss in the context of
the topological Hamiltonian that we implemented; but
this versatility applies to lattice Hamiltonians in gen-
eral. We used a modified version of the checkerboard
lattice model well-known for flat band properties and
strongly-correlated states [92–94], H =

∑
kH(k)c†kck,

where H(k) = d(k) · σ =[
−4v2 sin k− sin k+ 2v1(cos k− + cos k+e

2iφ)
2v1(cos k− + cos k+e

−2iφ) 4v2 sin k− sin k+

]
,

(1)
for k± = k1 ± k2 written in its original 2D momentum
space. Above, d(k) denotes the Bloch vector (see Sup-
plement S1) and σ are Pauli matrices. The lattice-space
representation of our Hamiltonian, obtained by a Fourier
transform of Eq. (1), is exactly depicted in Fig. 1a, con-
sisting of two square lattices interlocked in a checker-
board fashion. This lattice contains inter-sublattice cou-
plings v1 in the directions ∆r = (1,±1) and (−1,±1).
Vertical and horizontal v2 hoppings take alternate signs
in adjacent checkers (Fig. 1a). Importantly, the requi-
site TRS breaking for Chern topology enters through
the alternating phase factors e±2iφ along the diagonal
∆r ∝ (1, 1), in the couplings between the upper/lower
and lower/upper sublattices. While realizing these phase
factors can be challenging in conventional topological me-
dia [35, 95–99], they are readily achievable on a digital
quantum computer.

As the next step, we rewrite these hoppings via
c†x1,x2

→ µ†x1
ν†x2

, where µ† and ν† create hardcore bosons
of two different species in 1D, such that the (1 + 1)-body
sector of this new system H1D corresponds to the original
2D Hamiltonian H with

H1D = v1

∑
x1,x2 even

(
µ†x1+1e

2iφ + µ†x1−1

)
ν†x2+1µx1

νx2

+ v1

∑
x1,x2 odd

(
µ†x1+1e

−2iφ + µ†x1−1

)
ν†x2+1µx1

νx2

+ v2

∑
x

(−1)x(µ†x+2µx − ν
†
x+2νx) + h.c..

(2)

In this formulation, the v2 hoppings, which were orig-
inally vertical or horizontal, remain single-body, albeit
over next nearest neighbors. But, the diagonal v1 hop-
pings become simultaneous two-body hopping interac-
tions, some containing phase rotations e±2iφ. Further,
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the impenetrability of the hardcore µ, ν-bosons (see Sup-
plement S1) enforces a virtual boundary that prohibits
double site occupancy along x1 = x2, i.e., the diagonal
line perpendicular to k−. The interference of the phase
rotations collude to give rise to chiral topological trans-
port along this boundary. This is apparent upon referring
to the polarization

P (p+) =
1

4π

∫ p+

−π

∫ π

−π
F(k+, k−) dk− dk+ , (3)

which changes by C = 2 sites upon a complete cycle of
flux threading (Fig. 1d), implying non-trivial topologi-
cal pumping. Here, F = −i〈∂x1

ψ|∂x2
ψ〉 + h.c. is the

Berry curvature [100], computed from the Jacobian de-
terminant of the d(k) mapping (Figs. 1c, 1d). Physically,
P reflects the spectral flow propagation of Wannier cen-
ters [101–104] upon flux threading, and for this model,
can be optimized to be as uniform as possible to facil-
itate uniform chiral boundary propagation (Supplement
S1). In terms of the µ, ν-bosons, this pumping is mani-
fested as the motion of correlated particle pairs occupy-
ing adjacent sites, which is robustly protected by the flux
asymmetry caused by the dissimilar effects of the phases
φ on the left and the right of each boson. Along the vir-
tual boundary, where the two bosons are next to each
other, this asymmetry leads to a correlated pumping of
their center-of-mass, i.e. chiral propagation.
Realization on a quantum computer.—To simulate chi-

ral propagation, we implement H1D on IBM transmon-
based quantum computers [105–107]. The quantum na-
ture of this platform allows many-body systems to be
directly simulated; in the present context of H1D, we
represent each unit cell of the Chern lattice model with
2 qubits, for a total of 16 qubits representing an L = 8
lattice. This is a considerable reduction from the 82 = 64
qubits otherwise needed, without the dimensional reduc-
tion into a 1D system. We use 27-qubit quantum devices
in our simulation runs (see Supplement S2).

We map the {|00〉 , |01〉 , |10〉} computational basis
states of each pair of qubits to unoccupied, occupied by a
µ-boson, and occupied by a ν-boson states of the model.
The hardcore bosonic constraint is enforced by an ap-
propriate representation of µ, ν operators satisfying the
canonical mixed-commutation relations. An initial state
|ψ0〉 evolves over time as |ψ(t)〉 = U(t) |ψ0〉, with prop-
agator U(t) = e−iH1Dt. To study state dynamics on the
quantum computer, it is necessary to implement U(t) as
a quantum circuit; a standard method is to decompose
H1D =

∑
γ Aγσ

γ in the spin-1/2 basis, for generically
non-commuting Pauli strings σγ andAγ ∈ R, and employ
trotterization [108, 109]. In the first-order scheme, we
split e−iH1Dt =

(
e−iH1D∆t

)n into n steps, each of which
is approximated as

∏
γ e
−iAγ∆t. Here, it is convenient to

separate H1D = h1 +h2, such that h1 contains the single-
boson hoppings, and h2 the two-boson interactions. Then
the trotterized circuit can be constructed from unitaries
u1 and u2, respectively implementing evolution by h1 and
h2, as shown in Fig. 2b. See Supplement S2 for further

a)

b)

c) d)

=

=

FIG. 2. Quantum circuit implementation schematics.
(a) Schematic of quantum circuit for time-evolving an ini-
tial state |ψ0〉 according to our Hamiltonian H1D, with error
mitigation (RO+PS) applied on the final measurements. (b)
In-principle first-order trotterization of the e−iH1Dt propaga-
tor, and the breakdown of a trotter step in terms of unitaries
u1 and u2, as further elaborated in Supplement S2. Pairs of
qubits (drawn as double lines) represent each site of the logi-
cal Chern lattice. (c) Circuit ansatz for recompilation, com-
prising layers of entangling CXs and single-qubit rotations,
stacked in brickwork pattern. (d) Non-nearest neighbour CX
gates can be implemented using SWAPs, which themselves
decompose into nearest-neighbour CXs.

details.
Although the physical couplings between the hard-

ware qubits are only between nearest neighbors, long-
ranged entangling gates corresponding to distant cou-
plings in u1 and u2 can be effected with the application of
SWAP gates. For instance, at the basic level, non-nearest
neighbour CX gates can be effected by chaining CXs
on adjacent qubits (Fig. 2d). The single-particle hop-
pings and two-particle quartic interactions are treated
on equal footing in the quantum circuit implementation,
and the simulation is digital in nature, compared to the
aforementioned analog classical platforms [15–17, 19, 28–
39, 45, 110, 111].

We note, however, that in this form, the trotterized
circuits for H1D are infeasibly deep for current NISQ-era
devices. Present benchmarks indicate O

(
102
)
CX lay-

ers are achievable with state-of-the-art techniques and
hardware, likely yet smaller for quantitatively accurate
simulations; the numerous trotter steps required for ac-
ceptable truncation error easily exceeds this limit. We
thus employ an implementation strategy known as circuit
recompilation [59, 112–114] to compress circuit depth. A
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FIG. 3. Demonstration of chiral topological propagation on a quantum computer. (a) Evolution of occupancy
densities ρ(x1, x2) =

〈
µ†x1µx1ν

†
x2νx2

〉
as time progresses, with good agreement between exact diagonalization (top row) and

hardware data (bottom row), for an initial wavepacket at (x1, x2) = (2, 4). We have normalized the peak of ρ(x1, x2) for
visual clarity. Hatch-shaded squares indicate the x1 = x2 virtual boundary. (b) 3D visualization of the same chiral prop-
agation, which clearly reveals the peak translating parallel to the x1 = x2 virtual boundary. The sequence of snapshots of
measured ρ(x1, x2) at t = 0, 0.75, 1.50 and 2.25 are superimposed (lightest to darkest). (c) (Left) Monotonic evolution of the
center-of-mass 〈x1 + x2〉, with localized peak positions (crosses) shifting together with the density profile (blue) and centroid
〈x1 + x2〉 =

∑
x1,x2

(x1 + x2)ρ(x1, x2)
4 (dashed). Exact diagonalization (ED) results agree closely with data from the quantum

hardware. (Right) The state remains close to the diagonal virtual boundary, as indicated by constant 〈x1 − x2〉 = 2 over time.
Parameters are v1 = v2 = 1 and φ = π/6.

circuit ansatz (Fig. 2c) comprising layers of single-qubit
rotations and CX entangling gates, laid in a brickwork
pattern, is iteratively optimized through tensor network-
aided quantum simulation [115] to approach the intended
unitary. Specifically, we collect the rotation angles ϑ =
(θ,φ,λ), and numerically treat the optimization prob-
lem argmaxϑ | 〈ψ0|V †ϑU |ψ0〉|2 for circuit unitary Vϑ. Ad-
ditionally, we note H1D is number-conserving in both the
µ and ν species, and also conserves the parity of x1 +x2.
As our focus is in states |ψ0〉 with definite µ, ν-particle
numbers and x1 +x2 parity (corresponding to the single-
particle sector on the checkerboard lattice), we need only
perform calculations over the symmetry-restricted sector,
significantly alleviating costs. This sector-specific recom-
pilation technique hugely reduces circuit depth (to ≤ 12
CX layers), and is critical in our realization of the H1D
model on present hardware. See Supplement S2 for tech-
nical details.

To suppress the effects of hardware noise, we employ
readout error mitigation [72–74], post-selection [79, 116],
and averaging across qubit chains and machines. In par-
ticular, we run calibration circuits alongside each exper-
iment, and approximately correct measurement bit-flip
errors via linear inversion; to feasibly accommodate 16
qubits, we use an approximate tensored scheme [59]. Fi-
nally, results that violate the µ, ν-particle number and

x1 + x2 parity symmetries of H1D are non-physical, en-
abling a post-selection policy at no additional circuit
depth nor measurement costs.

Measured results.—We directly measured interaction-
induced topological chiral propagation (Fig. 3) along a di-
agonal virtual boundary x1 = x2 in configuration space.
We simulate the time-evolution of an initial state local-
ized at position (x1, x2) = (2, 4) adjacent to the diagonal;
an analogous set of results for (x1, x2) = (7, 5) on the op-
posite side of the diagonal is given in Supplement S3.
In both, the site-resolved occupancy densities ρ(x1, x2)
measured on hardware very closely match exact diago-
nalization results. The chiral nature of the boundary-
localized propagating modes are more saliently presented
in (Figs. 3b–d), where unidirectional propagation along
the diagonal, in opposite directions for the two initial
states, is clearly observed, as indeed expected. The unidi-
rectionality of transport is apparent from the movement
of the wavepacket peak, which closely track 〈x1 + x2〉
and monotonously increases; localization along the vir-
tual boundary is maintained throughout transport, as
verified by an almost constant 〈x1 − x2〉.

While the presently studied model is interesting as it
hosts chiral modes under periodic boundary conditions
without physical edges, we demonstrate chiral propaga-
tion also under more traditional open boundary condi-
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tions (see Supplement S3). On such a lattice, boundary-
localized wavepackets unidirectionally propagate along
the virtual boundary of the diagonal, bend at the corner
and travel along the physical edges, and loop back onto
the diagonal. In both cases, we successfully demonstrate
quantum anomalous Hall-type topological transport on
a fully programmable quantum platform, despite the in-
herent limitations of current-day NISQ-era devices.

Discussion.—In this work, we successfully demon-
strated chiral propagating modes on a quantum com-
puter. While observing such Chern propagation typically
requires implementing 2D quantum anomalous Hall lat-
tices, we instead employed a checkerboard model that
maps into a 1D interacting chain with Pauli-like repul-
sive interactions. Through a combination of remapping
the lattice to a spin chain and the use of appropriately-
designed many-body interactions [44, 117], we were able
to circumvent circuit breadth limitations on present-day
noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ)-era quantum
computers.

Indeed, quantum computers provide a versatile plat-
form for investigating new condensed-matter phenomena,
including those involving long-ranged or exotic many-
body couplings. With a Hilbert space that harbors expo-

nentially many degrees of freedom, they can accommo-
date various phenomena such as many-body scars, quan-
tum phase transitions, and time crystals, even when the
requisite interactions are challenging to realize on other
platforms. While the full advantage of digital quan-
tum simulation can only be realized with quantum er-
ror correction and fault-tolerant quantum computing, re-
cent progress, including the present study, demonstrate
already encouraging capabilities on rapidly advancing
NISQ-era hardware. As a final remark, we point out
that while we have focused on the quantum simulation
of a 2D Chern insulator, our mapping method is gen-
eral to arbitrary d-dimensional, n-band one-body systems
(see Supplement S1), and is readily applicable to study
more sophisticated topological phenomena [77, 78, 118–
124][125].
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