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Originating from the Hamiltonian of a single qubit system, the phenomenon of the avoided level
crossing is ubiquitous in multiple branches of physics, including the Landau-Zener transition in
atomic, molecular and optical physics, the band structure of condensed matter physics and the
dispersion relation of relativistic quantum physics. We revisit this fundamental phenomenon in the
simple example of a spinless relativistic quantum particle traveling in (141)-dimensional space-time
and establish its relation to a spin-1/2 system evolving under a P7T-symmetric Hamiltonian. This
relation allows us to simulate 1-dimensional eigenvalue problems with a single qubit. Generalizing
this relation to the eigenenergy problem of a bulk system with N spatial dimensions reveals that its
eigenvalue problem can be mapped onto the time evolution of the edge state with (IV — 1) spatial
dimensions governed by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. In other words, the bulk eigenenergy state
is encoded in the edge state as a hologram, which can be decoded by the propagation of the edge
state in the temporal dimension. We argue that the evolution will be P7T-symmetric as long as the
bulk system admits parity symmetry. Our work finds the application of PT-symmetric and non-
Hermitian physics in quantum simulation and provides insights into the fundamental symmetries.

In the 1980s, Richard Feynman envisioned the advan-
tage of using quantum mechanical systems to simulate
quantum physics [I]. As most formulations of quantum
mechanics consider the systems to be governed by Hermi-
tian Hamiltonians, the community established the theory
of quantum computation based on combinations of uni-
tary gate operations [2H5]. However, after decades of
effort toward implementing quantum computers, we re-
alize that even the most highly controlled quantum sys-
tems are open quantum systems [6H8]. These open quan-
tum systems are non-unitary, suffering from the residual
coupling with the environment causing dissipation and
decoherence. In contrast to the stereotype that such non-
unitary effects of evolution are always harmful, dissipa-
tion is now considered an important resource for quan-
tum technologies, with extensive applications in quan-
tum control, sensing, and simulation [9HI7]. In this let-
ter, we extend Feynman’s logic by taking advantage of
open quantum systems as an efficient resource for quan-
tum simulation. In particular, we show how the open
quantum system evolution described by a non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian [I5, [I8430] allows one to map the eigen-
value problem of a 1-dimensional Hermitian system onto
the time evolution of a qubit. Extending this reason-
ing suggests that an N-dimensional Hermitian bulk sys-
tem can be mapped onto the non-Hermitian time evolu-
tion of a (N — 1)-dimensional edge system. In parallel
with the research highlighting the bulk-boundary corre-
spondence of non-Hermitian systems [31H35], our work
finds the new application of these concepts to reduce the
quantum resources required for encoding the spatial de-
grees of freedom in quantum simulation for Hermitian
systems. We present two specific examples that illus-
trate the power of this concept: First, we propose an ex-
perimental scheme exploiting this relationship to perform
quantum simulation of a scattering problem with reduced

quantum resources. Second, we examine the system of a
Kitaev chain and show how the non-Hermitian evolution
can model the physics of Majorana zero modes in one
of the simplest topologically nontrivial models [36H40].
After demonstrating our method with two examples, we
discuss the relation between Parity symmetry and Parity-
Time (PT)-symmetry and generalize the result to show
how PT-symmetric evolution of the edge state generates
the solution of the eigenvalue problem of a bulk Hermi-
tian system.

The eigenvalue problem and PT -symmetric evolu-
tion—We start by considering the simple case of a mass-
less Fermion moving in one dimension, which has a linear
dispersion relation as shown in Fig. a). The right and
left moving particles form a two-state system {|L), |R)},
which can be mapped onto a qubit. In this gapless limit,
the Dirac equation is uncoupled. Once the two compo-
nents are coupled, the particle acquires a mass resulting
in an avoided crossing (Fig.[[{b)). In this case, the parti-
cle at rest is given by an equal superposition of the states
|L) and |R). In general, the state of a traveling particle is
given by some linear combination of |L) and |R). Partic-
ularly, the state |£) = %(|L> + |R)) represents the par-
ticle at rest with eigenenergy equal to +=m. This picture
implicitly incorporates the idea of separation of variables,
where we downgrade the momentum from an operator to
a parameter —id, — k. Hence we can write the corre-
sponding Schrédinger equation for the particle with the
time coordinate treated as the independent variable,

()= G B Gn) = ()

where we have set A = ¢ = 1 for simplicity. This ap-
proach, however, is not the only option, and may not be
the most convenient approach under some circumstances.
Indeed, the Dirac equation does not prefer a specific time
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FIG. 1. Dispersion relation, avoided crossings, and
qubits. (a) The linear dispersion relation of the left-moving
and right-moving massless Fermions. These two states are la-
beled by |L) and |R), respectively. They can be mapped onto
a qubit, represented north and south pole on a Bloch sphere.
(b) The dispersion relation of massive Dirac Fermion. Once
the coupling is introduced, the dispersion relation exhibits
an avoided crossing. The two states represent the particle at
rest with +m eigenenergy are represented on the Bloch sphere
along the +X axis.

or spatial coordinate.

Instead, we consider replacing the energy, w with a
parameter and treat the spatial coordinate as the inde-
pendent variable,

o (5n) = (0 22) () - ()

The matrix that appears here as an effective Hamilto-
nian, Heg, is clearly non-Hermitian, and embodies the
well-known concept of the PT-symmetry breaking tran-
sition [I8, 20H27, 29, [30], as is shown in Fig. 2l Solving
the characteristic polynomial for the eigenvalues k of this
effective Hamiltonian,

k=+vVw?—m? (3)

we can see that if w is a real number, the solution for
k can alternatively be real, or imaginary. This em-
bodies the regions of respectively unbroken (Fig. [2[a))
and broken PT-symmetry (Fig. (c)), with an excep-
tional point (EP) occurring for |w| = m (Fig. b))
[15, 23], 27, 28, 41], [42]. Additionally, since Hog is non-
Hermitian, its eigenvectors are generally non-orthogonal.

This establishes the principle that we employ to har-
ness quantum evolution in a resource-efficient manner for
quantum simulation: we now let the laboratory time co-
ordinate represent the spatial coordinate of Eq. [2] such
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FIG. 2. PT-symmetry. The parameter space is catego-

rized by the status of the PT-symmetry. In each case, the
horizontal dashed line represents the eigenenergy and the ar-
rows represent the eigenvectors of Heg. (a) When |w| > m,
the PT-symmetry is unbroken. The eigenmomenta of Heg are
a pair of real numbers with opposite signs. (b) When |w| = m,
the system is at the exceptional point with the eigenmomenta
coalescing to 0. (c¢) When |w| < m, the PT-symmetry is bro-
ken. The eigenmomenta of Heg are a pair of purely imaginary
numbers with opposite signs.

that the real-time evolution of a qubit captures the spa-
tial solution of a chosen problem. We refer to this prin-
ciple as the qubit hologram because the qubit encodes
the wavefront of the spatial solution. In general, we are
interested in the scattering or bound states of a given po-
tential V(z), which can now be obtained from the time
evolution under,

(E-V() —-m
H(t) = ( m —E+V(t)) ’ )

where we have replaced w with E to emphasize it now
represents the eigenenergy of the problem.

Ezxample 1: Scattering phase shifts—The problem of
solving the cross section of an elastic neutron scattering
off an atomic nucleus described by an optical potential
can be reduced to a 1D problem through partial wave
decomposition (Fig. [3a)) [43], which gives a differential
equation for the radial wave function u;;(r) for the orbital
angular momentum quantum number [ and total angular
momentum number j,

2m I(1+1)
ACK r

ugy(r) + | k% = w;(r) =0, (5)

where Vj;(r) is given by the global optical model CH89
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FIG. 3. Simulating scattering phase shifts with qubit
dynamics. (a) The scattering of a neutron in plane wave
state given by wavevector k scattering off of a nucleus can
be expressed in terms of the radial wavefunction for the scat-
tering state w;(r). By mapping the radial wavefunction to
the components of a spinor describing a qubit, the spatial
solution uy;(r) of the scattering problem corresponds to the
time evolution |¢) (t). (b) The potential function Vi;(r) for
208Ph atomic nucleus given by CH89. (c) The trajectory on
the Bloch sphere. The vectors have been normalized to make
them stay on the Bloch sphere. (d) The scattering wavefunc-
tion for the lowest partial wave channel (I = 0,5 = 1). (e)
Unpolarized differential cross section calculated from the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian compared to the experimental result.

[44]. We will show how this differential equation can be
mapped onto the temporal dynamics of a qubit evolving
in a time-dependent Hamiltonian. For this purpose we
find it convenient to work in the |£) basis. The time
evolution of a qubit state |¢)) expressed in the basis |¢) =
a|+)+B|-), is given by a Hamiltonian H, which can be
represented as a 2x2 matrix.

By introducing a transformation between the spatial
and time coordinates r = vt, where v is a scaling param-
eter, we relate the qubit state |¢)) with the solution of

the wavefunction, w;;(r) by writing,

a(t) = v2uy(r), (6)

B(t) = iy (r)/(V2m), (7)
such that the expansion coeflicients «(t), 3(¢) encode the
wave function and its derivative.

To capture the solution to the differential equation
as temporal dynamics, we need the expansion coefficients
to obey the differential equations,

10 a(t) = 2ompB(t), (8)
10, 8(t) = v(E — Vior (v1))ax(t), (9)

where

B+
om  r2

Viot (1) = Vi;(r) + (10)
is the total potential including the centrifugal term.
The evolution described above can be implemented by
a Hamiltonian written as

H, (t)=v<E_th(Ut) 2’"), (11)

which is non-Hermitian. A non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
such as Eq. can be obtained, for example, through
the evolution of a dissipative qubit where post-selection
is used to eliminate quantum jumps [18] [19, [45] [46]. An-
other approach for synthesizing non-Hermitian dynamics
is based on Hamiltonian dilation. However, this method
requires additional computational resources.

Figure [3] displays a specific example where the evolu-
tion of a qubit is used to solve for the first partial wave
channel (I = 0, 7 = 1/2) scattering of a neutron off
of a 2°8Pb nucleus. Figure b) displays the potential
of the nucleus, where the imaginary part of the potential
corresponds to the process of neutron capture. We calcu-
late the time evolution of a qubit evolving under Eq.
using QuTiP [47, 48]. Figure [3|c) displays the result-
ing time evolution of the qubit, initialized in the state
|—), from which we determine the partial wave solution
ugj(r) (Fig. B(d)). By comparing the final phase to the
solution for the free particle, we can determine the scat-
tering phase shift and the scattering cross section [43].
By evaluating a series of these partial waves, we can sum
up their scattering contributions and compare the result
to the experimental data [44] as shown in Fig. [3(e).

Example 2: Majorana zero mode— In addition to scat-
tering states which allow a continuum of eigenenergy
values, our formalism also applies to bound states. In
particular, topological bound states are a class of bound
states with rich physics. We’ll show how our method is
able to solve for such states, and how the P7T-symmetry
transition signals a topological phase transition. Here
we demonstrate a Majorana zero mode as an edge state
of the Kitaev chain which is a simplified model of a
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FIG. 4. Majorana zero mode. (a) The spatially depen-

dent mass m(z). When |m| > |E| (Jm| < |E|) the system is in
the PT-symmetric broken (unbroken) phase. When m = £F
the system is at the EP. (b) The wavefunction of the Ma-
jorana zero mode given by the (o,), (g,) Bloch components
for three different trial energy eigenvalues E. The trace for
(02) = 0 is unshown. (c¢) The final amplitude of the quantum
state at = 5.

topological superconductor [36]. The realistic version
has been experimentally demonstrated in semiconduct-
ing nanowires in proximity to superconductors [49H52].

The band structure of a condensed matter system de-
scribes the behavior of its excitations. Under pertur-
bations, the band structure can be deformed. For a
gapped system such as an insulator, a finite gap separates
the bands. For small perturbations, this gap cannot be
closed. As a result, for insulators, continuous perturba-
tion induces continuous deformation of the band struc-
ture, yet these deformations are topologically equivalent.
If a region of the normal band structure is connected to
a region of inverted band structure, indicated by nega-
tive gap energy, the gap is forced to close giving rise to a
bound state. This gap closure is topologically protected,
resulting in topologically protected bound states. In the
case of a topological superconductor, the edge state is a
Majorana zero mode.

The two topological phases that enclose the bound
state correspond to regions of effective positive and nega-
tive mass, which we model as m(z) = — tanh(z). To cal-
culate the bound states of this system, we again replace
the spatial coordinate with the temporal coordinate such
that the bound state appears in the time evolution of the
effective Hamiltonian,

Hoa(t) = <mE(t) _TE“)), (12)

where m(t) is the mass of the excitation that switches
sign from +1 to —1 during the evolution (Fig. [{{a)). E
is the trial solution to the eigenvalue problem.

For the eigenvalue problem of bound states, the

method works as a variational eigensolver. The key ob-
servation is the wave function of a bound state is an
evanescent wave outside of the interface. This physical
constraint guarantees its amplitude to vanish at suffi-
ciently large distances. In our case, we focus on the
regime with £ < m(t = 0), where the Hamiltonian is
dominated by the o, component. We initialize the qubit
in the |y—) = %UL) — i|R)) eigenstate of the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian when m = 1, featuring an ex-
ponential gain behavior. Next, we let the system evolve
under the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian to obtain the cor-
responding trial wavefunction (Fig. [f|b)). We repeat the
process with various trial eigenenergies and try to make
the final state converge to an exponentially decaying state
for the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian when m = —1. Fig-
ure [4(c) displays the final amplitude (at = 5) as a
function of E showing that the bound state occurs at
E =0 as expected.

Now, we explain why PT-symmetric physics is impor-
tant here. For a given E there are typically two classi-
cal turning points, which are the EPs of Heg. The EPs
separate regions of broken and unbroken P7T-symmetry
corresponding respectively to exponential or oscillatory
solutions. This is similar to what one encounters in the
study of bound states in elementary quantum mechanics.
Here, with no external potential, the choice of F speci-
fies the EPs, and in particular when £ — 0 the two EPs
merge. The merging of the two EPs corresponds to the
topological phase transition that produces the Majorana
bound state.

We have so far discussed two examples that show how
the non-Hermitian time evolution of a qubit can be used
to emulate the spatial solutions of scattering and bound
state systems. This is the basis of the qubit hologram:;
in higher than one dimension the quantum state in the
bulk can be encoded in the time evolution of the edge
qubit hologram. Additionally, the qubit hologram will
inherit the P symmetry from the bulk system as P7T-
symmetry. We demonstrate the concept with a spin-
1/2 particle moving in three dimensions governed by the
Dirac Hamiltonian

H(k) = (_fnk 0%), (13)

which is a 4x4 matrix written in the block form. We
choose to work in the momentum representation for the
simplicity of the ensuing expressions. o represents the
Pauli matrices and k represents the momentum. The
Dirac Hamiltonian conserves parity

P'H(k)P=H(-k), P=-P '=i (I I) , (14)

where we have included the prefactor 7 in P to make it
comply with the parity of multi-particle wavefunctions
[53]. P can be decomposed into three separate mirror



reflection operators
P=M,M,M,, M;=M"= <U‘ "j> . (15)
J

where j = x,y, 2. The qubit hologram allows us to treat
the z coordinate as the effective time axis, which yields
the effective Hamiltonian,

Heff(w; ke, ky) =
(woz +i(kgoy — kyos)

—mo,
mo, —wo, +i(kyoy — k:yom)> ‘
(16)
Since the initial system of the Dirac Hamiltonian is par-
ity symmetric, the qubit hologram now obeys PT-

symimetry.
Pei Tet Hest (W, ka, ky) Pep Tor = Hegt(w, —kz, —ky), (17)

where the time reversal and the parity operations are
characterized by

%H:MZ:< UZ>,Peg:MwMy:i<JZ )
O 0z
(18)

respectively. We note two subtleties regarding this rep-
resentation: (i) Here, Tog is a unitary operator (inherited
from M, ) rather than an anti-unitary operator which in-
volves complex conjugation and is typically associated
with time reversal. (ii) The PegTegr operator transforms
the original Hamiltonian with momentum (k;, k) into
a different Hamiltonian with spatially inverted momen-
tum (—Fk, —k,). For this reason, the PT-symmetry here
appears to be different than what is typically encoun-
tered in the literature. The second subtlety can be ad-
dressed by considering the coordinate representation of
the Hamiltonian or an extended momentum representa-
tion containing both (kz,k,) and (—k;, —k,). Further-
more, by redefining the complex numbers and the asso-
ciated complex conjugation of the matrix elements, the
anti-unitary nature of 7og can be restored.

Conclusion— Many of the leading technologies for
quantum processors consist of a fixed number of qubits
that evolve in real-time with an evolution that can be
characterized by a sequence of single and multi-qubit
gates and ongoing effects of decoherence. In contrast,
for applications of quantum simulation, we are typically
interested in static properties with spatial structure, such
as bound states, scattering cross-sections, and spatial
correlations. Therefore, to effectively utilize a quantum
simulator, it is desirable to understand how the time axis
can be used to capture spatial structure. To achieve this,
we have introduced a proper space-to-time transform—
the qubit hologram—that is able to assign one of the
spatial dimensions a new meaning of an effective time
axis.

In nature, many physical systems can be described by
Hamiltonians that respect P symmetry. Examples in-
clude field theories such as Quantum Chromodynamics

and crystals with inversion symmetry such as graphene.
As we have seen, the eigenvalue problem for systems with
P symmetry will map on to PT-symmetric dynamics
of the system’s qubit hologram. Here, the real-space
solutions corresponding to traveling waves, evanescent
waves, and particles at rest map onto the familiar un-
broken region, broken region, and exceptional points of
PT-symmetry.
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Supplemental Material

In the supplemental material, we explain the calculation of the neutron scattering cross section.

SCATTERING CROSS SECTION

The asymptotic scattering wave function for angular momentum [ is written as
uy(r) = Crlcos d;7;(kr) — sin o;n; (kr)], (19)

where j;(z) and n;(z) are the spherical Bessel and Neumann functions, respectively. C' is the normalization constant,
d; is the scattering phase shift and & is the wave number. Here,  should be sufficiently larger than the radius of the
atomic nucleus. In order to extract d; from the wave function, we choose two points R; and R, to obtain

Ji(kRy) — Gji(kRz)
nl(le) — Gnl(kRg) '

Rou(Ry)

G = 2wl
Riui(Rs)

tan d; =

(20)

Since the neutron is a spin-1/2 particle, the corresponding scattering phase shift d;; is labeled by an extra j =1+ %
(or as j = + for convenience) denoting the total angular momentum of the system under spin-orbital coupling. In
our calculation, we use R; = 19.98 fm and R, = 20.00 fm, while the radius of the 2°®*Pb nucleus is around 7.18 fm.
For simplicity, we have ignored the change of reference frame and treated the atomic nucleus of 2°®Pb as stationary.
After obtaining the scattering phase shift, we can calculate the scattering amplitudes

1 & :
F(k 7]{ [(+ 1) (e* — 1) + (e~ — 1)] Py(cosb), (21)
g(k,0) = 51219 (201 — ¢?1=) P/(cos0), (22)
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where P, (P/) are the (derivative of) Legendre polynomials. In the summation, we choose the cutoff angular momentum
to be [ = 12. The unpolarized cross section is given by

dO’) 9 5
- =" +1gl, (23)
<dQ unpol

which can be compared with the experimental data.
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