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To describe the chiral magnetic effect, the chiral chemical potential µ5 is introduced to imitate
the impact of topological charge changing transitions in the quark-gluon plasma under the influence
of an external magnetic field. We employ the (1+1) dimensional Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model
to study the chiral phase structure and chirality charge density of strongly interacting matter with
finite chiral chemical potential µ5 in a quantum simulator. By performing the Quantum imaginary
time evolution (QITE) algorithm, we simulate the (1 + 1) dimensional NJL model on the lattice
at various temperature T and chemical potentials µ, µ5 and find that the quantum simulations
are in good agreement with analytical calculations as well as exact diagonalization of the lattice
Hamiltonian.

I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum chromodynamics (QCD), several major
challenges have gained considerable attention, includ-
ing how the vacuum structures of QCD are affected in
extreme environments [1]. QCD research in hot and
dense conditions is of great importance, not only from
a purely theoretical perspective, but also for its numer-
ous applications to the studies of the quark matter in
the ultradense compact stars [2–8], and the Quark-Gluon
Plasma (QGP) which is abundantly produced in rela-
tivistic collisions of heavy ions [9, 10]. Studying how
non-perturbative features of QCD are affected by ther-
mal excitations at high temperatures T and by baryon-
rich matter at finite chemical potentials µ [11] is highly
interesting.

Besides the effects of finite T and µ, the influence of
a strong magnetic field B is an exciting topic relevant to
phenomenology in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, where
strong magnetic fields are generated in non-central col-
lisions [12–17]. Many studies have been conducted on
the effect of magnetic fields on the QCD vacuum [18–24],
and it has been determined that magnetic fields B act as
a catalyst of dynamical chiral symmetry breaking [25–
27]. In the presence of a magnetic field, a finite cur-
rent is induced along the direction of the field lines due
to the anomalous production of an imbalance between
right- and left-handed quarks, namely that the number
of right-handed quarks NR

1 is not equal to the number
of left-handed quarks NL. This effect is known as the
Chiral Magnetic Effect (CME) [28–30].

The axial anomaly and topological objects in QCD are
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1 More precisely, NR the number of right-handed quarks minus the
number of left-handed antiquarks, with NL defined analogously.

the fundamental physics of the CME. At low or zero tem-
peratures, the change of non-trivial topological structure
is related to instanton [31, 32] with the quantum tunnel-
ing effect. However, at finite temperatures, the transition
is caused by sphalarons [33–35] and the chiral asymmetry
shows up. Unbalanced left- and right-handed quarks can
produce observable effects that can be used to investigate
topological P- and CP-odd excitations [36–42]. Thus the
CME is a phenomenologically and experimentally inter-
esting effect of the strong magnetic field in heavy-ion col-
lisions. In [43], an observable sensitive to local P- and
CP-violation has been proposed for experiments. Mea-
surements of charge correlations were made by STAR at
RHIC [14, 44–48], where conclusive evidence of charge az-
imuthal correlations was observed, which could be a pos-
sible result from CME with local P- and CP-odd effects.
Furthermore, consistent experimental data was provided
by ALICE [49–53] and CMS [54, 55] at the LHC, where
the azimuthal correlator was measured to search for the
CME in heavy-ion collisions.

By introducing a finite chiral chemical potential µ5

that imitates the effects of the topological charge chang-
ing transitions, one can study the QCD phase dia-
gram [56] as well as the thermal behavior of the total
chirality charge N5 = NR − NL under the influence of
an external magnetic field at finite temperature T and
baryon chemical potential µ. At sufficiently high tem-
peratures/densities, the strongly-interacting matter goes
through a deconfinement phase transition from hadronic
matter to quark-gluon plasma, and it is possible that
a chirality charge is produced in the phase transition
as a result of the flip of fermion helicity in the interac-
tion with the gauge field. Moreover, it has been demon-
strated that immediately after a heavy-ion collision, the
chirality charge comes to and stays at an equilibrium
value [7, 57, 58]. In light of these considerations, it is
evident that exploring the chiral imbalance in the QCD
phase diagrams is crucial for the description of heavy-ion
collisions.

To study the chiral magnetic effect and the QCD chiral
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phase transition, the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model
[59, 60] has been playing an important role for many
years [5, 61–70]. As an effective model for QCD, the
NJL model is amenable to analytical calculations at finite
temperature T and chemical potentials µ and µ5.

In recent years, lattice QCD simulations have signif-
icantly improved our understanding of the QCD phase
diagram at zero or small chemical potentials µ [71–76].
However, as a result of the sign problem [77], at finite
µ, Monte-Carlo simulation is unable to be directly ap-
plied because the fermion determinant becomes complex,
and its phase fluctuations prohibit its interpretation as a
probability density [71]. As a result, the sign problem is
a fundamental impediment to comprehending the phase
structure of nuclear matter. This is, however, not a flaw
in QCD theory, but rather in the attempt to mimic quan-
tum statistics via the functional integral using a classical
Monte Carlo approach.

Fortunately, as indicated in [56, 78], the statistical
properties of a quantum computer can be used to ob-
viate the necessity for a Monte Carlo study by modeling
the lattice system on a quantum computer. And there
have been abundant developments in applying quantum
computing to solving physics problems. In recent years,
it has been shown that using the current generation of
Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ) technology
that quantum computers can solve complex problems
like simulating thermal properties [79–89], evaluating
ground states and real-time dynamics [78, 90–104], mod-
eling many-body systems and relativistic effects [105–
145], etc. Though digital quantum simulations on ther-
mal physical systems were researched earlier on, finite-
temperature physics is less well-known and still has to
be improved on quantum computers [146]. Several al-
gorithms for imaginary time evolution on quantum com-
puters, both with and without ansatz dependency, have
been introduced in recent years. In particular, the Quan-
tum Imaginary Time Evolution (QITE) algorithm applies
a unitary operation to simulate imaginary time evolution
and has been performed to simulate energy and mag-
netism in the Transverse Field Ising Model (TFIM) [147],
the chiral condensate in NJL model [148] and so on.
This study, along with previous studies, demonstrates
that NISQ quantum computers can provide consistent
and correct answers to physical problems that cannot be
solved efficiently or effectively using classical computing
algorithms, indicating promising future applications of
quantum computing in non-perturbative QCD and be-
yond.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows:
In Sec. II, we provide a brief description of the (1 + 1)
dimensional NJL model and the QITE algorithm used
for the quantum simulation. In Sec. III, we show the
analytic calculations of chiral condensate and chirality
charge density at finite temperature, baryon and chiral
chemical potentials. We then present and discuss our
numerical results from the quantum simulation in com-
parison with analytical computations and exact diago-

nalization results in Sec. IV. Finally, our conclusions are
summarized in Sec. V.

II. BACKGROUND

In this section, we first briefly introduce the (1 +
1)-dimensional Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model, and
present the lattice discretization of the NJL Hamiltonian.
Next, we provide a brief introduction of the QITE algo-
rithm used for the quantum simulation.

A. The NJL model in (1 + 1) dimensions

The NJL model was defined in [59, 60] with the La-
grangian density

LNJL = ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ + g
[
(ψ̄ψ)2 + (ψ̄iγ5ψ)2

]
, (1)

where m and g represent the bare quark mass and cou-
pling constant, respectively, and /∂ ≡ γµ∂µ. The explicit
representation of the (1+1)-dimensional Clifford algebra
{γµ, γν} = 2ηµν used in this work is

γ0 = Z, γ1 = −iY, γ5 = γ0γ1 = −X (2)

where the Pauli gates are

X =

0 1

1 0

 , Y =

0 −i

i 0

 , Z =

1 0

0 −1

 (3)

A simplified version of the NJL Model, the Gross-Neveu
(GN) model [149], is given by

L = ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ + g(ψ̄ψ)2 . (4)

To study the chiral phase transition and chirality imbal-
ance in the GN model, we introduce additional terms re-
lated to non-zero chemical potential µ and chiral chemical
potential µ5, which mimics the chiral imbalance between
right- and left-chirality quarks coupled with the chiral-
ity charge density operator n5 = ψ̄γ0γ5ψ. Therefore, the
modified Lagrangian is

L =ψ̄(i/∂ −m)ψ + g(ψ̄ψ)2 + µψ̄γ0ψ + µ5ψ̄γ0γ5ψ . (5)

In our previous work [148], we have studied the behavior
of the chiral condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 at µ5 = 0 with finite and
non-zero temperature T and chemical potential µ. The
Hamiltonian H = iψ†∂0ψ − L corresponding to Eq. (5)
is given by

H =ψ̄(iγ1∂1 +m)ψ − g(ψ̄ψ)2 − µψ̄γ0ψ

− µ5ψ̄γ0γ5ψ . (6)

For clarification, when we mention “NJL model” in this
work, we refer to the Hamiltonian given in Eq. (6).
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As in our previous work [148], we first use a stag-
gered fermion field χ2n, χ2n+1 to discretize the Dirac
fermion field ψ(x). With the lattice spacing a and
n = 0, · · · , N/2 − 1 where N is an even integer, one
has [150–155]

ψ(x) =
1√
a

 χ2n

χ2n+1

 . (7)

Therefore, one obtains the following discrete approxima-
tions of the various operators appearing in the Hamil-
tonian H =

∫
dxH where periodic boundary conditions

are considered,

∫
dxψ̄iγ1∂1ψ = a

N/2−1∑
n=0

ψ†niγ5∂1ψn

=− i

2a

[N−2∑
n=0

(
χ†nχn+1 − χ†n+1χn

)
+
(
χ†N−1χ0 − χ†0χN−1

)]
, (8)

∫
dxψ̄ψ = a

N/2−1∑
n=0

ψ†nγ0ψn =

N−1∑
n=0

(−1)nχ†nχn ,

(9)∫
dx(ψ̄ψ)2 = a

N/2−1∑
n=0

(ψ†nγ0ψn)2

=
1

a

N/2−1∑
n=0

(
χ†2nχ2n − χ†2n+1χ2n+1

)2

=− 2

a

N/2−1∑
n=0

(
χ†2nχ2nχ

†
2n+1χ2n+1

)
+

1

a

N−1∑
n=0

(
χ†nχn

)2
, (10)

∫
dxψ̄γ0ψ = a

N/2−1∑
n=0

ψ†nψn =

N−1∑
n=0

χ†nχn , (11)

∫
dxψ̄γ0γ5ψ = a

N/2−1∑
n=0

ψ†nγ5ψn

=−
N/2−1∑
n=0

(
χ†2nχ2n+1 + χ†2n+1χ2n

)
.

(12)

Subsequently, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (6) becomes

H =

∫
dx
[
ψ̄(m+ iγ1∂1 − µγ0 − µ5γ0γ5)ψ − g(ψ̄ψ)2

]
=m

N−1∑
n=0

(−1)nχ†nχn −
i

2a

[N−2∑
n=0

(
χ†nχn+1 − χ†n+1χn

)

+
(
χ†N−1χ0 − χ†0χN−1

)]
− µ

N−1∑
n=0

χ†nχn

+ µ5

N/2−1∑
n=0

(
χ†2nχ2n+1 + χ†2n+1χ2n

)
− g

a

N−1∑
n=0

(
χ†nχn

)2
+

2g

a

N/2−1∑
n=0

(
χ†2nχ2nχ

†
2n+1χ2n+1

)2

. (13)

In order to implement the Hamiltonian to a quantum cir-
cuit, we write down the spin representation of the Hamil-
tonian using the Jordan-Wigner transformation [156],

χn =
Xn − iYn

2

n−1∏
µ=0

(−iZµ) , (14)

where Xn, Yn and Zn are the Pauli-X, Y and Z ma-
trices acting on the n-th lattice site. In such spin rep-
resentation, the discrete approximations of the relevant
operators are then given by∫

dxψ̄iγ1∂1ψ =

N−2∑
n=0

1

4a
(XnXn+1 + YnYn+1)

+
(−1)N/2

4a
(XN−1X0 + YN−1Y0)

N−2∏
i=1

Zi , (15)

∫
dxψ̄ψ =

N−1∑
n=0

(−1)n
Zn
2
, (16)

∫
dx(ψ̄ψ)2 =− 1

2a

N/2−1∑
n=0

(1 + Z2n)(1 + Z2n+1)

+
1

2a

N−1∑
n=0

(1 + Zn) , (17)

∫
dxψ̄γ0ψ =

N−1∑
n=0

Zn
2
, (18)

∫
dxψ̄γ0γ5ψ =

1

2

N/2−1∑
n=0

(X2nY2n+1 − Y2nX2n+1) . (19)

In Eqs. (15) and (17), we have imposed periodic bound-
ary conditions. With the relations in Eqs. (15)–(19), we
decompose the total (1 + 1)-dimensional NJL Hamilto-

nian into 6 pieces, writing H =

6∑
j=1

Hj with

H1 =

N/2−1∑
n=0

1

4a
(X2nX2n+1 + Y2nY2n+1) , (20)

H2 =

N/2−1∑
n=1

1

4a
(X2n−1X2n + Y2n−1Y2n) (21)

+
(−1)N/2

4a
(XN−1X0 + YN−1Y0)

N−2∏
i=1

Zi ,
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H3 =
m

2

N−1∑
n=0

(−1)nZn , (22)

H4 =
g

2a

(N/2−1∑
n=0

(1 + Z2n)(1 + Z2n+1)−
N−1∑
n=0

(1 + Zn)

)
(23)

H5 =− µ

2

N−1∑
n=0

Zn , (24)

H6 =− µ5

2

N/2−1∑
n=0

(X2nY2n+1 − Y2nX2n+1) . (25)

Finally, with the decomposition of the Hamiltonian
shown in Eqs. (20)–(25), we are able to perform the
Suzuki-Trotter decomposition [157, 158] to study the ef-
fects of the chiral chemical potential µ5 on the finite tem-
perature properties of the chiral condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 and chi-
rality charge density n5 of the (1 + 1)-dimensional NJL
model on a quantum simulator.

B. Quantum imaginary time evolution algorithm

In this section, we introduce the quantum imaginary
time evolution (QITE) algorithm [159], which is use for
evaluating the temperature dependence of the NJL model
for various values of the baryochemical potential µ and
chiral chemical potential µ5. As pointed out in [159],
compared with other techniques for quantum thermal
averaging procedures [160–163], the QITE algorithm is
advantageous in generating thermal averages of observ-
ables without any ancillae or deep circuits. Moreover, the
QITE algorithm is more resource-efficient and requires ex-
ponentially less space and time in each iteration than its
classical equivalents.

Generally, for a given Hamiltonian H, one can approx-
imate the (Euclidean) evolution operator e−βH by apply-
ing the Suzuki-Trotter decomposition [157, 158]

e−βH =
(
e−∆βH

)N
+O(∆β2), (26)

where ∆β is a chosen imaginary time step andN = β/∆β
is the number of iterations needed to reach imaginary
time β = 1/T with temperature T . However, since the
evolution operator e−∆βH is not unitary, it cannot be
implemented as a sequence of unitary quantum gates. In
order to compute the Euclidean time evolution of a state
|Ψ〉 on a quantum computer, one needs to approximate
the action of the operator e−∆βH by some unitary oper-
ator. Fortunately, the QITE algorithm provides a proce-
dure for doing this.

In the QITE algorithm, to approximate the Euclidean
time evolution of |Ψ〉, a Hermitian operator A is intro-
duced such that the effect of the non-unitary operator
e−∆βH on a quantum state |Ψ〉 is replicated by the uni-

tary operator e−i∆βA, namely2

1√
c(∆β)

e−∆βH |Ψ〉 ≈ e−i∆βA |Ψ〉 , (27)

where the normalization c(∆β) = 〈Ψ|e−2∆βH |Ψ〉.
When ∆β is very small, one is able to expand Eq. (27)

up to O(∆β), truncating after the first nontrivial term.
Then at imaginary time β, the change of the quantum
states under the operators e−∆βH and e−i∆βA per small
imaginary time interval ∆β can be represented by

|∆ΨH(β)〉 =
1

∆β

(
1√
c(∆β)

e−∆βH |Ψ(β)〉 − |Ψ(β)〉

)
,

(28)

|∆ΨA(β)〉 =
1

∆β

(
e−i∆βA |Ψ(β)〉 − |Ψ(β)〉

)
, (29)

As proposed in [159], to determine the Hermitian opera-
tor A, we first parameterize it in terms of Pauli matrices
as below

A(a) =
∑
µ

aµσ̂µ . (30)

Here σ̂µ =
∏
l σµl,l is a Pauli string and the subscript

µ of aµ labels the various Pauli strings. To evaluate the
Hermitian operator A, we need to minimize the objective
function F (a) defined by

F (a) =||
(
|∆ΨH(β)〉 − |∆AΨ(β)〉

)
||2 (31)

=|| |∆ΨH(β)〉 ||2 +
∑
µ,ν

aνaµ 〈Ψ(β)| σ̂†ν σ̂µ |Ψ(β)〉

+ i
∑
µ

aµ√
c(∆β)

〈Ψ(β)|
(
Hσ̂µ − σ̂†µH

)
|Ψ(β)〉 .

The first term || |∆ΨH(β)〉 ||2 is irrelevant to aµ. Thus,
we take the derivative with respect to aµ and set it equal
to zero, yielding the linear equation (S + ST )a = b,
where the matrix S and vector b are defined by

Sµν = 〈Ψ(β)| σ̂†ν σ̂µ |Ψ(β)〉 , (32)

bµ = − i√
c(∆β)

〈Ψ(β)|
(
Hσ̂µ + σ̂†µH

)
|Ψ(β)〉 . (33)

From this equation, we are able to solve for aµ and
evolve an initial quantum state under the unitary opera-
tor e−i∆βA to any imaginary time β by Trotterization,

|Ψ(β)〉 =
(
e−i∆βA

)N |Ψ(0)〉+O(∆β) . (34)

In the remainder of this section, we compare the perfor-
mance of the QITE algorithm to the Variational Quantum

2 Recall that quantum states are represented by rays {α |Ψ〉 : α ∈
C} in a Hilbert state, not by the vectors themselves, since the
normalization/phase of the state vectors are nonphysical.
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Eigensolver (VQE) algorithms in obtaining the ground-
state energy of the (1+1)-dimensional NJL model defined
above. As pointed out in [159], the QITE algorithm is ef-
ficient for calculating ground-state energies. In Fig. 1,
we plot the ground-state energy with bare mass m = 100
MeV, chemical potentials µ = 100 MeV and µ5 = 10
MeV at g = 1 and g = 5, respectively, as a function of
the number of operation steps performed by the various
agorithms. The VQE algorithms have been used to obtain
many stellar results on NISQ hardware [164–167], spark-
ing a lot of attention recently. However, the reliance on
an ansatz limits the effectiveness of the algorithm, as the
part of the Hilbert space that the VQE can scan is in-
fluenced by the specific variational ansatz used, and the
classical component of the algorithm requires optimiza-
tion as well. The QITE algorithm, on the other hand,
does not need an ansatz and evolves the prepared state
closer to the ground state after each time-step in a con-
trolled manner. The state should converge to the ground
state provided the initial state has some overlap with it,
with a quantifiable error.

As presented in Fig. 1, we plot 500 operation steps for
both QITE (blue points with curve) and VQE algorithms
(light-blue, green and orange curves for various optimiz-
ers). For the QITE algorithm, we chose imaginary time
step ∆β = 0.001 and the quantum circuit is implemented
in QFORTE [168], a quantum algorithms library based on
PYTHON. For the VQE algorithm, operation steps are the
optimizer steps and the results are given by QISKIT [169]
of IBMQ [170], where various optimizers are applied for
comparison with QITE simulations. One can find that
the QITE algorithm reaches the ground-state energy at a
higher accuracy in less operation steps compared to the
optimizers of VQE shown in the plot. In fact, one can see
that the error of the VQE implementations “levels off” at
around 1%, a consequence of the variational ansatz scan-
ning a set that is a finite distance from the true vacuum.

Besides calculating the ground state energy, another
powerful application of the QITE algorithm is to simu-
lating the temperature dependence of a thermal process.
In this work, we will use the QITE algorithm introduced
above to generate the thermal state |Ψ(β/2)〉, then apply
the following relation to obtain the thermal average of an
observable Ô,

〈Ô〉β =
Tr(e−βĤÔ)

Tr(e−βĤ)
=

∑
i∈S 〈i| e−βĤ/2Ôe−βĤ/2 |i〉∑

i∈S 〈i| e−βĤ |i〉
.

(35)

Here S is a complete set as the basis of the ground
state [159]. Specifically, we will choose Ô = ψ̄ψ and

Ô = ψ̄γ0γ5ψ for calculating the thermal average of chi-
ral condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 and chirality charge density n5 =
〈ψ̄γ0γ5ψ〉.
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FIG. 1. Comparison between the QITE algorithms and VQE

of various optimizers (QOBYLA, L BFGS B and SLSQP) for g = 1
(top panel) and g = 5 (bottom panel) to reach the ground
state energy of the NJL Hamiltonian. We use 4 qubits for the
NJL model with m = 100 MeV, g = 1, µ = 100 MeV and
µ5 = 10 MeV. For the VQE algorithm, the x-axis represents
the number of optimization steps while for the QITE algo-
rithms, the x-axis is the number of thermal evolution steps
x = β/∆β (∆β = 0.001). We chose three optimizers provided
by QISKIT and set the maximum optimization steps as 500 for
all optimizers.

III. ANALYTICAL CALCULATION

In this section, before reaching out to quantum sim-
ulations, we first provide the analytical calculations for
the chiral condensate and chirality charge density at fi-
nite temperature T , baryochemical potential µ and chiral
chemical potential µ5 using the Lagrangian provided in
Eq. (5) by minimizing the thermodynamic (Landau) po-
tential.
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FIG. 2. The effective mass M as a function of the chiral
chemical potential µ5 and temperature T at g = 5, chemi-
cal potential µ = 50 MeV. Upper: 3D Surface Plot. Lower:
Contour Plot.

A. The Landau potential and chiral condensate

We first provide theoretical calculations for the vac-
uum chiral condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 at various temperatures T ,
chemical potentials µ and µ5 under the Hamiltonian H
as defined in Eq. (6). The chiral condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉, known
to be an order parameter [171–175] for the chiral phase
transition in the chiral limit (m ∼ 0), has been studied
in the mean field approximation. That is to say, as in-
troduced in [149, 176], one writes ψ̄ψ = 〈ψ̄ψ〉+ σ with a
constant3 term 〈ψ̄ψ〉 and a small real scalar field σ, cor-
responding to fluctuations about the vacuum value, and
then drop terms that are O(σ2). Then the four-fermion
contact interaction g(ψ̄ψ)2 can be written as

g(ψ̄ψ)2 =g
(
〈ψ̄ψ〉+ σ

)2
(36)

=2gψ̄ψ〈ψ̄ψ〉 − g〈ψ̄ψ〉2 +O(σ2).

Furthermore, by defining the effective mass M(µ, µ5, T )
by

M(µ, µ5, T ) = m− 2g〈ψ̄ψ〉(µ, µ5, T ), (37)

3 Here “constant” means unchanged with the coordinates. 〈ψ̄ψ〉,
known as the global chiral condensate [177, 178], is coordinate-
independent and distinguished from the local chiral condensate
〈ψ̄(x)ψ(x)〉 which depend on the coordinates. De facto, 〈ψ̄ψ〉 is
a function of temperature T and chemical potentials µ and µ5.

the Lagrangian is given by L = Leff +O(σ2), where

Leff =ψ̄(i/∂ −M + µγ0 + µ5γ0γ5)ψ − (M −m)2

4g

=LDirac − V , (38)

where the potential V is related to the chiral condensate
as well as the effective mass

V = g〈ψ̄ψ〉2 = (M −m)2/4g. (39)

Following [2, 77], the Grand Canonical Potential ΩDirac

of LDirac with mass M is given in the following form

ΩDirac(µ, µ5, T ;M) = − 2

π

∑
s=±1

∫ ∞
0

[
T ln(1 + e−β(ωk,s+µ))

+ T ln(1 + e−β(ωk,s−µ)) + ωk,s

]
dk , (40)

where the energy spectrum of the free fermions ωk,s =√
(k + sµ5)2 +M2 with s = ±1. Then, by adding the

potential V = (M −m)2/4g, we obtain the grand canon-
ical potential for the NJL model as follows

Ω(µ, µ5, T ;M) = V − 2

π

∑
s

∫ ∞
0

[
T ln(1 + e−β(ωk,s+µ))

+ T ln(1 + e−β(ωk,s−µ)) + ωk,s

]
dk . (41)

Due to the divergent behavior of this quantity, one
has to regularize it. In this work, for comparison with
numerical results with the lattice spacing a, the natural
momentum cutoff is Λ = π/a. With this hard momentum
cutoff imposed for the integral shown in Eq. (41), one is
able to determine the effective mass M at fixed values of
µ, µ5 and T numerically by minimizing Ω(µ, µ5, T ;M)
in regard to M , namely solving the gap equation,

∂Ω(µ, µ5, T ;M)

∂M
= 0 . (42)

Then the chiral condensate is given by 〈ψ̄ψ〉 = (m −
M)/2g following Eq. (37).

As an example, in Fig. 2, we present the effective mass
M plot as a function of temperature T and chiral chemi-
cal potential µ5 with bare mass m = 100 MeV, coupling
constant g = 5, lattice spacing a = 1 MeV−1 and chemi-
cal potential µ = 50 MeV. As expected, at high µ5 or T ,
one has M → m, corresponding to a restoration of chiral
symmetry. Conversely, at low (µ2

5 + T 2), one finds a dy-
namically generated mass of around ∆m ≡M −m ∼ 20
MeV. Therefore, a free field theory is expected at asymp-
totically high temperatures/chemical potentials [149].

B. The chirality charge density

In a magnetic field, under the imbalance of right/left-
handed chirality, a finite induced current is produced
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along the magnetic field. Specifically, when the num-
ber of right-handed quarks, NR is unequal to that of
the left-handed quarks NL, positive charge is separated
from negative charge along the magnetic field, which is
the so-called “Chiral Magnetic Effect” [28–30]. The axial
anomaly and topological objects in QCD are the funda-
mental physics of the CME. Unbalanced left- and right-
handed quarks can produce observable effects that can
be used to investigate topological P- and CP-odd excita-
tions [36–39].

In Eq. (5), we have introduced an additional term with
the chiral chemical potential µ5 coupled with the chiral-
ity charge density operator n5 = ψ̄γ0γ5ψ, which has been
known as a distinctive characteristic in hot and dense
QCD matter and is not conserved as a consequence of
the chiral anomaly. In the presence of a chiral chemi-
cal potential µ5, a manifestation of the chiral imbalance,
the non-vanishing finite chirality charge density n5 is re-
quired for the CME effect and recognized as a unique
property of hot and dense QCD matter. Despite the
fact that the chiral chemical potential µ5 is introduced
for studying topological charge fluctuations, it is con-
sidered as a time-independent quantity that represents
the chiral imbalance. And the chirality charge density
n5 = 〈ψ̄γ0γ5ψ〉 is a constant in the coordinates like the
chiral condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 4.

When describing the induced electric current density
as a function of the chirality density, the relationship
between n5 and µ5 is important and the chirality charge
density n5 can be calculated by [1]

n5 =− ∂Ω(µ, µ5, T ;M)

∂µ5
, (43)

where the grand potential Ω(µ, µ5, T ;M) is given in
Eq. (41). In the next section, we will present the an-
alytical calculations of n5 in comparison with QITE and
exact diagonalization results.

IV. RESULTS

In this subsection, we study the finite temperature be-
haviors of the chiral condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 and chirality charge
density n5 = 〈ψ̄γ0γ5ψ〉 in the (1 + 1)-dimensional NJL
model given in Eq. (13). As emphasized in previous sec-
tions, we apply a quantum algorithm to simulate the
thermal behaviours of physical observables. To demon-
strate the reliability of our simulations, we will provide
all the result from three different approaches:

1. QITE simulations of the thermal observable;

4 Here the coordinate-independent chirality charge density n5 =
〈ψ̄γ0γ5ψ〉 is also a global quantity, like the global chiral conden-
sate defined in [177, 178] and it will depend on the temperature
T and the chemical potentials µ and µ5.

2. Exact diagonalizations from the discretization of
the NJL Hamiltonian;

3. Analytical calculations given by solving the gap
equation numerically.

For the consistency among the three procedures, we have
chosen the same bare mass m = 100 MeV and lattice
spacing a = 1 MeV−1. The coupling constant g at g = 1
and g = 5 are applied for testing the effects of the four-
fermion interaction term in the Lagrangian.

To apply the quantum circuits, many quantum sim-
ulation packages have been developed and give similar
results for quantum simulations. These quantum simu-
lators, such as PYQUILL [179] (Rigetti), TEQUILA [180],
Q# [181] (Microsoft), QISKIT [182] (IBM), QFORTE [168],
XACC [183], FQE [184] CIRQ [185], are PYTHON software
libraries and the outputs are the expected outputs of
an ideal quantum computer. One can find a list of
general quantum simulation packages in [186] and some
implementations of the quantum algorithms are listed
in [187]. To execute the QITE algorithm, we construct
a quantum circuit using the open-source software pack-
age QFORTE [168], where many useful quantum algorithms
have been implemented.

A. Chiral condensate

To study the effects of the chiral imbalance on the
the chiral condensate at finite temperatures and chem-
ical potentials, we present plots of the effective mass M
at various chemical potentials µ, µ5 and temperatures T
in Figs. 3, 4 and 5, respectively. In Fig. 3, we compare
the temperature dependence of the effective mass M at
g = 1 and g = 5 as a function of temperature T at chiral
chemical potential µ5 = 0, 10, 30 and 50 MeV with a
fixed baryochemical potentials µ ∈ {0, 50, · · · , 250}MeV
in each panel, where filled diamond points are given by
the QITE algorithm, hollow circle points are from exact
diagonalization and solid curve results are calculated an-
alytically. Between µ = 100 MeV and µ = 150 MeV
panels, the pattern of the effective mass changed from
decreasing (µ ≤ 100 MeV) to increasing with temper-
ature (µ ≥ 150 MeV). Also for µ ≤ 100 MeV panels,
the effective mass M at smaller µ5 is larger, while for
µ ≥ 150 MeV panels, the effective mass M at smaller µ5

is smaller.
In Fig. 4, we fix the value of chiral chemical potentials

µ5 in each panel and plot the M−T curves at various
baryochemical potentials µ = 0, 50, · · · , 250 MeV at g =
1 and g = 5. A non-trivial phase transition at 100 < µ <
150 MeV is observed in all the panels and this has also
been pointed out when interpreting Fig. 4. The patterns
look similar at various µ5 and we find that at smaller µ5,
the effective mass M changes more rapidly as a function
of T .

To better illustrate the effects of µ5, we present the
effective mass M as a function of chiral chemical poten-
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FIG. 3. Chiral Condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 as a function of temperature
T MeV at coupling constant g = 1 (top panel) and g = 5 (bot-
tom panel) with a fixed chemical potential µ in each panel.
Filled diamond points are given by QITE algorithm, hollow
circle points are from exact diagonalization and solid curves
are calculated analytically.
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FIG. 4. Chiral Condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 as a function of temperature
T MeV at coupling constant g = 1 (top panel) and g = 5
(bottom panel) at a fixed chiral chemical potential µ5 in each
panel.

tials µ5 and show the results at several temperatures and
baryochemical potentials in Fig. 5 for g = 1 and g = 5.
The effective mass changes slightly as the chiral chemical
potential increases, indicating that the chiral chemical
potential plays a lesser role in chiral symmetry breaking
than the temperature and chemical potential, at least in
this model. At µ ≤ 100 MeV, M is lower for higher
temperature, which is expected by the asymptotic free-
dom. While as µ increases, the effective mass M becomes
smaller at lower temperatures.

B. Chirality charge density

In this subsection, we present the results for the chi-
rality charge density n5 using the QITE algorithm in
comparison with analytical calculations as introduced in
Sec. III B and exact diagonalization.

In Fig. 6, we plot the chirality charge density as a
function of temperature T at coupling constant g = 1
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FIG. 5. Chiral Condensate 〈ψ̄ψ〉 as a function of µ5 at cou-
pling constant g = 1 (top panel) and g = 5 (bottom panel).

and g = 5. We use different colors to distinguish various
chiral chemical potentials µ5 = 0, 10, 30 and 50 MeV
and in each panel, the chemical potential µ is fixed at
0, 50, 100, · · · or 250 MeV. At µ5 = 0 MeV, one obtains
n5 = 0 since there is no other mechanism for generating

a nonzero N5 = ψ̄γ0γ5ψ = ψ†RψR − ψ
†
LψL. As a result,
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FIG. 6. Chirality charge density n5 as a function of temper-
ature T at g = 1 (top panel) and g = 5 (bottom panel) at a
fixed chemical potential µ = 0, 50, 100, · · · , 250 MeV in each
panel.

only when µ5 6= 0, there exists non-zero n5 = 〈N5〉.
Similar to what was observed in the effective mass plots

in Fig. 3, a non-trivial phase transition is observed be-
tween µ = 100 MeV and µ = 150 MeV. For µ ≤ 100
MeV, the chirality charge density decreases as tempera-
ture rises, while for µ ≥ 150 MeV, the chirality charge
density first increases then drops and converges to 0 with
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FIG. 7. Chirality charge density n5 as a function of temper-
ature at g = 1 (top panel) and g = 5 (bottom panel) with a
fixed chiral chemical potential µ5 in each panel.

the increasing of temperature.

In Fig. 7, we plot the chirality charge density n5 as a
function of temperature T at coupling constants g = 1
and g = 5. We use different colors to distinguish vari-
ous chemical potentials µ ∈ {0, 50, · · · , 250}MeV and in
each panel, the chemical potential µ5 is fixed at 0, 10, 30
or 50 MeV. At µ5 = 0 MeV, the chirality charge density
is 0 at all temperatures and chemical potentials, as ex-
pected from the previous figure. At non-zero µ5 values,
the phase transition between µ = 100 MeV and µ = 150
MeV can also be observed: for µ ≤ 100 MeV, the chi-
rality charge density begins at some non-zero value at
T = 0 MeV and decreases with temperature, while for
curves µ ≥ 150 MeV, the chirality charge density begins
at 0 at T = 0 MeV and first increases before decreas-
ing and converging to 0 with increasing temperature. At
greater values of µ5, curves with µ ≤ 100 MeV begin at
higher chirality charge densities.

In Fig. 8, we plot the chirality charge density n5 as a
function of chiral chemical potential µ5 at coupling con-
stants g = 1 and g = 5. Colors are used to distinguish
between different various temperatures T = 50, 100,
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FIG. 8. Chirality charge density n5 as a function of chiral
chemical potential µ5 at g = 1 (top panel) and g = 5 (bottom
panel) with a fixed temperature T in each panel.

or 200 MeV, and the chemical potential is fixed at
µ = 0, 50, · · · , 250 MeV in each panel. At all chemical
potentials µ and temperatures T , we see that (approxi-
mately) n5 ∝ µ5: the chirality charge density n5 begins
at 0 MeV at µ5 = 0 MeV, and increases linearly with µ5.
The chiral chemical potential µ5, at least in this model, is
thus a direct measure of chiral imbalance in the plasma.
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Higher chemical potentials µ result in a slower increase
of n5 with µ5. Once again, a phase transition can be
observed between µ ≤ 100 MeV and µ ≥ 150 MeV. For
µ ≤ 100 MeV, at each µ5, n5 decreases with increasing
temperature. For µ ≥ 150 MeV, n5 first increases with
temperature from T = 50 MeV to T = 100 MeV, but
then decreases from T = 100 MeV to T = 200 MeV.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, using the QITE algorithm, we performed
a quantum simulation for the chiral phase transition of
the 1+1 dimensional NJL model at finite temperature,
baryochemical potential and chiral chemical potential.
Specifically, we use a 4-qubit quantum circuit to simulate
the NJL Hamiltonian and find that the results among
the digital quantum simulation, exact diagonalization,
and analytical analysis are all consistent, implying that
quantum computing will be a promising tool in simulat-
ing finite-temperature behaviors in the future for QCD.

The quantum simulations’ efficacy has been shown to
be insensitive to the chemical potentials µ and µ5 (and
possibly other external parameters), which opens up new

possibilities for studying finite density effects in QCD and
other field theories. Owing to technological constraints
(nonperturbative dynamics, Monte Carlo failure due to
the sign problem, etc.) restricting the use of typical com-
puting methods, this element of quark physics remains
substantially unexplored in comparison to other fields.
With the development of scalable quantum computing
technologies on the horizon, Lattice QCD calculations on
quantum computers are becoming not only conceivable,
but also practical.

This research, together with prior research, shows that
NISQ quantum computers may produce consistent and
correct answers to physical issues that cannot be solved
efficiently or effectively using classical computing algo-
rithms, reflecting bright prospects for future applications
of quantum computing to non-perturbative QCD in the
NISQ era and beyond.
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J. Gorzinski, I. Gould, D. Greenberg, D. Grinko,
W. Guan, D. Guijo, J. A. Gunnels, H. Gupta, N. Gupta,
J. M. Günther, M. Haglund, I. Haide, I. Hamamura,
O. C. Hamido, F. Harkins, K. Hartman, A. Hasan,
V. Havlicek, J. Hellmers,  L. Herok, S. Hillmich, H. Horii,
C. Howington, S. Hu, W. Hu, J. Huang, R. Huis-
man, H. Imai, T. Imamichi, K. Ishizaki, Ishwor,
R. Iten, T. Itoko, A. Ivrii, A. Javadi, A. Javadi-
Abhari, W. Javed, Q. Jianhua, M. Jivrajani, K. Johns,
S. Johnstun, Jonathan-Shoemaker, JosDenmark, Josh-
Dumo, J. Judge, T. Kachmann, A. Kale, N. Kanazawa,
J. Kane, Kang-Bae, A. Kapila, A. Karazeev, P. Kasse-
baum, J. Kelso, S. Kelso, V. Khanderao, S. King,
Y. Kobayashi, Kovi11Day, A. Kovyrshin, R. Krishnaku-
mar, V. Krishnan, K. Krsulich, P. Kumkar, G. Kus,
R. LaRose, E. Lacal, R. Lambert, H. Landa, J. Lapeyre,
J. Latone, S. Lawrence, C. Lee, G. Li, J. Lish-
man, D. Liu, P. Liu, Lolcroc, A. K. M, L. Madden,
Y. Maeng, S. Maheshkar, K. Majmudar, A. Maly-
shev, M. E. Mandouh, J. Manela, Manjula, J. Mare-
cek, M. Marques, K. Marwaha, D. Maslov, P. Maszota,
D. Mathews, A. Matsuo, F. Mazhandu, D. McClure,
M. McElaney, C. McGarry, D. McKay, D. McPher-
son, S. Meesala, D. Meirom, C. Mendell, T. Metcalfe,
M. Mevissen, A. Meyer, A. Mezzacapo, R. Midha,
D. Miller, Z. Minev, A. Mitchell, N. Moll, A. Montanez,
G. Monteiro, M. D. Mooring, R. Morales, N. Moran,
D. Morcuende, S. Mostafa, M. Motta, R. Moyard,
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