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The topological state of matter is a potential resource to realize long-term fault-tolerant quantum
computers beyond the near-term noisy intermediate-scale quantum devices. To achieve the realiza-
tion, we need a deep understanding of topological behaviors in real quantum computers. However,
quantum-circuit algorithms to analyze topological properties have still been insufficient. Here we
propose three quantum-circuit algorithms, (i) to find the ground state in the selected parity sub-
space, (ii) to determine the many-body topological invariant, and (iii) to visualize the zero-energy
edge mode. To demonstrate these algorithms, we adopt the interacting Kitaev chain as a typical
model of many-body topological superconductors in one dimension. The algorithms are applica-
ble to not only one-dimensional topological superconductors but other topological states including
higher-dimensional systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent development of quantum computers makes
us expect quantum supremacy or at least quantum ad-
vantage in the near future [1–4]. Particularly, noisy
intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) devices based on the
gate-type unitary operations are on the point of enter-
ing an unexplored region beyond the limit of numer-
ical calculation that classical computers can approach
in a feasible amount of time [3, 5–7]. In parallel, var-
ious quantum-circuit (QC) algorithms consisting of the
quantum gates and supported by auxiliary calculations
on classical computers have rapidly appeared for gen-
eral use, e.g., quantum approximate optimization algo-
rithm [8–15], quantum Fourier transformation [16], quan-
tum singular-value decomposition [17–19], and quantum
machine learning [20–29].
On the other hand, QC algorithms for condensed-

matter research are not sufficient except for recently-
proposed essential algorithms for the eigensystem of
the model Hamiltonian, called the variational quan-
tum eigensolver (VQE) [30–41], and for the dynam-
ics (temperature-dependence) using the real (imaginary)
time evolution [42–48]. In fact, for analyzing topological
properties, only a few algorithms have been proposed so
far [26, 49–51]. To overcome the limitation of coherence
time and to realize a fault-tolerant quantum computer
(FTQC), a deep understanding of the topological state
of matter in real quantum computers is crucial. There-
fore, in this paper, we propose QC algorithms composed
of three steps, (i) to find the ground state in selected par-
ity subspace, (ii) to determine the many-body topologi-
cal invariant, and (iii) to visualize the zero-energy edge
mode.
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For the demonstration of the algorithms, we adopt the
interacting Kitaev chain as a one-dimensional topologi-
cal superconductor with many-body interaction [52–58].
The Kitaev chain is a typical model of topological state
belonging to the BDI class, i.e., conserving time-reversal,
particle-hole, and chiral (sublattice) symmetries [59, 60].
In addition, introducing the many-body interaction in-
duces the topological transition from non-trivial to triv-
ial phases in terms of topological invariant. Besides, the
topological superconducting state has a zero-energy edge
mode composed of Majorana fermions (MF), called the
Majorana zero mode (MZM). Since the MZM is a poten-
tial resource of the braiding type of topological quantum
computing for the long-term FTQC [3, 61, 62], visualiza-
tion of its behavior is also important from both funda-
mental and engineering points of view.

The rest of this paper consists of the following contents.
In Sec. II, we define the model Hamiltonian of the inter-
acting Kitaev chain as spinless-fermion representation,
and present the Majorana and spin counterparts of it. As
the first step of the QC algorithms, we adapt the VQE
technique to find the ground state in the selected parity
subspace in Sec. III, and show the numerical results of
the algorithm. In Sec. IV, we briefly explain the topolog-
ical invariant in the tight-binding (TB) and many-body
(MB) model, i.e., without and with the interaction term,
respectively. After the explanation, a QC algorithm to
determine the MB topological invariant is proposed with
the numerical results of it for various points in the model-
parameter space, including topologically trivial and non-
trivial states. Additionally, the MZM is numerically visu-
alized by using the ground states in two different parity
subspaces in several model-parameter points located in
the topological phases. The numerical calculations in this
paper have been done on the QC simulator, qulacs [63],
in the classical computer. Finally, we summarize the
present study and give a discussion about the advantages

http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.13408v1
mailto:sugimoto.takanori.qiqb@osaka-u.ac.jp


2

(a) Interacting Kitaev chain

(b) Majorana zero mode (                            )          
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Majorana zero mode

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the interacting Kitaev chain. Four
coupling terms, g+, g−, η, and ζ are denoted by solid lines,
dashed lines, and double solid lines, and green squares, respec-
tively. (b) Majorana zero mode (MZM) for g− = η = ζ = 0.
Two MFs γs1 and γaN at the edges are decoupled from the
system, corresponding to the MZM.

and disadvantages of our algorithms, with some caveats
when we execute the algorithms in real NISQ devices.

II. MODEL

In this section, we introduce the model Hamiltonian
of one-dimensional topological superconductor, the so-
called Kitaev chain with the attractive interaction on
neighboring bonds [52, 55–58]. The model Hamiltonian
with the open boundary condition (OBC) for the N -site
system is defined by,

HK =− t

N−1
∑

j=1

(

c†jcj+1 +H.c.
)

−∆

N−1
∑

j=1

(

c†jc
†
j+1 +H.c.

)

− V

N−1
∑

j=1

(

nj −
1

2

)(

nj+1 −
1

2

)

− µ

N
∑

j=1

(

nj −
1

2

)

,

(1)

where cj, c
†
j , and nj denote annihilation, creation, and

number operators of spinless fermion at jth site, respec-
tively. In addition, the hopping integral, the supercon-
ducting pairing potential, and the Coulomb potential be-
tween neighboring sites are given by t, ∆, and V , respec-
tively, with the chemical potential µ. In this paper, we
focus on the attractive region for the Coulomb potential
V > 0, to avoid the trivial phase of the repulsive re-
gion, where the translational symmetry is spontaneously

broken [56–58]. Without the interaction, we can eas-
ily understand the topological invariant and the MZM,
based on the one-particle picture (see Section IV for the
topological invariant and Section V for the MZM).
The Kitaev chain mathematically corresponds to the

S = 1/2 XYZ spin chain,

HS = −
∑

α=x,y,z

Jα

N−1
∑

j=1

Sαj S
α
j+1 − hz

N
∑

j=1

Szj , (2)

via the Jordan–Wigner (JW) transformation,

cj = S−
j e

ıϕj , c†j = S+
j e

ıϕj , nj = Szj +
1

2
. (3)

The JW phase is defined by ϕj = π
∑j−1

i=1 (S
z
i + 1

2 ) with

the imaginary unit ı =
√
−1, and Sαj (S±

j ) represents

the α = x, y, z component of S = 1/2 spin operator (the
ladder operator of spin) at jth site with the natural unit
~ = 1. The anisotropic exchange interaction is denoted
by Jα, and hz represents the magnetic field along z axis.
The coupling terms in the Kitaev chain and the XYZ
spin chain have the following relations:

t =
Jx + Jy

4
, ∆ =

Jx − Jy
4

, V = Jz , µ = hz. (4)

Since the QC is compatible to the spin representation, we
mainly use the spin representation of the Hamiltonian in
this paper.
To understand topological properties in the Kitaev

chain, the MF representation is important. The MF rep-
resentation of the Kitaev chain (1) is given by,

HM = − ıg−

N−1
∑

j=1

γsjγ
a
j+1 + ıg+

N−1
∑

j=1

γaj γ
s
j+1

+ ζ

N−1
∑

j=1

γsjγ
a
j γ

s
j+1γ

a
j+1 − ıη

N
∑

j=1

γsjγ
a
j , (5)

with the coupling constants g± = (t ± ∆)/2, ζ = V/4,
and η = µ/2. The symmetric (γsj ) and antisymmetric
(γaj ) modes of MF at jth site are defined by,

γsj = c†j + cj , γaj = ı
(

c†j − cj

)

. (6)

Note that the MF operators obey the fermionic anti-
commutation relation {γτj , γτ

′

j′ } = 2δj,j′δτ,τ ′ with the

Hermiticy (γτj )
† = γτj for τ(τ ′) = s, a.

Figure 1(a) shows the schematic of the MF Hamilto-
nian (5). A pair of symmetric (red ball) and antisym-
metric (blue ball) MFs corresponds to a spinless fermion.
When g− = η = ζ = 0, the g+ diagonal coupling only
remains, so that two MFs γs1 and γaN at the edges are
decoupled from the system. The pair of MFs, are re-
garded as a spinless fermion with zero energy, i.e., the
MZM, causing two-fold degeneracy at every energy level.
The existence of MZM is also an evidence of topological
superconductor.
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(e) Wavefunction ansatz

FIG. 2. (a-d) QC representation of three unitary operators U2,p(θ) for p = a, b, c and U1(θ), where one-qubit rotation around
α = x, y, z axis is denoted by Rα(θ) = exp[ı(θ/2)σα] with the Pauli matrix σα. (e) Wavefunction ansatz for the parity-conserved
VQE method (N = 8, M = 2). We adopt a Trotter-like QC constructed by the U2(θ) = U2,a(θa)U2,b(θb)U2,c(θc) and U1(ϑ)
gates with θ = (θa, θb, θc). The angles θ and ϑ are assigned to variational parameters for the VQE optimization. Thus, the
total number of variational parameters is Nθ = (4N − 3)M with the OBC.

III. GROUND STATE

Next, we explain how to obtain the ground states in
the QC with conserving the fermion parity. Since the
Kitaev chain has pair creation and annihilation terms
[the second term in (1)], the total number of fermions
N =

∑

j nj is not conserved. Instead, the fermion parity

F = exp[ıπ
∑

j nj ] = ±1, i.e., whether the number of
fermions is even or odd, is a good quantum number. The
fermion parity corresponds to the magnetization parity
Mz in the XYZ spin chain,

F = Mz = ıN exp



ıπ
∑

j

Szj



 = (−ı)N
∏

j

(2Szj ). (7)

It is worth noting that since the α = x, y, z compo-
nents of spin operator Sαj are introduced in the XYZ spin
chain as the same form, there are other conversed quan-
tities Mα = ıN exp[ıπ

∑

j S
α
j ] for α = x, y, while the

three parities are not independent due to the relation
MxMyMz = (−ı)3N ∏j(8S

x
j S

y
j S

z
j ) = (−1)N [64]. In

this paper, to avoid misunderstanding due to the system-
size dependence of the fermion parity, we consider only
the system sizes satisfying N = 0 (mod. 4).

To implement the ground state into the QC, we use
the parity-conserved 2-site unitary operator on jth bond
defined by

U2(θ) = U2,a(θa)U2,b(θb)U2,c(θc) (8)

with

U2,a(θ) = exp
[

2ıθ
(

Sxj S
x
j+1 + Syj S

y
j+1

)]

= exp
[

ıθ
(

S+
j S

−
j+1 +H.c.

)]

, (9)

U2,b(θ) = exp
[

2ıθ
(

Sxj S
x
j+1 − Syj S

y
j+1

)]

= exp
[

ıθ
(

S+
j S

+
j+1 +H.c.

)]

, (10)

U2,c(θ) = exp
[

4ıθSzj S
z
j+1

]

, (11)

where the vector of angles includes three angles, θ =
(θa, θb, θc). Although the unitary operators U2 and U1

have the site dependence, we omit the site index j in the
notation of unitary operators (8) and (12) for simplicity.
Note that these operators U2,p(θ) (p = a, b, c) on the
jth bond, commute with each other, [U2,p(θ), U2,p′(θ

′)] =
0, while the unitary operators do not always commute
between the neighboring bonds. In addition, to take into
account the effect of magnetic field, we introduce the 1-
site unitary operator at jth site given by

U1(θ) = Rz(2θ) = exp
[

2ıθSzj
]

. (12)

Figure 2 shows the QC representation of these unitary
operators. Since these operators preserve the fermion
parity [U2,p(θ),F ] = [U1(ϑ),F ] = 0, the fermion par-
ity after the unitary operations equals the parity of the
initial state.

By using the parity-conserved 2-site and 1-site unitary
operators, we adopt the following wavefunction ansatz
for the VQE method:

|ψ±({θj,m, ϑj,m})〉 = Uψ± |i±〉 , (13)
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1 2 3 4 5 6

#(layers)

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6

#(layers) #(layers)

Fermion Parity
odd

even

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)

(h)

FIG. 3. Energy differences between the VQE and the ED method in the 12-site XYZ spin chain. (a,b) Left panels show the
XY anisotropy dependence without the magnetic field and the Ising term, hz = Jz = 0. (c-e) The field dependence with fixed
Jy/Jx = 0.5 and Jz = 0 is shown in center panels. (f-h) Right panels show the Ising term (i.e., the Coulomb interaction in
the Kitaev chain) dependence with fixed Jy/Jx = 0.5 and hz = 0.01. To avoid degeneracy with large Jz in topologically-trivial
state, we add a small magnetic field hz = 0.01. Nw represents the winding number explained in Sec. IV. The VQE energy is
obtained as the minimal energy in 10-times VQE optimization trials from random initial angles.

with

Uψ± =

M
∏

m=1





∏

j

U1(ϑj,m)
∏

even j

U2(θj,m)
∏

odd j

U2(θj,m)





(14)

and the initial state for even parity |i+〉 = |0〉⊗N or odd

parity |i−〉 = σx1 |i+〉 = |1〉 ⊗ |0〉⊗N−1. M is the number
of layers (see the QC representation shown in Fig. 2), so
that the total number of variational parameters (namely,
the number of angles in unitary operators {θj,m} and
{ϑj,m}) corresponds to Nθ = (4N − 3)M with the OBC.
For these angles, we perform the VQE calculation, i.e.,
optimization of the angles to minimize the expectation
value of energy for the Hamiltonian (2),

E±({θj,m, ϑj,m}) = 〈ψ±| HS |ψ±〉 (15)

with the quantum simulator, qulacs [63], in the classical
computer.
As the optimization method, we use the (dual) sim-

ulated annealing (SA) and Broyden–Fletcher–Goldfarb–
Shanno (BFGS) algorithms served by the python library
SciPy [65]. The SA calculation is used to prepare appro-
priate initial angles {θj,m, ϑj,m} for the BFGS calcula-
tion, avoiding the local minima. Nevertheless, we some-
times failed to obtain the global energy minimum, so that
we regard the minimal-energy state in 10-times trials in-
cluding both the SA and BFGS optimizations starting
with random initial angles, as the ground state. For op-
timization of the BFGS method, we set the acceptable
error ∆E < 10−8, where ∆E is the energy difference be-

tween current and previous iterations in the main loop of
the BFGS method.
Figure 3 shows the energy differences between the VQE

and the exact-diagonalization (ED) method for various
points in the model-parameter space of the 12-site XYZ
spin chain. In Fig. 3, (a,b) left, (c-e) center, and (f-h)
right panels show the XY anisotropy, the magnetic field,
and the Ising term (namely, the Coulomb interaction in
the Kitaev chain) dependencies of the energy difference,
respectively, with fixed other parameters. The energy
difference is basically smaller with even parity than odd
parity. We consider that the reason is because the initial
state before unitary operations in the QC (i.e., |i±〉) is
not uniform with odd parity but with even parity. Nev-
ertheless, we can confirm that when the number of lay-
ers is large enough, the energy difference becomes small
enough, e.g., EVQE − EED . 10−4 for M ≥ 4 except
for the odd-parity state with large Jz. The ground state
with large Jz is the so-called Schrödinger’s cat state [58],
which is the superposition of macroscopic classical state
like (|↑↑ · · · ↑〉 ± |↓↓ · · · ↓〉)/

√
2. The Schrödinger’s cat

state may require many swap operations, resulting in the
worse energy difference with large Jz . However, the veri-
fication is out of scope in this paper, because the large Jz
region is the topologically-trivial phase, so that we leave
it to future research.

IV. TOPOLOGICAL INVARIANT

In this section, we introduce the MB topological in-
variant after a brief explanation of the TB topological
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invariant. The MB topological invariant is an extension
of topological invariant determined by one-particle pic-
ture, that is, the TB model. Hence, we start with non-
interacting Kitaev chain (V = 0) with periodic boundary
condition (PBC) as the TB model.

A. Tight-binding (TB) model

The TB model of the Kitaev chain with the PBC is
defined by,

H(TB)
K = HK|V=0 − t

(

c†Nc1 +H.c.
)

−∆
(

c†Nc
†
1 +H.c.

)

.

(16)
The Fourier transform ck = N−1/2

∑

k cje
ıjk to the

wavenumber k = 2πl/N (l = −N/2,−N/2+1, · · · , N/2−
1 for even N) gives the momentum-space Hamiltonian,

H(TB)
K =

∑

k

[

2ǫkc
†
kck + (−ı∆kc

†
kc

†
−k +H.c.)

]

=
∑

k

c
†
kHkck − µN/2, (17)

with ǫk = −t cos k − µ/2 and ∆k = −∆sin k. The ma-
trix form is the Nambu representation of the Hamiltonian
given by,

Hk =

(

ǫk −ı∆k

ı∆k −ǫk

)

, ck =

(

ck
c†−k

)

. (18)

Since the coupling matrix is rewritten by Hk = ǫkσ
z+

∆kσ
y = vA · σ with the so-called Anderson pseudo vec-

tor vA = (0,∆k, ǫk) and the Pauli matrices σα (α =
x, y, z), the rotation around x axis Rx(φ) can diagonal-
ize the coupling matrix. By setting the rotation angle to
φk = tan−1(∆k/ǫk), we obtain the diagonalized Hamito-
nian,

H(TB)
K = 2

∑

k

ξkβ
†
kβk + Egs, (19)

with the dispersion relation ξk =
√

ǫ2k +∆2
k, where the

ground-state energy

E(TB)
gs = −

∑

k

(ξk + µ/2) (20)

and the bogolon operator

βk = cos(φk/2)ck − ı sin(φk/2)c
†
−k. (21)

Since the Hamiltonian is diagonalized by the bogolon op-
erator, the ground state is the vacuum of the bogolon,

|gs〉TB =
∏

k≥0

[

cos

(

φk
2

)

+ ı sin

(

φk
2

)

c†kc
†
−k

]

|0〉 . (22)

The topological invariant of the TB Kitaev chain (19),
the so-called winding number, is defined by

N (TB)
w =

1

2π

∫ π

k=−π

dφk. (23)

The topological invariant represents the number of times
that the Anderson pseudo vector vA circulates counter-
clockwise around x axis. Thus, the topological phase ap-
pears when |µ| < 2t (t > 0) with finite pairing potential
∆ 6= 0. The sign of the pairing potential affects the sign
of the winding number; Nw = −1 (Nw = 1) for ∆ > 0
(∆ < 0) if t > 0 and |µ| < 2t.

B. Many-body (MB) model

In the TB model, since the electron with wavenumber
k interacts only with the electron of wavenumber −k, we
can clearly write down the ground state in the momentum
space, and calculate the winding number, as a topological
invariant defined by the coefficients of momentum-space
ground state. However, if the interaction V is introduced,
the one-particle representation of the ground state is dif-
ficult to obtain analytically in general [66], because the
interaction hybridizes all electrons with any momentum,

V





N−1
∑

j=1

njnj+1 + nNn1



 =
V

N

∑

q,k,k′

c†kck+qc
†
k′ck′−q.

(24)
Thus, the ground state is not the direct-product form of
the bogolon wavefunctions. Instead of the TB winding
number (23), we adopt the MB winding number [67–69]
given by,

Nw =
1

4πı

∫ π

−π

dkTr
[

σxG−1
k ∂kGk

]

(25)

where Gk represents the 2× 2 matrix of the Green func-
tions of zero frequency,

Gk =

(

gc†
k
,ck

gc−k,ck

gc†
k
,c†

−k

gc−k,c
†

−k

)

(26)

with

gA,B = 〈gs|A 1

HK − Egs
B |gs〉 − 〈gs|B 1

HK − Egs
A |gs〉 .

(27)
For instance, by using (19),(20) and (22), we can ob-

tain the matrix Gk in the TB model as

G
(TB)
k =

1
√

ǫ2k +∆2
k

(

− cosφk ı sinφk
−ı sinφk cosφk

)

=
−Hk

ǫ2k +∆2
k

.

(28)
Hence, we can confirm that the MB winding number (25)
for the TB model corresponds to the TB winding number
(23),

Nw =
1

4πı

∫ π

−π

dkTr

[

σx
{

G
(TB)
k

}−1

∂kG
(TB)
k

]

=
1

4πı

∫ π

−π

dk (2ı∂kφk) = N (TB)
w . (29)



6

H X

a

1
2

j-1
j

a

1
2

j-1
j

(a)

(b) (c)

Ry(π/2)

FIG. 4. (a) QC algorithm of ℜ 〈γsj (t)|γ
a
j′(t)〉. |i+〉 denotes

the initial state for even parity, corresponding to |0〉⊗N . The
unitary gate of time evolution e−ıHSt is given by the Trotter
decomposition whose circuit form is the same as Uψ±, while
the angles {θ, ϑ} are set to constant by the model parameters
Jα, hz, and infinitesimal time step ∆t. (b,c) Control-γ gates,
consisting of CZ and CX gates.

In the Green-function matrix for the TB model (28),
we can see the relations between the matrix elements:
gc†

k
,ck

= −gc−k,c
†

−k

∈ R and gc−k,ck = −gc†
k
,c†

−k

∈ ıR.

This relations are reserved even with the MB interac-
tion (24), because the time-reversal symmetry (T : ck →
c−k, ı → −ı) protecting the relations, is kept. Based on
the relations, we can simplify the MB winding number
as follows,

Nw =
1

2πı

∫ π

k=−π

d logZk (30)

with the MB counterpart of the Anderson pseudo vector
in the complex plane,

Zk = − ı

2
gc†

k
+c−k,ck−c

†

−k

=
1

2
gγs

k
,γa

−k
, (31)

where the Fourier transform of MFs is defined by γτk =

N−1/2
∑

k γ
τ
j e

−ıjk (τ = s, a).

C. Quantum-circuit (QC) algorithm

In the finite-size systems, the MB winding number (30)
are discretized as follows,

Nw =
1

2π

∑

k

ℑ log [Zk+∆kZ
∗
k ] , (32)

with ∆k = 2π/N . Additionally, to determine the MB
Anderson pseudo vector in the QC, we need to calculate
the Green functions of MFs (31) in the real space,

Zk =
1

2
gγs

k
,γa

−k
=

1

2N

∑

j,j′

e−ı(j−j
′)kgγs

j
,γa

j′
. (33)

To obtain the real-space Green function of MFs, we
rewrite it by using the time-evolution form:

gγs
j
,γa

j′
= 2ℑ 〈gs| γsj

1

HK − Egs
γaj′ |gs〉

= − lim
δ→+0

lim
T→∞

2

∫ T

0

dt e−δtℜ 〈γsj (t)|γaj′ (t)〉 ,
(34)

with two time-evolved MF-excited states,

|γsj (t)〉 = γsj e
−ıHKt |gs〉 , |γaj (t)〉 = e−ıHKtγaj |gs〉 . (35)

Here, although we introduce the infinitesimal damping
factor δ → +0 and the infinite cutoff time T → ∞, these
are set to be finite values in the numerical calculation.
We should set the cutoff time T , satisfying Tδ ≫ 1, with
the small enough damping factor δ ≪ 1. The effects of
finite values are important to obtain the winding number
by using the Green-function matrix, whereas the effects
are not clarified so far. Thus, the damping-factor de-
pendence of Zk in the numerical calculations is discussed
below.
Besides, the real part of the transition amplitude cor-

responds to the expectation value of the x component of
Pauli matrix of an ancila qubit σxa as follows,

ℜ 〈γsj (t)|γaj′ (t)〉 = 〈ψj,j′ (t)|σxa |ψj,j′ (t)〉 (36)

with

|ψj,j′(t)〉 =
1√
2

(

|1〉a |γsj (t)〉+ |0〉a |γaj′ (t)〉
)

. (37)

Therefore, we can calculate the expectation value in the
QC given in Fig. 4(a). Note that a similar technique is
proposed by Endo et al., to calculate the Green functions
of fermions [70]. To implement the ground state, we use

the even-parity initial state |i+〉 = |0〉⊗N and the wave-
function ansatz Uψ+ in Fig. 2(e) with the optimized an-
gles {θj,m, ϑj,m} obtained by the VQE calculation. The
MF operator γτj (τ = s, a) can be introduced by a control

unitary gate [see Fig. 4(b,c)]. The time evolution e−ıHSt

in the QC algorithm for topological invariant [Fig. 4(a)]
is given by the Trotter decomposition whose circuit form
is the same as Uψ±, while the angles {θ, ϑ} are set to con-
stant by the model parameters Jα, hz, and infinitesimal
time step ∆t,

θa =
Jx + Jy

4
∆t, θb =

Jx − Jy
4

∆t, θc =
Jz
4
∆t, ϑ =

hz
2
∆t.

(38)
Figure 5 shows the MB Anderson pseudo vector

(ℜ[Zk],ℑ[Zk]) obtained by the QC algorithm in Fig. 4,
for various points in the model-parameter space of the
12-site XYZ spin chain, where the parameter points cor-
respond to Fig. 3. The MB winding number is defined
by the number of times that the MB Anderson pseudo
vector (ℜ[Zk],ℑ[Zk]) circulates counterclockwise around
the origin as well as the Anderson pseudo vector in the
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FIG. 5. The MB Anderson pseudo vector (ℜ[Zk],ℑ[Zk]) obtained by the QC algorithm in Fig. 4 for the 12-site XYZ spin
chain. Each panel shows Zk for the model-parameter point corresponding to Fig. 3. Namely, (a,b) left, (c-e) center, and (f-h)
right panels show the XY anisotropy, the magnetic field, and the Ising term (i.e., the Coulomb interaction in the Kitaev chain)
dependencies, respectively, with fixed other parameters. Purple, green, and cyan solid lines represent the damping factors
δ = 0.5, 0.15, and 0.05, respectively, with fixed the cutoff time Tδ = 5 and the Trotter time step ∆t = 0.01. Close (open)
symbols denote Zk=0 (Zk=π), and arrows indicate the ascending order of k.

TB model. Colors of solid lines show different damping
factors, δ = 0.5, 0.15, and 0.05, with fixed Tδ = 5. Al-
though the size and angle of Zk changes with changing
the damping factor, the shape is roughly kept, and thus
the winding number is conserved even if the damping fac-
tor is not so small. In addition, we have confirmed that
the winding numbers are equal between the QC algorithm
and the ED calculation. Consequently, our QC algorithm
for the topological invariant can basically be applied to
the current NISQ devices with the serious limitation of
coherent time, although the error mitigation techniques
are necessarily required.

V. MAJORANA ZERO MODE

In this section, we explain how to visualize the MZM.
The MZM is a zero-energy excitation of MFs, localized at
edges of chain [see Fig. 1]. We can understand the MZM
if starting with the Majorana representation of the TB

model, rewritten by

HM|ζ=0 = −ıγTs HMγa (39)

with the tridiagonal coefficient matrix

HM =

















η g−
g+ η g−

g+ η
. . .

. . .
. . . g−
g+ η

















(40)

and the vector of MFs,

γτ = (γτ1 , γ
τ
2 , · · · , γτN ) (τ = s, a). (41)

Diagonalization of the matrix is obtained by the singular-

value decomposition, resulting in HM = UMΛMV
†
M,

with the unitary matrices UM and VM, and the diagonal
matrix ΛM = diag{λ1, λ2, · · · , λN} with the ascending
order singular values λl < λl+1. Then, the TB Majorana
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FIG. 6. QC algorithm for the real-space distribution of
the MZM, | 〈gs+| γ

τ
j |gs−〉 | for τ = s, a. The probabil-

ity to observe |0〉⊗N corresponds to the transfer amplitude
| 〈gs+| γ

τ
j |gs−〉 |.

Hamiltonian (39) reads,

HM|ζ=0 = −ı
∑

l

λlγ̃
s
l γ̃

a
l (42)

with the superposition of MFs,

γ̃sl =
∑

j

(U†
M)ljγ

s
j , γ̃

a
l =

∑

j

(V†
M)ljγ

a
j . (43)

Since the superposed MFs also have the anti-
commutation relation {γ̃τl , γ̃τ

′

l′ } = 2δl,l′δτ,τ ′ with the Her-
miticy (γτl )

† = γτl for τ(τ ′) = s, a, we can put one fermion

on two MFs, γ̃sl = c̃†l+c̃l and γ̃
a
l = ı

(

c̃†l − c̃l

)

. With these

fermions, the TB Hamiltonian (42) is rewritten by,

HM|ζ=0 = −2
∑

l

λl

(

c̃†l c̃l −
1

2

)

. (44)

Therefore, the singular values are considered as the eigen-
energies. If there is a zero singular value λ1 = 0, the pair
of MFs, γ̃s1 and γ̃a1 , becomes the MZM.
The on-site MFs γτj consist of creation and annihila-

tion operators of fermion, so that single operation of the
superposed MFs changes the fermion parity F . Hence,
the expectation value of the MFs for any parity-conserved
eigenstates is always zero. Instead, to visualize the MZM,
we need to see the transfer amplitude without finite en-
ergy excitation between different parity subspaces, e.g.,
the real-space distribution for symmetric mode reads

| 〈gs+| γsj |gs−〉 | =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

l

(UM)jl 〈gs+| γ̃sl |gs−〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |(UM)j1|,

(45)
because the transfer amplitude is zero except for l = 1,
namely, | 〈gs+| γ̃sl |gs−〉 | = δl,1, if the first singular value
is only zero, λ1 = 0. Therefore, we can visualize the real-
space distribution of the MZM by calculating the transfer
amplitude, | 〈gs+| γτj |gs−〉 | for τ = s, a in the QC.
Figure 7 shows the transfer amplitudes | 〈gs+| γτj |gs−〉 |

in the topological state. The weight of MZM are local-
ized at an edge and rapidly decreases with entering the
bulk. Furthermore, we can see that the symmetric and
antisymmetric modes switch the position if the winding
number changes [compare (a) and (b) in Fig. 7]. The nu-
merical cost of this QC algorithm for the MZM is much
lower than that for topological invariant, so that it is
easier to confirm the topological state with the MZM vi-
sualization. However, in this case, we should be careful
with the energy difference between the ground states in
even and odd parity subspaces, because there is usually
an energy gap due to the finite-size effect.

1.0

0.0

1.0

0.0

1.0

0.0

Position j1 12

1.0

0.0

FIG. 7. Visualization of the MZM in the 12-site XYZ spin
chain by using the QC algorithm shown in Fig. 6 for various
model-parameter points. The model parameters (a-d) corre-
spond to (a), (b), (c), and (g) in Fig. 3 and Fig. 5.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

For realizing the long-term FTQC, topological states
of matter are important, while the QC algorithms to de-
termine topological invariant are still not sufficient. In
this paper, we propose the QC algorithm for topological
invariant by using time evolution. Since this algorithm
requires the ground state with keeping the fermion par-
ity, we also show the VQE method conserving the parity.
In addition, we propose how to visualize the MZM in the
QC, and demonstrate it on the QC simulator, qulacs [63],
in the classical computer.

As the result of parity-conserved VQE calculations, we
find that the ground states with odd parity are compara-
bly difficult to be obtained. The non-uniform initial state
before unitary operations in the QC may affect the con-
vergence in the shallow QC. In the QC algorithm of topo-
logical invariant, we clarify that introducing the damping
factor and the cutoff time only gives a slight change in
the size and angle of the Anderson pseudo vector, but
keeps the topological invariant. This feature guarantees
the stability of our algorithms even with an inevitable
noise in NISQ devices, while the shallow QC due to the
short coherent time might make the topological charac-
ter somewhat unstable. Then, to execute our algorithms
in NISQ devices, combining with error mitigation tech-
niques and long time evolution algorithms will be cru-
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cial. Alternatively, for the visualization of the MZM, our
algorithm only requires the shallow QC, and thus, its
demonstration is possible even in current NISQ devices.
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