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Chiral edge states in quantum Hall effect are the paradigmatic example of the quasi-particle
with chirality. In even space-time dimensions, the Nielsen-Ninomiya theorem strictly forbids the
chiral states in physical isolation. The exceptions to this theorem only occur in the presence of
non-locality[1, 2], non-Hermiticity[3], or by embedding the system at the boundary of the higher-
dimensional bulk[4]. In this work, using the IBM quantum computer platform, we realize the floquet
chiral quantum walk enabled by non-locality. The unitary time evolution operator is described by
the effective floquet Hamiltonian with infinitely long-ranged coupling. We find that the chiral wave
packets lack the common features of the conventional wave phenomena such as Anderson localiza-
tion. The absence of localization is witnessed by the robustness against the external perturbations.
However, the intrinsic quantum errors of the current quantum device give rise to the finite lifetime
where the chiral wave packet eventually disperses in the long-time limit. Nevertheless, we observe
the stability of the chiral wave by comparing it with the conventional non-chiral model.

Introduction– Nielsen-Ninomiya no-go theorem[5–7],
applicable in any even dimensional lattice systems, states
that the number of the chiral fermion species always ap-
pear as pairs. That is, no lattice systems are allowed
to have net-chirality if the Hamiltonian is (i) local, (ii)
Hermitian, and (iii) translational symmetric. Cracking
any of the above conditions gives rise to the path to re-
alize the chiral fermions isolated from its pair[8–17]. The
representative examples that bypass the theorem are the
classes of topological insulators. In the quantum Hall
insulators[18], the isolated chiral edge states (say right-
moving mode) are realized on its boundary while its anti-
chiral partner (left-moving mode) is spatially separated
in the other edge[19]. Chiral fermions, once they are
realized in isolated systems, are of particular interest
due to the possible applications based on unusual phe-
nomena such as chiral anomaly and resistivity against
localization[20–22].

Meanwhile, the advent of noisy intermediate-scale
quantum (NISQ) devices provides a toolbox with the
ability to design the desired Hamiltonian of complex
quantum systems[23–36]. In this work, we realize the
floquet chiral wave functions enabled by non-local cou-
plings using the current IBM Quantum processor. The
non-local time-evolution operator, ÛF

NL, is constructed by
the products of the successive local quantum operations
as [See Fig. 1 (c)]:

ÛF
NL =

∏
⟨i,j⟩

ÛL
ij , (1)

where i, j indicates the qubit sites of the nearest neigh-
bor. The unitary operator is described by the floquet
band theory, where the quasi-eigenenergy of the floquet
operator is periodic, ϵ(k) ∈ [0, 2π], as well as the quasi-
momentum k ∈ [0, 2π]. The periodicity of the floquet
quasienergy allows to have topologically non-trivial band
structure that has the net-winding along the quasi-energy

FIG. 1. (a)-(b) Chiral and non-Chiral Band structure of
the floquet evolution operator in the quasi-energy-momentum
plane. (a) In the case of the non-chiral state, the chiral and
anti-chiral states appear as pairs. (b) However, in the chi-
ral state, the winding of the band structure along the quasi-
energy direction results in non-zero net chirality. (c) Illus-
tration of non-local unitary operator consists of local unitary
gates. Subsequent application of the local operation generates
the non-local Floquet circuit. (d) Corresponding Hamiltonian
in the real space lattice. Long-ranged coupling with alternat-
ing signs produces destructive interference, which results in
chiral wave propagation.

direction [See Fig. 1(b)]. The winding number manifests
as the isolated right-moving chiral mode with the positive
group velocity, vg = ∂ϵ/∂k > 0, without the left-moving
pair.

In this work, we have conducted quantum simula-
tions of the floquet chiral quantum walk(FCQW) on
IBM Quantum quantum devices, encoded in quantum
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic illustration of the quantum circuit and the particle moving in the one-dimensional periodic lattice.
The FCQW is composed of the products of the two unitary operators, Uhopping and Uonsite. We transcribe it in quantum
circuit languages to implement in NISQ devices(ibm hanoi). (b) Propagation of chiral wave function in L = 8 lattice without
the external potential. The gray bars represent the corresponding results from noise simulations using Qiskit fake provider
class(FakeHanoi), while the colored bars correspond to the outcomes from the real device experiment on ibm hanoi. In real
device experiment, total 7000 shot is executed and we apply dynamical decoupling to mitigate error rates. We observe the
evident chiral wave propagation. The discrepancy between the real device and the noisy simulator is caused by the intrinsic
noise. (c)-(d) the comparison of the wave-packet peak amplitude as a function of (c) the total system size and (d) time steps
respectively. PP represents the post-processing. While the ideal value of the peak amplitude is exactly 1, the intrinsic error in
the noisy simulator and the real device causes the reduction of the amplitude. The post-processing described in Eq. (6) shows
recognizable improvement (c) as a function of the time step t = L, so the error rate rapidly escalates in proportion to O(L2).
(d) when the site length is fixed at a L = 8, the error rate shows a linear increase which is proportional to O(L).

circuit language. The simulations of FCQW showcase
the unidirectional behavior of wave functions in isolated
one-dimensional systems. The destructive interference
is shown in the real-space Hamiltonian where the long-
range coupling blocks the hopping of the quasiparticle
in one of the directions [Fig. 1(d)]. The realized chi-
ral quantum walk exhibits inherent topological immunity
against backscattering. To validate the robustness, we
introduced external potential barriers and observed the
wave function propagations, thereby reconfirming their
stability against external perturbations. Furthermore,
we contrast the robustness of the chiral states by observ-
ing the Anderson localization in the conventional non-
chiral quantum model in the continuous time domain.

Floquet chiral quantum walk– We represent the pe-
riodic lattice in L-qubit system model by mapping |0⟩
and |1⟩ qubit states as unoccupied and occupied states
respectively. The single discrete time-step evolution,
|ψ(t + 1)⟩ = ÛF

NL|ψ(t)⟩, is described by the floquet uni-

tary time-evolution operator ÛF
NL = ÛhoppingÛonsite, com-

prised of the kinetic term (Ûhopping) and the local poten-

tial terms (Ûonsite) that accounts for the backscattering.
The kinetic term plays a role in uni-directional hopping

as,

Ûhopping =

L∑
i=1

|i+ 1⟩⟨i|, (2)

where |i⟩ indicates the localized states at i-th qubit, and
we assume the periodic boundary |L+1⟩ = |1⟩. The cor-
responding effective floquet HamiltonianHF = −i lnUF

NL

has power law decaying non-local couplings in the pres-
ence of the net-chirality.
The chiral propagation of the FCQW is the manifes-

tation of the non-trivial floquet topological invariant[37].
Unlike the continuous time domain, the discrete quantum
walk is described by the quasienergy eigenvalues ϵn(k) ∈
[0, 2π], where the eigenstate |n(k)⟩ satisfies ÛF

NL|n(k)⟩ =
eiϵn(k)|n(k)⟩, where k is the quasi-momentum. In gen-
eral, the quasienergy-quasimomentum space forms the
two-dimensional torus T 2, where we can consider the
winding of the quasi-energy band along the quasi-energy
direction. For instance, the dispersion of (2) is given as,
ϵ(k) = k, that has non-zero chirality [See Fig. 1(b)].
Formally, under the non-trivial homotopy group,

π1(U(N)) = Z (A class in the Altland-Zirnbauer clas-
sification), we can define the winding number (w ∈ Z) of
the quasi-energy band, which is given as,

w =
1

2πi

∮
dk[UF

k ]†∂kU
F
k , (3)
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FIG. 3. (a)-(b) Numerical simulation of the quasi-energy
spectra in the presence of the disorder in (a) chiral (b) non-
chiral wave functions. In the presence of the strong random
potential, the non-chiral states show drastic changes in the
eigenstates distributions, signifying the transitions to local-
ized states. In contrast, the spectra of the chiral wave func-
tions only show the overall shift of the energy. (c)-(d) Ex-
perimental comparison of (c) IPR and (d) wave-packet peak
amplitude as a function of the potential strength. Experimen-
tal condition is same with the case of W = 0 (Fig 2(b)). Even
in the strongest potential strength W = 4 ∼ 2π, the IPR and
the wave-packet peak amplitude show a relative difference of
less than 10% with that of the clean limit (W = 0).

where UF
k is the Fourier transformed time-evolution op-

erator in the momentum space. The non-zero winding
number indicates w net-chirality (difference between the
number of the chiral and anti-chiral modes.) of the sys-
tems. We point out that the isolated chiral wave can
only be manifested in the floquet system due to the pe-
riodic nature of the quasi-energy. For instance, in the
continuous time domain, the chiral motion in Eq. (2) cor-
responds to a limit of the Hatano-Nelson model, which
inevitably introduces the non-Hermiticity in the Hamil-
tonian.

Transcribing chiral lattice model into quantum circuit–
To implement the FCQW on a real quantum circuit
device, we utilize the successive application of the lo-

cal SWAP operator on the nearest neighbor qubits. The
hopping term is expressed as a product of the SWAP op-
erators acting on the nearest neighbor qubits, where the
hopping term is explicitly given as,

Ûhopping =

N∏
<i,j>

(SWAP )ij . (4)

The implementation of the periodic boundary condition
does not need the swap operators between the long-
distanced two end sites. For instance, when L = 4, the
SWAP operator allows the exchange of quantum states
between adjacent lattice sites. Accordingly, Ûhopping can
be represented in a quantum circuit, as follows,

Ûhopping =


0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0

 =

×
× ×

× ×
×

(5)

Using ibm hanoi processor, we designed the quantum
circuit that emulates FCQW in L = 8 qubit lattice [See
Fig. 2(a) and the supplementary material for the detailed
implementation]. The wave-propagation is measured at
the discrete time steps (t = 2, 5, 8) where the quantum
circuit is evolved with the time evolution of the interval
(0 ≤ t ≤ 8). The initial state is prepared to be local-
ized at a single site (i = 1). The results are measured
with 7000 shots and compared against the results from
noisy simulator. We find the evident chiral propagation
of the wave packet [colored bars in Fig 2(a)] that agrees
well with the results from noisy-simulator [gray bars in
Fig 2(a)]. In addition, during the time evolution, we
observe the continuous dispersion of the localized wave
packet, evidenced by lowered wave function amplitude at
the packet center with the enhanced background noise.
This backscattering-like noise would not be seen in the

ideal circuit. By analyzing the measured data, we find
that the intrinsic noise of the processor is the dominant
source of the dispersion. In our mapping, for example,
the undesired bit-flip corresponds to the particle creation
and annihilation that maps to the sectors with different
particle numbers. The noise induced dispersion is glob-
ally observed without the signature of specific spatial cor-
relation. In the transcribed circuit, the SWAP gate is
composed of three C-NOT gates. As such, the time evo-
lution operator contains (N − 1) SWAP gates per step.
The rate of the random bit-flip increases in proportion to
both non-local depth (number of CNOT gates) and the
increase in the system size. To mitigate the dispersion in
the particle number space, we integrate the many-body
sectors with different particle numbers rather than dis-
carding them. Considering the uncorrelated random na-
ture of the noise, we can count the normalized probability
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FIG. 4. (a) Time evolution of the IPR of non-chiral wave function as a function of the potential strength. (b)-(d) numerical
simulation (L = 20) and (e)-(g) experimentally observed wave propagation (L = 8, ibmq kolkata) of the non-chiral wave
functions. The real device measurement is performed with a total 7000 execution times per data point and we apply dynamical
decoupling to mitigate error rates. In the strong potential barrier, the propagation is strongly suppressed due to the confinement
of the wave packet. Black-dotted lines are the reference to the dispersion of the wave packet without potential. In both
simulation and experimental results, we find the fragility of the non-chiral lattice model against Anderson localization.

density as,

Pi(t) = ⟨ψ(t)|N̂i|ψ(t)⟩/(
N∑
j=1

⟨ψ(t)|N̂j |ψ(t)⟩), (6)

where N̂i is the particle number operator at i-th site.
Fig.2 (c)-(d) compares the measured data with and with-
out the error mitigation. We observe recognizable im-
provement in the error rate observed in both real devices
and noisy simulators.

Topological robustness against disorder– We experi-
mentally validate the robustness against external poten-
tial in the coexistence with the intrinsic quantum error.

The onsite potential Ûonsite can be designed by per-
forming the transcribed RZ gates to each site, Ûonsite =∏L

i=1RZi(2Wui), where W is the controllable potential
strength. ui determines the shape of the potential. The
RZ gate is a one-qubit gate that applies a phase to a
qubit.

RZi(θ) =

(
e−i θ

2 0

0 e+i θ
2

)
= RZi(θ) ,

where the additional phase is gained under RZ gate if
the corresponding site is occupied. To examine the wave
confinement, we impose the square box potential barrier

next to the initially localized site such that ui=2,3,7,8 = 1
otherwise ui = 0. The strength of the potential barrier
is varied up to W = 4, which is comparable to the max-
imal window of the quasi-energy in the floquet systems.
Exceeding more than W = 2π results in the reduction
of the potential due to the periodic nature of the floquet
quasi-energy.

Fig. 3(c),(d) show the comparison of the inverse-
participation ratio (IPR) and the peak amplitude of the
wave packet as a function of the strength of the poten-
tial barrier. IPR which is defined by (IPR) =

∑
i |ψi|4

can conveniently describe localized(extended) behaviors
of quantum systems[38, 39]. For various ranges of the po-
tential barrier strength, we do not find the signature of
the reduction in the chiral propagation. The measured
difference of the IPR and the peak amplitude between
the clean limit and the strong potential W = 4 ranges
up to 10%, which is ignorably smaller compared to the
dispersion effect induced by the intrinsic quantum errors.

The robustness against the external potential is theo-
retically examined by calculating the change in the quasi-
energy spectra. Fig. 3(a),(b) exemplifies the comparison
of the quasi-energy spectra in the presence of the ran-
dom Anderson disorder with chiral (w = 1) and non-
chiral (w = 0) respectively. The introduction of the dis-
order immediately causes the change in the level statistics
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of the non-chiral quasi-eigenvalue spectra, indicating the
Anderson localization transition. On the other hand, the
level statistics of the chiral states remain unchanged, and
the overall shift of the energy is only observed. This fea-
ture is rather unusual even when compared to the chiral
edge state of the two-dimensional Chern insulator. In
general, the reduction in the transmission is observed in
the edge transport of the two-dimensional Chern insula-
tor. This is because the localized wave packets are gen-
erally linear superpositions of both bulk and edge states.
Strong disorder comparable to the bulk gap causes a
small finite hybridization between the bulk and edge.
However, in the case of the isolated chiral states, the
bulk contribution in the transmission is conceptually ab-
sent, which shows the extreme robustness compared to
the chiral edge states in the topological insulators.

Comparison with non-chiral wave function– To con-
trast the behavior of the chiral and non-chiral states,
we show the Anderson localization in the non-chiral
states[40, 41]. We realize the one-dimensional tight-
binding chain using the trotterized Hamiltonian, which
is given as,

Ĥ =

L∑
i=1

−[σ̂x
i σ̂

x
i+1 + σ̂y

i σ̂
y
i+1] +Wuiσ̂

z
i , (7)

where σ̂µ
i is µ-th Pauli operator at site i. We simulate the

continuous evolution of the above Hamiltonian using the
trotterized circuit of ibmq kolkata device. (See supple-
mentary material for the detailed circuit implementation
of the non-chiral states). Upon the time evolution, we
choose the initial wave function localized at the site i = 4,
where the measurement is performed during the six-time
intervals from t = 0.1 to t = 2.0. Fig. 4 (e)-(g) shows the
comparison of the wave propagation while varying the
potential strength [The corresponding numerical simu-
lation is shown in Fig. 4 (b)-(d)]. Fig. 4 shows the
time evolution of the IPR. Unlike the chiral wave func-
tion, the IPR of the non-chiral wave fluctuates strongly
as a function of the potential strength. Furthermore, the
long-time enhancement of the IPR indicates the strong
localization feature driven by the potential barrier. In
the clean limit (W = 0), the wave propagation occurs in
both directions, although asymmetry in the propagation
is observed due to the intrinsic noise. As the potential
strength increases up to W = 6, the wave function con-
finement appears, and it survives long-time up to t = 1.8
in both results from simulation and ibmq kolkata device.
The confinement is the direct evidence of the fragility
against Anderson localization. This feature is in direct
contrast to the FCQW.

Discussions– Our proposal of the chiral states has no
counterpart in the continuous time domain since the
topological origin of the winding number is based on the
floquet structure of the discrete-time evolution operator.
Realization of the chiral wave function can be extended

in higher-spatial dimensions. For instance, in two di-
mensions, the fermion doubling forbids the odd number
of the two-dimensional Dirac fermion without breaking
time-reversal symmetry[42, 43]. Recently the realization
of the single Dirac cone has been also proposed using
the quantum optics toolbox[2]. In addition, our proposal
is fully capable of utilizing many-body wave functions.
Studying the chiral wave function in the presence of the
many-body wave function would open a new avenue to
study the intriguing many-body phenomena such as the
fractionalized quasi-particles.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL FOR
“FLOQUET CHIRAL QUANTUM WALK IN QUANTUM COMPUTER”

DETAILS ON QUANTUM CIRCUIT TRANSCRIPTION

Quantum device hardware- We utilize IBM superconducting transmon qubit quantum processors. OpenQASM3 27-
qubit device ibm hanoi(QV=64) is used for simulating the discrete time evolution of the FCQW model. OpenQASM3
27-qubit device ibmq kolkata(QV=128) is used for the time evolution of the non-chiral model. Here, quantum Volume
(QV) indicates a metric that quantifies the largest size of a quantum circuit that can be effectively executed on a
given quantum computer. It serves as an indicator of the system’s computational capabilities and error rates.

Detailed layout of the qubit topology and calibration data of the quantum devices used in our experiments are
provided in Fig. S1. In addition, we have utilized the dynamical decoupling technique to reduce the quantum error.
We utilize the Qiskit transpiler to optimize our circuit to real(fake) backend environments. We execute a total 7000
shots for each implementation. Chiral simulation is executed on Oct 3, 2023, 08:44 - 10:21(GMT) by ibm hanoi. The
non-Chiral case is also simulated on Oct 6, 2023, 11:33 - 13:41(GMT) by ibmq kolkata.
Noise simulation- To compare with the real device simulation, we conducted the model simulation using Qiskit’s

built-in noise simulation with the fake provider and fake backends. Fake backends mimic the behavior of real IBM
quantum computers and they contain important information about real quantum devices(basis gate, circuit topology,
gate-type-dependent intrinsic error rates, etc.) for testing simulation performance in noisy environments.

FIG. S1. The illustration of qubit topology of 27-qubit quantum devices and calibration information of ibm hanoi and
ibmq kolkata. The qubits which are highlighted in a gray color show an example of an 8-qubit chain used for L = 8 time
evolution simulations. T1 and T2 are the relaxation and dephasing times respectively of the qubits. T1, T2, readout errors,
and

√
X errors are single-qubit calibration and CNOT error is about qubit-pairs.

IMPLEMENTATION OF NON-CHIRAL HAMILTONIAN

Jordan-Wigner Transformation– We aim to simulate the one-dimensional tight-binding Hamiltonian, which is given
as,

Ĥ =
∑
i

−[ĉ†i ĉi+1 + ĉ†i+1ĉi] +Wuiĉ
†
i ĉi (S1)

where ĉ†i and ĉi are creation and annihilation operator of the fermion. W is onsite-potential strength. ui determines

the distribution of on-site potentials. To implement the time-evolution operator Û = eiĤt, we transcribe Ĥ and Û to
Pauli matrices representation by Jordan-Wigner transformation that is described below :

ĉj = −

(
j−1⊗
k=1

σ̂z
k

)
⊗ σ̃j (S2)

where σ̂µ
j is µ-th Pauli operator acting on the j-th qubit. σ̃j is used to denote the qubit operator |0⟩⟨1| acting on the

j-th qubit[44]. With the result of simple algebra, we can show each term of Hamiltonian (Eq.(S1)) can be transformed
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as,

c†jcj+1 + c†j+1cj −→ σ̂X
j σ̂

X
j+1 + σ̂y

j σ̂
y
j+1, c†jcj −→ σ̂z

j (S3)

respectively. As a result, the tight-binding Hamiltonian in Eq.(S1) can be re-written in terms of the spin model as,

Ĥ =
∑
i

−J [σ̂x
i σ̂

x
i+1 + σ̂y

i σ̂
y
i+1] +Wuiσ̂

z
i (S4)

Quantum circuit representation– To implement the time evolution operator Û = e−iĤt, we construct a trotterized
circuit composed of the hopping and the potential terms separately. In quantum circuit language, the unitary time
evolution operator of the hopping term of Hamiltonian can be constructed by the successive applications of the two
CNOT gates and the one RZ gate as[45],

e−i(−Jσ̂x
i σ̂

x
i+1)dt =⇒

|i⟩ H • • H

|i+ 1⟩ H Rz(−Jdt) H
(S5)

In addition, the onsite potential term of Hamiltonian can be represented as,

e−i(−Jσ̂y
i σ̂

y
i+1)dt =⇒

|i⟩ Hy • • Hy

|i+ 1⟩ Hy Rz(−Jdt) Hy

(S6)

where Hy is Hadamard-y single-qubit rotating gate which can be used to perform a change y-basis to z-basis, satisfying
HyZHy = Y . Finally, the qubit representation of the last term can be constructed with the single RZ gate.

Trotterization- For generic operator, Â and B̂, ei(Â+B̂)t is not equivalent to eiÂteiB̂t except when the two operators
coummute as [Â, B̂] = 0. However, if Hamiltonian is given by sum of m different operators such that Ĥ =

∑m
i=1 Ĥi,

the unitary time-evolution operator Û = e−iĤt can be approximated using a Trotter-Suzuki formula. Trotter-Suzuki
decomposition is given by :

e(Â+B̂)t = eÂteB̂t +O(t2). (S7)

We can separate the time evolution operator with first-order Trotter-Suzuki approximation as,

e−iĤt ∼
m∏
i=1

(
e−iĤit/n

)n
(S8)

where n is trotter order and error is proportional to O(1/n2)[46, 47]. We decompose our time evolution operator to

3N × n terms, U i
x = e−i(−Jσ̂x

i σ̂
x
i+1)t/n, U i

y = e−i(−Jσ̂y
i σ̂

y
i+1)t/n, and U i

z = e−i(Wuiσ̂
z
i )t/n(see Fig. S2). In the case of

large n, trotter error can be negligible, however, the intrinsic error rate of quantum devices is rapidly escalated by an
increment of non-local gates. In such case, Device error is more dominant than trotter error, we simulate the n = 2
case for our experiments. The initial state was chosen such that the particle is positioned at site 4, and we measure
the time evolution in six intervals from t = 0.1 to t = 2.0.



ix

FIG. S2. The illustrative figure of a non-chiral lattice model of trotter circuit
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