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Quantum simulation of particle phenomena is a rapidly advancing field of research. With the
widespread availability of quantum simulators, a given quantum system can be simulated in nu-
merous ways, offering flexibility in implementation and exploration. Here, we perform quantum
simulation of neutrino propagation in matter, a phenomenon that plays a crucial role in neutrino
oscillations. We present quantum circuits with novel gate arrangements to simulate neutrino prop-
agation in both constant and varying matter density profiles. The oscillation probabilities are de-
termined by encoding and measuring the qubit states in the neutrino flavor basis, showing excellent
agreement with theoretical predictions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrino oscillations is still the only observed phe-
nomenon that does not fit into the standard model of par-
ticle physics. While numerous experiments are running
worldwide to further investigate this phenomenon, it re-
mains a highly explored topic from a theoretical perspec-
tive. Neutrino oscillation is a quantum mechanical phe-
nomenon that arises from the superposition of the three
neutrino flavor states. Due to tiny neutrino mass, this
superposition persists over macroscopic distance scales,
resulting in oscillations between neutrino flavors. This
has been observed in multiple experiments across differ-
ent parameter regimes [1–3].

As neutrinos propagate through matter, they undergo
coherent forward scattering with the particles in the
medium. This induces a flavor-dependent effective mass
for the neutrinos and modifies the neutrino flavor mix-
ing. The density profile of the medium plays an impor-
tant role in determining the oscillation probability. In a
medium with a periodic density profile such as the Earth
[4], or slowly varying density such as the Sun [5], reso-
nances can occur which lead to an enhanced probability
of flavor conversion [6].

Quantum mechanically, neutrino propagation can be
described by the evolution of the neutrino flavor states
in the system Hilbert space. For two flavor neutrino os-
cillations, the Hilbert space is a Bloch sphere S2. The
evolution of neutrino flavor states can be geometrically
represented as precession of the spin-polarization vector
in the presence of an effective magnetic field [7]. A qubit
with its two-dimensional Hilbert space naturally provides
a way to encode the two neutrino flavor states. The time
evolution of neutrino flavor states can then be mimicked
by applying quantum gates on the encoded qubit. Mea-
suring the qubit states would then give us the probability
of neutrino flavor oscillations. In this way, the neutrino
oscillation phenomenon can be simulated in a quantum
simulator or a quantum processing unit (QPU).

∗ sjoshi@barc.gov.in

More generally, quantum simulation refers to the sim-
ulation of a quantum system using another controllable
quantum system that can be realized in a laboratory [8–
10]. The dynamics of the controlled system are care-
fully engineered to achieve the desired unitary evolution,
which is implemented through a quantum circuit com-
posed of a sequence of quantum gates. This approach,
known as digital quantum simulation, is agnostic to the
specific hardware used to perform the simulation. A
quantum simulator typically refers to a software-based
tool that emulates quantum circuits on classical hard-
ware, allowing for efficient testing of algorithms without
any hardware constraints. In contrast, a QPU consists
of actual quantum hardware, such as superconducting
qubits or trapped ions, where computations are carried
out physically.
With the availability of publicly accessible QPUs and

quantum simulators, such as the one provided by IBM 1,
simulating nuclear and particle physics phenomena has
generated significant interest [11–16]. In the context of
neutrinos, several studies have been performed to sim-
ulate the neutrino oscillation phenomenon using various
hardware platforms and quantum gate implementations
[17–22]. For example, in [18], two and three flavor vac-
uum neutrino oscillations were simulated using the single
and two qubit gates in the Qiskit simulator and the IBM
QPU. In [20], the three transmon [23] levels were used
to encode the neutrino flavors, and the oscillations were
simulated using qutrit gates. In addition to the super-
conducting qubits, other quantum computing hardware,
such as nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) processor [21]
and trapped ion technology [17], have been used to sim-
ulate neutrino oscillations.
In this work, we present quantum circuits to simulate

two flavor neutrino propagation in matter. Section II
presents the theoretical details where we describe the ex-
pressions of oscillation probability in both constant and

1 https://quantum.ibm.com/,
https://qiskit.github.io/qiskit-aer/stubs/qiskit_aer.

AerSimulator.html
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varying density profiles. In Section III, we discuss the en-
coding of the neutrino propagator in terms of quantum
gates. We describe the gates, which can be implemented
both physically on hardware and virtually through soft-
ware. Quantum circuits incorporating both types of
gates are presented for simulating neutrino propagation
through Earth. In Section IV, we present an effective
unitary that can be used to simulate solar neutrino prop-
agation. This unitary is implemented using two qubit en-
tangling gates. All the above circuits are first simulated
using Qiskit’s AerSimulator package2 and subsequently
executed on ibm brisbane, a cloud-based IBM quantum
processor. In Section V we present conclusions and dis-
cussions.

II. NEUTRINO PROPAGATION IN MATTER

Neutrino flavor mixing is characterized by a unitary
mixing matrix U such that |να⟩ =

∑
k Uαk |νi⟩, where

α = e, µ or τ represents the neutrino flavor state and
i = 1, 2, 3 represents the mass eigenstate with mass mi.
We restrict ourselves to the case of two flavor vacuum os-
cillations where the matrix U is parametrized by mixing
angle θ

U (θ) =

(
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

)
. (1)

The propagation of neutrinos in background matter
induces an effective potential due to the coherent forward
scattering of neutrinos with the electrons in the medium.
The evolution of neutrino flavor states can be described
by the equation

i
d

dt
|ψ(t)⟩ = HF |ψ(t)⟩ , (2)

where |ψ(t)⟩ = (νe(t) νµ(t))
T, νe(t) and νµ(t) being the

probability amplitudes for neutrino to be in state |νe⟩
and |νµ⟩, respectively, and HF is the Hamiltonian in the
flavor basis given by [6]

HF =
1

2E

[
U (θ)

(
−∆m2 0

0 ∆m2

)
U †(θ) +

(
A 0
0 0

)]
,

(3)
where E is the neutrino energy and ∆m2 = m2

2−m2
1. The

parameter A characterizes the effect of matter on neu-
trino propagation and is given by A = 2

√
2GFYeρE/mn,

where GF is the Fermi constant, ρ is density of matter,
Ye is the number of electrons per nucleon, and mn is the
nucleon mass. The Hamiltonian HF can be diagonalized

2 Qiskit AerSimulator builds a noise model based on the calibra-
tion data from the QPU (ibm brisbane in our case), enabling
realistic quantum simulations.

by the unitary matrix (1) with parameter θ replaced by
an effective mixing angle in matter θm given by

sin 2θm =
sin 2θ√

(cos 2θ − β)2 + sin2 2θ
, (4)

where β = A/∆m2. The eigenvalues of the diagonalized
Hamiltonian give the mass-squared difference in matter:

∆m2
m = ∆m2

√
(cos 2θ − β)2 + sin2 2θ. (5)

In a medium with constant density, solving Eq. (2) gives
us the evolution vector

|ψ(t)⟩ = U (θm)U(ϕ)U †(θm) |ψ(0)⟩ , (6)

where ϕ = ∆m2
mt/2E and

U(ϕ) =
(
e−iϕ/2 0

0 eiϕ/2

)
. (7)

Since neutrinos propagate nearly at the speed of light,
we can make the replacement t → x, where x is the dis-
tance traveled. If neutrinos are produced in the flavor
state |νµ⟩, and are detected after traveling a certain dis-
tance from the source, then the oscillation probability is
given by

P (νµ → νe) =
∣∣ ⟨νe|U (θm)U(ϕ)U †(θm) |νµ⟩

∣∣2
=

∣∣∣∣∣ (1 0
)( cos θm sin θm

− sin θm cos θm

)(
e−iϕ/2 0

0 eiϕ/2

)
(
cos θm − sin θm
sin θm cos θm

)(
0
1

) ∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (8)

A useful model of neutrino propagation assumes a
medium having a density that is piecewise constant and
is periodic with a period ℓ, as shown in Fig. 1a. This is
known as slab approximation [4]. If the overall medium
consists of N such slabs, then the time evolution vector
for neutrino propagation is given by

|ψ(xN )⟩ =[U (θm2)U(ϕ2)U †(θm2)](N)...[U (θm2)U(ϕ2)
U (θm2)](2)[U (θm1)U(ϕ1)U †(θm1)](1) |ψ(0)⟩ ,

(9)

where ∆m2
mk and θmk (k = 1, 2) are the effective mass-

squared differences and mixing angles in the region with
density ρk respectively, and ϕk = ∆m2

mk∆xk/2E. The
periodic density profile can result in parametric enhance-
ment of flavor transitions[4]. This density model, with
one and a half period of constant density slabs as shown
in Figure 1b, also serves as a good approximation of
Earth’s density [4].
As neutrinos propagate through a medium, another ef-

fect becomes significant when the density of the medium
varies with distance. This happens when the resonance
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 1: (a) Slab profile for density profile of a medium.
The medium consists of slabs with constant density
ρ1 and ρ2 having lengths ∆x1 and ∆x2, respectively.
Overall, there are N slabs, and the medium has a peri-
odicity ℓ. (b) The density of Earth can be modeled us-
ing the slab profile with one and a half period. For the
mantle region we set ρ1 = 5 g/cm3 and ∆x1 = 5000
km, and the core region has ρ2 = 10 g/cm3 and
∆x2 = 2500 km.

condition β = cos 2θ is satisfied, which results in en-
hancement of the mixing angle (4). For example, solar
neutrinos are produced near the center of the Sun in re-
gions with high density. If their energy is sufficiently
high, they will eventually cross this resonance point as
they move outward to low-density regions. If the density
is a slowly varying function of the distance x traveled by
the neutrino, then the propagation is nearly adiabatic.
The survival probability of νe as it propagates to vac-
uum is given by [6]

P (νe → νe) =
(
1 0

)(cos2 θ sin2 θ
sin2 θ cos2 θ

)(
1 0
0 1

)
(
cos2 θm sin2 θm
sin2 θm cos2 θm

)(
1
0

)
=
1

2

(
1 + cos 2θ cos 2θm

)
. (10)

Here, the phase information is effectively lost, and in-
stead of adding amplitudes as in Eq. (8), we add the
probabilities of neutrino to be in the two mass eigen-
states. This is known as MSW (Mikheyev-Smirnov-
Wolfenstein) effect [24].

III. SIMULATING MATTER EFFECTS USING
VIRTUAL Z GATES

The quantum simulation of two-flavor neutrino oscil-
lations can be implemented using a single qubit, where
the neutrino flavor states are mapped onto the computa-
tional basis states:

|νe⟩ ≡ |0⟩ =
(
1
0

)
, |νµ⟩ ≡ |1⟩ =

(
0
1

)
. (11)

A generic single qubit gate with three rotation angles
that operates on a qubit state is given by the unitary

U(Θ,Φ, λ) =

(
cosΘ/2 −eiλ sinΘ/2

eiΦ sinΘ/2 ei(Φ+λ) cosΘ/2

)
. (12)

Geometrically, we can represent a qubit state as a vector
from the center to the surface of the Bloch sphere and a
unitary gate as rotations of this vector around the three
axes of the sphere. For example, the gate (12) can be
decomposed in terms rotations around the Y and Z axis
of the Bloch sphere.

U(Θ,Φ, λ) = RZ(Φ)RY (Θ)RZ(λ), (13)

where RY (ξ) = e−iσyξ/2 and RZ(ξ) = e−iσzξ/2,
σx, σy, and σz are the three Pauli matrices.
Physically, a single qubit gate is applied by driving

the qubit through a pulse on resonance with the qubit
frequency. Such a pulse produces a rotation around an
axis on the equator of the Bloch sphere defined by the
vector n̂ = (cosΦ,− sinΦ, 0). The general form of such
a rotation is given by

Rn̂(Φ)(Θ) = exp
(
− i

2
Θn̂.σ⃗

)
= ei

Φ
2 σze−iΘ

2 σye−iΦ
2 σz

=RZ(−Φ)RY (Θ)RZ(Φ)

=U(Θ,−Φ,Φ), (14)

where the vector σ⃗ = (σx, σy, σz). The parameter Θ is
determined by the amplitude and duration of the pulse,
while Φ corresponds to the phase of the pulse. Thus, a
physical pulse implements a particular case of the generic
unitary gate (12).
The simulation of neutrino oscillation on a quan-

tum circuit would require us to construct a sequence
of gates that implement the desired unitary propaga-
tor of oscillation. For example, the oscillation proba-
bility (8) can be simulated by implementing the unitary:
U (θm)U(ϕ)U †(θm) through an appropriate set of gates.
The matrix U (θm) corresponds to qubit rotation about
the Y axis of the Bloch sphere and can be encoded in
the quantum gate (12) as: U (θm) ≡ U(2θm, 0, 0) =
RY (2θm). Physically, the Y gate is executed by driv-
ing the qubit on resonance using a pulse of appropriate
amplitude and duration and zero phase. The evolution
matrix U(ϕ), corresponds to qubit rotation around the
Z axis: U(ϕ) ≡ RZ(ϕ). The Z gate can be applied by
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detuning the qubit frequency with respect to the drive
pulse. Another way to implement the Z gate is by rotat-
ing the qubit state using a combination of X and Y gates
since RZ(ϕ) = RX(π/2)RY (ϕ)RX(−π/2). An equivalent
and efficient way to do this operation is to rotate the axes
of the Bloch sphere with respect to the qubit state. In
practice, this can be done by adding a phase offset to the
driving pulse for all subsequent X and Y gates [25]. This
phase offset does not require any physical pulse and can
be done at the software level. This “virtual” Z gate is
free from calibration errors and has zero gate duration.

To see virtual Z gate in action, consider the following
gate implementation [22]

U (θm)U(ϕ)U †(θm) ≡ U(2θm, 0, 0)RZ(ϕ)U(−2θm, 0, 0)

=RZ(ϕ)RZ(−ϕ)RY (2θm)RZ(ϕ)RY (−2θm)

=RZ(ϕ)U(2θm,−ϕ, ϕ)RY (−2θm), (15)

where we have used Eq.(14). The last RZ gate is irrele-
vant if the measurements are done in the Z basis. The
main advantage we obtain here by applying virtual Z
gates is the reduction in the number of physical pulses
required to implement the desired circuit. This can be es-
pecially important in the case where a large number of Z
gates are required. For example, in Eq (9) the case where
neutrinos propagate through a sequence of N slabs, the
unitary propagator requires a minimum of 3N physical
pulses including N instances of the Z gate. Implement-
ing this unitary using virtual Z gate would require only
2N physical pulses:

[U (θm2)U(ϕ2)U †(θm2)](N)...[U (θm2)U(ϕ2)U (θm2)](2)

[U (θm1)U(ϕ1)U †(θm1)](1)

≡ RZ(N(ϕ1 + ϕ2))U(2θm2,−N(ϕ1 + ϕ2), N(ϕ1 + ϕ2))

U(−2θm2,−Nϕ1 − (N − 1)ϕ2, Nϕ1 + (N − 1)ϕ2)...

U(2θm2,−(ϕ1 + ϕ2), (ϕ1 + ϕ2))U(−2θm2,−ϕ1, ϕ1)
U(2θm1,−ϕ1, ϕ1)RY (−2θm1). (16)

In Figure 2a, we show the quantum circuit correspond-
ing to Eq. (16). It consists of an X gate, which initial-
izes the qubit in the state |νµ⟩. This is followed by a Y
gate and then a series of unitary operations with varying
phases which effectively implement the virtual Z gates.
Thus the circuit contains a total of 2N + 1 gates, each
of which can be implemented by a physical pulse. The
measurement at the end of the circuit provides the prob-
abilities of the two possible outcomes, corresponding to
the states |νe⟩ and |νµ⟩, thus determining the neutrino
flavor. The oscillation probability obtained by running
this circuit is plotted in Figure 3. The quantum cir-
cuit simulating the oscillation dynamics of atmospheric
neutrinos as they propagate through the center of the
Earth is shown in Figure 2b. The corresponding oscil-
lation probability is plotted in Figure 4. Both circuits
are executed for 4096 shots, and the oscillation proba-
bility P (νµ → νe) is determined by counting the frac-
tion of |0⟩ outcomes. The results obtained from both the

AerSimulator and the QPU exhibit good agreement with
theoretical predictions.
In this work, we have designed quantum circuits us-

ing gate arrangements that closely reflect the quantum
operations underlying the actual process of neutrino os-
cillation. However, this may not be the most efficient way
to implement the given unitary operation on a quantum
computer. This is due to the fact that each quantum
computing hardware has a distinct set of native gates
and qubit connectivity constraints. In the Qiskit simu-
lator, a given input circuit is transpiled to a form that
can be executed on a specific quantum device [26]. In
Appendix A, we show the transpiled form of the above
circuit.

IV. SIMULATING SOLAR NEUTRINO
PROPAGATION USING TWO-QUBIT GATES

Solar neutrinos, generated near the Sun’s core, undergo
the MSW effect as they propagate outward adiabatically.
Their survival probability in vacuum at a given point is
determined by Eq. (10). The mixing matrices of vacuum
and matter in Eq. (10) have the following form

Wvac =

(
cos2 θ sin2 θ
sin2 θ cos2 θ

)
, Wmat =

(
cos2 θm sin2 θm
sin2 θm cos2 θm

)
,

(17)
To simulate solar neutrino propagation, the quantum cir-
cuit must encode the matrix Q =WvacWmat using a suit-
able arrangement of quantum gates. However, it is clear
that the above matrices are not unitary, so we cannot
apply quantum gates in a straightforward manner. To
encode these non-unitary matrices, we consider a com-
posite system of two qubits consisting of an ancilla qubit
(qA) and an encoded qubit (qB). The encoded qubit has
|0⟩ = |νe⟩ and |1⟩ = |νµ⟩. The time evolution of the two
qubit system is engineered using the following unitary
matrix:

U2q =

(
Q

√
I −Q2√

I −Q2 −Q

)
, (18)

where I is the 2× 2 identity matrix. Both the qubits are
initialized in the state |0⟩, so the initial density matrix
of the system is ρAB

0 = |00⟩ ⟨00|. Under the unitary evo-
lution 18, the density matrix of the system transforms
as

ρAB = U2qρ
AB
0 U †

2q. (19)

The reduced density matrix for the qubit B is then given
by

ρB = trA(ρ
AB) =

(
Q00 0
0 1−Q00

)
, (20)

where Q00 = 1
2 (1 + cos 2θ cos 2θm) is the element of the

matrix Q. The measurements on the qubit qB is defined
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. . .|0⟩ X RY (−2θm1) U(2θm1,−ϕ1, ϕ1) U(2θm2,−N(ϕ1 + ϕ2), N(ϕ1 + ϕ2)

(a)

|0⟩ X RY (−2θm1) U(2θm1,−ϕ1, ϕ1) U(−2θm2,−ϕ1, ϕ1)

U(2θm2,−(ϕ1 + ϕ2), (ϕ1 + ϕ2) U(−2θm1,−(ϕ1 + ϕ2), (ϕ1 + ϕ2)

U(2θm1,−(2ϕ1 + ϕ2), (2ϕ1 + ϕ2)

(b)

FIG. 2: (a) Implementation of Eq (16) in a quantum circuit. The X gate initializes the qubit in state |1⟩ ≡ |νµ⟩ .
Each unitary gate can be realized with a single physical pulse, so the circuit implementation in a QPU would re-
quire N + 1 pulses. (b) Quantum circuit for evaluating P (νµ → νe) for neutrinos passing through the center of
Earth with the density profile shown in Figure 1b.

FIG. 3: The neutrino oscillation probability corre-
sponding to the slab density profile shown in Figure
1a. The simulations were performed using five periods
(N = 10) of representative path lengths ∆x1 = 500
km and ∆x2 = 1000 km with respective densities
ρ1 = 5 g/cm3 and ρ2 = 10 g/cm3. The effective
mixing angle in each constant density slab is given by
θm = sin−1(sin θ23 sin 2θ13m) [27], where θ23 = 45◦ and
θ13 = 9◦. The data points obtained from Qiskit Aer-
Simulator (blue cross) and IBM QPU (red dot) show
good agreement with the theory (solid lines).

by the operators: M0 = |0⟩ ⟨0| and M1 = |1⟩ ⟨1|. This
gives us the probabilities of obtaining the outcomes |0⟩
and |1⟩, respectively, as:

p(0) = tr(M0ρ
B) = Q00 = P (νe → νe),

p(1) = tr(M1ρ
B) = 1−Q00 = P (νe → νµ). (21)

Thus we obtain the desired probability (10), by perform-
ing measurements on the encoded qubit.

FIG. 4: The neutrino oscillation probability as a func-
tion of Energy for neutrinos passing through the center
of the Earth. The solid line shows the theoretical cal-
culation corresponding to the density profile shown in
Figure 1b. The quantum simulation results obtained
from the Qiskit Aersimulator and IBM Quantum pro-
cessor are shown with blue cross markers and red dot
markers, respectively.

There are several ways in which the unitary U2q im-
plemented in a quantum circuit. This would require de-
composing U2q in a sequence of single and two qubit
gates. Since U2q is a purely real unitary matrix, it can
be constructed using two CNOT gates [28, 29]. We thus
realize U2q in a quantum circuit using two CNOTs and six
parametrized single qubit gates [18] as follows:

U2q ≡(RA
Y (α3)⊗RB

Y (β3))U
AB
CX (RA

Y (α2)⊗RB
Y (β2))U

AB
CX

(RA
Y (α1)⊗RB

Y (β1)), (22)

where UAB
CX is the CNOT gate with control qubit qA and
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qA RY (α1) RY (α2) RY (α3)

qB RY (β1) RY (β2) RY (β3)

FIG. 5: Quantum circuit implementing Eq. (22). The
qubit qB encodes the neutrino flavor states, and qA is
the ancilla qubit. The parameters αi and βi (i = 1, 2, 3)
are optimized for high gate fidelity. The measurements
are performed on the qubit qB .

FIG. 6: Survival νe → νe and transition νe → νµ proba-
bilities of νe as a function of energy for solar neutrinos.
The solid lines represent the theoretical curve corre-
sponding to Eq. (10), with θ = θ12 = 33.5◦. The blue
cross markers and red dot markers correspond to data
obtained from the Qiskit AerSimulator and the IBM
QPU, respectively.

target qubit qB . The parameters αi, βi (i = 1, 2, 3) are
obtained by optimizing the gate fidelity (Appendix B).

The quantum circuit corresponding to Eq. (22) is
shown in Figure 5. The two qubits are initialized in the
state |0⟩ and a sequence of single and two qubit gates is
applied to encode the desired evolution. Finally, the mea-
surements are made on the qubit qB . The correspond-
ing results obtained after the measurement are plotted
in Figure 6. For each data point, we execute the circuit
4096 times to buid sufficient statistics. Both the mea-
surement results P (νe → νe) and P (νe → νµ) show good
agreement with the theoretical prediction.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have performed quantum simulations of neutrino
propagation in both constant and varying matter density
profile. The quantum circuits for simulating two flavor
neutrino oscillations through periodic density slab and
through Earth matter was presented. These circuits em-

ploy a sequence of single qubit gates along with virtual
Z gates. The use of virtual Z gates reduces the over-
all circuit depth, which is important to run algorithms
on noisy qubits. The propagation of neutrinos through
a varying density profile was simulated for the case of
solar neutrinos. Here, due to the non-unitary nature of
the evolution matrix, the quantum circuit requires two
qubit entangling gates to simulate the desired probabili-
ties. For all the circuits discussed above, the simulations
were performed on both the Qiskit AerSimulator and the
IBM QPU hardware. The results obtained from quantum
simulations show a good agreement with the theoretical
calculations.

The quantum simulation of neutrino propagation pre-
sented here shows the versatility of the present day quan-
tum simulators and QPUs. In principle, any complex
quantum system to be simulated can be mapped into
qubit states and the evolution of this simulated system
can be encoded in terms of an effective unitary propa-
gator. This unitary can be implemented on a quantum
circuit to an arbitrary accuracy using a discrete set of sin-
gle and two qubit gates [30]. In the case of neutrinos, this
strategy can be utilized to simulate various other prop-
agation scenarios involving spin-flavor oscillations [31],
quantum decoherence [32, 33], non-standard interactions
[34], etc.
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Appendix A: Qiskit transpilation of quantum
circuits

Qiskit transpiler rewrites a given input circuit in or-
der to match the instruction set architecture (ISA) of
the target backend. The transformed circuit obeying the
ISA consists only of instructions supported by the back-
end device, such as the hardware’s available basis gates,
measurements, resets, and control flow operations, and
comply with the constraints specified by the connectiv-
ity of the hardware. In addition, the transpiler optimizes
the circuit instructions, which greatly reduces the depth
and complexity of quantum circuits. In this paper, we
used ibm brisbane, which is one of the IBM Eagle pro-
cessors. The native gate set available in this processor
include ECR (echoed cross-resonance, two qubit gate), RZ
(Single qubit Z rotation),

√
X (single qubit

√
NOT gate),

X (single qubit NOT gate) and ID (single qubit Identity)
gates.
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FIG. 7: Quantum circuit after transpilation correspond-
ing to the input circuit shown in Figure 2b.

In Figure 7, we show the transpiled circuit correspond-
ing to the circuit shown in Figure 2b, which simulates the
neutrino propagation through Earth. The transpiler has
clearly reduced the gate count, which plays an important
role in getting better results from the noisy qubits. The
transpiler has an option optimization level, which
takes integer values 0, 1, 2, or 3. Choosing a higher op-
timization level generates more optimized circuits, how-
ever, it takes longer to compile such circuits. In this
paper, we set the optimization level equal to 2 for all
the circuits.

Appendix B: Optimal parameters for single qubit
gates

The parameters αi and βi in Eq. (22) are obtained by
maximizing the overlap fidelity

F =
1

16
|Tr(U†

TUR)|2, (B1)

where UT is the target unitary given by Eq. (18) and UR

is the realized unitary (22). We optimize the parameters
using the optimize module from Scipy. The parame-
ters αi and βi are constrained within the range (−π, π),
and the optimization is performed using the L-BFGS-B
method. Since this is a gradient-based optimization al-
gorithm, it is prone to falling into local minima. To mit-
igate this, we randomize the initial parameter guesses
within the range (−1, 1) and repeat the optimization 1000
times for each data point. We obtain an infidelity 1− F
less than 10−7 for all the data points. For example for
the first data point in Figure 6, we obtain 1 − F =
4.5 × 10−9 and the optimized parameters are: α1 =
0.89140528, β1 = 1.57079633, α2 = 1.42089489, β2 =
−3.14159265, α3 = −0.82929248, β3 = −1.57079633.
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