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The transition from a false vacuum to the true vacuum is a real-time phenomenon of interest in
many contexts. It represents a special challenge for strongly interacting non-Abelian gauge theories
because standard spacetime lattices incorporate imaginary time from the outset. To attain real-time
phenomena, Hamiltonian lattice methods are being developed for quantum computers. The present
work considers SU(2) gauge theory on a minimal lattice in three spatial dimensions, where round-
the-world strings called torelons can travel and interact. This minimal 3D lattice has a triamond
structure whose properties are elucidated by calculating the spectrum of torelon states. Then, by
introducing a twisted boundary condition, real-time evolution is used to demonstrate the decay of
a false vacuum. Calculations in the present work are done on classical computers except for one
benchmark study of imaginary time evolution that ran on the ibm_brisbane quantum computer.

I. INTRODUCTION

The classic picture of false vacuum decay is a double-
well potential energy function where the shallower well
(called the false vacuum) is separated from the deeper
well (called the true vacuum) by an energy barrier [1, 2].
A system that begins in the false vacuum can later be
found in the true vacuum with some probability. For
the corresponding scenario in a quantum field theory, the
decay rate can be calculated by using a semi-classical
approximation and imaginary time, but that approach
does not explain the physical mechanism of the decay.

In contrast, real-time simulations would allow direct
observation of the vacuum decay mechanism, perhaps
showing bubbles of true vacuum appearing and nucleat-
ing to displace the false vacuum. Various approaches are
being explored by several authors [3–8]. In the present
work, we take a first step toward using lattice gauge the-
ory for the real-time simulation of false vacuum decay.
We use a pure gauge theory; no matter fields are required.

Lattice gauge theory is a direct computational method
for calculations in non-Abelian theories such as quantum
chromodynamics (QCD). Computations of the masses,
decay constants and form factors of QCD hadrons have
become precision results of the utmost importance to
the particle and nuclear physics communities [9, 10].
The starting point for standard computations is a four-
dimensional Euclidean spacetime lattice that provides
convenient access to imaginary time calculations but no
access to real-time simulations.

A promising approach to real-time physics is to rewrite
the theory as a Hamiltonian problem, keeping time as
a continuous variable and discretizing only the spatial
components onto a three-dimensional lattice [11]. The
length of the state vector grows exponentially with the
lattice size but, in principle, it can be stored efficiently
in the qubit register of a quantum computer [12]. Un-
fortunately, the non-Abelian version of Gauss’s law must
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now be imposed as a constraint that is external to the
Hamiltonian, and finding the best approach to this issue
is a high-priority topic for several research groups [13–24].
Nevertheless, non-Abelian theories have already been put
successfully onto quantum computers [25–43], though the
lattices are necessarily small and typically have just one
or two spatial dimensions.
In three dimensions, each site on a cubic lattice is

touched by six gauge links, pointed in directions ±î, ±ĵ,
±k̂ along the standard Cartesian axes. There are multi-
ple ways that six specified SU(2) representations can be
combined to satisfy Gauss’s law. This means additional
qubits are required at each site to define the partial sums
needed for a complete definition of the quantum state.
The triamond lattice is an alternative that spans three-
dimensional space and yet has only three gauge links
touching each site [38]. This means the triamond gauge
fields are fully defined by the gauge link qubits with no
need for extra qubits at the sites. The triamond lattice
is strongly isotropic [38, 44, 45] and provides an efficient
way to build a three-dimensional lattice gauge theory. A
similar approach in two dimensions leads to hexagonal
lattices [46–48].
In the absence of matter fields, gauge invariance re-

quires any flow of non-Abelian charges (such as the col-
ors of QCD) to form closed paths on the lattice. Local-
ized particles called glueballs are gauge-invariant objects
described by a superposition of localized paths. If the
lattice has periodic boundary conditions, there can also
be paths that go all the way around the lattice to close
on themselves from behind as shown in Fig. 1, and these
are called torelons [49–56]. A torelon is a closed path of
color flux that is not homotopic to a point. Torelons be-
come non-dynamical heavy states as the lattice volume
is taken to infinity, but on small lattices they are central
to the physics.
In SU(2) gauge theory with periodic boundary condi-

tions, the presence or absence of a torelon in the î direc-
tion is a good quantum number, and the same is true for

the ĵ direction and the k̂ direction. A pair of torelons
along the same direction can annihilate each other, but
a single torelon cannot disappear. Torelons can move
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(a) (b) (c)

1FIG. 1. A closed path of round-the-world color flux, called a
torelon, in a cubic spatial volume with periodic boundary con-
ditions. (a) One horizontal torelon. (b) One vertical torelon.
(c) One diagonal torelon.

across the lattice and interact with each other through
the SU(2) gauge fields. A pair of torelons along two dif-
ferent directions cannot annihilate each other but they
can combine to form a bound state that we will call a
diagonal torelon, corresponding to a single path winding
around the lattice in both of the original directions before
returning to itself, as shown in Fig. 1(c).

For a universe containing just one torelon (suppose it is

a diagonal torelon in the î and k̂ directions) the ground
state has no objects other than the stationary torelon.
That diagonal torelon has the same quantum numbers

as a pair of separated torelons, one in each of the î and k̂
directions, but this two-torelon state has higher energy.
If the universe is periodic in all three directions, then
the ground state is stable. However, a twisted boundary

condition in the ĵ direction means î and k̂ become in-
terchanged for an object that travels completely around
the ĵ direction. This means the diagonal torelon state
(false vacuum) can decay to a no-torelon state (true vac-
uum) and that these two states are separated by the
two-torelon state (energy barrier). This is the false vac-
uum decay process that will be investigated in the present
work.

Section II defines SU(2) gauge theory on a triamond
lattice, explaining the specific geometry that will be used
for the current study and how it can be mapped to a lad-
der of square paths. Section III examines the spectrum of
torelon states on a triamond lattice of three unit cells, dis-
cussing the subtle relationship between energy and mo-
mentum. Section IV presents our method for running
quantum imaginary time evolution on an IBM quantum
computer for a lattice with 12 square plaquettes, shows
the results of those quantum computations, and contem-
plates the extension to a triamond lattice. Section V
contains our use of real-time evolution to study false vac-
uum decay, which is built on the fact that the triamond
lattice is truly three-dimensional. Section VI provides an
outlook toward possible next steps.

II. THE TRIAMOND LATTICE

A primary motivation for choosing a triamond lattice
rather than a cubic lattice is to reduce the number of
gauge links touching each site from six to three [38]. Hav-

FIG. 2. (a) A triamond lattice comprising three unit cells with
periodic boundary conditions in all three directions. Twelve
of the 36 gauge links are numbered so they can be referenced
in the text. (b) A flattened map of the same triamond lattice
with the same 12 labels. (c) The same flattened map with two
plaquettes shown in thick lines, namely a 10-sided plaquette
at 1,2,3,4 and an 8-sided plaquette at 9,11. (d) Thick black
paths show a horizontal, diagonal and vertical torelon in the
left, center and right unit cells respectively.

ing only three gauge links at a site means the combined
SU(2) value of any pair of links is determined uniquely
by the value of the third gauge link. In contrast, the
combined SU(2) value of two links on a cubic lattice is
not unique because the other four links can be combined
in many ways, and this means extra qubits would be re-
quired at each lattice site to fully specify the quantum
state.

The triamond lattice used in this work is shown in
Fig. 2(a). To view a triamond lattice from many different
vantage points, please see our two-minute video [57]. At
each lattice site, the three gauge links lie in a plane and
are equally spaced. The plane at a lattice site is always
orthogonal to the line connecting opposite corners of a
unit cell, which means there are four different planes in
a triamond lattice. The lattice sites in Fig. 2 are shown
in white, red, green and blue to label the plane at each
site.

In a cubic lattice all gauge links are on the edges of a
unit cell, but the triamond lattice is not so sparse and
has gauge links inside each unit cell. Specifically, every
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gauge link lies along one of the following six directions,

r̂ =
ĵ − k̂√

2
, ĝ =

î− ĵ√
2
, b̂ =

k̂ − î√
2
,

ĉ =
ĵ + k̂√

2
, m̂ =

î+ ĵ√
2
, ŷ =

k̂ + î√
2
, (1)

corresponding respectively to the red, green, blue, cyan,

magenta and yellow gauge links in Fig. 2 with î, ĵ and k̂
being the standard orthonormal unit vectors.

Because of the periodic boundaries, all connections be-
tween gauge links in Fig. 2(a) can be shown in a flat map
as displayed in Fig. 2(b). The map has the form of a
12-rung ladder that is periodic only in the horizontal di-
rection. For example, the links along one side of the lad-
der (numbered from 1 to 12 in Fig. 2) lie on a corkscrew
trajectory around the periodic triamond lattice.

On a large triamond lattice the smallest closed paths
are 10-sided, and several examples can be found in
Fig. 2(a). They are called elementary plaquettes. Every
elementary plaquette omits one of the gauge link direc-
tions from Eq. (1) but includes two links in each of the
other five directions. Any triamond lattice comprising
N unit cells has 12N gauge links and 12N elementary
plaquettes.

On our small triamond lattice, some of the elementary
plaquettes wrap around a periodic boundary and affect
the same link twice. In the special case where the twice-
affected link retains its original value, the result is pair
creation of two torelons that we will refer to as an 8-sided
plaquette. Fig. 2(c) shows examples of 10-sided and 8-
sided plaquettes.

The Hamiltonian of SU(2) gauge theory is a sum of a
color-electric term and a color-magnetic term [38],

Htriamond = HE +HB , (2)

with

HE =
8
√
2a3g2

3

∑
n=links

Tr
(
E2

x(n) + E2
y(n) + E2

z (n)
)
, (3)

HB = −2
√
2

g2a

∑
w⃗=white

6∑
s=1

Ps(w⃗), (4)

where g is the SU(2) coupling and a is the lattice spacing,
i.e. the length of each gauge link. The sum in the color-
electric term runs over all gauge links on the lattice, with

E⃗ representing the color-electric field. The double sum in
the color-magnetic term runs over all plaquettes on the
lattice, organized here as six plaquettes per white site as
described in Ref. [38]. In particular, Ps(w⃗) is the trace
of the product of gauge links around the s’th plaquette
at white site w⃗.
Any eigenstate of the color-electric Hamiltonian is fully

defined by the SU(2) quantum numbers of the individual

gauge links, j1, j2, j3, . . . , j12N . In terms of these states,
the diagonal matrix elements of the Hamiltonian are

⟨{j}|HE |{j}⟩ = 8
√
2g2

3a

12N∑
n=1

jn(jn + 1) (5)

and the off-diagonal matrix elements are obtained from
a product over all lattice sites on the perimeter of a pla-
quette,

⟨{J}| Ps(w⃗) |{j}⟩ =
∏

perimeter

(−1)je+jf+Jb
√

2Jf + 1

√
2jf + 1

{
je jf jb
1
2 Jb Jf

}
, (6)

which matches the definition in Ref. [46] and differs from
Refs. [38, 58, 59] by a factor of (−1)1/2 inside the product.
The continuous SU(2) symmetry means each gauge

link has an infinite basis of options, j ∈ {0, 12 , 1,
3
2 , 2, . . .}.

Use of a finite number of qubits necessitates a truncation,
and in the present work we retain only j ∈ {0, 12} which
corresponds to one qubit per gauge link. Gauss’s law
restricts the options at every lattice site and allows the
complete state of the lattice in Fig. 2 to be determined
with only 13 qubits. A specific choice is the 12 numbered
gauge links plus any single link from the other side of the
ladder. This Hilbert space has dimension 213 and con-
sists of two orthogonal sectors according to the presence
or absence of a torelon in the long ĵ direction. Because
long torelons correspond to heavy states, we will focus
on the sector without a ĵ torelon. This leaves us with
a Hilbert space of dimension 212 that is spanned by just
the 12 numbered gauge links of Fig. 2.
The mapping of a triamond lattice to a ladder of square

paths is quite convenient. The three-dimensional aspects
of the triamond lattice appear through the 10-sided and
8-sided plaquettes that involve more than just nearest-
neighbour interactions among the squares.

III. THE TORELON SPECTRUM

Construction of the explicit 4096 × 4096 Hamiltonian
matrix for the triamond lattice having three unit cells al-
lows a direct determination of all eigenvalues and eigen-
vectors by standard classical computing methods. The
smallest eigenvalues are displayed in Fig. 3 for a specific
choice of the gauge coupling. Important insights can be
gained by examining and interpreting the corresponding
eigenstates.
To begin, notice that the vacuum state is significantly

lighter than all other states, as expected. In the strong-
coupling limit the vacuum would have an energy of zero,
but away from that limit it is pushed somewhat below
zero. The vacuum state is dominated by the bare vacuum
where every gauge link has j = 0, and the leading correc-
tions arise from linear combinations of single-plaquette
terms that are translationally invariant on the lattice.
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FIG. 3. The smallest eigenvalues of SU(2) gauge theory on a
triamond lattice having three unit cells in a row and periodic
boundary conditions. The gauge theory is truncated such
that each gauge link has j ∈ {0, 1

2
} and the gauge coupling

is g = 1. Numerical values from this graph are provided in
App. A.

The first excited state is degenerate and represents one
zero-momentum torelon in either of the two short direc-
tions on the lattice, î or k̂. There are six locations for
a horizontal torelon, and the groupings into six momen-
tum states are evident in Fig. 3. Degeneracies within the
horizontal sector are due to the equal energies of forward
and backward momenta.

All energies in the vertical torelon sector are identical
to the horizontal case because of a lattice symmetry. To
be precise, it is a screw symmetry that rotates the lattice
by π/2 around ĵ while also pushing it forward in the ĵ
direction by 1

4 of a unit cell. On the ladder map in Fig. 2,
the screw symmetry is a shift by one square.

The lowest energy state of a diagonal torelon is transla-
tionally invariant and represents a diagonal torelon with
zero momentum. Relative to the vacuum, the diagonal
torelon energy is less than the sum of a horizontal torelon
and a vertical torelon, which is expected for sufficiently
large gauge coupling because a pair of basic torelons
needs eight gauge links whereas a diagonal torelon needs
only six. This is a reminder that some of the excited
states in the diagonal torelon sector of Fig. 3 can have a
large overlap with a pair of spatially separated torelons.

The 12 lowest energy states in the diagonal torelon
sector tell an important story about how momentum is
handled on a triamond lattice. These 12 lowest states
are the energy eigenstates that correspond to placing a
diagonal torelon at any of the 12 allowed positions on the
lattice. In the ladder map of Fig. 2(b), they appear as
superpositions of a single six-link rectangle at each of the
12 possible locations. Notice that half of these rectangles
are doubly-blue and non-yellow while the other half are
non-blue and doubly-yellow.

The translation along the 12-step ladder of Fig. 2(b)

involves a π/2 rotation with each step along the ĵ di-
rection and is called a screw-translation. The Fourier
transform of this screw-translation results in eigenstates
of screw-momentum that are also eigenstates of energy,
and these are precisely the states shown in Fig. 3. Im-
portantly, the 12 values of screw-momentum contain six
values of linear momentum for the non-yellow torelons
and six values for the non-blue torelons. On the original
triamond lattice, the non-blue torelon lies along a lattice
diagonal that is spatially orthogonal to the non-yellow
torelon. A non-blue torelon path is sketched in Fig. 2(d).
Excited states in the no-torelon sector include the mo-

mentum states of various operators. To see detailed nu-
merical results for energy eigenvalues and eigenvectors
from all sectors of Fig. 3, please consult App. A.

IV. IMAGINARY TIME EVOLUTION

Real-time evolution is a central goal for the quantum
computation of gauge theories, but it requires creation
of an appropriate initial state. Imaginary time evolution
is a valuable method for creating the initial state. Here
we implement a successful determination of the ground
state on 12 qubits of the ibm_brisbane quantum com-
puter for a simplified SU(2) Hamiltonian. This success
provides insight into the practical challenge of coding a
triamond lattice into a quantum computer that has lim-
ited connectivity among its qubits.
Although the triamond lattice for three unit cells can

be mapped onto the ladder of Fig. 2(b), the three-
dimensional nature of the triamond structure remains
evident through the large plaquettes shown in Fig. 2(c).
A simpler system is obtained by using the ladder directly
as a quasi-one-dimensional lattice having only square pla-
quettes and no connection to the three-dimensional tri-
amond structure. This ladder of simple square plaque-
ttes has been used in several quantum computations for
SU(N) gauge theory [25–29]. Imaginary time evolution
[60] for a non-periodic ladder of only three rungs was run
on a quantum computer recently [38]. Here we will study
the 12-rung periodic ladder.
In units of 2/g2, the SU(2) Hamiltonian for square pla-

quettes with gauge coupling x = 2/g4 is

H□ =
27

2
− 3

8

12∑
j=1

(2Zj + ZjZj+1)

−x
8

12∑
j=1

(9 + 3Zj−1 + 3Zj+1 + Zj−1Zj+1)Xj , (7)

where Xj and Zj are Pauli gates acting on the jth qubit.
Imaginary time evolution from any initial state is

|Ψ(τ)⟩ = e−τH□ |Ψ(0)⟩ = r′e−iτA |ψ⟩ , (8)

where the normalizing factor can be obtained from

r′ = r(1− τ ⟨ψ|H□ |ψ⟩) +O(τ2). (9)
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Because the Hamiltonian is purely real, the matrix A
must be purely imaginary. This means each term has an
odd number of Y gates. For a two-qubit Hamiltonian,
the most general expression is

A = aiyY1 + axyX2Y1 + azyZ2Y1

+ayiY2 + ayxY2X1 + ayzY2Z1. (10)

For the 12-qubit Hamiltonian of Eq. (7), the most gen-
eral expression has many terms but we might expect only
a subset of them to dominate the physics. In particu-
lar, since H□ has only single-qubit terms, adjacent-pair
terms, and adjacent-triple terms, we anticipate that A
will be predominantly local. Our ansatz has only single-
qubit and adjacent-pair terms,

A =

12∑
j=1

(
(ay)jYj + (axy)jXj+1Yj + (azy)jZj+1Yj

+(ayx)jYjXj−1 + (ayz)jYjZj−1

)
. (11)

Notice that each qubit j gets its own set of coefficients
(a•)j , thus allowing our error mitigation to make no as-
sumption about individual physical qubits having similar
noise profiles. The coefficients (a•)j are determined from
state tomography as explained in detail in App. B. The
exponentiation of each term in A is accomplished by us-
ing

e−iθYj = RYj(2θ), (12)

e−iθXjYk = CXkjRYk(2θ)CXkj , (13)

e−iθZjYk = CXjkRYk(2θ)CXjk. (14)

The complete time evolution e−iτA |ψ⟩ can be con-
structed as a second-order Trotter circuit with terms or-
dered in a way that minimizes the number of entangling
gates, as shown in Fig. 4. Notice that CNOT gates at
the end of a time step (right edge of the figure) will can-
cel with CNOT gates at the beginning of the next time
step (left edge of the figure). The rotation angles in the
circuit are

αj = (ay)j∆τ, (15)

βj = (ayx)j∆τ, (16)

γj = (axy)j∆τ, (17)

δj = (ayz)j∆τ, (18)

ϵj = (azy)j∆τ, (19)

and their numerical values are different at each time step
in the quantum circuit. Values from previous time steps
are stored in a list for reuse, and values for the new time
step are computed from the previous time steps according
to App. B.

The heavy-hex layout of ibm_brisbane provides pre-
cisely the loop of 12 qubits that is required for this com-
putation. Because of noisy hardware, a direct compu-
tation with mitigation of readout errors, which means
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FIG. 4. One step of imaginary time evolution for the Hamilto-
nian of Eq. (7) and the ansatz of Eq. (11). All boxes represent
an RY(θ) gate with the angle θ given in the box. The circuit is
for a closed loop of 12 qubits, so CNOT gates emerging from
the top of the diagram are continued at the bottom. Multiple
steps of this circuit ran on a periodic ring of 12 qubits on
ibm_brisbane.

mitigation for the final measurement of each qubit, was
unable to obtain the true ground state, as shown in Fig. 5.
Self-mitigation was found to overcome this problem for
two-qubit computations in Ref. [38], and Fig. 5 shows
that it is equally successful in the 12-qubit case.
The basic idea of self-mitigation [27] is to create a mit-

igation circuit that is very similar to the physics circuit.
The true result of the mitigation circuit is known in ad-
vance, so running that circuit determines the errors being
made by the hardware. The measured errors are then
used to rescale the original physics circuit of interest.
Specifically, if the physics circuit has N steps forward in
time, then the mitigation circuit has N/2 steps forward
followed by N/2 steps backward, thus arriving at the ini-
tial state modulo hardware errors. An odd number for N
presents no problem because we are using second-order
Trotter steps, which means each step is already symmet-
ric as seen in Fig. 4 and can therefore readily be made
half forward and half backward.
Details of the self-mitigation method can be found in

Refs. [27, 38]. Other uses and extensions of this approach
to mitigation can be found in Refs. [34, 35, 37, 39, 42, 61–
73].
In the quantum computation of Fig. 5, each quantum

circuit used between 40 and 50 randomized compilings
with 1000 shots per compiling, and error bars represent
95% confidence intervals. The time step is ∆τ = 0.1.
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FIG. 5. Imaginary time evolution of SU(2) gauge theory on
a periodic 12-plaquette ladder. The Hamiltonian is Eq. (7)
with gauge coupling g = 1. The true ground state is obtained
successfully because of the use of self-mitigation. The code
ran on 12 qubits of ibm_brisbane.

Without self-mitigation, only the first step moves toward
the true result and then all subsequent steps move in the
wrong direction, heading toward pure noise. With self-
mitigation, early time steps move toward the true result
and later time steps remain there, exactly as they should
when hardware errors are mitigated successfully.

Given this achievement for the square-plaquette
Hamiltonian, can we use a quantum computer for the tri-
amond Hamiltonian? There is no obstacle in principle,
but the larger plaquettes mean the ansatz of Eq. (11)
is insufficient. Inclusion of terms having three or more
qubits is required, and explorations of this challenge are
underway [74]. On IBM’s heavy-hex architecture this
leads to many swap gates because of the limited connec-
tivity, but the computation would be more manageable
on other qubit architectures. Overall, the implementa-
tion of larger plaquettes serves as a reminder of the added
cost arising from three-dimensional physics.

V. REAL-TIME EVOLUTION

Consider the lowest energy state in the diagonal
torelon sector of SU(2) gauge theory from Fig. 3. Be-
cause it is an energy eigenstate, its magnitude will remain
unchanged during time evolution. The dominant part of
that state is simply the bare six-link torelon averaged
over the 12 possible lattice locations,

|J0⟩ =
1√
12

(
|110000000000⟩+ |011000000000⟩

+ |001100000000⟩+ . . .+ |100000000001⟩
)
,(20)
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FIG. 6. Real-time evolution of SU(2) gauge theory on a tria-
mond lattice of three unit cells (12 qubits) and gauge coupling
given by g−4 = 2. The initial state is a bare diagonal torelon
at rest. Time evolution shows the probabilities of separation
into two separate torelons, one horizontal and one vertical.

which represents a bare torelon at rest. Evolution of |J0⟩
through real time will show that it is a superposition
of several eigenstates. The dominant eigenstates corre-
spond to the separation of the original diagonal torelon (6
gauge links) into one horizontal and one vertical torelon
(4 gauge links each). The dynamics can be visualized
from Fig. 2(d) and numerical results are given in Fig. 6.
The calculation was done by using the exact eigenval-
ues and eigenvectors determined in Sec. III. Note that all
data in Fig. 6 are translation invariant even through the
legend shows only one term for brevity.

According to Fig. 6, whether measurement of the qubit
register is more likely to reveal a diagonal torelon or a
separated pair of torelons varies with time, as expected.
At time zero, only the diagonal torelon is present. At
a slightly later time, the closely separated pair becomes
nonzero. Shortly after that, the further separated pair
becomes more probable. This matches the classical intu-
ition of two decay products emanating from the original
single object.

Consider now the possibility of shrinking the lattice of
Fig. 2 from its length of 3 unit cells down to a length
of 2.75 unit cells. Specifically, keep the first 11 square
paths of Fig. 2(b) and erase the 12th one. The periodic
boundary condition on the flattened map now represents
a twisted boundary condition for the triamond lattice.
For example, a horizontal torelon that travels completely
around the long ĵ direction of the lattice will return to
its original position as a vertical torelon rather than re-
maining horizontal.

This 11-qubit triamond lattice is an ideal setup for
studying false vacuum decay. The initial state is once
again |J0⟩ of Eq. (20) but with 11 terms instead of 12.
Real-time evolution will once again produce a probability
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FIG. 7. False vacuum decay on a triamond lattice. The lat-
tice has 2.75 unit cells (11 qubits) and an SU(2) gauge cou-
pling given by g−4 = 2. The initial state is a bare diagonal
torelon at rest. Real-time evolution shows the probabilities
of separation into two separate torelons, and it also shows
the probability of decay into the true vacuum state with no
torelons remaining.

for the original diagonal torelon to separate into a pair
of torelons. That pair of torelons will move further apart
until they meet again after having traversed the entire ĵ
direction. The new ingredient is that they can now an-
nihilate each other because they are both horizontal or
both vertical due to the twisted boundary condition. A
direct calculation from exact eigenvalues and eigenvec-
tors confirms these expectations as seen in Fig. 7. Each
entry in the legend of Fig. 7 shows only one term for
brevity, but all states are fully translation invariant.

The initial state of one diagonal torelon with zero mo-
mentum is our false vacuum. It would be completely sta-
ble except for the lattice’s twisted boundary condition.
The true vacuum is the state containing no torelons at
all. To make the transition from the false vacuum to the
true vacuum, the original torelon needs to separate into
a pair (which is a higher energy state) and the two parts
must traverse the entire lattice by travelling in opposite
directions. The growing distance between the two parts
is clear from the ordering of the curves in the lower left
corner of Fig. 7. The significant energy barrier between
the false vacuum and the true vacuum results in a tran-
sition probability of about 5% according to Fig. 7.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

A gauge invariant string that winds all the way around
a periodic lattice boundary is called a torelon. Torelons
are prominent objects on small lattices. They can travel
across the lattice and collide with each other due to the
non-Abelian gauge interactions. Such real-time physics

is not available from traditional Euclidean lattice com-
putations but will become readily accessible on quantum
computers by using Hamiltonian methods.

A lattice of three spatial dimensions with periodic
boundary conditions has 23 orthogonal sectors, corre-
sponding to the presence or absence of a torelon in each
Cartesian direction. Each of these independent sectors
has its own stable ground state. Applying a π/2 spatial
twist at one lattice boundary is sufficient to transform a
formerly stable ground state into a false vacuum that is
separated from the true vacuum by an energy barrier.

The triamond lattice is an especially efficient lattice for
three spatial dimensions. Note, for example, that the tri-

amond lattice properly maintains the î, ĵ and k̂ torelons
even though the lattice can be mapped onto the periodic
ladder of Fig. 2(b). In this work, we have used a small tri-
amond lattice to calculate the spectrum of torelon states
and false vacuum decay. Also, state preparation was im-
plemented on the quantum computer ibm_brisbane for a
simplified Hamiltonian through quantum imaginary time
evolution.

The three-dimensional properties of a triamond lattice
are manifest in its large plaquettes, leading to a Hamil-
tonian with several qubits per term that challenges the
abilities of present-day quantum hardware. The success-
ful quantum computation of one triamond unit cell in
Ref. [38] and the 12-qubit quantum computation in Fig. 5
of the present work represent two steps toward this goal.

Additional studies can focus on relaxing the gauge
field truncation and increasing the lattice size to ulti-
mately compare direct observation of false vacuum decay
on a quantum computer to theoretical predictions [3–8].
There is also a vast range of other time-dependent ob-
servables, such as particle scattering in real time, that
will become accessible through this direct quantum com-
puting approach.
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Appendix A: Energy eigenvalues and eigenvectors

The basis states of our computations can be repre-
sented by listing the SU(2) eigenvalues of the 12 num-
bered gauge links of Fig. 2(b) in order from left to right.
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The bare vacuum state is

|A⟩ = |000000000000⟩ (A1)

and examples of single plaquette states include

|B1⟩ = |101000000000⟩ , (A2)

|B2⟩ = |010100000000⟩ , (A3)

|B3⟩ = |001010000000⟩ , (A4)

...

|B12⟩ = |010000000001⟩ , (A5)

and

|C1⟩ = |111100000000⟩ , (A6)

|C2⟩ = |011110000000⟩ , (A7)

|C3⟩ = |001111000000⟩ , (A8)

...

|C12⟩ = |111000000001⟩ . (A9)

Notice that the subscript represents screw-translation
and corresponds to a symmetry of the triamond lattice.
Other significant states are

|D1⟩ = |100010000000⟩ , (A10)

|E1⟩ = |100000100000⟩ , (A11)

together with their screw-translations. States of definite
screw-momentum can be obtained from a Fourier trans-
form,

|Bθ⟩ =
1√
12

12∑
j=1

e−ijθ |Bj⟩ , (A12)

|Cθ⟩ =
1√
12

12∑
j=1

e−ijθ |Cj⟩ , (A13)

|Dθ⟩ =
1√
12

12∑
j=1

e−ijθ |Dj⟩ (A14)

for θ ∈ {0,±π
6 ,±

π
3 ,±

π
2 ,±

2π
3 ,±

5π
6 , π} and

|Eθ⟩ =
1√
6

6∑
j=1

e−ijθ |Ej⟩ (A15)

for θ ∈ {0,±π
3 ,±

2π
3 , π}. Table I shows the leading con-

tributions to the eigenvectors having the lowest energies
in the no-torelon sector.

Basis states in the horizontal torelon sector have six
screw-translation locations, such as

|F1⟩ = |010000000000⟩ , (A16)

|F2⟩ = |000100000000⟩ , (A17)

|F3⟩ = |000001000000⟩ , (A18)

|F4⟩ = |000000010000⟩ , (A19)

|F5⟩ = |000000000100⟩ , (A20)

|F6⟩ = |000000000001⟩ , (A21)

TABLE I. The smallest energy eigenvalues in the no-torelon
sector with their eigenvectors, for g = 1. Only the leading
contributions to each eigenvector are listed. Entries contain-
ing ± are degenerate pairs. The eigenvalues are displayed
graphically in Fig. 3.

value vector

7.93 0.23 |Bπ⟩ − 0.23 |Eπ⟩+ . . .

7.89 0.16 |A⟩ − 0.23 |B0⟩+ 0.23 |E0⟩+ . . .

7.69 0.80
∣∣B±2π/3

〉
− 0.56

∣∣E±2π/3

〉
+ . . .

7.66 0.46
∣∣B±π/2

〉
− 0.86

∣∣D±π/2

〉
+ . . .

7.64 0.86
∣∣B±π/2

〉
+ 0.46

∣∣D±π/2

〉
+ . . .

7.60 0.78
∣∣B±π/3

〉
− 0.57

∣∣D±π/3

〉
+ . . .

6.95 0.39
∣∣B±2π/3

〉
− 0.70

∣∣D±2π/3

〉
− 0.57

∣∣E±2π/3

〉
+ . . .

6.94 0.70
∣∣B±5π/6

〉
+ 0.69

∣∣D±5π/6

〉
+ . . .

6.91 0.45
∣∣B±π/3

〉
+ 0.69

∣∣D±π/3

〉
− 0.53

∣∣E±π/3

〉
+ . . .

6.86 0.72
∣∣B±π/6

〉
+ 0.67

∣∣D±π/6

〉
+ . . .

5.90 0.41 |Bπ⟩+ 0.69 |Dπ⟩+ 0.79 |Eπ⟩+ . . .

5.88 0.12 |A⟩ − 0.39 |B0⟩ − 0.68 |D0⟩ − 0.55 |E0⟩+ . . .

−0.67 0.96 |A⟩+ 0.21 |B0⟩ − 0.16 |C0⟩+ . . .

and

|G1⟩ = |111000000000⟩ , (A22)

|G2⟩ = |001110000000⟩ , (A23)

|G3⟩ = |000011100000⟩ , (A24)

|G4⟩ = |000000111000⟩ , (A25)

|G5⟩ = |000000001110⟩ , (A26)

|G6⟩ = |100000000011⟩ . (A27)

Other important basis states in the horizontal torelon
sector include

|H1⟩ = |110010000000⟩+ |100110000000⟩ , (A28)
|I1⟩ = |110000100000⟩+ |100001100000⟩ , (A29)

along with their screw-translations. Table II shows the
leading contributions to the eigenvectors having the low-
est energies in the horizontal torelon sector.
Basis states in the diagonal torelon sector have 12

screw-translation locations. The lowest energy states are
dominated by

|J1⟩ = |110000000000⟩ , (A30)

|J2⟩ = |011000000000⟩ , (A31)

|J3⟩ = |001100000000⟩ , (A32)

...

|J12⟩ = |100000000001⟩ , (A33)

but we can also define

|K1⟩ = |100100000000⟩ , (A34)

|L1⟩ = |100001000000⟩ , (A35)
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TABLE II. The smallest energy eigenvalues in the horizontal
torelon sector with their eigenvectors, for g = 1. Only the
leading contributions to each eigenvector are listed. Entries
containing ± are degenerate pairs. The eigenvalues are dis-
played graphically in Fig. 3.

value vector

7.70 0.97 |Gπ⟩+ . . .

7.66 0.97
∣∣G±2π/3

〉
+ . . .

7.60 0.94
∣∣G±π/3

〉
+ . . .

7.54 0.13 |F0⟩ − 0.85 |G0⟩+ 0.24 |H0⟩+ 0.17 |I0⟩+ . . .

4.49 0.97 |Fπ⟩+ . . .

4.12 0.98
∣∣F±2π/3

〉
+ . . .

3.11 0.98
∣∣F±π/3

〉
+ . . .

2.42 0.96 |F0⟩+ 0.12 |G0⟩+ . . .

TABLE III. The smallest energy eigenvalues in the diagonal
torelon sector with their eigenvectors, for g = 1. Only the
leading contributions to each eigenvector are listed. Entries
containing ± are degenerate pairs. The eigenvalues are dis-
played graphically in Fig. 3.

value vector

6.13 0.31 |J0⟩+ 0.45 |K0⟩+ 0.81 |L0⟩+ . . .

6.11 0.97
∣∣J±π/2

〉
+ . . .

5.99 0.97
∣∣J±2π/3

〉
+ . . .

5.73 0.96
∣∣J±π/3

〉
+ . . .

5.56 0.95
∣∣J±5π/6

〉
+ . . .

5.34 0.96 |Jπ⟩+ . . .

5.06 0.95
∣∣J±π/6

〉
+ . . .

4.66 0.92 |J0⟩+ . . .

along with their screw-translations. Table III shows the
leading contributions to the eigenvectors having the low-
est energies in the diagonal torelon sector.

Appendix B: Coefficients for the QITE algorithm

The quantum imaginary time evolution (QITE) algo-
rithm provides best-fit values for the 60 coefficients (a•)j
within A of Eq. (11) by minimizing the difference between
two states,

|∆0⟩ =

(
e−iτA − 1

τ

)
|ψ⟩ , (B1)

|∆⟩ = −iA |ψ⟩ . (B2)

Writing the coefficients with the simpler notation a1, a2,
a3, . . . , a60, the quantity to be minimized is

⟨∆0 −∆|∆0 −∆⟩ ≡ ⟨∆0|∆0⟩+ ajbj + ajSjkak (B3)

which provides an expression for the coefficients

a = −(S + ST )−1b (B4)

in terms of the 60-component vector b and the 60 × 60
matrix S, both of which are real-valued. The vector ele-
ments are

(by)j = −i ⟨ψ|
[
Ĥ, Yj

]
|ψ⟩+O(∆τ), (B5)

(byx)j = −i ⟨ψ|
[
Ĥ, YjXj−1

]
|ψ⟩+O(∆τ), (B6)

(bxy)j = −i ⟨ψ|
[
Ĥ,Xj+1Yj

]
|ψ⟩+O(∆τ), (B7)

(byz)j = −i ⟨ψ|
[
Ĥ, YjZj−1

]
|ψ⟩+O(∆τ), (B8)

(bzy)j = −i ⟨ψ|
[
Ĥ, Zj+1Yj

]
|ψ⟩+O(∆τ), (B9)

and the matrix S is defined by

Sjk = ⟨ψ|VjV T
k |ψ⟩ , (B10)

with

Vj =


Yj

YjXj−1

Xj+1Yj
YjZj−1

Zj+1Yj

 . (B11)

Instead of computing all 3600 matrix elements of S,
our ansatz retains only single-qubit terms and nearest-
neighbor two-qubit terms. In this case, all entries needed
for S + ST , b and every term in H□ (including its three-
qubit term) can be obtained from five measurements on
the quantum computer.

For the first measurement, prepare |ψ⟩ and then mea-
sure each qubit to obtain

⟨ψ|Zj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj , (B12)

⟨ψ|Zj+1Zj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2P(j+1)⊕j , (B13)

where Pj is the probability of measuring 1 rather than 0
for the jth qubit, and Pk⊕j is the probability that either
the jth or kth qubit (not both) is 1 rather than 0.
For the second measurement, prepare(∏
j=evenRYj(−

π
2 )
)
|ψ⟩ and then measure each qubit to

obtain

⟨ψ|Xj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj , (B14)

⟨ψ|Zj+1 |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj+1, (B15)

⟨ψ|Zj+1Xj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2P(j+1)⊕j , (B16)

⟨ψ|Zj+1XjZj−1 |ψ⟩ = 1− 2P(j+1)⊕j⊕(j−1), (B17)

where Pl⊕k⊕j is the probability that an odd number of
the three qubits is 1 rather than 0.
For the third measurement, prepare(∏
j=evenRYj+1(−π

2 )
)
|ψ⟩ and then measure each

qubit to obtain

⟨ψ|Zj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj , (B18)

⟨ψ|Xj+1 |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj+1, (B19)

⟨ψ|Xj+1Zj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2P(j+1)⊕j , (B20)

⟨ψ|Zj+2Xj+1Zj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2P(j+2)⊕j+1⊕j . (B21)
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For the fourth measurement, prepare(∏
j RYj(−

π
2 )
)
|ψ⟩ and then measure each qubit to

obtain

⟨ψ|Xj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj , (B22)

⟨ψ|Xj+1 |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj+1, (B23)

⟨ψ|Xj+1Xj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2P(j+1)⊕j . (B24)

For the fifth measurement, prepare
(∏

j RXj(
π
2 )
)
|ψ⟩

and then measure each qubit to obtain

⟨ψ|Yj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj , (B25)

⟨ψ|Yj+1 |ψ⟩ = 1− 2Pj+1, (B26)

⟨ψ|Yj+1Yj |ψ⟩ = 1− 2P(j+1)⊕j . (B27)

The computations in this appendix have been imple-
mented successfully on ibm_brisbane as discussed in
Sec. IV.
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