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Skyrmions in frustrated magnets have the helicity degree of freedom, where two different configurations of
Bloch-type skyrmions are energetically favored by the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction and characterized by
opposite helicities. A skyrmion must become a quantum-mechanical object when its radius is of the order of
nanometer. We construct a qubit based on the two-fold degeneracy of the Bloch-type nanoscale skyrmions in
frustrated magnets. It is shown that the universal quantum computation is possible based on nanoscale skyrmions
in a multilayered system. We explicitly show how to construct the π/4 phase-shift gate, the Hadamard gate, and
the CNOT gate. The one-qubit quantum gates are materialized by temporally controlling the electric field and the
spin current. The two-qubit gate is materialized with the use of the Ising-type exchange coupling by controlling
the distance between the skyrmion centers in two adjacent layers. The merit of the present mechanism is that
an external magnetic field is not necessary. Our results may open a possible way toward universal quantum
computations based on nanoscale topological spin textures.

Introduction. The skyrmion is a classical topological soli-
ton in a continuum theory. The magnetic skyrmion has at-
tracted tremendous attention1–13 because it may be used for
building spintronic applications1–13 such as racetrack mem-
ory and logic gates14–16. It is a two-dimensional swirling spin
texture in thin films. There is the helicity degree of freedom
associated with the direction of the swirling in frustrated mag-
nets. The energy of skyrmions are degenerate with respect to
the helicity degree of freedom without the magnetic dipole-
dipole interaction (DDI)17–21. However, the helicity is locked
to two-fold degenerate Bloch-type skyrmions in the presence
of the DDI21,22. We note that skyrmions in frustrated mag-
nets with certain perpendicular magnetic anisotropy could be
stabilized without applying an external magnetic field21,23.

Although the skyrmion was initially introduced as a clas-
sical object, it must be a quantum object if the radius of
the skyrmion is of the order of nanometer24–28. Actually,
nanoscale skyrmions with atomic scale have been already ex-
perimentally manufactured29–34. Most recently, it was pro-
posed that a frustrated skyrmion can be used as a qubit28 by
quantizing its helicity.

Quantum computations are expected to be the next-
generation computations35–37. It is realized in various systems
including superconductors38, photonic systems39, quantum
dots40, trapped ions41, and nuclear magnetic resonance42,43.
Universal quantum computations are necessary for executing
arbitrary quantum algorithm. The Solovay-Kitaev theorem
dictates that only three quantum gates are enough for univer-
sal quantum computations44–46. They are the π/4 phase shift
gate, the Hadamard gate, and the controlled-NOT (CNOT)
gate, where the former two operators are one-qubit operators
and the latter one is a two-qubit operator. In principle, one can
construct arbitrary rotation of the Bloch sphere based on these
three quantum gates.

In this paper, we make the use of the two helicity states
of a Bloch-type nanoscale skyrmion in frustrated magnets,

where a linear combination of these two states is realized
as a quantum-mechanical state. Then, we show that univer-
sal quantum computations are possible based on nanoscale
skyrmion qubits by explicitly constructing the three necessary
quantum gates. Our key observation is that the interlayer cou-
pling between two skyrmions produces the Ising interaction.
It is a basis of the CNOT gate. All qubit operations are exe-
cuted by temporally controlling the electric field and the spin
current. It is a merit of the present mechanism that an external
magnetic field is not necessary. Our results may open a way
toward universal quantum computations based on nanoscale
skyrmions.

Classical skyrmion in frustrated magnets. A skyrmion is a
centrosymmetric swirling structure of spins, whose collective
coordinates are the skyrmion center and the helicity η with
0 ≤ η < 2π. The spin texture located at the coordinate center
is parametrized as

m (x, y) = (sin θ(r) cosφ, sin θ(r) sinφ, cos θ(e)), (1)

with

φ = ϕ+ η + π/2, (2)

where ϕ is the azimuthal angle (0 ≤ ϕ < 2π) satisyfing x =
r cosϕ, y = r sinϕ. We note that there is a difference from
the conventional definition in Eq. (2) by the angle π/2.

There is a magnetic DDI in frustrated magnet. We have
performed21 a numerical analysis of the energy of a skyrmion
parametrized by Eq. (1), and found that it depends on the he-
licity η as described by the effective Hamiltonian

HV = −V cos 2η, (3)

where V denotes a certain positive constant depending on the
magnitude of the DDI.
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FIG. 1: (a) Illustration of Bloch-type skyrmions with the helicity η = 0 and π representing qubit states |0〉 and |1〉. The arrow represents
the spin direction. The in-plane spin components are color coded by the rainbow color scheme. (b) Bloch-type skyrmions in two layers
representing qubit states |00〉 = |0〉1 |0〉2 , |01〉 = |0〉1 |1〉2 , |10〉 = |1〉1 |0〉2, and |11〉 = |1〉1 |1〉2. An exchange interaction Jint(d1) acts
between them, where d1 is the horizontal distance between the skyrmion centers in the first and second layers.

The helicity of a classical skyrmion is locked therefore at
η = 0 or π, as shown in Fig. 1(a). It is used as a classical bit
(|0〉 , |1〉) corresponding to a pair of η = 0 and π, respectively.

When we apply a spin current, a helicity rotation occurs
from (|0〉 , |1〉) to (|1〉 , |0〉). The effect is written in terms of
the Pauli operator acting on the qubit basis

HJcurrent = −αJJcurrent (|1〉 〈0|+ |0〉 〈1|)
= −αJJcurrentσx, (4)

where αJ is a constant.
On the other hand, a noncollinear spin texture induces the

electric dipole47,

Pij = −eij × (Si × Sj) , (5)

where i and j are the site indices, Si is the spin at the site i,
Pij is the electric dipole and eij is the unit vector pointing
from the site i to the site j. The total electric polarization is
given by the sum of the local electric dipole P =

∑
{i,j}Pij .

It is coupled to the electric field E, where the Hamiltonian is
given by E ·P. With the use of the skyrmion configuration (1)
for Si, this is numerically estimated as48

HEz
= E ·P = αEEz cos η (6)

in a perpendicular electric field E = (0, 0, Ez), where αE is a
constant. This is rewritten as

HEz = αEEzσz, (7)

because σz(|0〉 , |1〉)t = (|0〉 ,− |1〉)t.
Helicity qubit. When the size of a skyrmion is of the or-

der of nanoscale, it must become a quantum-mechanical ob-
ject which can be a linear superposition of two helicity states.

Namely, the two Bloch-type states are lift up to form a qubit
(|0〉 , |1〉). We discuss how to manipulate this qubit. On the
other hand, we treat the position of the skyrmion center as a
classical object which we can handle classically in this work.

The dynamics of the helicity is governed by the
Schrödinger equation

i~
d

dt
|ψ〉 = H |ψ〉 , (8)

where the single qubit Hamiltonian is given by

H = −αJJcurrentσx + αEEzσz, (9)

which we solve in the presence of a time-dependent Jcurrent or
Ez .

First, we set Jcurrent = 0 and

αEEz (t) = ~θ/2t0 (10)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ t0 and Ez (t) = 0 otherwise. The solution of the
Schrödinger equation reads

UZ (θ) = exp

[
− i
~
σz

∫ t0

0

αEEz (t) dt

]
= exp

[
− iθ

2
σz

]
. (11)

This is the z rotation gate by the angle θ.
Next, we set Ez = 0 and

αJJcurrent (t) = ~θ/2t0 (12)



3

FIG. 2: Quantum circuit representation of (a) the Hadamard gate in
terms of the sequential application of rotation gates as in Eq. (15)
and (b) the CZ gate in terms of the sequential applications of the z
rotation gate and the Ising coupling gate UZZ as in Eq. (21).

for 0 ≤ t ≤ t0 and Jcurrent (t) = 0 otherwise. The solution of
the Schrödinger equation reads

UX (θ) ≡ exp

[
− iθ

2
σx

]
. (13)

This is the x rotation gate by the angle θ.
π/4 phase-shift gate. The π/4 phase-shift gate is realized

by the z rotation (11) by the angle −π/8 as

UT = eiπ/8UZ

(
−π
8

)
, (14)

up to the overall phase factor eiπ/8.
Hadamard gate. The Hadamard gate49 is realized by a se-

quential application of the z rotation and the x rotation50 as

UH = −iUZ
(π
2

)
UX

(π
2

)
UZ

(π
2

)
, (15)

with the use of Eq. (11) and Eq. (13). The quantum circuit
representation of Eq. (15) is shown in Fig. 2(a).

Multi-qubit gates. We proceed to consider an N -layered
system containing one skyrmion in each layer. See Fig. 1(b)
in the case of N = 2. When they are away from each other
horizontally, there is no interaction between them. However,
when two skyrmions in neighboring layers approach one to
another, the exchange interaction begins to operate between
them. The interlayer coupling of the helicity between adjacent
layers indexed bym andm+1 is described by the XY model,

Hm
inter(dm) = −Jint(dm)

(
S(m)
x S(m+1)

x + S(m)
y S(m+1)

y

)
,

(16)
because Szi = 0, where dm represents the horizontal distance
between these two skyrmion centers as in Fig. 1(b).

The exchange coupling Jint(0) is determined by the thick-
ness of the spacer layer between two skyrmions. By inserting
Eq. (1) into this equation with θ = π/2, we obtain

Hm
inter(dm) ≡ −Jint(dm) cos (ηm − ηm+1) . (17)

This exchange interaction is rewritten in the form of the Ising
interaction,

Hm
Ising(dm) = −Jint(dm)σ(m)

z σ(m+1)
z . (18)

The equivalence between Eq. (17) and Eq. (18) is shown
by acting them on the 2-qubits made of two skyrmions
in the m-th and (m+1)-th layers. They are writ-
ten as (|00〉m, |01〉m, |10〉m, |11〉m), where |sisj〉m =

|si〉m|sj〉m+1 with |si〉m denoting the m-th qubit and si =
0, 1. In general, multi qubits are given by |s1s2 · · · sN 〉 =
|s1〉1|s2〉2 · · · |sN 〉N .

As mentioned above, the position of the skyrmion center is
treated as a classical object, which we can control externally.
We manually control dm as a function of time. Then, the time
evolution is given by

U = exp

[
− i
~

∫ t0

0

Hm
Ising (dm(t)) dt

]
(19)

with dm = dm(t) in Eq. (18). If we set Jint (dm(t)) = ~θ/2t0
for 0 ≤ t ≤ t0 and Jint (dm(t)) = 0 otherwise, we obtain the
Ising coupling gate

U
(m)
ZZ (θ) ≡ exp

[
− iθ

2
σ(m)
z σ(m+1)

z

]
, (20)

acting on the 2-qubit in the neighboring layers.
The controlled-Z (CZ) gate UCZ is a unitary operation act-

ing on two adjacent qubits49, and constructed as51

UCZ = eiπ/4U
(m)
Z

(π
2

)
U

(m+1)
Z

(π
2

)
U

(m)
ZZ

(
−π
2

)
, (21)

whose quantum circuit representation is shown in Fig. 2(b).
The CNOT gate Um→m+1

CNOT is constructed by the sequential
applications of the CZ gate and the Hadamard gate as49

Um→m+1
CNOT = U

(m+1)
H UCZU

(m+1)
H , (22)

where the control qubit is the skyrmion in them-layer and and
target qubit is the skyrmion in the (m+1)-layer.

We have so far constructed two-qubit operations between
two adjacent qubits. However, it is necessary to construct two-
qubit operations between any two qubits. For this it is enough
to define the SWAP gate swapping two ajacent qubits such as
Um⇔m+1

SWAP |smsm+1〉 = |sm+1sm〉. It is decomposed into the
sequential application of the CNOT gates49,

Um⇔m+1
SWAP = Um→m+1

CNOT Um+1→m
CNOT Um→m+1

CNOT . (23)

Then, any two qubits are swapped by an appropriate sequence
of these SWAP gates.

Initialization. In order to execute quantum computations,
we need to prepare an initial state |00 · · · 0〉. We apply an elec-
tric field Ez to all skyrmions, which resolves the degeneracy
between two Bloch-type skyrmions in each layer so that the
state |0〉 has the lower energy. By cooling down the sample,
each qubit falls into the ground state |0〉. Hence, after switch-
ing off the electric field, the system is initialized as |00 · · · 0〉.

Read out process. The read out process of the qubit infor-
mation could be realized by observing the skyrmion helicity in
each layer. By observing the helicity, it is fixed either at η = 0
or π because they are two-fold degenerate ground states. The
result is |s1s2 · · · sN 〉. This is a standard representation of the
read out process of quantum computations.

Pixelated skyrmion. In the present proposal, it is necessary
to control precisely the position of the skyrmion in the exe-
cution of the Ising coupling gate. A recent theoretical report
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has suggested that the position of a nanoscale skyrmion could
be digitalized by introducing a square-grid pinning pattern in a
thin-film sample hosting a skyrmion52. To be specific, one can
fabricate a sample where the easy-axis magnetic anisotropy
is modulated with a grid-pattern landscape. The skyrmion is
trapped to this grid and thus the center of skyrmion is dig-
italized. Although this architecture was made for nanoscale
skyrmions in ferromagnets with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya inter-
action52, it would be also possible to apply it to the system of
nanoscale skyrmions in frustrated magnets. Then, the center
of the skyrmion is digitalized, which could improve the accu-
racy of the gate operation.

Discussion and Conclusion. We have proposed a method to
materialize the universal quantum gate sets based on the he-
licity of skyrmions in frustrated magnets. Quantum computa-
tions can be performed by temporally controlling the electric
field, the spin current, and the skyrmion position.

We estimate the parameters for actual systems. The frus-
trated skyrmion size is in the range of 3 nm - 10 nm. The
dipole energy V in Eq.(3) is the order21 of 10−21J, which
is estimated numerically. It corresponds to the order of 100
K, which is reasonably high temperature. The interlayer ex-
change interaction Jint is the order of 1 meV. The required
electric field28 Ez is the order of 100 nV/nm. The required
spin current21 Jcurrent is the order of 1 µA/nm2. The operating
time of the quantum gate is governed by the flipping time of
the helicity or the dynamics of the center21, which is the order
of 100 ps.

Although the present work was motivated by a recent theo-
retical report28, the mechanism of the helicity control is quite
different. The magnetic DDI plays an essential role in the

present work but not in the previous report28. We have used
the fact that the DDI term favors Bloch-type skyrmions in
frustrated magnets. There are two different configurations of
Bloch-type skyrmions, which we have used as a qubit. Fur-
thermore, we have proposed the use of electric fields and spin
currents in controlling qubits. On the other hand, external
magnetic fields are used for the control in the previous pro-
posal. The merit of our method is that electric fields and spin
currents can be controlled locally and relatively easily com-
pared to magnetic fields.
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In this Supplemental Material, we summarize matrix representations of quantum gates in the main text.
π/4 phase-shift gate: The π/4 phase-shift gate is defined by

UT ≡
(

1 0
0 eiπ/4

)
. (S1)

Hadamard gate: The Hadamard gate is defined by

UH ≡
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
. (S2)

CZ gate: The CZ gate is defined by

UCZ ≡

 1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 −1

 . (S3)

We note that the action is the same whether we choose the control and target qubits as the first or second qubit. Thus, we use a
symmetric notation between the first and second qubits as shown in Fig.S1. We construct it based on the Ising interaction. It is
given by

UCZ = eiπ/4U
(1)
Z

(π
2

)
U

(2)
Z

(π
2

)
UZZ

(
−π
2

)
, (S4)

where we have defined the Ising coupling gate

UZZ (θ) ≡ exp

[
− iθ

2
σ(1)
z σ(2)

z

]
, (S5)

and the z rotation gate acting on the first qubit

U
(1)
Z

(π
2

)
= diag.

(
e−iπ/4, eiπ/4, e−iπ/4, eiπ/4

)
, (S6)

FIG. S1: Quantum circuit representations of the equivalence between the CNOT gate and the CZ gate with the application of the Hadamard
gates. (a) U1→2

CNOT and (a) U2→1
CNOT.
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FIG. S2: Quantum circuit representations of the equivalence between the SWAP gate and the sequential applications of the CNOT gates.

and the z rotation gate acting on the second qubit

U
(2)
Z

(π
2

)
= diag.

(
e−iπ/4, e−iπ/4, eiπ/4, eiπ/4

)
. (S7)

CNOT gate: CNOT gate is constructed by the sequential applications of the CZ gate and the Hadamard gate

U1→2
CNOT = U

(2)
H UCZU

(2)
H , (S8)

where the CNOT gate whose control qubit is the first qubit and target qubit is the second qubit is defined by

U1→2
CNOT ≡

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

 , (S9)

and U (2)
H is the Hadamard gate acting on the second qubit

U
(2)
H = I2 ⊗ UH =

1√
2

 1 1 0 0
1 −1 0 0
0 0 1 1
0 0 1 −1

 . (S10)

The quantum circuit representation of Eq.(S8) is shown in Fig.S1(a).
On the other hand, the CNOT gate whose control qubit is the second qubit and target qubit is the first qubit is defined by

U2→1
CNOT ≡

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

 . (S11)

It is constructed as

U2→1
CNOT = U

(1)
H UCZU

(1)
H , (S12)

where U (1)
H is the Hadamard gate acting on the first qubit

U
(1)
H = UH ⊗ I2 =

1√
2

 1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1
1 0 −1 0
0 1 0 −1

 . (S13)

The quantum circuit representation of Eq.(S12) is shown in Fig.S1(b).
SWAP gate: So far, we have constructed two-qubit operations between two adjacent qubits. However, it is necessary to

construct two-qubit operations between any two qubits. It is executed by the SWAP gate defined by

USWAP ≡

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

 , (S14)

whose operation is given byUSWAP |s2s1〉 = |s1s2〉. It is decomposed to the sequential application of the CNOT gates,

USWAP = U1→2
CNOTU

2→1
CNOTU

1→2
CNOT, (S15)

whose quantum circuit representation is shown in Fig.S2.
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