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Prolegomena to a hybrid Classical/Rydberg simulator for hadronization (QuPYTH)
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We present the classically simulated integration of a hadronization model, based on neutral Ry-
dberg atoms, with the Pythia event generator. The real-time evolution of an interpreted charge-
anticharge, in our Rydberg model, displays features similar to string-breaking - reminiscent of the
Lund string fragmentation model used in Pythia for hadronization. We calculate the real-time
evolution classically for a Rydberg simulator with up to 26 atoms. The behavior for increasing sites
suggests that the model would be approaching semi-realistic hadron multiplicities using current
QuEra hardware.

Introduction.— Programmable arrays of neutral atoms
with highly excited Rydberg states present a significant
new tool to study quantum many-body systems [1–7].
More generally, the idea of using analog platforms, like
those constructed of Rydberg atoms, to simulate quan-
tum systems has received a great deal of attention [8–21].
Recent work has found these Rydberg arrays can realize
gauge theories in the form of the spin-½ truncated (1+1)-d
Schwinger model [22], spin-½ (2+1)-d lattice gauge the-
ories [23], and for the spin-1 Abelian-Higgs model [24].
Simplified lattice gauge theories and quantum spin chains
[25–40] have been shown to display dynamical features
related to QCD and the phenomenon of string-breaking.

Hadronization is the transition of quarks and gluons
into hadrons, and is understood qualitatively from the
confining properties of QCD. However, practical, first-
principle predictions for hadronization are not currently
available, and phenomenological models are used as a
proxy when comparing field theory calculations to data.
One such model, the Lund string model [41], is imple-
mented in the widely-used high-energy event generator
Pythia [42, 43]. The development of hadronization mod-
els has been identified as an avenue of great practical
relevance for future tests of the Standard Model [44].

The goal of this work is to construct a configuration
of Rydberg atoms that displays confinement, develop a
model for carrying out hadronization, and integrate this
Rydberg hadronization model with the Pythia event
generator. This integration is not expected to match the
phenomenological success of the current Pythia string
model, but constitutes a proof-of-concept that quantum
hardware can be integrated with classical event genera-
tion.

Lund string model review.— In the Lund string model,
the effective linear potential between color charges gives
rise to a color flux or vortex tube. To a first approxima-
tion, the tube is a 1+1-dimensional, massless, relativis-
tic string with negligible transverse dimensions. Hadron
spectroscopy indicates that such a string has energy per
unit length κ ≈ 1 GeV/fm.

As color-anticolor charges separate in spacetime, the
potential energy stored in the string increases until it can

produce a new quark-antiquark pair from vacuum fluc-
tuations, splitting the original string into a string and a
hadron. This breaking continues until the entire string
is converted into hadrons. The hadron multiplicity, de-
fined as the average number of hadrons produced from a
string, predicted by Pythia is shown in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1. Hadron multiplicity predictions with default Pythia
hadronization from an initial uū pair. A primary goal for a
hadronization model based on Rydberg atoms is to achieve
a similar logarithmic behavior. Inset depicts the same data
with a logarithmic x-axis and smoothing applied.

Rydberg dynamics.—The dynamics of Rydberg atom
configurations is governed by the Hamiltonian

H =
Ω

2

∑
j=1

(|gj〉 〈rj |+ |rj〉 〈gj |)−∆
∑
j=1

nj

+
∑

j<k=1

Vjknjnk , (1)

where the sums are over all atoms. The Rydberg atoms
represent qubits with ground states |g〉 and excited (Ry-
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FIG. 2. Two-leg ladder arrangement of Rydberg atoms where
h is the inter-rung spacing and a is the outer-rung (lattice)
spacing. The ladder can be specified by an inverse aspect ratio
ρ = h/a, and we work with ρ = 2 unless otherwise specified,
whereas previous studies [24] have focused on ρ ∼ 0.4. The
red circle represents an excited atom, while the white circles
correspond to ground states.

dberg) states |r〉. These states are coupled by the first
term in the Hamiltonian, representing Rabi flipping with
Rabi frequency Ω. The second term represents the global
laser detuning, which varies the energy gap between the
ground state |g〉 and excited state |r〉. Here, the operator
nj ≡ |rj〉 〈rj |, and the parameter ∆ is called the detun-
ing. The last term is the repulsive (van der Waals) in-
teraction between excited atoms |r〉 with potential given
by

Vjk =
C6

|rj − rk|6
, (2)

where C6 is the Rydberg interaction constant particular
to the specific Rydberg state used.

In this work, we consider Rubidium-87, so that |r〉 =
|70S1/2〉 and C6 = 862690 × 2π MHz · µm6. The strong
repulsive interaction Eq. (2) causes simultaneous excita-
tions between neighboring atoms to become energetically
prohibited. The radius at which this excitation-blocking
effect becomes important is known as the Rydberg block-
ade radius and is defined to be the distance where

C6

R6
b

= Ω , (3)

such that Rb = (C6/Ω)
1/6

. We use Ω = 4π MHz and the
previous value of C6, unless otherwise stated, to yield
Rb = 8.692 µm.

Two-leg ladder construction.—We study an arrange-
ment of neutral Rydberg atoms that form a two-leg lad-
der as displayed in Fig. 2. Recently, this ladder arrange-
ment has been shown to partially map to a spin-1 trun-
cation of the Abelian-Higgs model for a specific set of
parameters [24]. Here, we study the dynamics of the two-
leg ladder without reference to particular model mapping
and demonstrate that it displays features of confinement
that suggesting string-breaking.

Single-rung.—We first describe the mapping between
the state space of the ladder and that of a chain of
spin-1 sites. A single rung of the ladder, composed
of two neutral Rydberg atoms, has four basis states
|gg〉 , |gr〉 , |rg〉 , |rr〉. When two atoms are placed near

FIG. 3. State mapping for odd and even sites of a two-rung
ladder. Red (white) circles denote excited (ground) states.

each other, the Rydberg blockade, caused by the strong
repulsion between excited states Eq. (2), results in an en-
ergetic exclusion of the doubly-excited |rr〉 state. There-
fore, a single blockaded rung is effectively represented
by only the three basis states |gg〉 , |gr〉 , and |rg〉, which
can be mapped to a single-site spin-1 Hilbert space. We
define the single-rung operator On

On ≡ (ntop − nbottom) = E , (4)

where E is the spin-1 field operator. We refer to this
mapping as the field representation and demonstrate its
action on the blockaded basis states:

On |rg〉 ≡ E |+1〉 = +1 |+1〉
On |gr〉 ≡ E |−1〉 = −1 |−1〉
On |gg〉 ≡ E |0〉 = 0 . (5)

Many-rung.—To create the two-leg ladder, we put two
or more of the previously described single rungs together.
If the single-rung state mapping is applied equivalently to
each rung of the ladder, antiferromagnetic configurations
are preferred. This happens because the excited states
are repulsive, and so simultaneous diagonal (antiferro-
magnetic) excitations dominate over nearest-neighbor ex-
citations. For our purposes, we want the lower-energy
diagonal excitations to represent a constant E = ±1 con-
figuration, so we stagger the interpretation of the single-
site spin-1 mapping when applied to multiple rungs. The
staggering means that we interpret even and odd sites
oppositely by applying the previous spin-1 mapping on
odd rungs, where the chain labeling starts at one, and
multiply the mapping by −1 on even rungs to produce
the mapping displayed in Fig. 3. As an operator map-
ping, the field representation picks up a site-dependent
negative sign

On,j ≡ (ntop − nbottom)× (−1)
j+1

= Ej (6)

so that it correctly implements the state staggering

On,1 |rg〉 |gr〉 = E1 |+1〉 |+1〉 = +1 |+1〉 |+1〉
On,2 |rg〉 |gr〉 = E2 |+1〉 |+1〉 = +1 |+1〉 |+1〉
On,2 |rg〉 |rg〉 = E2 |+1〉 |−1〉 = −1 |+1〉 |−1〉 . (7)

A charge representation can be defined via the applica-
tion of Gauss’ law

Qi,i+1 = Ei+1 − Ei , (8)
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FIG. 4. Each column displays the field evolution (a-c) and field evolution of individual sites (d-f) for Rb/a = 2.173 and variable
∆/Ω increasing toward the right. For ∆/Ω = 2.0 (a), the initial field spreads nearly ballistically. As ∆/Ω is increased, the
initial field spreads less readily and tends to form greater relative field densities at or close to the central site. It may be possible
to interpret the initial excitation as having a higher (lower) energy for lower (higher) ∆/Ω. In this case, the initial excitation
spreads easily when started with higher energy, but spreading is suppressed for a lower energy. Note that the field evolution in
(a-c) depicts the average electric field and is, therefore, not exactly interpretable in terms of hadron multiplicity.

where we refer to Q = ±1 as charge/anticharge, respec-
tively. The staggered interpretation can be seen to en-
force Gauss’ law, preventing E-field configurations like

(...,+1,-1, ...) giving rise to Q > 1, via the Rydberg
blockade constraint since these states have excited atoms
as nearest-neighbors.

Observations of confinement-like behavior.— We con-
duct real-time evolution of the two-leg ladder, with stag-
gered spin-1 mapping, using exact-diagonalization. Sim-
ilar to previous studies of simulations for spin-chains
[25, 32] and gauge theories [22, 27], we focus on the
time-evolution of excitations, their probability maps as
functions of model parameters, and entropy spreading to
determine whether signatures of confinement are exhib-
ited. Our results provide some credence to the claim that
ladder configurations of Rydberg atoms present a new av-
enue to study confinement and may find applications to
study real-time string-breaking.

Field/charge evolution.—We focus on the evolution of
an initial state with a single excitation in its center, as
shown in Fig. 2. This state can be prepared by applying a
local detuning to a single central atom and then conduct-
ing an adiabatic ramp. Analysis of longer central excita-
tions is deferred to a future paper. Aquila, a recent public
device by QuEra Computing Inc., will soon be capable of
these types of specific state preparation [45]. Examples

of the single excitation state evolution for various param-
eters are displayed in Fig. 4, where the spin-1 staggered
mapping has been implemented. The simulated evolution
in Fig. 4 shows how the initial 100% probability central
E = −1 field propagates outward symmetrically in a bal-
listic manner for lower ∆/Ω and generally becomes more
constricted as ∆/Ω is increased.

Entropy evolution.—The dynamics of string-breaking
is directly tied to confinement, and an observable of con-
finement is a reduction in the real-time spread of entropy.
This behavior was first shown in terms of a generic CFT
and numerically for the XY chain with a transverse mag-
netic field [46]. An analytic result was thereafter pro-
duced for the XY chain [47]. Since then, numerical stud-
ies of the Ising model with a transverse and longitudinal
magnetic field [48], as well as implementation of the same
model on a digital quantum computer [25], have con-
tinued to build evidence relating suppression of entropy
spreading to confinement. We take a similar approach to
substantiate our claim that the two-leg ladder on a Ryd-
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berg atom architecture, with staggered spin-1 mapping,
displays signatures of confinement in certain regions of
its phase space. Calculation of entropy on a quantum
computer is notoriously difficult, since it generally re-
quires some form of state tomography. Recent studies
have developed new experimental methods, using two-
copy interferometry, that can reliably measure entropy
for Rydberg atom systems [7, 49]. This opens a path
to experimental verification of our entropy observations,
which will be explored in future work.

We define the half-chain reduced density matrix ρ 1
2

=

tr 1
2
(ρ), where the total density matrix is traced over half

(horizontal direction) of the atomic ladder, excluding the
central rung. Inclusion of the central rung was found
to not significantly modify results. From the half-chain
density matrix, we define the von Neumann entanglement

entropy Se = −tr
(
ρ 1

2
ln ρ 1

2

)
. Selecting the maximum

entropy over a finite time-evolution, we build a phase
diagram Fig. 5 displaying structure similar to previous
results [3]. We single out an outlined region of this phase
diagram which displays confinement via its reduction in
entropy spreading as a function of ∆/Ω.
Pythia integration.—We have displayed features rem-

iniscent of confinement which are present in the two-leg
ladder configuration of Rydberg atoms, which point to-
ward its application to dynamical string-breaking, and,
hence, a model of hadronization. With the onset of cloud-
based quantum computing, and current availability of
Rydberg atom architectures, such as QuEra Computing
Inc.’s Aquila processor, we can begin real-world testing
in the near-term. For the moment, Aquila is not able to
prepare the initial state necessary for our current results,
so we instead satisfy ourselves with a classical simulation
of the true quantum system.

We here outline how our model can be integrated with
existing event generators, using Pythia as an example.

1. Pythia produces parton-level configurations that
are organized into color singlets of strings with
(usually) quark-antiquark endpoints. The quark
and antiquark pair can be boosted to their rest
frame with equal and opposite three-momentum.

2. A linear interpolating function translates the en-
ergy of the quark-antiquark pair into the global de-
tuning of the initial string configuration on the Ry-
dberg simulator. Energy of the string is set by the
Rydberg Hamiltonian Eq. (1) and therefore lower
(higher) detuning corresponds to higher (lower) en-
ergy of the initial state.

3. The string state is prepared on the ladder configu-
ration using local detuning and an adiabatic ramp-
ing procedure.

4. The string state is subjected to constant global
Rabi flipping and detuning up until excitations

FIG. 5. (a) Maximum half-chain von Neumann entanglement
entropy of a 13-rung ladder after evolving for ∆t = 1.8 µs.
There is a maximum toward the bottom-left corner of the di-
agram and noticeable minima structure as one moves upward
along the right side of the phase-space. These minima are
likely due to the presence of Z2, Z3, and Z4 ordered phases
known to be present in the ground state of the Rydberg con-
figuration [3]. (b-e) Real-time entropy evolution for a small
range of parameters. All entropy evolutions approach asymp-
totic values at large times (1.8µs). (b) and (c) display clear
suppression of entropy spreading as ∆/Ω is increased. Pre-
vious works have pointed toward this effect as a signature of
confinement.

reach the lattice boundary. At this time (tf ), the
system state is measured. For the 13-rung ladder,
this time is set to tf = 0.35 µs.

5. The measured state is post-processed according to
the following steps:

(a) The staggered spin-1 mapping transforms the
ladder into the field representation. The
measured state now appears as a number of
strings, each with length ≥ 1.

(b) The initial string energy is fractionally dis-
tributed to the measured strings such that
the assigned energies are proportional to the
string lengths.
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(c) The strings are converted to quark-antiquark
pairs (mesons) separated by their correspond-
ing string lengths using Gauss’ law Eq. (8).

(d) Each meson is assigned a velocity by calcu-
lating the average velocity of its constituent
quark-antiquark pair with respect to the ini-
tial string configuration.

(e) Each meson is assigned a mass using the previ-
ously calculated energy and velocity as inputs
to the relativistic energy-mass relation.

FIG. 6. Hadron multiplicity output of the Rydberg hadroniza-
tion model for Rb/a = 2.173. ∆/Ω is plotted in decreasing
order, since smaller values seem to be interpretable as hav-
ing lower initial system energy and vice versa. The scaling
is clearly not logarithmic as for Pythia in Fig. 1, but does
display a monotonic increase in multiplicity for ∆/Ω ∈ [2, 3],
which displayed confining-like features. We see clearly, by
looking at multiplicity output of smaller ladders, that number
of rungs is the main limiting factor on the measured hadron
multiplicity. The recently public Rydberg simulator, Aquila,
has the ability to investigate ladders with 128 atoms.

These steps have been implemented with the Julia pro-
gramming language using QuEra Computing Inc.’s open-
source Rydberg simulator package Bloqade for the quan-
tum computation and a custom branch of Pythia (avail-
able upon request). Example results of hadron multiplic-
ity are shown in Fig. 6.

Conclusion.— We have shown that a two-leg ladder
configuration of Rydberg atoms displays signatures of
confinement previously pointed out in other models, and
have shown how it can be used to implement a hadroniza-
tion model within the Pythia event generator. The mul-
tiplicity output from the Rydberg hadronization does not
currently mirror that of the Lund string model, but does
monotonically increase for finite ranges of ∆/Ω. Studies

of longer ladders, and at different aspect ratios, will likely
be capable of producing more realistic multiplicities. Fu-
ture studies may also be capable of probing the string
tension, associated with our model, via interference ex-
periments investigated in [50, 51]. Another potentially
fruitful avenue is the determination of meson masses via
entropy oscillations, as originally demonstrated in [48].
We hope that these results inspire others to further de-
velop real-time simulations of QCD string-breaking, as
advances in quantum hardware make such simulations
feasible.
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