
Fermion-qudit quantum processors for simulating lattice
gauge theories with matter
Torsten V. Zache1,2,3, Daniel González-Cuadra1,2,3, and Peter Zoller1,2

1Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Innsbruck, 6020 Innsbruck, Austria
2Institute for Quantum Optics and Quantum Information of the Austrian Academy of Sciences, 6020 Innsbruck, Austria
3These authors contributed equally to this work.

Simulating the real-time dynamics of lat-
tice gauge theories, underlying the Stan-
dard Model of particle physics, is a no-
toriously difficult problem where quantum
simulators can provide a practical advan-
tage over classical approaches. In this
work, we present a complete Rydberg-
based architecture, co-designed to digi-
tally simulate the dynamics of general
gauge theories coupled to matter fields
in a hardware-efficient manner. Ref. [1]
showed how a qudit processor, where
non-abelian gauge fields are locally en-
coded and time-evolved, considerably re-
duces the required simulation resources
compared to standard qubit-based quan-
tum computers. Here we integrate the lat-
ter with a recently introduced fermionic
quantum processor [2], where fermionic
statistics are accounted for at the hard-
ware level, allowing us to construct quan-
tum circuits that preserve the locality of
the gauge-matter interactions. We exem-
plify the flexibility of such a fermion-qudit
processor by focusing on two paradigmatic
high-energy phenomena. First, we present
a resource-efficient protocol to simulate
the Abelian-Higgs model, where the dy-
namics of confinement and string breaking
can be investigated. Then, we show how
to prepare hadrons made up of fermionic
matter constituents bound by non-abelian
gauge fields, and show how to extract the
corresponding hadronic tensor. In both
cases, we estimate the required resources,
showing how quantum devices can be used
to calculate experimentally-relevant quan-
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tities in particle physics.

1 Introduction

According to the Standard Model of particle
physics, interactions between elementary parti-
cles, such as electrons and quarks, are mediated
by gauge bosons like photons or gluons [3]. These
interactions are described by quantum field the-
ories that are invariant under local (or gauge)
transformations, commonly known as gauge the-
ories. Due to the non-perturbative nature of
many relevant high-energy phenomena, especially
those described by non-abelian gauge theories
like quantum chromodynamics (QCD), numeri-
cal methods are necessary to extract predictions
from first principles, which can then be com-
pared to experimental results. A prime example
of this is quark confinement, which is responsi-
ble for the stability of hadronic matter at low
temperatures and densities. Many properties of
hadrons, which are bound states of quarks and
gluons, such as protons or neutrons, have been
predicted and later experimentally confirmed us-
ing lattice gauge theories (LGT), in which space
and time are first discretized to enable the use of
Monte Carlo methods [4, 5].

Despite its success, Monte Carlo methods
sometimes encounter a severe sign problem [6].
This problem prevents the study of fermionic
fields at finite chemical potentials, as well as
the real-time dynamics of lattice gauge theories
(LGTs). Therefore, finding alternatives to stan-
dard methods is crucial, as many open problems
in particle physics require calculations in regimes
where the latter fail. For example, the phase
diagram of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is
only known at small baryon densities, and we
still lack a quantitative understanding of phases

Accepted in Quantum 2023-10-03, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

08
68

3v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
2 

O
ct

 2
02

3

https://quantum-journal.org/?s=Fermion-qudit%20quantum%20processors%20for%20simulating%20lattice%20gauge%20theories%20with%20matter&reason=title-click
https://quantum-journal.org/?s=Fermion-qudit%20quantum%20processors%20for%20simulating%20lattice%20gauge%20theories%20with%20matter&reason=title-click
mailto:torsten.zache@uibk.ac.at
mailto:daniel.gonzalez-cuadra@uibk.ac.at


such as the quark-gluon plasma (QGP), where
quarks become deconfined, as well as the nature
of the corresponding confined-deconfined transi-
tion [7]. Similarly, many questions remain about
the non-equilibrium properties of QCD [8]. Of
particular relevance is the thermalization of the
QGP after being produced in heavy-ion collid-
ers, where extremely high temperatures, similar
to those in the early universe, are reached, as well
as its hadronization at lower temperatures.

Recently, quantum simulators have emerged as
a promising alternative to classical methods [9–
15], overcoming several limitations as demon-
strated in various experiments studying equilib-
rium and non-equilibrium properties of LGTs us-
ing analog and digital approaches [16–22]. Ana-
log quantum simulators [23, 24] involve engineer-
ing quantum systems such as ultracold atoms [25,
26] or trapped ions [27, 28] to behave under the
same Hamiltonian as the simulated system, al-
lowing for large system sizes, but they are lim-
ited in the complexity of simulated interactions.
Digital quantum simulators have universal con-
trol and can target non-abelian gauge theories
in higher dimensions [29–44], and various imple-
mentations have been proposed for experimen-
tal platforms [45–56]. However, current quantum
computers are limited in system size and circuit
depth [57], and to perform quantum simulations
with practical advantage [58], quantum hardware
and software need to be co-designed and tailored
to the specific problem at hand to manage re-
sources.

In Ref. [1], we introduced a Rydberg-based ar-
chitecture where qudits are encoded as internal
states of atoms trapped in optical tweezers [59–
61], and a universal set of qudit gates was de-
signed using laser pulses supported by the Ry-
dberg blockade mechanism [62–67]. We showed
how these resources naturally match the require-
ments to simulate the Trotterized real-time dy-
namics of general non-abelian gauge fields, thanks
to a local encoding where each gauge field act-
ing on a large Hilbert space is simulated using
a single atomic qudit. Moreover, we showed how
this local mapping allows simulating considerably
larger times by reducing the corresponding cir-
cuit depths compared to standard qubit-based
approaches.

In present work, we extend this quantum sim-
ulation architecture to account for matter fields

and gauge-matter interactions. This allows us
to efficiently simulate general LGTs and to in-
vestigate open problems in particle physics, in
particular those at finite fermionic chemical po-
tentials. Following a similar hardware-efficient
approach as in Ref. [1], we locally encode and
simulate fermionic fields using fermionic atoms,
guaranteeing fermionic statistics at the hardware
level, leading to a considerable saving in resources
compared to non-local qubit encodings. In par-
ticular, we extend the fermionic quantum pro-
cessor introduced in Ref. [2] and present a full
fermion-qudit architecture. Here, qudits are en-
coded in fermionic atoms, such that not only
the internal but also the motional state of the
atom is controlled to process quantum informa-
tion. Specifically, we implement fermionic tun-
neling gates through a quantum shuttle based
on state-dependent optical tweezers [68], designed
specifically to match the Rydberg-based archi-
tecture developed in Ref. [1], where entangling
operations between matter and gauge fields are
adapted to fit the shuttle requirements. The
proposed local mapping between the simulating
and simulated degrees of freedom allows to con-
struct quantum simulation circuits that preserve
the locality of the gauge-invariant Hamiltonians,
leading to shorter circuit depths and lower simu-
lation errors.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2,
we summarize the qudit and fermionic gates re-
quired to simulate the Trotterized real-time evo-
lution of general LGTs, including both gauge and
matter fields, from Higgs bosons to fermions. In
Section 3, we showcase the complete design of
the Rydberg-based structure, explaining how the
gauge and matter fields can be encoded using
trapped atoms in optical tweezers, and how the
associated gates are executed with efficiency. We
then proceed to demonstrate the abilities of this
fermion-qudit processor through two paradig-
matic examples. In Sec. 4, we investigate a
minimal realization of scalar quantum electrody-
namics through the Abelian-Higgs model, where
Higgs fields are coupled to U(1) gauge fields, one
of the simplest models of dynamical matter in-
teracting via gauge fields. We use our protocol
to investigate the dynamics of confinement and
string breaking, estimating the required quantum
simulation resources for realistic experimental pa-
rameters. In Sec 5, we show how to prepare non-
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abelian hadronic states, bound states of a SU(2)
LGT coupled to fermionic matter, using both adi-
abatic as well as variational techniques. Finally,
we utilize our method to study their internal com-
position via the hadronic tensor, which necessi-
tates calculating time-ordered correlation func-
tions. This operation is difficult to perform classi-
cally and highlights the potential of our fermion-
qudit processor in computing quantities that have
importance in particle physics experiments.

2 Fermion-qudit gates for digitized
gauge theories

In this section, we cover the topic of lattice gauge
theories with discrete gauge groups, which can be
employed as a digitization of gauge fields based on
continuous (Lie) groups. In contrast to previous
works that focused on qubit implementations, we
identify a native fermion-qudit gate set for realiz-
ing real-time evolution in discrete Trotter steps.

We first provide a summary of the hardware re-
quirements in Sec. 2.1, which motivates the devel-
opment of fermion-qudit architecture. Depending
on the reader’s interest, they may skip the fol-
lowing sections, where we provide detailed dervi-
ations of these requirements, and directly proceed
to our hardware proposal in Sec. 3. In Sec. 2.2,
we summarize the protocol introduced in Ref. [1]
to simulate non-abelian gauge field dynamics. In
Sec. 2.3 and Sec. 2.4, we extend this approach
from pure gauge theories to include matter fields,
both bosonic (“Higgs”) and fermionic (“quarks”),
respectively.

2.1 Co-design of Fermi-Qudit Architectures
and LGT Algorithms

Non-abelian gauge theories with associated gauge
group G coupled to Higgs and/or fermionic mat-
ter fields can be simulated efficiently with a
fermion-qudit processor. Such a processor acts
on a hybrid register consisting of qudits |gℓ⟩ of
size d = |G| for every link ℓ of a spatial lattice,
together with qudits |gx⟩ of the same size for ev-
ery site x and/or fermions |nx,α⟩ for the sites.
As we show in the following sections (see Fig. 1),
the elementary Trotter steps of non-abelian LGTs
can be efficiently decomposed into a native set
of basic gates which act either on single degrees
of freedom (single links or sites), or pairs of de-

grees of freedom (link-link, site-site or link-site)
of this register. Explicitly, we require simple
one-body gates U , namely the single-qudit gates
U (E)
ℓ [Eq. (4)], U (B)

ℓ [Eq. (5)], U (M)
x [Eq. (16)],

U (J)
x [Eq. (16)] and U (m)

x [Eq. (21)], as well as
a fermionic tunneling gate U (t) [Eq. (27)], which
allows us to implement genuine fermionic pro-
cesses affected by Fermi statistics. These gates
are supplemented by controlled two-qudit gates
CgU = U⊗|g⟩⟨g|+

∑
g′ ̸=g 1⊗|g′⟩⟨g′| [see Eq. (10)

and (29)], which are used to construct specific en-
tangling operations Θℓ|ℓ′ [Eq. (9)], Θℓ|x[Eq. (16)]
and Vx|ℓ [Eq. (28)], whose structure depends on
the group G. In summary, the gate set G =
{U , CgU , U (t)} is ideally suited for the digital
quantum simulation of non-abelian gauge theo-
ries coupled to matter.

We emphasize that the requirements for this
approach to simulate finite groups employing qu-
dits are largely independent of the group struc-
ture. Given a sufficiently large qudit size, the
same algorithms may be used for simulating both
abelian and non-abelian gauge theories, making
the proposal very versatile. In the Sec. 3, we show
that the whole set G can be naturally realized on a
fermion-qudit architecture using Rydberg atoms
in optical traps.

2.2 Gauge fields
We adopt the Hamiltonian lattice approach [69]
for simulating the dynamics of a quantum gauge
field theory. Given a gauge group G, we con-
sider a general gauge-invariant Kogut-Susskind-
type Hamiltonian on a hypercubic lattice with
Nℓ links ℓ, HG = λEHE + λBHB. Here HE and
HB denote the “electric” and “magnetic” contri-
butions, respectively, to the gauge field dynamics,
which have the following form

HE = 1
2
∑
ℓ

E2
ℓ , HB =

∑
□

(
U□ + U†

□

)
, (1)

where

U□ = tr
[
Uℓ1Uℓ2U

†
ℓ3
U †
ℓ4

]
(2)

acts on the four links ℓ1/2/3/4 of a plaque-
tte □ [Fig. 1(a)], with tr [..] denoting a group-
dependent trace. Here, Eℓ and Uℓ are operators
acting on each link of the lattice. In the non-
abelian case, Uℓ corresponds to a matrix of oper-
ators (and hence the trace above).
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Figure 1: Trotterized qudit circuits: (a) For every
link ℓ of a hypercubic lattice, we consider a G-register
with d = |G| elements encoded into a single qudit, each
of them simulating a local gauge field. A plaquette in-
teraction U (B)

□ (light orange) is then implemented on
four qudits using single-qudit (gray squares) and entan-
gling two-qudit gates Θ (depicted with green circles and
red squares, where the stripes in the former denote the
adjoint gate). (b) Similarly, Higgs fields can be digitized
and simulated using qudits located on the sites x of the
lattice. In this case, the matter-gauge interaction U (J)

x,ℓ,x′

(light red) is implemented using the same gates as in the
pure-gauge case. (c) For SU(N) fermionic matter fields,
we use qudits of size d = N . We also require an extra
tunneling gate U (t)

x,x′ (blue circles) to implement the in-
teraction circuit U (int)

x,ℓ,x′ (light blue).

Both the Hilbert space of the theory as well
as the precise form of the operators above de-
pend on the structure of the group G. In par-
ticular, on each link of the lattice, we define a
local Hilbert space HG ≃ C|G|, whose dimension
is given by the size of the group. Here we fo-
cus on finite groups of size |G| = d, which can
be used to approximate continuous groups with
an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. Our goal is
to identify the common requirements to simulate
the time evolution generated by HG for a general
finite group.

We are interested in the evolved state at time
t, |ψ(t)⟩ = UG(t)|ψ(0)⟩, obtained by applying the
unitary operator UG(t) = e−iHGt to a given initial
state |ψ(0)⟩. At any time, we encode the state on
a G-register [30],

|ψ(t)⟩ =
∑

g

ψt(g)|g⟩ , (3)

where |g⟩ =
⊗

ℓ |gℓ⟩ and every |g⟩ denotes the
state on each link. The set {|g⟩} forms an or-
thonormal basis, where each basis state is labeled
by a group element g ∈ G. If we now identify
the group basis with a computational basis {|j⟩}
(j = 0, . . . , d − 1), we can naturally encode the

state |ψ(t)⟩ using Nℓ qudits [Fig. 1(a)].
The qudit G-register is then time evolved

by first applying a Trotter decomposition with
time step δt and error of desired order O

(
δtk
)

to the time-evolution operator, e.g. U (G)(t) =(
U (E)U (B)

)t/δt
+ O(δt2) to second order, with

U (E/B)(δt) = e−iλE/BHE/Bδt. The locality of the
interactions allows us to largely parallelize the
latter in terms of the local operations U (E)

ℓ (δt) =
e−iλEE

2
ℓ δt/2 and U (B)

□ (δt) = e−iλB

(
U□+U†

□

)
δt. For

any group G, the local gates can be written as

U (E)
ℓ (δt) =

∑
hℓ,gℓ∈G

f (E)(hℓ, gℓ, δt)× |gℓ⟩ℓ⟨hℓ| ,

(4)

U (B)
□ (δt) =

∑
gℓ1,2,3,4 ∈G

f (B)(gℓ1gℓ2g−1
ℓ3
g−1
ℓ4
, δt)×

(5)
|gℓ1 , gℓ2 , gℓ3 , gℓ4⟩⟨gℓ1 , gℓ2 , gℓ3 , gℓ4 | ,

acting trivially on all other links, where the func-
tions f (E/B) encode the group structure. In
the qudit register, U (E)

ℓ corresponds to a general
single-qudit gate while U (B)

□ acts as a diagonal
four-qudit gate.

We emphasize that the above structure arises
from the defining local symmetry, and hence it is
common to all standard (Kogut-Susskind) lattice
gauge theories. To be precise, consider a vertex x
of the lattice with in- and out-going links ℓin and
ℓout with the associated state |{gℓin}, {gℓout}⟩. For
any h ∈ G, we have a gauge transformation Vx,h
that acts on that vertex as

Vx,h|{gℓin}, {gℓout}⟩ = |{gℓinh}, {h
−1gℓout}⟩ . (6)

The Hamiltonian is gauge-invariant iff
V †
x,hHVx,h = H for all Vx,h. For any group
G, one can construct local operators E2

ℓ , U□ that
individually remain invariant. In particular, U□
depends only on the character χ

(
gℓ1gℓ2g

−1
ℓ3
g−1
ℓ4

)
as this combination remains invariant under
gauge transformations.

A crucial ingredient in our algorithm is a final
decomposition of the four-qudit gate correspond-
ing to the plaquette term [50, 51], which is based
on the fact that the function f (B) depends only
on the product gℓ1gℓ2g

−1
ℓ3
g−1
ℓ4
∈ G, in particular

f (B)(g) = e−2iλBχ(g)δt, where χ is the character
of the corresponding representation. Since U (B)

□

Accepted in Quantum 2023-10-03, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 4



is also diagonal in the group basis, it can be re-
alized by first writing the group product into one
of the states, then acting with a single-qudit gate
U (B)
ℓ that realizes multiplication by f (B) on that

qudit, and afterwards undoing the first operation
[Fig. 1(a)]. The resulting sequence

|gℓ1⟩|gℓ2⟩|gℓ3⟩|gℓ4⟩
Θ→ |gℓ1gℓ2g

−1
ℓ3
g−1
ℓ4
⟩|gℓ2⟩|gℓ3⟩|gℓ4⟩

U(B)
→ f (B)(gℓ1gℓ2g−1

ℓ3
g−1
ℓ4

)|gℓ1gℓ2g−1
ℓ3
g−1
ℓ4
⟩|gℓ2⟩|gℓ3⟩|gℓ4⟩

Θ†
→ f (B)(gℓ1gℓ2g−1

ℓ3
g−1
ℓ4

)|gℓ1⟩|gℓ2⟩|gℓ3⟩|gℓ4⟩ (7)

shows that

U (B)
□ = Θ†

ℓ1|ℓ2 Θℓ1|ℓ3 Θℓ1|ℓ4 U
(B)
ℓ1

Θ†
ℓ1|ℓ4 Θ†

ℓ1|ℓ3 Θℓ1|ℓ2 .

(8)
where we defined elementary two-qudit group
multiplication gates acting as Θℓ|ℓ′ |gℓ⟩|gℓ′⟩ =
|gℓgℓ′⟩|gℓ′⟩.

Finally, the two-qudit group-multiplication
gate can be further decomposed as a product of
d− 1 controlled-permutation gates,

Θℓ|ℓ′ =
∑
g∈G

θℓ(g)⊗ |g⟩ℓ′⟨g| =
∏
g∈G

Cℓ
′→ℓ
θ(g) (g) , (9)

with

Cℓ
′→ℓ
θ(g) (g) = θℓ(g)⊗ |g⟩ℓ′⟨g|+

∑
g′ ̸=g

1⊗ |g′⟩ℓ′⟨g
′| ,

(10)
where θℓ(g)|gℓ⟩ = |gℓg⟩ is the right-multiplication
group operation.

2.3 Higgs fields
We now turn our attention to lattice Higgs mod-
els. These are theories where gauge fields with
gauge group G are interacting with bosonic mat-
ter fields. More precisely, we consider Higgs mod-
els with a so-called frozen radial mode, where
the bosonic fields live at vertices x with an as-
sociated Hilbert space spanned by elements |gx⟩
where gx ∈ G belongs to the same group as the
initial gauge theory [Fig. 1(b)]. We then aug-
ment the gauge transformation Vx,h acting on the
state |gx, {gℓint}, {gℓout}⟩ around vertex x for an
element h ∈ G by a contribution from the matter
field, namely

Vx,h|gx,{gℓin},{gℓout}⟩= |hqgx,{gℓinh},{h
−1gℓout}⟩.

(11)

Here, we have chosen that the transformation acts
on the left on |gx⟩, which is sometimes denoted as
a Higgs field with gauge group GL (alternatively,
we could consider a right version GR). Addition-
ally, we introduced an integer q that is identified
with the charge of the Higgs field, which we set
to q = 1 in the following for simplicity.

The dynamics of the Higgs fields can be de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian HHiggs = λMHM +
λJHJ ,

HM = 1
2
∑
x

Π2
x , HJ =

∑
ℓ=(x,x′)

(
Txℓ,x′ + T †

xℓ,x′

)
,

(12)

with the requirement that HHiggs is invariant
under all combined gauge transformations Vx,h.
Here, Π2

x is a gauge-invariant term acting on a
single vertex x, analogous to the E2

ℓ term of the
gauge fields, which gives the Higgs fields a mass
parametrized by λM . A non-zero value of λJ
leads to a gauge-invariant coupling of the gauge
field at link ℓ to the matter fields at the neigh-
boring sites x, x′ via the operator

Txℓ,x′ = tr
[
Φ†
xUℓΦx′

]
, (13)

where Φx are operator-valued matrices for the
Higgs fields analogous to the Uℓ for the gauge
fields.

It is now straightforward to extend the dis-
cussion of the previous section to the implemen-
tation of the corresponding new Trotter steps
U (M/J) = e−iλM/JHM/Jδt. Due to the locality of
the Hamiltonian, these can again be largely par-
allelized. For HM , we only need the single-qudit
gate U (M)

x (δt) = e−iλM Π2
xδt acting on the matter

qudit associated to site x. For HJ , we follow a
similar strategy as for the plaquette interaction
HB by using the fact that

Txℓ,x′ |gx⟩|gℓ⟩|gx′⟩ = T (g−1
x gℓgx′)|gx⟩|gℓ⟩|gx′⟩

(14)

is diagonal in our chosen basis, and depends
only on the product g−1

x gℓgx′ ∈ G. General-
izing the group-multiplication gates to also in-
clude the matter sites, we thus obtain a decom-
position for the three-qudit gate U (J)

x,ℓ,x′(δt) =

e
−iλJ (Txℓ,x′ +T †

xℓ,x′ )δt into four two-qudit gates Θ
and one single-qudit gate U (J)

x [Fig. 1(b)], namely

U (J)
x,ℓ,x′ = Θ†

ℓ|x′ Θx|ℓ U (J)
x Θ†

x|ℓ Θℓ|x′ , (15)
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where U (J)
x acts just as U (B)

ℓ by replacing λB →
λJ .

In summary, Higgs fields introduce no gen-
uinely new requirements – the additional gates

U (M)
x , U (J)

x , Θℓ|x (16)

are equivalent to the pure-gauge gates
UEℓ ,UBℓ ,Θℓ|ℓ′ discussed in the previous sec-
tion.

2.4 Fermionic matter fields

We now further extend our results to include dy-
namical fermionic matter, which is necessary for
tackling the relevant theories that form the stan-
dard model.

The total Hamiltonian is now supplemented
by two additional terms Hm and Hint describ-
ing a pure matter contribution (m) and the in-
teraction (int) between gauge and matter fields.
For brevity and to be explicit, we focus on
non-abelian gauge theories with finite group
G ⊂ SU(N) coupled to N -component staggered
fermions in two spatial dimensions, but the gen-
eralization to other finite gauge groups and arbi-
trary dimensions is straightforward. In the fol-
lowing, the fermions are described by annihila-
tion(creation) operators ψ(†)

x,α associated with the
sites x = (x1, x2) of a square lattice and ful-
fill anti-commutation relations {ψx,α, ψ†

x′,α′} =
δx,x′δα,α′ with α = 1, . . . , N . The staggered
fermion mass term is given by

Hm = m
∑
x,α

(−1)x1+x2 ψ†
x,αψx,α , (17)

with the bare fermion mass m. The interaction
term acts on the triple ⟨xℓx′⟩ of two neighboring
lattice sites x and x′ and the connecting link ℓ
according to

Hint = −t
∑

⟨xℓx′⟩
sxx′

∑
α,β

(
ψ†
x,αUℓ,αβψx′,β + h.c.

)
(18)

where the sign factor sxx′ = δx1,x′
1
(−1)x1 +δx2,x′

2
.

Here U is an operator valuedN×N matrix, which
is diagonal in the computational basis of the qu-
dits where it acts multiplicatively according to
the fundamental representation of SU(N), i.e.

Uαβ|g⟩ = Dαβ(g)|g⟩ , g ∈ G , (19)

where g ∈ G is the group element corresponding
to the qudit state |g⟩ and D(g) is the N × N
matrix representing g.

In order to simulate real-time evolution with
a Trotter decomposition, we thus need to im-
plement the additional elementary Trotter steps
U (m)(δt) = e−iHmδt and U (int)(δt) = e−iHintδt for
given time step δt. Let us consider a register of
fermions {|nx,α⟩} where the particle-number op-
erator nx,α = ψ†

x,αψx,α is diagonal. The contri-
bution of the matter term can then be written
as

U (m)
[⊗
x,α

|nx,α⟩
]

=
⊗
x,α

[
e−iδtm(−1)x1+x2 nx,α |nx,α⟩

]
,

(20)

i.e. U (m) =
∏
x,α U

(m)
x,α decomposes into the rela-

tively simple local single-site phase gates

U (m)
x,α = e−iδtm(−1)x1+x2 ψ†

x,αψx,α . (21)

In contrast, U (int) becomes a more complicated
gate involving the fermions on neighboring sites
together with the qudit on the link in between.

Following [30, 51], we further decompose U (int)

using the unitary operator

Vx|ℓ =
∑
gℓ∈G
|gℓ⟩⟨gℓ| ⊗ e

∑
α,β

log[D(gℓ)]αβψ
†
x,αψx,β ,

(22)
which acts non-trivially on a single site x and
a neighboring link ℓ. Here the sum runs over
all group elements gℓ ∈ G (i.e. all computa-
tional basis states of the qudit at link ℓ) and
log[D] denotes the matrix logarithm. The uni-
tarity of V follows from the unitarity of D, which
implies the existence of an anti-hermitian log-
arithm that yields

(
log[D(gℓ)]αβψ†

x,αψx,β
)†

=
− log[D(gℓ)]βαψ†

x,βψx,α. The purpose of V lies in
the identities

V†
x|ℓ
∑
α

(
ψ†
x,αUℓ,αβ

)
Vx|ℓ = ψ†

x,β , (23)

V†
x|ℓ
∑
β

(
U †
ℓ,αβψx,β

)
Vx|ℓ = ψx,α , (24)

which can be proved using the Baker-Campbell-
Hausdorff formula. As a consequence, we obtain

V†
x|ℓ

∑
α,β

(
ψ†
x,αUℓ,αβψx′,β + h.c.

)Vx|ℓ

=
∑
α

ψ†
x,αψx′,α , (25)
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which reduces Hint to a non-interacting fermion
hopping Hamiltonian. We thus have the decom-
position [Fig. 1(c)]

U (int) =
∏

⟨xℓx′⟩

{
Vx|ℓ U

(t)
xx′ V†

x|ℓ

}
, (26)

U (t)
xx′ = e−iδt sxx′

∑
α

(
ψ†

x,αψx′,α+h.c.
)
. (27)

In summary, the additionally required gates
are: the single-site phase gates U (m)

x,α , the
fermionic tunneling gates U (t)

xx′ and the special
fermion-qudit entangling gates Vx,ℓ. We further
note that the latter are very similar to the group-
multiplication gates whose implementation with
qudits we have already discussed for the pure
gauge theory [1]. In particular, we can further
decompose the gate

Vx|ℓ =
∏
g∈G

Cℓ→x
Vx(g)(g) , (28)

where

Cℓ→x
Vx(g)(g) = Vx(g)⊗ |g⟩ℓ′⟨g|+

∑
g′ ̸=g

1⊗ |g′⟩ℓ′⟨g′|,

(29)
are controlled-unitary gates, which are again con-
trolled by the qudits, but this time act with the
unitary Vx(g) = e

∑
α,β

log[D(g)]αβψ
†
x,αψx,β on the

involved fermions.

3 Rydberg-based fermion-qudit quan-
tum processor
In this section, we describe a quantum hard-
ware architecture based arrays of Rydberg atoms
trapped in optical tweezers. It implements the
fermion-qudit processor described in Sec. 2, and is
tailored to efficiently run digital quantum simula-
tions of LGTs based on the algorithms described
above.

In Ref. [1], we developed a qudit gate set
that naturally matches the requirements to digi-
tally simulate the dynamics of non-abelian gauge
fields, using quantum circuits that preserve the
locality of the LGT Hamiltonian. Following a
similar hardware-efficient approach, we extend
this architecture by developing the required gates
to couple gauge fields to dynamical matter. In
Sec. 3.1, we show how the internal atomic struc-
ture of Rydberg atoms allows us to naturally en-
code the G-registers required to simulate finite

gauge groups, as well as both Higgs and fermionic
matter fields, and to perform single-qudit opera-
tions in a combined fermion-qudit register. In
Sec. 3.2, we extend the shuttle protocol intro-
duced in Ref. [2] to implement fermionic tunnel-
ing gates. Finally, in Sec. 3.3 we complete the
gate set required to Trotterized the dynamics of
general LGTs by introducing entangling opera-
tions between gauge and matter fields.

3.1 Fermion-qudit atomic register

3.1.1 Local field encoding

In the previous section, we discussed the Hilbert
space structure of general LGTs. In particular,
for a general finite group G of size |G| = d, the
pure-gauge part of the LGT Hamiltonian (1) acts
on H =

⊗
ℓCd, where the tensor product is taken

over the links ℓ of a hypercubic lattice whose ver-
tices can be labeled as elements of ZD, where D
is the spatial dimension of the lattice. In order
to efficiently simulate LGTs in a scalable manner,
using quantum hardware that possesses the same
Hilbert space structure offers a clear advantage.
Rydberg atoms trapped in optical tweezers pro-
vide a natural choice, thanks to the possibility
of spatially arranging the atoms into any desired
geometry. Moreover, every atom possesses an in-
ternal H = Cd Hilbert space associated with its
long-lived hyperfine ground-state manifold where
the G-register qudit can be encoded while entan-
gling gates can be designed by turning on and off
strong interactions of the excited Rydberg states.

In Fig. 2, we present a possible atomic level
scheme using 87Sr as an example. This in-
cludes auxiliary levels used to implement single-
qudit and entangling gates, to be discussed below.
Strontium as an alkaline-earth atom possesses a
nuclear spin of I = 9/2, allowing to locally en-
code for instance Z8 or Q8 gauge fields, the lat-
ter corresponding to the minimal digitization of
the SU(2) LGT with d = 8 elements [1]. As re-
cently demonstrated, Sr atoms can be trapped
in their ground state manifold 1S0 using optical
tweezers [70], which we will call in the following
storage tweezers, which can be then rearranged
to the desired geometry and allow for single-site
resolution [71]. As an alternative to the storage
tweezers, one could also use optical lattices for
storage with the benefit of gaining stability, as
we discuss below.
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Figure 2: Atomic structure for 87Sr: both
gauge and matter field basis states can be en-
coded in the ground-state hyperfine manifold of 87Sr,
{|gi⟩}i=0,...,d−1, corresponding to the electronic config-
uration (5s2) 1S0 and exemplified in the figure for the
case d = 2, where atoms are trapped using storage
tweezers (red and green denote (fermionic) matter and
gauge fields, respectively). The latter is coupled to the
meta-stable excited manifold (5s5p) 3P0, where Ωc de-
notes the vector of the corresponding Rabi couplings,
trapped in this case by transport tweezers (blue). This
excited manifold {|ei⟩}i=0,...,d−1 serves different pur-
poses. First, holonomic operations are implemented in
the ground-state qudit using the auxiliary states |e⟩p and
|g⟩p. Second, in the fermionic case, atoms can be moved
in the transport tweezer. Finally, entangling operations
are implemented by passing through the state |e⟩d−1,
dressed by the Rydberg state |r⟩ in the (5s61s) 3S1 man-
ifold. The former is coupled to |ep⟩ using, e.g., a radio-
frequency field with Rabi coupling ΩF , and Rydberg-
dressed by coupling to |r⟩ with detuning ∆R and Rabi
frequency ΩR.

Similar to gauge fields, local matter fields can
also be encoded into single atoms, placed in this
case on the Ns sites of a D-dimensional hyper-
cubic lattice. As described in the previous sec-
tion, Higgs fields are digitized in the same man-
ner as the gauge fields they are couple to, and
the whole gauge-invariant state can be encoded
using (D+ 1)Ns atoms. For the case e.g. D = 2,
they form a homogeneous Lieb lattice composed
of 3Ns qudits.

Fermionic matter fields with N components
can similarly be encoded using qudits of size N .
Driven by a hardware-efficient use of resources,
we consider fermionic atoms trapped in optical
tweezers, such as 87Sr, providing a local mapping
to the simulated degrees of freedom and reduc-
ing the corresponding quantum simulation circuit
depths, as we will show below. Fig. 2 shows the

required atomic structure to store and manipu-
late SU(2) fermionic fields, with N = 2. Finally,
note that although we have assumed for simplic-
ity that both matter and gauge fields are encoded
using the same type of atoms, gauge fields can be
encoded also using bosonic atoms, leading to ar-
rays of atomic mixtures [72].

3.1.2 Single-qudit gates

In Ref. [1] we introduced a protocol to imple-
ment general single-qudit operations that can be
applied both to gauge and matter qudits, ac-
counting for the required single-qudit gates listed
in the previous section: U (B)

ℓ ,U (E)
ℓ ,U (M)

x ,U (J)
x

and U (m)
x . This can be done by first decompos-

ing the corresponding unitary as a product of
d(d−1)/2 operations acting non-trivially only be-
tween two consecutive levels, this is, U =

∏
k Ũk

∈ SU(d), with Ũk = 1jk−1⊕Uk ⊕ 1d−jk−1, where
Uk ∈ SU(2) acts on a two-dimensional subspace
Hj spanned by {|gjk⟩ , |gjk+1⟩}. Each SU(2) oper-
ation Uk can be implemented holonomically with
the help of auxiliary states, denoted |gp⟩ and |ep⟩
in Fig. 2, using pairs of laser pulses characterized
by Rabi frequencies Ωc

(jk) = (Ω(jk)
0 ,Ω(jk)

1 ,Ω(jk)
p ),

which defines a parameter manifold M for the
Hamiltonian [1].

Let us consider in particular the following
single-particle Hamiltonian,

H(Ωc) = 1
2 |ep⟩

(
Ω0 ⟨g0|+ Ω1 ⟨g1|

+ Ωp ⟨gp|
)

+ H.c.,
(30)

where we dropped the index jk to simplify
the notation. For every parameter Ωc ∈ M,
H(Ωc) possesses four eigenstates: two dark states
|ψa=0,1(Ω)⟩ at zero energy and two states with en-
ergies ±∆(Ωc) = ±

√
|Ωc|2, with a gap that will

remain open as long as Ωp ̸= 0. SU(2) operations
u : Hj → Hj can then be implemented via closed
loops γC : [t0, t1] → M, with γ(t0) = γ(t1).
More specifically, if the parameters in the Hamil-
tonian change adiabatically along the loop, u can
be written as [73]

u = P exp
(
−i
∫
γC

∑
µ

AµdΩµ

)
, (31)

where (Aµ)ab = ⟨ψa(Ω)| ∂/∂Ωµ |ψb(Ω)⟩ is the
corresponding connection.

Accepted in Quantum 2023-10-03, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 8



One can use in particular Gaussian pulses for
Ωa=0,1 that overlap in time and have the form

Ωa(t) = Ω e−(t−τa)2/(T/10)2
e−iφa , (32)

where T is the pulse time window, giving rise to
the following gates,

u(α, δ) =
(

cosα e−iδ sinα
−eiδ sinα cosα

)
. (33)

Here, δ = φ1−φ0 is the phase difference between
the pulses and α can be tuned between −π/2 and
π/2 by adjusting the time overlap τ = τ1 − τ0.
For δ = π/2 (π) we obtain in particular rota-
tions around the X (Y ) axis. In summary, any
single-qudit operation can be implemented using
at most 3d(d − 1)/2 pairs of pulses, since any
SU(2) operation can be written in terms of at
most three rotations. The total time required
to implement a general single-qudit gate is thus
O(d2)T , and we impose ΩcT ≫ 1, enforcing the
adiabaticity required for the holonomic imple-
mentation and thereby supressing the associated
errors.

3.2 Fermionic shuttle gates
Using fermionic atoms to encode fermionic mat-
ter fields allows to implement the tunneling gate
in Eq. (26) in a natural and hardware-efficient
manner. To be concrete, we continue with the
fermionic isotope 87Sr as an example. To im-
plement fermion tunneling, we follow the scheme
developed in Ref. [2] and consider two indepen-
dent tweezers: the storage tweezer traps the
ground-state manifold 1S0 as mentioned above,
and an additional transport tweezer traps the
meta-stable excited manifold 3P0 (Fig. 2). Since
we need to correctly control the motional de-
grees of freedom to properly simulate fermionic
statistics, fermionic atoms trapped in the stor-
age tweezers have to be first cooled down to their
motional ground state, as it was recently demon-
strated [74, 75]. The desired tunneling in a given
direction can now be implemented by shining
a series of pulses, interlaced with spatial move-
ments of the transport tweezers [Fig. 3(a)].

Let us make this more explicit for two lattice
sites x, x′ and four fermion modes ψx,α, ψx′,α,
ψ̃x,α, ψ̃x′,α, where ψα (ψ̃α) corresponds to the
1S0 (3P0) manifold for an hyperfine state |gα⟩
(|eα⟩) encoding a given fermionic mode α ∈

{1, . . . , N} (Fig. 2). In this setup, (1) we
first perform a π-pulse rotation on site x, i.e.
Rx(π) = e−i(π/2)(ψ†

x,αψ̃x,α+H.c.), (2) we then move
the transport tweezer such that ψ̃x,α → ψ̃x′,α,
denoted Tx→x′ . (3) Then we perform a sec-
ond pulse, this time on site x′, for a desired
rotation parametrized by φ, namely Ry(φ) =

e
−φ/2

(
ψ†

x′,α
ψ̃

x′,α
−H.c.

)
, (4) after which we bring

the transport tweezer back into its original posi-
tion with Tx′→x, (5) and finally undo the initial
π-pulse. Putting it all together, this protocol re-
alizes

e−iφ/2
(
ψ†

x,αψx′,α+H.c.
)

= R†
x(π)Tx′→xRy(φ)Tx→x′ Rx(π), (34)

Note that this operation can be performed simul-
taneously for every α, realizing thus U (t)

xx′ . More-
over, this can be parallelized on pairs of lattice
sites (x, x′) due to the possibility of dynamically
arranging tweezer arrays loaded with atoms in a
coherent manner [67].

Fermionic tunneling could be alternatively im-
plemented using storage tweezers only, by bring-
ing them first close enough such that fermions can
tunnel between different tweezers. As we men-
tioned above, however, it is crucial that fermions
remain at all times in the motional ground state
of the trap, requiring deep trapping conditions.
In principle, this is compatible with direct tun-
neling between tweezers [74–79], leading the al-
ternative merge gate discussed in [2]. While
we focus on realizations based on tweezer ar-
rays here, we note that one can realize similar
fermionic operations, including entangling gates,
with alternative setups involving optical lattices,
which were orginally developed in the context of
bosonic atoms [68, 80–86]. More generally, one
could combine the advantages of tweezer array
with optical lattices [87]. The latter have the ad-
vantage of guaranteeing the same potential depth
for each minima, minimizing the possibility of de-
phasing that could arise between different tweez-
ers due to relative fluctuations in their intensity.
One could then use optical lattices to store the
atoms, serving as a fermionic register, which can
be the transferred to optical tweezers to imple-
ment the required gates, leveraging their flexibil-
ity to bring any pair of atoms together to imple-
ment non-local gates in a parallel fashion.
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Figure 3: Gauge-matter interactions: 87Sr atoms
in the ground-state manifold 1S0, encoding both
fermionic (red) and gauge fields (green), are trapped
using optical tweezers and arranged in the desired ge-
ometry, far enough to avoid any cross talk when excited
to Rydberg states. (a) The fermionic shuttle is imple-
mented by (1) first transferring the atoms on the sites to
the transport tweezers (blue) using a rotation Rx(π) to
the meta-stable manifold 1P3. (2) The transport tweez-
ers are then displaced in one direction (x→ x′) and (3)
the atoms rotated with Ry(φ) between the the storage
and the transport tweezers. Finally, (4) the transport
tweezers are displaced back (x → x′) and (5) cleaned
using R†

x(π). (b) The entangling gate Vx|ℓ is obtained
by (1) first moving the tweezers (ℓ′ ← ℓ) to bring the
atoms within the blockade radius, (2) then applying the
corresponding sequence of pulses (see main text) and
finally (3) bringing the atoms back (ℓ′ → ℓ). The com-
plete gauge-matter interaction gate U (int) Eq. (26) is
obtained by applying the protocol in (b), then (a) and
finally (b) again but using V†

x|ℓ instead.

3.3 Rydberg blockade and entangling gates

We finish this section by summarizing the proto-
col introduced in Ref. [1] to implement controlled-
unitary two-qudit gates in the Rydberg architec-
ture, required to construct the entangling gates
Θℓ|ℓ′ and Θℓ|x. This protocol, based on the Ryd-
berg blockade mechanism, can be easily adapted
to implement the fermion-gauge entangling gate
Vx|ℓ, as we show below. To see this, consider first
the interactions between a pair of atoms excited
to the Rydberg states |r⟩x and |r⟩x′ , where x and

x′ can be either sites or links, given by

H
(ℓ,ℓ′)
int = V0

d6
x,x′

(|r⟩ ⟨r|)x ⊗ (|r⟩ ⟨r|)x′ , (35)

where the interaction strength decays as a power
law with the distance dx,x′ between the atoms.
In order to implement a controlled two-qudit
gate, the tweezer geometry is first rearranged to
bring the corresponding pair of atoms within each
other’s blockade radius [67], with V ≡ V0/d

6
i,j ≫

Ω, such that only one of them can be excited
to the Rydberg manifold [Fig. 3(b)]. We assume
that they are far enough from the other atoms in
the array, such that any cross talk can be safely
neglected.

To implement any controlled unitary operation
CgU we perform the following steps [1]: (i) realize
the single-qudit operation U on the target atom
at site x, as described above. (ii) excite the qudit
x′ from the control state |g⟩ to a Rydberg state
|r⟩x′ . (iii) perform U † on the fermionic atom, this
time passing through the Rydberg state |r⟩x. (iv)
Bring the qudit x from the Rydberg state to |g⟩.
This protocol implements U on the target atom
if and only if the control atom is in the state |g⟩
since, in any other case, the Rydberg blockade
mechanism prevents the second step of the pro-
tocol. The group-multiplication gates Θℓ|ℓ′ and
Θℓ|x are then obtained by repeating the protocol
above for every value of g, with U = θg (Eq. (9)).

If the target atom encodes a fermionic field,
the protocol has to be slightly modified to make
it compatible with the fermionic shuttle. As
we mentioned above, it is crucial that fermions
remain in their motional ground state within the
trap. Exciting a fermionic atom to a Rydberg
state, where it is not trapped anymore, could
therefore introduce decoherence in the motional
degrees of freedom when brought back to the
ground state. For this reason, in the above proto-
col, instead of coupling the target fermionic atom
directly to a Rydberg state [65], one possible al-
ternative is to couple it to a dressed Rydberg
state [88]. To illustrate this possibility, we con-
sider an additional laser that dresses one state of
the 3P0 manifold, where is trapped in the trans-
port tweezer, with a Rydberg state (see Fig. 2)
and bring the relevant qudit ℓ close to the site
x such that the (reduced) Rydberg interaction
with the dressed 3P0 state is strong enough to cre-
ate a blockade. The protocol to implement CgU
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then goes goes as described above with the only
difference that U † on step (iii) is implemented
by passing through the dressed state. Note that,
thanks to the constant dressed Rydberg potential
within the blockade radius [88], the atoms experi-
ence no force and remain in their motional ground
states. Moreover, since all the auxiliary states re-
quired to perform single-qudit operations are also
trapped by either the storage or the transport
tweezer (Fig. 2), the atom is never free, keeping
the motional state under control. We leave a de-
tailed comparison of the direct Rydberg protocol
and the dressed version outlined here for future
work.

The gate Vx|ℓ is then obtained by repeating this
protocol for every value of g and using the corre-
sponding unitaries on the fermions. After having
entangled the gauge field at ℓ with the fermions at
x, we use the shuttling protocol to implement the
tunneling gate. Finally, we undo the entangling
qudit-fermion gate V†

x|ℓ by an analogous protocol,
obtaining the complete gauge-matter interaction
gate U (int) (26).

As a final comment, we note that the different
fermionic species α trapped in the same tweezer
interact locally, leading in principle to unwanted
phase shifts. This shift is particularly simple
in the case of alkaline-earth atoms such as 87Sr,
which possesses a SU(N) symmetry in its ground
state such that all interactions between every pair
of hyperfine states α are controlled by a single
scattering length [89, 90]. For given time t, it is
thus determined by e

−iωt
∑

αβ
nαnβ with occupa-

tion nα = ψ†
αψα and a single frequency ω inde-

pendent of α, β. Above, we have neglected this
error as a first approximation. Ideally, since these
phase shift errors are coherent processes, we can
correct for them by applying entangling gates∏
αβ e

−iθnαnβ with θ = −ωt that cancel them
using e.g. dressed-Rydberg interactions between
different fermionic species as explained above.

4 Scalar quantum electrodynamics

In this section, we discuss in detail the digi-
tal quantum simulation of a U(1) LGT, describ-
ing electromagnetic interactions in the Standard
Model of particle physics, coupled to a scalar
matter field. In Sec. 4.1, we specified the re-
quirements of our general qudit protocol for this
particular case, where the U(1) dynamics are ap-

proximated by its Zd subgroups. In Sec. 4.2 we
show how, in the abelian case, Higgs fields can
be easily integrated out and how the correspond-
ing matter-gauge coupled dynamics can be quan-
tum simulated using the same resources as for the
pure-gauge case. In Sec. 4.3, we analyze a mini-
mal example of the model and show how string-
breaking dynamics could be observed using our
protocol, and how the continuous U(1) dynamics
are recovered for relatively small values of d.

4.1 U(1) lattice gauge theory

As our first example, consider the gauge group
U(1). Formally, we have the group element states
|φ⟩ with φ ∈ [−π, π] labelling all elements eiφ ∈
U(1). The pure gauge Hamiltonian is determined
by the electric operator E and the link operator
U , which act as

E|φ⟩ = −i∂φ|φ⟩ , U |φ⟩ = eiφ|φ⟩ (36)

and fulfill the algebra [E,U ] = U . We also have a
dual basis spanned by the “representation” states
|n⟩ = 1/(2π)

∫
dφeiφn|φ⟩ with n ∈ Z, where E

becomes diagonal and U acts as a raising opera-
tor,

E|n⟩ = n|n⟩ , U |n⟩ = |n+ 1⟩ . (37)

We digitize U(1) via its subgroups Zd con-
sisting of the d elements e−2πin/d with n =
0, . . . , d − 1. By slight abuse of notation, we
denote the corresponding group state also by
|φ⟩, omitting the d-dependence. Again we have
a dual basis spanned by the analogous states
|n⟩ = (1/d)

∑
φ e

iφn|φ⟩. The resulting digitiza-
tion of U is conventionally denoted by Q with

Q|φ⟩ = eiφ|φ⟩ , Q|n⟩ = |(n+ 1) mod d⟩ .
(38)

The digitization of E is less obvious since it acts
as a derivative in group space. While the situ-
ation for general non-abelian groups is more in-
volved, there is a simple work-around for U(1) by
considering the limit

d2

(2π)2 [1− cos(2πE/d)]→ 1
2E

2 for d→∞ .

(39)
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This shows that the modified Hamiltonian

HZd
= −λEd

2

2π2

∑
ℓ

(
Pℓ + P †

ℓ

)
+ λB

∑
□

(
Qℓ1Qℓ2Q

†
ℓ3
Q†
ℓ4

+ h.c.
)

(40)

with operators P defined by

P |n⟩ = e2πin/d|n⟩ , P |φ⟩ = |φ+ 2π
d
⟩ , (41)

generates the same physics as the U(1) theory in
the limit d→∞.

Turning to our qudit approach, we represent
the gauge field state on every link by a qudit of
size d. The required local gates are now explicitly
given by

fE(φ′, φ) = ⟨φ′|e+iλEd
2/(2π2)(P+P †)δt|φ⟩ , (42)

fB(φ) = ⟨φ|e−iλB(Q+Q†)δt|φ⟩ = e−2iλB cos(φ)δt .
(43)

The above discussion further shows that the elec-
tric single-qudit gate is diagonal in Fourier space,
i.e.

fE(n′, n) = 1
d

∑
φ′,φ

ei(φ
′n′−φn)fE(φ′, φ)

= δn′,ne
2iλEd

2/(2π2) cos(2πn/d)δt . (44)

Consequently, two types of single-qudit gates,
namely the diagonal phase gates specified by
Eqs. (44) and (43) together with a Fourier trans-
form gate, are sufficient for our purposes. Follow-
ing the general strategy, these single-qudit gates
need to be supplemented by a two-qudit gate that
realizes group multiplication. For the case of Zd,
this is given by a controlled-addition (CADD) op-
eration, i.e.

Θ(ℓ|ℓ′)|φℓ⟩|φℓ′⟩ = |(φℓ + φℓ′) mod 2π⟩|φℓ′⟩ .
(45)

4.2 Abelian-Higgs model

We discuss now the (2+1)D Abelian-Higgs model
(AHM) [91] – more precisely U(1) LGT cou-
pled to a complex Higgs field with frozen radial
mode. The AHM is described by the Hamiltonian
HAHM = HU(1) +H ′ with additional “mass” (M)

Figure 4: Abelian-Higgs Trotter step: (a) Periodic
plaquette: a two by two lattice with periodic boundary
conditions consists of four different plaquettes and can
be simulated using eight qudits. (b) Circuit represen-
tation of a single Trotter step to digitally simulate the
time evolution of the Abelian-Higgs model on a periodic
plaquette. Both the gauge and the matter variables can
be addressed with a similar circuit up to a Fourier trans-
form (FT), using single-qudit as well as four-qudit pla-
quette gates. Two examples of the four-body gates and
the links involved are highlighted in (a) and (b) for the
magnetic (orange) and matter (red) part of the Hamil-
tonian.

and “coupling” (J) terms given by [92]

H ′ =λM
2
∑
+

Π2
+

+ λJ
∑

ℓ=(+,+′)

(
eiϕ+Q+e

−iϕ+′ + h.c.
)
,

(46)

where the matter fields eiϕ+ and Π+ live on lat-
tice sites + where neighboring links form a ver-
tex. The coupling between matter and gauge
fields is determined by the term ∝ λJ that acts
on a link ℓ = (+,+′) connecting two neighbor-
ing sites + and +′. The matter fields repre-
sent another set of conjugate variables that ful-
fill the U(1) commutation relation [Π, eiϕ] = eiϕ,
so we can digitize them in the same way as
discussed above for the gauge fields, replacing
Π2/2→ −d2/(2π2) cos(2πΠ/d).

By construction, the combined (digitized)
Hamiltonian HAHM is invariant under Zd gauge
transformations, i.e. HAHM = VHAHMV† with
V =

∏
+ [V+]n+ for arbitrary n+ = 0, . . . , d − 1.

For simplicity, let us focus on a 2D spatial lattice,
where the four links ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3, ℓ4 meet at the ver-
tex +, such that the local transformation is given
by the Gauss’ law operator

V+ = Pℓ1Pℓ2P
†
ℓ3
P †
ℓ4
e−2πiΠ+/d . (47)

Given a gauge-invariant state, we can solve
the corresponding Gauss’ law

∏
x V+|ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩
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to eliminate the matter degrees of freedom com-
pletely from the problem. The result is a Zd Toric
code-type model of the form HAHM,d = HZd

+H ′
d

with

H ′
d = λM

∑
ℓ

(
Qℓ +Q†

ℓ

)
− λJd

2

2π2

∑
+

(
Pℓ1Pℓ2P

†
ℓ3
P †
ℓ4

+ h.c.
)

(48)

Let us now come back to the realization of the
AHM with qudits. The duality between the two
bases {|φ⟩} and {|n⟩} allows us to switch back
and forth using the single-qudit gate that real-
izes the discrete Fourier transform. Since this es-
sentially exchanges the roles of the operators P
and Q, the duality also maps HZd

onto H ′
d and

vice versa. We can therefore simulate the real-
time dynamics of HAHM by alternating applica-
tions of the Trotter gates parametrized by λE and
λB, and the same gates with different parameters
λE → λJ and λB → λM , interlaced with alter-
nating forward and backward Fourier transforms
(Fig. 4).

We emphasize that this digitization of the
AHM is very resource-efficient. After solving
Gauss’ law, there is no gauge redundancy left
and hence every qudit of information is used
in the quantum simulation. We note that, al-
ready for d = 2, Zd LGTs coupled to dynam-
ical matter show interesting properties such as
topological order [93–97] and unconventional dy-
namics [98–100]. Moreover, the (2+1)D AHM
recovered in the limit d → ∞ is one of the
simplest realistic models that displays dynami-
cal confinement in the presence of matter. We
will now use this example to show that our archi-
tecture enables to study the real-time dynamics
of string-breaking, which presents an outstanding
challenge where future quantum simulation might
outperform classical supercomputers.

4.3 Dynamical string breaking

One of the most striking features of gauge the-
ories is the confinement of charges. In a pure
lattice gauge theory described by the Kogut-
Susskind Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)], confinement is
easiest to understand in the strong-coupling limit
with λB/λE → 0. A state with two static charges
on top of the vacuum is then described by a
product state of electric energy eigenstates with

Figure 5: Particle-pair creation: We show quench
dynamics following an initial flux string on two links of a
periodic 2× 2 lattice for a Zd ⊂ U(1) digitization of the
AHM with d = 3. The parameters are λE = 4π

9 ≈ 1.4,
λB = 0.5, λM = 0.5 and λJ = 2π

9 ≈ 0.7. a) The
pictures show snapshots of the average local electric
(∝ λE), magnetic (∝ λB) and matter (∝ λM ) ener-
gies on the links, plaquettes and sites, respectively. The
corresponding times are indicated by light grey dotted
lines in panels b) − f), where we show various energies
as a function of time. We compared exact results (solid
lines) to Trotterized dynamics (small dots) for a second
order Trotter decomposition. b) shows the total energy
(grey) and its contributions from the gauge (blue) and
matter sector (red). The gauge part further contains
electric (∝ λE , panel c)) and magnetic (∝ λB , panel
d)) contributions. Similarly, the matter sector is the
sum of the contributions shown in e) (∝ λM ) and f)
(∝ λJ).
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E2 = 0 everywhere except on a line of links,
where E2 = 1, connecting the locations of the
two charges. Consequently, the total energy E
of such a configuration scales like E ∝ λER,
where R is the distance between the two parti-
cles. This linear potential gives rise to a con-
stant force, independent of R, which confines the
charges into a strongly bound pair. For finite λB,
and in the continuum limit, the plaquette term
complicates this simplistic picture and turns the
flux string into an extended object with rich dy-
namical features. For dynamical instead of static
charges, the situation becomes even more inter-
esting: when the energy of the flux tube exceeds
the rest mass of the charged matter particles,
pairs of particles and anti-particles may be cre-
ated whose charges can compensate the gauge
fields within the flux tube. As a consequence,
a single flux tube can tear into two pieces, an
effect that is known as string-breaking. Achiev-
ing a quantitative understanding of the real-time
dynamics of string-breaking constitutes an out-
standing challenge, where quantum simulations
may help to improve our understanding of funda-
mental physics.

In this section, we illustrate that our approach
will enable to study effects related to string-
breaking. For simplicity, we focus on the case of
the Abelian-Higgs model discussed above. Due
to the limitations of classical benchmark simula-
tions, we restrict ourselves to one of the smallest
non-trivial systems, namely a 2 × 2 lattice with
periodic boundary conditions. For a chosen digi-
tization Zd ⊂ U(1), this situation corresponds to
a register of eight qudits with size d. In order to
mimic the string-breaking dynamics, we initialize
a periodic flux string on two links, which is an
eigenstate of the system for λB = λM = λJ = 0
[see t = 0 in Fig. 5(a)]. This state can be pre-
pared easily by applying appropriate single-qudit
rotations on a given trivial product state. We
then initiate dynamics by executing the Trotter-
ized time evolution given by the circuit shown in
Fig. 4 with fixed parameters λB, λM , λJ ̸= 0.

In Fig. 5, we present a numerical simulation of
the resulting dynamics for a very small qudit size
with d = 3. Fig. 5(a) illustrates the dynamics
of the flux string by showing the spatial distribu-
tion of the electric, magnetic and matter energy
densities over links, plaquettes and sites, respec-
tively. Even though the string does not break

due to the small system size, its energy clearly
decreases while the energy on lattice sites simul-
taneously increases. This process is the analog
of particle-anti-particle pair creation in the full
model. We further observe a partial reversal of
this dynamics, leading to pronounced oscillations
of the energy transfer between gauge and matter
sectors [Fig. 5(b)], reminiscent of the plasma
oscillations known to follow Schwinger pair pro-
duction [16, 101].

A closer inspection of the four contributions
to the total energy [Fig. 5(c)-(f)], reveals two dis-
tinct time scales present in this particular quench.
To resolve also the smaller time scale reasonably
well [see Fig. 5(d) and (f)], we have chosen a rel-
atively small Trotter step. This choice resolves
the slower oscillations seen in Fig. 5(a) with the
shown accuracy, conserving the total energy with
a maximum error of δ⟨H⟩ ≈ 0.22. This accu-
racy requires about ≳ 55 Trotter steps to reach
the time t ≳ 4 of a single “plasma” oscillation.
For a simple second order Trotter decomposition,
a circuit with a depth of 6 general single-qudit
gates, 4 diagonal single-qudit gates and 12 group-
multiplication two-qudit gates is sufficient to im-
plement a single Trotter step, independent of sys-
tem size. In Ref. [1], we showed how similar re-
quirements can be satisfied in the Rydberg ar-
chitecture using realistic experimental estimates
qudits of size d = 8.

The above example illustrates the possibility to
observe pair production dynamics, an ubiquitous
phenomenon in gauge theories, with our proposal.
Ultimately, we are of course not interested in the
crude lattice regularization with d = 3, but in the
continuum limit d→∞. To this end, we present
another set of exact (not Trotterized) simulation
results in Fig. 6. Here, we have taken the same
system size and quench setup as discussed above,
but increased the strength of the plaquette inter-
action λB. Our choice mimics the approach to the
continuum limit, where the plaquette term be-
comes more important, which also broadens the
electric flux string. The impact on the dynamics
is clearly visible in Fig. 6(a): the pair production
dynamics is now super-imposed with transverse
fluctuations of the flux string, which also builds
up significant magnetic field fluctuations on the
neighboring plaquettes. In these simulations, we
have also systematically increased the size d of
the qudit digitization of the fields. As illustrated

Accepted in Quantum 2023-10-03, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 14



Figure 6: Scaling to U(1): We show the analogous
quench dynamics with the same parameters as in Fig. 5
for d = 3, except now λB = 2. a) illustrates the evolu-
tion of the local energies, here for d = 6, analogous to
Fig. 5a. b) shows the total energy in gauge and matter
sectors, as in Fig. 5b, for several values of d = 3, 4, 5, 6.
Note that the total energy of the initial state depends
on d and converges to the corresponding d → ∞ value
of the U(1) theory, which is indicated by the horizontal
black line at the top of the plot.

with the energy transfer between gauge and mat-
ter sectors shown in Fig. 6(b), we observe a rel-
atively fast convergence for d ≤ 6. These results
suggest that the continuum U(1) dynamics of the
Abelian-Higgs model can be well approximated
using our qudit protocol, where each local gauge
field is enconded into a single Rydberg atom.

5 Non-abelian hadronic matter
Having discussed the abelian case in detail, we
now turn to non-abelian gauge groups. Our
main interest are Yang-Mills theories with gauge
groups SU(N), the simplest example being SU(2).
In Sec. 5.1, we specify the requirements of the qu-
dit protocol to simulate finite subgroups of SU(2).
In Sec. 5.2, we show how to prepare hadronic
states on a fermion-qudit processor using both
adiabatic as well as variational techniques, and
how to investigate their internal structure by
measuring real-time correlation functions.

5.1 SU(2) lattice gauge theory
For SU(2), the link operators U are 2×2 matrices
defined by their action

Uab|g⟩ = Dab(g)|g⟩ (49)

on group element states g. Here D(g) denotes the
fundamental matrix representation of g ∈ SU(2),
which is the corresponding unitary 2 × 2 matrix
with unit determinant. Consequently, the action
of the plaquette operator becomes

U□|g1⟩|g2⟩|g3⟩|g4⟩

= tr
[
D(g1g2g

−1
3 g−1

4 )
]
|g1⟩|g2⟩|g3⟩|g4⟩ , (50)

where the trace tr[D] =
∑
aDaa = χ defines the

character χ of the representation.
Similar to the abelian case, we also have a

dual basis spanned by states |jmn⟩ where j =
0, 1/2, 1, . . . labels all irreducible representations
(irreps) of SU(2) and m,n = −j,−j + 1, . . . j.
Explicitly they are given by

|jmn⟩ =
√

(2j + 1)
∫
dgD(j)

mn(g)|g⟩ , (51)

where dg denotes the Haar measure on SU(2)
and D(j) denote the different irreps. The electric
energy operator E2 is defined as the quadratic
Casimir of SU(2), i.e. it acts as

E2|jmn⟩ = j(j + 1)|jmn⟩ . (52)

With these definitions of E and U for every link,
the full dynamics of pure SU(2) LGT is given
again by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1).

As a matter of fact, there are only a fi-
nite number of finite non-abelian subgroups of
SU(2). These are the quaternion group Q8 and
the binary tetrahedral, octahedral and icosahe-
dral groups 2T , 2O and 2I with group sizes
8, 24, 48 and 120, respectively. Nevertheless, it
has been shown that the largest two groups
can provide a useful approximation of the de-
sired low-energy physics [31, 102]. The sim-
plest digitization of SU(2) is given by its small-
est non-abelian subgroup Q8, the quaternion
group, an example that is worked out in de-
tail in Ref. [1]. Q8 consists of the eight
elements {1,−1, iσz,−iσz, iσy,−iσy, iσz,−iσz}
with Pauli matrices σj and 1 the identity matrix,
which we assign to eight qudit states {|0⟩, . . . |7⟩}.
In this basis, group multiplication is represented
by 8× 8 permutation matrices.

The digitization of the magnetic interaction
proceeds completely analogous to the abelian
case. Restricting to the chosen subgroup, we ob-
tain

fB(g) = e−2iλBχ(g)δt , (53)
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with the character χ(g) in the fundamental rep-
resentation. For example, for Q8 the only non-
trivial contribution comes from χ(±1) = ±2,
otherwise χ = 0. This determines the single-
qudit phase gate required for the plaquette term.
Again, we additionally need controlled two-qudit
gates Θ(ℓ|ℓ′) that realize group multiplication, as-
sembled for Q8 from the eight permutation ma-
trices specified in Ref. [1].

The digitization of the electric term is not
unique. The problem lies in the fact that there
exists no analog of the quadratic Casimir for fi-
nite groups. One generally available option is to
define the Hamiltonian instead through a lattice
path integral [30]. This leads to an expression of
the form

fE(g′, g) = [exp (iδt log TE)]g′,g , (54)

involving a matrix logarithm of the Euclidean
(imaginary-time) electric transfer matrix TE and
a subsequent re-exponentiation to obtain a uni-
tary operator for the real-time dynamics. For
SU(2), TE is given by

[TE ]g′,g = e(2/λE)χ(g′g−1) . (55)

Further details are provided in Ref. [1] for the
Q8 digitization. In any case, the function fE can
be calculated efficiently classically, which deter-
mines the required one-qudit gate that realizes
the electric part of the dynamics.

This example of SU(2) demonstrates that the
complexity of simulating the dynamics of non-
abelian LGTs is identical to the abelian case
in the sense that both require the implementa-
tion of general single-qudit gates and controlled
two-qudit gates that realize group multiplication.
Consequently, a modest qudit size of d = 8 can
be employed for approximating either an abelian
U(1) LGT via the subgroup Z8 or a non-abelian
SU(2) LGT via the subgroup Q8.

5.2 Dynamical structure of hadrons
As a simple toy model to illustrate our ideas,
we consider the Q8 truncation of SU(2) lattice
gauge theory with staggered fermions in the fun-
damental representation. To simplify the numer-
ical benchmark, we focus on a one-dimensional
chain with (anti-)periodic boundary conditions
for the (fermions)bosons. As the local elec-
tric field energy, we choose an operator E2 =

∑
jmnE

2
j |jmn⟩⟨jmn| in the representation basis,

with E0 = 0, E1/2 = 3/4 and EI/J/K = ∞, cor-
responding to the smallest non-trivial truncation
of the SU(2) gauge fields. To summarize, in lat-
tice units (H̄ = 2/(ag2)H with lattice spacing a
and gauge coupling g2), we consider the rescaled
Hamiltonian [103]

H̄ =
∑
n

(
E2
n,n+1 + µ(−1)nψ†

nψn
)

(+)
− ix

∑
n

(
ψ†
nUn,n+1ψn+1 − h.c.

)
. (56)

Here, µ = 2m/(g2a) is related to the bare fermion
mass m and x = 1/(g2a2) controls the gauge-
matter coupling (x→∞ in the continuum limit).
ψn are two-component fermionic operators lo-
cated at every lattice site n, Un,n+1 are the (Q8)
gauge field operators on the links between two-
lattice sites and the + sign is taken for exactly
one hopping term on an N -site chain.

5.2.1 Preparing hadrons

A first useful application of our approach is the
preparation of bound states of matter (hadrons)
that consist of multiple elementary particles.
Here, the generic approach is (a)diabatic state
preparation with real-time Trotter steps start-
ing from a trivial product state with the right
quantum numbers (such as total charge, baryon
number, etc). An alternative is variational state
preparation, where the availability of unitary
time evolution steps corresponding the underly-
ing Hamiltonian, as provided by our approach,
can be helpful as well.

As an example, we consider the lowest-lying
baryon of H̄. To identify this state, note
that H̄ commutes with the operator Nb =
1
2
∑
n

(
ψ†
nψn −N

)
, which counts the total baryon

number. In the limit x→ 0, we can thus identify
a baryon with total momentum p as the product
state without gauge flux (|jmn = 000⟩) and an
appropriate fermion filling, i.e.

|B; p⟩ ∝

 ⊗
(n,n+1)

|000⟩


⊗
[⊗
n

e2πipn/Nψ†
n,1ψ

†
n,2|O⟩

]
, (57)

where |O⟩ is the fermionic ground state of the
staggered fermion mass term at half-filling with
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Figure 7: Baryon preparation: Left: Fidelity of the
adiabatic and a variational state preparation protocol.
Right: optimized variational parameters for the Trot-
terized state preparation, which achieves a fidelity of
F ≈ 99.09% with five steps of a second-order Trotter
decomposition of the form e−iθ0H0/2e−iθxHxe−iθ0H0/2.

Nb = 0 and energy 2Nµ. The baryon |B; p⟩ is the
ground state in the sector with Nb = 1 and total
momentum p with energy 2µ above the vacuum.
The product state written above can be prepared
more-or-less directly in an experiment, and the
more complicated entangled state at finite x can
be subsequently reached by an appropriate appli-
cation of finite Trotter steps.

To illustrate these ideas, we show in Fig. 7 the
results of a numerical simulation for a chain of
N = 8 sites. As expected the target baryon
can be prepared adiabatically. Remarkably, we
find that also an optimized circuit consisting of a
few Trotter steps with a few variational param-
eters is sufficient for state preparation with high
fidelity. For the present example, a single Trotter
step corresponds to a circuit of depth four consist-
ing of two parallelized layers of the gauge-matter
interaction, each involving two group multiplica-
tion gates (see section 2.4). Assuming a finite
gate fidelity of ≈ 99.6% per group multiplication
gate [1], we thus estimate an achievable fidelity
for a single Trotter step of ≳ 99%, comparable
to the Trotter error in Fig. 7. From this esti-
mate, we conclude that our approach is accessible
for preparing the desired baryon with near-term
quantum hardware.

5.2.2 Probing the hadronic structure

Understanding the internal structure of hadrons
constitutes an outstanding challenge for lattice
gauge theory calculations due to the complication
of evaluating real-time correlation functions. One
important object in this context, is the so-called
hadronic tensor, which encodes the information
of various structure functions and is directly rel-

evant for deeply-inelastic scattering that is tra-
ditionally used to probe the partonic structure
of hadrons. As proposed in [104], we thus focus
on the hadronic tensor in the following (see, e.g.,
[105] for an extraction of the hadronic tensor from
lattice QCD).

The hadronic tensor is defined as the time-
ordered two-point correlation function of gauge-
invariant fermion currents,

Wµν(q|p) = Re
∫
dx e−iqx⟨p|jµ(x)jν(0)|p⟩ .

(58)

Here, |p⟩ is a hadronic state with momentum p, q
is a space-time momentum corresponding to the
space-time coordinate x and jµ = ψ†γ0γµψ is the
fermion current operator. In our case for the Q8
baryon with staggered fermions, we can define an
analogous quantity on the 1D lattice as

Wµν(k,w|B; p)

=
N/2∑
x=0

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−i(wt+2πkn/N)Wµν(x, t|B; p),

(59)

where

Wµν(x, t|B; p) = Re
[
⟨B; p|eiHtjµxe−iHtjν0 |B; p⟩

]
(60)

is the real-time lattice correlator. Note that the
discrete sum runs over N/2 lattice sites because
of the staggered fermion discretization. The cur-
rent operators with µ, ν ∈ {0, 1} at super-site x
corresponding to the lattice sites 2n, 2n+ 1 are

j0
x = ψ†

2nψ2n + ψ†
2n+1ψ2n+1 , (61)

j1
x = ψ†

2nU2n,2n+1ψ2n+1 + h.c. . (62)

For simplicity, we focus on the density-density
component (W 00) for the baryon at zero momen-
tum p = 0 in the following. As demonstrated in
Fig. 8, the approximate state preparation accu-
rately captures the functional form of W at the
initial time t = 0. EvaluatingW at later times re-
quires (neglecting the measurement protocol for
the moment) real-time evolution, which we again
realize with second-order Trotter steps. As shown
in Fig. 8, we find good agreement between the ex-
act result and the Trotterized evolution, where a
few tens of Trotter steps are sufficient to resolve
the first few oscillations. We emphasize that the
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Figure 8: Baryonic structure: Density-density
component (µ = ν = 0) of the Hadronic tensor
Wµν(x, t|B, p) for the baryon B at zero momentum
(p = 0). Left: For t = 0, the variational state prepa-
ration (see figure 7) of the baryon provides excellent
agreement with the exact result. Right: For t > 0, the
hadronic tensor obtained by an additional Trotterized
time evolution also agrees with well with the exact re-
sult for the shown Trotter step size.

only necessary entangling operations here are the
group-multplication gates required to decompose
the gauge-matter interactions, with a total num-
ber of 2N per Trotter step. For a gate fidelity
of ≈ 99.6% [1] for these entangling gates, we es-
timate that O(10) Trotter steps are possible on
current hardware before the overall fidelity de-
creases below ≲ 90%.

6 Conclusion and outlook

In this work, we presented a fermion-qudit quan-
tum processor based on Rydberg atoms trapped
in optical tweezers, tailored to quantum simulate
lattice gauge theories in a hardware-efficient man-
ner. Our proposal is based on a local encoding
of both gauge fields and dynamical matter, ei-
ther fermionic or bosonic, using multi-level atoms
that satisfy the proper particle statistics. The
latter leads to a circuit decomposition to simu-
late Trotter dynamics in terms of native atomic
gates that retain the locality of the simulated in-
teractions, therefore reducing the required exper-
imental resources to towards a practical quan-
tum advantage. We estimated these resources
for two paradigmatic examples relevant to parti-
cle physics, including the simulation of dynamical
string breaking and the calculation of the struc-
ture of non-abelian hadrons, showing how our
protocol could be implemented using near-term
quantum devices.

Our current formulation is designed for finite
groups. One of the challenges of our approach lies

in approximating continuous non-abelian groups
since they only possess a finite number of finite
subgroups. Although in many cases the largest
subgroup is sufficient to properly describe the
physics in the continuum limit, at least in equi-
librium [31], this is still an open question in the
non-equilibrium case, where the corresponding
approximation might not be good enough in cer-
tain regimes. We stress, however, that the quan-
tum hardware presented in this work is also suit-
able to run different quantum algorithms to sim-
ulate gauge-theory dynamics than the one pre-
sented here. In particular, we could choose differ-
ent ways of truncating the infinite Hilbert space
of local gauge fields to avoid the subgroup limi-
tation described above, in order to obtain a con-
trolled approximation to continuous non-abelian
groups. We will address this in future work [106].
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