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In this paper we discuss the computation of Casimir energy on a quantum computer. The Casimir energy
is an ideal quantity to calculate on a quantum computer as near term hybrid classical quantum algorithms
exist to calculate the ground state energy and the Casimir energy gives physical implications for this quantity
in a variety of settings. Depending on boundary conditions and whether the field is bosonic or fermionic we
illustrate how the Casimir energy calculation can be set up on a quantum computer and calculated using
the Variational Quantum Eigensolver algorithm with IBM QISKit. We compare the results based on a lattice
regularization with a finite number of qubits with the continuum calculation for free boson fields, free fermion
fields and chiral fermion fields. We use a regularization method introduced by Bergman and Thorn to compute
the Casimir energy of a chiral fermion. We show how the accuracy of the calculation varies with the number
of qubits. We show how the number of Pauli terms which are used to represent the Hamiltonian on a quantum
computer scales with the number of qubits. We discuss the application of the Casimir calculations on quantum
computers to cosmology, nanomaterials, string models, Kaluza Klein models and dark energy.

Index Terms—Computation, Cosmology, Casimir Energy

I. I NTRODUCTION
In this paper we study the Casmir energy of a
quantum physical system of bosons and fermions
s which has applications to nanoscience, early
Universe cosmology and Kaluza Klein theory and
String theory. [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10]
[11] [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] [17] [18] [19] [20]
[21] [22] [23] [24] [25] [26] [27] [28] We study the
simplest system of boson and fermion fields in one
time and one space dimension but our methods can
be extended to more realistic systems. We use the
Variational Quantum Eigensolver (VQE) algorithm
for our calculations which can be efficiently run
on current quantum computers such as the IBM Q
[29]. We use the QISKit application programming
interface (API) to run the code on a quantum simulator with various number of qubits depending on
the problem size. We are able to get accurate results

for the Casimir energy using these techniques. Our
results indicate a growing number of Pauli terms
are required to represent the problem on a quantum
computer as the lattice size grows. Parallel quantum
computing in which one performs calculations by
summing over computation on smaller partitions
each of which uses a smaller number of Pauli terms
may make larger calculations possible in the future.
This study will focus on the application of quantum computing to the field of cosmology. We will
demonstrate how one may use quantum computing
to calculate the Casimir energy of scalar fields
consisting of particles of integer spin (Bosons) and
particles of half-integer spin (Fermions). Interactions on small scales, such as the Casimir effect,
are applicable to cosmology when we consider
an extremely early compact Universe as Quantum
cosmology concentrates on the Universe extremely
close to the Big Bang.
Quantum computing makes use of quantum
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superposition (the additive property of quantum
states), quantum interference (the destructive
property of quantum states) and quantum
entanglement to perform complex calculations. The
quantum states acted upon by these phenomena
scale exponentially with the number of quantum
bits, qubits, these differ from classical bits, which
are represented by 1s and 0s, by being able to
represent an infinite amount of state combinations.
Initial states represented by qubits are transformed
by Unitary operations and computations are
performed using quantum logic gates, which
operate on the qubits whose final state undergoes
measurement. In this study we use IBM’s Qiskit,
an open-source tool made to utilize quantum
computing through python. We used these tools to
run on IBM’s Quantum simulator, being able to
run a maximum of 32 qubits. These tools will be
utilized through a variational quantum eigensolver
(VQE). The VQE can be used to find ground
state eigenvalues of the Hamiltonians, by repeating
the quantum calculation for an appropriate
optimization steps. This study had the secondary
goals of minimizing the number of qubits and
Paulis needed to do complex calculations.
Additionally our runs will be using the COBLYA,
Constrained Optimization BY Linear Approximation, which is based in the SciPy Python library’s
optimization class. COBLYA constructs linear polynomial approximations to the input by interpolation
at vertices, this repeats to yield new optimized data
points. We also use the Sequential Least SQuares
Programming (SLSQP) optimizer. These optimizers
are included in Qiskit’s Aqua library.
II. C ASIMIR E FFECT
The Casimir Effect describes the physical forces
or changes that come as a result of quantum fields
together with their boundary conditions, we can
describe this effect in terms of the Casimir energy.
Casimir energy was first proposed to explain that
the interaction energy between a neutral atom and
perfect conducting plate would result in a reduction
in energy, that is inversely proportional to the distance of the two bodies. Thus the energy must rely

on both the quantum field itself and the boundary
conditions. We focused on fields describing Bosons
and Fermions. These fields can have four boundary
conditions, as follows, where a is the radius of the
spatial dimension and  the Casimir energy density
[30].
Boson with periodic boundary conditions:
π
(II.1)
=− 2
6a
Twisted Boson with antiperiodic boundary condition:
π
=
(II.2)
12a2
Fermion with periodic boundary conditions:
π
=4 2
(II.3)
6a
Twisted Fermion with antiperiodic boundary condition:
π
 = −4
(II.4)
12a2
III. R EPRESENTATION IN TERMS OF QUBITS
In this study we focused on two aspects, creating
accurate Hamiltonians and running these Hamiltonians in a variational quantum eigensolver (VQE).
We begin by defining our creation and annihilation
matrices:


0 1 √0
0
 0 0
2 √0 
⊗I1 ⊗. . . In−i
ai = I1 ⊗. . . Ii−1 ⊗
 0 0 0
3 
0 0 0
0
(III.1)


0 1
ci = σ1 ⊗ . . . σi−1 ⊗
⊗ I1 ⊗ . . . In−i
0 0
(III.2)
For bosons the operators III.1 and III.2 act as
ladder operators, being lower and raising operators
respectively, and obey commutation relations while
in Fermions they obey anticommutation relations.
As stated prior, our we chose to use scalar fields
of Bosons and Fermions in the form of scalar rings
to represent our system. We find each boundary
condition has a particular set of normal mode
frequencies, periodic Bosons as in equation III.3,
twisted Bosons in equation III.4, periodic Fermions
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in equation III.5, twisted Fermions in equation III.6.

IV. R ESULTS OF 1+1 C ASIMIR E NERGY
QUANTUM COMPUTATION

8
2πi
2 sin(
)
2N + 1
4N + 2

(III.3)

2π(i + 12 )
8
2 sin(
)
2N + 1
4N + 2

(III.4)

32
2π
2 sin(
)
2N + 1
4N + 2

(III.5)

2π(i + 12 )
32
2 sin(
)
2N + 1
4N + 2

(III.6)

ωBPi (i, N ) =

ωBTi (i, N ) =

ωF Pi (i, N ) =
ωF Ti (i, N ) =

These will then factor into the Hamiltonians,
which are dependent on the spin of the particles.
1
HBi = ωBi (aTi ai + I)
2

(III.7)

1
HFi = ωFi (cTi ci − I)
2

(III.8)

Additionally we add a correction factor to these
ground state energy results, these correction factors correspond to the a substraction term which
yields the correct Casimir energy in the continuum
limit. Particularly this also depends of the particles
present and for Bosons the corrections is:
8
π

(III.9)

32
π

(III.10)

C = −
For Fermions:
C = +

For both Fermions and Bosons:
24
C = +
π

Exact Energy
-0.2371
-0.0843
-0.0429
-0.0259
-0.0173
-0.0124
-0.0093
-0.0073

VQE Energy
-0.2371
-0.0843
-0.0428
-0.0259
-0.0172
-0.0124
-0.0093
-0.0073

Percent Difference
-6.13E-06
-7.11E-05
-2.52E-01
-1.42E-04
-6.72E-01
-7.02E-04
-2.18E-02
-1.53E-03

TABLE I: Periodic Bosons ground state energies
with correction.

n
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

Exact Energy
0.1202
0.3479
0.3386
0.3031
0.2688
0.2397
0.2156
0.1955

VQE Energy
0.1202
0.3482
0.3388
0.3033
0.2689
0.2397
0.2156
0.1955

Percent Difference
4.05E-05
6.27E-02
4.51E-02
6.31E-02
4.82E-02
3.45E-05
1.32E-03
6.46E-05

TABLE II: Twisted Boson ground state energies
with correction.

n
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

Exact Energy
0.9483
0.3373
0.1715
0.1036
0.0693
0.0496
0.0373
0.029

VQE Energy
0.9483
0.3373
0.1715
0.1036
0.0693
0.0496
0.0373
0.029

Percent Difference
2.42E-06
2.41E-05
6.72E-06
7.69E-05
7.11E-05
2.60E-04
1.04E-04
7.41E-05

TABLE III: Periodic Fermion ground state energies
with correction.

(III.11)

We use Mathematica software to create these
Hamiltonians for number of lattice sites from n = 1
to n = 8 for each respective boundary condition.
These are output as text files and input into the
VQE using Qiskit software. The VQE will solve
for the ground state energy of the system, using the
equation III.12.
E0 ≤ hψ| H |ψi ≡ hHi

n
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

(III.12)

n
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

Exact Energy
-0.4808
-1.3918
-1.3545
-1.2123
-1.0752
-0.9589
-0.8623
-0.782

VQE Energy
-0.4808
-1.3918
-1.3545
-1.2123
-1.0752
-0.9589
-0.8623
-0.782

Percent Difference
-8.79E-07
-3.02E-06
-2.24E-06
-6.09E-06
-3.32E-06
-9.03E-06
-2.97E-06
-2.91E-06

TABLE IV: Twisted Fermion ground state energies
with correction
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Upon calculating the ground state energies, we
find a -4 times difference from the ground state
energies of Fermions to Bosons between respective
frequency types and number of lattice sites for both
the exact and VQE calculations, this is expected.
Additionally, we find a remarkably minimal percent
difference between the exact and VQE eigenvalues.
This is far more accurate than initially expected.
Fig. 2: Convergence of the optimizer for n = 8
periodic Bosons, with correction.

Fig. 1: Paulis used to number of Bosons in the ring
structure.

Fig. 3: Convergence of the optimizer for n = 8
twisted Bosons, with correction.

During our runs we found that larger Hamiltonians were realized with an unusually large amount of
Paulis, as seen in figure 1, thus we chose to cap the
amount of lattice sites to n = 8. Additionally we
focused on optimizing the Hamiltonians to allow
to minimize run time. Thus the number of optimization steps and shots varies with the size of the
Hamiltonians. While ideally more steps and shots
may lead to better accuracy they may also increase
the run time. Our runs as shown in figure 1. We
were able to run n = 8 Bosons for both periodic and
twisted, and n = 8 Fermions for both periodic and
twisted, for 4 Qubits and 5 Paulis. The convergence
of our optimizers, with subtractions, can be seen in
figures 10,3,4, and 5.

Fig. 4: Convergence of the optimizer for n = 8
periodic Fermions,with correction.
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For large values of N this is approximately:


π
π
π
7π 3
1
ε=
−
+
+ ...
−
12N 2
12N 3
16 11520 N 4
(V.6)
which agrees with the continuum result for large
number of lattice sites N . Finally for twisted
fermions we have:
Fig. 5: Convergence of the optimizer for n = 8
twisted Fermions, with correction.
V. C ASIMIR E NERGY CALCULATION ON A
LATTICE

Using a lattice approximation to the one plus one
dimensional quantum fields the mode frequencies of
the fields can be derived from Fourier decomposition. TThe Casimir energy can then be computed in
the lattice regularization by summing over positive
node frequencies and subtracting off a finite piece.
For periodic bosons this is:
N −1
1 X
ωn − δper
ε=
2 n=0

(V.1)

with δper = π8 . For large values of N this is
approximately:
π
π
180π + π 3
+
−
+ . . . (V.2)
6N 2
6N 3
1440N 4
which agrees with the continuum result for large
number of lattice sites N . For the periodic fermions
we have:
ε=−

ε=−

N −1
1 X
4ωn + 4δper
2 n=0

(V.3)

For large values of N this is approximately:
4π
4π
180π + π 3
−
+
4
+ . . . (V.4)
6N 2
6N 3
1440N 4
which agrees with the continuum result for large
number of lattice sites N . For twisted bosons we
have:
N −1
1 X
ε=
ω̃n − δper
(V.5)
2 n=0
ε=

ε=−

N −1
1 X
4ω̃n + 4δper
2 n=0

(V.7)

For large values of N this is approximately:


4π
π
7π 3
1
4π
+
−4
+. . .
−
ε=−
2
3
12N
12N
16 11520 N 4
(V.8)
which agrees with the continuum result for large
number of lattice sites N . The calculation in terms
of qubits can then be realized by expanding the
Hamiltonian as a expansion of Pauli terms of the
form I1 ⊗ X2 ⊗ Y3 ⊗ . . . ZN etc with coefficients
determined by taking traces or directly from the
QISKit software.
VI. C ASIMIR ENERGY OF A CHIRAL FERMION
It is difficult to regularize a chiral fermion computation. For example the theorem of NielsenNinomiya [31] [32] forbids a lattice regularization
of a chiral fermion. Nevertheless Bergman and
Thorn [33] devised a method to treat a chiral
fermion in 1+1 dimensions using a modification
of a Wilson regulated fermion. They applied their
technique to the lattice regularization of the world
sheet Hamiltonian heterotic string but the same
approach can be used for other 1+1 dimensional
fermionic systems. We will apply their method in
this paper to calculate the Casimir energy of a chrial
fermion on a quantum computer.
A Wilson regulated fermion in 1+1 dimensions
[34] can be described by the following Hamiltonian
0f Creutz and Horvath [35]


X †
X †
H=i
cj+1 cj − i
c̃j+1 c̃j +
j

X
j

j


2c†j c̃j − c†j c̃j+1 − c†j+1 c̃j + c.c.

(VI.1)
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c
where the fermion field is ψ =
. The
c̃
Energy Dispersion relation from this Hamiltonian
is plotted in figure 6, The relation is chirally symmetric with the same behavior for left and right
moving fermions. The mixing between left and right
fermions comes from the Wilson term which is
the third term in the above Hamiltonian and has
the effect of lifting the doubled fermion states that
would be present if the Hamiltonin just consisted
of the first two terms.
Bergman and Thorn modified this Hamiltonian
by introducing a parameter η so the the Hamiltonian
is:


X †
X †
c̃j+1 c̃j +
cj+1 cj − iη
H=i
j

j

X

see that the two left moving modes are raised in
energy and are effectively gapped from the system
for eta = 5.

ω(k)
3.5
3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0
0.5



2c†j c̃j − c†j c̃j+1 − c†j+1 c̃j + c.c.

j

The quadratic Hamiltonian is of the form
 
c
H = (c† , c̃† )[t]
c̃
where t is a Hertmition matrix given by:


A
B
t=
B † −ηA

1

(VI.2)

2

3

4

5

k+3

Fig. 6: Dispersion relation for non chiral Wilson
fermion with η = 1. Note the left movers are
symmetric with the right movers
(VI.3)

(VI.4)

where




A=




0
i
0
0
0
−i

−i
0
i
0
0
0

0
−i
0
i
0
0

0
0
−i
0
i
0

0
0
0
−i
0
i

i
0
0
0
−i
0





 (VI.5)




ω(k)
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and

6





B=




2
−1
0
0
0
−1

−1
2
−1
0
0
0

0
−1
2
−1
0
0

0
0
−1
2
−1
0

0 −1
0
0
0
0
−1 0
2 −1
−1 2


4









(VI.6)
The dispersion relation associated with the t matrix
is show in figure 6 for the ordinary Wilson fermion
with η = 1 and in figure 7 for η = 5. We can

2

1

2

3

4

5

k+3

Fig. 7: Dispersion relation for chiral fermion with
η = 5. Note the left movers have been raised in
energy above the maximum energy of the right
movers
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ω(k)
4

3

2

1

2

4

6

8

10

12

k+7

Fig. 8: Dispersion relation for non chiral Wilson
fermion with η = 1 with six left moving and six
right moving fermion modes. Note the left movers
are symmetric with the right movers

ω(k)
20

15

10

5

2

4

6

8

10

12

k+7

Fig. 9: Dispersion relation for chiral fermion with
η = 10 and six left moving and six right moving
fermion modes. Note the left movers have been
raised in energy above the maximum energy of the
right movers

Fig. 10: Convergence plot for quantum computation
of the ground state energy of a chiral fermion with
six right moving modes using the Bergman-Thorn
scheme with η = 10.

As described by Bergman and Thorn [33] the
dispersion relation is modified so that the left
movers require much great energy to excite their
modes. In particular on a lattice even the lowest
frequency left moving modes can be raised in
energy and the left movers are effectively gapped
from the system. We can apply their scheme for
chiral fermions to the calculation of Casimir energy
on a quantum computer. By considering large t
matrices one can describe larger fermion system.
For a t matrix that is 28 we can describe a system
with six right moving fermions and six left moving
fermions whose dispersion relation is shown in
figure 9 with η = 10. Performing the calculation
using IBM QISKit and the VQE algorithm with the
Sequential Least SQuares Programming (SLSQP)
optimizer we find a ground state energy E0 =
−5.55433399 which is in close agreement with
the exact value of Eexact0 = −5.55433587 The
subtraction of a constant term from the ground state
energy calculation will yield the Casimir energy. In
the Thorn Bergman case the subtraction term will be
η dependent unlike the case of a non-chiral or left
right symmetric fermion computation. Performing
this subtraction for η = 10 of −5.57571769 we
find that the Casimir energy from the six right
moving fermions is EC = 0.0213837 which is
in good agreement with the exact expression for
the Casimir energy of a chiral fermion which is
π
EexactC = 2 6(7)
2 = 0.0213714.
One difficulty of the Bergman-Thorn computation of Casimir energy is the the left movers will
also get a large value of Casimir energy. This would
dominate the the contribution of the right movers
and would need to be subtracted away by adding
a constant term so that the mass relations of the
heterotic string on the lattice would yield the correct
mass squared relations. A possible resolution would
be to use a 2+1 dimensional lattice fermion action
as in Creutz-Horvath [35]. Another issue to be
investigated is the effect of interactions on the
Bergman-Thorn approach to chiral fermions.
In the context of String/M-theory the discrete
chiral heterotic world sheet action is related to a
lattice regularized world volume action of M-theory
which reduces to the heterotic string by dimensional
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reduction. Interestingly this world-volume to chiral
world-sheet dimensional reduction is similar to the
Horova-Witten dimensional reduction of M-theory
itself [36] to the heterotic effective action which is
also chiral.
VII. C ONCLUSIONS
In this paper we applied quantum computation to
the calculation of Casimir energy. This quantity has
important applications to nanoscience, cosmology
and Kaluza Klein Theory. We used the Variational
Quantum Eigensolver algorithm (VQE) which can
efficiently run on existing quantum computers such
as the IBM Q with up to 60 qubits. Our results
indicate to we can accurately compute the Casimir
energy for boson and fermion systems for up the
eight lattice sites. We also introduced the notion
of parallel quantum computation that allows the
Casimir boson and fermion systems of larger lattice
size to be calculated on multiple quantum computers or partitions of a single quantum computer. We
also analyzed the number of Pauli terms required
to represent the Hamiltonian of the system on the
quantum computer and studied how this increased
with problem size. Parallel quantum computation
on future quantum computers will allow one to
work with with smaller number of Pauli terms
on each partition to achieve even more accurate
computations of Casimir energy.
We were able to compute the Casimir energy
for 1+1 dimensional cosmologies in the forms
of Bosons and Fermions in rings with up to
n = 8 lattice sites, using quantum computing. We
did this through using a VQE algorithm created
using Qiskit, which gave results for the ground
state energies with an added finite correction.
These results match those we are able to find
using classical methods, with minimum percent
difference. We were able to maintain this accuracy
for chiral fermions using the method of Bergman
and Thorn. In previous runs we found that the
amount of Pauli terms grows for larger lattices,
particularly those with above 10 lattice sites. Thus
this study capped the amount of lattice sites at
n = 8 to optimize run times. We hope to be able

to work with larger lattices in future research.
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