
Ground and excited state energy calculations of the H2 molecule using a variational
quantum eigensolver algorithm on an NMR quantum simulator

Dileep Singh,1, ∗ Shashank Mehendale,2, † Arvind,1, ‡ and Kavita Dorai1, §

1Department of Physical Sciences, Indian Institute of Science Education & Research Mohali,
Sector 81 SAS Nagar, Manauli PO 140306 Punjab, India.

2Department of Chemistry, University of Toronto, Toronto, ON M5S 1A1, Canada

Variational quantum algorithms are emerging as promising candidates for near-term practical
applications of quantum information processors, in the field of quantum chemistry. We implement
the variational quantum eigensolver algorithm to calculate the molecular ground-state energy of
the H2 molecule and experimentally demonstrated it on an NMR quantum processor. Further, we
simulate the excited states of the H2 molecule using the variational quantum deflation algorithm
and experimentally demonstrate it on the same NMR quantum processor. We also develop the first
simulation of the energy calculation of the H2 molecule using only a single qubit, and verify the
results on an NMR quantum computer. Our experimental results demonstrate that only a single
NMR qubit suffices to calculate the molecular energies of the H2 molecule to the desired accuracy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The current century is witnessing what is termed as
the “second quantum revolution” and quantum comput-
ing is at its forefront [1]. In recent years, it has been
shown that there are a number of problems that a quan-
tum algorithm would solve much more efficiently as com-
pared to its classical counterpart [2]. One such class of
problems is ‘quantum simulation’, wherein the goal is to
simulate a quantum system efficiently and gain the max-
imum amount of information about the system [3].

A major class of problems coming under the umbrella
of quantum simulation[4] is the problem of finding the
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian of a given system, which
has been a prime focus in the field of quantum chem-
istry [5]. Finding the ground and excited state ener-
gies of a molecule gives enormous information about its
properties, such as its stability, rate of reactions and
the molecular orbitals involved [6]. The calculation of
ground and excited state energies of molecules is of great
importance in chemistry, but this becomes a challeng-
ing task for a classical computer as the complexity of
the molecules grows. These problems are extremely dif-
ficult to solve analytically and hence the only way out
is a numerical approach. However, even this becomes a
daunting task for molecules with a large number of atoms
and electrons, due to the large number of degrees of free-
dom involved. This is where quantum algorithms demon-
strate their supremacy over their classical counterparts,
and various quantum algorithms have been developed to
efficiently calculate the energies of molecules on a quan-
tum computer [7–9].

Quantum algorithms are prone to a lot of errors and re-
quire quantum error correction which limits their useful-
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ness. Taking into consideration that we are in the NISQ
era [10], a new class of algorithms has been developed,
which are partly classical and partly quantum, which can
reduce the required gate depth and mitigate errors to a
certain extent. Variational Quantum Eigensolver (VQE)
is one such algorithm that has been developed to cal-
culate the ground state of Hamiltonians on a quantum
computer [11–14]. The VQE algorithm may enable near-
term quantum-enhanced computation [15] due to its low
circuit depth.

In addition to ground state energy calculation of
molecules, the excited state energies have several impor-
tant applications. There have been a few proposals to
develop an algorithm for the detection of excited states
of a molecular Hamiltonian: a method that minimizes the
von Neumann entropy [16] and the quantum subspace ex-
pansion method [17]. Recently, an algorithm which is an
extension of the VQE algorithm was proposed, namely
the Variational Quantum Deflation (VQD) algorithm, to
calculate the excited state energies of molecules [18]. The
VQD algorithm systematically finds excited states at al-
most no extra cost as compared to the other two methods.
Using the VQD algorithm, the excited states are obtained
by applying the VQE algorithm to a modified Hamilto-
nian which has the excited states as its ground state.
Several experiments has been performed to demonstrate
the energy spectra of molecules using VQE algorithms
on different quantum platforms such as photonic quan-
tum processors, trapped ions and using superconducting
qubits [19–23].

In this paper, we have simulated the ground state en-
ergy and excited state energies of the H2 molecule using
the VQE and VQD algorithms, respectively. The simu-
lated results are then verified on an NMR quantum pro-
cessor. To use the variational principle, we varied the
states in the qubit space so as to find the state which
minimizes the energy expectation value. This is done by
using the technique of Unitary Coupled Cluster Singles
and Doubles (UCCSD) [24]. The experimental verifica-
tion is done by calculating the expectation values terms
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involved in the H2 molecule Hamiltonian by using two
NMR qubits. The experimental verification involves the
calculation of expectation values of the state, and this is
achieved by measuring the single-qubit Pauli Z operator
of the experimentally prepared states. We also simulated
the energies of the H2 molecule on a single qubit system
and verified the results on an NMR quantum computer.
This is the first experimental demonstration of energy
calculations of the H2 molecule which requires only one
qubit and uses fewer experimental resources as compared
to similar work.

The material of the paper is arranged as follows: Sec-
tion II describes the theoretical background of the vari-
ational quantum eigensolver algorithm, the variational
quantum deflation algorithm, the electronic structure of
H2 molecule and the solution of the H2 molecular Hamil-
tonian using one and two qubits. Section III describes the
NMR implementation of the ground and excited state en-
ergies of the H2 molecule using a two-qubit and a single-
qubit system, respectively. Section IV contains a few
concluding remarks.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

A. Quantum variational methods for energy
calculations

Given that quantum systems are described by Hamil-
tonians, finding their eigenvalues and eigenvectors is of
paramount importance and becomes increasingly difficult
with increase in system dimensionality. For a Hamilto-
nian H, an ansatz state |ψ(θ)⟩ is chosen with at least
one free parameter θ. The expectation value of energy
ϵθ = ⟨ψ(θ)|H|ψ(θ)⟩ is minimized over the parameter θ
to obtain the minimum possible energy. The lowest ex-
pectation value that can be obtained in this way is the
ground state energy of the Hamiltonian itself. In that
case, the state |ψ(θ)⟩ will be the ground state of the given
Hamiltonian. However, this may not work as the family
of states |ψ(θ)⟩ may not contain the ground state! There-
fore, a good choice of ansatz is important. On a quantum
computer, there is an additional possibility of storing the
quantum state in the quantum memory and carrying out
the entire optimization process as a quantum computing
process. The above variational VQE algorithm is a hy-
brid one, because a classical computer is used to update
the value of the parameter θ [11].

A variation of the above method can be used to calcu-
late the excited states of the Hamiltonian and the proce-
dure is called the VQD method [18]. If |ϕ0⟩ is the ground
state of the original Hamiltonian H, the VQD Hamilto-
nian for the first excited state is given by:

H1 = H + β0|ϕ0⟩⟨ϕ0| (1)

where β0 is a parameter and is chosen such that the vari-
ational calculation applied on H1 gives its minimum en-
ergy (such that it is equal to the first excited state of of

the original Hamiltonian H). The VQD method can be
easily extended to find the other excited states of H by
appropriately constructing the new Hamiltonian for the
variational purpose.

B. Solving for energies of the H2 molecule

The Hamiltonian of the H2 molecule in atomic units is
given by [17, 19]:

H = −
∑
i

∇Ri

2Mi
−
∑
i

∇ri

2
+
∑
i,j>i

ZiZj

|Ri −Rj |

−
∑
i,j>i

Zi

|Ri − rj |
+
∑
i,j>i

1

|ri − rj |

(2)

where Ri,Mi, Zi denote the position, mass and charge of
the ith nuclei respectively, and ri denotes the position of
the ith electron.
The above Hamiltonian is first solved in the Born-

Oppenheimer approximation and then cast into the sec-
ond quantized form using a specific choice of N -particle
basis functions [19]. Since quantum many-body problems
are described in the language of second quantization, one
needs a formalism to translate the language of second
quantization to a language that a quantum computer can
read. This can be achieved in various ways, including the
Jordan-Wigner transformation, the Bravyi-Kitaev trans-
formation, and the Parity transformation [19]. In this
work, we use the Parity transformation. The quantum
many-body Hamiltonian can be written in second quan-
tization as [19]:

H =
∑
µ,ν

tµ,νc
†
µcν +

∑
µ,ν,µ′ν′

Vµ,ν,µ′ν′c†µc
†
νcν′cµ′

where,

tµ,ν =

∫
dσϕ∗µ(σ)

(
−∇r

2
−
∑
i

Zi

|Ri − r|

)
ϕµ(σ)

Vµ,ν,µ′ν′ =

∫
dσ1dσ2

ϕ∗µ(σ1)ϕ
∗
ν(σ2)ϕµ′(σ1)ϕν′(σ2)

|r1 − r2|

where σi = (ri, si) with ri, si are the position and spin in-
dices, respectively. The operators cµ, c

†
µ are the lowering

and raising operators for electron occupation in orbitals.
To solve the above Hamiltonian on a quantum com-

puter using the VQD algorithm, all the second quantized
operators have to be mapped to the Pauli operators, and
the orbitals have to be mapped to qubits. Using the
Parity transformation, the many-body H2 Hamiltonian is
mapped to the qubit Hamiltonian acting in a two-qubit
state space [25, 26]:

H = a0II + a1ZI + a2IZ + a3ZZ + a4XX (3)
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The coefficients ai encode the information of molec-
ular integrals pertaining to a specific basis set. We
have chosen the STO-3G basis in our calculations. The
Qiskit.Chemistry module [27] was used to generate the
Hamiltonian in the STO-3G basis, which was then con-
verted to a qubit Hamiltonian using the Parity map. The
values of the ai coefficients corresponding to each Pauli
operator were extracted as a function of different inter-
nuclear distances.

In order to use the variational principle for the min-
imum energy calculation, we use the Unitary Coupled
Cluster Singles and Doubles (UCCSD) ansatz:

|ψ(θ)⟩ = U(θ) |ψ0⟩ (4)

where |ψ0⟩ is an initial reference state and U(θ) is the
UCCSD evolution operator. The choice of the reference
state is the Hartree-Fock (HF) state, which definitely has
a support on the ground state of the Hamiltonian. After
writing the HF state in the Parity basis, the symmetry
in the action of UCCSD operator and the HF state can
be exploited to give a two-qubit UCCSD operator:

U(θ) = exp(iθXY ) (5)

with the HF state given by |01⟩ [19]. The action of U(θ)
on |01⟩ can be computed from:

U(θ) |01⟩ = exp(iθXY ) |01⟩ = cos θ |01⟩+ sin θ |10⟩ (6)

The action of U(θ) on |01⟩, and then minimization of
the energy expectation leads to the ground state of the
Hamiltonian. The classical minimization process is done
using the Nelder-Mead method given by the minimize
function of the scipy.optimize module [28, 29]. The VQD
modified Hamiltonian and the same ansatz leads to an
excited state of the H2 molecule.

Given that we obtained two energy eigenstates of
the Hamiltonian in the space spanned by the vectors
|01⟩ , |10⟩, the other two eigenstates belong to the space
spanned by the other two computational basis vectors,
namely |00⟩ and |11⟩. In order to find the other two
eigen states, we take the initial state to be |00⟩, and ap-
ply the ansatz circuit which performs the evolution U(θ)
(as in the previous case) given by:

U(θ) = exp(iθXY )U(θ) |00⟩ = cos θ |00⟩ − sin θ |11⟩ (7)

Since the H2 Hamiltonian of Eqn. (3) is real in the com-
putational basis, there has to exist a real eigenbasis for
the Hamiltonian with real coefficients of expansion in the
computational basis. Thus, we do not have to explore
the space where the relative phase between the two com-
putational basis vectors is complex. Hence the problem
essentially gets divided into two problems, each of two
dimensions.

C. Solving for the energies of the H2 molecule
using a single qubit

As is clear from Equation 6 in the previous section,
the UCCSD ansatz only explores a two-dimensional sub-

TABLE I. The action of the individual terms of the Hamil-
tonian on the states |01⟩ and |10⟩.

II |01⟩ = |01⟩ II |10⟩ = |10⟩

ZI |01⟩ = |01⟩ ZI |10⟩ = − |10⟩

IZ |01⟩ = − |01⟩ IZ |10⟩ = |10⟩

ZZ |01⟩ = − |01⟩ ZZ |10⟩ = − |10⟩

XX |01⟩ = |10⟩ XX |10⟩ = |01⟩

space of the entire four-dimensional space. This creates
a possibility of mapping the two-dimensional subspace to
a single-qubit space. If we map the state to involved to
a single-qubit state as:

|01⟩ → |0⟩ , and |10⟩ → |1⟩ (8)

the UCCSD operator gets mapped to exp(−iθY ), where
Y acts on the single-qubit space.
In order to map the Hamiltonian, we first evaluate how

different terms of the Hamiltonian act on the basis vec-
tors spanning the subspace (Table I).
It is evidence from Table I, that:

II −→ I & ZZ −→ −I
ZI −→ Z & IZ −→ −Z

XX −→ X (9)

Thus, the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian in the two-
dimensional subspace of the two-qubit space reduces to
the diagonalization of a single-qubit Hamiltonian given
by:

H = (a0 − a3)I + (a1 − a2)Z + a4X (10)

with the UCCSD ansatz exp(−iθY ) and the initial state
|0⟩.
For the remaining two eigenstates, we follow an anal-

ogous procedure to obtain:

H = (a0 + a3)I + (a1 + a2)Z + a4X (11)

with the UCCSD ansatz exp(iθY ) and the initial state
|0⟩.
Diagonalizing these two Hamiltonians will give all the

four excited states of the original two-qubit H2 Hamil-
tonian. The reduction of the problem to a single qubit
is resource efficient from the point of view of its exper-
imental implementation. Further, since there are only
three terms in the Hamiltonian, the calculation of en-
ergy expectation values becomes simpler. Additionally,
the UCCSD ansatz, unlike in the two-qubit qubit case, is
now a simple rotation about the Y -axis, which is easier
to implement experimentally on any quantum platform.
Last but not the least, the initial state can be directly
taken to be the pseudopure state on an NMR quantum
computer, without any additional requirement to prepare
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a reference state. With all these advantages, we have
shown that the entire problem of diagonalization of the
two-qubit H2 molecule can be easily recast as a problem
of diagonalization in a single-qubit space.

III. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

A. Calculating energies of the H2 molecule using
two NMR qubits
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FIG. 1. (a) Molecular structure of 13C-labeled chloroform
used as a two-qubit quantum system. (b) NMR pulse se-
quence for the PPS |00⟩ state where the value of the flip an-
gle α is kept fixed at 59.69◦, while J represents the coupling
between the 1H and 13C; the total time evolution is given by
1
2J
. (c) Quantum circuit for the required state, generated with

an optimized value of θ for different intermolecular distances.
The unfilled rectangles denote π pulses, while the filled rect-
angle represents a π

2
pulse. The flip angles and phases of the

other pulses are written below each pulse, and a bar over the
phase denotes negative phase.

To experimentally calculate the energies simulated by
VQE algorithms of the H2 molecule on a four-dimensional
quantum system, the molecule of 13C enriched chloro-
form dissolved in acetone-D6 was used, with the 13C and
1H spins being labeled as qubit 1 and qubit 2, respec-
tively (Fig. 1(a)). NMR experiments are sensitive only
to the deviation density matrix and the initial state is
typically prepared from thermal equilibrium as a pseu-
dopure state (PPS), which mimics the evolution of true

pure states [30]:

ρ00 =
1− ϵ

23
I4 + ϵ|00⟩⟨00| (12)

where spin polarization ϵ ≈ 10−6 and I4 is the 4×4 iden-
tity operator. We initialized the system in the PPS |00⟩
using the spatial averaging technique [30], via a combi-
nation of RF pulses and pulsed magnetic gradients. The
NMR pulse sequence for the PPS is given in Fig. 1(b).
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(a) (b)Quantum Map NMR Spectra of 1H and 13C
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13C

13C

⟨ZI⟩ = tr(ρ1Z1)

ρ1 = U1.ρ1.U
†
1

U1 = Identity

⟨IZ⟩ = tr(ρ2Z2)

ρ2 = U2.ρ2.U
†
2

U2 = Identity

⟨ZZ⟩ = tr(ρ3Z2)

ρ3 = U3.ρ3.U
†
3

U3 = CNOT12

⟨XX⟩ = tr(ρ4Z2)

ρ4 = U4.ρ4.U
†
4

U4 = CNOT12Y2Y1

ppm7.807.958.10
ωH

77.5078.5079.50
ωC

ppm

FIG. 2. (a) Details of the mapping performed for the measure-
ment of the expectation values ⟨ZI⟩, ⟨IZ⟩, ⟨ZZ⟩, ⟨XX⟩. The
Identity operator I denotes ‘no operation’. (b) NMR spectra
of 1H and 13C, displaying the experimentally measured ex-
pectation values of ⟨ZI⟩ and ⟨IZ⟩, ⟨ZZ⟩, ⟨XX⟩, respectively,
for the ground state energy calculation, at an intermolecular
distance R = 0.70 Å.

Experiments were performed on a Bruker Avance III
600-MHz FT-NMR spectrometer equipped with a TXI
probe. Quantum gates, required for the NMR implemen-
tation, were achieved by using specially crafted RF pulses
of suitable amplitude, phase, and duration and nonlocal
unitary operations were achieved by free evolution un-
der the system Hamiltonian. The T1 and T2 relaxation
times of the 1H spin-1/2 nuclei were ≈ 8 sec and ≈ 3 sec,
respectively. The T1 and T2 relaxation times of the 13C
spin-1/2 nuclei were ≈ 17 sec and ≈ 0.5 sec, respectively.
The duration of the π

2 pulses for 1H and 13C nuclei were
7.14 µs at a power level of 19.9 W, and 12.4 µs at a power
level of 237.3 W, respectively.
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TABLE II. Hamiltonian coefficients ai, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 for different internuclear separations (R).

R (Å) a0 a1 a2 a3 a4

0.30 -0.75374 0.80864 -0.80864 -0.01328 0.16081

0.40 -0.86257 0.68881 -0.68881 -0.01291 0.16451

0.50 -0.94770 0.58307 -0.58307 -0.01251 0.16887

0.60 -1.00712 0.49401 -0.49401 -0.01206 0.17373

0.70 -1.04391 0.42045 -0.42045 -0.01150 0.179005

0.80 -1.06321 0.35995 -0.35995 -0.01080 0.18462

0.90 -1.07028 0.30978 -0.30978 -0.00996 0.19057

1.00 -1.06924 0.26752 -0.26752 -0.00901 0.19679

1.10 -1.06281 0.23139 -0.23139 -0.00799 0.20322

1.20 -1.05267 0.20018 -0.20018 -0.00696 0.20979

1.30 -1.03991 0.17310 -0.17310 -0.00596 0.21641

1.40 -1.02535 0.14956 -0.14956 -0.00503 0.22302

1.50 -1.00964 0.12910 -0.12910 -0.00418 0.22953

1.60 -0.99329 0.11130 -0.11130 -0.00344 0.23590

1.70 -0.97673 0.09584 -0.09584 -0.00280 0.24207

1.80 -0.96028 0.08240 -0.08240 -0.00226 0.24801

In order to experimentally calculate the energies of the
H2 molecule, we need to calculate the expectation values
of ⟨ZI⟩, ⟨IZ⟩, ⟨ZZ⟩, ⟨XX⟩. In an NMR experiment
these expectation values can be calculated by mapping
them onto the single-qubit Pauli Z operator. This map-
ping is easily performed in the context of an NMR exper-
imental measurement as the observed z magnetization of
a nuclear spin in a particular quantum state is propor-
tional to the expectation value of the Pauli Z operator
of the spin in that state [31, 32]. For instance, in order
to determine the expectation value ⟨ZZ⟩ for the state

ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ|, we map the state ρ to ρ1 = U1ρU
†
1 , where

U1 =CNOT12 followed by observing ⟨Z2⟩ for the state ρ1.
The expectation value of ⟨Z2⟩ for the state ρ1 is equiv-
alent to observing the expectation value of ⟨ZZ⟩ for the
state ρ.

The quantum circuit and corresponding NMR pulse
sequence for the experimental calculation of required ex-
pectation values is given in Fig. 1(c). The circuit com-
prises three parts (delineated by dashed red lines in
Fig. 1(c)): the first part corresponds to initializing the
state to the HF state |01⟩, which is achieved by apply-
ing a single-qubit rotation on the |00⟩ state. The sec-
ond part of the circuit applies the parameterized ansatz
U(θ) on the initial state, which is achieved by optimiz-
ing the value of θ (using the Nelder-Mead method and

the scipy.optimize module). The third part of the cir-
cuit calculates the expectation values ⟨ZI⟩, ⟨IZ⟩, ⟨ZZ⟩,
⟨XX⟩ for the parameterized ansatz, which is achieved by
mapping these expectation values onto the single-qubit
Pauli Z operator. The experimentally calculated ener-
gies are obtained by adding these expectation values to
their respective electronic constants (ai, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4).
The numerical values of the electronic constants are tab-
ulated in Table II, for different values of the internuclear
separation (R) of the H2 molecule.

The ground state and the excited state energies of the
H2 molecule were experimentally calculated using VQE
and VQD algorithms, respectively, for sixteen different
internuclear distances in the range 0.30−1.80 Å. For each
of these internuclear separations, there are five associated
electronic constants a0, a1, a2, a3, a4 (as given in the H2

molecular Hamiltonian in Eqn. (3)). Fig. 2(a) contains
the details of mapping that we have used in the NMR
experiment to calculate the expectation values required
for the experimentally prepared states. Fig. 2(b) depicts
the NMR spectra of the expectation values ⟨ZI⟩, ⟨IZ⟩,
⟨ZZ⟩, ⟨XX⟩ for the ground state energy at an internu-
clear separation of R= 0.70 Å.. The ground and excited
state energies of the H2 molecule have been experimen-
tally calculated using a similar method, for the thirteen
other internuclear separations. The ground and excited
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FIG. 3. Ground and excited state energies of the H2 molecule
calculated using the VQE and VQD algorithms, respectively,
over a range of internuclear separations. The simulated re-
sults are represented by joined lines, while the experimentally
calculated values (obtained using two NMR qubits) are rep-
resented by distinct points with accompanying error bars.

state energies have been plotted as a function of the in-
ternuclear distances in Fig. 3. As evident from the plot in
Fig. 3, the simulated and experimentally measured values
agree well, to within experimental errors.

B. Calculating energies of the H2 molecule using
one NMR qubit

To experimentally calculate the energies of the H2

molecule via variational quantum algorithms imple-
mented on a two-dimensional quantum system, the
molecule of chloroform dissolved in acetone-D6 was used,
with the 1H spin realizing a single qubit (Fig. 4(a)). In
order to perform the energy calculation, we need to cal-
culate only two expectation values, namely ⟨Z⟩ and ⟨X⟩.
The details of the mapping used for the experimental
calculation are given in Fig. 4(b). Fig. 4(c), depicts the
NMR spectra of the expectation values of ⟨Z⟩, ⟨X⟩ for
the ground state energy of the H2 molecule at the inter-
nuclear separation R= 0.70 Å.
The ground and excited state energies for the H2

molecule have been calculated experimentally for sixteen
different internuclear separations. The ground and ex-
cited state energies have been plotted as a function of
the internuclear separation in Fig. 5. The red dashed
curve represents the energy calculation corresponding to
the reduced single-qubit Hamiltonian given in Eqn. (10).
The green curve represents the energy calculation corre-
sponding to the reduced single-qubit Hamiltonian given
in Eqn. (11). As is evident from the plot in Fig. 5, the
simulated and experimentally measured values agree well
to within experimental errors. Furthermore, it is remark-

2.62.72.82.93.03.13.23.3 ppm

1H thermal

2.62.72.82.93.03.13.23.3 ppm

1H thermal

2.62.72.82.93.03.13.23.3 ppm

1H thermal

2.62.72.82.93.03.13.23.3 ppm

1H thermal

(a)

(b)

(c)

Quantum Map
⟨Z⟩ = tr(ρ1.Z1)

ρ1 = U1.ρ.U
†
1

U1 = Identity

⟨X⟩ = tr(ρ2.Z1)

ρ2 = U2.ρ.U
†
2

U2 = Y 1

3.0 2.9
ωH (ppm)

3.0 2.9
ωH (ppm)

FIG. 4. (a) Molecular structure of chloroform, used as a one-
qubit quantum system. (b) Mapping details for the measure-
ment of the expectation values ⟨Z⟩ and ⟨X⟩. The identity
operator I denotes ‘no operation’. (c) NMR spectra of 1H,
depicting the experimentally measured expectation values of
⟨Z⟩ and ⟨X⟩.

able that the simulated and experimentally measured val-
ues of the molecular energies in Fig. 5, are very close to
the values obtained in Fig. 3, validating the efficiency of
the VQD algorithm using only a single qubit.
The experimental complexity is reduced due to the re-

duction of two-qubit system to a one-qubit system. We
were hence able to calculate the energy spectra of the
H2 molecule by measuring only two expectation values,
namely, ⟨Z⟩ and ⟨X⟩. In the corresponding NMR exper-
iments, these expectation values can be obtained by ap-
plying a single RF pulse on the experimentally prepared
state. This is the first experimental demonstration on an
NMR quantum simulator of the calculation of energies of
the H2 molecule which requires only a single qubit for its
implementation.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The ground and excited states of the H2 Hamiltonian
were obtained in the Parity basis using VQE and VQD al-
gorithms, and the results of the calculations were verified
on an NMR quantum simulator. Further, the problem of
calculation of the H2 ground state energy was reduced
to a single-qubit problem which was also verified on the
NMR quantum simulator. Two NMR qubits were used
for the simulation of the single-qubit problem and the
expectation values involved in the Hamiltonian were ob-
tained by measuring the single-qubit Pauli Z operator
of the experimentally prepared state. The experimental
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FIG. 5. Simulations and experimental calculations of the
ground and excited state energies of the H2 molecule, for a
range of internuclear separations. The simulated results are
represented by joined lines, while the experimentally calcu-
lated values (obtained using a single NMR qubit) are repre-
sented by distinct points with accompanying error bars.

implementation of variational quantum algorithms to cal-
culate the ground and excited state energies of molecules
is important for the field of quantum chemistry, and our
results are a step forward in this direction.
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