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The notion of entanglement has been useful for characterizing universal properties of quantum
phases of matter. From the perspective of quantum information theory, it is tempting to ask
whether their entanglement structures possess any operational meanings, e.g., quantifying the cost
of preparing an entangled system via free operations such as the local operations and classical
communication (LOCC). While the answer is affirmative for pure states in that entanglement entropy
coincides with entanglement cost, the case for mixed states is less understood. To this end, we
study the entanglement cost required to prepare the thermal Gibbs states of certain many-body
systems under positive-partial-transpose (PPT) preserving operations, a set of free operations that
include LOCC. Specifically, we show that for the Gibbs states of d-dimensional toric code models
for d = 2, 3, 4, the PPT entanglement cost exactly equals entanglement negativity, a measure of
mixed-state entanglement that has been known to diagnose topological order at finite temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of entanglement has been powerful for re-
vealing universal properties of quantum phases of mat-
ter. A well-known example is the topologically ordered
states of matter, which possess long-range entanglement
that is irrespective of any microscopic details of the
systems[1, 2]. On the other hand, from the perspec-
tive of quantum information theory, one often regards
entanglement as a resource for tasks that are impossi-
ble/difficult to achieve by means of classical resources[3],
and therefore, it is crucial to characterize entanglement
in an operationally meaningful manner. This motivates
us to ask: whether the entanglement structure of many-
body systems has any operational meanings for protocols
relevant to quantum information.

There are two primary notions for characterizing the
operational meaning of entanglement: distillable entan-
glement and entanglement cost[4–6]. The former quanti-
fies the largest rate at which maximally entangled states
can be distilled from a given quantum state using LOCC,
i.e. local operations and classical communication. The
latter measures the smallest rate at which maximally en-
tangled states are required to prepare a target state using
LOCC. While for pure state, the most common entan-
glement measure, namely entanglement entropy, already
measures both the distillable entanglement and entangle-
ment cost[4], it is generally difficult to characterize either
of these two quantities in mixed states. For instance,
(asymptotic) LOCC entanglement cost has been proven
to be the regularized entanglement of formation[7], but
such a quantity cannot be efficiently computed in many-
body systems. On the other hand, the only known
mixed-state entanglement measure that is simple to com-
pute is entanglement negativity (also dubbed logarith-
mic negativity)[8–11], but in general it has no opera-
tional meaning, albeit being an upper bound on distil-
lable entanglement and teleportation capacity[11]. As
such, it has been a long-standing question for finding a

computable mixed-state entanglement measure endowed
with an operational meaning.

Progress has been made by enlarging the set of free op-
erations from LOCC to positive-partial-transpose (PPT)
preserving operations, whose mathematical structure is
much easier to characterize compared to LOCC[12]. A
defining feature of these PPT-preserving operations Λ is
that they transform a state ρ̂ whose partial transpose
is positive to another state whose partial transpose re-

mains positive[13, 14], namely, ρ̂Γ ≥ 0 ⇒ [Λ (ρ̂)]
Γ ≥ 0.

Here ρ̂Γ denotes the partial transpose of ρ̂, i.e. ρ̂Γ =∑
a,b,a′,b′ ρa,b;a′,b′ |a′, b〉 〈a, b′| given a matrix representa-

tion of ρ̂ acting on a bipartite Hilbert space HA ⊗ HB:
ρ̂ =

∑
a,b,a′,b′ ρa,b;a′,b′ |a, b〉 〈a′, b′|. PPT-preserving oper-

ations are more powerful than LOCC as they allow to
create bound entangled states whose entanglement can-
not be distilled under LOCC[15]. By considering this en-
larged set of free operations, Audenaert, Plenio, and Eis-
ert studied the entanglement cost under PPT-preserving
operations[16], and provided a lower bound and an up-
per bound for PPT entanglement cost. In particular,
their bounds imply that the PPT entanglement cost ex-
actly equals entanglement negativity for any states ρ̂ sat-

isfying
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ ≥ 0, where the absolute value sign acts

as
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣ =

√
ρ̂Γ(ρ̂Γ)†. While there exists no systematic

characterization for states that fulfill such a condition, it
holds for pure states, two-qubits states, bosonic Gaussian
states, and Werner states [16–18], and therefore entangle-
ment negativity is an operationally meaningful quantity
for these classes of states.

Motivated by the result in Ref.[16], we will study the
PPT entanglement cost for a class of states relevant to
topologically ordered phases of matter[19–21], namely,
the toric code model in d space dimensions[22, 23]. Toric
code exhibits a topological order at zero temperature that
is robust under any weak local perturbations. As such, it
allows for a robust encoding of qubits in its ground sub-
space. Moreover, the topological order of toric code in 4
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space dimensions can survive thermal fluctuations, and
therefore provides a genuine stable, self-correcting quan-
tum memory and robust topological order below a cer-
tain non-zero critical temperature[23–25]. As discussed
in Ref.[26, 27], the non-trivial topological order at finite
temperature can be diagnosed by a universal, long-range
component of entanglement negativity. This motivates
us to explore the operational meaning of entanglement
negativity in this class of models.

By focusing on the toric code models described by a

Gibbs state ρ̂ ∼ e−βĤ in various space dimensions, we

show that their Gibbs states satisfy
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ ≥ 0 for any

temperature, therefore indicating that entanglement neg-
ativity exactly equals PPT entanglement cost. Our work
therefore provides a notable class of examples for non-
trivial many-body quantum states whose entanglement
cost is tractable. In particular, we develop a formalism

for computing the spectrum of
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ, which we name

“binegativity spectrum”1, for any Gibbs states of stabi-
lizer Hamiltonians.

II. PPT ENTANGLEMENT COST AND
BINEGATIVITY SPECTRUM

A quantum channel ΛA0B0→AB is a completely posi-
tive trace-preserving map from the input systems A0, B0

to output systems A, B, where one party Alice possesses
A0 and A and another party Bob possesses B0 and B.
ΛA0B0→AB is positive-partial-transpose (PPT) preserv-
ing if and only if TB ◦ ΛA0B0→AB ◦ TB0

is completely
positive[13, 14], where TB0

and TB is the partial trans-
position acting on the subsystem B0 of the input state
and the subsystem B of the output state. This implies
if the partial transpose of an input state is positive, then
the partial transpose of the output state generated by
the map Λ will be positive as well.

Based on the notion of the PPT-preserving channel,
one can define the corresponding PPT entanglement
cost. First, we consider a maximally entangled pure

state ΦdA0B0
= |Φ〉 〈Φ|, where |Φ〉 = 1√

d

∑d
i=1 |i〉A0

|i〉B0

with {|i〉A0
} and {|i〉B0

} being the orthogonal bases in
A0 and B0. Treating such a state as a resource, one
asks how much entanglement is required to generate a
target state ρ̂AB acting on the bipartite Hilbert space
H = HA ⊗ HB using PPT-preserving channels. This
question motivates to define the one-shot PPT exact en-

tanglement cost E
(1)
PPT (ρ̂AB) as the logarithm of the min-

imum Schmidt rank of a maximally entangled state mini-
mized over the PPT-preserving channels used to prepare

1 The term “binegativity spectrum” is motivated by Ref.[16],

where the matrix
∣∣ρ̂Γ

∣∣Γ is called binegativity.

ρ̂AB :

E
(1)
PPT (ρ̂AB) ≡

inf
d∈N,Λ∈PPT

{
log2 d : ρ̂AB = ΛA0B0→AB

(
ΦdA0B0

)}
,

(1)

It follows that one can define the (asymtopic) PPT entan-
glement cost EPPT (ρ̂AB) as the average cost of preparing
infinite copies of ρ̂AB [16]

EPPT (ρ̂AB) ≡ lim
n→∞

inf
1

n
E

(1)
PPT

(
ρ̂⊗nAB

)
. (2)

As shown in Ref.[16], PPT entanglement cost satisfies
the following inequality

EN (ρ̂) ≤EPPT (ρ̂) ≤ logZ (ρ̂) , (3)

where EN (ρ̂) is entanglement negativity defined as
EN (ρ̂) = log

(
tr
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣)[8–11], and

Z (ρ̂) =Tr
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣+ dim (ρ̂) max

(
0,−λmin

(∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ)) . (4)

with λmin

(∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ) being the minimal eigenvalue in the

binegativity spectrum, i.e. the eigenspectrum of
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ.

Crucially, if the binegativity spectrum is non-negative,
the lower and upper bound in Eq.3 coincide, indicating
the equivalence between PPT entanglement cost and en-
tanglement negativity:

EPPT(ρ̂) = EN (ρ̂). (5)

III. BINEGATIVITY SPECTRUM IN TORIC
CODE MODELS AT FINITE TEMPERATURE

As discussed above, when a state has non-negative

binegativity spectrum, i.e.
∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ ≥ 0 , PPT entangle-

ment cost is simply given by entanglement negativity.
Below we will present a general formalism for computing
the binegativity spectrum for Gibbs states of stabilizer
models, and utilizing it to show that the Gibbs state of
d-dimensional toric code model for d = 2, 3, 4 satisfies∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ ≥ 0. Note that in the discussion, operators will

be denoted with a hat to distinguish them from classical
numbers.

A. General formalism for stabilizer models

Given a set of stabilizers {θ̂i}[28], where each stabilizer
is a tensor product of Pauli operators acting on qubits,

one can define the stabilizer Hamiltonian Ĥ = −J
∑
i θ̂i,

and the corresponding thermal Gibbs state at the in-

verse temperature β is ρ̂ ∼ e−βĤ = eβJ
∑
i θ̂i =

∏
i e
βJθ̂i ,
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where the last equality follows from the fact that all sta-
bilizers commute with each other. Using the expansion

eβJθ̂i = cosh(βJ)
∑
si=0,1(tθ̂i)

si with t = tanh(βJ), the

Gibbs state can be written as ρ̂ ∼
∑
{si}

∏
i

(
tθ̂i

)si
. As-

suming all stabilizers do not involve Pauli-Ys (the cases
with Pauli-Ys involved can be easily generalized, see Ap-
pendix.A), taking a partial transpose on the subregion A
introduces a sign ψ({si}) ∈ {1,−1}:

ρ̂Γ ∼
∑
{si}

ψ({si})
∏
i

(
tθ̂i

)si
. (6)

Here the sign ψ({si}) is determined by the anticom-

mutation relation among θ̂i in
∏
i θ̂
si
i when restricted on

the subregion A. To compute it, we introduce θ̂i|A as the

operator in θ̂i supported on A, and introduce the matrix
C that encodes the commutation relation among these

restricted stabilizers: Cij = 0, 1 for [θ̂i|A, θ̂j |A] = 0 and

{θ̂i|A, θ̂j |A} = 1 respectively. One finds that the sign
ψ({si}) is 1,−1 when there is an even/odd number of

pairs of restricted stabilizers θ̂i|A that anticommute with

each other, namely, ψ({si}) = (−1)
∑
i<j siCijsj . Since θ̂j

commute with each other, the negativity spectrum ρΓ,
i.e. the eigenspectrum of ρ̂Γ, can be obtained by replac-

ing θ̂i with θi ∈ {1,−1}:

ρΓ(T, {θi}) ∼
∑
{si}

ψ({si})
∏
i

(tθi)
si . (7)

The eigenspectrum allows us to express ρ̂Γ in terms of

the stabilizers {θ̂i}:

ρ̂Γ =
∑
{θi}

ρΓ(T, {θi})
∏
i

1 + θiθ̂i
2

, (8)

in which one can take the absolute value:
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣ =∑

{θi}
∣∣ρΓ({θi})

∣∣∏
i

1+θiθ̂i
2 . To derive the binegativity

spectrum, the eigenspectrum of
∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ, we can expand the

projector followed by taking a partial transpose and find∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ =

∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {θi})
∣∣ [∑

{τi} ψ({τi})
∏
i(θiθ̂i)

τi
]
.

Again, since stabilizers commute, we can replace θ̂i by
gi ∈ {1,−1} to derive the binegativity spectrum:

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ(T, {gi}) =

∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {θi})
∣∣ρΓ(T = 0, {θigi}). (9)

Alternatively, by a change of variables, the above equa-
tion can be written as∣∣ρΓ

∣∣Γ(T, {gi}) =
∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {θigi})
∣∣ρΓ(T = 0, {θi}).

(10)

Therefore, the negativity spectrum completely deter-
mines the binegativity spectrum.

The result above can be further simplified by decom-
posing a Gibbs state into a bulk part and a boundary

part, namely, ρ̂ ∼ ρ̂bulk ρ̂∂ , where ρ̂bulk ∼ eβJ
∑
i∈bulk θ̂i

contains the stabilizers only acting on region A or B, and

ρ̂∂ ∼ eβJ
∑
i∈∂ θ̂i contains the stabilizers acting on both A

and B (i.e. the bipartition boundary between A and B).
Since only those boundary stabilizers can anticommute
when restricted in a subregion, the partial transpose only
acts non-trivially on ρ̂∂ , and the negativity spectrum can
be factorized as ρΓ ∼ ρbulk ρ

Γ
∂ . Plugging this decompo-

sition into Eq.10 gives

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ(T, {gi}) =

bulk∑
{θi}

∂∑
{θi}

∣∣ρbulk(T, {θigi})ρΓ
∂ (T, {θigi})

∣∣
ρbulk(T = 0, {θi})ρΓ

∂ (T = 0, {θi}),
(11)

where
∑bulk
{θi} and

∑∂
{θi} denote the summation over the

stabilizers in the bulk and the stabilizers on the bound-
ary. Using the fact that ρbulk(T = 0, {θi}) projects to
θi = 1 for all the bulk stabilizers and ρbulk(T, {θigi})
must be non-negative, the binegativity spectrum can be

simplified as
∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ(T, {gi})

∼ ρbulk(T, {gi})
∂∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ
∂ (T, {θigi})

∣∣ρΓ
∂ (T = 0, {θi}).

(12)
Consequently, the sign of the binegativity spectrum of a
thermal Gibbs state of stabilizer models is fully deter-
mined by the boundary part of its negativity spectrum:

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ(T, {gi}) ∼

∂∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ
∂ (T, {θigi})

∣∣ρΓ
∂ (T = 0, {θi}).

(13)
In the following discussion, we will employ Eq.13 to

show that the Gibbs states of toric code models in var-
ious space dimensions have a non-negative binegativity
spectrum.

B. 2d toric code

The 2d toric code is defined on a 2d lattice with
qubits living on links, and the Hamiltonian is Ĥ =
−λA

∑
s Âs − λB

∑
p B̂p. Âs(=

∏
i∈s X̂i) is the product

of four Pauli-Xs on links emanating from a star (vertex)

s and B̂p(=
∏
i∈p Ẑi) is the product of four Pauli-Zs on

links on the boundary of a plaquette p. This model ex-
hibits a topological order at zero temperature, which is
robust against local perturbations. At any non-zero tem-
perature, the order is destroyed due to the proliferation of
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FIG. 1: The boundary stabilizers in toric code for various
spatial dimensions, where blue circles and red squares la-
bel the X-type stabilizers Ai and Z-type stabilizers Bj .
(a) 1d bipartition boundary in 2d toric code with Ai de-
fined on sites and Bj defined on links. (b) 2d bipartition
boundary in 3d toric code with Ai defined on sites and Bj
defined on links.(d) 3d bipartition boundary in 4d toric
code with Ai defined on links and Bj defined on faces.

point-like excitations (by flipping the sign of stabilizers),
which renders the Gibbs state short-range entangled[26].

As indicated by Eq.13, the sign of the binegativity
spectrum for the Gibbs state is determined by the neg-
ativity spectrum for the boundary part of the Gibbs
state. It is therefore sufficient to consider a 1d bipartition
boundary of size L that involves alternating star and pla-
quette operators denoted as Â1, B̂1, Â2, B̂2, · · · , ÂL, B̂L
(see Fig.1(a)), with the corresponding boundary Gibbs

state ρ̂∂ ∼ eβλA
∑L
i=1 Âi+βλB

∑L
i=1 B̂i . As shown in

Ref.[27], the negativity spectrum is given by the correla-
tion functions in the 1d Ising model with onsite fields

ρΓ
∂ ({Ai, Bi})

∼
∑
{τi}

[∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i

]
e−KA

∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +βλB

∑L
i=1 Biτiτi+1

(14)

with the field strength being KA ≡ − log [tanh(βλA)]
and Ising spins τi = ±1. Using Eq.13, the binegativity

spectrum
∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bi}) with ai, bi ∈ {±1} goes as

∑
{Ai,Bi}

∣∣ρΓ
∂ (T, {aiAi, biBi})

∣∣ρΓ
∂ (T = 0, {Ai, Bi}) (15)

When forbidding one type of excitations in the Gibbs
state at all temperatures, i.e. λA → ∞ or λB → ∞,
we analytically show that the binegativity spectrum is
positive (see Appendix.B 1). For the general case where
both types of excitations are allowed, i.e. λA, λB = O(1),
since the negativity spectrum is given by correlation func-
tions of 1d Ising model, each eigenvalue can be efficiently
computed using a standard transfer matrix method. Uti-
lizing this method, we numerically compute the binega-
tivity spectrum for a given finite size L (up to L = 6),
and find that the binegativity spectrum is non-negative
at any λA, λB , and any temperature.

C. 3d toric code

The 3d toric code is defined on a 3d lattice with spins
living on links, and the Hamiltonian is Ĥ = −λA

∑
s Âs−

λB
∑
p B̂p. Âs is the product of six Pauli-Xs on links

emanating from a site s and B̂p is the product of four
Pauli-Zs on links on the boundary of a plaquette p. For
simplicity, we impose the periodic boundary condition in
both x̂ and ŷ direction while impose the open boudary
condition in ẑ direction. We divide the system into two
part using a plane with a fixed ẑ coordinate and there
are L2 Âi living on sites and 2L2 B̂ij living on links in
the 2d bipartition surface (see Fig.1(b)). The boundary

Gibbs states is ρ̂∂ ∼ e−βĤAB with the boundary Hamil-
tonian ĤAB = −λA

∑
i Âi − λB

∑
〈ij〉 B̂ij . In this case,

the negativity spectrum is given by correlation functions
in 2d Ising model under on-site fields[27]

ρΓ
∂ ({Ai, Bij})

∼
∑
{τi}

[∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i

]
e−KA

∑
i

1−τi
2 +βλB

∑
〈ij〉 Bijτiτj ,

(16)

where Ai ∈ {±1} determines the spin insertion and
Bij ∈ {±1} determines the sign of coupling between two
neighboring spins τi and τj .

Using the knowledge of negativity spectrum with
Eq.13, we analytically show that its binegativity spec-
trum is non-negative at any temperatures when either
λA → ∞ or λB → ∞ (i.e. one species of excitations is
forbidden)(see Appendix.B 2 for details). For the general
case with λA, λB = O(1), we numerically confirm the
binegativity spectrum remains non-negative, and there-
fore, PPT entanglement cost is again simply given by
entanglement negativity.

From the perspective of non-trivial quantum phases at
finite temperature, the limit λA → ∞ is particularly in-
teresting as it allows for a robust topological order up to
a non-zero critical temperature Tc by prohibiting point-
like excitations. In particular, such a transition in topo-
logical order manifests in the structure of entanglement
negativity between the region A and B separated by a 2d
boundary of size L× L[26, 27] :

EN = αL2 − EN,topo. (17)

While the area-law coefficient α is non-universal, the
quantity EN,topo, dubbed topological entanglement neg-
ativity, characterizes the universal, long-range entangle-
ment that diagnoses the finite-temperature topological
order. In this case, EN,topo takes the value log 2 for
T < Tc and 0 for T > Tc, corresponding to the pres-
ence and absence of topological order in a Gibbs state.
Therefore, our result on the non-negative binegativity
spectrum indicates that such a non-trivial entanglement
structure probed by entanglement negativity is opera-
tionally meaningful as PPT entanglement cost.
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D. 4d toric code

Finally, we discuss the 4d toric code, which only hosts
loop-like excitations so the topological order exisits be-
low a certain critical temperature[23] even when both
λA, λB = O(1). The model is defined on a 4d lattice
with spins living on plaquettes (2-cells), and the Hamil-

tonian is Ĥ = −λA
∑
l Âl − λB

∑
c B̂c. Âl is the prod-

uct of six Pauli-Xs on plaquettes adjacent to the link l
(1-cell) and B̂c is the product of six Pauli-Zs on plaque-
ttes on the boundary of the cube c (3-cell). We con-
sider a bipartition by fixing one of the four spatial coor-
dinates so the bipartition surface is a 3d lattice, and the
boundary interaction is ĤAB = −λA

∑
l Âl − λB

∑
p B̂p

with Âl living on links and B̂p living on plaquettes (see
Fig.1(c)). Given the boundary part of the Gibbs state

ρ̂∂ ∼ e−βĤAB , the negativity spectrum can be written
as the correlation functions in a 3d Ising gauge theory
coupled to matter fields[27]: ρΓ

∂ ({Al, Bp})

∼
∑
{τl}

[∏
l

τ
1−Al

2

l

]
e−KA

∑
l

1−τl
2 +βλB

∑
p Bp

∏
l∈∂p τl ,

(18)
where the Ising spins τl are defined on links. When
prohibiting one type of excitations, using a calculation
similar to 3d toric code, we analytically prove that the
binegativity spectrum of the Gibbs state is non-negative
(see Appendix.B 3 for details), indicating the equivalence
between PPT entanglement cost and entanglement neg-
ativity.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we explore the entanglement structure
of many-body systems via an operational meaningful
way from the perspective of quantum information theory.
Specifically, by computing the binegativity spectrum, we
show that the entanglement cost using PPT operations
for preparing a thermal Gibbs state of toric code models
is exactly given by entanglement negativity, which pro-
vides the first exact result on PPT entanglement cost for
topologically ordered states of matter at finite tempera-
ture. This is notable since quantifying entanglement cost
in mixed states is typically a challenging task, especially
for states relevant to many-body systems.

Two questions naturally arise from our work: (i) Given

that the toric code models at all temperatures have
non-negative binegativity spectrum, does such a result
carry over to Gibbs states of any stabilizer models? (ii)
Does the equivalence between entanglement negativity
and PPT entanglement cost hold true for the toric code
models under weak local perturbation? We leave these
questions for future study.

In this work, we did not address another aspect of
the operational meaning of entanglement, namely, the
distillable entanglement. In this regard, an important
question is whether entanglement cost and distillable en-
tanglement can coincide, which indicates the reversibility
of entanglement manipulation in quantum states. While
the answer is affirmative for pure states, mixed states are
typically irreversible. One notable exception is given by
the anti-symmetric Werner states whose PPT entangle-
ment cost equals PPT distillable entanglement[16]. It is
therefore a natural question in the future to explore the
structure of distillable entanglement for states relevant
to quantum phases of matter, such as Gibbs states of
topological stabilizer models.

Finally, we note that for states that violate the con-

dition
∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ ≥ 0, in general it is difficult to analyze

their PPT entanglement cost since optimization is re-
quired among all PPT-preserving operations. This issue
was recently addressed by Wang and Wilde[29, 30], who
proposed “κ-entanglement” as a mixed-state entangle-
ment measure, and proved that it is exactly equal to the
PPT entanglement cost. Notably, it can be efficiently
computed using the semi-definite programming without
needing to optimize over all possible PPT-preserving op-
erations. Therefore, such a quantity may potentially be
useful in understanding the PPT entanglement cost for
a wide range of quantum many-body systems.
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Appendix A: Calculation of binegativity spectrum in stabilizer models

Here we present a general framework for computing the binegativity spectrum, i.e. the eigenspectrum of
∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ for

stabilizer models at finite temperature[26, 27, 31]. Consider a set of commuting operators {θ̂i}, one defines a stabilizer

Hamiltonian Ĥ = −J
∑
i θ̂i, and the corresponding Gibbs state at inverse temperature β is

ρ̂ ∼ e−βĤ ∼
∏
i

(1 + tθ̂i) =
∑
{si}

∏
i

(tθ̂i)
si , (A1)

with t = tanh(βJ) and si ∈ {0, 1}. Now taking a partial transpose for a subregion A gives

ρ̂Γ ∼
∑
{si}

ψ({si})
∏
i

(tθ̂Γ
i )si , (A2)

where θ̂Γ
i is the partial transpose of the stabilizer θ̂i, and the sign ψ({si}) is determined by the anticommutation

relation among θ̂i in
∏
i θ̂
si
i when restricted on the subregion A. Specifically, defining θ̂i|A as the operator in θ̂i

supported non-trivially on A, we introduce a matrix C whose entry Cij = 0, 1 for [θ̂i|A, θ̂j |A] = 0 and {θ̂i|A, θ̂j |A} = 1

respectively. One finds that ψ({si}) = (−1)
∑
i<j siCijsj . Since θ̂Γ

j commutes with each other, the negativity spectrum

ρΓ, i.e. the eigenspectrum of ρ̂Γ, can be obtained by replacing θ̂Γ
i with θi ∈ {1,−1}:

ρΓ(T, {θi}) ∼
∑
{si}

ψ({si})
∏
i

(tθi)
si . (A3)

Given this result, one can express the partially transposed matrix ρ̂Γ in terms of the stabilizers {θ̂i}:

ρ̂Γ =
∑
{θi}

ρΓ(T, {θi})
∏
i

1 + θiθ̂
Γ
i

2
. (A4)

Taking the absolute value of the matrix gives

∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣ =

∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {θi})
∣∣∏
i

1 + θiθ̂
Γ
i

2
. (A5)

We can expand the projector
∏
i

1+θiθ̂
Γ
i

2 =
∑
{τi}

∏
i(θiθ̂

Γ
i )τi with τi ∈ {0, 1}. Taking a partial transpose gives

∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ =

∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {θi})
∣∣ ∑
{τi}

ψ({τi})
∏
i

(θiθ̂i)
τi

 (A6)

Now the binegativity spectrum
∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({gi}), i.e. the spectrum of

∣∣ρ̂Γ
∣∣Γ, can be obtained by replacing the stabilizer θ̂i

with gi = ±1:

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({gi}) =

∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {θi})
∣∣ ∑
{τi}

ψ({τi})
∏
i

(θigi)
τi

 =
∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {θi})
∣∣ρΓ(T = 0, {θigi}). (A7)

Alternatively, one can use the fact that
∑
{θi} =

∑
{θigi} to write the binegativity spectrum as

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({gi}) =

∑
{θi}

∣∣ρΓ(T, {giθi})
∣∣ρΓ(T = 0, {θi}). (A8)

Therefore, the negativity spectrum allows us to compute the binegativity spectrum.
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Appendix B: Calculation of binegativity spectrum in toric code models

Here we present details on the binegativity spectrum of d-dim toric code model for d = 2, 3, 4 at finite temperature.
As discussed in the main text, the sign of binegativity spectrum of Gibbs states for the entire system is solely
determined by the binegativity spectrum of the boundary part of Gibbs states. We will only focus on the latter, and
for notational simplicity, we will just use ρ instead of ρ∂ to denote it.

1. 2d toric code

The negativity spectrum of Gibbs state in 2d toric code is given by the correlation functions in the 1d Ising model

ρΓ({Ai, Bi}) ∼
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i e−KA

∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +βλB

∑L
i=1 Biτiτi+1 (B1)

with KA ≡ − log [tanh(βλA)] and τi = ±1.

a. One type of excitations forbidden

When one type of excitations in the toric code is forbidden by taking either λA →∞ or λB →∞, we analytically
show that the binegativity spectrum is non-negative. Below we present the derivation as λB →∞, and we note that
the result as λA →∞ trivially follows due to the duality between two types of excitations.

For λB →∞, only the frustration-free τi spin configurations contribute:

ρΓ({Ai, Bi}) ∼
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i e−KA

∑L
i=1

1−τi
2

∏
i

δ(Biτiτi+1 = 1), (B2)

where the constraint
∏
i δ(Biτiτi+1 = 1) implicitly implies that {Bi} should satisfy the condition

∏L
i=1Bi = 1. In

addition, the frustration-free condition suggests that only two {τi} configurations related by a global Z2 spin flip are
allowed so the negativity spectrum reads

ρΓ({Ai, Bi}) ∼
∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i e−KA

∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

∏
i

(−τi)
1−Ai

2 e−KA
∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

=
∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i

[
e−KA

∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

∏
i

(−1)
1−Ai

2 e−KA
∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

]
,

(B3)

where {τi} are determined by {Bi} so that Biτiτi+1 = 1. Using the above negativity spectrum, one can derive the
binegativity spectrum

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bi}) =

∑
{Ai,Bi}

∣∣ρΓ({aiAi, biBi}, T )
∣∣ρΓ({Ai, Bi}, T = 0)

∼
∑
{Ai,Bi}

∣∣∣∣∣e−KA∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

∏
i

(−1)
1−aiAi

2 e−KA
∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

∣∣∣∣∣∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

[
1 +

∏
i

(−1)
1−Ai

2

]
,

(B4)

where we note that {σi} configuration is determined from the Bi configuration as σ2 = σ1B1, σ3 = σ1B1B2, · · · , σi =

σ1

∏i−1
j=1Bj . Similarly, {τi} satisfies biBiτiτi+1 = biσiσi+1τiτi+1 = 1. Since {σi} is fixed by {Bi} (up to a global spin

flip), summing over {Bi} is equivalent to summing {σi}:

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bi}) ∼

∑
{Ai,σi}

∣∣∣∣∣e−KA∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

∏
i

(−1)
1−aiAi

2 e−KA
∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

∣∣∣∣∣∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

[
1 +

∏
i

(−1)
1−Ai

2

]
, (B5)
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Since the term
[
1 +

∏
i(−1)

1−Ai
2

]
imposes a constraint that

∏L
i=1Ai = 1, the phase factor

∏
i(−1)

1−aiAi
2 =∏

i(aiAi) =
∏
i ai, and the binegativity spectrum follows

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bi}) ∼

∑
{Ai,σi}

∣∣∣∣∣e−KA∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

(∏
i

ai

)
e−KA

∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

∣∣∣∣∣∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

[
1 +

∏
i

(−1)
1−Ai

2

]
, (B6)

Since
∣∣∣e−KA∑L

i=1
1−τi

2 + (
∏
i ai) e

−KA
∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

∣∣∣ satisfy the Z2 symmetry under σi → −σi, the quantity
∏
i σ

1−Ai
2

i

must obey the symmetry as well in order to have non-zero contribution after summing over {σi}. This implies the

number of σi in
∏
i σ

1−Ai
2

i should be even, meaning the condition
∏
iAi = 1 has implicitly satisfied, and the projector[

1 +
∏
i(−1)

1−Ai
2

]
can be removed. Therefore,

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bi}) ∼

∑
{Ai,σi}

∣∣∣∣∣e−KA∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

(∏
i

ai

)
e−KA

∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

∣∣∣∣∣∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

=
∑
{σi}

∣∣∣∣∣e−KA∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

(∏
i

ai

)
e−KA

∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

∣∣∣∣∣∏
i

(1 + σi) ≥ 0.

(B7)

b. Both types of excitations allowed

If one allows both charges at finite temperature (i.e. λA, λB = O(1)), we are unable to analytically compute the
binegativity spectrum. However, since the negativity spectrum is given by the correlation functions in 1d Ising model,
we employ a standard transfer matrix method to compute negativity spectrum, from which we numerically verify that
the binegativity spectrum remains non-negative all temperatures.

2. 3d toric code

The negativity spectrum in the 3d toric code is given by the correlation functions of the 2d Ising model, where {Ai}
and {Bij} determine the insertion of τi spin variables and the sign of coupling betwen neighboring spins:

ρΓ({Ai, Bij}) ∼
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i e−KA

∑
i

1−τi
2 +βλB

∑
〈ij〉 Bijτiτj (B8)

with KA = − log [tanh(βλA)].

a. Loop-like excitations forbidden

Taking the limit λB →∞ to forbid loop-like excitations, the negativity spectrum is given by

ρΓ({Ai, Bij}) ∼
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i e−KA

∑
i

1−τi
2

∏
〈ij〉

δ(Bijτiτj = 1). (B9)

where the delta function constraint means only the frustration-free τi spin configurations will be allowed. As a result,
only two {τi} configurations related by a global Z2 spin flip need to be considered, giving the negativity spectrum

ρΓ({Ai, Bij}) ∼
∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i e−KA

∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

∏
i

(−τi)
1−Ai

2 e−KA
∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

=
∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i

[
e−KA

∑L
i=1

1−τi
2 +

∏
i

(−1)
1−Ai

2 e−KA
∑L
i=1

1+τi
2

] (B10)

One notices that the negativity spectrum is exactly the same as the one in the 2d toric code when forbidding one
type of charges. As a result, the 3d toric code with loop-like excitations has non-negative binegativity spectrum.
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b. Point-like excitations forbidden

Taking the limit λA →∞ to forbid point-like charges, the negativity spectrum is given by

ρΓ({Ai, Bij}, T ) ∼
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−Ai

2
i eβλB

∑
〈ij〉 Bijτiτj (B11)

It follows that the benegativity spectrum is

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bij}) =

∑
{Ai,Bij}

∣∣ρΓ({aiAi, bijBij}, T )
∣∣ρΓ({Ai, Bij}, T = 0)

∼
∑

{Ai,Bij}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−aiAi

2
i eβλB

∑
〈ij〉 bijBijτiτj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{σi}

∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

∏
〈ij〉

δ(Bijσiσj = 1)

(B12)

where δ(Bijσiσj = 1) =
1+Bijσiσj

2 . Note that such a constraint implicitly implies that the product of four Bij on the
boundary of a plaquette is one, i.e.

∏
〈ij〉∈∂pBij = 1, and therefore one can write Bij = gigj by introducing the dual

variable gi living on sites. Consequently,

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bij}) ∼

∑
{Ai,gi}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−aiAi

2
i eβλB

∑
〈ij〉 bijgigjτiτj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{σi}

∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

∏
〈ij〉

δ(gigjσiσj = 1)

=
∑
{Ai}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−aiAi

2
i eβλB

∑
〈ij〉 bijτiτj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{gi}

∑
{σi}

∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

∏
〈ij〉

δ(gigjσiσj = 1).

(B13)

Now we analyze the term
∑
{gi}

∑
{σi}

∏
i σ

1−Ai
2

i

∏
〈ij〉 δ(gigjσiσj = 1). For a given fixed {gi} configuration, there are

two allowed {σi} configurations related by a global spin flip, and therefore
∑
{σi}

∏
i σ

1−Ai
2

i

∏
〈ij〉 δ(gigjσiσj = 1) =[∏

i σ
1−Ai

2
i +

∏
i(−σi)

1−Ai
2

]∏
〈ij〉 δ(gigjσiσj = 1) =

∏
i σ

1−Ai
2

i (1 +
∏
iAi)

∏
〈ij〉 δ(gigjσiσj = 1). As

∏
iAi is fixed at

one,
∏
i σ

1−Ai
2

i must involve even number of spins, and via the constraint
∏
〈ij〉 δ(gigjσiσj = 1), we can replace σi by

gi. As a result,

∑
{gi}

∑
{σi}

∏
i

σ
1−Ai

2
i

∏
〈ij〉

δ(gigjσiσj = 1) =
∑
{gi}

∏
i

g
1−Ai

2
i (1+

∏
i

Ai) =
∏
i

(1+(−1)
1−Ai

2 )(1+
∏
i

Ai) ∼
∏
i

(1+Ai), (B14)

which is simply a projector to enforce Ai = 1 for all i. It follows that

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({ai, bij}) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τi}

∏
i

τ
1−ai

2
i eβλB

∑
〈ij〉 bijτiτj

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ 0. (B15)

3. 4d toric code

In the 4d toric code, the boundary stabilizers are Al and Bp operators living on links and plaquettes in 3d lattice,
and the negativity spectrum is given by the Wilson loops of τl spins living on links in the 3d classical Ising gauge
theory coupled to matter fields:

ρΓ({Al, Bp}, T ) ∼
∑
{τl}

∏
l

τ
1−Al

2

l e−KA
∑
l

1−τl
2 +βλB

∑
p Bp

∏
l∈∂p τl (B16)
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with KA = − log[tanh(βλA)], and {Al} and {Bp} determining spin insertions and the sign of coupling between τl
spins.

Below we show that the binegativity spectrum of the 4d toric code is non-negative when one type of excitations is
forbidden at all temperatures (i.e. either βλA →∞ or βλB →∞). We present the calculation as βλA →∞, and we
note that the result as βλB →∞ trivially follows due to the duality between two types of excitations.

As βλA →∞, i.e. KA = 0, the matter fields are absent, giving the negativity spectrum:

ρΓ({Al, Bp}, T ) ∼
∑
{τl}

∏
l

τ
1−Al

2

l eβλB
∑
p Bp

∏
l∈∂p τl . (B17)

It follows that the benegativity spectrum is

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({al, bp}) =

∑
{Al,Bp}

∣∣ρΓ({alAl, bpBp}, T )
∣∣ρΓ({Al, Bp}, T = 0)

∼
∑
{Al,Bp}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τl}

∏
l

τ
1−alAl

2

l eβλB
∑
p bpBp

∏
l∈∂p τl

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{σl}

∏
l

σ
1−Al

2

l

∏
p

δ(Bp
∏
l∈∂p

σl = 1)

(B18)

where δ(Bp
∏
l∈∂p σl = 1) =

1+Bp
∏
l∈∂p σl

2 . Note that such a constraint implicitly implies that the product of six Bp
on the boundary of the cube c is an identity, and therefore one can write Bp =

∏
l∈∂p gl by introducing the dual

variable gl defined on links. Consequently,

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({al, bp}) ∼

∑
{Al,gl}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τl}

∏
l

τ
1−alAl

2

l eβλB
∑
p

∏
l∈∂p(glτl)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{σl}

∏
l

σ
1−Al

2

l

∏
p

δ(
∏
l∈∂p

(glσl) = 1)

∼
∑
{Al}

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τl}

∏
l

τ
1−alAl

2

l eβλB
∑
p

∏
l∈∂p τl

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{gl}

∑
{σl}

∏
l

σ
1−Al

2

l

∏
p

δ(
∏
l∈∂p

(glσl) = 1)

(B19)

Now we analyze the following term∑
{gl}

∑
{σl}

∏
l

σ
1−Al

2

l

∏
p

δ(
∏
l∈∂p

(glσl) = 1) =
∑
{gl}

∑
{σl}

∏
l

(glσl)
1−Al

2

∏
p

δ(
∏
l∈∂p

σl = 1)

=
∑
{σl}

∏
l

σ
1−Al

2

l

∏
p

δ(
∏
l∈∂p

σl = 1)
∏
l

(1 +Al)

=
∑
{σl}

∏
p

δ(
∏
l∈∂p

σl = 1)
∏
l

(1 +Al).

(B20)

Using this result, the binegativity spectrum reads

∣∣ρΓ
∣∣Γ({al, bp}) ∼

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{τl}

∏
l

τ
1−al

2

l eβλB
∑
p

∏
l∈∂p τl

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
{σl}

∏
p

δ(
∏
l∈∂p

σl = 1)
∏
l

(1 +Al) ≥ 0. (B21)

Therefore the 4d toric code with one type of excitations forbidden has a non-negative binegativity spectrum at any
temperatures.
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