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The exploration of topologically-ordered states of matter is a long-standing goal at the interface of
several subfields of the physical sciences. Such states feature intriguing physical properties such as
long-range entanglement, emergent gauge fields and non-local correlations, and can aid in realization
of scalable fault-tolerant quantum computation. However, these same features also make creation,
detection, and characterization of topologically-ordered states particularly challenging. Motivated
by recent experimental demonstrations, we introduce a new approach for quantifying topological
states—locally error-corrected decoration (LED)—by combining methods of error correction with
ideas of renormalization-group flow. Our approach allows for efficient and robust identification of
topological order, and is applicable in the presence of incoherent noise sources, making it particularly
suitable for realistic experiments. We demonstrate the power of LED using numerical simulations
of the toric code under a variety of perturbations, and we subsequently apply it to an experimental
realization of a quantum spin liquid using a Rydberg-atom quantum simulator. Extensions to the
characterization of other exotic states of matter are discussed.

Topological order is an exotic state of matter, which
can occur when quantum fluctuations and local constraints stabilize a state with long-range entanglement [1]. With their non-local correlations, topologicallyordered states feature remarkable properties and can be
used for protecting quantum information non-locally [1–
3]. Yet, because these states appear to be liquid-like
at short length-scales [4], they cannot be identified or
characterized using any local order parameters. Instead,
the canonical approach to discern topological order is to
measure operators supported on large closed loops, the
Wilson loops [1, 5–7]. However, such operators are often
challenging to identify or measure: while they have simple forms in certain fixed-point models, this is generally
not the case for states realized experimentally. This is
because experimental systems are typically affected by
coherent perturbations generated by realistic Hamiltonians, or incoherent noise due to coupling with the environment (e.g., single qubit-flips or spontaneous emission).
In these cases, the expectation values of the simple or
‘bare’ Wilson loop operators described above decay exponentially with the length of the loop, which hinders
the experimental certification of topological order.
To address these challenges, several methods have been
developed to construct ‘fattened’ Wilson loops which
do not decay with loop size. These include a systematic method utilizing quasi-adiabatic connections to the
fixed-point models [5], as well as variational and tensornetwork-based approaches [9–12]. Nevertheless, these
methods are challenging to apply in realistic experiments, especially in the presence of decoherence and
noise. Other signatures, such as topological entanglement entropy [13, 14] are likewise difficult to measure in

large systems.
Motivated by these considerations, we introduce a systematic method to construct and efficiently measure ‘decorated’ Wilson loop operators, a variant of the fattened
loop operators. Our method, locally error-corrected decoration (LED), leverages the error-correcting properties of
the topological phase [3, 8, 15], and is also applicable to
mixed states with incoherent noise. With a distinctive,
hierarchical structure (Figure 1b), LED mimics the classification of quantum phases using RG flow [16, 17]. For
Z2 topological order, LED can be performed efficiently
using classical post-processing of experimental measurements in a few fixed bases. These properties make LED
applicable to a wide range of experiments where the prepared state is known to approximate a fixed-point state
with zero correlation length [50], and it allows for the
verification of topological order at large length-scales,
which is particularly challenging or impossible using conventional methods. In what follows, we demonstrate
the power of the method by simulating perturbed toric
code states generated using an efficient 2D tensor network sampling algorithm, and subsequently apply it to
analyze the topologically-ordered states created in recent
Rydberg atom array experiments [18].

LED APPROACH

The key idea of LED can be understood by considering
Kitaev’s toric code model, a canonical example of topological order. Specifically, we consider qubits localized on
the edges of a square lattice, and the ideal, fixed-point
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FIG. 1: Detecting topological phases via LED. (a) In the absence of perturbations, a topologically-ordered state with zero correlation length such as Kitaev’s toric code state [8] is characterized by +1 expectation values of ‘bare’ Wilson loop operators,
which are typically tensor products of single-site operators (dotted blue loop). In realistic systems, however, coherent perturbations give rise to virtual anyon pairs (red dots/straight lines), and incoherent errors introduce physical anyon pairs (orange
dots/wavy lines); this causes the expectation value of bare Wilson operators to decay exponentially with the loop’s perimeter.
To account for these local fluctuations, one can measure ‘fattened’ Wilson operators supported on an annulus (blue); the LED
loops constitute one realization of this. (b) LED method to measure decorated Wilson loop observables for Z2 topological order:
given an experimental snapshot of all qubits in the Z or X basis, one can obtain values for all stabilizer operators in that basis,
thereby identifying the locations of all e or m anyons, respectively. Here, the qubits live on the links of the square lattice, and
stabilizers are associated with vertices. In the first step, neighboring anyons are paired using a local decoder (dashed pairings),
and each pair is removed by flipping the value(s) of qubit(s) lying on a path of minimal length connecting the two anyons;
subsequently, the lattice is coarse-grained so that only a fraction of the original qubits remain. These two steps are iterated n
times (here, n = 2), after which a bare Wilson loop is evaluated on the final, coarse-grained state. (c) The final, bare Wilson
loop operator evaluated on the final state is equivalent to decorated Wilson loop operators evaluated at earlier iterations.

Hamiltonian is defined as [8]:
X
X
HTC = −J
Av − J
Bp
v

(1)

p

Q
Q
where Av = i∈adj(v) Xi , Bp = i∈adj(p) Zi , and adj(v)
(resp., adj(p)) denote the set of edges touching a given
vertex v (plaquette p) of the lattice. The ground state
space, given by the simultaneous +1 eigenspace of all
stabilizer operators {Av , Bp }, forms a quantum errorcorrecting code: all local operators either act trivially
on ground states or couple them to excited states [8]. By
measuring the stabilizers, one can detect the presence of
excitations and apply a recovery procedure to return the
system back to this ground state space.
In this model, contractible Wilson loops can be constructed by multiplying stabilizers Av (Bp ), so their expectation values in any ground state of HTC are +1, independent of loop size. However, in realistic situations, the

prepared state differs from the fixed-point state by local
fluctuations such as coherent perturbations and incoherent errors (Figure 1a). This causes bare Wilson loops to
decay exponentially with the number of locations where
a fluctuation can intersect the loop (i.e., its perimeter).
Our LED approach begins with a measurement of all
qubits in the same (Pauli-Z or Pauli-X) basis. For each
measurement snapshot, one can calculate the stabilizer
and Wilson loop values. Local fluctuations appear as stabilizer violations, which are identified with anyonic excitations [8] (Figure 1b). A local decoder partially removes
such fluctuations by flipping measured qubits using only
nearby stabilizer values. The simplest such local decoder
can remove single-qubit errors, by flipping a qubit if and
only if both adjacent vertices (resp., plaquettes) are occupied by an m (e-anyon). However, it cannot remove
higher-weight errors, which flip two or more adjacent
qubits. After correction, the lattice is coarse-grained,
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which can be also done efficiently on measurement snapshots (see Methods). Together, the anyon-pairing and
coarse-graining steps are repeated for n layers. Crucially,
the weight of uncorrected errors is reduced in each layer,
so that all local errors eventually become single-qubit errors which can be corrected by the decoder; this mimics
a real-space RG flow towards the fluctuation-free fixedpoint state (see Methods). Finally, a bare Wilson loop is
measured on the final, corrected and coarse-grained state
(Figure 1b).
This bare Wilson loop operator measured on the final
state is equivalent to a decorated Wilson loop operator
measured on the original state (see Methods). In particular, this operator is determined solely by the fixedpoint state and is independent of the specific fluctuations
in the relevant system; this crucially differentiates LED
from prior approaches to construct fattened loop operators [5, 9, 10]. Moreover, all steps in LED can be performed in post-processing (see Methods), making LED
uniquely suited for integration into experimental measurement procedures.
The hierarchical LED procedure is also inspired by
the quantum convolutional neural network (QCNN) approach to phase classification, and the decorated Wilson
loop operators resembles the “multiscale string order parameter” studied in Ref. [19]. However, in this context,
the LED framework is more general, as the hierarchical procedure shown in Figure 1 is merely one way of
constructing LED Wilson operators of a particular diameter L and correction distance d (Figure 2a) [51].
More generally, given a desired value of d, one can construct the associated LED Wilson operators by choosing
a local decoder which pairs anyons up to distance d (see
Methods). The construction of Fig. 1b, with alternating
local-decoding and coarse-graining layers, is a particularly efficient way to construct local decoders and LED
loops with longer-range (e.g. d, L ∝ 2n ).
NUMERICAL DETECTION OF TOPOLOGICAL
ORDER WITH COHERENT PERTURBATIONS

To demonstrate the applicability of LED for coherent
local perturbations to HTC , we consider a family of states
|ψ(gX , gZ )i =

1 gX Pi Xi +gZ Pi Zi
e
|ψTC i ,
N

(2)

generated by imaginary-time evolution of a toric code
ground state |ψTC i. As each operator Zi (resp., Xi ) creates a pair of m anyons (e anyons), |ψ(gX , gZ )i contains
virtual anyon fluctuations on top of |ψTC i. In the special
case where gX = 0, topological order is known to survive
for perturbations gZ ≤ gc = 0.220343, beyond which the
m-anyons condense, driving a second-order phase transition into the Z paramagnet state [20]. More generally, |ψ(gX 6= 0, gZ 6= 0)i is also topologically-ordered for

small gX and gZ , but the transitions to paramagnetic
phases can occur at points which differ from gc .
In testing LED, we numerically simulate projective
measurements of |ψ(gX , gZ )i and use them as the input “experimental snapshot” in Figure 1b (see Methods).
Figure 2b shows the value of the LED order parameter
for a trivial and a topological state with gZ = 0.14, when
n is varied (and d, L ∝ 2n ). Clearly, the order parameter stays at 0 for the trivial state, but increases from a
small, finite value to one for the topological state as n
is increased. Similar behavior is also observed throughout a one-dimensional parameter space in Figures 2c and
2d, whenever the correction distance d is increased, while
keeping d  L to prevent overcorrection (see Methods).
Importantly, amplification occurs only if the input state
is topological, and the order parameter approaches 0 for
all trivial states.
Another important set of observables for characterizing topological order are X and Z open string operators,
which detect the transition from the topological phase
to the trivial, paramagnet phase. Because LED Wilson Z-loop operators (resp., X-loop operators) are linear combinations of Z (X) closed loops supported on an
annulus, they anti-commute with conjugate X (Z) open
strings connecting the interior and exterior of the annulus. As such, the expectation value of long, open strings
must flow to zero in the topological phase, where closedloop LED operators flow to unity with increasing d [52].
The topological-to-trivial phase transition occurs when
long, open X or Z strings acquire non-zero expectation
value, due to the condensation of m or e anyons, respectively. Indeed, deep in the paramagnetic phase the state
limgx →∞ |(gx , gz )i is polarized along the X direction, and
X open strings become unity. However, at generic points
in the trivial phase, open strings also decay exponentially
with length, due to local fluctuations of the opposite type
(e or m anyons, respectively); nevertheless, LED can still
amplify the trivial order signaled by open strings by removing the effect of local fluctuations. This behavior
is demonstrated in our numerical simulations: in Figure 2e,f, open string expectation values stay at 0 in the
topological phase, but are amplified and saturate to a
non-zero value in the trivial (paramagnetic) phase.
Let us note that the boundary dividing the states
whose LED operators approach zero and one does not
necessarily correspond to the topological phase boundary: in general, it depends on the choice of decoder and
coarse-graining length-scale. For instance, this is observed in Figure 2g, where closed loops are nearly one
after n = 3 layers for a large region within, but not fully
encompassing, the topological phase. Nevertheless, we
show that any state with LED Wilson loops flowing to
unity at large d and L is topologically-ordered—that is,
LED gives rise to a new sufficient condition or witness
for topological order, even if it is not always a necessary
condition (see Methods). Thus, because LED amplifies
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FIG. 2: Numerical demonstration with coherently perturbed toric code states. (a) In a general construction of our LED Wilson
loop operator, we use a local decoder which pairs anyons within a region of radius d (blue annulus). Conjugate LED open
string operators (red stripe) anti-commute with Wilson loops, and hence must vanish in the topological phase. (b) Order
parameter hXloop ihZloop i for a trivial state (gZ = 0.0, gX = 0.26) and a topological state (gZ = 0.12, gX = 0.12), upon varying
n, using a distance-four patch decoder and coarse-graining blocksize two respectively (see Methods). (c) Output at different n
along the gZ = 0.14 line of the phase diagram. Gray dotted line is conjectured phase transition region. (d) Expectation values
of generic LED Wilson loops with the same diameter L, using the pairing decoder (d = 1) and distance-four patch decoder
(d = 2) without coarse-graining. (e,f) Corresponding expectation values of bare and decorated open string operators. (g) Order
parameter values constructed from bare Wilson loops (n = 0) and LED Wilson loops (n = 3), using the same LED procedure as
(c,e), across varying values of (gX , gZ ). Dark gray regions are numerical estimates for the phase boundary between topological
and trivial (Methods). Light gray regions correspond to locations where sampling is expensive due to large correlation length.

the contrast between trivial states and a large class of
topological states, it lowers the sample complexity of detecting topological order. This means that a statistically
significant, nonzero expectation value of the order parameter can be obtained using substantially fewer experimental repetitions [19, 21] (see Methods).

EFFECT OF INCOHERENT ERRORS

We next demonstrate the application of LED in the
presence of incoherent local noise such as spontaneous
emission or dephasing, which commonly occur in experiments. Because local decoders can recover topologically
encoded information in the presence of small, local error channels [13, 15] it is reasonable to ask whether the
mixed states prepared in these systems exhibit topological ordering.
To study such examples, we introduce incoherent bitand phase-flip errors by independently flipping, with
probability pflip , each measured qubit in a snapshot of
|ψ(gX , gZ )i. Here, we associate topological order with
states that can be transformed into a ground state of
HTC via local operations. Our analysis then suggests
that the resulting mixed-state phase space contains a Z2 topological phase, a Z-paramagnet, an X-paramagnet,
and a disordered phase with large incoherent error rates.

However, it is especially difficult to distinguish the topological and disordered phases using measurements of bare
operators alone: in both phases, open strings remain
close to zero, while bare Wilson loops decay exponentially
with perimeter as e−αL , where the exponent α interpolates smoothly between the phases (Figure 3a,b). This is
in contrast to the paramagnet phases, where closed loops
exhibit similar behavior, but certain open strings decay
with the same exponent α as the closed loops [22].
However, upon studying the behavior of LED operators, one finds that the mixed-state phase space exhibits
two qualitatively different regimes (Figure 3b). Upon
increasing d, LED reduces α to 0 in the ‘correctable’
regime, while α grows in the ‘uncorrectable’ regime. Further, correctable states with small pflip are connected to
topologically-ordered pure states, suggesting these mixed
states are topologically-ordered as well. Indeed, we show
theoretically that any state in the correctable regime has
long-range topological order at least up to distances of
order L − d (see Methods). Thus, LED enables a more
efficient and accurate detection of topological order.
The ability of LED to distinguish between the topological and disordered phases can be understood by analogy
to quantum error correction. Conceptually, since any
given LED loop operator is supported on an annulus,
we can consider this operator as being embedded in a
surface code on this annulus with open boundary con-
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FIG. 3: Application to mixed states. (a) Without error correction, generic points in the topological and trivial, disordered
phase (gZ = 0.12, gX = 0.18, pflip = 0.0 and gZ = 0.06, gX = 0.0, pflip = 0.11 resp. shown in the plot) appear very similar
qualitatively, as closed loops decay exponentially with loop perimeter in both cases, while open strings remain close to zero
(see Methods). In contrast, in the trivial, paramagnet phase (gZ = 0.32, gX = 0.2, pflip = 0), open loops decay with the
same perimeter-law as closed loops. (b) gZ = 0.14 slice of mixed state phase diagram, containing topological, disordered,
and X-paramagnetic phases. These phases are associated with fixed-point states gx = gz = pflip = 0, gz → ∞, gx → ∞, and
pflip → 0.5, respectively. The flow of the closed-loop decay exponent α under LED provides a sharp divider between two kinds
of perimeter-law decay, observed in different regimes of the mixed-state phase diagram. (c) In the uncorrectable regime (i),
the local decoder of LED pairs anyons incorrectly, resulting in perimeter-law decay with large α in disordered and paramagnet
phases. Moreover, the probability of such an incorrect pairing can increase with the number n of LED iterations. Here,
the black pairings are made by LED at or before one specific value of n, and gray pairings are made upon performing one
additional LED iteration. In the correctable (topological) regime (ii), increasing n can reduce α to zero, as fluctuations of
higher characteristic length ξ can be reliably corrected using only local information. In the conceptual framework where an
LED operator is embedded in a surface code on an annulus (see Figure 2a), incorrect pairings corresponds to logical errors (e.g.
XL ). (d) Expectation values of LED loop observables upon increasing n (d, L ∝ 2n ), in thermal states of varying temperatures
(between 0 and 0.35, with darker colors indicating higher temperatures) and pflip = 0.02.

ditions, which supports a logical qubit. For example, in
considering an LED Z-loop as in Figure 2a, the LED loop
operator corresponds to the logical-Z operator for this
qubit after applying error correction. Meanwhile, any
X-string connecting the interior of the annulus to the
exterior corresponds to a logical-X operator, as it anticommutes with the logical-Z operator. In this framework, the decay rate α of Wilson loops corresponds to a
local logical error rate per unit length, and in the correctable phase, LED-based decoding succeeds with high
probability as long as the code distance d is sufficiently
large (Figure 3c). However, in the uncorrectable phase,
such as when pflip is above the error correction threshold
or when long, open strings condense in a paramagnetic
phase, decoding cannot correctly pair anyons, resulting
in a high rate of logical errors [15].
The above results are deeply rooted in the stability
of topological order against local perturbations. In contrast, any finite temperature destroys long-range topological order as it leads to freely propagating thermal
anyons. In Figure 3d, we consider the toric code model

at finite temperature, with local incoherent errors, and
find that the LED loop operators indeed approach zero
upon increasing n. Interestingly, their expectation values
flow non-monotonically: the loops are amplified at small
n before eventually turning to 0. This occurs because of a
competition between two effects: thermal anyons are uncorrectable, so their density accumulates under RG flow;
however, local fluctuations are corrected at early layers,
which initially amplifies LED loop expectation values.
Because loops at different n probe correlations at different length-scales, the turning point in these curves can
be used to identify the characteristic length-scale of separation between thermal anyons, or equivalently, the system’s temperature.

EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION IN
RYDBERG ATOM ARRAYS

We now demonstrate the use of LED for characterization of topological order in a recent experimental real-
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FIG. 4: Enhancing experimental detection of Z2 spin liquid.
(a,d) In the experiment [18], 219 qubits are placed on the
links of a kagome lattice. Upon applying LED, the Z and
X closed-loop observables are amplified for certain ranges of
∆/Ω. The shaded purple regions show the support of large,
decorated Wilson loops with d = 1. (b,e) Expectation value
of Wilson loops depicted in (a,c) for different correction layers
n. Plotted error bars (shaded regions) show expected variation (one standard deviation) of the mean. The regime in
which both types of loops are amplified corresponds to the
spin-liquid regime identified in Ref. [18] (shaded blue region).
(c,f) The behavior of expectation values of open Z- and Xstrings under LED further confirms our findings, as both types
of open strings stay at 0 in the spin-liquid regime. Here, the
measured open strings are half of the Wilson loops. By considering the behavior of all types of loops and strings—closed
and open, Z and X—we find that there are four regimes (IIV), corresponding to four phases: (I) Z paramagnet, (II)
X paramagnet, (III) topological spin liquid (blue), and (IV)
a phase which is consistent with strong decoherence effects
(gray). In our analysis, the progression from Regime (III) to
(IV) appears to be smooth.

ization of a Z2 -spin liquid on a 219-qubit programmable
quantum simulator [18]. In the experiment, qubits are
encoded in ground states and n = 70 Rydberg states of
neutral 87 Rb atoms and placed in an array on the links
of a kagome lattice (Figure 4). This model maps onto a
dimer model, where each Rydberg atom can be viewed as
a dimer covering the two adjacent vertices of the kagome
lattice [23]: the Rydberg blockade interaction between
nearby atoms enforces a “dimer constraint” by preventing, with high probability, any vertex from being covered
by more than one dimer [24].
This dimer model is predicted to support a Z2 -

topologically-ordered state of the resonating valence
bond (RVB) type, involving the equally-weighted superposition of all dimer coverings [23, 25, 26]. In this
model, Z-stabilizers are given by (−1) times the product of single-qubit Z-operators on the edges touching
a vertex, X-stabilizers are given by the product of offdiagonal operators supported on the triangles bordering
a hexagon (see Methods), and the RVB state forms a
fixed-point state. An e (resp., m) anyon arises when a Z
(X) stabilizer is violated [27–29] [53].
In the experiment, a topologically-ordered state is
prepared by quasi-adiabatically adjusting the detuning
∆ and Rabi frequency Ω of a global laser drive [18].
The onset of topological order is observed by studying the expectation values of Wilson loops and open
strings [18, 22, 23, 30, 31]. A state consistent with Z2
topological order emerges when using a quasi-adiabatic
sweep from initial ∆/Ω < 0 to a final value of ∆/Ω in
<
the range 3.3 <
∼ ∆/Ω ∼ 4.5. In practice, several factors
make quantitative characterization of such states difficult, as they cause the prepared state to differ from the
ideal fixed-point state for the dimer model. In particular, the Rydberg interaction Hamiltonian is only an
approximation of the parent Hamiltonian of the fixedpoint state [54]. Moreover, the finite speed of the detuning ramp and experimental imperfections (e.g., offresonant scattering, laser phase noise, spontaneous emission events) also modify the experimentally created state.
These factors correspond to both coherent and incoherent perturbations, similar to those considered in our toric
code simulations. As a result, while topological order
can be discerned at modest length-scales, the expectation values of large, bare Wilson loop observables have
nearly vanishing signal for almost all final values of ∆/Ω
(Figure 4b,e).
To circumvent these imperfections, we measure LED
loops on the experimentally prepared states. Due to
the limited experimental system size, it is not possible
to consider loops which strictly satisfy the limit where
ξ  d  L, resulting in relatively small expectation values for the LED loop operators. Nonetheless, we clearly
observe a range of values of ∆/Ω where both Z- and Xloops are amplified, which corresponds to the spin-liquid
interval identified in Ref. [18] (blue shaded region in Figure 4). In particular, some of the largest loops within
the system acquire non-zero expectation values in this
parameter regime. To further confirm our findings in this
intermediate system size setting, we examine the behavior of open Z- and X-strings under LED; upon considering the flow of all types of loop and string operators—
closed and open, Z and X—we find that there are four
regimes (I-IV). Regimes I, II, and III correspond to the
Z-paramagnet, X-paramagnet, and spin-liquid regime, in
agreement with the experimental paper [18]. We emphasize that our analysis of Regime III goes beyond that
of [18], showing non-trivial coherence in closed loops at
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significantly longer length-scales. In Regime IV, our
analysis appears to be consistent with a decoherencedominated disordered phase, instead of a valence-bond
solid (VBS) phase, predicted for the ground state. In
particular, we find that the amplification of X-loops continuously decreases, without any amplification of open
Z-strings. This is analogous to the disordered part of
the mixed-state phase diagram (Figure 3c), which has a
high density of dephasing (Z) errors.

OUTLOOK

These results demonstrate that our LED method constitutes a promising approach to enhance the detection
and characterization of topological order. Several generalizations and future avenues can be considered. For
example, while our present work analyzes a spin-liquid
state prepared using a Rydberg-atom quantum simulator, LED is also directly applicable to other quantum
simulation and computation platforms, such as superconducting qubits [32] or trapped ions [33]. Moreover, while
our current analysis uses classical post-processing of Zand X-basis experimental snapshots, it can be mapped to
a quantum circuit model within the QCNN framework of
Ref. [19]. Such a quantum circuit can allow for simultaneous measurement of both Z- and X-basis decorated loop
operators in each experimental repetition. Furthermore,
the variational framework of QCNN circuits can enable
adaptive measurement procedures, which can better accommodate states differing from the fixed-point by large
quasi-local unitary rotations. Another promising direction is to study the relationship between the “correctability” of states in our mixed-state phase diagram (Figure 3c) and other methods of studying topological order
in mixed states, such as entanglement negativity [12, 34–
36]. In particular, it could be intriguing to further explore
the dependence of the correctable regime on the choice of
local error correction and/or coarse-graining procedure.
Finally, while our approach can be directly applied to any
abelian topological phase described by the quantum double of a finite abelian group [8], it could be interesting to
consider more exotic topological phases, such as fracton
phases, non-abelian topological orders, or gauge theories
with continuous gauge groups [29, 37]. Such methods can
then become indispensable parts of quantum simulation
toolboxes for understanding exotic states of entangled
quantum matter.

METHODS
Numerical Simulations for the Toric Code

In this section, we explain how the numerical simulations underlying Figures 2 and 3 are performed. We begin

by constructing a projected entangled pair state (PEPS)
representation of the exact toric code ground state [38].
This construction utilizes a parity tensor P defined as
(
1 if i + j + k + l = 0 mod 2
(3)
Pijkl =
0 otherwise
where each index i, j, k, l ∈ {0, 1} (i.e., the tensor P has
bond dimension two). Because the toric code is defined
with qubits on the links of a square lattice, our PEPS
representation of the state has one PEPS tensor with
two physical indices per unit cell. Letting p, q be the
physical indices and ijkl be the virtual indices, the toric
p q
code PEPS tensor A is then given by Apq
ijkl = δi δj Pijkl .
Our perturbed states |ψ(gX , gZ )i are constructed from
the toric code state by applying imaginary time evolution
to each site L(gX , gZ ) = egX X+gZ Z :
X
0 0
q
A(gX , gZ )pq
L(gX , gZ )pp0 L(gX , gZ )qq0 Apijkl
. (4)
ijkl =
p0 ,q 0

Notice that this operation does not change the PEPS
bond dimension, thereby allowing for efficient simulation.
Our goal is to simulate projective Z-basis measurements to serve as the “experimental snapshot” input
in Figure 1b. The key ingredient which enables efficient sampling is an algorithm for efficiently computing
marginal and conditional probabilities. To illustrate how
the algorithm works, consider the following procedure.
We first label every unit cell by its coordinate (x, y).
There are four possible measurement outcomes at each
unit cell, and we compute the probability P (σ(1,1) = ab)
that measurement of the first site (x, y) = (1, 1) yields
the outcome ab = 00, 01, 10, or 11. Next, we select a
sample ab11 based on this probability distribution. With
this information, we compute the probability distribution on the second site, P (σ21 = ab|ab11 ) conditioned on
the first measurement outcome, and sample the second
measurement outcome ab21 . The process then repeats,
with each subsequent distribution being conditioned on
all prior measurements.
Computing the probabilities requires contracting a 2D
tensor network (Figure 5), which is in general #P hard [39]. In practice, however, the states we encounter
have finite correlation length, and the computation becomes remarkably efficient throughout much of the phase
diagram [40]. In particular, we work on a strip of finite
height Lx and infinite length Ly , and introduce boundary matrix product states (MPS) to efficiently capture
the effect of the environment—that is, the sites different from the one currently being sampled [41]. Because
singular-value decomposition (SVD) truncation is used at
each step to prevent the bond dimension of the boundary MPS from growing exponentially [42], the method
is approximate; however, we only discard singular values
smaller than < 10−8 , so truncation errors are insignificant. Details of the boundary conditions and contraction
ordering are discussed in the Supplementary Information.
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FIG. 5: PEPS sampling algorithm. Expectation values are computing with respect to both |ψi (back) and hψ| (front). (a)
Tracing, or averaging over measurement outcomes can be done by contracting the physical indices, and is needed to compute
marginal probabilities. (b) To compute the probability of a particular Z basis measurement, the physical index is assigned a
particular value ab. (c) We can efficiently contract a 2D PEPS tensor network on an infinite strip of finite height, by using
a left and right boundary MPS (only top four rows shown). The probability distribution for projective measurements on a
particular site, e.g. xy = 11 can then be computed efficiently. (d) Once an entire column has been sampled, the measurementdependent MPO can applied to the boundary MPS. Although performing this contraction exactly causes the bond-dimension
to grow rapidly, away from phase boundaries, finite bond dimension is sufficient for accurate simulation. See Supplementary
Information for more details.

In our simulations, we choose Lx = 300 unit cells and
sample 1000 columns, giving us access to very large snapshots with 600,000 qubits. To minimize boundary effects,
we compute observables which are supported on sites at
least 30 unit cells away from the boundaries. Near the
phase boundaries, the bond dimension (entanglement) of
the boundary MPS becomes large due to the large correlation length, which increases the computational demands for sampling (gray data points in Figure 2g). We
numerically confirm this phase boundary with an independent calculation (see Supplementary Information).

Details on Error-Correction and Coarse-Graining
Procedures

In this section, we explain the details of the LED decoding and coarse-graining procedures and demonstrate
how bare Wilson loops become decorated under the LED
protocol. Without loss of generality, we consider Z-basis
measurements, from which we can calculate plaquette
stabilizers Bu . Here, each plaquette is labelled by the 2D
coordinate of its unit cell u = (x, y). Since there are two
qubits per unit cell, each qubit carries a coordinate and a
link label v or h, depending on whether its corresponding
edge in the square lattice is vertical or horizontal, respec-

tively. Finally, the projective measurement outcomes are
denoted by σ ∈ {+1, −1} (see Figure 6).
To illustrate local error correction, we consider the
“pairing decoder,” which flips a qubit if and only if its
two neighboring plaquettes are simultaneously occupied.
Importantly, to preserve locality, we first compute all stabilizer values, and then flip qubits based on these values.
The decision of whether to flip any qubit then depends
only on its value, and the values of the six adjacent qubits
with which it shares a plaquette. Equivalently, this error
correction procedure corresponds to an operator transformation
σu+x̂,v → σu+x̂,v (1 + Bu + Bu+x̂ − Bu Bu+x̂ ) /2
σu+ŷ,h → σu+ŷ,v (1 + Bu + Bu+ŷ − Bu Bu+ŷ ) /2

(5)
(6)

To ensure all local errors are removed after a finite number of LED steps, we also pair anyons which occupy
two plaquettes separated by a diagonal, such as Bu and
Bu+x̂+ŷ . The locality of the decoder ensures that the support of any local operator only grows by a finite amount
with each step. Subsequently, the coarse-graining procedure replaces each b × b block of plaquettes with a single
plaquette whose value is the product of b2 plaquettes;
microscopically, this can be done by defining new qubits
as a product of b corresponding qubits in the original
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lattice. The combination of a local pairing step and a
coarse-graining step forms a layer of real-space RG; upon
applying this RG procedure n times, one can correct errors of higher and higher weight.
The bare Wilson loops measured in the final state are
equivalent to decorated loop operators acting on the original state. These decorated operators can be efficiently
computed from projective measurement data, since the
eigenstates of the LED Z-loop and X-loop operators are
product states in the Z and X bases, respectively. Furthermore, in the operator transformation picture, any
loop or string of length L maps onto a linear combination
of exponentially many (2O(L) ) loops or strings, respectively. Thus, while the operator transformation picture
is helpful for conceptual reasons, it is computationally
much easier to use the original picture of error-correction
and coarse-graining.
A few remarks are in order. First, one important property of LED is that it preserves commutation relations:
consider two anti-commuting X and Z strings which intersect at a single point, far from the strings’ endpoints.
Upon applying LED, the resulting decorated strings still
anti-commute. This is because the correction is computed only using stabilizers, so it decorates Z-operators
by a linear combination of closed Z-loops, and similarly
for X. Moreover, other local decoding algorithms, such
as cellular automata and RG decoders, can also be used
to generate different LED operators [43]. In the following section, we describe a flexible, “patch-based” local
decoder for the toric code, which allows LED to classify
a wider range of states as topological.

Patch-based decoder

The patch-based decoder with variable correction distance d is based on a local minimum weight perfect
matching (MWPM) procedure. In the first decoding
step, a local MWPM decoder is convolved with all l by l
square regions of the toric code, where l ∼ d; for each region, MWPM takes as input the location of the enclosed
anyons. Because both e and m anyons can freely move
into and out of the region, this is analogous to decoding
a surface code with open boundaries. Therefore, MWPM
pairs any given anyon either with another anyon or with
the boundary.
The second step aggregates MWPM pairings. Since
the square regions can overlap, a pair may appear more
than once. As such, after choosing a natural indexing of
the plaquettes, we create a list of all MWPM pairings
between two plaquettes (p, q) with p < q; pairings with
the boundary are not included (Figure 7). For each plaquette p containing an anyon, the patch-based decoder
then performs the pairing (p, q) which occurs most often.
This procedure naturally favors pairings that flip fewer
qubits, because shorter-range pairings can be included in

more local patches.
A critical property of this decoder is that it preserves
locality. In the first step, MWPM only uses information
from local l by l patches. The second step is also local: for
each plaquette p, its distance from any possible partner
plaquette must be less than l. Aggregation can thus be
performed using only the results from a small number of
overlapping local patches.

Decoder dependence

We now examine how different choices of LED decoders
can change the size of the “correctable” region—that
is, the region classified as topological. The main text
demonstrates results for an l = 4 (or d = 2) patchbased decoder with coarse-graining size b = 2; in Figure 8, we compare this with the pairing decoder and an
l = 6 (d = 3) patch-based decoder which also uses b = 2.
We see clearly that the l = 4 and l = 6 decoders both
produce significantly larger correctable regions than the
simple pairing decoder, for both coherent and incoherent
errors. Meanwhile, the l = 4 and l = 6 decoders perform similarly, so it appears that the decoder threshold
saturates with l. Intriguingly, we observe saturation at
an incoherent error rate which is significantly below the
known error correction threshold of pc ≈ 10.9%. An interesting open question is to determine whether this discrepancy arises because the patch-based decoder is suboptimal, or because local decoders have some fundamental limit. In the Supplementary Information, we show
that a “annulus-based” decoder which applies MWPM in
a non-local fashion results in a much larger correctable
regime.

Sample Complexity

A key figure of merit for certification of phases is the
sample complexity, defined here as the number of samples required to confirm with 95% confidence that the
measured loop operator is non-zero. To compute sample
complexity, we approximate the LED Wilson loop expectation value evaluated on a large but finite size system
as a Gaussian random variable. In this scenario, the important quantity is the ratio of the standard deviation σ
to the mean hZclosed i. The estimator of the expectation
√
value has a standard deviation that decreases as 1/ S
where S is the number of samples. Thus, to confirm the
mean is non-zero to two standard deviations (95% confidence), we require approximately S = (2σ/hZclosed i)2
samples.
In Figure 9, we compare the sample complexity of certifying non-zero Wilson loops using bare and LED observables. Two scenarios are considered. In the first, bare
and LED Wilson loops are compared at fixed length-
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FIG. 6: LED coarse-graining and operator transformation. (a) In the toric code model, qubits are located on the links of a
square lattice, and the stabilizer associated with any plaquette is given by a product of four single-qubit Pauli-Z operators.
(b) Coarse-graining maps a b × b block of plaquettes to a single plaquette whose value is the product of the b2 plaquettes
(here b = 2). Microscopically, coarse-grained qubits σ 0 are products of b lower-level qubits σ. Coarse-grained stabilizers Bu0
are therefore equivalent to a product of b × b stabilizers at the lower level. (c) Pairing correction flips a qubit conditioned on
the state of its two neighboring stabilizers. This is equivalent to an operator transformation where the qubit is decorated by
products of closed loops.

FIG. 7: MWPM-based patch decoder. (a) Example of an error chain which creates four e-anyons. (b) The decoding algorithm
performs correction using only local information by splitting the large system into smaller overlapping regions, within each of
which the MWPM algorithm is used to find the lowest-weight pairing of anyons. These local regions have open boundaries,
hence MWPM can also pair anyons to the boundaries if this is of lower weight. In practice, a slight boundary bias is added
to break ties in favor of boundary pairing. (c) The final step requires locally combining the pairing outputs to determine the
final pairing. In particular, we count the number of times each site p is paired to sites q > p. In the diagram, two equal-weight
pairings contribute 0.5 each, though we randomly break the tie in practice. Then, the algorithm pairs p with the q that appears
most often. In this example diagram, we connect two pairs which have weight= 5.5, and do not form the weight= 2 pairing.
We see in the simple four-anyon case depicted above, the procedure correctly recovers the pairing with windows of size l = 3.
In general, this patch-based decoder can correct errors up to distance d = bl/2c; moreover, the distance by which it spreads
information and the thickness of any associated LED operators are both proportional to l.
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FIG. 8: Decoder choice can significantly affect the extent of the region certified as topological. Here we show LED Wilson
loops using coarse-graining with block size b = 2 together with (a-c) a d = 1 pairing decoder and (d-f) a d = 3 patch decoder.
Coherent perturbations are considered in panels (a,d), while incoherent errors are studied in (b,e). Panels (c,f) show LED
expectation values for various combinations gX ,gZ after three layers of correction. Note that in the main text, analogous plots
are made using the d = 2 patch decoder, whose classification boundaries roughly match the d = 3 decoder shown here.

scale. Indeed, the sample complexity decreases by an
order of magnitude for a range of incoherent error rates
below the correction threshold. In the second scenario,
coarse-graining is considered, where larger length-scales
are probed at each layer. Here, the sample complexity
in fact increases at early layers for moderate error rates
before falling dramatically. This is because the variance
of the signal initially increases, since coarse-graining reduces the number of loops available for averaging in a
fixed size system. However, for sufficient correction layers, LED reliably removes almost all errors. This is the
regime where ξ  d, so the Wilson loops saturate at
one and their variance approaches zero (see histograms
in Figure 9).
Nevertheless, the initial increase in sample complexity is not simply due to information being removed.
Upon further examination of the scenario without coarsegraining, we find a similar initial increase in sample complexity. We interpret this as correction causing adjacent
LED loops to become correlated. Finally, we note that
the sample complexity measured in this way only improves in the topological phase. In the uncorrectable,
disordered phase, the inverse ratio hZclosed i/σ rapidly approaches zero.

Decoder Details for the Ruby Lattice Spin Liquid

We now explain the decoding procedure for a dimer
model where qubits lie on the vertices of the ruby lattice, or equivalently, on the links of a kagome lattice.

This dimer model supports a Z2 spin-liquid phase, whose
fixed-point is a resonating valence-bond (RVB) state [23].
This state is in the same Z2 universality class as the toric
code, as it supports e and m anyons with similar string
operators.
We first describe the decoding procedure for e anyons,
which correspond to vertices with an even number of adjacent dimers [55]. In the first correction step, we apply
the pairing decoder between adjacent vertices. We then
coarse-grain the kagome lattice to a triangular lattice by
grouping vertices within each upward-pointing triangle.
This transforms vertex stabilizers in the kagome lattice
to vertex stabilizers in the triangular lattice (Figure 10a).
The pairing decoder is then applied between adjacent triangles in the second correction step. In the main text,
we study the flow from uncorrected loops to vertex-paired
and triangle-paired loops, which are denoted as as layers
0, 1, and 2, respectively.
We next consider the m anyons, which are associated
with hexagonal plaquettes. A rotation is first performed
within each triangle, such that the string operators associated with m anyons become diagonal in the measurement basis. This allows us to map each configuration
onto triangular lattice, whose vertices are located at the
center of each hexagon in the kagome lattice; this mapping transforms the X-stabilizers of the dimer model into
vertex Z-stabilizers in the triangular lattice (Figure 10b).
Due to the small experimental system size, we can only
perform one layer of correction, and we use the simple
pairing decoder on the triangular lattice. We note that
open strings on the triangular lattice map onto open
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FIG. 9: Sample complexity. (a) Effect of LED on loops of fixed size L = 10. Snapshots are drawn from a toric code defined on a
25 × 25 square lattice with various bit-flip error rates. Sample complexity is computed as described in the main text. Note that
sample complexities less than one imply that only a fraction of the system needs to be measured to certify topological order
with 95% confidence. As such, the y-axis is also multiplied by the number of unit cells Nuc . (b) The histogram of expectation
values averaged over a single snapshot confirms that these expectation values are approximately Gaussian distributed. The
distribution for LED loops (purple) has much lower weight at zero than uncorrected loops (green), highlighting how fewer
samples are needed to verify with high confidence that the closed loops are non-zero. (c,d) We also study the effect of coarsegraining on sample complexity, where the loop length L = 5 × 2n grows exponentially with correction layer n. Here, snapshots
are taken from a 1024 × 1024 square lattice. Initially, the sample complexity increases due to a reduction in the number of
independent loops available at higher layers. However, it eventually reduces and approaches zero in the topological phase. (d)
This turnaround occurs in the limit ξ  d, where correction is able to remove almost all errors, and loop expectation values
approach one.

strings on the ruby lattice, although the resultant strings
are slightly different from the ones measured in [18, 23].

Arbitrary local perturbations

In this section, we show that LED Wilson loops flow
to one for any state which differs from the fixed-point
state by an arbitrary local perturbation. This implies
that LED loop operators are independent of the exact
perturbation, unlike the fattened Wilson loops of Refs. [5,
14]. For concreteness, we examine perturbations on top
of a toric code ground state.
To prove our claim, we consider a local unitary operator O supported on a local region A of diameter l. It
follows that O can only flip a stabilizer from +1 to −1 if it
overlaps with A, and O cannot couple any ground state
|ψi to another ground state |ψ 0 i =
6 |ψi. We now show
that LED removes all flipped stabilizers after 1 + logb d

layers, where b is the coarse-graining length-scale. Because the coarse-graining step effectively reduces l → l/b,
after logb d layers, there are three possibilities: (1) A becomes fully contained within a single b × b region at some
layer c < logb d. Then, A has zero support after another
layer of coarse-graining and disappears. (2) Before iteration logb d, O is supported on two adjacent b × b regions.
Then, O becomes a single-qubit error after this iteration
and is removed by the subsequent LED step. (3) Before
iteration logb d, O is supported at the corner of three or
four regions. In this case, it becomes a two-qubit diagonal
error after this iteration, which can also be removed by
the subsequent LED step. Notice that handling case (3)
requires the inclusion of diagonal pairing in the pairing
decoder. Finally, while this proof focuses on the pairing
decoder, it also generalizes directly to more advanced local decoders, such as the patch-based decoder, when they
are combined with coarse-graining.
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FIG. 10: Decoding for the ruby lattice spin liquid realized in Ref. [18]. (a) For Z-loops, two layers of LED can be performed. In
both layers, we use the pairing decoder, which flips a qubit (e.g., red or orange circle) if and only if both neighboringQstabilizers
(e.g., red or orange squares) are equal to −1. Stabilizers in the first layer (e.g., red squares) are given by (−1) i∈v Zi for
each vertex v of the kagome lattice. The coarse-graining procedure after the first decoding step maps three stabilizers to a
single stabilizer (e.g., orange square) in the coarse-grained lattice (blue lines), whose value is determined by the product of
the qubits along a loop enclosing a triangle (e.g., purple closed loop). The open strings considered in the main text start and
end at hexagons (e.g., purple open string). (b) To measure X-loops, a basis rotation is first performed within each triangle
of the kagome lattice, so that the X-string operators become diagonal in the measurement basis (inset and Refs. [18, 23]).
Each configuration is then mapped to a triangular lattice (blue lines), where each edge of the triangular lattice is determined
by the product of four qubits in the original lattice (e.g., red circles); moreover, the X stabilizers of the dimer model become
vertex stabilizers in the triangular lattice (e.g., purple hexagons). As before, the pairing decoder flips qubits (orange edges)
conditioned on the values of stabilizers (e.g., orange squares). Open strings on the triangular lattice also map to open strings in
the kagome lattice (e.g., red string), although the resulting strings are slightly different from the ones measured in Refs. [18, 23].

The key to the proof is a unitary implementation of
LED by introducing product state ancillas and performing local unitary gates to perform stabilizer measurement
and correction (see Supplementary Information for de-
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Theorem 1. Let |ψi be an arbitrary input state defined
on a surface with trivial topology. Then, after performing LED with correction distance d, assume the resultant
state |ψd i has, as a subsystem, qubits living on the links
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every vertex v and plaquette p of the subsystem, then,
the input state |ψi is topologically-ordered, in the sense
that it is connected to an output state of the form |ψd i =
|ψTC i ⊗ |φanc i by generalized local unitary (gLU) transformation of depth O(d).
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In this section, we show that LED provides a topological order witness—that is, it does not misclassify any
trivial product state as topological. For simplicity, we
study the case of Z2 topological order on a surface with
trivial topology, where the fixed-point state is the unique
ground state |ψTC i of HTC . We begin by considering the
ideal case where LED operators go to one.
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FIG. 11: Perimeter-law decay of Wilson loops is clearly visible
at various points in the topological phase — (orange) gZ =
0, gX = 0.18, pflip = 0, (red) gZ = 0.18, gX = 0.18, pflip = 0,
(purple) gZ = 0.10, gX = 0.18, pflip = 0.03. This is observed
for both (a) uncorrected loops and (b) d = 6 corrected loops
under two layers of d = 3 MWPM patch decoding. (c) LED
Wilson loops appear to approach one faster than exponential
in n. (d) In a model with only incoherent errors (pflip = 0.02
(blue), 0.03 (orange), 0.04 (green), 0.05 (red)), we can study
the effect of even more layers, where we see hints that the
decay is doubly-exponential in n, or exponential in d ∼ 2n .
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tails). These operations, which cannot change the longrange entanglement structure of the state, are known
as gLU transformations [44], and preserve phase boundaries. Thus, if we further assume the output ancillas
|φanc i are in a trivial state, Theorem 1 guarantees the
input state is in the toric code phase. However, we do
not certify this condition holds, which is in general more
difficult: measurements in multiple bases are needed to
uniquely determine |φanc i, and with incoherent errors,
the ancillas are described by a mixed state. Instead, LED
certifies that the toric code state can be distilled from the
input state by gLU transformations. Because long-range
entanglement cannot be created from a trivial state by
gLU transformations [44], Theorem 1 implies that LED
operators flowing to unity forms a sufficient condition
for topological order, or equivalently, a topological order
witness (see also Ref. [7]).
While the above argument works well in theory, any
practical system cannot measure LED observables equal
to one with infinite precision. Indeed, even infinitesimal local perturbations to the toric code ground state,
such as e−iH |ψTC i for arbitrarily small  and some local Hamiltonian H, can create error strings larger than
the correction length d. This causes LED loop expectation values to decay exponentially, even in the topological
phase. To show that LED still provides a topological order witness in the presence of local perturbations, finite
measurement errors, and finite system size, we show the
following Theorem:
Theorem 2. Consider an arbitrary state |ψi and LED
with correction distance d, as in Theorem 1. Suppose the
corresponding subsystemDof |ψdEi has stabilizer expectation
values

1+Av
2

> 1 − ,

1+Bp
2

> 1 −  at every vertex v

and plaquette p. Then, the input state |ψi exhibits topological ordering at least up to a length-scale O(L − d);
that is, the input state |ψi cannot be prepared using a local quantum
√ circuit of depth less than O(L − d), where
L ∼ 1/ .
Our proof of Theorem 2 hinges on the following two
Lemmas, proved in the supplement.
Lemma 3. Given an output state |ψd i satisfying the
conditions of Theorem 2, and a simply connected (L −
2) × (L − 2) square region R on the system part, the
reduced density matrix ρd = TrRc [|ψd i hψd |] is indistinguishable from the toric code reduced density matrix
σTC = TrRc [|ψTC i hψTC |] defined on
 region, up
√ the same
to the bound ||ρd − σTC || ≤ max , 2L 2 
Lemma 4. Consider an input state |ψi and an LED procedure satisfying the conditions of Theorem 2. Then the
final state |ψd i after LED cannot be prepared using a√local
quantum circuit with depth less than O(L ) ∼ O(1/ ).
Upon combining the result of Lemma 4 with the fact
that our LED procedure corresponds to a local quan-

tum circuit with depth O(d), we find that the original
input state |ψi cannot be prepared using a quantum circuit of depth smaller than O(L − d)—which is precisely
the statement of Theorem 2. So, if we measure loops of
length L  d to be 1 − , this shows that LED provides
√ a
topological order witness up to length-scales of O(L/ ).
We now discuss how these theoretical results are reflected in our numerical simulations. First, when fluctuations are local, the probability of having an error string
of length ` decays exponentially with `, and the exponent is determined by the characteristic length-scale ξ of
fluctuations. In these systems, we expect the error rate
after an optimal LED procedure with correction distance
d to be given by (d) ∝ e−d/ξ , so the length-scale L
with which we can certify topological order grows exponentially with d. Second, when LED uses the hierarchical, anyon-pairing decoder, the anyon density is observed
to decrease faster than exponentially in the number n
of LED steps (Figure 11). In this case, both the measured stabilizer size and the correction distance d grow
exponentially with n, which implies that the certification
length-scale L grows at least exponentially with n as
well. Third, our argument does not certify topological
order to any length-scale when L < d; this is because the
support of such an LED operator no longer has an interior, potentially giving rise to signal even in the trivial
phase. Indeed, this is reflected in our numerics as well
(Figure 12).
Finally, we notice a connection between the flow of
LED closed loops to +1 expectation value and the input state’s topological entanglement entropy. Specifically, whenever the underlying state has finite correlation
length and area-law entanglement, the LED loops which
flow to unity are direct witnesses for nonzero topological
entanglement entropy. This is because the flow to unity
implies that the superselection sector of the region—that
is, which anyons are contained in the region—is a welldefined quantum number. Indeed, the +1 expectation
value of all contractible LED Wilson loops implies the
region enclosed by any such loop is in the vacuum superselection sector. These constraints lead to a topological
entanglement entropy of 2 log 2 [13, 14]. As described in
Ref. [45], this argument also generalizes when the decoder
is non-local (see Annulus Decoder in Supplementary Information).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
Definition and Properties of Fixed-Point States

As discussed in the main text, one important component for defining any LED procedure is to identify a
fixed-point state of the target phase of matter. Here, we
review the definition and key properties of a fixed-point
state.
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FIG. 12: Over-correction for small Wilson loops. a) Small
LED loops with d > L can give non-zero signal deep in the
trivial phase, as in this regime, correction can pump anyons
from the interior of the annulus to the exterior. b) However,
once d < L, the effects of over-correction become insignificant. LED Wilson loops are theoretically expected to certify
topological order in the regime of d  L.

It is well-known in the literature that gapped quantum ground states can be classified by a real-space RG
flow [16, 44]. To implement such an RG flow, one notes
that any two states in the same phase can be connected
by finite-depth local unitary transformations. The hallmark property of topologically-ordered states is the presence of long-range entanglement, and finite-depth local
unitary transformations can add or remove local shortrange entanglement; thus, for any given state in a topological phase of matter, one can construct a procedure
which hierarchically removes all short-range entanglement from this state at increasing length-scales. Then,
the resulting state then has zero correlation length, as all
short-range entanglement has been removed; this state is
known as a fixed-point state of the topological phase.
We also consider important properties of the fixedpoint state in the context of our LED procedure and the
closely related QCNN procedure of Ref. [19]. In both
of these procedures, a fixed-point state of the phase under consideration is chosen, and the protocol identifies
states within this phase by removing local errors or perturbations on top of this fixed-point state; this is done
by performing a decoding operation and a coarse-graining
operation, and repeating them n times. In these settings,
the fixed-point state has a few special properties: If the
input state is equal to the fixed-point state, no errors are
detected within each decoding step, and furthermore, the
state after each layer of decoding and coarse-graining is
equal to the input state, defined on a subsystem of the
original system with fewer qubits. Finally, because fixedpoint states have zero correlation length, the bare Wilson loops defined in the main text have expectation value
equal to +1 without performing any correction or LED.

surement outcomes, and hence the doubled PEPS tensor
for each site, which contains both the bra and the ket tenP
i0 ,j 0 ,k0 ,l0
pq
sors, is Ti,j,k,l
= pq (A∗ )pq
i0 ,j 0 ,k0 ,l0 Ai,j,k,l . The boundary conditions we choose are |+ii |+ii0 at the lower x = 1
boundary and δi,i0 at the x = Lx boundary. Contracting
the doubled tensor along an entire column x = 1, ..., Lx
results in a matrix product operator (MPO) Ty acting
on the boundary MPS. Then, we can compute the effect
of an infinite environment by repeatedly applying Ty to
some initial boundary MPS until it converges. The right
boundary MPS can be similarly computed, by exchanging the input and output directions of the MPO. Note
that at each application of Ty , we use SVD truncation to
prevent the bond dimension of the boundary MPS from
growing too rapidly, rendering the method approximate.
However, only singular values smaller than < 10−8 are
discarded, so truncation errors should be insignificant.
We refer to the resulting tensors as the left and right
fixed-point of Ty .
The algorithm continues by using the left and right
boundary MPS to sample a column of sites. Computing the marginal probability P (ab) on the first site
requires contracting a 1D tensor network (see Figure 5), where the doubled tensor at x, y = 1, 1 is re0 0 0 0
,j ,k ,l
placed by a measurement-dependent one T (ab)ii,j,k,l
=
ab
∗ ab
(A )i0 ,j 0 ,k0 ,l0 Ai,j,k,l , while the doubled tensor at sites
x > 1 remain measurement-independent. Note that the
tensor network outputs an unnormalized probability distribution; however, since there are only four states per
site, the normalization can be computed with little overhead. After drawing a sample ab11 for the first site, we
replace the doubled tensor at x, y = 1, 1 by T (ab11 ), and
then compute the distribution of the second site. The
process is repeated until the entire column is sampled.
To minimize repeat 1D contractions, upper and lower
environment tensors can be stored and updated during
the sweep x = 1, ..., Lx .
Next, the history of samples along the column
are used to construct a measurement-dependent MPO
Ty (ab1 , ab2 , ..., abLx ), where the doubled tensor at each
site is replaced by a measurement-dependent one. Then,
the left boundary MPS can be updated by contraction
with Ty ({abi }), and the process repeated for the second
column. Thus, the left boundary MPS keeps track of the
effect of past measurements on future measurements, as
the algorithm sweeps from left to right. Meanwhile, the
right boundary MPS remains unchanged, as it is modelling a static, infinite environment.

Calculation of Phase Diagram
PEPS Sampling Contraction Details

We start by computing the left boundary MPS of an
infinite strip. For sites with y ≤ 0, we average over mea-

To compute the phase diagram, we use the PEPS tensors to construct a transfer matrix with periodic boundary conditions, on small cylinders with circumference Ly

16

Annulus Decoders

In this section we consider an alternative approach
to constructing error corrected operators, by applying
MWPM to an annulus. Anyons supported on the annulus can be paired either with other anyons, or with
the boundary of the annulus. Interestingly, MWPM is
a global decoder, where introducing or removing anyons
can change the pairing far away. However, by construction, the decoder cannot connect the interior of the annulus to the exterior.
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measured in unit cells. The largest few eigenvalues of the
transfer matrix can be efficiently computed using Krylov
algorithms in this regime, and the degeneracy of the
largest eigenvalue serves as an alternative signature of the
topological transition [10, 11]. In particular, the local Z2
gauge symmetry of the PEPS tensor becomes a Z2 × Z2
symmetry of the doubled tensor (bra and ket). Hence
the topological, e-condensate (Z-paramagnet), and mcondensate (X-paramagnet) correspond to three distinct
symmetry broken phases from the point of view of the
virtual legs, with degeneracy two, one, and four respectively.
As such, along the transition from topological to econdensate, which occurs for gX small and gZ ≈ 0.2−0.3,
the relevant ratio is between the first and second eigenvalues, ∆12 (gZ , gX ) = log(λ1 /λ2 ). In contrast, for the
transition from topological to m-paramagnet, the relevant gap is between the first and third eigenvalues
∆13 (gZ , gX ). Furthermore, the model is self-dual, so the
wavefunction at |ψ(gz , gx )i is equivalent to the wavefunction at |ψ(gx , gz )i by a basis rotation and spatial translation. We will use this duality to compute the phase
boundary in a way which minimizes finite-size effects, by
computing the two gaps at their dual points (Fig 13a).
Therefore, we introduce two parameters g0 , g1 , and let
g1 be the parameter which changes across the transition.
The relevant parameter is therefore ∆12 (g1 , g0 ) for the
topological to e-condensate transition, and ∆13 (g0 , g1 )
for the topological to m-condensate transition.
As ∆12 grows with increasing g1 , while ∆13 reduces
with increasing g1 , these two ratios will eventually cross.
Indeed, in the limit Ly → ∞, the crossing point should
exactly correspond to the phase boundary. In general,
finite Ly may shift the boundary. Empirically, we see
that at g0 = 0, the solvable point, there are essentially no
finite size effects, and the agreement with the analytical
value gc = 0.2203434 is almost exact (Fig. 13ac). For
larger g0 , the dependence on Ly appears minimal until
around g0 = 0.01: indeed, even in this case, Ly = 4 only
overestimates the phase boundary compared to Ly = 6
by a few percent (Fig. 13d). As such, we use Ly = 4 and
compute the phase boundary by identifying points where
the difference ∆12 − ∆13 is close to zero (Fig 13b).
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FIG. 13: (a) For a given point (g0 , g1 ) on the phase diagram,
the phase transition from topological to e-condensate is signaled by the transfer matrix gap ratio ∆12 (g0 , g1 ), while the
transition from topological to m-condensate is signaled by
∆13 (g1 , g0 ), where both quantities are evaluated at the selfdual point with gz ↔ gx switched. When these two gaps are
equal, the system must be at the critical point, due to the
self-duality. We observe that the crossing point coincides exactly with the known critical point gc (vertical dotted line),
for Ly = 4, 5, 6 (blue, purple, orange resp.). (b) Quatitatively, we extract the phase boundary using Ly = 4 by finding
points where the difference |∆12 (g0 , g1 ) − ∆13 (g1 , g0 )| ≤ 0.01
is close to zero. (c) Along the cut of the phase diagram with
g0 small, the phase boundary computed from the difference
has no visible finite size effects. (d) For larger g0 ≥ 0.1,
small finite size effects start to appear. Shown are g0 =
0.1, 0.14, 0.18, 0.22, 0.26 from left to right. The phase boundary clearly shifts to larger g1 with increasing g0 , but Ly = 4
(blue) appears to slightly overestimate the transition point
compared to Ly = 6 (orange).

We show in Figure 14 the behavior of these corrected
loop operators for coherent, incoherent, and mixed errors.
In particular, for the incoherent error model, we see the
region classified as topological seems to coincide with the
known error recovery threshold of ≈ 10.1% for MWPM.
This is much closer to the theoretical optimal error correction threshold of ≈ 10.9%, where we expect the phase
transition from topological to disordered to occur.
Since this decoder is non-local, our existing theoretical arguments, and the connection to RG, may not apply. Nevertheless, an annulus decoder cannot change the
super-selection sector—whether or not an anyon is contained within the annulus. Therefore, if the annuluscorrection decorated loops go to one, then asymptotically large regions have well-defined super-selection sectors, suggesting the state is topologically-ordered. Indeed, it has been argued that such an annulus decoder
could be considered a witness for topological entanglement entropy [45].
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the coarse-graining step can also be performed with local unitary transformations by using a quantum circuit
corresponding to a multiscale entanglement renormalization ansatz (MERA) representation of the fixed-point
state [46]. The transformations generated by introducing product state ancillas and performing local unitary
operations are called generalized local unitaries (gLU);
this class of transformations includes our LED procedure
described above and is known to preserve phase boundaries [44].
If the system part of the final state, |ψd i ∈ DHsys ⊗H
E anc ,
1+B
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FIG. 14: LED loops using MWPM on an annulus. We see
the region classified as topological extends significantly further than the LED loops, for both incoherent (a,b) and coherent (c,d) perturbations. However, additional subtleties arise.
When we study fixed loop size and increasing annulus thickness (a,c), there appears to be amplification even on the trivial
and disordered sides. However, if we scale the loopsize such
that the size of the interior is fixed (b,d), then the improper
amplification disappears. An interesting direction for future
work is to develop a rigorous understanding of whether nonlocal annulus-based decorating can also serve as a topological
order witness.

Proof of Theorem 1

Theorem 1. Let |ψi be an arbitrary input state defined on a surface with trivial topology. Then, after performing LED with correction distance d, assume the resultant state |ψd i has, as a subsystem, qubits living on
the links of a square lattice, as in the toric code.
E if
D Then,
1+Bp
v
=1
the stabilizer expectation values 1+A
=
2
2
at every vertex v and plaquette p of the subsystem, then,
the input state |ψi is topologically-ordered, in the sense
that it is connected to an output state of the form |ψd i =
|ψTC i ⊗ |φanc i by generalized local unitary (gLU) transformation of depth O(d).
Proof. The LED procedure forms a local quantum channel, and we begin our proof by constructing a purification
of this channel. To mediate stabilizer measurement and
local error correction, one can first introduce an ancilla
in the state |0i at every vertex and plaquette. Next, a sequence of Hadamard and controlled-NOT (CNOT) gates
is applied such that a Z-basis measurement on an ancilla
is equivalent to the associated stabilizer measurement of
Av or Bp . Then, local quantum error correction is performed using a local unitary evolution on the combined
system, which contains the original state and the added
ancilla qubits. This local unitary evolution applies gates
which perform X and Z spin flips on the system qubits,
conditioned on the state of the ancilla qubits. Finally,

p
v
=
=1
has stabilizer expectation values 1+A
2
2
at every vertex v and plaquette p, then |ψd i must belong to the ground state space of the toric code. This
is because the projector onto the ground state space
is
by the product of all the stabilizers PTC =
Q given
1+Av Q 1+Bp
v
p
2
2 . On a surface with trivial topology,
there is a unique state |ψTC i, so the output state factors
into |ψd i = |ψTC i ⊗ |φanc i.

Proof of Lemmas 3 and 4

Lemma 3. Given an output state |ψd i satisfying
the conditions of Theorem 2, and a simply connected
(L − 2) × (L − 2) square region R on the system part,
the reduced density matrix ρd = TrRc [|ψd i hψd |] is indistinguishable from the toric code reduced density matrix
σTC = TrRc [|ψTC i hψTC |] defined on
 region, up
√ the same
to the bound ||ρd − σTC || ≤ max , 2L 2 
Proof. To bound the trace distance, we will use the fact
that our state ρd locally looks almost the same as the
toric code state. Specifically, trace distance is related to
distinguishability by [47]
||ρ − σ|| =

1
sup Tr [O(ρ − σ)] .
2 ||O||≤1

(7)

To upper bound this, we can consider all possible unit
norm operators O. Specifically, O can always be written as a linear combination of Pauli strings. These Pauli
strings can be analyzed by considering two cases, closed
strings and open strings. First consider operators C supported on R, which commute with all stabilizers Av , Bp
supported on a slightly larger L × L region (1-ball or
R) , constructed by expanding on all sides by one unit
cell. These operators must be products of contractible
Wilson loops, and hence can be written as product of
stabilizers. Therefore, Tr[σTC C] = 1 for the toric code
state. For the LED output Q
state, weQinstead bound the
1+Bp
v
expectation value of PTC = v 1+A
p
2
2 , where the
product over v (resp., p) runs over all vertices (plaquettes) within the L × L region. The expectation value
of this projector, evaluated on the output state, is given
by hψd |PTC |ψd i. To lower bound this quantity, we first
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notice that every term in PTC has spectrum {0, 1}, and
that the terms are mutually commuting.
This allows us to approximate hPTC i usingD the indiE

Ahigh

Bhigh

Alow

Blow

1+B

p
v
>
vidual expectation values 1+A
> 1 −  and
2
2
1 − . To do so, we note that if two commuting operators A and B, each with spectrum {0, 1}, satisfy
hAi > 1 −  and hBi > 1 − , then hABi > 1 − 2. To
show this, we add the two individual bounds to obtain
hAi + hBi > 2 − 2; moreover, since AB has spectrum
{0, 1}, we have hAi + hBi − hABi < 1. It thus follows
that hABi > 1−2, and upon applying this recursively to
include all vertex and plaquette terms within the L × L
region, we obtain hψd |PTC |ψd i > 1 − 2L 2 .
Using this fact, along with CPTC = PTC we can
similarly lower bound the expectation value Tr[ρd C] ≥
1−4L2 . Thus, for any C, we have 21 |Tr [C(ρd − σTC )] | ≤
2L2 .
Next, we consider operators O which anti-commute
with some stabilizers. In particular, these operators are
Pauli strings with at least one endpoint (open strings).
Naturally, their expectation value vanishes in the toric
code state. To see this, let S be one of the stabilizers which anti-commutes with O. Now, S and O form
an anti-commuting pair of Pauli operators, so they sat2
2
isfy an uncertainty relation hSi + hOi ≤ 1. As such,
in the toric code where hSi = 1, this implies hOi = 0.
Similarly, the condition Tr[ρ
√ d S] ≥ 1 − 2 leads to the
upper bound Tr[ρd O] ≤ 2 . Combining these two results, √
we see the
 trace distance is at most T (ρd , σTC ) ≤
max , 2L 2  .

Lemma 4. Consider an input state |ψi and an LED
procedure satisfying the conditions of Theorem 2. Then
the final state |ψd i after LED cannot be prepared using
a local
√ quantum circuit with depth less than O(L ) ∼
O(1/ ).
To prove these results, we extend and generalize the
proof techniques developed by Ref. [7].
Consider a pair of Z-basis and X-basis Wilson loops A
and B, supported on two overlapping annuli. The twist
product of the two operators A∞B is defined such that
at one intersection region, operator B is applied first,
while at the other operator A is applied first (Fig. 15).
By the arguments of Ref. [7], such a pair of locally noncommuting observables, whose twist product does not
factorize into a product of the individual observables, can
serve as a witness for long-range entanglement. In our
case, since Z- and X-strings locally anti-commute, we
can remove the twist to get A∞B = −AB.
Then, Ref. [7] showed that, assuming the observables
A and B satisfy an additional important property called
local invisibility (see below), then the following correlation serves as a witness for long-range order
|hψ| A∞B |ψi − hψ| A |ψi hψ| B |ψi| > 0.

(8)

FIG. 15: Consider two operators A and B, each supported
on an annulus which intersects at two regions, one higher and
one lower. The twist product A∞B consists of applying B
first in the higher region, and A first in the lower region (also
see Ref. [7] Fig. 1 and Eq. 4). In the diagram the order
of operations goes back to front. Furthermore, for tensor
product operators which can be written as A = Alow Ahigh ,
B = Blow Bhigh , we can write the twist product as A∞B =
Blow Ahigh Alow Bhigh .

Specifically, the state |ψi cannot be prepared from a trivial state by a circuit of depth O(L), where L is the separation between the two intersection regions. Indeed, in
the exact case, where the expectation value of large Wilson loops with |ψd i are one, these results can be directly
applied.
However, the proofs in Ref. [7] do not immediately apply to the realistic case considered here, where stabilizers
have expectation value 1 − , and residual entanglement
between the ancilla and system qubits prevents exact
knowledge of the state. Nevertheless, with sufficient care
and a few additional assumptions, approximate versions
of key results in Ref. [7] can be recovered.
First, we develop a notion of approximate local invisibility. Throughout, we follow the spirit of the proofs in
Section III of Ref. [7]; the reader is encouraged to consult
the original reference for additional details and insights.
Definition 5 (Approximate (∆, r, t)-local invisibility.).
Let A be a region of radius r and B be a t-ball around
A. An operator O with unit norm is (∆, r, t)-locally invisible with respect to a state |ψi if, for any state |φi
whose reduced density matrix on B is equivalent to |ψi,
it satisfies
TrAc [O |φi hφ| O† ]
− TrAc [|ψi hψ|] ≤ ∆,
Tr[O |φi hφ| O† ]

(9)

where the norm is the standard trace norm. In other
words, locally invisible operators leave local reduced density matrices approximately unchanged. Note that we restrict to states |φi for which the expectation value does
not vanish, such that this remains well-defined. This subtlety is also present in the original definition of Ref. [7].
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Next, we will show that Wilson loops that nearly stabilize |ψd i are approximately locally invisible. Let A be
a region of radius r, which can only cover a patch of the
loop. Furthermore, let t = 0, i.e. region B is identical
to region A. Since the Wilson loop is a tensor product of local unitaries, we can write O = OB ⊗ OB c and
†
OB
c OB c = 1. This allows us to work directly with the
reduced density matrices of region B, and we can use
Lemma 3 to reduce to the toric code case
TrAc [Oρd O] = TrAc [OσTC O] + TrAc [O(ρd − σTC )O]
(10)
Indeed, since O is locally invisible with respect to to the
toric code, this gives us our result, where the error term
depends on the size of B.

√
||TrAc [Oρd O] − TrAc [σTC ]|| ≤ max , 2(r + 1)2 
(11)
More microscopically, O spans the region, so locally looks
like a logical operator. The reduced density matrix σTC
on region B is an equal weight mixture of all logical
states, so O leaves it invariant.
This shows that Wilson loops are (∆, r, t)-locally invisible√ with respect
 to |ψd i for t ≥ 0 and ∆ =
max , 2(r + 1)2  . When combined with the fact that
Wilson loops have large expectation value on |ψd i, this
will serve as a witness for long-range topological order.
To prove this, we need to confirm that, even for the
weaker notion of approximate local invisibility, the twist
product approximately factorizes for trivial states.
Lemma 6. The twist product of two (∆, r, t) locally invisible operators A and B, acting on a trivial product
state |ψi = |00...0i, must satisfy
p
|hψ| A∞B |ψi − hψ| A |ψi hψ| B |ψi| ≤ O( ∆R/r) (12)
where A and B are supported on two annuli which intersect at two regions (Fig. 15) whose separation is ≥
2(r + t).
Proof. In the first step
Qof the proof, we bound the expectation value of ΠR = i∈R |0i h0|i , the projector onto |ψi
supported on region R evaluated with respect to O |ψi
for unitary O.
Invoking the definition of local invisibility, we show for
A of radius r, that hψ| O† ΠA O |ψi ≥ 1 − ∆.


TrAc O |ψi hψ| O† − ΠA ≤ ∆
(13)
Thus, the expectation value of the observable ΠA satisfies:


|Tr ΠA O |ψi hψ| O† − 1| ≤ ∆
(14)
hψ| O† ΠA O |ψi ≥ 1 − ∆

(15)

Next, we can use the fact that ΠR can be written as
a product of ΠA approximately R/r times. It follows
from the same union bound argument in Lemma 3, that
hψ| O† ΠR O |ψi ≥ 1 − ∆R/r. This result can be used to
bound the distance between the two states,
||ΠR O |ψi − O |ψi ||2 ≤ ∆R/r,

(16)

by noticing the left side is equal to 1 − hψ| OΠR O |ψi.
We will use this below, to show that we can replace O |ψi
with ΠR O |ψi without incurring significant error.
To prove the main result, we use the same construction
as Ref. [7]. Specifically, we want to use the above result to
show that A∞B |ψi = (AΠR )∞B |ψi + O(∆L2 ). We do
this by carefully inserting projectors. For Wilson loops,
which are tensor product operators, we the twist product
can be split up as follows (see Fig. 15),
A∞B = Blow Ahigh Alow Bhigh .

(17)

Our above result implies ΠR Bhigh |ψi = Bhigh |ψi +
O(∆R/r). We can subsequently pull projectors from |ψi
to cover the region of support of A, e.g. low and the parts
of high. Thus, we get
A∞B |ψi =Blow Ahigh Πhigh Alow Πlow Bhigh |ψi
p
+ O( ∆R/r)
p
=(AΠ)∞B |ψi + O( ∆R/r)

(18)

as we wanted. Finally, we this implies the expectation value of the twist product approximately
factorizes
p
hψ| A∞B |ψi = hψ| A |ψi hψ| B |ψi + O( ∆R/r).
Although we proved that the twist product must factorize for the trivial product state, this holds for a much
wider class of short-range entangled states, generated
from a trivial state by a finite-depth unitary circuit. In
particular, using the same argument as Haah Lemma
III.3 shows that, given a (∆, r, t)-locally invisible operator O and state |ψi, if we evolve under a local unitary circuit W of depth d, then the operator W OW † is
(∆, r − d, t + 2d)-locally indistinguishable with respect to
W |ψi. This will be used to show that non-factorizability
of the twist product lower bounds the depth of a quantum circuit required to produce the state from the trivial
product state.
Finally, we can use the trace distance Lemma 3, to
show the twist product does not factorize for |ψd i. Specifically, let A and B be Wilson loops supported on an
L × L region. Then,
| hψd | A∞B |ψd i − hψd | A |ψd i hψd | B |ψd i | ≥ 2 − cL 2 
(19)
for a constant c. Combining this Lemma 6 for trivial
states, we see the bound is violated when
p
(20)
2 − cL 2  > c0 ∆L /r
p
2
0
2 − cL  − c 2(r + 1) L /r ≥ 0
(21)
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We choose r to be a constant fraction
√ of L , and see
that we can roughly make L ∼ O(1/ ) and still certify
long-range order. In particular, the state |ψd i cannot be
generated by a finite depth circuit of depth smaller than
r ∼ O(L ). Since |ψd i is connected to the input state by a
depth-d quantum circuit, this implies LED Wilson loops
close to one certify topological order up to length-scales
O(L − d).
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