
Enhancing Detection of Topological Order by Local Error Correction

Iris Cong,1, ∗ Nishad Maskara,1, ∗ Minh C. Tran,1, 2 Hannes Pichler,3, 4 Giulia

Semeghini,1 Susanne F. Yelin,1 Soonwon Choi,2 and Mikhail D. Lukin1

1 Department of Physics, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA
2 Center for Theoretical Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA

3 Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Innsbruck, 6020 Innsbruck, Austria
4Institute for Quantum Optics and Quantum Information of the Austrian Academy of Sciences, 6020 Innsbruck, Austria

(Dated: August 1, 2023)

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 paradigm 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. We subsequently apply it to an experimental
realization, providing new insights into a quantum spin liquid created on a Rydberg-atom simulator.
Finally, we extend LED to generic topological phases, including those with non-abelian order.

Topological ordering is an exotic phenomenon which
can occur when quantum fluctuations and local con-
straints stabilize a state with long-range entangle-
ment [1]. With their non-local correlations, topologically-
ordered states feature many 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 iden-
tified 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 challenging to identify or measure: while they have
simple forms in certain fixed-point models, this is gener-
ally not the case for states realized experimentally in the
presence of noise or other perturbations. In these cases,
the expectation values of the simple or ‘bare’ Wilson loop
operators described above decay exponentially with the
loop’s perimeter, which hinders the experimental certifi-
cation 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 system-
atic method utilizing quasi-adiabatic connections to the
fixed-point models [5], as well as variational and tensor-
network-based approaches [9–12]. Nevertheless, these
methods are challenging to apply in realistic experiments,
especially in the presence of incoherent noise (e.g., spon-
taneous emission). Other signatures, such as topologi-
cal entanglement entropy [13, 14] are likewise difficult to
measure in large systems.

Motivated by these considerations, we introduce a

novel and powerful framework, locally error-corrected
decoration (LED), for studying and characterizing
topologically-ordered states. By leveraging the error-
correcting properties of topological phases, LED provides
a systematic method to construct and efficiently mea-
sure ‘decorated’ Wilson loop operators, a variant of the
fattened loop operators. This enables the identification
and characterization of topological order at large length-
scales in the presence of both coherent perturbations and
incoherent noise, which are particularly challenging or
impossible using conventional methods.
In its most general form, LED corresponds to a class

of hierarchically-structured quantum circuits which re-
semble the classification of quantum phases using RG
flow [15, 16]. Yet, for a wide range of experiments where
the prepared state is known to approximate a fixed-point
state with zero correlation length [68], there is an efficient
‘snapshot-based’ realization of LED using only classical
post-processing of experimental measurements in a few
fixed bases. In this work, we primarily focus on snapshot-
based LED due to current experimental limitations and
the hardness of simulating 2D quantum circuits.

LED APPROACH

The key idea of LED can be understood by considering
Kitaev’s toric code model, a canonical example of topo-
logical order. Specifically, we consider qubits localized
on the edges of a square lattice. The ideal, fixed-point
Hamiltonian is defined as [8]:

HTC = −J
∑
v

Av − J
∑
p

Bp (1)
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FIG. 1: Detecting topological phases via snapshot-based 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 in a system where qubits live on the links of a square lattice, and stabilizers are associated with vertices.
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. 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 (see Methods).

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 error-
correcting code: all local operators either act trivially
on ground states or couple them to excited states [8]. By
measuring stabilizers, one can detect the presence of ex-
citations and apply a recovery procedure to return the
system back to this ground state space.

In this model, contractible Wilson loops can be con-
structed by multiplying stabilizers, 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 fluctua-
tions such as coherent perturbations and incoherent er-
rors (Figure 1a). This causes bare Wilson loops to decay

exponentially with the number of locations where a fluc-
tuation can intersect the loop (i.e., its perimeter).

The snapshot-based LED approach begins with a mea-
surement of all qubits in the same (Pauli-Z or Pauli-X)
basis. For each measurement snapshot, one can calcu-
late the stabilizer and Wilson loop values. Local fluc-
tuations appear as stabilizer violations, which are iden-
tified 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 er-
rors, by flipping a qubit if and only if both adjacent ver-
tices (resp., plaquettes) are occupied by an m (e-anyon).
However, it cannot remove higher-weight errors, which
flip two or more adjacent qubits. Subsequently, the lat-
tice is coarse-grained, which can also be done efficiently
on measurement snapshots (see methods). Together, the
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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 eventu-
ally become single-qubit errors which the decoder can
correct; this mimics a real-space RG flow towards the
fluctuation-free fixed-point state (see Methods). Finally,
a bare Wilson loop is measured on the final, corrected
and coarse-grained state (Figure 1b).

This bare operator measured on the final state is equiv-
alent to a decorated Wilson loop operator measured on
the original state (Figure 1). Moreover, it is determined
solely by the fixed-point state and is independent of the
specific fluctuations in the system; this crucially differ-
entiates LED from prior approaches to construct fat-
tened loop operators [5, 9, 10]. Notice that all steps in
snapshot-based LED can be performed in post-processing
(see Methods), making it uniquely suited for integration
into experimental measurement procedures. More gen-
eral LED operators can be constructed through the quan-
tum circuit formulation; one example is presented in the
Supplementary Information.

The hierarchical LED procedure is also inspired by
the quantum convolutional neural network (QCNN) ap-
proach to phase classification, and the decorated Wilson
loop operators resemble the “multiscale string order pa-
rameters” studied in Ref. [17]. However, in this context,
the LED framework is more general: one can construct
LED Wilson operators of diameter L with any desired
correction distance d ≪ L (Figure 2a) by choosing any
local decoder which pairs anyons up to distance d (see
Methods) [69]. The construction of Figure 1b with al-
ternating 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).

We emphasize that the locality of our procedure en-
sures that only topologically-ordered states can flow to
the fixed-point state. Thus, LED gives rise to a new suf-
ficient condition or witness for topological order. This
distinguishes LED from general decoders, which do not
typically respect locality and hence cannot be used to
certify topological order.

NUMERICAL DETECTION OF TOPOLOGICAL
ORDER WITH COHERENT PERTURBATIONS

To demonstrate the applicability of LED for coherent
local perturbations toHTC, we consider a family of states

|ψ(gX , gZ)⟩ =
1

N egX
∑

i Xi+gZ
∑

i Zi |ψTC⟩ , (2)

generated by imaginary-time evolution of a toric code
ground state |ψTC⟩ [18–20]. As each operator Zi (resp.,
Xi) creates a pair of m anyons (e anyons), |ψ(gX , gZ)⟩
contains virtual anyon fluctuations on top of |ψTC⟩. In
the special case where gX = 0, topological order is known

to survive for perturbations gZ ≤ gc = 0.220343, be-
yond which the m-anyons condense, driving a second-
order phase transition into the Z-paramagnet state [21].
More generally, |ψ(gX ̸= 0, gZ ̸= 0)⟩ is also topologically-
ordered for small gX and gZ , but the transitions to para-
magnetic phases can occur at points which differ from
gc.

In testing LED, we numerically simulate projective
measurements of |ψ(gX , gZ)⟩ and use them as input “ex-
perimental snapshots” in Figure 1b (see Methods). Fig-
ure 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 parame-
ter 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 through-
out 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 characteriz-
ing topological order are X and Z open string operators,
which detect the transition from the topological phase
to the trivial, paramagnet phase. Because LED Wil-
son Z-loop operators (resp., X-loop operators) are lin-
ear 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
closed-loop LED operators flow to unity with increasing
d [70]. The topological-to-trivial phase transition occurs
when certain 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)⟩ is polarized along the
X direction, and X open strings become unity. How-
ever, for generic trivial states, open strings also decay
exponentially with length, due to local fluctuations of
the opposite type; nevertheless, LED can still amplify
their expectation values by removing the effect of local
fluctuations. This behavior is demonstrated in our sim-
ulations: 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. Because LED amplifies the contrast between triv-
ial states and a large class of topological states, the topo-
logical order can be detected using with lower sample
complexity—that is, by using substantially fewer experi-
mental repetitions [17, 22] (see Supplementary Informa-
tion).

Let us note that the boundary dividing the states
whose LED operators approach zero and one does not
necessarily correspond to the topological phase bound-
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L = loop length

d = correction distance
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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 ⟨Xloop⟩⟨Zloop⟩ 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.

ary: in general, it depends on the choice of decoder and
coarse-graining length-scale. For instance, this is ob-
served 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. Hence, LED is not
always a necessary condition for topological order.

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 experi-
ments. Because local decoders can recover topologically
encoded information in the presence of small, local error
channels [13, 23] it is reasonable to ask whether mixed
states prepared in these systems exhibit topological or-
dering.

To study such examples, we introduce incoherent bit-
and phase-flip errors by independently flipping, with
probability pflip, each measured qubit in a snapshot of
|ψ(gX , gZ)⟩. 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 topo-
logical 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 interpo-
lates 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 [24].

Upon studying the behavior of LED operators, one
finds that the mixed-state phase space exhibits two qual-
itatively different regimes (Figure 3b). LED reduces α to
0 with increasing d 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 that cor-
rectability implies the input state cannot be prepared
from a product state using only local operations. In par-
ticular, if LED Wilson loops are amplified to above 1− ϵ
under depth d correction, this certifies topological order
up to length-scale O(L − d) where L ∼ 1/

√
ϵ. Further-

more, we argue (see Methods) that, under plausible con-
ditions, this implies the entanglement negativity of the
input state contains a topological term; this connects the
LED characterization of mixed state topological order to
other studies [25–27].
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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 strings 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 paramagnetic
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.

The ability of LED to distinguish between the topolog-
ical 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 sur-
face code on this annulus with open boundary conditions,
which supports a logical qubit. Then, an LED Z-loop op-
erator corresponds to a logical-Z operator for this qubit,
while an X-string connecting the interior of the annu-
lus to the exterior corresponds to a logical-X operator
(see Figure 2a). 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 de-
coding 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 con-
dense in a paramagnetic phase, decoding cannot correctly
pair anyons, resulting in a high rate of logical errors [23].

The above results are deeply rooted in the stability
of topological order against local perturbations. In con-

trast, any finite temperature destroys long-range topo-
logical 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 val-
ues flow non-monotonically, being amplified at small n
before eventually turning to 0. This occurs because of a
competition between two effects: thermal anyons are un-
correctable, 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 differ-
ent length-scales, the turning point in these curves can
be used to identify the characteristic length-scale of sep-
aration between thermal anyons, or equivalently, the sys-
tem’s temperature.
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FIG. 4: Enhancing experimental detection of Z2 spin liquid.
(a,d) In the experiment [28], 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 after one layer of correction with n = 1. (b,e)
Expectation value of Wilson loops depicted in (a,c) for differ-
ent correction layers n. Plotted error bars (shaded regions)
show expected variation (one standard error) of the mean.
The regime in which both types of loops are amplified corre-
sponds nicely to the spin-liquid regime identified in Ref. [28]
(shaded blue region). (c,f) The behavior of expectation val-
ues of open Z- and X-strings 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 (I-IV), corresponding to four phases: (I) Z-
paramagnet, (II) X-paramagnet, (III) topological spin liquid
(blue), and (IV) a phase which is consistent with strong deco-
herence effects (gray). In our analysis, the progression from
Regime (III) to (IV) appears to be smooth.

EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION IN RYDBERG
ATOM ARRAYS

We now use LED to characterize and provide new in-
sights into the Z2-topologically-ordered states recently
realized on a 219-qubit programmable quantum simula-
tor [28]. In the experiment, qubits are encoded in ground
states and n = 70 Rydberg states of neutral 87Rb atoms
and placed in an array on the links of a kagome lat-
tice (Figure 4). This model maps onto a dimer model,
where each Rydberg atom can be viewed as a dimer cov-
ering the two adjacent vertices of the kagome lattice [29]:

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 [30].

This dimer model is predicted to support a Z2-
topologically-ordered state of the resonating valence
bond (RVB) type, involving the equally-weighted su-
perposition of all dimer coverings [29, 31, 32]. In this
model, Z-stabilizers are given by (−1) times the prod-
uct of single-qubit Z-operators on the edges touching
a vertex, X-stabilizers are given by the product of off-
diagonal 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 [33–35] [71].

In the experiment, a topologically-ordered state is
prepared by quasi-adiabatically adjusting the detuning
∆ and Rabi frequency Ω of a global laser drive [28].
The onset of topological order is observed by study-
ing the expectation values of Wilson loops and open
strings [24, 28, 29, 36, 37]. 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 diffi-
cult, as they cause the prepared state to differ from the
ideal fixed-point state for the dimer model. In particu-
lar, the Rydberg interaction Hamiltonian is only an ap-
proximation of the parent Hamiltonian of the fixed-point
state [72]. Moreover, the finite sweep speed and experi-
mental imperfections (e.g., off-resonant scattering, laser
phase noise, spontaneous emission events) also modify
the experimentally created state. These factors corre-
spond 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 val-
ues for the LED loop operators. Nonetheless, we clearly
observe a range of values of ∆/Ω where both Z- and X-
loops are amplified, which corresponds to the spin-liquid
interval identified in Ref. [28] (blue shaded region in Fig-
ure 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 also examine
the behavior of open Z- and X-strings under LED, and
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 prior in-
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terpretation of experimental results [28]. We emphasize
that our analysis of Regime III goes beyond that of [28],
showing non-trivial coherence in closed loops at signifi-
cantly longer length-scales. Furthermore, LED provides
novel insights into the nature of Regime IV: because LED
does not amplify open or closed string expectation values,
our analysis appears to be consistent with a decoherence-
dominated disordered phase (see also Supplementary In-
formation). Such a phase is analogous to the disordered
part of the mixed-state phase diagram (see Figure 3c),
which has a high density of dephasing (Z) errors, in con-
trast to the valence-bond solid (VBS) phase predicted for
the ground state [29].

CIRCUIT-BASED LED AND GENERIC
TOPOLOGICAL PHASES

While our current LED analysis uses classical post-
processing of Z- andX-basis experimental snapshots, the
most generic LED formulation involves a quantum cir-
cuit model following the QCNN framework of Ref. [17].
Here, the entropy associated with both incoherent and
coherent fluctuations are systematically removed by in-
troducing ancillary degrees of freedom and applying lo-
cal unitary transformations, ultimately leaving a purified
state supported on fewer degrees of freedom. Notably,
this enables the application of LED to a large class of
non-abelian topological orders known as string-net mod-
els [8, 40]. The anyon content of these models is charac-
terized by a modular tensor category (MTC) C = Z(A),
where Z denotes the Drinfeld center [41, 42] of a uni-
tary fusion category A [8]. Here, the possible topological
charges (i.e., anyon types) are given by the simple objects
α0, α1, ..., αN−1 of C. It is conjectured that any MTC is
uniquely determined by modular S and T matrices which
capture its anyon braiding statistics:
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(4)

where di is the quantum dimension of αi and D =√∑
i d

2
i . For example, a key signature of the toric code

MTC C = D(Z2) is the −1 twist product between e and
m anyon loops (sem = −1).

Direct measurements of sij and tij involve braiding
anyons along large loops, and hence are affected by co-
herent perturbations and incoherent errors. The inability
to extract their precise values prevents accurate identifi-
cation of the topological phase. To circumvent this, we

use a hierarchical LED circuit which systematically de-
tects and identifies errors (anyons) at each site by using
ancillary qubits, removes them by inputting the fusion
rules of C into a maximum-likelihood decoder, and applies
an entanglement renormalization circuit to coarse-grain
the system [39]. After multiple layers, the S and T ma-
trices can be measured with much higher accuracy and
efficiency (Figure 5). We note that circuit-based LED
is required for the detection and removal of non-abelian
anyons. More details on circuit-based LED and generic
topological phases can be found in Methods and Supple-
mentary Information.

OUTLOOK

These results demonstrate that LED constitutes an ex-
ceptionally promising approach to enhance the detection
and characterization of topological order. Several gen-
eralizations and future avenues can be considered. For
example, the variational methods of QCNN circuits can
enable adaptive measurement procedures, which can rec-
ognize a much larger portion of the topological phase.
This opens the door towards achieving a necessary and
sufficient criterion for topological order using LED, which
cannot be done using any fixed linear observable [43].
Moreover, our results indicate that LED is applicable to
generic topological orders in higher dimensions, which is
challenging to analyze using any currently known tech-
niques. LED can also potentially serve as an order pa-
rameter for efficiently characterizing glassy gauge mod-
els [44], through a mapping shown in Methods. Addi-
tionally, while our present work analyzes a spin-liquid
state prepared using a Rydberg-atom quantum simula-
tor, LED is also directly applicable to other platforms
such as superconducting qubits [45] or trapped ions [46].
Another promising direction is to further study

whether the “correctability” of states in our mixed-state
phase diagram can be used to characterize topological
order in mixed states more generally [12, 27, 47–49]. 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 string-net topological order, it could be interesting to
consider more general topological phases, fracton phases
or gauge theories with continuous gauge groups [35, 50].
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 simula-
tions underlying Figures 2 and 3 are performed. We begin
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(a) (b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 5: LED for generic string-net models. (a) An ancilla qudit is used to measure the topological charge within each local

region R: we initialize the ancilla in |0⟩, apply a local unitary U =
∑N−1

i,j=0 |(i+ j)modN⟩⟨j|anc ⊗Pi, where Pi projects R onto

the subspace with topological charge αi, and finally measure the ancilla’s state. (b) Local error correction is performed by
inputting the fusion rules of C into a maximum-likelihood patch-based decoder. Given any l × l patch, one identifies possible
groupings of anyons (including groupings to the boundary) that can remove all nontrivial topological charges within the patch.
The decoder performs the grouping of highest probability by fusing anyons or dragging them to the boundary of the patch [38].
If C is non-abelian, the vacuum topological charge may only be attained probabilistically with probability 1 −

∑
α pα, or a

nontrivial topological charge α remains with some probability pα. (c) The system is then coarse-grained by applying a quantum
circuit corresponding to a multiscale entanglement renormalization ansatz (MERA) representation of the fixed-point state [39].
(d) At the final layer, S- and T -matrix elements can be measured by introducing an ancilla qubit in the |+⟩ state and applying
controlled-anyon-braiding operations. More details on implementing Steps (c) and (d) can be found in Methods.

by constructing a projected entangled pair state (PEPS)
representation of the exact toric code ground state [51].
This construction utilizes a parity tensor P defined as

Pijkl =

{
1 if i+ j + k + l = 0 mod 2

0 otherwise
(5)

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
code PEPS tensor A is then given by Apq

ijkl = δpi δ
q
jPijkl.

Our perturbed states |ψ(gX , gZ)⟩ are constructed from
the toric code state by applying imaginary time evolution
to each site L(gX , gZ) = egXX+gZZ :

A(gX , gZ)
pq
ijkl =

∑
p′,q′

L(gX , gZ)
p
p′L(gX , gZ)

q
q′A

p′q′

ijkl. (6)

Notice that this operation does not change the PEPS
bond dimension, thereby allowing for efficient simulation.

Our goal is to simulate projective Z-basis measure-
ments to serve as the “experimental snapshot” input
in Figure 1b. The key ingredient which enables effi-
cient sampling is an algorithm for efficiently computing
marginal and conditional probabilities, which can be im-
plemented as follows: 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 proba-
bility 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, compute the conditional probability distri-
bution on the second site, P (σ(2,1) = ab|σ(1,1) = ab11),
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 6), which is in general #P -
hard [52]. In practice, however, the states we encounter
have finite correlation length, and the computation be-
comes remarkably efficient throughout much of the phase
diagram [53]. 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 ef-
fect of the environment—that is, the sites different from
the one currently being sampled [54]. Because singular-
value decomposition truncation is used at each step to
prevent the bond dimension of the boundary MPS from
growing exponentially [55], the method is approximate;
however, we only discard singular values < 10−8, so trun-
cation errors are insignificant. Details of the boundary
conditions and contraction ordering are discussed in the
Supplementary Information.

In our simulations, we choose Lx = 300 unit cells and
sample 1000 columns, giving us access to very large snap-
shots with 600,000 qubits. To minimize boundary effects,
we compute observables 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 correla-
tion length, which increases the computational demands
for sampling (gray data points in Figure 2g). We numer-
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FIG. 6: PEPS sampling algorithm. Expectation values are computing with respect to both |ψ⟩ (back) and ⟨ψ| (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 measurement-
dependent 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.

ically confirm this phase boundary with an independent
calculation (see Supplementary Information).

Details on Error-Correction and Coarse-Graining
Procedures

Here, 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 measure-
ments, 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, respectively. Fi-
nally, the projective measurement outcomes are denoted
by σ ∈ {+1,−1} (see Figure 7).
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 sta-
bilizer 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 trans-
formation

σu+x̂,v → σu+x̂,v (1 +Bu +Bu+x̂ −BuBu+x̂) /2 (7)

σu+ŷ,h → σu+ŷ,v (1 +Bu +Bu+ŷ −BuBu+ŷ) /2 (8)

To ensure all local errors are removed after a finite num-
ber 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 sup-
port of any local operator only grows by a finite amount
with each step. Subsequently, the coarse-graining proce-
dure 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
lattice. The combination of a local pairing step and a
coarse-graining step forms a layer of real-space RG; with
each additional layer, 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 orig-
inal state. These decorated operators can be efficiently
computed from projective measurement data, since their
eigenstates are product states in the Z and X bases,
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respectively. Furthermore, in the operator transforma-
tion 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 trans-
formation 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 prop-
erty of LED is that it preserves commutation relations:
consider two anti-commuting X and Z strings which in-
tersect 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 com-
puted 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 [56]. In the follow-
ing 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 dis-
tance 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 re-
gion, 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 8). For each pla-
quette 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 informa-
tion from local l by l patches, while the distance between
partner plaquettes in the second step is always less than
l. Aggregation can thus be performed using only the re-
sults from a small number of overlapping local patches.

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 lat-
tice, 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 [29].
This state is in the same 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 ad-
jacent dimers [73]. 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 9a).
The pairing decoder is then applied between adjacent tri-
angles 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 asso-
ciated with m anyons become diagonal in the measure-
ment basis. This allows us to map each configuration
onto a triangular lattice, whose vertices are located at the
center of each hexagon in the kagome lattice; this map-
ping transforms X-stabilizers of the dimer model into
vertex Z-stabilizers in the triangular lattice (Figure 9b).
Due to the small experimental system size, we can only
perform one layer of correction, and we use the pairing
decoder on the triangular lattice. We note that open
strings on the triangular lattice map onto open strings
on the ruby lattice, although the resultant strings are
slightly different from the ones measured in [28, 29].

Quantum Circuit Formulation of LED

As discussed in the main text, the most general for-
mulation of LED uses a hierarchical quantum circuit like
the QCNN circuit introduced in Ref. [17]. The struc-
ture of such a circuit is illustrated in Figure 10 in a one-
dimensional example for simplicity of illustration, but
can be easily generalized to the two-dimensional cases
considered in LED.
In this framework, stabilizer measurements are per-

formed at each layer using quantum circuits to preserve
the coherence of qubits in the system, in the same fash-
ion as for surface-code quantum computation [57]. When
the lattice is coarse-grained as in Figures 1, 7, a fraction
of the system’s qubits are measured, and local operations
are applied to each remaining qubit based on nearby sta-
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FIG. 7: 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′ are products of b lower-level qubits σ. Coarse-grained stabilizers B′

u

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. 8: 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 = ⌊l/2⌋; 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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(a) (b)
X = : { (-1)

= R R –1

FIG. 9: Decoding for the ruby lattice spin liquid realized in Ref. [28]. (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 neighboring stabilizers
(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. [28, 29]).
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. [28, 29].

⇢in

FIG. 10: One-dimensional illustration of a hierarchical LED circuit, inspired by the QCNN circuit of Ref. [17]. Here, stabilizer
measurements are performed at each LED layer using local unitary gates (white boxes), and the LED error-correction step is
performed through controlled-unitary gates. While this particular circuit model maps stabilizer values in each LED layer to
qubits in the initial system (ρin) which are measured in that layer, the stabilizer values can also be obtained by introducing
ancillary qubits in a known state (e.g |0⟩) and performing local gates in the same fashion as for surface-code quantum computa-
tion [57]. To accommodate states which differ from a known, fixed-point state by local rotations, variational unitary operations
(blue boxes) can be introduced before each LED stabilizer-measurement step, and the parameters to these unitaries can be
optimized adaptively through a hybrid quantum-classical feedback loop to achieve high LED operator expectation values.

bilizer measurement values, to correct for local errors.
One example circuit construction of LED stabilizer mea-
surement, decoding, and coarse-graining for recognizing
the toric code phase is presented in the Supplementary

Information. For more general string-net models, ancil-
las can be used to detect the presence of anyons, and the
decoding steps perform anyon transport and fusion via
procedures described in Ref. [38]; meanwhile, the coarse-
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graining circuit is constructed as the inverse circuit of a
multiscale entanglement renormalization ansatz (MERA)
representation of the fixed-point state (Figure 5) [39].
Additionally, a layer of variational unitary operations is
placed in front of each anyon-detection step.

These variational unitaries can be tuned to optimize
the LED order parameter values, especially in the pres-
ence of (quasi-)local rotations of qubits on top of a
known fixed-point state. For example, if every qubit
in a perfectly-prepared toric code state underwent a
Haar-random, single-qubit operation, both the bare and
snapshot-based LED Wilson loop operators will be ex-
ponentially small. However, the layer of variational uni-
taries in front of the first local decoding step enables
one to “un-do” these single-qubit operations and again
achieve a high LED signal. In particular, one uses here an
adaptive procedure, whereby a hybrid quantum-classical
feedback loop is used to tune each unitary to optimize
LED loop values. More generally, variational unitaries
in front of subsequent local decoding steps l allow us to
compensate for local operations acting on multiple qubits
of the system. This is a major step towards achieving
a necessary and sufficient criterion for topological order,
which is not possible using a single, fixed observable such
as a bare Wilson loop operator [43]. Moreover, due to
the special hierarchical structure of QCNN and LED cir-
cuits, the optimization of the variational unitaries can
be done efficiently without encountering the so-called
“barren plateau” challenges of variational quantum cir-
cuits [58, 59].

Finally, one other advantage of circuit-based LED is
that it enables the simultaneous measurement of loop
operators in multiple bases in each experimental repeti-
tion. This allows us to capture anyonic braiding statis-
tics, which is critical to the application of LED to non-
abelian phases. In particular, the final measurement of
sij (Figure 5d) can be performed by initializing an an-
cilla qubit in the state |+⟩ = 1√

2
(|0⟩+ |1⟩), and applying

a controlled operation which, conditioned on the ancilla
being in |1⟩, creates anyon pairs αi, αi and αj , αj , braids
αi around αj , and fuses the pairs αi, αi and αj , αj . sij is
then measured in two steps: First, the magnitude |sij |2 is
equal to the probability of αj , αj fusing to vacuum when
the ancilla is in |1⟩; this probability can be obtained by
measuring local energy densities (e.g., by performing sta-
bilizer measurements). Then, when |sij |2 > 0, we post-
select on both αi, αi and αj , αj fusing to vacuum and
measure the ancilla’s final state

|Sij⟩ ∝ |0⟩+ sij |1⟩ (9)

in an appropriate basis to obtain the phase of sij .

For topological phases described by abelian quantum
double models [8], the quantum circuit and snapshot-
based versions of LED can be combined by measuring
all qubits in a fixed basis after some chosen depth d,
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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.

and performing snapshot-based LED using the resulting
stabilizer measurement values (see Supplementary Infor-
mation). The choice of d is then determined by a tradeoff
between the quantum circuit depth/fidelity and the gen-
erality of local rotations which can be compensated for.

Topological Order Witness

Here, we show that LED provides a topological order
witness—that is, it does not misclassify any trivial prod-
uct 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⟩ of HTC. We begin by considering the ideal case
where LED operators go to one.

Theorem 1. Let ρ be an arbitrary input state defined
on a surface with trivial topology. Then, after perform-
ing LED with correction distance d, assume the resultant
state ρf has, as a subsystem, qubits living on the links of a
square lattice, as in the toric code. Then, if the stabilizer

expectation values
〈
1+Av

2

〉
=

〈
1+Bp

2

〉
= 1 at every vertex

v and plaquette p of the subsystem, then, the input state
ρ is topologically-ordered, in the sense that it is connected
to an output state of the form ρf = |ψTC⟩ ⟨ψTC|⊗αanc by
generalized local unitary (gLU) transformation of depth
O(d).

The key to the proof is a unitary implementation of
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LED by introducing product state ancillas and perform-
ing local unitary gates to perform stabilizer measurement
and correction (see Supplementary Information for de-
tails). These operations, which cannot change the long-
range entanglement structure of the state, are known
as gLU transformations [18], and preserve phase bound-
aries. Thus, if we further assume the output ancillas
αanc are in a trivial state, Theorem 1 guarantees the in-
put 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 αanc. 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 transforma-
tions [18], Theorem 1 implies that LED operators flowing
to unity forms a sufficient condition for topological or-
der, 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 infinitesi-
mal local perturbations to the toric code ground state,
such as e−iϵH |ψTC⟩ for arbitrarily small ϵ and some lo-
cal Hamiltonian H, can create error strings larger than
the correction length d. This causes LED loop expecta-
tion values to decay exponentially, even in the topological
phase. To show that LED still provides a topological or-
der witness in the presence of local perturbations, finite
measurement errors, and finite system size, we show the
following Theorem:

Theorem 2. Consider an arbitrary input state ρ and
LED with correction distance d, as in Theorem 1. Sup-
pose the corresponding subsystem of ρf has stabilizer ex-

pectation values
〈
1+Av

2

〉
> 1 − ϵ,

〈
1+Bp

2

〉
> 1 − ϵ at

every vertex v and plaquette p. Then, the input state ρ
exhibits topological ordering at least up to a length-scale
O(L − d); that is, no purification of ρ can be prepared
using a local quantum circuit of depth less than O(L −d),
where L ∼ 1/

√
ϵ.

Our proof of Theorem 2 hinges on the following two
Lemmas, proved in the supplement.

Lemma 3. Given an output state ρf satisfying the con-
ditions of Theorem 2, and a simply connected (L −
2) × (L − 2) square region R on the system part, the
reduced density matrix ρd = TrRc [ρf ] is indistinguish-
able from the toric code reduced density matrix σTC =
TrRc [|ψTC⟩ ⟨ψTC|] defined on the same region, up to the
bound ||ρd − σTC|| ≤ max

(√
ϵ, 2L 2ϵ

)
Lemma 4. Consider an input state ρ and an LED pro-
cedure satisfying the conditions of Theorem 2. Then the
final state ρf after LED cannot be prepared using a local
quantum circuit with depth less than O(L ) ∼ O(1/

√
ϵ).

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 |ψ⟩ cannot be prepared using a quantum cir-
cuit 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−ϵ, this shows that LED provides a
topological order witness up to length-scales of O(L/

√
ϵ).

We now discuss how these theoretical results are re-
flected in our numerical simulations. First, when fluctu-
ations are local, the probability of having an error string
of length ℓ decays exponentially with ℓ, and the expo-
nent 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 dis-
tance d to be given by ϵ(d) ∝ e−d/ξ, so correction dis-
tance d = Ω(ξ logL ) is sufficient to certify topological
order up to length-scale L . 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 certi-
fication length-scale L grows at least exponentially with
n as well. Third, our argument does not certify topologi-
cal 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 triv-
ial phase. Indeed, this is reflected in our numerics as well
(Figure 12).

Connection to Topological Entanglement Negativity

The entanglement negativity of a mixed state ρS is de-
fined as SN (ρ) = log ||ρ||1 = log(

∑
λi), where λi are the

eigenvalues of ρ. Prior works have shown, via a com-
bination of analytical arguments and numerical results,
that in a topological phase, SN obeys an area-law with
a constant correction, i.e. SN = αL − γ. Further, re-
cent results have also shown that the topological term γ
vanishes at finite-temperature [60], or for high incoherent
error rates [61]. Thus, the negativity appears to capture
important features of mixed state topological order.
The unitary circuit construction of LED also enables

us to connect a positive classification under LED, to the
topological entanglement negativity of the input state.
In particular, theorem 1 implies that states classified
as topological are connected to an output state ρf =
|ψTC⟩ ⟨ψTC| ⊗ αanc via local unitary circuits. If we fur-
ther assume the ancillas contain no long-range order (see
SM for rigorous definition), then since |ψTC⟩ is topolog-
ically ordered, the output state indeed has a topological
correction in the entanglement negativity. It is further
believed that γ is a topological invariant, i.e. it should
remain invariant under local unitary circuits. As such,
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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 insignifi-
cant. LED Wilson loops are theoretically expected to certify
topological order in the regime of d≪ L.

this should be sufficient to certify the input state ρS has
topological order.

We show this in the SM, for the special case where the
LED circuit is composed of Clifford gates, by extending
the stabilizer formalism introduced in Ref. [60]. Interest-
ingly, there, the topological correction to SN comes from
the presence of decorated Wilson loops operators with
non-trivial twist product in the input state ρS (see also
proof of Lemma 4). Thus we conjecture a connection to
topological entanglement negativity holds for LED Wil-
son loops more generally.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

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-
surement outcomes, and hence the doubled PEPS tensor
for each site, which contains both the bra and the ket ten-

sors, is T i′,j′,k′,l′

i,j,k,l =
∑

pq(A
∗)pqi′,j′,k′,l′A

pq
i,j,k,l. The bound-

ary conditions we choose are |+⟩i |+⟩i′ at the lower x = 1
boundary and δi,i′ 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 exchang-
ing the input and output directions of the MPO. Note
that at each application of Ty, we use singular-value de-
composition 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. Com-
puting the marginal probability P (ab) on the first site
requires contracting a 1D tensor network (see Fig-
ure 6), where the doubled tensor at x, y = 1, 1 is re-

placed by a measurement-dependent one T (ab)i
′,j′,k′,l′

i,j,k,l =

(A∗)abi′,j′,k′,l′A
ab
i,j,k,l, while the doubled tensor at sites

x > 1 remain measurement-independent. Note that the
tensor network outputs an unnormalized probability dis-
tribution; however, since there are only four states per
site, the normalization can be computed with little over-
head. 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 envi-
ronment 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 mod-
elling a static, infinite environment.

Calculation of Phase Diagram

To compute the phase diagram, we use the PEPS ten-
sors to construct a transfer matrix with periodic bound-
ary conditions, on small cylinders with circumference Ly

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 m-
condensate (X-paramagnet) correspond to three distinct
symmetry broken phases from the point of view of the
virtual legs, with degeneracy two, one, and four respec-
tively.

As such, along the transition from topological to e-
condensate, which occurs for gX small and gZ ≈ 0.2−0.3,
the relevant ratio is between the first and second eigen-
values, ∆12(gZ , gX) = log(λ1/λ2). In contrast, for the
transition from topological to m-paramagnet, the rel-
evant gap is between the first and third eigenvalues
∆13(gZ , gX). Furthermore, the model is self-dual, so the
wavefunction at |ψ(gz, gx)⟩ is equivalent to the wavefunc-
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tion at |ψ(gx, gz)⟩ by a basis rotation and spatial trans-
lation. 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).

Sample Complexity

A key figure of merit for certification of phases is the
sample complexity, defined here as the number of sam-
ples required to confirm with 95% confidence that the
measured loop operator is non-zero. To compute sample
complexity, we approximate the LED Wilson loop expec-
tation value evaluated on a large but finite size system
as a Gaussian random variable. In this scenario, the im-
portant quantity is the ratio of the standard deviation σ
to the mean ⟨Zclosed⟩. 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% con-
fidence), we require approximately S = (2σ/⟨Zclosed⟩)2
samples.

In Figure 14, we compare the sample complexity of
certifying non-zero Wilson loops using bare and LED ob-
servables. Two scenarios are considered. In the first,
bare and LEDWilson loops are compared at fixed length-
scale. Indeed, the sample complexity decreases by an or-
der 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 re-
duces the number of loops available for averaging in a
fixed size system. However, for sufficient correction lay-
ers, LED reliably removes almost all errors. This is the
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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 sig-
naled 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 self-
dual 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 ex-
actly with the known critical point gc (vertical dotted line),
for Ly = 4, 5, 6 (blue, purple, orange resp.). (b) Quatita-
tively, 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 bound-
ary clearly shifts to larger g1 with increasing g0, but Ly = 4
(blue) appears to slightly overestimate the transition point
compared to Ly = 6 (orange).

regime where ξ ≪ d, so the Wilson loops saturate at
one and their variance approaches zero (see histograms
in Figure 14).
Nevertheless, the initial increase in sample complex-

ity is not simply due to information being removed.
Upon further examination of the scenario without coarse-
graining, we find a similar initial increase in sample com-
plexity. We interpret this as correction causing adjacent
LED loops to become correlated. Finally, we note that
the sample complexity measured in this way only im-
proves in the topological phase. In the uncorrectable,
disordered phase, the inverse ratio ⟨Zclosed⟩/σ rapidly ap-
proaches zero.

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) patch-based
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FIG. 14: 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 coarse-
graining 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.

decoder with coarse-graining size b = 2; in Figure 15,
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 simi-
larly, so it appears that the decoder threshold saturates
with l. Intriguingly, we observe saturation at an inco-
herent error rate which is significantly below the known
error correction threshold of pc ≈ 10.9%. An interest-
ing open question is to determine whether this discrep-
ancy arises because the patch-based decoder is subop-
timal, 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.

Definition and Properties of Fixed-Point States

As discussed in the main text, one important com-
ponent 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.

It is well-known in the literature that gapped quan-
tum ground states can be classified by a real-space RG
flow [15, 18]. 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 hall-
mark property of topologically-ordered states is the pres-
ence of long-range entanglement, and finite-depth local
unitary transformations can add or remove local short-
range entanglement; thus, for any given state in a topo-
logical phase of matter, one can construct a procedure
which hierarchically removes all short-range entangle-
ment from this state at increasing length-scales. Then,
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FIG. 15: 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.

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 fixed-
point state in the context of our LED procedure and the
closely related QCNN procedure of Ref. [17]. In both
of these procedures, a fixed-point state of the phase un-
der consideration is chosen, and the protocol identifies
states within this phase by removing local errors or per-
turbations 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 fixed-
point states have zero correlation length, the bare Wil-
son loops defined in the main text have expectation value
equal to +1 without performing any correction or LED.

LED Circuit for Z2 Toric Code

In the quantum circuit formulation, the stabilizer mea-
surement, local decoding, and coarse-graining steps of
LED are implemented through local controlled-unitary
gates, single-qubit rotations, and (optionally) measure-
ments and local feed-forward operations. Meanwhile, lo-
cal variational unitary gates are introduced before each

LED layer to enable efficient and robust identification
of a large set of topologically-ordered states (see Meth-
ods and Figure 10). The quantum circuit for stabilizer
measurements, local decoding, and coarse-graining can
be implemented in different ways, as discussed below.

As a first example, one can introduce an ancillary qubit
for each stabilizer, and perform local controlled-NOT
(CNOT) gates between the system qubits and the an-
cillary qubit at each vertex or plaquette. These local
CNOT gates are designed in the exact same fashion as
stabilizer measurements of the surface code (see, for ex-
ample, Ref. [57]). Decoding can then be implemented
either by measuring the ancillary qubits and perform-
ing local feed-forward operations on the system qubits
to correct for arbitrary single-qubit errors, or by using
local controlled-unitary operations between the ancillary
and system qubits to achieve the same result. Finally,
the MERA circuit of Ref. [62] can be used to perform
coarse-graining at each LED layer.

Alternatively, one can avoid introducing ancillary
qubits by carefully constructing a circuit which maps
stabilizer values in each layer to the qubits which are
removed during the coarse-graining process of that layer.
This scheme combines the stabilizer measurement and
coarse-graining procedures together into one large set of
unitary operations. As before, the decoding step can
be implemented by measuring stabilizer qubits and per-
forming local feedforwarding to the remaining qubits, or
by using local controlled-unitary operations between the
ancillary and system qubits.

Because the number of removed qubits in each unit cell
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FIG. 16: Setup for a quantum circuit which implements LED
for the Z2 toric code phase without introducing any ancil-
lary qubits. The coarse-graining performed by this circuit
combines nine unit cells into a single, large unit cell in the
subsequent layer (thick vs. thin lines); we label each of the 18
qubits in this large unit cell using the letters a through r as
shown above. Here, we focus on the local unitaries involving
the qubits within a single, large unit cell (darker blue shaded
cell); however, some of the local unitaries in our circuit span
two large unit cells, so we also consider the neighboring cells
(lighter blue shaded cells). We label the neighboring cells 1
through 4, and refer to a qubit in such a cell by its letter and
the number of the cell (e.g., the uppermost qubits of unit cell
2 would be a2, b2, and c2 from left to right).

is always smaller than the number of stabilizers in this
second case, only a fraction of stabilizers can be mea-
sured in every layer. Thus, one must design the circuit
meticulously in order to still correct for all single-qubit
errors. As a concrete example, we illustrate here such
a quantum circuit implementation of the LED stabilizer
measurement, local decoding, and coarse-graining proce-
dures for the Z2 toric code which does not require addi-
tional ancillary qubits.

In this circuit, nine unit cells are combined to a single,
large unit cell in the next layer by the coarse-graining
procedure (i.e., a 3-to-1 reduction is performed in each
dimension). The circuit is invariant under translation by
the large unit cells, so we consider only the gates involv-
ing a single large unit cell. The setup and notations for
qubits are defined in Figure 16.

Our circuit consists primarily of two-qubit CNOT
gates, together with some single-qubit rotations and
multi-qubit controlled-unitary operations. Thus, to com-
pactly specify our circuit, we introduce some nota-
tions for the controlled-unitary operations of our circuit:

specifically, we use the notation (control qubits 7→ tar-
get qubit) to refer to the gate which performs a bit-flip
(X) gate on the target qubit if and only if all control
qubits are in the Z = −1 state, and identity otherwise.
For example, (a 7→ b) denotes a CNOT gate where a is
the control qubit and b is the target qubit. Likewise,
(a, b 7→ c) denotes a Toffoli gate where a and b are the
control qubits and c is the target qubit.
With all notations defined, we are now ready to spec-

ify our circuit. Due to translation invariance, it is un-
derstood that whenever we list a gate here, it will also
be applied simultaneously on all qubits which differ from
the labeled sites by translation of an integer number of
large unit cells; thus, our circuit consists of many layers
of non-overlapping local gates. The circuit proceeds as
follows:

1. Perform layers of CNOT gates in the following or-
der: (i 7→ o), (l 7→ o), (j4 7→ o), (f 7→ i), (c 7→ i),
(d4 7→ i), (b 7→ f), (e 7→ f), (h 7→ f), (a 7→ e),
(d 7→ e), (g 7→ e), (j 7→ g), (m 7→ g), (k 7→ g),
(p 7→ m), (a3 7→ m), (q 7→ m), (q 7→ n), (b3 7→ n),
(r 7→ n), (q 7→ k), (r 7→ l), (b3 7→ h), (k 7→ h),
(l 7→ h), (a 7→ b), (c 7→ b), (d 7→ j), (p 7→ j).

2. Perform layers of Toffoli gates in the following
order: (e,m1 7→ b), (f, n1 7→ b), (i2, e 7→ j),
(g, o2 7→ j).

3. Perform single-qubit X gates on e, f , g, h, n, o.

4. Perform two layers of multi-qubit controlled-
unitary gates (i, e4, f, o 7→ b), (m, e3, g, h 7→ j)

5. Perform single-qubit Hadamard gates on a, b, c, d,
j, k, l, p.

6. Perform layers of Toffoli gates in the following or-
der: (a, c 7→ b), (d, k 7→ j), (c3, l 7→ b), (c3, l 7→ j),
(c3, l 7→ b3), (d, p 7→ j), (r, c3 7→ b3), (r, p4 7→ b),
(r, p4 7→ j), (r, p4 7→ j4).

7. Perform single-qubit Hadamard gates on b and j.

LED for Abelian Quantum Double Models

The snapshot-based LED framework can be extended
to enable detection of Kitaev’s quantum double models
based on any finite abelian group G. Since the quantum
double model D(G) of a direct product of finite groups
G = G1×G2× ...×Gk is equivalent to the model where k
quantum doubles D(G1), ..., D(Gk) are stacked together,
it suffices to consider the quantum double of cyclic groups
Gd = {0, 1, ..., d − 1}. In such models, an orientation
must be assigned to each link of the square lattice, which
is occupied by a qudit belonging to the Hilbert space
spanned by {|j⟩, j ∈ Gd} (Figure 17). To define the ver-
tex and plaquette stabilizers for these quantum double
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FIG. 17: Setup for Kitaev’s quantum double models on a
square lattice [8]. For generic groups G, one must define an
orientation for each edge; for simplicity, we choose edges to
be oriented upwards and to the right.

models, we first introduce the single-qudit shift and clock
operators—X± and Z±, respectively—which are gener-
alizations of the Pauli matrices X and Z for qubits. We
define these operators based on their action on the basis
states:

X±|j⟩ = |j ± 1⟩ (10)

Z±|j⟩ = ωj |j⟩. (11)

where addition is performed modulo d, and ω = e2πi/d is
a dth root of unity. Using these operators, we can define
generalized vertex and plaquette operators:

A(v) =
∏

j∈adj(v)

X(j, v) (12)

B(p) =
∏

j∈adj(p)

Z(j, v). (13)

Here, the X and Z operators depend on the orientation
of the edge j relative to the vertex v or plaquette p under
consideration: if the directed edge j points away from v,
X(j, v) = X−(j), otherwise X(j, v) = X+(j); if p is on
the left (resp., right) of the directed edge j when the
lattice is rotated such that j points upwards, Z(j, p) =
Z−(j) (resp., Z+(j)) [8]. The Hamiltonian for this model
is then

H = −
∑
v

d−1∑
k=0

A(v)k −
∑
p

d−1∑
k=0

B(p)k. (14)

As in the case of the toric code Hamiltonian (Equa-
tion (1) in the main text), all Ak(v) and Bk(p) terms
in the above Hamiltonian H commute with each other.
Each A(v) and B(p) has d possible eigenvalues: 1, ω, ω2,
..., ωd−1. The ground state(s) ofH are then simultaneous
+1 eigenstate(s) of all A(v) and B(p). Meanwhile, ver-
tex and plaquette violations correspond to anyonic exci-
tations: a plaquette where B(p) = ωa hosts an ea anyon,

while a vertex where A(v) = ωb hosts anmb anyon. Thus,
at any site (v, p), there are d2 possible topological charges
eamb (a, b ∈ {0, 1, ..., d− 1}).
We now demonstrate how a generalized snapshot-based

LED procedure can be used to recognize the quantum
double phase. In this case, we begin by measuring all
qudits in the basis {|0⟩, |1⟩, ..., |d − 1⟩}, which we refer
to as the group basis. Such a measurement allows us
to compute all plaquette terms B(p), and identify e-type
anyons. The location of such an anyon can be shifted one

cell away by applying X
B(p)
± to one of the edges in adj(p)

(the sign depends on the edge’s orientation relative to
the plaquette): for example, if the anyon is located on

the plaquette p in Figure 17, applying X
B(p)
− to j3 will

move the anyon up by one cell. The patch-based decoder
we use for LED thus corrects errors by grouping together,
when possible, two or more plaquettes p1, p2, ... with non-
trivial B(pi) such that the product

∏
iB(pi) = 1; this can

be implemented simply by multiplying qudits by group
elements B(pi)

±1. The groupings are chosen to minimize
the total number of qudits to modify, while still removing
as many errors as possible within each patch.

The above procedure allows us to correct for e-type
errors. The same LED procedure can be performed
to address m-type errors, by measuring qudits in an-
other basis—the representation basis. Representation-
basis measurements are performed by first applying a
generalized Hadamard operator

Hd =
1√
d

d−1∑
a=0

d−1∑
b=0

ωab|a⟩⟨b|, (15)

and then measuring in the group basis. Because the shift
operator is diagonal in the representation basis, measure-
ments in this basis allow us to identify m-type anyons,
and utilize the patch-based decoding scheme described
above for LED.

Background on Generic Topological Phases

Here, we provide background on generic topological
quantum field theories (TQFTs), which are characterized
by modular tensor categories C. The possible topological
charges (a.k.a. anyon types) in such a system are given by
the simple objects {α0, α1, α2, ...} of C, where α0 = 1 is
the trivial or vacuum topological charge. Abelian anyons
αi have quantum dimension di = 1, meaning that the
outcome of fusing αi with any other anyon αj is deter-
ministic: αi⊗αj = αk(i,j) for some integer k(i, j). On the
other hand, non-abelian anyons αi, αj have quantum di-
mensions di, dj > 1, and their fusion can result multiple
possible anyon types as governed by fusion rules

αi ⊗ αj = ⊕kn
k
ijαk. (16)
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Here, the fusion coefficients nkij must satisfy

didj =
∑
k

nkijdk. (17)

Moreover, each anyon αi has a unique conjugate anyon
αj = αi for which n

1
ij = 1 (i.e., αi and αi can annihilate

each other by fusing to vacuum); for all other αk, n
1
ik = 0.

In addition to anyon types and fusion rules, several
other quantities are needed to characterize a TQFT. In
particular, for every pair of anyons αi, αj , one can com-
pute the Hopf link
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sij =
1

D . (18)

Moreover, for each anyon αi, its topological twist is de-
fined as
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. (19)

These quantities are used to define the modular S and T
matrices of C:

Sij =
1

D s̃ij , Tij = δijθi. (20)

where D =
√∑

i d
2
i is the global quantum dimension of

C.
It is conjectured that the modular S and T matri-

ces uniquely define a unitary modular tensor category,
or equivalently a topological phase of matter [41]. In
the main text and Methods, we illustrate the applica-
tion of LED to Levin and Wen’s string-net models based
on arbitrary unitary fusion categories A. The MTC
describing such a string-net model is the Drinfeld cen-
ter C = Z(A) [40]. Additional background on general
TQFTs and MTCs can be found in Refs. [41, 42].

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 oper-
ator O supported on a local region A of diameter l. It
follows thatO can only flip a stabilizer from +1 to −1 if it
overlaps with A, and O cannot couple any ground state
|ψ⟩ to another ground state |ψ′⟩ ≠ |ψ⟩. We now show

that LED removes all flipped stabilizers after 1 + logb d
layers, where b is the coarse-graining length-scale. Be-
cause the coarse-graining step effectively reduces l → l/b,
after logb d layers, there are three possibilities: (1) A be-
comes 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 itera-
tion 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 lo-
cal decoders, such as the patch-based decoder, when they
are combined with coarse-graining.

Proof of Theorem 1

Theorem 1. Let |ψ⟩ be an arbitrary input state de-
fined on a surface with trivial topology. Then, after per-
forming LED with correction distance d, assume the re-
sultant state |ψd⟩ has, as a subsystem, qubits living on
the links of a square lattice, as in the toric code. Then, if

the stabilizer expectation values
〈
1+Av

2

〉
=

〈
1+Bp

2

〉
= 1

at every vertex v and plaquette p of the subsystem, then,
the input state |ψ⟩ is topologically-ordered, in the sense
that it is connected to an output state of the form |ψd⟩ =
|ψTC⟩ ⊗ |ϕanc⟩ by generalized local unitary (gLU) trans-
formation of depth O(d).

Proof. The LED procedure forms a local quantum chan-
nel, 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 |0⟩ at every vertex and plaquette. Next, a se-
quence 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 per-
formed 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,
the coarse-graining step can also be performed with lo-
cal unitary transformations by using a quantum circuit
corresponding to a multiscale entanglement renormaliza-
tion ansatz (MERA) representation of the fixed-point
state [62]. The transformations generated by introduc-
ing product state ancillas and performing local unitary
operations are called generalized local unitaries (gLU);
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this class of transformations includes our LED procedure
described above and is known to preserve phase bound-
aries [18].

If the system part of the final state, |ψd⟩ ∈ Hsys⊗Hanc,

has stabilizer expectation values
〈
1+Av

2

〉
=

〈
1+Bp

2

〉
= 1

at every vertex v and plaquette p, then |ψd⟩ must be-
long to the ground state space of the toric code. This
is because the projector onto the ground state space
is given by the product of all the stabilizers PTC =∏

v
1+Av

2

∏
p

1+Bp

2 . On a surface with trivial topology,
there is a unique state |ψTC⟩, so the output state factors
into |ψd⟩ = |ψTC⟩ ⊗ |ϕanc⟩.

Proof of Lemmas 3 and 4

Lemma 3. Given an output state |ψd⟩ 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⟩ ⟨ψd|] is indis-
tinguishable from the toric code reduced density matrix
σTC = TrRc [|ψTC⟩ ⟨ψTC|] defined on the same region, up
to the bound ||ρd − σTC|| ≤ max

(√
ϵ, 2L 2ϵ

)
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 [63]

||ρ− σ|| = 1

2
sup

||O||≤1

Tr [O(ρ− σ)] . (21)

To upper bound this, we can consider all possible unit
norm operators O. Specifically, O can always be writ-
ten 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 sup-
ported 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[σTCC] = 1 for the toric code
state. For the LED output state, we instead bound the
expectation value of PTC =

∏
v

1+Av

2

∏
p

1+Bp

2 , where the
product over v (resp., p) runs over all vertices (plaque-
ttes) within the L × L region. The expectation value
of this projector, evaluated on the output state, is given
by ⟨ψd|PTC|ψd⟩. To lower bound this quantity, we first
notice that every term in PTC has spectrum {0, 1}, and
that the terms are mutually commuting.

This allows us to approximate ⟨PTC⟩ using the indi-

vidual expectation values
〈
1+Av

2

〉
> 1− ϵ and

〈
1+Bp

2

〉
>

1 − ϵ. To do so, we note that if two commuting op-
erators A and B, each with spectrum {0, 1}, satisfy
⟨A⟩ > 1 − ϵ and ⟨B⟩ > 1 − ϵ, then ⟨AB⟩ > 1 − 2ϵ. To

Alow

Ahigh

Blow

Bhigh

FIG. 18: 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 = AlowAhigh,
B = BlowBhigh, we can write the twist product as A∞B =
BlowAhighAlowBhigh.

show this, we add the two individual bounds to obtain
⟨A⟩ + ⟨B⟩ > 2 − 2ϵ; moreover, since AB has spectrum
{0, 1}, we have ⟨A⟩ + ⟨B⟩ − ⟨AB⟩ < 1. It thus follows
that ⟨AB⟩ > 1−2ϵ, and upon applying this recursively to
include all vertex and plaquette terms within the L ×L
region, we obtain ⟨ψd|PTC|ψd⟩ > 1− 2L 2ϵ.
Using this fact, along with CPTC = PTC we can

similarly lower bound the expectation value Tr[ρdC] ≥
1−4L2ϵ. Thus, for any C, we have 1

2 |Tr [C(ρd − σTC)] | ≤
2L2ϵ.
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 stabiliz-
ers which anti-commutes with O. Now, S and O form
an anti-commuting pair of Pauli operators, so they sat-
isfy an uncertainty relation ⟨S⟩2 + ⟨O⟩2 ≤ 1. As such,
in the toric code where ⟨S⟩ = 1, this implies ⟨O⟩ = 0.
Similarly, the condition Tr[ρdS] ≥ 1 − 2ϵ leads to the
upper bound Tr[ρdO] ≤ 2

√
ϵ. Combining these two re-

sults, we see the trace distance is at most T (ρd, σTC) ≤
max

(√
ϵ, 2L 2ϵ

)
.

Lemma 4. Consider an input state ρ and an LED pro-
cedure satisfying the conditions of Theorem 2. Then the
final state |ψd⟩ after LED cannot be prepared using a local
quantum circuit with depth less than O(L ) ∼ O(1/

√
ϵ).

To prove these results, we extend and generalize the
proof techniques developed by Ref. [7]. Note that for
notional simplicity, here we work with an input state |ψ⟩
that is a purification of ρ. This is done without loss of
generality, since all of the operations act on the original
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degrees of freedom.
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. 18).
By the arguments of Ref. [7], such a pair of locally non-
commuting 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 correla-
tion serves as a witness for long-range order.

|⟨ψ|A∞B |ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|A |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|B |ψ⟩| > 0. (22)

Specifically, the state |ψ⟩ cannot be prepared from a triv-
ial state by a circuit of depth O(L), where L is the sep-
aration between the two intersection regions. Indeed, in
the exact case, where the expectation value of large LED
Wilson loops are one, the results of Ref. [7] can be di-
rectly applied.

However, the proofs in Ref. [7] do not immediately ap-
ply to the realistic case considered here, where stabilizers
have expectation value 1− ϵ, and residual entanglement
between the system and ancilla or environment qubits
prevents exact knowledge of the state. Nevertheless, with
sufficient care and a few additional assumptions, approx-
imate versions of key results in Ref. [7] can be recovered.

First, we develop a notion of approximate local invisi-
bility. 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 in-
visible with respect to a state |ψ⟩ if, for any state |ϕ⟩
whose reduced density matrix on B is equivalent to |ψ⟩,
it satisfies∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣TrAc [O |ϕ⟩ ⟨ϕ|O†]

Tr[O |ϕ⟩ ⟨ϕ|O†]
− TrAc [|ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|]

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∆, (23)

where the norm is the standard trace norm. In other
words, locally invisible operators leave local reduced den-
sity matrices approximately unchanged. Note that we re-
strict to states |ϕ⟩ for which the expectation value does
not vanish, such that this remains well-defined. This sub-
tlety is also present in the original definition of Ref. [7].

Next, we will show that Wilson loops that nearly sta-
bilize |ψd⟩ 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 prod-
uct of local unitaries, we can write O = OB ⊗ OBc and
O†

BcOBc = 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 [OρdO] = TrAc [OσTCO] + TrAc [O(ρd − σTC)O]
(24)

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 [OρdO]− TrAc [σTC]|| ≤ max
(√
ϵ, 2(r + 1)2ϵ

)
(25)

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 in-

visible with respect to |ψd⟩ for t ≥ 0 and ∆ =
max

(√
ϵ, 2(r + 1)2ϵ

)
. When combined with the fact that

Wilson loops have large expectation value on |ψd⟩, 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 in-
visible operators A and B, acting on a trivial product
state |ψ⟩ = |00...0⟩, must satisfy

|⟨ψ|A∞B |ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|A |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|B |ψ⟩| ≤ O(
√
∆R/r) (26)

where A and B are supported on two annuli which in-
tersect at two regions (Fig. 18) whose separation is ≥
2(r + t).

Proof. In the first step of the proof, we bound the expec-
tation value of ΠR =

∏
i∈R |0⟩ ⟨0|i, the projector onto |ψ⟩

supported on region R evaluated with respect to O |ψ⟩
for unitary O.
Invoking the definition of local invisibility, we show for

A of radius r, that ⟨ψ|O†ΠAO |ψ⟩ ≥ 1−∆.∣∣∣∣TrAc

[
O |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|O†]−ΠA

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∆ (27)

Thus, the expectation value of the observable ΠA satis-
fies:

|Tr
[
ΠAO |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|O†]− 1| ≤ ∆ (28)

⟨ψ|O†ΠAO |ψ⟩ ≥ 1−∆ (29)

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
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⟨ψ|O†ΠRO |ψ⟩ ≥ 1 −∆R/r. This result can be used to
bound the distance between the two states,

||ΠRO |ψ⟩ −O |ψ⟩ ||2 ≤ ∆R/r, (30)

by noticing the left side is equal to 1 − ⟨ψ|OΠRO |ψ⟩.
We will use this below, to show that we can replace O |ψ⟩
with ΠRO |ψ⟩ 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 |ψ⟩ = (AΠR)∞B |ψ⟩+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. 18),

A∞B = BlowAhighAlowBhigh. (31)

Our above result implies ΠRBhigh |ψ⟩ = Bhigh |ψ⟩ +
O(∆R/r). We can subsequently pull projectors from |ψ⟩
to cover the region of support of A, e.g. low and the parts
of high. Thus, we get

A∞B |ψ⟩ =BlowAhighΠhighAlowΠlowBhigh |ψ⟩
+O(

√
∆R/r)

=(AΠ)∞B |ψ⟩+O(
√

∆R/r)

(32)

as we wanted. Finally, we this implies the expecta-
tion value of the twist product approximately factorizes
⟨ψ|A∞B |ψ⟩ = ⟨ψ|A |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|B |ψ⟩+O(

√
∆R/r).

Although we proved that the twist product must fac-
torize 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 oper-
ator O and state |ψ⟩, if we evolve under a local uni-
tary circuit W of depth d, then the operator WOW † is
(∆, r−d, t+2d)-locally indistinguishable with respect to
W |ψ⟩. This will be used to show that non-factorizability
of the twist product lower bounds the depth of a quan-
tum 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⟩. Specif-
ically, let A and B be Wilson loops supported on an
L × L region. Then,

| ⟨ψd|A∞B |ψd⟩ − ⟨ψd|A |ψd⟩ ⟨ψd|B |ψd⟩ | ≥ 2− cL 2ϵ
(33)

for a constant c. Combining this Lemma 6 for trivial
states, we see the bound is violated when

2− cL 2ϵ > c′
√

∆L /r (34)

2− cL 2ϵ− c′2(r + 1)
√

L ϵ/r ≥ 0 (35)

We choose r to be a constant fraction of L , and see
that we can roughly make L ∼ O(1/

√
ϵ) and still certify

long-range order. In particular, the state |ψd⟩ cannot be
generated by a finite depth circuit of depth smaller than
r ∼ O(L ). Since |ψd⟩ 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).

Connection Between LED and Entanglement
Negativity

The LED framework suggests a characterization of
topological order based on the ability to distill the fixed-
point wavefunction using generalized local unitary oper-
ations. In this section, we connect this definition to the
topological entanglement negativity of the input state,
a typical observable used to detect topological order in
mixed states [25, 26].
As described above, the circuit construction for LED

involves applying local unitary transformations to the in-
put mixed state ρS and product state ancillas |0⟩A ⟨0|.
States that are classified as topological by LED are con-
nected via a finite-depth local unitary to the toric code
fixed-point state and an ancillary register (see Theo-
rem 1).

ρS ⊗ |0⟩A ⟨0| → |ψTC⟩S′ ⟨ψTC| ⊗ σA′

In particular, all of the entropy in the input state, as-
sociated with both incoherent and coherent fluctuations
away from the fixed point state, is transferred to the an-
cilla σA′ .
We conjecture that the ability to “distill” the toric-

code fixed point state also implies the presence of a topo-
logical correction to the entanglement negativity of the
input state. Although we cannot prove this statement
rigorously, we make the connection more precise in this
section. First, we make the plausible assumption that
the ancilla σA′ is in a trivial mixed state. This ensures
all of the topological contribution to the entanglement
negativity comes from the system part S′. Then, we ar-
gue the topological contribution remains after applying
inverse LED circuits (coarsening of the Wilson loops). In
particular, if we consider local Clifford circuits, we can
show this is indeed the case. Together, these arguments
suggest that the topological order witness provided by
LED should also serve as a witness for other quantities
like entanglement negativity in many scenarios of practi-
cal interest.
The key assumption we make is that the ancilla σA′ is

in a trivial mixed state. Concretely, we assume that there
exists a local purification of σA′ which is connected to a
product state under local unitary circuits (Figure 19).
This local purification is constructed by doubling the
number of qubits, such that σA′ = TrP [|Σ⟩⟨Σ|]A′P . Here,
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FIG. 19: Theorem 1 shows that a positive LED classifica-
tion implies the input mixed state ρS and product state an-
cilla’s (A) can be connected to an output state of the form
|ψTC⟩S′ ⟨ψTC|⊗σA′ , where S′ is typically smaller than S due
to coarse-graining. To make a connection between LED and
entanglement negativity of ρS , we further assume σA′ is triv-
ial. In particular, we assume there is a local purification of
σA′ that is connected to the product state via local unitaries.
Equivalently, we assume σA′ can be generated from a product
state by applying local unitaries and tracing out some degrees
of freedom.

P is the subsystem which implements the purification.
Qubits in P are placed next to qubits in A′, so that the
local structure is preserved. Then, we assume that there
is a local unitary U†

D which maps |Σ⟩ to a product state.

Thus, σA′ = TrP [UD|0⟩⟨0|U†
D] can be “locally purified”

to a product state. We note that in the circuit model,
the assumption about σA′ may be checkable via state
tomography.

Taking into account the purified register of qubits, the
output state can now be written as a pure state. Fur-
ther, it is a stabilizer state, with toric code stabilizers
Av, Bp for the S′ subsystem, and trivial stabilizers Zi

for the combined A′P subsystem. Note we assume for
simplicity a topologically trivial manifold, so there are
no non-trivial logical operators. Our construction then
implies that this stabilizer state is connected to a pu-
rification of the input state via local unitary circuits. If
we then trace out the degrees of freedom associated with
P , this produces the input mixed state. We can lever-
age the stabilizer structure to make concrete statements
about the entanglement negativity of this input mixed
state.

First, we review the calculation of the entanglement
negativity from Ref. [60], for the toric code output state.
Consider a partition of the system into region R and
its complement R′. Note that R is associated with a

region of space, and hence contains sites from all three
subsystems S′, A′, and P . The entanglement negativity
is given by SR = log ||(ρ′)TA ||1 = log(

∑
i p

′
i), where TA is

the partial transpose of the output density matrix, and
p′i are the associated eigenvalues. The partial transpose
of the density matrix ρ, which is defined as

ρ =
∑

i,i′,j,j′

ρi,i′,j,j′ |i⟩A⟨i′| ⊗ |j⟩Ac⟨j′| (36)

ρTA =
∑

i,i′,j,j′

ρi,i′,j,j′ |i⟩A⟨i′| ⊗ |j′⟩Ac⟨j| (37)

where |i⟩A and |j⟩Ac form an orthonormal basis for the
two parts of the system. To start, notice that the only
non-zero eigenvalue of the bare output state ρ′ corre-
sponds to the simultaneous +1 eigenstate of all the sta-
bilizers, Av, Bp, and Zi.

Under the inverse LED operations, each individual sta-
bilizer is coarsened, making exact computation of the
entanglement negativity difficult. However, the LED cir-
cuit provides additional structure. Importantly, the toric
code stabilizers map onto the system part. These be-
come the LED Wilson loops which we measure in the
input state. In contrast, the trivial stabilizers can also
map onto subsystem that will be traced out. As a result,
we expect the coarsened toric code stabilizers will still
contribute a topological term in the entanglement neg-
ativity. We conjecture this is true for any local unitary
circuit. However, we are able to calculate it if we consider
the specific case of local Clifford circuits. Note that the
LED circuits which implement local pairing decoders are
not Clifford circuits, and hence the argument does not
rigorously apply in that case.

Let Av, Bp label the toric code stabilizers in the origi-
nal state, and Zi the stabilizers of the ancilla. Under the
Clifford unitary, these stabilizers are mapped to coars-
ened versions, Ãv, B̃p, Z̃i.
The reduced density matrix of the input state, before

tracing out the auxilliary qubits, can be written as

ρ =
∏
v

1 + Ãv

2

∏
p

1 + B̃p

2

∏
i

1 + Z̃i

2
. (38)

Suppose there are N = V + P + A stabilizers and an
equivalent number of qubits. This is the case if we are
working on a topologically trivially manifold. Then, ρ
has a unique non-vanishing eigenstate with eigenvalue
one. Thus, log ||ρ||1 = 0. Following Ref. [60], we can
equivalently write

ρ = 2−N
∑
s,r,t

∏
v,p,i

Ãsv
v B̃

rp
p Z̃

ti
v . (39)

Next, consider splitting the system into two regions, R
and R′, and take the partial transpose of ρ on R.

ρTR = 2−N
∑
s,r,t

∏
v,p,i

(
Ãsv

v B̃
rp
p Z̃

ti
v

)TR

(40)
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The key to computing the entanglement negativity is to

simplify
(
Ãsv

v B̃
rp
p Z̃

ti
i

)TR

.

In the output state, which is simply the toric code state
with product state ancillas, the entanglement negativity
can be exactly computed, and has been shown to have a
topological correction coming from the long-range topo-
logical order [27, 60]. We extend this computation to
show the topological correction survives upon perform-
ing local Clifford circuits and tracing out the ancillary
degrees of freedom.

We start by reviewing the computation in the output,
fixed-point state. The first thing to notice is that Zi triv-
ially commutes with Av and Bp, because they are sup-
ported on different qubits. Second, Zi is invariant under
partial transpose, since the operators are supported on a
single site and hence cannot span the boundary between
R and R′. Thus, we can pull the Zi out from the product.(

Asv
v B

rp
p Z

ti
i

)TR →
(
Asv

v B
rp
p

)TR
Zti
i

Next, we discuss the effect of partial transpose on the
toric code stabilizers, following Ref. [60]. The only stabi-
lizers which are affected non-trivially are those that span
the boundary. In particular, if we consider a pair of sta-
bilizers Av and Bp that intersect at two sites, but only
one of the sites is supported in R, then they pick up a
minus sign under partial transpose (see Figure 20). More
generally, (Asv

v B
rp
p )TA = (−1)C(sv,rp)Asv

v B
rp
p picks up an

overall sign if the number of such intersections C(sv, rp)
is odd.

We can now discuss the spectrum of the partially trans-
posed density matrix. Note that an orthonormal basis
for the Hilbert space can be formed from simultaneous
eigenstates of all the stabilizers. These states are labelled
by the stabilizer eigenvalues, which can be ±1. For non-
trivial eigenstates of ρTA , stabilizers which are unaffected
by partial transpose must have eigenvalue one. Thus, we
can reduce the spectrum calculation to only stabilizers
on the boundary.

Therefore, we can associate eigenstates with expec-
tation values of “strange correlators” of the form ⟨+| ·
|ψ⟩ [60]. Order stabilizers around the boundary, so Av

are on even sites and Bp on odd sites, and consider specif-
ically the correlators,

⟨+|Z(1+Av)/2
2i Z

(1+Bp)/2
2i+1 |ψ⟩ .

Here, ψ(s) = (−1)
∑

i sis(i+1)modL is a wavefunction that
encodes the signs coming from partial transpose, and
⟨+| = 2−L

∑
s⟨s| is a uniform superposition over all con-

figurations. The wavefunction for ψ(s) is the same as the
1D cluster state. Non-vanishing correlators are generated
by products of Z2i−1X2iZ2i+1 and Z2iX2i+1Z2i+2, the
stabilizers of the cluster state. There are 2L−2 of such
non-vanishing correlators, each with expectation value
±⟨+|ψ⟩. The overlap ⟨+|ψ⟩ is 2−n+1, where L = 2n.

Thus, the entanglement negativity is SN = (n − 1) log 2
where n is the size of the perimeter. The constant correc-
tion is a signature of topological entanglement entropy.

Next, we discuss how the effect of finite-depth Clif-
ford circuits on the entanglement negativity. In particu-
lar, since Clifford circuits map stabilizers to stabilizers,
eigenstates of ρTA can still be labelled by stabilizer ex-
pectation values, and the entanglement negativity can
be calculated by enumerating non-zero strange correla-
tors. However, a few important things change. The set
of stabilizers which span the boundary, and hence may
have non-trivial twist products with other stabilizers, is
considerably larger. Any Av, Bp, or Zi stabilizer that is
within distance ℓ of the boundary could contribute. Ap-
plying the same procedure as in the case of the toric code,
we can enumerate non-trivial strange correlators of the
form ⟨+|O|ψ′⟩ for a different state ψ′(s). However, now
the Hilbert space of ψ′(s) has one qubit associated with
each relevant Av, Bp, or Zi.

Now, we argue that new state ψ′(s) preserves the same
cluster-state structure as in the fixed-point case and still
has long-range SPT order. First, we show that ψ′ still has
a Z2×Z2 symmetry, generated by the product of Pauli-X
operators on all qubits associated with Av, or all qubits
associated with Bp. To see this, notice that the prod-
uct of all relevant Av decomposes into two independent
Wilson loops, each supported distance ℓ away from the
boundary on the interior and exterior sides. Each of these
Wilson loops individually has trivial twist-product with
the other transformed stabilizers, implying that it can be
applied (on either side) to the partially-transposed state
ρTA without changing the state. This further implies that
ψ(s) is invariant under applying the Pauli-X associated
with each Av qubit.

Second, we show that there exists long-range SPT or-
der in ψ′(s). In particular, to do this, we show that there
are coarse-grained stabilizers which have the same behav-
ior under partial transpose as the stabilizers at the toric-
code fixed point. Consider large Wilson loops generated
by multiplying either Av or Bp in a large contiguous re-
gion spanning the boundary (see Figure 20). In particu-
lar, if we look at regions that are offset, the large Wilson
loops associated with Av or Bp necessarily anti-commute
on either side of the boundary, leading to a twist product
of −1. Therefore, we can construct coarse-grained Pauli-
‘Z’ and ‘X’ operators in the Hilbert space of ψ′ simply
by taking products of single-qubit Pauli operators. This
argument shows that the coarse-grained ZXZ operator
is a stabilizer of the state.

Finally, we discuss the effect of the remaining degrees
of freedom on the entanglement negativity. The Z̃i sta-
bilizers split into two groups: those that contain support
on P , and those that are fully supported on SA. Let
us start with the first group. Since we trace out all of
subsystem P , the effect on the Z̃i stabilizers is to replace
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the stabilizer state with the maximally mixed state

trP

[
1 + Z̃i

2

]
→ 1

2
Ii. (41)

The operator I/2 has two eigenvectors, each with eigen-
value 1/2. Thus, any stabilizer with support on P be-
comes fully disentangled from the rest of the system, and
has no effect on the entanglement negativity. Next, con-
sider stabilizers that are fully supported on SA. The Z̃i

which are near the boundary between R and R′ will po-
tentially contribute to the entanglement negativity. Fur-
thermore, they may have non-trivial commutation with
Ãv, B̃p, and other Z̃i after partial transposition. Thus,
they can contribute to the topological entanglement en-
tropy. However, since only operators near the boundary
are affected by partial transpose, these operators only
contribute an area-law contribution. Further, we note
that they cannot change the long-range SPT order of
ψ(s), since they commute with the Z2 × Z2 symmetry.
As such, they also should not affect the value of the topo-
logical term.

The argument presented above relied on the fact that
the stabilizers of the state were Pauli operators. This
meant the spectrum of ρTA could be exactly computed,
and the techniques of Ref. [60] could be applied. How-
ever, the key part of the proof involved generating a
sub-algebra of coarse-grained Wilson loops with twist-
product −1. LED provides a constructive method for
measuring such coarse-grained Wilson loops, with non-
trivial twist products, in generic mixed states, as ex-
plained in our proof of Theorem 1. Hence, it would be
interesting to directly link the existence of operators with
non-trivial twist product to the topological entanglement
negativity in general mixed states.

Valence-Bond Solid Phase

In the main text, we argued that the flow of closed-
loop and open-string Wilson operators suggest that the
large ∆/Ω regime is most consistent with a decoherence-
dominated disorder phase. This in contrast to numer-
ical simulations, which suggest the ground state in this
regime is a valance bond solid (VBS) state [29]. The VBS
fixed-point state can be understood as a single dimer cov-
ering, in contrast to the spin-liquid state which is a uni-
form superposition over dimer coverings. More generally,
in VBS phase them-anyons become condensed and the e-
anyons become confined. As such, in the VBS phase, we
would expect that closed Z-loops flow to +1, and open
Z-strings flow to either +1 or −1 depending on how many
dimers they intersect. However, our analysis shows that
all Z-loops, both open and closed, stay near zero under
LED flow. In the main text, we average over all open
Z-strings, so the vanishing signal could be due to cancel-

(a) (b)

FIG. 20: (a) Calculating entanglement negativity in the toric
code state reduces to computing a “strange correlator” in a
state that lives on the boundary, where qubits in the state
encode stabilizer expectation values. Stabilizers which do not
span the boundary do not commute. Hence, they are forced
to be +1 and do not contribute to the strange correlators. In
contrast, vertex and plaquette stabilizers, whose intersections
span the boundary pick up −1 signs under partial transpose.
This acts like a CZ gate on the boundary state, essentially
preparing a cluster state (see text). The long-range SPT or-
der of the cluster state leads to a topological correction to the
entanglement negativity. (b) A local (Clifford) unitary circuit
coarse-grains each of the stabilizers in the Heisenberg picture.
As a result, a much larger number of stabilizers participate in
the boundary state. However, we show the long-range SPT
order survives, by looking at products of stabilizers. In partic-
ular, a product of a large block of stabilizers is supported only
on the boundary. After the unitary circuit, this boundary gets
coarsened, but for large enough blocks the intersection struc-
ture survives. This ensures the operators pick up −1 signs
under partial transpose as well.

2 0 2 4 6
/

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

Z

Open Z Loops - No Spatial Averaging
0 layers
1 layers
2 layers

FIG. 21: Flow under LED of a representative, single open Z-
string. This string operator remains close to zero in the large
∆/Ω regime, which is inconsistent with preparation of a VBS
state.

lation of individual loops that flow to opposite values. In
Figure 21, we also plot a representative, single Z-string,
and see the expectation value still remains close to zero
at large ∆/Ω. Since the X-loops also remain at zero, this
is the same signature of the high incoherent error regime
of the toric code mixed-state phase diagram.
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Detecting Gauge-Glass Phases and More

The LED techniques developed here can also be ap-
plied to characterize generalized toric code orders in
higher dimensions. The 2D toric code we study has
point-like excitations. However, different models can
have higher-dimensional excitations, such as line-like ex-
citations appearing in the 2D Ising model and 3D gauge
theories. LED can also be applied in these cases. In par-
ticular, simple local decoders for models with line-like
excitations also exist. For example Toom’s rule, as de-
scribed in Ref. [64], can be made into a local decoder by
restricting the number of update steps to some constant.
The patch-based decoder can also be generalized to this
case by locally identifying small contractible loops. An-
other strategy would be to consider spatial slices of the
model with line-like excitations. This would result in a
lower-dimensional model with point-like excitations, for
which the techniques presented in this paper can be di-
rectly applied.

A particularly interesting case study is the 3D random-
plaquette gauge model. The degrees of freedom live on
the links of the 3D square lattice. Products of spin
operators around each plaquette measure the magnetic
flux. Excitations are line-like magnetic flux tubes, com-
ing from chains of excited plaquettes. The model also has
quenched disorder, so that the zero-temperature state has
a finite density of magnetic flux tubes. Hence, there are
two sources of flux tubes, the quenched disorder as well as
thermal fluctuations. Due to the gauge constraints, the
combination of flux tubes from quenched disorder and
thermal fluctuations always form closed loops.

Let Kp be the parameter which determines the density
of quenched disorder, and K the effective temperature.
The model has three phases of interest to us. The first is
an ordered phase for small K and Kp, where the density
of flux tubes is small. The second is a disordered phase
at large K and Kp, where flux tubes condense. These
two phases can be distinguished by measuring the disor-
der averaged Wilson loop [⟨W (C)⟩K ]Kp . In Ref. [44], it
is suggested that these two phases be identified by com-
paring perimeter-law decay vs. area-law decay in each of
the distinct phases. Perimeter-law decay indicates that
the fluctuations which cause the Wilson loop to decay
are local, and hence characterizes the ordered phase.

The third phase is a disordered but glassy phase at
large Kp but small K. In this phase, quenched disorder
is large, leading to a high density of flux tubes. As a
result, the disorder averaged Wilson loop obeys an area-
law, consistent with a disordered phase. However, ther-
mal fluctuations remain small, and the pattern of flux
tubes is static when averaged over thermal fluctuations.
Therefore, the square of the thermal expectation value,
[⟨W (C)⟩2K ]Kp , should decay as perimeter-law and can
hence distinguish the disordered phase from the glassy

phase.
The LED observables we construct here can be used to

more robustly classify these phases as well. In particu-
lar, as explained in the main text, differentiating between
perimeter-law and area-law is difficult in practice. Both
of these signals decay exponentially in loop size, causing
the sample complexity to increase significantly. Further,
area-law generically becomes mixed with perimeter-law
in the presence of additional imperfections or perturba-
tions, such as incoherent errors or gauge-constraint vio-
lating terms. However, using LED, the Wilson loops will
be amplified to one only in the ordered phase. Similarly,
the squared Wilson loop ⟨W (C)⟩2K would be amplified in
the ordered and glassy phases. This observable can also
be efficiently measured from snapshots, as long as we are
able to sample multiple times from each quenched disor-
der realization. Another strategy, which could be more
sample efficient, is the following: Given two independent
snapshots s0, s1 from the same quenched disorder real-
ization, one can compute the element-wise sum modulo
two, s = s0⊕s1, and then measure the LED Wilson loop
on the new snapshot s. Intuitively, such a procedure
effectively removes the quenched disorder, which is fixed
from snapshot-to-snapshot, leaving behind only the ther-
mal fluctuations. Identifying such gauge-glassy models is
also difficult in numerical simulations, and hence LED
and related ideas could also be applicable in those con-
texts.

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 an-
nulus 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 construc-
tion, the decoder cannot connect the interior of the an-
nulus to the exterior.
We show in Figure 22 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 cor-
rection threshold of ≈ 10.9%, where we expect the phase
transition from topological to disordered to occur.
Since this decoder is non-local, our existing theoreti-

cal arguments, and the connection to RG, may not ap-
ply. Nevertheless, an annulus decoder cannot change the
super-selection sector—whether or not an anyon is con-
tained within the annulus. Therefore, if the annulus-
correction decorated loops go to one, then asymptoti-
cally large regions have well-defined super-selection sec-
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FIG. 22: LED loops using MWPM on an annulus. We see
the region classified as topological extends significantly fur-
ther than the LED loops, for both incoherent (a,b) and coher-
ent (c,d) perturbations. However, additional subtleties arise.
When we study fixed loop size and increasing annulus thick-
ness (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 non-
local annulus-based decorating can also serve as a topological
order witness.

tors, suggesting the state is topologically-ordered. In-
deed, it has been argued that such an annulus decoder
could be considered a witness for topological entangle-
ment entropy [65].
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Hamiltonian. These long-range tails also destabilize the
spin-liquid ground state, which could cause a first-order
phase transition between regions (II) and (IV) in Fig-
ure 4. Nonetheless, a spin-liquid state can be prepared
by using finite ramp speeds, as was done in the experi-
ments [29, 66, 67].

[73] Notice that this is an odd Z2 spin liquid, and the triv-
ial empty state corresponds to maximal occupation of e
anyon states.
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