
Strong-to-Weak Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking in Mixed Quantum States

Leonardo A. Lessa,1, 2, ∗ Ruochen Ma,3, ∗ Jian-Hao Zhang,4, ∗ Zhen Bi,4 Meng Cheng,5 and Chong Wang1

1Perimeter Institute for Theoretical Physics, Waterloo, Ontario N2L 2Y5, Canada
2Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Waterloo, Waterloo, Ontario N2L 3G1, Canada

3Kadanoff Center for Theoretical Physics, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60637, USA
4Department of Physics, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, Pennsylvania 16802, USA

5Department of Physics, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06511-8499, USA

Symmetry in mixed quantum states can manifest in two distinct forms: strong symmetry, where
each individual pure state in the quantum ensemble is symmetric with the same charge, and weak
symmetry, which applies only to the entire ensemble. This paper explores a novel type of spontaneous
symmetry breaking (SSB) where a strong symmetry is broken to a weak one. While the SSB of
a weak symmetry is measured by the long-ranged two-point correlation function Tr(OxO

†
yρ), the

strong-to-weak SSB (SW-SSB) is measured by the fidelity F (ρ,OxO
†
yρOyO

†
x), dubbed the fidelity

correlator. We prove that SW-SSB is a universal property of mixed-state quantum phases, in
the sense that the phenomenon of SW-SSB is robust against symmetric low-depth local quantum
channels. We argue that a thermal state at a nonzero temperature in the canonical ensemble (with
fixed symmetry charge) should have spontaneously broken strong symmetry. Additionally, we study
non-thermal scenarios where decoherence induces SW-SSB, leading to phase transitions described
by classical statistical models with bond randomness. In particular, the SW-SSB transition of
a decohered Ising model can be viewed as the “ungauged” version of the celebrated toric code
decodability transition. We confirm that, in the decohered Ising model, the SW-SSB transition
defined by the fidelity correlator is the only physical transition in terms of channel recoverability.
We also comment on other (inequivalent) definitions of SW-SSB, through correlation functions with
higher Rényi indices.
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I. Introduction

The notion of spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB)
is a cornerstone of modern physics [1, 2]. SSB in quan-
tum physics has been well understood for pure states –
typically the ground states of some many-body Hamil-
tonians – and for Gibbs thermal states ρ = e−βH/Z.
Surprisingly, recent advances in understanding phases
of matter in mixed quantum states have revealed a
novel type of SSB dubbed strong-to-weak SSB (SW-
SSB) [3, 4]. This work aims to establish some key uni-
versal aspects of SW-SSB and associated phase transi-
tions.

In quantum mechanics, symmetry acts on pure states
via multiplication by the corresponding unitary (or
anti-unitary) U and acts on operators via conjugation.
For an open quantum system described by a density
operator ρ, however, depending on the coupling to the
environment there are two ways that symmetry can
act [5–8]. One can have a strong symmetry (also called
exact symmetry), defined as

Uρ = eiθρ, (1)

which means that, when ρ is viewed as an ensemble,
every member state carries the same charge under the
symmetry. Alternatively, the symmetry can be just
weak (or average), and not strong, defined as

Uρ ̸= eiθρ, UρU† = ρ, (2)

which can happen in an ensemble whose member states
have well-defined but different symmetry charges.
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FIG. 1. Main scenario considered in this work: a mixed
state system ρ with strong symmetry Uρ ∝ ρ, such as one
interacting with a (thermal) environment without exchang-
ing charge, that spontaneously breaks the strong symme-
try but not the weak symmetry. When this occurs, we call
it a strong-to-weak SSB state, detected via a long-range
correlator FO(x, y) ∼ O(1). If the weak symmetry is fur-
ther broken down, then the system exhibits the usual SSB,
⟨O(x)O†(y)⟩ρ ∼ O(1).

Physically, strong symmetry arises when the system
does not exchange charges with the environment, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 1. These concepts are deeply rooted in
equilibrium statistical mechanics: canonical ensembles
have “strong” particle number conservation symmetry,
while grand canonical ensembles are only weakly sym-
metric.

Given these two ways that symmetries can be re-
alized in a mixed state, there is a need to revisit
the notion of spontaneous symmetry breaking, which
serves as a fundamental organizing principle in quan-
tum many-body physics. In order to clarify the mat-
ter, consider a many-body state ρ with global sym-
metry G, and a charged local operator O(x). Conven-
tional SSB can be defined through the long-range order
Tr[O(x)O†(y)ρ] → const ̸= 0 when |x − y| → ∞. In
this case, regardless of whether the symmetry action g
is strong or weak, it is spontaneously broken to noth-
ing. Now given the necessity to distinguish strong and
weak symmetries, there is a distinct possibility that a
strong symmetry can be spontaneously broken into a
weak one. This phenomenon of strong-to-weak SSB
(SW-SSB) is only possible for mixed states. The rela-
tion between the two notions of SSB is illustrated in
Fig. 1. In Sec. II we carefully define the notion of
SW-SSB and study its key properties. Our central re-
sult, dubbed the Stability Theorem (Thms. 1 and 2),
establishes SW-SSB as a universal property of mixed-
state quantum phases that is robust against low-depth
symmetric local quantum channels.

While it might sound unfamiliar, recall for spin glass
order in disordered systems, the ensemble-averaged or-

der parameter vanishes ⟨O(x)⟩ = 0, but each individ-
ual state in the disordered ensemble has symmetry-
breaking order, reflected in the Edward-Anderson [9]

order parameter |⟨O(x)⟩| ̸= 0. In our language, this
means that the global symmetry (under which O(x)
is charged) is broken as an exact (strong) symmetry,
but is preserved as an average (weak) symmetry. We
will explain in Sec. II A that our SW-SSB is, in a pre-
cise sense, a mixed-state generalization of the Edward-
Anderson type of spin glass order.

Another familiar example comes from equilibrium
quantum statistical mechanics: the fact that canonical
and grand canonical ensembles are completely equiv-
alent in the thermodynamic limit in fact is nothing
but SW-SSB (we will explain this point in Sec. III A).
Therefore, to some extent, SW-SSB should be viewed
as a fundamental property of thermal states with
strong symmetry.

Recently, non-thermal mixed states have received
much attention thanks to the rapid progress in en-
gineering and controlling complex many-body states
in quantum devices, motivating many investigations
into quantum phases in mixed states [3, 10–30]. While
the full landscape of mixed state phases is still largely
uncharted, novel topological states protected by both
strong and weak symmetries have been identified, in-
cluding examples that have no counterpart in pure
states. Given the central role SSB has played in the
theory of the ground state (or equilibrium) phases,
understanding SW-SSB is clearly a foundational is-
sue for mixed-state quantum phases. For example,
to define mixed-state symmetry-protected topological
phases [4, 31–39], it is necessary to impose the ab-
sence of any symmetry breaking, including the SW-
SSB [3, 4, 36].

The simplest setting of SW-SSB in a non-thermal
state is to start from a symmetric pure state and intro-
duce local symmetric decoherence. In Secs. III B and
III C we study two such examples, one with Ising Z2

symmetry, the other with U(1). In both cases, we find
phase transitions into SW-SSB at some finite decoher-
ence strength pc, with the universality classes described
by some classical statistical mechanical models with
bond randomness. In particular, the celebrated de-
codability transition of Z2 toric code can be viewed as
the “gauged” version (through Kramers-Wannier dual-
ity) of the Ising SW-SSB transition. For the decohered
Ising model, we also show (Sec. IV) that the only phys-
ical transition is the one involving SW-SSB. In partic-
ular, using the recently proposed local Petz recovery
channel [16], we show that two states in the same phase
(both with or without SW-SSB) are two-way connected
through symmetric low-depth local quantum channels.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we propose formal definitions of SW-SSB and
establish a few basic universal properties. In partic-
ular, we prove that SW-SSB, as in Def. 1, is robust
under low-depth local channels, and thus can be used
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as a universal characterization of mixed-state quantum
phases. In Sec. III A we discuss SW-SSB for thermal
states in the canonical ensemble at nonzero tempera-
tures. We then explore a number of examples of SW-
SSB transitions in decohered/noisy many-body states
in Secs. III B and III C. In Sec. IV we discuss the re-
coverability of the decohered Ising model. We show
that as long as two states belong to the same phase
(both with or without the SW-SSB order), they are
two-way connected through log-depth symmetric local
quantum channels. We end with a summary and out-
look in Sec. V. Some peripheral details are presented
in the Appendices.

II. Definition and Properties

In this section, we give two inequivalent definitions
of SW-SSB order parameters: fidelity correlator and
Rényi-2 correlator of local operators carrying strong
symmetry charge. Then we discuss some characteristic
properties of SW-SSB mixed-state. We will see that,
while the Rényi-2 correlator is in general simpler to
calculate, the fidelity correlator offers a more funda-
mental characterization of the universal properties of
SW-SSB.

A. Fidelity correlators

Recall that the fidelity1 between two states ρ and σ
is defined as

F (ρ, σ) = Tr
√√

ρσ
√
ρ. (3)

When both ρ and σ are pure states, F (ρ, σ) becomes
the modulus of their overlap. Fidelity is a commonly
used measure of distance between mixed states. Mo-
tivated by fidelity, we define the fidelity average of an
operator O in a mixed state ρ as follows:

⟨O⟩F = F (ρ,OρO†). (4)

Again, if ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ|, then ⟨O⟩F = |⟨ψ|O|ψ⟩|, the mod-
ulus of the expectation value. But for a generic mixed
state, the fidelity average is very different from the
usual expectation value defined as ⟨O⟩ = Tr[ρO]. If
O is unitary, then the above expression is the actual
fidelity between two different density matrices ρ and
σ := OρO†. If O is charged under a strong symmetry
of ρ, then ⟨O⟩F = 0.

For a local operator O(x), define the fidelity cor-
relator as the fidelity average of O(x)O†(y), or more
explicitly:

FO(x, y) = ⟨O(x)O†(y)⟩F . (5)

1 In literature, the fidelity is often defined as the square of
Eq. (3). For our purpose it is more natural to adopt Eq. (3).

Definition 1. A mixed state ρ with a strong symmetry
G has strong-to-weak SSB (SW-SSB) if the fidelity
correlator is long-range ordered:

lim
|x−y|→∞

FO(x, y) = c > 0, (6)

for some charged local operator O(x), and at the same
time there is no long-range order in the usual sense, i.e.
for any charged local operator O′, ⟨O′(x)O′†(y)⟩ρ → 0
as |x− y| → ∞.

Hereinafter, we will denote lim|x−y|→∞ FO(x, y) =
c > 0 by FO(x, y) ∼ O(1), and similarly to other cor-
relators.

The simplest case of a charged local operator O(x)
is when it transforms under the symmetry group G as
gO(x)g−1 = λgO(x), for some λg ∈ U(1). If Oa(x)
is part of a higher-dimensional unitary representation
of G, such as the spin operators S(α) of SO(3), then
we can replace O(x)O†(y) by the quadratic symmetry-
invariant operator

∑
aOa(x)O†

a(y).
We now discuss the simplest example in an Ising

spin system. The prototypical state with SW-SSB is
ρ0 ∝ 1 + X with a strong Z2 symmetry generated by
X ≡

∏
iXi. ρ0 is analogous to the GHZ cat state

|00 · · ·⟩ + |11 · · ·⟩ of the usual Z2 SSB. In particular, if
we write ρ0 in the Z-basis, it is a convex sum of cat
states:

ρ0 ∝
∑
s

(|s⟩ +X|s⟩)(⟨s| + ⟨s|X), (7)

where s ∈ {0, 1}N labels the bit string of spins in the Z-
basis with N being the total number of spins. It is easy
to see that the fidelity correlator FZ(x, y) for the order
parameter Z(x) is exactly equal to 1, independent of x
and y.

More generally, let us assume ρ is a mixture of or-
thogonal pure states: ρ =

∑
a pa |ψa⟩⟨ψa|, such that

⟨ψa|O(x)O†(y)|ψb⟩ ∝ δab. Then we can write the fi-
delity correlator as∑

a

pa
∣∣⟨ψa|O(x)O†(y)|ψa⟩

∣∣ ≡ |⟨O(x)O†(y)⟩|. (8)

This is nothing but the Edward-Anderson correlator
used for spin glass order if ρ is an ensemble of SSB
states. Recall that in a disordered ensemble, the
Edward-Anderson order parameter measures exactly
the spontaneous breaking of an exact symmetry down
to an average symmetry. From this expression we can
also see that SW-SSB is only applicable to mixed states
since the fidelity correlator of pure states is just the
(absolute value of) linear correlator, which we assume
is not long-range ordered. We summarize the key pat-
terns of different mixed-state SSB in Table I.

We now study the robustness of SW-SSB as we de-
form our states using low-depth quantum channels. We
shall start by defining such channels:
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Symmetry FO(x, y) Tr(ρO(x)O†(y))

Unbroken 0 0

SW-SSB O(1) 0

Completely Broken O(1) O(1)

TABLE I. The behavior of SSB diagnostics in a mixed state
with a strong symmetry. The operator O is chosen as a
generic local operator transformed in a nontrivial represen-
tation of the strong symmetry. 0 denotes exponential decay
with respect to the distance |x− y|.

Definition 2. A quantum channel E is termed a sym-
metric low-depth channel if it can be purified to a sym-
metric local unitary operator U acting on H ⊗ Ha,
where H and Ha are the physical and ancilla Hilbert
spaces, respectively. The channel operation E(ρ) is
given by Tra[U†(ρ ⊗ |0⟩⟨0|)U ], where |0⟩ represents a
product state in Ha. Specifically:

1. Ha = ⊗iHa
i is a tensor product of local Hilbert

spaces on each site of H. dim(Ha
i ) is finite for each

site.

2. The unitary circuit U has low depth D. In partic-
ular, the channel is called finite-depth if D ∼ O(1),
and logarithmic depth if D ∼ PolyLog(L), where L
represents the linear size of the system.

3. The channel is strongly symmetric under the sym-
metry g if each gate of the purified unitary U com-
mutes with g̃ ≡ g ⊗ Ia, where Ia is the identity op-
erator on the ancilla space.

The following stability theorems establishes SW-
SSB as a universal property of mixed-state quantum
phases:

Theorem 1. If a mixed state ρ has SW-SSB (Eq. (6))
and ESFD is a strongly symmetric finite-depth (SFD)
local quantum channel, then ESFD[ρ] will also have SW-
SSB.

Proof. Recall Uhlmann’s theorem[40] that fidelity can
be defined in terms of purification as

F (ρ, σ) = max
|ψρ⟩,|ϕσ⟩

|⟨ψρ|ϕσ⟩|, (9)

where |ψρ⟩, |ϕσ⟩ run over all possible purifications of
ρ, σ respectively, and the maximum is taken with re-
spect to all possible purifications. The form of σ =
OρO† (O ≡ O(x)O†(y), O(x) and O(y) are charged
operators) means that the fidelity can be rewritten as

F (ρ, σ) = max
|ψρ⟩,|ϕρ⟩

|⟨ψρ|O|ϕρ⟩|. (10)

Now we suppose F (ρ, σ) ∼ O(1) for the mixed state ρ,
and consider an SFD channel E , which can be purified
to a symmetric finite-depth local unitary operator U

acting on the physical system tensor a trivial product
state |0⟩⟨0|a in an ancilla Hilbert space Ha. Gathering
everything together, we have

O(1) ∼ |⟨ψρ|O|ϕρ⟩| = |(⟨ψρ| ⊗ ⟨0|a)O(|ϕρ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩a)|
= |(⟨ψρ| ⊗ ⟨0|a)U†UOU†U(|ϕρ⟩ ⊗ |0⟩a)|
= |⟨ψE[ρ]|O′|ϕE[ρ]⟩|, (11)

where O′ = UOU† = O′(x)O′†(y), and by the SFD
nature of U , O′(x), O′(y) are local and carry the same
symmetry charge as O(x), O(y). But O′ will now act in
the ancilla space as well. Decompose O′ =

∑
iOi⊗Oai

where Oi acts only in the physical Hilbert space and
Oai acts only in the ancilla Hilbert space Ha. Crucially,
the SFD nature of U means there are only finitely many
terms in the decomposition. So there must be at least
one i such that

O(1) ∼ |⟨ψE[ρ]|Oi ⊗Oai |ϕE[ρ]⟩|
≤ ∥Oai ∥ · |⟨ψE[ρ]|Oi ⊗ Ua|ϕE[ρ]⟩|
≤ ∥Oai ∥ · max

purification
|⟨ψ′

E[ρ]|Oi|ϕ
′
E[ρ]⟩|

= ∥Oai ∥ · F
(
E [ρ], OiE [ρ]O†

i

)
, (12)

where Ua is some unitary acting only in the ancilla
Hilbert space Ha, and ∥Oai ∥ is the operator norm of
Oai , which is crucially finite. The third line comes from
the fact that Ua|ϕE[ρ]⟩ is just another purification of
E [ρ]. So we conclude that the fidelity correlator for
Oi on the state E [ρ] is O(1). By the strong symmetry
condition, Oi carries the same charge as O. So E [ρ]
also has SW-SSB.

Theorem 1 can be extended to more general low-
depth channels:

Theorem 2. If a mixed state ρ has SW-SSB (Eq. (6))
with FO(x, y) ∼ O(1) for some charged operators
O(x), O(y), and ESFD is a strongly symmetric depth-
D local quantum channel, then ESFD[ρ] will have
FÕ(x, y) ∼ exp(−Poly(D)) for some charged lo-

cal operators Õ(x), Õ(y). In particular, for D ∼
PolyLog(L), FÕ decays sub-exponentially with system
size L.

Proof. The proof of Theorem [1] can be proceeded till
Eq. (11). Now the evolved operator O′ ≡ UOU† acts
nontrivially on two regions X,Y (around the points
x, y) with size |X|, |Y | ∼ Dd, where d is the spatial
dimension. We can now decompose the operator O′ as

O′ =
∑
i

cikOi ⊗Oak , (13)

where {Oi = Oi(x)O†
i (y)} and {Oai = Oai (x)(Oai )†(y)}

are orthogonal families with respect to the Hilbert-
Schmidt inner product. We can further choose {Oak}
to be unitary, and {Oi} to have the normalization
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trH(O†
iOj) = δij trH(O†O). Recall that O′ = UOU†

has the same Hilbert-Schmidt norm as O ⊗ Ia, so the
above normalization requires that

∑
ik |cik|2 = 1. We

can now proceed with a refined version of Eq. (12):

O(1) ∼ |
∑
ik

cik⟨ψE[ρ]|Oi ⊗Oak |ϕE[ρ]⟩|

≤
∑
ik

∥cikOak∥ · F
(
E [ρ], OiE [ρ]O†

i

)
,

≤

(∑
ik

|cik|

)
max
i
F
(
E [ρ], OiE [ρ]O†

i

)
.(14)

Finally, since
∑
ij |cij |2 = 1, the expression∑

ij |cij | is upper bounded by the square root of
the number of terms in the summation, which is ∼
exp(Poly(|X|, |Y |)) ∼ exp(Poly(D)). We therefore

conclude that for some operator Oi ≡ Õ acting on the
system Hilbert space H, we have

F
(
E [ρ], ÕE [ρ]Õ†

)
≥ exp(−Poly(D)). (15)

The stability theorem implies that a mixed state
ρ with SW-SSB cannot be brought to a symmetric
pure product state |00 · · · ⟩, using a symmetric low-
depth channel E , since the latter has FO(x, y) = 0
for any charged operator O. We can make the state-
ment slightly stronger: the state ρ is not only non-
trivializable but also non-invertible. First let us define
the notion of invertible states:

Definition 3. A mixed state on the physical Hilbert
space ρ ∈ H is symmetrically invertible if there exists
an ancillary mixed states ρ̃ ∈ H̃ (with the symmetry

element g acting as Ug ⊗ Ũg), and a pair of symmetric

low-depth local channels ET , EP : Q(H⊗ H̃) → Q(H⊗
H̃) such that

ρ⊗ ρ̃
ET−−→ |00 · · · ⟩⟨00 · · · | EP−−→ ρ⊗ ρ̃, (16)

where |00 · · · ⟩ ∈ H ⊗ H̃ is a symmetric pure product
state.

The above definition naturally generalizes the impor-
tant notion of invertibility in pure states. It has been
shown that the notion of invertibility is also important
for discussing topological phases in mixed states, in the
sense that (1) symmetry-protected (SPT) topological
phases in mixed states are well-defined only for (bulk)
invertible states [4]; and (2) systems with anomalous
symmetry (such as those on the boundaries of non-
trivial SPT states) cannot be symmetrically invertible
[21].

The stability theorems immediately imply that den-
sity matrices with SW-SSB are not symmetrically in-
vertible:

Corollary 2.1. A density matrix ρ ∈ H with SW-SSB
is not symmetrically invertible.

Proof. Suppose the (partial) contrary: ∃ρ̃ and a
strongly symmetric low-depth quantum channel E ,
such that

E [ρ⊗ ρ̃] = |00 · · · ⟩⟨00 · · · |. (17)

Since the pure product state has FO(x, y) = 0 for
any local charged operator O, the stability theorem
requires ρ ⊗ ρ̃ to also have FO(x, y) = 0 for |x − y|
much larger than the channel depth D (or exponen-
tially small in |x − y| if the gates in the channel have
exponential tails). In particular, for any local charged
operator Os ≡ Os(x)O†

s(y) that only acts on the origi-
nal system H,

F (ρ,OsρO
†
s) = F (ρ⊗ ρ̃, Osρ⊗ ρ̃O†

s) → 0, (18)

which means the original state ρ cannot have SW-SSB.

We now comment on some alternative definitions of
SW-SSB. We note that physically the fidelity defined
in Eq. (6) measures how distinguishable ρ and σ are,
where σ ≡ O(x)O†(y)ρO(y)O†(x). In fact, many other
information-theoretic quantities measure the similarity
of two mixed states. For example, consider the quan-
tum relative entropy that is defined as

S(ρ∥σ) = Tr(ρ log ρ− ρ log σ). (19)

The trace distance is defined as

D(ρ, σ) =
1

2
Tr ∥ρ− σ∥1. (20)

Analogous to Eq. (6), one can define SW-SSB based
on these measures: a state ρ has SW-SSB when the
similarity between ρ and σ is non-vanishing and does
not depend on |x − y| at large distances. For exam-
ple, SW-SSB in the sense of quantum relative entropy
means S(ρ∥σ) is upper bounded as |x− y| → ∞.

All these distinguishability measures (fidelity, quan-
tum relative entropy, and trace distance among others)
share several properties that make them proper notions
of distance between quantum states [41]. Most impor-
tantly for our purpose, they satisfy the property known
as “data processing inequality”. It says that the dis-
tance between two states is monotonic under quantum
channels, such that the two states become less distin-
guishable. Specifically, for two states ρ and σ and a
quantum channel E , we have

F (ρ, σ) ≤ F
(
E [ρ], E [σ]

)
. (21)

Similar inequalities hold for quantum relative entropy
and trace distance. This property directly gives a sta-
bility theorem when the order parameter operator O
commutes with the quantum channel.
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A natural question arises regarding the relationship
between SW-SSBs defined in terms of the distinguisha-
bility measures stated above. Based on the Fuchs-van
de Graaf inequality [41]:

1 − F (ρ, σ) ≤ D(ρ, σ) ≤
√

1 − F 2(ρ, σ), (22)

the fidelity and trace distance definitions of SW-SSB
are entirely equivalent.

Next, we show that if a state ρ has SW-SSB defined
in terms of quantum relative entropy, it must also have
SW-SSB defined by fidelity. To this end and for later
use, we introduce the sandwiched Rényi relative en-
tropy, defined as:

D̃α(ρ∥σ) =
1

α− 1
log2 Tr[(σ

1−α
2α ρσ

1−α
2α )α]. (23)

This assertion that SW-SSB defined by quantum rela-
tive entropy implies SW-SSB defined by fidelity relies
on three properties of D̃α [42]:

1. D̃α(ρ∥σ) converges to the fidelity correlator in

Eq. (6) for α→ 1
2 : D̃ 1

2
(ρ∥σ) = −2 log2 F (ρ, σ).

2. D̃α(ρ∥σ) converges to the quantum relative en-
tropy S(ρ∥σ) for α→ 1;

3. For 0 < α < β < 1, D̃α(ρ∥σ) ≤ D̃β(ρ∥σ)

As a result, we have F (ρ, σ) ≥ e−
ln 2
2 S(ρ∥σ). A SW-

SSB defined in terms of quantum relative entropy thus
implies that the fidelity correlator has an O(1) expec-
tation at large |x− y|. In fact, as a good distinguisha-
bility measure (with data-processing inequality), the
sandwiched Rényi relative entropy can also be used to
define SW-SSB.

We conjecture that all the above definitions are
equivalent and will provide supporting evidence in Sec.
III.

B. Rényi-2 correlators

The similarity measures of two mixed states are not
limited to the above information-theoretic quantities.
In this subsection, we introduce an alternative defini-
tion of SW-SSB that is not equivalent to the definitions
in Sec. II A.

A useful way to study the mixed quantum state is
utilizing the Choi–Jamio lkowski isomorphism. It maps
a density matrix ρ to a pure state |ρ⟩⟩ in the doubled
Hilbert space. More explicitly, the Choi–Jamio lkowski
isomorphism of a density matrix ρ =

∑
λj |ψj⟩⟨ψj | is

the following Choi state in the doubled Hilbert space
Hd = Hu ⊗Hl,

|ρ⟩⟩ =
1√

dim(ρ)

∑
j

pj |ψj⟩ ⊗ |ψ∗
j ⟩, (24)

where both upper Hilbert space Hu and lower Hilbert
space Hl are copies of the physical Hilbert space H.
The operator σ ≡ O(x)O†(y)ρO(y)O†(x) is mapped to
the following state in the doubled Hilbert space:

|σ⟩⟩ = Ou(x)O†
u(y)Ol(y)O†

l (x)|ρ⟩⟩, (25)

where Ou and Ol are charged operators defined in
the upper and lower Hilbert spaces, respectively. The
strong symmetry G is mapped to a double symmetry
Gu ×Gl, where Ou/Ol only carries charge of Gu/Gl.

The natural similarity measure of ρ and σ in the
doubled Hilbert space Hd is simply the overlap between
|ρ⟩⟩ and |σ⟩⟩ (with a normalization), namely

⟨⟨ρ|σ⟩⟩
⟨⟨ρ|ρ⟩⟩

=
⟨⟨ρ|Ou(x)O†

u(y)Ol(y)O†
l (x)|ρ⟩⟩

⟨⟨ρ|ρ⟩⟩
. (26)

This correlator precisely measures the SSB in doubled
Hilbert space that breaks the double symmetry Gu×Gl
to its diagonal subgroup symmetry [3].

Mapping the correlator (26) back to the physical
Hilbert space, we obtain the following Rényi-2 correla-
tion function of the charged operator O(x), namely

R(2)(x, y) :=
Tr
(
O(x)O†(y)ρO(y)O†(x)ρ

)
Trρ2

. (27)

In particular, the doubled symmetry Gu × Gl and its
diagonal subgroup symmetry in the doubled Hilbert
space are mapped to the strong and weak symmetry in
the physical Hilbert space, respectively.

Notice that for the kind of “spin glass” ensemble
discussed in Sec. II A, the Rényi-2 correlator becomes

R(2)(x, y) ≈
∑
a p

2
a ⟨ψa|ZxZy|ψa⟩

2∑
a p

2
a

. (28)

Gathering everything together, we formulate an al-
ternative definition of SW-SSB:

Definition 4. A mixed state ρ with strong symmetry
G has strong-to-weak SSB in the sense of Rényi-
2 correlator if the Rényi-2 correlator of some charged
local operator O(x) is non-vanishing:

lim
|x−y|→∞

Tr
(
O(x)O†(y)ρO(y)O†(x)ρ

)
Trρ2

∼ O(1), (29)

while the conventional correlation function shows no
long-range order:

lim
|x−y|→∞

Tr
(
ρO(x)O†(y)

)
= 0. (30)

For the simplest example ρ0 ∝ 1+X with a strong Z2

symmetry, it is easy to see that the Rényi-2 correlator
of the order parameter Z is exactly 1, independent of
the distance between x and y.

We now demonstrate that two definitions of SW-SSB
through fidelity correlator (6) and Rényi-2 correlator
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(29) are inequivalent through a simple example. We
consider the following state in an Ising spin chain

ρ =
1

2
|+ + · · · ⟩⟨+ + · · · | +

1

2L+1
(1 +X), (31)

which is a convex sum of an ideal SW-SSB state 1+X
and a symmetric pure product state |++ · · · ⟩. For the
order parameter Z, we have

σ ≡Z(x)Z(y)ρZ(x)Z(y)

=
1

2
Z(x)Z(y)|+ + · · · ⟩⟨+ + · · · |Z(x)Z(y)+

+
1

2L+1
(1 +X). (32)

It is then straightforward to check that FO(x, y) →
O(1) while R(2)(x, y) → 0, namely the state ρ has
SW-SSB in the fidelity sense, but not in the Rényi-2
sense. Another example illustrating the inequivalence
between the fidelity correlator and the Rényi-2 corre-
lator will be provided in Section III, where these two
correlators are mapped to observables in distinct sta-
tistical models.

The major weakness of the Rényi-2 correlator defini-
tion, compared to the one based on fidelity, is the lack
of a stability theorem (such as Thm. 1 and 2). In fact,
we will discuss an explicit example in Sec. IV where
the broken symmetry in the Rényi-2 sense is restored
using a low-depth symmetric channel.

Although a stability theorem does not exist for
Rényi-2 SW-SSB, we can prove that the SW-SSB de-
fined through the Rényi-2 correlator Eq. (29) shares
the same property of non-invertibility with the SW-
SSB defined through the fidelity Eq. (6).

Theorem 3. A mixed state ρ with SW-SSB in the
Rényi-2 correlator sense Eq. (29) is not symmetrically
invertible.

Proof. Suppose the (partial) contrary: ∃ρ̃ ∈ H̃ and a
strongly symmetric local quantum channel E , such that

E [ρ⊗ ρ̃] = |0⟩⟨0| ∈ H ⊗ H̃. (33)

We purify the channel E with an ancilla Hilbert space
Ha to a low-depth unitary U , namely

U (ρ⊗ ρ̃⊗ |0⟩⟨0|a)U† = |0⟩⟨0| ⊗ ρa, (34)

where ρa is a density matrix in Ha. Then the Rényi-2
correlator in the state E(ρ⊗ ρ̃) is given by

tr
[
O′
xO

′†
y (|0⟩⟨0| ⊗ ρa)O′

yO
′†
x (|0⟩⟨0| ⊗ ρa)

]
tr(ρ2a)

, (35)

where O′
x = UO(x)U† and O′

y = UO(y)U†. Recall
that a unitary does not change the purity of a density
matrix. Now because E is strongly symmetric (and so
is the purification U), O′ carries the same charge of

strong symmetry as O. Expand O′
x as the following

form

O′
x =

∑
i

oi(x) ⊗ oai (x), (36)

where oai (x) acts only on the ancilla Ha and oi(x) acts

on H⊗H̃, and the charge of strong symmetry is carried
by oi only. Then the numerator of Eq. (35) is a sum of

terms involving the factor ⟨00 · · · |o†i (x)oj(y)|00 · · · ⟩ ∼
e−|x−y|/ξ (or strictly zero if the gates do not have expo-
nential tails). Therefore, we conclude that the Rényi-2
correlator has to be exponentially small for invertible
states. In particular, the original ρ cannot have SW-
SSB in the Rényi-2 sense.

In particular, the above theorem implies that under
a symmetric shallow channel, even though the Rényi-2
long-range order may be destroyed, the state cannot
be brought to a completely trivial state (a symmetric
pure product state) – namely some kind of nontriv-
ial order (for examples SW-SSB in the fidelity sense)
should persist. Again this will be demonstrated by the
explicit example in Sec. III and IV.

To summarize, the overall lessons are

1. The Rényi-2 correlator, as a characterization of SW-
SSB, is not as universal as the fidelity correlator. In
particular, the Stability Theorems 1,2 does not hold
for the Rényi-2 correlator, as will be exemplified in
Sec. III B;

2. Nevertheless, having a non-vanishing Rényi-2 corre-
lator still indicates the nontriviality of a state, due to
the Non-invertibility Theorem 3. The Rényi-2 cor-
relator remains valuable for this reason, especially
given that the Rényi-2 correlator is in general much
simpler to calculate than the fidelity correlator.

C. Local indistinguishability and detectability

Recall that pure-state SSB can also be character-
ized through degenerate states that are locally indis-
tinguishable. For concreteness, consider the following
two orthogonal Z2 SSB states, with different symmetry
charges:

|ψ±⟩ =
1√
2

(|↑ · · · ↑⟩ ± |↓ · · · ↓⟩) . (37)

For any k-point (k finite) observable in a simply con-
nected region

Mk ≡M(x1)M(x2) · · ·M(xk), (38)

the two states give identical expectation values:

⟨ψ−|Mk|ψ−⟩ ≃ ⟨ψ+|Mk|ψ+⟩. (39)
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In other words, |ψ±⟩ are locally indistinguishable. Fur-
thermore, if we make a superposition, for example
|ψ⟩ = 1√

2
(|ψ+⟩ + |ψ−⟩) = | ↑↑ · · · ⟩, then |ψ⟩ explic-

itly breaks the symmetry, in a way that is locally de-
tectable: ⟨ψ|Z(x)|ψ⟩ = 1.

Below we demonstrate that a similar notion of local
indistinguishability exists for mixed states with SW-
SSB.

For a density matrix ρ with SW-SSB, we construct
a new state

ρ̃ ≡ 1

Ld

∑
x

O(x)ρO†(x), (40)

here we suppose O(x) is a unitary charged operator to
ensure that ρ̃ is a legitimate density matrix, for sim-
plicity2. The presence of strong symmetry implies that
ρ and ρ̃ are orthogonal in the fidelity sense: F (ρ, ρ̃) = 0
because they carry different symmetry charges.

For any k-point observable (Eq. (38)), we have the
following simple relation:

Tr[Mk(ρ̃− ρ)] =
1

Ld
Tr

[
Mk

∑
x

(
O(x)ρO†(x) − ρ

)]

=
1

Ld

∑
x

Tr
(
[Mk, O(x)]ρO†(x)

)
= O(k/Ld). (41)

This means that any finite-point observable cannot dis-
tinguish ρ̃ from ρ. To distinguish the two states, the
observable M needs to act nontrivially on the entire
system – the simplest such observable is the symmetry
operator g.

Notice that the conclusion of local indistinguishabil-
ity does not even need the SW-SSB. What does need
the SW-SSB property is the local detectability of the
symmetry breaking. Then we consider the convex sum
of ρ and ρ̃,

ρ+ ≡ ρ+ ρ̃

2
. (42)

The state explicitly breaks the strong symmetry down
to a weak symmetry. However, in general, this sym-
metry breaking may not be detectable using a local
operator.

The symmetry breaking does become detectable us-
ing the fidelity average of a local charged operator if

2 The unitarity of O(x) can be relaxed as long as we normalize
Eq. (40) by tr ρ̃. The subsequent arguments can be slightly
modified to obtain essentially the same conclusion.

the original state ρ has SW-SSB:

F

(
ρ+,

1

Ld

∑
y

O(y)ρ+O
†(y)

)

≥ 1

Ld

∑
y

F
(
ρ+, O(y)ρ+O

†(y)
)

(43)

≥ 1

L2d

∑
x,y

F
(
ρ,O†(x)O(y)ρO(x)O†(y)

)
∼ O(1).

The inequalities above came from the joint concavity
of fidelity:

F (
∑
i

piρi,
∑
i

piσi) ≥
∑
i

piF (ρi, σi). (44)

III. Examples

We discuss a few examples in this Section. First
in Sec. III A we conjecture, with explicit calculations
in simple cases and plausibility arguments in gen-
eral, that a thermal state within a fixed charge sector
must have spontaneously broken strong symmetry, for
any nonzero temperature. We then discuss two non-
thermal examples of SW-SSB states in (2 + 1)d and
associated phase transitions: the (2 + 1)d quantum
Ising model under symmetric noise in Sec. III B, and a
similar model with rotor degrees of freedom and U(1)
symmetry in Sec. III C.

A. SW-SSB in thermal states

A standard fact in statistical mechanics is the local
equivalence between canonical and grand canonical en-
sembles. From the open system perspective, canonical
ensembles by definition have strong symmetry, while
grand canonical ensembles only have weak symmetry.
The local equivalence suggests that the canonical en-
sembles have SW-SSB if the strong symmetry is not
spontaneously broken in the conventional sense (i.e.,
the two-point function of a certain charged operator is
long-range ordered).

Conjecture 1. Given a local symmetric Hamiltonian
H and 0 < β < ∞, if the Gibbs state ρβ,λ ∝ Pλe

−βH

within a fixed charge sector described by a projector Pλ
has no SSB, then it must have SW-SSB. In particular,
for sufficiently high temperatures the Gibbs state always
has SW-SSB.

Here a Gibbs state within a fixed charge sector is
constructed by symmetrizing an ordinary Gibbs state.
For example, when the strong symmetry G is a finite
group, and λ : G → U(1) is a one-dimensional repre-
sentation, we express it as

ρ =
Pλe

−βH

Tr [Pλe−βH ]
, (45)
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where Pλ = 1
|G|
∑
g∈G λ

−1(g)g is the projector into the

charge sector (one-dimensional rep.) λ : G→ U(1).

We demonstrate the validity of the above conjecture
in a simple commuting projector Hamiltonian of Ising
spins in a canonical ensemble. On a lattice, the Hamil-
tonian takes the following form:

HCP =
∑
i

Bi (46)

where Bi satisfies

B2
i = 1, [Bi, Bj ] = 0. (47)

We further assume Bi is finitely supported around site
i. The strong Z2 symmetry operator is U =

∏
j Xj and

the corresponding charged operator is Zi, without loss
of generality. We assume that

[Bi, U ] = 0, ZiBj = (−1)δijBjZi. (48)

For example, we can have Bi = Xi, or Xi times any
Z2-invariant functions of Zi. We also assume that Bi
is a complete set of (mutually commuting) observables.

Then one of the corresponding Gibbs canonical en-
semble at finite temperature can be formulated as:

ρ =
1

Z

1 + U

2
e−βHCP . (49)

If we choose the Bi-eigenbasis, the density matrix

can be reformulated as

ρ =
1

Z

′∑
{bi}

e
−β

∑
i
bi
|{bi}⟩⟨{bi}|, (50)

where bi = ±1 labels the eigenvalue of Bi, and the
partition function Z =

∑′
{bi} e

−β
∑

i bi . Here the prime

means that the sum is over configurations satisfying∏
i bi = 1. Then the fidelity can be calculated easily.

For any i ̸= j we find:

F (i, j) =
1

cosh2 β
(1 + tanhN β)−1 (51)

N→∞
≈ 1

cosh2 β
. (52)

Here we have taken the thermodynamic limit N →
∞. We see that at zero temperature (β → ∞), the
fidelity F (i, j) vanishes, which is consistent with the
ground state of a commuting projector Hamiltonian
having no SSB. But for finite temperature, the fidelity
F (i, j) will always be positive and independent of the
distance between i and j. On the other hand, a Z2

charged operator, such as Zi, must anti-commute with
at least one of Bi. This results in a correlation function
Tr(ρZiZj) = 0 that vanishes at large |i−j|. Therefore,
we conclude that a Gibbs canonical ensemble of the
Hamiltonian H = −

∑
iBi at any finite temperature

has SW-SSB of the Z2 symmetry.
We now provide a plausibility argument supporting

Conjecture 1 for a generic local Hamiltonian H and its
Gibbs state ρ in the canonical ensemble. We examine
the replicated correlation function

F (n) ≡
Tr[(

√
ρO(x)O†(y)ρO(y)O†(x)

√
ρ)n]

Tr ρ2n
=

1

Z(2nβ)
Tr[(O(x)O†(y)e−βHO(y)O†(x)e−βH)n] (53)

= ⟨[O(x, τ = 0)O†(y, τ = 0)][O†(x, τ = β)O(y, τ = β)][O(x, τ = 2β)O†(y, τ = 2β)] · · · ⟩2nβ ,

where A(τ) ≡ e−τHAeτH and ⟨. . .⟩2nβ means the ther-
mal (imaginary time) expectation value at inverse tem-
perature 2nβ. Assuming no off-diagonal long-range or-
der at temperature 2nβ (otherwise even the weak sym-
metry is spontaneously broken), the above correlation
function should factorize for large |x− y|:

F (n) = ⟨O(x, τ = 0)O†(x, τ = β)O(x, τ = 2β) · · · ⟩2nβ
· ⟨O†(y, τ = 0)O(y, τ = β)O†(y, τ = 2β) · · · ⟩2nβ ,

(54)

which in general should be nonzero (∼ O(1)) unless
fine-tuned. In particular, for low temperature or large
β (but still assuming no off-diagonal long-range order),
the correlator should decay exponentially in imaginary

time, so we expect

F (n) ∼ e−2nβ∆, (55)

where ∆ is the energy gap of the excitation created by
O(x) above the ground state. As long as β ̸= ∞, the
above expression is nonzero.

Analytically continuing to n = 1/2, F (n) becomes
the fidelity correlator, which demonstrates our original
proposal. In particular, Eq. (55) agrees with Eq. (51)
with ∆ = 2 being the excitation gap.

Another interesting feature of Eq. (55) is that the
SW-SSB disappears below temperature scale T ∗ ∼
∆/L. In particular, this means that as far as SW-
SSB is concerned, the zero-temperature limit T → 0+
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and the thermodynamic limit L → ∞ do not com-
mute. This non-commutativity is absent in ordinary
observables, at least when the ground state is gapped
∆ ∼ O(1) – recall that in the imaginary-time path in-
tegral, these two limits are simply infinite size limits in
different directions.

B. Z2 SW-SSB in the quantum Ising model

Consider a (2+1)d qubit system on a square lattice,
with a strong Z2 symmetry U =

∏
iXi. The system

is initialized in a pure product state |ψ0⟩ = ⊗i|X =
+1⟩i. Then we consider a nearest-neighbor dephasing
channel that preserves the strong Z2 symmetry, E =∏

⟨ij⟩ Eij , with

Eij [ρ] = (1 − p)ρ+ pZiZjρZiZj . (56)

We note that this model is closely related to the Z2

toric code under bit-flip noise [11, 43]. In fact, un-
der the Kramers-Wannier duality mapping, they are
exactly mapped to each other.

To detect the possible SW-SSB and identify the uni-

versality class of the symmetry-breaking transition, we
consider the fidelity correlator of Z, which is charged
under the strong Z2 symmetry. Then we utilize the
replica trick to calculate the fidelity: the replicated fi-
delity is defined as

Fm,n(x, y) = Tr[(ρmσρm)n], (57)

and the standard definition of fidelity (6) is recovered
by taking the limit m,n → 1/2. In the “open string”
basis, the density matrix E [ρ0] = ρ is given by the
following expression:

ρ = (1 − p)2Nv

∑
l

(tanh τ)|l||∂l⟩⟨∂l|, (58)

where l labels the configurations of “open strings”,
tanh τ = p

1−p , |∂l⟩ =
∏
v∈∂l Zv| + + · · ·+⟩, and Nv

is the total number of vertices. Then our task is the
calculation of the (replicated) fidelity Eq. (57). Define
t = (2m + 1)n. For simplicity, we focus on the spe-
cial case with n = 1 but the derivation can be easily
generalized to n > 1. We find

Tr(ρmσρm) ∝
∑

l1,··· ,lt

(tanh τ)|l1|+···+|lt|⟨∂l1|∂l2⟩ · · · ⟨∂lm|ZxZy|∂lm+1⟩⟨∂lm+1|ZxZy|∂lm+2⟩ · · · ⟨∂lt|∂l1⟩

=
∑

{σ(1)
v ,··· ,σ(t)

v }=±1

σ(m)
x σ(m)

y

∏
e

t∏
j=1

(
1 + tanh τ

∏
v∈∂e

σ(j)
v

)
= ⟨σxσy⟩Heff

, (59)

here we utilized the following formula:

⟨∂l1|∂l2⟩ =
1

2Nv

∑
sv

( ∏
v1∈∂l1

sv1

)( ∏
v2∈∂l2

sv2

)
, (60)

and defined σ
(j)
vj = s

(j)
vj s

(j+1)
vj , which leads to the con-

straint
∏t
j=1 σ

(j)
v = 1 for all sites v. The replicated

fidelity has been expressed as the correlation function
of the following Hamiltonian at the inverse tempera-
ture β = τ :

Heff = −
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
t−1∑
k=1

σ
(k)
i σ

(k)
j +

t−1∏
k=1

σ
(k)
i σ

(k)
j

)
. (61)

For n > 1 the derivation is very similar, and we find the
replicated fidelity is the following correlation function
of the Hamiltonian (61),

Fm,n(x, y) =

〈
n∏
α=1

σαxσ
α
y

〉
Heff

. (62)

The qualitative behavior of Fm,n(ρ, σ) is essentially de-
termined by the effective Hamiltonian (61). This can
also be understood from the replica partition function
Tr ρt:

Tr(ρt) ∝ (63)∑
{σ(1)

v ,··· ,σ(t)
v }

exp

−τ
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
t−1∑
k=1

σ
(k)
i σ

(k)
j +

t−1∏
k=1

σ
(k)
i σ

(k)
j

) ,

which is exactly the partition function of the effective
Hamiltonian Heff . In particular, if we take the limit
m,n → 1/2, the replicated fidelity (57) will be recov-
ered back to Eq. (6), and effective Hamiltonian (61)
becomes the Hamiltonian of random-bond Ising model
(RBIM) along the Nishimori line [11]. Then the tran-
sition between a Z2 strongly symmetric state at p < pc
and an SW-SSB state induced by a symmetric quan-
tum channel at p > pc happens at pc ≈ 0.109. Our
results are fully consistent with the decodability tran-
sition of the toric code [10, 11, 14, 43, 44], which can
now be interpreted as the “gauged” version of the SW-
SSB transition through Kramers-Wannier transform –
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recall that gauge symmetry is naturally strong since
the total gauge charge is constrained to be trivial in
the Hilbert space.

If we instead consider the Rényi-2 correlator (29),
following a similar derivation the correlation function
can be mapped to the statistical mechanics model origi-
nating from evaluating the purity of the density matrix,
Tr(ρ2). That is, we need to choose t = 2 in Eq. (63).
Then the effective Hamiltonian (61) is the Hamiltonian
of 2d classical Ising model. Therefore, the transition
between Z2 strongly symmetric state and an SW-SSB
state induced by a symmetric quantum channel will

happen at p
(2)
c ≈ 0.178.

Furthermore, this is another example of the in-
equivalence between two different definitions of SW-
SSB through fidelity and Rényi-2 correlators. For this
model, the long-range Rényi-2 correlator is a stronger
condition than the long-range fidelity correlator, since

pc < p
(2)
c .

Moreover, it is worth noting that the replicated fi-
delity in Eq. (57) also provides a naturally replicated
version of the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy de-
fined in Eq. (23), which can be recovered by taking
the limit m → 1−α

2α and n → α. Consequently, in
the replica limit t → 1, the partition function in Eq.
(63) should also capture potential SW-SSB defined in
terms of the sandwiched Rényi relative entropy. This
offers supporting evidence for our earlier conjecture in
Sec. II A that SW-SSB defined using distinct distin-
guishability measures – namely, quantum relative en-
tropy and the fidelity correlator – ought to be equiva-
lent.

Our discussions are not limited to the Pauli chan-
nel like Eq. (56). For example, consider the following
nearest-neighbor non-Pauli channel that is Z2 strongly
symmetric,

Eij(ρ) = (1 − p)ρ+ peiθZiZjρe−iθZiZj , (64)

and E =
∏

⟨ij⟩ Eij . Notice that for θ = π/2 we recover

the previous channel (56). A more general channel
similar to Eq. (64) is

Eij(ρ) =
∑
n

pne
iθnZiZjρe−iθnZiZj , (65)

where pn ≥ 0 and
∑
n pn = 1. To determine the univer-

sality of SW-SSB transition, we again study the repli-
cated partition function Tr ρt. Let us first consider the
loop (domain wall) basis, in which it is easier to iden-
tify the symmetry and the observable. The initial pure
state can be represented in the domain wall basis as
ρ0 ∝

∑
D,D′ |D⟩⟨D′|, where the summation is taken

over all possible Z2 domain wall configurations. The
decohered density matrix is

ρ ∝
∑
D,D′

|D⟩⟨D′|f(D,D′), (66)

Here we need to explain f(D,D′). The domain wall
configuration can be labeled by se = ±1 on nearest-
neighbor lattice edges e (se = 1 means no domain wall,
se = −1 means a domain wall crossing the bond). Then
an explicit calculation gives

f(D,D′) =
∏
e

α
se−s′e

2 β
|se−s′e|

2 . (67)

Here

β = |1 − p+ pe2iθ| =

√
1 − 4p(1 − p) sin2 θ,

α =
1 − p+ pe2iθ

β

. (68)

Note that β > 0 is real, and α is a pure phase factor.
For a special point θ = π/2, we have β = 1 − 2p, α =

1. In this case, β
|se−s′e|

2 = β
1−ses′e

2 , and
∏
e β

1−ses′e
2 =

β|D−D′|, where |D − D′| is the length of the relative

domain wall, namely |D −D′| =
∑
e

1−ses′e
2 .

Naively, the α
se−s′e

2 part complicates things, and the
weight can not be expressed in terms of relative domain
walls alone. However, if we consider the replicated den-
sity matrix:

Tr ρt ∝
∑
{Ds}

f(D1, D2)f(D2, D3) · · · f(Ds, D1)

=
∏
e

α
∑

k
1
2 (s

(k)
e −s(k+1)

e )
∏
e

β
∑

k
1
2

∣∣s(k)
e −s(k+1)

e

∣∣
=
∏
e

β
∑

k
1
2

∣∣s(k)
e −s(k+1)

e

∣∣
, (69)

exactly the same as the case of the Pauli channel (i.e.
θ = π/2), just with a different value of “tension”. This
is true for each t ≥ 2, and if we analytically continue
to t → 1, it makes sense to conclude that the parti-
tion function in the limit t → 1 is still an RBIM. The
model has a different value of pc, but shows the same
universality class of the SW-SSB transition.

This can be generalized to the channel in Eq. (65),
with

β = |
∑
n

pne
2iθn |, α =

∑
n pne

2iθn

β
. (70)

Then the same result follows. These calculations sug-
gest that the “universality class” of the Ising SW-SSB
transition is described by the RBIM, independent of
microscopic details.

C. U(1) SW-SSB in a quantum rotor model

We now consider the analogous transition in a U(1)
symmetric model. On each site i, there is a quan-
tum rotor degree of freedom with the 2π-periodic phase
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variable θi and the conjugate number ni. They sat-
isfy the canonical commutation relation [θi, nj ] = iδij .
The U(1) symmetry is generated by Q =

∑
i ni. Ini-

tially, the system is in a pure product state |ψ0⟩ =
⊗i |ni = 0⟩. Then we consider a nearest-neighbor de-
phasing channel that preserves the strong U(1) sym-
metry E =

∏
⟨ij⟩ Eij , with

Eij(ρ) =
∑
k∈Z

pke
ik(θi−θj)ρe−ik(θi−θj). (71)

Here 0 ≤ pk ≤ 1 should satisfy
∑
k pk = 1. Physically,

we expect that pk should decay rapidly with |k|, and
it is natural to impose “charge-conjugation” symmetry
so that p−k = pk. To make the problem analytically

tractable we choose pk ∝ e−αk
2

, but we expect the
results should apply to other pk as long as it decays
sufficiently rapidly as |k| → ∞.

We will study the phase diagram as a function of α.
Heuristically, when α is large, the channel is close to
the identity, so the system remains close to the pure
state. As α decreases, one expects a transition to a
U(1) SW-SSB phase characterized by the long-range
fidelity correlator of the U(1) order parameter eiθ.

It proves useful to work with dual link variables de-
fined as

ni = (∇ · E)i, θi − θj = Aij . (72)

Here (∇ · E)i is the lattice divergence: (∇ · E)i =∑
j Eij . One can think of Aij as U(1) gauge fields

and Eij as the electric fields.
Expanding the quantum channel, we find that the

initial state ρ0 (which has no charge) is acted by paths
of e±ikA operators, i.e., Wilson lines, which will create
some configuration of electric charges. Introduce an in-
teger variable me on each edge e (with its canonical ori-
entation), corresponding to acting by the eimeAe Kraus
operator. We can interpret m as some kind of “elec-
tric” field, with the “error” charges given by (∇ ·m)i.
Denote the Wilson operator by WA(m) =

∏
e e

imeAe .
Then the decohered density matrix becomes

ρ =
∑
m

P (m)WA(m)ρ0W
†
A(m), P (m) =

∏
e

pme .

(73)
Now we consider tr ρt:

Tr ρt = (74)∑
m(s)

t∏
s=1

P (m(s)) Tr

[
t∏

s=1

WA(m(s))|ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|W †
A(m(s))

]
.

We rewrite the trace as

t∏
s=1

⟨ψ0|W †
A(m(s))WA(m(s+1))|ψ0⟩ . (75)

and see that the trace is non-vanishing only if
WA(m(s+1)) and WA(m(s)) create the same charges.

In other words, ∇ · (m(s) −m(s+1)) = 0. Therefore we
may write

m(s+1)
e = m(1)

e + v(s)e , (76)

where v
(s)
e satisfies ∇ · v(s) = 0. The “Rényi” partition

function becomes

Tr ρt =
∑
m(1)

P (m(1))
∑
v(s)

t−1∏
s=1

P (m(1) + v(s)). (77)

We can resolve the constraint ∇ · v = 0 in the fol-
lowing way (suppressing the replica index):∏

i

δ((∇ · v)i) =

∫
ϕ

e−i
∑

i,µ̂ ϕi(vi,µ̂−vi−µ̂,µ̂). (78)

We have defined the short-hand notation∫
ϕ

≡
∫ 2π

0

∏
i

dϕi
2π

. (79)

Thus the partition function becomes∫
ϕ

∑
v(s)

P (me + v(s)e )e−i
∑

i,µ̂ v
(s)
i,µ̂(ϕ

(s)
i −ϕ(s)

i+µ̂). (80)

Here we have defined me ≡ m
(1)
e . The summation over

the replica index s = 1, 2, · · · , t−1 is kept implicit. Ap-
plying Poisson resummation, we find that the partition
function becomes∫

ϕ

∑
m,k(s)

e−α
∑

em
2
ee−

1
αHeff [m], (81)

with the effective Hamiltonian

Heff [m] =
1

4

∑
i,µ̂

(ϕ
(s)
i −ϕ(s)i+µ̂−2πk

(s)
i,µ̂−2iαmi,µ̂)2. (82)

This can be viewed as the replica partition function of
the classical Villain model with imaginary bond disor-
der given by the 2iαmi,µ̂ term. The effective “temper-
ature” is given by α.

The bond disorder exhibits two unusual features.
First it is not a continuous variable, rather valued in
2iαZ. Second, it is purely imaginary. We shall how-
ever consider two limiting cases. First, for large α,
the distribution of me is sharply peaked at me = 0,
and the effective temperature is also high, so once set-
ting me = 0 the statistical mechanics model belongs to
the high-temperature, “disordered” phase of the Vil-
lain model, which agrees with our expectation that
there is no SW-SSB when the channel is very close
to the identity. Next, for a small α, it is at least plau-
sible that the physics is qualitatively approximated by
treating ae = 2αme as a real variable, whose probabil-

ity distribution is given by e−
1
4αa

2
e . Since α is small, the
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disorder again becomes weak, and it is reasonable to
expect that the statistical model should be in the “su-
perfluid” phase, i.e. SW-SSB, which should be robust
to weak disorder at sufficiently low effective tempera-
ture. In two dimensions, the low-temperature phase is
the Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) phase, so in this case, the
model provides an example of quasi-long-range SW-
SSB. Therefore under these assumptions, we find a
SW-SSB phase for small α and a strongly symmetric
phase for large α.

To further substantiate the result, we also study the
Rényi-2 transition of this model. We find that Tr ρ2

can be mapped to a variant of the Villain XY model.
In fact, for small α, the Boltzmann weight is well-
approximated by that of the Villain XY model. We
thus expect that there is a Rényi-2 U(1) SW-SSB phase
for sufficiently small α, and a transition at a finite value
of α (details can be found in Appendix A).

Let us also compare the results with a rotor model
at finite temperature. Following the general argument
presented in Sec. III A, in a thermal state the fidelity
correlator is long-range ordered, independent of dimen-
sionality. However, the decohered rotor model can ex-
hibit a power-law fidelity correlator in the SW-SSB
phase in 2D, fundamentally distinct from the thermal
state.

IV. Recoverability

To define concrete phases of matter for mixed quan-
tum states, we need to show that two mixed states
belonging to the same phase are two-way connected by
low-depth symmetric local quantum channels. In other
words, a channel on a state should be “recoverable” if
the state remains in the same phase.

Now we explore the recoverability of a mixed state
with SW-SSB. Specifically, we demonstrate in the Ising
example that SW-SSB, as defined in terms of the
Rényi-2 correlator, could be recovered. This means
that there exists a short-depth channel, whose depth
is on the order of logL with L representing the system
size, which can transform a state with a long-range
Rényi-2 (or more general Rényi-n) order parameter
into a state with an exponentially decaying Rényi-2
correlator. However, SW-SSB in the fidelity sense is
not recoverable due to the stability theorem.

For simplicity, in this section, we focus on a special
class of low-depth channels termed circuit channels. A
circuit quantum channel comprises layers of disjoint
local channels, or “gates,” forming a circuit. Such a
channel is considered short-depth if the depth of the
circuit is constant or at most sub-linear in L. Moreover,
the channel is deemed symmetric if each local gate is
strongly symmetric.

Recently, it has been highlighted in Ref. [16] that
the effect of a local quantum channel E supported in
a region A as in Fig. 2 can be reversed using a local

A
lB

B

C

FIG. 2. The regions A, B, and C, with respect to which
we calculate the CMI in Eq. (83).

channel RE supported in an enlarged region AB, pro-
vided that the discrepancy in the conditional mutual
information (CMI) between the initial state ρi and the
final state ρf = E(ρi) decays exponentially with re-
spect to the width lB of the buffer region B, expressed
as:

I(A;C|B)ρi − I(A;C|B)ρf ≃ O(e−lB/ξ), (83)

where ξ defines the correlation length of the mixed
state. The local recovery channel RE is constructed
through the Petz recovery channel. Two observations
are important for our subsequent discussion: (1) The
Petz recovery channel preserves the strong symmetry
of the mixed state if the symmetry is on-site, which can
be verified by the explicit form of the recovery channel
(see Appendix B).

(2) Building on this local recovery, a finite-depth cir-
cuit channel acting on the entire system can be recov-
ered region by region, provided that at each intermedi-
ate step, the local gates being recovered can be recov-
ered locally, i.e., Eq. (83) holds true for some chosen
buffer region. The global recovery channel is also a cir-
cuit channel, with depth scaling logarithmically with
system size logL. We refer the readers to Appendix B
for details regarding the recovery channel.

We now revisit the Ising example in Sec. III B. We
will establish that beginning from a pure symmetric
product state, the two resulting mixed states, gener-
ated from symmetric dephasing in the form of Eq. (56)
with strengths p1 and p2, can be mutually connected
by a short-depth circuit channel if p1 and p2 belong to
the same phase of the RBIM. Assuming p1 < p2 <

1
2 ,

and denoting the two states as ρp1 and ρp2 respectively,
it is evident that ρp2 can be prepared from ρp1 through
an additional dephasing channel with strength

p =
p2 − p1
1 − 2p1

. (84)

Conversely, to construct a short-depth channel con-
necting ρp2 to ρp1 , it is essential to demonstrate that
this dephasing channel with strength p, when applied
to ρp1 , can be recovered by a symmetric short-depth
channel. This requirement is equivalent to ensuring



14

A

∂A

FIG. 3. The region A for which we compute the von Neu-
mann entropy encompasses all sites within the red dashed
line. The boundary of A includes all sites not within A but
adjacent to sites in A, marked with red squares above.

that Eq. (83) is met at every intermediate step of the
recovery process.

We now establish that within the same phase of the
statistical model (i.e., RBIM), Eq. (83) holds. This as-
sertion is supported by the following observation: The
CMI, as a combination of von Neumann entropies from
different regions, can be mapped to a linear combina-
tion of free energies of RBIM. Notably, the von Neu-
mann entropy of a region A (See Fig. 3) can be ex-
pressed as

S(A)ρ = lim
t→1

1

1 − t
ln tr ρtA, (85)

where ρA represents the reduced density matrix on A.
From the expression of the decohered density matrix
in Eq. (58), ρA can be computed as

ρA = (1 − p)NA

∑
lA

(tanh τ)|lA||∂lA⟩⟨∂lA|, (86)

where |lA| denotes all strings within the region A, po-
tentially including links straddling between region A
and its complement. Let us define ZAt = tr(ρtA) as the
t-replica partition function, which can be expressed as

ZAt ∝
∑

l1,··· ,lt

(tanh τ)|l1|+···+|lt|⟨∂l1|∂l2⟩ · · · ⟨∂lt|∂l1⟩.

(87)
The non-vanishing contributions to ZAt arise from
string configurations such that li and li+1 differ only
by closed loops relative to the boundary of A. In other
words, ∂(li−li+1)∩A = ∅. Following a derivation anal-
ogous to that leading to Eq. (63), ZAt represents the
t-replica partition function of an RBIM (on the dual
lattice) within region A with a free boundary condi-
tion. In the limit t → 1, the von Neumann entropy
described in Eq. (85) transforms into the free energy

of an RBIM defined on region A with a free bound-
ary condition, denoted as fA. Consequently, we can
express the conditional mutual information as:

I(A;C|B) = fAB + fBC − fABC − fB . (88)

When attempting to recover the strength-p dephas-
ing channel that connects ρp1 to ρp2 region by region,
at each intermediate step, the CMI can be mapped to
the linear combination in Eq. (88), computed in an
RBIM with a spatially varying strength p(x). Specif-
ically, the regions recovered in previous steps have
p(x) = p1, while those that have not been recovered
have p(x) = p2. When p1 and p2 belong to the same
phase of the RBIM, the system, despite its inhomo-
geneity, belongs to a definite phase (either ordered or
disordered) and has a finite correlation length. The
free energy of a region A thus scales as:

fA =

∫
A

f [p(x)]d2x+

∫
∂A

g[p(x)]dl − γA, (89)

where f(p) is the free energy density of the RBIM with
effective temperature tanhβ = p

1−p , and g(p) denotes

the boundary contribution. γA is a constant depending
on the phase of the statistical model.3 Consequently,
at each step, Eq. (83) holds, where E represents the
strength-p dephasing within the region A being recov-
ered, and ξ represents the correlation length of RBIM,
with all terms in Eq. (89) canceling out in Eq. (88).
Physically, the CMI, as a combination of free ener-
gies, should exhibit smooth variations within the same
phase. Consequently, the LHS of Eq. (83) is expected
to decay exponentially, given that the system possesses
a finite correlation length in both phases of RBIM. The
key implication of our argument is that when p1 and
p2 correspond to the same phase of the RBIM, ρp1 and
ρp2 can be two-way connected by a symmetric chan-
nel within a depth of logL. In particular, the critical

decoherence strength for the Rényi-2 correlator, p
(2)
c ,

does not obstruct recoverability (Fig. 4).

V. Summary and Outlook

In this work, we systematically discussed a new phe-
nomenon in mixed quantum states, namely strong-to-
weak spontaneous symmetry breaking (SW-SSB). Our
key results are:

1. We defined SW-SSB through the long-ranged fi-
delity correlator Eq. (6) of charged local opera-
tors. We proved (Thm. 1 and 2) that SW-SSB is

3 In the ordered and disordered phases, γ = ln 2 and 0 when A
encompasses the entire system, respectively, and it vanishes
when A constitutes only a portion of the system.
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FIG. 4. Phase diagram of the decohered Ising model. Two
states ρ1 and ρ2 in the same phase (both with p > pc in
the figure) can be two-way connected through some low-
depth channels. The two-way connectivity is obstructed if
p1 > pc and p2 < pc. The “transition point” for the Rényi-

2 correlator, p
(2)
c , does not obstruct two-way connectivity.

stable against strongly symmetric low-depth local
quantum channels. These stability theorems estab-
lished SW-SSB as a universal property of mixed-
state quantum phases.

2. We also considered an alternative definition of SW-
SSB, which appeared in previous literature [3, 4, 36],
by the long-ranged Rényi-2 correlator Eq. (29) of
charged local operators. The two definitions of SW-
SSB are inequivalent: there are examples with long-
range fidelity correlators but short-range Rényi-2
correlators. Moreover, there is no analogue of the
stability theorems (Thm. 1 and 2) for the Rényi-
2 correlator, as we showed through an explicit ex-
ample in Sec. IV. So the SW-SSB defined through
the Rényi-2 correlator is not a universal property
of mixed-state quantum phases. However, a weaker
statement holds: a state with SW-SSB in the Rényi-
2 sense must still be nontrivial, in the sense that it
is not symmetrically invertible (Thm. 3).

3. We proposed that SW-SSB is a generic feature of
thermal states at nonzero temperature (Sec. III A).
In particular, we conjectured that if the canonical
ensemble (i.e., with fixed charge sector) of a local
symmetric Hamiltonian without a strong-to-nothing
SSB, then it must have SW-SSB. We demonstrated
the statement in certain commuting-projector mod-
els and provided plausibility arguments for general
Hamiltonians.

4. We also studied non-thermal examples of SW-SSB,
in models where a pure symmetric state is sub-
ject to a strongly symmetric finite-depth channel.
In particular, in Sec. III B we considered a (2+1)d
quantum Ising model under a strongly symmetric
nearest-neighbor ZZ channel and found that the
Ising SW-SSB transition (measured by the fidelity
correlator) is described by the 2d random-bond Ising
model along the Nishimori line. The SW-SSB tran-

sition is the ungauged version (through Kramers-
Wannier duality) of the decodability transition of
the (2+1)d toric code model under the bit-flip noise.
In addition, we also considered the U(1) SW-SSB in
a model of quantum rotors. By mapping to a Villain
model with imaginary bond disorder we argued that
the model exhibits U(1) SSW-SSB for a sufficiently
strong channel.

5. Following Ref. [16], we discussed the recoverability
of mixed states under symmetric low-depth chan-
nels. Specifically, a necessary condition for the
recoverability of a channel circuit through a low-
depth symmetric channel is the Markov gap con-
dition Eq. (83). For the example of the decohered
Ising model in Sec. III B, we showed that the Markov
gap condition is violated only across the SW-SSB
transition (measured by the fidelity correlator). As
a consequence, if two states belong to the same side
of the SW-SSB transition, they belong to the same
phase, in the sense that they are two-way connected
to each other through Log-depth symmetric chan-
nels.

We end this work with some open questions:

1. Strong-to-weak SSB of higher-form symmetry: A
topologically ordered state can be understood as
the spontaneous symmetry breaking of some higher-
form symmetry [45, 46]. Then what about the SW-
SSB of higher-form symmetry? This question will
be addressed in a forthcoming work [47].

2. Ground state SSB comes with many dynamical fea-
tures, such as Anderson tower and Goldstone modes
(if the symmetry is continuous). It is natural to
ask whether SW-SSB has similar dynamical conse-
quences, for example in Lindbladian dynamics. Two
prior works [36, 48] addressed this issue partially,
but a general picture is still lacking at this point.

3. Conventional SSB features various topological de-
fects, such as domain walls, vortices, and skyrmions.
A natural avenue for future work is to consider
whether SW-SSB can have similar defects and to
explore the consequences of such defects.
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A. U(1) Rényi-2 SW-SSB in the rotor model

In this section we study the Rényi-2 SW-SSB tran-
sition in the quantum rotor model.

The initial state ρ0 is given by

ρ0 ∝
∫
θ,θ′

|θ⟩⟨θ′| . (A1)

It is easy to see that

E(ρ0) ∝
∫
θ,θ′

∏
⟨ij⟩

Gij(θ, θ
′) |θ⟩⟨θ′| , (A2)

where the factor Gij(θ, θ
′) is defined as

Gij(θ, θ
′) =

∑
k

pke
ik(θi−θj−θ′i+θ

′
j). (A3)

Therefore

tr ρ2 ∝
∫
θ,θ′

∏
⟨ij⟩

F 2
ij(θ, θ

′). (A4)

Let us write

G2
ij(θ, θ

′) =
∑
n

fne
in(θi−θj−θ′i+θ

′
j). (A5)

Up to an overall constant, it is easy to see that Tr ρ2

is proportional to the following partition function:

Z =

∫
Dθ
∏
⟨ij⟩

∑
nij

fnije
inij(θi−θj). (A6)

This can be viewed as a variant of the classical XY
model.

For pk ∝ e−αk
2

, after some algebra we obtain

fn ∝

{
e−

α
2 n

2

ϑ3(e−2α) n even

e−
α
2 n

2

ϑ2(e−2α) n odd
. (A7)

Here ϑ2 and ϑ3 are Jacobi theta functions, defined as

ϑ2(q) =
∑
k∈Z

q(k+
1
2 )

2

, ϑ3(q) =
∑
k∈Z

qk
2

. (A8)

A useful fact is that ϑ3(q) and ϑ2(q) are exponentially
close when q is close to 1 (the difference between them

is ∼
√

π
1−q e

− π2

1−q ) . For small α, we have e−2α ≈ 1, so

fn ∝ e−
α
2 n

2

. Using Poisson resummation we find:∑
nij∈Z

e−
α
2 n

2
ijeinij(θi−θj)

=

√
2π

α

∑
mij∈Z

e−
1
2α (θi−θj+2πmij)

2

, (A9)

which is the familiar Villain model at temperature α.
The approximation becomes asymptotically exact as
α→ 0. Thus we can conclude that for sufficiently small
α there is Rényi-2 SW-SSB of the U(1) symmetry.

In addition, in two dimensions the model exhibits
Rényi-2 quasi-SW-SSB. On a square lattice, numeri-
cally it is known that the KT point is αc ≈ 1.353 [50].

For this range of α, the approximation fn ∝ e−αn
2/2

remains reasonable, so we expect that our model is
qualitatively similar to the Villain model, exhibiting
a KT transition from the quasi-SW-SSB phase to the
strongly symmetric phase.

B. The recovery channel

In this Appendix, we provide the details of the re-
covery channel as outlined in Sec IV and originally pro-
posed in Ref. [16]. In particular, we aim to construct
a short-depth recovery channel for a finite-depth quan-
tum channel that preserves the gap of a mixed state.
Here the gap of a mixed state is defined as follows.

Definition 5. A mixed state ρ has a Markov gap ∆ if
the conditional mutual information for the three regions
depicted in Fig.2 decays exponentially, i.e.

I(A;C|B)ρ ≤ 2 ln(min{dA, dC}) exp(−∆ · dist(A,C)),

= const · min(|A|, |C|) exp(−∆ · dist(A,C)), (B1)

where dist(A,C) is the closest distance between the re-
gion A and C. |A| and |C| represent the number of
sites within regions A and C, respectively.

We observe that any mixed state has a gap ∆ ≥ 0
due to the local dimension bound.

1. Recovery of a local channel

The first result states that, for a gapped mixed state,
the effect of a local channel E acting on region A can be
recovered by another local channel R, supported on a
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region A∪B surrounding A, up to exponential decaying
errors. The argument goes as follows. For any state ρ,
non-negative operator σ and quantum channel E , we
have the data-processing inequality:

D(ρ∥σ) −D(E(ρ)∥E(σ)) ≥ −2 log2 F (ρ,Rσ,E ◦ E(ρ)),
(B2)

where F is the fidelity, and

Rσ,E(·) :=

∫
t

β0(t)R
t
2

σ,E(·) (B3)

is the rotated Petz recovery map [51]. Here β0(t) =
π
2 (cosh(πt) + 1)−1 and

Rt
σ,E(·) := σ

1
2−itE†[E(σ)−

1
2+it(·)E(σ)−

1
2−it]σ

1
2+it.

(B4)
Let us assume: (1) E acts nontrivially only in region
A; (2) σ = ρAB ⊗ ρC . We then have

−2 log2 F (ρ,Rσ,E ◦ E(ρ)) ≤ I(AB;C)ρ − I(AB;C)E(ρ)

=I(A;C|B)ρ − I(A;C|B)E(ρ). (B5)

Due to the positive-semidefinite nature of the CMI, as
well as the data processing inequality for local channels
(acting on the non-conditioning systems), we have

0 ≤ I(A;C|B)E(ρ) ≤ I(A;C|B)ρ. (B6)

Therefore, the LHS of Eq. (B5) is upper bounded
by a non-negative number exponentially small in
dist(A,C) ∼ lB . By the Fuchs–van de Graaf inequal-
ity, at large distances, the constraint on the fidelity can
also be expressed as a constraint on the trace distance,

∥ρ−Rσ,E ◦ E(ρ)∥1 ≤
√

4 ln 2 · I(A;C|B)ρ

≃ const · e−∆·dist(A,C)/2. (B7)

Eq. (B7) implies that when the underlying state ρ has
a gap ∆ > 0, the impact of a local channel can be
recovered locally, with an error decaying exponentially
in the width of the buffer region B.

2. Symmetries

Now let us show that when the channel E is strongly
symmetric under a unitary on-site symmetry, the asso-
ciated recovery channel R is also strongly symmetric.
Using the explicit form of the rotated Petz recovery
map in Eq (B4), one has

Rt
σ,E(·) = ρ

−it+ 1
2

AB E†[E(ρAB)it−
1
2 (·)E(ρAB)−it−

1
2 ]ρ

it+ 1
2

AB .
(B8)

If we pick an arbitrary Kraus representation of E , i.e.,

E(ρ) =
∑
iK

†
i ρKi, a corresponding Kraus representa-

tion of the recovery map is

K†
R,i = ρ

−it+ 1
2

AB KiE(ρAB)it−
1
2 . (B9)

In order for the recovery channel to be strongly sym-
metric, we only need ρAB to be weakly symmetric un-
der UAB , which is the symmetry operation restricted
to the region AB. This can be explicitly verified as
follows:

UABρABU
†
AB =UAB trA∪B(ρ)U†

AB

= trA∪B(UρU†) = ρAB ,
(B10)

where U is the generator of the global symmetry, and
the last line follows from the fact that the state ρ
is strongly symmetric. Applying a similar argument,

one can also demonstrate that UAB′E(ρAB)U†
AB′ =

E(ρAB), as long as the channel E (acting on A) is
strongly symmetric and we enlarge AB to AB′ to ac-
comodate the depth of E . As a summary, each Kraus

operator K†
R,i of the recovery channel commutes with

U , therefore the recovery map is strongly symmetric.

3. Global recovery

Now, we proceed to demonstrate that a symmetric
finite-depth circuit channel E , which acts on the en-
tire system and preserves the gap of the underlying
mixed state, can also be recovered by a short-depth
channel. We assume that the maximal width of gates
in E is w, and E has l layers of gates. The depth of
E is then defined to be wl. The global recovery needs
two crucial assumptions: (a) After each layer of E , the
state, referred to as ρk with 0 ≤ k ≤ l, has a finite
gap lower bounded by 4∆. (b) Another important re-
quirement is, if we act the state ρk−1 with any subset
of gates in k-th layer of E , the resulting state remains
gapped, also lower bounded by 4∆. In the context of
the RBIM, this assumption implies that in the inter-
mediate states, where a part of the system has been
recovered, the entire system, despite its inhomogene-
ity, remains in a definite phase of the RBIM with a
finite correlation length.

The strategy of the global recovery is to recover E
layer by layer. We cut the system into hypercubes of
linear size L0 – thus we have (L/L0)d hypercubes in
total, where d is the spatial dimension of the system.
Here L0 is assumed to be larger than w and the cor-
relation length 1/2∆. We first reorganize each layer of
E into 2d new layers. In other words, we now perceive
the channel E as a circuit with h = 2dl layers, but the
gates become “sparse.” Specifically, in each new layer,
within a hypercube of size 2L0, only a hypercube of size
L0 contains nontrivial gates. Crucially, for each new
layer, these nontrivial hypercubes are separated by a
minimum distance of L0. In the first recovery step,
we reverse all gates in the last (h-th) layer of the new
circuit. We label the hypercubes undergoing recovery
as Cx with x ∈ 1, . . . , (L/2L0)d, the gates in the h-th
layer within Cx as Ehx , and the corresponding recovery
channels as Rh

x. The recovery map Rh
x is chosen to
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be the local recovery map mentioned in Sec B 1, con-
fined to a hypercube C ′

x with a linear size of 2L0, and
sharing the same center as the hypercube x. Note that
these recovery channels act on disjoint hypercubes, and
can therefore be implemented simultaneously in a sin-
gle layer. Once more, we denote the state after each
new layer of E as ρk, now with 0 ≤ k ≤ 2dl. We have:∥∥∥∥∥∏

x

Rh
x(ρh) − ρh−1

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
(L/2L0)

d∑
y=1

∥∥∥∥∥
y∏
z=1

Rh
z ◦ Ehz (ρh−1) −

y−1∏
z=1

Rh
z ◦ Ehz (ρh−1)

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
(L/2L0)

d∑
y=1

∥∥Rh
y ◦ Ehy (ρh−1) − ρh−1

∥∥
1

≤const ·
(

L

2L0

)d
· Poly(L0) · e−∆·L0 , (B11)

where we have used the triangle inequality and the data
processing inequality of the trace distance (note that
recovery channels with distinct labels act in disjoint
regions, and therefore commute).

Finally, we proceed to recover the channel E layer by
layer. At each step of the recovery, we reverse gates in
(L/2L0)d hypercubes with a linear size of L0. Denote
the k-th layer of gates in E as Ek, and the corresponding
recovery channel by Rk. We have∥∥∥∥∥

h∏
k=1

Rk ◦ E(ρ) − ρ

∥∥∥∥∥
1

=

∥∥∥∥∥
h∑
k=1

[

k∏
m=1

Rm ◦ Em(ρ) −
k−1∏
m=1

Rm ◦ Em(ρ)]

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
h∑
k=1

∥∥∥∥∥
k−1∏
m=1

Rm[Rk ◦ Ek(ρk−1) − ρk−1)]

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
h∑
k=1

∥∥Rk ◦ Ek(ρk−1) − ρk−1

∥∥
1

≤const ·
(

L

2L0

)d
l · Poly(L0) · e−∆·L0 ,

(B12)

Here, ρ = ρ0 represents the original state, and all layers
are time-ordered. Specifically, all layers in E are time-
ordered, followed by layers in the recovery map with
anti-time ordering. In the derivation we have used (1)
the triangle inequality; (2) the data processing inequal-
ity for the trace distance; (3) the assumption that ρk
has a nonzero gap for all k. This is precisely the as-
sumptions (b) in the first paragraph of this section.
In order to recover the error to O( 1

Poly(L) ), we need

L0 ≃ ln(L)/∆. As each gate of the recovery channel
has a width of order L0, the total depth of the recovery
map is thus O(lnL).

4. An illuminating counterexample

We now discuss an illustrative example, in which the
global recovery scheme fails due to violation of the con-
dition on CMI Eq. (83) when the channel is acting on
parts of the system.

Consider a GHZ state in a quibit chain

|ψ0⟩ = | ↑↑ · · · ⟩ + | ↓↓ · · · ⟩. (B13)

Starting from ρ0 = |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|, we can perform a strong
Xi measurement on each site, represented by the
(depth-1) channel E =

∏
i Ei where

Ei[ρ] =
1

2
ρ+

1

2
XiρXi. (B14)

It is easy to verify that the final state is ρf = E [ρ0] ∝
I +

∏
iXi.

The effect of E on ρ0 should not be recoverable
through a low-depth channel, since the connected cor-
relation function tr(ρZxZy) − tr(ρZx) tr(ρZy) at large
|x − y| is nonzero for ρ0 but zero for ρf . However,
naively the CMI calculated in the geometry of Fig. 2
is log 2 for both ρ0 and ρf , which satisfies the require-
ment from Eq. (83). So what went wrong? It turns
out that the CMI bound condition Eq. (83) is violated
when only part of the system is being acted by the
channel.

Specifically, let us consider the “intermediate” state
(below we have two special sites located at two far-
separated points i = 1, x, the region A is defined as
1 < A < x, and the region B is defined as x < B ≤ L)

ρ′ =
∏
i ̸=1,x

Ei[ρ0]

=
1

2L−1

∑
XAXB

[| ↑ XA ↑ XB⟩ +XAXB | ↓ XA ↓ XB⟩],

(B15)

where [ψ] stands for |ψ⟩⟨ψ|. Acting on ρ′ with E1 · Ex
will produce the final state ρf ∝ I +

∏
iXi. But this

step from ρ′ to ρf is not locally recoverable since it
eliminates a Bell pair between i = 1 and i = x. In
terms of CMI, it is easy to check that for ρ′:

I(i = 1;x ∪B|A) = 2 log 2, (B16)

which violates the CMI bound Eq. (83).
The lesson is that given the channel and the initial

and final states, it is still a nontrivial task to check
whether the CMI condition Eq. (83) is satisfied “lo-
cally”.
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