arXiv:0804.3591v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 21 Oct 2008

Topological order in a three-dimensional toric code at finie temperature

Claudio Castelnovly and Claudio Chamadn
1 Rudolf Peierls Centre for Theoretical Physics, University of Oxford, Oxford, OX1 3NP, UK
2 physics Department, Boston University, Boston, MA 02215, USA,
(Dated: October 22, 2018)

We study topological order in a toric code in three spatiaiatisions, or a 3+1[Z, gauge theory, at finite
temperature. We compute exactly the topological entropthefsystem, and show that it drops, for any in-
finitesimal temperature, to half its value at zero tempeeatlihe remaining half of the entropy stays constant
up to a critical temperatur®., dropping to zero abov&. These results show that topologically ordered phases
exist at finite temperatures, and we give a simple interpogtaf the order in terms of fluctuating strings and
membranes, and how thermally induced point defects affesstet extended structures. Finally, we discuss the
nature of the topological order at finite temperature, asditantum and classical aspects.

I. INTRODUCTION paper, using the fact that in 3D strings can move around point
defects (as opposed to 2D).

Some quantum systems are characterized by a type of order Ve prove in this paper that the von Neumann entropy of a

which cannot be captured by a local order parameter that sigeUPSySteni of aZ, gauge model such as Kitaev's toric code,

nals broken symmetries, but instead the order is topolbgic nany m_J_mber ofd_|me;n5|ons, can be always decomposed into

in nature.|[1] One of the ways in which this topological order Wo additive cqntnbuhons from.each of the two gauge struc-

manifests itself is in a ground state degeneracy that caraot tures (magnetic and electric)._[10]

lifted by any local perturbation, and that depends on theigen 9 P)

of the surface in which the system is defined. Recently, there ~ Sin(A:T) = SN (AT /AQ) + S (A T/Ag), (L.1)

have been efforts to find characterizations of topologiod¢o

other than ground state degeneracies, in particular erglor Wherei,s,‘g, and Q,F,’\} are the separable contributions from the

the entanglement in the ground state wavefunction/[2, 3]  stars and plaquettes of the model, anéndAg the associated
At zero temperature, topological order can be detected ug:oupling constants for these two structures. Consequéenéy

ing the von Neumann entanglement entropy, more precisel§@me additive separability holds for the topological gpyro

a topological contribution to it that can be separated froen t Which is a sum of two independent contributions:

boundary contribution by appropriate subtractions ofedéht 5 P)

bipartitions of the system.|[2, 3] Because the pure statsitjen Sopo(T) = Sopo(T/Aa) + Sopol T/Ag)- (1.2)

matrix is constructed from the ground state, it was argued in

Ref.[2 that topological order is a property of the wavefumtti  One of the contribution f,))o, evaporates for any infinitesi-

and not of the Hamiltonian, at absolute zero temperature.  mal temperature in the thermodynamic limit, just as in 20, bu

An interesting question is what happens with topologicalhe other oneg{}),, remains constant up to a finite tempera-

order at finite temperature. The question is relevant b&augyre phase transition a = 1.3133463)\g, that occurs for
thermal fluctuations, no matter how small, are present in anyhe 3D case:

laboratory system. To address this issue, it was proposed in

Ref. [4] to use the topological entropy as a probe of topolog- 2In2 T=0
ical Qrder, bu_t Eo compute it using an equilibrium mixed stat §0I?)o(-|-) ={In2 0<T<T, (1.3)
density matrixp = Z-1e P". It becomes clear that, as op- 0 T>T.

posed to zero temperature for which one can do away with

the full information contained in the Hamiltonian and juseu As a consequence of these results, we argue that topologi-

the ground state wavefunction, topological order, if pnés& 5| order can be well defined at finite temperatures in 3D. [11]
finite temperature, must be a property of the Hamiltonian. s finding raises the following interesting question: hig t
The topological entropy was computed exactly for the 2Dfinite T order classical or quantum? Perhaps another way to
Kitaev model [6] at finite temperatur®, and it was shown ask the question is the following: Which kind of information
that the infinite system size limit and tile— O limit do not  can be robustly stored using the isolated topological secto
commute, and that at finife the topological entropy vanishes in phase space that cannot be connected by local moves (2
in the thermodynamic limit. Thus, it was argued that the topo such states in 3D): classical (bits) or quantum (qubitg)rinf
logical order in the 2D system was fragile. [4| 7, 8] mation? While we cannot argue that the system does not real-
Here we show that the situation in 3D is rather different,ize a full guantum memory, we can at the least argue that it can
using the 3D version of Kitaev's model as an example. [9]store probabilistic information (pbits — probabilisti¢s|13])
In contrast to 2D, topological order survives up to a phasen the form of a quantum superposition of states in the dif-
transition at a finite temperatuilg. The order can be probed ferenttopological sectors, where the square amplitudesifo
through a non-vanishing topological entropy, as well as unstates in a given sector (a probability) does not fluctuatieeén
derstood from a simple cartoon picture that we present in théhermodynamic limit if the coupling to a thermal bath is Ibca
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However, the relative phases for all these amplitudes doeild cube, so we have one less constraint). Moreover, three addi-
scrambled. This weak type of quantum superposition is notional constraints come from the fact that the product of all
discernible from a classical probability distribution. plaguette operators along any crystal plane in the cubic lat
Finally, this example shows that the notion of classicaltice (i.e.,(x,y), (x,2), or {y,2)) yields the identity, and we are
topological order, suggested for hard constrained models ifinally left with 2N — 2 independent plaguette operators.
2D, [14] is well defined in 3D without resorting to any hard  The ground state (GS) manifold of the system is identified
constraints. by having all plaquette and star quantum numbers equal to
+1, and it is 3N-(N-1)=(2N-2) — 23 dimensional, assuming
periodic boundary conditions in all three directions. Samy
ll.  THE MODEL to the 2D case, one can notice that this degeneracy has a topo-
logical nature, and the different sectors are distinguldine
Consider a three-dimensional version of Kitaev's toricthree non-local operators
code, [9] defined on a simple cubic lattice of side= L x L x
L, with periodic boundary conditions and spifi2idegrees of M= []of Ta=J]of TFs=[]of 23
freedomg; living on the bondsi = 1,...,3N (a¥, of andc? 1€y, 1Y, €Y
being the three Pauli matrices). Let us label the centers aofy
each single square plaquette in the lattice vpite 1,...,3N,

and each site of the cubic lattice wigh=1,... N. =, = |_| of == |_| of 3= |_| o’ (2.4)
Let us define the plaquette and star operators on the lattice i€g; i€, i€gs
_ z _ X that are diagonal in the” andc* basis, respectively. Here
Bo=T]0 A=[]o (1) they, can be any winding paths along the edges of the cubic

iep Ies R . .
lattice in each of the three crystal directionsy, or z), and

as illustrated in Fid.11. The Hamiltonian of the model camthe the&; can be any winding planes perpendicular to each of the
crystal directions and passing through the midpoints of the
corresponding edges of the cubic lattice (i.e., crystaig@dan

® ® the dual lattice whose sites sit at the centers of the eleangnt
cubic cells). Two examples are shown in Fify. 2 for clarity.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) — lllustration of the Kitaev model iD3with ®
explicit examples of a star operatég = [0} at the lattice sites, 2
and of three plaquette operat@s =[] of at the plaquette-dual sites

p1, p2 andps. Theo spin index labels respectively the 6 (red) spins ®
arounds and the 4 (blue) spins aroumdconnected by dashed lines).

be written in terms of these operators as FIG. 2: (Color online) — Two examples of the non-local opersit
needed to distinguish between the degenerate GS of the Z2\Kit
H=-MYA-23 B, (2.2)  model.
s P

In theo? basis and in the topological sector where allfthe

whereA , andAg are two real, positive constants. : .
A B P LﬁquaH—l, the GS wavefunction of the system can be written

Notice that all star and plaquette operators commute, b
they are not all independent. While only the product of all@s
star operators equals the identity, therefore leaing 1 in- GS) — 1 gl0) (2.5)
dependent star operators, the product of the plaguett@aoper IEEE geé ’ '
tors around each cubic unit cell gives the identity, thenefo
introducingN — 1 constraints in thel8 total plaquette opera- where|0) is any state in the sector, say the state with all the
tors (the product of all but one cube is equivalent to thatessamao? = +1, andG is the Abelian group generated by all products
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of star operators (of dimensigs| = 2N-1). In theo* basis  versa — e.g., a spherical shell. Thus, there is no unique way
and in the topological sector where all tBe equal+1, the  to generalize the 2D case. Two equally valid options are il-
GS wavefunction of the system can be written as in Eq] (2.5)lustrated in Figl 4, based on a ‘spherical’ (1-4) and a ‘denut
where now|0) is any state in the sector, say the state withshaped’ (5-8) bipartition scheme, respectively.
all theo = +1, andG is the Abelian group generated by all  In the o* basis [5], wheres is generated by the star opera-
products of plaquette operators (of dimensigh= 22N-1), tors, the calculation of the entanglement entr§py proceeds
Notice the twadifferent underlying structures in the system: as in the 2D case, [4, 14,/15]. Using the group propert§ of
the closed? loops along the edges of the cubic lattice, which in Eq. (2.5), one can show that
satisfy[1,0p07 = 1 identically, and the closeat membranes d.d
in the body-centered dual lattice (locally perpendicutethte Sn(A) = —In—4AE,
edges of the original lattice), satisfyiffemprand’ = 1 iden- G|
tically (see Fig[B).

(3.1)

whered, is the dimension of the subgroup, C G con-
taining all the elements of that act as the identity off,
G,={9eG|g=9g,®14}, and similarly for subsyster.

As in the 2D case, these subgroup dimensions depend on the
numberNEf) (N(,f)) of star operators acting solely on spins in

A (B), and on the numben, (m,;) of connected components
‘ ‘ of A (B):

N

d, = 2NA+ms-1 (3.2)

(s)
dg = Ng +mA*17 (3.3)
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Themy contribution tod ,, and vice versa the, contribu-

= tion tod,;, come from the so-called collective operations, i.e.,
elements of the groups ; (Gj) that cannot be expressed as
products of star operators i (B). In the 3D case, such col-
lective operations correspond to non-contractible closenh-

branes. In this respect, bipartitions 1 and 8 are speci&lah t
subsystems B and 84 are composed of two separate con-
8 1] nected componentsy,; = mg, = 2), while all other subsys-
g B tems have only one component.
4 = We can then compute the topological entrdgy,, of the
system in thes? basis from either the spherical or the donut-
By 42 shaped bipartition scheme,
o 1]
a2 Sopo = lim[~SiA + S + S5 — SR = n2
= Sopo = lim_[~Sif + S+ ST - S| = 1n2,(3.4)

where we used the fact that &l contributions cancel out
exactly. In fact, if we defin&'s,, =N© — N - N to be
the number of star operators acting simultaneouslyland

B, N® = N being the total number of star operators in the
system, one can show that

FIG. 3: (Color online) — Two examples of the underlying struc
tures of the 3D Kitaev model: the closedloops along the edges of
the cubic lattice, which satisff];,,,0f = 1, and the closed™ mem-
branesin the body-centered dual lattice, satisfyifg,empran®’ = 1-

N+ N + NG + NG
lll.  THE TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY AT ZERO _ [N(i)l FNS NS+ N }
TEMPERATURE

=2N— N(lsf)w - Nﬁw — 2N+ N;Sf)lB + NSEIB’
Let us first compute the zero-temperature topological en- =0. (3.5)
tropy of the system, using a three-dimensional version ef th
bipartition scheme proposed by Levin and Wen [2] in two di- This result relies on the fact that the total boundary in bi-
mensions. Notice, however, that in 3D a bipartition can bepartitions 1 and 4 is the same — with the same multiplic-
topologically non-trivial with respect to closed loops matt  ity, and with precisely the same edge and corner structure
with respect to closed membranes — e.g., a donut —, and vice as in bipartitions 2 and 3, by construction. Therefore,
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FIG. 4: lllustration of the two bipartition schemes usedtfur 3D Kitaev model: ‘spherical’ (Top), and ‘donut-shapésiottom).

Nﬁg 4_3\@”3 = Ngsf)w +N§jw_ Similarly for bipartitions Consider then the case of bipartition 4 (equivalently, 5).
5-8. Although bothA andB are still connected, the presence of
Let us also compute the topological entropy in tieba-  a handle allows now for collective operations. Take a crys-
sis, [5] as it will be useful when we consider the finite tem- tal plane perpendicular to the largest surface of subsygtem
perature case. The gropis now generated by the plaquette and draw it so that it bisects the donut into two identical U-
operators, which are highly redundant and require more inshaped portions [see Figl 5 (Top)]. The intersection of this
volved calculations to obtain the von Neumann entr&gy.
In fact, while Eq.[[3:1) still holds, one needs to count theau
ber of independent plaquette generators of subgr@ypand
G, in order to obtain the equivalent of EqE. (3.2) andl(3.3).
Notice that the collective operations are now given by adose
loops, and only bipartitions 4 and 5 allow for non-triviak(i,
non-contractible) loops.
As we discussed beforéG| = 22N-1 . This arises from
counting all independent generators®ts the total number
of plaquettes irG (all possible generators), minus the number
of independent constraints. These are all but one of theccubi
unit cells, plus three crystal planes. Similar argumentsdyap
to the bipartitions 1-8. Notice that in all of the bipartitis
subsystenA doesnot contain any entire crystal plane, while
subsysten® always contains all three crystal planes. Taking
advantage of this simplification, in the following it will be
understood tha®,; has three less independent generators with
respect tas .
Let us proceed case by case. For bipartitions where bot';_llG 5.

A andB have only one connected component without h"’m’bipartitions 4 and 5 in the* basis, acting on subsysten(Top) and

dles, such as bipartitions 2,3,6, and 7 in FEig. 4, the g@yp subsystenyl (Bottom), respectively.
(equivalentlyG;) is generated by all the plaguette operators

acting solely onA, subject to the constraints given by all cu-
bic unit cells entirely contained iA. There are no collective
operations in this case, and one obtains

(Color online) — lllustration of the collective opgions in

plane withA gives two rectangles of sizex (R—2r), a dis-
tanceR— 2r apart. Now take the product of all plaquettes
belonging to one of the rectangles plus those at its boundary

d. — N (3.6)  Theresulting operation acts @halone, yet it cannot be con-
A - : ¥ " 1
® O structed from plaquettes B because the “outer boundary
dy = 2V Na (3.7)  of the rectangle cannot be tisele boundary of a surface in
) B. Natice that this collective operation can be deformed at

whereN;" is the number of plaquette operators acting onyj and moved along the donut by appropriate products of
spins inA, N(f? is the number of cubic unit cells id, and  plaquettes ir, therefore there is only one independent such
similarly for B. operation. Similar arguments apply if we repeat the constru
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tion starting from a plane parallel to the largest surfacthef Combining all of the above considerations into a general
subsystemA, again chosen so as to bisect the donut. Thisxpression for the dimensions of subgrops and G, in
yields another independent collective operation actingow  thec* basis, one obtains

A [see Fig[h (Bottom)]. As a result,

NN d, = N NGy (g 1) - (3.10)
— =N +n
d, = 2%t (3.8) 4o — ZN%’)—Nf;Hn,B—(mA—l)fmég'p') 311
() _(© B ’ (3.11)
dy = 2Nz Ns s (3.9)
herem ( ) is the number of crystal planes (c.p.)

wheren, =1 andn;; = 1 are the number of collective opera- gpgjrely contalned i (B). Recall that all bipartitions of in-
tions in A and3B, respectively. p)
terest haven =0 andmg3

Finally, one can show that there are no collective opera- We can then use Ed:(B.l) o compute the topological en-

tions in theo* basis in bipartitions 1 and 8. In fact, all closed trony of the svstern using the spherical and the donut-shaped
loops are contractible to a point bothJhand in3B in these opy Of Y using P P
bipartition schemes in the* basis,

bipartitions. However, the disconnected nature of sulesyst
B in bipartition 1 (equivalently, subsystein bipartition 8), X) . 14 A A A
requires special care in the counting of the independent gen Sfopo = r’l,{rﬂm [_S\/N + S\Z/N + S'3/ - Q}N}
erators ofG , (respectivelyG,;). As in the previous cases, — (~142)n2=1In2

all plaquettes imd belong toG ,, and all cubic unit cells itd

act as independent constraints towards the counting ofithe i e = im [— i+ SO+ SN — ﬁﬁ}
dependent generators Gf, . However, in bipartition 1, there ’
is a class of closed membranes.nthat cannot be assem- = (2-1)In2=1In2, (3.12)

bled as a product of cubic cells ia. This is the case, for o
example, of the closed cubic membranesiinhat surround ~Where we used the fact that ail®) andN contributions
entirely the inner component @f. Any two such membranes cancel out exactly. In fact, if we defn‘m = N() —Ni(ff —
can be obtained one from the other via multiplication by cu-N
bic unit cells inA. Thus, they only give rise to one additional taneously ond and B, NP = 3N being the total number
constraint in the counting of the independent generatars. Iof laquette operators in the svstemn. and we dem%} -
general, the number of such constraints is givermy— 1, plaq © p(c) y SR . o
wherem,, is the number of connected component®osim-  N© —N;7 — N/ to be the number of cubic un|t cells simul-
ilarly for bipartition 8 and subsystef, one obtaingn, —1  taneously encompassing spinsdrand inB, N(© = N being
additional constraints, whera,, is the number of connected the total number of cubic unit cells in the system, one can
components a#. show that

to be the number of plaquette operators acting simul-

(340 -8) + (48 -3 + (048~ + (068 - 3)
() + () + (1) + (048 )]
T R P EE Y MY M AT
—0. (3.13)

This result relies on the fact that the total boundary in fiipa invariant upon the same exchange. Hence, because the von
tions 1 and 4 is the same — with the same multiplicity, and withNeumann entropy for the ground state is symmetric under the
precisely the same edge and corner structure — as in biparéxchange ofd andB, the topological contribution measured
tions 2 and 3, by construction. -rherefoﬁg(&93 +N(§{B — inthe 2D schemezis bound to be double counted, namely
Ny + NPy @ndNY) 5 + Nifhy = N5, + Nip 5. Simi Sopo = 2InD = InD?, whereD is the so called quantum di-
larly for bipartitions 5-8. mension of the systenm. [2,3]In 3Dz both the_ scheme 1-4 and
the scheme 5-8 isolate the topological contribution to tie e
Clearly, both bipartition schemes capture the topologicatanglement entropy without double counting. Notice that al
nature of the system, and provide an equally valid measurghe bipartitions are topologically invariant under thelexage
of the topological entropy. In 2D the choice of bipartitidhis  of A and B, except for bipartitions 1 and 8. If we want to

4 in Refl2 is such that bipartition 1 is topologically equé@  recover the symmetry of the 2D scheme, a possible solution is
to bipartition 4 upon exchange of subsystgnwith subsys-

tem B, while bipartitions 2 and 3 are actually topologically



to define
Stopo = r‘llimoo [_8\1/{\1L + % + QA - ﬁﬁ
— G + SoR + SR - iR

= InD?, (3.14) PY

with D = 2. As we will see in the following, the symmetric
1-8 choice is actually required if we are interested in stogly

the finite temperature case, since the von Neumann entropy
is no longer invariant upon exchangefandB, and a non-
topologically-symmetric choice of bipartitions would &t
different results depending on whether we work with subsys-
tem.A or subsystenB. [17]

FIG. 6: (Color online) — Qualitative illustration of the digptive ef-
fect of two defects (solid red dots) in the 2D Kitaev model daras:

IV. THE FINITE TEMPERATURE BEHAVIOR two winding loops (black wavy lines) on either side of a défsolid
circle) read off opposite eigenvalues of the corresponding winding

In this section we study the behavior of the entanglemen{?®P OPerator.
and topological entropies at finite temperature, via a ggdner
ization of the approach used for the 2D Kitaev model in Ref. 4

A qualitative picture of the effect of thermal fluctuations
can be argued by comparison with the two dimensional cas
There the information about the topological sectors isestor
in the eigenvalues of winding loop operators, namely présluc
of spin operators along winding loops. On atorus, thererare i
finitely many choices for such winding loop operators, bet th
absence of magnetic and electric charges (i.e., plaquattks
stars with eigenvalue-1) in the gauge structure at zero tem-
perature reduces them to only two independent ones: the two
non-contractible winding loops on the torus. Any other can b
obtained from these two via multiplication by an appromriat
set of plaquette or star operators, which have eigenvallie
atT = 0. Clearly the presence of order 1 (deconfined) ther-
mal defects destroys immediately all topological inforimiat
stored in the system, since the eigenvalues of two loops on
opposite sides of a defect are no longer consistent with each
other (see Fid.16).

Let us now consider the case of the Kitaev model in 3D'FIG. 7. (Color online) — Qualitative illustration of the s why

First of "f‘"’ we need to discuss the two gauge structures sepg, o topological information stored in the underlyiog loop struc-
rately, since they are no longer identical as in 2D. If we workyre of the 3D Kitaev model is robust to thermal fluctuatioaeen in
in the 0 basis, then the topological information is stored in presence of sparse defects (solid red circles), any twoingridops
the eigenvalues of winding membrane operators, given by th@lack wavy lines), with equal winding numbers, can be sthigot
product of allc* operators belonging to a closed winding sur- deformed one into the other without crossing any defectse (¥ig-
face locally perpendicular to the bonds of the sites it @sss gly lines represent qualitatively the confining stringsistn defect
(see Fig[R). All possible choices of these membranes yieldpairs’ discussed in the text.)
the same result at zero temperature since the corresponding
operators can be obtained one from the other by products afideed the case here, where we learn from 3D lattice gauge
sets of star operators, which have all eigenvalddn the GS.  theory that defective plaquettes are confined at low temper-
Thermal defects in this case play exactly the same role as iatures. They are created in quadruplets by a single spin flip
2D, since two membranes on opposite sides of a deéact  operation, and they can be pairwise separated only at the cos
off opposite eigenvalues of the corresponding winding memef creating a string of defective plaquettes in betweenue t
brane operator. pairs. [18, 19] Therefore, the winding loop operators waek

On the other hand, the situation is quite different for thecarrying the same quantum information in presence of a low
loop operators defined in th# basis. There the topological density of defects. If we were to read out the topologicalinf
information is stored in winding loop operators — as in the 2Dmation from the system, we would be getting the correct tesul
case —but they are now embedded in 3D. Clearly, localized deas long as the chosen loop does not pass dirdeihygh a de-
fects have no disruptive effects on the topological infaiiora  fect.

because any two winding loops (with equal winding numbers)
can be smoothly deformed one into the otivthout crossing
%\'ny defects at low enough temperatures (see [Elg. 7). This is




However, can this information be accessed by means of thihe system can bl f-correcting: if the system is prepared in
same expectation values of loop operators that are usetbat zea given superposition at zero temperature and its temperatu
temperature, Eq._(2.3) and EQ._(2.4)? The answer to this quess raised and again lowered to zero without ever going above
tion is negative, as it was recently shown using gauge thet;, the system returns to the same original quantum state (a
ory arguments in Ref. 12. A simple reason as to why naivelyboomerang” effect).
choosing a given loop operator and looking at its expeatatio The protection holds at low temperatures, but it is bound
value alone does not capture the order belgus that, typi-  to vanquish as the density of defective plaquettes withreige
cally, winding loops will pass through at least one defethan  value—1 grows with temperature: once enough defects are in
thermodynamic limit (the probability of a loop not crossing place, one can no longer deform paths around them. There-
any defect scales &4 — pger)-, Wherepges is the equilibrium  fore, we expect a loss of topological information as temper-
density of defects at a given temperature, anid the linear  ature is increased, via a topological phase transition #éfin
size of the system). However, only those loops that avoid théemperature.
defects contain the topological information. (Recall ihé&2D In analogy with 3D lattice gauge theory, we expect this
the eigenvalues of loop operators, even when they do not passnsition to occur when plaquette defects deconfine at high
through defects, differ on two sides of one defect, in cattra enough temperature. This is captured by the expectatioeval
to the situation in 3D.) This implies that the average exgect of Wilson loop operators, which is exponentially suppresse
tion value of loop operators is bound to vanish exponenstiall with the length of the loop (perimeter law) at low tempera-
in system size for any finite density of defects, i.e., for anytures, while it is suppressed with the area of the minimal en-
finite temperature, independently of the nature of the syste closed surface (area law) at high temperatures. [18, 12130,

As we show in the following, the topological entropy of the In our notation, the transition temperature is set by thegne
system is capable of capturing these physical differerares, scaleAg, and the transition is expected to occur at the critical
it accurately reflects the topological properties of théetléfint  point of the 3D lattice gauge theory.

phases. The topological entropy is a non-local order parameter that

The physical meaning of the distinct sectors can be undeidetects the presence of topological order in a system. /sy lo
stood as follows. Consider preparing the system in a cohere®f topological information, e.g., whenever some topolagic
superposition of different topological sectors at zerogem  sectors become ill-defined, should have a measurable effect
ature. Raise the temperature to some vdlue T, and then  on such entropy. Indeed, we show below that this is the case,
lower it again back to zero. If defects are confined, tramsiti  and that the qualitative picture inferred from the arguraent
between different loop sectors are forbidden throughoet thabove is confirmed by an exact calculation of the topological
process. We are thus bound to obtain a final state where tHNtropy at finite temperature.
probability (magnitude of amplitude square) of finding the fi
nal state in each loop sector is the same as in the initia.stat

In this sense, the loop sectors are protected from thernzal flu A. The density matrix
tuations at low temperatures, and topological order ses/at
finite temperatureT < T). Let us work for convenience in th& (tensor product) ba-

That the system does not change sectors during the time thsis, where the Hilbert spack is spanned by the whole set of
it is in thermal equilibrium with the bath isdynamical prob- ~ orthonormal statef), labeled by the configuratiores of a
lem (broken ergodicity). This can be understood by contrastclassical Ising model on the bonds of a 3D simple cubic lat-
ing the time scales for mixing sectors if defects are confared tice (the valuet1 of each Ising variable corresponds to the
deconfined. Deconfined thermal defects are free to randomigigenvalue of the* operator at the same site).
walk across the system, and induce transitions betweeardiff ~ DefineG to be the group generated by all plaquette opera-
ent topological sector by means of creation, system-spanni torsB, = i<, 0. Recall that any two elements of the group
propagation, and annihilation processes. The charaiiteris differing by products of plaquettes around closed memtzane
time for a sector-changing process scales therefore as sorée in fact the same element (i.e., they are defined modulo the
power of the system Siz&geconfined~ L%. In contrast, con-  identities[]osed membranBp = 1), Where we are assuming pe-
fined defects will have to overcome an energy barrier of thgiodic boundary conditions, and full crystal planes are¢he
order ofL to be able to wind around the system and inducefore closed membranes as well. Recall also {Gat= 222,
a change in the topological sector. As a result, their charwhereN is the number of sites in the simple cubic lattice. Ev-
acteristic time scale is instead exponential in system, sizeery two elements of the group commute with each other, and
Teonfined~ €% Even for rather small systems, confined defectsd? = 1,Vg € G. For later convenience, let us label with= 0
would require time scales larger than the age of the universée fully magnetized state” = +1.

to transition between sectors. The equilibrium properties of the system at finite tempera-
An even more interesting situation occurs when bagh ~ tUre are captured by the density matrix

gauge defect types are confined, so thatthenda? topolog- 1 .

ical sectors are both protected. This case is briefly distlss p(T) = SePH

in AppendiX4, and it is related to error recovery that was ar- 74 H

gued to be realizable for example in a 4D toric code. [7] What _ Za,s<0‘|efﬁ IB) o) (Bl (4.1)

we argue here based on the finite temperature studies is that s o{alePH|a)



For convenience of notation, let us rewrite the Hamilto-then be further simplified to

nian (2.2) as
2 (0|ePeP|0) = CsNthAF(e)
H == —)\BP—)\AS cC
_ SN 2N, (@)
P=S5B =c e < AR
3 2
S=>3A = c3NZexp<JZSSj—3NJ>
s c ()
Notice thatSa) = Mg(a)|a), whereMg(a) is the net “star _ 3aN/2 :
magnetization”, i.e., the difference between the number of = () %exp J Z SS,

stars with eigenvalue-1 and with eigenvalue-1 in the state aN/2-tot
la). The action of any group elemegtis to flip plaquettes, = (s0)”VZy, (4.6)

which cannot change the sign of any star operator since the\x tot ; . . . .
commute, and therefo@g|a) = My(a)gla), Vg € G hereZy" is the partition function of an Ising model on a sim-
H - S ) .

Thus, the denominator of EG_(2.1) becomes ple_cublc Ia_ttlce of siz&l =L x L x L with reduced_ferroma_\g-
netic coupling constant, summed over all possible choices
of (periodic or antiperiodic) boundary conditions.|[16]

§<0‘|efBH o) = ZeBAAMS(G)<G|eBABP|G>- (4.2) We can now move on to compute the numerator of Eql (4.1),
Upon expanding 0(ZB<0(|97BH|B> o) (Bl =
PheP — |;| [costBAg +sinhBAg B, , (4.3) = zeﬁw ) (a|ePsP|BY [ar) (|
as follows from the definitio = ¥ , B, and from the fact that = zGZeB)‘AMS J(aleePgla) |a)(alg, (4.7)

82 =1,V p, one can explicitly compute the last term

where we used the fact that all matrix elemefuge™®sP|B)
(a|ePsP|a) = (af |'| [costBAg +sinhBAg B, |a).  (4.4)  vanish identically unles$) = g|a), 3g € G. Once again, the
expectation valuéa|e®sPg|a) is independent ofi, and the
above expression simplifies to
All non-vanishing contributions in Eq[(4.4) come from
products of plaquette operators that reduce to the idefntity EG z ePaMs(®) 0|ePePg|0) |ar) (arg. (4.8)
products around closed membranes). The above equation is
therefore independent af which we set to the reference state
0 in the following. The expectation value can be computed explicitly by ex-
The set of all possible closed membranes in a periodic 3fpanding the exponential
simple cubic lattice is in one-to-two correspondence with a

possible configurations of an Ising model on the dual simple <o|eﬁ>\spg|o> =

cubic lattice (the membranes are, say, the antiferromagnet = (0| |—| [costBAg +sinhBAg Bp] |—| By [0).

domain boundaries), provided we allow for both periodic and p e

antiperiodic boundary conditions in all three directioris. (4.9)

this language, the sum of all non-vanishing contributicars c

be written as Here, the notatior]\‘h,Eg Bp, represents the decomposition of
1 g in terms of the group generatof®,}. Clearly this de-

(0|ePeP|0) = = z [coshBAg*N~ Nar(€ [sth)\ ]NAF composition is highly non-unique, since the group elements

2% are defined modulo the identiti¢%.sed membranBp = 1, and

. . . . , (4.5) . Eq. (4.9) needs to be handled with care.
where€ is a generic conﬁgurguon of_the 3D Ising model with  pg before, all non vanishing contributions come from prod-
any type of boundary conditionsN3is the total number of ,¢ts of plaquette operators that reduce to the identityhis t
nearest-neighbor (nn) bonds agk-(C) is the number of an- 55 however, there are two options for every opejor(i)

tiferromagnetic nn bonds. The factof2comes from th&, . . . . ; -
symmetry: a given membrane configuration corresponds tg can be multiplied out directly by sirfAg By, with p = p

two equivalent but distinct Ising configurations. For conve (recall thatBf, = 1); or (i) it can be completed to an identity
nience, let us introduce the simplified notatios coshBAg, by an appropriate product &, terms so thaB, 1B, forms
s=sinhBAgz andt = s/c = tanhPAg, and definel > 0 such  aclosed membrane. Notice that in the second case the product
thate=? =t (recall thatAg > 0). The above expression can overp maynot includep’ itself.
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All this can be expressed in more elegant terms in the Substituting Eq.[(416) and Ed.(4]10) into Hq. {4.1) gives
Ising language defined previously. Case (i) corresponds to Z6(g) _ ePaMe(@)
; . ) Mg
the two spins across the bor being ferromagnetically p(T) = % 9 Z o) (alg, (4.12)
ge

3 (
aligned in the Ising model, and contributing a Boltzmann fac Z4 1) Z
tor sinhBAg. Case (ii) corresponds to the two spins acrp'ss
being antiferromagnetically aligned, and contributingadt® ~ wherel = —(1/2) Intanh(BAg)], Zs = 5 o €aMs(@) is the par-
mann factor cospAg. Notice that the correlations between tition function of a non-interacting Ising system in a matime
the differentp’ are automatically taken care of in the Ising field of reduced streng ,, andZ{'(1) = Z\°".

language, and we obtain In the limit of T — 0 (B — ), J — 0", all g are equally
weighed,
2 (0]eMe"gl0) = (s 2% exp <J ;m i(9)s S,-) Z8'(9)=2§'(1)  VgeG, (4.13)
B IN/2t0t " and only the states with maximal star magnetizahiafa) =
= (07°ZyN(9), (4.10) N, i.e., those that are eigenstates of the star operators with
where eigenvaluetr1 everywhere, survive:
o eBAaMs(a) 1
_J 1 i) ¢g - 5 . 4.14
nij(9) = { ~1 ifi,j)eq. (4.11) Z 23|G| Ms(@)N ( )

Recall that a bond in the Ising model corresponds to a plaque3Uch states are of the forgi0,), wherek = 1, ..., 2° labels
tte in the original system, ang, j) € g means that the corre- the states_obtalned froi) by the action of the non-locdl
sponding plaquette operator appears in the decomposition §Perators in EqL(2]3). Namely, the stag are of the form
g ritro2rse|o), for all possible choices aim,mp,mg = 0, 1.

In order to derive Eq.[{410), let us defimg-(C|g)  The factor 112?|G| in the above equation appears because
(Nac(€]g)) to be the number of bonds with ferromagnetically there are precisely*2G| states with maximal star magneti-
(antiferromagnetically) aligned spins in the subset ofdson Zzation. Thus, one recovers the density matrix of the zero-
corresponding tay of a given Ising configuratio®. De-  temperature Kitaev model, prepared with equal probability
fine as wellNg(€|g) (Nae(€[7)) to be the number of bonds across all topological sectots [15]
with ferromagnetic (antiferromagnetic) spin alignmenthivi

. 28
bonds in the subset complementargtcClearly, Nz (€) = P = /
- p(T=0) = 9/0) (099’ (4.15)
Ne/ag(€lg) + Neyae(€[T). _ . 23 k; G| g,g'ZeG K

We can then rewrite Ed._(4.9) in the Ising language as

Inthe limit T — o (B — 0),J — oo, all g are exponentially

2 (0|ePrePg|0) = > cNF(C1T) Nar (C19) Ne(€l9) (Nar (€l9) suppressed except fge= 1, while all statest become equally
€ weighed. In this case one obtains the mixed-state density ma
— Z SNE(©) Nap (€)¢Ne(€lg)t—Nag(€lg) trix
1
P(T =) = e Z o) (a (4.16)

_ N g o2 (Nap (€)+N:(€lg)—Nae (€]9))

of a non-interacting Ising model defined on the bonds of a

_ 3N AN L : simple cubic lattice.
—¢ g exp l‘] <<iZ>SSJ 3N 2<i %E SSJ)] Clearly from Eq.[(4.1R), one expects something to happen
" e in the system when the value of the temperaflré.e., the

aN/2 parameted, is such that the 3D Ising model describe
= (sc) / % exp (J ;nij (Q)SSJ) : becomes critical. In order to understand how this reIaﬁd&Zﬁo
<"J presence of topological order at zero temperature, we reeed t

In the following, it is convenient to introduce the conven- Proceed with the calculations and compute the von Neumann
tion that a bondi j) belongs to or is inside a partitioh of the ~ entropy and the topological entropy as a function of tempera
system (ij) € A) if all the spins on the corresponding plaque- ture.
tte operator belong tdl, and the bond does not belong or is
outsideA ({ij) ¢ A) otherwise. (Similarly, we will refer to a
cubic unit cell in or not inA if its six composing plaguettes B.  The von Neumann entropy
are all inA or not.)

In conclusion, the numerator of Eq._(#.1) can be mapped Let us consider a generic bipartition of the original system
onto the partition function of a 3D random-bond Ising model8 into subsystemsl andB (8§ = AU B). The von Neumann
on a simple cubic lattice, where the randomness is conttolle(entanglement) entropy of partitiofiis given by
by the choice o). Again, summation over all possible bound- a ) n
ary conditions is understood. Sin = —Tr[palnp,] =~ lim 0,Tr[p], (4.17)
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wherep, = Tryp is the reduced density matrix obtained from quette operators that act solely oy i.e., {B, | p € A}

the full density matrixp by tracing out the degrees of freedom

in subsystenB. Similarly for B, andS(, = SUy holds ifp
is a pure state density matrix.

In order to compute the von Neumann entrdpy (#.17) fro
the finite-temperature density matrix (4.12), we first abtai

the reduced density matrix of the system using an approa

similar to the one in Ref. 15,

Ztot eB)‘AM
ZGZtOt Z Z |0A><GA|gA (0G5 | 015 )
Z0t(g)  ePhaMs(a)
- % Z§°tg1§ 2 lag){(0algq,  (4.18)
9eG 4 o

where we used the generic tensor decomposjtipr= |a ;) ®
|a3), 9= 0,4 @9y, and the fact thafo; |9 [0) = 1if g =

1, and zero otherwise. As in the previous section, we denoted

by G, ={9€ G| gy =14} the subgroup o6 given by all
operationg that act trivially onB (similarly for G;).

Notice that a plaquette operatg can either act solely on
spins in partitionA (represented in the following by the nota-
tion p € A), solely on spins in partitio® (p € B), or simulta-
neously on spins belonging #and3 (which we will refer to
asboundary plaquette operators, and represent by € AB).

(N(ff> =[{Bp | p € A}|). (ii) All possible (independent) col-
lective operators constructed from plaquette®iand at the
boundary, but acting solely oA; as illustrated in Sed1ll,

Mthe number of such collective operators equals the numper
Cg) non-contractible loops in subsystem And by (iii) ac-

unting for all constraints given by the independent adose
membranes iMd. That is, aIIN&f) cubic unit cells inA, all
possible(m;; — 1) additional closed membranes® is dis-
connected, and all independent entire crystal planesansid

(m&P) = 0,1,2,3). Again, for all bipartitions of interest in
our studym® p)_ — 0 andm$P) = 3, and for simplicity we will

restrict to this specific case.

The cardinalities of the subgrouid, and G5 are thus
given by

(p) (c)
G| = 224 N4 (4.19a)

Gy | = 228 N+ -, -1-3 (4 19p)

= +n,—(my—1)

da
dg

In particular,n; = n; = 1 in bipartitions 4,5 and zero other-
wise; andm, = 2 in bipartition 8,m; = 2 in bipartition 1,
and they equal 1 in all other cases.

Recall from Sed_Tll that a complete set of generators for Let us then use Eq._(4.118) to compute the trace ofttie

the subgroups , can be constructed by taking: (i) All pla-

b).2

n Ztot

gneG <|_! Ztot

Tr[ph(T)] =

(A

ePAaMs(a))

power ofp , (T):

) (01 41914100 4)(00 4182 41005 4) - (O 41N 4101 4)-

(4.20)

Each expectation value above imposes that the two configurae., ], g, = 1. Therefore, we can decompose each element

tionsa, , anda;, | = 1,...,n(with the identificatiom + 1 =
1), can be mapped one onto the other over subsystewia
the plaguette flipping operatiag ,. This is possible only if

the sey,, ..., g, € G, satisfies the conditiof_; g, a=1y
|
n Ztot(g eB)\AM
Tr[p(T)] =
. g§G Nz ), 2 I'l Z

n

g, into a productg, = GG, wheregi € G, | =1,...,n
with periodic boundary conditions+ 1 = 1 (the fact that this
decomposition is highly non-unique is immaterial to the cal
culations below):

)

x (0] rlgl 0) (01 4181 4024102 4)(02 4182405 4103.4) - - (On 4 lGn 4014100 4)
|=

eAaMs

Nl

5).2

where we used the fact that the magnetizabyia) of state

) <O|I|jg| |0) (011, 41002 4 ) (02 4|05 4) - (O alO1 4),

(4.21)

|a) is the same abl (ga) of stateg|a), for anyg € G, to do
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away with theg] via relabeling of the statgs,) — §|a). tion d(a ,,B,4) = (a4|B,4), and the above equation can be
We can further simplify the notation by defining the func- rewritten as

Tr[p% (T)]

' (ﬂ Z0(1)

=1

n n eB)\AMS(q|) n—-1
) O 7al0 x <|_| —z ) [13(c 4:0111.4)
I=1 oy, mon \I=1

= 2P (n)x 2(n). (4.22)

Notice that the product r][‘;llé(a,,ﬂ,alﬂﬂ) implies o was explicitly considered.

3(0y 4,0, 4), Which is therefore redundant and has been Inorder toillustrate this analogy, let us define the follogi

omitted in the previous equation. In the notation of Eq.2%.2 entropy differentials:

it becomes evident that tistar (S) contribution, i.e., involving

only the star coupling constahy, and theplaquette (P) con- ASNAT) = SIN(AT) —Sn(A;0)

tribution, i.e., involving only the plaquette coupling ctant Asslslgl (A;T/AQ) +A5§/‘T\} (A;T/Ag),

Ag, decouple and factorize into two separate ter@i$)(n) (4.25)

andz®)(n). In particularZ® (n=1) =28 (n=1) =1. '
Using the replica trick, we can compute the von Neumanryng

entropy:

Astopo(T) = Stopo(T) - Stopo(o)

SIN(AT) = —Ilima, Tr[p%] = —limd, | 2™ (n) 2 (n)
N ol A nosl [ ASS (T /AA) +ASE(T/Ag), (4.26)

= —29)1lim 8,2 (n) — 2™ (1) lim 8,29 (n)
n—1 n—1 Where

; L ASR(AT/A) = SR(AIT/A) — SR (4:0)
= ST+ SRAT A (4239 ASGAT/An) = Sho(T/Aa) — Sipel©)

Thus, from the factorizability in Eq[{4.22) above, it folle
that the von Neumann entropy has two additive contribution&"d
from the star and plaquette terms that can then be computed P), . P), .. P), ..
One can check that Eq5. (4122) ahd (#.23) satisfy indeed the A lfg,o(T/)\B) = cf?,o(T/)\B) - 530(0).
T — O limit discussed in SeE.]Il, as well as the knoWr- o
limit (see AppendikB). _ Notice that for Ag — oo, ASE,'?\} (A;T/Ag) = 0 and
Notice that, although in this paper we are concerned with, _p) A — 0. Th btains th
3D systems, the derivation is independent of the dimensiona2Sopo(T/As) = 0. Thus, one obtains that
ity, and this result holds true fét, models inany number of

— i P n) — li C)
N 'I1|r;nlaan, (") Llinlanz (m

dimensions. DS (AT /AD) = AsVN(A;T)‘A @)
Because the von Neumann entropy is separable as the sum S B

of the two independent contributions from star and plaguett A 0,))O(T/)\A) = Asmpo(T)’A L (4.28)
B 00

terms, so is the topological entropy, which is a linear ceambi

nation of the entanglement entropies for the partitionswho Moreover, in the limit\g — c and choosing to work in the
in Fig.[4: o? basis, one can show that both the group structukg ahd
) P) the collective operations i@ , are very much the same in 2D
Sopo(T) = Sopo(T/Aa) +SopdT/Ae)-  (4.24) and in 3D. For example, the growis generated by all but
We now turn to the separate analysis of the two contribuOne star operators, and the subgrdip is generated by all
tions. star operators it with the addition of all but one collective
operations that obtain as products of star operators bigigng
to each component @& times the ones along the correspond-
1. Thestar contribution osgo(T/)\A) ing boundary. As a result, the topologically non-trivigbéi-
titions 1 and 4 in 2D correspond to bipartitions 1 and 8 in 3D.

The computation of this contribution is very similar to the All calculations generalize straightforwardly to 3D, anteo
one in Ref.[[4] for the 2D Kitaev model, where the limi§ —  can derive the expressions fbé,s,\), and forA§§%0 in a finite
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system at finite temperature. The actual vaIuesSfﬁZ[ and Thisis to be contrasted to the 2D case, [4]

OS,)JO are then fixed by matching, say, the known- 0 limits.

From the 2D results in Ref.l[4], we infer that the star con- 320%0(1-) - {
tribution to the 3D topological entropy is fragile, in thense

that it vanishes in the thermodynamic limit at any finite tem-

perature. Namely, the behavior is singular in that the mit Where the topological order is fragile, subsiding for anytéin
of T — 0 and infinite size do not commute. If the thermody- T (when the thermodynamic limit is taken first).

2In2 T=0

5.2
0 T>0, (6-2)

namic limit is taken first, In 3D the order survives up to a transition temperature that
is determined by the coupling constagtassociated with the
S 0 T=-0 plaquette degrees of freedom alone. The topological order i
BSopoT/AM) =9 1o T 20 (4.29)  the system, as measured by the topological entropy, is tieus t
' same as in the case whetg = 0, that is, in a purely classi-

cal model. In this sense, the order at finltdas classical in

Thus, in the thermodynamic limit, the star contributionhe t =
origin. [22]

topological entropy evaporates at any infinitesimal termper . .
Polog Py P y P Our results show that the extension of the notion of topo-

ture. : . ;

(The finite temperature and finite size expressions for thé()g'(.:alI 8r|de.r tOICIaZS'%a.‘l systerg; appllles bgyond ;[jhe hmd c
star contributions to the von Neumann and topological en_stralne Imit already discussed in Refl 14 in two Imension
tropies are shown in Appendiz C.) _In _th_e 3D exqmple discussed here, the order persists for non-

infinite couplings\a, Ag.

Having obtained the result that topological order in the 3D
toric code survives thermal fluctuations, in a classicakeen
up to a finite critical temperature, we now turn to a discussio
of what this type of order implies.

Similarly to the above, one obtains for the plaquette centri At zero temperature, topological sectors can be discerned
butions according to the eigenvaluks= +1 of the loop operators,,

P wherea = 1,2, 3, as in Eq.[{213). The eight ground statBs
ASU(A;T/Ag) = DSy (v‘l;T)‘A . (430) inthe different topological sectors can be labeled by ieteg
A | =0,...,23— 1 (made up of three bit$,= I112l3, Iq = 0,1).

2. The plaquette contribution S\(/T\‘) (A;T/Ag)

A ESO(T/?\B) = AStopo(T)‘ : (4.31) Suppose to prepare, at an initial time: t;, a superposition
)\A‘)m
of states
Because of the very different nature of the 2D and 3D group 81
structures when using the® basis, the computation of the W) = VoAl (5.3)
plaquette contribution in 3D is not a trivial extension o&th ,; ’

in 2D, and it thus requires some work. The calculations are _ _

shown in detail in AppendixD, while only the results are sum-then raise the temperature to some valseD< T, and bring

marized here for conciseness and clarity. it back toT = 0 at some time;. The finalT = O state will
The behavior oASF) (T /Ag) as a function of temperature, 393in be, assuming thermodynamic equilibrium is reached,

in the thermodynamic limit, is a superposition of the eight topologically degenerate gdou
’ states.

0 T<T Following the discussion in SectiénllV, for temperatures
A c',?o(T/)\B) = { ¢ (4.32) belowT, one can take a winding loop and deform it past ther-
—In2 T>T, mal defects, and read off the same eigenvalue of the topolog-

» ) ) ) . ical operator as the path is deformed. The information dtore
where the critical temperature is associated with a 3D Ising, g winding loops thato not cross a thermal defect does
transition and can be locatedTt=1.31334§3)As. not disappear, as long as there is a way to pass a winding loop
that avoids defects. Therefore, as long as the system temper
ture is not raised abovg, upon returning ta' = 0 atts, the
system should return to the same topological sector thatst w
originally prepared in at timg.

We can now put all the pieces together, and argue for the Thus, the state at is a superposition
persistence of topological order at finite temperatureién t
3D Kitaev model. Adding the contributions from stars and 281 _
plaguettes, which we have shown to be exactly separable, the W(ts)) = Z} \/ﬁe""' [, (5.4)
topological entropy of the system is I=

V. DISCUSSION

o2 T—0 where phase$, are accumulated during the thermal cycle.
b - These phases, unless locked together by some specific mech-
§0p0(T) =42 0<T<T (5.1)  anism, shall be randomized by the thermal bath. However, the
0 T>Te. magnitude of the amplitudes remaipgy, forI =0, ... 28—
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1, as there have been no transitions between differentdgpol order must be classical as well.
ical sectors, if the system was never heated aligpve Finally, we discussed the nature of the information that can
Hence, the only (accessible) information preserved undebpe stored robustly in the system because of the topological o
the time evolution front; to t; is that the relative probabilities der at finiteT. We argued that the resilient information stored
of find the state in sectdrequalsp;. The state in Eq[{5l4) re- in the 3D system realizes a pbit.
alizes a pbit, or probabilistic bit. [13] It is not a qubit lzerse We end with a note on an interesting situation that should
of the thermal dephasing between the stitesAlthough still  occur in systems where boly gauge defect types are con-
a guantum superposition of a sort, in that it has probality fined. In 3D only one of the defect types is confined, the
of being in sectot, it cannot be told apart by any type of mea- topological entropy drops from 2In2 &t = 0 to In2 for
surement from a classical probabilistic system with theesam0 < T < T, and only the probabilities of being in a given
probabilitiesp,. The stability of the system against local mea- topological sector are preserved (magnitude square ofthe a
surements only tells us that the state is not projected onto plitudes, but not the relative phases). If instead both ctefe
sectomntil a non-local measurementis carried out. This effectypes are confined, the notion of sectors in both dheand
is anon-measurable difference between the state in Eg. {5.3) 0 basis is retained, and this implies (as discussed briefly in
and a classical probabilistic state: whether the projaatiocc  AppendiX8) that, if the system is prepared in a given super-
cursbefore (as in the classical state) after (as in the pbit) position at zero temperature and its temperature is raiséd a
the measurement is not detectable. again lowered to zero without ever going abdygthe system
returns to the same original quantum state (a “boomerang” ef
fect).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

. i . Acknowledgments
In this paper we have shown that topological order exists

in the 3D toric code at finite temperatures, up to a critical
temperaturel, = 1.31334§3)Ag which is set by one of the
couplings (that associated to the plaquette terms in theilHam
tonian). This is in sharp contrast to what happens in the 2
toric code, where in the thermodynamic limit the order sub-
sides for any infinitesimal temperature.

We first presented simple heuristic arguments for this tesul
These arguments are based on the observation that eigesval
of operators defined as products of spin operators along-wind
ing loops can be used to determine the order even in the pres-  AppeNDIX A: THE CONFINED-CONFINED CASE
ence of (thermally activated) local defects, because loaps
be deformed around such obstacles in 3D, leaving unchanged

the eigenvalues of such loop operators. This is to be cdrttas In this appendix, we briefly discuss how the nature of

to the 2D case, where one cannot move a loop around a poi e topological protection at fin_ite temperature changesnwh
and thus the eigenvalues of non-local loop operators are u i—Oth types of thermal defects inZ gauge theory are con-

equal on opposite sides of the point defect. nlggrac;[(;(r)]\::vrfeet(rann%esrs gjr:j- gﬁnTCI)i;:it let us consider a modifica-
We subsequently substantiated the heuristic arguments k%n of the 2D toric code wﬁereyéonad hoc eneray terms
means of an exact calculation of the von Neumann and topch— ' gy

: S , ave been introduced that confine both electric and mag-
logical entropies in the system as a function of temperatare . . o
: : : . . netic thermal defects (without inquiring on the nature et
carrying out this exact calculation, we derived a genesalte

. . : . . terms. As mentioned in Sdc. ]IV, this scenario should be real-
that applies to toric codes defined in any number of spatial d|i din the 4D case without need of any additional term).

mensions: that the von Neumann entropy is separable as a su heT = 0 ground state (GS) wavefunction in a given topo-
of two terms, one associated with stars alone (and a functiop . ) ! o .

. : . . logical sector is uniquely specified by the)(eigenvalues of
of the dimensionless ratib/Aa) and another associated with wo independent Wilson toric cycles, i.e., winding loop ope
plaguettes alone (and a fg_nction of the dimensionless ratié’\tors. In theo” basis, it is sufficient io' cansider the product
T/Ag). The same separability follows naturally for the topo- of all 62 operators aI(’)n 2 horizontat and a vertical‘i‘z
logical T) = ST/ B (T /Ag). W i g a horizontali) ol
ogica entropy’stopc_)( ) = Sopo(T/An) +. opo(_ /Ag). We winding loop, respectively. Similarly, in the* basis, using
then showgd that, in the thermodynamic limit, the star CON1oop operators in the dual lattic& andT}. These loop oper-
tribution Sopo(T/Aa) vanishes for anl 7 0, while the pla-  ators satisfy the algebf@™, 72} = 0 and{JT%, T2} = 0.
quette contributiorii(ggo(T/)\B) remains constant fof /Ag < Let us choose to work in the* basis, and definga,b),
1.3133463), and vanishes for temperatures above this scale@ = =+, to be th‘ez normalized GS wavefunctions that are also

Because the critical temperature is sehgyand nota, one  €igenvectors ofy andJy,

can argue that the topological entropy remains non-zermwhe 3210 ) — b
Aa — 0. The resulting Hamiltonian is purely classical, and ’h la,b) =ala,b)
thus one can argue that the nature of the fiflitopological JZ]a,b) = bla,b).

We are indebted to Xiao-Gang Wen for attracting our atten-
tion towards the possibility of a finite-temperature toggidal

hase transition in the three dimensional Kitaev model tand

ichael Levin, John Cardy, Eduardo Fradkin, and Roderich
Moessner for several insightful discussions. This work was
supported in part by EPSRC Grant No. GR/R83712/01
LSC. Castelnovo).



14

Let us prepare the system in a given superposition of suchnd they satisfy the relations
basis states,

cogB) = cog®) (A4)

LP- = a7 b 5 Al . . ~ ~

[¥in) a’bzzi Wasla.b) (A1) sin(B)cog@) = sin(B)coq o). (A5)
wherey bt |Wap/? = 1, and consider coupling the system Thatis,0 = 8 andp= +q.

to a thermal bath so that the temperature can be varied from 1o ambiguity in the sign of is immediately resolved if
Tin =0, via 0<T < T, back toTji = 0, as discussed in S€LIIV. e fyrther require, as expected beldy that also the expec-

Trivially, the final state of the system must again be aation values of the product§ZJ% andi 727X are conserved,
ground state, and therefore it can be written as leading to the relation

[¥n) :a’éilﬁaﬂaa o)- (A2) sin(8) sin(p) = sin(é) sin(fp). (A6)

Moreover, so long as the temperature was never raise beyond
the deconfining transition &, the coupling to the thermal
bath cannot have transferred any amplitude between ang of t
topological sectors. Hence the following topological qiran
ties must be conserved:

Therefore, the quantum topological order in this system is
H’ully protected from thermal fluctuations, so longBs< T,

In the sense that the system is bound to come back to the same
exact initial state upon cooling back to zero temperature.

(Win 75| Win) = (Wa | T7| W), (A3)
For simplicity, consider the case where APPENDIX B: CHECK AGAINST KNOWN LIMITS
Wy = cog6/2) . As a check of the steps leading to Hq. (4.22) and {4.23), let
Y_ 4 = sin(6/2)€?, us verify that the known limits are indeed recovered.

For T =0 (i.e., ford = 0) we have thag®aMs(®) /7
wheref € (0,m) andg< (-7 1), and all others vanish. Aftera g, ).N/23|G|’ while Z¥'(g) = Z'(1), Vg. In the notation
little algebra, one can show that the conditions in Eq (A&3) I introduced below Eq{4:14), this restricts the summatieer o
quire that the only non-vanishing terms in the final GS wavey to states of the forni,) = g'|0,), with g’ € G andk =
function are 1,..., 2% labeling the states obtained froi®) by the action

of the non locall operators in Eq[{2]13). Namely, the states

bis = COS(?/Z) . |0,) are of the fornd [T 721" 38|0), for all possible choices of
P = sin8/2)€", my,mp, mg = 0, 1. Eq. [4.2R) reduces then to
1 n n-1
n _ n—-1
Tr[pA(T)] - dA X 23n|G|n GI,Z.,G” (IH 6MS(L‘X|),N> Iué(a|,ﬂ7a|+1,ﬂ)
= At 11560001104 )]
A 23n|G|n g&,g/neG kl,...,kn ||:!L k‘ + k|+1

1 n-1

—1 3

5 g, 3, [P0 g0
- 0h

1
GI"

d{ n-1 d d n-1
_ n-1 B — AYB
et (ig) (%) .

- dt ool

where we used the fact that, for the cases of interes® |(g/0, ),,(g. .0, ).| =8[(g0),,(g.,0),]. This in
subsystemA is finite and the non local operatofs can [ g e K A} (6101, (91,10)4]

turn implies thag/ g G.;, and the constrained summation
always be chosen so as to traverse only subsysfim P 99141 € G

overgy,...,0, € G can be replaced by an unconstrained sum-



mation overg; € G, g3,...,0 € Gy (wheregl'; =gig,,,
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which is indeed the classical entropy of a collectioz gffree

forl =2,...,n). Eq.[B1) isindeed the same as in the 2D casdsing spins. The topological entropy vanishes in this ljmit

at zero-temperature.[4]
In this limit, the von Neumann entropy is given by
d,d
L€

SINA;T=0) = —IlmaTr[pA] In( B), (B2)

and the topological entropy b§,,, = 2In2 as discussed in
Sec[ll (for the full bipartition scheme 1-8).
For T — o (i.e., forJ — «), we haveZ\(g)/Z\'(1) —

since the contributions from the different bipartitionsicel

out exactly (recall that the total number of spinsArfor bi-
partitions 2 and 3 is the same as for bipartitions 1 and 4, and
similarly for 6,7 and 5,8).

Notice that, in our chosen factorization scheme in
Eq. (4.22), the plaquette term does not yield any contribu-
tion to the von Neumann entropy at infinite temperature, evhil
at zero temperature the plaquette term contribution equals

3(g—1), all a are equally weighed, and E@.(4122) reduces to—Ind ,, and the star term contribution isin(d; /|G|).

1 n—-1
Triph] = 1x E z Ué(al,AaGIJrl,A)

23N225 (n—1)

1x

23Nn

n-1
= 1x <2Ziﬂ> , (B3)

where , (Z;) is the number ob spin degrees of freedom

APPENDIX C: THE STAR CONTRIBUTION

Here we present the expressions for the star contribution to

in A (B) and>, +25 = 3N. Here we used the fact that the entropies for finite temperatures and finite system sizes

) (GLA,GHLA) involves only subsysterd, hencex , spins

are summed over only once, while there arendependent
copies of the remaining; spins.
This result leads to

SN(AT ) = —limd,Tr]ph]
n—1
= In (ZZA) =Z,4In2, (B4)

As we argued in the Selc. IVB 1, the star contribution to the
entropies can computed using Eds. (#.27]4.28), whicherelat
them to entropies evaluated for a hard constrained system
whereAg — ». The calculation in this limit is done most
conveniently in thes? basis, very much along the lines of the
calculation carried out for 2D systems in Ref. 4. Paralglin
the steps of the computation for 2D systems, one obtains for
the 3D case that

K cosh( A(N-— 1)) smh( A(N-— 1))
ASyn (A;T) = Incosh(—AN> ~N® (xInx) N (yny) —————~
Ag—re 2 cosh(TA ) cosh(TAN)
o cosh( AN — NS >)) smh( AN — N >))
- Z (Xi lnxi) KA Z yl Ir.|yl KA (Cl)
i cosh(TN) | cosh(7N)
whereK, = —In[tanh(A,/T)], N. ) = Ng‘? +N(;‘>Bi istheto-  Notice that only the last two terms in E._(C1) yield a topo-

tal number of star operators actmg on file component of
subsystenB (either entirely inB;, or at its boundarylB;),
and

x_cosh<%> y_sinh<%) (C2a)
x,cosh( 2N<>> yi_sinh(% ;) (C2b)

logical contribution in our bipartition scheme, sinb@l -

Néi)1 - Ngjl + Nﬁ = 0 and likewise for bipartitions 5-8.
Therefore,
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2 L cosh(%(N—N%i )) Sinh(K—zA(N—N(l% ))

ASSo(T/AaN) = i;(ii(l)lnii( >) COSh(%N) +i§()7i(1)ln 1(1)) cosh(K—ZAN)

o cceosh(faN-NE)) o Csinh(fr(N-ND)
_ (x(2)|nx(2)) C(Ozh(KZAN) ) _ (y(z)my(z)) C(Ozh(KZAN)zA )
o ccosh(AN-NE)) o sinh(fA(N-N)
~(Fne?) c(oih(g\N)sA)(y( ") Eozsh(gN)M)
sinh (%2 (N-N))
cosh(K—zAN)
cosh(e(N-NE)) o sinh(fp(N-NE)
cosh(%N) + (y(s Inj ) cosh(K_zAN)

sinh(%(N —Né;}))

by

cosh(% (N— N%)))
cosh( K—ZA N)

+ (%9 1nx9) +(59ny®)

+ (x<5> In >~<<5>)

cosh(% (N— Ng))

_ (y<6> |ny<6>)

_(x< InK ) cosh(K—ZAN) cosh(K—zAN)
cosh( (N —N%) sinh( K2 (N =N
~(*7nx) c(ozh(gN)m ) c(ozsh(gN)m )

cosh(%(N—N%)) 3 3 sinh(%(N—Nés%))
COSh(K_zAN) +(y( " ) cosh(K—zAN) 7

+ (x<8> In >~<<8>) (C3)

where we used the fact that subsystBrhas always one com- One can finally add the zero temperature contributions, to
ponent except for bipartition 1, where it has two componentsobtain

With the expression above fdxﬁg‘%o(T/)\A,N), one can d
determine the topological entropy contribution from thar st QS,Z (T/Ay) = Aé,sh), (T/A) — 2, (C4)
operators as a function of temperature and system sizes. In G|
particular, let us look at two particular limits: that of thero
temperature limit taken first, and that of the thermodynami@md
limit taken first.

d;5 dyp Aoy d
ForT — O first, Ka — 0, and one can easily check that all OS,))O(T/)\A) = A OS,))O(T/)\A) +1In W
terms in Eq.[(CB) vanish, which is expected as the difference s 2B ¥3B 6B 7B
ASS (T /A s N) is, by definition, zero &T = 0. = AS(T/Ap) +In2. (C5)

Now, when the thermodynamic limit is taken first, i.e.,

when the sizedN and all ofN(ls% (fori=1,2) and N%‘,

| I
p=2,...,8 are taken to infinity at fixea, each term in the APPENDIX D: THE PLAQUETTE CONTRIBUTION
expression in EqL{Q3) givesIn2 (with the sign determined

disconnected components) and it is added to bipartitiohs 4, ot the calculations explicitly.

and 8, which give- In2 each; bipartitions 2,3,6, and 7 are sub-
tracted, and each of them givedn2. Altogether, we obtain
A cf’zm(T/)\A, N — o) = —In2, for any temperatur€. There- n Zot(g.) n

fore, we obtain in the thermodynamic limit the result used in Z,(P)(n) = Z (l‘! JtTg'> (0| r!g' |0), (D1)
Eq. (4.29). 91 0n€G, \I= Zy(1) I=

Consider the expression fafP),
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where for one of them. Thus, the total number of gauge equivalent
. . . ( c.p. . .
configurations is now4 +Mi My -1 \where agalﬁ\f(ff) is
tot . . . .
Zy'(9) = {Z‘GXP<J;§%‘ (9)351> (D2)  the number of cubic unit cells entirely containedAnm'
S ]

is the number of independent crystal planesflil(mﬁz'p') =0,
is the partition function of the 3D random-bond Ising model mgg'p'): 3 for all cases of interest), amd,, is the number of
(summed over all possible boundary conditions), whose ranconnected components Bf

domness is controlled by according to Eq[{4.11). Namely,  As a result, one obtains:
nij(9) = £1 depending on whether the plaquette perpendicu-

lar to the bondij) is flipped in configuratiomy (ni; = —1) or
not (Nij = +1). > (Z\eXP J%ﬂij(g/)ssj =

Recall that the groufs, and therefore its subgroup,,, is geC, {8 ']
defined modulo the identitief¢pseq mempranBp = 1- 1N the - 1 A e
language of the randomness realizati¢nsg }, this amounts = 1 exp(J z Nij *SS;
to summing over gauggequivalent configurations. In fact, N4 H(my =) "y (S} (ijea
anynij andr]i’j that differ by the product of plaquettes around
closed surfaces are related by x exp (J % Ssjﬂ .

nij =ni; SS, 3{s}. (D3) hea

(D5)
Specifically,{S} corresponds to either of the two spin con- . . Ay -
figurations that exhibit the closed surfaces in questioheist ~ Having done so, the summation ovgr;; ™} is now un-

only antiferromagnetic boundary (the two configuratiors ar constrained, namely the bond variabrq(fl) — +1 are gen-
related by an overalf, symmetry). Recall that the product erated by freely flipping any of the plaquettesAn starting
of plaguettes belonging to an infinite crystgl plane is also fom the configuration with abi]-(-A) — 1 (which we refer to
allowed gauge transformation, and all possible boundanmy co ) 0 01 M i )
ditions (periodic or antiperiodic in each direction) stbbe !N the following asn® = {njj}, the ferromagnetic configura-
taken into account when enumerating all configuratif®s. tion). Notice that this accounts only for the bipartitionisere

In conclusion, every),;(g) admits 23 equivalent random- the plaquette operators il are sufficient to generate the
y whole groupG , (bipartitions 1,2,3 and 6,7,8). As discussed

nesg reali_zatiogqi"{‘ - niiééj ,_Ial')\leled by a_II pNossi.bIe Ising in Sec[ll, this is not always the case and additional ctillec
configurationg S }iZ, (where{S}Z, and{—S}, yieldthe  gperations may be needed to genef@te (bipartitions 4,5).

exact sameyj;). _ The summation encompasses then all configurations obtained
Inthe case of a summation over the whole gr@jpne has  py flipping plaquettes i starting from{nioj }, and starting
then the identity from the configurations derived from the ferromagnetic one
via the action of each of the independent collective opera-
ZG exp <J z ﬂij(g)SSj> = tions. For concreteness, in bipartitions 4 and 5 there ig onl
g€ (; o one collective operation i, illustrated in the bottom panel
1 of Fig.[8. In this case, the configuratio{lq;i(jﬂ)} are obtained
=on3 Z (ZexF)(J(zmi ssj> . (D4) Dby flipping plaquettes imd starting from the ferromagnetic
2 {n; 1S )] configuratiom?®, and starting from the configuration with all
N ni(jA) = +1, except for those inside the blue thick line in the
For the subgrouf 4, the situation is more convoluted. poiom panel of Fig5 (i.e., plaquettesthor at the bound-

First of all, the operatorg € G, correspond to randomness
realizations{n;;(g)} where all the bonds outsidé can be
gauged to assume the valud. Rather than considering all the following as! = {nilj}). If we label{f!) = {ﬁi(jA)}} the

the equivalent configurations as for the whole gréypt is  set of all configurations obtained from the ferromagnetie on
more convenient to introduce a restricted set of randomnessa the action of the plaquette operatorsdralone, the sum-
realizations{nfﬁ} wherer]i(j“cL> is constrained to assume the mation in Eq. [[D5) runs oven®{i**)} un*{i*)}, where
value+1 wheneverij) ¢ A. Notice that we do not constrain the product of two configurations represents the new config-
the bonds insidet, and we are therefore over-counting all the uration with variables given by the site-by-site producthe
gauge equivalent configurations with respect to these bondswo original variables)’ Ni(f” (= ﬁi(jA)), andniljﬁi(fq>-

The number of equivalent realizations in the restricted-sub We can then apply t|1e identity in E§._(D5) to simplify our
group can be counted as seen in $et. lll, and repeated hergxpression in Eq[{01). The condition that a term is non-
after for convenience. All cubic unit cells entirely comted in  vanishing, namely{0 ,|g} , -.. g, 410,4) = 1, translates into

A are independent generators of gauge transformations, Als¢he condition that ' '

if A contains crystal planes, there are up to three additional N

generators. Finally, we have one extra generator per con- (A1) _&g& i &

nected component db (i.e., entirely surrounded by), but ||1n” (9) =SS v{ijy, 3{S}, (D6)

ary), whereni(jA) = —1. (We will refer to this configuration in



i.e., the product of alnff*')(gg, | =1,...,nis gauge equiv-

alent ton? (equivalentlygy , ... g, 4 = 1). The very same
nature of a collective operation if requires that such opera-

tion cannot be completed to an identity (a closed membran

by means of plaquette operators.nalone. Therefore the
above equation holds independently for the collective aper
tions and for thé)*Y) configurations. Namely, it imposes that

the number of collective operations appearmg{lrﬁ“qI H,
is even, and that

Vi), HSr. (D7)

Trivially, Eq. (D8) and Eq.[{DIF) become equivalent if no col-

18

lective operations are presentin

Notice that5S; = 1 for all (ij) ¢ A: all possible{S} con-

q‘?gurations must be ferromagnetically ordered outsidelf

mg is the number of connected componentsBinthen the
ferromagnetic order holds across each component separatel
and from one component to the next the overall sign ofShe
spins may change. An overall sign change of the sfiis
immaterial, as one can see from Hqg. D7), and therefore one
needs to introduce a corresponding factor 62 When sum-
ming over{S}.

Eq. (D) becomes then

20 = (o) 333 0]z (nesenss)
- tot () 5 ij
ZY (1)) o +my—1n 25 {{nIAI)}} IU {Sf')} U
m 1r|ij )*ééﬂ
n
1 1 oA
= — IS N §<
N 1) 2Z 2 n l!_! exp< =T
(Zﬁ°t(1>2 Ay S {0y, {5y 'Zl
nanf'=85
n
1 1
_ ( i 1) 5y n !‘! n exp(J nffJ)él)Sgl))
2y (1) 27 {S}{{S‘“)}}bl N { i<J‘AI)}|:1 -
nianf' =55
n
- © m _ 2
ZPY (1) 2Na M 1 2{3}{{§1|>}}|”:1
(eer) & (AD) D) ¢ n( gl
X exp| J 5 mj ;- S< 55 Q exp Zf] 5( , (D8)
{ﬁ(l)}n (1) {ﬁ(ﬂl) n I=1 (i))¢A =1
1 =1
ﬂl:lﬁfjfl’l)zél
wherei(eve runs over alhtuples{") € (n°%n*)}"_, with an even number af* terms. Notice that the summation

M

D) ) 2o ((9YS"S"):63)

(D9)

where Z ({Jr]IJ S('

} SSJ) can be interpreted as the partition function of an Ising chain of degrees of freedom
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{30, in a random field of local strengtlhrll gl s(' For convenience of notation, let us consider the following
an subject to the condition that the product of all I5|ng1$p| change of summation variables
r]| lr], equaIsS SJ By means of the change of variables
n
n” = m mA 41 this becomes the partition function §-0= M 5(') § (D12)
ofa nearest nelghbor Ismg chain with periodic or antipeic I=1
boundary conditions (BC) depending on the S|gﬁiS§ +1
(i.e. ”hA 1) ”\(jﬂ’l)ééjf so that we can writ&, = 3 e’ e%8i with A, andB, defined
as
20 = %o (005" SSJ) B _ (2cost)"+ (2sinh])”  (D13a)

my

HM:

1 )3 exp< A|+1 S(I ) g Bn — (2cosh))" — (2sinhd)" (D13b)
(ot

BC=55; Given that|‘||”:lS<I> = =1, for all sitesi whose adjacent
(D10)  bonds(ij) aresolely in A, the summation ovefS = 41} and
the summation oveff; = +1} are unconstrained. The case

This in turn can be computed exactly, is different for the sites that have an adjacent bond not in
A. The correlation across such bond is in fact ferromagnetic

) S“ ~ by construction, and, iB has only one connected component,
22y = (2cosh)" r!rl., S< Sj| (2sinhy)"” the spin§ has the same sign as all other spins not entirely

surrounded by bonds irl. Consequently, all the boundary

S
_ (2coshy)" S(| S“ S (2sinh)" sp?nsS have the se_lme S|gr1, and the values of the all)ssouated
spins6; are determined uniquely by the prode'qa‘i‘:lS( f

(D11) mg is the number of connected componentsBinthen the

ferromagnetic order holds across each component separatel
and from one component to the next the overall sign of the
tion. (Notice that this convement choice does not intraduc E;S:c]izs?i/g%h\?gr?:blgls |sj£ccr:0urited fc;qrgbyasél;irgnméggt:ver
any I|m|t§t|ons In general, the number Of times when B each boundarg, defined as the set of sites that have adjacent
appears in thé = 1,....n sequence OﬁIJ values must be  ),nds hoth ind and in therth component ofi.

We also used the fact thqf =+41if (ij) € A by construc-

even, and thereforﬁ, 1r]IJ =+1,Vi,j). In the end, Eq[{Di8) becomes
P 1 ' S 2 (198""):88) (evzen) i D!
2Pn) = _ = Zn ({3 1 SS; Q exp n
ZﬁOt(l)zNﬁt)*”‘B*l 2{5}{{S(|)}}|”71<ij)eﬂ : aOyn inga =
n

(even) n
- ) 3 s s e 5 lea(sS )|

ZPt (1) 2Na M 1 {{Sm}}“ B (i))eA i (nea =1

1=1

mp

{qrgl};%l rﬂ i|;|r5 (e‘ fﬁ') = qr>

nm
1 Nl B0 L))
- tot N pm, -1 NP2 z n Z |_| e Z Q exp JZ”W SE
ZP(1) 2 A Ms 2NA {{§u>}} {6} (ij)ea iy, (n¢a 1=
=1
mp

_;}mﬂs H o (e, FH _qr>' (D14)

X

X

{ar

Notice thatﬁi(P = +1 if the plaquetteij) does not belong to the collective operation, and that whenevig} belongs to
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the collective operation the value q;? = +1is the same for Wwhere|-] stands for the integer part of its argument. In other

all (ij). (We restrict here forS|mpI|C|ty to the case where therewords, the sun®; + 3. lS“ must equah+ ¢ (mod4), or

is at most one collective operation.f In order to extend to

the general case one needs to repeat the derivation for each

collective operation separately. D)
P parately.) 0+ Z s

Notice also that the sum ov&(I> that are entirely sur-
rounded by bonds it is unconstrained, and it contributes a

(n+qr) =0 (mod4). (D16)

. © - .
trivial factor 2¥4 " to the sum over the remaining spins. In the _ .
following, we use this simplification and all summationsove  Using the function

Sw are intended as constrained only to the remaining spins

(for convenience, we do not increase the already complex no-

tation). f(x)
Let us focus on the boundary condition

32,°(13)
Mg ~J1 if x=0 (mod4
> rl (9'I'H' _Qr>. (D15) B {o if x=1,2,3 (mod4)’ (D17)
{or= il} Br i€or

Given that thed and theS spins can assume only the values we can finally write the delta function as
+1, then the quantitg; + z,“zlsm can only assume the values
n+1n—1n-3,....,—(n—1),—(n+1). [23] In particular,

n
the produc®; [T, S" is positive whenever said summation sles =q|=
equalsn+1,n—3 n—7..., and it is negative otherwise. We B

can therefore rewrite the delta function in the above equati

as (nS“) ) %%expli <e.+23<' n+qr>(D18)
5(af]s" =0 )=

L( n+qr )/2]

(e, + Zﬁ(l =n+0q — 4p> Substituting into Eq[{D14), we obtain

N m
Z(P)(n) _ 1 e 2N<°) 1 Bnbi; (even) ex S(I
B tot N<C)+ 1 N(p) z (z‘ |_| z Q p er]”
ZPi(1)2Na s 274 {{él } (ine mlhyn ¢
mg
<2 4§exp[ <6i+;§'>—(n+qr>>
{ar= ﬂ}’“Bf .ea, =
- < 1 )”eN&f SRR
- tot -1 ) 24N,
Zy'(1) 2™ NP 24N Somy L
(even
X (z\ |'| gni9) z [exp( n,jl)g(l)sgl)ﬂexp[l—z Zk.(GHrS(l 1-— qr)]
&) (i)ca {na

r=1licor

1Y)

{6y, lGXP( oo 'in” s ﬂ exp{'_%h l;(ﬁ(l)—l)] } (019)

1=2

X
™M

whered and N, are, respectively, the full set and the total both inA and outsideA. In the language introduced earlier,
number of boundary sites, i.e., sites that have adjacerdson yi(© — N(© +N<A£) =NO N +N,, and thereforey'®© —

D
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(c) _
Ng' +N,. A— _

Note that the last line in Eq._{D19) does not depend on the 2y = (fop l‘] y r]IJSS +iz Z § -1,
S or 8 spins. If we introduce the partition functions 3 inga

zht = exle S§S+is Y k(§-1)
W - geep s s

|ea

we can carry out the summation over the even number of col-
] lective operati0n$ﬁ<')}|”:1 explicitly, and arrive at

1

sz4o ;

e S (PR

Mg
Zexp(Bn Z 9;9,-) Z exp[igz Z |<i(9i+$(1)—1—‘1r)
{8i} (ijeA { r=1ico;

e <)

1{lexp< % s S(1>+exp<J<ij>¢Ani1j 1)S§1)>] (Zﬁ*jjtz{ﬁhf}*)nfl
+ exp(J(iJZ §1>§j1>>_exp< P Afluﬁ(l 1)] (zhr - zw)”l}. (D20)

A

We are finally in the position to take the derivative with resizon, and to compute the von Neumann entropy of the bipartition

NI =

n NP
Z(P)(n) _ ( 1 ) eNa An

ZBOI( 1) omy —1 ZN()[J)

X

X

SMAT/Ag) = —lim3,2® (n)

1 "L A
= —limo B 66;
nILnl n{<25°t(1) 2m51> ZN(X) %GXP l@jé/{ 1Y)

)| 1 1 e 1)
X Z [exp(J_Z S( Sf )]5 Z you z exp[z > k.(9.+S( 1—qr) (D21a)
{ﬁ(l)} (ij)¢A {qr}r:Bl {K}_?ig r=1lico,
(p)
1 > eNai
— ||ma exp| B 0;0;
(ZSOt(l)Zmﬁl NP N1 nL% < n(ijéA | J)]
1 s
X lexp( % S(l )] ZW — expllizl k.(6.+3<1 1 qr) (D21b)
{s“ i 2am 0 L2AE

1 XA
- (ZSOt(l)ngl) ZN(ff) %\exp(BlméA&eJ)
1 1
X = exp il + —1—q
Z 2 Zha 4N z Zua% ( r)]

{s9) ark k19

’ % { [eXp (J <ij;ﬂs<1)sgl>> +eXp<‘] (ijéﬂniljsmsgl))] " (Z{IL'; +Z{ﬁk$}7)
’ eXp< IJ)¢.AS( )—exp( (ué thS(l )1 (ﬁﬁ;r Z{k.})}' (D21c)

The summation ovefk;} can be carried out explicity Eqg. (D21). This leads to a delta function that identifies
both in the first [D2Ta) and secorid (D21b) contribution tog; — q, S<l>, i cd andr = 1,....ms. One can verify that
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summation ovefq, = +1},% becomes then trivial, yielding

in the above equation can be gathered into a single partitioan overall factor 2=

function

Zexp(Bl Z eie,-> Z exp(J §1)5§1)>
(&) (ifea 7y (ifga
= (z\exp<JZSS> zP'(1), (D22)
S

In the third contribution[{D21c), each summation ogetr=
+1 yields a factor 2cdsty i, ki/2), which vanishes unless
Sk is even. Thus, we can constrain the summation over
{ki =0,...,3}jcq, to satisfy this condition, and we can drop
the terms expi5 Yica, ki (L—0)], since 1— g is even and the
term is identically one. The summation ovig, = +£1}™

where we used the fact thRt = J (see Eq.[(D26) below). The becomes again trivial. In particular,

expl.z ki (6i+5")

for the same reasoning, and we can write@rmndS'V) terms

in a more compact form using the definitionzﬁf}i, and in-
troducing the notation

Zexpl Mz 8,6 +|22k. 9_1]

&)
(D24)

_ exp{ 5 iz k [(ei ~1)+ (s<1> - 1)] } (D23)

€0

(The labelingB instead ofA is used here as a reminder that
the summation ovef®, } includes both spins surrounded only
by bonds inA, and spins on the boundady Therefore, the

total number oB spins isN%C) = N&f) +XNjy.)

These considerations allow us to simplify Eg, (ID21) to

n-1 eN(fFl)) An

P)/ . i
é/l\}(A:T/)\B) = —lima, 791 sz 1)

7 } (D25a)
2V A

1 { p)Al
B (zﬁ‘“u) o L;exp<5n DI Ssjﬂ (D25b)

)EA (ingA

: ZNT{(Z{MJFZ{K})'”({m+z{zh’?)+(zﬁ}+ Zioy )10 (Zey ~Ziey )} (0250)

{ki};
In order to proceed further, let us first study some of the B. — 1 n (2coshy)" + (2sinhJ)" (D26b)
terms in Eq.[(D2b) separately. From Eqs. (D13) we have that " 2" (2cosh)" — (2sinh))"
A; = In2 (D26¢)
1, 1+tanhd
Ay = %In{ [(2cosh))" + (2sinhd)"] B = SN g =7 (D26d)

x [(2cosh))" — (2sinhd)"] }

- :—len{(Zcosm)Z”—(Zsinm)Z“} (D26a)
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. d d
EAn = In2+ cosiJ In(coshl) —sint? J In(sinhJ) Notice that giAa|,_; — In2 for J — 0, GAa[, 4 ~ I+
dn "y 1/2+0(e?) for J — w, and thatfkBs| _, — 0 forJ — 0,
. (D26e)  dp |  — -1/240(e?)ford— o
%Bn = sinhJ coshl In j(l)nsr;]] (D26f) We can also carry out the derivative in Hg. (DR5b):
n=1

(Z( Z SSJ) exp(Bl SS§+J SSj)
n=1 {5} \(iffea (iffea e

. sinhJ
= sinhJ coshl In oSt > <<”z SSJ> exp<J<izj>SSJ>

. d
L@lan [%exp(Bnmz SS,+J__ Ssjﬂ = ﬁBn

)EA (ingA

{S}t \(ipeA
o sinhJ tot
= sinhJ coshl In cosh <EA>250t<1) Z7(1) (D27a)
XSy (2<ij>eA SS]) exp(sz SS])
(Eadzoq) = 701} , (D27b)

whereE , is the extensive energy of the bondsAn(in units ofJ), in the Ising model described by the equilibrium partition
functionZ'(1).
The last calculation we still need is

%eN(f{))A” = Nif)ZN(ff) {In2+cosﬁ\] In (coshl) — sink?J In(sith)} .
n=1
(D28)
Combining all the results in Eq$. (D26]), (D27) ahd (ID28), R5) reduces to
SPIA;T/Ag) = In (2”*5 1) +1InZ1) - NP {In2+ cosifJ In (coshl) — sint?J In (sinha)] (D29a)
. sinhJ
— sinhJ coshl In cost <EA>Z§°‘(1) (D29b)

11 eenZptr o o At | A A+ A A+ A
O % 2 [(Z{m’ﬁ Ziey )0 (26 +2hy ) + (Z{h’}‘Z{&})'“(Z{m’}_zm})]'

(k)i
(D29c)
Recall thaty k; is even, and thereforg kS is also even, and bothzﬁ(;;r andZ{Zk;]f can be rewritten as
irrespective of the values of the spif§ = +1}. In particular,
m ki odd
Z{k;} = {Z( |_| S) exp(J SSJ->
S €0 (ij)eA
ki odd
= zAt < M s> (D31)
. TC ico
GEACRE 53 (7)ol
. . i - 3 (Ts)e(s 3 s9)
= I‘! [ef'?‘q cosT—sziJrie*'zlq (singki)s} tl {g} Da et
1€ _ ki odd
=[] 8 event S 8 odd , (D30) =z < 1S > ; (D32)
€0 1€0
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where zA+ = Z{S}exp(\]zmeﬂssj) and zZA+ = Yico, ki even, Vr, requires that the number of such odd
entries is also even separately on each boundary component

E{S}exp(J2<ij>¢ASSj). Similarly for Zj:y and Zj:y.  r=1,... mg.

Thus, all these quantities can be interpreted as corralatio If we are interested in computing the topological entropy
functions of boundary spins located at the odd entries of thef the system, it is convenient to decompose the last term in
set{k} times a partition function. Note that the constraint Eq. (D29) so that

SPA;T/Ag) = In (ng l> +1In (1) = NP | In2+ cosK J In (coshd) — sint?J In (sinhd) (D33a)
. sinhJ

— sinhJ coshJ In cost <EA>23°‘(1) (D33b)
1 (even) Z{@k‘_’? ZZ*Jr

{ki} A+
- — = |nZ/ D33
& & TZ W (0330
i fi=1

B+ A+ A~ A - A= A

LG TG (), %0 Zik,) % e
4No > Zv1) 2 t zht " 1Jrzm . z5h "t zi )

ke {k} {k} {k} {la}

- (D33d)

The result in Eq.[{D33) holds far, =1 (i.e., thereis only peating the derivation above, from EgQ. (D19) to Eq. (D33), in
one collective operation irl). In order to compute the topo- the absence of collective operations leads rather stfaight
logical entropy of the system with the bipartition scheme inwardly to the result that
Secl[Ill, we also need to consider the case wingre- 0. Re-

(p)
1 NeNahng 1
2P(n) = < > = — exp(Bn 9i9j>
ZP(1)2ms—t) o 2 2, 7% {h%‘i {gi} (ijé/t

{ql'}r:%_
TS 1 ngm | | (7"
X z exp |§ZZK@(6H—S( —1—qr) exp( J % S( J- (Z{k;}) (D34)
{§<1)} r=1ico, (ij)¢A
and
S A T/Ag) = In (ng l> +1In Z841) - NP {In2+cosﬁ\] In (coshl) —sink?J In (sith)] (D35a)
. sinhJ
— sinhJ coshJ Inm <EA>25°‘(1) (D35b)
B+ A+
— i e Z{kl} Z{kl} Inzﬁ,Jr (D35C)
N L7
i=1

Notice that Eq.[(D35) differs from Eql_(DB3) only in that it topological entropﬁsg,o(T/)\B), using the full bipartition
lacks its last contributiod (D33d). scheme. All the terms that do not carry a topological con-

We can finally compute the plaquette contribution to the



tribution cancel. Namely, as discussed in $et. Il1,

NN = NG+ NGL (D362)

and on similar grounds

<E1A>230t(1) + <E4A>230t(1) = <E2A>230t(1) + <E3A>Zgot(1)-

(D36b)
|
opgo(T/)\B) = In (2*m13+"‘23+”‘3f5*m4'5)
1B+ 1A+ 2B+ 2A,+ 3B,+ 53A,+ 4B+ 54A,+
N i(evze”’ R R T R v O 1 B T R 7 S 1) M (Y 7 S MY R v o
& 2T Hw AT M gy M e
1i=1
4B+ 54A,+ A4, — AA,— IA,— 44, —
R N I PO M R N S Y PO 4 S0 IO (P
4Ns zv1) 2 Z A+ ZAA+ ZAA+ 2B+
o 3 3 3 .
kg k) ) ! k)

+ (partitions5... 8).

Using the fact that, ; — My — Mgy + My = 1, thatmg; —
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Likewise for bipartitions 5-8. Recall also thatz = 1 and
n4 = O for all bipartitions, except bipartitions 4 and 5 (which
havemg = 1 andny = 1), and bipartition 1, (which hass =

2 andny = 0). Using Eq.[[D3B) and Eq_{DB5) accordingly,
we obtain

(D37)

bipartitions 4 and 5 are in fact identical, one arrives to the

Mg, — My + Mgy, = 0, and thaZt*(J) = Z{Sf}i(‘]) since  result
|
P
opolT/Ag) = —In2
1B ,+ - 1A,+ 2B+ 52A,+ 3B, + 53A,+ 4B+ 544+
R S T T RO SO M T - SR ) 1) RO N ) M [ O v
& 2\ M Tz MW Tz M ey M
k)i
5B,+ -5A4,+ 6B,+ 64+ 1B+ 5TA+ 8B ,+ -8A,+
R S B RO O M Y - A 1) Y R N ) M T 7
el I R (A < ) A C -V
k)i
4B+ 544+ AA,— A4, — A4, — IA,—
1 V4 2 Zik) Zik) gt gt
+ = _ i1 S Y VR 1 Y (s Y Y o T B (D38)
4Na = Z5 (1) ZAA,+ ZAA,+ ZAA,+ Z4A,+
o 1k} k) k) k)

This expression can be cast in a more useful way by noticfor each of the partitionp = 1,...,8. This is because the

ing the following. Factors like

PB,+ 5 pA,+
PP _ 1 Z{ki} Z{ki} (D39)
{ki} T gNap zgot(l)
1 ZPBZPA kﬁide I«ﬁids
4Nop ZPY(1) iwop |\ itop
>0,

expectation values of the products of spins is always non-
negative because the interactions freomagnetic (this can

be shown explicitly in a high temperature expansion, for ex-
ample). Recall that the sk} contains always an even num-
ber of oddk;’s.

Moreover, one can check that
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(even)

1
PP = exp| J 8,0. | exp
2, ") {Z\z < <ijz | J)

9P 8 1{S} )EPA

1 (even) T
J SS; N z exp |E z ki (6+S—2)
i

{ki}-?i‘ip icaP

1 1 (even) T
= ZSOt(l) {g‘ z eXD<J <Z Gi 91> eXp<J <|J>¢pASSJ> Nop Zf exp |j§ Z ki (9| +S - 1)1

& oy LT

2
1 s
== exp| J 6,0 | exp| J SS | = exp|iz K(GH—S—l—q)]
zgot(1)%$ <<ij>gpft J) <<ij>§m J) 2,2, %1 [Ziezap

1 1
{53
__1 zexp J z 66>exp<J SS) = (6§ =0)
= ZWot(1) iV i) 2 =
Z () % & iffea iffa 2451
=z <A W=t (D40)
and thus thé){pm > 0 are probability weights. partitions, and we used the fact that partitiond,5,8 and
Similarly, we can define a probability 2,3,6,7 have exactly the same total boundary. We can then
define averages with respect to this measure,
Pry = (PLPAPO P8 (D41)
e ( ){k‘} (even)
:(?2?3?6?7)&} (= D Pug ), (D43)
i N
>0, (D42) thihig
where the{k;} are defined on the total boundary of the addedand Eq.[(D3B) reduces to
|
=]
opol(T/Ag) = —In2
ZIAt 74t 750 78
+ (n | ik Tk k) (D44a)
Z2A+ Z3A 4 SBA+ STA+
{k} Tk} Tk Tk} {k}
z4- z4- VA z4-
SRR I Wi LYy P [ L [ I s L ) P e L . (D44b)
73+ 73+ 74+ 74+
{ki} {ki} {ki} {ki} {k}

We can finally analyze this expression as a function ofan § is inserted for each sitewherek; is odd. The corre-
temperature. Recall that= —(1/2)Inftanh(BAg)], so that  sponding expansionsfdr?ﬁ}” overz?if}’+ differ only by loop
J — 0 whenT — 0, and the disordered Ising phase 0CCUrSiams that intersect the

) o twist surface (generated by tHeazol
for T < T ~ 1.31334§3)\s. Below the Ising transition at e operation in Figl5 bottom) an odd number of times. These
J=J.~0.22165443), one can use a high-temperature loop

et terms appear indeed with opposite sign in the two expansions
expansion to estimate the ratiobﬁﬁ}’f OverZ{kif. This can be achieved only by closed loops that wind around

. . : . g1e donut shape, and by open strings that connect boundary
The h|gh-temp.erature expansion contains either close hinsS among those identified by the set of ok (see
loops, or open strings that terminate at the boundary, tsecau
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Fig.[8). ber of crossings of the twist surface. This is illustrated in
Fig.[9, where reconnecting spins. 5,8 via the dashed lines
instead of the solid lines give 0 instead of 2 crossings, tiuis

twist surface changing the parity. Now, a reconnection that changes the pa

the probabilityP,, keeps the points with odkl confined in
pairs; thus there are ways to connect them together with shor
strings. But changing the parity of the intersections rezgii
re-matching them in such a way that connections with sites fa
away are made, and the total length of these strings is of or-
der the system size. This is illustrated in Fiy. 9: for exampl
reconnecting spins,1..,4 requires strings whose total length
spans the system size.

Therefore, one can verify that all the loop terms corre-
FIG. 8: (Color online) — Qualitative examples of terms in thep  sponding to a given choice &f's have the same parity in the
expansion that appear with different signsi{*~ and Z?ﬁ}’+: number of interse(_:tions to th.e twist ;urface, up to cqr_msti
closed loops that wind around the donut shape, and opesitfiat that are exponentially small in the size of the bipartitiéws

connect boundary spirg (which appear in the high-temperature ex- a result, the rf;lti(i?kfl}’f/Z?ﬁ}’+ tends to+1 in the thermody-
pansion whenever the correspondiags odd). namic limit of Ny — oo, and the sign is purely determined by
the choice ok;.

In the high temperature limit, long loops are exponentially £q  (DZ4Bh) is clearly symmetric under the change
suppressed and we can safely neglect the winding loop eontrizz — 77 + A — o FA 4 . .
butions when the size of the partition is taken to infinitynSi k{ka} /Z{ka} - _Z{ki} /Z{ki} , and we flnally arrive at the
ilarly, out of all possible ways of connecting boundary spin "€Sult that at low temperatufie < T, the term in Eq.[(D44b)
in thek odd set, only ‘short’ strings between spins ‘close’ to 9Ves 2In2.
the twist surface need be considered, as illustrated irfgFig. In the Ising ordered phasg& (> Tc here), on the other hand,
the ratioz*4~/z*4* — 0 in the thermodynamic limit, be-
cause of the energy cost associated with the twist in boyndar
condition (domain wall) in the—=’ partition. Hence, in this
case the term in Eq._(D44b) gives 0.

A similar reasoning gives that the ratios entering Eq. (D44a
are equal to 1 in the thermodynamic limit, and corrections
appear only as the correlation length becomes of the order of
the size of the bipartitions, i.e., infinite in the thermodyric
limit. Thus, in the low temperature phase, Hqg. (D44a) gives
IN1=0forT < Tg.

On the other hand, fof > T, the partitions order ferro-
FIG. 9: (Color online) — Schematic, projected illustratiohopen ~ Magnetically, and one must account for the fact that partiti
strings between boundary spins. The location of the spias 1,8 1A has two disconnected components, and therefore these two
are given by the sites whekgis odd (recall that their total number components can order in two ways relative to one another,

must be even). One can verify that the parity of the numbentef- giving a factor of 2 in the ratio appearing in EQ._(D#4a), and
sections with the twist surface is fixed by the choice of theatons  hence this terms gives a contribution In 2.

1,2,...,8, up to exponentially small corrections such as the red dot-
ted string in the figure, which vanish in the thermodynamiaitiiof

Ny — . For example, consider the change upon reconnecting spin

Putting it all together, we obtain that

5,...,8 via the dashed lines instead of the solid lines. (Noticeé tha P) n2 T<T,
the case where, say, the points.1,4 are uniformly distributed on opol T/Ag) = 0 T>T (D45)
the boundary is exponentially suppressed by the probaBiit, .) > e

For ki points near the twist surface, rearranging the wayand A§§30(T/)\B) = ggo(T/)\B) - §§BO(O) is given by

that points are paired does not change the parity of the nuniq. (4.32).
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