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We propose a unifying paradigm for analyzing and constructing topological quantum error correct-
ing codes as dynamical circuits of geometrically local channels and measurements. To this end, we
relate such circuits to discrete fixed-point path integrals in Euclidean spacetime, which describe the
underlying topological order: If we fix a history of measurement outcomes, we obtain a fixed-point
path integral carrying a pattern of topological defects. As an example, we show that the stabilizer
toric code, subsystem toric code, and CSS Floquet code can be viewed as one and the same code
on different spacetime lattices, and the honeycomb Floquet code is equivalent to the CSS Floquet
code under a change of basis. We also use our formalism to derive two new error-correcting codes,
namely a Floquet version of the 3 + 1-dimensional toric code using only 2-body measurements, as
well as a Floquet-like code based on the double-semion string-net path integral.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most promising routes towards scalable
fault-tolerant quantum computation is topological quan-
tum computation, where logical quantum information is
stored in the ground state space of a topological phase
on a topologically non-trivial spatial configuration [1–
3]. Topological order has been shown to be robust un-
der arbitrary local perturbations [4]. Similar in spirit,
it is believed that topological quantum error correction
(QEC) offers a threshold for arbitrary local noise. De-
spite the similarity, those two notions of robustness are
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technically very different: Whereas topological order con-
cerns ground-state properties which are captured by the
imaginary-time evolution, topological QEC executes a
real-time evolution including syndrome measurements,
noise, and corrections.

Both topological phases and topological QEC can be
described by path integrals which are discrete in time and
space. For QEC, those are simply mixed-state circuits of
quantum channels and measurements. For topological
phases, those are fixed-point models in the form of state-
sum TQFTs [5–9] or tensor-network path integrals [10].
These can classify topological phases due to their exact
combinatorial topological invariance. In this paper, we
present a picture for topological QEC, at whose core is
the relation between those two discrete path integrals.

Recently, the long established formalisms of topolog-
ical stabilizer codes and subsystem codes [11–13] have
been challenged by the discovery of Floquet codes [14–
17]. Floquet codes are determined by a sequence of gauge
checks measured in a fixed schedule. They manage to
protect a certain amount of logical qubits, even though
when viewing the gauge checks as a subsystem code, the
latter would have less logical qubits or none at all. This
calls for a unified picture in which stabilizer, subsystem,
as well as Floquet codes can be understood. This work
provides such a picture by connecting the QEC circuit of
measurements to a fixed-point Euclidean-spacetime path
integral of a topological phase.

On the one hand, our framework provides a way to
systematically analyze existing codes. In particular, we
provide a clear definition for the phase of any topolog-
ical code. The phase determines the dimension of the
logical subspace on different topologies, and the logical
operations that can be performed. On the other hand,
our formalism also allows for the systematic construction
of new codes as we demonstrate at hand of two exam-
ples. We present a simple criterion, which guarantees
that arbitrary errors of size . L

2 can be corrected by
the code. In Section II, we discuss the general formalism
relating topological fixed-point path integrals and error-
correcting codes.

In Section III, we use our formalism to analyze existing
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topological codes. We find that the stabilizer toric code,
the subsystem toric code, and the CSS Floquet code cor-
respond to the same path integral on different spacetime
lattices. So in our spacetime perspective all three are the
same code, in the same way as traditionally, the toric
code on a square and on a hexagonal lattice would both
be considered toric codes. We also find that the CSS Flo-
quet code and the honeycomb Floquet code are directly
equivalent under a local change of basis, which becomes
apparent when viewed in spacetime.

In Section IV A, we use our formalism to construct
two new codes. First, we construct a Floquet version
of the 3 + 1-dimensional toric code which uses only 2-
body XX and ZZ measurements. The code lives on a
triangulation with 4-colorable vertices, with a qubit on
every left-handed tetrahedron. In each of 8 rounds we
perform measurements on the qubits adjacent to each
edges of a certain type. Second, we present a non-Pauli
and non-stabilizer Floquet-like code based on the double-
semion Turaev-Viro path integral, consisting of 6-qubit
measurements (which could be further decomposed).

II. FROM FIXED-POINT PATH INTEGRALS
TO ERROR-CORRECTING CODES

A. Fixed-point path integrals

In this section, we review fixed-point path integrals for
topological phases, which are the key to understanding
and constructing topological QEC codes in this work.
Fixed-point path integrals are defined on lattices repre-
senting a discrete Euclidean-signature spacetime. The
most common formulation of such path integrals is as
state sums [5–9]. To this end we associate discrete vari-
ables to certain types of places (for example, all edges) in
the lattice, and weights to other places (for example, all
volumes). Each weight depends on the configuration of
the nearby variables. We then perform a sum over all con-
figurations of the variables, where the summand is given
by the product of all the weights. Such path integrals are
commonly used as partition functions in classical statis-
tical physics on a space-only lattice, for example in the
Ising model. Here we will use them on a spacetime lattice
to represent the imaginary-time evolution of a quantum
system.

An equivalent formulation which is better suited for
our purpose are tensor-network path integrals [10]. Those
are tensor networks whose tensors are located at some
places (for example, all volumes) of the spacetime lat-
tice, and nearby tensors share bonds (for example, at
every face, connecting the two adjacent volumes). Note
that this is different from MPS or PEPS which live in
space only and describe states, not path integrals. In
particular, tensor-network path integrals have no open
indices except for when we cut the tensor network at
some “spatial” surface, and there is no distinction be-
tween “physical” and “virtual” indices.

Topological fixed-point path integrals have one single
powerful property which makes them exactly solvable,
namely discrete topological invariance. To this end, we
first define the path integral not only on regular lattices,
but on arbitrary triangulations or cellulations. Let us
consider here the case of 2 + 1 dimensions where most of
topological error correction takes place. One possibility
is to put the same 4-index tensor (in black) onto every
tetrahedron of a 3-dimensional triangulation (in orange),

. (1)

Then, we choose a set of local deformations, which can
arbitrarily change the lattice while keeping its overall
topology fixed. The local deformations of the lattice cor-
respond to changing the tensor network by cutting out a
small patch and gluing in another patch. Topological in-
variance of the path integral is imposed by equating the
cut-out and glued-in patches. In our above example, we
can demand invariance under Pachner moves [18], such
as

= . (2)

On the left hand side, we have two tetrahedra stacked on
top of each other, whereas on the right there are three
tetrahedra surrounding the vertical dotted line in the cen-
ter.

As an example, let us consider the toric code path inte-
gral in 2+1 spacetime dimensions, which will be used in
all examples in Section III. It is well known that the toric
code ground states are superpositions of all closed-loop
pattern on a 2-dimensional lattice. On a Poincaré dual
lattice, such closed-loop pattern are Z2-valued 1-cocycles,
that is, configurations of one Z2-variable at every edge
such that at every plaquette the surrounding variables
sum to 0 (mod 2 with Z2 written additively). The path
integral in the 2+1-dimensional spacetime cellulation is
just the same, namely a sum over all 1-cocycles. So it is
a state sum with one Z2-variable on each edge, and one
weight at each face which is 1 if the surrounding edge
variables sum to 0, and 0 otherwise. As a tensor net-
work, the summation over each Z2-variable at an edge is
implemented by a δ-tensor,

a

b

c

. . .

=

{
1 if a = b = c = . . .

0 otherwise
. (3)
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Each weight at a face is implemented by a Z2-tensor,

a

b

c

. . .

=

{
1 if a+ b+ c+ . . . = 0 mod 2

0 otherwise
. (4)

So in total, there is one Z2-tensor at every face and one
δ-tensor at every edge,

, , (5)

and for each pair of adjacent face and edge the tensors
are connected by a bond.

2-index Z2-tensors or δ-tensors are equal to the identity
matrix, so at 2-gons and 2-valent edges we can just put
a bond instead of a tensor, for example,

= . (6)

Note here that the cellulations we consider are combi-
natorial and not geometrical, so it is possible that we
have to bend some edges or faces in order to embed the
lattice into Euclidean space. Let us now define combi-
natorial moves which impose the topological invariance
of the path integral. While we could again use Pach-
ner moves, there is a set of moves which is more elegant
for the present path integral. First, we impose equal-
ity of different ways of splitting faces into triangles along
2-valent edges,

= . (7)

Poincaré dually, we also equate different ways of split-
ting n-valent edges into 3-valent ones separated by 2-gon
faces such as shown in Eq. (6). Finally, we add a move
involving both face and edge tensors,

= . (8)

On the left-hand side, there are two triangles with two
shared 3-valent edges. On the right-hand side, there is
one triangle with one adjacent 3-valent edge. Note that
this type of state sum (for general choices of face and
edge tensors) can describe not only the toric code but
any non-chiral topological phase, and is closely related
to weak Hopf algebras [10]. Also note that for the toric
code, the equations above are a subset of the ZX calculus
[19, 20].

We could also extend the definition of the path integral
to manifolds with boundary, for example by adding two

additional tensors associated to boundary edges and faces
and imposing a boundary version of topological invari-
ance. Similarly, we can add anyons by altering the ten-
sors or inserting special tensors along the corresponding
worldlines. For the toric code, there are two such types
of anyon worldlines, namely e and m anyons. e anyons
are located on 1-cycles in the lattice, that is, closed paths
of edges. We can introduce an e anyon by replacing all
δ-tensors on the worldline by a signed δ-tensor,

a

b

c

. . .

=


1 if a = b = c = . . . = 0

−1 if a = b = c = . . . = 1

0 otherwise

. (9)

Dually, m anyons are located at 2-cocycles, that is, se-
quences of faces which are 1-cycles in the Poincaré dual
lattice. For an m anyon, we replace all Z2-tensors on the
worldline by a odd Z2-tensor,

a

b

c

. . .

=

{
0 if a+ b+ c+ . . . = 0 mod 2

1 otherwise
. (10)

There are additional tensor-network equations for these
new tensors, such as

= , = , (11)

and the same equations with full and empty circles ex-
changed. Those equations can be used to freely move the
worldlines through the bulk. In other words, they guar-
antee the topological invariance of the worldlines them-
selves. 1

There is a natural equivalence relation on path in-
tegrals. Namely, two tensor-network path integrals X
and Y are equivalent if they are related by applying lo-
cal tensor-network equations. Applying such an equa-
tion means to remove the left-hand side from the tensor
network and insert the right-hand side, or vice versa.
More precisely, we apply such equations in parallel ev-
erywhere in the tensor network, for a constant number of
rounds. Alternatively, applying the tensor-network equa-
tions only inside some region A yields a domain wall be-
tween Y on A and X on the complement A. By apply-
ing the tensor-network equations we can make A larger
or smaller, which freely moves around the domain wall,
making it a topological domain wall. Since we can also
remove, fuse, or generate new A islands, the domain wall
is also invertible. Equivalence classes under invertible

1 In this paper we will be dealing with invertible anyons which
are not only invariant up to topology, but even up to homology.
For this reason, the e and m worldlines are Z2-valued (co-)cycles
rather than loops embedded into the spacetime 3-manifold.
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domain walls will be called exact phases. Exact phases
are the natural notion of phases of matter for fixed-point
path integrals, analogous to how local unitary circuits
can be used to define phases in fixed-point Hamiltonians.
The attribute “exact” comes from the fact that applying
tensor-network equations cannot change the correlation
length of a path integral, so exact phases only correspond
to physical phases restricted to zero-correlation length
fixed-point path integrals. In this light, consider tensor-
network equations imposing topological invariance such
as Eq. (2) or Eq. (8): They imply that the path integral
on one lattice is in the same exact phase as that same
path integral on another lattice. For more detail and
examples we refer the reader to Ref. [10].

B. Imaginary versus real time

In topological quantum computation, we store infor-
mation in the ground space of codes or models defined
on spatial configurations of non-trivial topology. In or-
der to perform logical operations we change the topology,
either by adiabatic variation of the model parameters or
by code deformation. It is in principle possible to per-
form computation by only changing the topology of some
bare spatial manifold. However, the set of accessible logic
gates becomes much richer if we introduce defects, such
as boundaries, anyons, domain walls, twist defects, and
so on. This is also necessary for implementing compu-
tation in practice where we need to faithfully embed the
topological manifolds into the Euclidean space we hap-
pen to live in. Consider the following two examples of
processes involving defects, with time flowing from bot-
tom to top,

, . (12)

The left side shows a process where two of four anyons
on a disk are exchanged. The right side shows a code
on a rectangle with two different types of boundary like
the surface code, blue at the back and front and green
on the left and right. An anyon is moved from the green
boundary on the right to the green boundary on the left.

The operations implemented on the logical quantum
degrees of freedom only depend on the topological phase
of the bulk, boundaries, anyons, etc. Since the phase is
a ground state property, it is captured by a path integral
in a spacetime with an imaginary time direction, that is,
with an Euclidean signature. Now assume we are given a
Euclidean fixed-point path integral for the bulk, bound-
ary, anyons, and other defects involved. The logical oper-
ations corresponding to a spacetime process are obtained

by simply evaluating this path integral. Note that the
blue and green boundaries in Eq. (12) are physical bound-
aries where the tensor-network path integrals terminate
at some special tensors and bonds without open indices.
In contrast, the gray-red boundaries at the bottom and
top are spatial boundaries, where we simply cut the ten-
sor network resulting in open indices. So the contrac-
tion yields a linear operator from the bottom to the top
open indices of the path integral. This operator is only
non-zero inside the ground state subspace at both input
and output, and restricted to this ground state subspace
yields the logical operation.

In other words, performing topological quantum com-
putation is the same as executing the imaginary time
evolution of some topological phase on some spacetime
manifold, possibly including defects. However, in the real
world, we can only perform real time evolution. Real time
evolution can be described by a tensor-network path in-
tegral as well, namely as a unitary circuit. However, the
tensors of the imaginary time path integrals are not at all
unitaries, and therefore it is impossible to execute the Eu-
clidean path integral in the real world. In this paper, we
will understand how topological quantum error correc-
tion (QEC) is precisely a solution to this problem. That
is, topological QEC constructs a real-time path integral
which is equal to a given imaginary-time fixed-point in-
side the ground or steady-state subspace.

Since unitary circuits do not have any (stable) steady
states, we need to go from a pure-state description to
a mixed-state description. That is, the real-time tensor-
network path integrals are now circuits of quantum chan-
nels, or more generally, quantum/classical hybrid chan-
nels. Mathematically, such a channel is a tensor where
every classical or quantum degree of freedom, either at
the input or the output of the channel, corresponds to one
index. More precisely, a qu-d-it is represented by a pair
of d-dimensional indices, one for the ket and one for the
bra part, whereas a classical d-it is just a d-dimensional
index. For example, a channel with one quantum and
one classical input, and two quantum and one classical
output can look like:

, (13)

where the time direction is from bottom to top, like ev-
erywhere in this paper.

A proper channel needs to fulfill two conditions: First,
it needs to be completely positive (CP): For every fixed
value of the classical indices, block all ket indices and all
bra indices such that the tensor becomes a matrix. This
matrix has to be non-negative, for example,

ad

be fc

i

j

→ [M ij ](abc),(def) ≥ 0 ∀i, j . (14)



5

Second, it needs to be trace preserving (TP): When clos-
ing all quantum output (double-)indices with a trace, and
all classical output indices with a sum, we obtain a trace
and sum at all classical and quantum input indices, for
example,

= . (15)

Here the black dot is the δ-tensor in Eq. (3) with one
index, that is, a vector with all entries equal to 1.

The point of topological quantum computation is to
store and process quantum information in a way that is
robust to any local noise. This type of computation is
thus protected by one of the most fundamental principles
of physics, namely locality of interactions. Relying on
locality means that also the physical gates and measure-
ments we can perform should be local. In other words,
allowing non-local gates but only local noise seems un-
fair. Thus, the circuit corresponding to a topological
QEC process should be geometrically local, just like the
fixed-point Euclidean path integrals. Let us here distin-
guish between two types of topological QEC with differ-
ent notions of locality.

Fully local QEC is described by a completely geomet-
rically local circuit of quantum/classical channels. This
can be viewed as self-correction using engineered dissi-
pation, formulated in discrete time. Examples for fully
local QEC circuits are given by cellular automaton de-
coders [21]. While such decoders are known to be fully
fault tolerant in 4 + 1 dimensions, the situation is less
clear in 3 + 1 and 2 + 1 dimensions.

In active QEC, the geometrically local circuit is as-
sisted by a purely classical decoding process which is not
executed in the same spacetime, but treated as a black
box with unlimited resources. In practice, the efficiency
of this classical process is of course still of great impor-
tance, and any reasonable decoder should be executable
in at most a polynomially larger spacetime. An exam-
ple for this is minimum-weight-perfect-matching decod-
ing of the toric code, where all the stabilizer measure-
ments and the corrections are local, but the classical de-
coding algorithm has more-than-constant runtime even
if we would allow for instant non-local communication.
From a fundamental point of view, active QEC does not
have a threshold for arbitrary local noise, since the fi-
nite propagation speed in nature does not only hold for
quantum but also for classical information. However, ac-
tive QEC might very well have a practical impact, since
current implementations of qubits are by orders of mag-
nitude larger, slower, and noisier, than classical informa-
tion technology.

Let us now formulate three sufficient conditions which
imply that a general topological QEC circuit does fault-
tolerantly store and process information. Consider the
“transfer” operator corresponding to executing one time
period of the circuit. (1) There is a set of highest-

magnitude eigenvalues, which are contained in an in-
terval which shrinks exponentially with the system size
L. (2) The remaining eigenvalues are separated from
the highest-magnitude subset by a gap which shrinks
at most polynomially with L. The dimension of the
high-magnitude subspace equals the ground state degen-
eracy of the Euclidean fixed-point path integral of the
phase. (3) In order to perform computation, we consider
a circuit which varies in time. The circuit acts like the
imaginary-time path integral when restricted to the high-
magnitude subspace, and decouples from the remaining
space, up to an error exponentially small in L.

Note that for the transfer operator of the imaginary-
time evolution, the gap in (2) does not shrink at all, but
is constant. However, for a real-time fully local QEC
process, this gap must shrink at least like L−1 due to
the finite propagation speed of information. Namely, if
we insert an “error” operation of size L into the circuit,
then it takes time L to correct this error and return to
the steady state. In contrast, a gapped operator returns
to the steady state from any starting point at a system-
size independent rate.

C. Construction of error-correcting circuits

The three conditions formulated in the previous section
are neither simple to verify for a generic circuit, nor do
they directly help with constructing such QEC circuits.
In this section we describe an explicit general method
to construct topological QEC circuits from topological
fixed-point path integrals. We focus on active QEC, but
the methods can in principle also be used to construct
fully local QEC circuits. More specifically, we consider
a geometrically local circuit of channels, some of which
have an additional classical output, for example,

. (16)

Physically, such a hybrid channel describes a measure-
ment and is known as an instrument in quantum infor-
mation theory. We run this circuit for a time T ∼ L,
recording all the classical outputs/measurement results,
which we will refer to as a spacetime syndrome. After
the time T , we feed this spacetime syndrome into some
non-local purely classical decoding algorithm D. Then
we perform a constant-depth correction layer of quantum
channels with an additional classical input, for example,

. (17)

The inputs to those correction channels are the outputs
of the decoding algorithm D. So in total, such a circuit
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(for a 1 + 1-dimensional spacetime) might look like

D
. . .

. . .

,

(18)
where we have semi-transparently drawn some of the clas-
sical bonds connecting the circuit and D, and omitted the
remaining ones. Note that such decoding in spacetime is
the natural approach if we want to be robust to any local
noise including measurement noise [2].

Let us now describe the concrete procedure for arriving
at such a topological QEC circuit starting from a fixed-
point path integral. First, we put the path integral on
some regular lattice and choose a time direction. Then
we interpret the tensor network as a geometrically local
circuit of operators by dividing the indices of each tensor
into input and output. This can always be done, however
the resulting operators, like

T1 , (19)

will not in general be unitaries, or equivalently, stacking
two copies will not result in a channel which is normalized
as in Eq. (15),

T1 T ∗1 6= . (20)

In fact, it will never happen that all operators are uni-
tary, since the operator corresponding to a full layer of
imaginary-time evolution is a projector of low rank, and
thus not a unitary.

Even though T1 does not define a channel, it can al-
ways occur as part of an instrument. To this end, we
choose further tensors T2, T3, . . ., which we combine into
one single tensor using an additional classical output in-
dex,

T :=
(
T1 , T2 , T3 , . . .

)
. (21)

We then use this tensor to define an instrument,

I[T] = :=
T T∗

. (22)

The small dot on the right denotes a δ-tensor as defined in
Eq. (3), though here it serves a very different function and
the indices can have other bond dimensions than 2. The
normalization condition in Eq. (15) of this instrument
reduces to the following condition for T :

T T = . (23)

In other words, we are looking for tensors T2, T3, . . ., such
that the collection of T = (T1, T2, T3, . . .) forms an isom-
etry.

We now use instruments as in Eq. (22) in the QEC
circuit as in Eq. (18). If we happen to always get the
trivial measurement outcome corresponding to T1, then
we have successfully executed the imaginary-time fixed-
point path integral. However, if some of the outcomes
are non-trivial, we have performed some other path inte-
gral and need to perform corrections. In order to know
which corrections to perform, also the non-trivial space-
time syndromes need to correspond to an exactly solv-
able fixed-point path integral of some sort. This is where
we use topological defects such as anyons. We choose
T2, T3, . . . such that every one of those tensors corre-
sponds to a piece of fixed-point path integral which in-
cludes a segment of some topological defect. Then if
we measure an arbitrary spacetime syndrome for a time
T ∼ L, we know that we have executed the fixed-point
Euclidean path integral including the corresponding con-
figuration of defects. The defects in each such a “deco-
rated” fixed-point path integral can be closed by adding
defect segments to the path integral at time T . The op-
erators corresponding to those closing defects form the
correction layer in Eq. (18). After closing the defects in a
homologically trivial way, the defect-decorated path inte-
gral equals the defect-free path integral, due to the topo-
logical invariance of the defects. If we close the defects in
a homologically non-trivial way however, the path inte-
gral corresponds to a non-trivial logical operator. Choos-
ing a homologically trivial closure is part of the job of the
classical decoder D.

String, membrane, or higher-dimensional defects must
not terminate, otherwise the defect configuration is in-
valid and the fixed-point path integral evaluates to zero.
Thus, if we run the constructed QEC circuit, invalid
spacetime syndromes are measured with probability zero.
However, if we perturb the circuit by adding noise, this
will no longer be true. More precisely, after expanding
the noisy circuit as a sum over error configurations, the
syndrome might be invalid inside the error region. So
to make the QEC procedure work fault-tolerantly, the
decoder D needs to perform a second job: It has to re-
pair invalid spacetime syndromes before using them for
correction. If this repair together with the error con-
figuration does not contain any loops/membranes/etc of
non-trivial homology, no logical error can occur. Since
the decoder D does not know the error configuration,
the best it can do is to choose a repair which is unlikely
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to result in a logical error. To this end, we highly prefer
repairs of small weight, such that error configurations of
linear size . L

2 never result in a logical error. Since the
weight of an error configuration decreases exponentially
with its size, this provides a way suppress the probability
of logical errors.

The most notable example for this are 0 + 1-
dimensional defects in the bulk, that is, anyons. In this
case, the spacetime syndrome is given by an anyonic
string net in spacetime. If there is no noise, the spacetime
syndrome will always be valid, that is, satisfy the anyon
fusion rules. The operators corresponding to closing the
spacetime string net at time T are known as string op-
erators. If there is noise, then the string net might have
broken fusion rules at some points. An example for a
classical decoding algorithm D which runs in polynomial
time is to apply minimum weight perfect matching to the
end points of the string net. In higher dimensions than
2 + 1, it also makes sense to use membrane defects as
we demonstrate for the 3-dimensional Floquet toric code
introduced in Section IV A.

Let us summarize our considerations in the following
definition.

Definition 1. A path-integral code is a uniform geomet-
rically local circuit of instruments of the form in Eq. (22),
such that the following holds: For every configuration
of measurement outcomes (spacetime syndrome), the re-
sulting path integral is (in the same exact phase as) a
fixed-point path integral for a topological phase, deco-
rated by topological defects.

Proposition 1. A path-integral code can be turned into
a full error-correcting procedure as depicted in Eq. (18)
which can correct any errors of size . L

2 :

1. Run the circuit of instruments for a time T ∼ L,
recording the spacetime syndrome.

2. Let the classical decoder D choose a low-weight re-
pair of the recorded syndrome in spacetime, for ex-
ample by minimum weight perfect matching.

3. Let D find a defect network within a spatial layer
at time T , which closes the repaired spacetime syn-
drome in a homologically trivial way.

4. Apply a circuit representing the spatial layer at
time T with the inserted defect network.

III. KNOWN CODES IN TERMS OF PATH
INTEGRALS

In this section, we consider four different examples of
path-integral codes, which we all find to be equivalent
to existing codes, namely the stabilizer toric code, sub-
system toric code, CSS Floquet code, and honeycomb
Floquet code. The first three examples are all based on
the toric-code path integral introduced in Section II A,

which we put on different spacetime lattices with differ-
ent choices of time direction. The fourth example differs
from the previous ones by only a change of basis of the
tensor-network path integral.

A. Stabilizer toric code

As a first example let us consider the first of all topo-
logical error-correcting codes, namely the toric code on a
square lattice [1, 2]. The underlying tensor-network path
integral is the toric-code path integral from Section II A
on a cubic lattice, whose unit vectors we call x, y, and z.
The time direction t is coincident with z.

We now view the tensor-network path integral as a cir-
cuit of operators, where each operator corresponds to one
or a few tensors. To this end, we modify the cubic lattice
slightly by splitting each xt and yt face into two trian-
gles along a 2-valent diagonal edge. Dually, we split all
x and y 4-valent edges into two 3-valent edges separated
by a 2-gon face as depicted in Eq. (6). With this, there
are two kinds of operators: At each xy face, there is a
4-qubit operator T1, consisting of that face together with
the four adjacent 3-valent edges,

xx
yytt → T1 := . (24)

At each t edge, there is an operator V1, consisting of that
edge together with the surrounding triangles,

→ V1 := . (25)

Note that those diagrams are identical to well-known ZX
diagrams for the vertex and plaquette terms of the toric
code [22–24].

Neither T1 nor V1 are unitary. In fact, T1 is the
projector onto the +1 eigenspace of the Pauli operator
Z0Z1Z2Z3, and V1 the projector onto the +1 eigenspace
of X0X1X2X3. To fix this, we define a second projector
Tm corresponding to a xy face carrying a segment of m
worldline,

→ Tm := . (26)

This way, T1 is extended to an isometry T,

T := (T1, Tm) = . (27)
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T defines an instrument I[T] via Eq. (22), which is in fact
just a projective Z0Z1Z2Z3 measurement. Dually, we can
define an operator Ve carrying an e anyon segment along
a t edge,

→ Ve := , (28)

giving rise to an isometry V,

V := (V1, Ve) = . (29)

V yields an instrument I[V], which is just a projec-
tive X0X1X2X3 measurement. The presence of the
Hadamard matrix,

:= H :=
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
, (30)

seemingly spoils the duality between Eq. (29) and
Eq. (26). This is explained by the fact that in Eq. (22)
we use a δ-tensor for both I[T] and I[V].

There are two ways in which a 4-gon can be divided
into two triangles. The choice of division determines in
which order we apply the different operators at neighbor-
ing parallel t edges. In order to formally obtain a nice
brick-layer circuit, we label vertices in a checkerboard-
like manner, numbering the vertex at ax + by + ct by
a + b mod 2. Then we choose the diagonal edges such
that they connect 0 vertices at time T to 1 vertices at
time T − 1. Dually, we also split up all 4-valent edges
into pairs of 3-valent ones in this checkerboard-like fash-
ion. The following shows one t period of the modified
cubic lattice,

1 0 1

0 1 0

1 0 1

0 1

1 0 . (31)

Here we have dashed the x and y edges are bent towards
the negative t direction, and semi-colored t edges and xy
faces in red to show that they potentially carry e or m
anyons. We can see that one full period of the circuit
consists of four layers of instruments,

→ I[T]0 → I[T]1 → I[V]0 → I[V]1 → . (32)

It is obvious how to write this circuit in terms of operators
acting on qubits on a fixed spatial lattice: The qubits are

on the edges of the spatial square lattice, I[T] acts on
the qubits surrounding a plaquette, and I[V] on those
surrounding a vertex. For the Floquet codes discussed
later, this step is less obvious.

Let us briefly describe the general error-correcting pro-
cedure in Proposition 1 for the present code. Without
noise, the spacetime syndrome consists of a 1-cycle (for
the e measurements) and a 2-cocycle (for the m mea-
surements) inside the cubic spacetime lattice. In fact,
the e 1-cycle consists of continued lines of t edges, the
m 2-cocycle consists of continued Poincaré dual lines of
xy faces. With noise, the spacetime syndrome does not
always consist of (co-)cycles. That is, the e 1-cycle might
have a boundary consisting of a set of vertices, and the m
2-cocycle might have a boundary consisting of volumes.
The classical decoder D now finds a low-weight repair
which pairwise connects the e end vertices with a set of
edges and m end volumes with a set of faces. It is impor-
tant to note that the edges/faces of the repair can be any
edges/faces of the cubic lattices and not only t edges or
xy faces. At time T , we close the repaired syndrome in
a homologically trivial way inside the xy plane. To this
end, we insert a 2-gon and a 2-valent edge in between
every time-T x and y edge and the adjacent time-(T + 1

2 )
xt and yt face. Then we equip some of the 2-gons with m
worldlines and some of the 2-valent edges with e world-
lines, for example,

, (33)

where the boundary volumes and vertices of m and e
were marked in blue. For a 2-gon with an m worldline,
the corresponding tensor is an X operator and therefore
unitary,

→ = X . (34)

Dually, the tensors at 2-valent edges with e worldlines
are Z operators acting at those edges. So the correction
is just a product of single-qubit unitaries.

Note that, since all the operators commute, applying
them in any order defines a valid spacetime cellulation.
For example, consider the alternative ordering

→ I[T]0 → I[V]0 → I[T]1 → I[V]1 → . (35)

This yields a modified cellulation where the 1 xy faces
are replaced by faces formed by four diagonals. That is,
the 0 cubes remain the same, but the 1 cubes have their
0 vertices shifted by 1 in t direction:

0

1

1

0

1

. (36)
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At last, we would like to remark that the toric code can
be straight-forwardly generalized to arbitrary spatial cel-
lulations. The underlying spacetime cellulation is simply
the product of the space cellulation with the regular 1-
dimensional lattice.

B. Subsystem toric code

The subsystem toric code is a topological subsystem
code developed in Ref. [13], which only involves 3-body
measurements. From the path integral point of view, it
can be derived from the stabilizer toric code on a regu-
lar triangular spatial lattice by a simple modification of
the spacetime cellulation. So we start with a spacetime
cellulation consisting of triangle-prism volumes,

. (37)

This way, the operators T1 at the xy faces are already 3-
qubit, but the operators V1 at to the t edges are 6-qubit.
However, V1 can be split up into two 3-qubit operators
V a

1 and V b
1 by the following trick. We choose one spatial

direction x aligned with one third of the edges, and refer
to the orthogonal direction as y. Then at every space ver-
tex, we pair up the two adjacent triangles whose centers
are located in the positive and in the negative y direction,

xx

yy

. (38)

In the spacetime cellulation, we get a pair of triangle
prisms adjacent to each t edge. We simply split up each
6-valent t edge into two 3-valent edges, such that the two
adjacent prisms become one single volume,

xxyy
tt

. (39)

The operators V a
1 and V b

1 each correspond to one of those
edges together with the three adjacent triangles. We
then define versions of V a

e and V b
e where the correspond-

ing edge carries an e anyon, and according instruments
I[Va], I[Vb].

In total, the QEC circuit consists of X0X1X2 and
Z0Z1Z2 measurements on different triples of qubits,
which are located at the edges of a triangular lattice.

After drawing a square lattice over the triangular lattice
as follows,

, (40)

we recover the subsystem code as presented in Ref. [13]
with qubits on the edges and vertices, and measurements
at the corners.

Let us briefly discuss the general decoding procedure of
Proposition 1 for the present code. As for the toric code,
the spacetime syndrome consists of an e 1-cocycle and an
m 2-cocycle in the spacetime lattice (which is now dif-
ferent). However, when we run the noiseless QEC circuit
starting from a steady state, we do not deterministically
measure the empty spacetime syndrome. Instead, at ev-
ery split-up pair of t edges sharing their start and end
vertex, we measure twice 1 or twice e with probability
1
2 . Apart from this, the procedure is analogous to the
stabilizer toric code.

C. CSS Floquet code

As a third example, we consider the recently discov-
ered CSS Floquet code [15–17]. This code performs 6
rounds of 2-body XX or ZZ measurements. To obtain
this code from our path-integral picture, we start with
the toric code path integral on a cubic spacetime lattice,
just as for the stabilizer toric code. The only difference
is that instead of z, we choose t = x+ y + z as the time
direction. The operators of the circuit are now just in-
dividual tensors at the edges and faces. Traversing the
path integral in the t direction gives a natural direction
to each tensor, acting as 2-qubit operators

→ T1 := , → V1 := . (41)

Neither T1 nor V1 are unitaries. In fact they are projec-
tors onto the +1 subspace of 2-qubit operators Z0Z1 and
X0X1. Our construction proceeds by considering ver-
sions Tm and Ve of these operators including an anyon
worldline segment. To this end, we slightly modify the
cubic lattice. We split all faces into two triangles by di-
agonal 2-valent edges along the x + y, x + z, or y + z
direction, respectively. Dually, we split all 4-valent edges
into two 3-valent edges separated by a 2-gon, such that
the 2-gons are perpendicular to the x + y, x + z, and
y+ z directions. A volume of this slightly modified cubic
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lattice thus looks like

, (42)

with new 2-valent edges and 2-gons shaded in red. The
coloring of vertices will become relevant later. After this
modification of the lattice path integral, T1 now consists
of two 3-valent edges separated by a 2-gon. Tm is the
same with an anyon worldline perpendicular to the 2-
gon,

→ Tm := . (43)

Together with T1, we obtain an isometry T,

T := (T1, Tm) = . (44)

The according instrument I[T] is just a Z0Z1 measure-
ment.

Dually, V1 now consists of a 2-valent diagonal edge
together with the two adjacent triangles. Ve is the same
with an e anyon worldline segment along the diagonal
edge,

→ Ve := , (45)

yielding an isometry

V := (V1, Ve) = . (46)

The according instrument I[V] is a X0X1 measurement.
In principle, the spacetime cellulation fully specifies

the combinatorics of the circuit formed by the instru-
ments defined above. However, it is instructive to express
the circuit in a more conventional form as a sequence of
measurements acting on qubits located on a fixed spatial
lattice. We start by decomposing the circuit into rounds
of operators acting in parallel. Within one t = x+ y + z
period there are three different levels of vertices, which
we will label 0, 1, and 2 and color red, green, and blue,
respectively. Accordingly, there are three types of edges,
01, 12, and 20, and three types of faces, 012, 120, and
201. So one t period of the circuit consists of 6 rounds of
instruments:

→ I[T]01 → I[V]012 → I[T]12

→ I[V]120 → I[T]20 → I[V]201 → .
(47)

An appropriate spatial lattice on which the circuit acts
can be obtained by projecting the 3-dimensional cubic
lattice along the t direction. This yields a 2-dimensional
regular triangular lattice such that the vertices of each
triangle have different numbers/colors,

. (48)

The spacetime faces become rhombi in this spatial lattice,
consisting of two triangles.

Each qubit corresponds to a time-like continued string
of bonds in the tensor network/circuit diagram. The goal
is to arrive at a circuit which consists only of 2-body mea-
surements without any swap operations. This fully de-
termines the time-like strings by the way the inputs and
outputs are paired in Eq. (44) and Eq. (46). Geomet-
rically, those time-like strings are sequences of faces and
edges. In the space projection, there is one such sequence
for every triangle F as follows,

0

2 4

33

15
F

. (49)

The labels 0, 2, 4 correspond to projections of edges, and
the labels 1, 3, 5 at triangles at correspond to projections
of faces formed by this triangle together with F . Then
the sequence 0− 1− 2− 3− 4− 5 is the time-like string
within one t period.

As we have seen, there is one qubit associated to each
triangle. For each edge, the instrument I[T] acts on the
qubits at the two triangles adjacent to its projection. For
each face, I[V] acts on the qubits at the two triangles
contained in its projection. Note that the instruments
I[T]01 act on the same pairs of qubits as the instru-
ments I[V]120, and analogous for cyclic permutation of
the numbers/colors. Taking into account that I[T] is a
Z0Z1 measurement and I[V] is a X0X1 measurement, we
can rewrite Eq. (47) as

→ ZZ01 → XX20 → ZZ12

→ XX01 → ZZ20 → XX12 → .
(50)

After going to the dual hexagonal lattice, we recover the
CSS Floquet code as introduced in Refs. [15–17].

Let us briefly describe the general decoding procedure
in Proposition 1 for the present code. As for previous
codes, the noiseless spacetime syndrome consists of an e
1-cycle and m 2-cocycle inside the modified cubic space-
time lattice. In contrast to the stabilizer and subsystem
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toric code, the anyon worldlines in the spacetime syn-
drome are not aligned with the t direction. As for the
subsystem toric code, we do not deterministically mea-
sure the empty spacetime syndrome when applying the
noiseless circuit starting with a steady state of the code.
Rather, the syndrome will be a random superposition of
local loops. Apart from those differences, the decoding is
analogous to the stabilizer toric code. That is, we insert
2-gons and 2-valent edges with potential m and e world-
lines inside a spatial cut of the lattice at time T , similar
to Eq. (33).

D. Honeycomb Floquet code

In this section, we consider the honeycomb Floquet
code introduced in Ref. [14]. The underlying tensor-
network path integral will be referred to as the honey-
comb path integral. It has the same shape as the cubic-
lattice toric-code path integral used in previous sections.
However, there is a third kind of tensor,

aa

bb

c

. . .

=

{
(−1)

a+b−c+...
2 if a+ b+ c+ . . . = 0 mod 2

0 otherwise
.

(51)
We will refer to this tensor as C-tensor since it is related
to the two-dimensional real algebra of complex numbers.
Note that the tensor depends on a choice of arrow di-
rection at each index, which we indicate by an arrow at
the incoming indices. The honeycomb path integral has
δ-tensors at every z edge and every xy face, Z2-tensors
at every x edge and yz face, and C-tensors at every y
edge and xz face. The choice of arrow directions of the
C-tensors does not matter, but to be explicit we let them
point in the positive x and z direction, respectively.

We will now see that the honeycomb path integral is
in the same exact phase as the toric code path integral.
The sequence of tensor-network equations transforming
one path integral into the other is very simple. We first
insert a resolution of the identity, 1 = GG−1 at every
bond. G is an invertible matrix which can depend on the
bond within a unit cell, but not on the unit cell. Then we
contract each 4-index tensor with the four surrounding
matrices G or G−1, yielding a new 4-index tensor at that
place. In fact, this is just a complicated way of saying
that the two tensor networks are equivalent up to a basis
change at every bond. The matrices G are built from
the Hadamard matrix H in Eq. (30), together with the
following two matrices,

:= S :=

(
1 0
0 i

)
, := U := HSH . (52)

H, S, and U are all unitary,

= , ∗ = ,

∗ = ,
(53)

where the ∗ denotes complex conjugation. H, S, and
U , together with the 4-index δ, Z2 and C tensors satisfy
two types of equations. First, adding H to all indices
exchanges δ and Z2, and the same holds with S, Z2 and
C, as well as with U , δ, and C,

∗
∗

= , = ,

∗
∗

= .

(54)

Due to Eq. (53), each H, S, or U matrix can be either
on the right or on the left-hand side. Furthermore, two
S matrices adjacent to a δ-tensor can be canceled, and
the same for H and C, as well as for U and Z2:

∗
= , = ,

∗
= .

(55)

The analogous equations also hold if H, S, or U are at
the top and bottom instead of left and right indices.
With this, we are now ready to find matrices G which
transform the toric-code path integral into the honey-
comb path integral. Each bond inside a unit cell can
be specified by the involved edge a (either x, y, or z),
the involved face b (either xy, xz, or yz), and the di-
rection ± of the bond a → b relative to the x, y, or z
direction. Thus, we need to specify 12 different matrices
G(a, b,±). As an ansatz, we set G(a, b,−) := G(a, b,+)∗,
and impose that every G is some product formed by H,
S, and U . For each edge a, there are different choices
for the two matrices G(a, . . . ,+), such that the toric-
code tensor together with the surrounding G matrices
yields the according honeycomb tensor. For example, for
a = x, we want to transform a toric-code δ-tensor into
a honeycomb Z2-tensor. First, any of the two matrices
G(a, . . . ,+) may or may not contain S, since each G ap-
pears at two (±) indices and can be annihilated using the
first of Eq. (55). Then, both matrices G(a, . . . ,+) need
to contain H in order to transform the δ-tensor into a
Z2-tensor via the second of Eq. (54). Finally, each of
G(a, . . . ,+) may or may not contain U , due to the third
of Eq. (55). This yields a set of possible choices for either
matrix G(a, . . . ,+) which we denote by (S)H(U). The
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following table shows all potential G(a, . . . ,+) for edges
a or G(. . . , b,+) for faces b,

a/b toric code honeycomb
potential

G(a/ . . . , . . . /b,+)
x δ Z2 (S)H(U)
y δ C (S)U(H)
z δ δ (S)1(S)
xy Z2 δ (U)H(S)
xz Z2 C (U)S(H)
yz Z2 Z2 (U)1(U)

. (56)

In order to find G(a, b,+), we write out all potential
G(a, . . . ,+) and G(. . . , b,+) and take any common el-
ement. A solution is given by

a − b G(a, b,+)
x − xy H
x − xz SH
y − xy UH
y − yz U
z − xz S
z − yz 1

. (57)

This change of basis can not only be applied the
imaginary-time path integral, but to the whole QEC cir-
cuit of instruments of Section III C. This way we obtain
a circuit with three different instruments. The δ and Z2

tensors give rise to operators T1 and V1 and instruments
I[T] and I[V] as in the CSS Floquet code in Section III C.
The C-tensors yield an operator W1 which is the +1 pro-
jector for the Y0Y1 measurement,

W1 := =
1

2
(1 + Y0Y1) . (58)

Thus, I[W] is simply a Y0Y1 measurement.
Now the circuit in Eq. (47) becomes

→ (I[T]z01, I[V]x01, I[W]y01)

→ (I[T]xy012, I[V]yz012, I[W]xz012)

→ (I[T]z12, I[V]x12, I[W]y12)

→ (I[T]xy120, I[V]yz120, I[W]xz120)

→ (I[T]z20, I[V]x20, I[W]y20)

→ (I[T]xy201, I[V]yz201, I[W]xz201)→ .

(59)

Projecting the cubic lattice onto a triangular lattice as in
Eq. (48), we see that the operators at x01 and yz120 (and
analogous pairs) act on the same pair of qubits. Using
this, we find that the circuit repeats already after three
rounds, yielding

→ (ZZz01, XXx01, Y Yy01)

→ (ZZz20, XXx20, Y Yy20)

→ (ZZz12, XXx12, Y Yy12)→ .

(60)

After going to the dual hexagonal lattice, we obtain the
honeycomb code as presented in [14].

Let us express the above equivalence between the CSS
Floquet code and honeycomb Floquet code in a more
conventional way. After every round of measurements
Ii, we add a resolution of the identity GiG

−1
i for an on-

site unitary Gi. For each qubit, Gi depends on the edge
directions of the XX and ZZ measurements in this and
the next round according to Eq. (57). Then we combine

Ĩi := G−1
i−1IiGi into a new instrument.

Note that the reduced time periodicity is closely re-
lated to the fact that the honeycomb path integral on
a cubic lattice allows for a smaller choice of unit cell,
namely one consisting of only one δ, one Z2, and one
C-tensor. For example, consider an xy plane containing
xy faces, and the honeycomb path integral restricted to
this plane including the tensors at all xy faces, x edges,
and y edges. When shifting this plane by 1

2z, the ten-
sors at z edges, xz faces, and yz faces form exactly the
same tensor network on the Poincaré dual lattice, that
is, shifted by 1

2x + 1
2y. So instead of {x, y, z}, we can

choose {x, y, 1
2x + 1

2y + 1
2z} as a unit cell. When we

instead consider those two planes shifted by 1
2z for the

toric code, we swap δ and Z2 tensors in addition to going
to the dual lattice. This has the same effect as inserting
a duality domain wall (exchanging e and m anyons) in
between the two planes. So with the new unit cell, the
phase of both path integrals is a toric code with a rigid
stack of duality domain walls perpendicular to z. The
according exchange of e and m after one code cycle has
already been observed in the honeycomb code [14]. The
halved unit cell is also responsible for the weak break-
ing of translation symmetry in the closely related Kitaev
honeycomb model Hamiltonian [25].

IV. NEW CODES FROM TENSOR-NETWORK
PATH INTEGRALS

In this section we use our path integral framework to
construct two new error correcting codes. First, we in-
troduce a generalization of the CSS Floquet code to 3+1
dimensions. Then we construct a non-Pauli Floquet-like
code based on the double-semion string-net model.

A. Floquet toric code in 3+1 dimensions

In this section, we use our method to construct a new
Floquet code, namely a Floquet version of the toric code
in 3+1 dimensions. The 3+1-dimensional toric code can
be described by a Euclidean tensor-network path integral
on arbitrary 4-dimensional cellulations. It is given by a
sum over all cellular 2-cocycles, that is, configurations of
Z2 variables on all the faces, such that at every volume
the sum of variables at its boundary faces is 0 (mod 2). So
the tensor network consists of one δ-tensor at every face
and one Z2-tensor at every volume, with bonds shared
between pairs of adjacent face and volume.
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We can also introduce defects inside the path integral.
We will use two types of defects, namely line-like m de-
fects, as well as membrane-like e defects. The e defects
are placed on 2-cycles, and at every face involved in the
defect, we replace the δ-tensor by the signed δ-tensor in
Eq. (9). The m defects are placed on 3-cocyles, and at
every volume involved in the defect, we replace the Z2-
tensor by the odd Z2-tensor in Eq. (10).

To construct the Floquet code, we take a 4-dimensional
hypercubic lattice spanned by the four unit vectors w, x,
y, z, and choose t = w + x+ y + z as the time direction.
The operators of the circuit are just individual 4-index
δ-tensors at the faces, and 6-index Z2-tensors at the vol-
umes. The diagonal t direction allows for a natural inter-
pretation of those tensors as operators by dividing their
indices into inputs and outputs. We have two operators,

→ T1 := , (61)

0

1a1b

2a

1c

2b2c

3

→ V1 := . (62)

The coloring of the vertices will be explained later. T1 is
a projector onto the +1 eigenspace of Z0Z1, whereas V1 is
a projector onto the intersection of the +1 eigenspaces of
X0X1 and X1X2. Since both T1 and V1 are non-unitary,
we turn them into instruments using additional opera-
tors which include defect segments. In addition to T1 at
a face we define another operator Tm which includes a
line segment of m defect. To this end, we modify the lat-
tice slightly by replacing each 4-valent face by a pair of
3-valent faces separated by a pillow-like volume, whose
boundary is formed by those two faces only. Tm then
consists of the pillow-like volume together with the two
edges, where the pillow-like volume contains an m anyon
segment. Combined, we obtain an isometry,

T := (T1, Tm) = , (63)

such that I[T] is a Z0Z1 measurement.
To turn V1 into an instrument, we define three new op-

erators, V1e, Ve1, and Vee, corresponding to the absence
or presence of two different e defect segments. To this
end, we divide the cube into three volumes along two 2-
valent faces g and f . We do this in such a way that the
boundary of the cube in Eq. (62) is divided into the three
pairs of faces, each consisting in one input (bottom) and
one output (top) face. V1e, Ve1, or Vee are then the op-
erators with e segments at g, f , or at both. There are
two “natural” ways to choose pairs of input and output

faces at the boundary of the cube, either by rotating to-
wards the right, or towards the left when looking from 0
to 3 in the cube in Eq. (62). 2 In order to later obtain
a circuit consisting only of 2-qubit measurements on a
fixed spatial lattice without intermediate swap gates, we
make the following choice: We first notice that there are
four different levels of vertices in the 4-dimensional cu-
bic lattice along the t direction, which we label by 0, 1,
2, and 3. Accordingly, there are four levels of faces, 012,
123, 230, and 301, and four levels of volumes, 0123, 1230,
2301, and 3012. We choose to rotate right for 0123 and
2301 cubes, and rotate left for 1230 and 3012 cubes. So
for the example cube in Eq. (62) we rotate right, yield-
ing pairs of faces (01a2a1b, 1b2a32c), (01b2c1c, 1c2c32b),
and (01c2b1a, 1a2b32a). An according set of faces which
divide the cube is given by f := 01a2a32b1c and g :=
01c2b32c1b. The isometry formed by all versions of V
together then looks like

V := (V1, Ve1, V1e, Vee)

=

01a2b1c

1a2a32b

01a2a1b

1b2a32c

01c2c1b

1c2b32c

f g

= ,

(64)

where the labels refer to the example in Eq. (62). As
shown, V can be split up, such that I[V] consists of two
consecutive measurements X0X1 and X1X2. This split-
ting could also be represented geometrically by dividing
the cube by a further 2-valent face, without a potential
e segment.

In principle, the combinatorics of the circuit formed by
the instruments I[T] and I[V] is fully specified by the 4-
dimensional cellulation. However, it is instructive to give
a more conventional description of this circuit in terms
of measurements acting on fixed qubits on a spatial lat-
tice. We start by decomposing the circuit into rounds of
instruments which are applied in parallel. As mentioned
in the previous paragraph, there are 4 different levels of
faces and volumes, so the circuit consists in 8 rounds of
instruments,

→ I[T]012 → I[V]0123 → I[T]123 → I[V]1230

→ I[T]230 → I[V]2301 → I[T]301 → I[V]3012 →
(65)

To get an appropriate spatial lattice, we simply project
the 4-dimensional cubic lattice onto 3-dimensional space

2 Note that in order to define “left” and “right”, we choose a
fixed projection of the 4-dimensional hypercubic lattice onto 3-
dimensional space along the t direction.
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along the t = w + x+ y + z axis. To this end, we choose
new basis vectors

x =
1

2
w +

1

2
x− 1

2
y − 1

2
z ,

y =
1

2
w − 1

2
x+

1

2
y − 1

2
z ,

z =
1

2
w − 1

2
x− 1

2
y +

1

2
z ,

(66)

orthogonal to t. The projected 0 and 2 vertices then form
a cubic lattice A with unit vectors x, y, and z. The 1
and 3 vertices form a second cubic lattice B shifted by
1
2 (x+y+z), such that the vertices of A are the centers of
the cubes of B and vice versa. Within A, 0 and 2 vertices
alternate in a checkerboard manner, and the same for
1 and 3 vertices within B. The projected edges have

length
√

3
4 and connect each B vertex with the 8 corner

vertices of the corresponding A cube, and vice versa. The
edges of the A and B lattice themselves are not projected
edges of the 4-dimensional cubic lattice. The following
depicts a section of the lattice with four layers of vertices
in y direction, projected edges in gray, edges of A and B
in black, and edges connecting vertices of the two back
layers dotted:

xx
yyzz

. (67)

The edges of A and B together with all the projected
edges define a triangulation where each tetrahedron has
one 0, one 1, one 2, and one 3 vertex. The projections
of spacetime faces are rhombi consisting of two trian-
gles. The projections of the spacetime cubes are (rhom-
bic) cubes consisting of 6 tetrahedra, 3 left-handed and
3 right-handed ones. If a cube is adjacent to a face, then
one of the right-handed tetrahedra contains one of the
triangles of the face.

As usual, qubits correspond to continued time-like
strings of bonds in the tensor network/circuit diagram.
If we want to obtain a circuit with only 2-qubit measure-
ments and no swap operations, then those strings are de-
termined by how the input and output qubits are paired
up in Eq. (64) and Eq. (63). There is one such string
of bonds for every tetrahedron F which is right-handed

relative to the vertex ordering 0123,

. (68)

Let Fi,i+1,i+2 be the spacetime face whose projection is
spanned by the (i, i + 1) and (i + 1, i + 2) edges of the
tetrahedron, where all numbers are understood mod 4.
Let Fi,i+1,i+2,i+3 be the spacetime cube whose projection
is spanned by the (i, i+ 1), (i+ 1, i+ 2), and (i+ 2, i+ 3)
edges of the tetrahedron. Then, within a fixed t-period,
the string of bonds is given by the following sequence of
adjacent faces and volumes,

F012 − F0123 − F123 − F1230 − F230

− F2301 − F301 − F3012 − .
(69)

To go from the face Fi,i+1,i+2 to the face Fi+1,i+2,i+3

inside the projection of the cube Fi,i+1,i+2,i+3, we have
to either rotate left or right when looking in the direction
i→ i+ 3. Since the tetrahedron is right-handed relative
to the orderings 0123 and 2301 but left-handed for 1230
and 3012, we rotate right for i = 0 and i = 2, and right
for i = 1 and i = 3. This fits our convention about
how we divide the cubes at two faces f and g, which has
entered in Eq. (64).

As we have seen, there is one qubit associated to ev-
ery right-handed tetrahedron. Each instrument I[T] at a
spacetime face acts on the qubits at the two right-handed
tetrahedra adjacent to the two triangles that are con-
tained in the projection of the face. Alternatively, those
two right-handed tetrahedra are the ones adjacent to the
diagonal (i, i + 2) edge of a (i, i + 1, i + 2) face, which
is an edge of the A or B cubic lattice. Each instrument
I[V] at a spacetime cube acts on the qubits at the three
right-handed tetrahedra contained in the projection of
the cube. Alternatively, those two right-handed tetrahe-
dra are the ones adjacent to the diagonal (i + 3, i) edge
of a (i, i+ 1, i+ 2, i+ 3) cube.

So in total we obtain the following code. Consider two
shifted cubic lattices A and B together with all length-√

3
4 edges connecting A and B, defining a triangulation

whose vertices are 4-colorable as 0, 1, 2, or 3. There is one
qubit at every right-handed tetrahedron. The sequence
of measurements consists in 8 rounds,

ZZ02 → (XX,XX)30 → ZZ13 → (XX,XX)01

→ ZZ20 → (XX,XX)12 → ZZ31

→ (XX,XX)23 → .

(70)

In each round we measure either Z0Z1 on the two ad-
jacent right-handed tetrahedra adjacent to all edges of
the specified type, or we measure X0X1 and X1X2 on
the three right-handed tetrahedra adjacent to all edges
of that type. Note that the rounds 0 and 4 (numbered
starting from 0), as well as 2 and 6 in Eq. (70) are iden-
tical.
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This Floquet code can be generalized to arbitrary tri-
angulations with 4-colored vertices. In every round, we
measure Z0Z1, Z1Z2, . . . Zi−1Zi on the set of right-
handed tetrahedra adjacent to the specified type of edges
in the lattice, or the same for X instead of Z. The
Poincaré dual to such a lattice has 4-colorable volumes
and is used in the definition of the 3-dimensional color
code [26]. However, our code involves only half of the
qubits. The dual lattice of the triangulation depicted in
Eq. (67) is known as bitruncated cubic honeycomb [27].
The volumes are bitruncated cubes,

. (71)

The drawn volume is dual to a 3 vertex. The blue shaded
6-gon faces are dual to 23 edges, and the red shaded 6-
gon faces to 30 edges. The green shaded 4-gon faces
are dual to 13 edges. The red, green, and blue edges are
dual to 123-triangles, 230-triangles, and 301-triangles, re-
spectively. The overall lattice also contains faces dual to
01 edges, 12 edges and 02 edges, as well as edges dual
to 012 triangles, but none of those are contained in the
boundary of the 3 volume shown above. There are qubits
on all the full vertices, and none at the empty vertices.
The measurements in the dual lattice take place on the
faces and involve the qubits at the vertices. For example,
the ZZ13 measurements take place simulteneously on all
green 4-gon faces shown above.

Let us briefly look at the decoding procedure from
Proposition 1 for the present code. The spacetime syn-
drome measured by the noiseless circuit over some time
T ∼ L consists of an e 2-cycle and an m 3-cocycle inside
the 4-dimensional modified hypercubic lattice. If there
is noise, the spacetime syndrome can have boundaries,
which are 0-dimensional (a 4-cocycle) for the m part and
1-dimensional (a 1-cycle) for the e part. In this case we
use our classical decoder D to find a low-weight repair
of the syndrome. Then we close the repaired syndrome
inside a space layer at time T . To this end, we choose the
repair of the m syndrome such that its spatial boundary
at time T consists of a subset of 30123 (modified) hy-
percubes. This spatial boundary can be closed off with
m defects at a subset of 0123 cubes. For each of those
0123 cubes, the correction is performed after the corre-
sponding I[V]0123 instrument by applying a single-qubit
X operator to one of the three involved qubits. The e
syndrome is repaired such that its spatial boundary is
a subset of the 01 edges. Then this spatial boundary
is closed off with e defects at all 012 faces. For each
of those 012 faces, the correction is performed after the
corresponding I[V]012 instrument by applying a single-

qubit Z operator to one of the two involved qubits. Note
that due to its 1-dimensional boundaries, the e syndrome
could also be corrected continuously using a local cellular
automaton similar to Toom’s rule [21].

B. Floquet double-semion string-net code

In this section we will give an example for a non-Pauli
path integral code, which is based on the double-semion
Turav-Viro/Dijkgraaf-Witten model [6, 7], the state-sum
version of the double-semion string-net model [28, 29].
Note that there are in fact non-Pauli as well as Pauli sta-
bilizer codes for this phase (and any Abelian non-chiral
anyon model) [30–32]. Here, we present a non-Pauli and
non-stabilizer code which is “Floquet” in the sense that
the ordering of measurements is essential and the space-
time syndrome has anyon worldlines not moving in t di-
rection. Apart from this, our code has some similarities
to recent protocols for syndrome extraction for the non-
Abelian double-Fibonacci string-net model presented in
Ref. [33]. The goal here is not to produce a particularly
practical code, but rather to demonstrate the applicabil-
ity of our framework beyond the toric-code phase.

We consider a path integral defined on any 2 + 1-
dimensional triangulation with a branching structure,
that is, a direction for all the edges which is acyclic
around every triangle. As for the toric code, the path
integral is a sum over Z2-valued 1-cocycles A, but now
there is a non-trivial action (−1)A∪A∪A. That is, the
state sum has an additional weight,

ω(a, b, c) = ωa,b,c = (−1)abc , (72)

at every tetrahedron,

cc
bbaa . (73)

The state sum can be written as a tensor network with
one δ-tensor at every edge, one 3-index Z2 tensor at every
face, and one 3-index ω tensor at every tetrahedron. This
path integral is invariant under Pachner moves including
the one depicted in Eq. (2). The equations corresponding
to this invariance are equivalent to the fact that ω is a Z2

group 3-cocycle. The string-net picture of this model is
obtained by considering space-only Poncaré dual lattices.

We can equip this path integral with anyon world-
lines. Geometrically, those worldlines are represented by
sequences of cylinder-like 3-cells or tube segments embed-
ded into the triangulation. The boundary of such a tube
segment consists of two anyon 1-gons (in red at the bot-
tom and top) and one rectangle (wrapping around the
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side) which can be divided into two triangles,

gg

hh . (74)

There are further tube segments attached to the two
anyon 1-gons, and ordinary tetrahedra attached to the
two triangles. There are no additional state-sum vari-
ables other than the group elements at each edge, but
there is an additional state-sum weight

ρg,h (75)

at each tube segment with Z2 variables as in Eq. (74).
There are four types of anyons, 1, s, s̄, and ss̄, and the
associated weights are

ρ1
g,h = δg,0 ,

ρsg,h = δg,1i
h ,

ρs̄g,h = δg,1(−i)h ,
ρss̄g,h = δg,0(−1)h .

(76)

The different ρx are irreducible representations of the
tube algebra defined by ω [34, 35]. For a review of defects
in the path integral language used here, see Appendix D
of Ref. [36]. The string-net analogue of this way of intro-
ducing anyons as explicit defects is given in Ref. [37].

We now consider this path integral on a triangulation
consisting of two cubic lattices A and B with unit vec-
tors x, y, and z, shifted by relative to each other by
1
2x+ 1

2y+ 1
2z. Each tetrahedron is formed by one A edge,

one nearby B edge, as well as four length-
√

3
4 -edges con-

necting A vertices with nearby B vertices. So this is the
same as the lattice depicted in Eq. (67), just that we color
all A vertices red and all B vertices green. The branching
structure can be chosen such that for every directed edge
with associated vector ax+by+cz, we have a+b+c > 0.

We turn the path integral into a circuit of operators
choosing t = z as the time direction. There are two kinds
of operators in the circuit which correspond to different
volumes as follows. For every t edge, there is an operator
T1 consisting of the four adjacent tetrahedra, acting on

8 qubits (here with coloring for a t edge of B),

xx
yytt T1 := ,

T1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a

b

c

d

e

f
g

h

〉

=
∑
y

ωe,f,f+yωf,f+y,g+yωh,h+y,g+yωe,h,h+y

Pcocycle

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a

b

c

d

e+y

f+y

g+y

h+y

〉
.

(77)

Pcocycle acting on a triangle with edge labels a, b, and c is
the projector onto the cocycle subspace, spanned by the
configurations which fulfil a+ b = c. Here and in the fol-
lowing, we also use Pcocycle for the product of Pcocycle on
all the triangles which are currently acted on. As shown,
T1 contains the ω-tensors of the involved tetrahedra, and
the Z2-tensors at the internal and bottom faces. The δ-
tensors at the edges of the lattice are split between the
adjacent volumes.

For every x or y edge of A or B there is an operator V1

consisting of the tetrahedron spanned by this edge and
the y or x edge of B or A whose center is shifted by 1

2 t,

V1 := ,

V1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
a b

cd

e

〉
= ωd,a,bPcocycle

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a b

cd

e+d+b

〉
.

(78)

Neither T1 nor V1 are unitary since we have

T1 = PcocycleT1 = T1Pcocycle = PcocycleT1Pcocycle , (79)

and the same for V1 instead of T1. So the support of
T1 and V1 is contained in the cocycle subspace of the
involved triangles. Restricted to this cocycle subspace,
V1 is indeed unitary,

V †1 V1 = Pcocycle = . (80)

On the right, we have depicted the corresponding volume
which arises from gluing the tetrahedron with a reflected
copy. 3 This is not the case for T1, whose support is

3 This is just the unitarity condition for the unitary fusion category
defined by ω.
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contained in but not equal to the cocycle subspace. We
will now show how to extend T1 to an isometry which is
fully supported on the cocycle subspace, and later extend
both T1 and V1 to the full Hilbert space using a different
method. To this end, we slightly modify the spacetime
lattice to incorporate anyon worldlines running along the
x+y+t direction. We consider all the edges aligned with
the x+y− t direction. We split every such edge into two
edges separated by a 2-gon perpendicular to the x+y+ t
direction. Then we insert an anyon 1-gon into each such
2-gon, at the vertex with the smaller t component, for
example,

→ . (81)

The T1 volume then gets two anyon 1-gons at its bound-
ary, which we connect using an anyon tube along the
x+ y + t edge,

. (82)

With this, we can replace T1 by a collection of partial
isometries T = (Tx)x∈{1,s,s̄,ss̄},

Tx := ρx ,

Tx

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a

b

c

d

f
g

h

i

e

j

〉

=
∑
y

ρxj,gωi,h,h+yωh,h+y,g+y

ωe,f,f+j+yωf,f+j+y,g+j+yωi+y,g+j+y,jωe,g,jωe,j,g

Pcocycle

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a

b

c

d

f+j
+y

i+yh+y

g+j
+y

g+y

j
〉
.

(83)

Here we have used a cellulation of the volume with one
anyon tube and 7 tetrahedra. T is indeed an isometry
when restricted to the cocycle subspace,

T†T =
∑
x

T †xTx = Pcocyc . (84)

In order to see this, we compute T †xTx by gluing Eq. (83)
with a time-reflected copy and using the topological in-
variance, yielding a projector,

T †xTx = , (85)

where the bottom and top 1-gon are connected via a tube
segment along the t edge. 4 Then we compute the sum
over all tube segments,

ρ1
g,h + ρsg,h + ρs̄g,h + ρss̄g,h = δh,0 . (86)

Setting h to 0 geometrically corresponds to removing the
anyon tube and the t edge in Eq. (85), and identifying
the loop edges at the top and bottom. So we obtain the
following volume of solid-torus topology:

T†T =
∑
x

T †xTx = = Pcocycle . (87)

For the last equation we have used that this spacetime
volume can be obtained from gluing one volume as in
Eq. (80) for every pair of neighboring triangles. With
this, using T in Eq. (22) defines an instrument I[T] re-
stricted to the cocycle subspace.

We will now discuss how to extend I[T] and I[V] to
full instruments also outside the cocycle subspace. The

first step is to choose arbitrary extensions T̃ and Ṽ to
the full Hilbert space. 5 However, the circuit consist-

ing of the extended instruments I[T̃] and I[Ṽ] clearly
violates Definition 1. This can be fixed by introducing
a new channel C to the circuit, with the following task:
C measures whether the cocycle constraint is violated at
any of the triangles, and maps back to the cocycle sub-

space if yes. Roughly speaking, this works because (1) T̃

and Ṽ still preserve the cocycle subspace,

T̃x ◦ Pcocycle = Tx = Pcocycle ◦ Tx ,

Ṽx ◦ Pcocycle = Vx = Pcocycle ◦ Vx ,
(88)

and (2) Pcocycle consists of the same triangle terms for
each isometry.

Concretely, it suffices to apply a channel C before every

I[T̃] instrument. The space that T̃ acts on is given by

a

b c

d

e

f

g

h

i

j

, (89)

and C acts on that same space. C is the product of one
3-qubit channel Ct for each of the 5 different triangles,

Ct
c,e,f → Ct

d,e,g → Ct
f,a,h → Ct

g,b,i → Ct
h,i,j . (90)

4 This is a projector since gluing two copies of this volume stacked
on top of each other yields the same volume, which corresponds
to the equation P 2 = P .

5 In general, this might also involve enlarging the output dimension
by adding new measurement outcomes. This is not necessary in
the present case though.
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Each instrument Ct acts on the qubits at the three edges
of the triangle, as indicated by the labels which refer
to Eq. (89). The 3-qubit instrument Ct

a,b,c is defined as
follows. First we measure x = a + b + c mod 2, which
is the same as a Z0Z1Z2 measurement just that we label
the outcome with x ∈ {0, 1} instead of ±1. Then we
apply a classically controlled operation c→ c+ x, which
is the same as a CNOT after turning the classical bit
x into a qubit. In other words, Ct

a,b,c fixes the cocycle
condition by flipping the edge c, and C pushes potential
cocycle constraint violations into the anyon 1-gon. It is
easy to see that C (1) maps everything into the cocycle
subspace,

C = (Pcocycle ⊗ Pcocycle) ◦ C , (91)

and (2) acts as the identity inside the cocycle subspace,

C ◦ (Pcocycle ⊗ Pcocycle) = Pcocycle ⊗ Pcocycle . (92)

With this, the complete QEC circuit consists of 6

rounds of channels/instruments. First we apply I[T̃] for
every t edge of A whose center is within a fixed xy plane
of the B lattice, and apply the according operator C be-

fore that. Then we apply I[Ṽ] at all x and all y edges
of B inside this xy plane. We then shift the xy plane
by 1

2 t and perform the same instruments with A and B
exchanged. In total we obtain

→ CAt → I[T̃]At → (I[Ṽ]Bx, I[Ṽ]By)

→ CBt → I[T̃]Bt → (I[Ṽ]Ax, I[Ṽ]Ay)→ .
(93)

Let us now show that this circuit defines a valid path-
integral QEC circuit according to Definition 1. To
this end, we use the tensor-network equations Eq. (91),
Eq. (88), and Eq. (92) transform the circuit in Eq. (93)
into the circuit

→ I[T]At → (I[V]Bx, I[V]By)

→ I[T]Bt → (I[V]Ax, I[V]Ay)→ .
(94)

Specifically, applying Eq. (91) to all channels CAt/CBt

inserts Pcocycle on all triangles of the corresponding spa-
tial cut of the lattice (here coloring like before CBt),

. (95)

Then applying Eq. (88) moves Pcocycle to different spatial
cuts. Finally, applying Eq. (92) removes all the channels
CBt/CAt. The remaining Pcocycle can be absorbed into
the following I[T]Bt/I[T]At using Eq. (79). The transfor-
mation implies that the circuit in Eq. (93) is in the same
exact phase as the circuit in Eq. (94). Since for the cir-
cuit in Eq. (94), every spacetime syndrome corresponds

to a fixed-point path integral with anyon worldlines, the
circuit in Eq. (93) fulfils Definition 1 as well.

Depending on how we map the circuit onto a fixed set

of qubits, I[T̃] acts on at least 10 qubits. So in order
to implement it in practice we should decompose it into
smaller gates. Surely, any gate can be written as a circuit
using a small fixed universal gate set, but this circuit
might be approximate and finding it might be hard for
such a large operator. However, a first decomposition can
be obtained by decomposing the volume in Eq. (83) into
tetrahedra or at least smaller volumes. Let us give such
a decomposition as a sequence of spatial lattices that we
get from gluing those smaller volumes step by step,

→ →

→ → .

(96)

In the first step we glue two tetrahedra, applying twice
a 5-qubit operators U1. The same happens in the last
step with an operator R1. U1 and R1 are the same as V1

shown in Eq. (78) except that the involved edges have dif-
ferent directions. In the second step, the volume we glue
can be cellulated with an anyon tube together with two
tetrahedra, defining an operator Sx acting on 6 qubits,

Sx

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
aa

bb

cc

dd

ee

ff

〉
= δd+a,bδe+a,c

ρxf,aωe,f,aωe,a,fPcocycle

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ bb

cc ff
〉
.

(97)

In the third step, we glue a tetrahedron at a single face,
yielding a 6-qubit operator W1,

W1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
aa

bb

cc
〉

=
∑
y

ωy,y+b,cPcocycle

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ aa

bb

cc

yy y+ay+a

y+by+b

〉
.

(98)

As discussed before, we now arbitrarily extend U, R, S,

and W into isometries Ũ, R̃, S̃, and W̃ supported on
the full Hilbert space. Then, we replace the instrument

I[T̃] by a sequence of up-to-6-qubit instruments

(I[Ũ], I[Ũ])→ I[S̃]→ I[W̃]→ (I[R̃], I[R̃]) . (99)
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To extend the operators, we essentially just remove the
Pcocycle terms from the corresponding definitions. This
way, V1 in Eq. (78) becomes a unitary

Ṽ1 |d, a, b, e〉 = ωd,a,b |d, a, b, e+ d+ b〉 , (100)

acting trivially on the label c. This unitary can be writ-
ten as a circuit of controlled-X and controlled-controlled-
Z gates,

ω

a d b e

e+ d+ bd ba

CCZ

CX . (101)

Sx in Eq. (97) is a map from 6 to 3 qubits. Since there
are 4 anyons and thus 4 measurement results x, we need
to measure one further qubit to turn S into an isometry
on the full Hilbert space. In order to fulfil Definition 1,
the measurement outcome for this further qubit must
be deterministic inside the cocycle subspace. This can
be done by measuring the cocycle constraint, e.g., on
the (a, c, e) triangle in Eq. (97). Using ωe,f,aωe,a,f = 1
and f = d+ e inside the cocycle subspace, we obtain an
isometry

S̃x |c, e, d, a〉 = ρxd+e,a |c, c+ e+ a〉 , (102)

acting trivially on b and f . S̃x be expressed as a circuit,

ρ

c e d a

c+e+ac x0 x1

CS ◦Ha

. (103)

Here we have split x → (x0, x1) into two qubits using
1→ (0, 0), s→ (1, 0), s̄→ (1, 1), and ss̄→ (0, 1). So the
qubits labeled x0, x1, and c + e + a are measured after
applying the above isometry. ρ is a 2-qubit gate which
in fact equals a Hadamard on the a qubit followed by a
controlled-S gate. The operator W1 in Eq. (98) becomes
an isometry

W̃1 |a, b, c〉 =
∑
y

ωy,y+b,c |a, b, c, y, y + b, y + a〉 . (104)

W̃1 can be written as a circuit,

ω

cyb+y

a b

a+ya b

c
|0〉 |+〉

. (105)

We have thus decomposed our QEC process as a circuit
of common 2 or 3-qubit gates. For a practical imple-
mentation it might again be useful to write this circuit
in terms of measurements and unitaries acting on qubits
on a fixed spatial lattice. This is straight-forward, but
might involve auxiliary qubits and swap operations.

V. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we have proposed a perspective on topo-
logical quantum error correction based on topological
fixed-point path integrals. Our approach provides a uni-
fied view on topological stabilizer, subsystem, and Flo-
quet codes, as demonstrated in Section III. In particular,
we have seen that the stabilizer toric code, subsystem
toric code, and CSS Floquet code can be considered the
same code on different spacetime lattices. The approach
can also describe topological QEC codes which are not
based on Pauli/Clifford operations as we have demon-
strated in Section IV B. As summarized in Definition 1
and Proposition 1, we have given a simple unified crite-
rion for when a circuit of measurements forms a fault-
tolerant topological error-correcting code. Namely that,
for every spacetime history of measurement outcomes,
we obtain a topological fixed-point path integral includ-
ing defects.

Our framework provides a way to systematically con-
struct new codes. To this end, we start with some known
fixed-point path integral, and possibly apply some tensor-
network equations to obtain another path integral in the
same exact phase. Then we interpret this path integral as
a circuit of operators by setting a time direction. Dress-
ing every operator with segments of topological defects,
we obtain a circuit of instruments with the desired prop-
erties. We have demonstrated this at hand of two ex-
amples in Section IV. First, we have presented a Floquet
version of the 3+1-dimensional toric code, by considering
the tensor-network path integral on a hypercubic lattice
and traversing it in the t = x+ y + z +w direction. The
model has qubits living on the right-handed tetrahedra
of a triangulation with 4-colored vertices. The code cy-
cles through 8 rounds, in each of which we perform 2-
body measurements among the qubits adjacent to edges
of a certain type. Second, we have constructed a Floquet
code based on the double-semion string net. This code is
not designed to be particularly practical for implementa-
tion, but is decomposed into a sequence of common 2 or
3-qubit gates.

While this paper was being finalized, Ref. [24] ap-
peared on the arXiv which proposes a similar perspective
based on the ZX calculus. In this reference, it was inde-
pendently recognized that the tensor-network diagrams
for the stabilizer toric code and CSS Floquet code are the
same, just traversed in a different direction. In addition
to this, our work provides a clear physical interpretation
of the tensor networks as topological fixed-point path in-
tegrals including topological defects. We also give a neat
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geometric interpretation of the phaseless ZX diagrams as
cellulations, the ZX rules as topological invariance, and
the Pauli webs as volumes and vertices. Our formalism is
not limited to the ZX calculus or stabilizer framework,
but works for arbitrary tensor-network path integrals, as
demonstrated in Section IV B. 6

The framework can be generalized in various direc-
tions. First, topological state-sum path integrals do not
cover all zero-correlation length path integrals, and sim-
ilarily not all gapped phases. Exemptions can be ob-
tained from topological path integrals by inserting a rigid
network of topological defects. To this end, we choose
some cubic “superlattice” with a potentially larger unit
cell than the topological path integral. Then (in 2+1
dimensions) we introduce domain walls at all superlat-
tice faces, which meet at 1-dimensional defects along the
edges, which in turn meet at the vertices. Examples for
this in 2+1 dimensions seem to yield topological path in-
tegrals again after choosing a larger unit cell, and thus
correspond to a “weak breaking of translation symme-
try”, as we have seen in Section III D. In 3+1 dimensions
however, topological defect networks (without defects in
time) can describe fracton phases [38]. A Floquet code
based on fracton phases was presented in [16].

A second straight-forward generalization is to consider
spacetime lattices which change with time. By changing
the topology of the spatial configuration, we obtain cir-
cuits which do not only fault-tolerantly store, but also
process logical information. Both storing and processing
of logical information becomes much more versatile if we
equip the topological path integral with boundaries, do-
main walls, or other sorts of interfaces and defects. For
example, we can then perform computation via braiding
with anyons or via lattice surgery with boundaries. So
in total, topological defects can play three very differ-
ent roles in our framework. First, they are essential to
create circuits of instruments from topological path inte-
grals. Second, they can be added to the overall spacetime
topology to obtain more versatile ways of storing and pro-
cessing logical information. Third, they can be added to
a rigid superlattice in a topological path integral in or-
der to obtain path integrals for more general (fracton)
gapped phases.

Another direction is to consider path integrals where
the defects that we use for error correction (such as
anyons) do not possess abelian fusion rules. In this case
the scheme of Proposition 1 outlined in Eq. (18) cannot
work, since there is not necessarily a unique way to per-
form a correction. For example, consider a path integral
QEC circuit based on the double-Fibonacci phase, and
assume we measure the following spacetime syndrome on

6 Even though any tensor can be written as a ZX diagram, it can
be beneficial to work with elementary operations which are not
elementary ZX tensors.

a torus,

, (106)

with the left and right, as well as front and back identi-
fied. There are two ways of fixing the syndrome inside
the red dashed circle, namely

, , (107)

which correspond to different logical operations acting on
the ground space on a torus. There is no way to find out
which superposition of those logical operations will cor-
rectly undo the error which occured. A decoding strategy
that has been tested successfully is based on a hirachi-
cal decomposition of the lattice into colonies [39, 40]. A
different strategy that might work is to “continuously”
apply small corrections in every timestep instead of one
large correction after a large time T ∼ L. That is, in
every time step, we choose a new low-weight repair of
the spacetime syndrome in all of its past. Then we con-
sider the set of string operators which could be used to
close the repaired spacetime syndrome in a cohomologi-
cally trivial way inside the current spatial cut. We pick
a low (e.g., minimum) weight representative from this
set. Then, we apply only a single segment of this closing
string operator near each of its endpoints. Independent
of the choice of classical decoder, it will be interesting
to see whether and how our framework can be used to
construct syndrome extraction circuits for arbitrary non-
abelian phases.

Another very interesting question concerns chiral
phases, that is, topological phases in 2 + 1 dimensions
whose anyon theory is described by a unitary modular
tensor category which is not a Drinfeld center. It is a
common believe that chiral phases do not allow for ex-
actly solvable fixed-point zero-correlation length descrip-
tions, and no such descriptions are known to date. Con-
cretely, it has been shown that chiral phases do not admit
commuting-projector Hamiltonian models [41]. However,
there are indications that going from Hamiltonians to dis-
crete path integrals might resolve this problem [42]. In
contrast to condensed matter physics, discrete path inte-
grals (i.e., circuits) are the much more common in topo-
logical QEC. Thus, it is natural to look there for candi-
dates of chiral topological fixed-point path integrals. In-
deed, subsystem codes based on chiral topological phases
exist. Already more than a decade ago, Ref. [12] pre-
sented a subsystem code which appears to be in a 3-
fermion phase. Recently, subsystem codes based on arbi-
trary (including chiral) abelian anyon theories have been



21

constructed in Ref. [43] using a mechanism of “gauging
out” anyons. A clear definition for the topological phase
of a code can be obtained by applying our formalism in
reverse direction. To this end, we consider a history of
measurement outcomes (usually +1 for Pauli codes) that
does not require any correction, and take the path inte-
gral for this spacetime syndrome. Applying this to chiral
subsystem codes yields a discrete path integral for which
we have good reasons to believe that it is in a chiral phase.
It will be very interesting to see whether those path inte-
grals do genuinely represent chiral phases, and whether

one can show their discrete topological invariance.
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