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We present the idea of emergent qubits by an exact model construction on a trestle, also gen-
eralized to arbitrary graphs. The corresponding eigenstates are quantum paramagnetic, with free
multipolar moments. We rigorously transform the toric code model on a torus, cylinder and sheet
into emergent qubits, writing all the eigenstates exactly. We devise exact quantum circuits for the
toric code and other eigenstates described here. The depth of the circuit for toric code eigenstates
on torus grows linearly with the total number of qubits, as compared to the sublinear growth on

cylinder or sheet.

I. INTRODUCTION

The toric code model presents a promising physical set-
ting for doing fault-tolerant quantum computation [1-3].
It is of great interest to a wide spectrum of researchers
from quantum computation to condensed matter physics.
It concerns interacting quantum spin-1/2’s (qubits) on
square lattice, made solvable by the mutually commuting
four-qubit interactions, realizing topologically degenerate
states. There is a keen ongoing interest in engineering the
toric code and other such states experimentally [4-10].
We, in this paper, present an interesting approach to the
toric code model by rigorously transforming it into inde-
pendent ‘emergent’ qubits, which leads to exact quantum
circuits for producing any toric code eigenstate.

Below, in Sec. II, we introduce the idea of emergent
qubits by an exact one-dimensional construction, anal-
ogous to the toric code, on a trestle. A general model
on arbitrary graphs is also presented. Their exact eigen-
states can all be written in the matrix-product form, and
are obtained by applying appropriate unitary operators
on independent emergent qubits. These eigenstates are
quantum paramagnetic in nature, and realize free mul-
tipolar moments. In Sec. III, we rigorously transform
the toric code model into independent emergent qubits,
and write all its eigenstates exactly for arbitrary inter-
action strengths. We do this first on a cylinder and
sheet, then on torus, by constructing highly non-local
unitary transformations (somewhat similar to what we
did in Refs. [11, 12]). Since these transformations reduce
exactly into CNOT quantum gates, it presents us with
precise quantum circuits for realizing the toric code and
other eigenstates on quantum processors. The circuit for
generating the toric code eigenstates on ‘torus’ is par-
ticularly special. We describe these quantum circuits in
Sec. IV. We conclude this paper with a summary of our
findings and scope for experiments in Sec. V.
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II. EMERGENT QUBITS ON A TRESTLE

Consider a closed two-legged triangular strip, a trestle,
of qubits interacting via the Hamiltonian given below.

N
- nz::l (Iz,nZn + Iz,an) (1)

Here, Z,, = 65,163,051 and X, = 63,65, 16%, , are
three-qubit interactions with arbitrary strengths I ,, and
Iy n. See Fig. 1. The two legs of the trestle have N qubits
each. On a closed trestle, 65, = 67 for qubit labels
1=1,2,...,2N and o = z,2,y. The qubit operators &7
and ¢f are the standard Pauli operators. The two states,
|+), of the I'" qubit are denoted as |o;) for o; = £1 such
that &f |Ul> = 0y |O’l> and &f |O’l> = |5’l> where ; = —oy;
corresponding many-qubit product states are denoted as
N —

015, 02n) = []=1 [o2n-1) lo2n) = [{0}).

Note that all these Z,, and X, operators commute with
each other, because a Z,, overlaps with an X, by two
qublts or none. Moreover, 22 =1= X 2 for all n; here
1 denotes the identity operator. It implies that these
operators have eigenvalues +1; let these eigenvalues be
denoted as z, for Z, and as z,, for X,,. Equation (1) is a
one-dimensional analog of the toric code model [1]. Since
all these Z,, and X,, operators commute with H, Eq. (1)
is a system of 2NN interacting qubits with exactly 2N
conserved quantities. So, while its Hilbert space is 22V
dimensional, it also has 22 conserved sectors given by
different z,,’s and x,,’s. This ensures a one-to-one resolu-
tion of the eigenstates into conserved sectors, exhibiting
perfect quantum integrability!

Let |{z},{z}) {z1,22,. ., 2w} {21, @2, .. 2 })
be an eigenstate of H such that Z,|{z},{z})

or

Xl XZ X3 XN
1 3 5 7 2N-1 1
FIG. 1. Model on a closed trestle with three-qubit interac-

tions, Eq. (1). The dark and light gray triangles denote Z,
and X,, operators, respectively.
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o {2} {2)) and X, {2}, {2}) = @n[{z}, {a}) for all
n. Then, H[{z},{z}) = E.y (23 {2}, {z}) with eigen-
value By 151 = 22[:1 (Iynzn + Iy ny). The conserved
quantum numbers z,’s and x,’s help us in writing the
following exact expression for these eigenstates.

{z} {z}) = 2N/2 {HM")} (2)

Here, M(™ is a matrix with elements, Mff;l_l,g%“ =
1—oon41
Ty 2 |0'2n71> |U2n = Ugn,12n02n+1>; in matrix form,
it reads as: M(™ = [+>Z”> Zn|+)1Zn)
[=)1Zn) @n|=)|zn)
set of eigenstates given by Eq. (2) presents a new many-
qubit basis with {z} and {z} as the ‘emergent’ qubit
quantum numbers.
We also find the unitary transformation

N
T Az Az
= H (0’2n710-2n+1
n=1

that turns the interacting constituent qubits in Eq. (1)

] . The complete

an
H 02n02n+2 o (3)

into the same number of free emergent qubits,
ie. UWHU = YN (I.n63, + L,n0%,.1). In
Eq (3), Q¢ = (1 — 40)/2, and the different
terms in the product mutually commute. Equa-
tion (3) connects with Eq. (2) as [{z},{z}) =
. l—0oon+t1

UTln=r 1020 = 20) 5 gy @ |o2nsa). Under

(y)

this U, the qubit operators transform as follows: Gop’ —

2(y) 5 z(y) sx se(y) s
G3n—103n 02n+1 and 63,51 — 05,65,410%, 42, Whlle Oon

AR
and 63, remain invariant.

A. Properties of the emergent qubit eigenstates

The eigenstates, |{z},{z}), are quantum paramag-
netic, as ({z},{z}| o7 |[{#z},{z}) = O for any [ and «a.
But they are not spin singlets. For the total spin opera-
tor, S = 5 35, 67, we get ({z},{}| S [{z}, {a}) = N/2
for a = z,y, z; these states have contributions from dif-
ferent total spins of low value (~ v/N). For the two-
point correlations, we get ({z},{z}|6, 677 {2}, {z}) =
011 15001 ,a0, 1-€. & complete absence of pairwise correla-
tion between qubits! Next consider three-point correla-
tions. Clearly, ({2}, {£}| 65, 165,55,41 [ {2} {2}) = 20
and ({z}, {x}| 55,5%0110%0 12 (=} {}) = @ui a three-
point correlation is non-zero only when the qubits form
‘octupolar’ moments Z, or X,, otherwise it’s zero.
All sorts of correlations are zero in |{z},{z}), except
those involving Z,’s and X s. This is so implied by
the paramagnetic form, UYHU, of the model. These
states also exhibit long-ranged correlations, first such
at the six-point level: ({z},{z}| Zn, Zn, {2}, {z})

Zny Zny, ({2} )] XH1X712 Hz} {z}) = an,7n,, and
({z},{z}| anan {z},{z}) = zn, @, for any n; and ns.

More generally, ({2}, {x}| T, Zn, [{z}, {z}) =TI, 2n, and
other such forms involving X,,’s. But these long-ranged
correlations do not represent any long-range order, be-
cause the system is paramagnetic in Z,,’s and X,,’s, with
no stiffness.

The density matrix, 5[{=}, {e}] = [{z}, {z}) ({=}, {z};
of the eigenstate in Eq. (2) is derived to have the following

elegant form.
N 1 + znZn 1 + CUan
=11 5 5 (4)
n=1

It is a product of the projectors for Zos and X,,’s
with respective quantum numbers. From this, we get
the reduced density matrix of a pair of qubits to be

(i)l (i>l for any Iy # lp. Thus, in these
1 2

pl{z}, {=}]

P, =
eigenstates, no two qubits remain entangled upon trac-
ing out the rest. But this tracing results in the maxi-
mally mixed state, 3, for each qubit [13]. It means the
constituent qubits in |{z}, {z}) are entangled, but not
pairwise. To see this collective entanglement, trace over
all the even numbered qubits of the trestle. It gives the

(1+H 1xn02n 1) /2N7
for the remaining N odd numbered qubits; likewise, the
reduced density matrix of N even numbered qubits is
Pe = (i +H2[:1 znﬁgn) /2N, Tracing out one more

®N-1)
, i.e. any further trac-

2 2

reduced density matrix, p, =

qubit in p, or p, gives %
ing immediately separates all the remaining qubits at
once. Thus, N odd-numbered qubits only collectively
entangle with IV even-numbered qubits in these states.
The entropy of this entanglement in every |{z}, {z}) is
Spe = —tr{p.Inp.} = —tr {p,Inp,} = Nln2 —1In2.
Here the entropy deficit, — In 2, arises because while trac-
ing over all the even (or odd) qubits, the last qubit traced
(whichever that be) doesn’t generate entropy (mixing); it
amounts to mixing only half of the Hilbert space of all
odd (or even) qubits.

B. General model on arbitrary graphs

This construction on trestle can be easily adapted to
arbitrary lattices. Consider any lattice (graph) with
qubits sitting on its sites (nodes) and on the bonds con-
necting these sites. A bond between two nodes n and
n' is denoted as (n,n’); see Fig. 2. Define a multi-qubit
interaction, Zn = Gz 1L, %(Zn’n,), between the qubit at
node n and the qubits on all the bonds meeting at n; the
qubit operators on the nodes and the bonds are denoted
respectively as 5 and %0‘ . Also define a three-qubit

between the qubits
Now consider the

interaction, X =o6r 77

(n,n") n ' (n,n’) n/7
on a bond and the sites it connects.
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FIG. 2. (a) Model with exact emergent qubit eigenstates on
arbitrary graph. (b) Interaction operators involving qubits sit-
ting on sites (filled circles) and bonds (empty circles). There
are no isolated sites here; every site makes a bond with at
least one other site.

Hamiltonian

N Ny
= ZIZ,nZ’n + Z Iw,(n,n’)X(n,n’) (5)
n (n,n')

with Ny sites and N, bonds, and arbltrary interaction
strengths I, , and I (5 n)- All these Z s and X(n ny's

commute with each other, and 22 =1= X(n ) Hence,
HQ has Ny + N, conserved Zn s and X(n,n )’s with re-
spective quantum numbers 2,,’s and x(,, ,/)’s of value +1,

which fully resolve the eigenstates of H,. These construc-
tions are similar to those for cluster states [14-16].

In a straightforward generalization of Eq. (2),
the eigenstates of H,, with eigenvalues Fi.) 1,y =

S Lenn + Eiwy Lo

1
2(No/2) SN My Hoh{mh) (6)
{o} {7}

N, N
where [{o}, {7}) = L, lon) IT(5 ) T(nn')) are the ba-
sis states with o,, = £1 and 7, ) = £1 as the quantum
numbers of 62 and %(Zn ) respectively, and the tensor

NE(n.n), Can be written as:
s(n,n’) L (n,n')s

[{z} {=}) =

coeflicients of linear superposition are given below.

1— T(nn

Moy iy = H o

(n,n')

H 5an,zn 1L T(n,n’ (7)

The transformation that turns Hs into independent
emergent qubits can be written as:

0 % N A
=11 [HT(ZM)] = I oz o (8)
n n' (n’n/)

where Q% = (1-6%) /2 and Qf, ) = [1 =7, /2
This gcneralization of Eq. (3) leads to UJH,U, =
and {z} {=})

Zivs I no7, Z /)I
T(n.n')

UQH H(nn |Un = Zn> ﬁZT(nvn (n n/) |T(n n’)>
These states too do not exhibit dipolar (magnetic)

)7A-(zn,n’)

order, but carry multi-ploar moments as the expecta-
tion values of Z,’s and X, .)’s. Under the unitary

transformation, U, we get 6% — &Z(y)H ’T(Zn n’)

z(y) z(y)

and T(n ) — oF ’7'( ,)6 while 67 and 7'( re-

n’s n,n’)
main invariant. The model in the presence of field,

Hy+ Yon hanol + Z(nm,) hz,(n7n/)7ﬁ(zn7n,), also transforms

exactly into independent qubits under Us; the fields hen
and h; (, /) induce magnetic moment in the eigenstates.

III. UNFOLDING THE TORIC CODE MODEL

Now we transform the toric code model into emergent
qubits. The procedure in this case is more intricate but
still exact. So, we first demonstrate this on a cylinder
and a sheet, where it turns out to be relatively easier.
Then, we do it on the torus.

A. DModels on cylinder and sheet

Consider the toric code models depicted in Fig. 3, ob-
tained by cutting open the torus into a cylinder or a flat
sheet, with appropriate interactions at the boundaries in
addition to the standard four-qubit interactions in the
bulk. On the two open ends of the cylinder, we add
three-qubit interactions as in the model on trestle; see
Fig. 3(a). On the sheet, as shown in Fig. 3(b), we pad
the boundaries with the same three-qubit interactions,
but also include two two-spin interactions at the opposite
end of any one diagonal; this is an example of a planar
code [17] but with a particular boundary condition.

Let the Hamiltonians of the models on cylinder and
sheet be respectively called Hs and Hj. They both can

N,

n—

1 m— N 1

(a)

FIG. 3. (a) A toric code model on a cylinder; it is called
H3 in the text. It is periodic along ni anq open along na.
Dark (light) gray squares (triangles) denote Z(X) interactions
involving four (three) qubits. (b) A planar toric code, termed
f[é It has open boundaries along n; as well as na. Besides the
four- and three-qubit interactions, it also has two two-qubit
interactions of the X and Z type at the top-left and bottom-
right corners shown respectively by a light and a dark gray
thick line. The total number of qubits in both cases is 2IN1 N3.



be written in a common form given below, but with a cor-
responding reading of the interaction terms at the edges.

N1 N

H Or H3 : : : |: ni,n2 ’IL1,TL2+
ni=1ngs=1
. ~
In1+2,n2 %an+%,n2—%} (9)

Here the integers m; and no specify the sites of the
square lattice formed by thin dotted lines in Fig. 3. It
is periodic along n; and open along no for the cylin-
der in Fig. 3(a), and open along both n; and ny di-
rections for the sheet in Fig. 3(b). The qubits in the
bulk of both the models interact via the four-qubit oper-

ators, X =o” o 107 T and
n1,n2 ni—%.m2 nine+3 ni+ing nine—14
Z, 1 1 = 67 G? 67 167
nitgz,ne—3z nine—3% ni+3,n2 nit+lne—i  ni+3,ne—1’

shown respectively by the light and dark gray squares.
In Hj, the interactions at the bottom and top

edges of the cylinder, denoted by dark and light gray

triangles in  Fig. 3(a), are the three-qubit interac-

Z a4 J—
tions, Zm+1,% = crnl,2 1100413 and X, N, =
, respectively.

2

Un1—§,JAV2 n1+§,N2 ”17N2—
In Hj, the interactions on the boundary of the
sheet in Fig. 3(b) read as follows: along left edge,

— AT AT AT — 1.
Xin, = 01 319124195 ny for ng = 1 to Ny — 1;

at the top-left corner, XLNz =& 6% Ny along
3

the top edge, an’Nz = o

$ ’\ZC
n1—3,No n1+27N2 nl,NQ—%
for ny = 2 to Ny; along right edge, ZN1+ =

1 nz_,

~Z
cerJr%m2 N1+§,nz—1 Nlm_% for no = 2 to Ng, at the

3 7 J— a4 a4 .
bottom-right corner, ZN +33 = On1.100,0 and,
~ -z
along the bottom edge, Z, it = O'nhZ n1+17%0n1+%71

for ny =1 to Ny — 1. Note the two-qubit interactions,
Xin, and Zy, 41 1, at the two corners in Fig. 3(b) de-
noted respectively by a light and a dark gray thick line.
One could play with other choices for the boundaries, but
this one is particularly simple as we will see. The inter-

action strengths, I . and I* 1, in these models
5 n1+2 -3

are completely arbitrary. . o

We construct a unitary transformation Us = Us,Us,
using the operators given below. It maps Hj as well as
H into independent emergent qubits.

N, Ny o°
U31 = H [H (Xn1,n2 &il,nzfé) " n2‘|(108.)

n1:1 ng:l
AL I

A ~ ni+5,n

Us, = I [ 11 (Uiﬁé,nz_l) e ] (10b)
n1:1 ng:Nz

Under Ugl, with respective an,m s for Hs and H'é, the
qubits shown by filled circles in Fig. 3 become free, while
the empty circles form independent Ising chains along ny.
Under Us,, these Ising chains also transform into inde-

pendent qubits. Hence, both U§ﬁ5U3 and UgﬁéUg =

4

Nl N2 T AT z ~Z
anzl no=1 Inl,nggnhm,; +In1+2,n2,;0n1+%’n2 .

Their exact eigenstates, written in the density matrix
form as

Ni N

H H <1+$n1 annl,n2> «

ni=1ns=1

psl{z}, {=}]

1+Zﬂ1+%7n2*%Zn1+%,n2*% (11)
2 )

are given completely by the emergent qubit quan-
tum numbers z, 1., 1 = £1 and p,n, = £l

such that X, n, p3 = Tp,m, p3 and Zn1+2, a1 P =
Zny 41 ng—3 P3- The expectation values and correlations
of the spin operators, except those in the form of Z’s and
X’s, will be zero in these states, as implied by the exact

paramagnetic form of the transformed Hamiltonians.

These models on cylinder and sheet with a partic-
ular choice of boundary interactions have uniquely re-
solved eigenstates because they realize the same num-
ber of emergent qubits as the constituent qubits, i.e.
2N1N>. This is like the model on closed trestle, but
unlike the toric code model on torus (discussed below).
Other choices for the interactions on the boundary could
have other consequences. For instances, an H3 without
the three-qubit interactions at the open ends of the cylin-
der will have a degeneracy of 22V or an H} without the
two-qubit interactions at the two corners of the sheet will
have a fourfold degeneracy, in every eigensubspace.

B. Model on torus

Now consider the toric code model on ‘torus’ [1]; see
Fig. 4(a). Tt is periodic along n; as well as no. Let its

Hamiltonian be called Hy, which has the same form as
Eq. (9), but is naturally devoid of boundaries; it only has

four-qubit interactions like in the bulk of H3 and Hj. Let
us devise a transformation Uy = Uy, Uy, Uy, Uy, with the



following unitary operators.

N, [rh—14N2 A

. 5 Qg1
U41 = H H (Xn1,n2 O-Tzzl,nz—%) v 123‘)

ni=1 | n2=n5H+1

Ny ny +1—Ns
A _ Az
U42 - H H (0-7114-;,712—1)(
1

ni=1 | no=nf—

x

1 ’ Q711+l n
~AZ ~Z n2:M2 2072
{o—nl,nzféo—nﬂrl,nz*%} ) (12b)

z
”,1_1+N1 in—l n2
Ay _ AT A
Uy = H Tri+Lny H Onyno—1 (12¢)
ni=n}+1 naF#nl
Az
n/1'71+N1 Q"L"é*%
~ _ s .
U44 - H 0n1+17n'2—% H 0n1+%,n2 (12d)
ni=ny+1 na#ny

This Uy is an extension of Us. It is defined with reference
to the two arbitrary rows (columns) labelled by integers
n4y and ng (n} and nf); see Fig. 4(b). By applying this
transformation to the toric code model, we get

T T
4H4U4 -
N1
z &
Z Z 1"17”2 ni,n 2—*+ Z n1+2,n2—10n1+2,n2
n1=1 \nao#nj no#nl
- § z A

+ nl,n2 nl—— nf + In1+ n2—§an1,n2—%

ni#n} ni#nfy

x AT
+I"’1»”’2 H Um—é,n;’ H H 77/17 na—%

n1=1ny#n}

IR

n1=1ny#nf

!
ni#ng

IZ Az
+ 1y 1 " g ’ 1
+3n8—3 II NNy =5

ny#nY

n1+2,n2
(13)

Note that under U4, every X and Z term in the toric
code model transforms into an individual emergent qubit,
except the last two ‘accumulation’ terms in Eq. (13).
Here U'41 and [742 do what Ugl and ﬁ32 did on cylinder or
sheet, but due to periodic boundary condition on torus,
their action results in the accumulation of qubit operators
along nf and nf lines. These accumulations are cleared

by U43 and U, ., but their remnant inevitably survives as
the last two terms in Eq. 13 representing the constraints

Hn1_1 HTLZ— =1= Hnl_l Hng_ n1+%,n27%'

Interestingly, if we take I?f’l,n = IZ”+2, po1 = = 0, then

for this ‘punctured’ toric code model, we will not get
the two accumulation terms! This is very similar to the
nearest-neighbour Ising chain under duality transforma-
tion; the toric code model on torus is a complex quantum
analog of the closed Ising chain, and its punctured version
described above is analogous to the open Ising chain.

ni,n2

10

(@) ()

FIG. 4. (a) The toric code model, H,. (b) The transformed
toric code, UZ H, U4, with U4 defined in Eq. (12). The original
interacting qubits (filled and empty circles) of (a) transform
into independent emergent qubits (vertical ovals denoting 6%
and horizontal denoting 6%) in (b), and two missing qubits
(colored circle on the red lines). Four (colored) reference lines
at nf (o) and nj,) required for U, are arbitrary; they mark the
positions of two accumulation terms (colored plaquettes) in
Eq. (13) and the two missing qubits.

In UIFI4U4, with or without this puncture, we also
have two missing qubits at (nf — 1,nf) and (n{,n} —3),
shown in Fig. 4(b) by a blue and a purple circle. They
give rise to the well-known topological degeneracy of four
in every conserved sector given by 2(N; Ny — 1) emergent
qubit quantum numbers {z} and {z}. Below we derive
an exact expression for all the eigenstates of the toric
code model, Hy (with or without puncture), in the pure
density matrix form.

ﬁtoric—codc = H (1 + x”L;zanﬂm ) «

(n17n2)7é(n,17n/2)
H 1—|—an+ TL271Z7L1+2,712*l «
2
(nlan2)¢(n,1,anl2/

Ny N
1+X(uz ni= lo’fll—* //+uTHn2 1 n1—§,n2)
2

X

B No N
14¢ (vz N

a:
+UIH nlﬂ"f’g*

2 %) (14)

Besides the quantum numbers {z} and {2}, the pioric-code
has in it two other quantum numbers y = 1 and { = +1
for the two qubits that go missing in U l HyUy. Tt also de-
pends on two arbitrary real unit vectors u = (ug, Uy, u,)
and v = (vg, vy, v,), which are the quantization axes of
these missing qubits at sites (n} — %,n4) and (n{,nj — 1)
respectively. In Eq. (14), we have taken u, = v, = 0 for
some simplicity; one can take them to be nonzero, if so
required.

Notably, the eigenstate given by Eq. (14) is a general
linear superposition in the fourfold degenerate eigensub-
space for a given {z} and {«}. This linear superposition
is effected by the quantization axes u and v of the two



missing qubits. The energy eigenvalues of the toric code

model, B} (o} = Xy ma)(ngmg) Iy maTnime
2o ma) £y ) Lni 4 h g 1 Fna+ b ina— +
L sy 3 U may oy ng) #mat b oma +
I;”P% (n1,m2)#(n mt) Tnanas do not depend on (

and x; hence the degeneracy of four.

IV. QUANTUM CIRCUITS FOR THE TORIC
CODE AND OTHER EIGENSTATES

Interestingly, the unitary transformations constructed
here also provide an exact basis for their implementa-
tion as quantum circuits. We note that an operator of
the form (6% 03)Q2 reduces exactly into a product of two

CNOT quantum gates, (UQ)QI((TQ)Q3, with a common
target qubit at 2 and two control qubits at 1 and 3. From
this it immediately follows that the unitary operators like
in Eq. (3) for the model on trestle, or in Eq. (12) for
the toric code model, can all be implemented as quan-
tum circuits using CNOT gates. Below we present the
quantum circuits for the eigenstates constructed in this
paper. Besides the two-qubit CNOT gates, these circuits
also use single-qubit Hadamard gates, and for the toric
code eigenstates on torus, a few rotation gates as well.

A. Circuit for the eigenstates on trestle

We can produce the eigenstates of the model on trestle,
ie. |{z},{z}) of Eq. (2), using the quantum circuit shown
in Fig. 5. It works as follows:

1. Prepare the input product state, H?ivl ® |oy), with
Oon = 2z and o9,11 = T, for allm =1 to N. Here
(as well as in all the other circuits described later),
the input state is prepared in the standard basis,
|[+) = |0) and |—) = |1), of the 6% operators.

2. Apply Hadamard gates on the odd-numbered
qubits.

3. Apply in parallel the CNOT gates first on the pairs
of qubits (1,2), (3,4), ... (2N —1,2N), and then on
the pairs (2,3), (4,5), ...(2N,1). Here the even-
numbered qubits are the target qubits and the odd-
numbered qubits act as the control qubits.

This circuit returns Eq. (2) as output. For a total of
2N qubits, it uses N Hadamard gates and 2N CNOT
gates. The depth of this quantum circuit is 3 for any V.
A closely related circuit is reported to has been imple-
mented in Ref. [4].

For the general model H, on an arbitrary graph,
the Us in Eq (8), a product of the commuting terms

{Hn, (o’ } =11I,(c )Q<" ») can likewise be imple-

mented as a quantum circuit of CNOT gates with qubits

Output: | {z}, {x}) asin Eq.(2)

|-XN—1> |ZN> |XN> ‘ZI> |x|) %) ‘x2> |Z3> |X3>
...... N-1 2N 1 2 3 4 5 6 1
FIG. 5. Quantum circuit for generating the eigenstate,
[{z},{z}), of the model on trestle. Here stands for

Hadamard gate, and a horizontal line connecting a control
qubit (e) with a target qubit (@) denotes a CNOT gate. In-
put states of the target qubits are given independently by the
quantum numbers {z} and those of the control qubits by {z}.
It produces the many-qubit state [{z}, {z}) of Eq. (2).

on the bonds {(n,n')} acting as controls for the targets
at sites n. To generate the eigenstate in Eq. (6),

- first apply the Hadamard gates on the con-
trol (bond) qubits prepared in the input state
® |2(n,n1) ), and

- then apply the CNOT gates between these control
(bond) qubits and their target (site) qubits pre-
pared in the input state ® |z,).

The depth of this circuit scales linearly with the largest
coordination number of the target qubits, but not with
the total number of qubits. The number of Hadamard
gates required is same as the number of bonds, Nj, in
a graph. The number of CNOT gates required scales
linearly with the number of sites, Ny, and depends on
the average coordination number as well.

B. Circuit for the toric code eigenstates on cylinder

The quantum circuit for the eigenstates, Eq. (11), of
the toric-code model on cylinder works as follows:

1. Prepare the input state of all the qubits on constant
nq lines (filled circles) in Fig. 3 as a product state

Ny N
H’ﬂlzl ’ﬂ2:1 ® g

2. Prepare the input state of all the qubits on constant
ng lines (empty circles) in Fig. 3 as a product state

Hn1 1Hn2 1®’07L1+— ny

3. Apply Hadamard gates on the qubits prepared in
step 1; see Fig. 6. It requires a total of N;Ny
Hadamard gates.

711,7127% - ‘/E’I’Ll,nz

1 1
ZTL1+§7"2—§

4. Apply 032 of Eq. (10b) on the qubits prepared in
step 2. The chains of operations for different n1’s
act in parallel, but the operations for a given n; act
in series. The circuit for Us, for a fixed n; is shown
in Fig. 6 in the first box. A total of Nyj(Nz — 1)

CNOT gates are required to implement ng.



5. Apply Us, as defined in Eq. (10a). The strings of
operations in 031 for different nq’s commute, but
successive strings (say, for nq and ny + 1) act com-
monly on the qubits lying in-between (on ny + %
lines). Hence, Ugl is applied first forny = 1,3,5...
in parallel, and then for n; = 2,4,6... in parallel.
The circuit for a given n; is shown in Fig. 6. The
total number of CNOT gates required to implement
U},1 is N1(3N2 - 1)

The total number of CNOT gates required to make this
circuit for producing an eigenstate of the model on cylin-
der is 2N;(2N3 — 1). In addition, one requires Nj N
Hadamard gates. Hence, the net requirement of quan-
tum gates for this circuit scales linearly with the total
number of qubits. The depth of this quantum circuit is
4N5 — 1, which is sub-extensive and scales linearly with
the number of qubits along the open (i.e. ng) direction of
the cylinder. A quantum circuit for producing the eigen-
states of the planar code in Fig. 3(b) can be constructed
exactly in the same manner.

C. Circuit for the toric-code eigenstates on ‘torus’

Below we present an exact quantum circuit for the uni-
tary transformation Uy, Eq. (12), that produces toric
code eigenstates, Eq. (14), on a torus by acting on in-
dependent qubits. It goes as follows:
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FIG. 6. Quantum circuit for generating the eigenstates of the
toric-code model on cylinder as in Fig. 3(a). Refer to Egs. (9)
and (10) for a clear reading of this diagram. Inside the first
box from left, we show the circuit for that part of Us, which
acts on the qubits (empty circles in Fig. 3) sitting on a fixed
n1+% line. The other parts of [732 for different values of nq act
in parallel. Inside the second box, we show the circuit for U31
for a fixed ni. The Ugl can be applied first forn1 =1,3,5...
in parallel and then for ny = 2,4,6.... In the input state,
Onytdme = Znytding—1 and Ty iny—1 = Tnyyng- A circuit for
the planar model in Fig. 3(b) can be constructed similarly.
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FIG. 7. Quantum circuit for generating the toric-code eigen-
states on torus. Top: A particular version of Fig. 4(b) and
Egs. (12) for nf = nf = 1 = njy = n3. Figure on top-
left presents independent qubits with their input state for
the Uy = U41U42 U43 U44 constituted by the operators on top-
right. Bottom: Circuit for Us. Only a part each of the circuits
for U447 U43, U42 and U41, for fixed ni, is shown. Different
parts of U44 for n1 going from N1 to 2 act in series; the same
is true for Us,. The Uy, and Uy, act in parallel, followed by
(742 followed by 041. Different terms of U42 for different n1’s
act in parallel. The (741 is applied first for no = 2,4,6... in
parallel, and then for n; = 1,3,5... in parallel.

1. For simplicity, take nj = n{ =1 = n}, = nf; refer
to Fig. 4(b) for the notation, and Fig. 7 for thls par-
ticular design. In this case, the two qubits, that go
missing in the toric code model transformed under
Uy, are located at (1,1) and (1, 2).

2. Prepare the qubits on the ny = 1 horizontal line
(empty vertical ovals in Fig. 7) in the product state

Hn1_1 ® o
is the quantum number of the ‘missing’ qubit at
(1,1); refer to Eq. (14).

Opy—t1 = xn1,1>. Here 01, =211 = x

3. Prepare  the  qubits
ovals) on all the
for ng = 2,3,...,N

No
H’I‘LQ:Q ’I’Ll—l ®

(empty  horizontal
other horizontal lines
in the product state

1 1 ).
Z’ﬂ1+§,n2*§>

1 =
n1+§,n2

4. Prepare the qubits, filled horizontal ovals in Fig. 7,
sitting on the horizontal line between ny = Ny and

1 in the product state HT]:[IL Opy,t = n1+272>

Here o1 =231 = ¢ is the quantum number of

the other ‘missing’ qubit at (1, 1).



filled
state

5. Prepare the remaining qubits,
vertical  ovals, in the product

N2 Ny _
Hn2:2 Hn1:1 ® 0-77/1,712—% - xn17n2>'

6. Apply Hadamard gates to the qubits prepared in
steps 2 and 5, except the ‘missing’ qubit at (1,1).

7. Apply arbitrary rotations to the two ‘missing’
qubits at (1,%) and (%,1). Applying rotation
gate Ry(6,) on the qubit at (3,1) and R,(6,)
on the qubit at (1,%) produces the toric-code
eigenstate with u = (sin6,,0,cos6,) and v =
(sinB,, 0, cos 0,) [18].

8. Apply U44. For each ny going sequentially from 2
to N1, it employs No CNOT gates with a common
target at (nq, %), a control qubit at (nq + 1, %) and
Ny — 1 control qubits at (nq + %7 ngy) for all ny # 1.
Refer to Fig. 7 for the U4 , and its circuit. It requires
a total of (N7 — 1) Ny CNOT gates.

9. Apply 043. For each n; going sequentially from 2
to Ny, it employs No CNOT gates with a common
control at (n — %, 1), a target at (ng + %, 1) and
Ny — 1 target qubits at (ny,ng — %) for all ny #
1. See the corresponding circuit in Fig. 7. It too
requires (N7 — 1)No CNOT gates. Since Uy, and
(743 act on mutually exclusive subsets of qubits, the
two circuits act in parallel.

10. Apply U42. It is a product of strings that act in
parallel for different values of nq, but the operations
for a given n; acts in series along no. See Fig. 7. It
requires a total of Nyj(Nz — 1) CNOT gates.

11. Apply U41. It is a product of strings of operations,
which for different values of n; commute, but the
operations within a string for a fixed n; act in se-
ries along no as shown in Fig. 7. Since the neigh-
bouring strings (for ny and n; + 1) act on com-
mon qubits (along n; & 3 lines), the strings for
n; = 2,4,6... having no common qubits can be
implemented in parallel, and then the same is done
for ny = 1,3,5.... The total number of CNOT
gates required to implement Uy, is 3N (N2 — 1).

The depth of this circuit is dictated by the depth of the
circuits for Uy, and Uy,, which is (N7 —1)Na; it scales lin-
early with the total number of qubits; U42 and U41 further
add to it a sublinear depth of about 7(Ny — 1). Hence,
the depth of this quantum circuit for the toric-code eigen-
states on torus is an extensive number (~ NjN), in no-
table contrast with the sub-extensive (~ N3) depth of
the circuit on cylinder (or sheet).

V. SUMMARY

Inspired by the toric code model, we in this paper have
devised unitary transformations which exactly reduce a
class of models, including the toric code model, into in-
dependent emergent qubits. We demonstrated the basic
idea through a one-dimensional construction on a tres-
tle and its generalization on arbitrary graphs, realizing
exact quantum paramagnetic eigenstates with free mul-
tipolar moments. We rigorously transformed the toric
code model on a torus, cylinder and sheet into inde-
pendent emergent qubits, and derived their eigenstates
exactly for arbitrary interaction strengths. We further
turned these unitary transformations exactly into quan-
tum circuits that can produce the toric code and other
eigenstates on quantum processors. The depth of the
circuit for toric code eigenstates on torus grows linearly
with the total number of qubits, as compared to the sub-
linear growth on cylinder or sheet. Current experimental
realizations of the toric code are reported to be on pla-
nar geometries [5-7], except a recent one on torus [4],
and they concern the ground state in a particular form.
The quantum circuit we have devised here can generate
any toric code eigenstate with a freedom of superposition
offered by the two missing qubits on torus.
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