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We present the idea of emergent qubits by exact constructions. We rigorously transform the toric
code model into a problem of emergent qubits, and write all its eigenstates exactly. As byproducts
of this exercise, we introduce a punctured version of the model on torus and an open version on
cylinder, both realizing independent emergent qubits perfectly. The exact eigenstates of the toric
code and other models are shown to be realized by applying CNOT gates on independent qubits.

The toric code model presents a physical setting for
doing fault-tolerant quantum computation [1]. It is a
model of great interest. It concerns interacting quantum
spin-1/2’s (qubits) on torus. Interestingly, we reduce the
toric code model into independent ‘emergent’ qubits and
write all its eigenstates exactly. Below we first introduce
the idea of emergent qubits by an exact one-dimensional
construction analogous to the toric code; a general model
on arbitrary graph is also presented; their exact eigen-
states are quantum paramagnetic, and realize multipolar
moments. Then we rigorously show how the toric code
model turns into independent emergent qubits. We do
this first on cylinder, then on torus, by constructing ap-
propriate unitary transformations (in a similar spirit as
we did in Refs. [2, 3]). We find these transformations to
reduce into CNOT gates, which presents a basic scheme
to realize toric code and other eigenstates.

Emergent Qubits on a Closed Trestle.— Consider a closed
two-legged triangular strip, a trestle, of qubits interacting
via the Hamiltonian given below.

N
=" (LnZn + LonXa) (1)
n=1

Here, Z,, = 65,163,051 and X,, = 63,65, 16%, ., are
three-qubit interactions with arbitrary strengths I ,, and
I, n; see Fig. 1. The two legs of the trestle have N qubits
each. On a closed trestle, 65y, = 67 for qubit label
Il =1,2,....,2N and a = z,z,y. The qubit operators
o7 and o7 are the usual Pauli operators; the two states,
|4+), of the I qubit are denoted as |o;) for o; = 41 such
that 67 |o;) = oy|oy) and 67 |oy) = |G;) where 6, = —oy;
corresponding many-qubit product states are denoted as
o1, 0an) =TTy |o2n-1) lo2n) = [{0}).

Note that all the Zn’s and Xn’s commute with each
other, because a Z,, overlaps with an X, by two qubits
or none. Moreover, Z2 = 1 = X2 for all n; here 1 denotes
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FIG. 1. Closed trestle with three-qubit interactions, Eq. (1).
Dark (light) triangles denote Z,’s (X,,’s).

identity. It implies that these operators have eigenvalues
+1; let these eigenvalues be denoted as z, for Zn and
as x,, for X,. Equation (1) is a one-dimensional ana-
log of the toric code model [1]. Since every Z, and X,
commutes with A, Eq. (1) is a system of 2N interacting
qubits with exactly 2N conserved quantities. So, while
its Hilbert space is 22V dimensional, it also has 22V con-
served sectors given by different z,,’s and z,,’s. It ensures
a one-to-one resolution of the eigenstates into conserved
sectors, exhibiting perfect quantum integrability!

Let |{z},{z}) {21, 22,. ., 2n b {21, 22,y 2N })
denote the eigenstates of H such that Z, |{z},{z}) =

zn {2}, {z}) and X, {z} {x}) = x, |[{z}, {z}) for all n.
Then, H [{z},{z}) = Ey 1) {2}, {7}) with eigenvalue

Eiy qay = Zﬁ;l (Iynzn + Iz nzyn). The conserved z,’s
and x,’s immediately help us write the following exact
expression for these eigenstates.

{4 () = 53

el o

Here, M(™ is a matrix with elements Mffzzl,l,awrl =

176§n+1 .
Tn |o2n—1) |02n = 02n—12n02n+1). In matrix form,

H)lzn) Tnl+)|zn) -
it reads as: M(™ = [' neeen . Equation (2
[ME) =z FOREON ()
presents a new many-qubit basis with {z} and {«} as the
‘emergent’ qubit quantum numbers.

We also find the transformation

o ~z ~Z Qr 2n Ax AT QZ,2n+1
= H (‘72n—102n+1 H 0’2n0'2n+2
=1 n=1
3)

that turns the interacting constituent qubits in Eq. (1)
into the same number of free emergent qubits, i.e. U THU
=, (L0603, o 03, 41)- InEq. (3), Qa,l = (1 /2,
and the different terms in the product mutually corn—
mute. Equation (3) connects with Eq. (2) as |[{z}, {z}) =

R l-—ogn+1
U Hﬁf 1 loan = Under

this U the qubit operators transform as follows: 02(y)

2(y) A z(y) ~z(y)
05— 1‘72n 02n+1 and o ‘72n+1 - 02n02n+102n+27 while 63,

and 63, remain invariant.

Zn) % 202n+1 n |o2n+1)-



The |{z},{x}) states are quantum paramagnetic, as
({z}, {=}| 67 |{#z},{z}) = 0 for any ! and «. But they
are not spin singlets. For the total spin, S'a =3 Zz oy,
we get ({2}, {«}| 52 [{z}. {z}) = N/2 for a = 2,4,z
these states have contributions from different total spins
of low value (~ +/N). For the two-point correla-
tions, we get <{Z}7 {iL’H CATloiloA—lo;2 |{Z}a {.’[}> = 511,12504170427
i.e. a complete absence of pairwise correlation be-
tween qubits! Next consider three-point correlations.
Clearly, ({z},{z}]63, 105,65,41 {z},{z}) = zn and
({2}, {0} 69,5815, 0 [{=}. (o)) = @i & three-point
correlation is non-zero only when the qubits form ‘oc-
tupolar’ moments Zn or Xn, otherwise it’s zero. All
sorts of correlations are zero in |{z}, {z}), except those
involving Zos and X,’s. This is so implied by the
‘paramagnetic’ form, UtHU , of this model. These
states also exhibit long-ranged correlations, first such
at the six-point level: ({z},{z}| Zn, Zny {2}, {2})
22y, ({2h {a} X, Xo, {2} {2}) = an,an,, and
<{Z}7 {$}| anan |{Z}, {l‘}> = ZnyTny for any ny and na.
More generally, ({z}, {x}| TT, Zu, |{=}, {e}) = II, 2, and
other such forms involving X,’s. But there is no true
long-range order in these correlations because the sys-
tem is paramagnetic in Z,’s and X,,’s.

The density matrix for a [{z}, {x}> can be written as

plaY ()] = T, (e ) (Bt

find the reduced density matrix of a pair of qubits to
be py ., = (%) (%) for any l; # ls. Thus, no two
’ 51 lo

qubits remain entangled upon tracing out the rest. But

L ) From this, we

this tracing results in the maximally mixed state, %, for
each qubit [4]. It means the qubits in |{z},{z}) are
entangled, but not pairwise. To see this collective en-
tanglement, trace over all the even numbered qubits of
the trestle. It gives the reduced density matrix, p, =

(1+H —1 Tn05, 1) /2N,
bered qubits. Likewise, the reduced density matrix of N
even numbered qubits is p, = (i + Hﬁ;l zn6§n) /2N,

. . L P\ ®W-1)
Tracing out one more qubit in p, or p, gives 5 ,

for the remaining N odd num-

i.e. any further tracing immediately separates all the re-
maining qubits at once. Thus, N odd qubits only col-
lectively entangle with N even qubits in these states.
The entropy of this entanglement in every [{z},{z}) is
Spe = —tr{p.Inp.} = —tr,{p,Inp,} = NIn2 —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 exactly half of the Hilbert space of
all odd (or all even) qubits.

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
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FIG. 2. (a) Model with exact emergent qubit eigenstates on
arbitrary graph. (b) Interaction operators involving qubits
sitting on sites (filled circles) and bonds (empty circles).

interaction, Z, = gz 1l Ty Detween 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 6 and T( Also define a three-qubit
=orTt

interaction, X(mn) 7 ) 0%, between the qubits
on a bond and the sites it connects. Now consider the
Hamiltonian, ﬁQ = Zﬁfﬁ Iz,nZAn—l—ngn,) I.T’(n’n/)X(n’n/),
with Ny sites and N, bonds, and arbitrary interaction
strengths I, , and I, (). All these Z,’s and X(n ny’s
commute with each other, and Z =1=2X2 (nn')" Hence,

H2 has Ny + N conserved Zn s and X(nm/) s with re-
spective quantum numbers 2,,’s and x(,, 1)’s of value +1,

n,n’)"

which fully resolve the eigenstates of Ho.
In a straightforward generalization of Eq. (2),
the eigenstates of Hg, with eigenvalues FEy.y (3 =

Zn Iz + Z(n n Ly (nn)T(nny, can be written
) = sk Yy Sy Mioy oy b {71,

where {0}, {7}) = [T" >Hé\7[1b,n’) T(nn'y) are the ba-
sis states with o,, = £1 and 7, /) = £1 as the quantum
numbers of 67 and 77, ) respectively, and the tensor
coefficients of linear superposition are given below.

Ty Ns
(/)
Moy iry = H fﬂ(nnq | [ 2 s IR O
(n,n’) n
The transformation that changes H, into in-
dependent emergent qubits can be written as:

N Q7

N Az " N, T Am ’
U, = 11, [Hn, U n,)} H(nbn/) (6ror )Qw n'),
where QF = (1 —67) /2 and Q(n ny = [ o } /2.
This generalization of Eq. (3) leads to U2H2U2

N, N N .
Zn IZ,HJZ + Z(nh,n’) Ixa("vn/)T(mn,n’) and |{Z},{ZL’}> =
1=T(n,n’)
1
U2 H H(n n’) |Jn = Z"> V2 ZT(n,n’) ‘r(n,n?) ’T(”7"I)>'
These states too do mnot exhibit dipolar (magnetic)
order, but carry multi-ploar moments as the expectation
values of Z,’s and X, ,/)’s. Under this Uz, we get

52w 5 52 IL. 7'( ) and T(nyn)/) — &ﬁT(ffﬂl),)&fL,,
while 67 and T(nﬂ invariant. Hence,

;) remain
Hy+ 32, ha 6 + >y Pz (n,n) T iy also transforms

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



Unfolding the Toric Code Model.— In an intricate but
exact manner, we also transform the toric code model
into emergent qubits. First consider the model obtained
by cutting open the toric code into a cylinder, and adding
on its open ends the three-qubit interactions of the model
on trestle; see Fig. 3. Let this model be called Hs.

Ny N3
P ; .
Z Z { 11,12 Ky na +In1+27n2—7 ﬂ1+2,n2*l}

ni=1ns=1
()
Here the integers n; and nsy specify the sites of the square
lattice formed by thin dotted lines in Fig. 3; it is peri-
odic along n; and open along ny. The qubits sitting on
the nearest-neighbour bonds of this square lattice inter-

act via X, =g7 o o G and
n1,n2 ni—%,m2 nimet+i nitimne nina—3
G vy = O 5E g 5

nitgna—3 nino—2%ni4imeTni+1me—1 Tni+dno—1
shown respectively by light and dark gray squares. Dark
and light gray trlangles at the bottorn and the top de-
note Zn +r 1 and thN2 =
(ATle_, No n1+ N» m,Nz— The strengths
of these interactions are site dependent and arbitrary.

We construct a transformation Ug = (731(732 given be-
low. It maps H; into independent emergent qubits.

- L Qi
Us, H [H (an,nz 6’21,’”2_%) 1.m2 2] (6&)

= 0- AZ
n112 n1+§11 n1+1,§

, respectively.
2

TL2:1 n1:1
AT g .

o Az n1+g.n2

Us, = H H (Unr-‘r%,ng—l) (6b)
n1:1 n2:N2

Under (}'31, the qubits shown by filled circles in Fig. 3
become free, while the empty circles form independent
Ising chains along ny. Under (732, these Ising chains also
transform into independent qubits. Hence, U;rflgﬁg, =

an 12"2 1{ "17"2(}21 na—31 + I;1+2,n2—l(}7zll+%,n2

The exact eigenstates of Hj, written neatly in the den-
sity matrix form as ps[{z},{z}] = Wﬁnm,nz (1+
fcnl,anm,m)(i + Zp,4l n2_;Zm+%,n2_%), are given
completely by the emergent qubit quantum numbers
z 1= :tl and @, n, = £1 such that an ng P3 =

n1+2,n2—l ps = it e} ps. The cor-
relations, except those of Z’s and X’ s, will be zero in
these states, as implied by the pararnagnetlc U3 HUs.

Unlike the toric code model, this Hs has uniquely re-
solved eigenstates because it realizes the same number of
emergent qubits as the constituent qubits, i.e. 2N;Ns.
(It can be thought of as a two-dimensional analog of the
trestle model.) Without the three-qubit interactions at
its open ends, the H; can still be solved exactly, but will
have a degeneracy of 22Vt for every eigenstate.

Now consider the toric code model [1]; see Fig. 4(a). It
is periodic along n; as well as no, and has only four-qubit
interactions (of arbitrary strengths like in Hs); call it Hy.

1
ni+3,n2—3

Ty omo P3 and Z

FIG. 3. An ‘open’ toric code model, Eq. (5), on a cylinder
padded on top and bottom by the interactions of Eq. (1). It is
periodic along ni direction, and open along n2, with 2N1 N2
qubits. Dark (light) gray squares and triangles denote Z(X)
interactions invovling four and three qubits respectivley.

Let the operators defined below together form a unitary
transformation Uy = Uv41 U42 U43 U44.

N, _n’271+N2 ~

G 5 . Qg1
U41 = H H (an’n2 a‘f}l’nz_%) 1.n2—% (73)

ni=1 nzzn/erl
N, nly+1—No 5
5 5 —
ni,nz—3%" ni+lna—3

o= 11 | 11

n1=1 | no=nf—1

Az
sz Qn1+%,n2
Xan1+%,n2—1 (7b)
Nz

ny—1+N; Qo Lomy
2 . ~T ~T
U43 o H 0n1+%,n/2’ H 0"1,”2*% (7C)

ni=nj+1 na#nk

AT

n/1/71+N1 Q"lxné—%
T Az Az
U44 - H Un1+1,7l’2—% H Unl-l-%,nz (7d)

ni=nf{+1 naF#nk

This U, is a sufficiently general extension of Us; it
can also be constructed in an even more general way.
It is defined with reference to two arbitrary rows
(columns) labelled by integers n), and nj (n} and nf);
see Fig. 4(b) By applying it on the toric code model, we

. _ Ny
get' U4 H4U4 - an 1 naF#nl ITLl,’I’LQ ni, nz,l +
N1 Az
Z”1:1 na#ny Iﬂ1+27n2*lan1+2,n2 +
z AT o
an;ﬁnl Inl,n20—n177 ny +Zn17§n” In1+2, v_1 O—nl,n27% +

xr ~T
Lo (Hm#n’l Opy—1 ng) (Hn1_1 Lty O, nz") +

IZ”+1 —3 [H"ﬁé”l &nh”z*%} [HTI:? 1 Hna7ny 672‘1+2’"2:|'
See, under U4, every X and Z operator of the toric code
model transforms into an emergent qubit, except the last
two ‘accumulation’ terms [depicted as a blue and a pur-
ple plaquette in Fig. 4(b)] that represent the constraints

Hn1 IHng 1 "1vn2 =1= Hn1_1 Hng 1 n1+%,n2—%'



FIG. 4. (a) The toric code model; it’s called Hy in the text.
(b) The transformed toric code, U;{HA;UA;7 with Uy defined in

Eq. (7). The original interacting qubits (filled and empty
circles) of (a) transform into independent emergent qubits
(vertical ovals denoting 6% and horizontal denoting 67) in
(b), with two missing qubits (colored circle on the red lines).
Four (colored) reference lines at n ) and nf(, required for

U, are arbitrary; they mark the positions of two accumulation
terms (colored plaquettes) and two missing qubits.

Note that a ‘punctured’ toric code model, with Iﬁ,l ny =
0=17

el -1 will not have these accumulation terms!
(This is akln to an Ising chain being closed or open.) In
01 ﬁ4U4, with or without this puncture, we also have two
missing qubits at (n} — 3,n%) and (n{,n} — 3), shown
in Fig. 4(b) by a blue and a purple circle. It gives rise
to a degeneracy of four in every conserved sector given
by 2(N1 N3 — 1) emergent qubit quantum numbers {z}
and {z}. Below we write an exact expression for all the
eigenstates of the toric code model, H, (with or without
puncture), in the pure density matrix form.

H i +xn17n2X7l17n2 %
) 2

(n1,m2)#(nq,n5

Proric-code —

H i+zn1+2,nz—fzn1+%,nz—% «
. 2

(n1,n2)#(ny ,nY

N-
1+X(Uz 1 1a'n1_7 n,,—i—uw an 1Un1—§7n2>
2

- N. ~
R G| L R o YL ) A
2 (®)

Besides {z} and {z}, the p,omic.coae has two other quantum
numbers ¢ = +1 and x = +1 for the two qubits that go
missing in U4 H,U,. The energy eigenvalues of the toric
code model, By 1,y = Z(nl,nz);ﬁ(nl,%)Inl,nﬂ"um‘ +
Z(m,nz);ﬁ(nl ,nz)‘[n1+27n27, nit+i,n2—3 +
ity =3 Hinnay g ng) #natma— +

do not depend on (

In’l,nz H(nl,n2)¢(n1,n2) Tny,nas

and y; hence the degeneracy of four. The two arbitrary
unit vectors (U, Uy, u;) and (vy, vy, v,) are the quantiza-
tion directions of the missing qubits at sites (n} — 1, n%)
and (nf,n} — 1) respectively. [In Eq. (8), u, and v, are
taken to be zero for some simplicity; we can also take
them to be nonzero, if required.]

We conclude by outlining the basic plan for a physical
realization of the states described here. To this end, we
note that the unitary operators that transform the toric
code and other models into independent emergent qubits
can be implemented exactly by using CNOT quantum
gates. For instance, we realize that Eq. (3) is a product

of CONOT (Toffoli [5]) gates, (63,_16%,,,)%2, which
are pairs of CNOT’s, (63, _,)“2"(63,,,)%n, with target
qubit at 2n and control qubits at 2n + 1. The eigen-
states of the trestle model, Eq. (2), can thus be prepared
by applying this sequence of CNOT gates on the prod-

1-oon41
uct state, Hﬁ[:l |o2n = 2zn) % ZU%H Tn lo2nt1),
of 2N independent qubits for different z,’s and x,’s
The other states discussed here can also be similarly re-
alized. For example, Eq. (6b) is a sequence of CNOT’s,

but Eq. (6a) is a product of the controlled unitary gates

of the form (6¥6%6%)94 with three target qubits and
one control qubit. Interestingly, this multiqubit gate too
can be formed by a product of three CNOT gates, le.
(67656%)91 = (67)91(65)91(6%)94. Hence, the eigen-
states of the model on cylinder (Fig. 3) can be imple-
mented by applying CNOT gates as per Us on the prod-
uct states of the qubits as in U3 H3U3 The toric-code
eigenstates can likewise be realized by applying CNOT
gates in accordance with Uy on the product states of the
qubits as in U4 H4U,. Recent experiment on the realiza-
tion of toric code ground state [6] may be revisited in
view of the understanding developed here.
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