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Scrambling prevents the access to local information with local operators and therefore can be used to protect
quantum information from damage caused by local perturbations. Even though partial quantum information
can be recovered if the type of the damage is known, the initial target state cannot be completely recovered,
because the obtained state is a mixture of the initial state and a maximally mixed state. Here, we demonstrate an
improved scheme to recover damaged quantum information via scrambling in indefinite causal order. We show
that scheme with indefinite causal order can record information of the damage and distill the initial state from
the damaged state simultaneously. It allows us to retrieve initial information versus any damage. Moreover,
by iterating the schemes, the initial quantum state can be completely recovered. In addition, we experimentally
demonstrate our schemes on the cloud-based quantum computer, named as Quafu. Our work proposes a feasible
scheme to protect whole quantum information from damage, which is also compatible with other techniques
such as quantum error corrections and entanglement purification protocols. We expect that our scheme will be
useful in the both quantum information recovery from the damage and system’s bench-marking.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum scrambling in a chaotic system can be described
as the state being randomized with respect to the Haar mea-
sure over the entire Hilbert space [1]. In the view of thermal-
ization, different initial states cannot be distinguished with
local measurements of the system [2]. This effect was first
studied in the dynamics of black holes [1–5] and has been
attracting growing attention for its close relation to quantum
chaos and thermalization in isolated quantum many-body sys-
tems [6–9]. Recently, it has been realized in a variety of
systems, including nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) [10],
trapped ions [11–13], and superconducting [14–17]. More-
over, it relates to quantum information theory [18, 19].

Black holes were once considered as monsters only devour-
ing everything. Then, Hawking radiation reveals that black
holes will completely evaporate internal information eventu-
ally. By assuming that black holes just process and do not
destroy information, it has been shown that information cast
into black hole can be recovered, by collecting the Hawking
radiation more bits of information than its scrambled [3]. To
comply with the quantum no-cloning theorem, the scrambling
time should be bounded by an order of ∼ S2/D, where S
and D are the entropy and the dimension of system, respec-
tively [1]. Black holes are the fastest scramblers with an infi-
nite dimension, namely, saturating the bound with an order of
∼ logS. This conjecture is also supported by other works in
Refs. [2, 4, 5].

Since quantum information cast into the black hole will be
emitted after scrambling, this mechanism can be used to re-
cover information. In this Hayden-Preskill black hole thought
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experiment [3], the quantum information theory is used to
show that with the early Hawking radiation and the radiation
after scrambling, initial information can be recovered. One
of the specific recipes is a teleportation-based decoding pro-
tocol [13, 20, 21], which is similar to a traversable worm-
hole. With the knowledge of the black hole dynamics, in-
formation can be retrieved through a quantum memory, pre-
entangled with the black hole, by collecting the Hawking radi-
ation. However, this protocol actually collects all initial infor-
mation, both emitted by the Hawking radiation and left in the
black hole, which unrealistically requires considerable knowl-
edge of the black hole system.

A recent scheme, proposed by B. Yan et al. [22], recon-
structs initial information without a complete knowledge of
the radiation. In details, Alice encodes information by scram-
bling it with the black hole and can recover information
through the backward evolution of the black hole dynamics,
where the correlations between radiation and the black hole
may be damaged in some degree by the attacker, Bob. This
scheme helps to protect and retrieve quantum information
against the damage. However, there are still two limitations
in this protocol: (i) A complete retrieval of initial informa-
tion relies on the knowledge of the type of the damage. (ii)
The initial quantum state can only be partially obtained as a
mixture of the initial state with the maximally mixed state.

In this paper, we propose an improved scheme for recover-
ing damaged quantum information to cope with the problems
by applying the scrambling recovery scheme with the quan-
tum effect of the indefinite causal order (ICO) [23]. Here,
auxiliary qubits are used to record the type of damage, with
which the first problem is resolved. These auxiliary qubits
help to improve the fidelity of recovered state with respect to
the initial state, which weaken the requirement of the fidelity
of encoding when applying quantum error correction codes
(QECCs). In particular, for the damage caused by one-qubit
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projective measurement, there is a measurement-direction-
dependent (MDD) scheme to recover the initial state com-
pletely. The scheme can also be iterated, which has the po-
tential to recover the initial state completely from all damage.
Our methods to recover the damaged information via scram-
bling is different from the QECCs and have lower requirement
of the fidelity than QECCs, and thus can pre-recover the dam-
aged state over the required fidelity of the QECCs. Our work
provides a method to record the type of damage and to distill
the damaged quantum state, which allows to retrieve initial
information versus any damage.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, information
scrambling and the original protocol proposed in Ref. [22] are
reviewed. The improved schemes are discussed in Sec. III,
and the iterative schemes are discussed in Sec. IV. In Sec. V,
the quantum simulations of several schemes are performed on
the Quafu on-cloud quantum computer. The conclusion and
discussion are given in Sec. VI.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Scrambling and Out-of-Time Correlations

Information scrambling renders that any two different states
will be locally indistinguishable [2], due to the chaotic dy-
namical evolution. It spreads local information and gen-
erates entanglement between different particles, which pre-
vents the access to initial information from local measure-
ment. Two states ρ1 and ρ2 are locally indistinguishable, if
the reduced matrix ρS1 (t) and ρS2 (t) of the two states on a suf-
ficient small subsystem S of a N -particle system can be ar-
bitrarily close when time t is long enough. More precisely,
for any given small parameter δ, there exists a time t0 and a
dimensionless parameter ϵ, when t > t0 and the subsystem
size |S| < ϵN , ∥ρS1 (t) − ρS2 (t)∥ < δ with respect to some
norm [2]. This property allows thermalization occurring on a
subsystem while the whole system is still out of equilibrium,
which releases the contradiction between thermal equilibrium
and quantum invertibility [2, 14].

For operator scrambling, we define a direct product op-
erator as Ô =

⊗N
i=1 ôi. First, we consider a local oper-

ator initially acting only on the first particle as ÔH(0) =

ô1 ⊗ Î{2,...,N} and then evolving chaotically as

ÔH(t) = Û†(t)ÔÛ(t) =
∑

l

slÔ
(l), (1)

where Ô(l) is a l-weight term acting on l particles. As the
time increases, larger weight terms will be involved in the
summation of ÔH(t) [14]. This effect can be detected with
the OTOCs

C(t) = ⟨Ô†
H(t)Ŵ †ÔH(t)Ŵ ⟩, (2)

where Ŵ is assumed to only act on the N -th particle, and
without loss of generality, Ô and Ŵ are assumed to be unitary.

At an early time, ÔH(t), acts trivially on the N -th particle.
Thus, they commute with each other, and the OTOCs C(t)

approach to 1. However, as the time increases, terms Ô(l) with
a larger weight will be involved in the summation (1), which
will act non-trivially on the N -th particle. Then, ÔH(t) does
not commute with Ŵ , leading to a decay of C(t) from 1.

B. Original Recovery Protocol via Scrambling

In the original recovery protocol via scrambling as pro-
posed in Ref. [22], Alice encodes the state of the target system
into a black hole, by performing a chaotic evolution of the
whole system to fast scramble local information. Then, the
target system is exposed to the attacker Bob, who performs
some perturbation Λ on it, e.g., a projective measurement. The
target system should be interpreted as the system exposed to
the perturbation Λ, while the bath (black hole), as a part of the
whole system, is not exposed to perturbation. Note that it is
possible that the whole system is exposed to perturbation, thus
the bath is a virtual one. After the attack, Alice decodes the
target system by backward evolving the whole system. Then,
she can retrieve the initial quantum state partially.

This procedure is described by the quantum circuit in Fig. 1.
The initial state is assumed as ρin

tb = ρt ⊗ ρb, with ρt and
ρb being the density matrices of the target system (t) and the
bath (b), respectively. In the Hayden-Preskill problem, the
black hole is assumed to be a fast scrambler [1, 3]. Therefore,
the black hole is characterized by the chaotic dynamics U as
shown in Fig. 1. Moreover, since the state of the black hole
ρb is unknown to the observer, i.e. Alice and Bob, out of
the horizon, so ρb should be assumed as an arbitrary possible
state.

For a long-time evolution, the chaotic dynamics can be
described as random unitary evolutions uniformly under the
Haar measure on the unitary transformation group [4, 22, 24].
This protocol can be understood as a twirling channel in the
quantum reference frame theory [18], i.e., the perturbation Λ
(quantum operation) is twirled by the random unitary trans-
formations U(·) = Û(·)Û†, and the output state of the total
system as

ρouttb = Λtwirl(ρ
in
tb) =

∫
dU U ◦ Λ ◦ U†(ρintb) (3)

=

∫
dÛ

∑

k

ÛM̂†
kÛ

†ρintbÛM̂kÛ
†,

where M̂k is the Kraus operators of the completely pos-
itive and trace preserving (CPTP) perturbation Λ(·) =∑

k M̂
†
k(·)M̂k with the identity

∑
k M̂kM̂

†
k = Î. Using Wein-

garten’s function [25, 26], we have

(D2
tb − 1)

∫
dÛ Ûm1n1

Û∗
k1l1Ûm2n2

Û∗
k2l2

= δm1k1
δm2k2

δn1l1δn2l2 + δm1k2
δm2k1

δn1l2δn2l1 (4)
− (δm1k1

δm2k2
δn1l2δn2l1 + δm1k2

δm2k1
δn1l1δn1l1)/Dtb,
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qt : ρt

Û

Λ

Û†q1
...

...
...

qN



ρb

FIG. 1. Quantum circuit (using qubits as an example) for the original
protocol for recovering damaged information via scrambling, where
qt is target system, q1, . . . , qN denote the bath (black hole).

where δmn is Kronecker delta function, and Dtb is the dimen-
sion of the composited system, combining the target system
(t) and the black hole (b). Then, we have

ρout
tb = Λtwirl(ρ

in
tb) = pρin

tb + (1− p)Îtb/Dtb, (5)

where the recovery rate

p =

∑
k |TrM̂k|2 − 1

D2
tb − 1

(6)

is determined by the type of the perturbation Λ. The output
state of the target system can be written as

ρout
t = pρt + (1− p)Ît/Dt, (7)

with Dt being the dimension of the target system. By perform-
ing quantum state tomography (QST) on the target system,
Alice can retrieve quantum information of ρ from the damage
with the knowledge of p. For example, consider a measure-
ment on target qubit (Dt = 2) with M̂±k = (Î± k · σ)/2,
where k = (kx, ky, kz) is the measurement direction, and
σ = (σ̂x, σ̂y, σ̂z) with σ̂x,y,z being Pauli operators. For
Dtb → ∞ (e.g., a black hole), we have

p =
D2

tb/2− 1

D2
tb − 1

→ 1

2
, (8)

indicating that Alice can recover initial quantum information
with a recover rate p = 1/2.

In addition, note that the recovery rate p is related to the
average fidelity of the perturbed state with initial states from
the Haar ensemble. The average fidelity is expressed as

F̄ (Λ) =

∫
dU Tr[U(ρin

tb)Λ ◦ U(ρin
tb)]

= Tr

[
ρin

tb

∫
dU U† ◦ Λ ◦ U(ρin

tb)

]

= Tr
[
ρin

tb

(
pρin

tb + (1− p)Îtb/Dtb,
)]

= (1− 1/Dtb)p+ 1/Dtb, (9)

where ρin
tb is chosen as a pure state.

C. Limitations of the Original Recovery Protocol

Before going ahead, we make some assumptions of our
schemes in the black hole story. First, we cannot monitor or
detect the state of black hole directly. Second, we do not know
quantum information that we want to protect. Thus, useful
schemes should work for arbitrary initial state of the compos-
ited system.

Then, we discuss the problems mentioned in the Introduc-
tion. First, p cannot be directly obtained from the QST mea-
surement on the output state, when ρ is a mixed state. Thus,
we need to record the recovery rate p given different kinds
of damage, which cannot be realized in the original protocol.
Second, the output state (7) is a mixture of ρt with a probabil-
ity p and Ît/Dt with (1− p).

Moreover, when the target system has a Dt > 2 dimension
(e.g., a qudit with Dt = 4), and the perturbation is assumed to
be a projective measurement, the probability is calculated as

p =

∑
k |TrM̂k|2 − 1

D2
tb − 1

=
D2

tb/Dt − 1

D2
t − 1

→ 1

Dt
, (10)

which means that much less initial information can be recov-
ered using the original protocol in Ref. [22]. Thus, for a target
system with a large dimension, we will need to distill infor-
mation of the initial state ρt from the mixture (7) to overcome
this problem.

D. Recovery Assisted by Quantum Error Correction Codes

As the twirlling perturbation Λtwirl behaves as a depolariz-
ing error on the target system, QECCs can be used to protect
information from attack. Here, we discuss whether QECCs
can help to recover information in the viewpoint of the entan-
glement purification protocol (EPP), since the EPP with one-
way classical channels is equivalent to the QECC [27, 28].
Moreover, we aim to distill the initial states from the recov-
ered mixed states. It is similar to the EPP, where the entangled
pure states are distilled from entangled mixed states.

The simplest way to demonstrate the equivalence between
QECC and one-way EPP is to use the Choi-Jamiołkowsky
(CJ) isomorphism, which shows the duality between the quan-
tum states and the quantum operations [29, 30]. For any CPTP
map E : A → B from a system A to a system B, there cor-
responds to a Choi matrix of the composited system AB, de-
fined as

JAB
E = I ⊗ E(|ϕ+⟩ ⟨ϕ+|), (11)

where |ϕ+⟩ =
∑dA

j=1 |j⟩A |j⟩A′ is the maximal entangled
state of system A and its copy A′ up to the normalization.
The Choi matrix JAB

E is a state of the system AB up to nor-
malization, uniquely corresponding to the quantum operation
E . The output state of the map E applied on the state ρ can be
represented by the Choi matrix JAB

E as [18]

E(ρ) = TrA[J
AB
E (ρT ⊗ ÎB)]. (12)
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This expression establishes the CJ isomorphism between
maps E : A → B, and the density matrix JAB

E of the compos-
ited system AB up to the normalization, where A is the input
system and B is the output system.

Thus, in the qubits system, the Bell state |Φ+⟩ = (|00⟩ +
|11⟩)/

√
2 corresponds to the identical channel I, which

agrees with the teleportation protocol, and the non-maximal
entangled states correspond to some error channels E . In this
circumstance, EPP’s consuming some copies of non-maximal
entangled state to distill maximal entangled state is similar as
the fact that QECC’s encoding logic qubit into several physi-
cal qubits to defend errors. However, for the causality of time,
the input state should not be influenced by the output state,
thus the EPP, with only one-way classical channel, is equiva-
lent to QECC. One can also construct an EPP from a QECC
by applying the transformation ÛT

E of encoding operator ÛE

on the input system A, and the decoding operator ÛD on the
output system B [28].

Here, the Choi matrix of scrambling Λt corresponds to the
entangled state

ρW(p) = p |Φ+⟩ ⟨Φ+|+ (1− p)Î/4, (13)

which is called Werner state [28], and the fidelity between
the Werner state, corresponding to the twirling perturbation
of one-qubit projective measurement, and the Bell state |Φ+⟩,
corresponding to the identity operation lies in

F1 = 1/2 ≤ F = (1 + 3p)/4 < F∞ = 5/8.

To distill the initial state in recovered state is thus equivalent
to distill the Bell state from the Werner state corresponding to
the twirling perturbation. There are lots of purification pro-
tocols designed for the Werner state. For the 2 → 1 proto-
col, BBPSSW [31] and DEJMPS [32] protocols require the
fidelity F > 1/2 of |Φ+⟩ with the Werner state, while for
M → N protocols, breeding protocols works only for F ⪆
0.81 [28, 31]. When the encoding and decoding operations are
not ideal, the minimal required fidelity will increase while the
maximal reachable fidelity will decrease, and at some thresh-
old of error rate, the protocol will fail. The BBPSSW and
DEJMPS protocols cannot distill the state |Φ+⟩, if the two-
qubit gate fidelities are less that about 0.975 and 0.965, and
will totally fail if two-qubit gate fidelities are less than 0.965
and 0.945 [33]. For a target system with a higher dimension,
the minimal required fidelity of QECCs or EPPs is not satis-
fied even for ideal encoding. Therefore, we need to find other
methods to increase the fidelity F = (1 + 3p)/4 or equiva-
lently the recovery rate p of the recovered state for the scram-
bling recovery of the damaged information.

III. IMPROVED SCRAMBLING RECOVERY SCHEMES

In this section, we discuss two improved schemes and their
combination. In the first scheme, the recovery rate p, depend-
ing on the type of unknown damage, is recorded with an addi-
tional qubit. This allows for retrieving all initial information

qc : |0⟩ H • • |±⟩

qt : ρt

Û Û†

Λ

Û† Û
q1
...

...
...

...
qN



ρb

FIG. 2. Quantum circuit for the indefinite causal order (ICO) scheme
for scrambling recovery of information.

from any damage by performing QST on the target system.
Meanwhile, the auxiliary qubit also helps to distill the initial
state from the recovered mixed state, which weakens the re-
quirement of two-qubit gate fidelity when applying QECCs.
Second, for the projective measurement as the perturbation, it
is possible to recover the initial state with a considerably high
accuracy. Since the successful probabilities of these schemes
are not less than 1/2, all the advantages mentioned above have
practical potential applications.

It is worth emphasizing that information preserved in the
recovered state, determined by the perturbation, cannot be in-
creased by the following schemes. These schemes distill ini-
tial states from the recovered mixed states of scrambling re-
covery protocol. The effectiveness of the distillation is de-
scribed by “yield” [28], the ratio YF,P = n/N of n distilled
states with given fidelity F by a protocol P to N recovered
mixed states consumed. It is obvious that the higher the fi-
delity F of distilled state, the lower the yield YF,P . The yields
are quantified by the successful probabilities, denoted as p+ or
p++, in the following.

A. Indefinite Causal Order Scheme of Scrambling Recovery

Indefinite causal order (ICO) is a quantum superposition
of different sequences of events with different order, which
emerges as quantum effect [23]. Two identical fully depo-
larizing channels or thermalizing channels performed in ICO
will preserve the information of the initial state, which cannot
be protected in the classic causal order [34, 35]. Therefore, by
performing information scrambling in ICO, we can recover
more information than the original protocol [22]. The circuit
of the quantum-SWITCH of scrambling is shown Fig. 2.

Here, qc is a control qubit, Û denotes the random unitary
operator, and Λ is the perturbation channel. The quantum-
SWITCH channel is written as

V(ρctb) = V̂ ρctbV̂
†, (14)

where

V̂ = |0⟩c⟨0| ⊗ Û + |1⟩c⟨1| ⊗ Û†. (15)

The quantum twirling channel of the perturbation Λ(·) =
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∑
k M̂

†
k(·)M̂k is

Λtwirl(ρctb) = V ◦ Λ ◦ V−1(ρctb) =
∑

k

Ŵ †
kρctbŴk, (16)

with

Ŵk = |0⟩c⟨0| ⊗ ÛM̂kÛ
† + |1⟩c⟨1| ⊗ Û†M̂kÛ . (17)

Given the input state ρinctb = |+⟩c⟨+| ⊗ ρin
tb, the output of the

quantum twirling channel is

ρoutctb = Λtwirl(ρ
in
ctb) =

1

2

∑

k

[
|0⟩c⟨0| ⊗ ÛM̂†

kÛ
†ρin

tbÛM̂kÛ
† + |0⟩c⟨1| ⊗ ÛM̂†

kÛ
†ρin

tbÛ
†M̂kÛ (18)

+ |1⟩c⟨0| ⊗ U†MkU
†ρin

tbUMkU
† + |1⟩c⟨1| ⊗ Û†M̂†

kÛρin
tbÛ

†M̂kÛ
]
.

Using Eq. (4), we have

ρoutctb = Îc ⊗ [pρin
tb + (1− p)Îtb/Dtb]/2 + σ̂x

c ⊗ ρ̃tb/2, (19)

where p = (
∑

k |TrM̂k|2 − 1)/(D2
tb − 1), and the density

matrix in the second term is

ρ̃tb =

(
p+

1

D2
tb − 1

)
ρin

tb +
1

D2
tb − 1

∑

k

M̂†
kρ

in
tbM̂k

− 1

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

∑

k

[Tr(M̂k)ρ
in
tbM̂

†
k +Tr(M̂†

k)M̂kρ
in
tb].

(20)

Here, we assume the large dimension limit Dtb → ∞. The
output state is asymptotically obtained as (see Appendix A)

ρoutctb → Îc ⊗ [pρin
tb + (1− p)Îtb/Dtb]/2 + σ̂x

c ⊗ pρin
tb/2. (21)

By tracing out the bath, we obtain that

ρoutct → Îc ⊗ [pρin
t + (1− p)Ît/Dt]/2 + σ̂x

c ⊗ pρin
t /2. (22)

Since the reduced density matrix of qc can be written as
ρoutc = (Îc + pσ̂x

c )/2, by measuring the expectation ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩ = p

on the control qubit, we can obtain exactly the recovery rate
p, which resolve the first problem. Then, for the measurement
in the basis of |±⟩c, the post-selected states are

ρ+t =
2p

1 + p
ρin

t +
1− p

1 + p

Ît

Dt
, (23)

and ρ−t = Ît/Dt, when the outcomes are ± with probabilities
p± = (1±p)/2, respectively. Thus, by post-selecting the state
ρ+ with respect to the outcome +, we can distill the initial
state in the mixture from a recovery rate p to

pICO = 2p/(1 + p) ≥ p, (24)

with a successful probability p+ = (1 + p)/2.
Therefore, this scheme, by performing the scrambling pro-

cedure in ICO with a control qubit, can record the damage and
improve the fidelity of recovered state. Moreover, it does not
require any information of the initial state of the bath qubits
and even works without bath qubits.

B. Measurement-direction-dependent (MDD) Scheme of
Scrambling Recovery

Then, we discuss a special and considerable case, in which
the damage by Bob on the target qubit are assumed to be mea-
surements with operators {Π̂s} with

∑
s Π̂

†
sΠ̂s = Î and out-

comes s = ±1. For this case, we can propose a measurement-
direction-dependent (MDD) scheme that could completely re-
cover the initial state of the target system for some measure-
ment direction. The circuit of the MDD scheme is shown in
Fig. 3, where an accilary qubit, qa, is used to detect the direc-
tion of the measurement. Here, Û is the random unitary oper-
ator, and the state after the measurement with a outcome s =

would be expressed as ρ(s)atb = Π̂†
sρatbΠ̂s/ps, for the outcome

with a probability ps = Tr[Π̂†
sρatbΠ̂s], where r = (rx, ry, rz)

is the direction of the projective measurement.
Then, the output state is

ρ
(s)
atb =Λtwirl(ρ

in
atb) =

1

2
|0⟩a⟨0| ⊗ ρ

(s)
tb1 +

1

2
|0⟩a⟨1| ⊗ ρ

(s)
tb2

+
1

2
|1⟩a⟨0| ⊗ ρ

(s)
tb3 +

1

2
|1⟩a⟨1| ⊗ ρ

(s)
tb4 , (25)

where

ρ
(s)
tb1 ∝

∫
dÛ Û†Π̂†

sÛρin
tbÛ

†Π̂sÛ , (26a)

ρ
(s)
tb2 ∝

∫
dÛ Û†Π̂†

sÛρin
tbÛ

†σ̂x
t ÛΠ̂sσ̂

x
t Û , (26b)

ρ
(s)
tb3 ∝

∫
dÛ Û†σ̂x

t Π̂
†
sσ̂

x
t Ûρin

tbÛ
†Π̂sÛ , (26c)

ρ
(s)
tb4 ∝

∫
dÛ Û†σ̂x

t Π̂
†
sσ̂

x
t Ûρin

tbÛ
†σ̂x

t Π̂sσ̂
x
1 Û . (26d)
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qa : |0⟩ H • • |±⟩

qt : ρt

Û Û†q1
...

...
...

...
qN



ρb

FIG. 3. Quantum circuit for the measurement-direction-dependent
(MDD) scheme for scrambling recovery of information.

Applying Eq. (4) (see Appendix B for more details), we obtain
that

ρ
(s)
tb1 = ρ

(s)
tb4 =

1

2
[pρin

tb + (1− p)Îtb/Dtb], (27a)

ρ
(s)
tb2 = ρ

(s)
tb3 =

1

2
[p′ρin

tb + (r2x − p′)Îtb/Dtb], (27b)

where

p′ =
D2

tb/2− r2x
D2

tb − 1
→ p → 1

2
, for Dtb → ∞.

In the large dimension limit Dtb → ∞, the output state with
respect to the outcome s can be written as

ρ
(s)
atb →Îa ⊗ [pρin

tb + (1− p)Îtb/Dtb]/2

+ σ̂x
a ⊗ [pρin

tb +
(
r2x − p

)
Îtb/Dtb]/2, (28)

and the corresponding probability ps = 1
2 . Note that the out-

put state is independent of the outcome s of the projective
measurement, which hereafter is omitted.

By measuring the auxiliary qubit qa in the |±⟩a basis, we
could obtain

ρ+tb =
2p

1 + r2x
ρin

tb +

(
1− 2p

1 + r2x

)
Îtb

Dtb
, (29)

with a successful conditional probability p+|s = (1 + r2x)/2,
and ρ−tb = Îtb/Dtb with a failing conditional probability
p−|s = (1− r2x)/2. Thus, the squred x-component of the
measurement r2x can be estimated by measuring the auxiliary
qubit in the |±⟩a basis. Furthermore, by post-selecting the
state ρ+tb with respect to the outcome +, the recovery rate is
improved to

pMDD = 2p/(1 + r2x) ≥ p, (30)

with 0 ≤ r2x ≤ 1, and the output state of the target system is

ρ+t =
2p

1 + r2x
ρin

t +

(
1− 2p

1 + r2x

)
Ît

Dt
(31)

Surprisingly, if rx = 0, i.e., the direction of the measurement
is in the y-z plane, with p = 1/2, we have pMDD = 1, which
indicates a complete recovery of the initial state.

We also consider the case that the measurement is not in a
fixed direction, e.g., the attacker perform measurement in ran-
dom directions rx = sin θ, with θ being uniformly distributed
in the range [0, 2π]. We can obtain the average r2x = 1/2, and
the recovery rate is p̄MDD = 2/3, with averaged successful
probability p̄+ = 3/4, which is same as the ICO scheme.

In summary, for a direction-fixed measurement, the MDD
scheme can record the squared x-component of the measure-
ment r2x, which allows us to optimize the scheme to com-
pletely recover initial quantum information of the target sys-
tem. Even for the measurements in random directions, it be-
haves as good as the ICO scheme.

C. Combination of Indefinite Causal Order (ICO) and
Measurement-Direction-Dependent (MDD) Schemes

The above two schemes are different: The ICO scheme re-
quires a control qubit manipulating the forwards and back-
wards evolutions, and the MDD scheme requires an ancil-
lary qubit detecting the measurements on the target system.
Thus, it is possible to combine these two schemes, of which
the quantum circuit is shown in Fig. 4.

After the post-section with respect to the outcome +c+a of
the control qubit and the ancillary qubit, the final state of the
target system can calculated as

ρ++
t =

4p

1 + r2x + 2p
ρin

t +

(
1− 4p

1 + r2x + 2p

)
Ît

Dt
, (32)

with a successful probability p++ = (1 + r2x)/4 + p/2. The
rate pco of recovered information is

pco =
4p

1 + r2x + 2p
≥ 2p

1 + p
, (33)

which is larger than either the ICO scheme or the MDD
scheme. In addition, when rx = 0 with p = 1/2, we ob-
tain that pco = 1, which means the merit of total recov-
ery is inherited successfully. Similarly, for the case that the
measurement direction randomly chosen, the average recov-
ery rate is p̄co = 4/5, with an average successful probability
p̄++ = 5/8. These results show that these the ICO and MDD
schemes are well compatible with each other.

IV. ITERATIVE SCRAMBLING RECOVERY SCHEMES

Next, we discuss iterative scrambling recovery schemes,
which improve the fidelity between the initial state and the
recovered state. For the scrambling recovery of the target sys-
tem with Dt dimension, the recover rate p scales as ∼ D−l

t ,
where l depends on the types of the perturbations on target
system. It is possible to improve the recovery rate close to 1
exponentially with an increasing number of iterations. How-
ever, the errors, occurring during the scrambling procedure,
will ruin a complete recovery of initial information, which
is similar to the EPP. Fortunately, the scrambling recovery
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qa : |0⟩ H • • |±⟩

qc : |0⟩ H • • |±⟩

qt : ρt

U U† U† U
q1
...

...
...

...
qN



ρb

FIG. 4. Quantum circuit for the combination of the ICO and MDD schemes.

schemes are compatible with QECC or EPP.

A. Iterative Scrambling Recovery Protocol

The random evolutions, applied on the same target system
and bath several times directly, are not effective to iterate the
scrambling recovery protocol. The reason is that the evolution
is random with Haar measure, which is invariant under the
group multiplication of unitary evolution group U(2N ). Thus,
no matter how many layers of scrambling are applied, it is
equivalent to a single layer of scrambling. The solution to this
problem is to scramble the target system with different baths,
the circuit is shown in Fig. 5.

We consider a n-iterated twirling channel Λ(n) with the per-
turbation Λ acting on target system and set Λ(0) ≡ Λ. For
n ≥ 1, the twirling channel Λ(n−1) can be regarded as a de-
polarizing channel with a depolarized rate 1 − p(n−1), which
can be written as

Λ(n−1)(ρt) = p(n−1)ρt + (1− p(n−1)Tr(ρt)Ît/Dt (34)

=
(D2

t − 1)p(n−1) + 1

D2
t

Û0ρÛ
†
0 +

1− p(n−1)

D2
t

∑

i ̸=0

ÛiρtÛ
†
i ,

where {Ûi} are the orthogonal unitary operator bases acting
on the target system, which satisfy Û0 = Ît, and Tr(Û†

i Ûj) =
Dtδij , for i = 0, 1, . . . , D2

t − 1. Then the depolarized rate of
Λn satisfies

1− p(n) = s(1− p(n−1)), (35)

where s = 1−1/D2
t

1−1/D2
tb

. When the dimension Dt of the target sys-
tem is clearly smaller than dimension Dtb of total scrambled

Û

Λ(n−1)

Û†Λ(n) =

FIG. 5. The circuit of iterative scrambling protocol.

system, s < 1, the depolarized rate of depolarizing channel is
suppressed after scrambling. Thus, we get

ρ
(n)
t = p(n)ρin

t + (1− p(n))Ît/Dt → ρin
t , (36)

with the recovery rates being written as

p(n) = 1− (1− p)sn−1 → 1, (37)

where p = (
∑

k |TrM̂k|2 − 1)/(D2
tb − 1) is determined by

perturbation Λ. Thus, the output target state shows that the n-
th iterated twirling channel can perform a complete recovery
of quantum information of the target system.

Imperfect scrambling will affect the performance of this
scheme (for details, see Appendix C). It is shown that the fixed
point under noises is

p(∞) =
sx

1− (1− s)x
, (38)

where the noise is assumed to be a depolarizing error with a
depolarizing rate 1 − x. When the depolarizing rate scales
as 1 − x = αD−2

t , the fixed point approaches to a constant
p(∞) → 1/(1 + α) < 1, as Dt → ∞.

Note that this convergence is independent of the initial re-
covery rates p decided by the form of the perturbation. The
reason is that Eq. (35) is a linear equation, which has only one
attractive fixed point when Dt < Dtb. Moreover, although
the noise in scrambling will affect the fixed point of recov-
ery rate, the noisy recursive equation is still a linear equation.
There is no threshold where the fixed will vanish, which is
different from the EPP or QECC. Therefore, this scheme is
robust against the noises in scrambling. Here, we also remark
that this scheme requires at least one bath qubit in each step of
iteration, otherwise Dt = Dtb, and any value of p is the fixed
point. Thus, the number of baths will increase with iterations,
which decides the performance of the recovery of initial quan-
tum information .

B. Iterative Indefinite Causal Order Scheme

For the iterative ICO-scrambling scheme, we add n control
qubits, qc1 , qc2 , qc3 , · · · , qcn , that manipulating the forward or
backwards random evolution. The circuit of this scheme is
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qc1 : |0⟩ H • • H

...
...

qcn : |0⟩ H • • H

qt : ρt

U U

Λ

U† U†q1
...

...
. . . ...

. . . ...
qN



ρb

FIG. 6. Quantum circuit for the asymptotic iterative ICO-scrambling scheme.

qc1 : |0⟩ H • • H

...
...

qcn : |0⟩ H • • H

qt : ρt

U U U

Λ

U† U† U†q1
...

...
. . . ...

. . . ...
qN



ρb

FIG. 7. Quantum circuit for the exact iterative ICO-scrambling scheme.

shown in Fig. 6.
In the limit Dtb → ∞, after post-selecting the state with

respect to the outcome + of the control qubit, the first ICO-
twirling channel Λ(1)

ICO behaves as a depolarizing channel act-
ing on the target system and the bath with a depolarized rate
(1− p

(1)
ICO), where

p
(1)
ICO =

2p

1 + p
, (39)

and p is the recovery rate of the original perturbation Λ
(0)
ICO ≡

Λ for the scrambling procedure. Then, we can assume that the
n−1-th ICO-twirling channel Λ(n−1)

ICO also behaves as a depo-
larizing channel on target system and bath with a depolarized
rate (1− p

(n−1)
ICO ) as

Λ
(n−1)
ICO (ρtb) = p

(n−1)
ICO ρtb + (1− p

(n−1)
ICO )Tr(ρtb)Îtb/Dtb

(40)

=
(D2

tb − 1)p
(n−1)
ICO + 1

D2
tb

Û0ρtbÛ
†
0 +

1− p
(n−1)
ICO

D2
tb

∑

i̸=0

ÛiρtbÛ
†
i ,

where {Ûi} are orthogonal unitary operator bases acting on
the target system and the bath, with Û0 = Îtb and Tr(Û†

i Ûj) =
Dtbδij , for i = 0, 1, . . . , D2

tb − 1. Then, the recovery rate of
the n-th iterative ICO-scrambling scheme can be obtained as

p
(n)
ICO =

2np

(2n − 1)p+ 1
→ 1, (41)

from the recursive formula

p
(n)
ICO =

2p
(n−1)
ICO

1 + p
(n−1)
ICO

. (42)

Therefore, the output state of the target system after the post-
selection for the n-th iterative ICO scheme can be written as

ρ
(n)
t = Λ

(n)
ICO(ρ

in
t ) = p

(n)
ICOρ

in
t + (1− p

(n)
ICO)Ît/Dt → ρin

t , (43)

indicating a complete recovery of initial information.

However, when the dimension of the bath is not infinite
large, the side effect in the thermodynamic limit cannot be ne-
glected. Thus, the iterative ICO-twirling channel constructed
in Fig. 6 cannot be taken as a depolarizing channel. To over-
come this problem, we first twirl the perturbation Λ by scram-
bling it with the bath without using ICO, which is labelled
as Λ(0) ≡ Λtwirl and can be expressed by a depolarization
channel on the target system and the bath with a depolarizing
rate (1 − p), as shown in Eq. (7). This exact iterative ICO-
scrambling scheme is shown in Fig. 7. Then, we can obtain
the n − 1-th ICO-twirling channel as a depolarizing channel
in Eq. (40) for a finite size of the bath, and the output state
of the n-th ICO-twirling channel is given using Eq. (19) and
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Eq. (20) as

ρ
(n)
ctb = Îc ⊗ [p

(n−1)
eICO ρin

tb + (1− p
(n−1)
eICO )Îtb/Dtb]/2

+ σ̂x
c ⊗ ρ̃

(n)
tb /2, (44)

ρ̃
(n)
tb =

[
p
(n−1)
eICO +

D2
tb − 2

D2
tb(D

2
tb − 1)

(1− p
(n−1)
eICO )

]
ρin

tb

+
1− p(n−1)

D2
tb − 1

Î
Dtb

. (45)

By finally post-selecting the outcome of the control qubit qcn
as + with a successful probability

p+ =
1 + p

(n−1)
eICO

2
+

1− p
(n−1)
eICO

D2
tb

, (46)

the output state can also be expressed as a density matrix
through a depolarization channel as

Λ
(n)
eICO(ρt) = p

(n)
eICOρ

in
t + (1− p

(n)
eICO)

Ît

Dt
, (47)

where

p
(n)
eICO =

2p
(n−1)
eICO +

D2
tb−2

D2
tb(D

2
tb−1)

(1− p
(n−1)
eICO )

1 + p
(n−1)
eICO + 2

D2
tb
(1− p

(n−1)
eICO )

. (48)

This recursive formula has an attractive fixed point at p(∞)
1 =

1 and an unstable fixed point at p(∞)
2 = −1/(D2

tb − 1). Thus,
the initial state can be recovered completely for the scram-
bling recovery scheme for any perturbation with a recovery
rate p > 0. In the vicinity of p(∞)

1 = 1, the recursive equation
up to linear order is written as

(p
(n)
eICO − 1) =

1

2

[
1 +

1

(D2
tb − 1)

]
(p

(n−1)
eICO − 1), (49)

where the coefficient

1

2

[
1 +

1

(D2
tb − 1)

]
≤ 2

3
, (50)

for Dtb ≥ 2. While for iterative scheme without using ICO,
the coefficient of linear order

1− 1/D2
t

1− 1/D2
tb
≥ 3

4

(
D2

tb

D2
tb − 1

)
≥ 3

4
, (51)

which means that the convergence of the iterative ICO-
scrambling scheme to 1 is faster than the standard iterative
scrambling protocol for a weak perturbation (1− p

(n)
eICO) ≪ 1.

The influence of the noise of the control qubits on this
scheme is discussed in Appendix C. It is shown that the fixed
points of the recovery rate are limited by the error rates on the
control qubits. In addition, since the fixed point equation is
of second order, there is a threshold for recovery, where the
fixed points will vanish. This behavior is similar to the fa-

mous threshold of QECCs [28]. In comparison with iterative
scrambling scheme without ICO, the iterative ICO-scrambling
scheme can repeatedly use the bath, and is more fast in con-
vergence than the iterative scrambling scheme without ICO,
but is not robust against the noise on control qubits.

V. QUANTUM SIMULATION OF SCRAMBLING
RECOVERY SCHEMES WITH VIRTUAL BATHS WITH

ON-CLOUD SUPERCONDUCTING PROCESSOR

The realization of a random unitary evolution with Haar
measure is of great importance in information scrambling.
However, to realize this randomness requires many layers of
quantum gates, which is limited by the coherent time in the
noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) era. Thus, a di-
rect experimental realization of the randomness is not easy
in state-of-art experimental technique.

One way to preserve the property of randomness and to re-
duce the complexity of the quantum circuit simultaneously is
to use the unitary t-design [36]. For the twirling channel, we
need at least to apply the 2-design, and fortunately, the Clif-
ford group, widely used in error bench-marking of quantum
gates, satisfies this requirement (see Appendix D for more de-
tails). Here, we design the circuit of the twirling channel as
shown in Fig. 8, where Γi is an element of the Clifford group,
and

∑
i represents the average on Clifford group.

With this circuit, we can simulate our improved recovery
schemes on a NISQ quantum processor. Since the Clifford
group of 2 qubits has 11, 520 elements [37] and is harder to re-
alize than single qubit gates, only the schemes, in specific the
ICO- and MDD-scrambling schemes, with virtual baths are
simulated. The quantum circuits are performed on the Quafu
on-cloud quantum computers [38], of which the experimen-
tally results are compared to both theoretical predictions and
numerical calculations.

A. Quantum Simulation of the ICO-scrambling Scheme

The quantum circuit is shown in Fig. 9(a), where qc is a
control qubit, qt is the target qubit, and qp is the probe qubit
used to perform the perturbative measurement. Here, Y (θ)
denotes the rotation operators with an angle θ along y-axis,
which determines the direction of the measurement. The ini-
tial state of the target system is prepared as |0z⟩. When aver-
aging over the Clifford group, the measurement outcomes of
the quantum circuit with the initial state |0z⟩ is equivalent to
the outcomes with the initial states congruent to |0z⟩ up to the
Clifford group, e.g., |0x⟩ and |0y⟩.

The results are shown in Fig. 9. Figure 9(b) shows that the
expectation ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩ of the control qubit qc, representing the co-

Λt = Γi Λ Γ†
i

FIG. 8. Quantum circuit for the 2-design twirling channel.
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qc : |0⟩ H • • H

qt : ρ Γi Γ†
i

Y (θ) • Y (−θ) Γ†
i

Γi

qp : |0⟩
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(c)

FIG. 9. (a) Quantum circuit for the ICO-scrambling recovery
scheme via using the 2-design. The probe qubit qp is used to perform
the perturbative measurement on the target qubit qt. The quantum
circuit is performed in each element of Clifford group with 1, 000
shots, and the measurement angle θ is chosen in the range [0, π] as
50 equal spacing points. (b) The recovery rate p = ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩ versus the
measurement angle θ. (c) Fidelity of the recovered state with the ini-
tial state F versus θ.

herent part of the reduced density matrix of qc, is invariant
versus the direction θ. In Fig. 9(c), we show the fidelity ver-
sus the measurement direction θ. Note that the fidelity varies
for different measurement directions, which is different from
the theoretical prediction in the previous discussions. This is
because that the thermodynamic limit Dtb → ∞ is not satu-
rated, and the side effect that we have neglected accounts for
the dependency of the fidelity on the measurement direction.
The theoretical prediction, considering the side effect (see Ap-

qa : |0⟩ H • • H

qt : ρ Γi Y (θ) • Y (−θ) Γ†
i

qp : |0⟩
(a)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

k2 x
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(b)
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Error-processed
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Theoretical

(c)

FIG. 10. (a) Quantum circuit for the MDD-scrambling recovery
scheme with the 2-design. The probe qubit qp is used to perform
the perturbative measurement on the target qubit qt. The quantum
circuit is performed in each element of Clifford group with 1, 000
shots, and the measurement angle θ is chosen in the range [0, π] as
50 equal spacing points. (b) The x-component of the squared pro-
jective measurement r2x = ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩ versus the measurement angle θ. (c)
Fidelity of the recovered state with the initial state versus θ.

pendix E) is plotted as the solid curve in Fig. 9, which coin-
cides with the numerical calculation on classical computer.

The experimental results fit well with our theoretical pre-
diction and numerical calculation even with some errors. We
calibrate the noises with quantities ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩± and F± measured
from auxiliary circuits, where the perturbations Λ are not ap-
plied. We do not process the data from the experiments to mit-
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qc : |0⟩ H • • H
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FIG. 11. (a) Quantum circuit for the combination of the ICO- and MDD-scrambling schemes with th 2-design. The probe qubit qp is used
to perform the perturbative measurement on the target qubit qt. The quantum circuit is performed in each element of the Clifford group with
1, 000 shots, and the measurement angle θ is chosen in the range [0, π] as 50 equally spacing points. (b) Recovery rate p = ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩ versus the
measurement angle θ. (c) The curve of direction r2x = ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩ versus θ. (d) Sucessful probability for the post-selection p++ versus θ. (c) Fidelity
of the recovered state with the initial state versus θ.

igate the noise. We take the calibrated noises into the consid-
eration when performing the theoretical predictions (see Ap-
pendix E for more details). The theoretical results with noises
are shown using the blue dashed curve in Fig. 9.

B. Quantum simulation of the MDD-scrambling Scheme

The quantum circuit is shown in Fig. 10(a), where qa is an
auxiliary qubit, qt is the target qubit, and qp is the probe qubit.
The initial state of the target system is also prepared as |0z⟩.
The direction of measurement, detected by the auxiliary qubit
qa, is shown in Fig. 10(b), and the fidelity of the recovered
state of qt with initial state is shown in Fig. 10(c). The numer-
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ical calculation coincides with the theoretical prediction, and
the experimental results also verifies the dependency of recov-
ery fidelity on the measurement direction, even when the error
is considered.

We also show that the error depends on the measurement
direction, since only the Y (π) gate of the on-cloud quantum
processor has been carefully calibrated, while the Y (θ) gate
with an arbitrary rotation angle θ has not. The theoretical re-
sults with noises are shown as the blue dashed curve in Fig. 10
(see Appendix E for more details).

C. Quantum Simulation of the Combination of the ICO- and
MDD-scrambling Schemes

The quantum circuit for the combination of ICO- and
MDD- scrambling schemes is shown in Fig. 11(a), where qc
is the control qubit, qt is the target qubit, qa is the auxiliary
qubit, and qp is the probe qubit. The results are shown in
Fig. 11. Figure 11(d) plotts the probability p++ of the ba-
sis |+⟩c ⊗ |+⟩t on qc and qt for the post-selection. We see that
the error between experimental and theoretical results is larger
than the combination of the errors of two experiments above.
Note that except for the direction dependent error appearing
in the quantum simulation of the MDD-scrambling scheme,
there is a large error that is independent of the direction. How-
ever, this error does not exist in the quantum simulation of the
ICO-scrambling scheme, which is much smaller.

The possible origin of this error is from the CNOT gate on
qt and qp. Since our quantum processor is a qubit chain, qp
does not connect qt directly. Thus, to perform this CNOT gate,
there require two SWAP gates between qa, qp, which lead to a
large error than the results of previous schemes. The theoret-
ical results with noises are shown as the blue dashed line in
Fig. 11 (see Appendix E for more details).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose two improved information re-
covery schemes via scrambling that overcome the problems
encountered in the original recovery protocol proposed in
Ref. [22].

The ICO-scrambling scheme asymptotically can record in-
formation of the damage and promote the fidelity of the recov-
ered state by performing the post-selection. However, it has
the side effect when the bath is not large enough. This draw-
back can be overcome by scrambling the target system with-
out ICO before performing the ICO-scrambling scheme. The
MDD-scrambling scheme is designed for the projective mea-
surement perturbation on the qubit target system only. This

scheme allows a complete recovery of the initial state, if the
measurement direction is fixed in the y-z plane. Otherwise, it
allows for recording the x-component of the measurement. If
the measurement direction is not fixed, the average recovery
performance of the MDD-scrambling scheme is same as the
ICO-scrambling scheme.

In addition, these scrambling recovery schemes can also be
iterated, to completely recover the initial state under arbitrary
damage. We discuss the iteration of the original recovery pro-
tocol [22], and the iterative ICO-scrambling scheme. To iter-
ate the original scrambling recovery protocol would scramble
the target system with different baths. Therefore, the itera-
tive ICO-scrambling scheme could exhibit its advantage that
it repeatedly uses a single bath.

These scrambling recovery schemes use redundant qubits to
reduce the effects of the damage on the target system, which
in fact could be taken as a kind of passive QECs [39]. In
comparison, the active QECs can improve the ability to defend
the errors by detecting them and performing corrections based
on their syndromes, and the types of errors are confined by the
stabilizers [40].

Finally, the ICO-scrambling scheme, the MDD-scrambling
scheme, and their combination are simulated on the on-cloud
quantum computer, Quafu. The experimental results are com-
pared with the theoretical predictions and numerical calcula-
tions, which fit well when error is processed.

Our results provide methods to record the type of the dam-
age and to distill the damaged quantum state, which allows to
retrieve initial information against different types of the dam-
age. We expect that our scheme will be useful in the both
quantum information recovery from the damage and system’s
bench-marking.
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Appendix A: Asymptotic Analysis of the recovered state

To analyze the asymptotic behavior of ρ̃tb, we employ the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product (Â, B̂) = Tr(Â†B̂) and the induced
norm ∥Â∥2 = Tr(Â†Â). We have

∥ρ̃tb − pρin
tb∥ ≤

∥∥∥∥
1

D2
tb − 1

ρin
tb

∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

1

D2
tb − 1

∑

k

M̂†
kρ

in
tbM̂k

∥∥∥∥∥ (A1)

(A2)

Precisely, we have

∥∥∥∥
ρin

tb

D2
tb − 1

∥∥∥∥
2

=
Tr(ρin

tb)
2

D2
tb − 1

≤ 1

D2
tb − 1

→ 0, (A3)

∥∥∥∥∥
1

D2
tb − 1

∑

k

M̂†
kρ

in
tbM̂k

∥∥∥∥∥

2

=
1

D2
tb − 1

Tr



(∑

k

M̂†
kρ

in
tbM̂k

)2

 ≤ 1

D2
tb − 1

→ 0, (A4)

∥∥∥∥∥
1

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

∑

k

[Tr(M̂k)ρ
in
tbM̂

†
k +Tr(M̂†

k)M̂kρ
in
tb]

∥∥∥∥∥

=
1

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

∑

k,l

Re[Tr(M̂k)Tr(M̂l)Tr(ρ
in
tbM̂

†
l ρ

in
tbM̂

†
k) + Tr(M̂k)Tr(M̂

†
l )Tr(M̂lρ

2M̂†
k)]

≤ 1

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

∑

k,l

|Tr(M̂k)Tr(M̂l)| ×
[
|Tr(ρin

tbM̂
†
l ρ

in
tbM̂

†
k)|+ |Tr(M̂l(ρ

in
tb)

2M̂†
k)|
]

≤ 1

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

(∑

k

|Tr(M̂k)|2
)

√∑

k,l

|Tr(ρin
tbM̂

†
l ρ

in
tbM̂

†
k)|2 +

√∑

k,l

|Tr(M̂l(ρin
tb)

2M̂†
k)|2


 . (A5)

Then, with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, we have
∑

k

|Tr(M̂k)|2 ≤
∑

k

Tr(Î2)Tr(M̂†
kM̂k) = D2

tb, (A6)

∑

k,l

|Tr(ρin
tbM̂

†
l ρ

in
tbM̂

†
k)|2 ≤

∑

k

Tr(ρin
tbM̂

†
kM̂kρ

in
tb)
∑

k

Tr[M̂k(ρ
in
tb)

2M̂†
k ] = Tr2

(
ρin

tb

)2 ≤ 1, (A7)

∑

k,l

|Tr[M̂l(ρ
in
tb)

2M̂†
k ]|2 ≤

[∑

k

Tr(M̂k(ρ
in
tb)

2M̂†
k)

]2
= Tr2(ρin

tb)
2 ≤ 1, (A8)

and
∥∥∥∥∥

1

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

∑

k

[Tr(M̂k)ρ
in
tbM̂

†
k +Tr(M̂†

k)M̂kρ
in
tb]

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ 4

(D2
tb − 1)2

→ 0. (A9)

Thus, we conclude that

lim
Dtb→∞

ρ̃tb = pρin
tb. (A10)
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Appendix B: Output state of the MDD Scheme

With Eq. (4), we have

ρ
(s)
tb1 = ρ

(s)
tb4 ∝

[
|TrΠ̂s|2
D2

tb − 1
− Tr(Π̂†

sΠ̂s)

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

]
ρin

tb +

[
DtbTr(Π̂

†
sΠ̂s)

D2
tb − 1

− |TrΠ̂s|2
D2

tb − 1

]
Î

Dtb
. (B1)

ρ
(s)
tb2 = ρ

(s)
tb3 ∝

[
|TrΠ̂s|2
D2

tb − 1
− Tr(Π̂†

sσ̂
x
t Π̂sσ̂

x
t )

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

]
ρin

tb +

[
DtbTr(Π̂

†
sσ̂

x
t Π̂sσ̂

x
t )

D2
tb − 1

− |TrΠ̂s|2
D2

tb − 1

]
Î

Dtb
. (B2)

With Π̂s=±1 = (Î+ sn · σt)/2,

Tr
(
Π̂†

sΠ̂s

)
= TrΠ̂s =

Dtb

2
, (B3)

Tr(Π̂†
sσ̂xΠ̂sσ̂x) = Tr

(
Î+ sr · σt

2

Î+ sr′ · σt

2

)
= (1 + r · r′)Dtb

4
=

r2xDtb

2
, (B4)

where r′ = (rx,−ry,−rz) is the vector obtained from r by rotating π about x direction. Thus, we have

ρ
(s)
tb1 = ρ

(s)
tb4 =

1

2

[
pρin

tb + (1− p)
Îtb

Dtb

]
, (B5)

ρ
(s)
tb2 = ρ

(s)
tb3 =

1

2

[
p′ρin

tb +
(
r2x − p′

) Îtb

Dtb

]
, (B6)

where

p′ = 2

[
|TrΠ̂s|2
D2

tb − 1
− Tr(Π̂†

sσ̂
x
t Π̂sσ̂

x
t )

Dtb(D2
tb − 1)

]
=

D2
tb/2− r2x
D2

tb − 1
(B7)

Appendix C: Noisy Iterative Recovery Schemes

1. Noisy Iterative Scrambling Recovery Protocol

In the noisy scrambling protocol, the fixed point of the recursive equation will be affected by the error occurring during the
scrambling procedure. The noisy iterative scheme is shown in Fig. 12, where the error in the n-th step of scrambling is described
as depolarizing error with depolarizing rate (1− x(n))

E(n)(ρtb) = x(n)ρtb + (1− x(n))Îtb/Dtb. (C1)

The noises E(n) in the scrambling should be distinguished from the perturbation Λ(n) in n-step. The perturbations Λ(n) act
non-trivially only on the target system, which is defined by the original perturbation Λ(0) = Λ, while the noises E(n) act on the
whole system where scrambling occurring.

The total noisy perturbation Λ̃(n) in n-th step is the composition of the twirling perturbation Λ
(n−1)
twirl in (n− 1)-th step and the

noise E(n−1), which reads as

Λ̃(n)(ρtb) = Λ
(n−1)
twirl ◦ E(n−1)(ρtb)

= x(n−1)Λ
(n−1)
twirl (ρtb) + (1− x(n−1))Îtb/Dtb (C2)

= x(n−1)Λ
(n−1)
twirl (ρtb) +

1− x(n−1)

D2
tb

D2
tb−1∑

i=0

ÛiρtbÛ
†
i ,

where Ûi are orthogonal unitary basis satisfying Û0 = Î , and Tr(Û†
i Ûj) = Dtbδij . Here, the twirling perturbation Λ

(k)
twirl of k-th
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Û

E(n−1) Λ(n−1)

Û†Λ(n) =

FIG. 12. Quantum circuit for the noisy iterative twirling channel.

step is

Λ
(k)
twirl(·) = p(k)Û0 · Û†

0 +
1− p(k)

D2
t

D2
t −1∑

i=0

Ûi · Û†
i , (C3)

where the D2
t number Ûi are act trivially on the bath of the (k + 1)-th step of scrambling. Obviously, the perturbation is unital

Λ
(k)
twirl(Îtb) = Îtb, which gives the second term in the second line of Eq. (C2).

With Eq. (6), only terms involving Û0 has contribution in recovery rate, by the properties of orthogonal unitary basis. The
recovery rate of the n-step twirling perturbation channel Λ(n)

twirl after n-th step of scrambling is

p(n) = (1− s)x(n−1)p(n−1) + sx(n−1), (C4)

where s = (D2
tb/D

2
t − 1)/(D2

tb − 1). For convenience, let the error channel be the same E(n) = E with x(n) = x and from the
iterated equation of p(n). We have that

p(n) =
sx

1− (1− s)x
− [(1− s)x]

n−1

(
sx

1− (1− s)x
− p̃

)
, (C5)

where p̃ is the recovery rate of the noisy perturbation Λ̃(1) = Λ ◦ E(0). The recursive formula is still a linear equation, and the
factor (1− s)x < 1 is less than one, which determines the fixed point as

p(n) → sx

1− (1− s)x
. (C6)

When the dimension of bath goes to infinity Db → ∞, s → 1/D2
t , we obtain that

p(n) → x

D2
t + (D2

t − 1)x
≈ 1−D2

t (1− x) +O[(1− x)2]. (C7)

Thus, p(n) scales as ∼ x/D2
t , when the error rate 1 − x is independent of Dt, which is not better than the original protocol. If

the error rate scales as 1− x = αD−2
t , the recovery rate approach to a constant p(∞) → 1/(1 + α) < 1 as Dt → ∞. Since the

noisy recursive formula is still linear, the fixed point may move, but not vanish under the influence of noise. This demonstrates
that the iterative scrambling scheme is robust with the noise in scrambling.

2. Noisy Iterative ICO-scrambling Scheme

We mainly focus on the noise on the control qubit, because the noise in the scrambling have no substantial difference with the
noisy iterative scrambling scheme. The depolarizing error on the control qubit with an error rate (1 − x) transforms the output
state as

ρ
ϵ(n)
ctb = xρ

(n)
ctb + (1− x)Îctb/(Dctb), (C8)
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where ρ
(n)
ctb is shown in Eq. (44) and (45). By performing the post-selection, the recursive equation becomes

p
(n)
eICO =

x
[
2p

(n−1)
eICO +

D2
tb−2

D2
tb(D

2
tb−1)

(1− p
(n−1)
eICO )

]

1 + x
[
p
(n−1)
eICO + 2

D2
tb
(1− p

(n−1)
eICO )

] . (C9)

It is complex to solve this equation, so we only consider the case Dtb = 2, and the equation is simplified as

p
(n)
eICO =

4x(2p
(n−1)
eICO + 1)

3
[
2 + x(1 + p

(n−1)
eICO )

] , (C10)

with a fixed point

p
(∞)
eICO =

5

6
− 1

x
±

√
73x2 − 60x+ 36

6x
< x, (C11)

when x ∈ [0, 1]. Thus, the recovery rate scheme is limited by the noises on the control qubits. Moreover, since the fixed point
equation derived from the iterative equation is of second order, it is possible that there is no real solution. For instance, when
73x2 − 60x+36 ≤ 0 for the case Dtb = 2. This illustrates that there is a threshold for recovery by ICO-scrambling in the noise
on the control qubits.

Appendix D: Quantum simulation of Haar randomness with Unitary t-design

Unitary t-design of Haar measure on a unitary group U is a finite subset S, satisfying that

1

|S|
∑

S

f(S, S†) =
∫
dÛ f(Û , Û†), (D1)

where f(Û , Û†) is a homogeneous polynomial with t degree of elements of Û and also polynomial of elements of Û†.
Using the unitary design with proper t, we can mimic the randomness easily. In the case of information scrambling, the

random Haar measure is integrated on the so-called twirling channel

Λt =

∫
dU f(U ,Λ) =

∫
dU U ◦ Λ ◦ U†, (D2)

whose integrand is a polynomial with 2-degree of Û and also Û†. So if we average on the unitary 2-design can mimic the Haar
measure theoretically.

q1

Û

H H

q2 = • •

q3 • X

FIG. 13. Quantum circuit for the approximate scrambling evolution.

The method to mimic the Haar randomness used in the original protocol [22] is the 3-qubit unitary operator

Û = Î1 ⊗ |01⟩ ⟨00|+ σ̂x
1 ⊗ |00⟩ ⟨01| − ıσ̂y

1 ⊗ |11⟩ ⟨10| − σ̂z
1 ⊗ |10⟩ ⟨11| , (D3)

whose circuit is shown in Fig. 13. Here q1 is the working qubit, q2, q3 are the bath with initial state |+⟩. With this circuit, we
can calculate that for any channel Λ, the corresponding channel twirled by U can send any input of q1 with ρ into the state with
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Axis Angle Realization
I

(1, 0, 0) π X
(0, 1, 0) π Y
(0, 0, 1) π Z
(1, 0, 0) π/2 X/2
(−1, 0, 0) π/2 -X/2
(0, 1, 0) π/2 Y/2
(0,−1, 0) π/2 -Y/2
(0, 0, 1) π/2 -X/2 Y/2 X/2
(0, 0,−1) π/2 -X/2 -Y/2 X/2
(1, 0, 1) π X -Y/2
(−1, 0, 1) π X Y/2
(0, 1, 1) π Y X/2
(0,−1, 1) π Y -X/2
(1, 1, 0) π X/2 Y/2 X/2
(1,−1, 0) π -X/2 Y/2 -X/2
(1, 1, 1) 2π/3 Y/2 X/2
(−1, 1, 1) 2π/3 Y/2 -X/2
(1,−1, 1) 2π/3 -Y/2 X/2
(−1,−1, 1) 2π/3 -Y/2 -X/2
(1, 1, 1) −2π/3 -X/2 -Y/2
(−1, 1, 1) −2π/3 X/2 -Y/2
(1,−1, 1) −2π/3 -X/2 Y/2
(−1,−1, 1) −2π/3 -X/2 -Y/2

TABLE I. Twenty-four elements of the Clifford group.

reduced density matrix on q1 as

ρtwirl = Λtwirl(ρ) =
∑

i

∑

k

σ̂iM̂kσ̂iρσ̂iM̂
†
k σ̂i, (D4)

where σ̂i ∈ P = {Î1, σ̂x
1 , σ̂

y
1 , σ̂

z
1} is elements of Pauli group, and Λ(ρ) =

∑
k M̂kρM̂

†
k . For Pauli group is only the unitary

1-design, this can not mimic the twirling channel only, which has integrated with 2 degree polynomial. Thus, it also needs one
more average of perturbation Λ on Pauli group, which prevent us from manipulating the direction of perturbation. Moreover, the
3-qubit unitary is hard to realize when we also want to manipulate its evolution.

Theoretically, this unitary operator is just a realization of average on unitary 1-design, we can actually average it "by hand"
like the average of the direction of perturbation on Pauli group. With this idea, we come back to the average on unitary t-design,
at less t = 2, which have a famous one, the Clifford group (table I), and we arrive the circuit (Fig. 8) in mean text.

Appendix E: Details of Simulation

The experiments are demonstrated on the ScQ-P18 backend of the Quafu platform. The layout of the ScQ-P18 device is
shown in Fig. 14. The qubits q0, q1, q2 of the circuits in Fig. 9(a), 10(a) are mapped to the physical qubits q2, q3, q4 of ScQ-P20.
The qubits q0, q1, q2, q3 of the circuits in Fig. 11(a) are mapped to the physical qubits q2, q3, q4, q5 of ScQ-P18. The fidelities of
CZ gate between them are 0.9874, 0.9934, 0.9821. More information about the four used qubits can be found in Table II. The
data and the software of the simulations and experiments are available in the Ref. [41].
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FIG. 14. Diagram of ScQ-P18 processor of the on-cloud Quafu quantum computers.

1. The Theoretical Calculation

a. ICO scheme

When Dtb = Dt = 2, we cannot use the asymptotic result of output in equation (23) For this case, the non-diagonal state is

ρ̃t =

(
p+

1

D2
t − 1

)
ρt +

1

D2
t − 1

∑

k

M̂†
kρtM̂k − 1

Dt(D2
t − 1)

∑

k

[Tr(M̂k)ρtM̂
†
k +Tr(M̂†

k)M̂kρt]

=
1

3
ρt +

1

3

∑

k

M̂†
kρtM̂k =

1

2
ρt +

1

6
σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t , (E1)

and ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩ = Trρ̃t =

2
3 . Thus, we get the output state recovering information as

ρ+t =
1

2
ρt +

1

10
σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t +

2

5

Î
Dt

, (E2)

and the fidelity F = (7 + r2z)/10, where rz = cos θ is the component of vector r in z direction.

Qubit index 2 3 4 5

Qubit frequency, f10 (GHz) 4.566 4.977 4.500 4.943

Readout frequency, fr (GHz) 6.737 6.713 6.693 6.675

Anharmonicity, η (MHz) -202.6 -197.9 -204.8 -193.7

Relaxation time, T1 (µs) 41.4 40.1 29.0 36.9

Coherence time, T2 (µs) 4.83 2.30 5.69 2.05

Single-qubit gate fidelity, Fsq 0.9978 0.9936 0.9907 0.9936

Readout fidelity, F0 0.9498 0.9591 0.9405 0.9579

Readout fidelity, F1 0.8583 0.8549 0.8781 0.8750

TABLE II. The parameters of the four used qubits.
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b. MDD scheme

In this situation, the assumption the dimension Dtb → ∞ goes to infinity fails when we use the Clifford group to mimic the
Haar measure of a single qubit. Without the asymptotic assumption, the result of output state is

ρatb =
1

2
Îa ⊗ [pρtb + (1− p)Î/Dtb] +

1

2
σ̂x

a ⊗ [p′ρtb + (r2x − p′)Î/Dtb], (E3)

where p = 1/3, p′ = (2− r2x)/3 by Dtb = Dt = 2. For we only concern about the fidelity of state with |+⟩ in control qubit qa,
the corresponding state is

ρ+t =
3− r2x

3(1 + r2x)
ρt +

2r2x
3(1 + r2x)

Ît, (E4)

and the fidelity with initial state |0⟩ is F = 2/3(1 + r2x) + 1/3.

c. Combination of ICO and MDD schemes

For the diagonal part of qa, the states of qc, qt is same as the case only with the ICO scheme, thus ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩ = Trρ̃t = 2/3, and the

state of qt after post-selection on qc without normalization is

ρ+t1 =
5

12
ρt +

1

12
σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t +

Ît

6
. (E5)

For the non-diagonal part of qa, the reduced state of qc, qt is

ρct2 =
1

2
Îc ⊗ [p′ρt + (r2x − p′)Î/d]

+
1

2
σ̂x ⊗ [(p+ 1/6)ρt + σ̂r

t ρσ̂
r′

t /6], (E6)

thus ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩ = Tr(ρct2) = r2x, and the state of qt without normalization is

ρ+t2 =

(
7

12
− r2x

6

)
ρt +

1

12
σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r′

t +
2r2x − 1

6
Ît. (E7)

Here we select r = (rx, 0, rz) in circuit, thus r′ = (rx, 0,−rz). Then we get the normalized state of interest

ρ++
t =

1

3 + 2r2x

[(
3− r2x

2

)
ρt +

σ̂r
t ρtσ̂

r′
+ σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t

4
+ r2xÎt

]
(E8)

with successful probability p++ = (2r2x + 3)/6, and the fidelity F = 9/(8r2x + 12) + 1/4.

2. Simulation of schemes

The ICO-scrambling scheme, MDD scheme and their combination are simulated by the unitary 2-design. We use the 24 single-
qubit Clifford gates to simulate the scrambling in Haar measure. The perturbation is selected as the projective measurement
(non-selective). The circuits are show in Fig. 9(a), 10(a), and 11(a).

Several quantities are of our interest. The expectation ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩, ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩ record the information of the damage. The fidelity of target
system F = Tr(ρt0ρt) evaluates performance of the recovery. The successful probability p++ = Tr(ρa+⊗ρc+ρac) evaluates the
overhead of schemes.

For each of the 24 Clifford gates, we measure the quantities of interest with 1, 000 shots. The results shown in the main text
are uniformly averaged over the 24 Clifford gate. Moreover, the projective measurement directions are under consideration. The
50 directions are uniformly sampled in x-z plane with equal spacing.
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3. Error processing

To process the error in experiment, we treat the twirling channel as a whole. Notice that when perturbation channel Λ = Λ0 ≡
I, theoretically the twirling channel of it is also Λtwirl = Λ0

twirl ≡ I, thus in practical the twirling channel with error is just
the error channel Λ0

twirl = E . For general perturbation channel Λ, the twirling channel with error is Λe
twirl = E ◦ Λtwirl. So we

have to gain adequate knowledge about the error channel E to deal with the error. However, to perform QPT on an operation of
d dimension space, there are d4 − d2 parameters needed to be determined. Thus, we want to reduce the parameters needed to
process the error.

In our circuit, the output state of auxiliary or control qubit qc and the target qubit qt after twirling channel Λtwirl can be written
as

ρct = Λtwirl(ρct) = (Îc ⊗ ρt0 + σ̂x
c ⊗ ρt1)/2 = [|+⟩c ⟨+| ⊗ (ρt0 + ρt1) + |−⟩c ⟨−| ⊗ (ρt0 − ρt1)]/2, (E9)

where ρt0, ρt1 is normalized state of qt. Thus, what we need to know is the action of error channel E on state |±⟩c ⟨±| ⊗ ρt. The
joint state space of two qubits qc, qt is the tensor product space of state space of qc and qt, and the bases of tensor space are the
tensor products of the bases of qc and qt. Selecting the Pauli matrix σµ, (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3), as the bases of state space of qubits qc
and qt, the bases of the tensor space is σ̂µ

c ⊗ σ̂ν
t , and the joint state of qc, qt can be decomposed as

E(|±⟩c ⟨±| ⊗ ρt) =
1

2

∑

µ,ν

χ±
µν σ̂

µ
c ⊗ σ̂ν

t =
1

2

∑

µ

p±µ σ̂
µ
c ⊗ ρµ±t , (E10)

where p±µ ρ
±
µ =

∑
ν χ

±
µν σ̂ν , ρµ is normalized, and p±0 = 1 to make sure E preserving the trace of state. Then we denote the

completely positive trace preserving (CPTP) operator mapping ρ to ρ±µ as E±
µ , we have

E(|±⟩c ⟨±| ⊗ ρt) =
1

2

∑

µ

p±µ σ̂
µ
c ⊗ E±

µ (ρt). (E11)

Applying this result to the twirling channel with error, we have

ρect = Λe
twirl(ρc) =

1

4

∑

µ

σ̂µ
c ⊗

[
p+µ E+

µ (ρ+t ) + p−µ E−
µ (ρ−t )

]
, (E12)

where ρ±t = ρt0 ± ρt1.

When measure σ̂x
c on qc, we consider the reduced density matrix of qc,

ρc = Îc/2 + qσ̂x
c /2, (E13)

ρec = Îc/2 +
∑

i

σ̂i
c[p

+
i (1 + q) + p−i (1− q)]/4, (E14)

where q = Trρt1, and i = 1, 2, 3. For the twirling channel with or without error, we have

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩ = q, ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩e =
1

2
[p+1 (1 + q) + p−1 (1− q)], (E15)

and for the error channel with initial state |±⟩c ⊗ ρt,

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩± = p±1 . (E16)

So the expectation ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩e of twirling channel with error can be evaluated by the expectation without error ⟨σ̂cx⟩ and of the error

channel ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩±,

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩e =

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−
2

+
⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−

2
⟨σ̂x

c ⟩ , (E17)

where ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩ is the theoretical value, and the ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩± can be measured from the experiment by removing perturbation and setting
corresponding initial state on qc.

When calculation the fidelity of qt, we should consider the reduced matrix of qt, and particularly, we post select the state of qt
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with qc in |+⟩c state. The reduced matrix of qt

ρe+t =
[(1 + p+1 )E+ + (1 + p−1 )E−](ρt0)

2 + (p+1 + p−1 ) + q(p+1 − p−1 )
+

[(1 + p+1 )E+ − (1 + p−1 )E−](ρt1)

2 + (p+1 + p−1 ) + q(p+1 − p−1 )
(E18)

where E± =
(
E±
0 + p±1 E±

1

)
/(1 + p±1 ) is the normalized error channel on qt with initial state |±⟩c and post selected by |+⟩c on

qc. To calculate the fidelity explicitly, we need to consider the circuit in detail.

a. ICO scheme

In this scheme, as we have shown previously,

ρt0 =
1

3
ρt +

1

3
Ît, ρt1 =

1

2
ρt +

1

6
σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t , (E19)

and q = 2/3. So the problem reduce to calculate the fidelities between E±(ρt) or E±(σ̂r
t ρtσ̂

r
t ) and ρt, where ρt is a pure state.

For E±(ρt), the fidelity F± = Tr[ρtE±(ρt)] can be set as the average fidelity of channel E±, which can be measured by
removing the perturbation in our circuit. For E±(σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t ) with σ̂r

t ≡ r · σ̂t and ρt = |0⟩t⟨0|, the fidelity

Tr[ρtE±(σ̂r
t ρtσ̂

r
t )] = ⟨0|E±(σ̂r

t |0⟩t⟨0|σ̂r
t )|0⟩

=
∑

i,j=0,1

⟨i|σ̂r
t |0| ⟨0|σ̂r

t |j⟩ ⟨0|E±(|i⟩t⟨j|)|0⟩ (E20)

= |⟨0|σ̂r
t |0⟩|2 ⟨0|E±(|0⟩t⟨0|)|0⟩+ |⟨1|σ̂r

t |0⟩|2 ⟨0|E±(|1⟩t⟨1|)|0⟩
+ ⟨0|σ̂r

t |0⟩ ⟨0|σ̂r
t |1⟩ ⟨0|E±(|0⟩t⟨1|)|0⟩+ ⟨1|σ̂r

t |0⟩ ⟨0|σ̂r
t |0⟩ ⟨0|E±(|1⟩t⟨0|)|0⟩ . (E21)

With r = (rx, 0, rz), we have ⟨0|σ̂r
t |0⟩ = rz, ⟨0|σ̂r

t |1⟩ = ⟨1|σ̂r
t |0⟩ = rx. As before, we can set ⟨0|E±(|0⟩t⟨0|)|0⟩ = F±, then

⟨0|E±(|1⟩t⟨1|)|0⟩ = 1 − F± can be verified. We can also assume that the error channel E± is Hermitian, for the circuit of
Λ0
t = E± is invariant under time reversing. With above results, we can represent the fidelity as

Tr[ρtE±(σ̂r
t ρtσ̂

r)] = r2zF
± + r2x(1− F±) + rxrzTr[σ̂

x
t E±(|0⟩t⟨0|)], (E22)

and the problem is to calculate the polarization of state after error channel.

In general, the state after error channel is not a pure state and is expressed as

E±(|0⟩t⟨0|) = F±|0⟩t⟨0|+ (1− F±)|0⟩t⟨0|+ r(eıθ|0⟩t⟨1|+ e−ıθ|1⟩t⟨0|). (E23)

Then, we have Tr[σ̂xE±(|0⟩t⟨0|)] = 2r cos θ. Because our circuit is average over Clifford group, in this average,

⟨cos θ⟩ = 1

N

∑

ϕi

cos(ϕi + θ) ≈
∫
dϕ cos(ϕ+ θ) = 0, (E24)

the polarization Tr[σ̂xE±(|0⟩t⟨0|)] = 0, and

Tr[ρE±(σ̂r
t ρtσ̂

r
t )] = r2zF

± + r2x(1− F±). (E25)

Then the fidelities of ρt0, ρt1 with respect to ρt are

F±
0 =

1

3
F± +

1

3
, (E26)

F±
1 =

2− r2x
3

F± +
1

6
r2x. (E27)
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FIG. 15. The quantities ⟨σx
c ⟩± and F± measured from auxiliary circuits where perturbation absents is show in (a) and (b), respectively. They

are help to predict the theoretical results of measurement outcome in original circuits under the noise of experiments, which have shown in
Fig. 9.

The fidelity of twirling channel with error and the expectation ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩e are

F e =
(1 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+)(1 + F+) + (1 + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)(1 + F−)

6 + 3(⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−) + 2(⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−)
+

(2− r2x)[(1 + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+)F+ − (1 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−)F−]

6 + 3(⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−) + 2(⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−)

+
r2x
2

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−
6 + 3(⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−) + 2(⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)

, (E28)

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩e =

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−
2

+
⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−

3
, (E29)

where ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩± and F± are measured from circuit of the twirling channel Λ0

twirl of identical channel I with corresponding initial
states |±⟩c of qc and post-selected on the state |+⟩c. The quantities ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩± and F± measured from experiments are shown in
Fig. 15.

b. MDD scheme

In this scheme, as shown in previous,

ρt0 =
1

3
ρt +

2

6
Ît, ρt1 =

2− r2x
3

ρt +
2r2x − 1

3
Ît, (E30)

and q = r2x. It is also obvious from previous,

F±
0 =

1

3
F± +

1

3
, (E31)

F±
1 =

2− r2x
3

F± +
2r2x − 1

3
, (E32)
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FIG. 16. The quantities ⟨σx
a⟩± and F± measured from auxiliary circuits where perturbation absents is show in (a) and (b), respectively. They

are help to predict the theoretical results of measurement outcome in original circuits under the noise of experiments, which have shown in
Fig. 10.

thus the fidelity of twirling channel with error

F e =
1

3

(1 + ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+)(1 + F+) + (1 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−)(1 + F−)

2 + ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩− + r2x(⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−)
+

(2− r2x)

3

(1 + ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+)F+ − (1 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−)F−

2 + ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩− + r2x(⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−)

+
2r2x − 1

3

⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−
2 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩− + r2x(⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩−)

, (E33)

⟨σ̂x
a ⟩e =

⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−
2

+ r2x
⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩−

2
, (E34)

The quantities ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩± , F± can be measured similar to ICO scheme, and the results from experiments is shown in Fig. 16.

c. Combination of ICO and MDD scheme

In this scheme, there are two error channel, where Ea is the channel applied on qubits qt, qa, which same as the one in MDD
scheme, and Ec, is applied on qubit qc, qt, which is same as the recovery in ICO scheme. Thus, the expectation of σ̂x on control
qubit qc and auxiliary qubit qa are same as previous two schemes,

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩e =

⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−
2

+ r2x
⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−

2
, (E35)

⟨σ̂x
a ⟩e =

⟨σ̂x
a ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−
2

+
⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩−

3
. (E36)

The diagonal part of the auxiliary qubit qa is same as the scheme of recovery in ICO, thus the reduced density matrix of qt of ρt0
without normalization is

ρt0 =
1

24
(1 + p+1c)[5E+

c (ρt) + E+
c (σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t )]−

1

24
(1 + p−1c)[E−

c (ρt) + E−
c (σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r
t )] +

1

12
(2 + p+1c + p−1c)Ît (E37)

The coherent part is shown in previous as

ρct1 =
1

2

(
Îc ⊗

[
2− r2x

3
ρt +

2(2r2x − 1)

6
Ît

]
+ σ̂x

c ⊗
[
1

2
ρt +

1

6
σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r′

t

])
, (E38)



24

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00
x

x
c +
x
c

x
a +
x
a

(a)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F

F+ +

F +

F+

F

(b)

FIG. 17. The quantities ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩±, ⟨σx

a⟩±, and F± measured from auxiliary circuits where perturbation absents is show in (a) and (b), respec-
tively. These parameters are help to predict the theoretical results of measurement outcome in original circuits under the noise of experiments,
which have shown in Fig. 11.

Then we consider the reduced density matrix of qt after error channel Ec, the reduced density matrix of qt without normalization
is

ρt1 =
1

24
(1 + p+1c)[(7− 2r2x)E+

c (ρt) + E+
c (σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r′

t )] +
1

24
(1 + p−1c)[(1− 2r2x)E−

c (ρt)− E−
c (σ̂r

t ρtσ̂
r′

t )]

+
2r2x − 1

12
(2 + p+1c + p−1c)Ît. (E39)

Then the reduced state of qt, qa by post selection on qc without normalization is

ρta =
1

2
(ρt0 ⊗ Îa + ρt1 ⊗ σ̂x

a ), (E40)

and after performing the error channel Ea and post-selecting qa, the normalized state can be written as

ρ++
t =

1

4p++

[(
(1 + p+1a)E+

a + (1 + p−1a)E−
a

)
(ρt0) +

(
(1 + p+1a)E+

a − (1 + p−1a)E−
a

)
(ρt1)

]
(E41)

with the probability

p++ = Trρ++
t

=
2 + p+1a + p−1a

16

[
2 + p+1c + p−1c +

2

3
(p+1c − p−1c)

]
+

p+1a − p−1a

16

[
(2 + p+1c + p−1c)r

2
x +

1

3
(r2x + 1)(p+1c − p−1c)

]
.

The fidelity of this state with the initial state reduces to the fidelity of E±
a ◦ E±

c (ρ), E±
a ◦ E±

c (σ̂rρσ̂r), and E±
a ◦ E±

c (σ̂rρσ̂r′
).

Denoting F±± ≡ Tr [ρtE±±(ρt)], where E±± ≡ E±
a ◦ E±

c , it can be measured from the fidelity of error channel on qt with an
initial state |±⟩c ⊗ |±⟩a of qc, qa. Similarly, we have

Tr[ρtE±±(σ̂rρtσ̂
r)] = r2zF

±± + r2x(1− F±±), (E42)
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and

Tr[ρtE±±(σ̂r
t ρtσ̂

r′

t )] = ⟨0|E±±([σ̂r
t |0⟩t⟨0|σ̂r′

t ])|0⟩
=
∑

i,j=0,1

⟨i|σ̂r
t |0⟩ ⟨0|σ̂r′

t |j⟩ ⟨0|E±±(|i⟩t⟨j|)|0⟩

= ⟨0|σ̂r
t |0⟩ ⟨0|σ̂r′

t |0⟩ ⟨0|E±±(|0⟩t⟨0|)|0⟩+ ⟨1|σ̂r
t |0⟩ ⟨0|σ̂r′

t |1⟩ ⟨0|E±±(|1⟩t⟨1|)|0⟩
+ ⟨0|σ̂r

t |0⟩ ⟨0|σ̂r′

t |1⟩ ⟨0|E±±(|0⟩t⟨1|)|0⟩+ ⟨1|σ̂r
t |0⟩ ⟨0|σ̂r′

t |0⟩ ⟨0|E±±(|1⟩t⟨0|)|0⟩ . (E43)

With r = (rx, 0, rz), r
′ = (rx, 0,−rz), we have ⟨0|σ̂r

t |0⟩ = −⟨0|σ̂r
t |0⟩ = rz, ⟨0|σ̂r

t |1⟩ = ⟨1|σ̂r
t |0⟩ = ⟨0|σ̂r′

t |1⟩ = ⟨1|σ̂r′

t |0⟩ =
rx, thus

Tr[ρtE±±(σ̂r
t ρtσ̂

r′

t )] = −r2zF
±± + r2x(1− F±±) + ırxrzTr[σ̂

x
t E±±(|0⟩t⟨0|)] = r2x − F±±. (E44)

The fidelities of ρt0 and ρt1 are

F±
0 =

1

12

[
(1 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+)(1 + F+±) + (1 + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)(1 + F−±)

]

+
2− r2x
12

[(1 + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+)F+± − (1 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−)F−±] +
r2x
24

(⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−), (E45)

F±
1 =

2− r2x
12

[(1 + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+)F+± + (1 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−)F−±] +
(2r2x − 1)

12
(2 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)

+
1

12
[(1 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+)F+± − (1 + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)F−±] +

r2x
24

(⟨σ̂x
c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩−), (E46)

consequently, the fidelity of twirling channel with error is

p++ =
2 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩−

16

[
2 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩− +

2

3
(⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)

]

+
⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
a ⟩−

16

[
(2 + ⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ + ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)r2x +

1

3
(r2x + 1)(⟨σ̂x

c ⟩+ − ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩−)

]
, (E47)

F e
+ =

1

4p++

[
(1 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+)F+
0 + (1 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−)F−
0 + (1 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩+)F+
1 − (1 + ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩−)F−
1

]
, (E48)

where ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩±, ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩±, and F±± are measured from circuit of the twirling channel Λ0
twirl of identical channel I with corresponding

initial states |±⟩c ⊗ |±⟩a of qc, qa by post-selecting the state of qt. The quantities ⟨σ̂x
c ⟩±, ⟨σ̂x

a ⟩±, and F±± measured from
experiments is shown in Fig. 17.
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