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Lattice gauge theories (LGTs) were introduced in 1974 by Wilson to study quark confinement.
These models have been shown to exhibit (de)confined phases, yet it remains challenging to define
experimentally accessible order parameters. Here we propose percolation-inspired order parameters
(POPs) to probe confinement of dynamical matter in Z2 LGTs using electric field basis snapshots
accessible to quantum simulators. We apply the POPs to study a classical Z2 LGT and find a
confining phase up to temperature T = ∞ in 2D (critical Tc, i.e. finite-T phase transition, in
3D) for any non-zero density of Z2 charges. Further, using quantum Monte Carlo we demonstrate
that the POPs reproduce the square lattice Fradkin-Shenker phase diagram at T = 0 and explore
the phase diagram at T > 0. The correlation length exponent coincides with the one of the 3D
Ising universality class and we determine the POP critical exponent characterizing percolation.
Our proposed POPs provide a geometric perspective of confinement and are directly accessible to
snapshots obtained in quantum simulators, making them suitable as a probe for quantum spin
liquids.

Introduction.—Lattice gauge theories (LGTs) have
been widely studied in the fields of high-energy [1], con-
densed matter [2–4] and biophysics [5]. In 1979, Fradkin
and Shenker proved in their groundbreaking work [6] the
existence of two phases in their model, where Z2 charged
particles are confined or deconfined, respectively. Ever
since, researchers have found intimate connections of
Z2 LGTs to other physical effects, including topologi-
cal order [7, 8], quantum spin liquids [9, 10] and even
quantum information [11]. In the light of quantum simu-
lation, LGTs with finite-dimensional local Hilbert spaces,
e.g. Z2 LGTs and quantum link models [12], gain par-
ticular attention because of their experimental feasibility
[13].

Despite experimental progress, it remains a challenging
problem to define order parameters for deconfined (e.g.
topological) phases that are accessible to both numerical
simulations and cold-atom experiments. Wegner-Wilson
loops (WWL) [1, 2] are non-local order parameters al-
lowing to probe (de)confinement in pure gauge theories,
i.e. without matter. They measure the fluctuation of
the magnetic field and feature an area (perimeter) law in
the (de)confined phase. However, they are not suitable
for Z2 LGTs with matter where they follow a perimeter
law regardless of the phase [6]. The Fredenhagen-Marcu
order parameter [14–16] solves this problem by relating
a “full”- to a “half” WWL, measuring the response of
the system when spatially separating two matter parti-
cles [17]. Despite being a ratio of two small numbers,
the Fredenhagen-Marcu order parameter was used ex-
perimentally for systems with a strong Rydberg blockade
[18, 19].
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Much physical intuition of confinement of matter
comes from electric field lines connecting gauge charges,
creating a linear confining potential [20]. In the electric
field basis – accessible to state-of-the-art quantum simu-
lators [13, 21–26] – a picture of fluctuating electric fields
is appealing, analogous to fluctuating magnetic fields in
WWL: if the electric field lines are fluctuating so strongly
that one cannot distinguish whether two charges are con-
nected or not, the picture of a confining electric string
breaks down. As will be shown in this Letter, this phys-
ical intuition can be formalized with the help of perco-
lation theory, which has been used extensively to study
phase transitions geometrically [27].

Site percolation theory was first introduced in works by
Flory and Stockmayer in the 1940s [28, 29], where they
studied the gel-point and the cross-linking of polymers.
Nearly two decades later, bond percolation theory was
introduced by Broadbent and Hammersley [30]. They
studied the random flow of a fluid through a medium and
introduced the so-called Bernoulli percolation. A prime
example of the use of percolation theory in physics is the
random cluster (RC) model, which was introduced by
Fortuin and Kasteleyn [31–34]. The RC model was suc-
cessfully used to study many physical systems, e.g. the
Potts model [35, 36]. More recently, percolation theory
was applied in the context of quantum monopole motion
in spin ice [37], quantum error correction [38] and gauge
theories [39].

In this Letter, we show that percolation can also serve
as a non-local order parameter to probe confinement. In
the confined phase, analogous to quarks in a confining po-
tential, two charges are being held together by Z2 electric
strings and form a Z2-neutral meson [25]. In the decon-
fined phase, in our picture matter particles move essen-
tially independently through the system and the Z2 elec-
tric strings form a global cluster spanning over the entire
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FIG. 1. Classical and quantum snapshots of (non-)
percolating strings. We show periodic classical/quantum
snapshots of (non-)percolating strings obtained from MC sim-
ulations. Here, percolation refers to a cluster of electric fields
winding around the periodic system and connecting to itself
in at least one dimension, see [40] Sec. I. The (non)percolating
phase is associated with a deconfined (confined) phase. Top:
The classical snapshots are obtained from Hamiltonian (2).
The percolating snapshot is captured at high temperature
for a system without matter excitations. Introducing mat-
ter prevents the formation of a percolating string, as can be
observed in the confined snapshot. Bottom: The ground
state quantum snapshots are obtained from equal imaginary
time slices of Hamiltonian (8), inside (percolating) and out-
side (non-percolating) the topological phase. Here, a non-zero
matter density does not necessarily prohibit percolation.

lattice, see Fig. 1. Charges attached to this cluster are
no longer constrained to Z2 neutral hadrons. We study
a classical and a quantum model using classical (quan-
tum) Monte Carlo (MC/QMC). We show that the phase
boundary in the celebrated Fradkin-Shenker model (ex-
tended toric code) [6] can be reproduced by percolation-
inspired order parameters (POPs), paving the way for
the application of POPs in related models.

Classical Z2 LGT.— The complex nature of percola-
tion in Z2 LGTs emerges from the local Z2 symmetry
generator

Ĝj = (−1)n̂j

∏
l∈+j

τ̂xl , (1)

where n̂j = â†j âj is the number operator for (hard-core,

Higgs) matter on site j and the Pauli matrix τ̂xl defines
the electric field on a link l adjacent to site j. This leads
to an extensive set of conserved quantities {gj} which

fulfill Gauss’s law Ĝj |ψ⟩ = gj |ψ⟩. The choice of {gj}
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FIG. 2. Canonical thermal deconfinement phase di-
agrams at non-zero matter density. We show two
temperature-density phase diagrams of the classical Hamil-
tonian (2) for the square (a) and the cubic lattice (b). In the
confined phase (blue), the percolation strength P (T/h, L =
∞, d) vanishes while strings percolate P (T/h, L = ∞, d) > 0
in the deconfined phase (red). The yellow lines are the
exactly solvable µ=0-case of Hamiltonian (3), see Eq. (4,
5). In panel (a), we find a thermal deconfinement transi-
tion only at zero matter density. The critical temperature
(T/h)c = 2.27(1), extracted via a finite-size scaling analy-
sis, is identical to the Ising critical temperature. At non-zero
matter density, the system is confining for all temperatures.
In panel (b), we present results for the cubic lattice. In con-
trast to the square lattice, a finite-temperature thermal de-
confinement transition exists for arbitrary matter density. At
the µ=0-line, the phase transition to the deconfined phase
(yellow circle) matches the Bernoulli percolation threshold
pc,cu = 0.247(5) [41] (note that we show d, not p).

defines a gauge sector. In the following, we only consider
gj = 1, i.e. no background charges.
To demonstrate the viability of the POPs, we first

perform MC simulations of the Z2-symmetric classical
Hamiltonian

Ĥcan = −h
∑
l

τ̂xl (2)

in the canonical regime, i.e. we fix the number of matter
particles N =

∑
j n̂j . We assume h > 0.

Due to Gauss’s law, each matter particle has to be con-
nected to a string Σ of electric fields where τ̂xl = −1 ∀l ∈
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Σ. This string costs an energy 2hℓ, where ℓ is the length
of the string. At low temperature T and low matter
density, this results in matter particles forming mesonic
bound states, where matter particles on neighboring sites
are connected by a string of length one [25]. At higher
temperatures, there is a competition between the entropy
S(ℓ) and the energy E(ℓ) of strings (in linear approxima-
tion). When TS > E, a global string network forms that
winds around the system for periodic boundaries while
matter particles become free Z2 charges [42]. We de-
scribe this as a percolation transition of the strings from
a non-percolating bound mesonic regime to a percolating
regime with incoherent but free charges.

To probe this transition, we define two POPs. Perco-
lation probability is the probability that a cluster perco-
lates, i.e. winds around the system and connects to itself,
see [40] Sec. IA. In the literature, this concept is some-
times also referred to as the wrapping probability [43] or
the winding number [44]. Percolation strength extends
the percolation probability to include information about
the size of the percolating cluster. When the system is
not percolating, the percolation strength is zero. When
the system is percolating, the percolation strength is de-
fined as the number of strings in the largest string cluster
divided by the total number of links [25]. We probe the
transition on a periodic square lattice with system sizes
L2 = 202, 302, 402, 502. In the following we distinguish
the cases for (i) zero matter density d = 0 and (ii) non-
zero matter density d = N/L2 > 0.

(i) Hamiltonian (2) can be mapped to the classical 2D
Ising model on the dual lattice [2, 45], where the confined
phase corresponds to the ferromagnetic ordered phase.
The POPs can be viewed as a disorder parameter detect-
ing domain walls in the ferromagnet, see [40] Sec. III. Via
a finite-size scaling analysis, we confirm that the perco-
lation transition we find takes place exactly at the Ising
critical temperature (T/h)c|Ising = 2/ log(1+

√
2) ≈ 2.27

[46] (see Fig. 2a). For the correlation length critical ex-
ponents, we find ν = 1.04(10) (2D Ising universality).
Hence, one divergent length scale for percolation and
Ising spins fixes ν. This is consistent with previous stud-
ies, where the exponent ν of the confinement length [47]
and wrapping probabilities [48] was found to be of Ising
universality. For the percolation strength critical expo-
nent, we find β = 0.58(10). We are unaware of a direct
relation of the percolation strength critical exponent β to
the 2D Ising critical exponent. The percolation probabil-
ity can also serve as an order parameter but it is impos-
sible to extract a corresponding β since the percolation
probability jumps from zero to one in the thermodynamic
limit (TDL).

(ii) We numerically find no thermal deconfinement
transition, i.e. the presence of matter prevents the for-
mation of a percolating string cluster and is thus always
confined in the TDL, see [40] Sec. II A. To unravel this
behavior analytically, we study the grand-canonical ver-
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FIG. 3. Fradkin-Shenker phase diagram. We show
that percolation identifies the same phase boundaries for the
Fradkin-Shenker phase diagram of the extended toric code
(µ = J = 1) [6, 49] on the square lattice, see Hamiltonian (8):
in the deconfined phase (red) electric strings percolate while
the percolation strength vanishes in the confined phase (blue).
The confinement transition is continuous (solid lines) while
there is a first-order line (dashed line) extending into the con-
fined phase [49].

sion of Hamiltonian (2),

Ĥgc = −h
∑
l

τ̂xl − µ
∑
j

n̂j

= −h
∑
l

τ̂xl − µ
∑
j

1

2

(
1−

∏
l∈+j

τ̂xl

)
, (3)

where we used the Gauss law constraint Ĝj = +1,
Eq. (1), to express n̂j by τ̂xl in the second line. The
chemical potential µ serves as a Lagrange multiplier for
the matter density. Eq. (3) is a generalized Ising model
with four-spin interactions ∝ µ.
At µ = 0, the electric fields are completely independent

resembling standard Bernoulli bond percolation. The
corresponding probability p for a given bond to host a
string (i.e. τ̂xl = −1) is

p = e−βh/[2 cosh(βh)] (4)

with β = 1/T , from independent thermal distributions
at each bond. Hence, 0 ≤ p < 1/2 for µ = 0, which we
find to correspond to average matter densities

d =
1

2

[
1− (2p− 1)z

]
(5)

for a lattice with even coordination number z. Im-
portantly, all values of p remain below the Bernoulli
percolation threshold pc,sq = 0.5 on the square lattice
[41, 50]. Hence, for µ = 0 (corresponding to d = 1/2
for T/h → ∞) we analytically proved that the presence
of matter prohibits percolation, i.e. there is no finite-T
percolation phase transition, see Fig. 2a. Notably, the
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percolation threshold is reached when T/h → ∞, indi-
cating a deconfined, critically percolating state at infinite
temperature.

Conversely, the percolation threshold for the cubic
lattice is pc,cu = 0.247(5) [41], implying that a ther-
mal deconfinement phase transition at finite T can ex-
ist at any matter density d since p → 1/2 for T → ∞.
We simulate the periodic cubic lattice with system sizes
L3 = 103, 123, 143 and show the phase diagram in Fig. 2b.
As expected, and in contrast to the square lattice, the de-
confined phase persists for arbitrary matter density and
sufficiently high temperatures.

Quantum Z2 LGT: extended toric code.—We start
with a generalization of Hamiltonian (3) by adding mag-
netic fluctuations ∝ J and dynamical matter ∝ λ:

ĤqLGT =− µ
∑
j

n̂j − h
∑
l

τ̂xl − J
∑
□

∏
l∈□

τ̂zl

− λ
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(â†i + âi) τ̂
z
l (â†j + âj). (6)

This quantum Hamiltonian fulfills [ĤqLGT, Ĝj ] = 0 and
is thus a Z2 LGT. To study this Hamiltonian with QMC,
we restrict ourselves to the gauge sector gj = +1. We
integrate out the matter fields and write

n̂j =
1

2

(
1−

∏
l∈+j

τ̂xl

)
. (7)

I.e. the configuration {τ̂xl } uniquely determines the state
of the hard-core matter. Using Eq. (7) in Hamiltonian (6)
yields

ĤeTC =− µ
∑
+

∏
l∈+

τ̂xl − J
∑
□

∏
l∈□

τ̂zl

− h
∑
l

τ̂xl − λ
∑
l

τ̂zl , (8)

exactly and without local constraints. This is the ex-
tended toric code where in LGT language, h acts as a con-
fining potential and λ can be viewed as a gauge-breaking
perturbation in the pure gauge theory. This model was
originally studied by Fradkin and Shenker [6], featuring a
T = 0 phase diagram with a deconfined topological phase
for small fields and a confined phase for large fields h, λ
[6, 49], see Fig. 3. Fradkin and Shenker [6] proved that
the confined (h ≫ 1) and Higgs phase (λ ≫ 1) are adia-
batically connected and thus identical. In the following,
we fix µ = J = 1.
In order to study percolation in the quantum Z2 LGT,

we adapt the continuous-time QMC algorithm from
Wu et al. [49] to the τ̂x-basis to extract snapshots of
strings and set T = 1/L to gain insights into the ground
state phase diagram. Our analysis of such data leads us
to the main result of this Letter: we conjecture that con-
finement in the quantum Z2 LGT with dynamical matter
can be directly probed through percolation of Z2 electric
strings.
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FIG. 4. QMC results of the extended toric code. We
show results for the POPs in the square lattice toric code
Hamiltonian (8) at T = 1/L. In panel (a), we present a
crossing-point analysis of the percolation strength Binder cu-
mulant UP above the self-duality line at λ = 0.3, i.e. at non-
zero charge density. The critical electric field hc = 0.335(2)
is in very good agreement with previous studies of the ex-
tended toric code [49]. In panel (b), we present the perco-
lation probability Π(λ) for different system sizes at h = 0.2.
At large couplings λ, we observe a clear decrease in Π with
higher system sizes, and we conjecture that in the confined
phase Π approaches zero in the TDL.

The extended toric code features a self-duality (h↔ λ)
and the pure gauge model (λ = 0) can be mapped to
the 2D transverse-field Ising model on the dual lattice
[2, 4, 40] where the quantum critical point is in the 3D
Ising universality class. Above the self-duality line, i.e.
h > λ, we find that the POPs reproduce the well-known
phase transition from a deconfined (percolating) regime
to a confined (non-percolating) phase for the entire phase
boundary. We perform a finite-size scaling analysis to ex-
tract the critical temperature and the critical exponents.
We illustrate a crossing-point analysis of the percolation
strength Binder cumulant at λ = 0.3 in Fig. 4a. The cor-
relation length critical exponent ν = 0.65(27) matches
the 3D Ising universality class. This is akin to the phe-
nomenology we found for the classical Z2 LGT above.
For the percolation strength critical exponent we find
β = 0.05(4). We were unable to provide a good esti-
mate of the Fredenhagen-Marcu order parameter in the
confined phase for h > λ due to high noise in the data.

Below the self-duality line, i.e. h < λ, the τ̂x-basis is
numerically less efficient in sampling snapshots than the
τ̂z-basis (since spins tend to be more aligned in the τ̂z-
basis), however, we still find a percolation transition in
the τ̂x-basis in this regime. From self-duality, we know
that the physical phase transition is at λc ≈ 0.335. For
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h = 0.2, we find Binder cumulant crossing points at
λ ≈ 0.4 that shift toward lower λ for increasing system
size. We argue that this behavior is a finite-size effect and
can be traced back to the finite-size gap, see [40] Sec. II B.
This view is supported by the decrease of the percolation
probability we observe with increasing system size, see
Fig. 4b, although it does not yet extrapolate to zero for
the simulated system sizes up to L2 = 302. For Bernoulli
percolation, Kolmogorov’s zero-one-law [51] restricts the
percolation probability to either zero or one in the TDL.
Even though the percolation of electric strings is corre-
lated, we conjecture that the percolation probability in
the confined phase approaches zero in the TDL. We are
also able to probe the transition with the Fredenhagen-
Marcu operator, see [40] Sec. II B.

At h = λ = 0.2 (deconfined, topological ground state),
we find a percolating phase at low but finite temperatures
and a non-percolating phase at higher temperatures. We
trace this back to the bulk gap, where due to exponential
suppression of thermal matter excitations the topological
ground state stays robust against a non-zero temperature
in finite-size systems, see [40] Sec. II B. At temperatures
well above the bulk gap, we observe a clear decrease in
the percolation strength with higher system sizes. We
conjecture that the percolation probability approaches
zero in the TDL for any T > 0. We were unable to
provide a good estimate of the Fredenhagen-Marcu order
parameter for finite temperatures due to high noise in the
data. In the literature, confinement at finite temperature
is also probed using Polyakov loops [52] or by explicitly
violating the gauge symmetry [53].

Our results for the quantum Z2 LGT can be inter-
preted by drawing connections with the classical Z2 LGT
studied above. On the pure gauge axis, without matter,
both support finite-T percolation transitions which can
be related to standard WWL. In the square lattice clas-
sical theory we find a complete breakdown of percolation
at any non-vanishing matter density and for any T : Like-
wise, percolation breaks down in the Higgs phase (large
λ) where Z2 charges accumulate and condense. In con-
trast, the T = 0 deconfined phase in the quantum theory
sustains percolation, because Z2 charges are gapped and
only appear virtually as correlated pairs in the ground
state. This picture changes once again when thermal

fluctuations are included: these lead to a non-zero den-
sity of thermally activated but free Z2-charged excita-
tions at any T > 0, where the classical theory explains
the breakdown of string percolation.

Discussion and outlook.—We have introduced new
POPs to probe the confinement of matter excitations in
Z2 LGTs. We have applied it to study a classical model
where we demonstrated the substantial influence of mat-
ter and the lattice geometry on the existence of a perco-
lating, i.e. deconfined, phase. Further, using snapshots
generated from continuous-time QMC, we demonstrated
that the phase boundaries of the square lattice Fradkin-
Shenker model, one of the textbook examples featuring
confinement and topological order, can be reproduced
by our POPs. The correlation length critical exponent
falls into the 3D Ising universality class. We also demon-
strated the potential of the POPs at finite temperature.
Another task, left for future research, will be to check for
a first-order percolation transition across the self-duality
line at the tip of the deconfined phase.

While we only discuss Z2 LGTs on the square and the
cubic lattice, we also envision future applications of the
POPs in other LGTs, where different interactions, lattice
geometries or higher symmetries can be realized. Perco-
lation was already used in the context of quantum error
correcting codes [54]. Since percolation can be directly
measured from snapshots in the electric field basis, the
order parameter is readily accessible to state-of-the-art
quantum simulators [13, 21–26], and extends the geomet-
ric perspective on confinement beyond one-dimensional
systems [55, 56].
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“Confinement in 1+1d Z2 lattice gauge theories at
finite temperature,” (2023), arXiv:2308.08592 [cond-
mat.quant-gas].

[57] M. Matsumoto and T. Nishimura, “Mersenne twister:
a 623-dimensionally equidistributed uniform pseudo-
random number generator,” ACM Trans. Model. Com-
put. Simul. 8, 3–30 (1998).

[58] S. Even, Graph Algorithms, 2nd ed., edited by G. Even
(Cambridge University Press, 2011).

[59] F. J. Wegner, “Duality in generalized ising models,”
(2014), arXiv:1411.5815 [hep-lat].

[60] M. S. L. du Croo de Jongh and J. M. J. van Leeuwen,
“Critical behavior of the two-dimensional ising model in
a transverse field: A density-matrix renormalization cal-
culation,” Phys. Rev. B 57, 8494–8500 (1998).
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I. CLASSICAL MONTE CARLO SAMPLING

Here we present the numerical details of the classical MC sampling and related algorithms used to obtain snapshots,
from which the observables for characterizing percolation are evaluated.

A. Canonical Monte Carlo Sampling

We simulate the classical Hamiltonian (2)

Ĥcan = −h
∑
l

τ̂xl

on the square and the cubic lattice. Since we consider a canonical ensemble, we fix the number of matter particles
N =

∑
j n̂j , with (−1)n̂j =

∏
l∈+j

τ̂xl , in the system and all chemical potential terms are irrelevant. The size of the

lattice determines the matter density resolution that can be achieved.
The MC simulations are implemented in C++ using the Boost C++ libraries. The lattice is represented by a graph.

To generate (pseudo-)random numbers, we use the Mersenne Twister [57]. For I/O operations, multiprocessing and
postprocessing, we use Python (NumPy, SciPy, Python multiprocessing, Matplotlib, h5py).

At the beginning of each simulation, we initialize the system in a state with the desired number of matter particles
that fulfills Gauss’s law. Matter particles can only be put into the system in pairs since Gauss’s law would otherwise
not be fulfilled. This is easily achieved by initializing matter in pairs connected by a string of length one (“dimers”).
We then start the thermalization by repeatedly applying MC updates to this state.

A naive way to perform an MC update would be to choose a random matter particle and try to move it to a
random nearest neighbor (NN) while flipping the electric field between the old site and the target site if the move
is accepted to account for Gauss’s law. If the target lattice site is already occupied, the move would be rejected
because of the hard-core constraint. Because choosing any matter particle and any NN is equally likely (disregarding
boundary effects), detailed balance would be trivially fulfilled. However, this approach becomes inefficient for large
matter density, as a random matter particle is unlikely to be movable to any NN (see Fig. S1a). Moreover, even if a
matter particle is movable, it may be only movable to one NN which makes it highly likely that the move is rejected
because of the randomness of the NNs in the trial probability distribution (TPD), see Eq. (S1). For this reason, the
naive approach is not suitable for studying systems with a high matter density.

A better approach takes into account 1) only movable matter particles (i.e. matter with at least one unoccupied
NN) and 2) only directions where no other matter particle is sitting. Hence, a move is never rejected because of the
hard-core constraint (although it may be rejected because of the acceptance probability). This approach is orders
of magnitude more efficient than the naive way, but it comes at the cost of a more complicated procedure to fulfill
detailed balance.

Firstly, the number of movable matter particles can change after a move (illustrated in Fig. S1a), which makes
the TPD asymmetric. Secondly, the number of empty NNs of one given matter particle can change when it moves
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FIG. S1. Ergodicity condition in canonical sampling. In panel (a) we plot exemplary Metropolis-Hastings updates of a
matter excitation m moving between states x and x′. The Boltzmann distribution P (x) and the transition rate W (x′, x) from
x to x′ must fulfill the detailed balance condition W (x′, x)P (x) = W (x, x′)P (x′) to represent a physical state in equilibrium.
Hence, the number of unoccupied NN of m and the total number of movable matter particles (marked in yellow) have to be
included in the acceptance probability (see Eq. (S2)). In panel (b), we illustrate the constraints introduced by Gauss’s law.
Adapted from [25].

(illustrated in Fig. S1a), which again makes the TPD asymmetric. Hence, we need the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm
and the simpler Metropolis algorithm is not suited.
Let us suppose we propose a move of a matter particle h from state x to x′. The TPD of this move is given by

T (x′ |x) = 1

#(movable matter atx)
× 1

#(NNs of matterh atx)
(S1)

while the TPD for a move from x′ to x is given by

T (x |x′) = 1

#(movable matter atx′)
× 1

#(NNs of matterh atx′)
.

Hence, the Metropolis-Hastings acceptance probability reads

A(x′, x) = min

(
1,
e−βE(x′)

e−βE(x)

T (x |x′)
T (x′ |x)

)
= min

(
1,
e−βE(x′)

e−βE(x)
× #(NNs of matterh atx)

#(NNs of matterh atx′)
× #(movable matter atx)

#(movable matter atx′)

)
. (S2)

For efficiency reasons, we store the “movability” of every matter particle and update this information after every
successful move update. Only matter particles in the neighborhood of the move update must get a movability check,
otherwise, there would be no point in storing the information altogether.

If we only used the move update, we would face two problems: 1) It does not work for the cases where we have no
matter or every lattice site is occupied by a matter particle (density d = 1), since in both cases no matter particle
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(a)

move update

(b)

plaquette update

border

FIG. S2. MC updates and percolation detection. In panel (a), we show the update procedures for the Metropolis-Hastings
sampling on the square lattice. A plaquette update flips all electric fields in a plaquette. In a move update, a matter particle
moves to an unoccupied lattice site and flips the electric field along its way. All updates conserve the number of matter particles
and Gauss’s law. In panel (b) we sketch the algorithm to detect percolation in x-direction (horizontal). The algorithm tries to
find a path that winds around the lattice while only traversing strings. In this example, the strings percolate. When crossing
the border, sites get assigned a higher/lower winding number, see Alg. 1. Adapted from [25].

is movable, and 2) it can be slow for high temperatures since only one string is created (or removed) for every
successful MC update. For this reason, we introduce plaquette updates (see Fig. S2a), which flip all electric fields in
an elementary plaquette. Plaquette updates can create strings up to the length of the plaquette and thus speed up
the simulations for high temperatures, where higher excited states with more strings are more likely. In the TPD,
every elementary plaquette is equally likely to be tried. Hence, we have a symmetric TPD and Metropolis sampling is
sufficient. In every MC update, there is a 50% chance to propose either a plaquette update or a move update (except
at zero or maximal matter density, where we only use plaquette updates).

We thermalize the system with 100×L2 MC updates and perform 2×L2 MC updates between samples, see Fig. S3.
We confirmed that the system is thermalized and the autocorrelation is low enough for every simulated parameter
set. We take the autocorrelation between snapshots into account for every error bar.

For each sample, we measure the percolation probability, the percolation strength, the largest string cluster and
the total number of strings in the system. For the case where we put only two matter particles into the system, we
additionally measure the distance between those two matter particles.

The algorithm to measure the percolation probability/strength in a system with periodic boundaries is presented
in Alg. 1. The algorithm tries to find a path that winds around the system in at least one dimension, i.e. one can
traverse the strings only visiting every string once and come back to the orginal lattice site while winding around
the system at least once. In more technical terms, the algorithm starts a depth-first search from lattice sites in the
starting point list S while only traversing links that are strings. We assign a winding number to every vertex which
changes when crossing over a cut through the system (in one dimension). When vertices with two distinct winding
numbers (e.g. 0 and 1) “meet”, the system is percolating in this specific dimension, since the path connecting the
two vertices winds around the system and was thus assigned a different winding number. In the case of two or more
dimensions, the percolation search is repeated for every dimension. The system is percolating when it is percolating
in at least one dimension.

We use periodic systems only because the conventional percolation definition for open boundaries has an error
that scales as O(1/L) in comparison to this definition where the error scales as O(1/L2). This greatly improves the
finite-size scaling.

Since the percolation search is repeated many times (a typical number of samples is ∼ 105) and we want to simulate
as large systems as possible, the algorithm must be designed efficiently. In principle, a new depth-first search (see
e.g. [58]) is performed for every starting point. Thus, the complexity would be O(D × LD−1 × LD) since for every
dimension we have O(LD−1) starting points from which we would start a depth-first search with complexity O(LD).
In practice, we can heavily reduce the complexity by storing visited lattice sites. In case we visit such a lattice site,
the search stops. If we detect percolation, the search also stops.
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FIG. S3. MC thermalization & autocorrelation. We show results for MC simulations of Hamiltonian (2) for exactly two
matter excitations on the square lattice. In panel (a) we show the thermalization of the percolation probability (top) and the
MC weights averaged over 15 runs (bottom) at T/h = 2.5, i.e. slightly above the phase transition in the percolating phase.
For clarity reasons, we only show every 100th measurement. We have confirmed that in our simulations the system thermalizes
after 200×L2 steps for all T/h. In panel (b), we show the autocorrelation of the percolation probability at T/h = 2.27, i.e.
approximately at the phase transition. We plot the average over 15 runs with 104 samples, respectively. Between each sample,
we perform 2×L2 steps. We find only small autocorrelation between samples.

For measuring the largest string cluster, we use a built-in function of the Boost C++ library that clusters the graph
into its connected components only considering strings based on a depth-first search approach.

B. Grand Canonical Monte Carlo Sampling

We simulate the classical Hamiltonian (3)

Ĥgc = −h
∑
l

τ̂xl − µ
∑
j

n̂j

on the square and the cubic lattice. Since we are in a grand canonical ensemble, we fix the chemical potential µ in the
system. The size of the lattice determines the matter density resolution that can be achieved by tuning the chemical
potential.

Since we fix the gauge sector to gj = +1 and we only consider hard-core bosons, we can rewrite n̂j in terms of
electric fields τ̂x⟨i,j⟩. For hard-core bosons, we have

n̂j =
1

2

(
1− (−1)n̂j

)
. (S3)

Plugging in Gauss’s law yields

n̂j =
1

2

(
1−

∏
l∈+j

τ̂xl

)
. (S4)

Finally, the grand canonical Hamiltonian reads

Ĥgc = −h
∑
l

τ̂xl − µ
∑
j

1

2

(
1−

∏
l∈+j

τ̂xl

)
. (S5)

To compare canonical results with matter particle number N to grand canonical results, we have to tune µ and β
such that

N =
∑
j

1

2

(
1−

〈 ∏
l∈+j

τ̂xl

〉)
. (S6)
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Algorithm 1 Percolation detection (x-direction).

Input: Graph representation of lattice with adjacency list Adj, starting point list S, x-coordinate list x, x-value xcut which
separates the system

Output: Percolation boolean (true ≡ percolating; false ≡ non-percolating)
1: function IsPercolating(Adj, S,E)
2: discovered← {false} ▷ No vertex is discovered in the beginning
3: for vs ∈ S do
4: winding number storage← {INT MAX}
5: v stack← {}
6: winding number stack← {}
7: top← 0
8: v stack[top]← vs ▷ Starting point of search
9: winding number stack[top]← 0

10: while top ≥ 0 do
11: vtop ← v stack[top]
12: wtop ← winding number stack[top]
13: top← top− 1
14: if discovered[vtop] = true then
15: Continue with next iteration ▷ Abandon search
16: end if
17: discovered[vtop]← true
18: winding number storage[vtop]← wtop

19: for vn ∈ Adj[vtop] do
20: if string between vtop and vn then
21: wnew ← wtop

22: if x[vn] > xcut and x[vtop] = xcut then
23: wnew ← wtop + 1
24: else if x[vtop] > xcut and x[vn] = xcut then
25: wnew ← wtop − 1
26: end if
27: if discovered[vn] = false then
28: top← top + 1
29: v stack[top]← vn
30: winding number stack[top]← wnew

31: else if winding number storage[vn] ̸= wnew then
32: return true ▷ Algorithm has found percolating string
33: end if
34: end if
35: end for
36: end while
37: end for
38: return false ▷ Algorithm has not found percolating string
39: end function

Hamiltonian (S5) does only depend on the electric field configuration {τ̂xl } and is a generalized Ising model with
four-spin-interactions ∝ µ in a longitudinal magnetic field.

The procedure for an MC update is much simpler than in the canonical case. In the first update procedure (which
can change the number of matter particles), a random link is chosen and we propose a flip to that link. If the move is
accepted, the electric field on the link is flipped and the matter particle numbers at the neighboring lattice sites are
updated to satisfy Gauss’s law. As the canonical plaquette update does not change the number of matter particles, it
can be used here as well. Neither of the two updates has asymmetric TPDs and thus we can use Metropolis sampling.
In every MC update, there is a 50% chance to propose either a plaquette update or an electric field flip update.

We thermalize the system with 500 × L2 MC updates and perform 5 × L2 MC updates between samples. We
confirmed that the system is thermalized and the autocorrelation is low enough for every simulated parameter set.
We take the autocorrelation between snapshots into account for every error bar.

As in the canonical case, we measure the percolation probability, the percolation strength, the largest string cluster
and the total number of strings in the system for each sample. We use the same algorithms as in the canonical case.
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FIG. S4. Finite-density regime. We demonstrate the non-existence of thermal deconfinement at non-zero matter density.
In panel (a) we show results for Hamiltonian (2) at density d = 0.5. For increasing system size, the percolation probability Π
decreases in magnitude and the first non-zero shifts to higher temperatures T/h. In panel (b), we show results for Hamilto-
nian (3) at µ = 0. The error bars are too small to be visible. With increasing T/h, the probability p for a bond to host a string
approaches the percolation threshold pc,square = 0.5 from below confirming the exact result p = e−βh/2 cosh(βh). Because the
percolation threshold is only reached at T/h → ∞, non-zero percolation at µ = 0 in finite systems is only a finite-size effect
and there is no thermal deconfinement phase transition.

II. (QUANTUM) MONTE CARLO RESULTS

Here we provide supplementary results supporting the claims in the main part of the paper, and details on the
procedure used to extract the critical exponents.

A. Classical finite-density regime on the square lattice

We simulate Hamiltonian (2) at non-zero matter density d = 0.5 for L2 = 102, 202, 302, 402 and show the percolation
probability Π(T ) in Fig. S4a. While Π is non-zero at high temperatures for every simulated finite-size system, we
observe a decrease in Π with increasing system size.

At µ = 0, the electric fields are completely independent and the probability p for a bond to host a string is given
by p = e−βh/2 cosh(βh), i.e. the percolation threshold pc,square = 0.5 is never reached for finite temperatures. We
simulate Hamiltonian (3) at µ = 0 and show p(T/h) as a function of temperature T/h in Fig. S4b. p approaches 0.5
from below for T/h → ∞. Hence, we proved that a thermal deconfinement phase transition cannot exist for finite
T/h at µ = 0. We conjecture the absence of a phase transition for every non-zero matter density, as indicated by
our numerical simulations; we performed T-sweeps for d = 0.1, 0.2, ..., 1.0 and find the same qualitative behavior as
in Fig. S4a for all simulated densities.

B. Extended toric code QMC

We simulate Hamiltonian (8) on a periodic square lattice using an adaption of the continuous-time QMC algorithm
from Wu et al. [49]. Unless explicitly stated otherwise, we sample snapshots in the τ̂x-basis. We set µ = J = 1.
h-sweeps.— We set T = 1/L, λ = 0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 and L2 = 202, 252, 302. To extract the critical electric field hc and

the critical exponents ν (correlation length) and β (percolation strength P ) we first perform a crossing point analysis
of the percolation strength Binder cumulant

UP (h, L) =
⟨P 4(h, L)⟩
⟨P 2(h, L)⟩2

(S7)

to extract an estimate for hc. We obtain an estimate for ν by manually collapsing finite-size curves using the scaling
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FIG. S5. QMC finite-size scaling. We show results for the POPs in the square lattice toric code Hamiltonian (8). In
panel (a) we present the finite-size data collapse of the percolation strength P for λ = 0.2. The curves collapse into a well-
defined scaling function. In panel (b) we present the Fredenhagen-Marcu order parameter FM(λ,L = 30) – obtained from
QMC simulations in the τ̂z-basis – for h = 0.2, confirming the known phase boundary at λc ∼ 0.33. In panel (c), we present the
percolation strength Binder cumulant UP (λ) for different system sizes. We observe a shift in the crossing points toward lower
λ which is a clear sign of strong finite-size effects. We conjecture that the crossing points approach the known critical value
λc ∼ 0.33 in the TDL. In panel (d), we present the percolation probability Π(T ) for different system sizes. At temperatures
well above the bulk gap, we observe a clear decrease in Π with higher system sizes. For Bernoulli percolation, Kolmogorov’s
zero-one-law [51] restricts the percolation probability to either zero or one in the TDL. We conjecture that Π approaches zero
in the TDL for any T > 0.

ansatz

UP (h, L) = fUP

(
L1/ν(h− hc)

)
, (S8)

where f is the scaling function. Finally, β can be estimated by manually collapsing finite-size curves with the scaling
ansatz

P (h, L) = L−β/νfP
(
L1/ν(h− hc)

)
, (S9)

see Fig. S5a. Our estimates serve as the starting point for a reduced χ2 optimization which converged to the final
values hc = 0.3301(17), ν = 0.65(27) and β = 0.05(4) for λ = 0. The critical exponents are identical for different
λ up to statistical errors as expected. We were unable to provide a good estimate of the Fredenhagen-Marcu order
parameter in the confined phase for h > λ due to high noise in the data.
λ-sweep.— We set T = 1/L, h = 0.2 and L2 = 102, 202, 302. We find Binder cumulant crossing points around

λ ≈ 0.4 that shift toward lower λ with increasing system size, see Fig. S5c. The gap consists of the bulk gap ∆B

and the finite-size gap ∆L. Because of the self-duality, we know that the true phase transition where the gap closes
is at λc ∼ 0.33. However, in finite-size systems (i) the gap never completely closes and (ii) the finite-size ground
state can appear topological because of the finite-size gap. We conjecture that the true critical value of λc ∼ 0.33 is
reached in the TDL and the strong finite-size effects are caused by a large finite-size gap. In Fig. S5b, we show the
Fredenhagen-Marcu order parameter

FM =

∏
l∈C1/2

τ̂zl∏
l∈C τ̂

z
l

, (S10)

where C is a closed contour of links with length ∼ L at equal imaginary time and C1/2 contains half the links of C
and thus forms an open contour. FM was calculated using QMC snapshots in the τ̂z-basis and confirms the known
critical value λc ∼ 0.33.
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FIG. S6. Ising mapping of the pure gauge model. We illustrate the mapping of the pure gauge model Hamiltonian (S11)
to the TFIM on the dual lattice. In panel (a) we show two configurations of electric strings and the corresponding spin
configuration on the dual lattice. The electric strings form closed loops. The electric field on a link l depends on the dual
lattice link between i′ and j′ that intersects l. By flipping a spin on a dual lattice site j′, all electric fields in the surrounding
plaquette □j′ are flipped. A percolating string corresponds to a domain wall of spins since closed string loops necessarily have
spins of the same orientation along their perimeter. Due to Gauss’s law, the star term ∝ µ is constant, see panel (b). Adapted
from [59].

T -sweep.— We set h = λ = 0.2 and L2 = 102, 202, 302. We find a crossing-point in the percolation strength Binder
cumulant at T > 0 and a percolating phase extending into T > 0, see Fig. S5d. However, the topological order is
known to break down for T > 0. We trace this behavior back to the bulk gap ∆B. For T < ∆B the density of thermal
excitations is non-zero in the TDL, however, it is exponentially suppressed and thus not visible in finite-size systems.
After all, this is the reason why we can gain insights into the ground state using finite-T QMC schemes. While the
true ground state for T > 0 is not topological, it appears like the topological ground state at T = 0 in finite-size
systems. This reasoning is supported by the estimated order-of-magnitude of the bulk gap ∆B ≃ J at h = λ = 0.2
which matches the temperature scale below which we observe the percolating (deconfined) ground state features. We
were unable to provide a good estimate of the Fredenhagen-Marcu order parameter for finite temperatures due to
high noise in the data.

III. MAPPING THE PURE GAUGE THEORY TO THE 2D TRANSVERSE-FIELD ISING MODEL

Here we concisely motivate the mapping of the pure gauge extended toric code Hamiltonian (8), where λ = 0 (i.e.
without matter), to the 2D transverse-field Ising model (TFIM) [2]. The starting point is the pure gauge model

Ĥ =− µ
∑
+

∏
l∈+

τ̂xl − J
∑
□

∏
l∈□

τ̂zl − h
∑
l

τ̂xl . (S11)

Since we have no matter, the Z2 electric strings can only form closed loops. If we define Ising spins ŝz ∈ {±1} on
the dual lattice sites, a string loop on an elementary plaquette can be thought of as one spin with ŝz = +1 in a
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background of spins with ŝz = −1. The operator ŝx flips the spin ŝz in the dual lattice and thus the electric fields
on the surrounding plaquette in the LGT: it creates/destroys string loops. This intuition can be formalized with the
definition of the dual-lattice site variables:

ŝzi′ ŝ
z
j′ = τ̂xl(i′,j′), (S12)

ŝxj′ =
∏

l∈□j′

τ̂zl , (S13)

where l(i′, j′) is the link that intersects with the dual link between dual lattice sites i′, j′ and □j′ is the plaquette of
links surrounding the dual lattice site j′, see Fig. S6a. Plugging into Hamiltonian (S11) yields the TFIM:

Ĥ′
TFIM = −h

∑
⟨i′,j′⟩

ŝzi′ ŝ
z
j′ − J

∑
i′

ŝxi′ . (S14)

The star term ∝ µ vanishes due to Gauss’s law, see Fig. S6b. The square lattice TFIM has a quantum critical point at
(h/J)c ≈ 1/3.044 ≈ 0.33 [60, 61] (3D Ising universality) and a critical temperature (T/h)c = 2/ log(1+

√
2) ≈ 2.27 [46]

(2D Ising universality). We identify the (non-)percolating phase of the extended toric code with the unmagnetized
(magnetized) phase of the TFIM. Percolating strings in the deconfined phase correspond to domain walls in the
paramagnetic phase in the dual TFIM since closed string loops necessarily have spins of the same orientation along
their perimeter.


	Percolation as a confinement order parameter in Z2 lattice gauge theories
	Abstract
	References

	Supplemental Material: Percolation as a confinement order parameter in Z2 lattice gauge theories
	Classical Monte Carlo sampling
	Canonical Monte Carlo Sampling
	Grand Canonical Monte Carlo Sampling

	(Quantum) Monte Carlo results
	Classical finite-density regime on the square lattice
	Extended toric code QMC

	Mapping the pure gauge theory to the 2D transverse-field Ising model


