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Magic state distillation (MSD) is an essential element for universal fault-tolerant quantum com-
puting, which distills a high fidelity magic state from noisy magic states using ideal (error-corrected)
Clifford operations. For ideal Clifford operations, it needs to be performed on the logical qubits and
hence takes a large spatiotemporal overhead, which is one of the major bottlenecks for the realiza-
tion of fault-tolerant quantum computers (FTQC). Here we propose zero-level distillation, which
prepares a high fidelity logical magic state using physical qubits on a square lattice using nearest-
neighbor two-qubit gates without using multiple logical qubits. The key idea behind is using the
Steane code to distill a logical magic state by using noisy Clifford gates with error detection. Then
the Steane code state is teleported or converted to the surface codes. By carefully designing such
circuits fault-tolerantly, the error rate of the logical magic state scales ∼ 100 × p2 in terms of the
physical error rate p. For example, with a physical error rate of p = 10−4 (10−3), the logical error
rate is reduced to pL = 10−6 (10−4), resulting in an improvement of two (one) orders of magnitude.
This contributes to reducing both space and time overhead for early FTQC as well as full-fledged
FTQC combined with conventional multi-level distillation protocols.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum computers are expected to provide advan-
tages in solving problems that are intractable for classi-
cal computers such as prime factorization [1], linear sys-
tem solver [2], and quantum chemistry [3]. Significant
experimental efforts have been dedicated to the realiza-
tion of quantum computers based on various physical
systems. Among these, the superconducting system is
one of the most promising candidates, and systems with
50-100 qubits have already been experimentally demon-
strated [4, 5]. These quantum computers are called
noisy intermediate-scale quantum computers (NISQ) [6],
whose noise level is still high and the number of qubits
is still limited, are currently unable to run sophisticated
quantum algorithms with theoretically proven quantum
speedup. Although NISQ-aware algorithms are being de-
veloped [7], an ultimate solution to these problems is
to protect quantum information by quantum error cor-
rection [8] to realize a fault-tolerant quantum computer
(FTQC) [9].

The surface codes [10, 11] are one of the most promis-
ing approaches for a fault-tolerant quantum computer
using superconducting qubits, since they can be imple-
mented on a two-dimensional square lattice and have high
noise resilience [12, 13]. In FTQC whole computation has
to be performed fault-tolerantly, with quantum informa-
tion encoded in the logical qubits. While Clifford gates
are relatively easy to do so, non-Clifford gates, such as the
T gate, are hard to execute fault-tolerantly [14]. There-
fore, magic state distillation (MSD) [15] is employed to
prepare a high fidelity magic state T |+⟩ from noisy ones,

which is hence used to implement the T gate via gate
teleportation [16].

While MSD is a crucial operation for achieving univer-
sal quantum computation, it requires a large number of
qubits, which is an obstacle to the realization of FTQC
[17]. This is because in most MSD protocols distillation
is performed by using logical qubits with concatenating
QEC codes which have the transversality of theH gate or
T gate. In order to mitigate this, a physical level distilla-
tion protocol has been proposed with error detection [18].
While this approach has great potential to reduce the
physical overhead, it has not been used for resource es-
timation because of the lack of concrete implementation
on an architecture compatible with the surface codes.

In this work, we propose zero-level distillation to pre-
pare a high fidelity logical magic state using physical
qubits and nearest-neighbor two-qubit gates on a square
lattice. At first, a magic state is encoded into the Steane
code non-fault-tolerantly. Then such a noisy magic state
is verified by using the Hadamard test of the logical
H gate. The logical magic state is teleported into the
rotated or planar surface codes. In addition to the
teleportation-based approach, we also develop a fault-
tolerant code conversion from the Steane code to the sur-
face code, which allows us to save the number of qubits
further while the depth is increased.

Throughout these processes, the operations em-
ployed are single-qubit gates/measurements and nearest-
neighbor two-qubit gates. Furthermore, any single-point
error is detected by the syndrome measurements and
Hadamard test, and hence the logical error rate scales
O(p2) in the physical error rate p. Since we do not need
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QEC codes for fault-tolerant logical Clifford gates, the
spacial overhead is much smaller than the conventional
MSDs. For a performance analysis, we fully simulate
zero-level distillation circuits consisting of approximately
40 qubits reducing the number of qubits required for
simulation to 23 qubits. As a result, zero-level distil-
lation reduces the logical error rate of a magic state pL
to pL ≃ 100×p2 by only using 25 physical depths for the
rotated surface code (23 for the planar surface code) For
example, in the case of p = 10−4 (p = 10−3), the logi-
cal error rate results in pL = 10−6 (pL = 10−4), while
the success probability is fairly high, 70% (95%). In the
context of early-FTQC architecture [19], the zero-level
distillation facilitates a significant enhancement, increas-
ing the reliability of non-Clifford gate operations by an
order of magnitude of two, in contrast to a scenario with-
out MSD. In the context of full-fledged FTQC, zero-level
distillation combined with conventional multi-level distil-
lation [20] allows us to save the number of physical qubits
significantly to achieve a given accuracy by reducing the
number of levels.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec II,
we provide a preliminary explanation of the Steane code
and MSD. In Sec III, we provide a detailed description
of our proposal, zero-level distillation. In Sec IV, we
explain the protocol to convert the Steane code state to
the rotated surface code directly. In Sec V, we present
the outcomes of our numerical simulation. Then, Sec VI
is devoted to a conclusion.

II. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we preliminarily explain the Steane
code and MSD based on the transversality of the
Hadamard gate on it.

The Steane code is a [[7,1,3]] stabilizer code, which can
correct an arbitrary single-qubit Pauli error and detect
an arbitrary two-qubit Pauli error. Stabilizer generators
are defined by XIXIXIX,XXIIXXI,XIXXIXI,
ZIZIZIZ,ZZIIZZI, ZIZZIZI, each of them corre-
sponds to three colored faces in Fig. 1. On the Steane
code, all Clifford gates can be implemented transversally,
while non-Clifford gates such as the T gate cannot. How-
ever, by using the transversality of the HadamardH gate,
a special resource state, the so-called magic state can be
prepared fault-tolerantly as follows.

A magic state |A⟩ is defined by |A⟩ ≡ e−iπ
8 Y |+⟩, which

is an eigenstate of H. By using the transversality of H
gate and controlled-Hadamard gates Λ(H), we can im-
plement a Hadamard test of the logical Hadamard oper-
ator followed by decoding as shown in Fig. 2 [21, 22],
where the physical controlled-Hadamard gate Λ(H) is
constructed by A†Λ(X)A from the CNOT gate Λ(X) and
the non-Clifford gate A. Suppose that all Clifford gates
are ideal, and only non-Clifford gates are subject to er-
rors with a probability p, then the above Hadamard test
of the logical Hadamard operator and decoding process
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FIG. 1: The Steane code. A qubit is located at each
vertex. The red, blue, and green faces represent
stabilizers.

detects up to two errors and hence provides the magic
state with error rate O(p3). In order to realize ideal Clif-
ford gates, each qubit in Fig. 2 is further encoded into a
logical qubit, and error-corrected Clifford gates are used.
However, this approach costs a large amount of physical
qubits and operations due to the concatenation of two
QEC codes.
A lower-cost distillation method with flag qubits has

been proposed by Goto [18]. This protocol works with
noisy Clifford gates by carefully designing the circuit us-
ing flag qubits so that any single point of error introduced
by the Clifford gates never ruins the distillation. Since
this approach does not require logical qubits for the Clif-
ford gates, it has the potential to significantly reduce the
number of qubits required for MSD. However, the original
proposal in Ref. [18] is based on the Steane code and all-
to-all gate connectivity, which makes it difficult to apply
for FTQC with the surface code on a nearest-neighbor
architecture.

encoding Hadamard test decoding

FIG. 2: MSD circuits based on transversality of the H
gate. The encoding circuit creates a logical magic state
encoded with the Steane code. The Hadamard test
distills the magic state by measuring H⊗7. The
decoding circuit is based on the one-bit teleportation.

III. ZERO-LEVEL DISTILLATION

In order to reduce the overhead for magic state distil-
lation, we propose zero-level distillation, which is a pro-
tocol to prepare a logical magic state on the surface code
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FIG. 3: (Left) The zero-level distillation circuit. (Right) The detailed circuits for encoding of noisy magic state,
preparation of cat state, and distillation are shown. The circuit in the blue box encodes a magic state encoded with
the Steane code non-fault-tolerantly. The circuit in the red box prepares a cat state. The circuit in the green box is
the distillation circuit utilizing the Hadamard test.

without using multiple logical qubits. We perform phys-
ical level distillation using the Steane code by carefully
designing the distillation circuit fault-tolerantly with a
smaller number of physical qubits and nearest-neighbor
two-qubit gates on the square lattice. Then, the logical
magic state is teleported from the Steane code to the sur-
face code, which can be viewed as lattice surgery between
color and surface codes [23]. (In the next section, we will
also provide another approach based on a code conver-
sion from the Steane code to the surface code without
teleportation.) This combination of two QEC codes al-
lows us to prepare the logical magic state using a smaller
number of physical qubits with high fidelity on the square
lattice as seen below in detail.

Zero-level distillation consists of three key processes,
non-fault-tolerant magic state encoding, post-selection
with the Hadamard test, and teleportation-based injec-
tion with lattice surgery. The detailed steps are as follows
(see schematic circuit diagram in Fig. 3):

(i) Encode a magic state in the Steane code non-fault-
tolerantly. In parallel, a 7-qubit cat state is also
prepared.

(ii) Execute distillation by the Hadamard test using the
cat state. If the parity of the measurement outcome
is even, the output state is accepted. In parallel,
encode |+⟩L with the rotated surface code.

(iii) Merge and split the magic state and |+⟩L, and per-
form the projection by the logical ZZ operator via
the lattice surgery.

(iv) Measure the Z-stabilizers on the Steane code and
the surface code.

(v) Measure qubits on the Steane code directly in X-
basis to complete teleportation.

Fig. 3 shows the circuit for encoding noisy logical magic
state and preparation of the cat state corresponding to
step (i). The blue box in Fig. 3 shows the circuit for en-
coding a magic state non-fault-tolerantly with the Steane
code. As shown in Fig. 4, the circuit can be constructed
by using nearest-neighbor two-qubit gates on the square
lattice. The red box in Fig. 3 shows the circuit for en-
coding a cat-state. While in the existing work [18] magic
state distillation is executed using two ancilla qubits, the
7-qubit cat state is suitable in our situation where the
qubit connectivity is very limited. Therefore, we use a 7-
qubit cat state 1√

2
(|0⟩⊗7

+ |1⟩⊗7
) as ancilla qubits. This

allows data and ancilla qubits to be adjacent on a square
lattice as shown in Fig. 4 and 5.

In step (ii), the Hadamrd test for the logical Hadamard
gate is performed by using the cat state. The green box
in Fig. 3 shows the distillation circuit with the Hadamard
test, where the controlled-Hadamard gate Λ(H) is imple-
mented as A†Λ(X)A. Fig. 6 (right) shows the details of
the arrangement of qubits during distillation. Since data
and ancilla qubits are located side by side, CNOT gates
can be applied between them directly. After the logical
controlled-Hadamard gate, the ancilla qubits from 7 to
13 in Fig. 3 are measured in the X basis. If the parity
of the measurement outcomes is odd indicating any er-
ror, the distillation process is rejected. Otherwise, the
output is accepted and proceeds to the next step. Then
some qubits are moved for the lattice surgery as shown in
Fig. 7(b). In parallel, the |+⟩L state is encoded with the
rotated surface code by preparing |+⟩ states and measur-
ing the Z-stabilizers as shown in Fig. 7(a).
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FIG. 4: Qubits arrangement during encoding a magic state. Each dot represents a qubit. The blue dots and
numbers correspond to the locations of the qubits shown in Fig. 3. The light blue arrows indicate the transfer of
qubits using one-bit teleportations. The blue lines indicate the application of CNOT gates.
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FIG. 5: Qubits arrangement during encoding a cat state. Each dot represents a qubit. The orange dots and
numbers correspond to the locations of the qubits in Fig. 3. The yellow arrows indicate the transfer of qubits using
one-bitteleportations. The red lines indicate the application of CNOT gates.
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FIG. 6: Qubits arrangement during the Hadamard test.
The blue and orange dots and numbers indicate the
locations of the qubits shown in Fig. 3. A magic state is
encoded in the blue qubits and a cat state is encoded in
the orange qubits. The green lines indicate the CNOT
gates.

In step (iii), Steane and rotated surface codes are
merged as shown in Fig. 7(c) and then split via the lat-
tice surgery. This results in projection with respect to
LSteane
Z ⊗ LSurface

Z since its eigenvalue can be obtained
from the product of Z-type operators at the boundary
shown by the purple area of Fig. 7(c). During the lattice
surgery, it is necessary to measure the Z-stabilizers twice
to detect measurement errors. If the measurement out-
comes differ, such an event is rejected, and the protocol
must be restarted from the beginning.

In step (iv), Z-stabilizers on the Steane code and the
rotated surface code are measured. Fig. 8 illustrates the
syndrome measurement circuits for the Steane code [24],
where the ancilla qubits in Fig. 8 are represented by red,
blue, or green dots in Fig. 7(d). The measurements de-
tect two-qubit errors introduced during merging, as well
as errors during magic state encoding or |+⟩L state en-
coding.

In step (v), each qubit in the Steane code is measured
directly in the X basis to obtain the eigenvalue of the
X-stabilizers and logical operators as shown in Fig. 7(d).
Note that these eigenvalues should be interpreted appro-
priately according to the measurement outcome of the
X-stabilizer at the boundary for splitting as usually done
in the lattice surgery. This completes the teleportation
of the distilled magic state on the Steane code to the
rotated surface code. As usual, the Pauli frame of the
logical qubit is updated according to the measurement
outcome. Throughout all operations from the beginning,
25 physical depths are used. While we have demonstrated
the proposed protocol for the rotated surface code, the
planar surface code version is also shown in Appendix A.

IV. DIRECT CODE CONVERSION FROM
STEANE TO SURFACE CODES

Here we present another protocol to prepare the logi-
cal magic state on the rotated surface code by convert-
ing the Steane code state to the rotated surface code
directly without teleportation. This approach does not
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FIG. 7: Qubits arrangement and measurements during
teleportation from the Steane code to the rotated
surface code. The white dots and numbers indicate the
locations of the qubits shown in Fig. 3, where the
distilled magic state is encoded in the white qubits. The
light blue arrows indicate the transfer of qubits using
teleportation. The red, blue and green faces indicate
the stabilizers of the Steane code, and the orange and
yellow faces indicate the stabilizers of the rotated
surface code. The purple faces indicate the Z-stabilizers
for lattice surgery. The red, blue, and green dots are
the ancilla qubits for the stabilizer measurements. The
gray lines indicate logical operators of the Steane code.
The purple box and the gray box indicate logical
operators of the rotated surface code.

FIG. 8: The syndrome measurement circuits for the
Steane code use three ancilla qubits (left) and two
ancilla qubits (right), which correspond to red and
blue/green in Fig. 7(d).
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FIG. 9: Qubits arrangement and measurements during conversion from the Steane code to the rotated surface code.
The blue and orange dots and numbers correspond to the locations of the qubits shown in Fig. 3. The blue arrows
indicate the transfer of qubits using one-bit teleportations. The red, blue,and green faces indicate the stabilizers of
the Steane code, and the orange and yellow faces indicate the stabilizers of the rotated surface code. The red, blue,
and green dots are the ancilla qubits for the stabilizer measurements of the Steane code.

require the generation of two logical states and hence con-
sumes fewer qubits compared to the teleportation-based
approach above. As a drawback, the circuit depth is in-
creased to 42, which is approximately twice as long as the
teleportation-based approach. As a result, the logical er-
ror rate is worse than that of the teleportation method
due to the strong influence of idling noise.

First, as shown in Fig. 9(a), a magic state is encoded
as described in Sec III. After that, as shown in Fig. 9
(b)–(l), we perform one-bit teleportations to move the
qubits appropriately and stabilizer measurements to de-
tect errors, and to form the stabilizer operators for the
rotated surface codes. Specifically, Fig. 9(c)–(e) show Z,
X, Z-stabilizer measurements respectively. If the syn-
drome values are odd in these three stabilizer measure-
ments, the distillation process must be restarted from the
beginning.

Next, we deform the Steane code to a 6-qubit code of
distance two while keeping the logical state and fault-

tolerance. As shown in As shown in Fig. 9(f), qubit
6 is measured directly in the X-basis. The 6-qubits
code consists of two X and Z weight-four stabilizers
and one weight-three X stabilizer originating from the
Steane code as shown in Fig. 9(g). Similar to the Steane
code, the logical Z operator is composed of three qubits,
Z1Z3Z5. On the other hand, the logical X operator is
composed of two qubits, X1X4. In Fig. 9(h), certain
qubits are prepared in the |+⟩ states, which are used to
form an X stabilizer of the rotated surface code later.
Finally, the 6-qubit code is deformed to the rotated

surface code by measuring appropriate stabilizers with
obtaining the syndrome values inherited from the Steane
code as follows. In Fig. 9(i), two Z-type operators are
measured; one is for the stabilizer for the rotated sur-
face code and the other is to convert the X-type stabi-
lizer of the Steane code (red face) into X stabilizers of
the rotated surface code. The measurement outcomes of
these two Z-type operators have to coincide since they
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are linked by the blue and green stabilizers of the Steane
code. Therefore, if the measurement outcomes disagree
indicating any error, and hence the distillation process is
rejected. Similarly, in Fig. 9(j), two X-type operators are
measured to form theX stabilizers for the rotated surface
code. If their measurement outcomes do not coincide,
the distillation process is rejected. This measurement re-
moves the Z stabilizer on the blue face, and only the X
stabilizer is left (colored yellow). In Fig. 9(k), the X-
stabilizers are measured to be formed, which is repeated
twice to detect measurement errors. In Fig. 9(l) two Z-
stabilizer stabilizers are measured and formed, which are
repeated twice to detect measurement errors. This mea-
surement removes the X stabilizer on the green face, and
only the Z stabilizer is left (colored orange). This com-
pletes the code conversion and the magic state is now en-
coded in the rotated surface code. 42 physical depths are
used to complete the code conversion including the magic
state distillation part on the Steane code. Throughout
this process, the Pauli frame should be updated based on
the measurement outcomes as usual.

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

We perform numerical simulation to verify zero-level
distillation works fault-tolerantly and to estimate the log-
ical error rate and success probability. Specifically, since
our protocol includes non-Clifford gates, we employ a full
vector simulation using Qulacs [25]. While the original
circuits require about 40 qubits for the rotated surface
code (50 for the planar surface code), we perform numer-
ical simulations using only about 20 qubits by reusing
the ancilla qubits without changing the structure of the
original circuit [26]. In the case of the code conversion,
15 qubits are enough to simulate.

Regarding the noise model, each single-qubit and two-
qubit gates are followed by single-qubit and two-qubit de-
polarizing noise with a probability p, respectively, where
an idling process is also regarded as an identity gate and
hence is followed by noise. In order to estimate the logi-
cal error rate pL, the obtained magic state on the rotated
surface code is virtually projected to the code space, and
fidelity between the ideal magic state is calculated. If
fidelity is not a unit, we count it as a logical error. The
reason why we project the state to the ideal code space
is to estimate the logical error rate by excluding poten-
tially detectable errors. These detectable errors can be
post-selected in the further process in the leading order
by sacrificing a small amount of success probability.

The logical error rate pL is estimated for various phys-
ical error rates p, where the numbers of samples are cho-
sen to be 106 to 107. The resultant logical error rate is
shown in Fig. 10 for the cases of teleportation-based ap-
proaches for the planar (red) and rotated (blue) surface
codes, and the code conversion approach (purple). We
can see that the logical error rate scales like pL = a× p2

and the coefficient is 93.4 for the planar surface code and

106 for the rotated surface code. In the case of the code
conversion, the coefficient is given by 199. Compared to
the rotated surface code, the planar surface code has a
slightly lower logical error rate due to less shuttling of
qubits. The intersection of pL ≃ 100p2 and pL = p is lo-
cated around p = 10−2, which indicates that the logical
error rate is improved by one order of magnitude at the
times of p = 10−3 and by two orders of magnitude at the
times of p = 10−4. Compared to the teleportation-based
approach, the code conversion provides a slightly higher
logical error rate because of its large circuit depth.
The success probabilities of distillation are plotted

as functions of the physical error rate p in Fig. 11 for
the teleportation-based approaches of the planar surface
code (red) and the rotated surface code (blue), and the
code conversion (purple). The success rate is 70% when
p = 10−3 and 95% when p = 10−4, indicating that dis-
tillation succeeds with a high probability. Compared to
the planar surface code, the rotated surface code has a
slightly higher success probability since it uses less num-
ber of physical qubits. The success probability of the
code conversion is almost the same as that of the planar
surface code since it uses fewer number of physical qubits
and gates.
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FIG. 10: The logical error rate pL is plotted as a
function of the physical error rate p for the
teleportation-based approaches of the planar (red circle)
and rotated (blue cross) surface code, and the code
conversion (purple square). The red solid, blue dashed,
and purple dotted lines are fitting with ap2. The green
dash-dotted line indicates pL = p.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We proposed zero-level distillation, which efficiently
distills and prepares logical magic state encoded on the
surface codes without using multiple logical qubits. All
operations required can be implemented on the square
lattice connectivity and the number of required physical
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approaches of the planar (red circle) and rotated (blue
cross) surface code, and the code conversion (purple
square).

qubits is substantially reduced and spatial overhead for
one or two logical patches is enough.

According to the numerical simulation, zero-level dis-
tillation with teleportation successfully reduces the logi-
cal error rate pL of a logical magic state to pL = 100×p2.
For example, when p = 10−3 and pL = 10−4, the logical
error rates result in p = 10−4 and pL = 10−6, respec-
tively indicating one and two orders of magnitude im-
provement. The success probability is reasonably high
even when p = 10−3. The depth of the zero-level distil-
lation circuit is only 25, and hence it is compatible with
the conventional multi-level distillation routines [20]. In
addition, we also developed zero-level distillation based
on the code conversion to further reduce the number of
physical qubits employed.

Let us discuss how the proposed zero-level distilla-
tion has an impact when it is combined with further
multi-level distillation. By changing the rotation axis,
we can distill |T ⟩ magic states with zero-level distilla-
tion. Such magic states can be used as level-1 magic
states of multi-level distillation protocols generating |T ⟩
magic states. For example, with p = 10−4, zero-level
distillation reduces the spatiotemporal overhead of two-
level 15-to-1 distillation protocols in Ref. [20] achieving
pL = 1.5 × 10−15 by more than 50%. A detailed anal-
ysis should be presented in future work. In addition to
the non-Clifford gates, by using the transversality of S
gate in the Steane code, we can also apply our protocol
for preparing logical Y eigenstate reliably on the surface
code, which could reduce the overhead for the logical S
gate for the surface codes.
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Appendix A: Zero-level distillation for the planar
surface code

The magic state distilled on the Steane code can also
be teleported to the planar surface code as well as the ro-
tated surface code. In this case, the |+⟩L state encoded
with the planar surface code and |+⟩ ancilla physical
qubits are prepared in parallel with the Hadamard test as
shown in Fig. 12(a). After the Hadamard test, some data
qubits are moved as shown in Fig. 12(b). Then, as shown
by the purple area of Fig. 12(c), LSteane

Z ⊗LSurface
Z is mea-

sured as a lattice surgery. During this lattice surgery,
the Z-stabilizers have to be measured twice to detect
measurement errors. As shown by the purple dots in
Fig. 12(d), ancilla qubits on the boundary are measured
in the X basis, which breaks the Z-stabilizers on the
boundary, and two code states are split.
As shown in Fig. 12(d), the Z stabilizers are measured

on both Steane and planar surface codes. Finally, the
qubits on the Steane code are directly measured in the
X basis to calculate the parities of X-stabilizers and log-
ical operators. Throughout all operations from the be-
ginning, 23 physical depths are used. Note that the Pauli
frame has to be updated appropriately throughout these
measurements as usual.
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FIG. 12: Qubits arrangement and measurements during teleportation from the Steane code to the planar surface
code. The white dots and numbers correspond to the locations of the qubits shown in Fig. 3, where the distilled
magic state is encoded in the white qubits. The light blue arrows indicate the transfer of qubits using one-bit
teleportations. The red, blue, and green faces indicate the stabilizers of the Steane code, and the orange and yellow
faces indicate the stabilizers of the planar surface code. The red, blue, and green dots are the ancilla qubits for the
stabilizer measurements of the Steane code. The purple faces indicate the Z-stabilizers at the boundary for the
lattice surgery. The gray lines indicate logical operators of the Steane code. The purple box and the gray box
indicate logical operators of the planar surface code.
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