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We propose a family of explicit geometrically local circuits realizing any abelian non-chiral topo-
logical phase as an actively error-corrected fault-tolerant memory. These circuits are constructed
from measuring 1-form symmetries in discrete fixed-point path integrals, which we express through
cellular cohomology and higher-order cup products. The specific path integral we use is the abelian
Dijkgraaf-Witten state sum on a 3-dimensional cellulation, which is a spacetime representation of
the twisted quantum double model. The resulting circuits are based on a syndrome extraction
circuit of the (qudit) stabilizer toric code, into which we insert non-Clifford phase gates that im-
plement the “twist”. The overhead compared to the toric code is moderate, in contrast to known
constructions for twisted abelian phases. The simplest non-trivial example is a fault-tolerant circuit
for the double-semion phase, defined on the same set of qubits as the stabilizer toric code, with 12
controlled-S gates in addition to the 8 controlled-X gates and 2 single-qubit measurements of the
toric code per spacetime unit cell. We also show that other architectures for the (qudit) toric code
phase, like measurement-based topological quantum computation or Floquet codes, can be enriched
with phase gates to implement twisted quantum doubles instead of their untwisted versions. As
a further result, we prove fault tolerance under arbitrary local (including non-Pauli) noise for a
very general class of topological circuits that we call 1-form symmetric fixed-point circuits. This
notion unifies the circuits in this paper as well as the stabilizer toric code, subsystem toric code,
measurement-based topological quantum computation, or the (CSS) honeycomb Floquet code. We
also demonstrate how our method can be adapted to construct fault-tolerant circuits for specific
non-Abelian phases. In the appendix we present an explicit combinatorial procedure to define for-
mulas for higher cup products on arbitrary cellulations, which might be interesting in its own right
to the TQFT and topological-phases community.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Topological quantum computation is one of the most
promising routes towards scalable universal fault-tolerant
quantum computation. In topological quantum compu-
tation, quantum information is robustly encoded in the
ground state of a topologically ordered medium on a
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topologically non-trivial spatial configuration [1–3]. This
configuration may also include defects, such as bound-
aries [4], anyons, domain walls, or twist defects [5]. Com-
putation is performed by adiabatically deforming the spa-
tial configuration of the medium, including the defects.
One can distinguish between two levels on which topo-
logical quantum computation might be implemented in
experiment, which we will refer to as active and passive
topological fault tolerance. Passive fault tolerance as-
sumes the existence of a material in a topological phase
that can be cooled to effectively remain in its ground
state. One of the most important candidate materi-
als are fractional quantum Hall systems [6, 7]. Unfor-
tunately, the creation and controlled manipulation of
anyons in such models remains challenging [8, 9]. Fur-
thermore, non-Abelian fractional quantum Hall states
[10, 11], which would be required for universal quan-
tum computation, have not yet been unambiguously con-
firmed in experiment. For these reasons, much of the
current research is focusing on active fault tolerance in-
stead. Active fault tolerance combines a large number
of highly-controllable gadgets, such as superconducting
qubits [12], in order to merely simulate the cooling pro-
cess of a topological material. In this context, cooling
takes place through measurements that lower the entropy
of the system by extracting classical information.

Even though active and passive topological quantum
computation are very different in experiment, one may
use the same microscopic model to describe both the ac-
tual material and its simulation in theory. However, an
important difference is that for passive fault tolerance we
do not actually need to know this microscopic model. In-
stead, we simply trust that cooling keeps the material in
its topologically ordered ground state, which changes adi-
abatically when braiding anyons, moving twist defects,
interfacing with other blocks of material, etc. The logi-
cal operation that is fault-tolerantly performed by some
braiding or deformation protocol can be inferred without
knowing the microscopic model for the cooling process,
using one of the following two possibilities. The first
possibility is to use microscopic toy models that describe
the ground state space, but not the the dynamic cooling
process of a topological phase. These models are usu-
ally commuting-projector Hamiltonians, such as string-
net models [13] or quantum double models [1]. Some pa-
pers that study topological quantum computation on this
level include Refs. [14–18]. The other possibility is to
use higher-level invariant data describing the topologi-
cal phase, such as the unitary modular tensor category
describing its anyons. Examples for papers that study
topological quantum computation on this level include
Refs. [3, 19–21]. Since the ground-state physics of topo-
logical phases as such is well understood, these works
usually focus on achieving a universal logical gate set for
quantum computation. To this end, exotic topological
phase are used, in particular all universal protocols seem
to involve non-Abelian phases in some way.

On the other hand, to implement active topological

fault-tolerance we need to actually know the microscopic
model for the full dynamic cooling process, such that we
can engineer it using our controllable gadgets. This mi-
croscopic model is usually given as a geometrically local
circuit consisting of unitaries, projective measurements,
and classically controlled operations. 1 The most popu-
lar way to construct such fault-tolerant circuits has been
to repeatedly measure the stabilizer operators of Pauli
stabilizer codes. The most well-known topological stabi-
lizer codes are the toric or surface code [1, 2, 4], and the
color code [23]. A generalization of stabilizer codes are
subsystem codes [24], which can give rise to fault-tolerant
circuits as well [25]. Another route towards fault-tolerant
circuits is measurement-based topological quantum com-
putation [26] or fusion-based topological quantum com-
putation [27]. Recently, a new type of dynamic Pauli-
measurement code known as Floquet codes has been dis-
covered [28–32]. Apart from a few exceptions that we
will discuss below, the topological phases 2 implemented
by known explicit fault-tolerant circuits are restricted to
the toric-code phase or multiple copies thereof. This is
in particular true for all examples given above [33, 34].
For example, the color code is equivalent to two copies of
the toric code [35]. Of course, the generalization of the
toric code from qubits to qudits, and from 2+ 1 to 3+ 1
dimensions is straight-forward, but not much is known
about implementing more exotic topological phases. The
restriction to the toric code phase severely limits the log-
ical gates that can be performed purely topologically. As
a consequence, the most common way to achieve a uni-
versal gate set is to supplement topologically protected
gates withmagic state distillation [36–38], which is costly
and becomes the bottleneck of the architecture.
We see that there is a large discrepancy between the

theory of active and passive fault tolerance: Whereas
arbitrary topological phases are studied in passive fault
tolerance, only the toric-code phase is routinely imple-
mented as an explicit microscopic circuit. Finding fault-
tolerant circuits for more exotic topological phases is an
important goal for two reasons: First, it allows us to im-
plement a larger set of logical gates purely topologically,
which is more natural and perhaps more efficient than

1 Note that state-of-the-art fault-tolerant topological circuits re-
quire a decoder that chooses the controls based on the mea-
surement outcomes, which is a global classical algorithm that is
non-local and not affected by noise. For a faithful simulation of
cooling of a topological material, we would expect the complete
process including the decoder to be a geometrically local circuit
of quantum channels. For this, the decoder would have to be
local, that is, a classical cellular automaton, which so far only
exists in 4 + 1 dimensions [22]. This might not be a practical is-
sue since current classical information technology is much faster
and reliable than its quantum counterpart. However, it is an
important fundamental question that we will not address in this
paper.

2 Here we exclude fracton phases in 3 + 1 dimensions, some of
which can be represented by stabilizer codes, but which are not
directly topological in a TQFT sense.
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magic state distillation. Second, it answers an impor-
tant fundamental physics question, namely providing a
microscopic dynamical model for the process of cooling
exotic topological materials. 3 This paper aims to help
resolve the discrepancy between the phases considered
for universal passive topological quantum computation,
and those implemented in active fault-tolerant circuits.
To this end, we provide a general and versatile method
to construct fault-tolerant circuits for exotic topological
phases. Specifically, we find explicit circuits for arbi-
trary non-chiral abelian topological phases, at a moder-
ate overhead compared to the qudit toric code. For ex-
ample, the simplest non-trivial case is the double-semion
phase, which yields a circuit where in addition to the 8
controlled-X gates and 2 single-qubit measurements per
unit cell in the toric code, we need to apply 12 controlled-
S gates and a few single-qubit S gates. Since the im-
plemented phases are still abelian, we believe that they
cannot yet be used to purely-topologically implement a
gate set that is universal. However, going from the qu-
dit toric code to arbitrary abelian non-chiral topological
phases certainly enriches the implementable gate set, and
is an important step towards purely-topological univer-
sality. Further, the versatility of our method makes it a
powerful tool to further explore this direction. As a first
step, we show how our method can be used to construct
fault-tolerant circuits for a simple non-Abelian phase in
Section VII. Or rather, we point out that such protocols
[39, 40] have already been considered in the literature,
with the goal of constructing a purely-topological univer-
sal gate set but without acknowledging the connection to
non-Abelian phases.

We will now summarize what is already known in the
literature on active error correction for topological phases
beyond the (qudit) toric code. First of all, there have
been two approaches for constructing quantum codes for
abelian topological phases. The first is to extend the
local ground-state projectors of abelian twisted quan-
tum doubles to commuting non-Pauli stabilizers. Such
an extension was first found in the case of the double-
semion model in Ref. [41], and then generalized to ar-
bitrary twisted quantum doubles in Ref. [42]. The sec-
ond approach, presented in Ref. [43], is to start from the
Zn Pauli stabilizer code of a larger, untwisted “parent”
quantum double model. One then condenses a subgroup
of bosonic anyons by adding their short string operators
to the stabilizer group, resulting in a stabilizer code for a
“smaller” but potentially “twisted” anyon theory. Sub-
system codes related to chiral anyon models have also
been considered [44–46], but which phases they repre-
sent depends a measurement schedule that needs to be
chosen. For non-abelian phases, there are some works
that consider decoding [47–49] using a phenomenologi-

3 Again, to fully answer this fundamental question we would need
to find a local classical decoder, which we do not address in this
paper.

cal noise model, but do not construct a microscopic cir-
cuit for syndrome extraction. To the best of our knowl-
edge, Ref. [50] is the only work in the literature that pro-
poses an explicit microscopic circuit for syndrome extrac-
tion in a non-abelian phase, namely the double-Fibonacci
phase. Finally, it is known that non-Clifford gates can
be performed transversally in three layers of the 3 + 1-
dimensional toric code [51], or equivalently [35] in the
color code [52, 53]. Applying this gate corresponds to a
temporal 3+0-dimensional domain wall inside the 3+1-
dimensional bulk model. While the surrounding toric
code is abelian, the domain wall itself has a non-abelian
twist. Refs. [39, 40] use just-in-time decoding to turn the
3+0-dimensional application of the transversal gate into
2 + 1-dimensional protocols. It thus seems conceivable
that these 2 + 1-dimensional protocols are related to a
non-abelian phase, and we will indeed find that this is
the case as discussed below.
Let us now describe our methods and results. We will

construct fault-tolerant topological circuits by relating
them to fixed-point path integrals, and will accordingly
call such circuits fixed-point circuits. 4 A fixed-point cir-
cuit is a geometrically local uniform circuit of unitaries,
projective measurements, and classically controlled uni-
taries. When fixing a configuration of measurement out-
comes and controls we get a circuit of unitaries and pro-
jectors. This non-unitary circuit then equals a discrete
path integral representing a topological phase at zero cor-
relation length, together with a pattern of topological
defects. These path integrals are state-sum TQFTs [54–
58], or equivalently tensor-network path integrals [59].
For the specific circuits constructed in this paper, the
path integral is the Dijkgraaf-Witten state sum [55] with
an abelian gauge group, twisted by a type-I or type-II
group 3-cocycle. It is the path-integral formulation of
the (abelian) twisted quantum double model [60]. These
path integrals are known to represent arbitrary non-chiral
abelian topological orders. The topological defects are
projective 1-form symmetries in this path integral, which
physically correspond to the worldlines of the abelian
anyons. The Dijkgraaf-Witten path integral equals that
of the qudit toric code, apart from phase factors given
by a group 3-cocycle. When transforming the path in-
tegral into a fault-tolerant circuit, these phase factors
become controlled-phase gates. So our circuits are given
by known syndrome-extraction circuits for the qudit toric
code together with some additional phase gates.
While it has been known for a long time that active

topological fault tolerance is best thought of in spacetime
[2], this point of view has been more appreciated since
the discovery of Floquet codes [28–31]. Floquet codes
are periodic circuits of Pauli measurements that manage
to fault-tolerantly preserve logical qubits, despite being
trivial when the measurements are interpreted as gauge

4 We use the name fixed-point path integral code for the same con-
cept in Ref. [33].
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checks of a subsystem code [24, 25, 44]. In Ref. [33], we
have shown how path integrals can be used to under-
stand conventional stabilizer codes, topological subsys-
tem codes, Floquet codes, and measurement-based topo-
logical quantum computation, in a unified way: All these
codes correspond to the same toric-code path integral,
which is put onto different lattices and traversed in dif-
ferent time directions. A similar point of view is taken
in Refs. [34, 61], using the ZX-calculus. In this paper,
we apply the same mechanisms to our new fault-tolerant
circuits: While the circuits presented in Sections III and
IV are based on a standard syndrome-extraction protocol
for the stabilizer toric code, Section V discusses how to
obtain circuits based on the Floquet and measurement-
based architectures.

While already Ref. [2] contained a proof for fault-
tolerance of the toric code under Pauli and measurement
errors, not so much has been explicitly spelled out in
the literature about how this proof carries over to other
settings. For example, we are not aware of an explicit
proof that the toric code is robust also to non-Pauli er-
rors. In Section VI, we provide a fault-tolerance proof
for arbitrary 1-form symmetric fixed-point circuits, un-
der arbitrary local noise. This contains, for example, the
stabilizer toric code, color code, subsystem toric code,
measurement-based topological quantum computation,
as well as Floquet codes [33]. Most importantly, it also
contains the fault-tolerant circuits constructed in this pa-
per. In addition to showing fault tolerance of our circuits
and providing explicit proofs for folklore theorems about
fault tolerance, our proof might be insightful to readers
since it follows a new paradigm: Instead of arguing that
the circuit will detect a Pauli error, our proof is based on
the fact that any local perturbation in a fixed-point path
integral disappears when surrounded with unperturbed
path integral.

We would like to stress that, unlike the vast major-
ity of the QEC literature, our path integral framework
is completely agnostic towards the Pauli basis. Thus,
our methods overcome the necessity to express every-
thing in terms of Pauli measurements and Clifford oper-
ations. This generates a lot of flexibility when designing
new topologically fault-tolerant circuits. After all, in a
real device, performing a single-qubit or two-qubit Clif-
ford operation is as hard as performing a non-Clifford
operation.

After having summarized our own results, let us com-
pare them to the existing literature mentioned earlier.
Refs. [41, 42] construct complex stabilizer operators act-
ing on 12 qudits. A decomposition of these measure-
ments into elementary gates is not provided, and might
be very complicated and difficult to find. In contrast, our
circuit only involves basic 2-qudit unitaries and single-
qudit measurements.The stabilizer codes in Ref. [43] are
constructed by condensing anyons in an untwisted model
with a larger gauge group. Therefore, the qudit dimen-
sion in these codes is larger than in our circuit. For exam-
ple, their double-semion code consists of 4-dimensional

qudits, whereas our double-semion circuit is defined on
the same 2-dimensional qubits as the toric code. Our
circuits thus have considerably lower overhead, and our
double-semion circuit may be the simplest candidate so
far for fault-tolerantly implementing a non-toric-code
phase. None of Refs. [41–43] allow to freely switch be-
tween stabilizer, measurement-based, or Floquet-style ar-
chitectures, though certain Floquet variants of Ref. [43]
have been proposed recently [62]. Such Floquet variants
could also be constructed using our method, by perform-
ing anyon condensation on the level of path integrals.
Furthermore, none of Refs. [41–43] explicitly discuss fault
tolerance, decoding and corrections. While we do not
explicitly discuss non-abelian phases in this paper, the
circuit in Ref. [50] can be understood in a path integral
picture as well: The fault-tolerant circuit that we con-
structed in Ref. [33] using path integrals for the (abelian)
double-semion phase generalizes straight-forwardly to ar-
bitrary Turaev-Viro path integrals [56], and this gen-
eralization includes the circuit in Ref. [50]. However,
these circuits have a very large overhead, and in the non-
abelian case it is not fully clear yet how to best perform
decoding and corrections. Also the just-in-time decoded
protocols in Refs. [39, 40] can be understood in the path
integral formalism: As we will show explicitly in Sec-
tion VII, analyzing these protocols with our formalism re-
veals that they secretly implement fault-tolerant circuits
for a non-Abelian topological phase. Overall, we find that
path integrals provide a versatile, unifying, efficient, and
particularly direct method for constructing and analyzing
fault-tolerant topological circuits. While in this paper we
focus on constructing low-overhead abelian fault-tolerant
circuits, our method has potential for also constructing
non-Abelian fault-tolerant circuits.

Finally, we want to point out some results that might
be of separate interest to the topological-phases and
TQFT community. First, in Appendix A, we give a fully
combinatorial procedure for defining Steenrod’s higher-
order cup products [63] on arbitrary cellulations. These
cup products have recently appeared in the study of topo-
logical phases, such as spin TQFTs [64]. In Ref. [63],
Steenrod defines higher-order cup products only for
branching-structure triangulations. In Ref. [65], higher-
cup product formulas on a cubic lattice were defined,
using a continuous-geometric interpretation of the cup
product given in Ref. [66]. Here, we give a purely combi-
natorial procedure to obtain any consistent cochain-level
formula for higher-order cup products on arbitrary cellu-
lations, using the basic recursive relation between higher-
order cup products given in Ref. [63]. Also the explicit
form of 1-form symmetries in abelian Dijkgraaf-Witten
path integrals, which is central to our construction, might
be of separate interest. Furthermore, we provide a new
way of writing down the action of these path integrals,
which we use in Appendix B to elegantly express the
Drinfel’d center of these models in terms of quotients of
Zk.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.
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We start out by reviewing the general formalism of fixed
point path integrals and circuits in Section II. Then we
discuss the simplest non-trivial representative of our fam-
ily of fault-tolerant circuits in Section III, based on the
double-semion model. In Section IV, we generalize the
same procedure to general twisted abelian quantum dou-
bles. In Section V, we construct measurement-based ar-
chitectures for all twisted abelian quantum doubles, and
Floquet-like circuits for the type-II twisted Z2×Z2 quan-
tum double. In Section VI, we prove fault tolerance for
all 1-form symmetric fixed-point circuits. In Section VII,
we discuss how to adapt our methods to implement a
specific non-abelian phase. We conclude in Section VIII.
In Appendix A, we give an explicit procedure to define
higher order cup products purely combinatorially on ar-
bitrary cellulations. In Appendix B, we discuss the re-
lation of the 1-form symmetries we construct in abelian
Dijkgraaf-Witten theories and the corresponding anyon
theories.

II. FIXED-POINT PATH INTEGRALS AND
CIRCUITS

In this section, we will formally define fixed-point path
integrals with projective 1-form symmetries, and fault-
tolerant circuits related to these path integrals. These
concepts were previously introduced in Ref. [33].

A. Preliminaries on cellular (co-)homology

Before we get to the formalism, let us introduce
some basic vocabulary of cellular (co-)homology that
we will need throughout the document. Consider a d-
dimensional cellulation M , whose set of i-cells we denote
by Si[M ]. For an abelian group G that we will denote
additively, a G-valued simplicial a-chain A is a map

A : Sa[M ] → G . (1)

Sometimes, we will instead view an a-chain as a formal
sum over a-cells with G-valued coefficients, and identify
a a-cell with a chain whose value is 1 (a fixed generator
of G) at this a-cell and 0 everywhere else. The central
operation in (co-)homology is a (co-)boundary map on
the set of chains. In order to define these we need some
extra structure. First, we assume there is some set of
a − 1-cellulations of the a − 1-sphere that we call a-cell
representatives, and every a-cell α is identified with one
a-cell representative α̃. Further, we assume that every
a-cell representative α̃ (as well as M itself) carries an
orientation σ[α̃] (and σ[M ]) which is a Z2-valued a − 1-
chain (d-chain). σ[α̃](β) is 0 or 1 depending on whether
the a − 1 cell β inside α̃ is oriented positively (0) or
negatively (1). With this, the coboundary dA is the a+1-
chain whose value on an a+ 1-cell β is given by the sum

of G-elements on all a-cells α contained in β,

dA(β) =
∑

α∈Sa[β]

(−1)σ[β̃](α)A(α) . (2)

Here, for a b-cell β, Sa[β] denotes the a-cells contained
in β if a ≤ b, and the a-cells containing β if a ≥ b. 5

A is called an a-cocycle if dA = 0, and an a-coboundary
if A = dB for some a − 1-chain B. In the context of
taking the coboundary of chains, the latter are usually
referred to as cochains, but we will not always make this
distinction. The boundary δA is the a − 1-chain whose
value on an a−1-cell β is given by the sum of G-elements
on all a-cells α containing β,

δA(β) =
∑

α∈Sa[β]

(−1)σ[α̃](β)A(α) . (3)

A is called an a-cycle if δA = 0, and an a-boundary if
A = δB for some a + 1-chain B. A Z2-valued 1-cycle A
can be visualized as a superposition of closed loops by
coloring all edges with A = 1, a 2-cycle can be visualized
as a superposition of closed membranes, and so on. For
general G, the lines or membranes can fuse or branch ac-
cording to the group multiplication of G. i-cocycles are
equivalent to n − i-cycles on the Poincaré dual cellula-
tion.6 The central identity of (co-)homology is

δ ◦ δ = 0 , (d ◦ d = 0) , (4)

where 0 denotes the function that maps every (co-)cycle
to the trivial (co-)cycle with all G-elements equal to 0.
The sets of (co-)chains, (co-)cycles, and (co-)boundaries
form groups under cell-wise group multiplication. Due to
Eq. (4), the group of a-(co-)boundaries is a subgroup of
the group of a-(co-)cycles. The quotient group is known
as the ath (co-)homology group, and its elements are
known as cohomology classes. The cohomology groups
do not depend on the cellulation but only on the topol-
ogy of the manifold.
In addition to δ and d, we will need one other basic

operation on chains known as higher-order cup product
[63]. More precisely, the xth cup product is a 2-valent
operation mapping an a-chain A and a b-chain B to an
a+ b− x-chain A ∪x B. All chains are valued in G = Z.
The Z-value of A ∪x B on a a + b − x-cell γ is given by
an expression of the form

(A ∪x B)(γ)

=
∑

α∈Sa[γ],β∈Sb[γ]

∪a,b
x [γ̃](α, β) ·A(α) ·B(β) , (5)

5 Note that if multiple a-cells of β̃ correspond to the same a-cell
of β in M , then Sa[β] contains this a-cell of M multiple times.

6 Note, however, that cohomology is different from homology on
the Poincaré dual cellulation on non-orientable manifolds for
groups G with elements of order greater than 2.
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that is, the higher cup product is Z-bilinear. 7 The
coefficients of this bilinear form,

∪a,b
x [γ̃] : Sa[γ̃]× Sb[γ̃] → Z , (6)

will be constructed for general cellulations in Ap-
pendix A. The higher-order cup products are defined
through the relation [63],

d(A ∪x B) = dA ∪x B + (−1)aA ∪x dB

+ (−1)a+b+xA ∪x−1 B + (−1)a+b+abB ∪x−1 A .
(7)

In Appendix A, we show how this relation can be used

to define ∪a,b
x [γ̃]. The “ordinary” cup product ∪ =: ∪0

defines a (2-valent) cohomology operation, that is, the cup
product of two cocycles is again a cocycle, since Eq. (7)
reduces to

d(A ∪B) = dA ∪B + (−1)aA ∪ dB . (8)

For x > 0, Eq. (7) intuitively states that the xth order
cup product fails to map cocycle pairs to cocycles, in the
same way as the x − 1th order cup product fails to be
commutative. So the higher-order cup products are not
cohomology operations themselves, but can be combined
in various ways to yield cohomology operations.

B. Fixed-point path integrals

In this section, we will define fixed-point path inte-
grals and their projective 1-form symmetries. The path
integrals under consideration are discrete path integrals,
defined on some discrete d-dimensional spacetime cellu-
lation M . There are two equivalent formulations for
these discrete path integrals, namely as state sums or
as tensor-network path integrals. A state sum is a sum
over configurations of discrete variables located on M .
Each summand is the product of weights located on M ,
which are complex numbers. Each weight depends on the
configuration of the variables, but only on these within a
constant-size neighborhood. Usually, the path integrals
we consider will be translation invariant, and fully spec-
ified by a fixed set of variables and weights per unit cell
on a hypercubic lattice M . For example, there could be
one variable taking values in {0, 1} at every edge of a
2-dimensional square lattice, and one weight ωa,b,c,d at
every plaquette depending on the configuration a, b, c, d
of the four surrounding edges.

Alternatively, a tensor-network path integral is a
translation-invariant tensor network associated to M .
Unlike tensor networks like MPS or PEPS which param-
eterize states, tensor-network path integrals do not have
any open indices. When evaluating the tensor network

7 Note that in slight abuse of notation, we let α and β denote both
cells of γ̃ as well as cells of M .

we sum over all configurations of values for all contracted
index pairs. So we see that a tensor-network path integral
is a state sum with one variable at each contracted index
pair, and the tensor entries as weights. Vice versa, every
state sum where each variable has exactly two weights
depending on it directly gives rise to a tensor network.
If there are more weights depending on the variable, we
can implement the summation over this variable using
a δ-tensor, which is 1 if all indices take the same value
and 0 otherwise. In this paper, we will mostly use the
state-sum formulation, but refer to the tensor-network
formulation occasionally for illustrative purposes.

When we contract the tensor network or perform the
state sum on a closed spacetime lattice M with peri-
odic boundary conditions, we get a number. This num-
ber is what is usually known as the partition function
in physics, but is not of direct physical relevance for us.
What is more interesting is the evaluation on a lattice
with a spatial boundary. At such a boundary, we keep
the state-sum variables fixed, and only sum over the vari-
ables in the interior. This way, we get a number for every
boundary configuration, which we interpret as the ampli-
tudes of a state with one qudit per boundary variable. In
the tensor-network formulation, we simply cut the bonds
of the diagram along the spatial boundary, resulting in
open indices. The evaluation thus yields a tensor with
indices distributed along the boundary, which we again
interpret as the coefficient vector of a state.

Discrete path integrals can be used in different physical
contexts, for example, the partition function of the clas-
sical Ising model is a discrete path integral in 2 dimen-
sions. In this paper, the discrete path integrals represent
the imaginary-time evolution of a local quantum Hamil-
tonian. By Trotterization, the imaginary-time evolution
can be approximated by a circuit of local operators, form-
ing a tensor network in spacetime. The tensor-network
path integrals we consider share the same qualitative
properties as these spacetime tensor networks, and are
used in the same physical context. The spatial-boundary
state we get from evaluating the path integral is then
analogous to a ground state of the model on the spatial
boundary. Furthermore, the path integrals we consider
in this paper are defined on 2 + 1-dimensional lattices,
representing topological phases in 2 spatial dimensions.

We are not interested in just any discrete path integral,
but in ones that represent non-trivial topological phases
in a particularly pure manner: By a fixed-point path in-
tegral, we mean one with zero correlation length. That
is, the correlations between any two points in spacetime
vanish if the points are separated by more than some
constant distance. In a state sum, two-point correlations
are computed by fixing the variables around two points
and performing the summation over all other variables.
In a tensor network, we cut out two constant-size holes,
or more generally manipulate the path integral around
two points resulting in open indices. The evaluation of
the state sum depending on the fixed variables, or the
contraction of the tensor network with additional open
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indices, can then be interpreted as a state or a tensor.
The qudits or indices of the resulting state or tensor at
each point can be grouped together, such that we obtain
a state on a bipartite system, or a matrix. Zero corre-
lation then means that the bipartite state is a product
state, or that the matrix is rank-1. In fact, we will use
a slightly stronger condition, namely that the path inte-
gral on an “annulus” of topology Sd−1 × [0, 1] yields a
product state, when grouping all degrees of freedom at
0 and at 1, respectively. This ensures that correlations
also vanish between any two extended regions, as long
as they are separated from each other in a topologically
trivial way.

After these explanations, let us make some more formal
definitions.

Definition 1. A discrete path integral is a state sum
(or tensor network) locally associated to a family of
d-dimensional cellulations, which may or may not be
restricted to d-dimensional hypercubic lattices. Every
weight (tensor) r is associated to one d-cell r̃ of M . Fur-
ther, there is some constant positive integer κ such that
the following holds: For any cell x of a cellulation M ,
let x+κ denote the set of d-cells that are connected to x
through κ or less edges. Define X+κ =

⋃
x∈X x+κ for any

subset X of cells analogously. The weights (tensors) as-
sociated with one d-cell m, together with their variables
(bonds), and the combinatorial structure they form, must
only depend on the combinatorics ofm+κ. For every sub-
cellulation M ′ (of one of the cellulations in the family),
the evaluation of the path integral on M ′ depends on
the combinatorics of M ′+κ

. It consists as consisting of
all weights (tensors) associated to the d-cells of M ′, and
sums over all variables with all dependent weights in M ′

(bonds with both connected tensors in M ′). The evalu-
ation depends on the configuration of the variables with
some dependent weights inside of M ′ and some depen-
dent weights outside (bonds with one tensor inside and
the other outside).

Definition 2. A fixed-point path integral is a discrete
path integral, for which there exists a positive integer
χ called the correlation offset, such that the following
holds. Consider the evaluation on a sub-cellulation M ′

of topology Sd−1 × [0, 1], such that we need at least χ
edges to connect the inside boundary Sd−1 × 0 and the
outside boundary Sd−1 × 1. Note that there is one such

evaluation for any choice of M ′+κ
. The evaluation yields

a state (tensor) with degrees of freedom (open indices)
i0, i1, . . . at the inside boundary and o0, o1, . . . at the out-
side boundary. After grouping the degrees of freedom
(indices) at the inside boundary and the outside bound-
ary, respectively, we obtain a matrix T⃗i,o⃗. This matrix T

has to be rank-1, that is,

T⃗i,o⃗ = v⃗i · wo⃗ , (9)

for some vectors v and w.

As an example, consider a fixed-point path integral
with χ = 2 defined on 1 + 1 dimensional square lattices.

Let us formulate it as a tensor network that associates
the same 4-index tensor to every plaquette. Then the
fixed-point condition would require that, for example, the
following matrix T is rank-1,

i1 i2
i3

. . .

o1 o2 o3 . . .

= T⃗i,o⃗ . (10)

An example for a concrete tensor-network fixed-point
path integral describing the simplest non-trivial topolog-
ical phase, the toric code, is described in Ref. [33]. In this
paper, the examples will be twisted discrete gauge theo-
ries in 2 + 1 dimensions, also known as Dijkgraaf-Witten
theories [55]. In the physics literature, the correspond-
ing Hamiltonian models are known as twisted quantum
double models [60]. Dijkgraaf-Witten theories are best
formulated as state sums. Since these models are “topo-
logical” fixed-point path integrals, they are defined not
just on regular spacetime lattices, but on arbitrary 3-
dimensional cellulations M . There is one G-valued vari-
able at each edge of M for some gauge group G, such
that a configuration of variables is given by a G-valued
1-cochain A. In fact, the summation does not run over
all 1-cochains A, but only the 1-cocycles. Formally, this
could be implemented by adding a weight at each face
that is 1 if dA = 0 on this face, and 0 otherwise. The
“twist” corresponds to an additional weight at each 3-
cell, which is a phase factor. That is, the configuration
of weights forms a U(1)-valued 3-cochain ω[A]. The value
of ω[A] at a 3-cell depends only on the values of A at the
edges of this 3-cell. The dependence of the weights on
the local variables defines a local map from G-valued 1-
cocycles to U(1)-valued 3-chains. This local map needs
to be a cohomology operation to ensure gauge invariance,
which makes the path integral a fixed-point path inte-
gral. Often, this cohomology operation can be decom-
posed into basic operations, like the coboundary operator
and higher-order cup products. In the most general case,
ω is given by a group 3-cocycle in Z3(BG,U(1)). In this
context, it is common to specify the value of ω[A] on a
tetrahedron as a function ω : G×G×G→ U(1), depend-
ing on the G-variables on 3 edges that determine these
at all 6 edges of the tetrahedron through the constraint
dA = 0.
In explicit calculations, we prefer to replace ω[A] by the

R/Z-valued 3-cocycle L[A] such that ω = e2πiL element-
wise. Then the product of weights ω becomes a summa-
tion,

S[A] =
∑

γ∈S3[M ]

L[A](γ)(−1)σ[M ](γ) . (11)
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Physically, L corresponds to the Lagrangian of the model,
and S is known as the action. As shown, the Lagrangian
gets a ±1 prefactor depending on the orientation of the
3-cell γ. The product of weights is the exponential of this
summation,∏

γ∈S3[M ]

ω[A](γ)(−1)σ[M](γ)

= e2πiS[A] . (12)

Finally, the partition function Z is the number obtained
by evaluating the state sum, that is, by summing the
weights of all 1-cocycles A,

Z =
1

|G||S0[M ]|

∑
A∈Z1(M,G)

e2πiS[A] . (13)

Here, Z1(M,G) denotes the set of G-valued 1-cocycles on
M . The purpose of the normalization is to make the par-
tition function independent on the cellulation, accounting
for the larger number of 1-cocycles A for larger cellula-
tions. Sometimes, we will write ZM or SM make the
cellulation M explicit. We can also consider S or Z on
cellulationsM with (spatial) boundary ∂M . In this case,
Z depends on a 1-cocycle a on ∂M , and is given by

Z[a] =
1

|G||S0[M ]\S0[∂M ]|

∑
A∈Z1(M,G):∂A=a

e2πiS[A] . (14)

Here, ∂A denotes A restricted to ∂M .
The central property of S is its gauge invariance,

S[A+ dα] = S[A] , (15)

for an arbitrary 0-cochain α. This holds on closed mani-
folds as well as manifolds with boundary if α is only non-
zero on the interior vertices. The condition that makes
ω a group 3-cocycle implies this gauge invariance. In
the following, we will show that gauge invariance im-
plies that the path integral fulfills the zero-correlation
length condition in Definition 2. To this end, we evalu-
ate Z[a] on a cellulation of topology S2× [0, 1]. We write
a = a0 + a1, where a0 denotes a restricted to the inside
boundary S2 × 0, and a1 denotes a restricted to the out-
side boundary S2×1. We then interpret ZS2×[0,1][a

0+a1]
as a bipartite state (or matrix), whose two degrees of
freedom (or indices) are given by a0 and a1. It remains
to show that this state is a product state (or the ma-
trix is rank-1), which we do below. More precisely, we
will show that this is the case as long as the cellulation
is non-degenerate, meaning that the inside and outside
boundaries do not share any vertices, edges, or faces. To
this end, we close off S2 × [0, 1] to a 3-sphere S3 by glu-
ing a cellulated 3-ball B0

3 to the inside boundary and B1
3

to the outside boundary. For every a0 we choose a fixed
1-cocycle A0

+ in B0
3 with ∂A0

+ = a0, and for every a1 we
choose A1

+ inside B1
3 with ∂A1

+ = a1. Since S3 has trivial
1-cohomology, gauge invariance implies

0 = SS3 [A+A0
+ +A1

+]

= SS2×[0,1][A] + SB0
3
[A0

+] + SB1
3
[A1

+] ,
(16)

for any A with ∂A = a0 + a1. Using this, we find,

ZS2×[0,1][a
0 + a1] =

1

|G||S0[S2×[0,1]]|−|S0[∂(S2×[0,1])]|

·
∑

A∈Z1[S2×[0,1]]:

∂A=a0+a1

e2πSS2×[0,1][A]

= |G| · e−2πiS
B0

3
[A0

+] · e−2πiS
B1

3
[A1

+]
.

(17)
So ZS2×[0,1][a

0+a1] is indeed a product state, or a rank-
1 matrix that is an exterior product of a vector only
depending on a0 and a vector only depending on a1. 8

In this paper, we will specifically consider Dijkgraaf-
Witten theories where G is abelian and ω consists of so-
called type-I and type-II 3-cocycles [67]. In this case, the
action S can indeed be written down as a simple formula
involving a cup product, as we will see in Sections IIIA
and IVA.

C. 1-form symmetries

As argued in Ref. [33], we need to enhance our path
integrals with defects if we want to turn them into fault-
tolerant circuits. In this paper, these defects will be (pro-
jective) 1-form symmetries. More generally, we can con-
sider path integrals with i-form symmetries, which we
define below.

Definition 3. A i-form symmetric fixed-point path inte-
gral is a fixed-point path integral (c.f. Definition 2) de-
fined on d-dimensional spacetime cellulationsM that are
additionally equipped with a K-valued d− i− 1-chain s.
Here, K is an abelian group called the 1-form symme-
try group. Each weight (tensor) at a cell m is allowed to
depend on the restriction of s to m+κ in addition to the
combinatorics of the cellulation. The following four con-
ditions are required to hold, where the fourth contains
Definition 2.

1. Consider a d − i − 2-cell γ, and any possible cel-
lulation and d − i − 1-chain s inside γ+χ+κ. If
(δs)(γ) ̸= 0, then the evaluation of the path in-
tegral on γ+χ yields 0.

2. Consider a d− i-cell β, and any possible cellulation
and d− i−1-cycle s inside β+χ+κ. Then the evalu-
ated path integrals with s and s+ δβ are equal up
to a complex phase. 9

3. Consider any sub-cellulation M ′ ⊂ M whose
boundary is a disjoint union ∂M ′ = m0 ⊔m1, such

8 The factor |G| comes from the non-trivial 1-cohomology of S2 ×
[0, 1].

9 This complex phase is what makes the 1-form symmetry projec-
tive. An analogous condition might be called anomalous 1-form
symmetry in the literature.
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that the minimum number of edges connecting m0

and m1 is χ. Consider any possible cellulation and
d − i − 1-cycle s on M ′+κ

. If the m0-component
of ∂s is homologically non-trivial, then the path
integral on M ′ evaluates to zero.

4. Consider a sub-cellulation M ′ ⊂ M of topology
Sd−1 × [0, 1] of width χ, and any possible cellu-

lation and d − i − 1-cycle s inside M ′+κ
. If s has

trivial homology, then the evaluated path integral
is a rank-1 matrix.

Note that the first and second condition can be regarded
as local versions of the third and fourth condition.

In this paper, we will consider 2 + 1-dimensional path
integrals with 1-form symmetries. The path integrals will
represent non-trivial topological phases, and the symme-
try defects s form a 1-cycle representing a pattern of
anyon worldlines. The group K then describes the fu-
sion of anyons, so we see that this can only work if the
anyons are abelian. The first condition in Definition 3
ensures that the anyon fusion rules are fulfilled. The
second condition implies that deforming or braiding the
anyon worldlines only gives rise to phase factors. The
third condition states that the total charge of an anyon
configuration must always be 0. The fourth condition
states that the (ground-)state space on a sphere for any
configuration of anyons (with trivial total charge) is 1-
dimensional.

An example for how 1-form symmetries can be imple-
mented in a tensor-network path integral is described in
Ref. [33]. There, m anyon worldlines are introduced by
simply replacing the tensors located along a Z2-valued
2-cocycle b by “charged” versions thereof, and the same
holds for e anyons along a Z2-valued 1-cycle c. So we see
that our actual examples do not strictly match Defini-
tion 3, since the symmetry defects are represented by
pair of 2-cocycle and 1-cycle (b, c) instead of a single
K = Z2 × Z2-valued 1-cycle s. This is fine, since pairs
(b, c) still represent degree-1 homology classes, just in a
microscopically different way. For the general abelian
Dijkgraaf-Witten models that we consider in this paper,
symmetry defects still consist of a 2-cocycle b valued in
the gauge group G, as well as a G-valued 1-chain c that
is not a cycle but has a fixed boundary depending on
b. b corresponds to the “flux-like” anyons, and c to the
“charge-like” anyons. b will modify the path integral in
that we do not sum over 1-cocycles A but over 1-cochains
with dA = b, and both b and c lead to a modified ac-
tion S[A, b, c], which we write down in Sections III B and
IVB. Again, the configurations (b, c) represent degree-1
homology valued in some 1-form symmetry groupK, just
in a microscopically different way. Due to the interaction
between b and c, K is not in general a direct product
G × G, but instead a central group extension of G by
G twisted by a group 2-cocycle. We are assuming that
the symmetry defects consist of only a K-valued 1-cycle
s in Definition 3 and for the fault-tolerance proof in Sec-
tion VI, in order to not unnecessarily complicate things.

The generalization to other microscopic representations
of symmetry defects is straight-forward and sketched at
the end of Section VI.

D. Fixed-point circuits

We are now ready to define fault-tolerant circuits based
on 1-form symmetric fixed-point path integrals.

Definition 4. A 1-form symmetric fixed-point circuit (in
2 + 1 dimensions) is a circuit that is equal to a (2 + 1-
dimensional) 1-form symmetric fixed-point path integral.
By circuit, we mean a uniform geometrically local quan-
tum circuit consisting of unitaries, classically controlled
unitaries, and projective measurements, acting on qu-
dits distributed over a 2-dimensional space. By equal,
we mean that the circuit is a product of linear opera-
tors and therefore a path integral: As a state sum, the
variable configurations are the spacetime histories of qu-
dit configurations, and the weights are the amplitudes of
the linear operators between input and output configu-
rations. As a tensor network, the circuit diagram is also
a tensor-network diagram, and the linear operators are
tensors. The operators in the circuit depend on the con-
figuration of the classical controls and measurement out-
comes, which corresponds to the configuration of 1-form
symmetry defects in the path integral. To this end, each
control or outcome is valued in K and associated with a
nearby edge of the spacetime cellulation M . The value
of the control or outcome equals the value of the symme-
try defect 1-chain s on the associated edge. 10 We can
decompose s = sc + ss into the 1-chain ss corresponding
to the outcomes (“s” for “syndrome”), and the 1-chain
sc corresponding to the controls (“c” for “corrections”).
11

Note that the controls here are much less important
than the measurement outcomes, and only come into play
when hypothetically interfacing the circuit with other
types of fault-tolerant circuits as discussed below. The
usual QEC interpretation of the measurements is error
syndrome extraction, and the usual interpretation of the
controlled operations is performing corrections.
As such, 1-form symmetric fixed-point circuits do not

yet define a complete fault-tolerant procedure. We also
need to specify a classical decoder whose task it is to

10 Note that vice versa, not every edge needs to be associated with
a measurement outcome or control.

11 The correspondence between controls and measurement out-
comes and 1-form symmetry defect configurations can be gen-
eralized: Each configuration of each individual control or mea-
surement outcome is mapped to a 1-chain on M , supported only
within a constant-size neighborhood of the position of the con-
trol or outcome. s is then obtained by summing over all these
1-chains. We will not need this more general correspondence in
this paper, but is is necessary, for example, for the Hastings-Haah
honeycomb Floquet code as described in Ref. [33].
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choose the classical controls based on the measurement
outcomes. In other words, we need to choose the cor-
rections based on the syndrome. 12 Ideally, we would
like the decoder to be a local classical circuit (in other
words, a cellular automaton) as well, such that combining
the quantum and classical circuits yields a self-correcting
circuit of quantum channels. However, it is unknown
whether and how this is possible in physical spacetime
dimensions smaller than 5 [22]. This is why we only con-
struct the quantum circuit and leave the classical decoder
open in Definition 4. There are many classical decoders
that will work, but they are in general non-local algo-
rithms.

Before we describe how the classical decoders work, let
us disucss where we need to perform corrections. General
fixed-point circuits might require corrections through-
out the circuit, such as for the non-abelian example
described in Section VII. However, for 1-form symmet-
ric fixed-point circuits, it suffices to perform corrections
only “at the very end” of the circuit. More precisely,
we might need to perform corrections near spacetime in-
terfaces of the circuit with other types of fault-tolerant
circuits. When interfacing with other 1-form symmetric
fixed-point circuits, or at spacetime boundaries of such
circuits, corrections are still not necessary. For exam-
ple, certain logical measurements correspond to tempo-
ral boundaries of the circuit. The measurement outcome
can be inferred from the syndrome alone, without having
to perform any corrections near the boundary. However,
it is necessary to perform corrections at interfaces with
non-abelian fault-tolerant circuits, because non-abelian
phases need different decoding strategies that require
a corrected ground state prepared at their spacetime
boundary. Since non-abelian phases seem to be neces-
sary to perform purely topological universal quantum
computation, performing corrections is unavoidable at
some stage. In this paper, we merely focus on the fault-
tolerant storage of logical qudits via a circuit on an L×L
torus by simulating an abelian topological phase. We do
not explicitly describe how to decode non-abelian phases
(except for Section VII) or how to interface them, so
the above discussion is somewhat hypothetical. Let us
nonetheless consider a situation where we transfer our
logical information into a non-abelian phase after stor-
ing it in an abelian phase for a time T , by a tempo-
ral interface with a hypothetical non-abelian circuit, and
therefore need to perform corrections near time T . A
1 + 1-dimensional toy picture for the overall protocol is

12 Often, what is called “syndrome” in the literature would corre-
spond to δss rather than ss, but we will use the term for the full
configuration of measurement outcomes.

as follows:

T

L

D
. . .

. . .

.

(18)
The double lines are qudits (ket and bra layer), the gray
lines are classical degrees of freedom, the boxes are mea-
surements or controlled operations, and the large box
labeled D is the classical decoder.

For the above layout, the input to the decoder is the
1-chain ss on the L×L×T spacetime cellulationM . The
output is given by the 1-chain sc supported only at the
final time T , or in a constant-time vicinity thereof. To
start with, we imagine running the circuit starting from a
ground state and without noise, recording the syndrome
ss. By construction in Definition 4, the probability of a
configuration of measurement results is the squared ab-
solute value of the path integral with the corresponding
1-chain ss. Thus, due to the first condition in Defini-
tion 3, the probability of a measurement outcome is 0 if
δss ̸= 0 except for at the boundary at time T where ss
is allowed to terminate at a 0-cycle ∂ss. Physically, ∂ss
defines an anyon pattern in the resulting state at time
T . In this case, all the decoder needs to do is to choose
sc arbitrarily such that δsc = ∂ss, and s = ss + sc is
homologically trivial. In other words, we close off ss in
a homologically trivial way at time T . Since ss + sc is
homologically trivial, the path integral with s = ss + sc
equals the path integral with s = 0, due to the second
condition in Definition 3. Thus, the circuit acts as the
identity within the ground state space.

Now, if we add perturb the circuit by weak noise, then
the first condition in Definition 3 only holds approxi-
mately, and the syndrome ss will be slightly broken, that
is, δss ̸= 0. This causes two problems for the decoder
above: First, ∂ss is undefined, since, for example, ss
might terminate just before rather than on the boundary.
Second, it is undefined whether ss + sc is homologically
trivial, since δss ̸= 0. However, if we choose a 1-chain
Fix(δss) that fulfills

δ Fix(δss) = −δss , (19)

then we can proceed as in the noiseless case using ss +
Fix(δss) instead of ss. Note that in the equation above,
the boundary is closed at time 0, but open at time T , that
is, the 1-cycle ss +Fix(δss) can freely terminate at time
T . The following toy picture illustrates the situation for
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a 1 + 1-dimensional spacetime,

0 x0

t

T

L ∼ 0

ss
δss

Fix(δss)
sc

.

(20)
Here, for K = Z2, 0-cycles are illustrated as superposi-
tions of points, and 1-cycles as superpositions of black
or red lines. Of course, we still need to describe how to
choose Fix(δss). To this end, we make use of the intu-
ition that the syndrome ss is only slightly broken. Thus,
we can guess the “real” syndrome by choosing Fix(δs)
such that it is “small”. To make this slightly more for-
mal, we can expand the noise-perturbed circuit as a sum
over error configurations. An isolated error has no ef-
fect on the circuit due to the fourth condition in Defini-
tion 3, since it is surrounded by error-free path integral
of topology S2 × [0, 1]. Error configurations that con-
tain non-contractable loops are a problem, but these are
large and their probability decreases exponentially like
ϵL where ϵ is the noise strength. On the other hand, the
number of problematic error configurations scales like ϵL0
for a fixed ϵ0, so if ϵ < ϵ0, the effect of problematic er-
ror configurations vanishes exponentially in L. Further-
more, due to the first condition in Definition 3, δss = 0
holds everywhere except for in the vicinity of the errors.
Again, individual isolated errors will break the syndrome
only by a small amount such that Fix(δss) will fix ss
in a way that is homologically equivalent to the error
that broke it. For error configurations taking up a large
enough portion of a non-contractible loop, it can hap-
pen that Fixmin(δss) is homologically different from the
error, leading to a logical error after correction. Again,
such configurations are exponentially unlikely and their
overall contribution vanishes exponentially in L if ϵ is
smaller than some threshold.

There are many possible choices of decoders that lead
to a fault-tolerant threshold. A rather obvious choice is
to take the 1-chain of minimum weight,

Fixmin(δss) := argminsf∈KS1[M]:δsf=−δss
(|Sup(sf )|) ,

(21)
where Sup(x) denotes the support of x, that is, the set
of 1-cells e with x(e) ̸= 0. If K = Z2, then the prob-
lem of finding Fixmin(δss) is known as minimum weight

perfect matching of δss [2], and algorithms for solving it
in polynomial runtime exist [68, 69]. However, it is im-
portant to note that for other abelian groups, efficient
algorithms for finding the minimum-support fix do not
exist to date. In these cases, other computationally ef-
ficient decoders, such as clustering or RG decoders [70],
still produce thresholds [71, 72].
We will formalize and prove the following proposition

in Section VI.

Proposition 1. A 1-form symmetric fixed-point circuit,
combined with the minimum-weight decoder defined in
Eq. (21), fault-tolerantly performs the identity channel
on the ground state space of the path integral. That is,
the process has a fault-tolerant threshold with respect to
arbitrary local noise.

Note that this proposition might not be exactly rele-
vant to all of the circuits constructed in this paper, for
two reasons: First, as mentioned above, minimum-weight
matching might not be efficient for K ̸= Zn

2 , and in prac-
tice we might have use an RG decoder or similar. Second,
as discussed at the end of Section IIC, the symmetry de-
fects will be represented by pairs (b, c) instead of a single
1-chain s. We will comment on how the proof generalizes
to both situations at the end of Section VIB.

III. DOUBLE-SEMION MODEL

In this section, we will focus on the simplest non-trivial
example of the Dijkgraaf-Witten state sum introduced
in Section II B, namely for gauge group G = Z2 and
the non-trivial group 3-cocycle ω ∈ Z1(BG,U(1)). The
corresponding Hamiltonian model is known as the double-
semion model [13, 60], and so its topological phase is
called double-semion phase. We will first write down the
path integral, then equip it with 1-form symmetries, and
finally turn it into a fault-tolerant circuit.

A. Path integral

Let us start by introducing the double-semion
Dijkgraaf-Witten state sum. We will introduce this state
sum on an arbitrary 3-dimensional cellulation, in contrast
to the original version defined on triangulations. As dis-
cussed, the state sum is a sum over all configurations
of Z2-elements on the edges, that is, over all Z2-valued
1-chains A. There are two types of weights. First, for
every face whose edges have variables a0, a1, . . ., we have
a weight

δa0+a1+... , (22)

using a δ function that evaluates to 1 if its argument
is 0, and to 0 otherwise. These weights force A to be
a 1-cocycle. With only these weights, we have defined
untwisted Z2 discrete gauge theory, the state-sum version
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of the toric code [33]. The second type of weight is given
by the Lagrangian,

L[A] = 1

4
A ∪ dA . (23)

Here, x denotes some fixed lifting map Z2 → Z applied
to x, such that xmod2 = x. An obvious choice is 0 = 0
and 1 = 1, with Z2-elements on the left and Z-elements
on the right. More precisely, A denotes this lifting map
applied element-wise to the 1-cocycle A. dA defines a
Z-valued 2-cocycle, and hence the cup product between
A and dA defines a Z-valued 3-cochain. The prefactor 1

4
maps the Z-valued cochain to a R/Z-valued one.

We notice that both the cup product and the cobound-
ary in Eq. (23), as well as the summation in Eq. (11) are
Z-linear. We will exploit this to make our notation more
compact. Namely, we view i-chains as vectors in ZSi[M ].
Then d as a Z-linear map

d : ZSi[M ] → ZSi+1[M ] , (24)

represented by a Z-valued Si[M ] × Si+1[M ] matrix. We
have

d2 = δ2 = 0 , δ = dT , (25)

where •T denotes transposition. ∪x is interpreted as a
3-index Z-valued tensor of dimensions Sa[M ]× Sb[M ]×
Sa+b−x[M ], and the fundamental class (−1)σ[M ](γ) de-
fines a Z-valued vector of dimension Sn[M ]. In Eq. (23),
A is thus a vector in ZS1[M ], d a S1[M ]× S2[M ] matrix,
and ∪ a S1[M ]×S2[M ]×S3[M ] tensor. The summation
in Eq. (11) corresponds to contracting the third index
of ∪ with the vector (−1)σ[M ](γ), yielding a matrix that
we will also denote by ∪. After this, the action can be
denoted as a product of Z-valued vectors and matrices,

S[A] =
1

4
A

T ∪ dA . (26)

Sometimes we will write S[A] for the same function with
A instead of A as argument. On a tetrahedron, using the
cup product formula in Eq. (A31), the state-sum weight
is given by the group 3-cocycle ω,

ω(A01, A12, A23) = e2πiS[A]

= iA01

(
A12+A23−(A12+A23)

)
= (−1)A01A12A23 .

(27)

Here, A01, A12, and A23, are the values of A on the 01,
12, and 23 edges of the tetrahedron, respectively.

The most important property of the action is its gauge
invariance, that is, invariance under

A′ = A+ dα . (28)

To obtain the lift A′ of A′, we realize that for every x, y ∈
Z2, there is sx,y ∈ Z such that 13

x+ y = x+ y + 2sx,y . (29)

13 sx,y can be understood as the carry of mod 2 addition, or as
the group 2-cocycle in Z2(BZ2,Z) corresponding to the central

extension Z
·2−→ Z

mod 2−−−−→ Z2.

Since the coboundary is just a sum of group elements, for
every Z2-valued i-chain x there exists a Z-valued i + 1-
chain vx such that 14

dx = dx+ 2vx . (30)

Combining both, we find

A′ = A+ dα = A+ dα+ 2(sA,dα + vα) =: A+ dα+ 2x .
(31)

We first show that the action is invariant under adding
2x,

S[A+ 2x]− S[A]

=
1

4
(A+ 2x)T ∪ d(A+ 2x)− 1

4
A

T ∪ dA

=
1

4

(
2xT ∪ dA+A

T ∪ 2dx+ 2xT ∪ 2dx
)

=
1

2

(
xT ∪ dA+ (dA)T ∪ x

)
= −xT ∪ vA − vTA ∪ x = 0 .

(32)

Here we have used that

dA = 0 ⇒ dA = −2vA . (33)

We have also used that the action is valued in R/Z, and
thus terms with integer prefactor are zero. Furthermore,
we have used Eq. (8), which for the chosen dimensions
and in our matrix notation becomes

∪d = δ ∪ . (34)

To this end, note that we can drop terms of the form
d(. . .), since the matrix ∪ contains an implicit summation
over the resulting 3-cocycle, and for any 2-cochain x, we
have ∑

α∈S3[M ]

(dx)(α)(−1)σ[M ](α) = 0 . (35)

Next, the action is also invariant under adding dα,

S[A+ dα]− S[A]

=
1

4
(A+ dα)T ∪ d(A+ dα)− 1

4
A ∪ dA

=
1

4
(dα)T ∪ dA =

1

4
αT ∪ ddA = 0 .

(36)

Again we have used Eq. (34). So in total, we find that
the action is gauge invariant,

S[A′]− S[A] = 0 . (37)

As we argued at the end of Section II B, gauge invariance
implies that the path integral fulfills the zero-correlation
length condition in Definition 2.

14 If x is an i-cocycle, the left-hand side of the following equation
disappears, and vx is the inverse of the Bockstein homomorphism
for the central extension mentioned in the previous footnote.
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B. 1-form symmetries

To turn the path integral into a fault-tolerant circuit,
we need to equip the state sum with a set of defects whose
absence or presence we measure. In our case, these de-
fects are the anyon worldlines of the model, which we
view as projective 1-form symmetries. The 1-form sym-
metry group is K = Z2 × Z2. However, instead of rep-
resenting a symmetry defect as a K-valued 1-chain s, we
will slightly deviate from Definition 3, and instead use a
Z2-valued 2-cochain b together with a Z2-valued 1-chain
c. Note that for turning the path integral into a circuit,
we usually put it on cubic lattices. In this case, we can
simply shift b by ( 12 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ) to turn it from a 2-cocycle to

a 1-cycle, and obtain an ordinary 1-chain s as in Defini-
tion 3. On an arbitrary cellulation, however, there is no
bijective mapping between 2-cocycles and 1-cycles, even
though 2-cohomology and 1-homology are equivalent. In
this case we need to replace the four conditions in Defini-
tion 3 by analogous ones. For example, the path integral
being non-zero only if δs = 0 via the first condition is
turned into db = 0 and δc = 0.

In the presence of defects the path integral is modified
in two ways. First, the summation is not over 1-cocycles
A, but over 1-cochains with fixed boundary b,

dA = b ⇒ dA = b− 2vA . (38)

The second modification is to add terms to the action,

S[A, b, c] =
1

4
A

T ∪ dA+
1

4
b
T ∪1 dA+

1

2
A

T
c . (39)

Note that the term 1
2A

T
c is the direct product of two

1-chains and does not correspond to a summation over
3-cells but over 1-cells. In the literature, this might be
called a cap product and denoted by 1

2A ∩ c.
Let us verify that the action is still gauge invariant in

the presence of defects. The invariance under adding 2x
as in Eq. (32) becomes,

S[A+ 2x, b, c]− S[A, b, c]

=
1

4
2xT ∪ (b− 2vA) +

1

4
A

T ∪ 2dx+
1

4
2xT ∪ 2dx

+
1

4
b
T ∪1 2dx+

1

2
2xT c

=
1

4
2xT ∪ b+ 1

4
2(dA)T ∪ x+

1

4
2b

T ∪1 dx

=
1

2

(
xT ∪ b+ b

T ∪ x+ b
T ∪1 dx

)
=

1

2
b
T
(∪+ ∪T + ∪1d)x =

1

2
b
T
dT ∪1 x

=
1

2
2(dvA)

T ∪1 x = 0 .

(40)

Here we have used the coboundary db = 2dvA of Eq. (38),
as well as Eq. (7), which in matrix notation and for de-
grees i = 2, j = 1, x = 1 becomes

0 = δ ∪1 + ∪1 d+ ∪ − ∪T . (41)

Note that for the above usage the ± signs do not matter
since the equation appears with a 1

2 prefactor and terms
with integer prefactor vanish, but we still spelled out the
correct signs for later reference. Invariance under adding
dα as in Eq. (36) becomes,

S[A+ dα, b, c]− S[A, b, c] =
1

4
(dα)T ∪ dA+

1

2
(dα)T c

=
1

4
αT ∪ ddA+

1

2
αT δc =

1

2
αT δc .

(42)
So the variance is zero if c is a cycle, so δc = 0 implies

S[A′, b, c]− S[A, b, c] = 0 . (43)

Let us now argue why the above indeed defines a 1-
form symmetric path integral obeying the four conditions
of Definition 3. More precisely, we show that analogous
conditions hold as discussed above. To show the first
condition, we consider Eq. (42) for a general 1-chain c.
Consider a 3-ball sub-cellulation consisting of a vertex v
and all the 3-cells adjacent to it, and a fixed 1-cocycle
a inside its boundary. After choosing a fixed A0 in the
interior with ∂A0 = a, the path integral is given by

Z[a, b, c] =
1

2

∑
α(v)∈Z2

e2πiS[A0+dα]

=
1

2
e2πiS[A0]

∑
α(v)∈Z2

(−1)α(v)δc(v) = e2πiS[A0]δδc(v),0 .

(44)
We see that the partition function on a 3-ball cellulation
evaluates to zero if δc ̸= 0 on any vertex in the interior.
So the first condition holds for a very small χ, namely
as long as the vertex is not part of the boundary of the
3-ball. Also, by definition, the partition function on any
3-ball cellulation is zero if db ̸= 0 at any 3-cell, since then
the set of configurations A with dA = b that we sum over
is empty. So the 2-cochain analogue of the third condition
also holds for b.
Next, let us look at the second condition of Defini-

tion 3. To this end, we show that for a single edge β in
the interior of a cellulation of B3, we have

Z[a, b+ dβ, c] = e2πiκ(b,c,β) · Z[a, b, c] . (45)

To see this, we complete the cellulated 3-ball (that we
simply refer to as B3) by another cellulated 3-ball (that
we refer to as B+

3 ) into a 3-sphere. We complete a, ∂b,
and ∂c with (co-)cycles A+, b+, and c+ inside B+

3 . We
then have

SS3
[A+A+, b+ b+, c+ c+]

= SB3 [A, b, c] + SB+
3
[A+, b+, c+] ,

SS3
[A+ β +A+, b+ dβ + b+, c+ c+]

= SB3 [A+ β, b+ dβ, c] + SB+
3
[A+, b+, c+]

⇒ SB3
[A+ β, b+ dβ, c] = SB3

[A, b, c] + κ(b, c, β) ,

(46)
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with

κ(b, c, β) := SS3
[A+A+, b+ b+, c+ c+]

− SS3
[A+ β +A+, b+ dβ + b+, c+ c+] .

(47)

Here we have used that due to gauge invariance and since
S3 has trivial 1-cohomology, SS3

does not depend on the
1-cochain A in its first argument. Also note that we
changed A to A+β in order to keep the constraint dA =
b, but we could have taken any 1-cochain A′ such that
dA′ = b + dβ. Due to gauge invariance, this equation
carries over to the partition functions,

ZB3
[a, b+ dβ, c] = e2πiκ(b,c,β) · ZB3

[a, b, c] . (48)

Analogously, one can show that for a single face γ in the
interior of a B3 cellulation, we have

ZB3 [a, b, c+ δγ] = e2πiλ(b,c,γ) · ZB3 [a, b, c] . (49)

The argument is completely analogous to Eq. (46) after
exchanging b and c, and the coboundary with the bound-
ary. A slight difference is that we do not have to add β
to A, which only makes the argument simpler. So we
find that the second condition of Definition 3 (and its
2-cocycle analogue for b) holds for a very small χ. Even
though this follows directly from the A gauge invariance,
we will explicitly compute the coefficients κ and λ in Ap-
pendix (B), and find that they are indeed independent
of A. Physically, they are related to the braiding and
topological twist of the abelian anyons.

Next, let us look at the third condition in Definition 3.
Consider a sub-cellulation M ′ with ∂M = m0 ⊔ m1,
equipped with a 2-cocycle b and 1-cycle c. If ∂b re-
stricted to m0 is a cohomologically non-trivial 2-cocycle,
then there exists no A such that dA = b, so we sum over
an empty set and the path integral evaluates to 0. If ∂b is
cohomologically trivial and ∂c on m0 is a homologically
non-trivial 1-cycle, then there must be a connected com-
ponent of m0 such that the sum of ∂c over all vertices
of the connected component is 1. Consider the 1-cocycle
Ax consisting of all edges that are adjacent to a vertex
in this connected component but not part of it. By con-
struction, we have AT

x c = 1, so due to gauge invariance
we find

ZS2×[0,1][a, b, c] = e2πiS[A0,b,c] + e2πiS[A0+Ax,b,c]

= e2πiS[A0,b,c](1 + (−1)A
T
x c) = 0 ,

(50)

for some fixed A0 with ∂A0 = a and dA0 = b. Here
we have used that S only depends on c via the term
1
2A

T c, and the other terms yield the same for A0 and
A0+Ax because Ax is cohomologically trivial after filling
the interior of M ′ at m0, and b can be completed to a
2-cocycle on this interior.

Finally, let us argue that the path integral also fulfills
the fourth condition in Definition 3. The argument is
a straight-forward generalization of the one we used at
the end of Section II B to show that the path integral

without 1-form symmetries fulfills Definition 2. If b and
c on S2 × [0, 1] have trivial (co-)homology, then we can
find extensions b0+ and c0+ on B0

3 , and b
1
+ and c1+ on B1

3 .
Eq. (16) then generalizes to

κ(b, c) := SS3
[A+A0

+ +A1
+, b+ b0+ + b1+, c+ c0+ + c1+]

= SS2×[0,1][A, b, c] + SB0
3
[A0

+, b
0
+, c

0
+]

+ SB1
3
[A1

+, b
1
+, c

1
+] .

(51)
Using this, we find analogous to (17),

ZS2×[0,1][a, b, c]

= |G| · e2πiκ(b,c)e−2πiS
B0

3
[A0

+,b0+,c0+]
e
−2πiS

B1
3
[A1

+,b1+,c1+]
.

(52)
So again, ZS2×[0,1] is an exterior product of a vector only
depending on a0 and another vector only depending on
a1, and the fourth condition in Definition 3 is fulfilled.

C. Fault tolerant circuit

In this section, we will turn the double-semion path
integral from the previous section into a fault-tolerant
circuit, related via Definition 4. We start by choosing a
spacetime cellulation and a time direction in which we
traverse this cellulation. We do this such that the result-
ing circuit contains the gates of the syndrome-extraction
protocol for the stabilizer toric code in Section VII.B of
Ref. [2]. We will look at other cellulations and time direc-
tions later in Section V. The resulting circuit will differ
from the toric code only by some controlled-phase op-
erations that implement the group cocycle twist. The
spacetime cellulation is a sheared cubic lattice. We start
with an ordinary cubic lattice and refer to the unit vec-
tors as x, y, and t, where t becomes the time direction
of the circuit. Then each volume of the sheared lattice
is spanned by the new unit vectors x2 := −t, x1 := y,
and x0 := t − x. For illustration, consider the following
patch consisting of two cubes of the original (x, y, t) lat-
tice, containing one cube (drawn with thick lines) of the
sheared lattice,

x
y

t

x2

x1
x0 . (53)

The ± prefactors of the unit vectors reflect directions
of the edges, which define their orientation σ needed to
define the (co-)boundary and higher-order cup products,
see Section IIA. We have also added edges that divide
each t-like face into two triangles, which is helpful since
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the state-sum variables on these edges will correspond to
an intermediate state of a qubit in the circuit.

Let us next look at the concrete variables, constraints,
and weights of the S[A, b, c] path integral on this lattice.
In the following picture, we have labeled the variables
assigned to all the edges and faces on a patch of the
cellulation,

A000
dx

A001
dx

A100
y

A101
y

A100
t c100

A001
t c001

A001
x

A110
t c110

A002
y

A100
dy

A000
x

A000
t c000

A101
t c101

A002
x

A102
y

A012
x

A111
t c111

A101
dy

A001
y

A010
dx

A011
dx

A011
t c011

A011
x

A001
dy

A000
y

A010
x

A010
t c010A000

dy

b000

b001

. (54)

The label name and its subscripts correspond to the dif-
ferent variables within one unit cell. The superscripts
of a variable named like Labc specify that the variable is
part of the unit cell whose x, y, and z coordinate is given
by a, b, and c. As shown, b is only supported on the
(y, t− x)-faces, and c is only supported on the −t-edges.
In the resulting circuit, each measurement result will cor-
respond to the value of b on a (y, t−x)-face, or the value
of c on a −t-edge. While it would be possible to perform
measurements for the values of b and c on other faces and
edges, this is unnecessary to turn the path integral into
a circuit.

Next, let us look the constraints. Namely, the con-
straint dA = b of the state sum translates into the fol-
lowing constraints for the variables,

A000
dx +A000

t −A000
x = 0 ,

A100
t +A000

dx −A001
x = 0 ,

A000
dy +A010

t −A000
y = 0 ,

A000
t +A000

dy −A001
y = 0 ,

A000
dx +A001

y −A010
dx −A100

y = b000 .

(55)

Here, we have written down each constraint only for one
particular unit cell, and shifting all the superscripts by a
fixed (x, y, t)-vector yields the same constraint shifted to
another unit cell. Each of the first four constraints corre-
sponds to one of t-like triangles inside the unit cell. The
last constraint corresponds to the (y, t− x)-face. The ±

signs do not matter here since the gauge group is G = Z2,
but we show them for later reference when G is an arbi-
trary abelian group. These signs depend on the orienta-
tions σ, which we choose as for the cubic lattice in Ap-
pendix A, where we identify the basis vectors x0, x1, and
x2 in Eqs. (53) and (A50). Note that all these constraints
can be interpreted as weight, for example a + b − c = 0
can be interpreted as a weight δa+b−c.
Next, we consider how the terms of the action in (39)

yield concrete state-sum weights depending on the vari-

ables. Let us start with the term 1
4A

T ∪ dA. We will
take the formula for the cup product on a cube from
Eq. (A52) in Appendix A, after identifying x0, x1, and
x2 in Eqs. (53) and (A50),

− + . (56)

That is, the value of the term on the slanted-cube 3-cell
is given by the product of A and dA, summed over three
different pairs of edges (marked red dashed) and faces
(shaded blue). Keeping in mind that the value of dA on
a face is the sum over A on its edges, we obtain

1

4
A001

dx (A002
y +A011

t −A001
t −A001

y )

−1

4
A101

y (A011
dx +A011

t −A110
t −A010

dx )

+
1

4
A100

t (A000
dx +A001

y −A100
y −A010

dx ) .

(57)

Eq. (57) denotes the term of the action for one single
unit cell, and we have the same terms shifted to other
unit cells. That is, we have the same terms with the su-
perscripts shifted by arbitrary (x, y, t)-coordinates. Re-
member that the state-sum weights are the exponential
of the action or Lagrangian, so each summand X of the
action above yields a weight e2πX of the state sum. The

next term is given by 1
2A

T
c. In terms of the concrete

lattice variables, this yields a term

1

2
A000

t c000 , (58)

which we again shift to arbitrary unit cells. Last, we look

at the term 1
4b

T ∪1 dA. We use the formula for the ∪1

product on a cube from Eq. (A58) in Appendix A, iden-
tifying x0, x1, and x2 in Eqs. (53) and (A50). However,
since b (and thus b) is only non-zero on the (y, t−x)-faces,
only two products of b and dA on two pairs of faces are
non-zero. The following drawing of the cube shows the
first face of both pairs striped in red and the two possible
second faces (front and left) shaded in blue,

− . (59)
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Thus, in terms of the concrete variables in Eq. (54), the
action inside one unit cell becomes

−1

4
b000(A001

dx +A001
t −A100

t −A000
dx )

−1

4
b000(A002

y +A011
t −A001

t −A001
y )

= −1

4
b000(A001

dx +A002
y +A011

t −A100
t −A000

dx −A001
y ) .

(60)
Having spelled out the microscopic definition of the

state sum, we will now turn it into a fault-tolerant cir-
cuit. We will first describe this circuit and show that
it implements the state sum, and later share some in-
sights about how we have arrived at this circuit. The
computational-basis configuration of each qubit at each
time in the circuit corresponds to the value of one state-
sum variable, or at least some simple function of the vari-
ables. The gates of the circuit correspond to the different
weights of the state sum. Roughly speaking, constraints
correspond to controlled-X gates, and terms of the action
correspond to controlled-phase gates.

The circuit has qubits located at all edges, faces, and
vertices of a square lattice. The qubits at the edges are
labeled Ax or Ay, the qubits at the faces b, and the qubits
at the vertices c. Each qubit label X also carries super-
scripts Xij , indicating that it belongs to the unit cell
with x-coordinate i and y-coordinate j. The following
shows a patch of the lattice consisting of four unit cells,
with the according qubit labels,

x

y

c00 c10

c01 c11

A00
x

A00
y

A01
x

A10
y

A10
x

A11
x

A01
y A11

y

b00 b10

b01 b11

. (61)

In addition to these qubits, we have classical bits as-
sociated to the −t-edges and to the (y, t − x)-faces of
the spacetime cellulation. These are the results from
measuring the value of c and b at these spacetime edges
and faces, and remain unchanged after the measurement.
They are later fed into the classical decoder to determine
corrections that need to be performed at spacetime inter-
faces with other types of fault-tolerant circuits needed to
perform universal quantum computation, as discussed in
Section IIID. We will also use the most recently read-out
classical bits as classical controls for some of the unitary
gates of the fault-tolerant circuit. We will denote these

classical bits by b̂ and ĉ, with according superscripts to
indicate their spacetime unit cell.

The intermediate computational-basis configurations
of the qubits in the fault-tolerant circuit are labeled by
(1) a spatial unit cell, (2) one out of four qubits per spa-
tial unit cell, (3) the time period, and (4) one out of 8

different stages in the circuit. Within the (0, 0) spatial
unit cell and the 0th time period, the qubit configurations
are given by the following state-sum variables,

Stage A00
x A00

y b00 c00 meas.

8’ A000
x A000

y 0 c000 ĉ00(−1)

0 ” ” ” A000
t ∅

1 A000
dx ” A100

y ” ∅
2 ” A000

dy A100
y +A000

dx ” ∅
3 ” A001

y A100
y +A000

dx +A010
dx ” ∅

4 ” ” b000 ” ∅
5 ” ” ” ” b̂000

6 A001
x ” 0 ” ∅

7 ” ” ” c000 ∅
8 ” ” ” ” ĉ000

0’ ” ” ” A001
t ∅

1’ A001
dx ” A101

y ” ∅
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. (62)

The column labeled “meas.” contains the classical mea-
surement outcomes that are newly available at the re-
spective stage, in the (0, 0) spatial unit cell and 0th time
period. In other words, these are the measurements made
when entering the respective stage. ∅ denotes that no
new measurement results become available, and ” de-
notes that the qubit value remains unchanged from the
proceeding stage. The configuration in the (i, j) unit cell
and kth time period is obtained by shifting the x and y
superscripts of the variables by i and j, and the t super-
script by k. The analogous holds for the newly available
measurement outcomes.

The circuit consists of layers of unitary gates and mea-
surements that mutually commute. There are two types
of such layers related to the stages above: For each
stage i, there are multiple layers i, i′, i′′, . . ., that ap-
ply controlled-phase gates to the qubits at that stage,
which implement most of the terms in the action. Ad-
ditionally, there is a layer i+ that maps from stage i to
stage i + 1, implementing the constraints, summations,
and also one particular term in the action.

Let us start with the layers i+ implementing the con-
straints of the state sum. If two qubits are in configura-
tions a, b at stage i and a, c at stage i+1, then a constraint
of the form a + b − c = 0 yields a weight δa+b−c. This
weight can be implemented by a controlled-X (CX, also
known as CNOT) gate in the i+ layer: The amplitude of
the CX gate between configurations a, b and a′, c is given
by δa−a′δa+b−c, which ensures both that the first qubit
remains in configuration a, and the constraint a+b = c is
fulfilled. Thus, the constraints in Eq. (55) yield the fol-
lowing gates within the (0, 0) unit cell and the 0th time
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period,

Weight Gate Layer
∅ CX[A10

y , b
00] 0+

∅ CX[A00
x , b

00] 1+

∅ CX[A01
x , b

00] 2+

δA000
dx +A001

y −A010
dx −A100

y −b000 CX[A00
y , b

00] 3+

δA000
dx +A000

t −A000
x

CX[c00, A00
x ] 0+

δA100
t +A000

dx −A001
x

CX[c01, A00
y ] 1+

δA000
dy +A010

t −A000
y

CX[c00, A00
y ] 2+

δA000
t +A000

dy −A001
y

CX[c10, A00
x ] 5+

. (63)

Here ∅ denotes that the gate does not correspond to a
constraint in the state sum, but results from the fact
that some of the intermediate-qubit values in Eq. (62)
are already expressed as sums of variables. Specifically,
this is the case for b00 in stages 2 and 3. The gates for
other spatial unit cells are obtained by shifting the x and
y superscripts of the qubit labels, and the gates for other
time periods are the same.

Next, we also need to actually measure the values b
and c and record them as classical information. To this
end, we simply perform a measurement on the b and c
qubits in the computational basis at a stage where their
value equals the value of the variable b or c, respectively.
Thus, we can measure b after stage 4 and c after stage

7. This is why b̂000 and ĉ000 become available at stages
5 and 8 in Eq. (62), respectively.

Next, the value A000
t of the qubit c00 at stage 0 is not

determined by the other qubit values through any con-
straints. Since the state sum is over all values of A on any
edge, subject to the constraints, we need to prepare A in
an equal-weight superposition of both computational ba-
sis states. Thus, we need to erase the qubit c00 after
stage 8 and prepare it in the state |+⟩. Similarly, we
need to erase b00 after stage 5 and prepare it in the state

|0⟩. Finally, the action term 1
2A

000
t c000 in Eq. (58) yields

a weight (−1)A
000
t c000 , which cannot be implemented by

a controlled-phase gate since A000
t and c000 are not si-

multaneously represented by qubit configurations at any
stage. However, the variables are the values of the qubit
c00 at two consecutive stages 5 and 6. Now, looking at
the weights,

c000
A000

t 0 1

0 1 1
1 1 −1

, (64)

we see that this weight is proportional to a unitary ma-
trix, and can be implemented by applying a Hadamard
(H) gate on the c00 qubit in layer 5+. So taking into
account all these considerations, we get the following ad-
ditional gates in the (0, 0) unit cell and the 0th time

period,

Weight Gate Layer

∅ MZ [b
00, b̂000] 4+

∅ MZ [c
00, ĉ000] 7+

∅ P|+⟩[c
00] 8+

∅ P|0⟩[b
00] 5+

(−1)A
000
t c000 H[c00] 6+

. (65)

Here, MZ [a, b] denotes a computational-basis (or Pauli-
Z basis) measurement on qubit a with the result being
stored in the classical bit b. Note that the measure-
ment result is interpreted as a value in {0, 1}, and not
in {+1,−1}. P|ϕ⟩ denotes erasure and preparation of a
qubit in state |ϕ⟩. The gates for other spatial unit cells
and time periods are obtained by shifting the x and y
superscripts of qubits and measurement results, and also
the t superscripts of the measurement results.
As mentioned in the beginning of this section, the cir-

cuit consisting of the gates introduced so far coincides
with the syndrome-extraction protocol for the stabilizer
toric code in Section VII.B of Ref. [2]. To be precise, we
have slightly “stretched out” the timing in our circuit,
which makes it easier to include the terms of the ac-
tion later. In the following illustrative picture, we have
labeled different places in the cellulation by the circuit
layers that they are associated with,

1

0

0
2

3
2

1
30

1 2

3

1′

0′
0′
2′

3′
2′

1′
3′0′

1′ 2′

3′

46 6

6 6

46 6

6 6

. (66)

The layer labels are in red, omitting the + superscripts.
Each CX gate corresponds to either a pair of a −t-edge
and an adjacent triangle, or a pair of a (y, x− t)-face and
an adjacent y-edge or x− t-edge. We have marked these
face-edge pairs by short red lines starting from the cen-
ter of the edge pointing towards the adjacent face. Each
Mz[b] measurement in layer 4+ and P|0⟩ preparation in

layer 5+ corresponds to a (y, x − t)-face, which we have
labeled accordingly by a red 4. Each H gate in layer 6+,
MZ [c] measurement in layer 7+, and P|+⟩ preparation in

layer 8+ corresponds to a −t-edge, which we have labeled
accordingly by a red 6. The reader may imagine succes-
sively building up the spacetime cellulation in t direction
from the bottom to the top: In the steps labeled 0 to 3,
we add an adjacent triangle for each −t-edge and an ad-
jacent edges for each (y, x− t)-face. In the steps 4 and 6,
we “finalize” a (y, x− t)-face, or a −t-edge, respectively.
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Next, translate the remaining terms of the action into
gates of the circuit. A term can be implemented at stage
i if for every involved variable there is a qubit at stage
i with the same value. To this end, we apply the gate
that is diagonal in the computational basis, and whose
diagonal is given by corresponding the state-sum weight.
In other words, we implement the state-sum weights as
controlled-phase gates. In particular, a term in the ac-

tion like 1
4ab corresponds to a weight iab, and would be

implemented by a controlled-S (CS) gate acting on the
two qubits whose value is a and b at a given stage. If
there is a is a classical bit instead of a qubit that holds
the value a at stage i, we apply the analogous gate that
leaves the value of the classical bit unchanged. For a

weight iab, this would be a classically controlled S gate,
which we denote by cS. The following table shows the
different state-sum weights from Eqs. (57) and (60), and
the according gates of the circuit:

Weight Gate Stage

iA
001
dx A002

y CS[A00
x , A

00
y ] 31,41,5

′
1

iA
001
dx A011

t CS[A00
x , c

01] 1′′1 ,21,31,41,51

(−i)A001
dx A001

t CS[A00
x , c

00] 11,21,3
+
1 ,41,51

(−i)A001
dx A001

y CS[A00
x , A

00
y ] 1′1

CS[A00
x , b

(−1)0] 11

(−i)A101
y A011

dx CS[A10
y , A

01
x ] 11

CS[b00, A01
x ] 11

(−i)A101
y A011

t CS[A10
y , c

01] 01,11
CS[b00, c01] 11

iA
101
y A110

t CS[A10
y , c

11] 3,4,5,6

iA
101
y A010

dx CS[A10
y , A

01
x ] 3,4,5

iA
100
t A000

dx CS[c10, A00
x ] 1,2,3,4,5

iA
100
t A001

y CS[c10, A00
y ] 3,4′,5,6

(−i)A100
t A100

y CS[c10, A10
y ] 0,1

CS[c10, b00] 1′

(−i)A100
t A010

dx CS[c10, A01
x ] 1,2,3,4+,5

(−i)b000A001
dx cS[b̂000, A00

x ] 11,21,31,4
′
1,51

(−i)b000A002
y cS[b̂000, A00

y ] 31,41–81,02,12

(−i)b000A011
t cS[b̂000, c01] 01–31,41,51,61

ib
000A100

t cS[b̂000, c10] 5′,6
CS[b00, c10] 4,5

ib
000A000

dx cS[b̂000, A00
x ] 5

CS[b00, A00
x ] 4,5

ib
000A001

y cS[b̂000, A00
y ] 5–8,01,1

′′
1

cS[b̂000, b(−1)0] 11
CS[b00, A00

y ] 4,5

. (67)

A state-sum variable might be represented by multiple
different qubits or measurement results in the circuit, at
multiple stages. So a weight can be implemented by dif-
ferent gates acting on different subsets of qubits at dif-
ferent stages. Above, we have written down all differ-
ent gates on qubit subsets, and all possible stages, for

each weight. We have chosen a subset and stage for each
weight, and grayed out all others. While any choice of
subset and stage is fine, we have made our choice such
that as many gates as possible can be applied in par-
allel acting on disjoint subsets of qubits. This ensures
that the time period of the circuit is as short as possible,
and there are no unnecessary time steps with idle qubits.
The subscript of the stage is the time period in which we
perform the gate, and no subscript means the 0th time
period. The time period is only important since we need
to shift the t superscript of the classical bits when col-
lecting the gates within the 0th time period below. Gates
acting only on qubits (not classically controlled by pre-
vious measurement outcomes) are the same in each time
period. We have also divided the stages into layers of
gates that can be performed in parallel, and indicated
these layers by adding primes (like 1, 1′, and 1′′) to the
stage. In two cases, phase gates can be performed in
parallel with the CX gates or measurements of Eqs. (63)
and (65) in the layers 3+ and 4+.
For pedagogical reasons, we have translated the small-

est possible features of the state sum into smallest pos-
sible gates of the circuit. We can group some of these
gates into larger gates. In particular, we can combine the
measurement and state preparation on the b qubit into
a single operation P|0⟩ ◦MZ , and we erase b right after
it is measured. We can do this because b is not required
in any following phase gates, but only the measurement

result b̂. Also, can combine the Hadamard gate, Z mea-
surement, and state preparation on the c qubit into one
single operation P|+⟩ ◦MX , where MX denotes an mea-

surement in the X basis. After this, the layers 7+ and 8+

are empty, and the fault-tolerant circuit within the (0, 0)
spatial unit cell and 0th time period is given by

Layer Gates

6+−1 P|+⟩ ◦MX [c00, ĉ00(−1)]
0+ CX[A10

y , b
00], CX[c00, A00

x ]

1 CS[A10
y , A

01
x ], CS[b00, c10]

1′ CS[A00
x , A

00
y ], CS[c10, b00]

1′′ cS[b̂00(−1), A00
y ], CS[A00

x , c
01]

1+ CX[A00
x , b

00], CX[c01, A00
y ]

2+ CX[A01
x , b

00], CX[c00, A00
y ]

3 cS[b̂00(−1), A00
y ], CS[c10, A00

x ]

3+ CX[A00
y , b

00], CS[A00
x , c

00]

4 CS[A10
y , A

01
x ], cS[b̂00(−1), c01]

4′ cS[b̂00(−1), A00
x ], CS[c10, A00

y ]

4+ P|0⟩ ◦MZ [b
00, b̂000], CS[c10, A01

x ]

5 cS[b̂000, A00
x ], CS[A10

y , c
11]

5′ cS[b̂000, c10], CS[A00
x , A

00
y ]

5+ CX[c10, A00
x ]

6+ P|+⟩ ◦MX [c00, ĉ000]

0+1 CX[A10
y , b

00], CX[c00, A00
x ]

. . . . . .

. (68)

Finally, after having shown how the 1-form symmetric
state sum can be turned into a circuit, let us share some
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insights into how we have found this circuit. We have
started with the toric-code syndrome-extraction protocol
in Section VII.B of Ref. [2], and turned this protocol
into a cellulation. An instructive intermediate step for
this might be to turn the +1 postselected circuit into a
ZX diagram, and then replace every X-type by face and
every Z-type tensor by an edge, see Ref. [33]. Then we
have constructed the higher-cup product formulas on a
cubic lattice in Appendix A. We have tried different ways
to choose the edge directions in Eq. (53), and to identify
the basis vectors of the sheared cubic lattice with x0,
x1, and x2 in Eq. (A50). We have found choices such
that for every term in the action, there is a stage and a
subset of qubits that represent all the involved state-sum
variables. To achieve this goal, we have also “stretched
out” the timing of the circuit slightly: If we were only
implementing the toric code with trivial action, we could
update the qubit A00

x from A000
dx to A001

x via the gate
CX[c10, A00

x ] already in layer 3+ instead of 5+. However,

to implement the action term 1
4b

000A000
dx , b000 and A000

dx
need to be simultaneously represented by qubits at some
stage. To achieve this, we need to delay the update of the
qubit A00

x by one stage. In fact, we have chosen to delay
it even by two stages. Then, we can implement the term
via a classically controlled S gate via the measurement

outcome b̂000 which is then available, instead of via a
coherent CS gate.

All in all, it turned out that we are lucky and it is
possible to implement all terms in the action by making
appropriate choices of the microscopic definition of the
action, as well as delaying some of the gates in the un-
twisted (trivial-action) circuit. If we had been less lucky,
there would have been two less preferable options for im-
plementing the terms in the action. The first option is to
express the state-sum variables that are not represented
by a qubit at a chosen stage through the available qubit
values. For example, looking at Eq. (62), A000

dy is not rep-
resented at stage 1, but equals the sum of qubit values
A00

y + c00. Then, a weight involving A000
dy could be imple-

mented by a gate involving both qubits A00
y and c00 in-

stead of a single qubits. So this method is less preferable
since it will in general lead to gates acting on more qubits,
for example 3-qubit gates instead of 2-qubit gates. The
second option is to copy the computational-basis config-
uration of a qubit to an auxiliary qubit, such that its
value at one stage remains available also at later stages.
When refreshing the value of this auxiliary qubit in the
next round, we need to measure it in the X basis be-
fore erasure. The measurement result then corresponds
to the value of c on the edge whose state-sum variable
the qubit was representing. This method is less prefer-
able simply because it requires additional qubits, copy
operations, and measurements.

D. Decoding and correction

In this section we will show how to specialize the gen-
eral method for decoding and correction given in Sec-
tion III C to the present fault-tolerant circuit. We as-
sume that we need to perform corrections at a time T
because we want to transfer the logical information into
a non-abelian phase via a temporal interface with a hy-
pothetical non-abelian circuit.
Let us start by showing how to implement the cor-

rections in the microscopic circuit. To this end, we in-
sert classically controlled unitaries into the circuit, with
one Z2-valued control at every t − x and y-edge, and
every (−t, y) and (−t, t − x)-faces. A configuration of
controls thus corresponds to a 1-chain cc supported on
these edges, and a 2-cochain bc supported on these faces.
For a fixed configuration of controls (bc, cc) and measure-
ment outcomes (bs, cs), the circuit is equal to the path
integral with 1-form symmetry defects given bs + bc and
cs + cc. Note that it does not make sense add controls
that insert defects at the −t-edges or (y, t−x)-faces, since
this is equivalent to simply adding the controls to the
measurement results at these edges and faces in classical
post-processing. The additional b and c variables in the
microscopic state sum will be labeled as follows,

c000dx

c001dx

c100y

c101y

c002y c102y

c001y
c010dx

c011dx

c000y

b000x

b010x

b000y

b001y

b100y

b101y

. (69)

Here we put each face label at the center of the corre-
sponding face. Let us start by discussing how the addi-
tional support of b and c changes the state sum micro-
scopically. First of all, the first and third constraint in
Eq. (55) are replaced by

A001
dx +A001

t −A000
x = b000x ,

A001
y −A000

t −A000
dy = b000y .

(70)

When taking these constraints literally, b000x and b000y cor-
respond to the value of b not on the 4-gon faces as in-
dicated in Eq. (69), but rather on one of its triangles.
These two things are the same though, since we define
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the action on the sheared cubic lattice without the diag-
onal edges, independent of the “intermediate” variables
Ax and Ady. The action term 1

2A
T c yields additional

terms

1

2
c000dx A

000
dx +

1

2
c000y A000

y . (71)

Finally, consider the term 1
4b

T ∪1 dA. Taking the cup
product formula from Eq. (A58) after identifying x0, x1,
and x2 in Eqs. (53) and (A50), and taking into account
that the first argument (b) restricted to the (−t, y) or
(−t, t− x)-faces, we get

+ − + . (72)

So the term of the action expressed in terms of the mi-
croscopic state-sum variables is given by,

1

4
b100y (A001

dx +A002
y +A011

t −A101
y −A110

t −A010
dx )

−1

4
b000x (A002

y +A011
t −A001

t −A001
y )

+
1

4
b010x (A001

dx +A002
y −A101

y −A011
dx ) .

(73)

Let us reorganize the weights in Eqs. (71) and (73), such
that there is one weight for each A-variable. When doing
this, we also redistribute weights between different unit
cells. After this, we get the following weight per unit cell,

1

4
(A000

dx f
000
dx +A000

y f000y +A000
t f000t ) , (74)

with

f000dx := 2c000dx + b
10(−1)
y − b

1(−1)0
y + b01−1

x

− b00(−1)
x mod 4 ,

f000y := 2c000y + b
10(−2)
y − b

00(−1)
y − b00−2

x

+ b
00(−1)
x + b

01(−1)
x − b

(−1)1(−1)
x mod 4 ,

f000t := b
1(−1)(−1)
y − b

0(−1)0
y − b

0(−1)(−1)
x

+ b
00(−1)
x mod 4 .

(75)

Here, fdx, fy, and ft are valued in Z4, and, e.g., fdx
denotes a lift of fdx from Z4 to Z.
Let us now implement the state-sum weights above as

gates in the circuit. Weights coming from constraints
are implemented by classically controlled X gates, and
weights coming from the action as classically controlled
phase gates. To this end, we introduce a new gate
c4S[a, b], with a ∈ Z4 as classical input, acting on the
qubit b by Sa, that is, by applying an S gate a times.

A term 1
4af giving rise to a weight iaf can then be im-

plemented by the gate c4S[f, a], acting at a stage where

f ∈ Z4 is represented by a classical degree of freedom
with the same name, and a ∈ Z2 is represented by a
qubit with the same name. With this, the gates that we
have to apply at specific stages are as follows,

Weight Gate Stage

δ A001
dx +A001

t

−A000
x −b000x

cX[b̂000x , A00
x ] 0++

1

δ A001
y −A000

t

−A000
dy −b000y

cX[b̂000y , A00
y ] 2++

iA
000
dx f000

dx c4S[f000dx , A00
x ] 1′′′,2,3,4,5

iA
000
y f000

y c4S[f000y , A00
y ] 4−1–8−1,0,1

′′′

iA
000
t f000

t c4S[f000t , A00
y ] 0,1′′′,2–6

. (76)

Here, i++ denotes an additional layer in the protocol
that is executed right after the layer i+, and 1′′′ is a
new layer executed after layer 1′′. Each of action weights
can be implemented by multiple gates acting on multiple
stages, and we have decided to perform all gates at stage
1. When given the classical inputs consisting on the val-
ues of bx, by, cy, and cdx, we proceed by computing the
Z4 values of fdx, fy, and ft purely classically. Then we

apply the identity, S gate, Z gate, or S gate depending
on these values. So corrections can be implemented by
only 5 single-qubit gates per unit cell, introducing arbi-
trary b and c defects on all edges and faces where we do
not measure b and c.

After having discussed how to perform corrections, let
us review how the classical decoder described in Sec-
tion IID specializes to the present fault-tolerant circuit.
The input to the classical decoder at time T is the syn-
drome recorded up to that point, consisting of a bs 2-
chain supported on the (y, t− x)-faces, and a cs 1-chain
supported on the −t-edges on the L×L×T spacetime lat-
tice. The decoder proceeds by determining a (minimum-
weight) fix of bs and cs on the sheared cubic lattice, with
open boundary conditions at time T . Then we close off
the fixed bs + Fixmin(dbs) and cs + Fixmin(δcs) in a ho-

mologically trivial way at time T via b̃c and c̃c. Note
that there is no such closure supported on the (−t, y)
and (−t, t − x)-faces, and y and t − x-edges, since some
of these move anyons “diagonally” instead of perpendic-
ularly to the t direction. This is not a problem: The

controls bc and cc are chosen to be the restrictions of b̃c
and c̃c to the corresponding edges and faces. Even though
these controls do not directly close off bs + Fixmin(dbs)
and cs + Fixmin(δcs), the following measurement results
at the −t-edges and (y, t − x)-faces will automatically
close off the syndrome. At least this is the case if there
is no noise from time T onward, since the measurement
results of the noiseless circuit deterministically form a c
1-cycle and b 2-cocycle. Even if there is noise during the
corrections at time T , the resulting b and c fail to be
closed only by a small amount, which is good enough for
the hypothetical non-abelian circuit to take over.
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IV. GENERAL ABELIAN TWISTED
QUANTUM DOUBLES

In this section, we show how to generalize the methods
from Section III to arbitrary abelian Dijkgraaf-Witten
theories, or equivalently twisted quantum doubles. This
allows us to construct dynamic fault-tolerant protocols
for arbitrary non-chiral abelian topological phases.

A. Path integral

Let us start by defining abelian Dijkgraaf-Witten (or
twisted quantum double) path integrals in a way that
makes them particularly accessible for explicit computa-
tion. By abelian, we mean that the anyon theory describ-
ing these models is abelian. This implies that the gauge
group G needs to be abelian, but also that the group
3-cocycle ω ∈ Z3(BG,U(1)) needs to be composed of
type-I and type-II cocycles.

Any abelian group is isomorphic to a product of cyclic
factors,

G =
⊕

0≤i<k

Zli . (77)

After putting the orders on the diagonal of a diagonal
matrix f ,

fij = δij li , (78)

we have

G = Zf := fZk\Zk . (79)

That is, Zf denotes the finite abelian group formed by
equivalence classes of Zk-elements under a ≃ a+fv. This
notation still makes sense for arbitrary, non-diagonal in-
vertible integer matrices

f ∈ Zk×k ∩GL(k,R) , (80)

and all expressions derived in this section will also apply
to non-diagonal f .
The group 3-cocycle, or equivalently the action of the

model, is determined by a R/Z-valued matrix

F ∈ (R/Z)k×k , (81)

such that

fTFf = 0 , (82)

as an equation valued in R/Z.
The Dijkgraaf-Witten state sum is a sum over all G-

valued 1-cocycles A, as discussed in Section II B. The
action is given by

S[A] := A
T
F ∪ dA , (83)

where x ∈ Zk is a fixed lift of x ∈ Zf such that f\x = x,

and A denotes this lift applied to A element-wise. Also, A
is now interpreted as a vector in Zk×S1[M ]. Accordingly,
∪ and d are linear maps acting only on the S1[M ] tensor
factor and F acts only on the k tensor factor, and we
have

F∪ = ∪F , Fd = dF . (84)

The according 3-cocycle ω ∈ Z3(BG,U(1)) in its usual
form can be obtained by evaluating S on a tetrahedron,
analogous to Eq. (27),

ω(A01, A12, A23) = e2πiS[A]

= e2πiA01
T
F
(
A12+A23−(A12+A23)

)
.

(85)

The central property is still the invariance of the action
under the gauge transformation,

A′ = A+ dα . (86)

Analogous to Section IIIA, we have 15

x+ y = x+ y + fsx,y , (87)

for x, y ∈ Zf , and

dx = dx+ fvx , (88)

for a Zf -valued i-cochain x and some Zk-valued i + 1-
cochain vx. So we have

A′ = A+ dα = A+ dα+ f(sA,dα + vα) =: A+ dα+ fx .
(89)

So to show gauge invariance, we first compute the vari-
ance under adding fx to A,

S[A+ fx]− S[A]

= (A+ fx)TF ∪ d(A+ fx)−A
T
F ∪ dA

= xT fTF ∪ dA+A
T
Ff ∪ dx+ xT fTFf ∪ dx

= −xT fTFf ∪ vA + (dA)TFf ∪ x = 0 .

(90)

We have used Eqs. (82), (84), (88), and (34). Next, we
show invariance under adding dα,

S[A+ α]− S[A]

= (A+ dα)TF ∪ d(A+ dα)−A
T
F ∪A

= (dα)TF ∪ dA = (ddα)TF ∪A = 0 .

(91)

15 Below, s is the group 2-cocycle in Z2(BZf ,Zk) corresponding

to the central extension Zk f ·−→ Zk f\•−−→ Zf . Applied to i-
cocycles x, vx is the Bockstein homomorphism corresponding
to the same short exact sequence. Note that for i = 1, the
Bockstein homomorphism again corresponds to a group 2-cocycle
in Z2(BZf ,Zk), which is the same as sx,y above.



22

Thus, the action is gauge invariant,

S[A′]− S[A] = 0 . (92)

Not all different choices of f and F yield different mod-
els. For example, indicating the matrix F as a super-
script, we have

SFT [A] = A
T
F ∪ dA = (dA)TF ∪A

= A
T
FT ∪T dA = A

T
FT ∪ dA+ (dA)TFT ∪1 dA

= A
T
FT ∪ dA+ vTAf

TFT f ∪1 vA

= A
T
FT ∪ dA = SF [A] ,

(93)

using Eq. (41). Thus, we have

SF+Y−Y T [A] = SF [A] . (94)

Also it is easy to see that

SF [A] = SF+X [A] (95)

for anyX such thatXf = 0 or fTX = 0. Further, if f ′ =
fg, then we have fZ = f ′Z and Zf = Zf ′ . In general,
note that many different choices of f give isomorphic Zf ,
even in the diagonal case.

Let us give a few examples of twisted quantum dou-
bles and how they are phrased in our language. For the
double-semion model discussed in Section IIIA, we have

f =
(
2
)
, F =

(
1
4

)
. (96)

All twisted quantum doubles with group G = Zn are
represented by

f =
(
n
)
, F =

(
a
n2

)
, 0 ≤ a < n , (97)

corresponding to a type-I 3-cocycle. A type-II 3-cocycle
on Zn × Zn corresponds to

f =

(
n 0
0 n

)
, F =

(
0 a

n2

0 0

)
. (98)

As a slightly more involved example, the so-called 6-
semion model consists of a type-2 twist, and a type-1
twist on each factor of Z2 × Z2,

l =

(
2 0
0 2

)
, F =

(
1
4

1
4

0 1
4

)
. (99)

B. 1-form symmetries

Next, we equip the twisted quantum double path in-
tegral with projective 1-form symmetries. The 1-form
symmetry group is K = Zm := mZ2k\Z2k with 16

m :=

(
f 0

fT (F + FT )f fT

)
. (100)

16 In other words, K = Zm is a central extension ZfT → Zm →
Zf determined by the 2-cocycle ψ ∈ H2(BZf ,ZfT ) given by

ψ(a, b) = fT \
(
fT (F + FT )(a+ b− a+ b)

)
.

However, instead of a K-valued 1-chain s, we will devi-
ate from Definition 3 and use a Zf -valued 2-cochain b
together with a ZfT -valued 1-chain c. Instead of δs = 0
for a non-zero path integral due to the first condition in
Definition 3, b and c have to obey the following,

db = 0 ⇒ db = −fvb , (101)

and

δc = fT \
(
∪ fT (F + FT )db

)
⇒ δc = − ∪ fT (F + FT )fvb − fT vc .

(102)

Here, F is interpreted as having entries in R and not R/Z,
such that fT (F +FT )f is not zero but has entries valued
in Z. Combining both into one equation yields(

db
δc

)
=

(
f 0

∪fT (F + FT )f fT

)(
−vb
−vc

)
. (103)

Noting that the effect of the Z-linear operator ∪ is to
“shift” an i-cocycle to a homologically equivalent d − i-
cycle, we can read off Eq. (100). Also note that on a cubic
lattice, ∪ can be chosen such that it is literally a shift
in the ( 12 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 )-direction. In this case, the combination

s := fT \(∪b, c)T defines an ordinary K-valued 1-cycle.
However, on arbitrary cellulations, we have to slightly
modify Definition 3.
The path integral is a sum over all Zf 1-cochains A

such that

dA = b ⇒ dA = b− fvA . (104)

The action is given by

S[A, b, c] = A
T
F ∪ dA+A

T
(f−1)T c

−A
T
(F + FT ) ∪ b+ b

T
F ∪1 dA .

(105)

This action is still gauge invariant under

A′ = A+ dα , (106)

even in the presence of defects b and c as we show below.
As in Section IVA, we start by showing invariance under
adding fx,

S[A+ fx, b, c]− S[A, b, c]

= (fx)TF ∪ dA+A
T
F ∪ dfx+ (fx)TF ∪ dfx

+ (fx)T (f−1)T c− (fx)T (F + FT ) ∪ b+ b
T
F ∪1 dfx

= (fx)TF ∪ dA− (fx)TF ∪ b

+A
T
F ∪ dfx− (fx)TFT ∪ b+ b

T
F ∪1 dfx

= xT fTF ∪ (dA− b) + (dA)TF ∪ fx

+ b
T
F (− ∪T + ∪1 d)fx

(41)
= −xT fTFf ∪ vA + (dA)TF ∪ fx

− b
T
F ∪ fx− (db)TF ∪1 fx

= (dA− b)TF ∪ fx+ vTb f
TFf ∪1 x

= −vTAfTFf ∪ x = 0 .
(107)
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Next, we consider the variance under adding dα,

S[A+ dα, b, c]− S[A, b, c]

= (dα)TF ∪ dA+ (dα)T (f−1)T c

− (dα)T (F + FT ) ∪ b
= αT (f−1)T δc− αT ∪ (F + FT )db

= αT (f−1)T
(
δc− ∪fT (F + FT )db

)
.

(108)

Thus, if Eq. (102) holds, then we indeed have

S[A′, b, c]− S[A, b, c] = 0 . (109)

Let us now discuss how the four conditions of Defini-
tion 3 hold for the presented 1-form symmetries, or bet-
ter, the analogous conditions since we have pairs (b, c)
instead of 1-cycles s. The arguments are analogous to
the discussion towards the end of Section III B, and we
will not repeat them to full extent. To show that the
first condition holds, we note that the path integral on a
3-ball evaluates to zero by construction unless Eq. (101)
is fulfilled, since otherwise the set of 1-cochains A with
dA = b that we sum over is empty. Further, let us con-
sider Eq. (108) for an arbitrary 1-chain c that does not
need to fulfill Eq. (102). Analogous to Eq. (44), Z[a, b, c]
on the set of 3-cells surrounding a vertex v is given by

Z[a, b, c] =
1

2

∑
α(v)∈Zf

e2πiS[A0+dα]

=
1

|Zf |
e2πiS[A0]

∑
α(v)∈Zf

e2πi(δc−∪fT (F+FT )db)(v)T f−1α(v)

= e2πiS[A0]δ(δc−∪fT (F+FT )db)(v) .

(110)
Here, we have used that the Zf discrete Fourier transform
of the constant function is the δ-function,∑

y∈Zf

e2πix
T f−1y = |Zf |δx . (111)

So the path integral evaluates to zero on a 3-ball if ei-
ther Eq. (101) or Eq. (102) is violated at any volume or
vertex in the interior, which implies the first condition in
Definition 3 holds for a minimal χ.

For the second condition, we note that when adding
dβ to b for a single edge β, we also need to change A and
c in order to preserve Eqs. (104) and (102),

A′ = A+ β ,

b′ = b+ dβ ,

c′ = c+ fT \ ∪ fT (F + FT )fy ,

(112)

with

y := sb,dβ + vβ . (113)

Indeed, we find that this transformation preserves
Eq. (102),

δc′ = δ
(
c+ ∪fT (F + FT )fy

)
= δc+ δ ∪ fT (F + FT )f(b′ − b− dβ)

= δc+ ∪fT (F + FT )d(b′ − b)

= ∪fT (F + FT )db′ .

(114)

Apart from this, the proof of the second condition in
Definition 3 works as in Section III B, by extending b
and c with b+ and c+ inside a 3-ball B+

3 .
For the proof of the third condition in Definition 3,

we note if ∂c is homologically non-trivial, then there is
a connected component of m0 on which ∂c sums to 0 ̸=
y ∈ Zf . For every x ∈ Zf , consider the 1-cocycle Ax that
associates±x to all edges ofM ′ adjacent to but not inside
the chosen connected component. With this, we have

Ax
T
(f−1)T c = xT (f−1)T y. To show that the evaluation

ZM ′ is zero, we then use Eq. (111) inside the analog of
Eq. (50). Finally, also the proof of the fourth condition
in Definition 3 works the same way as in Section III B,
by extending S2 × [0, 1] to S3 by gluing B0

+ and B1
+.

We conclude this section by noting that if we spell
out the action in Eq. (105) for the double-semion model
(Eq. (97) with n = 2), we get

1

4
A

T ∪ dA+
1

2
A

T
c+

1

2
A

T ∪ b+ 1

4
b
T ∪1 dA

=
1

4
A

T ∪ dA+
1

2
A

T
(c+ ∪b) + 1

4
b
T ∪1 dA .

(115)

So the action equals that Eq. (39) after we replace c by
c+ ∪b

C. Fault-tolerant circuit

In this section, we generalize the fault-tolerant circuit
constructed from the double-semion path integral in Sec-
tion III C to arbitrary abelian twisted quantum double
path integrals. For the underlying spacetime cellula-
tion, we choose the same as in Section III C, depicted
in Eq. (53). The labels for the state-sum variables are
again the same as in Eq. (54), just that now the labels
take values in Zf (or ZfT ) instead of Z2. Also the con-
straints in Eq. (55) are the same.
The first visible difference arises when we resolve the

action in terms of the microscopic state-sum variables.

Let we start with the first term of Eq. (105), A
T
F ∪ dA.

Using the cup product formula in Eq. (56), we obtain
similar to Eq. (57),

A001
dx

T
F (A002

y +A011
t −A001

t −A001
y )

−A101
y

T
F (A011

dx +A011
t −A110

t −A010
dx )

+A100
t

T
F (A000

dx +A001
y −A100

y −A010
dx ) .

(116)
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The next term in the action is AT (f−1)T c, which be-
comes

A000
t

T
(f−1)T c000 . (117)

The next term is b
T
F ∪1 dA. Analogous to Eq. (60), we

find

−b000
T
F (A001

dx +A001
t −A100

t −A000
dx )

−b000
T
F (A002

y +A011
t −A001

t −A001
y )

= −b000
T
F (A001

dx +A002
y +A011

t − A100
t︸︷︷︸

cancel

−A000
dx −A001

y ) .

(118)
The term marked by “cancel” will cancel with another
term of the action below. Finally, we have the addi-
tional term −AT (F + FT ) ∪ b that was not present for
the double-semion model, as explained at the end of Sec-
tion IVB. For this we still use the cup product formula
shown in Eq. (56). Since b is only supported on the
(y, t− x)-faces, we only get one term,

−A100
t

T
(F + FT︸︷︷︸

cancel

)b000 . (119)

After describing the microscopics of the state sum on
the chosen spacetime cellulation, it is now time to con-
struct the fault-tolerant circuit. The circuit has degrees
of freedom Aij

x and Aij
y located on the edges, bij on the

faces, and cij on the vertices of a square lattice, just
as for the double-semion circuit in Eq. (61). The only
difference is that the degrees of freedom are not qubits
but |Zf |-dimensional qudits, whose basis vectors are la-
beled by elements of Zf . Additionally, the circuit gener-

ates classical measurement results b̂ valued in Zf at every
(y, t−x)-face of the spacetime lattice, and ĉ taking values
in ZfT at every −t-edge. The stages of the circuit are the
same as for the double-semion case in Eq. (62).

To get from stage i to stage i+1, we update the values
of the qubits using the constraints in Eq. (55) and below,
which yields the same gates as in Eq. (63). The only
difference is that instead of the CX gate on qubits, we
use the Zf analogue of the gate,

CXf |a, b⟩ := |a, b+ a⟩ . (120)

The measurements in Eq. (65) are completely analogous
again. We replace MZ by the measurement MZf in the
computational basis yielding the Zf -value of the qubit.
We replace |+⟩ by the equal-weight superposition |+f ⟩ of
Zf -elements,

|+f ⟩ :=
1√
|Zf |

∑
a∈Zf

|a⟩ . (121)

The state |0⟩ is replaced by |0f ⟩, the computational basis
state corresponding to the identity element of Zf . The

Hadamard gate is replaced by the discrete Fourier trans-
form for the group Zf ,

Hf |a⟩ =
∑

b∈ZfT

e2πia
T f−1b |b⟩ . (122)

Unitarity of this operator follows from Eq. (111),

⟨a|H†
fHf |c⟩ =

∑
b∈ZfT

e2πia
T f−1be−2πicT f−1b

=
∑

b∈ZfT

e2πi(a−c)T f−1b = δa,c .
(123)

The next step is to implement the state-sum weights
as controlled-phase gates, diagonal in the computational
basis. Most importantly, an action term like aTFb yields

a weight e2πia
TFb, which is implemented by applying the

gate

CSF |a, b⟩ = e2πia
TFb |a, b⟩ . (124)

If a is represented by a measurement outcome instead of
a qubit, the weight can be implemented by an analogous
classically controlled gate cSF . With this, the weights
can be implemented as the following gates acting on the
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qubits, analogous to Eq. (67),

Weight Gate Stage

e2πiA
001
dx

T
FA002

y CSF [A
00
x , A

00
y ] 31,41,5

′
1

e2πiA
001
dx

T
FA011

t CSF [A
00
x , c

01] 1′′1 ,21,31,41,51

e−2πiA001
dx

T
FA001

t CS−F [A
00
x , c

00] 11,21,3
+
1 ,41,51

e−2πiA001
dx

T
FA001

y CS−F [A
00
x , A

00
y ] 1′1

CS−F [A
00
x , b

(−1)0] 11

e−2πiA101
y

T
FA011

dx CS−F [A
10
y , A

01
x ] 11

CS−F [b
00, A01

x ] 11

e−2πiA101
y

T
FA011

t CS−F [A
10
y , c

01] 01,11
CS−F [b

00, c01] 11

e2πiA
101
y

T
FA110

t CSF [A
10
y , c

11] 3,4,5,6

e2πiA
101
y

T
FA010

dx CSF [A
10
y , A

01
x ] 3,4,5

e2πiA
100
t

T
FA000

dx CSF [c
10, A00

x ] 1,2,3,4,5

e2πiA
100
t

T
FA001

y CSF [c
10, A00

y ] 3,4′,5,6

e−2πiA100
t

T
FA100

y CS−F [c
10, A10

y ] 0,1
CS−F [c

10, b00] 1′

e−2πiA100
t

T
FA010

dx CS−F [c
10, A01

x ] 1,2,3,4+,5

e−2πib000
T
FA001

dx cS−F [b̂
000, A00

x ] 11,21,31,4
′
1,51

e−2πib000
T
FA002

y cS−F [b̂
000, A00

y ] 31,41–81,02,12

e−2πib000
T
FA011

t cS−F [b̂
000, c01] 01–31,41,51,61

e−2πiA100
t

T
Fb000 cS−FT [b̂000, c10] 5′,6

CS−FT [b00, c10] 4,5

e2πib
000T

FA000
dx cSF [b̂

000, A00
x ] 5

CSF [b
00, A00

x ] 4,5

e2πib
000T

FA001
y cSF [b̂

000, A00
y ] 5–8,01,1

′′
1

cSF [b̂
000, b(−1)0] 11

CSF [b
00, A00

y ] 4,5

.

(125)

Taking everything together, the circuit is given by

Step Gates

6+−1 P|+⟩ ◦MXf [c
00, ĉ00(−1)]

0+ CXf [A
10
y , b

00], CXf [c
00, A00

x ]
1 CS−F [A

10
y , A

01
x ], CS−F [b

00, c10]
1′ CS−F [A

00
x , A

00
y ], CS−F [c

10, b00]

1′′ cSF [b̂
00(−1), A00

y ], CS−F [A
00
x , c

01]
1+ CXf [A

00
x , b

00], CXf [c
01, A00

y ]
2+ CXf [A

01
x , b

00], CXf [c
00, A00

y ]

3 cS−F [b̂
00(−1), A00

y ], CSF [c
10, A00

x ]
3+ CXf [A

00
y , b

00], CSF [A
00
x , c

00]

4 CSF [A
10
y , A

01
x ], cS−F [b̂

00(−1), c01]

4′ cS−F [b̂
00(−1), A00

x ], CSF [c
10, A00

y ]

4+ P|0⟩ ◦MZf [b
00, b̂000], CS−F [c

10, A01
x ]

5 cSF [b̂
000, A00

x ], CSF [A
10
y , c

11]

5′ cS−FT [b̂000, c10], CS−F [A
00
x , A

00
y ]

5+ CXf [c
10, A00

x ]
6+ P|+⟩ ◦MXf [c

00, ĉ000]

0+1 CXf [A
10
y , b

00], CXf [c
00, A00

x ]
. . . . . .

. (126)

That is, in addition to the qudit toric code, we end up
with 12 generalized CS gates, and depending on the clas-
sical measurement outcomes up to 6 generalized S gates.
Here, we again combined Hf and MZf into a generalized
X measurement MXf .

D. Decoding and correction

In order to incorporate corrections, we generalize the
double-semion case in Section IIID, just as we general-
ized Section III C to Section IVC. Since this would be
rather repetitive, and is anyways slightly hypothetical,
we omit this.

However, we want to stress one important qualitative
difference to the double-semion case, which comes into
play when we look at the classical decoder: We cannot
anymore fix b and c separately, since for a noise-free syn-
drome, c is now a 1-chain whose boundary depends on b
through Eq. (102). We thus suggest the following decod-
ing procedure: We first find a fix Fix(db) for b such that
b+ Fix(db) is a Zf -valued 2-cocycle. Then we fix c with

Fix(δc− fT \ ∪ fT (F + FT )d(b+ Fix(db)) . (127)

As usual, we choose open boundary conditions at time
T in the calculation of Fix, that is both 2-cocycles like
b and 1-cycles like c are allowed to freely terminate at
the time-T boundary. Also, in general, computing the
minimum-weight fix Fixmin is computationally inefficient,
so we might have to use another decoder such as an RG
decoder.
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V. MEASUREMENT-BASED AND FLOQUET
ARCHITECTURES

The fault-tolerant circuits of Sections III C and IVC
were based on a standard syndrome extraction circuit
for the stabilizer (qudit) toric code, into which we in-
cluded phase gates implementing the twists. In Ref. [33],
we have shown that many other fault-tolerant topologi-
cal protocols are equivalent to the toric code: They are
based on the same toric-code path integral, on different
spacetime cellulations traversed in different time direc-
tions. In this section, we will show that also the other
protocols corresponding to other spacetime cellulations
or time directions can be equipped with phase gates. In
particular, we will look at measurement-based topologi-
cal quantum computation as described in [26], and the
CSS honeycomb Floquet code defined in Refs. [29–31].

A. Measurement-based topological quantum
computation

Let us start by measurement-based topological quan-
tum computation. As we have discussed at the end of
Section III C, the major challenge when turning the path
integral into a fault-tolerant circuit is to ensure that for
every weight in the action, there is a stage in the circuit
where each involved state-sum variable is represented by
a qubit. We have shown that for a standard syndrome-
extraction circuit of the stabilizer toric code, this can be
achieved by choosing an according local formula for the
higher order cup products. For different spacetime cellu-
lations, different time directions, or different cup product
formulas, it is not so clear that the weights in the ac-
tion can be realized by phase gates inserted into the “un-
twisted” circuit. As argued at the end of Section III C,
a way to solve this problem is to copy a state-sum vari-
able stored in one qubit to an auxiliary qubit, such that
this variable remains accessible also at later stages. Af-
ter usage, these auxiliary qubits must be measured in
a generalized X basis, such that the measurement out-
come corresponds to the presence of a c defect at the
according edge. If we take this method to an extreme,
we store every state-sum variable in a separate auxiliary
qubit and only perform the X-type measurement after
it is not needed anymore. Of course, the large num-
ber of auxiliary qubits means that these circuits have a
larger overhead compared to the one constructed in Sec-
tion III, but it guarantees that we can straight-forwardly
implement any sort of twists in an abelian gauge theory.
Even more extremely, we could consider keeping all of
the qubits, and performing all measurements at the very
end, including the Z-type measurements corresponding
to the b defects. After doing this, we can rotate the pro-
tocol from a 2 + 1-dimensional to a 3 + 0-dimensional
circuit. That is, the protocol now consists of a constant-
time circuit preparing a resource state in 3 spatial di-
mensions, which we then measure. We have arrived at a

measurement-based quantum computation protocol.
Topological measurement-based quantum computation

has been originally established for a so-called cluster state
as resource state [26]. This cluster state is obtained from
preparing the qubits of a 3 + 1-dimensional toric code
in the |+⟩ state, and then preparing the ancillas whose
measurement would yield the values of all Z-type sta-
bilizers. As was pointed out in Refs. [45, 73], this re-
source state is a ground state of a modular Crane-Yetter-
Walker-Wang (CYWW) model [58, 74], see also Ref. [75].
More precisely, modular CYWW models are defined for
any anyon theory, and the resource state is the CYWW
ground state for the toric code anyon model. CYWW
models for non-chiral anyon theories are trivial and can
be prepared or disentangled with constant-depth circuits
[76]. 17 The circuit that prepares the non-chiral modu-
lar CYWW ground state in constant time corresponds to
a tensor-network representation (or PEPS) of a ground
state, which at the same time defines a boundary for the
3 + 1-dimensional CYWW path integral. 18 It has been
suggested in Ref. [73] that other abelian CYWW ground
states could be used for measurement-based quantum
computation as well, but how precisely this works has
not been spelled out in the literature so far. Ref. [45]
discusses a concrete computation scheme based on the
3-fermion CYWW model, but its ground state cannot be
prepared in constant time due to its chirality and thus
does not give rise to a 3+ 0 or 2 + 1-dimensional circuit.
When viewing the 3 + 0-dimensional measurement-

based circuit of Ref. [26] as a path integral using the
methods in Ref. [33], we precisely get the toric code
path integral. This way, one can see that the stabilizer
toric code and measurement-based quantum computa-
tion are in fact equivalent, as was also pointed out in
Ref. [34]. In this section, we construct 3+ 0-dimensional
measurement-based quantum computation circuits based
on our non-chiral abelian 2 + 1-dimensional 1-form sym-
metric path integrals from Section IVB. Equivalently, we
realize measurement-based quantum computation for ar-
bitrary non-chiral abelian CYWW models, as suggested
in Ref. [73]. 19

17 Since “the CYWW ground state” is usually interpreted up to
local unitary equivalence, the equivalence between the cluster
resource state and the CYWW ground state as such is trivial,
at least in the non-chiral case. It does become a non-trivial
statement, however, if we view the CYWW ground state as an
SPT state protected by a 1-form symmetry [45, 73].

18 Perhaps unexpectedly, this boundary is not the usual one that
hosts the topological order of the input anyon model, but rather
the invertible domain wall to vacuum that only exists in the non-
chiral case [76].

19 We prefer thinking in terms of 2 + 1-dimensional path integrals,
since CYWW models describe 3+1-dimensional physics, but our
circuits are really 2+ 1 or 3+ 0-dimensional. Viewing the 2+ 1-
dimensional path integral as a boundary of the 3+1-dimensional
CYWW path integral does neatly describe the anomaly of the
(projective) 1-form symmetries of the former, that is, the phases
we get via the second condition in Definition 3. However, this
anomaly is irrelevant for fault tolerance.
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Let us now describe the resource state |ψ⟩ for our
protocol. While this state could be defined on any 3-
cellulation, we would like to demonstrate a specific task,
namely “teleporting” logical information from one side
of the cellulation to the other. This is the measurement-
based analogue of fault-tolerant storage. To be concrete,
we consider a 3-cellulation of topology S1 × S1 × [0, 1].
The resource state has Zf -valued qudits on all faces and
all interior edges. Configurations of the qubits thus con-
sist of a 2-chain b and a 1-chain c. The amplitude of the
resource state simply equals our 1-form symmetric path
integral derived in Section IVB with symmetry defects b
and c, and A = 0 at the boundary,

⟨b, c|ψ⟩ = Z[0, b, c] . (128)

We will now construct the finite-depth circuit that pre-
pares the state |ψ⟩ above in the bulk, discussing the
boundaries at S1 × S1 × 0 and S1 × S1 × 1 later. We
start by preparing every c qudit in the state |+f ⟩, de-
fined in Eq. (121), and every b qudit in the state |0f ⟩.
The value of these c qudits represent the value of A, and
the fact that we prepare them in the |+f ⟩ state corre-
sponds to the fact that we sum over all A-configurations.
The constraint dA = b is then implemented by applying
a CXf (or CXT

f ) gate, controlled by the c qudit and act-
ing on the b qubit, for every pair of adjacent edge and
face. Next, we implement the action terms depending
on the A-variables and b variables as (controlled-)phase
gates acting on the corresponding b and c qudits. Finally,
we implement the weight AT (f−1)T c by applying a Hf

gate at every c qudit. After this, the c qudits represent
the values of c instead of A.

Let us look at the microscopics of this preparation cir-
cuit on an ordinary cubic lattice. We will name the state-
sum variables within a unit cell as follows,

x
y

z

A100
y

c100y

A101
y

c101y

A100
zc100z

A001
x

c001x

A110
zc110z

A000
x

c000x

A000
zc000z

A001
y

c001y

A011
x

c011x

A000
y

c000y

A010
zc010z

A010
x

c010xb000y

b000z

b000x

b010y

b001z

b100x .

(129)
The constraint dA = b yields three constraints of the
state-sum variables per unit cell,

A000
z +A001

y −A000
y −A010

z = b000x ,

A000
x +A100

z −A000
z −A001

x = b000y ,

A000
x +A100

y −A000
y −A010

x = b000z .

(130)

Next, let us look at the terms of the action. To express

the term A
T
F ∪dA in terms of the microscopic state-sum

variables, we use the cup product formula in Eq. (A52).
Thereby, we identify the cube in Eq. (129) with the one in
Eq. (A50) such that the drawings coincide, and x0, x1, x2
are matched with x, z, y. This yields the following weight
per unit cell,

A000
x

T
F (A100

z +A101
y −A100

y −A110
z )

−A000
z

T
F (A001

x +A101
y −A001

y −A011
x )

+A000
y

T
F (A010

x +A110
z −A010

z −A011
x ) .

(131)

The term A
T
(f−1)T c yields

A000
x

T
(f−1)T c000x +A000

y

T
(f−1)T c000y +A000

z

T
(f−1)T c000z .

(132)

The term −AT
(F+FT )∪b yields, again using Eq. (A52),

−A000
x

T
(F + FT )b100x +A000

z

T
(F + FT︸︷︷︸

cancel

)b001z

−A000
y

T
(F + FT︸︷︷︸

cancel

)b010y .
(133)

For the term b
T
F∪1dA, we use the ∪1 product formula in

Eq. (A58), identifying the cubes in Eqs. (129) and (A50)
in the same way as above. We get

b000x

T
F (A000

x +A100
z +A101

y −A000
z −A001

y −A011
x )

−b010y

T
F (A000

x +A100
z +A101

y − A000
y︸︷︷︸

cancel

−A010
x −A110

z )

−b000z

T
F (A100

z +A101
y −A100

y −A110
z )

+b001z

T
F (A000

x +A100
z − A000

z︸︷︷︸
cancel

−A001
x ) .

(134)

After preparing the resource state with the 3 + 0-
dimensional circuit, we measure all c qudits and b qu-
dits in the computational basis. We can combine the
Hf gates with the c-qudit measurements, yielding c-qubit
measurements in the generalized X basis. Furthermore,
we can measure the b qubits before implementing the
weights in Eqs. (133) and (134). After this, the value of
b is represented by classical degrees of freedom, so we can
implement these weights as classically controlled instead
of coherently controlled unitaries. All in all, we get the
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following 3 + 0-dimensional circuit in the bulk,

Step Gates
0 P|+⟩[c

000
x ], P|+⟩[c

000
y ], P|+⟩[c

000
z ],

P|0⟩[b
000
x ], P|0⟩[b

000
y ], P|0⟩[b

000
z ]

1 CXf [c
000
z , b000x ], CXf [c

001
y , b000x ], CXT

f [c
000
y , b000x ],

CXT
f [c

010
z , b000x ], CXf [c

000
x , b000y ], CXf [c

100
z , b000y ],

CXT
f [c

000
z , b000y ], CXT

f [c
001
x , b000y ], CXf [c

000
x , b000z ],

CXf [c
100
y , b000z ], CXT

f [c
000
y , b000z ], CXT

f [c
010
x , b000z ]

2 CSF [c
000
x , c100z ], CSF [c

000
x , c101y ], CS−F [c

000
x , c100y ],

CS−F [c
000
x , c110z ], CS−F [c

000
z , c001x ], CS−F [c

000
z , c101y ],

CSF [c
000
z , c001y ], CSF [c

000
z , c011x ], CSF [c

000
y , c010x ],

CSF [c
000
y , c110z ], CS−F [c

000
y , c010z ], CS−F [c

000
y , c011x ]

3 MZf [b
000
x , b̂000x ], MZf [b

000
y , b̂000y ], MZf [b

000
z , b̂000z ]

4 cS−F [b̂
100
x , c000x ], cS−FT [b̂100x , c000x ], cSFT [b̂001z , c000z ],

cS−FT [b̂010y , c000y ], cSF [b̂
000
x , c000x ], cSF [b̂

000
x , c100z ],

cSF [b̂
000
x , c101y ], cS−F [b̂

000
x , c000z ], cS−F [b̂

000
x , c001y ],

cS−F [b̂
000
x , c011x ], cS−F [b̂

010
y , c000x ], cS−F [b̂

010
y , c100z ],

cS−F [b̂
010
y , c101y ], cSF [b̂

010
y , c010x ], cSF [b̂

010
y , c110z ],

cS−F [b̂
000
z , c100z ], cS−F [b̂

000
z , c101y ], cSF [b̂

000
z , c100y ],

cSF [b̂
000
z , c110z ], cSF [b̂

001
z , c000x ], cSF [b̂

001
z , c100z ]

cS−F [b̂
001
z , c001x ],

5 MXf [c
000
x , ĉ000x ], MXf [c

000
y , ĉ000y ], MXf [c

000
z , ĉ000z ]

(135)
If we wanted to move the b measurements to the end,
we would have to replace all the classically controlled cS
gates by coherently controlled CS gates.

Let us briefly discuss how to use this protocol to fault-
tolerantly “teleport” logical information from the space
boundary at S1 ×S1 × 0 to S1 ×S1 × 1. We assume that
the input logical information is encoded as a toric-code
ground space for the space cellulation at S1×S1×0, and
the output is encoded in the cellulation at S1×S1×1. In
stage 0, we use the input toric-code ground state as the
state of the c qubits inside the S1×S1×0 boundary, while
all b qubits are prepared in state |0⟩, and all other c qubits
in state |+⟩. We then continue with steps 1, 2, 3, and 4 as
above. In step 5, we measure all qubits as described ex-
cept for the ones inside the S1 ×S1 × 1 boundary. These
qubits hold the teleported state. However, we need to
apply corrections to this teleported state, depending on
the measurement outcomes in the bulk. These measure-
ment outcomes consist of a 2-cochain b and a 1-chain c.
In contrast to Sections IIID and IVD, b and c are sup-
ported on all edges and faces of the 3-dimensional cellula-
tion. This is not a fundamental problem, but it is related
to the larger overhead per unit cell of the 3-cellulation
for the measurement-based approach compared to the
stabilizer-syndrome-extraction approach. Like in Sec-
tion IVD, we perform minimum-weight matching (or any
other suitable decoder) with open boundary conditions at
S1 × S1 × 1, and then close off the matched b and c near
S1×S1×1. However, since all faces and edges in the bulk
are already used for measurements, there are none left
for controlled insertion of defect segments to close off the
fixed b and c. Instead, we append a round of stabilizer-

syndrome-extraction-based 2 + 1-dimensional error cor-
rection similar to Section IVD, into which we can insert
additional defects. Alternatively, we could look at the
restriction of the matched b and c to the 2-cellulation at
S1 × S1 × 1, yielding a 0-cycle for c and a 2-cocycle for
b. This restricted (b, c) configuration defines an anyon
pattern in the teleported state, which can be fixed using
the string operators of these anyons. We will not de-
scribe the microscopics of these corrections here, since in
practice whether and how we perform them depends on
what logical gate we next want to apply to our encoded
information.

B. CSS honeycomb Floquet code

Next, we look at the Floquet architecture. We will not
show how to implement arbitrary twisted quantum dou-
bles, but only the one for G = Z2×Z2 with a type-2 twist
as shown in Eq. (98) for n = 2. We restrict ourselves to
this case because the twist can be implemented with-
out any auxiliary qudits. We will write A = (A0, A1),
b = (b0, b1), and c = (c0, c1), explicitly spelling out the
two components of the gauge field and symmetry defects.
Instead of the general action in Eq. (105), we choose a
simpler alternative of equipping the path integral with
1-form symmetries: b0 and b1 are Z2 2-cocycles, and c0
and c1 are 1-chains such that

δc0 = (
1

2
∪ db1)mod 2 , δc1 = (

1

2
∪ db0)mod 2 . (136)

Note that analogous to Eq. (100), we have

m =

2 0 0 0
0 2 0 0
0 1 2 0
1 0 0 2

 , (137)

so the effective 1-form symmetry group K = Zm is iso-
morphic to Z4×Z4. In fact, this twisted quantum double
is in the same phase as the G = Z4 untwisted quantum
double, in other words, the Z4 toric code. Thus, our cir-
cuit provides a way to implement the Z4 toric code phase
in a Floquet way using only qubits. 20 The state sum is
a sum over two 2-cochains A = (A0, A1) with

dA0 = b0 , dA1 = b1 . (138)

20 Surely, this could also be implemented by representing a 4-
dimensional qudit as two qubits. We would then have to im-
plement the Z4 generalized CX gate in terms of qubit pairs, or
equivalently, mod 4 addition of two binary 2-digit numbers. This
involves a Toffoli (CCX) gate to implement the carry, whose
decomposition into simple 2-qubit gates seems to yield a larger
overhead than our circuits.
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The action in Eq. (83) can be equipped with 1-form sym-
metries as

S[A, b, c] =
1

4

(
A0

T ∪ dA1 − b0
T ∪A1 −A0

T ∪ b1
)

+
1

2
(c0

TA0 + c1
TA1) .

(139)
Since this way of introducing 1-form symmetries devi-
ates from the general case in Eq. (105), we need to show
invariance under the gauge transformation

A′
0 = A0 + dα

⇒ A′
0 = A0 + dα+ 2(sA0,dα + vα) := A0 + dα+ 2x .

(140)
The action is invariant under adding 2x,

S[(A0 + 2x,A1), b, c]− S[(A0, A1), b, c]

=
1

4
2xT ∪ (dA1 − b1) = −xT ∪ vA1

= 0 .
(141)

The variance under adding dα is

S[(A0 + dα,A1), b, c]− S[(A0, A1), b, c]

=
1

4
(dα)T ∪ (dA1 − b1) +

1

2
cT0 dα

=
1

2
αT (−1

2
∪ db1 + δc0) .

(142)

The exact same derivation holds for gauge invariance of
A1, after exchanging the subscripts 0 and 1 everywhere.
So we find that due to Eq. (136), the action is gauge
invariant. Using arguments analogous to these towards
the end of Section III B, we find that the four conditions
of Definition 3 hold.

As described in Section III.C of Ref. [33], we consider a
cubic lattice, and let the time direction be the t = x+y+z
direction. We modify this lattice by splitting every edge
into two edges separated by a 2-gon, and every face into
two triangles separated by a diagonal 2-valent edge. The
2-cochains b0 and b1 are only supported on the 2-gon
faces, and the 2-chains c0 and c1 are only supported on
the diagonal edges. We will label the variables at the
faces and edges of one spacetime volume as follows,

x
y

z t

A000
y−
A000

y+

A010
z−

A010
x+

A110
z+

A011
x−

c000z

A000
z

c000x

A000
x

c010y

A010
y

A000
x−

A000
x+

A000
z+

A000
z−

A001
y+

A001
x−

A100
z+

A100
y−

A110
z−

A011
x+

A101
y−
A101

y+

c000y

A000
y

c001z
A001

z

c100x

A100
x

b000y

b101y

b000x

b011x

b000z

b110z

. (143)

Here, A, b, and c denote Z2 × Z2-variables. The corre-
sponding Z2-variables have an additional subscript 0 or

1 in front. There are each 6 A0 and A1-variables, 3 b0
and b1-variables, and 3 c0 and c1 variables per unit cell.
As shown, we indicate the unit cell by superscripts like
Aijk, where i, j, k are the x, y, z-coordinates of the unit
cell. The ± subscript indicates whether the edge is posi-
tively (−) or negatively (+) oriented inside the adjacent
2-gon face.
Let us now write the action in terms of the microscopic

state-sum variables, as labeled above. First, we need to
construct a formula for the cup product on the modified
cubic lattice using the method in Appendix A. Thereby,
we can neglect the diagonal edges, since c is not involved
in any cup products. To define the cup product and also
the (co-)boundary, we need to choose the orientation σ
for all subcells. For this, we need to identify all cells with
a standard representative. We choose a single standard
edge representative, and choose the identification such
that the positively oriented vertex of the edge has the
larger t = x + y + z coordinate, which can be indicated
in the drawing by equipping all edges with directions,

. (144)

There are two 2-cell representatives,

, . (145)

The counter-clockwise pointing edges of these 2-cell rep-
resentatives are positively oriented and the clockwise
ones negatively. The identification with these standard
representatives is such that the vector pointing into the
drawing plane in Eq. (145) has positive overlap with the
t direction in Eq. (144). Finally, the orientation of the
faces in the cube in Eq. (144) is positive for the three
2-gons and three squares with the smaller t coordinates,
and negative for the larger t coordinates. We have cho-
sen the orientations symmetric under the Z3 symmetry
of the cubic lattice generated by the 2π

3 rotation around

the t axis. The same will be true for the formulas for∪0

which we choose below. For the edges and square faces,
we use the formulas from Appendix A in Eqs. (A25),
(A26), (A47), and (A48). The first new cell representa-

tive is the 2-gon, on which ∪02
0 can be chosen

. (146)

∪11
0 is zero, and ∪20

0 given by

−
. (147)

Now, we are ready to define ∪0 for the modified-cubic
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3-cell in Eq. (143). We start by ∪03
0 ,

. (148)

For ∪12
0 , we get

−
−

−

−

+ rot . (149)

Here, “rot” symbolizes that we have to include two more
two copies of the terms above, rotated by ± 2π

3 around

the t axis. For ∪21
0 , we get

−

−

− −

−

+ rot . (150)

With this, we are ready to translate the action in

Eq. (139) into microscopic terms. For 1
4A0

T ∪ dA1, we
get

−1

4
A000

0z−(A
001
1y+ +A011

1x− −A001
1x− −A101

1y−)

−1

4
A001

0y+(A
011
1x− −A011

1x+) + rot ,

(151)

using Eq. (149). For − 1
4b0

T ∪A1, we get

1

4
b0000x (A100

1z+ +A101
1y−) + rot , (152)

using Eq. (150). For − 1
4A0

T ∪ b1, we get

1

4
(A000

0z− +A001
0y+)b

011
1x + rot , (153)

using Eq. (149). Finally, the terms 1
2 (c0

TA0 + c1
TA1)

yield

1

2
(c0000y A

000
0y + c0001y A

000
1y ) + rot . (154)

Having constructed the microscopics of the state sum,
we now turn it into a circuit of unitaries and measure-
ments. The time direction in which we choose to traverse
the path integral is t = x+ y + z as drawn in Eq. (143).
That is, the configuration of qubits at one fixed time rep-
resents the state-sum variables with a fixed value of the
coordinate t. One time period of the circuit corresponds

to a translation by t = x + y + z. The t coordinates of
the different vertices in the cubic lattice are n, n+ 1

3 , or

n+ 2
3 for n ∈ Z, and we will color them red (r), green (g),

or blue (b), respectively. For example, the cube whose
vertex with the smallest (x, y, z)-coordinates is (0, 0, 0)
has vertices colored as follows,

xz
y t . (155)

Let us first consider the case of trivial twist, correspond-
ing to two separate CSS honeycomb Floquet codes. Let
us focus on the circuit formed by the A0-variables. In
accordance with the three colors, one period of this cir-
cuit consists of three different stages. In the ith stage,
the qubits represent all the A0-variables at the edges con-
necting vertices with t-coordinates n+ i

3 and n+ i+1
3 . A

natural spatial lattice on which we place these qubits is
the projection of the cubic lattice along the t direction.
This projection is a regular triangular lattice with rgb-
colored vertices. On this lattice, there is one A0-qubit
for each triangle. We label them as follows,

x̄

ȳ

x

y

z

A00
y+

A00
y−

A00
z+

A00
z−

A00
x+

A00
x−

A01
z−

A01
x+

A10
z+

A10
y−

A10
z−

A10
x+A

1(-1)
y+

A
1(-1)
y−

A
1(-1)
z+

A
0(-1)
x−

A
0(-1)
x+

A
0(-1)
y+

A
0(-1)
y−

A
(-1)0
x+

A
(-1)0
x−

.

(156)
The superscripts refer to the x̄ and ȳ coordinates of red
vertices, as shown on the left. We have also shown the
projections of the x, y, and z basis vectors onto the t = 0
plane. The subscripts specify the triangle within each
unit cell consisting of the 6 triangle surrounding each
red vertex. The ± subscripts of the qubits coincide with
these of the state-sum variables that they represent in
Eq. (143), but the x/y/z subscripts do not.

Let us now add back the A1 variables and the twist.
For every A0 qubit, there will also be an A1 qubit, and
we distinguish them by an additional subscript 0 or 1 in
front. When traversing the path integral in t direction,
we notice that the A1 and b1-variables involved in the
weights in Eqs. (151), (152), and (153) have larger t co-
ordinates than the A0 and b0-variables. Since we want
to implement the weights through phase gates acting at
a fixed time, we let the A1-qubits represent A1-variables
whose time coordinate is by 1

2 t larger on average than
the A0-variables represented at the same stage. In other
words, we delay the circuit evolving the A0 qubits by half
a period. This way we can ensure that for each weight
there is a time where all involved state-sum variables are
represented by qubits. In addition, we also need to intro-
duce additional sub-stages, such that between any two
stages we either update the values of the A0-qubits, or
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these of the A1-qubits, or we perform a b0 or b1 mea-
surement. After this, we end up with the following 12
stages,

Stage A00
0x+ A00

0x− A00
1x+ A00

1x− meas.

11−1 A
0(−1)0
0x+ A

00(−1)
0x− A100

1z+ A100
1y− b̂1001x

0 A000
0x+ A000

0x− ” ” ĉ−100
0x

1 ” ” ” ” b̂0000x

2 ” ” A101
1y+ A110

1z− ĉ1001x

3 ” ” ” ” b̂1011x

4 A100
0z+ A100

0y− ” ” ĉ0000x

5 ” ” ” ” b̂1000x

6 ” ” A111
1x+ A111

1x− ĉ1011x

7 ” ” ” ” b̂1111x

8 A101
0y+ A110

0z− ” ” ĉ1000x

9 ” ” ” ” b̂1010x

10 ” ” A211
1z+ A211

1y− ĉ1111x

11 ” ” ” ” b̂2111x

. (157)

The above table only lists the values for the 0th time
period and the spatial unit cell near (0, 0), and also for
only 4 out of 12 qubits within the unit cell. The values for
other periods, unit cells, and qubits within the unit cell
can be inferred from the values given above by the two
following symmetries of the state sum and circuit: First,
they are translation symmetric under shifts in the x̄, ȳ, t
coordinate system. So when the value of the qubit A00

...

in period 0 and stage x equals the state-sum variable
Aabc

... , then Aij
... in period t and stage x takes the value

A(a+i+t)(b+j+t)(c−i−j+t)
... , for any choice of subscripts . . ..

Also, when we measure f̂abcx in period 0 and stage x, then

we also measure f̂
(a+i+t)(b+j+t)(c−i−j+t)
x in period t and

stage x, for all i and j, and f ∈ {b, c}. Second, they
are symmetric under 2π

3 rotations around the t axis. So

when the value of the qubit A00
ηαϵ in period 0 stage x

equals the state-sum variable Aabc
ηβϵ, then the qubit A00

ηα′ϵ

in period 0 stage x equals the state-sum variable Acab
ηβ′ϵ.

Here, η ∈ {0, 1}, ϵ ∈ {+,−}, α, β ∈ {x, y, z}, and x′ = y,

y′ = z, z′ = x. Also, when we measure f̂abcx , then we also

measure f̂abcy and f̂abcz .

In fact, the (x, y, z) unit cell of the state sum is smaller
than the (x̄, ȳ, t) unit cell of the circuit. So the translation
invariance of the state sum yields a third symmetry of the
circuit: The circuit is invariant under a spatial transla-
tion by the projections of x, y, or z shown in Eq. (156),
together with a shift by a third period t

3 or 4 stages.
To formally spell out the change of qubit sub and su-
perscripts when shifting by x, y, or z is tedious, so we
will not do so and instead just have a look at Eq. (156).
Note that this shift will cycle through the roles of the
red, green, and blue sub-lattices in Eq. (156).

Let us now translate the weights of the state sum into
gates in the circuit. We reduce the number of weights we
need to write down by making use of all three symmetries

discussed above. We obtain

Weight Gate Step

δA000
0x++A000

0x−−b0000x
MZZ [A

00
0x+, A

00
0x−, b̂

000
0x ] 0+

δA000
0x++A100

0z+−A000
0y

,

δA000
0z−+A001

0x−−A000
0y

,

(−1)A
000
0y c0000y

MXX [A00
0x+, A

00
0z−, ĉ

000
0y ] 3+

δA000
1x++A000

1x−−b0001x
MZZ [A

00
1x+, A

00
1x−, b̂

000
1x ] 6+−1

δA000
1x++A100

1z+−A000
1y

,

δA000
1z−+A001

1x−−A000
1y

,

(−1)A
000
1y c0001y

MXX [A00
1x+, A

00
1z−, ĉ

000
1y ] 9+−1

(−i)A000
0z−A001

1y+ CS[A00
0z−, A

00
1z+] 0,1

(−i)A000
0z−A011

1x− CS[A00
0z−, A

00
1y−] 2,3

iA
000
0z−A001

1x− CS[A00
0z−, A

00
1z−] 0,1′

iA
000
0z−A101

1y− CS[A00
0z−, A

00
1z−] 2′,3

(−i)A001
0y+A011

1x− CS[A00
0z+, A

00
1y−] 4,5

iA
001
0y+A011

1x+ CS[A00
0z+, A

00
1z+] 4,5′

ib
000
0x A100

1z+ cS[b̂0000x , A
00
1x+] 1′′

ib
000
0x A101

1y− cS[b̂0000x , A
00
1z−] 2,3,4,5

iA
000
0z−b0111x cS[b̂0111x , A

00
0z−] 3

iA
001
0y+b0111x cS[b̂0111x , A

00
0z+] 4,5′′,6,7

(158)
Here, MZZ [a, b, c] denotes a Z0Z1-measurement per-
formed on the qubits a and b, whose value is stored
in the classical bit c. Analogously, MXX is a X0X1-
measurement. Including the t-axis rotation symmetry
discussed above, there are 3 times as many state-sum
weights per (x, y, z) unit cell, and due to the (x, y, z)-
translation symmetry there are 9 times as many gates
per (x̄, ȳ, t)-unit cell of the circuit.
The probably most human-readable way to spell out

the circuit is by referring to the triangular lattice in
Eq. (156), and specifying the qubits that the gates act
on with respect to the rgb-coloring of the vertices. Then,
a 1

3 period of the circuit is given by

Step Gate
0+ Mgr

ZZ [0−, 0+]
1 CSgr[0−, 1+], CSrb[0+, 1−]
1′ CS+[0, 1], CS−[0, 1]
1′′ cS+[0br, 1], cS+[1rg, 0]

1+ Mgb
XX [1−, 1+]

2 CSgr[0−, 1−′]
2′ CS−[0, 1]
2+ Mgr

ZZ [1−, 1+]
3 cS−[1rb′, 0], cS−[0rg′, 1]
3+ Mrg

XX [0−, 0+]

. (159)

The superscript of each gate specifies at which places
each gate or measurement acts, and the arguments in
square brackets specify which qubits or bits it acts on.
For example, Mgr

ZZ [0−, 0+] denotes a ZZ measurement
performed at every green-red (gr) edge, acting on the A0
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qubit of the adjacent negative triangle (0−) and the A0

qubit of the adjacent positive triangle (0+). Similarly,
CSgr[0−, 1+] denotes a controlled-S gate performed at
every gr edge, acting on the A0 qubit on the adjacent
negative triangle (0−), and the A1 qubit on the adja-
cent positive triangle (1+). CSgr[0−, 1−′] acts on the A0

qubit on the adjacent negative triangle (0−), and the A1

qubit on the negative triangle (1−′) sharing the r vertex
with the gr edge, and not adjacent but otherwise closest
to the edge. CS+[0, 1] denotes a CS gate performed at
every positive triangle, acting on the A0 and A1 qubit at
this triangle. cS+[0gr, 1] denotes an S gate acting on the
A1 qubit at every positive triangle, conditioned on the
outcome of the last ZZ measurement on the A0 qubits
at the green-red edge of the triangle. cS+[0gr′, 1] denotes
the same operation except that the classical control is the
last measurement outcome at the gr edge that shares the
r vertex with the triangle, and is not adjacent but other-
wise closest to the triangle. The other two third periods
are obtained from the above by a cyclic permutation of
the labels r → g → b→ r.

VI. FAULT TOLERANCE FOR 1-FORM
SYMMETRIC FIXED-POINT CIRCUITS

In this section, we will show the existence of a fault-
tolerant threshold for homological fault-tolerant circuits.
That is, we prove Proposition 1, after making it more
formal.

A. Definition of local fault tolerance

In this section we will define the notion of fault tol-
erance which we will prove in the next section. Let us
start by discussing the general notion of local noise in a
geometrically local circuit of unitaries and measurements
for which we later prove robustness. Roughly speaking,
local noise is implemented by changing all the instru-
ments/channels in the circuit by a small perturbation.

Definition 5. Consider a uniform circuit of channels
and instruments M0, . . . ,Mn, each of which occur once
in every unit cell. A perturbation is a set of alternative

channels/instruments M̃0, . . . , M̃n with the same indices

and bond dimensions. Using Ei = M̃i −Mi, we can de-
fine the perturbation strength as ∥E∥ = maxi ∥Ei∥. The
norm one the right is the 2-norm of tensors, which is the
Frobenius norm if we view instruments/channels as lin-
ear operators. 21 The incoherent perturbation strength is
the smallest ϵ > 0 such that

Fi :=Mi +
1

ϵ
Ei (160)

21 Note that since all classical and quantum degrees of freedom are
assumed to be finite-dimensional, the choice of norm actually
does not matter.

is a valid (completely positive) channel/instrument for
all i.

We will only prove fault tolerance with respect to the
incoherent perturbation strength. Let us comment on
the difference between perturbation strength and inco-
herent perturbation strength. The space of all clas-
sical/quantum hybrid channels (including instruments,
POVMs, quantum channels, classical stochastic maps,
etc.) with fixed input/output dimensions is a convex
set, since the complete positivity condition is robust un-
der convex combination of channels. The following shows
two toy pictures for such convex sets,

,

Channels/Instruments
Unperturbed
Extremal
Constant strength
Incoherent

.

(161)

The sets of channels/instruments themselves are in gray.
Extremal points, that is, points which are not convex
combinations of any other points, are in blue. In each set
we have marked two selected points, as well as the pertur-
bations around these points of some constant (incoher-
ent) strength in green (red). The convex sets of hybrid
classical/quantum channels with multiple input/output
bits/qubits are high dimensional and much more compli-
cated, but the above toy pictures capture the essence. For
fixed-point circuits, the channels/instruments are typi-
cally (controlled) unitaries or projective measurements,
and thus extremal points. The convex sets of purely
classical channels have isolated extremal points without
any other extremal points inside some open neighbor-
hood, as shown on the right. Channels with at least one
quantum input/output only have non-isolated extremal
points with other extremal points arbitrarily close, as
shown on the left. Such nearby extremal points can be
obtained by applying a small unitary eiϵH to a quantum
input or output. For all non-extremal points or isolated
extremal points, coherent and incoherent perturbation
strengths are equivalent in the sense that their quotient
is bounded by a constant factor. For non-isolated ex-
tremal points however, the nearby extremal points have
arbitrarily small perturbation strength but an incoherent
perturbation strength of 1.

Note that, in contrast to most fault-tolerance proofs,
the notion of noise we consider is agnostic towards the
Pauli basis. That is, from the very beginning, we consider
noise that is not a convex combination of Pauli, or even
Clifford unitaries. A toy picture to illustrate this point
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is the following:

Incoherent non-Clifford noise

Unperturbed
Clifford/Pauli noise

Coherent noise

.

(162)
The set of Clifford channels is discrete, so it spans a poly-
tope inside the set of all channels. There are incoherent
perturbations that are not inside this polytope.

Arbitrarily changing whole channels or instruments in
the circuit already seems like a very general notion of
noise, and includes, for example, any single-qubit noise
before the channel is applied. However, these perturba-
tions have a fixed locality, and we would like to show
fault-tolerance under noise of geometric distance k, for
k constant but arbitrarily large. This is covered by our
proof since fault tolerance holds not only for the original
circuit, but also after we apply local circuit identities to
rewrite the circuit. This includes combining two nearby
channels of the circuit and then perturbing the combined
channel. For example, in a 1 + 1-dimensional brick-layer
as in Eq. (18), we could combine every even-layer channel
with the channel at its top right,

:= . (163)

Perturbation of this combined channel will then have a
larger distance k than perturbations of the circuit in its
original form. In Appendix C, we discuss how common
types of noise, and also weakly correlated noise, can be
implemented as circuit perturbations after locally rewrit-
ing the circuit.

Having discussed the kind of noise we consider, we will
now define what it means for the circuit to be fault tol-
erant under noise. Intuitively, fault tolerance means that
the memory lifetime of the protected logical information
in the circuit on an L × L torus increases exponentially
with L, after applying any perturbation of incoherent
strength ϵ below some threshold ϵ0. In other words, the
error probability of the circuit on a L×L× T spacetime

scales like ∝ T ( ϵ
ϵ0
)

L
L0 . Since the perturbed logical sub-

space itself is hard to describe, we define fault tolerance
with respect to the logical subspace of the unperturbed
circuit. That is, we prepare an unperturbed logical state,
run the perturbed circuit, and then perform unperturbed
corrections to map the evolved state back to the unper-
turbed logical subspace. The assumption that we prepare
and extract the unperturbed logical state is only made to
test whether the logical information is preserved. If we
would define fault-tolerance for a circuit that performs a
computation by moving around boundaries, anyons, twist
defects, or interfacing with other topological phases, then

we would make these assumptions only at the very be-
ginning and very end of the computation.
More precisely, we consider the following setup. Let C

denote the instrument describing the complete evolution
of a L×L× T 1-form symmetric fixed-point circuit. Let

C̃ denote the instrument of the perturbed circuit. So C

and C̃ are linear operators from the space of density ma-
trices of all qubits to that same space tensored with the
vector space of probability distributions over all classical

measurement outcomes ss. That is, as tensors, C and C̃
have two input and output (ket and bra) indices for ev-
ery qubit, and an additional single output index for each
classical measurement outcome.
Let V = L2T denote the spacetime volume of the cir-

cuit. Let Gb (Ge) be an operator that prepares a ground
state of the fixed-point path integral at the initial (final)
slice at time 0 (T ). So Gb (Ge) is a linear map from
some abstract logical vector space to the vector space of
density matrices associated to the initial (final) slice. Let
D be the quantum channel consisting of (1) applying the
unperturbed circuit for a constant time independent of
L, (2) applying the classical minimum-weight matching
decoder D to the measurement outcomes, and (3) apply-
ing the unperturbed corrections (see Eq. (18)). So D is a
linear map from the (density-matrix) space of qubits and
classical measurement outcomes to the space of qubits,
that is, acting in the opposite direction compared to C

and C̃. With these notations, we can now state our fault-
tolerance theorem:

Theorem 1. For any 1-form symmetric fixed-point cir-
cuit, there exist ϵ0 > 0, L0 > 0, and α > 0 such that for

any perturbation M̃i of incoherent perturbation strength
ϵ < ϵ0, we have 22

∥G†
eDC̃Gb − 1log∥ ≤ αV (

ϵ

ϵ0
)

L
L0 , (164)

where 1log is the identity channel on the logical subspace.

Note that ϵ0, L0 and α are constants, but may change
when we rewrite the circuit using local identities, in par-
ticular, when we regroup what the elementary operations
in {Mi} are. For example, when we combine two neigh-
boring gates as shown in Eq. (163), the threshold for
perturbations on the combined gate will in general be
smaller than for perturbing the individual gates.

B. Proof of fault tolerance

In this section, we prove Theorem 1. The outline of
the proof is as follows: First we expand the perturbed

22 The choice of norm on the left-hand side does not matter, since
the logical Hilbert space dimension is independent of L, and all
norms in finite vector spaces are equivalent. For concreteness,
we will pick the 2-norm as a tensor, which is the Frobenius norm
as an operator.
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circuit C̃ into a sum over different error configurations of
unperturbed gates or perturbations at every site. Then
we formulate a criterion for error configurations to be
correctable, and show that correctable configurations in-
deed do not affect the logical subspace. Finally, we es-
timate the number and weight of non-correctable error
configurations and find that their overall effect vanishes
exponentially quickly in the system size L.
Let us start by introducing a few basic geometric nota-

tions. We will denote by S the set of sites in the circuit,
that is, the set of individual gate applications, or the set
of boxes in the circuit diagram. By Definition 4, these
are also the weights or tensors in the underlying 1-form
symmetric fixed-point path integral. Recall from Defini-
tion 2 that each site r ∈ S is associated with a nearby
volume r̃ ∈ S3[M ]. Vice versa, for any volume c ∈ S3[M ],
define c̃ := {r ∈ S : r̃ = c} as the set of associated sites.

Also, define X̃ :=
⋃

x∈X x̃ ⊂ S for X ⊂ S3[M ], and

R̃ :=
⋃

r∈R{r̃} ⊂ S3[M ] for R ⊂ S. Further, write x+

as short-hand for x+2χ, as used in Definitions 2 and 3.

Let Vχ be an integer such that |r̃+| ≤ Vχ for any edge,
vertex, or site r. Further, we consider a cellulation M
of topology S1 × S1 × [0, 1], where L is the length of the
shortest non-contractable loop around either of the S1.
The canonical example is a L× L× T cubic lattice with
periodic boundary conditions in L. Also choose the con-
stant time for which we apply the unperturbed circuit
in D as discussed before Definition 1, such that all gates
that are associated with volumes of distance less than
2χ to the boundary at time T are unperturbed. Simi-
larly, since we are applying the perturbed circuit to the
ground-state subspace, we can extend the circuit before
time 0 by a distance-2χ unperturbed circuit with s = 0.

With this, let us start by writing down the expansion of
the perturbed circuit. Given a perturbation of incoherent
strength ϵ, there exist channels/instruments Fi such that

M̃i = (1− ϵ)Mi + ϵFi . (165)

Define an error configuration as a subset of sites R ⊂ S.
Let CR denote the overall instrument obtained from the
circuit diagram by taking the instrument/channel Fi at
every site in R, and Mi at every site in the complement

R of R. We can now expand the perturbed circuit C̃ as
a sum

C̃ =
∑
R⊂S

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R̄|CR . (166)

Next, we will write down a criterion that is supposed
to tell us when an error configuration can be corrected.
Define a logical loop Λ ⊂ S1[M ] as a connected subset of
the edges of M such that there is a homologically non-
trivial 1-cycle α with Sup(α) ⊂ Λ. Here, Sup(α) denotes
the support of α, that is, the set of edges e with α(e) ̸= 0.
We call an error configuration R ⊂ S correctable if for
every logical loop Λ, we have

|R̃+ ∩ Λ| < |Λ|
2
. (167)

Here and at some other places below, we abuse the no-

tation R̃+ to mean the set of edges adjacent to R̃+. We
will denote the set of correctable error configurations by
Rcor.

The next step is to show that correctable error config-
urations can in fact be corrected. Consider a correctable
error configuration R ∈ Rcor, and the according channel
Cs

R, where we denote the measurement outcome 1-chain

s by an explicit superscript. By Definition 4, Cs
R on R̃

is equal to the underlying fixed-point path integral with
symmetry defect 1-chain s. Thus, due to the first condi-
tion in Definition 3, Cs

R = 0 unless δs|
R̃+

= 0, in other

words, the anyon fusion rules are deterministically ful-

filled at each vertex outside of R̃+. Due to the third con-
dition in Definition 3, Cs

R = 0 unless s restricted to the

boundary of R̃+χ is homologically trivial. Thus, δs can

be fixed within R̃+. That is, there is a 1-chain FixR(δs)
such that

Sup(FixR(δs)) ⊂ R̃+ , δ(FixR(δs)) = −δs , (168)

such that s + FixR(δs) is a 1-cycle with open boundary
conditions at time T . That R is correctable implies that

R̃+ = R̃+2χ is contained in a sub-cellulation X of 3-ball
topology. We know that δs = 0 outside of R̃+χ unless

Cs
R = 0, and that the distance between R̃+χ and the

boundary of X is at least χ. Thus, X \ R+χ contains
a sub-cellulation of topology S2 × [0, 1] and width χ, on
which s is a homologically trivial 1-cycle. Due to the
fourth condition in Definition 3, the evaluation of Cs

R on
this S1 × [0, 1] sub-cellulation (where all tensors are Mi)
is a rank-1 operator for any s. Thus we find

Cs
R ∝ Cs+FixR(δs) . (169)

Note that the proportionality would also hold with s in-
stead of s + FixR(δs) on the right-hand side, however,
this right-hand side would then be 0.

Now, consider the minimum-weight 1-chain Fixmin(δs)
defined around Eq. (19). We will now show that for R ∈
Rcor, FixR(δs)− Fixmin(δs) is a homologically trivial 1-
cycle. To this end, assume the opposite. Then,

Λ := Sup(FixR(δs)) ∪ Sup(Fixmin(δs)) (170)

is a logical loop. Using Eq. (167), we find

|Sup(FixR(δs))|+ |Sup(Fixmin(δs))|
(170)

≥ |Λ|
(167)
> 2|Λ ∩ R̃+|

(168)

≥ 2|Sup(FixR(δs))|
⇒ |Sup(Fixmin(δs))| > |Sup(FixR(δs))| ,

(171)

a contradiction to the minimum-weight condition of
Fixmin(δs).

The following toy picture in 1+1 spacetime dimensions
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(left and right identified) illustrates the situation,

0 x0

t

T

L ∼ 0

R
R+

s

δs

FixR(δs)
Real Fixmin(δs)
Wrong Fixmin(δs)

.

(172)
Since s + FixR(δs) and s + Fixmin(δs) are in the same
homology class, we have

Cs+FixR(δs)Gb = Cs+Fixmin(δs)Gb , (173)

due to the second condition in Definition 3. Combined
with Eq. (169), we find

G†
eDCRGb = G†

eDCGb = 1log , (174)

for a correctable error configuration R ∈ Rcor. Note
that the proportionality in Eq. (169) becomes an equality
since we know that both sides are correctly normalized
(trace preserving) channels.

Having shown that correctable error configurations
have no effect on the logical subspace, we can now ig-
nore any correctable errors in the expansion in Eq. (166),
when calculating the logical error in Eq. (164). An addi-
tional minor technical result that we will use is that the
Frobenius norm of any quantum channel X is bounded
by the Hilbert space dimension dlog. To show this, we
use that the channel defines a positive semi-definite ma-
trix X after blocking the input and output ket indices,
and the input and output bra indices. Then we use that
the Frobenius norm of a positive semi-definite matrix is
bounded by its trace,

∥X∥ =
√

Tr(X 2) ≤ Tr(X ) = X = = dlog . (175)

Putting all of the above together, we can upper bound

the error in Eq. (164) by

∥G†
eDC̃Gb − 1log∥

(166)
=

∥∥∥∑
R⊂C

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R|(G†
eDCRG− 1log)

∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥ ∑
R∈Rcor

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R|(G†
eDCRGb − 1log)

+
∑

R∈Rcor

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R|(G†
eDCRGb − 1log)

∥∥∥
(174)
=

∥∥∥ ∑
R∈Rcor

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R|(G†
eDCRGb − 1log)

∥∥∥
≤

∑
R∈Rcor

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R|∥G†
eDCRGb − 1log∥

(175)

≤ 2dlog
∑

R∈Rcor

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R| ,

(176)

where Rcor is the set of error configurations that are not
correctable.
All remains is to count non-correctable error config-

urations, weighted by the above expression. For each
non-correctable error configuration R ∈ Rcor, per defini-
tion there exists a logical loop Λ of length λ := |Λ| ≥ L

such that |R̃+ ∩ Λ| > λ
2 . Define RΛ := R ∩ Λ̃+ and

RΛ := R∩ Λ̃+, such that R = RΛ∪RΛ and |R̃+
Λ ∩Λ| > λ

2 .
The number of logical loops of length |Λ| = λ is

bounded by

|{Λ : |Λ| = λ}| ≤ V η2λ , (177)

where V = |S0[M ]| is the number of vertices of M , and
η is the maximal number of edges adjacent to a vertex
in M . To see this, we note that since Λ is connected it
can be viewed as a tree. We can run through this tree
by increasing depth before width in 2λ steps. At every
step there are η possibilities to choose the next edge. In
addition, there are V possible starting points of the tree.
By non-correctability, we have

|RΛ| ≥
|R̃+

Λ |
Vχ

≥ λ

2νVχ
, (178)

where ν is the maximum number of edges of a volume.
On the other hand, the number of error configurations

RΛ ⊂ Λ̃+ can be upper bounded by

|{RΛ : RΛ ⊂ Λ̃+}| ≤ 2|Λ̃
+| ≤ 2λVχ . (179)

Last, we will use two simple identities that hold for all
0 < x < 1 and positive integers L and L0,∑

λ≥L

xλ =
xL

1− x
, (180)

1− x ≤ (1− x

L0
)L0 ⇒ 1

1− (1− x)1/L0
≤ L0

x
. (181)
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We now rewrite the sum in Eq. (176) as four nested sums
over (1) λ, (2) Λ, (3) RΛ, and (4) RΛ. Note that for every

non-correctable error configuration R ∈ Rcor, there will
in general be many logical loops Λ. However, since all
summands are positive, we get an upper bound by the
triangle inequality,

2dlog
∑

R∈Rcor

ϵ|R|(1− ϵ)|R̄|

0≤ϵ≤1

≤ 2dlog
∑
λ≥L

∑
Λ:|Λ|=λ

∑
RΛ⊂Λ+:|R+

Λ∩Λ|≥λ
2∑

RΛ̄⊂Λ+

ϵ|RΛ∪RΛ|(1− ϵ)|RΛ∪RΛ|

= 2dlog
∑
λ≥L

∑
Λ:|Λ|=λ

∑
RΛ⊂Λ+:|R+

Λ∩Λ|≥λ
2

ϵ|RΛ|

(178)

≤ 2dlog
∑
λ≥L

∑
Λ:|Λ|=λ

∑
RΛ⊂Λ+

ϵ
λ

2νVχ

(179)

≤ 2dlog
∑
λ≥L

∑
Λ:|Λ|=λ

2λVχϵ
λ

2νVχ

(177)

≤ 2dlog
∑
λ≥L

V η2λ2λVχϵ
λ

2νVχ

(183), (184)
= 2dlogV

∑
λ≥L

(
ϵ

2ϵ0
)

λ
L0

(180)
= 2dlogV

( ϵ
2ϵ0

)
L
L0

1− ( ϵ
2ϵ0

)
1

L0

(181)

≤ L0

1− ϵ
2ϵ0

2dlogV (
ϵ

2ϵ0
)

L
L0

ϵ≤ϵ0
≤ 4L0dlogV (

ϵ

2ϵ0
)

L
L0

(185)

≤ αV (
ϵ

ϵ0
)

L
L0 ,

(182)

with

L0 := 2νVχ , (183)

ϵ0 :=
1

2
η−4νVχ2−2νV 2

χ , (184)

α := 4L0dlog . (185)

Combining Eq. (182) and Eq. (176) yields Eq. (164) and
proves Theorem 1.

Finally, let us briefly comment on how one might adapt
this proof to apply precisely to the circuits in Sections III,
IV, and V. First, the fact that 1-form symmetry de-
fects form pairs (b, c) instead of 1-chains s can be in-
corporated with only minor changes. For example, we
need to define a logical loop as a connected subset of
faces and edges that supports a (co-)homologically non-
trivial (b, c)-configuration. “Connected” should be de-
fined through sharing either an adjacent vertex or cube,

and L should be defined as the minimum weight of such
a logical loop. The counting of logical loops in Eq. (177)
still holds, just that the coefficient η might be different.
Second, if K ̸= Zn

2 , we might have to use an RG de-
coder instead for efficiency reasons. To this end, note
that the proof above is similar to the loop-counting ar-
guments in Ref. [2], but starts from the four general con-
ditions in Definition 3 instead of a specific stabilizer code.
In similar spirit, one could use the proof in Appendix B
of Ref. [70] starting from the four general conditions in
Definition 3. Roughly, the proof relies on the fact that if
an error is contained in a cubic box of length x and there
are no further errors inside the enlarged box of size αx
(for large enough some constant α), then the RG decoder
will correctly fix δs generated by the error. This fact still
holds in our general setting.

VII. A FAULT-TOLERANT CIRCUIT FOR A
NON-ABELIAN PHASE

In this section we will show how our methods can be
adapted to construct fault-tolerant circuits for a particu-
lar non-abelian phase, namely the one represented by the
twisted quantum double with gauge group Z3

2 and a type-
III group 3-cocycle as twist. We will first sketch how this
can be achieved by using defects of a different kind than
1-form symmetries. Then we argue that circuits like this
are already part of the protocols for non-Clifford CCZ
gates in Refs. [39, 40], even though the connection to non-
abelian phases has not been spelled out previously, see
also Ref. [77]. Finally, we propose a concrete microscopic
implementation of the circuit with a lower overhead than
the protocols in Refs. [39, 40], similar to the ones we use
for abelian phases in Sections III and IV.
As a state sum, the twisted quantum double we con-

sider is a sum over three Z2 1-cocycles A := (A0, A1, A2),
with a Lagrangian given by

L[A] = 1

2
A0 ∪A1 ∪A2 . (186)

This twisted quantum double is known be in the same
phase as the untwisted quantum double for the non-
abelian dihedral group D4, and hosts non-abelian anyons
[78]. We can still equip the path integral with “charge”
1-form symmetries located at three Z2-valued 1-chains
c = (c0, c1, c2), by adding the terms 1

2Aici to the action.
However, the “bare fluxes” located at three 2-cochains
b = (b0, b1, b2) such that dAi = bi do not define 1-form
symmetries due to the non-trivial action in Eq. (186). In
contrast to abelian quantum doubles, this cannot be fixed
by additional terms in the action like in Section IVB, be-
cause the flux-type anyons we would like to place along
b are non-abelian in this model. 23 Since the path inte-
gral cannot be equipped with a “complete” set of 1-form

23 While it is possible to equip the path integral with non-abelian
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symmetries, we cannot turn it into a circuit using the
methods in Section (II). Instead, we will use other sorts
of defects and other kinds of classical decoding. Namely,
we introduce three additional defects, forming three Z2

1-chains e = (e0, e1, e2), such that dei = bi. The overall
action after adding the e defects is

S[A, b, c, e] =
1

2
(A0 + e0) ∪ (A1 + e1) ∪ (A2 + e2)

+
1

2
(A0c0 +A1c1 +A2c2) .

(187)
So the e defects are fairly trivial thing: We just add e
to A. 24 Even though the defects are not purely 1-form
symmetries, this path integral still has properties very
similar to the ones in Definition 3: Similar to the first
condition, the path integral evaluates to zero if δc ̸= 0
or db ̸= 0 at any vertex or volume. Note that the path
integral is not necessarily zero if de ̸= b though. Similar
to the second condition, the path integral is invariant
under c′ = c + δγ for some 2-cell γ. It is also invariant
under b′ = b + dβ together with e′ = e + β for some
1-cell β. Similar to the third condition, on any patch of
topology S2 × [0, 1] and defects satisfying db = 0, δc = 0,
de = b, and c homologically trivial, the path integral is
a rank-1 matrix. Similar to the fourth condition, the
path integral evaluates to zero on M ′ with ∂M ′ = m0 ⊔
m1 if ∂c has non-trivial homology, or ∂b has non-trivial
cohomology.

Let us now describe how to turn the path integral into a
circuit using the defects b, e, and c. For each of the three
Z2 components, we can use some toric-code phase circuit
with Z measurements corresponding to b defects and X
measurements corresponding to c defects. The action in
Eq. (186) can be implemented by inserting CCZ gates
into the circuit. At the end of this section we will de-
scribe how to do this explicitly for a circuit layout similar
to Sections III C and IVC Now, the e defects correspond
to classical controls rather than measurement results. 25

There are two ways in which the e defects can be imple-
mented as classically controlled unitaries in the circuit.
The first possibility is the following: If a qubit at an edge
is involved in a CCZ gate that implements the action in
Eq. (186), then ei = 1 on this edge can be implemented

flux-type anyon worldlines invariant under topological deforma-
tion, their non-abelian nature prevents us from putting them
on arbitrary 2-cocycles invariant under homological deformation.
The latter is necessary for error correction unless we are happy
to deal with a much more complex protocol and decoder [49, 50].

24 Interestingly, e defines a non-trivial topological domain wall
when classified through a subgroup H ⊂ G × G, and a group
2-cocycle in Z2(BH,U(1)). However, this domain wall appears
to be in a trivial phase relative to the bulk, with b defining the
invertible twist defect that interfaces it with the trivial domain
wall in an invertible manner.

25 We may thus call these controlled operations “corrections”, but
it might be more appropriate to think of them as “keeping the b
syndrome correctable” rather than correcting it.

as an X gate acting on the Ai qubit before and after the
CCZ gate. This will effectively add the value of e to that
of A and transform the action in Eq. (186) into that of
Eq. (187). The second possibility is to decompose the
action into individual terms like 1

2e0∪A1∪A2. e0 = 1 on
an edge can then be implemented as a CZ gate acting on
an A1 and an A2-qubit at different edges. We might also
need to insert b and c defects as controlled unitaries in or-
der to close these off near interfaces with other phases, as
discussed for the abelian case in Sections IID and IIID.
This can be done by Z operators for c and X operators
for b, similar to Section IIID.

Last, let us describe the classical decoder for the above
circuit. This classical decoder has two separate tasks.
The first task is to choose how to close off b and c near
interfaces to other circuits. To this end, we perform
minimum-weight matching on b and c, and then close
them off in a (co-)homologically trivial way. The sec-
ond task is to choose ei along the way. In the absence of
noise, we simply need to choose any ei such that dei = bi.
However, if there is noise, then we need to first find a
minimum-weight fix Fixmin(dbi) for bi in spacetime and
then choose dei = bi + Fixmin(dbi). Unfortunately, at
the moment when we need to make a choice for the con-
trol e at some edge, we do not have access to the full
spacetime history of b measurement outcomes but only
these from the past. Even though we cannot exactly
know Fixmin(dbi) at a moment in time without having
access to future dbi, it is possible to make an estimate for
Fixmin(dbi) that still leads to a fault-tolerant threshold.
To this end, Ref. [39] proposes a method called just-in-
time decoding, see also Refs. [40, 79].

Since they do not purely rely on 1-form symmetries,
the circuits described above are not covered by the fault-
tolerance proof in Section VI. Since the path integral with
defects obeys conditions very similar to Definition 3, one
might be able to use similar proof techniques. However,
replacing minimum-weight matching by the just-in-time
version thereof will require significant modifications. To
further support our proposed circuits, we will instead
show that they are implicitly used by existing protocols
in Refs. [39, 40], for which fault tolerance was proven.
Of course, this is how we found the construction above
in the first place.

Let us start by describing the protocols in Refs. [39,
40]. Both protocols take existing 3 + 0-dimensional pro-
tocols for non-Clifford gates, and turn them into 2 + 1-
dimensional circuits by applying them sequentially. The
3 + 0 dimensional protocol consists of (1) code switch-
ing from a 2+1-dimensional code to a 3+1-dimensional
code, (2) applying a transversal logical non-Clifford gate
on the 3+1-dimensional code, and (3) switching back to a
2+1-dimensional code. In Ref. [40], we switch from (some
copies of) the 2+1-dimensional toric code to three copies
of the 3 + 1-dimensional toric code, which allows for a
transversal logical CCZ gate [51]. In Ref. [39], we switch
from a 2+1-dimensional color code to a 3+1-dimensional
color code, which allows for a transversal T gate [52, 53].
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Apart form the global layout, the two protocols are equiv-
alent in the same way as the 3 + 1-dimensional color
code is equivalent to three copies of the toric code [35].
We will thus on focus on Ref. [40] from now on since
its microscopics are closer to twisted quantum doubles.
In order to switch into the 3 + 1-dimensional toric code,
we prepare its ground state in the 3-dimensional bulk,
by preparing each qubit in a |+⟩ state and performing
the Z-type plaquette measurements. In the absence of
noise, this yields three 2-cochains b = (b0, b1, b2), one
for each of the three copies. Before applying the CCZ
gate, we need to correct the outcome of these Z measure-
ments by applying X operators everywhere at 1-cochains
e = (e0, e1, e2) with dei = bi. If there is noise, we need
to fix b by minimum-weight perfect matching (or an-
other suitable decoder), before choosing e where we ap-
ply X. When switching back from the 3+ 1-dimensional
toric code to the 2-dimensional toric code, we perform
X measurements on all qubits in the 3-dimensional bulk.
The results form three 1-chains c = (c0, c1, c2) on the 3-
dimensional cellulation. To obtain the corrections for the
2 + 1-dimensional toric code on the boundary, we need
to perform minimum-weight matching of c, and close off
the fixed c inside this boundary. We also need to close
off b for which we already performed matching.

Since the 3+1-dimensional toric code only exists for a
constant amount of time, the protocol is 3+0-dimensional
rather than 3 + 1-dimensional. Without the transversal
non-Clifford CCZ gate, we also do not have to perform
the X corrections along e. Then, the 3 + 0-dimensional
part of the protocol is equivalent to three copies of
measurement-based topological quantum computation as
in Ref. [26]. This measurement-based protocol can be ap-
plied sequentially as a 2 + 1-dimensional circuit, as also
discussed in Section VA. However, including the CCZ
gates along with the required X corrections poses an ob-
stacle to this: At the moment where we have to apply X
and choose e, we only know the part of b that lies in the
past. This is the reason why just-in-time decoding was
developed in Ref. [39].

We hope that by now the reader is starting to see the
equivalence of the protocol in Ref. [39] and our construc-
tion above, but let us motivate this more explicitly. For
a fixed configuration b, c, e of classical measurement out-
comes and controls, the circuit equals the path integral
with that same defect configuration. As discussed in Sec-
tion V, 3 + 0-dimensional measurement-based quantum
computation corresponds to the toric-code path integral
with b and c defects. The transversal CCZ gates in the
protocol become additional weights in the path integral,
and these weights implement the action in Eq. (186). 26

26 More precisely, the three 3 + 1-dimensional toric code states of
Ref. [51] used in Ref. [40] are defined on three different super-
imposed 3-cellulations. The CCZ gates act on triples of qubits
associated to the same place in the 3-dimensional space, but to
edges of three different cellulations. One could equivalently use

The X operators controlled by e are applied before the
CCZ gates, which implements adding e to A in Eq. (187).
Note that we do not have to apply X operators after the
CCZ gates, since we perform X measurements on all
qubits right after this.

As one can see, Ref. [40] corresponds to implement-
ing our construction in a measurement-based style as de-
scribed in Section VA. This style makes it particularly
easy to implement terms in the action as controlled-phase
gates. As we have demonstrated, however, our framework
offers great flexibility and allows to freely move between a
stabilizer-circuit approach and a measurement-based ap-
proach. Therefore, our approach has potential for devel-
oping stabilizer-circuit-type realizations of fault-tolerant
non-Clifford gates, which could greatly reduce the large
overhead of the protocols proposed in Ref. [39, 40]. To
support this suggestion, let us now show explicitly how
the action in Eq. (186) can be inserted into three copies
of the stabilizer syndrome-extraction circuit for the toric
code. This yields a circuit defined on the same qubits as
three toric codes, and with 6 CCZ gates in addition to
the 3 · 8 CX gates and 3 · 2 measurements of the three
toric codes per spacetime unit cell.

We start from the untwisted toric-code syndrome-
extraction circuit that we also used as base for our abelian
fault-tolerant circuits in Sections III C and IVC. That is,
we put the path integral on the lattice shown in Eq. (53),
and label the variables as in Eq. (54). The variables
are valued in G = Z3

2, and we will denote their A0, A1,
and A2 component by an additional subscript 0, 1, or
2 in front. To express the Lagrangian 1

2A0 ∪ A1 ∪ A2

in Eq. (186) in terms of the microscopic state-sum vari-
ables, we combine the cup-product formulas Eqs. (A48)
and (A52) from Appendix A. Note that due to the 1

2
prefactor, the signs do not matter, and we have

1

2

(
A100

0t (A000
1dxA

001
2y +A100

1y A
010
2dx)

+A001
0dx(A

002
1y A

011
2t +A001

1t A
001
2y )

+A101
0y (A011

1dxA
011
2t +A110

1t A
010
2dx)

)
.

(188)

For the quantum circuit, we use the qudits as in
Eq. (61), and the stages as in Eq. (62). We split each
Z3
2 qudit into three qubits with an additional 0, 1, or

2 subscript in front. We note that an action term of
the form 1

2abc gives rise to a weight (−1)abc, which can
be implemented by a CCZ gate acting on three qubits
representing the variables a, b, and c simultaneously at a
stage. The weights in Eq. (188) can thus be implemented

three toric codes on the same cellulation, and CCZ gates acting
on qubits on different edges. The phases corresponding to these
CCZ gates are then given by e2πiL[A] in Eq. (186), where A is
the qubit configuration of the three 3+1-dimensional toric codes.
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as the following gates,

Weight Gate Stage

(−1)A
100
0t A000

1dxA
001
2y CCZ[c100 , A

00
1x, A

00
2y] 3,4,5

(−1)A
100
0t A100

1y A010
2dx CCZ[c100 , A

10
1y, A

01
2x] 1

(−1)A
001
0dxA

002
1y A011

2t CCZ[A00
0x, A

00
1y, c

01
2 ] 31,41,51

(−1)A
001
0dxA

001
1t A001

2y CCZ[A00
0x, c

00
1 , A

00
2y] 11

(−1)A
101
0y A011

1dxA
011
2t CCZ[A10

0y, A
01
1x, c

01
2 ] 11

(−1)A
101
0y A110

1t A010
2dx CCZ[A10

0y, c
11
1 , A

01
2x] 3,4,5

. (189)

As usual, there are sometimes multiple options for stages
when the gate can be applied. We have chosen to ap-
ply every gate either at stage 1 or at stage 3. Neatly,
the three gates in each of these two stages act on non-
overlapping triples of qubits, so we can apply them all
in parallel. The action in Eq. (186) can thus be imple-
mented by only two additional layers of gates compared
to the stabilizer-toric-code syndrome-extraction circuit.

We can also implement the full action in Eq. (187),
where e0, e1, and e2 correspond to classical controls of
the circuit. To this end, we apply a cX gate before and
after each CCZ gate. The classical control of the cX
gate is the value of e on the corresponding edge. That is,
we need to introduce four additional rounds of cX gates
in Eq. (189), before and after stage 1 and 3, respectively.

One aspect that remains to be verified is whether the
alternative low-overhead circuit we propose is still com-
patible with just-in-time decoding. We must make our
choice of e at an edge before we apply a cX gate con-
trolled by this edge. This might happen at a moment
that is too early for us to predict e from the measurement
results collected so far. We would like to speculate that
just-in-time decoding works as long as in the absence of
noise, we end up with a valid choice of e for which de = b.
This can be achieved for the proposed circuit, since it is
of a stabilizer syndrome-extraction type where in the ab-
sence of noise the b syndrome is constant in time. How-
ever, showing that this is indeed the case would require a
detailed understanding and adaption of the just-in-time
fault-tolerance proofs provided in Refs. [39, 40].

VIII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have presented a method to con-
struct fault-tolerant quantum-local circuits for non-
chiral abelian topological phases, represented by abelian
twisted-quantum-double or Dijkgraaf-Witten path inte-
grals. The circuits are based on these of the untwisted
qudit toric code phase, such as syndrome extraction for
the stabilizer toric code, measurement-based quantum
computation, or Floquet codes. As we have shown in
Ref. [33], these untwisted codes are associated with the
same toric-code path integral that is put on different
spacetime cellulations and traversed in different time di-
rections. The non-trivial twist can be added to any of
these circuits by inserting 2-qudit controlled-phase gates.

This way, we can implement exotic abelian phases at a
moderate overhead relative to the qudit toric code.

To arrive at our goal, we had to solve two major techni-
cal challenges. The first challenge was to find an explicit
expression for the complete set of projective 1-form sym-
metries, whose defects correspond to anyon worldlines.
While it is well-known how to introduce anyons along in-
dividual worldlines in the path integral via a technique
called tube algebra [80–85], we needed to be able to in-
troduce anyons along arbitrary cellular (co-)cycles. This
is simple for the charge-type anyons, which are the same
as in the untwisted case, but the flux-type anyons re-
quired additional terms in the action containing higher-
order cup products. In Section IVB, we have reverse-
engineered these terms by demanding gauge invariance
even in the presence of 1-form symmetry defects. In ad-
dition, we have found that the overall configurations of
1-form symmetry defects are intricate combinations of a
flux 2-cocycle b together with a charge 1-chain c, both val-
ued in the gauge group G. The boundary of c is obtained
from a cohomology operation of b, which is the Bockstein
homomorphism for the central extension of G by itself,
whose overall group is the 1-form symmetry group K.
To make practical use of the 1-form symmetries, we have
come up with a way to construct explicit formulas for
higher order cup products on arbitrary cellulations.

The second challenge was to turn the path integral
into a circuit without requiring any auxiliary qudits com-
pared to the untwisted versions. This was simple in the
case of measurement-based quantum computation in Sec-
tion VA since all qudits are active at the same time rep-
resenting all state-sum variables, and the twist weight
can be implemented as a phase gate at this time. How-
ever, for other architectures, the challenge was to have
a stage in the circuit for every weight, where all state-
sum variables involved in this weight are represented by
qubits. In Sections III C and IVC, we have solved this
problem for the stabilizer syndrome-extraction protocol
by making appropriate choices for the orientations of cells
and the local formulas for cup products. For the Floquet
architecture in Section VB, we have only shown how to
solve this for a particular example, namely the type-II
twisted Z2 × Z2 quantum double, which is in the same
phase as the Z4 toric code.

In addition to constructing explicit fault-tolerant cir-
cuits, we have provided a general formalism for 1-form
symmetric fixed-point path integrals and the correspond-
ing fault-tolerant circuits which we have termed 1-form
symmetric fixed-point circuits in Section IID. We have
proven fault tolerance of arbitrary 1-form symmetric
fixed-point circuits under arbitrary incoherent local per-
turbations in Section VI. To this end, we have used the
basic properties of the path integral, namely zero corre-
lation length, and the fact that symmetry defects must
be closed and can be freely deformed. Interestingly, the
idea of explicitly “detecting” and “correcting” an error
does neither appear in the general formalism nor in the
fault-tolerance proof. So our formalism provides a new
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perspective on topological error correction, where we fo-
cus on implementing a topological path integral, and er-
rors are taken care of automatically in an implicit man-
ner. Further, our formalism is fully agnostic towards the
Pauli basis, which is in striking contrast to much of the
quantum-error-correction literature.

Finally, we have demonstrated that path integrals can
also be used to construct fault-tolerant circuits for a spe-
cific non-abelian phase in Section VII. To this end, we
have interpreted existing 2 + 1-dimensional protocols for
non-Clifford gates Refs. [39, 40] in terms of path inte-
grals, which revealed that they represent a non-abelian
phase. We used the flexibility of our approach to propose
an alternative low-overhead implementation of these pro-
tocols.

There are several interesting directions in which our
method can be generalized or applied in other contexts.
The first direction is to enhance the circuits with bound-
aries and defects, as well as to go from mere informa-
tion storage to fault-tolerant processing of logical infor-
mation. The geometric flexibility of the path-integral
approach makes it particularly suited for this task. For
example, boundaries for the Dijkgraaf-Witten path in-
tegral are obtained by constraining the 1-cocycle A to
some subgroup H ∈ G at the boundary. All one needs
to do is to extend the 1-form symmetries to the case of
the boundary. Thereby, of the overall 1-form symme-
try group K represented by the 2-cocycle b and 1-chain
c, only some subgroup of is allowed to terminate at the
boundary, corresponding to the anyons that condense.

Another direction is to look at different microscopic
representations of path integrals and the associated fixed-
point circuits. For example, in Ref. [59], we suggested
a path-integral version of the color code. It might be

possible to equip this path integral, representing the Z2×
Z2 untwisted quantum double, with phase factors such
that we end up with some twisted phase. Working out
the 1-form symmetries in this path integral would then
lead to a dynamic twisted version of the color code.

A natural question is in how far our methods can be ap-
plied to non-abelian phases, in light of the fact that these
seem to be necessary to achieve computational univer-
sality in 2 + 1 dimensions. While we have demonstrated
that this is possible for a particular non-abelian phase
in Section VII, it is unclear how this transfers to other
phases. The generalization to other twisted quantum
doubles with abelian gauge group G (but non-abelian
anyon theory) is straight-forward, but these are all just
type-III twisted models and not much more interesting
than the discussed G = Z3

2 case. We note that the dis-
cussed type-III twisted quantum double can be obtained
by gauging a Z2 symmetry in a Z2×Z2 untwisted model,
if we interpret A2 in Eq. (186) as symmetry defects and
(A0, A1) as the untwisted model. This leaves hope that
the methods might carry over to similar scenarios, for
example the Ising string-net model, which is obtained by
gauging the Z2 e/m duality symmetry of the toric code.
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Appendix A: (Higher-order) cup products on
arbitrary cellulations

In this appendix, we define higher order cup products
on arbitrary cellulations. We recall the basic notions
of cellular (co-)homology on a cellulation M from Sec-
tion IIA. To define the higher order cup products, we
introduce a new notion, namely (Z-valued) c-bichains. A
c-bichain is an Z-valued function taking pairs of cells as
argument, whose dimensions sum to c,⋃

a,b:a+b=c

Sa[M ]× Sb[M ] → Z . (A1)

The central operation on c-bichains is the Z-linear bound-
ary map δ from the set of c-bichains to c − 1-bichains,
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Sb[M ],

δ(α, β) = (δα, β) + (−1)a(α, δβ) . (A2)
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It fulfills the common relation for a boundary map δ2 = 0,

δ2(α, β) = δ
(
(δα, β) + (−1)a(α, δβ)

)
= (δ2α, β) + (−1)a−1(δα, δβ)

+(−1)a(δα, δβ) + (−1)a+a(α, δ2β) = 0 .

(A3)

c-bichains W with δW = 0 are called c-bicycles, and c-
biboundaries ifW = δV for some c+1-bichain V . In fact,
the homology of bichains and their boundary is directly
equivalent to the cellular homology ofM×M . Next, a d-
dimensional c-bichain family X associates to every d-cell
representative γ a c-bichain X[γ] on γ. Thereby, γ does
not mean the d − 1-dimensional boundary cellulation of
γ, but also includes the d-cell γ itself, whose boundary is
given by the orientation,

δγ = (−1)σ[γ] . (A4)

In other words, we consider the homology of γ as a d-
cellulation with boundary. A d-dimensional c-bichain
family X can be used to map an a-cocycle A and a b-
cocycle B with a+ b = c to a d-cocycle X(A,B),

X(A,B)(γ) :=
∑

α∈Sa[γ],β∈Sb[γ]

X[γ](α, β)A(α)B(β) ,

(A5)
for γ ∈ Sd[M ]. The boundary map can also be applied
to a bichain family, which means applying it for every
representative. With this, we have

δX(A,B) = X(dA,B) + (−1)aX(A, dB) . (A6)

Next, we define the transpose •T of bichains as a Z-linear
map by its action on basis elements,

(α, β)T = (−1)ab(β, α) . (A7)

Taking the transpose commutes with taking the bound-
ary,

δ(α, β)T = (−1)abδ(β, α)

= (−1)ab((δβ, α) + (−1)b(β, δα))

= (−1)(a−1)b(β, δα) + (−1)a+a(b−1)(δβ, α)

= ((δα, β) + (−1)a(α, δβ))T = (δ(α, β))T .

(A8)

We can also define a coboundary, mapping a d-
dimensional c-bichain family X to a d + 1-dimensional
c-bichain family dX. On a d+1-cell representative ϵ, dX
is given by

(dX)[ϵ] :=
∑

γ∈Sd[ϵ]

(−1)σ[ϵ](γ)X[γ] . (A9)

Note that this coboundary acts on bichain families and
not bichains, and is not a Poincaré dual notion to the
boundary defined above. For analogue reasons to the
standard boundary map of cochains, we find d2 = 0. It

is also easy to see that δd = dδ, and (dX)T = d(XT ).
For the according action on pairs of cochains, we find

(dX)(A,B) = d(X(A,B)) . (A10)

Equipped with these notions, we are now ready to de-
fine the higher-order cup products on arbitrary cellula-
tions. More precisely, we will define an c−x-dimensional
c-bichain family ∪c

x, such that

A ∪x B :=∪c
x(A,B) , (A11)

for every a-chain A and b-chain B with a+ b = c.

∪c
x is defined inductively: Given ∪c−1

x and ∪c−1
x−1 as

an induction hypothesis, ∪c
x can be chosen arbitrarily

such that

δ∪c
x = d∪c−1

x + (−1)c+x∪c−1
x−1 + (−1)c∪c−1

x−1

T
. (A12)

The induction is terminated by the conventions

∪x−1
x = ∅ , ∪c

−1[γ] = 0 , ∪0
0[pt] = (pt,pt) , (A13)

where γ is any c+ 1-cell representatives, and pt denotes
the point, which is the only 0-cell. Any set of choices
fulfilling Eq. (A12) yields a consistent definition of the
cup product.

A solution to Eq. (A12) always exists since the right-
hand side is a (bi-)boundary. So see this, we first show
that it is a bicycle,

δ
(
d∪c−1

x + (−1)c+x∪c−1
x−1 + (−1)c∪c−1

x−1

T)
= d

(
d∪c−2

x + (−1)(c−1)+x∪c−2
x−1 + (−1)c−1∪c−2

x−1

T)
+ (−1)c+x

(
d∪c−2

x−1 + (−1)(c−1)+(x−1)∪c−2
x−2

+ (−1)c−1∪c−2
x−2

T)
+ (−1)c

(
d∪c−2

x−1 + (−1)(c−1)+(x−1)∪c−2
x−2

+ (−1)c−1∪c−2
x−2

T )T
= 0 .

(A14)
Then we use that the homology of bicycles defined by
δ is equal to the homology of M ×M for a cellulation
M . Here the cellulation is the c-cell representative γ,
whose topology is the c-ball Bc. Since Bc×Bc has trivial
homology (except for the 0th degree), every (bi-)cycle is
a (bi-)boundary.

Finally, we can use the recursive formula Eq. (A12) for
the action of the cup product on an a-cochain A and a b-
cochain B in Eq. (A11). This yields the familiar formula
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in Eq. (7),

d(A ∪x B) = d(∪c
x(A,B)) = (d∪c

x)(A,B)

=
(
δ∪c+1

x + (−1)c+x∪c
x−1 + (−1)c∪c

x−1

T
)
(A,B)

=∪c+1
x (dA,B) + (−1)a∪c+1

x (A, dB)

+(−1)a+b+x∪c
x−1(A,B) + (−1)a+b+ab∪c

x−1(B,A)

= dA ∪x B + (−1)aA ∪x dB

+(−1)a+b+xA ∪x−1 B + (−1)a+b+abB ∪x−1 A ,
(A15)

noting that a+ b = c.
In constructing the bichains ∪ defining the higher or-

der cup product through Eq. (A12), all we need to do is
finding a bichain whose boundary is the given bicycle on
the right-hand side. Note that this involves finding the
solution to a Z-valued linear equation, which can com-
puted efficiently. Also note that when using cup products
in the study of fixed-point models, the dimension of the
cellulations, the number of different cell representatives,
and the size of these cell representatives are small and
do not scale. Furthermore, as we have mentioned earlier,
bichains on a cellulation M are equivalent to chains on
M ×M , so all we need to do is to find an ordinary chain
with a given boundary. Despite all this, it would be de-
sirable to have a method to construct ∪ by hand, that
does not involve doubling the dimension of the cellula-
tions. This can be done as follows. Assume we want to
find a c-bichain W on a d-cellulation with d < c, whose
boundary is a fixed c−1-bichain U , LetW c−i,i denote the
component ofW defined on Sc−i×Si, such that δW = U
becomes

(δ ⊗ 1)W c−i,i + (−1)c−i−1(1 ⊗ δ)W c−i−1,i+1

= U c−i−1,i .
(A16)

We can use this to computeW c−i,i inductively from i = d
to i = c− d by

(δ ⊗ 1)W c−i,i

= U c−i−1,i + (−1)c−i(1 ⊗ δ)W c−i−1,i+1 ,
(A17)

using the conventionW c−d−1,d+1 := 0 for the first step of
the induction. We solve this equation explicitly for every
fixed i-cell λ in the second component,

δW c−i,i(•, λ)
= U c−i−1,i(•, λ) + (−1)c−iW c−i−1,i+1(•, dλ) ,

(A18)
where δ now denotes the boundary operator for ordinary
cellular chains. The following diagram illustrates the sit-
uation for d = 3 and c = 4,

U03 W 13

U12 W 22

U21 W 31

U30

. (A19)

Here we would successively computeW 13, thenW 22, and
thenW 31. We now apply this method to find∪c

x on some
c− x-cell representative γ, whose component defined on

Sc−i[γ]×Si[γ] we denote by ∪c−i,i
x . Plugging Eq. (A12)

as U into Eq. (A18), and spelling out Eq. (A9) yields

δ∪c−i,i
x (•, λ)

=
∑

s∈Sd−1[γ]

(−1)σ[γ](s)∪c−i,i
x [s](•, λ)

+ (−1)c−x∪c−i−1,i
x−1 (•, λ) + (−1)c+ic∪i,c−i−1

x−1 (λ, •)

+ (−1)c−i∪c−i−1,i+1
x (•, dλ) .

(A20)
Note that for the ∪0 product, we have d = c. We can still
apply the method describe above, but we have to guess
the 0-homology of

∪0,c
0 [γ](•, γ) (A21)

for λ = γ. We find that choosing the generating homol-
ogy class, where the sum over all vertices yields 1, works.

In explicit constructions, we pick ∪0,c
0 [γ](•, γ) to consist

of a single vertex.
Let us explicitly construct higher order cup products

for some examples of families of cellulations. We will re-
cover known formulas for cup products, but also stress
that our method allows us to freely choose any compat-
ible formula for higher cup products on any cellulation.

When constructing components ∪c−i,i
x via the inductive

formula in Eq. (A20), we will denote them as formal sums
over pairs of cells (α, β), which we more compactly denote
as α|β. We will also illustrate the cell pairs by marking
them inside a drawing of the c−x-cell. The first cell will
be marked with a red cross for 0-cells, a red dotted line
for 1-cells, red stripes for 2-cells, and a red dot pattern
for 3-cells. The second cell will be marked by a blue dot
for 0-cells, a blue thick line for 1-cells, a light blue shad-
ing for 2-cells, and a stronger blue shading for 3-cells.
When constructing the cup product via Eq. (A20), we go
through all possible choices of λ which we mark in blue
as described above. We then consider the right-hand side
of Eq. (A20). We will also mark this right-hand side as
a green crosses for 0-cells, and as green dotted lines for
1-cells (but not for 2-cells since this makes the drawings
too cluttered). We put a − sign next to the correspond-
ing cell if it has a −1 prefactor. Then we mark our choice

of ∪c−i,i
x (•, λ) on the left-hand side of Eq. (A20) in red,

as described above. That is, the chain marked in red
is chosen such that its boundary is the cycle marked in
green (if drawn). For cells λ where the right-hand side

of Eq. (A20) is zero, we will choose ∪c−i,i
x (•, λ) = 0 and

draw nothing. Finally, for the special case of x = 0 and
i = c, we pick

∪0,c
0 [γ](•, γ) = vγ , (A22)

for some vertex vγ of the c-cell representative γ.
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Let us start with the most restricted kind of cellulation,
namely triangulations where all cells are simplices. Each
simplex can be identified with a canonical representative
by equipping it with a branching structure, that is, a
direction for all the edges that is acyclic around each
triangle. This is equivalent to choosing an ordering of
the vertices of a d-simplex by numbering them from 0
to d. Subsimplices can be labeled by ordered subsets of
0 . . . d corresponding to their vertices. The orientation
of the d− 1-subsimplex labeled 0 . . . (i− 1)(i+ 1) . . . d is
chosen to be

σ(0 . . . (i− 1)(i+ 1) . . . d) = i mod 2 . (A23)

With this, let us inductively write down the formulas
for∪c

x[γ] with γ being the c−x-simplex, for a few values
of x and c. We start with ∪0 on a 0-simplex. Using the
induction start in Eq. (A13), we have

∪00
0 = = 0|0 . (A24)

Next, we choose ∪0 on a 1-simplex. Choosing the 0-
vertex for vγ in Eq. (A22), we get

∪01
0 = = 0|01 . (A25)

Next, we choose ∪10
0 ,

∪10
0 = − = 01|1 . (A26)

That is, for λ (marked in blue) equal to the 1-vertex, the
right-hand side of Eq. (A20) (marked in green) consists

of both vertices, and the only choice for ∪10
0 (•, λ) (in

red) is the 1-simplex itself. For λ equal to the 0-vertex,
the right-hand side of Eq. (A20) is zero, so we choose

∪10
0 (•, λ) to be zero and do not draw anything.
Next is ∪0 on a 2-simplex. Again, we choose vγ = 0

in Eq. (A22),

∪02
0 = = 0|012 . (A27)

Next, we find

∪11
0 =

−
= 01|12 . (A28)

That is, for λ (in blue) equal to the 12 edge of the triangle,
the right-hand side of Eq. (A20) (in green) consists of the

0 and 1 vertices, and we choose ∪11
0 (•, λ) (in red) equal

to the 01 edge. We could also have chosen the formal
sum 02 − 12 instead. For λ equal to the 01 or the 02
edge, the right-hand side of Eq. (A20) is zero. Last, we
have

∪20
0 =

−
= 012|2 . (A29)

That is, for λ (in blue) equal to the 2 vertex, the right-
hand side of Eq. (A20) (in green) consists of all three

edges, and the only choice for ∪20
0 (•, λ) (in red) is the

triangle 012 itself. For λ equal to the 0 or 1 vertex, the
right-hand side of Eq. (A20) is zero.
Next, ∪0 on the 3-simplex is given by

∪03
0 = = 0|0123 , (A30)

∪12
0 =

−

= 01|123 , (A31)

∪21
0 =

−

= 012|23 , (A32)

∪30
0 = = 0123|3 , (A33)

In the last picture, the right-hand side of Eq. (A20) is
not shown and consists of all four triangles.
Next, let us look at ∪1. On the 1-simplex, we get

∪11
1 = − = 01|01 . (A34)

The right-hand side of Eq. (A20) is built from ∪0 and

∪T
0 on the 1-simplex, which we constructed in Eqs. (A25)

and (A26). Next, ∪1 on the 2-simplex is given by

∪12
1 = −

−
= −02|012 , (A35)

∪21
1 =

−
+

−
= 012|01 + 012|12 . (A36)

On the 3-simplex, we get

∪13
1 =

−

= 03|0123 , (A37)
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∪22
1 = − − − +

−

= −013|123 + 023|012 ,

(A38)

∪13
1 = + +

= 0123|01 + 0123|12 + 0123|23 .
(A39)

In each of the last three pictures, the right-hand side of
Eq. (A20) is not shown and consists of all four triangles.

Finally, let us consider ∪2. On the 2-simplex, we get

∪22
2 =

−
= 012|012 . (A40)

On the 3-simplex, we have

∪23
2 =

−

= 012|0123 + 023|0123 , (A41)

∪32
2 = +

= 0123|013 + 0123|123 .

(A42)

In the original Ref. [63], Steenrod defines higher order
cup products on branching-structure triangulations via
an explicit formula. In our notation, this formula be-
comes

∪c
x =

∑
e:0<e0<...<ex<ex+1:=c−x

(−1)σ(e)s0(e)|s1(e) ,

s0(e) := [0e0][e1e2] . . . [e2⌊ x−1
2 ⌋+1e2⌊ x−1

2 ⌋+2] ,

s1(e) := [e0e1][e2e3] . . . [e2⌊ x
2 ⌋e2⌊ x

2 ⌋+1] ,

(A43)
where [a, b] denotes the integer sequence a(a + 1) . . . b,
and ⌊a⌋ denotes the largest integer smaller than a. In
words, s0 and s1 are obtained by appending the intervals
[eiei+1] to either s0 or s1 alternatingly until none are left.
σ(e) is the number of permutations of individual vertex-
numbers needed to reorder the intervals in s0(e)s1(e) as

[0e0][e0e1] . . . [exex+1] . (A44)

We find that Steenrod’s formulas agree with ours in all
cases above.

As a next example, consider hypercubic lattices. More
generally, the resulting cup products can be applied to

any cellulations where all cells are hypercubes. Again
we want to unambiguously identify each hypercube with
its standard representative, which for triangulations was
achieved by the branching structure. Here, we choose an
“origin” vertex and an ordering of the adjacent edges,
numbering them from 0 to d − 1. Using a coordinate
system where the ith edge defines a basis vector xi, the
vertices of the hypercube can be labeled by bitstrings in
{0, 1}d corresponding to their coordinate. Accordingly,
the sub-hypercubes can be labeled by strings {0, 1, x}d,
where x at position i means that xi is a spanning vector
of the sub-hypercube. A d-dimensional sub-hypercube is
identified with the d-hypercube representative in the fol-
lowing way: The 0d vertex the d-hypercube is identified
with the vertex obtained by setting all xs to 0. The or-
dering of basis vectors for the d-hypercube is identified
with that of the containing hypercube, restricted to the
sub-hypercube. The orientation of the d− 1-dimensional
sub-hypercube xijxd−i−1 for j ∈ {0, 1} is

σ(xijxd−i−1) = i+ 1 + j mod 2 . (A45)

0 and 1-dimensional hypercubes coincide with 0-
simplices and 1-simplices, and we choose ∪ for vertices
and edges like in the case of triangulations. For a square,
we take the following ordering of basis vectors relative to
the drawings,

x0

x1
. (A46)

Then ∪0 is given by

∪02
0 = = 00|xx , (A47)

picking vγ = 00 in Eq. (A22), and

∪11
0 =

−
−

−
= x0|1x− 0x|x1 , (A48)

∪20
0 = −

−
= xx|11 . (A49)

Next, for a cube, we take the following ordering of basis
vectors relative to the drawings,

x0

x1 x2 . (A50)

∪0 is then given by

∪03
0 = = 000|xxx , (A51)
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∪12
0 =

−

−
−

+

−
= x00|1xx− 0x0|x1x+ 00x|xx1 ,

(A52)

∪21
0 = −

−
−

− −
+

−

−

= xx0|11x− x0x|1x1 + 0xx|x11 ,
(A53)

∪30
0 = = xxx|111 . (A54)

Next, let us look at ∪1. On the square, we find

∪12
1 = −

−
= −0x|xx− x1|xx , (A55)

∪21
1 = −

−
+ −

−
= xx|x0 + xx|1x . (A56)

On the cube, we have

∪13
1 =

−
= 00x|xxx+ 0x1|xxx+ x11|xxx ,

(A57)

∪22
1 = −

−

− −

− −

−

+

−

−
+

−

−

−

= −xx1|x0x− x0x|1xx− xx1|1xx
+0xx|x1x+ 0xx|xx0 + x1x|xx0 ,

(A58)

∪31
1 = + +

= xxx|11x+ xxx|1x0 + xxx|x00 .

(A59)

Finally, let us look at ∪2. On the square, we have

∪22
2 = −

−
= xx|xx . (A60)

On a cube, we find

∪23
2 =

−
−

−

= 0xx|xxx+ x1x|xxx+ xx0|xxx ,

(A61)

∪32
2 = + +

= xxx|x0x+ xxx|1xx+ xxx|xx1 .

(A62)

Appendix B: Projective 1-form symmetry and anyon
models

In this appendix, we will relate the 1-form symmetry
of the path integral to the abelian anyon model of the
corresponding topological phase. Abelian anyon models
are known to be in one-to-one correspondence with met-
ric groups [86, 87]. A metric group [88, 89] is a (finite)
abelian group K (denoted additively) together with a
function

q : K → R/Z (B1)

such that

q(x) = q(−x) , (B2)

and

b : K ×K → R/Z ,

b(g, h) = q(g + h)− q(g)− q(h)
(B3)

is a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form. Physically,
the elements of K are the anyons, and the group K de-
fines their fusion. q is the topological spin of each anyon
such that a 2π rotation of the anyon in space yields a
phase θ = e2πiq. Similarly, e2πib(g,h) is the phase ob-
tained from braiding the anyons g and h.
The data of a metric group can be organized by choos-

ing l independent generators {gi}0≤i<l of K identifying
K =

⊕
0≤i<l Zmi

. Then, the anyon model is fully speci-
fied the spins and braidings between all generators, which
we can assemble to a matrix

(M<)ij =


0 if i < j

b(gi, gj) if i > j

q(gi) if i = j

. (B4)
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After defining the diagonal matrix mij := δi,jmi, the
conditions on this data defining a metric group can be
expressed as follows. First, we have

mTM<m = 0 , Mm = 0 , (B5)

using

M :=M< +MT
< , (B6)

where we think of both equations as valued in R/Z.
Further, we demand that there exists M ∈ Rl×l with
M/Z =M and

det(Mm) = ±1 , (B7)

that is, Mm is a unimodular matrix.
More generally, we can define an abelian anyon model

by arbitrary matrices m ∈ Zl×l ∩ GL(l) and M< ∈
(R/Z)l×l, such that the conditions in Eqs. B5 and B7
hold. The anyon fusion group is K = Zl := mZl\Zl,
where the Zl unit vectors are now potentially dependent
generators. The spin and braiding of these generators are
given by q(gi) = (M<)ii and b(gi, gj) = (M<)ij+(M<)ji.
So two anyon models with the same m but different M<

and M̃< are equivalent if there is a Y ∈ (R/Z)l×l such

that M< − M̃< = Y − Y T . Also, the same fusion group
and anyon model can be represented by different matrices
m (which is already true in the case of independent gen-
erators). The generalization to non-diagonal m might
seem overkill, but it allows us to elegantly express the
anyon theories (in other words, the Drinfeld center [89])
of abelian twisted quantum doubles. In this case, m is
given in Eq. (100).

Let us consider a few examples for anyon models. The
toric code corresponds to

m =

(
2 0
0 2

)
, M< =

(
0 1

2
0 0

)
, (B8)

if we use e and m as generators. The double-semion
model is represented by

m =

(
2 0
0 2

)
, M< =

(
1
4 0
0 − 1

4

)
, (B9)

using s and s as generators. The 3-fermion model on the
other hand corresponds to

m =

(
2 0
0 2

)
, M< =

(
1
2

1
2

0 1
2

)
, (B10)

In order to find the matrix M< determining the spin
and braiding of the anyons in the twisted quantum dou-
bles, we look at the variance of the path integral under
gauge transformations acting on b and c. The phases fac-
tors arising from such gauge transformations due to the
second condition in Definition 3 correspond to the twists
and braiding of the anyons. There are two such gauge

transformations. The first gauge transformation acts on
c only and is given by

c′ = c+ δγ . (B11)

This transformation acts on the Zk lifts as

c′ = c+ δγ + f(sc,dγ + vγ) =: c+ δγ + fz . (B12)

We first compute the variance under adding the fy term,

S[A, b, c+ fy]− S[A, b, c]

= A
T
(f−1)T ∪ fT z = A

T ∪ z = 0 .
(B13)

Next, the variance under adding the δγ term is given by

S[A, b, c+ δγ]− S[A, b, c]

= A
T
(f−1)T δγ = (dA)T (f−1)T γ = b

T
(f−1)T γ .

(B14)
So overall we have

S[A, b, c′]− S[A, b, c] = b
T
(f−1)T γ . (B15)

The second gauge transformation is given in Eq. (112).
It acts on the Zk lifts as follows,

A′ = A+ β + fx ,

b′ = b+ dβ + fy ,

c′ = c+ ∪fT (F + FT )fy + fT z .

(B16)

We start by computing the variance under adding the
two terms involving β,

S[A+ β, b+ dβ, c]− S[A, b, c]

= β
T
F ∪ dA+A

T
F ∪ dβ + β

T
F ∪ dβ

+ β
T
(f−1)T c

− β
T
(F + FT ) ∪ b−A

T
(F + FT ) ∪ dβ

− β
T
(F + FT ) ∪ dβ

+ (dβ)TF ∪1 dA+ b
T
F ∪1 dβ + (dβ)TF ∪1 dβ

= β
T
(f−1)T c− β

T
(F + FT ) ∪ b− β

T
FT ∪ dβ

+ b
T
F ∪1 dβ + (dβ)TF ∪1 dβ .

(B17)

Terms marked in the same color cancel. Next, we con-
sider the variance under adding the two terms containing
y,

S[A, b+ fy, c+ ∪fT (F + FT )fy]− S[A, b, c]

= A
T ∪ (F + FT )fy −A

T
(F + FT ) ∪ fy

+ (fy)TF ∪1 dA

= (fy)TF ∪1 dA = yT fTF ∪1 b .

(B18)

The variance under adding the x and z terms is zero, as
shown in Eqs. (107) and (B13). Adding all four variances
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consecutively, we get

S[A′, b′, c′]− S[A, b, c]

= β
T
(f−1)T c− β

T
(F + FT ) ∪ b− β

T
FT ∪ dβ

+ b
T
F ∪1 dβ + (dβ)TF ∪1 dβ + yT fTF ∪1 (b+ dβ) .

(B19)
We can confirm that both gauge variances in Eqs. (B15)
and (B19) are independent of A, as we argued around
Eq. (46) for the double-semion case.

While we cannot give a detailed explanation for all the
terms in Eqs. (B15) and (B19), we remark that terms cor-
responding to the braiding between b fluxes and c charges
are bilinear in b and γ, or in β and c. Terms correspond-
ing to the topological twist of b fluxes are bilinear in β
and β, and terms corresponding to the topological twist
of c charges are bilinear in γ and γ (and do not appear
since the charges are always bosons). Based on this, we
suggest that the M< and M are given by

M< =

(
−F (f−1)T

0 0

)
, M =

(
−F − FT (f−1)T

f−1 0

)
.

(B20)
To support this claim, we explicitly check the conditions
in Eq. (B5) and (B7) with M =M :

mTM<m

=

(
fT fT (F + FT )f
0 f

)(
−F (f−1)T

0 0

)
(

f 0
fT (F + FT )f fT

)
=

(
fT fT (F + FT )f
0 f

)(
FT f 1
0 0

)
=

(
fTFT f fT

0 0

)
= 0 ,

(B21)

Mm =

(
−F − FT (f−1)T

f−1 0

)(
f 0

fT (F + FT )f fT

)
=

(
0 1
1 0

)
.

(B22)

Appendix C: Common noise models in terms of
circuit perturbation

In this appendix, we discuss how the concept of pertur-
bation of a circuit from Section VIA covers many com-
mon types of noise. For illustration, we consider a 1+ 1-
dimensional brick-layer circuit of 2-qubit instruments as
shown in Eq. (18). As such, a perturbation would mean
replacing each channel M ,

M . (C1)

by some other channel M̃ . As mentioned in Section VIA,
perturbations of a larger locality can be obtained, for
example, by blocking neighboring channels into a single
channel, and then perturbing the blocked channel. We
can also go the other direction, and decompose channels
into smaller operations that we perturb individually. For
example, we can represent single-qubit errors by insert-
ing identity channels at all corresponding places. Then
we use this identity channel as the channel M that we
perturb,

M

, M = . (C2)

That is, we replace M by a channel M̃ that applies a
unitary U with a probability p,

M̃ = (1− p) · + p · U U . (C3)

This perturbation has incoherent perturbation strength
p. If U is a Pauli-X or Pauli-Z operator, then this is
ordinary bit-flip or phase-flip noise. However, U does
not have to be a Pauli or even Clifford unitary. Instead
of a unitary U , we could also use any channel C.
We can also represent a coherent qubit error where we

directly replace the identity channel by a unitary U =
eiϵH with ∥H∥ = O(1) and small ϵ,

M̃ = U U . (C4)

This is a perturbation of strength O(ϵ) for small ϵ. How-

ever, since M̃ is extremal, the incoherent perturbation
strength is 1 no matter how small ϵ is, and we do not
show fault-tolerance under such perturbations.
Measurement errors can be modeled by inserting a clas-

sical identity stochastic map at each measurement out-
come,

M

, M = . (C5)

Then we perturb this identity channel to

M̃ = C =

(
1− p p
p 1− p

)
, (C6)

that is, we flip the measurement outcome with probabil-
ity p. Again this perturbation has incoherent strength
p.
Perturbations of circuits cannot only describe single-

qubit errors before or after syndrome measurements, but
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also during the syndrome readout. That is, they can
describe circuit-level errors. As an explicit example, as-
sume that our basic 2-qubit instrument is a projective ZZ
measurement. We perform this measurement by prepar-
ing a |0⟩ auxiliary qubit, performing CX operations on it
controlled by each qubit, and then performing a Z mea-
surement on the auxiliary qubit,

=

|0⟩
CX

CX

MZ

M . (C7)

As shown, we insert an identity channel M in between
the two CX unitary channels, and use this identity as
the channel to perturb. That is, we replace M by some
incoherent single-qubit noise as in Eq. (C3).

All of the perturbations described so far were just spe-
cial cases of perturbing the fill instrument as shown in
Eq. (C1). As an example for noise with a larger locality,
consider 2-qubit noise. To represent 2-qubit noise, we
insert a 2-qubit identity channel acting on two nearest-
neighbor qubits,

M

, M = . (C8)

Note that in our toy example circuit in Eq. (18), the two
qubits on which M acts are outputs of a single preceding
2-qubit instrument, so this is again a special case of the
perturbation in Eq. (C1). However, this might not be
the case for other circuit geometries or, for example, for
next-nearest-neighbor pairs of qubits. We then perturb
M with some 2-qubit noise channel C,

M̃ = (1− p) · + p · C . (C9)

Analogously, we can also introduce 3 or more-qubit er-
rors. To do this for the toy example circuit shown in
Eq. (18), we would have to break the translation symme-
try of the circuit and choose a larger unit cell.

Another possibility is to consider errors that occur si-
multaneously at two time-like separated places in the cir-
cuit. For example, consider a spin-flip error that occurs
both at one qubit, and at another neighboring qubit one
time step later. To this end, we rewrite our circuit as
follows,

M

, M = . (C10)

The empty circle tensor denotes preparation of a classical
bit in the 0 state. The box with the cross is a classically
controlled single-qubit channel C1,

:= + C1
1

(C11)

Then we replace M by the perturbed channel

M̃ = (1− p) · + p · C0
1
. (C12)

That is, we apply the single-qubit noise channel C0 with
probability p. If we do apply it, then we also apply C1

to another qubit at a later time. This perturbation has
incoherent strength p.
Another way to introduce correlated noise is to couple

the circuit to a weakly correlated classical process. To
this end, we rewrite the circuit such that we regularly
prepare classical bits in state 0, and erase them in the
next time step. Depending on the state of these bits, we
perform a single-qubit error channel C1 or not,

M

M
, M = . (C13)

Here, the filled circle tensors denote erasure of a classical
bit (if there is one index), or copying of a classical bit
(if there are three indices). Now consider a perturbation
where we prepare each classical bit in state 1 instead
of 0 with probability p1 if the last bit was 0, and with
probability p2 if the last bit was 1,

M̃ =

(
1− p1 p1
1− p2 p2

)
. (C14)

If p2 > p1, the bit-flip errors are correlated, meaning
that if an error occurs at a time t, it is more likely to
again occur at time t+ 1, and at t+ n where the bias is
exponentially decaying in n. That is, we can introduce
errors with a finite correlation length in time.

Correlations between errors may also spread in space.
To this end, we rewrite the circuit by adding bits that
are initialized in state 0, moved by one lattice site, used
to control an action on a qubit, and then discarded,

M . (C15)
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An example for a perturbation is given by

M = (1− p1− 2p2) · + p1 · + p2 · + p2 · .

(C16)
Roughly, this corresponds to bit-flip errors which are gen-
erated with probability p1, and then persist at later times
performing a random walk with decay rate ∼ p2. In-
stead of introducing correlations using auxiliary classical
bits, we could also introduce “quantum” correlations us-
ing auxiliary qubits.
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