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We adopt a method of the quantum gate teleportation for converting circuit-based quantum
computation primitives into fusion networks. By using the presented scheme for the CNOT gate we
construct translation of the circuit for the foliated surface code into a fault tolerant fusion network.
Finally, we construct two new fusion based quantum computation models and study their fault
tolerance properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum algorithms are typically considered as
a unitary transformation of a qubit register followed by
measurement of each qubit. The unitary transformation
is typically represented as a sequence of single- and two-
qubit gates and it is usually the most convenient method
to design a new algorithm. The single- and two-qubit
gates are drawn from a finite set of gates called a uni-
versal set that has the following property: an arbitrary
unitary operation over a fixed number of qubits can be
approximated by a composition of quantum gates from
a universal set [1, 2]. We will call this approach a Cir-
cuit Based Quantum Computation (CBQC) model [3].
The key steps in CBQC include initialization of a regis-
ter, applying a sequence of quantum gates which defines
a particular algorithm, and quantum measurements that
produce outcomes of the computation.

Besides CBQC there exist other models of quantum
computation [4–10], and some of them have proven to be
more natural for implementation on particular physical
platforms. For example, Measurement-Based Quantum
Computation (MBQC) [8, 9] and Fusion-Based Quan-
tum Computation (FBQC) models [10–14] are particu-
larly well suited for photonic architectures [15–21] be-
cause the coherent evolution of a quantum register is
substituted with measurement and teleportation. The
aforementioned models are equivalent to the CBQC and
are able to perform arbitrary quantum algorithm. We re-
fer to [8] for the proof of CBQC and MBQC equivalence.

In MBQC an algorithm instance is executed in two
steps. First, a large multi-qubit entangled state |ΦC⟩ is
created. The size of the |ΦC⟩ depends on corresponding
CBQC circuit complexity. Afterwards, the entire state
undergoes a sequence of adaptive single-qubit measure-
ments. A special type of entangled states – cluster states
[22] – serve as a resource for the MBQC-based quantum
computing. The MBQC model is seamlessly compatible
with modern error correction codes and the outcomes of
the single-qubit measurements can also be used to detect
and fix errors occurring during the algorithm execution
[23–26].

Preparation of the initial resource state |ΦC⟩ is the
most demanding stage of the MBQC. The number of

qubits in |ΦC⟩ depends on the algorithm depth, and it is
usually impractical to create the whole state at once. The
mechanics of the MBQC architecture grant a possibility
of conveyor-like algorithm execution. The resource state
|ΦC⟩ never exists as a whole and only the required frac-
tion |ϕC⟩ of this state is instantaneously present within
a processor. Each step of an algorithm involves mea-
surement of some of the qubits of |ϕC⟩ and linking of
new qubits to the intact qubits from |ϕC⟩. This strategy
is particularly suitable to the linear-optical architecture
which suffers from a high-rate of qubit loss. The benefit
stems from the fact that a qubit within a processor has a
short lifetime and hence there is no need to store photons
as long as the algorithm runs.

Photon loss [29–31] is not the only detrimental factor
in a linear-optical system. Entangling operations in dual-
rail encoding are intrinsically probabilistic [27, 28]. The
conveyor-like algorithm execution strategy must be aided
with an error-correction procedure to successfully over-
come both photon loss and limited success probability
of entangling operations. The structure of the resource
state |ϕC⟩ defines the fault-tolerance properties to the
qubit loss and erroneous entangling operations [32, 33].

The initial cluster state of an MBQC-based processor
can be assembled using multiple copies of identical few-
qubit entangled states, known as resource states. The
assembly may be carried out by applying fusion gates to
entangle separate resource states. In this work we fo-
cus on a Type-II fusion gate [15] (also called fusion as a
shorthand notation), which is a projective measurement
in the two-qubit Bell basis. Introduction of fusion of re-
source states in order to build up large-scale quantum
correlations is a cornerstone of the FBQC model. The
FBQC model goes beyond the MBQC and uses fusion
gates also to induce the quantum state transfer between
the qubits and apply unitary operations prescribed by an
algorithm of choice. Then the algorithm implementation
in the FBQC model is divided into two parts. Firstly, the
resource states are generated and afterwards the recon-
figurable fusion gates are applied to the resource states.
These two steps may be repeated continuously until the
measurement of the algorithm’s outcome is performed.
A specific FBQC model is determined by the fusion net-
work, which represents the mutual configuration of re-
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source states and fusions. A graph with two distinct sets
of edges conveniently represents a fusion network: the
first set contains graphs corresponding to the resource
states, and the second one indicates the locations of the
fusion gates between the resource qubits. Some fusion
networks possess intrinsic fault-tolerance features (fault-
tolerant fusion networks)[10] which allows to use fusion
gate outcomes for error detection and application of an
error-correction protocol.

The work [10] reports two types of fusion networks
based on different resource states: a 4-qubit star and a
6-qubit hexagon cluster states. The first network can be
considered as a simple modification of the Raussendorf
model, which is the MBQC architecture based on Fault-
Tolerant Cluster State produced from the foliation [24,
25] of the surface code [36–40]. The similar approach
was used in the paper [41], where the FBQC scheme was
constructed from the foliation of the Floquet Color Code
[42–44]. The construction of the second model from [10]
was explained in [13], where the authors introduced a
general framework for the description of fusion networks
based on ZX-calculus [45–47].

Here we propose a direct path to construct a fusion
network using the quantum gate teleportation principle
[48–55]. The quantum algorithm is decomposed into a se-
quence of elementary operations which are implemented
using the quantum gate teleportation protocol. We then
establish a connection between this decomposition and
a fusion network and provide a direct translation be-
tween the CBQC and the FBQC models. We specify
the equivalent fusion circuits for the Hadamard, T- and
CNOT gates. The proposed translation between CBQC
and FBQC operations is demonstrated using the exam-
ples of a foliated surface code. By applying this method,
we construct previously unreported fusion networks and
investigate their fault-tolerant properties.

II. QUANTUM GATE TELEPORTATION

Fusion is a destructive measurement of commutative
Pauli observables. Here we consider a variant of a Type-II
fusion gate [15], which is a two-qubit projective measure-
ment determined by the group ⟨Xq1Zq2 , Zq1Xq2⟩, where
q1 and q2 are qubit indices. The operators Xi and Zi are
X and Z Pauli matrices acting in the Hilbert space of an
i-th qubit. The state of the measured qubits is projected
onto the following basis states:

|0, 0⟩
q1q2

= 1√
2
(|+⟩q1 |0⟩q2 + |−⟩q1 |1⟩q2),

|0, 1⟩
q1q2

= 1√
2
(|+⟩q1 |0⟩q2 − |−⟩q1 |1⟩q2),

|1, 0⟩
q1q2

= 1√
2
(|+⟩q1 |1⟩q2 + |−⟩q1 |0⟩q2),

|1, 1⟩
q1q2

= 1√
2
(|+⟩q1 |1⟩q2 − |−⟩q1 |0⟩q2),

(1)

where |+⟩ = 1√
2
(|0⟩+ |1⟩) and

Xq1Zq2 |u, v⟩q1q2 = (−1)u |u, v⟩
q1q2

,

Zq1Xq2 |u, v⟩q1q2 = (−1)v |u, v⟩
q1q2

.
(2)

qin

qa

qout

Q ......
FIG. 1: Quantum gate teleportation scheme for

implementation of a single-qubit unitary operation.
Qubit qin from the initial array of qubits Q is fused

with qubit qa of the ancillary state.

One can also notice that

|u, v⟩
q1q2

= Xv
q1Z

u
q1 |0, 0⟩q1q2 . (3)

The key elements of a generic FBQC processor are the
resource state generator (RSG) and fusion modules, con-
necting the neighbouring RSG-generated states. The fu-
sion gate decouples the measured qubits from the logical
register or completely destroys them in case of photonic-
encoded qubits. Then the RSG may either reuse the
decoupled qubits or generate the new ones. Hence the
build-up of a fusion network can be also performed in
time dimension which requires generation of new resource
states and applying fusions between resource state gener-
ated at different moments in time. Therefore the compu-
tation process in the FBQC model naturally splits into a
sequence of cycles. Each cycle the RSG network produces
the resource states. Some of their qubits are fused with
each other and with the qubits generated during several
previous cycles. A set of remaining qubits (i.e. the qubits
that are not fused in the current cycle) is stored until fu-
sion with resource states from future cycles is performed.
This process can be viewed as quantum gate teleporta-
tion [49]: a required unitary transformation is applied to
a newly generated qubit via a teleportation protocol [48].
The translation of a CBQC quantum circuit to a fusion

network follows a simple strategy. First, the quantum
circuit is decomposed into a sequence S of elementary
operations gi drawn from a universal gate set. Then, a
quantum gate teleportation protocol Tgi for each elemen-
tary operation is defined. The gate teleportation protocol
includes a resource state, a Bell-type measurement and
single-qubit gates. Substituting each Tgi into the initial
gate sequence S completes the translation. The resulting
configuration is the fusion network that implements the
computation.
Let us now adapt the gate teleportation [49] proto-

col to implement an arbitrary quantum circuit using
⟨Xq1Zq2 , Zq1Xq2⟩ fusion gates. We start with the single-
qubit gates. The procedure is illustrated in Fig. 1. In the
input, we have an array Q of qubits which are in some
state |ψ⟩. In order to perform a unitary operation on a
single qubit from Q one uses a two-qubit ancilla state.
Let us denote the fusing qubit from the initial system Q
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tin

ta

toutcout

ca

Q ...... ... ...cin

FIG. 2: Quantum gate teleportation scheme for
implementation of CNOT operation. Qubits cin and tin
from initial array of qubits Q are fused with qubit ca

and ta of the 4-qubit ancilla state.

as qin and a pair of ancillary qubits as qa and qout. The
state of qubits qa and qout is

|anc⟩ = Uqout
CZqout,qa |+⟩qout

|+⟩qa . (4)

Here, Uqout
is a target unitary operation that is per-

formed on an ancillary qubit qout. It is worth noting
that CZqout,qa |+⟩qout

|+⟩qa is a Bell cluster state. After
fusing qubits qin and qa, only the qubit qout remains in
the register and has the state Uqout

|ψ⟩. Indeed, the state
of the register before the fusion is

|anc⟩ (|0⟩qin |ψ0⟩Q\{qin} + |1⟩qin |ψ1⟩Q\{qin}). (5)

Here |ψ0⟩ and |ψ1⟩ are unnormalized vectors from a

Hilbert space of the set Q̃ = Q \ {qin} such that |ψ⟩ =
|0⟩qin |ψ0⟩Q̃ + |1⟩qin |ψ1⟩Q̃. Substituting the expression

for |anc⟩ from (4) we get

|anc⟩ |ψ⟩ = UqoutHqa√
2

1∑
k, l=0

|k⟩qout
|ψl⟩Q̃ |k⟩qa |l⟩qin , (6)

where Hqa is the Hadamard operation that acts on the
qubit qa. Then, we project the state (6) onto the ba-

sis (1)
{
|u, v⟩

qa, qin
: u, v ∈ {0, 1}

}
, and obtain the

following result (the (u, v) outcomes correspond to a
correction matrix)

⟨u, v|
qaqin

|anc⟩ |ψ⟩ ∼ UqoutZ
v
qout

Xu
qout

|ψ⟩Q̃∪{qout} , (7)

where |ψ⟩Q̃∪{qout} = |0⟩qout
|ψ0⟩Q̃ + |1⟩qout

|ψ1⟩Q̃.
A two-qubit gate implementation follows the same

recipe and requires at least two fusion gates and a four-
qubit ancillary state. We exemplify the idea by showing
the exact procedure for the CNOT gate teleportation.
The initial state of the register is

|ψ⟩ =
∑
k, l

|k⟩cin |l⟩tin |ψkl⟩Q̃ . (8)

Here, Q̃ = Q \ {cin, tin} denotes the set of qubits in Q
excluding the control qubit cin and the target qubit tin.
We label the ancillary state qubits ca, ta, cout, tout. The
qubits tin and cin are fused with the qubits ca and ta.
We express the ancillary state in the following way

|anc⟩ =
∑
k, l

Hca |k⟩ca Hta |l⟩ta |αkl⟩cout, tout
, (9)

where Hca and Hta are the Hadamard gates and
|αkl⟩cout, tout

is a two qubit state. We fuse two pairs of

qubits: (cin, ca) and (tin, ta). According to (1), the cor-
responding operation projects |anc⟩ |ψ⟩ onto the states

|uc, vc⟩ca, cin
|ut, vt⟩ta, tin

=

= Zuc
caX

vc
caZ

ut
ta X

vt
ta |0, 0⟩

ca, cin
|0, 0⟩

ta, tin
.

(10)

After the fusion measurements, we obtain

⟨uc, vc|ca, cin
⟨ut, vt|ta, tin

|anc⟩ |ψ⟩ ∼

∼
∑

k, l(−1)(k+uc)vc(−1)(l+ut)vt |αk+uc, l+ut⟩cout, tout
|ψkl⟩Q̃ .

(11)
We demand that in the case of uc = ut = vc = vt = 0

outcome the resulting state must undergo the CNOT op-
eration without any correction needed. Using this condi-
tion we get the following expression for |αkl⟩cout, tout

:

|αkl⟩cout, tout
= CNOTcout, tout |k⟩cout

|l⟩cout
, (12)

and finalize the form of the required ancillary state. In
the case of an arbitrary outcome, the resulted transfor-
mation reads as

|ψ⟩ → CNOTcout, tout
Zvc
cout

Xuc
cout

Zvt
tout

Xut
tout

|ψ⟩Q̃∪{cout, tout} .

(13)
Direct check shows that the group

⟨XcaZcout
, Xcout

ZcaZta , XtaZcout
Ztout

, Xtout
Zta⟩

stabilizes the ancillary state (9) and corresponds to
a stabilizer group of a linear four-qubit cluster state,
illustrated in Fig. 2.

III. FUSION NETWORKS FOR FOLIATED
SURFACE CODE BASED ON 4-QUBIT

ANCILLARY STATES.

In the previous section, we presented the implemen-
tation of arbitrary single-qubit gates and the two-qubit
CNOT gate based on the quantum gate teleportation
framework. Let us recall that the CNOT and single-qubit
gates constitute a universal gate set [2]. Thus, arbitrary
quantum circuit composed of such operations can be ef-
ficiently mapped onto fusion network according to the
scheme described in the previous section. It is partic-
ularly interesting to consider the construction of fusion
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networks from quantum circuits implementing fault tol-
erant operations.

The resource states which comprise a fusion network
belong to a commutative group R. Fusion measurements
are also determined by a commutative group, which we
denote as F = ⟨f1, ..., fm, −I⟩. Here, f1, ..., fm are
the measured Pauli observables, and the measurement
outcomes can be either +1 or −1. As in [10], we include
the element −I in the group F . If F∩R ≠ ∅ then certain
combinations of observable outcomes must be fixed. It
means that if ±

∏m
j=1 f

kj

j ∈ R, then

±
m∏
j=1

f
kj

j = 1, (14)

where we consider fj as a measurement outcome of a cor-
responding observable. The fusion network which satis-
fies C = R∩F ̸= ∅ is referred to as a fault-tolerant fusion
network (FTFN). The condition (14) is essential for fur-
ther implementation of error correction algorithms.

Each element of the group C can be expressed as a
composition of fusion group F generators. We are inter-
ested in the case, where one can choose the generators of
C such that each pair of generators in C has at most one
common element fi within their decompositions. Then,
the group C can be represented by a syndrome graph. In
this graph, the vertices represent generators of C, and the
edges correspond to the measured observable outcomes.
For any vertex v in the syndrome graph, the generator
cv of the group C can be expressed as a composition of
fusion operators associated with the edges connected to
v. The syndrome graph provides a visual representation
of the relation between generators in C and the measured
operators, aiding in the construction of error correction
procedures.

The transpilation of a fault-tolerant quantum circuit
using the proposed fusion-based equivalent of single- and
two-qubit gates ends up with an instance of FTFN. In
this section, we illustrate the construction of the FTFN
specifically for the foliated surface code [25, 39].

We start with a brief review of the surface code. The
surface code is a stabilizer code, its stabilizers are asso-
ciated with plaquettes and vertices of a square lattice G,
see Fig. 3. Every edge of the graph G corresponds to a
physical qubit. The stabilizer corresponding to the ver-
tex v of the lattice G is called a star stabilizer and has
the form

Sv =
∏

q∈EG(v)

Xq, (15)

where EG(v) is a set of edges that are incident to the
vertex v. It is worth noting that every plaquette in the
primal lattice G corresponds to a vertex in the dual lat-
tice G∗. The stabilizer associated with the plaquette v
from G∗ is

FIG. 3: The square lattice of the surface code
stabilizers. X-checks and Z-checks are associated with

vertices and plaquettes of the lattice . The edges
correspond to physical qubits as for highlighted

stabilizers. Here, we also introduce squares of two colors
for each type of stabilizer check: red for X-checks and

blue for Z-checks.

Pv =
∏

q∈EG∗ (v)

Zq. (16)

The surface code is defined as a Hilbert subspace stabi-
lized by both plaquette Pv (Z-check operator) and star Sv

(X-check operator) stabilizers. In the absence of noise,
the measurement of each stabilizer should yield an out-
come of +1, indicating that the physical qubits are in
a state consistent with the parity conditions. However,
errors can lead to a violation of the parity condition,
causing some of the check operators to output −1 values
after the measurement. The set of these faulty outcomes
forms the error syndrome, which serves as an input to a
decoding algorithm that reconstructs the error and pre-
scribes actions in order to correct it. It is also worth
noting, that imperfections within measurements itself are
not covered by the code. The measurement errors are ac-
counted by performing multiple rounds of identical mea-
surements. Finally, if the qubit and measurement error
rates are below certain thresholds [39, 56–58], successful
error correction is achieved.
The stabilizer measurement can be easily transpiled

into a fusion network using the gate teleportation frame-
work. The plaquette and star stabilizer operators are
equivalent to the circuits illustrated in Fig 4. Four qubits
qi are entangled using CNOT gates and a common an-
cillary |0⟩ qubit. The ancillary qubit is measured in Z
basis after the CNOT gates are applied.
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FIG. 4: Quantum circuits for measurements of
stabilizers of the surface code. A circuit for an X-check

measurement is shown in the left, and a circuit for
Z-check measurement is shown in the right.

The fusion-based equivalent of each CNOT gate re-
quires a four-qubit linear cluster as a resource. The fusion
network implementing Z-check measurement is presented
in the right side of Fig. 5. Let us denote the qubits of j-th
resource cluster as cja, t

j
a, c

j
out and t

j
out (j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}).

The qubits cjout carry the output state after the stabilizer
construction procedure and correspond to the corner j of
the stabilizer square (see Fig. 4). The qubits cja are fused
with the initial qubits qj . For j > 1 tja are fused with

tj−1
out . Finally qubit t1a is fused with the ancillary qubit
t0a, which is initialized in state |0⟩, and t4out is measured
in the Z-basis. One can notice, that the check measure-
ment can be implemented not only for the chosen circular
enumeration of the stabilizer square corners as in Fig. 4,
but also for arbitrary permutation of corner indices. The
same procedure can be derived for X-check operators.

t

t

Z

0

t

FIG. 5: Fusion networks for Z-check measurement. In
the right: implementation via the sequence of CNOT

gates. In the left: cyclization scheme.

Thus, the transpilation of the circuits shown in Fig. 4
results in the fusion network of 4 four-qubit linear clus-
ters and a single qubit. The network involves 4 two-qubit
measurements and one single-qubit measurement. We
transform this fusion network to an equivalent one which
includes only four-qubit cluster states and fusion mea-
surements. We apply a strategy that we call cyclization.
Instead of the Z-measurement of the qubit t4out in the Z-
check operator network we remove ancillary qubit state
|0⟩ and fuse the t4out and t

1
a qubits which completes a cycle

of fusion measurements inside the network. The sequence
is illustrated in the left part of Fig. 5. The cyclization

procedure provides the identical stabiliser measurement.
The X-check operator adopts similar cyclization.
Remarkably, the cyclization procedure not only sim-

plifies the fusion network of stabilizer measurement, but
also gives rise to additional check operator. Indeed, the
product of the measured operators Xtjout

Ztj+1
a

(j = 1..3)

and Xt4out
Zt1a

is also a stabilizer of the state of the in-

volved 4-qubit linear clusters and qubit t0out. This means
that if there are no measurement errors, the product of
outcomes of Xtjout

Ztj+1
a

(j = 1..3) and Xt4out
Zt1a

must be

equal to 1.
We assemble the fusion network corresponding to the

surface code by interconnecting the fusion-based imple-
mentations of X-check and Z-check operators. This can
be performed using multiple strategies and we outline a
specific one below. We build a fusion network that im-
plements consecutive rounds of stabilizers measurement.
Let us start from rearranging the qubit register on a flat
2D surface. The corresponding quantum circuit is pre-
sented in the left side of Fig. 6. There, every colored
square denotes a stabilizer measurement operation. The
grey lines show the timelines for the register qubits prop-
agation. Thus, we have a 3D structure, where one axis
corresponds to time direction. In the presented quan-
tum circuit all stabilizers belonging to the same round
are measured simultaneously. However, every qubit from
the register participates in four different stabilizer mea-
surements. Every stabilizer measurement operation con-
sumes a register qubit as input, fuses it with an ancillary
qubit and teleports its state to the output qubit, that
can be used in the next measurement. At the same time,
the register qubit can not survive the stabilizer check
measurement. Therefore, one need to separate the per-
formed measurement operations in space and time and
fix the corresponding ordering.
Since the graph G that defines the surface code is bi-

partite, we can divide its set of vertices V (G) into two
groups V1(G) and V2(G). These groups are defined such
that there are no pairs of vertices connected by an edge
within each group. A similar partition can be introduced
for graph G∗. Every register qubit corresponds to an
edge in G, that connects vertices v1 and v2 from subsets
V1(G) and V2(G) respectively. The dual counterpart of
this edge also connects u1 and u2 from subsets V1(G

∗)
and V2(G

∗). Thus, the considered qubit participates in
measurement of two X-check stabilizers corresponding
to vertices v1 and v2 of G, and in measurement of two
Z-check stabilizers corresponding to plaquettes u1 and
u2 of G. Separating this four measurements we obtain
the final time ordering, that is depicted in the right part
of Fig. 6. For every stabilizers measurement round, we
start from the measurement of X-checks corresponding
to vertices from V1(G). Then, we perform measurements
of X-checks of V2(G) vertices. After that, the measure-
ment of Z-checks is made, which is also divided into two
stages: at first V2(G

∗) stabilizers are measured, followed
by V1(G

∗) measurements.
Finally, we present the stabilizer check measurements
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as fusion networks from Fig. 7 and obtain the fusion net-
work for the foliated surface code based on the 4-qubit
linear cluster states. Let us refer to this construction as
the four-qubit FTFN.

The four-qubit model naturally produces other FTFNs
if some of the resource states are fused together. For in-
stance, we can fuse all four-qubit clusters along the line
corresponding to the teleportation of a physical qubit
within a round of a check measurement. In other words,
we perform all fusions that are not involved in the cy-
clization and do not outspread between different check
measurement rounds. Then, we get the ten-qubit FTFN
with ten-qubit resource states which we refer as the ten-
qubit model. The ten-qubit FTFN structure is outlined
in Fig. 9.

We get one more FTFN if we modify the four-qubit
FTFN without employing the cyclization. For every
square from Fig. 9 we replace the set of qubit partici-
pating in cyclization with a single qubit. This qubit is
connected by edges with all qubits located on the ver-
tices of the square. We perform all fusions that connect
clusters within a single round of check measurements and
finish with a layered structure presented in Fig. 10.

If we unite all the graphs of the resource states in the
layered structure by connecting all pairs of fusing qubits
by CZ edges, we obtain the Raussendorf cluster state
[23].The Raussendorf lattice is a bipartite graph where
the vertices of the first part, called primal, can be asso-
ciated with the faces of a cubic lattice Q. The vertices of
the second part, called dual, are located on the edges of
the same cubic lattice Q. For every face, the edges of the
Raussendorf lattice connect the primal vertex with dual
vertices located on the border of that face. It is worth
noting that primal vertices transform into dual ones un-
der translation by half period of Q in all three directions.
This translation maps the Raussendorf lattice onto itself
and the graph Q to its dual Q∗, which is obviously cu-
bic.The presented cluster state is used in the Raussendorf
MBQC model, which describes an architecture for fault
tolerant quantum computation.

The Raussendorf model admits an FBQC description,
if all fusions are single-qubit measurements in X-basis,
i.e. the fusion group is generated by operators Xq for all
measured qubits. Group R consists of generators of the
Raussendorf cluster state, i.e.

gpv = Xv

∏
u∈BQ(v) Zu, v ∈ faces(Q),

gdv = Xv

∏
u∈BQ∗ (v) Zu, v ∈ faces(Q∗),

(17)

where faces(Q) is a set of all faces of the lattice Q and
BQ(v) is a set of edges borders of the face v, the Q∗ is a
graph dual to Q. One may see that if M ⊂ faces(Q) the
expression

∏
v∈M gpv =

∏
v∈M Xv

∏
u∈BQ(M) Zu is valid.

Here the BQ(M) is a border of a disjoint union of faces
from the set M . The same property holds for operators
gdv . For the MBQC model based on the Raussendorf lat-
tice, one implies that every element of the check operator

group C = R ∩ F is a product of single-qubit X opera-
tors. Therefore, the elements from C correspond to the
surfaces without a boundary in the lattices Q and Q∗.
An arbitrary volume in the lattices Q and Q∗ is a union
of corresponding elementary cells. The set of all faces
enclosing the volume does not have a border. Therefore,
the elements from R that correspond to elementary cells
of the lattices Q and Q∗ are the generators of the group
C.

ccell =
∏

f∈cellXf ,
for cell ∈ cells(Q) or cell ∈ cells(Q∗).

(18)

It is convenient to study the fault tolerant properties of
the FBQC models introduced in the present paper start-
ing from the Raussedorf model. First, let us notice, that
the ⟨Xq1Zq2 , Zq1Xq2⟩ fusion is equivalent to performing
a CZ(q1, q2) operation followed by destructive measure-
ments Xq1 and Xq2 . The constructed layered FTFN (see
Fig. 10) is equivalent to the Raussendorf model, if we
apply X measurement to every qubit of the Raussendorf
state. This equivalence also means that the syndrome
graphs of the models are identical up to the operator
substitutions Xf → XfZe and Xe → ZfXe (for appro-
priate f and e). On the left side of Fig. 13, we depict
a part of the layered FTFN that corresponds to an ele-
mentary cell of the cubic lattice Q. Here, we associate
the horizontal faces of the constructed graph Q with X-
check stabilizers, and horizontal faces of Q∗ with Z-check
measurements. The produced syndrome graph has two
components and the depicted cell corresponds to a ver-
tex in one of them. Thus, graphs L and L∗ are actually
constitute the syndrome graph of the layered FTFN. For
each component the horizontal edges correspond to the
fusion gates and vertical ones correspond to X measure-
ments of ancillary qubits.
Now we move to description of the syndrome graph for

the ten-qubit FTFN. Here, we also use equivalence be-
tween the initial FBQC FTFN and MBQC model that is
based on cluster state produced from the initial FTFN
by connecting fusing pairs by edges. The qubits are di-
vided into primal and dual sets in an alternating order,
i.e. no primal qubit has a primal neighbour.This clus-
ter state can be obtained from the Raussendorf lattice
by substituting all the qubits corresponding to horizon-
tal faces of cubic lattices Q and Q∗ by cycles of length
8, see Fig. 11. We construct a lattice L by associating
each primal qubit with a face and each dual qubit with
an edge of L. Unlike the graph Q here we have two kinds
of cells. The first one is produced by “slicing“ corners
of the initial cubic cell and dividing its horizontal faces
into four parts. The second type of cells corresponds to
the inserted 8-cycles, see Fig. 11. The cluster state cor-
responding to the ten-qubit FTFN is self dual, therefore
graph L∗ has the same structure as L. Also, each cell
of these lattices corresponds to a vertex of the syndrome
graph of the ten-qubit FTFN. Thus, L and L∗ are two
components of the syndrome graph. In Fig. 12 we can
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FIG. 6: Time and space ordering of stabilizer measurements. In the left: initial quantum circuit, where all
operations of the same round of stabilizer measurements are performed simultaneously. In the right: separation of
X-check and Z-check measurements in time. Grey lines correspond to the register qubits timelines, red and blue
squares are associated with X-check and Z-check stabilizer measurements. The time axis points downwards.

FIG. 7: Fusion networks for the measurements of
surface code stabilizers. Red and blue squares indicates

the fusion configuration for X-check and Z-check
operators relatively.

FIG. 8: The unit cell of the four-qubit FTFN. Yellow
edges correspond to fusions.

FIG. 9: The unit cell of the ten-qubit model FTFN.
Yellow edges correspond to fusions.

see the part of its structure with a unit cell highlighted.

The construction of the syndrome graph of the four-
qubit FTFN can be accomplished by modification of the
cells of graphs L and L∗ that is defined above for the
ten-qubit FTFN. Let us concentrate on L. We obtain
different results after modification of cells corresponding
to v1 ∈ V1(G) and v2 ∈ V2(G), because v1 connects with
the fusion structures implementing the previous round of
the stabilizer measurements and v2 does not. Finally, we
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FIG. 10: The Raussendorf equivalent FTFN. Yellow edges correspond to fusions. The unit cell is highlighted.

have three types of cells. The first one with four faces
as a border corresponds to the cyclization scheme and is
inherited from graph L without modifications. Each one
from the other two types is produced from the cell with
sliced corners of L by dividing the side faces into four
parts. Therefore, these cells have 28 faces and correspond
to the vertices from either V1(G) or V2(G), see Fig. 13.
The structure of the syndrome graph with highlighted
unit cell is shown in Fig. 14.

IV. NOISE TOLERANCE

The proposed four-qubit and ten-qubit FTFNs can
serve as bases for the fault-tolerant quantum computing
models. The check operator group in both models is not
empty and generates a syndrome graph. In this section,
we study the performance of the models by simulating
the noise process and estimate the thresholds for error
and erasure rates.

We follow the original FBQC guideline for the fault
tolerance analysis [10] and consider two types of noise ef-
fects: an error (or fusion outcome flip) and an erasure of
a fusion outcome. The first one originates from the im-
perfections in the resource state generation and measure-
ments in fusion gates. These processes lead to parasitic
flips in the fusion measurement outcomes. We describe
this type of noise effect as the Pauli errors occurring on
qubits according to independent identical distributions.
Additionally, assuming that the probability of a bit flip is
equal to the probability of a phase flip, one can see that
the probabilities of measurement outcome flips in fusion
gates are the same. We denote this parameter as perror.
An ideal fusion gate acting on qubits a and b outputs

two outcomes for the XaZb and ZaXb operators. How-
ever, it may occur that one or both outcomes are lost. In
the context of a linear optics setup, this can be caused
by photon loss and by the intrinsic non-determinisim of

the fusion gates [15, 27]. Here, we suppose that each out-
come can be lost with a probability of perasure. We refer
to it as the erasure probability.
We formulate the following error model. For any given

Pauli observable measured within a fusion gate

• the outcome of the observable measurement is lost
with probability perasure,

• the outcome was not erased with probability 1 −
perasure and

– the outcome is flipped with probability perror,

– it remains undisturbed with probability 1 −
perror.

In the absence of errors, all fusion outcomes satisfy
the parity condition expressed in the structure of the
syndrome graph. In other words, the product of all out-
comes of Pauli observables (which are either +1 or −1)
associated with the edges that have the same origin must
be equal to 1. This means that an encoded state lays
in the intersection of +1 eigenspaces of all elements of
C = R ∩ F . However, a flip of a fusion outcome may
cause a violation of the parity condition. In such case,
some of the code stabilizers which are the generators of
C = R ∩ F produce an outcome −1. This set of check
operators is called an error syndrome.
The problem of decoding implies the reconstruction

of the error configuration that causes the observed error
syndrome. We consider the decoding problem of topolog-
ical codes represented in the syndrome graph formalism.
Any error configuration can be represented as a set of
chains, where each chain is a path consisting of edges
corresponding to flipped outcomes. The ends of such a
path indicate the error syndrome. The fusion outcomes
pinpoint the vertices that correspond to the error syn-
drome. Our goal is to find the error configuration that
causes this syndrome. We note that it is sufficient to
restore the error chains up to a homological class [39].
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FIG. 11: Transformation from the Raussendorf qubic cell Q (see the left part of the picture) to the lattice L (in the
right part), which is dual to the syndrome graph of the 10-qubit model. Every primal qubit (violet) corresponds to a
face of L, dual qubit (white and green) correspond to edges of L (grey lines). The colors show the Pauli operators
the products of which are elements of C = R ∩ F : violet for X, green for Z and white for identity. Yellow edges

connect the fusing qubits. Grey lines are edges of the lattice L. There are two types of cell in L. The first one is a
16-faced cell in the bottom right part of the picture and the second one is a 4-faced cell in the top right.

Each edge of the syndrome graph is weighted propor-
tionally to the flip probability of the corresponding fu-
sion outcome. We restore the error chains using a de-
coder which employs a MWPM (Minimal Weight Perfect
Matching) algorithm [59, 60] in order to connect all gen-
erated error syndromes with paths having a minimal total
weight. If the composition of the restored error chain and
the actual error chain forms a non-trivial cycle, then the
decoding procedure is failed.

An erasure of the fusion outcomes leads to a removal of
the corresponding edges in the syndrome graph. The ver-
tices at the ends of the deleted edges should be merged.
Thus, the erasure process modifies the syndrome graph,
which is further analyzed by the MWPM decoder. It is
important to note that if the erased edges percolate (i.e.
in our case, form a continuous cluster of erased edges
that includes a homologicaly nontrivial path), the de-
coding procedure cannot be successfully performed. In
the implementation of the erasure simulation, there is no
need to modify the actual graph’s adjacency structure.
Instead, we follow the approach presented in [10, 32],
where the weights of the erased edges are set to zero.

If the error probability is the same for all edge observ-
ables, one can set all weights of the edges of the syn-

drome graph to be equal to one. However, the syndrome
graphs of the considered four-qubit and ten-qubit mod-
els contain multi-edges. In our simulations, we replace
every multi-edge with a single edge. Every multi-edge
can be considered as a composition of the corresponding
Pauli observables and perasure and perror must be up-
dated. Indeed, if any element of a multi-edge is erased,
then the entire composite observable is also erased. Then
the probability of erasure transforms to

perasure(m) = 1− (1− perasure)
m, (19)

where m is the multiplicity of an edge. Finally, if an
odd number of edges in multi-edge is flipped, then the
associated composite observable is also flipped. Hence,
for an edge of multiplicity m, we have

perror(m) =
1− (1− 2perror)

m

2
. (20)

The dependence of these probabilities on parameter
m should be reflected in the choice of the edge weights.
Luckily the MWPM decoder design easily handles such
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FIG. 12: Two layers of the syndrome graph of the
10-qubit model with a unit cell highlighted. This graph
is dual to the lattice L and has the same structure. The
orange vertices correspond to 16-faced cells and each

one of them has 8 incident edges and 2 incident edges of
multiplicity 4. Each green vertex has 4 incident edges

and correspond to 4-faced cells of L.

cases [32]. The weight of the edge is ln
(

1−p
p

)
if the error

probability is p. Thus we get the weight of the edge with
multiplicity m to equal

w(m) = ln

(
1− perror(m)

perror(m)

)
. (21)

Our goal is to estimate the fault tolerant region in
the space of parameters perror and perasure. For points
(perror, perasure) that lie inside this region, the prob-
ability of failure of the error correction procedure de-
creases exponentially with the distance from the bound-
ary of the region. To estimate a point from the border
of the fault tolerant region, we follow the strategy from
the works [10, 41]. First, we choose a set of values perror
and perasure that lie in a line that comes through point
perror = 0, perasure = 0, i.e.

perror = cerrorx, perasure = cerasurex. (22)

We repeat Monte-Carlo simulations of error and
erasure noise for a constant pair of coefficients
(cerror, cerasure) and several values of x and perform
the decoding procedure afterwards. We use 104 sam-
ples to estimate the probability of successful correction
Π(x | cerror, cerasure). Each sample is a simulated
configuration of erased and flipped edges in the primal
syndrome graph. Then, one calculates the error syn-
drome and performs the decoding procedure. The rate
of successful decoding cases is regarded as an estimate of
Π(x | cerror, cerasure). We use an MWPM-decoder based
on sparse blossom algorithm implemented in Pymatching
2 library [61].

We consider the syndrome graphs of the four-qubit and
ten-qubit models as cubic lattices with periodic boundary

conditions. Each lattice associates with a size parameter
L, where L3 is a number of vertices evenly spaced in a
cube of size L × L × L. If we choose one corner of the
cube as the coordinate origin, the locations of vertices
can be presented in the form (x, y, z), where x, y, z =
0, ..., L−1. In the case of the ten-qubit model, we connect
graph nodes by edges using the following algorithm:

• Each vertex (x, y, z) is connected with 4 vertices
(x ± 1, y, z) and (x, y ± 1, z). These edges have
the weight equal to w(1).

• If x+ y is an even number, then the vertex is addi-
tionally connected with 2 vertices (x, y, z ± 1) by
the weight w(4) edges.

To provide periodic boundary conditions, the calcula-
tions are performed modulo L. For the four-qubit model
we have

• Each vertex (x, y, z) is connected with 4 vertices
(x ± 1, y, z) and (x, y ± 1, z). These edges has
the weight equal to w(1).

• If x + y is an even number, then the vertex is ad-
ditionally connected with 2 vertices (x, y, z ± 1)
by edges the weight w(4) edges, with 4 vertices
(x ± 1, y ± 1, z) by the weight w(3) edges and
by the weight w(1) edges with 4 vertices located in

– (x± 1, y ± 1, z + 1) if y is even,

– (x± 1, y ± 1, z − 1) if y is odd.

Here, we also perform all calculations modulo L. Note,
according to the present instructions of the syndrome
graphs construction value L must be even.
For each set of parameter values cerror, cerasure, x

we perform simulations for L = 12, 16, 20. Thus,
for each cerror and cerausre, we obtain three curves
ΠL(x | cerror, cerasure). We search a threshold value
of x = xth as an intersection of these curves. Finally, we
obtain a point (cerrorxth, cerasurexth) from the border of
the fault tolerant region.

By varying the values of the parameters cerror and
cerasure, we estimate a curve that defines the boundary of
the fault-tolerant region in the space of (perror, perasure).
The results for both the four-qubit and the ten-qubit
models are plotted in Fig. 15.

In the absence of the error noise the erasure threshold
for the ten-qubit model reaches 12.8%, which is higher
than the hexagon model erasure threshold reported in
the original FBQC paper [10] (11.98%). This model also
shows the better result for error threshold: 1.33% vs
1.08%. We also compare our results with performance
of models based on the foliated Floquet color code [41].
The ten-qubit model does not achieve threshold values of
∞-chain model (13.2% for the erasure rate and 1.5% for
the error rate), but it outperforms the 14-chain model.

The 4-qubit model does not match the performance of
the ten-qubit model. In this case, the erasure threshold is
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FIG. 13: Construction of the dual syndrome graph L for the 4-qubit model. Its edges are depicted as grey lines.
Violet circles corresponds to primal qubits, white and green ones denote dual qubits. The colors shows the Pauli

operators whose products are elements of C = R ∩ F : violet for X, green for Z and white for identity. Yellow edges
connect the fusing qubits. Grey lines are edges of the lattice L. There are two types of the 28-faced cells in the left

and in the right of the picture and a 4-faced cell in the center.

equal to 6.4%, and the error threshold is equal to 0.58%.
As one can see, these values are lower than those reported
for the star resource state model [10] (6.9% and 0.75%
correspondingly).

V. CONCLUSION

We presented the constructive algorithm to build fault-
tolerant fusion networks using the fusion-based equiva-
lent of the gate teleportation circuits. We test the pro-
posed principle on the foliated surface code model and
output the four-qubit and ten-qubit fault-tolerant fusion
networks. Lastly we conduct the numerical analysis and
estimate the perror and perasure thresholds. Though,
we were mainly focused on demonstration of the pre-
sented approach, the constructed FTFNs show perfor-
mance comparable with the previously reported fusion

networks. Moreover, the ten-qubit FTFN had the one of
the highest error and erasure thresholds among models
investigated in [10, 41] (it loses only to encoded version of
the hexagon model from [10] and to the ∞-chains model
from [41]). However, the ten-qubit FTFN has more com-
plicated structure of fusion graph and resource states
than the hexagon model from [10].

We believe that our results will motivate further re-
search of fault-tolerant fusion networks since we provide
the guidelines on how to build such networks using the
existing error-correcting codes. Our construction may
also be used for direct transpilation of quantum circuits
into fusion networks facilitating the wider adoption of
these new computational model.
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FIG. 14: Two layers of the syndrome graph of the
4-qubit model with highlighted unit cell. The orange
and violet vertices have 8 incident edges, 4 incident

edges of multiplicity 3, and 2 incident edges of
multiplicity 4. The green vertices have 4 incident edges.
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FIG. 15: Regions of correctable noise rates for the
4-qubit model (orange) and for the 10-qubit model

(violet).
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