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Nonlocal quantum games provide proof of principle that quantum resources can confer advantage at certain
tasks. They also provide a compelling way to explore the computational utility of phases of matter on quantum
hardware. In a recent manuscript [Hart et al., arXiv:2403.04829] we demonstrated that a toric code resource state
conferred advantage at a certain nonlocal game, which remained robust to small deformations of the resource state.
In this manuscript we demonstrate that this robust advantage is a generic property of resource states drawn from
topological or fracton ordered phases of quantum matter. To this end, we illustrate how several other states from
paradigmatic topological and fracton ordered phases can function as resources for suitably defined nonlocal games,
notably the three-dimensional toric-code phase, the X-cube fracton phase, and the double-semion phase. The
key in every case is to design a nonlocal game that harnesses the characteristic braiding processes of a quantum
phase as a source of contextuality. We unify the strategies that take advantage of mutual statistics by relating the
operators to be measured to order and disorder parameters of an underlying generalized symmetry-breaking phase
transition. Finally, we massively generalize the family of games that admit perfect strategies when codewords of
homological quantum error-correcting codes are used as resources.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Measurements on disjoint parts of a quantum state can fa-
mously be more correlated than any classical hidden-variable
model would permit [1]. This result was recast in the lan-
guage of nonlocal quantum games by Mermin [2, 3], wherein
noncommunicating players can win certain games requiring
coordination with higher probability than would be classically
possible, if they share an entangled quantum state and condi-
tion their strategy on their quantum measurement outcomes.
The property of a quantum state that confers advantage at
nonlocal games is known as contextuality [4], and the possibil-
ity of leveraging contextuality to coordinate without classical
communication is known as quantum pseudo-telepathy [5].

While the original Mermin games involve a small number of
players, in recent years there has been considerable interest in
𝑃-player nonlocal quantum games in the limit of large 𝑃. For
the quantum-information community, such games provide a
valuable proof-of-principle that advantage can be derived from
access to (certain) quantum states [6–11]. For the many-body
theory community, they provide an intriguing perspective on
phases of matter on noisy, intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ)
hardware [12–14], and, for the quantum complexity theory
community, they are a key ingredient in interactive proofs [15].

While theory work on quantum games frequently assumes
idealized resource states, it is important to understand to what
extent advantage at the game persists if the resource state is
imperfect, and how well the advantage scales as we take 𝑃 to
be large. These questions were recently addressed in Ref. [16],
where it was argued that while the advantage afforded by a
Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) resource state considered
in the original papers [2] was not robust to deformations, robust
and scalable advantage could be secured by using a (deformed)
two-dimensional (2D) toric code state as a resource state. The
key idea was to make use of the braiding statistics in the toric
code as a source of contextuality. This picture was verified by

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

14
28

8v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
8 

D
ec

 2
02

4

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5391-7483
https://ror.org/02ttsq026
https://ror.org/05dxps055
https://ror.org/0384j8v12
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.04829


BRAIDING FOR THE WIN: HARNESSING BRAIDING ...

experiments carried out on one of Quantinuum’s trapped-ion
quantum processors, connecting also to recent efforts to tune
through phase transitions with shallow quantum circuits [17–
19]. This does however prompt the question: what, if anything,
is special about the 2D toric code?

In this manuscript we demonstrate that topological and frac-
ton ordered states in general provide a robust and scalable
resource for nonlocal quantum games, with the braiding statis-
tics providing the source of contextuality, and that the “toric
code games” from Refs. [12, 16] may be regarded as spe-
cific strategies that take advantage of these nontrivial statistics.
These results show that topological (and fracton) phases serve
as a generic source of robust and scalable quantum advantage
at suitably defined nonlocal quantum games. Equivalently, it
paves the way to showing how quantum games may be used to
diagnose topological or fracton phases on quantum hardware.

We begin in Sec. II by reviewing the few-body parity game
and its perfect strategy, which requires access to shared quantum
resources. We then provide further details on how 2D toric-
code ground states may serve as resources for the parity game
(expanding on Ref. [16]) in Sec. III, and explain how both the
conventional and toric-code strategies can be unified by relating
the operators to be measured to order and disorder parameters
of an underlying generalized spontaneous-symmetry-breaking
(SSB) phase transition. These considerations allow us to
harness the mutual statistics of other topological and fracton
phases of quantum matter, which we describe explicitly for the
3D toric code and the X-cube models in Secs. IV A and IV B,
respectively. Next, we describe two further generalizations of
these ideas. First, in Sec. V, we massively generalize the family
of many-body games for which codewords of homological
Calderbank-Shor-Steane (CSS) codes enable a perfect quantum
strategy. Finally, in Sec. VI, we explore how self -statistics
can also be harnessed to gain advantage at a different nonlocal
quantum game using the double-semion phase as a paradigmatic
example. We conclude with a discussion of some interesting
open directions in Sec. VII.

II. THE PARITY GAME

In this section, we review the construction of a computational
task that cannot be completed with certainty with access to
only classical resources. The task is framed as a cooperative
nonlocal quantum game known as the parity game [5, 20–24],
which consists of players that attempt to successfully complete
the task (i.e., win the game) without communicating with each
other. When the players are given access to shared quantum
resources, there exist perfect strategies, which we describe.

A. Three-player game

The parity game [5, 20–24] involves three players, indexed
by 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3, each of whom is handed one of the three input bits
{𝑥𝑖}, which satisfy the constraint ∑3

𝑖=1 𝑥𝑖 ≡ 0 mod 2. Without
communicating with one another, their task is to output bits

{𝑦𝑖} such that addition of these output bits mod 2 satisfies
3∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑦𝑖 ≡ 1
2

3∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑥𝑖 mod 2 . (1)

If their outputs satisfy (1) for a particular set of inputs {𝑥𝑖} we
say that the players win the game. If the players’ strategy leads
to (1) being satisfied for all four choices of input then we refer
to their strategy as perfect. Note that the right-hand side can
alternatively be written as 𝑥1 ∨ 𝑥2 ∨ 𝑥3, where ∨ denotes the
nonlinear boolean function ‘or’. This connects (1) to the compu-
tation of nonlinear boolean functions and to measurement-based
quantum computation (MBQC) [25]. The performance of an ar-
bitrary classical strategy, including probabilistic ones involving
shared classical random variables, cannot exceed an optimal
deterministic strategy [24, 26]. Hence, suppose that the players
attempt to win the game by employing a deterministic classical
strategy in which the 𝑖th player outputs 𝑦𝑖 (𝑥𝑖) when handed 𝑥𝑖 .
A perfect deterministic strategy would require that

𝑦1 (0) + 𝑦2 (1) + 𝑦3 (1) mod 2 = 1 (2a)
𝑦1 (1) + 𝑦2 (0) + 𝑦3 (1) mod 2 = 1 (2b)
𝑦1 (1) + 𝑦2 (1) + 𝑦3 (0) mod 2 = 1 (2c)
𝑦1 (0) + 𝑦2 (0) + 𝑦3 (0) mod 2 = 0 . (2d)

This set of equations exhibits a parity inconsistency, which may
be revealed by adding the above equations mod 2 [2], implying
that 0 ≡ 1. This contradiction proves that no such perfect
deterministic strategy can exist. Instead, classical strategies
must win on at most three of the four possible inputs, with the
trivial strategy 𝑦𝑖 = 1, independent of 𝑥𝑖 , saturating this bound.

If the players have access to quantum-mechanical resources,
the parity game admits a perfect strategy [5, 23, 24]. In
particular, if each player has access to one qubit of a three-qubit
Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) state, |GHZ⟩ = ( |000⟩ +
|111⟩)/

√
2, they may incorporate local measurements into their

strategy. If player 𝑖 receives 𝑥𝑖 = 0 (𝑥𝑖 = 1), they measure 𝑋𝑖

(𝑌𝑖) on their qubit and, if their measurement outcome reads
(−1)𝑠𝑖 , they output 𝑦𝑖 = 𝑠𝑖 . Since the operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖}
satisfy the constraints 𝑋1𝑌2𝑌3 = 𝑌1𝑋2𝑌3 = 𝑌1𝑌2𝑋3 = −1 and
𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 = 1 when acting on the GHZ state, while the players’
measurement outcomes 𝑠𝑖 will be individually random (each
player’s reduced density matrix is 𝜌 ∝ 1), when added together
mod 2 they will satisfy Eq. (2) for all choices of inputs. The
GHZ state therefore permits a perfect quantum strategy and
serves as a resource for the three-player parity game.

B. Increasing the number of players

The game can also straightforwardly be extended to 𝑃 ≥ 3
players [22–24], which further reduces the optimal classical
victory probability. The input bits {𝑥𝑖}, where 𝑖 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑃},
now satisfy the generalized constraint ∑𝑃

𝑖=1 𝑥𝑖 ≡ 0 mod 2 and
the players are said to win the game given inputs {𝑥𝑖} if their
outputs {𝑦𝑖} obey the generalized victory condition

𝑃∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑦𝑖 ≡ 1
2

𝑃∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑥𝑖 mod 2 . (3)
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The constraint on inputs ensures that the right-hand side is
always an integer. As in the three-player game, there exists
no perfect classical strategy, and the victory probability of any
classical strategy 𝑝cl must satisfy the bound [24]

𝑝cl ≤ 1
2
+ 1

2⌈𝑃/2⌉ , (4)

where ⌈ · ⌉ denotes the ceiling function. The bound (4) is tight:
Simple deterministic classical strategies saturating this bound
can be found in Ref. [24]. In the limit of large 𝑃, 𝑝cl approaches
the average victory probability of a classical strategy in which
each 𝑦𝑖 is drawn from the uniform distribution over {0, 1}.

If the players share a 𝑃-qubit GHZ state then the strategy
enacted by the individual players described previously wins on
all inputs to the 𝑃-player game [22–24]. Namely, if each player
measures 𝑋𝑖 (𝑌𝑖) when they are handed 𝑥𝑖 = 0 (𝑥𝑖 = 1) then,
collectively, the players measure GHZ stabilizers up to a phase
by virtue of the parity constraint on inputs. Specifically, if the
inputs satisfy ∑

𝑖 𝑥𝑖 = 4𝑛 for 𝑛 ∈ N, this phase is equal to +1,
while if ∑

𝑖 𝑥𝑖 = 4𝑛 + 2 it is equal to −1, which is precisely the
requirement of the victory condition (3).

III. TWO-DIMENSIONAL TORIC CODE

We now describe how two-dimensional toric code ground
states [27] are able to function as a resource for the parity game
from Sec. II, expanding on the results of Ref. [16] (see also
Ref. [12]). This construction paves the way to identifying a
strategy that can utilize the correlations present in other phases
of matter with nontrivial braiding statistics, which is a direction
that we explore in Sec. IV.

A. The toric code and graphical language

Place qubits on the edges of an 𝐿 × 𝐿 square lattice in two
dimensions. We use the notation 𝑋𝑒, 𝑍𝑒 for the microscopic
Pauli 𝑋 and 𝑍 operators on edge 𝑒, and denote the basis of 𝑍𝑒

by the states |0⟩, |1⟩, with 𝑍𝑒 |𝑏⟩ = (−1)𝑏 |𝑏⟩. The toric code
Hamiltonian [27] on this lattice is

𝐻 = −
∑︁
𝑣

𝐴𝑣 −
∑︁
𝑝

𝐵𝑝 , (5)

where 𝐴𝑣 =
∏

𝜕𝑒∋𝑣 𝑍𝑒 and 𝐵𝑝 =
∏

𝑒∈𝜕𝑝 𝑋𝑒 are centered on
the vertices 𝑣 and plaquettes 𝑝 of the square lattice, respectively.
The operators 𝐴𝑣 and 𝐵𝑝 all mutually commute and square to
the identity; eigenstates of (5) are therefore also eigenstates
of the individual 𝐴𝑣 and 𝐵𝑝 operators with eigenvalues ±1.
The ground states of the model have all 𝐴𝑣 = 𝐵𝑝 = +1. On
the torus, there are four ground states, which are distinguished
only by the eigenvalues of operators that correspond to the
noncontractible cycles of the torus.

To represent operators, we introduce the following graphical
notation. Products of Pauli 𝑋 operators are depicted by shading
the corresponding edges of the direct lattice red. For example,

the 𝐵𝑝 operator entering (5) becomes

𝐵𝑝 =
∏
𝑒∈𝜕𝑝

𝑋𝑒 = . (6)

Products of 𝐵𝑝 operators therefore form closed red loops on
the direct lattice since 𝑋2

𝑒 = 1 on all interior edges. Products of
Pauli 𝑍 operators are depicted by blue lines on the dual lattice.
Hence, the 𝐴𝑣 operator in (5) becomes

𝐴𝑣 =
∏
𝜕𝑒∋𝑣

𝑍𝑒 = . (7)

For the sake of simplicity, we often choose not to draw the
underlying square lattice (light gray lines). A key property
that we use throughout the paper is that, in toric code ground
states, any such closed loops assume the definite value +1.
Open strings of 𝑋 operators on the direct lattice end on vertices
and lead to two excitations (𝐴𝑣 = −1) at the endpoints of the
string, which we refer to as electric charges (𝑒). Similarly, open
strings of 𝑍 operators on the dual lattice lead to two defective
plaquettes (𝐵𝑝 = −1) at the endpoints of the dual path, which
we refer to as magnetic vortices (𝑚).

If two operators are applied to the same edge, we choose to
depict the line that corresponds to the operator applied “most
recently” on top of other lines. That is, the arrow of time in our
diagrams flows from below to above the page. Hence, using
these conventions, for an adjacent vertex-plaquette pair,

𝐴𝑣𝐵𝑝 = , 𝐵𝑝𝐴𝑣 = . (8)

Bringing two differently colored lines through each other on
an edge introduces a minus sign due to the anticommutation of
𝑋𝑒 and 𝑍𝑒. Since 𝐴𝑣 and 𝐵𝑝 in (8) intersect on two edges, the
signs cancel and the operators 𝐴𝑣 and 𝐵𝑝 therefore commute.
Conversely, the twist product [28] of these operators is

𝐴𝑣∞𝐵𝑝 = , (9)

which satisfies ⟨𝜓 |𝐴𝑣∞𝐵𝑝 |𝜓⟩ = −1 when acting on toric code
ground states due to the anticommutation of Pauli 𝑋 and 𝑍 .
This twist product is defined by sequentially applying segments
of the operators 𝐴𝑣 and 𝐵𝑝 in the order suggested by the
overlapping of the edges in (9) [28]. For example, we can apply
the bottom edge of 𝐴𝑣 , then apply 𝐵𝑝, then apply the rest of
𝐴𝑣 . This intertwinement of the operators results in the relative
sign of −1 compared to the product 𝐴𝑣𝐵𝑝 .

B. As a resource for the parity game

In Sec. II, we saw that the parity game did not permit a
perfect strategy with access to only classical resources. Instead,
incorporating measurements of a 𝑃-particle GHZ state enabled

3
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the construction of a perfect quantum strategy. Here, we allow
the players to instead share a toric code ground state before
playing the game, and construct a strategy that utilizes the
correlations therein to function as a resource for the parity
game (see also Ref. [12]). In what follows, we restrict our
attention to single-site Pauli measurements.

1. Quantum strategy

In order to arrive at a perfect quantum mechanical strategy,
consider the following loop segments:

𝑋1 = , 𝑋2 = , 𝑋3 = ,

𝑍1 = , 𝑍2 = , 𝑍3 = .

(10)

See (12) for the relative position of these operators on the lattice.
By construction, 𝑋𝑖 and 𝑍 𝑗 only intersect exactly once for 𝑖 = 𝑗 ,
implying that these operators satisfy the same commutation
relations as Pauli matrices. Furthermore, when acting on ideal
toric code ground states, we have the constraints

𝑋1𝑌2𝑌3 = 𝑌1𝑋2𝑌3 = 𝑌1𝑌2𝑋3 = −1 (11a)
𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 = 1 , (11b)

where we defined the Hermitian operator 𝑌𝑖 ≔ 𝑖𝑋𝑖𝑍𝑖 , which
can be decomposed into a product of single-site Pauli 𝑋𝑒,
𝑌𝑒, and 𝑍𝑒 operators. Graphically, these constraints may be
regarded as following from the diagrams

𝑋1𝑌2𝑌3 = 𝑌1𝑌2𝑋3 = (12a)

𝑌1𝑋2𝑌3 = 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 = (12b)

Since (12) can be interpreted as braiding diagrams, the minus
signs in (11a) derive from the nontrivial mutual statistics of the
𝑒 and 𝑚 excitations of the toric code. Equivalently, we observe
that the collective measurements performed by the players lead
to the evaluation of the twist product in Eq. (9). Note that the
operators (10) can be homotopically deformed while maintain-
ing their mutual intersection properties and the constraints (12)
will still be satisfied. All such smoothly deformed operators
can therefore be used in the strategy described below.

Suppose that player 𝑖 has access only to the qubits in the
support of the operators 𝑋𝑖 and 𝑍𝑖 . A perfect quantum strategy
for the parity game using a shared toric code ground state then
proceeds as follows. If player 𝑖 receives 𝑥𝑖 = 0, they measure
the individual Pauli operators in the loop segment 𝑋𝑖 . If they
receive 𝑥𝑖 = 1, they measure 𝑌𝑒 at the intersection of the 𝑋

and 𝑍 loop segments, and they measure the individual Pauli

FIG. 1. Lattice-independent illustration of the operator configurations
that can be used to win the 𝑃-player parity game using 2D toric code
ground states as a resource for 𝑃 = 3, 5, and generic 𝑃 from left to
right. In all cases, the 𝑋 loop segments are implicitly labeled such
that 𝑋𝑖 only anticommutes with 𝑍𝑖 .

operators 𝑋𝑒 (𝑍𝑒) in the remainder of the 𝑋𝑖 (𝑍𝑖) loop segment.
Note that since only single-site operators need to be measured,
the game can alternatively be phrased in terms of three “teams”
consisting of players, each of whom has access only to one
qubit [16]. Each player then returns the output 𝑦𝑖 =

∑
𝑘 𝑠𝑘

mod 2, where (−1)𝑠𝑘 is the outcome of the 𝑘th single-site
measurement. That this strategy is perfect follows from the
fact that the players effectively measure the operators (12),
which assume the definite values required to satisfy the victory
condition (1) in toric code ground states.

For a generic many-body resource state |𝜓⟩, and averaging
over all choices of inputs {𝑥𝑖} with uniform weight, it can be
shown that the average victory probability for the strategy just
described satisfies

𝑝q ( |𝜓⟩) = 1
2

[
1 + 1

4
⟨𝜓 |𝑀3 |𝜓⟩

]
, (13)

where 𝑀3 is a third-order Mermin polynomial [22] constructed
from the partial loop segments in Eq. (10), i.e., 𝑀3 = 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3−
𝑋1𝑌2𝑌3 −𝑌1𝑋2𝑌3 −𝑌1𝑌2𝑋3. The relations presented in Eq. (11)
ensure that ⟨𝑀3⟩ = 4 when toric code ground states are used
as a resource. This provides an alternative way to see that
the strategy described above represents a perfect quantum
strategy, i.e., 𝑝q = 1. The quantum strategy outperforms
the optimal classical strategy when ⟨𝑀3⟩ > 2, connecting
the players’ performance at the task of winning the game
to a more conventional Bell-inequality perspective [20–22].
We can also view the above strategy as the identification of
stringlike operators in the toric code whose measurement
statistics reproduce those of single-site Pauli observables in a
three-qubit GHZ state; we return to this point in Sec. V A.

2. Increasing the number of players

For games involving 𝑃 > 3 players [22–24], the operators and
the strategy enacted by the players is analogous. Specifically,
the operators are shown schematically in Fig. 1 for 𝑃 = 3, 5
and generic 𝑃 (see also Ref. [16]). Each player has access to
the qubits in the support of two loop segments 𝑋𝑖 (on the direct
lattice) and 𝑍𝑖 (on the dual lattice). These operators are chosen
such that they intersect exactly once and furthermore satisfy the
constraints ∏𝑃

𝑖=1 𝑋𝑖 = 1 and 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 = 1 (for all 𝑖, 𝑗) when acting
on toric code ground states. Consequently, the measurement
statistics of the composite operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖} will match those

4
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TABLE I. Schematic overview of the operators 𝑋𝑖 (red), 𝑍𝑖 (blue) that enter the perfect quantum strategy for the parity game using the GHZ
state, two-dimensional toric code (2DTC), three-dimensional toric code (3DTC), and X-cube (XC) ground states as resources. We also present
how these operators are organized relative to one another in the operator arrangement that enables a perfect strategy. In the bottom row, the
operators 𝑋𝑖 and 𝑍𝑖 satisfy the constraints 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 = 1 = 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 required to encode GHZ-like measurement statistics.

GHZ 2DTC 3DTC XC
1-form 2-form prism cage

Operators 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖

Strategy

of single-site Pauli operators in a 𝑃-particle GHZ state. Since
the 𝑃-particle GHZ state acts as a resource for the 𝑃-player
game, it follows that the composite operators illustrated in
Fig. 1 will lead to a perfect quantum strategy for all 𝑃.

C. Order and disorder parameters

The strategies used to win the parity game using a GHZ
state or a toric code ground state as a resource can both be
framed in terms of order and disorder parameters [29] of an
underlying generalized symmetry-breaking transition. The
GHZ state is the ground state of a 1D transverse-field Ising
model (TFIM), which exhibits a phase transition associated
with spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) of a global (i.e.,
0-form) symmetry as a function of transverse field. The 2D
toric code can be viewed as the ground space of the local
Hamiltonian in Eq. (5). The toric code Hamiltonian with a
transverse field −Δ∑

𝑖 𝑋𝑖 is a 2D Z2 lattice gauge theory with
a 1-form symmetry generated by the algebra of 𝐵𝑝 operators.
As Δ decreases, from an arbitrarily large initial value to zero,
the toric code with transverse field exhibits a phase transition
associated to the SSB of the 1-form symmetry.

The general strategy to win 𝑃-player parity games using
ordered quantum states is to choose each 𝑋𝑖 operator to be a
disorder operator, i.e., a truncated symmetry operator, such
that 𝑋1𝑋2 · · · 𝑋𝑃 is a full symmetry operator. At the same
time, each 𝑍𝑖 operator is chosen to anticommute with only 𝑋𝑖

and hence it is charged under the full symmetry. This can be
ensured by choosing 𝑍𝑖 to be supported on a region that only
overlaps the support of 𝑋𝑖 . Furthermore, the 𝑍𝑖 operators are
chosen such that 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 are symmetric operators with long-range
order (LRO). A numerical approach to constructing such pairs
of operators is described in Ref. [30]. The strategy to win the
parity game with general ordered quantum states is then to have
the players measure operators that evaluate to the twist product
of the full symmetry operator, e.g., 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 for the three-player
game, with an operator that exhibits LRO, 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 . This produces
expressions like “𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3∞𝑍2𝑍3 = 𝑋1 (𝑋2𝑍2) (𝑍3𝑋3),” which
evaluate to −1 in the appropriate states.

For the 1D TFIM example, the global 0-form symmetry is
𝑆 =

∏
𝑖 𝑋𝑖 and the order parameters 𝑍𝑖 (for any 𝑖) are charged

under the Ising symmetry 𝑆𝑍𝑖𝑆 = −𝑍𝑖 and detect SSB ⟨𝑍⟩ ≠ 0.
Products of the order parameters yield symmetric operators
with LRO lim |𝑖− 𝑗 |→∞⟨𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗⟩ ≠ 0. The disorder operators are∏ 𝑗

𝑘=𝑖+1 𝑋𝑘 , which create pointlike domain wall excitations at
their endpoints. See the first column of Tab. I.

For the 2D toric code example, the 1-form symmetry is∏
𝑒∈𝜕𝑅 𝑋𝑒 for any union of plaquettes 𝑅. The charged opera-

tors under the 1-form symmetry are given by 𝑍 string operators∏
𝑒∈Λ 𝑍𝑒 where Λ is a dual string on the lattice. The corre-

sponding operators that possess LRO are closed dual strings,∏
𝑒∈𝜕†𝑉 𝑍𝑒 for any region 𝑉 of the dual lattice, where 𝜕†

denotes the boundary operation on the dual lattice. In this
case, LRO is generically indicated by an exponential decay of
these operators with length |𝜕†𝑉 | (rather than the area |𝑉 |),
i.e., ⟨∏𝑒∈𝜕†𝑉 𝑍𝑒⟩ ∼ 𝑒−𝑐 |𝜕

†𝑉 | for some 𝑐 > 0. The disorder
operators correspond to open 𝑋 strings which create pointlike
anyonic excitations at their endpoints. This example extends
naturally to higher dimensional toric codes, which can have
more general higher-form symmetries [31–33]. In a system
with a 𝑝-form symmetry, the symmetry operators have codi-
mension 𝑝 and the charged operators have dimension 𝑝. In the
presence of explicit symmetry breaking perturbations, 𝑝-form
symmetries with 𝑝 > 0 are expected to survive in the sense that
the symmetry operators may change but the group structure is
approximately preserved in the low-energy subspace. In this
setting, finding order and disorder parameters remains possible
but is more challenging [34].

The understanding outlined in this section provides an intu-
itive explanation for the relative robustness of nonlocal games
that exploit topologically ordered resource states. Namely, all
strategies involve measuring a twist product of the full sym-
metry operator with a charged operator. If the symmetry is a
global symmetry, then the full symmetry operator is global, and
the requisite twist product is thus subject to an orthogonality
catastrophe when the state is perturbed. In contrast, with a
topologically ordered resource state, the relevant symmetry
is higher form, and there exist symmetry operators that are
almost local (viz. small loops and membranes). Thus, one
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can construct suitable twist products that are almost local, the
measurements of which are not subject to any orthogonality
catastrophe upon perturbing the global state.

IV. OTHER TOPOLOGICAL AND FRACTON ORDERS

We now explain how mutual statistics of excitations can be
harnessed more generally in topological and fracton orders to
yield analogous quantum advantage in the parity game. For
simplicity we present the analysis for games involving 𝑃 = 3
players, but the presented strategies all generalize to arbitrary
𝑃, as explained in Sec. III B (see also Fig. 1).

A. 3D toric code

First, we generalize the strategy involving 2D toric code
ground states to the 3D toric code. In 2D, we were able to
design a perfect strategy by taking advantage of the mutual
statistics between pointlike 𝑒 and 𝑚 anyons. In the 3D toric
code, we must use the nontrivial braiding statistics between its
extended and pointlike excitations.

1. 1-form symmetry

We work with a 3D version of Kitaev’s toric code [27, 35]
with degrees of freedom defined on the elementary faces 𝑓 of
an 𝐿 × 𝐿 × 𝐿 cubic lattice

𝐻3TC = −
∑︁
𝑒

𝐴𝑒 −
∑︁
𝑐

𝐵𝑐 , (14)

where 𝐴𝑒 =
∏

𝜕 𝑓 ∋𝑒 𝑍 𝑓 and 𝐵𝑐 =
∏

𝑓 ∈𝜕𝑐 𝑋 𝑓 are associated to
edges 𝑒 and cubes (or cells) 𝑐, respectively. All 𝐴𝑒 and 𝐵𝑐

operators share either two or zero faces and hence commute; the
ground states of the model have all 𝐴𝑒 = 𝐵𝑐 = 1. In addition to
a number of global constraints, the 𝐴𝑒 operators notably satisfy
the local constraint ∏𝜕𝑒∋𝑣 𝐴𝑒 = 1 for each vertex 𝑣 [35]. The
combination of these constraints gives rise to eight ground
states on the 3-torus [see also Eq. (23)].

Graphically, the 𝐴𝑒 operators correspond to elementary
closed loops on the dual lattice, while the 𝐵𝑐 operators are
represented by elementary membranes on the direct lattice.
These operators may be depicted graphically as

𝐴𝑒 = 𝐵𝑐 = . (15)

In the following, we omit the qubits on faces in our graphical
language. The product of 𝐴𝑒 operators over some collec-
tion of dual faces 𝑅∗ leads to a closed loop on the boundary:∏

𝑒∈𝑅∗ 𝐴𝑒 =
∏

𝑓 ∈𝜕𝑅∗ 𝑍 𝑓 [36], while the product of 𝐵𝑐 op-
erators over elementary cubes 𝑐 belonging to some volume
𝑉 leads to the closed membrane operator on its boundary:∏

𝑐∈𝑉 𝐵𝑐 =
∏

𝑒∈𝜕𝑉 𝑋 𝑓 . All such closed loops and membranes
are symmetries of 3D toric code ground states, giving rise to
2-form and 1-form symmetries, respectively [33].

Open strings of 𝑍 𝑓 operators on the dual lattice end on
cube centers and lead to pointlike excitations 𝐵𝑐 = −1 at the
endpoints of the string. On the other hand, an open membrane
𝑀 of 𝑋 𝑓 operators on the primary lattice excites a closed,
one-dimensional loop of operators 𝐴𝑒 = −1 at its boundary
𝑒 ∈ 𝜕𝑀 . These excitations exhibit nontrivial mutual statistics
in the sense that the wave function acquires a phase of 𝜋 if a
string of 𝑍 𝑓 operators penetrates an open 𝑋 membrane.

To proceed, we first make use of the model’s 𝑋-like 1-form
symmetry, ∏

𝑒∈𝜕𝑉 𝑋 𝑓 = 1. Consider some volume 𝑉 whose
boundary 𝜕𝑉 is simply connected. This boundary can then
be split into three disjoint surfaces 𝑆𝑖 satisfying ∪𝑖𝑆𝑖 = 𝜕𝑉 ,
which can be used to define the operators 𝑋1, 𝑋2, and 𝑋3, i.e.,
𝑋𝑖 =

∏
𝑓 ∈𝑆𝑖 𝑋 𝑓 . By virtue of the model’s 1-form symmetry,

these operators satisfy the constraint 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 = 1 when acting
on 3D toric code ground states. We must then identify operators
𝑍1, 𝑍2, and 𝑍3 charged under the symmetry 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3. This may
be achieved by considering open paths Γ∗

𝑖
on the dual lattice,

where Γ∗
𝑖

intersects (only) 𝑆𝑖 once, and defining the stringlike
operators 𝑍𝑖 =

∏
𝑓 ∈Γ∗

𝑖
𝑍 𝑓 . Furthermore, if the endpoints of the

paths {Γ∗
𝑖
} coincide, it follows that each 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 forms a closed

loop on the dual lattice. Thus, 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 = 1 for all pairs (𝑖, 𝑗) since
𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 reduces to a product of 𝐴𝑝 operators.

The smallest set of such operators on the cubic lattice involves
𝑉 equal to an elementary cube, while 𝑍1𝑍2 and 𝑍2𝑍3 are
supported on the faces that border a single edge:

𝑋1 = 𝑋2 = 𝑋3 =

𝑍1 = 𝑍2 = 𝑍3 =

(16)

By construction, the product 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 = 1 and 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 = 1 for
all pairs (𝑖, 𝑗) when acting on 3D toric code ground states.
Furthermore, 𝑍𝑖 intersects only 𝑋𝑖 and does so exactly once,
ensuring that the operators in (16) furnish a representation of
the Pauli algebra on three qubits [see also Tab. I]. Measurement
of the operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖} with𝑌𝑖 ≔ 𝑖𝑋𝑖𝑍𝑖 may therefore be used
to construct a perfect strategy for the three-player parity game.

2. 2-form symmetry

An entirely analogous construction exists that uses the 2-form
symmetry of the model. To make conventions consistent with
the previous examples, it is convenient to consider a modified
version of (14) in which degrees of freedom are situated on the
edges of an 𝐿 × 𝐿 × 𝐿 cubic lattice. That is,

𝐻3TC∗ = −
∑︁
𝑣

𝐴𝑣 −
∑︁
𝑓

𝐵 𝑓 (17)

where 𝐴𝑣 =
∏

𝜕𝑒∋𝑣 𝑍𝑒 and 𝐵 𝑓 =
∏

𝑒∈𝜕 𝑓 𝑋𝑒 are associated
to vertices 𝑣 and faces 𝑓 , respectively. This is equivalent to
interchanging Pauli 𝑋 and 𝑍 and labeling operators according
to the dual cubic lattice with respect to (14). Hence, the 𝑋-like

6
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symmetry is now a 2-form symmetry. A perfect strategy for
the parity game is constructed by choosing 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 to form a
closed loop on the direct lattice with each 𝑋𝑖 supported on a
disjoint interval. The 𝑍𝑖 are chosen such that they are charged
under the symmetry 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3, which is achieved by choosing
dual surfaces 𝑆∗

𝑖
that intersect 𝑋𝑖 . The condition 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 = 1 is

ensured by working with 𝑆∗
𝑖

that share a common boundary,
i.e., 𝜕𝑆∗

𝑖
= 𝜕𝑆∗

𝑗
for all 𝑖, 𝑗 .

The minimal such configuration on the cubic lattice involves
𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 being supported around an elementary face 𝑓 :

𝑋1 = 𝑋2 = 𝑋3 =

𝑍1 = 𝑍2 = 𝑍3 =

(18)

See also Tab. I for a lattice-independent perspective on these
operators. In the operator arrangements (16) and (18) the
averaged victory probability of the corresponding strategy
in given some generic resource state |𝜓⟩ is still given by
Eq. (13) using the appropriate composite operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖}.
The operator product 𝑋1𝑌2𝑌3 and permutations thereof can
again be interpreted as the twist products of a symmetry operator
𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 and the order parameter 𝑍2𝑍3. Diagrammatically, we
may interpret the the sign 𝑋1𝑌2𝑌3 = −1 as arising from the
braiding statistics between the pointlike and linelike excitations
of the 3D toric code (whether the pointlike excitations are
𝑋-like or 𝑍-like depends on whether we are considering 𝐻3TC
or the dual Hamiltonian 𝐻3TC∗ ).

B. X-cube model

As a second example we show how systems with fractonic
topological order [37] can be utilized as a resource for the
parity game, using the X-cube model [38, 39] as an example.
The X-cube model involves qubits on the edges of a three-
dimensional 𝐿 × 𝐿 × 𝐿 cubic lattice, which interact according
to the Hamiltonian

𝐻XC = −
∑︁
𝑐

𝐴𝑐 −
∑︁
𝑣,𝜇

𝐵
𝜇
𝑣 , (19)

where 𝐴𝑐 is equal to the product of 𝑍𝑒 for all 𝑒 that bound the
cube 𝑐, and 𝐵

𝜇
𝑣 with 𝜇 ∈ {𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧} is equal to the product of 𝑋𝑒

over the edges belonging to the dual boundary of the vertex
𝑣 in the plane perpendicular to 𝜇, i.e., {𝜕𝑒 ∋ 𝑣 | 𝑒 ⊥ 𝜇}. As
in previous sections, we denote the application of the operator
𝑍𝑒 by shading the edge 𝑒 blue. Meanwhile, the operator 𝑋𝑒 is
denoted by shading red the dual face that intersects 𝑒:

𝑍𝑒 = 𝑋𝑒 = (20)

Using this graphical notation, the stabilizers are expressed as

𝐴𝑐 = 𝐵𝑥
𝑣 = (21)

Hence, products of adjacent 𝐴𝑐 operators form a cage that
bounds an orthogonal polyhedron, and products of adjacent 𝐵𝜇

𝑣

(with the same orientation 𝜇) form rectilinear polygonal prisms.
As in the toric code, all operators 𝐴𝑐 and 𝐵𝑣 mutually commute
and square to the identity, implying that the ground states of
the model satisfy 𝐴𝑐 = 𝐵𝑣 = +1. On an 𝐿 × 𝐿 × 𝐿 lattice
with periodic boundaries the model has an exponentially large
ground-state degeneracy 𝐷 that scales as log2 𝐷 = 6𝐿 − 3 [39].

The model has multiple types of excitations [39]. The ones
we are interested in are the fractons, which live on cubes
satisfying 𝐴𝑐 = −1, and the lineons, which correspond to, e.g.,
𝐵𝑥
𝑣 = 𝐵

𝑦
𝑣 = −1 and 𝐵𝑧

𝑣 = +1. A single 𝑋𝑒 operator creates
four adjacent fractons on the cubes touching the edge 𝑒, and
four well-separated fractons can be created at the corners of a
rectangular membrane of 𝑋𝑒 operators on the dual lattice, as
illustrated in Fig. 2(a). Isolated fractons are immobile since they
cannot move without creating additional fractons. A single 𝑍𝑒

operator on a 𝑧-oriented edge creates two neighboring lineons,
which may be separated along the 𝑧 axis by acting with 𝑍𝑒

along a 𝑧-oriented string. Turning a corner requires the creation
of additional lineons so lineon excitations reside at the end of
rigid strings.

We now utilize the nontrivial braiding properties of these
excitations [40] to construct a perfect strategy for the parity
game. A nontrivial statistical phase is picked up when braiding
lineons around an isolated fracton: Nucleating three lineons
and propagating them around the edges of a cube (nucleating
or absorbing lineons at the corners) leads to a statistical phase
factor (−1)𝑛 𝑓 , where 𝑛 𝑓 is the number of enclosed fractons,
as depicted in Fig. 2(b). Following the 2D and 3D toric code
examples, operators that give rise to a perfect strategy may
be identified by partitioning the 𝑋-like symmetry into three
disjoint regions. Specifically, we consider a rectangular prism
and partition its faces into three disjoint sets, which ensures
that 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 = 1. Second, we construct operators 𝑍𝑖 such that
𝑍1𝑍2 and 𝑍2𝑍3 (and their product) correspond to cages, and
𝑍1, 𝑍2, and 𝑍3 are all charged under the symmetry 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3.
Operators satisfying these conditions are, e.g.,

𝑍1 = 𝑍2 = 𝑍3 =

𝑋1 = 𝑋2 = 𝑋3 =

(22)

See Fig. 2(c) for the relative positioning of these operators.
Since these operators satisfy the constraints (11), they provide
a perfect strategy for the parity game. Note that any of the
three prism orientations could have been utilized to construct
a perfect strategy. Second, we could consider a dual X-cube
model in which the 𝑋-like symmetry operators are cages (see
Tab. I for the corresponding strategy). The interpretation in all
cases is identical: Operators such as 𝑋1𝑌2𝑌3 correspond to the
twist product of stabilizer operators 𝐴𝑐 and 𝐵

𝜇
𝑣 . The nontrivial

phase picked up by ⟨𝐴𝑐∞𝐵
𝜇
𝑣 ⟩ can then be interpreted in terms

of the lineon-fracton braiding process.
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(a) (b)

−→

(c)

FIG. 2. (a) A membrane operator that creates four well-separated fractons (depicted by the shaded blue cubes) at its corners. Bold red edges host
an 𝑋𝑒 operator, which we depict as a membrane on the dual lattice. (b) The nontrivial “braiding” process, which leads to a statistical phase of 𝜋:
Three lineons are nucleated at the bottom left corner (say), propagated around the edges of the cube, and eventually annihilate one another at the
top right. This process is sensitive to the number of fractons mod 2 contained within the cage. (c) Arrangement of the operators used to win the
parity game using X-cube ground states as a resource. These operators may be regarded as a generalization of the operators used to win the 2D
toric code game. Each 𝑍𝑖𝑍 𝑗 with 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 forms a cage, while 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 forms a 𝑧-oriented rectangular prism.

V. BEYOND THE PARITY GAME

We have seen that the parity game can be won using a variety
of topologically ordered states as resources by making use of
the braiding processes of their excitations. In all cases, the
perfect quantum strategy for the 𝑃-player game involved the
identification of a set of composite operators (order and disorder
parameters, as discussed in Sec. III C) whose measurement
statistics are identical to those of single-site Pauli operators in
a 𝑃-qubit GHZ state. One might reasonably wonder what other
families of states can naturally be encoded (in the sense above)
into a given topologically ordered state, such as the toric code,
and hence which nonlocal quantum games they function as
resource states for.

In this section, we first answer the question above in the
context of the 2D toric code by explicitly constructing the
family of 𝑁-qubit stabilizer states whose Pauli measurement
statistics are encoded in composite linelike operators. Then, we
further generalize to homological codes in 𝑑 spatial dimensions
and identify generalizations of the parity game for which the
codewords of such quantum codes act as perfect resources.

A. Embedding other states in two dimensions

Consider an 𝑁-qubit stabilizer state |𝜓⟩. Such a state is the
simultaneous eigenstate of all operators in the stabilizer group
S = ⟨{𝑆𝑘}⟩ ⊂ P , a subgroup of the Pauli group on 𝑁 qubits.
The subgroup is generated by Pauli strings 𝑆𝑘 , which satisfy
𝑆𝑘 |𝜓⟩ = |𝜓⟩, and we have |S | = 2𝑁 . In the following, we ask
what family of such stabilizer states can be embedded in toric
code ground states on composite, linelike degrees of freedom.

We seek 𝑁 pairs of operators, {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖}𝑁𝑖=1, satisfying the
following criteria: (a) the composite operators furnish a repre-
sentation of the Pauli algebra on 𝑁 qubits, (b) every 𝑋 (𝑍) loop
segment must be part of a cycle of 𝑋 (𝑍) operators, (c) the total
number of independent cycles of 𝑋 or 𝑍 type must equal 𝑁 .

Each independent cycle gives rise to an independent stabilizer
constraint such as 𝑋𝑖1 · · · 𝑋𝑖𝑘 = 1. Together, these conditions
then ensure that the measurement statistics of the composite
operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖} will be identical to single-site Pauli operators
in the uniquely specified 𝑁-qubit state stabilized by S.

These constraints are satisfied by first constructing a plane
graph 𝐺 (i.e., a planar embedding of a planar graph) for the
𝑋 loop segments, say, where the edges of 𝐺 are identified
with the collective operators 𝑋𝑖 [41]. If the graph 𝐺 has
(𝑉, 𝐸, 𝐹) vertices, edges, and faces, respectively, then the
𝑋 graph encodes 𝐹 − 1 𝑋-like stabilizers from the graph’s
bounded faces. The 𝑍 loop segments are given by the edges
of the geometric dual graph 𝐺∗. By definition, each edge in
𝐺 intersects the corresponding dual edge in 𝐺∗ only, implying
that {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖} obey the required Pauli commutation relations.
Furthermore, by Euler’s formula, we have 𝐹 + 𝐹∗ − 2 = 𝑁 ,
where 𝐹∗ = 𝑉 is the number of dual faces, implying that the
number of independent constraints on the operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖} is
equal to 𝑁 , such that the embedded state is uniquely specified
by the constraints. An example generic arrangement of 𝑋 and
𝑍 loop segments in shown in Fig. 3(a).

The strategy used to win the parity game introduced in
Sec. III B fits into the above construction by embedding the
measurement statistics of single-site Pauli operators in a GHZ
state into composite operators with respect to a 2D toric code
ground state. From the graph-theoretic perspective, this fol-
lows from the duality of cycle and dipole graphs (see Fig. 1).
Similarly, the measurement statistics of Pauli operators in one-
dimensional cluster states with periodic boundary conditions
correspond to the self-dual wheel graph [see Fig. 3(b)]. The
measurement statistics encoded therein can be used to win the
cubic boolean function games from Ref. [7] (up to a linear
transformation of the computed boolean function). In the next
subsection we construct systematically a family of games that
codewords can be used to win by making single-site Pauli mea-
surements, which includes the cubic boolean function game
as an example. More generally, the effective states that can be
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embedded on composite degrees of freedom may be regarded
as the ground state of a toric-code Hamiltonian on a generic
cellulation of the 2-sphere 𝑆2, since every plane graph is em-
beddable on 𝑆2 via stereographic projection. Because 𝑆2 is
topologically trivial, i.e., 𝜋1 (𝑆2) = 0, the ground state of this
Hamiltonian is unique [42], as required to exactly reproduce
the measurement statistics of single-site Pauli operators in a
specified state of 𝑁 particles.

For reasons of generality we have focused on a lattice-
independent perspective. The results above apply irrespective
of the underlying microscopic lattice (crystalline or not) on
which the toric code Hamiltonian is defined. To implement the
above operators on a given microscopic lattice, however, it may
be the case that the continuum graph contains vertices of higher
valency than the microscopic lattice (or dual lattice). In this
case, it is necessary to “block” vertices to obtain larger valencies.
Physically, if this is necessary, it means that the composite
operators {𝑋𝑖} or {𝑍𝑖} must necessarily have overlapping
support in the microscopic lattice implementation.

The construction above examines which states can be em-
bedded in arbitrary ground states of the toric code. If we work
instead with a specific ground state, we can also make use of
the noncontractible cycles of the underlying manifold to obtain
operator constraints. For instance, on the torus, 𝑋1𝑋2𝑋3 may
form a noncontractible loop, while each 𝑍𝑖 winds around the
torus in the other direction. In the appropriate ground state(s),
the operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖} will obey three-qubit-GHZ-like measure-
ment statistics. Thus, the above construction reduces to the
“local” strategy of Ref. [16] when elementary cycles are used
to define the operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖}, and provides an alternative
strategy to the one presented in Ref. [12] when noncontractible
cycles are used [43].

B. Homological codes and cellulation games

In the preceding subsection we discussed the set of states
that could be embedded into 2D toric code ground states. We
now generalize in two directions, firstly (i) by extending from
two to 𝑑 spatial dimensions, and (ii) extending to quantum
games beyond the parity game. The objective of this section is
to clarify which quantum games permit perfect strategies using
single-site Pauli measurements on a resource state that is the
codeword of a 𝑑-dimensional homological code [27, 42, 44, 45].

1. More spatial dimensions

Moving from two to 𝑑 spatial dimensions, we now consider a
cellulation of R𝑑 (see, e.g., Ref. [46]). Specifically, we consider
the cellulation X , which consists of 0-cells (vertices), 1-cells
(edges), 2-cells (faces), and 3-cells (volumes), etc., and its dual
X ∗, where dual 𝑖-cells are in one-to-one correspondence with
primary (𝑑 − 𝑖)-cells. Next, introduce the Z2 vector spaces 𝐶𝑖

spanned by, e.g., sets of 𝑖-cells that contain a single 𝑖-cell, and
the boundary maps between them 𝜕𝑖 : 𝐶𝑖 → 𝐶𝑖−1, satisfying
𝜕𝑖𝜕𝑖+1 = 0. For an 𝑖-cell 𝑐𝑖 ∈ 𝐶𝑖 , the boundary operator 𝜕𝑖
returns all (𝑖 − 1)-cells incident to 𝑐𝑖 . Similarly, we introduce

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. (a) An effective nine-qubit state defined by a graph. The blue
and red graphs are both planar graphs and are dual to each other. The
effective 𝑋𝑖 and 𝑍𝑖 operators live on the edges of the primary and
dual lattices, respectively, and hence intersect exactly once. (b) The
self-dual wheel graph. A wheel graph built from a regular polygon
with 𝑘 edges corresponds to an embedding of a 2𝑘-qubit 1D cluster
state with periodic boundaries, up to local unitary transformations.

the coboundary operator 𝛿𝑖 : 𝐶𝑖 → 𝐶𝑖+1. The coboundary
operator is related to the boundary maps via 𝛿𝑖 = 𝜕𝑇

𝑖+1, and, for
𝑐𝑖 ∈ 𝐶𝑖 , returns the (𝑖 + 1)-cells incident to 𝑐𝑖 .

We fix a dimension 𝑝 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑑 − 1}, which corresponds
to working with states possessing a (𝑑 − 𝑝)-form 𝑋 symmetry.
We imagine that, microscopically, we are working with a
homological code such that 𝑋 stabilizers correspond to the
boundaries of (𝑝+1)-cells, while 𝑍 stabilizers correspond to the
coboundaries of (𝑝−1)-cells [equivalently, to the boundaries of
dual (𝑑−𝑝+1)-cells]. Correspondingly, 𝑋 operators associated
to the boundary space 𝐵𝑝 = im 𝜕𝑝+1 and 𝑍 operators belonging
to the coboundary space 𝐵𝑝 = im 𝛿𝑝−1 evaluate to unity with
respect to codewords (i.e., states that satisfy all microscopic
𝑋 and 𝑍 stabilizers). Next, we associate a composite operator
𝑋𝑖 to each 𝑝-cell in 𝐶𝑝, and the composite operator 𝑍𝑖 to the
corresponding dual (𝑑 − 𝑝)-cell in 𝐶∗

𝑑−𝑝 . This ensures that 𝑋𝑖

and 𝑍𝑖 , which are constructed by gluing together microscopic
𝑝-cells and dual (𝑑 − 𝑝)-cells, respectively, intersect exactly
once and hence anticommute, as required. We now show that
the total number of independent 𝑋 stabilizers and 𝑍 stabilizers
equals 𝑁 . Specifically, using the rank-nullity theorem,

dim 𝐵𝑝 =

𝑑−𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(−1)1+𝑖 (dim𝐶𝑝+𝑖 − dim 𝐻𝑖+𝑝
)

(23a)

dim 𝐵𝑝 =

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(−1)1+𝑖 (dim𝐶𝑝−𝑖 − dim 𝐻 𝑝−𝑖 ) (23b)

where 𝐻𝑖 = ker 𝜕𝑖/im 𝜕𝑖+1 (𝐻𝑖 = ker 𝛿𝑖/im 𝛿𝑖−1) are the ho-
mology (cohomology) groups, with 𝜕𝑑+1 defined to be the zero
map. In the context of the 3D toric code, say, Eq. (23) captures
the local constraints obeyed by stabilizer generators, such as∏

𝜕𝑒∋𝑣 𝐴𝑒 = 1 in Eq. (14), in addition to the homology of
the manifold. It thus follows that the total number of inde-
pendent stabilizers satisfies dim 𝐵𝑝 + dim 𝐵𝑝 = 𝑁 − dim 𝐻𝑝

since ∑𝑑
𝑖=0 (−1)𝑖 dim𝐶𝑖 =

∑𝑑
𝑖=0 (−1)𝑖 dim 𝐻𝑖 = 𝜒(𝑀), the Eu-

ler characteristic of the manifold 𝑀 being cellulated.
Since we consider a cellulation of R𝑑 , the number of con-

straints on the composite operators {𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖} is equal to 𝑁 , and

9
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the measurement statistics of the composite operators will be
identical to single-site Pauli operators in a uniquely specified
𝑁-qubit state. Note that we assume that the cell complex
includes an unbounded 𝑑-cell such that the cell complex is ho-
motopy equivalent to the 𝑑-sphere, 𝑆𝑑 , with Euler characteristic
𝜒(𝑆𝑑) = 1 + (−1)𝑑 . In summary, given a codeword of some
underlying homological code in 𝑑 spatial dimensions, each
cellulation X of R𝑑 leads to the construction of 2𝑁 composite
operators 𝑋𝑖 and 𝑍𝑖 whose measurement statistics with respect
to a codeword are identical to Pauli 𝑋 and 𝑍 in an 𝑁-qubit
state uniquely determined by the chosen cellulation X . The
stabilizer group of the embedded state is generated by the
boundary and coboundary spaces of X . Minimal examples
that correspond to an embedding of the three-qubit GHZ state
in the 3D toric code are given in (16) and (18) (see also Tab. I).

2. Cellulation games

Given such a cellulation X , we introduce a game for which
codewords of the underlying homological code provide a perfect
quantum strategy. Associate players to 𝑝-cells of X , and
classical bits x ∈ {0, 1}𝑁 to a fixed basis for 𝐵𝑝 and 𝐵𝑝 [47].
For example, consisting of boundaries of (𝑝 + 1)-cells and
coboundaries of (𝑝 − 1)-cells, taking into account their linear
dependence (23). Each player is then handed two bits

𝑎𝑐𝑝 =
⊕

𝛿𝑐𝑝−1∋𝑐𝑝
𝑥𝑐𝑝−1 , 𝑏𝑐𝑝 =

⊕
𝜕𝑐𝑝+1∋𝑐𝑝

𝑥𝑐𝑝+1 , (24)

namely the sum mod 2 of the bits associated to stabilizers that
are incident to the 𝑝-cell 𝑐𝑝. For notational convenience we
include all stabilizer generators in (24) and assign 𝑥 = 0 to
those that do not belong to the chosen basis. Denoting the set
of 𝑝-cells by {𝑐𝑝}, the players output a bit 𝑦𝑐 and are said to
win the game if their outputs satisfy∑︁

𝑐∈{𝑐𝑝 }
𝑦𝑐 (𝑎𝑐, 𝑏𝑐) ≡ 1

2
∑︁

𝑐∈{𝑐𝑝 }
𝑎𝑐𝑏𝑐 mod 2 . (25)

That ∑
𝑐∈{𝑐𝑝 } 𝑎𝑐𝑏𝑐 is even follows from the commutation of

the stabilizers. The quantum-mechanical strategy in which the
player associated to 𝑐 ∈ {𝑐𝑝} measures the operator 𝑃𝑐 then
wins for all choices of inputs to the game, where 𝑃𝑐 (𝑎𝑐, 𝑏𝑐)
corresponds to the composite Hermitian operator

𝑃𝑐 (𝑎, 𝑏) ≔ 𝑖𝑎𝑏𝑋𝑎
𝑐 𝑍

𝑏
𝑐 . (26)

Such a strategy is perfect since the players are effectively
measuring the stabilizers of the underlying codeword up to a
phase ±1. This phase encodes precisely the information needed
to win the game since∏

𝑐∈{𝑐𝑝 }
𝑃𝑐 (𝑎𝑐, 𝑏𝑐) = exp

(
𝑖𝜋

2
∑︁

𝑐∈{𝑐𝑝 }
𝑎𝑐𝑏𝑐

) ∏
𝑘

𝑆
𝑥𝑘
𝑘

, (27)

where 𝑘 runs over the chosen basis for 𝐵𝑝 and 𝐵𝑝 .
Given a generic resource state |𝜓⟩, the strategy in which the

player associated to 𝑐𝑝 measures the operator (26) will win

with probability given by

𝑝q =
1
2
+ 1

2𝑁+1

∑︁
x

exp
(
𝑖𝜋

2
∑︁
𝑐

𝑎𝑐𝑏𝑐

)
⟨𝜓 |

∏
𝑐

𝑃𝑐 |𝜓⟩ (28)

averaged over all inputs to the game x with equal weight, where
we suppressed the dependence of 𝑃𝑐 on the bits 𝑎𝑐, 𝑏𝑐 (24)
handed handed to each player (which themselves are functions
of the inputs x). The sum over x gives rise to the expectation
value of a generalized Mermin polynomial [22] of the measured
operators. Note that we recover the parity game by choosing
the cellulation X as in Tab. I and restricting the inputs to the
game such that 𝑎𝑐 = 1. Furthermore, if the cellulation X is
chosen to be equal to that of the underlying microscopic lattice
then (28) evaluates to (1 + Tr[𝜌Π0])/2, where 𝜌 = |𝜓⟩⟨𝜓 | and
Π0 is the projector onto the codespace.

This discussion clarifies the scope of games that can be
won using single-site Pauli measurements on a 𝑑-dimensional
homological code. In all cases, the operator ∏

𝑐 𝑃𝑐 appearing
in Eq. (28) may be interpreted as a braiding diagram between
the model’s excitations [as in Eq. (12)] that gives rise to the
required sign and results in a perfect quantum strategy, 𝑝q = 1.

VI. BEYOND MUTUAL STATISTICS: DOUBLE SEMION
MODEL

Finally, we construct a game for which the double-semion
(DS) model [48] ground states act as a resource. This procedure
illustrates how anyons with nontrivial self -statistics can also be
used to gain quantum advantage. Specifically, we show that the
braiding statistics of the DS phase can most naturally be used
to win a slight generalization of another prototypical nonlocal
quantum game known as the magic-square game [49–51].

A stabilizer Hamiltonian for the double-semion phase [52]
is defined on the square lattice with four-dimensional qudits
on edges. We use the notation 𝑋𝑒, 𝑍𝑒 for the shift and phase
operators on edge 𝑒, which satisfy the 𝑍𝑒𝑋𝑒 = 𝑖𝑋𝑒𝑍𝑒, and label
basis states |𝑞⟩ with 𝑞 ∈ {0, . . . , 3} such that 𝑍𝑒 |𝑞⟩ = 𝑖𝑞 |𝑞⟩.
The Hamiltonian is

𝐻DS = −
∑︁
𝑣

𝐴𝑣 −
∑︁
𝑝

𝐵𝑝 −
∑︁
𝑒

𝐶𝑒 + H.c. , (29)

where the unitary operators 𝐴𝑣 , 𝐵𝑝, and 𝐶𝑒 are defined on
vertices 𝑣, plaquettes 𝑝, and edges 𝑒 of the lattice, respectively.
Graphically, they assume the form

𝐴𝑣 = 𝑋 𝑋†𝑍
𝑋

𝑍†𝑋†
𝑍†

𝑍

𝐵𝑝 = 𝑍2 𝑍2
𝑍2

𝑍2

(30a)

𝐶𝑒 =

𝑋2
𝑒

𝑍2 , 𝑋2
𝑒

𝑍2

(30b)

where the light gray lines denote the direct lattice. Note that
the definition of 𝐶𝑒 depends on the orientation of the edge 𝑒

10
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FIG. 4. (a) Microscopic process used to extract the exchange statistics
of two 𝑎 anyons. The statistical phase 𝜃 (𝑎) is defined by the relative
phase of the two processes. (b) Microscopic definition of the operators
used to win the generalized magic square game. Each dual loop
segment is corresponds to the application of shift and phase operators
according to the definitions in Eq. (33).

(the location of 𝑋2
𝑒 defines 𝑒). The stabilizers 𝐴𝑣 , 𝐵𝑝, and

𝐶𝑒 mutually commute and the ground states of the model (29)
belong to the mutual +1 eigenspace of these operators. On a
torus, the ground state has degeneracy four [52]. Just like the
Z2 toric code phase, the anyons of the DS phase, which we
label as {1, 𝑠, 𝑠, 𝑠𝑠}, form a Z2 × Z2 group under fusion. Their
exchange statistics are

𝜃 (1) = 1, 𝜃 (𝑠) = 𝑖, 𝜃 (𝑠) = −𝑖, 𝜃 (𝑠𝑠) = 1 , (31)

where 𝜃 (𝑎) is the phase accumulated when two identical 𝑎
anyons are exchanged. The anyons are created by open string
operators that fail to commute with the operators (30) at their
endpoints. These operators can be decomposed over edges as

𝑊 𝑠
𝛾∗ =

∏
𝑒∗∈𝛾∗

𝑊 𝑠
𝑒∗ , 𝑊 𝑠

𝛾∗ =
∏
𝑒∗∈𝛾∗

𝑊 𝑠
𝑒∗ , 𝑊 𝑠𝑠

𝛾 =
∏
𝑒∈𝛾

𝑊 𝑠𝑠
𝑒 , (32)

where 𝛾 (𝛾∗) denotes a directed path on the direct (dual) lattice.
The ordering of the edges along the path determines the overall
phase of the operator; if the path 𝛾∗ = (𝑒∗1, 𝑒∗2, . . . , 𝑒∗𝑘) then
𝑊 𝑠

𝛾∗ = 𝑊 𝑠
𝑒∗
𝑘
· · ·𝑊 𝑠

𝑒∗2
𝑊 𝑠

𝑒∗1
. Note that 𝑊 𝑠

𝛿𝑣 ∝ 𝐴𝑣 or 𝐴
†
𝑣 , with

𝛿𝑣 the dual boundary of 𝑣, depending on whether the vertex
𝑣 is traversed counterclockwise or clockwise, respectively.
Explicitly, the string operator that creates 𝑠 anyons is built from

𝑊 𝑠
𝑒∗ ≡

𝑍

𝑋𝑒 ,

𝑍†

𝑋
†
𝑒

,
𝑍†

𝑋𝑒 ,

𝑍

𝑋
†
𝑒

. (33)

where the black arrow denotes the orientation of the dual
edge 𝑒∗. The expressions for 𝑊 𝑠

𝑒∗ are given by interchanging
𝑋𝑒 ↔ 𝑋

†
𝑒 in Eq. (33). The self-statistics of 𝑠 anyons can be

extracted using relative phase of the two processes illustrated
in Fig. 4 [53]. Microscopically, the nontrivial self-statistics
arise from the noncommutation of adjacent 𝑊 𝑠

𝑒∗ operators.
To construct a game for which DS ground states can act as

a resource, consider the operators 𝑋1, 𝑋̃1 and 𝑍1, 𝑍̃1 defined

in Fig. 4, where the Pauli operators that contribute to each
dual edge are determined by (33). This leads to two sets of
operators that satisfy the generalized commutation relations
𝑍𝑖𝑋 𝑗 = 𝑖 𝛿𝑖 𝑗 𝑋 𝑗𝑍𝑖 , equivalent to those of two 𝑑 = 4 qudits. Note
that the factor of 𝑖 has the same origins as the nontrivial self-
statistics of the 𝑠 anyon, as illustrated in Fig. 4. Furthermore,
the operators satisfy the constraints 𝑋1 𝑋̃1 = 1 and 𝑍1 𝑍̃

†
1 = 1

when acting on fixed-point DS ground states since they evaluate
to closed loops of 𝑊 𝑠

𝑒 operators (up to a phase), which may be
decomposed into a product of 𝐴𝑣 operators (with no phase).
Note that, if the operators 𝑋1, 𝑋̃1 and 𝑍1, 𝑍̃1 were interpreted as
single-site shift and phase operators on two qubits, they would
stabilize the state |Ω⟩ ∝ ∑

𝑞∈Z4 |𝑞𝑞⟩, i.e., the qudit Bell state.
It therefore stands to reason that DS ground states can be used
to win nonlocal quantum games for which |Ω⟩ is a resource.

While a number of such games are known [5], we opt
to use DS ground states as a resource for a straightforward
generalization of the magic-square game for simplicity of
presentation. Before designing a perfect strategy for the DS
model, we first discuss the generalization of the magic-square
game to qudits of even dimension. The game involves two
players, 𝐴 and 𝐵. Without communicating, the players must
fill out the squares of a 3 × 3 grid with integers mod 𝑑. Player
𝐴 (𝐵) receives an integer 𝑥𝐴(𝐵) ∈ {01, 10, 11} and fills out the
corresponding row (column) of their grid. The game’s winning
criteria are: (i) the integers mod 𝑑 filled out by player 𝐴 must
sum to 0 mod 𝑑, (ii) the integers mod 𝑑 filled out by player 𝐵
must sum to 𝑑/2 mod 𝑑, (iii) the players’ integers must agree
on the square on which the row and column intersect. It is
straightforward to show that the optimal classical strategy wins
on 8/9 of the inputs since there exists a global inconsistency in
the constraints (i)–(iii). However, there exists a perfect quantum
strategy using a generalization of Mermin’s square [2] to qudits
of even dimension [54]. Consider the operators

01 10 11
01 𝑈

†
1 ⊗ 1 1 ⊗ 𝑈

†
1 𝑈1 ⊗ 𝑈1

10 1 ⊗ 𝑈
†
2 𝑈

†
2 ⊗ 1 𝑈2 ⊗ 𝑈2

11 −𝑈1 ⊗ 𝑈2 −𝑈2 ⊗ 𝑈1 𝑈3 ⊗ 𝑈3

(34)

If the unitary operators 𝑈𝑖 satisfy the commutation relations
[𝑈𝑖 ,𝑈 𝑗 ] = 2𝑖𝜖𝑖 𝑗𝑘𝑈†

𝑘
and {𝑈𝑖 ,𝑈 𝑗 } = 2𝛿𝑖 𝑗𝑈2

𝑖
, then it may be

verified that all operators contained within a row or column
of (34) commute, and the product of all operators belonging to
a row (column) evaluates to 1 (−1). Suppose that players 𝐴

and 𝐵 have access to independent degrees of freedom on which
the operators (34) can be defined. Then, the players are able to
satisfy the constraints (i) and (ii) if player 𝐴 (𝐵) measures the
operators belonging to the appropriate row (column).

We therefore require two copies of the operators depicted
in Fig. 4. Hence, we define 𝑋2, 𝑋̃2 and 𝑍2, 𝑍̃2 elsewhere on
the lattice. Player 𝐴 then has access to operators 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑍𝑖 , while
player 𝐵 has access to 𝑋̃𝑖 , 𝑍̃𝑖 . Using these operators, the 𝑈𝑖

entering the table (34) can be taken to be

𝑈1 = 𝑍†, 𝑈2 = 𝑋2, 𝑈3 = 𝑋𝑍𝑋 , (35)

and equivalently for 𝑈̃𝑖 using 𝑋̃ , 𝑍̃ . These operators are unitary
and have the desired commutation relations. The property
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𝐴𝑣 = 1 immediately implies that these operators satisfy the
constraints 𝑈1𝑈̃

†
1 = 𝑈2𝑈̃

†
2 = 1 and 𝑈3𝑈̃

†
3 = −1 with respect

to DS ground states, which ensure that the players’ outcomes
agree on the square filled out by both players, satisfying (iii).
Note that the minus sign for 𝑈3 cancels since the operators
𝑈3 and 𝑈

†
3 appear only in the constraint 𝑈3𝑈̃

†
3 ⊗ 𝑈3𝑈̃

†
3 = 1.

Hence, (34) and (35) taken together define a perfect strategy for
the generalized magic-square game in which players measure
the operators belonging to the row or column of (34) specified
by their input bit [55]

VII. DISCUSSION

We have demonstrated that the robust advantage discussed
in Ref. [16] is not particular to 2D toric code ground states.
Indeed, we have shown that analogous advantage at suitably
defined quantum games can be obtained for states drawn from,
e.g., the 3D toric code, X-cube, or double-semion phases. The
key ingredient in every case is to design a game that employs
the mutual or self statistics of the phase to construct a set
of operators whose measurement statistics provide a perfect
strategy for the quantum game.

We have also presented a new perspective that unifies these
“topological games” with previously discussed games using
symmetry-breaking or symmetry protected topological (SPT)
resource states. All these games involve measuring operators
that correspond to the twist product of a symmetry operator
with an operator charged under the symmetry (and exhibiting
long-range order). If the symmetry is global, then the symmetry
operators are global and hence are subject to an orthogonality
catastrophe upon perturbation of the state, and the game is
not robust. In contrast, for topological orders, the underlying
symmetry is higher form, and there exist symmetry operators
that are almost local (small loops or membranes), such that
one can construct suitable twist products that are not subject to
an orthogonality catastrophe upon weakly perturbing the state.
This neatly explains the relative robustness of quantum games
exploiting topologically ordered resource states. Note that for a
game to be “successful” we demand 𝑂 (1) quantum advantage.
If perturbation to a resource state reduces the quantum advan-
tage from something 𝑂 (1) to something exponentially small in
system size [13] then we declare this game to be “not robust.”
A game is robust (in our sense) if and only if it preserves 𝑂 (1)
quantum advantage in the presence of perturbations.

A number of questions immediately present themselves.
Firstly, while our results strongly suggest that any nontrivial
topological or fracton ordered phase should have a correspond-
ing nonlocal game at which it provides robust advantage, we
have not proven this. A generalization of the toric code games
to a family of type-II fracton phases can be achieved by applying
the fractalization procedure introduced in Ref. [56] to the opera-
tors involved in the games. Can one prove that, in fact, for every
topological or fracton phase, there is a corresponding nonlocal
game at which it provides robust advantage? Additionally, we
have only considered specific types of braiding processes. For
example, the X-cube game we considered employed lineon-
fracton braiding, but there are also fracton-fracton self-statistics

extracted via windmill processes [57] – what games can these
be used to win? Can one uniquely identify a topological- or
fracton-ordered phase by the set of games at which it provides
advantage? Is there a systematic algorithmic way to construct
the necessary games, if so? And can one actually carry out this
task on quantum hardware?

The quantum advantage provided by the above games is
“robust” in the sense that𝑂 (1) better-than-classical performance
persists over some broad swathe of the topologically (or fracton)
ordered phase. However, a perfect quantum strategy (with
certainty of victory) only exists given a “fixed point” resource
state. If given a deformed (i.e., non-fixed-point) state, can one
judiciously employ quantum error correction to gain access
to perfect (or perhaps, arbitrarily good) quantum strategies?
Equivalently, can one use error correction to expand the regime
of quantum advantage to cover the entire topologically ordered
phase? We will address these questions elsewhere.

Furthermore, in the presence of faulty measurements in
the state-preparation process, to what extent does a quantum
advantage persist and is it scalable? What we have in mind
is a protocol where the resource state (e.g., toric code) is
produced by a protocol that incorporates measurements and
feedback, and where faulty measurements may produce, e.g.,
a toric code with some number of excitations. If the players
did not know that excitations were present, they would fail
to win the game. Whether this failure mode can be evaded
corresponds to finding an implementation of our procedure
that is fault-tolerant to measurement errors in the resource
state preparation process. For example, with 2D locality
𝑂 (𝐿) rounds of stabilizer measurement are expected to be
required to fault-tolerantly prepare a surface code state, after
the measurement results are decoded appropriately. It is unclear
how the players in the game can then implement their individual
measurements fault tolerantly. We remark that our goal is
distinct from simply implementing a contextuality game on
logical qubits, as the above quantum error correction procedure
can be performed on, e.g., a surface code with boundary
conditions that specify a unique ground state and hence no
encoded qubits. Such a game can be viewed as a modified
stability experiment [58]. We expect that by using a 3D resource
state, the game can be played fault-tolerantly (in the sense above)
in a constant amount of time. It would be interesting to explore
what minimum spacetime volume is required for fault tolerance.

Finally, we introduced a family of “cellulation games” in
Sec. V, which significantly broadens the scope of games for
which codewords of homological codes in 𝑑 spatial dimensions
act as a resource. Does there exist an analogous family of
games for other classes of quantum error-correcting codes?
Separately, it is known that the contextuality that underlies
success at nonlocal quantum games can be understood as having
topological origins [59]. Can the real-space picture of braiding
presented herein be understood in this abstract language? A
potential path to answering this question is to connect the
cohomology theories that are relevant to contextuality [59],
and anyon braiding [60], respectively. Most broadly, this work
sets the stage for an improved understanding of contextuality in
a many-body setting, and the tasks for which it may be utilized
to complete effectively.
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