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We study the surface code under the most general single-qubit X-error channel, encompassing
both coherent and incoherent errors. We develop a statistical mechanics mapping for the decoding
problem and represent the partition function as a transfer-matrix, i.e., a (1+1)D hybrid quantum
circuit. The relevant circuit evolution, as we show, has an efficient matrix product state approxi-
mation, using which we develop an algorithm for large-scale syndrome sampling, thus enabling the
simulation of these non-Pauli errors away from the limits captured by previous methods. Using these
results, we compute maximum-likelihood thresholds and show that error coherence has negligible
influence away from the fully coherent limit. We also study how coherence impacts information-
theoretic measures like the coherent information, which we show to require, for accurate threshold
estimates, increasingly large codes upon increasing error coherence and to eventually break down
in the fully coherent limit. To interpret the dominant effect of incoherent errors in large codes, we
develop a phenomenological errorfield double field theory, which indicates the instability of coher-
ent errors’ above-threshold quasi-long-range order to the above-threshold disorder characteristic of
bit-flip errors and the suppression of coherence in the logical noise channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum error correction (QEC) aims to protect quan-
tum information by significantly suppressing noise [1–4].
Reducing noise is believed to be necessary to achieve
quantum advantage [5–7], i.e., for quantum computers
that cannot be simulated classically.

A major source of noise is the coupling between a
quantum system and its environment [8]. The resulting
decoherence of quantum information can be described
by stochastic noise that acts probabilistically [9]. How-
ever, decoherence is not the only factor that deteriorates
quantum information [10–12]: Generally, noise acts as
a completely positive trace-preserving [9] (CPTP) quan-
tum channel, which can be mixtures of stochastic (inco-
herent) noise and unitary (coherent) rotations of qubits.
Coherent noise channels, which may arise, e.g., due to
spurious gate rotations, can add up constructively, which
makes them potentially challenging for QEC [11–16].

A simple example for a mixture of incoherent and co-
herent contribution is the error channel E =

⊗
j Ej with

Ej [ρ] = (1− pj)ρ+ pjXjρXj + iγj
√
(1− p)p[Xj , ρ] (1)

on qubit j; Ej is CPTP [9] when γ2j ≤ 1. Eq. (1)
is the most general single-qubit channel one can build
using Xj . When γj = 0, it describes incoherent bit
flip errors, and when γj = ±1, we get coherent er-

rors, namely E(coh)
j [ρ] = UjρU

†
j with Uj = e±iϑjXj and

ϑj = arcsin
√
pj . The error channel (1) thus interpo-

lates between incoherent and coherent limits, which have
qualitatively distinct QEC behavior [11–27].

Assessing the impact of such a channel on quantum
codes has practical relevance: The existence of an er-
ror threshold guarantees exponential suppression of log-
ical errors with increasing code distance [17]. Further-
more, E also allows one to asses the role of coherence in

error-corrupted many-body states [25, 26, 28–42]. For
example, topological order in mixed states has recently
been characterized by information-theoretic diagnostics,
including quantum relative entropy [43], coherent infor-
mation [44, 45], and topological entanglement negativ-
ity [46, 47], but the focus has mostly been on fully in-
coherent channels. For such channels, the maximum-
likelihood threshold coincides with a topological phase
transition in the mixed state [29, 48, 49] and the coher-
ent information can detect this already for small system
sizes [49–51]. For coherent errors, however, measures like
the coherent information cannot detect a conventional
QEC error threshold, since they detect general unitary
recoverability (guaranteed for coherent errors) instead of
the Pauli-string recoverability relevant for QEC.

Results also exist for fully coherent errors [11, 12, 15,
16, 21–27], which, in surface codes [52–54], include a
surprisingly high error threshold and an unusual above-
threshold phase with power-law decaying logical error
rate [21–24]. The robustness of these features against a
small but nonzero incoherent component is however un-
known, as is the nature of the error-corrupted many-body
state when coherent and incoherent error components act
in tandem, as in channel (1) in the simplest case.

In this work, we study the surface code [52–54] un-
der the error channel (1). We focus on the surface
code [Fig. 1(a)] due to its experimental relevance [55–
58], and known maximum-likelihood thresholds for inco-
herent [17, 59] and coherent [22] X errors. We develop
a statistical mechanics mapping for the decoding prob-
lem that expresses error probabilities as partition func-
tions of classical interacting random-bond Ising models
(RBIM). To evaluate the partition function numerically,
we express it using a transfer matrix [60], i.e., a (1+1)D
many-body quantum circuit, shown in Fig. 1(b). As we
show, the entanglement entropy of a 1D state evolved
by the quantum circuit exhibits an area law, and we
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can thus efficiently simulate the evolution numerically
using matrix product states (MPS) [61, 62]. We leverage
this fact to develop a circuit-based sampling algorithm to
sample error syndromes according to their approximate
probabilities (with the error being controlled by that of
the MPS approximation); this enables the simulation of
the non-Pauli channel (1) away from the fully coherent
and almost fully incoherent regimes accessible to previous
methods [11, 24, 27, 63].

Using our mapping, and sampling algorithm, we then
compute maximum-likelihood thresholds, which, as we
show, depend only weakly on γj when sufficiently far
from the coherent limit. Due to their practical relevance,
we also compute decoder-dependent error thresholds. In
particular, we compute thresholds for the minimum-
weight perfect matching (MWPM) decoder [64–66].

To characterize our system in terms of mixed-state
topological order [28, 29, 48], we also consider two
information-theoretic measures: quantum relative en-
tropy and coherent information. We show that for
the surface code graph class that our system exempli-
fies [21], the coherent information of an ensemble of post-
measurement mixed states is always constant for coher-
ent errors and thus cannot detect the error correction
threshold. We also show numerically that, close to the
coherent limit, both coherent information and quantum
relative entropy suffer from finite-size effects and are thus
unsuited to determine the threshold. They can, however,
detect the threshold for large system sizes, provided the
error has nonzero incoherent component.

We show the QEC phase diagram in Fig. 1(c) and (d).
The maximum-likelihood threshold separates an error-
correcting phase from a phase where QEC fails. The
threshold is largely independent of the coherent contri-
bution γ until it is close to the coherent limit γ = 1
[Fig. 1(d)]. The above-threshold phase that we find
away from the coherent limit is similar to the above-
threshold phase of incoherent errors, i.e., it is charac-
terized by a logical error rate that increases with sys-
tem size up to a limiting value [67] (1/2 for X errors),
and by an area-law entanglement entropy of 1D states
evolved by the (1+1)D quantum circuit [23, 68]. The
above-threshold phase for coherent errors, on the other
hand, is characterized by a power-law decreasing logical
error rate [22, 24] and a logarithmically increasing en-
tanglement entropy [23, 24]. From our numerical data
we conclude that this above-threshold behavior is how-
ever a special property of the coherent limit, unstable to
a small incoherent noise component.

To provide a theory for the qualitative features of this
phase diagram, we develop a phenomenological descrip-
tion using the errorfield double approach [48] based on
surface code anyons e and m. The X-error nature of
channel (1) allows us to formulate the theory as a non-
unitary compact boson field theory of Z2 topological or-
der boundary dynamics, with the error-correcting phase
corresponding to a gapped edge condensing e anyons.
[By a holographic “symmetry topological field theory”

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

incoherent
limit

coherent
limit

QEC✔
QEC✘QEC✔ QEC✘

(c) (d)

incoherent
limit

coherent
limit

QEC✔
QEC✘QEC✔ QEC✘

FIG. 1. (a) Surface code (L =M = 5) with physical qubits on
the vertices (black discs), and alternating SX

v and SZ
p stabiliz-

ers on the faces of the lattice. The logical XL and ZL are de-
noted by red and blue dashed lines, respectively. We map the
surface code to a complex RBIM with two Ising spins σv and
σ̄v on each SX

v site. The dashed black lines connect SX
v sites,

constituting vertical slices of the RBIM. (b) Quantum circuit

with many-body gates V̂
(qq̄,s)
l,m on physical qubits, where dia-

monds denote state projection or initialization to |++⟩ (hence
adjacent diamonds are projective x-basis measurements with

outcome +1). The V̂
(qq̄,s)
l,m alternate with layers Ĥ and Ĥ ′,

denoted by dashed rectangles. (c) Approximate phase dia-
gram where the blue and green horizontal lines correspond to
the incoherent (γ = 0) and coherent (γ = 1) limits. The dot-
ted line denotes the maximum-likelihood threshold separat-
ing the error-correcting phase (QEC✓) from a non-correcting
phase (QEC✗), where black dots represent numerically cal-
culated values including error bars. Red crosses show the
MWPM threshold. Green and blue arrows show the inco-
herent [17] and coherent [22] maximum-likelihood thresholds,
respectively. (d) Part of the phase diagram, indicated in (c)
as a gray rectangle.

(SymTFT) [69–79] correspondence, this theory is closely
related to our Ising statistical mechanics model, including
the error-correcting phase mapping to an ordered phase.]
In this theory, a conformal field theory (CFT) emerges
from coherent errors above threshold, which is however
unstable to perturbations by incoherent noise.

This work is organized as follows: After reviewing, in
Sec. II, relevant features of the surface code, in Sec. III
we show how information-theoretic measures can be ex-
pressed for channel (1). We introduce our statistical-
mechanics mapping in Sec. IV and the corresponding
(1+1)D quantum circuit in Sec. V. In particular, we dis-
cuss symmetry-breaking and entanglement properties of
this circuit’s long-time state in Sec. VA and introduce
our sampling algorithm in Sec. VB. We compute the er-
ror thresholds, giving the phase diagram [Fig. 1(c) and
(d)], and information-theoretic quantities in Sec. VI, and
develop our phenomenological field theory in Sec. VII.
We conclude in Sec. VIII.
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II. ERROR CORRECTION IN THE SURFACE
CODE

We investigate the surface code under generic single-
qubit X errors using the geometry shown in Fig. 1(a).
The code consists of mutually commuting stabilizers
SX
v =

∏
j∈vXj and SZ

p =
∏

j∈p Zj , where Xj and Zj

are physical qubit operators on the vertices of a square
lattice. The stabilizers form a checkerboard pattern on
the faces of the lattice [80, 81]. Bulk stabilizers act on
four adjacent qubits, and boundary stabilizers on two
qubits. The logical subspace, taken as the +1 eigenspace
of all stabilizers, consists of one logical qubit: The logical
XL =

∏
j∈ζ Xj , connecting left and right boundaries, and

ZL =
∏

j∈ζ′ Zj , connecting top and bottom boundaries,
commute with all stabilizers but mutually anticommute,
{XL, ZL} = 0. Choosing the operators as in Fig. 1(a),
we denote XL’s path length by L and ZL’s path length
by M . The total number of qubits is N = LM .

The QEC recovery procedure consists of two steps:
First, all stabilizers are measured, which projects the
error-corrupted state E [ρ] onto the syndrome s. Second,
a Pauli string Cs is chosen according to s (typically by
a decoder), which returns the state back to the logical
subspace. The error channel and subsequent recovery
operation act on an initial logical state ρ as

Ds[ρ] = Π0CsE [ρ]CsΠ0, (2)

with Π0 the projector onto the logical subspace, and
where we have used that the projector onto the syndrome
s is Πs = CsΠ0Cs. Due to the projection onto the logical
subspace, Ds must be of the form

Ds[ρ] = Z00,sρ+Z11,sXLρXL+Z01,sρXL+Z10,sXLρ (3)

with real coefficients Zqq,s and generally complex Z01,s =
Z∗

10,s. For lattices with only even-weight stabilizers
and odd-weight logical operators, as the layout we con-
sider here [Fig. 1(a)], we have ReZ01,s = 0. Hence,
Ds[ρ]/P (s) implements the channel (1) in logical space,
where P (s) = tr[Ds[ρ]] = Z00,s + Z11,s is the syn-
drome probability. The channel in logical space has

p
(s)
L = Z11,s/P (s) and |γ(s)L | = |Z10,s|/

√
Z00,sZ11,s.

The syndrome probability P (s) is the sum of the prob-
abilities P0,s = Z00,s and P1,s = Z11,s of the error strings
Cs and CsXL (and equivalent strings), respectively. QEC
is possible when the syndrome probability P (s) is on av-
erage dominated by one Pq,s. To assess the feasibility of
QEC, we take the infidelity

rq,s = 1− F (ρ0, ρ
′(q,s)
0 ) = 1−

⟨0L|Xq
LDs[ρ0]X

q
L|0L⟩

P (s)

=
P1−q,s

P (s)
(4)

with ρ0 = |0L⟩ ⟨0L| [82] and the post-error and post-

correction state ρ
′(q,s)
0 = Xq

LDs[ρ0]X
q
L, where q = 0, 1 de-

note the two distinct correction operations Cs and CsXL.

The logical error rate

PL = ⟨min
q
rq,s⟩s =

∑
s

min
q
Pq,s (5)

equals the syndrome-averaged minimum infidelity, where
⟨. . . ⟩s =

∑
s P (s)[. . . ] denotes the syndrome average.

III. INFORMATION-THEORETIC MEASURES

For incoherent errors, the QEC maximum-likelihood
threshold coincides with a phase transition of the
error-corrupted mixed state that can be found with
information-theoretical diagnostics [28], namely quantum
relative entropy, coherent information, and topological
entanglement negativity. To elevate these information-
theoretic concepts to more generic errors, it is instruc-
tive to consider the statistical ensemble of post-error and
post-measurement states [83].
Syndrome measurements project the error-corrupted

state E [ρ0] onto s via Πs = CsΠ0Cs, giving block-
diagonal mixed state

ρ′0 =
∑
s

ΠsE [ρ0]Πs =
∑
s

CsDs[ρ0]Cs (6)

=
∑
sqq̄

Zqq̄,sCsX
q
Lρ0X

q̄
LCs, (7)

with the effective channel Ds[ρ] from Eq. (3). Using the
complete Hilbert space basis |ψsq⟩ = Xq

LCs |0⟩, we obtain
the block-diagonal mixed state

ρ′0 =
∑
s

(|ψs,0⟩, |ψs,1⟩)
(
Z00,s Z01,s

Z∗
01,s Z11,s

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Zs

(
⟨ψs,0|
⟨ψs,1|

)
(8)

that arises after syndrome measurements, upon discard-
ing the measurement record. The blocks Zs are propor-
tional to the density matrices for a given syndrome out-

come s. The coherence in Zs is also measured by γ
(s)
L .

We shall compare ρ′0 with ρ′′0 = XLρ
′
0XL. To this end,

we diagonalize Zs to obtain a different basis |ψ′
s,n⟩ (with

n = 0, 1), such that ρ′0 =
∑

s,n λs,n |ψ′
s,n⟩ ⟨ψ′

s,n| with
eigenvalues

λs,n =
1

2

(
P (s)− (−1)n

√
(Z00,s −Z11,s)2 + 4|Z01,s|2

)
.

(9)
In the incoherent limit, the λs,n equal the probabilities
Pq,s. In the coherent limit, λs,0 = 0 and λs,1 = P (s).
We now give analytical expressions for the quantum

relative entropy and coherent information based on the
block-diagonal mixed state, Eq. (6).

A. Quantum relative entropy

The quantum relative entropy between the error-
corrupted state ρ′0 and the state ρ′′0 = XLρ

′
0XL takes



4

the form

Srel(ρ
′
0 ∥ ρ′′0) = tr[ρ′0 (ln ρ

′
0 − ln ρ′′0)] (10)

=
∑
s,n

(1− κs)λs,n ln
λs,n
λs,1−n

(11)

where we have introduced κs = 4(ReZ01,s)
2/[(Z00,s −

Z11,s)
2 + 4|Z01,s|2]. Since ReZ01,s = 0, we have κs = 0.

For incoherent errors, since λs,n = Pq=n,s, the quan-
tum relative entropy equals the Kullback–Leibler diver-
gence [84] between the probability distributions Pq,s and
P1−q,s,

S
(inc)
rel (ρ′0 ∥ ρ′′0) =

∑
s,q

Pq,s ln
Ps,1−q

Ps,q
, (12)

which signals the error-correcting threshold [22]—below

threshold, S
(inc)
rel decreases with code distance exponen-

tially to zero [85].
For coherent errors, the matrix elements are Z00,s =

|Z̃(coh)
0,s |2, Z11,s = |Z̃(coh)

1,s |2, and Z01,s = Z̃(coh)
0,s [Z̃(coh)

1,s ]∗,

where Z̃(coh)
q,s is a complex single-spin-species RBIM par-

tition function that arises for coherent errors [22], and
hence λs,0 = 0 and λs,1 = P (s). In geometries
with only even-weight stabilizers and odd-weight logical
Pauli operators, coherent errors followed by error cor-

rection results in logical subspace rotations, D
(coh)
s [ρ] =

eiXLϑsρe−iXLϑs [11, 21, 86, 87], which implies

S
(coh)
rel

∣∣∣
even

=
∑
s

Ps lnPs (13)

equals the entropy of the probability distribution, but
does not correspond to any QEC threshold indicator.

B. Coherent information

The coherent information is a measure for the recov-
erability of quantum information [44, 88]. In our setup,
we consider a system consisting of three parts: A logical
qubit Q, an ancilla R, and an environment E (including
stabilizer degrees of freedom) to model the error chan-

nel, such that trRE [UQEρRQEU
†
QE ] = ρ′0 with ρ′0 from

Eq. (6), where ρQ = trRE ρRQE is the density matrix
of Q, UQE is a unitary operation acting on Q and E to
mimic the error channel, and trER[. . . ] denotes the trace
over environment E and ancilla R.
Now consider the following procedure to define the co-

herent information: First prepare Q and R in a Bell-pair
superposition, then act unitarily via UQE on the joint
system, giving the density matrix ρRQ′E′ . Tracing out
the environment (and ancilla) yields the coherent infor-
mation

IC = S[ρQ′ ]− S[ρRQ′ ], (14)

where S[ρ] = tr[ρ ln ρ] is the von Neumann entropy of
the density matrix ρ, and where ρQ′ = trRE′ [ρRQ′E′ ]
and ρRQ′ = trE′ [ρRQ′E′ ].
For the block-diagonal density matrix (6), the coherent

information can be expressed as

IC =−
∑
s,±

(
P (s)

2
± Re[Z01,s]

)
ln

(
P (s)

2
± Re[Z01,s]

)
+
∑
s,n

λn,s lnλn,s, (15)

which for even-weight stabilizers and odd-weight logicals
simplifies to, again using Re[Z01,s] = 0,

IC |even =
∑
s

λs,q ln
2λs,q
P (s)

. (16)

From Eq. (16), we can take the coherent limit, which
always gives

I
(coh)
C

∣∣∣
even

= ln 2, (17)

which indicates perfect recoverability. This is not sur-

prising: Since the effective error channel D
(coh)
s [ρ] =

eiXLϑsρe−iXLϑs acts unitarily on ρ [11], it is—in
principle—always possible to correct such rotations. (For
even-weight stabilizers and odd-weight logical Pauli op-
erators, this also holds for generic single-qubit coherent
errors [86, 87].) However, this does not necessarily imply
that the channel is Pauli-string correctable. Consider-
ing correctability via Pauli strings yields a threshold at a
critical rotation angle [22], which is not captured by the
coherent information.

IV. STATISTICAL MECHANICS MAPPING

We now map the coefficients Zqq̄,s to a statistical me-
chanics model. To this end, we rewrite each local error
channel [Eq. (1)] as a sum

Ej [ρ] =
∑

xj=±1
xj=±1

eJ
(0)
j +J

(1)
j xj+J

(2)
j xj+J

(3)
j xjxjX

1−xj
2

j ρX
1−xj

2
j

(18)
with couplings (using γj > 0 for simplicity)

J
(0)
j =

1

2
ln [γjpj(1− pj)] , J

(1)
j = −1

4
ln

pj
1− pj

− iπ

4
,

J
(3)
j =− 1

2
ln γj J

(2)
j = −1

4
ln

pj
1− pj

+
iπ

4
.

(19)

This enables us to write the total error as a sum over
error string configurations

E [ρ] =
∑

{xj ,xj}

e
∑

j(J
(0)
j +J

(1)
j xj+J

(2)
j xj+J

(3)
j xjxj)

× P({xj})ρP({xj}) (20)
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with the Pauli string P({xj}) =
∏

j X
(xj−1)/2
j . Using

the same notation, the error strings Xq
LCs = P({η(q,s)j })

and X q̄
LCs = P({η(q̄,s)j }) with the configuration of signs

{η(q,s)j } and {η(q̄,s)j }. The configurations of {η(q,s)j } and

{η(q̄,s)j } can only differ on sites with support of XL.

This implies that the coefficients in Ds[ρ0] [Eq. (3)]
can be expressed as

Zqq̄,s = ⟨0|Xq
LDs[ρ0]X

q̄
L|0⟩ (21)

=
∑

{xj ,xj}

e
∑

j(J
(0)
j +J

(1)
j xj+J

(2)
j xj+J

(3)
j xjxj) (22)

×⟨0|P({η(q,s)j })P({xj})|0⟩ ⟨0|P({xj})P({η(q̄,s)j })|0⟩ ,

where the matrix overlap is nonzero only when both Pauli
strings P({ηj})P({xj}) and P({η̄j})P({xj}) form closed
loops of Xj operators, i.e., when P({ηj})P({xj}) =∏

v(S
X
v )nv and P({η̄j})P({xj}) =

∏
v(S

X
v )n̄v , respec-

tively. Importantly, the configurations {nv} and {n̄v} do
not need to be the same. We describe the implications for
xj (xj is analog): Each sign xj equals ηj unless exactly one
neighboring stabilizer SX

v is part of the closed-loop con-
figuration. This restricts the sum over configurations of
xj to fewer terms, namely to configurations {nv} of closed
loops. Introducing classical Ising spins σv = (−1)nv , we

write xvv′ = η
(q,s)
vv σvσv′ , where v label the positions of

the SX
v stabilizers and vv′ the bond neighboring v and

v′. Writing the sum over configurations of closed loops
as a sum over Ising spins, the coefficients have the form
of a partition function

Zqq̄,s =
∑

{σv,σ̄v}

exp[Hs,qq̄({σv, σ̄v})] (23)

with

Hs,qq̄ =
∑
⟨v,v′⟩

(
J
(0)
vv′ + J

(1)
vv′η

(q,s)
vv′ σvσv′ + J

(2)
vv′ η̄

(q̄,s)
vv′ σ̄vσ̄v′

+J
(3)
vv′η

(q,s)
vv′ η̄

(q̄,s)
vv′ σvσv′ σ̄vσ̄v′

)
, (24)

where we labeled all couplings J (µ) (µ = {0, 1, 2, 3}) by
their neighboring v, and where ⟨v, v′⟩ denotes the sum
over nearest neighbors. Zqq̄,s is the partition function
of a random-bond Ising model with two interacting spin
species.

We recover previous results for both coherent and in-
coherent errors: For coherent errors (γj = 1), the inter-

action term J
(3)
vv′ = 0, which implies that the Ising spins

σv and σ̄v are decoupled. The partition function thus
factorizes into independent sums for each spin species

whose couplings J
(1)
vv′ = (J

(2)
vv′)∗ are related via complex

conjugation, i.e., Z(coh)
qq̄,s = Z̃(coh)

q,s [Z̃(coh)
q̄,s ]∗, recovering the

result for coherent errors [22].

For incoherent errors, the off-diagonal Z(inc)
01,s = 0, so

we take q = q̄. The classical effective Hamiltonian (24)

contains terms ∝ ln γvv′(1 − σvσv′ σ̄vσ̄v′), which implies
that spin configurations with σvσv′ σ̄vσ̄v′ = −1 come with
an infinite energy cost when γvv′ → 0. We can thus take
σv = σ̄v, which recovers the one-spin-species RBIM for
incoherent errors [17].

V. QUANTUM CIRCUIT

To evaluate the partition function [Eq. (23)], we can-
not resort to standards methods like Monte-Carlo sam-
pling due to the complex coefficients in the Hamilto-
nian (24). Instead, we express the partition function as

Zqq̄,s = ⟨ϕ0|M̂qq̄,s|ϕ0⟩ with the transfer matrix

M̂qq̄,s = V̂
(qq̄,s)
L Ĥ ′V̂

(qq̄,s)
L−1 . . . ĤV̂

(qq̄,s)
1 , (25)

where V̂
(qq̄,s)
l =

∏
m V̂

(qq̄,s)
l,m denote vertical slices of the

transfer matrix, with each V̂
(qq̄,s)
l,m corresponding to one

physical qubit at site j → (l,m). Because of the ge-
ometry of the lattice, we need to include intermediate

layers Ĥ =
∏(M−1)/2

m=1 (1 + τx2m)(1 + τ̄x2m) and Ĥ ′ =∏(M−1)/2
m=1 (1 + τx2m−1)(1 + τ̄x2m−1) between neighboring

V̂
(qq̄,s)
l and V̂

(qq̄,s)
l+1 slices, where the Pauli τµm and τ̄µm

(µ ∈ {0, x, y, z}) act on (M−1)-site transfer matrix states
|{σmσ̄m}⟩, i.e., in a 4M−1-dimensional Hilbert space.
When identifying all physical qubits as vertical bonds
of a 2D lattice that connect SX

v stabilizer, as denoted
in Fig. 1(a) by dashed lines, stabilizers on neighboring
slices of this new 2D lattice are either identical or un-
coupled, as shown in Fig. 1(b). In transfer matrix space,
identical spins are horizontally connected via the iden-
tity matrix (which gives δσσ′), while uncoupled spins are
projected, by (1 + τxm)(1 + τ̄xm), onto 2 |++⟩, which by√
2 |+⟩ = |0⟩+ |1⟩ sums over their configurations.
Apart from boundary terms, the transfer matrices on

bonds (l,m) equal

V̂
(qq̄,s)
l,m =eJ

(0)
l,m+J

(1)
l,mη

(q,s)
l,m τz

mτz
m+1+J

(2)
l,mη̄

(q̄,s)
l,m τ̄z

mτ̄z
m+1

× eJ
(3)
l,mη

(q,s)
l,m η̄

(q̄,s)
l,m τz

mτz
m+1τ̄

z
mτ̄z

m+1 (26)

and the boundary state is a product state

|ϕ0⟩ = 2M−1
M−1⊗
m=1

|++⟩m . (27)

We discuss the transfer matrix construction for a different
square lattice geometry in the Appendix A.

A. Spontaneous symmetry breaking and
entanglement in transfer matrix space

The phases of QEC mirror distinct phases of the quan-
tum circuit [23, 24, 27]. To explore the phases of the
quantum circuit in more detail, we use it to define an
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effective Hamiltonian Ĥq,s via the thermal density ma-

trix M̂qq,sM̂†
qq,s = exp(−LĤq,s) with inverse tempera-

ture L [22]. Since standard measures for QEC, e.g., the
logical error rate defined via the minimum infidelity in
Eq. (5), depend only on the diagonal elements M̂qq,s,

with identical bond configurations {η(q,s)l,m } and {η̄(q̄,s)l,m },
we focus on M̂qq,s for this discussion.

The effective Hamiltonian Ĥq,s has an approximate
Z2 × Z2 symmetry defined by the operators W =

∏
m τxm

and W̄ =
∏

m τ̄xm: W and W̄ commute with the interme-

diate layers Ĥ and Ĥ ′ and with all bulk V̂
(qq,s)
l,m , but not

with the gates V̂
(qq,s)
l,1 and V̂

(qq,s)
l,M at the top and bottom

boundaries [in terms of Fig. 1(b)].

Below the QEC threshold, Ĥq,s must be gapped [22–
24]. We now relate the gap to the ratio of P0,s = Z00,s

and P1,s = Z11,s: For small p → 0, the real part of J
(1)
j

and J
(2)
j tend to infinity, hence the effective Hamiltonian

is dominated by the ∝ τzmτ
z
m+1 (∝ τ̄zmτ̄

z
m+1) terms that

contribute to V̂
(qq,s)
l,m [Eq. 26]. The boundary operators

V̂
(qq,s)
l,1 and V̂

(qq,s)
l,M effectively introduce terms ∝ τzm and

∝ τ̄zm withm = 1,M to Ĥq,s, i.e., they generate a bound-
ary magnetic field [24]. Assuming that both boundary

magnetic fields have the same sign for Ĥ0,s (the roles of
Z00,s and Z11,s in the following are reversed when the
sign is opposite), the ground state for small p is thus
spin-polarized.

Introducing a logical XL effectively flips one of the
boundary magnetic fields by flipping the bonds alongXL,
e.g., by flipping the ηl,M and η̄l,M at the bottom for XL

shown in Fig. 1(a). Hence, the lowest-energy states of

Ĥ1,s must have one domain wall, and there must be ap-
proximatelyM states with similar energies due to theM
choices for the position of the domain wall [24]. The en-
ergy of such a domain wall state is larger than the energy
of the ground state of Ĥ0,s, roughly by 1/ξ, where 2/ξ is

the energy gap of Ĥ0,s. (Excited states of Ĥ0,s have two
domain walls.) The ratio of probabilities

P1,s

P0,s
=

Z11,s

Z00,s
∝M exp

(
− L

2ξ

)
(28)

thus decreases exponentially to zero, hence, the logical
error rate also decreases exponentially to zero.

The behavior of Ĥq,s above threshold is non-universal
and depends on the type of error. For incoherent errors,
Ĥq,s is gapped but disordered [17, 20, 23]. For coherent

errors, Ĥq,s is gapless [22], resulting in critical behavior
of the logical error rate [24]. In Sec. VII, we introduce
a phenomenological theory, motivated by the anyon de-
scription of Z00,0, that captures these properties.

B. Error string sampling

All quantities of interest, e.g., the logical error rate,
require a sum over all syndromes. Since the number
of possible syndromes scales exponentially with system
size, summing over all syndromes becomes unfeasible. In
practice we thus take averages

∑
s P (s)[. . . ] = ⟨. . . ⟩s over

syndromes by sampling s from the probability distribu-
tion P (s). For incoherent errors, we can easily sample
from P (s) by choosing error strings with ηj = −1 with
probability pj and ηj = 1 otherwise. However, for any
nonzero coherent contribution γj , nontrivial correlations
between different j start forming [11, 24]. Hence, we can-
not sample directly from P (s). Here we show how to sam-

ple distributions {η} based on the quantum circuit M̂,
which was previously described for coherent errors [24].
Since we are interested in probabilities of error strings,
we always set ηj = η̄j is the following discussion.
The algorithm samples configurations {η}. Each con-

figuration corresponds to an error string that equals, up
to stabilizer products, a string CsX

q
L with some s and q.

Thus, the {η} configurations span all combinations of s
and q and we can directly sample configurations {η} ac-
cording to their probabilities P ({η}) = Z00,s. Labeling

the many-body gates V̂
(qq,s)
l,m on vertical links by the site

j and sign ηj , V̂
(qq,s)
l,m → T̂

(ηj)
j , the quantum circuit

M̂ = T̂
(ηN )
N . . . T̂

(η1)
1 , (29)

with intermediate gates Ĥ and Ĥ ′ on every M th site.
The probability of one error string thus equals

P ({η}) = ⟨ϕ0|T̂ (ηN )
N . . . T̂ η1

1 |ϕ0⟩ . (30)

Now consider the scenario when all ηj<N are known
and only ηN needs to be determined. Then, we
can choose ηN according to its conditional probability
PN (ηN |ηN−1 . . . η1), which equals P ({η}) from Eq. (30)
divided by the marginal distribution

PN−1(ηN−1 . . . η1) =
∑
ηN

⟨ϕ0|T̂ (ηN )
N |ϕ{η}N−1⟩ = ⟨ωN |ϕ{η}N−1⟩

(31)
which is found by summing over the two options ηN =

±1, where ϕ
{η}
N−1 = T̂

(ηN−1)
N−1 . . . T̂

(η1)
1 |ϕ0⟩ is the initial

state evolved by the first N − 1 qubit gates and inter-
mediate gates Ĥ and Ĥ ′. The sum over both ηN =

±1 defines the state |ωN ⟩ =
∑

ηN
[T̂

(ηN )
N ]† |ϕ0⟩. The

conditional probability PN−1(ηN−1|ηN−2 . . . η1) equals
the marginal probability of the first N − 1 qubits
[Eq. (31)] divided by the marginal probability of the
first N − 2 qubit gates; generally Pj(ηj |ηj−1 . . . η1) =
Pj(ηj . . . η1)/Pj−1(ηj−1 . . . η1) for all j.
The expression for the jth marginal probability con-

tains the state (when j > N −M)

|ωj+1⟩ =
∑

ηj+1...ηN

[T̂
(ηj+1)
j+1 ]† . . . [T̂

(ηN )
N ]† |ϕ0⟩ . (32)
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We now express |ωj⟩ analytically. Starting with |ϕ0⟩ from
Eq. (27), we first compute |ωN ⟩. Choosing T̂

(ηN )
N such

that it acts on the qubit at coordinates L,M , taking the

sum of both T̂
(±1)
N effectively changes the (M − 1)th site

in the transfer matrix state from 2 |++⟩M−1 to (|00⟩ +
|11⟩)M−1, which implies

|ωN ⟩ = 2M−2 |++⟩1 ⊗ |++⟩2 . . . (|00⟩+ |11⟩)M−1. (33)

Next, T̂
(ηN−1)
N−1 at (L,M − 1) effectively changes

2 |++⟩M−2 → (|00⟩ + |11⟩)M−2. This pattern continues
until

|ωN−M+2⟩ =
M−1⊗
m=1

(|00⟩+ |11⟩)m. (34)

To continue to the next site j = N − M , we (after

summing over the gates T̂
(ηN−M+1)
N−M+1 that do not change

|ωN−M+2⟩) need to apply the layer Ĥ ′; cf. Fig 1(b). The

layer Ĥ ′ effectively resets half of the gates to |++⟩, such
that

|ωN−M+1⟩ = 2
M−1

2

M−1
2⊗

m=1

(|00⟩+ |11⟩)2m−1 ⊗ |++⟩2m ,

(35)
where even sites are subsequently again changed

2 |++⟩2m → (|00⟩ + |11⟩)2m when T
(ηj)
j acts on them.

Similarly, the layer Ĥ effectively resets the other half of
the gates to |++⟩, such that

|ωN−2M+1⟩ = 2
M−1

2

M−1
2⊗

m=1

|++⟩2m−1 ⊗ (|00⟩+ |11⟩)2m.

(36)
Thanks to its area-law entanglement entropy away

from the threshold, we can efficiently represent the

evolved state |ϕ{η}j ⟩ as a matrix-product state [61, 62].

Using the truncated MPS and the product-state |ωj+1⟩,
we loop through the system and each site j compute the

marginal probabilities Pj(ηj . . . η1) = ⟨ωj+1|ϕ{η}j ⟩, and
sample ηj using a suitable coin toss.

VI. NUMERICAL THRESHOLD ESTIMATES

We now map out the phase diagram [Fig. 1(c) and (d)]
and compute error thresholds. To this end, we numeri-
cally simulate the quantum circuit described in Sec. V us-
ing MPS [61, 62]. We compute averages over syndromes
by drawing syndromes s from the distribution P (s) using
the algorithm from Sec. VB, which enables us to com-
pute the logical error rate, quantum relative entropy, and
coherent information. We use the syndromes s to addi-
tionally compute the minimum weight perfect matching
(MWPM) threshold [89, 90]. For all results, we use the

same uniform pj → p and γj → γ and take a square
geometry with code distance d = L =M .

The phase diagram is based on the data shown in
Fig. 2. For five different values γ, we show the logical
error rate, the MWPM error rate, quantum relative en-
tropy, and coherent information as a function of p for
different code distances d.

Fig. 2(a)–(e) shows the logical error rate PL as
a function of p. For p < pth, i.e., below a
maximum-likelihood threshold, PL decreases exponen-
tially with code distance L, and above pth, it in-
creases with L to to PL → 1/2. We estimate pth =
{0.109(1), 0.109(1), 0.108(2), 0.119(2), 0.127(3)} for γ =
{0.05, 0.5, 0.95, 0.99, 0.995}, respectively.
Fig. 2(f)–(j) shows the MWPM error rate as a

function of p, which we computed using PyMatch-
ing [89, 90]. For each syndrome s sampled accord-
ing to P (s), PyMatching chooses a correction opera-

tion equivalent for the error string CsX
q(MWPM)

(with
q(MWPM) ∈ {0, 1}), whose probability is P (MWPM)(s) =
Zq(MWPM),q(MWPM),s. The MWPM error rate is aver-

aged over the syndromes and given by P
(MWPM)
L =

⟨1 − P (MWPM)(s)/P (s)⟩s. For p < p
(MWPM)
th , it de-

creases exponentially to zero with code distance; for

p > p
(MWPM)
th , it increases up to P

(MWPM)
L → 1/2.

From the data in Fig. 2(f)–(j), we estimate p
(MWPM)
th =

{0.102(3), 0.102(3), 0.088(3), 0.087(3), 0.086(3)} for γ =
{0.05, 0.5, 0.95, 0.99, 0.995}, respectively. Unlike pth, we

find that p
(MWPM)
th decreases upon increasing γ towards

the coherent limit.

Fig. 2 also shows the quantum relative entropy
Srel(ρ

′
0 ∥ ρ′′0) [panels (k)–(o)] and coherent information

IC [panels (p)–(t)]. For all simulations we used the lay-
out in Fig. 1(a), hence Re[Z01,s] = 0. For small γ ≲ 0.95,
both Srel(ρ

′
0 ∥ ρ′′0) and IC signal the transition from the

QEC regime to a noncorrecting phase well, even for small
code distances. Similar behavior for IC was observed in
Ref. 50 for fully incoherent errors. For γ ≳ 0.95 close to
the coherent limit, however, both measures become less
reliable for small code distance: For p below threshold,
IC decreases for small d with code distance before it in-
creases again [cf. Fig. 3(a)], thus displaying the expected
subthreshold increase only for sufficiently large d.

The behavior of IC can be explained by considering

|γ(s)L | = |Z10,s|/
√
Z00,sZ11,s, the measure, from Secs. II

and III, of logical channel coherence. As shown in

Fig. 3(b), ⟨|γ(s)L |⟩s decreases exponentially to zero with
d, which holds for all γ < 1 that we considered. The
logical noise thus becomes increasingly incoherent with
d. Hence, the coherent information of this channel tends
towards the incoherent limit, where it becomes able to
signal the QEC threshold. In general, the coherent in-
formation can thus be used to distinguish the phases of
QEC only for sufficiently large code distances, and only
if the error channel has some incoherent component.

To visualize the impact of noise coherence, in Fig. 4
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FIG. 2. (a)–(e) Logical error rate, (f)–(j) MWPM error rate, (k)–(o) quantum relative entropy, and (p)–(t) coherent information
as a function of p for fixed γ, which increases from left to right. The colors denote different system sizes. Results are averaged
over 1000 to 10000 syndromes, and the error bars show the standard error of the mean. The black dashed line shows the
approximate maximum likelihood threshold, the red dotted line the MWPM threshold, and the gray dashed line in panels
(p)–(t) the perfect-recoverability limit IC = ln 2 as a guide for the eyes.

FIG. 3. (a) Coherent information as a function of code
distance d for p = 0.1, γ = 0.995 (olive markers) and
p = 0.105, γ = 0.99 (black markers). (b) Logical error co-

herence ⟨|γ(s)
L |⟩s = ⟨|Z10,s|/

√
Z00,sZ11,s⟩s as a function of

code distance for the same p and γ. (For coherent errors,

|γ(s)
L | = 1.) Data are averaged over 1000 to 10000 syndromes

and the error bars show the standard error of the mean.

we show the logical error rate and coherent information
as a function of γ for three fixed p: p = 0.07 (below pth),
p = 0.12 (around pth) and p = 0.2 (above pth). We plot
both quantities as a function of − log(1− γ) to highlight
features visible for large values of γ close to the coherent

limit. The logical error rate starts with a slow increase
with γ before reaching a maximum around γ ≈ 0.9, fol-
lowed by a decrease. At p = 0.12, a transition from
a non-correcting regime to a QEC regime occurs above
γth ≳ 0.99. This transition is well-captured by the logical
error rate, however, for the system sizes we can simulate
numerically, it is not captured by the coherent informa-
tion, which continues to decrease with system size. At
p = 0.2 and γ = 0.998, the behavior of the logical error
is inconclusive. More disorder realizations are necessary
to resolve the behavior close to the coherent limit. For
all p, the coherent information slowly decreases with γ
before reaches a minimum around γ ≈ 0.9, and then
increases towards ln 2. This is consistent with the ob-
servation that the coherent information for even-weight
stabilizers and odd-weight logicals always goes to log 2
in the coherent limit, and thus cannot distinguish the
quasi-long-range ordered [24] above-threshold behavior
from the error-correcting subthreshold regime.

In Fig. 5, we show the half-system entanglement en-

tropy S of the final state |ϕ{η}N ⟩ of the circuit, and its
sample standard deviation σS as a function of p. Both
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FIG. 4. (a)–(c) Logical error rate and (d)–(f) coherent information as a function of − log(1 − γ) for fixed p, which increases
from left to right. Note that we have used an unusual scaling of the x-axis with γ to highlight features visible for large γ close
to the coherent limit γ = 1. (γ itself is shown on the second x axis on top of the panel.) The colors denote different system
sizes. Results are averaged over 1000 to 10000 syndromes, and the error bars show the standard error of the mean. The gray
dashed line in panels (d)–(f) shows ln 2 as a guide for the eyes.

FIG. 5. (a)–(e) Entanglement entropy and (f)–(j) sample standard deviation of half-system entanglement entropy of the
quantum circuit. The colors denote different system sizes, and the black dashed line the maximum likelihood threshold.
Results are averaged over 1000 to 10000 syndromes, and the error bars show the standard error of the mean.

phases of QEC above and below threshold are charac-
terized by an area law. At the transition, σS exhibits a
maximum that becomes sharper with increasing system
size. Due to the geometry we chose, in particular due
to the intermediate transfer matrix layers Ĥ and Ĥ ′, the
entanglement entropy for a bipartition of the final state

|ϕ{η}N ⟩ is not a smooth function of the position of the bi-

partition —since the gates Ĥ and Ĥ ′ in the penultimate
layer project half of the sites onto |++⟩ and thereby re-
duce the entanglement. We suspect the large error bars
of σS in Fig. 5(h)-(j) are related to the sensitivity of the

entanglement entropy on the position of the bipartition.

One important feature of the resulting phase diagram
is the absence of an extended phase with logarithmic en-
tanglement: From our numerics, we cannot find indica-
tions of an such a critical regime away from γ = 1, i.e.,
fully coherent errors, where such a phase was previously
observed [22–24]. Such a critical phase displays logical
error rate decaying as a power-law with code distance to
a nonzero value [22], and by an approximately logarith-
mically increasing entanglement entropy [23, 24]. Our
numerics thus suggests that this extended critical above-
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threshold phase is special to coherent errors.

VII. FIELD THEORY PHENOMENOLOGY

We now discuss a phenomenological model for the
structure of the phase diagram in Fig. 1 and the fea-
tures discussed in the previous section. Our approach is
motivated by Ref. 48, but uses a slightly different con-
struction afforded by having only X errors.

We use the fidelity F (ρ0, E [ρ0]) = Z00,0 to motivate
our model, however our goal is not to capture the precise
behavior of Z00,0, but to deduce structural ingredients
using which to describe the phenomenology of the typical
Zqq̄,s. In particular, the typical Z00,s will be qualitatively
the same as Z00,0 deep in the QEC phase.

Using |0L⟩ = 2Nv/2
∏

v Πv |0⊗N ⟩, where Πv = (1 +
SX
v )/2 and Nv is the number of SX

v operators,

Z00,0 = 2NvZF , ZF = ⟨0⊗N | E [ρ0] |0⊗N ⟩ . (37)

Deep in the error-correcting phase ZF is near maximal,
while it is suppressed in a non-correcting phase.

Using the mapping ⟨ψ|A → AT |ψ∗⟩ for any operator
A, we vectorize the density matrix on a space with ket
and bra sectors [91–93], and the action of E becomes

Ê =
∏
j

exp
[
κ0 + κ1Xj + κ2X̄j + κ3XjX̄j

]
, (38)

where Xj and X̄j act in ket and bra sectors, respectively,

κ0 = −κ3 =
1

4
log
[
1− 4(1− γ2)p(1− p)

]
, (39)

κ1 = −κ2 =
i

2
arctan

(
2γ
√
p(1− p)

1− 2p

)
. (40)

Note that κ3 > 0 and κ1 = −κ2 are imaginary. With
vectorization we have

ZF = ⟨⟨0⊗N | Ê |0L⟩⟩ , (41)

where |ψ⟩⟩ = |ψ⟩ ⊗ |ψ∗⟩, with |ψ⟩ ∈ {|0L⟩ , |0⊗N ⟩}, is the
product of bra and ket factors.

The state |0L⟩⟩ is two copies of the surface code and

Ê |0L⟩⟩ is the “errorfield double” [48]. In terms of surface-
code anyons e andm, at flipped SX

v and SZ
p , respectively,

Xj creates a pair of m and X̄j a pair of m̄ in the first
and second copy, respectively. The state |0N ⟩⟩ is invariant
under e pair (and ē pair) creation by Zj (and Z̄j) hence
condenses e and ē and confines m and m̄ [94–97].
One can view |0L⟩⟩ as arising from imaginary time

evolution with a surface code Hamiltonian followed by
Ê in the final time-slice, or this time-slice as a spatial
boundary by turning a spatial direction into imaginary
time [48, 98]. As the nontrivial physics is at this bound-
ary, we get a (1+1)D theory. To qualitatively describe
ZF , this theory should confine e and ē in the QEC phase

and see errors competing with this by creating m (and
m̄) anyon pairs. Under a holographic SymTFT corre-
spondence [69–79], this boundary physics is a quantum
Ising model, matching the Ising nature of our (1+1)D
quantum circuits in Sec. V and App. A.
The boundary admits a description as a compact boson

field theory [99–102] in terms of slowly varying fields ϕe
and ϕm in the ket sector and ϕ̄e,m in the bra sector. As
operators, bra and ket fields commute and

[ϕm(x), ϕe(y)] = iπΘ(x− y), (42)

[ϕ̄m(x), ϕ̄e(y)] = −iπΘ(x− y), (43)

where Θ is the Heaviside function with Θ(0) = 1/2. By
the hermiticity of the density matrix, ket and bra sectors
form conjugate topological orders [48] and the system has
an antiunitary ZH

2 swap symmetry [92] exchanging ϕj ↔
ϕ̄j , underlying the sign difference in Eqs. (42) and (43).
The field ψe(x) = exp[ϕe(x))] creates an e and ψm(x) =
exp[iϕm(x)] an m anyon at position x; the creation of ē
and m̄ works similarly via the ϕ̄j fields.

A. Coherent error limit

We start with fully coherent errors where ϕj and ϕ̄j de-
couple; we focus on the ϕj sector. As local processes can
create e and m anyons each in pairs, a generic boundary
Hamiltonian H =

∫
dxh(x) has structure [99–102]

h =
1

2π

∑
α,β∈{e,m}

Vαβ(∂xϕα)(∂xϕβ)+

+
∑

ne,nm∈Z

Cne,nm
ψ2ne
e ψ2nm

m , (44)

with real positive definite Vαβ in the kinetic energy term.
By κ1,2 being imaginary, we allow non-Hermitian Cne,nm

terms, hence we omit the Hermitian conjugate. We next
constrain h through the structure and symmetries of Ê
and the requirement of an e-condensing QEC phase.
To implement e condensation, the Cne,nm

terms in-
clude cos [2(kex+ ϕe)] with a real coefficient ∆ and mo-
mentum ke. To ensure this survives the integration in
H =

∫
dxh we take 2kea = 0 (mod 2π, with a the lat-

tice spacing). The e phase operator ϕe taking a definite
value in the condensate suggests e current ∼ ∂xϕe and
the (k = 0 part of the) e density to be ∼ ∂xϕm. This
suggests (∂xϕe)(x) → −(∂xϕe)(−x) and (∂xϕm)(x) →
(∂xϕm)(−x) under spatial reflections; this can also be
motivated by bosonizing (the Jordan-Wigner transform
of) an Ising chain (with φ = 2ϕm, θ = 2ϕe the standard
bosonization fields [103]). By reflection symmetry, odd
powers of ∂xϕe are absent from h. In particular Vem = 0.
Of the other Cne,nm terms, we focus on two-anyon

processes; higher-orders are expected to be less relevant
in the renormalization group (RG). This leaves the m
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terms to consider. From the κ1 term, the m-anyons en-
ter through a Hermitian term times the imaginary unit,

hm = iµ∂xϕm + iµ′ cos [2(kmx+ ϕm)] , (45)

with the first term from ψ†
mψm and the second from

ψ†2
m + ψ2

m and where µ, µ′ are real. Symmetries do not
constrain km and the logarithmic entanglement phase
will require the cosine to be inoperative; since generically
µ′ ̸= 0 we set 2kma ̸= 0 mod 2π. (The Ising bosonization
motivation sees hm arising from the expansion of the e
density and gives 2kma = π.) We therefore drop the µ′

term (but comment on its effect later). Hence

h =
v

2π

[
g(∂xϕe)

2 + g−1(∂xϕm)2
]
+∆cos(2ϕe)+iµ∂xϕm,

(46)
where vg = Vee, v/g = Vmm, with Luttinger parameter g
and velocity v. The bra sector has identical Hamiltonian
h̄ (with fields ϕ̄j), except for µ → −µ from κ2 = −κ1
and also by ZH

2 symmetry.
To make contact with the free fermions of the coherent-

error RBIM, we set g = 1 and fermionize h to show that
evolution with exp(−H) leads to an area-law in the e-
confining phase (∆ ≫ |µ|) and logarithmic entanglement
for |µ| ≫ ∆. We reverse the bosonization identities [103]
for φ = 2ϕm and θ = 2ϕe to introduce left and right
moving fermions χ+, χ−, respectively. In terms of χ± =

(χ±, χ
†
∓) we have, up to a constant,

h =
1

2

∑
p∈±

χ†
pH

(p)
BdGχp, H

(±)
BdG = (±iv∂x + iµ)Σ3 ±∆Σ1,

(47)

where Σj are the Pauli matrices in Nambu space and we
absorbed the short distance cutoff a in ∆. The spectrum

of H(±)
BdG is ±ε(k) = ±

√
(±vk + iµ)2 +∆2. For small

k, this is ε(k) ≈
√
∆2 − µ2 ± ivkµ/

√
∆2 − µ2, hence

Re ε(k) is gapped for ∆2 > µ2 but Re ε(k) ∝ vk for
µ2 < ∆2. For ∆2 > µ2, the exp(−H) evolution leads
to a state akin to the ground state of a gapped system,
suggesting an area law. For µ2 > ∆2, the system evolves
to a state akin to a CFT ground state suggesting log-
arithmic entanglement. This behavior is confirmed by
recognizing χ± as Jordan-Wigner fermions of a quantum
Ising chain in an imaginary transverse field; this yields a
system similar to Eq. (46) upon bosonization. This Ising
chain has the aforementioned spectral and entanglement
features [104–106]. [From the µ′ term with km = 0, HBdG

would include iµ′(χ†
+χ− + h.c.), replacing Re ε(k) ∝ vk

with a ∼
√

(vk)2 − µ′2 contribution.]

The CFT becomes concrete for µ2 ≫ ∆2; here H(±)
BdG is

dominated by the Σ3 term and its eigenvectors approach
(1, 0)T and (0, 1)T as |µ| → ∞. Hence exp(−H) evolves
to the same state as for µ = ∆ = 0, the free-fermion (or
in terms of ϕe,m the free boson) CFT ground state. The
main difference is that the pairing term ∆χ+χ− now does
not connect degenerate states for k = 0 (as it would in

the Hermitian case, hence opening a gap) but states that
differ in energy by 2iµ. Hence ∆χ+χ− is a “high-energy”
process that can enter the long-distance theory only in
second order in perturbation theory.

B. Effect of incoherent noise

Armed with the picture for the coherent case, we can
now turn to κ3 ̸= 0. The direct consequence is the ap-
pearance of correlated m-pair–m̄-pair processes,∑

nm∈Z

Cnm
ψ2nm
m ψ̄2nm

m + C ′
nm
ψ2nm
m ψ̄−2nm

m + h.c. (48)

We require the terms to be Hermitian because κ3 is real.
In terms of ϕj and ϕ̄j , focusing on nm ≤ 1, we get

λ0(∂xϕm)(∂xϕ̄m)+λ1 cos[2(ϕm+ϕ̄m)]+λ2 cos[2(ϕm−ϕ̄m)].
(49)

By the ZH
2 symmetry, ϕm and ϕ̄m in the cosines are

attached the same momentum km, that in Eq. (45);
this cancels in the λ2 term and we took the Ising value
kma = π/2 in the [later RG-irrelevant, Eq. (54)] λ1 term.
An indirect consequence is that the coupling between

bra and ket sectors allows correlated e terms to appear
in perturbation theory. To second order in ∆/µ we get

λ3 cos[2(ϕe + ϕ̄e)] + λ4 cos[2(ϕe − ϕ̄e)], (50)

where we allowed for λ3 ̸= λ4 anticipating the different
RG flow of the two couplings.
We now make contact with spinful Luttinger liquid

physics and introduce φ↑ = 2ϕm, θ↑ = 2ϕe, φ↓ = 2ϕ̄m,
θ↓ = −2ϕ̄e, with the standard commutation relation

[φσ(x), θσ(y)] = 4πiΘ(x− y), σ ∈ {↑, ↓}. (51)

Introducing charge and spin fields Ac = (A↑ + A↓)/
√
2,

As = (A↑ − A↓)/
√
2, for A ∈ {φ, θ}, the problem decou-

ples, H =
∫
dx (hc + hs) with

hs =
us
8π

[
gs(∂xθs)

2 + g−1
s (∂xφs)

2
]
+ iµ∂xφs/

√
2+

+ λ2 cos(
√
2φs) + λ3 cos(

√
2θs), (52)

and

hc =
uc
8π

[
gc(∂xθc)

2 + g−1
c (∂xφc)

2
]
+

+ λ1 cos(
√
2φc) + λ4 cos(

√
2θc), (53)

where, assuming g = 1 for κ3 = 0, we have ucgc = usgs =
v with gc = (1 + rλ0)

−1/2 and gs = (1 − rλ0)
−1/2, with

r > 0 constant. Eqs. (52) and (53) are reminiscent of
the Hubbard model in an imaginary magnetic field µ
and both backscattering and pairing terms in each of the
charge and spin sectors. Since κ3 > 0, the correspond-
ing coupling in exp(−H) is negative, hence λ0 < 0 and
gc > 1, gs < 1, giving an attractive Hubbard model.
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Under RG, to first order in the couplings, the cosines
flow via dλ/dℓ = (2 −∆λ)λ with the scale parameter ℓ.
The scaling dimensions of the cosines are

∆λ1
= 2gc, ∆λ2

= 2gs, ∆λ3
=

2

gs
, ∆λ4

=
2

gc
. (54)

Hence, λ1 and λ3 are irrelevant, while λ2 and λ4 are
relevant under RG. As the charge sector has a Hermitian
Hamiltonian, this has the standard interpretation of a
gap opening in that sector. In the spin sector we must
be more careful because of the large µ term. To this
end, we inspect terms, first by fermionizing at gs = 1. In
terms of spin-sector fermions χs+, χs−, the λ2 term has

χ†
s−χ

†
s−χs+χs+ umklapp terms, while the λ3 term has

χs−χs−χs+χs+ correlated pairing. As the latter connects
states differing in energy by 4iµ, it is not a low-energy
process, consistently with its RG irrelevance. [A high-
energy process from cos(2ϕe) cos(2ϕ̄e) behind Eq. (50) is
expected since each of the cos(2ϕe) and cos(2ϕ̄e) are sums
of high-energy processes with opposite energies.] The λ2
term connects degenerate states. To substantiate this
opening a gap, we set λ3 = 0 and refermionize at gs =
1/2 [103, 107]: φ̃ =

√
2φs and θ̃ = θs/

√
2 obey Eq. (51),

and hs becomes Eq. (46) with g = 1, v = us, but with an
iµ′ term with iµ′ → λ2. This maps to spinless fermions
in an imaginary chemical potential iµ and backscattering
λ2, hence the spectrum is ε(k) =

√
(vk)2 + λ22 + iµ with

gap λ2 in the real part.
The field theory thus shows that the logarithmic entan-

glement for purely coherent errors is fragile; it gives way
to an area law (from the gapped phase) upon introducing
incoherent noise even as perturbation. This is consistent
with our numerical observation of the incoherent parts of
the error being dominant. This is also suggestive of the
phase boundary approaching, as in Fig. 1(d), the inco-
herent p value upon increasing incoherent noise, but we
leave analyzing this in our field theory to future work.

As the field theory also captures, through e (and ē)
condensation, the correct behavior in the QEC phase, it
provides a qualitative description of the phase diagram
in Fig. 1. This is further supported by the behavior of
the correlation functions phenomenologically correspond-
ing to the typical Z11,s/Z00,s; the insertion of the q = q̄
logical operator XLX̄L corresponds to a correlation func-
tion with exp[i(ϕm(x) ± ϕ̄m(x))] inserting an m-m̄ pair
at time 0 which is then removed at time L. By creat-
ing kinks of energy ∼ ∆ in the ϕe and ϕ̄e fields, this
decays exponentially with L in the QEC phase; by the
emergent CFT it decays as a power law in the coherent
non-correcting phase, and, by φs being locked at a cosine
minimum and commuting with θc it has a non-decaying
part in the incoherent non-correcting phase.

The theory also captures the phenomenol-
ogy of the typical logical subspace coherence

γ
(s)
L = (Z10,s/Z00,s)/

√
Z11,s/Z00,s which corresponds to

the ratio of two correlation functions: one with a XL

and the square root of one with a XLX̄L insertion. In
the purely coherent limit, this correlator ratio equals

one due to the decoupling of ket and bra sectors. In
the non-correcting phase with incoherent noise, the
correlator for

√
Z11,s/Z00,s is non-decaying as noted

above, but Z10,s/Z00,s corresponds to an exp(±iϕm)
correlator featuring a kink in the gapping λ4 term,
leading to an exponential decay. In the QEC phase with
incoherent noise, the λ4 term persists (it is compatible
with e and ē condensation) and gives additional energy
penalty to a kink only in the ket sector, corresponding
to Z10,s/Z00,s, compared with half of the energy of
the correlated kink-pair from φs, corresponding to√
Z11,s/Z00,s. Hence also in this phase we get an

exponential decay, capturing the phenomenology of the

typical γ
(s)
L shown in Fig. 3(b).

VIII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have developed a statistical mechanics mapping for
the surface code under the most general single-qubit X
error channel. We expressed error probabilities as parti-
tion functions of classical interacting random-bond Ising
models (RBIM) with complex couplings. We also showed
that the ensemble of error-corrupted states, Eq. (8), that
arises after syndrome measurements can be expressed
using RBIM partition functions. Using this representa-
tion, we computed information-theoretic quantities of the
mixed state to characterize its topological order.
We demonstrated that a coherent contribution to an

incoherent error channel does not significantly affect the
logical error rate or the maximum-likelihood threshold
until it is close to the fully coherent limit, cf. Fig. 2. We

also found that the coherence γ
(s)
L of the logical noise

decreases with code distance for any nonzero incoherent
noise component (Fig. 3). The logical error rate as a func-
tion of γ [characterizing the coherent noise component
in Eq. (1)] initially slightly increases before it decreases
again close to the coherent limit, cf. Fig. 4. This decreas-
ing logical error rate results in an increased maximum-
likelihood threshold close to the coherent limit.
We have also developed a phenomenological errorfield

double field theory that can account for some of these
qualitative features, including the behavior of the log-

ical error rate and the suppression of γ
(s)
L . This field

theory gives analytical support to the observed fragility
of the quasi-long-range ordered above-threshold behavior
for fully coherent errors by showing that the incoherent
noise component enters as a relevant perturbation to the
critical above-threshold regime of the coherent case.
The statistical-mechanics mapping developed here

gives access to the full ensemble of post-measurement
states. This facilitates the computation of information-
theoretic quantities that are nonlinear in the density ma-
trix, namely the coherent information and quantum rel-
ative entropy. We could show that the coherent infor-
mation of this ensemble subject to fully coherent errors
always goes to ln 2 in geometries where stabilizers have
even weight and logicals have odd weight; this conclusion



13

also holds for generic SU(2) single-qubit coherent errors.
For generic X errors close to the coherent limit, both
coherent information and quantum relative entropy suf-

fer from finite size effects; this can be explained by γ
(s)
L

requiring large codes to become sufficiently suppressed.
A key ingredient for these results is our syndrome

sampling algorithm. This is based on evaluating the
quantum circuit (i.e., transfer matrix) evolution using
matrix-product states, hence it samples syndromes ac-
cording to their approximate probability. This algorithm
can be used with any decoder as we illustrated by com-
puting thresholds for minimum weight perfect match-
ing. This threshold—unlike the maximum-likelihood-
threshold—decreases with increasing coherence γ.
Our work forms the basis for statistical-mechanics

mappings and transfer matrix calculations of generic
single-qubit error channels, as we sketch in the Ap-
pendix B. We expect that the large parameter space
of such generic channels can be explored using similar
techniques to those in this work since we expect the
below-threshold regime to be generally characterized by
an area-law entanglement entropy, and hence to be effi-
ciently simulable using matrix product states.

Studying the impact of generic single-qubit error chan-
nels is not only relevant for a quantum memory, but
also for state preparation [87, 108] and teleportation [83],
and decoder-encoder problems [109]. We expect that our
work can be extended to these interesting areas.

Note added. During the completion of this
manuscript, we became aware of a related indepen-
dent work on sampling and maximum likelihood
decoding in the surface code under local noise [110].
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Appendix A: Quantum circuit in different geometry

In the main text, we chose a geometry with qubits on
vertices of lattice, a “rotated” surface code [80, 81]. Here
we show for completeness the construction of the quan-
tum circuit for another geometry of surface code with
“rough” and “smooth” boundaries [53].

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. (a) Surface code (L = M = 4) with rough and
smooth boundaries on a square lattice, with physical qubits
(black discs) on its links, SX

v stabilizers on its vertices (open
discs), and SZ

p on its faces (gray discs). The logical XL and
ZL are denoted by red and blue dashed lines, respectively. (b)

The quantum circuit consists of V̂
(qq̄,s)
l,m gates on vertical links

and Ĥ
(q,s)
l,m on horizontal links.

In this geometry, qubits are located on the links of the
lattice, and the SX

v and SZ
p stabilizers on the vertices and

plaquettes of the lattice, respectively; cf. Fig. 6(a). The
mapping to a complex RBIM Ising model is analog to the
main text, but now Ising spins σv, σ̄v are located on the
vertices of the lattice. To construct the quantum circuit,
we distinguish horizontal and vertical couplings between
these spins, analogous to the transfer matrix construction
for the noninteracting RBIM with spins on vertices of a
2D square lattice [60]; cf. Fig. 6(b).

The V̂l,m matrices on the vertical bonds have the same
form as given in Eq. (26). The matrices on the horizontal

bonds factorize for the lth layer as Ĥl =
∏

m Ĥl,m with
the matrices

Ĥ
(qq̄,s)
l,m = exp

(
κ
(0)
l,m + κ

(1)
l,mτ

x
m + κ

(2)
l,mτ̄

x
m + κ

(3)
l,mτ

x
mτ̄

x
m

)
.

(A1)
The couplings are given by

κ
(0)
l,m =

1

4
ln
[
1− 4p(1− p)

(
1− γ2

)]
+
iπ

4
(η

(h)
l,m − η̄

(h)
l,m),

κ
(1)
l,m =

i

2
arctan

(
2γ
√
p(1− p)

1− 2p

)
+
iπ

4
(1− η

(h)
l,m),

κ
(2)
l,m =− i

2
arctan

(
2γ
√
p(1− p)

1− 2p

)
− iπ

4
(1− η̄

(h)
l,m),

κ
(3)
l,m =− 1

4
ln
[
1− 4p(1− p)

(
1− γ2

)]
, (A2)

where we introduced the superscript h to indicate hori-
zontal bonds.

https://www.csd3.cam.ac.uk
https://www.dirac.ac.uk
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Appendix B: Generic error channel

The construction we introduced in this work can be
extended to a more generic local error channel

E(f)
j [ρ] =

∑
µν

εµνO
µ
j ρO

ν
j (B1)

=
∑
xj ,xj
zj ,̄zj

eh({xj ,zj ,x̄j ,̄zj})X
1−xj

2
j Z

1−zj
2

j ρZ
1−z̄j

2
j X

1−xj
2

j

involving all on-site Pauli operators Oµ
j = (1j , Xj , Yj , Zj)

for µ = {0, 1, 2, 3}. In this expansion, we express the 16

parameters [111] εµν as

h =J
(0)
j + J

(x)
j xj + J

(y)
j xjzj + J

(z)
j zj + J

(x̄)
j x̄j + J

(ȳ)
j x̄j z̄j

+ J
(z̄)
j z̄j + J

(xx̄)
j xj x̄j + J

(yȳ)
j xjzj x̄j z̄j + J

(zz̄)
j zj z̄j

+ J
(xȳ)
j xj x̄j z̄j + J

(yx̄)
j xjzj x̄j + J

(yz̄)
j xjzj z̄j

+ J
(zȳ)
j zj x̄j z̄j + J

(zx̄)
j zj x̄j + J

(xz̄)
j xj z̄j . (B2)

Analogous to the error channel discussed in the main

text, the total error channel E(f) =
⊗

j E
(f)
j projected

onto a stabilizer measurement can be expressed using

complex coefficients Z(f)
µν,s that equal partition functions

of interacting Ising models. The Ising model will host
two spin species on both direct and dual lattice. Interac-
tion terms couple both spin species within each lattice,
and direct and dual lattice via four-spin, eight-spin, and
sixteen-spin interaction terms.
Since the error-correcting phase must be characterized

by an area law in the transfer matrix space [22, 23], we
expect that efficient simulations using matrix product
states are possible. We also expect that the sampling
of error strings is possible using a variant of the algo-
rithm discussed in Sec. VB. This algorithm relies on an
analytical expression of the state |ωj⟩ [Eq. (32)]. If the

sum over all four [24] configurations of [T̂
(ηj)
j ]† |ωj+1⟩ can

be expressed as a product state, the other steps of the
algorithm follow through. We leave investigating this
possibility to future works.
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