arXiv:2501.04679v1 [quant-ph] 8 Jan 2025

Exploring nontrivial topology at quantum criticality in a superconducting processor
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The discovery of nontrivial topology in quantum critical states has introduced a new paradigm for classifying
quantum phase transitions and challenges the conventional belief that topological phases are typically associated
with a bulk energy gap. However, realizing and characterizing such topologically nontrivial quantum critical
states with large particle numbers remains an outstanding experimental challenge in statistical and condensed
matter physics. Programmable quantum processors can directly prepare and manipulate exotic quantum many-
body states, offering a powerful path for exploring the physics behind these states. Here, we present an
experimental exploration of the critical cluster Ising model by preparing its low-lying critical states on a
superconducting processor with up to 100 qubits. We develop an efficient method to probe the boundary
g-function based on prepared low-energy states, which allows us to uniquely identify the nontrivial topology
of the critical systems under study. Furthermore, by adapting the entanglement Hamiltonian tomography
technique, we recognize two-fold topological degeneracy in the entanglement spectrum under periodic boundary
condition, experimentally verifying the universal bulk-boundary correspondence in topological critical systems.
Our results demonstrate the low-lying critical states as useful quantum resources for investigating the interplay

between topology and quantum criticality.

I. INTRODUCTION

Throngs of simple interacting elements can self-organize to
exhibit rich emergent phenomena. In quantum many-body sys-
tems, this principle of emergence explains various exotic prop-
erties of quantum matter ranging from superconductivity and
magnetism to topological states, which are essential for mod-
ern quantum devices and technologies. For decades, tremen-
dous efforts have been devoted to recognizing these intrinsic or-
ders of quantum matter, with the understanding advanced from
the traditional Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson symmetry-breaking
paradigm to topological phases which are rooted in many-body
entanglement [1-4]. Typically, topological phases are associ-
ated with a bulk energy gap, and it has long been believed that
nontrivial topological properties are destroyed when the gap
closes. However, recent progress has opened the possibility of
nontrivial topology in gapless systems, leading to the notion of
gapless symmetry-protected topological (gSPT) phases [5-8].
A pioneering example on this front involves the topologically
nontrivial quantum critical points (QCPs), which has garnered
considerable attention in recent years [9-20]. In addition,
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the discovery of nontrivial topology at critical points not only
broadens the scope of topological physics to more challeng-
ing gapless many-body systems, but also opens new avenues
for classifying phase transitions within the same universality
class, fundamentally enriching the textbook understanding of
phase transitions.

However, the investigation of quantum criticality is chal-
lenging due to the complex entanglement induced by quantum
fluctuations on all length scales. As a result, the experimental
detection of topology at QCPs remains elusive. Recent ad-
vances of programmable quantum processors across various
physical platforms [21-25] have opened a new path to ex-
plore exotic phases of quantum matter by directly engineering
the quantum many-body states of interest. To efficiently har-
ness the quantum resources, quantum variational techniques
have been developed [26-28]. In this approach, a family of
variational trial states |W¥, (6)), parameterized by a vector 0,
is optimized to approximate the low-energy state of a target
Hamiltonian H. It relieves the quantum processors from di-
rectly realizing the Hamiltonian and endows great flexibility
for quantum simulation. However, when restricted to the goal
of preparing the ground state, the scalability of the method
is often questioned due to the existence of barren plateaus
and local minima in the optimization landscape [29-31]. For
gapless quantum many-body systems, additional challenges
arise as the energy of the system is no longer a good objective
function. In contrast, the potential of variationally prepared
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FIG. 1. Devices and models. a, A photograph of the superconducting quantum processor. The qubit layer and control-line layer are patterned
on the top and bottom substrates respectively, which are assembled together during the flip-chip bonding process. The qubits used in this work,
which can be connected to form a one-dimensional ring, are highlighted in cyan. b, Schematic representation of the cluster Ising chain with
open boundary conditions, which undergoes a phase transition between the ferromagnetic (FM) long-range order and the cluster SPT phase.
The gapless SPT state is located at the critical point, featuring localized zero-energy edge states and two-fold degeneracy. The critical bulk gap
scales inversely proportional to the system size L, which vanishes at the thermodynamic limit.

low-lying states, which are experimentally more accessible,
remains relatively underexplored.

Here, we demonstrate how the low-lying quantum states can
be harnessed to detect key properties of the gSPT phases. We
perform quantum simulations to probe the nontrivial topologi-
cal properties of the critical cluster Ising model, using a super-
conducting quantum processor with up to 100 qubits. By de-
vising variational quantum circuits that respect the symmetries
of the target Hamiltonian, we present an efficient way to gener-
ate the low-lying critical states at the QCPs with a predominant
ground state component. Based on the prepared states, we ad-
dress the challenges of extracting the topological properties of
the QCPs under study. We first focus on the Affleck-Ludwig
boundary g-function, which serves as the topological invariant
of the quantum criticality [6-8, 11]. We propose and experi-
mentally verify an efficient method to measure the boundary
g-function based on the overlaps between low-energy wave-
functions of different boundary conditions. We then turn to the
detection of the entanglement spectrum, which contains uni-
versal information that goes beyond the entanglement entropy
in characterizing gapless topological phases. We adapt the
entanglement Hamiltonian tomography (EHT) technique [32]
to probe the entanglement spectrum of the quantum critical
states and obtain results that agree decently well with the the-
ory. Our results provide the first experimental observation
of nontrivial topology at QCPs, suggesting widely accessible
low-lying many-body states as useful quantum resources for
quantum simulation.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND MODEL

The experiment is carried out on a flip-chip superconduct-
ing quantum processor featuring a rectangular grid of 125
frequency-tunable transmon qubits, as shown in Fig. 1a. Each

qubit has an individual control line for realizing arbitrary
single-qubit gates, and is coupled to an individual resonator
for dispersive quantum state readout. The nearest neighboring
qubits are connected by a tunable coupler, which enables the
implementation of two-qubit CZ gates [33]. For the 100 qubits
selected in this experiment, we realize median fidelities above
99.94%(99.57%) and 99.14% for the parallel single- (two-)
qubit gates and readout, respectively. The configuration of our
device supports a flexible construction of the one-dimensional
(1D) qubit chain with different boundary conditions.

To study the universal properties of the gapless topological
phases, we focus on realizing the low-lying critical states of
the cluster Ising (CI) model in a 1D spin chain, described by
the Hamiltonian:

HZz=_ZZij+1_JZZf‘1Xij+l’ (1)
J J

where X; and Z; represent the Pauli matrices on each site
Jj, and J parameterizes the cluster interaction strength. The
model exhibits a Z, spin-flip symmetry (generated by Ox =
[1; X;) and a time-reversal symmetry Zg (acting as complex
conjugation). The cluster interaction drives the system toward
the Z, X Zg SPT phase, which is sometimes referred to as the
cluster or Haldane SPT phase [34, 35].

As J varies, the model undergoes a phase transition between
the ferromagnetic long-range order and the cluster SPT phase.
The location of the critical point is pinned at J = 1.0 due to
self-duality property [36]. The bulk critical behaviors of the
critical cluster Ising model are the same as the familiar critical
transverse field Ising model, both characterized by the Ising
conformal field theory (CFT) [37]. However, the boundary
physics of the model can exhibit additional features [38, 39].
Specifically, the QCP of the cluster Ising model is topological
nontrivial, as it supports localized zero-energy edge states and
spontaneously breaks Z, spin-flip symmetry near the bound-



aries [6—8, 11]. Therefore, the QCP for the critical cluster Ising
model is topologically distinct from the critical transverse field
Ising model even though they belong to the same universality
class, which provides the simplest example of the gSPT state
(see Supplementary Materials I.A for a general introduction).
Preparing the low-energy states at this point with both peri-
odic and open boundary conditions allows us to experimentally
detect the topological invariant and verify the bulk-boundary
correspondence of the gapless topological phases.

III. PREPARING THE LOW-LYING CRITICAL STATES

We experimentally prepare the low-lying critical states with
variational quantum circuits determined solely by a classi-
cal computer, avoiding the challenges of the traditional hy-
brid quantum-classical variational methods. Since the target
states have real-valued amplitudes, we construct the ansatz cir-
cuits with interleaved layers of variational single-qubit Y (6)
gates (rotation around the Y axis by ) and two-qubit CZ
gates (Fig. 2a). The resulting trial states can be expressed
as |¥,(0)) = U(0)|0)®L, with L being the qubit number.
We model the variational parameters in each single-qubit gate
layer with a site-dependent parameter function, as exemplified
in Fig. 2b, which incorporates the symmetries of the model
with either periodic or open boundary conditions. We opti-
mize the parameter function by maximizing the fidelities with
the target states, using systems of up to 16 qubits. We then
directly extrapolate the circuit to large system sizes with up to
100 qubits. See Supplementary Materials III. A for details.

We apply the method to prepare the low-lying critical states
of the critical CI model with different boundary conditions.
The resulting states have energy distances from the corre-
sponding ground states of less than 1.5% of the entire spectral
ranges, as verified by both numerical simulations and exper-
imental measurements (Fig. 2¢). To gain a deeper under-
standing of the prepared states, we numerically analyze their
components based on matrix product state (MPS) [40] circuit
simulation and density matrix renormalization group (DMRG)
calculation [41]. In Fig. 2d, we display the overlaps between
the variationally prepared states and each of the lowest four
energy eigenstates of the critical CI model under open and pe-
riodic boundary conditions for different system sizes. For the
open boundary condition (OBC), the low-lying critical states
feature a dominant ground state component, with an overlap
beyond 0.74 for system sizes up to 100 qubits. For the pe-
riodic boundary condition (PBC), the low-lying critical states
have two dominant components, namely the lowest two energy
eigenstates, each of which has an overlap beyond 0.45 .

IV. DETECTING THE BOUNDARY g-FUNCTION

With the low-lying critical states prepared, we now show
how they can be leveraged to detect the topological proper-
ties of the critical systems. The first quantity we consider
is the boundary g-function, which can serve as a topologi-
cal invariant at criticality [8] (a more detailed discussion can

be found in Supplementary Materials 1.B). Theoretically, the
boundary g-function can be calculated with the overlaps be-
tween ground states of spin chains under different boundary

% [42]. Here |y??) is the
ground state with the boundary condition {a, b} realized by
the physical cuts on the site pairs (0, L—1) and (L/2-1,L/2)
(see Fig. 3a). The notation ‘0’ means doing nothing on the
site pair.

Our method extends the state overlap approach by repre-
senting the ground states approximately with the low-lying
critical states of the same kind of boundary conditions. The
substitution of the ground states with OBC is natural since
they are the dominant components in the corresponding low-
lying critical states. For the low-lying critical states with
PBC, we project out the constituent eigenstates that are out-
side the Z, symmetry sector during the overlap calcula-

tion, which include the first excited state. As a result, we
(OB
(PO g
00y with P = (I + Ox)/2 being the

conditions: g = ZaE{T,l}‘

, where

obtain the g-function as g = ZaE{T,l})

) = =L ¥
ViCeP P 190)|
projector which projects |[¥%°) into the Z, symmetric sector.
The quantum circuit for measuring the overlap between two
real-valued low-lying critical states is shown in Fig. 3b, which
consists of U, and UZd’ i.e., the inverse of U.4, followed
by measuring the probability of the system in the initial state
|0y®L. Here, U, ab(cd) denotes the variational circuit for prepar-

ing |y bled) ). According to Born’s rule, the measured prob-
ability gives the overlap between two low-lying critical states:
[(Pab|pedy| = VP. The X gate layer in-between is applied
alternatively for realizing the symmetry projection. See Sup-
plementary Materials III.B for details.

In Fig. 3¢, we plot the experimentally measured values of
g-function, which remain at the nontrivial value of around V2
for different system sizes due to the fixed conformal boundary
condition and agree well with the theoretical results obtained
with DMRG calculation. We attribute the robustness of the
results to the fact that the g-function can also be extracted from
the low-energy eigenstates, given that they are in the Z,-even
sector (see the physical derivation in the Supplementary Mate-
rials I.C). In addition, the experimental errors partially cancel
out during the division of the overlaps, making the method
intrinsically robust against the imperfections of quantum gates
and measurements. In comparison, the conformal boundary
condition of the critical transverse field Ising model is known
as the free boundary condition, resulting in a boundary g-
function equal to 1 and belonging to the topological trivial
Ising universality class. Therefore, the apparent departure of
the experimentally measured g-function from 1 provides solid
and compelling evidence of the nontrivial topological proper-
ties at the QCPs.

V. DETECTING THE ENTANGLEMENT SPECTRUM

Now we turn to the entanglement spectrum, which stands as
another key quantity in characterizing the gapless topological
phase [11]. The entanglement spectrum encodes information
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FIG. 2. Scalable preparation of the low-lying critical states with variational quantum circuits. a, The variational ansatz used in this
work, which consists of five alternating variational and entangling layers. Each variational layer is composed of single-qubit Y (6) gates. The
entangling layer can be constructed with two different patterns of two-qubit CZ gates, which are applied alternatively. The CZ gates highlighted
by yellow are additionally applied for preparing states under PBC. b, The parameters of the third variational layer for different system sizes.
For each fixed system size, the parameters share a single value for PBC, and follow a power-law decay with the increase of the site distance
to the boundary for OBC. The shaded area refers to the regime where the variational parameters are obtained using numerical simulation and
optimization on a classical computer. For systems with larger sizes, we apply a power-law extrapolation to directly obtain the parameters. c,

Normalized energy distances between the prepared low-lying critical states and the ground states, defined as e(E) = ﬁ’ with different

boundary conditions and system sizes. Here, E is the energy of the low-lying state measured experimentally with error mitigation, E¢ denotes
the theoretical ground state energy, and Emax denotes the theoretical maximum eigenenergy. Dashed lines denote numerical simulations, and
square dots are the experimentally measured data. Error bars represent the standard deviation obtained from bootstrapping. d, The numerical
analyses of the overlaps between the prepared low-lying critical states and the lowest four eigenstates of the critical CI model under OBC and
PBC.

about both the topological degeneracy and the corresponding
boundary CFT operator content, extending beyond what is cap-
tured by entanglement entropy. For the CI model considered

quantum field theory to discrete lattice models, we construct
the EH ansatz as following:

in this work, the two-fold topological degeneracy at the critical Hy=-— Z ,BJZZ 77—
point can be directly revealed without imposing open bound- JjileA
aries, through the well-known Li-Haldane bulk-boundary cor- X7 . 2
respondence in the entanglement spectrum under PBC [43, 44] . Zl Aﬁ 721X 2 - % Bi X
J.Jjxle JE

(see Supplementary Materials [.D for details). Using entan-
glement Hamiltonian tomography (EHT) techniques [32], we
show that the low-lying critical states provide useful resources
for recovering the reduced density operators of subsystems in
the ground state with high fidelities, from which the entangle-
ment spectrum can be revealed.

At the heart of EHT is the construction and learning of the
entanglement Hamiltonian (EH) H4, which is connected to
the reduced density matrix of a subsystem A via py ~ e 14,

By adapting the Bisognano—Wichmann theorem [45] from the

where g%, B7%#, and B are parameters which characterize
the inverse entanglement temperature profile. The EH ansatz
can be seen as the local deformation of the system Hamilto-
nian Eq.(1) that exhibits the same Z, symmetry. With efficient
parameterization of the EH, the EHT technique realizes an
exponential reduction of the measurement bases required for
reconstructing the reduced density matrix compared with con-
ventional quantum state tomography. More importantly, the
approach remains robust in unveiling the entanglement struc-
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FIG. 3. Detecting the boundary g-function. a, The three configu-
rations of 1D spin chain used in measuring the boundary g-function
with the state overlap method, which are realized by applying zero,
one, and two physical cuts to the original spin chain under PBC.
The corresponding ground states are denoted as |¢??), with a and b
marking the physical boundary conditions on the site pairs (0, L — 1)
and (L/2—-1, L/2), respectively. In this work, a and b are taken from
{0, T, |}, which represent the physical boundary conditions of no cut
(0) and one cut with both spins fixed at spin up () or spin down
(1) states. b, Measurement scheme for the overlap between the low-
lying critical states of two different boundary conditions. Ugp(ca)
represent the variational circuit for preparing the state with boundary
condition denoted by ab(cd), i.e., Uap(ca) |0y8L = |yab(cd)y The
X gates are applied in-between alternatively for state projection. c,
Experimentally measured g-functions of the critical CI model with
different system sizes L, with error bars denoting the standard devia-
tion from five repetitions of measurements. The dotted line denotes
the ideal g-function obtained by DMRG.

ture of the ground state from the low-lying critical states of the
system.

We experimentally implement EHT to analyze the entan-
glement spectrum of the bulk of the critical CI model with
up to 100 qubits. After preparing the low-lying state of the
critical CI model under PBC, we measure the system under
200 Pauli bases and in each base collect 3,000 samples from
quantum projective measurements, from which we learn the
EHs for subsystems with sizes ranging from 5 to 12. For
each size, we iterate on the 1D chain to extract the reduced
density matrices of 100 different choices of subsystems. We
verify the accuracy of the learned EH by comparing the recon-
structed density matrices with the theoretical ones obtained
by DMRG. As shown in Fig. 4a, the fidelities of the learned
density matrices for all subsystems throughout the chain are
centered around 0.97. In Fig. 4b, we plot the entanglement
spectrum of subsystems with 8 qubits at different stages of
the EHT data learning procedure. As expected, the two-fold
degeneracy is gradually recovered from the experimental data.
The recovered entanglement spectrum for all subsystem sizes
is summarized in Fig. 4¢, where the two-fold degeneracy is ob-
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FIG. 4. Detecting the entanglement spectrum. a, Fidelities of
the reconstructed density matrices for different subsystem sizes. For
each subsystem size, we reconstruct the density matrices of 100 dif-
ferent choices of subsystems in the 1D chain, and calculate the fidelity

2
as F = (Tr\/\/pexp * PDMRG \/pexp) » where pexp and ppmrG de-

notes the density matrix obtained with EHT and DMRG, respectively.
Transparent circles show the fidelities of all density matrices. Square
dots and error bars denote the mean and standard deviation of the
100 calculated fidelities. b, Entanglement spectrum of the subsystem
with 8 qubits during the EHT learning procedure. ¢, Entanglement
spectrum of subsystems with different sizes obtained from the exper-
imentally prepared low-lying states (left). We numerically simulate
the state preparation and EHT procedure without considering ex-
perimental noises, with the results shown in the right panel. As a
comparison, we also display the entanglement spectrum obtained di-
rectly from the numerically calculated ground states. The lowest eight
levels ¢ are displayed. The experimental data is averaged over 100
different subsystems from the 1D chain, with the error bars denoting
the standard deviation.

served in all cases, agreeing well with numerical simulation.
The results provide the first experimental evidence of the Li-
Haldane conjecture for the gapless SPT state [11], confirming
the validity of low-lying critical states in exploring many-body
physics. In Supplementary Materials I.D, we provide a simple
argument to explain the robust double topological degeneracy
observed in the bulk entanglement spectrum of the low-lying
critical state.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have performed quantum simulation of a
critical cluster Ising chain and observed to our knowledge
the first compelling signatures of the nontrivial topology at
quantum critical points with up to 100 qubits, pushing for-
ward the experimental exploration of gapless SPT phases and
demonstrating the utility of the widely accessible low-lying



states. Interestingly, both quantities measured in this work,
i.e. the boundary g-function and the entanglement spectrum,
are related to the topological properties of the critical sys-
tem, indicating the robustness of these properties against both
perturbations in the quantum critical state and experimental
imperfections. While ground states are often used in literature
to study quantum matter, it would be interesting and impor-
tant to extend the investigation to low-energy states. Indeed,
encouraging findings that low-energy states may also encode
universal information of quantum matter have recently been
reported [42, 46]. As we venture towards achieving quantum
simulation beyond classical capability, our findings could open
new avenues for future explorations of fundamental physics
such as quantum criticality in higher dimensions, avoiding the

task of preparing large-scale ground states which could be
prohibitively challenging for noisy quantum devices.
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Supplementary Materials: Exploring nontrivial topology at quantum criticality in a
superconducting processor

I. THEORETICAL UNDERSTANDING
A. Introduction to the gapless symmetry-protected topological phases

To provide a more intuitive understanding of symmetry-protected topological properties in critical systems, we first introduce
the fundamental concepts of gapless symmetry-protected topological phases (gSPTs). In this work, we study a prototypical
model called the critical cluster Ising model in experiments as a concrete example.

Topological phases form a cornerstone of modern condensed matter physics, extending beyond the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson
paradigm of symmetry-breaking. A notable example of topological states is symmetry-protected topological phases [2—4], which
are typically associated with a bulk energy gap. It has been widely believed that these topological properties are destroyed when
the bulk gap closes. However, recent achievements [5—8, 11] have shown that many key features of topological physics, such
as topological edge modes, can surprisingly emerge in the less explored realm of gapless quantum many-body systems. These
systems include stable gapless phases or critical points, leading to the notion of gSPT phases.

To date, different families of gSPTs have been identified in the literature [15, 17-19]. And a classification of gSPT phases
based on whether they contain gapped sector and whether they are intrinsic is proposed, thereby leading to the categorization
into four distinct types, as summarized in Table I. The subsequent detailed explanations are mainly based on the literature [15].

Contains gapped sector No gapped sector
Non-intrinsic gSPT purely gSPT
Intrinsic igSPT intrinsically purely gSPT

TABLE I. Classification of the gSPTs by whether they are purely gapless (horizontal direction) or intrinsically gapless (vertical direction). The
table is taken from Ref. [15].

1) The gSPT phases: The first example of a gSPT phase, which is non-intrinsic and includes a gapped sector, was systematically
investigated in Ref. [5]. Specifically, a general construction of gSPT phases was introduced based on the decorated domain-wall
(defect) picture of gapped SPT phases [47]. The central idea is to decorate the G-symmetry defects of a G-symmetric gapless
system or conformal field theory (CFT) with an H-symmetric gapped SPT. This decorated defect construction creates a gapped
sector that acts both on G and H symmetry, resulting in a gSPT phase whose topological properties can also manifest in
gapped counterparts. As a result, these features are not “intrinsic” to the gapless system [5, 19]. In summary, the topological
properties of these gSPT phases arise from the gapped SPT sector and can be interpreted as a gapped SPT stack with a CFT.
Recent studies [7] have shown that such gSPT states can emerge at conformally invariant critical points separating spontaneously
symmetry-breaking (SSB) phases and gapped SPT phases, also known as symmetry-enriched CFT or topologically nontrivial
quantum critical points [7].

ii) The intrinsically gSPT phases: On a different front, there exists an intriguing class of gapless topological phases, referred
to as intrinsically gSPT (igSPT) phases [9], whose topological features are fundamentally prohibited in gapped counterparts.
Specifically, recent works [15, 19] propose a systematic construction of igSPT phases, which we briefly outlined below: The
total symmetry group is denoted by I, fitting into the group extension | - H — I' — G — 1. The construction begins with a
G-symmetric gapless system or CFT characterized by a self-anomaly wg. An H-symmetric gapped SPT phase is then stacked
on top of the G symmetry domain walls (defects). Due to the non-trivial group extension, the resulting gapped sector exhibits
an (emergent) anomaly —w¢ that cancels the anomaly in the gapless sector, rendering the combined system an igSPT phase
that is I'-anomaly-free. By construction, igSPT phases also include a gapped sector, leading to exponentially localized edge
modes near the boundaries. Importantly, the topological features of igSPT phases cannot be realized in any I'-symmetric gapped
SPT phase, thereby justifying the term “intrinsic”. Furthermore, Li et al. [15, 19] utilized the decorated defect construction and
the Kennedy-Tasaki (KT) transformation to construct analytically tractable 1+1D spin models of both gSPT and igSPT phases,
focusing on Z; X Z, symmetry and Z4 symmetry, respectively. Additionally, the recently developed topological holography
principle (known as symmetry topological field theory) was employed to provide a unified classification of gapped and gapless
SPT phases from a new perspective [16, 18]. Experimentally, these igSPT phases can emerge at the transition point between a
quantum spin Hall insulator and an s-wave superconducting phase, which has recently been proposed to be realizable in materials
such as WTe, [48].

iii) The purely and intrinsically purely gSPT phases: From the previous discussion, we have established that both gSPT and
igSPT phases typically include a gapped sector, which results in exponentially localized topological edge modes. However,
Verresen et al.[7, 35] studied a cluster Ising model with time-reversal symmetry and demonstrated that this model lacks a gapped
sector, as evidenced by the algebraically decaying energy splitting of edge modes that are forbidden in gapped systems. This



result suggests the existence of a gSPT phase without any gapped sector, referred to as a “purely gSPT phase” [15, 17-19].
However, to the best of our knowledge, the ground state of the critical cluster Ising chain provides the only known example of
a purely gSPT phase. Therefore, constructing additional lattice Hamiltonians that realize such novel phases is highly desirable.
Furthermore, it is natural to explore the possibility of an igSPT phase without any gapped sectors, which has been termed an
“intrinsically purely gapless SPT phase” [15]. Unfortunately, despite ongoing efforts [15], constructing such an intrinsically
purely gSPT phase remains an open challenge, leaving it as an important direction for future research.

It is important to emphasize that, although a topological semimetal can be broadly considered a gapless SPT phase, there
is a qualitative distinction between them. The key difference lies in their topological properties: the former relies on space-
translational symmetry, making it susceptible to destabilization by disorder. In contrast, the topological edge modes at quantum
criticality remain robust even in the presence of symmetry-preserving disorder.

To provide a concrete and experimentally accessible example, we introduce the following prototypical lattice Hamiltonian,
previously studied in Ref. [10, 12], as an example of a non-intrinsic purely gSPT phase:

H== ) JZiiXiZii = ) 8%iZiw1 = ) hX;, 3)
L L L

where X,Y,Z denote the Pauli matrices. The model enjoys the Z;, spin-flip symmetry (generated by P = []; X;) and the
time-reversal symmetry Zg (acting as the complex conjugation). The parameters g, i, J represent ferromagnetic (FM) coupling,
transverse field, and cluster interactions, respectively, which drive the system toward FM, trivial paramagnetic (PM), and Z; X Zg
SPT [34, 35] phases, respectively. When i = 0, g = 1, the model reduces to the cluster Ising model discussed in the main text.
We notice that although the FM-PM (J = 0, g = h) and FM-SPT (h = 0,J = g) transitions are both described by the 1+1D
Ising CFT, the time-reversal symmetry acts differently on the disorder operator, leading to different symmetry-enriched CFTs [7].
We refer to the former as the topologically trivial and the latter as the topologically nontrivial Ising critical point. To briefly
explain why this topological distinction arises, we note that 1+1D Ising CFT has a unique local (nonlocal) scaling operator
with scaling dimension A = 1/8, typically denoted by o (1). These serve as the order parameters of the adjacent phases:
o (i) ~ Z; is the Ising order parameter, while the disorder operator u(7) is the Kramers-Wannier-dual string order parameter
that characterizes the symmetry-preserving phase. In the trivial PM phase, u(i) ~ I—[;-z_oo X, while in the cluster SPT phase,
u(i) ~ (H;;Loo X;)Y;Z;41 [35]. The distinction is reflected in the symmetry charge of the disorder operator under time-reversal
symmetry: TuT = +u, which means that the two critical points can not be smoothly connected and must be separated by another
phase transition. In the non-trivial case (TuT = —u), a topologically protected edge mode persists even when the bulk gap
closes [7]. Intuitively, the boundary of such a critical system spontaneously breaks the Z, spin-flip symmetry, resulting in a
two-fold degenerate edge mode that is stable because the charged u operator cannot condense near the boundary. The finite-size
splitting of this edge mode decays algebraically as ~ 1/L'4, which is parametrically faster than the finite-size bulk gap ~ 1/L.
This faster decay ensures the stability of the topological edge mode, even in the presence of critical bulk fluctuations. In essence,
the topologically distinct Ising critical points realize different conformal boundary conditions and boundary g-functions at low
energy, serving as a form of “generalized ground-state degeneracy” even for gapless topological phases that lack edge modes [8].

B. The boundary g-function serves as a topological invariant for classifying topologically distinct quantum critical states

Traditionally, people are often interested in the low-energy universal behavior of critical many-body systems in the thermody-
namic limit, known as the universality class or more specifically, the bulk universality class. This is typically described by the
(bulk) CFT. A key quantity in determining such bulk critical universality is the central charge, which can be extracted from the
entanglement entropy of a subsystem of length / under periodic boundary conditions (PBCs) (e.g., for a one-dimension critical
spin chain of total size L):

L l
SPBC(L, 1) = gln (— sin [ﬂf
/4

) +cPBC, 4)

where cPI’BC is a non-universal constant, and c is the central charge of the underlying CFT. The central charge serves as a fingerprint

for classifying the bulk universality class of quantum phase transitions and has garnered extensive theoretical and experimental
attention [49, 50].

However, in the presence of a boundary, an intriguing degree of freedom emerges where the bulk of the system can remain at a
critical point, while the boundary may flow between different fixed points under boundary renormalization group transformations.
The universal behavior of a critical system with a boundary, referred to as boundary (or surface) criticality, exhibits richer physics
compared to bulk universality and can be effectively characterized using boundary CFT [39]. According to the observation in
Ref. [51], for a system with its bulk at the critical point, one can define an Affleck-Ludwig boundary entropy. This boundary
entropy decreases under boundary renormalization group flow and equals to a number which is related to the universality
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class of the corresponding conformal boundary condition at the boundary fixed point. These boundary critical phenomena
were first discussed in detail in the 1970s and have recently gained renewed attention due to their relevance in many areas of
modern physics [52, 53]. In particular, in the context of gSPT phases or topologically nontrivial quantum critical points, recent
advances [8] have unambiguously demonstrated that conformal boundary conditions (or equivalently, the boundary g-function)
can serve as a topological invariant for topologically nontrivial conformal critical points, at least in 1+1D, encoding nontrivial
topological properties that go beyond topological edge modes. The boundary entropy can be explicitly defined in terms of
entanglement entropy under certain boundary conditions, using a one-dimensional critical spin chain with boundary b as an
example:

nl

PBC
c 2L c

SP(L,I) = = In| = si

(L,1) 6n(ﬂ_sm L)

+IT+1ng+Gb(l/L), (5)

where g is the boundary g-function, which fully determines the boundary universality class and plays a role analogous to the central
charge for bulk universality. The term G, represents a scaling function, which is generally challenging to determine analytically.
Consequently, extracting the boundary g-function from the entanglement entropy is typically difficult, particularly in experimental
settings where scalable measurements are even more challenging to achieve. To avoid potential confusion, we emphasize the
distinction between two types of boundary conditions discussed throughout this paper: physical boundary conditions and
conformal boundary conditions. The physical boundary condition refers to specific operations imposed on the boundary of
the ultraviolet (or microscopic) lattice system, and we refer to it in the main text simply as "boundary condition". In contrast, the
conformal boundary condition corresponds to the boundary fixed point that emerges under the boundary renormalization group
flow in the infrared limit. Importantly, these two types of boundary conditions are generally not directly related.

C. Extract the boundary g-function from the wavefunction overlaps

To address the scaling challenges associated with entanglement entropy to extract the boundary g-function, recent theoretical
progress [42, 46] have introduced a wavefunction overlap method. This approach offers a direct means to determine the value
of the boundary g-function, eliminating the need to extract it indirectly through fitting the entanglement entropy. Thanks to the
operator-state correspondence in CFT, expressions in terms of primary operators can be translated into the form involving the
corresponding states. More specifically, as proofed in Ref. [42], the overlap between two low-lying eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
with different defect deformations can be related to universal defect data, such as the defect g-function, the scaling dimension of
the defect change operator A%?, and the four-point correlation function for defect change operators. Finally, by choosing suitable
eigenstates, the universal data can be extracted from the ratio of different wavefunction overlaps by canceling out the unwanted
parts. In particular, the g-function can be obtained by taking the ratio

00] pa0y \ 2
o egle’
where |¢9”) is the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian with defect deformations
H =H+207 |+ 207, | 1> (7)

which corresponds to the primary operator ¢f‘lb . The superscript a denotes the defect type (a = 0 means the trivial defect) while
the subscript « labels the primary operator (¢ = 0 means the lowest primary operator corresponding to the ground state of the
defect Hamiltonian) and the perturbation 0;.’ i+l is the lattice realization of the defect type a at sites j and j + 1.

It is noted that the g-function, ggef, in Eq. (6) is the defect g-function. Actually, the boundary is a special type of line defect

and the boundary g-function is the square root of its defect correspondence [54]. In the following, we use g, to denote the
boundary g-function for the boundary condition a and the square in Eq. (6) should be removed in its calculations.

At last, we note that the expression Eq. (6) can be generalized to low-lying excited states corresponding to defect primary
operators and the ratio of the wavefunction overlaps is

@P105)  Coap
aa) a0y 84 q0q ®)
(#5°165°) Csoy

where ng% and C gg;‘ are defect operator product expansion (OPE) coefficients. It means that the ratio of overlaps between

different excited states is proportional to the boundary g-function, with the proportionality constant determined by the ratio of the
corresponding OPE coefficients. In principle, if the OPE coefficients of the underlying CFT are known, the boundary g-function



11

2.

ei21rz/L _ e—'i7r/2
E(z) = log ( eim/2 _ gi2mz/L )

\'O—/

N— _—

FIG. S1. Explanation for the double degenerate of the entanglement spectrum calculated from the low-lying quantum critical state. The red
circle represents the UV cutoff induced by the entanglement cut and ¢, is the primary operator inserted at the infinity past/future imaginary
time, which corresponds to the eigenstate |¢o) of the periodic Hamiltonian. Via the conformal mapping £(z), the primary operators are
mapped into local operators in the bulk, which does not influence the boundary in the imaginary-time evolution.

can be extracted using the wavefunction overlap method, even for excited states. In our experiments, which corresponds to the
Ising CFT, the Z,-odd sector o under the periodic boundary condition is projected out as part of an error mitigation strategy
because the correct ground state is in the Z;-even sector. Under this condition, the ratio between the relevant OPE coefficients
all equal to 1 [46], leading to a direct equivalence between the wavefunction overlap of low-lying excited states and the boundary
g-function. This simple argument provides an intuitive explanation for why an accurate boundary g-function can be obtained
from low-lying critical states. A more detailed and systematic investigation of this significant and intriguing question for general
cases is left for future work.

D. Universal entanglement spectrum at topologically nontrivial critical states

The concept of the entanglement spectrum is a powerful tool in the study of topological phases of matter and SPT physics. As
first noticed by Li and Haldane in their seminal work [43], the entanglement spectrum of a reduced density matrix is believed
to encode additional information on the existence of the degenerate edge modes at the boundary of a gapped topological phase,
which cannot be captured by the entanglement entropy. However, a remaining question is whether this observation still holds in
gapless topological phases. This question has been addressed in a recent work [11, 20], at least in the context of one-dimensional
gapless SPTs. Through extensive numerical calculations and conformal mappings, it has been found that the entanglement
spectrum not only captures the topological edge degeneracy but also the operator content of the boundary CFT. Therefore, to
experimentally observe the nontrivial edge degeneracy of the critical cluster-Ising chain, one can probe the entanglement spectrum
of a contiguous interval of the periodic critical chain; the two-fold degeneracy in the low-lying entanglement spectrum reflects
the nontrivial edge states. In this work, the bulk entanglement spectrum is obtained from the prepared state via the Entanglement
Hamiltonian Tomograph (EHT) method, which can be performed efficiently on digital quantum simulation platforms.

To provide an intuitive explanation for why the low-lying quantum critical state generated in experiments can effectively exhibit
topological degeneracy in the bulk entanglement spectrum, we begin with the state-operator correspondence in CFT. According to
this principle, a low-lying excited state can be interpreted as an operator inserted at infinity, as illustrated in Fig. S1. By applying
a series of conformal transformations, the reduced density matrix of the low-lying quantum critical state can be mapped onto a
cylinder. In this context, the excited states correspond to bulk local operators ¢, in imaginary time. However, the critical cluster
Ising model is known to host two decoupled fractionalized edge states in the Majorana representation [6]. Consequently, the
imaginary-time evolution of the bulk local operator does not influence the edge states, thereby preserving the double degeneracy
in the entanglement spectrum. The more detailed proof for general cases can be left as future work.

II. DETAILS OF THE DENSITY MATRIX RENORMALIZATION GROUP METHOD

To better understand the prepared state, we need to analyze its overlap with the low-lying excited states of the target many-body
Hamiltonian. For this purpose, we employ the Density Matrix Renormalization Group (DMRG) method based on the Matrix
Product State (MPS) formalism to solve the first several low-lying eigenstates of the cluster-Ising model under different boundary
conditions.
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By exploiting the MPS representation, a quantum state can be expressed in a compact form:

ly) = ZMM]. M MIE oy or) ©
{oi}

where o; =T, | is alocal basis of the qubit on site i, and M 7 are matrices with appropriate dimensions so that their multiplication
leads to a scalar, namely, the wavefunction {0 - - - o |/). The ground state of the Hamiltonian can be obtained by optimizing
the local matrices according to the variational principle. Once the expectation value of the Hamiltonian with respect to the MPS
has reached the convergence criterion, the optimization process would stop and the final MPS can be used to represent the true
ground state faithfully. The dimension of the bond index dim(q;) is a tunable parameter called bond dimension which controls
the representation ability of the MPS. In practical simulations, we have chosen a sufficiently large bond dimension up to 1024 to
ensure the accuracy of the optimized MPS.

To access the excited eigenstates, we adopt a standard strategy by introducing an energy penalty for all the already obtained
eigenstates. Assume that we have calculated the first m low-lying eigenstates {[/«)}], of the Hamiltonian, to obtain the (m+1)th
eigenstate, we consider a modified Hamiltonian:

Hywer = H+ 2 )" i)Wl (10)
k=1

where A is the penalty strength which should be large enough to shift the energies of the first m eigenstates higher than the energy
of the (m + 1)th eigenstate (1 = 50 in our work). Based on the modified Hamiltonian H,,,1, the (m + 1)th eigenstate of H can be
accessed by running a conventional DMRG calculation. In this way, the first several low-lying excited states of the Hamiltonian
can be systematically computed one by one.

In the present work, the DMRG and MPS simulations are performed via ITensor [55] and Quimb [56] packages.

III. METHODS FOR DETECTION OF CRITICAL TOPOLOGICAL PROPERTIES

In this section, we detail the experimental methods used to detect the topological properties of the critical cluster Ising
model. We devise an efficient state preparation algorithm for the cluster Ising model that prioritizes maximizing the overlap
with the ground state. Additionally, we introduce a symmetry projection method to extract the boundary g-function. Finally,
we utilize entanglement Hamiltonian tomography to probe the two-fold degeneracy of the entanglement spectrum. In this paper,
quantum circuit simulations of small system sizes (L < 20) are performed via a state vector simulator from Pennylane [57] with
Pytorch [58] backend and simulations of large system sizes (L > 20) are performed via an MPS simulator from Tensorcircuit [59]
with Tensorflow [60] backend.

A. Low-lying State Preparation

In this paper, we devise an efficient way to prepare the low-lying state of the CI model based on classically optimized variational
quantum circuits and parameter extrapolation. We select a hardware-efficient ansatz containing five blocks of variational circuits,
with each block containing a layer of parameterized Y (6) rotation gates followed by a layer of CZ gates, as shown in Fig. 2a of the
main text. This construction constrains the trial states to have real-valued amplitudes. The CZ gate layers in odd (even) blocks
have identical structures and follow the spin connection topology of the Hamiltonian, respecting the translational symmetry of
the system in the bulk. For PBC, the even CZ gate layers contain gates acting on the first and last qubits to keep the translational
symmetry on the whole chain.

We further introduce an inductive bias into the circuit design by modeling the variational parameters as a site-dependent
function. For PBC, the parameters in the same layer are set to be identical, i.e. 6]~ = ¢/*C with i () indexing the qubit (block)
number. For OBC, due to the presence of boundaries, we introduce a perturbation that follows the power-law decay of the rotation

OBC where D; represents the distance of the i qubit from

bOBC'

angles from the boundary in each layer: Qg?c = a?BC(D,- + P 4 c§

the boundary. We first optimize all parameters by minimizing the energy of the 8-qubit system. The power parameter

9BC, ¢OBC, and ¢¥BC) are further optimized to maximize the overlaps between the

low-lying states and target states. Spe01ﬁcally, for OBC, we apply the modification a?BC ? Cy €;j and COBC - C?BC —¢€j,and

optimize €; by minimizing the loss function £°8C = 1 — |(WY9BC [V OBCy|, where l//OBC denotes the ground state For PBC, due to

directly determined, and other parameters (a

the limited expressivity of the ansatz, the loss function is selected to be £LPBC =1 — \/ [(PP BC|1//gBC)| + [(WPBC|yP BC)| where

Ist
wl;gc is the first excited state. After obtaining €; and c?BC for systems with sizes L = 8, 10, 12, 14, and 16, we apply extrapolation
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FIG. S2. Verification of the extrapolating functions. The dotted lines indicate parameters optimized directly without using energy-initialized
parameters. Markers indicate the fitted and extrapolated parameters.
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FIG. S3. Single-qubit rotation angles for other layers of the circuit.

to obtain the two parameters for larger system sizes. The extrapolating functions take the form of f(L) = a(L + d)? + ¢ for both
parameters, which agree well with the directly optimized ones for L = 18 and 20, respectively, as displayed in Fig. S2. The
resulting parameters of the third circuit block for OBC and PBC are displayed in Fig. 2b in the main text, and the parameters of
the lefting circuit blocks are shown in Fig. S3.

B. Boundary g-Function Measurement

The original proposal for calculating the boundary g-function is based on the overlaps between the ground states of the system
under different boundary conditions. As explained in Sec. I C, the method can be generalized to excited eigenstates for Ising CFT
by constraining the states to the Z,-even sector. In our experiment, we take a step further to use low-lying states to calculate the
boundary g-function.

A key step involves projecting the low-lying state under PBC to the Z;-even sector with the projector P = (I + Ox)/2, which
naturally excludes the first excited state and leaves the projected state dominated by the ground state. Specifically, we can express
the PBC low-lying state as the superposition of two wavefunctions in the Z,-even and -odd sectors: |¥%°) = | ‘I‘eo’+)+a_ |‘I‘80’7),
with 0X|‘P80’i) = i|‘P80’i). After some algebra, we have |‘P80’+) = a£|‘l—’80), with a2 = (P9|P|¥P), Thus the g-function can
be calculated as :

1
acimyy VPO P90y

(PO |PP0)
(a0 paay

(a0 POy
(W0 paa)

. (11)

=)

ae{T,l}

The experimental measurement of Eq. 11 is possible due to the fact that the variationally prepared low-lying states are all
real-valued. As a result, the problem can be reduced to the general problem of measuring |{¥o|O|¥)|, with O = I or Ox. In our
experiment, the state |Wy1)) is prepared by applying the corresponding variational circuit Up(;) on the initial state |[0®F), i.e.,
|Po(1)) = Uo(1)|0®E). Thus we have [(¥|O|¥;)| = |(0®L|U30U1 |0®LY|, which can be measured in experiment by applying the
circuits Uy, O, and the reverse circuit U(;r sequentially on the initial state |0®X), and detecting the probability of the final state
being in |0®L).
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C. Entanglement Hamiltonian Tomography for Entanglement Spectrum Detection

In this paper, we use entanglement Hamiltonian tomography (EHT) to extract the ground state entanglement spectrum from

the experimental data. We parameterize the reduced density matrix of a subsystem A as p4 () = e~Ha_ with the entanglement
Hamiltonian H 4 defined in Eq. 2 in the main text, and 8 = [8%%; B%X%; pX].
( (a)

After preparing the low-lying state, we apply random basis rotations U(®) = ® e AUl j"), where u ; are single-qubit gates that

randomly rotate the j® qubit from x-,y-,z- basis to the z-basis, and measure the bitstring probabilities in the z-basis. Specifically,
we perform 200 different measurement settings o and collect 3000 measurements for each setting. Denoting the probability of
measuring the bitstring s under the o™ measurement setting by Ps(a), we minimize the following loss function on the classical
computer:

L= 3 [P e (pa U st )] (12)

In practice, we use the Lanczos algorithm to get the smallest 12 eigenvalues A; and the corresponding eigenvectors IQDZ) of Hy.

This allows us to simplify the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. 12 to Zgl el |<<I>f4\ Ul |S>|2, enabling a more efficient
classical calculation. This optimization is performed for subsystem sizes ranging from 5 to 12, with 100 different subsystems
analyzed for each subsystem size in the 1D chain. For each subsystem, we randomly initialize and optimize 3 groups of s, and
select the 8 with the lowest loss.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS
A. Device Information

The experiment is performed on a superconducting quantum chip containing 125 qubits and 218 couplers, from which spin
chains with various sizes can be constructed, as illustrated in Fig. S4.

The qubits have a mean energy relaxation time 77 of 64.6 us and dephasing time (obtained by spin Echo) 75 of 19.1 us, which
are measured at the qubit idling frequencies. The single- and two-qubit gates are implemented following the procedure outlined
in [61], with gate lengths of 20 and 32 ns, respectively. The qubit measurements are optimized using the method described in
[62]. The distributions of gate and measurement error rates are presented in Fig. S5, with dashed lines indicating the median
values. Single- and two-qubit gate errors are estimated with simultaneous cross-entropy benchmarking technique.

B. Error Mitigation

In this part, we outline the error mitigation strategies employed in our experiments. Specifically, we combine Zero Noise
Extrapolation (ZNE) with Pauli twirling (PT) and circuit simplification for energy measurements and use PT and circuit
simplification for boundary g-function measurements.

1. Zero Noise Extrapolation

To mitigate the effects of noise in the quantum circuits, we apply Zero Noise Extrapolation (ZNE) in conjunction with random
Pauli twirls. We estimate the error-free outcome by running unitary-equivalent quantum circuits at different noise levels. Due
to the regular structure of our state preparation circuit, it is particularly well-suited for applying ZNE with unitary folding [63],
which increases the noise level of the circuit. We implement Pauli twirling (PT) at each noise level to transfer the coherent errors
into Pauli errors, which involves randomly applying a sequence of Pauli operations to the quantum system and averaging the
results over multiple randomized circuits. We observe that the averaged outcomes become stable when the number of random
Pauli-twirled circuits reaches 25. We then extrapolate the circuit’s outcome as the noise approaches zero with a linear model.
This enables us to estimate the ideal, noise-free results.

In Fig. S6, we present the results of the energy measurement experiment and the error-mitigated outcomes for the 100-qubit
PBC ground state. The experimental state preparation circuit consists of 4 CZ gate layers and 5 single-qubit gate layers. To
increase the noise levels, we randomly select and fold different numbers of CZ gate layers as well as the adjacent single-qubit
gate layers. For example, the noise scale factor would be three if we fold each CZ layer exactly once. The error bars are computed
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FIG. S4. Qubit layout details. We construct 1D qubit chains with 20, 40, 60, 80, and 100 qubits out of the 125-qubit superconducting
processor.
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FIG. S5. Cumulative distributions of gate Pauli errors and measurement error. The dashed lines indicate the median values. We consider
every CZ gate used in our experiments into the distribution, with some couplers used multiple times. The measurement error is calculated from
the average error of |0) and |1).

using bootstrapping, where we resample shots uniformly with replacements from the pool of shots for all 25 Pauli-twirled circuits.
This procedure generates 100 mitigated energy expectation values, from which we calculate the mean and standard deviation.

We tried to use both linear and exponential extrapolation to extract the error-mitigated value. While the exponential extrapo-
lation could sometimes yield outcomes with less errors, we found a larger deviation compared with the results obtained based
on linear extrapolation. Besides, we also observed that the exponential model is less stable than the linear model. Therefore, we
adopted linear extrapolation in our experiment.
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FIG. S6. Energy measurement with zero noise extrapolation. We display the measured energies of a 100-qubit PBC ground state with
different noise scale factors (F € {1,1.5,2,2.5,3}). For each noise scale, we add Pauli twirls in 25 randomly folded circuits. Error bars
indicate 68% confidence interval, obtained from bootstrapping 100 configurations.

2. Circuit Simplification

During the measurement of state energies and overlaps, the circuit can be further simplified according to the commutation
relations between CZ gates and single-qubit Pauli operators, as depicted in Fig. S7.

——, QT —Q
—a . — ——Q . —Q
— T —q QS —Q
—a —q —Q  —Q

(<] B <] [x]
|
|
++++
|

1 ! !
Uosc Upsc Uogc Upgc

FIG. S7. Circuit simplification for energy and overlap measurement. a and b, In the energy measurement circuit, the final CZ gate layer is
eliminated by modifying the observables according to Eq. 13. ¢, In the overlap measurement circuit, the Pauli X gates, which are sandwiched
between two CZ gate layers in the middle of the circuit, can be simplified to a single layer of Pauli Y gates.

Specifically, rewriting the unitary of the state preparation circuit as U = UczU’, where Ucz represents the unitary of the last
CZ layer, and U’ denotes the circuit unitary excluding the last CZ layer, we have |¥) = UczU’|0)®L. The expectation value of
an observable O can be written as

(P|0|¥) = (0|®LU" Ucz0UU’|0)%" = (0|1*LU" 0" U’|0)®", (13)

where O’ = UczOUcz. Since the observable O in our experiment is a Pauli operator, O’ remains a Pauli operator, enabling the
removing of CZ layer by substituting O.
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3. Intrinsic Noise Resistance

The boundary g-function measurement and EHT-based entanglement spectrum detection are naturally resistant to noise. For
the boundary g-function, both the numerator and denominator overlaps will decrease under decoherent noise, but their ratio
remains nearly constant. In Fig. S8, We simulate the effect of CZ depolarization error on the measurement of boundary g-function
for a system size L = 8, and observe that the resulting g-function remains robust over a wide range of noise rates.

V2 tamee-o-0----@9-—--——-—@ -0
- @®— gvalue

(50wt

Ny, - @ [(T50|Ts)|

Noisy simulation results
—
1

'.\_..~~
\*~~
55.-~~
e <
O T T T
0.00 0.05 0.10
pCZ

FIG. S8. Robustness of g-function measurement. We perform noisy circuit simulations on 8 qubits with experimentally measured 77 and
T>. We add an additional CZ depolarization channel with a controlled depolarizing rate, denoted by p.,. While the overlap decreases as the
depolarizing rate increases, the g-function value remains almost unaffected, demonstrating its robustness.

To demonstrate the robustness of EHT to noises, we first extract the noiseless density matrix p of an eight-qubit subsystem
from the 100-qubit ground state with PBC, which is obtained using DMRG. We then introduce a depolarizing channel to the
system, obtaining the noisy density matrix p,, = (1 — p)p + pI/d, where p is the depolarizing error rate and d = 28. As shown
in Fig. S9, the fidelity between p and p,, decreases with the increase of the depolarizing error rate as expected. In contrast, when
we apply EHT on the eight qubits with the loss function defined in Eq. 12 and random 200 Pauli bases, we find that the fidelities
of the resulting density matrices pgyt to p are much less affected by the depolarizing noises.

(
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FIG. S9. EHT noisy simulation. We compare the fidelity between p and pgyr , as well as p, with different depolarizing rates p. The results

demonstrate that the EHT learning protocol is robust to depolarizing noise.
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