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Classical and quantum Markov networks—including Gibbs states of commuting local
Hamiltonians—are characterized by the vanishing of conditional mutual information (CMI) be-
tween spatially separated subsystems. Adding local dissipation to a Markov network turns it into a
hidden Markov network, in which CMI is not guaranteed to vanish even at long distances. The onset
of long-range CMI corresponds to an information-theoretic mixed-state phase transition, with far-
ranging implications for teleportation, decoding, and state compressions. Little is known, however,
about the conditions under which dissipation can generate long-range CMI. In this work we provide
the first rigorous results in this direction. We establish that CMI in high-temperature Gibbs states
subject to local dissipation decays exponentially, (i) for classical Hamiltonians subject to arbitrary
local transition matrices, and (ii) for commuting local Hamiltonians subject to unital channels that
obey certain mild restrictions. Conversely, we show that low-temperature hidden Markov networks
can sustain long-range CMI. Our results establish the existence of finite-temperature information-
theoretic phase transitions even in models that have no finite-temperature thermodynamic phase
transitions. We also show several applications in quantum information and many-body physics.

It is generally believed that long-range correlation
quantities cannot be generated under finite-time dynam-
ics because of the Lieb-Robinson bound. However, such
a belief does not hold true in conditional mutual informa-
tion (CMI), a multipartite correlation measure. Unlike
standard measures of entanglement and mutual informa-
tion, the CMI does not obey a light cone [1], in quantum
or classical systems, and can be generated using local
channels. In the quantum context, the ability of local
channels to generate long-range CMI can be seen as a
form of generalized teleportation: informally, if Bob sep-
arately shares a Bell pair with Alice and one with Claire,
he can implement a Bell measurement and induce entan-
glement between Alice and Claire that is conditional on
the measurement outcome [2].

The generation of long-range CMI under local or finite-
time dynamics is closely related to quantum error cor-
rections and mixed-state phase transitions. Under local
noisy dynamics, error accumulates in the code and de-
stroys the codeword after an O(1) time threshold. This
threshold transition challenges the standard paradigms of
statistical mechanics as correlation length cannot diverge
in O(1) time. However, noise accumulation can generate
long-range CMI, which operationally reflects the failure
of quasi-local decoders after passing the threshold. Simi-
lar argument also shows that long-range CMI is a crucial
ingredient in all mixed-state phase transitions [3]. How-
ever, very little is systematically known about the states
that can generate long-range CMI under local decoher-
ence.

The bulk of this work is dedicated to establishing that
local decoherence cannot induce long-range CMI in a
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wide class of high-temperature Gibbs states. Our con-
siderations apply to both quantum and classical CMI.
The classical states we consider are Markov networks,
states with zero CMI, but local dissipation generates CMI
and turns them into hidden Markov networks. we call
the analogous quantum states quantum hidden Markov
networks. In both cases, we construct low-temperature
states that provably generate long-range CMI under de-
coherence. Together, our results imply the existence of
nonzero-temperature information-theoretic transitions in
the structure of Gibbs states, even when there is no
thermodynamic phase transition at nonzero temperature:
dissipation generates long-range CMI only when the ini-
tial state is below a critical temperature.

Definitions.—We start with the classical case. The
CMI I(X : |Y) is the mutual information between
the two random variables X and , conditioned on
a third variable, Y. In terms of Shannon entropies,
I(X: |Y)=HXY)+H(Y)-HY)-HXY ).
Note that this definition also carries over to the quan-
tum setting if one replaces all Shannon entropies with
Von Neumann entropies. If I(X : |Y) = 0, a property
known as conditional independence, the variables X, YV,
and ~ are said to form a (classical or quantum) Markov
chain. Intuitively, this means that all correlations be-
tween X and ~ are mediated by Y. In higher dimensions,
Markov chains generalize to Markov networks, where a
lattice of random variables exhibits zero CMI when par-
titioned such that Y separates X and = (see Fig. 1(a)).
Quantum Markov chain and Markov networks are analo-
gously defined[4, 5]. Because Markov networks represent
distributions without multipartite correlations, they are
highly structured and computationally tractable. They
have been extensively studied across physics, probabil-
ity theory, and machine learning. A key property of
classical Markov chains is the Hammersley-Clifford the-
orem, which establishes the equivalence between Markov
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Figure 1. (a) An example of partitioning a Markov network exhibiting conditional independence. Y separates X and =~ and
we have I(X : |Y) = 0. (b) An example of hidden Markov chain. WXY Z forms a Markov chain and each site is subject to a
transition matrix. (¢) An example of quantum hidden Markov chain. papcp forms a quantum Markov chain and each site is
subject to a quantum channel. Note that we use the double leg to denote the bra and ket, so fixing the index mn corresponds
to choosing |m) (n|. (d) An example of classical hidden Markov network. Grey dashed lines separate sites and we partition the
system into X, V', and . The white boxes represent a channel that takes two bits as input and outputs their parity. (e) An
example of quantum hidden Markov network. Grey dashed lines separate sites and we partition the system into A, B, and

The circuit rotates the computation basis to the Bell basis and then measures it.

networks and Gibbs states of local Hamiltonians. How-
ever, while quantum Markov networks and Gibbs states
of commuting Hamiltonians on Hypercube lattices are
equivalent [6][7], generic Gibbs states of local quantum
Hamiltonians do not obey the Hammersley-Clifford the-
orem.

Local dissipation does not preserve the Markov chain
property: instead, it turns Markov chains (networks) into
hidden Markov chains (networks) (Fig. 1(b)), for which
the CMI is generically positive. In classical probability,
hidden Markov networks are powerful tools for modeling
complex distributions due to their ability to encode non-
local, multipartite correlations. Quantum Hidden quan-
tum Markov chains/networks are defined analogously
(Fig. 1(c)) [8], and again have nonvanishing CMI. The
existence of long-range CMI in the quantum setting is as-
sociated with phenomena that have no classical counter-
part, such as quantum teleportation and measurement-
induced entanglement [2, 9-16]. Which quantum states
can potentially serve as resources for these protocols,
however, remains an open question.

The final concept we need to define is the Markov
length &. In general, a hidden Markov model might not
obey an exact Markov condition; however, we say that
this condition is obeyed approzimately if I(X : Z|Y)
e~IY1/¢€ where |Y| is the shortest path length across Y
and & is the Markov length. If there is a uniformly de-
fined Markov length (independent of the size of Y) then
the Markov chain property is satisfied to any desired ac-
curacy after a small amount of coarse-graining. When
we speak of “long-range” CMI we mean that the Markov
length diverges.

Ezxzamples of Quantum Hidden Markov Networks.—
We provide examples of classical and quantum hidden
Markov models in Fig. 1(d,e), where we also show the
relation between quantum hidden Markov networks and
teleportation. In Fig. 1(d), neighboring sites share two
identical bits, with a 50% probability of being either zero

or one. These correlated bits are represented by X, Y7,
Yo, Y3, and Z. The system forms a Markov chain ini-
tially. To generate a hidden Markov model, a channel is
applied at each site in Bthat only retains the parity of
the two bits (e.g., Y{ = X & Y7). The resulting distribu-
tion of X, Y/, Y3, Y{, and Z satisfies the following parity
constraint but is otherwise constrained.

XoY oY,V Z=1. (1)

Therefore, by knowing the values of Y{, Yy, and Y3, the
parity of X & Z is fixed, so X and Z become maximally
correlated. This results in I(X : Z|Y{Y3Y3) = 1 across
long distances.

The quantum analogue of this model is shown in Fig.
1(e), which coincides with the quantum network circuit.
The neighboring sites share a Bell pair, and the channel
corresponds to a quantum instrument £ that performs
measurements in the Bell basis. Equivalently, the quan-
tum instrument measures the ZZ and X X stabilizers,
while in the classical example only ZZ stabilizers are
measured. Knowing the measurement outcomes in B, A
and C share a maximally entangled state, resulting in
I¢)(A : C|B) = 2 across long distances. This exam-
ple demonstrates the relation between teleportation and
CMI.

In both cases, the initial Markov chain can be viewed
as the ground state of a nearest-neighbor Hamiltonian:
the ZZ stabilizer in the classical case and both the ZZ
and X X stabilizers in the quantum case. Increasing the
temperature introduces noise, degrading the correlations
in the classical bits and the Bell states. As a result, the
CMI of the hidden Markov models decays exponentially
with increasing distance between A and C. Thus truly
long-range CMI is absent at any finite temperature in
this example. A natural question is whether long-range
CMI is absent at nonzero temperatures in general. In
what follows we establish that long-range CMI is indeed
absent at sufficiently high temperatures, but also that



there are models in which it is stable for a range of low
but nonzero temperatures.

Finite Markov Length at High Temperature.—We
present our first result that addresses the lack of long-
range CMI at high temperatures. Let H = ) A,hq,
where h, are Hermitian matrices with local support and
A, are real coefficients. We require that h, are products
of some local operator basis such as Pauli operators. H
is a commuting Hamiltonian if any h, and h; commute.
Let p oc e P be the Gibbs state at temperature 3.

We will consider the commutation-preserving channels
defined below.

Definition 1. Given a Hamiltonian H = Za Aahg where
every pair of hg and hy commutes. Consider the set
of operators {Oy,}, where each O, is a product of hg,
namely O, =[], he™™, where pa.m is a non-negative
integer denoting the multiplicity of h,. Consider a set
of channels {&;} where each &; acts on site i. The set
is commutation-preserving if for any operators O, and
O, and for any subset of sites S, (®ics&;)|Om] and
(®ics&i)[On] commute.

We also impose that the local channels are unital,
namely &;[I] = I for all i. This category of channels
contains many physically-relevant ones. For example, if
h, are Pauli operators, then bit-flip, dephasing, and de-
polarization channels at any rate and their composition
all belong to this category.

We present our first main result below.

Theorem 1. (Informal) Consider the Gibbs state p
e BH of some local commuting Hamiltonian H. Let £ =
®;&;, where &; is a unital channel acting on site 1 We
demand that {&;} is commutation-preserving. Consider
any three subsystems ABC'. When 3 is less than a critical
temperature B, = O(1), we have the following decay of
CMI:

dac

Ig[p](A :C|B) xe & (2)

Where dac is the distance between A and C, and & =
O(B/Be) is called the Markov length

Our results implies that quantum hidden Markov net-
works under unital, commutation preserving channels
have a O(1) Markov length, and thus cannot support
long-range CMI at high temperautre.

Our major technical contribution is to show that the
generalized cluster expansion, a standard tool to analyze
high-temperature Gibbs states, can be applied to £[p| as
well. We defer the proof to Appendix A and explain the
rough idea here. Without loss of generality, we restrict £
to act on B only since applying local channels to A and C
only decreases CMI due to the data processing inequality.
We will consider the following matrix H(A : C|E[B]):

H(A: C|E[B]) =log(Elpan]) + log(Elprc))
—log(€[pg]) — log(E[panc])

Where p; denotes the reduced density matrix
in the region L. One can quickly see that
Iei)(A: C|B) = =Tr [E[p|H(A : C|€[B])], thus the

operator norm ||H(A : C|E[B])|| upper-bounds the CMI.
To upper-bound ||H(A : C|€[B])||, we Taylor expand
[H(A: CIE[B])[| in B

— (=B)"
z;Om!

Cluster expansion reorganizes the above derivative in 3
into derivatives of Hamiltonian coefficients \,, namely

(ZA m) H(A:C|E[B))
(5)

We will use the cluster expansion to show that

H(A:CIE[B

(A ClEB) ()

gm H(A:C|EB

om
apm

1. 0" _H(A:C|E[B

1

ml Haﬁm
an O(1) constant, so Eq.
temperature Where B <ec.

H decays as c¢™, where c is

(4) converges at high

2. The first nonzero is when

| A clers)
m > dac. This establishes the main result of finite
Markov length.

Our proof strategy only works for the restricted class
of Gibbs states and noise channels defined above. The
difficulty in generalizing our results to non-unital chan-
nels and non-commuting Hamiltonians seem essentially
technical, and we have not found any candidate physi-
cal mechanism that would generate long-range CMI in
generic high-temperature Gibbs states for generic one-
site channels. We conjecture that our conclusions hold
in these cases also. (We note that the failure of our proof
in non-commuting settings is related to the flaw in [17].)

In classical systems, the notion of channels is replaced
by transition matrices. There we overcome the unitality
restriction (commutation is also automatic) and show the
decay of CMI under any transition matrices.

Theorem 2. (Informal) Consider the Gibbs distribution
p o< e PH of some local Hamiltonian H that is diagonal
in the computational basis. Let T = ®;7T;, where each
T; is a transition matriz acting on site i. Consider any
three subsystems XY Z. When [ is less than a critical
temperature S, = O(1), we have the following decay of
CMI:

idxz

IT[/J] (X : Z|Y) xe € (6)

Where dxz is the distance between X and Z, and £ =
O(B/B.) gives the Markov length

Therefore, the existence of long-range CMI in high-
temperature classical hidden Markov network is ruled
out. To prove the above theorem, we exploit the fact
that classical CMI is an average of post-selected mutual



information, which helps us overcome the unitality re-
striction. We present the proof in Appendix B.
Long-range CMI at Low Temperature— We have es-
tablished the finite Markov length at high temperature,
On the contrary, we provide a family of quantum hidden
Markov networks that support long-range CMI below a
temperature threshold. This family consists of cluster
states implementing fault-tolerant MBQCs. A cluster
state, defined on a simple graph, can be considered as
the ground state of the following stabilizer Hamiltonian:

H:Z XiHZj (7)

g\d

Where i labels the vertex on the graph and j\i denotes all
the vertices adjacent to . Cluster states are short-range
entangled states that can support universal MBQC [18].
By choosing a cluster state with an appropriate underly-
ing graph and measuring each qubit in some appropriate
local basis, one can implement any quantum circuit as a
MBQC protocol.

In MBQC, measuring the bulk of a cluster state gen-
erates entanglement between boundaries. This fits nicely
into quantum hidden Markov networks. The initial clus-
ter state is the unique ground state of a commuting
Hamiltonian, thus is a quantum Markov network. The
process of measuring each qubit in the appropriate basis
maps to applying local dephasing channels in the cor-
responding basis. By conditioning on the measurement
outcome, the entanglement is reflected in the CMI.

Crucially, it is known that MBQC can implement
quantum error correcting codes, preserving long-range
entanglement even when the underlying cluster states are
subject to local noise channels [19-21]. In particular, the
“foliation” technique allows one to encode the syndrome
measurement circuit of any Calderbank, Shor, and Steane
(CSS) code into a cluster state [22]. This robustness al-
lows us to show the existence of long-range CMI at low
temperature.

We will consider the following setup, shown in Fig.
2(a). We consider a cluster state that foliates a CSS code
(see the construction in Ref. [22]). We denote the two
boundaries as A and © and denote the bulk as B. As an
example, Fig. 2(b) shows the unit cell of the cluster state
the encodes the Toric code. Measurement of 53 in the X
basis generates entangled code states between A and
In the corresponding quantum hidden Makov network,
we apply the channel B = ®;cpB;, where each B; is a
complete bit-flip channel acting on qubit 7.

1

1
~XipX; 8
5P+ 5Xip (8)

Bi[p]
We note that B is unital and commutation-preserving
with respect to stabilizer Hamiltonians, so it satisfies the
condition in the previous section. Suppose the underlying
quantum error correcting code has k logical qubits, then
measuring 3 generates entangled logical states between

Figure 2. (a) Geometry of the MBQC cluster state we con-
sider. The bulk region B is measured, generating entangled
code states between A and © which sit at the boundary. We
show a three-dimensional cluster state as an example, but in
general the dimensionality is arbitrary as long as a “time-like”
direction exist, along which quantum information propagates.
(b) The unit cell of the three-dimensional cluster state that
encodes a Toric code in MBQC. The graph that defines the
cluster state has vertices on the edge and the face of the unit
cell.

A and . Therefore, this quantum hidden Markov net-
work has a long-range CMI lower-bounded by 2k because
the logical subspace is maximally entangled.

T (A |B) > 2% (9)

We now consider the above quantum hidden Markov
network at finite temperatures and ask whether the above
long-range CMI is stable. An important observation, first
pointed out in Ref. [19], is that the Gibbs state of the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (7) can also be generated by applying
local dephasing channels to the clean cluster state.

Proposition 1. (Eq. (5) in [19]) Given a cluster state

V) Apcs consider its finite-temperature Gibbs state pffj)ec

with parent Hamiltonian Eq. (7). Then pfff)gc can be
generated from |¢) 4 g using local dephasing channels.

Pibe = N1 @ N2 ® .. @ N)[IW) Wlape]  (10)
Where Nilp| = (1 — p)p + pZipZ; denotes the dephasing
channel on site i with a rate p = 1/(e? + 1).

Therefore, a finite-temperature cluster state is equiv-
alent to a cluster state subject to local noise. This al-
lows us to invoke the existence of fault-tolerant MBQC
to establish long-range CMI in the corresponding low-
temperature quantum hidden Markov model.

Theorem 3. (Informal) Given a cluster state V) ,po
encoding some fault-tolerant MBQC circuit with k logical
qubits. B denotes the region to be measured in some local
basis. Under the noisy measurement channel with mea-
surement error rate p, suppose that |) , 5~ has a logical
error rate q that scales as exp(—w(n))



Consider the corresponding finite-temperature cluster

state p(fgc with f = %log(pf1 — 1) and apply product

of local dephasing channel acting on B under the corre-
sponding measurement basis £ = & @ & @ ... ® & p|-

After applying the channel, the quantum hidden Markov

network Ep [pffgc] satisfies the following lower bound on

its long-range CMI:

IfB[p%3%C]<A:C|B) 22]?76 (11)

Where € scales as exp(—w(n))

The above theorem essentially generalizes the argu-
ment in [19] to arbitrary fault-tolerant MBQCs, and
we defer the proof to Appendix C. Roughly speaking,
the logical error rate is the average fidelity of the post-
measurement, post-error-correction code state in AC' to
the maximally-entangled code state, averaged over all
possible measurement outcomes and all noise patterns.
We rigorously define the logical error rate ¢ in Appendix
C and note that this definition is lower-bounded by the
logical error rate in the standard Clifford simulations
[23]. There exists extensive numerical and analytic stud-
ies which confirm the exponentially small logical error
rate in fault-tolerant MBQC [20, 21, 24-26].

To summarize the proof, we apply the
Fannes—Audenaert inequality which entails that two
states that are exponentially close in trace distance are
also exponentially close in their entropies. Applying it to
the code space and realizing that two sets of entangled
k logical qubits have a mutual information of 2k, we
obtain the result.

Lastly, we comment on the recent Ref. [27] which pro-
poses a similar idea of using Markov length to detect
phase transitions in cluster states encoding logical infor-
mation. we show that our results are complementary to
theirs in Appendix C 3.

Discussion.—Our first main result is establishing that
CMI decays exponentially with a finite Markov length
in decohered high-temperature Gibbs states, (i) for gen-
eral commuting Hamiltonians subject to single-site uni-
tal commutation-preserving channels, and (ii) for clas-
sical Hamiltonians subject to arbitrary single-site de-
coherence. Therefore, by the results of Ref. [3], all of
these states lie in the same trivial information-theoretic
phase as their parent high-temperature Gibbs states.
Our second main result shows that this is not the
only phase: low-temperature Gibbs states of certain
commuting Hamiltonians are capable of fault-tolerant
MBQC and consequently their Markov length can diverge
under decoherence. Our results establish that finite-
temperature information-theoretic transitions are possi-
ble even in the absence of any thermodynamic phase
transition.

Our results are relevant to the recent interest in identi-
fying space-time fault-tolerance as a new phase of matter
[27]. Our result also has implications for quantum state
preparation (see Appendix D). Lastly, it has been shown
that for the measurement outcome distribution from any
state, if the distribution has a finite Markov length, then
it can be efficiently represented by a neural quantum
state (See Appendix E) [28] . Since measurements can
be considered as a dephasing channel, our results imply
that all high-temperature hidden Markov networks admit
efficient neural quantum state representations.
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Appendix A: Generalized Cluster Expansion Under Local Unital, Commutation-Preserving Channels

In this section, we prove the finite Markov length of any high-temperature quantum hidden Markov network under
unital, commutation-preserving channels.

We consider an operator basis { P, } of the ¢ dimensional local Hilbert space, where each operator has the operator
norm || P,|| < 1. Recall that the operator norm of a matrix A is defined as follows:

| Az]]
]|

Where x denotes a vector with a norm. In the case of finite-dimensional Hermitian matrices, which are what we
consider, the operator norm coincides with the Schatten-oo norm, defined as the largest magnitude of the eigenvalues.

Without loss of generality, we also assume that {P,} contains the identity operator I and Tr[P,] = 0 for all P, # I.
Finally, we demand that {P,} form a projective representation of a group. In other words, any P, P, still belongs to
{P,}, up to a global phase.

We will consider the commuting Hamiltonian H = ) A.h, where all h, commute mutually. We demand that h, is
a tensor product of the operators in {P,}. An example is that {P,} is the set of Pauli operators and H is a stabilizer
Hamiltonian. We now state our result formally below.

(A1)

JAll = max
xr
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Figure 3. (a) An example of a cluster with one element supported on qubit 1, 2, one element supported on qubit 2, 3, 4, 5,
and two elements supported on qubit 4, 6. (b) An example of a disconnected cluster. (¢) An example of a cluster connecting
A and © but is disconnected. (d) An example of a connected cluster but does not connect A and

Theorem A.1l. Given a Hamiltonian H =) Aqha where each hq is a tensor product of operators in {Py}, all hq
commute mutually, and |N| < 1,Va. Suppose that every site supports at most 0 terms in H. Let p = %e*fm{ be the
Gibbs state at temperature B. Consider arbitrary subsystems ABC where A and C are separated (not necessarily by
B). Let & = ®;&; be a product of single-site unital channels &; acting on B. We demand that {&;} is commutation-
Preserving.

When B < B.=1/(e(@+1)(1 +e(d —1))), we have the following decay of CMI in E[p]:

I(A: C|E[B)) < ¢ min(|94], |9C])e~ 4% (A2)

Where ¢ is an O(1) constant, |0A| denotes the boundary size of A, defined as the number of terms in H that are
supported both inside and outside A. |0C)| is similarly defined. dac is the distance between A and C, defined as the
minimum weight of any connected cluster that connects A and C. £ = O(%) gives the Markov length.

Note that we restrict the action of the channel to B only. This is because applying local channels to A and C' can
only decrease the CMI due to the data processing inequality.

1. Preliminaries

We first introduce the definition of clusters. We consider a set of n spins, each spin supporting a d dimensional
local Hilbert space. We consider a Hamiltonian H =} ., Aol acting on the d" dimensional Hilbert space, where
a labels the Hamiltonian term and M denotes the collection of all Hamiltonian terms. A, are coefficients satisfying
[Aa] < 1 and h, are Hermitian matrices with bounded operator norms ||h,|| < 1 (we will always use the operator
norm in this manuscript, unless otherwise noted).

We now define a cluster. A cluster W is a multiset of Hamiltonian terms. Specifically, W is a set of tuples of the
form (a, p(a)), where a € M labels the Hamiltonian term and p(a) is a positive integer that labels its multiplicity.
We define the weight of W as |[W| = 3" (a). We also define W! =[] u(a)!. We visualize an example of a cluster
in Fig. 3(a). In this example, the cluster has one element supported on qubit 1, 2 and one element supported on
qubit 2, 3, 4, 5. It also has two elements supported on qubit 4, 6, thus a multiplicity of two for this element.

For any matrix @ that depends on A,, we can write its multivariate Taylor expansion in terms of \,.

0= 2 by (A3)
W w

Where we define A\W =[] .w X2 and Dy = Haew(aﬁa )@

A=0

2. Generalized Cluster Expansion

In this section, we show that generalized cluster expansion [17] works even under local unital channels. Let the
Hamiltonian be H = )" A;hq, where for all a we have [A\,| < 1 and ||h,|| < 1. We will consider channels of the form:
E=65RER®...QE,, where &; are local channels acting on site 1.



Lemma A.l. Let E =& ®E®...Q &, be a product of local channels, then the CMI of E[p] can be written as
I(A: CIEIB]) = ~ Tr [Elpac] H(A : CIE[B])], (A4)
H(A: C|€[B]) = log(&]pan]) +log(€[pnc]) —log(€lpp]) —log(€[panc]) (AD)

Where g1, = Trp, (e PH)® I, denotes the embedding of the unnormalized reduced density matriz into the full Hilbert
space. L. denotes the complement of region L and I_ is the identily operator acting on L..

We also define p = e # to be the unnormalized density matrix. An important observation is that tracing out is
equivalent to the full depolarizing channel.

Proposition A.1. The partially traced state pr, can be equivalently written as
pr=EL! (7] (A6)

Where SLT: = ®ier, EL™ is the product of all single-qubit complete depolarization channels in L.. Further, Consider
any set of commutation-preserving channels {&;}, where each i is in region L. Suppose we include another set of
depolarization channels {EJT”} in L., then the set {&;} U {SJ-TT} is also commutation-preserving.

Proof. The relation between partial trace and depolarization is trivial, so it remains to show that {&;} U {EJT "} is
commutation-preserving.

Consider O,, in Definition 1. Since each h,, is a product of { P, } which forms a projective representation of a group,
O, is also a product of {P,}. Next, we use the fact that €J-T’” [P,] = 0,VP, # I because P, are traceless. Therefore,
El"[Om] is either zero or Op,. Thus, the commutation preservation of {&} U {£]"} follows from the commutation
preservation of {&;}. O

As a direct corollary, Let £ =& ® E ® ... ® &, be a product of local channels, then
Elpr) = (L) < E)7] (A7)
Where ng o £ is also a product of local channels that are all depolarization channels in L.. Therefore, we use the
perspective of applying depolarizing channels rather than tracing out qubits throughout the discussion.
Note that the definition of H(A : C|E[B]) here differs slightly from the definition in the main text (Eq. (3)), where
the normalized density matrix is used. Nevertheless, the two definitions are equivalent as any choice of normalization

will cancel out after taking the logarithm. As stated in the main text, the operator norm ||H(A : C|E[B])|| upper
bounds CML

Proposition A.2. CMI is upper-bounded by the operator norm of H(A : C|E[B]).
I(A:CIE[B]) < [H(A: ClEB)| (A8)

We will use the operator norm throughout this paper, unless otherwise noted. We cluster expand £[pr] and
log(&[pL])

Elnl = Y e Dwelin] (A9)
> Wi

log(€[pe]) = 3 2 Duw log(£[71)) (410)
> Wi

3. Connected Clusters

The cluster expansions of £[pr] and log(E[pr]) admit significant simplifications by considering the connectedness
of clusters.

We take the set M and construct a simple, unidirectional graph termed the dual interaction graph 9 as follows.
B contains |M| vertices corresponding to elements of M. Two vertices a and b of B are connected if and only if h,
and hy have overlapping support. Let the degree of 8 be 0. In other words, 9 is the maximal number of Hamiltonian
terms any site supports.

We say that a cluster W is connected if the corresponding dual interaction graph is connected. In other words, W
cannot be decomposed into a union of two clusters W1 U Wy such that W1 and W5 have disjoint support. See Fig.
3(b) for an example of a disconnected cluster. We define G as the set of all connected clusters and G,, as the set of
connected clusters with weight m.

When W is disconnected, DwE&|[p] and Dw log(€[p]) admit significant simplifications.



Lemma A.2. Let E =& ®E R ... R E, be a product of local channels. Suppose W can be decomposed into two
disconnected clusters W1 and Wy. We decompose £ = Ew, ® Ew, ® E, where Ew, includes channels acting on
the support of W1, Ew, includes channels acting on the support of Wa, and &g, includes channels acting on the
remaining system. Let EWV) = &y, ® Ly ,ow be the embedding of Ew, into the global Hilbert space by tensoring
with the identity channel on the remaining system. EWV2) and EW) are similarly defined.

Under the above notations, we have

Dwélp] = Dw,EVV[7] x Dw, W] x EW[1] (A11)

Where x denotes matriz multiplication.  Furthermore, when & is a product of unital channels, DwE&[p] =
leg(WI)[ﬁ] X IDW25(W2)[p~]

Proof. Since W can be decomposed into two disconnected clusters W; and Ws. We have

0 0
Dwélp] = z Peadar] A12
welpl = T1 (o T1 Groee] (A12)

iEW JEW2
We first set the coefficients A that are not in Wy or Wy to zero. Because W1 and Wy, are disconnected, the resulting
density matrix factorizes.

0 0
- _ Hi Y (W1) (W2)
pweldl = T1 (o T Grore [p™) < o™ (A13)
i€EW JEW,
p(wl) _ 6_’6 2aew, Aaha (A14)
p(Wz) — e Pl uew, Aala (A15)

Where pW1) and pW2) denote the density matrix after setting all coefficients not in W1 or Wy, to zero. Under the
factorization £ = &w, ® Ew, @ &y, we have

& {p(wl) x p<W2>} — W {p<W1>} x EW2 [p(WQ)} x EW 1] (A16)

And one can see that only pw, depends on W3 and only pw, depends on Wy. Therefore,

DwE[f] = Dw, V! [p(Wl)} X Dy, EW: [p(Wﬂ} x Dy W [I] (A17)
= Dw, EWVD[7] x Dy, £V (5] x £W[1] (A18)
Lastly, when £ is a product of unital channels, £ (W) [I] = I, and the result trivially follows. O

Lemma A.3. Let E=&E R®E ®...Q &, be a product of local channels. When W is disconnected, Dw log(E[p]) = 0

Proof. Suppose W can be decomposed into two disconnected clusters W1 and W5. We have

O 9 i 9 Hilo 0
Pwlos(els) =TI GG 1T (G5! g€l (A19)

We first set the coeflicients A that are not in W7 or Wy to zero. Because W1 and Wy, are disconnected, the resulting
density matrix factorizes.

Dw log(E[p]) = ] ¢ 8@ »o T 2y log (£ [p™1) x pW] )

. O\
IEW, v jew, Y

A20
i =)\j =0 ( )

Where p(W1) and p(W2) are defined in Eq. (A14, A15). Since & is a product of local channels, we separate it into
three parts: £ = Ew, ® Ew, ® &, where Evw, includes channels acting on the support of Wy, Ew, includes channels
acting on the support of Wy, and &g includes channels acting on the remaining system. Under such factorization,
the logarithm becomes

log (5 [p(wl) X p(WQ)D = log <S(W1) [p(wl)} x £(W2) [p(wﬂ x EW) [I]) (A21)

= log (£ [pWD]) +log (W2 [pW2)]) + log (W) (1)) (A22)
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Where in the second line we use the fact that £W1) [p(wl)], E(W2) [p(WZ)], and EW) [I] have disjoint support to
factorize the matrix logarithm into the sum of three terms. After expressing the matrix logarithm as a sum of
three terms, notice that the first terms only depend on W1, the second term only depends on Ws, and the last

term is independent of Wy or Ws. Therefore, all three terms become zero after taking the cluster derivative of
W =W,; UW.,. O

We will upper-bound CMI using the cluster expansion of H(A : C|€[B]).

H(A: CIE[B]) = %DWH(A . C|€[B)) (A23)
2 W1

A crucial observation is that the above cluster expansion is non-trivial only when W is a connected cluster connecting
A and C. Fig. 3(c) illustrates an example where a cluster connects A and C but is disconnected, and Fig. 3(d)
illustrates an example where a cluster is connected but does not connect A and C.

Lemma A.4. DwH(A : C|E[B)) is non-trivial only when W is a connected cluster connecting A and C.

Proof. If W is disconnected, Dw H (A : C|E[B]) = 0 follows from Lemma A.3. Without loss of generality, suppose W
is connected but does not connect to C, then we first set all coefficients of terms supported on C to zero. We first
consider D (log(€[pap]) and Dw (log(E[panc])-

Dw log(€[pa]) = Dw log((€ 0 £57)[panc]) (A24)
= Dw log (£ 0 £27)[™)]) = Dw log [0 ™)) (A25)

Where p(W) = ¢ B 2acw Aeha denotes the density matrix after setting all the coefficients not in W to zero. In the
last line we use the fact that £L" is unital. Similarly,

Dw log(E[apc]) = Dw log (5[p<W>}) (A26)
Therefore, Dw (log(€[pas]) — log(€]papc])) = 0. Next, we consider Dw (log(&[ppc]) and Dw (log(E[p5])-
Dw log(€[ppc]) = Dw log((€ 0 E47)[pascl) (A27)
— Dw log (€ 0 1) /™)) (A28)
Dw log(€]pp]) = Dw log((€ 0 E4" 0 £L7)[parc)) (A29)
— Dy log (€ 0 £57 0 £87)[p™)]) = Dw log (€ 0 1) (™)) (A30)
Therefore, Dw (log(E[ppc]) — log(€[ps])) = 0. Together, we establish DwH(A : C|E[B]) =0 O

We will prove Theorem A.1 through two steps. First, we show that the number of connected clusters at weight w
grows as a", where a is some O(1) constant. Second, the magnitude of the cluster derivative is upper-bounded by
(¢B)™, where c is some other O(1) constant, together, we will establish the convergence of the cluster expansion in
Eq. (A23) at 8 < 1/(ac).

First, we quote the result that the number of connected clusters grows at most exponentially.

Lemma A.5. (Proposition 3.6 of [29]) The number of connected clusters supported on any site a with weight w is
upper bounded by ed(1 + e(d — 1))“~1, where d denotes the degree of the interaction graph.

The major technical part is to establish the exponential decay of the cluster derivative, which we show in the next
subsection.

4. Bounding Cluster Derivative Under Unital Channels

In this subsection we upper-bound the magnitude of cluster derivatives, which is the main technical step of the proof.
Recall that p = e #H denotes the unnormalized density matrix. We show that the norm of any cluster derivatives
with weight m is upper-bounded by (¢8)™, where ¢ is some O(1) constant. This is the step that was found to be
flawed in Ref. [17]. To address it, we employ a different combinatorial estimate introduced in [29, 30] and generalize
their technique to density matrices under local channels.
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Lemma A.6. Given any cluster W with order |W| = m, for any channel £ = ®;&; that is a product of unital,
commutation-preserving channels,

1 ~ m
FilDwlog(Ela) | < (2¢(0 + 1))+ (A31)
We begin by supplying some short lemmas which will be useful later. First, any unital channel is contractive in the

sense that its action cannot increase the operator norm.

Lemma A.7. (Theorem II.4 of [31]) Given any matriz A such that ||Al] = 1, then for any unital channel &,
€Al < 1.

With that, we can upper-bound the operator norm of Dy EV)[5], where £V), defined in Lemma A.2, is a product
of local unital channels supported on V.

Lemma A.8. Suppose |V| = k, then for any EN) that is a product of local unital channels supported on V,
[DvEM[g]|| < B*

Proof. First expand =Y., &8 g

n=1 n!

DyvENV)[H"]

HDV5<V> [,5]H - HDV5<V> li (_j)m] (A32)

& Bn
<> o
n=1

Suppose V contain terms hgv), hév), ceey hfcv), where one term can show up multiple times to account for its multi-

plicity. Only the term on the k-th order contributes, so

vl < S5 5 el o
v P = T |7V = o) e(2) " o (k)
o€Sk
Where S}, is the symmetric group of order k£ and o € S permutes the label. Finally, we invoke Lemma A.7 to have

e mEnEa) - nS| < [P nl -SR] < 1. 50 i the end,

W) V) ) || < gk
REORSE) - b < 8 (A34)

o] <2 5 |

k
O

To establish Lemma A.6, we first connect the cluster derivative to the graph coloring problem and employ a
combinatorial estimate introduced in [29, 30] to upper-bound the magnitude of cluster derivatives. We will need to
introduce the notion of graph partition and cluster partition which are essentially the same object but are different in
terms of their redundancies.

We start by defining the simple interaction graph Gra(W) of a cluster W. Gra(W) contains |[W| nodes labeled
with elements of W. Specifically, if W = {(a, u(a))}, each node can be labeled by a tuple (a,4) where i takes integer
value from one to p(a). Two nodes are connected if their corresponding h, and hy, have overlapping support. A graph
partition B of W is defined as the graph partition of Gra(W). We will mostly consider a special subset of graph
partitions where each partition has connected induced subgraph. We denote PaC(F') as the collection of all graph
partitions of F' such that they partition F' into connected induced subgraph.

On the other hand, we define a cluster partition of W as a multiset P = {(W;, u(W;))} such that the multiset
union gives W. We let |P| = . u(W;) and P! = [[, u(W;)!. One can see that each graph partition B of W
corresponds to a cluster partition P by simply ”forgetting” the 7 in the node label (a,4). On the other hand, for each
cluster partition P, there are % graph partitions that correspond to P. Similarly, we denote PaC(W) as the

collection of all cluster partitions of W into connected clusters.

In essence, a graph partition is similar to a cluster partition, but when p(W;) > 1, then different W; in the multiset
are treated as distinguishable by assigning labels to each one of them.

The interaction graph Gra(P) of a cluster partition P is defined as follows: Gra(P) contains | P| nodes corresponding
to clusters, and two nodes are connected if and only if their corresponding clusters W; and W are connected after
taking the union W;UW . The interaction graph Gra(B) of a graph partition B is defined similarly. For any graph F,
let x*(n, F') denote the number of node colorings using exactly n colors such that two connected nodes have different
colors.
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Lemma A.9. Given any cluster W with order |W| = k, for any channel € = ®;&; that is a product of unital,
commutation-preserving channels,

\BI

1Dw log(€[a))] < 8™ (n, Gra(B)) (A35)

BePaC(Gra(W))

The above lemma is a direct generalization of Lemma 3.11 from [29] to density matrices under local unital channels.

Proof. We first cluster expand &[]

~:51]+§: > ;\;‘:Dwé’ _I+Z > ;\;‘TDwg[] (A36)

k=1 W:|W|=k k=1 W:|W|=k

Where in the second equality we use the unital property of the channel to have £[I] = I. In general, W may be
disconnected. We use P4, (W) to denote the maximally connected subset of W, namely the minimal partition that
separates W into connected subsets. Using Lemma A.2, we have

epl=1+y Y I QEove™i) (A37)

k=1 W:|W|=k VEPy,0. (W)

Where £V) was defined in Lemma A.2. L
Next, we apply the matrix logarithm expansion log(l + A) = >_°° %A” to expand log(&[pz])-

n=1

EV S M) (A35)

k=1 W:|W|=k

Vs S T &oveviy (A39)

k=1 W:|W|=k VEPpa. (W)

tqu

log(€[7))

3
Il
s

tqu

3
I
—

To estimate Dwy log(€[p]), we need to reorganize the above equation into a cluster expansion of log(€[p]), formally
shown below.

-3 Y Y ) [[ovei) (A10)

k=1 WeGy P partitioning W verP

Where C(P) are coefficients that we will match to Eq. (A39). Here we will need the commutation-preserving property
of the channel. Dy j contain terms generated by h, (see Definition 1). Since £V) is commutation-preserving, different
DyvEWV)[p] commutes, so we do not care about the ordering in the multiplication. When different Dy &(V) Lﬁ] does not
commute, mapping Eq. (A39) to Eq. (A40) requires shuffling the order of multiplying different DyEV)[5]. So far
this seems to destroy the convergence of the generalized cluster expansion. However, we do not face this issue as long
as E(V) are commutation-preserving.

As a reminder, G,, denotes the set of connected clusters with weight k. Note that we only sum over connected
clusters since we know from Lemma A.3 that disconnected clusters do not contribute.

We will show how to reorganize Eq. (A39) into Eq. (A40). First, we expand the n-th power in Eq. (A39) as follows

e -Y Y Y Y Y LYY

n=1 k=1 Wq:|[Wy|=ks ka=1 Wo:[Wa|=ks  kn=1 W, :|W,|=k,
Av
[I &y, eVm9a)
Vm 1' '

Vin,1€Pmaz(W1) "

Av,, .
S | S e R )
Vim,2€Pmaz(W2) ’

(A41)
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Where for each term in the n-th power we introduce a k,,, W, and V,,, ,, € Prae(W,,). Next, we reorganize the
summation over k,, W, according to the total cluster weight.

nloc

log(€ = nZ::l Z

k=1{W;}:327 , [Wil=k

[ (o, eV

1
Vi 1€Pman(W1)

A 2
m (Vin,2)[ 5
I G )
Vm,,2 EPnLaa:(WZ)

AV"YL n o~
X ... % I1 (mDvm,nE(V’"’”)[p]))
Vi,n€Pmaz(Whp) ’

(A42)

Now each term corresponds to a cluster derivative of W = U;W,; with weight k, so the above equation formally
corresponds to Eq. (A40), but with redundancies. In general, there could be different sets of {W,} that give rise to
the same W as they correspond to different cluster partitions P of W. We will count the number of cluster partitions
and show that it is related to the graph coloring problem, which will help us determine the coefficient C(P) in Eq.
(A40).

Each term in Eq. (A42) consists of cluster derivatives of a family of clusters {V,, n} such that their union is a
connected cluster W (we do not consider disconnected clusters because of Lemma A.3, as shown in Eq. (A40)). The
set {V,,.n} corresponds to exactly the cluster partition P in (A40).

Crucially, each V,, ,, is connected and any V,, , and V,,/ , has to be disconnected. This is because because they
belong to Paz(Wh), s0 Vo, has to be connected by definition. Meanwhile, If 'V, ,, and V,,, ,, are connected, then
one can construct a new partition that merges V,, ,, and V5, thereby violating the condition of being a maximally
connected subset. On the other hand, V,, ,, and V,,,r ,,» with n # n’ can in general be connected. The condition that
V. being connected implies that P := {V,, ,} € PaC(W). In addition, the condition that V,,, and V,,,, being
disconnected correspond to exactly the graph coloring condition in Gra(P): each value of n is assigned a color and
each node in Gra(P), labeled by V,, ., is painted in the corresponding color. All nodes in the same color has to be
mutually disconnected.

On the other hand, there could be multiple graph colorings of Gra(P) that correspond to the same P. This happens
when any cluster multiplicity ©(W;) > 1, as permuting the color within the set of W, gives rise to a different graph
coloring but correspond to the same P. Therefore, each cluster partition P corresponds to P! graph colorings of

Gra(P). C(P) then is the sum of all possible numbers of graph coloring of Gra(P) with one, two, up to |P| colors,
(=D

divided by the P! redundancy, and including the factor of originating from the Taylor expansion of logarithm.

P
Z (n, Gra(P)) (A43)
Plugging it back to Eq. (A40)
IP\ Av
log(& Z > > (n,Gra(P) | T] (vad") E) (A44)
k=1W:/W|=k PEPaC(W) ver

Summing over cluster partitions is equivalent to summing over graph partitions divided by the combinatorial factor

of ﬁ, so we have
oo 1 |B\
log(& Z Z Wi (n, Gra(B)) H ()\vag(v) [A]) (A45)
k=1W:|W|=k BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1 veprP

Where the map from B to P is implicit (forgetting the label). Taking the cluster derivative selects the corresponding
term

\B|
Dw log(€]p]) =

(n,Gra(B)) | T[ (OvE™ (7)) (A46)
BePaC(Gra(W)) n ver
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Now we can upper-bound the operator norm

\B\
| Dw log(£[A])]| < > Z (n, Gra(B)) H(Dv6<">m)| (A47)
BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1 veP
\B\
< v, Gra(B)) | TT [pve™ i (A48)
BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1 vep

Where in the second line we use the sub-multiplicity of the operator norm. It remains to upper-bound HDVE M15] H
This is established in Lemma A.8. Therefore, we have in the end

LI
Dw log(EA)] <

(n,Gra(B)) | T] 8! (A49)

BePaC(Gra(W)) n vVer
IB\

< pWI > Z (n, Gra(B)) (A50)

BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1
O

The magnitude of the cluster derivative is upper-bounded by a sequence of combinatorial estimate of the graph
coloring problem. We quote the result directly from [29]. Ref. [30] also obtains a similar combinatorial estimate using
the tutte polynomials.

Lemma A.10. For any cluster W

| B

> > (=1 x(n, Gra(B))| < 2" '7(Gra(W)) (A51)
BePaC(Gra(W)) |n=1 "
< on-l H deg(a) < W!(2e(1 + 0))WIH! (A52)
a€node(Gra(W))

Where Gra(B) denotes the induced interaction graph of B, 7(G) denotes the number of spanning trees of G, and
deg(a) denotes the degree of vertex a.

The first inequality above comes from Lemma 3.12, the second inequality comes from the proof of Lemma 3.9, and
the last inequality comes from the proof of Lemma Proposition 3.8 in [29].

Proof of Lemma A.6. First apply Lemma A.9, then apply Lemma A.10. O

5. Proof of Theorem 1 (formally Theorem A.1)

By combining the exponential growth of the number of connected clusters (Lemma A.5) and the exponential
suppression of cluster derivatives’ magnitude (Lemma A.6), we are ready to establish the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem A.1. We use Proposition A.2 to relate CMI to H(A : C|E[B)).

I(A: CIE[B]) < |[H(A: ClEB] (A53)
To upper-bound ||H (A : C|E[B])||, we take the cluster expansion of H(A : C|E[B]).
H(A:CIE[B) =) %DWH(A : C|€[B)) (A54)
& W!

Using Lemma A.4, the non-trivial clusters are those connecting AC' and are themselves connected. Denote the set of
connected clusters that connect AC' by gf,‘lc. The minimal order of m is dac

H(A:C|E[B Z Z DWHA CIE[B)) (A55)

m=dac WEQAC
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H(A : C|€[B]) contains four terms that are all of the form £[p], where £ is a product of local unital channels. This
is because Proposition A.1 shows the equivalence between the partial trace and the depolarization channel which
is a product of local unital, commutation-preserving channels, and the composition of two products of local unital
channels is also a product of local unital channels. Thus, we apply Lemma A.6 to upper-bound the norm of each term
in the summation

IHA:CIEBN <4 Y > (2e(@+1)8)"H (A56)

m=dac WEGAC

m

Following Lemma A.5, the number of clusters in GA® is upper-bounded by |GAY| < cmin(|0A], |0C|)ed(1 + e(d —
1))m-t.
1H (A= CIEB])| < emin(|9A],10C]) Y (1+e(®— 1) (2e(0 + 1))+ (A57)

m=dac

Where we absorb the factor of four into ¢. The above series converges absolutely when 8 < 8. = 1/(2e(d + 1)(1 +
e(® —1))). Furthermore, the leading order term is O((%)‘“C)7 so we have in the end,

I(A: C|E[B)) < ||H(A : CIEB))| < cmin(|dA], |0C])e 4 (A58)
O

Appendix B: Finite Markov Length in Classical Gibbs Distribution at High Temperature

In this section, we prove the finite Markov length in classical Gibbs distributions subject to arbitrary local transition
matrices.

We again consider an operator basis {D, }, where each D,, is diagonal in the computational basis, such that {D,}
generates all diagonal operators in the ¢ dimensional Hilbert space. We will assume that each operator has the
operator norm || P,|| < 1. One example is {I, Z} when the local Hilbert space is a qubit. We state our result formally
below.

Theorem B.1. Given a Hamiltonian H = Za Aaha, where each hg is a tensor product of operators in {Dy} and
[Aa] < 1,Va. Suppose every site supports at most 0 terms in H. Let p = %e‘ﬁH be the Gibbs distribution at
temperature 3. Consider arbitrary subsystems XY Z. Let T = ®;7T; be a product of transition matriz T; each acting
on site i in'Y. We demand that each T; has non-zero matrixz elements.

When B < B.=1/(e(@+1)(1 +e(d —1))), we have the following decay of CMI in T [p]:

I(X : Z|T[Y)) < emin(j0X],|02])e” 5= (B1)

Where ¢ is an O(1) constant, |0X| denotes the boundary size of X, defined as the number of terms in H that are
supported both inside and outside X. |0Z| is similarly defined. dxz is the distance between X and Z, defined as the
minimal weight of any connected cluster that connects X and Z. & = O(%) gives the Markov length.

The requirement that 7; has non-zero matrix element is technical but does not impose any practical restrictions. To
improve the result to generic 7; with possibly zeros in matrix elements, one can simply mix 7 with an infinitesimally
small amount of depolarizing channels. This operation only perturbs the CMI by an infinitesimal amount, so the
upper bound still holds.

1. Converting to Pinned Hamiltonian

The proof is based on a post-selection trick and a variant of the generalized cluster expansion. First, we observe
that the classical CMI can be written as the average of post-selected mutual information. The mutual information of
a distribution P(X Z) is defined as

IX,2)=85(X)+5(Z)-5(XZ) (B2)
Where S(X), S(Z), and S(XZ) denote the Shannon entropy on X, Z, and X Z.
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Figure 4. (a) The factor graph of a Gibbs states with four bits in a line and nearest-neighbor interactions. We partition the
four bits into X, ¥, and . (b) The marginal distribution on X . (¢) The Gibbs distribution is subject to two transition
matrices T> and T3 acting on the two bits in Y. (d) The distribution on X ~ conditioned on post-selecting on y2ys in Y. (e)
Identifying the post-selected transition matrix as a new term in the factor graph. (f) The post-selected marginal distribution
on X becomes the marginal distribution of a new Gibbs distribution, after applying the identification in (e).

Proposition B.1. Given three random variables X, W, Z, their CMI has the following decomposition:

I(X:Z|W) = ZP I(X : Z|W = w) (B3)

Where we use w to label the values of W. P(W = w) denotes the marginal probability that W = w, and [(X : Z|W =
w) denotes the mutual information of the distribution on XZ conditioned on W = w.

We will set W = T[Y] and try to bound each post-selected mutual information, denoted as I(X : Z|T[Y] = y). The
key step, stated in the next proposition, is to realize that classical hidden Markov networks become Gibbs distributions
after post-selections.

Lemma B.1. Given a Hamiltonian H = ) Asha, where each hq is diagonal in the computational basis. Let
p= e —BH pe the Gibbs distribution at temperature 3. Let T = ®;T; be a product of single-site transition matriz T;
actmg on'Y such that all matriz elements are non-zero. T|p] denotes the distribution after applying the transition
matriz. LetY be the complementary region of Y. Let T[pHy be the distribution on'Y conditioned on'Y =1vy. In other

words, the diagonal elements of ’T[p]’y encode the probability distribution P(T[Y]=y,Y). Then,
—_HW
Tloll, o Tyl (B4)

Where we have HY) = BH + Yiey d®. d9 is some Hermitian matriz supported on site i that is diagonal in the
computational basis, determined by T and y.

The above theorem states that the post-selected marginal distribution on Y is equal to the marginal distribution
of another Gibbs distribution with a Hamiltonian H®). In this paper, d is always determined by 7 and y, so we
suppress the dependence in notation and make the dependence implicit.

Proof. We will construct d?) and show the equivalence explicitly. First, we write down the probability P(Y)Y).

P(Y =3,Y = g) oc [] e e (B5)

We now apply the channel 7~ and denote the resulting distribution as P(7[Y],Y), expressed as

P(TY]=y,Y = Z H Ti(yi, v, He Bha(y'.7) (B6)

y' €Y

Where we introduce the dummy variable y’ that will be summed over. y; and y} denote the value of y and y’ on site
i, and T;(y;,y;) denotes the matrix element of 7; between y; and yj.
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_HW

We will identify the dummy variable 3’ to be the new Y variable in ¢ " and identify y; as a parameter. We

set d® so that e~ W) = Ti(vi,yl), where we use d¥)(y!) to denote the value of d() under the specified 3. Since

7Ti(yi, y;) is non-zero, e VW) i always well-defined. Under the above notation, one can see that
P(TIY] =y, Y =§) x Z H e=dV W) H e~ Pha(y’7) (B7)
y' €Y a

The left-hand side is T [p] ‘y by definition, while the right-hand side is exactly the matrix element of Try[e™H (y)]. O

The above lemma states that the post-selected marginal distribution on Y is identical to the marginal distribution
of a new Gibbs distribution where the Hamiltonian contains additional local “pinning” terms. This is a crucial step in
our proof because while in general T [p] is not a Gibbs distribution of a local Hamiltonian, we are able to recover the

locality through post-selection. This allows us to apply the generalized cluster expansion on e # (y), thereby bounding
the post-selected mutual information between X and Z.

The above Lemma can be visualized using factor graphs, a common tool in visualizing graphical models. Fig. 4(a)
shows the factor graph of a four-site Gibbs distribution with nearest-neighbor interactions Hyo, Has, and H3y We
partition site one as X, site four as Z, and site two and three as Y. To represent the marginal distribution on site one
and four, we simply remove the delta tensors on site two and three, shown in Fig. 4(b). Fig. 4(c) shows distribution
after apply channels on site two and three, that is T [p]. Fig. 4(d) shows the marginal distribution on site one and four
after post-selecting site two and three, that is 7 [p] ’y In Fig.4(e), we identify the channel tensor, after post-selection,

with the pinning terms. This is essentially the step where we identify e~ 1) = Ti(yi,y;) in the proof. Finally, after
the identification, the post-selected marginal distribution on site one and two becomes the marginal distribution of a
new Gibbs distribution with pinning terms, shown in Fig.4(f).

We will denote p®) o e=H"™ . Given Lemma B.1, we can compute I(X : Z|T[Y] = y) by computing the mutual

formation between X and Z in p(¥). To reuse some of the machinery we have developed for CMI, we will think of the
mutual information 7, (X : Z) as the CMI Iggr[pm](X : Z|Y') where 517;’” fully depolarizes Y.

Proposition B.2. the mutual information is equivalent to CMI after fully depolarizing Y .
I(X:ZITY]=y) =[,w(X:2)= Terrpu (X Z]Y) (B8)
Where I(X : Z|T[Y] =vy) is defined in Proposition B.1

We will upper-bound gz, (X : Z|Y), thereby upper-bounding I(X : Z|T[Y] = y). We use a similar technique
from the last section to upper-bound Igz+(,w)) (X : Z|Y).

Proposition B.3. Igrr,0(X : Z|Y) is upper-bounded by |HW (X : Z|gl"[Y))]|-
Tery(X 2 ZIY) < ||HO (X : 2|l ]| (B9)

We will then upper-bound ||H®) (X : Z|EL"[Y])|| using the generalized cluster expansion.

2. Generalized Cluster Expansions Under Pinning

We now use the generalized cluster expansion to bound Iezr () (X : Z|Y). We will use the following convention to

helps us determine the appropriate normalization. Let d; be the restriction of d(® to the ¢-dimensional local Hilbert
space, in other words d; is a ¢-by-¢ Hermitian matrix. Let Z; = Tr[e~%] and Z, = [Licy Zi- To reuse some of the
previous results, we will apply partial trace channels £&L" to Y and define H®) (X : Z|ELT[Y]) as

HO(X 2 2|eL7 1Y) = og (£ [9]) +log (67 [3%]) — log (677 [3]) — o (57198 1)  (B10)

Where we use the following normalization of ‘density. Let p(¥) = and let ﬁ(Ly) be the reduced density

matrix on L, under the specified normalization. We choose the above normalization because at infinite temperature
grr [ﬁ(y)]‘ feoo = I. This allows us to expand the matrix logarithm near identity later.

—H®W ¢Yl
€ Z
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We will evaluate the cluster expansion of 5 and HW) (X : Z|EL"[Y]) by writing down the multivariate Taylor
expansions in A,.

T~ A T~
) =3 i Pwer 171 (B11)
> Wi
i A .
log(£7751) = > o Dw log (£77[5"]) (B12)
> Wi

Crucially, the pinning terms d(*) are not variables to be expanded! In other words, the zeroth order term in the cluster

. ~ . 1Yl i ; .. . .
expansion of £17 [p(Ly)] is %STT [eXiey d )]. In fact, d cannot participate in the cluster expansion because they

have large operator norms in general, equivalently the pinning terms can be at low temperatures.
One may worry that the presence of the low-temperature pinning terms could destroy the Taylor expansion in the

. . . . . Y] i
matrix logarithm, but since all sites that are pinned are also traced out by X", the zeroth order term qZ—OSTT [eEiEY at )]
becomes identity, so we are still Taylor expanding the matrix logarithm around the identity.

3. Connected Clusters

We will derive simplifications in connected clusters, similar to Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3. Crucially, since the
pinning terms are all local, their presence do not interfere with the desired property of connected clusters.

Lemma B.2. Let EL" = ®;cr&E!™, where T denotes a larger region that contains Y. EI" denotes the partial trace
channel acting on site i in I'. Suppose W can be decomposed into two disconnected clusters W1 and Wa. Then,

DwEL"[pW] = Dw, EE" 3] x Dw, EE" (5] (B13)

Proof. Since W can be decomposed into two disconnected clusters W; and Ws. We have

0 0
DwEIT5W)] = Y = i gTr5(y) ) Bl4
wel 5] = T1 (o T1 o e 5], (B14)

iEW JEW
We first set the coefficients A that are not in Wy or Wy to zero. Because W1 and Wy, are disconnected, the resulting
density matrix factorizes.

"5 9 Lg 9 L r| ~ ~(W- ~(W
Dwel (%) = TT (G T G err [0 < o™ x 5] (B15)
| R ¥ Sy N
iEW1 JEW,
~(W1) — _Bza W Aaha i _d(l)
p e Tememn II ( 7. (B16)
i€lNsupp(Wr)
FW2) — =B Eucw, Aaha | 11 (;l-e_d(i)> _—
i€lNsupp(W1)
R (;Z_ed«w) )
i€lNsupp(W)

Where we use supp(W) to denote the complement to the support of W1 UWj. In short, we separate into three parts.
The first part (W) contains all h, and d; supported on W1, the second part 5(W2) contains all h, and d; supported
on Wy, and the last part 5(W) contains all d; not supported on W; U W,. We use the following convention of d*) to
simplify the notation: d =0 and Z; = qifi € T buti ¢ Y.

We decompose EL™ = Ew, @ Ew, @ Ew, where Ew, includes partial trace channels acting on the intersection
between I' and the support of Wy, that is 'Nsupp(W1), Ew, includes partial trace channels acting on I' Nsupp(Wy),
and Ey includes partial trace channels acting on the remaining system. Let EW1) = Ew, @ Iy, ,w be the embedding

of &w, into the global Hilbert space by tensoring with the identity channel on the remaining system. & (W2) and €W)
are similarly defined. Under the above factorization, we have

DwEL” p~(W1) % ﬁ(Wz) % [,(W)] — Dw (5(W1) {ﬁ(Wﬂ} « £(W2) |:p“'(wz):| % £W) [ﬁ(W)D (B19)
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And one can see that only (W) depends on W and only 5W2) depends on W, so the cluster derivative factorizes
into

DwEL™ WD) x p(W2) ﬁ(VV)} = Dw, WD {ﬁ(wﬂ} x Dy, EW?) {[)(WQ)} « £W) [[,(VV)} (B20)
Lastly, we show that the above equation is indeed a product of cluster derivatives Dy, € W1 [5)] x Dy, £W2)[5(¥)]

with the correct normalization. First, One can verify that £ (W) [ﬁ(w)] = I. This is shown by explicitly evaluating

the partial trace channels

eW [iW] = ] (Zq'glp» [e_dMD ] (éJZiI) _1 (B21)

i€T'Nsupp(W) ! i€l'Nsupp(W) o q

Next, we show that Dw, L[] = EWD [(WD] We write down Dw, ET7[p¥)] explicitly.

8 —
Do £TT150)] — pi gTr [~<w1> ~<w1>} B22
W15F [p ] H (8)\1) gF p xp Ai=A;=0 ( )
iEWq
WD) = ¢ acw, Aaha | H <Zqied<”> (B23)
i€l'Nsupp(W1)
ﬁ(Wl) _ H 7 (;iedm) (B24)
i€l'Nsupp(W1)

Where we use supp(W1) to denote the complement to the support of Wi. In short, we separate into two parts. The
first part p(W1) contains all h, and d; supported on W and is identical to the p(W1) defined in Eq.(B16). The second
part p(W1) contains all d; not supported on W.

We decompose EE" = Ew, @&y, , where Ew, includes partial trace channels acting on T'Nsupp(W1) and is the same

as previously defined. &, includes partial trace channels acting on the remaining system. Let £ (Wh) — Ew, @ Ly, ow
be the embedding of &w, into the global Hilbert space by tensoring with the identity channel on the remaining system.

EW2) and EW) are similarly defined. Under the above factorization, we have

£T [5W) & ,;(an} — g(W) [[)(wl)} % (W) {5<W1>} (B25)

Following the same math in Eq. (B21), we can verify that &W1) {ﬁ(wl)] = I. Therefore, we have Dw,EL"[p)] =
EW1) [ﬁ(wl)]. Similarly, one can show that DWQSITT[ﬁ(y)] = £W2) [ﬁ(w2)]. Plugging the two equivalence and
EW) {ﬁ(w)} = I into Eq. (B20), we arrive at the final result. O

Note that Lemma B.2 and A.2 are slightly different as in Lemma B.2 the complete partial trace channel shows up
in the right-hand side, whereas only factorized channels show up in in the right-hand side of Lemma A.2. Lemma B.2
will also not work for channels that do not trace out the entire Y.

Lemma B.3. Let £ = £, ®&:®...®E, be a product of local channels. When W is disconnected, Dw log(E[p™)]) =0
Proof. Suppose W can be decomposed into two disconnected clusters W7 and Ws. We have
Dw log (£[3]) = T] (o0 T (-1 log (5| (B26)
, N~ O\ A=0
i€EW1 JEW,

We first set the coefficients A that are not in Wy or W5 to zero. Because W1 and Wy, are disconnected, the resulting
density matrix factorizes.

Dw log (5[5@)]) = JI ¢ a')m I1 (aij)uj log <g [ﬁwvl) w fW2) ,;(v’v)D

1))
iEW, Y jeEW,

(B27)

)\i:)\j =0
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Where p(W1) | 5(W2) = and ﬁ(w) are defined in Eq. (B16,B17,B18), respectively. We factorize 1" into £T" =

Ew, @ Ew, @ Evw as done in Lemma A.3. We also define £W1)| £(W2) and EW) accordingly. Under the factorization,
the logarithm becomes

log (5 [ﬁwvl) x pW2) ﬁ(W)D — log (g(wn [ﬁ(wl)}  £(W2) {p%vvz)} % £W) [ﬁw’V)D (B28)
— log (5<W1> [ﬁ“"’l)D +1log (5<W2> [ﬁWVz)]) +log (5( ) [ (W >D (B29)

After expressing the matrix logarithm as a sum of three terms, notice that the first terms only depend on W1, the
second term only depends Ws, and the last term is independent of W1 or W5. Therefore, all three terms become
zero after taking the cluster derivative of W = W U W, O

When considering the cluster derivative of H¥)(X : Z|EL"[Y]), we can show that only connected clusters connecting
X and Z contribute.

Lemma B.4. Let E =6 @& ® ... ®E, be a product of local channels. Dw HW (X : Z|ELTY]) is non-trivial only
when W s a connected cluster connecting X and Z.

Proof. Tf W is disconnected, Dw HW) (X : Z|ELT[Y]) = 0 follows from Lemma B.3. Without loss of generality, suppose
that W is connected but does not connect to Z, then we first set all coefficients of terms supported on Z to zero. We

first consider Dw (log (E[pg?;]) and Dw (log <€[p(;£,z]) Dw (log (5[;)%%,]) can be written as

D log (£[31) = Dw log((€ o 2741 (B30)

— Dy log (€ 0 £27)[5™)) (B31)

Where ;") is defined in Eq. (B16) but replacing W1 with W. EL" denotes the partial trace channels acting on
Z and o denotes channel composition. Next, we recognize that 5(") is identity on Z, so the action of ETT does not
change p("") at all. Therefore,

D log (5%} ]) = Dw log (€[5 (B32)
Similarly, Dw (log (5 [ﬁgg%, Z]) can be written as
Dy log(€[pxvz)) = Dw log (€[5 (B33)
Therefore, Dw (log (5[/)(;(’%,]) — log <E[pggg/z])) = 0. Next, we consider Dw log (S[p%]) and Dw log (S[ (y)]).
Dy log (£[3{7}]) can be written as
w(log (E[7}]) = Dw log (€ o €577} (B34)
— Dw 1og((5 0 ET) [ >]) (B35)
Similarly, Dw log (5[ (y)]) can be written as
Dw (log 7)) = Dw log((€ 0 €57 0 £57) 34 ,]) (B36)
= Dw 1og((5 0 T 0 E17) [ W>]) = Dw 1og((5 o &I >]) (B37)

Where in the last line we use again the fact that (") is identity on Z and the action of EX™ does not change o).
Therefore, Dw <log (E[pgﬁ’)z]) —log (5[/3%@])) = 0. Together, we establish that Dw H®) (X : Z|EL7[V]) = 0. O

We have seen that only connected clusters contribute to the generalized cluster expansion, even in the presence of
local pinning terms. Therefore, we can apply Lemma A.5 to show that only exponentially many terms contribute
to the cluster expansion. By showing the exponential decay of each term in the next subsection, we establish the
convergence of the generalized cluster expansion.
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4. Bounding Cluster Derivative Under Pinning

In this subsection, we upper-bound the operator norm of each term in the cluster expansion. The technique is
mostly identical to the quantum case. Note that classical distributions automatically commute, so we do not have to
worry about the ordering issue in connecting to the graph coloring.

Lemma B.5. Let EI" = ®;erEL™, where T denotes a larger region that contains Y and EI™ denotes the partial trace
channel acting on site i in T. Given any cluster W with order |W| = m, we have

il Pwlos(27159)) | < 2eto + (B33)

To prove Lemma B.5, we first supply a short lemma that upper-bounds H’DVEFT r [ﬁ(y)]

, similar to Lemma A.8.

Lemma B.6. Let EL" = ®;crEX™, where T denotes a larger region that contains Y. EI" denotes the partial trace
channel acting on site i in T'. Suppose |V| =k, then |[DvEL[pW)]|| < B*

Proof. First, expand p(¥) = > >° (_nB!)n (H” [Licr %e‘dm), where again we use the convention that d) = 0 and
Zi=qitieTTbutig¢Y.

et [£ 2 (i )
n=1 '

iey 7*

[Dver [al]| =

n

o0
B
S;F

e o1 2]

iey 7

‘ (B39)

Suppose V contain terms hgv), hév), ceey hfcv), where one term can show up multiple times to account for its multi-

plicity. Only the term on the k-th order contributes, so we have

D ET?" ~ < Bk D gT?" Hk q _q _ nk ST?‘ h(V)h(V) h(v) q 4@ B40

HVF[p]H—ﬁ ver Hje = f"|\ér 1 Ng ey H?e (B40)
' iey 7 iey 7"

Where the ordering of hgv),hgv), .. .,h,(cv) does not matter because they all commute. To proceed, we factorize

hgv)hév) . ..h,(CV)7 which is a product of local operators in {D,} with operator norms bounded by one, into the

following form
PO Y = hrhg (B41)

Where hr is supported on I' and hgp is supported on the complement I'. In this way, the previous bound becomes

&t [hp I1 Z?M“}

ier 7t

Bk

v V), (V \% q g
er lh(l )hg)...h;)erd 1

ier 7t

’=5k|hr||'

‘ (B42)

Since hr is a product of operators with operator norm bounded by one, by the sub-multiplicity of operator norm,
|[hr]] < 1. On the other hand, the second operator can be directly evaluated.

Tr q _qo| _ 1 q _q
51-\ [hl" H Z@ ‘| = WTI'F h]“ H Ze
el i€l

® I (B43)

Where |T'| denotes the size of T', and It denotes the ¢'"-by-¢/"! dimensional identity operator on the local Hilbert

q —d® 4@

space of T'. One can quickly see that |Trp [hp [Licr #¢ } | < ¢I"! because 4-e~%" is a positive diagonal matrix in

the computational basis with a trace of ¢/'!l. On the other hand, hr is also diagonal in the computational basis with
diagonal elements in the range of [~1,+1]. Therefore, hr [[;cp %e*dm cannot have an absolute value of trace larger

than ¢/'l. Thus, HE{:FT [hr [Licr Z%e_d(i)} H < 1, so we have ’|Dvggr[p~(y)]|| < % in the end. O

Similar to the quantum case, we first connect the cluster derivative to the graph coloring problem.
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Lemma B.7. Let EI" = ®ier&l™, where T denotes a larger region that contains Y and EI™ denotes the partial trace
channel acting on site i in T'. Given any cluster W with order |W| = k, we have

71

HDW log(é'ffr[ﬁ(y)])H < pIwI Z Z (n, Gra(B)) (B44)

BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1

Proof. The proof is largely similar to the proof of Lemma A.9. We first cluster expand log (EFT T [ﬁ(y)])

0 =[[e [£e |+ X T Sowel =1+ Y owel v @6)

iel k=1W:[W|=k k=1 W:|W|=k

Where we use the convention that d*) = 0 and Z; = ¢ if i € I' but i ¢ Y. The second equality follows from Eq. (B21).
In general, W may be disconnected. We use Pp,.(W) to denote the maximally connected subset of W, namely
the minimal partition that separates W into connected subsets. Using Lemma B.2, we have

grp=1+3 Y TI GyoveEi™) (B16)

k=1 W:|W|=k VEP,q.(W)
Next, we apply the matrix logarithm expansion log(I + A) = Y00 | =1 — Dn A" to expand log (£ [5*]).
. s Aw o~
log (7 (5]) = Z = > wiDwe [ (B4

k=1 W:|W|=k
n

> X I (Rover) (B43)
n=1 (W)

k=1 W:|W|=k VEPpax

To estimate log(EX"[5¥)]), we need to reorganize the above equation into a cluster expansion of log(EE"[5¥)]),
formally shown below.

log (£27[5]) = Z S Y o] (if‘j DyEI" 5 ]) (B49)

k=1 WGy, P partitioning W vVerP

Note that all Dy EL™ [p¥)] commute because they are all diagonal, so we do not have to worry about the ordering in
the multiplication. Following the same reasoning in the proof of Lemma A.9, we identify C'(P) to the graph-coloring
combinatorics.

_ 1 =" .
C(P) = ﬁ; ——X"(n, Gra(P)) (B50)
Plugging it back to Eq. (B49)
P

1og(5T” <y>) Z >y X' (n,Cra(P) | T <>\\7D ELr [ ]> (B51)

k=1 W:|W|=k PEPaC(W) n=1 veP

-5 v X (n,Gra(B)) | T] ()\VDVEITT[ﬁ(y)}) (B52)

k=1W:[W|=k  \ B€PaC(Gra(W))n=1 veP

IB\

Taking the cluster derivative selects the corresponding term

pwioa(e8 50 = | X Y T ey | [T (pvel ) (853)

BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1 vepP
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Now we can upper-bound the operator norm

|Pw tog (X751 | < 3 Z (n,Cra(B)) | | T] (Dv5rT’”[ﬁ(y)])| (B54)
BePaC(Gra(W VeP
< (n.Gra(B)) | ] |pvet 3| (B55)

BePaC(Gra(W veP

Where in the second line we use the sub-multiplicity of the operator norm. It remains to upper-bound ||DVEIT r [ﬁ(y)] H
This is established in Lemma B.6. Therefore, we have in the end

|pwog(e£7177) | < -

n,Gra(B)) | [ 8" (B56)

BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1 vepP
|B\

< W > Z X*(n, Gra(B)) (B57)

BePaC(Gra(W)) n=1

Proof of Lemma B.5. First apply Lemma B.7, then apply Lemma A.10. O

5. Proof of Theorem B.1

Finally, we put together the ingredients and complete the proof of Theorem 2, formally Theorem B.1.

Proof of Theorem B.1. First, use the post-selection trick in Proposition B.1 to convert CMI to an average of post-
selected mutual information.

I(X : Z|T[Y ZP (X : Z|T[Y] =y) (B58)

To upper-bound CMI, it suffices to upper-bound each I(X : Z|T[Y] = y). Next, we apply Lemma B.1 to identify the

post-selected marginal distribution on X Z to the marginal of the pinned Gibbs distribution p®*) o e @ Then, we
invoke Proposition B.2 and B.3 to have
I(X : ZITIY] = y) = Lerrppon (X : Z]Y) < HH(@H (X : Z|ELT[Y]) H (B59)

In the remaining part, we will use the generalized cluster expansion to upper-bound HH(y) (X : Z|ELr [Y])H We
evaluate the cluster expansion of HH(y)(X  Z|EETYT)|.

HH(?’)(X:Z|E H_ DWHH (X : Z|ET Y })H (B60)

Using Lemma B.4, the non-trivial clusters are those connecting X Z and are themselves connected. Denote the set of
connected clusters that connect X Z by gfgz . The minimal order of m is dx

HH (X : Z|gLr H Z 3 'DWHH (X : Z|€T [])H (B61)
m=dxz WeGXZ

HW(X : Z|ELT[Y]) contains four terms that are all of the form EE7[p(¥)], where £ is the partial trace channel
acting on I and T" contains Y. Thus, we apply Lemma B.5 to upper- bound the norm of each term in the summation

HH<y>(X;Z|5$T[Y])H§4 i > (2e@+1)8)mH (B62)
m=dxz WegGX~%
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Following Lemma A.5, the number of clusters in G.xZ is upper-bounded by |GXZ| < cmin(|0X]|,|0Z])ed(1 + e(d —
)™t

HH(-”)(X : Z|5§CT[Y])H < cmin(]0X],|02)) f: (1+e(® — 1)1 (2e(0 + 1))+ (B63)

m:dxz

Where we absorb the factor of four into ¢. The above series converges absolutely when 8 < 8. = 1/(2e(d + 1)(1 +
e(® — 1))). Furthermore, the leading order term is O((%)d?‘z), so we have in the end,

I(X : Z|T[Y]) < emin(|0X],|02])e £ (B64)

Where £ = O( %) gives the Markov length. O

Appendix C: Long-Range CMI at Low Temperature Through Fault-Tolerant MBQC
1. Preliminaries

Given a cluster state [1)) 45 encoding some fault-tolerant MBQC circuit with & logical qubits. B denotes the
region to be measured in some local basis and AC denotes the boundary region to be teleported (See Fig. 3(a)). We
apply the complete bit-flip channel B = ®;cpB; to B, and the resulting state B[1)) 1| 4 5] has the following form.

Bl X¢]apcl = Zpb |96 )XYb] ac © [bX| (C1)
b

Where we label the measurement outcome by b and denote the post-measurement states on AC' to be |13) 4~ and the
corresponding probability to be py. The existance of k logical qubits can be rephrased as follows: the Hilbert spaces
Ha and He on A and C factorize into the code spaces and their complement

Ha=HY o U Ho =1 @1l (C2)

Where Hff) and Hg) are 2F dimensional code spaces. to have k logical qubits, |¢) Ac has to be maximally en-

tangled in the subspace Hff) ® 7—[(65). Specifically, let 5£E,C | be the channel that traces out HEL‘CJ‘) and Hgl‘% then

5557CL[|%><%|AC] is maximally entangled on ’Hl(f) ® ’H(Cc). This means that there exists a local unitary rotation U ¢
acting on C' such that

(14 © Uy, 0)EXE e 1¥n)tn] ac)(Ta © U} o) = (@) 40 (C3)

Where |®) 5k > [#) 4(0) |) o) denotes the Bell state on Hff) ® H(Cc). Equivalently, the post-selected mutual informa-
tion on the code space saturates to 2k for all measurement outcome.

Terr oyl 40) (A 2 C) = 2k, Vb (C4)

Tr
AC,cL

Now we heat the Now cluster state to a finite temperature by applying local dephasing channels N; acting on site
1 with rate p, defined in Proposition 1. These channel heats the cluster state to a finite temperature. After applying
the noise channel N’ = ®;capc N; to |w><z/J|ABC, the post-selected states become mixed.

(N o B) [N apcl D popaciy @ (b)Yl (C5)

b
Here we use pac|p to denote the post-selected states. We now define the logical error rate below.

Definition C.1. Under the setup of Eq. (C5), the logical error q is defined as follows. Taking any pacyp, there
exists a decoding channel Dy = Dy g4 ® Dy, where Dy a4 and Dy c act on A and C, respectively. Dy depends on the
measurement outcome b in general. After applying the channel, Dy[pacyp] has fidelity 1 — q to the Bell state |®) on
the code space on average. In other words,

> P F((EXE 1 0 Do)lpacpl, 12X@]) =1—g¢ (C6)
b
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We note that the above definition lower-bounds the logical error rate extracted in the following type of Clifford
simulations [23]: simulating each A; by applying a Z gate on site ¢ with probability p, and average over multiple
trials. In this way, for each trial we always keep track of a pure Clifford state which is computationally tractable.
We label the patterns of Z gates applied with m and denote the state on AC under the measurement outcome b and
pattern m as [y m) 4o Pacy is the same as the average of all [ty m XYy, m| 4 Over m.

PACIb = mepb|m |wb,m><1/}b,m|AC (07)

m,b

Where p,, denotes the probability that pattern m occurs in the simulation and py),, denotes the probability of
measurement outcome b conditioned on the pattern m. After obtaining [ty m) 4 in each trial, the simulation applies
Dy, and evaluates the fidelity to the Bell state in the logical subspace, that is, F((SZ&CJ_ o Dy)[|Vb,m X WVb,ml ac], | PAP]).
The logical error rate in such Clifford simulations, denoted as g, is then defined as the average of individual fidelity
over all patterns and measurement outcomes.

1—gc= mepb\mF((gge,cL °© Db)”d’b,mwa,m‘,qc]a |2)(P|) (C8)
b,m

We now show that q. is always greater than ¢, so that having an exponentially small g, implies an exponentially small
q

Lemma C.1. The logical error rate q. from Clifford simulations upper-bounds the logical error rate q.
q<gqc (C9)

Proof. The above Lemma is equivalent to show the following relation in fidelity.

1—q=F((EXC.cs o Dy)lpacp) [2X®) = D puboimF(EXE.cx © Do)[[$om)oml ac): 122)) =1 =g (CL0)

This can shown easily shown via the joint concavity of fidelity: given p1, p2, 01, and o9 and a A € [0, 1],
F()\pl + (1 — )\)pg, o1 + (1 — )\)0'2) > )\F(pl, 0'1) + (1 — )\)F(/)Q,O’g) (Cll)

We set py = p2 = [P)P| and set different o; to [1p,1m Vb,m| 4 By applying the joint concavity iteratively, we obtain
Eq. (C10). O

In some sense, the logical error rate defined in Definition C.1 is the “intrinsic” logical error rate associated with
the noise model and the decoder. On the other hand, the Clifford simulations decompose the noisy dynamics into
Clifford trajectories and only provides an upper-bound on the intrinsic logical error rate.

2. Proof of Theorem 3 (formally Theorem C.1)

We now prove Theorem 3, formalized below.

Theorem C.1. Given a cluster state ) 45 that encodes some fault-tolerant MBQC' circuit with k logical qubits.
B denotes the region to be measured. Under the noisy measurement channel with measurement error rate p, suppose
that [1) e has logical error rate q.

Consider the corresponding finite-temperature cluster state /’%?30 with § = %log(p_1 — 1) and apply product of local

bit-flip channel acting on B B = B1 @B ®...Q@B|g|. After applying the channel, the quantum hidden Markov network
B[p(féc] satisfies the following lower-bound on its long-range CMI:
@ (A:C|B) > 2k —O(ky/q+q°) (C12)

IB[pABC

When ¢ = e(=(") the last two terms are exponentially small in n, so we arrive at Theorem 3 stated in the main
text. Note that the power of % is an artifact originating from the proof technique and has no physical significance. In

fact, we can choose some other exponents, but when g = e(=%(") these small numbers always decay exponentially.
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Proof. We first use Proposition 1 to establish the equivalence between the finite-temperature cluster state pi@c and

the noisy cluster state N[|¢)) (| ;5] After taking the decomposition in Eq. (C5), realize that CMI becomes a
classical average of post-measurement mutual information because B is now classical

Iy

[pEfJ)BC]

(A:CIB)=> pplp,,(A:C) (C13)
b

We will lower-bound the averaged I,,.,(4 : C) using the fidelity bound in Eq. (C6). Using the relation between
trace distance D(p, o) and fidelity F(p,o0): D(p,0) < /1 — F(p,0), we have

> e D((EE 1 °Do)lpacyy), [2)@]) < Vg (C14)
b

Next, we invoke the Fannes—Audenaert inequality which relates the trace distance to the entropy difference:
15(p) — S(0)] < D(p, ) log(d) + H(D(p, 7)) (C15)

Where d denotes the Hilbert space dimension and H(D(p, o)) is the Shannon entropy associated with the trace
distance.

H(D(p,0)) = =D(p,0)loga(D(p,0)) — (1 = D(p,0))logs((1 — D(p,0))) (C16)

Applying the Fannes—Audenaert inequality to the mutual information, we have

D opliers opyipacy) (A C) > 2k — J@2ACCE)| =N " p H(Dy) = 2k — 4ky/g— > _ppH(Dy)  (C17)
b b b

AC,cL

Where |A(©)C(©)| denotes the logarithm of the Hilbert space dimension of A)C(©) which is 2k. We use the short-
handed notation Dy, to denote D((Egad_ oDy)[pacp), |2X®P|) and use H(Dy) to denote the Shannon entropy associated
with Dj. To upper-bound the averaged H(Dy), first notice that Dy, is always non-negative, so we apply the Markov’s
inequality

q
P(Dy > d) < % (C18)
Where d’ is a small parameter we will choose to make the entropy bound as tight as possible (for this problem we will
focus on the regime where d’ < 0.5). Therefore, we can upper-bound the averaged H(D}) by the following expression

q q

S nti () < VT4 (- Y () (C19)
b

Here, the first term corresponds to setting all D, > d’ to be 0.5 so H(Dy) = 1, and setting all D, < d’ to be exactly

d' (remember H(d') grows monotonically when d’ < 0.5). This maximizes the Shannon entropy in both cases.
When d’ < 0.5, we have upper-bound H(d') by —2d' log,(d’)

ST nH (D) < VI 20— Y oy () < YT — 20! oy () (C20)

—2d' log,(d') grows slower then any power law ¢, where aw < 1, when d’ is small, so we choose an arbitrary power-law
bound: —2d’log,(d') < 3v/d'.

> e H(Dy) < g +3Vd (C21)

2

Now we can choose a d’ to minimize the above upper bound. This happens at d’ = (3)2/ 3¢1/3. Correspondingly,

ol

S nH(Dy) < 3(3) it = 0(gh) (c22)
b
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Plugging this back to the CMI upper bound (Eq. (C17)),

Zpbl(gfauon)[pAc‘b} (A 0©) > 2k — O(k\/q + ¢7) (C23)
b

Finally, given that 5};&0 | oDy is a product of local channels acting on A and C separately, by data processing

inequality IB[p(ﬁ) ](A : C|B) can only be bigger.
ABC

T (A C1B) 2 ;pbl(figuom)[m‘cw](A(C) L) > 2k — O(ky/q + ¢¥) (C24)

O

Lastly, we point out that Ref [19] has already argued for the existence of long-range localizable entanglement in noisy
three-dimensional cluster state. Our result essentially generalizes their arguments to arbitrary fault-tolerant MBQC
protocols encoded in finite-temperature cluster states. Also, we note that the choice of the cluster state Hamiltonian
(Eq. 7) is essential here to connect the finite-temperature cluster states to the local noise model in MBQC. In general,
one can choose an arbitrary set of local stabilizer generator of the cluster state as its parent Hamiltonian, but a
generic choice does not have the property, and the finite-temperature cluster states can correspond to the non-local
noise models in MBQC.

3. Comparison with Ref. [27]

In this subsection, we compare our above result with Ref. [27]. The authors there also consider a MBQC circuit
that foliates a (classical) error-correcting code. They show that the error-correcting threshold, after translated into a
temperature using Proposition 1, is identical to the critical point where the Markov length diverges. However, we note
that while both works construct the same model and probe the same information-theoretic transition, the tripartition
used for evaluating CMI is different. In their setup, AB'  are arranged in an annulus geometry (Fig. 1(a,d)). This
setup probes the local CMI, where the Markov length is finite at both high and low temperature and only diverges
at the critical point. Meanwhile, in our setup, AB' globally partitions the system into the bulk and boundaries
and probes the global CMI. In the low-temperature phase, this CMI is large, reflecting the teleportation of logical
information; in the high-temperature phase, this CMI decays with a finite Markov length.

The distinctive behaviors between the two partitions can be understood from their operational meanings. In [27],
they show that finite Markov length under the annulus geometry implies the existence of a quasi-local decoder for the
MQBC, and the divergence of the Markov length reflects the failure in decoding. This is also why the temperature
where Markov length diverges has to coincide with the error threshold.

On the other hand, CMI under our global partition directly reflects the teleportation of logical information, and
the existence of long-range CMI at low temperatures reflects the survival of logical information. Therefore, the two
CMI quantities under different partitions have different operational meaning. While both quantity signifies the same
information-theoretic phase transitions, they reflect fundamentally different properties.

Appendix D: Mixed-State Phases at High Temperatures

In this section, we discuss the implication of finite Markov length in the context of mixed-state phases of matter.
Specifically, we will show that all previously described high-temperature Markov networks and hidden Markov networks
are in the trivial phase.

We will invoke the notion of Lindbladian in defining mixed-state phases of matter. A Lindbladian describes the
dynamics of a mixed quantum state in contact with a Markovian environment.

d
— D1
=0 =Ll (o)
Where the Lindbladian £ cane be written as
- a a 1 a a
Llp) = —i[B,p] + Y A"pA™ — _{A"T A%, p} (D2)

Here, B denotes a Hermitian matrix and A* are called jump operators.
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Following Ref. [32], we define two states p; and ps to be in the same phase if there exists two Lindbladians £
and Lo1, in both of which all A% have O(polylog(n)) support and B is a sum of terms with O(polylog(n)) support,
such that

le" 42 [o1] = p2|, = €1
e [pa] = pul], = e
Where t = O(polylog(n)) and €12, €21 scale to zero as n scales to infinity. ||-||; denotes the Schatten-one norm. In

other words, two states are in the same phase if they are connected by Lindbladians with quasi-local operators and
evolving for poly-logarithmic time at most.

Another way is to replace the Lindbladian with a circuit of quasi-local quantum channels, shown in Fig. 5(a).
Each grey box represents a quantum channel with O(polylog(n)) support and the circuit depth is O(polylog(n)). The
previous Lindbladian construction can be converted to this channel construction via trotterization. This is essentially
the mixed-state equivalent of finite-depth unitary circuits in classifying phases of matter in ground states. The
connection has to be two-way, as any state is connected to the maximally mixed state through applying single-qubit
depolarization channels on all sites.

Theorem 1 and 2 directly implies the existence of quasi-local quantum channels connecting high-temperature hidden
Markov networks.

Corollary D.1. Consider a high-temperature commuting Gibbs state pg. Suppose we have a channel £, = ©;&; p
parametrized by some parameter p € [0,1]. For example, &, could be the dephasing or depolarizing channel on site
i with rate p. We demand that &, to be unital and commutation-preserving for all p if pg is not diagonal in the
computational basis.

Under the above condition, Theorem 1 and 2 state that Eypg) has a finite Markov length for all p and f < B..
Applying the main conclusion in Ref. [3], there exists a quasi-local quantum channel Rg where each channel has
O(log(n)) support and the circuit has O(log(n)) depth. R brings E,[pg] back to pg up to inverse polynomial precision.

(R o &)lps] — pslly = O(W)Nnﬁ < Be (D3)

The channel R g is constructed from the recovery map [33-36]. The condition that &£, being unital and commutation-
preserving for all p is true for depolarization channel D, = ®;D; p, defined as

Diylol = (1-p)p+ pg (D4)

Given that Di[pg] o< I gives the infinite-temperature Gibbs state, the above corollary implies a quasi-local channel
R p that brings the infinite-temperature Gibbs state back to pg. Thus, we show that all high-temperature commuting
Gibbs states are in the same phase as the infinite-temperature Gibbs state. In addition, the above argument also
shows that high-temperature hidden Markov network, under the channel restrictions, are in the same phase are the
infinite-temperature Gibbs state. On the other hand, we know there are low-temperature Gibbs states, e.g. low-
temperature Ising models that possess long-range correlations, are in different phases, so the Markov length has to
diverge when crossing the phase boundaries. We depict the phase diagram and the quasi-local quantum channels
interpolating different states in Fig. 5(b).

However, another more common way to preprate Gibbs states starting from the maximally-mixed state is via Gibbs
sampling, so we discuss under what circumstances do the Gibbs samplers satisfy the quasi-locality condition that
defines a phase.

As a quickly review, we aim to construct a Lindbladian satisfying detailed balance and ergodicity in Gibbs sampling.
Detailed balance ensures that the Gibbs state pg o e " is a steady state of £, that is L]ps] = 0. Ergodicity ensures
that the steady state of £ is unique. Detailed balance and ergodicity together establishes that £ generates pg in the
steady state.

We will apply L to the maximally mixed state and discuss whether the space and time cost satisfies the requirement
of mixed-state phases. Remarkably, Ref. [37, 38] show that operators in £ can be chosen to have O(log(n)) support
while still satisfying the detailed balance condition. Ergodicity is guaranteed by choosing A% to generate the complete
set of operators. Therefore, it remains to upper-bound the time it takes for the Lindbladian to approach the steady
state, often called the mixing time.

To satisfy the the definition of mixed-state phases, we would need the mixing time to be O(polylog(n)), a property
called rapid-mixing. Rapid mixing has been established for classical Gibbs states at high-temperature, in the regime
where correlation decays exponentially [39, 40]. This is also the regime where cluster expansion converges, so our
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O(polylog(n))

Figure 5. (a) A Quasi-local channel that connects two states. (b) A schematics of mixed-state phase diagram

result does not improve over the previous result. In the case of commuting Hamiltonian, rapid mixing has only
been established for 2-local Hamiltonian [41], whereas our result is not sensitive to the degree of the Hamiltonian.
Recently, Ref. [42] establishes the rapid mixing of non-commuting Gibbs states at high temperature. However, while
their temperature bound is O(1), it is significantly higher than our temperature bound. To sum up, our result neither
contradicts nor is contained in previous works but is rather complementary.

Lastly, we point out that high-temperature Gibbs state can be written as a mixed product state [43]. Moreover,
the authors there gives a classical polynomial-time algorithm to sample the product state, thus giving an efficient
algorithm to prepare high-temperature Gibbs states. Ref. [44] also gives a classical algorithm to sample from the
high-temperature Gibbs state directly. Both results apply in the temperature range where cluster expansion converges,
rendering the quasi-local recovery map unfavorable in practice. Nevertheless, the above two algorithms are spatially
non-local, and therefore irrelevant to the analysis of mixed-state phases.

Appendix E: Finite Markov Length Implies Efficient Neural Quantum State Representations

In this section, we show that high-temperature hidden Markov networks admit efficient neural quantum state
representations. In Ref. [28], the author shows that for any state p, if the measurement outcome distribution has
a finite Markov length (they call it CMI length), then it can be encoded into a quasi-polynomial-sized feedforward
and recurrent neural network. Since measurements in the computational basis are equivalent to applying dephasing
channels, our results implies efficient neural quantum state representations when p high-temperature hidden Markov
networks, under the commutation-preserving condition.

Corollary E.1. Given a high-temperature commuting Gibbs state pg and local channels £ = ®;&;. Denote D = ®;D;
as the channel that completely dephases all qubits. Under the condition of Theorem A.1 and B.1, suppose {D;0&;} is
also commutation-preserving, then the measurement outcome distribution (D o &)[pg] can be represented as a quasi-
polynomial-sized feedforward and recurrent neural network, following Theorem B.3 in Ref. [28].

We note that while the result in Ref. [28] is stated for pure states, the result can be generalized to mixed states as
well since the construction only depends on the finite Markov length of the measurement outcome distribution, not
on the purity of the underlying quantum states.
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