
Topologically ordered time crystals

Thorsten B. Wahl,1 Bo Han,2 and Benjamin Béri1, 2

1DAMTP, University of Cambridge, Wilberforce Road, Cambridge, CB3 0WA, UK
2T.C.M. Group, Cavendish Laboratory, University of Cambridge, J.J. Thomson Avenue, Cambridge, CB3 0HE, UK

We define topological time crystals, a dynamical phase of periodically driven quantum many-
body systems capturing the coexistence of intrinsic topological order with the spontaneous breaking
of discrete time-translation symmetry. We show that many-body localization can stabilize this
phase against generic perturbations and establish some of its key features and signatures, including
a dynamical, time-crystal form of the perimeter law for topological order. We link topological
and ordinary time crystals through three complementary perspectives: higher-form symmetries,
quantum error-correcting codes, and a holographic correspondence. We also propose an experimental
realization of a surface-code-based topological time crystal for the Google Sycamore processor.

Introduction— Topologically ordered (TO) sys-
tems [1–3] display quantized nonlocal features such as
fractional braiding statistics or groundstate degener-
acy depending only on the topology of the underlying
manifold. These striking phenomena motivated numer-
ous conceptual advances (e.g., symmetry-protected or -
enriched topological phases [4–8]) and applications [e.g.,
quantum error correcting (QEC) codes [1, 9–11]] based
on topological low-energy physics. More recently, stud-
ies of topological matter expanded beyond the low-energy
regime to include far-from-equilibrium problems such as
quenches [12–14] or driven systems [15–21].

Time Crystals (TCs)[22] are periodically driven (“Flo-
quet”) systems that spontaneously break discrete time
translation and a global internal symmetry [18, 19, 23–
25]. To form a dynamical phase of matter [26, 27], TCs
are protected from the drive-induced heating by many-
body localization [28–31] (MBL): they are strongly disor-
dered, with effective local degrees of freedom that remain
inert if their energies are much below the driving fre-
quency 2π/T [18, 23–25, 32]. TCs display spatiotempo-
ral order [23–25]: local order parameters Oj (at location
j) exist such that ⟨ψ|Oj(mT )Ok(0)|ψ⟩ are nonconstant
functions of the integer m for large distances |j − k| and
for any eigenstate |ψ⟩ of the time-evolution operator.

In this work, we expand the TC concept to include
TO. A key ingredient is to lift the global internal symme-
tries in TCs to “higher-form” global symmetries [33]: TO
can be viewed as the spontaneous breaking of these [33],
and this provides a route for introducing topological time
crystals (TTCs) along regular TC principles. While sim-
ilar ideas were briefly mentioned earlier [23, 24], the con-
siderations did not include MBL. Hence, even the exis-
tence of TTCs as dynamical phases is an open question.
As TO requires two dimensions (2D) or higher, TTCs
require MBL in 2D or above, where MBL may arise as
a long-lived pre-thermal phase persisting beyond current
experimental time-scales [34–38]. Focusing on this pre-
thermal regime, we show that TTCs form a dynamical
phase that is robust against perturbations, and we es-
tablish some key TTC features and observable signatures,

including a dynamical, time-crystal form of the perimeter
law for TO [39, 40].

To achieve our results, we formulate TTCs as Floquet-
MBL versions of TO systems related to QEC codes. On
the technical level, this allows us to use a topological
variant [41] of local integrals of motion (LIOMs) [42], an
MBL framework that has been instrumental for ordinary
TCs [18, 23–25]. Such topological LIOMs (tLIOMs) will
give a similarly useful framework for TTCs. Concep-
tually, our approach highlights QEC codes as another
unifying perspective bridging TCs and TTCs. We il-
lustrate our findings, including both the QEC and the
higher-form symmetry perspective, on TTCs in surface
code systems [10]; this will allow us to highlight yet
another unifying view: a holographic TTC–to–TC cor-
respondence. We also explain how these surface-code-
based (pre-thermal) TTCs can be created in the Google
Sycamore Processor [43, 44] from native ingredients. In
the Appendix, we provide a detailed discussion for the ar-
guments in the main body of the paper and a comparison
between regular TCs and TTCs.

Topological time crystals— We shall describe
TTCs using the stabilizer formalism [45, 46]. We briefly
summarize the ingredients for our purposes, focusing on
a system with N qubits, although the ideas are more gen-
eral. The stabilizer group S is an Abelian subgroup of the
Pauli group; S is generated by a set {AP } of suitable ten-
sor products AP of Pauli operators (i.e., Pauli strings).
Logical operators {Wγ} are Pauli strings that commute
with all AP , but are not in S. The {AP }, together with
a maximal mutually commuting subset of {Wγ}, form
a complete mutually commuting set: their eigenstates
uniquely specify a complete basis in the Hilbert space.

We focus on lattice systems with nonchiral, Abelian
TO, the kind of TO admitting a commuting-projector
limit and MBL [2, 40, 41, 47]. In the commuting-
projector limit, the Hamiltonian is H =

∑
P αPAP , with

each AP local, i.e., with support (positions where AP

differs from 1) of finite diameter much below the linear
system size [1, 2]. We will mostly work in 2D. There,
the {Wγ} run along noncontractible paths {γ} and via

ar
X

iv
:2

10
5.

09
69

4v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.d

is
-n

n]
  1

6 
Ju

n 
20

23



2

their commutator algebra span topologically degenerate
eigenspaces [1, 2]. MBL-like behavior is expected when
|αP | are large and random: in this case, adapting ther-
malization arguments [37] to TO [41] suggests that the
thermalization timescale tth will be longer than expo-
nential in the inverse perturbation strength away from
the commuting-projector limit. All our statements be-
low pertain to timescales below tth. In this regime,
one may accurately describe the system as one whose
eigenstates are simultaneous eigenstates of tLIOMs [41]
TP = Ũ†AP Ũ with support centered on that of AP .
Here, Ũ is a local unitary [4, 42, 48], i.e., approximable to
arbitrary accuracy by a constant-depth quantum circuit
with gate length much below the linear system size [49].
These tLIOMs imply TO in all eigenstates [41]. The
dressed logical operator W̃γ = Ũ†WγŨ contributes to
the Hamiltonian only via couplings that decay exponen-
tially with the length |γ| of γ. Unless stated otherwise,
we assume large minimal |γ| and ignore these exponen-
tially small corrections (see Appendix A for the general
case).

As with ordinary TCs, we seek TTCs in Floquet MBL
systems. Over a driving period T , the time evolution is
generated by the Floquet unitary UF ≡ T e−i

∫ T

0
H(t)dt,

where T is the time-ordering operator and H(t) is a
local Hamiltonian (i.e., a sum of finite-range bounded-
norm terms [48]) at time t. In particular, O(t + mT ) =
Um

F O(t)Um†
F for any operator O. With the ingredients

above, we can define a TTC as follows.

Definition 1. A system is a TTC if 1) the eigen-
states |ψ⟩ of UF are topologically ordered; 2) there
exists a (dressed) logical operator W̃γ such that
⟨ψ|W̃γ(mT )W̃γ(0)|ψ⟩ is a nonconstant function of the in-
teger m for any |ψ⟩; 3) this property is robust to small,
local, but otherwise generic perturbations to the drive.

Compared with ordinary TCs, in 1) we replace sponta-
neous symmetry breaking in eigenstates [23–25] by TO.
Hence, in 2) instead of a local order parameter, we use
a suitable nonlocal order parameter. (W̃γ is, however,
localized transverse to γ, cf. Fig. 1.) Due to working
with eigenstates |ψ⟩, we have ⟨ψ|W̃γ(mT )W̃γ(0)|ψ⟩ =
±⟨ψ|W̃γ(mT )W̃γ′(0)|ψ⟩ for any deformation γ′ of γ via a
stabilizer product (see Fig. 1). Hence, our definition also
implies a generalization of long-range correlations for the
nonlocal order parameter. We require 3) to capture a
phase of matter: we exclude fine-tuned systems from our
definition. We next consider the canonical drive struc-
ture that gives rise to a TTC.

Proposition 1. If an MBL Floquet unitary factorizes
as UF = ÕLe

−if({TP }) with a dressed logical operator ÕL

and an exponentially local function f of tLIOMs TP , then
such a factorization is robust and the system is a TTC.

Figure 1. Schematic of the support of bare logical operators
OL, Wγ , and Wγ′ (solid lines) and of their dressed counter-
parts ÕL, W̃γ , and W̃γ′ (smeared lines of width set by the
localization length ξ). Multiplying Wγ by a (bare) stabilizer
AP (equivalently, W̃γ by the corresponding TP ) deforms its
path γ by AP ’s support (dashed). Via multiplying Wγ by a
suitable

∏
Q

AQ, we get Wγ′ = Wγ

∏
Q

AQ along a path γ′

well separated from γ.

Here, exponentially local f means that in

f({TP }) = c0 +
∑

P

cPTP +
∑
P,Q

cP QTPTQ + . . . , (1)

the cP QR... decay exponentially with the largest distance
between the centers of the supports of TQ, TP , TR, . . ..

The essence of the argument for this is as follows (see
Appendix A for details). We take W̃γ in Definition 1 to
be conjugate to ÕL, implying {ÕL, W̃γ} = 0. [Recall, W̃γ

and ÕL are (smeared) logical Pauli operators.] Then, the
factorization states that UF is a local unitary [4, 23, 48]
and that θγ ≡ UF W̃γU

†
F W̃γ = −1 (i.e., UF is odd in

ÕL). Such a factorization is robust if only θγ = ±1 are
possible: then no small perturbation can change θγ . To
show θγ = ±1, we deform W̃γ into W̃γ′ using a suitable
TP product (cf. Fig. 1). For any UF (ÕL, W̃γ , {TP }) lo-
cal unitary, θγ(′) ’s support, as W̃γ(′) ’s, is localized around
γ(′) in a width set by the localization length ξ. Yet, by
[TP , ÕL] = [TP , W̃γ ] = 0, we have θγ = θγ′ , even if γ and
γ′ are much further apart than ξ. This is possible only if
θγ is a phase. Hence, θ2

γ = (θγW̃γ)2 = (UF W̃γU
†
F )2 = 1

which implies θγ = ±1. The factorization incorporates
eigenstate TO by construction and θγ = −1 implies ro-
bust period-2T oscillations of the expectation values in
Definition 1: the system is a TTC.

Comparison with other TCs— We first compare
the TTC drive UF = ÕLe

−if({TP }) with the canonical
drive structure of ordinary TCs [23–25]: There, instead
of ÕL we have the (dressed) operator P̃ of the global sym-
metry, and for f an MBL Hamiltonian ensuring sponta-
neous breaking of P̃ in all eigenstates. The TTC drive
has similar ingredients in terms of higher-form symme-
tries [33]: from this viewpoint, 2D TO in f is the spon-
taneous breaking of “1-form” symmetries corresponding
to (dressed) logical operators (such as ÕL), while the or-
der parameters (“charged objects”) are their conjugates
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(such as W̃γ). Owing to this unifying perspective, the
TTCs we consider are arguably the most “natural” forms
of TCs with intrinsic TO. They are distinct from TO
drives that implement symmetry transformation of bulk
anyons [50], and by their intrinsic 2D TO also differ from
1D, symmetry-protected, or weak TTC phases [19, 51].

Comments and some generalizations— As in reg-
ular TCs, the decomposition of UF implies the organiza-
tion of the TTC Floquet spectrum into eigenstate multi-
plets with rigid phase patterns [18, 23–25]. For Õ2

L = 1,
the ÕL prefactor imprints a robust π eigenphase differ-
ence. This is exact for infinitely long ÕL even if its conju-
gate W̃γ has finite length; this is a TTC form of absolute
stability [23] (see Appendix B for details). This topolog-
ical π spectral pairing is in interplay with the topological
degeneracy from TO: if f has g-fold spectral degeneracies
[with degeneracy spaces labeled by ÕL and log2(g) − 1
complementary dressed logical operators], the ÕL pref-
actor in UF imprints π spectral pairing between g/2-fold
degenerate eigenspaces. Thus far we focused on the case
with logical operator algebra WαWβ = ±WβWα and
W 2

α = 1; this corresponds to Z2 TO. More generally, one
can consider, e.g., WαWβ = ei2π/nWβWα and Wn

α = 1
as in Zn TO (corresponding to qudit QEC codes) [2];
in this case we get the TTC counterpart of ordinary Zn

TCs [23–25].

Signatures of TTCs— While UF = ÕLe
−if({TP })

implies a TTC in the sense of Definition 1, the associated
observable W̃γ depends on Ũ , hence can be difficult to ac-
cess experimentally. It is easier to access bare operators
Wγ ; we next focus on signatures in terms of these. In reg-
ular TCs one considers long-range correlations in eigen-
states |ψ⟩ (due to MBL, these have non-zero overlap with
easily preparable product or stabilizer states) [23, 24].
Analogously, we consider ⟨ψ|Wγ(mT )Wγ′ |ψ⟩, where γ′ is
a deformation of γ such that γ and γ′ are much further
apart than ξ. We now argue that to get a TTC signal,
the thermodynamic limit has to be qualified by how the
lengths |γ(′)| (measured in units of lattice spacing) scale
with system size. We consider a system with a single con-
jugate pair ÕL, W̃γ of dressed logical operators (up to de-
formations). As time crystallinity originates from the W̃σ

(with σ any deformation of γ) we must assess how these
contribute to Wγ(′) (see also Appendix C): Since each W̃σ

is localized in a ribbon of width ξ around σ (cf. Fig. 1),
the number of W̃σ for which γ(′) is within this ribbon (as
required for W̃σ to contribute appreciably) is ∼ 2ξ|γ(′)|.
In the expansion of Wγ(′) in the {TP }, W̃γ basis, these are
however only the diagonal terms among ∼ 4ξ|γ(′)| terms;
these are all roughly of equal weight because MBL pro-
vides no structure below the scale ξ. This implies that
the 2T -periodic signal decays as ∼ 2−ξ(|γ|+|γ′|)/2. While
this may appear as a limitation, it is in fact a manifes-
tation of a dynamical form of TO: it is the 2T -periodic

incarnation of the perimeter law for Wilson loop opera-
tors, familiar from the topological phase of lattice gauge
theories [39], including their MBL variants [40]. The cor-
responding exponential decay with the perimeter is to be
contrasted to an exponential decay with the area enclosed
by the loops, which we would observe in a topologically
trivial phase [39, 40]. Our result, thus, establishes a dy-
namical, time-crystal form of the perimeter law for TO.
Overall, we find:

Proposition 2. For generic local perturbations, the time
crystallinity of UF = ÕLe

−if({TP }) is witnessed in the
correlators of bare logical operators Wγ only if the ther-
modynamic limit keeps the length of γ finite.

We emphasize, however, that finite |γ| does not reduce
the accuracy of the 2T -periodicity, as follows from the
TTC form of absolute stability we noted above and dis-
cuss in detail in Appendix B.

TTCs in surface codes— We next show how TTCs
can arise in 2D surface codes. We consider two examples:
one motivated by bridging TCs and TTCs via a QEC per-
spective (which we shall explain), another based directly
on the 1-form symmetry picture. As we shall also ex-
plain, our examples illustrate a holographic TTC–to–TC
correspondence, a dynamical version of the bulk-anyon-
to-edge-symmetry relation of Refs. 52–55.

For the QEC perspective, note that for 1D Z2 TCs
UF = e−iH0e−iH1 where H0 =

∑
i giXi and H1 =∑

i JiZiZi+1, and where Xi, Zi are Pauli operators on
site i. A TC arises for gi near π/2, i.e., e−iH0 near the
Z2 symmetry

∏
i Xi. The {ZiZi+1} and {Xi} are com-

plementary sets of stabilizer generators: respectively for
a repetition code [56] (related to Z2-symmetry-breaking
states), and for product states; the generators of one code
flip those of the other. (Viewing the system as a fermion
chain via Jordan-Wigner transformation, it also exempli-
fies a Majorana TTC with 1D TO [18, 19].)

The surface code counterpart of this is UF =
e−iH0e−iH1 with H1 = −

∑
P JPAP comprised of sur-

face code stabilizer generators AP =
∏

i∈P Qi (with
Q = X,Z, depending on the plaquette P , see Fig. 2),
and again H0 =

∑
i giXi. We first focus on an N = d2

system with d odd [Fig. 2(a)]. As in regular TCs, we
inspect gi = π/2; in this case UF = XLe

−iH′
1 with XL a

logical operator and e−iH′
1 is obtained by absorbing the

AP product XLe
−iH0(gi=π/2) into e−iH1 . This UF has

the canonical structure and hence the associated robust-
ness. Does the construction generalize to other layouts,
topologies, or other codes for H1? This is guaranteed if
(i) the As are purely X- or Z-strings (they generate a
Calderbank-Shor-Steane code [46]), (ii) the Z-stabilizers
are even-length, and (iii) the code has an odd-length
ZL =

∏
i∈ZL

Zi: then U0 = e−iH0(gi=π/2) ∝
∏

i Xi sat-
isfies [U0, As] = {U0, ZL} = 0; hence, U0 is a logical
operator odd in XL. (For similar conditions in the QEC
context, cf. Ref. 57.)
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Figure 2. a: Odd-by-odd surface code. b: Even-by-even sur-
face code with a hole. c: The stabilizer generators AP =∏

i∈P
Qi (with Q = X, Z, depending on the plaquette P ).

The logical operators QL =
∏

i∈QL
Qi (red for Q = Z, blue

for Q = X) are Pauli strings along noncontractible paths, de-
formable via suitable products of AP .

For the bare ZL to give TTC signatures when N → ∞
in this layout, one may require that perturbations respect
Z̃L = ZL thus sidestepping Proposition 2. Alternatively,
one may allow generic perturbations, but change the as-
pect ratio with N so that ZL has fixed length; this leads
to a quasi-1D surface code when N → ∞.

Maintaining a 2D N → ∞ limit while retaining TTC
signatures in bare operators is possible, e.g., in a surface
code with a hole [Fig. 2(b)]. For UF , here we adopt the
1-form symmetry viewpoint: we directly get UF (gi =
π/2) ∝ XLe

−iH1 by taking H0 =
∑

i∈C giXi, where C is
any path from the hole to the outer boundary. [In this
way, we can relax conditions (i-iii) above, but we give up
having a purely 2D H0.] The TTC signatures can survive
in bare ZL operators, even with generic perturbations,
provided theN → ∞ limit keeps the hole perimeter fixed.
There is still a tradeoff in separating γ from γ′ (both
encircling the hole) beyond ξ while keeping |γ(′)|ξ finite
for an appreciable signal; the most favorable regime to
observe TTCs is that of small ξ (strong MBL).

Holographic TTC–to–TC correspondence—
The systems in Fig. 2 also exemplify a dynamical variant
of TO with gapped boundaries: they are TTCs (and as
such TO MBL) with MBL boundaries. The phases of 1D
(clean) systems with global symmetries are equivalent to
the boundary phases of (clean) nonchiral 2D TO systems;
e.g., the 1-form symmetry XL implements a Z2 symme-
try for a boundary on which ZL can end, ZL implements
the boundary order parameter, and anyonic symmetries
imply boundary dualities [52–55]. These relations nat-
urally generalize to a link between 1D regular TCs and
2D TTCs. In particular, for UF = ÕLe

−if({TP }), if a
boundary B along OL exists, such that W̃γ can end on B
while still commuting with all tLIOMs and anticommut-
ing with ÕL (such B is one of the boundaries parallel to

a

=UZP

e−i∆tZ|0⟩ |0⟩

UXP
= UZP

√
Y

⊗4 √
Y †⊗4

b

Figure 3. a: The Google Sycamore device of Ref. 44, with
N = 25 data qubits (gold), realizes the system of Fig. 2a.
(Measure qubits are in blue; the figure is redrawn from
Ref. 44.) Dark (light) blue shaded areas mark X (Z) stabi-
lizers. b: The plaquette evolution UZP = exp(−i∆t

∏
j∈P

Zj)
on four data qubits. The surrounded measure qubit starts in
|0⟩; the CNOTs couple to the data qubits. The X-plaquette
evolution arises via conjugating by

√
Y on the data qubits.

the blue string OL in Fig. 2a), one can view B as a regular
TC with Z2 symmetry via ÕL. In contrast, with B lo-
cated as before but with boundary tLIOMs that anticom-
mute with W̃γ terminating on B, one can view B as an
MBL paramagnet with the same symmetry. It would be
interesting to explore how this might generalize and en-
rich (e.g., via correspondence to 1D symmetry-protected
TCs [19, 25]) the possible TTC phases or the kind of
insights it might provide into 1D TC phase diagrams.

TTC in Google Sycamore— The surface code
groundstate, anyons, and logical operators have seen re-
cent Google Sycamore realizations [44, 58] and the same
platform has been argued to be excellently suited for re-
alizing TCs [59]. (See also Ref. 60 for an IBM realiza-
tion.) We now describe how the Sycamore can be used
to create and detect a TTC. As in Ref. 10, we divide the
square grid of qubits into “data qubits” and “measure
qubits” (Fig. 3a). Data qubits are to be evolved un-
der UF ; measure qubits facilitate the desired multi-qubit
gates. For the plaquette evolution exp(−i∆t

∏
j∈P Zj),

this follows the standard approach (Fig. 3b) [46]. For
exp(−i∆t

∏
j∈P Xj), one conjugates the above by

√
Y on

data qubits, using
√
Y Z

√
Y † = X. For exp (−iH0), one

applies phase gates on data qubits. This completes the
creation of UF for a surface code TTC. All the ingredi-
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ents, namely the phase gate,
√
Y , and CNOT (via conju-

gating CZ by
√
Y ) are natively available in Sycamore [43].

Detecting time crystallinity can proceed via the interfero-
metric protocol demonstrated in Ref. 58. The robustness
of TTCs guarantees resilience against static gate inaccu-
racies. The levels of noise (e.g., fluctuating gate parame-
ters, decoherence) have been estimated to be compatible
with TCs [59] and we expect the same for TTCs.

Conclusions— We have defined TTCs and showed
that, combined with MBL, they form a (pre-thermal) dy-
namical phase. Higher-form symmetries and QEC codes
offer complementary ways to link regular TCs to TTCs,
while the holographic correspondence between TTCs and
their MBL boundaries, as illustrated by our surface code
example, offers a reverse link to regular TCs. Logical
operators serve both as (emergent) symmetries and as
order parameters for TTCs and this leads to interesting
interplay, not only between spectral pairing patterns and
topological degeneracies, but also between MBL and the
nonlocality of these operators. The latter interplay re-
sults in a dynamical, time-crystal form of the perimeter
law. A practical implication of this fundamental result is
that one must qualify the thermodynamic limit (as, e.g.,
in a surface code with a hole) to maintain the observabil-
ity of TTCs via bare operators.

For realizing TTCs, the most favorable settings are
those with short localization lengths (strong MBL); then
TTCs can appear already in moderate-sized systems. In
particular, the Google Sycamore [43], including its ver-
sion used in recent QEC experiments [44], has all the
ingredients for creating such a TTC.

In the future, it would be interesting to explore TTCs
in other TO QEC code systems (including those above
2D), such as Floquet-MBL versions of color codes [61],
where one could study the role of the transversal gates,
or TTCs in fracton systems [62].
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through the Royal Society Research Fellows Enhanced
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Appendix A: Demonstration of Proposition 1

We first state Proposition 1 in a form assuming that
the length |L| of ÕL’s path L far exceeds the localization
length ξ (allowing us to take |L| → ∞), but allows a
finite |γ| for W̃γ . (Proposition 1 in the main text assumes
|L|, |γ| → ∞.) Here, and in Proposition 1, we use a
convention where L and γ are the shortest among their
respective deformations (cf. Fig. 1 of the main text).
Below, the diameter of a dressed operator Õ = Ũ†OŨ
means the diameter of its bare counterpart’s, i.e., O’s,
support. (An operator’s support is the set of positions
where it does not act as ∝ 1.)

Proposition 3. If an MBL Floquet unitary factorizes
as UF = ÕLe

−if({TP },W̃γ ) in terms of the operators ÕL,
{TP }, W̃γ , and function f , all described below, then such
a factorization is robust and the system is a TTC. Here,
{TP } is the set of tLIOMs, ÕL and W̃γ are correspond-
ing mutually conjugate dressed logical operators (hence
[ÕL, TP ] = [W̃γ , TP ] = {W̃γ , ÕL} = 0) along a path L
and a possibly finite-length path γ, respectively, and

f({TP }, W̃γ) =

c0 +
∑

P

cPTP +
∑
P,Q

cP QTPTQ + . . .


+ W̃γ

c′
0 +

∑
P

c′
PTP +

∑
P,Q

c′
P QTPTQ + . . .

 , (A1)

where the coefficients cP Q, cP QR, cP QRS, . . . decay expo-
nentially with the diameter of the corresponding tLIOM
products, and c′

0, c′
P , c′

P Q, . . . decay exponentially with
the diameter of W̃γ , W̃γTP , W̃γTPTQ, . . ., respectively.

We demonstrate this using an approach similar to that
in Ref. 23. Since ÕL is a (dressed) logical Pauli op-
erator we have Õ2

L = 1. Therefore the factorization
UF = ÕLe

−if({TP },W̃γ ) is the statement that UF is odd
in ÕL, thus it anticommutes with W̃γ . The dependence
f({TP }, W̃γ) is implied by TO MBL [41, 42] and the de-
cay of c(′) follows both from TO MBL and from UF be-
ing a finite-time evolution by a local Hamiltonian and
hence [4, 48] a local unitary, i.e., approximable to arbi-
trary accuracy by a constant-depth quantum circuit with
much smaller gate length than the linear system size.

Our first goal is to show that this factorization is
robust to perturbations. To this end, allowing for
any local unitary UF (ÕL, W̃γ , {TP }), we consider θγ =
UF W̃γU

†
F W̃γ which indicates to what extent W̃γ and UF

(anti)commute. As W̃γ is a dressed logical operator, its
support is localized in a ribbon of width ξ around γ (to
exponential accuracy, i.e., with tails that decay exponen-
tially in the direction transverse to γ on a scale set by
ξ). Since UF is a local unitary, the support of θγ is also
similarly localized around γ.

Via multiplying by a suitable product of tLIOMs, W̃γ

and hence θγ can be deformed into W̃γ′ and θγ′ with sup-
port localized around a path γ′ (cf. Fig. 4) such that the
supports of θγ and θ′

γ do not overlap. [In the expansion of
θγ (θγ′) in terms of Pauli strings, the coefficients of oper-
ators whose support overlaps with γ′ (γ) is exponentially
suppressed in the distance between γ and γ′ and hence
can be made zero in the |L| → ∞ limit.]

Since TP are tLIOMs, we have [UF , TP ] = 0. Together
with [W̃γ , TP ] = 0 and T 2

P = 1, this implies that θγ′ = θγ

under this deformation despite γ and γ′ being far apart.
Hence, up to corrections exponentially small in |L|/ξ, the
operator θγ ∝ 1. This, together with θγW̃γ = UF W̃γU

†
F
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and W̃ 2
γ = 1 implies θ2

γ = (θγW̃γ)2 = 1, and thus θγ =
±1 to the same accuracy.

Due to MBL, UF , W̃γ , and hence θγ change con-
tinuously under perturbation, thus perturbations can-
not change the value θγ = −1 to θγ = 1 and vice
versa: θγ is topologically protected. Therefore, if
{W̃γ , UF } = 0, this is also protected. The factorization
UF = ÕLe

−if({TP },W̃γ ) is thus robust.
What remains to show is that the system is a TTC.

This follows from the factorization: it incorporates
eigenstate TO by construction and implies W̃γ(mT ) =
Um

F W̃γ(mT )U†m
F = (−1)mW̃γ(0), i.e., period-2T oscilla-

tions for the expectation values in Definition 1. These
features are robust, owing to the robustness of the fac-
torization.

Appendix B: TTCs and absolute stability

The finding of W̃γ(mT ) = (−1)mW̃γ(0) is an indi-
cation that the spectral π-pairing in UF is exact for
|L| → ∞, even if |γ| is finite. To see this exact π-pairing
explicitly, note that UF = ÕLe

−if({TP },W̃γ ) can be writ-
ten using Eq. (A1) as

UF = Õ′
Le

−if∞({TP }), (B1)

where f∞({TP }) = c0 +
∑

P cPTP +
∑

P,Q cP QTPTQ + . . .
is the first term in Eq. (A1), and, by {ÕL, W̃γ} = 0,

Õ′
L = e

if
W̃

({TP })ÕLe
−if

W̃
({TP })

,

f
W̃

({TP }) = W̃γ

2 (c′
0 +

∑
P

c′
PTP +

∑
P,Q

c′
P QTPTQ + . . .).

(B2)

The operator Õ′
L is a unitary transform of the (dressed)

logical Pauli operator ÕL. It satisfies [Õ′
L, TP ] = 0, hence

[Õ′
L, UF ] = 0, so unlike ÕL, the operator Õ′

L is an in-
tegral of motion. (Also, since {Õ′

L, W̃γ} = 0, it is a
valid conjugate logical operator to W̃γ , albeit not local-
ized near L because W̃γ makes exp[if

W̃
({TP })] nonlocal.)

Since Õ′
L has eigenvalues ±1, the spectrum of UF cor-

responds that of ± exp[−if∞({TP })], implying exact π-
pairing. For finite L, the π-pairing receives corrections
that decay exponentially in |L|/ξ, as follows from the
appearance of ÕL in f with such exponentially decay-
ing coefficients. (Such ÕL terms in f when |L| is finite,
are present and give exponentially-in-|L| decaying correc-
tions to the π-pairing even if |γ| → ∞.)

Regular TCs are known to possess “absolute stability”,
i.e., a robustness of π-spectral pairing or of period dou-
bling even in the presence of symmetry breaking pertur-
bations, with the corrections to these being exponentially

Figure 4. The supports of θγ and θγ′ , illustrated as smeared
lines around the paths γ (solid line) and γ′ (dashed line),
respectively. The relation θγ = θγ′ that we establish implies
θγ ∝ 1, which in turn is shown to imply θγ = ±1.

suppressed in system size [23]. The robustness of topo-
logical π-pairing for finite |γ| can be seen as a TTC form
of this absolute stability. In the 1-form symmetry lan-
guage, the symmetry to consider is ÕL. For infinite |γ|,
the Floquet operator commutes with ÕL, i.e., the sym-
metry is present. For finite |γ|, however, the appearance
of W̃γ (a “charged object” under the 1-form symmetry)
in UF spoils this commutation: it is a symmetry break-
ing perturbation. Yet, the π-pairing is robust so long as
|L| ≫ ξ (and exact for |L|/ξ → ∞).

Analogously to regular TCs, this can be traced to the
emergence of Õ′

L as a new symmetry. A key difference
from regular TCs, however, is that the symmetry ÕL this
replaces was already emergent; it is ÕL, replacing the
bare OL 1-form symmetry (which is generically broken
by local perturbations), that is directly analogous to the
emergent, local unitary dressed, symmetries in regular
TCs. The appearance of Õ′

L is thus a second layer of
symmetry emergence.

Appendix C: Demonstration of Proposition 2

For simplicity, we consider a system with a single con-
jugate pair ÕL, W̃γ of dressed logical operators and, as
above, allow finite |γ| but take |L| far exceeding the lo-
calization length ξ so that f = f({TP }, W̃γ). We inspect

Cα(mT ; γ, γ′) = ⟨α|Wγ(mT )Wγ′(0)|α⟩

=
∑

β

e−imT (ϵα−ϵβ)⟨α|Wγ |β⟩⟨β|Wγ′ |α⟩, (C1)

where γ′ is a deformation of γ as before and |α⟩, |β⟩ are
eigenstates of UF with eigenvalues e−iϵα,βT . In regular
TCs one considers long-range correlations [23, 24]; here,
we take γ and γ′ to be much further apart from each
other than ξ.

Since it is the dressed operators W̃γ(′) that show pe-
riod doubling, we first consider the expansion of Wγ(′) in
terms of dressed operators, i.e, products Õ of operators
from the complete set {{TP , T

x
P }, W̃γ , ÕL} (here T x

P flips
TP ). Afterwards we will assess the time dependence by
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studying Õ(mT ) = Um
F ÕU†m

F for the contributing prod-
ucts Õ.

The expansion coefficients are ∝ Tr
(
Wγ(′)Õ

)
. Using

that Õ = Ũ†OŨ (where O is the Pauli string correspond-
ing to the dressed operator Õ) we find that for a nonzero
expansion coefficient, the expansion of ŨWγ(′)Ũ† in terms
of Pauli strings must include O, in particular, the support
of ŨWγ(′)Ũ† must include the entirety of the support of
O. Since Ũ is a local unitary, the support of ŨWγ(′)Ũ† is
in a ribbon of width ∼ ξ around γ(′), similar to the sup-
port of W̃γ(′) . [As in Appendix A, we work to exponen-
tial accuracy, i.e., ignore the support’s tails transversal
to γ(′).] Therefore, the Õ that can contribute to Wγ(′)

must have O supported within this ribbon.
In particular, no product involving ÕL contributes to

Wγ(′) for |L|/ξ → ∞, since L runs off transversally from
γ(′) far beyond the ribbon. (The mutually transversal
nature of γ and L is due to the Wilson loop algebra
{Wγ(′) ,OL} = 0 requiring there to be an odd number
of intersections between γ and L, as follows from topo-
logical order [2].)

Since we took the distance d(γ, γ′) between γ and
γ′ to be much larger than ξ, products involving T x

P

also cannot contribute, as can be seen via the spec-
tral form in Eq. (C1): such a product Õx

γ contributing
to Wγ flips tLIOMs near γ, while Õx

γ′ contributing to
Wγ′ flips tLIOMs near γ′. Hence, ⟨α|Õx

γ |β⟩⟨β|Wγ′ |α⟩ =
⟨α|Wγ |β⟩⟨β|Õx

γ′ |α⟩ = 0 [up to exponentially small cor-
rections in d(γ, γ′)/ξ] for all eigenstates |α⟩, |β⟩.

The only surviving contributions are those from {TP }
and W̃γ . Since for any product Õ0 =

∏
P TP and Õ1 =

W̃γÕ0 we have Um
F ÕjU

m†
F = (−1)jmÕj , we find using

Eq. (C1)

Cα(mT ; γ, γ′) = c0(γ, γ′;α) + c1(γ, γ′;α)(−1)m, (C2)

where the cj terms come from Õj-type contributions to
Wγ . The TTC signal strength is controlled by c1. In
terms of the sum S̃jγ(′) of all Õj-type contributions to
Wγ(′) , we have c1(γ, γ′;α) = ⟨α|S̃1γ(S̃0γ′ + S̃1γ′)|α⟩.

We next upper bound |c1(γ, γ′;α)|. By the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality, |c1(γ, γ′;α)|2 ⩽ ⟨α|S̃2

1γ |α⟩⟨α|(S̃0γ′ +
S̃1γ′)2|α⟩. We focus on ⟨α|S̃2

1γ |α⟩ for brevity; analo-
gous considerations hold for ⟨α|(S̃0γ′ + S̃1γ′)2|α⟩. Due
to ⟨α|S̃2

1γ |α⟩ ⩾ 0, and due to MBL no eigenstate being
special, one may estimate

⟨α|S̃2
1γ |α⟩ ∼ 1

2N

∑
α

⟨α|S̃2
1γ |α⟩ = 1

2N
Tr[S̃2

1γ ], (C3)

where N is the number of qubits in the system. Further-
more, Tr[S̃2

1γ ]/2N =
∑

j∈S̃1γ
|ηjγ |2 in terms of the coeffi-

cients ηjγ from the expansion of Wγ in terms of {TP , T
x
P }

and W̃γ .

As noted above, only such Õ1 contribute to S̃1γ that
have support within a ribbon of width ∼ ξ around γ.
The number of such terms in S̃1γ equals the number
of different products the ∼ |γ|ξ tLIOMs TP in this
ribbon can result in: this is ∼ 2|γ|ξ terms. Within
the same ribbon, the expansion of Wγ however also
includes T x

P and TPT
x
P factors, hence it has ∼ 4|γ|ξ

terms. Due to MBL, the expansion has no structure
within the ribbon, hence, |ηjγ |2 ∼ 4−|γ|ξ due to nor-
malization. Hence, Tr[S̃2

1γ ]/2N ≲ 2|γ|ξ4−|γ|ξ = 2−|γ|ξ.
The same logic holds for ⟨α|(S̃0γ′ + S̃1γ′)2|α⟩, hence
|c1(γ, γ′;α)| ≲ 2−(|γ|+|γ′|)ξ/2. For finite |γ(′)| the coef-
ficient c1 is nonetheless nonzero.

Appendix D: Comparison of regular and topological
time crystals

As noted in the main text, the TTCs we consider, con-
structed by lifting the global symmetry considerations
of regular TCs to higher-form symmetries, give arguably
the most “natural” forms of TCs with intrinsic TO. Here
we provide further details on the respective regular TC
and TTC aspects by tabulating the various ingredients
we used in constructing TTCs and indicating their regu-
lar TC counterparts. (As in the main text, we focus on
qubit systems displaying Z2 TO.) We summarize these
ingredients in Table I and illustrate them in Fig. 5.

We start with regular TCs. A brief summary of in-
gredients is as follows [23, 24]. The microscopic global
symmetry is P =

∏
j Xj where the subscript j labels

the sites of the system. The local interactions respecting
this symmetry include the bare stabilizers Dj = ZjZj+1
of the repetition code. This code has logical operators P
and Zj ; note that Zj and Zj′ are equivalent logical oper-
ators, obtainable from one another via multiplication by
the stabilizers Dj . Absolute stability means that the mi-
croscopic symmetry need not be preserved by the system;
in the presence of weak perturbations, it is replaced by
an emergent symmetry P̃ =

∏
j τ

x
j where τx

j = Ũ†XjŨ
are the local unitary dressed (and hence exponentially
localized on the scale of ξ) counterparts of Xj . The cor-
responding local integrals of motion are D̃j = τz

j τ
z
j+1.

The TC Floquet unitary has the form UF = P̃e−if({D̃j})

with an exponentially local function f . Period doubling
is present in any operator that commutes with all D̃j and
anticommutes with the symmetry P̃. For τz

j = Ũ†ZjŨ ,
in particular, we have [τz

j , D̃j ] = {τz
j , P̃} = 0 and thus

τz
j (mT ) = (−1)mτz

j (0). Since the concrete form of τz
j de-

pends on the disorder realization (due to this setting Ũ),
to detect TC behavior it is better to use the bare logical
operators Zj : owing to τz

j ’s exponential localization, the
Zj are good approximants of τz

j and their correlations
⟨α|Zj(mT )Zj′(0)|α⟩ in eigenstates |α⟩ reveal period dou-
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Ingredient Regular TC Topological TC

Microscopic global symmetry Z2 symmetry, e.g., P =
∏

j
Xj

Z2 1-form symmetry (bare logical
operator) OL, e.g., OL =

∏
j∈L

Xj

Stabilizer code
Repetition code with stabilizers {ZjZj+1}

and logical operators P, Zj

Topological code with stabilizers {AP }
and logical operators OL, Wγ

Emergent symmetry P̃ = Ũ†PŨ ÕL = Ũ†OLŨ [or Õ′
L in Eq. (B2)]

Local integrals of motion D̃j = Ũ†ZjZj+1Ũ TP = Ũ†AP Ũ

Symmetry-odd M satisfying
M(mT ) = (−1)mM(0) τz

j = Ũ†ZjŨ W̃γ = Ũ†WγŨ

Correlator for time crystal signatures in
eigenstates |α⟩ ⟨α|Zj(mT )Zj′ (0)|α⟩, |j − j′| ≫ ξ ⟨α|Wγ(mT )Wγ′ (0)|α⟩, d(γ, γ′) ≫ ξ

Table I. Comparing the ingredients of regular TCs and TTCs. A detailed description of the entries is provided in the text,
while a graphical illustration emphasizing the locality aspects is given in Fig. 5.

bling, provided |j − j′| ≫ ξ so that spurious effects from
the overlaps of exponential tails (in the expansion of Zj

in terms of τα
i ) are eliminated.

We now turn to TTCs. The parallels between regu-
lar TCs and TTCs, especially in terms of locality, are
the most apparent from comparing the TTC in the mid-
dle panel of Fig. 5 with the TC in the top panel. The
summary of the TTC construction, in a similar order to
that for TCs above, and focusing on this cylinder sys-
tem is as follows. The two ends of the cylinder have such
boundary conditions that the system supports the logical
operator OL along the cylinder; the conjugate logical op-
erator Wγ runs around the cylinder [9–11]. (Equivalent
logical operators differ from one another by deformations
of their path; if Wγ and Wγ′ are two such equivalent log-
ical operators, they are obtainable from one another via
multiplication by topological stabilizers AP .) Now the
microscopic 1-form symmetry is OL (for concreteness,
one can imagine this as OL =

∏
j∈L Xj) and local inter-

actions that respect (any deformation of) OL include the
bare topological stabilizers AP . Under weak, symmetry-
breaking, perturbations, we have the emergent symmetry
ÕL = Ũ†OLŨ with the local unitary Ũ . [More precisely,
the emergent symmetry is Eq. (B2) for a cylinder of fi-
nite circumference.] The local integrals of motion are
the tLIOMs TP = Ũ†AP Ũ . The Floquet unitary has
the form UF = ÕLe

−if({TP ,W̃γ }) with an exponentially
local function f and W̃γ = Ũ†WγŨ . (See Sec. A above
for a detailed description of f for a cylinder of finite cir-
cumference.) Period doubling is present in any operator
that commutes with all TP and W̃γ and anticommutes
with ÕL. In particular we have [W̃γ , TP ] = [W̃γ , W̃γ′ ] =
{W̃γ , ÕL} = 0 and thus W̃γ(mT ) = (−1)mW̃γ(0). Since
the concrete form of W̃γ depends on the disorder real-
ization via Ũ , to detect TTC behavior it is better to use
the bare Wγ : these are concretely given Pauli strings
that, owing to W̃γ ’s exponential localization transverse
to its path, are good approximants of W̃γ and their cor-

Figure 5. A visual comparison of regular TCs and TTCs. Top
panel: a regular TC on a 1D lattice (black line). The emer-
gent symmetry P̃ (blue line) acts at every site. Red tickmarks
indicate Pauli operators Zj(′) , while opaque disks, reminding
of the exponential localization at scale ∼ ξ, indicate τz

j(′) .
Middle panel: TTC on a cylinder. The blue and red lines
show, respectively, the bare logical operator OL and Wγ(′) ,
while their smeared opaque counterparts, reminding of the
exponential localization at scale ∼ ξ transverse to the opera-
tor path, stand for ÕL and W̃γ(′) . The decoration at the edges
indicates boundary conditions such that OL is along the cylin-
der. Bottom panel: planar geometry topologically equivalent
to the middle panel’s cylinder. The boundary decorations in-
dicate boundary conditions such that OL runs between the
holes, while Wγ runs around either of the holes. [Wγ and
Wγ′ encircling different holes can be obtained from one an-
other via multiplication by bare stabilizers (not shown).]

relations ⟨α|Wγ(mT )Wγ′(0)|α⟩ in eigenstates |α⟩ reveal
period doubling, provided the distance d(γ, γ′) between
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the paths γ and γ′ satisfies d(γ, γ′) ≫ ξ so that spurious
effects from the overlaps of exponential tails (in the ex-
pansion of Wγ in terms of the dressed operators, cf. the
demonstration of Proposition 2) are eliminated.

As Proposition 2 shows, a subtlety in the topological
case is that for the signal to survive the thermodynamic
limit, one must keep the path length |γ| finite. For the
cylinder in the middle panel of Fig. 5, this amounts to a
thermodynamic limit with fixed cylinder circumference.
While the resulting system is quasi-1D, we emphasize
that working with quasi-1D systems in not a requirement
for TTCs. This is illustrated in the bottom panel of
Fig. 5, which shows a system topologically equivalent to
the cylinder: a planar system with two holes on which
OL terminates. (The outer boundary, conversely, allows
the termination of Wγ .) In this case, the thermodynamic
limit can result in a 2D system; the requirement is now
that the hole circumferences remain finite. Long-range
correlations correspond to correlations of Wγ encircling
distinct, far-separated holes in the system.
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