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Abstract. We demonstrate how to build a simulation of two dimensioriglgical theories describing topologically
ordered systems whose excitations are in one to one corréspoe with irreducible representations of a Hopf algebra,
D(G), the quantum double of a finite gro@ Our simulation uses a digital sequence of operations orinalatice

to prepare a ground “vacuum” state and to create, braid asel dnyonic excitations. The simulation works with or
without the presence of a background Hamiltonian thougly mnthe latter case is the system topologically protected.
We describe a physical realization of a simulation of thepd@st non-Abelian model, (%), using trapped neutral
atoms in a two dimensional optical lattice and provide a sage of steps to perform universal quantum computation
with anyons. The use of ancillary spin degrees of freedonrdégyprominently in our construction and provides a novel
technique to prepare and probe these systems.
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1. Introduction

Broadly speaking, topology deals with properties of spanewiant under continuous transformations. Topology
appears in a physical setting, typically, when a quaidiban be shown to take values in a discrete{ggtxo, ...}
when the parameters of a configuration spdéceary over a continuous range, in which casesplits into sectors
labelled by the discrete values Xf

F=U®%. 1)
xeX
these values providingtapological classificatiof configurations. Two configurations in different sectaaiot
be transformed into one another continuously, in other wiaydantityX istopologically stablend is, for instance,
conserved during (smooth) time evolutions both in the aasand quantum worlds. Examples range from soliton
theory in hydrodynamics, where soliton charges deterntirestability of solitary waves, to the classification of
instantons, the key to chiral symmetry breakdown in foumehsional Yang-Mills theory.

Topological phases of mattend lattice systemsl] are highly correlated phases whose order cannot be
described in the local group symmetry and order parametedgan. Such systems exhibitapological order
usually associated with a gapped ground level with degegel@pendent on the topological properties (typically,
a Betti number) of the underlying spatial manifold — andvio tdimensions, with particle-like excitations with
anyonic statistics, and gapless edge modes when boundagi@sesent. Fractional quantum Hall states exhibit
such an order and provide an experimental setting whereabahyonic statistics have been shown to exist, and
non-Abelian statistics are widely expected to appear fotagefilling fractions. Topologically ordered lattice
systems have also been theoretically constructed, andetk@erimental simulation complements their analytical
and numerical study.

Topological orders have recently attracted consideratiégest in the field of quantum information, due to
proposals to use topological phases of matter and lattistes)s as quantum memories, whereby information is
stored in topologically stable quantities, and quantum paters. In the most widely explored scenario, gates
are performed on the stored information by creation, bngidind fusion of anyonic excitations. While it is not
clear whether usual topological codes in two dimensionaiemseful at finite temperatures or in the presence of
noise P], models in two dimensions have been proposed featurimgstensions between anyorig,[therefore
confining anyonic defects — on the other hand, a kind of togiokd memories in four dimensions is also expected
to show resilience to thermal effects. The anyon braidinggigm of topological quantum computation hence
deserves to be further studied and realised in the labgrator
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In this respect, it is instructive to consider, following Micenzo’s example, the requirements an
experimental setting must fulfil in order to implement anigaopological quantum computation based on anyon
braiding (see alsc]):

e Existence

EO Existence of anyons.
Anyonic statistics is used to act on code quantum states lypulating anyonic objects. Quantum
information may also be encoded in static configurationsgbas.

E1l Controlled initialisation of anyons.
Anyons may be present from the beginning in the system, ormeay to be created; manipulation of
anyons by transport or fusion may be required to bring théegys$o the desired initial configuration
(e.g., a product state.)

E2 Implementation of gates by anyon braiding.
Braiding non-Abelian anyons results in the application o&igtum gates. The statistics should be rich
enough to provide a universal set of braiding quantum gategjich case we speak of universal anyons.

E3 Measurement of topological charge.
This is the read-out part of a computation, and can be aathizva number of ways, e.g., by using
interferometry. Such methods may involve the controllesido of anyons.

e Experimental feasibility: These are not independent of the existence requiremémtg, £.9., the ability
to perform gates imply that the life of an anyon is long enotgybarry out the task, but their importance as
criteria for practical implementations warrants a sesliating.

SO Scalability of the implementation.
A practical implementation should maximise the encodedrimftion while ensuring control of the
anyonic population. This leads to spatial efficiency as é&aegoal.

S1 Robustness of the implementation.
For instance, the anyon lifetime should be larger than thie gpplication time, or than computation
time for information-encoding anyons.

The basic tools to perform anyonic TQC can be seen to be theotled creation, transport, and fusion of anyons.
The status of anyonic computation in different experimesgttings is as follows:

e Optical lattices satisfy all ofEO-E3 as argued in this article.

e Quantum Hall effectThe existence of Abelian anyons as excitations of fraafiguantum Hall systems is
an established fact. Non-Abelian excitations have beemeattp appear for filling fraction/®2 and 125 —
in the latter case, braiding would be universal. See recgérémental progress irb].

e Josephson junction arrayd he theory was put forward irt], leading to the experiments reported if}.[
e Photonic systemsSee f], [9] for recent experiments using entangled states of photons.

Simulation of lattice systems using cold atoms and molecineptical lattices offers an attractive setting
where a high degree of control over the parameters of thersysan be achieved. Minimal building blocks of
topologically ordered systems have been considered( [The implementation of Kitaev’'s honeycomb lattice
model was discussed in ] and [LZ]; braiding and interferometry experiments mediated byagptavity modes
were considered inl[3. Braiding in the Abelian phase was also considered. i, [however the degradation of
anyonic visibility with this approach due to the perturkatireatment of the honeycomb Hamiltonian was pointed
out in [15], and a method to construct Kitaev’s toric code from the telustate was outlined ir.f.

In this work we develop a practical, universal method, idtreed in L 7], to perform anyonic interferometry
and arbitrary quantum computation tasks based on anyodibgain spin lattices, using controlled operators
applied by manipulating an extra species of ancillary pkasito construct all needed primitives: anyon creation,
transport and fusion. We illustrate the method using tf®&Pguantum double model, whose excitations allow for
universal quantum computation by braidifng]. Our construction is based on the spin lattice model intoed by
Kitaev [19) with the new feature that we give explicit protocols for rn@anating anyonic excitations and read out
of fusion products. We also describe a method to constreatelevant topologically ordered states efficiently in
absence of a simulated topological Hamiltonian; howevbileathis construction is of interest in itself, we want to
emphasise that the anyon manipulation procedure is indigmand can be used whenever the topological phase
is achieved, e.g., by simulation of the Hamiltonian.
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2. Spin lattice models for the quantum double of a finite group

Denote OG) the quantum double of a finite group = {g;}, which is a quasi-triangular Hopf algebra. An
algebraic construction of these models was first given bys Badial. P0] and for a brief introduction see
Appendix A We simulate a spin lattice Hamiltoni&ho which is a sum of quasi-local operators and has localized
particle like excitations are in one-to-one correspondenith the irreducible representations (irreps) dic.
Consider a two-complek, which is a cellulation of a two dimensional surface withtegrset? = {v;}, edge
setE = {g;}, and face seff = {f;}. Particles withd = |G| internal levels (qudits) are placed on the edges and
physical states live in a Hilbert spagé = #(d)®I%l where#((d) = C|0) +--- 4 C|d — 1). Particles on edges that
meet at a vertex all interact via a vertex operatéy;,. Similarly, all particles on edges that are on the boundéay o
facef interact viaB¢. We pick an orientation for each edge weéh- [vj, vi| denoting an edge with arrow pointing
from vertexv; to w. The choice of edge orientations is not important as long@maistent convention is used.
We assume an orientable complernd each facé has an orientation (say, counterclockwise). The Hami#oni
is a sum of constraints chosen such that the ground statégocdire invariant under local gauge transformations
Tov) =[] Le(e) [] Ryz(e) ®)
ej€[V,%] g€l
HerelLqy(gj),Rg(ej) € U(d) thed dimensional unitary group, are the permutation representaof the left and
right action of multiplication by the group elemem& G on the system particle located at edgeFor the particle
states we make the identificatipf) = |g;), where by conventiofD) = |go) = |€), with ethe identity element. The
action of left and right group multiplication on the basiatst is thery|j) = |hg;), Ra|j) = |gjh).
A suitable spin lattice model was provided by Kitaév:

HTo:—zA(V)—ZB(f) 3)
where

AV) = g YeeaToV), @

BIf) = 3 (cornes) Sacar "™ a (e ™|

In the definition ofB(f), the sum is taken over all products of group eleméntacting on a counterclockwise
cycle of edges on the boundary 6fsuch that the accumulated left action is the identity eléneen G (i.e.
hshy_1...hphy = e for the counterclockwise cycle starting at edgeand ending at edge;). The function
of(ej) = £1 according to whether the orientation of the edge is the sast@pposite to) the face orientation.
By constructionA(v),A(V)] = [B(f),B(f")] = [A(v),B(f)] = 0. Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify that
sinceA(v) is a symmetrized gauge transformation it is a projectiors & ). The ground states d¢iro are then
manifestly gauge invariant states. Excited states areitiesidy violations of the local constraim¢v),B(f) and

are particle-like corresponding to the irreps of@ labeled byﬂl[g(]N[u]) where[a] denotes a conjugacy class of

G which labels the magnetic charge, aR@y)) denotes a unitary irreR of the centralizer of an element in the
conjugacy clas$n] which labels the electric charge. Note there is an arbitess in how one picks the fiducial
element of the conjugacy class. Howevg, 1 = gN\hg~! so that the centralizers for the elements in a given
conjugacy class are isomorphic (they are equal up to a gaagsformation), and we can index them just by the
conjugacy class.

We focus on a specific two-compl&€xwhich is a square lattice with boundary. For any two complék w
boundary and without holes, there exists a ground $@8 such thatHto|GS = —(|7|+ | F|)||GS and it is
unique (for the argument see e.@1]). The convention for edge and face orientations is showrign 1. We
slightly abuse notation by labeling the particles accaydmlocation relative to a face indefx and vertex index
vj (see Fig.1a). For instance, a vertex ancillary particle at venigxwill be labeledv; ; and a face ancillary
particle at facef; j will be labeledf; ;. The system particle on edge= [v; j, Vi, will be labeledg j. ;. When we
are referring to the actual spatial locatiohandyv it will be made clear.

In Table1 we give an algorithmic procedure to prepare the ground sththe HamiltonianHto for an
arbitrary finite groups. We begin with all system particles and face ancillae inegeit= |0). This guarantees
that the initial system state satisfies the zero flux conulitiee. B(f)|W)s = |W)sVf. All vertex ancillae are

prepared in the stat®) where|j) = ﬁ 515, Le2ik/IGlKk). In the caseG = Z,, this algorithm produces the

ground state of the planar version of Kitaev’s toric codg].] For that model all operations can be done with



CONTENTS 5

By single particle measurement, prepare the initial §klig) = ®ecz|0)e @ycq [0y @t [0) .
fork=0:m-1
forj=0:n
Apply the unitaryW (v; ) whereW (v) = e [)v(h| © Th(v).

Measure ancilla;  in the basig|])} (probabilty for outcomg is 1/|G|).
For the outcomeéj) apply the single qudit operatiadi (€] . k1) whereZ! () = 3| &2mk/ICl k) o (K.
j++
end
k++
end
j=0
forj=0:n-1
Apply the unitaryW (vj k). B
Measure ancillaj y in the basis{| ) } (probabilty for outcomg is 1/|G|).
For the outcomej) applyZ! (€j mj+1,m)-
j++
end

Table 1. Algorithm: Ground state-synthesign algorithm for preparation of the ground stg&S) of Hro over a finite
groupG on an(n+ 1) x (m+ 1) square lattice with boundary satisfyif f)|GS = A(v)|GS = |GSWe V,f € F.
The algorithm works by beginning in a1 co-eigenstate of all face operatdB$f) and applying vertex ancilla
assisted projectionA(v). Using single particle operations conditioned on measergmutcomes of vertex ancilla,
this algorithm outputs the stat@out) = ﬂveq/\vnm[\/% Yhea Th(V)][Win). No projectionAy, ,, is needed because for
a two complext™ with boundary,[ye ¢ A(V)|€) %! = [ycqny, , A(V)|€) ], Each controlled gate operation requires

O(|GJ) elementary single and two qudit operations and the algoritias complexityO(|G|nm). Since[Ln,Ry] =0,

the operators performing local gauge transformations cotemw(v),W(V')] = 0. Up to the last column then, all
columnwise unitary operation#/(v) and subsequent correction ga@é(e) can be done in parallel. For the last
column the correction gates do not commute with the opes#tfv) hence the operations are done serially so that
the computational depth of the algorithmQ$|G|(m+n)).

qubits, and the permutation rep of the groujrds= Re = 1> andLg, = Ry, = ¢*. Controlled operations involve
only CNOT gates and the correction gals= (0%)!. Another scheme for constructing this ground state using
single qubit measurements and feedforward on a preparstécktate is given inlf).

Our algorithm has a computational depth@f|G|(m+n)) but one might wonder if a faster ground state
preparation procedure is possible. The answer is no if thialistate is uncorrelated and the available set of
operations is quasi-local. The reason is that the final staseglobal correlations that are created by quasi-local
operations. In our algorithm these operations are meagmenbut they could also be adiabatic turn on of the
summands oHro. The time scale to perform the quasi-local operations (fleemeasurement time @{(v)
establishes a light cone for the flow of correlations. 46] [it was shown by an application of the Lieb-Robinson
bound that the minimal time to prepare a topologically oedestate beginning in a completely uncorrelated state
is of the order of the length of the correlations. Since theetation length scales as the linear dimension of our
lattice, our algorithm is essentially optimal.

3. Simulation of D(Sg)

3.1. Ground state preparation

The algorithmGround state-synthestsn be built using the tools for single- and two-qudit gatesctdibed above.
The controlled gauge transformationdv) are built up by applyind-n or R, -1 to left,right, top, or bottom
neighbors of the vertex controlled onv begin in statéh). Notice that unitariek, andR, are maximally sparse
in the logical basis, hence using the QR decomposition foukiting unitaries{3], each such operation can be
built using a small number two qudit diagonal phase phasesght= €%9i/a(9i/©l9j)8(9j| conjugated by single
qudit Givens rotations}. Measurement of vertex ancilla are performed in the Foumésis||),, hence a one
qudit Fourier transfornf, is needed before measuring in the logical basis. That apagahot sparse but can be

constructed with fewer than 13 steps using parallel Givetations P3].

t Using the software package iA4] we find a construction for the operatt,cs, |h) (h| @ Ly or Thes, |h) (h| @ Ry in 37 controlled phase
gates. This count may be reduced to 8 controlled phase gsites aiqutrit-qubit encoding for the group elements (sppendix B
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Figure 1. A spin lattice model for topological order. (a) The systenttipkes (blue) reside on the edges of a two
complexl". In a Hamiltonian formulation, all particles on edges thaemat a vertex interact as do all edges that
surround a facef. The orientation of edges and faces is indicated. An amgik@t of particles (red) is placed on
the vertices of the of the compléxand the faces df (equivalently, the vertices of the dual compléx The ancillary
particles on the vertices(faces) afford a handle on ogerativith system particles to create and guide electric(mt&gn
charges which are indicated by diamonds(squares). Theibgadf one member of a vacuum magnetic chdfg@air
around one member of a vacuum electric chargeair is shown:ﬂ(2|0m;(V3,17 fa1), (v11, f1,1)>\1R;(V4,47v1,5)) —

S St (P00 (o, F3))| (P 67); (. F1.0)) IR (Vaav19) -

3.2. The patrticle spectrum
The 8 irreps for D) are listed below with their corresponding quantum dimemsio
I'I[:L d=1 (vacuum

I'I[BCO, I'I\[}g d=2,3 (pure magnetic charggs

5
I'IS,,I‘I,% d=1,2 (pure electric charggs ®)
ﬂgl, ﬂg, I'I\[H d=2,2,3 (dyonic combinations

A complete derivation of the fusion rules for this model igagi in [26].

Magnetic charges are labeled by conjugacy classes of thgrtww G. Recall the conjugacy class, is
definedCh = {ghg /g € G}. ForS; we label[e] = Ce = S3, [¢] = Cq, , [t] = Cy,. The magnetic flux across a face is
given by the ordered product of group elements representéuetbasis states of the edges surrounding the face.
The order is taken along a closed counterclockwise cyclginbeng at an originv. Except for the trivial fluxe
case, the origin from which the product is taken is also irtgg@ras not labeling the origin is equivalent to only
specifying the conjugacy class or magnetic charge. Theeptmj onto states with magnetic fléxat facef as
computed taking a connected counterclockwise cycle ardumith the origin at vertew is:

Bi(v.f) = S Dacor I ety "), ()
{Me ot =LIeo=[v+]}

The projector onto states with magnetic chaijet facef is then the sum over all fluxes in the same conjugacy
class:y e Be(V, f), in which case the specification of origin is unnecessarye i@lentity elemeng is its own
conjugacy class, hence we use the converiigm, f) = B(f).

Electric charges are labeled by irreps of the centralizer @dnjugacy class db. The centralizer is defined
Nh = {g € G|gh=hg}. ForS;, we haveNig = S3,Ny) = {e,to} = Zp,Ng = {e,c;,c_} =Zs.
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For a finite groupG every representation is equivalent to a unitary reprefienta Consider projection
operators onto subspaces belonging to the unitary irrbtigiepresentation, or unirepgR with matrix
representatioR and dimensionR|:

_ R

ge
This projection operator satisfies:
PLVP, K}\_GRR’&)
as is verified by taking the inner product ov&r
R * *
PRPE = 5 ShmeoR(N) Juu[R (h2) i ahahe
R * *
= B ShneclR(N mzy[ ( 1) JeyIR (hihz) Jyahahz
= Bl SheSy[ImeclR [F«(hl)]y,K}[R(h')*]y,m
RIR]

\G\Z Zh’GGZV‘\R\‘éRR@KV{)\/H[ ( )]y.)\h/

‘G‘éRR’ESszh’eG[ (h) ]u.)\h/
= 6RR'6KVP

We can obtain a set 0R| orthonormal basis stat¢®R, ) which satisfy

P5v|RA> = OrrOua|RY

by applying the seIPEV over allp for v fixed onto some vectdg) with P§V|x> # 0, and normalizing.
For pure electric charges in(B;), we are interested in unireps Ny = S;. There are three unireps: the one

dimensional identity re], the one dimensional signed r&p, and the two dimensional réfy. The projection
operators are

1
PRI — slettottitt+ci+c) (8)

for the identity irrep, and
pRI:é(e—to—tl—t2+c++c,) 9)

for the signed irrep, and:
pRe  — %[(é 2)8—!—(2 é)to+<z* g)tl—i—(g Eo*)tz
(5 2)e(5 )

for the 2 dimensional irref®, with & = €2V3. In the context of the lattice spin model, charge at a vewtex
will correspond to applying the components of these pr@acbperators, with group action being local gauge
transformations at vertex to some system staf@)

(10)

PREWIW)/VITTT = FITelv) + To (V) + Ty () + T (V) + Te_ (V) + Te, (V]| W)
PRIV = ETelv) = To(V) = Ty (V) = Ty (V) + Te_ (V) + Te, (V]| W)
PEIW)/VITTT = W) +ETe, (V) +ETe W]¥) an
R/ = FHlTW)+EhV) +ET,W][W)

PeMW)/VITTT = FHTW+ET,W+ETW]¥)

PRMW/VITTT = HTev)+ETe, (V) +ETe (]|W)

We obtain two copies of a basis for the 2 dimensional irfRep namely{ng,Pfg} and the conjugate basis

{R, 00 = Pll,P10 — P2}, The system statdd) here can be interpreted as the state at some intermedigte sta
of the state synthesis algorithm before a gauge symmetniizat vertexv has been performed.



CONTENTS 8

For the dyonic combination with fluic] the charges are labeled by unireps of lye = Z3. There are three

unireps ofZs: R?,R%, andR2, and since it is an Abelian group, they are all one dimengiofile projection
operators foNCp are

PRI 2(e+Cp+Cop),
PRI = j(erigrEcy), (12)
PR = Ll(e+&cp+Ecp)

For the dyonic combination with flui] the charges are labeled by unirepNaf = Z,. There are two one
dimensional unireps df;: Rf andR‘l‘. The projection operators fo¥; are

PRE = %(e+ti),

PRlll = %(e—ti),

Notice that there is a relation between projection opesdturthe centralizer of the identity and the products
PRNa)q for a € [al:

(13)

1

Prj(ci+c) = codBPR.
PRil(ci+c) = cos)PE
PRILto+ti+ty) = PRI,
PRIJ(to+ti+t) = —PR,

In the spin lattice model electric(magnetic) charges @poad to violations of the local vertex(face)
constraints and the state of a dyonic particle at vertex aoel ocation(v, f) will be denoted:

(PR 9); (V. F))

wherePEV labels an irrep of G as above agis the flux at facef, evaluated taking a counterclockwise cycle with
base point at. For example, the state of magnetic fliparticle located at facé and its anti-particle located at
face f’ (with magnetic flux evaluated with respect to the origjinis

[(PRE,0); (v ) [(PRE £70); (v, ).

For our model most excitations created in the bulk of théckathppear as particle anti-particle pairs (such
that the total charge of the pair is zero). Although singlgiple excitations can be made by creating them at the
boundary. We will describe digital simulations of braidimigpure charges and pure fluxes.

3.3. Anyonic dynamics

Before deriving a sequence of operations to create and mmoxena in the spin lattice let’s review the rules for
braiding charges and fluxes in anyonic models. We will wfiteto represent a magnetic flux of valaeand
la,a~1) for a flux anti-flux pair. For electric charge pairs we have charge that transforms under the irrep
R and the anti-charge which transforms under the complexugat¢ representatidg’. We introduce the bases
{|u>R}iE‘gl, {|V)r* }‘ji‘gl on which the representations act and write a generic stae electric charge anti-charge
pair as gdR| x |R| matrix:

|MR> \/ﬁz |,1v|p- R®|V>

with the normalization chosen such ttgat, [M7, > = R].
Interchanging two fluxes, a left fllxand a right fluxb in a counterclockwise sense is described by the action
of the monodromy operateR ;

R|a)|b) = ofa)[aba ) = |aba 1))

whereo is the particle interchange operator. Squaring the momogmperator gives the action of braiding two
fluxes

R?|a)|b) = |(ab)a(ab) *)[aba ) (14)
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Braiding a fluxb around a flux anti-flux paifa,a—?) is equivalent to braiding first around one then around the
other (we can order the particles left to right 2, 3))
R, ® Rislb)|a,a™) = |b)|bab*, ba~tb™ ") (15)
If |pab~t,ba—b~1) # |a,a 1) then we say thae,a~1) has magnetic charge. For each conjugacy diédsthere
is one uniquehargelesstate defined:
1

|[€] Eez[é]

Electric charges moving past each other have no effect, thielyoraiding of fluxes around charges has an
effect. Specifically, if we braid a fluph) around one electric charge in the p@it?) we obtain:

01) = 0, 07h) (16)

R |1 MT) = ) [R()MF) (17)
and if we braid around the anti-charge we obtain:
R5lh) M) = [h) IMRR(h ™)) (18)

whereR(h) is the matrix representatidfof the group elemertt. Braiding around both charges is a conjugation

R @ RiaI)MR) = |h)[R(NMFR(h ™))

For each irrefR there is one uniquiuxlessstate that is invariant under conjugation:

(19)

11R) = \/ﬁzw R® MR

3.3.1. Magnetic charges iD(S;) Consider the creation of the chargeless magnetic flux pathfaconjugacy
class[/]

1 _
013 (Visaj+s fi )y (Viga ja, fi,j+l)>:W > (PR Yy (Vi jons B )V (PR 0); (Vi Fijra))(20)
Lell]

This state can be created by starting in the ground §&8eand acting on one edge which is a shared boundary
of the two faces:

015 (Vit,j+1, fi )y (Visn j+1, fij+2)) = ; (8 +1i+1,j+1)|GS
VI

Note that the right multiplication operatBy(& j+1:+1,j+1) commutes with all vertex operators excepti 1 j+1).
However, the sum dR, over all elements of the conjugacy class does commute willoiteduce clutter here, we
write v= Vi1 j11 ande=g, j+1-i+1 j+1, then:

2 el A(V)R/(e)A(v) ‘G‘z 299 Tg( )Tg’ (v)® [Z/e
‘G‘z Yaq Tg( )Tg (V) ® [Zée

= az 204 Tg( )Tg’ (V) ® [Teerg
az > eefl] Ri(e) Y gy TQ(V)TQ’( )
= el ( e)A(v)?
= YecigRe(e)A(V)

where'fg(v)Rgfl(e) = Ty(v), sinceA(v)|GS = |GS). Therefore, only the face constrair@éf; ;),B(fi ;1) are
violated. Starting from the vacuum (ground) sté&S), this state is created by preparing the ancillain the
state|Oy) 1, ; where|Oy,) = \/_ e 1€), applying the two qudit unitary

e)R(€)Ry-1(€)]
€)Ry-119(€)Ry-1(8)]
Re(€)Ry-1(€)Ry-1(€)]

1Ry
Rg(

\'%
Vv

Fio(fi.)) = Lg—jig @ L6 + Z 105 (0l @ Re(81j+1i+1,j+1)
Lell]

and measuring the face ancilla in the basis)) = Zf, |Om>}‘k[ﬂl;1, whereZf, =51 @2l ¢ (£ (Where
we have labeled the group element$(in= {lo, ..., £ -1}). For the outcome @ the target magnetic charge state
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is created. Otherwise for outcorkg, we need a correction step. To do this prepare the angijlan the state
le) fij- Apply the controlled operatiof\(vi;1,j+1, fi ;) where

AW, )= By(v, f) @ Lg(f).
ge% g g

which maps the ancill# to state|g)s when the flux atf (with respect to the base poinj is g. Such a
controlled operation can be decomposed into elementangtwiit controlled rotation operators with each edge
& surroundingf as a control and the ancilla as the target, viz.

AWVisrj+1 fij) = Avigne(fi j)Abottom( fij ) Nete(fij ) Atop(fij)

AVitwjs fij) = Nop(fi.j)Avight(fi,j)Abottom( fi,j ) Nieft (Ti j)

Avij, fij) = Nt (fi,j)Nop(fi,j) Arignt( fi,j ) Abottom( i j)

AWVij+1, fij) = Nvottom(fij)Net(Tij)Atop( i) Arighe(fi j)
where

/\right( fl]) = ZQGG |g € j+Li+1,j+1 <g| ® Lgfl( fi,j )]a

[ )
Nootom(fij) = [Ygec|De i1 (9l @ Lg-a(fij)]
New(fij) = [Ygec|De i, (9@ Lg(fij)],

/\top(fi,j) = [EgeG |g>a+1,j;i+1,j+1<g| ® Lgfl(fi,J)]-

The convention here is that one takes the product of coattddft multiplication operations on the face ancilla
along a counterclockwise path aroufitheginning at vertex where the operator applied fois L1 depending

on the orientation of the edge relative to the face. Nextyh single qudit phase gdteg @Zﬁm](fi,j) and

finally applyA(fi )~! to disentangle the ancilla from the system.

We now describe in detail how to move magnetic charges froefacef to an adjacent fac&. Essentially
it involves coherently mapping the value of fluxfato the face ancilla& and applying a controlled operation on
an edgee€ 0f LIOf’ (the shared boundary of the faces’). After this controlled operation the face anciflas
disentangled from the system by mapping the flux at fia® ancillaf’ and performing a controlled operation
between ancillad, f’ and finally reversing the mapping di. In this protocol we are careful to demand only
single qudit and nearest neighbor two qudit interactions.

Here is the protocol to move a magnetic flux one face unit taitite:

(PR, %); (Vi ja, i) = (PR X); (Vin, s Tijen).
e Prepare the face ancilldej, fi j1 in statele)
e Coherently map the state of the flux at fafgg to the ancillaf; ; via A(Vig1j+1, fi j)
e Apply the controlled unitary (fi j,& j+1:+1,j+1) Where we define
Y(f.e) = { Yhea Mt (h[®@Ru(e) of(e) :74‘1
Yheclt(h[@Ly-1(e) of(e)=—1
The remaining steps disentangle the ancilla from the system
e Map the flux value at the fack j 1 to the face ancilld; ;1 by applyingA (Vi 1,j+1, fi,j+1)
e Swap qudits ji1;i+1,j+1 andfi j1
e Apply the unitaryu = 3 gc |9) 1, 1,1 (9] @ Lg-1(fi })
e Swap quditss jy1;i+1,j+1 andfi 1
o Apply A(Vijaji1, fij1) L
This entire process respects superpositions over fluxssatkcan therefore be used to propagate magnetic charges
around the lattice. A simple adaptation allows a magneticriiove one face unit to the left:

(PR3 (. i) = (PR3 (v o).

Prepare the face ancillde;, fi_1 ;1 in state|e)

Coherently map the state of the flux at faige to the ancillafi j via A(vi j, fi j)

Apply the controlled unitary (i j, & j;i+1,j)-

Map the flux value at the fack ;1 to the face ancilld; j_1 by applyingA(vi j, fi j—1)
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e Swap qudits j;i+1j andfj j_1

e Apply the unitaryu= ¥ 4 |9) fi,j—1<g| ®Lg-1(fij)

e Swap quditss j;i+1,j andfij_1

o Apply A(vij, fij-1)~*
Similarly, to move a magnetic flux one face unit down:

[(PRL0; (vija, i) = [(PRE0; (Vi fiov)-

e Prepare the face ancilldg;, fi_1 j in state|e)

e Coherently map the state of the flux at fagg to the ancillaf; ; via A(vi j41, fi j)

e Apply the controlled unitary (i j,& j;i j+1)-

e Map the flux value at the fack_1 j to the face ancilldj_1 ; by applying/A(Vi j11, fi—1j)

e Swap quditss j;i j+1 and fi_g

e Apply the unitaryu = 3 4ec [9)_; ; (9 @ Lg-1(fij)

e Swap quditsy j;i j+1 andfi_q

o Apply A(Viji1, fi1j)*
Finally, to move a magnetic flux one face unit up:

[(PRL0; (Vs i) = [(PRE0; (Vi Fivw)-

¢ Prepare the face ancilldg;, fi 1 j in state|e)

e Coherently map the state of the flux at fagg to the ancillaf; ; via A(vi1j, fi j)

o Apply the controlled unitary (fi j,&1,j;i+1,j+1)-

e Map the flux value at the fack, 1 j to the face ancilldi, 1 j by applying/A(Viy1,, fiys,j)

o Swap quditss | 1 jiy1,j+1andfigj

e Apply the unitaryu = 5 4ec[9) .1 ; (9] © Lg-a(fij)

e Swap qudit® ;1 j;i+1,j+1andfiigj

o Apply A(Visej, firej)t
Fusion of a magnetic charge particle anti-particle pair lsarmeasured by using controlled operations to bring
the constituent charges in conjugacy cl@sadjacent to one another at facgfs f’) with shared edge and
applying first the operatok(v, f) = 5 4cc Bg(V; f) @ Lg(f) followed by the operatof 4 [g) 1 (9] @ Lg-1(€) then

measurement of the ancilkain the basigg,)¢. The probability to obtain the outcome,Gquals the probability
for the pair to fuse into the vacuum.

3.3.2. Electric charges ilD(S3) Consider the following electric chard®N([e]) particle atv; ; and its anti-
particle pair aw/ j41
|(PRp:€); (Wi, =) (PR3, €); (Vg2 =), (21)

which is a labeling of the state by basis states of the iRgmd it's conjugatdr*. The indexf labels different
copies of higher dimensional irreps and for physical stateswill sum over the copies. A generic state of an
electric charge-anti charge pair at verti¢es’) will then be represented as a matrix

IR-1

ﬁz w(ﬁp

R\l

MR, (vv) = v.—))| (P80 (V. -)))

with the normalization chosen so th oIM; K12 =R/ Let's see how such a state arises in this spin lattice
model. Recall that charge states are obtalned by acting teie'®) at an intermediate stage of ground state
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synthesis where the gauge symmetrization has been pedatral vertices except at j,vi j+1. Applying the
following joint charge projection operators ontd) gives

PR (vi,))PRE (Vi i+ )W) /1111
= @Ehh'eG[R(h)*] a[RIM)Ny g Th(Vi, ) Ty (Vi j+2) W) / /I
= atheGZy[Zh/eG[ (AR =) Ty [ROV) 1y RNy T2 (Vi Vi )W) /V/TT - T (22)
= ‘G S Ty RON ) Tuydyy o1 (v Vi j-2)[9)/ VT TT
= 15 Zn-tec[R(NM™ ) oo Thir-1 (Vi Vi) (W) /V/IT-11

The operatoiy,y-1(Vij,Vi,j+1) = Th(Vi,j) T (Vi,j+1) acts adnRy-1(&j;i,j+1) on the connecting edge. Before the
projections, the system particde;;i j+1 on the edge connecting the vertices is in stefewhile after the local
gauge transformations on the boundaries it is in the $téte’). Hence the charge state E2{L can equivalently
be obtained by beginning in the fully gauge invariant grostade|GS and applying a projection operator that
depends on the local state of the connecting exlgej1:

(Pl @ (g P 00 452,)) = VIRI] 3 [0 0111 (0IIRE) ] 165 (23)
g<

This argument in fact extends to electric charge anti-ahaajrs separated by longer chains. Consider the chain
[V1,V2,... ] and an initial statgd) which is gauge symmetrized over all vertices but those irckzén . Applying

the projections onto the charge pair at the boundaries atolabrarge zero for the vertic€s,, va, ... _1}, we
have

p&( pR*( Vi) | W) ‘G‘ S hyh t 1.lR (hlh;l)*]u,vThlhk—l(V1,Vk)th,...hk,lI_Ilj(;%Thj(Vj)WJ)
-1l -1l

The gauge transformations act on a state for the chain as

Th h (Vlavk) th he_q I_I] %Th] (VJ)|£l> [v1,v2] |€2> [Vo,vg] + |€k 1> [Vk_1,%]

2 he 1|h1£1h >v1,v2 |h2€2h3 >v2 va) |hk 1l lhk >[vk,1,vk]-
Itis then the product of the group elemenits; . .. /1 along the edges of the chain that is an invariant under local
gauge transformations on the vertices (excluding the bares). Notice that if one of the edges had opposite
orientation to the chain, sa/= [vj,vj_1], then the invariant would b&...éj,lﬂjléjﬂ...ﬂk,l. Hence we find
that an arbitrary state of an electric charge pair along tf@@ndvs, ..., v] spanned by the edgégs; } is

|<P§B,e>;<vl7—>>|<PSf§,e>:(vk,—>>=m[hbu_%lge “ilhide th r|h Vlw]lGS. (24)

whereo(ej) =1 if ¢ = [vj,vj11] ando(ej) = —1if ej = [Vj1,Vj].

We now describe how to construct the charge state oPEQThis state does not violate any face constraints
(since the local gauge transformations do not change miagihet), but it does violate the vertex constraints
A(vij),A(vij+1). To create this state, first prepare the vertex angjllain state|e)y, ;. Apply the conditional
unitaryK(vi j, e ji.j+1) defined by

_ EgeG|g> <g|®Rg( e= [V, %]
K(v,e) =
(:e) { Yo 100l @Ry (Y) e=[x.V]
and measure ancillg,j in the basis

_ R .
Ruv) = \/g g;[R(g) Juvl9)

The orientation of the edge dictates the left or right actadeen by the operatd¢ on the vertex ancilla.

The above method only works probabilistically with probipil /|G|. It is possible to prepare the vacuum
electric charge states with unit probability as we know dbsc For Eqg.19, the vacuum electric charge states at
the boundaries of the edgg;; j+1 are

Lrps (VijsVija)) = z 6:€); (Vi =) (P58 (Vij1,—))- (25)
Hp
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Using Eq.23this can be rewritten as the effect of a single qudit edgeaipeacting on the ground state,

LR (VijsVij+1)) = Tudgecl9e i (91[R(9) ]uulGS (26)
= WR(&jij+1)|GS

where

WR(€) = Y 9)e(gIXr(9)-
e g;g alxr(g

These operators obey the sum riig,|RWs = |G||e) (€. For S we have explicitly,

WRI = 1

Wa; |€) (el +[c1)(cy|+[c-)(c | = [to) {to] — [ta) (ta] — [t2) {tz] (27)

Wk, = 2le)(e|—[ci){c|—c){c |
Notice, that for the one dimensional irreps, the electrargk creation operator is a diagonal unitary acting on the
edge. The operatd\i, is not unitary but we can construct it using adaptive measargs. First prepare the vertex
ancillav j in the state+)y, ; where|+) = (|0) + |1))v/2 and apply the controlled unitary operatihy, ; (0| ®
Uo(ejiij+1) + 1w, (1] ®Ui(e j;ij+1) whereUo = diag(1,1,€,&*,€,€%), U = diag 1, —1,§ /2, g2 & &) inthe
basis{|€), to), [tz), [t2),|c+),|c-)}. Next measure the ancilla in the bagis),; ;. The outcomes:1 occur with

probability p. = %¢ %. For the outcomet-1, the operato\i, is successfully applied and the vacuum charge
state is created. Otherwise we must correct. One strateigyfiist apply the operatdy,(g j:i j+1) whereU, =

diag(1,1,&*,&,i,—i). This corresponds to a combined action on the systen{@iad, 1, —@, —§)|GS>. Now,
re-prepare the ancilla in the stg@,, ; and entangle the edge_with it by the operatioe- 212:0|tj>a,j;i,j+1 {tj| ®
Ry (vi,j) +13® 1. Next, apply a controlled gauge transformation at vevtgxhat depends on the state of the edge
via the operato¥ = 3% _oltj)e ;.. (tjl ®th—1(Vi,j)+ 13® 1e. This acts to map the three components of the code

wavefunction with edge states jf)) to the statge). Since all these operations preserve the zero flux condition
on neighboring faces, the states of the remaining latticessgre disentangled from thHg) components of the
ancilla. Finally, we need to disentangle the ancilla from ldittice spins. This can be realized by first applying
the single qudit operation on the ancillg = (|e)((to| + (tz| + (tz|) v/3+ [to) ({to] + & (ta| + &* (t2]) v/3+ [t2) ({to] +

& (t1| + &(t2])v/3+ [to) (€]) ® 12 and then measuring the ancilla in the Fourier bésig,. For outcomek apply

the correction gatZk(e,’j;i,Hl). This then realize®\r, (e j;i,j+1)|GS.

One can prepare states with electric charge particle amtigie pairs that are separated further than one
edge, e.g(PEo,e); (Vi.j, =) |(PR.€); (vij+2,—)) as follows. Prepare vertex ancilNg; in state|e)y;;, apply the
conditional unitaryK (vi j, & j:i j+1). Swap the qudits at locations; ands j;i j+1 and then swap qudits at locations
&,ji,j+1 andvi j+1. Apply the conditional unitarK(vi j1,6,j+1;,j+2) and measurg j in the basis{|R{LV>}. To
deterministically prepare the vacuum stélgy; (vi j, Vi j+2)), apply the same sequence of swaps but instead of
measuring the ancilla, apply the gatk to the ancilla and then invert the sequence of conditionahtias and
swaps. This protocol easily extends to preparing arbiyréong separated electric charge pairs provided care is
taken during the controlled flip operations on the ancillkegep track of the orientation of the edge for the system
control. In the case of the non-unitary g&ft,, another ancilla should be used to perform the operatioris@n
ancilla which carries the information of the accumulateddorct of group elements along the path between the
boundary vertices where the charges will be created.

To move an electric charge from a vertexo a neighboring vertex consider that the edges are oriented
[+,v],[v,V]. Then we need to coherently map the state of the édgéto the product of the states of,v|] and
[v,V]. This is achieved by the following operator:

AV) S Tg(V)TgW)|9) v (9l @ 19) v (9]
g.9'€G

The last projectoA(v) reinforces the gauge symmetrywedo that total charge is conserved. More concretely, say
we wish to move a electric charge one unit to the right:

|(Pip:©) (s —)) = (P, €); (Vijj+1,—))
then the following protocol will work:

e Prepare the vertex ancillag;, Vi j1 in state|e)
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e Coherently map the state at edgg_1; j to vertex ancillav j using the operatoK (v j,& j_1;,j) and
similarly for the other edge using1(vi j 1,6 ji j+1)-

e Apply the controlled gauge transformationgv; ;) andW(v; ji1).

¢ Disentangle the ancilla j by applyingK(vi j, & j:i,j+1)-

e Prepare the vertex ancillg; in state|(~)>\,Lj :

¢ Apply the controlled gauge transformatidf(v; j).

e Measure vertex ancilla j in basis{|])}.
e For the outcoméj) apply the single qudit operatic®i (e 1. j).

e Disentangle the ancill@ j11 by measuring in the basiRuv)v ., -

Moving charges in other directions is straightforward kagpn mind that if the edge orientations are reversed
then the inverse gauge transformations should be applied.

Finally, fusion of an electric charge paM®; (v,v)) is realized by moving the charges until they overlap at
one vertex (say’). The outcome of measurement on the anaillan the transport steps above determines the
residual charge. For outcontie]’) = |(3> the charges are perfectly annihilated into the vacuum ratise there is
some residual charge.

3.3.3. Dyons irD(S3) We briefly mention how to create dyonic excitations withoisicdssing how to move
them. Recall from Eq5, that there are three dyonic particles i(9). The explicit representations of the dyonic
particle antiparticle pairs located @ j, fi j) and(vi j;+1, fi_1,j) are:
1 1l
75 Yo | (P, Co); (i, fi DI(PRL, 65 1) (vijen, fion)),
2
2 S [(PREGo)i (Vi Fi ) (PR, G5 (W e, o), (28)
k4
250l (PRLE ) (v i I (PRE 4); (Vi Fia ).
To create these states first create the vacuum magneticecstatgsOy,; (Vi j, fij), (Vi,j+1, fi-1,j)) with [c] for the
first two and[t] for the third state. Next apply one of the following projectioperators

We = (le)el+E[cs) (e | +E e ) (e ),
W = Wa (29)
Wee = 3(e)(el — Ito) tol).

These projections cannot be done unitarily with unit proligitibut similar to the implementations &%k, one can
use an adaptive protocol to realize them with unit probghbili

3.4. Anyonic interferometry

Let's see how our spin lattice model reproduces these In@idilations given in Se®.3. First consider braiding
of fluxes. In Sec3.3.1, we described how to create a total magnetic charge zeml#t@tEq.16. One process we
could attempt is to simulate is to create two pairs of totalrgk zero states, braid a member of one pair around a
member of the other, and annihilate.

Say we begin in the state:

|Win) = J5 Sp—t [P, Go); (v, F1.3)) | (PRE,Cp); (V24 1))

(30)
J5 T =012l (PR 1)) (vas, T22)) (PR ); (Vag, foa))
If we braid the fluxc] at f1 3 around the fluxt] at f, , we obtain the output state
|Wou) = J= 3 j-0125p—t [(PRE,Cp); (Vaa, f13))|(PE,Cp); (Vaa, F1a)) (31)

(PR t1); (Vaa, F22)) | (PRLt)); (Va3 f2a))
using the relations:cptjic_p = tj+p and cptjCotjC_p = Cptjtj1p = CpC¢;;,, = Cp. NOw we can attempt to
fuse the[c] flux anti-flux pair by propagating the flux gty 3, f13) one unit to the right. This is done by
preparing the ancilld; 3 in state|e), mapping the flux tdf1 3 by A(v2.4, f1,3) and applying the controlled unitary
Y(f13,€14;24). If no braiding had been done by tliig flux then the ancilla would be left in the stalfig" )+, ,
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where|@®) = (|c; ) +|c_))/+v/2. What we find is that the ancilla will not be disentangledririe system because
the fusion is incomplete. Rather the ancilla is left in thexedi statep(f13) = %(|C+>fl,3<C+| +c_)f4(C|).
To measure this incomplete fusion, we measpire (¢~ |p(f13)|¢ ). Before braiding,p = 0 while afterward
p=1/2.

Next we examine the braiding of charges. Braiding of chaagesind each other acts trivially in the spin
lattice quantum double model here because all the opesftiogreating and moving electric charges are diagonal
in the logical basis and hence must commute. To obtain ther oéttations first consider the effect of applying a
local gauge transformation to a electric charge anti-ahpeir separated by a chain of vertides vz, ... vg|. For
simplicity we consider that all the edges have the same t@tien as the chain, i.e; = [vi, V2], = [v2,V3] etc.,
though this is not necessary as in the case of an edge withsti@muientation to the chain one simply takes the
inverse group element in the projection. The action is

T (PR ) (v, ) (P ) (v, )
= BT [ Shy.ec e (] @ -+ e (Bl R 1) T | T2 (1) GS)
= B[ Zh. neclhhie (hhy| @ - e, (hd [R(h ... ) | 1GS
= VB[ 2 neolMa (i@ @ e (R )] 1G9 (32)

= VR Ih nes e (] @@ e SR TR .. 1)) Tk IGS
= 5ROl (PRo,©): (va, <) (P, : (v, )
3[R bl (P ) (v2, =) (P, ) (i )

where we used the gauge invariance of the ground state. alynive can compute the action of a gauge
transformation on the anti-charge, and we find for a genégatréc charge vacuum state:

Ta()IMR; (v V) = [ROMT; (wV),  Ta(V)IMT; (wV)) = IMRR(h™); (v V). (33)

But this local gauge transformatidi(v) can also be viewed as creating a flux anti-flux gah—! and braiding
it in a counterclockwise sence around the electric chargefatlowed by annihilation of the flux pair. The
annihilation probability for the flux was zero, meaning th@yonon trivial action was on the electric charge
pair as indicated, hence our model reproduces the correbtimding relations for a flux around a charge. In
particular, given that we can create the vacuum state foreppeesentatioR |1g; (vi,j,Vpgq)), We can create the
state|R(h); (vi,j,Vpq)), by applyingTh(Vvi j), which is a product of four single qudit unitaries. How camfeasure
the effect of this braiding? One way to is invert the vertegilan steps that prepared the electric charge pair. For
the statel1g;; (v,V')), the inverted sequence will leave the ancilla disentanfjled the system, whereas if the
initial state is|[R(h); (v,v')) then the ancilla will be left in a mixed state.

To actually extract the value of amplitudes for fusion of ig&s into the vacuum we can use the vertex
ancilla prepared i) where|t) = (|e)y + |h)yv)/v/2, and apply the controlled operatigvi(v) followed by
measurement of the ancilla in the balgis') with outcomem= +1. The outcome distribution satisfies

Oftr[R()]

R
which is the real part of the fusion amplitude feth) — vacuum. Similarly, measuring the ancilla in the basis
|ljJ)j,E> = (le)y £i|h)y)/v/2, yields the imaginary part of the fusion amplitude Rgh) — vacuum.

P(m=1)—P(m= —1) = O[(Ljr; (v,V)[R(h); (v,V))] =

3.5. Elementary operations for quantum computation withcas

We now show explicitly how to create anyonic states and perfbraiding and fusion operations which are
universal for computation. This section follows closelg tivork of Mochon [.8 who proved two important
facts: first that by working with magnetic charge anyons alfsom nonsolvable, non nilpotent groups, universal
guantum computation is possible, and second that for somgpgithat are solvable but not nilpotent, in particular
Ss, universal quantum computation is also possible if oneuithes some operations using electric charges.

The first step is to identify the logical basis. We will encadeutrit in the three chargé magnetic fluxes:
to,t1,t2. We will work with pairs of flux with total trivial flux and willadopt the simplified notation for pure
magnetic charges located at positionands to |tj,t;1; (r,s)) = |(PRf,tj); (v, fi)>|(PRf,tj’1); (v, fj)) and for an
electric charge pair at positiomss, [MR; (r,s)) = [MR; (v, vs)). Since we will be working with magnetic fluxes
that may not have zero charge, the base point vertexmportant but for convenience we suppress it keeping in
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mind that all fluxes should be valued with respect to some fadbase point. Th& basis is{|t; ,tj’l>} and theX
basis is{|fj,{; %)} where

6.6 4 (.9) zz It (1)

The state}fo,tE)*1> is just the vacuum magnetic charge stékg). The generators of the Pauli group operations on
this basis are

2

X(r,s) = Z)|tj+1,tj’+11; (o).t 5 (rs)l,  Z(r,s) Z)E It t 7 (n9) (.t (9|

J:
Encoded information is always stored in flux anti-flux paémsd the braiding operations we employ will always
braid the pair together thus perserving the total zero flind@mn (see. Eg3.3) though there may be a residual
electric charge. First we describe how to initialize singlelits in theX or Z basis. The initialization of the
state|t],t]* ) is equivalent to preparation of the vacuum state describexdad:tionS 3.1except where we alter
the correction step via the face ancillaaccordingly, i.e. we applylig_q| EBZ[ 4] ](f) given a measurement

outcomelky) . To initialize the statgt;,t;” 1-(f1,f2)) we require a means to perform a projection. The main

ingredient necessary is the projection of the qutrits ohtnsiubspacé’(tiL = spar&{|tk,tk*1>,k # j}. This can
be accomplished with the assistance of an ancilla pair invel®ium two dimensional electric charge state
|1r,; (r1,r2)). Say the initial state of the quitrit is

2

W;(1,2)) = J_;)letj,tfl; (1,2))

and we want to project out the component, i.e. we want to project orfldoL, To do so we braid flux 1 around
the ancillary electric charge af creating the correlated state
2

Ry W) |1Ry: (r1,12)) = ZOCJ 1t (1,2)) [Re(ty ); (r1,12)
j=

Next we apply the ancilla assisted local gauge transfo:mé}'u ro) so that the joint state is

Colto, to b (1,2)) 1Ry (1, 12)) + Cafts, ty 5 (1,2)) [Ra(Cy )3 (r1,2)) + Calt,ty 5 (1,2)) [Ra(C-); (r1,12))
Then we annihilate the electric charge pair and observehenhétfused into the vacuum (using the vertex ancilla
protocol described in Sec3.4). The statedRz(c.)) always fuse into one dimensional representations (either
the vacuum state or the sign representation each with pildapab/2). If the charges fuse into the vacuum
then we throw the qutrit out, whereas if the outcome is imgetriannihilation then the projection onto the

subspace?(toL is successful. Similarly, to project onmztiL we use the same protocol but with the local gauge
transformatioril,-1(r2). By composition of projections we can prepare any basi® siaginning in/Oy)), €.9.
]

ta, 15 (1,2)) = &'z K |05 (1,2)) /T

Let's see how to generate the controlled sum oper&idh, 2); (3,4)), where
2
2((r,9);(pa)) = Zjltj,t,-’l;(r,S)MtJ,t L(rs)|©X)(p,q)
J:

To realize this we need two primitive braiding operationgstrconsider the anicilla assisted operation with the
ancilla prepared ifito, ty ; (5,6)),

0((3,4); (5,6))[RZ R [ Zsftfntk,tk (3.4) oty L.(5,6))

0((3,4); (5.6))[ 23%41|tk,tk (3, 4>>x2k|to,to :(5,6))

0((374); (57 6))|t2kt t K atZth 1t2k (3 4)>|t2k, 2k (5 6)> (34)
Itar b (3,4))[to, tg 5 (5.6))

The final swapo on the two pairs is just a classical operation since eachhzertotal charge zero. Second,
consider the action of braiding one control flux around tingagpair

REREalti 6 (1,2) [t 4 5 (3,4)) = [, 574 (L, 2)) t2j 2kt o1 (3,4)) (35)
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The composition of these two operations realizes the ieveostrolled-sum gate:

G S (L2 5 (34) = .t 5 (L,2) |ty b e (3,4))
= It (L2) )kt (3,4)) (36)
[2((1,2); (3,4)] Lty t; % (1,2)) [t {5 (3,4))

Now [Z((1,2); (3,4)) 1% = 2((1,2); (3,4)), hence by two applications we obtain the controlled sum.dasing
a controlled-sum gate with the control prepared in srate;l; (1,2)) allows the implementation of ax! gate
on the target. Imagine that we had an ancillary source peehadﬂ,t]—’l; (3,4)). Using a controlled-sum gate
with the target being this ancilla we can perform the one goperationZ! on the control which is verified by
considering the action on a complete basis for the control:

2((1,2); B4 5 (L 2)0.6 5 (3.4) = [ZVE.6 (L 2)I6.6 1 (3,4).
How do we prepare such an ancilla? We can do this by preparmy ancillary pairs in the state
W) = |0q; (1, 2))[to,ty 1 (3,4)) and applying the controlled sum ga®((3,4);(1,2)). This prepares a
maximally correlated state and if we trace over the gaiR2), we obtain the maximally mixed stafs s =
332 ol H BN, (3,4) = 352,416,675 (3,4) (1,1, 15 (3,4)]. Now using the methods ofi ] one
can measurps » in theX basis which will project the state onit, f; -t (3,4)) with probability 1/3. This process
can be repeated until the desired outcome is obtained. Soelaaurement requires only the preparation of many
ancilla pairs prepared if9)) Similary, one can measure in tebasis with the assistance of many ancilla pairs
prepared irjto, t; 1).

Up to now we have shown how to implement the Clifford grouprafiens: controlled-sum, and®z® as
well as preparation in aX or Z eigenstate and measurement in ¥randZ basis. In order to realize universal
guantum comptuation we require the ability to perform a ndiffd@d operation such as the three qutrit Toffoli
gate defined by the action:

T((1,12): (3,4); (5,61))|tj,tfl: (1, 2)>|tlk,tgl: (3.4))[te,t, % (5,6))
= Ity 5 (L2)) e b 5 (B A ke i (5,6))

Because the groug; is solvable we cannot implement the Toffoli gate by braidimagnetic charges along1].
However, as shown by Mochori{], we can use allowed braiding operations with electric gharto aid in
preparing magic states which facilitate the Toffoli gatee Mquire two types:

(w3 (r1,12); (r3,1a)i (Ts,16)) = 53 Fucoltst] (11, r2) ot b3 (13, ra)) [tk s (s, 7))

|Om2; (r1,12);(r3,ra)) = 33 k€%t th (re,r2)) [t by i (3, 1a))
To realize Toffoli gate on the intial state of three chargegpa

2
|L|J, (17 21 3741 57 6)> = Z Ba,b,c|ta7t;1; (17 2)>|tbatk;11 (37 4)>|t07t(;11 (51 6))
a,b,c=0

we append the magic statav1; (r1,r2);(rs,ra); (rs,re)) and apply
[Z((5, 6); (rs, I’e))] [Z((rg, r4); 3, 4))]71[2(“17 r2); (1, 2))]71

followed by measurement of 1 and 3 in tAdasis with outcomesy, mg and 5 in theX basis with outcomens
and subsequent correction ga¥g$1,r2)™ X (r3,r4)"X(rs,rg) ™™, The outcome on the ancilla states is

2
z Ba,b,camschavt;l; (ra, r2)>|tb7tt;l; (rs, r4)>|tabfmlb—mga+Cat;[imlb,msaﬂ;; (rs,re))
a,b,c=0
Finally we apply[Z(rs,re)] "™ [Z((rs,ra); (rs,r6))]™[Z((r1,r2); (rs,r6))]™ to realize

2
xXr= > Bab.cE ™Plta,ty 15 (r1,12)) [t ty 5 (13,74))[tabrcs g o (15, T6))
a,b,c=0
This set of operations has the action of the Toffoli gatenactin|¥) up to a phas& ™2 on the first two qudits.
The correction gat€ = za’bﬁab|ta,t;1|tb,tg1>(ta,t;1|<tb,tkj1|> is in the Clifford group and one might
hope that it could be generated from our set of available ajjmers, e.g. using the techniques in
[28]. However, to do so requires the single qudit discrete Foutiansform gate which is not accessible
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using braiding operations. Hence we use the second mage |gka; (r7,rs;ro,r10)) and apply the gates
[Z((r3,ra);(ro,r10))]™[Z((r1,r2); (r7,rs))]™ followed by measurement of andrg in the Z basis with outcomes
My, mg. The outcome is

2

IX) — Z Ba,b,cainsamﬁm’aﬁw’b|ta,t;1; (ra, r2)>|tb,tg1: (rs, r4)>|tab+c7t;bl+c; (rs,re))

a,b,c=0

We can append another magic stgig2; (r11,r12;r13,r14)) and measure again with outconms, m3. Repeating
k times the total phase accumulatedik,a,b) = $¥ | 8., admg, 4.b- [N Order to realize the Toffoli gate we
demand that for somle d(k,a,b) = msab moddva, b, whered is the qudit dimension (heid= 3). Each step of
appending a magic state, applying controlled operatiompaeasuring applies a phase on the state. Thisis akinto
pickingk balls withd? “colors” which are labeled by the p&ia, b) from an independent and identically distributed
probability distribution and placing then int¥ bins each labeled bfa, b). We find a satisfying distribution if the
number of balls in each bin,, = ms moddva,b. The probability that aftek trials the condition is not satisfied

is (for d prime) approximatelyl — 1/dd2)k. The preparation of the magic states follows identicalgyphocedure
in [18] with frequent use of the projection onf,Qté.

4. Physical Implementation in atomic spin lattices

An experimental candidate for realization of the ideas indeecold trapped atoms in a two dimensional optical
lattice (with motion quenched in the third dimension). Sérgttice site occupancy of atoms prepared in motional
ground states can be prepared in a region of an opticaldatitsing a variety of loading techniquesd. In

our construction we use an antiferromagnetic array of tvpe tgf particles: system particles or A species, and
ancillary particles or B species which will assist in stategaration and generation and dynamical propagation of
anyonic excitations. This bipartite division could be shyn@ spatial labeling of the same type of physical particle
or it could correspond to physically different atomic sgscor subspaces of the same species. The advantage
of using different species for system and ancilla partidebat it could assist in addressability of the controlled
unitary operations and measurements in our simulationignl® we suggest a suitable 2D lattice architecture for
trapping and manipulating the atoms. By tuning the intégsiand phase of the trapping fields, particles can be
brought together pairwise with left, right, top, and bottoeighbors to facilitate controlled gate operations. Sng|
particle coherent control and pairwise entanglement geeéiby controlled collisional exchange interactions have
been experimentally demonstrated with this architectuitg [

The six group elements & can be encoded into the ground electronic hyperfine statagrapped alkali
atom with enough available levels. Candidates incléf@®b or23Na each having 8 available ground hyperfine
states or'33Cs having 16 levels. Arbitrary single qudit operations candone using Raman laser pulses or
microwave pulses that connect pairs of hyperfine states aasunement can be done using a cycling transition
(see Fig.2). The atoms are prepared in an optical lattice with spagiffywhere is an optical wavelength. At
this spacing and for tight lattices, the atoms are well lizeal and do not interact. In order to perform controlled
unitary operations, one strategy is to bring atoms closgettwer pairwise and turn on a magnetic field which
would generate a trap induced shape resonance on a paieafahstates. Ideally one would like this collision
to be stable in the sense that it would be diagoHak = U |gj)a(gj| ® |gj)s(gjr|. This could be provided for by
choosing the collision on maximal angular momentum prajecitates of the ground hyperfine level, chosing e.g.
|9j) = |9j/) = |[F,,me = —F)) since a symmetry of the dominate collisional interactiomgg 4+ mg;. Quantum
gates using such diagonal collisional interactions geadnaa trap induced state resonances have been proposed
in [32, 33). There it was shown that a robust controlled phase gatedmstva pair (A,B) of'33Cs atoms is
generated by collisions between the maximally projectegir momentum paiF;, mg = Fy)alF|,me =F|)g at
a particular lattice well spacing. In order to have high filgedates, it is important to work in a parameter regime
where there is negligible interactions between other sfatetwo reasons. First, non maximally projected angular
momentum states have elastic collisions which are non dalgoteractions, making a target two qudit unitary
difficult to achieve, and second inelastic collisions begwstates in the upper hyperfine maniféldcan destroy
internal state coherences and convert the internal enetgkinetic energy of the dimer.

Another posshility is to use the collision gate suggestef3if. This would work by first using Raman
pulses to map the statés;)a g to the first excited vibrational state of lattice wellsandB. Then adjusting the
intensity of the trapping fields such that the well minimatéted with respect to each other and bringing the wells
together (but not overlapping) pairwise and finally remagwine bias in the wells. At an appropriate well minima
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(@)

Figure 2. Proposed implementation used atoms trapped in a optitiaelaia) In the 2D retroreflected optical lattice
of Ref. [38], when the trapping laser field polarization is in planentitiee lattice has periodicit)/2 whereas if the
polarization is out of plane, the periodicity Aswith a relative shift ofA/2 resulting in tunable an array of double well
potentials. The upper panel shows the optical lattice foy field component with out of plane polarization. In the lowe
panel, nearest neighbors along one dimension are brouggthter pairwise by increasing the intensity of the field with
out of plane polarization. Left neighbors or right neigtibare joined depending on the sign of phase of the out of plane
polarization light. Top and bottom neighboring pairs carndieed by increasing the out of plane polarization intgnsit
and changing the phase of the field component with polaoizati plane. We note that this architecture allows for global
addressing of the A or B species by virtue of distinguistitghbih the motional states of the two type of lattice wells) (b
Encoding al = 6 qudit into the ground hyperfine levels 0fZ4Rb atom. The logical states are labeled by group elements
of &. Inthe figure, the statds. ) and|tz) are shown coupled by a Raman laser pulse with Rabi frequefigie by the
HamiltonianHap = Qe (€% ) (ta] + €719t} (C |), whereQer = |Q1Q2|/A and@ = arg(Q1Q5). Arbitrary unitaries

in the two dimensional subspace can be generated from thigyfaf Hamitonians, and given a connected coupling
graph between basis states, which is provided for here ymitagization and frequency selectivity of Raman pulses,
anyU € SU(d) can be generated§]. Projective measurements can be made by mapping populatieach sublevel

to |Fy = 2,me = 2) and measuring resonance scattering on the cycling transij = 2,mg = 2) — [F' =3,mg = 3)
transition. The statéc_) can be used for entangling gates via ground state collisiolescribed by the interaction
Hint = Ujc_)a(c-| ® |c_)B(c_| between neighboring atoms A and B. This interaction is diafjdue to total angular
momentum and energy conservation. The statés used as an ancillary state to shelve amplitude in the tajeof
atoms that we do not want to participate in a controlled atgon.

separation, there will be a large tunneling and large dotiizl shift acquired on atoms in the first vibrational states
which are nearly degenerate and near zero tunneling shiffrénind vibrational state atoms which are shifted in
energy by an amount large compared to the collisional eneftpgn the wells can moved apart again and the
population in|gj)as mapped back to the vibrational ground state. Whatever ghtangate is used, given the
ability to generate a phase on one basis state pair, agbitvarqudit gates can be generated]|

In order to perform the quantum simulation here, some amoti@ddressability of the atoms will be
necessary. This is slightly non trivial as the atoms arersgpd byA /2 and therefore cannot be directly addressed
by optical fields. One solution is to use gradient field spEttopy wherein a strong local electric field gradient
(created e.g. using optical tweezers) is applied in theniticiof the target atom. This field will also have some
crosstalk with neighbors of the target atom but will shit #mnergy levels strong enough at the target location such
that chirped microwave or Raman operations coupling hypedtates act trivally at any location other than the
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target B5]. To implement two qudit gates on a target pair of atoms A angleBsuggest the following strategy:
first for all atoms except A or except B map population in stai¢ to the spectator internal stalg, second

tune the lattice trapping fields to bring A and B together applathe unitary = 99129111989l i parallel

on all nearest neighbor pairs, third invert the mapping tarrepopulation tog;). The invertible mapping on
non target atoms can be done using STIRAP pulses with shapeusity profiles as proposed ifd, 37]. For
example, using a pair of Raman fields that couple s{atés— |r) (in the encoding of Fig2) one could make the
Raman pair out of standing waves of light with a node at thgetestom A or B. For any atom not at a node, there
will be an invertible adiabatic mappindg-) — |r) which works with fidelity approaching unity. This technigse
particularly well suited to addressing a line of atoms ugrip standing wave for the STIRAP pulse. One could
also use gradient field spectroscopy to perform the mappgihgugh this may not be as high fidelity due to the
cross talk with neighboring atoms.

5. Conclusions

We have shown how universal quantum computation by anyomicling can be demonstrated in an optical
lattice using the method introduced ifi7], based on the creation and manipulation of anyons via obetr
interactions of a code lattice with an ancillary species. atidition, we show how to construct the relevant
topological state using the same method in absence of theb&iiHamiltonian. The system considered is the
D(Sgz) quantum double lattice model introduced by Kitaé¥][ In all cases, protocols are thoroughly described
and the experimental techniques required are discussextan.d

The experimental realization of this scheme relies in mdshedready in the literature. For the procedures
described, which exhibit optimal scaling, the auxiliargsies is distributed in a lattice with the same spacing as
the code lattice, so addressability is an issue, but we g@pays to overcome this problem. We believe that these
techniques are of sufficient interest to warrant experiadembrk. In particular, non-Abelian anyonic statistics can
be demonstrated with our interferometry protocols.
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Appendix A. The quantum double of a finite group

Given a finite groupgs = {gi}, the group algebraC[G] is a complex vector space spanned by basis vegiors
(which can be chosen orthonormal to define an inner produntiged, the multiplicatiog; ® gj — gig; inherited
from G makesC[G] an algebra. The unit elemestan be viewed as embedding the complex numbet$®j, via
A — Ae. We can also define the algelfgdG) of complex functions o165, which has a basis given by Kronecker
deltas,P, : g — 0n g. The multiplication in# (G) can be recovered from,Py = o, yPh. The unit is the map
1:g9~— 1vg.

Both C[G] and ¥ (G) can be endowed with Hopf algebra structure. A Hopf algébisaan algebra where:

(i) Apart from the associative multiplication: A® A — A and unitn : C — A just described, there exists a
comultiplicationA : A— A® A and a counit : A— C (a coalgebra structure) satisfyifig @ id)A = (id ® A)A,
and(e®id)A = (id®¢€)A =id, where id is the identity map oA. ForC[G], these maps are given by

A(g)=g®g, €9 =1, (A.1)
while for 7 (G)
ARy = ; Phy @ Pry,  €(Ph) = One- (A.2)
hl Z:h

For a general element,

A(Phg) = ; qug® Hﬁzga s(Hﬁg) = 6h,el- (A3)
hihy

=h
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(i) There exists an antilinear mappir® A — A, the antipode, satisfyinm(S® id)A = m(id ® S)A = ne. The
antipodes ofC[G] and ¥ (G) are determined, respectively, Bjg) = g~! andS(R,) = P-1.

Moreover, the structures of algebra and coalgebr@[6f] and F (G) are dual to each other. This allows to
use Drinfel'd’s quantum double construction to define a griangular Hopf algebra structure gh(G) x C[G]
with multiplication Phg ® Pyg' — 6h,gwgflphgd, unit 1e, comultiplicationPhg — ¥ n,n,—n Ph;d ® Ph,g, counit
Phg — dne, and antipod@hg — Pg—lh—lggil. This is precisely the quantum doublé®) of the finite groupG. It
is generated as an algebra by the eleméhgsg € G} which form the electric gauge gro and{Pye| g € G},
which are projections onto the set of states with fiLin the theory.

The representation theory of(B) is well known. Each irreducible representation is deterdiby a
conjugacy clas§/] = {u/u~%u € G} in G, and an irreducible representati®of the centralizer of an element
¢ €[], Ny = {u € G| ul = ¢u}. Let us label the different elements of the conjugacy clakas

o = {h" 5
The centralizeN; C G, will be defined as the centralizer for the first elemb&% We can relate the different
elements ofa] in terms of the first elememﬂf} via a set of representatives of the equivalence classégMf;
o], [a] <@ il o] y-1
=X [qX he @ hi (X @)™t
{ h[l] h[2 | [a] ( hlal }

and adopt the convention theg?] =e. The carrier space for the irre’p)l[g(}N[ ) is

Vg;}\‘[a]) - {|hi[a]7vlj?>| hi[a] €la,0<j<[R—1}
The action of the irrep of an element of the Hopf algebra oes|$p'ace is
HE‘(}N[U])(%Q)NGLVW hgh%lg-1 Z |gh ) Vﬁ]) (Ad)

The elemeng = (x° o]

ol ) to satisfy

gx[ o 1S constructed from the gauge transformatgand the fluxh;
g, hm = 0 (verified using the fact th k g — hl¢ implying thatg e Ny. In this way
1 [0‘] 1 1 o]
-

we see that the the action of the mﬁé Pn ® @) on the carrier space is to perform a gauge transformation on
the centralizer charge followed by a prOJectlon onto the Barjugated by. The dimension of the carrier space,
also known as the quantum dimension of the parll'l.ll.f%N is

o)

Ak = I RN )

The quantum dimension satisfies the sum rule

)2 = ; I[G]IZZ IR(N)[2 = [[a] [N | = 3 [[alllG] = |G

[¢]

There is some arbitrariness in the choice for represesttivthe equivalences classes and the ordering of the
elements therein, however different choices lead to uhjitaquivalent representations of the quantum double.

The operation of braiding two particles is generated by tbe@dromyZ® , which effects a counterclockwise
interchange of two particles:

K:Ool—l[(] >@rl Z Py ® Phg).

Hereo is the particle interchange operator and the operator ieniheses is the univerdaimatrix, an element of
D(G) x D(G) describing a gauge transformation on the second particteéoffux of the first. The explicit action

on the two patrticle state spa\z’é ®V[ (} ) is:

o
o]

RN VR ST R ;m “LR(A) VR ) V)
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) 1h[ ] [ ] is defined as above. Frequently, we are interested in thenagfia full

counterclockwise braidg ?, of one partlcle around another. For the case of a pure flugibgaanother pure flux:
R2In, 0l ,0) = (hhi i (e %, 0) b () %, 0)
and for a pure flux braiding a pure charge:

R0, 0)|e,VR) = > I, 0) e, R(™) V).

plo _ o]
Wherehi —(Xhi[a]hm'](hi[“])

Appendix B. Some properties of the groupSs
S is the group of permutations of three objects, that we 1dBel, 2}, and is the smallest non- Abelian group.
Elements of $are organised in three conjugacy classes, namely:

e Identitye.
e Transpositions (reflectionf) = (01), t1 = (12), t, = (20).
e 3-cycles (rotationsy; = (012), c_ = (021).

The multiplication rules for Sare as follows:

it = g titk = Ce;x for j #Kk,
tico, = titp, Coti = ti_p,
CoCp = Cop, CoCr=e foro#t.

together with the trivial operations involvirgg Hereg; x = & is such thak = j +¢; x (modulo 3, as indicated.)
In particularti’l =tj, cjrl = c_, and conjugation relations are

titit; =
tjtit = ti where all ofi, j, k are different
Cpt| Cfp - tier,

The group has three irreducible representations (irrepg)two one dimensional irreps are the trivial one
R; (g9) = 1, the signature representation

Ri(® =+1=Ry(cp), Ry (t)=-1, (B.1)
and the two-dimensional irrep

Ro(€) = 1o, Rolty) = oXexp(i o koZ) Rel(Cp) = exp(i o oZ) ,

Explicitly,
Re = (g 9) Reeo=(§ &) rie)=(5 7).
Ro(to) = (1) é : Rz(tl)Z(g EO), Ro(t2) —(EO* g)

wheref = &21/3 gx — g41/3,
The charactergr(g) = tr[R(g)] all equal to+1 for the one dimensional reps and

XRz(e) =2, XRz(tj) =0, XRy (CP) =-1 (B.2)



CONTENTS 23

The permutation representation 84 is a set of 6< 6 matrices that faithfully represents group left action
on the basiq|e), |to), [t1), |t2),|c+),|c_)}, i.e. Ln|g@) = |hg). Similarly, we have unitaries for right multiplication
Rn|g) = |gh). The unitary matrices satisfi.n, Ry] = 0 and are given by

1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
Le = 1 ) Lto = 1 ) Ltl = 1 )
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
Ltz = 1 ) LC+ = 1 ) LC = 1 )
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
Re - 1 I Rto - 1 I Rt]_ - 1 )
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1
RIZ - 1 9 RC+ - 1 ) &7 - 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

Actually, g — Lg andg — R;-1 determine the left and right regular representation&pfespectively. This is
because right multiplication inverts the order of group tiplitation RyRy = Ry whereasﬁ’g = Ry-1 defines a
representation.

Finally, we point out the groufs has a semi-direct product structure which may be exploitesirplify
physical realizations. Recall the definition of the semédi product. Suppose that we are given a grGup
with a normal subgroupl, a subgroupH, and the property that anye G can be writterg = nhfor ne N and
hec H. Let @ be the homomorphism: H — Aut(N) whereg,(n) = hnh~. ThenG is isomorphic to the semi-
direct productN xoH and the isomorphism identifies the prodabte G with the pair(n,h) € N xyH. We have
S22 73 x19Z2 = (a,b|a® = e, b? = g b%ab 9 = a®"). Here the homomorphism is specifieddyfa) = bab* = a?.
Using the notation above we can cho@e= {e,c;,c_} andZ; = {eto}, and any elemerg € S; can be written
g=_cltjforr e {0,1,2},se {0,1}. Introducing the basis for group eleme#ts)|s) = |c'.t5)}, i.e. a product
basis for a qutrit and qubit, we have compact representafitre left and right action operators:

Le = 13 @ 127 Lto =F (15 2) ® 0X7 Lt]_ =F (07 2) ® O-Xv Ltz =F (07 1) ® O-Xa
Le, = X '@l Lo =X®1 Re=13®1 R,=1380%
_ -1 — + w1 + _ (Bg)
R, = X'®0 +X®0", R,=X""®0"+XR®0,
Re, = X®[0)(0+X®[1)(1], Re =X1®|0)(0]+X®[1)(|

whereF (i, j) = (li){j|+1j)(i]) ® 1 flips two basis states of the qutrit. The electric chargatiwa operators of
Eqg. 3.3.2assume a particularly simple forwQI = 13® 0% andWk, = diag(2, —1,—1) ®|0)(0|, as do the dyonic

projectors\\g = diag(3, £.5)®10)(0], Weg =Wy, Wes = [0)(0] 2 0%
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