arXiv:0812.2334v2 [math-ph] 27 May 2009

Ultimate braid-group generators for coordinate exchange®f
Ising anyons from the multi-anyon Pfaffian wave functions

Lachezar S. Georgiev

Institut fir Mathematische Physik, Technische Univéts@raunschweig, Mendelssohnstr. 3,
38106 Braunschweig, Germany,

Institute for Nuclear Research and Nuclear Energy, Budgeficademy of Sciences,
Tsarigradsko Chaussee 72, 1784 Sofia, Bulgaria

Abstract. We give a rigorous and self-consistent derivation of theneletary braid matrices
representing the exchanges of adjacent Ising anyons inhénequivalent representations
of the Pfaffian quantum Hall states with even and odd numbeéviajbrana fermions. To
this end we use the distinct operator product expansiondefchiral spin fields in the
Neveu—-Schwarz and Ramond sectors of the two-dimensioimg tonformal field theory.
We find recursive relations for the generators of the irrédlaaepresentations of the braid
group %ont2 in terms of those forAa,, as well as explicit formulas for almost all braid
matrices for exchanges of Ising anyons. Finally we provetti@braid-group representations
obtained from the multi-anyon Pfaffian wave functions anmpletely equivalent to the spinor
representations of S@n+ 2) and give the equivalence matrices explicitly. This actuall
proves that the correlation functions af 2hiral Ising spin fieldso do indeed realize one
of the two inequivalent spinor representations of the imtagroup S@2n) as conjectured by
Nayak and Wilczek.
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1. Introduction

One fascinating applicationl[L] 2] of the anticipated namefan statistics of the chiral spin
fields in the critical two-dimensional Ising model has eb#iled a remarkable connection
between the rich-of-exact-results area of the two-dinradirational conformal field theories
(CFT) and the new and promising field of topological quantemputation([8]. The localized
non-Abelian Ising anyons, which are believed to be realireithe fractional quantum Hall
state at filling factorv = 5/2, that is most likely described by the Moore—Read (Pfaffian)
CFT [4], turned out to be a useful tool for topologically poted quantum information
processing[[il]2,]5,13]. Protection against noise and deeabe is obtained by encoding
quantum information in robust topological characterst€ the strongly correlated electron
system, such as quasiparticle’s fusion channels, whiletyona gates are implemented by
topologically non-trivial operations[L] 2] 5| 6], such aaidings of non-Abelian anyons.
Nayak and Wilczek argued in an insightful paper that thefRfafvave functions with
2n Ising anyons at fixed positions belong to & 2dimensional spinor representation of the
rotation group S@n), see Sect. 9 in Ref.][7]. However, as explained in $ect. I@h¢he
arguments they presented in support of this claim were ipdeta and partly misleading. To
our knowledge, this claim therefore has been, up to now, ardgnjecture. In the present
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paper we provide a complete proof of this conjecture meetiegrequirements of rigor of
mathematics. This proof contains three steps:

(i) Derive the elementary generatoB(f’i), j = 1,2,3, of the braid group4,, in the
two inequivalent irreducible representations with pesit{“+" in the superscript) and
negative (" in the superscript) fermion parity, directly from the 4agihole Pfaffian
wave functions.

(i) Construct recursively the generatoB.%erz’i), 1< j<2n+1, of the irreducible

representations of the braid grodgy,.» in terms of the generatorﬁigzn’i), 1<j<

2n—1, of %Bop.

(i) Find explicitly the equivalence matrices mapping tlobtained generators of the
representations of the braid groug,,,» to those generating the representations of
Nayak—Wilczek with the corresponding parity.

Contrary to the common believe, the first step has not beamaalished by NW in Ref[[[7]—
they have only computed the first line of thex2 matrix representing the exchange of the
anyons with coordinate; andns, which at best could be used to determine the generators
of the positive-parity representation @4, though some ambiguities had to be resolved, see
Sect[1.B below. Later the braid matis, as well as the other two generatd®g, and
Rs4, for the exchanges of 4 Ising anyons have been unambigudesiyed in Ref.[[5] by
careful analytic continuation of the 4-quasiholes Pfaffimve functions in the representation
corresponding to even number of fermion fields in the CFTeadation function.

However, the generators of the negative-parity repretientaf %, have never been
derived before, in the wave-function approach, becausd-tugyon Pfaffian wave functions
with odd number of Majorana fermions have been unknown. isyghper we give the first,
to our knowledge, derivation of the generators of the ngggiarity representation o,
directly from the Pfaffian wave functions, without compugtithem explicitly, by using instead
the short-distance operator product expansions.

Furthermore, the generators of the two inequivalent regprtasions of the braid group
PBont2, Spanned by the Pfaffian wave functions realized as CFT ledior functions with
2n+2 Ising anyons at fixed positions and even/odd number of Magfermions, are not easy
to obtain. They cannot be derived in analogy with the geonesaif %, because the Pfaffian
wave functions with 8+ 2 anyons are not known explicitly. Fortunately, it is possiio find
recursion relations between the generatorsgf > and those 0f4,,, by using the fusion
rules of the Ising anyons. However, when we fuse two Isingpasythe result could be either
I or a Majorana fermiony so that in the first case the fusion process maps a reprasentat
of %ABoni2 With given fermion parity into a representation @b, with the same parity, while
in the second case the fusion process switches to the opasity. This subtlety not only
mixes the representations but also requires that we kndwrieptesentations oo, in order
to construct inductively from them any of the representegiof % 2.

Meanwhile, the 4-quasihole results of NW have been reprediirc Ref. [8] using the
universalR matrix in the quantum-group approach for the Ising modeis Worth stressing
that the arguments of [8] do not prove the NW conjecture beedlie representation of the
braid group%; in [8] is defined by the authoia such a way to reproduce the results of NW
as can be seen from Sects. 5.2 and 5.8lin [8], however, thamegsoof that it is the same as
the braid-group representation obtained by analytic comtion of the multi-anyon Pfaffian
wave functions as obtained e.qg. in [5].

In addition, the 4-anyon braid matrices have been convgigiterived in Ref.[[9] for the
case of thep-wave superconductor, which is known to be related to th#fiRfestate([[10, 11].



Ultimate Ising braid-group generators 3

While the question of the basis orthonormality in thevave superconductor has not been
addressed ir 9], it has been answered_in [11]. The analystsegp-wave superconductor
is more conclusive about the braid generators, howevedhaection to the Pfaffian FQH
state is more elaborate, because only the large-distahewioe of the weak-pairing phase is
related to the MR staté [10].

The above mentioned confirmations would have been very hwee had an independent
proof of the NW conjecture, however, they are still not sigfit to prove this conjecture,
because they are either defined on purpose to reproduce theeSlWifs or are indirectly
related to the many-body states of the electron system anddirespondence depends on
many assumptions. Therefore, it would be useful to have @ependent, self-consistent and
rigorous derivation of the braid matrices directly from Bfaffian wave functions representing
the states containing multiple Ising anyons, which areallytwsed to define the qubits in
TQC [1].

One more reason for this necessity is that the eventual emgets with the real quantum
Hall systems would test the properties of the strongly datee electron state that are encoded
into the corresponding many-body wave function. Recall tha gauge-invariant quantity in
the adiabatic transport exchanging Ising quasiholes ipthéuct of the explicit monodromy
(which can be computed in the CFT or quantum group approachjte geometrical Berry
phase([12, 13, 14] which is present only in the wave-functipproach. This is a subtle point
because whether the adiabatic transport of Ising anyoasgalomplete loops around each
other, is indeed realized by spinor representations ofdtation group depends on the Berry
connection of the trial wave functions. It has been arguadttie actual holonomy, which is
the physically observable quantity that we intend to usédpological quantum computation,
isindeed equal to the monodromy of the Pfaffian wave funstimacause the Berry connection
is trivial [12,[11,[13/14], i.e., the only contribution com&om the ubiquitous Gaussian
factor that is typical for charged particles in magnetiofiahd this geometrical contribution
is simply the Aharonov—Bohm phase. Given that the multieemtrial wave functions are
holomorphic, that would certainly be true if they could beyan to be orthonormal[1B,14].
While the first attemptd [12] succeed in generalizing thdamaof (the overlap screening
of) the Coulomb plasma, at least to the Pfaffian state with awgons, a recent argument
about the four-anyon cade [14], which could be generaliaenldre anyons, seems to provide
convincing evidence that the multi-anyon wave functionsirted in an appropriate CFT basis
are indeed orthonormal. Therefore, it is now rather pldasitat the holonomy of the multi-
anyon Pfaffian wave functions is precisely given by the meanty which could be obtained
by analytic continuation, and this is what we shall use is fhéper. Notice also that the
Landau level mixing, which has important consequencesi®physics of the quantum Hall
state at filling factow = 5/2, would certainly modify[13] the exchange properties & ksing
anyons derived by the monodromies and this effect can onynbé/zed in the wave-function
approach.

The details in the explicit representation of the braid gatwes and the differences
between their distinct realizations become more impordrgn we try to implement various
guantum gates and to estimate the computational power adfihg-anyon TQCI[5]. For
example, it was possible to construct the CNOT galte [5] imgeof 7 elementary braidings,
however this construction could not be generalized foresystwith more anyons, i.e., the
CNOT could not be embedded into systems with more qubits. preeise braid-generators
analysis is crucial for answering such questions as whéthempossible to implement the
entire Clifford-gate group purely by braiding or not, sed.R§@| for the answer.

Outline of the paperin this paper we give a rigorous and unified derivation of treed
matrices, representing the exchanges of Ising anyons, prabéof the NW conjecture based
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on the wave-function approach, and this result is indepetnaoiethe orthonormality of the
CFT blocks used as a basis. Combined with the orthonornralitylts obtained in Refl_[14]
this implies that the adiabatic transport of Ising anyong@andeed be used for topological
guantum computation as proposed[in[[71,[11, 14]. In $ebitwek. review the subtle issue
of the chiral fermion parity and its spontaneous breakinthendoubly degenerate Ramond
sector of the Ising model due to the presence of the Majoramaién zero mode, following
Refs. [15/16] and introducing their notation. This is neeeg for the formulation of the
short-distance operator product expansions of the spasiiel in the Ramond sector, derived
in [15], which is the main tool for the computation of the ndizgonal braid matrice|3(24’i>

in Sects[3.2 and 3.3. In SeCt. 1.2 we recall the definitionth®#-quasihole Pfaffian wave

—

functions as correlation functiorls [4, 7] in thi€l)xIsing CFT containing fouo fields and
even number of Majorana fermions and introduce the notétiothe computational states, as
well as the encoding of quantum information, following R¢&[6]. In Sectl 1.3 we formulate
the NW conjecture, which we intend to prove in this paper, an8ect[T}% we announce
the precise statement about the braid generators that vaeabtthe Pfaffian wave-function
representations of the braid grogfy, with positive and negative parity, which is the first step

towards the proof. Then in Sefl. 2 we derive the diagonanlraitricesB(f’i) and B<34’i)

by using the short-distance operator product expansiorEj@Pthe Neveu—Schwarz (NS)
sector of the Ising model, representing the elementaryydamexchanges in the positive-
parity (Sect[Z11) and negative-parity (Sdct] 2.2) wavecfion representations. Next, in

Sect[B we derive the non-diagonal braid matngsﬂ, in the wave-function representations
with positive parity (Sec{_312) and negative parity (SBCB), by using the short-distance
OPE, this time in the Ramond (R) sector of the Ising modelciihis reviewed in Secf. 3.1
following Ref. [15]. The braid generato@‘l’”, j =1,2,3, obtained in the representation
of %, with positive fermion parity, coincide completely with t® derived in Ref[[5] for
the case when the homotopic conditign2nsa/nNi3n24l < 1 of Ref. [8] is fulfilled. Notice

that BE‘H) obtained here are explicitly different from those of NW. th@rmore, the braid

generatorsBY‘”), j =1,2,3, for the representation a#, with negative fermion parity, are

important new results which have not been obtained before the 4-quasihole Pfaffian wave
functions because these wave functions were unknown ingbative-parity representations.
In the Proposition 1 in Sedi] 4 we derive new recursive retetifor the projectedn + 2)-

anyon exchange generatd%%z”*z*i), j=1...,2n+1, in terms of those for 12 anyons,

Bgzn’ﬁ, j=1,...,2n—1, and give maximally explicit new formulas for the (projed} braid
matrices in the Corollary. Finally we prove in the PropasitR in Sect b that the braid-group
representations derived from the multi-anyon Pfaffian wianetions are equivalent to those
derived in the S@n+ 2) spinor approach and give the explicit equivalence matridgish
are also new results. This equivalence makes it complegglfiate to interpret the abstract
parity in the spinor representations of @0+ 2) as the physical fermion parity in the Ising
model.

1.1. Double degeneracy of the R-sector and spontaneoukibgeaf fermion parity

The Ramond sector (or twisted sector) of the Ising model fsndé as the superselection
sector in which the Majorana fermion field has periodic bargdonditions on the cylinder
and antiperiodic on the conformal plane][15} 17]. Becauskeperiodic boundary conditions
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of the Majorana fermion in the R-sector, whose Laurent magaesion in the complex plane

‘-I-’(Z) = Z wnzn—l/Z’ {‘-/-’n, wm} = 5n+m,0
nez

implies the presence of a fermionic zero magig the ground state in this sector must
necessarily be doubly degenerate if the chiral fermiontypasi conserved. Indeed, the
Majorana zero mod@Jy = L,Ug , (LIJO)2 = (1/2)I and the chiral fermion parity operatoy
satisfyingyyo + Yoy = 0 andy? = I, form a two-dimensional Clifford algebra whose lowest
dimensional representation is two-dimensional and canxpeessed in terms of the Pauli
matrices [[16]. Choosing #-diagonal basis, the two chiral spin fields of CFT dimension
1/16 (with positive and negative fermionic parity) intertivig between the vacuum and the
R-sector’s lowest weight state can be written[as [15]

|+) = 04+(0)|0), yory=+o0:. ()

The conservation of the fermion parity implies that the twedd$ o in Eqg. (1) must obey
Abelian fusion rules

o, xor=1, o xo. =y, o xo = YxoL=0y. (2)

On the other hand, modular invariance requires a singledbweight state [16], like in the
case of the Gliozzi—Scherk—Olive projection in string thyewhich is conventionally chosen
as
(onS +0o_

T2
and consequently obeys non-Abelian statistics. This ptigje leads to spontaneous breaking
of the chiral fermion parity, see Ref.[116] for a more detdilexplanation. Despite the
seemingly unphysical nature of the chiral spin fietds with definite fermion parity they
appear to be very convenient for enumerating different agatnal states, for labeling the
fusion paths in the corresponding Bratteli diagrahis [3,a8]well as for the identification
of the spinor parity in the representations of @@+ 2) with the fermion parity in the Ising
model.

= oxo=1+y

1.2. Wave functions for 4 Ising anyons in the positive-gagpresentation

The wave function for the Pfaffian fractional quantum Hadktstwith even numbeX of holes
(or electrons) at positiors, . . ., zy and four quasiholes at positions, .. . , N4, can be realized
as a correlation function, in th&1) x Ising CFT [4[7[5],

N
Wagh(N1, N2, N3, N4 {7 }) = (Yan(N1) Yan(N2) Wan(N3) Yan(na) |_l Whole(2))(3)
=
of the field operators corresponding to creation of holescparasiholes

o2 = Y(2): € and () = o(n): 227, @)
respectively, wherer(n) is the chiral spin field in the Ising model of dimensiof1®6 and
Y(2) is the right-moving Majorana fermion in the chiral Ising nebdIt can be expressed in
more explicit form in terms of the Pfaffian wave functions, [Bywever, because they will not
be needed in our fusion-rules approach we will skip them. Wl ©nly use the notation of
Ref. [4,[5] for the two linear independent 4-quasiholesstat

LIJg%)hE |O>+ ~ <O'+O'+O'+O’+>, nglj(:-l)hE |1>+ ~ <O-+O-70-+OL> (5)
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and will call them the computational basis in the positiaiy representation (representation
parity is denoted by the subscript"). In the next section we will give more detailed
expressions for the computational basis stdfks (5) as wealhaxplanation of the sign<”.
We can now argue why it is important to derive the braid geioesalirectly from the wave
functions representing FQH states with 4 Ising anyons. gthindeed be possible to derive
the braid-group generators from the univeRahatrix for the quantum group corresponding
to the Pfaffian FQH staté[8]. However, it can be shown thatRfadfian wave functiong(5)
with 4 Ising anyons, defined in Ref.|[5], are different frone ttorrelation functions of four
fields (which are zero unlesse, = ese; = k and then, see Eq. (6.43) in Ref. [15])

1 N13MN24 1/8
<Ue1(Ul)Uez(Uz)Ues(US)Uea(’74)>—ﬁ P 1+ KX, (6)

so that the former functions would have different analytmgerties from the latter because of
the presence of the Majorana fermions. Because the 4-pmirglation functiond(6) depend
only on the product of the signs of the fields comprising th&t find the second pair we can
encode information in the topological chamge- e;e; of the first pair and then the topological
charge of the second pair is fixed to be the same. It is alsmab¥iom Eq.[(B) that the order
of signs in the two pairsisirrelevant, i.er, o ~ 0_0, because; e, = e,e; = K, so that we
can always choose the sign of the fiostield in each pair to bef'.

1.3. The Nayak—Wilczek conjecture

Nayak and Wilczek conjectured![7] that the elementary masirepresenting the exchanges
of 2n Ising quasiparticles in the Pfaffian fractional quantumlistdte can be interpreted as

11/2 rotations from SC2n), i.e., they can be expressed in terms of the gamma malyﬁ@es
1 <i < 2n, which satisfy the anticommutation relations of the Cliffalgebra

{Wﬂﬁm}zzab 1<i,j<2n )

In more detail, the elementary operations for the excharfgéth® i-th and (i + 1)-th
quasiparticles could be expressed, in an appropriate basa-quasiholes Pfaffian wave
functions[7[9], as

) _ g7 T m €
R _e'Zexp(—Zyj Vj+1)=ﬁ(]1_yj yjH), (8)
where 1< j < 2n— 1 and the second equality follows from the fact t(‘qa}MH)Z = —I due

to the anticommutation relatiorld (7).
The X matricesyi(n> have dimension2x 2" and can be defined explicitly as follows

[18,17,[8]

W =000

yém —0HhR03RQ R 03

Bi=he  0he 0000 -0y
—_—— —_———

-1 n
B o=he0ho oo 90
—_—— —_———

j—1 n—j
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B =T 1@ 0y

B =@ 0. 9)

The “gamma-five” matrwé”), defined by

W = (DM

commutes with all matrice$](8) and therechRS'éI> cannot change th;aén> eigenvaluest1,
which means that the representatibh (8) is reducible andwberreducible components,
corresponding to eigenvaluesl, can be obtained by projecting with the two projectors

oy 2 t
S N GO G (10)

In other words, the generators of the two irreducible spiepresentations of the braid group
PBon can be obtained by simply projecting€lj < 2n—1)

R(n,i) _ Pin) R(_n) Pin)

di )\ )
: : :ﬁ(]l—yj Vj+l)Pi . (11)

Eq. (I1) is what we call the NW conjecture in this paper beeahs braid generators {11)
have not been derived in Ref] [7] from the multi-anyon Pfaffieave functions. Instead, NW
say on page 546 in [7]: “We will verify this assertion in theufequasihole case with our
explicit wave functions ...and give an argument in favortsfvalidity in the Zr-quasihole
case”. To this end they first verify the statement for 4 qualsthby computing the first row
of the 2x 2 braid matrix representing the excharigg of the anyons with coordinatey
andns and then computBy3 from that. However, this kind of derivation of the elemewtar
braid matrixRy3 is ambiguous because it is based on the result for the exetaranyons 1
and 3 and a braid relation, suchRg = R12R13R521 orRy; = R521R13R12, and the two results
are physically different. Formally, this ambiguity appedecause the exchange « ns
depends on the homotopy class of the exchange with respdbetsecond anyon (with
coordinaten,) and because of the emerging sign ambiguities which havebeen fixed
in a physical way. Next, the generalization argument theytioa at the end of Sect. 9
in [[7] is as follows: “... imagine bringing 4 quasiholes aotogether ...; the braiding is
governed by the OPE and therefore is generated be the trarefons we found above in
the 4-quasihole case”. This argument is misleading bedduWééound the 4-quasihole braid
generators only for even fermion parity of “the rest”, whileeir generalization argument
assumes that they could use them also in the negative-pastywhich is wrong. The point
is that when we separate 4 quasiholes the nest 2 quasiholes could have both positive and
negative total fermion parity (with equal occurrence ind¢benputational basis). For example,
consider the 6-anyon computational states given in Eq. i(8&ef. [5]: following the NW
“generalization argument”, let us concentrate on the fwsr fquasiholes, corresponding to
coordinates)y, ..., Na; the rest of the quasiholes, i.e., the two quasiholes withrdioates)s
andng in this case, have positive total fermion parity in the cotational states denoted by
|00) and|10) in Eqg. (38) in [5], while in the state®1) and|11) it is negative. In the first
case one could eventually use the four-quasihole resuRebf[7], while for negative parity
one needs an inequivalent set of generators which have biesimgin [7]. Actually the
braid generators in the negative-parity representatibtieedoraid group”, have never been
known before, because the explicit four-anyon Pfaffian wiawmetions in the negative-parity
representation have been unknown. Hence one cannot deduesively the generators of
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Ao only from those of the positive-parity representatiorZéf, so that NW have drawn an
inference from slight or insufficient evidence. In this pape are filling this logical gap thus
turning the insightful NW conjecture into a mathematicadhem.

1.4. Braid matrices for exchanges of 4 Ising anyons: statemithe result

One of the important results in this paper is the unified deidwn of the braid matriceﬁ(f’i),

B(24‘i) anngl’i), in the two inequivalent representations of the braid grayorresponding

to positive and negative fermion parity, directly from tloeif-anyon Pfaffian wave functions.
The superscript “4” in the notation for the braid generatqsresses that these are generators
of representations af,, while the sign “” denotes the fermion parity of the corresponding
representation. In Sectiohk 2 ddd 3 below we will show thatrésult for the generators of
the positive-parity representation &,

4+ |1 0 (4+) ig 1 —i 4+ |1 0
Bl _[0 i}’ BZ _\/E[_i 1|’ B3 10 i (12)
obtained here by the fusion-rules approach completely ciabé@s with the result of
Ref. [19] obtained by the analytic continuation of the 4-sjbales wave function when
IN12N34/N13N24| < 1.
The braid generato&ﬁ“) obtained here are explicitly different from those of NW,&itb

the latter can be obtained by an equivalence transformgéaerated bYB(34’+))2, see Seck]4
below. However, this monodromy transformation makes arefable difference for the
physical state the topological quantum computer, whichihasrtant physical consequences,
e.g., itimplements the Pauligate, and therefore has to be controlled experimentally.

In addition we shall explicitly derive the generators of thequasihole Pfaffian
representation of the braid grodgy with negative fermion parity

4 [1 0 4oy €11 - @-) [i 0
S R L R N L
which has not been obtained before in the wave-functioncgabr.

The main idea is to employ the realization of the multi-anipdaffian wave functions as
CFT correlation functions without using their explicit for The key point is that the precise
braid matrices are independent of the distance betweenatttielps being braided because
they are topological objects. Therefore we could first firee garticles, which we intend
to exchange, and then execute braiding by analytic cortimuaf the relative coordinate.
For example, the counterclockwise braiding of the quasidas with coordinateg; andn,
could be executed by the analytic continuation along thetectefined by([5, 20]

p_M+N2 | w12 p_ M+ w12
’71—T+e' PR Uz—T—e' >
Thus, if we want to exchange the anyons with coordingteendn, we can first fuse; — n»
inside the CFT correlator, apply the OPE to extract the stlisttnce singular behavior
in terms of the relative coordinatg, = N1 — n2, and then execute braiding by a simple
permutatiom; <> nz plus analytic continuation ino, i.e.,

ni=n2 np=n1, (so thatni,=¢€™n,), ni=nj, forj>2

This leads to crucial simplifications because the (poténtimknown) CFT correlators after
fusion are independent af;> and their explicit form is not needed since the entire non-
analytic behavior comes from the short-distance prefactontainingj .

, 0<t<Ll
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i iceg4®) (44). £qi ;
2. Diagonal exchange matrice®; "~ and By fusion rules in the NS sector

When we exchange the quasiholes with coordingteandn, or n3 andng, corresponding
to the braid generatot?:ff’i) and Bff’i) respectively, it is obvious from Ed.](3) that there are
even or zero number af fields to the right of the quasiholes being exchanged. Thesef
in order to fuse the quasiholes before braiding we can us©®ie of two o fields in the
Neveu—Schwarz sector of the Ising model [15, 17].

The fusion rules for the. fields [2) lead to the following short-distance OPE in the NS
sector[15] 117]

o -1/8 1/8
0 (z1)0+(22) BEAT T 04 (21)0-(z Z = r/ Zy(z).  (14)
However there is another contribution to the OPE of the duadsifields in Iﬂl) coming from
the OPE of the Abelian parts of the quasiholes operators
122 1 danf®) o Z8: ¢ R (15)

Z1—2Zp
which cancels the factorz§21/8 and from now on we shall skip them (these factors have been

explicitly shown asna/8 in Eq. (9) in Ref.[5]).

It is worth-stressing that the braid matrlc&(ré’i) anng"i> must necessarily be diagonal
[5] because the anyons being exchanged are in the NS seatoe tie chiral fermion parity is
preserved[16] so no coherent superposition of states wWftrent parity is possible. Indeed,
if we want to exchanggs with n4 we could first fuse them and then do the braiding. However,
there are no other fields to the right of the paio(n3)o(n4) so we have to use the OHE{14)
in the NS sector and therefore, e.g., the matrix eleme@th"+> |1)+ must be zero.

In the following subsections we will consider the two caséth \positive and negative
fermion parity separately.

2.1. Positive-parity representation:

Using the Abeliaro- fields with definite fermion parity and the fusion-path apmio[3[6] to
label the anyonic states of matter we can write the compmurtatibasis[{b) for 4 Ising anyons
in the positive-parity representation as follows|[19, 5,/@J1
2N
0)+ = (01(n1)0+(N2)0+(N3) 0 (N4) ]'Lw(zm

1)+ = (04(M)0-(N2)0+(N3)0-(Na) ]_LLIJ zj)) (16)

Recall that quantum information is encoded in the topolalgihargek of the first pair of
o fields according to the rul®) + ooy, |1) + 0, 0_, while the second pair of fields
carries no information - its purpose is to make the total femparity in [18) trivial, in order
for the correlation functions to be nonzero, see REfS[[12156] for more detail.

To compute the braid matrll( representing the exchange of the first two anyons,
we can first fuse); — n, and then |mplement braiding by, — €™n1,. The short-distance
approximation of the two computational basis states araiodt by using the fusion rules

(14) and[(15)
0)+ (01(n3)0+(na) ]_L‘,U zj))

fhﬁn
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0., = B2 W0 (n3)o (na) r|1w 2) a”)

Executing the braiding by the analytic continuatipi — €71, gives
2N

2N
0+ %, (0 (10)a (1) [ w(z) ) 20 (1) 0 (na) [ W(z)) = 10):+,
=1

fhﬁn
2N

)+ 5\ 5 W) (1210 (1) [] w(a) ™
€12 2N .
V=2 winey ey [ w@) =i, a9

so that the first braid generator in the positive-parity espntation is simply

4+ _ |1 0
- [ 9]

Similarly, to computng"” we first fusens — na4, using the fusion rules(14) and {15) to
obtain the short-distance approximation to the computatistates, and then braighy —

€734 to get, completely in the same way (only replacing with nss), Bg"*) = B<14’+).

2.2. Negative-parity representation:

In order to write explicitly the computational basis in thegative-parity representation we
could introduce one extra Majorana fermion to the right dfalfields, still having even
number N of other Majorana fermions. Thus we define the computatibaais for 4 Ising
anyons in the negative-parity representation

|0)- = (01(n1)o+(n2)o (n3)o I_LLIJ zj))

|1)- = (04 (N1)o-(n2)04(N3) 04 (Na) Y I_IIL/-’ zj)) (19)

Again quantum information is encoded in the topologicakgka of the first pair ofo fields
according to|0) +» 0,0y, |1) <+ g.0_, however this time the second pair which fixes the
total fermion parity of the correlation functions I {19gashopposite parity compared to that
in (I8), see Refs[[21] 6] for more detail.

Notice that in general we can insert the extra Majorana fennbetween any two
pairs of anyons. This will define a new basis of computati@tates in the negative-parity
representation which is related {0 {19), in which the extr@dvana fermion is to the right
of all o fields, by a braid transformation that is diagonal, with ed@ts+1 on the diagonal
because the Majorana fermion either commutes or anticoeswith any pair ob fields.

Now we can computtB(f’*) by first fusingni — n2 and then takingji> — €™n12.
Because the short-distance expansiongofni)oL(n2) in the NS sector is independent

of the parity of the other fields in the correlator this brai@trix is the same as for the
positive-parity representation, i.£(14”) —g\*") (as matrices because they act on different

computational bases).
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In order to comput8<34’7) we first fusens — ns, using the fusion rule§ (14) and {15) to
obtain the short-distance approximation to the computatistates, which gives

2N
0 5 (O (o (e 20) [ Wiz,
=

T N3N
2N
1) =, (0:(n)0-(n2)4(20) Dlw(zj»- (20)

Executing the braidingjss — €34 now gives|0)  — €772|0)_ while [1)_ — |1)_ so
that the braid generator for the exchange of the last twéields in the negative-parity
representation is

@4-)_ |1 O
- [4 9.
(4.%)

3. Non-diagonal exchange matriceB, " Ising fusion rules in the Ramond sector

Just as in the previous sections we are going to use the fatttie braid matrices for
coordinate exchanges of two anyons are independent of gtende between them so we
can simplify the computation by allowing the two anyons tedli.e., letting), — n3 in this
case, and reading the exchange phases from the analytiowatdn of the singular factors
containingn»s. However, when we exchange the quasiholes with coordimataadns there

is one extrao field to the right of the quasiholes being exchanged. Theeefo order to fuse
the quasiholes aj, andns before braiding them we need to use the OPE of twigelds in
the Ramond sector of the Ising model[[15] 17].

The OPE of twoo fields in the Ramond sector of the Ising model is more com@ita
than Eq.[(T¥) because the chiral fermion parity in the Resdstspontaneously broken [16]
and therefore that OPE might contain more terms. Fortup#ted OPE has been explicitly
derived in Ref.[[15] (see Eq. (6.47) there, in which we idgntie =: ¢, wheree = + is the
fermion parity) from the knowledge of the 4-point functioonsputed in Sect. 6 there and
could be written as follows

G (2)00(2)18) = =g (le + B ] ¢
12

+ (0oL Y(/EE) (ol 8+ B ) |+ 2D

Recall that in the notation of Ref_[1L5] the ket-vecteris defined as the lowest-weight state
in the R sector with fermion paritg, i.e., |€) := 0e(0)|0). We shall use Eq[{21) in the
next Subsections to derive the short-distance approximafithe computational state’s wave
functions in the base§0),|1), } and{|0)_,|1)_}.

3.1. Short-distance OPE of the computational basis wavetifums

In order to simplify the analysis of the fusion procegs— n3 we shall denote the R-sector
states entering the 4-gh wave functidnd (16) as

2N
)= w(z)(0),
E) Ui('74)JI:II (z))[0)
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and recall that by construction the numb#&r @ Majorana fermions is even. Let us now apply
the R-sector's OPH (21), fag = +, to obtain the short-distance expansion of the 4-anyon
computational basis vect{f) , (in the positive-parity representation) defined in Eq] (16)

~ 1 N23
s W%,S {|+> + () Sy ’72'73)|—>} :

Then, multiplying from the left by(0|o; (n1) we obtain

1
] L IRRTE SCLALRI) S

Notice that the overall phase factqgsl/ 8 in the above OPE is exactly canceled by the
additional inverse factor coming from the OPE of the Abelpant of the Ising anyons, i.e.,
from Eq. [I%) forz; = n, andz = ns, and we shall remove it from all expressions below.
Thus, recovering the detailed notation, we get the OPE ofitbiecomputational-basis state
to be

0. (N2)0: (n3)|+)

2N

0)+ (Olay(n1)o(na) rl‘l’ zj)|0)

nzﬁns \/E {

+ \/%wm(m)w( N2N3)0-(N4) |‘|1w z IO} (23)

Similarly, for the computational-basis stafig . we obtain the short-distance expansion

2N
1)+ (Olay(n1)o+(na) rl‘l’ zj)|0)

nzﬁns \/E {

- \/%mmm)w N213)0-(N4) r|1w Z; IO} (24)

Adding and subtracting Eq$. (23) aldl(24) we obtain

2N
% = \ifz 00+ ()0 (1) [ 4/(2)0

|0>+;|1> nz:ns\j—é [ N23 <0|0+(’71)‘-/-’(\/W (N4) r!(,u zj)|0). (25)

Eq. (2B) will be our starting point for the derivation of thealdl matrices in the next subsection
because it expresses the correlation functions on the RI#3rirs of the computational basis
in the LHS in the short-distance limit.

3.2. Braidingnz with ns in the positive-parity representation

The braiding transformatioB(z“’“ is represented by the coordinate exchange

N2— N3, N3— N2, sothat ny— €Mnas.
Applying the coordinate exchange ov8y and making analytic continuation ifp3 we get

BS"(0) {<0|0+(l71 0. (Na) |‘|1w z)|0)

2

2ﬁ'”l \/—

0 00 (1) (/) (na) r|1w 2 |0} (26)
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Now, usingve™ =i, we can substitute the correlation functions appearindp@nRHS of
Eqg. [28) with the expressions in the LHS of Hg.](25) to get

~ |0>++|1>++i|0>+—|1>+
T o 2 2
Repeating the same procedure for the computational-tasis® , we obtain from Eq.[(24)

B;""'|0)

: 0+ +1D+ 10— 1)
B(4'+) 1 ~ 0)+ _
2| >+f72%f73 2 ! 2
so that the braid matrix in the badif) ., 1)} is
@y L[1+i 1-i] _€i[1 i
% _ZL—i1+J_¢§—i1 ' @n

The braid matrix obtained in E4._(27) completely coincidéthwhe one obtained in Ref.][5]
for |N12nsa/N13n24/ < 1, where it was denoted ﬁé@

3.3. Braidingnz with ns in the negative-parity representation

Again the computational basis in the negative-parity re@néation is given by EJ.(IL9) where
2N is even. Let us now denote

2N
[1¥(#)[0) =:[F)
VAo JI:I1 j +

and apply the OPH(21) to obtain the short-distance verditd)o, i.e.,

01 (12)a (19)+) = 5 {14+ | B () |- |

and similarly, for the computational-basis stite we can use the OPE{21) in the form

1 123
oO_ 0. —) = — +) — 12 _ ,
)0 (o)== 5 {14) -~ "Ru (v |- |
to obtain (after adding and subtracting the results forwweghort-distance approximations)
|0)— + 1) - 1
2 Na—n3 \/§<O|U+(’71 G+ r’4 I |l1U Z; |O

0)- —[1)- 1 /n2 2
—_ 0lo o z;)|0).
7 0 < |0 (N)W(V/N2M3)0- (N4)Y(20) Dlw( 1)10)
Because the above equation has the saggeshort-distance structure like EG.{25), executing
the braidingn,s — €73 produces the same matﬂBé“’*> = B§4’+) (as matrices). Thus we
conclude thaB(24’7) is indeed given by Eq[{(13).

4. Braid generators for exchanges o2n + 2 Ising anyons: wave-function approach

To summarize our results for the exchanges of 4 Ising anyeasiote that the generators of
the negative-parity representatiénl(13y8f completely coincide with those obtained directly
from they matrices for S@4) in Sect. Ill of Ref. [21], i.e.,

B* ' =R*7, j=123
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In contrast, the second generator of the positive-parjiyesentation of4, is different from
that obtained in thg matrix approach. Nevertheless, it is easy to see that thiéyseparity
representatior (12), obtained from the 4-quasiholes Bfaffiave functions, is completely
equivalent to the positive-parity representation in yhmatrix approacHRgz’+> (see Eqgs. (9)
and (10) in Ref.[[21)), i.e.,

(4+) _ 52+ @+\%2 |1 O
BI*Y —zR*Yz, =123 z-= (B ) _[O Sl
and the equivalence transformation is explicitly giventy Pauli matriXZ. This is so because

theZ matrix commutes with the diagoan’” anngl’Jr), however, changes the signs of the

off-diagonal elements cB(z‘H). It can also be directly seen that the two representatig?)s (1
and [IB) of%, are inequivalent, see e.g., Sect. lll in Réf.1[21]. Thus weotade that the
representation§(112) arld {13).4, are equivalent to the spinor representations of8@ith
the corresponding paritiZ[[[7, 21].

In this section, we shall generalize this result to the brajmtesentations fon2t 2 Ising
anyons. Our strategy to compute the braid matrB%ngz’i), describing the exchanges of
2n+ 2 anyons in the Ising representation of the braid gréf.», would be to fuse some
pair of g fields, representing one of the qubits in auqubit system, which has the effect
of projecting out this qubit. The resulting states afteridaswill belong to one of the two
representations a¥,, with positive or negative parity so that we can express thdémna-

tricesBEZMZ’i) recursively in terms oB (2n%) “More precisely, we shall prove the following

recurrence relations:

Proposition 1: the 2' x 2" dimensional matriceBEszrz’i), (1< j<2n+1) representing
the generators of the braid grown, » in the computational bas€s {36) can be expressed
recursively in terms of the braid matric@#zn’i), (1 < j < 2n-1) generating the Ising
representation of8,, as follows:

0 Bi?M2H) — P2 for 1<j<2n (28)
(ii) B2 =B gL,  for 1<j<2n-3 (29)
(iii) B*2* =B BT for 3<j<2n+1 (30)

Proof: We shall prove this proposition by mduction with a baise 2. To this end we shall
first explicitly prove statements (i)—(iii) fon = 2. The braid generatorBEG’i) are 4x 4
dimensional matrices defined in the computational basi$fanyons (corresponding to 2
qubits, encoded in the first two pairs offields, plus one extra inert pair, formed by the last
two o fields). For positive parity this basis can be written[as [6]

|00), =(0,0.040.0.04), |01),=(0,0.0,0.0.0),

|10)+ =(0y0-0y0.0,0-), [11), =(0,0-0,0-0.04), (31)
where we skipped for simplicity the product of the even nunadi®lajorana fermions as well

as the coordinates; of the fieldso..(nj). In order to find the braid matricer’” or B(26’+),
exchanging)i <> N2 or Nz <> N3, respectively, we can first fusg — ng. The results after
fusion are computational states from the positive- or rieggiarity representations o#,,
ie.,

00 — (0pL0,0.0.) =10 01 — (opLoro0p0_) =|0)_
|>+n5%ne<++++> 0)+, | >+n5%ns<+++ Y) =10)

100, — (o,0-0,0 =11, 1), — (0,0 0,0 )=|1)..
10/ = (oro 0o W) =1, D). = (0.0 0.0 ) =),
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Let us first computB(f’”. Using the above fusion results for the computational hasisvell
as Eqs.[(IR) and(13) ch<14’i) , We obtain

®"100) ~B}*"[0); = (0). ~[00);
B ")101), ~B{*0)_ = |0)_ = [01),

*I >+~B<“’”|1>+=||1>+ ~i[10);

1), ~ By =ijn) ~ia).,

so thatB®") = diag(1,1,i,i) = B{*") @ I,. Next, in the same way we compugs™ " by
using Egs.[(I2) and (13) f(Bg"i), i.e., we haveB§6’+)|OO> —> B (4+) |O> so that
Ne

8100, ~ (0} i|1>+>z%<|oo>+—i|11>+>.

%\ =

Similarly, we haveB |01> —> B |O> so that

801, = ff<|0> ~il1)) = (00 ~i10).).

Continuing in this way with the staté$0), and|11), we find

10 0 i

6+ _ €410 1 —i 0
B2 =Blo -i 1 o0 (32)

—-i 0 0 1

Next, in order to compute the rest of the braid generatorsareigstead fuse the first two
Ising anyons. This projects out the first qubit so that the matational basis becomes

100) + jn (0y0,0,0:)=10)y, [01) jn (0r0.0,0-)=1)4
|10> % <‘,U0+0+0+07> 10)—, |11> H <‘l’0+0 0.04) =1)-.
Consider, e.g., the braid matl‘:i:léﬁ’+ . Itis obvious that

B j00), ~ B0y, B o1, ~B* 1),
B 10, ~B* o), BE11), ~B* 1),

(33)
so thatBY " = BI*" ¢ B = 1, @ BY*") becauseB\* ) = B(l4 ). Here we used
the sign® to denote the direct sum of matrices. Completely in the sarag we find
B =B 9B = LBy becausd®yt ) = BY" ) andB® ) =B @By ) =

P A

because( o) #+ B(4‘+>

Next we have to repeat the above computation of the braidrgtare B( ) in the
negative-parity representation. The computational iasisw given by|[[6]

diag(1,i,i,1). Notice that the last generatBéﬁ’ﬂ is not a tensor product df and B(34’+)

|00) = (040.0,0,0,0-), [01)-=(0,0,0,0-0.0),
|10)- = (0, 0-0y0:0.04), [11)-=(0,0-0,0-0.0), (34)
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because the total parity of tleefields must be negative (and this is compensated by the odd
number of Majorana fermions inside the CFT correlators Wiaie omitted again). It is not

difficult to see that the results ch‘jG’*> are very similar to those deEG’+> just in each step
all + are replaced by- and vice versa. For exampB@fla’*) =diag1,1,i,i) = B(14’*> ® I,
B(ZS‘*) = B(ZG’+> (as a consequence Bf"*) = B(24’+)), B(36’*> = B(14’7> @ B(l4’+) =L® B(14’7> ,
etc. The only difference is in the last generatorwtﬁéﬁe*) = Bg4"7) ® B<34’+) =diag(i,1,1,i)
cannot be written as a tensor product.

The results for the braid matricééﬁi) can be summarized as foIIowB(26’i) are equal
and given by[(3R) and the others are given explicitly by

BES) — B oL, BEY — B 0BT — [, o B,
B = LeB*, B =B @B, (35)

WhereBY"i> are defined in Eqs[(12) and{13). This proves statementar(d)(iii) for the

casen = 2, which is our induction base. Now it is easy to see that intexidthese braid
matrices satisfy

BT =B for 1<j<4,
which proves the statement (i) for the base 2.

It can also be seen that the positive-parity representafitine braid group#s obtained
here is completely equivalent to the one derived earliedfs {19/ 5[ 22] and the equivalence
is established by the braid mattix = Bf’”Béa’”Béa’”Bf’” representing the exchange of
the pairs(ns,ns) and(ns, ne) (recall that in the representation of Refs.|[1B, 5, 22] trertin
pair waso (n3)o(n4) while here the inert pair is(ns)o(ne)).

Induction steplet us assume that the statements (i)—(iii) are fulfilledfiermatrices!?™ .

We must first specify the basis of computational states for 2 anyons in which the braid
matrices are represented. The general scheme for regresargubits in terms of A+ 2
Ising anyons could be described as follows| [21, 6]. We grdwgp2h + 2 fieldso inton+1
pairs and encode information into the firspairs: the state of thieth qubit is|0) if the i-th

pair of o fields isoy (n2i-1)04(nN2) (i.€., it fuses to the channel @ or |1) if the i-th pair

is 04 (N2i-1)0-(n2) (i.e., it fuses to the channel @f). The last pairo; (N2n+1)0c(N2n+2)
contains no information because its statis determined by the requirement to have a non-
zero CFT correlator, i.eq = [12"; ¢;. Thus, the computational states in the positive/negative-
parity representation of our-qubit system are defined as CFT correlation functions of the
(2n+ 2) non-Abeliano fields and an even/odd numiérof Majorana fermions

N
IC1,...,Cn)+ = (04 Oc, -+ 04 Oc, 0, Oc |_| Y(zj)). (36)
=1

The parity of the representation is denoted by the subsefifite computational basis states:
itis '+ for positive parity (corresponding to even numidénf Majorana fermions) and-’
for negative parity (corresponding to odd numbkeof Majorana fermions). In other words,
cj = + corresponds to the stal@) of the j-th qubit, whilec; = — corresponds to the stats).
Following our strategy we can first fuse the fietw§)2,-1) ando(n2,) corresponding to the
last qubit which has the effect of projecting out the lastigule.,

|c1,C0,.. . Cno1)x  IfCh=+
|C17C27"'7Cnflvcn>i ? + ’ ’ ’ f - .
N2n-1—N2n |Cl7027 cosCno1)x Ifcn=—
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(The sign+ in front of the (n— 1)-qubit computational state fay, = — coincides with the

eigenvalue of the braid generatﬁgﬁ?, however, it is unimportant for our purposes and

we will skip it below.) This means that the computationakesaafter projection will be

organized in pairs, such 46,1,0...,0,1,1),0,1,0...,0,1,1)_, having exactly the same
n-1 n-1

state of then— 1)-qubit system, however with opposite parity, on which e+ 2)-particle

exchangeBEZ"H’i> would act byB®™*) andB!**). Given that we do not touch the last 4

anyons, corresponding to the last qubit and the inert padgrprovided that the braid matrices

acting trivially on the last 4 anyons in the two representatiare the sarriaﬁzn’+> = BEZ"‘*),
(1< j < 2n-2) because of the inductive step (i), we arrive at Edl (29).

On the other hand we can fuse instead the firstdwftelds corresponding to projecting
out the first qubit. Then, in the first half of the computatibstates, containing, g, as a
first pair, the result of fusion i$ so that the remaining CFT correlation function describes
a (n—1)-qubit computational state withn2zanyons and the same parity. In the second half
of the computational states, containiago_ as a first pair, the result of fusion ig so that
the remaining CFT correlation function describgsa 1)-qubit computational state witn?2
anyons however with the opposite parity compared to theraigne, i.e.,

IC2,...,Ch-1,Cn)+ (fCL=+
C1,Co,...,Ch-1,C — . .
| 1,2, son—1, n>i N1—np { —|Cz,...,Cn71,Cn>; if CL=—

The minus sign multiplying thén— 1)-qubit state whew; = —1, which is totally unimportant
here because the braid generators which we want to compilieesrly, comes from the fact
that after fusing the first two anyons in this case we get onpidaa fermion on the left of
all remainingo fields, which we have to move, according to our conventidithelway to the
right of them as it is in the definitiob (86) of the computatbstates with negative parity. This
produces one minus sign for each paiodg which is in the stat¢l) but the total sign for this
move is always~'. Next, executing exchanges on the remainingfyons, that do not touch
the first qubit, we immediately find the recurrence relati@@® (notice the shiff — j —2in
the indices of the braid matrices due to renaming of the reimgianyons coordinateﬁ =
nj—2 for 3 < j < 2n+2). The above mentioned extra minus sign does not changhiagyt

because the braidings act linearly. To illustrate this @®rse.g., the action cB(8’+) on the
state§000) - and|100)+, which after prOJectlng the first qubit will go tﬁ|00> We have for

the first stat 000, ~ B> (|00), ) = i 5 (100); —il01),) = df 5 (1000, —i[001).,),
while for the second one

By 1100, — B (-[00)) = é—%<|00>f—i|01>7> ~
=2 V2 n1—n2
—é—%<—|1oo>++i|101>+> % (1100, —i201),).
V2 V2
Finally we must prove statemerit {28) for the matri@%"*z’i). Indeed, we have
assumed thaB{>" ) = 12”+ for 1< j < 2n— 2, which is the inductive step (i) ch (2nL),

Then we can first Con3|der the case when 1< 2n— 3 and use[(29) to find

B§2n+2,—) _ Bg n,—) @I, = BEZn,Jr) Qo= B§2n+2’+), 1< J <2n—3.

For the rest of the braid matrices we can use (iii) to proveftra3 < j < 2n

(2n+2-)  (2n,—) (2n+)  p@2n+) (2n—)  p2n+24)
B| =B 'oB " =BT, eBT, ' =B ,
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becaus®!?"") —

BJ2n+ for 1 < j’ <2n—2 wherej’ = j — 2. This completes the proof of
the Proposition.

Corollary: The recurrence relations (i)—(iii) in the Proposition allfor the following explicit
representation for most of the braid matriﬁégnﬁ’i), which might be useful:

10 -
By =hoohe s C|lehbe-el, for 1<j<n  (37)
I ~—_—— 0 i —_——
-1 n-
ri 0 0 —i
dilo 1 i
(2nt2%) _ i
B5; ke obogl g o1 o |%keo ok (38)

-1 —-i 0 0 1 n-j-1

forn>2and 1< j<n-1,aswell as

p2n+2.4) €71 -

on :H2®”'®H2®ﬁ_—i 1|
n—1
plus only one more (non-trivial) recursive relation for thet (diagonal) generator
n42,+ 2n+ 2n,

B(ZnTLl = B(Znn 1) ® B(Znn ?' (40)
with a baseBgl’ , given in Egs.[(I2) and(13). Notice that braid matrides @®@) different
in the two representations with even or odd number of Majarsnmions and cannot be
expressed as tensor products of braid operators form tiedn@ups, such a$s,, or %A, for
smaller number of anyons. To illustrate the derivation ef éxplicit formulas[(37)[(38) and
(39) consider for example the matl‘Bgz”z’i) (i.e.,j = 2in Eq. [38)): on the one hand we
have from Eq.[(29)

Bgzn+2 £) Bf" S A Bgs,i) © T s,

where we have used that we can add tensor factdgstofthe right, reducing at the same time
the value of 2, until 4 < 2n— 3, i.e., until 2 > 8, which gives rise t¢2n — 8)/2+ 1 factors
and on the other hand, using Eg.](30), we have

B2+ — g8+ Hznfs = LBy ©ln s,

(39)

becausé&f’i> = B(2 ’ >69B§6’]F) I ®B (note thaB(6 ) = (6’”). Similarly, combining
Egs. [3D) forj = 2n and [28) we can verlfy Ed.(39)

B B2 BT e B I B

Equations[(3]7) [(38)[(39) and (40) give the most explicfiressions for the generators
B1>"*2%) of the braid groupAzn2 in the two Ising-model representations with opposite par-
ity. These equations also allow us to express the braid ceatriepresenting the exchanges of
Ising anyons in the multi-anyon Pfaffian wave fgrEtionseim‘ls of the universd matrix for
the Ising model([8, 22] (or, equivalently, for tise(2), Wess—Zumino-Witten model). Note
the crucial role of the projectors to states with definitatgaeading to topological entangle-
ment [22], i.e., to the fact that not all braid generatorsexgressible as tensor products of
braid matrices with smaller dimensions and the unit mdtrix
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5. Proof of the Nayak—Wilczek conjecture

Proposition 2: The representations of the braid groufy,,» with positive or negative
fermion parity, constructed from the multi-anyon Pfaffiaame functions, are equivalentto the
spinor representations, with the corresponding parityggf. » constructed from the spinor

representations of S@n+ 2). In more detail, the generatdiséznﬁ‘i) of $Boni2 in the wave-
function representations can be expressed in terms of ﬁmg@rﬁ?ﬁ"*li) inthe SG2n+2)
representations as follows

-1
B2 = (clenres)) TRMIHCE 2 1cj<onyl,  (41)

where the equivalence matrices for the positive/negativityp(+/—) are given explicitly by
the product of all diagonal generators

2n+2i _ I—lanJrli _ I_IlenJrZi' (42)

Proof: First of all it is easy to see that the diagonal generatofsemtave-function and spinor

representations a¥,, 2 coincide, i.e.,
(2n+2 +) (n+1, j:

=R

Indeed, as we can see from[21], the diagonal matrm%%ﬁ“) with indices 1< 2j —

2n— 1, given explicitly in Eq.[(37) above, are completely ideatito the diagonal matrices

Zr}ﬁi for 1<2j—1<2n-1, given explicitly in Eq. (26) in Ref[[21]. In addition, thast

diagonal matrices are equal because they satisfy the sanearce relations

1<j<n+1

2n+2,+ 2n,+ 2n, n+1,+ n,+ n,
By =Bt OByl of Rpyt =Ryt Ry
with exactly the same baseBé’ ) = Réz’i). Because the equivalence matricesl (42) are

diagonal by construction, the matricBgr:Z’i) and R(Z'}j‘i) trivially satisfy Eq. [41), and

therefore we only need to consider the non-diagonal matridéhe non-diagonal matrices
in the SG2n+ 2) representatlortR(n+1 ) = f“)RgJ'“)Pi”H) can be expressed [21] as
projections of the unprojected matrlcea @ndao, below denote the Pauli matrices)

i 1T

o1
R =Lo- ®H2®\/§(H4—|02®02)®H2® ®I;.

j—1 n—j

On the other hand, Eqs[(38) ard](39) suggest that the brmdrg@rsB (2n2%) can be

expressed in a similar way as pI’O]eCtIngnJrZi piny) B%MZ)P (n+1)

projectors as foR(z'}+1 +)

(with the same
given in Ref. [21]), of the unprojected matrices

P I

B(2n+2)

g1
5 =h®- ®H2®ﬁ(ﬂ4—|01®01)®ﬂz® -® I, (43)

j-1 n—j
i.e., if we define the unprojected matric&gmr2> as in Eq.[(4B) and apply the projecttﬁgg“)

as described if[21] then the projected matrices will conghjecoincide W|thB (2n+2+) a5
given in Egs. [(3B) and (39). Next, we can directly prove tihat tinprojected matrlces are
related by

-1

RMYc@+2) o< j<2n, (44)

B(Z?n+2) (C(2n+2)) 4
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where the unprojected conjugation matrix is

n+1
CP2 —gg...9S= |‘|1R(2rj‘f?, S= [
J:
n+1
This is simply because of the identity

51028: o = (S® 8)71(0'2@) 02)(S®S) = 01 ® 01.
Now, projecting both sides of_(#4) with the projectd?gﬂ), taking into account that

cn2p™D — pMlc@n+2) gng (Pi”*”)z = PV we obtain Eq.[{d1) where the
projected equivalence matrix is equal to the product of ialydnal projected braid matrices
and coincides with Eg[{42), which completes the proof ofg@sition 2 .

Propositions 1 and 2 ultimately prove that the Pfaffian datien functions with 2+ 2
non-Abelian quasiholes at fixed positions indeed belongrte of the two inequivalent

representations of the braid groug,, . » whose generator@gz”*z’i> can be expressed as
71/2 rotations in terms of the S@n+ 2) y-matrices and identifies the parity in the spinor
representations with the fermion parity in the Ising mo@gf1,6].

6. Conclusions

In this paper we have consistently derived the braid matniepresenting the exchanges of 4
non-Abelian Ising anyons in both representations withtp@sand negative fermion parity. To
this end we have used the fact that the braid matrices arpémdient of the distance between
the braided particles, as well as the fusion rules for theglsinyons in both Neveu—Schwarz
and Ramond superselection sectors of the Ising model. liti@adve found recurrence

relations for the braid matrice8!"" 2% for the exchanges ofr2+ 2 Ising anyons as well
as explicit formulas for most of the braid generators in tgresentations with both parity.
Finally, we have proven that the braid matrices derived ftbenmulti-anyon Pfaffian wave
functions are completely equivalent to the braid genesaderived in the S@n+ 2) spinor
approach([i7_21] and have given explicitly the matricestistaing the equivalence in both
representations.
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