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We give a general proof for the existence and realizabilit¢ldford gates in the Ising topological quantum
computer. We show that all quantum gates that can be impleaiday braiding of Ising anyons are Clifford
gates. We find that the braiding gates for two qubits exhdnesentire two-qubit Clifford group. Analyzing the
structure of the Clifford group fon > 3 qubits we prove that the the image of the braid group is atrigiad
subgroup of the Clifford group so that not all Clifford gatesuld be implemented by braiding in the Ising
topological quantum computation scheme. We also point ditwClifford gates cannot in general be realized
by braiding.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx, 03.67.Ac, 71.10.Pm, 73.43.-f

I. INTRODUCTION tations is the same.
Clifford-group gates, that are defined as those unitary op-
) erations that preserve the Pauli group, play a central role i
Quantum Computation (Q€)development encountered quantum information theory. Although the Clifford group is
tremendous difficulties in storing and manipulating quamtu ot o ficient for universal QC and its computational power

information in real physical systems because of the overz,;nnot exceed classical compule!3 experimental real-

whelming decoherence and noise. Topological Quantunaiion of the Clifford group with sufficient scalability wd
Computation (TQC)is a branch of QC in which both infor- 1) 5 cornerstone of QC. Indeed, the Clifford group is of sig-
mation storage and processing are protected by the topologsticance for quantum error correctitand allows the gener-
ical nature of the quantum computer. In the TQC approachyiqn of entangled states, like GHZ or Cluster states, therla

the quantum information is encoded in non-local topologi-yeing 4 prerequisite for universal quantum computatiohén t
cal degrees of freedom and is therefore inaccessible t@ Noi$, o 55 rement-based schéfe

and decoherence which are mainly due to local interactions. Using the explicit representation of the braid-group gen-

Moreov_er, the quantum gates are implemgnted by non'triv.iaérators for the exchanges of Ising anyons one of us has
topological operations which are once again protectedabai o qi,cte8® the entire Clifford groups for 1 and 2 qubits in
deC(_)herence. The purpose of _thls topological protection o erms of braid generators fo8, and %, respectively. How-
qup|ts and quantum gates is 1o improve the quantum COMPYsyer, this approach encountered serious difficulties for em
tation hardware to such an extent that quantum informatio edding some Clifford gates in systems with three or more
processing become more feasible in real physical systemg,;189. the topological entanglement between distant Ising

The feagiblilin:]_of this approacr;(depenlds_ or;]the (_jet;s\iledenoi anyons induces additional phases when exchanging anyon
structure. In this paper we work entirely in the noiseless Caseyairs which are in the statd), i.e., when exchanging pairs

and ask about the possibility of realizing certain key gates sharing Majorana fermions. Therefore, it was possible te co

a specific scheme. struct only a part of the Clifford group for 3 qubits. In thiap
One of the most promising TQC scherfiesmploys the an-  per we shall address the question whether all Clifford-grou
ticipated non-Abelian braid statistics of the lowest eyazg-  gates could be realized by braiding of Ising anyons in theglsi
citations, called Ising anyons, of the fractional quantuallH TQC scheme or not. Because, as we shall prove below, the
state at filling factov = 5/2, which is believed to belong to n-qubit Pauli group coincides with the monodromy subgroup
the universality class of the Moore-Read (MR) Pfaffian State representation for 2+ 2 Ising anyons and because in gen-
Due to the topological degeneracy in the two-dimensiorial cr eral the monodromy group is a normal subgroup of the braid
ical Ising model, representing the neutral degrees of fyseed group, it naturally follows that the Ising-model braid gpou
in the MR state, it becomes possible to realiequbits by  representation is a subgroup of the Clifford group. In other
2n+ 2 Ising anyons: the states ofiZ 2 Ising anyons are words, all quantum gates that could be implemented by braid-
represented by conformal field theory (CFT) correlatiorcfun  ing of Ising anyons are actually Clifford gates. Unfortueigt
tions (more precisely, chiral CFT blocks) which happen to be it also appears that not all Clifford gates could be realizgd
long to one of the two inequivalent spinor irreducible repre braiding for three or more Ising qubits and we shall try to ex-
sentations (IR€)!:8:2:1%.110f the covering group Spi@n+2)  plain why. The Clifford gates that cannot be implemented by
of the rotation group S@n+ 2). There are two inequiva- braiding are typically the embeddings of the two-qubit SWAP
lent spinor IR§7:1%110f SO(2n + 2), of dimension 2, which  gate into larger systems.
differ by their total fermion pariti?11 Despite being math- The rest of this paper is organized as follows: in Sgtt. Il
ematically inequivalent they appear to be equivalent froent we describe how anyonic states of matter could be labeled
computational point of vieW, i.e., the set of matrices that by fusion paths in Bratteli diagrams and how this could be
could be obtained by braiding Ising anyons in both represendsed to determine the dimension of the computational space.
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In Sect[Ill we summarize the explicit representation of theprepared experiments some pairscofvould behave collec-
elementary Ising-model exchange matrices as proposed Hively as the vacuum (this is tHein Eq. (1)) and this is called
Nayak and Wilcze% In Sect[IV we explain the symplectic the vacuum channel, while some others would look like the
description of the Clifford group fon Ising qubits and esti- Majorana fermion (i.e., they in Eq. (1)) and this is called the
mate the order of the Clifford group in order to compare itMajorana channel. In other words, the combined quasiparti-
with the order of the braid-group representation. In Jett. \cle can be considered as a mixed state of the vacuum and a
we analyze the relation between the Pauli group and the morMajorana fermion. Localized particle-like collective &re
odromy subgroup of the braid group and explain why all quantions, such as the field in Eq. (1), which have more than
tum gates that could be realized by braiding of Ising anyon®ne available fusion channels are called non-Abelian asiyon
are in fact Clifford gates. In Sedi_VII we give the explicit There are in general superselection rules which forbidicnea
braid construction of the two-qubit SWAP gate which allows of coherent superpositions of anyons, such as the vacuum and
to construct the entire two-qubit Clifford group by braigin  the Majorana fermion in the Ising model, belonging to difer
Some important technical details are collected in sevgral a ent superselection sectors and this has to be taken intoiaicco
pendices. when using non-Abelian anyons for TQC.
The important point is that the topological properties & th
anyon pairs are persistent (under some reasonable assump-
Il. FUSION PATHS: LABELING THE ANYONIC STATES tions), i.e, if two quasiparticles, which are in a state eletar-
OF MATTER ized by a definite fusion channel, are pulled away the pdir sti
possesses the properties of their corresponding fusiametha

The anyonic states of matter (should they really existin Na-and’ e.g., if they are fused again after some time, they voH p

ture) differ from the ordinary fermionic and bosonic sttes duce the same result as that determined by the originalrfusio

that we need to give additional non-local information in Or_channel.
der to specify the quantum state. In TQC this extra infor- When we have many Ising anyons, which we will assume

S ; . to be ordered on a line, we could represent the stringhaf 2
mation is expressed in terms of topological quantum nums

. ."Ising anyonso into n+ 1 pairs(o, o). and characterize each
bers that are eventually ysed to er)code quantum mf_ormauogair by its fusion channel. Then the sequential composition
P:nrl':gc?gé/ign?rgfgao gfgéospcﬂgﬂzailsp[ﬁff,i%gsﬁgr'm(?e eoj the fusion channels for all pairs can be described fy-a

9 Y . Sary degell, pathin the corresponding fusion diagram. The fusion di-
eracy of ground states of the multi-anyon system in presen

: ) ; C&grams that we will use are known as Bratteli diagt&Hh18
of trapping potenua@ﬁ (the po_t_entlals th"’?t k_eep our com- agd represent graphically the possible results of fusion of
putational anyons at fixed positions). This is equivalent toa single basic non-Abelian anyon to an array of other non-
a degeneracy of the multi-anyon states, considered as X%y elian anyons usually of the same type. One way to under-
tations corresponding to having a number of anyons at fixed '
positions in the plane, over the ground state (this time -with
out trapping potentialé$. In the CFT language, that we will e=I, o=0, wm=y
use to characterize the anyonic states as CFT correlaters, t
second point of view is more appropriate and we shall speak - o o
about the degeneracy of the CFT correlation functions eorre / \ NS AW N
sponding to &+ 2 Ising anyons at fixed positions. In more o o o
detail, the CFT correlation functions ofi 2- 2 Ising anyons at AN Ve N\ /N S
fixed positions inside a Pfaffian droffetpan a Hilbert space ° © ° o
of dimension 2 and are therefore appropriate for representingnumber -—-t—?\—+t—4t 411 11—
n Ising qubits. The non-local internal quantum numbers, for® 012 3 4 5 6 7 8 910
non-Abelian anyons, that would allow us to distinguish be-
tween the different states in thi®mputational spacare the  FIG. 1: Bratteli diagram for the Ising model, in ts&(2) notation.
so calledfusion channelsin order to make this notion more

transparent let us try to explain the fusion rules of thegsin stand this diagram is to represent the Ising model as thesaffin

model: the most relevant qua}3|part|cle excitations in tive | ~ cosel? s/u(\Z)Z/L@ and use the fact that the Ising model fu-
temperature, low-energy regime, are described by thelchira —

Ising spin fieldo with dimension ¥16. If two such quasipar- SIon rules are the same as those for¢h(@), Wess—-Zumino—
ticles, having non-trivial topological properties, aredd, i.e., Witten modet?. Then the CFT primary fields and s (of
taken to the same point in the coordinate plane the composifeF T dimensions 116 and J2 respectively), could be labeled
object would look (from far away) like another topologicate by the reduced Young tablues for the admissibtes(2), rep-
citation and this is symbolically expressed by the fuside ru resentations as shown in Fid. 1 and define (together with the
vacuum) the 3 different superselection sectors (anyortjeof
oxo=I+y. (1)  Ising model. In this way the fusion rules for the Ising model
can be inferred from the tensor product decomposition of the
This rule means that there are two distinct channels in the fusu(2) representations. Each step to the right in Eig. 1 denotes
sion process and if we consider a large number of identicalljusing one more fundamental anyonto the existing string
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of g anyons (whose length is determined by xt@oordinate) vacuum or to the Majorana fermion depending on the parity
and the arrows represent the possible fusion channelsifor thof the representation we deal with. We see from[Big. 2 that the
process, which are listed along the vertical axis. Notetth@at number of independent correlation functions of 8 fietdss
Bratteli diagram in Fig[1L is finite in vertical direction witi ~ 2*~1 = 8 which could be easily generalized to the caserof 2
expresses the important property of rationality: any ralo o fields where the correlation functions (for fixed positiofis 0
CFT, such as the critical two-dimensional Ising model, conthe anyons) sp&ma computational space of dimensidir2
tains a finite number of topologically inequivalent supkrse Thus we can say that the state of a multi-anyon system can
tion sectors (i.e., finite number of distinct anyons) whick a be ultimately characterized by its fusion path in the Biatte
“closed” under fusion. In order to build the Bratteli diagra diagram. Having specified a multi-anyon state of matter as a
in Fig.[d we have to supplement E] (1) with the two otherfusion path in a Bratteli diagram any TQC scheme requires
fusion rulesy x 0 = 0,1 x 0 = g. Allanyons, such aBand  physical processes that could initialize the multi-anyps- s
Y, from which originates only one arrow pointing to the right tem into a givem-qubit state and this has to be further sup-
are Abelian, while those, such as with more than one (two plemented by procedures for measuring the states of the indi
in this case) arrows to the right are non-Abelian. vidual qubits. For the TQC scheme based on Ising anyons
In order to gain some intuition about labeling the states irthe initialization as well as the measurement by a Fabry—
the Ising model we show in Fif] 2 two distinct three-qubit Perot or Mach—Zehnder interferometer have been discussed
states realized as fusion paths in the Bratteli diagram for &n Refs[4,16,17.
Ising anyons. Notice that there are two inequivalent repre- Now that we have got an idea about how to encode
sentations of the multi-anyon states with 8 anfdfig® be-  qubits using non-Abelian anyons we could think about exe-
sides the & fields inside the CFT correlation function there cuting quantum gates which are unitary transformations act
are also a number of Majorana fermions present in there (nahg within the computational space of multi-anyon states la
shown explicitly in the correlation functions in F[d. 2 betes  beled by fusion paths. A central issue in this context is
E g. () below) — when this number is even the state belongthat the multi-anyon states, that we would like to use to en-
to the positive-parity representation (in which case the 8 code qubits, are degenerate in energy (at least approXimate
fields must fuse to the identity in order for the CFT correla-see Refd, 16,17 for more detailed explanation), and segghrat
tor to be non-zero), while when it is odd the state is in thefrom the rest of the excitation spectrum by a gap. This al-
negative-parity representation (and the 8elds must fuseto lows us to apply a version of the adiabatic theorem which
the Majorana fermion). The Bratteli diagrams also appear tds appropriate for the degenerate case. In simple words the
adiabatic theorem in this case states that if the initigests
in the degenerate subspace that is separated by a gap from
the rest of the spectrum and we consider the adiabatic evo-
lution, when some of the anyons are transported along com-
plete loops around others, the final multi-anyon state would
be again a member of the same degenerate subspace (e.g., of
ground states in presence of trapping potentials). Thewahe
lidity of the adiabatic approximation would guarantee that
transformation of the initial state into the final one is désed
Y by the action of a unitary operator which includes the Berry
L L L L phase and the explicit monodromies of the (typically multi-
ofo'ss0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 valued) multi-anyon states. It is, however, possible toosigo
a basis of CFT blocksin which the Berry phases are trivial
FIG. 2: (color online) Fusion paths in Bratteli diagram: @ttles  and the entire effect of the adiabatic evolution is containe
display a path corresponding to the three-qubit ), while  the monodromies of the CFT correlation functions. Thus we
the path of blue squares corresponds to the S8l . One hor- g that it might be possible to execute quantum gates over
izontal step to the right represents adding one nwfeeld and the our topologically protected qubits by adiabatically traog-

arrows point to the corresponding fusion channel. The btacke . doth dth ¢ fi
denotes the vacuum chanfielThe subscript- of the computational Ing SOme anyons around others an €S€e quantum operations

states denotes the positive- or negative-parity repratiens. are naturally protected against noise and decoherence.
Using the CFT-correlators representation we can describe

éhen-qubit Ising system by a CFT correlation function includ-
INng 2n+ 2 Ising spin fieldso and the quantum-information
encoding rule could be chosen to be e.g.,

Fusion channels

be a very useful graphical tool for computing the dimension
of the computational spaces for TQC with anyons. For exam
ple, the space dimension of Ising-model correlation fuordi
with 8 anyons at fixed positions could be read off from Elg. 2 !

as follows: each new step to the right defines a single new ful—cl’ 2GireesCn) = ((00)y -+ (00)g -+ (00)cn (00 ) oo T
sion channel if the current numberafis even and two fusion  wherecy = c1c;---¢,. Notice that then qubits are encoded
channels if the number afs is odd. Therefore, the number of from left to right starting with the first pair of fields and
distinct fusion paths is just%*l, the power of two with an there is always one extra pair, which we shall take as the-righ
exponent equal to the number of the adesteps and finally most one, which is inert, i.e., it contains no independent in
divided by 2 because the last step is always fixed to fuse to thiermation because its fusion chanmglis determined by the



product of the fermion parities of the individual qubitsteta ee, =66
In other words, the physical meaning®fis the fermion par- qubit inert palr
ity of the pair representing theth qubit, the role of the inert @

pair is to compensate the combined fermion parity of the first

n pairs so that the correlation function is non-zero. m n, n, 1,

Since we shall use the fermion parity of the non-Abelian
o fields to encode information in the Ising qubits it is worth F|G. 3: Single qubit configuration in terms of 4 Ising qua$éso
saying a few words about it. The chiral spin fieldsare  corresponding to the positive-parity representa®nof the braid
identified with the primary fields of the Ising CFT that in- group%;.
tertwine between the vacuum sector (or the Neveu-Schwarz
(NS) sector) and the so called Ramond (R) sector of the Ising
modef?2L, The conservation of the fermion parity, combined where the first pair ot fields represents the qubit while the
with the fact that the Majorana fermion has a zero mode irsecond one is the non-computationalinert pair of Ising asyo
the R-sector, implies that Ramond sector in the Ising madel icompensating the fermion parity. The total topologicalrgea
double degenera®?l. This means that there must exist two of the 4 o fields is +1 which corresponds to the positive-
Abelian chiral spin fielder; ando_ of CFT dimension 116  parity spinor representation of $@ (cf. next section) and
with fermion parity+ and— respectively. However, this dou- is denoted as a subscript of the computational basis states i
ble degeneration of the R-sector is incompatible with theimo Eq. (4). The computational basis for two Ising qubits is e&xpl
ular invariance which is at the heart of the fusion rules er t itly written in Sect[VIl and for more qubits in Refs./10/11.
anyonic model. In order to guarantee the modular invariance
of the model we need to choose only one linear combination

of oy ando_ which is conventionally taken as I1l. ELEMENTARY EXCHANGE MATRICES: SPINOR
0.+ APPROACH
=—— 2)
V2

_ o _ _ As we have already mentioned thequbit system could
As a result of this (GSO) projectidhthe chiral fermion par-  pe represented byn2- 2 Ising anyons because the degener-
ity is spontaneously broken which is also obvious in the fu- N2 g _

) ) . o acy of the states containingi2- 2 anyons i§ 272 =2n
sion rules[(ll). Note that conservation of chiral fermionifyar  he most natural approach to determine the braid matrices
requires that the fields. with definite parity are Abelian,

: > ) representing the exchanges of adjacent anyons over the (de-
I.e., their fusion rules must be; x 0. =1, 0- x 0. =1 generate) space of correlation functions is to use the tiaaly
ando x 0 = ¢, and the non-Abelian statistics appears only;qntinyation of these multi-valued analytic functionst thave
when this symmetry is broken (which could only be spontayeen ysed to define the qubits. The results of Ref. 6 suggested
neous because the generator of the fermion parity sSymmetiy, ¢ the multi-anyon Ising wave functions span a spinoreepr
commutes with the conformal Hamiltonian). _ sentation of the rotation group $2h+ 2) (more precisely,
Although the only field which is believed to appear in the gne of the inequivalent spinor representations of its cover
physical system i${2) and the chiral fermion parity is broke ing group Spiri2n+ 2)), however, this important conjecture

by the non-Abelian fusion rulé1) the fields. are still con- 250t heen completely proven in Ref. 6. It has later been
venient for Iabgling our ;:omputational basis in terms afdsi proven rigorously in Ref. 9 for the positive-parity repnetse
model (_:orrelatlon funct|0_n§. In other Wor(_js, everwif are  ion of the braid group#, and in Ref[ 10 for both positive-
unphysical they could efficiently label the independentfun 44 negative-parity representations of the braid graip, »

tions spanning the degenerate space of correlation fursctio rghresenting the exchanges in theubit states defined as
because the produeje, = c = +1 of the two indices inapair T correlation functions of 2.+ 2 Ising anyons. One of

Gﬁl Oe, dletezdr:ni_nesltpe ];llf]Si(l)\? chanrek +1_T%r thetr\]/acuum Ithe main results of Ref. 10 is that thequbit representations
channe an = —.. for the Majorana one. 1hus, the genera f the braid-group generatoB§2n+2’i), obtained by analytic

qubit encoding scheme for Ising qubits can be represented acontinuation of the CFT correlation functions, @@mpletely

00 < (00);1 < o0r0p and equivalent to those, denoted B¢""**, obtained from the
1) < (00)1 & 0.0 (3) standard Clifford-algebra realization of the generatdrthe

: . . . rotation group SC2n+ 2), i.e.,
More precisely, using for instance the CFT-description of

Ising qubits in the positive-parity representation, anton
ducing one extra pair as illustrated in Fig. 3, we could write
the single-qubit computational basis as

g@n+24) _ (C(2”+2’i>) T RMHLE) (2n42.4)
i j :

Notice that this is not completely trivial since the matsdce
which establish the equivalence between the braid genera-
tors in the wave-function representations with definitatpar

N and those in the Clifford-algebra realizations with the sam
(0,0_ 0.0 I_L‘»U(ZJ»CFTa (4)  parity are special non-singular entangling matrices, (ime-

= trices which cannot be written as factorized tensor praluct

2N
0)+ = (0101 0.0 []¥(Z)crr
=1

e
+
i



of smaller ones) which are explicitly constructed in Ref. 10  The “gamma-five” matriwé”) could be constructed by
For example the equivalence matrices for 3 qubits in the two
representations a@®+t) = diag(—1,1,1,1,1,1,1, —1) while yén) _ (—i)“yin) .. Vég) —03®---®03.
Cc®-) =idiag1,1,1,-1,1,—1,—1,—1). Thus, as proven in R S
Ref.[10, itis completely legitimate to use the Clifford-akya
construction of the braid-group generators for those sspre
ing the coordinate exchangesin the CFT correlation funstio
The advantage of using the Clifford-algebra representatfo i ) (n) o . ]
the braid generators comes from the possibility to expiess t ducible. Sinceg™ has only two distinct eigenvalues.1, it
Pauli gates in terms of the squares of elementary braid generSPIits into two irreducible representations that could be o
tors (cf. sectiofilV/) and then use the group-theoretic amroa tained with the help of the two projectors
to find the stabilizing Clifford group. S , .

That is why we shall review below the general Clifford- (ny _lonyp Mm\* _ s _ ()
algebra construction of the two inequivalent spinor regnes = » where (Pi ) =R = (Pi ) - O
tations of the braid groupd,, which will be used later to . . .
implement various quantum operations over the Ising muIti—In other words, the generators of the two |rreduc[ble spinor
qubit systems. Nayak and Wilczek suggeStttht the ele- representations of the br_aud groupzn can be obtained by
mentary matrices representing the coordinate exchand@s of simply projecting Eq[{6), i.e.,
Ising quasiparticles in the Pfaffian FQH wave functions can i T T n
be expressed in terms of the gamma matr';é@s 1<i<2n, RE * = di Pj(c ) eXp(—ZVJ VJ+1) Pj(: )
which satisfy the anticommutation relations of the Clitfa- a7

gebra = —2 (]I _ yj(n) yj(?r)l) Pj:n) (10)

n

Because/én> anticommutes with aly(”) it commutes with all
R; and therefore this representation of the braid group is re-

M M1 _»os. o
{Vi Y] }— 26j, l=<i,j<on (5) It would be useful for our analysis to give a more detailed

. . expressions for the braid generators
In more detail, the elementary operations for the exchafge o P 9

the j-th and(j + 1)-th quasiparticles could be expressed (in- o _
cluding the correct phase)%:11.22 Ry, = 7 (]Iz— ia(”) PV 1<j<n
) _ 7 UNONC AL e |
R| _e'Zexp(—Zyj yj+1):7§(ﬂ_yj yj+1)- (6) Rﬁ = ﬁ(h—'az(”@%““)) Pj@,lgj <n-1

The matricesy-m) have dimension™2x 2" and can be de-

fined recursively in terms of the Pauli matriags(k = 1,2, 3) where we have used the shorthand notaU;&H o denoteoy

acting on qubitj. A more explicit form of the matrices can be

3
as followss found in Ref[11.
v = e, 1<j<2n
1
Y — Ingo IV. CLIFFORD GROUP FOR nQUBITS; SYMPLECTIC
1 DESCRIPTION
) = In@ oy )

Quantum operations belonging to the Clifford group are
characterized in the Heisenberg picture as the group odigynit
operators which stabilize the Pauli group, i.e. they mapran a
yin) — IO 3®--® 03 bitrary factorized tensor product of Pauli operators_ totheo

" factqnzed tensor product of Pauli operators. This propert
Yo = 0200303 has important consequences, extending a suitable desoript
of the Pauli group (cf. Eq[{17)) to the Clifford group equips
us with an efficient way of writing down such unitaries (cf.
yé?ll = LR bR ORI 03 Eqg. (I%)) as opposed to general unitaries where the number
_— —_— of parameters typically grows exponentially with the numbe
- of qubits. Although, this eliminates exponential speedthe
Vo = L®---0he o003 Clifford group is of great relevance for quantum computatio
Y — On the one hand we can study basic properties of quantum me-
chanical systems, like entanglement generation, exXiylenitd
: on the other hand there are ingredients of quantum computa-
AL e tion, e.g. error correctigf, which are based on the Clifford
-1 2 group. Detailed descriptions of Clifford group quantum eom
B = I 1® 0. (8)  putations are given in Refl[1]12/13. In the following we will

Starting withn = 0 as a base, wheuél) = 0; and yél) =0y
we could write the gamma matrices explicitly as follg#&*

-1 n—j

j-1 n—]



introduce an isomorphisri (IL5) between a factor of the Clif- The main results obtained in this paper are based on the
ford group and the symplectic gro®n(2), which will be  isomorphism between the projective Clifford group, faetor
used to further analyze the structure and computationaépow ized by its projective Pauli subgro(ig?,], and the symplectic

of the Ising model TQC (cf. appendides B and C). groupSpn(2) over the finite fieldfy, i.e.,
The Pauli group??, for n qubits is generated by the Pauli
operatorsy; acting on each of the qubits. The elementsf P6n/1Pn] = Spn(2). (15)
can thus be written as tensor products of the Pauli matrices
multiplied by overall phases, which are powers,of Although this is a well known result we would like to explain
itin more detail as itis of central importance for estimgtihe
P ={i"Og1)®@ - @0gm | a(j), me{0,1,2,3}}, computational power of our topological quantum computer.

(11)  The groupSpn(2) is defined as the set of invertible & 2n
where we have definegy = I,. The Clifford groupé;, forn  matrices with entries from the finite fieléh satisfying the re-
qubits is defined as the normalizer of the Pauli group, he., t lation
group of thosen-qubit unitary transformationd which map
the Pauli group; to itself under conjugation SeSm(2) & S -M-S=M (16)

%n={UeSu2") |U* 2,-UcC P }. (12)  whereM is the 2 x 2n block-diagonal matrix

Clearly, %y is an infinite group since i) satisfies Eq[{12) so M — : 0 1| 1 01

does &U for any ¢ € R. However, the overall phase¥are - @ 10|="® 10|

in general irrelevant for quantum computation and theesfor

we could remove the cent&rof the Clifford group, which is  In order to understand the isomorphigml(15) we first note that

generated by these phase factors. The resulting factopgrou the Pauli operators; “commute” up to phase factors. This
means that, if we ignore these phase factors and keep track

Pbn=6n/Z, only of the multiplication rules, we obtain an additive gpou

with a “modulo-2” arithmetic, which is isomorphic @3. In-

which we will call theprojective Clifford groupis already a  deed, if we identify the Pauli matrices with the vectors
finite group whose order will be derived later in this Section

Notice that the minimal center of the Clifford group, whish i I— (0,0)

required by the group multiplication law, is isomorphicZg 05 — (0,1)

and is generated by%l as shown in Ref2. The extension

of the projective Clifford group by the centég defines the we could see that the Pauli multiplication rules are trans-

minimal unprojected Clifford group which is also finite. lated into vector summation over the finite fidld. In other
ForU € %, we will denote the corresponding equivalencewords, the one-qubit projective Pauli group is isomorpbic t

classin?%n by [U]. Afrequently used discrete set of Clifford the Abelian grouZ3

unitaries, whose imagé¢s generate? %, if we allow them to

act on arbitrary qubits is (2] ~ (ZZ)Z,

5 01 — (170)
, 1oz —(1,1)

10 111 This idea extends naturally to threqubit Pauli groupZ,,
P= 0l H= V21 -1 and (13)  where we identify then-qubit Pauli gates with vectors in
(]FZ)Z”, i.e., the vector space of the2omponentvectors over
the fieldF,, as illustrated by the example
CNOT = [0)(0] @ T2+ [1) (1| ® 01. :
0O®---®ioz—(1,0,...,1,1).

It is obvious that the Pauli group is a subgroup of the Clfor

group because Therefore we conclude that the projectivgubit Pauli group
is isomorphic to the Abelian grOLZ%“

K Oj 7i = J
o 0j0 —{ o, i) T e (4) [P0] = (73)" = 73" (17)
The equivalence classes of the element@qf which differ ~ Taking into account that the center of thejubit Pauli group
only by a phase, form a factor-group f,, which we call the  is Z4, generated by the powers bfwe could compute from
projective Pauli group Eqg. (I7) the order of the complete Pauli groéf to be

(P = Pn)Zs | Pg| = 22112, (18)

and it should play an important role in what follows. Because Recall that the Clifford-group elements are structure pre-
of Eq. (I3) the projective Pauli group is also a normal sub-serving, invertible mappings (automorphisms) of the Pauli
group of the projective Clifford group. group, i.e. they map?, to itself and respect products of Pauli



operators. In more detail, § € ¢, and we denote by the
multi-index of the Pauli operatar, € %, then

wherefy (p) is the power exponent of the phase, and we have

UtopU =i (E)a&(p), (19)

denoted the mapping of the Pauli indices, correspondirftgto t
action of the Clifford operatdd by

While the index mappind_(20) essentially expresses the ac-

SFN—F, p—>Su(p)- (20)

tion of the Clifford gateJ inside of the projective Pauli group
[Z7,), the pair(fy,Sy) in Eq. (I9) describes unambiguously
this action on the complete Pauli grou,. The mapping
(20) is furthermore an automorphism ]E%” which could be
characterized by the following properties:

|

1.

()

SV (2@9)} -

Sy islinear:
It follows from the definition, Eq[{19), that

%)) = (Vo).
where the brackets mean taking the projective equiva-

lence class. Therefore we can write, using the sign
for “modulo-2" addition of vectors,

(U apequ ]| = [U*opoqu |
Uron] U0 = [og, ()] o5, o)
= [ @ea)]
from which we could derive the relation
S (ped) =S (P2 (@), Ve geFs

This means thafy € GLan(2).

. § issymplectic:

Working with the projective Pauli groupz?,] = F3"

is convenient, however, we loose the information
about commutation or anti-commutation of the Pauli-
operators, e.g. it is impossible to distinguish the two
cases

O'2-i0'3 =
iO'3-O'2 =

o1

—01.

Nevertheless, it is possible to keep track of the corre-
sponding commutation relations. If we define the inner

product of two vectorp = (p1, p2),d= (q1,02) € IF%
to bep*q= p2-q itis easy to check that

wheredg, denotes the Pauli-operator associated with
IF% This generalizes in a straightforward way to the

n-qubit case wher@ = (py,..., Pzn), 9= (da,---,02n)
and the inner product is given by

n
P+gq= ) P2i-0ai-1-
MPTH i; | |

Whether two operatorsy, 0q € &, commute or not
can be inferred from the symplectic form

@(p,q) =p*g-g+p=p"-M-q,

which could only be equal to 0 or 1, whekéis given
in Eq. (I8) andp" is the transpose qf. Itis easy to see
that B B

Op-0q = (—1)“’(9’9) 0q- Op, (21)

from where we can conclude if the two operatopsand
0q commute ((p,q) = 0) or anti-commuted(p,q) =
1). o T
Now we can prove that if the operatdrin Eq. (I9) be-

longs to the Clifford group the&, must be symplectic,
ie.,Vp,qeFs

w(p.g) =w(S (p). S (9))-

Indeed, let us multiply Eq[{21) by * from the left and
by U from the right. We have

(22)

U opUU" U = (—1)°(29U*ggUU* 0.

Using Eq. [@P) and canceling the phase factor
i'u(P+u(@ on poth sides we obtain
= (—1)2(r9) (23)

Osy(p) 9 (@) Os(9)%u(p-

On the other side, however,if € 4, as we assumed,
then bothog, (p) andag, (q) are Pauli operators as well,
so they should also satisfy Ef.{21), i.e.,

(1)@ (P (@) (24)

05 (p9(a) = 0sy(9) 9y (p)-

Comparing Eq.[{23) with Eq[{24) we derive EQ.1(22)
which implies thaty, is symplectic, i.e.,

P M-UY=M = S eSp(2).

. The kernel of U — S, isthe projective Pauli group

[Pn]:
Consider the mapping between the Clifford and the
symplectic groups

S:%h— Spn(2),U — Sy,

which is a homomorphism between the two gro@ps
and Spn(2) both with matrix multiplication as group
concatenation. The kernel of this homomorphism, i.e.
the group of elements i}, which are mapped to the
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identity in Spn(2) is generated by those unitaries  Because the monodromy group is in general a normal sub-

which satisfy group of the braid group it follows that all braiding gates,
. which by definition leave the monodromy (hence the Pauli
U0, ®--®0j,U =+0), ®--- @ 0j, (25)  group) invariant, are actually Clifford gates, i.e.,

for all choices of indicegs,..., jn € {0,1,2,3}. Be-
cause of Eq.[{14) all Pauli operators satisfy this equa-
tion, hence In order to give a more comprehensive explanation of this im-
[P4] C KerS. portant result we shall recall _the standard algebraic difini
of the monodromy subgroup in terms of the exact sequence of
On the other hand, since the Pauli operators form a basi@roup homomorphisms
for the linear operators o#®" we can express any

Image %ani2) C Gn.

unitaryU as a linear combination 1=ty — PBn— In—1
U= z oyox, oyxeC. where.#, is the monodromy group (also called the pure braid
O0xEPn group), %, is the full braid group and#; is the symmetric

. S . group. In more detail, recall that a braid can be described ge
Now suppose that there isthsatisfying Eq.[(25) with ometrically as a bunch of strands connecting the initiafigen

mor(?hthzrrl]oneltemlls ml_the sum abO\;]et.hT?ter? Itis €asy 1§, 4tion of some indistinguishable particles (arrangedhor
see that there Is a Pauli operatgrsuch that the expan- plicity along a line) with the final configuration. If we forge

tSIOI‘l O;I.J hGVU tCOg_S'tSti otfhmore thant_onetgluélg)opera-tabout the strands and look at the final positions of the parti-
tors which contradicts to the assumption tha (25) is sa cles, arranged along the same line, then the final configurati
isfied. Therefore the projected Pauli group is not only

b £ KeS. but al Awill be simply a permutation of the original particles. As an

subgroup of KeS, but also illustration we show in Fid.14 the action of the projectionpna

KerSc [#) = KerS= |2, on the two-qubit CNOT gate of Refs[ B9, which is an element
of the Ising-model representation &#s. Therefore we can

Given that the image of the mappi® U — S is Spn(2)

_ — 12345 2
and that Ke6= [ 7] we conclude that ”(RQiR4834Fiz|%34sR§i)=[21653
PEn/KerS~ P6n/[Pn| ~ Spn(2). 6 [0 )\ 3
5o e
This important fact allows us to use the results for the ooder 4| D D 5|5
the finite symplectic group 3| ¢ e > [6
2|c 51
2 n i 1 | 5
Spn(2)| =2 |_| 4 -1, (26) ime ;
=1

which is proven in Appendikh, to derive the order of the £ 4. Example of the projection mappirmg acting on the spe-

projective Clifford group. It follows from EqL(15), and the cific braid element CNOE R;'R4RsRiRsRsR5 " € g, where
fact that[#7,] has order 2, that the order of the projective R = R.i:+1 in the notation of Ref]l9, producing the permutation

Clifford group is (216543 € 5 .

n .
| 20| = o+2n |'| (4 -1). (27)  define the natural “onto”- mapping
=1
. . . . . P$n— Sn,
This result will be used in Sedi._VI to estimate the compu- " :
tational power of the Ising-anyon topological quantum com-which could be easily seen to be a group-homomorphism.
puter. Next, as is well known, the kernel of any group homomor-
phism is a normal subgroup and the factor-group is isomor-

phic to the symmetric group
V. BRAIDING GATESASCLIFFORD GATES:

MONODROMY ANALYSIS B [Kerm~ S,

A crucial observation for the results obtained in this paperTherefore we may define the monodromy group as the kernel
as well as for topological quantum computation in genesal, i of the projection, i.e.,
that the Pauli groug?, for n qubits realized by 2+ 2 Ising
anyons coincides with the representation of the monodromy My = Kerr.

subgroup of the braid grou
group group Geometrically this definition means that a monodromy trans-

Py = Image( Mo 2) formation is any braid transformation which does not peemut



the final positions of the particles compared to the initrzd®.

Pictorially this could be described by such braid transi@rm Ass
tions in which one or more particles are transported along

closed loops around one or more other particles (so that each

particle arrives at the end at its original position) as siaw

Fig.[3. It is not difficult to see that these pure braid trans-

m un

o_

Te —0 o—
U s

|As=R:R; R R,R,|
o— FIG. 6: The monodromy generatds, representing the elemen-
tary monodromy transformation in which the particle wittoodinate
N ns is transported in a counter-clockwise direction along aglete

loop around the particle with coordinatp, expressed in terms of

M=AAA the braid generators.

FIG. 5: Decomposition of a monodromy transformation in viartice is simply
particle with coordinate)s makes a complete loop around particles 5
with coordinates),, ns andngy, in terms of the monodromy genera- (R(z?ilﬂ) =b® - LboehL®- -, (29)

torsAyj. i—1 n—i

formations can be generated by the elementary monodromyhile the squares of the non-diagonal braid generators give
transformations in which one particle, say with indgxis )

transpprtgd alpng a cqmp!ete loop around another particle, (Ré?+1’+)) e - 0Le0erehe- -0, (30)
say with indexi, wherei < j. Thus the elementary genera- —_— —_—

tors of the monodromy group could be given the following

presentatiof? where 1< i < n— 1. The last two squares are more special:
—1 p—1 —1 p—1
Aj = RERD, - RGRY RERLRy2 - Ri2Rj 1

i—1 n—i—1

2

-1 (R(z':fl’ﬁ) =F030 @ 03001 (31)
= U;j'RUij, where Uj= [] R (28) T

k=i+1

and 1<i < j <n. In other words the monodromy group )
could be considered as the smallest invariant subgrowg,of (Rgr‘]illi)) =+03®--®03. (32)
which is generated by the squares of the elementary braid _—
generator€ R?,i=1,...,n—1. As an illustration of Eq[{28)
we display in Fig[h the monodromy transformation in which It is obvious from the above equations that mdfjubit Pauli
the particle with coordinatgs is transported along a com- gates can be expressed (up to phases which are powigin of
plete counter-clockwise loop around the particle with cdor terms of products of squares of the elementary braid genera-

n

naten. tors. For example, the, gate acting on the last qubit is
Alternatively, the monodromy group could be abstractly de-

fined by the generatoss;j, 1 <i < j < nsatisfying certain re- ol _; (R(n+l,+))2 (R(n+l,+))2

lations, however we will skip that as we shall only need here 2 2n 2+l ’

the expression§ (28) in terms of the braid generators.
It can be seen that in the braid-group representation of th
Ising model the Pauli group is represented in terms of mon- n—j) -
c. =i (

aé\nd theo, gate acting on qubitn — j) can be expressed as

odromy operators. Indeed, tiog gate acting on theth qubit 1<j<n-1

)

(n+1,4) 2 (n—j+1)
Ron-2j ) g,
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The above equations also suggest that we might need some adn the other hand, as we will show below, the generafois (28)
ditional phase factors in order to construct all element¥’gsf  of the monodromy group could be entirely expressed in terms
To clarify this point we will construct the elemeiitexplic-  of the Pauli operations far Ising qubits so that

itly in the positive-parity representation (a similar coms-

tion can also be given for the negative-parity represemiati ~ |Mag&(-#2n12) C Pn = Zn=Image(/zni2). (37)
because both representations are computationally equival
as shown in Rel._11). More precisely, we will prove below
that

In order to prove the group isomorphism¥37) we will show
that the monodromy generators of the Ising-model repre-
sentation of.#%,.2 could be expressed (up to powersipf

in terms of the squares of the elementary braiding matrices

(102 o -
R ) , Which, according to Eqs[(29)._(80L_{31) and

The left hand side corresponds to a composition of two braidg[32), are completely expressible in terms of Pauli opesator
where particle @ moves along a complete loop around par- Before we prove this let us emphasize once again one im-
ticles 2h+1 and 21+ 2 and likewise particle 2+ 1 moves portant detail of the Ising representation of the braid grou
around A+ 2. Therefore Eq[{33) represents an element ofThe projectord(9) commute with the group multiplication,la
the monodromy subgroup and we conclude that ie.,

{:HI,:I:HI} c Image(///2n+2). Ri(n+1,i) R§n+1,i) _ Ri(n+1) REnH)PfH), (38)

To verify (33) we first observe that the last two unprojectedSO thgt, if we Want,(\j/ve could \rllVork all Lhe tingle with the unpro-
; ; ; - ted matrices and project them at the end.
braid matricesyn ' andRo+ Y satisfy, according to Eq{6) ¢ . :
and the anticommutation relations of thenatrices, the fol- Using E_q. [(35) as a base we could prove by induction that
the unprojected monodromy generators are

lowing relation

n+i n1)) 2 o/ o(ntl
R(Zn ) (R(2n+1)) Ron =i (R(2n+1>

S +1,4)) 2 o1+ 1)) 2
R Rtz ™) R ™ Rz ™) =i (33)

)2 Ag =i(—1)! KDY <kl <2n42. (39)

(34)
Indeed, assume that EQ.139) is fulfilled for giveandl where

Indeed, using the properties of tlyematrices, it is easy to | > k. Then
see that the squares of the unprojected braid matfites€6) ar 1
A1 = RTAIR

simply A
2 = 5 (T4 yyea) (I(=D)' " %n ) ([ wn)
(RMY) =iy Y, 1<j<n-1 (3) 2 ( )
where we have used that the inverse of the unprojected braid
Applying Eq. [35) forj = 2n+ 1, and using the anticommu- generatoR, is R~ = e/4(1+yy{,1) /v2. Then using the
tation relations[(5) for thg matrices, we have for the LHS of anticommutation relationEl(5), to simplify expressionstsas
Eq. (39)
_ U aU UiV = Wi kW = — Yk,
i

LHS = 2(]I—y2ny2n+1)(—iy2n+ly2n+2) (I—=yonYont1) we obtain A1 = —i(—l)'*kykwfrl which completes the
) ymesyonea = i (Romen)?. proof _of Eq. (39). Next, pIu_ggmg betwegn and y thg
identitiesyk, 1Vki1, Vki2Vki2 until 1y 1 and re-expressing

. 2 . .
The fourth power of the unprojected braid matrices is alway%w“rl T i (Rq)” we can write the unprojected monodromy
I because applying twice Ed._(35) we have generators as

Aa = —(=1)" (RO? (Reea)++ (R-2)* (R-1)%.
Finally, using the fact that projectors commute with theugro

which also implies that the fourth power of the projecteddra Multiplication, as in Eq.[(38), we obtain e.g., the monodyom
generators(10) i&. Finally, the validity of Eq.[(3B) follows denerators in the positive-parity representations (amlai
from the fact that the projector§](9) commute with the groupfOr Negative parity) as

multiplication law (see Eq[{38) below). 4

gr+1) A= ()" RO (RED)™ - (RE)° (R, (40)

(n+1) PJ(rrHl).

eI\ (D) (n+D) (n+1) ()
(R2) =" i =1

Now, because the squar ’ of the elementary
braid generators, as well as the eleméntbelong to the where 1<k <| < 2n+2 andR; = Going
monodromy group representation, we conclude that the Paubiack to Eqgs.[(29),[(30)[(31) and {32) we conclude that be-
group #, is naturally represented in the Ising model TQC ascause(R;)z € 2, for all k and the elemerifl € &2, as well
a subgroup of the monodromy group far-2 2 Ising anyons,  (see Eq.[(33)), the generators of the monodromy representa-
ie., tion certainly belong to the Pauli groug, so that

Pn C Image(Aon2) - (36) AL e Py = Image(Moni2) C Py (41)
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which exactly coincides with the result of Reff. 9 where the or
der has been directly computed using the Dimino’s algorithm
The result, $6! = 46080, for the order of the image of the
braid group%s computed from Eq[{43) also exactly matches
that obtained by the Dimino’s algorithm in REF. 9.

Remark 1: It follows from Eg. [(3F) that the center of  Finding the order of the image of the braid gro#p, ., is

the monodromy group representation coincides with the cena central result in this paper which is similar to the resafts
ter of the n-qubit Pauli group which is generated Hy i Ref.[7, where the order of the image of the braid group de-
i.e., Centeflmage.#-n,2)) = Cente(#,) = Z4. Combin-  pends on the parity of, yet it is different. The reason for the
ing this with the algebraic faé® that the permutation group independence of the order of the representation on theyparit
Yotz is centerless for i 1, so that the center of the braid of n in our case is the presence of the additional phase fac-
group coincides with the center of its monodromy subgrouptor €7 in Eq. (8), which certainly changes the center of the

Combining Eq.[(411) with Eq[(36) we finally prove thtite
Ising-model monodromy group representation.a@by, > is
completely equivalent to the n-qubit Pauli grodp, for the
Ising-model topological quantum computer.

and with the fact that¥s,,» is represented faithfully in the
Ising-model representation @#,,.2 for n > 2, as proven in
Appendix T, we conclude that

Centel(lmage(.#2n+2)) Centel(lmage(ABani2))

= {+L+iI}, n>2

(42)

Remark 2: Because the monodromy grou@s,.» in the
Ising-model representation of the braid groty, 2 exactly
coincides with the n-qubit Pauli groug?, this automatically

means that the image of the braid group is a subgroup of th%rojective Clifford group

n-qubit Clifford groupé,
Image(%on2) C én,

i.e., all quantum gates that could be implemented by braidin
in the Ising-model TQC are in fact Clifford gates that statal
the Pauli group. Unfortunately, the converse is not true,, i.
it appears that not all Clifford gates could be implementgd b
braiding Ising anyons.

representation of the braid group.

VI. THE PROJECTIVE CLIFFORD GROUP %, AND
THE ISING REPRESENTATION OF THE BRAID GROUP
PBoni2

In this Section we shall prove that not all Clifford-group
gates could actually be implemented by braiding of Ising
anyons. To this end we shall demonstrate that the order of the
i.e., the Clifford group facteed
by its center, is much bigger and grows much faster with
than the order of the image of the braid group. Because global
phases are irrelevant for quantum computation it makessens
to compare the orders of the two finite groups factorized by
their centers.

Let us first compare the single-qubit braid gro#a and
the single-qubit Clifford group”?%1. The order of the Ising-
model representation 8, is 96, however if we factorize it by

Furthermore, we could use the group isomorph[sSth (37) beits Z4 center we havéimage(%s) /Z4| = 24. This precisely

tween the monodromy group Imag@ée,n.2) and the Pauli

coincides with the order of the projective Clifford group fo

group Z, to derive the order of the image of the braid groupone qubit obtained from Ed._(R7).

Poni2. Recall that in general the factor-grodfyn 2/ #on: 2
is isomorphic to the permutation groufhn 2. In our case it

appears that fon > 2 this permutation group is represented

faithfully (see App[C for a proof) so that the order of the
Ising-model braid-group representation is

lImage(.Zon12)| [Image(-#2n+2)|
= 222(2n4-2)1, n>2 (43)

[Image(Aon.2)|

where we have used that because of Eq|. (37) the order of the

monodromy group is equal to the order of the foubit
Pauli group#, (including the center, cf. Eq_(#2)), which is
2272 and that the order of the faithful representatioti#,., »
is (2n+2)!. For n= 1 the order of the image of the mon-

For two qubits the orders of the representation of the braid
group%s and its projective version are

[Imagd #e)| = 46080 = |Imag€ Bs)/Zs| = 11520

and again the second number precisely coincides with the or-
der of the two-qubit projective Clifford group obtained tfino

Eq. (27)
| PG| = 22 44— 1) (42— 1) = 11520

While the coincidence of the orders of the one-qubit braid
group representation and the one-qubit Clifford group seem
natural, the one for the two-qubit groups is more sub-
tle. It could be understood by the occasional group

odromy group is again given by the order of the Pauli groupsomorphisn3®:29
222 — 16, however, the representation of the permutation

group.#4 is not faithful. Instead, the third generator is equiv-
-1

alent to the first one, i.eR)” = R or Ry =i (Rg_)

and therefore the factor-group gives a faithful repregema

of the permutation group”s. Thus the image of the braid
group for 4 Ising anyons is

Image(#a)| = [Image(.7a)||Image(.73)|
= 16-3! =96,

PG| P2 ~ S = Po/ Me.

and this remarkable mathematical fact could eventually ex-
plain why the entire Clifford group for two qubits can indeed
be realized by braiding, while for amy> 3 the Clifford group

is much bigger, and grows much faster wittthan the image

of the braid group. Indeed, the orders of the image of the
braid group (factored by its center) and of the projectivié-Cl
ford group forn = 1,...5 number of qubits are compared in
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Tablell. Already for 3 qubits the order of the projective €lif of Ising anyons. These are the embeddings of the two-qubit
ford group is about 40 times bigger than the order of the imag&WAP gate into the-qubit system. Indeed, if we have them
of the braid group factored by its center. Foe= 4 and 5 the  then we could construct by braiding all embeddings of the CZ
gates because by physically exchanging pairs of Ising as)yon
TABLE I: Comparing the orders of the image of the braid grou repres_enting the qubits, we readily obtgin CZ.SWAP as-illus
P féctorizzd bg its centeZ,, and of thg rojective Cliffgrd P trated in Eq.[(4b) below for the two-qubit case. In generpl, b
Joani y 4 pro) exchanging th¢-th and( j + 1)-th pair of anyons, with coordi-

group Z%n. ! !

 of aubit || 1| 2| 3| 4| 5 nates(n2j—1,MN2j) and(nzj+1,N2j+2) respectively, we obtain
Ol qubitsn (Cf @))

[IM(PBony2)/Z4||24|1152Q 2580480 [10.9x 10°| 0 0.5x 102

2% 24]11520928972811 1.2 x 10| 1 2.5 x 1019 R IRG TR TR =

: : . o =iczU+D swapli+D)
discrepancy is even more dramatic: the order of the pregecti ’
Cf“ﬁf?rd. group 'Sf |rr1]cr%a5|_rc1jg much f?stgr W|l7hhanhthe or?er (Where CZi+1) is the Control-Z gate acting on theth qubit
?h tle |m_?rg13e Of Ihe rt"?“ bQ;OUP- trr]1 @d W(fathave p_otig (the control qubit) andj + 1)-th qubit (the target qubit) and
e ogarrim of the ratio between fhe order of Ie Proj&Clv. q\yapli.i+1) js the two-qubit SWAP gate exchanging thh

Clifford group and the order of the braid group for number of . : . . .
qubits up to 100. To understand more intuitively ig. 7 netic "f‘r.'d(J_Jr 1-th q(t;ﬂti.) The Phase g.a?en (13) acting on qubit
j is given bszjfl’ . Moreover, if we have all the SWAPs

then we can construct Hadamard gate acting on arbitrary qubi
by swapping the Hadamard gate

14000 ~

120004 - (n-+1,+) 2 (n+1,+) 5(n+1,+) (n+1,+) -1
H(n)_(Ranl ) R2n+:l. R2n (R2n+1 )

10000 -

acting on the last qubit to the qubit where it is needed.

o 80007 Thus we see that if we could construct all embeddings of
O 60004 the two-qubit SWAP gate then we could construct the entire
g Clifford group forn qubits.

4000-

2000 -

VIlI. SOLUTION FOR TWO QUBITS: BRAIDING
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SWAP GATE

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
number of qubits n The problem with the implementation of all Clifford gates
could be most easily illustrated on the example of the two-
qubit SWAP gaté®, which is a Clifford gate that can be ex-
pressed in terms of CNOT and Hadamard gagesshown in

Fig.[8. Imagine a two-qubit system constructed from 6 Ising

FIG. 7: Comparing the order of thequbit Clifford group%;, with
that of the image of the-qubit braid group%,n.2. The logarithm
of the ratio of the two orders is plotted on the vertical axaéssus the
number of qubits.

that the leading term in the order of the projective Clifford
group is k Pl T _"_-_‘ ’—-—‘ —
| PG| ~ on*+2n ﬁIZZJ 0 22n2+3n’ —_— —E)—-—E 9—-—6 b—
=

while (using the Stirling formula) the order of the image of FIG. 8: SWAP gate in terms of 3 CNOT and 4 Hadamard gates
the (projective) braid group is
anyons, with coordinateg, . . ., ng in the plane, in such a way
Image Zan.2)| = 22'(2n+2)1 [ 220 22 loe2n+2) that the first pair (with coordinate® andn,) forms the first
qubit, the second pair (with coordinates andng) - the sec-
ond qubit and the last two qubits with coordinatgsandng
| PG| /|Imageon 2| O 22n*+n—(2n+2)logy(2n+2) 22n2’ form the_ inert pair as shown in Figl 9 Withoqt restriction of
generality we could choose to work in the spinor representa-
so that the logarithm of this ratio still grows quadratigalith  tion S, with positive total parity because, as shown in Bef.
n. both inequivalent spinor representati@sof the braid group
It is not difficult to see which gates are missing, i.e., which %z, » are computationally equivalent. The two-qubit compu-
are the Clifford gates that cannot be implemented by brgidin tational basis in the spinor representatincan be written in

and therefore the leading term in the ratio is



13

correlation functions as
&€& = €eeg,

qubit 1 qubit 2 inert pair |00y = (0.0, 0.0, 0.0;)

O o o |0y = (0,0-0.0,0.0)
! =

mom, 1, s 7 10" = {0v04 010040

11

FIG. 9: Two-qubits configurations in terms of 6 Ising quasiisacor- Obviously the basi§{36) could be obtained from the b&sis (44
responding to the positive-parity representation of thedogroup by the action of the transformation matrix

(0y0- 0,0- 0,04). (46)

Be.
1000
terms of Ising-model correlation functions as AP — 8 2 g') 8 = SWAP. 47
|00> = <O'+O'+ 0,04 O'+O'+> 0001
01) = (0.0 0,0-0.0) which simply means that the basés](44) and (46) describe
|10) = (0,0- 0404 0,0-) equivalent representations of the braid grotig
111) = (0,0 0,0 0,.0,). (44) The question whether the SWAP gate is implementable by
braiding is equivalent to that if the product
Now, let us try to swap the two qubits by simply exchanging Usgoio A?) =i diag1,1,1, 1),

the two pairs comprising the qubits. This could be done by
the following braid transformation (see Reffor the explicit ~ which is (up to phase) equal to the ControlEdyate, is ex-

form of the braid matrices in this basis) pressible in terms of the braid-group generators. Indesdgu
the explicit form of the generators from Ref] 11, we could-eas
100 0O ily check that
0010 -1
U2 L, =REIREIREDIREY - | 010 0| @ RETRET (Rgﬂ) = diag1,1,1,~1) = CZ,
000-1 which constructively proves that the two-qubit CZ and SWAP

gates (hence, all Clifford gates for two qubits) are effidien
The resulting unitary transformation has one extra minus omealizable by braiding of Ising anyons.
the last row as compared to the standard SWAPqate skip
the global phas8. This is, however, natural because this mi-
nus sign appears in front of the stald) that is the state in VIIl. CONCLUSION
which both Ising anyon pairs &1, 12) and at(ns, n4) share
Majorana fermions and therefore exchanging the two qubits |n this paper we have demonstrated that the Pauli group in
is equivalent (especially after fusinp — n2 andns — n4)  the Ising-anyon topological quantum computer exactly coin
to the exchange of two fermions which certainly produces aides with the image of the monodromy group. Therefore, all
minus sign. This raises the reasonable question whether thfjantum gates that can be implemented by braiding of Ising
SWAP gates is at all realizable by braiding. anyons are Clifford gates that stabilize the Pauli group- An
On the other hand, we could have chosen a different basialyzing the structure of the Clifford group forqubits and
of Ising o fields to represent two qubits, e.g., the first paircomparing to the structure of the braid-group representai
(with coordinates); andn,) forms the second qubit, while the Ising model, we conclude that not all Clifford gates coul
the second pair (with coordinatgg and ) forms the first  in general be realized by braiding in this model. The gatas th
qubit and the last two qubits with coordinatgsandne form  are missing are the embeddings of the two-qubit SWAP gate
the inert pair again as shown in Figl]10. Then the two-qubiinto an-qubit Ising systems. Thus, not only the Ising-anyon
topological quantum computer is not universal for topologi
cal quantum computation but even the entire Clifford graup i

8% = §668 notimplementable by braiding. Nevertheless, the braa:gr

qubit 2 qubit 1 inert pair representation of the Ising TQC contains all of the entagli
O o O gates that could be used to analyze topological entangemen
and topological protection of qubits and quantum operation
771 772 773 774 775 776
FIG. 10: Two-qubits configurations corresponding to theitp@s Acknowledgments
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APPENDIX A: ORDER OF THE SYMPLECTIC GROUP

14

e Starting point is the representation of the Clifford alge-

bra in terms of the/j("”). According to [6) we define

operatorsR; which act on#"*"*! where# = C2.

The subspace of#®"*1 of positive parity, i.e. the lin-
ear span of the set

{|X1.. - Xn41) I X1 D+ D Xnp1 =0},

will be denoted byt We will identify 7"

Following Ref28 we could find the order of the symplec- with 7" via the correspondence

tic group Spn(q) over the fieldFq by counting the number
of different ways to chose a symplectic basis, that we shall
order as{ey,...,en; f1,..., fn}, Of the vector spacé‘g”, ie.,

the bilinear form in this basis isg, fi) = 1 = —(fj,&) and
(&,fj) =0=(fj,g)fori#]j.

1. Choose;: Any non-zero vector ir}Fg” could be chosen
ase;. The number of vectors ifig" is g*" so that the
number of non-zero vectors ie#= g*" — 1.

[X1...Xn2) <> [X1...Xn)

wherezis chosen such that the left hand side is an ele-
ment of 25" e z=x @ - © Xn.

e Finally, the action of thé{jr oNn|Xy...%n) € #“"is ob-
tained by applyin@; to |x1...X,2) and calculating the
corresponding vector iZ*". Note that this step is
only well-defined, becaud®; is reducible with respect

i to the d iti entl _ spentl ontl
2. Choosefy: The vectorf; might be chosen among the 0 the decompositior?” A @ A"

vectors which are not orthogonal ép. The dimension
of the subspacév € ]Fé"|(v, er) :.0} is2n—1 (atthis  gectiorTI.

point we could th'”kzc’fel as being an element of an  Now, instead of focusing on the correspondence between
orthonormal basis afg") so that the number of the or-  pasis vectors, we will concentrate on the correspondence be
thogonal vectors ig?" 1. tween the Pauli groups associated wit®" and #%"1,

The operators

The last two steps describe the action of the projedﬁ@hin

3. The number of vectors which are not orthogonatto

is thusg® — ¢ = (g— 1)g*"* and all they come in K _ _
scalar multiples such a$;, 2f1,..., (q—1)fy, so that T =le1@0j@lh k@01 [y (B1)
the number of different choices fdy is #f; = g?" 1. if j 3 and
4, Therefore the number of different choicespff; is 0
T =k 100301 «®I [+, (B2)

#ey, f1} = (= 1)g”" *.
where we denote by, the restriction to##”""1, are essen-
5. The rest of the space, which is spanned by the basisally the Pauli operators os#“". This follows from the fact
vectors{ey, ..., en; fz,..., fa} is the vector spacEZ™ ?  that these operators are also reducible with respect toethe d
of dimension 2n— 1) so we can apply again the above composition#“"t = 72" 1 g "1 which allows us to
result to obtain calculate their action og#”®" just like we do for theRJ-+.

#{e, f2} = (FD —1)gn-D-1 Since bothR; andRJ?r are Clifford unitaries in their respec-

. . .. . . _(k)
(after{e, f1} have been chosen). tive domains, it is easy to determine the actiorRpfon T,

according to the following commutative diagram
6. Induction: continuing in this way we finally obtain n
(K
L e ®ROTRT = [
Spn(a)| = [] (6@ — 1)t =0" |'|1(q2J -1). (A1) =
j=n} =
l )

Applying Eq. [Al) forq = 2 we obtain Eq.[(26). .
R*Uj(k)aén+1)Rl I N rlo-(? I

r=

APPENDIX B: ISING BRAIDING GATESASSYMPLECTIC

TRANSFORMATIONS where we have used the short hand notation

)

(k) _ ,
We will determine the symplectic matrices corresponding O =l1®0i@ln k.
to the Ising model exchange matrices via relatiod (15). To nel

(n+1) ;
this end we first phrase the Ising model quantum compute’?lOte that theo, in the lower left corner depends on the

abstractly in three steps: Gj(k), we haved =1if j=1,2andd =0if j =0,3.



The action of the operator®; on Pauli operators is

equivalent! to the following Clifford unitaries

10
Ryi 1~P=
At [Oi]

sz ~R=

1
10
V2|0

I

gy —02 , O — 01

R R
Rl—0oR0 , 0Rl—mxI
oo S meo; , 1oo-—sloao

It is straightforward to determine the action of tRg for all
j=1,...,2n—1. Since the correspondirig do not effect
qubitn+ 1 we get non-trivial relations only for qubitisand

j+1
R, 1) ) RO B ()
Ryt ey ) )
o B P O S

The action of the last two operators can be calculated by uti-

lizing
o™ =11, .

It follows that

which can be verified as follows

% (K « (K +1
(anﬂ) Ti )R§n+1 = (anﬂ) Gi )Gl(n )R;nJrl [+
K % (N+1
= 01( )(Rgnﬂ) 01( >R§n+1 [+
_ Ul(k)02(n+1) »
(k) _(n+1)

= 0, 0y I+ I+
_ Ul(k)az(nH) U§9n+1 I

k—1 —k
= 0" '@oeoy" ‘o |+
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and similarly forrgq. The relations foR},, can be calculated
in the same way, but we will skip the proof and give only the
result. Ifk < n—1we have

N

Ték) Rﬂ _ < |—| Tér)> Tik)Tin)
r#£k,n

The cas&k = n gives
(m) Rnig ()

O 1

+ n
Tik) Ranig I_l rér) .
r=

From these equations we can read off the corresponding sym-
plectic matrices

Ii-y] O 0
Si1= 0
0 0 |Txm-i

forl1<2i—1<2n-1and

Ipi-1 0 0

R O Rk
o o r o
=)
» o oo
o

0 0 Ipn-i-1)

for 1 < 2i < 2n- 2. The last two matrices read

011 1]...]0 1
1011 Jo1
1 1o 1| Jo 1
Sn=| 1110 o1
111 1|11
| 0 o]0 1)
[0 11 1|1 2. ]
10[1 1|11
1 1lo 1|1 1],
Spnip— |1 11011
1 1[1 1]o 1
11[1 1|1 0
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APPENDIX C: FAITHFULNESSOF THE which changes between both bases. The new symplectic ma-
REPRESENTATION OF THE PERMUTATION GROUP tricesSj =T.S;-Tare
In this appendix we will use the symplectic description of Ii_y| O 0
the braid generators given in Appendix B to prove that the ~ 01
equivalence classes (i.e., the cosets of the monodromy sub- Si-1= 0 10 0
group) of the elementary braid generators are all diffeaenit 0 0 | Ty

hence they form a faithful representation of the symmetric

group. According to sectidnlV we have the relation forl<2i—1<2n—1

Image #on:2)/Image.#zn12) C Spn(2) Ii 1] 0 0
and therefore the advantage of the symplectic descripsion i S = o |°%1 0
that symplectic matrices already describe classes of ibgaid 10
operators with respect to the equivalence relation in wivich 0 0 |Ipn-i)-1

elements are equivalent if they differ by a monodromy trans- _
formation only and therefore it is natural to compare thesdor 1 < 2i <2n—2and the last two are
matrices directly.

Recall that a representation of the permutation gratip, »
is by definition generated byn2- 1 matrices

o o o R
o o r o
o r oo
» O o o
o oo ©°
[ = =

S, 1<j<2n+1 Sn=

satisfying the relations

o
o
o
o
=
=

LO 00O i
SiSi+1S) = Sj+15iSj+1,
SS = S8, |k—il>1 _ _
(SJ')ZZ]I 0 11 1|1 1].
10[1 1|11
and this representation is faithful if and only if each geter 3 1110 111 1}.
Sj is independent from the others with respect to the group Snpp= |1 11011
multiplication. We denote the elementary generators of the 111101
abstract group”on 2 by 1. Itis understood that eac) rep- 111110
resentsr;.

It is easy to see that the matric€g that we derived in - -
Appendix[B, indeed satisfy the above relations. To further,
analyze the representation given by §&t is convenient to
change the basis in the symplectic space according to

t is now obvious that théj for j=1,....2n— 1 represent
elementary transpositions. Moreover, it is clear tBatcan
never be constructed solely from tSpfor ji=1...,2n—1
because of its non-trivial last column. Therefore the ofpesa
(\0’ o ’0,’ 1,0, \0’ o ’0,) - (\0’ o ’0,’ 1,0, \1’ P 1,) §l, ... ,§2n generate a faithful representation. @y ;.
2i 2(n—i—1) 2i 2(n—i—1) If n=1 the two 2x 2 matricesS; andS; coincide, hence
we get a faithful representation of3. However, forn > 2
a simple argument shows thét, 1 is independent from alll

(,...,0,0,1,0,...,0) — (0,...,0,0,1,1,...,1). otherS;. Indeed, suppose there is a way of writiBg.1 as a
% 2n-i—1) Ji 2n-i-1) product of theS; with j < 2n
To obtain the matriceS; in this new basis we have to multiply Soni1=Suy e S, 1<a<2n.

them from both sides with the (self-inverse o) matrix ) ) _
The right hand side corresponds to a permutaticn.%n 2

whose expression in elementary group generatpreads

10l00|...loo

0o1/00 |oo

11/1 0] |oo TT=Tay - T -
T—|1101] Joo

Alternatively, the elemenir can always be written as

m= TE |, as, B <2n—1.
11111 01 (I:lnbs) 2”(U B[) SB[

-
-
=
-
-
o




Therefore we also have the relation
Fnia= (1]8) 80 (%)
S t

Now observe that multiplyingz, with S;'s with j < 2n—1
simply exchanges rows and columnsSx,. The number of
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1's in S, is left unchanged by exchanging rows or columns.
Therefore, it is obvious thén, 1 cannot be constructed like
that fromSy,, because the number of 1's of both matrices dif-
fers. Hence, we have shown that the representation of the per
mutation group¥zn. » is faithful for alln > 2.
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