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Abstract

We study a generalization of Kitaev’s abelian toric code model defined
on CW complexes. In this model qudits are attached to n dimensional cells
and the interaction is given by generalized star and plaquette operators.
These are defined in terms of coboundary and boundary maps in the
locally finite cellular cochain complex and the cellular chain complex.
We find that the set of frustration free ground states and the types of
charges carried by certain localized excitations depend only on the proper
homotopy type of the CW complex. As an application we show that
the homological product of a CSS code with the infinite toric code has
excitations with abelian anyonic statistics.

1 Introduction

Generalizations of Kitaev’s toric code [I] to spaces of higher dimension appear
in many contexts. Ref. [2] makes use of discretizations of Riemannian manifolds
in order to translate results in systolic geometry to a construction of quantum
LDPC codes with distance growing faster than the square root of the block
length. The authors of ref. [3] approach problems in quantum complexity theory
using a variant of the model on certain cell complexes. They also reformulate
hypergraph product codes as homological codes constructed from products of
chain complexes, which are in turn used in ref. [4] to prove the existence of
good CSS codes having stabilizer weights bounded by the square root of the
block length. In that paper it is pointed out that the homological product of
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the toric code with some fixed code might exhibit anyonic excitations. Other
examples include the 4D toric code [5] and a 3D candidate for self-correcting
quantum memory [6].

The essential features of all these modeld] can be summarized as follows.
First, one takes a CW complex and puts qudits on its n-cells for some fixed
n € N. For each n — 1-cell we form an X-type stabilizer from its coboundary
and for each n + 1-cell we form a Z-type stabilizer from its boundary. These
stabilizers commute and generate the stabilizer subgroup of a CSS code. It is
also possible to introduce a local Hamiltonian acting on the qudits such that its
ground states are exactly the vectors in the code subspace. There is a freedom in
doing this, in this paper we prefer to take the negative of the sum of projections
onto the 1 eigenspaces of the stabilizers.

An important property of Kitaev’s toric code model is that it has excited
states which can be interpreted as collections of anyonic quasiparticles[I]. In
order to study these in a mathematically rigorous way, one needs to formulate
the problem in the framework of local quantum physics [7, 8, [9]. Moreover, since
different charges are then identified with inequivalent representations of the
algebra of observables, it is necessary to consider infinite systems. This is done
for the square lattice on the plane in refs. [I0,[11] 12], where localized excitations
are classified and their braiding properties are derived from first principles.
Under mild additional conditions on the CW complex, the corresponding more
general model can also be discussed in this framework, and this is precisely the
aim of the present paper.

It turns out that many results from the plane can be generalized to the
present setting. There are some crucial differences, though. First of all, in
the plane there is a unique translational invariant ground state, but there are
infinitely many other ground states as well. Here translational invariance does
not make sense, instead we concentrate on those ground states which minimize
each interaction term to get a reasonably small set of states. Second, in the plane
there is a natural selection criterion requiring that charges be transportable and
localized in infinite cones. In general one cannot speak about cones, therefore
we do not know what the “right” selection criterion should be. Finally, in the
plane it is possible to define braiding in a canonical way, but the definition
involves relative orientations of cones, hence it is also not applicable.

The above difficulties prevent us from performing a complete DHR-type
analysis. Instead, we reformulate some known properties and constructions,
invoking the language of algebraic topology, and generalize them to our setting.
This leads to a distinguished class of ground states and low-energy excitations
which depend only on the proper homotopy type of the CW complex.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we briefly state the main
results in an informal way. In section [3] we illustrate the concepts and results
on some special cases, namely, the ferromagnetic Ising model on certain infinite
graphs, the Kitaev model on surfaces, and homological product codes. Section
[ starts the formal treatment by giving a brief introduction to some tools in the

1With the exception of the “single sector theory” of ref. [4].



algebraic topology of non-compact CW complexes. Besides ordinary cellular ho-
mology and cohomology, locally finite cellular (co-)homology and (co-)homology
groups at infinity are covered here as a preparation for later sections. In sec-
tion [{l we introduce our model in the C*-algebraic framework. In section [6] we
classify frustration free ground states. Section [7] generalizes the string operators
of Kitaev’s toric code model to our setting and studies excited states associ-
ated with them. In section [§] we discuss properties of the GNS representations
corresponding to these states. Here we also introduce an invariant which can
tell apart some inequivalent representations. Finally, in section [ we introduce
and calculate a variant of the braiding operators, which can be given the usual
interpretation when the space is plane-like.

2 Results

The model studied in this paper can be described informally as follows (see
section [l for a formal treatment). Given a CW complex E, a natural number
n and a finite group G, we put the Hilbert space £2(G) on each n-cell of E. We
let &; denote the set of i dimensional cells. Cells of various dimensions will be
labelled by the symbols eq, €3, €5, . ... We will make use of the generalised Pauli
operators acting on £2(G) as

X9Nh) =g+ h) and ZX[h) = x(h)[h), (1)

where ¢ € G and x : G — C is an irreducible character. The Hamiltonian
defining the system is

H=- Y As— Y B, (2)

ac€n_1 5€$n+1

where A, and Bg are generalized star and plaquette operators centered at o
and (3, respectively. These are in turn given as

1 1
Aa= D X7 0%) and By = — S 7000, (3)
GT =, G| £~
X€G

where the notation X® for an n-chain a means the product of X9 operators
acting at the site ¢ when there is a term ge, in a, and similarly for Z-type
operators. 0 and 7 are the boundary and coboundary operators, respectively.

This model admits frustration free ground states (when the system is finite,
every ground state is frustration free). It turns out that the set of frustration
free ground states is in bijection with the set of all states on a C*-algebra 2Aiogical
(see section [A] for details). By analogy with the finite case (relevant in coding),
we interpret these as logical states.

The structure of Ajogical is determined by the nth homology (H,(E; G))
and locally finite cohomology (H[}(E;G)) groups and the canonical pairing
between the two. It has a dense subalgebra with a basis consisting of uni-
taries X9 Z where [a] € HJ(E;G) and [b] € H,(F;G), and they satisfy



(xlalZbly(x1a'1 ZI']) = e2mitba’)(xlata’] ZIb+V])  These properties determine
Alogical essentially uniquely, see Proposition

When H,(E; G) and H[}(E; G) are finite groups, Ajogical is finite dimensional,
and the unitaries above form a basis. In this case 2Ajogical ™ C*® B((C2q) where
c and ¢ are related to the degenerate and nondegenerate parts of the pairing and
satisfy 2297¢ = |H,,(F; G) x H}(E;G)|. For a precise statement, see Theorem
This result means that the logical state can store c classical bits and ¢
qubits of information.

The bijection between frustration free ground states and logical states re-
spects the convex structure. In fact, a frustration free ground state is pure iff
the corresponding logical state is pure (Proposition [6.2]). If we pass to the GNS
representations, we find therefore that irreducible representations correspond to
irreducible ones. Moreover, the GNS representation of a frustration free ground
state is a factor iff the GNS representation of the corresponding logical state
is a factor. This also implies that quasiequivalence of frustration free ground
states is reflected in the quasiequivalence of logical states (Theorem B.T]).

Excited states can be created by composing a frustration free ground state
with an endomorphism of the algebra of observables. Let v be a locally finite
n-chain and 0 an n-cochain. For any finite K C &,, we denote by v and dx their
restrictions to K, i.e. the chain and locally finite cochain obtained by omitting
any term supported outside K. Then an endomorphism can be formed as

Pl A lim ZVe X0 AX 0K 77, (4)
If wp is a frustration free ground state then w(, 5) := wo © p(4,5) Minimizes those
terms in the Hamiltonian which are not centered in the support of 0y and
07§. The increase in energy is precisely the sum of the sizes of these supports.
This construction can also produce ground states that are not frustration free
(Proposition [T5]).

In the planar Kitaev model anyonic excitations are described by GNS rep-
resentations which are equivalent to the ground state when restricted to the
complement of an infinite cone. For an arbitrary space we do not know what
the “right” generalisation of this selection criterion is, but states of the form
W(,5) With [supp dv| < oo, | supp 07'6] < co seem to be the closest analogues of
such states, therefore we will call them localized states. In this case v and § can
be thought of as representatives of homology and cohomology classes at infinity.
Interestingly, the equivalence class of the GNS representation only depends on
the classes [7]® € H® ,(E;G) and [0]o € H™(E;G) (Proposition §2).

In the other direction, for these states it is possible to introduce an invariant
in the form of a unitary representation of H°(E; Q) x H” ' (E; @) in the center
of the GNS representation. For [c]o, € H '(E;G) and [d]™ € H®(E;G) the
representing operator is defined as

Po([d®,[deo) == lim m, (XBT(chK,)Za(ddeJr)) , (5)
K+—En+1
where the limit is understood in the strong operator topology (see Theorem
BA). We call B, the polarization of the state.



The definition of P, makes sense for states that are close to a frustration
free ground state when restricted to a sufficiently distant compact contractible
region (Definition B3). If [y]* € H® (E;G) and [6]o € H? (FE;G) then the
polarization of w’ = w o p(, 45y is isomorphic to P, ® V{, ;) where V(, 5 is one
dimensional and ([d]*, [¢]s ) acts as e2 (7 [clec) +{d]™.[0])) (Proposition ).

When [y]*° = [7]*° and [§]co = [0']ec holds, one can find an n-chain 4, a
locally finite n-cochain 5, a locally finite n 4 1-chain p and an n — 1-cochain ¢
such that 7/ = v — 4 + dp and & = § — 6 + 8T¢. Using these is it possible to
construct a net in (the GNS representation of ) the observable algebra converging
to a unitary intertwiner (or charge transporter) between p(, 5y and p(,+ 5+ in the
strong operator topology (Proposition @.T]).

Crucially, if we apply an endomorphism corresponding to a localized exci-
tation to every element in this net, the result will still converge. This makes it
possible to define braiding operations using such nets. However, the braiding
operator will in general depend on the choice of 7, 5, D, q (see Propositions

and [@.3)).

3 Examples

3.1 Ferromagnetic Ising model

As the first example we consider the ferromagnetic Ising model with nearest
neighbour interactions on a locally finite graph (i.e. a 1-cell joining each pair
of neighbouring 0-cells) with ¢ < oo components and finitely many ends (see
Figure [Ml). This corresponds to taking n = 0 and G = ZQE Then we find
that Ho(FE;Zz) is a vector space over Zs with a basis corresponding to the
set of connected compontents. On the other hand, dimgz, H}(E;Z2) = co is
the number of finite components. The pairing is nondegenerate on the finite
components, therefore jogical > C* " B((CQCO) . In other words, the ground
states can store one qubit for each finite component and one classical bit for
each infinite component. It follows that quasiequivalence-classes of frustration
free factor ground states are classified by finite bit strings of length ¢ — .

Since H™(F;Z2) = 0, there are no Z-type excitations. On the other
hand, HY (E;Zs) is nontrivial when there are infinite components. In this
case dimg, (E; Z2) is the number of ends of the graph. A charged sector may be
constructed as follows. Take a finite part K of E such that its complement has
dimg, (E; Z2) connected components. For each such component there is an endo-
morphism of type X flipping all the spins in that component. This corresponds
to the formal sum § of all the vertices in the component. The coboundary 97§
can only contain edges joining a vertex inside K with one outside K, and the
number of such edges is finite.

HE®(E;Zs) is isomorphic to HY (F;Zs). With K as above, in each compo-
nent of its complement we can pick a semi-infinite path. The formal sum of

2We identify Zg with its dual using the ring multiplication and the map Z4 < Q/Z sending
1 to (the equivalence class of) 1/d.



Figure 1: The ferromagnetic Ising model can be defined on any locally finite
graph. The dashed lines indicate that in this example the graph extends to
infinity in four directions or, more formally, it has four ends.

its edges represents a 0-homology class at infinity. For this representative the
boundary consists of a single point in the component in question, therefore the
pairing with the cohomology class at infinity corresponding to that component
gives 1/2, while with other components we get 0.

Suppose that we start from the ground state with all spins pointing in the
“up” direction and then flip all the spins in some component of the complement
of K. Take a semi-infinite path representing a generator of H3°(F;Z2) as above.
The value of the corresponding polarization is therefore €2z = —] or 2™0 = 1
depending on whether the spins are flipped from some point along the path or
not.

The map HY(E;Zs2) — HY (FE;Z2) is described as follows. HY(E;Zs) has
a basis labelled by the components of the graph, the induced map takes finite
components to 0 and each infinite component to the sum of its ends.

3.2 Kitaev model

The second example is Kitaev’s model, where the space is a surface and n = 1.
For simplicity, we take G = Zs, but similar results hold for any finite abelian
group. In the coding theory context one takes a compact orientible surface of
genus ¢ together with some cellular decomposition. In this case the relevant
groups are Hy(E;Zs) ~ Zgg ~ H}(E;Zs) with a nondegenerate pairing, and
one gets Ajogical ™~ B(C%)®29. Since a compact CW complex has finitely many
cells, the inclusion maps induce isomorphisms between the ordinary and locally
finite (co-)homology groups. As a consequence, (co-)homology groups at infinity
vanish and we get one GNS representation up to quasiequivalence. This is
also clear from the C*-algebraic viewpoint, because in this case the algebra of
observables is a full matrix algebra. From the point of view of physics, the
reason is that charged excitations are always created in opposite pairs, hence
the total charge is always trivial.

The situation is different when the surface is noncompact. The simplest
example is R? with the cell structure given by a square lattice (Figure2)), which
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Figure 2: Kitaev’s toric code model on the plane. The CW structure is given by
a rectangular lattice. Examples of star and plaquette operators indicated with
arrows. (n =1)

has been investigated in [I0, 11l 12]. In fact, many of our results are inspired
by these papers. First note that Hy(R?;Zs) ~ H(R% Zs) ~ 0 implies that
Qiogical > C is trivial, therefore there is a unique frustration free ground state.
This state was computed in ref. [I3].

To understand charged states we need to compute the groups HS®(R?, Zs)
and H. (E;Zs). Tt turns out that both are isomorphic to Zz. The nonzero
element of H§®(R?,Zy) is represented by the formal sum of edges along any
semi-infinite path. The boundary of such a representative consists of a single
vertex, which can be interpreted as the location of a charged quasiparticle.
Similarly, the nontrivial element of H1 (R?;Zs) can be found using a semi-infinte
dual path. A dual path is a sequence of plaquettes (2-cells) such that consecutive
ones share an edge. The formal sum of the shared edges represents the generator,
its coboundary is supported on the first plaquette.

To compute polarization operators in these excited states we need to find
the nontrivial elements of HY (R? Zs) and H{°(R?;Z3). In the former case it
is given by the sum of all vertices while in the latter case by the sum of all
plaquettes. Given a finite subset K _ of vertices, the sum of all vertices outside
K_ has a finite coboundary, which can be visualized as the set of edges joining
K_ toits complement. It is easier to imagine the situation when K _ has a simple
shape, e.g. the set of vertices in a large circle. In this case the coboundary is a
dual path encircling the points inside, therefore it detects a semi-infinite path
(i.e. picks up a factor of —1) iff its endpoint lies within the circle. As K_ grows,
eventually any point will be inside, therefore the corresponding operator will
count the total charge carried by Z-type excitations.

Similarly, H{°(R?;Zz) is generated by the class of the sum of all the plaque-
ttes. The sum of plaquettes outside some finite subset K has a finite boundary.
Again, if K is the set of plaquettes in a circle then this boundary is a closed
path and the operator counts the number of X-type excitations inside (mod
2). The total charge is recovered as K grows and eventually contains any
plaquette.



Figure 3: Proper embedding of a non-compact surface obtained by cutting k
holes on a 2-sphere and attaching semi-infinite cylinders. (k = 5)

It is possible to introduce a braiding on the charged sectors, and it turns
out that the quasiparticles are in fact anyons. In our treatment this will follow
from the more general setting discussed in sec.

Slightly more generally, we can consider Kitaev’s model on a noncompact
surface with genus 0 and finitely many ends. To obtain such a surface properly
embedded in R?, we cut k circular holes in the unit sphere and attach copies
of the cylinder S x [0,00) along the boundaries of the holes. We denote this
surface by Xy (Figure B). A CW structure can be given using those on the
sphere and on the cylinder. We remark that ¥, ~ R?, therefore we can get back
the results for the plane as a special case.

One can compute that Hi(3y;Za) ~ Hllf(zk;Zz) ~ Zlg*l and the pairing
between the two is trivial. Indeed, for any cylinder one can take a closed path
(dual path) going around the S' factor. These are nontrivial, since none of
them is the boundary (coboundary) of a finite sum of plaquettes (vertices).
They generate the two groups, but in both cases there is one relation. The sum
of all k£ generators can be realized as the boundary of the sum of plaquettes
(coboundary of the sum of vertices) on the sphere on which we have cut the
holes. Therefore the ground states can store 2k — 2 classical bits.

Charged sectors can again be constructed using semi-infinite paths and dual
paths. This time not all of these are equivalent, since any such path will even-
tually leave every cyilinder but onel3 Taking k paths 41, ..., v, and dual paths
d1,...,0 going to infinity in the corresponding cylinder gives representatives
of independent generators of H§®(Xy;Zs) ~ Z5 and HL (Xk;Zso) ~ 75, respec-
tively.

The existence of inequivalent paths gives rise to an interesting phenomenon.
We may assume that 71,...,7 start at the same point. Choose ¢ # j from
1,...,k and consider the sum ~; 4+ ;. This path is infinite in both directions,
therefore it has empty boundary, but it is not a boundary of any locally finite
2-chain, i.e. it represents a nontrivial element in Hi(Xy;Zy). Therefore if we
create both excitations, then it is not possible to tell the difference by mea-
surements in compact contractible regions. Still, the state changes during this
process, as can be seen using the polarization operators. There is also a phy-
isical picture behind this. Namely, it is possible to apply logical operations by

3Note that we consider paths in the graph theoretic sense and therefore can only cross
the sphere a finite number of times. The situation is different for injective continuous maps
[0,00) — Xk (but not for proper ones).
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Figure 4: An orientable surface with one end and infinite genus. Each hole gives
rise to two of generators of Hi(¥;Zs) and of Hj}(3;Zs).

creating a particle at infinity in one of the cylinders, moving towards the sphere
and then again towards infinity, but along some other cylinder. The same can
be done using dual paths.

Mathematically, this can be understood using the maps Hif(Xy;Z;) —
HE®(Sk; Zo) and HY(Xy;Zs) — HL (Xk;Z2) from the long exact sequences in
eqs. (26) and 8). The groups Hi(Xy;Z2) and H'(X; Z2) are isomorphic to
25! and are generated by the sums ; + v; and J; + §;, respectively.

Finally, let us see how polarization operators look like. To each cylinder
one can associate the element of HY (X;Zs) represented by the sum of its
vertices and the element of H°(X; Zs) represented by the sum of its plaquettes.
Truncating these to the complement of a large finite set of vertices (plaquettes)
and taking the coboundary (boundary) results in a dual path (path) around the
cylinder, and its expected value counts the number of paths (dual paths) in that
cylinder attached to localized excitations (mod 2).

In the examples above, for k& > 1 there are frustration free ground states
which give rise to GNS representations that are not quasiequivalent to each
other. This is related to the classical information stored in the states. Inequiva-
lent representations can arise in a different way for surfaces with infinite genus.
As a simple example consider the surface 3 of a thickened semi-infinite ladder
embedded in R?® (Figure d)). This surface has one end, it is orientable and has
infinite genus. In this case H;(X;Zs) and H[(X;Zs) are isomorphic to the di-
rect sum of countably many copies of Zs, and the pairing between the two is
nondegenerate. Therefore Ajggicar is the tensor product of countably many 2 x 2
matrix algebrasﬂ, which has uncountably many pairwise inequivalent irreducible
representations.

3.3 Homological product codes

The main motivation behind our studies comes from the homological product
code construction. In ref. [4] it was suggested that the homological product of
the toric code with some fixed CSS code might support anyonic quasiparticles
like the toric code itself. Given that the homological product corresponds to
the Cartesian product of the underlying topological spaces, and the product of
a plane with some other (nontrivial) space is no longer a surface, it is natural to

4This can be given a precise meaning as the direct limit of tensor products of an increasing
number of copies.



consider the problem in our framework, possibly with n > 1. Note that a CSS
code does not determine a CW complex uniquely, therefore our starting point
will be a finite (equivalently: compact) CW complex.

For this construction we need the following ingredients: a compact CW
complex F', a natural number n and a finite abelian group G. The space on
which our system lives will be E = F x R? (where R? is equipped with an
arbitrary locally finite CW structure, e.g. the one given by the square lattice),
and we will put a copy of £?(G) on each n-cell. The planar (abelian) Kitaev
model is the special case when F' is a point and n = 1. The problem of finding
frustration free ground states and localized excitations is now reduced to a
problem in algebraic topology: we need to understand various homology and
cohomology groups of E. This can be done using the long exact sequences
(eqs. (26) and (28])). The result is stated in [14, Example 3.10], but for the
calculations we need an explicit description of the group elements, which we
give here.

Since R? is contractible, H;(E; G) ~ H;(F;G) and H (E;G) ~ H(F; G) for
any ¢. There is a canonical isomorphism induced by the homotopy equivalence
E = F x R? — F which is the projection onto the first factor. Its homotopy
inverse is the inclusion F — F x {(0,0)} € EJ

The inclusion of the cellular chain complex into the locally finite cellular
chain complex induces trivial maps on homology. To see this, let f be an i-cycle
on F with G-coefficients and I a semi-infinite path starting at the origin, thought
of as an element in the locally finite chain complex of R? with coefficients in
Z. Then (—1)'f ® T is a locally finite i + 1-chain on E with G-coefficients and
I(-1)ifel)=(-1)0f)@T + f®dl' = f @ OT. Therefore the image of f
is a boundary. The map induced on cohomology groups is also trivial and the
proof is similar.

HY(E; @) is isomorphic to H; o(F;G). If p is the formal sum of all 2-cells
(with the appropriate signs +1 € Z so that dp = 0) and f is an i — 2-cycle
in F with G-coefficients then d(f ® p) = (0f) @ p+ (=1)""2f ® dp = 0, i.e.
f ®pis a locally finite cycle. When f = dg, d(g ® p) = f ® p is a locally
finite boundary, therefore we get a well-defned map H; o(F;G) — H'(E;G).
It can be proved that this is an isomorphism. There is a similar isomorphism
Hi(E;G) ~ H'2(F;G), under which an i — 2-cocycle f of F corresponds to
f ® p with p a single 2-cell of R?.

Now we can describe the logical algebra. For this we need H,(E;G) ~
H,(F;G) and H}}(F;G) ~ H"%(F; Q). The pairing between the two is identi-
cally 0, therefore iogical is commutative. Its dimension is equal to |Hy (F; é)| .
|H"=2(F; ()|, therefore the ground states can store

log, | H,,(F; G)| +log, |H"*(F; G)| (6)

classical bits of information. R _
Next we need the groups H®,(F;G) and H' (E;G). By the long exact
sequence for homology, the induced map H(E; G) — H®, (E; G) is injective

5Here we assume without loss of generality that the origin is a 0-cell.
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and the map H®,(F;G) — H;_1(F;G) is surjective, while their composition
is 0. Actually, H®,(E;G) ~ H(E;G) @ H;_1(E;G). The HY(E;G) part of
H> (E;G) is related to the different logical states (when i = n), therefore
we concentrate on the other summand, which is isomorphic to H;_1(FE; G‘) o~
H; o (F;G).

Let f be an i —1-cycle on F and I a semi-infinite path on R? as before. Then
I(f®T) = (-1)"1f ® I has finite support, therefore v = f @ I' represents
an element of H®,(E;G). If f = dg then f @ T = d(goT) — (-1)ig ®
OT' is the sum of a locally finite boundary and a cycle with finite support,
therefore it is trivial in H2°, (E; G). This gives a well-defined map H; 1 (F; G) —
H (E;G). Similarly, if A is a semi-infinite dual path in R? (more precisely,
the corresponding cochain with coefficients +1 € Z), then the map g — g ® A
induces an injective map H'"'(F;G) = H®(E; Q).

To find the possible charges, we need H>® |(F x R%;,G) ~ H, (F;G) @
H, »(F;G) and H(F x R%;G) ~ H" Y(F;G) ® H"(F;G). The interesting
parts are the summands H,_;(F;G) and H"'(F;G), which give rise to ex-
cited states localized in cone-like regions. Any element from these subgroups
is represented by a locally finite chain (cochain) supported inside any speci-
fied infinite cone and therefore these are localized and transportable. As usual,
the total charge can be detected with polarization operators P([c]*°, [d]~) with
[(]® € HX(FxR?% Q) ~ H, 1(F;G)®H,(F;G) and [d]o, € H Y (FxR?; G) ~
H"Y(F;G)® H"2(F; Q). Here the first summands are related to the charges
considered above, while frustration free ground states can be distinguished using
the second summands.

Since E = F xR? is essentially planar, it is also possible to introduce braiding
operators in a canonical way. We work with the simplified form

E(y1,60),(12,62) ([P2] ) [42] o) = €7 22T 0T ocrHIn ™ azl ) (7)
of the braiding (see eq. ([I24)). Let I';,T's be two semi-infinite paths on R?
and Aj, Ay two semi-inifinite dual paths on R2. If fi, fo are n — 1-cycles on
F with coefficients in G and g1, g2 are n — 1-cocycles on F' with coefficients in
G, then v; := f; ® I'; and §; := g; ® A; represent homology and cohomology
classes at infinity. These can be interpreted as charges labelled by homology
and cohomology classes of F'. We fix the orientations by requiring that edges
in I'; point towards infinity along the path and edges in A; point to the left
when we look in the direction towards infinity. Assume that +;, J; are localized
in infinite cones C; such that a counterclockwise rotation takes Cy to Cj.

We need to find the classes [p2]>°, [g2]ooc Which mean a counterclockwise ro-
tation of the second charge. Let P be the sum of all 2-cells in R? with clockwise
orientation and let @ be the sum of all O-cells in R? with positive orientation
(i.e. the coboundary of a term consists of edges pointing away from the vertex
in question). Then py = (=1)" "1 f@ P and g2 = (—1)" g, ®(Q are the relevant
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(co-)homology classes at infinity. We can calculate the exponent as

([p2]>, [01)00) = (p2, 0" 61) — (Op2, 61)
= (D" P (-1)"g @ " A1) — (0,1 ® A1) (8)
= <P, aTA1> : <f2791> = —<f2791>

and

()™, [@2]o0) = (11,07 q2) — (071, 2)
= (A ol,0) — ()" " fi®dl, (-1)"'geQ) (9)
= —(0I'1,Q) - (f1,92) = —(f1,92),

therefore the phase in the braiding is

e~ 2mi((f2,91)+(f1,92)) (10)

If we started with the opposite ordering, i.e. a clockwise rotation takes Cs to
C1, then we can take pos = g2 = 0. In this case the braiding is the identity as
expected.

The statistics of these excitations is related to the braiding of an endomor-
phism with itself. For the endomorphism p(, sy with v := f®@T' and § :=g® A
as before, we either need to take p = (=1)""'f ® P and ¢ = 0 or p = 0 and
q=(-1)""tg ® Q, therefore the phase factor in the twist is e2milf9),

4 Cellular homology, homology at infinity

In this section we collect some facts on CW complexes and various homology
groups associated with them. The exposition is based on refs. [15] and [I4]. For
the readers’ convenience we recall the definition:

Definition 4.1. A cell complex (or CW complex) E is a topological space
defined inductively as follows. EY is a discrete space, whose points are called
0-cells. For i > 1 let & be an index set and ¢, : S°1 — Ei71 (a € &) a family
of maps. Here we regard S*~! as the boundary of the closed i-ball Df,. The
i-skeleton E’ is formed as (E*' U (|,eg, D%))/ ~ where ~ is the equivalence
relation generated by ¢, (z) ~ x whenever z € S~ ~ 9D’ . The interior e, of
the ball D? in E’ is also called an i-dimensional cell or i-cell.

Finally, we let E be the union (more precisely, direct limit) of the spaces
Et. If E" = E for some n (i.e. the index sets &; are empty for i > n) then the
smallest such n is called the dimension of the cell complex.

For example, a 1-dimensional cell complex is the same as a graph with 0O-cells
as vertices and 1-cells as edges, while surfaces are special 2-dimensional cell
complexes.

For any pair (a, 3) € & x £_1 we can form the map S~ ! — Fi=1 — gi~1
which is the composition of the attaching map ¢, and the map collapsing the
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complement of the i — 1-cell 8 in E*~! to a point. We let d,s denote the degree
of this map (after choosing an orientation for all the appearing spheres). We
will always assume that for each i-cell § the set {a € Ei11]|dap # 0} is finite.
This is necessary for some of the appearing sums to make sense.

Next we introduce various chain complexes. To this end we will fix a finite
abelian group G. We use additive notation for abelian groups, i.e. 0 is the
identity element, ng = g+ g+ --- + g etc. Let G denote the dual of G, i.e.
G = Hom(G, Q/Z), which may also be identified with the set of characters or
equivalence classes of irreducible representations of G. Note that the dual of G
is canonically isomorphic to G.

For each ¢ we let

cl(E;G) =[] & (11)
a€f;
where “If” stands for locally finite. Elements in this group can be thought of as
formal infinite linear combinations of i-cells with coefficients in G and accord-
ingly, we will use the notation xe, when referring to an element of the factor
with index a. The locally finite cellular chain complex of E (with coefficients
in G) is the direct sum

Cl(B;G) =P Cl(E; G (12)
ieN
together with the boundary map 0 : CX(E; G) — CY¥(E; &) which is the homo-
morphism uniquely determined by

8( Z xaea> = Z ( Z dagxa)eﬂ. (13)

a€l; BEEi_1 a€f;

The cellular chain complex of E is the subgroup

Cu(E;G) = P Ci(E; G) < CH(E;G) (14)

ieN

with
Ci(E;G)= PG (15)
a€f;
together with the restriction of 0.

Elements of CY(E;G) are called locally finite (cellular) chains, a cycle is a
chain b such that db = 0 while chains of the form 0d are called boundaries. A
basic property of the chain complex is that 82 = 0. Thus the group of boundaries
is a subgroup of the group of cycles. The quotient group is the locally finite
homology. Note that d is homogeneous of degree —1 (i.e. maps C(FE; G') into
Clt | (F; G)) and therefore locally finite homology groups can be defined for each
degree as

3

HI(B; G) = (kerd 1 CF(B: () /(D(CY, (E: G)). (16)
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Similarly, the homology groups are defnined as
Hi(E;G) = (ker d N Cy(B; Q) /(0(Ciy1 (B3 G))). (17)

Given a chain b = )~ xa€a We define its support as suppb = {a € E|xa #
0}. Note that b belongs to Cs(E; Q) iff | suppb| < co. It is important to realize
that it may happen for some b € CY(FE; é) that 9b € Co(E; G) yet there is no
chain b € Co(E;G) with 8b = ab'.

Next we introduce cochain complexes. For each i we let

C'(B;G) = [] G (18)
a€cé;
Again, we will think of the elements of C(E;G) as formal infinite linear com-
binations of the e, but this time with coefficients from G. As before, we take
C*(E;G) to be the direct sum of the C*(E; Q) for all i € N. We equip C*(E; Q)
with the coboundary map 97 : C*(E;G) — C*(E; G) satisfying

5T( > 9/366) =y > (daﬂgﬁ)ea- (19)
BEE; BEE; a1
Finally, we will make use of the subgroups
Ci(E:G) = P & (20)
a€cé;

of finite linear combinations of i-cells and let C}(E;G) be their direct sum.
With the restriction of &7 this is a chain complex called the locally finite cellular
cochain complex.

We will call an element of C*(E;G) a cochain, a cochain in ker 87 a cocycle
and one in im 87 a coboundary. The support of a cochain a = Y o Gaba is
suppa = {a € €|go # 0}. Similarly as before, we define the locally finite
cohomology groups (with coefficients in G) to be

Hiy(E;G) = (ker 0" N CR(E; G))/ (07 (Ci 1 (E; G))) (21)

and the cohomology groups as
H'(E;G) = (ker 8" N CY(E;G))/ (07 (CTH(E; G)))- (22)
Again, it may happen that 8Ta € C% but there is no o’ € Cf} with 9Ta =

oTa.
There is a canonical map Cy(E; G) x C*(E; G) — Q/Z defined as

> XatarY_98e8) =D Xal(ga) (23)
@ B @

and similarly for CY(E;G) and C%(E;G). In both cases the appearing sum
contains finitely many terms, but in general, it is not possible to extend these
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to a map CY(E;G) x C*(E;G) — Q/Z even though the two maps agree on
Co(E; G) x C8(E;G). The boundary and coboundary maps satisfy (b, d7a) =
(0b, a) whenever at most one of a and b has infinite support. However, it may
happen that | suppa| = |suppb| = oo, |supp d¥a| < oo and |supp db| < oo (in
particular, both sides make sense) but (b, 07a) # (9b,a). As a simple example,
let £ = R with O-cells at each integer point and 1-cells joining 7 and 7 4+ 1 for
i € Z, take G = G = Zy and let a be the sum of points corresponding to the
nonnegative integers and let b be the sum of all the 1-cells. Then 97a is the
1-cell joining —1 and 0, while 9b = 0, therefore (b, 0Ta) = 1/2 but (9b,a) = 0.

Recall that C,(E; G) is regarded as a subspace of C¥(E; G) equipped with
the restricion of the boundary map. In other words the inclusion i : Co(FE; G') —
cH(E; G') is a chain map, i.e. do¢ =i0 0. In general, the homology and lo-
cally finite homology groups (which are homology groups of the respective chain
complexes) are different and accordingly, the map i, : Ho(E;G) — HY(E;G)
induced by ¢ fails to be an isomorphism.

In homological algebra, the standard tools to measure the extent to which a
chain map fails to induce isomorphisms on the homology groups are the algebraic
mapping cone and the associated long exact sequence (see e.g. in [16]). In
general, for a chain map f : Ae — B, we define its algebraic mapping cone
to be the graded abelian group Cy = Ae_1 ® B, where the —1 refers to a
shift in the grading (i.e. C,, = A,_1 ® B,) equipped with the boundary map
d(a,b) = (—0a, f(a) + Ob).

The maps 7 : Be — Co defined as b — (0,b) and s : Co — Aqe_1 given by
(a,b) — —a are chain maps forming a short exact sequence

0 By —+Cy —2> Ay 1 —=0 (24)

while the corresponding long exact sequence for homology groups reads

s H(A) L HL(B) s HL(O) =2 Hyy(A) e (25)
i.e. the connecting homomorphism is equal to f,. R R
Applying this construcion to the inclusion i : Co(E; G) — CY(E; G) results
in the long exact sequence

CHy(B; G) > HY(E; G) —= H® (B;G) —=> H,_1(E;G) -+, (26)
where the groups HS°(E; G') are defined to be the homology groups of the alge-
braic mapping cone of 7 up to a shift in the grading:

Hv?o(Ea é) = H,(Cey1) (27)

with C similarly defined as above. These groups constitute the homology of E
at infinity.

Injectivity of the chain map ¢ implies that the homology at infinity has a
simpler description. Namely, regarding C, (F; G) as a subspace of CIf(E; é) as
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before we can write 9(b,d) = (—9db,b+ dd), therefore a pair (b,d) is a cycle iff
b = —0d. This means that an n-cycle at infinity is essentially a locally finite
(n + 1)-chain with finite boundary, while an n-boundary at infinty is a locally
finite (n + 1)-boundary up to a term of the form (—09b,b) with |suppb| < oco.
We will denote by [b]>° the homology class at infinity represented by (—3db, b)
when | supp 9b| < .

Similarly, one can introduce the cohomology groups of E at infinity, which
fit into the long exact sequence

. H}(E; Q) ~——~ H"(E;G) — HZL(E;G) — H* (E;G) -~ (28)

where the connecting homomorphism is equal to i*.

Again, since CH(E;G) < C*(E;G), we can write 07 (a,c) = (—0%7a,a +
9T¢), therefore an n-cocycle at infinity is essentially an n-cochain with finite
coboundary, and an n-boundary at infinity is an n-boundary up to a term
of the form (—0Ta,a) with |suppa| < co. The cohomology class at infinity
represented by (—9%a,a) will be denoted by [a]s when |supp 8Ta| < co.

For sufficiently nice spaces there is a more topological way to view homology
and cohomology at infinity. Namely, if we define the end space e(F) as the set
of proper maps [0,00) — E with the compact-open topology then the singular
(co-)homology groups of e(E) are the same as (co-)homology groups of E at
infinity. For example dim H{°(F, Q) is the number of path components of e(E),
each of which corresponds to a possible “direction” in which a moving point can
escape to infinity.

It is important to note that while homotopic maps induce the same ho-
momorphisms on homology and cohomology groups, this is not the case for
the locally finite variants and (co-)homology groups at infinity. In fact, not
every continuous map induces such homomorphisms. Instead, we need to re-
strict to proper maps, i.e. those under which the preimage of any compact
set is compact, and proper homotopies, i.e. homotopies between proper maps
which are themselves proper. As a consequence, homotopy equivalent spaces
may have non-isomorphic homology groups at infinity, but the proper homo-
topy type of the space does determine locally finite (co-)homology groups as
well as (co-)homology groups at infinity.

Finally, we introduce a pairing between homology and cohomology groups
at infinity. Let [d]>*° € H°(F;G) and let [a]o € H? (E;G). This means that
de C’,lfH(E;é), a € C"(E;G) and |suppdd| < oo, |suppdTa| < co. Then we
can form the difference

([, alo) := (d, 0" a) — (0d, a) € Q/Z. (29)

In order to see that this does not depend on the representatives, it is enough to
prove that if either (—0d, d) is a boundary at infinity or (=9%a,a) is a cobound-
ary at infinity, the difference is 0. Indeed, if d = 0f + d’ with d' € Cp,41(EF;G)
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then

(d,0%a) — (0d,a) = (0f +d',0%a) — (0(0f +d'), a)

=

= (0f,0%a) + (d',0"a) — (0°f,a) — (0d', a) (30)
= <f7 (aT)2a> + <d/7 aTa> - <62fv a) - <d/7 aTa>

=0

since |supp 0Ta| < oo and |suppd’| < oo. The other case is similar. Therefore
we get a well defined bilinear map H°(F; G) x HL (F; G) — Q/Z.

5 Kitaev model on cell complexes

In this section we will introduce the model we are working with. Since we are
mainly interested in systems with infinitely many sites, we use the C*-algebraic
framework, which we briefly recapitulate (see ref. [I7]). The basic objects in our
context are quasi-local algebras and interactions. For simplicity the local Hilbert
spaces will be the same and finite dimensional. Let S be a set and H a Hilbert
space with dim H < oo. For each finite subset A C S we let Hp ~ HEIA and
when ANA" = 0 we identify Haua with Ha @ Ha. We also let Ay = B(H,a) be
the C*-algebra of bounded operators acting on the corresponding Hilbert space.

In this way for each pair A; C Ay C S of finite subsets one can define an
inclusion Ap, < Ay, by A — A®idy, ,,. These maps form a direct system (in
the category of C*-algebras), the direct limit of which is called the quasi-local
algebra and will be denoted 2. Its elements are called (quasi-local) observables.

This object comes equipped with injective homomorphisms 2, — 2 and
we will henceforth identify the algebras 244 with their images in 2. It is then
true that the union of the subalgebras Ay for all finite subsets A is dense in
2. Elements in this dense subset (in fact, subalgebra) are called local, and the
support of a local observable A (denoted by supp A) is the smallest A (with
respect to set containment) such that A € A,.

Similarly, for any subset S’ C S we define the subalgebra g/ as the closure
of the union of the subalgebras A, with A C S’ finite.

Later we will encounter families of points in topological spaces indexed by
finite subsets of an infinite set. Since the set of finite subsets is a directed set
ordered by inclusion, these families are actually nets. We will use the notation
limp_, g to refer to limits of such nets. We will use the fact that if the topological
space in question is a complete metric space then Cauchy nets converge.

In the case of infinite systems it is no longer possible to specify a general time
evolution in terms of a Hamiltonian generating a 1-parameter group of unitaries,
but instead we need to deal with a 1-parameter group of automorphisms of 2.
One way to construct such evolutions is to consider local Hamiltonians defined
in terms of interactions as follows. To each finite subset A C S we take a
self-adjoint element ®, in Ap then let

Hy = Z (Y (31)

A'CA
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and for A € A, we define

5(A) = limy i[Ha, A), (32)

where the limit is taken over the set of finite subsets of S ordered by inclu-
sion. Under certain conditions on the interaction terms ®,, the closure of this
operator generates an action a; of R on 2.

Recall that Kitaev’s toric code model is defined on qubits living on the edges
(1-cells) of a graph drawn on a surface. Generalising this idea, we consider cells
of arbitrary dimension instead of 1-cells. Correspondingly, the role of the surface
will be played by a cell complex.

In what follows we fix a finite abelian group G and a finite dimensional cell
complex F satisfying the assumption above. The index set parametrizing the
cells of dimension 4 will be denoted by &; and we let £ = | |, & be their disjoint
union. This will be the set of sites in our system. The Hilbert space at each
site will be H = ¢*(G) (with orthonormal basis {|g)}sec). We let 2 be the
corresponding quasi-local algebra. For A € B(H) we use the notation (A), to
refer to the corresponding operator acting at the site .

The interaction will be given in terms of generalised Pauli matrices. We let
these act on |h) € H as

X9Nh) = |g+ h) and ZX[h) = x(h) [h), (33)

where g € G and x : G — C is an irreducible character. Note that both types
of operators are unitary. Next we take tensor products of these to define local
operators corresponding to chains and cochains. For b = )" xa€a € Co(E; G)

we let
7" = 1[(2*)a (34)
acl

and for a =) ga€a € CH(E;G) we let

X =T (x%)a. (35)

acl

Note that since X = Z° = I (with 0 the neutral element and the trivial
character) in the tensor products above only finitely many non-identity factors
are present and hence we get well-defined elements in the local algebra. In fact,
supp X = supp a and supp Z° = supp b.

It is easy to see that scalar multiples of operators of the form X?Z? form a
group and that both a — X® and b — Z° are group homomorphisms. Moreover,
they satisfy the following commutation relations:

XoXY = X¥ X0 = Xt (36a)
Z0 7Y = 7V 7b = ZbV (36D)
X0zt = e2mitbe) gh x e, (36¢)
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Figure 5: Left: A CW structure on the disk. Supports of the star operator
A, and the plaquette operator Bg are marked with arrows. Here n = 1, «a is
a O-chain (vertex) and S is a 2-chain (face). Right: A three dimensional CW
complex. Supports of a generalised star operator (bottom) and a generalised
plaquette operator (top) highlighted in the n = 2 case.

Finally, the interaction terms will be higher dimensional analogues of the
star and plaquette-operators (see Figure[l). For each a, § € £ we let

1 T 1
Ay ==Y X2 ) and Bg = — Y Z9%xes) (37)
G| q; e Z
K xeG

and for a finite subset A C £ we let

Hy=—- > Aa— > Bp (38)

act BeE
supp Aq CA supp BgCA

be the local Hamiltonian.

It follows from the commutation relations that the terms appearing in the
Hamiltonian commute with each other. Indeed, for any ¢ € C%(E;G) and
d € Cy(E; G) we have

x0Tez0d _ —2mi(0d,07c) 70d x0T e _ ,—2mi(0%d,c) 70d x0T e _ ZaanTc’ (39)

therefore each term in A, commutes with each term in Bg.

When G = Z4 our X and Z operators specialize to the usual qudit Pauli
matrices and tensor products of their powers. In the d = 2 case these are
proportional to the spin observables of a spin-% particle.

Note that while a derivation ¢ : 2l — 2 as above may always be defined
using our interaction, it may or may not generate a time evolution depending
on the structure of E. As an important example, if both |supp d(xes)| and
| supp 97 (geq )| is bounded then a time evolution exists [18, Proposition 6.2.3].

The set &€ of sites is partitioned into subsets according to the dimensions of
the cells in the cell complex. The definition makes it clear that the local Hamil-
tonians do not introduce any interaction between cells of different dimension.
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This implies that our system is in fact composed of independent subsystems,
and hence it is enough to analyze them separately. Mathematically, 2 is the
tensor productﬁ of the (¢, and the local Hamiltonians Hy with A C &; generate
separate commuting time evolutions agi) such that oy = ago) e agdim B),
For this reason we will single out one of the subsystems and modify the model
accordingly. This means that our model now depends on a cell complex F, a
finite abelian group G and a number n € N, the C*-algebra is the quasi-local

algebra 2 := ¢, and the time evolution is generated by the local Hamiltonians

Hy=- Y  Aa— Y Bg (40)

a€€n_1 BEEn+1
supp Ao CA supp BgCA

O -

6 Ground states

In this section we determine the set of frustration free ground states. In general,
there exist ground states which do not have this property, but we do not have
a complete classification of them. In a recent preprint by Cha, Naaijkens and
Nachtergaele [19], all ground states of the planar model have been classified. We
believe that their method can be adapted to our more general model as well.

Recall that a state on a C*-algebra 2 is a linear functional w : 2 — C which
is positive, i.e. w(A*A) > 0 for all A € A and normalized, i.e. |w| =1. If A
is unital (as in our case), the second condition may be replaced with w(I) =1
where [ is the unit.

Given a time evolution a; with generator ¢, ground states are defined to be
states such that —iw(A*§(A)) > 0 for all finite A and A € A, (and hence for
any A in the domain of ) [18].

We will make use of the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1. Let 2 be a unital C*-algebra, w : A — C a state and U € A a
unitary element, i.e. UU* = U*U = I. Then for any Y € 2 the inequalities

w@)w(Y) —w(UY)] < V1 - |wU)RVw(¥Y) (41)

and

w(Y)w(U) —w(YU)| < V1~ |wU)PVw(Y*Y) (42)
hold. In particular, if |w(U)| =1 then w(U)w(Y) =w(UY) = w(YU).
Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have
w(@w(Y) = w(UY)]* = w((@(@)I - U)Y)[*
< w((@(U)] = UY @(U)] — U))w(Y"Y)

; il (43)
=w(w@O|* T+ I -wO)U" —w(U)U)w(YY)
= (1 - w@)w("Y).
The proof of the other inequality is similar. o

6The algebras 2g, are nuclear (being direct limits of finite dimensional algebras), hence
they have a unique tensor product.
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This lemma plays a similar role as Lemma 2.1 in ref. [10] (proved in [13]).
In the G = Z5 case either lemma can be used since the qubit X and Z operators
are both unitary and selfadjoint.

Consider the operators X7 ¢ and Z% for each ¢ € C Y (F;G) and d €
On+1(E;G). As noted earlier, these operators commute and the interaction
terms are linear combinations of them. Moreover, such operators form a group
under multiplication, therefore the closure of the subspace spanned by them
is a C*-subalgebra 2xz of 2. Let w : Axz — C be the linear functional
determined by w(X ey 9d) = 1. Here existence is guaranteed by the fact that
such operators are linearly independent. It is easy to verify that w is in fact a
statel] Clearly, a frustration free ground state is a state whose restriction to
QlXZ is w.

w can be extended to a state wy on 2. Using the lemma above one can see
that for any local observable A € Ay

—iwo(A*6(A)) = Y ﬁz(wo(A*AX8T<98a>)_wo(A*X8T<98a>A))

ac€n 1 geG
1 * d(xeg) * r70(xep)
+ 3 FIZ(WO(A AZOXeR)) _ yo(A*Z XBA))
BEEn11 xeG

= > [wo(474) —wo A*ﬁZxﬁT(qeam

a€lp_1 e

1
+ Y | wo(4"4) —wp A*@Zza(w)A >0
BEEn+1 Xeé
(44)

since for any projection P we have wo(A*(I—P)A) > 0. Therefore any extension
wop is a ground state.

We would like to see how much freedom is there in the choice of wg. Let a €
Cl(E; @) and b € C,,(E; @) and consider the product X®Z®. Such observables
form a basis of the algebra of local observables, which is dense in 2, therefore
wo is completely determined by the values wo(X?Z?). First note that for any
cE Cﬁfl(E ;1 G)

wo(X°Z%) = wy(X0 e x 2 x ")
_ 6727ri(b,8Tc)wO(XBTchXfaTch) (45)
_ e—27ri(6b,c)w0(XaZb)

TUse the fact that (X0 a1.2001)x(x0 a2 z0b2) = x07 (a2—a1) 78(b2=b1)
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by Lemma and similarly, for any d € Cp,41(E; Q)
OJQ(XaZb) — wo(Zaanzbzfad)
— e27ri<8d,a>w0 (XaZ(?deZ—Bd) (46)
— eQﬂi(d,BTa)wo(XaZb>,

therefore wo(X*Z%) = 0 unless 97a = 0 and 9b = 0.

The closure of the linear span of the elements X*Z° with 07a = 0 and
0b = 0 is the same as the commutant of A xz. Frustration free ground states
are therefore in one-to-one correspondence with those states on 2%, which

restrict to w on Axz. .
Let c € Cf 1 (E;G) and d € Cp1(E; G). Then

wo(XZ) = wo(X "X 20 200) = wy (X 0" e gb+od) (47)

using Lemma again. Therefore when 07a = 0 and 9b = 0 then wy(X2Z?)
depends only on the homology class represented by b and the locally finite
cohomology class represented by a. Let J denote the closure of the subspace
spanned by elements of the form X227 — Xa+9"czb+0d where 97q = 0 and
0b = 0. Then J is a closed two-sided ideal in A% ,. Let p: Ay, — A, /J be
the quotient map.

If &:2A%,/J — Cis a state then @ o p is a state on 2 ,. Moreover, since
I—X9"¢z9d ¢ J we have 1 = (@op)(I) = (@ Op)(XaTCZad)7 i.e. @op extends
to a frustration free ground state wg. Conversely, if wy restricts to w on Axz
then it is identically 0 on J and therefore determines a state @ on A% ,/J. It
is not difficult to see that the two constructions are inverses of each other and
hence give a bijection between the set of frustration free ground states on 2 and
the set of states on Ay, /J.

In the usual CSS code setting 2 is finite dimensional, therefore every ground
state is frustration free and these correspond to vectors in the code subspace and
their mixtures. These vectors represent the possible pure logical states encoded
in a larger Hilbert space. By analogy, we may interpret states on A’ ,/J as the
logical states and Aiogical := A ,/J as the algebra of logical observables.

Under the bijection above pure states correspond to pure ones:

Proposition 6.2. A state @ : Aiogical = C is pure iff the extension wy : A — C
of wop: WAy, — C is pure.

Proof. If @ is mixed then it can be written as Ay + (1 — )@ for some A € (0, 1)
and states &1 # @2. Composing both sides with p from the right and then taking
the unique extensions to 2 gives a nontrivial convex decomposition of wy.

In the other direction, if wy is mixed then it can be written as Aw; + (1 —\)ws
for some X € (0, 1) and states wy # we. We claim that these states must also be
frustration free. Indeed, since X 9%e z0d g unitary for any c, d, the inequality
|wi(X9"¢Z94)| < 1 must hold for i = 1,2. But

Owr + (1 — Nws) (X9 ¢ 204) = (X" ez290) = 1, (48)
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and this is only possible if wy (X9 ¢Z97) = w, (X9 cZ9) = 1. O

To shed more light on the structure of the logical C*-algebra Alogical, let
us note first that the products X*Z% with 0Ta = 0, 9b = 0 form a basis of
a dense subalgebra in 2xz. By the definition of J, it follows that two such
products X°Z% and X o 7V are mapped to the same element in the quotient iff
a — da' is a boundary in C, (F; G) and b — b’ is a locally finite coboundary in
CH(E;G), i.e. iff a and o’ represent the same homology class [a] and similarly,
b and b’ represent the same locally finite cohomology class [b]. Let us denote
the corresponding element in Ajogical by X la] Z10], Clearly, the set

{x11Z0)|[a] € H,(E; ) and [b] € H}}(E; G)} (49)

is linearly independent. Scalar multiples of its elements form a group under
multiplication and generate a dense subalgebra. It is easy to work out the
multiplication table using eq. (Ba):

(xlelZ0ly(x 11 Z [Ty = g2miba’) xlal+[o] 7B+ (50)

which is well defined since the pairing between C,,(F; G) and Cjt(E; G) descends
to a bilinear map H,(E;G) x H}(E;G) — Q/Z (e.g. (b,d¢c) = (db,c) = 0if b
is a cycle).

Suppose that K < H,(E;G) x Hj}(E;G) is a subgroup. Then the closure
of the linear span of {X[4Z1|([a],[b]) € K} is a C*-subalgebra of dimension
|K|. Since the order of any element in H,(E;G) and Hj(E;G) is finite, their
product can be written as the union of its finite subgroups. In this way we can
find a net of subalgebras of Ajogical With dense union. One such net is indexed
by finite subgroups K as above, and therefore jogical can be identified with the
direct limit of this net [20, Proposition 11.4.1].

These properties make it possible to realize 2iogical as a variant of the CCR
algebra without referring to 2, thus we have the following:

Proposition 6.3. Let H = H,,(E; G) X Hl’fL(E7 G) and equip it with the bilinear
form (([a], [8]), ([a'], [])) := (b,a’). To each finite subgroup K < H we can as-
sociate a finite dimensional C*-algebra acting on the Hilbert space Hy = (*(K)
with {|k) }kex an orthonormal basis. Namely, for each k € K we introduce the
unitary Wi (k) acting as Wi (k) |k') = 27 ®F) |k + k') and our C*-algebra is
the subalgebra A of B(Hi) generated by such operators. When K < K' < H
are two subgroups, there is an injective unital homomorphism Ax — Ax: de-
fined by Wi (k) — Wy (k). These form a directed system of C*-algebras and
its inductive limit is isomorphic to Aiogical. An isomorphism is induced by the
maps Wi (([a], [b])) — X1 Z[],

This description is particularly transparent when H,, (F; G) x H}(E;G) is
finite and therefore the algebra iogical is finite dimensional. In this case it is
enough to take K = H to get the direct limit, and the algebra itself becomes
a finite dimensional (generalized) CCR algebra. The following lemma gives the
structure of such algebras in a more general setting.
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Lemma 6.4. Let H be a finite group, (-,-) : H x H — Q/Z any bilinear

map. For each h € H let W(h) be the operator acting on H = (*(H) as

W (h) | = 2™ 0ul) |h 4 1Y and let A < B(H) be the C*-algebra generated by

these operators. Let Hy ={h € H|Vh' € H : (h,h') — (k',h) = 0}, c = log, |Ho|
|H]

and q = %logQ THol Then

2A ~ C* @ B(C), (51)

where the first tensor factor is regarded as a commutative C*-algebra with the
pointwise operations.

Proof. Consider the operators U(h) |h/) = 2™("-7) |h 4 b/). Then

W (h1)U (hg) |h) = W(h1)627ri(h,h2) |h + hs)
_ 62m‘((h1,th}n)Jr(h,hz)) |h +hi + h2>

and

U)W (1) ) = U (b)) -+ ) 5
= 2mi((hh)+(hthaho)) | b 4y 4 By | (53)
therefore W(h1) and U(hg) commute for any hi,ha € H. Observe that if
h € Hp then W(h) = U(h). It is not difficult to see that both the linear span
of {W(h)}nen and that of {U(h)}ren are C*-algebras.

Let 2" be the commutant of 2 in B(H). Then AN A" contains {U(h)}her,-
Using these we can form central projections as follows. Let x : Hy — C be an
irreducible character and let

1 -
Pe= h§Ux<h>W<h>. (54)

Since W : H — B(H) restricts to a representation of Hp, these are pairwise
orthogonal projections, therefore

A= P P (55)

Here we have | Hy| = 2 terms, therefore it is enough to show that P, 2 ~ B(C?").
Note that Tr W (h) = |H|6n,0, so Tr P\, = |H|/|Ho|-

Let #H, be the range of P, then the operators W (h1)U (hg) restrict to H,,.
We calculate the Hilbert-Schmidt inner products of these restrictions. Note
that for h € Hy U(h) = W(h) acts as multiplication by x(h) on H,, therefore
W (h1)U(h2) and W (h})U(h}) are the same up to a phase factor if hy —h} € Hy
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and hy — b}, € Hy. Otherwise

Tre(PW (h)U (hy))™ (PyW (7)U (h2))

:|]11( | Z W62ﬂ'i((h1,h+h2)+(h7h2)_(h/l7h+h’/2)_(h!h/2)+(h/7h+h1+h’2))
O hem
h’gHo

- (h+ Ry + h5|h+ hy + ha + 1),

which is 0 unless b} — hy +hf — ho € Hg. If this holds, we let C' = |Ho| " 1x(hy —
W, + hy — hly)e2mi((hha)=(hyho)+(hy—hathy—ha.ha+ha)) and continue as

—C Z o2mi((hy =R h)+(hsha =)+ (hy —h1+hh—ha,h))
heH
—C Z o2mi((hoha—hj)—(ha—hj.h))

heH (56)

This is equal to 0 iff ho—hf ¢ Hy. Therefore if hy —h} ¢ Hy or ha—hl, ¢ Hy then
W (h1)U (h2) is orthogonal to W (h})U(hfy) (when restricted to #H,). It follows
that P, AU P, spans B(H,), therefore the intersection of their commutants
(in B(H,)) consists of multiplies of the idenitity. This means that P, is a
factor on a finite dimensional Hilbert space, i.e. it is unitarily equivalent to
B(C") ® I, with I,, the identity on C™ [2I, Theorem 11.9]. The appearing
dimensions satisfy

Hi
n? =dim P, 2 = |— 57
X |H0| ( )
2 o H]
m° =dim P,A > — 58
X7 Ho| (58)
and
H
nm=dim#H, =Tr P, = 1H] (59)
|Hol
by orthogonality of the generators. But this is only possible if n =m = “50“
holds as claimed. O

This lemma together with the preceding considerations imply the following:

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that H,(E;G) and H(E; Q) are finite and let

c =log, |{[a] € H.(E; G)|V[b] € Hp(E;G) : (b,a) = 0}
+log, |{[b] € H}}(E; G)|V[a] € Hy(E;G) : (b,a) = 0}|
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and

log, |[Ho(E; G) x Hi(B;G)| — ¢
q= .

5 (61)

Then
c q
Alogical ~ C* ® B(C*").

Proof. We only need to observe that (using the notation of Lemma [64) Hy =
{la] € H.(E;G)V[] € Hip(E;G) = (bya) = 0} x {[b] € Hjf(E;G)|V[a] €
H,(E;G): (b,a) = 0}. O

The interpretation of Theorem [6.5]is that one can encode ¢ classical bits and
q qubits in the ground states.

We would like to stress that in general one should not expect that every
ground state is frustration free. Indeed, in section [{ we will construct some
ground states which are not.

7 Endomorphisms

Our next aim is to look for localized excitations of the system. Recall that in the
toric code model on the plane one introduces string operators [I] for any path
(dual path) between pairs of vertices (faces), i.e. the product of Z (X') operators
acting at the edges on the path. The inner automorphism corresponding to these
string operators turns the ground state into a state which can be interpreted as
a pair of localized excitations at the endpoints of the path (dual path). A single
excitation is obtained by moving one end to infinity [10].

To make a similar stategy work in our more general model, we need to find
analogues of string operators as well as of the process of moving one end to
infinity. First observe that a string operator of type Z is actually an operator
Zb for a special 1-chain b, namely the formal sum of edges along a path with
coefficients £1 depending on the relative orientation of the given 1-cell and the
path. Similarly, a string operator of type X is the same as an operator of the
form X* where a is the sum of edges along a dual path with coefficients £1.

Given a path 7 extending to infinity one can define the sequence of its initial
segments v, and take the limit

wy(A) = kli)nolo wo(Z M7 AZ 7)) (62)

for any local observable A. This limit always exists because the sequence on
the right hand side is eventually constant. It might seem that it is a crucial
property of a path that it is composed of a sequence of edges such that neigh-
bouring ones share an endpoint. However, it is not at all clear what the higher
dimensional analogue of this property should be. Fortunately, the only thing
which is important is that for any local observable A and large k, &k’ the equality
wo(Z™WAZ=7) = wo(Z" AZ ") holds. This motivates the following defini-

tion.
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Definition 7.1. Given a locally finite chain v = }"_ Xa€a € CH(E; G) and a
finite subset K C &,, we define

VK=Y Xafa- (63)

acK

This is an element of C,,(E;G), therefore determines a unitary Z7%. We let
p A — 2A be the map defined as

py(A) = Klgx‘lg ZVKAZTE, (64)

Similarly, if 6 = > gaea € C™"(E; G) we define

Sk = Y gata € C(E;G) (65)
acK
and ps : A — A as
ps(A) = lim XK AX 0K, (66)
—Cn

Note that the definiton allows v and ¢ to have finite support, therefore it
does not really capture the notion of a semi-infinite path. Nevertheless, this
construction is well suited for the study of localized excitations and charges.
The reason is that if e.g. [supp~y| < oo then p, turns out to be an inner
automorphism, and hence does not change the “total charge” of a state.

Proposition 7.2. The limits in definition [71] exist in the norm topology and
P~ ps are automorphisms. These automorphisms are inner iff |suppy| < oo

(| supp d| < o).
The map (7y,0) +— py © ps is a group homomorphism. In particular, p,, and
ps commaute.

Proof. Let A be an observable and € > 0. Then there is a finite subset A, C &,
and A, € /A5, such that [|[A — Ac|| < 5. If A € K C K’ then

supp(vxr — vx) N A C (K" \ K)NA; =0, (67)
therefore Z7x’ =75 and A, commute. Hence

|27 Az — Z7s Az

= HA — ZWK/—WKAZ—(WK/—VK)H
< HA_AE _ Z'YKHWK(A_AE)Zf(WK/*vK)H

<2A- Al <e,
(68)

estabilishing that the net is Cauchy. p, is an endomorphism since it is a point-
wise limit of automorphisms in the norm topology.

The net K — Z7% converges iff |suppy| < co. By [22, Theorem 6.3] p, is
inner iff this happens.
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The proof for dual paths is similar.

To verify that we get a homomorphism, it is enough to find the action of
the endomorphisms on local observables of the form X¢Z%. For a locally finite
chain v we get

py (X220 = lim 27 X707

K—E&,

= lim ™) xozbzyx 7= (69)
K—&,

_ e27ri<v,a)Xazb

and similarly, ps(X®Z%) = e=27:9) X278 Therefore § = 0, v = 0 gives the
identity endomorphism and for a pair of locally finite chains 71, v2 and cochains
01,02 we have

(p'Yl © p51) © (p’vz © p52)(XaZb) = (p’)’l © p61)(62771'(72,a>727ri(b,62>XaZb)
_ 627Fi(’71+V27a>—27Ti<b751+52>X11Zb (70)

= (p’71+V2 © p51+52)(XaZb)
as required. O

We can write the composition of the two types of endomorphisms in the
following way, which is sometimes useful:

(py 0 ps)(A) = lim ZVK XOK AX 70K 77K, (71)

We will also use the notation p(, sy = p © ps-

Endomorphisms can be used to create new states from old ones by compo-
sition. Since our endomorphisms are in fact invertible, a simple observation is
that this construction preserves purity, i.e. w is pure iff w o p(, s) is pure.

Suppose that we are given a fixed frustration free ground state wg. For any
v e CH(E;G) and § € C™(E;G) we can define a state W(y,8) = Wo Op(%é)ﬁ The
expected value of an observable of the form X®Z% can be computed as

Wy,5)(XZY) = 2millrar =00y, (X 20), (72)

In particular, if an observable A is localized in &, \ (supp~y U suppd) then
w(%(;) (A) = Wo (A)

For the toric code it is known that the resulting state only depends on the
starting point and not on the path along which the other endpoint is moved
away [L0l Lemma 3.6]. Therefore we expect that also in our model different
chains and cochains may give rise to the same state. The following proposition
confirms this expectation:

Proposition 7.3. For a pair of locally finite chains v,~' and a pair of cochains
0,0" the following conditions are equivalent:

8Note that this state also depends on the chosen state wp even though the notation does
not reflect this.
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Figure 6: Two semi-infinite paths starting at the same point. On the plane
(left) we can always find a locally finite 2-chain p such that dp = v’ — . If the
end space of the CW complex is disconnected (right), then this may fail to be
true, even when the CW complex is contractible. (n = 1)

1. for any n-cycle b we have (b, 6’ —5§) = 0 and for any locally finite n-cocycle
a we have (v —~,a) =0.

2. for any frustration free ground state wo : A — C the equality wo o p(y.5) =
Wo © P(~r,87) holds.

Proof. Suppose that condition [l holds and let wy be any frustration free ground
state. Then for any a € Cj}(E; G) and b € C,,(E; G) the equality

LLJ(,Y/76/) (XaZb) = 627Ti(<7/)a>_<b76/>)w0(XaZb)
= 2mi( ) = (b3 = 2mil(ra)=(00))yy (X978 (73)

= eQM((’Y’*%w*(b=5’*5>)w(’y_’5)(XaZb)

holds. If 8Ta = 0 and Ob = 0 then by assumption the exponent is 0, there-
fore wyr 51 (XZ%) = w(y,5(XZ%). Otherwise wy(X*Z%) = 0 and hence also
W61 (XZ%) = w(y,6)(X*Z"). We can conclude that the two states agree on
local observables, and by continuity, they coincide.

Conversely, for any a € Cjt(E; G) and b € C,,(E; G) satisfying 87a = 0 and
Ob = 0 there exists a frustration free ground state wg such that wo(X*Z%) # 0.
By the equality above one must have (v —,a) — (b,6’ — §) = 0, but this is only
possible if condition [ is true. O

It is instructive to see how this characterization boils down in the toric
code case. Take two paths 7,+" with common starting point and extending to
infinity (see Figure[6]). Since 9(7' — ) = 0 and the first locally finite homology
of the plane is 0 (with arbitrary coefficients), there is a locally finite 2-chain
p such that v — v = dp. But then for any locally finite 1-cocycle a we have
(¥ —7y,a) = (Op,a) = (p,0Ta) = 0. On the other hand if the two starting
points differ then 9(7y' — ) # 0 and therefore one can find a locally finite
n — 1-cochain ¢ such that (9(y' — ), c) # 0. In this case choose a = d%'c so that
(' =) = (D =), ¢) # 0.

For the toric code the starting point of an infinite path has a distinguished
role, since observables supported near this point can detect the presence of the
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Figure 7: On this open surface the two strings v; and vy, are both locally finite
cycles, but represent different locally finite homology classes. An observable
A localized in the compact contractible region A cannot detect the difference:

wo(A) = W(y,,0)(4) = Wiy,0)(A). (n=1)

corresponding excitation, but interaction terms corresponding to distant vertices
or faces cannot. In our model a similar role is played by the supports of 9y and
dT§. More precisely, from the proof of Proposition one can see that when
a = 0"c and b = dd where supp cNsupp d(y' —~) = supp dNsupp A7 (&' —§) = ()
then (wo © p(y,6))(X?Z°%) = (wo © p(yr,6)) (X 2ZP).

In particular, if 9y = 0 and 876 = 0 then no observable localized in any
compact contractible subcomplex changes its expected value compared to the
starting state corresponding to v = 6’ = 0 (see Figure [[). This condition
is satisfied by the interaction terms, so in this case the resulting state is still
frustration free.

Proposition 7.4. Let wy be a frustration free ground state, v a locally finite
n-chain and § an n-cochain. Then w(ys) is a frustration free iff 0y = 0 and
075 =0.

Proof. Recall that wy, s) is a frustration free ground state iff w(%(;)(XaTCZad)

1 for every ¢ € i (E; G) and d € C,,41(E; G). But since

Wy.6) (XaTcZad) _ ezm(@,a%)7(ad,5>)w0(XaTcZad) _ ezm((a%cy(d,a%))’ (74)
this holds iff &y = 0 and 87§ = 0. O

Proposition[Z3limplies that if 7 is a locally finite n-cycle and ¢ is an n-cocycle
then w(, 5) only depends on [y] € HY(E; @) and [0] € H™(E;G).

Initially, we introduced the endomorphisms p, and ps in the hope of finding
states describing elementary excitations. Interestingly, they are also useful for
finding ground states that are not frustration free.

Proposition 7.5. Let wy be a frustration free ground state, v € (;,lf(E, G) and
d € C™(E;G). Then wy sy is a ground state iff for all b € Cy(E; G)

ol [supp(9(y + b))k [ = [(supp 7))k | > 0 (75)
,*}5»,171
and for all a € CjH(E; G)
lim  |supp(8” (8 +a))x, | — [(supp 0" 0) i, | > 0 (76)
K+~>$n+1

holds.
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Proof. We need to compute —iw(, 5)(A*0(A)) for an arbitrary local A. Let
A=) X% Zb% where the sum is over some finite index set. Then for o € &,_1
we have

o —a T(pe @ b
D w27 X [X ) i zb))
qEG

_ 271'1( v, al—a]-i-@T(qea)) (bi—b;,0)) Z—ij—aj XBT(gea) XaiZbi
= G| > n (X" ) X0 70

IGI

= |G| Z e2mi((v,ai— a;+0% (gea))—(bi— bj)6>)wO(Z_b‘jX_anaiZbi)(e_zﬂi<bi76T(gea)> B 1)
geG

_ 271'1( a;j—aj)—(bj—b;,0)) —bj y—a; yai7b; —27i(0(v—bi),9ea) _ ,27i{D7V,9€a
= |G|Z Va4 300 o (270 X% X% Z%) (e v=bi)g 2miDY.9¢a)
geG
= _62“((%%—%)—(bi—b175>)wO(Z—bJ X_a’aniZbi) ((1 _ 1supp8(77bi)(a)) -(1- 1supp8'y(a)))
_ 62‘"1'((%‘17;*%)*(577;47]‘15>)wO(Z*ij*anaiZbi) (1supp6(y—bi)(04) _ 1supp87(a)) 7
(77)

where 14 is the indicator function of the set A, and similarly for 5 € &,+1 the
equality

|G| D wi (27X [2000), X Z))
x€qG
== eQﬂ—i“%aZ a]>_<bi_bj)6>)WO(Z_ij_anaiZbi) (1supp8T(57¢li)(ﬂ) - 1supp8T5(ﬂ))
(78)

holds. Let us introduce the notation ¢} = e27#((7:@:)=(b:0))¢c, - Using these we
compute

— ZCU(,Y)(;)(A*(S(A))
— iw(,yﬂ(;)(A* lim i[HA,A])

Z wa) AF[XO7(0%0) | A]) + () (A*[ 200000, A])

a€€n_1 qEG
BEER+1 x€@G
—chw “tox-wxez) (| lim o [supp(9(y = bi))ic_| - |supp()xc_|
Kfﬁgnfl

+ i [supp(07 (6 — @), | — [supp(976)c.|),

K+~>5n+1

(79)

which is a quadratic form associated to a matrix. This matrix is actually
block-diagonal in the sense that its i,j entry is 0 when 9% (a; — a;) # 0 or
0(b; —bj) # 0. Each block is a nonzero positive semidefinite matrix with entries
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wo(Z b X% X% Zb) multiplied by the constant (depending only on the block
but otherwise not on ¢ and j)

lim  [supp(9(y — b:))x_| — |supp(9v)x_|

Kfﬂgnfl

+ lim  [supp(9" (6 — i)k, | — [supp(d” )i, |, (80)

K+~>$n+1
therefore positivity of this expression for any a; and b; is a necessary and suf-
ficient condition for w(, s) to be a ground state. Taking separately a; = 0 or
b; = 0 gives the statement. O

This result implies that in general, our model has many pure ground states.
In fact, already Kitaev’s toric code model on the plane has infinitely many
pure ground states. Namely, if we take v and ¢ to be such that |suppdvy| =
|supp dT'§| = 1 then it is not possible to find ¢ and d with finite support such
that supp d(y+c) = supp 07 (§ +d) = 0, since | supp dc| > 2 and | supp d7d| > 2
whenever ¢ # 0 and d # 0. Once such v and ¢ are chosen, one can translate
them to any part of the plane giving rise to distinct ground states.

More generally, if |supp dy| < co and |supp 76| < oo then the limits in
Proposition reduce to |suppd(y + b)| — |supp 97| and |supp 97 (6 + a)| —
|supp d7'§|. Since the supports are natural numbers, it is possible to find a b
(a) such that |supp d(y + b)| (|supp ¥ (8 + a)]) is minimal. Then w(,p,5+q) i
a ground state and unitarily equivalent to w(, sy (see Proposition [8.2)).

8 GNS representations

In this section we study GNS representations corresponding to the states en-
countered in the preceding sections. Recall that given a state w on a C*-algebra
2 the GNS construction yields a representation m, : A — B(H.) together
with a cyclic vector Q,, € H,, such that w(A) = (Quw, 7, (A)Q). Such a triple
(Hew, 7w, ) is unique up to unitary equivalence.

Two states w; and wq are said to be quasi-equivalent if their GNS represen-
tations 7, and m,, are quasi-equivalent.

Once we have a representation of 2 we can take the weak closure (equiva-
lently: double commutant) of the set of representing operators to get a von Neu-
mann algebra. The state in question is called a factor state if this von Neumann
algebra is a factor.

Our first aim is to study GNS representations of frustration free ground
states. Recall that such a state w : 2 — C is uniquely determined by a state
@ 1 Wiogical — C satisfying W|91/XZ =wopwith p: Ay, — Ay, /J = Aiogical the
canonical projection. The following theorem clarifies the relation between the
GNS representations of w and @.

Theorem 8.1.

1. m, is irreducible iff 75 is irreducible.
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2. 1, () N, () ~ 7oy, /) Nwe(@s,/JT). In particular, w is a
factor state iff & is a factor state.

8. two factor states wi and wo are quasi-equivalent iff the corresponding states
w1 and Ly are quasi-equivalent.

Proof. We have seen that w is pure iff @ is pure. The first statement follows
because a state is pure iff its GNS representation is irreducible.

The third statement can be proved using the second one as follows. Recall
that the map w — @ preserves convex combinations. The factor states w; and
woy are quasi-equivalent iff %(wl + wy) is a factor state as well. This, in turn, is
equivalent to %(&)1 + W9) being a factor state, which is true iff Wy and Wy are
quasi-equivalent.

Now we prove the second statement. Let w be a frustration free ground state
and w|91/XZ = wop. First we show that H; can be viewed as a subspace of H,,.
To see this, recall that in the GNS construction one introduces a semidefinite
inner product on 2 as (A, B),, = w(A*B). The set J, = {4 € A|(A, 4),, = 0}
is the Gelfand ideal corresponding to w and H,, is the completion of 2(/J,, with
respect to the inner product induced by (-, -),. The cyclic vector is [I] and the

representation is given by (the continuous extension of) m,(A)[B] = [AB].
Similarly, for A, B € Ay, we have
(p(A),p(B))o = w(p(A)"p(B)) = ©(p(A*B)) = w(A"B) (81)

and J; = {p(A)|4A € A ,,w(A*A) = 0}. H is the completion of (A ,/J)/J.
Note that Jg = p(J, NAx ).

Observe that J < J,,, as can be seen from the fact that J is a *-algebra and
w|s = 0. This implies that

Axz/I)) o = Wxz/T) ) (Jo N Wx 7/ T) = Wx 7/ (Jo NA z) <A/, (82)

as claimed. With this identification we also have mg(p(A))[B] = [AB] =
7w(A)[B] for any A, B € Ay .

Let P be the orthogonal projection to Hg. Then P can be written as the
product of all the star and plaquette operators. More precisely, we now show

that
P= lim ] m(4a) J] m(Bs), (83)

AL —E,
ETOnEL eA BEAL

where the limit exists in the strong operator topology. Since the A, and
By are projections, the norm of products of them does not exceed 1. It is
therefore enough to verify convergence on a dense set. Let a € Clf(E;G) and
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be Co(BE;G). If a € &, then

a 1 T € a
mo(Aa)[X°2") = D [x o) xe 7]

geaG

_ i Z e—27ri<b,8T(gea)>[XaszBT(gea)]

Gl 7=

1 o (84)
- = Z e 2wz<8b,gea>[Xazb]

Gl 7=
)Xz if (0b) =0
o otherwise

and similarly for 3 € &,41. These imply that if suppdTa C A, and supp db C
A_ then

[T motda) T mo(Ba)x 2" = L)

{[X“Zb] if 9b = 0Ta =0
a€A_ BeAL

0 otherwise

which is the same as P[X?Z%]. We can conclude that P € 7, ()" N, (Al )

For any A € 2 the operator Pm, (A)P maps Hg into itself. In fact, such
operators are in the range of m;. To see this, it is enough to compute the action
of such an operator with A = X*Z% on a vector [X® Z¥] with 87a’ = 9 = 0:

P, (X°Z)P[X¥ 2] = P[X° 2 X% Z¥']
_ e27ri<b,a/)P[Xa+a/ Zb—i—b/]
(86)

To(p(XeZP)[ XY Z2Y] if 0Ta=08b=0
o otherwise '

By taking limits we can conclude that if C' € m, ()" N 7, (A, then C =
PCP € n5(Wy,/J)" Mg (A ,/J). Moreover, the map C +— C'is a homomor-
phism since (PC, P)(PCyP) = P?C1CyP? = PC1Co P.

In the other direction, suppose that C' € w5 (A ,/J)" N7e(Ay ,/J) . Then
we claim that C[A] := m,(A)C[I] gives a well-defined operator on H,,. To see
this, suppose that A € J,. For any € > 0 there exists a local observable A, such

that |4 — Ac|| < e. Then

w(AZA) = w((A—-(A-A))(A-(A-A)))
w(A*A) + w((A - A)* (A - A.)) + 2Rew(A"(A— A2))  (87)

<e2+2|4|e.
On the other hand, if we write Ac =3, ;X% 7% for some finite index set [
then ‘
w(ALA,) = Z e —bivaimai) (X aima; Zbi=bi) (88)
i,jel
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Here the last factor is 0 unless 87 (a; — a;) = d(b; — b;) = 0. Let us group the
terms according to the values of 87 a; and 9b; and write A, = Eke i Ae k. With
A = Zielk a; X% 7% Then

w(ATA) = w(AL R Acg). (89)

keK

For each k € K let us fix some index iy € I,. Then Z i X~ % A € Ay,
commutes with C, therefore we can write

mo(A)C] = > mu (X 2% )y (2705 X~ A )OI
keK
=3 (X 2% ) Oy (p(Z 700 X~ A i) [1].
keK

(90)

Let (Cy)nen be a net in Ay, such that m5(p(C,)) — C in the strong
operator topology. Using continuity of multiplication we have
2

~ 2 . . b 7b —
[roanctn]” = tim | 37w 2 m Coma (2~ X~ Ay
" keK
— lim Z w (As,k’Xaikl Zbik, C:;Zfbik,Xfaik,Xaik Zbik OnzibikXiaikAE,k)
kK €K

= lim Z w (As,ani’f A O;;OHZ—% X % As,k)

keK
= 3 lim [ (Co) 2P X~ A 1]
keK
= Z HC'Z_bikX_a“‘Aa,k[I]HQ
keK
< X [lef 1zt acatnlf
keK

= e X waziacn < 6] @ + 21410,
o1)

This can be made arbitrarily small as & — 0, therefore 7,,(A)C[I] = 0.

By construction, C' € 7, (). We show that it is in the strong closure as
well by exhibiting a net converging to C. To this end consider the subspaces
T (X2 ;) < H,,. It is not difficult to see that two such subspaces are either
identical or orthogonal depending on the boundary of b and the coboundary
of a. Moreover, with C' as before the operator 7, (X*Z%)CPr,(Z°X~?) is
supported on 7, (X*ZA ,) < H., and remains unchanged if we add a locally
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finite cocycle a’ to a or a cycle b’ to b:

T (X(l“r(l, Zb+b,)éP7Tw (Zfbfb’Xfafa')
— 672#i<b7a,>XaZbXalel C«P€27Ti<7b,fa,>Z7 lealszxfa

= m,(XZY)CPr,(Z7°X %) (92)

since CP commutes with X% Z". Let us denote the corresponding operator
by C(a+ Z,,b+ Z}}), where Z, and Zj} stands for the group of n-cycles and
locally finite n-cocycles, respectively. Since C € (), the same holds for
Cla+ Zn, b+ Zj}). We will show that

S Cla+Zub+zp) =C. (93)

a+Zn€Cn/Zn
b+Z7€Cl;/Z1;

where the limit exists in the strong operator topology. First note that different
terms have orthogonal supports and each term has norm at most ||C|, therefore
the sum over any finite subset also has norm at most ||C||. This means that it is
enough to verify convergence on a set of vectors which span a dense subspace.
For [X% Z"'| we have

Cla+ Zn, b+ ZHXY 2] = 7,(X*Z°)CPr, (22X 2]
_Jo if 0Ta’ # 0T a or Ob # b (94)
| mu(X¥ ZY)CI]  otherwise

after replacing a and b by a’ and v’ when they belong to the same class. Therefore

the sum over the classes contains only one term and it is equal to C[X a,Zb:].
Finally, it is clear from the constructions that the maps C — C and C

C are inverses of each other, therefore m,(A)” N m,(A) ~ 75 ~A%,/J)" N

7oAy, /JT). O

Next we fix a pure frustration free ground state wy and ask the following
question: When do two states w(, 5y = wo © p(4,5) and w(,+ 57y give rise to equiv-
alent GNS representations? Here we will assume that 9y € C,,_1(E;G) and
975 € C"Y(E;G). Recall that in this case (—97,7) and (—074,§) represent
elements of H® | (E;G) and H™ (E; G), respectively. The following proposition
shows that the equivalence class of the GNS representation depends only on
these homology and cohomology classes:

Proposition 8.2. Suppose that (—0v,v) and (—9v',v") differ in a boundary at
infinity and (—075,68) and (—078,0") differ in a coboundary at infinity. Then
Tw,.s S unitary equivalent to Tasyr a7
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Proof. If v —+' is a locally finite boundary and § — §’ is a coboundary then
W(y,8) = W(y,57) by Proposition [[3l Therefore we can assume that |supp(y —
)| < oo and |supp(d — 6")| < oco.

Since p, = py 0 py—~y and psr = ps o ps'—s we have

w(,ylyg,) = w(,),15) e} p(7/7715/,5). (95)

By the assumption on v — " and § — ¢’ the map p(,/_- 5 _s) is an inner auto-
morphism, which implies that the GNS representations of the states w(,,5) and
W(4,51) are unitary equivalent.

Next we would like to find a sufficient condition for such states to have
inequivalent GNS representations. We do this by exhibiting elements in the
center of the von Neumann algebra generated by the representations such that
their expected value differs in the two states. For this construction we only need
the weaker condition on the state that it resembles a frustration free ground
state when we move away far enough towards infinity. Such states will be called
asymptotic ground states.

Definition 8.3. A state w : 2 — C is an asymptotic ground state if for any
e > 0 there exist finite subsets K (g) C &,41 such that for any ¢ € O}y ' (E; G)
and d € Cpy1(E;G) with suppe N K_(e) = 0 and suppd N K, () = 0 the
inequality

(X ez94) — 1| < & (96)

holds.

Clearly, the set of asymptotic ground states is convex, contains the set of
frustration free ground states and is closed in the uniform topology.

Theorem 8.4. Suppose that w : A — C is an asymptotic ground state. Then

1. ]l‘or any c| € C""YE;G) and d € C,lsz(E; G) with |suppdTe| < oo and
supp 0d| < oo the limit

Kilig} B o (XaT(cfckf)Za(dde+)) (97)
K+—>5:+1

exists in the strong operator topology and it is unitary

2. the limit is in 7, (2A) N w,(A)”

oo

3. the limit only depends on [d]*° and [c]eo

4. the map P, : HX(E;G) x H Y E;G) — mu(A) N 7wy () — B(Hy,)
defined by this limit is a group homomorphism into the subset of unitary
elements (i.e. a unitary representation on H,,).
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Proof. Since the net in question is norm-bounded, it is enough to prove pointwise
convergence in norm on a set spanning a dense subspace. Fix some a € Cl}(E; G)
and b € C,(E; G') For any € > 0 choose K4 (g) C &,11 as in the definition, but
with the additional property supp d7a C K, (¢) and suppdb C K_(¢). Finally,
let Ky, K. C &,41 be finite subsets such that K1 (¢) C Ky and K4 (¢) C K.
Then

2

T (XBT(C—CK7)Za(d—dK+))[XaZb] . (XBT(CchL)Za(dde;))[XaZb]

2

T (XaT(C?CK* )Za(dfdk+)) (I — (XaT(CK7 —Ck/ )Za(dK+ —dK;))) [XaZb]

—o (z7txe (1o 7o e g ) | (1= en g o)) o)

2 . 2Re eQﬂi((dK+7dK;,8Ta>+<8b,CK7 7CKL>)W(X8T(CK7 7CKL)Z8(dK+ 7dK;>))

T C —Cy/ — !
—9 <1 ~ Rew <X8 (ere_—exr ) pOldrey dK+’>) < %,
(98)

estabilishing that the net of such vectors is Cauchy.

Since the net goes in m,(2) and the limit exists in the strong operator
topology, it is contained in the strong closure 7, (2()"”. To see that it is also
in the commutant it is enough to compute the strong limit of commutators
with local algebra elements, because multiplication is continuous separately in
its variables in the strong operator topology. Actually, even more is true: the
net of such commutators is eventually 0. To see this, let a € C}(E;G) and

be C,(F;G). Then

[ (X7 Cmem ) g2t ) (x|
— (XaT(cchf ) 70(d—dx,) xazb _ XaZbXBT(cfcxf)Za(ddeJr)) (99)

=(1- o2mi((0,07 (c—cx_ )>—<‘9(d—dk+);a>))ﬂ-w (XaT(C—CK, )Za(d_dK+)XaZb)
and here the first factor is 0 if the sets K4 contain supp b and supp 07 a.

The limit of a net of unitaries converging in the strong operator topology is
an isometry. Taking the inverse of each element we get the net

- (XaT«—c)f(—c)K,>Za<<—d>7<fd>z<+>) : (100)

which is of the same form, therefore it also converges strongly and we can
conclude that the limit is unitary.

In the following part we prefer to work with weak convergence, using the fact
that the weak and strong limits of a strongly convergent net agree. If we add
an n + 1-chain to d and a locally finite n — 1-cochain to ¢ then for large enough
K the differences d — di, and ¢ — cx_ remain unchanged. Suppose now that
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of of

Figure 8: Left: If f is a locally finite n 4+ 2-chain, we can take its boundary,
truncate it to the finite set K C &,41 then take the boundary again. Right:
The same can be obtained as the boundary of an n 4+ 1-chain supported outside
K. To do this, first truncate —f to a slightly larger set L, C &,12, take the
boundary, truncate to the complement of K and take the boundary again.
(n=0)

we add a locally finite n + 1-boundary df to d and an n — 1-coboundary 9”'e to
c. Then for any aj,asz, b1, bs as before and for large enough K1 we have

<[Xa1 Zb1]7 T (XaT((c+6Te)—(c+6Te)K7 )ZB((d+8f)—(d+8f)K+)) (X9 Zb2]>

(Z—blx—alxaz Zb2 x0T (c+0Te)—(c+0Te) )Za((d+8f)—(d+8f)f<+)>

=w
—w (Z—blx—alXazzbZXaT@ch,>Za<d7dx+>XfaT<<aTe>K,>Zfa<<6f>x+>)
(101)

The key observation here is that —97((0%e)_) can also be written as the
coboundary of a locally finite n — 1-cochain supported outside K_ and similarly,
—0((0f) k. ) can be written as the boundary of an n+1 chain supported outside
K (Figure[). To see this, let Ly = U,cr, 4eq supp(97T (gey)), i-e. the set of
those n + 2-cells whose boundary intersects K. Then

0=2*(fr,)
=0 ((6fL+)K+ + (6fL+)Sn+1\K+)
=0 ((5(f - f£n+2\L+))K+) +0 ((6fL+)$n+1\K+)
=0 ((6f)K+) —0 ((af5n+2\L+)K+) +0 ((6fL+)5n+1\K+) :

Here the second term is 0 because of the way L was chosen and the last term
is the boundary of an n + 1-chain supported outside K, since |Ly| < co. The
proof for —97((0%e)_) is similar with L_ = Uper_ yeasupp(d(xes)). Since
w is an asymptotic ground state, for any £ > 0 and for large enough K. we
have

(102)

‘w (XfaT«aTe)K,>Zfa<<af>x+>) _ 1‘ <e, (103)
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therefore by Lemma its contribution in eq. (I0I) becomes negligible.
Finally, for any d,d’ € Cif,;(E;G) and ¢, € C"~1(E;G) as before we have

x0T (e—ex_) yo(d—di,) 0" (' =chc_) zO(d'~di )

2HOd—dic, )07 (¢ =i ) 0T (e )= (e ) d((d+d)—(d+d )ic, )

27i(8%(d—d el T / / , , (104)
e mi(0%(d—dk , ),c 7CK7>X8 ((c+c)7(c+c)K7)Za((d+d)7(d+d)K+)

_ x0T () (i) gO((dtd)—(d+d )i, )

A net of unitaries is bounded and multiplication is jointly continuous in the
strong operator topology when restricted to a norm-bounded set, so our map is
a homomorphism as claimed. o

Definition 8.5. We call the representation P, : H®(E;G) x H Y(E;G) —
B(H,,) in the theorem above the polarization of w.

As an example, take n = 0, G = Zy (i.e. the ferromagnetic Ising model)
on the half-line. Then there are two frustration free ground states with two
different magnetic polarizations and the value of P,, on the nontrivial element
is +1 times the identity in the corresponding representations.

Proposition 8.6. Let w : A — C be an asymplotic ground state and let v €
CY(E;G) and § € C™(E;G) with |supp dv| < co and |supp 18| < co. Then

w = WO P(y,6) 1S also an asymptotic ground state. Moreover, the representation

P, : H®(E;G) x H"Y(E;G) — B(H.) is isomorphic to P, ® Viv,5) where
Viy.6) 8 a one dimensional representation where the pair ([d]*,[c|o) acts as

multiplication by
2 ([0, [eloo) +([d] %, 6] 00 )) (105)

Proof. For simplicity, in this proof we identify the representation space of V{, s
with C and use H,, ® C = H,, (as Hilbert spaces).

We will show that U[A], = [p—yp—5(A)].s provides the required isomor-
phism. Since

llp—p—s (A | = &' ((p—yp—5(A))* p—rp—5(A))
=W/ (p—yp-s(A*A4)) (106)
= w(A"A) = [[Alu]”

for any A we have that J,» = p_p_5(J,,), therefore the map is well-defined and
isometric. For the same reason, [A], — [pyps5A]. is well-defined, and as this is
clearly U1 we have that U is unitary.

To see that U is equivariant, take any A,B € 2, d € C,lf;rl(E;é), c €
C"~1(E; G) with supp dd and supp 9% ¢ finite. Let us abbreviate P,,([d]*°, [¢]s)
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by P, and similarly for P,,. Then

(U[Blw, P U[Al)
= ([p—yp-s(B)lwrs Pur[p—p—5(A)]wr)
(

= o m  (lpsp- 5( oot T (X0 (70820 22Uy 5(A)] )
. * 8T (c—c d(d—d
= dim W (o ps(BYXT o) 22 (4))
— : * BT(Cfc‘Ki) a(dde )
i w(Bpyps(X Z +)A)

_ Ki“”él ezm((y,aT(c—cL)>—<a(d—dK+),5>)W(B*X6T(c—cm)Za(d—dm)A)
—Cnt1

_ Kihlg 27ri(('y,8Tc>7<8'y,cK7)*(8d,6>+<dK+,8T5>) <[B], - (XaT(Cﬂ:K,)Za(dfdm))[AD
—+Cn+1

627”((7,8 c)7((’)'y,c>+(d,8T6)7(8(175))<[B]7 P, [A]>
(107)

holds, i.e. U*P,U = 2mil{0]™:leloc) H([d]™,[0]ee)) p, . O

Since a frustration free ground state wq is an asymptotic ground state, the
same is true for states woop(,5) with | supp 9| < oo and |supp 878| < co. From
Proposition B2 and Theorem B4l it follows that if the pairings H>® | (E; G) x
H™ Y (E;G) = Q/Z and H®(E;G) x H™ (E;G) — Q/Z are nondegenerate,
then quasi-equivalence classes of such states are distinguished by their polariza-
tions. This is the case e.g. for spaces of the form F x R¥ with F' a compact CW
complex as well as for spaces obtained by changing a finite part in such a space.

In the toric code the GNS representations under consideration satisfy an
important selection criterion. Namely, they are unitary equivalent to the frus-
tration free ground state (vacuum) when restricted to observables supported in
the complement of any infinite cone. In our model there seem to be no obvious
analogues of cones, but a similar property can be derived for certain regions.
However, the allowed regions may depend on the representation.

Proposition 8.7. Let w(, s be a state as before with |suppdy| < oo and
| supp 07'8| < co. Suppose that C C &, is a region such that the (co-)homology
classes at infinity [y]>° and [0]s have representatives (—0v',~v') and (—9¢',¢")
with (supp~y’) U (suppd’) C C. Then

Tuos) [2e,ne X Moo |2e, o (108)

Proof. Choose v and ¢’ as in the condition. Then by Proposition B2 we have
Tusiy,0) = Tw s 5 . In general, it is true that 7, o p is a GNS representation for
the state w o p, hence by uniqueness, 7, © p(4/57) is also unitarily equivalent to
Tw,.s- But on Ag \c the endomorphism p(, sy acts as the identity map, so
restricted to this subalgebra the representation is the same as m,,. O
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The statement contains as a special case the corresponding one for cones in
the plane. This is because any element of HZ (R? G) and HZ° ,(R?, G') has a
representative supported in any infinite cone region.

This proposition suggests that the role of cones should be played by regions
where we can find representatives of (co-)homology classes at infinity. However,
the exact condition depends on the equivalence class of the representation. One
might try to impose the condition that every (co-)homology class at infinity
be represented within a region if it is to be admissible, but this idea does not
seem to work. The problem is that in some cases this forces the complement
to be too small in the sense that too many representations become equivalent
to the vacuum when restricted to it. This is the case e.g when ¥ = R and
n = 0, where such regions are the cofinite sets of 0-cells, therefore any two
representations become equivalent when restricted to their complements.

9 Braiding

In this section wy will be a fixed pure frustration free ground state, my : A —
B(H) its GNS representation and for any endomorphism p : 2 — 2 we will
identify the GNS representation of wg o p with my o p. Under this identification
the distinguished cyclic vectors coincide. This vector will be denoted by .

In the DHR analysis one defines a category with localized and transportable
endomorphisms as objects and intertwiners as morphisms (see e.g. ref. [9]).
In that case such an intertwiner 7' € Hom(p, p’) is an element of 2 such that
Tp(A) = p'(A)T for every A € 2. Applying 7y to both sides one gets that
mo(T) is an intertwiner between the corresponding representations. This cate-
gory comes equipped with a tensor product defined as p ® 0 = p oo for objects
and as S®T = Sp(T) for morphisms S € Hom(p, p') and T' € Hom(o, ¢’). Then
a braiding can be defined as €,, ,, (U1, Us) = p2(Uy)UsU1p1(Us2) € Hom(p; ®
P2, p2 ® p1) where U; € Hom(p;, p}) are unitary intertwiners for some “spectator
morphisms” p;. On R? with d > 3 this definition actually does not depend on
the spectator morphisms and intertwiners chosen.

However, in our case (and also in the planar Kitaev model) the objects
are not localized in compact regions and consequently, intertwiners are not in
mo(20), but rather in the von Neumann algebra generated by it. Hence it is not
possible to take their images under an endomorphism of 2. One possibility to
circumvent this problem is to show that the endomorphisms extend to some
algebra containing the intertwiners. This route is taken in refs. [I0] [IT] for the
toric code on the plane, showing that localized endomorphisms extend to the
von Neumann algebra generated by local observables supported outside some
fixed cone.

Our approach will be slightly different, since it is not clear what kind of
region should be excluded. Still, the calculations will be very similar. The idea
is that given a pair of locally finite n-chains 7, v’ with finite boundaries and such
that 4" = v —4+ dp where p is a locally finite n+ 1-chain and | supp 4| < oo it is
possible to construct a net of unitaries in 20 converging to a unitary intertwiner
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Figure 9: Left: v and 4/ represent the same class in H>° | (E; G), therefore it is
possible to find 4 € C,,(E;G) and p € cl (B, G) such that v/ = v — 4 + dp.
Right: For each finite region K C &,,41 we can truncate p to get an n + 1 chain
px and form the operator corresponding to the n-chain —4 + 9(pk). As K
grows, the operators converge to a unitary intertwiner. (n = 1)

U € Hom(p,, py/). Moreover, this can be done in such a way that applying
an endomorphism of similar form to each element in the net results in another
convergent net. This is the content of the following propositions.

Proposition 9.1. Letv,7' € CH(E;G) and 6,0’ € C"(E;G) such that V]~ =
] € H {(E;G) and [0l = [0']e0 € HL(E;G). Choose ¥ € C,(E;G),

n—1

e CH(E;G), pe C,lf:rl(E;é) and q € C"Y(E;G) such that

v =~y—4+0p (109a)
8 =0-6+0". (109b)

For K4 C E,41 let
Uk, x =2 IX0x0" (ax) 70ic,) (110)

(The construction is illustrated in Figure[d) Then the limit

U:= lim mUk, k) (111)

Ki—Ent1

exists in the strong operator topology, satisfies Umo(p(,5)(A)) = mo(p(~,61)(A))U
for any A € A (i.e. it is an intertwiner for the two representations). Moreover,

Wo(Xéz’Ay)UQQ = Qo.

Proof. The net is bounded, therefore it is enough to verify convergence on vec-
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tors of the form [X*Z%]. If K, D suppd”a and K_ O supp 0b then we have

To(Use, i )[X2") = [277 X0 X" ) 70rs) xa 77)

— 2mi((0pr ),a)— (0,07 (ax_))) [Z*’?X*SXaZbXaT(QK, )Za(pK+)]

— e27‘l’i(<1)}(Jr ,aTa>—<6b,qK7 >) [Zf’AystXazb]
— 2mi((p,0" a)—(8b,q)) [Z_%X_SX“ZI)],

(112)
which no longer depends on K, therefore this is also how the strong limit acts.

To see that U is an intertwiner, we use strong continuity of multiplication
in bounded sets of operators:

arzb\r7— : agbrrx
Ung(X*ZPYU ™! = Kili)ngnile(UK+,K,X Z°Uk, k)
= lim WQ(Z_’?X_SXBT((ZK* ) 70 ,) xazbz—0pK,) x—0"(

K:t*)gnil

— Kilglgl B 627Ti(<—ﬁ+6(px+)7a)—(b,—3+8T(qK, )>)7T0(XaZb)

_ 2wl =) (') o zby

= (mgo P(y',57) © p(_’yl)(;))(XaZb)

(113)

by eqs. (I09) and (T2).

Finally,
mo(XOZNUQ = lim [X027z-7x—0x9" (ax ) z0(pic,))
Kignil
. 0 (114)
B Kilgzlil[]] -

proves the last statement. O

As Figure [0 shows, the string operators in the converging net can be visu-
alized as curves that start at the endpoint of the second semi-infinite line, go
along this line for a while, then connect the two lines with a “distant” segment
and go back along the first line. As K grows, the contribution of the connect-
ing segment eventually commutes with any fixed local observable. This picture
explains in a heuristic manner why is it not possible to find charge transporters
when [y]°° # [y/]°°. As a simple example we may imagine a region in the plane
which is the union of several overlapping semi-infinite bands (see Figure[IQ). In
this case one can find a compact region which cannot be avoided by any curve
joining distant points of distinct bands.

Let us see what happens if we apply an endomorphism to each element in
the net. Let v and § be and arbitrary locally finite n-chain and n-cochain with
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Figure 10: For a CW complex with nontrivial end space it is not always possible
to construct charge transporters for two states which look similar locally. Any
path joining distant points of the two strings v and " must cross the compact
region A. (n =1)

finite boundary and coboundary, respectively. Then

27 (7, =040 (axc_)) —(~7+0(px;.).9))

70(P(y.6) Uk y k) = To(Uk, k)

. < - (115)
— 2mi((%,8) = (7,0)+(97,arx_) =P 0" )

7T0(UK+1K7).

The first factor is eventually constant, while the second one has a limit in the
strong operator topology, therefore the product also has a limit and is equal to

2T ((4:8)— (7.6)+(07.0) ~ (p.0T)) 7 (116)

Now we are in a position to compute the braiding morphisms.
Proposition 9.2. Fori=1,2 let v; € CY(E; G) and §; € C™(E;G) with finite
boundaries and coboundaries, respectively. Let 4; € Cpn(E;G), 0; € Cp(E;G),
D; € Cff+1(E; G) and q; € C"Y(E; G). Take the unitaries

Uik, k. = Z—%X—giXaT(Qi,K,)Za(:vi,K+) (117)

as before and set U; = limg, ¢, ., m0(Ui i, k_). Then the limit

(.60, (va80) (A1, 01, P1, G1), (B2, 02, D2, 2))
= T0(P(12.62) (Ut i, i U3 Uro(py 50y (U2, iy ) (118)

exists in the strong operator topology and is equal to

7TO([)eQTFi(("Yz751>+<%751>—ﬁz751)+<f9‘yz,q1>—<C7"Y2Jh)-i-(z)z;f)Tf;l)—(Pz;C7T51>)—(~~~), (119)

where the omitted terms are obtained by interchanging 1 and 2.

Proof. p,, s, acts on Uj k-, x_ as multiplication by
627Ti(<’vi7*5j+3T(qj,K,)>*<*’?j+3(20j,1<+)15i>)

— 62771’(—(%751>+(6%7%1K7 )+ (¥5:00) —(pj K 73T5i>), (120)
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therefore we need to consider two factors of this type (in the i = 2, j = 1 case the
exponent should be multiplied by —1) and one coming from the (multiplicative)
commutator of the Us. The latter is a multiple of I and the coefficient looks
like

22— 0(p2,rc ),=814+0" (q1,x_))—2mi(—41+8(p1, 1, ),02—0" (g2, _))

— 2mi(=(32,01) (052,01, 5 _ ) +(p2 5, 0T 1)) =2mi(—(31,82)+ (091,02, Kk _ ) +(p1,5;. .07 82))
(121)

Multiplying these together and taking the limit as K1 — £,41 giveseq. [19 O

Under certain conditions an alternative formula for the braiding operators
can be derived using the egs. (I09). When the sets supp y; Nsupp d;, suppy; N
supp 63, supp dp; Nsupp ¢; and suppy; N supp 0T q; are finite, we can also write
it as

o (1)e2m1(02:00) = (04,80 +(0p2.50) ~ (02,07 61)) +(12:0" 1)~ (gD =2mil-] - (122)

where the omitted terms are again obtained by interchanging 1 and 2.

From eq. ([I9) it is clear that the braiding isomorphisms depend on the
choice of p;, ¢;, 4; and 5; even with fixed ~f and 4. On the other hand, one
expects that similarly to 2D systems this dependence is “topological” and not
sensitive to small perturbations. This is made precise in the following proposi-
tion.

Proposition 9.3. Let v;,0;,%i,0i,pi, gi be as before. Then the braiding operator

E(71,61),(v2,02) (F1, 01,01, q1), (92, 02, D2, q2)) is left unchanged under any of the
following transformations:

1. p; is replaced with p; + p; + oe; and 7; s replaced with 4; + dp; where
i € Cos1 (E;G) and e; € CY,(B;G)

2. q; is replaced with q; + §; + 0T f; and 5; is replaced with SZ + 07 §; where
G € Ciy '(B;G) and fi € Cj *(E; G)

3. p1 is replaced with py +p’ and 41 is replaced with 41 +4" where (suppp’) N
(0" (02 — d2)) = 0 and supp 4’ Nsupp(dz — 2 + 0 ga) = 0

4. qu is replaced with ¢ +q' and by is replaced with 6 + &' where (supp ¢') N
(supp 0(92 — 72)) = 0 and supp¥’ Nsupp(y2 — 92 + Ip2) = 0
and similarly with the roles of 1 and 2 interchanged.

Proof. If p; is replaced with p;+p; and 4; with 4;+0p; then for any K, D supp p;
we have

U, — 7~ Gi+0p:) x =6 x 0" (ai,x_) 70(pi,xc, +Pi)
Ko K- (123)

_ 627r<3;6i,&)Z*%X*&XQT(%,K, ) 70Piry

46



The phase factors from U i,k and U/, x cancel in eq. ([[18), therefore
the braiding remains the same.

From eq. (II9) one can see that p; only appears as (p;, 7 (5; —d;), ). Adding
a boundary de; results in an additional term (Oe;, 8T(5j —905),) = (ei, (8T)2(5j —
d;),) = 0. )

Again, since p; only appears as (p1, 07 (62 —d2), ), it is clear that p; +p’ with
supp p’ disjoint from that of 8T(52 — J2) leads to the same braiding.

Similarly, 41 only appears as (§1,d2 — by + 07 qo), therefore adding 4’ does
not change the value of the bilinear pairing as long as its support is disjoint
from that of dy — ds + 97 ¢qo.

The proofs for cochains are similar. O

Although there is some freedom in choosing the additional data required
to define a braiding, it can still lead to different operators. In general, we do
not know whether a canonical choice exists. However, in the plane and more
generally, for spaces which are “essentially planar” one can find such a choice.

For definiteness, let us consider £ = F' x R? with F' compact, but it seems
likely that the argument applies to more general spaces. In this case one can
find excitations localized in cones, i.e. preimages of infinite circular sectors in
R? under the canonical projection E — R2. After fixing a forbidden cone C and
an orientation of R? one can introduce an ordering on the set of cones disjoint
from C, saying that C; < Cy if C'y can be rotated to Cs in the positive direction
in such a way that it never intersects C.

Using this ordering one can fix the choices in the braiding as follows (see
Figure [I)). Choose p(,, 5,y and p(,,.s,) localized in cones C; and Cs, both
disjoint from C (but possibly C; N Cy # 0). Let 41 = 5 = p1 = ¢ = 0 and
choose p(,; s,y such that it is localized in a cone ¢}, disjoint from C; and C
and with the additional requirement C; < C4. Then we can choose s, 52 to be
disjoint from -1, d; and ps, g2 to be supported between Co and C4 and outside
C.

Using Proposition it is possible to give a different interpretation to the
braiding operation. Let us start with an arrangement as in Figure[IIl Since the
supports of 42 and 5o are disjoint from those of §; and 1, we can replace them
with 0, thus changing 74 to 74 + 42 and 8, to &, + 5. After this transformation
5 — 2 is a locally finite boundary and 65 — d2 is a coboundary, and it is possible
to choose p’ and ¢ such that their supports are disjoint from those of 97'¢; and
Ov1 (but they do intersect C'). By Proposition 0.3 we can replace py with pa +p’
and ¢y with g2 4+ ¢’. The net effect is that now dps = 0T qy = 4o = 55 = 0 and
we also have v = 4 and §; = 5. The physical picture one may have in mind is
that the endpoint of either 45 or 5 (or both) which is at infinty is moved around
the entire plane, making a full circle and returning back to the same position.
Note that when Cy < Cy < C} (as in the picture) then the canonical choice
corresponds here to a full counterclockwise circle, whereas when C; < Ca, we
can take py = g2 = 0. In the special case when (71, 1) = (72, 62) none of these
relations hold and we need to take either po = 0 or ¢o = 0.
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C

Figure 11: In the plane one can fix a forbidden cone C' and consider endomor-
phisms and charge transporters supported outside C'. Then a braiding can be
defined unambiguously by requiring that the first charge stays in place while the
second one is moved so that C7 — C) — C' are in counterclockwise order. (n = 1)

Now we can go one step further by noticing that we can add any n + 1-chain
to p2 and locally finite n + 1-chain to go without affecting the braiding. What
actually matter are the pairs (p2, dp2) and (g2, 97q2). Moreover, by Proposition
we can add any locally finite boundary to ps and any coboundary to go,
i.e. the braiding only depends on the (co-)homology classes at infinity [ps]> €
H(F;G) and [g2]eo € HY(E; G). According to this picture one may redefine
the braiding operators to depend only on these (co-)homology classes at infinity:

€ o rn) (2] [@2)oo) = €72 B H O™ eled) - (124)
The advantage is that we no longer need to think about the relative spatial
orientation with respect to an arbitrarily chosen forbidden cone. It is also pos-
sible to restore the symmetry between 1 and 2 by introducing a similar pair
([p1]°°, [q1]oo) of classes at infinity. In this case we need to subtract the terms
obtained by exchanging 1 and 2 in the exponent. Moreover, eq. (I24) (as well
as its symmetric variant) also makes sense in our general setting without the
special form of F.

One should note however, that if this quantity is to have any physical mean-
ing, the classes appearing in the subscript and in the argument need to be related
to each other. Otherwise we could even get a nontrivial braiding between two
vacuum representations, which is, at best, difficult to interpret. In general, we
do not know what relations need to be required, but at least on F x R? with I’
compact the above arguments single out a “canonical” choice.

Now we return to the general case, and consider conjugate charges. A con-
jugate of the endomorphism p is a triple (p, R, R) where R € Hom(id, s ® p)
and R € Hom(id, p ® p) satisfying R*p(R) = I = R*p(R). For the endomor-

phism p = p(,,5) we can choose p = p_, _s5) and R = R = I. The twist of an
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endomorphism p is then defined as [9)]
0, = (R*®id,) o (id; ®e, ) o (R®id,), (125)

where the arguments of the braiding are suppressed. When p = p, 5y the repre-
sentation myop is irreducible, therefore ©,, is just a phase factor corresponding to
the statistics of the sector. In this case using the conjugates as above one can see
that the phase factor is the same as that appearing in €, ,. We remark that in
the special case when the braiding is computed for an endomorphism with itself,
the symmetrized version only depends on the differences of the (co-)homology
classes at infinity appearing in the argument. As before, we do not know if there
is a canonical choice for these when the space is not of the form F x R2.
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