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Unitary Symmetry-Protected Non-Abelian Statistics of Majorana Modes
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Symmetry-protected topological superconductors (TSCs) can host multiple Majorana zero modes
(MZMs) at their edges or vortex cores, while whether the Majorana braiding in such systems is
non-Abelian in general remains an open question. Here we uncover in theory the unitary symmetry-
protected non-Abelian statisitcs of MZMs and propose the experimental realization. We show that
braiding two vortices with each hosting N unitary symmetry-protected MZMs generically reduces
to N independent sectors, with each sector braiding two different Majorana modes. This renders
the unitary symmetry-protected non-Abelian statistics. As a concrete example, we demonstrate the
proposed non-Abelian statistics in a spin-triplet TSC which hosts two MZMs at each vortex and,
interestingly, can be precisely mapped to a quantum anomalous Hall insulator. Thus the unitary
symmetry-protected non-Abelian statistics can be verified in the latter insulating phase, with the
application to realizing various topological quantum gates being studied. Finally, we propose a novel
experimental scheme to realize the present study in an optical Raman lattice. Our work opens a

new route for Majorana-based topological quantum computation.

Introduction—Majorana zero modes (MZMs) are self-
Hermitian modes residing at the ends of one-dimensional
(1D) topological superconductors (TSCs) [1] or the vor-
tex cores of 2D TSCs [2]. Being of an irrational quantum
dimension /2 [3], the MZMs obey non-Abelian braiding
statistics [4-7] which can be potentially applied to topo-
logical quantum computation [3, 8-10]. The search for
MZMs has stimulated great efforts in experiment [11-
28]. MZMs may appear as multiplets in TSCs when
there is symmetry protection, e.g. in time-reversal (TR)
invariant TSC Majorana modes come in pairs due to
Kramers’ theorem [29-37]. It was proposed that Ma-
jorana Kramers pairs obey non-Abelian braiding due to
the protection of TR symmetry, leading to the notion
of symmetry-protected non-Abelian statistics [38, 39].
However, as TR symmetry is anti-unitary, even the TSC
is TR invariant, the braiding, which is characterized
by a unitary evolution, may dynamically break the TR
symmetry [39, 40]. Such dynamical symmetry-breaking
causes local mixing in Majorana Kramers pair [41-43].
To achieve the symmetry-protected non-Abelian statis-
tics of Majorana Kramers pairs then necessitates extra
symmetry condition which recovers TR symmetry in the
dynamical braiding process [39].

In this work, we propose and establish a generic the-
ory for non-Abelian statistics of MZMs protected by uni-
tary symmetries. Unlike the TR symmetry, the unitary
symmetry can generically protect non-Abelian statistics
without suffering the dynamical symmetry breaking in
the braiding process. We further demonstrate the pro-
posed non-Abelian braiding for MZM pairs bound to vor-
tex cores in a concrete model, which belongs to the fam-
ily of spin-triplet TSCs [44-49]. By mapping the TSC to
a quantum anomalous Hall insulator (QAHI) with zero
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Figure 1. Schematic diagrams for MZMs residing at vortices
in a unitary symmetry-protected TSC. The gray circles with
arrows denote vortices, the blue dots are MZMs, and the
dashed lines represent the branch cuts of MZMs. (a) The
braiding of multiple pairs of MZMs is reduced into mulitple
individual sectors, each of which two MZMs independently.
(b) The sketch of Bas in the concrete model. The local MZMs
~ia and 7;p define a complex fermion 7;. The non-local com-
plex ferimons f;q(s) are defined by MZMs in different vortices.

modes via particle-hole transformation, we realize the
non-Abelian statistics and various quantum logic gates
in the latter system. A novel scheme with experimental
feasibility is proposed to for the realization based on the
recently widely studied optical Raman lattices [50-53],
and the results are numerically verified.

Generic theory.—We start with the generic theory of the
non-Abelian statistics for unitary symmetry-protected
MZMs. Consider multiple MZMs localized at each edge
or vortex core in a symmetry-protected TSC, and the



couplings among them are excluded by unitary symme-
tries [54-58]. The braiding of two vortices exchanges
the multiple pairs of MZMs as shown schematically in
Fig. 1(al). Let the system described by the Hamiltonian
H have a unitary symmetry R, i.e., RHR™' = H and
RiR~! =i, with N symmetry-protected MZMs at both
the left and right hand side edges or vortices. The sym-
metry protection implies that Rif/7JR™" = —i5/3} so
that the coupling between two MZMs 7; ; in the same
vortex core (left for p = L or right for p = R) is forbid-
den. The braiding is a unitary dynamical evolution with
duration 7" which can be described by time-ordering in-

tegral U(T) = T exp [ fTT/iQ drH(7)|. When the TSC

satisfies unitary symmetry at all time RH (HR~t = H(t)
for —T/2 < t < T/2, the unitary evolution also satisfies
the symmetry [R,U(T")] = 0 (see more details in Sup-
plementary Material [59]). We define the effective braid-
ing Hamiltonian Hg via Hg = ¢TI 'InU(T) to char-
acterize the braiding. Since the operator U(T) repre-
sents a unitary transformation of MZMs, the braiding
Hamiltonian Hpg is linear and takes the generic form
Hig = izij eij’yiL’yf due to unitary symmetry, which
can be written in an off- diagonal matrix form in the
bases {|y{), -, k)i, - [yA)}. The mode [77) is

a proper hnear transformatlon of |37y [59]. The unitary
braiding operator can then be proven to be U = ({ '),
where 0 and 1 are N x N zero and identity matrices,

respectively [59]. It follows that U 71 = 872 )8_1,
where the braiding operator
B=e 5 MW e 517 .. o  TININ . (1)

This result shows that braiding two vortices generically
reduces to N independent sectors, with each sector braid-
ing two different Majorana modes due to the symmetry
protection [Fig. 1(a2)]. In other words, during the braid-
ing a MZM in one vortex can only effectively see one,
rather than all MZMs in another vortex.

TSC Model.-We apply the generic theory to a p, +ipy
TSC, with the Cooper pairs in the state S =1 and S, =
0. The Hamiltonian reads Hpqc = %Zp \I/I,'HBdG\Ilp,

where ¥, = (cpy, cm,cim, Cim)Ta and

Hpac = (p2/2m — )T ® 0o — 2|A|(paTy + PyTz) @ 04
=h.T. ® 00 4 hyTy @ 04 + haTe ® 0y (2)

Here 7; and o; act on particle-hole and spin space, respec-
tively. The bulk spectra E(p) = +|h| are gaplessif 4 = 0.
This model possesses unitary symmetries S; = 79 ® o,
Sy =7, ®oy and 518z = 7, ®io,. The MZMs in vortex
are protected by &1 and S;, but not by S3. The first
seven rows in Table I show various perturbations that
keep &1 or S3. The last row shows a perturbation that
breaks &p 2 while not §;S52, but the MZMs in vortex are
not protected. The bulk Chern number computed via
h=h/|hlisC = [$2[h-(d, hx0, h)=—2foru>0.
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Figure 2. Numerical results of braiding two vortices with per-
turbations. (a) Evolution of MZM wave function in a full
braiding. (b-c) Evolution with symmetry-preserving random-
ized chemical potential du. (d) Evolution with symmetry-
breaking s-wave pairing A;. The non-Abelian braiding is
confirmed in (a-c) that 7(t) = (yia|71a(t))|t=2r = —1 after
a full braiding at ¢ = 27T (similar for other MZMs), and
breaks down in (d). The adiabatic condition is satisfied in

that ¢(t) = 3, 1 5 [l(71a(®O)]75a(0))[* + (y1a(t);6(0))[?] re-
turns to unity after a single (¢ = T) and a full (¢t = 27T)
braiding. Here = 1/m and A =1/2m.

Two MZMs exist in each vortex for C' = —2 phase and
obey non-Abelian statistics. The vortex can be intro-
duced by taking |A| — |A]-g(r)e™, where g(r) depends
on r and (r,0) are the polar coordinates. The vortex
phase can be gauge-transformed into the operators via
ey (r,0) = ey (r, 0)e~19/2 which then obey the anti-
periodic boundary condition. The two MZMs read

1 ) .
Vo = N /rdrdﬁf(r)[—ew/QcT(r, 0) + 619/2@(7“, 0)
e 02l (r,0) + 702 (r,0)), (3)

and vy, = SQ%S;[, where A is the normalization fac-

tor, and f(r) = # exp [ 3y INFICd )dr} The two
MZMs are protected by the unitary symmetry Sy or Ss,
which also protects the non-Abelian statistics. The non-
Abelian braiding and symmetry protection are confirmed
by numerical simulation shown in Fig. 2 through a lat-
tice Hamiltonian (see Supplemental Material [59]). As
predicted, each MZM (e.g. 714) in braiding accumulates
a m phase after a full braiding [Fig. 2(a)]. This braid-
ing result is robust against randomized chemical poten-
tial g/ (r) with |p/(r) — u| < Optmax, which preserves the
symmetries [Fig. 2(b-c)]. Similar results are expected for
other disorders without breaking the S; or S symmetry.
In comparison, a symmetry-breaking s-wave supercon-
ducting order vitiates the braiding.



Table I. Examples for symmetry-preserving or symmetry-breaking terms in TSC and QAHI. The letter “P” (“B”) in the rightmost
column means that the term preserves (breaks) the symmetry that protects the topology.

TSC QAHI S1 S2  S1-S2 Topology
> Winir +nqy) 2 Wz‘(nm — Niy) At P
25, tsol ;n%ﬂi — o) the 3 Ay(e ym+u clacl, ) the X /X P
iy tso( ]chgeru ;rchjy 1) + h.c. ZZ A (JyT ]eru ;yT }Lyiu)—}—h.c. v X X P
> Be ( mcw + CuClT) 2 As ( ncu +h.c.) v X X P
S, iBy(—cl iTCii + CnCiT) > A (zcﬁczi +h.c.) X v X P
Z”UTLA i N—&—hc Zng(zTcJT ucﬂ)—l—hc v X X P
DIFFRAN (! 1Tcﬂ zi yi) +h.c. Dijomt, A chga +h.c. X v X P
> AsciT 5, T he > chcii + h.c. X X 4 B

There are different ways to introduce the complex
fermion modes from the MZMs, as illustrated in Fig. 1
(b). One is to define the complex fermion modes in
non-local bases fiay = (V2i-1as) + ©V2ia(v))/2, and
another is from local MZMs in each vortex as 7; =
(Via + ©vip)/2. (1) In the f-representation, the MZMs
are classified into two sectors denoted by a and b,
and the braiding operators can be generally decom-
posed into a direct product of the matrices of each sec-
tor. For example, for four vortices, the Fock space
is spanned by |nign1p) f|n2enas) s, which denotes states
with particle number n;q) for fiqe). In the subspace
{100)£100) £,J01) £|01) £,[10) £[10) ,|11) £[11) #}, the braid-
ing matrix of Bag is

200 7) o

which connects states with the same fermion parity in
each sector. (i) In the n-representation, there is a
“particle-number conservation” due to the relation B;; =
1+ 17;771 — njnj —ng; —n; + 2nn;, with n; = nfm- We
initialize the non-local fermion states as follows. Con-
sider 2N vortices (or anti-vortices) in TSC and couple
them via Ha;j_19; = )\ew””'%n;,mm + h.c.. Here the
phases of 72;_1 and 1; have been absorbed into 12;_1,2;,
and the eigenstates are 7,4+ = % (M2i—1 £ e W2i-12iny,)
The braiding evolves the state of the system in
the particleenumber conserved subspaces. For ex-
ample, in the single-particle subspace for four vor-
tices {[10),|00);,01),[00),]00),[10),,|00),[01)}, where
|n1-n14)n|n2—na4 )y denotes states with particle number
n;+ for 7,4, the matrix of operator Baog is

1 1 e~ W2 e~ W2
(77) 1 1 —_e Wiz _g—iti2
B - § _eltz itz 1 -1 : (5)
_eiz itz -1 1

Under Bég), each basis vector evolves into the superposi-
tion of all the single-particle states. Note that f is gen-

erally a linear combination of 7 and 7, and the particle-
number conservation for 7 and the parity conservation
for f are not contradictive.

Sitmulation of the non-Abelian statistics by QAHI.—
We show now a highly nontrivial result that the unitary
symmetry-protected non-Abelian statistics of MZM pairs
can be mapped to and simulated by vortex modes in a
QAHI. After the transformation ¢| CI and the replace-
ments |A| - g(r)e™ — tso - g(r)e™ and p — —m., the
Hamiltonian (2) describes a QAHI with vortices:

Haoam(r,0) = [to (r~'0,r0, +177205) + m.] 0.

+2itsog(r)e " (r 1o,y + 090,), (6)

where o, = cosfo, + sinfo, and o9 = cos o, — sinfo,.
The operator that annihilates the zero mode is just
1 = (Ya+i7)/2 after particle-hole transformation. Noted
that our realization of zero modes in a QAHI is different
from the traditional proposal by digging a hole with a 7
flux threading through [61]. In above Hamiltonian (6),
we only introduce a phase vortex for tgo. Similar to
the case of the TSC model, the topology is protected by
S1 =T ®o, and So = 7y ® 0,. Table I shows exam-
ples of perturbation that keep or break the symmetry.
To illustrate the nontrivial braiding statistics, we con-
sider four vortices (or anti-vortices) in a QAHI so that
there are four zero modes 11, 12, 13 and 74 [see Fig. 3(a)].
We initialized the system in the state |r;_) and perform
a numerical simulation in position space, as shown in
Fig. 3(b-c). In the braiding, 75 and 73 travels away from
their initial locations such that |n1—(¢)) only overlaps
with |71 (0)) or [n14(0)) [Fig. 3(b)]. After braiding once,
the state |n1—(t = T)) evolves into a linear combination
of the four states as expected in Eq. (5), and after a full
braiding, the state |n1_(t = 2T)) evolves into |n14(0)).
Further, we demonstrate the robustness of non-Abelian
braiding against perturbations which keep the symme-
tries. As shown in Fig. 3(c), the full braiding transforms
the negative energy state |n;_(t)) into the positive energy
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Figure 3. Numerical simulation of a full braiding between 7
and n3. (a) Orange ball denotes the lattice sites, and Vortices
(anti-vortices) are denoted by blue (red) circles. (b) The evo-
lution of wave function |n1—(¢)). The system evolves into a
superposition of the four single particle states as braiding 7
and n3 once. After a full braiding, |n:—(¢)) evolves into |n14).
(c) The energy E of |mi—(t)) as a function of time. The ab-
solute value of |n:1—(0)) is denoted by Eo. The dashed lines
show the energy evolution with certain randomization dm, in
the m, term. After a full braiding, all the three curves arrive
at the positive energy Fp, demonstrating the robustness of
non-Abelian statistics. Here we set m, = 2to and tso = to.

one |n14(t)); the disorder in m, only induces fluctuations
but cannot affect the braiding result.

We can realize various topological quantum gates by
braiding the vortices. Due to the particle-number con-
servation, the realization of quantum logic gates in a
QAHI is restricted in the n-representation. For different
subspaces, there are different methods to realize quan-
tum logic gates. For example, in the two-particle sub-
space and defining |00) = |11),[00),, |10) = |00),|11),,
|01) = [10),|01),, |11) = |01),|10),, we have

Z-gate: B{P? = B2 CNOT-gate: — B{P?.  (7)

More vortices can be added to provide ancilla qubits.
When considering six vortices, one can define |00) =
10),]00)[00)p,  [10) = [01)y[00),|00),, [01) =
|00),(10),|00),, [11) = |00),|01),|00), as the four practi-
cal qubits (the remaining two single-particle states serve
as ancilla ones). We then have

Z-gate: Béz)z, CNOT-gate: Bflgﬁ,
X-gate: Bég)Bgz)Bg)Bég), when 12 = 34.

Compared with previous realization of quantum logic
gates utilizing Majorana qubits [10], the current proposal
provides simpler methods to realize CNOT-gate.

3rj2 OM 0 w2 w 3rp2f

0 w2 o

Figure 4. (a) Sketch of the experimental realization scheme.
The atoms reside at a primary checkerboard lattice (black
lines) with a staggered onsite Zeeman potential V;. The
Raman potential M induces the spin-flip nearest neighbor
hopping. A shaking lattice V; is applied to drive the spin-
conserved hopping by compensating neighboring onsite en-
ergy difference. (b) The phase of Raman potential 0; with
I = 1. (c) The phase of the spin-flip hopping 0 in the z-
direction produced by the Raman potential with [ = 1. (d)
The energy spectrum of the system with a vortex (I = 1) and
an anti-vortex (I = —1). See details in ref. [59].

Ezperimental realization.—Finally we propose a feasi-
ble experimental setup to simulate a QAHI with vortices
via an optical Raman lattice [50-53]. The realization
scheme is depicted in Fig. 4(a), and the details can found
in the Supplemental Material [59]. Besides the primary
square lattice, there are three main ingredients in our
proposal: (i) Raman potential M with an orbital angular
momentum [, which induces spin-flip hopping tgo-term
and the phase vortex. The orbital angular momentum
can be imprinted by applying an Laguerre-Gaussian (LG)
beam [62, 63]. (ii) Staggered on-site Zeeman term Vo,
which provides an on-site energy difference between the
two spin states so that on-site spin flipping is suppressed.
(iii) Shaking lattice V;, which is applied to induce spin-
conserved nearest-neighbor hopping.

We confirm by exact numerical calculations that such
a realization indeed simulates a QAHI with vortices de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian (6). We first calculate the
phase of Raman potential 0, in the case | = 1. As in
Fig. 4(b), the winding of the phase 0,/ is 2 along a path
encircling the center of LG beam, while for any other
paths encircling one center of lattice barrier, the winding
is 1. The additional winding causes the spin-flip hopping
tso to have a phase vortex at the center of the LG beam,
as numerically demonstrated in Fig. 4(c). We then cal-



culate the energy spectrum of the system with a vortex
(I = 1) and an anti-vortex (I = —1) [59]. The result is
shown in Fig. 4(d). One can find two nearly degenerate
states at the center of the gap, which confirms the ex-
istence of zero modes in vortices. The braiding of zero
modes can then be realized by slowly moving the LG
beam. Details of the realization are seen in ref. [59].

Conclusion.—We have uncovered that Majorana modes
protected by unitary symmetries generically obey sym-
metry protected non-Abelian statistics, and proposed the
experimental realization. Specifically, the MZM pairs in
vortex cores of a unitary symmetry-protected spin-triplet
TSC exemplify the non-Abelian statistics with analytical
and numerical results. In comparison with TSCs with-
out symmetry-protection, the Majorana qubit states with
unitary symmetry-protection can be defined in the local
and non-local bases, which facilitate the realization of
various topological quantum gates. We further mapped
the spin-triplet TSC to QAHI, with which we proposed
a practical experimental scheme in optical Raman lat-
tice to verify the present study. This work enriches the
braiding statistics and may open up diverse routes toward
realizing topological quantum computers.
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Supplemental Material

In this Supplemental Material, we provide details for the generic theory of unitary symmetry-protected non-Abelian
statistics, the model Hamiltonian for TSC, the braiding matrices in different representations and the experimental
realization.

I. UNITARY SYMMETRY PROTECTION

In this section, we show in general that in a unitary symmetry-protected TSC, the braiding of two vortices with each
hosting multiple Majorana modes can be reduced into multiple independent sectors, each of which braids indepen-
dently, leading to the symmetry-protected non-Abelian statistics. The braiding process is described by the evolution
operator

U(T) = lim Te—if_T;§2de(r) — o iH(T/2)At (—iH(T/2=At)AL | ,—iH(=T/2)At (S1)
At—0 ’
where 7' is the time-ordering operator. If the system keeps a unitary symmetry R throughout the braiding process,
ie. [H(t),R] =0 at any time for —7/2 <t < T/2, where T is the total braiding time and R is the unitary symmetry
that protects the topology, the effective Hamiltonian Hp = iT'InU(T') also satisfies the symmetry R since

RU(T)R_l — Alimo Re—iH(T/Q)AtR—lRe—iH(T/Q—At)AtR—l . Re—iH(—T/Q)AtR—l
—

— lim efiH(T/Z)AtefiH(T/ZfAt)At L efiH(fT/2)At
At—0

= U(T), (52)

so that [U(T),R] = [Hg,R] = 0. Now we consider the case with each vortex binding N Majorana modes ¥,
(j = 1,2,...,N), between each pair of the Majorana modes, e.g. 7; and 4; there is a unitary sub-symmetry R;;
providing the protection. Note that since the braiding process is a unitary transformation which exchange the
positions of two vortices, the effective Hamiltonian must be a linear one in terms of Majorana operators. The effective
Hamiltonian takes the generic form Hg = ZZ” eijﬁfﬁf” since the local coupling is excluded by the protection of
unitary symmetries. So in the Majorana bases, the effective Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

(0 H;
where Hy is a real matrix. The braiding operator U = exp(—iHgT) = Y 4 (—iHgT)", in which
, —-HHY 0 \" , 0 (~H HN)"H
_ 2n _ 115 . 2+l _ 1414 1
ot = (5 ) s o = (e )

The braiding process exchanges the left and right hand vortices, so the left and right hand side MZMs must exchange
positions, and accordingly the diagonal elements in U must vanish by definition. Then only the off-diagonal blocks

survive, giving
B 0 U
oo (5, -

Since U is unitary, one can verify that U; is also unitary. Therefore U2 = —1 by noting that U] = UlT , which means
each MZM accumulates a 7 phase after full braiding. The phase after a single braiding can be fixed by

= Z(—Uf)jﬂf

J
so that

R A A (S6)
This implies that under unitary symmetry protection, the MZMs can always be effectively reduced into several

individual sectors, which are characterized by the braiding operator given by Eq. (1) of the main text. Note that in

general 'yiL /B can be a complicated superposition of ’yf/ Rs, depending on the details of the braiding process and the
static Hamiltonian. However, during the braiding a MZM in one vortex can only effectively see one, rather than all
MZMs in another vortex. This essentially renders the symmetry-protected non-Abelian statistics.



II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

The tight-binding Hamiltonian for our model TSC is

_ t i v bt
Hrsc=—to) (CiTCJ'T + Cucﬂ) —WY mit |y oA (cjoCijrli - Cmcjx—u) +hee
(33) Ja

A vt
+ 1A (%‘n%+u - ijchrli) +hed, (57)
Jy

and the model is protected by unitary symmetries S;(2), whose second-quantized forms are 81(2)(c¢,c¢)T81(2) =
ouy)(cr,cy)T. It’s convenient to rewrite the Hamiltonian in k-space, Hrge = 1/2 dop Uhle(p)T @00 — 2| Al(sin p, 7y +
sinpy ;) ® 04)¥p, where e(p) = —2t(cos p, + cosp, — 1') and the phase of A is absorbed into the definition of ¥,. In
the continuum limit, the single-particle BAG Hamiltonian is transformed into (2) with p = ' + 4tg and m = 1/2t,.
The vortex in this system traps two MZMs in topological phase, and in the limit m — oo, they take the form

Yo = % /rdrd@f(r)[—ew/QcT(r, 0) + e %¢,(r,0) — e’ie/zcﬂr, 0) + e’w/zci(r, 0)], (S8)
= % /rdrd&f(r)[ew/QcT(r, 0) +¢e%¢,(r,0) — e_ie/%i(?”a 0) - e_w/?CI(T’ 0)]- (59)

The MZMs will be transformed by the symmeties as Slfyaé";r = —Ya, SlfbelT =, and 82%8; = Vb, Sg’beQT = Ya,
which means the pair of MZMs are symmetry-protected.

III. BRAIDING MATRICES

The braiding operator B;; = e~ iYiaYjaeTTVibib is particle-number conserved in the 7-representation thus the
braiding matrices are block-diagonal in particle-number conserved subspaces. For four vortices, the state of system
can be generally written as [n1_n1),|n2_n2y ), where n(2)+ denotes the particle number of 7 (2)4.. In the one-particle
subspace {|10),|00),,|01),[00),, |00),|10),,|00),|01),}, or three-particle subspace {|10),[11),, —[01),|11),, |11),]10),
—[11),,|01),,}, the braiding operators are

isinyrs —costa 0 0 10 0 0
B — costprp —isintyp 0 0 Bas 01 0 0
12— 0 0 107737 100 isintgy —costhay
0 0 01 0 0 costpzy —isinhzy
1 1 e~ W2 e~ Wiz
1 a2 —itr2
Bas =5 _ez{ﬁn eiiu ¢ 1 e_1 (S10)
_eltz itz -1 1

The operator Byysq) only affects 74s)+ while Baz combines all four states. In the two-particle subspace {|11),[00),,
|00),|11),, |10),[10),, |10),|01),, |01),|10),, |01),|01),}, the braiding operators are

10 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0
01 0 0 0 0 01 0 0 0 0
B 0 0 isinto 0 — CoS P12 0 By — 0 0 isingy —cosihzy 0 0
27100 0 1 sin 12 0 —costhia |77 T [0 0 costgs —isinidsgy 0 0 ’
0 0 costa 0 —1sin g 0 00 0 0 1sinss  — OSP34
00 0 cos 12 0 —isin o 00 0 0 cos 3y —isinsy
0 0 _e~ W12 _g—iia _g—iha _g—ithe
0 0 etz —elz2 —ei2 etz
1| e1z —e=ii2 1 0 0 -1
B = 9 | ez g2 0 1 1 0 (S11)
ez e~z 0 -1 1 0
ez =12 1 0 0 1
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Figure S1. Experimental realization in an optical Raman lattice. (a) Experimental setup. With the bias magnetic field B
applied in the z direction, the light components E14,1, (red) form a spin-independent checkerboard lattice, and generate periodic
Raman coupling potentials together with the circularly polarized beam E. incident along the z-axis. The light E. is set to be a
Laguerre-Gaussian (LG) beam carrying optical vortices, which imprints a spatially-dependent phase on spin-flipped hoppings.
Two beam components of E; (blue) with mutually perpendicular polarization is used to produce a spin-dependent lattice in
the x direction, which provides a staggered Zeeman energy splitting. Two beams Ej3 4 are applied along the x +y and z — y
directions respectively to form a 2D shaking lattice by sinusoidally modulating the phases of retro-reflected components via
electro-optic modulators (EOMs). (b) The contour plot of the lattice potentials V,, and Vi (upper panel). Their combination
produces a staggered on-site energy difference for the two spin states (lower panel). Here Vi = —0.4V5.

The braiding operators act trivially on the vaccum state and four-particle state [11),|11),,.

In the f-representation, braiding operator B;; = e~ T%iaYiagTTVbYib is parity-conserved in sectors a and b, and
the braiding matrices are direct product of matrices in each sector. The particle-number conservation of 7 and the
parity conservation of f are not contradictory since f is generally the linear combination of 1 and 7', for example,
fia = (m+in +171 +in})/2, and therefore the vaccum states |0),, and |0); are different. For four vortices, the state of
system can be generally written as |n1,n1p) f[124725) r, Where n;q() denotes the particle-number of fi,). The whole
Fock space can be divided into even and odd parity parts of a(b) sectors

aBven bEven : {|00)£[00),|01)£|01) ¢, [10) ¢[10) £, [11) ¢[11) s},

aBEven bOdd :{]01)£]00)¢,[00)£|01) s, —[11)£|10) £, [10) £[11) £},
aOdd bEven : {[10)£|00)¢,[11)£|01)¢,[00)[10) ¢, —[01) ¢[11) £},
aOdd b0dd : {[11)£|00)f,[10)[01) 5, —|01) £|10) , —[00) £[11)  }.

(S12)

Braiding matrices in a single sector can be written in even and odd parity subspaces [S1]

e7'E 0 iz
) f itv: . € 4 0
( 0 eﬂ) or even parity, By = ( 0 eiZ) ,

Bio = (S13)

iT ) L
<e04 e—if{) for odd parity, D23 = % (—i 1 ) .

IV. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

We propose an experimental setup based on the optical Raman lattice scheme which was used to realize Weyl
semimetal in 3D [S2, S3], as sketched in Fig. S1. We aim to realize the Hamiltonian

H =Hy + Vs(r)o, + Vi(r,t) @1,
2

Hy = [’“ +vp<r>} © 1+ M) 1] + M) 1) (1]

2m

(S14)

where V,(r) is the primary checkerboard lattice, M(r) denotes the Raman coupling potential with a spatially-
dependent phase, V;(r) is a spin-dependent lattice, which provides a staggered Zeeman splitting at each lattice site
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and thus suppresses the on-site spin flipping, and Vi(7,t) is a two-dimensional (2D) shaking lattice, which is applied
to induce and control the spin-conserved nearest-neighbor hopping.

A. Primary checkerboard lattice and Raman coupling potential

As shown in Fig. S1(a), the beams FEy, of frequency w1, with g-polarization and E;, of frequency w1, (w1, # wiy)
with 2-polarization together form a 2D standing waves Ey = E;,, + E1, in the z-y plane via mirror reflection, where

E,y, = Ely(z’g)elkom — igje T 4 jgetkoy _ ii:elkﬂy)e_“‘“yt,
—iwiyt

= 2F4,(Zsinkoy — ysin kox)e ,

Elz _ Elzé(ezkox + efzkox _|_ezk0y +€7Zk0y)efzwlzt’

— w1t

= 2F,2(cos kox + cos koy)e )

(S15)

Note that the relative phase between the z- and z-polarized components acquires a 7 phase after passing through
the quarter-wave plate (A/4) twice. When Ey, = E1, = Ey, the standing wave E; leads to a checkerboard lattice
V,(r) o< | Eq|? [S2], which takes the form

V,,(r) = Vi cos? (kjx") + Vo cos® (koy'), (S16)

where Vg o< E2, ki = ko/V2, 2’ = (x —y)/v2, and ¢/ = (z +y)/V/2.
We further apply a circularly polarized Laguerre-Gaussian (LG) beam of frequency w, in the z direction, which
carries an orbital angular momentum [. The light field can be written as

Ez _ Ez T+ ZZ:I eile(r)ei(kngwzt)

7 ;

where 6 is the azimuthal angle. If w, = wy, + wzg with wzg being the Zeeman splitting of the two spins, the Raman
potential M(r) can be generated through the double-A-type coupling configuration via the standing wave FE1,,, and
the running wave F,, which reads

(S17)

M(r) = Moe 00 (sin klz cos kjy' — 1 cos kjx sin kjy'), (S18)

with MO 0.8 E()Ez.

B. Spin-dependent lattice

Two lights with mutually perpendicular polarization are applied in the z-z plane to generate a spin-dependent
lattice in the x direction, which are incident from the positive and negative x-axis, respectively, with the angles to
the z-axis being both 30° [see Fig. S1(a)]. The light field reads

E, = Eg(ﬂeiko(z+\/§z)/2 + (2 7 \/gfc)eiko(7m+\/§z)/2/2)67iw2t. (819)
The spin-dependent lattice is the vector light shift Vi (r) o< i(E3 x Es) - & [S4, S5], thus taking the form
Vi
Va(r) = 5 cos(hox), (520)

with V; o< E3. As shown in Fig. S1(b), the combination of the primary lattice (S16) plus the spin-dependent lattice
(S20) indeed provides a staggered on-site Zeeman term. Note that for a realistic setup, one need to choose proper
hyperfine states to construct the spin-1/2 system such as the FEs-induced spin-independent part can be neglected. For
example, one can choose |1) = |F = 7/2,mp = +7/2) and ||) = |9/2,+9/2) for *°K atoms [S6].
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C. Shaking lattice

The shaking lattice is formed by two beams of wavelength A\; = 27/k(, applied in the 2’ and 3/’ directions, respectively,
with the phases of their retro-reflected components being sinusoidally modulated [S7, S8]. The light fields are

N N YN s n _d gO,/ _
E; =FE5% [elkoz te i(kyx +<pm/):|e Zwst=2E3Z€ upm//QCOS (k/OJ?/—‘r T )6 m)st7

2
jj—g A N . . ()0/ . (821)
E4 :E4 {ezkoy + e*l(koy +<py/):| e*iwst — \/§E4(§3 _ g)efupy//2 cos (k_éyl + 7@/) efzwst’
V2 2
Hence, the shaking lattice potential reads
! t / t
Vi(r,t) = Vo cos® (k69€' + ('02()> + V3 cos? (k{)y/ + %/2(>> , (S22)

where @,/ (t) = f cos(wmoat) and @,/ (t) = f cos(wmodat + ¢o) With f being the shaking amplitude and wmeq =~ V1.

D. Tight-binding model

In this subsection, we consider the tight-binding limit of the total Hamiltonian (S14). We denote ®J(7) as the
Wannier function of spin o =1 for s-bands of V,(r)1 + V;(r)o,. Without loss of generality, we suppose Vj < 0. The
spin-flipped hopping is

tso = My /d?“fbﬁ(a:’, y') sin kb cos kyy' @1 (¢ — a,y), (523)

where a denotes the lattice constant. Due to the identity
eF8t = N (i) T (2)e™? = Jo(2) +2 ) ()" Jn(2) cos(ng), (S24)
n=-—oo0 n=1

where J,, are the Bessel functions, the shaking lattice potential can be written as Vi(r,t) ~ V;(O) (r) + Vt(l)(r7 t), where

VO (r) = Vado(f) [cos® (kpa') + cos?(key')]

(S25)
V(1) = —VaJi(f) [sin(2k}x’) cos(wt) + sin(2kly’) cos(wt + do)] -
The shaking-induced spin-conserved hopping can be written as
to = —%(f) /dr@g(m’,y’) sin(2kyz" )@ (2" — a, ). (526)

With these ingredients the tight-binding model of QAHTI is realized and given by Eq. (S7) after particle hole trans-
formation as introduced in main text.

E. Numerical Results

In the numerical simulation, we apply two LG beams that carry opposite angular momentum to eliminate the
winding of Raman potential at the boundary. We confirmed that there are two almost degenerate eigenstates localized
at the centers of the LG beams which energies are at the center of the gap opened by spin-orbit coupling. The remaining
non-degeneracy is the result of two reasons - (i) There are residue effective m, or m, that are not canceled by the
onsite staggered m, term, and (ii) the strength of ¢so is spin and site dependent since the size of the barrier that
are overcome by the Raman coupling has staggered pattern. The split of energy is about 1/57 of the size of the gap
with Vo =5E,,Vi = E,.,m, = 0.083E,,V, =5.5F,., My =1.25E, and wyoq = 0.434FE,.. Let ¢4 be the wavefunctions
of two zero modes and [y (i,7) = f(%y)N(i,j) |(¢x(z, y)\2 dxdy, where the integration is done in the region of the site
(i,4), be the site-wise probability of the states. Fig. S2(a-b) show fi(i,7) and the zero modes are localized at the
centers of the vortex or anti-vortex.
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Figure S2. f4(i,7) of two zero-modes which are localized at the vortex or anti-vortex respectively. The vortex is located at the
barrier between (8,8) and (9,9), and the anti-vortex is located at the barrier between (24,24) and (25, 25).
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