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Topological quantum computation (TQC) is one of the most striking architectures that can realize fault-
tolerant quantum computers. In TQC, the logical space and the quantum gates are topologically protected, i.e.,
robust against local disturbances. The topological protection, however, requires rather complicated lattice mod-
els and hard-to-manipulate dynamics; even the simplest system that can realize universal TQC–the Fibonacci
anyon system–lacks a physical realization, let alone braiding the non-Abelian anyons. Here, we propose a disk
model that can realize the Fibonacci anyon system, and construct the topologically protected logical spaces
with the Fibonacci anyons. Via braiding the Fibonacci anyons, we can implement universal quantum gates
on the logical space. Our proposal is platform-independent. As a demonstration, we implement a topological
Hadamard gate on a logical qubit through a sequence of 15 braiding operations of three Fibonacci anyons with
merely 2 nuclear spin qubits. The gate fidelity reaches 97.18% by randomized benchmarking. We further prove
by experiment that the logical space and Hadamard gate are topologically protected: local disturbances due to
thermal fluctuations result in a global phase only. Our work is a proof of principle of TQC and paves the way
towards fault-tolerant quantum computation.

Among all the schemes of quantum computation, topolog-
ical quantum computation (TQC)1 stands out because of its
fault tolerance due to topological protection: In a topological
quantum computer, the logical computational space is a sub-
space of the Hilbert space of certain number of non-Abelian
anyons, whose braiding implements the logical gates; such
logical gates and logical computing spaces are topologically
protected against local disturbances, and are thus robust.

Majorana fermions have been suggested to realize TQC2–4,
but are unsatisfactory because they cannot realize for exam-
ple the Hamamard gate and hence non-universal5. The sim-
plest non-Abelian anyons that can realize universal TQC are
the Fibonacci anyons6–8. Unfortunately, physical realizations
of controllable Fibonacci anyons are still missing, let alone
more complicated anyons. This conundrum is ascribed to two
main reasons. On the one hand, a real material that bear
Fibonacci anyons is still unknown. On the other hand, lat-
tice models of Fibonacci anyons are complicated, and there
has not been any lattice model in which all quasiparticles are
Fibanocci anyons. For example, the string-net model9–12 is a
lattice model that accomadates not only Fibonacci anyons but
also anti-chiral Fibonacci anyons and their composites. Real-
izing such models with Fibonacci anyons demands numerous
degrees of freedom. The worse is, identifying and manipu-
lating these Fibonacci anyons are beyond the reach of state-
of-the-art technologies. We however finds a way out of this
conundrum.

In this paper, we first propose a lattice model on the disk
describing a Fibonacci anyon system, in which the bound-
ary spectrum is chiral, i.e., only the Fibonacci anyons can be
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exited at the boundary of the disk and then braided to im-
plement logical quantum gates on the logical qubits encoded
in the Hilbert space of the Fibonacci anyons. Realization of
our proposal is platform independent, i.e., can be done in any
controllable system of physical qubits. As a demonstration
of our proposal, we then implement a topological Hadamard
gate on a logical qubit through a sequence of 15 braiding oper-
ations of 3 boundary Fibonacci anyons with merely 2 nuclear
spin qubits. This result contrasts previous works that spends
3 qubits to realize only the ground states (no anyons) of a
Fibonacci string-net model13 and that spends 4 qubits to re-
alize only the ground states of a toric code model14,15. The
gate fidelity is 97.18% by randomized benchmarking (RB).
Via purity benchmarking (PB), we found that the origin of the
infidelity is the incoherent error generally caused by the de-
phasing of our physical system.

A working topological quantum computer may suffer local
disturbances due to thermal fluctuations. A topological quan-
tum computer works at controlled, extremely low tempera-
ture, at which the thermal fluctuations cannot produce any real
Fibonacci anyons on top of the existing Fibonacci anyons used
for computation. Then the thermal fluctuations can only pro-
duce paired Fibonacci anyons, which may interfere with the
braiding of the nearby real Fibonacci anyons. Fortunately, the
logical space and gates have been argued not to be affected at
all by such disturbances6, viz topologically protected. In this
paper, we prove the topological protection by experiment: lo-
cal disturbances due to thermal fluctuations result in a global
phase only.

By realizing the topological Hadamard gate on three Fi-
bonacci anyons and demonstrating the topological protection,
our work is a proof of principle of Fibonacci-anyon based
TQC.
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Figure 1. Fibonacci anyon system and the model. a, Doubled Fibonacci topological phase with a gapped boundary. The bumps on the disk
are possible bulk excitations but irrelevant. The balls on the boundary depict boundary Fibonacci anyons. b, Trivalent lattice that discretizes
the disk. Boundary Fibonacci anyons (orange balls) reside on open edges. c, Three boundary Fibonacci anyons encoding the logical qubit. The
braid generator σ12 (σ23) braids the worldlines of the first and the second (the second and the third) Fibonacci anyons. d, Minimal subsystem
(conisiting of two degrees of freedom j and k) that bears three boundary Fibonacci anyons.

A Fibonacci anyon system and the logical qubit
Our model describes the doubled Fibonacci topological order
with a gapped boundary. Along the gapped boundary, there
can be Fibonacci anyons (Fig. 1a). The model is defined on
a disk, discretized by a trivalent lattice, as shown in Fig. 1b.
The open edges and the internal edges respectively carry the
boundary and bulk degrees of freedom, which take value in
{0,1}. The Hilbert space of the model is spanned by all possi-
ble configurations of the degrees of freedom on the edges. An
open edge taking value 1 bears a boundary Fibonacci anyon.
We can braid the boundary Fibonacci anyons by moving them
around each other through the bulk. Braiding the Fibonacci
anyons can be represented by certain matrices acting on the
Hilbert space of the model.

According to Ref.6, we need in our model three neighbour-
ing boundary Fibonacci anyons to construct a logical qubit.
We can braid the three Fibonacci anyons to implement the
single-qubit logical gates. All possible braiding operations of
the three Fibonacci anyons can be generated by two basic op-
erations, σ12 and σ23 (see Fig. 1c), and their inverses. The
operation σ12 (σ23) exchanges the left (right) two Fibonacci
anyons’ worldline on top. See the Seupplemental Information
for more details of the model.

As a subspace of the Hilbert space of our model, the logi-
cal qubit is 2-dimensional and is invariant under braiding the
three boundary Fibonacci anyons. To operate on the logical
qubit, we need to express the braid generators σ12 and σ23

explicitly as matrices, which depend on the positions of the
three Fibonacci anyons on the boundary. In order to realize a
logical qubit with the smallest number of physical qubits, we
bipartite the system into two disentangled parts: a minimal
subsystem (shown in Fig. 1b) that bears three boundary Fi-
bonacci anyons, supporting a logical qubit, and the subsystem
consisting the rest degrees of freedom of the total system. The

minimal subsystem has only two degrees of freedom j and
k. In this setting, any braiding operation of the three bound-
ary Fibonacci anyons decomposes into the tensor product of a
4×4 matrix acting on ∣j, k⟩ and an identity matrix on the other
subsystem.

As such, the logical space in the basis of ∣j, k⟩ is spanned
by ∣0⟩L =

1
φ
∣01⟩+

√
1
φ
∣11⟩, and ∣1⟩L = −

1
φ3/2 ∣01⟩+

√
1
φ
∣10⟩+

1
φ2 ∣11⟩, where φ = 1+

√

5
2

is the golden ratio. See Methods for
the two braiding generators σ12 and σ23. Details of construct-
ing the logical qubit can be found in the Supplemental Infor-
mation. One can realize any single-qubit gate on the logical
qubit with arbitrary high precision by sequentially implement-
ing the σ12 and σ23. As an example, a Hadamard gate can be
realized by implementing the following sequence of braiding
operations16

HL = (σ12)
4
(σ23)

−2
(σ12)

2
(σ23)

−2
(σ12)

2
(σ23)

2
×

(σ12)
−2

(σ23)
4
(σ12)

2
(σ23)

−2
(σ12)

−2
(σ23)

2
(σ12)

2. (1)

To realize a single-qubit topological quantum computer,
we shall simulate the subsystem in Fig. 1b and the logical
Hadamard gate Eq. (1). Using our model, it is straightforward
to scale up the topological quantum computer by considering
larger subsystems.

Experimental implementation of the Hadamard gate
We use the nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) quantum
register 13C-labeled chloroform to construct the logical
Hadamard gate17. The 13C and 1H spins serve as two phys-
ical qubits, each being controlled by a radio-frequency (rf)
field18,19. The total Hamiltonian is20

ĤNMR =
πJ

2
σ̂1
z σ̂

2
z +

2

∑
i=1

πBi(cosφiσ̂
i
x + sinφiσ̂

i
y), (2)
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Figure 2. Implementation and process tomography of the Hadamard gate on the logical qubit. a, Logical Hadamard gate HL is a
sequence of 15 braiding operations, each realized by several basic quantum gates about 2 ms in total. b, Quantum circuit to realize (σ12)

2

with controlled-NOT gates and single-qubit rotations; see Methods. c, Quantum circuit of QPT, which requires 16 independent experiments
with each Pauli basis in the PS as the input. Here, we show the circuit to prepare XX that includes single-qubit rotations and a controlled-phase
gate from the thermal equilibrium state. The z gradient is a gradient field along the z-axis to destroy coherence terms. The final tomography
is a full state tomography in the PS. d, QPT results in in the PS. The ζ matrix of HL sets a mapping between each of the 16 Pauli inputs and
outputs. e, QPT results in the LS. Ideally, a Hadamard gate will transform Pauli matrices in the following order: X → Z, Y → -Y, and Z → X.
The experimental result matches very well with this prediction. f, Density matrix in the LS when applying theHL to ∣0L⟩, where the theoretical
output is (∣0L⟩ + ∣1L⟩)/

√

2. Transparent and colored bars represent the theoretical and experimental values. g, Density matrix in the LS when
applying the HL to ∣1L⟩, where the theoretical output is (∣0L⟩ − ∣1L⟩)/

√

2.

where J = 215 Hz is the coupling strength between the qubits,
Bi and φi are tunable amplitude and phase of the i-th rf fields,
and σ̂ix,y,z are the Pauli matrices acting on qubit i. All exper-
iments are carried out on a Bruker AVANCE 600 MHz spec-
trometer at 295 K.

With the two physical qubits, we first decompose each of
the four braiding operations: σ+2

12 , σ−2
12 , σ+2

23 and σ−2
23 into a

quantum circuit of controlled-NOT gates and single-qubit ro-
tations, which is further optimized by a 2 ms shaped pulse as
shown in Figs. 2a and 2b. All of these building-block pulses
have a simulated fidelity higher than 0.998, and a 15-step con-
catenation of them in the order as they appear in Eq. (1) to
construct the Hadamard gate HL. Hence, the experimental
length of HL is 30 ms, leading to non-negligible decoherence
error. Prior to experiment, we simulate the loss of fidelity by
accounting for the dephasing effect caused by T2 (T2

∗) of the
NMR processor being used, and find that the final fidelity of
HL will drop to 98.23% (94.63%); see Methods. These two
values roughly provide the upper- and lower-bound of the ex-
perimental fidelity of HL for the following reasnon. On the
one hand, the implementation of HL will to some extent dy-
namically decouple the physical qubits from the environment
(thus prolong T2

∗). On the other hand, the experimental re-
sults cannot exceed the limitation by the intrinsic T2. As to
be seen, the results will indeed fall within the above predicted
fidelity region.

Quantum process tomography (QPT) is the most straight-
forward technique to evaluate a certain quantum process. It
has the advantage to uncover the complete information of the
process. In experiment, we start from each of the 16 Pauli

bases (XX, XY, ... , II) in the 2-qubit PS, apply the HL gate
in a sequence of the braiding operations in Eq. (1), and per-
form full state tomography on each corresponding final state;
See Fig. 2c for the quantum circuit. The state tomography in
NMR is implemented in the two-qubit Pauli bases21,22, mean-
inmplete reconstruction of HL in the physical space (PS) is
described by a 16-by-16 superoperator ζ. The tomographic
result of ζ in the PS is shown in Fig. 2d. In addition, we trans-
form the result in the PS to the ζ superoperator in the logical
space (LS), which is more straightforward to visualize the per-
formance of a Hadamard gate that maps X → Z, Y → -Y, and
Z → X; see Fig. 2e.

We employ the average gate fidelity, defined as F̄ =

∫ dψ⟨ψ∣H
†ζ(ψ)H ∣ψ⟩ to evaluate the performance of ζ. This

formula can be further simplified to enable direct fidelity com-
putation when ζ has been fully reconstructed23. In our ex-
periment, the average gate fidelity of HL by QPT is F PS

QPT =

95.07% andF LS
QPT = 96.86% in the physical and logical spaces.

The results fall into the predicted fidelity region, but the result
in the LS is slightly higher than that in the PS. In addition, for
better visualization, we apply the gate on the fiducial states
∣0L⟩ and ∣1L⟩, and depict in Figs. 2f and 2g the output density
matrices, which are supposed to be simply (∣0L⟩ + ∣1L⟩)/

√
2

and (∣0L⟩ − ∣1L⟩)/
√

2.

Despite a full description of the quantum channel, QPT in-
herently incorporates the state preparation and measurement
(SPAM) errors and thus is not an accurate metric that com-
pletely accounts for the gate infidelity. To solve this issue, we
apply the Clifford-based RB24–27, where the HL gate is char-
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Figure 3. RB and PB results of the logical Hadamard gate. a, Quantum circuit to initialize the physical qubits from the thermal equilibrium
state to ∣0L⟩. This state preparation stage takes 4 ms. b, Reference (upper panel) and interleaved (lower panel) RB sequences. A reference
experiment is implemented by a sequence of m random Cliffords and a recovery gate R. To estimate the RB fidelity of HL, the gate is
interleaved with m random Cliffords. The readout is to measure the residual ∣0L⟩ with respect to the initial. The difference between the
reference and interleaved decay gives the RB fidelity ofHL. c, Reference (upper panel) and interleaved (lower panel) PB sequences. Compared
with the RB sequence, the recovery gate is removed in PB, and the measurement is to extract purity by state tomography in the PS. d, Results in
the PS, including the fidelity/purity decay curves as a function of sequence lengthm for RB and PB. The fidelity/purity for eachm is measured
for 30 different sequences, leading to error bars that originate from standard deviations. The dashed lines indicate the thresholds for exceeding
gate fidelities of 0.95 and 0.99. e, Results in the LS, where the parameter settings are the same as those in the PS.

acterized by interleaving it with many random sequences of
gates, such that the measured fidelity is resilient to the SPAM
errors. The RB experiments start from ∣0L⟩, which can be pre-
pared in the PS with the circuit in Fig. 3a. The RB sequence
in the LS is shown in Fig. 3b, where G is a Clifford gate ran-
domly chosen from the single-qubit Clifford group (Supple-
mental Information), and R is a recovery Clifford that inverts
the sequence. A reference RB (upper panel in Fig. 3b) that
includes m Cliffords over k = 30 random sequences is first
implemented, and the reference sequence fidelity Fseq is fit-
ted to Fseq = A + Bfm. Here, f is the sequence decay rate,
and parameters A and B capture the SPAM errors. The av-
erage fidelity per reference Clifford, denoted by Fref, can be
estimated by 1 − Fref = (1 − f)(d − 1)/d, where d = 2N is
the dimension of the relevant Hilbert space. Subsequently, the
RB fidelity FRB ofHL can be measured by interleaving it with
m random Cliffords (lower panel in Fig. 3b). The equation is
1 − FRB = (1 − fint/f)(d − 1)/d, where fint is the interleaved
sequence decay rate.

The RB results for HL in the PS and LS are illustrated in
Figs. 3d and 3e. All G and R gates are generated in the PS by
5-ms shaped pulses with a simulated fidelity over 0.999. In the
PS, the average fidelity per reference Clifford is 99.15%, and
the fidelity of HL is F PS

RB = 95.73%, which is located within
the predicted fidelity region and shows 0.66% improvement

compared to the QPT result. In the LS, the reference fidelity
is 99.44%, and F LS

RB = 97.18% (0.47% higher than the QPT re-
sult). Although the improvement seems not prominent com-
pared to the previous RB experiments26,28, this result is in-
deed as expected qualitatively. In the previous experiments,
the SPAM is a dominate error source that contributes non-
negligibly to the total gate infidelity because its length and
complexity are often comparable to the target Clifford gate.
Nevertheless, in our experiment, the target gate HL is exe-
cuted by a 15-step braiding, 30-ms shaped pulse, which is
much longer than the SPAM that only takes about 4 ms. In
other words, the SPAM error is merely a minor factor to the
total infidelity of HL, so RB’s enhancement, which relies on
the erasure of SPAM errors, is not as obvious as usual.

To support our claim and further quantify the coherent and
incoherent noises, we implement another group of experi-
ments using PB29,30. In addition to distinguishing the coherent
and incoherent errors, the PB results also provide information
about how to reduce the errors, by, e.g., improving calibration
or engineering robust pulses. Purity benchmarking can distin-
guish the coherent and incoherent errors because it is based
on a coherent noise process. Such a noise process is usually
due to systematic control errors and can be corrected by di-
rectly reversing the unitary with perfect control, and hence
does not decrease the state purity p = tr(ρ2). In contrast, the
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incoherence noise such as T1 and T2 processes will eventu-
ally minimize the purity. Therefore, a PB sequence can be
designed as shown in Fig. 3c, where the recovery gate is re-
moved and the readout is to extract the purity via state tomog-
raphy. This sequence purity decay can be used to analyze the
incoherent error of the target gate, such that the coherent er-
ror can be consequently computed in association with the RB
results (Supplemental Information).

The PB results for the corresponding spaces are shown in
Figs. 3d and 3e. In the PS, the gate infidelity of HL is 1 −
F PS

RB = 4.27%, which consists of 3.74% coherent and 0.53%
incoherent errors; see the pie chart in Fig. 3d. The case in the
LS is similar: The gate infidelity is 1 − F LS

RB = 2.82% which
is comprised of 2.59% coherent and 0.23% incoherent errors;
see the pie chart in Fig. 3e. The data clearly tell that the
incoherent error, mainly attributed to the T2 process, is the
dominant error source in HL. This conclusion can also be
visualized from the decay curves, where both the reference
and the interleaved RB and PB decay curves of HL are close
to each other in both spaces.

Test of robustness
At low temperature, the lowest excitations—Fibonacci anyon
pair states are the leading contribution to the thermal fluc-
tuation of the system. Consequently, in a realistic topologi-
cal quantum computer, the main, potential source of error are
these thermally created anyon pairs. These thermally created
anyons, moving around before they annihilate, may braid with
the tracked anyons, i.e., the anyons for computation. We may
keep the tracked anyons sufficiently far apart such that one
created anyon can only braid with at most a single tracked
anyon. Therefore, it suffices to consider only two scenarios6:
1. A pair of Fibonacci anyons are created from the vacuum.
One in the pair may annihilate with a tracked Fibonacci anyon,
as shown in Fig. 4a. 2. A pair of Fibonacci anyons are created
from the vacuum. One in the pair may braid with a tracked
Fibonacci anyon and then annihilate with the other in the pair,
as shown in Fig. 4b.

Though the braiding processes of the tracked anyons are
interfered in both scenarios, it is argued that no error would
occur in either scenario6. We shall show this robustness by
experiment, as a proof of principle.

To replicate in our system the two scenarios in Figs. 4a
and 4b, we consider two boundary Fibonacci anyons created
beside our subsystem, as shown in Figs. 4c and 4d. Two
more degrees of freedom i1 and i2 arise, in addition to the
existing degrees of freedom j and k. So as to keep the two new
Fibonacci anyons paired with each other, at the beginning and
the end of the scenarios, we demand that i1 = 1 and i2 = 0.
In scenario 1 (2), a tracked Fibonacci anyon and one of the
thermally created Fibonaaci anyons are braided once (twice),
as shown in the orange dashed box in Figs. 4c and 4d.

We denote scenarios 1 and 2 by two operators Γ1 and Γ2.
We expect that, after implementing Γ1 or Γ2, the state of the
logical qubit differs only by a global phase factor. Namely,

Γq(a∣0⟩L + b∣1⟩L)∣10⟩E = e
iθq(a∣0⟩L + b∣1⟩L)∣10⟩E, (3)

where q = 1,2 denotes that the tracked and thermally created

Figure 4. Two scenarios of potential source of error in a topo-
logical quantum computer. a, Scenario 1: A pair of Fibonacci
anyons created from the vacuum; One in the pair may annihilate
with a tracked Fibonacci anyon, while the other replaces the tracked
anyon. b, Scenario 2: A pair of Fibonacci anyons created from the
vacuum; One in the pair may braid with a tracked Fibonacci anyon
and then annihilate with the other in the pair. c and d, Realizing the
two scenarios in our model. e, M1 and M2 from our experiment,
which are supposed to be the identity matrices in the ideal case.

Fibonaaci anyons are braided once or twice, and ∣10⟩E denotes
∣i1 = 1, i2 = 0⟩. The information stored in the logical qubit is
hence intact, so are any subsequent gate operations. We verify
Eq. (3) by verifying its sufficient and necessary condition:

(Mq)ij ≡ L⟨i∣E⟨10∣Bq ∣j⟩L∣10⟩E ∝
⎛
⎜
⎝

1 0

0 1

⎞
⎟
⎠
, (4)

where Bq braids a tracked Fibonacci anyon and a thermally
created one q times. See the Supplemental Information for a
derivation of condition in Eq. (4).

We use a 4-qubit NMR sample crotonic acid to experimen-
tally prove the robustness of the logical qubit against the in-
terference of thermally created anyon pairs, i.e., verifying Eq.
(4). The system is initialized in the input states ∣0⟩L∣10⟩E and
∣1⟩L∣10⟩E with fidelity over 0.99. Two optimized 48-ms con-
trol pulses are used to implement the B1 and B2. Via full state
tomography conducted in the PS and maximum likelihood es-
timation, we find the two matricesM1 andM2 in Eq. (4) from
our experiment, depicted in Fig. 4e. The two figures indicate
that the conditions are well satisfied. Hence, it is proved that
the logical qubit is uninfluenced in both scenarios.
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Conclusion
We have proposed a disk model and constructed topologically
protected logical spaces by the boundary Fibonacci anyons.
We have implemented a topological Hadamard gate on a logi-
cal qubit via a sequence of 15 braiding operations. We fur-
ther have proved by experiment that the logical space and
Hadamard gate are topologically protected. Further develop-
ments should include the realization of a topological entan-
gling gate on two logical quibts, but such gates are plagued by
leakage in principle. So far, it remains unknown how to realize
an entangling gate without leakage31. Arbitrarily small leak-
age may however be achieved by tremendously more braiding
operations32,33, causing much longer gate operation time.

Methods
Constructing the logical qubit To construct the logical qubit,
we need a basis transformation called F move,

RRRRRRRRRRR

i

j

k

l

m
⟩ = ∑

n

F ijmkln

RRRRRRRRRRR

i

j

k

l

n ⟩.

Here, the coefficient F ijmkln is called a 6j symbol. We can
then transform our original basis of the subsystem in the
main text into a new ‘tree’ basis where σ1 and σ2 are block-
diagonalized,

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1 1

1 1

0 0

j j k k

⟩ =

∑
mn

F 11j
1kmF

11k
m1n

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1

1m

n

1 1

⟩

See the supplemental material for details of the 6j symbols.
Here we only give the numerical value of the basis transfor-
mation matrix,

[F ]{m,n},{i,j} ≡ F
11j
1kmF

11k
m1n =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

1 0 0 0

0 2

1+
√

5
0

√
2

1+
√

5

0 2

1+
√

5

2

1+
√

5
− 2

√

2

(1+
√

5)3/2

0 − 2
√

2

(1+
√

5)3/2

√
2

1+
√

5
( 2

1+
√

5
)2

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

;

The braid generators σ12 and σ23 in the new ‘tree’ basis
∣mn⟩tree are represented as

σ12

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1

1m

n

1 1

⟩ =

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1

1m

n

11

⟩

= ∑
m′,n′

[B1]{mn},{m′n′}

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1

1m

n

1 1 i

⟩

and

σ23

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1

1m

n

1 1 j

⟩ =

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1

1
m

n

11

⟩

= ∑
m′,n′

[B2]{mn},{m′n′}

RRRRRRRRRRR

1 1

1m

n

1 1 i

⟩,

where B1 and B2 are given by

B1 =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

1 0 0 0

0 e−i 4π5 0 0

0 0 ei 3π5 0

0 0 0 ei 3π5

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

B2 =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

1 0 0 0

0 ei 3π5 2

1+
√

5
0 −ie−i π10

√
2

1+
√

5

0 0 ei 3π5 0

0 −ie−i π10
√

2

1+
√

5
0 − 2

1+
√

5

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

Now we see that ∣01⟩tree and ∣11⟩tree span a 2-dimensional sub-
space that is invariant under σ12 and σ23. One then recovers
∣0⟩L and ∣1⟩L in the main text by letting ∣0⟩L = ∣01⟩tree and
∣1⟩L = ∣11⟩tree.

Braiding operations and their realizations. The braiding
generators σ12 and σ23 are represented in the basis ∣j, k⟩ as

σ12 =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

1 0 0 0

0 ei 3π5 2

1+
√

5
0 ei 7π5

√
2

1+
√

5

0 0 ei 3π5 0

0 ei 7π5
√

2

1+
√

5
0 − 2

1+
√

5

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

,

σ23 =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

1 0 0 0

0 ei 3π5 0 0

0 0 ei 3π5 2

1+
√

5
ei 7π5

√
2

1+
√

5

0 0 ei 7π5
√

2

1+
√

5
− 2

1+
√

5

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

In the LS, the braiding generators σ12 and σ23 are represented
by

(σ12)L =
⎛
⎜
⎝

e−i 4π5 0

0 ei 3π5

⎞
⎟
⎠
,

(σ23)L =
⎛
⎜
⎝

ei 3π5 2

1+
√

5
ei 7π5

√
2

1+
√

5

ei 7π5
√

2

1+
√

5
− 2

1+
√

5

⎞
⎟
⎠
.

To realize these braiding operations, we decompose them
into two controlled-NOT gates and several single-qubit rota-
tions. Taking the (σ12)

2 in Fig. 2b as an example, we choose
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the parameters as θ1 = 0.314, θ2 = −0.628, θ3 = −1.179, θ4 =

1.179, θ5 = −2.1991, and θ6 = 1.885. For the operation
(σ12)

−2, the circuit is the same while the parameters are θ1 =

2.827, θ2 = −2.513, θ3 = −1.179, θ4 = 1.179, θ5 = 2.1991, and
θ6 = 2.827. For the operations of (σ23)

2 and (σ23)
−2, we

just need to swap the two qubits in the quantum circuit for
σ12 with the same parameters as those for (σ12)

2 and (σ12)
−2

because the forms of σ12 and σ23 only differ by a swap gate.

Numerical simulation of decoherence. To simulate the
decoherence numerically, we make the following assump-
tions: the environment is Markovian; the system and the en-
vironment are uncorrelated at the beginning; the dephasing
error on each qubit is independent of that on any other qubit;
the imperfections of the shaped pulses are taken into account.

To solve the master equation, we assume that the dissi-
pator D and the total Hamiltonian Htot commute for short
times. Therefore, the evolution of the state was simulated in
two steps: evolution by −DeiHtot∆t, and subsequent dephas-
ing for ∆t, which was chosen to match the pulse discretiza-
tion. The dephasing channel implements the exponential de-
cay of the off-diagonal elements according to the relevant lin-
ear combinations of T2 values of 13C and 1H.

Purity benchmarking. We assume that the total gate
error can be characterized by a completely-positive-trace-

preserving linear map ε ∶ B(Cd) → B(Cd). The coher-
ence of a noisy process can be quantified by the unitarity
of the corresponding mapping. To define the unitarity, one
can use the average purity of output states over all pure
states. Nevertheless, by this definition, the non-unitary chan-
nel ε0(ψ) = tr(ψ)∣0⟩⟨0∣ share the same unitarity with a uni-
tary channel. An improved idea is to subtract the iden-
tity components29, which composes another channel ε′(ψ) =
ε(ψ) − 1

√

d
tr(ε(ψ))I. The unitarity of a noisy channel is de-

fined by

u(ε) =
d

d − 1
∫ dψtr[ε(∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣ −

1

d
I)]2,

where the normalization factor is chosen such that u(I) =
1. This way, we define the measuring purity as p(ρ) =
d
d−1

tr(ρ2) − 1
d−1

, which would characterize the incoherent er-
ror better than the original purity p(ρ) = tr(ρ2). We use a sim-
ilar fitting function Pseq = A+Bu

m−1 to fit the decaying of the
measuring purity (See Supplemental Information). To com-
pare it directly with each decaying line from RB and plot them
together as Fig. 3, we draw the incoherent error for each line
1−εinc(i) = 1−(1−

√
ui)(d−1)/d, where i can be the reference

or the interleaved line. The average purity P for HL shown in
Fig. 3 is calculated with P = 1 − (1 −

√
uint/uref)(d − 1)/d.
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