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We study condensation of abelian bosons in string-net models, by constructing a family of Hamil-
tonians that can be tuned through any such transition. We show that these Hamiltonians admit
two exactly solvable, string-net limits: one deep in the uncondensed phase, described by an initial,
uncondensed string net Hamiltonian, and one deep in the condensed phase, described by a final,
condensed string net model. We give a systematic description of the condensed string net model in
terms of the uncondensed string net and the data associated with the condensing abelian bosons.
Specifically, if the uncondensed string net is described by a fusion category C, we show how the string
labels and fusion data of the fusion category C describing the condensed string net can be obtained
from that of C and the data describing the string oeprators that create the condensing boson. This
construction generalizes previous approaches to anyon condensation in string nets, by allowing the
condensation of arbitrary abelian bosons, including chiral bosons in string nets constructed from
(for example) Chern-Simons theories, which describe time-reversal invariant bilayer states. This
gives a method for obtaining the full data for string nets without explicit time-reversal symmetry

from such bilayer models. We illustrate our approach with several examples.

I. INTRODUCTION

The universal, low-energy properties of gapped phases
of quantum matter are described using two principles:
symmetry and topological order. Considerable effort in
recent years has gone into expanding our understand-
ing of the resulting geneaology of quantum phases that
cannot be described by the Landau paradigm of sponta-
neously broken symmetries, unveiling many new intrigu-
ing possibilities for strongly interacting systems. Among
the earliest notable exceptions to Landau’s framework
are topologically ordered phases in 2+1 dimensions,[1-
4], which harbor emergent point-like particles (known as
anyons) with fractional statistics.

The long-ranged properties of topologically ordered
phases are captured by a mathematical structure known
as a unitary modular tensor category (UMTC) [4-9],
which describes the rules governing fusion and braiding of
point-like excitations. Thus our knowledge of the possible
topologically ordered phases — much like our knowledge
of the possible symmetry groups — is quite be complete.
Given this, it is natural to ask which phases can, in prin-
ciple, be related by second-order phase transitions?

In the case of topological order, this question is closely
related to the question of which topological orders are
related by so-called anyon condensation transitions (see
[10] for a brief review). Such transitions were first studied
in the context of conformal field theory[11-19], and they
have been discussed for general UMTC’s in the mathe-
matical literature [20-27]. Refs. [28-32] described how,
in the context of 241 dimensional topologically ordered
phases, these transitions physically correspond to pro-
cesses in which emergent bosons condense; the topolog-
ical order obtained is then a direct consequence of the
new, condensed, vacuum.

Anyon condensation has proven useful in understand-
ing not only the structure of topological phases[33—
38|, but also when they admit gappable boundaries|26,

39-51], and how to create non-abelian topological
orders[52-61] or topological defects[62-72] from abelian
ones. Moreover, the possibility of condensing anyons
to change a topological order also opens up the
door for novel second-order critical points which may
not have analogues in conventional symmetry-breaking
transitions[73-83]. Recently, it has been observed that
anyon condensation can also be used to study certain
dynamical processes in open quantum systems and quan-
tum codes [84, 85].

In studying anyon condensation, it is useful to have a
lattice Hamiltonian that can be tuned between the two
phases in question. This establishes beyond a doubt that
a direct transition between the two topological orders can
occur, and enables a variety of analytical and numerical
approaches to be used to study both the corresponding
phase transitions, and verify the above description of the
condensed phase [36, 37, 73, 74, 77, 86-88]. Lattice mod-
els of anyon condensation are also useful for construct-
ing Hamiltonians realizing symmetry-enriched topologi-
cal orders [58, 59].

The present work focuses on a family of 2D topologi-
cal orders known as Drinfeld centers, which are believed
to be the most general class of (bosonic) topological or-
ders compatible with gapped boundaries [26, 40, 89, 90].
These can be realized by commuting projector lattice
models known as string nets [40, 89, 91-96]. The string
net construction begins not from the UMTC describ-
ing the anyon model, but from a pivotal fusion category
C, which describes the Hamiltonian and ground states.
The full topological order (i.e. UMTC) is exhibited by
studying so-called string operators, which realize point-
like anyonic excitations at their end-points. A number
of works have previously studied anyon condensation in
these models 73, 74, 76, 77, 86-88]. However, the liter-
ature so far has focused primarily on transitions which
condense a particular type of boson within these string
net models, corresponding to excitations of only the pla-



quette term in the string net Hamiltonian. For such
condensation processes a general prescription exists[73]
to modify the string-net Hamiltonian by adding a term
which can drive anyon condensation; in the limit that
this term is very large the Hamiltonian reduces to a
new string net model realizing the topological order of
the condensed phase, constructed from a sub-category of
the original fusion category C. In other words, the data
for the string net model of the condensed phase follows
straightforwardly from that of the uncondensed phase.
(The relation between the string operators of the con-
densed and uncondensed phases, however, is not quite so
straightforward).

Here, we will describe a general formalism that de-
scribes condensation of arbitrary abelian bosons in string-
net models.! First, we describe an extended version of
the string net construction, obtained by extending the
Hilbert space using an approach similar to that of Ref.
[97], albeit tailored to simplify the description of the
condensed phase. Within this extended Hilbert space,
we construct a family of model Hamiltonians that can
be tuned through a transition involving the condensa-
tion of any abelian boson, and outline the topological
order expected for the resulting condensed phase. Our
modified model has the advantage that deep in the con-
densed phase, a general prescription can be given to iden-
tify both the low-energy effective Hilbert space and the
ground state. We describe how the Hilbert space of the
condensed phase can be described by a new, effective,
set of string labels (i.e. a new effective fusion category
(f), whose relationship to the original label set can be
calculated explicitly. We further show that the ground
state of the condensed phase is also a string-net ground
state, described by the data of the new fusion category
C. In this regime, our Hamiltonian acts like the regular
string net Hamiltonian on the new label set. Moreover,
we obtain an explicit expression for the fusion data of C
in terms of C and the condensing bosons.

The relationship between the topological order of the
uncondensed and condensed anyon models can be charac-
terized by the fate of the anyons of the original topolog-
ical order in this condensed vacuum. First, anyons that
braid non-trivially with any of the condensing bosons be-
come confined, and are absent from the topological order
of the condensed theory. Second, two anyons that are re-
lated by fusion with one of the condensing bosons must be
identified in the condensed phase, meaning that topolog-
ically speaking, they correspond to the same excitation.
Finally, certain non-abelian anyons can split into multiple
distinct anyon types after condensation. For condensa-
tion of abelian bosons, these relationships are well known
in conformal field theory, where they go by the name of
central extensions[11], and the S and T matrices of the

1 An abelian boson is simply a boson that has a unique fusion
outcome with any other anyon in the theory.

final topological orders can be computed explicitly. How-
ever, as noted by Ref. [32], the task of computing the full
topological data - namely F' and R matrices - is signif-
icantly more challenging. Our approach does not easily
give us access to the full topological data of the anyon
model — indeed, though the confinement, identification,
and splitting of anyons in the final topological order is
apparent from the form of our Hamiltonian, in our ap-
proach the associated topological data is inferred only
indirectly, through the emergence of the new string net
data C, which in turn implies a new set of anyon- creating
string operators. However, we show that our approach
to string net condensation does allow one to straightfor-
wardly compute the data of the fusion category underly-
ing the condensed phase, as we demonstrate explicitly in
a number of examples.

An interesting application of the condensation transi-
tions studied here is that they can take a string net with
an explicit time-reversal symmetry (of the type described
in the original work by Levin and Wen[91]) into one that
does not admit a naive time-reversal transformation (de-
scribed in detail in Ref. [96]). One example that we will

discuss in detail is the transition from SU(2)s x SU(2),
to U(1)s x SU(2),, for which C = SU(2)4 has all of the

symmetries assumed by Ref. [91], while C = TY3 does
not.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we review
some basics of general string-net ground states, and in-
troduce the extended string-net Hilbert space that we use
to study anyon condensation. In Sec. III, we introduce a
family of modified string net Hamiltonians, which can be
tuned across a transition condensing an arbitrary abelian
boson. We describe the effective Hilbert space deep in the
condensed phase in Sec. IV, where we discuss how the
string types in C are related to those in C. In Sec. V,
we study the condensed ground state, and show that it
is indeed a string net. In particular, we show how the
new ground state allows one to describe the fusion data
of C, verify that this fusion data is indeed consistent, and
argue that the full Hamiltonian projected into the con-
densed Hilbert space is indeed the associated string net
Hamiltonian. We illustrate our construction with con-
crete examples in Sec. VI. A number of technical details
are elaborated on in the appendices.

II. EXTENDED STRING-NET MODELS

In this section, we introduce the extended string-net
models that we will use for our models of anyon conden-
sation.

A. Review: Generalized string net models

We begin by reviewing the string-net construction.
Here we use the generalized string-net construction of



Ref. [96] (see also Refs. [40, 89, 93]), since the sym-
metries assumed in the original construction[91] are not
always present in the condensed phase.

We defer a discussion of string-net Hamiltonians to
Sec. IIT A, and here focus on the string-net Hilbert space,
together with its ground states and certain excited states.

1. The string-net ground state

The string net model consists of a Hamiltonian whose
ground state(s) obey certain special properties, which we
now describe. These string-net ground states live in a
Hilbert space of string-net configurations, each of which
is defined on an oriented, trivalent graph. (Though the
string-net Hamiltonians are defined on the honeycomb
lattice, this lattice structure is not necessary to describe
the string-net ground states.) Throughout this work, we
use the convention that all strings are oriented upward,
i.e. the orientation vector has positive projection onto
the g direction. We therefore require this projection to
be non-zero, such that our strings cannot have horizontal
tangent vectors.

The string net configuration is obtained by assigning to
each edge 7 a label (or string type) a;. The combinations
of string types {(a,b;c)} that are allowed to meet at a
vertex is dictated by a set of branching rules— i.e. if
(a,b; ) is among the branching rules, then the vertices

(1)

are allowed. The set of all string-net configurations which
satisfy the above branching rules form an orthonormal
basis for the string-net Hilbert space H. We will call
those states in this string-net Hilbert space string net
states.

In order to be able to define a string-net ground state,
our label set and branching rules must satisfy certain
conditions. First, defining

, (2)

5ab 1, if {a, b; ¢} is allowed
c 710, otherwise.

the branching rules must satisfy:

> oetoge = syl (3)
e !
It follows that if (a,b;c) is allowed, then so are (¢, a;b),
(b,¢ a), and (b, a,c).

Second, our label set must contain a null label, which
we denote 0, and depict diagrammatically with a dashed
line. This label is trivial in the sense that edges carry-
ing this null label can be added to or deleted without
changing the physical state (i.e. a null labeled edge is
physically equivalent to having no edge at all). Note that
we will use 0 to denote the trivial string label, and 1 to

denote a trivial anyon. Finally, for each string type a, we
require that our label set contains a dual string type a,
such that the branching rules must contain (a,a;0) and
(@,a;0) (but not (a,b;0) for any b # a). The null string
0 is self-dual, 0 = 0.

The string-net ground state |®) is described by two sets
of parameters: a set of complex numbers Fabc known as
the F' symbols, depending on 6 string types a,b, ..., f,
and a positive number d, for each string type a, often
called its quantum dimension. These determine the rel-
ative coefficients of different string net configurations in
the ground state, via the relations:

a b c abc a b c
P e . def fd (43')

d. a b
d| a b = o c 4b
? ol W B
a S d.d
P ol =6eq ) ¢ (4c)
d dc
X bey—1 s
o o | =mEmile| 0 ] @
f
Here a,b,c,... are arbitrary string types (including the

null string) and the shaded regions represent arbitrary
string-net configurations which are not changed from on
side of the equation to the other. The symbol 6.4 =1 if
¢ =d and 6.4 = 0 otherwise.

The relative amplitudes in Eqgs. (4) are unchanged by
horizontal bendings of the strings, but are not invariant
under vertical bending. Indeed, we do not allow smooth
vertical bends in our string-net graphs at all; only kinks,
which are equivalent to vertices (a, a; 0) or (@, a; 0). These
can be added or removed using the appropriate F' sym-
bols.

The F-symbols and quantum dimensions are not free
parameters. Rather, to have a well-defined wave function
®, the parameters { Fabe [rabe 4 need to satisfy:

cde? = cde?

cd
FLUF = FofiFad R (5a)
h
Fgeb;: ifaorbore=0 (5b)
de =dzg=1 ifa=0 . (5¢)

These constraints are in fact quite limiting; solutions are
described mathematically by a pivotal fusion category.

In addition, to ensure that the string-net Hamimlto-
nian is Hermitian, we require:

(Fi*)ep = (F“bc) (6a)
|Fatf) = Vi 52”’ (6b)
da = da (6C)



where (F$%)~! is the matrix inverse of (F9b°)

matrix elements are (F%¢),; = F;eb;
The conditions (6) also imply that the quantum di-
mensions obey:

, whose

dody =Y d, (7)

where the sum runs over all values of ¢ that satisfy the
branching rules.

Local unitary transformations of the string net wave
function result in new coefficients {£',d}, which are re-
lated to the original coefficients {F,d} via the gauge
transformation:

Agb}:: (?b;' fgbfsc
e €
rrfd? (8)
d, = d,

Here fa% parametrize the local unitary transformation;
they are complex functions defined on upward vertices,
with the downward vertices transformed by 1/f%. To
preserve the constraints listed above, we require

2 =1, 2 = 1ifa or b=0. (9)

It is convenient to note that the local rules (4) imply
the following identities:

2 e b a a
of el ) =S 0] oo
f
¢l ¢ d ~ab 9 d
® M “SEdge [ 10| aom)
2 f
with
ded
Fc of = Fceb —1Uelf 11a
[ d]f ( f )da ddda ( )
ded
Fob), , = Feeh ==t 11b
[ d]f fddadd ( )

2. Abelian string operators

Next, we review the string operators that create point-
like anyon excitations when acting on the ground state.
Here we focus on the case where these anyons are abelian
bosons, since these are the excitations we wish to con-
dense. (For a discussion of more general string operators,
see Ref. [96].) Recall that an abelian anyon is defined
by the fact that it has a unique fusion product with any
other anyon in the theory; it is a boson if it has trivial
statistics with itself.

To create a particle-antiparticle pair (a,a) at two
points in our lattice, we act on the string-net ground state

4

with a string operator W, (P) along an oriented path P.
This creates a at the final endpoint of P, and its an-
tiparticle a at the initial endpoint. On a given string-net
state (X|, we depict this action by drawing an a-labeled
string along the path P under the string-net graph. The
string label a specifies both a choice of one or more string
types, and some extra data required to resolve crossings
between the path P and the string-net graph.

If a = ¢ is an abelian anyon, the label ¢ corresponds
to a single string type s, meaning that in regions where
P does not cross any edges of the string-net, we replace
the label ¢ with s on upward-oriented segments of P,
and § on downward-oriented segments of P. Further, s
(and 5) must have a unique fusion product with all other
string types, meaning that for each a, the branching rules
contain (a, s;a’) (and also (s, a;a’)) for only one a’, which
we will sometimes denote as a’ = a x s. It follows that

dy =ds =1, (12)

and thus d, = d, by Eq. (7). In this case the coefficients
associated with the moves (4b) and (4c¢) are unity.
For abelian anyons, the crossings are resolved using the

o5
[
AN

Here wg(a), wy(a) are complex-valued functions of the
string type a, with wy(0) = wg(0) = 1. These rules,
together with the local string-net rules (4), dictate how
to fuse the ¢-string into the string-net graph, giving a
new string-net states (X’|, multiplied by a product of
Wy, We. This defines the action of W (P) in terms of the
parameters (s, w,w). For every abelian anyon ¢, there is
an inverse anyon ¢, obeying ¢ x ¢ = 1, where 1 denotes
the identity anyon.

To ensure that Wy (P) creates point-like excitations in
the string-net ground state, we choose the parameters
(s, w,w) such that when acting on the string-net ground
state |®), the path independence condition:

(13)

Wo(P)|®) = Wy (P')|®) (14)

is satisfied for any two upward paths P, P’ with the same
end points. Eq. (14) will be satisfied if the corresponding
parameters (s, w,w) obey

(15a)

we(a) = wy(a)™! (15b)
wg(a)wg(a) = Ca(s,5,0)7" (15¢)
with
sab abs
Cu(a, b ) = ~arel il (16)



where 2’ = X s for x = a,b, ¢, and (a, b; ¢) is allowed by
the branching rules. Given a set of F-symbols satisfying
(5,6) and a choice of the string s, in general we will find
multiple solutions to Egs. (15) for wg. We label these
by m, and the corresponding anyon by ¢ = (s, m) where
s is the string type created by the corresponding string
operator Wy and m labels distinct solutions for a given
s.

For example, the Zy string-net model has N string
types a € {0,1,...,N — 1} with Zy branching rules
(a,b;¢ = a4+ b( mod N)). There are N distinct solution
to (5)[98, 99]

Fl(a,b,c) = 2wz (bremlbteln) (17)

labeled by p = 0,..., N — 1. The arguments a, b, ¢ take
values in 0,..., N —1 and [b+ |y denotes b+ ¢ (mod N)
with values also taken in 0, ..., N—1. Each Zy string-net
model has N? topologically distinct quasiparticle excita-
tions labeled by ¢ = (s, m) where s,m =0,1,..., N — 1.
The corresponding string operators Wy are defined by
the string parameters

wy(a) = ?mIRE R, (18)

The braiding statistics of quasiparticles can be ex-
tracted from the commutation algebra of the correspond-
ing string oeprators. (see Ref. 89, 91, 96 for details).
Specifically, the exchange statistics of ¢ = (s,m) is

e = wy(s). (19)
Thus self-bosons satisfy
we(s) = 1. (20)

If ¢ = (s,m) and x = (r,n) are two abelian bosons that
we wish to condense simultaneously, then they must have
trivial braiding. This requires that[96]

we(r)wy(s) = 1. (21)

B. Extended string-net model

In the usual string-net construction, if s # 0, Wy (P)
creates states outside of the string net Hilbert space, since
near the endpoints of P there is no way to fuse an s-
labeled string into the string net graph without creating
vertices that violate the branching rules. When we are
only interested in the topological nature of the excita-
tions, the resulting ambiguity in the action of Wy(P)
near the endpoints is unimportant, since it affects only
the immediate vicinity of the excitation and hence cannot
impact its topological properties. In order to condense
¢, however, we require a more careful treatment of these
endpoints. We achieve this by extending the string-net
Hilbert space.

(b) a

$i+j

FIG. 1. A typical string-net configuration in H4 in continnum
(a) and on the decorated honeycomb lattice (b). Regular
edges connecting two trivalent vertices can host any string
label a € C. Edges connecting to only one trivalent vertex,
which we call sticks, may only host edge labels {s} associated
with the string operators that generate the set of condensing
bosons {¢}. These edge labels necessarily have abelian fusion
rules, a X s = s X a = a’ for any a € C. Sticks also carry a
label from the set {¢} at their end-points.

1. Extended string-net Hilbert space

The extended string-net Hilbert space, H(4}, is de-
fined with respect to a set {¢} of abelian bosons that
we wish to condense. Since every finite abelian group
is isomorphic to a direct product of cyclic groups, we
can assume without loss of generality that the group is
G =Zn, X+ xZp,. To understand how to condense all
bosons in G, it is therefore sufficient to understand how
to condense bosons in a single Zy, factor; thus in what
follows, for simplicity we will often restrict ourselves to
the case that the set of bosons to be condensed comprise
a cyclic group.

The string-nets in H (4, are oriented trivalent graphs
with two types of edges, as shown in Fig. 1. The first
type, which we will simply call edges, are edges connect-
ing two trivalent vertices. Each such edge carries a string
label as defined in H. The second type of edge, which we
will call sticks, has one end-point at a trivalent vertex,
and one open endpoint. A stick carries a |G|-spin label,
which takes values in the set of abelian bosons {¢}. This
spin label ¢ = (s, m) also dictates a string label s associ-
ated with the stick; we require the labels at each trivalent
vertex to satisfy the branching rules, and the total G-spin
label (i.e. the sum of spin labels of all sticks) must be
trivial. An orthonormal basis for the extended Hilbert
space H is thus given by the set of all oriented trivalent
graphs with sticks which (1) satisfy the branching rules
at each trivalent vertex, and (2) have a net trivial G-spin.

To describe these extended string-nets on the lattice,
we work on a decorated honeycomb lattice: at the center
of each edge of the honeycomb lattice, we add an upward-
pointing stick (see Fig. 1 (b)). We introduce two types of
spins on the decorated lattice: link spins, which live on
its edges, and end spins, which live at the endpoints of
each stick. The link spins take values in the string types
{0,a,b,c,...} of the standard string-net model, and end
spins take values in excitation labels {¢}. We require a



FIG. 2. (a) Four building blocks of any string operator defined
on the decorated honeycomb lattice. Wé,Wf),Wi’,W;1 act
along four different paths (the red line) connecting two nearest
neighboring sticks. Here a, b, c,d and e, f, g denote the initial
link spin states along the path and on the external legs of the
path, respectively and ¢, ¢, are end spin states at two ends
of the path. Their matrix elements are given in (22). (b) A
typical open string operator W (P) along the path P can be
decomposed into product of basic string blocks acting on each
vertex along P.

stick carrying a label ¢ = (s, m) to have the string label s,
and that all trivalent vertices satisfy the branching rules.

2. Wy(P) in the extended string-net Hilbert space

In the following, we will use the extended string-net
Hilbert space in two ways. First, we may use it to de-
scribe a system whose ground state is the original string-
net ground state, but which can also describe certain ex-
cited states that are not allowed in the original string-net
Hilbert space. In this case, sticks with non-trivial labels
appear only in excited states, and the string-net ground
state is exactly as described in Sec. ITA 1. Second, in
order to describe the condensed phase, we can view all
sticks as part of the ground-state Hilbert space. This will
allow us to describe a modified set of local rules capturing
the condensed phase, as we discuss in Sec. V.

Here, we take the first perspective, and describe the ac-
tion of the string operator W (P) in the extended Hilbert
space. The action of Wg(P) on the string net ground
state |®@) is exactly as specified in Sec. IT A 2 away from
the end-points of P. However, we now require P to be-
gin and end on two sticks. In adddition to its action on
the edge labels, W, (P) acts by raising the end spin at
the final and initial end-point of the path P by ¢ and ¢,
respectively.

When {¢} is a set of abelian bosons with trivial mutual
statistics, we can describe any string operator W, (P) as
a product of “basic string operators” W, each of which
connects a pair of sticks on adjacent edges. The four ba-
sic string operators on the decorated honeycomb lattice
act along the four paths pi, p2, p3, p4 shown in Fig. 2(a).
The operators W(;7 qu act on paths p; and po centered at
upward vertices, while W2, W2 act on paths ps and py,
centered at the downward vertices. Their action is de-
fined as follows. Let a,b, c,d and e, f, g denote the initial

link spin states along p; and on the external legs of p; re-
spectively, and let ¢,, ¢, be the initial end spin states at
stick a, b respectively (see Fig. 2). The matrix elements
of W(; between an initial state a, b, ¢, d, e, f, g, ¢, ¢p and
a final state a’,b’,c',d',e, f, g, ¢a’, Py are then given by

1,abcd;da ¢ — -
W et (19) = B0 (£)000x6.6,09,x 5.8, ¥

o f ¥ 5b ( rrdsb’
FétarF iy (Fad 1) Fiay (Fyihy)”
2,abed;ad _ .
Woarserdisns oy €F9) = 06,000 00, x 6.0y X
sb dsb’
Fats Fn Fioy (Fyihy)®
3,abed; ba b _ .
W artrcrdrin gy, (619) = Wo(£)060x6,0, 0, ,6, ¥
d % d 5b ( ppdsb’\*
S (Fetep ) Fovi g By (Fgity)
4,abed; pa _ .
W¢,Z/bc/c/d’;¢i/¢b/ (efg) = §¢ax¢)¢a,/ 6¢bx¢)¢b’ x

o (FL0s ) Figh (Fash )"

(22)

Here 2/ = z x s (or X 5, if * = b), where we use
multiplicative notation for the abelian group operation
on both edge and end spins.

Notice that the matrix elements of open string opera-
tors are not invariant under local unitary transformations
of the form (9), and thus are gauge dependent. When ¢
are cyclic abelian bosons with trivial mutual statistics,
there exists a convenient gauge

i ok — stsi sk _
F(S y 8,8 ) = Fs<i+j+k>s(i+j>s<j+k> =1 (23)

where s?, 57, s* are any string types associated with con-
densing bosons (see Appendix A). We will work in the
gauge (23) in the rest of the paper.

In the gauge (23), the basic string operators have the
following important properties, which we derive in Ap-
pendix A. First, all basic string operators commute with
each other:

(W, Wi]=o. (24)
Second, one can show that
Wy =w (25)

fori =1,2,3,4.

Finally, a general string operator can be expressed as
a product of simple string operators. First, W(;17W(22
along the same path p; can be combined as

W;ﬁl ’ Wéz = W;’l X 2 (26)
where the - operation is defined by

i,abed;da P _
W¢3:¢1 X ¢2,a3bzc3d3;0q X 3,06 X P3 (e'fg) -

i,abed;da Py

$1,a1bic1d1;0a X B1,0b X 1 (e'fg)x (27)
i,a1bic1dy,da X d1,¢5 X P1

¢2,a3bzczdsida X P3,Pb X P3 (efg)



a) b)

FIG. 3. (a) An example of a product of the basic string opera-
tors creating a (¢, ¢) pair on two neighbouring plaquettes. (b)
The action of these products is equivalent to the action of a
string Wy (P) starting on a stick in one plaquette, and ending
on a stick in the other plaquette, which visits no other sticks
in between. (c) By path independence (see Eq. (14)), such a
string can be deformed to cross only the edge separating the
plaquette pair.

for ¢ = 1,...,4. Thus if the set of condensing bosons
is cyclic and generated by ¢, we can express all basic
string operators as products of the basic string operator
W;b Second, let P be a path obtained from a union
of two basic paths, p;(r1,72), which begins on a stick
at positions 1, and ends on a stick at position r5, and
pj(re,73), which begins on the stick at ro and ends on
a stick at r3 (see Fig. (3)). (Note that it is because
wy(s) = 1 that we can combine string end-points into a
single string that crosses the sticks). Then we have:

Wy(P) = Wy Wi (28)
and similarly for paths composed of more than two con-
catenated segments, as shown in the Figure. Here we
define W;’(m)
(W(;)T otherwise. By joining string operators along mul-
tiple basic paths in this way, we can thus express W (P)
as a product of basic string operators for any path P.
(Note that since the basic string operators commute, the
order in which we apply them is unimportant.) It follows
that any product of ¢-string operators for ¢ in our cho-
sen set of abelian bosons can be expressed as a product
of basic string operators.

= W} if pi(r1,72) is oriented upwards, and

III. LATTICE HAMILTONIANS FOR
CONDENSING ABELIAN BOSONS

Next, we identify a lattice Hamiltonian H(J) within
the extended string-net Hilbert space that, by tuning a
parameter J, can bring a system through a transition in
which a set of abelian bosons is condensed. Our lattice

Hamiltonian has the general form
H(J)=H¢— JH; . (29)

Here H¢ is a Hamiltonian in the extended string-net
Hilbert space whose ground state is exactly the original
string-net ground state; it can be viewed as a modifi-
cation of the original string-net Hamiltonian (see Refs.
[91, 96]) appropriate to the extended string-net Hilbert
space. Hj is a term which creates particle- antiparti-
cle pairs of anyons in the set {¢} of condensing bosons.
Here, for simplicity, we take this set to be a cyclic group
of order p, which we denote (¢) = {¢*,i =1, ...,p}. with
oP = 1.

We will show that H(J) has the following properties.
First, H(J = 0) is identical to the original string-net
Hamiltonian when acting on states where all stick labels
are trivial, and states with sticks carrying non-trivial la-
bels ¢ have a finite energy cost. Thus in this limit string-
net eigenstates with sticks carrying non-trivial labels ¢’
correspond to gapped excited states, and the ground
state is the original string-net ground state |®). Sec-
ond, H(J = o0) is a commuting projector model with a
frustration-free ground state |¥), in which excitations in
the set (¢) have condensed, in the sense that they are
present in arbitrary number in the ground state. Third,
|¥) can be obtained by applying a certain projector to
the J = 0 ground-state |®). Thus we can describe the
J = oo ground state explicitly in terms of the string types
and local rules associated with |®), and use this descrip-
tion to investigate the topological data of the condensed
phase.

It is worth noting that, as we show below, the ground
state of H(J) for any J contains only excitations on
the sticks, and no plaquette defects. Thus for ¢? = 1,
the critical point separating condensed and uncondensed
phases is always of the Potts or clock variety, depend-
ing on the specific choice of Hy. Here we have chosen a
Potts- like version, resulting in first order transitions for
p=>3.

A. The Hamiltonian Hc¢

We first define the Hamiltonian He in the extended
string-net Hilbert space Hg of the honeycomb lattice (see
Fig. 1). He is of the form

He=-) Qc-) B} (30)

The two sums run over end spins e and plaquettes p of
the decorated honeycomb lattice. The operator ). acts
on the end spins

Qe = 5@,1 (31)

where 6.1 = 1 if e = 1 (no excitation) and d.q1 = 0
otherwise (¢ excitations). The operator ). penalizes the



FIG. 4. Decorated honeycomb lattice with an upward stick
on each link of the honeycomb lattice. The Q. operator acts
on the end spin. The B, operator acts on 27 spins adjacent
to the plaquette p.

states with ¢ excitations at ends of sticks. Note that
unlike in the usual string-net Hamiltonian, we have not
included a term imposing the branching rules at each
vertex; instead, we will work exclusively in the string-net
Hilbert space, where these are necessarily satisfied.

The operator Bff on the decorated honeycomb lattice is
more complicated, but the main idea is as follows. First,
[Bg’,Bf,] = [B2,Qc] = 0, ensuring that He is a sum of
commuting projectors. Second, analogous to the plaque-
tte term in the usual string-net models[91, 96],Bz‘f maps
between different string-net configurations in the ex-
tended string-net Hilbert space, ensuring that the ground
states (for which all stick labels are trivial) obey the lo-
cal rules (4). Indeed, when acting on states where all
stick labels are trivial, our plaquette term is identical to
that of the generalized string net models [96]. Third, un-
like the plaquette term of the usual string-net models,
B¢ commutes with the string operators W (P) even for
paths P ending or beginning on the plaquette p.

We note that here we use a prescription that ensures
that BY commutes with W (P) for any choice ¢ = (s, m);
this allows us to discuss all abelian anyon condensation
transitions on the same footing. For some classes of mod-
els, however (those for which the fusion category describ-
ing the string types is braided), an alternative and poten-
tially computationally simpler formulation of the Hamil-
tonian resulting in the same condensed phase exists; this
is discussed in Appendix B.

We now describe the operator B;? in detail. B;f has
the form:

—1
ds s
5]3;;57 (32)

MZ

¢ _
By =

Il
o

S

where D = Zi\[:_ol d? and BZ”S describes a 27 spin in-
teraction involving the 24 link spins around p and 3 end
spins inside p (see Fig. 4). Its action can be understood
as a sequence of three operations:

s 1
Bp C= Z Wd?lo,d)u7¢1zB;W¢10’¢11,¢12 (33)
10,011,012

where the sums run over the possible spin labels of the
three sticks inside p, with

W¢101¢11,¢12 = (W;m)TP%o : W<;11,P¢11 : W£12P¢12 (34)

Here Py, = |¢a)(da| projects the end spin label of stick
a onto ¢,, and (WIIO)T, VV(;H,VVS12 are basic string op-
erators (see Eq. (22)) that lower the spin label on sticks
10,11, and 12 by ¢19, ¢11, and ¢15 respectively. The op-
erator W, ¢1,,4:, therefore moves any excitations on the
sticks inside the plaquette p to sticks outside of p:

This action is nontrivial only if {¢10, 11, P12} contains
non-trivial end spin labels. In particular, it is trivial
when acting on ground states of He.

The second operation B is the same as the plaquette
operator defined in the Ref. 91 which adds a loop of
type-s string around the boundary of p:

Finally, the operation W;w, b11 by, TOOVES the excitations
{910, ¢!, #12} back to the appropriate sticks in p:

B o T —
i W¢107¢11,¢12 -

Here C, Cy, C5 are the corresponding matrix elements of
the three operations. The product C - Cs - C5 gives the
matrix elements of Bg”s.

More precisely, the matrix elements of B]?’S are defined
by

| s o do ]
e Bp,i;...igj;...jé(el---612’¢107¢11’¢12)

(38)
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Here e7,eg...e12 take values in abelian string types and
thus j, =i, xepye forp=1...6 while ] = €1 Xeq2,€) =
eq X €19 and e = eg X e1;. The matrix elements of

W;,W?’,W;T, W;’T are defined in (22) and (25).
From this explicit form, one can check that the plaque-
tte operator Bg’s commutes with any basic string oper-

ator W; (and hence any string operator Wy (P)):
(B, W] =0. (40)

We leave the derivation to Appendix D.

We can now show that He (30) has the following prop-
erties. First, it is a sum of commuting projectors: clearly
[Qe, Qer] = [Qe,B;f] = 0, since B;f does not alter the
value of the spin-label on any stick, and hence preserves
the eigenvalue of Q). Moreover, in Appendix C we show
that [B;’,B;f,] = (. Essentially, this results from the
fact that the two plaquette operators commute in the
absence of excitations on the sticks, and also that the
string operator used to move a stick excitation off the
shared edge between two adjacent plaquettes commutes
with B¢, where p is the plaquette that the stick points
outward from.

It follows that, like the conventional string-net Hamil-
tonians, H¢ is exactly solvable. Second, there exists at
least one state that satisfies Q. = Bf,’ = 1 for all e, p; this
state is therefore a ground state. Clearly, states with only
trivial stick labels satisfy Q. = 1 at every vertex; when
restricted to theese states, H¢ reduces to the original
string-net model, whose ground state |®) is an eigenstate
of the plaquette term of the corresponding Hamiltonian
with eigenvalue 1 on every plaquette[96]. When Q. = 1,

|®) is therefore also an eigenstate satisfying BI? = 1.
In other words, H¢ is exactly solvable, and its ground

state(s) are exactly the string-net ground states defined
by the local rules (4).

Though they have the same ground state(s), the ex-
cited states of our extended string-net model differ from
those of conventional string-net Hamiltonians. In con-
ventional string nets, where sticks are not included, ex-
cited eigenstates are either string-net states with B}‘f =0

on some plaquettes, or states that violate the branch-
ing rules and hence are outside of the string-net Hilbert
space (for which necessarily we also have B;f = 0 on some
plaquettes). In our models, however, there are ¢’-type
excitations of He satisfying Bf = 1 everywhere, with
Q. = 0 on some sticks.? As a consequence, the ground
state of H(J) satisfies Bg’ =1 for every positive J.

B. The Hamiltonian H;

To define Hy, we begin by defining the projector along
the path p;,1 =1,2,3,4:

_1 > Wi(r) (41)
p k=1

where the sum runs over basic open string operators W;k

with ¢* € (¢), and r indexes a unit cell of the honey-
comb lattice. The set of operators { P} } form commuting
projectors. The operator H; is defined as a sum of com-
muting projectors over all neighboring sticks

= 3" Pifr) (42

By (40), we have [Hy, Bp] = 0. Thus, H; creates excita-

tions only of @, in H¢, while leaving the operator B? P in
its ground state on every plaquette.

C. Condensed phase and the J — oo limit

For J sufficiently large, the string net describes a new
topological phase, in which the anyons {¢?,1 < j < ¢}
have condensed. That this is so can be most easily un-
derstood by considering the limit J — oc.

Since H; is a sum of commuting projectors, in the J —
oo limit, the low-energy Hilbert space H consists of states
in the image of the projector:

&:H%m. (43)

These states have eigenvalue 1 under all terms in Hj.
To leading order in 1/J, the effective Hamiltonian,

which acts within the low energy Hilbert space H, is
Hg = PyHcPy = — Y  PyBY +const.  (44)

p

2 We note that if we allow states outside of the string net Hilbert
space, this leads to a redundancy, since in our extended Hilbert
space ¢ can also be realized by an eigenstate with Q. = 1, with
either some Bg = 0 or a violation of the branching rules.



In the second equality, we use (40) and the fact that
Hy = Y, PpQ.Py is simply the number of ways to
combine operators in Pj to obtain a trivial label on
every vertex, which is a system size independent con-
stant. Note that since Py and ij are projectors, and

[Py, BY] = [B;f,Bz’,] = 0, PyBY are also commuting
projectors. Moreover, if |®) is the ground state of He,
we have PyBS(Py|®)) = Py|®) for every p. Hence the
ground state |¥) of Hp is given by?

W) = Py|®). (45)

To show that |¥) is indeed a state in which the bosons
(¢) have condensed, we expand the projector P, accord-
ing to:

1
Py = 2Ny Z Wio, i) (46)
{¢jmis}

Here Ny is the number of vertices on our honeycomb lat-
tice; for each such vertex there are two simple string oper-
ators. (Note that throughout this paper, we will assume
boundary conditions where this is the case). Wy .y is
the composite string operator which creates excitations
{¢;} using string operators along the paths {r;;} on the
lattice, and the sum runs over all possible configurations
{¢;,7i;} on the lattice, subject to the constraint that
[I; ¢; = 1. We can use (46) to expand the new ground
state (45) as

1
W= Y Weml®) . @)
{¢j.rij}

In other words, the ground state |¥) is a superposition
of all possible configurations of ¢ excitations — a ¢ con-
densed state.

We can also make some educated guesses about the
topological order in the condensed phase by studying the
effect of P, on low-lying excited states of H¢. These are
created by generalized versions of the string operators
Wy (P), which we deonte W, (P), where P describes a
path on the lattice, and « is the anyon type. The data
associated with W, (P) is essentially the same as that for
W4(P), except that resolving string crossings requires
a matrix Q,(a), rather than a scalar wg(a); a detailed
description can be found in Ref. [96]. Unless o = ¢/,
here we require that P starts and ends at vertices of the
lattice, rather than on sticks.

Consider how the operators Pé(r) act on the string op-
erators W, (P). The latter can suffer one of three possible
fates. First, if

Wy (P)Wa(P) = W (P) (48)

3 In fact, projecting any state |®es) satisfying B$|<I>ez> = |Peq) in
this way gives the ground state |¥) of Hp. This is because such
states have the form |®ey) = Wy (P)|®), and as Py Wy (P) = Py,
we have Py|®er) = PyWy(P)|®) = Py|P).
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then the operators W, (P), W,/ (P) have identical actions
on states in the image of P4. This suggests that in the
limit J — oo, the two anyons « and o’ have been identi-
fied, meaning that they comprise a single anyon type in
the condensed phase. For example, all of the condensing
bosons {¢*} are identified with the vacuum in the con-
densed phase. This conclusion agrees with the expecta-
tions of other approaches to anyon condensation[31, 32].
Note that if

W@“(P)WQ(P) = Wa(P) (49)

for r|p, then in the condensed phase W, (P) becomes
identified with r — 1 distinct anyon string operators,
rather than with ¢ — 1. For example, if r = 1, W, (P)
does not become identified with any other anyon string
operators. Though this statement seems rather innocu-
ous here, in fact in such cases « splits into multiple anyon
types after condensation[31, 32]. We will not discuss the
splitting at the level of anyons in detail here; however
it is closely related to the splitting of string net labels
which, as we show in Section IV B, arises in the ground
states of our condensed string net model.

Second, if a braids non-trivially with one of the con-
densing bosons ¢, then when the path P; crosses Ps, and
¢ is an abelian boson,[96]

Wy (POWa(P)Wo(P1) = S2Wa(PWo(P) (50

In this case, the string operator W, (P) maps states in the
image of P, (for which Wy(P;)|¥) = | V) for every choice
of P;) to states outside of this image. This suggests that
« anyons are no longer a point-like excitations in the
condensed phase, and become confined, again agreeing
with expectations based on other approaches to anyon
condensation.

In the following sections, rather than pursue the anal-
ysis of anyon string operators, we will instead focus on
the fate of the string net ground state in the condensed
phase. We will show how to describe the ground state
of He(J — o0) as a conventional string net of the type
described in Ref. [96]. Such string net ground states can
always be associated with a commuting projector string
net Hamiltonian[96], whose topological order can be in-
ferred directly from the string net data. (Specifically, it
is the Drinfeld center of the fusion category comprising
the string net). Thus this approach allows us to identify
the topological order of the condensed phase without re-
quiring an explicit discussion of anyon string operators
in the condensed phase.

IV. THE CONDENSED HILBERT SPACE

In order to understand the condensed phase, we begin
by studying the effective Hilbert space

# = span{(X| : (X|P, = (X]}. (51)



that describes states of finite energy in the limit J — oo,
which we refer to as the condensed Hilbert space. Our
goal is to show that H can be thought of as a new (non-
extended) string-net Hilbert space, whose basis states are
string-net states with new string labels and new branch-
ing rules. _

To construct a basis state (X| in the effective Hilbert
space defined by Eq. (51), we begin with a reference state
(X in the uncondensed string-net Hilbert space H. The
corresponding basis state in H is:

(X] = (X|P (52)
Since Wék (r)Pg)(r) = Pé)(r) for every i and r, we have
Wis;riyPo = PoWig;.riy = P - (53)

Consequently, if (X'| = (X[W(y, 3, then (X|Py =
(X'|P4. Thus, to construct a basis of H, we must find a
suitable basis {(Xo|} of # such that (X§| Wy, ..11X3) =
di;. Since we are interested in identifying a set of string-
net labels appropriate to the condensed phase, we take
{{(Xo|} to be states in the string-label basis — i.e., (X|
has a fixed string label for every edge.

To find the new string-label basis {(X|}, we consider
two classes of condensing bosons. The first class is
¢ = (0,m) — ie. the string operator Wy(P) does not
change the string labels of edges that it acts on. This
type of condensation, which does not require the ex-
tended Hilbert space, has been discussed in detail in Ref.
[73]. The second class, with ¢ = (s, m), condenses bosons
whose string operators do change the string net labels.
These condensation transitions do require the extended
Hilbert space that we introduce here.

We start with the first case, ¢ = (0,m). For any edge
in the lattice, Py contains an equal contribution from ¢
labeled strings that cross that edge, for every j (see Fig.
3). Thus,

(T

where p is the order of (¢).
with

a |0

we(a),1

1P
a ngqﬁi(a) = <

(54)
Thus, only string types a

we(a) =1 (55)

remain after condensation of ¢ = (0,m) bosons. Hence,
the new string-label basis {(X|} is simply the subset of
states in (Xj| containing only string types a satisfying
Eq. (55). We say that the remaining string labels, which
do not appear in the low-energy Hilbert space after con-
densation, are confined.

Now, we consider the second case, ¢ = (s,m). If (¢)
contains a subgroup (¢,,;) C (¢) which is generated by
émi = (0,m7), then by the same reasoning as above, the
string types a that appear in the condensed Hilbert space
must satisfy

wy (a) =1, (56)
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with other string types being confined. We find it useful
to reorganize the deconfined string types into new string
labels as follows. First, we define the new null string
label via:

0=al,s . (57)

where we have assumed the condensing bosons form a
cyclic group generated by ¢ = (s, m), with s = 1 and
qlp. Here the symbol © means that, in the original string
net basis, an edge carrying the label 0 carries a superpo-
sition of labels in the set {s?}. Similarly, other condensed
string types are given by superpositions of the form:

a=a17(axs). (58)
It is convenient to pick a particular representative for a in
the original label set, which we will denote a. We denote
the remaining terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (58)
as:

d=axs, a®=a (59)

Then all a/ project to the same condensed string type,
while if b # a x s7, then a and b project to different string
types. As we discuss in detail below, if one or more of the
labels obey a” = a for some r|q, in the condensed phase
the single string type a splits into multiple string types
at,...aq/,- Finally, the branching rules for the new string
labels can be deduced from the branching rules of the
original string labels. In the absence of splitting, given
the branching rules (a, b; ¢), the new branching rules are
(a, b; ¢). We discuss the new branching rules in the pres-
ence of splitting in Sec. IV B 2.

The condensed string labels, together with the associ-
ated branching rules, define the string-label basis in the
condensed Hilbert space. Specifically, a string-net state
(X| € H has edges labeled with the condensed string
types {0, a,b, ...}, and satisfies the new branching rules
(a, l~); ¢) at each vertex. Note that H should be viewed as
a conventional string-net Hilbert space, since after con-
densation all sticks are effectively in the trivial vacuum
state.

A. DMapping between new and old string net labels

Since (X| = (X|Py, any state in H can also be ex-
pressed as a superposition of string-net states in our orig-
inal Hilbert space H4. This superposition contains states
in which each edge label is replaced by an appropriate su-
perposition of original string net labels, with the branch-
ing rules obeyed at every trivalent vertex, and arbitrary
allowed labels on the sticks. Notationally, we represent
the resulting string-net configurations in the original la-
bel set by X € X, where X represents a labeling of edges
in the original string-net basis, and X represents the cor-
responding labels in the condensed basis. Explicitly, we



may write
QNV Y ox (60)
xeX
where C'(X) are numerical coefficients.

The coefficients C'(X) are highly constrained. For any
X1, X2 € X, (X4| is related to (X3| by the action of some
composite string operator W ({¢;,7i;}):

(X1 W({b),mi5}) = W({j,ri DXL (X2 (61)

where W({(bj,rij})% is the relevant matrix element of
W ({¢;,ri;}), and for a fixed configuration ¢;,r;; the
state X5 is unique as the condensing anyons are abelian.
Since the composite string operator is unitary, we equiv-
alently have W({¢;,r;})|X2) = W({e;,m;})x:1X1)-
Therefore, the coefficients satisfy:

C(X2) = (X|Xa) = (X|W({;,ri;})| Xa2)
= W({¢;,mi; 1) 3L (X X1)
= W({¢jvrij})§;C(X1) : (62)

where in the first line, we have used Eq. (53). Eq. (62)
allows us to determine the coefficients C'(X), up to an
overall coefficient C(Xy) for each distinct reference con-
figurations {Xo}.

B. Vertex coefficients

Solutions {C'(X)} to Eq. (62) can be expressed
C(X) = [I, Cu(X), where the product runs over all
trivalent vertices in the extended string-net cofiguration
X, and C,(X) is a coefficient that depends only on the
three string labels surrounding the vertex v. This is be-
cause the action of any string operator can be broken
up into a product of actions of simple string operators,
with each simple string operator acting at a single hon-
eycomb vertex and the vertices associated with nearby
sticks. Thus for each simple string operator, Eq. (62)
can be reduced to a set of equations relating products of
at most three of the vertex coefficients C, (X) to at most
three of the vertex coefficients C, (X"). We will show that
the resulting equations are self-consistent, and sufficient
to fully determine the coefficients of any configuration
X € X from that of a reference configuration Xj.

To parametrize the vertex coefficients C,(X), we de-
fine a set of root vertices, which contain one representa-
tive vertex (a, b; ¢) in the original string label set for each
condensed vertex (a@,b;¢). Then any condensed string
net state <)~( | can be obtained by projecting a reference
string-net state (Xg| for which all vertices are root ver-
tices. Conversely, any two states that differ by at least
one root vertex project to two distinct states in H. We
then define two types of vertex coefficients: {A“b} asso-

ciated with the root vertices (a,b;c), and {BNM}, as-
sociated with the remaining vertices (a’, b¥; ¢?*+*), where
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a’ = a x s7. The coefficients {B%, '} can be expressed
in terms of {A%} using Eq. (62). On the other hand,
{A%} | which are associated with the vertex coefficients
of our reference configuration, are not fully determined,
and in some cases admit multiple, physically distinct so-
lutions.

We begin by defining the root vertices. Again, we have
two cases to consider. The first case is the ¢ = (0,m)
condensed phases. In this case, we define the root vertices
by

; (63)

where a, b, ¢ are the deconfined string types which satisfy
(55), and (a,b;c) satisfies the branching rules. In this
case all vertices are root vertices.

The second case is the ¢ = (s,m) condensed phase.
In this case, for each new string label a, we choose a
representative label a € a. We define two classes of root
vertices. First, we have the root vertices:

where s° denotes the string type associated with the bo-
son ¢?9 and 0 < i < ¢. (Here, as above, we take
¢ = (s,m), with ¢? = 1 and s? = 0, where ¢|p.) In this
case, for reasons that will become apparent shortly, it
is convenient to consider all different powers 7 to be root
vertices, in spite of the fact that all of these correspond to
the same projected label 0. Second, we have root vertices
with two non-null string types in the two upper (lower)
legs of upward (downward) vertices:

\K )\ with a,b & 0, (65)

where (a,b; ¢) satisfies the original branching rules.
The vertex coefficients associated with root vertices for
general ¢ = (s,m) are defined by:

s i axs'

Cl e | ~ams ol A |~ g (60)

and
C \K ~Ad ok, Nﬁwitha,bgﬁ.
(67)

for root vertices (64) and (65) respectively. Here ~ means
equality up to factors associated with other vertices in the

grey area. The vertex coefficients A%, A" are complex
numbers which satisfy that

A% = A% = 1ifqor b= 0. (68)



In the absence of splitting, these are not constrained, and
can be any complex number of unit modulus; in particu-
lar, we may choose them all to be 1.

The ¢ = (0,m) condensed phases can be thought of
special cases of the ¢ = (s,m) condensed phases where
s = 0 and thus 0 = {0}. In this case, the vertex coeffi-
cients (67) associated with root vertices (63) correspond
to a gauge choice for our string net model[96].

When s # 0, to find the coefficients C(X) in Eq. (60),
we define a set of vertex coefficients associated with non-
root, vertices via:

and
a b al bk c 1
C A ~ Bci+j 3 C a b ~ W. (70)
citi

where Bfﬂf’]k are complex numbers, and at least one of
(k,7) are non-zero, such that at least one of a’,b* are
not in our chosen set of reference labels.

The division into A-type and B-type vertex coefficients
is useful since the latter are fully determined by the root
vertex coefficients A%, 425" using Eq. (62). The coeffi-
cients A% and A®*", on the other hand, are not fixed by
Eq. (62) provided that a x s" # a for any r < ¢. In this
case, coefficients C'(X) in (60) can be parametrized as

o(x) = c(xo) I] B (71)

veX

where the product runs over all vertices v in X and B,
is the corresponding vertex coefficient.

The coefficient C'(Xy) associated with the given refer-
ence configuration X is determined by the root vertex
coefficients via:

C(Xo) = [] 4 (72)

veXp

where v runs over all root vertices in Xy and A, is the
corresponding root vertex coefficient. When a x s™ # a
for any r < ¢ we will find that all choices of root ver-
tex coeflicients are equivalent, and the freedom to choose
C(Xy) amounts to a gauge choice.

If a” = a for some r|q, the parametrization of C(X)
is similar. However, in this case Eq. (62) imposes addi-
tional constraints on the root vertex coefficients A** . In
this case we find that only A**" for k < r are free param-
eters, and that there are ¢/r distinct solutions for each
of these coefficients. These distinct solutions correspond
to the fact[31] that after condensation the label a splits
into ¢/r distinct labels; correspondingly we also obtain
multiple vertex coefficients A%°. We now discuss each of
these cases in turn.
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1. Case 1: a*#a

First, let us verify that a solution to Eq. (62) can be
expressed as a product of vertex coefficients — i.e. that
any mapping between two configurations with the same
sets of initial and final vertices has the same numerical
coefficient. If a* # a for any a or k, then it suffices to con-
sider sequences of simple string operators connecting the
same inital and final vertex configurations. The proper-
ties of basic string operators outlined in Eqs. (24) - (26),
as well as the consistency conditions (5) and (15), ensure
that all combinations of basic string operators relating a
given initial and final set of vertices will have the same
numerical coefficient.

Second, we use Eq. (62) to solve for the B-type ver-
tex coefficients in terms of {A%%", A%}, First, consider
vertices where both a and b legs are powers of the con-
densing label s. In this case, in the gauge (23), and using
w¢(sj ) = 1, all non-vanishing string operator matrix ele-
ments are simply +1, and we have

AOSJ'AOS’stjsfj — AOO -1
id 108t 08T psitI =i (73)
Bs's AOS AOS Bs s :AOO:]_.
It follows that, given the condition (68),
B =1 (74)

for any i, j. ~ ' _
Next suppose a ¢ 0, with b = s*, and ¢/ # a. In this
case, we have

l k -k

k k -k I —k ! ,
AGS B(l »S BS S — Aas ( aalilkssl )* (75)
where the coeflicient is obtained by acting on the vertex
(a,s';a!) with the product W, W2 .. Given Eq. (74),

this fixes B 5" in terms of A% and A%".
If a,b # s*, we have

Aasj AbSkngjjrl;k Bci+k§j+k _ jk(abC)Agb , (76)

The matrix element is given by acting with the product

Wi’“ W;j on the vertex (a, b; c) (see Fig. 2):

k stk

— abs? as’b \x pa’bsk csI5 el s
Wik (abc) = Wei (b)chij (ch al bj) citkeipk (Fccjo Fccj+k 57

(77)

Given Eq. (75), this fixes BZ’J.JJ;?C in terms of A% and

{ar).
Finally, using string paths of the form




we have
BbaW i(s7,a",a") = B**
sta j as’
B Wij(sj,chaj):A ,

(79a)
(79b)

which shows that both B%'® and B*"% can be expressed
in terms of A%’ -type vertex coefficients. These relations

have a particularly simple form: From Eq. (77), we can
show that

W;j(sj7a, a’) =wg;(a) (80)
where we have used Eqgs. (15b,15¢), as well as the identity

Fos s B (Foss )y =1 (81)

aal0 ~ s700 al a0

which follows from Eq. (5).

This leaves us with the vertex coefficients A%® and A%’
(where a,b # s¥). The former are clearly free parame-
ters, since by definition there is no ¢ string operator that
takes such a root vertex to another root vertex. Indeed,
they represent a choice of gauge for the F' matrices de-
scribing the condensed phase (see Eq. (9)), and can be
set to 1. To see that A%’ are also free parameters, we
note that there is a residual gauge freedom when solving
(62). Specifically, given a set of vertex coefficients that
satisfy Eq. (62), we can construct an infinite class of

other solutions A%, B¢ JM via:

- a ~ ik ik k
R N

Here a,b and c are any string labels (including s7), and
g(a) is any function with

g(s")g(s) = g(s7), g(0) =1.

It is straightforward to verify that the transformations
(82) do not alter the equalities dictated by the action of
any of the basic string operators at a vertex.

When a® # a’ for i # j (mod q), the gauge transforma-
tion (82) fully fixes the coefficients A"
choose the ratio g(a)/g(a’) to set

we can always

A’ =1 (83)

Accordingly, we have

J

B = wyi(a), BY = (Fosy (84)

by Egs. (75) and (79b).

2. Case 2: a" =a

If a” = a for some r|q, there are additional constraints
relating the coefficients A%* | and we cannot set these
to 1 using transformations of the form (82).
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We begin by considering configurations involving only
vertices of the form (a,s'";a), j = 1,...q/r, and their
cyclic permutations. We first show that for such config-
urations, there exists a solution to Eq. (62) that can be
expressed as a product of vertex coefficients. To show
this, we must establish that the coefficients relating con-
figurations with the same sets of initial and final vertices
do not depend on the relative positions of these vertices
— an issue that did not crop up in case 1. For example,
using a W l-type simple string acting on a vertex (a, s, a)
with sticks on the two a legs carrying labels s* and s¥,
we can derive:

(i+l)r (k—U)r asjrslr G.S“-S].T

as as _ Aas' qaskT *
A A =A A aas(i+’)T( aas(H”)")
as” ir 9“ Gl' gkr asl' g(lc Hr
X FaaS(L+l)7' skr0g(k— l)r( aask™ )
(85)

where we have removed a common factor of A" (which
is non-zero) from both sides, and used wy; (s*) = 1 for
all 7,k. This can be true only if the coefficient does
not depend on j. Similar consistency requirements arise
from acting with le,,, on a vertex (s/" a;a) and with
ngl,Wllr on a vertex (a,a;s’").
the conditions (5a, 15a), we show that in all three cases,
in the gauge (23), the coeflicients are indeed indepen-
dent of j. (A similar result holds for vertices of the form
(a,s97; a?) with i < r, for which the coefficient is also
indepedent of j). Thus we see that, for configurations
with only vertices involving a, @* (j,k < r), and powers
of s', the simple string operators at each vertex yield a
consistent set of equations for the A% .

Having established that a consistent solution exists,
let us solve for the coefficients A%*"". (As above, the
coefficients A" for i < r can be consistently set to 1 by
a gauge transformation). Taking k =1 =1 in Eq. (85),
we find:

In Appendix E, using

(i+1)r ir r ir T rgrgr jror G
as — as as as s S as S as s
A - A A aas(i+1)r ]”‘OO Faas(j‘FU (Faas(J+1)7
(86)
As shown in Eq. (E19), in fact
as]'r‘ Ir o aslrsjr
Faas(JJer — T aas@tyr (87)
It follows that in our gauge of choice,
as” — k'r s”
A A H aaé(k+1)7' (88)

Thus of the ¢/r vertex coefficients 4%°"", we can freely
choose only one, which we take to be A%*" .

Moreover, the coefficient A*" is not unconstrained:
taking n = ¢/r in Eq. (88), and noting that s(4/")" = 0,
we see that

as"\q/r ! as®Ts" *
(Ar)1r = 1T (Fgason) (89)

k=1



Thus, we see that A%*" must be a ¢/r*" root of the prod-
uct on the right-hand side, and we have exactly ¢/r pos-
sible choices for this coefficient, which we label (A4%°");,
1 =1,...¢/r. We note that the product on the right-hand
side (and hence also (A%");) has modulus 1, since by
unitarity (F 05, ) Festisl =1, .

Physically, the fact that we obtain multiple, physically
inequivalent choices of A®"" implies that in the con-
densed phase, the string label a “splits” into ¢/r distinct
label types, which we denote

a, = (a,p), p=1,...,q/r (90)

Here (a, pt) indicates that any vertex associated with the
label @, is assigned a vertex coefficient consistent with

krsr

the choice (A%"), = [[T¢/ (Fasier,, ) Jer/e.

Armed with this knowledge of splitting, we may return
to scrutinize other types of vertices. Vertex coefficients
for vertices (a, b; ¢) where none of the three string labels
split can be solved for as above; this includes all vertices
of the form (b, s7;b7) for 0 < j < q where b x s/ # b for
any j < g. Thus consider a vertex of the form (a, b; ¢) (or
one of its cyclic permutations), where a” = a, but b and
¢ do not split. Attaching a stick carrying the label s to
the a edge, the analog of Eq. (76) is:

G+r girthk

. sk a,b* jrtk
(Aaé )#Abé BC.;EMBC =
Ir Ir gr
(A" ) F o o Wik (abe) AL (91)

aas

This set of equations allows for a consistent definition of

BZ;fik in terms of A% only if the I-dependence of the two
sides cancels. Indeed, (see Eq. E23)

as+r
(A=),
(Aas"),,

lr gir

(Fasan)* = (A7), (92)

so the [ dependence is indeed trivial, and a consistent

definition is possible. Note that the coefficient st,bik
on the left-hand side of Eq. (91) will depend on the
choice of p; correspondingly, we define the q/r vertex
coefficients (Bgfirk)u. Similar considerations apply for
the cyclic permutations (¢, a;b), (b, ¢;a).

Finally, consider a vertex of the form (a,b;c) where
at least two of the labels split. For example, suppose
that a” = a,c” = ¢, and consider applying a W(;l string
operator to the vertex (a,b;c), with sticks on the a and
c edges initially labeled by s and s*" respectively. This
gives the relation:

NCEROLS (k—1)r b
as cs a
A8 07 ges T
_ ab asiT cskr _ CLbSlT aSlrb %
- AC A A Weir (b) cchl™ ( cablT)
ir lr Ir (k—U)r Irlr _kr
as'"s cs'"s * 118 "8"s
X aas(i+l)"'( ccskr ) skrog(k—1)r (93)

Note that in this case, A%® appears on both sides of the
equation. If the coefficient on the right-hand side does
not depend on b, then we can simply cancel these factors
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and we recover an equation that is satisfied by solutions
to (88) (see Eq. (92)). However, in general the coefficient
is invariant only under replacing b — " for some inte-
ger j, and may be different for distinct choices of b (see
Appendix (E)). The resolution to this is that we must
replace Eq (93) with the equation:

(A7),

M(Agb)ﬁ =(AZ)EMy(a,b, c) (94)

where we have used Eqs. (87) and (92) to simplify the
factors associated with vertices A%, A°"" and

Mi(a,b,c) = Wy (b) b3 (Fo5b)* (95)

C C

encodes the dependence on the label b. Thus either

(AZ) =0, or
(A7), = (A"), Mi(a, b, ). (96)

In general, this gives us a condition that fixes the values
of (u,v) for which (A%°)# £ 0, and hence specifies the
fusion rules of the new, split anyon labels. Note that
the conditions for (A2)k, (A)k, and (A%)4 to be non-
vanishing involve different coefficients in general.

In Appendix E, we show that when (a, b; ¢) is allowed
by the branching rules, there is necessarily at least one
choice of (p1,v) such that (A%)# # 0, and hence at least
one choice of (x,v) for which (a,, b; &,) is allowed by the
new branching rules. (We also show that the same is true
for the cyclic permutations (AZ*)#, and (A%)~ of this ver-
tex). Indeed, provided that b does not split, generically
there are ¢/r such solutions. This allows us to partially
characterize the fusion rules of the new theory. For ex-
ample, suppose that only vertices of the form (¢, a; b) are
allowed by the branching rules, where b x s # b for any
0 < v < q. In the condensed Hilbert space, we have

q/r q/r

Yoo | x(Ya. =230 (97)
v=1 p=1 r g

where the sum on the right-hand side runs over all dis-
tinct choices of b that are compatible with the original
branching rules. Since a X s” = a,c X s" = ¢, we have
s" x (€ x a) = € x a; hence if (¢,a;b) is allowed by the
fusion rules, then so is (¢, a; ") for any j. Consequently,
provided that (¢,a;b*) is not allowed by the branching
rules of the original theory for any 0 < k < r, in the

condensed phase there are ¢/r copies of b in the fusion
product ¢ x @. This corresponds exactly to the number
of distinct choices of (u,v) that solve Eq. (96) —i.e. the
number of choices of (u,v) for which (¢, a,;b) is allowed
by the new branching rules. In this case, each copy of
b can be associated with a distinct solution, such that
typically the Hilbert space at the vertex (¢, d,;b) is one
dimensional (i.e. the new theory does not have fusion



multiplicity). In particular, there is no fusion multiplic-
ity associated with the vacuum 0, since the cyclic prop-
erty of the fusion rules ensures that only vertices of the
form (a,a@; s’") are allowed.

The possible fusion rules for other types of vertices,
such as vertices (@, bx;€,) where all three labels split,
are discussed in Appendix E.

In summary, the new Hilbert space H consists of string-
net states with both unsplit string types of the form (57),
(58), whose branching rules are fixed by those of the orig-
inal labels, and split string types given by (90), whose
branching rules are fixed by a combination of those of
the original theory, and the solutions to Eq. (96).

V. STRING NET MODEL OF THE
CONDENSED PHASE

We now show that the ground state |¥) of our extended
string-net model as J — oo can be expressed as an or-
dinary string net ground state using the new label set
{@;,b,¢,...}. In particular, we show how to use the ver-
tex coefficients {Agb,Bjj ;l;k} described in the previous
section to obtain the fusion data describing the string
net in the condensed phase. If there is no splitting, we
find that the vertex coefficients, together with the fusion
data of the original category, fully fix the fusion data for
the condensed string net. With splitting, these do not
fully fix the fusion data; the remaining freedom can be
eliminated by imposing the consistency conditions (5).

A. The topological data for the condensed phases

Deep in the condensed phase, the basis states in H al-
low us to express the condensed ground state |¥) = Py|®)
as a new string-net condensed state with amplitudes

v (X) — (X|W)

- S Y Cx(OEIY)
XeX

= pz% > Cx(X)U(X). (98)

XeX

Here the sum over X € X is over all configurations of
uncondensed string labels compatible with the configu-
ration X. Note that when one or more labels split there
are multiple distinct solutions for the vertex coefficients,
associated with the multiple distinct split string labels;
in this case the coefficients C'(X) depend not only on
X but on the choice of which label in each set {a,} is
in the configuration X to indicate this dependence, we
have added a subscript, denoting the coefficient C'(X) as
Cy(X).
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1. Topological data in theories without splitting

We first describe how to use Eq. (98) to obtain the
topological data associated with the condensed string net
in theories where none of the original labels split. We
begin by simplifying Eq. (98), using the relation:

Oz (X1)¥ (X)) = Cg(X2)¥(Xy) for any X1, X; € X.
(99)
To see that these are equal, observe that on the one hand,
we have

Cx(X2) = Cx (X)W (P)Y, (100)
for any X1, X, € X by (61,62). On the other hand, the
new ground state |¥) satisfies

(X1 |W(P)|¥)

U(Xo) = (Xo|V¥) = WP =
X2

U(Xy)
W (P

(101)

Here we use (61) in the second equality and (45) in the
third equality. Putting (100,101) together, we establish
(99).
By using (99), we can rewrite (98) as
v (X) = O(Xo)¥(Xo) (102)
were X denotes a reference configuration of our choice
from the set X € X; in the following it will be convenient
to choose X to have only trivial labels on all sticks.
Observe that in the absence of splitting, each vertex in

X corresponds to g2 configurations X, obtained by acting
with W;j ng for 0 < j,k < q at each vertex. Each such
configuration appears p/q times when we act with P, on
X,. Thus summing over X € X and expressing all terms
in terms of W(Xy) gives a factor of p? for each vertex,
which exactly cancels the normalization pre-factor.

We can use the amplitudes of this new ground state to

define the new F-symbols Fgé’}%i and quantum dimensions

d(l by

vl e =Y Fiey | AN ?a" (103a)
!
o I dad;
U3 =64 %\p ¢ (103b)

Here the grey regions denote the part of the configura-
tion that is identical on both sides of the equation.

To relate the new coefficients to the old ones, consider
a pair of reference configurations X, X{, related by one of
the local moves in Eq. (4). For convenience, we choose
all reference configurations to be closed configurations
in which all sticks carry the trivial label. These closed
configurations are generated by those terms in P, con-
taining only closed loops of simple string operators, all



of which act as the identity on the ground state |®) of
the original string net. (Recall that |¥) = P,;|®)). Thus
when Xg, X, are closed configurations, ¥(Xg) xx ®(Xjp),
and similarly for X{. Note that the constant of propor-
tionality here depends only on the number of closed loop
string operators in Pp, and is the same for all reference
configurations.

Using the fact that ®(Xy), ®(X() are related by the
original local rules, and applying (102) to both sides of
(103), we conclude that when none of the labels a,...f
split, the old data and the new data are related by

ab pec
Be Bd

abc abé
7BbCBaf def = Fdef (104a)
f=d
do = d; (104b)

(The local moves (4b) and (4c) lead to the same defini-
tion (104b) of dz). Here B2 (which can also be root ver-
tex coefficients A%%) are the vertex coefficients defined in
(66) -(70) and {Fg’¢,d,} are the original F-symbols and
quantum dimensions for the ground state ®. The labels
a,b,c,d in F gé’f are chosen such that they are compati-
ble with the branching rules of the old theory, and such
that a € a,b € b,c € ¢,d € d. This expression thus fully
fixes the new F-symbols in terms of the old F-symbols
and the vertex coefficients. Further, comparing this to
the expression (8) for gauge transformations of the F-
symbols, we can see that the root vertex coefficients A%
with a,b # s are simply gauge transformations of the
new F’s. (The remaining vertex coefficients, which are
fully fixed by the choice of A%, ensure that the left-hand
side of the equation is independent of the specific choice
a,b,c,d, e, f used in the calculation.)

2. Topological data in theories with splitting

In theories with splitting, instead of expressing am-
plitudes in terms of a single reference configuration, we
replace Eq. (102) with:

v (%)= m XZ;X C'g(Xo)¥(Xo) (105)

were Xo denotes the set of reference configurations that
are compatible with the choice of condensed labels X,
and contain only trivial labels on the sticks. The reason
for this replacement is that in theories with splitting, a
single reference configuration X, may not be sufficient
to uniquely fix X via the choice of vertex coefficients en-
tering C'¢ (Xo). We therefore instead keep the minimum
number of configurations in our sum necessary to ensure
that the right-hand side describes coefficients associated
with a specific condensed label set, which is a sum over
all configurations compatible with X for which all sticks
carry the trivial label.

Unlike in the unsplit case, the number of configurations
associated with each reference configuration X, in the
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sum does not, in general, fully cancel the pre-factor of
1/p?Mv in Eq. (98). Here N(Xp) counts the number of
distinct products of simple string operators that leave X
unchanged — meaning that they change neither the labels
on the sticks, nor any of the edge labels. This number
depends on the number of closed loops in X along which
all labels split. Relative to the unsplit case, the number
of distinct configurations X in the sum (98) is reduced

by N(Xo).
To find Fg_b~, we note that:
a b /= ab\ pv ec a b c

v TR | = mre | L/

ece

=Y (BOR(BE)S”
ece
b a b Cc
Z Fobep 7 (106)
d

In the last equality, the labels u, v, p, o identify the exter-
nal split legs as a,,b,, ¢,, and d, respectively. However,
it can happen that there is more than one solution fﬁ
compatible with both the old label f, and the new fu-
sion rules. In other words, there may be more than one
choice of x for which (B?C)Z"(Bgf Jer 2£ 0. We conclude
that the old data and the new data are related by

(Bab)MD(Bec Ap abc B o
> (e = 3 FL 00
cece NS R et
To find dj, we observe that we also have:
v Z X\ = U(Xp). (108)

XEXO XEX(J

where in this case, we can choose a single reference config-
uration. Letting X be a configuration with single closed
loop carrying the label a, and Xy to have a single loop
carrying the label a, we find that the number of terms
in the sum is precisely N(Xp), and that all terms in the
sum contribute equally. From this, we conclude that

da:Zda.

a:a€a

(109)

Thus, we see that in theories with splitting, the original
fusion data and vertex coefficients do not fully fix all of
the new F’s. In this case, the remaining freedom must be
used to ensure that the new F’s satisfy the consistency
conditions (5), as well as the unitarity conditions (6).

b

B. Consistency conditions for F ?

We now show that the new data {F‘3b9} satisfy the

consistency conditions (5). We begin with the condition



(5b), which requires Fgg’; =1ifaorboré=0. We wish
to show that the right-hand side is equal to 1 if a, b, or ¢
are powers of s. Indeed, using Eq. (62), one can show:

ab® Pbs® . as® patb . a'b psta .
Bci B abs’ _ B Bci as'b Bci B stab _ 1
i b~ ctebt T bi Dt cta’ht b B ctatc —
Bes' Be Bab' Bsib BabBs'e
(110)

If a, b, or ¢ are powers of s, then there are no sums in Eq.
(107); thus Eq. (110) ensures that the new F’s satisfy
Eq. (5b).

To see that the first term in Eq. (110) is equal to
unity, apply a W2,-type string to the vertex (a, b; c), with
the stick on the ¢ edge carrying the label s*. From Eq.
(22), in the gauge (23), the matrix element associated

with this string operator is F2%,, and Eq. (62) implies

; ciebi?
that BcslB“b = B“bIBbS Fabs' - The second equality is

ctebt”

obtained by applylng a product of the form W32 W;,i

to a configuration with the two vertices (a,s';a’) and
(a’,b;¢*), and using Eqgs. (5), (15), and (79). The third
equality can be obtained by acting with a W}, string on

the vertex (a, b; ¢), with an s¢ labeled stick on the ¢ edge.
In our gauge of choice, the corresponding matrix element
is Ew(b)Fglﬁl (Fcazbbl)*7 which by Eq. (15) is equal to
Wi (a)wy(c ) (Fs aabc) This gives

AP A Dy (c) = F52 04 (a) A% BE

cta'c

(111)

Using Eq. (79), we obtain the stated result.
Next, we turn to the pentagon identity (5a). Multiply-
ing both sides of (5a) by BchgdBj‘cb, and summing over

fefandge g, gives
Z chdF:}?]chchgdB;,b
fef.geq
be mahd pbed d pab
= Y. FEGER BB B]
fef.g€d.h

(112)

We fist consider the right hand side of (112). Using Eq.
(104), we have:

b b hd b
S (X Rl B B F R B

h.g€g fef
abé hd pah pgdy bed Rbe

= Z F;f;i Z eagk Ba Bg )Fkﬁthc

h,h3h

: ~B~ bed phd k <113)

~ Y FEFEY Bl BB

h,k>k heh
DM Ll

h,k3k, 131

(In the third line, we exploit the fact that », ;. , =
> hnen)- A similar treatment of the right hand side of

(112) gives o) sk qu‘fF?]?,iB,l;lBakB Thus the new
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F-symbols satisty:

§ ff‘d abl
egl efk

I>1,E5k

§ E abc ahd bed
Gfh ég}k‘ khl

Isl,ksk h

(114)

If a” # a for any r < ¢, then the sums over [ and k can
be dropped, and the new F-symbols automatically satisfy
the pentagon identity (5a). Otherwise, Eq. (104) only
constrains certain sums of the new F’s, and we must use
the remaining freedom to choose the new F’s to satisfy

Eq. (5a).

C. Effective Hamiltonian

We have seen that the ground state |¥) of the con-
densed phase is a string net state, described in terms of
the new labels {a}, with new F' symbols and quantum
dimensions given by Egs. (107), (109), together with
the consistency conditions (5). Since |¥) is also a ground
state of the effective Hamiltonian in the condensed phase,
this suggests that our effective Hamiltonian acts on the
labels in the new basis as a (conventional) string net
Hamiltonian.

In the absence of splitting, it is relatively straightfor-
ward to see that this is indeed the case. Consider the ac-
tion of P,B¢ on a state (X| in our new string-net basis.

As above, we can use the fact that <)~(|P¢B]‘f = <)~(|Bg =
C(X0)(Xo|B¢ , where Xo is a configuration compatible

with X, and for which all stick labels are trivial. We
thus have

(X|Bpt = ;C(Xo)<XO|B;2 90 (e, erns LI )
0

(115)

where ji = ix,j, = 1), for k = 4,5,6, and e;p =

enn1 = er2 = 0. Here (X{)| is identical to (Xo| except
on the boundary of the plaquette p, where edges labeled
i1...16, j1..-J6 in (Xo| now carry labels #}...i5, 71...56. Ap-
plying Eq. (104a) repeatedly, we find that the matrix
element can be expressed as a product of new F sym-
bols:

ZC XO XlBtll Z6]1 ']6(61,.

p’Ll 7’(3]
ZC

-€12; ]L H7 H) =

X|B“1 GolTe (51 660, 0;,IT) (116)
'L'Ll...lG

where the matrix elements of B}, are defined in (39), with
the old F-symbols in the first line replaced by the new F-
symbols in the second and third lines. Matrix elements
of the plaquette string operator B; acting on states with
all sticks carrying the trivial label are exactly the matrix

elements of the conventional string-net plaquette oper-
ator (see Ref. [96]) which we denote B;%}%? (€1...¢E6)
1t



in the third line. Thus our effective Hamiltonian in the
string-net phase is exactly the new string net Hamilto-
nian.

The situation in theories with splitting is similar,
though more subtle due to the fact that a single label
t in the original theory can represent multiple labels f#
in the new theory.

VI. EXAMPLES

In this section, we work out some illustrative examples.
We begin by considering condensation in the abelian
Lo, ly,Lg, L4 X Zy4 string-net models. In abelian theo-
ries there is never any splitting, and the new fusion data

follows directly from the coeflicients Bg,jf,:. We also de-
scribe condensation of abelian bosons in two non-abelian
string-net models, based on the fusion categories Rep(.S3)
and SU(2)4. In these models, we also fully construct the
new Hilbert space H after condensation and compute new
F-symbols and quantum dimensions for the condensed
phases.
Throughout our discussion of abelian string-net mod-
els, we will use
Fla,b,c) = Fy (117)
for brevity, since other indices can be deduced from the
abelian branching rules. Moreover, for string nets based
on the group G = Zy, there are N distinct solutions to
(4), with the explicit form[98, 99]
F(a,b,c) = e2minz bte=bte]) (118)
The integer parameter p = 0,...,N — 1 labels the N
distinct solutions. The arguments a, b, ¢ take values in
0,...,N—1and [b+c| denotes b+c¢ (mod N) with values
also taken in 0,..., N — 1. For each of the N distinct
solutions, we can construct a corresponding string-net
model. Each such string net model has N2 topologically
distinct quasiparticle excitations labeled by ¢ = (s, m)
where s, =0,1,..., N —1. The string operator W(P)
which creates ¢ = (s, m) is defined by (13) with the string
parameters
_ e?ﬂ'i(%+%)

we(a) (119)

A. 7, string-net model

To set the stage, we begin with the Zs string-net
model, whose condensation transitions and phase di-
agram have been studied extensively in the literature
[73, 87, 88, 100-104]. Here, we briefly review how our
construction replicates these results.

The Zs string-net model has two types of strings {0, 1}
with dual strings 0 = 0,1 = 1. The branching rules are
{(a,b;¢) with a + b = ¢ mod 2}. There are two distinct
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solutions F'(1,1,1) = +1 to (5). The corresponding mod-
els are the Toric code[3] and the double semion model re-
spectively. The Toric code has two Zy bosons ¢ = (1,0)
and ¢ = (0, 1), while the double semion model has one
Zs boson ¢ = (0,1).

We first consider the condensation of ¢ = (0,1) in
the two models, as the two condensed phases are identi-
cal. After condensation, only string type a which satisfies
wy(a) = (—1)® = 1 remains, namely the remaining string
type is 0 = {0} and thus the Hilbert space # is the vac-
uum state which is the same as the vacuum state in H.
Hence, there is no string-net topological order after ¢
condensation.

Next, we consider the ¢ = (1,0) condensation in the
Toric code. After condensation, the new string type is
0 = {0,1} and thus # is the vacuum state which is the
equal superposition of all states in Hy. Thus there is no
string-net topological order after ¢ condensation.

With the Hamiltonian described here, all of these
phase transitions are in the 241D Ising universality class.

B. Z4 string-net model

We next show how our construction allows us to con-
struct certain condensed phases of the Z, string net
model. The full phase diagram of this model was studied
in detail in Ref. [105].

The Z, string-net model has four types of strings
{0,1,2,3} with dual strings 0 = 0,1 = 3,2 = 2,3 = 1.
The branching rules are {(a, b;c) with a +b = ¢ mod 4}.
The Hilbert space consists of all possible string-nets with
the above string types and branching rules.

There are four distinct solutions to the self-consistency
conditions (5)

j2mpalbte—[btcly)

F(a,b,c)=e a2 (120)
labeled by p = 0,1,2,3. Here [z], = z mod n. The
corresponding Z, string-net models realize the topologi-
cal order described by the Chern-Simons theory with the

K-matrix
0 4
K= < 4 —2p > :

All four models have a Z4 boson ¢ = (0,1) and a Zs
boson ¢ = (0,2). In addition, the p = 0 model has other
two Zg bosons ¢ = (2,0) and ¢ = (2,2). We consider
the topological order after condensation of each of these
bosons.

As in the Zs case, condensing ¢ = (0,1) leads to a
trivial order. Thus, we begin with the condensation of
¢ = (0,2). In the condensed phase, the remaining string
types a are those which satisfy wg(a) = e2m = 1,
namely, the remaining string types are a € {0,2}. Thus
the Hilbert space  after ¢-condensation contains string-
nets with the new string labels {0 = {0},1 = {2}} and



the Zs branching rules. As discussed in Eq. (68), in this
case all non-vanishing vertex coefficients can be set to 1.
Solving Eq. (104), we then find that the F symbols of
the condensed phase are simply a subset of those of the
uncondensed phase. Specifically:

alA=1 ,F(1,1,1)=1, dy=1 (121)
for the p = 0,2 models, and
alA=1, F(I,1,1)=-1, dj=1 (122)

for the p = 1,3 models. Thus, the ¢ = (0,2) condensed
phase in the p = 0,2 models is described by the Toric
code while the ¢ = (0,2) condensed phase in the p=1,3
models is described by the double semion model.

Condensing ¢ = (1,0) also leads to a trivial topologi-
cal phase; thus we next turn to the condensation of the
¢ = (2,0) and ¢ = (2,2) bosons in p = 0 model. The
Hilbert space H for both cases contains string-nets with
the new string types {0 = {0,2},1 = {1,3}} and the
Zo branching rules. To find the topological order for af-
ter condensation, we solve for the vertex coefficients, and
use Eq. (104) to deduce the topological data of the con-
densed phase. When the condensing boson is ¢ = (2,0),
we find that

alA=1, FI,1,1)=1, d;=1 (123)
In this case, the condensed F-symbols are simply a subset
of the uncondensed ones; this is always the case when
condensing (g, 0)-type bosons in untwisted abelian lattice
gauge theories. Thus, the ¢ = (2,0) condensed phase is
described by the Toric code.

When condensing boson is ¢ = (2,2), in contrast, not
all vertex coefficients can be chosen to be unity. In this
case, we can choose:

A2 = (=1)!, other A=1, F(1,1,1)=-1, d;=1.
(124)
with ¢ = 0,1,2,3. Thus, the ¢ = (2,2) condensed phase

is described by the double semion model.

C. Zg string-net models

The Zg string-net model has six types of strings
{0,1,2,...,5}. The dual string type is defined by a =
6 — a mod 6 while the branching rules are the triplets
(a,b;c) that satisfy a +b = ¢ (mod 6). By using the
general solution

. 2mpa(btec—[btclg)

F(a,b,c)=¢€' 62 ) (125)

we can construct six distinct string-net models labeled
by p = 0,1,...,5. The corresponding topological order
can be described by the Chern-Simons theory with the

K-matrix
0 6
k= (25).
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Analogously to the previous examples, condensing a
Zg boson results in a trivial topological phase. Thus we
focus on condensing the Zs and Zg abelian bosons, which
are summarized for the 6 distinct Zg string-net models
in Table I.

We first consider condensing Zs bosons. Condensing
¢ = (0,2), which is a boson for any p, leaves the string
types {0 = {0},1 = {3}} with Z, branching rules. In
this case, the condensed phase is described by:

alA=1, F(1,1,1)=1, d;=1 (126)
for the p = 0, 2,4 models and
alA=1, F(I,1,1)=-1, d;=1 (127)

for the p = 1,3, 5 models. Thus, the ¢ = (0, 2) condensed
phase in the p = 0, 2,4 models is described by the Toric
code while the ¢ = (0,2) condensed phase in the p =
1, 3,5 models is described by the doubled semion model.
Second, we condense the Z3 boson ¢ = (2,0) in the p =

0 model and the Zs boson ¢ = (2,2) in the p = 3 model.
The new string labels are {0 = {0,2,4},1 = {1,3,5}}
with Zs branching rules after condensation. Analogous
to the Z4 case, we find
all A=1,

F1,1,1)=d; =1 (128)

for condensation of ¢ = (2,0) in the p = 0 model and

A2 = A%? = A% = —1,other A =1,

- (129)
F(,1,1)=-1,d; =1.

for condensation of ¢ = (2,2) in the p = 3 model. Thus
the two condensed phases are described by the Toric code
and the doubled semion model respectively.

Next, we consider condensing Zs bosons. When the
condensing boson is ¢ = (0, 3), the remaining string types
are {0 = {0},1 = {2},2 = {4}} with Z3 branching rules.
After solving (104), we find

- . qa(b+e—[b+él3)
allA=1, F(a,b,é)=¢e?"— 9 | dzj=1
(130)
with ¢ = 0 for the p = 0,3 models and ¢ = 1 for the
p = 1,4 models and ¢ = 2 for the p = 2,5 models. Thus,
the ¢ = (0,3) condensed phase in the p = 0,3 models is
described by the Z3 string-net model with ¢ = 0 while the
¢ = (0,3) condensed phase in the p = 1,4 and p = 2,5
models is described by the Zj string-net model with ¢ = 1
and g = 2 respectively.

Finally, we condense the ¢ = (3,0), (3, 1), (3,2) bosons
in the Zg string-net models with p = 0,2,4 respec-
tively. The new string types after condensation are
{0 = {0,3},1 = {1,4},2 = {2,5}} with Z3 branching
rules. Condensing ¢ = (3,0) in the p = 0 model, all
vertex coefficients can be taken to be 1, and we obtain:

all A=1, F(a,b,¢) =1,

ds=1. (131)



Ze¢ Models|Zs ¢ |condensed Zs ¢ |condensed

P phase phase

0,...,5 (0,3) [K3,0, p = 0,3][(0,2) | K2,0, p = 0,2,4
K3,1, p = 1,4 K2,17p21,3,5
K3,2, p= 2, 5

0 (3,0) | K30 (2,0) |K2,0

2 (37 1) K3»2

3 (2,2) |[Ksn

4 (3,2) | K31

TABLE 1. Six Z¢ string-net models labeled by p =0,1,...,5.
Column 2, 4 show the Z, and Z3 bosons labeled by (s, m) in
the models. Column 3, 5 show the K-matrix for the condensed
phases after condensing ¢ bosons in Column 2, 4 respectively.

0 a

Here Ko = .
a —2b

To condense ¢ = (3,1) in the p = 2 model, we may take:

other A =1

(132)

Finally, to condense ¢ = (3,2) in the p = 4 model, we
obtain:

AL = A1 = e_i%r,A23 =A% =¢'5 | other A=1
F1,1,2)=F1,2,1)=F(,2,2) = 7,
F(2,2,1)=F(2,1,2) = F(2,2,2) = e %, other F=1
dz =1

(133)

Thus the three condensed phases are described by the Zs
string-net models labeled by p = 0,2, 1 respectively.

We summarize the condensed phases after condensing
abelian bosons in the Zg models in Table 1.

D. 74 X Z4 string-net model

The Z4 x Z4 string-net model has 16 types of strings
labeled by a € {(a1,a2),a1,a2 € {0,1,2,3}} with dual
strings a = (a1, az) = (4—a1,4—as). The branching rules
are {(a;, b;;¢;) with a; + b; = ¢; mod 4} with ¢ = 1,2.
The Hilbert space consists of all possible string-nets with
the above string types and branching rules.

The general form of solutions to the self-consistency
conditions (5) for Zy X Zx string net models is known[98,
99]. Here, we consider one such solution, for which:

F(a,b7 C) — ei?ﬂ'aTNileil(b-‘rc—[b-i-cD (134)
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with

N:<40>,P:<02>. (135)
04 00

Here the square bracket [b + ¢] denotes a 2-component
vector whose i-th component is b; + ¢; (mod 4). From
the solution (134), we can construct the Z, x Z4 string-
net Hamiltonian.

We focus on the four Zs bosons in the model and we
denote them by

¢1 = (2507073)a
¢3 = (250,27 1)a

¢2 = (2707()’ 1)7
¢4 = (2,0,2,3).

Here the bosons are labeled by (s1, s2,m1, ms) with s1, s9
being the flux and mq, mo being the charge carried by
the particle. Now, we consider the condensation of the
four bosons ¢; in the Z4 x Z4 model in order. In the ¢;
condensed phase, we define the 2-component new string
labels by

a = (ar,az) ={(a1,0a2),(2+ ay,a2)}
with a1 € {0, 1},@2 € {0, 1,273}

To find the topological order for the ¢; condensed phase,
we have to solve for the vertex coefficients. First, we find
that

all A =1 for ¢; condensed phase

A®(20) = (—=1)?2,other A =1 for ¢» condensed phase.
(136)

For the ¢; condense phase, we then solve Eq. (104) to
find:

F(a b &) = pizma N7 PN (&~ [b+2])

(i) ()

For the ¢5 condensed phase, the new F-symbol is gauge
equivalent to (138). Thus the topological order in ¢,
or ¢o condense phase is described by the Chern-Simons
theory with K-matrix[89]

(137)

with

(138)

(139)

Second, we find that

A®20) — (_1)mFaz other A =1 for ¢3 condensed phase

A®(20) — (=1)°*, other A =1 for ¢4 condensed phase.
(140)



For the ¢4 condensed phase, we find that F (dj), ¢) is
given by (137) with

(ie-(11)

The new F-symbol for the ¢3 condensed phase is gauge
equivalent to (141). Thus the topological order in ¢3 or
¢4 condense phase is described by the K-matrix

(141)

00 2 0
K_|00 0 4 (142)
20 -2 —1
04 -1 0

E. 53 string-net model

Our last two examples concern condensation transi-
tions involving splitting. We begin with the S3 string-
net model (constructed from the fusion category Rep(Ss),
which has three types of strings {0, 1, 2} with dual strings
0=0,1=1,2 = 2. The branching rules are

{(0,0;0), (1,0; 1), (2,0;2),
(143)
(1,10)(1, 1; 1), (1,1:2), (1,2; 1), (2, 2; 0)}.

Here the triplets (a, b; ¢) are understood as the fusion a x
b = c and are symmetric in the first two labels a,b. The
nontrivial F-symbols and d to self-consistency conditions
(5) are

b0 b

= - 0 4
Lo (144)

R

dy=dy=1,dy =2

where the matrix indices e, f can be 0,1, 2.

The model has 8 quasiparticles. Among them, there
is a Zg abelian boson, which we denote ¢ = (2,0). The
corresponding string operator is defined by the string pa-
rameter

(145)

Since 2 x 1 = 1 x 2 = 1, condensing ¢ will cause the
original string label 1 to spht into two distinct labels,
which we denote 11, 1. R

To describe the Hilbert space H after condensation, we

first solve (89) for A5'®. The two distinct solutions are:

(A1) = (A% =1, (A?); = (A*)y=—1. (146)
Thus, the new string labels for H are
0=1{0,2}, 1;={1}, 1,=1{1}. (147)
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The branching rules can be deduced from the branching
rules for the old string labels and are given by *

{0,115 14), (0,195 12), (11, 1250), (11, 113 12), (12, 12; 11)}
(148)
Thus the condensed phase has Zs (abelian) branching
rules.
Next, we want to find the topological order in the ¢
condensed phase. A solution for the full vertex coeffi-
cients is given by Eq. (146), together with:

(A11)12 (A11)21 (A )
(A1), (AT = V2,

= (4 =1

where (A§1)1? is the coefficient that is relevant to the
(11,15;0) vertex in the condensed phase, (A11)5" is rele-
vant to the (11, 1:; 15) vertex, and so on. Using this data,
it is possible to solve (104) for the fusion data in the
condensed phase:

aiaib — F aibia — ibiaia — 1
1,0 — 1,00 — T1,0,

L=}

Flalde — (149)

!
—
e
Ju—

o
=
o
=
<
s

for a,b € {1,2}. With the data, we can construct ground
states and lattice Hamiltonian for the condensed phase.
It turns out the topological order in the condensed phase
is described by the Zg string-net model charactered by

the K-matrix
K = 03 .
30

In other words, this is an untwisted (p = 0) Zs string net
model.

F. SU(2)s string-net model

The SU(2)4 string-net model has five string types
{0,1,2,3,4} with all strings being self dual. The branch-

ing rules are

{(a,0;a) for a =0,1,2,3,4,
), (a,a;2),(a,2;1), (a,2;3) for a =1, 3,
12),(1,3;:4),(1,4:3), (3,4; 1)

a,a;0 (150)
2 2 0) (2,252),(2,2;4),(2,4;2),(4,4;0)}

(
(1,
(2,

If we only keep the even labels, the above branching rules
(150) are the same as the branch rules for the S3 model
(143). The data {F,d} satisfying (5) are known and we
refer the readers to Ref. 7 for details.

4 Before condensation, we have 1 x 1 = 041+ 2. After condensa-
tion, the fusion becomes (11 4 12) x (11 +12) =041 4+ 12+ 0.
Thus, 11,12 can be either self-dual or not self-dual. However,
from the associativity of the fusion 17 x (12 X 11) = (11 X 12) x1q,
we conclude 11 X 12 = 0 11 X 11 = 12,12 X 12 = 11 This can
also be deduced directly from Eq. (94).



The model has 25 particles. Among these, there is
one Zy abelian boson, which we denote ¢ = (4,0). The
corresponding string operator is defined by the string pa-
rameter

wola) = (—i)".

We consider the string net obtained by condensing ¢ =
(4,0).

Since the string labels obey 2 x 4 = 4 x 2 = 2, the
label 2 will split into two distinct string types after con-
densation, which we denote 2, and 25. We first define
‘H after condensation. Specifically, solving for the vertex
coefficients A%®, we obtain:

(151)

A =1, AB =1
(A42)1 _ (A24)2 _ 17

, A14 _ A34 P
(A*)1 = (A"), = -

)

(152)

Thus, the new string labels for H are

B ={2), % ={2}. (153)

The new branching rules can be deduced from the old
branching rules, together with Eq. (94), and are given
by

0=1{0,4}, 1={1,3},

{(17 i7 ())7 (17 17 él)7 (i7 1a 22)7
(Lél;i)a(17§2;i)7 (154)
(élu ély §2)7 (éh éQa() ) (§27 227 él)}

Thus, #H is the string-net Hilbert space with new string
labels (153) and branching rules (154).

Next, we want to find {F, d} in the ¢ condensed phase.
A wvalid choice of the full vertex coefficients is given by
(152), together with:

1
> (Agz)%l = \7@’
(A3 = 2

(Aél)l = _\/57
(Aél)Q = ]-a

(Al = -

Sl

(A2 =1,
(155)

where (A12)2 = 1 pertains to the vertex (1,2,;1) and so
on. Using these, and Eq. (107), we find the nontrivial
new F-symbols are

111 111 119 1 777 1 - 2mwab
111 111 111 111 —p =722
= = P a— o = —_—— S, — — —— 3
F1 0 F102a F12a0 \/37 F12a2b 36 )
19,0 _ 3,13, _ _j2zab 5.3, _ 35,0
i =" =e o It =y =L
(156)

Here a # b = 1,2. Interestingly, the data (156) are
exactly the Zz Tambara-Yamagami category[106] (TY3).
The T3 category has 4 labels [0] = 0,[1] = 21,[2] =

25,0 = 1. The first 3 labels have Zs fusion rules. The
last label o represents the symmetry defect:

[a] x o =0

o x o= [0]+ 1] + 2. (157)
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With the data (156), we can construct the ground state
and effective string-net model for the ¢ condensed phase.
The braiding data of excitations, the S, T matrices, are
known in Ref. 107.

Thus, condensing the Zs boson in the SU(2)3 string
net, we obtain the TY3 string net. In this case, because
the input fusion category is modular, this transition is
analogous to condensing the Zy boson in the top layer of
an SU(2)4 x SU(2), bilayer system. The resulting topo-
logical order is SU(3); x SU(2),, which is exactly that of
the TY3 string net.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have systematically studied conden-
sation of arbitrary abelian bosons in string-net models.
We have introduced a Hamiltonian that tunes the system
through a condensation transition, and given a detailed
description of the string net in the condensed phase. We
have shown how, in the low-energy Hilbert space of the
condensed phase, the input fusion category C of the un-
condensed string net becomes a new fusion category C,
with both the effective Hamiltonian and the ground state
in the condensed phase being C string nets. Finally, we
have shown how both the labels and the fusion data for
C can be calculated directly from the data of the string
operators of the condensing bosons, together with the
fusion data of C.

Because the transitions discussed here involve conden-
sation of abelian bosons, the degrees of freedom that be-
come gapless at the critical point can all be mapped onto
variables in a Potts model, using a method similar to that
described in Ref. [73]. By modifying Hy, one could also
achieve phase transitions in the clock universality class.

One useful result of our construction is the possibility
of systematically extracting not only the label set, but
also the fusion data of C, by solving for the vertex co-
efficients implied by the string operators Wg;. We note
that Ref. 32 similarly introduced vertex coefficients when
studying the effect of anyon condensation on the fusion
and braiding data of the UMTC describing the topologi-
cal order, and used these to determine the F' and R sym-
bols for the condensed theory. The vertex coeflicients
that we introduce here can be viewed as analogs of Ref.
32’s vertex coeflicients, albeit for the fusion category un-
derpinning the string net, rather than for the UMTC
associated with the anyon model itself.

One potential application of our construction, illus-
trated in the last example, is to obtain the fusion data for
string nets of lower symmetry by condensing anyons in
string nets with higher symmetry. For example, we can
begin with a string net that has explicit time-reversal
symmetry, such as SU(2)4 x SU(2),, and condense a chi-
ral abelian boson in one of the two copies, to obtain a
string net that does not have time reversal symmetry.
This is useful because the data for many high-symmetry




string nets, such as those constructed from rational con-
formal field theories, is known.

A second potential application is to string nets real-
izing symmetry enriched topological phases, where the
enriching symmetry is abelian. Specifically, condensing
7, abelian anyons can be viewed as “un-gauging” a Z,
symmetry, and a modification of the construction here
can lead to condensed phases in which the models ex-
hibit a global Z, symmetry, similar to the constructions
of Refs. 58 and 59. Such a construction may enable
a simpler string-net realization of many of these sym-
metries than in the existing literature. It also gives a
framework that could be used to construct similar mod-
els with anyon-permuting symmetry at the boundary of
a three-dimensional Walker-Wang string net.

Note added Shortly before completing this work, we
became aware of Ref. [108], which also discusses anyon
condensation in string net models, including some non-
abelian examples.
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Appendix A: Properties of Abelian string operators

In this section, we prove the basic properties of our
abelian string operators that we use in the main text.

1. Finding a gauge where F-symbols are trivial

Many of the properties of abelian string opera-
tors that we will use are valid only in the gauge
where F(s',s7,s*) = 1, where we use the notation
F(a,b,c) = F2¢ . appropriate to F-symbols involv-
ing only abelian 7str’ing labels. To see that such a gauge
exists, we use the fact that if ¢ = (s,m) to be a boson,
then wg(s) = 1. (We note that while wy(a) is not gauge
invariant for general a, we(s), which represents the self-
twist of the particle, is a gauge-invariant quantity). From
Eq. (15), we see that

wy(s)wy(s”) = F(s, s, s)wg(s7+) (A1)
If s2 =0and j =1, F(s,s/,5s) is gauge invariant, and
this tells us that only if F(s,s7,s) = 1 can (s,m) be a
boson. Otherwise, under gauge transformations, we have

ssi  peitls
- PR j sit1 Jgit2

F(s,s7,s) = F(s,s",s) PyYEaT (A2)
fois fike

where our string net construction requires f$0 = f95 = 1.

For 1 < j < p—1, we can use the ratio fj;les/(fffi;rl)
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to fix F(s,s’,s) = 1, where s» = 0. Further, we
have wy(s)we(sP™1) = F(s, sP71, s)wy(0), and hence also
F(s,5,8) = 1, where 5 = sP~1. It follows that in this
gauge, for all i, j, we have
F(s,s',s) =1, F(s,s, 8)F(s' s s)=F(s's,8).
(A3)

In this gauge, we see that wy(s?) =1 for all j.

Next, consider F(s,s’,s*) with k > 1. Under gauge
transformations, we have:
sl fng

ssitk fsjsk
git+k+1 sitk

ﬁ'(s, s, s’“) = F(s, s, sk)

(A4)

For k > 1, and a fixed choice of e for each i, we can
sit+1gk
It
STk
itk

set all of these to 1 by fixing the ratio . (In this

case, this also works for j =p —1).

Thus, if we(s) = 1, we have enough gauge freedom to
simultaneously set F(s, s/, s*) =1 for all j, k. Using the
pentagon relation, we also have

F(s,s',s7)F(s,s7 s")F(s',s7,s%)

= F(s", 57, 8" F(s, 5", s71F) (A5)
In the gauge where F(s,s’,s*) = 1 for all j,k, we find
that

F(s' s7,s%) = F(s"1 87, s%) (A6)

from which it follows that F(s?,s7,s*) =1 for all 4,7, k.

2. Basic string operators in a general gauge

The gauge choice F(s?,s7,s") = 1 is convenient, be-
cause the action of the operator Wy (P) is identical to
acting with a string operator with a fixed end-point that
is located away from the stick, and fusing it into the lat-
tice appropriately. With a different gauge choice, the
difference between the operator Wy (P) and such open
string operators can be described by a gluing operator
Oy, whose action is defined by

Sy 851
%32 OZZF(Q,Sl,SQ) /SZ

j?a

O, = F(sz,sha)*l <
(A7)

a

S, Sz
[ Plo-{ 17
AN S, a
< %51 Oy :F(Sg,a,$1)< St




Here a denotes the string label of the stick, and the grey
region denotes the configuration which does not change.

In addition, in this gauge, when taking the product
Wi, . W;Q, we may ignore the vertical bendings of the
jointed path p’ U p/. For example, consider two basic
string operators W;l , W;)? along the same path p;. When
acting the composite operator W, - Wq’ig on the vacuum
state, we have

(vacl Wi, - Wi, = M

S2 Sy, —
= <S1 $, 5,/ St

AN (A8)
- <S 750,
S1x82\_/S1* S,
= (vac|W£1X¢2 0515
with
0o s, F(s9,382,51) (A9)

F(81782, S1 X 52).

Here we use (4) to remove the loop in the second line at
the expense of the factor 6, s,. _ _
Thus, in a general gauge, we do not have W, Wie =
W(';;l g2 Instead, we find:
i,abed;¢p® P _
$3=0! x ¢?,agbscads;p x ¢, 6P x$° (ef9) =
i,abed;p® ¢®
¢l arbrerdi;¢ x$l,gb x 6" (efg)x
i,arbrerds ¢ x ¢t ,d" x ' (efg) % 1

¢2,a3b363d3;¢a><¢3,¢b><$3 s1,52,a,b
(A10)
with
F(s2,52,51)F(52,51,b
951752@,17 = ( - )_ ( ) (All)
F(sla 52,51 X SQ)F(a7 S1, 82)
fori=1,...,4.
In addition, one can show that
iT,a,blc/d/;qﬁa/(bb/ ( B
haat efg) =
¢,abcd;p%d . (A12)
i7a/blcld/;¢a ¢ _1
Woabedgegr  (6f9) Ossap
fori=1,2,3,4.

3. Properties of basic string operators in the gauge
F(s' s7,s%) =1

Next, we establish the properties of basic string oper-

ators in the gauge

F(s' s),s")=1. (A13)
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First, from equations (A10,A12), we see that in this
gauge,

W;l . W(;2 = W(;1+¢2 (A14)
and
Wl =ws. (A15)
Second, all basic string operators commute:
(Wi, W] =0. (A16)

This follows from Eq. (A10) if ¢ = j (i.e. if the two
paths are the same). If the two paths intersect only on
one stick (for example, ¢ = 1,7 = 3), this follows from
the fact that using Eq. (5), one can show that the two
operator products differ by a factor of F(s!,b x s,s7),
which is unity if b labels a stick. If i = 1,j = 2, we can
use the identity

we(fwg(s) = F3l% pwg(f x s) (A17)

to show that 1I)¢(f)F;,f/’Sf,7f, = Wy(f x s), which shows
that [W}, W3] = 0. We can use this, together with Eq.

(A14), to show that [W;l, ng] = 0. A similar argument

shows [W;’i,ng] =0.

Moreover, in this gauge we have F5%, = wy(b) = 1
when b is a string label associated with the condensing
boson. It follows that W(;W?’ = Wy(p1 U p3), where
the path p; U p3 crosses straight under the b-labeled
stick. Similar results hold for other products of sim-
ple string operators with paths that overlap only on a
single stick. Using the identity (derived from Eq. (5))
FI$.5.0F (855) = F{7, the product WiW2 can simi-
larly be shown to be equal to an operator running along
the path (p; Ups), which directly connects the two sticks.
(The consistency relations ensure that any deformation
of this path which does not change the end-points yields
the same operator).

Thus, in this gauge, we may express a general string
operator by concatenating string operators along a series
of adjacent basic paths.

Appendix B: Diagrammatical representation of the
B;f’s operator

In this section, we present the graphical representation
of BZ’vS in He (30) which lead to the matrix elements in
Eq. (39), as well as an alternative (simpler) formulation

The action of B;f’s in He is defined by

S T
BZ? b= Z W¢1o,¢>11»¢12B;W¢10,¢11,¢12' (Bl)
10,911,912
with

W¢710,¢11,¢12 = P¢10 Wd%m ) ,P¢11W<;11 : P¢12 ngz' (B2)



Here the sums run over three end spins states ¢19, @11, P12
in p. The Py, = |¢;)($:] is the projector to the end spin
state |¢;) and W W, W3  are three basic string op-
erators defined in (22). The B, is defined to add a loop-s
to the boundary of p after Wy, 4,1,4;, Mmoves the exci-

J

where

Byl (er . e12; 610, d11, $12) = C1Ca, Ca, Co, Cs
(B4)
with

Cy = W},€10613j464;¢10¢13 (,L'4j3f4)W1,€14€11€6i59¢14¢11 (f6j6j5)

! ; ! . / ’ [V
(2510,06132464,1(#13 ¢11;6140€6]5; 141

3,e15€12€1%6;P15P12 .
x W 8
brosciate jodho1  (S11176)

1 dl/l djz dzé ij diﬁ; dj5 djé
di\| deydyydigdey dyg

C,02,Cs, =

L ot (P2 iy L i P [Fs s
[Fg::z]i4jé [Fejfjs(’,]hjé [Fj‘?‘ség]sjfi [Fiiil(f]su [Fj:iifll]Ee/l [Fii;jf]ﬁg
CS = Wiiﬁiiéf&iﬁjzmws (Zﬁljéfél)
X Wb o (Fodsdh)
e a1 EL0)

(B5)

where ¢}5 = ¢13 X @10, and similarly for ¢,, ¢}5. Each
product is unique because all stick labels have abelian
fusion rules. Here e7,eg...e1o take values in abelian
string types and thus j, = i, X epy6 for p = 1...6
while 6/1 = e1 X 612,f{ = fl X 612,62 = e4 X élo,fi =
fa X €10,e5 = eg x eqn and f§ = fg x e11. The func-

. rrlabed;d® b 3,abed;p® p°
tions Wd),alblcld/;(z)a/ d)h’ (efg)? Wd),alblcld/;(z)a/ (z)h’ (efg) are de_

W¢107¢'117¢'1QB;WT
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tations {10, P11, P12} to the exterior of p. Finally, after
fusing the loop-s to the boundary of p, Wd];107¢117¢12 moves
back the excitations to p.

Diagrammatically, the matrix elements of B]‘f*s can be
obtained by

feh 1 e,
_ ° i ep strst
$10,P11,912 G < i BPW¢10,¢11,¢12
fi
(B3)
+
02502 W¢10,¢11,¢12

) J' . B;Z;Z;ijz (e1...€12; 910, P11, P12)

fined in (22), and we have used the fact that (VV(;)Jr =

J
Wo. By
By (e .. e12; 610, @11, 412) in Eq. (39).

i 1l /
Pyt ---igd1---Jg

By using (5) to simplify (B4), we obtain

1. Simplified condensation Hamiltonian for string
nets constructed from braided fusion categories

When the fusion category used to construct the string
net is itself an anyon model, a somewhat simpler for-
mulation can be used to describe certain condensation
transitions. We include it here as it may be of interest
for, e.g., numerical studies [77, 87, 88]. The existence of
a braiding means that in addition to the rules (5), the
string labels also obey rules to determine what happens
when an a-labeled string crosses over or under a b-labeled
one:

¢ ' (B6)

In these models, if the string net labels correspond to
anyons described by a unitary modular tensor category
C, then the particle-like excitations of the string net are
anyons in the category C x C — i.e. the string net real-
izes two copies of the anyon model, with opposite chiral-
ities. The bosons a x @ are plaquette defects[109], and



can be condensed as described in Ref. [73]. Using the
original string-net construction, however, a boson a (@),
corresponding to an anyon in the category C (C), violates
both vertex and plaquette terms. However, using a mod-
ification of the Walker-Wang construction of 3D string
nets[110], it is rellatively straightforward to construct a
modified plaquette term for which open string operators
creating these anyons commute with all plaquette terms.

When the condensing anyons are all from C, we can
do this in the generalized string-net Hilbert space de-
picted in Fig. 1, and impose the constraint that at each
trivalent vertex in the new lattice, the combination of
edge labels is allowed by fusion. As in the construction
outlined in the main text, we energetically penalize any
sticks carrying a label other than the identity. Finally,
we modify the plaquette operator’s action on configura-
tions where the sticks carry non-trivial labels, to ensure
that B, commutes with open string operators ending on
the sticks. This can be done by threading the loop car-
rying the plaquette label under all sticks, and using the
fusion and braiding rules (4,B6) to resolve the diagram
and obtain the matrix elements, using exactly the same
procedure as in the 3D Walker-Wang string net mod-
els (see [110, 111]). Intuitively, this construction can be
viewed as starting from a single layer of the Walker-Wang
Hamiltonian, with a smooth lower boundary (see [111]),
and open vertical edges extending upwards out of the
plane. In the full 3D construction, our sticks thus corre-
spond to edges of vertical plaquettes, and anyon conden-
sation is achieved by adding “half-plaquette” operators
along these vertical plaquettes. Commutativity of adja-
cent plaquette operators, as well as of plaquette operators
with the anyon string operators corresponding to adding
such vertical plaquettes, follows from commutativity of
the full Walker-Wang Hamiltonian.

Similarly, to condense a set of bosons that are all from
C, we reverse the procedure above, drawing a Walker-
Wang model with a smooth upper boundary, and keep-
ing half-plaquettes extending downwards from this plane.
In this case, plaquette operator matrix elements are ob-
tained by drawing the plaquette loop over the sticks, and
then using appropriate fusion and braiding rules. Con-
densing some anyons in C, and some in C, can similarly
be achieved by adding two sticks on each edge, one ex-
tending above the plane, and one below it.

The procedure for identifying string net data in the
condensed phase using this construction is exactly anal-
ogous to that of the more general construction outlined
in the main text.

Appendix C: Showing that Bg’l’tl,Bg;’t2 commute

In this section, we will show that the operators B;fl*tl
and Bﬁj"‘ commute with one another. We only need to
consider two cases. One case is when two plaquettes are
the same p; = ps. The other case is when p; and py are
adjacent since two operators will commute if p; and ps
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FIG. 5. Two plaquette operators BY;"* and BJ;"2 act on two
adjacent plaquettes and add two loops.

are further apart.

The first case is when two Bl‘ﬁ”t operators act on
the same plaquette p; = ps = p. We will show
B¢ and B2 commute if the branching rules {12
are symmetric in t,t;. We note that Bg'" B2 =

t, Rt T

Z¢'107¢'117¢12 W¢107¢117¢12Bppr2W¢1o,¢11,¢12' Thus, to
show that ij’tl,th commute, it is sufficient to show
that B;},B;ﬁ commute.

To this end, we compute

(-5

; . dy,d,,
- < P o PUF s P2
u t2
-sa (1
(C1)

Here we use |[Fii/ ol = 3% and [[F)§u0[* =

fo 2 diy d
|Ftt117jf)t2|2t(117ut2 = §i1%2 from (5). Thus, we have

BBz = sl By, (C2)
u

If 6,2 is symmetric in t1,ta, then Bj! Bl = B/? B} and
thus B¢, B> commute. In general, 03" is not sym-
metric in t1, to and thus B}?’tl , BY*2 do not commute.

The second case is when the two Bg”t operators act
on two adjacent plaquettes py,p2. We want to show that
B¢t Bot2 = Bo> BSt. To show this, we write down
the matrix elements of the operators on each side by (39)
and then show they are equal. In fact, it is sufficient
to compare the factors for the two operations which are
different. These factors depend on the spin states on the
shared boundary between p1,ps (see Fig. 5).

Specifically, we write down the factors which are differ-
ent. First, the action of BZ:"* B¢:*2 on the shared bound-




ary contributes the factors

w a// ~ 1"
B o P
a//b//a///b///

(C3)

Second, the action of B%;2 Bt on the shared boundary
contributes the factors

"
wg(a") = gqm a's tiaty  fot1bt
E : 7/[Fb’t2 Jarvrr [F 8 abr Fohitodan Eyiryiyn -
, we(a')
a b/a//b//a/llb///

(C4)

Here 2’ = x xt1,2" = x xte, 2" = xxt; Xty forx = a,b
and a + s = b. All we need is to show that (C3) = (C4).

To this end, we use (15a) and (5) to simplify (C3) and
(C4) as

ast tia’'s
"F})//btz/2 (—‘F‘bll//a/llb/l)»<

: : w¢(t2) Fatzs (C5)
a//b//alllblll b//a//t»l2
and
! st tiat t t1bt
P’ba;llsblzt/2 Fa/lltlla%a// (Fblla(/];zFbllllb?bll)*
w¢(t2 a’t
F2,.0%
alb/allb//a///b/// b///al//t2

(C6)
respectively. Here t}, =ty + s.
The next step is to simplify (C6) further. By using the
two pentagon identities

"sty gtiats t t1bt t
Fa iy Fb”'alzb" - Fblla%ZFbllub/ZbuFas ;

b///b/t/2 b//b/t/2
Ftlat; Fa'tgs _ Ftlatz Ftth FQtQS (07)
b”/a/b// b///a‘///tl2 - a///a/h b/l(alllb// b//ht/2
h
and the unitary conditions
Z t1bt t1bt
Fbrlub/Qb// (Fb’l”b?b”)* =1
b/
(C8)

§ : tiat tiats \x*
Fa/l//a?a// (Fa/l//alzh) = 60,”}7,7

a’l

we can show (C6)=(C5). This completes the proof that
the B2, B2 terms commute with one another.

Appendix D: Showing that [BS*, W] =0

In this section, we show that Bg”s and Wy: commute
with one another. For our purpose, it is sufficient to show
they commute in the gauge (23). In fact, we check that
Bg”s and Wy commute in any gauge.

It suffices to show that the basic string operators W(f
commute with B;f’s since any Wy: can be constructed by
gluing the basic string operators along the path. Thus,
we only have to consider the case when the basic string
operators W¥, are around the vertices surrounding the
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FIG. 6. (a) Four basic string operators which act around the
two upper left vertices of the plaquette p. (b)

plaquette p since it is clear that two operators commute
if they are further apart.

There are two independent basic string operators
which act around each vertex surrounding the plaque-
tte p (see Fig. 6(a)). We need to show all 12 basic string
operators commute with B;f’s. Among 12 string opera-
tors, there are 6 string operators like W#;, whose ends lie
outside p, 4 string operators like Wq% which intersect p
and 2 string operators like Wi whose ends lie inside p.

We will show that Wq‘fi , W; , Wf) commute with B2, In
a similar way, one can show other basic string operators

also commute with Bj‘f’s.

First, we want to show that Wj; Bf,”s = B;f”SWg,; (see
Fig. 6(b)). To show this, we write out their matrix
elements and compare the factors which are different.
Specifically, we need to show that the product from the
left of the equation

4, krmq 3,kilm;n
W¢i,kﬂ“zm7‘,qz' (pnt)WW,ki-;-lOmi-;-zm (inf) X (Dl)
3t kit 10miy i fs 5¢;T; 55¢; *
Wzﬁl,kil;l%i:s * (in+§fS)(Fti%iigtFrj:Lii%Jrsqug)
and the product from the right
4. krmqs 3,klmn
W¢i,’fﬂimiql‘+§ (pnstg)wfiﬂ,kzomml (paf)x (D2)

W3T’k10mz,fs (pqgfs)(ngr Ffs§q )*

ol klmng tsqst™ miysfqs

are equal. Here z, = z+y and the matrix elements of W;f
are defined in (22). By using (25) to write W;T in terms
of Wg and (15,16) to write w in terms of F' symbols, we

can then show they are equal by (4).

Second, we want to show that W(; Bg’s = Bg’sW(;i (see
Fig. 6(b)). Again, we write down the matrix elements
of both sides of the equation and compare the difference
between the two. Specifically, from the left is the product
(efg)Wiiaiete,  (efigs)

(D3)

1,(11' b;CrL d,
(efg)W.

1,abcd
4 ¢P+¢t,a,0c,dy,

¢t aibicid;

while from the right is the product
1,abed 11,ap0cpdp 4 5 1,abed,
W tanoend, €S D W, abed,  (€fsgs) Wiy sa,y. (€£59s)
(D4)

Writing everything in terms of F symbols by (25, 16, 15),
one can show they are equal by (4).



Third, we want to show that Wi B}?’S = ij’SWji (see
Fig. 6(b)). We write down the their matrix elements
and compare the difference. Specifically, from the left we
have

2,nbfd 1,abjcd; )
Wa’i snibs fids (ng)W¢b+$ivab+zOCb+zdb (efig)

3,mn;0p ] 11,ay430cp 4595 ]
W¢n+¢i7mn+i00n+ipn+i (qTfZ)W¢b+¢i,aszdi+s (efirsgs)x

F0b+;fistis§

3T,Mn44:00n+i fits
W g (@rsfivs) Eylgn L FrE o

fitsdr \x
¢+, mniOp, ( )

Oon+ifiTs

(D5)
and from the right we have

1,abed 3,
Wi ayoends (€T DWWl 00, 5, (a7 )

11,a0cpdp 1 s 31,mp00nPr+s
WL e g LT g )

2,nbfsds cyfs fss fssr
Wit fredin. PsC9) g g Fr o (o gy, )"

(D6)

Similarly, by a straightforward but tedious computation,
one can show they are equal by (4).

Appendix E: Consistency of solutions for vertex
coefficients in the presence of splitting

If a” =a and ¢ = ¢, then a W(;jr operator at a vertex
(a,b; ¢) does not change the labels about this vertex; its
only effect is to change the labels of the two adjacent
sticks. Thus, we obtain:

(itg)r (k=3j)r b ir kr b — bei™ iry
as cs ab __ pas cs a ) abs as
A A Ac =A A Ac w¢”(b)Fcch'T (Fcabjr
s csITs(F=I)7Ty 4
X aas(iti)r (Fccsk"' ) (El)

where we have used the gauge (23). If A% is non-zero,
this can be true only if the coefficient does not depend
on b.

Similarly, applying a W2,, operator at a vertex (b, a; c),
we obtain:

(it+3)r (k—=j)r

as cs ba _ pas'” pcsFT qba pbasi”
AT s gba _ gas™ gest gba pbas?
irsjr Sjrs(kfj)r

X F;;s(i+j)T <Fcccs’” ))k (EQ)

Finally, applying Wg_jTW(;jr to a vertex (a,c;b) with
as” = a and cs” = ¢ gives:

(it+3)r (k—3j)r ir kr qro—gr
as cS ac __ as CcS ac -, ) CS S *
A A Age = A9 A Ao (o) (Fes =)
as?"e\x pas'TsIT cskrsTIT
X (Fyge ) Foagrie sy
(E3)

Similar equations appear about downward-oriented
vertices, involving the string operators W;’m Wéh; how-
ever these do not impose any new conditions required for
consistency.

We now show that the coefficients identified above are
independent of b for different choices of b that are related
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by fusion with s™. Tterating this, we see that the coeffi-
cients are the same for any b in the fusion orbit of s/".
In particular, for j = 1 we see that the coefficient is the
same for any b in the fusion orbit of s”". Moreover, the
string operator W, = (Wér)j ; hence we conclude that,
or any j, the coefficients in Egs. (El- E3) are the same
for all b in the fusion orbit of s, and for any j.
We begin with Eq. (E1). Using Eq. (5 a), we find

abs’” rhas’" b7
cchi™ ' cab2irT ¢

Fasz'bFabj reiT strbsj"

cabi™ £ cch2iT b23ThIiThIT

(E4)
Next, we multiply both sides of the equation by
wyir (BU™), and use Eq. (15) to see that

Wir (D)wsr (s77) = wgir (B Far e . (E5)

Since wyr(s7") = 1, we thus find:

warr (0) F? (Fiegie )* = wgar (97 Fiial? " (Fegas? )"
(E6)
Iterating this result, we see that the coefficient is the
same for all choices of b in the same fusion orbit of s".
Next, consider Eq. (E2). Eq. (5 a) stipulates:

k

$77ba s? T es®T pbastT _ pbiTas®T msiTba
Fcbj"'c Fccc Fcca - Fcca Fcbj"'c (E7)
Further, since s7"c = ¢, we have
st'rcsk,r Csk"rsj'r
) ) kry __ T ccc ces(k+i)r )
Weir (C)wgir (s") = — e weir(c)  (E8)
ces(k+i)r

Jragdm Jr JT e edT

hnd hence F*. ¢ = 1. It follows that F2%’" = Fb as

and the coefficient is the same for any b in the fusion orbit
of 577,

Finally, consider Eq. (E3). We have simplified the
coefficient on the right-hand side as follows. Similar to
Eq. (77), the product of Wz_jTW(;jT on the vertex (a, c; b)
can be expressed

jr jr jrt—jr jro—jr  t —jr
Wair () FE (Fas ey (Bl )V (Bl Ve

(E9)

astmsIT cskrs—_yr

X aas(iti)rd ceg(k—i)r

where the stick on the a edge initially carries the label
s, that on the ¢ edge carries a label s*”, and that on
the b edge carries st.

However, we can use Eq. (5) to show that when as” =
a and cs” = ¢,

b]rsfjrst grst—gr sgrsfjrst

bs bsiTsTIT
Fyipsr—ir Fy=epirgt = Fypirg — Farggt—ir (E10)
and
acs’” pacs ™I pesITsTIT _ pabsITsTIT
FbJ'"bc bej7'c cc0 — L bbiTo (Ell)

Thus, in the gauge (23), Eq. (E9) can be simplified to
give:

Wir () (Firas) (Fiy )" (E12)



We can show that the coefficient is the same for any b in
the fusion orbit of s/":

FvbasJ cFacs]TFs”chT acs’” FasJ c

biTbe * cee = Lpirpe Fbirac

(E13)

Cancelling the redundant factors on both sides, and

noting that by Eq. (E8), F27es’" — 1. we see that
Flfagcj e = Flﬁfacc, and again by iterating we find our re-
sult.

Now, if b is an abelian particle, and a x s" = a,cx 8" =
¢, then a X ¢ = Zj b" + ..., where ... cannot contain
bl for I # jr. This follows from the cyclic property of
the branching rules. Suppose (a,c;b) and (a,c;b’) are
allowed by the branching rules. Then so are (c,b™7;a)
and (b7, a;¢). However, if ¥ = b x s/ = s/ x b, then
we must also have (b,a;¢”). If j = Ir then &@ = ¢, and
the outcome of fusing b with a is unique. Otherwise,
however, we see that fusing b with a can have at least
two different outcomes; hence b is not an abelian string
label. In particular, if b = s/, it follows that all equations
associated with acting with string operators s?” on the
vertices (a, s’;a), (s7,a;a), and (a,a;s’) are consistent.
This allows us to solve for the coefficients A®*’.

In general, however, vertices of the form (for example)
(b,a;c) and (g, a;c), where g # bs’, can lead to multiple
equations of the form (E2), which relate the same pairs of

. G+i)r (k=D
coefficients 4287, Aes™ TV to gas’T ges™T1f pbas’” #*

cchlr
chcagslr , these equations are mutually inconsistent unless

we choose either A% = 0 or A9% = 0. The resolution to
this is to recognize that since both a and c split, there
are multiple non-zero choices for the coefficient: A% =
(A%);;, denoting a choice of @; and ¢;. For a given b,
we find that the coefficient Fbc“bsh takes on at most p/r
distinct values (and similarly for other vertices); hence
we expect to find at least one non-zero (A%);; for each
i.

1. Relations between coefficients A%’ when a " =a

Suppose a” = a. Eq. (5a) gives:

aslmsd™ ag(l+ir gkr
aas(+i)r+ qqs(l+it+k)r

Sl giT gk
sUFi+R)T s (14+9)7 (k)T
asiTsGTRIT

Fasjrsk'r
— L aasitk)rd gas(l+itk)r

(E14)

In our gauge of choice, taking j — j—1 and k = 1 in the
above expression gives

asits(G— l)rFaS(l+_j—l)T8r
trgir (14+j—1)r (143)r
as'"s __ T aas aas
Faas(l+j)7‘ - as(i—rgr (E15)

aasir

Using this expression repeatedly, we can show that

o1 gt gr
as'"sIT <H Faas(HkJrl)’”

aas(+ir — H askrsr
aas(k+l)r
I+j5— 1F skTsT
k= l aas(k+1)r
Ty (E16)
aaé(k+1)7‘
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From this, we see that

Faslysﬂ 145—1 prashs” 1-1 pask™s”
aag(lJrJ)T _ k=l aas(F+1)r k 1 aas(F+1)r
asirstr l+] 1 (,gkv 57 askrsr

Faas(“rj)T H aas(kJrl)T H aas(k+1)r

(E17)

Without loss of generality, assume that [ > j. Then:

I+5—1 paskTs™
ket Fgmsrne | 1
I+7—1 pggkrgr - -1 askrsr

k=3 aas(k+1)r k:j aas(k+1)r
-1 kr g -
k‘ 1ngs(ks+1)r o HF Skrsr (EIS)
H ask:'r‘qr - aas(kF+L)r
aas(kJrl)T
so that
ir _jr asiTsl"
wastrnr = Foohr (E19)
Further, from the expression (88),
n—1 .
(A=), = (A T (Fee i) (E20)
k=1
we see that
(A=), (A I el
(Aas”)y - (Aas” )V 171 (Fask(rks;l) ) (E21)
-1
(A e
(Aas ) H (Faas(k+1)r) (E22)
Vo k=l
Hence:
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where in the last line, we have used Eq. (E19). Evidently,
if all factors come from the same solution (i.e. p=v =

p), then the right-hand side is simply F%* (fi;w

aas

2. Vertices where multiple labels split

For vertices where multiple labels split (and none of
the labels are a power of s), we must address two ques-
tions. First, is it the case that for every choice of b, there
exists at least one pair (u,v) for which Eq. (96) can be
satisfied? If not, we must conclude that at least one of
the particles a, b, or ¢ must be confined.

Recall that if s? = 1, then if wge(b) # 1, n b does not
correspond to any label in our effective Hilbert space;
hence in this case we must set (A%)# = 0 for all p,v
When wgq(b) = 1, Wéq acts as the identity operator at
the vertex (a,b;c), since it is an excitation of the form



(0,m) which does not involve any fusion. Applying the
operator W, ¢/r times, in the gauge (23) we obtain the
matrix element

q/r—1

as S
aag(k+1)7

q/r—1

I«

k=1

csT sk )*
ch(kfl)'r'

Ml (av bv C))q/r

(E24)
Since W, = (W.)%/", it follows that:

q/r—1
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H (Fastnr)”

k=1
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II ¢
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Csrgkr )

ces(k=1)r

(Mi(a, b, c))q/r =

(E25)
hence Mj(a,b,c) is a ¢/r'" root of the product on
the right-hand side.  Now, A% is a g¢/r*" root

kr r

of Hq/r 1(F5;S(k+1)r)*, while A" is a q/r*" root of

/7" 1 cskrsT * ‘1/7' 1 pesmskr -1

(Fccs<k+1>r) = ( Fccs<k+1>r) , where we

have used Eq. (E19). Thus A" JAS s also a gq/rth
root of the product on the right-hand side. It follows
that for every b, there exists at least one choice of u, v
for which Eq. (94) is satisfied — in which case it is also
satisfied for b*", 0 < k < ¢/r. This suggests that for
a fixed Mj(a,b,c) of modulus 1, we expect ¢/r distinct
solutions A%%" /AS" = My (a,b, c)e* ™/, 0 < n < q/r.

At this point, it is worth commenting on the fusion
rules of the new theory. In the most general case, we
have

q/r qa/r
(Z ) X (Z Cy) = 4 Z cpb + Z ch,AJA .
p=1 v=1 blbx s7%£b dldxsv=d

(E26)
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The first sum contains any terms that do not split, and
the second contains terms that do). As discussed in the
main text, if (a,c;b*) is not an allowed vertex for any
0 < k < r, then ¢, = 1; otherwise, ¢, counts the number
of distinct k, 0 < k < r, for which (a,c;b*) is allowed.
The second sum runs over labels d for which d x sV = d,
with 0 < v < ¢._In this case, in the condensed theory a
fusion channel dy appears with a coefficient c4 , whose
value depends on v, r, and the number of values of A for
which the new fusion rules admit solutions.

As discussed in the main text, when ¢, = 1, the number
of distinct values of (p,v) for which (a,, é,;b) is allowed
by the branching rules is equal to the number of copies of
b on the right, and the new theory need not have fusion
multiplicity. If ¢, > 1, the label b = Zq_l b at the ver-

tex (du,&;b) may be associated with multiple different
values of the coefficient M;(a,b’, c). Each distinct coeffi-
cient then corresponds to a distinct set of solutions (u, v)
to Eq. (94). Thus, if {M;(a,b’,c),0 < j < r} are all dis-
tinct, then we can find up to ¢pq/r distinct solutions to
Eq. (94), and again the new theory need not have fusion
multiplicities. On the other hand, if these coefficients
are not all distinct, then in general fusion multiplicities
are expected, meaning that the coefficients (A%°)# are
matrices. ~

The situation for vertices (@, ¢,; dy) is similar, except
that in this case if v and r are not mutually prime, ad-
ditional constraints are imposed which fix which coeffi-
cients (A2)%* are non-zero. Again, we cannot rule out
the possibility of fusion multiplicities and the need to
make these coefficients matrices.
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