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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 C̃ 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 2+1 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-
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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.1 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

C̃), 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
C̃. 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 C̃
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 C̃, 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)4 × SU(2)4

to U(1)3 × SU(2)4, for which C = SU(2)4 has all of the

symmetries assumed by Ref. [91], while C̃ = 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 C̃ 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 C̃, 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
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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. III 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 ŷ 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 i a label (or string type) ai. 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; c) is among the branching rules, then the vertices

a b

c a b

c

(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

δabc =

{
1, if {a, b; c} is allowed
0, otherwise.

, (2)

the branching rules must satisfy:∑
e

δabe δ
ec
d =

∑
f

δbcf δ
af
d . (3)

It follows that if (a, b; c) is allowed, then so are (c̄, a; b̄),
(b, c̄; ā), and (b̄, ā, c̄).

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 ā,
such that the branching rules must contain (a, ā; 0) and
(ā, a; 0) (but not (a, b; 0) for any b 6= ā). The null string
0 is self-dual, 0 = 0̄.

The string-net ground state |Φ〉 is described by two sets
of parameters: a set of complex numbers F abcdef , known as
the F symbols, depending on 6 string types a, b, . . . , f ,
and a positive number da 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:

Φ

 a b c

e
d

 =
∑
f

F abcdefΦ

 a b c

d

f

 (4a)

Φ

 a b

 =
∑
c

√
dc
dadb

Φ

 a

b

c

a

b

 (4b)

Φ

 a b

c

d

 = δc,d

√
dadb
dc

Φ

 c

 (4c)

Φ


a b

c

d

e

 =
∑
f

(F abcd )−1
fe Φ


a

b c

d

f

 (4d)

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 δc,d = 1 if
c = d and δc,d = 0 otherwise.

The relative amplitudes in Eqs. (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, ā; 0) or (ā, 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
Φ, the parameters {F abccde , F̃

abc
cde , da} need to satisfy:

F fcdegl F
abl
efk =

∑
h

F abcgfhF
ahd
egk F

bcd
khl (5a)

F abcdef = 1 if a or b or c = 0 (5b)

da = dā = 1 if a = 0 . (5c)

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:

(F abcd )−1
ef = (F abcdfe )∗ (6a)

|F abb̄ac0 | =
√

dc
dadb

δabc (6b)

da = dā (6c)
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where (F abcd )−1 is the matrix inverse of (F abcd ), whose
matrix elements are (F abcd )ef ≡ F abcdef .

The conditions (6) also imply that the quantum di-
mensions obey:

dadb =
∑
c

dc (7)

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

Local unitary transformations of the string net wave

function result in new coefficients {F̂ , d̂}, which are re-
lated to the original coefficients {F, d} via the gauge
transformation:

F̂ abcdef = F abcdef ·
fabe f

ec
d

f bcf f
af
d

d̂a = da .

(8)

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

|fabc | = 1, fabc = 1 if a or b = 0. (9)

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

Φ

 a
b

c
d

e

 =
∑
f

[F abcd ]efΦ

 a

d

f

c

b

 (10a)

Φ


a b

c
d

e

 =
∑
f

[F̃ abcd ]efΦ


a

d

f

c

b

 (10b)

with

[F abcd ]ef = (F cebf )−1
da

dedf
ddda

(11a)

[F̃ abcd ]ef = F cebfad

dedf
dadd

(11b)

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, ā) at two
points in our lattice, we act on the string-net ground state

with a string operator Wa(P ) along an oriented path P .
This creates a at the final endpoint of P , and its an-
tiparticle ā 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 ≡ φ is an abelian anyon, the label φ 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 φ with s on upward-oriented segments of P ,
and s̄ on downward-oriented segments of P . Further, s
(and s̄) 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× s. It follows that

ds = ds̄ = 1, (12)

and thus da = da′ 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
rules: 〈

a  

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = wφ(a)

〈
sa

a+s

s a

x 

∣∣∣∣∣∣〈
ϕ a

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = w̄φ(a)

〈
a+s

s a

sa

x 

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(13)

Here wφ(a), w̄φ(a) are complex-valued functions of the
string type a, with wφ(0) = w̄φ(0) = 1. These rules,
together with the local string-net rules (4), dictate how
to fuse the φ-string into the string-net graph, giving a
new string-net states 〈X ′|, multiplied by a product of
wφ, w̄φ. This defines the action of Wφ(P ) in terms of the
parameters (s, w, w̄). For every abelian anyon φ, there is
an inverse anyon φ̄, obeying φ× φ̄ = 1, where 1 denotes
the identity anyon.

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

Wφ(P )|Φ〉 = Wφ(P ′)|Φ〉 (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, w̄) obey

wφ(a)wφ(b) = Cs(a, b, c)wφ(c), (15a)

w̄φ(a) = wφ(a)−1 (15b)

wφ(a)wφ̄(a) = Ca(s, s̄, 0)−1 (15c)

with

Cs(a, b, c) =
F sabc′a′cF

abs
c′cb′

F asbc′a′b′
(16)
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where x′ = x× s for x = a, b, c, and (a, b; c) 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 Eqs. (15) for wφ. We label these
by m, and the corresponding anyon by φ = (s,m) where
s is the string type created by the corresponding string
operator Wφ and m labels distinct solutions for a given
s.

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

F (a, b, c) = e2πi pa
N2 (b+c−[b+c]N ). (17)

labeled by p = 0, . . . , N − 1. The arguments a, b, c take
values in 0, . . . , N −1 and [b+ c]N denotes b+ c (mod N)
with values also taken in 0, . . . , N−1. Each ZN string-net
model has N2 topologically distinct quasiparticle excita-
tions labeled by φ = (s,m) where s,m = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.
The corresponding string operators Wφ are defined by
the string parameters

wφ(a) = e2πi( psa
N2 +ma

N ). (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 φ = (s,m) is

eiθφ = wφ(s). (19)

Thus self-bosons satisfy

wφ(s) = 1. (20)

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

wφ(r)wχ(s) = 1. (21)

B. Extended string-net model

In the usual string-net construction, if s 6= 0, Wφ(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 Wφ(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
φ, however, we require a more careful treatment of these
endpoints. We achieve this by extending the string-net
Hilbert space.

(a)

a

ϕi

b

c
ϕj

si sj

_
si+j

a

_
ϕi+j

si
ϕi

ϕj

sj

b

c

_
ϕi+j_
si+j

(b)

FIG. 1. A typical string-net configuration inHφ 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 {φ}. These edge labels necessarily have abelian fusion
rules, a × s = s × a = a′ for any a ∈ C. Sticks also carry a
label from the set {φ} at their end-points.

1. Extended string-net Hilbert space

The extended string-net Hilbert space, H{φ}, is de-
fined with respect to a set {φ} 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 = ZN1

×· · ·×ZNk . To understand how to condense all
bosons in G, it is therefore sufficient to understand how
to condense bosons in a single ZNj 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{φ} 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 {φ}. This
spin label φ = (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 Hφ 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 {φ}. We require a
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a

b

c
d

e f

g

a

b

c
d

e
f

g

a

b

c
d

e

fg

a

bc

d

e

f
g

(a) (b)a

b

a

b

b

b

a

a

W1 W2

W3 W4

1

2

1W1
1

W4
1

W2_
2W1

2

1+ 2

_

1

x 

FIG. 2. (a) Four building blocks of any string operator defined
on the decorated honeycomb lattice. W 1

φ ,W
2
φ ,W

3
φ ,W

4
φ 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 φa, φb 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 φ = (s,m) to have the string label s,
and that all trivalent vertices satisfy the branching rules.

2. Wφ(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. II A 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 Wφ(P ) in the extended Hilbert
space. The action of Wφ(P ) on the string net ground
state |Φ〉 is exactly as specified in Sec. II 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, Wφ(P ) acts by raising the end spin at

the final and initial end-point of the path P by φ and φ,
respectively.

When {φ} is a set of abelian bosons with trivial mutual
statistics, we can describe any string operator Wφ(P ) as
a product of “basic string operators” W i

φ, 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 p1, p2, p3, p4 shown in Fig. 2(a).
The operators W 1

φ ,W
2
φ act on paths p1 and p2 centered at

upward vertices, while W 3
φ ,W

4
φ act on paths p3 and p4,

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 pi and on the external legs of pi re-
spectively, and let φa, φb be the initial end spin states at
stick a, b respectively (see Fig. 2). The matrix elements
of W i

φ between an initial state a, b, c, d, e, f, g, φa, φb and

a final state a′, b′, c′, d′, e, f, g, φa′ , φb′ are then given by

W 1,abcd;φaφb
φ,a′b′c′d′;φa′φb′

(efg) = w̄φ(f)δφa×φ,φa′ δφb×φ̄,φb′×

F easc′ca′F
cfs
d′df ′(F

csf
d′c′f ′)

∗F ss̄bb0b′(F
dsb′

gd′b )∗

W 2,abcd;φaφb
φ,a′b′c′d′;φa′φb′

(efg) = δφa×φ,φa′ δφb×φ̄,φb′×

F easc′ca′F
fcs
d′dc′F

ss̄b
b0b′(F

dsb′

gd′b )∗

W 3,abcd;φaφb
φ,a′b′c′d′;φa′φb′

(efg) = wφ(f)δφa×φ,φa′ δφb×φ̄,φb′×

F easc′ca′(F
dfs
c′cf ′)

∗F dsfc′d′f ′F
ss̄b
b0b′(F

dsb′

gd′b )∗

W 4,abcd;φaφb
φ,a′b′c′d′;φa′φb′

(efg) = δφa×φ,φa′ δφb×φ̄,φb′×

F easc′ca′(F
fds
c′cd′)

∗F ss̄bb0b′(F
dsb′

gd′b )∗

(22)

Here x′ = x × s (or x × s̄, if x = 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 φ
are cyclic abelian bosons with trivial mutual statistics,
there exists a convenient gauge

F (si, sj , sk) ≡ F s
isjsk

s(i+j+k)s(i+j)s(j+k) = 1 (23)

where si, sj , sk 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 i
φ,W

j
φ′ ] = 0. (24)

Second, one can show that

W i†
φ = W i

φ̄ (25)

for i = 1, 2, 3, 4.
Finally, a general string operator can be expressed as

a product of simple string operators. First, W i
φ1
,W i

φ2

along the same path pi can be combined as

W i
φ1
·W i

φ2
= W i

φ1×φ2
(26)

where the · operation is defined by

W i,abcd;φaφb
φ3=φ1×φ2,a3b3̄c3d3;φa×φ3,φb×φ̄3

(efg) =

W i,abcd;φaφb
φ1,a1b1̄c1d1;φa×φ1,φb×φ̄1

(efg)×

W
i,a1b1̄c1d1,φa×φ1,φb×φ̄1

φ2,a3b3̄c3d3;φa×φ3,φb×φ̄3
(efg)

(27)
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(a) (b) (a) (b)

(a) (b)

a) b)

c)

FIG. 3. (a) An example of a product of the basic string opera-
tors creating a (φ, φ̄) pair on two neighbouring plaquettes. (b)
The action of these products is equivalent to the action of a
string Wφ(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 i = 1, . . . , 4. Thus if the set of condensing bosons
is cyclic and generated by φ, we can express all basic
string operators as products of the basic string operator
W i
φ. Second, let P be a path obtained from a union

of two basic paths, pi(r1, r2), which begins on a stick
at positions r1, and ends on a stick at position r2, and
pj(r2, r3), which begins on the stick at r2 and ends on
a stick at r3 (see Fig. (3)). (Note that it is because
wφ(s) = 1 that we can combine string end-points into a
single string that crosses the sticks). Then we have:

Wφ(P ) = W
i,(12)
φ W

j,(23)
φ (28)

and similarly for paths composed of more than two con-
catenated segments, as shown in the Figure. Here we

define W
i,(12)
φ = W i

φ if pi(r1, r2) is oriented upwards, and

(W i
φ)† otherwise. By joining string operators along mul-

tiple basic paths in this way, we can thus express Wφ(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 φ-string operators for φ in our cho-
sen set of abelian bosons can be expressed as a product
of basic string operators.

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) = HC − JH1 . (29)

Here HC 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. H1 is a term which creates particle- antiparti-
cle pairs of anyons in the set {φ} of condensing bosons.
Here, for simplicity, we take this set to be a cyclic group
of order p, which we denote 〈φ〉 = {φi, i = 1, ..., p}. with
φp = 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 φi have a finite energy cost. Thus in this limit string-
net eigenstates with sticks carrying non-trivial labels φi

correspond to gapped excited states, and the ground
state is the original string-net ground state |Φ〉. Sec-
ond, H(J = ∞) is a commuting projector model with a
frustration-free ground state |Ψ〉, in which excitations in
the set 〈φ〉 have condensed, in the sense that they are
present in arbitrary number in the ground state. Third,
|Ψ〉 can be obtained by applying a certain projector to
the J = 0 ground-state |Φ〉. Thus we can describe the
J =∞ ground state explicitly in terms of the string types
and local rules associated with |Φ〉, 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 φp = 1,
the critical point separating condensed and uncondensed
phases is always of the Potts or clock variety, depend-
ing on the specific choice of H1. 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 HC in the extended
string-net Hilbert space Hφ of the honeycomb lattice (see
Fig. 1). HC is of the form

HC = −
∑
e

Qe −
∑
p

Bφp (30)

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

Qe = δe,1 (31)

where δe,1 = 1 if e = 1 (no excitation) and δe,1 = 0
otherwise (φ excitations). The operator Qe penalizes the
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Bp

Qe

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

states with φ 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 Bφp on the decorated honeycomb lattice is
more complicated, but the main idea is as follows. First,

[Bφp , B
φ
p′ ] = [Bφp , Qe] = 0, ensuring that HC is a sum of

commuting projectors. Second, analogous to the plaque-
tte term in the usual string-net models[91, 96],Bφp 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,
Bφp commutes with the string operators Wφk(P ) even for
paths P ending or beginning on the plaquette p.

We note that here we use a prescription that ensures
that Bφp commutes with Wφ(P ) for any choice φ = (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 Bφp in detail. Bφp has
the form:

Bφp =

N−1∑
s=0

ds
D
Bφ,sp (32)

where D =
∑N−1
s=0 d2

s and Bφ,sp 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:

Bφ,sp =
∑

φ10,φ11,φ12

W †φ10,φ11,φ12
BspWφ10,φ11,φ12

(33)

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

Wφ10,φ11,φ12 = (W 1
φ10

)†Pφ10 ·W 1
φ11
Pφ11 ·W 3

φ12
Pφ12 (34)

Here Pφa = |φa〉〈φa| projects the end spin label of stick
a onto φa, and (W 1

φ10
)†,W 1

φ11
,W 3

φ12
are basic string op-

erators (see Eq. (22)) that lower the spin label on sticks
10, 11, and 12 by φ10, φ11, and φ12 respectively. The op-
erator Wφ10,φ11,φ12

therefore moves any excitations on the
sticks inside the plaquette p to sticks outside of p:

〈  
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This action is nontrivial only if {φ10, φ11, φ12} contains
non-trivial end spin labels. In particular, it is trivial
when acting on ground states of HC .

The second operation Bsp 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:
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<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

14
0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>

15
e0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
(36)

Finally, the operation W †φ10,φ11,φ12
moves the excitations

{φ10, φ11, φ12} back to the appropriate sticks in p:
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<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="fN7jN0HMh0aoqYgQK1uVUP2CMAM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesrKq7cDBbBVUmkosuiG5cV7AOaECaTSTt08mBmIpQQ8FfcuFDErd/hzr9xmmahrQcuHM65d+7c46ecSWVZ38bK6tr6xmZtq769s7u3bx4c9mSSCUK7JOGJGPhYUs5i2lVMcTpIBcWRz2nfn9zO/P4jFZIl8YOaptSN8ChmISNYackzj53yjVzQoEBOOmZebrcKz2xYTasEWiZ2RRpQoeOZX06QkCyisSIcSzm0rVS5ORaKEU6LupNJmmIywSM61DTGEZVuXq4u0JlWAhQmQlesUKn+nshxJOU08nVnhNVYLnoz8T9vmKnw2s1ZnGaKxmS+KMw4UgmaZYECJihRfKoJJoLpvyIyxgITpROr6xDsxZOXSe+iabeal/etRvumiqMGJ3AK52DDFbThDjrQBQI5PMMrvBlPxovxbnzMW1eMauYI/sD4/AE/V5Ws</latexit>

�15

<latexit sha1_base64="JfHJ8K5296ZSRVmke+OvddFDxJM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkoiLbosunFZwT6gCWEymbZDJw9mJkIJAX/FjQtF3Pod7vwbp2kW2nrgwuGce+fOPX7CmVSW9W1U1tY3Nreq27Wd3b39A/PwqCfjVBDaJTGPxcDHknIW0a5iitNBIigOfU77/vR27vcfqZAsjh7ULKFuiMcRGzGClZY888Qp3sgEDXLkJBPmZXYr98y61bAKoFVil6QOJTqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZRD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmUzymQ00jHFLpZsXqHJ1rJUCjWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchb7uDLGayGVvLv7nDVM1unYzFiWpohFZLBqlHKkYzbNAAROUKD7TBBPB9F8RmWCBidKJ1XQI9vLJq6R32bCbjdZ9s96+KeOowimcwQXYcAVtuIMOdIFABs/wCm/Gk/FivBsfi9aKUc4cwx8Ynz9A3JWt</latexit>

�13

<latexit sha1_base64="S90WwVzcFsxtM+w0d/oHQom6nIg=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkqiFV0W3bisYB/QhDCZTNuhkwczE6GEgL/ixoUibv0Od/6N0zQLbT1w4XDOvXPnHj/hTCrL+jYqK6tr6xvVzdrW9s7unrl/0JVxKgjtkJjHou9jSTmLaEcxxWk/ERSHPqc9f3I783uPVEgWRw9qmlA3xKOIDRnBSkueeeQUb2SCBjlykjHzMvsi98y61bAKoGVil6QOJdqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZQD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmEzyiA00jHFLpZsXqHJ1qJUDDWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchr7uDLEay0VvJv7nDVI1vHYzFiWpohGZLxqmHKkYzbJAAROUKD7VBBPB9F8RGWOBidKJ1XQI9uLJy6R73rCbjcv7Zr11U8ZRhWM4gTOw4QpacAdt6ACBDJ7hFd6MJ+PFeDc+5q0Vo5w5hD8wPn8APdKVqw==</latexit>

f

f

f

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (37)

Here C1, C2, C3 are the corresponding matrix elements of
the three operations. The product C1 · C2 · C3 gives the
matrix elements of Bφ,sp .

More precisely, the matrix elements of Bφ,sp are defined
by

〈  
ϕ12

 
ϕ10

 
ϕ11

e1
e7

e2

e8

e3e9

e4

e10e5

e11

e6
e12

i1 j1
i2
j2i3

j3j4
i4

j5

i5

j6
i6

e

14

15

13

e

e

e4

e6

e1�14

<latexit sha1_base64="fN7jN0HMh0aoqYgQK1uVUP2CMAM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesrKq7cDBbBVUmkosuiG5cV7AOaECaTSTt08mBmIpQQ8FfcuFDErd/hzr9xmmahrQcuHM65d+7c46ecSWVZ38bK6tr6xmZtq769s7u3bx4c9mSSCUK7JOGJGPhYUs5i2lVMcTpIBcWRz2nfn9zO/P4jFZIl8YOaptSN8ChmISNYackzj53yjVzQoEBOOmZebrcKz2xYTasEWiZ2RRpQoeOZX06QkCyisSIcSzm0rVS5ORaKEU6LupNJmmIywSM61DTGEZVuXq4u0JlWAhQmQlesUKn+nshxJOU08nVnhNVYLnoz8T9vmKnw2s1ZnGaKxmS+KMw4UgmaZYECJihRfKoJJoLpvyIyxgITpROr6xDsxZOXSe+iabeal/etRvumiqMGJ3AK52DDFbThDjrQBQI5PMMrvBlPxovxbnzMW1eMauYI/sD4/AE/V5Ws</latexit>

�15

<latexit sha1_base64="JfHJ8K5296ZSRVmke+OvddFDxJM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkoiLbosunFZwT6gCWEymbZDJw9mJkIJAX/FjQtF3Pod7vwbp2kW2nrgwuGce+fOPX7CmVSW9W1U1tY3Nreq27Wd3b39A/PwqCfjVBDaJTGPxcDHknIW0a5iitNBIigOfU77/vR27vcfqZAsjh7ULKFuiMcRGzGClZY888Qp3sgEDXLkJBPmZXYr98y61bAKoFVil6QOJTqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZRD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmUzymQ00jHFLpZsXqHJ1rJUCjWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchb7uDLGayGVvLv7nDVM1unYzFiWpohFZLBqlHKkYzbNAAROUKD7TBBPB9F8RmWCBidKJ1XQI9vLJq6R32bCbjdZ9s96+KeOowimcwQXYcAVtuIMOdIFABs/wCm/Gk/FivBsfi9aKUc4cwx8Ynz9A3JWt</latexit>

�13

<latexit sha1_base64="S90WwVzcFsxtM+w0d/oHQom6nIg=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkqiFV0W3bisYB/QhDCZTNuhkwczE6GEgL/ixoUibv0Od/6N0zQLbT1w4XDOvXPnHj/hTCrL+jYqK6tr6xvVzdrW9s7unrl/0JVxKgjtkJjHou9jSTmLaEcxxWk/ERSHPqc9f3I783uPVEgWRw9qmlA3xKOIDRnBSkueeeQUb2SCBjlykjHzMvsi98y61bAKoGVil6QOJdqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZQD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmEzyiA00jHFLpZsXqHJ1qJUDDWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchr7uDLEay0VvJv7nDVI1vHYzFiWpohGZLxqmHKkYzbJAAROUKD7VBBPB9F8RGWOBidKJ1XQI9uLJy6R73rCbjcv7Zr11U8ZRhWM4gTOw4QpacAdt6ACBDJ7hFd6MJ+PFeDc+5q0Vo5w5hD8wPn8APdKVqw==</latexit>

f

f

f

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣B
φ,s
p

=
∑
i′1···′6

〈 e1
e7

e2

e8

e3e9

e4

e5

e6
i1' j1'

i2'
j2'i3'

j3'
i4'

'j6

'j5

e12

e11

e10
'j4

i6'

i5'

 
ϕ12 

ϕ11 
ϕ10

e

14

15

13

e

e

e4

e6

e1�14

<latexit sha1_base64="fN7jN0HMh0aoqYgQK1uVUP2CMAM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesrKq7cDBbBVUmkosuiG5cV7AOaECaTSTt08mBmIpQQ8FfcuFDErd/hzr9xmmahrQcuHM65d+7c46ecSWVZ38bK6tr6xmZtq769s7u3bx4c9mSSCUK7JOGJGPhYUs5i2lVMcTpIBcWRz2nfn9zO/P4jFZIl8YOaptSN8ChmISNYackzj53yjVzQoEBOOmZebrcKz2xYTasEWiZ2RRpQoeOZX06QkCyisSIcSzm0rVS5ORaKEU6LupNJmmIywSM61DTGEZVuXq4u0JlWAhQmQlesUKn+nshxJOU08nVnhNVYLnoz8T9vmKnw2s1ZnGaKxmS+KMw4UgmaZYECJihRfKoJJoLpvyIyxgITpROr6xDsxZOXSe+iabeal/etRvumiqMGJ3AK52DDFbThDjrQBQI5PMMrvBlPxovxbnzMW1eMauYI/sD4/AE/V5Ws</latexit>

�15

<latexit sha1_base64="JfHJ8K5296ZSRVmke+OvddFDxJM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkoiLbosunFZwT6gCWEymbZDJw9mJkIJAX/FjQtF3Pod7vwbp2kW2nrgwuGce+fOPX7CmVSW9W1U1tY3Nreq27Wd3b39A/PwqCfjVBDaJTGPxcDHknIW0a5iitNBIigOfU77/vR27vcfqZAsjh7ULKFuiMcRGzGClZY888Qp3sgEDXLkJBPmZXYr98y61bAKoFVil6QOJTqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZRD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmUzymQ00jHFLpZsXqHJ1rJUCjWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchb7uDLGayGVvLv7nDVM1unYzFiWpohFZLBqlHKkYzbNAAROUKD7TBBPB9F8RmWCBidKJ1XQI9vLJq6R32bCbjdZ9s96+KeOowimcwQXYcAVtuIMOdIFABs/wCm/Gk/FivBsfi9aKUc4cwx8Ynz9A3JWt</latexit>

�13

<latexit sha1_base64="S90WwVzcFsxtM+w0d/oHQom6nIg=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkqiFV0W3bisYB/QhDCZTNuhkwczE6GEgL/ixoUibv0Od/6N0zQLbT1w4XDOvXPnHj/hTCrL+jYqK6tr6xvVzdrW9s7unrl/0JVxKgjtkJjHou9jSTmLaEcxxWk/ERSHPqc9f3I783uPVEgWRw9qmlA3xKOIDRnBSkueeeQUb2SCBjlykjHzMvsi98y61bAKoGVil6QOJdqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZQD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmEzyiA00jHFLpZsXqHJ1qJUDDWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchr7uDLEay0VvJv7nDVI1vHYzFiWpohGZLxqmHKkYzbJAAROUKD7VBBPB9F8RGWOBidKJ1XQI9uLJy6R73rCbjcv7Zr11U8ZRhWM4gTOw4QpacAdt6ACBDJ7hFd6MJ+PFeDc+5q0Vo5w5hD8wPn8APdKVqw==</latexit>

f

f

f

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣B
s,i1...i6j1...j6
p,i′1...i

′
6j
′
1...j

′
6
(e1 . . . e12;φ10, φ11, φ12)
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where

Bs,i1...i6j1...j6p,i′1...i
′
6j
′
1...j

′
6
(e1 . . . e12;φ10, φ11, φ12) =

ds

√
di1dj′2di3di4dj′5dj6
di′1dj2di′3di′4dj5dj′6

×

(F s̄i1e7j′1i
′
1j1

)∗(F s̄j1e2i′2j
′
1i2

)∗(F s̄i2e8j′2i
′
2j2

)∗F s̄i3e3j′2i
′
3j2

(F s̄i3e9j′3i
′
3j3

)∗(F e5i4sj′5j5i
′
4
)∗×

F
e′6j6s

j′5j5j
′
6
F j6ss̄j6j′60(F i4ss̄i4i′40)∗(F i

′
6s̄i1
e′1j6i

′
1
)∗F i

′
4s̄j3
e′4i4j

′
3
×

W 1,e10e13j4e4;φ10φ13

φ̄10,0e′13i4e
′
4;1φ′13

(i4j3f4)W
1,0e′13i

′
4e
′
4;1φ′13

φ10,e10e13j′4e4;φ10φ13
(i′4j

′
3f4)×

W 1,e14e11e6i5;φ14φ11

φ11,e′140e′6j5;φ′141
(f6j6j5)W

1,e′140e′6j
′
5;φ′141

φ̄11,e14e11e6i′5;φ14φ11
(f6j

′
6j
′
5)×

W 3,e15e12e1i6;φ15φ12

φ12,e′150e′1j6;φ′151
(f1i1j6)W

3,e′150e′1j
′
6;φ′151

φ̄12,e15e12e1i′6;φ15φ12
(f1i

′
1j
′
6)

(39)

Here e7, e8 . . . e12 take values in abelian string types and
thus jp = ip×ep+6 for p = 1 . . . 6 while e′1 = e1×e12, e

′
4 =

e4 × ē10 and e′6 = e6 × e11. The matrix elements of

W 1
φ ,W

3
φ ,W

1†
φ ,W 3†

φ are defined in (22) and (25).
From this explicit form, one can check that the plaque-

tte operator Bφ,sp commutes with any basic string oper-

ator W j
φi (and hence any string operator Wφi(P )):

[Bφ,sp ,W j
φi ] = 0. (40)

We leave the derivation to Appendix D.
We can now show that HC (30) has the following prop-

erties. First, it is a sum of commuting projectors: clearly
[Qe, Qe′ ] = [Qe, B

φ
p ] = 0, since Bφp does not alter the

value of the spin-label on any stick, and hence preserves
the eigenvalue of Qe. Moreover, in Appendix C we show

that [Bφp , B
φ
p′ ] = 0. 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 Bφp , where p is the plaquette that the stick points
outward from.

It follows that, like the conventional string-net Hamil-
tonians, HC is exactly solvable. Second, there exists at
least one state that satisfies Qe = Bφp = 1 for all e, p; this
state is therefore a ground state. Clearly, states with only
trivial stick labels satisfy Qe = 1 at every vertex; when
restricted to theese states, HC reduces to the original
string-net model, whose ground state |Φ〉 is an eigenstate
of the plaquette term of the corresponding Hamiltonian
with eigenvalue 1 on every plaquette[96]. When Qe ≡ 1,
|Φ〉 is therefore also an eigenstate satisfying Bφp ≡ 1.
In other words, HC 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 Bφp = 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 Bφp = 0 on some

plaquettes). In our models, however, there are φj-type
excitations of HC satisfying Bφp = 1 everywhere, with

Qe = 0 on some sticks.2 As a consequence, the ground
state of H(J) satisfies Bφp ≡ 1 for every positive J .

B. The Hamiltonian H1

To define H1, we begin by defining the projector along
the path pi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4:

P iφ(r) =
1

p

p∑
k=1

W i
φk(r) (41)

where the sum runs over basic open string operators W i
φk

with φk ∈ 〈φ〉, and r indexes a unit cell of the honey-
comb lattice. The set of operators {P iφ} form commuting
projectors. The operator H1 is defined as a sum of com-
muting projectors over all neighboring sticks

H1 =
∑
i,r

P iφ(r) (42)

By (40), we have [H1, B
φ
P ] = 0. Thus, H1 creates excita-

tions only of Qe in HC , while leaving the operator BφP in
its ground state on every plaquette.

C. Condensed phase and the J →∞ limit

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

Since H1 is a sum of commuting projectors, in the J →
∞ limit, the low-energy Hilbert space H̃ consists of states
in the image of the projector:

Pφ =
∏
i,r

P iφ(r) . (43)

These states have eigenvalue 1 under all terms in H1.
To leading order in 1/J , the effective Hamiltonian,

which acts within the low energy Hilbert space H̃, is

HC̃ = PφHCPφ = −
∑
p

PφB
φ
p + const. (44)

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 φ can also be realized by an eigenstate with Qe ≡ 1, with

either some Bφp = 0 or a violation of the branching rules.
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In the second equality, we use (40) and the fact that
Hφ ≡

∑
e PφQePφ is simply the number of ways to

combine operators in Pφ to obtain a trivial label on
every vertex, which is a system size independent con-
stant. Note that since Pφ and Bφp are projectors, and

[Pφ, B
φ
p ] = [Bφp , B

φ
p′ ] = 0, PφB

φ
p are also commuting

projectors. Moreover, if |Φ〉 is the ground state of HC ,
we have PφB

φ
p (Pφ|Φ〉) = Pφ|Φ〉 for every p. Hence the

ground state |Ψ〉 of HD is given by3

|Ψ〉 = Pφ|Φ〉. (45)

To show that |Ψ〉 is indeed a state in which the bosons
〈φ〉 have condensed, we expand the projector Pφ accord-
ing to:

Pφ =
1

p2NV

∑
{φj ,rij}

W{φj ,rij} (46)

Here NV 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). W{φj ,rij} is
the composite string operator which creates excitations
{φj} using string operators along the paths {rij} on the
lattice, and the sum runs over all possible configurations
{φj , rij} on the lattice, subject to the constraint that∏
j φj = 1. We can use (46) to expand the new ground

state (45) as

|Ψ〉 =
1

p2NV

∑
{φj ,rij}

W{φj ,rij}|Φ〉 . (47)

In other words, the ground state |Ψ〉 is a superposition
of all possible configurations of φ excitations – a φ con-
densed state.

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

Consider how the operators P iφ(r) act on the string op-

erators Wα(P ). The latter can suffer one of three possible
fates. First, if

Wφ(P )Wα(P ) = Wα′(P ) (48)

3 In fact, projecting any state |Φex〉 satisfying Bφp |Φex〉 = |Φex〉 in
this way gives the ground state |Ψ〉 of HD. This is because such
states have the form |Φex〉 = Wφ(P )|Φ〉, and as PφWφ(P ) = Pφ,
we have Pφ|Φex〉 = PφWφ(P )|Φ〉 = Pφ|Φ〉.

then the operators Wα(P ), Wα′(P ) have identical actions
on states in the image of Pφ. This suggests that in the
limit J →∞, the two anyons α and α′ have been identi-
fied, meaning that they comprise a single anyon type in
the condensed phase. For example, all of the condensing
bosons {φk} 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

Wφr (P )Wα(P ) = Wα(P ) (49)

for r|p, then in the condensed phase Wα(P ) becomes
identified with r − 1 distinct anyon string operators,
rather than with q − 1. For example, if r = 1, Wα(P )
does not become identified with any other anyon string
operators. Though this statement seems rather innocu-
ous here, in fact in such cases α 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 α braids non-trivially with one of the con-
densing bosons φ, then when the path P1 crosses P2, and
φ is an abelian boson,[96]

Wφ̄(P1)Wα(P2)Wφ(P1) =
Sαφ
Sα1

Wα(P2)Wφ(P1) (50)

In this case, the string operatorWα(P ) maps states in the
image of Pφ (for which Wφ(P1)|Ψ〉 = |Ψ〉 for every choice
of P1) to states outside of this image. This suggests that
α 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 HC(J → ∞) 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

H̃ = span{〈X̃| : 〈X̃|Pφ = 〈X̃|}. (51)



11

that describes states of finite energy in the limit J →∞,
which we refer to as the condensed Hilbert space. Our
goal is to show that H̃ 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 〈X̃| 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 H̃ is:

〈X̃| = 〈X|Pφ (52)

Since W i
φk(r)P iφ(r) = P iφ(r) for every i and r, we have

W{φj ,rij}Pφ = PφW{φj ,rij} = Pφ . (53)

Consequently, if 〈X ′| = 〈X|W{φj ,rij}, then 〈X|Pφ =

〈X ′|Pφ. Thus, to construct a basis of H̃, we must find a

suitable basis {〈X0|} of H such that 〈Xi
0|W{φj ,rij}|X

j
0〉 =

δij . Since we are interested in identifying a set of string-
net labels appropriate to the condensed phase, we take
{〈X0|} to be states in the string-label basis – i.e., 〈Xj

0 |
has a fixed string label for every edge.

To find the new string-label basis {〈X̃|}, we consider
two classes of condensing bosons. The first class is
φ = (0,m) – i.e. the string operator Wφ(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 φ = (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, φ = (0,m). For any edge
in the lattice, Pφ contains an equal contribution from φj-
labeled strings that cross that edge, for every j (see Fig.
3). Thus,〈

a

∣∣∣∣∣∣Pφ =

〈
a

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

p

p∑
i=1

wφi(a) =

〈
a

∣∣∣∣∣∣ δwφ(a),1

(54)
where p is the order of 〈φ〉. Thus, only string types a
with

wφ(a) = 1 (55)

remain after condensation of φ = (0,m) bosons. Hence,

the new string-label basis {〈X̃|} is simply the subset of
states in 〈X0| 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, φ = (s,m). If 〈φ〉
contains a subgroup 〈φmj 〉 ⊂ 〈φ〉 which is generated by
φmj = (0,mj), then by the same reasoning as above, the
string types a that appear in the condensed Hilbert space
must satisfy

wφmj (a) = 1, (56)

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:

0̃ = ⊕q−1
j=0s

j . (57)

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

ã = ⊕q−1
j=0(a× sj). (58)

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

aj ≡ a× sj , a0 ≡ a (59)

Then all aj project to the same condensed string type,
while if b 6= a×sj , then a and b project to different string
types. As we discuss in detail below, if one or more of the
labels obey ar = a for some r|q, in the condensed phase
the single string type a splits into multiple string types
ã1, ...ãq/r. 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; c), the new branching rules are

(ã, b̃; c̃). 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
〈X̃| ∈ H̃ has edges labeled with the condensed string

types {0̃, ã, b̃, ...}, and satisfies the new branching rules

(ã, b̃; c̃) at each vertex. Note that H̃ should be viewed as
a conventional string-net Hilbert space, since after con-
densation all sticks are effectively in the trivial vacuum
state.

A. Mapping between new and old string net labels

Since 〈X̃| = 〈X|Pφ, any state in H̃ can also be ex-
pressed as a superposition of string-net states in our orig-
inal Hilbert space Hφ. 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 ∈ X̃, where X represents a labeling of edges
in the original string-net basis, and X̃ represents the cor-
responding labels in the condensed basis. Explicitly, we
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may write

〈X̃| = 1

p2NV

∑
X∈X̃

C(X)〈X| (60)

where C(X) are numerical coefficients.
The coefficients C(X) are highly constrained. For any

X1, X2 ∈ X̃, 〈X1| is related to 〈X2| by the action of some
composite string operator W ({φj , rij}):

〈X1|W ({φj , rij}) = W ({φj , rij})X1

X2
〈X2| (61)

where W ({φj , rij})X1

X2
is the relevant matrix element of

W ({φj , rij}), and for a fixed configuration φj , rij the
state X2 is unique as the condensing anyons are abelian.
Since the composite string operator is unitary, we equiv-
alently have W ({φj , rij})|X2〉 = W ({φj , rij})X1

X2
|X1〉.

Therefore, the coefficients satisfy:

C(X2) = 〈X̃|X2〉 = 〈X̃|W ({φj , rij})|X2〉
= W ({φj , rij})X1

X2
〈X̃|X1〉

= W ({φj , rij})X1

X2
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(X0) for each distinct reference con-
figurations {X0}.

B. Vertex coefficients

Solutions {C(X)} to Eq. (62) can be expressed
C(X) =

∏
v Cv(X), where the product runs over all

trivalent vertices in the extended string-net cofiguration
X, and Cv(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 Cv(X) to at most
three of the vertex coefficients Cv(X

′). We will show that
the resulting equations are self-consistent, and sufficient
to fully determine the coefficients of any configuration
X ∈ X̃ from that of a reference configuration X0.

To parametrize the vertex coefficients Cv(X), we de-
fine a set of root vertices, which contain one representa-
tive vertex (a, b; c) in the original string label set for each

condensed vertex (ã, b̃; c̃). Then any condensed string

net state 〈X̃| can be obtained by projecting a reference
string-net state 〈X0| 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 H̃. We
then define two types of vertex coefficients: {Aabc } asso-

ciated with the root vertices (a, b; c), and {Bajbkcj+k}, as-

sociated with the remaining vertices (aj , bk; cj+k), where

aj ≡ a × sj . The coefficients {Bajbkcj+k} can be expressed

in terms of {Aabc } using Eq. (62). On the other hand,
{Aabc }, 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 φ = (0,m)
condensed phases. In this case, we define the root vertices
by

a b

c

,
a b

c

(63)

where a, b, c 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 φ = (s,m) condensed phase.
In this case, for each new string label ã, we choose a
representative label a ∈ ã. We define two classes of root
vertices. First, we have the root vertices:

a s1
a+s1x

i

i
,

a s1

a+s1x

i

i

, (64)

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

a b

c

,
a b

c

with a, b 6∈ 0̃ , (65)

where (a, b; c) satisfies the original branching rules.
The vertex coefficients associated with root vertices for

general φ = (s,m) are defined by:

C

 a s1
a+s1x

i

i

 ∼ Aasi , C


a s1

a+s1x i

i

 ∼ 1

Aasi
(66)

and

C

 a b

c

 ∼ Aabc , C


a b

c

 ∼ 1

Aabc
with a, b 6∈ 0̃.

(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 Aabc , A
asi are complex

numbers which satisfy that

Aabc = Aas
i

= 1 if a or b = 0. (68)
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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 φ = (0,m) condensed phases can be thought of
special cases of the φ = (s,m) condensed phases where
s = 0 and thus 0̃ = {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 6= 0, to find the coefficients C(X) in Eq. (60),
we define a set of vertex coefficients associated with non-
root vertices via:

C

 si a

 ∼ Bsia, C


asi

 ∼ 1

Bsia
(69)

and

C

 a b

c

 ∼ Bajbkci+j , C


a b

c

 ∼ 1

Ba
jbk

ci+j

. (70)

where Ba
jbk

ci+j are complex numbers, and at least one of

(k, j) are non-zero, such that at least one of aj , bk 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 Aabc , A
asi using Eq. (62). The coeffi-

cients Aabc and Aas
i

, on the other hand, are not fixed by
Eq. (62) provided that a× sr 6= a for any r < q. In this
case, coefficients C(X) in (60) can be parametrized as

C(X) = C(X0)
∏
v∈X

Bv (71)

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

The coefficient C(X0) associated with the given refer-
ence configuration X0 is determined by the root vertex
coefficients via:

C(X0) =
∏
v∈X0

Av (72)

where v runs over all root vertices in X0 and Av is the
corresponding root vertex coefficient. When a × sr 6= a
for any r < q we will find that all choices of root ver-
tex coefficients are equivalent, and the freedom to choose
C(X0) amounts to a gauge choice.

If ar = 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 Aas
k

. In
this case we find that only Aas

k

for k ≤ r are free param-
eters, and that there are q/r distinct solutions for each
of these coefficients. These distinct solutions correspond
to the fact[31] that after condensation the label a splits
into q/r distinct labels; correspondingly we also obtain
multiple vertex coefficients Aabc . We now discuss each of
these cases in turn.

1. Case 1: ak 6= 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 ak 6= 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 {Aasi , Aabc }. 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
wφ(sj) = 1, all non-vanishing string operator matrix ele-
ments are simply +1, and we have

A0sjA0s−jBs
js−j = A00 = 1

Bs
isjA0siA0sjBs

i+js−i−j = A00 = 1.
(73)

It follows that, given the condition (68),

Bs
isj = 1 (74)

for any i, j.
Next suppose a /∈ 0̃, with b = si, and aj 6= a. In this

case, we have

Aas
k

Ba
k,sl−kBs

l,s−k = Aas
l

(F as
ksl−k

alaksl )∗ (75)

where the coefficient is obtained by acting on the vertex
(a, sl; al) with the product W 1

φkW
2
φ−k . Given Eq. (74),

this fixes Ba
k,sl−k in terms of Aas

l

and Aas
k

.
If a, b 6= sk, we have

Aas
j

Abs
k

Ba
j ,bk

cj+k
Bc

j+k s̄j+k = Wjk(abc)Aabc , (76)

The matrix element is given by acting with the product
W 2
φkW

1
φj on the vertex (a, b; c) (see Fig. 2):

Wjk(abc) = w̄φj (b)F
absj

cjcbj (F
asjb
cjajbj )

∗F a
jbsk

cj+kcjbk(F cs
j s̄j

ccj0 F c
jsk s̄j+k

ccj+k s̄j )∗

(77)

Given Eq. (75), this fixes Ba
j ,bk

cj+k
in terms of Aabc and

{Aasj}.
Finally, using string paths of the form

a s1
a+s1ij

j as

js

(78)
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we have

Bs
jaiWj̄j(s

j , ai, ai+j) = Ba
jsi (79a)

Bs
jaWj̄j(s

j , a, aj) = Aas
i

, (79b)

which shows that both Bs
ia and Bs

kaj can be expressed

in terms of Aas
j

-type vertex coefficients. These relations
have a particularly simple form: From Eq. (77), we can
show that

Wj̄j(s
j , a, aj) =wφj (a) (80)

where we have used Eqs. (15b,15c), as well as the identity

F as
j s̄j

aaj0 F s
j s̄jsj

sj00 (F a
j ,s̄j ,sj

aja0 )∗ = 1 (81)

which follows from Eq. (5).

This leaves us with the vertex coefficients Aabc and Aas
j

(where a, b 6= sk). The former are clearly free parame-
ters, since by definition there is no φ 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 Aas
j

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 Ãabc , B̃
ajbk

cj+k via:

Ãabc = Aabc ·
g(a)g(b)

g(c)
, B̃a

jbk

cj+k = Ba
jbk

cj+k ·
g(aj)g(bk)

g(cj+k)
. (82)

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

g(si)g(sj) = g(si+j), 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 ai 6= aj for i 6= j (mod q), the gauge transforma-

tion (82) fully fixes the coefficients Aas
i

: we can always
choose the ratio g(a)/g(aj) to set

Aas
j

= 1 . (83)

Accordingly, we have

Bs
ja = wφj (a) , Ba

jsi−j = (F as
jsi−j

aiajsi )∗ (84)

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

2. Case 2: ar = a

If ar = a for some r|q, there are additional constraints
relating the coefficients Aa,s

nr

, and we cannot set these
to 1 using transformations of the form (82).

We begin by considering configurations involving only
vertices of the form (a, sjr; 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 1-type simple string acting on a vertex (a, sj , a)
with sticks on the two a legs carrying labels si and sk,
we can derive:

Aas
(i+l)r

Aas
(k−l)r

=Aas
ir

Aas
kr

F as
jrslr

aas(j+l)r (F
aslrsjr

aas(j+l)r )
∗

× F as
irslr

aas(i+l)rF
slr s̄lrskr

skr0s(k−l)r (F
aslrs(k−l)r

aaskr )∗

(85)

where we have removed a common factor of Aas
jr

(which
is non-zero) from both sides, and used wφj (s

k) = 1 for
all j, k. This can be true only if the coefficient does
not depend on j. Similar consistency requirements arise
from acting with W 2

φlr on a vertex (sjr, a; a) and with

W 2
φ̄lr
W 1
φlr on a vertex (a, ā; sjr). In Appendix E, using

the conditions (5a, 15a), we show that in all three cases,
in the gauge (23), the coefficients are indeed indepen-
dent of j. (A similar result holds for vertices of the form
(a, si+jr; ai) with i < r, for which the coefficient is also
indepedent of j). Thus we see that, for configurations
with only vertices involving aj , āk (j, k < r), and powers
of si, the simple string operators at each vertex yield a

consistent set of equations for the Aas
j

.
Having established that a consistent solution exists,

let us solve for the coefficients Aas
nr

. (As above, the

coefficients Aas
i

for i < r can be consistently set to 1 by
a gauge transformation). Taking k = l = 1 in Eq. (85),
we find:

Aas
(i+1)r

= Aas
ir

Aas
r

F as
irsr

aas(i+1)rF
sr s̄rsr

skr00 F as
jrsr

aas(j+1)r (F
asrsjr

aas(j+1)r )
∗

(86)
As shown in Eq. (E19), in fact

F as
jrslr

aas(j+l)r = F as
lrsjr

aas(j+l)r (87)

It follows that in our gauge of choice,

Aas
nr

= (Aas
r

)n
n−1∏
k=1

(F as
krsr

aas(k+1)r ) (88)

Thus of the q/r vertex coefficients Aas
nr

, we can freely
choose only one, which we take to be Aa,s

r

.
Moreover, the coefficient Aas

r

is not unconstrained:
taking n = q/r in Eq. (88), and noting that s(q/r)r = 0,
we see that

(Aas
r

)q/r =

q/r−1∏
k=1

(F as
krsr

aas(k+1)r )
∗ (89)
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Thus, we see that Aas
r

must be a q/rth root of the prod-
uct on the right-hand side, and we have exactly q/r pos-
sible choices for this coefficient, which we label (Aas

r

)i,
i = 1, ...q/r. We note that the product on the right-hand
side (and hence also (Aas

r

)i) has modulus 1, since by

unitarity (F as
krsr

aas(k+1)r )
∗F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r = 1. .
Physically, the fact that we obtain multiple, physically

inequivalent choices of Aas
nr

implies that in the con-
densed phase, the string label a “splits” into q/r distinct
label types, which we denote

ãµ = (a, µ) , µ = 1, . . . , q/r (90)

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

the choice (Aas
r

)µ = [
∏q/r−1
k=1 (F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r )
∗]µr/q.

Armed with this knowledge of splitting, we may return
to scrutinize other types of vertices. Vertex coefficients
for vertices (a, b; c) where none of the three string labels
split can be solved for as above; this includes all vertices
of the form (b, sj ; bj) for 0 ≤ j < q where b × sj 6= b for
any j < q. Thus consider a vertex of the form (a, b; c) (or
one of its cyclic permutations), where ar = a, but b and
c do not split. Attaching a stick carrying the label srl to
the a edge, the analog of Eq. (76) is:

(Aas
(j+l)r

)µA
bskBa,b

k

cjr+k
Bc

jr+k s̄jr+k =

(Aas
lr

)µF
aslrsjr

aas(l+j)rWjk(abc)Aabc , (91)

This set of equations allows for a consistent definition of

Ba,b
k

cjr+k
in terms of Aabc only if the l-dependence of the two

sides cancels. Indeed, (see Eq. E23)

(Aas
(j+l)r

)µ

(Aaslr )µ
(F as

lrsjr

aas(l+j)r )
∗ = (Aas

jr

)µ (92)

so the l dependence is indeed trivial, and a consistent

definition is possible. Note that the coefficient Ba,b
k

cjr+k

on the left-hand side of Eq. (91) will depend on the
choice of µ; correspondingly, we define the q/r vertex

coefficients (Bab
k

cjr+k)µ. Similar considerations apply for

the cyclic permutations (c̄, a; b̄), (b, c̄; ā).
Finally, consider a vertex of the form (a, b; c) where

at least two of the labels split. For example, suppose
that ar = a, cr = c, and consider applying a W 1

φlr string

operator to the vertex (a, b; c), with sticks on the a and
c edges initially labeled by sir and skr respectively. This
gives the relation:

Aas
(i+l)r

Acs
(k−l)r

Aabc

= Aabc A
asirAcs

kr

w̄φlr (b)F
abslr

ccblr (F as
lrb

cablr )∗

× F as
irslr

aas(i+l)r (F
cslrs(k−l)r

ccskr )∗F s
lr s̄lrskr

skr0s(k−l)r (93)

Note that in this case, Aabc 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

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 → bjr 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:

(Aas
lr

)µ

(Acslr )ν
(Aabc )µν =(Aabc )µνMl(a, b, c) (94)

where we have used Eqs. (87) and (92) to simplify the

factors associated with vertices Aas
ir

, Acs
jr

, and

Ml(a, b, c) = w̄φlr (b)F
abslr

ccblr (F as
lrb

cablr )∗ (95)

encodes the dependence on the label b. Thus either
(Aabc )µν = 0, or

(Aas
lr

)ν = (Acs
lr

)µMl(a, b, c). (96)

In general, this gives us a condition that fixes the values
of (µ, ν) for which (Aabc )µν 6= 0, and hence specifies the
fusion rules of the new, split anyon labels. Note that
the conditions for (Aabc )µν , (Ac̄a

b̄
)µν , and (Abca )µν to be non-

vanishing involve different coefficients in general.
In Appendix E, we show that when (a, b; c) is allowed

by the branching rules, there is necessarily at least one
choice of (µ, ν) such that (Aabc )µν 6= 0, and hence at least

one choice of (µ, ν) for which (ãµ, b̃; c̃ν) is allowed by the
new branching rules. (We also show that the same is true
for the cyclic permutations (Ac̄a

b̄
)µν , and (Abca )µν of this ver-

tex). Indeed, provided that b̃ does not split, generically
there are q/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 (c̄, a; b̄) are
allowed by the branching rules, where b× sv 6= b for any
0 < v < q. In the condensed Hilbert space, we have q/r∑

ν=1

˜̄cν

×
 q/r∑
µ=1

ãµ

 =
q

r

∑
˜̄b

˜̄b (97)

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 × sr = a, c × sr = c, we have
sr × (c̄ × a) = c̄ × a; hence if (c̄, a; b̄) is allowed by the
fusion rules, then so is (c̄, a; b̄jr) for any j. Consequently,
provided that (c̄, a; b̄k) is not allowed by the branching
rules of the original theory for any 0 < k < r, in the

condensed phase there are q/r copies of ˜̄b in the fusion
product ˜̄c × ã. This corresponds exactly to the number
of distinct choices of (µ, ν) that solve Eq. (96) – i.e. the

number of choices of (µ, ν) for which (˜̄c, ãµ; ˜̄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 (˜̄c, ãµ; ˜̄b) is one
dimensional (i.e. the new theory does not have fusion
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multiplicity). In particular, there is no fusion multiplic-
ity associated with the vacuum 0̃, since the cyclic prop-
erty of the fusion rules ensures that only vertices of the
form (a, a; sjr) are allowed.

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

In summary, the new Hilbert space H̃ 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 |Ψ〉 of our extended
string-net model as J → ∞ can be expressed as an or-
dinary string net ground state using the new label set
{ãi, b̃, c̃, ...}. In particular, we show how to use the ver-

tex coefficients {Aabc , B
aj ,bk

cj+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 H̃ al-
low us to express the condensed ground state |Ψ〉 = Pφ|Φ〉
as a new string-net condensed state with amplitudes

Ψ
(
X̃
)
≡ 〈X̃|Ψ〉

=
1

p2NV

∑
X∈X̃

CX̃(X)〈X|Ψ〉

≡ 1

p2NV

∑
X∈X̃

CX̃(X)Ψ(X). (98)

Here the sum over X ∈ X̃ is over all configurations of
uncondensed string labels compatible with the configu-
ration X̃. 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 {ãµ} is

in the configuration X̃; to indicate this dependence, we
have added a subscript, denoting the coefficient C(X) as
CX̃(X).

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:

CX̃(X1)Ψ(X1) = CX̃(X2)Ψ(X2) for any X1, X1 ∈ X̃.
(99)

To see that these are equal, observe that on the one hand,
we have

CX̃(X2) = CX̃(X1)W (P )X1

X2
(100)

for any X1, X2 ∈ X̃ by (61,62). On the other hand, the
new ground state |Ψ〉 satisfies

Ψ(X2) = 〈X2|Ψ〉 =
〈X1|W (P )|Ψ〉
W (P )X1

X2

=
Ψ(X1)

W (P )X1

X2

. (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

Ψ
(
X̃
)

= C(X0)Ψ(X0) (102)

were X0 denotes a reference configuration of our choice
from the set X ∈ X̃; in the following it will be convenient
to choose X0 to have only trivial labels on all sticks.
Observe that in the absence of splitting, each vertex in
X̃ corresponds to q2 configurations X, obtained by acting
with W 1

φj
W 2
φk for 0 ≤ j, k < q at each vertex. Each such

configuration appears p/q times when we act with Pφ on

X0. Thus summing over X ∈ X̃ and expressing all terms
in terms of Ψ(X0) gives a factor of p2 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 F ãb̃c̃
d̃ẽf̃

and quantum dimensions

dã by

Ψ


e

a~ b
~

~
c~

d
~

 =
∑
f̃

F ãb̃c̃
d̃ẽf̃

Ψ

 a~ b
~ c~

d
~
f
~

 (103a)

Ψ

 a b
c

d

~
~
~

~

 = δc̃,d̃

√
dãdb̃
dc̃

Ψ

 c
~

 . (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 X0, X

′
0 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 Pφ con-
taining only closed loops of simple string operators, all
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of which act as the identity on the ground state |Φ〉 of
the original string net. (Recall that |Ψ〉 = Pφ|Φ〉). Thus
when X0, X

′
0 are closed configurations, Ψ(X0) ∝ Φ(X0),

and similarly for X ′0. Note that the constant of propor-
tionality here depends only on the number of closed loop
string operators in Pφ, and is the same for all reference
configurations.

Using the fact that Φ(X0),Φ(X ′0) are related by the
original local rules, and applying (102) to both sides of

(103), we conclude that when none of the labels ã, ...f̃
split, the old data and the new data are related by

Babe B
ec
d

Bbcf B
af
d

F abcdef = F ãb̃c̃
d̃ẽf̃

(104a)

da = dã (104b)

(The local moves (4b) and (4c) lead to the same defini-
tion (104b) of dã). Here Babc (which can also be root ver-
tex coefficients Aabc ) are the vertex coefficients defined in
(66) -(70) and {F abcdef , da} are the original F -symbols and
quantum dimensions for the ground state Φ. The labels
a, b, c, d in F abcdef are chosen such that they are compati-
ble with the branching rules of the old theory, and such
that a ∈ ã, b ∈ b̃, c ∈ c̃, d ∈ d̃. 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 Aabc
with a, b 6= si are simply gauge transformations of the
new F ’s. (The remaining vertex coefficients, which are
fully fixed by the choice of Aabc , 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:

Ψ
(
X̃
)

=
1

N(X0)

∑
X0∈X̃

CX̃(X0)Ψ(X0) (105)

were X0 denotes the set of reference configurations that
are compatible with the choice of condensed labels X̃,
and contain only trivial labels on the sticks. The reason
for this replacement is that in theories with splitting, a
single reference configuration X0 may not be sufficient
to uniquely fix X̃ via the choice of vertex coefficients en-
tering CX̃(X0). 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 X̃ for which all sticks
carry the trivial label.

Unlike in the unsplit case, the number of configurations
associated with each reference configuration X0 in the

sum does not, in general, fully cancel the pre-factor of
1/p2NV in Eq. (98). Here N(X0) counts the number of
distinct products of simple string operators that leave X0

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 X0 along which
all labels split. Relative to the unsplit case, the number
of distinct configurations X in the sum (98) is reduced
by N(X0).

To find F ãb̃c̃
d̃ẽf̃

, we note that:

Ψ


e

a~ b
~

~
c~

d
~

 =
∑
e∈ẽ

(Babe )µνλ (Becd )λρσ Φ

 a b c

e
d


=
∑
e∈ẽ

(Babe )µνλ (Becd )λρσ

×
∑
f

F abcdefΦ

 a b c

d

f

 (106)

In the last equality, the labels µ, ν, ρ, σ identify the exter-
nal split legs as ãµ, b̃ν , c̃ρ, and d̃σ respectively. However,

it can happen that there is more than one solution f̃κ
compatible with both the old label f , and the new fu-
sion rules. In other words, there may be more than one

choice of κ for which (Bbcf )νρκ (Bafd )µκσ 6= 0. We conclude
that the old data and the new data are related by∑

e:e∈ẽ

(Babe )µνλ (Becd )λρσ

(Bbcf )νρκ (Bafd )µκσ
F abcdef =

∑
f̃ :f∈f̃

F
ãµb̃ν c̃ρ

d̃σ ẽλf̃κ
. (107)

To find dã, we observe that we also have:

Ψ

 ∑
X̃∈X0

X̃

 =
1

N(X0)

∑
X̃∈X0

CX̃(X0)Ψ(X0). (108)

where in this case, we can choose a single reference config-
uration. Letting X̃ be a configuration with single closed
loop carrying the label ã, and X0 to have a single loop
carrying the label a, we find that the number of terms
in the sum is precisely N(X0), and that all terms in the
sum contribute equally. From this, we conclude that

da =
∑
ã:a∈ã

dã . (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. Consistency conditions for F ãb̃c̃
d̃ẽf̃

We now show that the new data {F ãb̃c̃
d̃ẽf̃
} satisfy the

consistency conditions (5). We begin with the condition
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(5b), which requires F ãb̃c̃
d̃ẽf̃

= 1 if ã or b̃ or c̃ = 0̃. We wish

to show that the right-hand side is equal to 1 if a, b, or c
are powers of s. Indeed, using Eq. (62), one can show:

Bab
i

ci B
bsi

BcsiBabc
F abs

i

cicbi =
Bas

i

Ba
ib
ci

Bab
i

ci B
sib
F as

ib
ciaibi =

Ba
ib
ci B

sia

Babc B
sic

F s
iab
ciaic = 1

(110)
If a, b, or c 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 W 2

φi-type string to the vertex (a, b; c), with

the stick on the c edge carrying the label si. From Eq.
(22), in the gauge (23), the matrix element associated

with this string operator is F abs
i

cicbi , and Eq. (62) implies

that Bcs
i

Babc = Bab
i

ci B
bsiF abs

i

cicbi . The second equality is
obtained by applying a product of the form W 2

φiW
1
φ−i

to a configuration with the two vertices (a, si; ai) and
(ai, b; ci), and using Eqs. (5), (15), and (79). The third
equality can be obtained by acting with a W 1

φi string on

the vertex (a, b; c), with an si labeled stick on the c edge.
In our gauge of choice, the corresponding matrix element

is wφi(b)F
absi

cicbi(F
asib
cia−bi)

∗, which by Eq. (15) is equal to

wφi(a)w̄iφ(c)(F s
iab
ciaic)

∗. This gives

Aabc A
csi ω̄φi(c) = F s

iab
ciaicω̄φi(a)Aas

i

Ba
ib
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 Bfcg B
gd
e B

ab
f , and summing over

f ∈ f̃ and g ∈ g̃, gives∑
f∈f̃ ,g∈g̃

F fcdegl F
abl
efkB

fc
g B

gd
e B

ab
f

=
∑

f∈f̃ ,g∈g̃,h

F abcgfhF
ahd
egk F

bcd
khlB

fc
g B

gd
e B

ab
f

(112)

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

h,g∈g̃
(
∑
f∈f̃

F abcgfhB
ab
f B

fc
g )F ahdegk F

bcd
khlB

gd
e

=
∑
h,h̃3h

F ãb̃c̃
g̃f̃ h̃

(
∑
g∈g̃

F ahdegk B
ah
g Bgde )F bcdkhlB

bc
h

=
∑
h̃,k̃3k

F ãb̃c̃
g̃f̃ h̃

F ãh̃d̃
ẽg̃k̃

(
∑
h∈h̃

F bcdkhlB
hd
k Bbch )Bake

=
∑

h̃,k̃3k,l̃3l

F ãb̃c̃
g̃f̃ h̃

F ãh̃d̃
ẽf̃ h̃

F b̃c̃d̃
k̃h̃l̃

Bcdl B
bl
k B

ak
e

(113)

(In the third line, we exploit the fact that
∑
h,h̃3h =∑

h̃,h∈h̃). A similar treatment of the right hand side of

(112) gives
∑
l̃3l,k̃3k F

f̃ c̃d̃

ẽg̃l̃
F ãb̃l̃
ẽf̃ k̃

Bblk B
ak
e Bcdl . Thus the new

F -symbols satisfy:∑
l̃3l,k̃3k

F f̃ c̃d̃
ẽg̃l̃

F ãb̃l̃
ẽf̃ k̃

=
∑

l̃3l,k̃3k

∑
h̃

F ãb̃c̃
g̃f̃ h̃

F ãh̃d̃
ẽg̃k̃

F b̃c̃d̃
k̃h̃l̃

. (114)

If ar 6= a for any r < q, then the sums over l̃ and k̃ 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 |Ψ〉 of the con-
densed phase is a string net state, described in terms of
the new labels {ã}, with new F symbols and quantum
dimensions given by Eqs. (107), (109), together with
the consistency conditions (5). Since |Ψ〉 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 PφB

φ
p on a state 〈X̃| in our new string-net basis.

As above, we can use the fact that 〈X̃|PφBφp = 〈X̃|Bφp =

C(X0)〈X0|Bφp , where X0 is a configuration compatible

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

〈X̃|Bφ,tp =
∑
X′0

C(X0)〈X ′0|B
t,i1...i6j1...j6
p,i′1...i

′
6j
′
1...j

′
6
(e1, ...e12; I, I, I)

(115)

where jk = ik, j
′
k = i′k for k = 4, 5, 6, and e10 =

e11 = e12 = 0. Here 〈X ′0| is identical to 〈X0| except
on the boundary of the plaquette p, where edges labeled
i1...i6, j1...j6 in 〈X0| now carry labels i′1...i

′
6, j
′
1...j

′
6. Ap-

plying Eq. (104a) repeatedly, we find that the matrix
element can be expressed as a product of new F sym-
bols:∑

X′

C(X0)〈X ′|Bt,i1...i6j1...j6p,i′1...i
′
6j
′
1...j

′
6
(e1, ...e12; I, I, I) =

∑
X′

C(X ′)〈X ′|B t̃,̃i
′
1...̃i

′
6 ĩ
′
1...̃i

′
6

p,̃i′1...̃i
′
6 ĩ
′
1...̃i

′
6

(ẽ1 . . . ẽ60̃ . . . 0̃; I, I, I)

= 〈X̃ ′|B̃ t̃,̃i1...̃i6
p,̃i′1...̃i

′
6

(ẽ1 . . . ẽ6)

(116)

where the matrix elements of Btp 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 t̃p 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 B̃ t̃,̃i1...̃i6
p,̃i′1...̃i

′
6

(ẽ1 . . . ẽ6)
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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 t̃µ
in the new theory.

VI. EXAMPLES

In this section, we work out some illustrative examples.
We begin by considering condensation in the abelian
Z2,Z4,Z6, Z4 × Z4 string-net models. In abelian theo-
ries there is never any splitting, and the new fusion data

follows directly from the coefficients Bai,b
j

ck+k . 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 H̃ 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

F (a, b, c) = F abcdef (117)

for brevity, since other indices can be deduced from the
abelian branching rules. Moreover, for string nets based
on the group G = ZN , there are N distinct solutions to
(4), with the explicit form[98, 99]

F (a, b, c) = e2πi pa
N2 (b+c−[b+c]). (118)

The integer parameter p = 0, . . . , N − 1 labels the N
distinct solutions. The arguments a, b, c take values in
0, . . . , N−1 and [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 φ = (s,m)
where s,m = 0, 1, . . . , N −1. The string operator Wφ(P )
which creates φ = (s,m) is defined by (13) with the string
parameters

wφ(a) = e2πi( psa
N2 +ma

N ) (119)

A. Z2 string-net model

To set the stage, we begin with the Z2 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 Z2 string-net model has two types of strings {0, 1}
with dual strings 0̄ = 0, 1̄ = 1. The branching rules are
{(a, b; c) with a + b = c mod 2}. There are two distinct

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 Z2 bosons φ = (1, 0)
and φ = (0, 1), while the double semion model has one
Z2 boson φ = (0, 1).

We first consider the condensation of φ = (0, 1) in
the two models, as the two condensed phases are identi-
cal. After condensation, only string type a which satisfies
wφ(a) = (−1)a = 1 remains, namely the remaining string

type is 0̃ = {0} and thus the Hilbert space H̃ is the vac-
uum state which is the same as the vacuum state in Hφ.
Hence, there is no string-net topological order after φ
condensation.

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

With the Hamiltonian described here, all of these
phase transitions are in the 2+1D Ising universality class.

B. Z4 string-net model

We next show how our construction allows us to con-
struct certain condensed phases of the Z4 string net
model. The full phase diagram of this model was studied
in detail in Ref. [105].

The Z4 string-net model has four types of strings
{0, 1, 2, 3} with dual strings 0̄ = 0, 1̄ = 3, 2̄ = 2, 3̄ = 1.
The branching rules are {(a, b; c) with a+ b = c 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)

F (a, b, c) = ei
2πpa(b+c−[b+c]4)

42 (120)

labeled by p = 0, 1, 2, 3. Here [x]n = x mod n. The
corresponding Z4 string-net models realize the topologi-
cal order described by the Chern-Simons theory with the
K-matrix

K =

(
0 4
4 −2p

)
.

All four models have a Z4 boson φ = (0, 1) and a Z2

boson φ = (0, 2). In addition, the p = 0 model has other
two Z2 bosons φ = (2, 0) and φ = (2, 2). We consider
the topological order after condensation of each of these
bosons.

As in the Z2 case, condensing φ = (0, 1) leads to a
trivial order. Thus, we begin with the condensation of
φ = (0, 2). In the condensed phase, the remaining string

types a are those which satisfy wφ(a) = ei2π
2a
4 = 1,

namely, the remaining string types are a ∈ {0, 2}. Thus

the Hilbert space H̃ after φ-condensation contains string-
nets with the new string labels {0̃ = {0}, 1̃ = {2}} and
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the Z2 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:

all A = 1 , F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = 1, d1̃ = 1 (121)

for the p = 0, 2 models, and

all A = 1, F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = −1, d1̃ = 1 (122)

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

Condensing φ = (1, 0) also leads to a trivial topologi-
cal phase; thus we next turn to the condensation of the
φ = (2, 0) and φ = (2, 2) bosons in p = 0 model. The

Hilbert space H̃ for both cases contains string-nets with
the new string types {0̃ = {0, 2}, 1̃ = {1, 3}} and the
Z2 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 φ = (2, 0),
we find that

all A = 1, F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = 1, d1̃ = 1. (123)

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

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

At2 = (−1)t, other A = 1, F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = −1, d1̃ = 1.
(124)

with t = 0, 1, 2, 3. Thus, the φ = (2, 2) condensed phase
is described by the double semion model.

C. Z6 string-net models

The Z6 string-net model has six types of strings
{0, 1, 2, . . . , 5}. The dual string type is defined by ā =
6 − a mod 6 while the branching rules are the triplets
(a, b; c) that satisfy a + b = c (mod 6). By using the
general solution

F (a, b, c) = ei
2πpa(b+c−[b+c]6)

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

K =

(
0 6
6 −2p

)
.

Analogously to the previous examples, condensing a
Z6 boson results in a trivial topological phase. Thus we
focus on condensing the Z2 and Z3 abelian bosons, which
are summarized for the 6 distinct Z6 string-net models
in Table I.

We first consider condensing Z3 bosons. Condensing
φ = (0, 2), which is a boson for any p, leaves the string
types {0̃ = {0}, 1̃ = {3}} with Z2 branching rules. In
this case, the condensed phase is described by:

all A = 1, F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = 1, d1̃ = 1 (126)

for the p = 0, 2, 4 models and

all A = 1, F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = −1, d1̃ = 1 (127)

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

Second, we condense the Z3 boson φ = (2, 0) in the p =
0 model and the Z3 boson φ = (2, 2) in the p = 3 model.
The new string labels are {0̃ = {0, 2, 4}, 1̃ = {1, 3, 5}}
with Z2 branching rules after condensation. Analogous
to the Z4 case, we find

all A = 1, F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = d1̃ = 1 (128)

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

A12 = A32 = A52 = −1, other A = 1,

F (1̃, 1̃, 1̃) = −1, d1̃ = 1.
(129)

for condensation of φ = (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 Z2 bosons. When the
condensing boson is φ = (0, 3), the remaining string types
are {0̃ = {0}, 1̃ = {2}, 2̃ = {4}} with Z3 branching rules.
After solving (104), we find

all A = 1, F (ã, b̃, c̃) = ei2π
qã(b̃+c̃−[b̃+c̃]

3̃
)

9 , dã = 1
(130)

with q = 0 for the p = 0, 3 models and q = 1 for the
p = 1, 4 models and q = 2 for the p = 2, 5 models. Thus,
the φ = (0, 3) condensed phase in the p = 0, 3 models is
described by the Z3 string-net model with q = 0 while the
φ = (0, 3) condensed phase in the p = 1, 4 and p = 2, 5
models is described by the Z3 string-net model with q = 1
and q = 2 respectively.

Finally, we condense the φ = (3, 0), (3, 1), (3, 2) bosons
in the Z6 string-net models with p = 0, 2, 4 respec-
tively. The new string types after condensation are
{0̃ = {0, 3}, 1̃ = {1, 4}, 2̃ = {2, 5}} with Z3 branching
rules. Condensing φ = (3, 0) in the p = 0 model, all
vertex coefficients can be taken to be 1, and we obtain:

all A = 1, F (ã, b̃, c̃) = 1, dã = 1. (131)
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Z6 Models
p

Z2 φ condensed
phase

Z3 φ condensed
phase

0, . . . , 5 (0, 3) K3,0, p = 0, 3
K3,1, p = 1, 4
K3,2, p = 2, 5

(0, 2) K2,0, p = 0, 2, 4
K2,1, p = 1, 3, 5

0 (3, 0) K3,0 (2, 0) K2,0

2 (3, 1) K3,2

3 (2, 2) K2,1

4 (3, 2) K3,1

TABLE I. Six Z6 string-net models labeled by p = 0, 1, . . . , 5.
Column 2, 4 show the Z2 and Z3 bosons labeled by (s,m) in
the models. Column 3, 5 show theK-matrix for the condensed
phases after condensing φ bosons in Column 2, 4 respectively.

Here Ka,b =

(
0 a

a −2b

)
.

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

A13 = A43 = ei
2π
3 , A23 = A53 = e−i

2π
3 , other A = 1

F (1̃, 1̃, 2̃) = F (1̃, 2̃, 1̃) = F (1̃, 2̃, 2̃) = e−i
2π
3 ,

F (2̃, 2̃, 1̃) = F (2̃, 1̃, 2̃) = F (2̃, 2̃, 2̃) = ei
2π
3 , other F = 1

dã = 1.

(132)

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

A13 = A43 = e−i
2π
3 , A23 = A53 = ei

2π
3 , other A = 1

F (1̃, 1̃, 2̃) = F (1̃, 2̃, 1̃) = F (1̃, 2̃, 2̃) = ei
2π
3 ,

F (2̃, 2̃, 1̃) = F (2̃, 1̃, 2̃) = F (2̃, 2̃, 2̃) = e−i
2π
3 , other F = 1

dã = 1.

(133)

Thus the three condensed phases are described by the Z3

string-net models labeled by p = 0, 2, 1 respectively.
We summarize the condensed phases after condensing

abelian bosons in the Z6 models in Table I.

D. Z4 × Z4 string-net model

The Z4 × Z4 string-net model has 16 types of strings
labeled by a ∈ {(a1, a2), a1, a2 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}} with dual
strings ā = (ā1, ā2) = (4−a1, 4−a2). The branching rules
are {(ai, bi; ci) with ai + bi = ci mod 4} with i = 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 ZN×ZN string net models is known[98,
99]. Here, we consider one such solution, for which:

F (a, b, c) = ei2πa
TN−1PN−1(b+c−[b+c]) (134)

with

N =

(
4 0

0 4

)
,P =

(
0 2

0 0

)
. (135)

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

We focus on the four Z2 bosons in the model and we
denote them by

φ1 = (2, 0, 0, 3), φ2 = (2, 0, 0, 1),

φ3 = (2, 0, 2, 1), φ4 = (2, 0, 2, 3).

Here the bosons are labeled by (s1, s2,m1,m2) with s1, s2

being the flux and m1,m2 being the charge carried by
the particle. Now, we consider the condensation of the
four bosons φi in the Z4 × Z4 model in order. In the φi
condensed phase, we define the 2-component new string
labels by

ã = (ã1, ã2) = {(a1, a2), (2 + a1, a2)}
with a1 ∈ {0, 1}, a2 ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}

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

all A = 1 for φ1 condensed phase

Aa,(2,0) = (−1)a2 , other A = 1 for φ2 condensed phase.

(136)

For the φ1 condense phase, we then solve Eq. (104) to
find:

F (ã, b̃, c̃) = ei2πã
T Ñ−1P̃Ñ−1(b̃+c̃−[b̃+c̃]) (137)

with

Ñ =

(
2 0

0 4

)
, P̃ =

(
0 1

0 0

)
. (138)

For the φ2 condensed phase, the new F -symbol is gauge
equivalent to (138). Thus the topological order in φ1

or φ2 condense phase is described by the Chern-Simons
theory with K-matrix[89]

K =


0 0 2 0

0 0 0 4

2 0 0 −1

0 4 −1 0

 . (139)

Second, we find that

Aa,(2,0) = (−1)a1+a2 , other A = 1 for φ3 condensed phase

Aa,(2,0) = (−1)a1 , other A = 1 for φ4 condensed phase.

(140)
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For the φ4 condensed phase, we find that F (ã, b̃, c̃) is
given by (137) with

Ñ =

(
2 0

0 4

)
, P̃ =

(
1 1

0 0

)
. (141)

The new F -symbol for the φ3 condensed phase is gauge
equivalent to (141). Thus the topological order in φ3 or
φ4 condense phase is described by the K-matrix

K =


0 0 2 0

0 0 0 4

2 0 −2 −1

0 4 −1 0

 . (142)

E. S3 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(S3),
which has three types of strings {0, 1, 2} with dual strings
0̄ = 0, 1̄ = 1, 2̄ = 2. The branching rules are

{(0, 0; 0), (1, 0; 1), (2, 0; 2),

(1, 1; 0)(1, 1; 1), (1, 1; 2), (1, 2; 1), (2, 2; 0)}.
(143)

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

F 111
1ef =


1
2 − 1√

2
1
2

− 1√
2

0 1√
2

1
2

1√
2

1
2


F 111

211 = F 112
111 = F 121

111 = F 211
111 = −1

d0 = d2 = 1, d1 = 2

(144)

where the matrix indices e, f can be 0, 1, 2.
The model has 8 quasiparticles. Among them, there

is a Z2 abelian boson, which we denote φ = (2, 0). The
corresponding string operator is defined by the string pa-
rameter

wφ(a) = (−1)a. (145)

Since 2 × 1 = 1 × 2 = 1, condensing φ will cause the
original string label 1 to split into two distinct labels,
which we denote 1̃1, 1̃2.

To describe the Hilbert space H̃ after condensation, we

first solve (89) for As
ia. The two distinct solutions are:

(A21)1 = (A12)2 = 1, (A12)1 = (A21)2 = −1. (146)

Thus, the new string labels for H̃ are

0̃ = {0, 2}, 1̃1 = {1}, 1̃2 = {1}. (147)

The branching rules can be deduced from the branching
rules for the old string labels and are given by 4

{(0̃, 1̃1; 1̃1), (0̃, 1̃2; 1̃2), (1̃1, 1̃2; 0̃), (1̃1, 1̃1; 1̃2), (1̃2, 1̃2; 1̃1)}
(148)

Thus the condensed phase has Z3 (abelian) branching
rules.

Next, we want to find the topological order in the φ
condensed phase. A solution for the full vertex coeffi-
cients is given by Eq. (146), together with:

(A11
0 )1,2 = (A11

0 )2,1 = (A11
2 )1,2 = −(A11

2 )2,1 = 1

(A11
1 )1,1

2 (A11
1 )2,2

1 =
√

2,

where (A11
0 )1,2 is the coefficient that is relevant to the

(1̃1, 1̃2; 0) vertex in the condensed phase, (A11
1 )1,1

2 is rele-
vant to the (1̃1, 1̃‘; 1̃2) vertex, and so on. Using this data,
it is possible to solve (104) for the fusion data in the
condensed phase:

F 1̃a1̃a1̃a
01̃b1̃b

= F 1̃a1̃a1̃b
1̃a1̃b0

= F 1̃a1̃b1̃a
1̃a00

= F 1̃b1̃a1̃a
1̃b01̃b

= 1 (149)

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 Z3 string-net model charactered by
the K-matrix

K =

(
0 3

3 0

)
.

In other words, this is an untwisted (p = 0) Z3 string net
model.

F. SU(2)4 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; 0), (a, a; 2), (a, 2; 1), (a, 2; 3) for a = 1, 3,

(1, 3; 2), (1, 3; 4), (1, 4; 3), (3, 4; 1)

(2, 2; 0), (2, 2; 2), (2, 2; 4), (2, 4; 2), (4, 4; 0)}

(150)

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× 1 = 0 + 1 + 2. After condensa-
tion, the fusion becomes (1̃1 + 1̃2)× (1̃1 + 1̃2) = 0̃ + 1̃1 + 1̃2 + 0̃.
Thus, 1̃1, 1̃2 can be either self-dual or not self-dual. However,
from the associativity of the fusion 1̃1×(1̃2×1̃1) = (1̃1×1̃2)×1̃1,
we conclude 1̃1 × 1̃2 = 0̃, 1̃1 × 1̃1 = 1̃2, 1̃2 × 1̃2 = 1̃1. This can
also be deduced directly from Eq. (94).
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The model has 25 particles. Among these, there is
one Z2 abelian boson, which we denote φ = (4, 0). The
corresponding string operator is defined by the string pa-
rameter

wφ(a) = (−i)a. (151)

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

Since the string labels obey 2 × 4 = 4 × 2 = 2, the
label 2 will split into two distinct string types after con-
densation, which we denote 2̃1 and 2̃2. We first define
H̃ after condensation. Specifically, solving for the vertex
coefficients A4,a, we obtain:

A41 = 1, A43 = −1, A14 = A34 = −i,
(A42)1 = (A24)2 = 1, (A24)1 = (A42)2 = −1.

(152)

Thus, the new string labels for H̃ are

0̃ = {0, 4}, 1̃ = {1, 3}, 2̃1 = {2}, 2̃2 = {2}. (153)

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

{(1̃, 1̃; 0̃), (1̃, 1̃; 2̃1), (1̃, 1̃; 2̃2),

(1̃, 2̃1; 1̃), (1̃, 2̃2; 1̃),

(2̃1, 2̃1; 2̃2), (2̃1, 2̃2; 0̃), (2̃2, 2̃2; 2̃1).}
(154)

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

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

(A11
2 )1 = −

√
2, (A12

1 )1 = − 1√
2
, (A22

2 )11
2 =

1√
2
,

(A11
2 )2 = 1, (A12

1 )2 = 1, (A22
2 )22

1 = −2,

(155)

where (A12
1 )2 = 1 pertains to the vertex (1̃, 2̃2; 1̃) and so

on. Using these, and Eq. (107), we find the nontrivial
new F -symbols are

F 1̃1̃1̃
1̃00

= F 1̃1̃1̃
1̃02̃a

= F 1̃1̃1̃
1̃2̃a0

= − 1√
3
, F 1̃1̃1̃

1̃2̃a2̃b
= − 1√

3
e−i

2πab
3 ,

F 1̃2̃a1̃

2̃b1̃1̃
= F 2̃a1̃2̃b

1̃1̃1̃
= e−i

2πab
3 , F 1̃2̃a2̃b

1̃1̃0
= F 2̃2̃b1̃

1̃01̃
= −1.

(156)

Here a 6= b = 1, 2. Interestingly, the data (156) are
exactly the Z3 Tambara-Yamagami category[106] (TY3).
The TY3 category has 4 labels [0] = 0̃, [1] = 2̃1, [2] =
2̃2, σ = 1̃. The first 3 labels have Z3 fusion rules. The
last label σ represents the symmetry defect:

[a]× σ = σ

σ × σ = [0] + [1] + [2].
(157)

With the data (156), we can construct the ground state
and effective string-net model for the φ condensed phase.
The braiding data of excitations, the S, T matrices, are
known in Ref. 107.

Thus, condensing the Z2 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 Z2 boson in the top layer of
an SU(2)4 × SU(2)4 bilayer system. The resulting topo-

logical order is SU(3)1× SU(2)4, 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 C̃,
with both the effective Hamiltonian and the ground state
in the condensed phase being C̃ string nets. Finally, we
have shown how both the labels and the fusion data for
C̃ 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 H1, 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 C̃, by solving for the vertex co-
efficients implied by the string operators W a

φj . 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 coefficients
that we introduce here can be viewed as analogs of Ref.
32’s vertex coefficients, 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× SU(2)4, 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
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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
Zp abelian anyons can be viewed as “un-gauging” a Zp
symmetry, and a modification of the construction here
can lead to condensed phases in which the models ex-
hibit a global Zp 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 (si, sj , sk) = 1, where we use the notation
F (a, b, c) = F abcabc,ab,bc appropriate to F -symbols involv-
ing only abelian string labels. To see that such a gauge
exists, we use the fact that if φ = (s,m) to be a boson,
then wφ(s) = 1. (We note that while wφ(a) is not gauge
invariant for general a, wφ(s), which represents the self-
twist of the particle, is a gauge-invariant quantity). From
Eq. (15), we see that

wφ(s)wφ(sj) = F (s, sj , s)wφ(sj+1) (A1)

If s2 = 0 and j = 1, F (s, sj , s) is gauge invariant, and
this tells us that only if F (s, sj , s) = 1 can (s,m) be a
boson. Otherwise, under gauge transformations, we have

F̂ (s, sj , s) = F (s, sj , s)
fss

j

sj+1

fs
js
sj+1

fs
j+1s
sj+2

fss
j+1

sj+2

(A2)

where our string net construction requires fs0s = f0s
s = 1.

For 1 ≤ j < p − 1, we can use the ratio fs
j+1s
sj+2 /(fss

j+1

sj+2 )

to fix F (s, sj , s) = 1, where sp = 0. Further, we
have wφ(s)wφ(sp−1) = F (s, sp−1, s)wφ(0), and hence also
F (s, s̄, s) = 1, where s̄ = sp−1. It follows that in this
gauge, for all i, j, we have

F (s, si, s) = 1 , F (s, si, sj)F (si, sj , s) = F (si, s, sj) .
(A3)

In this gauge, we see that wφ(sj) = 1 for all j.
Next, consider F (s, sj , sk) with k > 1. Under gauge

transformations, we have:

F̂ (s, sj , sk) = F (s, sj , sk)
fss

j

sj+1

fss
j+k

sj+k+1

fs
j+1sk

sj+k+1

fs
jsk

sj+k

(A4)

For k > 1, and a fixed choice of fss
i

si+1 for each i, we can

set all of these to 1 by fixing the ratio
fs
j+1sk

sj+k+1

fs
jsk

sj+k

. (In this

case, this also works for j = p− 1).
Thus, if wφ(s) = 1, we have enough gauge freedom to

simultaneously set F (s, sj , sk) = 1 for all j, k. Using the
pentagon relation, we also have

F (s, si, sj)F (s, si+j , sk)F (si, sj , sk)

= F (si+1, sj , sk)F (s, si, sj+k) (A5)

In the gauge where F (s, sj , sk) = 1 for all j, k, we find
that

F (si, sj , sk) = F (si+1, sj , sk) (A6)

from which it follows that F (si, sj , sk) = 1 for all i, j, k.

2. Basic string operators in a general gauge

The gauge choice F (si, sj , sk) = 1 is convenient, be-
cause the action of the operator Wφ(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 Wφ(P ) and such open
string operators can be described by a gluing operator
Ol, whose action is defined by〈 a

s2

s1

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ol = F (a, s1, s2)

〈 a

s2

s1

∣∣∣∣∣∣〈 as2 s1
∣∣∣∣∣∣Ol = F (s2, s1, a)−1

〈 as2 s1
∣∣∣∣∣∣〈 as2

s1

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ol =

〈 as2

s1

∣∣∣∣∣∣〈 as2

s1

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ol = F (s2, a, s1)

〈 as2

s1

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(A7)
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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
W i
φ1 · W i

φ2 , we may ignore the vertical bendings of the

jointed path pi ∪ pj . For example, consider two basic
string operators W i

φ1 ,W i
φ2 along the same path pi. When

acting the composite operator W i
φ1 ·W i

φ2 on the vacuum
state, we have

〈vac|W i
φ1 ·W i

φ2 =

〈
s1

s2 s2
_

s1
_

∣∣∣∣∣
=

〈
s1
s2 s2

_

s1
_

s1

s2 s2
_

s1
_

∣∣∣∣∣
=

〈
s1
s2 s2

_
s1
_

s1+s2
_
s1+s2
_

x  x  

∣∣∣∣∣ θs1,s2
= 〈vac|W i

φ1×φ2 · θs1,s2

(A8)

with

θs1,s2 =
F (s2, s̄2, s̄1)

F (s1, s2, s̄1 × s̄2)
. (A9)

Here we use (4) to remove the loop in the second line at
the expense of the factor θs1,s2 .

Thus, in a general gauge, we do not have W i
φ1 ·W i

φ2 =

W i
φ1×φ2 . Instead, we find:

W i,abcd;φaφb

φ3=φ1×φ2,a3b3̄c3d3;φa×φ3,φb×φ3(efg) =

W i,abcd;φaφb

φ1,a1b1̄c1d1;φa×φ1,φb×φ1(efg)×

W
i,a1b1̄c1d1,φ

a×φ1,φb×φ1

φ2,a3b3̄c3d3;φa×φ3,φb×φ3(efg)× θ−1
s1,s2,a,b

(A10)

with

θs1,s2,a,b =
F (s2, s̄2, s̄1)F (s̄2, s̄1, b)

F (s1, s2, s̄1 × s̄2)F (a, s1, s2)
(A11)

for i = 1, . . . , 4.
In addition, one can show that

W i†,a′b′c′d′;φa′φb′
φ,abcd;φaφb

(efg) =

W i,a′b′c′d′;φa
′
φb
′

φ̄,abcd;φaφb
(efg) · θ−1

s,s̄,a,b

(A12)

for i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

3. Properties of basic string operators in the gauge
F (si, sj , sk) = 1

Next, we establish the properties of basic string oper-
ators in the gauge

F (si, sj , sk) = 1 . (A13)

First, from equations (A10,A12), we see that in this
gauge,

W i
φ1 ·W i

φ2 = W i
φ1+φ2 (A14)

and

W i†
φ = W i

φ̄. (A15)

Second, all basic string operators commute:

[W i
φ,W

j
φ′ ] = 0. (A16)

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

wφ(f)wφ(s) = F sfsf ′′,f ′,f ′wφ(f × s) (A17)

to show that w̄φ(f)F sfsf ′′,f ′,f ′ = w̄φ(f × s), which shows

that [W 1
φ ,W

2
φ ] = 0. We can use this, together with Eq.

(A14), to show that [W 1
φi ,W

2
φj ] = 0. A similar argument

shows [W 3
φi ,W

4
φj ] = 0.

Moreover, in this gauge we have F ss̄bb′0b′ = wφ(b) = 1
when b is a string label associated with the condensing
boson. It follows that W 1

φW
3
φ = Wφ(p1 ∪ p3), where

the path p1 ∪ 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))

F fs̄sf,f×s̄,0F (s̄ss̄) = F f×s̄,s,s̄f×s̄,f,0 , the product W 1
φW

2
φ̄

can simi-

larly be shown to be equal to an operator running along
the path (p1∪p2), 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
Bφ,sp operator

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

The action of Bφ,sp in HC is defined by

Bφ,sp =
∑

φ10,φ11,φ12

Wφ10,φ11,φ12
BspW

†
φ10,φ11,φ12

. (B1)

with

Wφ10,φ11,φ12
= Pφ10

W 1
φ10
· Pφ11

W 1
φ11
· Pφ12

W 3
φ12
. (B2)
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Here the sums run over three end spins states φ10, φ11, φ12

in p. The Pφi = |φi〉〈φi| is the projector to the end spin
state |φi〉 and W 1

φ10
,W 1

φ11
,W 3

φ12
are three basic string op-

erators defined in (22). The Bsp is defined to add a loop-s
to the boundary of p after Wφ10,φ11,φ12

moves the exci-

tations {φ10, φ11, φ12} to the exterior of p. Finally, after

fusing the loop-s to the boundary of p, W †φ10,φ11,φ12
moves

back the excitations to p.
Diagrammatically, the matrix elements of Bφ,sp can be

obtained by
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0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>
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0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>

15e0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="9SOsQ4DV7amtag7tfetxmmZmGVc=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPoKexKRI9BLx4jmAckS5id7SRDZh/OzAbCku/w4kERr36MN//GyWYPmljQUFR1T0+XFwuutG1/W4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUUlEiGTZZJCLZ8ahCwUNsaq4FdmKJNPAEtr3x3dxvT1AqHoWPehqjG9BhyAecUW0kt5e9kEr0Z+S8X67YVTsDWSVOTiqQo9Evf/X8iCUBhpoJqlTXsWPtplRqzgTOSr1EYUzZmA6xa2hIA1Rumq2ckTOj+GQQSVOhJpn6eyKlgVLTwDOdAdUjtezNxf+8bqIHN27KwzjRGLLFokEiiI7IPAHic4lMi6khlElu/krYiErKtMmpZEJwlk9eJa3LqlOrXj3UKvXbPI4inMApXIAD11CHe2hAExg8wTO8wps1sV6sd+tj0Vqw8plj+APr8weSP5H5</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>

0

<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6hGQ585qAF/sHJaJn6modiXWa9w=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbRU0mkoseiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsToRS+hu8eFDEqz/Im//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8MJXCoOt+O4W19Y3NreJ2aWd3b/+gfHjUNEmmGfdZIhPdDqnhUijuo0DJ26nmNA4lb4Wju5nfeuLaiEQ94jjlQUwHSkSCUbSS3w0jct4rV9yqOwdZJV5OKpCj0St/dfsJy2KukElqTMdzUwwmVKNgkk9L3czwlLIRHfCOpYrG3AST+bFTcmaVPokSbUshmau/JyY0NmYch7Yzpjg0y95M/M/rZBjdBBOh0gy5YotFUSYJJmT2OekLzRnKsSWUaWFvJWxINWVo8ynZELzll1dJ87Lq1apXD7VK/TaPowgncAoX4ME11OEeGuADAwHP8ApvjnJenHfnY9FacPKZY/gD5/MH8FmOHw==</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="fN7jN0HMh0aoqYgQK1uVUP2CMAM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesrKq7cDBbBVUmkosuiG5cV7AOaECaTSTt08mBmIpQQ8FfcuFDErd/hzr9xmmahrQcuHM65d+7c46ecSWVZ38bK6tr6xmZtq769s7u3bx4c9mSSCUK7JOGJGPhYUs5i2lVMcTpIBcWRz2nfn9zO/P4jFZIl8YOaptSN8ChmISNYackzj53yjVzQoEBOOmZebrcKz2xYTasEWiZ2RRpQoeOZX06QkCyisSIcSzm0rVS5ORaKEU6LupNJmmIywSM61DTGEZVuXq4u0JlWAhQmQlesUKn+nshxJOU08nVnhNVYLnoz8T9vmKnw2s1ZnGaKxmS+KMw4UgmaZYECJihRfKoJJoLpvyIyxgITpROr6xDsxZOXSe+iabeal/etRvumiqMGJ3AK52DDFbThDjrQBQI5PMMrvBlPxovxbnzMW1eMauYI/sD4/AE/V5Ws</latexit>

�15

<latexit sha1_base64="JfHJ8K5296ZSRVmke+OvddFDxJM=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkoiLbosunFZwT6gCWEymbZDJw9mJkIJAX/FjQtF3Pod7vwbp2kW2nrgwuGce+fOPX7CmVSW9W1U1tY3Nreq27Wd3b39A/PwqCfjVBDaJTGPxcDHknIW0a5iitNBIigOfU77/vR27vcfqZAsjh7ULKFuiMcRGzGClZY888Qp3sgEDXLkJBPmZXYr98y61bAKoFVil6QOJTqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZRD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmUzymQ00jHFLpZsXqHJ1rJUCjWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchb7uDLGayGVvLv7nDVM1unYzFiWpohFZLBqlHKkYzbNAAROUKD7TBBPB9F8RmWCBidKJ1XQI9vLJq6R32bCbjdZ9s96+KeOowimcwQXYcAVtuIMOdIFABs/wCm/Gk/FivBsfi9aKUc4cwx8Ynz9A3JWt</latexit>

�13

<latexit sha1_base64="S90WwVzcFsxtM+w0d/oHQom6nIg=">AAAB/nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUXHlZrAIrkqiFV0W3bisYB/QhDCZTNuhkwczE6GEgL/ixoUibv0Od/6N0zQLbT1w4XDOvXPnHj/hTCrL+jYqK6tr6xvVzdrW9s7unrl/0JVxKgjtkJjHou9jSTmLaEcxxWk/ERSHPqc9f3I783uPVEgWRw9qmlA3xKOIDRnBSkueeeQUb2SCBjlykjHzMvsi98y61bAKoGVil6QOJdqe+eUEMUlDGinCsZQD20qUm2GhGOE0rzmppAkmEzyiA00jHFLpZsXqHJ1qJUDDWOiKFCrU3xMZDqWchr7uDLEay0VvJv7nDVI1vHYzFiWpohGZLxqmHKkYzbJAAROUKD7VBBPB9F8RGWOBidKJ1XQI9uLJy6R73rCbjcv7Zr11U8ZRhWM4gTOw4QpacAdt6ACBDJ7hFd6MJ+PFeDc+5q0Vo5w5hD8wPn8APdKVqw==</latexit>
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∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣B
s,i1...i6j1...j6
p,i′1...i

′
6j
′
1...j

′
6
(e1 . . . e12;φ10, φ11, φ12)

(B3)

where

Bs,i1...i6j1...j6p,i′1...i
′
6j
′
1...j

′
6
(e1 . . . e12;φ10, φ11, φ12) = C1C2aC2bC2cC3

(B4)
with

C1 = W 1,e10e13j4e4;φ10φ13

φ̄10,0e′13i4e
′
4;1φ′13

(i4j3f4)W 1,e14e11e6i5;φ14φ11

φ11,e′140e′6j5;φ′141
(f6j6j5)

×W 3,e15e12e1i6;φ15φ12

φ12,e′150e′1j6;φ′151
(f1i1j6)

C2aC2bC2c =
1

ds

√
di′1dj2di′3dj3di′4dj5dj′6
de′1dj′2di3de′4dj′5

×

[F
i′1e7
s̄j1

]i1j′1 [F
j′1e2
s̄i2

]j1i′2 [F
i′2e8
s̄j2

]i2j′2 [F̃
i′3e3
s̄j2

]i3j′2 [F
i′3e9
s̄j3

]i3j′3×

[F j5se5i′4
]i4j′5 [F̃ j5se′6j

′
6
]j6j′5 [F̃

j′6s̄
j60 ]sj6 [F

i′4s̄
i40 ]si4 [F j6i1j′6i

′
1

]s̄e′1 [F̃ i4j3i′4j
′
3

]s̄e′4

C3 = W
1,0e′13i

′
4e
′
4;1φ′13

φ10,e10e13j′4e4;φ10φ13
(i′4j

′
3f4)

×W 1,e′140e′6j
′
5;φ′141

φ̄11,e14e11e6i′5;φ14φ11
(f6j

′
6j
′
5)

×W 3,e′150e′1j
′
6;φ′151

φ̄12,e15e12e1i′6;φ15φ12
(f1i

′
1j
′
6)

(B5)

where φ′13 = φ13 × φ10, and similarly for φ′14, φ
′
15. Each

product is unique because all stick labels have abelian
fusion rules. Here e7, e8 . . . e12 take values in abelian
string types and thus jp = ip × ep+6 for p = 1 . . . 6
while e′1 = e1 × e12, f

′
1 = f1 × e12, e

′
4 = e4 × ē10, f

′
4 =

f4 × ē10, e
′
6 = e6 × e11 and f ′6 = f6 × e11. The func-

tions W 1,abcd;φaφb

φ,a′b′c′d′;φa′φb′
(efg),W 3,abcd;φaφb

φ,a′b′c′d′;φa′φb′
(efg) are de-

fined in (22), and we have used the fact that (W j
φ)† =

W j

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

Bs,i1...i6j1...j6p,i′1...i
′
6j
′
1...j

′
6
(e1 . . . e12;φ10, φ11, φ12) in Eq. (39).

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:

a b

c = Rba
c c

a b

(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 × C – i.e. the string net real-
izes two copies of the anyon model, with opposite chiral-
ities. The bosons a × a are plaquette defects[109], and
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can be condensed as described in Ref. [73]. Using the
original string-net construction, however, a boson a (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 Bp 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 Bφ,t1p1
, Bφ,t2p2

commute

In this section, we will show that the operators Bφ,t1p1

and Bφ,t2p2
commute with one another. We only need to

consider two cases. One case is when two plaquettes are
the same p1 = p2. The other case is when p1 and p2 are
adjacent since two operators will commute if p1 and p2

p2
t1 t2

_
t1 t2

_
a
s

b

ϕp1

FIG. 5. Two plaquette operators Bφ,t1p1
and Bφ,t2p2

act on two
adjacent plaquettes and add two loops.

are further apart.
The first case is when two Bφ,tp operators act on

the same plaquette p1 = p2 = p. We will show
Bφ,t1p and Bφ,t2p commute if the branching rules δt1,t2u

are symmetric in t1, t2. We note that Bφ,t1p Bφ,t2p =∑
φ10,φ11,φ12

Wφ10,φ11,φ12
Bt1p B

t2
p W

†
φ10,φ11,φ12

. Thus, to

show that Bφ,t1p , Bφ,t2p commute, it is sufficient to show

that Bt1p , B
t2
p commute.

To this end, we compute〈 ∣∣∣∣∣∣Bt1p Bt2p =

〈
t1

_
t1

t2 t2

_

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=
∑
u,u′

〈
t2 t2

_

u u'
t2

_
t2

t1

t1

_
t1

_
t1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
√
dudu′

dt1dt2

=
∑
u

〈
u u

_

∣∣∣∣∣∣ |[F t1 t̄1uū ]t̄20|2|[Fut̄2t10 ]t2t1 |2
dt1du
dt2

=
∑
u

δt1t2u

〈
u u

_

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(C1)

Here we use |[F t1 t̄1uū ]t̄20|2 =
dt2
dt1du

and |[Fut̄2t10 ]t2t1 |2 =

|F t1t2 t̄2t1u0 |2
dt1dt2
du

= δt1t2u from (5). Thus, we have

Bt1p B
t2
p =

∑
u

δt1t2u Bup . (C2)

If δt1t2u is symmetric in t1, t2, then Bt1p B
t2
p = Bt2p B

t1
p and

thus Bφ,t1p , Bφ,t2p commute. In general, δt1t2u is not sym-

metric in t1, t2 and thus Bφ,t1p , Bφ,t2p do not commute.

The second case is when the two Bφ,tp operators act
on two adjacent plaquettes p1, p2. We want to show that
Bφ,t1p1

Bφ,t2p2
= Bφ,t2p2

Bφ,t1p1
. 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, p2 (see Fig. 5).

Specifically, we write down the factors which are differ-
ent. First, the action of Bφ,t1p1

Bφ,t2p2
on the shared bound-
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ary contributes the factors∑
a′′b′′a′′′b′′′

wφ(a′′)
wφ(a)

[F̃ sa
′′

bt2 ]ab′′ [F
a′′′s
t1b′′ ]a′′b′′ (C3)

Second, the action of Bφ,t2p2
Bφ,t1p1

on the shared boundary
contributes the factors∑
a′b′a′′b′′a′′′b′′′

wφ(a′′′)
wφ(a′)

[F̃ sa
′′′

b′t2 ]a′b′′′ [F
a′s
t1b ]ab′F

t1at2
a′′′a′a′′ F̃

t1bt2
b′′′b′b′′ .

(C4)

Here x′ = x× t1, x′′ = x× t2, x′′′ = x× t1× t2 for x = 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

∑
a′′b′′a′′′b′′′

wφ(t2)
F ast2b′′bt′2

(F t1a
′′s

b′′′a′′′b′′)
∗

F at2sb′′a′′t′2

. (C5)

and

∑
a′b′a′′b′′a′′′b′′′

wφ(t2)
F a
′st2

b′′′b′t′2
F t1at2a′′′a′a′′(F

t1as
b′a′bF

t1bt2
b′′′b′b′′)

∗

F a
′t2s

b′′′a′′′t′2
(C6)

respectively. Here t′2 = t2 + s.
The next step is to simplify (C6) further. By using the

two pentagon identities

F a
′st2

b′′′b′t′2
F
t1at

′
2

b′′′a′b′′ = F t1asb′a′bF
t1bt2
b′′′b′b′′F

ast2
b′′b′t′2

F
t1at

′
2

b′′′a′b′′F
a′t2s
b′′′a′′′t′2

=
∑
h

F t1at2a′′′a′hF
t1hs
b′′′a′′′b′′F

at2s
b′′ht′2

(C7)

and the unitary conditions∑
b′

F t1bt2b′′′b′b′′(F
t1bt2
b′′′b′b′′)

∗ = 1∑
a′

F t1at2a′′′a′a′′(F
t1at2
a′′′a′h)∗ = δa′′h,

(C8)

we can show (C6)=(C5). This completes the proof that
the Bφ,t1p1

, Bφ,t2p2
terms commute with one another.

Appendix D: Showing that [Bφ,sp ,Wφi ] = 0

In this section, we show that Bφ,sp and Wφi commute
with one another. For our purpose, it is sufficient to show
they commute in the gauge (23). In fact, we check that
Bφ,sp and Wφi commute in any gauge.

It suffices to show that the basic string operators W k
φi

commute with Bφ,sp since any Wφi 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 k

φi are around the vertices surrounding the

a

b

c
d

e
f

g

m

n

op

q

ra 

b 

m 

n
W2

W1

W3 W4
(a) (b)

p

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 Bφ,sp . Among 12 string opera-

tors, there are 6 string operators like W 4
φi , whose ends lie

outside p, 4 string operators like W 1
φi which intersect p

and 2 string operators like W 2
φi whose ends lie inside p.

We will show that W 4
φi ,W

1
φi ,W

2
φi commute with Bφ,sp . In

a similar way, one can show other basic string operators
also commute with Bφ,sp .

First, we want to show that W 4
φiB

φ,s
p = Bφ,sp W 4

φi (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

W 4,krmq
φi,kirīmiqi

(pnt)W 3,kilmin
φl,ki+l0mi+lnl

(pqif)×

W
3†,ki+l0mi+lfs
φl,kilmins

(pqi+s̄fs)(F
s̄qirī
tsqi+s̄tF

fss̄qi
mi+l+sfqi+s̄

)∗
(D1)

and the product from the right

W 4,krmqs̄
φi,kirīmiqi+s̄

(pnsts̄)W
3,klmn
φl,kl0mlnl

(pqf)×

W 3†,kl0mlfs
φl,klmns

(pqs̄fs)(F
s̄qr
tsqs̄tF

fss̄q
ml+sfqs̄

)∗
(D2)

are equal. Here xy = x+y and the matrix elements of W k
φ

are defined in (22). By using (25) to write W k†
φ in terms

of W k
φ̄

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 1

φiB
φ,s
p = Bφ,sp W 1

φi (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

W 1,abcd
φi,aibīcidi

(efg)W
1,aibīcidi
φb+φ̄i,ab0cbdb

(efg)W
1†,ab0cbdb+s
φb+φ̄i,aibīcidi+s

(efsgs)

(D3)

while from the right is the product

W 1,abcd
φb,ab0cbdb

(efg)W
1†,ab0cbdb+s
φb,abcds

(efsgs)W
1,abcds
φi,aibīcidi+s

(efsgs)

(D4)

Writing everything in terms of F symbols by (25, 16, 15),
one can show they are equal by (4).
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Third, we want to show that W 2
φiB

φ,s
p = Bφ,sp W 2

φi (see

Fig. 6(b)). We write down the their matrix elements
and compare the difference. Specifically, from the left we
have

W 2,nbfd
φi,nibīfidi

(pcg)W
1,abīcdi
φb+φ̄i,ab+ī0cb+īdb

(efig)×

W 3,mni0p
φn+φi,mn+i0on+ipn+i

(qrfi)W
1†,ab+ī0cb+īgs
φb+φi,abīcdi+s

(efi+sgs)×

W
3†,mn+i0on+ifi+s
φn+φi,mni0ps

(qrs̄fi+s)F
cb+īfis

gsgfi+s
F fiss̄fifi+s0

(F
fi+ss̄r
on+ifirs̄

)∗

(D5)

and from the right we have

W 1,abcd
φb,ab0cbdb

(efg)W 3,mnop
φn,mn0onpn

(qrf)

W
1†,ab0cbdb+s
φb,abcds

(efsgs)W
3†,mn0onpn+s

φn,mnops
(qrs̄fs)

W 2,nbfsds
φi,nibīfi+sdi+s

(pscgs)F
cbfs
gsgfs

F fss̄ffs0
(F fss̄ronfrs̄

)∗.

(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 ar = a and cr = c, then a W 1
φjr operator at a vertex

(a, b; c) does not change the labels about this vertex; its
only effect is to change the labels of the two adjacent
sticks. Thus, we obtain:

Aas
(i+j)r

Acs
(k−j)r

Aabc =Aas
ir

Acs
kr

Aabc w̄φjr (b)F
absjr

ccbjr (F as
jrb

cabjr )∗

× F as
irsjr

aas(i+j)r (F
csjrs(k−j)r

ccskr )∗ (E1)

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

Similarly, applying a W 2
φjr operator at a vertex (b, a; c),

we obtain:

Aas
(i+j)r

Acs
(k−j)r

Abac =Aas
ir

Acs
kr

Abac F
basjr

ccbjr

× F as
irsjr

aas(i+j)r (F
csjrs(k−j)r

ccskr )∗ (E2)

Finally, applying W 2
φ−jrW

1
φjr to a vertex (a, c; b) with

asr = a and csr = c gives:

Aas
(i+j)r

Acs
(k−j)r

Aacb =Aas
ir

Acs
kr

Aacb w̄φjr (c)(F
csjrs−jr

cc0 )∗

× (F as
jrc

bac )∗F as
irsjr

aas(i+j)rF
cskrs−jr

ccs(k−j)r

(E3)

Similar equations appear about downward-oriented
vertices, involving the string operators W 3

φlr ,W
4
φlr ; 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

by fusion with srj . Iterating this, we see that the coeffi-
cients are the same for any b in the fusion orbit of sjr.
In particular, for j = 1 we see that the coefficient is the
same for any b in the fusion orbit of sr. Moreover, the
string operator W i

φjr = (W i
φr )

j ; hence we conclude that,

or any j, the coefficients in Eqs. (E1- E3) are the same
for all b in the fusion orbit of sr, and for any j.

We begin with Eq. (E1). Using Eq. (5 a), we find

F as
jrb

cabjr F
abjrsjr

ccb2jr F s
jrbsjr

b2jrbjrbjr = F abs
jr

ccbjr F
asjrbjr

cab2jr . (E4)

Next, we multiply both sides of the equation by
wφjr (b

(jr)), and use Eq. (15) to see that

wφjr (b)wφjr (s
jr) = wφjr (b

(jr))F s
jrbsjr

b2jrbjrbjr . (E5)

Since wφjr (s
jr) = 1, we thus find:

wφjr (b)F
asjrb
cabjr (F abs

jr

ccbjr )∗ = wφjr (b
(jr))F as

jrbjr

cab2jr (F ab
jrsjr

ccb2jr )∗.
(E6)

Iterating this result, we see that the coefficient is the
same for all choices of b in the same fusion orbit of sr.

Next, consider Eq. (E2). Eq. (5 a) stipulates:

F s
jrba
cbjrc F

sjrcskr

ccc F bas
kr

cca = F b
jraskr

cca F s
jrba
cbjrc (E7)

Further, since sjrc = c, we have

wφjr (c)wφjr (s
kr) =

F s
jrcskr

ccc F cs
krsjr

ccs(k+j)r

F cs
jrskr

ccs(k+j)r

wφjr (c) (E8)

and hence F s
jrcsjr

ccc = 1. It follows that F bas
jr

cca = F b
jrasjr

cca ,
and the coefficient is the same for any b in the fusion orbit
of sjr.

Finally, consider Eq. (E3). We have simplified the
coefficient on the right-hand side as follows. Similar to
Eq. (77), the product of W 2

φ−jrW
1
φjr on the vertex (a, c; b)

can be expressed

w̄φjr (c)F
acsjr

bjrbc (F as
jrc

bjrac )∗(F bs
jrst−jr

btbjrst )∗(F b
jrs−jrst

btbst−jr )∗F acs
−jr

bbjrc

× F as
irsjr

aas(i+j)rF
cskrs−jr

ccs(k−j)r (E9)

where the stick on the a edge initially carries the label
sir, that on the c edge carries a label skr, and that on
the b edge carries st.

However, we can use Eq. (5) to show that when asr =
a and csr = c,

F b
jrs−jrst

b−tbst−jrF
bsjrst−jr

b−tbjrst = F bs
jrs−jr

bbjr0 F s
jrs−jrst

st0st−jr (E10)

and

F acs
jr

bjrbc F
acs−jr

bbjrc F cs
jrs−jr

cc0 = F bs
jrs−jr

bbjr0 (E11)

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

w̄φjr (c)(F
asjrc
bjrac )∗(F cs

jrs−jr

cc0 )∗ (E12)
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We can show that the coefficient is the same for any b in
the fusion orbit of sjr:

F as
jrc

bac F acs
jr

bjrbc F
sjrcsjr

ccc = F acs
jr

bjrbc F
asjrc
bjrac (E13)

Cancelling the redundant factors on both sides, and

noting that by Eq. (E8), F s
jrcsjr

ccc = 1, we see that

F as
jrc

bac = F as
jrc

bjrac , and again by iterating we find our re-
sult.

Now, if b is an abelian particle, and a×sr = a, c×sr =
c, then a × c =

∑
j b
jr + ..., where ... cannot contain

bl for l 6= jr. This follows from the cyclic property of
the branching rules. Suppose (a, c; b) and (a, c; bj) are
allowed by the branching rules. Then so are (c, b̄−j ; a)
and (b̄−j , a; c̄). However, if bj = b × sj = sj × b, then
we must also have (b̄, a; c̄j). If j = lr then c̄j = c̄, and
the outcome of fusing b̄ with a is unique. Otherwise,
however, we see that fusing b̄ with a can have at least
two different outcomes; hence b is not an abelian string
label. In particular, if b = sj , it follows that all equations
associated with acting with string operators sjr on the
vertices (a, sj ; a), (sj , a; a), and (a, ā; sj) are consistent.

This allows us to solve for the coefficients Aas
j

.
In general, however, vertices of the form (for example)

(b, a; c) and (g, a; c), where g 6= bsj , can lead to multiple
equations of the form (E2), which relate the same pairs of

coefficients Aas
(i+l)r

, Acs
(k−l)r

to Aas
ir

Acs
kr

. If F bas
lr

ccblr 6=
F gas

lr

ccglr
, these equations are mutually inconsistent unless

we choose either Abac = 0 or Agac = 0. The resolution to
this is to recognize that since both a and c split, there
are multiple non-zero choices for the coefficient: Abac =
(Abac )ij , denoting a choice of ãi and c̃j . For a given b,

we find that the coefficient F bas
lr

ccblr takes on at most p/r
distinct values (and similarly for other vertices); hence
we expect to find at least one non-zero (Abac )ij for each
i.

1. Relations between coefficients Aas
jr

when ar = a

Suppose ar = a. Eq. (5a) gives:

F as
lrsjr

aas(l+j)rF
as(l+j)rskr

aas(l+j+k)rF
slrsjrskr

s(l+j+k)rs(l+j)rs(j+k)r

= F as
jrskr

aas(j+k)rF
aslrs(j+k)r

aas(l+j+k)r (E14)

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

F as
lrsjr

aas(l+j)r =
F as

lrs(j−1)r

aas(l+j−1)rF
as(l+j−1)rsr

aas(l+j)r

F as
(j−1)rsr

aasjr

(E15)

Using this expression repeatedly, we can show that

F as
lrsjr

aas(l+j)r =

(∏j−1
k=0 F

as(l+k)rsr

aas(l+k+1)r∏j−1
k=1 F

askrsr

aas(k+1)r

)

=

(∏l+j−1
k=l F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r∏j−1
k=1 F

askrsr

aas(k+1)r

)
(E16)

From this, we see that

F as
lrsjr

aas(l+j)r

F as
jrslr

aas(l+j)r

=

(∏l+j−1
k=l F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r∏l+j−1
k=j F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r

)(∏l−1
k=1 F

askrsr

aas(k+1)r∏j−1
k=1 F

askrsr

aas(k+1)r

)
(E17)

Without loss of generality, assume that l > j. Then:(∏l+j−1
k=l F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r∏l+j−1
k=j F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r

)
=

1∏l−1
k=j F

askrsr

aas(k+1)r(∏l−1
k=1 F

askrsr

aas(k+1)r∏j−1
k=1 F

askrsr

aas(k+1)r

)
=

l−1∏
j

F as
krsr

aas(k+1)r (E18)

so that

F as
lrsjr

aas(l+j)r = F as
jrslr

aas(l+j)r (E19)

Further, from the expression (88),

(Aas
nr

)µ = (Aas
r

)nµ

n−1∏
k=1

(F as
krsr

aas(k+1)r ) (E20)

we see that

(Aas
(j+l)r

)µ

(Aaslr )ν
=

(Aas
r

)j+lµ

(Aasr )lν

∏j+l−1
k=1 (F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r )∏l−1
k=1(F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r )
(E21)

=
(Aas

r

)j+lµ

(Aasr )lν

j+l−1∏
k=l

(F as
krsr

aas(k+1)r ) (E22)

Hence:

(Aas
(j+l)r

)µ

(Aaslr )ν(Aasjr )ρ
=

(Aas
r

)j+lµ

(Aasr )lν(Aasr )jρ

∏j+l−1
k=l (F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r )∏j−1
k=1(F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r )

=
(Aas

r

)j+lµ

(Aasr )lν(Aasr )jρ
F as

lrsjr

aas(l+j)r (E23)

where in the last line, we have used Eq. (E19). Evidently,
if all factors come from the same solution (i.e. µ = ν =

ρ), then the right-hand side is simply F as
lrsjr

aas(l+j)r
.

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 (µ, ν) for which Eq. (96) can be
satisfied? If not, we must conclude that at least one of
the particles a, b, or c must be confined.

Recall that if sq = 1, then if wφq (b) 6= 1, n b does not
correspond to any label in our effective Hilbert space;
hence in this case we must set (Aabc )µν = 0 for all µ, ν.
When wφq (b) = 1, W 1

φq acts as the identity operator at

the vertex (a, b; c), since it is an excitation of the form
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(0,m) which does not involve any fusion. Applying the
operator W 1

φr q/r times, in the gauge (23) we obtain the
matrix element

M1(a, b, c))q/r

q/r−1∏
k=1

F as
krs

aas(k+1)r )

q/r−1∏
k=1

(F cs
r s̄kr

ccs̄(k−1)r )
∗


(E24)

Since W 1
φq = (W 1

φr )
q/r, it follows that:

(M1(a, b, c))q/r =

q/r−1∏
k=1

(F as
krs

aas(k+1)r )
∗

q/r−1∏
k=1

(F cs
r s̄kr

ccs̄(k−1)r )


(E25)

hence M1(a, b, c) is a q/rth root of the product on
the right-hand side. Now, Aas

r

is a q/rth root

of
∏q/r−1
k=1 (F as

krsr

aas(k+1)r )
∗, while Acs

r

is a q/rth root of∏q/r−1
k=1 (F cs

krsr

ccs̄(k+1)r )
∗ =

(∏q/r−1
k=1 F cs

r s̄kr

ccs(k+1)r

)−1

, where we

have used Eq. (E19). Thus Aas
r

/Acs
r

is also a q/rth

root of the product on the right-hand side. It follows
that for every b, there exists at least one choice of µ, ν
for which Eq. (94) is satisfied – in which case it is also
satisfied for bkr, 0 ≤ k < q/r. This suggests that for
a fixed M1(a, b, c) of modulus 1, we expect q/r distinct
solutions Aas

r

µ /Acs
r

ν = M1(a, b, c)e2πinr/q, 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∑
µ=1

ãµ)× (

q/r∑
ν=1

c̃ν) =
q

r

∑
b̃|b×sr 6=b

cbb̃+
∑

d̃|d×sv=d

∑
λ

cd,λd̃λ .

(E26)

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; bk) is not an allowed vertex for any
0 < k < r, then cb = 1; otherwise, cb counts the number
of distinct k, 0 ≤ k < r, for which (a, c; bk) is allowed.
The second sum runs over labels d for which d× sv = d,
with 0 < v < q. In this case, in the condensed theory a
fusion channel d̃λ appears with a coefficient cd,λ, whose
value depends on v, r, and the number of values of λ for
which the new fusion rules admit solutions.

As discussed in the main text, when cb = 1, the number
of distinct values of (µ, ν) for which (ãµ, c̃ν ; b̃) is allowed
by the branching rules is equal to the number of copies of
b̃ on the right, and the new theory need not have fusion
multiplicity. If cb > 1, the label b̃ =

∑q−1
j=1 b

j at the ver-

tex (ãµ, c̃ν ; b̃) may be associated with multiple different
values of the coefficient Ml(a, b

j , c). Each distinct coeffi-
cient then corresponds to a distinct set of solutions (µ, ν)
to Eq. (94). Thus, if {Ml(a, b

j , c), 0 ≤ j < r} are all dis-
tinct, then we can find up to cbq/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 (Aabc )µν are
matrices.

The situation for vertices (ãµ, c̃ν ; d̃λ) 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 (Aabc )µ,λν 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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