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Abstract. We present the teleportation and superdense coding protocols for a family of anyon
theories coming from Tambara-Yamagami categories, of which the lowest rank theories describe
Ising anyons. In contrast to the usual approach to anyonic computation, we relax the requirement
that we should be able to braid anyons. This is motivated by the goal of designing basic protocols
that require less control over quasiparticles, and which may therefore be amenable to realisation
in near-term systems. Since these implementations are braid-free, they are also compatible with
Majorana modes on a 1d quantum wire.
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2 SACHIN J. VALERA

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. Anyons are localised quasiparticles, expected to arise in (2 + 1)-dimensional
condensed matter systems. An anyon can be either abelian or nonabelian. When the state space
of two anyons has dimension d > 1, both anyons are said to be nonabelian; else, if d = 1 then
at least one of the anyons is abelian. A sequence of particle exchanges (henceforth referred to as
braiding)1 will realise the action of a U(d)-operator on their state space. The ability to control
systems hosting nonabelian anyons holds particular allure, as it would amount to manipulating
(topologically protected) qudits.2
It is predicted that anyons should manifest in a variety of settings. One of the most pursued
directions is via the fractional quantum Hall effect, whose low-energy excitations were argued by
Halperin and Arovas et al. (1984) to be anyons [1, 2]. To date, it appears that the only widely
accepted evidence for the existence of anyons comes from the ν = 1/3 filling of the fractional
quantum Hall effect, where Nakamura et al. and Bartolomei et al. (2020) observed signatures of
abelian anyons [3, 4].
In the nonabelian case, perhaps the most promising candidate for near-term realisation is the Ising
anyon (see for instance the experiments of Willett et al. (2023) which probe ν = 5/2, 7/2 [5]). A
closely related quasiparticle is the Majorana zero mode (MZM) (see the review in [6]), which has
two distinct incarnations:

(i) MZMs arise as Ising anyons in (2 + 1)-d systems. They are a realisation of a non-invertible
simple object in a braided unitary fusion category TY(Z2) (see Section 3).

(ii) MZMs arise as quasiparticles protected by an energy gap in (1 + 1)-d systems. The idea of
trapping MZMs at the ends of 1d quantum wires is due to Kitaev (2001) [7]. Here, MZMs
have the same fusion rules as Ising anyons, and are a realisation of a non-invertible simple
object in a non-braided unitary fusion category TY(Z2).3

At present, experimental evidence for the existence of Ising anyons and MZMs remains inconclusive.
This doubt has emphasised the value of the following diagnostic4 –

The realisation and manipulation of topological qubits could demonstrate the existence of
MZMs in the underlying system.

The main results of this paper will be applicable to both incarnations of MZMs described above.

1.2. Problem and approach. With the above in mind, we set about the task of designing simple
quantum protocols using nonabelian anyons; namely, teleportation and its dual protocol, superdense
coding. These foundational protocols seem like an obvious choice: they are simple, and their
successful realisation is a surefire indicator that we have manipulated quantum resources. For
instance, superdense coding immediately places us outside the paradigm of classical information
theory: it demonstrates that an entanglement-assisted quantum channel is able to send 2 bits per
channel use (in comparison with Shannon’s classical bound of 1 bit per channel use). Both protocols
rely on the presence of a maximally entangled pair of qudits, which we call an e-dit.

p e-dits + 2p cdits ▷ p qudits(1.1a)
p e-dits + p qudits ▷ 2p cdits(1.1b)

The content of the teleportation and superdense coding protocols is captured by (1.1a)-(1.1b)
respectively (cf. Bennett’s laws). A cdit (also called a dit) is the d-ary generalisation of a classical
bit, and X + Y ▷ Z may be read as "resources X and Y can be used to send resource Z". We
briefly summarise the protocols for p = 1. In the following, let A and B denote disjoint regions of
a system, respectively containing qudits q1 and q2 which are maximally entangled.

1Viewed in (2 + 1)-dimensions, exchanging anyons amounts to braiding their worldlines.
2A qudit is the d-ary generalisation of a qubit (i.e. a quantum state in a d-dimensional space).
3Schemes have been proposed for realising the nonabelian braiding statistics of MZMs which are confined to move

in 1d, by setting up networks of wires, or by simulating their braiding via a series of measurements [6, 8].
4This diagnostic is a paraphrasing of quotes from [9, Chapter 37.4] and [10, 28:45-29:10].
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(a) Teleportation. A third qudit q0 with density operator ρ0 is contained in A, and can be sent
to B as follows: q0, q1 are measured in an entangled basis, yielding cdits i, j which are sent
to B. A unitary (conditioned on i, j) is locally applied to q2, whence q2 has state ρ0.

(b) Superdense coding. A unitary (conditioned on chosen cdits i, j) is locally applied to q1.
Then, q1 is sent to B, and q1, q2 are measured in an entangled basis, yielding cdits i, j.

A and B are typically represented by people named Alice and Bob, who possess (rather than engulf)
the qudits. One might also designate a central region or middle-man, Charlie, who distributes the
maximally entangled qudits between Alice and Bob (either beforehand or on-demand).5 We adopt
this presentation in the sequel. The case with the most obvious practical applications is d = 2,
where we have bits, qubits, ebits. For instance, we can encode a qubit in (the fusion state of) a
pair of Ising anyons (or MZMs).

1.2.1. Dispensing with braiding. Our task is to design teleportation and superdense coding protocols
using nonabelian anyons. Suppose we have at our disposal a system of anyons whose braiding
operations are universal for computation, e.g. Fibonacci anyons. Then one might question the
value of constructing explicit implementations of these protocols, as the required quantum gates
for both circuits can be compiled as braids via the Solovay-Kitaev algorithm.
However, should we wish to use these protocols as a proof of concept or as a diagnostic in near-term
systems, then they should be designed to be as simple and economical as possible. A drastic step in
this direction is not only to spurn intricate braids,6 but to remove the need to braid quasiparticles
altogether. Our main contribution then, is a braid-free implementation of both protocols. This
should significantly lessen the the required degree of control over our system: in principle, we
should only need the ability to

(1) Pair-create quasiparticles from the vacuum
(2) Fuse adjacent quasiparticles
(3) Measure fusion outcomes

1.2.2. Tambara-Yamagami theories. By seeking to dispense with braiding during anyon telepor-
tation, we show in Section 5.1 that we are naturally led to consider a family of anyon theories
TY(Zn

2 ) for n ≥ 1, which we call the Tambara-Yamagami theories (Section 3). Each of these
theories contains a single nonabelian anyon which we call a Tambara-Yamagami anyon. A pair of
Tambara-Yamagami anyons encodes a qudit with d = 2n, and so braid-free d-ary implementations
of both protocols are presented for n ≥ 1. The simplest case n = 1 corresponds to the Ising theo-
ries, and is the most relevant for physical realisation. Since the above operations (1)-(3) solely rely
on the fusion structure of the Tambara-Yamagami theories, our implementation for n = 1 is also
compatible with MZMs on 1d quantum wires. We thus make contact with our initial motivation
from Section 1.1.
The simplicity of our implementations for both protocols hinges on several convenient properties
inherent to the fusion structure of Tambara-Yamagami categories, e.g. pairs of Tambara-Yamagami
anyons can be maximally entangled by recoupling alone (Section 5.2). In the case of Ising anyons,
we also see that the braided versions of the protocols can be implemented economically, using braids
of negligible length. For instance, in the most costly scenario, the N -anyon teleportation protocol
for Ising anyons requires Bob to perform an (N + 2)-braid of length 2N (Section 7.4).

1.3. Main results and outline of paper. We briefly outline the contents of the sections that
follow, and state the main theorems therein.
Sections 2-4 constitute the preliminaries. In Section 2, we review the algebraic theory of anyons
and its accompanying graphical calculus. In Section 3, we introduce the anyon theories that will be
of primary interest; namely, the Tambara-Yamagami theories. In Section 4, we introduce notation
and terminology for operators and diagrams that appear frequently in the sequel.
Sections 5-7 contain the novel content, with the main results in Sections 5-6. In Section 5, we
determine a procedure for teleporting the state of N Tambara-Yamagami anyons (of which Ising

5There is also the possibility that Charlie is one of Alice or Bob, or that Alice and Bob share the halves of their
e-dits in situ before they part.

6For example, see the 2-qubit CNOT gate as realised by the braiding of Fibonacci anyons [11, Figure 3]. Both of
our protocols require CNOT gates.
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anyons are a special case). Similarly, we find a braid-free implementation of the d-ary superdense
coding protocol in Section 6. In particular, both procedures only rely on having capabilities (1)-(3)
listed above. This is summarised by the following theorems.

Theorem 5.1 (Braid-free qudit teleportation using Tambara-Yamagami anyons).
Consider a Tambara-Yamagami theory of rank d+1, where d = 2n. The fusion state of N Tambara-
Yamagami anyons (that is, an N/2-qudit state, where N is even) can be teleported via the procedure
shown in Figure 9. In particular, no braiding is required.

Theorem 6.1 (Braid-free d-ary superdense coding using Tambara-Yamagami anyons).
Consider a Tambara-Yamagami theory of rank d + 1 where d = 2n. We can realise the d-ary
superdense coding protocol using Tambara-Yamagami anyons as shown in Figure 10. In particular,
no braiding is required.

Animated examples of the braid-free 1-qubit teleportation and superdense coding procedures are
found at [12, 13]. These examples illustrate the processes shown in Figures 8 and 10, but with a key
variation applied: instead of splitting fermions from Ising anyons, fermions are pair-created from
the vacuum, and so only operations (1)-(3) are required. Indeed, there are various freedoms in how
we can implement the protocols from Theorems 5.1 and 6.1, along with their braided counterparts
for Ising anyons from Corollaries 7.11 and 7.13. We elaborate on these in the main exposition.

Caveat 1.1 (Braid-free measurements). In braid-free implementations of the protocols, we
assume that the measurement of topological charge can be performed directly (without braiding).
For example, this might be done by bringing two anyons close together and measuring their energy.
In contrast, many proposals for charge measurement involve Mach-Zehnder–like interferometry,
wherein one or more probe anyons effectively wind around the region whose charge is to be deter-
mined [14, 15, 16, 17]. Ising anyons are particularly amenable to the latter type of measurement, as
the charge of a pair can be determined with just one probe anyon (see [18] for a worked example).

In Section 7, we establish some properties of the operators introduced in Section 4, which in turn
allows us to examine the individual components of the above protocols in more detail. We highlight
the following three corollaries for Ising anyons: braid-free Pauli gates (Section 7.3), and braided
versions of the teleportation and superdense coding protocols (Figures 11-12, Section 7.4).

1.4. Relation to previous work.
• Huang et al. (2021) performed a quantum simulation (using superconducting qubits) of
1-qubit teleportation in a system of MZMs [19]. In the simulated system, each logical qubit
is encoded in a pair of MZMs at the ends of a Kitaev chain, and a modified teleportation
circuit is implemented by braiding the MZMs.

• Xu & Zhou (2022) presented a multi-qubit teleportation protocol for Ising anyons that uses
braiding operations [20]. In Corollary 7.11, we recover a variation of their result where no
braiding operations are required anywhere other than during Bob’s correction step.

• Abramsky & Coecke (2004) viewed teleportation as an equivalence of string diagrams in
the category of Hilbert spaces [21]; see also [22, 23]. In the traditional circuit formulation,
teleportation is not necessarily an obvious phenomenon. Whereas in the categorical setting,
it is the physical interpretation of an elementary graphical identity; namely, the ‘snake
equations’ for rigid monoidal categories. It is apparent that teleportation manifests as a
zigzag-like flow of quantum information in spacetime, and in the anyonic setting, we see that
this flow is tied to the pivotal structure of the underlying fusion category. Our approach
to determining braid-free anyon teleportation protocols does not require knowledge of the
skeletal data for the underlying anyon theories (that is, explicit matrix representations of
morphisms), but instead leverages the utility of their graphical calculus. In this sense, our
exposition formulates teleportation in a way that is similar to the spirit of [21].

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Dmitri Nikshych and David Penneys for
pointing him towards results on Tambara-Yamagami categories which are key to the exposition of
this paper. The author is grateful for the support of Tamkeen under the NYU Abu Dhabi Research
Institute grant CG008. This work is dedicated to M. Hilby.
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2. Review of Algebraic Theory of Anyons

We review the algebraic theory of anyons (at least to the extent needed for our main exposition)
and its accompanying graphical calculus: this framework is called a ‘braided 6j fusion system’.7 A
comprehensive introduction is found in [9, Parts I-II]. Useful summaries of said framework are also
given in [17, Chapter 2], [24, Chapter 4] and [25, Appendix E].

A theory of anyons has an underlying finite set of labels L = {0, a, b, . . .} that represent their distinct
possible ‘types’ or (topological) charges, where trivial label 0 represents the vacuum. Two anyons
of charge a and b can generally have total charge a × b =

∑
cN

ab
c c, where the fusion coefficients

Nab
c ∈ Z≥0 are finite constants specified by the given theory. The summation indicates that the

total charge of two or more anyons is possibly a superposition of charges. It always holds that∑
cN

ab
c ≥ 1 and Na0

b = N0a
b = δab. Fusion ‘×’ is commutative and associative. Each a ∈ L has a

unique dual charge ā such that Naā
0 = N āa

0 = 1. Coefficients Nab
c satisfy symmetries (2.1).8

(2.1) (i) Nab
c = N ba

c , (ii) Nab
c = N bc̄

ā = N c̄a
b̄ , (iii) Nab

c = N b̄ā
c̄

The set L together with the associated fusion coefficients is referred to as the underlying anyon
model (L,×) or fusion rules of the theory.

Above, we mentioned that for a given pair of anyons, although the charge quantum number of each
constituent particle may be fixed (say, a and b), their joint charge may exist in a superposition.
Such a superposition is described by a normalised state vector (2.2) called the fusion state of a and
b, where c runs over the elements of L such that Nab

c ̸= 0, and µ = 1, . . . , Nab
c . At any given time,

the amplitudes γc,µ will depend on the history of particles a and b. The kets in (2.2) (referred to as
fusion channels) define an orthonormal basis for the state space V ab of a and b, and the probability
that a charge measurement on the pair results in an outcome (c, µ) is |γc,µ|2. For a given c, the
variable µ indexes the number of distinguishable ways in which a and b can fuse to c, and the
subspace spanned by these fusion channels is denoted by V ab

c . Note that there is a U(Nab
c )-freedom

associated to choosing the fusion channels in V ab
c , which is further discussed in Section 2.7.

(2.2)
∑
c,µ

γc,µ |ab→ c;µ⟩

Fusion channels {|ab→ c;µ⟩}µ can be thought of as projection maps from a × b to summands c.
Conversely, for any charge c, we may consider its inclusion maps {⟨ab→ c;µ|}µ into any pair a× b

when Nab
c ̸= 0. These bras are referred to as splitting channels, and physically correspond to split-

ting a particle c into a pair of particles a and b in the initial fusion state |ab→ c;µ⟩. Any process
requires the initialisation of at least one particle-antiparticle pair from the vacuum.

The physical operations that can be performed on a system of anyons are summarised in (1)-(4)
below, each of which are further discussed in the remainder of this review. Anyons can

(1) Fuse, i.e. a projective measurement of the fusion channel of two adjacent anyons.
(2) Split, i.e. one anyon can be split into a pair of adjacent anyons whose initial fusion channel

is determined by the splitting channel.
(3) Braid, i.e. a sequence of particle exchanges represented as worldlines in (2+1)-dimensions.
(4) Twist, i.e. a 2π (clockwise or anticlockwise) self-rotation.

Given that our primary goal is to dispense with braiding when realising the protocols of interest,
operations (3)-(4) are not of much relevance to the main results of this paper (with the exception of
Section 7.4, where we recover the braided versions of these protocols for Ising anyons). Nonetheless,
they are included below for completeness of our basic review. On the other hand, pivotal structure

7No category theory is needed to read this section – but as an aside, a braided 6j fusion system is also known as
a skeleton of a braided fusion category, where an explicit choice of basis is made on all triangular Hom-spaces.

8Symmetry (i) comes from the commutativity of fusion, while (ii) comes from associativity together with the
existence of a dual. Physically, (iii) is a manifestation of CPT symmetry (see Section 2.5).
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and leg-bending operators (Section 2.5) may be concepts that are less familiar, but which are central
to our main exposition.

2.1. Fusion spaces and quantum dimension. The fusion Hilbert space of a and b is given by
V ab =

⊕
c V

ab
c where dim(V ab

c ) = Nab
c . Measuring the charge of such a pair projects their state onto

a 1-dimensional subspace of V ab
c . The dual space of V ab

c is denoted V c
ab, and its orthogonal basis

elements can be thought of as the distinguishable ways in which a pair a and b may be initialised
from c. Spaces of the form V ab

c , V c
ab are called triangular, and trivalent vertices represent their

orthonormal basis elements.9

(2.3)

Our convention is that diagrams should be parsed from top-to-bottom (i.e. the time axis runs
downwards). Any given line will be accompanied by a label a ∈ L (unless it is obvious what the
label should be) and should be interpreted as the worldline of an anyon with charge a; when a = 0,
the worldline is either dashed or omitted altogether. We may sometimes direct worldlines for clarity,
although directing a worldline with a self-dual label is superfluous. In (2.4), we give diagrammatic
expressions in V ab for (i) orthogonality, and (ii) the completeness relation (i.e. identity operator);
given a, b fixed, note that the set of all elements of form (iii) (which we refer to as jumping jacks)
defines an orthonormal basis of End(V ab) with respect to the trace inner product.

(2.4)

The amplitude of a loop labelled by a is the quantum dimension da > 0 of a.10 We will later see
that the quantum dimensions are encoded in the so-called F -symbols of a theory (Remark 2.6(i)).
The quantum dimensions satisfy (2.5a)-(2.5b).11,12,13 Note that d0 = 1 by (2.5a).

(2.5a) dadb =
∑
c

Nab
c dc (2.5b)

Remark 2.1 (Abelian vs. nonabelian anyon). A charge a is called abelian if
∑

cN
ab
c = 1 for

all b ∈ L, or equivalently, if

(2.6) a× ā = ā× a = 0

Else, a is called nonabelian.14,15 We see from (2.5) that da = 1 for a abelian; else, da ≥
√
2.

Remark 2.2 (Normalisation convention). Unless stated otherwise, all trivalent vertices (2.3)
implicitly carry a normalisation factor of (dc/dadb)1/4.

9The multiplicity index (typically Greek, given here by µ) next to the vertex is omitted when Nab
c = 1.

10That da > 0 follows from the positive-definiteness of the inner product, as da is a squared norm on V aā
0 or V āa

0 .
A Hermitian inner product structure is postulated on all vector spaces, as we are working with a quantum system.

11Identity (2.5a) follows from the so-called pivotal structure of a theory: see Remark 2.6(ii).
12From (2.5a) and the Frobenius-Perron theorem for nonnegative matrices, one can deduce that da is the largest

positive eigenvalue of matrix Na where [Na]bc := Nab
c .

13Identity (2.5b) follows from combining the observation in footnote 12 with the observation that N ā = (Na)T ;
the latter is seen using symmetries (2.1). Alternatively, (2.5b) is a consequence of the ‘spherical property ’, which
says that the left and right trace of any diagram coincide (see e.g. [9, Chapter 14.8.2]). The spherical property is
possessed by all unitary 6j fusion systems (a unitary fusion category has a canonical spherical structure [29, 30]).

14The nomenclature reflects the fact that an exchange operator (for an anyon x ∈ L with any another anyon) acts
on a 1-dimensional space when x is abelian: the resulting evolution is a phase factor, and thus commutes with other
unitaries acting on the system. If x is nonabelian, an exchange evolution is possibly a higher-dimensional unitary.

15Conformal field theorists refer to abelian anyons as ‘simple currents’. Meanwhile, in the language of fusion
categories, a simple object a which satisfies fusion rule (2.6) is called an ‘invertible object’.
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We write the fusion space of k ≥ 2 anyons a1, . . . , ak as in (2.7); the possible values for their total
charge is independent of the order in which they are fused (by associativity), and are indexed here
by c. Such a space can be understood by decomposing it into triangular spaces as in (2.8).

(2.7) V a1,...,ak =
⊕
c

V a1,...,ak
c

A collection of k anyons can be pairwise fused in Ck−1 different ways, where Ck is the kth Catalan
number.16 Each distinct sequence defines a fusion basis.17 Such a basis specifies a decomposition
of the k-anyon space, and amounts to a choice of measurement basis. By associativity of fusion, all
such decompositions are isomorphic, e.g. there are two fusion bases when k = 3.

(2.8) V abc
d

∼=
⊕
e

V ab
e ⊗ V ec

d
∼=
⊕
f

V af
d ⊗ V bc

f

2.2. F and R-matrices. A change of fusion basis is realised by (some sequence of) so-called F -
matrices, which are unitary here since they transform between orthonormal bases. An F -matrix
recouples a triple of objects, i.e. F abc

d :
⊕

e V
ab
e ⊗ V ec

d
∼−→
⊕

f V
af
d ⊗ V bc

f is given by (2.9), and its
inverse is written Gabc

d . Also note that (F abc
d )∗ :

⊕
e V

e
ab ⊗ V d

ec
∼−→
⊕

f V
d
af ⊗ V f

bc.

(2.9)

A clockwise exchange of two anyons a and b is described by the R-matrix Rab : V ab ∼−→ V ba, where
Rab =

⊕
cR

ab
c . Diagrammatically, Rab

c : V ab
c

∼−→ V ba
c is given by (2.10)(i). Then Rab is given by

(2.10)(ii), which can be seen by stacking the crossing on top of the identity operator for V ba.

(2.10)

An anticlockwise exchange of a and b is given by (R−1)ab := (Rba)−1, and we always have that
Ra0 = R0a = 1. Since R-matrices describe evolutions of quantum states, we require that they are
unitary: given the unitarity of F -matrices, this turns out to be automatically satisfied [26].18,19,20

Remark 2.3. The entries of F and R-matrices are respectively called F and R-symbols.

2.3. Conservation of charge. Given a spatial region of a system with total charge c ∈ L, its total
charge cannot be altered by processes that are internal (i.e. without particles entering or leaving) to
this region. Conservation of charge is expressed by (2.11), where the coupon π denotes an arbitrary
process consisting of operations (1)-(4). This follows from orthogonality relation (2.4)(i).21

(2.11)

16Ck−1 can also be thought of as counting distinct parenthesisations of a length k string. E.g. |{(ab)c, a(bc)}| = 2.
17Graphically, a k-particle fusion basis is a full binary tree with k leaves. There are two trees for k = 3 – see (2.9).
18Technically, Rab is a linear isometry since it maps between two different spaces for a ̸= b. However, its matrix

representation is unitary and so we do not heed this distinction.
19In the context of braiding anyons, the unitary evolution postulate of quantum mechanics is obviated by the

postulate that state spaces are Hilbert: demanding that all triangular spaces are Hermitian inner product spaces is
equivalent to requiring that all F -matrices are unitary. Then by [26], the unitarity of R-matrices is immediate.

20In other words, given a set of unitary F -matrices (that solve the pentagon equation for some anyon model
(L,×)) as input for the hexagon equations, each possible solution set of R-matrices will be unitary. See Section 2.4.

21In the tensor categorical description of anyon theories (see Section 2.8 for brief remarks and references), anyons
are simple objects and charge conservation is Schur’s lemma.
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Physically, local conservation of charge comes from the characterisation of topological charge as a
(local) superselection sector.22 That these sectors are ‘local’ reflects that interactions with anyons
from outside the region can still result in evolutions which mix between the sectors.

2.4. Pentagon and hexagon equations. In order for the F and R-matrices to be consistently
defined, they must satisfy compatibility conditions known as the pentagon and hexagon axioms.
There are two distinct hexagon axioms, which we respectively denote by H1 and H2 in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Arrows map between fusion spaces, all of which have a specified decom-
position. The pentagon and hexagon axioms respectively demand that the diagrams
in (i) and (ii) commute for all possible labellings.

By fixing a choice of fusion state in the inital and final spaces (given a permissible choice of labels)
in (i)-(ii) above, we obtain an entry-wise form of the compatibility conditions. This results in a
system of equations called the pentagon and hexagon equations. For instance, if the triangular
spaces in (i)-(ii) are all 1-dimensional for the given choices of labels, these equations take form
(2.12)-(2.13).23 In the presence of triangular spaces with dimension greater than 1, they become
considerably more unwieldy, e.g. see [27, Appendix D].

(2.12) [F abr
e ]sp[F

pcd
e ]rq =

∑
t

[F bcd
s ]rt[F

atd
e ]sq[F

abc
q ]tp∑

y

[F bca
d ]zy[R

ay
d ][F abc

d ]yx = [Rac
z ][F bac

d ]zx[R
ab
x ](2.13a)

∑
y

[F bca
d ]zy[(R

−1)ayd ][F abc
d ]yx = [(R−1)acz ][F bac

d ]zx[(R
−1)abx ](2.13b)

Remark 2.4.
(i) The pentagon and hexagon equations place very stringent constraints on whether a set of

fusion rules (L,×) will give rise to a theory of anyons. These equations can be viewed as a
machine that takes as input (L,×), and whose outputs (i.e. solutions, if any exist) define
theories of anyons (specifically, when all of the F and R-matrices of a given output are
unitary). Solving these equations is typically very difficult (especially if |L| is large or if
there are fusion coefficients greater than 1). See also the discussion in Section 2.8.

(ii) The hexagon axioms ensure that (a) diagrams enjoy equivalence under the 2nd and 3rd

Reidemeister moves, and (b) strands may slide over (or under) trivalent vertices.
(iii) Technically, there is another compatibility condition called the triangle axiom which ensures

that fusion with the vacuum is trivial.24 This axiom is equivalent to levying the (‘obvious’)
condition that all F -matrices F abc

d where any of a, b, c coincide with 0, are the identity.
22The state space of a given region decomposes into direct summands indexed by the total charge c ∈ L. Each of

these summands is a ‘superselection sector’, which means that observables localised within the region cannot measure
superpositions over distinct summands. As we have seen, F and R-matrices respect this decomposition and do not
mix between the sectors local to the particles on which they act. For further reading, see e.g. [18, 27].

23For a multiplicity-free theory (i.e. all fusion coefficients take value in {0, 1}), its consistency equations are given
by (2.12)-(2.13) for all possible label choices.

24A further discussion of the triangle axiom (or ‘fundamental triangle equation’) is found in [25, Section E.1.2].
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2.5. Leg-bending operators and pivotal coefficients. For all a, b, c, there exist linear maps
Kab

c ,Lab
c ,Kc

ab,L
c
ab as defined in (2.14). We call them the leg-bending operators.

(2.14a)

(2.14b)

The leg-bending operators are isometries (unitary matrices) and satisfy (2.15a) [25, Theorem E.6].
This commutative diagram can be seen as a compatibility condition for CPT transformations.25,26

Equation (2.15b) is called the pivotal identity, where equalities (i) and (ii) can respectively be seen
by completing an anticlockwise and clockwise loop of (2.15a).27

(2.15a) (2.15b)

The entries of leg-bending matrices are given by F -symbols (2.16)-(2.17).28

[Kab
c ]νµ =

√
dadb
dc

[F āab
b ]∗(c,µ,ν),0(2.16a) [Lab

c ]νµ =

√
dadb
dc

[F abb̄
a ]0,(c,µ,ν)(2.16b)

Kc
ab = (Kab

c )∗(2.17a) Lc
ab = (Lab

c )∗(2.17b)

The quantity ta ∈ C from (2.18) is called the pivotal coefficient of a.

(2.18)

Then noting that Laā
0 = da[F

aāa
a ]∗00 = ta, we see that

(2.19)

25Here, CPT symmetry is the preservation of inner products under an inversion of charge, parity and time. CPT
transformations can be realised via two orientations, which are not isotopic in (2+ 1)D; equality is given by (2.15a).
CPT transformations can be performed on any Hom-space via leg-bending, with consistency ensured by (2.15a).

26It may be helpful to refer to Section 2.8 while reading this note. A 6j fusion system whose leg-bending operators
are isomorphisms satisfying (2.15a) is said to be pivotal, and is equivalent to a so-called pivotal fusion category. The
referenced theorem of [25] shows that a unitary fusion category is always pivotal (see also [29, Proposition 8.23]),
whence a theory of anyons always possesses pivotal structure (i.e. CPT symmetry). It is conjectured that even if
unitarity is relaxed, any 6j fusion system is pivotal; or in other words, that any fusion category admits a pivotal
structure [29, Conjecture 2.8]. The concrete definition of pivotality used here is shown in [30, Section 3.6] to be
equivalent to the definition more commonly used in the mathematical literature (namely, a fusion category is called
pivotal if there exists a natural isomorphism between the identity functor and double dual endofunctor).

27(2.15b) is also implied by the triviality of 2π-twisting three anyons whose total charge is 0 [9, Chapter 14.8].
28Derivations in the multiplicity-free case are found in [33, Section 6.2]; they follow analogously with multiplicity.
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For any a, the pivotal coefficients satisfy (2.20). Equation (2.20a) follows from the unitary of the
leg-bending operators, and (2.20b) from commutative diagram (2.15a) with one of a or b set to 0.

|ta| = 1(2.20a) tā = t∗a(2.20b)
When a is self-dual, its pivotal coefficient is called the Frobenius-Schur indicator of a and is written
as κa. Note that κa = ±1 and κ0 = 1.

Remark 2.5. Zigzags of the form in (2.18) and (2.19) are straight lines (up to a scalar). For this
reason, one does not assign the usual normalisation factor of d−1/2

a to their trivalent vertices.

Remark 2.6 (Quantum dimensions revisited).
(i) By (2.18) and (2.20a), da = |[F aāa

a ]00|−1.
(ii) Identity (2.5a) for quantum dimensions is implied by the unitarity of the matrices in (2.16).

2.6. Topological spin and modularity. Clockwise 2π-rotating an anyon a accumulates a phase
factor ϑa ∈ U(1), known as the topological spin or twist factor of a. We always have ϑ0 = 1.

Figure 2. Kinks represent (i) clockwise and (ii) anticlockwise 2π-twists of a.

The endomorphism Mab := Rba ◦ Rab describes the (clockwise) monodromy of a and b, and Mab
c

is its restriction to V ab
c . Topological spins always satisfy (2.21a)-(2.21b). A result of Vafa tells us

that any topological spin is a root of unity [32].29 Thus for any a, b, (Mab)n = id for some n ≥ 1.

[Mab
c ]µν =

∑
λ

[Rba
c ]µλ[R

ab
c ]λν =

ϑc
ϑaϑb

δµν(2.21a) ϑa = ϑā(2.21b)

Figure 3. Promoting worldlines to worldribbons, kinks in Figure 2 can be tautened
to 2π-twists. We respectively illustrate identities (2.21a)-(2.21b) using worldribbons.
(i) The middle equality is seen by pulling taut the ribbon from the tops and bottom.
(ii) We must be able to push twists around a closed loop. If we do the same but
with kinks and worldlines, we recover the equivalence of kinks as in Figure 2.

Identities (2.22) show that the F and R-symbols of a theory encode its topological spins. Identity
(2.22a) can be seen by replacing the crossing in a clockwise kink with its expansion (2.10)(ii) in
the standard basis; then, the result is obtained by applying leg-bending matrices and orthogonality
relation (2.4)(i) as appropriate. Identity (2.22b) follows from (2.23).

ϑa =
1

da

∑
c

dc tr(R
aa
c )(2.22a) ϑa = tā(R

aā
0 )∗ = ta(R

āa
0 )∗(2.22b)

(2.23)

We also see in (2.24) that the composition of oppositely oriented kinks can be transformed to the
identity strand using the 2nd and 3rd Reidemeister moves, along with the pivotal identity (2.15b).

(2.24)

29A proof of Vafa’s result is also found in [25, Theorem E.10].
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The S-matrix of a theory of anyons is given by (2.25), where D =
√∑

c d
2
c is the total quantum

dimension of the theory.30 The second equality in (2.25) can be verified by expanding the clockwise
monodromy of a with b̄ in the basis of jumping jacks, and then applying leg-bending matrices and
orthogonality relation (2.4)(i) as appropriate.

(2.25) [S]ab :=
1

D
=

1

D
∑
c

ϑc
ϑaϑb

Nab̄
c dc , a, b ∈ L

Remark 2.7 (Braiding nondegeneracy and modularity).
(i) A charge x is called transparent if its monodromy with any charge a is trivial, and a theory

of anyons said to have a nondegenerate braiding if the only transparent charge is 0.
(ii) Let sx denote a column vector of S, i.e. [sx]a = [S]ax. A charge x is transparent if and

only if sx = dxs0 [25, Lemma E.13]. It follows that nul(S) ≥ t, where t is the number
of nontrivial transparent charges. Hence, it is necessary to have t = 0 in order to have S
invertible. In fact, it turns out that this is actually sufficient: a theory is called modular
if its S-matrix is unitary, which is true if and only if it has a nondegenerate braiding [25,
Section E.5].

The T -matrix of an anyon theory is defined [T ]ab := ϑaδab. Together, the S and T -matrix of a
theory are called its modular data. See e.g. [9]-[25] for further details.

2.7. Gauge transformations. Explicit F and R-matrices are obtained by fixing an orthonormal
basis on triangular spaces, which gives rise to redundancy in our algebraic description. That is, for
any space V ab

c , there is a U(Nab
c )-freedom in the choice of basis. A change of (orthonormal) basis

is called a gauge transformation. Let uabc denote a gauge transformation on V ab
c , where

(2.26)

Gauge transformations of F -symbols and R-matrices are given by

[(F abc
d )′](f,ν′1,ν′2),(e,µ′

1,µ
′
2)

=
∑

µ1,µ2,ν1,ν2

[uafd ]ν′2ν2 [u
bc
f ]ν′1ν1 [F

abc
d ](f,ν1,ν2),(e,µ1,µ2)[(u

ab
e )†]µ1µ′

1
[(uecd )†]µ2µ′

2

(Rab
c )′ = ubac R

ab
c (uabc )†

which in the absence of multiplicity, become

[(F abc
d )′]fe =

uafd ubcf
uabe u

ec
d

[F abc
d ]fe(2.27a) (Rab

c )′ =
ubac
uabc

Rab
c(2.27b)

Transformations satisfy (2.28) in accord with the triviality of fusion and braiding with the vacuum.

(2.28) ua0a = u0aa = 1

Remark 2.8 (Gauge-invariance). Physically observable quantities are necessarily gauge-invariant.
Such quantities include e.g. (i) monodromies; (ii) R-symbols Raa

b forNaa
b = 1; (iii) topological spins;

(iv) F -symbols [F abc
b ]bb; (v) quantum dimensions; (vi) Frobenius-Schur indicators.

2.8. Anyon theories and fusion categories. Let (L,×) denote a set of labels with fusion coef-
ficients as defined above. A theory of anyons is defined by a corresponding set of unitary F and
R-matrices up to gauge equivalence; that is, a gauge class of unitary solutions to the pentagon
and hexagon equations. If fusion rules (L,×) admit at least one theory of anyons (i.e. a unitary
solution to the pentagon and hexagon equations), then the fusion rules (L,×) constitute an anyon
model, and the rank of such a theory is |L|.

A theory of anyons is precisely a unitary braided fusion category C, and the underlying fusion rules
together with the associated set of F and R-symbols is called the skeletal data of C. This skeletal

30Caveat: conventions for the labelling of components in (2.25) vary in the literature. Here, we follow [25].
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data uniquely specifies the category C, and the label set L corresponds to the isomorphism classes
of simple objects in C. Several examples of prototypical anyon theories are discussed in [9], and
skeletal data for some of these is found in [17, 35]. See also [36] for a growing repository (thus
far compiled mostly by J.K. Slingerland and G. Vercleyen) of multiplicity-free fusion rules, fusion
categories and associated data. In Section 3, we speak more generally of fusion categories: to this
end, we briefly summarise below some salient points in terms of the framework introduced above.
See [28] for a contemporary treatise on the relevant mathematical formalism.

• A set of fusion rules (L,×) together with a solution to the pentagon equation (that is, a
consistent set of F -matrices) yields a set of data {L,N ,F}, where N are the fusion coeffi-
cients and F are the F -symbols. This set of data consitutes a well-defined planar algebra
called a 6j fusion system, or a skeletal fusion category. The gauge class of this data uniquely
specifies a fusion category. We say that (L,×) admits (fusion) categorification.

• The hexagon equations take as input a valid 6j fusion system {L,N ,F}. If a solution exists
(that is, a consistent set of R-matrices), we now have a set of data {L,N ,F ,R} where
R are the R-symbols. This set of data constitutes a well-defined braided planar algebra
called a braided 6j fusion system, or a skeletal braided fusion category. The gauge class of
this data uniquely specifies a braided fusion category.31 We say that (L,×) admits (braided
fusion) categorification, or that the fusion category specified by {L,N ,F} admits a braiding.

• If all of the F -matrices of a 6j fusion system are unitary, we say that it is unitary. The set
of data {L,N ,F} uniquely specifies a unitary fusion category C. If C admits a braiding, it
was shown in [26] that this braiding is necessarily unitary: in other words, the constituent
R-matrices of every associated solution set to the hexagon equations must also be unitary.
The set of data {L,N ,F ,R} uniquely specifies a unitary braided fusion category.

• One can allow for noncommutative fusion rules (L,×) by relaxing constraint (2.1)(i) for
the fusion coefficients. Although such fusion rules may admit fusion categorification (i.e. a
consistent set of F -matrices that solve the pentagon equation), it is not possible for such
a category to further admit a braiding (i.e. a consistent set of R-matrices that solve the
hexagon equations); hence, noncommutative fusion rules cannot describe anyonic systems.

• A given set of fusion rules (L,×) (commutative or otherwise) may admit k1 ≥ 0 distinct
fusion categorifications; furthermore, a given fusion category may admit k2 ≥ 0 distinct
braidings. By a result known as Ocneanu rigidity (see [29, 30, 31]), k1 and k2 are finite.32

3. Tambara-Yamagami Anyons

Let G be a finite abelian group of order d ≥ 2. The Tambara-Yamagami fusion rules are given by
(LTY

G ,×), where for g, h ∈ G we have

(3.1) LTY
G = {q} ⊔G , q × q =

∑
g∈G

g , q × g = g × q = q , g × h = gh

We will use 0 to denote the identity element of G, in keeping with the notation for the vacuum
element of L. It was shown by Tambara and Yamagami that (LTY

G ,×) always admits fusion cat-
egorification [37].33 Any such fusion category is called Tambara-Yamagami, and we denote it by
TY(G). In particular, TY(G) is necessarily unitary.34 The notation TY(G) can be ambiguous, e.g.

31If additionally, the associated S-matrix is unitary, then the category is called a modular fusion category.
32A rank-finiteness theorem [34, Theorem 4.6] tells us that there are finitely many braided fusion categories of a

given rank. Consequently, we know that there are finitely many anyon theories of a given rank. While this theorem
subsumes Ocneanu rigidity in the braided case, it remains open as to whether rank-finiteness can be extended to
include fusion categories that do not admit a braiding.

33One might ask whether noncommutative fusion rules (LTY
G ,×) admit fusion categorification for G nonabelian.

The result of [37] shows that (LTY
G ,×) admits fusion categorification if and only if G is abelian.

34Unitarity follows from [38, Theorem 5.20], which asserts that every nilpotent fusion category is unitary. Let
us recall nilpotency as defined in [38]. Given a fusion category C, its adjoint category Cad is the smallest fusion
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(LTY
Z2
,×) admits 2 distinct fusion categorifications, each of which further admit 4 distinct braidings:

this results in a total of 8 distinct anyon theories, each of which we refer to as an Ising theory (see
Section 3.2).35 TY(G) shall henceforth refer to a theory of anyons, whence we know that a braiding
is always assumed. For the purposes of our exposition, it will usually be unimportant to specify
precisely which theory we are referring to once G is specified. Necessary and sufficient conditions
on G for the existence of a braiding on TY(G) are presented immediately below in Section 3.1.

3.1. Fusion qudits. Recall that if a unitary fusion category admits a braiding, then this braiding
is necessarily unitary [26]: whence the resulting category is a theory of anyons.

Convention 3.1 (Assumptions on G). Let G be a finite abelian group of order d. The
category TY(G) admits a braiding if and only if G ∼= Zn

2 for all n ≥ 1 [39, Theorem 1.2 (1)].
We shall thus assume G ∼= Zn

2 (consequently, d = 2n) unless stated otherwise. Furthermore,
it will always be assumed that TY(G) is braided.

Under Convention 3.1, we say that TY(G) realises a Tambara-Yamagami theory of anyons. We
call an anyon of charge q satisfying fusion rules of the form (3.1), a Tambara-Yamagami anyon or
‘TY-anyon’ for short. All charges in the theory are self-dual. While q is a nonabelian charge with
quantum dimension dq =

√
d = 2n/2, all G-valued charges are abelian.

Let V q2p denote the fusion space of 2p TY-anyons, and note that

(3.2) V q2p+1 ∼= V q2p ∼=
⊕

h1,...,hp∈G
V qq
h1

⊗ · · · ⊗ V qq
hp

, p ≥ 1

Thus, dim(V q2p+1
) = dim(V q2p) = dp, and N ≥ 2 TY-anyons encode ⌊N2 ⌋ qudits. Given a pair of

TY-anyons, we can realise a qudit whose logical basis correspond to their d = 2n possible fusion
outcomes (and may thus be enumerated by all n-bit strings). Such a state is written

(3.3) |φ⟩ =
∑
g∈G

γg |qq → g⟩ =
∑
g∈Zn

2

γg |g⟩

Similarly, a triple of TY-anyons also encodes a single qudit |φ⟩ ∈ V qqq. In this context, the notation
used in (3.3) implicitly assumes that we have specified one of the two possible fusion bases as our
computational basis.

3.2. Simplest example: Ising anyons. The simplest example of a Tambara-Yamagami theory
is TY(Z2). Here, the fusion rules (3.1) take form

(3.4) q × q = 0 + 1 , q × 1 = 1× q = q , 1× 1 = 0

There are 8 theories of anyons that arise from the model (LTY
Z2
,×), all of which are modular. Half

of these are called Ising theories and have κq = 1, while the other half have κq = −1 and are called
SU(2)2 theories. By a slight abuse of terminology, we will refer to all 8 theories as Ising, and call q
an Ising anyon in each of these. In this setting, note that the state |φ⟩ from (3.3) is a qubit. Some
skeletal data for the Ising theories is given in Section 7.4.1, although this will not be needed to
prove our main theorems.

4. Rungs and Branches

We introduce notation and terminology for diagrams that appear frequently in the sequel; these
are string diagrams in a Tambara-Yamagami theory, and so for convenience of presentation, we
apply Convention 4.1. We will consider the diagrams below as linear operators in End(Cd), i.e. as
acting on a single qudit: indeed, they are all unitary (Remark 7.5) and may thus be thought of as
quantum gates in this context. Further properties are presented in Sections 7.1-7.3.

subcategory containing all objects X ⊗X∗, where X ∈ C is a simple object and X∗ is its dual. The upper central
series of C is given by C(0) ⊇ C(1) ⊇ C(2) ⊇ · · · , with defining relations C(0) = C and C(n) = (C(n−1))ad for n ≥ 1. We
say that C is nilpotent if its upper central series converges to the trivial fusion category FdVecC, which has underlying
label set L = {0}. Indeed, TY(G) is nilpotent since it has upper central series TY(G) ⊃ G ⊃ FdVecC.

35In other words, (LTY
Z2
,×) admits 8 distinct braided fusion categorifications.
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Convention 4.1 (Anyon worldlines in Tambara-Yamagami theories TY(G)). Solid
black worldlines will represent Tambara-Yamagami anyons q, and solid blue worldlines will
represent anyons whose charge takes value in G ∼= Zn

2 .

We refer to the diagrams in (4.1a) as rungs (or g-rungs). We will later see that Ag and Bg are
Hermitian conjugates of one another (Remark 7.5). Applying the leg-bending operators from (2.14),
we see that g-rungs satisfy relations (4.1b): since these diagrams differ only by a global phase factor,
their action on a qudit will be identical. It is therefore useful to introduce the notation Og for a
g-rung, where Og ∈ {Ag, Bg, Cg, C

′
g}.

(4.1a)

Lqg
q Ag = Cg = Kgq

q Bg , (Lqg
q )∗Bg = C ′

g = (Kgq
q )∗Ag(4.1b)

The diagrams in (4.2a) shall be referred to as branches (or g-branches), and satisfy relations (4.2b).

(4.2a)

D′
g = Kgq

q Dg , E′
g = Lqg

q Eg(4.2b)

Since V gq
q , V qg

q are 1-dimensional spaces, Kgq
q , L

qg
q are phases. As linear operators, rungs lie

in End(V qq), and branches in Hom(V qq, V gqq) and Hom(V qq, V qqg); hence, they all act on d-
dimensional spaces, where d = 2n. Thus, rung and branch operators act on a qudit encoded
in the pair of TY-anyons. Although the particle processes corresponding to the rungs in (4.1a) are
distinct, (4.1b) shows that their action on the qudit is physically indistinguishable, as it differs only
by a global phase factor; by (4.2b), the same is true of Dg, D

′
g (and separately, Eg, E

′
g).

36

(4.3)

We may also consider the action of a g-rung on a qudit encoded in the fusion space of three TY-
anyons; diagrammatically, such an operator is given by a coupon Og,id or Oid,g as defined in (4.3).
Its representation depends on the fusion (i.e. computational) basis of the qudit. Let Λ[O] and P[O]
respectively denote the representation of any O ∈ End(V qqq) in the fusion basis where the leftmost
and rightmost pair of anyons are the first to be fused. Then,

Λ[Og,id] = Og , P[Oid,g] = Og(4.4a)
P[Og,id] = F qqq

q OgG
qqq
q , Λ[Oid,g] = Gqqq

q OgF
qqq
q(4.4b)

Note that Og is represented as a diagonal matrix on V qq, since End(V qq) =
⊕

g∈G End(V qq
g ). On

the other hand, the representations in (4.4b) will be non-diagonal.37

5. Teleportation Without Braiding

The primary goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Consider a Tambara-Yamagami theory of rank d+1 where d = 2n. The fusion state
of N Tambara-Yamagami anyons (that is, a ⌊N2 ⌋-qudit state) can be teleported via the procedure
shown in Figure 9. In particular, no braiding is required.

In Section 5.1, we posit that Tambara-Yamagami theories are a natural setting for anyonic telepor-
tation; consequently, we stay within the setting of TY(G) throughout the rest of the paper (and
so Convention 4.1 applies to all string diagrams from Section 5.3 onwards). In brief, we start with
an arbitrary anyon theory C as a candidate setting, and introduce a constraint (T1) together with

36It is later shown that the action of Dg and Eg on a qudit is also physically indistinguishable (Proposition 7.7).
37Proposition 7.7 shows that the two representations in (4.4b) differ only by a phase factor, whence their action

is physically indistinguishable; also, said action is indistinguishable from that of a g-branch (see footnote 36).
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Heuristic 5.2. Jointly, these imply that a constraint (T2) should be satisfied, which leads us to the
conclusion that we should set C = TY(G).
In Section 5.2, we establish a necessary and sufficient condition for maximal entanglement between
the two pairs of nonabelian anyons in the yellow and green regions of the system highlighted below.
This allows us to verify that Alice and Bob share an e-dit in our proposed setup.

In Section 5.3, we explain how Bob, upon receipt of Alice’s measurement outcomes, is able to apply
corrections to the state of his anyons (without braiding) in order recover her initial fusion state.
In Section 5.4, this is generalised to a scenario where Alice wishes to teleport the state of N ≥ 2
TY-anyons. We summarise the procedure and present the proof of Theorem 5.1. The proof of the
theorem is diagrammatic and exploits the following ingredients: (i) the pivotal property of anyons
(namely, that we can straighten out zigzags at the cost of a phase factor); (ii) a simple graphical
move (5.1); (iii) ‘branch decoupling’ (Section 5.3.1); and (iv) ‘rung-cancelling’ (Lemma 5.4).
In Section 5.5, we mention a few obvious variations of the braid-free teleportation process.

5.1. Tambara-Yamagami theories as a natural setting for teleportation. Let C be a theory
of anyons with underlying label set L. Suppose Alice wants to send a qudit

|φ⟩ =
∑
c

γc |ab→ c⟩ ∈
⊕
c

V ab
c = V ab

to Bob, where a, b, c ∈ L. As usual, d > 1 for a qudit, and here we have d := dim(V ab) =
∑

cN
ab
c ;

this means that both a, b ∈ L must be nonabelian charges. We have also assumed (T1), the first
of our two constraints. In addition to simplifying the analysis that follows, this assumption is
bolstered by the observation that most anyon models of physical interest are multiplicity-free.

(T1) For simplicity, we assume that C is multiplicity-free, i.e. Nab
c ∈ {0, 1} for all a, b, c ∈ L.

The pivotal structure possessed by anyon theories appears to serve as an obvious foundation for
constructing a teleportation protocol: the zigzags seen in Figure 4 act as a natural conduit of
information. Specifically, this relies on the property that a zigzag labelled by a ∈ L can be ‘yanked
straight’ at the cost of a global phase factor ta (namely, the pivotal coefficient of a; see Section 2.5).

Heuristic 5.2 (Information ‘pipeline’). Our guiding heuristic in the design of the protocol
is to exploit the zigzags seen in Figure 4: by analogy, these form a ‘pipeline’ along which we
envision the ‘flow’ of quantum information in spacetime from Alice to Bob.

Figure 4. Within the dashed blue box, we
indicate that |φ⟩ is the fusion state of the
anyons contained in the spatial region shaded
in red at the given timeslice. In the illustrated
process, Alice transmits a fusion state |φ⟩ to
Bob by fusing her anyons with those sent by
Charlie (at the highlighted red vertices v1, v2):
Bob receives Alice’s state immediately after the
fusion at v2. In particular, both fusions must
be annihilations, and so her transmission may
fail with nonzero probability. As usual, the
global phase factor tatb can be ignored; this fac-
tor comes from (2.18). The two zigzags can be
thought of as forming a ‘pipeline’ along which
Alice’s state flows to Bob. This pipeline is
formed immediately after the fusion at v2.
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Bob’s receipt of Alice’s state |φ⟩ (Figure 4) requires annihilations at fusion vertices v1, v2. Since
a, b are nonabelian, we have that

∑
cN

aā
c ,
∑

cN
bb̄
c > 1 (see Remark 2.1). Hence, there is a nonzero

chance of nontrivial fusion outcomes at points v1, v2. Such outcomes act as obstructions to a
successful instantaneous transmission (following fusion at v2) of Alice’s state to Bob, and will be
referred to as exceptions in the context of the protocol. The protocol must be able to handle
exceptions (j, i) ̸= (0, 0), where j, i respectively denote the fusion outcomes at v1, v2. Although
it may seem that exceptions are bound to obstruct the pipeline, applying the identity (5.1) as in
Figure 5 indicates otherwise.38

(5.1)

Figure 5. Applying (5.1) at vertices v1, v2 yields the right-hand side. The dashed red
box encloses a process that scrambles Alice’s qudit; we denote its effect by Uij : |φ⟩ 7→ |φij⟩.

The left-hand side of Figure 5 is identical to Figure 4 except for the depiction of possible exceptions
occurring at v1, v2, and Alice’s fusion of a nontrivial fusion outcome j with her leftmost anyon a at
point f . Indeed, in order for fusion v2 (of a with ā) to take place, we must demand that the anyon
j is first absorbed by either a or ā (as we wish to avoid braiding); we assume the former without
loss of generality (see Section 5.5). The equivalence in Figure 5 reveals that if Alice performs
fusions v1, f, v2, then Bob’s pair of anyons will be in the state |φij⟩ immediately after the fusion
at v2. The pipeline is thus effectively preserved, with the catch that Alice’s qudit is scrambled by
some Uij ∈ End(Cd) before travelling along the pipeline (noting U00 = id). Recalling the 1-qudit
operators defined in Section 4, Alice’s qudit is (up to a global phase as seen in Figure 5) scrambled
by a j-rung and then an i-branch:

(5.2) Uij : |φ⟩
Bj7−→ |φj⟩

Di7−→ |φij⟩
As usual, we expect that Bob should somehow be able to correct this scrambling upon receipt of
dits i, j from Alice. This is explained in Section 5.3.

Crucially, demanding absorption of j at point f levies an additional constraint (T2) on (L,×).

(T2) Any fusion outcome of b, b̄ must be absorbed by a with probability 1. That is, it must hold
that Naj

x N bb̄
j = δax for all j ∈ L such that N bb̄

j = 1.

Firstly, (T2) implies that all fusion outcomes j of b, b̄ must be abelian. Secondly, we note from
application of (2.1) that Naj

a = N āa
j̄

= N āa
j , whence it suffices to additionally set b := ā. We are

thus led to seek an anyon model (L,×) where there exists

38Identity (5.1) simply follows directly from the definition of the leg-bending operators in (2.14b).
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(a) G = {0, . . .} ⊂ L where |G| =: d ≥ 2 and all charges in G are abelian
(b) a ∈ L such that ā× a =

∑
g∈G g

Note that (G,×) is a finite group of order d ≥ 2. The obvious family of candidates for (L,×)
is (LTY

G ,×), as defined in Section 3. Recall that (LTY
G ,×) defines an anyon model if and only if

G ∼= Zn
2 , and that the corresponding anyon theories are denoted by TY(G).

Conclusion. We henceforth set C = TY(G) and a, b = q.

5.2. Interlude: maximal entanglement. At this point, a sanity check may be in order. For
teleportation to be possible, Bennett’s laws (1.1) indicate that Alice’s pair of anyons (received from
Charlie) should be maximally entangled with Bob’s pair. Since our teleportation protocol uses
TY-anyons q, Proposition 5.3 below tells us that this is indeed the case: take a, b = q, and recall
that all fusion outcomes of q with itself are abelian (i.e. they all have quantum dimension 1).

Proposition 5.3. Suppose we pair-create nonabelian anyons b̄, ā, a, b as shown in Figure 4. As-
suming (T1) (i.e. fusion is multiplicity-free), the pair b̄, ā is maximally entangled with pair a, b if
and only if the quantum dimension de is constant over all possible fusion outcomes e (of a with b).

Proof. Recall that
∑

cN
ab
c =: d and by (2.1) that N b̄ā

c̄ = Nab
c . Since a and b are nonabelian, we

have d ≥ 2. Pair-creations of the form (i) below initialise fusion state (ii) in V b̄āab
0 , which we shall

express in a fusion basis of form (iii).

Recoupling, we get

where [F ēab
0 ]eb̄ ∈ U(1), and where

∣∣∣[Gb̄āa
b̄

]ē0

∣∣∣ =√ de
dadb

by unitarity of Lb̄ā
ē . Thus, |ηe| =

√
de

dadb
. The

two pairs of anyons are maximally entangled if |ηe| = d−1/2 for all fusion outcomes e (of a with b).
The quantity |ηe| is constant for all e if and only if de is constant for all such e; indeed, if this is
the case, then we see via (2.5a) that |ηe| = d−1/2. □

5.3. The correction step. Once Bob has received Alice’s dits i, j ∈ Zd (signalling her measure-
ment outcomes), he must accordingly apply a transformation U−1

ij ∈ End(Cd) in order to unscramble
the fusion state |φij⟩ of his pair of TY-anyons. By doing so, Bob recovers Alice’s initial qudit |φ⟩.
In this section, we formulate a procedure for applying this transformation without the need for any
braiding; our prescription relies on two observations:

(1) ‘Branch decoupling’ (Section 5.3.1)
(2) ‘Rung-cancelling’ (Section 5.3.2)

Recall that we set C = TY(G). Hence, Convention 4.1 applies to all diagrams in the sequel.
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5.3.1. Branch decoupling: "Recouple to decouple!". We refer to a worldline connected to the exterior
of the ‘pipeline’ as a branch (see Section 4). Our branches will always carry charge valued inG ∼= Zn

2 .
We know that the occurrence of such a (nontrivial) branch from the pipeline is partly responsible
for the scrambling of Alice’s qudit, and thus seek to neutralise its effect upon Bob’s receipt.

Figure 6. Coupons U,U ′ ∈ End (V q···q) each represent some particle process on N TY-
anyons. Equations (i)-(ii) can respectively be seen as a change of fusion basis on the
1-dimensional spaces V q

h1···hlq
and V q

qh1···hl
, whence λ, ρ ∈ U(1).

In Figure 6, the phases λ, ρ are each products of 1-dimensional F -matrices. The equations demon-
strate that (up to a global phase) the occurrence of multiple branches carrying charge h1, . . . , hl is
equivalent to that of a single branch carrying charge s = h1 · · ·hl. Since the charge carried by a
branch is abelian, the order in which branches are applied does not matter (i.e. branch operators
commute up to a global phase factor). When s = 0, we say that the l branches are effectively
decoupled from the system of TY-anyons, since this is physically equivalent to having no branches
at all.39 This observation finds an obvious application in correcting for the effect of an i-branch:
Bob simply has to generate an i-branch (i.e. split an i-anyon from his leftmost TY-anyon) upon
receipt of Alice’s dits i, j; see Figure 7.

Figure 7. The left-hand side continues from the right-hand side of Figure 5, but with
the following changes: (a) we now specialise to the setting of TY-anyons; and (b) we add
a second i-branch. The first equality amounts to straightening both zigzags (incurring a
scaling factor of κ2

q = 1), and the second is a decoupling. Hence, after Bob applies an
i-branch, his pair of TY-anyons is (up to a global phase) in state |φj⟩ = Bj |φ⟩.

5.3.2. Rung-cancelling. After Bob has corrected for the effect of the i-branch, there solely remains
the task of correcting for the effect of the j-rung Bj from Figure 7. To this end, Lemma 5.4 is key:
Bob can apply Aj : |φj⟩ 7→ |φ⟩. The 1-qudit teleportation protocol is summarised in Figure 8.

Lemma 5.4 (Rung-cancelling). For each h ∈ G, we have that AhBh = BhAh = idV qq . That is,

(5.3)

39That is, Πl
i=1Dhi and Πl

i=1Ehi coincide with the identity operator (up to a global phase factor) when Πl
i=1hi = 0.



TOPOLOGICAL QUANTUM TELEPORTATION AND SUPERDENSE CODING – WITHOUT BRAIDING 19

Proof. In the following, we assume that all blue edges are labelled by h ∈ G ∼= Zn
2 .

(5.4a)

(5.4b)

Plugging (5.4b) into (5.4a) and simplifying, we obtain

(5.5)

This allows us to deduce (5.6), where the first and third equalities simply follow from κ2
q = 1, and

the second equality from (5.5).

(5.6)

Finally, we need [Ah, Bh] = 0. This immediately follows from the fact that End(V qq) is isomorphic
to
⊕

g∈G End(V qq
g ) (whereN qq

g = 1 for all g ∈ G), implying all endomorphisms on V qq commute. □

5.4. Protocol summary and proof of theorem. In Section 5.1, we began with Heuristic 5.2 as
a foundation for the anyonic teleportation protocol. In order to handle ‘exceptions’, we were led to
the setting of Tambara-Yamagami theories, and then appealed to some diagrammatic observations;
namely, identity (5.1), ‘branch decoupling’ (Section 5.3.1) and ‘rung-cancelling’ (Section 5.3.2).
Altogether, the initial pipeline template from Figure 4 is recast as in Figure 8 below.

Figure 8. Braid-free single qudit (d = 2n) teleporta-
tion protocol using anyon theory TY(Zn

2 ). Worldlines
presented according to Convention 4.1. Dotted orange
lines represent classical 1-dit transmissions from Alice
to Bob following fusion measurements at points v1, v2.
Immediately after the measurement at v2, Bob’s pair
of anyons is in state Liq

q L
jq
q |φij⟩ (see Figure 5). Bob

applies the corrections described in Section 5.3 upon
receipt of Alice’s dits i, j ∈ Zd. The resulting state of
his pair of anyons is Θ |φ⟩, where Θ = [F iiq

q ]q0L
iq
q L

jq
q .

Since Θ is a global phase factor (in fact, it is gauge-
dependent when i, j ̸= 0), it can be disregarded. An
animated example of this process using Ising anyons
(n = 1) and with Approach 5.6 employed during Bob’s
correction step, is found at [12].

The above procedure readily generalises to the case of multiple qudits. Recall from Section 3.1 that
N ≥ 2 TY-anyons encode ⌊N2 ⌋ qudits. Suppose Alice wishes to teleport the state of N ≥ 2 TY-
anyons to Bob; this can be achieved without braiding, as illustrated in Figure 9.40 Let f : G→ Zd

be a bijection, and let |φ⟩ be Alice’s state in some fusion basis B. Alice and Bob have agreed on
bijection f and computational basis B beforehand. We summarise the procedure according to the
three phases highlighted between the horizontal dashed lines.

40Conversely, if Alice and Bob share p e-dits, Alice can teleport (at most) the state of 2p+ 1 TY-anyons.
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(1) Charlie pair-creates and distributes 2N TY-anyons between Alice and Bob. In doing so, he
equally shares the halves of ⌊N2 ⌋ e-dits between them.41

(2) Alice fuses the rightmost of her N TY-anyons with the leftmost of those sent by Charlie,
producing an anyon of charge gN ∈ G with probability 1/d (see Remark 5.5). She sends dit
f(gN ) to Bob,42 and fuses gN with a TY-anyon to the immediate left. This continues until
outcome g1 is obtained and f(g1) is sent to Bob. Alice is left with ancillary anyon g1.

(3) After Bob receives N consecutive 1-dit transmissions from Alice, he performs a sequence
of splittings (according to the received dits) and fusions as shown in Figure 9. This leaves
Bob with N TY-anyons in state Θ |φ⟩ (see (5.8)), along with an ancillary anyon of charge
g1 to their left.

Figure 9. Braid-free ⌊N
2 ⌋-qudit (d = 2n) teleportation protocol using Tambara-

Yamagami anyon theory TY(G) where G ∼= Zn
2 . Worldlines presented according to Con-

vention 4.1. Dotted orange lines represent classical 1-dit transmissions from Alice to Bob.

That Bob’s fusion state is |φ⟩ (following the process shown in Figure 9) is seen using the same
observations as for the 1-qudit case above.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let D denote the diagram on the left-hand side of (5.7), and P the string di-
agram in Figure 9 (ignoring annotated regions and dit transmissions). Then P = κN

q ·ΠN
j=1L

gjq
q ·D;

starting with P , this equality is seen by (a) applying identity (5.1) to outcomes gN , . . . , g1, and
then (b) straightening the N zigzags labelled by q. The first equality of (5.7) is just a recoupling on
a 1-dimensional space (i.e. ‘branch decoupling’ as in Section 5.3.1), and the second equality follows

41Recall from Section 5.2 that 1 e-dit is encoded in two pairs of TY-anyons (consecutively pair-created by Charlie):
the left pair goes to Alice and the right pair to Bob; each pair encodes one of the two maximally entangled qudits.

42Since d = 2n, 1 dit can be sent in the form of n bits.
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from successive application of the ‘rung-cancelling’ Lemma 5.4 for g2, . . . , gN .

(5.7)

Suppose Alice’s N TY-anyons are initially in state |φ⟩ (in some fixed fusion basis) at the start of
the process shown in Figure 9. By the above, the state of Bob’s N TY-anyons (in the same fusion
basis) immediately after this process is Θ |φ⟩, where

(5.8) Θ = [F g1,g1,q
q ]q0 · κN

q ·
(
ΠN

j=1L
gjq
q

)
Since Θ is a global phase, it may be disregarded. □

Remark 5.5 (Outcome probability). The probability that Alice measures a given g ∈ G for an
outcome gj is 1

d . To see this, apply (5.9) in Figure 9, noting |[Gqqq
q ]g0| = d−1

q by unitarity of Lqq
0 .

(5.9)

5.5. Freedoms in procedure. The process for braid-free teleportation using Tambara-Yamagami
anyons is not restricted to the form shown in Figure 9. Below, we summarise some of the possible
variations in how the protocol might be realised. As is a common theme of our exposition, the idea
is often to show that two processes are equivalent up to a global phase factor.

(1) Alice may instead fuse any one of her measured fusion outcomes gj ∈ G (j > 1) with the
TY-anyon to the right : the process differ only by a global phase factor of

[
F

q,gj ,q
gj−1

]
qq

.
(2) Recall the relationship amongst rung and branch operators respectively from (4.1) and (4.2).

Thus, during Bob’s correction step, any of his rung operators Agj may be replaced with
Bgj , Cgj or C ′

gj for j > 1; and his g1-branch Dg1 with D′
g1 .

(3) Suppose N = 2 as in Figure 8. During Bob’s corection step, his g1-branch Dg1 may also be
replaced with Eg1 or E′

g1 . This follows from a result proved later on (Proposition 7.7).
(4) In the case G = Z2, there is further freedom in how Bob corrects the bit-flip errors on his

qubits. This is explained in Section 7.5.
(5) During Bob’s correction step, the order in which the worldlines of charges gj , gj+1 (where

j ≤ 1 ≤ N − 1) make contact with that of the TY-anyon separating them does not matter:
it is clear that the two processes differ only by a global phase factor. For instance, in
Approach 5.6, the two processes differ by a phase factor of [F gj ,q,gj+1

q ]qq, and so the order
in which Bob performs his pair-creations and fusions does not matter.

(6) If Bob is instead to the left of Alice, it is easily verified that the mirror image of the process
shown in Figure 9 achieves teleportation.

(7) Alice or Bob assumes Charlie’s role, or they shared their EPR halves in situ before parting.

Some of these freedoms (e.g. (1) and (5)) may be seen as boons in the sense that the protocols can
tolerate certain procedural inaccuracies.

Approach 5.6 (Only pair-creations during correction). Bob can opt solely to pair-create
gj-anyons as described by D′

g1 and Cgj (j > 1). See also (5) in Section 5.5.
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6. Superdense Coding Without Braiding

Recall from Bennett’s laws (1.1) that superdense coding is ‘dual’ to quantum teleportation: roughly,
we should be able to obtain one protocol from the other through a rearrangement of resources and
operations. Indeed, working within the setting of Tambara-Yamagami anyons from Section 5, we
prove Theorem 6.1 below. The duality of the protocols is graphically manifest in that Figure 10
can be obtained through a rearrangement of Figure 8.

Theorem 6.1. Consider a Tambara-Yamagami theory of rank d+ 1 where d = 2n. We can realise
the d-ary superdense coding protocol using Tambara-Yamagami anyons as shown in Figure 10. In
particular, no braiding is required.

6.1. Protocol summary and proof of theorem. Suppose Alice and Bob each possess half of a
maximally entangled pair of TY-qudits. Alice wishes to encode a 2-dit string in her half and then
send it to Bob. This can be achieved without braiding, as illustrated in Figure 10; we summarise
the procedure according to the three phases highlighted between the horizontal dashed lines. Alice
and Bob have agreed on a bijection f : G→ Zd beforehand.

(1) Charlie has shared the halves of 1 e-dit between Alice and Bob.
(2) Alice encodes dits f(i), f(j) in her pair of TY-anyons, which she then transmits to Bob.
(3) Bob receives Alice’s qudit and performs two measurements in order to recover dits f(i), f(j).

Figure 10. Braid-free d-ary superdense cod-
ing protocol using anyon theory TY(Zn

2 ), where
d = 2n. Worldlines are presented according to
Convention 4.1. Alice encodes two dits in the
EPR pair using only her half, which she then
sends to Bob who is able to recover the dits.
Alice and Bob are each left with an ancillary
anyon of charge i at the end of the procedure.
Observe that this string diagram can be ob-
tained by rearranging the one for teleporting
a qudit in Figure 8. An animated example of
this process using Ising anyons (n = 1) and
with Approach 6.2 employed during Alice’s en-
coding step, is found at [13].

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Applying orthogonality relation (2.4)(i) to the final diagram in the sequence
of equalities below, we see that the only permissible labelling is (x, y) = (j, i).

□

6.2. Freedoms in procedure. The process for braid-free superdense coding using Tambara-
Yamagami anyons is not restricted to the form shown in Figure 10. Variations in the realisation of
this protocol follow in a similar fashion to the teleportation protocol, as presented in Section 5.5.
We recapitulate some of these below.

(1) Bob may instead fuse his measured fusion outcome j ∈ G with the TY-anyon to the right.
(2) During Alice’s encoding step, she may replace the rung operator Aj with Bj , Cj or C ′

j .
Also, her i-branch Di may be replaced by D′

i.
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(3) During Alice’s encoding step, the order in which the worldlines of charges i and j make
contact with that of the TY-anyon separating them does not matter: it is clear that the
two processes differ only by a global phase factor. For instance, in Approach 6.2, changing
the order in which i and j are abosrbed by the TY-anyon between them alters the process
by a phase factor of [F iqj

q ]qq, and so the order in which Alice performs her pair-creations
and fusions does not matter.

(4) In the case where Bob is to the left of Alice, it is easily verified that the mirror image of
the process shown in Figure 10 achieves superdense coding.

(5) Alice or Bob assume Charlie’s role, or they shared their EPR halves in situ before parting.

Approach 6.2 (Only pair-creations during encoding). Alice can opt solely to pair-create the
i, j-anyons as described by D′

i and Cj . See also (3) in Section 6.2.

7. Additional Results

In contrast to their original circuit model formulations, our proofs of the teleportation and
superdense coding protocols in the previous sections required no knowledge of the explicit matrix
representations of operators; instead, we relied only on the algebraic properties of anyon theories,
and leveraged the utility of their graphical calculus. Nonetheless, it is natural to seek matrix
representations for the rung and branch operators that underlie our protocols.
In Section 7.1, we resume the discussion from Section 4 in order to learn more about how rungs
and branches act on a fusion qudit. These observations permit us a finer understanding of the
individual phases of the anyonic teleportation and superdense coding procedures, and are put to
further use in the subsections that follow. In Section 7.2, we deduce properties of the effects that
Alice’s measurements have on a qudit which she is teleporting to Bob. Finally, Sections 7.3-7.5
present results within the context of Ising theories TY(Z2); namely, the realisation of Pauli gates
without braiding, the braided analogues of the teleportation and superdense coding protocols, and
an analysis of correcting for the phase-flip and bit-flip errors that occur during the teleportation
protocol (which highlights extra freedoms in how the correction step is performed).

7.1. Further properties of rungs and branches. We prove the propositions listed below, which
offer some insights into the components comprising the protocols from the previous sections. They
will also be useful for making the observations in the subsections that follow.

(i) Proposition 7.4 yields diagonal matrix representations of rung operators Og ∈ End(V qq) in
terms of the F -symbols of TY(G).

(ii) Proposition 7.6 establishes some basic properties of rung operators. Additionally, we deduce
that both rungs and branches act as unitary operators (Remark 7.5).

(iii) Proposition 7.7 shows that for some fixed g, the matrix representations of a g-branch,
P[Og,id] and Λ[Oid,g] differ at most by a scaling phase. In Lemma 7.2, we show that all of
these have a matrix representation of the form σ̂(g) in (7.1a).

First, we introduce a few basic lemmas that will be of use.

Lemma 7.1. Both an i-branch and a j-rung are self-inverse up to a phase factor.

Proof. By the observation in Section 5.3.1, Di is self-inverse up to a global phase factor (and
similarly for Ei): Bob’s i-branch together with the scrambling i-branch result in a net evolution of
D2

i = [F iiq
q ]q0 · id (or E2

i = [F qii
q ]∗0q · id if Alice is to Bob’s right).43 Then by (4.2b), we have that

any branch operator is self-inverse up to a phase factor. Finally, by combining the rung-cancelling
Lemma 5.4 with (4.1b), we deduce that any rung operator is self-inverse up to a phase factor. □

Lemma 7.2. Let g ̸= 0. The action of (a) a g-branch, or (b) P[Og,id] or Λ[Oid,g] on a fusion qudit
|φ⟩ =

∑
h∈G γh |h⟩ ∈ Cd, is given by an operator of the form σ̂(g), where

σ̂(g) =
∑
h∈G

α
(g)
h |gh⟩ ⟨h| , α(g)

h ∈ U(1)(7.1a) α
(g)
gh α

(g)
h is the same for all h(7.1b)

43Moreover, these global phase factors are gauge-dependent for i ̸= 0, meaning they can be disregarded altogether.
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Proof. That the operators in (a)-(b) are of the form σ̂(g) in (7.1a) follows directly from conservation
of charge (see Section 2.3). That the entries of this matrix must satisfy (7.1b) follows from the
observation that operators (a)-(b) are self-inverse up to a global phase factor (Lemma 7.1). □

If α(g)
h = 1 for all g, h, then g 7→ σ̂(g) coincides with the regular representation of G, and each σ̂(g)

is a self-inverse permutation matrix: this happens for G = Z2 given an appropriate choice of gauge.

Lemma 7.3. |[F qqq
q ]ij | = d−1

q for all i, j ∈ G.

Proof. Solely within the scope of this proof, we will relabel Tambara-Yamagami charge q by x so
as to avoid a clash of variables. Take pentagon equation (2.12) for (a, b, c, d, e) = (x, x, j , x, x),
(p, q) = (j, 0), (r, s) = (x, i). That is,

[F xxx
x ]ij [F

j j x
x ]x0 = [F xj x

i ]xx[F
xxx
x ]i0[F

xxj
0 ]xj

We note that [F j j x
x ]x0, [F

xj x
i ]xx, [F

xxj
0 ]xj ∈ U(1) since they act on 1-dimensional spaces. Thus,

fij = ω · fi0 where ω ∈ U(1). By unitarity of Kxx
i , |fi0| = d−1

x . The result follows. □

Proposition 7.4 (Expression for rung operators). Let fgh = [F qqq
q ]gh and fgh = |fgh| · ωgh

where ωgh ∈ U(1). Then for h ∈ G,

(i) Ah = (Kqh
q )∗

∑
g∈GK

qq
g ωgh |g⟩ ⟨g| , (ii) Bh = (Lhq

q )∗
∑

g∈G L
qq
g ωgh |g⟩ ⟨g|

Proof. We give the proof for (i); that of (ii) follows similarly. Expressing (i) diagrammatically,

(7.2)

where for clarity, we have explicitly written the nontrivial normalisation factors of all trivalent
vertices. Equation (7.2) simply expresses Ah in terms of the standard basis for End(V qq). We now
verify the expression for [Ah]gg =: a

(h)
g . Continuing from the diagrammatic equation in (7.2),

Both sides of the final equation are related by a transformation under F qqq
q . Comparing coefficients,

a
(h)
g = (Kqh

q )∗Kqq
g fgh

√
d. By Lemma 7.3, fgh = ωgh/

√
d. □

Remark 7.5 (Unitarity). We see from (7.1a) that σ̂(g) is unitary. Hence, as expected, g-branches
and g-rungs act as unitary operators in U(2n). Alternatively, one can verify unitarity by using
Proposition 7.4. Combining unitarity with rung-cancelling Lemma 5.4, we see that Bg = A†

g.

Proposition 7.6 (Rung operators: properties and orthogonal basis). Let S0 be the set of
d×d real matrices that are diagonal, self-inverse, and traceless. These matrices have their diagonals
populated by elements of {±1}, with an equal number of +1s and −1s. Let S be the set of quantum
gates given by S0 modulo equivalence under a −1-scaling. Then,

(i) Up to a global phase factor, a rung operator Og is gauge-invariant.
(ii) Up to a global phase factor, the action of a g-rung Og (for g ̸= 0) on a fusion qudit encoded

in a pair of Tambara-Yamagami anyons, is given by an element of S.
(iii) The correspondence described in (ii) is an injection {Og}g∈G\{0} ↪→ S.
(iv) The set {Oi,id ◦ Oid,j}i,j∈G of 1-qudit gates define an orthogonal basis for End(V qqq

q ) with
respect to the trace inner product.44

Proof.
(i) Using Proposition 7.4 and (2.27a), it can be checked that under a gauge transformation,

Ag 7→ (uqgq /u
gq
q )Ag and B′

g 7→ (ugqq /u
qg
q )Bg. The result follows.

44The same is true of the set {Oid,j ◦ Oi,id}i,j∈G. In fact, note that the two operators commute up to a phase
factor [F iqj

q ]qq which is gauge-variant (and thus unphysical) for i ̸= j.
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(ii) By (4.1b), it suffices to show that Ag acts as a gate in S for g ̸= 0. By Proposition 7.4, Ag, Bg

are unitary and diagonal; then rung-cancelling Lemma 5.4 implies that Bg = A†
g = A∗

g. By
(4.1b), Bg = zAg where z := (Kgq

q )∗Lqg
q , whence z1/2Ag is real (and gauge-invariant up to

a global sign). Finally, tr(Ag) = 0 for g ̸= 0 follows from noting that (F qqq
q )−1AgF

qqq
q is

traceless as it is of the form σ̂(g) in (7.1a).
(iii) We must show that no two Og,Oh are related by a scaling factor when g ̸= h. Proposition

7.4 tells us that if this were true, then the gth and hth column of F qqq
q would be proportional,

contradicting the unitarity of F qqq
q . Alternatively, the result follows from (iv).

(iv) Without loss of generality, let us fix the fusion basis where the rightmost pair of anyons are
the first to be fused, and let F := F qqq

q . Then Oi,id ◦ Oid,j is represented by

(7.3) P(Oi,id ◦ Oid,j) = P(Oi,id) · P(Oid,j) = FOiF
† · Oj =: Uij

Then for distinct pairs (g1, h1), (g2, h2) ∈ G×G,

tr(U †
g1,h1

· Ug2,h2) = tr(O†
h1
FO†

g1F
† · FOg2F

†Oh2) = tr(Oh2O
†
h1

· FO†
g1Og2F

†)

Suppose g1 ̸= g2. Note that FO†
g1Og2F

† is of the form σ̂(g1g2) in (7.1a), and that Oh2O
†
h1

is
diagonal, whence the trace vanishes. If g1 = g2, then we must have h1 ̸= h2, and the inner
product amounts to evaluating tr(Oh2O

†
h1
). This quantity vanishes, since the argument of

the trace may be conjugated by F to obtain an operator of the form σ̂(h2h1) in (7.1a).
□

In the case where q is an Ising anyon, the gates from Proposition 7.6(iv) act on a qubit and define
an orthogonal basis for End(C2); in Corollary 7.9(iii), it is shown that this basis is given by the
Pauli gates {id, X, Y, Z}, whose definition is recalled in (7.7).

Proposition 7.7 (Relating branches to rungs). Rung operators P[Og,id],Λ[Oid,g] and g-branches
Dg, D

′
g, Eg, E

′
g all realise the same quantum gate on a fusion qudit |φ⟩ ∈ End(Cd).

Proof. By (4.1b)-(4.2b), it suffices to show the following:

(i) the action of Dg on a qudit is given (up to a global phase) by P[Bg,id] and Λ[Bid,g].
(ii) the action of Eg on a qudit is given (up to a global phase) by P[Ag,id] and Λ[Aid,g].

(7.4a) (7.4b)

Equation (7.4b) follows analogously to the manipulation in (7.4a). We give the proof for (i) below
by considering (7.4a); the proof of (ii) follows in a similar fashion by considering (7.4b).

The processes on the left and right sides of (7.4a) are given by the same element of Hom(V qq, V gqq)
up to global phase factor (Kqg

q )∗. This process is annotated in (7.6), where we have set the initial
state of the pair of TY-anyons to be |h⟩ for any h ∈ G.45 By the equivalence of the processes,

(7.5) Dg |h⟩ =
(
Kqg

q

)∗ · |ψh⟩ , |ψh⟩ = F−1
i BgFi |h⟩ , i = 1, 2

where Fi denotes a change of fusion basis on V qqqq
h shown in (7.6): we know from the pentagon

equation (2.12) that there are two equivalent ways of applying such a change of basis transformation;

45By conservation of charge, the state of the two pairs of TY-anyons is equal (up to a phase factor) to |g⟩ ⊗ |gh⟩
immediately after the g-rung is applied on the right-hand side of the equation in (7.6).
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F1,F2 respectively denote the left path (length 3) and right path (length 2) around the pentagon.

(7.6)

Taking i = 1,

|ψh⟩ = [F gqq
h ]gh,g

(∑
x∈G

[Gqqq
q ]gx[G

qxq
h ]qq[Bg]xx[F

qxq
h ]qq[F

qqq
q ]x0

)
[G0qq

h ]qh |h⟩ = [F gqq
h ]gh,g · Λ[Bid,g] |h⟩

where the phase [F gqq
h ]gh,g is gauge-dependent for g ̸= 0, and is thus set to 1 as it is unphysical.

Taking i = 2,

|ψh⟩ = [Gq,q,gh
h ]g,q

(∑
x

[F qqq
q ]gh,x[Bg]xx[G

qqq
q ]xh]

)
[F qqh

h ]q0 |h⟩ =
(
[Gq,q,gh

h ]g,q · [F qqh
h ]q0

)
· P[Bg,id] |h⟩

where the phase [Gq,q,gh
h ]g,q · [F qqh

h ]q0 is gauge-dependent for g ̸= 0, and is thus set to 1 as it
is unphysical. Hence, the final state |ψh⟩ of the pair of TY-anyons is given by Λ[Bid,g] |h⟩, or
equivalently by P[Bg,id] |h⟩.46 Plugging the expressions for |ψh⟩ into (7.5), statement (i) follows. □

From the above, the action of a branch operators in TY(G) can be obtained by conjugating the rung
operators {Og}g∈G by F := F qqq

q . That is, F simultaneously diagonalises the branch operators,
and the matrix representation of a g-rung is the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues of a g-branch. It is
then obvious from Lemmas 7.1-7.2 that nontrivial g-rungs will be given (up to a global phase) by
a traceless matrix of signs, as was shown in Proposition 7.6(ii).

7.2. Scrambling operators. During the anyon teleportation procedure (Figure 8), recall that if
Alice first measures j and then i, the state of Bob’s qudit immediately afterwards is |φij⟩ = Uij |φ⟩
(where |φ⟩ is the initial qudit that Alice wishes to teleport). The d2 possible outcomes (indexed by
(i, j) ∈ G×G) for |φij⟩ occur with equal probability (Remark 5.5). We refer to the operators Uij as
the scrambling operators, and they satisfy the properties listed in Corollary 7.8. When i = j = 0,
no scrambling occurs, meaning that Bob does not have to apply correction gates to recover |φ⟩.

Corollary 7.8 (Properties of scrambling operators).
(i) The scrambling operators {Uij}i,j∈G define an orthogonal basis of End(Cd).
(ii) Uij is equivalent to applying a diagonal (and traceless for j ̸= 0) matrix of signs, and then

applying a matrix of the form DP (where D is a diagonal unitary, and P is a self-inverse
permutation matrix). U00 is the identity matrix, and (DP)2 = λ · id where |λ| = 1.

Proof.
(i) Recall from (5.2) that Uij = Di ◦Bj . By Proposition 7.7, Di is given (up to a global phase)

by P[Bi,id]. Recall from (4.4a) that Bj = P[Bid,j ]. Hence, up to a global phase, Uij is
given by P[Oi,id ◦ Oid,j ]. Analogously, it is easy to check that if Bob is instead to the left
of Alice, the scrambling operator is given by Λ[Oid,i ◦ Oj,id]. By Proposition 7.6(iv), the d2
scrambling operators form an orthogonal basis.

(ii) The j-measurement amounts to the application of a j-rung. From Proposition 7.6(ii), we
know that a nontrivial j-rung acts as a traceless diagonal matrix of signs on the fusion
qudit. The i-measurement amounts to the application of an i-branch, whose action on the
fusion qudit is given by σ̂(i) as defined in Lemma 7.2. Recall from this lemma that σ̂(i) is
of the form DP, and is self-inverse up to a phase factor.

□

46Using Lemma 7.2, we see that both expressions for |ψh⟩ are consistent with the observation in footnote 45.
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When G = Z2 (i.e. when Alice is teleporting the state of a pair of Ising anyons), note that U01 is
equivalent to the Pauli-Z gate. In Corollary 7.9(ii), we show (for G = Z2) that the matrix D is
of the form diag(ω, ω∗), and that ω is gauge-variant (meaning D has no physical significance). It
follows that U10 and U11 are respectively equivalent to the Pauli-X and Pauli-Y gates.

7.3. Ising anyons: Pauli gates without braiding. Let us restrict to an Ising theory (G = Z2)
as defined in Section 3.2. We can encode a qubit in the fusion state of either a pair or triple of
Ising anyons. Following the results of Sections 7.1-7.2, it is easy to check that the Pauli gates
{id, X, Y, Z} (whose matrix representations are given in (7.7) below) can be realised through the
application of rungs and branches. It suffices to show that the Pauli-Z and X gates may be realised
in this way, as the Pauli-Y gate may be realised by successive application of the former two gates.

(7.7) Z =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, X =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, Y = iXZ = −iZX

Corollary 7.9 (Braid-free Pauli gates using Ising anyons). (We remind the reader that the
definitions and diagrammatic form of the below operators are found in Section 4).

(i) The Pauli-Z gate is realised by a 1-rung O1.
(ii) The Pauli-X gate is realised by a 1-branch, as well as P[O1,id] and Λ[Oid,1].
(iii) The Pauli gates are realised by the orthogonal basis {Oi,id ◦Oid,j}i,j∈Z2 of four 1-qudit gates

acting on End(V qqq
q ).

Proof. The proof below does not rely on the skeletal data found in Section 7.4.1: an alternative
approach is to use this data together with Proposition 7.4.

(i) Applying Proposition 7.6(ii), we see that O1 will always be equal to αZ where α is a global
phase factor. Moreover, this holds true in any gauge.

(ii) By Proposition 7.7, it will suffice to show that Λ[Oid,1] realises the X-gate. By (4.4b),
Λ[Oid,1] = F †O1F where F := F qqq

q . Then by (i), the action of Λ[Oid,1] on a qubit is given
by F †ZF =: U . Applying Lemma 7.2 and U2 = id, we get U = ω |0⟩ ⟨1| + ω∗ |1⟩ ⟨0| where
|ω| = 1. It only remains to show that the phase ω is gauge-variant, and may be thus be set
to 1 (as it is unphysical). Expressed in terms of F -symbols, ω = f∗00f01 − f∗10f11. Indeed,
using (2.27a), we see that ω gauge transforms as ω 7→ ω′ = uqq0 /(u

qq
1 u

1q
q ).

(iii) Selecting a fusion basis Λ (left-to-right fusion) or P (right-to-left fusion) on V qqq
q , the result

follows from inspection of (4.4) and parts (i)-(ii).
□

Remark 7.10.
(i) Textbook teleportation. Following Corollaries 7.8-7.9 and the observations in Section 5.2, it

is easily checked for n = 1 (i.e. when q is an Ising anyon) that the braid-free teleportation
procedure in Figure 8 matches the usual qubit teleportation circuit encountered in quantum
computing textbooks (e.g. see [40, Figure 1.13]).

(ii) Anticommutativity. By the observation in footnote 44, we expect all of the quantum gates
realised by Oi,id to commute with those realised by Oid,j , with the possible exception of
the instances where i = j ̸= 0 (in which case the gates would only fail to commute by a
global phase factor). This is consistent with the results of Corollary 7.9, where X and Z

anticommute: this correctly implies that the gauge-invariant symbol F 1q1
q is equal to −1 in

each of the Ising theories TY(Z2) (see (7.8)).
(iii) Pauli gates by braiding Ising anyons. It is easily seen from the skeletal data of Ising theories

(Section 7.4.1) that the Pauli gates may be realised through monodromies of Ising anyons.

7.4. Ising anyons: Teleportation and superdense coding – with braiding . Restricting to
the Ising theories TY(Z2) (that is, setting n = 1), we now present the the braided analogues of
Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 as straightforward corollaries of the respective theorems. To this end, it will
be useful to first present some of the well-known skeletal data for the Ising theories (Section 7.4.1).
In Section 7.4.2, we show for the N -anyon teleportation procedure described in Theorem 5.1, that
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Bob can instead perform his correction step by braiding his Ising anyons (Corollary 7.11). This
recovers the main result of [20], but with a distinct variation in our teleportation procedure: all
braiding operations are deferred to Bob’s correction step, which means that no braiding is required
at any other stage of the procedure. Similarly, in Section 7.4.3, we show for the superdense coding
procedure described in Theorem 6.1, that Alice can instead perform her 2-bit encoding step by
braiding by her Ising anyons (Corollary 7.13).

7.4.1. Some skeletal data. We use the standard column vector representation (γ0, γ1)
T for an Ising

qubit γ0 |0⟩ + γ1 |1⟩. Fixing a choice of gauge, the nontrivial F -symbols of any Ising theory are
presented in (7.8), where the Frobenius-Schur indicator κq = ±1 is a gauge-invariant property of
Ising anyon q determined by the given theory. The only nontrivial gauge-invariant F -symbols are
[F qqq

q ]00 and [F 1q1
q ]qq. Note that F qqq

q coincides (up to a possible sign) with the Hadamard matrix.

(7.8) F qqq
q =

κq√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
, F 1q1

q = F q1q
1 = −1

In any Ising theory, the clockwise monodromy M qq of a pair of Ising anyons is gauge-invariant, and
coincides (up to a phase of factor ϑ−2

q ) with the Pauli-Z matrix.

(7.9) M qq = ϑ−2
q

(
ϑ0 0
0 ϑ1

)
= ϑ−2

q Z

Given a triple of Ising anyons, note that we can realise the Pauli gates by winding individual anyons
in a loop around their immediate neighbour.

7.4.2. Teleporting Ising qubits with braiding.

Corollary 7.11. Consider an Ising theory TY(Z2). The fusion state of N Ising anyons (that is,
a ⌊N2 ⌋-qubit state) can be teleported via the procedure shown in Figure 11. Braiding is not required
anywhere other than the correction step, where any necessary corrections are made via monodromies.

Figure 11. ⌊N
2 ⌋-qubit teleportation protocol using Ising anyons, with worldlines pre-

sented according to Convention 4.1. Dotted orange lines are classical 1-bit transmissions
from Alice to Bob. A coupon Mgi represents operator (Mqq)gi where gi ∈ {0, 1}; i.e. it is
the identity operator if gi = 0, and is the (clockwise) monodromy operator if gi = 1.
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Proof. (Corollary 7.11). Recall the braid-free teleportation procedure shown in Figure 9: we want
to show that the corrections applied by Bob in phase (3) of the protocol coincide with those in
Figure 11. Firstly, we replace the g1-branch with a g1-rung using identity (7.4a). That is,

It only remains to show that for each i = 1, . . . , N , Ogi is equal to (M qq)gi up to a phase factor.
Since q is an Ising anyon, we have Ogi = (O1)

gi where gi ∈ {0, 1}. The result then follows from
equation (7.9) and Corollary 7.9(i). □

Remark 7.12 (Freedoms in procedure). In addition to the applicable freedoms summarised in
Section 5.5, we note that (i)-(iii) below apply to the teleportation procedure shown in Figure 11.
As stated in point (4) of Section 5.5, there is freedom in how Bob corrects the bit-flip errors on his
qubits, which is explained in Section 7.5: if Bob applies corrections by braiding his Ising anyons
as above, then Remark 7.15 (which is simply a reminder that rungs and branches can be replaced
with monodromies in TY(Z2)) applies to the process depicted in (7.11).

(i) Bob may freely choose the orientation (clockwise or anticlockwise) of each monodromy that
he applies, since M qq and its inverse differ only by a global phase factor.

(ii) The order in which Bob applies monodromies does not matter, since reordering only incurs
a global phase factor of +1 or −1 (i.e. the coupons may slide past one another).

(iii) Bob has the freedom to correct for the effect of any given measurement gi = 1 using either
a rung operator O1 or a monodromy (M qq)±1.

7.4.3. Superdense coding by braiding Ising anyons.

Corollary 7.13. Consider an Ising theory TY(Z2). We can realise the binary superdense coding
protocol using Ising anyons, as shown in Figure 12. Alice encodes her chosen bits i, j ∈ Z2 by
performing monodromies on her anyons. Braiding is not required anywhere else.

Figure 12. Binary superdense coding protocol using Ising anyons. Worldlines are pre-
sented according to Convention 4.1. The coupons are defined in the same way as Figure 11.

Proof. (Corollary 7.13). Recall the braid-free superdense coding procedure shown in Figure 10: we
want to show that the encodings performed by Alice in phase (2) of the protocol coincide with
those in Figure 12. The remainder of the proof is identical to that of Corollary 7.11. □

In addition to the applicable freedoms summarised in Section 6.2, the procedure in Figure 12 enjoys
monodromy freedoms analogous to those described in Remark 7.12.
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7.5. Ising anyons: Locating bit-flip errors. In Proposition 7.7, we saw for p = 1 that the effect
of a g-branch on the state of 2p TY-anyons does not depend on whether it is applied to their left or
their right. Let G = Z2 so that the TY-anyons are Ising anyons. For convenience, we fix the gauge
from Section 7.4.1 so that the matrix representations of a 1-rung and a 1-branch are respectively
given by the Pauli-Z and Pauli-X matrices.
Question 7.14. When p ≥ 1, can we transform a 1-branch from one side of the 2p Ising anyons
all the way to the other side? 47

Move 1: , Move 2a: , Move 2b:

We can apply the desired transformation through application of Moves 1 and Moves 2a (or 2b).
While Move 1 is due to Proposition 7.7, Move 2a follows from equation (7.10).48 Move 2b is implied
by Move 2a together with O2

1 = id.

(7.10)

Figure 13. Example: we transform a 1-rung from the left to the right of a 2-qubit system
by applying Moves 1, 2a, and then 1 again.

This can be applied as a freedom in how Bob performs his corrections in the p-qubit teleportation
protocol for Ising anyons (see Figure 9, setting N = 2p and G = Z2). Let us relabel Alice’s
measurement outcomes as g2k−1 =: xk and g2k =: zk, where 1 ≤ k ≤ p. We also introduce the
variables x′k, z

′
k for 1 ≤ k ≤ p and x′p+1, according to which Bob applies his corrections. Let us

denote Bob’s correction process by a coupon as in (7.11) that depends on these variables.

(7.11)

Remark 7.15 (Braided case). Suppose Bob wishes to apply corrections by braiding his Ising
anyons (as in Figure 11, Section 7.4.2). In this case, the process shown in (7.11) is adapted as
follows. As shown in identities (7.4a)-(7.4b), the x′1 and x′p+1-branches can respectively be replaced

by rung operators Ox′
1

1 and Ox′
p+1

1 , each of which are attached to an ancillary pair of Ising anyons.

47Recall from (3.2) that V q2p+1 ∼= V q2p for p ≥ 1. That is, given 2p + 1 Ising anyons, we can discard one of the
outermost anyons without affecting the encoded p-qubit fusion state. We thus take N = 2p in this section.

48Independently of the choice of gauge, the final equality in (7.10) is well-defined as a physical equivalence, as the
left-hand side is scaled by a global phase factor of uq1

q /u
1q
q under a gauge transformation. By Proposition 7.6(i), the

right-hand side also scales by a global phase factor under a gauge transformation. Hence, both sides of the equality
differ at most by a global phase factor.
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To finish, we recall that O1 can be replaced by a monodromy operator (M qq)±1.

We refer to the bit string e of Alice’s measurement outcomes as the error string,

(7.12) e := (x1, z1, . . . , xp, zp) ∈ Z2p
2

and the argument c of Bob’s coupon as a correction string,

(7.13) c := (x′1, z
′
1, . . . , x

′
p, z

′
p, x

′
p+1) ∈ Z2p+1

2

By Theorem 5.1, we know for any given e that (7.14) constitutes a valid choice of correction string:
we denote this ‘canonical’ choice by c0.

(7.14) x′k = xk , z′k = zk , x′p+1 = 0 , 1 ≤ k ≤ p

From the discussion above, it is evident that an error string does not always uniquely determine a
correction string. For instance, suppose we have some e such that x1 = 1. Then we can use Moves
1 and 2a (together with the freedom to slide adjacent coupons past one another)49 to transform
the valid pair (e, c0) into another valid pair (e, c1). That is,

(7.15) c0 = (1, z1, x2, z2, . . . , xp, zp, 0) 7−→ c1 = (0, z1, x 2, z2, . . . , x p, zp, 1)

where we use a to denote the additive inverse of a ∈ Z2 (i.e. the ‘bit-flip’).

Remark 7.16. Setting c0 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) in (7.15) provides a formal answer to Question 7.14.

The next natural question is as follows.

Question 7.17. Given e ∈ Z2p
2 , what is the subset Se ⊂ Z2p+1

2 of valid correction strings?

In addition, one might seek to determine the subset of Se containing strings of minimal Hamming
weight: this would allow Bob to apply corrections using the minimum number of operations.

Question 7.17 motivates us to better understand the relationship between error string e, and the
state of Bob’s 2p Ising anyons immediately before his correction step. We fix the 2p-anyon fusion
basis specified in (3.2), so that the enumeration of the p qubits goes from left to right. A mea-
surement outcome zk = 1 results in a Z-error on the kth qubit. The only way for Bob to correct
such an error is to apply a Pauli-Z gate to his kth pair of Ising anyons, i.e. it is always required
that z′k = zk in a valid correction string. Hence, the main task is to unpack how X-errors (that is,
bit-flip errors) occur and how they are corrected. Let Xk denote the p-qubit operator that applies
a Pauli-X to the kth qubit. For 1 < k ≤ p, a measurement outcome xk = 1 results in an X-error on
both the (k − 1)th and kth qubit. A measurement outcome x1 = 1 results in an X-error on solely
the first qubit. It will be useful to introduce the vertex operators {vk}p+1

k=1, defined as follows. The
name of these operators is made clear by the context provided in Figures 14-15.

(7.16) vk =


Xk−1Xk , 1 < k < p+ 1

X1 , k = 1

Xp , k = p+ 1

Figure 14. Visual aid for bit-flip errors on a p-qubit state. Let |∅⟩ denote some initial
p-qubit state with no bit-flip errors. Vertices (blue dots) are enumerated from 1 to p + 1.
For k < p+1, the value of Alice’s xk measurement outcome is shown beneath the kth vertex.
Adjacent vertices are connected by edges, where the kth edge represents the kth qubit. We
usually omit vertex enumeration as in diagram (ii). When the kth qubit is affected by a
bit-flip error, we place a red cross above the kth edge. If there are no red crosses, the system
is in state |∅⟩ as in diagram (i). A vertex operator vk applies a bit-flip to edges connected
to the kth vertex. For example, diagram (ii) shows the state v2 |∅⟩.

49Swapping the order of two adjacent coupons results in a global phase factor of ±1, which does not matter.
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Figure 15. Self-inverse operator vk acting at kth vertex, 1 < k < p + 1. Left: vk can
pair-create and annihilate X-errors. Right: vk can propagate X-errors to the left or right.

Upon Alice’s measurements, the p-qubit state accumulates X-errors according to the operator

(7.17) A(x)
e = vx1

1 · · · vxk−1

k−1 v
xk
k

We now obtain a straightforward picture of the relationship between an error string e and the
consequent locations of X-errors. For p > 1, note that the effect of A(x)

e is as follows.
(1) X-errors are pair-created. A pair-creation is possibly followed by leftward propagation of

the leftmost error of said pair.
(2) Suppose x1 = 1. Then, the total number of X-errors must be odd. This can happen in two

ways: (i) if x2 = 1, the leftmost X-error will have been propagated all the way ‘out’ of the
system during the final iteration of (1); (ii) if x2 = 0, then there is an X-error on the first
qubit which has not come from a pair-creation, but rather from the action of v1 alone.

Example 7.18. We tabulate the location of bit-flip errors on a 4-qubit system for all possible
measurement outcomes (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ Z4

2.

Upon Bob’s corrections, the p-qubit state is acted on by an operator

(7.18) B(x)
c = v

x′
k

k v
x′
k−1

k−1 · · · vx
′
1

1

We know that answering Question 7.17 is the same as determining all c such that B(x)
c A

(x)
e = id

for a given e. The canonical prescription c = c0 from (7.14) precisely reverses the process by which
X-errors were accumulated; algebraically, that B(x)

c0 = (A
(x)
e )−1 is easily seen by recalling that

vertex operators are self-inverse.

Remark 7.19 (Efficient removal of X-errors). While canonical prescription (7.14) is a catch-
all, it is often possible to apply corrections in a more economical way (i.e. we can minimise the
Hamming weight of c). Of course, the improvement in thrift becomes more pronounced for p large.
To demonstrate this point, we describe a few basic scenarios.

(i) As an extreme example, suppose Alice measured xk = 1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ p. The net result
is a single bit-flip error on the pth qubit. The canonical correction method generates an
X-error at edge 1, propagatse it to edge p− 1, and then pair-annihilates the errors. On the
other hand, we can apply the transformation (7.15) to c0, giving B(x)

c1 = vk+1. This latter
method instantly propagates the lone X-error ‘out’ of the right boundary of the system.

(ii) More generally, given an isolated X-error at edge r where p− r is small, it is preferable to
propagate this ‘out’ of the system from the right boundary.

(iii) Suppose we haveX-errors at edges r and s (with none in-between and r < s) where p−(s−r)
is small, and where the canonical prescription would pair-annihilate them. It is preferable
to remove them by respectively propagating the errors at sites r and s left and right.

To summarise, a solution to Question 7.17 is sketched as follows. Although we must set z′k = zk in
any valid c (i.e. the way in which we remove Z-errors is fixed), there is freedom in how we remove
X-errors for p ≥ 1: given error string e, we can use the visual aid in Figure 14 to determine valid
correction operators B(x)

c for the removal of X-errors.
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