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We define creation and annihilation operators for any 2D non-abelian anyon theory by studying
the algebraic structure from the anyon diagrammatic formalism. We construct the creation operators
for Fibonacci anyons explicitly. We obtain that a single creation operator per particle type is not
enough; we need an extra creation operator for every alternative fusion channel. We express any
physically allowed observable in terms of these creation and annihilation operators. Finally, we
express the 2D Fibonacci Hubbard Hamiltonian in terms of the Fibonacci creation and annihilation
operators, and we comment on developing methods for simulation based on these creation and
annihilation operators.

I. INTRODUCTION

Anyons are postulated quasiparticle excitations in two-
dimensional systems1. They have a topological na-
ture and exotic exchange statistics1–6, which differentiate
them from bosons and fermions. We call them topologi-
cal particles or phases of matter because the geometry of
space-time or the distance between them does not change
the result of the relevant operations. These topological
properties make anyons systems a promising platform for
quantum information processing7–11. Topological quan-
tum computing tries to exploit these features to have a
robust computation against error due to local perturba-
tions and noise by the environment. However, the exper-
imental discovery of such systems has remained elusive
so far12–17.

Information processing with topological systems has
been one of the main attractions to the study of anyonic
theories. We build on the recent information-theoretic
perspective on anyons18–24. Nevertheless, anyons can
also be very intriguing from a more foundational point
of view. The notion of subsystems and locality in quan-
tum information theory is crucial to understanding in-
teractions between different systems. In a qubit theory,
for example, we use the tensor product structure to de-
scribe systems consisting of multiple subsystems. Two
non-abelian anyons can merge (fuse) together to different
anyonic charges depending on the fusion channel. There-
fore, to completely describe an anyonic quantum system,
we need to know all the charges that make up the system
and how they fuse with each other. This means there is
no such thing as a tensor product between two subsys-
tems since we need that extra bit of information on the
overall charge of the composed system.

There is a gap in the literature when talking about
a creation and annihilation operator algebra for non-
abelian anyons in 2D. Bosons and fermions have well-
defined annihilation operators, so it is natural to look for
them in anyon theories too. For anyons in one spatial
dimension, the creation and annihilation operators have
been found25. We believe that in the 2D case, the diffi-
culty of defining modes (or subsystems) and the topolog-

ical charge superselection rule are the main reasons for
this literature gap. The latter is an interesting character-
istic of anyon theories that ensures operators will only be
physical observables when the total topological charge is
conserved.
In this work, we define an anyonic mode as sim-

ply connected sub-regions with boundaries of our two-
dimensional space. We can then map the subsystem
structure to the level of simply connected regions with
the help of the planar representation of anyons19. Using
the diagrammatic approach for anyons, we can find the
candidates for annihilation operators within the opera-
tors left invariant by local transformations on the rest of
the system.
The rest of the paper is organised as follows: In Section

II we review the diagrammatic formalism of non-abelian
anyons. In Section III, we define the notion of subsystem
in anyonic systems and present our result of the anyonic
creation and annihilation operators. In Section IV, we
obtain the creation operators for Fibonacci anyons. In
Section V, we express the Fibonacci Hubbard Hamilto-
nian in terms of the creation and annihilation operators.
In Section VI, we discuss our results.

II. ANYON DIAGRAMS

An anyon is a quasiparticle that can exist in two-
dimensional systems. We can think of putting two anyons
together to create a new particle. This process is known
as fusion. Two particles a and b can be fused to c, which
will read as a × b = b × a = c. However, in non-abelian
anyon theories, it is possible to find different outcomes
for the same fusion channel; in this case, we write:

a× b = b× a =
∑
c

N c
abc, (1)

where N c
ab are the fusion multiplicities. They indicate

the number of different ways in which a and b can fuse to
c. There is a trivial anyon e, the vacuum or the identity.
This particle satisfies the property N b

ea = δab. Every
particle a also has its own antiparticle ā such that Ne

ab =
δbā.
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We can write an orthonormal complete set of states for
n anyons as a fusion tree as in Figure 1. If any of the
N
ai+1
ai−1ai = 0, then the fusion is not allowed, and the dia-

gram is zero. The corresponding bras ⟨ψi| are obtained
by doing the Hermitian conjugate, which is equivalent to
flipping the diagram along a horizontal axis.

FIG. 1. Basis |ψi⟩ and its conjugate ⟨ψi| of an n-anyon system.
All vertices are allowed fusion channels.

When utilizing the diagrammatic algebra, we will al-
ways set the time direction vertically and upwards and
assume that all particles move forward in time. We can
interpret a particle going back in time as its antiparticle
moving forward in time.

One can use the basis states to build arbitrary oper-
ators in the same way we do when using kets and bras.
A diagram with lines pointing both upwards and down-
wards can be interpreted as operators that take as input
the particle lines coming in from the bottom and give as
output the lines coming out the top. The lines coming
in from the bottom are the bra part of the operator, and
the lines pointing out are the ket part. For instance, we
can write a general operator as in Figure 2.

FIG. 2. General operator with n inputs and m outputs. The
coefficients are arbitrary.

An important thing to keep in mind is that opera-
tors will only be physical observables when the total
charge is conserved. In Figure 2, this would mean that
a2m−1 = b2n−1 and thus the diagram would be con-
nected. This is a direct consequence of the strong su-
perselection rule that exists in anyonic systems26. It is
not possible to implement an operator that changes the
overall topological charge of the system.

We will be particularly interested in one family of
non-abelian anyons: Fibonacci anyons12. The Fibonacci
model is perhaps the simplest non-abelian example and

has only two particle types, the vacuum or trivial anyon
e and the Fibonacci anyon τ . The only non-trivial fusion
rule of this theory reads

τ × τ = e+ τ. (2)

One can convert between bases associated with differ-
ent fusion trees by using the F -matrices shown in Figure
3. In the Fibonacci theory, the only nontrivial F -matrix

is [F ττττ ] =

(
ϕ−1 ϕ−1/2

ϕ−1/2 −ϕ−1

)
.

FIG. 3. The F -matrix defines a change of basis.

Further, remember that exchanging two anyons in a
multiplicity-free theory results in a phase factor that de-
pends on their overall charge. For Fibonacci anyons,
there are two non-trivial exchanging diagrams: (i) when
two τ anyons fuse to the identity and (ii) when two τ
anyons fusing to the τ anyon. The phases are Rττe =
e−4πi/5 and Rτττ = e3πi/5, respectively.

III. ANYONIC ANNIHILATION OPERATORS

To define anyonic annihilation operators, we first need
a notion ofmodes that can be excited27–29. Usually, these
modes refer either to momentum in quantum field theory
or to lattice sites in the usual Ising chain models. For
simplicity, we prefer to keep the number of modes finite
and use the notion of mode as a lattice site.
We want to identify a simply connected sub-region

with boundaries of our 2D space as a single mode where
the different anyon types can be excited. We consider
that the complete system consists of a finite number N
of such regions glued along their boundaries; see Figure
4. Therefore, we use a finite 2D lattice populated by the
different anyon particle types of the theory.

FIG. 4. Partition of the plane in different subregions that
are associated with modes. Notice that the union of regions
1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8 and 9 is not a simply connected region. We
would not consider it a valid subsystem.
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To consider the annihilation operators, we want to
identify the modes as the elementary subsystems in the
theory. We want to understand how to map the subsys-
tem structure at the level of simply connected regions in
the 2D manifold to planar diagrams. Notice that there
are different ways to glue the boundaries between the
regions to compose them into larger simply connected
regions. By defining a fusion order, these different pla-
nar representations correspond to different partitions of
the systems given by the planar canonical basis of the
anyon theory.

FIG. 5. Different planar representations for different compo-
sitions of regions. Sub-figure (a1) indicates that we are first
fusing anyon 1 (blue) with anyon 4 (green) and anyon 2 (red)
with anyon 3 (orange). In (a2), we express such a system in
the diagrammatic form, which is equivalent to the planar rep-
resentation in sub-figure (a3). In the right column, we have
the same, but when we fuse anyon 1 with anyon 2 and anyon
3 with anyon 4.

As we said, to define annihilation operators, it is help-
ful to understand each mode as an elemental subsystem.
We do this step for two reasons. First, we would like
to use the conceptualization of mode subsystems done
in the literature of fermionic and bosonic annihilation
operators28,29. Secondly, if we consider the mode as a
subsystem, we can find candidates for annihilation oper-
ators within the operators left invariant by transforma-
tions local to the system of the rest of the modes.

Even though there is not a clear notion of a general
local operator in anyonic systems, there is the notion of
physical local unitaries and observables, as shown in Fig-
ure 6. The conservation of anyonic charge allows to have
well-behaved physical local operators such as unitaries
and observables. However, for creation and annihilation
operators, we expect the conservation of charge to be
violated from what we observe in fermionic systems30.

If a system consists of modes M = {1, . . . ,m+ 1}, we
can say that a candidate local operator in mode i ∈M is
an operator Ô such that is invariant under the action of
all physical local unitaries in the modes M\{i}. In equa-

tion form that reads as: Ô is a candidate local operator
on mode i ∈M if and only if

Û†
M\{i} · Ô · ÛM\{i} = Ô (3)

for all ÛM\{i} being an allowed local unitary in modes
M\{i}. This is a natural property that a local opera-
tor must satisfy. If one works within the Heisenberg pic-
ture of quantum mechanics, it is clear that, indeed, when
evolving a local operator in A with a physically allowed
local unitary in B, then the local operator in A must be
left invariant. Moreover, it is not difficult to check that
the conditions in Figure 3 give that the collection of all
candidate local operators in i form an algebra under the
usual sum and operator multiplication, and C as scalars.
So, we can say that we have an abstract definition of the
algebra of candidate local operators in mode i.

FIG. 6. General form of a unitary local in M\{1}

Using the diagrammatic approach for anyons, we can
characterise the allowed local unitaries and explore the
candidate local operators for any given mode. In Figure
6, we show how an allowed local unitary looks in diagram-
matic form. We solve equation 3 that defines candidate
local operators using the diagrammatic formalism, and
we find the general form of a candidate local operator on
an anyonic mode. For simplicity, we show it here for the
first mode. We express the general form of a candidate
local operator on mode 1 in terms of linear combinations
of the elements of a canonical basis:

O1 =
∑
a,a′,b0

d=a×b0,d′=a′×b0

ca,a′,b0,d,d′ A
aa′b0
dd′ (4)

where ca,a′,b0,d,d′ ∈ C and the canonical basis of the can-
didate local operator algebra for mode 1 given by the

terms Aaa
′b0

dd′ can be seen in Figure 7 as planar diagrams.
Using these basis elements, we want to identify compo-

nents where the first mode is transformed to the vacuum,
as an annihilation operator component would. In anyon
diagrams, only one anyon type/charge can be in the same
mode. This does not prevent bosonic behaviour, where
modes populated with several bosonic particles are ex-
pressed as modes being occupied with a higher charge
in the anyonic theory. Therefore, the components of
the anyonic annihilation operators should consist only
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FIG. 7. Basis elements of the local operator algebra for the
first mode

of terms that send anyon particle types to the vacuum
and not any other particle type. In Figure 8, one can
observe that if we fix the particle type a ̸= e in mode 1
bra and the vacuum e in the mode 1 ket, the basis com-
ponents then depend only on the global charge of the rest
of the system b0 and the term a×b0, since e is an abelian
particle and then e× b0 is always b0.
Thus, we realize that the number of annihilation ele-

ments that a particle type a has associated in a mode
is the number of fusion channels that that particle type
has associated with it. This result comes directly from
the explicit dependency of having the different annihilat-
ing components from a′ × b0, being b0 any particle type.
Thus, all fusion channels of a′ will have an associated
annihilating element.

For notation, we label each of these annihilation ele-

ments of the canonical basis ab0,a×b01 = Aeab0b0a×b0 (where 1
expresses the fact they are annihilating on the first mode,
b0 and a× b0 specify the fusion channel and annihilating
term, and a is the particle type being annihilated). In
all the above and the following expressions, one needs to
keep in mind that a ̸= e.

FIG. 8. Annihilating elements of the basis of local operators
for mode 1. Note that we express the identity anyon with a
dashed line.

We will refer to the Hermitian conjugate of such an-
nihilating elements as the creating elements. By direct
calculation, we find two very exciting results. First is
that the annihilating and creating elements of mode j
are generators of the candidate local algebra of mode j.
The second is that the collection of all annihilating and

creating elements are generators of the total operator al-
gebra.
Let us remark on this crucial point. We have seen that

the annihilating elements of Figure 8, together with their
adjoints, are generators of the candidate local operator
algebra. Having obtained these results, we now naturally
wonder if the annihilation operators we are looking for
are these annihilating elements.
We think they are not. However, we believe that an-

nihilation operators have to be concrete linear combina-
tions of these annihilating elements. In other words, we
find that the annihilating elements are components of the
annihilation operators, and now we have to decide which
is the right way to combine them.
We have these insights by analysing the annihilation

operators of spinless fermionic theory in a finite lattice31.
Let us fix the simple setting of having two spinless
fermionic modes.
We have a vacuum |Ω⟩ and two annihilation operators

f1, f2 such that the anticommutation relations hold:

{fi, fj} = 0 {fi, f†j } = δij (5)

We can represent this theory as an abelian anyon the-
ory with two particle types: a fermion ψ and the vacuum
e. It is straightforward to see that if we associate each
annihilating element with an annihilation operator, we
find that instead of a single annihilation operator fi per

mode, we have two annihilation operators per mode: ψe,ψi
and ψψ,ei (see Figure 8 when replacing a = ψ and sum-
ming over the two particle types e and ψ). Therefore,
this assignment cannot be the correct one. However, we
observe that

f1 = ψe,ψ1 + ψψ,e1 f2 = ψe,ψ2 − ψψ,e2 (6)

These relations imply that the fermionic annihilation
operators are linear combinations of the annihilation
components. In the following lines, we derive which exact
linear combinations have to be taken to get the annihila-
tion operators.
Concretely, we are proposing that the annihilation op-

erators will be operators of the form:

α
(j)
k =

∑
b0,c0=a×b0

C
(j)
b0,c0,k

ab0,c0k (7)

where C
(j)
b0,c0,k

∈ C. The term α refers to the fact of
being the annihilation operator of the particle type a.
The label (j) labels the fact that we may need more than
one annihilation operator per particle type.

To constraint the coefficients C
(j)
b0,c0,k

we consider three

conditions that the annihilation operators α
(j)
k need to

satisfy. The first is that {α(j)
k1
, . . . , α

(j)
km

}j,α and their ad-
joints generate the local algebra of observables in the
modes k1, . . . , km.
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FIG. 9. Annihilating elements of the basis of local operators
for the kth-mode.

Second, we require that to obtain α
(j)
k we only need

to know α
(j)
1 and exchange our way through to k. This

requirement comes from the intuition that if one wants
to annihilate a particle in k, it should be equivalent to
bringing that particle to 1, annihilating it there, and then
undoing the path we have taken. We show in Figure 9
that the concrete path we take is the chain of simple ex-
changes. One could pose different paths giving different
annihilation operators, it would be interesting to study
the relationship between the definition of subsystems and
partial tracing procedures with how this path has to be
taken. However, this is further from the scope of this
paper. The exchanging condition imposes the following

recursive relation to constrain the coefficients C
(j)
b0,c0,k

α
(j)
k = Rk−1k · α(j)

k−1 ·R
†
k−1k (8)

In the fermionic example that we pose in equation 6
we see exactly how the factor −1 appears in f2 due to

the exchange operation acting on the ’bra’ of ψψ,e1 non-
trivially.

And the third requirement is that for every b0, j, k

there is at least one term C
(j)
b0,c0,k

that is non-zero. This is

to ensure that the annihilation operators α
(j)
k have sup-

port on any value of the total charge for the modes other
than k. This is to prevent explicitly situations where the
annihilating terms can be considered annihilation opera-
tors and have redundancy.

We have found a solution to these three constraints.
Thus we have found a way to define annihilation oper-
ators in anyonic systems. For the solution we propose,

the C
(j)
b0,c0,1

∈ C we set them to be either 0 or 1. How-
ever, one could modify our presented solution including
different non-zero factors to the terms that are 1.

The number of annihilating elements in a mode for the
anyon type a is na =

∑n
bc=1N

c
ab. Following our general

construction, the number of annihilation operators asso-
ciated with this anyon type a for a given mode will be
J = na − n + 1, where n is the total number of parti-
cle types in the theory. Notice that with this scheme,
we find that for an abelian anyon particle type a, there
is a single annihilation operator, since for abelian anyon
types na = n because there are no multiplicities in the
fusion channels associated with a.
We show how to construct the J annihilation opera-

tors for any anyon theory in the Appendix A. To make
the letter concise, we show here the construction for the
simplest non-abelian case, Fibonacci anyons.
We order the Fibonacci particle types as e, τ of the

different allowed fusion channels. We label cb0,j the j’th
particle type such that cb0,j = τ × b0. For the first an-

nihilation operator of τ , we set the terms C
(0)
b0,cb0,1,1

= 1

and the rest, C
(0)
b0,cb0,j ,1

, vanish. This implies that α
(0)
1 is

given by the coefficients being C
(0)
e,τ,1 = 1, C

(0)
τ,e,1 = 1, and

C
(0)
τ,τ,1 = 0.

To define α
(1)
1 , we look at the first b0 with more than

one compatible c0. In this case, this is b0 = τ . Now all

coefficients remain the same as in α
(0)
1 except for setting

C
(1)
τ,cb0,2,1

= 1 and C
(1)
τ,cb0,1,1

= 0. Implying that α
(1)
1 is

given by the coefficients being C
(1)
e,τ,1 = 1, C

(1)
τ,e,1 = 0, and

C
(1)
τ,τ,1 = 1.

We would follow the construction to find α
(2)
1 by apply-

ing the same changes but with cτ,3. However, there is no
such valid fusion channel. Then we would proceed to the
next b0 following the ordering for which cb0,2 exists, and
follow the same procedure. In the Fibonacci case, there
is no next b0. Thus the construction has been completed.
We obtain for the Fibonacci case that τ has J = 2,

annihilation operators. See Figure 10 for a diagrammatic
representation of the Fibonacci annihilation operators for
a three-anyon Fibonacci space.
Under this general construction that can be found in

Appendix A and using the simple algebraic identities of
the annihilation elements that conform to the annihila-
tion operators, it is straightforward to check that the
collection of all annihilation and creation operators for
all modes can generate the global algebra of operators
and, henceforth, of observables in particular.
Using direct computation, it is also straightforward to

check that the annihilation and creation operators for a
set of modes generate the local algebra of observables for
such a set of modes. The general proof can be found in
Appendix B. We provide specific examples in the next
section expressing Fibonacci observables in terms of the
creation and annihilation operators.

IV. EXAMPLE

We now exemplify the general results focusing on Fi-
bonacci anyons. Let us start by looking at the generators
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of the annihilation algebra on three Fibonacci anyons. In
Figure 10, we show the three annihilating elements for
a Fibonacci anyon τ in the left lattice site 1 and cen-
tral lattice site 2. Note that the operators acting on the

site 2, τ b0,c02 , can be obtained from τ b0,c01 by exchang-

ing the anyons on 1 and 2. We express all the operators
in the canonical basis by using the F-matrices F abcd and
exchanging factors Rabc presented at the start of this pub-
lication.

FIG. 10. Annihilation elements acting on the first (τ b0,c01 ) and second mode (τ b0,c02 ) of a three Fibonacci anyon system.
The factors are obtained from the change of basis by applying the F and R matrices. ϕ−1 is the inverse golden ratio,
ϕ−1 =

(√
5− 1

)
/2.

In Fibonacci anyons, we have to define two annihila-

tion operators α
(1)
k ,α

(0)
k for the Fibonacci τ particle type.

Both operators use the term τe,τk . To have better alge-
braic properties, we choose to add a factor of 1√

2
in front

of such terms that will take into account this repetition.
We call these two unnormalised annihilation operators:
αk and βk, and we will use them throughout the rest of
the text.

αk =
1√
2
τe,τk + τ τ,ek , βk =

1√
2
τe,τk + τ τ,τk . (9)

In Figure 11, we see how some local observables in
modes 1 & 2 can be expressed in terms of the local cre-
ation and annihilation operators of such modes. A com-
plete list of all observable terms can be found in Ap-
pendix C.

FIG. 11. Expression of different Fibonacci observables in
terms of anyonic creation and annihilation operators.

V. ANYONIC HUBBARD HAMILTONIAN

We want to give use to the annihilation operators that
we have defined. A straightforward application is to ex-
press Hamiltonians in terms of annihilation operators.
Recent work has been studying the properties of Ising-
like Fibonacci Hamiltonians32.
By expressing Hamiltonians using annihilation opera-

tors, we hope to first showcase the similarities and differ-
ences between Fibonacci anyons and other particle types
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such as fermions and bosons; and second, provide tools
for the simulation of such Hamiltonian systems, allow-
ing the application of tensor-networks methods33, explore
mapping for applying the Bethe ansatz34 and other meth-
ods already used in the 1+1 D case where the notion of
annihilation operators is exploited25.
In the Hubbard Hamiltonian described in32 we have a

2 × N square lattice with the ordering shown in Figure
12. We discuss some consequences and issues that arise
from this choice further in the text.

FIG. 12. Lattice of model and chosen ordering for a 2 × N
lattice.

The Hamiltonian has two contributions. First, a hop-
ping contribution between nearest neighbours, where a
τ -anyon can jump to the nearest neighbour if it is unoc-
cupied. And a second term, a self-energy term for when
there is a τ in some site. For simplicity and conciseness,
we take the same coupling strength for longitudinal and
transverse hopping t⊥ = t∥ = t32.

FIG. 13. Hubbard Hamiltonian for Fibonacci anyons.

The unnormalised annihilation operators αk, βk allow
us to express the Hamiltonian more compactly. It can be
expressed without using the unnormalised annihilation
operators, but the expression obtained is not as clean
and clear as the one obtained using them, which is:

Ĥ = −t
N−1∑
i=1

(
α†
2N−i+1αi + β†

2N−i+1βi

)
+ h.c.

−t
2N−1∑
i=1

(
α†
i+1αi + β†

i+1βi

)
+ h.c.

−µ
2N∑
i=1

(
α†
iαi + β†

i βi

)
(10)

We can see how the Hamiltonian has the same terms
as in the 2D Fermi-Hubbard model with the same lat-
tice ordering but with two different types of annihilation

operators. This expression was not found by directly
replacing the fermionic annihilation operators with any-
onic annihilation operators. It was found by expressing
the Hamiltonian in diagrammatic form in Figure 13, and
expressing the diagrammatic observables in terms of the
unnormalised anyonic creation and annihilation opera-
tors we defined.
We want to remark that there is nothing in particular

of the Hamiltonian in Figure 13 which makes it express-
able in terms of the creation and annihilation operators.
Any physically allowed Hamiltonian can be expressed in
terms of the creation and annihilation operators we have
defined. It is a matter of convenience to use the unnor-
malised annihilation operators. These can be described
in terms of the original normalised annihilation opera-

tors as αj = 1√
2
α
(1)
j α

(0)
j

†
α
(0)
j + α

(0)
j − α

(1)
j α

(0)
j

†
α
(0)
j and

βj = α
(1)
j α

(0)
j

†
α
(0)
j + α

(1)
j − α

(1)
j α

(0)
j

†
α
(0)
j .

Nevertheless, there is a subtlety. One needs to pick
specific lattices and orderings in order to express the de-
sired notion of locality, as we comment in Figure 5. That
is because we have defined the annihilation operators in
the different sites as the annihilation operator in the first
site and swapped them in front the other sites. However,
we could have defined the annihilation operators at the
kth site as the annihilation operator in the first site and
swapped them in-front the other lattice sites. The result-
ing two annihilation operators would generate inequiva-
lent spaces because they correspond to two equivalent
notions of locality; they are associated with two different
subsystem partitions.
In order to express the correct notion of nearest neigh-

bour locality in terms of the annihilation operators we de-
fined (in-front) alone, one needs to pick the ordering such
that the connection happens in-front all the modes be-
tween the ones in the connection. We want to explore this
further in future works and be able to prove the conjec-
ture that for any planar lattice, one can find an ordering
such that all the nearest neighbour links can be made to
happen either completely behind the in-between modes
or completely in front. Thus, making any nearest neigh-
bour Hamiltonian expressable in terms of creation and
annihilation operators of the neighbouring terms alone.
We have strong indications that such a claim is true.
However, for length purposes, we prefer to explain it in
a different piece fully.

VI. DISCUSSION

One may wonder if the general construction of the pro-
posed annihilation operators applies well to the abelian
case. Since for abelian particles, the fusion is determinis-
tic and there is a single possible fusion channel. Applying
our method, we recover a single annihilation operator per
particle type and lattice site as one would expect.
One can stop and think about how remarkable it is

that a single annihilation operator per mode can define
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bosonic and fermionic systems. Why can a single mathe-
matical object describe the local behaviour of fundamen-
tal particles? We have seen that the critical property
that allows us to have such a description is their abelian
nature.

For non-abelian particles, we observe that the number
of annihilation operators per lattice site is J = na−n+1,
where na is the total number of allowed fusion channels
associated with that particle type. In the Fibonacci case,
for the τ particle na = 3, we have τ × e = τ and τ × τ =
e+ τ , and n = 2 because there are two particle types in
Fibonacci anyons, therefore J = 2.

We want to notice that the construction is general for
any non-abelian anyon theory. We have exemplified it
with Fibonacci anyons to be concise. Still, annihilation
operators can be defined for Ising anyons10 or any other
non-abelian anyon theory one would like to work with.
For future work, we would like to explore the connec-
tions between the annihilation operators defined using
this method for Ising anyons with the annihilation oper-
ators one has for Majorana fermions.

This article presents annihilation operators in the di-
agrammatic formalism for non-abelian 2D anyons. We
want to describe the algebraic properties of the anyonic
annihilation and creation operators in commutation-like
relations to have a complete algebraic characterization of
the anyonic theory and be able to perform manipulations
at the annihilation operator level without computing at
the diagrammatic level.

We have the suspicion that a complete characteriza-
tion at the algebraic level might be very challenging. We
believe that the algebraic rule for determining whether
a combination of creation and annihilation operators is
superselection-respecting or not might be rather cumber-
some. See Appendix D for some known algebraic rela-
tions of the Fibonacci creation and annihilation opera-
tors.

If we refer to the fusion tree where all the components

are the identity particle type as |0⟩, we see that α(j)
k |0⟩ =

0 for all j and k. It is straightforward to see that |0⟩
is unique under this property. We can now express any
state of the canonical basis as a well-ordered sequence of
creation operators acting on |0⟩. Concrete expressions for
three-mode Fibonacci anyons can be found in Appendix
E. One could try to use these expressions to find suitable
Jordan-Wigner mappings for 2+1 D anyons.

Furthermore, exploring Bogoliubov-like transforma-
tions for the non-abelian anyonic annihilation operators
would be interesting. It would allow one to define a dif-
ferent notion of anyonic mode, not tied to the position
latticing of the system we introduced.

We can now describe general anyonic Hamiltonians in
2 × N lattices, by using the in-front-only annihilation
operators. The ability to express the Hubbard-like any-
onic Hamiltonian in terms of local annihilation operators
may have implications in the simulation of the model.
Until recently, the community was lacking good numer-
ical techniques to simulate non-Abelian anyons systems.

The main difficulty comes from the lack of a tensor prod-
uct structure and the growth of the Hilbert space with
the number of particles. There have been some recent
efforts to generalize the tensor network formalism to lat-
tice systems of anyons35–37. However, this work defines
the anyonic local operators that constitute the Hamilto-
nian with their crude representation in the diagrammatic
formalism. We expect that having access to the local an-
nihilation operators of an anyonic theory will facilitate
the numerical simulation in some cases. In this way, we
can exploit the parallelism between the anyonic Hubbard
Hamiltonian and its bosonic or fermionic counterpart, for
instance.
We note that the Hamiltonian in Equation 10 has

terms with long-range interactions. These highly long-
range terms (with respect to the ordering) can make the
simulations time-inefficient. The ordering is deliberately
chosen to be the one in Figure 12, so we just need the
in-front-only annihilation operators. Because we have de-
fined them with the exchanging going in one direction,
we are restricting ourselves to a not-that-simple expres-
sion of the exchanging operator in the other direction.
Therefore, we choose the lattice ordering so we do not
encounter crossings of anyon lines in this direction. Of
course, we can think of a more natural (and short-range)
ordering, e.g., ladder ordering, but then our Hamiltonian
terms will contain products of several local operators in
not only the nearest-neighbor interacting sites. However,
this non-locality can be avoided by defining two more sets
of creation and annihilation operators analogous to the
ones defined in this paper but changing the direction of
the exchanging.
In conclusion, if we want to avoid long-range terms

(with respect to the ordering) in our Hamiltonian we need
to sacrifice the simplicity of the current expression. We
think that the study of the similarities and differences
between these three approaches is a promising future di-
rection to follow.
We hope that having found expressions for the 2+1

D non-abelian anyon creation and annihilation operators
will advance the study and understanding of this topic,
especially by allowing us to apply known techniques to
the study of topological quantum computing and the ex-
perimental detection of such particles described.
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Appendix A: General annihilation operators

We show how to construct the J annihilation opera-
tors for any anyon theory. As we expose in the main
text, we have identified the annihilating elements for the

first mode ab0,a×b01 (see Figure 8). We have also seen that
for a general mode k, we define the annihilating elements
according to the notion of mode locality where we ex-
change the first mode in-front all the k− 1 others until k
(see Figure 9).
Now, to make the annihilation operators, we have seen

in the text that as an analogy to the known fermionic an-
nihilation operators, we need to take linear combinations
of the annihilating elements. This is without messing
with the properties of spanning the local algebra of ob-
servables. We want to construct the normalized annihila-
tion operators by specifying the coefficients C

(j)
b0,c0,k

∈ C
of the linear combinations of the annihilating terms:

α
(j)
k =

∑
b0,c0=a×b0

C
(j)
b0,c0,k

ab0,c0k (A1)

As we explain in the text, under exchanging in-front

the other modes, C
(j)
b0,c0,k

is determined if one knows the

C
(j)
b0,c0,1

. Without loss of generality, we are interested in

the normalised annihilation operators where C
(j)
b0,c0,1

is
either 0 or 1; the following arguments can be repeated in

general because the relevance is on which C
(j)
b0,c0,1

need to
vanish.
If we try to have a single annihilation operator, for α

(0)
1

to be able to generate the whole algebra of observables,
it is necessary that no coefficient vanishes. We see here a
big difference between abelian and non-abelian particles.
For particles that are abelian (there is a single possible
value for c0 = a × b0 for any b0), it is straightforward

to see that all coefficients |C(0)
b0,c0,1

| = 1 then α
(0)
1 α

(0)
1

†

and α
(0)
1

†
α
(0)
1 generate the local algebra of observables

for mode 1.
However, considering that the particle a is not abelian,

then there exist two fusion channels compatible for a ×
b0 = c0 + c′0 for some b0. Now when taking α

(0)
1

†
α
(0)
1 ,

terms that violate the superselection rule appear. Specif-
ically, terms that convert total charge c0 to total charge
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c′0 and vice versa. It is straightforward to observe that
one cannot get rid of these terms while keeping the rele-
vant terms necessary to have the local observable that is
the projector of the a particle type in mode 1 by adding
more terms in the monomial. The only way to make these

undesired terms go away is by either setting C
(0)
b0,c0,1

= 0

or C
(0)
b0,c′0,1

= 0. Let us consider, without loss of gener-

ality; we have done the second. We now need at least

another annihilation operator with a vanishing C
(j)
b0,c0,1

and a non-vanishing C
(j)
b0,c′0,1

such that the terms with to-

tal charge c′0 that appear in the projector of particle type
a in mode 1 can be generated.

We have seen that for each ”extra” fusion channel,
we need at least one annihilation operator that con-
tains such a term. The general construction we pro-
vide guarantees such property. However, it might not
be optimal. There may be a different grouping of the
terms such that the total number of annihilation opera-
tors per non-abelian particle is smaller. We know that
at least the number of annihilation operators needs to
be J ′ = maxk(

∑
lN

al
aak

). In the construction we present,
we obtain J =

∑
k,lN

al
ajak

−n+1 annihilation operators.
For the two most relevant non-abelian anyon families, Fi-
bonacci and Ising anyons, we have that J ′ = J ; therefore,
our construction is optimal for these important cases.

The construction is as follows. First, we fix an order in
the particle types of the anyon theory. We choose to bring
all abelian particles at the beginning of the ordering.
This fixed order defines a preferred basis for the n×nma-
trices for each particle type aj defined as (Aj)kl = Nal

ajak
.

Now to construct the J =
∑
k,lN

al
ajak

−n+1 annihilation
operators for aj we label cak,i the i’th particle type such
that cal,k = aj × ak. For the first annihilation opera-

tor of aj , we set the terms C
(0)
ak,cak,1,1

= 1 and the rest,

C
(0)
ak,cak,i,1

for i > 1, vanish. This is analogous to select-

ing the first fusion channel in each row of Aj . The choice
of the coefficients defines the first annihilation operator.

If aj is abelian, our work is over since then J = 1, and

there are no C
(0)
ak,cak,i,1

for i > 1. However, if aj is non-

abelian we need to construct the other annihilation oper-
ators. To do so, we go to the first ak0 in the ordering such
that exists a cak0

,2; so, that has more than one allowed
fusion channel when fusing aj with ak0 . Once identified,

we set C
(1)
ak,cak,1,1

= 1 for k ̸= k0, C
(1)
ak0

,cak0
,2,1

= 1, and

making all others coefficients vanish. This specification
would fix the second annihilation operator.

To produce a third annihilation operator for aj , we
would first check if there exists a cak0

,3, if it does we

would set C
(2)
ak,cak,1,1

= 1 for k ̸= k0, C
(2)
ak0

,cak0
,3,1

= 1,

and making all others coefficients vanish. Thus setting
the third annihilation operator. If cak0

,3 does not exist,
though, we then go to the next ak1 in the ordering such

that cak1
,2 exists, and we would set C

(2)
ak,cak,1,1

= 1 for

k ̸= k1, C
(2)
ak1

,cak1
,2,1

= 1, and making all others coef-

ficients vanish. Therefore we would have specified the
third annihilation operator.

To produce the mth annihilation operator, one can see
the recursive strategy we are following. Given the special
ak′ we have identified in them−1th annihilation operator

for which we have set C
(m−1)
ak,cak′ ,i,1

= 1 for i > 1, then either

cak′ ,i+1 exists or not. If it does we set C
(m)
ak,cak,1,1

= 1 for

k ̸= k′, C
(m)
ak′ ,ca

k′ ,i+1,1
= 1, and make all others coefficients

zero. However, if it does not exist, we find the next ak′′
from ak′ in the ordering such that cak′′ ,2 exists. Then,

we specify C
(m)
ak,cak,1,1

= 1 for k ̸= k′′, C
(m)
ak′′ ,ca

k′′ ,2,1
= 1,

and make all others coefficients zero.

The process terminates when cak′ ,i+1 does not exist
and there is no ak′′ further down the ordering than ak′
such that cak′′ ,2 exists. It is straightforward to check that
this will happen for the Jth term.

The above procedure fixes the annihilation operators
for each particle type aj in the first lattice site. For the
other lattice sites, we exchange the annihilation opera-
tors in position, bringing the first lattice site in-front the
others into the kth lattice site.

We would like just to make a technical remark where
the identity particle e can also be considered to have an
annihilation operator per mode (being an abelian par-
ticle). However, the identity annihilation operator can
always be expressed in terms of the other annihilation

operators of the theory. Concretely, any (αl)
(j)
k (αl)

(j)†
k

will give such annihilation operator.

Appendix B: Creation and annihilation operators
theorem

Using the construction of the anyonic annihilation op-
erators specified in Appendix A, we can prove the de-
sirable properties of the anyonic annihilation operators.
In particular, we want to ensure that with this construc-
tion, it is possible to express any local observable in a set
of lattice sites in terms of the creation and annihilation
operators of such lattice sites.

Concretely the theorem we prove is the following.

Theorem B.1. Consider a general anyon theory with n
particle types and N lattice sites. Consider a set of lattice
sites {s1, , . . . , sM} and the subsystem bipartition where
the selected sites are always in-front the other N − M
sites. Under this bipartition, any local observable in these
M sites can be written as a polynomial of the creation and
annihilation operators of these lattice sites.

Proof. To prove this general theorem, we first prove
that the statement is true for the sets of lattice sites
{1, . . . ,M}, and then we prove that that implies the
statement holds for any set of lattice sites.
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FIG. 14. Local observables in 1, . . . ,M . With ca⃗
′,d⃗′

a⃗,d⃗
=

ca⃗,d⃗
a⃗′,d⃗′

∗
∈ C.

Given the set of lattice sites {1, . . . ,M}, a local ob-
servable for the chosen bipartition has the general form
shown in Figure 14. Under this bipartition of 1 . . .M |M+
1 . . . N , we can find the elements of the candidate local al-
gebra of operators following the same procedure as in the
main paper. We see that any local observable will be an
element of the candidate local algebra of operators since
it is left invariant by local unitaries acting on the com-
plement of 1, . . . ,M . We define the operators Ôa⃗,d⃗,g as in

Figure 15. Notice that any local observable in 1, . . . ,M

can be written as a linear combination of Ô†
a⃗,d⃗,g

Ôa⃗′,a⃗′,g.

FIG. 15. Operators that generate the local observables in
1, . . . ,M

If we can express such operators Ôa⃗,d⃗ as polynomials of

the local creation and annihilation operators of the lattice

sites 1, . . . ,M then we can express any local observable
in these lattice sites as polynomials of the local creation
and annihilation operators of the lattice sites 1, . . . ,M .

Consider the annihilation operators (αl)
(j)
k for one

of the non-abelian particle types al. Notice that due
to the particle type being non-abelian, there is strictly
more than one annihilation operator associated with this

particle type. Note that we can compute (αl)
(j)
k −

(αl)
(j)
k(αl)

(0)†
k(αl)

(0)
k = (al)

bj ,cj
k , where cj = al × bj

such that is not the first in the ordering for the fu-
sion of al and bj . With this calculation, we see that
we can retrieve from polynomials of the creation and
annihilation operators all the annihilating terms that

do not appear in (αl)
(0)

k. Moreover, by now calcu-

lating (αl)
(0)

k − (αl)
(j)
k + (al)

bj ,cj
k = (al)

bj ,c0
k where

c0 = al × bj is the first allowed fusion channel between
al and bj under the fixed ordering. We can also calculate

(αl)
(0)

k −
∑
bj
(al)

bj ,c0
k =

∑
br
(al)

br,al×br
k where the sum

over bj is over the particle types bj that have more than
one allowed fusion channel with al, and the sum over br
is over the particle types br that have only one allowed
fusion channel with al: al × br.
For every br that is not an abelian particle, we have

that there will exist some particle type as such that there
is more than one allowed fusion channel ct = as × br.
Thus, the terms (as)

br,ct
k can be expressed as polynomi-

als of the creation annihilation operators for the particle
type as as we have shown before. It is easy to see that

(as)
br,ct
k (as)

br,ct
k

† ∑
br′

(al)
br′ ,al×br′
k = (al)

br,al×br
k .

After all these calculations, we can conclude that we

can express any annihilating term (aj)
b0,c0
k in terms of lo-

cal creation and annihilation operators on k, for b0 being
a non-abelian particle type. For the abelian terms, we

know we can express
∑
b (al)

b,b×al
k where the sum runs

over b being abelian particle types, in terms of the cre-
ation and annihilation operators.

Once we have these results, we are ready to see how we

can express Ôa⃗,d⃗,g in terms of (aj)
b0,c0
k and

∑
b (al)

b,b×al
k ,

for b0 non-abelian and b abelian and k ≤ M . Thus,
we would see that we can express Ôa⃗,d⃗,g in terms of the

local creation and annihilation operators in the modes
1, . . . ,M .
We can see with direct computation the following ex-

pression:

Ôa⃗,d⃗,g =

M∏
j=2

 ∑
bM−j+2
cM−j+2

[
F dM−jaM−j+2bM−j+2
g

]∗
dM−j+1cM−j+2

(aM−j+2)
bM−j+2,cM−j+2

M−j+2

 ·
∑
b1

(a1)
b1,g
1 (B1)

where d0 = a1. We can see that we can express
each term of the product in terms of the local creation

and annihilation operators. Let us start with the term∑
b1
(a1)1

b1,g we can decompose the sum between the
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sum over abelian particles plus the sum over non-abelian
particles. Each term of the non-abelian sum can be ex-
pressed in terms of the creation and annihilation opera-
tors in mode 1, so the sum of such terms is also. More-
over, we have seen how the sum over the abelian terms
is expressible in terms of the creation and annihilation
operators.

Similarly, for the terms in the product involving
the F -matrices components, we do the same decom-
position of the sum. For the non-abelian particles

bM−j+2, each term (aM−j+2)
bM−j+2,cM−j+2

M−j+2 is express-

able in terms of the creation and annihilation op-
erators, thus the linear combinations of such terms
can be expressed in terms of such local operators.
For abelian particles, it should be noted that if
bM−j+2 is abelian, [F dM−jaM−j+2bM−j+2

g ]∗dM−j+1cM−j+2

equals δcM−j+2,aM−j+2×bM−j+2
. This follows from the fact

that the F-moves for abelian particles are trivial. There-
fore the sum over the abelian particles ends up becoming∑
bM−j+2

(aM−j+2)
bM−j+2,aM−j+2×bM−j+2

M−j+2 . Thus, express-

able in terms of the local creation and annihilation oper-
ators of the mode M − j + 2.
This concludes that Ôa⃗,d⃗,g can be expressed in terms

of the creation and annihilation operators. Therefore,
any local observable in 1, . . . ,M can be expressed using
the 1, . . . ,M creation and annihilation operators. Con-
cretely, as a polynomial of such operators. Moreover,
note that our proof is constructive and that by using it,

one could find a closed expression of any observable in
terms of our local creation and annihilation operators.
All we have left now to prove the general theorem is

to use the fact that we know the theorem holds for the
set of modes 1, . . . ,M to extend it to any set of modes
s1, . . . , sM (si < si+1). Notice that i ≤ si always. We
will see that we can find a good map between the local
observables in a general set of modes s1, . . . , sM and the
local observables 1, . . . ,M .
Remember that the notion of locality is such that

the relevant modes go in-front the ancillary modes. It
is straightforward to observe that applying the unitary

transformation U =
∏M91
i=0

∏sM9i

j=M9i+1R
†
j91 j we trans-

form any local observable in the modes s1, . . . , sM to a
local observable in 1 . . .M .

UÂs1,...,sMU
† = Â1,...,M (B2)

Remember that we proved that Â1,...,M =

p((αl)
(j)
k , (αl)

(j′)†
k′), where p(·) is a polyno-

mial, and k, k′ ∈ {1, . . . ,M}. Hence, by lin-

earity and unitarity, Âs1,...,sM = U†Â1,...,MU

equals p(U†(αl)
(j)
k U,U†(αl)

(j′)†
k′U). Notice that

U† =
∏M
i=1

∏si91
j=i Rsi919j+i si9j+i, that the annihi-

lation operators in k are left invariant by unitaries
local in the set of modes that excludes k, and

that (αl)
(j)
k = V (αl)

(j)
1 V † by definition, where

V =
∏k92
j=0Rk919j k9j . Now, it is easy to see that

U†(αl)
(j)
k U =

k∏
i=1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i

M∏
i=k+1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i ·
(
(αl)

(j)
k

)
·

·

 M∏
i=k+1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i

†  k∏
i=1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i

†

, (B3)

Moreover, the unitary
∏M
i=k+1

∏si91
j=i Rsi919j+i si9j+i is local on the set of modes that do not include k, so it leaves

any creation operator invariant. Thus,

U†(αl)
(j)
k U =

k91∏
i=1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i

sk91∏
j=k

Rsk919j+k sk9j+k

 ·
(
(αl)

(j)
k

)
·

·

sk91∏
j=k

Rsk919j+k sk9j+k

† k91∏
i=1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i

†

(B4)

By the definition of (αl)
(j)
k , we see that applying the unitary action of

(∏sk91
j=k Rsk919j+k sk9j+k

)
to it it gives us

(αl)
(j)
sk

, giving:

U†(αl)
(j)
k U =

k91∏
i=1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i

(
(αl)

(j)
sk

)k91∏
i=1

si91∏
j=i

Rsi919j+i si9j+i

†

(B5)

The only thing that is just left to check is that
(∏k91

i=1

∏si91
j=i Rsi919j+i si9j+i

)
is local on the set of modes
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that does not include sk. We observe that, indeed,
the largest mode that appears in the expression is sk91,
which we know is strictly smaller than sk. There-
fore, all modes that appear in the expression are
strictly smaller than sk, making the unitary local on
the set of modes that excludes sk, thus the unitary

action leaves
(
(αl)

(j)
sk

)
invariant, giving U†(αl)

(j)
k U =

(αl)
(j)
sk

. This also proves it for the creation operators

U†(αl)
(j′)†

k′U = (αl)
(j′)†

s′k
. Therefore, we indeed see

that any local observable Âs1,...,sM in any set of modes
s1, . . . , sM can be written as a polynomial of the lo-
cal creation and annihilation operators for such set of
modes, since: Âs1,...,sM = Âs1,...,sM = U†Â1,...,MU =

p(U†(αl)
(j)
k U,U†(αl)

(j′)†
k′U) = p((αl)

(j)
sk
, (αl)

(j′)†
s′k
). This

concludes the proof of the theorem.

Appendix C: 3-anyon Fibonacci observables

We present a complete list of all observable terms lo-
cal in the 1, 2 modes of a three-mode Fibonacci anyons
model. Up to hermitian conjugation, there are nine lin-
early independent terms. In Figures 16 & 17, we show
all of them.

Notice that the expressions we show in Figures 16 &
17 are more compressed than the expressions obtained
through the reasoning in the proof of the general theo-
rem. We present these expressions because we think it
is more convenient to work with them, especially when
investigating Hamiltonians.

FIG. 16. Local observable terms in 1, 2 with global charge e,
up to hermitian conjugation

Appendix D: Fibonacci commutation relations

We have defined the Fibonacci creation and annihila-
tion operators in terms of the diagrammatic formalism
we have for non-abelian anyons. A future avenue for re-
search is to give a completely algebraic characterisation

FIG. 17. Local observable terms in 1, 2 with global charge τ ,
up to hermitian conjugation

of Fibonacci anyons. To do so, we need to specify the al-
gebraic relations the Fibonacci creation and annihilation
operators follow and which operators one can specify as
polynomials of the creation and annihilation operators
are observables.
Such a goal is quite ambitious and difficult, being out of

the scope of this publication. Nevertheless, we feel that
presenting some algebraic relations satisfied by the Fi-
bonacci creation and annihilation operators may be help-
ful to provide initial insight into such a task and help in
becoming familiar with manipulating expressions where
the creation and annihilation operators are present.
We can find the following relations for the operators of

a single mode:

(αS)
2
= 0 αSβS = βSαS = 0 αSα

†
S = βSβ

†
S (D1)

αSβ
†
SβS = αSβ

†
SαS = βSα

†
SαS = βSα

†
SβS (D2)

αSα
†
SαS = αS − βSα

†
SαS (D3)

βSβ
†
SβS = βS − αSβ

†
SβS (D4)

β†
SβS + α†

SαS + αSα
†
S + αSβ

†
SαSβ

†
S = I (D5)

Thanks to the relations above, we can see that any
single-mode annihilation and creation operator polyno-
mial reduces to a fourth-degree polynomial at most. The
algebraic relations between creation and annihilation op-
erators at different lattice sites are much more difficult
to express in simple algebraic equations. It is exciting to
see that the annihilation operators do not satisfy equa-
tions of the form αAαB = qαBαA where q is a complex
number. In fact, αAαB and αBαA have disjoint support.
We hope further work is done on studying the algebraic

characterization of non-abelian anyons.
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Appendix E: Fibonacci Fock states

We can now express any state of the canonical basis as
a well-ordered sequence of creation operators acting on
|0⟩. We present the concrete expressions for three-mode
Fibonacci anyons. The expressions for the canonical basis
are in Figure 18.

FIG. 18. Canonical basis as a Fock basis, applying the renormalised anyonic creation operators α, β to the vacuum.
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