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We explore the decoherence of the gapless/critical boundary of a topological order, through in-
teractions with the bulk reservoir of “ancilla anyons.” We take the critical boundary of the 2d toric
code as an example. The intrinsic nonlocal nature of the anyons demands the strong and weak
symmetry condition for the ordinary decoherence problem be extended to the strong or weak gauge
invariance conditions. We demonstrate that in the doubled Hilbert space, the partition function of
the boundary is mapped to two layers of the 2d critical Ising model with an inter-layer line defect
that depends on the species of the anyons causing the decoherence. The line defects associated with
the tunneling of bosonic e and m anyons are relevant, and result in long-range correlations for either
the e or m anyon respectively on the boundary in the doubled Hilbert space. In contrast, the defect
of the f anyon is marginal and leads to a line of fixed points with varying effective central charges,
and power-law correlations having continuously varying scaling dimensions. We also demonstrate
that decoherence-analogues of Majorana zero modes are localized at the spatial interface of the
relevant e and m anyon decoherence channels, which leads to a universal logarithmic scaling of the
Rényi entropy of the boundary.

— Introduction

Decoherence of a quantum many-body system de-
scribes a loss of information about a quantum state to the
environment, and is a generally expected phenomenon in
any realistic setting. Instead of thermalization, where a
system reaches thermal equilibrium with the environment
and all information is lost, examples of weak decoherence
can be considered in which a pure density matrix ρ0 be-
comes entangled with a collection of ancilla degrees of
freedom, for a finite amount of time. The reduced den-
sity matrix ρD attained by tracing out the ancilla will
be a mixed state, which encodes the loss of certainty in
ρ0. This type of weak decoherence has a basis in many
physical contexts relevant to quantum information [1–
16]. When modeling decoherence, the ancilla degrees of
freedom are often treated as local, physical qubits. In two
and higher spatial dimensions, however, there exist exotic
degrees of freedom in topologically ordered phases that
carry point-like energy density but are intrinsically non-
local, i.e., their creation operator is an extended object.
These degrees of freedom are referred to as “anyons.” In-
deed, a subsystem coupled to a topological ordered phase
may interact with the anyons in its proximate environ-
ment and experience new sources of decoherence. Hence,
it is the goal of this work to study the consequence of
decoherence through a reservoir of ancilla anyons.

As the simplest example of topological order, we will
consider the toric code model. The ground-states of the
toric code model form robust qubits that can be used to
store information [17], and decoherence in this model
has already attracted considerable interest recently. It
is understood that in two-dimensions, topological order
cannot survive under thermalization [18, 19]. However,
this is not generically the case for decoherence resulting
from short time exposures to an environment. This pro-

cess generates decoherence in the form of “errors” in this
state, and the strength of the decoherence can drive a
transition past the point at which all errors can be reli-
ably annihilated [20, 21]. Interestingly, such transitions
can be mapped to critical points in quantities of higher
Rényi index, e.g. tr

{
(ρD)2

}
, and their corresponding

statistical mechanics models [6–8].

In this work we explore the decoherence of a critical
toric code boundary mediated by anyons of the toric code
bulk. In the toric code the three anyons e,m and f have
a one-to-one correspondence with certain operators on
its critical Ising boundary, namely the spin σ, the disor-
der parameter µ, and the Majorana fermion ψ, respec-
tively. We find that distinct dechoherence channels are
generated by the tunneling of each species of anyon be-
tween the bulk and the critical boundary. Crucially, on
the boundary the anyons are conserved only weakly, and
this constrains the form of the decohered density ma-
trix ρD. The effect of the decoherence most dramatically
manifests through quantities with a higher Rényi index,
such as Z2 = tr

{
(ρD)2

}
. This quantity can be studied

analytically because it can be mapped to two layers of
the critical boundary Ising model with an inter-layer line
defect that depends on the species of anyon. Finally, we
demonstrate that analogs of non-abelian anyons are local-
ized at the spatial interface between the different classes
of anyon decoherence.

— Preparation: symmetry conditions and the
doubled Hilbert space

We first review some key points related to modeling
decoherence. We may prepare an initial pure quantum
state of our target system that has a density matrix la-
belled ρ0 = |ψ⟩⟨ψ|, where |ψ⟩ is the ground state of a
Hamiltonian H0. The decoherence process is essentially
a finite-time evolution of the target system and the an-
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cilla degrees of freedom. After the finite-time evolution,
the target system will generically be entangled with the
ancilla qubits, and tracing out the ancilla qubits will gen-
erate a (decohered) mixed state density matrix of the
target system ρD. The decohered mixed state ρD may
generically be written in terms of a decoherence channel
ε(ρ0) which maps the pure state of the target system to
a mixed state:

ρD = ε(ρ0) =
∑
m

K̂mρ0K̂
†
m. (1)

The operators {Km} are known as Kraus operators and
satisfy

∑
mKmK

†
m = 1 for any probability conserving

decoherence channel (i.e., those with no post-selection).

For our purposes it is key to distinguish strong and
weak symmetry conditions of a density matrix. If the
original state |ψ⟩ has a symmetry G, namely G|ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩,
then the density matrix has a strong (or doubled) sym-
metry condition: ρ0 = Gρ0 = ρ0G

†. This strong sym-
metry condition may be reduced to a weak (or diagonal)
symmetry condition after decoherence [1, 5, 22], if the
interaction between the target system and the environ-
ment enables symmetry charges to tunnel in-and-out of
the system while preserving overall charge conservation:

ρD = GρDG†. (2)

In our case, the source of decoherence are the ancilla
anyons and hence we must consider an additional sym-
metry distinction: anyons carry charges of a gauge group
and thus the strong and weak symmetry conditions are
extended to distinctions between strong and weak gauge
invariance. In particular, if the interaction between the
target system (the critical boundary) and the environ-
ment (the bulk topological order) enables anyon tunnel-
ing in and out of the target system, tracing out the reser-
voir of anyons of the environment will yield a mixed den-
sity matrix ρD that satisfies only a weak gauge invariance.
As we will see, the concept of weak gauge invariance is
crucial for our work and will impose strong constraints
on the form of the allowed decoherence channels.

To reveal the effects of decoherence we consider quan-
tities of higher Rényi index. As mentioned above, we will
focus on Rényi index n = 2, e.g., Z2 = tr

{
(ρD)2

}
for the

remainder of this work. To compute quantities quadratic
in the density matrix, we will make use of the Choi rep-
resentation [23, 24] which maps a density matrix to a
state on a doubled Hilbert space: ρD =

∑
m K̂mρ0K̂

†
m →

|ρD⟩⟩ = ε̂|ρ0⟩⟩ where ε̂ =
∑

m K̂m ⊗ K̂†
m, and |ρ0⟩⟩ =

|ψ⟩⊗ |ψ⟩. We note that the mapping takes a mixed state
density matrix ρD to a pure state wave function in the
doubled Hilbert space which is given by the operator ε̂
acting on two copies of |ψ⟩ [5, 7]. Importantly, the state
|ρD⟩⟩ has norm ⟨⟨ρD|ρD⟩⟩ = tr

{
(ρD)2

}
, and expecta-

tion values of local operators Ô computed in Z2 become

FIG. 1. Toric code defined in the bulk, with As on plaque-
ttes s (green) and Bs′ on plaquettes s′ (orange). The crit-
ical boundary Hamiltonian H0 = −

∑
u odd∈bdry XuXu+x̂ −∑

u even∈bdry ZuZu+x̂ is shown by the red and blue bars.

Upon introducing qubits (σ) on the s plaquettes and en-
forcing Bs′ = 1, the bulk Hamiltonian is dual to a para-
magnet Htc = −

∑
s σ

x
s while the boundary Hamiltonian

is dual to H0 = −
∑

v σ
z
vσ

z
v+2x̂ −

∑
v σ

x
v . An extra Zee-

man term coupling, Z, on the boundary will enable the e
anyon to tunnel in-and-out from the bulk and is dual to
−
∑

v σ
z
vσ

z
v−ŷ−x̂ −

∑
σz
vσ

z
v−ŷ+x̂. The index v labels a ver-

tex on the boundary of the dual lattice.

quantum expectation values of the state |ρD⟩⟩:

tr
{
ÔρDÔ′ρD

}
= ⟨⟨ρD|Ô ⊗ Ô′|ρD⟩⟩. (3)

— Decoherence through the e and m anyons
Our target system is the critical boundary of the toric

code topological order. We will first construct an explicit
lattice model for the decoherence of the critical bound-
ary generated by tunneling of the e anyons. Consider
the square lattice having qubits on its vertices and its
(smooth) boundary. The bulk Hamiltonian for the toric
code is

Htc = −
∑
s

As −
∑
s′

Bs′ . (4)

Here As =
∏

u∈sXu and Bs′ =
∏

u∈s′ Zu with s,s′ label-
ing the two different types of checkerboard plaquettes of
the square lattice and u labeling the vertices as shown in
Fig. 1. In this representation, the e anyons andm anyons
both live on plaquettes and correspond to As = −1 and
Bs′ = −1 excitations respectively. Our target system
will be a critical Ising model in 1d (one spatial dimen-
sion) on the boundary. The Hamiltonian of this model
(also shown in Fig. 1) is

H0 = −
∑

u odd∈bdry

XuXu+x̂ −
∑

u even∈bdry

ZuZu+x̂. (5)

The boundary XuXu+x̂ and ZuZu+x̂ terms are the
boundary e and m anyon densities respectively.
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We aim to turn on interactions which tunnel e anyons
between the bulk and the boundary. To accomplish
this we introduce a Zeeman field HZee = −

∑
u∈bdry Zu

along the boundary. This term anticommutes with both
the e anyon terms in the bulk (As) and the boundary
(XuXu+x̂). In other words, this Zeeman field enables
e anyon tunneling between the boundary and the bulk,
while the combined bulk-boundary system still conserves
the number of e anyons. After tracing out the bulk, the e
anyons are conserved only weakly on the boundary which
constrains the form of ρD.

To elucidate the expected form of the decoherence
on the boundary, it is useful to represent the bound-
ary Hamiltonian in a more standard form. The local
Gauss’ law Bs′ = 1,∀s′, constrains the density of m
anyons to vanish and can be enforced after turning on
the Zeeman field on the boundary. In the fashion of the
standard Ising duality in 2d, every s-type plaquette (ver-
tex of the dual lattice) now supports qubits denoted by
σ, for which Zu is represented as the product of its two
neighboring σz operators. That is, Zu∈bulk = σz

s1σ
z
s2

with (s1, s2) being nearest-neighbors on the dual lat-
tice on link u, and likewise for Zu∈bdry = σz

sσ
z
v but

with v specifically labelling a vertex on the boundary
of the dual lattice. As illustrated in Fig. 1, Eq. 5 is
mapped to H0 = −

∑
v σ

z
vσ

z
v+2x̂ −

∑
v σ

x
v while the bulk

toric code Eq. 4 is mapped to a trivial paramagnet, i.e.
Htc = −

∑
s σ

x
s . The Zeeman field enters as an Ising in-

teraction that couples the critical boundary and the para-
magnetic bulk, HZee = −

∑
v σ

z
vσ

z
v−ŷ−x̂ −

∑
σz
vσ

z
v−ŷ+x̂.

After this mapping the expectation value of an e anyon
Wilson line having endpoints on the boundary reduces to
the two-point function of σz

v operators at the endpoints.

Upon tracing out the degrees of freedom other than
the qubits σx on the boundary, ρD takes the form of
a decoherence channel in Eq. 1 acting on ρ0 = |ψ⟩⟨ψ|
(the pure, ground state density matrix of the critical
Ising model [25]). The form of the Zeeman field inter-
action constrains that the local decoherence channel at
each boundary site v is well-modeled by:

εv(ρ0) = (1− p)ρ0 + pσz
vρ0σ

z
v , (6)

where p ∈ [0, 1] is a probability. The full decohered
density matrix is given by the composition of the lo-
cal decoherence channels: ρD ∼ ⊗vεv(ρ0). Intuitively,
like the anyons, σz

v is not a gauge invariant object, and
σz
v → −σz

v is part of a gauge redundancy. Since we en-
abled e anyon tunneling between the boundary and the
bulk, the boundary should have only a weak gauge in-
variance, hence Eq. 6 is only invariant under σz → −σz

on both sides simultaneously.

In the doubled Hilbert space formalism, the density
matrix ρD is mapped to a state |ρD⟩⟩ in the doubled
Hilbert space. For the decoherence channel in Eq. 6 act-
ing on ρ0 (the density matrix of the critical Ising ground

FIG. 2. a) Two copies of the critical Ising model, with an
inter-layer defect along the red line that couples the spins
of each layer together of −g′

∑
τ=0 σiσ̃i (Eq. 7). b) In the

doubled Hilbert space, Z2 = tr
{

(ρDem)2
}

for the em-kink is
equivalent to two cylinder partition functions of a compact
boson with a π

2
domain wall on the boundary.

state), the decohered density matrix state is

|ρD⟩⟩ ∼
∏
v

(
1 +

p

1− p
σz
v ⊗ σz

v

)
|ρ0⟩⟩ ∼ eg

∑
v σz

v⊗σz
v |ρ0⟩⟩

where g = arctanh( p
1−p ). The decoherence operator

ε̂ = eg
∑

v σz
v⊗σz

v represents the coupling between the
two copies of the critical Ising boundary. We can now
map the partition function for Rényi index n = 2,
Z2 = tr

{
(ρD)2

}
= tr

{
e2g

∑
v σz

v⊗σz
v |ρ0⟩⟩⟨⟨ρ0|

}
to a 2d

statistical mechanics model, i.e., the partition function
of two copies of the Ising model at the critical tempera-
ture and an inter-layer defect of coupling strength g′ ∼ g
on a line. The classical Hamiltonian of this model is

βH = βH0 − g′
∑
τ=0

σiσ̃i,

with βH0 = −Jc
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σiσj − Jc
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σ̃iσ̃j , (7)

where the index i = (x, τ) labels the vertex of the 2d
square lattice. The direction τ can be interpreted as Eu-
clidean time. The defect is on the line τ = 0, and the
spins σ and σ̃ are the spins on each of the two layers
(which are mapped from σz

v ⊗ 1 and 1⊗ σz
v in the quan-

tum model respectively). This line defect represented by
the term −g′

∑
τ=0 σiσ̃i explicitly breaks the doubled Z2

symmetries of the two layers down to the diagonal sub-
group Zdiag

2 : σ, σ̃ → −σ,−σ̃.
For two layers of the Ising CFT, the dimension of the

σσ̃ operator is ∆σσ̃ = 1
4 , hence g

′ is strongly relevant.
Under bosonization, two copies of Ising CFT are mapped
to a single compact boson ϕ ∼ ϕ+2π, with the identifica-
tion −g′

∫
dxσ(x, 0)σ̃(x, 0) ∼ −g′

∫
dx cos(ϕ(x, 0)) along

the defect. A relevant g′ will pin ϕ = 0 at the defect,
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and effectively cut the system into two halves. As shown
in Ref. [26], for each side of the system, ϕ = 0 corre-
sponds to the ferromagnetic boundary condition which
exhibits long range-order of σz [27]. The long-range or-
der of the spins σz (i.e., in the doubled Hilbert space
tr{σz

vρ
Dσz

v′ρD}, tr{σz
vσ

z
v′(ρD)2} → const) has the inter-

pretation as long-range order of the e anyon Wilson line
correlation functions. One can also verify that, under
the decoherence from tunneling e anyons, the m anyon
correlation function becomes short-ranged. In a sense,
the effects of decoherence in the doubled Hilbert space
are “strong” as g′ (which depends on p in Eq. 6) flows to
infinity.

The construction of the lattice model for decoherence
from m anyon tunneling between bulk and boundary
is similar to what we have discussed for the e anyon
case. Instead of the Zeeman field, a transverse field
HTF = −

∑
uXu is turned on along the boundary to

induce m anyon tunneling. Indeed, this term violates
both bulk and boundary m anyon conservation sepa-
rately, while the m anyon remains conserved in the entire
system. After tracing out the bulk, the resulting decoher-
ence channel will be the Kramers-Wannier dual of Eq. 6.
Consequently, this new decoherence channel drives long-
range order of the (doubled pair of) disorder parameters
µ(x, τ) and µ̃(x, τ), i.e., long-range correlation of the m
anyons, but short-range correlation of the e anyons.

— Decoherence through the f anyon
The f fermion in toric code is the fusion of an e anyon

and an m anyon, and carries the gauge charge of both
anyons. Analogously, in the critical Ising model, the fu-
sion of a spin and a domain wall is a Majorana fermion,
which is essentially inherited from the f fermion of the
toric code. Without making direct reference to a lattice
model, the resulting local decoherence channel is con-
strained by weak gauge invariance conditions to be of
the form

ϵv(ρ0) = (1− p)ρ0 + pσz
vµ

z
vρ0σ

z
vµ

z
v, (8)

where ρD ∼ ⊗vεv(ρ0). The density matrix state in the
doubled Hilbert space is

|ρD⟩⟩ ∼ eg
∑

v σz
vµ

z
v⊗σz

vµ
z
v |ρ0⟩⟩. (9)

The resulting decoherence can be most conveniently stud-
ied by bosonizing two copies of the critical Ising CFT to
one compact boson, as mentioned above, under the fol-
lowing prescription

σ(x, τ)σ̃(x, τ) → cos(ϕ(x, τ)),
µ(x, τ)µ̃(x, τ) → sin(ϕ(x, τ)),

E(x, τ) + Ẽ(x, τ) → cos(2ϕ(x, τ)), (10)

where E and Ẽ are the energy density operators
which tune the sytsem away from Ising criticality.
The partition function of two copies of the Ising

CFT becomes the Euclidean time path integral for
the boson Z2 ∼

∫
Dϕ e−S0 , S0 = 1

2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕ)2.

Decoherence enters as an inter-layer line defect ∼
−g′

∫
dxσ(x, 0)µ(x, 0)σ̃(x, 0)µ̃(x, 0), and is mapped to

the bosonized defect

Sdefect = −g′
∫

dx sin(2ϕ(x, 0)). (11)

The total action is S = S0 + Sdefect, and the Kramers-
Wannier duality of both Ising CFTs corresponds to the
ϕ → π

2 − ϕ. We note that Sdefect is invariant under the
doubled duality transformation, as it should be. Also,
since cos(ϕ) and sin(ϕ) both have scaling dimension ∆ =
1
4 at Ising criticality, sin(2ϕ) has scaling dimension ∆ =
1, making Sdefect exactly marginal.

To simplify Sdefect we perform the rotation ϕ → ϕ +
π/4, which makes Sdefect ∼ −g′

∫
dx cos(2ϕ). This op-

erator is simply identified as E(x) + Ẽ(x) from Eq. 10.
Helpfully, the problem of a defect line of cos(2ϕ(x)) at
τ = 0 corresponds to another problem that has recently
been studied: what happens to a 1d Ising critical wave
function when one weakly measures the transverse field
[8, 9]. This marginal defect leads to two consequences:
(1) it gives the system an effective central charge, which
we elaborated upon in the SM, and (2) it changes the
scaling dimension of σ(x, τ)σ̃(x, τ) and µ(x, τ)µ̃(x, τ) to

∆σσ̃ = ∆µµ̃ =
4

π2
arctan2

(
e−2|g′|

)
. (12)

While the two-point functions of the bound state opera-
tors σ(x, τ)σ̃(x, τ) and µ(x, τ)µ̃(x, τ) remain power-law
correlated, the spin and disorder parameter two-point
functions, in the same layer, individually are rendered
short-range (please refer to the SM).

— The interface of e- and m-decoherence

The boundary of topological order can host exotic zero
dimensional defects. For example, the domain-wall be-
tween an e and m condensed region of the boundary of
toric code can host a Majorana zero mode, which is non-
abelian, even though all bulk anyons are abelian. This
phenomenon also has an analog in our decoherence prob-
lem. We can consider a scenario of decoherence through
the e anyons on half the critical boundary, and decoher-
ence via m anyons on the other half; a geometry that we
refer to as the em-kink. To illustrate, we place the toric
code and its critical boundary on a large semi-infinite
cylinder of circumference L (i.e., L → ∞). In this cylin-
drical geometry, there is an em-kink at the origin of the
boundary and another one a distance L/2 away on the
boundary. As we will demonstrate, this em-kink endows
the second Rényi entropy with a universal logarithmic
scaling, where the coefficient is proportional to twice the
scaling dimension of an operator which is analogous to a
pair of Majorana zero modes.

The decoherence channel corresponding to the em-kink
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takes the following form:

εv(ρ0) ∼

{
(1− p)ρ0 + pσz

vρ0σ
z
v L/2 > v > 0

(1− p)ρ0 + pµz
vρ0µ

z
v −L/2 < v < 0.

(13)

This is an exotic decoherence channel which is achieved
by leveraging that ancilla anyons can entangle with mu-
tually non-local degrees of freedom of the boundary, i.e.,
both e and m anyons can tunnel in their respective re-
gions. We aim to compute the 2nd Renyi entropy of the
decohered boundary with the two em-kinks,

Fem−kink = − log

(
tr
{
(ρDem)2

}
tr{(ρDe )2}

)
. (14)

Here, ρDem ∼ ⊗vεv(ρ0) is the density matrix under deco-
herence in Eq. 13, while ρDe is generated by dechoherence
in Eq. 6. Using bosonization, tr

{
(ρDem)2

}
is mapped to

the partition function of two layers of the Ising CFT on
an infinite cylinder of circumference L in the spatial di-
rection, with an inter-layer defect. The inter-layer defect
is bosonized as

Sdefect = −g′
0∫

−L/2

dx sin(ϕ(x, 0))

− g′
L/2∫
0

dx cos(ϕ(x, 0)). (15)

This defect is relevant and pins the compact boson to ϕ =
π
2 for L/2 > x > 0, and pins ϕ = 0 for −L/2 < x < 0.
This effectively cuts the connection of the compact boson
between the two sides of the defect, and hence results in
two compact bosons on the semi-infinite cylinder. Fur-
thermore, on each cap of the semi-infinite cylinder there
is a π

2 domain wall between the ϕ = 0 and the ϕ = π
2

boundary conditions, and another opposite domain wall
at a distance L/2 away at the other kink, as shown in
Fig. 2b. Hence an em-kink in the decoherence problem
is equivalent to a π

2 domain wall on the boundary of the
two compact bosons with boundary condition ϕ = 0.

Hence, we have reduced or problem to studying the
class of boundary operators called boundary condi-
tion changing operators (BCCOs) for a given conformal
boundary condition of a CFT. For the compact boson
CFT, there are primary BCCOs B̂x(α, β) at position x
on the boundary that take a generic Dirichlet bound-
ary condition α to another one, β. For the purposes of
our discussion, they may be regarded as the creation or
annihilation operators of domain walls on the boundary
of the cylinder. The quantity tr{(ρDem)2}/ tr

{
(ρDe )2

}
is

mapped to the square of the correlation function of BC-
COs ⟨B̂x=0(0,

π
2 )B̂x=L/2(

π
2 , 0)⟩. This constrains the free

energy Eq. 14 to take the following form

Fem−kink = − log

〈
B̂x=0

(
0,
π

2

)
B̂x=L/2

(π
2
, 0
)〉2

,

∼ −4∆B̂ log

(
L

2

)
. (16)

In this expression, ∆B̂ is the dimension of the BCCOs

B̂x(0,
π
2 ). The dimension of a generic BCCO B̂x(α, β) has

been computed in Ref. [26] for ∆ϕ the smallest distance
between β and α on the unit-circle, as

∆B̂ =
1

2

(
∆ϕ

π

)2

. (17)

For the case here, we have ∆B̂ = 1
8 , such that

Fem− kink ∼ − 1
2 log

(
L
2

)
. Hence, the operators

B̂x(0,
π
2 ), B̂x(

π
2 , 0) are analogous to a pair of distinct Ma-

jorana zero modes. We present additional discussion of
the calculation in the SM, which may also be found in
the appendix of Ref. [26].
— Summary and discussion
In this work, we discussed the mixed state density ma-

trix of the critical boundary of a toric code model after
allowing decoherence caused by different types of anyons
tunneling into/from the bulk. The anyons play the same
role as the reservoir of ancilla qubits in conventional de-
coherence approaches. The mixed state density matrix is
mapped to a pure quantum state in the doubled Hilbert
space, and anyon decoherence generates an interlayer line
defect of two copies of the 2d classical Ising CFT. The
type of the line defect depends on the anyon type that
causes the decoherence, and can lead to different results.
We were able to use techniques and results of from

previous studies on the boundary of the Ising CFT to
calculate the second Reńyi entropy. Futhermore, we find
that the physics here is far richer than decoherence on a
physical quantum Ising chain generated by entangling it
with ordinary ancilla qubits. For example, the ordinary
ancilla qubits can entangle with the Ising spin σz or the
transverse field σx of the quantum Ising chain, but not
with the disorder parameter, or the ψ Majorana fermion,
as these are nonlocal objects of the Ising chain. Hence,
anyon decoherence opens the gate to a much broader
playground of systems that need only obey weak gauge
invariance when decohering.
Our study can be naturally extended to the anyon-

decohered gapless boundary of other topological orders.
In recent years, the symmetry of a boundary of topolog-
ical order has been systematically shown to inherit from
the conservation and fusion rules of anyons in the topo-
logical bulk. These symmetries are generally referred to
as “categorical symmetry” [28, 29] and we expect that the
strong and weak categorical symmetry conditions could
serve as a general guiding principle for future studies.
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Appendix A: Weak measurement; scaling dimensions and effective central charge for f anyon tunneling in
Toric Code

It is useful to review the decoherence channel associated with direct weak measurement of the transverse field in
the critical Ising model. This problem has been studied in the context of decoherence physics before (see Ref. [8, 9]).
In our problem, this type of decoherence involves directly weakly measuring the gauge-invariant charge σx

v . We can

also allow for the option of post-selection of the charge on the defect line directly with projectors P± =
( 1±σx

v

2

)
εv(ρ0) = (1− p+ − p−)ρ0 + p+P+ρ0P+ + p−P−ρP−. (18)

we have allowed for post-selection of the measurement result of σx. This decoherence channel has a nice interpretation
as the following random measurement protocol performed on every vertex, where we take one of three potential actions:
1) we make no measurement with probability 1− p+ − p−, 2) we measure a charge σx

v = 1 with probability p+, and
3) we measure no charge σx

v = −1 with probability p−. In the case that p+ = p−, corresponds to no post-selection
at all as there is an equal probability to find either σx

v = 1 or σx
v = −1. Note that we could not have measured the

anyons on the boundary directly, as they both carry gauge charge. The decohered state in the doubled Hilbert space
and the corresponding 2d statistical mechanics model is

|ρD⟩⟩ ∼ e
(g+−g−)

2

∑
v 1⊗σx

v+σx
v⊗1+

g++g−
2

∑
v σx

v⊗σx
v |ρ0⟩⟩ (19)

⇒ βH = βH0 − g′
∑
x

σx,0σv,1 − g′
∑
x

σ̃x,0σ̃x,1 − g′′
∑
x

σx,0σx,1σ̃x,0σ̃x,1. (20)

with g± = log
( 1−p∓
1−p+−p−

)
, g′ ∼ g+ − g−, g

′′ ∼ g+ + g− and H0 given in the main text. It is useful to remind ourselves

that the vertices of this 2d model are labeled by (x, τ).

The first two defects with coupling g′ are intra-layer defects. They correspond to a ladder of links of the Ising model,
on which the nearest-neighbor Ising interaction is decreased from −Jc to −Jc − g′. In the Ising CFT language, this

corresponds to a line defect of the energy density operator ∼ −g′
∫
dx

(
E(x, 0) + Ẽ(x, 0)

)
, which is exactly marginal.

The second defect with coupling g′′ corresponds to a inter-layer defect which couples these two lines together. At
best, this inter-layer defect can only renormalize the coupling g′ in the continuum; any other possible terms that arise
from it will be irrelevant. Consequently, the continuum version of Eq. 20 is equivalent to two copies of the Ising CFT
with an energy density defect line. In bosonization, the energy line defect is

Sdefect = −g′
∫

dx cos(2ϕ(x, 0)). (21)

The energy density line defect in the Ising CFT is an old problem (for example, see Refs. [30–32] among many others).
The conformal boundary conditions for the folded theory, the dimensions of all primary operators, defect entropies
and the effective entanglement entropy are all known [9, 26]. In particular, the dimension of the spins and disorder
parameters in each layer is

∆σ = ∆σ̃ =
2

π2
arctan2(e−2g′

), (22)

∆µ = ∆µ̃ =
2

π2
arctan2(e2g

′
). (23)

The two layers are completely decoupled in this problem. In bosonization, σ(x, 0)σ̃(x, 0) → cos(ϕ(x, 0)) and
µ(x, 0)µ̃(x, 0) → sin(ϕ(x, 0)). As such, the dimension of these vertex operators in the bosonic theory are just given by
twice the above equations, respectively. Lastly, the entanglement entropy retains its critical scaling, SEE(ℓ) ∼ ceff

3 log ℓ
(ℓ is the length of the chosen subsystem), but now with an effective central charge that decreases with the measurement
strength

ceff(g
′) = − 6

π2
{[(1 + s) log(1 + s) + (1− s) log(1− s)] log(s) + (1 + s)Li2(−s) + (1− s)Li2(s)} (24)

for s = 1/(cosh(4g′)). This value is twice the result in Ref. [9] as we have two copies of the energy density line defect
problem.
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As explained in the main text, the effect of fermion decoherence in the doubled Hilbert space problem is the
introduction of the line defect Sdefect = −g′

∫
dx sin(2ϕ(x, 0)). This is related to Eq. 21 by the U(1) transformation

ϕ→ ϕ+ π
4 . This takes this ⟨σ(x, 0)σ̃(x, 0)σ(x

′, 0)σ̃(x′, 0)⟩ = ⟨cos(ϕ(x, 0)) cos(ϕ(x′, 0))⟩ correlation to the following

⟨cos(ϕ(x, 0)) cos(ϕ(x′, 0))⟩ −→ ∼ ⟨[cos(ϕ(x, 0))− sin(ϕ(x, 0))][cos(ϕ(x′, 0))− sin(ϕ(x′, 0))]⟩,

= ⟨cos(ϕ(x, 0)) cos(ϕ(x′, 0))⟩+ ⟨sin(ϕ(x, 0)) sin(ϕ(x′, 0))⟩. (25)

The cross terms necessarily vanish as they are odd under reflection symmetry of the boson, ϕ → −ϕ which Eq. 21
preserves. Hence the scaling dimension of ∆σσ̃, is

∆σσ̃ = min

{
4

π2
arctan2(e−2g′

),
4

π2
arctan2(e2g

′
)

}
=

4

π2
arctan2(e−2|g′|), (26)

which is Eq. 12. A similar calculation shows that ∆µµ̃ is also given by Eq. 12. Lastly, because the Sdefect =
−g′

∫
dx sin(2ϕ(x, 0)) is related to Eq. 21 by a U(1) transformation, they have the same partition function: the

entanglement entropy of each theory must be the same and hence the same effective central charge given in Eq. 24.

Appendix B: Calculation of short-range correlation functions for f anyon tunneling in Toric Code

Here, we will compute spin and disorder parameter correlation functions (e.g. ⟨σvσv′⟩) under f fermion decoherence,
and show that they are short-range. Recall that the pertinant decoherence channel is εv(ρ0) = (1−p)ρ0+pσz

vµ
z
vρ0σ

z
vµ

z
v.

The disorder parameter µz
v =

∏
u<v σ

x
u creates, or annihilates, a domain wall. The decohered density matrix ρD ∼

⊗vεv(ρ0) in the doubled Hilbert space formalism is mapped to the state

|ρD⟩⟩ ∼ eg
∑

v σz
vµ

z
v⊗σ̃z

v µ̃
z
v |ρ0⟩⟩. (27)

The state |ρ0⟩⟩ = |ψ⟩ ⊗ |ψ⟩, is two copies of the critical Ising model ground-state. We will keep the tensor product
implicit from here on out to simplify notation. The critical Ising model can be mapped to a model of free Majorana
fermions via the Jordan-Wigner transformation. As stated in the main text, the required mapping between spin
operators and fermion operator for two copies of the critical Ising model are as follows:

σz
v ∼ eiπ

∑
u<v c†ucu(c†v + cv) and µ

z
v ∼ eiπ

∑
u<v c†ucu

σ̃z
v ∼ κeiπ

∑
u<v a†

uau(a†v + av) and µ̃
z
v ∼ eiπ

∑
u<v a†

uau . (28)

The fermions av, cv for each Ising model obey the standard anticommutation relations. The Klein factor κ appears in
order to enforce that the fermionic representations of the spins and disorder parameters obey the correct commutation

relations. It is nothing but the Z2 Ising charge of one of the critical Ising models, κ =
∏

v σ
x
v = eiπ

∑
v c†vcv . Note that

c†v + cv and eiπc
†
vcv anticommute. This may be checked by using the fact that eiπc

†
vcv = 1+(eiπ −1)c†vcv = 1−2c†vcv =

(c†v + cv)(c
†
v − cv), and that (c†v + cv) and (c†v − cv) also mutually anticommute. The Klein factor is important because

it enforces that the representation of spin operators in terms of fermions have the correct commutation relations. The
state |ρD⟩⟩ becomes in terms of fermions

|ρD⟩⟩ ∼ eg
∑

v(c
†
v+cv)(a

†
v+av)κ|ρ0⟩⟩. (29)

The operator ε̂ = eg
∑

v(c
†
v+cv)(a

†
v+av)κ is Hermitian (as required) due to the inclusion of the Klein factor as well. We

aim to compute ⟨σz
vσ

z
v′⟩ = ⟨⟨ρD|σz

vσ
z
v′ |ρD⟩⟩

⟨⟨ρD|ρD⟩⟩ . Note that the spin operator does not commute with a number of terms on

the order of the system size. As a result, we cannot reliably compute ⟨σz
vσ

z
v′⟩ as the spin-spin correlation function in

Z2 = tr
{
(ρD)2

}
by commuting it with ε̂, ε̂†. To compute this correlation function, we must genuinely evaluate the

expectation value in |ρD⟩⟩. In what follows, we take v′ ≥ v without loss of generality. The numerator can be written
in terms of fermions as

⟨⟨ρD|σz
vσ

z
v′ |ρD⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨ρ0|e

g
∑
u
(c†u+cu)(a

†
u+au)κ

(c†v + cv)e
iπ

∑
v≤w<v′

c†wcw

(c†v′ + cv′)e
g
∑
u
(c†u+cu)(a

†
u+au)κ

|ρ0⟩⟩
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As |ρ0⟩⟩ is the ground-state of two copies of the critical Ising model, it is symmetric under both Z2 Ising symmetries:
this implies that |ρ0⟩⟩ satisfies κ|ρ0⟩⟩ = |ρ0⟩⟩. The Klein factor also squares to one, which lends to the identity

[(c†j + cj)(a
†
j + aj)κ]

2 = 1. From this, the action of the operator ε̂ on |ρ0⟩⟩ can be seen to be

e
g
∑
u
(c†u+cu)(a

†
u+au)κ

|ρ0⟩⟩ =
∏
u

[cosh(g) + sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)]|ρ0⟩⟩, (30)

⇒ ⟨⟨ρ0|e
g
∑
u
(c†u+cu)(a

†
u+au)κ

= ⟨⟨ρ0|
∏
u

[cosh(g)− sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)]. (31)

The numerator of the spin-spin correlation function becomes the following product:

⟨⟨ρD|σz
vσ

z
v′ |ρD⟩⟩

= ⟨⟨ρ0|
∏
u

[cosh(g)− sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)](c

†
v + cv)e

iπ
∑

v≤w<v′
c†wcw

(c†v′ + cv′)
∏
u

[cosh(g) + sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)]|ρ0⟩⟩

= cosh(2g)
N−|v−v′|−1

×⟨⟨ρ0|
∏

v≤u≤v′

[cosh(g)− sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)](c

†
v + cv)e

iπ
∑

v≤w<v′
c†wcw

(c†v′ + cv′)
∏

v≤u≤v′

[cosh(g) + sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)]|ρ0⟩⟩

In the last line, for u > v′ and u < v, every factor of [cosh(g)−sinh(g)(c†u+cu)(a
†
u+au)] on the left has been commuted

all the way to the right in the expectation value. The cosh(2g) prefactor comes from [cosh(g)− sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u +

au)][cosh(g) + sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)] = cosh2(g) + sinh2(g) = cosh(2g). Another factor of cosh(2g) is attained by

performing this maneuver for [cosh(g) − sinh(g)(c†v + cv)(a
†
v + av)]. However, this is not the case for the remaining

terms. We see that

[cosh(g)− sinh(g)(c†v′ + cv′)(a†v′ + av′)](c†v + cv)e
iπ

∑
v≤w<v′

c†wcw

(c†v′ + cv′)

= (c†v + cv)e
iπ

∑
v≤w<v′

c†wcw

(c†v′ + cv′)[cosh(g) + sinh(g)(c†v′ + cv′)(a†v′ + av′)]

and lastly for v < u < v′:

[cosh(g)− sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)](c

†
v + cv)e

iπ
∑

v≤w<v′
c†wcw

(c†v′ + cv′)

= (c†v + cv)e
iπ

∑
v≤w<v′

c†wcw

(c†v′ + cv′)[cosh(g) + sinh(g)(c†u + cu)(a
†
u + au)].

The numerator of the correlation function reduces to

= cosh(2g)
N−|v−v′|⟨⟨ρ0|(c†v + cv)e

iπ
∑

v≤k<v′
c†kck

(c†v′ + cv′)
∏

v<u≤v′
[1 + 2 sinh(g) cosh(g)(c†u + cu)(a

†
u + au)]|ρ0⟩⟩. (32)

In terms of fermions a, c, the Ising model is a free theory and Wick’s theorem holds. This is true even though the
Hamiltonian is not diagonal in this basis, of course. All the terms with an odd number of a’s must vanish by symmetry,
and every remaining term except one will involve products of contractions two a†j + aj fermions, i.e. products of the

Majorana fermion two-point functions ⟨⟨ρ0|(a†u + au)(a
†
u + au′)|ρ0⟩⟩. This correlation function necessarily vanishes in

the critical Ising model when u ̸= u′. This is a standard identity (see e.g. Ref. [33]), but one can verify this explicitly by
diagonalizing the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes form of the Ising model Hamiltonian and computing ⟨ψ|(a†u+au)(a†u+au′)|ψ⟩
in terms of the resulting Majoranas. There is only one non-vanishing contribution yielding

⟨σz
vσ

z
v′⟩ = cosh(2g)

−|v−v′|⟨⟨ρ0|(c†v + cv)e
iπ

∑
v≤k<v′

c†kck

(c†v′ + cv′)|ρ0⟩⟩,
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= cosh(2g)
−|v−v′|⟨⟨ρ0|σz

vσ
z
v′ |ρ0⟩⟩,

∼ cosh(2g)
−|v−v′|

|v − v′|1/4
. (33)

Due to the cosh(g)
−|v−v′|

term this is short-ranged. Of course, the spin-spin correlation function on the other layer
⟨σ̃z

v σ̃
z
v′⟩ must take the same form. One can see that Eq. 27 is invariant under Kramers-Wannier duality implying that

this is also true for ⟨µz
vµ

z
v′⟩ and ⟨µ̃z

vµ̃
z
v′⟩.

Appendix C: Calculation of the dimension of BCCOs B̂x(α, β) in the compact boson

In this section, we compute the scaling dimension of the BCCO B̂x(α, β). This calculation can also be found in the
appendix of Ref. [26], but we include it to be self-contained. The two-point function of the BCCO is

〈
B̂x=0(β, α)B̂x=ℓ(α, β)

〉
=

∫
ϕ(x∈[0,ℓ],τ=0)=α
ϕ(x ̸∈[0,ℓ],τ=0)=β

Dϕ e− 1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕ)2

/ ∫
ϕ(x,τ=0)=β

Dϕ e− 1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕ)2 , (34)

=

∫
ϕ(x∈[0,ℓ],τ=0)=α−β
ϕ(x ̸∈[0,ℓ],τ=0)=0

Dϕ e− 1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕ)2

/ ∫
ϕ(x,τ=0)=0

Dϕ e− 1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕ)2 . (35)

In the second line, we’ve exploited the U(1) symmetry of the compact boson to shift ϕ→ ϕ−β so that the correlation
function only depends on the difference of phases α − β. The compact boson now satisfies the following boundary
conditions:

ϕ(x, 0) =

{
α− β x ∈ [0, ℓ]

0 x ̸∈ [0, ℓ]
(36)

ϕ(x, τ → ∞) = 0. (37)

We decompose the field into two pieces ϕ(x, τ) = ϕ̃(x, τ) + ϕcl,n(x, τ). The ϕ̃(x, τ) is fluctuating compact boson with
uniform boundary conditions ϕ(x, 0) = 0, ϕ(x, τ → ∞) = 0 while ϕcl,n obeys Eq. 36 and the equation of motion,
∂2ϕcl,n = 0. Since ϕ is compact, the path integral must be invariant under shifting of the boundary conditions by 2π.
To incorporate this periodicity, different windings of the boundary conditions must be summed over. This is achieved
by the solution

ϕcl,n(x, τ) =
α− β + 2πn

π

(
arctan

τ

x− ℓ
− arctan

τ

x

)
. (38)

where n is summed over all integers in the path integral. With this, the BCCO correlation function reduces to

〈
B̂x=0(β, α)B̂x=ℓ(α, β)

〉
=

∞∑
n=−∞

e−
1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕcl,n)

2

∫
ϕ(x,τ=0)=0

Dϕ̃ e− 1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕ̃)2+2∂ϕ̃·∂ϕcl,n

/ ∫
ϕ(x,τ=0)=0

Dϕ e− 1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕ)2 ,(39)

=

∞∑
n=−∞

e−
1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕcl,n)

2

. (40)

The cross term in the exponential vanishes from integrating by parts and using the fact that ϕcl,n solves the equation

of motion. The integral 1
2π

∫
d2x (∂ϕcl,n)

2 can be computed using a UV cutoff a as (α−β+2πn)2

π2 log ℓ
a . Hence at large

ℓ, this correlation function scales as ⟨B̂x=0(β, α)B̂x=ℓ(α, β)⟩ ∼ ℓ−2∆B̂ , where ∆B̂ is the value of (α−β+2πn)2

π2 that
dominates the sum in in Eq. 40, that is

∆B̂ = min
n∈Z

1

2

(
α− β + 2πn

π

)2

=
1

2

(
∆ϕ

π

)2

, (41)
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where ∆ϕ ≤ π is the smallest distance between α and β on the circle, ∆ϕ = min{(α − β) mod 2π, 2π − (α − β)
mod 2π}.

Appendix D: Majorana zero modes, e-kinks, m-kinks, and fusion

In the em-kink problem, the BCCOs B̂x(0,
π
2 ), B̂x(

π
2 , 0) have scaling dimension and spin ∆B̂ = s = 1

8 , and are
analogous to a pair of two distinct Majorana zero modes. This interpretation is simplest to make in the original inter-

layer defect problem in two layers of the Ising CFT. The defect is ∼ −g′
∫ L/2

0
dxσ(x, 0)σ̃(x, 0)−g′

∫ 0

−L/2
µ(x, 0)µ̃(x, 0),

which has the following two effects upon flowing to the IR

(1): The L/2 > x > 0 piece of the defect ∼ −g′
∫ L/2

0
dxσ(x, 0)σ̃(x, 0) pins the spins in both layers along the defect

in either the ↑, or ↓ directions.

(2): The −L/2 < x < 0 piece of the defect ∼ −g′
∫ L/2

0
dxµ(x, 0)µ̃(x, 0) pins the disorder parameters, i.e. the dual

spins, in both layers along the defect in either the ↑, or ↓ directions.

These are relevant defects, and end up cutting the connection between both sides of each layer. There are three
conformal boundary conditions in the Ising CFT in terms of the original spins: the “fixed” or Dirichlet boundary
conditions (↑), (↓) and the “free” or Neumann boundary condition (F ). Along the cut, for L/2 > x > 0, the spins
are ordered and hence obey either the (↑) or (↓) boundary condition in both layers. From the Kramers-Wannier
duality, the ordering of the disorder parameters forces the original spins to be disordered. This can be thought of
as enforcing the (F ) free/Neumann boundary condition on the original spins along the −L/2 < x < 0 region of the
cut. The π

2 domain walls on the boundary of the compact boson now have the following interpretation as transitions
between fixed and free boundary conditions in two layers of the Ising CFT: (↑↑) → (FF ), (↓↓) → (FF ) or vice-
versa. For the BCCOs, this means that B̂(0, π2 ) and B̂(π2 , 0) are equivalent to BCCOs in the two-layered Ising CFT

B̂x(↑↑, FF ), B̂x(↓↓, FF ) and B̂x(FF, ↑↑), B̂x(FF, ↓↓) respectively. These are products of BCCOs that exchange free
and fixed boundary conditions in a single Ising CFT, which have dimension and spin ∆ = s = 1

16 [34, 35]. The gapless
boundary of Ising topological order is one of the two chiral halves of the Ising CFT, for which Majorana zero modes
correspond to non-local twist fields with dimension and spin ∆ = s = 1

16 . The CFT fusion rules allow the twist field
to fuse with one another into either the vacuum or a Majorana fermion (with dimension and spin ∆ = s = 1/2).
These free-to-fixed (and vice-versa) BCCOs of the Ising CFT have the same dimension and spin as these twist fields,
and obey similar CFT fusion rules in that they can fuse into the vacuum or a Majorana fermion boundary operator
[35]. In this sense, the operators B̂x(0,

π
2 ), B̂x(

π
2 , 0) may be regarded analogously to pairs of these objects that are

forced to live on the boundary of the CFT. Since a single em-kink in the decoherence problem is mapped to two π
2

domain walls, it is equivalent to four of these analogous Majorana zero modes.
As a technical clarification, on the cylinder and torus, two layers of the Ising CFT are dual to a Z2 orbifold boson

(i.e. the compact boson with extra identification ϕ ∼ −ϕ). The orbifold boson has actually two distinct ϕ = 0 Dirichlet
boundary conditions, which correspond to the (↑↑) and (↓↓) boundary conditions in the Ising CFT. Consequently,
there are actually two distinct π

2 domain wall BCCOs for the orbifold boson which again correspond to the BCCOs
from (↑↑→ FF ) and (↓↓→ FF ) and vice-versa, so that the counting of conformal boundary conditions is consistent
between the two theories. We refer the reader to Ref. [26] for more details. The orbifolding of the boson does not
change the log(L/2) scaling of Fem kink and ∆B̂ presented in the main text.

Naturally, there are other kinds of geometries of decoherence one can consider. The simplest possible other two
examples involve decohering only half the critical boundary of toric code, i.e. we allow e anyon tunneling or m anyon
tunneling for only 0 < v < L/2. We refer to these as the e-kink and m-kink respectively. The em-kink is simply the
fusion of an e-kink and an m-kink, which in tr

{
(ρD)2

}
, will correspond to the fusion of domain walls (BCCOs) in the

compact boson. The decoherence channel for the e-kink is

εv(ρ0) ∼

{
(1− p)ρ0 + pσz

vρ0σ
z
v L/2 > v > 0

ρ0 −L/2 < v < 0
. (42)

The decoherence channel for the m-kink is merely the Kramers-Wannier dual of Eq. 42. Z2 under this decoherence

channel is mapped to two layers of the Ising CFT with the following inter-layer defect ∼ −g′
∫ L/2

0
dxσ(x, 0)σ̃(x, 0).

This defect only partially cuts the theory along 0 < x < L/2, where the spins along the cuts in both layer are forced
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FIG. 3. The inter-layer defect on half the line partially cuts each layer of the Ising CFT. Each layer can separately be folded
over its respective cut, and after bosonizing each folded layer separately one arrives as two copies of the cylinder partition
function of the compact boson with a domain wall between the ϕ = 0 and ϕ = π

4
boundary conditions.

to point in the same direction. One can make use of Cardy’s “folding trick” to fold each layer of the Ising CFT in
half over its cut. Bosonizing each folded layer individually leads to, once again, two cylinder partition functions of
a compact boson with a domain wall on the cylinder’s boundary. We illustrate this sewing procedure in Fig. 3. It
was shown in Ref. [26] that folding the Ising CFT with no defect and then bosonizing leads to a Dirichlet boundary
condition of ϕ = π

4 for the compact boson. This can be intuitively understood as if there is no defect, the folded theory
must be invariant under Kramers-Wannier duality. The duality acts as ϕ→ π

2 − ϕ, which leaves the ϕ = π
4 Dirichlet

boundary condition unchanged. Each π
4 domain wall is created by an insertion of the BCCO B̂x(0,

π
4 ) or B̂x(0,

π
4 ).

The scaling dimension and spin of these operators can be read off from Eq. 17 to be ∆B̂ = s = 1
32 , and so the e-kink

free energy is Fe kink = − 1
8 log

(
L
2

)
. The case for the m-kink is related to that of the e-kink by Kramers-Wannier

duality. This results in Z2 being mapped to two cylinder partition functions of the compact boson with π
4 domain

walls on each cap, this time corresponding to the transition between ϕ = π
4 and ϕ = π

2 Dirichlet boundary conditions.

The dimension and spin of the inserted BCCOs, now being B̂x(
π
4 ,

π
2 ), B̂x(

π
2 ,

π
4 ) are again ∆B̂ = s = 1

32 .
Two different boundary domain walls for the compact boson, and their corresponding BCCOs obey an intuitive

fusion rule. A domain wall that interpolates between the ϕ = α and ϕ = β Dirichlet boundary conditions is allowed
to fuse with another that interpolates between ϕ = β′ and ϕ = γ′ only when β = β′. If so, they are allowed to fuse
into the new domain wall that interpolates between ϕ = α and ϕ = γ. For example, one can fuse our two different π

2
domain walls: a domain wall from ϕ = 0 to ϕ = π

4 for the e-kink and a domain wall from ϕ = π
4 to ϕ = π

2 for the m
kink. The resulting domain wall is the π

2 domain wall from ϕ = 0 to ϕ = π
2 , exactly matching those of the em-kink

problem. In terms of the BCCOs for the compact boson, this is the statement that B̂x(0,
π
4 ) × B̂x(

π
4 ,

π
2 ) ∼ B̂x(0,

π
2 )

and likewise for the conjugate BCCO. In this sense, in the doubled Hilbert space, the e-kink and m-kink fuse to an
em-kink.
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