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ABSTRACT: Given a modular tensor category C, we construct an associative algebra Tor(C),
which we call the torus algebra. We prove that the torus algebra is semisimple by explicitly
constructing all the simple modules. Suppose that a topological ordered phase described
by C is put on a torus. Physically, each simple module over Tor(C) consists of the low
energy states on the torus with one anyon excitation, or equivalently, the ground states on
a punctured torus where the anyon is enclosed by the puncture. Elements in Tor(C) can be
physically interpreted as anyon hopping processes on the torus. We give the precise formula
how an arbitrary logical operator on the low energy states on a torus can be realized by
moving anyons on the torus. Our work thus provides a theoretical proposal that the low
energy states on a torus can serve as topological qudits and one can arbitrarily manipulate

them by moving anyons around.
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1 Introduction

In [1] Ma et al. proposed an operator algebra approach to calculate the ground state
degeneracy of the Ising cage-net model [2]. In this paper, we restrict our interest to the
operator algebra corresponding to 2+1D topological orders [3-7], which is constructed
based on the data of a modular tensor category (MTC) C and physically can be thought
of as the anyon hopping processes on the torus. We refer to such operator algebra as the
torus algebra, denoted by Tor(C).

Ref. [1] conjectured a method to decompose the torus algebra, by quotienting out
certain “loop” elements. Unfortunately, this method does not work in general cases. In
this work we give a serious treatment of the torus algebra. The semisimplicity is rigorously
proved by constructing all the simple modules. Moreover, we find that the simple modules
have clear physical meanings: they are nothing but the low energy subspace on the torus
with one anyon excitation. More precisely, given a punctured torus where anyon ¢ is
enclosed in the puncture, the corresponding low energy subspace, denoted by M,, forms a
simple module over Tor(C). The algebra action can be intuitively depicted by the following
topological quantum field theory (TQFT) picture in Figure 1. This picture agrees with the
universal skein theory stated in [8]: the extended 3d TQFT associated with MTC C assigns
the punctured torus to the space of “internal string diagrams” inside the torus, which can
be identified with the simple modules M,.



Figure 1. TQFT picture of punctured torus. The orange part denotes the elements of Tor(C).
The blue part denotes modules over Tor(C). And the red circle is the puncture.

The main result of this work is the isomorphism Tor(C) = ¢,End(M,) (Theorem 5.7).
Based on this result, we know that any logical operator in End(M,) can be realized by
elements in Tor(C), i.e., certain patterns of anyon hopping on the torus. Therefore, our
work paves the way for exploiting the low energy states on the torus as topological qudits,
by manipulating them via moving anyons around the torus.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the necessary preliminar-
ies and fix our notations. In Section 3, we give the precise definition of torus algebra. In
Section 4, we discuss special elements in the torus algebra, dubbed the centrifugal loops,
which lead to a set of central orthogonal idempotents. In Section 5, we construct the sim-
ple modules and prove the main theorem. In Section 6, we discuss the extra properties
of Tor(C) when C is a unitary MTC. In Section 7, we discuss the modular transformation
on the punctured torus as an application of our main result. In Section 8, we give some

simple but nontrivial examples.

2 Preliminaries

We assume that the reader has necessary knowledge on tensor categories and graphical
calculus (see e.g., [9-11]). In this section we fix our notations and list important results to
be used later.

Given a MTC C, we use Irr(C) to denote the set of (isomorphism classes) of simple
objects in C. For i, j, k € Irr(C), we depict the basis vectors in Hom(i®j, k) and Hom(k,i®})
by

i J k
respectively. The morphisms in our graphs are to be composed from bottom to top.
The dimension of Hom(i ® j, k) is denoted by Nikj, called the fusion rules. The dual
object of i is denoted by 7 and depicted as




We will add arrow to the lines only when necessary; when there is no arrow it is understood
as a line with an upwards arrow. The quantum dimension of 7 is denoted by d;, graphically
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We take the normalization such that the evaluation is
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We adopt the convention of F-move as follows.
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The colored nodes will not be labeled by letters unless necessary. The braiding is depicted

\
by ¢;j = /\ and the convention for R-move is
i

i j i J

\
=Y R : (2.3)

The S-matrix is given by

Sup = %@b : (2.4)

where D = /> d2 is the total quantum dimension. For a MTC, the S matrix is unitary
and one has the Verlinde formula:

c Samsbmscm
B=D g (2.5)
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where S, denotes the complex conjugate.
Also, a twist is



where 6, is a phase factor. The multiplicative chiral central charge is defined as
d? c
0=>" T30 = 2%, (2.7)
a

where c is the additive chiral central charge.

The following results will be used extensively in this paper:

Lemma 2.1. 1.

Sam
@ — : 2.8

x X

2. One can apply an F-move and the corresponding inverse F-move together on two
matching patches of the graph,

N
ZQ/@)C/XZ \) ®c V\ (2.9)
r,0.0 r : s,0, S | /\\
I i J k l ] J k

3. Likewise for R-moves,

i J k i J k i J k
/ \
®c = Qc = ®c . (2.10)
S ’
k v J k { J k { J
In the above graph, we follow the nice Einstein-like convention of [12, 13], that the

pair of nodes with the same color is automatically summed over and the summation
symbol is omitted. From now on, we will keep using this convention.

4. In the Einstein-like convention, we have

dy;
=> |k (2.11)




3 Torus algebra

In this section, we will construct the torus algebra, motivated by stacking anyon hopping
operators on a torus. We cut the torus along two non-contractible loops, and study the

resulting graph on a square:

_)
b a
This allows us to intuitively identify the basis vector f as . We then define the
a b

stacking of anyon hopping operators as the multiplication,

C D i

We now give the rigorous definition:

Definition 3.1. Given a MTC C, the torus algebra Tor(C) is the following vector space

Tor(C) := @ Hom(i ® j,j ® i),
1,j€lrrC

equipped with the multiplication map

* : Tor(C) % Tor(C) — Tor(C)

; (3.1)

and unit 1 = id;.

Remark 3.2. We give a graphical proof that the multiplication in the above definition is

associative, i.e. ,

(fxg)*h=fx(g*h). (3.2)



Proof. This proof makes use of Equation (2.9) from Lemma 2.1 twice, in the A-equality
sign respectively, i.e. ,

n
d,.d, b
(fxg)*h= Z ddvdeddds lf/l/f\
it S
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Remark 3.3. One should not confuse the torus algebra with the tube algebra (see e.g., [14—
16]. They have different background manifolds and the multiplications are given by stacking
versus gluing.

4 Central idempotent decomposition

In this section, we will introduce the central elements in Tor(C) and the construction of
central idempotents to decompose the torus algebra systematically.



Firstly, consider the following graph
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Since the multiplication is stacking graphs, and using the naturality of braiding, the purple

loop can be made not overlap with a general element f, we know the result is the same no
matter the purple loop is above or below f. In other words, the purple loop gives rise to a
central element. More rigorously, we introduce

Definition 4.1 (Centrifugal loop). We define the centrifugal loop elements X, in Tor(C),
for each a € Irr(C), to be the elements of the following special form

|k |y
ZKw:Z@a{i} ://g Z\\eTor(C) (4.1)
" Gatvd

and represent them graphically as loops surrounding the four corners of the square. Gluing

parallel ends of the square makes them contractible loops on the torus; however, such

deformation is forbidden in Tor(C) and they are nontrivial elements.

Proposition 4.2. Centrifugal loops X, of any a € Irr(C) are in the center of Tor(C), i.e. ,
T, g =g*){, Vg € Tor(C). (4.2)

Proof. To show centrifugal loop of any object a € Irr(C) commutes with any elements
f € Tor(C) requires replacing braiding-antibraiding pairs with antibraiding-braiding pairs,
which is illustrated in Equation (2.10) from Lemma 2.1. Implementing Lemma 2.1 of

R-move in A-equality sign shows the desired commutativity, i.e. ,
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Proposition 4.3. The muliplication of centrifugal loop elements obey the fusion rule of
the MTC, i.e.,

= Z (4.4)

o x )20 = // K\ = Ny 4 : > NG L (4.5)

Proof.

By the Verlinde formula, the fusion rule can be diagonalized by the S-matrix. Thus,
for simple ¢q € Irr(C), we denote

T =Y S Su) e (4.6)

Then,
Proposition 4.4. qu are mutually orthogonal idempotents, i.e.,

PR PR =5,PR. (4.7)
They are also central and sum to the unit of the algebra.

Proof.

PR PH =" 880sS0 S0+ )y = Y _ 6150511 St NI,

ab abc
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That qu is central is due to Proposition 4.2. By direct calculation,
> PR=Y 5aS ), =1 =1 (4.9)
S sa
O

Corollary 4.5. Tor(C) admits the direct sum decomposition Tor(C) = P, PqHTor(C) as
algebras.

We will further prove that each direct summand is simple (a matrix algebra) by ex-
plicitly constructing the corresponding simple modules.



5 Simple modules and punctured torus

Definition 5.1. For any simple object ¢ € Irr(C), we define the left Tor(C)-module, de-
noted by Mj, as the following vector space

M, = GB Hom (k, k ® q) (5.1)
kelrr(C)

equipped with the action of Tor(C),

pq : Tor(C) — End (M,) (5.2)
>: Tor(C) % M, — M,

f®ou—>f>oz—z

Alternatively, the action can be expressed as the algebra homomorphism p, : Tor(C) —
End(M,) by py(f)a = f & a

Remark 5.2. We give a graphical proof that the action in the above definition is associa-

tive.
(frxg)>a=f>(g>a) (5.4)

Proof. The proof uses the F-move convention to allow the direct fusion of g to a.

V/@\C
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Proposition 5.3. The action of centrifugal loop ) (, on vector a € M, is the same vector
with a a-loop revolving around g¢:

o~

Qéqa  Sug

):Kaboz: _S1qa
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Proof. Under the action of the centrifugal loop on vector a, summing over p produces
n

a k k q a k
s
separated components of g—\{\‘ and ¢ . Note that g—\&‘ is a number
s n s n
\
L/
s
times idy, it commutes with GC:\ . Further summing over n, s gives us the same
k
b
vector with a a-loop revolving around gq.

P s k| Ja
\/dyd dpds
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Pp,S a RS

,10,



Proposition 5.4. The image of the idempotents PSII under the algebra homomorphism
pq : Tor(C) — End(M,) is pg(PR) = 04sida, -

Proof. From Proposition 5.3, using the unitarity of S in the third equal sign returns a

module.

)

kK %q k| /a k| /a
PSIZ > o= Z SslSas Ezl ¢ = Z SslsasSaqd_ Eoz - 58(] Eoz (5'8)
a a 4

k k k

Theorem 5.5. p, : Tor(C) — End(M,) is surjective. The element in Tor(C) that produces
a given linear map in End(M,) can be explicitly constructed as the following.

k q k
Proof. Pick a basis {|k,v) := \\Tz/ } C My, and the corresponding dual basis { /i“y\T }
k k q

in Hom(k ® g, k), such that the normalization follows equation (2.1).
For any A, € End (M), with matrix elements Ag4|m,u) = 3, 4 AL 8Y we can
construct A, € Tor(C) by

(5.9)

a= Y o [dodi Vs
—q D2 dk q

- d
a8,k !

— 11 —



We now check that p,(4,) = Ag:
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= Aq|mnu‘>

(5.10)

Corollary 5.6. M, is a simple Tor(C)-module.

Since PR > M, = §,sM,, PqHTor(C) — EndM, is also surjective. Taking the direct
sum over g on both sides we get an algebra homomorphism

p = ®gpq : Tor(C) = EBPqHTor(C) — EBEnd (My) .
q q

Theorem 5.7. p: Tor(C) — @, End (M) is an algebra isomorphism.

Proof. p : Tor(C) — @, End (My) is surjective. Computing the dimension of Tor(C) and
@B, End (M,), which are both equal to > cp, ()

SLQ’ we know it is bijective. O
1q

Remark 5.8. Note that the element A, constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.5 has the
property A, > My = 0 for s # q. We know the inverse to p : Tor(C) — @, End (M,) is
given by @,4, — Zq A,

Corollary 5.9. 1. qu Tor(C) — End(M,) is an algebra isomorphism.

2. qu is a primitive central idempotent.

3. {IX,} span the center of Tor(C).

6 Unitary structures: involution, inner product on module, unitary
module

In physical application, we are usually interested in the case that the MTC C is unitary.
Denote the unitary structure of C by . We can further equipped Tor(C) with a positive
involution and the modules M, are moreover unitary.

Definition 6.1. Tor(C) has an involution 1 : Tor(C) — Tor(C), defined by

b a1 13\ a
= . (6.1)
a b é b

,13,



Remark 6.2. We give a graphical proof that I is indeed an involution. It is anti-linear by
the anti-linearity of §. It squares to identity, i.e.,

b a
it C/W _ _ 7 (6.2)
@b U a b

It is also an algebra antihomomorphism, i.e.,

(g* ) = fregh, (6.3)

graphically,

dpmd
— mfn_ = fixgh. 6.4
m§n3 Tadydod. (NCEJ L] fixg (6:4)

Proposition 6.3. The anitilinear map 1 is a positive involution map, i.e.,

ffxf=0=f=0. (6.5)

- 14 —



Proof.

(6.6)
m n
In particular, the m = n = 1 term in the above sum is 0, i.e.
b a
[T Jals I
O

Remark 6.4. The positive involution also implies that the algebra is semisimple. This
is the approach of [1] to argue the semisimplicity of the torus algebra. Nonetheless, we
have provided a proof for semisimplicity independent from unitary structure and positive
involution.

Definition 6.5. The inner product on M, is defined by

; ‘ﬁ/lq f‘ /lq LTI (6.8)
« = —— k 7. - .
l ‘ k“ didycln @ "
Proposition 6.6. M, is an unitary module, i.e.,
(f & Bla) = (Bl > ), (6.9)

equivalently p,(f*) = p,(f)T

Proof.

dndq
> Bla) = \/ ———bn
<f ‘ > Zn: dadidk* k

,15,



dd (o (o LT | gyt
dod2dy: L = (Blf* > o) (6.10)

7 Punctured modular transformation

We consider the modular transformation on the punctured torus in this section. To begin
with, we define a linear map S, € End(M,) for each simple ¢ via

k| /a /1
Sy E% Z%[@ : (7.1)
]{) m

kﬁq . |
Sq_1 [« :ij ks (7.2)
k m

o

It has the inverse

which can be checked explicitly

_ dmdb N - d db
Sql(sq(a)): Z D2 (l€<// dkd

o Sbn
n;b dk d Sl S“Sln % { (7.3)

To see that such linear map physically corresponds to “rotating” the (square presen-

tation of) torus by 90°, we note that on the vector space M, one can associate a different

,16,



Tor(C) action, by “rotating” the elements in Tor(C) by 90°. We denote such Tor(C)-module
by Mg, with the same underlying vector space as M, = ®pHom(k, k®¢q), and the following
action

»: Tor(C) @c My — M,,

n

Theorem 7.1. S, is a Tor(C)-module map from My to My, i.e., for any f € Tor(C) and
a € My,
Syl w o) = f = (S40). (74)

Proof.

,17,



Invoking Theorem 5.5 we can construct an element S, € Tor(C)

dpdmdy
S,= Y @k (7.6)
k,ao,m,a,n

such that ps(S,) = 6595, and further an element S =3 S, = p~1(®yS,) € Tor(C). More
precisely,

. v )

a,k,m,n
\

— .

n

such that for any o € ©,M,, one has S > a = ®¢S,(a). S is the preimage of ®,S5, under
the isomorphism p : Tor(C) = &,End(M,).

Since S, are invertible, we conclude that S is also invertible in Tor(C) with S—! =
Zq ﬁgl = p_l(EBqu_l). The 90° rotated action » of MqO is in fact induced by conjugation
by S:

[y a=o,5, Yo (@5,0) =S (fe (S a)=6"txfxS)>a

Therefore, we can say that S € Tor(C) realizes the S-transformation on the punctured
torus.
The linear map of charge conjugation operator C; € End(M,) for each simple ¢ is

defined as
k £ k|lq
Ci[a (7.8)
k

Whereas the T-transformation on the punctured torus is defined via

bl @ | )
k

k

,18,



The corresponding elements of T', C' € Tor(C) can be found similarly as the construction
of S € Tor(C) above. We now have a complete set of operators S, T, and C. One can
easily show that Sg = Cy, qu = 92[, and (S,T,)% = @G(I_QCq.

Remark 7.2. In [10], Kitaev also introduced punctured 7', S transformations. Denoting
Kitaev’s T, S by T; and S, they are related to our definition by T,S; = T,S,. Kitaev’s
convention for punctured 7', S transformations is also adopted in [17, 18].

8 Examples

In this section, we demonstrate our systematic approach to identify all the central idem-
potents. We will decompose the torus algebras in two of the most commonly known anyon
models, the chiral Ising anyon model and the Fibonacci anyon model, whose explicit data
could be found in e.g., [19]. We will use the following basis vectors of torus algebras

b
v(a,bc):= 4 7 . (8.1)

b

Since the two examples are all multiplicity-free where NZ-]} < 1, there are no extra degrees
of freedom on the vertices, and thus no vertex labels.

8.1 The Chiral Ising Anyon Model

In [1] Ma et al. decomposed the torus algebra of the chiral Ising anyon model by taking a
“quotient” of Tor(C). First, they listed all the basis vectors in terms of v (a, b, ¢) in Tor(C).
Second, by noticing the dimension of Tor(C) is 10, they recognized that Tor(C) consists
of one block with dimension 3 denoted as Mats and another with dimension 1 denoted as
Mat;. Lastly, they find the projector of Mats such that PTor(C) = Mats. They used the
intuition that the centrifugal loop of a non-abelian anyon (which is a non-trivial element
in Tor(C)) should be set to its quantum dimension, and by taking a quotient forcing such
conditions, they obtain the projector corresponding to the ground state subspace on the
torus. Based on our general discussion on Tor(C), indeed by setting ) (, = d, = DS, one

has
PR =" 51Sagda = 0g1. (8.2)

Thus, this method is good enough to obtain the subspace PFTor(C) where le =1 and
other PqIj = 0. However, it fails to produce the entire decomposition of Tor(C) unless there
are only two blocks.
In our approach, we first obtain centrifugal loops of all anyon charges, then we can
calculate all the idempotents using equation (4.6) to decompose Tor(C) completely.
According to [1], we have the following centrifugal loops of anyon charges {1, 0,9},

)::(¢:)::(1:1,

1

E):(U =:r, (8.3)

,19,



where 7 = 3 (141 + ¥y = $pthy) with ¢, = v (¢,1,9) and ¢y = v (1,9,).
With equation (4.6), the idempotents are

:Z%di ():11+):1w+m> % (I+7), (8.4)
PR =1 (M 400, - VAL, = 5 (- ), (55)
PR =0. (8.6)

We recovered the projector Pl):K from [1] in a systematical way, which corresponds to the
ground state subspace. It is easy to see restricting to the subspace of Tor(C) with PlII =1
and Pf = 0 is equivalent to setting setting r = 1, i.e., forcing the centrifugal loop ) (, to
be its quantum dimension d, = /2.

8.2 Fibonacci anyon model

The Fibonacci model has anyon charges {1,c}. First, we evaluate the centrifugal loops of
all anyon charges in this model, and it is obvious that )(; = 1. The quantum dimension
of € is d. = 1+—2*/5 =: ¢. The nontrivial entries of the F-symbol are

(bfl ¢71/2
(Ffea)e,f = < -1/2 _ 1) :
o2 o1 )

)

The evaluation of centrifugal loop ) (_ is

]\ 'k |y
A dk;dy P dkdy cel gee
I Z d2 /< >’5 - Z 2 Fk,e,rFk,a,s
X < k,y € N k,y,r,s €
vk
k
dkdy EEY TYEE dkd aey yae
- d2d Fk,a,rFk,e,sNy\ Ty Z d2d ker kes (y,k,r)
rky VT rkyy
ik

1 1 1 1 1
=—v(1,1,1)+ —-v(ee 1)+ —-v(el,e) + —v(l,e,e) + —=v (g,e,6). (8.7
Similar to the previous example, we define
1
P
The idempotents are
g d; 1 2
d = ¢ (o ¢-s ¢*
0 _ Y . N _
PR G Y s (5-%)-5&a-9. (5.9

,20,



Again, PlIj corresponds to the ground state subspace, and the subspace of Tor(C) with

le =1 and PEIj = 0 is obtained by setting setting s = 1, i.e., forcing the centrifugal loop

):Ke to be its quantum dimension d. = ¢.
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