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The theory of topological quantum computation is underpinned by two important classes

of models. One is based on non-abelian Chern–Simons theory, which yields the so-called

SU(2)k anyon models that often appear in the context of electrically charged quantum

fluids. The physics of the other is captured by symmetry broken Yang–Mills theory in

the absence of a Chern–Simons term, and results in the so-called quantum double models.

Extensive resources have been invested into the search for SU(2)k anyon quasi-particles; in

particular the so-called Ising anyons (k = 2) of which Majorana zero modes are believed to

be an incarnation. In contrast to the SU(2)k models, quantum doubles have attracted little

attention in experiments despite their pivotal role in the theory of error correction. Beyond

topological error correcting codes, the appearance of quantum doubles has been limited to

contexts primarily within mathematical physics, and as such, they are of seemingly little

relevance for the study of experimentally tangible systems. However, recent works suggest

that quantum double anyons may be found in spinor Bose–Einstein condensates. In light

of this, the core purpose of this article is to provide a self-contained exposition of the

quantum double structure, framed in the context of spinor condensates, by constructing

explicitly the quantum doubles for various ground state symmetry groups and discuss their

experimental realisability. We also derive analytically an equation for the quantum double

Clebsch–Gordan coefficients from which the relevant braid matrices can be worked out.

Finally, the existence of a particle-vortex duality is exposed and illuminated upon in this

context.
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I. INTRODUCTION

As one ventures beyond the realm of classical phases of matter, the classification paradigm due

to Landau1 ceases to apply. Such quantum systems often exhibit phenomena of a long-range col-

lective nature connected to a non-trivial underlying topological structure. Consequently, topology

may serve as a better fingerprint to categorize such phases. Owing to its inherent relationship to

the connectivity of space, the spin-statistics theorem generally breaks down on non-trivial topolo-

gies, thus clearing the way for more exotic particle species to emerge that may not be classified as

bosons or fermions. Such peculiar particles exhibit fractional statistics and are therefore referred

to as anyons2–5 (any as in any statistics). Permutation of anyons will, in contrast to fermions and

bosons, generally implement a more complex unitary transformation than a simple change of sign

of the wavefunction.

While anyons are very interesting from a fundamental viewpoint, most research on the topic

concerns quantum information processing6,7. A strong interest in anyons was sparked when Kitaev

suggested that they may hold the key to the realization of fault tolerant quantum computation8. The

prospects for quantum computation are tantalizing, but in order to not succumb to decoherence,

the effects of environmental noise must be considered. This is naturally addressed in a quantum

computer based on anyons. Owing to the intrinsic properties of topology, qubit states based on

anyons possess a natural shield against various unwanted interactions with the environment. Error-

immune computers of this kind are known as topological quantum computers (TQC)8–12.

Anyons may be realised in planar fermionic fluids, such as an electron gas in the fractional

quantum Hall effect13 which effectively are governed by Chern–Simons theory14–16. The Chern–

Simons term is responsible for a type of charge-flux attachment, akin to that in the Aharanov–

Bohm experiment17,18, which further results in quasi-particles with fractional statistics. These

models known as SU(2)k models19,20 where the parameter k is an integer referring to a particular

deformed representation of SU(2). A strong interest for Majorana quasi-particle zero modes has

been developed in recent years since they are believed to realise the SU(2)2 Ising anyons20–22.

Majorana zero modes have been predicted to emerge in the vortex quasi-particle spectrum of chiral

p-wave superfluids such has in 3He superfluids or cold atom Fermi gases13,23–27. They are also

expected to emerge in solid state systems such as in fractional quantum Hall fluids with filling

fraction ν = 5/228–30, in superconducting-semiconducting nanowires31–38, and in the vortex cores

of certain topological superconductors39.
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Moreover, anyons are also believed to emerge in certain bosonic systems, such as Bose–

Einstein condensates (BECs)40, as a result of spontaneous breaking of the initial continuous gauge

symmetry to a discrete residual subgroup. Models based on spontaneously broken gauge sym-

metries are known as quantum doubles8,41–44. A quantum double can be viewed as an emergent

low-temperature symmetry algebra where the group structure is “doubled" by combining it with

its Fourier dual. Mathematically they constitute, just like the SU(2)k models, examples of so-

called quantum groups43,45. In particular, quantum group symmetry emerge when the degrees of

freedom pertaining to (generalized) electric charges interact with those of (generalized) magnetic

fluxes. Consequently, the particle content of an anyon model is labelled by the irreducible repre-

sentations of the pertinent quantum group. This is in contrast to conventional quantum field theory

where the particles are labelled by those of an undeformed group. For the sake of completeness, a

detailed exposition of the particular quantum group relevant to this work is provided in Appendix

C 1 and is also thoroughly discussed in e.g.41.

The quantum double structure has been studied extensively from a mathematical perspective,

yet little efforts have been made to reconcile it with real physical systems. It is not well known that

low-temperature phases of spinor BECs46–52 with discrete residual symmetry are underpinned by

a quantum double structure. Hence, this work primarily seeks to introduce the concept of quantum

doubles to the cold atoms community and to provide concrete examples demonstrating how the

various components of the quantum double structure might materialize in spinor BECs. There are

mainly two types of quantum double excitations referred to as fluxons and chargeons. While the

fluxons, as per homotopy theory, correspond to quantized vortices, the physical interpretation of

chargeons is not that clear. By illustrating that fluxons and chargeons are in fact Fourier duals of

one another, we find that the chargeons may be associated with delocalized waves. In particular,

by conducting an analysis of the normal modes, the chargeons appear to be represented as spin

rotations and spin waves, also known as magnons53–56. This agrees with results obtained from

numerical simulations carried out in57 where spin waves were observed as remnants after fusion

events involving non-abelian vortices. The fact that spinor BECs can be routinely produced in the

laboratories58–62 brings further justification supporting the study of non-abelian anyons in such

systems. Before moving on we wish to highlight that the field theory descriptions of anyons in

fermionic and bosonic systems are not always of a Chern–Simons and Yang–Mills type, respec-

tively. Indeed there exist systems that are based on spin-1/2 particles which are underpinned by

quantum doubles, for example Kitaev’s toric code8 and honeycomb model63. Similarly there are
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systems whose constituent particles are bosons and are described by Chern–Simons theory. A

Chern–Simons gauge gravity is an example of the latter64,65.

II. CHERN-SIMONS ANYONS

Before discussing the quantum double structure in spinor BECs, we describe anyons in

fermionic systems of a Chern–Simons type for the purpose of providing a more cohesive per-

spective on anyons. In addition, the classification scheme for topological defects is described,

which is later applied to spinor BECs in Section III E-III F to derive their topological charge.

A. From Aharonov–Bohm effect to topological quantum field theory

Let us consider the Aharonov–Bohm set-up17. In this experiment, an electron encircles an

(effectively) infinitely long tube of magnetic flux, see Fig. 1, that is piercing through three-

dimensional space. As the electron traverses around the flux-tube, the wave-function accumulates

a complex phase due to the non-zero vector (gauge) potential originating from the flux.

Φ = Bα

e

FIG. 1: The Aharonov–Bohm experiment. An electron e is encircling a magnetic flux tube Φ,

where B stands for magnetic field strength and α is the cross-sectional area.

Letting Aµ = (φ/c,A) denote the electromagnetic 4-potential, where φ is the electrostatic po-

tential, c is the speed of light, and A is the magnetic vector potential, then the electric and magnetic

fields, respectively, can be computed as

E =−∇φ and B = ∇×A. (1)

In (3+1)-dimensions the electromagnetic action is given by

S[Aµ ] =
1
2

∫
d4x(E2 −B2 +A ·J+ φρ

c
) (2)
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where ρ is the electric charge density and J = ρv is the current density. Variation of this action

yields the sourceful Maxwell’s equations of electrodynamics. The phase acquired by the electron

as it encircles the flux may be computed using Feynman’s path integral picture. From the electrons

perspective, all fields in the action are zero except the vector potential so the only contribution to

the phase is given by

ei
∫

d4xS[Aµ ] = e
i

h̄c
∫

d4xA·J = e
ie
h̄c

∮
∂A A·dl. (3)

Applying Stokes’ theorem the contour integral may be converted into a surface integral enclosed

by the loop

γ =
e

h̄c

∮
∂A

A ·dlγ =
e

h̄c

∫∫
A

B ·dS =
e

h̄c

∫∫
α

B ·dS =
e

h̄c
Φ =

eαB
h̄c

, (4)

where A is the surface enclosed by the boundary ∂A and Φ is the magnetic flux through the cross

section α . This phase is an example of a Berry’s phase18. Note that the contour ∂A is arbitrary so

the only thing of relevance is the flux through the enclosed surface and not the particular shape of

the contour. The value of the path integral only depends on whether the flux was enclosed by the

loop or not. Note that the existence of the gauge field A can be attributed to the invariance under

the gauge transformation

A −→ A+∇θ(t,r), (5)

since we can always add a non-zero field ∇θ(t,r) in the exterior to the flux tube as B = ∇×A = 0,

for all functions θ(t,r). Fundamentally, what distinguishes the two scenarios when the flux tube is,

and when it is not, encircled by the electron is the topology of the parameter space. Since the flux

tube is effectively infinite, it will pierce through the entire space, thus rendering the space topolog-

ically non-trivial. From a mathematical perspective, the classification of the space is transitioning

from being simply to multiply connected, see Fig. 2.

Geometrically, the emerging U(1) transformation is defining a gauge connection in parameter

space, according to which the state transforms as it is parallel transported along some path. In the

language of differential geometry, this type of intrinsic tangent space with group structure con-

stitutes a principal fiber bundle66,67, and as we shall see, we may generalize this concept further

to more complex spaces, which will allow for the implementation of topological quantum com-

putation protocols. The magnetic field can also be regarded as the curvature of parameter space

since the field strength tensor is the analogue of the Riemannian curvature tensor in the context of

gauge theory. A non-zero magnetic field is thus inducing a non-trivial holonomy as the particle is

8



ℝ2 \ αℝ3 \ α × ℝ

α

FIG. 2: Topological equivalence of the spaces R3\α ×R and R2\α: the space R3\α ×R may be

continuously deformed vertically to the plane R2\α .

parallel transported around the flux tube. Now, let us descend to the two dimensional plane. One

of the key differences between two and three spatial dimensions is that the curl of a vector is a

scalar, thus implying that the magnetic field Bi = ε i jk∂ jAk is a scalar in the plane. This transition

opens new doors since the most general Maxwell Lagrangian now accept new terms. In particular,

Poincaré and gauge symmetry is respected by the additional term

SCS =
k

4π

∫
d3xε

µνρaµ∂νaρ , (6)

where k is a coupling constant. This Chern–Simons term has played a pivotal role in the devel-

opment of our understanding of two-dimensional quantum physics, and in particular, the quantum

Hall effects. Here aµ is an emergent statistical gauge field originating from the punctures caused

by the flux lines (vortices). Just like the flux tube penetrates the space in the Aharonov–Bohm ex-

periment, topological excitations may puncture the system in two dimensions, which gives rise to

an analogous phenomenon, see Fig. 2. Mathematically, what this entails is that the space no longer

is simply connected since any closed loop around the puncture are non-contractible. In three di-

mensions, however, the loop can get wrapped around the hole through the third dimension, after

which it can be contracted to a single point. In terms of exchange operators, we must therefore

enforce that two exchanges is equal to doing nothing, i.e. P̂2 = I, which implies that the eigenvalue

of P̂ can only be ±1 which correspond to fermions (−1) and bosons (+1). But when the loop is

non-contractible, the eigenvalue of P̂ may be any complex phase eiθ , which is why such quasi-

particle excitations are known as anyons. Note that only the overall topology is relevant here and
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not the particular shape of the loop, which is reflected in Eq. (6) by the fact that it is independent

of the metric. This is one of the defining properties of topological field theories14,68,69.

1. Charge-flux attachment

Chern–Simons theory alone only generates trivial equations of motion, but if we, for instance,

couple the statistical gauge field aµ to a matter current Jµ the total Lagrangian is given by

SCS+matter =
k

4π

∫
d3x(εµνρaµ∂νaρ +aµJµ). (7)

Working out the Euler–Lagrange equations for this action yields a very interesting result70. The

Gauss’s law

∇ ·E+ kB = ρ (8)

is modified to include an additional term. The physical interpretation of this equation is that in

two dimensions, the charge distribution ρ does not only give rise to a diverging electric field, but

to a scalar magnetic field as well. If we further integrate over the charge distribution and convert

the ∇ ·E integral to a surface integral we see that it vanishes at large distance scales since the E

decays as r−1. Consequently, we are left with∫
d2xρ = k

∫
d2xB, (9)

or equivalently

Q = kΦ, (10)

where Q is the total charge and Φ the magnetic flux. Thus every charged particle carries magnetic

flux and one can not have one without the other. This is exactly what happens in quantum Hall

fluids71,72. As the electrons are subjected to increasingly strong external magnetic fields they

become trapped to tight cyclotron orbits around the magnetic flux lines and the Chern–Simons

term begins to dominate the physics of the system. Note the similarity to the Aharanov–Bohm

experiment where the electron couples to the flux tube via the gauge potential and acquires a phase

that depends on the magnetic flux. In the quantum Hall systems the electrons couple to the flux

quanta via the Chern–Simons gauge field, and similarly, the phase acquired by the wave function

depends on the filling fraction ν = Ne/Nφ , which is the ratio of the number of electrons Ne to the

number of flux quanta NΦ. Different values of ν correspond to different anyon models determined

by the Chern–Simons coupling constant k. For instance, the ν = 5/2 system is expected to host the
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long sought-after Ising anyons, which we shall discuss further in Section II C. Moreover, systems

with ν = 12/5 are predicted to be inhabited by the so-called Fibonacci anyons73–76, which set the

golden standard for topological quantum computation. In Section III A 1 we shall see that discrete

gauge theories give rise to a similar phenomenon described above without the additional Chern–

Simons term added. The mathematical structures describing such models are known as quantum

doubles, which is the main focus of our discussion.

B. Symmetry classification of topological particles

The emergent charge-flux attachment concept discussed in the previous section is unique to

(2+1)-dimensions. Imagine then that there are n flux tubes enclosed by a loop. The loop may

be continuously deformed such that it can be decomposed into n distinct loops, each of which

encircles one tube of magnetic flux, see Fig. 3 d)-f). This means that the total flux αB calculated

in Eq. (4) now is nΦ. The integer n counts the phase winding, which is why it is known as the

winding number, and as illustrated in Fig. 3, it must be a topological invariant. Similarly, we

illustrate in Fig. 3 a)-c) how loops can be attached, which allows for the combined flux to be

deduced.

The properties of flux tubes in a U(1) theory reflect that of the group of integers under addi-

tion (Z,+) since the winding numbers are simply added together as the flux tubes are encircled.

Hence, we shall use this group to classify the fluxons. The generic algebraic tool for classifying

topological excitations is known as homotopy theory77,78. In this framework the classification is

carried out by calculating the eigenvalues of loop operators corresponding to the encirclement γ

of excitations. These loop operators are known as Wilson loops Wγ and are defined as79

Wγ = Tr[P
∮

γ

Aµdxµ ], (11)

where Aµ is the gauge field and P denotes path ordering. This is precisely equivalent to Eq. (4)

where we computed the phase in the Aharonov–Bohm experiment. Thus, Wilson loops represent

the observables of a topological quantum field theory, since they measure the topological charge.

Let us restrict to point-like excitations of a planar U(1) theory and employ the first order homotopy

group π1, see Appendix A 1 for definition, also known as the fundamental group, over the U(1)≃

S1 manifold.This yields π1(U(1))≃ π1(S1)≃Z, since one can only encircle a circle S1 an integer

number of times, see Fig. 4. Considering the total winding of two fluxons |n⟩ and |m⟩, where
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a) b) c)

d) e) f)

n

m

n + mn

m

FIG. 3: a)-c) Connection of two loops corresponding to winding n and m resulting in a single

loop corresponding to winding n+m. d)-f) The reversed process of a)-c) where a single loop

corresponding to winding n+m splits into two distinct loops corresponding to windings n and m,

respectively.

n,m ∈ Z, their joint state is given by

|n⟩⊗ |m⟩= |n+m⟩. (12)

The group of integers possesses abelian structure, which is why the flux-charge composites con-

sidered here are abelian anyons. However, we may also consider more general gauge theories in

which the topology of the gauge group is more complicated and for a gauge group G, the fun-

damental group π1(G) need not be isomorphic to the group of integers. Contrary to bosons and

fermions, if two flux-charge composites in such a theory were to be exchanged twice, the wave

function may not return to its original state as an arbitrary phase factor P̂2 = eiθ may be acquired.

The wave function of such "fractional" particles therefore transforms as

Ψ(r, t)−→ ψ(r, t)eiθ . (13)

The commutative property of the phase θ can be traced back to the Chern–Simons action in Eq. (7),

which is an abelian gauge theory. Therefore, more interesting theories can be constructed with a

ground state degeneracy by promoting the Chern–Simons field aµ of the U(1) theory to a SU(N)

12



θ θ

γ
ψ(γ)

0

2π

π

Real space Order parameter space

FIG. 4: Phase winding of the wave function as a topological quasi-particle excitation with flux is

encircled. The wave function ψ(r) accumulates a U(1) phase eiθ (right) as the topological defect

is encircled (left), as a function of the path γ .

gauge field similar to the one in Yang–Mills theory, which gives rise to a non-abelian theory.

Non-abelian Chern–Simons theories result from the action14–16

SCS,non−abelian =
k

4π

∫
d3xε

µνρ 2
3

aµ [aν ,aρ ]. (14)

Contrary to the U(1) theory, the state vector is now allowed to rotate in a higher dimensional space

when being parallel transported, which gives rise to a matrix valued phase factor eiΘi j . Just like

the integer flux-charge composites are classified by the group of integers (Z,+) under addition,

non-abelian anyons can be classified by a non-abelian homotopy group π1(SU(N)) over SU(N).

The global state of two such anyons can thus be expressed as

|gi⟩⊗ |g j⟩= |gi ◦g j⟩, (15)

where gi,g j ∈ SU(2) are the group elements that are labelling the two anyons and ◦ denotes the

group operation. Such a vector space is generally decomposible into blocks since G⊗G might

have multiple irreducible representations. There is one particle species per irreducible represen-

tation so the outcome when combining, or fusing, two non-abelian anyons is generally indefinite.

In this section we have primarily focused on Chern–Simons anyons but the concept of homotopy

can be extended to arbitrary anyon models, such as the spinor BEC-based quantum doubles that

will be the subject of discussion in the Section III. Next we shall consider a specific instance of

non-abelian Chern–Simons theory, which underpins the so-called Ising anyon model.
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C. Ising anyon SU(2)2 topological quantum computer

A particular interest for quasi-particles with non-abelian exchange symmetry is steadily in-

creasing in the quantum information community. This is due to the belief that they potentially

can be utilized as quantum memories, which are well guarded from environmental decoherence

by topological equivalence. Here the indefinite fusion products of non-abelian anyons constitute

the qubit states in which information can be encoded. The simplest, and perhaps also the most

experimentally viable model, is based on Majorana fermion zero modes, which are believed to

realize so-called Ising anyons21. Amplitudes of processes involving Ising anyon are governed by

a particular instance of non-abelian Chern–Simons theory. Specifically, the SU(2)k theory with

k = 2, where the integer coupling constant k in Eq. (14) is also known as the level of the theory.

Each level k give rise to a unique theory pertaining to a particular deformation of the full SU(2)

representation space. The integer k plays the role of a deformation parameter so theories labelled

by different k values host different types of anyons with different topological charges. Ising anyons

in particular have the topological charges 1,σ and ψ (anyons), which obey the following fusion

rules

σ ⊗σ = 1⊕ψ (16)

σ ⊗ψ = σ (17)

ψ ⊗ψ = 1, (18)

where 1 denotes the vacuum, σ is known as the Ising anyon and ψ as the ψ-anyon. Level k = 2

non-abelian Chern–Simons theory is believed to bear relevance to fractional quantum Hall fluids

with filling fraction ν = 5/2, which is why Majorana fermion quasi-particles have been predicted

to emerge in such systems28–30. They are also believed to be found in topological superconductor-

semiconductor nanowires31–38 and chiral p-wave paired Fermi superfluids23–25,27,80. In a topolog-

ical quantum computer based on Ising anyons the fusion product σ ⊗σ = 1⊕ψ constitutes the

qubit where the two possible measurement outcomes correspond to 1 (the vacuum) and ψ (the

ψ-anyon). In order to process the information encoded in the fusion product, and thus to carry

out computation, logic gates must be implemented. The special trait possessed by non-abelian

anyons that distinguish them from bosons and fermions is that by interchanging them, an imple-

mentation of a braid group representation is realized, as opposed to that of an abelian permutation

group. These transformations may then be used as logic gates. In Fig. 5 a computational process

14
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σ
σ
σ 1 ⊕ ψ

FIG. 5: Braiding three Ising anyons. As the positions of the anyons are permuted in the plane

their world lines form a braid in space-time. When the braiding is performed two of the anyons

are fused to measure the state of the topological qubit.

is illustrated where a set of Ising anyons are created from the vacuum and then braided accord-

ing to the quantum circuit one wishes to implement. Finally, the anyons are brought together, or

fused, to read out the outcome of the computation. Since any deformation of the braid that does

not change the topology leave the transformation invariant, the braids are protected from external

noise that otherwise would cause decoherence and the computation to fail. In a one-qubit system

there are three anyons participating in the computation and thus two braid matrices implementing

the braiding of the first with the second anyon, and the second with the third, respectively. The

braid matrices in the Ising anyon model are

σ1 = R = ei π

8

−1 0

0 −i

 and σ2 = FRF−1 =
e−i 4π

8
√

2

1 i

i 1

 . (19)

However, this model is computationally non-universal, meaning that the braid group generated

from σ1 and σ2 is finite and is thus only capable of implementing a finite set of unitary rotations

of the Bloch sphere. In order to be able to implement every logic gate we need a braid group

of infinite order that is generating a topologically dense cover in SU(2), so that any rotation of

the Bloch sphere can be realized. Nevertheless, universality can be achieved by supplementing

the set of braids with an additional conventional operation at the cost of sacrificing the complete

topological protection81,82. Such a quantum computer is therefore to be regarded as a hybrid

as arbitrary computational processes will still rely on error correcting protocols to some extent.

Next, we shall redirect our attention towards bosonic systems and their quantum double structure

in phases with spontaneously broken symmetry.
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III. QUANTUM DOUBLE ANYONS

In Section II A we described how two-dimensional electrodynamics with interactions governed

by continuous U(1) gauge symmetry give rise to an Aharonov–Bohm like phase. The emergence

of this phase is due to the punctures caused by the vortex-like excitations (fluxons), which thus

play the role of flux tubes. We also saw that a modified Gauss’s law emerged as a consequence of

the additional Chern–Simons term, which lead to a flux-charge attachment, and thus to fractional

statistics. Topological physics can also be realized in the absence of such a term via the Higg’s

mechanism, since the gauge bosons of the theory may acquire mass thus resulting in a topological

field theory, as the non-topological interactions are rendered short range.

A. The general picture

1. Discrete gauge theory in (2+1)-D

Here we shall consider bosonic condensates which have undergone spontaneous symmetry

breaking from a continuous symmetry group G to a finite discrete subgroup H, where each sub-

group H serves as a signature of a low-temperature phase. We refer to this group as the isotropy

group of the condensate as it does not alter the physical properties of the system. However, since

all cosets of the isotropy group possess the same structure, the full order parameter manifold M

is defined by the quotient space M = G/H. Just like in Section II B, where it was described

how the fluxons can be classified by means of the first homotopy group over the order parameter

manifold U(1), here the excitations are classified according to π1(G/H). But if H is discrete and

G/H is simply connected, they are connected by an isomorphism so π1(G/H)≃ H, which entails

that all information about the excitations is encoded in H, so that the elements of H may be used

for labeling the excitations. However, the exact classification is slightly more subtle since charge

conservation must be respected. That is, if we regard two fluxons hi,h j ∈ H and bring the hi fluxon

around the h j one, it returns in a transformed state h′i. Flux conservation thus enforces the condition

h′ih j = h jhi, which further entails that the state must transform under conjugation h′i = h jhih−1
j .

Conjugation defines an equivalence relation on the group so the fluxons should therefore be clas-

sified according to the conjugacy class partitioning, which consequently implies that all particles

labelled by an element within the same conjugacy class are indistinguishable. This phenomenon

is known as flux metamorphosis83,84, and if the residual group H is non-commutative, there are
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generally more than one element in each conjugacy class which together span a multi-dimensional

Hilbert space inhabited by a non-abelian fluxon.

2. Higg’s mechanism and symmetry breaking

Following Refs.41,83, we may model the dynamics of a planar bosonic system supporting topo-

logical excitations by means of a (2+1)-dimensional Yang–Mills–Higgs Lagrangian

SYMH =
∫

d4xLYMH =
∫

d3x[−1
4

FµνFµν +(∂ µ
Φµ)

∗
∂

µ
Φµ −V (|Φ|)], (20)

where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ + i[Aµ ,Aν ] is the Yang–Mills field strength tensor with Aµ being the

vector potential and Φ is the Higgs field. As the temperature is lowered below the critical value

the system undergoes symmetry breaking and the Higgs potential takes on a vacuum expectation

value that is only invariant under the residual subgroup H ⊂ G. Contrary to Chern–Simons elec-

trodynamics without matter, see Section II A 1), the dynamics governed by this Lagrangian does

indeed encompass some interesting physics. The fluxons are introducing non-trivial monodromy

to the otherwise flat gauge connection, due to the non-zero components of the curvature tensor

Fµν at the location of the fluxon. We shall see later on in Sections III E-III F that fluxons in a

spinor BEC correspond to quantized vortices. For a gauge theory with a discrete gauge group, the

gauge bosons, as a consequence of the Higg’s mechanism, acquire mass in the symmetry breaking

process, thus rendering the interactions short ranged. The gauge fields would therefore require

huge amounts of energy to get excited, or curved, which is the origin of the topological invariance

since the only contribution to the curvature is that coming from the inside of the fluxon. The mon-

odromy, which is measured by the Wilson operator, is therefore the gauge invariant observable of

such a theory. In addition to the fluxons, we may introduce matter to the action in Eq. (20), to

which we couple the gauge field. This can be achieved by adding a current term jµAa
µ and adopt a

covariant derivative via minimal coupling to the gauge field Aa
µ . Hence, gauge symmetry enforces

the covariant derivative to take on the form

∂µ −→ Dµ = ∂µ + igTaAa
µ , (21)

where g is the coupling constant and Ta is a generator of G. The matter fields transform according

to various unitary irreducible representations (UIRs) Γi of H. Similarly to the U(1) bundle in

Fig. 4, we are now dealing with an H bundle where H is attached to each point in space, acting on

the matter field according to its UIRs. Such fields are called chargeons.
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a) b)

FIG. 6: Exchange of two anyons showing the state (a) before and (b) after the exchange, such that

the yellow crosses the Dirac string attached to the turquoise one. The turquoise one never crosses

the yellow Dirac string so the entire gauge transformation is picked up by the yellow anyon.

Inheriting the nomenclature adopted in the Aharonov–Bohm experiment, the fluxons play the

role of flux tubes while the matter fields correspond to electric charges, or chargeons, which are

arranged according Γi. If a chargeon labelled by some UIR Γi encircles a fluxon labelled by some

element h j the Aharonov–Bohm phase is given by Γi(h j). Thus, due to the minimal coupling

introduced in the covariant derivative in Eq. (21), we have a notion of charge-flux attachment akin

to that in Eq. (10). Such composite objects are called dyons. However, the labelling of the dyons is

subtle and requires a more careful analysis. Following85, we shall consider the Aharonov–Bohm

experiment with two dyons where one of them is hidden between two slits in a plate placed in

front of a screen. The flux part of the two dyons is labelled by hi and h j, respectively, so if the first

dyon goes through the left slit, the flux part of the dyon between the slits transforms according

to h j −→ hih jh−1
i . However, if the first dyon is goes through the right slit, the second one sitting

between the slits is left invariant, i.e. h j −→ h j, and consequently, we have asymmetry between

the two beams. This is due to the fact that there is a Dirac string connecting the fluxon-antifluxon

pairs, which is crossed only when passing the fluxon on one of its sides, see Fig. 6. Owing to

this correlation, we only have constructive interference if hi and h j commute since the hi will slip

through so that h j −→ hih jh−1
i = h jhih−1

i = h j. This implies that the charge attached to h j must

transform under UIRs of elements that commute with h j. Such a set of elements always possesses

group structure and is known as the centralizer group Z(h j) of h j. In conclusion, the adequate

labelling of the dyons is given by the conjugacy classes Ci partitioning H (the fluxon part) and
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the UIRs of the centralizers of the conjugacy classes Γ j(Z(Ci)) (the chargeon part). We have now

dissected the structure of the quantum double construction, which revealed that fluxon Hilbert

spaces are spanned by the elements of the conjugacy class considered. That is, a generic fluxon

state is a coherent superposition ∑i ci |hi⟩ ∈C[H], where hi are elements within the same conjugacy

class and ci are coefficients belonging to the field C. Moreover, the chargeon Hilbert space is a

space of functions F(H) on H (the centralizer UIRs), which means that the full quantum double

Hilbert space is given by their tensor product F(H)⊗C[H]. Before we move on and discuss the

quantum double algebra in more detail, we shall provide an example of a simple quantum double

model based on the group ZN , which will help us to motivate the various components of the

structure.

B. ZN lattice electrodynamics – a simple example

Let us consider a 2D lattice with a continuous group G (U(1) for instance) that is spontaneously

broken down toZN so that there are N degrees of freedom per site. This is an abelian model where

the gauge field is inducing transformations in the group ZN
86–88. In such a theory measurements

of charges is still possible through the Aharonov–Bohm effect, despite the electric fields vanish

globally as the U(1) symmetry is broken. That is, Gauss’s law breaks down globally, since the

photons have become massive and decay. Thus, the particles are only interacting via topology.

The Hamiltonian can be constructed from two distinct types of four-body interactions given by

the “plaquette" operators A□i = Z†
k Zk+1Z†

l Zl+1 and the “star" operators B+i = XkX†
k+1X†

l Xl+1, see

Fig. 7,

H =−J□∑
□i

A□i − J+∑
+ j

B+ j , (22)

where J□ and J+ are coupling constants and Z and X are Weyl matrices defined as

Z =



1 0 0 · · · 0

0 ω 0 · · · 0

0 0 ω2 · · · 0
...

...
... . . . ...

0 0 0 · · · ωN−1


and X =



0 0 0 · · · 1

1 0 0 · · · 0

0 1 0 · · · 0
...

...
... . . . ...

0 0 · · · 1 0


. (23)

These obey the following algebraic relations

XN = ZN = I, Z† = ZN−1, X† = XN−1, XZ = ωZX , (24)
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FIG. 7: a) A ZN lattice with the plaquette and star operators highlighted in yellow and turquoise,

respectively. b) Creating particle anti-particle pairs on the plaquettes (fluxons) and on the sites

(chargeon), by the application of an X and a Z operator.

where ω = ei 2π

N is a unitary phase quantized by N. Note that these matrices reduce to the standard

Pauli X and Z if we set N = 2. A nice property of this model is that all terms in the Hamiltonian

commute since there are always two overlapping X and Z operators for the adjacent plaquettes

and stars, and all other terms commute trivially since they do not overlap and thus occupy dif-

ferent blocks in their matrix representations. Consequently, all terms simultaneously diagonalize

the Hamiltonian, which further entails that the ground state |Ψ0⟩ corresponds to the maximum

eigenvalue of all plaquette and star operators, i.e. A□|Ψ0⟩ = |Ψ0⟩ and B+|Ψ0⟩ = |Ψ0⟩. The

excitations are thus created by violating these conditions. For instance, we can create a particle

anti-particle pair on two adjacent plaquettes by applying an X operator on the edge they share since

A□(Xk|Ψ0⟩) = ω±kXk(A□|Ψ0⟩) = ω±k(Xk|Ψ0⟩) due to the algebra defined in Eq. (24), where ±

refers to the eigenvalues corresponding to the two plaquattes, + for the particle and − for the anti-

particle. Similarly, we can create pairs at the center of the stars as B+(Zl|Ψ0⟩) = ω±l(Z|Ψ0⟩).

Note that if we consider an arbitrary state |l⟩, the X and Z operators act according to

X p|q⟩= |q+ p mod N⟩ and Zn|m⟩= ω
nm|m⟩. (25)

This looks familiar from the previous section. It appears that the X operator is rotating the state like

a gauge transformation similar to the chargeon and that Z is pulling out a phase like the fluxon. We
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can thus view plaquettes occupied by fluxons as magnetic flux tubes, which the chargeons interact

with via the ZN gauge potential. If there are no fluxons present the gauge potential is everywhere

flat and therefore there is no gauge transformation implemented on the chargeons. Further, the

excitations can be moved around by applying string operators, which create and annihilate exci-

tations in a sequence which effectively translates the particle in space. This allows us to perform

braiding and fusion with the chargeons and fluxons. In fact, the chargeons live on the Fourier dual

to the lattice inhabited by the fluxons, which means that their trajectories should be interpreted

in reciprocal space. This insight will help us to interpret the real physical objects realizing the

chargeons. A discussion on the interpretation of chargeons in spinor BECs is provided in Section

III G.

We may also consider composite objects called dyons. In fact, this is the most generic excitation

as a chargeon simply is a dyon with trivial fluxon part, and similarly, a fluxon, simply is a dyon with

trivial chargeon part. We concluded earlier that an arbitrary dyon is labelled by a conjugacy class

Ci of the symmetry group (the fluxon part) and an UIR of the centralizer of this conjugacy class

Γ j(Z(Ci)). This is the essence of the quantum double structure. The structure is “doubled" via a

Fourier duality, which allows for a unified description of the two excitation spectra. A dyon can

be viewed as a fusion product of a fluxon and a chargeon and since the fluxons correspond to the

plaquette operators A□, which project out the flux and the chargeons to the gauge transformations

B+, the dyons must be classified according to the UIRs Λ(A□B+). All fusion rules in this model

are presented in Eq. (26) where the powers belong to ZN . For a graphical illustration, see Fig. 8

a) where the string operators are depicted, which enables fusion of an anti-fluxon and and anti-

chargeon.

eq ⊗ ep = eq+p, m j ⊗ml = m j+l, ek ⊗ml = ε
(k,l) (26)

ei ⊗ ε
(k,l) = ε

(i+k,l), m j ⊗ ε
(k,l) = ε

(k, j+l), ε
(i, j)⊗ ε

(k,l) = ε
(i+k, j+l)

We can also derive the monodromy by creating string operators that, for instance, are bringing

an e around an m, as in Fig. 8 b). Note that the loop corresponds to the same operation as the

product of the plaquettes it encircles. All of the plaquettes return eigenvalue 1 except the one on

which the fluxon is residing. That is, Sloop|Ψ⟩= ∏□A□|Ψ⟩= A⊡|Ψ⟩= ω|Ψ⟩. The eigenvalue of

a braiding process where an e is braided twice with an m is thus given by ω . This is, in fact, a

discrete version of Stokes’ theorem where the plaquette inhabited by the fluxon carries circulation
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FIG. 8: a) An anti-fluxon m∗ is transported and fused with a anti-chargeon e∗, thus forming a

dyon m∗e∗. b) A chargeon e is brought around a fluxon and then fused with its anti-partner e∗.

so that the loop can be smoothly deformed around this plaquette, without affecting the outcome.

As shown in Fig. 8 b), the Dirac string connecting m and m∗ is crossed once independent of

the deformation of the loop, which results in a phase ω due to the relation between X and Y in

Eq. (24). We may thus conclude that topological equivalence is naturally encoded in this model.

The plaquette operator A⊡ acting on the fluxon can be regarded as a measurement operator that is

projecting out the flux. In electromagnetism this is equivalent to ∇×A = B and the action of the

vertex operator thus represents something akin to Gauss’s law ∇ ·∇φ = − ρ

ε0
. Generally, the flux

is measured by Z operators while the X operators correspond to gauge transformations. Hence,

the dyons, which can be regarded as the elementary objects of the quantum double structure, must

be arranged according to the UIRs implementing the action of a flux measurement followed by a

gauge transformation.

1. Chargeon-fluxon duality

Before discussing the algebraic structure of the quantum double we shall investigate some

aspects regarding the excitations in this model. Since ZN is an abelian group the only element in

the conjugacy class of each element is the element itself since hih jh−1
i = h jhih−1

i = h j ∀hi,h j ∈

ZN . Hence, we have |ZN | = N distinct fluxons in this theory. Specifically, if we let ω = ei 2π

N be
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the generator of ZN , we have the following fluxons

m0 = 1, m1 = ω, m2 = ω
2, ..., mN−1 = ω

N−1. (27)

We can also establish that the centralizer of each element must be the whole group, since all

elements in the group commute. Moreover, since the generator 1 must be mapped onto the iden-

tity generator in the image of Γi, we know that Γn(1) must be an N’th root of unity such that

(Γn(1))N = 1 ∀n. This fixes the number of UIRs to N and the maps are given by Γn(m) = ei 2mnπ

N =

ωnm where m ∈ ZN . These UIRs are exactly the elements representing the fluxons, which means

that we can interpret the fluxons and chargeons as duals of one another. The fluxons thus perceive

the chargeons as flux tubes in the same way the chargeons experience the fluxons as flux tubes, to

which they couple via the gauge field. Furthermore, for the special case N = 2 we have that the

operators X and Z are hermitian (the standard Pauli matrices), that is X = X† and Z = Z†, which

implies that they must square to the identity so that all excitations are their own anti-particles.

Hence, in addition to the e ↔ m symmetry, we also have e ↔ e∗ and m ↔ m∗ symmetry in the

Z2 model. In section III E 1 we shall see an explicit example of a physical system realizing this

particular structure.

C. The quantum double construction

As illustrated above, a quantum double structure comprises two elementary excitations called

fluxons (m) and chargeons (e), and together they form a composite object, the dyon, which can

be classified according to UIRs Π(Phg) implementing a gauge transformation g followed by a

flux measurement Ph. These elements constitute the building blocks of the quantum double of a

group. In the example provided in the preceding section, the quantum double is given by D(ZN) =

{Phig j}N−1
i, j=0. Now, due to flux metamorphosis and the property PhPh′ = Phδh,h′ of the projection

operators, we enforce the following multiplication rule

PhgPh′g
′ = PhPgh′g−1gg′ = δh,gh′g−1Phgg′, (28)

where h,h′,g,g′ ∈ G. The image of a representation of a quantum double element has an action

on the space V Γ
C = VC ⊗V Γ formed by the conjugacy classes C (the fluxons) and the UIRs of

the corresponding centralizers Γ, with basis |hC
i ,u

Γ
j ⟩ where i = 0,1, .., |C| and j = 0,1, ..,dim(Γ).

The action of the image of Π(Phg) can be thought of as performing a gauge transformation g
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subsequently followed by a flux measurement Ph which yields41,84

Π
Γ
C(Phg)|hC

i ,u
Γ
j ⟩= δh,ghig−1|ghC

i g−1,Γ(g∗)uΓ
j ⟩, (29)

where g∗ = akga−1
i and ak is defined via hk = ghig−1, where ai ∈ H is the element that maps

the conjugacy class representative element hC
∗ ∈ C to hC

i = aihC
∗a−1

i ∈ C. For a more detailed

discussion the reader may consult Appendix B 1 b or e.g.41,84. Now, if we tensor two quantum

double representations (dyons), we find the fusion product of the two particles by decomposing

the reducible tensored representation into its irreducibles subblocks. For instance, consider particle

a and b with fusion channel c

Πa ⊗Πb =
⊕

c
Nc

abΠc, (30)

each of which can be formed in Nc
ab unique ways. A noteworthy subtlety of the above fusion rule

is that if we let Πa = Π1
C and Πb = Π1

C−1 represent a pure flux-antiflux pair, their fusion outcome

might still contain charges. This can be explained by virtue of the fact that the representation

Πa ⊗Πb might still be reducible which signals that there may still be surviving charge quantum

numbers, even if the fluxons annihilate one another. In particular, if the flux C is brought around

a distant flux A, then it returns as ACA−1 so that C−1ACA−1 ̸= I when it is fused with the antiflux

C−1. These quantum numbers are labelling delocalized charges that are not attached to the posi-

tions of the fluxes and are often referred to as Cheshire charges (inspired by the Cheshire cat in

Alice in wonderland who suddenly vanished while leaving the reminiscent of its grin behind). The

integer Nc
ab can be calculated by applying the projection operator that is mapping the reducible

tensored representation Πa ⊗Πb onto the irreducible orthogonal Πc blocks. That way one can

disassemble the vector space corresponding to Πa⊗Πb into its irreducibles where the multiplicity

of each irreducible is given by41

Nc
ab =

1
|G| ∑

g,h∈G
Tr[Πc(Phg)]Tr[Πa ⊗Πb(∆(Phg))]∗, (31)

where ∆ is the coproduct map defined in Appendix C 1. However, a more convenient way to

compute the multiplicities is to employ the so-called modular S-matrix and the Verlinde formula89

Nc
ab = ∑

D,δ

Sαδ
ADSβδ

BDSγδ

CD

S0δ
eD

. (32)

The S-matrix is computed as

SΓΛ
AB =

1
|H| ∑

hA∈CA,hB∈CB

Tr[Γ(g−1
A hBgA)]

∗
Tr[Λ(g−1

B hAgB)]
∗, (33)
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where the capital letters denote the conjugacy classes and Γ and Λ the centralizer UIRs. Finally, we

are also interested in the topological spin of the particles since it provides information regarding

statistics and braiding. Considering Shur’s lemma90 which states that if a complex valued matrix

A commutes with the image of some UIR Γ, then the matrix A must be represented as a complex

matrix that is proportional to the identity in the representation Γ, i.e. Rep(A) = eiθΓ(A)1Γ(A). Given

some anyon model we may compute the phases corresponding to each of the particles in the model

and then store them in a matrix by stacking them on the diagonal. The resulting matrix is known as

the modular T-matrix, which together with the S-matrix discussed above, span the modular group

SL(N,F) of conformal transformations which encodes the conformal structure of anyon models.

Note that this fits into the quantum double construction as the flux h of a dyon, per definition,

commutes with its centralizer Z(h). Thus, considering some UIR Γ of Z(h), we may establish a

generalized spin-statistics connection91,92 ei2πs = ei2πθΓ(h) . This relation can be understood from

a graphical perspective by considering the twisting of the world lines of two anyons as they are

braided around one another. Here it is useful to think of the world lines as ribbons, see Fig. 9, as

the twisting becomes more apparent. Fig. 9 is a pictorial illustration of the topological equivalence

a b

c

a b

c

=

FIG. 9: Pictorial illustration of the generalized spin-statistics connection.

between the double interchange R2 of a and b (this is exactly the monodromy illustrated in Fig. 4

and Fig. 8 b)) and the twisting of their world lines. From this we can straightforwardly deduce the

monodromy matrix elements as

[R2]cab = ei2π(sc−sa−sb), (34)

where si are the topological spins of the particles. We shall return to this in Section III E and III F
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and calculate the spins explicitly for various excitations in spinor BECs.

D. Vortex chromodynamics picture

The action described in Eq. (20) is generic and here we offer an interpretation of it in the

context of a spinor BEC. A superfluid can be used for reproducing the physics of relativistic

electrodynamics93 by defining the superfluid velocity vs = (h̄/m)∇θ as the electric field and the

mass density of particles ρs = m|Ψ|2 as the magnetic field, jointly forming a Maxwellian field

strength tensor Fµν . Alternatively, the phase change ∂tθ may be assigned to the role of magnetic

field to avoid nonzero vacuum magnetisation94. Building on this idea, it is conceivable that a

superfluid comprised of spinful particles may reproduce a generic Yang–Mills theory95. Indeed, it

was demonstrated in96–98 that certain aspects of quantum chromodynamics (QCD), such as quark

confinement, can be simulated in BECs with spin. Other forms of gauge theories, such as that in-

volving an emergent Ising gauge field99, have also been studied using BECs comprised of spinful

particles. By adopting a mean-field description (see Appendix E 1), a Yang–Mills field strength

tensor may be constructed by applying the Madelung transformation Ψa(r, t) = |ψa(r, t)|eiθ a(r,t)

to the spinor components. This allows one to separate the phase and the density which can be

interpreted as Yang–Mills field strength and gravity, respectively. However, if we consider a static

phase, the full field strength Fa
µν is completely defined by the spin current (phase gradient)47

[vs]
a =

h̄
2Mni

S

∑
m,m′=−S

[ fa]mm′

(
ψ

∗
m(r, t)(∇ψm′(r, t))− (∇ψ

∗
m(r, t))ψm′(r, t)

)
, (35)

where a denotes the components of the spin. In this picture, the particles can be thought of as

color charged “quarks" which are interacting via a generalized electric field — the “strong" force.

However, if we instead consider a viewpoint in which one particle is a charged analogue quark, and

a second particle is a generalized flux tube, then the interpretation of Eq. (35) is that it corresponds

to a non-abelian gauge field Aa
µ , such that instead Fa

µν = ∂µAa
ν −∂νAa

µ + ig[Aa
µ ,A

a
ν ], where g is the

coupling. Since the superfluid velocity field arises due to the non-vanishing of the phase gradient

∇θ a, the Aharonov–Bohm phase acquired as the vortex is encircled is given by the contour integral

of Aa
µ = [vs]

a. Furthermore, the vorticity is given by ω = ∇×vs allowing it to be interpreted as

the magnetic part of the field strength. If the vorticity, or field strength, is only non-vanishing

inside of the vortex core the resulting interaction is topological. In the Gross–Pitaevskii equation

(GPE)47 which governs the dynamics of a BEC, the covariant derivative encoding the interactions
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mediated by Aa
µ = [vs]

a is obtained by transforming to a frame co-moving with the vortex. The

Laplacian in the kinetic term can then be expressed as ∇2 −→ (∇+ κa[vs]
a)2, so the charge g

corresponds to the generalised circulation quantum κa. This term is responsible for the interactions

within the quantum double as it encodes the response of the vortex due to the motion of the

surrounding atoms. Note also that this Laplacian is taking on exactly the same form as that giving

you the kinetic energy of an electron coupled to a magnetic field in e.g. the quantum Hall effects.

In analogy with QCD, we may therefore say that the particles of the theory carry color charge

which is preserved under the interactions mediated by Aa
µ . This quantum number can thus be

identified as the topological spin, or generalised quantum of circulation, of the particles defined

in the preceding subsection. The vortices represent defects which carry a non-zero field strength

to which the chargeons couple topologically via Aa
µ (or the reversed if implementing the S-matrix

duality which is to be discussed in the following subsections). A generic dyonic state can, in

analogy with Gell-Mann’s eightfold way, thus be regarded as a superposition in an N-tuplet color

space, where N = |C| × dim(Γ). Interestingly, as demonstrated in100, by choosing the density

profile of the system in a specific way, the gravity-like force arising from the quantum pressure can

be implemented topologically. In particular, arbitrary topological phase rotations can be achieved

which may be employed as additional quantum logic gates. Hence, such a vortex QCD plus gravity

may result in a universal platform for topological quantum computation.

E. Anyons in Spin-0 and Spin-1 BECs

In a spinor BEC, the order parameter representing the phase under consideration is not a scalar

but a spinor. The order parameter wave function of a spin-F condensate belongs to the complex

vector space H = C2S+1 which is isomorphic to the real space R4S+2, i.e. H = C2S+1 ≃R4S+2,

where S is the spin. This entails that the order parameter is a map onto a surface isomorphic

to a sphere, that is, it maps onto the manifold M ≃ S4S+2−1 = S4S+1. Consequently, we can

conclude that the full symmetry group of the system is SOS(3) accompanied by phase invariance,

i.e. SOS(3)×U(1). Here we consider two types of condensates with spin-0 and spin-1 degrees of

freedom, respectively, which are both governed by abelian theories. In the S= 0 case, we know that

the corresponding wave function is a scalar Ψ(r,θ) = |Ψ(r,θ)|eiθ . Moreover, if we break the U(1)

symmetry, we know that each subgroup is inheriting the commutative property, more precisely

each subgroup must be isomorphic to a ZN group, thus giving rise to a quantum double akin to
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the lattice model discussed in Section III B. In the spin-1 case we have three low-temperature inert

states (1,0,0)T ,(0,0,1)T and (0,1,0)T , which correspond to the two ferromagnetic states and the

polar state, respectively. The symmetry groups of these states are given by rotations about the

axes parallel to the states so that SOS(3)×U(1) reduces to SO(2)Sz ×U(1) for the ferromagnetic

states, and D∞ ×U(1) for the polar state. Here D∞ denotes the infinite dihedral group which also

includes reflection symmetry, as opposed to SO(2)Sz . As for discrete symmetries in these phases,

we can conclude that we only have one corresponding to the reflection part of the D∞ symmetry,

which can be represented by the cyclic group C2.

A convenient way to deduce the symmetries is to consider a graphical representations of the

spinorial states, such as the spherical harmonics or the Majorana star representation47. Note that

since these groups are abelian, spin-0 or a spin-1 condensates are not able to support non-abelian

anyons as their natural excitations. This fact can be established from the analysis outlined in Sec-

tion II B, where we discussed how the topological excitations in planar systems can be classified

according to the first homotopy group π1(G/H) of the coset space G/H generated by the subgroup

H.

1. The quantum double D(C2) of C2

All elements in an abelian group constitute their own conjugacy class, and the centralizers are

given by the whole group. For instance, C2 = {I,r} has two elements: one identity I and one π-

rotation r, which are the two conjugacy classes of the group, and consequently the centralizer has

two UIRs, the 1D trivial representation Λsym and the 1D asymmetric representation Λasym. The

character table for this model is provided in Table I. We thus conclude that there are four abelian

anyons in the model corresponding to the UIRs of the quantum double element Phg. In particular,

we have a vacuum sector 1, one fluxon m, one chargeon e and one dyon ε . The fusion rules can

thus be summarized as

m⊗m = e⊗ e = ε ⊗ ε = 1 (36)

e⊗m = 1⊕ ε. (37)

Note that this model is equivalent to the Z2 quantum double model which is given by N = 2

instance of the model discussed in Section III B. As for braiding, we can conclude that the fluxon

m as well as the chargeon e are both bosons. This fact is evident from the character table Table I,
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TABLE I: Character table of the group C2.

I r

Λsym 1 1

Λasym 1 -1

from which we can also deduce that the dyon ε is a fermion. Moreover, while the bosons have

trivial self-braiding, winding the chargeon around he fluxon (or the fluxon around the chargeon)

yields a factor −1, which can be derived from the generalized spin-statistics theorem in Eq. (34).

The topological spins s can be deduced from the character table as χ/d = ei2πs, where χ is the

character and d is the dimension of the corresponding UIR. This relationship can be derived from

the definition of the Wilson loop defined in Eq. (11), which is nothing but a measurement of the

monodromy illustrated in Fig. 4, which is equivalent to the character values of the representation

under consideration. Reading off the character table, we may establish that s1 = sm = se = 0 and

sε =
1
2 as expected for bosons and fermions. We next compute the S-matrix of the model which we

briefly encountered in Section III C, as well as the T-matrix, which together generate the modular

group SL(2,Z). Applying Eq. (33) yields the matrix

SC2 =
1
2


1 1 1 1

1 1 −1 −1

1 −1 1 −1

1 −1 −1 1

 . (38)

For abelian theories, the interpretation of this matrix is simple. The elements Si j
C2

represent the

phase acquired when exchanging particles i and j, where the indices run through the charges

1,e,m,ε . Moreover, the T-matrix is given by stacking the twist factors ei2πs of the anyons on the

diagonal which yields the T-matrix

TC2 =


1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 −1

 . (39)
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TABLE II: The elements in the image of the representation Λ.

PII PIr PrI Prr

Π
asym
I (Phg) 1 -1 0 0

Π
sym
r (Phg) 0 0 1 1

2. Particle-vortex duality in D(C2)

Interestingly, as shown in101, the modular S-matrix can be interpreted as a generalization of

the quantum Fourier transform based on the representation theory of the quantum double. In fact,

this is exactly the transformation that is implementing the chargeon-fluxon duality discussed in

Section III B, where the chargeons live on the direct lattice and the fluxons live on the reciprocal

lattice. To illustrate this explicitly, all we have to show is that the set of characters corresponding

to the chargeon transform, under the action of S, into the set of characters corresponding to the

fluxon, since these sets form an orthonormal basis for their respective Hilbert space. We first need

the representations labelling the two anyons which can be worked out by virtue of Eq. (29), which

defines the quantum double action. Using Πe = Π
asym
I to denote the representation corresponding

to the chargeon e and Πm = Π
sym
r to denote that of the fluxon m, then the image of their 1D

quantum double representations, given the action defined in Eq. (29), is given by Table II.

Since these representations are one-dimensional they yield the characters directly since the

characters are computed as the trace of the elements in the representation image. In light of

this, we may denote by χe = (1,−1,0,0)T the set of characters for the chargeon and by χm =

(0,0,1,1)T the set of characters for the fluxon. It can then be shown that indeed Sχe = χm, which

proves that S is implementing a duality between the two anyons. Moreover, if we work out the

characters corresponding to the dyon ε , we have that χε = (0,0,1,−1)T , and if we act with S

we find that the state is left invariant, i.e. Sχε = χε , as expected since ε is a fluxon-chargeon

composite so it must be left untouched if we swap the constituent anyons e ↔ m. This duality

is exactly the same as the one discussed in Section III B 1 for N = 2. Here we took a different

route via the representation theory and the S-matrix and arrived at the same result, without any

direct knowledge about the structure of the Hamiltonian, other than its symmetries. Next, we

shall consider spin-2 systems which exhibit phases with non-abelian symmetry groups that may

be capable of topological quantum computation.
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F. Anyons in Spin-2 BECs

Unlike the spin-0 and spin-1 condensates, the spin-2, and in fact any spin F ≥ 2, exhibit phases

whose order parameters are invariant under non-abelian groups. The order parameters can be

worked out from the mean-field theory described in Appendix E 1. In the unbroken phase, such

order parameters have rotational SO(3) symmetry as well as phase invariance U(1), which results

in the full symmetry SO(3)×U(1), but if we consider instead the simply connected special unitary

representation SU(2), the group structure is given by G = SU(2)×U(1). If this symmetry is

broken to a subgroup H ⊂ G, the full order parameter manifold is given by the coset space formed

by taking the quotient G/H, i.e. M = SU(2)×U(1)/H. Here we will direct our attention towards

two particular ground state phases, the binary tetrahedral phase and the biaxial-nematic phase. The

particle content of the emerging anyon models can be derived by extending the analysis carried out

in the abelian case, but as we shall see, these structures are much more complex which gives rise

to vast particle spectra. The topological spins of the particles are, again, derived from the character

theory in the same way as in the previous section.

1. Binary tetrahedral phase and its quantum double D(T ∗)

The order parameter of the binary tetrahedral phase is invariant under the action of the group

H = T ∗ ∈ SU(2), which is the simply connected double cover of T ∈ SO(3), and is given by

Ψ = 1
2(i,0,

√
2,0, i)T 47. The tetrahedral group comprises the symmetries of a tetrahedron and

has 12 elements in total formed by pi/3-rotations and reflections. The binary representation,

however, has 24 elements due to the two-to-one double cover as each element t ∈ T is mapped

onto t, t̄ ∈ T ∗, i.e. f : t −→ {t, t̄}. The structure of T ∗ can be represented as {a,b,c|a3 = b3 =

(ab)2 =−1,}102, and since T ∗ ⊂ SU(2), we may pick the elements a = 1/2(1+ iσx + iσy + iσz)

and b = 1/2(1+ iσx + iσy − iσz) as generators. It is straightforward to show that these satisfy

the relationships between the generators of the group. Unpacking the structure, we first note that

they both generate disjoint 6-cycles Z6 thus comprising in total 12 distinct elements individually,

which further implies that they must form another 12 distinct elements when combined, since there

are 24 elements in the group in total. Noting that ab = iσx and ba = iσy, and that iσyiσx = iσz

and a4 = −a (and consequently a5 = −a2 where the same relations hold for b), we can conclude

that all of the 24 elements can be generated from ±a = ±σ̃ (or b) and its product with ±iσi for
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i ∈ {x,y,z}. In particular, we have the following partitioning into conjugacy classes (CC)46

CC1(T ∗) = {(I,nw)} (40)

CC2(T ∗) = {(−I,nw)}

CC3(T ∗) = {(±iσx,nw),(±iσy,nw),(±iσz,nw)}

CC4(T ∗) = {(σ̃ ,nw +
1
3
),(−iσxσ̃ ,nw +

1
3
),(−iσyσ̃ ,nw +

1
3
),(−iσzσ̃ ,nw +

1
3
)}

CC5(T ∗) = {(−σ̃ ,nw +
1
3
),(iσxσ̃ ,nw +

1
3
),(iσyσ̃ ,nw +

1
3
),(iσzσ̃ ,nw +

1
3
)}

CC6(T ∗) = {(σ̃2,nw +
2
3
),(−iσxσ̃

2,nw +
2
3
),(−iσyσ̃

2,nw +
2
3
),(−iσzσ̃

2,nw +
2
3
)}

CC7(T ∗) = {(−σ̃
2,nw +

2
3
),(iσxσ̃

2,nw +
2
3
),(iσyσ̃

2,nw +
2
3
),(iσzσ̃

2,nw +
2
3
)}

where nw ∈ Z denotes the winding number and the 1
3 fractions are due to the breaking of U(1) to

Z3. This particular partitioning can be derived either by brute force computation of all conjugates,

or by e.g. exploiting the fact that all conjugate elements must have the same order, thus allowing

one to group potential conjugate partners together. Then using the property ±iσiiσ jiσ−1
i =±iσ−1

j

where i ̸= j ∈ {x,y,z}, one can further split the sets of equal-order elements into subsets that only

contain mutual conjugates. In order to derive the the chargeon particle spectrum, we need to

find the centralizers and their irreducible representations. CC1(T ∗) and CC2(T ∗) are both abelian

which entails that the entire group T ∗ must be their centralizer. First, let us see if there are any

one-dimensional UIRs. Due to the geometry of the tetrahedron, we may conclude that it is invari-

ant under 2π/3-rotations, about three distinct axes, i.e. Z3. This group has a trivial UIR sending

all elements to the identity, in addition to two representations which are obtained by permuting the

trivial representation by the group generator ei 2π

3 . This must be all one-dimensional UIRs since

Z3 is abelian so that each of the three elements is its own conjugacy class, and consequently, there

must be three UIRs ΛT ∗
i (i = 4,5,6), due to Burnsides’s theorem90 in the theory of finite groups.

Further, we must have a faithful two-dimensional complex representation since the binary tetra-

hedron is naturally embedded in C2. We can construct yet another two two-dimensional UIRs

by taking the tensor product of it with the two non-trivial one-dimensional UIRs, thus resulting

in a total of three inequivalent two-dimensional representations which we shall denote by ΛT ∗
i

(i = 1,2,3). Now, as a collorary of Burnside’s theorem, the order of the group must be equal to the

sum of the UIR dimensions squared. Thus far we have 3×12+3×22 = 15 which implies that there

must exist one three-dimensional representation since
√

24−15 = 3. In order to find this repre-

sentation, we may exploit the fact SU(2) is the double cover of SO(3), and hence, there must exist
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TABLE III: Character table for ΛT ∗
i , where i = 1,2,3 are one-dimensional, i = 4,5,6 are

two-dimensional and i = 7 is three-dimensional. Here ω = ei 2π

3 .

CC1(T ∗) CC2(T ∗) CC3(T ∗) CC4(T ∗) CC5(T ∗) CC6(T ∗) CC7(T ∗)

ΛT ∗
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

ΛT ∗
2 1 1 1 ω ω ω∗ ω∗

ΛT ∗
3 1 1 1 ω∗ ω∗ ω ω

ΛT ∗
4 2 -2 0 -1 1 1 -1

ΛT ∗
5 2 -2 0 −ω∗ ω∗ ω −ω

ΛT ∗
6 2 -2 0 −ω ω ω∗ −ω∗

ΛT ∗
7 3 3 −1 0 0 0 0

a two-to-one map between T ∗ and T . T has, owing its embedding, a natural three-dimensional

faithful representation ΛT ∗
7 which is simply permuting the corners of the tetrahedron in real R3

space, so by composing this map with the double covering map, we find a three dimensional UIR

for T ∗.

Instead of writing all of these matrices out explicitly as we did in the abelian C2 case, we are

simply providing the corresponding character tables as all essential information can be extracted

from there. The characters of the one-dimensional UIRs are found trivially since the traces of

them are the same as the group elements themselves. As for the two-dimensional representations,

we pick one element from each conjugacy class in Eq. (41) which we multiply by each of the one-

dimensional UIRs and then take the trace, since the trace is invariant under conjugacy due to its

invariance under cyclic permutations. Finally, the characters for the three-dimensional UIR can be

found simply by defining a map f that sends each Pauli matrix σi in Eq. (41) to the corresponding

three-dimensional Lorentz rotation matrix Ri, since the Lorentz rotations SO(3) and SU(2) adhere

to the same algebra. The characters for all of these seven representations can be found in Table III.

Again, the topological spins of the anyons in the spectrum can be deduced from the character table

via the relation ei2πs = χ/d, where s is the spin, χ is the character value and d is the dimension.

Reading off the first and the second column, corresponding to fluxons CC1(T ∗) and CC2(T ∗), we

note that all characters are integers which means that they are all bosons. Next, we turn to the

CC3(T ∗) conjugacy class which has Z4 as centralizer group. This can be concluded by noting

that all elements in this set are pure rotations around the x,y and z axis, respectively. Hence, the
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TABLE IV: Character table for the four one-dimensions UIRs Γ
Z4
i (i = 1,2,3,4) and x is the

generator of Z4.

1 x x2 x3

Γ
Z4
1 1 1 1 1

Γ
Z4
2 1 i -1 −i

Γ
Z4
3 1 −1 1 −1

Γ
Z4
4 1 −i −1 i

only elements commuting with a representative from this conjugacy class is a rotation about the

same axis. Considering the group structure, there can only be 4 of those (generated by the element

itself) which leads us to the conclusion that the centralizer is Z4. Moreover, each element in Z4 is

its own conjugacy class since it is an abelian group, and consequently, as per Burnside’s theorem,

there must be four UIRs Γi (i = 1,2,3,4) which can be found simply by permuting the the trivial

representation which send all elements to 1, by rotations of π/2. We thus obtain the character

table presented in Table IV.

The self-statistics, and hence the spin, can be read off from the second column in Table IV

which reveals that the (CC3,Γ
Z4
1 ) dyon is a boson, the (CC3,Γ

Z4
2 ) is a spin-1

4 particle, (CC3,Γ
Z4
3 )

is a fermion and the (CC3,Γ
Z4
4 ) must be a spin-3

4 particle. Finally, by the same argument we

applied to deduce the Z4 centralizer, we can establish that the centralizer of the remaining conju-

gacy classes CC4(T ∗), CC5(T ∗), CC6(T ∗) and CC7(T ∗) must be the 6-cycle Z6 since σ̃ and σ̃σi

(where i ∈ {x,y,z}) have order 6. Again, owing to the abelian structure of Z6, it must have six

UIRs whose characters are provided in Table V.

Even here we find some interesting dyonic particles with fractional spin s = 1
6 ,

1
3 ,

2
3 ,

5
6 , which

can be deduced from the second column. We have now worked out the entire particle spectrum of

the quantum double of T ∗ which is comprised of one vacuum, 6 pure fluxons, 6 pure chargeons

and 29 dyons, thus amounting to a total of 42 distinguishable particles. The fusion rules of these

anyons can be obtained by first computing the S-matrix according to Eq. (33) and then employing

e.g. the Verlinde equation in Eq. (32). However, computing all such combinations would be a

monstrous task so we will not present these here. The underlying principle is the same though as

in the much simpler D(C2) anyon model. Interestingly, as already pointed out in Section III C,

fusing a fluxon with its anti-partner may result in a particle with Cheshire charge. This possibility
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TABLE V: Character table for the six one-dimensions UIRs Γ
Z6
i (i = 1,2,3,4,5,6) and y is the

generator of Z6 and ϕ = ei 2π

6 .

1 y y2 y3 y4 y5

Γ
Z6
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Γ
Z6
2 1 ϕ ϕ3 −1 ϕ4 ϕ5

Γ
Z6
3 1 ϕ2 ϕ4 1 ϕ2 ϕ4

Γ
Z6
4 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1

Γ
Z6
5 1 ϕ4 ϕ2 1 ϕ2 ϕ4

Γ
Z6
6 1 ϕ5 ϕ4 −1 ϕ4 ϕ

stems from the reducibility of the tensored representation space of the two fluxons. If the resulting

space has invariant subspaces, these subspaces correspond to multiplets, each of which is labelled

by an invariant charge quantum number.

2. Biaxial nematic phase and its quantum double D(D∗
4)

The biaxial-nematic phase is represented by the order parameter Ψ = 1√
2
(1,0,0,0,1)T which

is invariant under the action of the binary dihedral-4 group D∗
4. Consequently, the full order pa-

rameter manifold is given by M = U(1)× SU(2)/D∗
4 and the fluxons and chargeons are clas-

sified according to the conjugacy classes of D∗
4 and their centralizer UIRs, respectively. The

group D∗
4 is the binary extension of D4 whose structure can be represented as D∗

4 = {a,b|a8 =

1,b = a2,bab−1 = a−1}103. In words, we have an 8-cycle a about a primary axis, say the z-axis,

and a 4-cycle b which reverses a under conjugation. In the SU(2) representation, we may pick

Rz(2π/8) = 1/
√

2(1+ iσz) as the Z8 generator, and one can easily verify that either iσx or iσy

works as an SU(2) representation of b, so we may pick for instance iσx. Note that iσxiσz = iσy,

meaning that all elements can be expressed as products of iσx, iσy and σ̃ = 1/
√

2(1+ iσz). More-

over, since D∗
4 has sixteen elements in total, and the Z8 subgroup generated by 1/

√
2(1+ iσz) has

eight elements, the remaining eight can straightforwardly be found by acting with ±iσx and ±iσy
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TABLE VI: Character table for Λ
D∗

4
i , where i = 1,2,3,4 are one-dimensional, i = 5 is

two-dimensional and i = 6,7 are four-dimensional.

CC1(D∗
4) CC2(D∗

4) CC3(D∗
4) CC4(D∗

4) CC5(D∗
4) CC6(D∗

4) CC7(D∗
4)

Λ
D∗

4
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Λ
D∗

4
2 1 1 -1 1 1 1 −1

Λ
D∗

4
3 1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1

Λ
D∗

4
4 1 1 -1 1 −1 −1 1

Λ
D∗

4
5 2 -2 0 0 −2 0 0

Λ
D∗

4
6 4 −4 0 0 2

√
2 −2

√
2 0

Λ
D∗

4
7 4 −4 0 0 −2

√
2 2

√
2 0

on σ̃ . These elements can be partitioned into seven conjugacy classes according to46

CC1(D∗
4) = {(I,nw)} (41)

CC2(D∗
4) = {(−I,nw)} (42)

CC3(D∗
4) = {(±iσx,nw),(±iσy,nw)} (43)

CC4(D∗
4) = {(±iσz,nw)} (44)

CC5(D∗
4) = {(σ̃ ,nw +

1
2
),(−iσzσ̃ ,nw +

1
2
)} (45)

CC6(D∗
4) = {(−σ̃ ,nw +

1
2
),(iσzσ̃ ,nw +

1
2
)} (46)

CC7(D∗
4) = {(±iσxσ̃ ,nw +

1
2
),(±iσyσ̃ ,nw +

1
2
)} (47)

The conjugacy class structure and the centralizer UIRs of this group can be found by applying

the same set of arguments as in the T ∗ case, so we are simply jumping straight to the character

tables here. Again, the abelian fluxons CC1(D∗
4) and CC2(D∗

4) have the entire group D∗
4 as cen-

tralizer whose character table is provided in Table VI. The dyons with flux corresponding to CC1

and CC2 are consequently all bosons since all of the characters in the first and second column

are integers. The centralizer of CC3(D∗
4) and CC7(D∗

4) is given by Z4, which coincides with the

centralizer of CC3(T ∗), whose character table is already provided in Table IV. Finally, the central-

izer for the remaining conjugacy classes CC4(D∗
4), CC5(D∗

4) and CC6(D∗
4) are given by the cyclic

abelian group Z8 whose character table is provided in Table VII.

We deduce from these characters non-abelian dyons with fractional topological spins s =
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TABLE VII: Character table for the six one-dimensions UIRs Γ
Z8
i (i = 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8) and z is

the generator of Z8 and θ = ei 2π

8 .

1 z z2 z3 z4 z5 z6 z7

Γ
Z8
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Γ
Z8
2 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1

Γ
Z8
3 1 i −1 −i 1 i −1 −i

Γ
Z8
4 1 −i −1 i 1 −i −1 i

Γ
Z8
5 1 θ θ 2 θ 3 θ 4 θ 5 θ 6 θ 7

Γ
Z8
6 1 θ 7 θ 6 θ 5 θ 4 θ 3 θ 2 θ

Γ
Z8
7 1 θ 3 θ 6 θ θ 4 θ 7 θ 2 θ 5

Γ
Z8
8 1 θ 5 θ 2 θ 7 θ 4 θ θ 6 θ 3

1
8 ,

1
4 ,

3
8 ,

5
8 ,

3
4 ,

7
8 .

3. A note on the quaternionic phase and its quantum double D(Q∗
8)

In a separate work104, devoted entirely to the D(Q∗
8) model, we analysed the feasibility of

employing the quaternionic phase of a spin-2 BEC as a TQC platform. This phase can be obtained

from the D∗
4 one by reducing its rotational symmetry to a 4-cycle. For the sake of completeness,

we are here outlining some key aspect of this model. One of the primary challenges of developing

a theoretical model of a TQC based on the non-abelian phases considered in this work, is that the

dimensionality of the fusion spaces are generally larger than two. This is problematic since we

only need a two-level system to form a qubit, meaning that the redundant particles in the fusion

outcomes will generally absorb amplitude and consequently cause information leakage82,105. It is

therefore of interest to find a low-temperature symmetry group whose quantum double contains

fusion products that form two-level states. The quaternionic phase offers such a model if one

consider a closed subset of the particles in the theory.

A natural question that may arise is why we do not want to utilize all of the particles in a fusion

outcome to represent a generic qudit. The issue with this idea, as thoroughly discussed in104,

is that one would need to have access to a group whose algebra is of a higher dimension. For

instance, the braid group of a four-level qudit still only have two generators σ1 and σ2, which is

37



insufficient to span an SU(4) Bloch sphere. Instead, by considering two qubits, which combined

form a four-level system, the braid group has five generators, which may thus make universality

more attainable. For instance, as already touched upon in subsection III D and demonstrated in100,

a topological gravity may be simulated via the quantum pressure in the fluid, which results in

additional topologically protected phase rotations which one may supplement any non-universal

braid set with. Only one such additional phase gate would be required in order to make the D(Q∗
8)

universal. Another advantage of this model is that all fusion rules are multiplicity free. As already

argued in106, the presence of multiplicities is complicating the calculation of the Clebsch–Gordan

coefficients of the theory. This is also apparent in our derivation presented in Section D 1 since

the number of terms on the right hand side in Eq.(D10) depends on the multiplicity. Only in the

multiplicity-free case is an explicit solution accessible.

G. Symmetry-based normal mode analysis

As indicated by the Fourier duality connecting the fluxons and the chargeons, if one of the two

is considered to be localized in real space, its dual must be localized in the reciprocal space, with

respect to a generalized quantum Fourier transform (the S-matrix). While it is, as per homotopy

theory, well established that the fluxons must map onto quantized vortices, what the physical

incarnations of chargeons are is less clear. The purpose of this section is therefore to offer an

interpretation of the chargeon degrees of freedom. We find, by means of a symmetry analysis, that

these normal modes correspond to spin-rotations and spin-waves, or magnons. These systems also

have regular phonon excitations but those are naturally associated with the breaking of translational

symmetry. Generally speaking, a system in equilibrium exhibits some sort of symmetry that, if

broken, excites modes in the system. These solutions transform according to the various UIRs

of the, possibly broken, symmetry group, and as such, furnish a basis for the vector spaces the

matrices in images of the UIRs act on. Guided by these considerations, we may now proceed and

work out the normal modes in a spinor BEC.

1. Tetrahedral phase – an example

Here we will study the tetrahedral phase to provide an explicit example. In particular we

shall consider the regular tetrahedral group T instead of its binary representation T ∗ previously
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considered, since this group has a simpler geometric structure which will facilitate the discussion

and analysis. To be more explicit in our formulation, we consider the Majorana star representation

of the order parameter in which the spin nodes are located on the corners of a tetrahedron, see

Fig. 10. The problem of finding the modes of motion of such a system can be cast into the form of

an eigenvalue problem

Âθ̄ = ω
2
θ̄ , (48)

where the matrix Â describes the energy carried by the system and θ̂ is a displacement vector,

i.e. the normal mode. Before we move on and work out these modes, we shall make pertinent

remarks regarding the vector space formed by the modes. First, note that a tetrahedron has four

corners to which four distinct spin nodes are attached. Secondly, note that each node can move in

two perpendicular angular directions α and β (Euler angles), and consequently, the system must

have 4×2 = 8 degrees of freedom in total. The resulting vector space constructed from the space

of node labels and the vectors describing the displacements of the nodes must consequently have

a tensor structure V = Vnodes ⊗Vdirection. This eight-dimensional vector space has a basis of the

form θ̄ = (α1,β1,α2,β2,α3,β3,α4,β4)
T , where αi and βi are the angular coordinates relative to

the equilibrium position of each node. Due to the uniqueness of the solution to Eq. (48), given

some initial state vector θ̄i, we know that the evolution of the system is completely determined by

these values at time t = 0. Further, since the eigenvalue spectrum of Â is invariant under T , we

may consider the action of the image of the full eight-dimensional representation on V . Generally,

this representation is, owing to the tensor structure of V , reducible, which implies that it can be

constructed from a set of irreducible orthogonal subblocks

Γ(T ) =
⊕

i

miΓi(T ), (49)

where mi is the multiplicity of block i. Since the various eigenmodes θ̄i of A are orthogonal and

inhabit distinct blocks of V , they must transform according to the UIRs of T . Hence, the action of

Γ(T ) can be decomposed as

Γ(T )∑
i

θ̄i = m1Γ1(T )θ̄1 +m2Γ2(T )θ̄2 + ...+mnΓn(T )θ̄n. (50)

In light of these considerations, we may establish that the eigenvalues attached to each subspace

Vi cannot be altered by Γ(T ), that is to say

(Γi(T )Â)θ̄i = Γi(T )(Âθ̄i) = ω
2
i (Γi(T )θ̄i) = ω

2
i θ̄ ′

i ∀i. (51)
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What we learn from this is that there is one unique eigenvalue ω2
i attached to each UIR, and

that this eigenvalue must be the same for θ̄ ′
i and θ̄i. Moreover, the dimension of the subspace Vi,

and hence the degeneracy of ω2
i , must be equal to the dimension of the UIR Γi. We have now

reduced the problem of finding the normal modes of the system to finding the various irreducible

representations of the underlying symmetry group. Remarkably, the number of distinct eigenval-

ues and their degeneracies can be completely deduced from the representation theory, without any

consideration of the physical parameters; the entire measurable spectrum of possible eigenvalues

is classified by the symmetry of the system. Note that this is in complete agreement with the quan-

tum double particle labelling. The fluxons are point particles labelled by the conjugacy classes of

the group, and the chargeons are labelled by the various UIRs (or the reverse if we act with the

S-matrix and consider the system in reciprocal space).

a) b) c)

FIG. 10: (a) Spin-nodes within the Majorana star representation of the tetrahedral phase (b)

spin-rotation mode where the whole tetrahedron is simply rotating (c) spin-wave mode where the

nodes oscillate out-of-phase (this mode is three-fold degenerate).

Again we consider the character table of T as it contains all of the pertinent information re-

quired in order to work out the normal modes. A tetrahedron is constructed from four triangular

faces, thus comprising 4×3 = 12 rotational symmetries in total. It has four conjugacy classes cor-

responding to the identity I, all 2π/3-rotations R(2π/3), all 4π/3-rotations R(4π/3), in addition

to π-rotations R(π). Let us now deduce the UIRs. First, we always have a trivial one-dimensional

representation Λ1 sending all elements to unity. Then, we must also have another one-dimensional

representation Λ2 sending all of the 2π/3-rotations to ei 2π

3 . We can further permute this represen-

tation giving us a map Λ3 that sends all of the 2π/3-rotations to ei 4π

3 . Again, using the corollary
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TABLE VIII: Character table for the the one-dimensions UIRs Λi (i = 1,2,3) and the three

dimensional one Γ4.

I R(2π/3) R(4π/3) R(π)

Λ1 1 1 1 1

Λ2 1 ei π

3 ei 2π

3 1

Λ3 1 ei 2π

3 ei π

3 1

Λ4 3 0 0 −1

to Burnside’s theorem which states that the order of a finite group is equal to the sum of the rep-

resentation dimensions squared, we can conclude that there must also exist a representation of

dimension
√

12−12 −12 −12 = 3. This is, of course, the three-dimensional representation acting

on the R3 space in which the tetrahedron is embedded. By virtue of the above considerations,

in addition to the orthogonality condition enforced on the rows in a character table, we may con-

struct the complete character table of the group which is presented in Table VIII. Directing our

attention to the fist column of Table VIII, reveals that the characters add up to six, which means

that the combined dimension of the UIRs is six since these characters correspond to the traces of

the identity element. This means that there must be some multiplicities mi involved since the full

representation Γ(T ) is eight-dimensional. All these multiplicities can be found by projecting the

UIRs onto the full representation through the equation

mi =
1
|T | ∑

t∈T
χ
∗
i (t)χfull(t), (52)

where χi and χfull are the characters of the i’th UIR and the full representation, respectively, and

t ∈ T . This is a somewhat cumbersome, yet straight forward, calculation to perform so we will not

carry it out here as the normal modes can be found without any knowledge of these multiplicities.

As already noted in the previous cases, the number of UIRs must be the same as the number

of conjugacy classes, that is four, and consequently we must have four normal modes in total.

This can be understood intuitively by considering the geometry of the tetrahedron. The three

nodes can either rotate about the three axes or the nodes can oscillate in an out-of-phase fashion.

Moreover, we see from the character table that the Λ3 UIR must be three-dimensional since the

character corresponding to the identity is three. From this we can infer that the corresponding

mode must be three-fold degenerate as these degenerate modes span the irreducible subspace of
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Λ3. Again, we can confirm this result through some simple geometrical considerations. The

tetrahedron has four vertices in total so if one node is pairing up with one other node, the remaining

two nodes are forced to pair up as well, but since the first node has three choices of partner, and this

choice automatically fixes the choices of the remaining nodes, we can only have three inequivalent

configurations of pair-vibrations. We have now, guided by the symmetry of the system, completely

determined the normal mode spectrum as well as the degeneracies without any knowledge of the

physical parameter values. We found three non-degenerate spin-rotation modes and one spin-wave

mode with three-fold degeneracy corresponding to the out-of-phase oscillations of the nodes. The

strategy deployed here is completely generic and can as such be applied to systems exhibiting any

type of symmetry, to obtain the normal mode spectra.

IV. VORTEX ANYONS IN SUPERFLUID GASES OF COLD ATOMS

To draw a connection between the theoretical concepts and experiments, we briefly mention

two closely related physical systems, superfluid Fermi gases and Bose–Einstein condensates, that

may be able to host non-abelian anyons inside the cores of quantised vortices. We will first dis-

cuss abelian vortices, routinely created and observed in experiments, and how to manipulate them

before contemplating their respective non-abelian extensions yet to be realised in the laboratory.

A. Quantised vortices in cold atomic superfluids

Consider a generic complex valued scalar order parameter

ψ(r) = |ψ(r)|eiS(r), (53)

which may be used for modeling, for instance, U(1) symmetric scalar BECs. The corresponding

first homotopy group is Z so the topological excitations, called quantised vortices, that form the

particles of this theory are labelled by an integer winding number n ∈ Z. The superfluid velocity

vs = h̄∇S/m∗, where S(r) is the real valued phase of the order parameter and m∗ is the mass of

the constituent particles comprising the superfluid. For a simple BEC m∗ = m where m is the mass

of a bosonic atom, while for a simple superfluid Fermi gas m∗ = 2m due to Cooper pairing of

fermionic atoms of mass m. The circulation of the superflow is quantised according to

Γ =
∮

vs ·dl = κ2πn (54)
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where κ = h/m∗ is the quantum of circulation such that for the typical n =±1 vortices the phase

S(r) of the superfluid has a ±2π phase winding around the vortex core. Since such scalar vortices

are the elements of an abelian group, they are not suitable candidates for topological quantum

computation. However, they can provide laboratory demonstrations of all the required actions from

vortex pair creation, braiding and fusion, required to perform braid based topological quantum

information processing using the more exotic flavor of non-abelian vortices discussed in later

subsections.

Scalar vortices were created and observed in Bose–Einstein condensates in 1999107 and in

superfluid Fermi gas in 2005108. Since then, they have been routinely observed in numerous cold

atom laboratories using a variety of techniques. Further details about vortex experiments in cold

atom superfluids may be found for instance in Refs.109–111.

In both bosonic and fermionic cases the vortices, if left to equilbrate, will typically arrange

into a regular Wigner-crystalline triangular vortex lattice due to the repulsive 2D-Coulomb-like

interaction between the vortices.

B. Non-abelian vortices in a superfluid Fermi gas

Here we briefly outline how the non-abelian anyons may emerge in the vortex cores of chi-

ral p-wave paired superfluid Fermi gas. This situation is generic and believed to be relevant to other

topological fermionic superfluids such as in liquid 3He and certain Type II superconductors13,23,26,27,112–114.

A canonical transformation of spinless fermion fields to the Bogoliubov quasi-particle basis Ψ(r)

Ψ†(r)

= ∑
q

uq(r) −v∗q(r)

vq(r) u∗q(r)

γq

γ†
q

 (55)

enables the fermionic second-quantised Hamiltonian to be expressed as an effective field theory in

terms of quasi-particles. The quasi-particle eigenstates with amplitudes uq,vq and energies Eq are

described by the Bogoliubov-deGennes equationL (r) ∆(r)

∆∗(r) −L ∗(r)

uq(r)

vq(r)

= Eq

uq(r)

vq(r)

 , (56)

where the structure of the operator L (r) on the diagonal as well as the off-diagonal pair potential

∆(r) depend on the specifics of the physical model considered. The BdG equations are particle

hole symmetric such that for every eigenstate with energy E, there is another, negative energy
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−E, eigenstate obtained via the transformation (u−E ,v−E)
T = (v∗E ,u

∗
E)

T . This further implies that

γ
†
E = γ−E , that is, creating a quasi-particle with energy E is equivalent to annihilating a quasi-hole

with energy −E.

In the case where the superfluidity emerges in a chiral p-wave paired state, the gap function for

a single physical vortex in an axisymmetric system may be expressed as a vortex order parameter

∆(r) = |∆(r)|einθ , and the conclusions may be generalized to multiple vortices115. Under such

circumstances the system possesses an exact zero energy solution Eq = 0 with the quasi-particle

probability density peaking inside the vortex. This yields the defining property of a Majorana

quasi-particle

γ
†
E=0 = γE=0 (57)

stating that a Majorana zero mode is its own antiparticle. The Majorana zero mode is a topo-

logically protected zero energy Caroli–deGennes–Matricon (CdGM) quasi-particle mode familiar

from ordinary type II superconductors where they occur with non-zero energies. Since this quasi-

particle is trapped by the vortex core, it and the host vortex are sometimes used interchangeably

and referred to as the Majorana fermion (quasi-particle).

Majorana zero modes come in pairs. For odd numbers of vortices, one vortex mode is paired

with a zero energy edge mode and the remaining even number of vortices form paired Majorana

quasi-particle bound states. Considering two vortices hosting two "real" Majoranas γ1 and γ2,

one can construct "complex" Dirac fermion operators c = 1/2(γ1 + iγ2) and c† = 1/2(γ1 − iγ2)

characterized by the usual Fermi statistics. Taking a product of these relations yields

iγ1γ2 = 2c†c−1 (58)

which provides a pedagogical link between the quasi-particle creation and annihilation operators

and the Majorana Ising anyon fusion rules

σ ⊗σ = 1⊕ψ, (59)

where σ maps onto γ , 1 corresponds to the vacuum |0⟩ and ψ corresponds to a regular fermion

|1⟩. The number operator c†c may take two possible values 0,1 corresponding to respective states

|0⟩ and |1⟩ resulting in the two values for the Majorana parity iγ1γ2 =±1. More rigorous analysis

leads to the conclusion that the Majorana zero mode vortices indeed correspond to realisations of

the SU(2)2 Ising anyons discussed in Sec. II C11.
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From theoretical perspective, vortices must be well separated to avoid quasi-particle tunnelling

between vortex cores, which would cause energy splitting of the Majorana pairs. From an ex-

perimental perspective, the greatest unresolved challenge is to realise a suitable topological su-

perfluid such as a spinless p-wave paired superfluid phase of a Fermi gas. Ultracold Fermi gases

near a p-wave Feshbach resonance, have been studied experimentally116–123 and offer a poten-

tial route to realising chiral p-wave superfluidity, however, they suffer from inelastic losses which

are enhanced near the resonance124 Lower-dimensional gases125–129, optical lattices130 and even

nonequilibrium131 systems provide promising opportunities for studying Fermi gases with reso-

nantly enhanced p-wave interactions and remain the subject of ongoing research.

C. Non-abelian vortices in a superfluid Bose gas

Here we briefly outline how non-abelian anyons may emerge in the vortex cores57,132 of F = 2

spinor Bose–Einstein condensates47,133,134. A canonical transformation of bosonic fields to Bo-

goliubov quasi-particle basis Ψ(r)

Ψ†(r)

= ∑
q

uq(r) v∗q(r)

vq(r) u∗q(r)

γq

γ†
q

 (60)

is similar but has a sign difference in comparison to the fermionic case. In the case where the

atoms condense in a state with a hyperfine spin F , the quasi-particle eigenmodes have 2F + 1

components such that for F = 2 they are five component spinors. The BEC itself is an exact

Nambu–Goldstone zero mode satisfying E = 0 and u = v∗, where the energy is measured with

respect to the chemical potential. It is therefore convenient to discuss the ground state topology

in terms of the ground state order parameter Ψ = [u−2,u−1,u0,u1,u2]
T , where the subscripts refer

to the five spin-projections of the hyperfine spin. For instance, in the cyclic ground state phase,

the state respects the symmetry of the non-abelian binary tetrahedral group and therefore the topo-

logical vortex excitations (fluxons) are determined by the conjugacy classes of the group with the

quantum double construction leading to the additional chargeon and dyon degrees of freedom as

clarified in Sec. III F.

In contrast to the fermionic case where the role of the Majorana vortices is merely to trap and

host the core localised quasiparticles, which define the qubit of the non-abelian fusion algebra, in

the quantum double construction of spinor BECs both the carrier vortices (fluxons) and the core
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localised quasiparticles (chargeons) participate in the fusion process. As such, the Majorana zero

modes may be viewed as the counterparts of pure chargeons of the quantum double.

Even the simplest non-abelian quantum double of F = 2 BEC, realised by the quaternion

phase104, leads to fusion rules of higher complexity in comparison to the Ising anyon model,

such as

Σx ⊗Σx = 1⊕ρx ⊕ ρ̄y ⊕ ρ̄z, (61)

where the result of fusing two vortices (pure fluxons) Σx may yield either a vacuum or three

different types of pure chargeons. The physical interpretation of this fusion rule that defines a

4-qudit is thus that the two vortices annihilate leaving behind one of the four possible chargeons,

including the trivial one. This arises due to the fact that the order parameter around the vortex core

is now a five component spinor such that there may exist multiple distinct ways spin currents and

superflow mass currents can be combined along a path encircling a vortex core that nevertheless

result in the same topological vortex invariant. This is to be contrasted with a simple vortex in a

scalar BEC where the only degree of freedom along the path around the vortex is a single number,

the phase S(r) of the order parameter, that uniquely defines the topology of the vortex flux.

D. Experimental considerations regarding creation, fusion and braiding

It is useful to first consider the most abundant laboratory system of a simple scalar BEC with

a quantised abelian vortex fluxon. Such vortices are readily produced in research laboratories via

a variety of methods109–111, including the so-called “chopsticks” method135, which enables deter-

ministic production of vortices and control over their positions, thereby conceptually facilitating

pair creation, braiding and fusion protocols for vortex anyons. Recently, this method has been

utilised to develop a programmable vortex collider in a superfluid Fermi gas136. In principle, these

techniques can be extended to larger numbers of vortices using optical tweezer arrays, as being

deployed for the storing Rydberg atom qubits in neutral atom quantum computers137–139.

As the vortices are moved around during braiding, one potential concern is the effect of phonon

excitations. Although phonons cannot change the topology of isolated vortices, it is in principle

possible for a high-energy phonon to split into a vortex-antivortex pair via a Sauter–Schwinger-like

pair creation process and such vortices could then accidentally become braided as the computation

is carried out leading to quasiparticle poisoning of the computation. The probability of such pro-

cesses should, however, be negligible at low enough temperatures achievable in the experiments.
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In the spinor BECs it is also conceivable that an absorption of a phonon by the vortex might affect

the atomic probability distribution the different hyperfine spin levels of the core localised modes.

This could potentially alter the amplitudes of the quantum double fusion rules. However, we are

not aware of any works that would have addressed this issue.

Regarding the readout of the fusion outcome, the greatest experimental challenge is to observe

the vortex core localised quasiparticles, which has not been achieved to date even in the case of

a scalar BEC. It was only recently discovered140 that even in a scalar BEC a vortex core hosts a

zero energy BdG quasiparticle mode known as a kelvon141,142. Such a kelvon can be regarded

as a quantum mechanical equivalent of a classical Kelvin wave143. In a 3D scalar BEC kelvons

have been indirectly observed144 as they distort the shape of a vortex line into a helix. However,

in 2D it is not clear how to experimentally resolve the zero energy kelvon, which can be viewed

as a quantum depleted non-condensate atom that is trapped by the vortex core and as such is in-

separable from the vortex fluxon. It may thus be tempting to interpret the kelvon as the charge

of a quantum double anyon. Indeed, from our analysis we found that all pure fluxons are in fact

bosons, while the dyons generally have fractional charge. Therefore the non-abelian anyons in a

spinor BEC are always charge-flux composites. We may therefore conjecture that the chargeon

part of a dyon corresponds to the spin mode of the kelvon attached to the vortex. This view is sup-

ported by numerical experiments carried out in57 where spin waves were observed after a fusion

event involving two vortices. Even if a vortex is annihilated by an anti-vortex, they may still have

a charge that survives the fusion process. In a realistic model of TQC based on vortices in a spinor

BEC one would then build the qubits from vortices and their kelvons.

Thus the technologies to create, braid, and fuse vortex anyons have been demonstrated in the case

of abelian vortices. There are two remaining major problems that need to be resolved in order to

achieve a complete experimental demonstration of a non-abelian vortex based topological qubit in

a cold atom superfluid. The first is the stabilisation of a ground state whose order parameter would

support non-abelian vortices as its natural excitations. For instance, it is not presently known if the

non-abelian cyclic, biaxial nematic, or the quaternion phases can be stabilized as ground states133.

The second, which has already been discussed, is the development of experimental techniques that

allow probing the kelvon and to measure its charge, a task that is yet to be realised even for vortices

in existing quasi-two-dimensional scalar BECs.
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V. DISCUSSION

We have aimed at providing a self-contained account of the emergent low-temperature quan-

tum double structure in spinor BECs, a connection that is not well covered in the literature to date.

It is well understood that spinor BECs may support non-abelian anyons in the form of quantized

vortices (fluxons). However, as emphasized in this paper, this is just one side of the story. The

existence of a particle-vortex duality, whose structure is made exact within the quantum double

framework, implies that the description of vortices can be mapped onto a dual side, which de-

scribes a different type of particle (chargeons). We have shown that the chargeons belonging to

the dual side correspond to spin waves and spin rotation modes. As illustrated, despite being non-

abelian, the fluxons only have fractional mutual statistics whereas their self-statistics is bosonic.

The same is true for the chargeons since their algebraic structure is, owing to the duality, equiva-

lent. However, the quantum double structure also accommodate charge-flux composites which, as

demonstrated, may indeed have fractional self-statistics.

The strong interest in non-abelian anyons is primarily due to their potential to realize fault-

tolerant quantum information processing. Up until now, the main focus has been on fermionic

systems, and in particular systems that may host Majorana fermion quasi-particles. Spinor BECs,

on the other hand, appear to have been overlooked in this context, which prompted us to carry out

this work with the aim of shedding light on their potential for TQC. Theoretically, as we discussed

in Section III F 3, one of the main hurdles in the development of a spinor BEC-based TQC platform

is that the fusion spaces generally are large due to the high dimensionality. To construct a qubit,

only two states are needed, which implies that information leakage82,105 may occur into the states

not belonging to the computational space. Another issue is the possibility of multiplicities in the

fusion rules, which complicates severely the calculation of the Clebsch–Gordan coefficients106

and thus the braid group matrices. Similar issues are, of course, also present in the SU(2)k anyon

models but mainly for larger values of k. To reduce the chance of having to face such problems,

it is useful to consider smaller groups since that will restrict the dimensionality of the Hilbert

spaces spanned by the anyons of the theory. For instance, the quaternionic subgroup Q8 which

was considered in a separate work104, can be obtained by breaking further the rotational part of

the D∗
4 subgroup to a 4-cycle. For this group it is possible to define multiplicity free qubits that are

not accompanied by additional non-computational states that generally cause leakage.

Finally, although a scalable fault tolerant topological quantum computer based on non-abelian
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vortex anyons remains out of reach, a neutral atom superfluid prepared in a non-abelian ground

state could certainly facilitate a beautiful demonstration of the fundamental principles of topolog-

ical quantum computation utilising a few topologically protected logical qubits.
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Appendix A: Appendix A

1. The fundamental group

A detailed description of the fundamental group can be found in standard literature on topology,

see e.g.145. Here we merely provide a brief exposition of its rudimentary elements. Consider a

space X of some topology, and let x0 ∈ X be an arbitrary point in X . Let f1 and f2 be two loop

functions

f1, f2 : [0,1]→ X (A1)

49



belonging to different homotopy classes and let f1 start at x0 and f2 end at x0, such that f1(1) =

f2(0) = x0. Then, one may compose f1 and f2 according to the parametrization

f1 ◦ f2(t) =

 f1(2t), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1
2

f2(2t −1), 1
2 ≤ t ≤ 1

Given this composition rule, the set of homotopy classes {[ f1], [ f2], ..., [ fn]} forms a group of loops

π1(x0,X) = {[ f1], [ f2], ..., [ fn]},

which all start and end at x0 ∈ X . This group is known as the first homotopy group or the funda-

mental group.

Appendix B: Appendix B

1. Representation theory and characters

a. Representation theory of a group G

Here we outline the elements of representation theory that are relevant to this work. For a

more thorough treatment we recommend e.g. Ref.146. In physics, the main mathematical object

of interest is that of a vector space. In particular, in quantum physics, the states of a system are

eigenstates of a Hamiltonian, which spans a Hilbert space H . In general, H has the structure

of a direct sum since each subspace, labeled by some quantum number, is orthogonal to all other

subspaces labelled by other quantum numbers. A symmetry G of the system necessarily commutes

with H so that the quantum numbers are invariant under the action of G. Thus, in order to study

this action we need to find a set of matrices that implement the elements of G acting on H . The

map Γ from G to this set of matrices

Γ : G −→ GL(N),

must preserve the structure of G (homomorphic), i.e.

Γ(ab) = Γ(a)Γ(b), ∀a,b ∈ G,

and is known as a representation, where GL(N) is the general linear group of matrices of dimension

N. If the matrices in the image of Γ are block diagonal, they may be decomposed as a direct sum
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into matrices that are not block diagonal. Hence, the representations that map onto matrices that

cannot be decomposed in this way are called irreducible representations. In quantum physics we

are, since normalization must be preserved, primarily concerned with unitary irreducible transfor-

mations so in this context Γ(a)∈U(N) for all a∈G, where Γ is a unitary irreducible representation

(UIR).

b. Representation theory of the quantum double D(H) of H

A quantum double Hilbert space is spanned by the charge-flux states

{|hCC
i ,uΓ

j ⟩}
0≤ j≤dim(Γ j)

0≤i≤|CC| ⊂ C[H]⊗F[H],

where hCC
i ∈ CC is defined as hCC

i = aihCC
∗ a−1

i for ai ∈ H and hCC
∗ is the representative element

of the conjugacy class CC. Note that we have a lot of freedom in our choice here. Any element of

hCC
∗ ∈ CC can be chosen as the representative, and similarly, there might be several choices of ai,

all of which belong to the same equivalence class, which maps hCC
∗ to hi under conjugation. The

quantum double action, which performs a gauge transformation followed by a flux measurement,

is implemented as

Π
Γ
CC(Phg)|hCC

i ,uΓ
j ⟩= δh,ghig−1|ghCC

i g−1,Γ(g∗)uΓ
j ⟩,

where ghCC
i g−1 = hCC

k and g∗ = a−1
k gai is defined as the gauge transformation that commutes with

the representative element hCC
∗ ∈ CC. Thus, finding the representation ΠΓ

CC is equivalent to finding

the matrices that are implementing this action on Cd . Here we shall outline the steps to achieve

this. First, find all conjugacy classes CCi of the group H and their centralizers Z(CCi), which

are defined as the subgroups of elements that are commuting with CCi, and pick one arbitrary

element hCCi∗ from each conjugacy class CCi as the representative element and work out the UIRs

Γ j of each Z(CCi). Then find the set of elements {a j}|CCi|
j=1 such that hk = akhCCi∗ a−1

k for each

hk ∈ CCi. These elements belong to the various cosets formed by H/Z(CCi). Next, explicitly

define a basis to work with for the Hilbert space spanned by the states |hCC
i ,uΓ

j ⟩. The dimension d

of this Hilbert space equals d = dim(Γ)×|CC| so any set {⃗vk}d
k=1 of orthonormal vectors v⃗k ∈ Cd

constitutes an orthonormal basis. Given such a basis, the action ΠΓ
CC(Phg)|hCC

i ,uΓ
j ⟩ is implemented

as π(h,ghCC
i g−1)Γ(g∗) on the space spanned by {⃗vk}d

k=1, where π(h,ghCC
i g−1) is a d-dimensional

matrix projecting ghCC
i g−1 onto h and Γ(g∗) is a d-dimensional matrix implementing the gauge

transformation g∗. Note that in the case when H is non-abelian, it may be possible to further
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decompose g∗ since the group has more than one generator. For instance, in the case of a dihedral

group Dn, an arbitrary element is a combination of a rotation r and a reflection t, such that Γ(g∗) =

Γ(tm)Γ(rn), where m ∈ {0,1} and n ∈ Zn. Splitting the action up in this way makes it easier

to construct the quantum double matrices since one can simply multiply the projection with the

gauge transformation, whose matrix representations are easier to find.

c. Characters

The character χΓ(a) is defined as the trace of a in the representation Γ

χΓ(a) = Tr[Γ(a)].

Due to the cyclic property of the trace, any two elements belonging to the same conjugacy class

must have the same character since Tr[bab−1] = Tr[b−1ba] = Tr[a] for all a,b ∈ G. Consequently,

when computing the characters, it is only necessary to pick one representative from each conjugacy

class. A fundamental theorem in representation theory, known as Burnside’s theorem90, states that

the number of irreducible representations of a group equals the number of conjugacy classes in the

group. Thus, the characters of the conjugacy classes in the various UIRs can be summarized in a

table χΓi,CCj , where the rows correspond to the UIRs Γi and the columns to the conjugacy classes

CCj. An important feature of the rows χ̄Γm in such a table is that they are orthonormal with respect

to the inner product
1
|G|

⟨χ̄Γm, χ̄Γn⟩= δm,n

which is nothing but the scalar multiplication of the two sets, where δm,n is the Kronecker delta.

Moreover, since the size of the character sets always coincide with the Hilbert space dimension,

they constitute an orthonormal basis for this space.

Appendix C: Appendix C

1. Hopf algebras — a unified framework

Here we supplement the physical picture of quantum doubles described in this work with a more

detailed exposition of the underlying algebra. In particular, we did not discuss the generalization to

multi-particle systems in much detail. Here we will mainly follow147 and83. A Hopf algebra over a
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fieldK is an algebraic structure consisting of the tuple (A,m,η ,∆,ε,S ), where (A,m,η) forms an

algebra, and (A,∆,ε,S ) a coalgebra, over K. For our purposes we are primarily interested in the

coalgebra and the field K is the field of quantum double elements, i.e. flux projections and gauge

transformations Phg ∈ D(H). We adopt the following notation for multi-particle Hilber spaces.

Consider two generic dyons with flux and charge (CCi,Λi) and charge (CCj,Λj), respectively,

forming the Hilbert spaces [VCC ⊗VΛ]i and [VCC ⊗VΛ] j, then their combined fusion space is given

by

[VCC ⊗VΛ]i ⊗ [VCC ⊗VΛ] j.

We now need to know how the image of a quantum double representation acts on such a multi-

particle Hilbert space. The extension to multiple particles can be achieved by incorporating the

so-called coproduct map ∆ of the Hopf algebra.

a. Coproduct (fusion)

The coproduct ∆ of a Hopf algebra is a morphism

∆ : D(H)−→D(H)⊗D(H),

so if we consider the quantum double action defined in Eq. (29), it can be extended under the map

by ∆, i.e.

Π(CCi,Λi)⊗Π(CCj,Λj)(Phg) = ∑
hih j=h

Π(CCi,Λi)(Phig)⊗Π(CCj,Λi)(Ph jg),

where the sum is carried out over all hi ∈ CCi and h j ∈ CCj satisfying hih j = h. Hence, the two-

particle quantum double action is implementing a gauge transformation g on the individual Hilbert

spaces and projects out the total flux h, so that the topological charges are conserved globally under

fusion. This action satisfies the important coassociativity property under composition ◦

(I ⊗∆)◦∆(Phg) = (∆⊗ I)◦∆(Phg) = ∑
hih jhk=h

Phig⊗Ph jg⊗Phkg.

Hence, the coproduct of the Hopf algebra allows for a treatment of systems comprised of multiple

generic dyons. We will now apply this map to construct the braid matrix R.

b. Braiding

When interchanging two generic dyons, the charge is gauge transformed and the flux is pro-

jected out. Hence, the interchange operator R must be an element of D(H)⊗D(H), acting on the
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flux-charge Hilbert space. More specifically, the operator R implements a gauge transformation g

on the first dyon by the flux of the second dyon such that

R = ∑
h

∑
g

Pg ⊗Phg. (C1)

Thus, for a system comprised of three dyons which is required to form a qubit, we have two R

operators R1 and R2 which must satisfy the so-called quasi-triangularity conditions

R∆(Phg) = ∆(Pha)R

(I ⊗∆)(R) = R1R2

(∆⊗ I)(R) = R2R1.

The first of these conditions assures that the global topological charge is conserved since it com-

mutes with the quantum double elements. The other two relations state that if the fusion outcome

of two generic dyons is independent of whether they were braided by a third dyon, before and after

the fusion, respectively. These properties are essential since the Yang–Baxter equation148 can not

be satisfied if they are not enforced. It is straight forward to check that indeed R1R2R1 = R2R1R2,

which is required for any algebraically consistent anyon model. Thus, given a two-dyon represen-

tation, the action on the corresponding Hilbert space Vji ⊗Vj j is given by a matrix R jk
ji, j j

R jk
ji, j j

= ∑
mi,m j

∑
mp,mq

σ
m j,mp
mi,mq ◦ [Π ji ⊗Π j j ](R),

where ji and j j are labelling the generalized angular momenta of the dyons that are being inter-

changed and jk that of their fusion channel. Further, σ
m j,mp
mi,mq are the components of the of the

permutation operator, which simply correspoinds to de-coupling followed by a re-coupling where

the two dyons are swapped

σ
m j,mp
mi,mq =

 ji j j jk

mi m j mk

 jk j j ji

mk mp mq

 ,

and mi is the generalized topological magnetization. The elements denoted by the brackets are

nothing but the Clebch–Gordan coefficients for which in Appendix D 1 we shall derive an ana-

lytical expression. Now, the braid matrices σ1 and σ2 at single qubit level are given by σ1 = R

and σ2 = FRF−1, where F is the change of basis operator10,149. The action of F is simply

changing the order of fusion such that if |( ji j j) jk; jl⟩ represents the states corresponding to the
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fusion channels jl , formed when fusing ji, j j and jk, then F |( ji j j) jk; jl⟩ = | ji( j j jk); jl⟩, where

the anyons within the parenthesis are fused first. The matrix elements of this operator can also be

expressed as a series of de-couplings and re-couplings given the Clebsch–Gordan coefficients of

the theory, such that

[F
jq
ji, j j, jk ]

jp
jl = ∑

mi,m j,mk,mq,mp

 ji j j jl

mi m j ml

 jl jk jq

ml mk mq

×

 jq jp ji

mq mp mi

 jp j j jk

mp m j mk

 . (C2)

Note that the coproduct ∆ can be applied iteratively, which allows for multiple n-dyonic represen-

tations to be constructed.

c. Counit (vacuum)

Next, let us consider the counit ε which is an algebra morphism

ε : D(H)−→ C

such that

ε ⊗ I : D(H)⊗D(H)−→ C⊗D(H)≃D(H).

This statement is equivalent to

(ε ⊗ I)◦∆ = (I ⊗ ε)◦∆ = I ⊗ I.

Hence, the counit maps D(H) to the vacuum sector so that the fusion is trivial.

d. Antipod (anti-particles)

Finally, we shall discuss the antipod S which is another morphism

S : D(H)−→D(H)

such that

I ⊗S : D(H)⊗D(H)−→ C
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or equivalently

(S ⊗ I)◦∆ = (I ⊗S )◦∆ = I ⊗ ε = ε ⊗ I

which shows that the antipode can interpreted as anti-particles. Next we shall derive analytically

an expression for the quantum double Clebsch–Gordan coefficients used in this section.

Appendix D: Appendix D

1. Derivation of the quantum double Clebsch-Gordan coefficients

Consider the expansion of the coupled basis | jk,mk⟩ in the product basis | ji,mi⟩⊗ | j j,m j⟩

| jk,mk⟩= ∑
mim j

∑
n

 ji j j jk

mi m j mk


n

| ji,mi⟩⊗ | j j,m j⟩ , (D1)

where n denotes the multiplicity and let us define a projection operator P̂ jk
mkml that is projecting out

the m′
ks component of the tensored basis

P̂ jk
mkml

| ji,mi⟩⊗ | j j,m j⟩=

 ji j j jk

mi m j ml

∗

n

| jk,mk⟩ . (D2)

The explicit form of the projection operator is given by the inner product

P̂ jk
mkml

=
d jk
|H|∑h,g

Λ
jk
mkml

(Phg)∗Λ
ji⊗ j j(Phg), (D3)

where Phg is a generic quantum double element, that is, a gauge transformation g ∈ Z(h) followed

by a flux measurement Ph. H is the residual symmetry group and d jk is the dimension of the

representation jk. Moreover, Λ ji⊗ j j represents the reducible tensored representation and Λ jk the

irreducible component we wish to project onto. Now, in order compute the action of this operator

on the tensored state, we need to expand the quantum double element with the coproduct

∆ : D(H)−→D(H)⊗D(H) (D4)

such that

∆(Phg) = ∑
h′h′′=h

Ph′g⊗Ph′′g, (D5)

which results in

Λ
ji⊗ j j(∆(Phg)) = ∑

h′h′′=h
Λ

ji(Ph′g)⊗Λ
j j(Ph′′g). (D6)
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The action on | ji,mi⟩⊗ | j j,m j⟩ can now be expressed as

P̂ jk
mkml

| ji,mi⟩⊗ | j j,m j⟩= (D7)

d jk
|H|∑h,g

Λ
jk
mk,ml

(Phg)∗ ∑
h′h′′=h

∑
mq,mp

Λ
ji
mimq

(Ph′g)Λ
j j
m jmq(Ph′′g) | ji,mq⟩⊗ | j j,mp⟩ .

We may further expand Eq. (D2) in the | ji,mq⟩⊗ | j j,mp⟩ basis. Going from the coupled basis

| jk,mk⟩ to the product basis | ji,mq⟩⊗ | j j,mp⟩ can be achieved through

| jk,mk⟩= ∑
mq,mp

∑
n

 jq jp jk

mq mp mk


n

| ji,mq⟩⊗ | j j,mp⟩ , (D8)

and substituting this into Eq. (D2) we obtain

P̂ jk
mkml

| ji,mi⟩⊗ | j j,m j⟩= ∑
mq,mp

∑
n

 ji j j jk

mi m j ml

∗

n

 jq jp jk

mq mp mk


n

| ji,mq⟩⊗ | j j,mp⟩ . (D9)

Setting Eq. (D7) and Eq. (D9) equal to one another yields

∑
n

 ji j j jk

mi m j ml

∗

n

 jq jp jk

mq mp mk


n

=
d jk
|H|∑h,g

Λ
jk
mkml

(Phg)∗ ∑
h′h′′=h

Λ
ji
mimq

(Ph′g)Λ
j j
m jmq(Ph′′g).

(D10)

As evident by the above equation, solutions are far more accessible in the multiplicity free case

since we only have one term on the left hand side. Therefore we let n = 1 to provide an analytical

formula for the case with no multiplicities. Finally, by letting mi = mp, m j = mp and mk = ml , and

taking the square root, the Clebsch–Gordan coefficients can be expressed as ji j j jk

mi m j mk

=

√
d jk
|H|∑h,g

Λ
jk
mkmk(Phg)∗ ∑

h′h′′=h
Λ

ji
mimi(Ph′g)Λ

j j
m jm j(Ph′′g). (D11)

The remaining solutions not pertaining to the diagonal elements are obtained by simply dividing

Eq. (D10) by Eq. (D11), which brings us to the final result jq jp jk

mq mp mk


(mi,m j,mk)

=

√
d jk
|H|

∑
h,g

Λ
jk
mkml(Phg)∗ ∑

h′h′′=h
Λ

ji
mimq(Ph′g)Λ

j j
m jmq(Ph′′g)√

∑
h,g

Λ
jk
mkmk(Phg)∗ ∑

h′h′′=h
Λ

ji
mimi(Ph′g)Λ

j j
m jm j(Ph′′g)

(D12)

This result is the same as the authors in150 arrived at for regular (non-quantum double) finite

groups. In order to obtain the quantum double Clebsch–Gordan coefficients from their deriva-

tion one simply has to expand the tensored representation according to the coproduct defined in

Eq. (D4).
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Appendix E: Appendix E

1. Mean-field theory for spin-S BECs

In topological phases of matter excitations are classified according to the fundamental group

over the some order parameter manifold. In a spinor BEC, within the mean-field approximation,

the dynamics is governed by the Hamiltonian47

H =
∫

dr
[ S

∑
m,m′=−S

ψ
∗
m(r, t)

(
− h̄2

2M
∇

2 +V (r)−q[ fz]mm′ + p[ f 2
z ]mm′

)
ψm′(r, t)︸ ︷︷ ︸

single particle energy

+ (E1)

c0

2
n2(r, t)+

c1

2
|F⃗(r, t)|2 + c2

2
|A(r, t)|2︸ ︷︷ ︸

interaction energy

]
, (E2)

where m,m′ denote the spin components, p,q are external magnetic fields coupling linearly and

quadratically, respectively, to the wavefunction via the z-component of the spin-F matrix [ fz]mm′

and ci (i = 1,2) are couplings to the spin density F⃗ = ∑
S
m,m′=−S ψ∗

m[ fa]mm′ψm′ and spin-singlet pair

amplitude A(r). The Hamiltonian describing the various phases can thus be obtained by tuning the

parameters to the desired values47,57. Here particles belonging to different states of spin participate

in the current thus resulting in a multi-component velocity

[vs]a =
h̄

2Mni

S

∑
m,m′=−S

[ fa]mm′

(
ψ

∗
m(r, t)(∇ψm′(r, t))− (∇ψ

∗
m(r, t))ψm′(r, t)

)
, (E3)

where a denotes the components if the spin, which serves as a non-abelian gauge field in contrast

to the simple abelian phase gradient vs =
h̄

2m∇θ of a scalar BEC. When computing the monodromy

of such an object the gauge field Aa
µ implements a non-abelian transformation from which the par-

ticles spin can be deduces. In particular, in a low-energy phase with residual symmetry group H ⊂

SO(3), the first homotopy group is isomorphic to the subgroup itself41 π1(U(1)×SO(3)/H)≃ H,

which is why the non-abelian vortices are labelled by the conjugacy classes of H.

Appendix F: Appendix F

1. Fourier analysis over arbitrary groups and the S-matrix

Here we provide the basics elements of Fourier transforms on finite groups and algebras. For a

more detailed analysis, the reader may consult e.g. the book151. Let G be a finite group and let Λ
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be a representation of G, then the Fourier transform F̃Λ of a function ψ ∈ L2(G), with respect to

Λ, is given by the inner product projection

F̃Λ(ψ) = ∑
g∈G

ψ(g)Λ(g).

Note that in the case when Λ is one-dimensional (abelian), we have the equality χΛ(g) = Λ(g),

where χΛ(g) denotes the character of g in the image of Λ, since the trace is trivial. As a concrete

example, let us consider a system with discrete N-fold cyclic translational symmetry Ta, generated

by a, such as in a one-dimensional crystal with periodic boundary conditions. A representation Λ

in this case is a map Λ : Ta −→ U(1), which implies that χΛ(g) = Λ(g) ∈ U(1), which is nothing

but the conventional discrete Fourier transform where the set {ei 2πn
N }N−1

n=0 forms an orthornormal

basis for the Hilbert space. Thus, given a system with a Hamiltonian which is invariant under

G, the set of characters {χΛi(g)}g∈G with respect to a representation Λi of G, constitutes a basis

vector corresponding to the subspace Hi ⊂ H , where H =
⊕

i Hi is the full Hilbert space, and

i denotes the invariant label (quantum number) of the subspace Hi. The sets of characters are

always orthonormal and have a size equivalent to dim(L2(G)) meaning that they always furnish a

basis for the Hilbert space of the system.

a. Modular S-matrix

Now let us consider the quantum double D(H) of some discrete group H. The matrices in the

image of a representation Π of D(H) act on a Hilbert space H spanned by the sets of characters

corresponding to those matrices. Here H = C[H]⊗F[H] where C[H] is spanned by the pure

fluxon states and F [H] by the pure chargeon states. The Fourier transform relating these two

vector spaces is defined by the modular S-matrix89

SΓΛ
AB =

1
|H| ∑

hA∈A,hB∈B
Tr[Γ(g−1

A hBgA)]
∗
Tr[Λ(g−1

B hAgB)]
∗,

where the capital letters denote the conjugacy classes and Γ and Λ the centralizer UIRs. This

formula can be interpreted as an inner product between two generic dyonic states, whose matrix

action is expanding one state in the basis of the other. Note that this expression is symmetric

under the interchange of labels implying that it is implementing a duality (a particle-vortex du-

ality) swapping the fluxon part and the chargeon part. In this respect, the modular S-matrix can

be viewed as a generalized character table for the quantum double where the rows and columns

simultaneously represent the conjugacy classes and UIRs.
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