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Non-Abelian anyons have garnered extensive attention for obeying exotic non-Abelian statistics
and potential applications to fault-tolerant quantum computation. Although the prior research
has predominantly focused on non-Abelian statistics without the necessity of symmetry protection,
recent progresses have shown that symmetries can play essential roles and bring about a notion
of the symmetry-protected non-Abelian (SPNA) statistics. In this work, we extend the concept of
SPNA statistics to strongly-correlated systems which host parafermion zero modes (PZMs). This
study involves a few fundamental results proved here. First, we unveil a generic unitary symmetry
mechanism that protects PZMs from local couplings. Then, with this symmetry protection, the
PZMs can be categorized into two nontrivial sectors, each maintaining its own parity conservation,
even though the whole system cannot be dismantled into separate subsystems due to nonlinear
interactions. Finally, by leveraging the parity conservation of each sector and the general properties
of the effective braiding Hamiltonian, we prove rigorously that the PZMs intrinsically obey SPNA
statistics. To further confirm the results, we derive the braiding matrix at a tri-junction. In addition,
we propose a physical model that accommodates a pair of PZMs protected by mirror symmetry and
satisfying the generic theory. This work shows a broad spectrum of strongly-correlated systems
capable of hosting fractional SPNA quasiparticles and enriches our comprehension of fundamental
quantum statistics linked to the symmetries that govern the exchange dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum statistics of indistinguishable particles sets a
fundamental principle in quantum mechanics [1], which
classifies the elementary and quasi-particles into bosons,
fermions, and anyons according to different basic rules
upon their exchange [2–4]. The non-Abelian statistics
adds to a captivating notion in the anyon statistics, which
revolutionizes the traditional dichotomy of particles into
bosons and fermions, triggering the paradigm shifts in
both fundamental physics and potential applications [5–
9]. Rather than a global statistical phase featuring the
Abelian quantum statistics, the exchange of non-Abelian
anyons is characterized by matrices which transform the
quantum states of the many-body system. Such braiding
statistics can be construed as a non-Abelian geometric
phase defined in the degenerate ground states [10, 11],
and has driven the broad exploration of the exotic non-
Abelian topological orders [12]. The quantum informa-
tion can be encoded non-locally in non-Abelian anyons
and manipulated by topological braiding with robust-
ness to local noises, opening an elegant avenue for fault-
tolerant quantum computation [13–15].

Among various non-Abelian anyons, the Majorana zero
modes (MZMs) stand out due to the recent considerable
experimental progress in the topological superconduc-
tors [16–35], where the Majorana modes emerge as quasi-
particles identical to their antiparticles [36–41]. Two
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MZMs define a non-local complex fermion. The qubits
encoded by these non-local fermions are robust against
local perturbations [36]. Braiding and measuring MZMs
can implement Clifford gates, although these are not suf-
ficient for universal quantum computation [42]. From
an algebraic standpoint, MZMs are considered as a spe-
cial case within the broader category of ZN parafermion
zero modes (PZMs) with N = 2 [43, 44]. Physically,
the parafermions are fractionalized MZMs, emerging only
in the strongly correlated systems [45–60]. The braid-
ing phases of PZMs also exhibit fractionalization com-
pared to those of MZMs, manifesting a kind of non-
Abelian fractional statistics. The parafermions can en-
code the nonlocal topological qudits [61], and braiding
parafermion brings us closer to the computational uni-
versality than braiding MZMs [47, 62].

The non-Abelian statistics was initially introduced to
singly existing MZMs which necessitate no symmetry
protection [6, 9]. The presence of symmetries can en-
rich the broad classes of topological superconductors [63–
80], in which a single topological defect may bind mul-
tiple zero modes and generate the ground state degen-
eracy. It was first shown in the time-reversal invariant
topological superconductors that the Majorana Kramers
pairs obey non-Abelian statistics due to the protection
of time-reversal symmetry, rendering a new family of
quantum statistics called the symmetry-protected non-
Abelian (SPNA) statistics [81, 82]. This prediction shows
an insight into the nontrivial roles of symmetries in the
quantum statistics. The SPNA statistics has been further
considered in various symmetry-protected topological su-
perconductors [83–86], and is also the essential mecha-
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nism [84] underlying the braiding statistics of Dirac zero
modes [87–91]. The unitary and anti-unitary symmetries
are fundamentally different in protecting the non-Abelian
statistics. For the anti-unitary symmetric system, e.g.
the time-reversal invariant topological superconductor,
the non-Abelian statistics of Majorana Kramers pairs
requires that not only the static topological supercon-
ductor satisfy the time-reversal symmetry, but also the
braiding operation, which characterizes a dynamical evo-
lution, satisfy time-reversal symmetry individually [82].
This is because the time-reversal symmetry for the static
superconductor cannot guarantee the absence of local
coupling between two MZMs of each Kramers pair in
the dynamical evolution [92–94] due to the profound
dynamical symmetry-breaking of anti-unitary symme-
tries [82? ]. The dynamical symmetry breaking with cou-
pling to environment opens up active discussions on the
robustness of time-reversal invariant topological phases
in the open systems [96–98]. In contrast, the Majo-
rana modes protected by unitary symmetries are intrinsic
SPNA anyons without suffering the dynamical symmetry
breaking [84]. In particular, when the unitary symmetry
is non-Abelian, the whole system cannot be block diag-
onalized into decoupled sectors corresponding to differ-
ent symmetry eigenvalues, while the non-Abelian statis-
tics is generically protected by the symmetry [84]. The
SPNA statistics elucidates that the quantum statistics
of indistinguishable (quasi)-particles is essentially a dy-
namical rather than static fundamental feature. In addi-
tional to fundamental relevance, the symmetry-protected
MZMs enrich new schemes for topological quantum com-
puting [84, 99–102].

Topological superconductors belong to the free-fermion
topological phases [103], for which the SPNA statis-
tics has been so far proposed and thoroughly stud-
ied. Whether or not this concept can be generalized
to strongly correlated systems, in particular those with
PZMs, is an open question with fundamental impor-
tance, but confronts formidable challenges. First, for
parafermions it was not even known how to generally
introduce the symmetry protection. Further, due to
strong interactions, systems accommodating PZMs can-
not be dismantled into separate symmetry sectors, bring-
ing the challenges for generic study. Finally, the braiding
transformation of PZMs is nonlinear [62], and the char-
acterization with symmetries can be even more compli-
cated. Nevertheless, generalizing the SPNA statistics to
strongly correlated systems could bring a new horizon in
the fundamental physics of quantum statistics and pro-
mote intriguing applications to quantum computing.

In this work, we propose the theory of non-Abelian
statistics for parafermions protected by unitary symme-
try, and present a systematic study consisting of the
profound results. We first unveil the generic symmetry
mechanism for protecting the PZMs, as formulated with a
unitary transformation on the anyon parities, with which
the local couplings are prohibited. With this symmetry
protection, we show that the PZMs can be categorized
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagrams for two pairs of PZMs residing
at two sides of the system protected by a unitary symmetry.
(a) The braiding of two pairs of PZMs reduces to (b) two
individual sectors (the PZMs are redefined according to a so-

phisticated unitary transformation α̃i, β̃i → αi, βi), each of
which braids two PZMs independently. The wavy lines de-
note the interaction between two subsystems. These terms
indicate that although the PZMs are categorized into two in-
dependent sectors, the subsystems are not independent ones.

into two nontrivial symmetric sectors, each maintaining
its own parity conservation, even though the whole sys-
tem cannot be dismantled into separate subsystems due
to nonlinear interactions. By harnessing the parity con-
servation of each sector and leveraging the fundamen-
tal properties of the effective braiding Hamiltonian, we
prove rigorously that the PZMs intrinsically obey SPNA
statistics, as captured by two independent braiding oper-
ations [see Fig. 1]. We further propose a physical model
that accommodates a pair of PZMs protected by a mirror
symmetry and satisfying the theory of SPNA statistics.
The strong correlation effects are crucial for the model
realization and affect the concrete form of the braiding
matrix, but the SPNA statistics are generally obtained.
The rest of the article is organized as follows. In

Sec. II, we provide a rigorous proof of the SPNA statis-
tics of PZMs based on showing several theorems. Then
in Sec. III, we derive the braiding matrix through a tri-
junction, which further confirms the SPNA statistics of
the parafermions. A concrete physical realization is pro-
posed in Sec. IV through a strongly correlated nanowire
model hosting PZMs with mirror symmetry. The conclu-
sion and discussions are given in Sec. V, with the impor-
tant future issues being commented.

II. NON-ABELIAN BRAIDING OF PZMS WITH
UNITARY SYMMETRY PROTECTION

In this section, through a systematic study we prove
rigorously that PZMs with unitary symmetry protection
are intrinsic non-Abelian fractional quasiparticles. We
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first unveil the generic mechanism of unitary symmetry
protection for the locally coexisting PZMs, for which all
the local couplings are forbidden. This result leads to
two key consequences. One is that the PZMs can be
categorized into two separate sectors by redefining these
modes from a nontrivial symmetric decomposition, yet
the whole system cannot be decoupled into independent
subsystems due to the strong interactions. The other is
that in terms of the decomposed PZMs, the anyon parity
of each symmetry sector is conserved. With the parity
conservation and topological spin statistics theorem, we
prove rigorously that the PZMs with unitary symmetry
protection intrinsically obey the SPNA statistics.

A. Unitary symmetry protection

We first define the system of locally-coexisting PZMs
and determine the generic form of the local coupling
terms without symmetry protection. Consider two pairs
of ZN PZMs localized at two edges (domain walls) of the
system with the commutation relations

α̃iβ̃j = ωβ̃jα̃i, (1)

X̃iX̃j = ωsgn(j−i)X̃jX̃i, X̃ = α̃, β̃, (2)

where ω = exp(2πi/N), α̃i=1,2, β̃j=1,2 are unitary op-
erators that commute with the system’s Hamiltonian
and satisfy α̃N

i = β̃N
i = 1, and α̃1(2), β̃1(2) local-

ize at the left (right) edge of the system. Without

symmetry protection, the PZMs α̃ and β̃ of different
flavours may be coupled together by local Hamiltonian
Hc =

∑
k,l ξk,lα̃

k
1 β̃

l
1 +

∑
m,n ηm,nα̃

m
2 β̃

n
2 , where ξ∗k,l =

ωklξN−k,N−l and η∗m,n = ωmnηN−m,N−n for hermitian-
ity. Since the coupling terms must conserve the total

parity defined by Q̃tot = ωα̃1α̃
†
2β̃1β̃

†
2, we can determine

generally the concrete form of the local couplings

Hc =

N−1∑
m=1

ξmQ̃
m
1 +

N−1∑
n=1

ηnQ̃
n
2 , (3)

where ξm = ξ∗N−m and ηn = η∗N−n for hermitianity and

Q̃i = ω(N+1)/2α̃iβ̃
†
i denotes the local ZN parity. The

Hamiltonian Eq. (3) describes the generic local coupling
terms in the absence of symmetry protection other than
the intrinsic total parity conservation. The presence of
the these terms pushes the parafermion modes out of
zero energy, and the role of symmetry protection is then
to forbid these terms as detailed later.

We show that the generic unitary symmetry protection
condition for a pair of PZMs can be expressed by the ac-
tion of a unitary symmetry at the local parity operator.
By definition, the most general symmetry protection of
these PZMs is [Hc, S] ̸= 0, for Hc in any form, where S

is a symmetry of the system. When N = 2, α̃i and β̃i
are reduced to MZMs, then only two terms iξ1α̃1β̃1 and
iη1α̃2β̃2 survive, and they can be eliminated by a unitary

symmetry Siα̃iβ̃iS
−1 = −iα̃iβ̃i [84]. When N > 2, there

is more than one coupling term at a single edge, thus the
symmetry protection condition is more complicate. To
facilitate the derivation, we work in the bases of eigen-
states of local parity operator Q̃i. The generic condition
[Hc, S] ̸= 0 implies that the unitary symmetry S must
be a cyclic permutation of the eigenstates with N ele-
ments provided that S|q⟩ is still a local parity eigenstate.
In this case, there exists a unitary matrix G such that
GSG−1 = eiϑ/NV p, where p and N are coprime, ϑ is a
phase factor and V is the shift matrix V |q⟩ = |q−1⟩ (the
details are provided in Appendix A). This observation
can be rewritten in the operator form

SQiS
−1 = ωpQi, (4)

where Qi = G−1Q̃iG is the local parity operator of PZMs
α′
i = G−1α̃iG and β′

i = G−1β̃iG. This condition Eq. (4)
suggests that the symmetry can advance the new local
parity Qi by p-increments, where p and N are coprime.
For N = 2, this means that the symmetry operation
switches odd/even fermion parity to even/odd one.

B. Parity conservation for each sector

In this subsection, we prove that the generic condition
for unitary symmetry protection Eq. (4) implies that the
PZMs can be classified into two sectors, with the parity
of each sector being conserved. We can show generically
that the unitary symmetry S operates on the PZMs as
(see Appendix B for more details)

Sα′
iS

−1 = ωp1α′
ie

i
∑N−1

n=1 µnQ
n
i , (5)

Sβ′
iS

−1 = ωp2β′
ie

i
∑N−1

n=1 µnQ
n
i , (6)

where µ∗
n = µN−n, p1, p2 are integers that satisfy p1 −

p2 = p, and α′
i = G−1α̃iG, β

′
i = G−1β̃iG. We see that

the symmetry operator couples α′
i and β′

i. By defining
new PZMs via unitary transformation αi = Wα′

iW
−1,

βi = Wβ′
iW

−1, where W = exp
(
i
∑N−1

n=1 νnQ
n
i

)
, νn =

−µn/[(ω
n−1)(ωpn−1)], we find the symmetry protection

condition can be rewritten in a decoupled form

SαiS
−1 = ωp1αi, SβiS

−1 = ωp2βi, (7)

which indicates that αi and βi are eigenmodes of the
symmetry. When N = 2, the above procedure can be
reduced to the Majorana case. For a pair of MZMs α′

i and
β′
i, the symmetry acts as Sα′

iS
−1 = ±(cosϕα′

i+sinϕβ′
i),

Sβ′
iS

−1 = ∓(− sinϕα′
i + cosϕβ′

i), which give µ1 = ϕ.

Then by setting ν1 = −ϕ/4, we have αi = cos ϕ
2α

′
i +

sin ϕ
2β

′
i, βi = − sin ϕ

2α
′
i + cos ϕ

2β
′
i, and it’s easy to verify

that SαiS
−1 = ±αi, SβiS

−1 = ∓βi. In other words,
the MZMs αi and βi are eigenstates corresponding to
different eigenvalues ±1 of the unitary symmetry.
According to the decoupled form of unitary symme-

try protection Eq. (7), the parity of each sector de-

fined by Qα = ω(N+1)/2α′
1α

′†
2 = ω(N+1)/2α1α

†
2, Qβ =
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FIG. 2: Topological spin of Abelian anyon ψ2,1. (a) ψ2,1 is
a composite of two anyons of the type ψ1,0 (denoted by the
red solid lines) and one anyon of the type ψ0,1 (denoted by
the blue dashed lines). The topological spin is defined as the
phase caused by 2π rotation of this composite object relative
to the rest of the system. The rotation in (a) is topologically
equivalent to the multiple crossings in (b). The red-red, blue-
blue and red-blue crossings give phase factors of ϕα, ϕβ and
φ/2, thus we obtain the topological spin θ2,1 = exp[i(4ϕα +
ϕβ+2φ)]. More generally, the topological spin of anyon ψqα,qβ

is θqα,qβ = exp[i(q2αϕα + q2βϕβ + qαqβφ)].

ω(N+1)/2β′
1β

′†
2 = ω(N+1)/2β1β

†
2 should be conserved. To

see this, consider the generic non-local four-body in-
teraction term HI = ξk,l,m,nα

k
1α

l
2β

m
1 β

n
2 + h.c., where

k + l + m + n = 0 mod N due to the total parity con-
servation. The symmetry protection condition Eq. (7)
further requires k + l = m + n = 0 mod N , then the
interaction term reads HI = ξk,l,m,nQ

k
αQ

m
β + h.c., which

commutes with the parity operator of each sector. Note
that the interaction term couples αi-sector and βi-sector
when k ̸= 0, m ̸= 0, we remark that the parity conserva-
tion of each sector does not imply the decomposition of
the whole system into two distinct subsystems.

C. Effective braiding Hamiltonian

We then switch from the unitary symmetry protection
of static Hamiltonian to that of dynamical braiding pro-
cess and derive the symmetric effective braiding Hamil-
tonian. By definition, braiding process is a time-periodic

adiabatic evolution U(T ) = T exp
[
−i
´ T/2

−T/2
H(τ)dτ

]
with H(−T/2) = H(T/2) and T the time-ordering oper-
ator, thus can be described by an effective Floquet Hamil-
tonian HE = (i/T ) lnU(T ). If the unitary symmetry
protection holds instantaneously, such that [H(τ), S] = 0
for every moment within the interval −T/2 < τ < T/2,
then the effective Hamiltonian also satisfies the symmetry

[HE , S] = 0 as the unitary time evolution operator U(T )
commutes with unitary symmetry [84]. Consequently,
the effective Hamiltonian preserves the parity of each sec-
tor, and its general form can be expressed as

HE =

N−1∑
m=1

amQ
m
α +

N−1∑
n=1

bnQ
n
β +

N−1∑
k,l=1

ck,lQ
k
αQ

l
β , (8)

where a∗m = aN−m, b∗n = bN−n, c
∗
k,l = cN−k,N−l for her-

mitianity. The first and second terms in Eq. (8) denote
the exchange Hamiltonian of two edges. The third term
in HE couples αi-sector and βi-sector and indicates that,
generally speaking, time-periodic dynamics involving two
pairs of PZMs cannot be divided into two independent
processes. Thus to prove the SPNA statistics, we then
explore certain conditions that are specific to braiding
process to eliminate the third term in Eq. (8).
The braiding of two pairs of PZMs should satisfy anyon

theory and spin-statistics theorem. The parity conserva-
tion of each sector suggests the following fusion rules of
unitary symmetry-protected PZMs

F × F =

N−1∑
qα,qβ=0

ψqα,qβ , (9)

ψqα,qβ × ψq′α,q′β
= ψqα⊕q′α,qβ⊕q′β

, (10)

where a ⊕ b = (a + b) mod N , F denotes a domain
wall with a pair of PZMs, or equivalently, a single zero-
energy Fock parafermion mode [61] and ψqα,qβ denotes
the Abelian anyon with qα(β) quasiparticles of αi(βi)-
sector. Since the Abelian anyon ψqα,qβ is a composite
object, its topological spin θqα,qβ can be deduced from
those of ψ1,0, ψ0,1 and ψ1,1. Suppose that the topo-
logical spins of ψ1,0, ψ0,1, ψ1,1 are θ1,0 = exp(iϕα),
θ0,1 = exp(iϕβ), θ1,1 = exp[i(ϕα + ϕβ + φ)] separat-
edly, then the general expression for topological spin is
θqα,qβ = exp[i(q2αϕα + q2βϕβ + qαqβφ)] as shown in Fig. 2
where θ2,1 is depicted as an example. The ZN×ZN struc-
ture of θqα,qβ enforced by the fusion rules further requires
θqα+N,qβ = θqα,qβ and θqα,qβ+N = θqα,qβ , which give

θqα,qβ = exp
[
i
π

N

(
q2αu+ q2βv + 2qαqβw

)]
, (11)

where u, v, w are integer numbers. Label the eigenstate
of the system |qα, qβ⟩ by the presence of Abelian anyon
ψqα,qβ , then the braiding operator U(T ) takes a matrix
form with only diagonal matrix element [U(T )]qα,qβ

=

⟨qα, qβ |U(T )|qα, qβ⟩. From the spin-statistics theorem

θqα,qβ = θ2F [U(T )]
2
qα,qβ

[104], where θF denotes the topo-

logical spin of a Fock parafermion mode, we find

[U(T )]qα,qβ
= (−1)f(qα,qβ)eiπ(q

2
αu+q2βv+2qαqβw)/2N , (12)

where f(qα, qβ) is an integer-valued function. This for-
mula indicates that the matrix elements of U(T ) can

only take discrete values and [U(T )]
4N

= 1. From
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Eq (12), we can also read the diagonal matrix element of
the effective braiding Hamiltonian ⟨qα, qβ |HE |qα, qβ⟩ =
(q2αu+q

2
βv+2qαqβw)[π/(2NT )]+(π/T )f(qα, qβ), thus the

originally continuous coefficients am, bn, ck,l in Eq. (8)
should be similarly restricted to discrete values.

The symmetric effective braiding Hamiltonian Eq. (8)

and the property [U(T )]
4N

= 1 are sufficient to the
proof to unitary SPNA statistics of PZMs. The prop-

erty [U(T )]
4N

= 1 or equivalently the discrete values
of the matrix elements of U(T ) imply that the coeffi-
cients (am, bn, ck,l) in the effective braiding Hamiltonian
must be discrete values which cannot change continu-
ously. Thus the specific values of the coefficients can be
determined by a special case as long as the Hamiltonian
in the special case is topologically equivalent to that in
the generic case. Futhermore, in a special case where the
two sectors of PZMs α1,2 and β1,2 belong to two fully de-
coupled subsystem copies, we must have ck,l = 0 for all
the k, l. Thus the braiding operator should also be decou-
pled for the generic case where the whole system cannot
be decoupled into two independent subsystems. In this
case, the PZMs are braided independently in each sector.
Then the braiding operator reads

U(T ) =
1

N

(
N−1∑
m=0

λα,mQ
m
α

)
⊗

(
N−1∑
n=0

λβ,nQ
n
β

)
, (13)

where λα(β),m = ωm(m+N+2rα(β))/2 with rα(β) =
0, · · · , N − 1. This formula is the main result of this
work and gives the first example of SPNA statistics in
correlated systems. Our proof only relys on the unitary
symmetry protection and the general property of braid-
ing process. When N = 2, the Eq. (13) is reduced to the
braiding operator of two symmetry-protected Majorana
doublets [81, 82, 84] or two Dirac zero modes [88–91].

III. BRAIDING MATRIX IN A TRI-JUNCTION

We can also establish the SPNA statistics by explicitly
deriving the non-Abelian geometric phases resulting from
the manipulation of PZMs within a tri-junction configu-
ration. The exchange of PZMs is accomplished through
a three-point turn in the tri-junction, with the ground-
state degeneracy remaining invariant throughout the adi-
abatic exchange process. In the following subsections,
we expound upon the braiding dynamics within the tri-
junction and delve into the characteristics of degenerate
groundstates of the system. Subsequently, we derive the
recursion relation for non-Abelian Berry phases accumu-
lated during the braiding process. Finally, we demon-
strate that the Berry phases necessarily adopt a decou-
pled form, as dictated by the adiabatic condition.

A. Tri-junction and groundstate subspace

The braiding process consists of three subsequent
stages of adiabatic time evolution. Consider six pairs of
symmetry-protected PZMs α1,··· ,6 and β1,··· ,6 as shown
in Fig. 3(a) and suppose that we are going to braid α1,
β1 and α2, β2. Before the braiding, we initialize the
system by coupling α5, β5 and α6, β6 together, then
only α1,··· ,4 and β1,··· ,4 remain zero-energy. Since the
total parity for each sector is conserved for symmetry-
protected parafermionic systems during the braiding, if
the parity for α(β)-sector is fixed, then the groundstates
after initialization of this system is N ×N -fold degener-
ate. At the first stage of braiding process, the coupling
between α1, β1 and α6, β6 is turned on adiabatically, and
the coupling between α5, β5 and α6, β6 is turned off adi-
abatically at the same time. The coupling Hamiltonian
for this stage is written as HI(t) = η16(t)H16+η56(t)H56,
where η16(t), η56(t) are depicted in Fig. 3(c1) and Hij

denotes the coupling term between αi, βi and αj , βj ,
whose concrete form will be specified later. The second
and third stages of the braiding process are governing
by similar Hamiltonians HII(t) = η26(t)H26 + η16(t)H16

and HIII(t) = η56(t)H56+η26(t)H26 as depicted in Fig 3.
After all the three stages, the Hamiltonian of the whole
system is returned to the original form after initializa-
tion and this braiding process is finished. During the
braiding, there are N ×N degenerate groundstates, and
since α3, β3 and α4, β4 are zero-modes at each stage, the
instantaneous goundstates can always be labelled as the
parity eigenstates of α3, α4 and β3, β4

QX,34|ψ(q′α, q′β , t)⟩ = ωq′X |ψ(q′α, q′β , t)⟩, (14)

where QX,34 = ω(N+1)/2X3X
†
4 with X = α, β, q′X is

qX,34 for short. In these bases, the effect of braid-
ing is manifested in the Berry phase of the groundstate

|ψ(q′α, q′β , tf )⟩ = eiχ(q
′
α,q′β)|ψ(q′α, q′β , ti)⟩, where ti(f) de-

notes the initial (final) time of the braiding dynamics.

B. Recursion relation for Berry phases

Since the braiding matrix is diagonal in the bases of
the eigenstates of Qα,34 and Qβ,34, we can obtain the ma-
trix by deriving the recursion relation for Berry phases
χ(q′α, q

′
β) of the groundstates |ψ(q′α, q′β , t)⟩ accumulated

during the braiding. For each stage, we can identify sev-
eral symmetry operators that commute with the time
evolution operator and transform a groundstate to an-
other. Then the corresponding Berry phases are also re-
lated by the symmetry operators. Take the first stage
as an example. The PZMs α2,3,4 and β2,3,4 are not in-
volved in the dynamics, then the parity operators Qα,23

and Qβ,23 are suitable symmetry operators since they
commute with the time evolution operator of this stage

UI = T exp[−i
´ tIf
tIi
HI(t)dt], with tIi(f) denoting the ini-
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𝛼1 𝛽1 𝛼2 𝛽2

𝛼3 𝛽3 𝛼4 𝛽4

𝛼5 𝛽5

𝛼6 𝛽6

𝑡𝑖
I 𝑡𝑓

I

𝜂

𝑡𝑖
II 𝑡𝑓

II

𝜂

𝑡𝑖
III 𝑡𝑓

III

𝜂

(a) (b1) (b2) (b3)

(c1) (c2) (c3)

FIG. 3: Braiding process in a tri-junction. (a) Four pairs of PZMs α1,··· ,4 and β1,··· ,4 constitude a two-N -qudit system (with
definite total parity of each sector) and α5,6, β5,6 serve as ancilla modes to form a tri-junction and braid PZMs in the qudits.
The system is initialized by coupling α5,6, β5,6 together. (b1-b3) During the braiding of α1(β1) and α2(β2), the PZMs α3,4, β3,4
are decoupled from the rest PZMs. The ancilla modes α6(β6) are coupled with α5(β5), α1(β1), α2(β2), α5(β5) in succession.
The PZMs are effectively transported according to the arrows. The groundstate degeneracy is kept as N2-fold in the process.
(c1-c3) Time dependence of the coupling strength. tIIi = tIf and tIIIi = tIIf . From tIi to t

III
f , the Hamiltonian is changed back to

its original form while the PZMs α1, β1 and α2, β2 are exchanged adiabatically.

tial (final) time of the first stage, and can advance the
quantum numbers of groundstates by one increment as

Qα,23|ψ(q′α, q′β , t)⟩ = eiδ
I
α |ψ(q′α + 1, q′β , t)⟩, (15)

Qβ,23|ψ(q′α, q′β , t)⟩ = eiδ
I
β |ψ(q′α, q′β + 1, t)⟩, (16)

where δIα(β) is short for δIα(β)(q
′
α, q

′
β , t). And we have

UIQX,23|ψ(tIi)⟩ = eiχIQX,23|ψ(tIf )⟩ with X = α, β since

UI and QX,23 commute. It follows that χI(q
′
X + 1) =

χI(q
′
X) + δIX(tIf ) − δIX(tIi). Similar identities can be

obtained for the second (third) stage by replacing the
symmetry operators QX,23 by QX,35(13). By defining

δX,i(f) = δIX(tIi(f)) + δIIX(tIIi(f)) + δIIIX (tIIIi(f)), we obtain

χ(q′α + 1, q′β) = χ(q′α, q
′
β) + δα,f − δα,i, (17)

χ(q′α, q
′
β + 1) = χ(q′α, q

′
β) + δβ,f − δβ,i. (18)

From the above recursion relations, we see that if the
phase factor δX,i(f)(q

′
α, q

′
β) can be divided into two inde-

pendent parts δX,i(f)(q
′
α, q

′
β) = δαX,i(f)(q

′
α) + δβX,i(f)(q

′
β),

where δαX,i(f)(δ
β
X,i(f)) only relies on a single parity q′α(q

′
β),

then the total Berry phase χ(q′α, q
′
β) is also decoupled.

C. Decoupled braiding matrix

The adiabatic condition implies the decoupled forms
of the phase factor δX,i(f) and the non-Abelian Berry

phases. To see this, we explore the concrete form of the
coupling Hamiltonian Hij . Most generically,

Hij = Hα
ij +Hβ

ij +H int
ij , (19)

where Hα
ij =

∑N−1
m=1 a

′
mQ

m
α,ij , H

β
ij =

∑N−1
n=1 b

′
nQ

n
β,ij and

H int
ij =

∑N−1
k,l=1 c

′
k,lQ

k
α,ijQ

l
β,ij . The PZMs of different sec-

tors can be coupled together by H int
ij . At the initial and

final moments of each stage tJi(f), J = I, II, III, the time-

dependent Hamiltonian HJ(t) only involves a single cou-
pling Hamiltonian Hij . According to the adiabatic con-
dition, to avoid extra degeneracy, the groundstate of Hij

must be non-degenerate. Then the N2-fold groundstates
of the whole system at time tJi(f) must be eigenstates of

the involved parity operators Qα,ij and Qβ,ij . For exam-
ple, at the initial and final moments of the first stage

QX,56|ψ(q′α, q′β , tIi)⟩ = ωqX,56 |ψ(q′α, q′β , tIi)⟩, (20)

QX,16|ψ(q′α, q′β , tIf )⟩ = ωqX,16 |ψ(q′α, q′β , tIf )⟩. (21)

Certain Hamiltonians like Hα
ij = Hβ

ij = 0, H int
ij =

c′1,1Qα,ijQβ,ij + h.c. are forbidden since their ground-
states are degenerate. Then the physical coupling Hamil-
tonian must be continuously connected to the simple one
H ′

ij = a′1Qα,ij + b′1Qβ,ij + h.c., whose groundstate is
non-degenerate. The Hamiltonian H ′

ij takes a decoupled
form, as a result, the braiding matrix can be divided into
two independent matrices for the two sectors of PZMs

γ(q′α, q
′
β) =

π

N

[
(q′α − kα)

2 + (q′β − kβ)
2
]
, (22)
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where kα(β) is integer. This result can also be obtained
by effectively regarding the braiding process as successive
forced measurements [105]. The Eqs. (20) and (21) indi-
cate that during each stage, the parity of each sector can
be measured independently, and thus the braiding phases
can be divided into two independent parts. Switch the
focus from parity eigenstates to zero-mode operators, we
find the non-Abelian Berry phases χ(q′α, q

′
β) correspond

to the following transformation of PZM operators

α1 → sαα2, α2 → ωsαα
†
1α

2
2,

β1 → sββ2, β2 → ωsββ
†
1β

2
2 ,

(23)

where sα(β) = ωkα(β)+N/2. This transformation is also
consistent with Eq. (13) with kα(β) = −rα(β)−N/2. The
above result shows that each PZM in one pair sees only
one PZM rather than both parafermion modes in another
pair during the braiding process, manifesting a central
feature of the SPNA statistics for parafermions.

IV. SYMMETRY-PROTECTED PZMS IN
INTERACTING QUANTUM WIRES

We provide a nanowire model hosting a pair of PZMs at
each edge protected by mirror symmetry. In this model,
the PZMs are naturally classified into two sectors with
conserved parity. However, symmetry-preserving inter-
actions can mix the PZMs of the two sectors without ru-
ining non-Abelian statistics, which serves as a non-trivial
demonstration of our generic theory.

A. Model with mirror symmetry

We start with a non-interacting model hosting pairs
of symmetry-protected MZMs and then switch to the
strongly-correlated cases. As depicted in Fig. 4(a), the
model consists of two spin-orbit coupled nanowires prox-
imited to two conventional superconductors with π-phase
difference and the Bloch Hamiltonian reads

H(k) = (εk − µ)τz − αkηzσz +Mηxτz +∆ηzτyσy, (24)

where ηi, τi, σi are Pauli matrices acting in left/right-
side, particle-hole and spin subspaces. The spin-orbit
couplings of the two nanowires are opposite and in the ab-
sence of superconductivity ∆ and inter-wire tunnelingM ,
the band structure is as shown in Fig. 4(b). This system
respects time-reversal symmetry T H(k)T −1 = H(−k)
and particle-hole symmetry PH(k)P−1 = −H(−k) with
T = iσyK and P = τxK, and thus belongs to the sym-
metry class DIII. The system is also invariant under
a unitary mirror symmetry MH(k)M−1 = H(k) with
M = ηxσx, and we can block-diagonalize the Hamilto-
nian H(k) with respect to the two eigenvalues of M.
In the topological regime, both blocks host MZMs as
edge states. The two MZMs are eigenstates of differ-
ent eigenvalues of the symmetry operator MγM−1 = γ,

(a)

(d)

⋯
𝛼1 𝛼2 𝛼3 𝛼4 𝛼5 𝛼2𝑁

𝛽1 𝛽2 𝛽3 𝛽4 𝛽5 𝛽2𝑁

𝛼2𝑁−2 𝛼2𝑁−1

𝛽2𝑁−2 𝛽2𝑁−1

↑ ↓

(b) (c)

↓ ↑

𝜂 = +1

𝜂 = −1

𝜈 =
1

3

SC
Δ

SC
−Δ

𝑀

FIG. 4: Mechanism for the mirror symmetric model and lo-
cal mixing under perturbation. (a) Two spin-orbit coupled
nanowires with opposite spin-orbit couplings are placed in
between two conventional superconductors with π-phase dif-
ference. The nanowires are coupled by tunneling M . Pairs
of PZMs are localized at the ends of the system. (b) The
band structure of the nanowires when M = ∆ = 0. (c) At
fractional filling ν = 1/3, pairing terms (blue solid lines) and
backscattering terms (red dashed lines) assisted by interac-
tions are dominant, giving rise to Z6 PZMs. (d) Dimerized
lattice model hosting symmetry-protected PZMs. The dashed
line and circle denote the symmetric perturbation.

Mγ̄M−1 = −γ̄, and thus are protected by the mirror
symmetry Miγγ̄M−1 = −iγγ̄. To realize symmetry-
protected PZMs beyond MZMs, we tune the chemical
potential to fractional filling ν = 1/(2n + 1), and intro-
duce non-commutative interaction terms to open differ-
ent gaps. These gaps effectively form domain walls at the
edges of the system, leading to the appearance of PZMs.
This physical picture is made clear by adopting the
following bosonization formalism. The spectra around

Fermi points are linearized as ψη′σ′ = Rη′σ′eik
1η′σ′
F x +

Lη′σ′eik
1̄η′σ′
F x, where ψη′σ′ denote the bases after block-

diagonalization Mψη′σ′M−1 = η′ψη′σ′ and η′ = ±1,
σ′ = ±1. The non-commutative backscattering and pair-
ing terms that open different gaps are written as

HM = M̃
∑
η′

[R†
η′η̄′Lη′η̄′ ]nR†

η′η̄′Lη′η′ [R†
η′η′Lη′η′ ]n, (25)

H∆ = ∆̃
∑
η′

[R†
η′η′Lη′η′ ]nR†

η′η′L
†
η′η̄′ [Rη′η̄′L†

η′η̄′ ]
n, (26)
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where η̄′ is short for −η′. In the spetical case n = 1, the
filling is ν = 1/3, and the processes that constitude HM

and H∆ are depicted in Fig. 4(c). These terms can be

rewritten asHM = 2M̃
∑

η′ cos[φ1η′η̄′−φ1̄η′η′ ] andH∆ =

2∆̃
∑

η′ cos[φ1η′η′ + φ1̄η′η̄′ ] after bosonization procedure

with φrη′σ′ = (n+1)ϕrη′σ′ −nϕr̄η′σ′ and Rη′σ′ = eiϕ1η′σ′ ,

Lη′σ′ = eiϕ1̄η′σ′ . By applying the unfolding method [50,
106], the gaps opened by the two terms form a domain
wall at edge, where we identify a pair of Z2(2n+1) PZMs

α = ei[(φ111̄−φ1̄11)+(φ111+φ1̄11̄)]/[2(2n+1)], (27)

β = ei[(φ11̄1−φ1̄1̄1̄)+(φ11̄1̄+φ1̄1̄1)]/[2(2n+1)]. (28)

These PZMs are protected by the mirror symmetry since
MαM−1 = α and MβM−1 = ωβ, satisfying the generic
theory. Since we have defined the PZMs in the eigenbasis
of the mirror symmetry, they are naturally classified into
two symmetry sectors with conserved parity.

B. Local mixing under symmetric perturbation

As mentioned in the generic theory, the parity conser-
vation of each sector does not imply the decomposition
of the whole system into two distinct subsystems. To
show that certain interactions can mix modes in two sec-
tors without ruining non-Abelian statistics, we model the
above system with a lattice Hamiltonian (see Fig. 4(d))

Hlatt = Hα +Hβ +Hp, (29)

where HX =
∑N−1

i=1 JX†
2iX2i+1 +J∗X†

2i+1X2i and αi, βi
are parafermionic operators that satisfy MαiM−1 = αi,
MβiM−1 = ωβi. The third part Hp includes certain

symmetric perturbation terms Hp = fα†
1α2 + f∗α†

2α1 +

V α†
2α3β

†
2β3 + V ∗β†

3β2α
†
3α2, where f/J ≪ 1, V/J ≪ 1,

f/V ∼ O(1) and [Hp,M] = 0. In the absence of Hp, the
lattice system is in a dimerized phase and α1,N , β1,N are
exact PZMs. The terms in Hp only perturb a single zero
mode α1 and the new PZM in the presence of Hp can be

constructed as ᾱ1 = α1 +
∑

imiÔ
(1)
i +

∑
j njÔ

(2)
j + · · · ,

where mi ∼ O(f/J) and nj ∼ O(f2/J2). By calculating
the perturbation series order by order, we find α̃1 cannot
be constructed solely by terms with αi , and its dynam-
ics is governed by the full Hamiltonian rather than just
Hα (see Appendix C). If αi and βi are reduced to Ma-

jorana operators γαi and γβi , the exact zero mode can be
constructed explicitly

γ̄α1 = γα1 + aγα3 + ibγβ2 γ
α
3 γ

β
3 + icγα1 γ

β
2 γ

β
3 , (30)

where a ∼ O(f/J), b ∼ O(f2/J2) and c ∼ O(f3/J3).
From this expression, we find the Majorana operators
β2,3 in Hβ are involved in the wavefunction of γ̄α1 , which
is an MZM in α-sector since Mγ̄α1 M−1 = γ̄α1 . This con-
firms that interactions modify the concrete form of the
braiding but not affecting the SPNA statistics in general.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In summary, we have shown that the PZMs with
unitary symmetry obey the symmetry-protected non-
Abelian (SPNA) statistics, manifesting a new paradigm
of quantum statistics in strongly correlated systems, and
established a systematic theory. The fractional topolog-
ical phases hosting unitary symmetry-protected PZMs
are strongly correlated and generically cannot be char-
acterized through decoupled symmetry sectors, in sharp
contrast to the free-fermion topological superconductors
with symmetry-protected MZMs. Nevertheless, we have
shown that the PZMs protected by unitary symmetry
can always be classified into nontrivial symmetry sectors,
with each sector preserving anyon parity individually in
the dynamical evolutions. This profound symmetry pro-
tection mechanism determines the generic properties of
the effective braiding Hamiltonian and, together with the
anyon spin-statistics theorem, further leads to the SPNA
statistics of PZMs. Finally, we have proposed a concrete
physical model based on interacting nanowires to real-
ized the PZMs with mirror symmetry, which satisfies the
generic theory of the SPNA statistics.

This study advances the SPNA statistics from free-
fermion topological states to a new realm of strongly cor-
related topological phases whose classifications are much
broader [107]. Our prediction broadly expands the ba-
sic notion of non-Abelian statistics in combining with
symmetry protection and with or without strong correla-
tions. Many future important issues deserve the further
in-depth study. For instance, while in the present study
we have focused on the PZMs protected by Abelian uni-
tary symmetries, extending the results to the scenarios
with non-Abelian symmetries, which can protect coex-
isting PZMs more than two, may generate fundamen-
tally new type of SPNA statistics due to the nonlinear
features in the fractional quasiparticles, possibly achiev-
ing the universal quantum computation. On the other
hand, extending SPNA statistics to higher-dimensional
non-Abelian topological states [108, 109] may yield the
non-Abelian anyons beyond zero dimension.

The roles of symmetries in quantum statistics may
revolutionize the basic understanding of quantum many-
body physics. The present SPNA statistics for PZMs
may be naturally applied to introduce new fractional
Abelian statistics by considering symmetries. Gener-
ally, when there are multiple locally coexisting fractional-
ized particles, with or without the symmetry protection,
those fractional particles may obey fundamentally differ-
ent quantum statistics. A novel example may be given
for semions. Without symmetry protection, it is well-
known that semion pairs obey boson statistics, which
was a key motivation to propose the anyon supercon-
ductors [4, 110–112]. However, if there is symmetry pro-
tection, the semion pairs formed from two symmetry sec-
tors may satisfy the fermion rather than boson statistics.
These are highly novel topics for future research.
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Appendix A: Unitary symmetry protection
condition

We show that the generic unitary symmetry protec-
tion condition for a pair of PZMs can be expressed by
the action of the unitary symmetry at the local par-
ity operator. By definition, the most general symme-
try protection of these PZMs is defined by [Hc, S] ̸= 0,
for Hc in any form, where S is a symmetry of the
system. To facilitate the derivaition, we work in the
bases of eigenstates of local parity operator Q̃i, where
Q̃i = U , α̃i = ω(N−1)/2UV , β̃i = V , and U |q⟩ = ωq|q⟩,
V |q⟩ = |q − 1⟩ are the Z-gate and X-gate (shift matrix)
in the N -qudit formalism. The local coupling is diag-
onal in this bases Hc = diag(h1, h2, · · · , hN ), where hi
is real for hermitianity. We further assume that S|q⟩ is

still a local parity eigenstate, S|q⟩ = eiθ(q
′)|q′⟩, which can

be regarded as a kind of parity superselection rule. The
general symmetry protection condition is equivalent to
[Hc, S] = 0 ⇒ Hc = const., and we have

(SHc)ij =
∑

SikHkj = Sijhj , (A1)

(HcS
′)ij =

∑
HikSkj = hiSij , (A2)

then an n-cycle in S yields n identical hi in Hc and vice
versa. Thus we conclude that the unitary symmetry S
must be an N -cycle. In this case, there exists a local
unitary transformation such that

GSG−1 = eiϑ/NV p, (A3)

where p and N are coprime and G commutes with the
Hamiltonian of the whole system. The action of G re-
arranges the eigenstates such that S|q′⟩ = eiθ(q)|q′ − p⟩
where

∑
θ(q) = ϑ and gauges the phase θ(q) by send-

ing |q′⟩ to |q′′⟩ = e−i[θ(1)+θ(2)+···+θ(q′)−q′ϑ/N ]|q′⟩, then
S|q′′⟩ = eiϑ/N |q′′−p⟩. Thus we have proved the Eq. (A3),
which can be rewritten in the operator form

SQiS
−1 = ωpQi, (A4)

where Qi = G−1Q̃iG is a new local parity operator.
An example can be given in Z4 case where SQ̃iS

−1 =
[−Q̃i − (1 + i)Q̃2

i + iQ̃3
i ]/2. In the eigen-bases of Q̃i,

S|1⟩ = |3⟩, S|3⟩ = |2⟩, S|2⟩ = |4⟩, S|4⟩ = |1⟩. The lo-
cal unitary transformation that swaps |2⟩ and |3⟩ is then
G = 1/2+ [(1− i)Q̃i +(1+ i)Q̃3

i ]/4+S(−1+ iQ̃i − Q̃2
i −

iQ̃3
i )/4−S2/2+S3(−1−Q̃i+Q̃

2
i −Q̃3

i )/4 and the new lo-
cal parity operator has the property SQiS

−1 = e3πi/2Qi.
The Eq. (A4) suggests that the symmetry can advance
the local parity by p-increments where p and N are co-
prime. For N = 2, this means that the symmetry opera-
tion switches odd/even fermion parity to even/odd one.

Appendix B: Symmetry operation on each of the
PZMs

We show in this Appendix how the symmetry acts on
the PZMs given that SQiS

−1 = ωpQi. Generically under
the unitary symmetry S, we have

Sα′
iS

−1 = eiθα′
i

N−1∑
n=1

λnQ
n
i , (B1)

where α′
i = G−1α̃iG, and it follows that Sβ′

iS
−1 =

eiθω−pβ′
i

∑N−1
n=1 λnQ

n
i with β′

i = G−1β̃iG. The param-
eters eiθ and λn are constraint by the symmetry S. That
is, since S is a unitary operation, the algebraic relations
are kept under this operation, namely

1 =
(
Sα′

iS
−1
)N

=
(
Sβ′

iS
−1
)N

, (B2)

1 = Sα′†
iS

−1Sα′
iS

−1 = Sβ′†
iS

−1Sβ′
iS

−1. (B3)

From Eq. (B1) and Eq. (B3), we find that
∑N−1

n=1 λnQ
n
i is

unitary and can be replaced by ei
∑N−1

n=1 µnQ
n
i , where µ∗

n =
µN−n. Together with Eq. (B2), we have θ = 2πp1/N ,
where p1 is an integer. Collecting all the facts, we find
the action of S on the PZMs can be written as

Sα′
iS

−1 =ωp1α′
ie

i
∑N−1

n=1 µnQ
n
i , (B4)

Sβ′
iS

−1 =ωp2β′
ie

i
∑N−1

n=1 µnQ
n
i , (B5)

where p1 − p2 = p, µ∗
n = µN−n. In the case of MZM

where N = 2, these equations are simply Sα′
iS

−1 =
±α′

ie
iµ1Qi = ±(cosµ1α

′
i + sinµ1β

′
i) and Sβ′

iS
−1 =

∓β′
ie

iµ1Qi = ∓(− sinµ1α
′
i + cosµ1β

′
i), i.e., each MZM

is transformed by the symmetry operator into a linear
combination of the Majorana doublet.

Appendix C: Mixing of two sectors in the new
PZMs under perturbation

In this Appendix we show how the specific symmetric
perturbationHp in Eq. (29) mix the two sectors. Suppose
that f/J ≪ 1, V/J ≪ 1 and f/V ∼ O(1), the PZM can
be constructed perturbatively as

ᾱ1 = α1 +
∑
i

miÔ
(1)
i +

∑
j

njÔ
(2)
j + · · · , (C1)
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where mi ∼ O(f/J) ∼ O(V/J) and nj ∼ O(f2/J2) ∼
O(V 2/J2) ∼ O(fV/J2). To the zeroth order, we have
α̃1 = α1 and the following commutator

[Hlatt, α1] = (ω∗ − 1)fα2 + (1− ω∗)f∗α†
2α

2
1. (C2)

To cancel out the term (ω∗ − 1)fα2, we only have two

choices α3 and α2
2α

†
3 in the first order perturbation, thus

at least one of them is involved in
∑

imiÔ
(1)
i . They give

the following commutators

[Hlatt, α3] = Ĉ1(α) + Ĉ2(α, β), (C3)

[Hlatt, α
2
2α

†
3] = D̂1(α) + D̂2(α) + D̂3(α, β), (C4)

where Ĉ1(α) = (1− ω)Jα†
2α

2
3 + (ω − 1)J∗α2, Ĉ2(α, β) =

(1 − ω)V α†
2α

2
3β

†
2β3 + (ω − 1)V ∗α2β

†
3β2 and D̂1(α) =

(ω−2 − ω∗)Jα2 + (ω−3 − ω−4)J∗α−2
3 α3

2, D̂2(α) = (1 −

ω2)fα†
1α

3
2α

†
3 + (1 − ω−2)f∗α†

3α2α1, D̂3(α, β) = (ω−2 −
ω∗)V α2β

†
2β3+(ω−3−ω−4)V ∗α−2

3 α3
2β

†
3β2. For each com-

muator, there are terms with βi, then we are left with
two possibilities: (i) the terms with βi are canceled

out in the first order perturbation [Hp, Ô
(1)
i ], then one

can check that certain terms with βi like α1β
†
3β2 or

α†
1α

2
2β

†
3β2 or α2

2α
†
3β

2
2β

−2
3 are involved in Ô

(1)
i ; (ii) the

terms with βi are canceled out in the second order per-

turbation [Hlatt − Hp, Ô
(2)
j ], then certain terms with βi

like α2
2α

†
3β2β

†
3 or α3β

†
3β2 are involved in Ô

(2)
j . In con-

clusion, α̃1 cannot be constructed solely by terms with
αi , and its dynamics is governed by the full Hamilto-
nian rather than just Hα. Note that in the above itera-

tion procedure, β†
j and βi always co-occur in Ô

(n)
i , and

Sβ†
jβiS

−1 = ω∗ωβ†
jβi = β†

jβi, we find ᾱ1 still eigenmode

of the symmetry Sᾱ1S
−1 = ᾱ1.
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