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Non-Abelian anyons, a promising platform for fault-tolerant topological quantum computation,
adhere to the charge super-selection rule (cSSR), which imposes restrictions on physically allowed
states and operations. However, the ramifications of cSSR and fusion rules in anyonic quantum
information theory remain largely unexplored. In this study, we unveil that the information-theoretic
characteristics of anyons diverge fundamentally from those of non-anyonic systems such as qudits,
bosons, and fermions and display intricate structures. In bipartite anyonic systems, pure states may
have different marginal spectra, and mixed states may contain pure marginal states. More striking is
that in a pure entangled state, parties may lack equal access to entanglement. This entanglement
asymmetry is manifested in quantum teleportation employing an entangled anyonic state shared
between Alice and Bob, where Alice can perfectly teleport unknown quantum information to Bob,
but Bob lacks this capability. These traits challenge conventional understanding, necessitating new
approaches to characterize quantum information and correlations in anyons. We expect that these
distinctive features will also be present in non-Abelian lattice gauge field theories. Our findings
significantly advance the understanding of the information-theoretic aspects of anyons and may lead
to realizations of quantum communication and cryptographic protocols where one party holds sway
over the other.

I. INTRODUCTION

Anyons are 2D topological quasi-particles that follow
exotic statistics [1–4]. Due to their topological nature,
anyons are robust against local perturbations, making
them a prime candidate for fault-tolerant quantum com-
putation [5–9]. Unlike distinguishable particles, indistin-
guishable ones are constrained by super-selection rules.
For instance, fermions respect the parity super-selection
rule [10, 11] which plays important roles in the quantum
information and computation theory of fermions [12–17].
The anyonic particles respect the charge super-selection
rule (cSSR) [18–20]. It states that the superposition of
two states with different total topological charges is un-
physical and should not be considered in the theory. The
cSSR is expected to find deep implications in the quan-
tum information theory of anyons. While studies have
been conducted to characterize quantum correlations such
as anyonic entanglement and their potential applications
[8, 21–23], a comprehensive understanding of how cSSR
imposes constraints on anyonic quantum states and opera-
tions and consequently affects tasks in information theory,
is still lacking.

This article unveils, for the first time, the dis-
tinct information-theoretic characteristics of non-Abelian
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anyons compared to non-anyonic systems such as qudits,
bosons, and fermions. Our investigation delves into the
properties of quantum states and operations that respect
cSSR, particularly correlations within bipartite anyonic
systems. While conventional wisdom assumes equal entan-
glement sharing between parties in any bipartite system,
this is not generally true to anyonic systems. There are
pure states |ψAB⟩ of bipartite anyonic systems AB that
exhibit different spectra for the states of A and B. There
are also pure states that have different entanglement shar-
ing for A and B. This is demonstrated by the fact that the
fidelity of quantum teleportation from A to B can differ
from the fidelity for teleportation from B to A. In fact,
there are some bipartite anyonic pure states for which
only one-way quantum teleportation is possible.

II. FIBONACCI ANYONS AND NOTATIONS

In what follows, we focus on Fibonacci anyons [24–29],
which provide the simplest model to study non-Abelian
anyons and are essential for topological quantum com-
puting. However, our analysis is extendable to any non-
Abelian anyon system.

Fibonacci anyons are described using two types of any-
onic (topological) charges, i.e., a ∈ {e, τ} where e rep-
resents the vacuum (or absence of anyon) and τ is a
Fibonacci excitation. Their fusion rules are characterized
by τ × e = τ , e× τ = τ , and τ × τ = e+ τ . The global
charge after the fusion of two τ particles must be specified
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Figure 1. Correspondence between Dirac and diagrammatic
notations of anyons. (x) The figure on the left represents
how diagrammatic notations for anyons are related to Dirac
notation. (y) The figure on the right shows the transformation
between (non-associative) anyonic basis via F -moves, both in
diagrammatic and Dirac notations. In both figures, time is
flowing upward.

since it gives rise to two orthogonal states [1, 3, 4, 29]. A
canonical basis for multiple Fibonacci anyons is specified
by their fusion order, and different canonical bases are
interrelated via F -moves (see Appendix A) [1, 4, 30, 31].
In subsequent discussions, the term ‘anyons’ exclusively
denotes Fibonacci anyons.

The anyonic states and bases are conventionally ex-
pressed in terms of diagrams. For convenience, we denote
them using Dirac notation. The correspondence between
the diagrams and Dirac notations is presented in Fig. 1(x).
See Appendix A for more details. For a bipartite system
with two anyons, the state space is spanned by five or-
thonormal states; {|e, e; e⟩ , |τ, τ ; e⟩} for the sector with
global charge e and {|τ, e; τ⟩ , |e, τ ; τ⟩ , |τ, τ ; τ⟩} for the sec-
tor of global charge τ [1]. For a system with four anyons
with the partitions (A1, A2) and (B1, B2), there are 34
orthonormal states denoted by {|(a1, a2)(b1, b2); a, b; g⟩},
where ai and bi are the states of the anyons Ai and Bi

respectively; a, b are the charges after fusions of anyons
a1, a2 and anyons b1, b2 respectively; and g is the global
charge after fusion of anyons a, b. The anyons respect
cSSR, which states that every physical state can only
have superpositions between states with the same global
charge [18–20]. Thus, all observables and unitaries must
be block-diagonal in the (global) charge sectors.

Consider a bipartite system AB, where A is a party
with anyons A1, A2 and B is a party with B1, B2. Then, a
cSSR-respecting local operator |a1, a2; a⟩⟨a′1, a′2; a| acting
on A can be extended to the corresponding global operator
acting on the space of AB∑

b1,b2,b,g

|(a1, a2)(b1, b2); a, b; g⟩⟨(a′1, a′2)(b1, b2); a, b; g| ,

where the sum is over the values of the labels allowed
by the fusion rules. Note that the extended opera-
tor also respects cSSR. The above extension can be
interpreted as the analogue of the embedding |i⟩⟨j| →∑

k |ik⟩⟨jk| for qudit systems, where {|k⟩} represents an
orthonormal basis spanning the ancillary space. For

instance, consider a unitary UA1
= diag{eiϕ, eiη} act-

ing on a 1-anyon system A1 with the (ordered) ba-
sis {|e⟩ , |τ⟩}. Then, the extension of this unitary
UA1A2

acting on 2-anyon system A1A2 is given by
UA1A2 = diag{eiϕ, eiη, eiη, eiϕ, eiη} for the (ordered) basis
{|e, e; e⟩ , |τ, τ ; e⟩ , |τ, e; τ⟩ , |e, τ ; τ⟩ , |τ, τ ; τ⟩}. In the same
vein, partial tracing the degree of freedoms of B for an op-
erator |(a1, a2)(b1, b2); a, b; g⟩⟨(a′1, a′2)(b′1, b′2); a′, b′; g| act-
ing on AB is done by

TrB(|(a1, a2)(b1, b2); a, b; g⟩⟨(a′1, a′2)(b′1, b′2); a′, b′; g|)
= δb1b′1δb2b′2δbb′δaa′ |a1, a2; a⟩⟨a′1, a′2; a| , (1)

where δaa′ appears as the consequence of cSSR.
For a 2-anyon system A1A2, the partial tracing
of A2 for an operator |a1, a2; g⟩⟨a′1, a′2; g| becomes
TrB (|a1, a2; g⟩⟨a′1, a′2; g|) = δa2a′

2
δa1a′

1
|a1⟩⟨a1|. The ex-

tension and partial tracing are generalized to arbitrary
operators acting on an N -anyon system [4, 30]. The no-
tion of correlations that such subsystem identification
provides is analogous to the mode picture in the fermionic
and bosonic literature [32–38].

III. ANYONIC STATES AND MARGINAL
SPECTRA AMBIGUITY

We start with correlations in anyonic pure states. In
previous works [22, 30], it is considered that any anyonic
state with a (topological) charge τ cannot be a pure state,
e.g., a state |τ⟩⟨τ | would not be a pure state. We argue
that such characterization arises only from considering the
isotopy normalization instead of the physical normaliza-
tion [4]. Instead, we rely on the information-theory-based
definition of pure states [39] that cannot be expressed
as a non-trivial probabilistic mixture of two other states.
Therefore, any physical state on the boundary of the con-
vex hull is a pure state. Such a definition implies that the
pure states are all the states of the form ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ|. Thus,
|τ⟩⟨τ | is a pure state. See Appendix B for more details.

Consider a cSSR respecting 2-anyon bipartite pure state
ρAB = |ψ⟩⟨ψ|AB , with

|ψ⟩AB =
1√
2
(|e, τ ; τ⟩+ |τ, τ ; τ⟩) . (2)

The local density operators of subsystems A and B,
following anyonic partial trace prescribed in Eq. (1),
ρA = 1

2 (|e⟩⟨e|+ |τ⟩⟨τ |) and ρB = |τ⟩⟨τ | respectively. The
disparity between the spectra of the two marginals is
evident. While the reduced state of B is pure, the state is
maximally mixed for A. This observation is distinctly dif-
ferent from non-anyonic systems and is attributed to cSSR
and anyonic fusion rules. Due to the non-anyonic Schmidt
decompositions of bipartite pure states, the marginal den-
sity operators have the same spectra. This is why func-
tions of the marginal spectra are often used to characterize
bipartite entanglement systems composed of non-anyonic
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systems [14, 16, 35, 40]. This also justifies why the entan-
glement sharing between two parties is the same. On the
contrary, due to the ambiguity, it is clear that a function
of marginal spectra cannot characterize the anyonic en-
tanglement. This raises questions on the correctness of
quantifying entanglement in bipartite pure anyonic states
using entanglement entropy, as done in [22].

Beyond this, mixed anyonic states exhibit ambiguity be-
tween global and marginal spectra. For instance, consider
a mixed state ρAB = 1

2 (|τ, τ ; e⟩⟨τ, τ ; e|+ |τ, τ ; τ⟩⟨τ, τ ; τ |).
After partial tracing, the corresponding marginal states
become ρA = |τ⟩⟨τ | and ρB = |τ⟩⟨τ |. Here, while the
global state is mixed, the marginal states are pure. There-
fore, having pure marginals does not guarantee that the
global state is pure. This is distinctly different from what
we see in non-anyonic systems and, yet again, is attributed
to anyonic fusion rules and cSSR.

Correlated anyonic states—The above observations in-
dicate that the conventional approaches to characterize
correlations cannot be applied to anyonic systems. We
resort to the primitive definition of uncorrelated state,
which states that a state ρAB of a bipartite system AB
is uncorrelated if

Tr
(
ÔA ÔB ρAB

)
= Tr

(
ÔA ρA

)
Tr

(
ÔB ρB

)
(3)

for any local observables ÔA and ÔB belonging to A
and B respectively. Using this definition, we proceed to
characterize the correlated anyonic states.

For a 2-anyon system AB, the cSSR respecting pure
states are:

|ψe⟩AB = αe |e, e; e⟩+ βe |τ, τ ; e⟩ , (4)
|ψτ ⟩AB = ατ |τ, e; τ⟩+ βτ |e, τ ; τ⟩+ γτ |τ, τ ; τ⟩ , (5)

where |αe|2 + |βe|2 = 1 and |ατ |2 + |βτ |2 + |γτ |2 = 1.
As per Eq. (3), the state |ψe⟩AB with global charge e is
uncorrelated if either αe = 0 or βe = 0.

There are infinitely many uncorrelated states with
global charge τ assuming the form |ψτ ⟩AB. These un-
correlated states are categorized into two classes; one
with ατ = 0 and the other with βτ = 0. In other words,
contrary to their appearance, the states with the struc-
tures ατ |e, τ ; τ⟩+ γτ |τ, τ ; τ⟩ and βτ |τ, e; τ⟩+ γτ |τ, τ ; τ⟩
are the uncorrelated states. These states satisfy the rela-
tion (3), as shown in Appendix C. Note, the state consid-
ered in Eq. (2), exhibiting unequal marginal spectra, is
an uncorrelated state of the second kind (βτ = 0). Hav-
ing two classes of uncorrelated states intersecting at a
point is a unique feature of any non-Abelian anyon theory.
Further, we find that the group of products of local uni-
taries GAB = {ÛAV̂B} cannot map any pure uncorrelated
state to any other pure uncorrelated state. Instead, GAB

can, at most, change the relative phases of the complex
coefficients.

For pure states, an entangled state is defined to be a
state that is not uncorrelated [40]. One may find ‘maxi-
mally’ entangled states for a fixed global charge for which

the marginal states are maximally mixed. However, for
a 2-anyon system, the only maximally entangled states
with the global charge τ are 1√

2

(
|e, τ ; τ⟩+ eiφ |τ, e; τ⟩

)
.

From this, it is clear that, unlike non-anyonic systems,
we do not have a basis of maximally entangled states
spanning the entire bipartite anyonic space. In addition
to these particularities, the bipartite entanglements in
anyonic systems are also asymmetric, which we discuss
next.

IV. QUANTUM TELEPORTATION AND
ASYMMETRIC ENTANGLEMENT SHARING

It is commonly known that bipartite entanglement is
symmetric with respect to individual parties. For any
bipartite entangled state shared between Alice and Bob,
any quantum task that can be realized by implementing
a one-way local operation and classical communication
(LOCC) from Alice to Bob can also be realized using
one-way LOCC from Bob to Alice. Remarkably, this is
not true in general for anyonic systems, as demonstrated
below.

In quantum teleportation, an unknown quantum mes-
sage, encoded in a quantum state, is teleported using
one-way LOCC and an entangled state, where the latter
is considered as the resource [41]. Since a (Fibonacci) 1-
anyon state can only encode a classical bit, we investigate
the teleportation of a pure qubit encoded in a pure state
|φM ⟩ of a 2-anyon system (M). We may also refer mes-
sage |φM ⟩ as (α, β). The teleportation of |φM ⟩ between
Alice and Bob is done exploiting a 4-anyon state |RAB⟩
shared between them, where

|φM ⟩ = α |τ, e; τ⟩+ β |e, τ ; τ⟩

|RAB⟩ = 1√
2

(
|(e, e), (e, τ); e, τ ; τ⟩+ |(τ, e), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩

)
Note, |RAB⟩ is a bipartite entangled state with identical
marginal spectra, where the parties A and B have two
anyons each.

Let us now consider the teleportation from Alice to
Bob. The global state of M(AB), using the fusion channel
resulting in the global charge e, is given by∣∣ψM(AB)

〉
=

1√
2

(
α |(τ, e), (e, e), (e, τ); τ, (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩

+ α |(τ, e), (τ, e), (τ, e); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩
+ β |(e, τ), (e, e), (e, τ); τ, (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩

+ β |(e, τ), (τ, e), (τ, e); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩
)

As in the usual teleportation protocol, Alice performs
a projective-valued measurement (PVM) on the joint
system MA. She then sends the measurement outcome
to Bob via a classical communication channel, and based
on that, he performs a local transformation on his system
B to retrieve the quantum message. Note that anyonic
states are not associative, and recombination of the basis
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is done using F -moves [1, 3, 4, 30], as shown in Fig. 1(y).
However, the F -moves become trivial for states with
global charge of

∣∣ψM(AB)

〉
is e. Using this, we re-express

the state
∣∣ψM(AB)

〉
with

∣∣ψ(MA)B

〉
, given by

∣∣ψ(MA)B

〉
=

1√
2

(
α |(τ, e), (e, e), (e, τ); (τ, e), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩

+ α |(τ, e), (τ, e), (τ, e); (τ, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩
+ β |(e, τ), (e, e), (e, τ); (τ, e), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩

+ β |(e, τ), (τ, e), (τ, e); (τ, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩
)
, (6)

which allows us to easily calculate the outcomes of Alice’s
measurements on MA. The state again can be recast as

∣∣ψ(MA)B

〉
=

1

2

(
|λ+⟩

(
α |e, τ ; τ⟩+ β |τ, e; τ⟩

)
+ |λ−⟩

(
α |e, τ ; τ⟩ − β |τ, e; τ⟩

)
+ |η+⟩

(
α |τ, e; τ⟩+ β |e, τ ; τ⟩

)
+ |η−⟩

(
α |τ, e; τ⟩ − β |e, τ ; τ⟩

))
(7)

where the orthonormal states

|λ±⟩ =
1√
2

(
|(τ, e), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩ ± |(e, τ), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩

)
,

|η±⟩ =
1√
2

(
|(τ, e), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩ ± |(e, τ), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩

)
,

represent 4-anyon states of MA accessible to Alice. The
global charges τ of |λ±⟩ and |η±⟩ fuse with Bob’s global
charges τ through the τ × τ = e fusion channel.

It is straightforward to check that Alice can choose
the cSSR-allowed measurements applying the projec-
tors {|λ+⟩⟨λ+| , |λ−⟩⟨λ−| , |η+⟩⟨η+| , |η−⟩⟨η−|}; sends clas-
sical information to Bob whenever there is a click in the
apparatus due to projections; Bob then applies (cSSR-
allowed) encoded Pauli unitaries {X,Y, I, Z} on his sys-
tem respectively. Here, we denote Z = |τ, e; τ⟩⟨τ, e; τ | −
|e, τ ; τ⟩⟨e, τ ; τ |, and accordingly X,Y , and identity oper-
ator I. After the operations, the reduced state of Bob
becomes |φM ⟩, and with this, a perfect (with unit fidelity)
teleportation of the quantum message (α, β) from Alice
to Bob is realized.

Now, we investigate quantum teleportation in the re-
verse direction and show that Bob cannot perfectly tele-
port the quantum message to Alice. In this case, the
message state |φM ⟩ is attached with the resource state
|RAB⟩ from Bob’s side. The global state of (AB)M is
then∣∣ξ(AB)M

〉
=

1√
2

(
α |((e, e), (e, τ), (τ, e); (e, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩

+ α |(τ, e), (τ, e), (τ, e); (τ, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩
+ β |(e, e), (e, τ), (e, τ); (e, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩

+ β |(τ, e), (τ, e), (e, τ); (τ, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩
)
. (8)

Again, using the (trivial) F -moves due to the global charge
e, we re-express the state∣∣ξA(BM)

〉
=

1√
2

(
α |((e, e), (e, τ), (τ, e); e, (τ, τ); e, e; e⟩

+ α |(τ, e), (τ, e), (τ, e); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩
+ β |(e, e), (e, τ), (e, τ); e, (τ, τ); e, e; e⟩

+ β |(τ, e), (τ, e), (e, τ); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩
)
, (9)

where BM is combined together, and Bob can apply local
operations on them. One can immediately notice the
difference between Eq. (9) and Eq. (6). In Eq. (6), all the
local states of MA in superposition have identical charge
τ .

In contrast, in Eq. (9), the local states of BM in the
first and third terms in the superposition have a global
charge e, while the second and the fourth terms have a
global charge τ . Due to the anyonic cSSR, superpositions
of states with different global charges are not allowed.
Therefore, a local measurement using arbitrary projectors
is not possible, e.g., projectors acting on a subspace of
BM that allows superposition between global charges e
and τ are not physical.

Due to this fundamental constraint attributed to
cSSR, Bob can only perform measurements on BM with
non-trivial projectors that either act on the subspace
spanned by {|(e, τ), (τ, e); τ, τ ; e⟩ , |(e, τ), (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩}
with global charge e or subspace spanned by
{|(τ, e), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩ , |(τ, e), (e, τ); τ, τ ; τ⟩} with global
charge τ . Regardless of any choice of these restricted
set of measurements on the state

∣∣ξA(BM)

〉
, the reduced

state of Alice can at most be a probabilistic mixture of
|e, e; e⟩⟨e, e; e| and |τ, e; τ⟩⟨τ, e; τ |. The quantum message
(α, β) encoded in |φM ⟩ can never be teleported to Alice
after the teleportation protocol is completed. Note, if
one ignores the cSSR and allows arbitrary measurements
on BM by Bob, it is possible to implement a perfect
quantum teleportation from Bob to Alice.

From the above, it is clear that while Alice can per-
fectly teleport to Bob, Bob cannot perfectly teleport an
unknown quantum message to Alice. This asymmetry in
teleportation is not particular to the choice of the anyonic
entangled state |RAB⟩. It is rather a generic feature and
can be shown in other bipartite pure entangled states (see
Appendix D). As the ability to quantum teleport is at-
tributed to the presence of quantum entanglement in the
resource state, the asymmetry in quantum teleportation
signifies that entanglement sharing among the parties is
not equal.

V. CONCLUSIONS

As indicated above, the cSSR and fusion rules make
the information theory for (non-Abelian) anyons funda-
mentally different from non-anyonic systems. It prohibits
coherent superposition between states with different topo-



5

logical charges, thereby imposing restrictions on physi-
cally allowed anyonic states, operations, and information
processing. The correlations in anyonic systems are dis-
tinctively different from non-anyonic ones and display
richer structure. A bipartite pure anyonic state can have
local states with different marginal spectra, and a mixed
bipartite state may have pure local states. What is more
striking is that, for a bipartite pure entangled state, the
parties do not have uniform access to entanglement. This
asymmetry in entanglement is manifested in quantum
teleportation, where only one party can perfectly tele-
port a quantum message to another party rendering the
latter having no access to entanglement. These defy com-
mon understanding and indicate that the conventional
approach in characterizing information and correlation
falls short for non-Abelian anyonic systems. We expect
that these distinctive traits to be present in non-Abelian
lattice gauge field theories [42–48], as well, since the local
physical Dirac observables are similarly constrained by
the fusion rules and cSSR.

Our analysis and results warrant a newer understanding
of information-theoretic properties of anyons and non-
Abelian lattice gauge fields and are expected to open
up a field of research exploring fundamental properties
of anyonic quantum correlations and their manipulation.
On the applied level, with asymmetric access to bipartite
entanglement, quantum tasks such as communication
or cryptographic protocols may be devised where one
party has the superiority in accessing correlation and
manipulation of information over the other.
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Appendix A: Basic anyonic structures: Notations, fusion, braiding, and anyon diagrams

In this section, we introduce the basic notions of the theory of non-Abelian anyons. Anyons are a type of quasi-
particle that exists in two-dimensional spaces. They can be seen as a constrained quantum system from the quantum
information perspective. We introduce the basic formalism, and we give the equivalence between the bra-ket notation
[1], we use in the main text, and the diagrammatic notation used in the literature [4, 22, 29, 30].

1. Fusion, splitting, F-moves and braiding

There are several anyon theories. To fix an anyon theory, one needs to fix the particle types a, b, c, . . . , the fusion
rules, and the F and R matrices. We work with Fibonacci anyons, described by the simplest non-Abelian anyon theory.
Fibonacci anyons only have two particle types, e and τ .

The most striking structural property of anyons is how they are composed. Two anyons can be put together to
create a new particle. This process is known as fusion. Two particle types a and b can be fused together to produce
the particle type c. We can describe this process by writing a× b = b× a = c. However, remarkably, it is possible that
two anyons can fuse to multiple types of particles; in this case, we can write:

a× b = b× a =
∑

cN
c
abc (A1)

where N c
ab are the fusion multiplicities, they indicate the number of ways in which a and b can fuse to c. Without loss

of generality, we consider N c
ab ≤ 1.

For any anyon theory, there is a trivial anyon e called the vacuum or the identity. This particle type satisfies the
property N b

ea = δab. Every particle type a also has its own antiparticle ā such that Ne
ab = δbā, so that ā is the only

particle type such that when fuses with a can give the vacuum charge e. For Fibonacci anyons, the fusion rules can be
written as:

e× e = e, e× τ = τ, τ × τ = e+ τ (A2)

The reverse process (going from one particle to two) is called splitting. Both processes are shown diagrammatically
in Fig. 2 (see also [30]). The time direction is up, and all anyon particles move forward in time.

Figure 2. Splitting (left) of one anyon c into a and b, and fusion (right) of a and b into c.

For N -particle anyonic systems, the kinematical or unrestricted Hilbert space HN is given by considering each
splitting diagram as an orthonormal vector. Thus, H2 is spanned by the set of states {|a, b; c⟩ |N c

ab = 1} that denote
the different splittings, where a, b, c ∈ {e, τ}. For systems with a single anyon particle, the Hilbert space H1 is given
by the span of the particle types interpreted as orthonormal vectors. H1 = ⟨{|a⟩}⟩.

For an anyonic N -particle system, the Hilbert space is spanned by the splitting diagrams shown in Fig. 3, interpreted
as orthonormal vectors. Notice that, since two anyons can fuse to different possibilities, dim(HN ) ̸= dN . For Fibonacci
anyons one can easily calculate that dim(H1) = 2, dim(H2) = 5, dim(H3) = 13,. . . In general, dim(HN ) = F2N+1,
where Fn is the n’th Fibonacci number. Therefore, non-Abelian anyon theories and Fibonacci anyons, in particular,
have no tensor product structure.

The states of Fig. 3 can be represented with the Dirac notation we use in the main text as

|ψi⟩ = |a1, (a2, . . . (an−2, (an−1, an)) . . . ); a1, (a2, . . . (an−2, an+1) . . . ); . . . ; a1, (a2, a2n−3); a1, a2n−2; a2n−1⟩ (A3)

where a2n−1 is the global anyonic charge, and the parenthesis shows the splitting order.
Notice that the splitting diagrams we have chosen to represent the orthonormal basis of the anyonic N -particle

systems follow a specific splitting order. Changing such order represents choosing a different orthonormal basis of
HN . The change of basis is defined with a set of unitary matrices (F -matrices). There, we are moving from basis
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Figure 3. Elements |ψi⟩ of orthonormal basis of an anyonic n-particle system, given in Eq. (A3), and their duals.

{|(a, b), c; d, c; g⟩} to basis {|a, (b, c); a, f ; g⟩}, given by

|(a, b), c; d, c; g⟩ =
∑
f

[F abc
g ]df |a, (b, c); a, f ; g⟩ . (A4)

See Fig. 4 for diagrammatic representation. Notice that the global or external charges do not change, only the splitting

order. In Fibonacci anyons, the only nontrivial F -matrix is F τττ
τ =

(
ϕ−1 ϕ−1/2

ϕ−1/2 −ϕ−1

)
. ϕ−1 =

√
5−1
2 is the inverse golden

ratio.
The last important element of an anyon theory is the specification of the phase the system gathers when two anyon

particles are exchanged. For different anyon families, one can achieve a wide range of exchange phases beyond the
acquired phases +1 and −1 for bosons and fermions, respectively. Thus, the name “any”on was originated. However,
two anyons living in two dimensions can be exchanged either clockwise or counterclockwise. This is represented by the
anyon particle lines being able to cross over or underneath each other.

The R-matrices from Fig. 5 encode the exchange phases of the anyons in the theory. The vacuum particle type
always gathers the trivial phase +1 when exchanged with any other particle type. For Fibonacci anyons, there are two
non-trivial R-matrix elements: (i) when two τ anyons are exchanged and fusing to the identity, and (ii) when two τ
anyons are exchanged, fusing to τ . Their respective phases are Rττ

e = e−4πi/5 and Rττ
τ = e3πi/5. Such phases play no

role in our main text analysis.

2. Superselection rule, observables and density operators

We have presented the basic kinematical structure of non-Abelian anyonic systems. However, such systems incorporate
a charge super-selection rule (cSSR) [4]. The cSSR is analogous to the fermionic parity super-selection rule [11–14].
By this, the superpositions of states with different total particle types are forbidden. In Fig. 3, only superpositions of
states with the same a2n−1 can represent physical states. We can refer to anyonic particle types as charges. The a2n−1

is considered the global charge of the system since, as seen from far away, the system would appear as if all its anyons
had fused. The global charge superselection rule (cSSR) induces a block diagonal structure of the kinematical Hilbert
spaces HN =

⊕
g H

g
N , where Hg

N is the Hilbert space spanned by the N -particle splitting diagrams that have a global
anyonic charge g.

Let us now represent operators that act on the Hilbert space HN that are block diagonal, respecting the superselection
rule structure. Such operators can be written using Dirac notations as sums of |ψi⟩⟨ψj | where |ψi⟩ and ⟨ψj | have the
same global charge. Fig. 6 represents a general block diagonal operator by stacking the diagram representing |ψi⟩ on
top of the diagram of ⟨ψj |. Notice the ket and the bra diagrams can be connected because they have the same global
anyonic charge g.

Throughout this work, we focus on bipartite non-Abelian anyonic systems. Without loss of generality, we consider
systems with 2N anyon particles. We choose as a default a splitting basis that showcases the bipartition of the system.

Figure 4. The F -matrix defines a change of basis between the different splitting sequences.
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Figure 5. The phase resulting after exchanging counterclockwise two particles a and b that fuse to c is Rab
c .

In Fig. 7, we introduce useful notation to ease the exposition and calculations. We partition our anyonic system into
two regions, A and B, representing the global fusion charge’s left and right splitting. The vectors a⃗, b⃗, a⃗′, and b⃗′

encode the information of which particle types appear in the subsequent splitting.
In the Dirac notation, the cSSR respecting operator in Fig. 6 is expressed as

ρ̂ =
∑
ρa⃗,⃗b,g
a⃗′,b⃗′,g

|(a1, a2), (b1, b2); a, b; g⟩⟨(a′1, a′2), (b′1, b′2); a′, b′; g|. (A5)

In the Dirac notation, we can use the compression from Fig. 7 as well. If we express the terms of Fig. 6 in this
compressed form we get the identification a⃗ = [a, a2, a1], a⃗′ = [a′, a′2, a

′
1], b⃗ = [b, b2, b1] and b⃗′ = [b′, b′2, b

′
1], leading to

the identification: ∣∣∣⃗a, b⃗; g〉〈a⃗′, b⃗′; g∣∣∣ =
= |[a, a2, a1], [b, b2, b1]; g⟩⟨[a′, a′2, a′1], [b′, b′2, b′1]; g| ≡
≡ |(a1, a2), (b1, b2); a, b; g⟩⟨(a′1, a′2), (b′1, b′2); a′, b′; g| (A6)

3. Trace and partial trace

The trace of an operator is inherited from the orthonormality condition of the splitting basis. Thus, Tr(|ψi⟩⟨ψj |) =
⟨ψj |ψi⟩, with the right-hand side dictated from the orthonormality condition of the splitting diagrams. In the vector
notation, we have that ⟨a, b; g|a′, b′; g′⟩ = δaa′δbb′δgg′ . In the general bipartite compressed vector form, we have〈
a⃗, b⃗; g

∣∣∣a⃗′, b⃗′; g′〉 = δa⃗a⃗′ δ⃗bb⃗′δgg′ . Such relation hints to the diagrammatical equation in Fig. 8. Any single closed loop is
evaluated to 1.

The trace is generally represented diagrammatically as in Fig. 9. These closed-loop diagrams are evaluated by
applying F and R-matrices to ’untie’ the strands to use the relation shown in Fig. 8.

This trace allows us to define the states of an N -mode anyonic system the usual way, as the cSSR respecting
operators ρ of HN such that ρ = ρ†, ρ ≥ 0 and Tr(ρ) = 1. Nevertheless, it is not enough, we need the notion of partial
trace.

The partial trace of a cSSR respecting operator over B in the bipartite system AB is shown in Fig. 10. It consists
of joining the anyon lines in a loop in B, computing the relevant factors using the F and R matrices, and the loop
evaluations from Fig. 8. It is straightforward to check that such a definition is fixed by the usual defining consistency

Figure 6. Block-diagonal operators that respect the anyonic SSR.
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Figure 7. All the particle types of the branches are expressed in the ordered vectors a⃗, b⃗, a⃗′ and b⃗′.

Figure 8. Evaluation of a simple bubble diagram.

Figure 9. Diagrammatic trace of the SSR operator ρ.

Figure 10. Partial trace of a density matrix ρ.

conditions of the partial trace, which are:

Tr
(
ÔA · TrB (ρAB)

)
= Tr

(
ÔA ρAB

)
; ∀ ÔA ∈ OA, (A7)

where OA is the set of all cSSR respecting local observables belonging to subsystem A. Fig. 11 shows diagrammatically
how the partial trace satisfies the consistency conditions.

Reading the diagrammatic partial trace over B in the compressed notation in Fig. (9), we obtain the following
expression, where a0, a′0 are the first terms of the vectors a⃗ and a⃗′, and thus the global charges of A for the ’ket’ and
’bra’, i.e.,

TrB

(∣∣∣⃗a, b⃗; g〉〈a⃗′, b⃗′; g∣∣∣) = δ⃗bb⃗′δa0a′
0

∣∣∣⃗a〉〈a⃗′∣∣∣ , (A8)
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Figure 11. Diagrammatical consistency conditions of the partial trace with anyons.

where
∣∣∣⃗a〉〈a⃗′∣∣∣ denotes the anyonic operator term in A in the specified splitting order with the particle types described

by the vectors a⃗, a⃗′ components. This general expression implies the ones presented in the main text.

Appendix B: Purity of non-Abelian anyonic states

In quantum mechanics, a pure state is a state that is represented by a single ket or a coherent superposition of kets
in the corresponding vector space. From the perspective of the geometry of quantum state space, a quantum state ρ is
pure if it cannot be written as a non-trivial convex combination of two distinct states. The states that are not pure are
called mixed. A usual measure of the purity of a given quantum state ρ is given by

γ = Tr
(
ρ2
)
. (B1)

If the state ρ is pure, then the purity of the state γ = 1. For a maximally mixed state γ = 1
d where d is the dimension

of the Hilbert space.
In previous works that incorporated quantum information notions to the study of non-Abelian anyons [22], the

authors claim that all states with a non-Abelian anyonic global charge are not pure. This is due to the way they
define non-Abelian anyonic states. They argue that anyons with non-trivial charge cannot exist physically on their
own without a corresponding anti-anyon, such that the global charge would be e. Thus, any non-trivial charged
anyonic state must be derived by tracing out the anti-anyon. This results in anyonic states with charge a to have
factor of 1√

da
with the corresponding anyon diagram, where da is the quantum dimension of the anyon. This factor

happens to be non-trivial for non-Abelian anyons. This approach is useful when doing topological manipulations of
the anyonic particles, as it preserves the isotopy invariance of the anyonic state [22]. We call this normalization the
‘isotopy invariant normalization.’

If one calculates γ using the isotopy invariant normalisation, one obtains that for the single Fibonacci state |τ⟩⟨τ |,
the purity γ = 1−

√
5

2 < 1. Therefore, it is claimed that |τ⟩⟨τ | is not pure. In general, according to the isotopy invariant
normalization, no state with non-Abelian anyonic total charge can be considered a pure state. This is obviously in
contention with the normalization that we use throughout this paper which allows for states with global charge τ to
be pure.

We use a proof similar to the case of qudit systems [40] to argue that states with non-Abelian anyonic global charge
can be pure states. Since anyonic systems can be represented by states in a Hilbert space, we use the definition of
pure states for a convex vector space. Assume that |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| is not a pure state. Then, there exist distinct states σ, ω
and a probability p ∈ (0, 1) such that |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| = pσ + (1− p)ω. Let us consider |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|, ω and σ as unit vectors of
the operator Hilbert space, that has as scalar product ⟨Â, B̂⟩ ≡ Tr

(
Â†B̂

)
. Consider the orthonormal basis in such

operator vector space {|ψk⟩⟨ψl|}k,l, whose first element is |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|. Let us take the first coordinate of |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| in such
a basis. To do so, let us calculate ⟨|ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| , |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|⟩, where the first is the vector and the second as the first element
of the orthonormal basis. Then, we obtain

⟨|ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| , |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|⟩ = Tr(|ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| · |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|) = 1 = pTr(σ · |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|) + (1− p) Tr(ω · |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|) =
= p ⟨ψ1|σ |ψ1⟩+ (1− p) ⟨ψ1|ω |ψ1⟩ (B2)

Now, since σ and ω are physical states, by definition, they must be positive operators with trace 1. Therefore
0 ≤ ⟨ψ1|σ |ψ1⟩ ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ ⟨ψ1|ω |ψ1⟩ ≤ 1. Since p ∈ (0, 1), the only way to satisfy the equality is by having
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⟨ψ1|σ |ψ1⟩ = 1 and ⟨ψ1|ω |ψ1⟩ = 1. However, then since the trace is 1, we obtain ⟨ψk|σ |ψk⟩ = 0 and ⟨ψk|ω |ψk⟩ = 0
for all k > 1. Since we need σ and ω to be positive and hermitian operators, this implies that then ⟨ψk|σ |ψ1⟩ = 0 and
⟨ψk|ω |ψ1⟩ = 0 for k > 1. Therefore, we obtain that ω = σ = |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| leading to a contradiction with the assumption
that σ and ω were distinct states. This implies that |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| must necessarily be a pure state in the anyonic Hilbert
space. Note that we made no assumptions about the |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| total charge in this analysis; thus, this result must hold
even for states with non-Abelian anyonic total charge. Thus, any anyonic state that can be expressed as a ket can be
considered to be a pure state.

A summarising comment would be that the notion of purity of anyonic states must not be considered in the isotopy
invariant normalization for information-theoretic analysis since the formulas for purity and other information-theoretic
notions rely on having the standard normalization ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ = 1 for physical states.

Appendix C: Uncorrelated states for a 2-anyon system

We have claimed in the main text that the pure uncorrelated states in a 2-anyon Fibonacci system are of the form
αe = 0 or βe = 0 in the e sector and ατ = 0 or βτ = 0 in the τ sector. The coefficients αe, βe refer to Eq. (4) and
ατ , βτ , γτ refer to Eq. (5). In this Appendix, we explicitly show the calculations that prove these results.

We need to solve Eq. (3) for general ρAB = |ψe⟩⟨ψe|AB ≡ εAB and ρAB = |ψτ ⟩⟨ψτ |AB ≡ σAB. To do so, it is
straightforward to see that any local observable in the 1-anyon Fibonacci systems A and B can be represented in the
basis {|e⟩ , |τ⟩} as matrices

ÔA =

(
ae 0
0 aτ

)
, ÔB =

(
be 0
0 bτ

)
with ae, aτ , be, bτ ∈ R . (C1)

The local observables ÔA and ÔB embedded in the 2-anyon AB system can be represented in the basis
{|e, e : e⟩ , |τ, τ ; e⟩ , |τ, e; τ⟩ , |e, τ ; τ⟩ , |τ, τ ; τ⟩} as the matrices

ÔA =


ae 0 0 0 0
0 aτ 0 0 0
0 0 aτ 0 0
0 0 0 ae 0
0 0 0 0 aτ

 and ÔB =


be 0 0 0 0
0 bτ 0 0 0
0 0 be 0 0
0 0 0 bτ 0
0 0 0 0 bτ

 . (C2)

Applying the anyonic partial trace from Eq. (1), we obtain that the matrix representations of εA, εB , σA, σB in the
1-anyon basis we have used above are

εA =

(
|αe|2 0
0 |βe|2

)
= εB , σB =

(
|ατ |2 0
0 |βτ |2 + |γτ |2

)
, σA =

(
|βτ |2 0
0 |ατ |2 + |γτ |2

)
. (C3)

Thus, solving Eq. (3) for εAB is equivalent to equating and solving ∀ae, aτ , be, bτ ∈ R the expressions

Tr



ae 0 0 0 0
0 aτ 0 0 0
0 0 aτ 0 0
0 0 0 ae 0
0 0 0 0 aτ

 ·


be 0 0 0 0
0 bτ 0 0 0
0 0 be 0 0
0 0 0 bτ 0
0 0 0 0 bτ

 ·


|αe|2 αeβ

∗
e 0 0 0

βeα
∗
e |βe|2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0


 = aebe|αe|2 + aτ bτ |βe|2 (C4)

Tr

((
ae 0
0 aτ

)
·
(
|αe|2 0
0 |βe|2

))
· Tr

((
be 0
0 bτ

)
·
(
|αe|2 0
0 |βe|2

))
= (ae|αe|2 + aτ |βe|2) · (be|αe|2 + bτ |βe|2). (C5)

Choosing the special case where ae = 1, aτ = 0, be = 0, bτ = 1 we obtain that the equality 0 = |αe|2|βe|2 must hold,
implying that necessarily either αe = 0 or βe = 0. It is straightforward to see from the equations above and using
|αe|2 + |βe|2 = 1 that these two cases are sufficient to guarantee that the state is uncorrelated. Therefore, we recover
the announced result.

Let us now reproduce the same logic for the τ sector. To solve Eq. (3) for σAB is equivalent to equating and solving
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∀ae, aτ , be, bτ ∈ R the expressions

Tr



ae 0 0 0 0
0 aτ 0 0 0
0 0 aτ 0 0
0 0 0 ae 0
0 0 0 0 aτ

 ·


be 0 0 0 0
0 bτ 0 0 0
0 0 be 0 0
0 0 0 bτ 0
0 0 0 0 bτ

 ·


0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 |ατ |2 ατβ

∗
τ ατγ

∗
τ

0 0 βτα
∗
τ |βτ |2 βτγ

∗
τ

0 0 γτα
∗
τ γτβ

∗
τ |γτ |2


 = aτ be|ατ |2 + aebτ |βτ |2 + aτ bτ |γτ |2 (C6)

Tr

((
ae 0
0 aτ

)
·
(
|βτ |2 0
0 |ατ |2 + |γτ |2

))
· Tr

((
be 0
0 bτ

)
·
(
|ατ |2 0
0 |βτ |2 + |γτ |2

))
=

= (ae|βτ |2 + aτ |ατ |2 + aτ |γτ |2) · (be|ατ |2 + bτ |βτ |2 + bτ |γτ |2). (C7)

Similarly, choosing the special case where ae = 1, aτ = 0, be = 1, bτ = 0 we obtain that the equality 0 = |ατ |2|βτ |2
must hold, implying that necessarily either ατ = 0 or βτ = 0. To show the sufficiency of these conditions, let us see if
the equality between the expressions above holds whenever ατ = 0 or βτ = 0. One can observe that the two cases are
symmetric. So let us fix without loss of generality that ατ = 0. Notice that in such case |βτ |2 + |γτ |2 = 1. Then, the
expression equality becomes

bτ
(
ae|βτ |2 + aτ |γτ |2

)
=

(
ae|βτ |2 + aτ |γτ |2

) (
bτ |βτ |2 + bτ |γτ |2

)
(C8)

The right-hand side of the equation can be simplified by taking bτ as a common factor and then using |βτ |2 + |γτ |2 = 1
to obtain exactly the same expression as in the left-hand side. Thus proving the sufficiency of the ατ = 0 condition for
having a pure uncorrelated state. As we said, the case for βτ = 0 follows from symmetry in an exactly equal manner.

Appendix D: More teleportation examples

In this section, we will look at the teleportation protocol between Alice and Bob, using the same quantum message
state as in the main text

|φM ⟩ = α |τ, e; τ⟩+ β |e, τ ; τ⟩ , (D1)

but with different resource states. Below we show that whenever the resource entangled state, shared between Alice
and Bob, has global charge e, the quantum teleportation is symmetric. However, a resource entangled state with a
global charge τ may lead to an asymmetric quantum teleportation.

1. Entangled state in the e-charge sector: symmetric teleportation

We begin our protocol by considering the following state as the resource state

|RAB⟩ =
1√
2

(
|(e, e), (e, e); e, e; e⟩+ |(τ, τ), (τ, τ); e, e; e⟩

)
. (D2)

The global state of Alice and Bob is

|ψM(AB)⟩ =
1√
2

(
α |(τ, e), (e, e), (e, e); τ, (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩+ β |(e, τ), (τ, τ), (τ, τ); τ, (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩

+α |(τ, e), (τ, τ), (τ, τ); τ, (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩+ β |(e, τ), (e, e), (e, e); τ, (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩
)
. (D3)

Here, we can re-express the state combining MA, as defined in Eq. (D4),

|ψ(MA)B⟩ =
1√
2

(
α(|λ+⟩+ |λ−⟩) |e, e; e⟩+ β(|λ+⟩ − |λ−⟩) |τ, τ ; e⟩

+α(|θ+⟩+ |θ−⟩) |τ, τ ; e⟩+ β(|θ+⟩ − |θ−⟩) |e, e; e⟩
)
,



14

where

|λ±⟩ =
1√
2

(
|(τ, e), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩ ± |(e, τ), (τ, τ); τ, e; τ⟩

)
|θ±⟩ =

1√
2

(
|(τ, e), (τ, τ); τ, e; τ⟩ ± |(e, τ), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩

)
, (D4)

are orthonormal states.
The Alice to Bob teleportation protocol will then proceed as follows. Alice performs measurements with the

projectors {|λ+⟩⟨λ+| , |λ−⟩⟨λ−| , |θ+⟩⟨θ+| , |θ−⟩⟨θ−|} and communicates the result over a classical channel whenever any
of these projective measurement clicks, and Bob can then apply local cSSR-respecting unitary operations {X,Y, I, Z}
respectively, where Z = |τ, τ ; e⟩⟨τ, τ ; e| − |e, e; e⟩⟨e, e; e| and recover the quantum message. This is an instance of perfect
teleportation between Alice and Bob.

The resource state in Eq. (D2) is symmetric between Alice and Bob. It is thus easy to verify that for teleportation
from Bob to Alice. The global state is then

∣∣ϕ(AB)M

〉
=

1√
2

(
α |(e, e), (e, e), (τ, e); (e, e), τ ; τ, e; τ⟩+ β |(τ, τ), (τ, τ), (e, τ); (e, e), τ ; e, τ ; τ⟩

+α |(τ, τ), (τ, τ), (τ, e); (e, e), τ ; e, τ ; τ⟩+ β |(e, e), (e, e), (e, τ); (e, e), τ ; e, τ ; τ⟩
)
, (D5)

which differs from the state in Eq. (D3) by a F -move, i.e. a change of basis. However, the F-move will not introduce any
non-trivial phases. It follows that Bob will be able to apply the same measurement as Alice and that the probability of
successful teleportation would be the same in either case. It can be seen easily that the resource state in Eq. (D2) is
symmetric with respect to the parties A and B. This would be the case for any 4-anyon bipartite state where each of
the subsystems has a fixed charge of e, as the only possible candidates for such (normalized) states will have the form

|R′
AB⟩ =

(
a |(e, e), (e, e); e, e; e⟩+ b |(τ, τ), (τ, τ); e, e; e⟩

)
. (D6)

Since, all such states are symmetric between A and B, the teleportation protocol would also be symmetric, i.e, the
teleportation fidelity would be independent of the direction of communication.

2. Entangled state with asymmetric marginals: asymmetric teleportation

Let us consider the teleportation of the quantum message |φM ⟩, using a resource entangled state shared between
Alice and Bob, given by

|RAB⟩ =
1

2

(√
2 |(e, e), (e, τ); e, τ ; τ⟩+ |(e, τ), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩+ |(τ, e), (e, τ); τ, τ ; τ⟩

)
. (D7)

When taking the partial trace of the above state for each of the parties, the reduced states become

ρA =


1
2 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1

4 0 0
0 0 0 1

4 0
0 0 0 0 0

 and ρB =


1
4 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 3

4 0
0 0 0 0 0

 .

By comparing the reduced density matrices (on the standard basis), we see that they have asymmetry in their marginal
spectra. First, let us consider the case where Alice teleports the state to Bob. The global state of Alice and Bob is now

|ψM(AB)⟩ =
1

2
(
√
2α |(τ, e), (e, e), (e, τ); τ, (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+

√
2β |(e, τ), (e, e), (e, τ); τ, (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩

+α |(τ, e), (e, τ), (e, e); τ, (τ, e); τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(e, τ), (e, τ), (e, e); τ, (τ, e); τ, τ ; e⟩
+α |(τ, e), (τ, e), (e, τ); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(e, τ), (τ, e), (e, τ); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩). (D8)
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Here, After an F-move, we can rewrite the states as∣∣ψ(MA)B

〉
=
1

2

((√
2α |(τ, e), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩+

√
2β |(e, τ), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩

+ α |(τ, e), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩+ β |(e, τ), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩
)
|e, τ ; τ⟩

+
(
α |(τ, e), (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(e, τ), (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩

)
|e, e; e⟩

)
. (D9)

We have also factored out the B state wherever possible. We will now re-express the state as∣∣ψ(MA)B

〉
=

1

2

(
|µ; τ⟩ |e, τ ; τ⟩+ |ν; e⟩ |e, e; e⟩

)
, (D10)

where we denote

|µ; τ⟩ =
√
2α |(τ, e), (e, e)τ, e; τ⟩+

√
2β |(e, τ), (e, e); τ, e; τ⟩

+ α |(τ, e), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩+ β |(e, τ), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩ (D11)
|ν; e⟩ = α |(τ, e), (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(e, τ), (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩ . (D12)

Any projective measurement by Alice on the MA system can, at best, result in Bob’s local state being a classical
mixture of |e, τ ; τ⟩ and |e, e; e⟩, since these two states cannot be superposed due to cSSR. Such teleportation can be
achieved by using a classically correlated state. Thus, there cannot be any quantum teleportation from Alice to Bob.

For Bob to Alice teleportation, the global state of the (AB)M system will be∣∣ψ(AB)M

〉
=

1

2

(√
2α |(e, e), (e, τ), (τ, e); (e, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩+

√
2β |(e, e), (e, τ), (e, τ); (e, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩

+α |(e, τ), (e, e), (τ, e); (τ, e), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(e, τ), (e, e), (e, τ); (τ, e), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩

+α |(τ, e), (e, τ), (τ, e); (τ, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(τ, e), (e, τ), (e, τ); (τ, τ), τ ; τ, τ ; e⟩
)
. (D13)

After F-move, the state can be written as∣∣ωA(BM)

〉
=

1

2

(√
2α |(e, e), (e, τ), (τ, e); e, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+

√
2β |(e, e), (e, τ), (e, τ); e, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩

+α |(e, τ), (e, e), (τ, e); τ, (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(e, τ), (e, e), (e, τ); τ, (e, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩

+α |(τ, e), (e, τ), (τ, e); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+ β |(τ, e), (e, τ), (e, τ); τ, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩
)
. (D14)

We rewrite this state again as∣∣ωA(BM)

〉
=

1

2

(√
2α |(e, e), (e, τ), (τ, e); e, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩+

√
2β |(e, e), (e, τ), (e, τ); e, (τ, τ); τ, τ ; e⟩

+α |e, τ ; τ⟩ (|λ+ + λ−⟩+ β |e, τ ; τ⟩ (|η+⟩ − |η−⟩)

+α |τ, e; τ⟩ (|η+⟩+ |η−⟩) + β |τ, e; τ⟩ (|λ+⟩ − |λ−⟩)
)
, (D15)

where we denote

|λ±⟩ =
1√
2

(
|(e, e), (τ, e); e, τ ; τ⟩ ± |(e, τ), (e, τ); τ, τ ; τ⟩

)
|η±⟩ =

1√
2

(
|(e, τ), (τ, e); τ, τ ; τ⟩ ± |(e, e), (e, τ); e, τ ; τ⟩

)
. (D16)

Bob now makes a projective measurement {|λ+⟩⟨λ+| , |λ−⟩⟨λ−| , |η+⟩⟨η+| , |η−⟩⟨η−|}. However, it can be seen that Bob
will not register a click for these measurements all the time. There will be a click only when the total charge of the
BM system is τ . The probability of Bob registering a click is

2|α|2

4
+

2|β|2

4
=

1

2
.
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If Bob registers a click after the measurement, then the protocol proceeds as usual, where the outcome of measurement
is communicated classically to Alice, who then applies the corresponding unitary from {X,Y, I, Z}, where Z =
|τ, e; τ⟩⟨τ, e; τ | − |e, τ ; τ⟩⟨e, τ ; τ |. However, if Bob doesn’t register a click, it implies that the charge of the BM will
be e, and that Alice will end up with the state |e, e; e⟩⟨e, e; e|. Alice has no way of recovering the quantum message
from here, and thus the protocol fails. Thus the Bob to Alice teleportation protocol will succeed only half the time.
However, this case is still better than the Alice to Bob teleportation protocol for the same resource state in Eq. (D7)
discussed above.

This result showcases that the asymmetry in teleportation cannot be removed by considering a state with asymmetric
marginals, further reinforcing that the entanglement asymmetry is independent of asymmetry in the marginal spectra.
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