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Parafermionic representation of Potts-based cluster chain
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The parafermionic representation of cluster chain with Zp × Zp symmetry protected topological
order is constructed and studied for open and periodic boundary conditions. The resulting Hamilto-
nian is bilinear in particle operators and splits up into two separate chains composed, respectively,
of the standard and time reversal parafermions. It has been demonstrated that each subsystem in-
herits its own Zp component from the symmetry, which corresponds to the parity of all constituent
particles. For the open chain, the four invariant parafermions, generating zero-energy modes, are
identified. They are located at the edges of each chain. For the closed system with the translational
invariance, the boundaries are twisted by the total parafermion parity operator. The structure of
edge modes and the space-time symmetry of the system, which depend on the chain length and
boundary conditions, are studied in detail.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last decade, much attention has been paid to the structure and properties of the quantum states of matter
at zero temperature. The interest is explained by rapid developments in quantum technologies: quantum computers,
quantum teleportation, etc. [1]. The quantum phases have much reacher structure compared with the classical
ones. According to the Landau theory, the classical phases are characterized by the symmetry of the system, and a
change or violation of symmetry leads ro a phase transition. Meanwhile, due to the complexity of the wavefunction,
the symmetry is not enough in order to describe ultimately the quantum states of matter. The hidden topological
properties of the ground state enter into the game. They are characterized by the nonlocal order parameters, might
be uncovered also by the appearance of the gapless excitations and anomalous symmetries at the edge.
In more details, consider the quantum matter possessing a unique, gapped ground state (in the bulk) with short-

range entanglement. If, in addition, a certain symmetry exists, a single Landau phase splits into a few symmetry-
protected topological (SPT) phases [2]. Two states belong to the same SPT phase if they can be transformed to
each other without closing the gap and breaking the symmetry on whole path. A ground state which is a product of
single-particle states (a product state) belongs to the trivial phase. Important examples exhibiting the SPT phases
are the topological insulators with the time reversal symmetry, the spin-Hall state, protected by the time reversal and
charge conservation symmetries. Another example is the antiferromagnetic spin-1 Heisenberg chain with the Haldane
phase, protected by the SO(3) rotation symmetry, the Z2 spin liquids and the chiral spin liquids. In contrast, the
quantum states of matter with (pure) topological order exhibit long-range entanglement with specific patterns which
are robust against any local perturbation regardless of the symmetry. The topological phases were observed in the
conventional superconductors, for the chiral spin and fractional quantum Hall states.
The cluster chain based on the Ising model [3] is the simplest model exhibiting a nontrivial SPT order with the

Z2 × Z2 symmetry. It has an application in the quantum computers [4] based on the quantum measurements [5].
Recently, the cluster chain is extended to the higher spin case when the trivial phase is described by the p-state
Potts model [6–8]. The nontrivial system which possesses the Zp × Zp SPT phase. In contrast to the Ising case,
the corresponding Hamiltonian is inhomogeneous along the chain but splits into two homogeneous parts composed
from the odd and even local terms, which become similar to each other upon the application of the time reversal
transformation.
The cluster model is deeply connected with the superconducting Kitaev chain which, in turn, is among the simplest

systems demonstrating nontrivial topological order. The system has representation in terms of the lattice spinless
Majorana fermions, where the topological order manifests itself as gapless Majorana edge modes [9] which have
been recently realised experimentally [10]. The multiple Majorana modes exhibit non-abelian braiding statistics
called parastatistics [11]. This property together with a strong gap and robustness of the zero modes against local
perturbations makes them a useful tool for the fault-tolerant topological quantum computing. The Jordan-Wigner
mapping between the Kitaev chains and cluster models established a deep connection between their topological
properties [12]. More precisely, the decoupled Kitaev chains are mapped to cluster-type models with the expanded
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local stabilisers. In particular, the standard cluster chain corresponds to the two decoupled Kitaev chains which
together are equivalent to the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model [13].

The goal of the current article is to express the Hamiltonian of the Potts-based p-state cluster chain, its useful
symmetries, the zero-energy edge modes and other properties in terms of the parafermions. They are specific anyons,
which obey the fractional statistics, and might be considered also as an extension of the spinless Majorana fermions.
They have larger space of states and can serve as a source for qudits in high-dimensional quantum computers [14]
which become popular recently [15]. These quasiparticles can be even more important in quantum computation due
to their braiding which allows to perform an entangling quantum gate [16, 17]. In comparison with Majoranas, they
subject to a fractional and position-dependent statistics. The lattice parafermions emerge as quasiparticle excitations
in the clock models as the Majorana fermions appear in the Ising model [18, 19]. Their protected zero modes appear at
the boundaries of certain one-dimensional Zp-invariant spin systems [20, 21]. Recent experiments have demonstrated
the possibility of the realization of parafermionic modes at the edge of the factional quantum Hall systems at certain
filling factors compatible with the parastatistics [22].

The current article is devoted to the derivation and study of the parafermionic version of the p-state cluster chain
with N spins. Similar to the Z2 case when it is equivalent by two independent Kitaev chains with Majorana fermions
[12], the Zp cluster model is also divided into two separate parafermion chains. However, the picture here is more
complicated and tangled due to an inhomogeneity between the odd and even local terms in the spin Hamiltonian and
complexity of the parafermions. A straightforward application of the spin-to-parafermion map produces a six-particle
interaction term in the Hamiltonian which loses its symmetric form. The original symmetric shape is recovered after
the inclusion of the time reversal (T ) particle operators. The corresponding Hamiltonian becomes bilinear in particle
operators except for the translationally invariant case when an additional factor describing a composite particle
appears at the boundary. By composite parafermion we refer to the diagonal generator of the Zodd

p ×Z
even
p symmetry,

which protects the SPT phase and is proportional to the total parity of all 2N particles. It is a parafermionic analog of
the Dirac’s chiral gamma matrix and may be considered as a (2N+1)-th particle composed from all parafermions. The
composite parafermion appears when the particles are transformed by the lattice reflection (P) and translation (T )
operations. Being expressed in terms of the parafermions, the cluster model together with the protecting symmetry,
zero-energy edge modes and string order operators is divided into two separate parts each described by its own
particles. The first (odd) part is encoded by the standard parafermions with the index values i = 0 or i = 3 modulo
4, and their total parity is related to the Z

even
p multiplier of the protecting symmetry group. At the same time, the

second (even) part is given by the time reversals of the remaining subset of particles with i = 2, 1 mod 4, and their
total parity describes the Zodd

p symmetry. For the open chain, the four independent edge parafermions are discovered

which are conserved in time and generate zero-energy modes leading to the p2-fold ground-state degeneracy. However,
their structure depends on the chain size which is due to difference in symmetries. For odd N , the Hamiltonian is PT
invariant, and the edge particles may be identified with the original parafermions. Meanwhile, for the even N , the
Hamiltonian is P invariant, and at least one of the edge modes must be replaced by the time reversal parafermion.
Among the four invariant edge modes, the two might be associated with the odd subsystem, and the remaining two
– with even subsystem. The left and right invariants which are responsible for the symmetry fractionalization are
expressed in terms of the edge parafermionic modes. The model with periodical boundary conditions, apart from
the P invariance (N is even), possesses an additional TT (time reversal + lattice translation) symmetry which maps
the even and odd subsystems to each other. As a result, the corresponding Hamiltonian becomes twisted by the
composite parafermion whose eigenvalues are p-th roots of unity. Being restricted to the invariant sector associated
with a specific eigenvalue, it acquires a bilinear form with twisted boundary conditions.

The current article is organized as follows. In Sect. II, the p-state cluster chain with open and periodic boundary
conditions is briefly reviewed. In particular, the spin Hamiltonian, its nontrivial SPT phase with the Zp × Zp

symmetry, the string order parameter, zero-energy boundary modes together with the symmetry fractionalization
(for open chains) are described. In Sect. III, using the direct and inverse Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation, the
spin representation for the symmetry generators and parafermion bilinears are constructed. Then the parafermionic
representation of the Potts-based cluster model is derived for open boundary conditions. The Hamiltonian contains
unwanted sixth order terms in particle operators. Sect. IV is devoted to the construction and study of the bilinear
representation of the same model and its invariant edge modes based on the space-time symmetries. First, the behavior
of parafermions under the P , T , and PT transformations are examined in detail. The joint set of the original and
time-reversal particle operators obey an extended exchange relations quite close to the parafermion algebra. Next,
the even (unwanted) part of cluster model is formulated in terms of the time reversal parafermions. Then the entire
Hamiltonian acquires a bilinear form. The symmetry and structure of the invariant parafermions arising at the chain
edges, their dependence on the parity of the chain size, as well as the system factorization into two separate chains
has been studied in detail as was described above. In Sect. V, the transformation of the particle operators and their
bilinears under the translation is described. Then the parafermionic representations of the closed Zp cluster chain
and the related string order parameter is constructed, and the space-time symmetries are studied in detail. Finally,
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the results are briefly summarised in the last section.

II. CLUSTER CHAIN BASED ON POTTS MODEL

Potts-based cluster chain with periodic boundary conditions. Cluster model is the simplest example which exhibits
a nontrivial SPT order [1, 3]. Its ground state is used in the measurement-based quantum computation [4]. The
system is unitary equivalent to the noninteracting Ising model. In one dimension, it protects the Z2 × Z2 symmetry
generated by the spin reflections applied independently on the even and odd sites. In this section, we review an
extended cluster chain which corresponds to the SPT version of the p-state Potts model [6–8].
The single-site states of the considered model can be parameterized also by the elements of the cyclic group Zp. For

p > 2, the odd and even local terms in the Hamiltonian are given by different three-spin couplings. So, it is suitable
to split up the model into two components:

H = Hodd +Heven, (2.1)

which describe, respectively, the odd and even subsystems:

Hodd = −
1

2

L
∑

r=1

(

Z+
2rX2r+1Z2r+2 + Z2rX

+
2r+1Z

+
2r+2

)

, (2.2)

Heven = −
1

2

L
∑

r=1

(

Z2r−1X2rZ
+
2r+1 + Z+

2r−1X
+
2rZ2r+1

)

. (2.3)

First, we consider the periodic boundary conditions with even number of spins: N = 2L. Then, the modulo N
summation is supposed inside all indexes. Here, p-state extensions (p = 2, 3, . . . ) of the standard Pauli matrices
(X = σx, Z = σz) are introduced. They obey the following algebra:

ZX = ωXZ, Xp = Zp = 1, ω = e
2πı
p . (2.4)

In the standard basis, the matrix X flips the spin cyclically while the Z acts diagonally:

〈n′|Z|n〉 = ωn−1δn′n, 〈n′|X |n〉 = δn′−1n, n, n′ = 1, . . . , p, (2.5)

where the difference in the Kronecker delta is counted modulo p. The extended Pauli operators are unitary but not
Hermitian except for p = 2 case:

X+X = Z+Z = 1, X+ = Xp−1, Z+ = Zp−1. (2.6)

Zp×Zp invariance. From the integrability viewpoint, the cluster Hamiltonian (2.1) has a quite simple structure: it
is composed from mutually commuting local stabilizers, which are unitary equivalent to the onsite spin flip operators
Xi which produce a trivial, p-state Potts model. Both systems possess a special symmetry, which reveals their
topological properties. It is formed by simultaneous cyclic permutations of all spins located separately on the even
and odd positions:

[H,Xeven] = [H,Xodd] = [Xeven, Xodd] = 0, (2.7)

Xeven = X2X4 . . .X2L, Xodd = X1X3 . . .X2L−1. (2.8)

The elements Xodd and Xeven produce the group Zp × Zp = Z
odd
p × Z

even
p (2.6).

Trivial phase: noninteracting Potts model. As was mentioned above, the cluster Hamiltonian (2.1) is obtained
from the standard Potts model by the unitary transformation:

H = UHtrivialU
+, Htrivial = −

1

2

N
∑

l=1

(Xl +X+
l ). (2.9)

The latter can be viewed as an evolution operator generated by the alternating nearest-neighbour Ising (Potts)
Hamiltonian in the diagonal basis and respects the Zp × Zp symmetry:

U |n1 . . . nN〉 = ω
∑

N
l=1

(−1)l−1nlnl+1 |n1 . . . nN 〉, [U,Xeven] = [U,Xodd] = 0. (2.10)
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The expressions for the local stabilizers, which constitute the cluster model, depend on the site’s parity:

UX2rU
+ = Z2r−1X2rZ

+
2r+1, UX2r+1U

+ = Z+
2rX2r+1Z2r+2. (2.11)

The operator (2.10) has a matrix product structure, rather than represent a disjoint product of local unitaries
and, hence, is capable to produce a short-range entanglement when acting on a product state. Note that in quantum
computation, this entangler defines a quantum circuit, which is composed from successive product of altering controlled
Z quantum gates acting on the adjacent sites (qudits):

U =
∏

odd l

CZl l+1

∏

even l

CZ+
l l+1, CZij |n1 . . . nN 〉 = ωninj |n1 . . . nN〉. (2.12)

The trivial system is in disordered phase with a unique, gapped ground state, which is the uniform superposition
of all states in the Z-basis:

|0〉trivial = p−
N
2

∑

n1,...,nN

|n1 . . . nN 〉. (2.13)

It is the product of the symmetric states p−
1
2

∑p

n=1 |n〉. The unitary map (2.10) entangles the trivial state above
preserving the symmetry. As a result, the ground state of the shifted Hamiltonian (2.1) acquires additional phase
factors in the above superposition giving rise to the decorated domain wall structure:

|0〉 = U |0〉trivial = p−
N
2

∑

n1,...,nN

ω
∑N

l=1
(−1)l−1nlnl+1 |n1 . . . nN 〉. (2.14)

So, this state together with its parent Hamiltonian are in nontrivial topological phase protected by the symmetry
Zp×Zp. Moreover, the powers U2, U3, . . .Up−1 produce the Hamiltonians, exhibiting other (nonequivalent) nontrivial
SPT phases. This is in agreement with the general classification rule of the SPT phases [23]. In one dimension, they
are given by the second cohomology group of the symmetry, which, in fact, is in one-to-one correspondence with the
nonequivalent projective representations [24]. In our case, there are exactly H2(Zp ×Zp, U(1)) ≡ Zp different phases.

String order parameter. The trivial ground state is in ferromagnetic order in X-diagonal basis while is disordered
in the Z-basis since Xi|0〉trivial = 1 while Zi|0〉trivial = 0. Therefore, the vacuum correlations of the products of Pauli
X operators on different sites equal unity. Meanwhile, the similar correlations for the Z operators vanish:

〈Xi〉trivial = 〈XiXj〉trivial = 〈XiXjXk〉trivial = . . . = 1,

〈Zi〉trivial = 〈ZiZj〉trivial = 〈ZiZjZk〉trivial = . . . = 0,

where the shortened notation 〈. . .〉 := 〈0| . . . |0〉 is used for the ground-state expectation value.
Since the unitary entangler is diagonal in the Z basis, the second equation above remains valid for the SPT state

too. Among the products of X operators, there are special ones whose behaviour under the same entangler is quite
simple. They are formed by the strings ofm successive operators located on the even or odd sites, XiXi+2 . . . Xi+2m−2,
depending on the parity of i. Any such string acquires two additional Z and Z+ operators at the ends, which follows
from Eq. (2.11). Thus, the SPT ground state is characterized by the two (even and odd) string order parameters
defined by the nonzero vacuum expectation value:

〈Z2r−1X2rX2r+2 . . . X2r+2m−2Z
+
2r+2m−1〉 = 〈Z+

2rX2r+1X2r+3 . . .X2r+2m−1Z2r+2m〉 = 1. (2.15)

Here, the presence of the intermediate X operators is essential and distinguishes the string order from the usual
ferromagnetic order. They reveal a hidden topological order in the nontrivial SPT phase. The string order parameter
of such type was first observed in the spin-1 Heisenberg chain (Haldane chain) [25].

Cluster chain with open boundaries. In contrast to the periodic case, the protecting symmetry does not impose any
restriction on the length of the chain with free boundaries. The odd and even components of the cluster Hamiltonian
(2.1) with open boundary conditions acquire then the following form:

Hodd = −
1

2

L−1
∑

r=1

Z+
2rX2r+1Z2r+2 +H. c., (2.16)

Heven = −
1

2

L′

∑

r=1

Z2r−1X2rZ
+
2r+1 +H. c. (2.17)
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Here the spin number of the second Hamiltonian depends on the parity of the total size:

L′ =

{

L− 1 for chain with N = 2L sites,

L for chain with N = 2L+ 1 sites.
(2.18)

Respectively, the summation limits both in the noninteracting Potts Hamiltonian (2.9) and unitary entangler (2.10)
must be corrected:

Htrivial = −
1

2

N−1
∑

l=2

(Xl +X+
l ), U |n1 . . . nN 〉 = ω

∑N−1

l=1
(−1)lnlnl+1 |n1 . . . nN 〉. (2.19)

So, the ground state of the cluster model with free boundaries slightly changes comparing to the closed case (2.14):

|0〉 = p−
N
2

∑

n1,...,nN

ω
∑N−1

l=1
(−1)lninl+1 |n1 . . . nN 〉. (2.20)

Note that in contrast to the periodic case (2.14), the boundary spins n1 and nN may be excluded from the summation
procedure above leaving them as p2 parameters the above state depends on: |0〉 → |0〉n1nN

. The reason of this
degeneracy is the left Z1, X1 and right ZN , XN boundary operators which do not contribute to the trivial Hamiltonian
(2.19). The edge X operators pivot under the unitary entangler but unlike to the bulk case (2.11), they wear only a
single nearby Z operator:

UX1U
+ = X1Z2, UXNU

+ = Z∓
N−1XN =

{

ZN−1XN for even N,

Z+
N−1XN for odd N.

(2.21)

Thus, the cluster model has a boundary symmetry generated by the left and right edge operators which can be set,
respectively, as follows:

Leven = Z+
1 , Lodd = X1Z2, and Reven = Z∓

N−1XN , Rodd = Z+
N . (2.22)

They are responsible for the complete spontaneous symmetry breaking for open boundaries. Note that the odd part
of this symmetry (2.8) now is generated by the element Xodd = X1X3 . . . X2L′−1. Moreover, when applied to the
ground state, the Zp × Zp generators are reduced to the edge symmetries:

Xodd|0〉 = LoddRodd|0〉, Xeven|0〉 = LevenReven|0〉, (2.23)

which can be verified using the stabilizer structure of the cluster model. All states of the p2 fold degenerate vacuum
are obtained from the Xn

oddX
m
even monomial action to the ground state with 0 ≤ n,m ≤ p− 1.

The left (right) generators (2.22) taken separately do not commute any more. Instead, they obey the generalized
Pauli algebra (2.4) which may be regarded as a projective representation of the Zp × Zp symmetry which protects
topological phases. This phenomenon is known as the symmetry fractionization. Its equivalence class is given by
the aforementioned second cohomology coinciding with a single Zp group whose elements characterise different SPT
phases.
Note that for the two-dimensional cluster model defined on triangular lattice, the gapless excitations live inside

the boundary spin chain which has more complex structure than the bulk system. Its local terms do not commute
mutually any more [26]. In the Potts case even some numerical studies are needed in order to reveal the low-energy
behaviour [27].

III. INHOMOGENEOUS PARAFERMION CLUSTER CHAIN

Lattice parafermions. The parafermions are anyons obeying the fractional exchange statistics (parastatistics),
which is intermediate between bosons and fermions. They generalize the Majorana fermions and, like anyons, exist
only in one and two dimensions. The lattice parafermions are described by the operators, which obey the following
algebra:

χ+
i χi = 1, χ

p
i = 1, χiχj = ωχjχi with i < j, (3.1)

where the fractional exchange phase factor ω is defined before (2.4) for an integer p ≥ 2.
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For p = 2, we use the conventional notation for the particle operators: χ = γ. In this case a particle coincides
with its own quasiparticle, γ = γ+, the exchange statistics is fermionic, ω = −1, and the parafermions are reduced to
the Majorana (real) fermions. Two such fermions constitute a single Dirac (complex) fermion described by creation-
annihilation operators: c± = 1

2 (γ1 ± ıγ2). A similar description exists in case of more general fractional values of the
parameter ω, and the related particles are called Fock parafermions [28, 29]. However, for p > 2 the construction
becomes polynomial and more complicate. The exchange relation between a particle and antiparticle follows from the
standard commutation rules for parafermions (3.1):

χiχ
+
j = ω−1χ+

j χi, χ+
i χj = ω−1χ+

j χi, i < j. (3.2)

Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation. The lattice parafermions may be expressed in terms of the onsite spins, repre-
sented in terms of the generalized Pauli matrices (2.4), by the Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation which extends the
well-known Jordan-Wingner transformation to the particles with factional statistics [18]:

χ2l−1 = Zl

∏

k<l

Xk, χ2l = ǫχ2l−1Xl = Yl
∏

k<l

Xk. (3.3)

Therefore, there are two different parafermions associated to each lattice site, and the total number of these particles
equals 2N . Here, a p-dimensional analog of the Pauli matrix σy is introduced:

Y = ǫZX, ǫ = ω
p−1

2 = −ω− 1
2 . (3.4)

It constitutes the following algebra together with the previously defined X,Y operators (2.4):

ZY = ωY Z, Y X = ωXY, Y p = 1.

Note that the Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation (3.3) preserves the unitarity: all operators presented there are
unitary. The complexity increases with the growth of the index value. The first few parafermions have the simplest
expressions:

χ1 = Z1, χ2 = Y1, χ3 = X1Z2, χ4 = X1Y2. (3.5)

The inverse transformation also can be derived. As a result, the lattice spins are reexpressed in terms of the
parafermions as follows:

Xl = ǫ−1χ+
2l−1χ2l, (3.6)

Zl = ǫl−1χ2l−1χ
+
2l−2χ2l−3χ

+
2l−4 . . . χ

+
2 χ1, (3.7)

Yl = ǫl−1χ2lχ
+
2l−2χ2l−3χ

+
2l−4 . . . χ

+
2 χ1. (3.8)

The simplest representation has the element Xl which is proportional to the parity operator of two neighbouring
parafermions [16, 30, 31]. The Zl is related to the total parity of 2l − 1 successive particles starting from the first.

Zp × Zp symmetry generators via parafermions. The first formula in above series immediately provides a
parafermionic representation for the symmetry generators of the cluster model (2.8):

Xeven = ǫ−Lχ+
3 χ4χ

+
7 χ8 . . . χ

+
4L−1χ4L,

Xodd = ǫ−L′

χ+
1 χ2χ

+
5 χ6 . . . χ

+
4L′−1χ4L′ ,

(3.9)

where the L′ depends on the length parity of the spin chain (2.18). Their combination generates the diagonal Zp

subgroup expressed as an altering product over all parafermions:

χ2N+1 := XoddXeven = ǫ−Nχ+
1 χ2χ

+
3 χ4 . . . χ

+
2N−1χ2N . (3.10)

It obeys a simple commutation relation with parafermions as easy to verify using the algebra (4.12):

χiχ2N+1 = ωχ2N+1χi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2N. (3.11)

The element (3.10), which describes the total parafermion parity, resembles a new, composite parafermion added to
the system. Therefore, it can be included in the parafermion algebra (3.1) as the last member:

χ
p
i = 1, χiχj = ωχjχi where 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 2N + 1. (3.12)
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In the Ising case when p = 2, the particles are reduced to the Majorana fermions being equivalent to the 2N Euclidean
gamma matrices. Then the introduced element (3.10) will also be real and obey the same anticommutational relations
with all primary gamma matrices, playing the role of the γ5 in the four-dimensional Minkowski space.
It is worth noticing that the inverse Fradkin-Kadanoff representations for Zl and Yl spin operators may be written

in terms of the composite parafermion χ+
2N+1. Then the sting of the particle operators starts from the end but not

from the beginning. It is easy to check that the following relation holds:

Zl = ǫl−N−1χ2lχ
+
2l+1χ2l+2 . . . χ

+
2N−1χ2Nχ

+
2N+1. (3.13)

This representation is particularly convenient for the spin-Z operators close to the end of the chain. For the last two
spins, it gives the simplest expressions:

ZN = ǫ−1χ2Nχ
+
2N+1, ZN−1 = ωχ2N−2χ

+
2N−1χ2Nχ

+
2N+1. (3.14)

Spin representations of parafermion bilinears. The Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation (3.3) is essentially nonlocal
and may affect on the topological properties of the system. Moreover, the bilinear operators of the type χ+

i χj with
i < j, being expressed in terms of the spin operators, contain the product of all intermediate spin-X matrices between
the two sites equipped by other matrices. In particular, for even i and odd j the following spin representation for the
aforementioned bilinear expression is valid:

χ+
2lχ2(l+m)−1 = ǫZ+

l Xl+1Xl+2 . . .Xl+m−1Zl+m. (3.15)

For the remaining values of i, j indices, the string is bounded by other Pauli matrices:

χ+
2lχ2(l+m) = ǫZ+

l Xl+1Xl+2 . . .Xl+m−1Yl+m,

χ+
2l−1χ2(l+m)−1 = ǫWlXl+1Xl+2 . . .Xl+m−1Zl+m,

χ+
2l−1χ2(l+m) = ǫWlXl+1Xl+2 . . .Xl+m−1Yl+m.

(3.16)

Here we have introduced an onsite spin operator

W = ǫ−1Z+X, (3.17)

which is a time-reversal version of the second generalized Pauli matrix (see Eq. (4.1) below). It is easy to see that it
obeys the following relations:

W p = 1, ZW = ωWZ, XW = ωWX, Y W = ω2WY = ωX2. (3.18)

Note that in p = 2 case with the usual Pauli matrixes, the new definition does not make sense since W = −Y .
For p ≥ 3, the four Pauli matrices can be considered together [32]. With the applied notations in Eqs. (3.16), each
lattice site in the string is represented by a single spin operator. In all equations (3.15), (3.16), the restriction m ≥ 1
is supposed except for the last equation, which holds also for the m = 0 case when it reduces to the parafermion
representation of the Xl (3.6). Note that the quantities (3.15), (3.16) differ from the string order operators of the
Potts-based cluster model, in which the product of the X matrices is taken over the lattice sites with a specific parity
(2.15).
Consider now a few simplest cases of above bilinear operators. Note that for m = 1, the intermediate matrices are

absent in Eqs. (3.16), (3.15), and we obtain:

χ+
2lχ2l+1 = ǫZ+

l Zl+1, (3.19)

χ+
2lχ2l+2 = ǫZ+

l Yl+1 = ω−1Z+
l Zl+1Xl+1, (3.20)

χ+
2l−1χ2l+1 = ǫWlZl+1 = Z+

l Zl+1Xl, (3.21)

χ+
2l−1χ2l+2 = ǫWlYl+1 = ǫZ+

l Zl+1XlXl+1. (3.22)

Next, for m = 2, the spin representations contain a single intermediate X operator, and we arrive at the following
expressions:

χ+
2l−2χ2l+1 = ǫZ+

l−1XlZl+1, (3.23)

χ+
2l−2χ2l+2 = ǫZ+

l−1XlYl+1 = ω−1Z+
l−1Zl+1XlXl+1, (3.24)

χ+
2l−3χ2l+1 = ǫWl−1XlZl+1 = Z+

l−1Zl+1Xl−1Xl, (3.25)

χ+
2l−3χ2l+2 = ǫWl−1XlYl+1 = ǫZ+

l−1Zl+1Xl−1XlXl+1 (3.26)

where the index substitution l → l − 1 is applied in order to get more symmetric expressions.
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Parafermion representation of Potts-based cluster model with open boundaries. Now let us focus on the parafermionic
representation of the the cluster Hamiltonian (2.1). In this section, we consider the free system (2.16), (2.17), (2.18).
Other cases will be treated in the below in this article.
First note that Eq. (3.23) encodes the terms from the odd part of the model (2.16) in terms of the parafermions:

Z+
l−1XlZl+1 = ǫ−1χ+

2l−2χ2l+1. (3.27)

Then, using also Eq. (3.6) and the particle exchange relations (3.1), (3.2), one can write the parafermionic represen-
tation for the even stabilisers in the Hamiltonian (2.17):

Zl−1XlZ
+
l+1 =

(

Z+
l−1XlZl+1

)+
X2

l = ǫ−1χ+
2l+1χ2l−2

(

χ+
2l−1χ2l

)2
= ǫ−5χ2l−2χ

+2
2l−1χ

2
2lχ

+
2l+1. (3.28)

As as result, the generalized cluster Hamiltonian (2.1) with open boundary conditions (2.16) and even number of
sites (N = 2L), being expressed in terms of the parafermions, acquires the following structure:

H = −
1

2ǫ

L−1
∑

r=1

(

χ+
4rχ4r+3 + ω2χ4r−2χ

+2
4r−1χ

2
4rχ

+
4r+1

)

+H. c. (3.29)

It consists of two commuting Hamiltonians, described by the first and second local term, respectively. The same model
defined on an odd-length chain (N = 2L+ 1) contains two more terms of the second type, namely the monomial

−ǫ−5χ4L+1χ
+2
4L+3χ

2
4L+4χ

+
4L+5 (3.30)

and its Hermitian conjugate.
A straightforward application of the generalized Jordan-Wigner transform complicates the physical interpretation

of the resulting system (3.29). Indeed, the first part of the model is bilinear in parafermions and may be described
as free particles. However, in general, the second part drastically differs. It consists of sixth-order monomials which
may be regarded as a (χ+χ)3-type interaction among particles located at the four neighbouring positions. Recall
that in the original spin system both components contain three-spin interactions among the three neighbouring sites,
which only slightly differ from each other (2.2), (2.3). Let us consider the two particular values of the exchange phase
parameter when the above parafermion system simplifies.
For the p = 2 case, the parafermions are reduced to the Majorana fermions γi:

ǫ = ı, γi = χi : {γi, γj} = 2δij , (3.31)

and the Hamiltonian (3.29) drastically simplifies. The particle operators become self-conjugate, γ+ = γ, and their
squares in the interaction terms disappear. As a result, the even subsystem becomes also a bilinear combination of
particle operators, and the entire Hamiltonian reduces to two decoupled Kitaev chains:

H = ı

N−1
∑

l=1

γ2lγ2l+3. (3.32)

The above system coincides with the α = 2 chain in classification scheme applied for the fermionic representation of
the generalized cluster models [12].

In case of the p = 3 state parafermions, the fractional exchange phase takes the value ǫ = ω = e
2πı
3 , and, due to

the relation χ2 = χ+, the members of the Heven are reduced to a four-particle interaction of the type (χ+χ)2. Thus,
the Hamiltonian slightly simplifies:

H = −
1

2

L−1
∑

r=1

(

ω−1χ+
4rχ4r+3 + ωχ4r−2χ4r−1χ

+
4rχ

+
4r+1

)

+H. c. (3.33)

Note that a four-particle interaction term of similar type arose recently in the extended parafermion chain [33].
In the next section, the time-reversal particle operators will be used in order to present the parafermionic system

(3.29) in a bilinear form similar to the Majorana-fermion chain (3.33), which will be more amenable for revealing the
symmetries and edge zero-energy modes.
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IV. SPLITTING INTO TWO SIMILAR CHAINS WITH STANDARD AND TIME REVERSAL

PARAFERMIONS: OPEN BOUNDARIES

In this section, we derive an alternative, bilinear representation of the p-state open cluster model which involves
the time reversal parafermions. The symmetries and parafermionic edge modes which elicit the nontrivial SPT phase
and are responsible for the ground-state degeneracy are studies. First, let us reveal the behavior of particle operators
under the time reversal and lattice parity transformations.

Time reversal. For spinless particles, the time reversal transformation is reduced to the complex conjugation of
the wave function ψ. It is the simplest antiunitary involutive operation:

T ψ = ψ∗, T 2 = 1.

Under the time reversal, the extended Pauli matrices (2.4), (3.4), and (3.17) map to each other [34]:

T XT −1 = X, T ZT −1 = Z+, T Y T −1 =W. (4.1)

Therefore, the Zp × Zp group generated by the elements (2.8) is T -invariant.
In the following we will use the barred symbols (instead of the asterisk superscript) in order to denote the complex

conjugate operators:

χ̄ := χ∗ = T χT −1. (4.2)

The barred parafermions obey the inverse statistics (with the fractional phase factor ω replaced by ω−1) compared
with the initial one (3.1) [35]:

χ̄
p
i = 1, χ̄iχ̄j = ω−1χ̄jχ̄i, i < j. (4.3)

Using Eqs. (4.1), the time reversal version of the Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation (3.3) is easily obtained:

χ̄2l−1 = Z+
l

∏

k<l

Xk, χ̄2l =Wl

∏

k<l

Xk. (4.4)

The corresponding bilinear operators are just the complex conjugations of the corresponding expressions (3.15), (3.16):

χ̄+
2lχ̄2(l+m)−1 = ǫ−1ZlXl+1 . . . Xl+m−1Z

+
l+m,

χ̄+
2lχ̄2(l+m) = ǫ−1ZlXl+1 . . . Xl+m−1Wl+m,

χ̄+
2l−1χ̄2(l+m)−1 = ǫ−1YlXl+1 . . .Xl+m−1Z

+
l+m,

χ̄+
2l−1χ̄2(l+m) = ǫ−1YlXl+1 . . .Xl+m−1Wl+m,

(4.5)

Mixture of the two sets of parafermions, χ and χ̄, obeys a generalized parastatistics with different values of exchange
constant among the particle pairs. Namely, in most cases when the particle indexes differ, they obey a simple
homogeneous commutation rule:

χiχ̄j = ωχ̄jχi, i 6= j. (4.6)

An exception occurs when we exchange the particle with its own time reversal, and the result depends on the parity
of the particle’s index:

χ2lχ̄2l = ω2χ̄2lχ2l, χ2l−1χ̄2l−1 = χ̄2l−1χ2l−1. (4.7)

In the particular case of the Majorana fermions (3.31), things are simplified drastically. Remember that Majoranas
are referred to as real particles coinciding with their antiparticles. Half of them alter the sign under the time reversal
while the rests are not changed at all:

γ̄i = (−1)i−1γi. (4.8)

Note that the above equation together with Eq. (4.7) are in agreement with the fact that the Majorana operator is
involutive: γ2i = 1.
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Clearly, the time reversal particles are not independent but expressed in terms of the original ones. The connection
among them can be obtained from the following relations, which are implied by the Frandkin-Kadanoff transformation:

χ̄2l−1 = Z+2
l χ2l−1, χ̄2l = ωZ+2

l χ2l. (4.9)

Applying further the inverse transformation for the Pauli Z matrices (3.7), one can get the final expressions for the
time-reversal particle operators. In particular, the equations (4.9) result to an equivalence among the respective
bilinear terms:

χ̄+
2l−1χ̄2l = ωχ+

2l−1χ2l. (4.10)

Finally, we mention that the Zp × Zp group, which produces the SPT phases and is generated by the elements
(2.8), is T -invariant because its generators are composed from the T -invariant operators (4.1). Hence, the composite
parafermion (3.10) also remains unchanged:

χ̄2N+1 = χ2N+1. (4.11)

Parity transformation. The lattice parity transformation flips the lattice nodes with respect to the middle of the
chain. More explicitly, the onsite Pauli matrices transform as follows:

PXlP = Xl′ , PZlP = Zl′ , l′ = N + 1− l, (4.12)

where by l′ the reflected site is denoted. Clearly, it is involutive and consistent with the time reversal transformation:

P2 = 1, [T ,P ] = 0. (4.13)

From Eq. (4.12) it is easy to see that the Zp ×Zp generators remain invariant or are mapped to each other depending
on the parity of the lattice size:

N = 2L : PXevenP = Xodd,

N = 2L+ 1 : [P , Xeven] = [P , Xodd] = 0.

In both cases, the combined symmetry operator (3.10) remains invariant with respect to the space parity transforma-
tion:

Pχ2N+1P = χ2N+1. (4.14)

The transformation rules of the basic particle operators can be derived using the Fradkin-Kadanoff mapping (3.3).
Indeed, using the reflection rules of the spin operators (4.12), their algebra and transposes: Xτ = X−1, Zτ = Z, one
obtain the following rules:

Pχ2lP = εZl′

2N
∏

k=l′

Xk = εZl′





l′−1
∏

k=1

Xτ
k



χ2N+1 = ǫχτ
2l′−1χ2N+1,

Pχ2l−1P = Zl′

2N
∏

k=l′+1

Xk = ω−1





l′
∏

k=1

Xτ
k



Zl′χ2N+1 = ǫχτ
2l′χ2N+1.

(4.15)

Recall that the operator χ2N+1 = X1X2 . . . XN , which generates the diagonal Zp symmetry, represents also a com-
posite parafermion given by the altering product of all particle operators (3.10). It appears here due to the nonlocal
nature of the Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation (3.3). Note that the second equation in (4.15) follows from the first
one and vice versa as is easy to verify using the algebra (4.13). Finally, notice that the above two equations may be
combined into a single formula fulfilled for odd and even values of indexes:

PχiP = ǫχτ
2N+1−iχ2N+1, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2N. (4.16)

Consider the restriction of the relation (4.16) to the Majorana fermions (3.31). They are described by real operators,
so their transposes coincide with the time reversals: γτi = γ̄i = (−1)i−1γi. Then, the Majorana time reversal rule
(4.8) implies:

PγiP = ı(−1)i−1γ2N+1−iγ2N+1. (4.17)
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PT transformation. Combining the relations (4.2) and (4.16), one obtains the joint action of the time reversal
and lattice parity transformations on the particle operators:

PT χiPT = ǫ−1χ+
2N+1−iχ2N+1, (4.18)

where the reality of the composite parafermion (4.11) is also taken into account. Note that the combined parity-time
symmetry holds for wide range of models which are not conserved separately under the time reversal and the space
reflection. The PT invariant systems gain a lot of interest in physics because they have real energy spectra when this
symmetry is unbroken, even if the corresponding Hamiltonians are not Hermitian [36].
Finally note that the mapping (4.18) applied to the Majorana fermions has the following form:

PT γiPT = −ıγ2N+1−iγ2N+1.

Hamiltonian via time-reversal parafermions. As was already discussed, the parafermionic representation of the
cluster Hamiltonian obtained in the previous section (3.29), (3.30), (5.17), contains the sixth order interaction terms
(3.28). They form the second, even part of the system, Heven, and break a visual equivalence with its odd counterpart,
Hodd. The symmetry between the two subsystems can be recovered if we use a simpler and more elegant version of the
parafermionic Hamiltonian which involves the time-reversal particle operators (4.2). Indeed, the complex conjugate
local terms of the Heven (2.3) are similar to the local terms of the Hodd (2.2). Their particle representation is provided
by the complex conjugate version of Eq. (3.27):

Zl−1XlZ
+
l+1 = ǫχ̄+

2l−2χ̄2l+1. (4.19)

It is bilinear in T -transformed particle operators. So, the entire system with open boundaries can be rewritten now
by is terms of the original and barred particle operators as follows:

H = −
1

2ǫ

L−1
∑

r=1

χ+
4rχ4r+3 −

ǫ

2

L′

∑

r=1

χ̄+
4r−2χ̄4r+1 + H. c. (4.20)

This is an alternative version of the parafermionic system (3.29). Recall that the upper limit of the second sum
depends on the length parity of the spin model (2.18), and the first and second sums describe, respectively, the odd
(2.2) and even (2.3) parts of the original spin system.
We conclude that the entire system is separated into two subsystems each described by its own particles. Namely,

the subsystem with the Hamiltonian Hodd is characterised by the standard parafermions with the indices i = 0, 3
modulo 4 while the other with Heven is expressed in terms of the time reversal parafermions with the indices i = 1, 2
mod 4.
For comparison, below we present also the parafermionic expression of the trivial Hamiltonian (2.19) which imme-

diately follows from the particle representation of the Xl operator (3.6). It contains only the native particles but not
their time reversals:

Htrivial = −
1

2

N−1
∑

l=2

(

ǫ−1χ+
2l−1χ2l + ǫχ+

2lχ2l−1

)

. (4.21)

Another interesting simplest system containing only nearest-neighbouring terms describes the potential of the p-state
Potts model:

HZZ = −
1

2

N−1
∑

i=1

(

Z+
i Zi+1 + Z+

i+1Zi

)

= −
1

2

N−1
∑

l=1

(

ǫ−1χ+
2lχ2l+1 + ǫχ+

2l+1χ2l

)

. (4.22)

The combination of two models (4.21), (4.22) with omitted second terms in the bracket, which violates the hermicity
of the resulting Hamiltonian, produces the homogeneous version of the free-parafermion model [37]:

Hfree = ǫ−1
2N−1
∑

i=1

χ+
i χi+1,

which provides the parafermion representation of the Baxter’s clock model [38].
Note that the use of the barred particle operators (instead of the usual ones) in the Hamiltonian (4.20) is necessary

in order to associate the local terms with stabilisers. In fact, the replacement χ̄i → χi in the second part will spoil
the commutativity among the local terms. Indeed, using the algebra (3.1), it is easy to verify that the ”intersecting”
local parts do not commute except for the fermionic case when ω = −1:

(χ+
i χj)(χ

+
i′χj′ ) = ω2(χ+

i′χj′)(χ
+
i χj) if i < i′ < j < j′.
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Splitting into two parafermion chains. It is worth noticing that each of the two parts, constituting the Zodd
p ×Z

even
p

symmetry, is composed from the particle operators which form the related subsystem. Indeed, the generatorXeven from
Eq. (3.9) describes the total parafermion parity of the χ-particles which constitute the first subsystem in Eq. (4.20)
described by the Hamiltonian Hodd. Similarly, the element Xodd, which may be presented also as

Xodd = ǫL
′

χ̄+
1 χ̄2χ̄

+
5 χ̄6 . . . χ̄

+
4L′−1χ̄4L′ , (4.23)

is the total parity of the χ̄-parafermions forming the second subsystem there corresponding to theHeven. So, the p-state
cluster chain together with the symmetry, which protects its topological order, splits into two separate parafermion
chains.

Now, let us investigate the space-time symmetries of the parafermionic cluster model (4.20). Obviously, the Hamil-
tonian (4.20) is not T -invariant but transforms to an equivalent system given by its conjugate:

H̄ = T HT −1 = −
ǫ

2

L−1
∑

r=1

χ̄+
4rχ̄4r+3 −

1

2ǫ

L′

∑

r=1

χ+
4r−2χ4r+1 + H. c. (4.24)

Obviously, its ground state differs from the ground state of the original system (2.14) except for the Majorana case
when both models are identical:

¯|0〉 = T |0〉 = p−
N
2

∑

n1,...,nN

ω
∑N−1

l=1
(−1)lnlnl+1 |n1 . . . nN〉 (4.25)

with the omitted term nNn1 in the exponent due to the free boundaries.

P or PT invariance of the Hamiltonian. The behaviour of the cluster model under the lattice reflection depends
on the length parity of the spin chain. For even N , this transformation maps between local terms of the even and
odd Hamiltonians making the entire system reflection-invariant as it follows from the relations (4.12), or (4.16). It is
easy to see also that the ground state (2.14) also remains invariant and possesses the even parity quantum number:

N = 2L : PHevenP = Hodd, PHP = H, (4.26)

P|0〉 = p−
N
2

∑

n1,...,nN

ω
∑N−1

l=1
(−1)l−1nN−l+1nN−l |n1n2 . . . nN 〉 = |0〉. (4.27)

The same equations imply that for the odd-length chain, any local term of the odd Hamiltonian is reflected into
a complex conjugate term within the same Hamiltonian. The even Hamiltonian also satisfies the same property.
Therefore, both subsystems together with the entire system remain invariant under the simultaneous application of
the parity and time reversal transformations. Meanwhile, it is easy to see that for odd N , the reflection alike the
time reversal (4.25) alters the sign in the coefficient’s exponent in the ground-state expansion (2.14). Thus, both
transformations act identically leaving the ground state PT invariant with the unit quantum number:

N = 2L+ 1 : [PT , Heven] = [PT , Hodd] = [PT , H ] = 0, (4.28)

P|0〉 = ¯|0〉, PT |0〉 = |0〉. (4.29)

Boundary parafermions. Consider now the parafermionic modes which appear at the edges of the open chain
(4.20). Note that the left χ1, χ3 and the right χ2N−2, χ2N boundary operators together with their time reversal
counterparts are absent in the Hamiltonian which, in fact, does not imply their conservation.
First consider the even-length model which is P-invariant (4.26). Using the parafermionic algebra (3.1), (4.3), (4.6),

it is easy to verify that the following three parafermions are conserved:

[H,χ1] = [H,χ3] = [H,χ2N ] = 0. (4.30)

Then, their reflected versions, which are proportional to the bilinear operators χτ
kχ2N+1 with k = 2N, 2N−2, 1 (4.16)

listed in the same order, are also edge invariants. As a result, the T -counterparts of the edge particles also give rise
to zero-energy modes:

[H, χ̄2N ] = [H, χ̄2N−2] = [H, χ̄1] = 0. (4.31)
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Meanwhile, the operators χ̄3 and χ2N−2 are not preserved as is easy to verify. Using the parafermionic representations
of the Z1 (3.5) and ZN (3.14) spin operators, it is easy to see that the first and last particles are interrelated with
their barred versions:

χ̄1χ1 = 1, χ̄2Nχ2N = w−1χ2
2N+1. (4.32)

Eventually, only four parafermions out of above six ones remain independent. As an independent set of edge operators,
one can choose, for instance, the system consisted on the following single particles:

β1 = χ1, β2 = χ3, β3 = χ2N , β4 = χ̄2N−2, (4.33)

The above list is regrouped in a way to obey the conventional arrangement for the parafermions (3.1) with the
commutation rules (4.6):

β
p
i = 1, βiβj = ωβjβi, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4. (4.34)

They form parafermionic versions of the boundary spins modes appearing due to fractionalization of the Zp × Zp

symmetry on the left and right parts (2.8). These spin modes also are related to each other by the space parity map
as is easy to see from the relations (2.21). They can be reexpressed in terms of the edge parafermions:

Leven = β+
1 , Lodd = β2, Reven = Pβ2P = ǫβ+

4 χ2N+1, Rodd = Pβ+
1 P = ǫ−1β+

3 χ2N+1. (4.35)

In the derivation of the last equation, the second relation in (4.32) is applied. Before moving to the next case, let us
note that the absent edge modes β2 and β3 to the first subsystem whereas the β1, β4 belong to the second one (4.20).
This choice is suggested by their index values in the definition (4.33). [See also below for the translationally invariant
case (5.8).] From this point of view, a more natural notation for the edge modes can be chosen by:

β′
1 = χ3, β′

2 = χ2N , β′
3 = χ̄2N−2, β′

4 = χ̄1, (4.36)

where the standard parafermion ordering (4.34) is preserved.

Now turn to the odd-length chains: N = 2L+1. Evidently, the left edge parafermions χ1 and χ3 remain commuting
with the Hamiltonian. Due to the PT symmetry, their images under this map are also conserved. Therefore, from
Eq. (4.18) it is clear that the following boundary particles are invariants of the system:

[H,χ1] = [H,χ3] = [H,χ2N−2] = [H,χ2N ] = 0. (4.37)

In contrast to the even-length cluster model, there is no antiparticle χ̄i among the invariant edge modes: all modes
are described by particle operators χi. Hence, one can number them by retaining the original order:

β1 = χ1, β2 = χ3, β3 = χ2N−2, β4 = χ2N . (4.38)

The particle representation of the left and right edge symmetries (2.22) are provided, respectively, by the first two
equations in (4.35) and the relations:

Reven = PT β2PT = ǫ−1β+
3 χ2N+1, Rodd = PT β+

1 PT = ǫ−1β4χ
+
2N+1.

Notice that in contrast to the even N case (4.36), the edge parafermion χ2N−2 = χ4L is associated to the odd part of
the Hamiltonian while the particle χ2N = χ4L+2 is related to the even one. In this context, the following designation
of the boundary modes might actually make more sense instead of the above one (4.38):

β′
1 = χ3, β′

2 = χ2N−2, β′
3 = χ̄2N , β′

4 = χ̄1. (4.39)

So, one might conclude that the open chain possesses four invariant edge parafermionic modes (4.36) or (4.39),
equally distributed among the two parts: two of them are located at the boundaries of the odd subsystem while the
remaining two – at the boundaries of the second, even subsystem.
In the Majorana case, the boundary invariants are described by the fermions γ1, γ3, γ2N−2, and γ2N irrespective

on the boundary condition. The arrangement does not matter due to the anticommutation rules.
Note that the trivial model (4.21) does not contain the four edge particles: χ1, χ2, χN−1, and χN which, as is

easy to see, commute with the Hamiltonian. In the nontrivial phase, the second and third particles listed above are
replaced by others which manifests a crucial difference between two systems.
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V. SPLITTING INTO TWO SIMILAR CHAINS: TRANSLATIONALLY INVARIANT CASE.

Translation of spin lattice. The translation operator cyclically shifts a multispin state to the right on a single
lattice step:

T |n1n2 . . . nN 〉 = |nNn1 . . . nN−1〉, TXiT
−1 = XimodN+1. (5.1)

It produces ZN cyclic group since TN = 1. Clearly, the translation is compatible with the time reversal map and
produces the dihedral group DN together with the reflection P .
Clearly, the translation maps to each other the Zp×Zp symmetry generators but leaves invariant their combination:

TXevenT
−1 = Xodd, TXoddT

−1 = Xeven, Tχ2N+1T
−1 = χ2N+1. (5.2)

Let us describe how the translation act on the primary parafermions. Using their representation via the spin
operators (3.3) together with inverse relations (3.5), it is easy to derive the translation rule for l < N :

TχiT
−1 = ǫ−1χ1χ

+
2 χi+2, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2N − 2. (5.3)

Due to the nonlocal nature of the Fradkin-Kadanoff mapping, the translation rules are more complicate for the last
two particles. In that case, the corresponding expressions contain, in addition, the composite parafermion operator
(3.10):

Tχ2N−1T
−1 = ǫχ1χ

+
2 χ1χ2N+1, Tχ2NT

−1 = ǫχ1χ2N+1. (5.4)

More explicitly, the above two equations contain the additional right factor ω−1χ2N+1 comparing with the general
transformation rules (5.3).
It is interesting to consider the conversion rule of the bilinear operators under the cyclic shift on a single spin node.

It can derived using Eqs. (5.3), (5.4). Applying the exchange algebra of parafermions, the result can be presented in
the compact form:

Tχ+
i χjT

−1 =

{

χ+
[i+2]χ[j+2] if i, j ≤ 2N − 2 or i, j ≥ 2N − 1,

ω−1χ+
i+2χ[j+2]χ2N+1 if i ≤ 2N − 2 and j ≥ 2N − 1,

(5.5)

where the sum of the indexes in the square bracket must be carried out modulo 2N . More precisely: χ[j+2] :=
χ1+(j+1)mod 2N . Hence, we identify: χ[2N+1] := χ1, and χ[2N+2] := χ2. We see that the translation on a single spin
node produces the shift by two steps on the particle lattice. This property once again reflects the fact that a single
spin encodes by two parafermions.
Note that the transformation of the time reversal particle operators χ̄i are described by the complex conjugate

versions of Eqs. (5.3), (5.4), (5.5). The only change is the replacement of the phase factors there by the inverted
values: ω, ǫ→ ω−1, ǫ−1.
The translation rules (5.3), (5.4) for the Majorana fermions acquire the following form:

TγiT
−1 = −ıγ1γ2γi+2, T γ2N−1T

−1 = −ıγ2γ2N+1, T γ2NT
−1 = ıγ1γ2N+1 (5.6)

where the range of the index i is defined above (5.3).

Finally we remark that the lattice transformations of particles we consider in the current article are inherited from
those for the underlying spins (4.12), (5.1). This is a reason of a more complex behavior of particle operators under the
chain reflection (4.16) and translation (5.3), (5.4) compared to the case when the parafermions or Majorana fermions
[39] are the basic particles.

Hamiltonian and its symmetries. Now we are ready to construct the parafermionic representation of the cluster
system with closed boundaries. As was discusses earlier, the chain’s size must be even: N = 2L. This choice is made
in order to guarantee the invariance of the initial spin Hamiltonian (2.1)–(2.3) under the translation on two lattice
sites:

T 2HT−2 = H. (5.7)

One can construct the translationally invariant model starting from the parafermion chain with open boundary
conditions. Indeed, from the action of the cyclic shift on the bilinears (5.5), it is easy to see that under the T 2

translation most local terms of the corresponding Hamiltonian (4.20) map to the next term with the index incremented
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by four: χi → χi+4. The exceptions are the four terms at the top right edge and their Hermitian conjugates. They,
according to Eq. (5.5), are turned into the additional three-body interaction terms

T 2χ+
2N−4χ2N−1T

−2 = ω−1χ+
2Nχ3χ2N+1, T 2χ̄+

2N−6χ̄2N−3T
−2 = ωχ̄+

2N−2χ̄1χ2N+1,

which supplement the open system to the closed translationally invariant model. Thus, the parafermionic cluster
Hamiltonian with periodical boundary conditions is given as follows:

H = −
1

2

L−1
∑

r=1

(

ǫ−1χ+
4rχ4r+3 + ǫχ̄+

4r−2χ̄4r+1

)

−
1

2

(

ǫχ+
2Nχ3 + ǫ−1χ̄+

2N−2χ̄1

)

χ2N+1 +H. c. (5.8)

The above Hamiltonian now contains all primary particles, and none is preserved among them in contrast to the
open chain case (4.30), (4.31). This is in good agreement with the uniqueness of the SPT ground state in the closed
systems.
Remember now that the composite parafermion operator χ2N+1 is the diagonal element of the Zp × Zp symmetry

of the Hamiltonian (3.10). Therefore, the whole space of states is split into separate q-sectors, each specified by the
eigenvalue χ2N+1 = ωq where q = 0, 1, . . . , p − 1. Obviously, due to the parafermion exchange relations, any other
particle operator, say, χ1 together with its integral powers implements a one-to-one map between different q-sectors.
Therefore, the sectors are equivalent and have the dimension pN−1. Being restricted to the q-sector, the Hamiltonian
(5.8) simplifies taking the bilinear form:

Hq = −
1

2

L−1
∑

r=1

(

ǫ−1χ+
4rχ4r+3 + ǫχ̄+

4r−2χ̄4r+1

)

−
ωq

2

(

ǫχ+
2Nχ3 + ǫ−1χ̄+

2N−2χ̄1

)

+H. c. (5.9)

Clearly, the translational invariance enhances the symmetry of the Hamiltonian (5.8). Since in the current section
we deal with the even N case, the system (5.8) remains invariant under the lattice reflection P (4.26). Under the
translation on a single site, the above Hamiltonian maps to its time reversal:

THT−1 = T HT −1 = H̄

= −
1

2

L−1
∑

r=1

(

ǫχ̄+
4rχ̄4r+3 + ǫ−1χ+

4r−2χ4r+1

)

−
1

2

(

ǫ−1χ̄+
2N χ̄3 + ǫχ+

2N−2χ1

)

χ2N+1 +H. c.
(5.10)

This property may be established using Eq. (5.5), or is easier to observe when looking at the spin chain (2.1)–(2.3).
Moreover, the joint TT transformation similar to the space parity P , maps the even and odd parts of the Hamiltonian
to each other. Hence, it is a symmetry of the closed model:

[TT , H ] = [P , H ] = 0, TTHeven(TT )−1 = PHevenP = Hodd. (5.11)

Of course, both transformations mix the stabilisers inside in a different manner.
The two operators TT and P , which are subjected to the algebraic relation

P(TT )P = (TT )−1,

generate a symmetry group with 2N elements which may be regarded as a antiunitary analog of the dihedral group
DN . Obviously, the even powers of the generator TT are unitary while its odd powers are antiunitary. In particular,
(TT )N = (TT )2L = 1, and (TT )2 = T 2. Therefore, the T 2 (the translation on two spin sites) symmetry (5.7) may
be considered as a part of more general TT symmetry of the Hamiltonian (5.8).
Due to the nondegeneracy of the closed model, the ground state (2.14) must be invariant under both transforation

(5.11). Moreover, it form the trial representation of the the symmetry group considered in the current article.
Actually, it was already observed that it has an even parity quantum number (4.27) under the reflection. From the
other side, bath the translation and time reversal (4.25) acting on the vacuum state produce the same result so that
their combining action preserves it with the unit quantum number:

TT |0〉 = |0〉 : T |0〉 = p−
N
2

∑

n1,...,nN

ω
∑N

l=1
(−1)lnlnl+1 |nNn1 . . . nN−1〉 = ¯|0〉. (5.12)

The Zp×Zp symmetry, which protects the topological order of the cluster model, also acts trivially on the transitionally
invariant ground state (2.14):

Xeven|0〉 = Xodd|0〉 = χ2N+1|0〉 = |0〉. (5.13)
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The above condition does not hold for the open SPT state Rq. (2.23). The relations (4.27), (5.12), and (5.13) mean
that the vacuum state of the closed system form a trivial, or singlet representation with respect to the whole considered
symmetry group.
The system consisting on the Majorana fermions is real, and time reversal transformation (4.8) becomes a symmetry

of the Hamiltonian regardless on the boundary conditions: H̄ = H . Therefore, the periodic system remains invariant
under the translation on a single spin step (5.6):

H = THT−1 = ı

N−2
∑

l=1

γ2lγ2l+3 − ı (γ2Nγ3 + γ2N−2γ1) γ2N+1. (5.14)

It is reduced to two decoupled periodic Kitaev chains. There are two sectors with q = 0, 1 corresponding to the
eigenvalues (−1)q = ±1 of the composite Majorana operator γ2N+1. The restriction of the above Hamiltonian on
them gives two decompled Majorana chains with antiperiodical and periodical boundary conditions:

Hq=0 = ı

N−2
∑

l=1

γ2lγ2l+3 − ı (γ2Nγ3 + γ2N−2γ1) , Hq=1 = ı

N
∑

l=1

γ2lγ[2l+3]. (5.15)

Here the square brackets in the last Majorana operator takes into account the periodicity condition alike in Eq. (5.5).
It is worth mentioning that the second system with the odd fermion parity is the only case when the spin Hamiltonian
retains the (true) translational invariance being expressed in terms of the particle operators. The statement is easily
verified using Eq. (5.9) since it requires the condition ωq−1 = 1 which is fulfilled only for the fermions in the sector
with the odd particle number [39, 40].
Alike the open chain model (3.29), the cluster Hamiltonian also may be expressed also exclusively in terms of the

original particle operators. To accomplish this, it remains to write in χi operators the last boundary term in Eq. (5.8)
which can be done by returning to the spin model and making use of Eqs. (3.5), (3.14) and the exchange relations of
particle operators:

ǫ−1χ̄+
2N−2χ̄1χ2N+1 = ZN−1XNZ

+
1 = ǫ−5χ2N−2χ

+2
2N−1χ

2
2Nχ

+
1 χ

+
2N+1. (5.16)

As a result, an alternative parafermion representation of the closed model (5.8) is given by the following formula:

H = −
1

2ǫ

L−1
∑

r=1

(

χ+
4rχ4r+3 + ω2χ4r−2χ

2
4r−1χ

+2
4r χ

+
4r+1

)

−
ǫ

2

(

χ+
2Nχ3χ2N+1 + ω3χ2N−2χ

+2
2N−1χ

2
2Nχ

+
1 χ

+
2N+1

)

+H. c. (5.17)

String order parameters. Remember that the Hamiltonian (5.8) is built from the local stabilisers, which have to
satisfy the condition

ǫ−1χ+
4rχ4r+3|0〉 = ǫχ̄+

4r−2χ̄4r+1|0〉 = ǫ−1χ+
3 χ2N |0〉 = ǫχ̄+

1 χ̄2N−2|0〉 = |0〉, r = 1, 2, . . . ,
N

2
− 1, (5.18)

where the χ2N+1 is excluded for the last two equations (5.13). Thus, any product of above operators also stabilises
the SPT state. In particular, the nonlocal string order operator is composed from the product of m sequential even
or odd local stabilisers (2.15). Their parafermionic representations are also nonlocal:

Z2r−1X2rX2r+2 . . . X2r+2m−2Z
+
2r+2m−1 = ǫ−m

r+m−1
∏

r′=r

χ̄+
4r′−2χ̄4r′+1, (5.19)

Z+
2rX2r+1X2r+3 . . . X2r+2m−1Z2r+2m = ǫm

r+m−1
∏

r′=r

χ+
4r′χ4r′+3. (5.20)

Note that above operators can be easily modified to the case when the string passes through the edges of the periodic
system. Evidently, all these quantities mutually commute, and in case of m = 1, they are reduced to the local
Hamiltonians.
Alike the Hamiltonain and its Zp × Zp symmetry generators, the string parameters are distributed between the

two subsystems. Namely, the operator (5.20) is associated with the odd chain which is described in terms of the χ
parafermions while the operator (5.19) is associated with the even chain given by the χ̄ particles.
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VI. SUMMARY

In summary, we studied the parafermionic representation of the cluster chain, which possesses the Z
odd
p × Z

even
p

symmetry protected topological (SPT) order. It corresponds to the p-state extension of the usual spin cluster with
p = 2 and reduces to the noninteracting Potts model in the trivial phase. The odd and even local Hamiltonians are
similar to each other but, in contrast to the Ising case, they are not equal. As a result, the straightforward application
of the Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation, which maps the Zp-valued spins on one-dimensional lattice to parafermions,
introduced more divergence between the odd and even subsystems.
Meanwhile, the use of the time-reversal (T ) particle operators allowed to avoid this discrepancy and recovered a

similarity between two subsystems. As a result, we obtained two independent chains bilinear in particle operators. The
first chain is composed of the standard parafermions described by the χ4r and χ4r+3 parafermions while the second
one consists of the time reversal parafermions: χ̄4r−2, χ̄4r+1. They inherit, respectively, the Z

odd
p and Z

even
p parts of

the symmetry, which describe the total parity of particles contributing to each chain. Under the parity-conservation
condition, the topological phases there become pure, without the symmetry-protection requirement. The long-range
SPT order parameters turn into the topological order parameters of the χ- and χ̄-particle chains.
It was shown also that for the open boundary condition, the independent zero-energy edge excitations are equally

redistributed along the χ- and χ̄-parafermionic chains: there is a single invariant (time-reversal) parafermionic mode
per edge associated with each chain. At the same time, the structure of these modes depends on the parity of the
spin chain’s length N . For odd N , the Hamiltonian is PT invariant, and the edge particles may be identified with
the original (χ-type) parafermions. Meanwhile, for the even N , the Hamiltonian is reflection (P) invariant, and at
least one of the edge modes must be replaced by the time reversal (χ̄-type) parafermion.
In case of the periodical boundary condition when the spin number N is always even, apart from the reflection

invariance, the entire system possesses an additional TT symmetry which maps the χ- and χ̄-chains to each other. As
a result, the corresponding Hamiltonian becomes twisted by the total parafermion parity operator whose eigenvalues
are p-th roots of unity. Being restricted to the invariant sector associated with a specific eigenvalue, the Hamiltonian
takes a bilinear form with twisted boundary conditions. Note that the transformation rules of particle operators under
the lattice reflection and translation (T ) are induced by the transformation of the basic spin operators. They were
described in detail in the article and have more complicated form than in the case of primary parafermions.
In the Ising case (p = 2), the parafermions together with their time reversals turn into the Majorana fermions.

Then, the spin cluster splits up into two separate Kitaev chains in the topological phase as has been established
recently [12].
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