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Abstract: We develop a comprehensive framework for realizing anyon condensation of

topological orders within the string-net model by constructing a Hamiltonian that bridges

the parent string-net model before and the child string-net model after anyon conden-

sation. Our approach classifies all possible types of bosonic anyon condensation in any

parent string-net model and identifies the basic degrees of freedom in the corresponding

child models. Compared with the traditional UMTC perspective of topological orders,

our method offers a finer categorical description of anyon condensation at the microscopic

level. We also explicitly represent relevant UMTC categorical entities characterizing anyon

condensation through our model-based physical quantities, providing practical algorithms

for calculating these categorical data.
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1 Introduction

A complete understanding of topological orders urges the study of topological phase transi-

tions. Anyon condensation[1–13] is a main mechanism triggering topological phase transi-

tions. In this article, we focus on bosonic anyon condensation, where all condensed anyons

are self-bosons with trivial self-statistics and mutual statistics. Abstractly in the categor-

ical description, the topological properties of a topological order are characterized by a

unitary modular tensor category (UMTC), while a set of condensable anyons is described

by a commutative separable Frobenius algebra (CSFA) object in the UMTC[9, 14]:

Parent Order CSFA A−−−−−−−−→ Child Order.

When the anyons in the CSFA condense, the corresponding (parent) topological order will

undergo a phase transition and become another (child) topological order, whose topological

properties are characterized by a smaller UMTC.

While the UMTC categorical perspective provides critical insights into anyon conden-

sation of topological orders, it primarily focuses on the mathematical relations between the

topological properties of the parent and child order and overlooks specific details during

phase transition, particularly (1) the dynamics of the phase transition, (2) how anyons are

modified in a physical context, and (3) the transformations of the basic degrees of freedom

(dofs) that constitute the field configuration. These microscopic details are central to tra-

ditional phase transition theories like the Higgs mechanism and are crucial in dynamically

analyzing phase transitions, including understanding the critical behavior and determining

the universality class. Since critical points lie in a non-topological region, intermediate

processes during phase transitions cannot be captured in the categorical description.

To fill this gap, exactly solvable models, such as the string-net model[4, 15–30], can be

used to represent how basic dofs of topological orders transform because anyon excitations

are represented as concrete excited states composed of basic dofs in the model’s Hilbert

space. The basic dofs of the parent string-net model form a unitary fusion category (UFC),

while those of the child model form a subcategory of the parent UFC. Previous works[29, 31]

have realized Abelian anyon condensation in the string-net model. Nevertheless, general

non-Abelian anyon condensation remains an open question in the string-net model.

In this paper, we solve this question by systematically constructing generic anyon

condensation in the string-net model and obtain the following key results:

1. A practical recipe for realizing all possible bosonic anyon condensations within topo-

logical orders describable by string-net model, and identify the basic dofs of the

resultant child string-net model. A novel finer categorical framework of anyon con-

densation, compared with the UMTC description, is extracted from our recipe.

2. An exact connection between our model-based anyon condensation recipe and the

UMTC description of anyon condensation—a CSFA in the UTMC of the parent

order. We prove that the CSFA is the full center of the input UFC of the child model

within the input UFC of the parent model. We provide an algorithm based on our

recipe to calculate this CSFA.
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Our approach is fully physics-based and computational, although categorical language

may be used at certain points only for corroboration and comparison. To elaborate, bosonic

anyon condensation implies that the new vacua of the child order are coherent states

containing arbitrarily many condensed bosons from the parent order[11, 29], analogous

to the Cooper pair condensation in superconductivity phase transitions. To yield such

coherent states, we add to the Hamiltonian of the parent model a sum of creation operators

for the condensed anyons, with specific coefficients to make the addent a projector P :

HParent =⇒ HParent − lim
Λ→∞

ΛP. (1.1)

In the limit Λ → ∞, the projector P (defined in Eq. (3.2)) ensures that the new ground

states are +1 eigenstates of P , which are coherent states filled with arbitrarily many con-

densed anyons throughout the lattice.

Parent Model

Equivalent
Parent Model

Equivalent
Child Model

Child Model

D† D

Fluxon
Condensation P

Non-Fluxon
Condensation

DP D†

Our

Recipe

Parent Input

UFC F

Equivalent

Input UFC F′
Equivalent
Child Input

UFC S′ ⊂ F′

Child Input

UFC S ⊂ F

Select a Full
Subcategory

Select a Certain
Subcategory

Pseudonatural

Transformation

Represents

Previously Unknown!

(a) Our Model-Based Realization (b) A Finer Categorical Framework

Figure 1: Extracted from (a) Our recipe of non-fluxon condensation in the string-net

model constructed by duality map D is (b) A finer categorical framework of anyon con-

densation. Mathematically, (a) is a representation of (b).

The remaining challenge is to explicitly construct the projector P , such that it describes

an anyon condensation process. In the simplest cases discussed in Section 3, projector P

projects out several basic dofs of the parent string-net model, such that the remaining

dofs serve as the basic dofs of the child model. The input UFC of this child model is a

full subcategory of the parent input UFC. Such anyon condensation is referred to as fluxon

condensation, which was preliminarily studied in our previous work[29]. Fluxon conden-

sation must be bosonic because all fluxons are bosons. Nevertheless, anyon condensation

is in general not fluxon condensation. Section 5 details our recipe for constructing non-

fluxon condensation by leveraging fluxon condensation. Our previous work[30] classified all

equivalent string-net models describing the same topological order and established unitary

duality maps among these models. These duality maps may transform fluxons into non-

fluxons. Therefore, we can obtain a non-fluxon bosonic condensation projector P (1.1) for

any given parent model by transforming a fluxon condensation projector in an equivalent
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model back to the parent model by the duality map D between the two models:

P = DPDualD
†, (1.2)

where D is the duality map, and PDual is a fluxon condensation projector in the dual model

that is easier to calculate. Figure 1(a) depicts our recipe as commutative diagrams. By

applying all possible duality maps for all types of fluxon condensations in all equivalent

models, we obtain all possible bosonic anyon condensation in a given string-net model.

In contrast to the UMTC description of anyon condensation at the output level of the

string-net model, a finer categorical framework for anyon condensation at the input UFC

level is extracted from our recipe, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Let’s be concrete. A parent string-

net model is specified by an input UFC F, while one of its equivalent model is specified

by input UFC F
′. A fluxon condensation in such an equivalent model is mathematically

a functor that selects in F
′ a full subcategory S

′ as the input UFC of the child string-

net model after the fluxon condensation. The duality operator D that sends this fluxon

condensation to a certain non-fluxon condensation in the original parent string-net model

is mathematically a pseudonatural transformation[26, 32, 33]: D maps parent F
′ to F and

child S
′ to S at the input UFC level, while the functor selecting S

′ ⊂ F
′ to that selecting

S ⊂ F. This new, finer categorical framework involving pseudonatural transformations is

abstract, but our recipe involving duality maps is computable in the string-net model’s

Hilbert space, as duality maps are concrete matrices in terms of the model’s basic dofs.

Therefore, our recipe literally represents this finer categorical framework. In particular,

our duality operator D represents a pseudonatural transformation.

Note that this finer categorical framework of anyon condensation is completely defined

at a microscopic level in terms of the basic dofs of the string-net model and cannot be

observed in the UMTC description. A duality map D preserves the output UMTC and

hence, the CSFA A characterizing an anyon condensation is invariant under the duality

maps, which only changes how A is represented by different input UFCs. Hence, the tradi-

tional UMTC categorical description overlooks the finer structures of anyon condensation.

We also discover that the CSFA A associated with a bosonic anyon condensation is the

full center [34–36] of the child UFC S within the parent UFC F. Explicitly calculating the

full center for a given subcategory in a UFC is generally challenging in category theory. Our

recipe of anyon condensation in the string-net model offers a physical approach to tackle

this mathematical challenge. In Section 6, we demonstrate that the operator expansion

coefficients in the summands of a projector P (1.1) directly represent the CSFA A of the

corresponding anyon condensation.

Our systematic construction of anyon condensation paves the way for a deeper explo-

ration of anyon-condensation-induced phase transitions and the corresponding symmetry

breaking—a generalized version beyond the conventional Landau-Ginzburg paradigm[11,

37]. In previous works, numerical methods like tensor networks [12, 13] have uncovered

several critical behaviors in certain topological phase transitions. Nevertheless, in these

tensor-network approaches, the evolution is governed by transfer matrices, hence, the mi-

croscopic dynamics—including how the fundamental degrees of freedom, anyon types, and

the Hamiltonian’s energy spectra evolve during anyon condensation—are not captured. In
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contrast, our recipe directly controls the Hamiltonian, formulating a physical evolution of

the system’s phase: By gradually increasing the parameter Λ in Eq. (1.1) from 0 to ∞, we

can model a physical continuous phase transition process from the parent order to the child

order. Besides, in our framework, different types of anyon condensation can lead to distinct

child string-net models with varying basic dofs, all of which describe the same child order.

These different anyon condensation processes may not be distinguishable within the cate-

gorical description (as seen in the example of the doubled Fibonacci topological order in the

main text), only becoming discernible when analyzed through a model. Yet, such differ-

ences are reasonable because a child order always possesses a global symmetry arising from

breaking the symmetry of the parent order. Different child string-net models of the same

child order are different symmetry sectors of this global symmetry. This insight suggests

a pathway for modeling the symmetry transformations of symmetry-protected topologi-

cal (SPT) orders[7, 38–43] and symmetry-enriched topological (SET) orders[8, 11, 37, 44].

These works are ongoing and are to be reported elsewhere.

2 Brief Review of String-Net Model and Anyon Condensation

In this section, we briefly review the string-net model and phenomena in anyon condensa-

tion. A more detailed review of the string-net model is presented in Appendix A.

2.1 String-Net Model

We take the form of the string-net model defined in Ref. [30], which was adapted from

that in [25]. The string-net model is an exactly solvable Hamiltonian model defined on a

2-dimensional oriented trivalent lattice, e.g., that depicted in Fig. 2. Each plaquette has a

tail attached to one of its edges1. Different choices of the edge to which the tail is attached

are equivalent, meaning that the tail can be moved freely from one edge to another while

keeping the physical states invariant, as demonstrated in Appendix A.1.

Figure 2: Part of the string-net model lattice. A tail (wavy line) is attached to an arbitrary

edge of every plaquette.

1The original string-net model in Ref. [17], which lacks these tails, cannot fully describe charge excita-

tions. These added tails carry the charges of anyons, thereby enlarging the Hilbert space to encompass the

complete anyon spectrum.
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The input data of the string-net model is a unitary fusion cateogry (UFC) F, described

by a finite set LF equipped with three functions: the fusion rules δ : L3
F

→ N, the quantum

dimension d : LF → R, and the 6j-symbol G : L6
F

→ C (see Appendix A). The elements

in LF are the representative simple objects of F. The basic configuration of the string-net

model is established by labeling each edge and tail with an element in LF, subject to the

constraint that δabc 6= 0 for any three incident edges or tails counterclockwise carrying dofs

a, b, c ∈ LF, meeting at a vertex and all pointing toward this vertex. We can reverse the

direction of any edge or tail and simultaneously conjugate its label as a → a∗, the opposite

simple object of a ∈ LF, which keeps the configuration invariant. The Hilbert space HF is

spanned by all possible such configurations.

The Hamiltonian reads

HF := −
∑

Plaquettes P

QF
P . (2.1)

The plaquette operators QF
P are commuting projectors detailed in Appendix A, making

the Hamiltonian HF exactly solvable. The ground states |Φ〉
F

are common +1 eigenstates

of all QF
P operators. An excited state |ψ〉

F
is another common eigenstate that satisfies

QF
P |ψ〉

F
= 0 for one or more plaquettes P , each of which bears an anyon. We also say a

ground state has a trivial anyon 1 in each plaquette. Anyon species J takes value as a

simple object in F’s Drinfeld center Z(F), a UMTC encapsulating the topological properties

of the output topological order described by the string-net model.

The advantage of describing a topological order using the string-net model lies in its

ability to manifest the internal spaces of anyons[29, 30, 45]. In the string-net model, an

excited state is determined not only by the anyon species in each plaquette but also by

the anyon’s internal charge—the dof on the tail where the anyon resides. In other words,

the string-net model represents an anyon J as a dyon, a pair (J, p) comprising the anyon’s

species J and its internal charge p ∈ LF on the tail. A non-Abelian anyon may carry

multiple charge types and is thus represented within a multi-dimensional Hilbert subspace

of excited states in the model, in contrast to the categorical description of topological order,

where an anyon is labeled by a simple object that is an indecomposable element of Z(F).

The internal space of an anyon, expanded by its charges, serves as the representation space

of the gauge symmetry of the topological order[30].

Another advantage is that the string-net model allows to study the phase transitions

of topological orders in line with the conventional field-theoretical methods because the

string-net model can be either understood as an effective lattice gauge theory[30] or a

microscopic model of topological orders. By evoluting the Hamiltonian (2.1), one may

identify the critical points, analyze critical behaviors, and determine universality classes

of phase transitions. The categorical perspective fails to capture these critical properties

because the critical points lie in a non-topological region.

Let’s consider a simple but archetypal example: the Fibonacci string-net model de-

scribing the doubled Fibonacci topological order. The input Fibonacci UFC Fibo has two

simple objects 1 and τ . The Hilbert space HFibo is spanned by all possible assignments of

1 and τ to all edges/tails, dictated by the nonzero fusion rule δabc = 1 for three edges/tails

– 6 –



a, b, c meeting at any vertex, where

δ111 = δ1ττ = δτ1τ = δττ1 = δτττ = 1, δ11τ = δ1τ1 = δτ11 = 0.

The output doubled Fibonacci topological order has four anyon species, labeled by simple

objects of UMTC Z(Fibo):

11̄, τ 1̄, 1τ̄ , τ τ̄ ,

where 11̄ labels the trivial anyon. Fibonacci string-net model has five dyon types (J, p):

(11̄, 1), (1τ̄ , τ), (τ 1̄, τ), (τ τ̄ , 1), (τ τ̄ , τ).

An anyon τ τ̄ can have a charge of either 1 or τ in the model.

2.2 Anyon Condensation

We now briefly review the physical phenomena that occur during phase transitions triggered

by a bosonic anyon condensation, as well as their categorical descriptions.

Physically, after anyon condensation, the new vacuum states of the child order be-

come coherent states containing arbitrarily many condensed anyons from the parent or-

der, analogous to the Cooper-pair condensation in superconductivity phase transitions and

Higgs boson condensation in the standard model. Several phenomena arise due to this

condensation[8, 11, 29, 46]:

1. Splitting: During anyon condensation, certain anyons, including those condensed,

may split into multiple sectors that become distinct anyon species in the child order.

That is, a condensed anyon might not fully condense but may only partially con-

dense into one or more sectors, akin to the Higgs boson condensation in electroweak

symmetry breaking, where only a one-dimensional subspace of the two-dimensional

Higgs boson space condenses.

2. Identification: As condensed sectors become the new vacuum, two types of topological

sectors related by fusing with a condensed sector in the parent order can no longer

be distinguished in the child order and are therefore identified as the same type of

child anyon.

3. Confinement: Not all anyons are free in the child order. Anyons braiding nontrivially

with the condensate become confined in the child order because the new vacuum

should not be disturbed by moving anyons around. In other words, creating confined

anyons requires overcoming an infinitely large energy barrier. This is analogous to

magnetic-flux confinement in Copper-pair condensation.

In the categorical description of topological order theory, where the topological prop-

erties of the parent order are encapsulated by a UMTC C and anyons are labeled by simple

objects in C, a commutative separable Frobenius algebra (CSFA) A[9, 14]—a composite

object in C—is introduced to describe anyon condensation. The term “commutative” refers
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to the requirement that all condensed anyons are bosons with trivial self-statistics and mu-

tual braidings with each other, as they become the vacuum in the child order. The term

“Frobenius algebra” indicates that fusing two CSFA objects A is isomorphic to A itself,

representing the trivial fusion rule of the vacuum in the child order. The condition “sepa-

rable” ensures that the representations over A in C form a fusion category RepCA, whose

simple objects are irreducible representations over A, and CSFA A itself is the trivial

representation over A.

An auxiliary intermediate order is introduced as a method to anatomize the procedure

of anyon condensation[1, 29], see Fig. 3. The anyon condensation first leads to the inter-

mediate order where splitting and identification have been completed. This intermediate

order is encapsulated by RepCA[9, 14]. Quasiparticle sectors in this intermediate order are

labeled by simple objects in RepCA. Each irreducible representation is a composite object

in C. Two anyons species J,K ∈ LC appearing in the same object in RepCA are identified,

while a splitted anyon species J appears in more than one object in RepCA.

Parent Phase

JParent

Intermediate Phase

JInt

Child Phase
JChild

t

Figure 3: An auxiliary intermediate order (gray sheaf) is introduced during anyon con-

densation between the parent order (red sheaf) and child order (blue sheaf) to analyze the

process of anyon condensation.

This intermediate order is generally not the child order because RepCA lacks a well-

defined braiding structure. So it is a pure auxiliary mathematical tool without physical

meaning. Some quasiparticle sectors in the intermediate order braid nontrivially with the

new vacuum, leading to their confinement in the child order. The new vacuum is labeled

by the trivial representation A. Therefore, RepC,0A—a subcategory of RepCA consisting

of those representation objects that have trivial braiding with A—is a UMTC with a well-

defined braiding structure and characterizes the topological properties of the child order.

One should note that different sectors of an anyon after splitting are physically mean-

ingful, analogous to the Higgs boson condensation triggering electroweak symmetry break-

ing, where only one real component of the Higgs complex-doublet condenses. Nevertheless,

they are not captured by the UMTC categorical description. Anyons are represented as

simple objects in the parent UMTC, which does not account for finer internal structures in

the categorical language. To address these splitted sectors, one must consider the internal

spaces of an anyon—the internal charges in a given string-net model. In this context, it

becomes meaningful to discuss the behaviors of anyons during splitting phenomena.

Consider anyon condensation in the doubled Fibonacci topological order as an example.

In the categorical description of this topological order, there is a unique anyon condensa-
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tion that partially condenses anyon τ τ̄ , which completely breaks the doubled Fibonacci

topological order to the trivial topological order:

1. Splitting: τ τ̄ formally splits to two sectors 1 and χ. These two sectors have no

meaning within the doubled Fibonacci UMTC. Instead, we will later establish their

significance within the string-net model.

2. Identification: In the intermediate order, 11̄ is identified with 1; τ 1̄ and 1τ̄ are iden-

tified with χ.

3. Confinement: χ is confined in the child phase.

Now that anyon species 11̄ and τ τ̄ are condensed, the CSFA A describing τ τ̄ anyon con-

densation is a composite object 11̄ ⊕ τ τ̄ in UMTC Z(Fibo). In Section 6, we’ll use our

method to derive the explicit algebraic structure of A.

Hereafter, we focus on doubled topological orders, which are those describable by the

string-net model.

3 Generic Anyon Condensation in the String-net Model

We now discuss how to establish anyon condensation in a parent string-net model with an

input UFC F, which describes the parent order before anyon condensation.

To realize the coherent states after anyon condensation, we propose adding an anyon

condensation term to the parent Hamiltonian HF:

HF → HF − lim
Λ→∞

Λ
∑

Edges E

PE , (3.1)

PE :=
∑

Condensed Anyons J

∑

J ’s Charges p,q

πpq
J

dpdq
W J ;pq

E . (3.2)

Here, dp (dq) is the quantum dimension of charge p (q), and W J ;pq
E is the simplest creation

operator that creates a pair of dyons (J∗, p∗) and (J, q) in two adjacent plaquettes across

an edge E:

W J ;pq
E

jE
1

1
:=

∑

k∈LF

· · ·
jE

k

jE

p∗
q

,

where jE ∈ LF is the dof on edge E. We only present the specific case where the two tails in

the adjacent plaquettes are both 1 and omit the expansion coefficients denoted by “· · ·” here

for brevity and clarity. The explicit matrix elements are detailed in Appendix A.2. These

simplest creation operators are sufficient to define the condensation term because all other

creation operators are compositions of them (see Appendix A.2 for details). The condensed

dyons refer to those dyons (J, p) satisfying πpq
J 6= 0 for some charge q. The coefficients πpq

J

are chosen to make PE (3.2) a projector. For Λ → ∞, projector PE ensures that the new
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ground states are +1 eigenstates of PE—the sum of condensed anyon’s creation operators

W J ;pq
E , making the new ground states coherent states with arbitrarily many condensed

anyons J throughout the lattice. The resultant child order after anyon condensation is

described by the child string-net model, with the child Hilbert space HChild and child

Hamiltonian HChild obtained by applying projector PE to those in the parent model:

HChild =

[

∏

Edges E

PE

]

HF, HChild =

[

∏

Edges E

PE

]

HF

[

∏

Edges E

PE

]

. (3.3)

Hamiltonian HChild is exactly solvable up to an irrelevant global scalar factor arising from

the projection. The spectrum of the child model is directly determined by projector PE

(3.2), which projects the ground states |Φ〉
F
, excited states |ϕ〉

F
, and creation operators

W J ;pq
E of the parent model into those of the child model[29].

The phenomena associated with anyon condensation can be characterized in the string-

net model as follows:

1. Splitting happens when two dyons (J, p) and (J, q) with p 6= q are projected to distinct

anyon species in the child model. In this case, the internal space of the parent anyon

“splits” into the direct sum of the internal spaces of distinct child anyons.

2. Identification occurs when two parent anyon species are projected onto the same

anyon species in the child model.

3. Confinement: Excited states of the parent model involving anyons to be confined in

the child order are projected out of the child model’s Hilbert space HChild.

Two problems remain: How to calculate the coefficients πpq
J , such that PE is a projector

representing an anyon condensation process, and what is the child input UFC of the child

model?

4 Ease with Fluxon Condensation

The remaining problems mentioned above can be easily addressed in the case of fluxon

condensation. A fluxon refers to a dyon with a trivial charge 1 ∈ LF in the string-net

model, inducing that each basis state of the string-net model is an eigenstate of the fluxon

creation operator:

W J ;11
E

i

jE

k

p

q
= wJ(jE)

i

jE

k

p

q
, (4.1)

where jE is the dof on edge E, and wJ(jE) ∈ C. To do fluxon condensation, we first choose

a subset LS ⊂ LF of simple objects that are closed under fusion. The subset LS generates

a full subcategory S of the parent input UFC F. This subcategory S is equipped with the

same δ, d, and G functions as those of LF but restricted to LS. As S is also a UFC, it
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can serve as the input UFC for a new string-net model, referred to as the child string-net

model, whose basic dofs on edges and tails take values from the simple objects in subset

LS. The transition from the parent model to the child model involves gapping out those

dofs that are not in LS, such that the condensation projector PE (3.2) becomes

P
S|F
E |ψ〉 =

[

∑

Condensed Anyons J

π11
J wJ(jE)

]

|ψ〉 = δjE∈LS
|ψ〉, (4.2)

where δ is the Kronecker symbol, and jE is the dof on edge E in basis state |ψ〉. Operator

P
S|F
E is manifestly diagonal due to Eq. (4.2). The number of fluxon species in a string-net

model always equals the number of simple objects[25], so Eq. (4.2) always has a unique

solution. The anyon species J satisfying π11
J 6= 0 are condensed during fluxon condensation,

resulting in a child order described by a child model with the child input UFC S. The parent

dyons (J, p) with p /∈ LS are confined in the child model. The topological properties of the

child order are encapsulated by UMTC Z(S).

All types of fluxon condensation are bosonic because fluxons must be bosons with

trivial self- and mutual statistics. This is reflected in the fact that the creation operators

W J ;11
E for fluxons are commutative. This property is apparent, as fluxon creation operators

W J ;11
E are diagonal matrices.

In the Fibonacci string-net model, which has two fluxon species (11̄, 1) and (τ τ̄ , 1), the

creation operator W τ τ̄ ;11
E has eigenvalues

wτ τ̄ (1) = 1, wτ τ̄ (τ) = − 1

φ2
, φ =

√
5 + 1

2
,

which induces a unique fluxon condensation projector

P
S0|Fibo

E = π11
11̄W

11̄;11
E + π11

τ τ̄W
τ τ̄ ;11
E =

1 + φ2W τ τ̄ ;11
E

φ2 + 1
,

where

π11
11̄ =

1

φ2 + 1
, π11

τ τ̄ =
φ2

φ2 + 1
.

The fluxon condensation projector gaps out the nontrivial dof τ on edge E in basis |ψ〉:

P
S0|Fibo

E |ψ〉 = δjE ,1|ψ〉.

The child input UFC of the child order is the trivial UFC S0 with LS0
= {1}. The child

Hilbert space is one-dimensional because each edge or tail is assigned with 1. Therefore, the

resultant child model describes a trivial topological order, consistent with the known fact

that condensing anyon τ τ̄ in the doubled Fibonacci topological order breaks the topological

order completely. It is argued in Ref. [8, 19, 37, 47] that this trivial topological order

possesses a global symmetry that is algebraic or categorical, so it is an algebraic symmetry-

protected topological phase. We will explore this intriguing scenario in an ongoing work.
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5 Difficulties with Dyon Condensation and Our Solution

While the two problems brought up at the end of Section 3 can be easily addressed in the

case of fluxon condensation, they become difficult in the case of non-fluxon condensation,

viz generic dyon condensation. In other words, the coefficients πpq
J , p, q ∈ LF in Eq. (3.2)

are generally difficult to calculate in the case of dyon condensation. Furthermore, the

child input UFC S of the resultant child string-net model after dyon condensation becomes

obscure. Since the projector P
S|F
E no longer simply gaps basic dofs in the parent model,

the child dofs are not apparent and do not exhibit a straightforward UFC structure.

We now tackle these difficulties by applying duality maps between different but equiv-

alent string-net models describing the same topological order, as developed in our previous

work[30]. Our duality maps dofs in one model to superpositions of those in another model,

thereby transforming excited states with fluxons only in one model into superpositions of

excited states with dyons in an equivalent model. Building on this, we offer a recipe to

realize dyon condensation in a given string-net model with input UFC F:

1. Select a dual model with input UFC F
′ of the original string-net model. Let D be

the duality map from the dual model to the original model.

2. Perform a fluxon condensation in this dual model by constructing the fluxon conden-

sation term P
S′|F′

E , where LS′ ⊂ LF′ .

3. Transform the fluxon condensation term P
S′|F′

E from the dual model back into the

original model by the duality map D , resulting in a dyon condensation term in the

original model:

P
S|F
E = DP

S′|F′

E D
†, (5.1)

where S is the child input UFC of the child string-net model after dyon condensation

in the original parent model.

Equation (5.1) directly calculate the coefficients πpq
J of dyon condensation projector

(3.2) as combinations of the coefficients of fluxon condensation term P
S′|F′

E in the dual

model, bypassing the difficulty of solving the projector condition for these coefficients. The

full subcategory S
′ generated by LS′ ⊂ LF′ in the dual model is also transformed into an

isomorphic, yet less apparent, subcategory S of F, solving the difficulty of determining

the basic dofs and input UFC of the child model. Given an original string-net model, by

applying duality maps to different fluxon condensations in different dual models, we can

generate all bosonic dyon condensation within the original string-net model. We expound

on our recipe in what follows.

5.1 Duality Map

A UFC F includes Frobenius algebra objects. According to a mathematical theorem[48],

the bimodules—a special class of representations—of a given Frobenius algebra A in F form

another UFC BimodF(A) that is categorically Morita equivalent to F. The dual string-net

model with Morita equivalent input UFC BimodF(A) is equivalent to the original string-net
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model with input UFC F, in the sense that they describe the same topological order whose

topological properties are encapsulated by

Z(BimodF(A)) = Z(F). (5.2)

Conversely, any UFC categorically Morita equivalent to F can be expressed as a bimodule

category over certain Frobenius algebra in F. Based on these mathematical facts, in Ref.

[30], we classified all equivalent string-net models describing the same topological order

and established duality maps D that transform the basic dofs on edges and tails of one

model to superpositions of the basic dofs of another model.

The algebra space of a Frobenius algebra A is spanned by basis elements labeled by

ai, where a ∈ LF, i = 1, 2, · · · , nAa are multiplicity labels, and nAa is the multiplicity of a

appearing in A. Different ai are all simple object a but regarded as distinct basis elements

because they follow different algebra multiplication rules, encoded in a function f : L3
A

→ C,

where LA is the set of all basis elements ai. Specifically, Frobenius algebra A is given by

A =







∑

a∈LF

nA
a
∑

i=1

αi
aai

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a ∈ LF, 1 ≤ i ≤ nAa , α
i
a ∈ C, aibj =

∑

ck∈LA

f ck

aibj
ck







.

Each bimodule M over A has a representation space VM , whose basis elements are labeled

by xi, where x ∈ LF and i = 1, 2, · · · , nM
x , with multiplicities nM

x . The action of A on

VM is described by a function ρM : L2
A

× LM × LF × LM → C, representing two algebra

elements (a, b) ∈ A
2 as a rank-3 tensor [ρM ]ab

xiyzj
on VM , where set LM includes all basis

elements xi. This tensor indicates that a and b act sequentially on x ∈ VM , transforming

it to z ∈ VM with coefficient
∑

y[ρM ]ab
xyz. The intermediate object y varies within LF as

per the fusion rule δaxy = δbyz = 1.

The duality D maps the basic dofs M ∈ LBimodF(A)—simple objects in LBimodF(A),

which are simple (irreducible) bimodules that cannot be decomposed into direct sums of

other bimodules—on each edge and tail of the dual model, to a superposition of the basic

dofs on the same edge and tail of the original model:

D M :=
1

d2
A

∑

a,b∈LA

∑

y∈LF

∑

xi,zj∈LM

[ρM ]ab
xiyzj

xi

y

zj

a

b

, dA =
∑

a∈LF

nAa da, (5.3)

where the red lines are auxiliary tails that are to be annihilated by topological moves

(See Appendix A.1). This linear transformation D between the two string-net models is

unitary. The multiplicity indices of x, z ∈ LM require additional processing[30], but this is

not directly relevant to our current discussion and will be addressed in Appendix B.4.

5.2 Mapping Fluxon Condensation to Dyon Condensation

Now we proceed to construct dyon condensation. To realize a dyon condensation in a

given string-net model with input UFC F, we first consider a fluxon condensation in its
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dual model with input UFC BimodF(A) for a certain Frobenius algebra A ∈ F, given by

the projector

P
S′|BimodF(A)
E =

∑

Dual Condensed Anyons J

πM0M0

J ;BimodF(A)W
J ;M0M0

E;BimodF(A) , (5.4)

which projects the dofs from varying in LBimodF(A) to varying in its subset LS′ ⊂ LBimodF(A),

where M0 is the trivial object in BimodF(A). The duality map D transforms each creation

operator W J ;MN
E;BimodF(A) in the dual model into a superposition of creation operators in the

original model:

DW J ;MN
E;BimodF(A)D

† =
∑

pq∈LF

∆MN ;pq
J W J ;pq

E;F , (5.5)

where M1,M2 ∈ LBimodF(A),∆
MN ;pq
J ∈ C. Since these two equivalent models describe the

same output topological order, they share the same set of anyon species[30]:

LZ(F) = LZ(BimodF(A)).

Duality maps transform the basic dofs of models (charges of anyons) but do not alter

the topological properties of the order, such as the anyon species J and their fusion and

braiding properties2.

Consequently, D maps the fluxon condensation projector P
S′|BimodF(A)
E in the dual

model to another projector in the original model:

P
S|F
E = DP

S′|BimodF(A)
E D

† =
∑

Dual Condensed Anyons J

πM0M0

J ;BimodF(A)

[

DW J ;M0M0

E;BimodF(A)D
†
]

. (5.6)

Knowing the fluxon condensation coefficients πM0M0

J ;BimodF(A) and the duality transformation

coefficients ∆MN ;pq
JK , we can directly read out the dyon condensation coefficients πpq

J defined

in Eq. (3.2) for P
S|F
E . Projector P

S|F
E maps the original model to a child model with Hilbert

space and Hamiltonian being

HS =

[

∏

Edges E

P
S|F
E

]

HF, HS =

[

∏

Edges E

P
S|F
E

]

HF

[

∏

Edges E

P
S|F
E

]

.

The input child UFC S of this child model is isomorphic to S
′ ⊂ BimodF(A), but now it is

a subcategory of the original UFC F. The basic dofs of the child model taking values in

LS are formally labeled by DM , where M ∈ LS′ . These child basic dofs are expressed as

superpositions of the original dofs varying in LF:

DM :=
1

d2
A

∑

a,b∈LA

∑

y∈LF

∑

xi,zj∈LM

[ρM ]ab
xiyzj

xi

y

zj

a

b

. (5.7)

2The only subtlety is that, since centers are defined based on input UFCs, the same anyon species J have

different names in different models. In certain cases, the dual input UFC is isomorphic to the original UFC

by functor F : F ∼= BimodF(A). Composing D with F results in a symmetry transformation within the

same original string-net model, which may permute the anyon species. Nevertheless, as we demonstrated

in Ref. [30], such a symmetry transformation that alters anyon species represents the isomorphism functor

F rather than the duality map D , which, in contrast, preserves the anyon species.
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The child Hilbert space HS|F is expanded by all possible configurations of the above super-

position dofs on each edge and tail, with auxiliary red tails annihilated.

We can extract a categorical description (5.8) of our approach, which offers a novel

mathematical framework for anyon condensation finer than the traditional UMTC descrip-

tion, which focuses solely on the transformations of topological properties but overlooks the

microscopic details during anyon condensation. A fluxon condensation in the equivalent

model is mathematically a functor selecting in F
′ a full subcategory S

′, while a dyon conden-

sation in the original model is a functor selecting in F a subcategory S. The duality operator

D that sends the fluxon condensation in the equivalent model to the non-fluxon condensa-

tion in the original model is mathematically a pseudonatural transformation, which maps

parent input F
′ to F, child input UFC S

′ to S, while the functor selecting S
′ ⊂ F

′ to that

selecting S ⊂ F:

F

BimodF(A) S′

S

Full Subcategory Injection

Subcategory Injection

Pesudonatural Transformation . (5.8)

While this new categorical framework is abstract, our recipe is computable in the string-net

model’s Hilbert space: Anyons are excited states in the Hilbert space, and duality operators

transforming the states are concrete matrices in terms of the model’s basic dofs. Therefore,

our recipe mathematically represents this finer categorical framework. In particular, a

duality operator D represents a pseudonatural transformation.

The RHS of (5.7) seems different in lattice structure compared with the original lattice,

despite the red lines being auxiliary and to be removed. But the transformed and original

lattice structures are the same even before annihilating the red lines for both mathematical

and physical reasons. Mathematically, the simple objects in LF are simple bimodules over

the trivial Frobenius algebra A0 = C[1]; hence

F = BimodF(A0).

Consequently, an edge/tail labeled by simple object a ∈ LF in the original model must also

be anchored with two red lines:

a ≡
x

x

x

1

1

.

Nonetheless, these two red lines are labeled by the trivial object 1 and are thus convention-

ally omitted. Physically, the simple objects of the input UFC of a string-net model are the

pure charges, defined concerning the trivial flux characterized by Frobenius algebras. For

input UFC F, the trivial flux is characterized by A0 = C[1]. For input UFC BimodF(A),

however, the trivial flux is characterized by A. The RHS of Eq. (5.7), where red lines carry

elements of A, defines precisely how pure charges M ∈ BimodF(A) pertaining to trivial

flux A appear in the original model with input UFC F.
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Let’s again consider the Fibonacci string-net model. Our previous work[30] revealed a

Frobenius algebra A within Fibo, where the set of simple objects is LA = {1, τ}:

A :=
{

α1 + βτ
∣

∣

∣ α, β ∈ C, τ2 = 1 + φ− 3
4 τ
}

.

Frobenius algebra A has two simple bimodules M1 and Mτ . The bimodule category

BimodFibo(A) happens to be isomorphic to Fibo:

Fibo ∼= BimodFibo(A), 1 7→ M1, τ 7→ Mτ .

As a result, the dual model with input UFC BimodFibo(A) also has a unique nontrivial

fluxon condensation, described by the fluxon condensation term:

P
S′

0|BimodFibo(A)
E =

1 + φ2WMτ M̄τ ;M1M1
E

φ2 + 1
.

We won’t detail the explicit transformation here but directly state the action of the duality

map D from the dual model to the original model:

DWMτ M̄τ ,M1M1

E;BimodFibo(A)D
† =

1

φ4
W τ τ̄ ;11

E;Fibo +
4
√

5

φ4
W τ τ̄ ;τ1

E;Fibo +
4
√

5

φ4
W τ τ̄ ;1τ

E;Fibo +

√
5

φ4
W τ τ̄ ;ττ

E;Fibo.

Therefore, the dyon condensation of the Fibonacci string-net model is defined by the pro-

jector

P
S|Fibo

E =
∑

J,pq

πpq
J

dpdq

W J ;pq
E =

φ2
1 +W τ τ̄ ;11

E;Fibo + 4
√

5W τ τ̄ ;τ1
E;Fibo + 4

√
5W τ τ̄ ;1τ

E;Fibo +
√

5W τ τ̄ ;ττ
E;Fibo

φ2(φ2 + 1)
, (5.9)

where

π11
11̄ =

1

φ2 + 1
, π11

τ τ̄ =
1

φ2(φ2 + 1)
, π1τ

τ τ̄ = πτ1
τ τ̄ =

4
√

5

φ(φ2 + 1)
, πττ

τ τ̄ =
1

φ
.

One can verify that P
S|Fibo

E is indeed a projector. The child model is also a trivial string-

net model with a trivial input UFC, describing a trivial topological order. Each edge/tail

possesses a unique trivial dof labeled by M1 that is more complicated than in the case of

fluxon condensations:

DM1 :=
∑

a,b,x,y,z∈{1,τ}

faxyfbyz

xi

y

zj

a

b

,

where the coefficients fijk are given by:

f111 = f1ττ = fτ1τ = fττ1 = 1, fτττ =
1

φ
3
4

, f11τ = fτ1τ = fτ11 = 0.

The superposition state on an edge is invariant under the projector P
S|Fibo

E (5.9).
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1

τ

P
S0|Fibo

E

τ τ̄

(a)

1

τ

P
S|Fibo

E

τ τ̄

(b)

Figure 4: (a) Projection of anyon τ τ̄ ’s internal space during fluxon condensation in the

Fibonacci string-net model: Projector P
S0|Fibo

E projects out dyon (τ τ̄ , τ) but retains fluxon

τ τ̄ , 1. (b) Projection of the internal space of anyon τ τ̄ during dyon condensation P
S|Fibo

E :

A superposition of dyons (τ τ̄ , 1) and (τ τ̄ , τ) is condensed.

After the dyon condensation described by P
S|Fibo

E , the new ground state is a coherent

state with arbitrarily many τ τ̄ anyons in each plaquette. As we said in Section 2.2, anyon τ τ̄

splits into two sectors, only one of which condenses. In this coherent state, the condensed

sector of anyon τ τ̄ appears as a superposition of dyons (τ τ̄ , 1) and (τ τ̄ , τ):

Condensed τ τ̄ Sector =
1

φ2
(τ τ̄ , 1) +

4
√

5

φ2
(τ τ̄ , τ). (5.10)

See Fig. 4b. That is, in the internal space of anyon τ τ̄ in the parent Fibonacci string-net

model, only the one-dimensional subspace parallel to superposition (5.10) condenses and

becomes the vacuum of the child model. Only one sector of τ τ̄ anyon condenses although

both W τ τ̄ ,11
E and W τ τ̄ ;ττ

E appears in the condensation term P
S|F
E .

6 From Gapping Fundamental DOFs to Condensed Anyons

We have now explicitly established general anyon condensation within the framework of

field theory (lattice model), utilizing the language of basic dofs, Hilbert spaces, and Hamil-

tonians. By gapping out certain dofs on the edges and tails of the model (although these

gapped dofs may not directly correspond to simple objects in LF but are defined by duality

maps), we obtain a child model where the basic dofs take values as simple objects in a

subcategory S of the parent UFC F.

On the other hand, in the traditional UMTC categorical description within topological

order theory, the condensable boson species of a bosonic anyon condensation in a parent

order are described by a CSFA object A in the parent UMTC Z(F). A question lies in

connecting our model-based framework with this abstract mathematical structure of anyon

condensation. We will answer this question at three levels: (1) At the Hamiltonian level,

we’ll show that the summands W J ;pq
E for condensed anyons of our projector P

S|F
E directly

represents A, thereby providing a straightforward algorithm to calculate A. (2) At the

level of basic dofs and input UFC, we’ll prove that CSFA A is the full center of the input

child UFC S within the parent UFC F. (3) At the spectral level, we obtain the creation

operators for anyon species in the intermediate and child orders, labeled by simple objects

in RepZ(F)(A) and RepZ(F),0(A), respectively.
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6.1 Level 1: Representing and Calculating CSFAs by Projectors

Let’s deal with the first level of our answer. We show that our projector P
S|F
E , defined as

a sum (3.2) of creation operators W J ;pq
E , is a physical means for directly representing and

computing a CSFA A.

Firstly, let’s determine A’s basis elements, labeled by Ji, where J varies in the set of

condensed anyon species, which is a subset of LZ(F), and i = 1, 2, · · · , nA
J is the multiplicity

label of J . We now use the coefficients πpq
J in projector P

S|F
E (3.2) to define the multiplicity

nA
J and basis elements Ji: Arrange the coefficients πpq

J of a given condensed anyon species

J as a matrix ΠJ , which is indexed by anyon J ’s charge types p1 through pn:

ΠJ =























p1 p2 · · · pn

p1 πp1p1

J πp1p2

J · · · πp1pn

J

p2 πp2p1

J πp2p2

J · · · πp2pn

J

...
...

...
. . .

...

pn πpnp1

J πpnp2

J · · · πpnpn

J























.

Matrix ΠJ is generally not full-rank. We have

nA

J = rank(ΠJ). (6.1)

We can diagonalize each such matrix ΠJ by a similarity transformation UJ , such that

diagonalized matrix is indexed by A’s basis elements Ji:

ΠJ → Π̃J := UJ†ΠJU
J =













































J1 J2 · · · JnA

J
· · ·

J1 π̃1
J 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0

J2 0 π̃2
J · · · 0 0 · · · 0

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

. . .
...

JnA

J
0 0 · · · π̃nA

J

J 0 · · · 0

0 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0

...
...

...
. . .

... · · · . . .
...

0 0 · · · 0 0 · · · 0













































.

Define the corresponding normalized creation operators

W̃ Ji

E =
dAπ̃Ji

dJ

∑

J ’Charges p,q

1

dpdq

(UJ)†
Jip
W J ;pq

E (UJ )qJi
, (6.2)

which creates two anyons J with respectively certain superpositions of charge types:

Ji =
∑

J ’s Charges p

(UJ )Jip

dp
(J, p). (6.3)
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Here,

dA =
∑

Condensed Anyon Species J

nA

J dJ

is the quantum dimension of CSFA A, where dJ is the quantum dimension of anyon J

defined in Appendix A.2.

The condensation projector P
S|F
E (3.2) is now written as a sum of these normalized

creation operators (6.2):

P
S|F
E =

1

dA

∑

Ji∈LA

dJW̃
Ji

E ,

which absorbs the creation operators (6.2):

P
S|F
E W̃ Ji

E = W̃ Ji

E P
S|F
E = P

S|F
E , (6.4)

where LA is the set of all basis elements of A. Therefore, in the string-net model, we

explicitly represent the condensed sectors of the condensed anyon J , which, as mentioned

in Section 2.2, is not captured by the UMTC categorical description. The i-th condensed

sector of J is Ji (6.3).

Secondly, we represent the algebra multiplication f : L3
A

→ C of CSFA A via opera-

tor product expansion of the summands W̃ Ji

E in projector P
S|F
E , normalized by quantum-

dimension factors:

W̃ Ji

E W̃
Kj

E =
∑

Ik∈LA

dI

dJdK

f Ik

JiKj
W̃ Ik

E ∀Ji,Kj ∈ LA. (6.5)

The algebra A defined as

A =

{

∑

Ji∈LA

αJi
Ji

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

αJi
∈ C

}

, JiKj =
∑

Ik∈LA

f Ik

JiKj
Ik, ∀Ji,Kj ∈ LA (6.6)

is a Frobenius algebra. The brief proof is as follows: In a fusion category Z(F), the

Frobenius condition reduces to associativity. This is evident for Eq. (6.6), as the algebra

A is represented as a matrix algebra in Eq. (6.5), which is inherently associative. Since

duality maps only transform the input UFCs of different models but do not alter the output

UMTC that encapsulates the topological properties of the order, any two types of anyon

condensation related by a duality map share the same CSFA A in the output UMTC. A

duality map only transforms the representation of A (6.5).

Sticking to the example of the Fibonacci string-net model, we present the CSFA of the

fluxon condensation and that of the dyon condensation in the model and show that these

two CSFAs are identical, agreeing with the known fact in the UMTC description of anyon

condensation.

1. Fluxon Condensation: Two condensed anyons 11̄ and τ τ̄ , with nA

11̄
= nA

τ τ̄ = 1.

(a) Condensed Sector: τ τ̄1 = (τ τ̄ , 1), a fluxon.
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(b) Normalized Creation Operators:

W̃ 11̄1
E = W 11̄

E = 1, W̃ τ τ̄1
E = W τ τ̄ ;11

E .

(c) Algebra multiplication:

f11̄1

11̄1,11̄1
= f τ τ̄1

11̄1,τ τ̄1
= f τ τ̄1

τ τ̄1,11̄1
= f11̄1

τ τ̄1,τ τ̄1
= f τ τ̄1

τ τ̄1,τ τ̄1
= 1. (6.7)

2. Dyon condensation: Two condensed anyon species 11̄ and τ τ̄ , with nA

11̄
= nA

τ τ̄ = 1.

(a) Condensed Sector: τ τ̄1, a superposition of dyons defined in Eq. (5.10):

τ τ̄1 :=
1

φ2
(τ τ̄ , 1) +

4
√

5

φ2
(τ τ̄ , τ).

(b) Normalized Creation Operators:

W̃ 11̄1
E = 1, W̃ τ τ̄1

E =
1

φ2

(

W τ τ̄ ;11
E +

4
√

5W τ τ̄ ;τ1
E +

4
√

5W τ τ̄ ;1τ
E +

√
5W τ τ̄ ;ττ

E

)

.

(c) Algebra multiplication:

f11̄1

11̄1,11̄1
= f τ τ̄1

11̄1,τ τ̄1
= f τ τ̄1

τ τ̄1,11̄1
= f11̄1

τ τ̄1,τ τ̄1
= f τ τ̄1

τ τ̄1,τ τ̄1
= 1. (6.8)

One can verify that Eqs. (6.7) and (6.8) define the same Frobenius algebra using the

definition provided in Appendix B.1 and the categorical data of the doubled Fibonacci

topological order listed in Appendix C.2. These two types of anyon condensation are com-

pletely indistinguishable within the UMTC description of the doubled Fibonacci topological

order.

Thirdly, we prove that the Frobenius algebra A (6.6) is commutative, meaning that

the algebra multiplication f Ik

JiKj
is commutative: f Ik

JiKj
= f Ik

KjJk
. Note that commutativity

is a property of A and does not depend on how the algebra is represented in different

models, we only need to show that any such A characterizing a fluxon condensation is

commutative. The proof is straightforward because fluxon creation operators W J ;11
E are

diagonal matrices, rendering the product in Eq. (6.5) commutative.

Finally, we prove that our constructed commutative Frobenius algebra A is separable.

The key is that A can be faithfully represented by the algebra generated by the creation

operators in Eq. (6.6)—a subalgebra of the matrix algebra defined over the Hilbert space.

Hence, A must be semisimple, and a semisimple algebra must be separable.

Therefore, Frobenius algebra A (6.6) constructed from projector P
S|F
E is a CSFA, con-

sistent with the UMTC description of anyon condensation.

6.2 Level 2: Full Center

To understand the categorical relationship between CSFA A in Z(F) and the child input

UFC S, observe that the condensation term P
S|F
E is a projector in the parent string-net
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model. The child dofs DM ∈ LS on each edge correspond to those local states on the edge

that are invariant under the action of P
S|F
E :

P
S|F
E

DM = DM .

On the other hand, recall that P
S|F
E absorbs condensed sectors’ creation operators W̃ Ji

E

defined in (6.2), the child dofs DM ∈ LS on each edge correspond to those local states on

the edge that are invariant under the action of W̃ Ji

E :

W̃ Ji

E
DM = W̃ Ji

E P
S|F
E

DM = DM .

The parent output UMTC Z(F) is the center of the parent input UFC F, and the string-

net model is a physical representation of this center relationship. The action of creation

operator W̃ Ji

E embodies the half-braiding of condensed anyon J ’s charges3 with jE ∈ F on

edge E (see Appendix A.3). Therefore, the invariance of child basic dofs DM ∈ LS under

creation operator W̃ Ji

E reflects the categorical fact that A centralizes the entire subcategory

S. That is, the half-braiding of any condensed sector Ji of A with any object DM in S

commutes with all F’s morphisms involving DM , so it is trivial. In this context, the CSFA

A in Z(F) is referred to as the full center [34–36] of the child subcategory S within the

parent UFC F.

In special cases where the anyon condensation completely breaks the topological order,

S is the trivial subcategory containing only the trivial object—the trivial bimodule A of the

dual input UFC BimodF(A). In these instances, the full center A of the trivial UFC S is

simply the center of the input Frobenius algebra A[25]. Nevertheless, explicitly calculating

the center A ∈ Z(F) for a given input Frobenius algebra A ∈ F is in general challenging

mathematically, not to mention determining the full center of a general input subcategory

S that comprises multiple simple objects that are simple bimodules over A. Our recipe, in

contrast, tackles this challenge from a physical perspective.

6.3 Level 3: Intermediate Order and child order

In traditional UMTC categorical description, anyon condensation in a parent order first

leads to an auxiliary intermediate order where splitting and identification have occurred.

This intermediate order is encapsulated by the representation category RepZ(F)(A) over the

full center A in Z(F). Each quasiparticle species JInt in the intermediate order is labeled

by a simple object in RepZ(F)(A).

In this work, we have not truly let the parameter Λ in Hamiltonian (3.1) run to study

anyon condensation dynamically. So, we are not sure yet whether such an intermediate

order would exist in the phase diagram of our model. Nevertheless, the parent Hilbert space

of our model encompasses the possible excited states, i.e., quasiparticles, in the intermediate

3The charges appearing in the RHS of Eq. (6.3).
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order. The creation operators of the quasiparticle excitations in the intermediate order can

be represented in the parent Hilbert space HF. Since the intermediate order is simply the

child order with the addition of condensed anyons, each creation operator W JInt;MIntNInt
E;Int ,

which creates a pair of JInt quasiparticles of the intermediate order, can be projected from

a corresponding parent creation operator:

W JInt;MIntNInt
E;Int = W J ;pq

E;F P
S|F
E ,

where JInt ∈ LRepZ(F)(A), P
S|F
E is the anyon condensation projector, and W J ;pq

E;F is the cre-

ation operator of the parent order, creating a pair of parent anyons J that become quasi-

particle JInt in the intermediate order.

To fill the last piece in our puzzle, we should address the explicit relation between

an intermediate order and the corresponding child order. This is done by casting the

three phenomena caused by anyon condensation listed in Section 2.2, which are otherwise

abstract in the UMTC description, in terms of intermediate creation operators:

1. An anyon J splits if its two dyons (J, p) and (J, q) are projected to be distinct inter-

mediate quasiparticle species JInt and J ′
Int:

W JInt;MIntNInt
E;Int =W J ;pp

E;F P
S|F
E , W

J ′
Int;M ′

IntN ′
Int

E;Int = W J ;qq
E;F P

S|F
E ,

W J ;pq
E;F P

S|F
E = W J ;qp

E;F P
S|F
E = 0.

2. Two parent anyons J and J ′ are identified in the intermediate order if their creation

operators are projected to be the same:

W JInt;MIntNInt
E;Int = W J ;pq

E;F P
S|F
E = W J ′;p′q′

E;F P
S|F
E .

3. An intermediate quasiparticle species JInt is confined in the child order if its creation

operator W JInt;MN
E transforms a child state out of the child Hilbert space HS =

P
S|F
E HF.

Such confined creation operators are not child creation operators. The true child creation

operators, which create a pair of child anyons JS ∈ RepZ(F),0(A), should be:

W JS;MSNS

E = P
S|F
E W J ;pq

E P
S|F
E ,

where parent anyon J becomes child anyon JS after anyon condensation.
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A String-net Model

In this section, we briefly review the string-net model defined in Ref. [25], which was

adapted from that in [25]. The string-net model is an exactly solvable model defined on a

2-dimensional lattice. An example lattice is depicted in Fig. 2. All vertices are trivalent.

Within each plaquette of the lattice, a tail is attached to an arbitrary edge of the plaquette,

pointing inward. We will demonstrate that different choices of the edge to which the tail

is attached are equivalent in Appendix A.1. Each edge and tail is oriented, but we’ll show

that different choices of directions are equivalent.

The input data of the string-net model is a unitary fusion category F, described by

a finite set LF, whose elements are called simple objects, equipped with three functions

N : L3
F

→ N, d : LF → R, and G : L6
F

→ C. The function N sets the fusion rules of the

simple objects, satisfying
∑

e∈LF

N e
abN

d
ec =

∑

e∈LF

Nd
aeN

e
bc, N c

ab = N b∗

c∗a.

There exists a special simple object 1 ∈ LF, called the trivial object, such that for any

a, b ∈ LF,

N b
1a = Na

1b = δab,

where δ is the Kronecker symbol. For each a ∈ LF, there exists a unique simple object

a∗ ∈ LF, called the opposite object of a, such that

N1
ab = N1

ba = δba∗ .

We only consider the case where for any a, b, c ∈ LF, N c
ab = 0 or 1. In this case, we define

δabc = N c∗

ab ∈ {0, 1}.

The basic configuration of the string-net model is established by labeling each edge

and tail with a simple object in LF, subject to the constraint on all vertices that δijk = 1 for

the three incident edges or tails meeting at this vertex, all pointing toward the vertex and

respectively counterclockwise labeled by i, j, k ∈ LF. We can reverse the direction of any

edge or tail and simultaneously conjugate its label as j → j∗, which keeps the configuration

invariant. The Hilbert space H of the model is spanned by all possible configurations of

these labels on the edges and tails.

The function d returns the quantum dimensions of the simple objects in LF. It is the

largest eigenvalues of the fusion matrix and forms the 1-dimensional representation of the

fusion rule.

dadb =
∑

c∈LF

N c
abdc.
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In particular, d1 = 1, and for any a ∈ LF, da = da∗ 6= 0.

The function G defines the 6j-symbols of the fusion algebra. It satisfies

∑

n

dnG
pqn
v∗u∗aG

uvn
j∗i∗bG

ijn
q∗p∗c = Gabc

i∗pu∗Gc∗b∗a∗

vq∗j ,
∑

n

dnG
ijp
klnG

j∗i∗q
l∗k∗n =

δpq∗

dp

δijpδklq,

Gijm
kln = Gklm∗

ijn∗ = Gjim
lkn∗ = Gmij

nk∗l∗ =αmαnG
j∗i∗m∗

l∗k∗n∗ ,

(A.1)

where αa = sgn(a).

The Hamiltonian of the string-net model reads

H := −
∑

Plaquettes P

QP , QP :=
1

D

∑

s∈LF

Qs
P , D :=

∑

a∈LF

d2
a, (A.2)

where operator Qs
P acts on edges surrounding plaquette P and has the following matrix

elements on a hexagonal plaquette:

Qs
P

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i7

i1

i2 i3

i4

i5i6

p := δp,0

∑

jk∈LF

6
∏

k=1

(

√

dik
djk

G
ekiki∗

k+1

sj∗
k+1

jk

)

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

j7

j1

j2 j3

j4

j5j6

1 .

Here, we only show the actions of the QP operator on a hexagonal plaquette. The matrix

elements of QP operators on other types of plaquettes are defined similarly.

It turns out that

(Qs
P )† = Qs∗

P , Qr
PQ

s
P =

∑

t∈LF

N t
rsQ

t
P , Q2

P = QP , QP1QP2 = QP2QP1 .

The summands QP in Hamiltonian H are commuting projectors, so the Hamiltonian is

exactly solvable. The ground-state subspace H0 of the system is the projection

H0 =

[

∏

Plaquettes P

QP

]

H. (A.3)

If the lattice has the sphere topology, the model has a unique ground state |Φ〉 up to scalar

factors.

A.1 Topological Features

We briefly review the topological nature of the ground-state subspace of the string-net

model defined in Ref. [25]. Topologically, any two lattices with the same topology can be

transformed into each other by so-called Pachner moves. There are unitary linear maps

between the Hilbert spaces of two string-net models with the same input fusion category

on different lattices associated with these Pachner moves, formally denoted as operators T.
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The ground states are invariant under such linear transformations. There are three kinds

of elementary Pachner moves, whose corresponding linear transformations are:

T
m

a

b

c

d

=
∑

n∈LF

√

dmdn G
ijm
kln

n

a

b

c

d

,

T

a

×x y

b

=

√

dxdy

di
δij δxyi∗ a ,

T a =
1

D

∑

xy∈LF

√

dxdy

di

δxyi∗

a

x y

a

.

(A.4)

Here we use red “×” to mark the plaquettes to contract. Any other Pachner moves and their

corresponding unitary transformations of Hilbert spaces are compositions of these three

elementary moves. Given initial and final lattices, there are multiple ways to compose

these elementary Pachner moves, but different ways result in the same transformation

matrices on the ground-state Hilbert space.

We have also noted that different selections of the edge to which the tail is attached

are equivalent. These variations lead to distinct lattice configurations and, consequently,

different Hilbert spaces for the lattice model. The equivalence of states in such Hilbert

spaces is established by the following linear transformation T
′:

T
′

e1

i0

i1

i2

p
=

∑

j∈LF

√

di1dj G
i∗
2e1i1

i0p∗j

en

e1

i0

j
i2

p

in

. (A.5)

The states where tails attach to other edges can be obtained recursively in this manner.

For convenience, in certain cases, we will temporarily incorporate auxiliary states with

multiple tails within a single plaquette. These states, despite having multiple tails in one

plaquette, are all equivalent to states within the Hilbert space:

i0

i1
r
s

j =
∑

u∈LF

√

djdp G
r∗i∗

1j

i0s∗p i0

i1 p
. (A.6)

A.2 Excited States

An excited state |ϕ〉 of the string-net model is an eigenstate such that QP |ϕ〉 = 0 at some

plaquettes P . In such a state, we say there are anyons in these plaquettes P . We also refer

to the ground states as trivial excited states, in which there are only trivial anyons in all
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plaquettes. We assume the sphere topology, in which the model has a unique ground state;

nevertheless, the results in this section apply to other topologies.

We start with the simplest excited states with a pair of anyons in two adjacent pla-

quettes with a common edge E. This state can be generated by ribbon operator W J ;pq
E :

W J ;pq
E

en in

i2e1

j :=
∑

k∈LF

√

dk

dj
zJ ;k

pqj

en in

i2e1

j

k

j
q

p∗ , (A.7)

where j is the label on edge E, and z̄ is the complex conjugate. Here, zJ ;k
pqj is called the

half-braiding tensor of anyon species J , defined by the following equation:

δjtN
t
rs

dt
zJ ;w

pqt =
∑

u,l,v∈LF

zJ ;v
lqr z

J ;u
pls · dudvG

r∗s∗t
p∗wu∗G

srj∗

qw∗vG
s∗ul∗

rv∗w . (A.8)

We will discuss this equation in Appendix A.3. The label J , called the anyon species, labels

different minimal solutions zJ of Eq. (A.8) that cannot be the sum of any other nonzero

solutions. Categorically, anyon species J are labeled by simple objects in the center of

UFC F, a modular tensor category whose categorical data record all topological properties

of the topological order that the string-net model describes, denoted as Z(F).

The statistics of anyon J are recorded by its topological spin

θJ =
1

dp

∑

p∈LF

dpz
J ;p
ttt ,

where t is an arbitrary charge of anyon J . The braiding of two anyons J and K is recorded

by the modular S matrix, whose matrix elements are

SJK =
∑

p,q,k∈LF

dkz̄
J ;k
ppq z̄

K;k
qqp .

An anyon J has trivial self-statistics if θJ = 1; two anyons J and K braid trivially if and

only if SJK = dJdK , where dJ is the quantum dimension of anyon J , defined as

dJ =
∑

J ’Charges p

dp.

States with two quasiparticles in two non-adjacent plaquettes are generated by ribbon

operators along longer paths. These longer ribbon operators result from concatenating

shorter ribbon operators. For example, to create two quasiparticles J∗ and J with charges

p∗
0 and pn in two non-adjacent plaquettes P0 and Pn, we can choose a sequence of plaquettes

(P0, P1, · · · , Pn), where Pi and Pi+1 are adjacent plaquettes with their common edge Ei.

The ribbon operator W J ;p0pn

P0Pn
is

W J ;p0pn

P0Pn
:=





∑

p1p2···pn−1∈LF

n−1
∏

k=1

(

dpk
BPk

W
J ;pkpk+1

Ek

)



W J ;p0p1

E0
.
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Different choices of plaquette paths (P0, P1, · · · , Pn) give the same operator W J ;p0pn

P0Pn
if these

sequences can deform continuously from one to another. Following the same procedure, we

can also define the creation operator of three or more anyons.

At the end of this section, we define the measurement operator ΠJ
P measuring whether

there is an anyon J excited in plaquette P :

ΠJ
P

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i7

i1

i2 i3

i4

i5i6

p :=
∑

s,t∈LF

dsdt

dp
zJ ;t

pps

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i7

i1

i2 i3

i4

i5i6

p

tp
s

×
. (A.9)

The set of measurement operators are orthonormal and complete:

ΠJ
P ΠK

P = δJKΠJ
P ,

∑

J∈LZ(F)

ΠJ
P = 1.

A.3 The Output UMTC is the Center of the Input UFC

As mentioned earlier, the string-net model’s output UMTC Z(F) is the center of its input

UFC F, and it is a physical representation of this center relationship. In this appendix, we

explicitly demonstrate how this representation is understood.

Categorically, an object J in center Z(F) is denoted as a pair J = (XJ , cXJ ,·), where

XJ is an object in UFC F, and cxJ ,· is called a half-braiding, which is a set of morphisms

cXJ ,y : XJ ⊗ y → y ⊗XJ .

A morphism cXJ ,y braids object XJ with object y in F and can be depicted as

XJ y

y XJ

cXJ ,y =

XJ

XJ

y

y

.

In fusion category F, all morphisms can be decomposed as direct sums of fusion of simple

objects, and so can the half-braiding:

XJ

XJ

y

y

=
⊕

p,q∈LJ

⊕

k∈LF

√

dk

dy
zJ ;k

pqy

p

q

y

y

k . (A.10)

Here, LJ ⊆ LF, such that the direct sum of simple objects in LJ is XJ :

XJ =
⊕

p∈LJ

p.
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The expansion coefficients zJ ;y
pqk are known as the half-braiding tensor of J . A half-braiding

should commute with any fusion in F:

y

u v

p

q

=

y

u v

p

q

, ∀p, q ∈ LJ , y, u, v ∈ LF. (A.11)

Expanding Eqs. (A.11) using Eq. (A.10) leads to Eq. (A.8).

For a string-net model with input UFC F, an anyon type J is a simple object in the

output UMTC Z(F), and J ’s charges take value in LJ . The action of creation operator

W J ;pq
E directly represents the half-braiding morphism cXJ ,jE

of object XJ with jE ∈ LF,

the dof on edge E:

J ’s Charge p

J ’s Charge q

jE

jE

=
∑

k∈LF

√

dk

djE

zJ ;k
pqjE

p

q

jE

jE

k = W J ;pq
E

jE .

B Duality Maps of String-Net Model

In this section, we briefly review the duality maps of the string-net models constructed in

Ref. [30].

It is a mathematical theorem [48] that two fusion categories F and F
′ have isomor-

phic centers if and only if they are categorically Morita equivalent. That is, two string-net

models with categorically Morita equivalent input fusion categories describe the same topo-

logical order. Category theory also tells that if a fusion category F
′ is categorically Morita

equivalent to F, there must be a Frobenius algebra A in F, such that F
′ is isomorphic to

the bimodule category over A in F:

F
′ ∼= BimodF(A). (B.1)

Therefore, different string-net models describing the same topological order are classified by

all Frobenius algebras A in a particular input fusion category F. Such equivalent models

have bimodule categories BimodF(A) as their input fusion categories. We can establish

the duality maps between these equivalent models. In this section, we briefly review the

definition of Frobenius algebras in a given fusion category and their bimodules and leave

the duality maps for the next section.

B.1 Frobenius Algebra

A Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category F is characterized by a pair of functions (n, f).

Function n : LF → N returns the multiplicity na of a ∈ LF appearing in the Frobenius

algebra A, satisfying na = na∗ . The basis elements of algebra A are labeled by aα, where

a ∈ LF satisfies na > 0, and α = 1, 2, . . . , na is the multiplicity index. We denote the set of

all basis elements in A as LA.
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The algebra multiplication of A is given by function f : L3
A

→ C, satisfying:

∑

tτ ∈LA

frρsσtτ faαbβt∗
τ
Grst

abc

√

dcdt =
nc
∑

γ=1

faαcγsσfrρc∗
γbβ

,

∑

aαbβ∈LA

faαbβcγ
fb∗

β
a∗

αc∗
γ

√

dadb = dA
√

dc, faαbβcγ
= fbβcγaα

, f0aαbβ
= δab∗δαβ ,

(B.2)

where
dA :=

∑

a∈LF

nada (B.3)

is the quantum dimension of A. This definition aligns with the one in the main body,

where a Frobenius algebra A is expressed as a vector space spanned by basis elements in

LA, and the algebraic multiplicity rule is given by function f :

A = C[LA], aαbβ =
∑

cγ∈LA

faαbβc∗
γ
cγ = f

cγ

aαbβ
cγ ∈ C[LA].

For convenience, in a lattice model, we use red edges or tails to indicate that this edge

or tail is labeled by a basis element in Frobenius algebra A, and a red dot on a vertex to

represent a coefficient f multiplied to this state. Graphically,

aα

bβ cγ

:= faαbβcγ

aα

bβ cγ

. (B.4)

We also use dashed red edges or tails to represent that we are summing over all states with

labels on this edge in LA. For example, the definition (B.2) of Frobenius algebra A can

then be illustrated graphically by the Pachner moves of string-net models:

T

nc
∑

γ=0

cγ

sσ

aα

rρ

bβ

=
∑

tτ ∈LA

tτ

sσ

aα

rρ

bβ

=:

sσ

aα

rρ

bβ

,

T

aα

bβ

× = dA δab δαβ
aα .

B.2 Bimodules over a Frobenius Algebra

A bimodule M over a Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category F is characterized by a pair

of functions (nM , PM ). The function nM : LF → N returns the multiplicity nM
a of a ∈ LF

appearing in bimodule M , satisfying nM
a = nM

a∗ . The basis elements of M are labeled by
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pairs ai, where a ∈ LF satisfies nM
a > 0, and i = 1, 2, . . . , nM

a labels the multiplicity index.

We denote the set of all basis elements in bimodule M as LM .

The action of Frobenius algebra A on bimodule M is characterized by function PM :

L2
A

× LM × LF × LM → C, satisfying the following defining equations:

∑

uv∈LF

∑

yυ∈LM

[PM ]aαrρ
xχuyυ

[PM ]
bβsσ
yυvzζ G

v∗by
urw Gw∗bu

axc Gsz∗v
wrt∗

√

dudvdwdydcdt

=
nc
∑

γ=1

nt
∑

τ=1

P cγtτ
xχwzζ

faαc∗
γbβ

frρsσtτ ,

[PM ]00
xχyzζ

= δxyδyzδχυδυζ , [PM ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ

= [PM ]
bβaα

z∗
ζ

y∗x∗
χ
.

(B.5)

In the string-net model, we use blue lines to represent that this edge is labeled by

a basis element in LM , and blue dashed line to represent that we are summing over all

intermediate labels in LF with coefficients PM :

aα

bβ

xχ

M

zζ

:=
∑

y∈LF

[PM ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ

aα

bβ

xχ

y

zζ

.

This definition (B.5) of bimodule M can then be depicted graphically by Pachner moves:

T
∑

yυ∈LM

xχ

aα
M

rρ

yυ

bβ

M
sσ

zζ

=

xχ

M

zζ

aα

bβ

rρ

sσ

.

This definition aligns with the one in the main body, where a bimodule M is expressed

as a vector space spanned by basis elements in LM . A pair of Frobenius algebra elements

(aα, bβ) ∈ C[LA]2 is represented as a three-index tensor PM on the bimodule space C[LM ].

B.3 General Constructions of Dualities and Symmetry Transformations in the

Extended String-Net Model

Given a fusion category F and a Frobenius algebra A ∈ F, two string-net models with

F and BimodF(A) as the input data describe the same topological order. Categorically,

BimodF(A) is defined by an injective functor

D : BimodF(A) → F, M 7→
⊕

a∈LF

nM
a a, (B.6)

and for any morphisms φM3
M1M2

∈ BimodF(A) : M1 ⊗M2 → M3 and ϕz
xy ∈ F : x⊗ y → z,

D(φM3
M1M2

) =
⊕

zζ∈LM3

[

⊕

xχ∈LM1

⊕

yυ∈LM2

V
xχyυz∗

ζ

M1M2M∗
3
ϕ

zζ
xχyυ

]

,
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where xχ, yυ, and zζ are respectively the χ-th x object, υ-th y, and ζ-th z in D(M).

Such a functor D induces a duality map between the Hilbert spaces of two string-net

models with F and BimodF(A) as the input data. On each edge, D transforms the basic

dofs as

D M =
∑

aα,bβ∈LA

∑

xχ,zζ∈LM xχ

M

zζ

aα

bβ

. (B.7)

This duality induces a unitary morphism between the Hilbert spaces HBimodF(A) and HF

of these two models, which can be understood plaquette by plaquette:

D I6

I0

I1 I2

I3

I4I5

M

E1

E2

E3

E4

E5

E6

=
1

d9
A

∑

xi,yi∈LMi

∑

ei∈LNi

∑

pα,qβ∈LM

T

x6

I6

y6

x0

I0

y0
x1

I1

y1

y2

I2
x2

x3

I3

y3

x4

I4

y4

y5

I5 x5

pα M qβ

×
× ×

×

××
×
×

E1

e1

E2

e2

E3

e3

E4

e4

E5

e5

E6

e6

. (B.8)

Note that the black edges and tails labeled by Ii, Ei,M ∈ LBimodF(A) represent basis states

in the dual model, where BimodF(A) is the input fusion category and Ii, Ei,M are simple

objects. In contrast, the blue edges and tails labeled by Ii, Ei,M ∈ BimodF(A) represent

superposition states in the original model with F as the input fusion category. D is a

unitary map up to a global scalar coefficient detailed in Ref. [30].

After the topological moves in Eq. (B.8), the dof on any edge will cease to have any

multiplicity index of simple objects in bimodules, while that on any tail will still have a

multiplicity index:

I6

I0

I1 I2

I3

I4I5

M

E1

E2

E3

E4

E5

E6

=⇒
∑

ik,ek=1,τ

∑

p∈LM

· · ·
i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

, (B.9)
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where Ii, Ei,M ∈ LBimodF(A), and “· · ·” omits the expansion coefficients after topological

moves. Therefore, to make sense of this duality and make it unitary, we are urged to

enlarge the Hilbert space of the original Fibonacci string-net model on each tail but not

on the edges, such that two simple objects aα, aβ ∈ LM with different multiplicity indices

α 6= β are distinguishable on tails. This enlargement is physically sound: The tail carries an

anyon’s internal charge that reflects the action of A, which can only be told when different

occurrences of the same a in the bimodules of A are distinguished by multiplicity indices

as ai. In contrast, the dofs on edges are about ground states because any path along edges

has to be a closed loop. At any vertex along such a loop, fusion rules are met; they treat

two simple objects aα, aβ ∈ LM with different multiplicity indices α 6= β the same4.

B.4 Enlarging the Hilbert Space

In the enlarged Hilbert space, each tail carries a dof labeled by a pair aα, where

a ∈ LF , α = 1, 2, · · · , NA
a , NA

a = max
M∈LBimodF

(A)
{nM

a }, (B.10)

where LBimodF (A) is the set of all simple bimodules over Frobenius algebra A. But the basic

dofs on edges remain to take value varying the simple objects of the input fusion category

F. The Hilbert space on the tail is spanned by all enlarged dofs on tails and original dofs

on edges, subject to the fusion rules on all vertices.

For any bimodule M , its simple object xM
χ ∈ LM corresponds to a superposition state

∣

∣

∣xM
χ

〉

in the local Hilbert space of a tail:

∣

∣

∣xM
χ

〉

:=

NA
x
∑

i=1

Ax,M
χ,i |xi〉. (B.11)

All different states should satisfy the orthonormal conditions:

T

nM
x
∑

α=1

nN
x
∑

β=1

a
b

yM
υ

M

xM
α

xN
β

N

zN
ζ

= δMN
d2
A
nM

x dx

dM a

b

yM
υ

M

zM
ζ

. (B.12)

C Fibonacci Fusion Category and Frobenius Algebra

In this section, we list the categorical data of the Fibonacci UFC and the doubled Fibonacci

UMTC.

4As an analogy: It makes no sense to question the electric charge in a closed electric flux loop because

the Gauss law (analogous to fusion rules) is met everywhere along the loop. Only when the loop is cut open

to be a path, one can ask about the charges at the ends of the path where the Gauss law is broken.
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C.1 Categorical Data of the Fibonacci UFC

The Fibonacci fusion category Fibo has two simple objects, denoted as 1 and τ . The

nonzero fusion rules are

δ111 = δ1ττ = δτττ = 1,

and the quantum dimensions are

d1 = 1, dτ = φ =

√
5 + 1

2
.

The nonzero independent 6j symbols are

G111
111 = 1, G111

τττ =
1√
φ
, G1ττ

1ττ = G1ττ
τττ =

1

φ
, Gτττ

τττ = − 1

φ2
.

C.2 Simple Bimodules over the Frobenius Algebra in Fibonacci UFC

Fibonacci fusion category Fibo has a nontrivial Frobenius algebra A, such that

LA = {1, τ}, f111 = f1ττ = fτ1τ = fττ1 = 1, fτττ = − 1

φ
3
4

.

There are two simple bimodules over A, denoted as M1 and Mτ , such that

LM1 = {1, τ}, [PM1 ]ab
xyz = faxyfbyz, LMτ = {1, τ1, τ2},

[PMτ ]11
111 = [PMτ ]11

τ0ττ0
= [PMτ ]11

τ1ττ1
= 1 ,

[PMτ ]1τ
11τ0

= [PMτ ]1τ
τ1τ1 = [PMτ ]τ1

τ011 = [PMτ ]τ1
1ττ1

=
1

2φ
+

√
φ

2
i ,

[PMτ ]1τ
11τ1

= [PMτ ]1τ
τ0τ1 = [PMτ ]τ1

τ111 = [PMτ ]τ1
1ττ0

=
1

2φ
−

√
φ

2
i ,

[PMτ ]1τ
τ0ττ0

= [PMτ ]1τ
τ1ττ1

= [PMτ ]τ1
τ0ττ0

= [PMτ ]τ1
τ1ττ1

= −
4
√
φ

2φ2
,

[PMτ ]1τ
τ0ττ1

= [PMτ ]τ1
τ1ττ0

= −
4
√
φ

2
− φ

3
4

2
i , [PMτ ]1τ

τ1ττ0
= [PMτ ]τ1

τ0ττ1
= −

4
√
φ

2
+
φ

3
4

2
i ,

[PMτ ]ττ
1τ1 = − 1

φ
, [PMτ ]ττ

1ττ0
= [PMτ ]ττ

1ττ1
= [PMτ ]ττ

τ0τ1 = [PMτ ]ττ
τ1τ1 = −

4
√
φ

φ
,
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[PMτ ]ττ
τ01τ0

= − 1

2φ
+

i

2
√
φ
, [PMτ ]ττ

τ11τ1
= − 1

2φ
− i

2
√
φ
, [PMτ ]ττ

τ01τ1
= [PMτ ]ττ

τ11τ0
=

1

2
,

[PMτ ]ττ
τ0ττ1

= [PMτ ]ττ
τ1ττ0

=

√
φ

2φ2
, [PMτ ]ττ

τ0ττ0
= −

√
φ

2φ3
− φ

2
i , [PMτ ]ττ

τ1ττ1
= −

√
φ

2φ3
+
φ

2
i .

The bimodule category BimodFibo(A), a UFC with two simple objects M1,Mτ , has the

following categorical data:

dM1 = 1, dMτ = φ, δM1M1M1 = δM1Mτ Mτ = δMτ Mτ Mτ = 1, GM1M1M1
M1M1M1

= 1,

GM1M1M1
Mτ Mτ Mτ

=
1√
φ
, GM1Mτ Mτ

M1Mτ Mτ
= GM1Mτ Mτ

Mτ Mτ Mτ
=

1

φ
, GMτ Mτ Mτ

Mτ Mτ Mτ
= − 1

φ2
.

Evidently, BimodFibo(A) is isomorphic to UFC Fibo by functor

FA : F → BimodF(A), 1 7→ M1, τ 7→ Mτ .

C.3 Categorical Data of Doubled Fibonacci UMTC

The doubled Fibonacci UMTC Z(Fibo) has four simple objects:

11̄, 1τ̄ , τ 1̄, τ τ̄ ,

whose corresponding half-braiding tensors are

z11̄;1
111 = z11̄;τ

11τ = 1;

zτ 1̄;τ
ττ1 = 1, zτ 1̄;1

τττ = −φ

2
− i

2

√√
5

φ
, zτ 1̄;τ

τττ = − 1

2φ
+
i

2

√√
5φ;

z1τ̄ ;τ
ττ1 = 1, zτ 1̄;1

τττ = −φ

2
+
i

2

√√
5

φ
, zτ 1̄;τ

τττ = − 1

2φ
− i

2

√√
5φ;

zτ τ̄ ;1
111 = 1, zτ τ̄ ;τ

11τ = − 1

φ2
, zτ τ̄ ;τ

ττ1 = 1, zτ τ̄ ;1
τττ = 1, zτ τ̄ ;τ

τττ =
1

φ2
,

zτ τ̄ ;τ
1ττ = zτ τ̄ ;τ

τ1τ = ±
4
√

5

φ
.

Note that each simple object in Z(Fibo) is formally written in the form aā′, where

a, a′ ∈ {1, τ}, the fusion categorical property of Z(Fibo) is

daā′ = dada′ , δaā′,bb̄′,cc̄′ = δabcδa′b′c′ , Gaā′,bb̄′,mm̄′

cc̄′,dd̄′,nn̄′ = Gabm
cdn Ḡ

a′b′m′

c′d′n′ .

The braiding properties of simple objects in UMTC Z(Fibo) is recorded in the modular

S and T matrices of Z(Fibo): eqS = , T = There is a unique nontrivial CSFA A in

UMTC Z(Fibo), such that

LA = {11̄, τ τ̄}, f11̄,11̄,11̄ = f11̄,τ τ̄ ,τ τ̄ = fτ τ̄ ,τ τ̄ ,τ τ̄ = 1.
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