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Many-body fermionic systems can be simulated in a hardware-efficient manner using a fermionic
quantum processor. Neutral atoms trapped in optical potentials can realize such processors, where
non-local fermionic statistics are guaranteed at the hardware level. Implementing quantum error
correction in this setup is however challenging, due to the atom-number superselection present in
atomic systems, that is, the impossibility of creating coherent superpositions of different particle
numbers. In this work, we overcome this constraint and present a blueprint for an error-corrected
fermionic quantum processor that can be implemented using current experimental capabilities. To
achieve this, we first consider an ancillary set of fermionic modes and design a fermionic reference,
which we then use to construct superpositions of different numbers of referenced fermions. This
allows us to build logical fermionic modes that can be error corrected using standard atomic op-
erations. Here, we focus on phase errors, which we expect to be a dominant source of errors in
neutral-atom quantum processors. We then construct logical fermionic gates, and show their im-
plementation for the logical particle-number conserving processes relevant for quantum simulation.
Finally, our protocol is illustrated with a minimal fermionic circuit, where it leads to a quadratic
suppression of the logical error rate.

Introduction.– Quantum computation [1, 2] promises
solutions to difficult problems across many disciplines of
natural science, ranging from high-energy to condensed
matter physics and quantum chemistry [3–6]. While con-
ventional quantum computers operate with qubits, many
of these problems are naturally formulated in terms of
fermionic particles. Encoding the fermionic statistics
with qubits, however, represents a major challenge, es-
pecially in the presence of long-range interactions [7–12].
To address this challenge, there has been a growing in-
terest in developing programmable fermionic quantum
processors, designed to naturally encode fermionic ex-
change statistics into their hardware architecture [13–
16]. Among the most promising approaches is the use of
fermionic neutral atoms trapped in optical lattices [17–
23], and, more recently, in programmable tweezer ar-
rays [24–28]. Here, the inherent indistinguishability of
the atoms provides a direct and efficient access to simu-
lating complex fermionic systems.

A key open question in the development of fermionic
quantum processors is their compatibility with quantum
error correction, a crucial ingredient to scaling quan-
tum processors in the presence of noise [29, 30]. In
conventional qubit codes, as realized in systems based
on trapped ions [31–35], superconducting circuits [36–
38] or Rydberg atom arrays [39–41], the strategy is to
encode logical quantum information into suitably en-
tangled states of several physical qubits. While there
is a straightforward formal extension of these ideas to
fermionic processors, i.e. by mapping qubit states to
mode occupations, physical implementations of this map-
ping are hindered by the fundamental atom number su-

perselection rule in atomic experiments - that is, the con-
servation of the total atom number. Circumventing these
limitations is an outstanding challenge and existing ideas
require advanced experimental capabilities [42–45], such
as coherent coupling to thermodynamically large reser-
voirs of molecular Bose-Einstein condensates [46–50].

In this paper, we present a novel proposal for over-
coming the atom number superselection rule in existing
neutral atom setups with finite atom numbers, and use
it to design a blueprint for an error-corrected fermionic
quantum processor. Our proposal liberates the physical
fermions from their particle number conservation con-
straint through a key innovation: the use of a fermionic
reference. This consists of an ancillary set of fermionic
modes that can interchange particles with the system
modes. We show that, with a careful design of this
exchange process, the quantum states of the ancillary
modes serve as a phase reference, allowing to create and
probe superpositions involving different numbers of ref-
erenced fermions. In this sense, the fermionic reference
plays a role analogous to a laser that acts as a phase ref-
erence for manipulations of optical coherence [51]. Our
construction thus opens up a wide range of quantum in-
formation applications to fermionic atomic systems, and
we apply it here to realize fermionic quantum error cor-
rection using neutral-atom arrays.

Fermionic neutral-atom arrays.– The envisioned setup
based on spinless fermionic neutral atoms in optical po-
tentials is outlined in Fig. 1. We use the ground state
orbitals of optical tweezers to host fermionic modes [24–
28] whose occupation with fermionic atoms defines the
computational state [13]. Additionally, we represent the
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fermionic reference with a separate set of modes. These
modes could be realized with a second array of tweezers,
or represented by the lowest-band Wannier orbitals at
different sites of an optical lattice [52]. We focus on the
latter option to leverage the stability of this lattice. In
this setup, we make use of the dynamical programmabil-
ity of the system tweezers to transport and manipulate
the atoms [53, 54], e.g., to implement tunneling opera-
tions by merging the tweezers [24–27, 55] or to implement
interactions via Rydberg excitations [56–61]. In addition,
system and reference are interfaced with tunneling opera-
tions between tweezers and lattice sites [62, 63], enabling
exchange of particles between system and reference. In
summary, these operations amount to the set of fermionic

gates G = {eiθninj , eiθ(f
†
i fj+H.c.), eiθni} where f†i (fi) de-

note the creation (annihilation) operators corresponding
to a mode i belonging either to a tweezer or lattice site,
and ni = f†i fi. Throughout this paper, we assume that
these operations can be efficiently implemented at the
hardware level [13]. Dominant errors arising in this setup
are assumed to be phase errors from local fluctuations of
the tweezer depth [Fig. 1(c)], while optical lattices are as-
sumed to be robust, with leading errors given by homo-
geneous common-mode fluctuations. Focusing on such
error models, we discuss how the use of a fermionic ref-
erence enables quantum error correction for neutral-atom
fermionic processors.

Referenced fermion construction.– To be specific, we
consider M local fermionic modes with fixed total phys-
ical fermion number N . We divide the M modes into
Ms system modes with annihilation operators si (i =
1, ..,Ms) and Mr reference modes with annihilation op-
erators ri (i = 1, ..,Mr) [64]. Our goal is to construct new
fermionic modes which are not constrained by a particle
number superselection rule [65]. To this end, we define
reference ladder operators, R and R†, via

R =

Mr∑
j=1

(1 − ηj+1) rj ηj−1, (1)

where ηi = r†i ri [66]. For each system fermion mode we
define a corresponding referenced fermion mode with cre-
ation and annihilation operators c†i = s†iR and ci = R†si,
respectively. These operators move a physical fermion
from the reference to the system (and vice versa), see
Fig. 1(b). Crucially, on the relevant Hilbert space H (as
defined below), they satisfy fermionic anti-commutation

relations {c†i , cj}P = P{c†i , cj} = δijP, which they in-
herit from the fermionic statistics of the physical atoms,
and where P denotes the projector onto H. To define H,
we start by defining the state |Ω⟩ ≡ r†N ..r

†
1 |vac⟩, where

|vac⟩ is the physical vacuum containing no atoms. We
identify |Ω⟩ as the vacuum of the referenced fermions,
since ci |Ω⟩ = 0. The Hilbert space H is then spanned
by the states that can be reached from |Ω⟩ by (multi-
ple) applications of referenced fermion creation opera-
tors. It is straightforward to show that, on this space, ci

Figure 1. Fermionic quantum processor. (a) Fermionic pro-
cessors based on neutral atoms in optical potentials realize
physical operations such as inter-atomic interactions, single-
atom phases, atom tunneling, and atom exchange [fswap].
(b) We construct a fermionic reference, which allows to define
referenced fermion operators c† and c, and to realize processes
that change their number without changing the physical atom
number. This is required to create superpositions of states
with different numbers of referenced fermions. (c) Quantum
error correction protects logical fermionic states against de-
phasing errors. Errors are identified using syndrome measure-
ments (involving the reference) and are corrected with local
operations.

and c†i satisfy fermionic anti-communtation relation (see
below/SM), giving H the structure of a fermionic Fock
space for N ≥Ms.

The salient aspect of this definition is that all states
in H have a particularly simple structure on the ref-
erence modes. To see this, note that the action of R
on |Ω⟩ simply removes the fermion from the mode with
the largest index that is occupied, such that Rn |Ω⟩ =

r†N−n..r
†
1 |vac⟩. Similarly, on these states R† adds a

fermion in the mode with smallest index that is unoc-
cupied. As a consequence, all states containing n ref-
erenced fermions in the system are associated with the
same configuration of the reference modes, which con-
tains a physical fermion in each reference mode with in-
dex i ≤ N − n, and no fermion in reference modes with
index i > N − n; see Fig. 1(b) [67]. Physically, this
is reminiscent of a Fermi sea, where the particle in the
mode with largest index is skimmed off by application
of R. The structure of reference states implies the com-
mutation relation P[R,R†]P = 0, which, in combination

with the fermionic property {si, s†j} = δij of the original
fermions, yields anti-commutation relations between ref-
erenced fermions. Importantly, while this construction
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of H allows only N + 1 distinct reference configurations,
the configuration of fermions in the system modes is not
restricted, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b).

An important feature of this construction is that
number-conserving operations of referenced fermions do
not involve the reference, and are thus equivalent to the
corresponding operations in terms of system fermions,
e.g., c†i cj = s†isj . This enables all number-conserving op-
erations in G at the level of referenced fermions, using the
identical operations for the physical fermions. In addi-
tion, the reference allows to implement processes chang-
ing the number of referenced fermions, giving a fully uni-
versal gate-set for referenced fermions. These latter pro-
cesses do not change the number of physical particles,
but require acting on the reference modes. We give an
explicit decomposition of such processes in terms of the
gates in G next.
Realization of system-reference tunneling.– The main

novel ingredient required for implementing our proposal
is a physical operation that changes the number of refer-
enced particles. Here we focus onDi(θ) ≡ exp[iθ(c†i+ci)],
which is analogous to a Pauli-X rotation in a qubit sys-
tem. With this operation it is possible to implement our
QEC scheme, but more general operations can also be
obtained analogously. The unitary Di(θ) amounts to a
generalized system-reference tunneling involving the ref-
erence operators R and R†, therefore involving a single
physical system mode as well as the entire reference. It
can be realized by a sequence of tunneling operations,
where a tweezer is coupled sequentially to each site of
the reference in conjunction with density-interactions be-
tween lattice modes, e.g. realized with Rydberg interac-
tions. As detailed in the Supplemental Material (SM)
and shown in Fig. 2(a), when acting on H the unitary
Di(θ) can be decomposed as

eiθ(R
†si+s†iR) =

Mr∏
k=1

ei
θ
2 (s

†
i rk+H.c.)eiπηkηk+1eiπηkηk−1

× e−i θ
2 (s

†
i rk+H.c.)eiπηkηk+1eiπηkηk−1 . (2)

Here, we have made explicit use of the structure of ref-
erence states. The gate acts on all reference modes se-
quentially and therefore the number of two-mode gates
is proportional to Mr.
Logical Fock space.– With the ability to create super-

positions of fermion number sectors, we can translate the
quantum error correction framework for qubits to our
setup. To illustrate this, we focus on the simplest code,
a repetition code, which is able to correct for local phase
errors. We start by discussing this for a single logical
fermionic mode. For this, we use three physical fermionic
modes in conjunction with the reference. Specifically, the
logical fermion annihilation operator is given by

C ≡ i[c1c2c3 + c1c
†
2c

†
3 + c†1c2c

†
3 + c†1c

†
2c3] , (3)

and C† is defined analogously. They act on the logical
vacuum |0⟩L ≡ 1

2 (1+ ic†1c
†
2− ic

†
2c

†
3 +c†1c

†
3) |Ω⟩ as C |0⟩L =

Figure 2. Fermionic operations for error correction. (a) The
fermionic reference enables operations that change the phys-
ical fermion number in the code. We show a decomposition
of system-reference tunneling using O(Mr) elementary gates.
(b) To measure error syndromes, we employ system-reference
tunneling and ancilla qubits. Measurement of the ancilla re-
veals the syndrome. The ancilla-controlled tunneling is de-
composed in terms of density interactions and tunneling, see
SM. Measuring both syndromes in each block allows to detect
and correct single phase errors. Dashed gates represent the
conjugate operation, circle/octagons/squares refer to tunnel-
ing and phases with θ = π

2
, π
4
, π.

0, and C† |0⟩L ≡ |1⟩L and fulfill anti-commutation rela-
tions {C†, C} = 1. The two logical fermionic states are
stabilized by the operators

S12 = i(c1 + c†1) (c2 + c†2) , (4a)

S23 = −i(c2 − c†2) (c3 − c†3) , (4b)

which commute with the logical fermion operators and
define the local code space.

This construction can be generalized to multiple logical
fermionic modes. For this, we partition the system modes
into ML = Ms/3 blocks of three system modes and label
the logical modes with a block index b = 1, ..,ML. Gen-
eralizing Eq. (3), we define logical operators Cb and C†

b ,
as well as the vacuum of ML logical modes |01, .., 0ML

⟩L∼∏
b[1+ic†b,1c

†
b,2−ic

†
b,2c

†
b,3+c†b,1c

†
b,3] |Ω⟩. From there, we de-

fine a logical Fock space HC spanned by the basis states

|n1, .., nML
⟩L =

(
C†

ML

)nML ..
(
C†

1

)n1 |01, .., 0ML
⟩L , (5)

with ni ∈ {0, 1}, which are all stabilized by the operators
Sb
12 and Sb

23 defined analogous to Eq. (4). These logi-
cal states can be generated by a sequence of operations
of the elementary gates or by using stabilizer measure-
ments. Thus, we have constructed a fermionic code with
fixed physical atom number with the help of a fermionic
reference common to all logical modes [68].

Logical operations that also do not change the num-
ber of logical fermions conserve the number of reference
fermions, and therefore can be implemented without op-
erating on the reference. Therefore, we restrict ourselves
to Hilbert space sectors HC

NL
with fixed logical particle

number NL in the following. This is the relevant case for
the quantum simulation of number-conserving interac-
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tions, as found in many physically relevant fermion mod-
els [3–6]. Furthermore, the fixed particle number sector
is especially suited for our reference construction since,
as we show below, this also enables correction of errors
in the reference.

Quantum error correction.– The above construction
forms an error-correcting code for the considered local
phase errors, which amounts to the error set E = {1, pi}
with the local parity operators pi = 1 − 2s†isi. It is
easily checked that the Knill-Laflamme error correction
condition [1, 69] is fulfilled for the set of errors E and

the logical states, i.e. that ⟨iL|E†
kEl |jL⟩ ∝ δij for any

two errors Ek, El ∈ E . Therefore, phase errors are de-
tectable and correctable. Specifically, pi flips a unique
combination of stabilizer eigenvalues, e.g. {p1, S12} =
{p2, S12} = 0, [p3, S12] = 0, such that the error pi can be
uniquely inferred from the syndrome measurements.

We next detail the procedure for a single round of error
correction as outlined in Fig. 2 with the help of an ancilla
qubit [70]. To realize one round of error correction, we
independently measure the two stabilizers of each block,
as shown in Fig. 2(c) for the example of S12. To achieve
this, we map the stabilizer eigenvalues onto the state
of the ancilla via the gate sequence Ha × CaD2(π

2 ) ×
S†
a × CaD1(π

2 ) × Ha, where Ha is the Hadamard gate,
Sa = |0⟩ ⟨0|a + i |1⟩ ⟨1|a, and

CaDi(θ) = |1⟩ ⟨1|a ⊗ eiθ (ci+c†i ) + |0⟩ ⟨0|a ⊗ 1 , (6)

followed by a projective measurement of the ancilla
qubit, indexed by the subscript a. A decomposition
of the ancilla-controlled tunneling 6 in terms of system-
reference tunneling and density interactions is shown in
Fig. 2(b), see also SM for details, and a similar decompo-
sition can be found to realize the second stabilizer S23.
The errors are subsequently corrected according to the
measurement outcomes using local phase gates on the
physical modes, as shown in Fig. 2(c). In our construc-
tion, a round of error correction can remove one phase
error in each of the ML blocks with a total gate depth
of O(ML) [71].

Reference errors.– We now discuss the possibility of
having errors also on the reference, where we distinguish
two cases motivated by the physical properties of optical
lattices. First, we consider global relative phases between
reference and system, described by a unitary operator
exp(iϵ

∑
j r

†
jrj), corresponding to global fluctuations of

the lattice depth. This can be trivially accounted for,
since it has the same effect as the previously considered
phase errors on the system modes: due to the physical
conservation of the atoms, this operators can be written
as exp(−iϵ

∑
j s

†
jsj) (up to an irrelevant global phase),

which for small ϵ ≪ 1 corresponds to the single-mode
errors pi = 1 − 2s†isi for all i.

Going beyond the global reference errors, we discuss
local errors in the reference next, ERj = 1 − 2r†jrj , for

which our construction in HC
NL

also fulfills the Knill-

Figure 3. Logical fermionic operations. (a) Transversal im-
plementation of the fswap gate, which encompasses the
fermionic statistics. (b) The fermionic T-gate exp(iπ

4
Ni) can

be realized with qubit T-gates on ancillas, see also Ref. [49].
(c) Similarly, two-mode density interaction exp(iπNiNj) and
π/4-tunneling gates can be implemented with ancilla qubits
using CZ and S gates. Ancillas are initialized in |0⟩.

Laflamme error correction condition, see SM. By mea-
suring the number of atoms NR =

∑
i r

†
i ri the reference

state collapses into an eigenstate of NR, and simultane-
ously removes the phase error, which acts only between
different reference number states. While this collapses
all superpositions between atom-number sectors on the
system modes, the logical quantum information is pre-
served, but the state needs to be re-encoded at the end
with O(ML) operations.

Logical gate operations.– For logical computations on
HC

NL
we aim to construct the gate set

BK′
L = {eiπ

4 Nb , eiπNbNb′ , ei
π
4 (C†

bCb′+H.c.)} , (7)

with logical (local) particle number Nb = C†
bCb. Cru-

cially, these logical operations can be implemented with-
out involving the fermion reference, and hence without
any additional overhead due to physical particle number
conservation, see SM.

In Fig. 3, we show explicit decompositions of logical
gates in terms of physical operations. Here, we allow the
system to interact with a stable ancilla, on which gates
can be performed with standard techniques [1]. The
appeal of using a fermionic architecture lies in the effi-
cient implementations of the fermionic exchange fswap,
which can be used to bring distant modes next to each
other, including all fermionic exchange phases along their
path [11]. A key advantage of our hardware is that
the fswap operations can be implemented transversally,
i.e. through the corresponding pair-wise operations on
the same physical fermion modes of two different blocks,
see Fig. 3(a). Here, this amounts to (classically) ex-
change all physical fermion modes of the two correspond-
ing blocks, a process which can be highly parallelized
using reconfigurable tweezer arrays [39].

Minimal error-corrected fermionic quantum circuit.–
To demonstrate fermionic quantum computation in con-
junction with error correction, we propose a minimal
experiment to test the fundamental fermionic statistics
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Figure 4. Error-corrected fermionic circuit. (a) We probe
the logical fermion exchange with error-corrected computa-
tion. (b) Controlled π/2-tunneling and ancilla measurements
in the y-basis reveal the fermionic statistics. (c) We simulate
the circuit with layers of random phase errors (with single
error probability p) and error correction. For small p, error
correction decreases the logical error from O(p) (uncorrected)
to O(p2). Data shows 99% (Clopper-Pearson) confidence in-
tervals for 105 realizations of the circuit.

on the logical level. We propose to initialize three log-
ical fermionic modes with total particle number NL= 2
and probe their fermionic statistics under particle ex-
change as illustrated in Fig. 4(a). The corresponding
quantum circuit is shown in Fig. 4(b), where the re-
quired operations include tunneling operations between
different logical fermionic modes. The tunneling oper-
ations are conditioned on the state of an ancilla such
that the relative phase exp(iΘ) between the two states

|ψ12⟩ = C†
2C

†
1 |0, 0, 0⟩L and |ψ21⟩ = C†

1C
†
2 |0, 0, 0⟩L can

be probed.

To showcase such an experiment, we decompose the
gates of the logical tunneling operations and simulate
the resulting dynamics interspersed with several layers
of phase errors and subsequent error correction as shown
in Fig. 4(b). For every physical mode, errors are sampled
such that in each error-layer exp(iπni) phases are applied
with a given probability p. Single phase errors (per block)
are corrected in the error-correcting layer while higher-
weight errors result in logical errors, which propagate to
the ancilla and corrupt the signal. Fig. 4(c) shows the
resulting exchange phase cos(iΘ) = −⟨Y ⟩a for various
error strengths p and averaged over 105 realizations of
the circuit. While the uncorrected result deviates from
the ideal result −1 with O(p), error correction reduces
this error to O(p2).

Conclusion & Outlook.– Our work sets the stage for
several directions of future investigations. While we
demonstrated correction of phase errors with a repetition
code, our reference construction allows us to straightfor-
wardly import the entire qubit error-correction frame-
work [1, 30] for hardware-fermions, enabling generaliza-
tion to more powerful codes correcting more types of er-
rors, including atom loss or leakage into other motional
states of the system fermions [72], eventually pointing
towards a fully fault-tolerant fermionic quantum proces-

sor.
The key concept of our proposal is a fermionic refer-

ence to create superposition states with different fermion
numbers. The crucial feature is the design of a set of ref-
erence states from which fermions can be extracted or
added in a push/pop stack construction. We envision
designing such a reference also for other experimental se-
tups, beyond the concrete physical implementation pro-
posed in this work. This includes alternative realizations
of Fermi seas of neutral atoms in optical potentials [73],
as well as platforms with other fermionic particles, e.g.
electrons in quantum dot arrays [74].

Our work opens up the possibility for quantitative
comparisons of error corrected fermionic- and conven-
tional qubit-based quantum processors for simulating
fermionic problems [7–12, 75]. In this context, our work
also motivates the development of novel quantum algo-
rithms (and codes), which optimally leverage the intrinsic
fermionic nature of the microscopic particles.

Note added: In the final stages of completing this
manuscript, we became aware of arXiv:2411.08955, which
proposes QEC for fermionic processors by coupling to
molecular BEC’s as reservoirs for fermion pairs. In con-
trast, in our work the fermionic reference is a finite com-
ponent of the processor that is interfaced algorithmically.
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and M. Zwierlein, PRX Quantum 2, 017003 (2021).

[5] A. J. Daley, I. Bloch, C. Kokail, S. Flannigan, N. Pear-
son, M. Troyer, and P. Zoller, Nature 607, 667 (2022).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.08955
mailto:hannes.pichler@uibk.ac.at
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.92.015003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PRXQuantum.2.017003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04940-6


6

[6] A. Di Meglio, K. Jansen, I. Tavernelli, C. Alexandrou,
S. Arunachalam, C. W. Bauer, K. Borras, S. Carrazza,
A. Crippa, V. Croft, R. de Putter, A. Delgado, V. Dun-
jko, D. J. Egger, E. Fernández-Combarro, E. Fuchs,
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL TO
“ERROR-CORRECTED FERMIONIC QUANTUM PROCESSORS WITH NEUTRAL ATOMS”

In this supplemental material, we provide detailed calculations and explanations for the reference and code
constructions described in the main text.

Details on the fermionic reference

Hilbert space

We start by recalling the definition of the Hilbert space
H. It is spanned by the states |Ω⟩ ≡ r†Nr

†
N−1..r

†
1 |vac⟩ and

all states that can be generated from it by application of
the creation operator of referenced fermions c†i = s†iR.
We note that for this definition we require N ≤ Mr.
Moreover, if the number of system modes Ms ≤ N , then
H has the structure of a full fermionic Fock space over
Ms modes.

Note, that for a given Ms the minimal number of phys-
ical particles N and reference modes Mr required to ob-
tain the full fermionic Fock space is N = Mr = Ms. By
generalizing the above construction one can also get sub-
spaces of the fermionic Fock spaces with both lower and
upper caps on the total number of referenced fermions.
Specifically, if N > Mr one can have a Fock space with a
minimum number N −Mr of referenced fermions, while
for N < Ms the maximum number is N .

As discussed in the main text, all states on H have a
simple structure on the reference. Specifically, the ref-
erence can be only in one of N + 1 different reference
states

|N − n⟩R ≡ Rn |Ω⟩ = r†N−n . . . r
†
1 |vac⟩ , (8)

with n = 0, 1, . . . N . Specifically, they read

|N⟩R = |Ω⟩ = r†Nr
†
N−1r

†
N−2 . . . r

†
1 |vac⟩

|N − 1⟩R = R |Ω⟩ = r†N−1r
†
N−2 . . . r

†
1 |vac⟩

|N − 2⟩R = R2 |Ω⟩ = r†N−2 . . . r
†
1 |vac⟩

...

|0⟩R = RN |Ω⟩ = |vac⟩ . (9)

Importantly, for all states in H with n referenced
fermions, the reference is in the state |n⟩R. That is, all

eigenstates of
∑

i c
†
i ci with eigenvalue n take the form

of |N − n⟩R on the reference modes. Note, for N > Ms

only the first Ms +1 reference states, i.e., the states |n⟩R
with n = N,N − 1, . . . , N −Ms, are relevant.

We note that this construction of the reference and
the associated Hilbert space of referenced fermions is
not unique. For a more general construction note
that any set of Ms + 1 reference states |n⟩R that con-
tain n = N,N − 1, . . . , N − Ms physical fermions, i.e.∑

i r
†
i ri |n⟩R = n |n⟩R, could be used to serve as a refer-

ence. The ladder operator R simply needs to be defined
to act as R |n⟩R = |n− 1⟩R. This could be relevant for

other physical realizations of a fermionic reference. For
the discussion below we use the definition of R given in
the main text, but analogous derivations can be carried
out with such generalized references.

Commutation relations and properties of the reference
operators

In this section, we derive the commutation relations
for referenced fermion operators. For this we start out by
discussing properties of the reference operator R. This
will also be useful in the next sections, where we de-
tail the decomposition of the system-reference operations
into elementary two-mode unitary gates. For simplicity
in the derivations below we assume Mr > N > Ms.

We first start by writing the reference operator R as a
sum of local operators Rj as

R =

Mr∑
j=1

Rj , (10)

with

Rj = (1 − ηj+1)rjηj−1 , (11a)

R†
j = (1 − ηj+1)r†jηj−1 . (11b)

here, the boundary terms are defined with η0 = 1 and
ηMr+1 = 0. The operators Rj trivially satisfy

R†
jRj = (1 − ηj+1)ηjηj−1 , (12a)

RjR
†
j = (1 − ηj+1)(1 − ηj)ηj−1 , (12b)

RjRj+1 = (1 − ηj+2)rjrj+1ηj−1 . (12c)

These last identities follow directly from the structure of
the reference states. In addition, on the Hilbert space H
we also have the relations

R†
j ̸=iRiP = PR†

j ̸=iRi = 0 . (13a)

They can be easily checked by noting that in H the refer-
ence has to be in one of the N + 1 reference states given
in eq. (9). Using these identities, we can determine the
commutation relations between R and R† on H, as well
as between Ri and R†

j , which we use further below to
find a decomposition of the system-reservoir operations
on H.

Using the relations (12a), (12b), and (13a), we obtain
the following expression for the composition of reference
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operators

R†RP =
∑
i

R†
iRiP =

∑
i

(1 − ηi+1)ηiηi−1P

=
∑
i

(1 − ηi+1)ηiP , (14a)

RR†P =
∑
i

RiR
†
iP =

∑
i

(1 − ηi+1)(1 − ηi)ηi−1P

=
∑
i

(1 − ηi)ηi−1P , (14b)

as well as analogous equations for PR†R and PRR†. The
last equality holds because the structure of H implies
that if a reference mode i is occupied, i.e. ηi = 1, then
also every other reference mode j with j < i is occupied
as well. Similarly, if the referenced mode i is unoccupied,
ηi = 0, then every other reference mode j > i is unoc-
cupied too, i.e. ηj>i = 0. Furthermore, we obtain that

∑
i

(1 − ηi+1)ηiP = P , (15a)∑
i

(1 − ηi)ηi−1P = P , (15b)

which can be verified explicitly as for any reference state
Rn |Ω⟩ exactly one of the projectors (1− ηi+1)ηi is equal
to one, while all others are equal to zero. Therefore,
using Eq. (15), one finds from Eq. (14)

R†RP = PR†R = P (16)

RR†P = PRR† = P . (17)

As a consequence, we obtain the commutation relation

[R†, R]P = P[R†, R] = 0 . (18)

In contrast the commutation relations of R with the sys-
tem operators are fermionic

{R, si} = 0 . (19)

This follows from Eqs. (10), (11) and the anti-
commutation relation {rj , si} = 0 for all i, j. The anti-
commutation of the referenced fermions follows as

{c†i , cj}P = s†iRR
†sjP−R†sjs

†
iRP

= s†isjRR
†P− sjs

†
iR

†RP

= s†isjP− sjs
†
iP

= {s†i , sj}P
= δijP . (20)

Here we used the relations (19) and (16). Similarly, we

also obtain P{c†i , cj} = δijP.

Decomposition of operations that coherently create referenced
fermions

In this subsection we discuss the decomposition of the

operator eiθ(c
†
i+ci) in terms of physical operations. To

prepare for this we first note that for any mode i

[Rks
†
i + H.c., Rls

†
i + H.c.]P

= (Rks
†
isiR

†
l + siR

†
kRls

†
i − (Rls

†
isiR

†
k + siR

†
lRks

†
i ))P

= (s†isiRkR
†
l + sis

†
iR

†
kRl − (s†isiRlR

†
k + sis

†
iR

†
lRk))P

= 0 , (21)

which follows from the fermionic commutation relations
of the physical modes, as well as the properties of the
operators Ri discussed in the previous section. For k = l
this expression vanishes trivially as each term gets can-
celled by its counterpart. For k ̸= l, each term vanishes
individually due to property (13a). Hence, we can de-
compose

eiθ(c
†
i+ci)P = eiθ(R

†si+s†iR)P =

Mr∏
k=1

eiθ(R
†
ksi+s†iRk)P .

(22)

In the following, we aim to further decompose eiθ(c
†
i+ci)

into physical two-mode gates. To this end, we first note
the following relations for tunneling operations between
system modes si and reference modes rj (see also [13]).
First, consider

eiπηjηk(r†jsi + H.c.)eiπηjηk = r†j(1 − 2ηk)si + H.c. (23)

Therefore, a composition of tunneling and density inter-
actions yields

eiθ(r
†
jsi+H.c.)eiπηjηkeiθ(r

†
jsi+H.c.)eiπηjηk

= ei(2θ)(1−ηk)(r
†
jsi+H.c.) , (24)

and similarly

eiθ(r
†
jsi+H.c.)eiπηjηke−iθ(r†jsi+H.c.)eiπηjηk

= ei(2θ)ηk(r
†
jsi+H.c.) . (25)

To obtain the desired interaction, consider next (with
k ̸= j and l ̸= j)

eiπηj(ηk+ηl)eiθ(r
†
jsi+H.c.)eiπηj(ηk+ηl)

= eiθ(1−2ηk)(1−2ηl)(r
†
jsi+H.c.) . (26)

That is, the tunneling operation obtains an additional
phase if ηk and ηl are different, and it does not obtain a
phase if ηk and ηl are equal. In the space H, we use this
to decompose the system-reference tunneling as

eiθ(R
†si+s†iR) =

∏
k

ei
θ
2 (s

†
i rk+H.c.)eiπηk(ηk+1+ηk−1)

× e−i θ
2 (s

†
i rk+H.c.)eiπηk(ηk+1+ηk−1) , (27)
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which is the expression given in the main text.

We note that, in principle, the system-reference tun-
neling can be decomposed in different ways, e.g., such
that the required physical interactions involving the lat-
tice are limited to physical tunneling of the atoms into
and out of tweezers.

System error correction

Repetition code

Here, we show that the repetition code given in the
main text forms an error-correcting code, by checking
the Knill-Laflamme error correcting condition explicitly
for the case with a single logical fermionic mode. It is
given by

⟨i|LE
†
nEm |j⟩L = δijCnm (28)

where C is a hermitian matrix independent of the code
words iL, jL. Recall that,

|0⟩L =
1

2
(1 + ic†1c

†
2 − ic†2c

†
3 + c†1c

†
3) |Ω⟩ , (29a)

|1⟩L =
1

2
(ic†1c

†
2c

†
3 − c†1 + ic†2 − c†3) |Ω⟩ . (29b)

The local particle number in each state is

⟨0|L ni |0⟩L = ⟨1|L ni |1⟩L =
1

2
, (30)

where we used that s†isi = c†i ci. Also, the observable is
diagonal in the logical states, i.e.

⟨1|L ni |0⟩L = 0 . (31)

The densities are linearly related with the errors, i.e.
Ei = 1 − 2s†isi, and it is easily checked that the error
correction condition is fulfilled, such that the dephasing
error channel with Kraus operators K0 =

√
1 − 3p 1 and

Ki =
√
p(1− 2ni) is correctable. A second version of the

Knill-Laflamme condition, which we use for the explicit
calculations for the Steane code below, is given by [1]

PE†
αEβP = CαβP , (32)

where the projector P onto the code space HC is given
by

P =
1 + S12

2

1 + S23

2
. (33)

The condition is straightforwardly fulfilled since phase
errors anti-commute with at least one of the stabilizers.

The corresponding multi-mode version of the condi-
tions can be checked analogously.

Steane code to correct for particle loss

In this section, we extend the discussion of the main
text to more general error correcting codes. In particu-
lar we give a code that can correct for atom loss. Here
we discuss this on the example of a single logical mode
encoded in a fermionic version of the Steane code.

Code.– We employ a construction based on the well-
known Steane code. That is, we consider seven refer-
enced fermionic modes with corresponding annihilation
operators c1, ..., c7 and the following stabilizers

SZ
4567 =(1 − 2c†4c4)(1 − 2c†5c5)(1 − 2c†6c6)(1 − 2c†7c7)

SZ
2367 =(1 − 2c†2c2)(1 − 2c†3c3)(1 − 2c†6c6)(1 − 2c†7c7)

SZ
1357 =(1 − 2c†1c1)(1 − 2c†3c3)(1 − 2c†5c5)(1 − 2c†7c7)

SX
4567 =i(c4 + c†4)i(c5 + c†5)i(c6 + c†6)i(c7 + c†7)

SX
2367 =i(c2 + c†2)i(c3 + c†3)i(c6 + c†6)i(c7 + c†7)

SX
1357 =i(c1 + c†1)i(c3 + c†3)i(c5 + c†5)i(c7 + c†7) . (34a)

The projector P onto the code space HC is given by

P =
1 + SX

4567

2

1 + SX
2367

2

1 + SX
1357

2

× 1 + SZ
4567

2

1 + SZ
2367

2

1 + SZ
1357

2
. (34b)

Loss channel Correction of phase errors pi for the
modes i = 1, .., 7 works analagous to the example of a
repetition code discussed above. Here, we consider in-
stead an error channel for fermion loss in the system
modes. That is, we define a loss channel with Kraus op-
erators K0 =

√
1 − 7p 1, Ki =

√
p si, Ki+7 =

√
p(1−ni),

fulfilling
∑

αK
†
αKα = 1, as

ρ 7→
14∑

α=0

KαρK
†
α . (35)

Knill-Laflamme condition We now demonstrate the
fulfillment of the Knill-Laflamme conditions under the
above error channel. This means, we demonstrate the
conditions PK†

αKβP ∝ P .
Consider first the example α = β = i. Without loss of

generality, we show the error channel for the mode i = 1.
First, consider

1 + SX
1357

2
K†

1K1
1 + SX

1357

2

= p
1 + SX

1357

2

1 − p1
2

1 + SX
1357

2

= p
1 + SX

1357

4
− p1

2
p

1 − SX
1357

2

1 + SX
1357

2

= p
1 + SX

1357

4
, (36)

where pi = 1 − 2ni is the local physical parity operator
which anti-commutes with the stabilizer. More generally,
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from this follows,

PK†
iKiP =

p

2
P , (37)

which is in line with the error correction condition. Con-
sider next the case with α = i and β = j ̸= i. For any
combination there is a stabilizer SZ involving mode i but
not mode j. For this stabilizer, we get

1 + SZ

2
K†

iKj
1 + SZ

2
=

1 + SZ

2

1 − SZ

2
K†

iKj , (38)

→ PK†
iKjP = 0 ∝ P , (39)

in agreement with the condition.
Similarly, the condition is fulfilled for the case α = 0,

and β = j, and without loss of generality we choose j = 1.
We get

1 + SZ
1357

2
K†

0K1
1 + SZ

1357

2

=
√

1 − p
√
p

1 + SZ
1357

2
s1

1 + SZ
1357

2

=
√

1 − p
√
p

1 + SZ
1357

2

1 − SZ
1357

2
s1

= 0 , (40)

and hence, more generally,

PK†
0KiP = 0 ∝ P . (41)

The correctability of the Kraus operations Ki+7 fol-
lows from the correctability of phase errors, since Ki+7 =√
p [ 12pi + 1

2 ]. For instance, consider α = i and β = j+ 7,
such that

K†
iKj+7 =

√
p

2
K†

i +

√
p

2
K†

i pj . (42)

From our previous considerations follows directly

PK†
iKj+7P =

√
p

2
PK†

i pjP

=

√
p

2
Ps†ipjP . (43)

There is at least one stabilizer SZ which is flipped by s†i
but which commutes with pj , i.e.

1 + SZ

2
s†ipj

1 + SZ

2
=

1 + SZ

2

1 − SZ

2
s†ipj = 0. (44)

Therefore, the error-correction condition is fulfilled

PK†
iKj+7P = 0 ∝ P . (45)

The error correction conditions can be shown to be ful-
filled for all combinations of single-mode errors acting on
any of the physical modes of a block. For the losses, sta-
bilizer measurements uniquely identify the lost fermion
and subsequently it can be replaced from the reference.
Again, the corresponding multi-mode condition follows
analogously.

Subspace with fixed number of logical fermions:
reference error correction and number conserving

logical gates

In the main text, we discuss the advantages of restrict-
ing the logical Hilbert space to the subspace that con-
tains NL logical fermions in the logical modes, i.e., the
subspace denoted by HC

NL
. Here, we detail the follow-

ing two advantages explicitly. First, logical operations
in HC

NL
can be obtained from operations on the sys-

tem modes only. Second, measurements on the reference
states do not reveal the logical states, which implies that
error on the reference modes can be corrected. In addi-
tion we discuss physical implementation of logical gates,
both transversal and not transversal.

We first illustrate this on a simple example of two log-
ical modes, and then discuss the general case.

Simple two-mode example

We consider our simple fermionic repetition code on
two logical modes with a single logical fermion. The log-
ical states are

|1, 0⟩L = |111⟩ |000⟩ |2⟩R
+

(
|001⟩ + |010⟩ + |100⟩

)(
|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩

)
|2⟩R

+ |111⟩
(
|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩

)
|0⟩R

+
(
|001⟩ + |010⟩ + |100⟩

)
|000⟩ |4⟩R , (46a)

|0, 1⟩L = |000⟩ |111⟩ |2⟩R
+

(
|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩

)(
|001⟩ + |010⟩ + |100⟩

)
|2⟩R

+
(
|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩

)
|111⟩ |0⟩R

+ |000⟩
(
|001⟩ + |010⟩ + |100⟩

)
|4⟩R (46b)

Local reference phase errors.– Consider an error that
corresponds to a measurement of the number of atoms in
the reference modes,

∑
i r

†
i ri. This collapses the logical

state for instance into the states

|1, 0⟩L → |111⟩ (|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩) |0⟩R , (47a)

|0, 1⟩L → (|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩) |111⟩ |0⟩R . (47b)

That is, an initial superposition of logical basis states

|Ψ⟩ = α |1, 0⟩L + β |0, 1⟩L , (48)

collapses into, e.g.

|Ψ⟩ →[α |111⟩ (|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩)
+ β(|110⟩ + |101⟩ + |011⟩) |111⟩] |0R⟩ . (49)

This shows that the logical quantum information is pre-
served. This holds analogously for all measurement out-
comes. Re-encoding the state with stabilizer measure-
ments gives back the original logical quantum state.
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Hence, this code fulfills the error correction conditions
for local phase errors on the reference modes, which can
be removed by measuring the total atom number in the
reference, such that the phase error is promoted to a
global phase.

Number-conserving logical gates.– Furthermore, this
example also illustrates, that operations that conserve
the number of logical fermions, can be implemented with-
out operating on the reference modes. For instance, we
consider here the example of a logical fswap, which maps
the two logical states (47a) onto each other. This can be
achieved by physically swapping all system modes of the
first block with their counterpart in the second block.
This operation therefore does not involve operating on
the reference. The more general case is then discussed
below.

Number-conserving logical gates

Logical gates without reference operations.– As we il-
lustrated for a simple two-mode example above, any log-
ical operation in HC

NL
can be done without operating on

the reference. This is also true in the general multi-mode
case. For all gates acting with density operators on a
logical mode, this follows from the fact that their logical
annihilation and creation operators appear in pairs, i.e.

C†
bCb = [c1c2c

†
3 + c1c

†
2c3 + c†1c2c3 + c†1c

†
2c

†
3]b

[c3c2c1 + c†3c
†
2c1 + c†3c2c

†
1 + c3c

†
2c

†
1]b

= (1 − nb,1)(1 − nb,2)nb,3 + (1 − nb,1)nb,2(1 − nb,3)

+ nb,1(1 − nb,2)(1 − nb,3) + nb,1nb,2nb,3

= 4nb,1nb,2nb,3 + nb,1 + nb,2 + nb,3

− 2nb,1nb,3 − 2nb,2nb,3 − 2nb,2nb,1 . (50)

With nb,i = c†b,icb,i = s†b,isb,i we see that this operator
only involves system modes. Furthermore, the logical
tunneling gate can be written as

eiθ(C
†
bCb′+h.c.) =


cos(θ) + i sin(θ)[fswap]L,bb′

ifNb +Nb′ = 1

1 else .

(51)

Here Nb = C†
bCb. As shown below, [fswap]L does not

involve R, such that we can realize the logical tunneling
gate without using the reference.

Implementation of logical gates

In this subsection we discuss the implementations of
the logical operations in terms of physical operations. We
discuss transversal gates as well as non-transversal gates
which we implement with additional qubit ancillas.

Transversal logical gates.– We demonstrate the
fswap gate to be transversal. Consider its action on
two physical fermionic modes

|00⟩ fswap−→ |00⟩ (52a)

|01⟩ fswap−→ |10⟩ (52b)

|10⟩ fswap−→ |01⟩ (52c)

|11⟩ fswap−→ − |11⟩ . (52d)

Its action can also be described as

(fswap)ij ci (fswap)ij = cj , (53)

and analogously for c†i as well as the mode j. Defining
fermionic exchange across code blocks b and b′, we get

(fswap)bb′,i cb,i (fswap)bb′,i = cb′,i , (54)

and subsequently

[
∏
i

(fswap)bb′,i] cb,0cb,1cb,2 [
∏
i

(fswap)bb′,i]

= cb′,0cb′,1cb′,2 . (55)

The same reasoning applies to any combination of
fermion modes within block b; they simultaneously get
exchanged with the corresponding modes of block b′.
Hence, the same holds true for logical operators, i.e.

[
∏
i

(fswap)bb′,i]Cb [
∏
i

(fswap)bb′,i] = Cb′ , (56)

and therefore, the logical exchange is transversal

fswapL,bb′ =
∏
i

(fswap)bb′,i . (57)

The fswap of the physical modes (fswap)bb′,i are physi-
cally implementable with a classical exchange of the cor-
responding tweezers, they do not involve operations on
the reference modes. Therefore the logical fswap does
not involve operations on the reference modes.

Consider similarly the tunneling with angle π/2. It
relates to fswap as follows

ei
π
2 (s†i sj+H.c.) = (fswap)ijSiSj , (58)

where Si = exp(iπ2 s
†
isi) is the fermionic version of the

S-gate. Since S-gates are not transversal in repetition
codes, neither are π/2-tunneling gates. However, S can
be made transversal, e.g. in fermion codes based on 2D
color codes, which renders the tunneling transversal too.

Non-transversal logical gates.– To implement non-
transversal logical gates we employ stable ancilla qubits,
that is, we assume that the required operations can be
performed perfectly on the ancilla qubits. The following
operations entangle the qubit with the fermionic system
such that the gate gets transferred to the logical fermions.
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Specifically, consider the first circuit shown in Fig. 3(b).
Using a qubit language and considering a single logical
fermionic mode here, i.e. ZL = exp(iπC†C), the first
element is Ha(CaZL)Ha, which results in

|ψL⟩ |0⟩a
Ha−→ |ψL⟩

|0⟩a + |1⟩a√
2

CaZL−→
|ψL⟩ |0⟩a + ZL |ψL⟩ |1⟩a√

2

Ha−→ 1 + ZL

2
|ψL⟩ |0⟩a +

1 − ZL

2
|ψL⟩ |1⟩a ,

(59)

i.e. the gates entangle the qubit state with the logical-
ZL state of the block. Hence, operations which are per-
formed on the qubit now, simultaneously operate on the
logical state of the logical fermionic mode. The second
application of Ha(CaZL)Ha undoes the entanglement of
system and ancilla and the qubit gate is transferred onto
the logical block. Specifically,

T

[
1 + ZL

2
|ψL⟩ |0⟩a +

1 − ZL

2
|ψL⟩ |1⟩a

]
=

1 + ZL

2
|ψL⟩ |0⟩a +

1 − ZL

2
|ψL⟩ ei

π
4 |1⟩a

Ha−→ 1√
2

[
1 + ZL

2
+

1 − ZL

2
ei

π
4

]
|ψL⟩ |0⟩a

+
1√
2

[
1 + ZL

2
− 1 − ZL

2
ei

π
4

]
|ψL⟩ |1⟩a

CaZL−→ 1√
2

[
1 + ZL

2
+

1 − ZL

2
ei

π
4

]
|ψL⟩ |0⟩a

+
1√
2

[
1 + ZL

2
+

1 − ZL

2
ei

π
4

]
|ψL⟩ |1⟩a

=

[
ei

π
4 + 1

2
+

1 − ei
π
4

2
ZL

]
|ψL⟩

|0⟩a + |1⟩a√
2

Ha−→ TL |ψL⟩ |0⟩a , (60)

where TL = exp(iπ4C
†C) is the logical fermionic version

of the T-gate on a single logical mode b. The same rea-
soning can be applied to the remaining circuits shown
in Fig. 3.

Reference error correction

As stated in the main text, and illustrated on the ex-
ample of two logical modes above, local phase errors on
the reference modes can also be corrected if we consider
ML logical modes with fixed logical fermion number. It
follows from the discussion above that any logical ba-
sis state with a fixed logical fermion number NL can be
obtained from any logical initial state |ψi⟩ in HC

NL
by

applications of unitaries Us which involve system modes
sb,i only. Suppose, we choose |ψi⟩ = |0, .., 0, 1, .., 1⟩L,
with NL logical fermions, and U j

s is a product of fswap
gates which bring us to any logical basis state, i.e.

|j⟩L = U j
s |ψi⟩. Here, j = j1, . . . , jML

labels the logical
fermion configuration. Notably, all basis states are or-
thonormal, i.e. ⟨j|i⟩L = δji as two different Fock states
|i⟩L ̸= |j⟩J have orthogonal occupations of the physical
modes si.

We consider single local phase errors ERa = 1 − 2r†ara
in the reference, which commute with the logical parity
operator Pb = 1 − 2C†

bCb for all blocks b. Hence, the
basis remains orthogonal under application of the error
term

⟨j|LE
†
RaERb |i⟩L = δij ⟨j|LE

†
RaERb |j⟩L . (61)

This can be seen explicitly as follows. Suppose |i⟩L and
|j⟩L with i ̸= j differ in the parity of the b-th block, e.g.
Pb |i⟩L = |i⟩L and Pb |j⟩L = − |j⟩L. Then, we get

⟨j|LE
†
RaERb |i⟩L = ⟨i|L PbE

†
RaERb |j⟩L

= ⟨j|LE
†
RaERbPb |j⟩L

= −⟨j|LE
†
RaERb |j⟩L

= 0 , (62)

for i ̸= j. Then, since U j
s involves system modes only,

they commute with the reference errors,

[U j
s, ERa] = 0 . (63)

Therefore, we obtain

⟨j|LE
†
RaERb |i⟩L = δij ⟨ψi| (U j

s)†E†
RaERbU

j
s |ψi⟩

= δij ⟨ψi|E†
RaERb |ψi⟩

= δijCab, (64)

which is the Knill-Laflamme error correction condition.

Measuring the fermionic exchange phase

In this section, we show the analytical calculation
of the circuit in Fig. 4 directly on the level of logical
fermions without any errors. The circuit performs the
following operations: first the ancilla is rotated as

|1, 1, 0⟩L |0⟩a → |1, 1, 0⟩L
|0⟩a + |1⟩a√

2
(65)

After that, the operations are controlled on |1⟩a, i.e.

|1, 1, 0⟩L |1⟩a → −i |0, 1, 1⟩L |1⟩a
→ −i2 |1, 0, 1⟩L |1⟩a
→ −i3 |1, 1, 0⟩L |1⟩a . (66)

Thus the final state is given by

|1, 1, 0⟩L
|0⟩a − i3 |1⟩a√

2
= |1, 1, 0⟩L |y⟩a , (67)

Measuring the ancilla in the y-basis, yields +1, while
a corresponding bosonic particle would yield −1. In
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general, for any exchange phase Θ, one gets |ψ⟩ ∝
|0⟩ − i exp(iΘ) |1⟩, and hence

⟨Y ⟩a = − cos(Θ) . (68)

Measurement of the ancilla therefore reveals the particle
exchange statistics. A phase error on one of the modes
during the circuit may change the ancilla state and there-
fore corrupt the signal.
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