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We propose a universal set of single- and two-qubit quantum gates acting on a hybrid qubit formed
by coupling a quantum dot spin qubit to a Z2m parafermion qubit with arbitrary integer m. The
special case m = 1 reproduces the results previously derived for Majorana qubits. Our formalism
utilizes Fock parafermions, facilitating a transparent treatment of hybrid parafermion-spin systems.
Furthermore, we highlight the previously overlooked importance of particle-hole symmetry in these
systems. We give concrete examples how the hybrid qubit system could be realized experimentally
for Z4 and Z6 parafermions. In addition, we discuss a simple readout scheme for the fractional
parafermion charge via the measurement of the spin qubit resonant frequency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Parafermions (PFs), considered to be a generalization
of Majorana fermions [1, 2], emerged initially in theo-
retical models of Zd-symmetric spin chains [3] and field
theories [4]. These quasiparticles have since been recog-
nized for their significant potential in topological quan-
tum computation [5–7]. Specifically, N pairs of Zd PFs
can create a ground state manifold with dN -fold degen-
eracy, allowing for topologically protected state manip-
ulations through PF braiding. The case of d = 2 rep-
resents Majorana fermions, while PFs with d ≥ 3 offer
more complex braiding statistics, enabling a larger set of
topologically protected gates.

Over the last decade, there has been a large number
of proposals aiming at realizing PFs in various strongly-
correlated condensed matter systems based on, e.g., frac-
tional quantum Hall states (FQHS) [8–15], topological
insulators [16–19], or semiconductor/superconductor hy-
brid nanowires [20–25]. It was also recently demon-
strated that Z4 parafermion edge states can be realized
in a simpler setup that only requires a semiconductor
nanowire (NW) with spin-orbit and electron-electron in-
teractions as well as weak external magnetic fields [26].
This scheme does not require any complex ingredients
such as superconductivity or exotic FQHS, which makes
it particularly promising for the experimental realization
of PFs.

However, the set of gates that is obtained by braiding
Zd PFs is not universal but contains at most the Clifford
group [27]. As such, additional methods to manipulate
quantum information encoded in a set of PFs are needed
to achieve universality. For Majorana fermions, several
proposals on how to achieve a universal set of quantum
gates have been made [28–35]. One such method is to
couple two NWs with Majorana edge states to a singly
occupied quantum dot, thus forming a hybrid Majorana-
spin qubit [32].

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work.

In this work, we extend this proposal to arbitrary Z2m

PFs. Our approach leverages Fock parafermions that al-
low for transparent treatment of hybrid PF-spin systems.
Notably, Z2m Fock parafermions facilitate the separation
of integer and fractional charges, significantly simplify-
ing the description of various physical processes. Addi-
tionally, we highlight the previously overlooked impor-
tance of particle-hole (PH) symmetry in these systems,
demonstrating the constraints it imposes. Deriving an
effective model, we show that a hybrid PF-spin qubit en-
ables universal quantum computation, with the special
case of m = 1 reproducing the results for Majoranas de-
rived in Ref. [32]. We furthermore demonstrate that this
setup can be used to read out the parafermion fractional
charge by measuring the spin qubit resonant frequency
given by the Zeeman splitting.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. First, in
Sec. II, we briefly review Z2m parafermions and some of
their properties, e.g. the relation between parafermions,
Fock parafermions, and impenetrable anyons via nonlin-
ear basis transformations. In Sec. III, we consider Z2m

parafermion edge states and demonstrate that the under-
lying PH symmetry imposes significant constraints on the
permissible terms in the low-energy Hamiltonian, which
describes the hybridization of these edge states in a fi-
nite system. Additionally, we discuss the generalization
of PH symmetry to arbitrary systems that incorporate
Z2m PFs. In Sec. IV, we describe a model setup that
consists of a single-level quantum dot tunnel-coupled to
a pair of NWs, each hosting two Z2m PF edge states. In
Sec. V, we derive an effective exchange Hamiltonian that
acts on the quantum dot spin qubit and the parafermion
qubit. In Section VI, we discuss two concrete physi-
cal systems in which our proposal can be realized: (i)
a quantum dot coupled to semiconductor nanowires with
spin-orbit and electron-electron interactions that host Z4

parafermion edge states, and (ii) a quantum dot coupled
to a FQHS in the ν = 1/3 Laughlin state and supercon-
ducting nanowires hosting Z6 parafermion edge states.
Then, in Sec. VIIA, we describe the readout scheme for
the fractional parafermion charges. In Sec. VIIB we dis-
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cuss the universal set of quantum gates that can be im-
plemented using the hybrid setup formed by coupling a
quantum dot spin qubit and a Z2m parafermion qubit.
Finally, in Sec. VIII we discuss our results and conclude.

II. Z2m (FOCK) PARAFERMIONS

In this section we provide a brief overview of Z2m

parafermions, Fock parafermions, and some of their prop-
erties that we will need later. For a more detailed discus-
sion of Fock parafermions we refer, e.g., to Refs. [36, 37].
We then demonstrate a simple relation between the
parafermions and impenetrable (hard-core) anyons [38].

A. Parafermion and Fock parafermion operators

First, we discuss the usual parafermions. A set of or-
dered PF operators {α̂j} satisfy

α̂2m
j = 1, α̂†

j = α̂2m−1
j , (1)

and the generalized Clifford algebra commutation rela-
tions

α̂†
jα̂k = e

iπ
m sgn(j−k)α̂kα̂

†
j , (2)

α̂jα̂k = e−
iπ
m sgn(j−k)α̂kα̂j , (3)

where sgn(x) is the sign function and sgn(0) = 0. For
later convenience we relabel the PF operators as

α̂j,1 ≡ α̂2j−1, α̂j,2 ≡ α̂2j . (4)

Clearly, for m = 1, the PF operators α̂j,a reduce to ordi-
nary Majorana fermion operators.
Just like a pair of Majorana fermions can be related to

a complex spinless fermion by a (linear) transformation,
one can similarly relate a pair of Z2m parafermions to
a single particle, the so-called Fock parafermion (FPF).
However, in the latter case the corresponding transfor-
mation is nonlinear and it reads

α̂j,1 = F̂j + (F̂†
j )

2m−1, α̂j,2 = −α̂j,1 e
iπ
m (N̂j− 1

2 ), (5)

where F̂j (F̂†
j ) is the FPF annihilation (creation) opera-

tor and

N̂j =

2m−1∑
l=1

(F̂†
j )

lF̂ l
j (6)

is the FPF number operator. The FPF operators satisfy
the generalized Pauli principle

(F̂†
j )

2m = F̂2m
j = 0, (7)

which means that one can have up to 2m − 1 identical
Fock parafermions in the same quantum state. For the
operators acting on the same site one has

F̂p
j (F̂†

j )
p + (F̂†

j )
2m−pF̂2m−p

j = 1, (8)

with p = 1, . . . , 2m − 1. The FPF operators acting on
different sites satisfy the commutation relations similar
to those in Eq. (2):

F̂†
j F̂k = e

iπ
m sgn(j−k)F̂kF̂†

j , (9)

F̂jF̂k = e−
iπ
m sgn(j−k)F̂kF̂j . (10)

It is easy to see that the number operator satisfies[
N̂j , F̂k

]
= −δjkF̂j ,

[
N̂j , F̂†

k

]
= δjkF̂†

j . (11)

One can easily check that Eqs. (6)–(10) reduce to the
canonical fermionic relations for m = 1.
For completeness, we note that by using the Fradkin-

Kadanoff transformation [39], one can write the Z2m FPF

operator F̂j as

F̂j =

∏
k<j

Ẑk

[2m− 1

2m
X̂j −

1

2m
X̂j

2m−1∑
l=1

Ẑl
j

]
, (12)

where Xj and Zj are the generalized Pauli matrices.
They satisfy the relations

X̂2m
j = Ẑ2m

j = 1, X̂2m−1
j = X̂†

j , Ẑ2m−1
j = Ẑ†

j , (13)

X̂jẐk = ei
π
m δjk ẐkX̂j , (14)

with δjk being the Kronecker delta. The relation (12)
generalizes the well-known Jordan-Wigner transforma-
tion and relates Fock parafermions to spin-like (com-
monly referred to as “clock”) variables.

B. From Fock parafermions to impenetrable anyons

Let us now consider the operator

âj ≡ F̂m
j . (15)

Then, from Eq. (7) we immediately see that âj satisfies
the Pauli principle

â2j = (â†j)
2 = 0, (16)

and the relations (8)-(10) yield

â†j âk + ei(m−1)π sgn(j−k)âkâ
†
j = δjk, (17)

âj âk + e−i(m−1)π sgn(j−k)âkâj = 0. (18)

The operator âj satisfying Eqs. (16), (17), and (18) is
nothing else than a hard-core (impenetrable) anyon with
the statistical angle (m − 1)π. It is well known that it
can be represented in the following way [38]

âj = ei(m−1)π
∑j−1

k=1 f̂†
k f̂k f̂j , (19)

where f̂j is the spinless fermion satisfying the canonical
relations

f̂2
j = 0, {f̂j , f̂†

k} = δjk, {f̂j , f̂k} = 0. (20)
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In general, the quantum statistical angle of an impenetra-
ble anyon can be any real number. However, in our case
the statistical angle is an integer multiple of π. There-
fore, we immediately see that for odd values of m the
exponential string factor in Eq. (19) disappears. On the
contrary, for even values of m, Eq. (19) simply yields the
Jordan-Wigner transformation from fermions to hard-
core bosons (equivalently, spin- 12 operators). Thus, we
obtain

âj = f̂j (m odd), âj = b̂j (m even), (21)

where b̂j is the hard-core boson annihilation operator

that satisfies [bj , b
†
k] = δjk(1 − 2b†jbj). Keeping in mind

Eq. (15), we see that the Z2m Fock parafermion F̂j can be

thought of as the “mth root” of a fermion f̂j (hard-core

boson b̂j) if m is odd (even).
We note in passing that for m = 2 one can easily

construct an operator mapping from Z4 onto the spin-
1
2 fermions, since in both cases the local Hilbert space is
four dimensional and the required anticommutation re-
lations on different sites can be achieved with the help
of Jordan-Wigner-like string operators [7, 40, 41]. Simi-
larly, Z3 Fock parafermions can be mapped onto spin- 12
fermions with an infinitely strong repulsive interaction
between different spin species, which effectively excludes
the doubly-occupied states [42].

III. PARAFERMION EDGE STATES AND
PARTICLE-HOLE SYMMETRY

A. Effective Hamiltonian for PF edge states

Consider a finite system hosting Z2m PF edge states
α̂1 and α̂2. Let Ĥedge be the low-energy effective Hamil-
tonian describing the hybridization of the edge states.
For instance, for Majorana (m = 1) edge states α̂i ≡ γ̂i,

with i ∈ {1, 2}, one has Ĥedge = iηγ̂1γ̂2, with the hy-
bridization amplitude η being exponentially small in the
system size [43]. For Z2m PFs with m > 1 the low-energy

Hamiltonian Ĥedge is more complicated, as it can include
terms involving higher powers of PF operators. Requir-
ing the conservation of Z2m parity, which is generated by
the operator

P̂ = eiπ/mα̂†
1α̂2, (22)

one finds the following form of the effective Hamilto-
nian [10, 44]:

Ĥedge =
1

2

m∑
k=1

ηk

(
eiθk(α̂†

1)
kα̂k

2 +H.c.
)
, (23)

where the factor 1
2 is introduced for convenience and the

parameters ηk and θk are real.

It is convenient to rewrite the Hamiltonian Ĥedge de-
fined in Eq. (23) in terms of the FPF operators. Using
Eq. (5), we find

(α̂†
1)

kα̂k
2 = (−1)ke

iπk
m (N̂− k

2 ), (24)

where N̂ is the FPF number operator defined in Eq. (6).

Consequently, the Hamiltonian Ĥedge expressed in terms
of FPFs becomes:

Ĥedge =

m∑
k=1

(−1)kηk cos

[
πk

m

(
N̂ − k

2

)
+ θk

]
. (25)

The generator of Z2m parity, when expressed in terms of

FPF operators, is given by P̂ = e
iπ
m N̂ , which obviously

commutes with Ĥedge.

For Majorana edge states, the Hamiltonian Ĥedge re-
duces to

Ĥedge = η
(
2ĉ†ĉ− 1

)
, (m = 1) (26)

where we denoted η = η1 sin θ1 and introduced the
fermionic operator ĉ = (γ̂1 − iγ̂2)/2 that satisfies the
canonical anticommutation relations {ĉ, ĉ†} = 1. Obvi-
ously, the Hamiltonian (26) is particle-hole symmetric.
This symmetry is reflected in its energy spectrum, which
consists of ±η and is symmetric around zero energy.
Interestingly, for the general case of Z2m PFs with ar-

bitrary m, the spectrum of Ĥedge, defined in Eq. (25),
is symmetric around zero energy if and only if the hy-
bridization amplitudes satisfy ηk = 0 for all even val-
ues of k. Only under these conditions does the Hamil-
tonian Ĥedge exhibit particle-hole symmetry. In the re-
mainder of this section, we will provide an analytic proof
of this observation.

B. Particle-hole symmetry for Z2m FPFs

In the presence of particle-hole symmetry, the energy
levels of Ĥedge are necessarily symmetric around zero en-
ergy. This symmetry implies the existence of an operator
Ĉ that anticommutes with the low-energy Hamiltonian:

{Ĥedge, Ĉ} = 0. (27)

The operator Ĉ must be unitary and Hermitian (hence

Ĉ2 = 1), and it is nothing other than the particle-hole
transformation. In order to understand the meaning of
particle-hole transformation for Z2m PFs and construct
an explicit form of Ĉ, let us first briefly do so for ordinary
fermions. In the case of Majorana edge states the particle
hole transformation Ĉ that anticommutes with the edge
state Hamiltonian (26) is simply given by

Ĉ = ĉ+ ĉ†. (m = 1) (28)

Indeed, one has Ĉ ĉ Ĉ† = ĉ† and Ĉ ĉ†ĉ Ĉ† = 1 − ĉ†ĉ, so
that for the edge state Hamiltonian in Eq. (26) we obtain
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Ĉ Ĥedge Ĉ† = −Ĥedge, which is equivalent to Eq. (27).

Clearly, the operator Ĉ is not unique as it is defined up
to a unitary transformation.

Generalization to the case of Z2m FPFs with arbitrary
m is straightforward. Since the particle-hole transforma-
tion acts on integer charges, the natural candidate for
the generator of the particle-hole transformation is

Ĉ = F̂m + (F̂†)m, (any m) (29)

where F̂ is the FPF annihilation operator. Taking into
account Eqs. (7) and (8), one clearly has Ĉ2 = 1. Note

Ĉ does not simply exchange the Z2m FPF annihilation
and creation operators. The reason is that the action
of particle-hole transformation on a fractional charge is
not well-defined. However, for an operator F̂m, which
annihilates an integer charge, the behavior under the
particle-hole transformation is as expected and one has
ĈF̂mĈ† = (F̂m)†. Similarly, one can show that the action

of Ĉ on the FPF number operator N̂ , given by Eq. (6),
reads

ĈN̂ Ĉ† = m− 2m(F̂m)†F̂m + N̂ . (30)

Note that the term (F̂m)†F̂m is diagonal in the Fock
space basis and has integer eigenvalues ⌊N/m⌋, where
N ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m− 1} is the eigenvalue of the Z2m FPF

number operator N̂ .
It is now easy to check whether the PF edge state

Hamiltonian Ĥedge in Eq. (25) possesses particle-hole
symmetry. Using Eq. (30), we see that under the trans-

formation ĈĤedgeĈ† the cosine in Eq. (25) acquires a
phase shift πk. Therefore, in order to satisfy the particle-
hole symmetry condition ĈĤedgeĈ† = −Ĥedge [equiva-
lently, Eq. (27)], the sum over k in Eq. (25) must contain
only terms with k odd, i.e., we have ηk ≡ 0 for k even.

Before we finish this section, let us comment on the
particle-hole symmetry in the general case of a many-
body Z2m FPF system. There, the particle-hole trans-
formation needs to be slightly modified and it reads

Ĉ =
∏
j

eiπ
∑

k<j N̂k

[
F̂m

j + (F̂†
j )

m
]
, (31)

where the Jordan-Wigner-like string eiπ
∑

k<j N̂k ensures
that Ĉ2 = 1. Then, one has

ĈF̂m
j Ĉ† = (−1)m(j−1)(F̂m

j )†, (32)

whereas for ĈN̂j Ĉ one obtains the relation equivalent to
Eq. (30).

IV. PARAFERMION EDGE STATES COUPLED
TO QUANTUM DOT

Let us now proceed with describing our setup. We
consider a pair of Z2m parafermion edge states α̂ν,1 and

(nl, ql)

α̂l,1 α̂l,2ηlke
iθlk

tlk

εσ, U (nr, qr)

α̂r,1 α̂r,2ηrke
iθrk

trk

FIG. 1. Setup of two NWs (red bars) hosting a pair of Z2m

PF edge states on the left (right) NW, α̂l,1 and α̂l,2 (α̂r,1

and α̂r,2). These parafermions have quantum numbers nν

and qν , indicating their integer and fractional charge, respec-
tively. The PFs on each NW can overlap as described by
the Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (33). The amplitude of the

hybridization process (α̂†
ν,1)

kα̂k
ν,2 is given by ηνke

iθνk , with k
taking odd values in the interval [1,m]. A quantum dot (blue)
is placed between the two NWs. It hosts the spin qubit with
two energy levels εσ=↑,↓, for spin up and spin down, respec-
tively, and includes a Coulomb repulsion U . Integer charges
can tunnel between the the dot and the NWs with an ampli-
tude tνk.

α̂ν,2 separated by a finite distance L, as shown in Fig. 1.
In this notation ν = l for the PFs in the left NW and
ν = r for the PFs in the right NW. The hybridization of
the PFs can be described by the Hamiltonian [10, 44]:

ĤPF =
1

2

∑
ν=l,r

m∑
k=1

ηνk

(
eiθνk(α̂†

ν,1)
kα̂k

ν,2 +H.c.
)
, (33)

where the amplitudes ηνk > 0, the phases θνk are real,
and we have assumed that there is no overlap between
PFs on different nanowires. As we have shown in Sec. III,
in order for the Hamiltonian (33) to exhibit particle-hole
symmetry, the hybridization amplitudes must satisfy the
condition ηνk = 0 for even values of k. A perturba-
tive instanton calculation shows that the amplitudes ηνk
are exponentially small in the system size L and one
has ηνk ∝ e−kκνL, where κν > 0 [44]. We note that,
using the ordering l < r, parafermion operators from dif-
ferent wires follow the same commutation relations as
defined in Eq. (2).

In terms of the FPFs the Hamiltonian ĤPF reads as

ĤPF =
∑
ν=l,r

m∑
k=1

(−1)kηνk cos

[
πk

m

(
N̂ν − k

2

)
+ θνk

]
.

(34)

The eigenvalues of N̂ν are Nν ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m − 1} and
they correspond to the fractional charge Qν = Nνe/m
carried by the pair of parafermion states α̂ν,1 and α̂ν,2,
with e being the electron charge. It is then useful to
separate the integer and fractional parts of the charge
and write Qν = nν e + qνe/m, where nν ∈ {0, 1} and
qν ∈ {0, . . . ,m − 1}, see Fig. 2. The integer part nν

can be changed in electron tunneling processes, whereas
the fractional part qν is a topologically protected quan-
tity, which is conserved unless the system is coupled to
a reservoir of fractional charges. The spectrum of the
Hamiltonian ĤPF [see Eq. (34)] is particle-hole symmet-
ric and the particle-hole pairs are built up from the states
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(nl, ql)

α̂l,1 α̂l,2ηlke
iθlk

tlk

εσ, U (nr, qr)

α̂r,1 α̂r,2ηrke
iθrk

trk

... ...

Nν = 0

Nν = 2m−1

=

Qν = Nνe/m ⇒ Qν = (mnν + qν)e/m

|Nν⟩ = (F̂†
ν )

Nν |0⟩ ⇒ |nν , qν⟩ = (F̂†
ν )

qν (F̂†
ν )

mnν |0⟩
qν = 0

nν = 0

nν = 1

⊕ ⊕· · ·

qν = m− 1

nν = 0

nν = 1

FIG. 2. Schematics of the Hilbert space structure for a Z2m

Fock parafermion in the νth nanowire. The electric charge
Qν is proportional to the number Nν of Fock parafermions
and one has Nν = mnν + qν , where nν ∈ {0, 1} and qν ∈
{0, 1, . . . ,m−1}. Relabeling the states by the pair of quantum
numbers (nν , qν), the 2m-dimensional local Hilbert space of
the Fock parafermion states can be viewed as m copies of
two-dimensional Hilbert spaces, which can be associated with
an effective fermionic degree of freedom. In this picture, the
quantum numbers nν and qν are, respectively, the integer and
fractional part of the electric charge Qν .

with charge Qν = qνe/m and Qν = (m+ qν)e/m, which
correspond to nν = 0 and nν = 1, respectively. Note
that this symmetry is not reflected in the schematics of
Fig. 2.

Let us now consider a single-level quantum dot, hosting
a spin qubit, placed between the two nanowires, as shown
in Fig. 1. The Hamiltonian of the quantum dot is

ĤD =
∑

σ=↑,↓

εσN̂σ + UN̂↑N̂↓, (35)

where N̂σ = d̂†σd̂σ, the operator d̂†σ (d̂σ) creates (annihi-
lates) an electron in the spin-σ state on the quantum dot,
εσ is the energy of the spin-σ level in the quantum dot,
and U > 0 is the interaction energy, which we take to be
the largest energy scale. More precisely, we choose the
chemical potential (absorbed in εσ) on the quantum dot
such that its ground state contains one spinful electron,
and, moreover, that it costs less charging energy to re-
move the electron from the dot (e.g. in a virtual process)
than to add a second electron to it (suppressed by large
U). For more details we refer to Appendix B.

The quantum dot is coupled to the NWs and elec-
trons can tunnel between the dot and edge states of the
nanowires, as shown in Fig. 1. Clearly, all tunneling pro-
cesses between the dot and the edge states transfer inte-
ger values of electric charge and vary it by ±e. Thus, the
coupling Hamiltonian can be written as [45]

V̂ =
∑
ν=l,r

∑
σ=↑,↓

2m−1∑
k=0

(
t∗νke

iπk2

2m α̂m−k
ν,1 α̂k

ν,2 d̂σ +H.c.
)
,

(36)
where the terms proportional to tν0 (tνm) describe the
tunneling between the edge states on the left (right) end
of the νth NW and the quantum dot (see Fig. 1). Simi-
larly, the terms proportional to tνk with k ̸= 0,m corre-
spond to the process in which an electron on the quan-
tum dot couples simultaneously to the edge states on

both ends of the νth NW. For simplicity, we assume all
tunneling processes to be spin independent. The case of
spin-dependent tunneling between the quantum dot and
the nanowires can be treated in the spirit of Ref. [46].

In order to see that V̂ indeed describes the tunneling
of integer charges, we note that using Eq. (5) one obtains

α̂m
ν,1 = (F̂†

ν)
m + F̂m

ν , α̂m
ν,2 = α̂m

ν,1e
iπ(N̂ν+

m
2 ). (37)

Thus, the PF operator α̂m−k
ν,1 α̂k

ν,2 in Eq. (36) can be

rewritten as α̂m−k
ν,1 α̂k

ν,2 = (−1)k[(F̂†
ν)

m+ F̂m
ν ]e

iπk
m (N̂ν− k

2 ),

where we used Eq. (24). Therefore, we see that the total
Hamiltonian

Ĥ = ĤD + ĤPF + V̂ (38)

includes the PF operators only of the form N̂ν , F̂m
ν ,

and (F̂†
ν)

m and does not include operators that cre-
ate/annihilate a fractional charge. Note that the spec-

trum of V̂ is symmetric around zero energy for any values
of tνk, so that the particle-hole symmetry is preserved.
Since the Hamiltonian (38) acts on the mixed fermion-

parafermion Hilbert space, let us comment on the com-
mutation relations between the FPF and fermion opera-
tors, following Ref. [37]. Keeping in mind that the oper-

ator F̂m
ν satisfies the commutation relations of the hard-

core anyons, from Eqs. (15) and (19), we have

{F̂m
ν , d̂σ} = {F̂m

ν , d̂†σ} = 0, (39)

where we took into account that the operators d̂σ and f̂ν
[see Eq. (19)] satisfy {d̂σ, f̂ν} = [d̂σ, f̂

†
ν f̂ν ] = 0. There-

fore, one can easily check that the relation (39) is satisfied
provided that

F̂ν d̂σ = eiχd̂σF̂ν , F̂ν d̂
†
σ = e−iχd̂†σF̂ν , (40)

where the quantum statistical angle χ satisfies eimχ =
−1. For any m the natural choice of the statistical angle
in Eq. (40) is χ = ±π/m, although for m odd one can

also simply choose χ = π so that {F̂ν , d̂σ} = 0. For
the sake of completeness, in Appendix A we discuss a
concrete matrix representation of operators acting on the
mixed fermion-parafermion Hilbert space. The results of
Appendix A can be also used to easily verify parafermion
algebraic relations, such as the one in Eq. (37).
Before we proceed with the derivation of an effective

model, let us discuss the symmetries of the Hamiltonian
Ĥ defined in Eq. (38) and the structure of the Hilbert
space. Clearly, the Hamiltonian of Eq. (38) commutes
with the total Z2m parity operator that includes both
the parafermion and the fermion degrees of freedom:

P̂tot = e
iπ
m (N̂l+N̂r)(−1)N̂↑+N̂↓ . (41)

The eigenvalues of the total parity operator (41) are
Ptot = exp

(
iπ
mQ

)
, with Q ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m − 1}. There-

fore, the total 4 × (2m)2-dimensional Hilbert space de-
composes into 2m sectors with definite total parity, with
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each sector being 8m-dimensional. Clearly, in the sector
with the total parity exp

(
iπ
mQ

)
, one has Q = [Nl+Nr −

m(N↑ +N↓)] mod 2m. Therefore, in this sector we can
choose the following basis states

|Nl,Nr⟩ ⊗ |N↑, N↓⟩
= |N ,Q−N +m(N↑ +N↓)⟩ ⊗ |N↑, N↓⟩ , (42)

where N ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2m− 1}, and Nσ ∈ {0, 1}.
Recall that [see discussion after Eq. (34)] the number

of Fock parafermions in the νth NW can be represented
as

Nν = mnν + qν , (43)

where the quantum numbers nν ∈ {0, 1} and qν ∈
{0, 1, . . .m − 1} can be thought of, respectively, as the
integer and fractional parts of the total electric charge
carried by the νth parafermion state. By construction,
the Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (38) does not couple the
states with different values of ql and qr, as the quantum
dot only allows an integer charge to tunnel through. This
means that each fixed-parity sector of the Hilbert space
can be further decomposed into subsectors with fixed val-
ues of ql and qr. Taking into account that Eq. (43) gives
us qν = Nν mod m, from Eq. (42) we find

ql = N mod m, qr = (Q−N ) mod m. (44)

Thus, each 8m-dimensional fixed parity sector splits into
m eight-dimensional subsectors with ql and qr given by
Eq. (44). These sectors are spanned by the states

|nl, nr⟩ ⊗ |N↑, N↓⟩ , (45)

where nν = ⌊Nν/m⌋, with ⌊·⌋ being the floor function. In
what follows we restrict ourselves to the case of a singly
occupied quantum dot, N↑ + N↓ = 1, and choose the
parity sector with Q = m [i.e. Ptot = −1].

V. EFFECTIVE MODEL

Inside each of the subsectors with fixed qν , the FPF
number operator can be written as N̂ν = mn̂ν+qν , where
we introduced the operator

n̂ν ≡ (F̂†
ν)

mF̂m
ν . (46)

Keeping in mind Eqs. (15) and (19), one also has n̂ν =

â†ν âν = f̂†
ν f̂ν . Thus, projecting ĤPF in Eq. (34) onto the

Hilbert space sector with the fixed values of qν , we obtain
a simple expression

ĤPF =
∑
ν=l,r

δν(qν) (2n̂ν − 1) , (47)

where we introduced the effective q-dependent splitting

δν(q) =

m∑
k=1

ηνk cos

[
πk

m

(
q − k

2

)
+ θνk

]
, (48)

µ2 µ1µ1

↑ ↑ ↑ ↑ ↑↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

QD B⃗↑

µ2 µ1µ1

↑ ↑ ↑ ↑ ↑↓ ↓ ↓ ↓d

FIG. 3. Sketch of a setup to experimentally get Z4

parafermions. The setup is adapted from Ref. [26]. Two
nanowires are each gated such that the chemical potentials
alternate between µ1 (blue regions) and µ2 (red regions).
Parafermion bound states (yellow) appear at the domain walls

between the different chemical potentials. A magnetic field B⃗
is applied perpendicular to the nanowires and a quantum dot
(green) placed between the two nanowires. Two chains of
nanomagnets (black) with alternating magnetization (white
arrows) and distance d are placed close to the nanowires.

where we used the fact that due to the particle-hole sym-
metry one has ηνk = 0 for k even.
Keeping in mind that the fractional part of the total

Z2m charge in each nanowire is conserved, we project V̂
onto the subspace with the fixed values of ql and qr.
Then, taking into account that α̂m

ν,1 = â†ν + âν , as follows
from Eqs. (15) and (37), we rewrite Eq. (36) in terms of
hard-core anyons as

V̂ =
∑
ν,σ

(
it∗ν−(qν)â

†
ν d̂σ − it∗ν+(qν)âν d̂σ +H.c.

)
, (49)

where we used
(
â†ν + âν

)
eiπkn̂ν = â†ν + (−1)kâν and in-

troduced the effective tunneling amplitude

tν±(q) = ∓i

2m−1∑
k=0

(±1)ktνke
−iπkq/m, (50)

which depends on the fractional charge quantum num-
bers qν . In deriving Eqs. (49) and (50), we included the
factors of ±i for later convenience and used the expres-

sion for (α̂†
ν,1)

kα̂k
ν,2 in Eq. (24).

Taking into account the mapping in Eq. (19) we obtain

âl = f̂l, âr = (1− [1 + (−1)m]n̂l) f̂r, (51)

where in the string operator we used the ordering l < r.
We then rewrite the coupling Hamiltonian as

V̂ = V̂l + (1− [1 + (−1)m]n̂l) V̂r, (52)

V̂ν =
∑
σ

(
it∗ν−(qν)f̂

†
ν d̂σ − it∗ν+(qν)f̂ν d̂σ +H.c.

)
. (53)

Note that the operators f̂ν and d̂σ anticommute with
each other.
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FQHS

SC QD SC

FIG. 4. Sketch of a setup to experimentally get Z6

parafermions. Two trenches are etched into a FQHS with
filling factor ν = 1/3. The trenches are filled with a supercon-
ducting material (red), which leads to parafermions (yellow)
emerging at the ends of the trench. Between the trenches, a
quantum dot (green) is located.

For odd values of m the Hamiltonian (52) reduces to

V̂ =
∑

ν V̂ν . The case ofm = 1, which corresponds to the
Majorana edge states coupled to the quantum dot, has
been studied in Ref. [32]. Then, comparing our Eqs. (47)
and (53) with Eqs. (2) and (4) in Ref [32], we see that

for odd m the total Hamiltonian Ĥ = ĤD + ĤPF + V̂
coincides exactly with the corresponding Hamiltonian
in Ref. [32], if we simply replace the coefficients tν±
from Ref. [32] with tν±(qν) given by Eq. (50). There-
fore, all results obtained for m = 1 in Ref. [32] can be

immediately extended to any odd value of m.
The case of even m is a little more subtle, since the

anyonic operators âν now correspond to hard-core bosons
[see Eq. (21)], so that in terms of fermionic degrees of

freedom the coupling Hamiltonian (52) becomes V̂ = V̂l+

(1− 2n̂l)V̂r. See Appendix B for a detailed treatment of
the case of even m.
In what follows we focus on the regime of a singly oc-

cupied quantum dot, i.e. we require εσ < 0 (the chemi-
cal potential of the NWs is set to zero) and U being the
largest energy scale. Assuming that the coupling between
the nanowires and the quantum dot is weak compared to
the difference in energies of the dot electrons and the PF
edge states, we apply the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation
to the total Hamiltonian Ĥ = ĤPF + ĤD + V̂ [47, 48].
Then, projecting the resulting effective Hamiltonian onto
the subspace with a singly occupied quantum dot and
taking the limit U → +∞, to the second order in the
tunneling amplitudes we obtain the effective Hamiltonian

Ĥeff = ĤD + ĤPF + Ĥ(s)
T + Ĥ(e)

T + Ĥ(o)
T , (54)

where ĤD and ĤPF are given by Eqs. (35) and (47), re-
spectively, and we introduced the effective coupling terms
(see Appendix B for a detailed derivation)

Ĥ(s)
T =

1

2

∑
ν,σ

( |tν+(qν)|2
εσ + 2δν(qν)

f̂†
ν f̂ν +

|tν−(qν)|2
εσ − 2δν(qν)

f̂ν f̂
†
ν

)
B̂σ, (55)

Ĥ(o)
T =

1

2

∑
ν,σ

[
t∗ν̄+(qν̄)tν+(qν)

(
Â†

σ

εσ + 2δν(qν)
+

Âσ

εσ + 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂†
ν f̂ν̄

+
[
1− (−1)m

]
t∗ν̄−(qν̄)tν−(qν)

(
Â†

σ

εσ − 2δν(qν)
+

Âσ

εσ − 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂ν f̂

†
ν̄

]
, (56)

Ĥ(e)
T = −1

2

∑
ν,σ

(
1− δν,l

[
1 + (−1)m

])[
t∗ν̄+(qν̄)tν−(qν)

(
Â†

σ

εσ − 2δν(qν)
+

Âσ

εσ + 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂ν f̂ν̄ +H.c.

]
, (57)

with the operators Âσ = N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ and B̂σ = Âσ + Â†
σ.

The term Ĥ(s)
T involves the tunneling between the dot

and a single nanowire, whereas the terms Ĥ(o)
T and Ĥ(e)

T
involve the tunneling between the dot and both NWs
and act on the subspace with odd and even parity of the
NWs, respectively.

VI. PHYSICAL PLATFORMS

A. Z4 PF edge states

The setup we propose to realize Z4 parafermions is
based on Ref. [26]. There, a Rashba NW with strong

electron-electron interaction is gated such that the chem-
ical potential alternates between values µ1 and µ2, see
Fig. 3. The exact values of µ1 and µ2 depend on the
system parameters and they are given in Ref. [26]. The
Rashba spin-orbit interaction (SOI) has strength αR, giv-
ing the SOI momentum kso = mαR, with m being the ef-
fective mass of the electrons in the NW. A magnetic field

B⃗ is applied perpendicular to the nanowire and a row
of nanomagnets with alternating magnetizations and a
distance d = π/4kso between the nanomagnets is placed
close to the nanowire. In this setup, parafermions ap-
pear at the domain walls between the regions with dif-
ferent chemical potential. In order to get two pairs of
parafermions, two nanowires are placed on either side of
a quantum dot, as shown in Fig. 3.
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For Z4 parafermions, the effective tunneling Hamilto-
nian is given by Eqs. (55)–(57) with m = 2. The effective
splitting of the edge states δν(q) defined in Eq. (48) be-
comes

δν(q) = ην,1 cos
(qπ

2
− π

4
+ θν,1

)
, (58)

where q ∈ {0, 1}.

B. Z6 PF edge states

The paradigmatic setup for the experimental realiza-
tion of Z6 PFs is based on Refs. [11, 45, 49, 50], where
a trench is etched into a FQHS and filled with supercon-
ducting material. A parafermion then appears at each
end of the trench. In order to get Z6 parafermions, the
filling factor of the FQHS must be ν = 1/3 [1, 8, 10,
45, 50, 51]. In such a setup, crossed Andreev reflection,
which is essential for the existence of parafermions in this
system, has been experimentally observed [49]. However,
it is important to note that the presence of crossed An-
dreev reflection does not conclusively prove the existence
of parafermions in the system [52]. Because the proposed
setup requires two pairs of parafermions, two trenches
must be etched into the FQHS, see Fig. 4. In between
the two superconducting trenches, there is a quantum
dot, which can, e.g., be realized as an antidot [53–64].

In the case of Z6 parafermions, the effective tunneling
Hamiltonian follows from Eqs. (55)–(57) with m = 3.
The effective splitting of the edge states δν(q), defined in
Eq. (48), becomes

δν(q) = ην,1 cos
(πq

3
− π

6
+ θν,1

)
− ην,3 sin (πq + θν,3) ,

(59)
where q ∈ {0, 1, 2}.

VII. READOUT AND QUANTUM GATES

A. Readout of parafermion states

A possible application of the proposed hybrid
parafermion spin qubit platform is the readout of the
parafermion fractional charge. As we demonstrate be-
low, this can be achieved via a simple measurement of
the energy splitting of the spin qubit.

Without loss of generality, we read out the fractional
charge of the left NW ql ≡ q. Thus we set all couplings
to the right NW to zero, i.e., trk = 0. In this case,

the effective tunneling terms Ĥ(o)
T and Ĥ(e)

T defined in
Eqs. (56) and (57), respectively, vanish. Thus, the full

effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff is given by:

Ĥeff = ĤD + ĤPF + Ĥ(s)
T , (60)

where ĤD, ĤPF, and Ĥ(s)
T are defined in Eqs. (35), (47),

and (55), respectively.

In the absence of the tunneling to the right NW, the
electric charge in the left NW is conserved (since the
quantum dot is in the singly occupied regime). Therefore,

the effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff [see Eq. (60)] decomposes
into two-dimensional blocks corresponding to nl = 0 and
nl = 1, and one can write Eq. (60) as

H(1Q)
eff (nl, ql) =

ε↑ − ε↓ + t̃z(nl, ql)

2
σz +

t̃0(nl, ql)

2
σx,

(61)
where σα are the Pauli matrices acting on the quantum
dot degrees of freedom and where we omitted a constant
term. The parameters t̃z(n, q) and t̃0(n, q) in Eq. (61)
are given by

t̃β(n, q) =
∑

σ=↑,↓

(σβ)σσ
n|t+(q)|2 + (1− n)|t−(q)|2

εσ − 2(−1)nδ(q)
, (62)

where we redefined t± ≡ tl±, with tl± given by Eq. (50)
and β ∈ {0, x, y, z} indicates the Pauli matrix used for
the summation. Clearly, the spin qubit energy splitting

(frequency) ∆En =

√[
ε↑ − ε↓ + t̃z(n, q)

]2
+ t̃20(n, q) de-

pends on the value of the fractional charge q in the
nanowire via the effective splitting δ(q), defined in
Eq. (48). For simplicity, we set tlk = 0 and ηlk = 0 for all
k > 1. In this case, the parameters t± are independent
of q [see Eq. (50)] and the splitting reads

δ(q) = η1 cos
[ π

2m
(2q − 1) + θ1

]
, (63)

where we have defined η1 = ηl1. We note that the
Kramers degeneracy is broken due to the presence of
a magnetic field needed to create parafermions in the
first place [65]. However, we assume that ε↑ − ε↓ ≪
|t±(q)|, δ(q), such that to lowest order in ε↑ − ε↓ we can
approximate ∆En as

∆En(θ1) =
2
[
n|t+|2 + (1− n) |t−|2

]
ε− 2(−1)nη1 cos

[
π
2m (2q − 1) + θ1

] , (64)

where we have defined ε = (ε↑ + ε↓)/2. The extrema of
∆En(θ1) are at

π
m

(
1
2 − q

)
+πZ. Thus, varying the phase

θ1 and measuring at which values for θ1 the spin qubit
frequency ∆E has its extrema, the fractional charge q
in the nanowire can be determined, see Fig. 5. To tune
θ1, we note that the phase θ1 depends on the product
µL [45, 51, 66], where µ is the chemical potential and L is
the length of the NW. Therefore, by tuning the chemical
potential, θ1 can be changed, which allows us to deter-
mine the parafermion fractional charge by measuring the
experimentally accessible qubit frequency [67, 68].

B. Two-qubit gates

Clearly, the effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff [see Eq. (54)]
can be mapped onto a two-qubit Hamiltonian. The
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FIG. 5. The spin qubit energy splitting ∆E1, as defined in Eq. (64), versus the phase θ1 for (a) Z4 parafermions, i.e., m = 2,
and (b) Z6 parafermions, i.e., m = 3, for different fractional charge quantum numbers q = 0, . . . ,m − 1. Depending on the
parafermion fractional charge q, the curve ∆E1(θ1) has its extrema at different values of θ1. Therefore, by tuning θ1 and
measuring the experimentally accessible qubit frequency ∆E1, the parafermion fractional charge q can be determined. The
parameters are chosen as ε/|t+| = 1 and η1/|t+| = 0.3.

mapping designates the first qubit to the spin of the
quantum dot, while the second qubit (the topological
qubit) arises from the parafermion edge states on the

two nanowires. Furthermore, the terms Ĥ(α)
T enable an

effective anisotropic exchange interaction between these
two qubits. Note that in order to establish a topological
parafermion qubit, it is necessary to allow only for su-
perpositions of states with the same parity. In the first-
quantization formalism, the effective Hamiltonian Heff

becomes

H(2Q)
eff =

3∑
α,β=0

Jαβ(ql, qr)σ
ατβ , (65)

where σα acts on the spin qubit of the quantum dot and
τβ acts on the odd-parity sector of the NWs, defined as
τ3 |r⟩ = + |r⟩ and τ3 |l⟩ = − |l⟩. The anisotropic ex-
change couplings Jαβ depend on the microscopic param-
eters of the Hamiltonian and are parametrized by the
fractional charges ql and qr in the left and right NWs.
Additionally, Jαβ depends on the value of m and the to-
tal Z2 parity of the system, nl +nr. The explicit form of
Jαβ is given in Appendix C.

For the following discussion, we restrict our system to
the case nl + nr = 1, i.e., total even Z2 parity. Follow-
ing Ref. [32], we assume that there is no magnetic field
and that the nanowires are semi-infinite. The former as-
sumption results in ε↑ = ε↓ ≡ ε, while the latter has
two consequences. First, the PFs at two opposite NW
ends do not hybridize, so that ηνk = 0 and δν(q) = 0, as
follows from Eqs. (33) and (48). Second, tunneling must
not occur between the quantum dot and the far-away
PFs (labeled as α̂l,1 and α̂r,2). Thus, using Eq. (36),
the only non-zero hopping amplitudes tνk are tlm and tr0
and, therefore, using Eq. (50), we get

tl± = ∓ (±1)
m
(−1)

ql i tlm, tr± = ∓itr0. (66)

For simplicity, let us assume |tlm| = |tr0| = |t| and define
their relative phase φ as tr0 = eiφtlm. In this case, the
only nonzero exchange coupling constants Jαβ in Eq. (65)
are

J00 = ε+ J01, J10 = 2|t|2/ε (any m), (67)

J10 = J11 = (−1)ql cosφJ01 (m odd), (68)

J20 = J21 = (−1)ql sinφJ01 (m even). (69)

Therefore, by properly tuning the relative phase φ be-
tween the hopping amplitudes tlm and tr0, one can bring

the Hamiltonian H(2Q)
eff into the form (up to single-qubit

rotations in the case of m even)

H(2Q)
eff =

2|t|2
ε

(
1 + σ1

) (
1 + τ1

)
+ ε. (70)

Up to the constant energy shift ε, this is equivalent to
Eq. (7) in Ref. [32] and following the discussion outlined
there, a hybrid CNOT gate can be constructed from this
effective Hamiltonian. Furthermore, using the same ar-
guments as in Ref. [32], a Hadamard gate and a phase
gate can be implemented in this setup, thus resulting
in a universal set of gates for the hybrid qubit system.
Alternatively, a hybrid PF-spin qubit network for univer-
sal quantum computation can be implemented, following
Ref. [32]. In this network, all quantum information is
stored in the PF qubits, making it more robust against
quasiparticle poisoning compared to the equivalent hy-
brid Majorana-spin qubit network proposed in Ref. [32].

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have proposed a system that couples
a singly occupied quantum dot (forming a spin qubit) to
two NWs hosting Z2m PFs, where m is an arbitrary in-
teger. Using the algebraic properties of Z2m (Fock) PFs
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and extending the notion of particle-hole symmetry to
PFs, we derive an effective two-qubit Hamiltonian, where
the first qubit is encoded into the spin degree of freedom
on the quantum dot, and the second qubit is constituted
by the PFs on the two NWs. We demonstrate that, using
this setup, a universal set of quantum gates can be real-
ized. The special case m = 1 reproduces the results that
have been derived for Majorana-spin qubits in Ref. [32].
The cases of even m and odd m are qualitatively differ-
ent, and for both scenarios, we have identified concrete
physical systems where the proposed setup can be exper-
imentally realized. Furthermore, we have demonstrated
a method for reading out the fractional charge of a PF
by measuring the Larmor frequency (Zeeman splitting)
of the quantum dot spin qubit [67, 68].

Given that Z2m parafermions can also be utilized to
encode logical 2m-state qudits, it would be interesting
to extend our results to a hybrid qudit-qubit system. In
particular, it raises the question of whether coupling with
the quantum dot could enable a universal set of gates
for quantum computation with even-dimensional qudits.
Similarly, it would be interesting to extend the present
setup to the case of odd Z2m+1 parafermions which would
allow for CNOT quantum gates by topologically pro-
tected braiding of the PFs alone (without the need of
projective measurements) [27]. However, these problems
lie beyond the scope of the present work and we leave it
for future study.
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Appendix A: Matrix representations

For the sake of completeness, in this Appendix we
present an explicit matrix representation for the op-
erators acting on the mixed Hilbert space of spin-1/2
fermions and Zd parafermions.

First, let us discuss the local Hilbert space for Zd

parafermions. Choosing the basis spanned by the states
{|k⟩}|p−1

k=0, for the generalized Pauli matrices we choose
the following d-dimensional representation

X =


0 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0

...
. . .

0 0 0 . . . 1
1 0 0 . . . 0

 , Z =


1 0 . . . 0
0 ω . . . 0
...

. . .
...

0 0 . . . ωp−1

 , (A1)

where ω = e2πi/d. One can easily check that the gener-
alized Pauli matrices satisfy XZ = ωZX. Then, for a
single Fock parafermion one has

F =
d− 1

d
X − 1

d
X

d−1∑
r=1

Zr =


0 1 0 . . . 0
0 0 1 . . . 0

...
. . .

0 0 0 . . . 1
0 0 0 . . . 0

 . (A2)

It is straightforward to check that the representa-
tion (A2) satisfies the relations (7) and (8). Note that for
d = 2, one obtains X = σx, Z = σz, and F = f , where

σx =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σz =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, f =

(
0 1
0 0

)
. (A3)

In the case of a mixed Hilbert space containing both
fermionic and parafermionic degrees of freedom, the only
nontrivial question is how to ensure the commutation re-
lations between the fermions and parafermions, as given
by Eq. (40).
To illustrate the construction of matrix representa-

tion of operators acting on a mixed fermion-parafermion
Hilbert space, we focus on the case of two Z2m Fock
parafermion modes and two spin-1/2 fermions. This cor-
responds to a setup similar to that in Fig. 1 if one allows
for double occupancy of the quantum dot. Introducing
the basis states |Nl⟩ ⊗ |Nr⟩ ⊗ |n↑⟩ ⊗ |n↓⟩, we write the
following representation for the operators acting on the
mixed Hilbert space

Fl = F ⊗ 12m ⊗ 12 ⊗ 12, (A4)

Fr = Z ⊗F ⊗ 12 ⊗ 12, (A5)

d↑ = Z ⊗ Z ⊗ f ⊗ 12, (A6)

d↓ = Z ⊗ Z ⊗ σz ⊗ f, (A7)

where Fl (Fr) acts on the left (right) nanowire and dσ
with σ =↑, ↓ act on the quantum dot. In Eqs. (A4) – (A7)
the matrices Z, F , σz, and f are given by Eqs. (A1) –
(A3) and 1n is the n-dimensional identity matrix. It is
easy to check that the matrices in Eqs. (A4) – (A7) sat-
isfy the correct commutation relations for fermions and
parafermions. For the mixed commutation relations one
finds

dσFν = e−iπ/mFνdσ, (A8)

where σ =↑, ↓ and ν = l, r. Thus, Eq. (A8) coincides
with the required form of the mixed commutation rela-
tions (40), with the statistical angle χ = −π/m. Gener-
alization to a larger number of fermions and parafermions
is straightforward.

Appendix B: Effective Hamiltonian

In this Appendix, we derive the effective Hamiltonian
for our setup using the Schrieffer-Wolff (SW) transfor-
mation. The derivation follows closely Ref. [32], with the
case of odd m being equivalent to Ref. [32].
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1. Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

Given a Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥ0 + V̂ , where Ĥ0 defines
the diagonal part and V̂ is an off-diagonal perturbation,
the Schrieffer-Wolff (SW) transformation is [47, 48]

Ĥeff = eŜĤe−Ŝ = Ĥ+[Ŝ, Ĥ]+
1

2

[
Ŝ, [Ŝ, Ĥ]

]
+ . . . , (B1)

where the generator of the transformation Ŝ is an anti-
Hermitian operator and we performed the expansion of
the adjoint action. The goal is to choose Ŝ such that
terms linear in V̂ are eliminated from the effective Hamil-
tonian Ĥeff. This means that the operator Ŝ must satisfy
the relation [

Ŝ, Ĥ0

]
= −V̂ . (B2)

Then, to the second order in V̂ the effective Hamiltonian
becomes

Ĥeff = Ĥ0 +
1

2
[Ŝ, V̂ ]. (B3)

The main advantage of the SW transformation is that
one may continue the procedure in a controlled way [48].

In our case, from Eqs. (35) and (47) for the diagonal
part of the Hamiltonian we have

Ĥ0 =
∑

σ=↑,↓

εσN̂σ+UN̂↑N̂↓+
∑
ν=l,r

δν(qν) (2n̂ν − 1) . (B4)

The off-diagonal perturbation V̂ that couples the dot and
the edge states is given by Eqs. (52) and (53).

It is easy to check that the SW generator can be chosen
as

Ŝ = Ŝl + (1− [1 + (−1)m]n̂l) Ŝr, (B5)

Ŝν = Âν + B̂ν −H.c., (B6)

where the operators Âν and B̂ν are given by

Âν = −it∗ν−(qν)
∑
σ

(
1

εσ − 2δν(qν)
− UN̂σ̄

[εσ − 2δν(qν)][εσ + U − 2δν(qν)]

)
f̂†
ν d̂σ, (B7)

B̂ν = it∗ν+(qν)
∑
σ

(
1

εσ + 2δν(qν)
− UN̂σ̄

[εσ + 2δν(qν)][εσ + U + 2δν(qν)]

)
f̂ν d̂σ. (B8)

We now proceed with constructing the effective Hamiltonian (B3). Taking into account that for µ ̸= ν one

has [n̂ν , Ŝµ] = [n̂ν , V̂µ] = 0, we obtain

Ĥeff = Ĥ0 +
1

2

[
Ŝ, V̂

]
= Ĥ0 +

∑
µ,ν=l,r

1

2

[
Ŝµ, V̂ν

]
− 1 + (−1)m

2

∑
ν=l,r

(
Ŝν n̂lV̂ν̄ +H.c.

)
, (B9)

where l̄ = r and r̄ = l.

2. Regime of a singly-occupied quantum dot

Since we are interested in the regime of a singly-occupied quantum dot, the effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff must be
projected onto the corresponding sector of the Hilbert space. Thus, taking the limit U → +∞ and projecting the
Hamiltonian (B9) onto the subspace without the doubly-occupied quantum dot, we obtain

Ĥeff = ĤD + ĤPF + ĤT, (B10)

where ĤD, ĤPF, and ĤT are the terms corresponding to the quantum dot, nanowires, and their coupling, respectively.
The terms ĤD and ĤPF are given by Eqs. (35) and (47), respectively. Our primary interest is in the effective coupling

term ĤT, since it allows us to realize two-qubit gates. It is convenient to write it as

ĤT = Ĥ(s)
T + Ĥ(e)

T + Ĥ(o)
T , (B11)

see discussion after Eq. (57) in the main text for the physical meaning of different terms in Eq. (B11). Below we

present the explicit form of ĤT, treating the cases of odd and even m separately.
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a. Odd m

For odd m the last term in Eq. (B9) vanishes and the effective Hamiltonian becomes exactly the same as the one
for m = 1, studied in Ref. [32], see the discussion after Eq. (53) for more detail. Thus, using the results of Ref. [32],
for odd values of m and in the regime of a singly occupied quantum dot, the effective Hamiltonian (B11) can be
written as

Ĥ(s)
T =

1

2

∑
ν,σ

( |tν+(qν)|2
εσ + 2δν(qν)

f̂†
ν f̂ν +

|tν−(qν)|2
εσ − 2δν(qν)

f̂ν f̂
†
ν

)(
N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ +H.c.

)
, (B12)

Ĥ(o)
T =

1

2

∑
ν,σ

[
t∗ν̄−(qν̄)tν−(qν)

(
N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ − 2δν(qν)

+
N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ
εσ − 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂ν f̂

†
ν̄

+ t∗ν̄+(qν̄)tν+(qν)

(
N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ + 2δν(qν)

+
N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ
εσ + 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂†
ν f̂ν̄

]
, (B13)

Ĥ(e)
T = −1

2

∑
ν,σ

[
t∗ν̄+(qν̄)tν−(qν)

(
N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ − 2δν(qν)

+
N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ
εσ + 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂ν f̂ν̄ (B14)

+ t∗ν̄−(qν̄)tν+(qν)

(
N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ + 2δν(qν)

+
N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ
εσ − 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂†
ν f̂

†
ν̄

]
. (B15)

Note that our notation differs from the one in Ref. [32] by the factor of 1/2 in the definition of Ĥ(α)
T .

b. Even m

For even values of m the last term in Eq. (B9) does not vanish and provides an additional contribution to the
effective Hamiltonian. Taking the limit of U → +∞ and projecting out the states with the doubly-occupied quantum
dot, we obtain

Ŝln̂lV̂r +H.c. =
∑
σ

(
t∗r−(qr)tl−(ql)

N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ − 2δl(ql)

f̂lf̂
†
r + t∗r+(qr)tl−(ql)

N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ − 2δl(ql)

f̂rf̂l +H.c.

)
, (B16)

Ŝrn̂lV̂l +H.c. =
∑
σ

(
t∗l−(ql)tr−(qr)

N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ − 2δr(qr)

f̂rf̂
†
l + t∗l−(ql)tr+(qr)

N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ + 2δr(qr)

f̂†
l f̂

†
r +H.c.

)
. (B17)

Thus, keeping in mind Eq. (B9) we write

−1 + (−1)m

2

∑
ν

(
Ŝν n̂lV̂ν̄ +H.c.

)
= δĤ(o)

T + δĤ(e)
T , (B18)

where we denoted

δĤ(o)
T = −1 + (−1)m

2

∑
ν,σ

t∗ν̄−(qν̄)tν−(qν)

(
N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ − 2δν(qν)

+
N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ
εσ − 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂ν f̂

†
ν̄ , (B19)

δĤ(e)
T = +

1 + (−1)m

2

∑
ν,σ

δν,l

[
t∗ν̄+(qν̄)tν−(qν)

(
N̂σ + d̂†σd̂σ̄
εσ − 2δν(qν)

+
N̂σ + d̂†σ̄d̂σ
εσ + 2δν̄(qν̄)

)
f̂ν f̂ν̄ +H.c.

]
, (B20)

with δν,l being the Kronecker delta.
From Eq. (B9) we see that the effective Hamiltonian with arbitrary m is obtained from that with m odd by the

replacement Ĥ(α)
T → Ĥ(α)

T + δĤ(α)
T , where α = o, e. This yields Eq. (57) in the main text.

Appendix C: Full exchange Hamiltonian

We then project the effective Hamiltonian (B11) on the subspace with the fixed total fermion parity, write its
matrix representation and represent it as a two-qubit Hamiltonian. This gives us Eq. (65) in the main text, where
the exchange constants Jαβ are given below.
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1. Odd m

For Z2m parafermions with m odd and in the sector with nl + nr = 0 mod 2 (even Z2 parity in the NWs and odd
total Z2 parity), we obtain

J10 =
1

4

∑
σνs

|tνs|2
εσ + 2sδν

, J20 = 0, J30 =
ε↑ − ε↓

2
+

1

4

∑
σνs

sign(σ)
|tνs|2

εσ + 2sδν
, (C1)

J01 = J11 = −1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(νs)
Re {t∗νstν̄s̄}
εσ + 2sδν

, J21 = −1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σνs)
Im {t∗νstν̄s̄}
εσ + 2sδν

, J31 = −1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σνs)
Re {t∗νstν̄s̄}
εσ + 2sδν

,

(C2)

J02 = J12 = −1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(ν)
Im {t∗νstν̄s̄}
εσ + 2sδν

, J22 =
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σν)
Re {t∗νstν̄s̄}
εσ + 2sδν

, J32 = −1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σν)
Im {t∗νstν̄s̄}
εσ + 2sδν

, (C3)

J03 = J13 + δl + δr = δl + δr +
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(s)
|tνs|2

εσ + 2sδν
, J23 = 0, J33 =

1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σs)
|tνs|2

εσ + 2sδν
, (C4)

where σ ∈ {↑, ↓}, ν ∈ {l, r}, and s ∈ {+,−}.
Similarly, for Z2m parafermions with m odd and in the sector with n ≡ nl + nr = 1 mod 2 (odd Z2 parity in the

NWs and even total Z2 parity), one finds

J10 =
1

4

∑
σνs

|tνs|2
εσ + 2sδν

, J20 = 0, J30 =
ε↑ − ε↓

2
+

1

4

∑
σνs

sign(σ)
|tνs|2

εσ + 2sδν
, (C5)

J01 = J11 =
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(s)
Re {t∗νstν̄s}
εσ + 2sδν

, J21 =
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σs)
Im {t∗νstν̄s}
εσ + 2sδν

, J31 =
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σs)
Re {t∗νstν̄s}
εσ + 2sδν

, (C6)

J02 = J12 =
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(ν)
Im {t∗νstν̄s}
εσ + 2sδν

, J22 = −1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σν)
Re {t∗νstν̄s}
εσ + 2sδν

, J32 =
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σν)
Im {t∗νstν̄s}
εσ + 2sδν

, (C7)

J03 = δr − δl + J13 = δr − δl +
1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(sν)
|tνs|2

εσ + 2sδν
, J23 = 0, J33 =

1

4

∑
σνs

sgn(σνs)
|tνs|2

εσ + 2sδν
. (C8)

J00 is an irrelevant constant term, which can therefore be neglected. Note that for the special case δl = δr = δ in
Eqs. (C5) – (C8), we recover the corresponding expressions for Jαβ in Ref. [32], up to terms arising due to ĤD+ ĤPF,
which were not explicitly considered in Ref. [32].

2. Even m

For Z2m parafermions with m even and in the sector with (nl + nr) mod 2 = n, where n = 0, 1, one should make
the replacement

Jαβ → Jαβ + δJαβ , (C9)

where the additional terms δJαβ are given by

δJβ0 = δJβ3 = 0, (C10)
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while the nonzero terms for nl + nr = 0 mod 2 (even Z2 parity in the NWs and odd total Z2 parity) read

δJ01 = δJ11 =
1

2

∑
σνs

δν,l

[
δs,−

εσ + 2sδν
+

δs,+
εσ + 2sδν̄

]
Re
{
tl−t

∗
r+

}
, (C11)

δJ21 = −1

2

∑
σνs

δν,l sign(σ)

[
δs,−

εσ + 2sδν
+

δs,+
εσ + 2sδν̄

]
Im
{
tl−t

∗
r+

}
, (C12)

δJ31 =
1

2

∑
σνs

δν,l sign(σ)

[
δs,−

εσ + 2sδν
+

δs,+
εσ + 2sδν̄

]
Re
{
tl−t

∗
r+

}
, (C13)

δJ02 = δJ12 = −1

2

∑
σνs

δν,l sign(s)

[
δs,−

εσ + 2sδν
+

δs,+
εσ + 2sδν̄

]
Im
{
tl−t

∗
r+

}
, (C14)

δJ22 = −1

2

∑
σνs

δν,l sign(σs)

[
δs,−

εσ + 2sδν
+

δs,+
εσ + 2sδν̄

]
Re
{
tl−t

∗
r+

}
, (C15)

δJ32 = −1

2

∑
σνs

δν,l sign(σs)

[
δs,−

εσ + 2sδν
+

δs,+
εσ + 2sδν̄

]
Im
{
tl−t

∗
r+

}
. (C16)

Similarly, in the sector with nl + nr = 1 mod 2 (odd Z2 parity in the NWs and even total Z2 parity) we obtain

δJ01 = δJ11 =
1

2

∑
σνs

δs,−
Re{t∗ν,stν̄,s}
εσ − 2δν

, (C17)

δJ21 =
1

2

∑
σνs

δs,− sign(σ)
Im{t∗ν,stν̄,s}
εσ − 2δν

, (C18)

δJ31 =
1

2

∑
σνs

δs,− sign(σ)
Re{t∗ν,stν̄,s}
εσ − 2δν

, (C19)

δJ02 = δJ12 = −1

2

∑
σνs

δs,− sign(ν)
Im{t∗ν,stν̄,s}
εσ − 2δν

, (C20)

δJ22 =
1

2

∑
σνs

δs,− sign(σν)
Re{t∗ν,stν̄,s}
εσ − 2δν

, (C21)

δJ32 = −1

2

∑
σνs

δs,− sign(σν)
Im{t∗ν,stν̄,s}
εσ − 2δν

. (C22)
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[33] T. E. O’Brien, P. Rożek, and A. R. Akhmerov, Majorana-
based fermionic quantum computation, Phys. Rev. Lett.
120, 220504 (2018).
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