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We address the problem of identifying a 2+1d topologically ordered phase using measurements
on the ground-state wavefunction. For non-chiral topological order, we describe a series of bulk
multipartite entanglement measures that extract the invariants

∑
a d

2
aθ

r
a for any r ≥ 2, where

da and θa are the quantum dimension and topological spin of an anyon a, respectively. These
invariants are obtained as expectation values of permutation operators between 2r replicas of the
wavefunction, applying different permutations on four distinct regions of the plane. Our proposed
measures provide a refined tool for distinguishing topological phases, capturing information beyond
conventional entanglement measures such as the topological entanglement entropy. We argue that
any operator capable of extracting the above invariants must act on at least 2r replicas, making our
procedure optimal in terms of the required number of replicas. We discuss the generalization of our
results to chiral states.

Topologically ordered quantum states are a class of
gapped quantum systems exhibiting unique properties,
including anyonic excitations and robust ground-state de-
generacy. Equivalently, such states can be defined as
states that are not adiabatically connected to “trivial”
insulators, even in the absence of any protecting symme-
tries [1]. In the absence of symmetries, the properties
of the state are encoded in the entanglement pattern of
the ground-state wavefunction [2, 3]. In fact, it is now
believed that all universal properties of the topological
phase can be defined from the ground state [4–7]. Such
properties include the anyon dimensions da, the fusion
rules, and data such as the modular S and T matri-
ces, which ,in most cases, suffice to identify the theory
uniquely.

While the ground-state wavefunction encodes, in prin-
ciple, all information about the state, it remains an
open challenge to define a set of measurements, in the
bulk, that fully identifies the underlying state. The is-
sue is that the topological phase should be invariant
under finite-depth local unitary gates, and any probe
of the phase should be robust to such perturbations.
The problem of “measuring” the state has gained at-
tention recently in the context of quantum simulations
of topologically-ordered states, where, for example, the
topological Rényi entropy was used to demonstrate an
underlying topologically-ordered state [8]. Recent work
derived explicit formulas that enable certain topolog-
ical invariants to be calculated from the ground-state
wavefunction alone. Examples include the chiral central
charge [6], the quantum hall conductance [9] or the many-
body Chern number [7], the anyon quantum dimensions
[10], and the higher central charge [11]. However, these
invariants generally do not fully characterize the phase.
Identifying a sufficient set of measurements remains an
open challenge.

In this work, we introduce an operator acting on 2r
(r ≥ 2) replicas of the wavefunction |ψ⟩ that extracts the
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FIG. 1. The permutation operators π(α), π(β), π(γ) acting on
the three regions. Presented here for r = 4.

invariant

Φ(r) =
1

D

∑
a

θrad
2
a (1)

of a (non-chiral) topologically ordered ground-state,
where da and θa are the quantum dimension and the
topological twist of the anyon a, and D2 =

∑
a d

2
a. For

abelian models, Φ(r) for different r fully determine the
T matrix. As an example, Φ(2) distinguishes between
the toric code and the double semion models [12], which
have the same fusion rules and total quantum dimension,
but anyonic excitations with different mutual statistics.
In fact, for most cases of interest (including non-abelian
models), these invariants determine the underlying state
uniquely (as we elaborate below).

To construct the operator, we consider a region on the
plane, partitioned into three parts A,B,C, as seen in Fig.
1 (with the external region denoted by Λ). The operator
is defined by acting on three regions with three different
permutations of the microscopic degrees of freedom on
the 2r replicas. Labeling each replica by the pair (s, t)
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with s = 1, 2, t = 1, ..., r, we define the permutations as

π(α)(1, t) = (1, t− 1); π(α)(2, t) = (2, t+ 1),

π(β)(s, t) = (s+ 1, t)

π(γ)(1, t) = (2, t− 1); π(γ)(2, t) = (1, t+ 1).

(2)

Our main claim is that, for a non-chiral bosonic
topologically-ordered state, in the limit where the length
scale L of all subregions is much larger than the correla-
tion length, we have the following formula

φαβγ ≡
〈
ψ⊗2r

∣∣π(α)Aπ(β)Bπ(γ)C∣∣ψ⊗2r
〉
= Ce−2rL/ξΦ(r),

(3)
where C, ξ are real and non-universal. We argue that,
while the multiplicative terms are non-universal, the
phase of (3) is universal, and the magnitude can be ob-
tained by appropriately canceling the non-universal con-
tributions. This enables extracting Φ(r) universally.

We note that definitions related to (3) were considered
under the term “multi-entropy”, where the Rényi entropy
is generalized by considering different permutation oper-
ators applied on different regions, thereby obtaining a
multipartite entanglement measure. Such measures were
suggested in the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence
[13, 14], and more recently on 2+1d topologically ordered
states [15].

We note that a similar quantity to (3) (namely, the

higher central charge ζr = Φ(r)
|Φ(r)| ) was obtained in [11]

from a single replica as the expectation value of applying
a 2π

r twist on one side of a cylinder. The result of [11] is
obtained under the assumption of a CFT entanglement
spectrum. The procedure we present is applied in the
bulk (on an arbitrary manifold) and can be employed for
systems with a gapped entanglement spectrum. Below
we also argue that, in the absence of symmetries, no op-
erator acting on a single replica can extract the higher
central charge.

In the following, we give two arguments for the validity
of (3). The first is given using a topological quantum
field theory (TQFT) approach, in a spirit similar to [16].
The second is by explicit calculation on exactly-solvable
string-net models [12]. The lattice calculation is also used
to argue that the number of replicas 2r is optimal for
an operator that extracts Φ(r). Finally, we discuss some
consequences of our results, including some cases in which
Φ(r) for different r is sufficient to identify the underlying
state uniquely.

Preliminaries. Before proving (3), we give a few notes
on our construction. First, we have

π(β)π(γ) = π(α); π2
(β) = π2

(γ) = 1; πr
(α) = 1. (4)

Second, since
∣∣ψ⊗2r

〉
is invariant under any permu-

tation of the replicas
∣∣ψ⊗2r

〉
= σ

∣∣ψ⊗2r
〉
, φαβγ is in-

variant under any conjugation of all three πi, setting,
π̃i = σ†πiσ. In particular, we can choose σ such that

π̃(β) = π(γ), π̃(γ) = π(β), π̃(α) = π†
(α). As a result, we see

that under spatial reflection which exchanges the regions

B ↔ C we have φαβγ 7→ φ∗
αβγ . This agrees with the

expected behavior of (3) since under reflection we have
θa 7→ θ∗a.

Third, we will show the following relation, in which the
nonuniversal terms in (3) cancel:

1

Dr
|Φ(r)|2 =
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β γ
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γ

γ
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γ

γ

α

γ

β γ

α

β α

, (5)

where
α

β γ = φαβγ etc. Importantly, the RHS of (5) is

invariant under local perturbations, as well as under local
modifications of the boundaries, as the edge and corner
terms cancel between the numerator and the denomina-
tor. This is clearly seen for all external edges and corners.
For the internal corner, this can be seen by applying π(β)
on all regions in the denominator (at the cost of intro-
ducing a permutation in Λ as well). This also explains
why the phase in (3) is universal: any change in φαβγ

from a local unitary on the boundary of the regions can
be canceled by one of the denominator terms. For ex-

ample, the term
α

β γ /
α

γ is invariant under changes in

the upper-right corner. However, the denominator terms
are all real, so the phase is unchanged by local unitaries.
Note that some fine-tuned examples exist in which

the topological contribution to the entanglement entropy
[17, 18] or the modular commutator [19] attains a non-
universal value. Nevertheless, it is believed that for a
“generic” state in the phase the results are universal
[2, 3, 20]. The same caveats apply in our case.
TQFT argument. We now calculate φαβγ based on a

TQFT approach. This approach only gives the univer-
sal part of (3), missing the prefactor C (that includes
corner contributions) and the area-law term, which come
from short-distance scale physics. Again, note that these
nonuniversal contributions cancel out in (5). The idea,
similar to [16], is to represent the expectation value of
the operator as the partition function of the TQFT de-
scribing the phase on a manifold obtained by gluing the
regions A,B,C according to the permutations π(i). To
begin, we consider the density matrix ρ = TrΛ |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|.
In TQFT, ρ is represented by a three-dimensional ball.
Here we divide the surface of the ball into 6 faces labeled
by is,t or i∗s,t for the ket and bra parts in replica s, t,
respectively, that is

ρ = D ·
As,t

A∗
s,t

Bs,t

B∗
s,t

Cs,t

C∗
s,t

. (6)

The normalization of ρ is obtained by requiring Tr ρ = 1.
The trace is given by gluing the top and bottom of the
ball, obtaining the partition function Z(S3) = D−1 [16].
We now glue together the balls to obtain the partition
function that corresponds to φαβγ .
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FIG. 2. The gluing scheme used for the calculation of φαβγ .
We illustrate here with r = 3 and the pyramids flattened
so that the faces are shown. The pyramids are obtained by
identifying the decorated edges, the corresponding 3d shapes
are drawn on the left. (a) Gluing of the A faces. The result is
two double pyramids. (b) the B faces of the double pyramids
are glued together. (c) The gluing of the C faces results in
gluing the top and bottom of the double pyramid with a 2π/r
twist, obtaining the lens space L(r, 1).

We begin by gluing the A-faces, gluing A(s,t) to
A∗

π(α)(s,t)
(Fig. 2a). This gives two double pyramids with

2r edges on their base, corresponding to s = 1, 2, whose
t indices go in opposite directions (Fig. 2b). Next, we
glue the B faces, connecting the two double pyramids to
a single double pyramid (with the topology of a 3-ball).
Finally, we consider the action of the gluing of the C
faces (Fig. 2c). This glues the top and bottom pyramids
with a 2π

r twist. Mathematically, the resulting space 3-
manifold is the lens space L(r, 1). We therefore find that

φTQFT
αβγ = D2rZ(L(r, 1)). (7)

To obtain the partition function, we note that an alter-
native definition of L(r, 1) is obtained by taking the solid

FIG. 3. Obtaining the lens space L(r, 1) by applying a Dehn
twist on a solid torus along its longitude (orange dashed line),
then gluing it to an untwisted solid torus. The action of the
Dehn twist on the vacuum sector gives the partition function
(8).

torus, applying r Dehn twist operations along its longi-
tudinal axis (the axis that goes through the torus), then
gluing its meridian (the line that goes around the han-
dle) to a second solid torus [21](see Fig. 3). The partition
function can then be obtained from the appropriate ap-
plication of modular transformations, noting that both
solid tori are in the vacuum sector. This gives

Z(L(r, 1)) = (S†T rS)00 =
1

D2

∑
a

d2aθ
r
a, (8)

where S, T are the modular matrices. Here we used the
fact that the phase is non-chiral. Otherwise, one obtains
a phase contribution arising from the “framing anomaly”
when c− ̸= 0 [22, 23].
A similar calculation can be used to obtain the other

terms in (5), noticing that the only manifolds that are
obtained are the 3-sphere, giving a D−1 contribution
for each sphere, and the mirror image of the lens space
L(r,−1). As explained above, the result for equation (5)
is universal.
Lattice model derivation. It is useful to verify the

TQFT argument by an explicit calculation on the lattice.
We now calculate φαβγ for a string-net model [12]. Sim-
ilar to the case of TEE, the calculation should be valid
for generic wavefunctions in the same phase. Below we
describe the calculation in the simplest case of a twisted
ZN gauge theory (equivalently, a string-net model with
ZN strings) [24, 25]. It is also possible to carry the cal-
culation for more general string-net models. We describe
the general scheme in App. A.
Since our scheme cancels out area-law contributions,

we can calculate φαβγ on the simplest string-net graph,
where qudits are defined on the edges of a tetrahedron,
as in Fig. 4. We explicitly deal with the area-law contri-
bution in App. A.
In the model describing twisted ZN gauge theory, each

edge carries a “string” labeled by numbers a = 0, ..., N −
1, with the requirement that when strings a, b, c meet at
a vertex we have a+ b+ c = 0 mod N . The state on the
tetrahedron is specified uniquely by the choice of a, b, c
in Fig. 4. The ground state on the tetrahedral graph is
then given by [12]

|ψ⟩ = 1

N3/2

∑
abc

F (a, b, c) |a, b, c⟩ , (9)
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where F (a, b, c) are the group cohomology factors, given
by [25]

F (a, b, c) = exp

(
2πip

N
a{b, c}

)
, (10)

where {b, c} = 1 if b+c ≥ N and 0 otherwise. The integer
p = 0, ..., N − 1 distinguishes the N different “twists” of
the ZN gauge theory, which differ by the topological spins
of the anyons. The case of p = 0 reduces to the ZN toric
code [26]. For N = 2, the case p = 1 is the double semion
model [12].

The calculation of φαβγ reduces to the summation over
configurations of the 2r tetrahedra such that the anyon
lines on the edges are not “cut” by the permutations [27].
That is, if there is an anyon line a(s,t) passing between
regions i, j on replica (s, t), we must have

aπ−1
i (s,t) = aπ−1

j (s,t). (11)

This significantly constrains the tetrahedra that have to
be summed over. Explicitly, we obtain

as,t = as,t′ ≡ As

b1,t = b2,t−1 ≡ Bt

cs,t = cs,t′ ≡ Cs

(a+ b)1,t = (a+ b)2,t−2 ⇒ A2 −A1 = Bt −Bt−1

(b+ c)1,t = (b+ c)2,t ⇒ C2 − C1 = A2 −A1.
(12)

We see that the allowed a, b, c depend only on
A1, B1, C1, δ̃ ≡ A2 − A1. We set A = A1, B = B1, C =
C1, such that the sum is carried only over A,B,C, δ̃.

Before carrying out the sum, we note some features of
the resulting constraints. Notice that, for δ̃ = 0, the 2r
tetrahedera all have the same configuration. In this case,
the phase factors F are canceled between the bra and ket.
The configurations that give non-trivial (p dependent)

contributions are, therefore, only those with δ̃ ̸= 0. In
addition, δ̃ has to satisfy rδ̃ = 0 (mod N). This means
that the sum includes non-trivial contributions only when
g = gcd(r,N) > 1 (gcd is the greatest common divisor of

r,N). In that case, we sum over δ̃ = N
g δ and δ = 1, ..., g.

For simplicity, we assume below that r = N and N is
prime, so δ̃ = δ. The derivation for general r and N is
given in App. C.

Now for the calculation. From (9) and (12), φαβγ be-
comes

φαβγ =
1

N6r

∑
A,B,C,δ

r∏
t=1

F (A,B + δ, C)F (A+ δ,B + (t+ 1)δ, C + δ)F (A,B + (t+ 1)δ, C + δ)∗F (A+ δ,B + tδ, C)∗

=
1

N6r−1

∑
B,C,δ

exp

{
2πipδ

N

∑
t

[{B + t, C + δ} − {B + t, C}]

}
.

(13)

The sum inside the exponent is independent of B and C.
We get

φαβγ =
1

N6r−3

∑
δ

exp

(
2πipδ2

N

)
=

1

N6r−2
Φ(r). (14)

The last equality is obtained by explicit calculation based
on the K-matrix, see App. B. Collecting the additional
terms in (5) gives the desired result.

Optimality of the operator. We have shown above
that Φ(r) can be extracted from the expectation values of
operators acting on 2r replicas. In particular, the phase
of Φ(r) can be extracted from a single such operator (see
Eq. (3)). We now argue that this phase cannot be ex-
tracted from the expectation value of an operator acting
on less than 2r replicas. To show that, we argue that the
expectation value of any operator acting on less than 2N
replicas cannot distinguish between two different twisted

ZN gauge theories. Since the phase of Φ(N) can differ
between the two theories, it cannot be extracted using
such an operator. This is formalized in the following:

Conjecture (1). Let |ψ1,2⟩ be two string-net wavefunc-
tions corresponding to two different twisted ZN gauge the-
ories (different p’s), with N prime. There exists a family
of shallow random circuits U , such that, for any operator
O acting on the space of k < 2N replicas, we have

E
U

〈
ψ⊗k
1

∣∣(U⊗k
)†OU⊗k

∣∣ψ⊗k
1

〉
=E

U

〈
ψ⊗k
2

∣∣(U⊗k
)†OU⊗k

∣∣ψ⊗k
2

〉
,

(15)

where EU denotes the expectation value over realizations
of U .

The above unitaries can be written as a product of
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a

b

c

a+ b

b+ c a+ b+ c

CB

A

FIG. 4. The anyonic charges passing between the regions.
The permutations πA,B,C exchange the vertices, and we con-
sider only configurations of the anyonic charges such that the
charge lines are not “cut” by the action of the permutation.

local phase gates on each vertex

U =
∏
v

Uv, (16)

where

Uv

∣∣∣∣∣ ab

a + b

〉
= eiϕab

∣∣∣∣∣ ab

a + b

〉
; ϕab ∈ [0, 2π].

(17)
The phases ϕab on each vertex are chosen uniformly and
independently at random. Thus each random U gives
a phase that depends on the string configuration. Intu-
itively, the claim means that there is no operator acting
on less than 2N replicas that can distinguish between
the topological phases obtained from |ψ1⟩ and |ψ2⟩. We
support the claim by proving it in App. D when the
edge lattice is in the reduced form of Fig. 4. The ar-
gument can be summarized as follows: The operators U
are local phase gates, which can locally transform the
F symbols. The minimal configurations whose phase is
invariant under these transformations are exactly those
that are summed over in (12). Notice that the operators
U applied on the wavefunction will not change the value
of φαβγ .
Discussion. While in this work we described measure-

ments on multiple replicas of the system, in practice these

could be substituted by multiple randomized measure-
ments on a single replica [28, 29]. This does not con-
tradict the optimality discussed above, as it requires the
expectation values of a large number of operators. Note,
however, that the required number of such measurements
will be exponential in 2rL where L is the size of the re-
gions.

Our methods are not sufficient to calculate φαβγ for
phases with non-zero chiral central charge. It remains an
open problem to complete the calculation in that case, for
example, using boundary CFT methods [30]. We note
that (5) remains true for the chiral case, but a phase
contribution of the form eif(r)c− should be added to (3).

An interesting question about our result (3) is whether
the knowledge of Φ(r) for different r is sufficient to iden-
tify the phase of the underlying state uniquely. In the
case of abelian topological order, the values Φ(r), to-
gether with the topological entanglement entropy, give
Tr{T r} for any r and thus allow one to obtain the entire
list of spins θa. In all examples of abelian theories we are
familiar with, the list of spins is sufficient to determine
the state uniquely, but it is interesting to ask whether
it is true in general (formally, both the spins and the
fusion rules are required to fully specify the topological
order). For non-abelian states, the topological order can
be uniquely determined for theories with a small enough
number of anyons, e.g. those classified in [31], but can-
not be determined in general [32]. It is an interesting
open problem to extract topological invariants that can
distinguish any two phases, even beyond modular data
[33], from bulk wavefunctions.
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Here we generalize the calculation of φαβγ from abelian string-net models to more general (possibly non-abelian)
models. We begin with a string-net model defined on some lattice, partitioning the lattice as in Fig. 1. Since φαβγ

is invariant under the action of any unitary which acts inside the regions A,B,C, we can disentangle the lattice sites
within the region, to obtain a string-net state on a reduced graph, as depicted in Fig. 5a. The reduced graph still
contains an extensive number of bonds passing between each pair of regions, but the information on the inside of each
region is contained only in the total charge passing between neighboring regions, labeled by the edges i, j, k, l,m, n in
Fig. 5a. The form of the resulting graph is akin to Fig. 4, but with additional “ladder” diagrams on the interface
between any two regions. These ladder diagrams contain the area-law contribution to φαβγ .
Our first task is to reduce the ladder diagram between any two regions, such that the summation will be over

the tetrahedral graph. Let us calculate the contribution, coming from the ladder alone, to the expectation value
of applying replica permutations. Consider the ladder diagram with n edges between two regions I, J with a cyclic
permutation π acting on R replicas on region I, as in Fig. 5b. We assume that a total anyonic charge q0 passes
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FIG. 5. (a) The simplest string-net model for the calculation of Φ. Each pair of regions is connected by an extensive (area-law)
number of strings, but the total “charge” passing between the regions is well-defined (these are the indices i, j, k, l,m, n). Any
string-net model can be converted to such configuration using unitaries that act within the regions and therefore preserve Φ.
(b) the summation over the configurations of a single ladder, given the total charge q0 passing through it, allows us to reduce
the diagram to a tetrahedron which describes only the total anyonic charge passing between the regions.

of freedom {qi, ri}, we have

Θq0 =
〈
ϕ⊗R
q0

∣∣π∣∣ϕ⊗R
q0

〉
=

1

Dn−1

∑
{q,r}

Nq1
q0r1N

r2
r1q2 · · ·N

qn
rn−2qn−1

d−R
q0

∏
i≥1

dRqi . (A1)

In the limit of n→ ∞ we can set N c
ab ≈

dadbdc

D2 [34]. The sum can the be carried out to give

Θq0 = d1−R
q0 × const., (A2)

where the constant includes both an area law and a topological term, but is independent of q0, so it will not be
relevant in the following calculation. If π is replaced by a permutation that is not cyclic, a similar calculation will
give

Θπ
q0 = d|π|−R

q0 × const., (A3)

where |π| is the number of disjoint cycles of π (or the minimal number of cyclic permutation that comprise π). In
particular we have |πA| = 2, |πB | = |πC | = r. Intuitively, the Θ factors stem from the fact that for larger dq0 there are
more ways for the charge q0 to go between the two regions. Notice that in the case of non-abelian string-net models,
it is necessary to start with a large number of edges and reduce the ladder, since, similarly to the case of the Rényi
entropy [34], the value of Φ(r) obtains corrections that decay exponentially with the size of the regions. The above
calculation allows us to reduce the calculation of φαβγ to the summation over tetrahedron diagrams that describe the
total anyonic charge going between the regions, as depicted in Fig. 4. A single tetrahedron diagram gives [12]

Gijm
kln ≡

i

j m

k

ln
= F ijm

kln

√
didjdkdl, (A4)

where F ijn
klm are the F -symbols of the theory which defines the string-net model. The tetrahedral diagram gives the

(not gauge invariant) information about the twists of the topological theory. We will soon see that the sum defining
φαβγ allows the extraction of gauge-invariant information from the tetrahedral diagrams.
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To carry out the sum, we notice that |ψ⟩ is a sum of all possible string configurations, with amplitudes obtained
from the appropriate anyon diagrams (after reduction to the tetrahedral graph). The action of a permutation requires
that each element in the superposition

∣∣ψ⊗2r
〉
matches an element in the superposition

〈
ψ⊗2r

∣∣. In particular, it
requires that if a configuration of strings as,t passes between regions i, j, we must sum only over configurations for
which aπi(s,t) = aπj(s,t). That is, after cutting and permuting the regions, we require the anyon lines to match. This
constrains the anyon lines that should be summed over. Explicitly, we have

is,t = is,t′ ≡ Is

n1,t = n2,t ≡ Nt

l1,t = l2,t−1 ≡ Lt

ks,t = ks,t′ ≡ Ks

j1,t = j2,t−1 ≡ Jt

m1,t = m2,t−2 ≡Mt

(A5)

The sum comprising φαβγ then restricts to configurations matching the requirements (A5). We obtain

φαβγ ∝ 1

D12r

∑
{IJKLMN}

(
r∏

t=1

GI1JtMt

K1LnNn
G

I2Jt+1Mt+2

K1Lt+1Nt

(
G

I1Jt+1Mt−1

K2LtNt

)∗(
G

I2JtMt−1

K1Lt+1Nt

)∗)

×

( ∏
s=1,2

dIsdKs

)1−r( ∏
t=1,...,r

dJt
dLt

dMt
dNt

) (A6)

up to a multiplicative real area-law correction. Here the sum is taken over all configurations of the indices defined in
(A5). The two un-conjugated G factors are obtained from the first and second layers of

∣∣ψ⊗2r
〉
, while the indices of

the two conjugate G’s are obtained by acting with the replica permutation operators on the indices of the first two G
factors. The quantum dimension factors in the last lines are obtained from (A3).

We verified numerically that (A6) gives the expected result for (5). The sum is generally difficult to evaluate as it
contains exponentially many terms in r (at least naively). We evaluated the sum for small values of r, and indeed
found that the correct values are obtained when the string-net describes doubled Fibonacci (r = 2, ..., 6), doubled
Ising (r = 2, 3) and D(S3) (r = 2, 3) theories. In all cases, the numerical results reproduce (3) and (5) exactly (to
machine precision).

Appendix B: Description of twisted ZN gauge theory

Here we describe the structure of twisted ZN gauge theory, focusing on the topological spins. Twisted Zn gauge
theories can be described as abelian Chern-Simons gauge theories, with the K matrix

K =

(
0 N
N −2p

)
, (B1)

where p = 0, ..., N−1. For p = 0 this gives the ZN toric code. The anyons in the theory can be described as tuples (s,m)
of “magnetic” and “electric” charges, with s,m = 0, ..., N−1 and the fusion rules (s1,m1)×(s2,m2) = (s1+s2,m1+m2)
(with addition mod N). The spins of the anyons are given by

θ(s,m) = exp

[
2πi

(
ps2

N2
+
ms

N

)]
, (B2)

and the mutual statistics (or the S-matrix) is given by

θ(s,m),(t,n) = exp

[
2πi

(
2pst

N2
+
sn+ tm

N

)]
. (B3)

As a sidenote, we mention that for systems with charge conservation the theory also has a charge vector t, such that
tTK−1t describes the Hall conductivity. In that case, different values of p necessarily correspond to different quantum
phases. In contrast, in the absence of charge conservation, theories with p′ = pk2 for k ∈ Z are the same [up to
permutation of the anyon labels (s, t)], as they have the same S and T matrices up to relabeling of the anyons [this
can be verified using (B2), (B3)].
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Next, we want to calculate the sums over the topological spins, given by

NΦ(r) =
∑
a

d2aθ
r
a =

∑
s,m

exp

{
2πir

(
ps2

N2
+
ms

N

)}

= N
∑
s|Ng

exp

(
2πir

ps2

N2

)

= N

g∑
q=0

exp

(
2πir

pq2

g2

)
,

(B4)

where g = gcd(N, r) and s|Ng denotes “s divides N
g ”. In the case where r|N this gives g = r so

Φ(r) =

r∑
q=0

exp

(
2πi

pq2

r

)
. (B5)

Appendix C: Derivation of (13) for general r

Here we derive φαβγ for a twisted ZN theory and general r, removing the assumptions using in the main text, that
N is prime and r = N . In the more general case, (13) becomes

φαβγ =
1

N6r

∑
A,B,C,δ

r∏
t=1

F (A,B + δ̃, C)F (A+ δ̃, B + (t+ 1)δ̃, C + δ̃)F (A,B + (t+ 1)δ̃, C + δ̃)∗F (A+ δ̃, B + tδ̃, C)∗

=
1

N6r

∑
A,B,C,δ

exp

{
2πipδ̃

N

∑
t

[{
B + (t+ 1)δ̃, C + δ̃

}
−
{
B + tδ̃, C

}]}

=
1

N6r−1

∑
B,C,δ

exp

{
2πipδ

g

∑
t

[{
B + t

δN

g
,C +

δN

g

}
−
{
B + t

δN

g
,C

}]}
,

(C1)

where we recall that δ̃ = N
g δ. On the other hand, we have

r∑
t=1

{
b+ t

δN

g
, c

}
=

r∑
t=1

{b+ tδ∗, c} =
rδ∗

N

(
(c : δ∗) + 1c∗+b∗>δ̃

)
, (C2)

where δ∗ = gcd(δ̃, N), c∗ is the reminder of c divided by δ∗, and c : δ∗ = (c− c∗)/δ̃. Eq. (13) then gives

φαβγ =
1

N6r−1

∑
B,C,δ

exp

(
2πipδ

g
× rδ∗

N
× δN

gδ∗

)

=
1

N6r−3

g∑
δ=0

exp

(
2πiprδ2

g2

)
,

(C3)

which is the expected result [see Eq. (B4)].

Appendix D: Proof of Conjecture 1 for a tetrahedral lattice

Here we prove (15) for the unitaries defined in (16) and k < 2N , assuming the simple lattice geometry in Fig.
6. The form of the wavefunctions is given by (9). The two wavefunctions |ψi⟩ then differ by having the different
phase factors for the same string configurations. For simplicity, we can assume that |ψ1⟩ corresponds to the untwisted
ZN toric code, so F1 = 1 (where Fi are the F (a, b, c) symbols presented in (9) corresponding to the wavefunctions
|ψi=1,2⟩), and we’ll further denote F2 ≡ F .
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Since |ψ1,2⟩ differ from each other only by the phase factors F , it makes sense to choose the random circuits U to
include phase gates only. We recall that U are defined in the main text by

U =
∏
v

Uv,

Uv

∣∣∣∣∣ ab

a + b

〉
= eiϕab

∣∣∣∣∣ ab

a + b

〉
; ϕab ∈ [0, 2π].

(D1)

with ϕab on each vertex chosen uniformly and independently at random. Importantly, the random measure on {U}
is a Haar measure, so, for any U0 of the form (D1), we have∫

DU
(
U⊗k

)†OU⊗k = (U⊗k
0 )†

(∫
DU

(
U⊗k

)†OU⊗k

)
U⊗k
0 . (D2)

Using (9) and (D2) we can expand (15) as (we use ℓi as a shorthand for (ai, bi, ci))∫
DU

〈
ψ⊗k
1

∣∣(U⊗k
)†OU⊗k

∣∣ψ⊗k
1

〉
=

∫
DU

∑
{ℓi,ℓ′i}

⟨ℓ1, ..., ℓk|
(
U⊗k

)†OU⊗k|ℓ′1, ..., ℓ′k⟩

=

∫
DU

∑
{ℓi,ℓ′i}

⟨ℓ1, ..., ℓk|
(
U⊗k

{ℓi,ℓ′i}

)†(
U⊗k

)†OU⊗kU⊗k

{ℓi,ℓ′i}
|ℓ′1, ..., ℓ′k⟩ ,

(D3)

where U⊗k

{ℓi,ℓ′i}
is any choice of unitary that depends on {ℓi, ℓ′i}. A sufficient condition for (15) is, therefore, that for

any ℓ1, ..., ℓk, ℓ
′
1, ..., ℓ

′
n we can choose U{ℓi,ℓ′i} such that

U⊗k

{ℓi,ℓ′i}
⊗ (U∗

{ℓi,ℓ′i})
⊗k |ℓ1, ..., ℓk, ℓ′1, ..., ℓ′k⟩

=F (ℓ1) · · ·F (ℓk)F (ℓ′1)∗ · · ·F (ℓ′k)∗ |ℓ1, ..., ℓk, ℓ′1, ..., ℓ′k⟩ .
(D4)

Here the two unitaries in the first line act on the first and second sets of ℓi, and we replaced the bra in (D3) with an
extended ket that includes 2k configurations. We now ask what is the minimal k such that U{ℓi,ℓ′i} cannot be chosen

to satisfy (D4). A necessary and sufficient condition is that there exists a configuration of strings {ℓi, ℓ′i} for which

F (ℓ1) · · ·F (ℓk)F ∗(ℓ′1) · · ·F ∗(ℓ′k) ̸= 1, (D5)

and, simultaneously, for U of the form (16),(17) we have

U⊗k ⊗ (U∗)⊗k |ℓ1, ..., ℓk, ℓ′1, ..., ℓ′k⟩ = |ℓ1, ..., ℓk, ℓ′1, ..., ℓ′k⟩ . (D6)

That is, no U can affect the phase of the string configuration [the requirement (D6) is necessary since if the phase
on the RHS is not 1 we can always raise U to some power to obtain the phase in (D5)]. Using the definition (D1),
this requirement can be rephrased as follows: for each vertex v in the configuration ℓi, we need to “cancel” the vertex
contribution by another configuration ℓ′j , that has the same strings around v. Also, for a configuration with minimal
k we can assume that ℓi ̸= ℓ′j for any i, j, otherwise we could remove both to obtain a solution with smaller k.
Up to this point, the argument was generic for any edge lattice. To finalize the argument for the tetrahedral lattice

presented in Fig. 6, we need to show that any configuration satisfying (D5) and (D6) has k ≥ 2N . Assuming without
loss of generality that F (ℓ1) ̸= 1, in particular a1, b1, c1 ̸= 0 [this can be seen from (10)]. The condition (D6) requires
that there is another string configuration, say ℓ′1, for which vα is the same vertex as in ℓ1 (so a1, b1 = a′1, b

′
1 are the

same) but ℓ1 ̸= ℓ′1, so c1 ̸= c′1. In that case, we must have a different string configuration, say ℓ2, with the same vβ
vertex as ℓ′1, so c2 = c′1, a2 + b2 = a′1 + b′1 but a2 ̸= a1. Going on, we get a set of string configurations ℓi, ℓ

′
i, i = 1, ..., τ

satisfying

ai + bi = a′i + b′i = ai+1 + bi+1

c′i ̸= ci

ai ̸= ai+1

ci+1 = c′i

(D7)
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FIG. 6. The tetrahedral graph.

(where i + 1 implies addition mod τ). The simplest guess satisfying (D7) (which, as we show, does not work) has
τ = 2 and is given generally by

(a1, b1, c1) = (a, b, c),

(a′1, b
′
1, c

′
1) = (a, b, c+ q),

(a2, b2, c2) = (a+ p, b− p, c+ q),

(a′2, b
′
2, c

′
2) = (a+ p, b− p, c),

(D8)

with p, q ̸= 0. This guess ensures that (D6) is satisfied when U is nontrivial only on the vertices vα, vβ , but fails in
general since these configurations give different values for vγ and vδ, which must also be canceled. That is, for each
configuration with (a, b, c) we need another configuration of the form (a+ s, b, c). Similarly, to cancel the contribution
from vδ, for each configuration of the form (a, b, c) we need another of the form (a, b + s, c − s). We can satisfy all
requirements by letting b run over an additional index, such that

ℓ1,t ≡ (a1,t, b1,t, c1,t) = (a, b+ tp, c),

ℓ′1,t ≡ (a′1,t, b
′
1,t, c

′
1,t) = (a, b+ tp, c+ p),

ℓ2,t ≡ (a2,t, b2,t, c2,t) = (a+ p, b+ (t− 1)p, c+ p),

ℓ′2,t ≡ (a′2,t, b
′
2,t, c

′
2,t) = (a+ p, b+ (t− 1)p, c).

(D9)

These are copies of the configurations (D8), so the requirements on v1, v2 are satisfied automatically. The cancellation
of v3 occurs between ℓ1,t and ℓ

′
2,t+1, and between ℓ2,t and ℓ

′
1,t+1. The cancellation of v4 occurs between ℓ1,t and ℓ

′
1,t−1,

and between ℓ2,t and ℓ
′
2,t+1. Importantly, we must let the index t = 1, ..., N as a, b, c are defined mod N . This gives

k = 2N string configurations, exactly as one given in the statement above (15). Note that there are other possible
configurations of the tetrahedral diagram, with the same number of string configurations, obtained by permutations
of the vertex labels. We also comment that, if N is not prime, we can choose q such that m = gcd(q,N) > 1, in that
case, we only need k = 2N/m replicas.
Finally, it is worthwhile to discuss the generalization of the above result to lattices beyond the tetrahedral lattice

described here. While we do not have a rigorous argument, we believe the result generalizes. The heuristic argument
is as follows: On a larger lattice, one still considers string configurations solving (D5) and (D6). In larger string
configurations, we similarly need all vertices to cancel between {ℓi} and {ℓ′i}. This will be harder to satisfy in a
non-trivial way, and importantly, nothing is gained by considering configurations of disconnected strings (that is, in
which edges on which the strings are non-zero form disconnected graphs), as such loop configurations factorize to the
disconnected components. The upshot is that, even on larger lattices, configurations that solve the two requirements
will differ only on a subgraph of the lattice that is of the topology of the tetrahedral graph, such that the differences
between the string configurations are of the form of (D9).
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