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Abstract: We construct a family of two-dimensional topological stabilizer codes on continuous
variable (CV) degrees of freedom, which generalize homological rotor codes and the toric-GKP
code. Our topological codes are built using the concept of boson condensation — we start from
a parent stabilizer code based on an R gauge theory and condense various bosonic excitations.
This produces a large class of topological CV stabilizer codes, including ones that are charac-
terized by the anyon theories of U(1)2, X U(1)—-2, Chern-Simons theories, for arbitrary pairs
of positive integers (n,m). Most notably, this includes anyon theories that are non-chiral and
nevertheless do not admit a gapped boundary. It is widely believed that such anyon theories
cannot be realized by any stabilizer model on finite-dimensional systems. We conjecture that
these CV codes go beyond codes obtained from concatenating a topological qudit code with a
local encoding into CVs, and thus, constitute the first example of topological codes that are
intrinsic to CV systems. Moreover, we study the Hamiltonians associated to the topological CV
stabilizer codes and show that, although they have a gapless spectrum, they can become gapped
with the addition of a quadratic perturbation. We show that similar methods can be used to
construct a gapped Hamiltonian whose anyon theory agrees with a U(1)2 Chern-Simons theory.
Our work initiates the study of scalable stabilizer codes that are intrinsic to CV systems and
highlights how error-correcting codes can be used to design and analyze many-body systems of
CVs that model lattice gauge theories.
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1 Introduction

Quantum error correction is essential for storing and processing quantum information so that
it is kept protected from faulty operations and decoherence induced by the environment [1—-
3]. Many of the quantum error-correcting (QEC) schemes developed thus far employ qubits
as their fundamental building blocks, which may arise from, for example, hyperfine states
in neutral atoms or trapped ions [4, 5], or the lowest two energy levels of a superconducting
circuit [6, 7]. These systems, however, generically support a much larger Hilbert space than
the two levels that are actively used for quantum error correction. A promising approach
to minimize the physical overhead of quantum computation is thus to tailor QEC codes to
hardware to take full advantage of the available state space.

This motivates the use of continuous variable (CV) degrees of freedom for processing
quantum information, which for example, arise from a superconducting qubit in a microwave
cavity [8-10], the motional states of a trapped ion [11-13], or the rotational degrees of freedom
of a molecule [14]. The Hilbert space of a CV is equivalent to the state space of a harmonic
oscillator and as such, is formally infinite dimensional. CVs thus promise to be a hardware
efficient alternative to processing quantum information with qubits.

The majority of QEC codes developed for CV systems have been designed for a single
CV, i.e., a single mode [15-19]. There is by now a rich family of single-CV QEC codes, and
they have been used to demonstrate the protection of quantum information beyond break-
even [20]. Despite this progress, single-CV QEC codes ultimately offer only limited protection
of encoded quantum information.! They are not able to achieve the logical error rates needed
to perform complex quantum computations, such as factoring large prime numbers [26].

To suppress the logical error rate further, we need to develop scalable QEC codes, i.e.,
codes with a prescription for introducing additional degrees of freedom so as to obtain arbi-
trarily low logical error rates. Topological QEC codes, for which the code space is defined

!We note that there has also been development of multi-mode CV codes, such as in Refs. [21-25]. However,
they similarly only offer limited protection against a complete set of local errors if not concatenated with fault-
tolerant codes on finite-dimensional degrees of freedom.




by the ground state subspace of a local Hamiltonian, are a paradigmatic class of scalable
codes [27]. Topological QEC codes offer robust protection from geometrically local errors,
only require local interactions, and can be implemented in planar geometries [3, 28]. They
furthermore admit a well-understood set of natively fault-tolerant logical gates, and sophis-
ticated decoders which yield high error thresholds [29-31].

To develop scalable CV codes, it is thus natural to consider topological QEC codes built
from CVs. One approach is to leverage known topological QEC codes for systems of qudits.
Specifically, one can begin by encoding a qudit into each CV using a single-CV Gottesman-
Kitaev-Preskill (GKP) code [15]. Then, one can implement any known topological QEC
code on the encoded qudits. In other words, a single-CV GKP code can be concatenated
with a topological code. In the case of concatenating a GKP code with the toric code, this
gives the toric-GKP code, which was first benchmarked in Ref. [32]. Although this approach
is promising and indeed yields scalable QEC codes, it is unsatisfying in that each CV is used
in isolation to encode a qudit and the scalability is coming entirely from the scalability of
the qudit code.

Developing scalable CV QEC codes that are beyond concatenation with qudit codes has
proven to be a challenging problem. Refs. [32-34] established no-go theorems which state
that CVs cannot be encoded fault-tolerantly into systems of physical CVs. In this work fault-
tolerant encodings refer to those that have an error-correcting threshold in the presence of
local errors and faulty measurements. Ref. [35] then explored building scalable QEC codes
out of rotors, which can be thought of as a CV with a large energetic constraint. The rotor
codes introduced in Ref. [35] have the benefit that they fundamentally rely on the infinite-
dimensional state space of each rotor. However, despite encoding a discrete number of qubits
on homologically nontrivial manifolds, they unfortunately fail to be fault tolerant without
additional concatenation, as they do not admit an increasing code distance for a reasonable
set of local errors.

In this work, we generalize the toric-GKP code and homological rotor codes of Refs. [32]
and [35] to construct fault-tolerant topological CV codes, which we expect are beyond code
concatenation — in the sense that they are not simply a local encoding of a qudit into CVs
concatenated with a stabilizer code on qudits. This expectation is based on the particular
Abelian anyon theories exhibited by the topological stabilizer codes. Specifically, the anyon
theories include those captured by U(1)a, x U(1)_2, Chern-Simons (CS) theories [36-39].
This is noteworthy since, for example, the theory parameterized by (n,m) = (1,2) is Witt
nontrivial — that is, the anyon theory does not admit a gapped boundary, despite being
nonchiral [40-42]. The prevailing expectation is that such theories do not admit a description
in terms of a qudit stabilizer model, thus putting the topological CV stabilizer code beyond
code concatenation.

We construct our new examples of topological CV stabilizer codes starting with a CV
stabilizer code based on an R gauge theory. This parent stabilizer code encodes two CVs,
so in accordance with the no-go theorems of Refs. [32-34], it is not fault tolerant. However,
from this model, we build fault-tolerant topological stabilizer codes by implementing boson
condensation [43]. Boson condensation has proven to be a valuable tool for both building new
QEC codes [39, 44, 45] and understanding the structures of familiar topological codes [46].
This work can thus be seen as generalizing constructions of QEC codes based on boson
condensation to systems with infinite-dimensional degrees of freedom.

The parent stabilizer code has bosonic excitations that can be interpreted as the gauge




charges, gauge fluxes, and certain charge-flux composites in an R gauge theory. When the
bosonic excitations are proliferated — by for example, measuring the short string operators
that create the excitations — this generically yields new topological QEC codes. For example,
condensing bare charges and fluxes in the R gauge theory produces the rotor codes of Ref. [35]
or the toric-GKP code of Ref. [32].

On the other hand, condensing bosons formed from charge-flux composites gives rise to a
much more diverse set of topological codes, including those characterized by U(1)2, xU(1)_2,
CS theories. More generally, we show that this approach is capable of producing topological
codes characterized by U(1) x U(1) CS theories for 2 x 2 K matrices with all even entries.
Condensing charge-flux composites moreover gives a new mechanism for encoding discrete
quantum information in CVs and sidesteps the issue faced by the codes in Ref. [35], in which
a logical string operator that moves a pure flux can be smeared across the full system by
applying stabilizers — thereby decreasing the distance when the code size is increased.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we get started by providing an
example of a topological CV stabilizer code, called the Ko _4 stabilizer code. This stabilizer
code is characterized by a U(1)2 x U(1)_4 CS theory, which corresponds to an anyon theory
that does not admit a gapped boundary and is beyond known qudit stabilizer codes. To prove
that the code is topological, we exploit a particular factorization of the Hilbert space accord-
ing to the U(1)y and U(1)_4 factors of the CS theory, generalizing the invertible subalgebras
of Ref. [47]. We then further show that, although the associated Hamiltonian is gapless, a
local quadratic perturbation is sufficient to open up a gap for a system without boundary
— thus, giving a gapped model of the U(1)y x U(1)_4 CS theory with a 8-fold ground state
degeneracy on a torus. We additionally construct a controllably-solvable, gapped Hamilto-
nian for the anyon theory of a U(1)y CS theory. To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first example of such a model defined on a tensor-product Hilbert space with short-range,
physically realistic interactionsE.

In Section 3, we first formally extend the existing defintions of topological stabilizer codes
to CVs and then describe our general construction of topological CV codes, starting from
an R gauge theory. In Section 4, we describe examples of topological CV stabilizer codes
constructed by either (i) condensing a single type of boson, yielding the homological rotor
codes and examples characterized by U(1)a, CS theories, or (ii) consecutively condensing two
types of bosons, which yields codes associated to Zy toric codes and non-chiral CS theories
with a 2 x 2 K matrix with even entries. We highlight the example where two consecutive
condensations lead to models that admit the same anyon theory as U(1)g, x U(1)_2,, CS
theories. In Section 5, we discuss our results and potential future directions. In Appendix A,
we elaborate on the algebra of operators that appears in the condensation of flux-charge
composites. In Appendix B, we show how the single condensation leads to a finite subtheory
of gapped excitations characterized by U(1)a, CS theory.

Note — An upcoming work [48] studies many-body generalizations of various cat and binomial
codes, which, similar to the expectation for the codes presented in this work, are not obtained
by concatenation.




2  Example: Ky _,4 stabilizer model

We begin with an example to illustrate the topological stabilizer models of Section 3 and 4.
We refer to the example in this section as the Ky _4 stabilizer model, where the notation
K5 _4 represents the fact that the gapped excitations of the model capture the anyon theory
of a U(1)g x U(1)_4 CS theory.? We leave a complete description of the anyon theory for a
later section, but for now, note that this anyon theory is not captured by any known stabilizer
model or commuting projector Hamiltonian on qudits. One unique property of this model is
that, on a torus, it has an 8-fold ground state degeneracy. This is in contrast to all known
topological stabilizer models on qudits, where the dimension of the code space on a torus is
a square [39].

We start by defining the Hilbert space and the K5 _4 stabilizer Hamiltonian in Section 2.1.
We then discuss the excitations of the Hamiltonian and emphasize that there are gapped
point-like excitations that exhibit the properties of a U(1)y x U(1)_4 CS anyon theory. Ac-
cordingly, the model has an 8-fold ground state degeneracy on a torus, which we verify in
Section 2.2. In Section 2.2, we also prove that the associated stabilizer code is topological by
exploiting a particular non-spatial factorization of the Hilbert space. Finally, in Section 2.3
we demonstrate that, although the K> 4 Hamiltonian admits gapless excitations, local per-
turbations are sufficient to open up a gap — yielding a gapped (non-commuting) Hamiltonian
for the U(1)2 x U(1)—4 CS anyon theory. We similarly construct a gapped model for a U(1)
CS theory.

2.1 Hilbert space and Hamiltonian

The K5 _4 stabilizer Hamiltonian is defined on a square lattice with a CV on every edge. This
is to say that, for every edge e, there is an associated position operator . and momentum
operator p., which satisfy the canonical commutation relations:

T e=¢€,

[jeaﬁe’]: 0 67&61. (1)

We further define the displacement operators X, and Z, at the edge e as:
X, =e e, 7, =¢lte, (2)

These satisfy the following commutation relations, for s,t € R:

eStXS 7 e=¢,

tvs __
Ze e s 7t /
X572, e#e.

(3)
The displacement operators are natural generalizations of the Pauli operators on qubits, so
as such, we occasionally refer to products of displacement operators as Pauli operators. We
note that, in contrast to Pauli operators on qudits, the displacement operators have infinite
order.

We are now prepared to introduce the Ko _4 stabilizer Hamiltonian, denoted by Ha _4.
We first note that the Hamiltonian decomposes into a sum of two Hamiltonians Ho and H_4:

H27_4 = Hy + H_4. (4)

2Therefore the K matrix is K = <(2] 04).




Hy and H_, are further composed of vertex terms and edge terms. Explicitly, the Hamilto-
nians are:

Hy= 3 A2 - 0@ e,

‘ 5
Hoy=-Y A9 -3 ¢ 4 he. ®)

The vertex terms AgQ) and edge terms C’é2) for Hy are graphically represented as

Here and throughout, the figures should be implicitly understood as products of single-site

) (—4)

Pauli operators. Likewise, the vertex terms A5f4 and edge terms C¢ 7 of H_4 are:

1 Z\/§
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Z|_% 7:‘2|X§% |_Z\/5 AL lei ;l—\/i
A= IZ%X_ﬁ{LXﬁ_v oY = AL X;"\/? 7-V2, }‘X;r\/é . (7)
X 2v2 7 7 7 7

B L, vl

It can be checked, using Eq. (3), that the Hamiltonian terms are all mutually commuting.
Therefore, the ground state subspace is spanned by the mutual 41 eigenstates of the Hamil-
tonian terms. This allows us to define a stabilizer group Sz _4 generated by the Hamiltonian
terms of Ha _4. We refer to the resulting stabilizer code as the Ka _4 stabilizer code. It is
convenient to define the following two subgroups, which generate Sy _4:

HAR cPveV, eeEY}),

Sy = ({AS
{AlY, eV vev ec B,

5., (8)

where V' and E are the sets of vertices and edges, respectively. The angled bracket notation
here denotes the fact that the stabilizer subgroups are generated by integer powers of the
arguments.

By construction, the ground state subspace of the Hamiltonian coincides with the code
space of the Ko _4 stabilizer code. On a torus, the Ky _4 stabilizer code encodes one qubit
and one four-dimensional qudit. In Fig. 1, we show a representation of the logical operators.
In general, the logical operators are string operators that wrap around the torus and can
be deformed to topologically equivalent paths by multiplication with stabilizers. We prove
in the next section that the code space is indeed 8-dimensional and show that the Ko _4
stabilizer code is a topological CV stabilizer code. This is to say that the stabilizer group is
locally generated and there are no local representations of the logical operators.




Figure 1: The logical operators of the K5 _4 stabilizer code on a torus. The logical operators X, and Z,
square to a product of stabilizers in Sy and anticommute. Therefore, they define an encoding of a qubit.
Likewise the fourth powers of X_, and Z_, are products of stabilizers in S_, and they fail to commute
by a fourth root of unity. Hence, they define an encoding of a four-dimensional qudit.

Remark: The ground states of the Hamiltonian H> 4 are not normalizable — that is, they
do not belong to the space of square-integrable states L?(R"), assuming that there are N
CVs. To make this explicit, we first note that the stabilizer group Sz —4 can be understood
as a multi-mode GKP code, as defined in Ref. [15]. Any such multi-mode GKP code is then
unitarily equivalent to a collection of independent single-mode GKP codes [24, Cor. 1]. The
ground states of a single-mode GKP code are sums over delta functions in the & basis, peaked
at integer multiples of specific values of x. Therefore, the ground states of a single-mode
GKP code, and hence the ground states of Ha _4, are not normalizable.?

First, however, we explore the excitations of the Ky _4 stabilizer Hamiltonian. The exci-
tations of the Ky _4 stabilizer Hamiltonian can be generated using the short string operators
We(Q) and We(_4). The short string operators We(2) and We(_4) for an edge e are graphically

represented as:

3Moreover, unlike plane waves, the code states of an N-mode GKP code are not simple distributions
over L>(RY). This is despite the fact that they are sums of delta functions, each of which is well-defined
distribution on L?(RR). For a single-mode GKP code, this can be seen by evaluating the code state on a wave
function with an amplitude that goes as 1/|z| for large . This does not evaluate to a finite value, due to
the divergence of the sum Zk 1/k. One way to give precise mathematical meaning to GKP code states is
as tempered distributions. These are distributions on the space of Schwartz functions, i.e., smooth functions
that decay faster than any polynomial for large |z|.




where the red dashed arrows denote an orientation of the short string operator. The opposite
orientation is obtained by Hermitian conjugation.

To characterize the excitations, we further define long string operators from products of
the short string operators. For any oriented path -y, we define the string operators:

W = [[WE, W = [, (10)
ecy eey

Here, the notation We@) and Wé_4) should be understood as the Hermitian conjugation of
the short string operators in Egs. (9a) and (9b) only if the orientation is anti-aligned with
the orientation of v. Note that the short string operators are not all mutually commuting,
so the ordering of the products in Eqs. (9a) and (9b) is not generally well defined.* However,
one can take as a convention that the short string operators are ordered according to the
orientation of ~.

We now explore the excitations created by the string operators in Eq. (10) along an open
path ~, as shown in Fig. 2. It can be checked that the string operators WW(Q) and W7(_4)
commute with all of the Hamiltonian terms along the length of 4 and only fail to commute
with isolated vertex terms at the endpoints. Moreover, the commutation relations of the
string operator with the vertex terms at the endpoints cannot be reproduced using operators
that are only supported in the vicinity of the endpoints. In this sense, the local excitations
cannot be created or destroyed using operators localized to the endpoints and thus belong
to nontrivial superselection sectors — analogous to anyonic excitations.

Formally, we can treat these gapped excitations as anyons and compute their character-
istic properties, i.e., their fusion rules, exchange statistics, and braiding relations. We refer
to the anyons created at the endpoints of v by Wasz) as ag and ag, where the orientation
of the path ~ points from as to as. Here, as denotes the inverse of ao, i.e., composing two
string operators of the same type from head to tail leaves no excitations along the length of
the long string. Likewise, we refer to the anyons created by W§_4) as a—q and a_y4.

The fusion rules of the anyons can be determined by taking integer powers of the string
operators. It can be checked that We(z) squares to a product of two Aq(,Q) stabilizers and a
CéQ) stabilizer, as represented graphically in Eq. (19). Therefore, the short string operator

6(2) ? does not create any excitations. Similarly, the fourth power of We(_4) is a product
of stabilizers. These relations imply the fusion rules:

a3=1, at, =1 (11)

4Note that the string operators are only ambiguous up to a phase, which does not effect the excitations
that they create.




Figure 2: Anyonic excitations of the K _4 stabilizer Hamiltonian. The K5 _4 stabilizer Hamiltonian admits
point-like excitations that cannot be created or destroyed with operators localized near the excitations.
The excitations are instead created at the endpoints of string operators (purple) along oriented paths (red
dashed). Only the vertex terms Ag) and AE,_4) are violated at the endpoints of the strings.

Thus, the anyons as and a_4 generate a Zs X Z4 group under fusion.
Next, the exchange statistics and braiding relations can be determined using the standard
T-junction calculation [49, 50].> We find that as and a_4 braid trivially with each other:

B(ag,a,4) =1. (12)
Furthermore, their exchange statistics are:
O(az) =14, O(a_yq) = —iv/i. (13)

In other words, exchanging two as or a_4 anyons produces a phase of ¢ or —iv/4, respectively.

For Abelian anyon theories, the anyon theory is fully determined by the fusion rules, the
exchange statistics, and braiding relations of the generators. Therefore, we can conclude that
the anyon theory generated by as and a_4 is precisely the anyon theory of a U(1)g x U(1)_4
CS theory. It follows from the arguments in Section 2.2 that as and a_4 exhaust all of the
anyons in the system.

The stabilizers and logical operators of the Ky _4 stabilizer code can be understood in
terms of the anyons as and a_4. The vertex stabilizers A1(,2) and A7(f4) are small, counterclock-
wise loops of string operator for as and a_4, respectively. Moreover, the logical operators
in Fig. 1 are string operators of as and a_4, wrapped around non-contractible paths of the
torus. Hence, the logical operators are created by moving the anyons around the torus, and
their commutation relations are the result of the braiding of the anyons.

Besides the gapped excitations described above, the Hamiltonian Hs _4 also admits gap-

S
less excitations. To create the gapless excitations, we consider the string operators (W,@)

and (WV(%))S, for s valued in R. One can check that, if s ¢ 7Z, the string operators fail to

®Since the anyon theory is Abelian, the braiding relations B(a,b) of a and b can be determined from the
exchange statistics by B(a,b) = 0(ab)/0(a)d(b).




commute with the vertex terms at their endpoints and also fail to commute with the edge
terms along the length of 4. The string operators (W§2))S and (W«574))s are able to create
excitations with arbitrarily small energies as s is tuned infinitesimally above zero.

To gain physical intuition for the excitations created by the excitations with s ¢ Z, let
us consider the string operators on an open path v. For s ¢ Z, the string operators create
point-like excitations at their endpoints in the sense that they violate the vertex terms.
However, since the string operators fail to commute with the edge terms along their length,
the point-like excitations are linearly confined. This is in contrast to the anyonic excitations
as and a_4, which are deconfined. As a consequence of the confinement, the excitations with
continuously parameterized energies do not play a significant role in the stabilizer code.

2.2 Factorization of the Pauli group

To argue that the Ky _4 stabilizer code is topological and moreover that the logical operators
in Fig. 1 exhaust all of the logical operators on a torus, we exploit a particular factorization
of the group of Pauli operators. The factorization follows from the short string operators
in Egs. (9a) and (9b). To make this factorization explicit, we define Wy and W_4 as the
subgroups of Pauli operators generated by R-valued powers of the We(2) and We(74) short
string operators, respectively:

Wy = <(We(2)>8 lee E, s € ]R>

W= (WD) Jee B s R). -

We argue now that any Pauli operator can be expressed as Wa x W_y4, where Wy € W,
and W_4 € W_4. It is insightful to first note that the stabilizer group of the Ko _4 stabilizer
code splits according to this factorization. That is, the subgroups S» and S_4 are contained
within W, and W_4, respectively. To see this explicitly, we note that the vertex stabilizers
Aq(,z) and Aq()_4) are small counterclockwise loops of string operator:

(W)

AR ;A (WD) =, (15)

LWHM

Furthermore, the edge stabilizers are given by:

w®
w@ _W(L| w® (w1
C(Q) |— 2)\—1
e X2 e (W)=, - )
L(W(2));1_W(M w @ w®

|'(W(’4>>2 49
|_(W(*4))2 (W2 (w2 (=2
C§—4) o (W) e (WD)-2, -
|~(W(74))72 ([2[/(*4))J (VV(—4))2 (W/(—‘l))Q

l(W(ﬂ))*J
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More generally, the factorization follows from two properties of the short string operators.
First, the group of Pauli operators is contained within Ws x W_4. In particular, X and Z
are given by:

1 1 1 a1
X0 = (CéQ)) 27 (054)) Wim g (We(2)> 2 (We(74)> vz (17)
where o, is +1 (—1) if e is vertical (horizontal), and Ct? and Y are expressed in terms
of Wéz) and We(_4) in Eq. (16). Second, for any choice of s, € R and for every pair of edges
e and ¢/, the short string operators satisfy the commutation relations:
() (5= ) () w
Therefore, the groups Wo and W_4 are independent, analogous to Pauli operators on two
disjoint subsystems. In fact, it can further be shown that the sums of Z and p operators
that generate 6(2) and W™ define a factorization of the Hilbert space into non-spatial
subsystems.

One consequence of the splitting of the Pauli group is that the elements of Wy (W_4)
necessarily commute with all of the stabilizers in S_4 (Sz). Therefore, the properties of the
stabilizer code can be studied by considering S2 and S_4 as independent stabilizer codes
over the Pauli groups Wy and W_4, respectively. We use this fact to argue below that the
K, _4 stabilizer code is topological. In particular, we show that the stabilizer subgroup S2
defines an encoding of a qubit and is topological with respect to the group W,. Analogous
arguments show that the S_4 subgroup encodes a 4-dimensional qudit and is topological
with respect to W_4.

We focus now on the subgroup Ss over the group W, and search for logical operators
generated by elements of Ws. In general, the elements of W, fail to commute with the
stabilizers in Ss. For example, if s € R, then the operator ( 6(2))8 fails to commute with an
edge stabilizer except for when s € Z. Thus, the logical operators in W, must be composed
of integer powers of We(Q). If k£ € Z, however, then the operator (We(2))k fails to commute
with a pair of vertex stabilizers except for when k € 2Z. Therefore, any operator in W, that
commutes with all of the stabilizers in So must be a product of: (i) operators ( 6(2))k, for
k € 2Z, and (ii) integer power of 6(2) along oriented closed paths. We notice, however, that
the operator ( 6(2))k, for k € 2Z, is a stabilizer belonging to So. This can be seen from the
relation:

<W6(2))2 = , e . (19)

Likewise, any integer power of We(Q) along a contractible loop is a product of Aq(jz) stabilizers.

11



Therefore, the only Pauli operators in W, that commute with all of the stabilizers and
are not themselves stabilizers are the non-contractible loops of We@). These are precisely the
two leftmost logical operators in Fig. 1. This further implies that there are no local logical
operators generated by elements of W,. Similar statements hold for the subgroup S_4, so
the K5 _4 stabilizer code is indeed a topological CV stabilizer code that encodes one qubit
and one four-dimensional qudit.

2.3 Gapping out the bulk

In stark contrast to qudit stabilizer models, the Hamiltonian Ha _4 is gapless. The spectrum
can be gapped out, however, by adding quadratic perturbations. In this section, we argue,
more specifically, that adding a small quadratic term to the Hamiltonian Hs _4 opens a gap
and realizes the U(1)2 x U(1)_4 topological order. We then show that, if we add quadratic
terms to the Hamiltonian Hs, defined in Eq. (5), we realize a model whose anyon content is
that of the U(1)s CS theory.

2.3.1 Gapped Hamiltonian for U(1)2 x U(1)_4

We define the perturbed Hamiltonian as:
Hy 4= Ha 4+ Hy, (20)

with the quadratic perturbation Hy defined as

= az [ §(2)2 (—4))2}’ (21)

(k) (k) (k) _

k) ..
for « > 0. Here, the operators we ’ are the quadrature of W™/, i.e., We . Similarly,
we define égk) as the quadrature of C’ék). It can be checked Stralghtforwardly that the two
operators satisfy

[ég’@,wgf’)} — 4208 O, (22)
where + depends on the orientation of e, e’ and the signs of k, ¥’. Importantly, this means
that wg’“) commutes with the Hamiltonian Hj for k # k’.

To see that the perturbation is sufficient to gap out the Hamiltonian, it is convenient to
first split the Hamiltonian into vertex terms and edge terms:

Hy 4= Ha+ Heo + Ho, (23)
where Hy and H¢o are:

Hy = _U'Z(A@) + A,

Hp — —UZ ) 4 o) (24)

Following the method developed in Ref. [51], we first analyze the Hamiltonian H¢o + Hy and
show that it has a fully gapped spectrum. The effective ground state subspace is extensively
degenerate, however, without the vertex terms. We then treat H4 as a perturbation, which
further lifts the extensive degeneracy leaving only a constant number of ground states.
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To make this explicit, we review the formalism of Ref. [51]. For a CV with {Z;, 5},

the formalism in Ref. [51] perturbatively solves the Hamiltonian of the following form

M
H= —UZCOS Si + Hy (25)
i=1
in the limit U — oo. Here, Hy is quadratic and the operators .S; are linear in the Z; and

p; operators. We further need to assume that (i) the S; operators are linearly independent,

1

and (ii) the commutator 5

[Si, S;] is an integer, so [cos S, cos S;] = 0.
The Hamiltonian H gives rise to an effective low-energy subspace Heg defined by cos S; = 1,
for all 4. This low-energy space is separated from other excited states by an energy gap A.

To specify A, we define an M x M matrix

1

Nij = —m[

Si, [Sj, Holl. (26)
It can be checked that NV is a real symmetric matrix and is semi-positive definite. To carry
out the perturbative analysis, we require that A is positive-definite. In that case, we denote
the minimal eigenvalue of N by Apmin. According to Ref. [51], the gap is then given by
A ~ VU Awin.

For our Hamiltonian, the cgk) operators play the role of the S; operators. Due to the
commutation relations in Eq. (22) the A matrix is diagonal. In fact, the U(1)2 and U(1)_4
parts completely decouple, so N is already block-diagonalized. This allows us to focus on
one of the blocks, e.g., the block associated to the U(1)2 layer. We find

(%

Nee’ = ;686/' (27)

Hence, the spectrum is independent of the system size, and the gap is A ~ VUa.
We can now describe the subspace Heg. To this end, define an M x M matrix Z by

1
It is integer, skew-symmetric, and completely determines the structure of the subspace Heg.
In particular, the dimension of the space is given by /| det Z|, according to Ref. [51].
Let us now place the system on a L x L torus. Just as NV, we find that Z is block diagonal:
Z=ZD gz and \/|det Z®)| = |2k|L*.5 One can further show, as the dimension of the

subspace suggests, that Heg = ZL:21 C? ® C*. We can choose a complete set of stabilizers
for the subspace as A5,2) and A[4), for all v, along with the logical operators Z, and Z_,.
This is redundant however, due to the relation [[, Ag) =11, Aq(f4) =1, so that the number

of independent Aq(?) operators is L? — 1. Since (/11()2))2 =1 in the code space, the number of

states labeled by the eigenvalues of Aq(,z) is 2L°-1, Similarly, the number of states labeled by
the Aq(,_4) eigenvalues is 4L%-1, Together with the logical operators, they completely describe
the subspace Heg.

At this point we add the vertex terms H4 as a perturbation (so U’ < v/Ua). Because

Ag,Q) and AS,_4) commute with the condensation terms, they act entirely within the subspace

SThis can be computed explicitly by making use of the translation invariance and applying a Fourier
transform.
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Hes as Pauli operators. Thus, in the spirit of degenerate perturbation theory, assuming
U < A~ +VUa«a, we can work within Heg, with the following effective Hamiltonian:

Heg=-U'> AP -U' > A, (29)

This selects the states with Al(?) = A£_4) = 1 as the true ground states with a gap ~ U’ to
the excited states. The logical states remain degenerate, so the ground state degeneracy is
2 x4=8.

2.3.2  Gapped Hamiltonian for U(1)s

We now repeat the analysis to construct a gapped model that hosts the excitations corre-
sponding to the U(1)y anyon theory. We consider, in particular, the following Hamiltonian:

H = H, + Ho, (30)
with the quadratic perturbation Hy given as before:

Hy=a Y [(w?)? + (w9, (31)

Due to the factorization of the Hilbert space, within the U(1)2 subsystem, the Hamiltonian
is identical to the one analyzed in Section 2.3.1, which has an energy gap and a 2-fold
degenerate ground state subspace on a torus. On the other hand, there are no longer any
stabilizer terms for the U(1)_4 subsystem, and the Hamiltonian is instead purely quadratic.

Thus, our remaining task is to solve the quadratic Hamiltonian H(ng‘) = aze(wéle))2
and show that it is gapped. Diagonalizing H(g*4) amounts to finding all operators b that are
linear combinations of w! " such that [b, Hé_4)] = FEb. Assuming b is of the general form

b=>3, uew£_4), then the equation [b, Hé_4)] = Eb gives:

~2ia Y Kewue = Fue. (32)

e

Here, we have defined the matrix Ko by iKeer = [we, wer]. If the modes with positive energy
(=) _ ) Egbzbg + const. With
periodic boundary conditions, we find that the spectrum of ¢K is gapped, and therefore,

are indexed by ¢, the Hamiltonian can be written as H,

Hé_4) is gapped. It is also evident that Hé_4) has a unique ground state defined by by = 0,
for all £, on a torus. Thus, we can conclude that the ground state of the Hamiltonian is
characterized by the anyons of the U(1)y CS theory.

3 Topological codes from condensation in an R gauge theory

In this section, we present a general construction of topological CV stabilizer codes, for
which the Ky _4 stabilizer code of the previous section is a special case. We first give a
definition of topological stabilizer codes on CVs. We then introduce a stabilizer model for an
R gauge theory, which is the starting point of our constructions. The examples in Section 4
are derived from the IR gauge theory through condensing various bosons, summarized in
Section 3.4.
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3.1 Definition of topological stabilizer codes on CVs

To define topological CV stabilizer codes, we consider families of CV systems embedded in
some fixed spatial dimension D. For the codes that we construct, D = 2. Each CV hosts
displacement operators, as introduced in Eq. (2),

Definition 1 (topological CV stabilizer group) A family of stabilizer groups S, for varying
system sizes L, is topological if the following two conditions are fulfilled:

1. 81, can be locally generated — There exists a system-size independent range r € R such
that for each system size there exists a set of generators for which each generator acts

nontrivially only on CVs contained in a ball of radius r.”

2. 81, is locally mazimal — The only geometrically local displacement operators that com-
mute with all stabilizers are themselves stabilizers.

The above definition is a straightforward generalization of the definition of topological qudit
stabilizer codes in Ref. [52]. The codes presented in this work have an additional structure of
translation invariance, fitting into a class of codes generalizing the stabilizer codes discussed
in Ref. [50].

The logical algebra of topological CV stabilizer codes can be qualitatively different from
that of discrete-variable codes. The main difference is that a CV code can encode continuous
degrees of freedom or discrete degrees of freedom. More specifically, the logical operators
can be those of encoded qudits, quantum rotors, or CVs.® Note that, by quantum rotor, we
have in mind an infinite-dimensional quantum system as described, for example, in Ref. [53].

3.2 Model for an R gauge theory

Our construction is based on the concept of boson condensation within a lattice model for
an R gauge theory. To define this model, we consider a system of CVs on edges of a square
lattice. We denote the set of vertices, edges, and plaquettes by V', E, and P, respectively. On
each edge, we consider the operator algebra generated by the set of displacement operators
X and Z, introduced in Eq. (2).

We define the R gauge theory Hamiltonian Hg as

e ==Y [ dpaz- Y [ des;, (34)

veV pEP

"For concreteness, we think of the ball as being defined with respect to the Euclidean metric on RP.

8Formally, we can identify that the logical algebra — the commutant of the stabilizer algebra — decomposes
into independent subfactors,

Ng N, Nc
CS)~SeL with L= M @QLEL(U1)R)LL(R)), (33)
i=1 j=1 k=1

where L is the algebra that acts transitively on the codespace, My, denotes the algebra of d; x d; complex
matrices, acting irreducibly on €%, and IL(#) is the algebra of bounded operators on H. We say that a code
defined by S encodes N, CVs, N, rotors and N4 qudits with dimensions {d; }:.
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Figure 3: The topological excitations of the IR gauge theory Hamiltonian. The IR gauge theory Hamiltonian
in Eq. (34) admits point-like excitations that are topological, in the sense that they cannot be created by
operators supported solely in the vicinity of the excitation. The topological excitations are generated by
the gauge charges, labeled by ¢ € R, and the gauge fluxes, labeled by ¢ € IR. The gauge charges and
gauge fluxes are created by string operators on the direct lattice and dual lattice, respectively. Here, the
notation X and Z denotes that the operator should be Hermitian conjugated if the orientation of the path
(red dashed) points to the left or downward.

where the vertex terms Af and plaquette terms By are represented graphically as:

|
X—¥ z-c
Af :—X“"{'LXW—, Bgzzljc » _lz (35)
.

Similar to a quantum double model for a finite group [27], we can think of A as implementing
a local gauge transformation of strength ¢ € R, while the integral over By projects onto the
flux-free subspace. This Hamiltonian can also be interpreted as the natural generalization of
the Z,, toric code to CVs. Since all the terms in the Hamiltonian commute, we can identify
the ground space as the space stabilized by the stabilizer group

Sk = ({47, B;\UEV,pEP, v, c € R}). (36)

Note that the stabilizer group is continuous, since ¢ and c are valued in R.

In the following, we describe the local excitations of the Hamiltonian Hg, which cor-
respond to violations of the AY and Bj terms for some choice of ¢ and c. We take the
violations of the By terms to be the gauge fluxes. These are created by products of displace-
ment operators X =¥ along a path in the dual lattice, as depicted in Fig. 3. We interpret each
X7 operator at an edge e as creating a £¢ flux pair at the adjacent plaquettes. Similarly,
the gauge charges correspond to violations of the A¥ terms. The charges are created by
products of Z*¢ operators along a path in the primal lattice, as shown in Fig. 3. We say
that Z¢ on the edge e creates a pair of ¢ charges at the vertices connected by edge e. The
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string operators for the fluxes and the charges commute with all of the Hamiltonian terms
along the length of the string. In this sense, they are deconfined (topological) excitations of
the model. More generally, the local excitations of the Hamiltonian Hr are composites of
charges and fluxes. In fact, since X and Z generate all of the displacement operators, all of
the eigenstate excitations of Hr are configurations of charges and fluxes.

From the commutation relation of the displacement operators, we can infer the braiding
and exchange statistics of the underlying excitations. Exchanging the order in which a Z¢
and X¥ is applied to the CV on edge e corresponds to adding a phase e’° to the state,
resembling the braiding phase of a charge and a flux in an R gauge theory, see Section 3.3.

Since the string operators that create charges and fluxes commute with the Hamiltonian
along the length of the string, the string operators acting along homologically trivial’ loops
correspond to products of terms in the stabilizer group. In fact, the group of homologically
trivial loop operators is exactly the stabilizer group of the ground space, see Eq. (36), and
act as the identity on the ground space. Additionally, on a surface with nontrivial homology,
string operators that act along nontrivial loops do not commute with all other such string
operators, but do commute with all stabilizers. On a torus, for example, there exist two
pairs of string operators, indexed by a real number, that obey the commutation relation

ZiX] = X7, Va,beR, o

where 4,5 = 1,2. The ground space transforms irreducibly under the group generated by
these operators and we find that these string operators can be identified with displacement
operators of two effective CVs, encoded in the ground space of Hp.

Remark: The terms in the Hamiltonian Hp involve integrals over vertex terms AY and
plaquette terms Bj. These integrals are unbounded in that both ¢ and c¢ are integrated
over all of R. This makes the Hamiltonian unphysical. In particular, the integrals lead
to a discontinuous coupling. Consider a single term in the Hamiltonian, e.g., [g dy AY.
A¥ is a displacement operator and hence a complex exponential of a linear function of
quadrature operators. Due to the integral we can understand the term similarly to a delta
distribution, represented in a dual “Fourier” basis. For most values of the quadratures
the integral vanishes. For specific values, when the exponent defining A¥ is exactly 0, the
integral diverges. Note that these are isolated regions in phase space and shows that the
Hamiltonian terms are discontinuous and unbounded. The same holds for the integral over
plaquette operators By. In Section4, we construct Hamiltonians that describe condensates
of Hr. We see that for most condensations the resulting Hamiltonians do not have this type
of unphysical couplings. Condensing two independent bosons yields a Hamiltonian without
any integral but which is a discrete sum of commuting displacement operators of bounded
strength, similar to the Hamiltonian introduced in Section2.1. Note that ground states of
multi-mode GKP code Hamiltonians are not normalizable, see remark in Section 2.1.

3.3 Algebraic description of deconfined excitations

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (34) hosts point-like excitations that are generated by two types of
excitations: R-valued gauge fluxes, corresponding to violations of the plaquette terms, and

9Here, the appropriate homology is over the cellulation given by the lattice, with R coefficients.

17



R-valued gauge charges, corresponding to violations of the vertex terms. Similar to anyonic
excitations, the point-like excitations of the Hamiltonian can be fused to create composite
excitations that have a nontrivial braiding when their worldlines are nontrivially linked, see
Fig. 3.

The fusion rules of the excitations are captured by the Abelian group

R xR ={(¢,¢) | p,ce R} (38)

If not stated otherwise we understand an element in the above group labeled by (¢, c) as a
c-charge bound to a y-flux, both taking possible values in R. The group structure above
says that the charge and flux of a pair of excitations fuse independently as real numbers,

(p,0) + (¢, ) = (p+ ¢, e+ ), (39)

where + on the left hand side indicates the Abelian fusion operation.
The exchange statistics of a generic flux-charge composite (¢, ¢) is given by

9((90,0)) =) with s(p,c) = ¢ mod 2, (40)

A flux-charge composite (p,c) is a boson, i.e. has trivial self-exchange statistics, if and
only if s(¢,c) = 0. Note that the expression for s in Eq. (40) is symmetric with respect to
exchanging the flux ¢ and the charge c. Hence, we can assume without loss of generality
that ¢ # 0 and deduce that every boson (up to flux-charge exchange) is of the form

2
(”,ak) with a€R, ke Z. (41)
a

Later, we will consider entire subgroups of bosons. If defined in terms of its generators, in
order for such a subgroup to be bosonic, all fusion products of the generating bosons have
to be of the above form as well. This is equivalent to saying that the mutual braiding phase
between two flux-charge composites,

B((¢,0), (¢,¢)) = @D with b((p,¢), (¢,¢)) = o +¢'c mod 27, (42)

equals 1. In fact, the fusion group together with the bi-linear form b fully describes the
Abelian anyon theory represented by the excitations in the model. For a more in-depth
discussion of the data defining an Abelian anyon model we refer the interested reader to
Refs. [39, 54].

3.4 Boson condensation

We have discussed how to describe the anyon model of the deconfined excitations in a Hamil-
tonian model for R gauge theory. In the following, we explain how to obtain the anyon model
obtained from condensing a subgroup of bosons in the parent R gauge theory.

We will first describe boson condensation on the abstract level with a generic bosonic
subgroup. Then we list all the condensations for which we construct lattice models in Sec-
tion 4 showing that different condensations can lead to qualitatively different anyon theories
of the condensate.
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3.4.1 Condensation in R gauge theory

On the abstract level the procedure of condensation in an Abelian theory with fusion group
A involves three steps:

1. Pick a subgroup of bosons B < A

2. Confinement: Decompose the elements in A into two subsets: Ag, the subgroup of
anyons that braid trivially with all bosons in B, and the subset of anyons that braid
nontrivially with at least one boson in B. The latter become confined after condensing

B.

3. Identification: The set of deconfined excitations after condensation are Ag. Two ele-
ments in Ag become identified if they differ by a a boson in B. This leads to the set of
anyons in the condensed theory being labeled by the quotient group Ap/B. As every
element in Apg braids trivially with B the braiding data in the parent theory can be
unambiguously lifted onto Ag/B.

In the following, we list the different types of condensations based on the structure of B.
Since the bosons in R gauge theory are labeled by elements in R x Z, see Eq.(41), B
must be a subgroup thereof.'” A simplification occurs if B contains a continuous part, i.e.
R < B. Since B must be bosonic, the only continuous subgroups of bosons are pure charges
or fluxes, see Eq.(42). Hence, up to flux-charge exchange, B must include a subgroup
By = {(¢,0) | ¢ € R}. Following the recipe above we find that Ap, = By and hence
the condensate only has trivial excitations. We can conclude that whenever B admits a
continuous factor, the condensate only has topologically trivial excitations and hence the
ground space of any model implementing the condensate is one-dimensional and does not
encode any logical information.

We obtain more interesting models by condensing discrete subgroups of bosons. There
are two classes of discrete condensates: B ~ Z and B ~ Z x Z. Depending on the possible
choice of generators for the discrete subfactors, we obtain qualitatively different condensates
(accounting for flux-charge exchange). We group the condensates according to the number
of independent generators of B. Angular brackets should be understood as denoting the set
obtained from any integer combinations of elements in the brackets. We construct exactly
soluble lattice model for the following condensates:

1. Single condensation, B ~ Z:

(a) Condensing pure fluxes,

o ((50)

for a € R\{0}. The R fluxes are compactified to U(1) gauge fluxes and the
charges are discretized. Together, they fuse according to U(1) x Z. On a torus
the associated stabilizer code encodes two quantum rotors.

0Note that albeit the bosons being labeled by Z x R their fusion is not described by that group. Two
bosons can fuse to an excitation that is not a boson.
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(b) Condensing a charge-flux composite,

o {(z)

for a € R\{0}, n € Z\{0}. The topological excitations that remain are nontrivial
flux-charge composites resembling the excitations of a U(1), gauge theory. The
set of all deconfined excitations decouples, both under fusion and braiding, into
a finite chiral part Zs, and a continuous antichiral part that is isomorphic to R.
On a torus the associated stabilizer code encodes one qudit of dimension 2n and
a single CV.

2. Double condensation, B ~ 7 x Z:

(a) Condensing pure fluxes and charges,

B = <<2;r70> , (0, an)> (45)

for a € R\{0} and n € Z\{0}. The set of inequivalent deconfined excitations
after condensation is finite and forms the fusion group %, X Z,. The braiding
reduces to the braiding of a Z, toric code, a topological Z, gauge theory. On a
torus the assocaited stabilizer code encodes two qudits of dimension n.

(b) Condensing independent flux-charge composites of the form

o {(E) ()

for a € R\{0}, n,m € Z\{0}. This condensation transition can be viewed as
a single condensation out of the condensate 1b, where a boson in the continu-
ous subfactor of excitations was condensed. After condensation the inequivalent
topological excitations form two decoupled subfactors, a chiral Zs,, factor and a
Zioy, factor with opposite chirality. The full condensed theory is equivalent to
the emergent anyons in U(1)2, x U(1)_2, CS theory (see Ref. [37]). On a torus
the associated stabilizer code encodes a qudit of dimension 2n and a qudits of
dimension 2m.

(c) More generally, we consider condensing a bosonic subgroup generated by flux-
charge composites of the form

(2 ) (2200))

defined from a € R\{0} and ni,ns,n’ € Z such that n’?> > niny. Here, we have
introduced the quantity co = n’+ V/n’2 = niny. This condensate leads to an anyon
theory of a non-chiral U(1) x U(1) CS theory with an even-valued K matrix [55].
On a torus the associated stabilizer code encodes a qudit of dimension a and a

qudit of dimension b such that ab = 4(n"? — niny). The exact values for a and b
depend on the choice of parameters nq,ns,n’.

In the next section, we derive the algebraic structure of the individual cases explicitly and
show how to realize these condensates microscopically as exactly-solvable lattice models.
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The specific hopping terms have to be chosen carefully such that their commutation phase
exactly agrees with the mutual braiding in the parent R gauge theory. In particular, the
construction requires the exact commutation of all hopping terms associated to bosons with
trivial mutual braiding. We find such hopping terms for the condensates listed above. This
includes theories that do not admit a Lagrangian subgroup and hence cannot be equipped
with a fully gapped topological boundary, as for example the anyons in the code presented
in Section 2.

In all cases the parameter a that enters the definition of the bosonic subgroups does not
affect the resulting theory formed by the deconfined excitations after condensation. Different
values of a merely correspond to a rescaling of the local degrees of freedom. Hence, we only
consider the case a = 1.

4 Examples

In this section, we present various examples of topological CV stabilizer models realized via
boson condensation in the R gauge theory model. We recover all known classes of topological
codes on CVs and extend the existing classes with models that realize anyon theories that are
expected to be unrealizable in any topological stabilizer model on finite degrees of freedom.
Throughout this section we use the notation introduced in the previous section. The models
are defined on a square lattice with V' denoting the set of vertices, F the set of edges and P
the set of plaquettes.

4.1 U(1) gauge theory

Consider the subgroup of bosons

B = {((2m,0)). (48)
The set of deconfined excitations after condensing B is given by the set of solutions to the
equation
b((27,0), (2,y)) =27y mod 27 =0, (49)
which we identify with
Ag={(z,n) |z e R,ne€Z} ~R x Z. (50)

The inequivalent excitations are in 1-1 correspondence with B cosets. This condensation
does not affect the Z factor of Ap but compactifies the R part to [0,27) ~ U(1). We find
that the topological excitations after condensation form the fusion group

AB/g = {(p,m) + B | ¢ € [0,27),m € Z} ~ U(1) x Z. (51)
The braiding phase, see Eq. (42), reduces to
b((e,m), (¢, m)) = pm’ +¢/m  mod 2r, (52)

which agrees with the mutual braiding of a topological U(1) gauge theory.
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4.1.1 Lattice implementation — homological rotor codes

We start with the stabilizer group Sk, see Eq. (36). The bosons that we aim to condense
are created by single-CV displacement operators X2". In fact, these operators generate the
full group of string operators for bosons in B, and commute as operators. This makes them
valid candidates for hopping terms that stabilize states in which B is condensed. We define
the group of hopping terms for the condensed bosons as

€= ({X2}ecr) (53)

Following the procedure laid out at the start of Section 3.4, we first determine the centralizer!'!
of B over Si to determine the stabilizers that persist to the condensed model. We find

Cs(C) = ({A7 | 2 € R}uev, {B] | n € Z}pep), (54)
and with that a stabilizer group of the B-condensed state
S= <CS]R (C)’ C)

59
= ({42 2 € 0.2} v {B] | 0 € Lhyer, (X2 eek ). >

The logical operators are inherited from the logical operators of the parent model defined
by Sg that also lie in the commutant of C. Since B only consists of X-like displacements
the logical operators composed of solely X displacements remain logical operators of the
condensed code. For each homologically nontrivial cocycle there exists a nontrivial X logical
operator of the parent acting nontrivially on CVs along the cocycle v (loop in the dual
lattice)

X, =][x¢ acR. (56)
ecy

After condensation Y?y and 7?2” become identified since 73” € C(c). Hence, the inequiva-
lent logical X operators after condensation are labelled by cohomology classes of the ambient
manifold where now each cocycle supports a U(1)-labeled family of inequivalant logical op-
erators. Additonally, for each ~, there exists a conjugate cycle (loop on the direct lattice)
n that has an odd intersection number with v. In the parent model, there is a R-labelled
family of Z logical operators for each n that do not commute with all Yf/ of the form

—b
Z, =12 bvem. (57)
ecn

After condensation, only a Z-labelled subset of these operators remain logical operators of
the condensed model. Specifically, only integer powers of Z, commute with C. The logical
commutation phase in the condensed model is inherited from the parent model, and exactly
resembles the algebra of a quantum rotor,

wm=x-a L A >m

Zy X, =e""X 7, (58)
where m € Z, a € [0,27). For each handle of the ambient manifold, there exists two cycle-
cocycle pairs (11,71) and (12, 72) along which two independent subgroups of logical operators

That is, the stabilizers of the R model that commute exactly with each element in C.
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can be defined: {7;;7% |a € [0,2m),m € Z} for j = 1,2. Each operator assigned to a pair
only commutes nontrivially with operators assigned to the same pair, e.g., th and 721. On
a torus, for example, S encodes L?(U(1))®?2, two quantum rotors.

The codes obtained from single condensations encode a finite number of quantum rotors
when defined on orientable surfaces. This is because enforcing the single CV stabilizer X7
on an edge, via the condensation process, reduces the local operator algebra of displacements
to the operator algebra of a single quantum rotor. In this way, we recover the homological
rotor codes introduced in Ref. [35] as a special case of single-condensed topolovical CV codes
by embedding them into a system of CVs. Similar identifications of homological rotor codes
embedded into the Hilbert space of CVs were found in Ref. [56].

Given § we construct a Hamiltonian of commuting terms

Hi)=-Y /02” dr A7 — 3 B — 3 X2 4 he, (59)

veV peP eclk

where v runs over all vertices, p over all plaquettes and e over all edges. This Hamiltonian
is topological in the sense that the exact ground states are locally indistingushable and the
dimension of the ground state space only depend on the homology group of the ambient
manifold. In contrast to qudit topological code Hamiltonians, which are defined on finite-
dimensional systems, the above Hamiltonian is gapless since there exist local operators of
arbitrary small energy (e.g. Z¢ for arbitrarily small € € R).

4.2 7., gauge theory

In this section we consider condensation of the bosonic subgroup
B = <(27[', 0) , (0,’n)> , MnecE Zzo. (60)

Condensing this subgroup can be viewed as first performing a condensation to the U(1)
theory described in Section4.1, and then performing a second condensation of the bosons
generated by (0,n). This perspective simplifies the analysis as we can focus on the deconfined
excitations after the first condensation Ag/B ~ U(1) x Z. The boson (0,n) can be viewed as
a pure charge in the Z subfactor. From the braiding in the U(1) factor, see Eq. (52), we find
that condensing this charge compactifies Z — Z,, and discretizes U(1) — Zj. Specifically,
the set of deconfined excitations after the second condensation can be identified with

ABs = {(q2n/n, k) + B | ¢,k € {0,1,2,...n — 1} } = Zp, X Zy. (61)
The braiding reduces to
/ / 27 / /
b((q2ﬂ'/n, k), (¢"2m/n, k c)) = — (¢ + ¢'k) mod 27, (62)
n
which agrees exactly with the braiding of an untwisted 7Z,, gauge theory.

4.2.1 Lattice implementation — Toric-GKP code

Building on the lattice model for the single untwisted condensation, see Section 4.1, we extend
the group of hopping terms by adding generators to C that serve as hopping terms of the
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charges (0,n) and commute with C. A valid choice for these hopping terms is given by
single-CV displacement operators Z™. This leads to the group of hopping terms

C=({X2", 20 }eer) - (63)

To construct the condensed stabilizer group, we follow the procedure from Section 3.4
and determine the centralizer of C over Sg. We obtain

CUsa(C) = <{A12’ﬂ/n}vev ’ {B; }pEP> (64)

yielding a topological stabilizer group for the B-condensed states

S= <CS]R (C)v C) = <{A1217r/n}vev ) {B; }pEP ) {Xe27r7 Zg}e€E> . (65)

The code space is the subspace stabilized by S. The logical operators are a subset of the
logical operators in the parent model, which is defined by Sk '?. More specifically, we obtain
the algebra of logical operators of the B-condensed model from the commutant of S. Since
the stabilizer group decomposes into independent factors generated by X-like stabilizers and
Z-like stabilizers we can analyze the logical X and Z operators independently. We find
that for each homologically nontrivial cocycle v there exists a family of nontrivial logical X
operators inherited from Eq. (56),
X, ac iy, (66)
n

Note that X" € C since it can be written as a product of condensation terms X2, Hence,
this operator acts trivially on the subspace stabilized by S.

The set of inequivalent X-like logical operators are now given by Z,-labelled cohomology
classes 7(k) for k € Z,."> Within the space stabilized by S, the logicals preserve the group
structure,

kK | ktk ~k—k <k
X,X, =X, and X;X, =X

Yy Y+ (67)

where k and k' are summed up modulo n. The full algebra of operators on the code space
is completed by including products of logical Z operators. For each cocycle v there exist a
conjugate cycle n that intersects nontrivially with 4. On this cycle, we can define products
of Z-like displacements,

Z), q€l, (68)

each of which commutes with S and is a nontrivial logical in the parent model, defined in
Eq. (57). In the condensate, we find that 7,'; € S as it can be written as products of Z
displacements in C. Hence, the inequivalent logical Z operators are labelled by classes of
Zy, 1-cycles n(k), k € Z,. Similar to the X logical operators, the logical Z operators also
form a representation of the group on the code space. Additionally, there exists a basis of

128ince condensing B can be interpreted as a two-step process where B is condensed first, the final logical
operators are a subset of the logical operators from the first condensed code, which is defined by S.

13Note that for two cohomologous cocycles v ~ 7 the operator Y:MHY;/%/H € 8(c, k).
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(co)cycles that can be grouped into pairs (y,7) such that the associated operators obey the
commutation

742 /n5k _ 2mikg/nrk7792m/n
Zy "X = emikaln T, (69)

and commute with all operators associated to other (co)cycles. This resembles the commu-
tation of generalized Pauli operators on qudits of dimension n. They generate a basis for
all n x n matrices. We conclude that the stabilizer code defined by S encodes two such
qudits per handle. On a torus, for example, S encodes a logical algebra of M, ® M,,, acting
faithfully on two qudits of dimension n. In fact, the stabilizer group can be viewed as the
stabilizer group of a toric-GKP code obtained from concatenating a single-CV GKP code,
defined by the stabilizers X2* and Z7

», and a Z, toric code [27]. It can be considered the

simplest topological CV code as its topological nature is inherited from a topological Pauli
stabilizer code on qudits.
We find a stabilizer Hamiltonian that hosts the B-condensate as a ground space,

H(n)=— 3" A2/"— 35" Bl -3 (72 + X2") + he., (70)

veV peP ecl

where v runs over all vertices, p over all plaquettes and e over all edges. Since the Hamiltonian
terms generate a topological stabilizer group, the ground states are locally indistinguishable
and exhibit a topological ground sate degeneracy.

In contrast to topological stabilizer Hamiltonians on finite-dimensional systems, the
Hamiltonian H (we suppress the n dependency) is gapless since local operators can have
arbitrarily small energy. Hence, ground states of H can be mapped to eigenstates with arbi-
trarily small energies by single-CV displacement operators. This is reminiscent of GKP-code
Hamiltonians [15] and an intrinsic feature of the locally infinite Hilbert space in which the
finite-dimensional ground space is embedded. An important distinction to make about the
spectrum of the Hamiltonian H is that all the deconfined excitations of H are gapped as
it realizes a finite Abelian anyon theory, described by a 7Z, gauge theory. Similar to the
example from Section 2, and the more general family presented in the next section, all gap-
less excitations are confined and do not commute with the hopping terms of the condensed
bosons.

Following similar arguments to those presented in Section 2.3, we expect that a quadratic
perturbation to H is sufficient to open a constant energy gap.

43 U(1)am

Consider a subgroup of bosons generated by a flux-charge composite
B={((2m,n)), neZ\{0}. (71)
The set of deconfined excitations after condensation is given by the set of solutions to
b( (2m,n), (w,y)) =21y +nx mod 27 =0, (72)
which we identify with

A ={(p,k —np/27) |p € Rk € Z} ~ R X Z. (73)
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We find that condensing B discretizes the space of excitations along one direction. Addi-
tionally, it forces a certain charge-flux attachment of the excitations that remain deconfined
after condensation. We show in this section that the identification of excitations induced by
the condensation additionally compactifies an infinite discrete subgroup, resulting in a finite
subgroup of deconfined excitations described by the anyons in U(1)s, gauge theory [36, 37].

For convenience, we define [¢, k] := (¢, k —ny/2m). Since ¢ and k enter linearly in both
flux and charge label the group structure is inherited from the parent theory, [¢, k]+[¢’, k'] =
[¢ + ¢,k + K']. The inequivalent excitations correspond to cosets with respect to B. Since
B is isomorphic to Z we expect the two-dimensional space Ag to become compactified along
one direction. Indeed, we find that that [27,2n] € B and the coset represented by [m/n, 1]
generates a finite subgroup of Ag/B of order 2n. The group of cosets has another factor,
formed by cosets represented by [, 0] for & € R. There is no value & # 0 such that [&, 0] € B.
Taken together, the group of deconfined excitations after condensing B is given by

AB/jp = (k[ /n, 1] + [0, 0]) + B | m € {0,1,2,...,2n — 1},0 € R} ~ Zo, x R.  (74)

In App. B we show that the group of cosets is isomorphic to Zs, X R. The braiding of the
deconfined excitations after condensation reduces to

b([mﬁ/n +a,m], [m'T/n+ m']) = (mm' — ad’)7/n  mod 2. (75)

Each term only involves m and m’ or « and «o'. This shows that the group of deconfined
excitations factorizes fully into a finite and an infinite subgroup. In particular, the subtheory
generated by [1, 1] forms a chiral U(1)g, anyon theory. However, the full theory remains non-
chiral as the infinite subfactor has opposite chirality, which is a consequence of the minus
sign entering Eq. (75). The matching of chiral and anti-chiral factors is more transparent
after a second subgroup of bosons is condensed, see Section 4.4.

4.3.1 Lattice implementation

In order to define an exactly soluble lattice model for the single condensation of a flux-charge
composite, we have to find a suitable local basis of operators whose commutation relations
mimic the braiding relations of the topological excitations in the R gauge theory that we
want to condense.

On each edge e we define an R x R-labelled set of operators {C.(p,c) | p,a € R}eck
with

zZ: , Z 32
Ce((pv C) = 5 }‘XC_(’O . (76)
745 E 73

When these operators act on the ground space of Hg, they create a flux-charge composite
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on adjacent sites with the charge bound to the south east of the flux,

In the following, we refer to the above operators as (¢, c)—hopping operators since they
generate any possible string operators for the excitations of Hy. This is equivalent to these
operators forming a basis of IL(#), see App. A. Consider two different operators C.(p, ¢) and
Cu (¢, ). Since they are a tensor product of displacement operators, they commute up to
a phase

06(907 C)Ce’ (90/7 cl) = we,e’ ((907 C), (@/7 cl))Ce’ (()0/7 C/)Ce((p, C)' (78)

A straightforward calculation shows that 1. ./ ((¢, ¢), (¢, ') takes values

1 or efiledtva/2 (79)

depending on the relative positions of e and €’. For a more detailed treatment of the algebra
generated by {Ce(p,¢) | p,c € R}ecr we refer to App. A.
To define the lattice model for the B-condensate, consider the subgroup

C={Cc(2mn)}t.), neZ\{0}. (80)

Evaluating v, - on the above subgroup we find that all generators commute and hence gen-
erate a commutative subalgebra of IL.(#). To construct the lattice model for the condensate
we first determine the centralizer of C over Sy,

Csy (C) = ({Sulp, k —np/27) | ¢ € R,k € Z} eys) (81)

where

7

7~ ¢ Z° X%
Suled) = L gexele yo €S (82)
XSO

Together with C(c) this yields, by construction, a topological stabilizer group

S= <CS1R(C)’C)> = <{Sv(907 k — n¢/277) | ® € ]R'v k € Z}UEV ’ {Ce (27Ta n)}eeE> . (83)

The logical operators are inherited from the parent model Sg. In particular, they correspond
to the logical operators of Sg that also lie in the commutant of C. The commutation relation
of logical operators, generated by Ce(p, a) along cocycles on the square lattice on which the
model is defined, is exactly the braiding phase of the excitation created by elements in C and

27



the excitations that is transported along the cocycle by the logical operator. Hence, we can
use the analysis leading to Eq. (74) and find that for each homologically nontrivial (co)cycle
~ there is a Zs, x R-labelled set of logical operators

{Ww(m, a) | m € Zop,a € ]R} , (84)

where W, (m, «) is a string operator of the R gauge theory model that transports a [m,
flux-charge composite around a nontrivial (co)cycle. We find that two logical operators
associated to homologous (co)cycles differ by an element in S and commute. Additionally
we find that for a fixed v they form a representation of Zsy, x R,

Wo(m, )W, (m/,a') =W (m+m' a+d), (85)

where the m values are summed modulo 2n and « values are summed as real numbers.
Moreover, given two inequivalent (co)cycles that have an odd intersection number, the com-
mutation between the associated logical operators factorizes fully over the discrete Zo,, factor
and the continuous R factor. For example, on a torus, where there are two inequivalent gen-
erating (co)cycles v and 1 we find that the associated logical operators obey the relation

W (m,a)W,(m', o) = ei(mm/”/”f"‘al)Wﬂ (m', "YW, (m, ). (86)

In other words, the algebra generated by logical operators factorizes and is isomorphic to
Moy, @ L(L*(R)). In that sense, S encodes a qudit of dimension 2n, C?*, and a CV, L%(R).

The algebra generated by S is a locally generated commutative subalgebra of I.(H). In
that algebra, we define a Hamiltonian

H ==Y ( /R da Su(ar, —nar/27) + Su(m/m, 1 /2)) IR

+ h.c.,

(87)

where v runs over all vertices and e over all edges. The ground space of H is the space that
transforms trivially under the action of S. Since § is a topological stabilizer group, H is
topologically ordered in the same sense as H, see Eq. (59).

In the following, we briefly comment on the spectrum of H when the condensation is
enforced exactly, i.e. we consider the Hamiltonian

H'(n,J)=— zﬂ: </Rda Sy(a, —na/2m) + Sy(m/n, 1/2)> - Jze:Ce(Qﬂ',n)

+h.c.,

(88)

in the J — oo limit. It has two kinds of topological excitations. The first are gapped and
discrete. These excitations can be created by integer powers of short string operators of the
form

X1
N
wen _ , 7. (89)
SRS | I
X in
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Each of the eigenstates that are obtained by applying products of these operators has a finite
energy of 2 or more. Moreover, applying these operators along a cycle leads to an operator
that acts within the ground space, i.e. a logical operator.

Additionally, there is a gapless, continuous, set of excitations that can be created by
products of operators (We(zn))s , for s € R\Z. The energy of the eigenstates obtained by
applying one of these operators on the ground space is a continuous function in a. Since «
can take any value in R the energy can be arbitrarily small. This means H has eigenstates of
arbitrarily small energy. However, the spectrum in the condensed subspace fully decouples
into a gapped and a gapless part. In particular, there is no combination of gapless excita-
tions that lead to gapped one. Considering finite J, i.e. also allowing operators that do not
commute with the condensation terms C¢(2m,n), the Hamiltonian has additional confined
excitations that can be created arbitrarily with local displacement operators. Taking prod-
ucts of these operators along a path violates condensation terms along that path. In this
sense they are confined excitations.

In the above model, we observe a similar factorization of local operators as in the model
discussed in Section2.2. We expect that adding suitable quadratic perturbations, derived
from the factorization, leads to a gapped Hamiltonian whose ground space agrees with that
of H.

44 U(1)an x U(1)_am

In this section, we consider the condensation of the subgroup of bosons

B = <(27r, n), (—%W, m)> . (90)

This can be viewed as first condensing B and then condensing the family of bosons generated

by (—2m+/m/n,y/nm) in the condensed theory.
The group of deconfined excitations is defined by the solutions to the set of equations

b( (2m,n), (z, y)) =27y + nz mod 27 = 0, (91a)
b (( —2my/m/n, \/1%), (x, y)) = —2my/m/ny + v/nmz mod 27 = 0. (91Db)

We partially solved this set of equations in Section 4.3. Building on this, we find that the
group of deconfined excitations after condensing B is

AB:{@”(%W%)’(“‘@“) /2) ]kl,kzgeZ}NZxZ. (92)

For convenience, we introduce the notation

[kl, kQ] = (27T<k1/2n + k2/2m), (kl — n/mkg)/2> . (93)

The inequivalent excitations are given by cosets with respect to B. Taking the quotient
with respect to this group of condensed bosons yields a finite set of topologically nontrivial
excitations,

AB/g o~ Ty X L. (94)
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The first factor can be identified with the finite factor in Eq. (74), and is generated by the
coset with representative [1,0]. The second factor is generated by the coset with representa-
tive [0, 1]. For the remainder of this section we label each coset by one of its representatives
[a,b], for a € Zay, b € Zay,, making a slight abuse of notation.

The braiding of the excitations in the condensate is given by

b([a, b], [, b’]) = (aa’ - bb/) mod 27, (95)

2n 2m

which agrees with the data of the anyons in U(1)g, x U(1)_g,, CS theory. Again, the resulting
theory is independent of the parameter ¢ entering the definition of B.

4.4.1 Lattice implementation

We build on the construction of the topological stabilizer group § and consider the group of

C= <{0 (2m,n),Ce (-%W, M) }EE> , (96)

n,m € Z\{0}. The operators labeled with C, are defined in Eq. (76). It can be seen, by
evaluating ¢ defined in Eq. (78), that all the operators in this group commute.

hopping terms

In order to obtain a topological stabilizer group, we take the centralizer of C over Sg,

Csu(©) = ({80l ka]) | Bahae 2} _ ), (97)

where we have used the labelling from Eq. (93). This leads to the stabilizer group of the
B-condensate

S

(Csr(C),C) 0
=({Sullkashal) | B € Zon b € B}y

{C’e (2m,n),C, (—27r\/m, M) | n,m € Z} >

Here, we have identified that S, ([2n, 0]) and S, ([0, 2m]) can be written as products of hopping

(99)

eeE

terms in C. The logical operators of the code stabilized by S are inherited from the parent
model. Again, we use that the commutation phase of the hopping terms that generate C
with the logical operators of the code defined by Sr coincide with the braiding phases of
the corresponding excitations in R gauge theory. Following the preceeding analysis we can
conclude that for each homologically nontrivial (co)cycle « there exists a Zo, X Za,-labelled
set of inequivalent logical operators,

{Wv<k1a k2) ‘ k1 € Ziop, ko € ZZm} , (100)

each of which can be thought of as moving a deconfined excitation around a homologi-
cally nontrivial (co)cycle. Two such operators, with the same argument kq, k2 defined along
(co)homologous (co)cycles differ exactly by an element in §. Additionially, up to elements
in S, they represent the fusion group of the doubly condensed model for each (co)cycle,

W (k1, ko)W (K, k) = W (ki + Ky, ko + kb)), (101)
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where the first argument is summed modulo Zs,, and the second argument is summed modulo
Ziom. The operators associated to inequivalent (co)cycles generically do not commute. We
find that they exactly represent the anyon model defining the double B-condensate. More
specifically, the algebra generated by inequivalent logical operators splits into two indepen-
dent factors, described by the anyon theory of U(1)s, x U(1)_2, CS theory. On a torus,
for example, where there are two inequivalent generating (co)cycles v and 7, the associated
logical operators have the following commutation relation

W (kn, ko)W (kY k) = emika/n=haka/m)ggr (g bYW, (K1, ko). (102)

Equivalently, they generate a logical algebra isomorphic to Ms,, ® Ms,, and the code defined
by & encodes two qudits, one with dimension 2n, and one with dimension 2m. On a torus,
this leads to a codespace dimension of 4nm. We can easily pick integers n,m such that
this is not a square number. In contrast, all topological codes on qudits have a codespace
dimension on the torus that is a square number [39], indicating that our construction goes
beyond codes on finite-dimensional systems.

The stabilizer group S generates a commuting subalgebra of I.(#H). Within this subalge-
bra, we define the Hamiltonian

H(n,m)=— Z (Su([1,0]) + S,([0,1]))

veV

Z( 27rcn+0<27r\/7\/7>)+hc

eeE

(103)

where v runs over all vertices and e over all edges. Since the above Hamiltonian involves a sum
over all the generators of S, its ground space coincides with the space that transforms trivially
under S§. Since S is a topological stabilizer group, the above Hamiltonian is topologically
ordered, and has a finite-dimensional ground space.'?

The deconfined excitations are all gapped and can be locally be created in pairs by

M\ oreover, the Hamiltonian does not involve integrals over displacement operators with arbitrarily large
strengths. Instead, only a finite set of displacement operators appear for each site.

31



operators of the form

W = , 7, , (104a)

X4\/7:7n
-X #q—x T -
Wi = , z

3

(104b)

. J_X4

™

Up to rescaling by a factor of 2, we recover the operators from Egs. (9a) and (9b) for

}

(n,m) = (1,2). In fact, the operators from Eq. (104) generate the full algebra of operators
that act within the condensed subspace, i.e. the space in which all operators in B(n,m) act
as the identity. Physically, this corresponds to the limit in which a modified Hamiltonian,

H/(nam) = Z (Sv([lao]) + Sv([ov 1]))

veV

IS (o s 6 (o) e,

ecE

is considered in the J — oo limit. In that limit the algebra of operators factorizes into a
chiral subalgebra and an antichiral subalgebra that are mutual commutants. Both chiral and
antichiral subsalgebras are locally generated.

Extending the space to states on which the condensation terms, elements in B, can act
nontrivially, leads to additional excitations. For example, non-integer powers of the operators
defined in Eq. (104) create additional excitations that are confined. These excitations are
confined in the sense that states obtained by acting on the groundspace with a product of
the above operators along a path has an energy cost that is extensive in the path length as
the operators do not commute with the condensation terms along the path. In this way we
can create eigenstates of H(n,m) with arbitrarily small energy, showing that the spectrum
is indeed gapless. In contrast to the single-condensed model discussed in Section 4.3, in the
present model all topological excitations are gapped and the associated logical ground space
is topologically protected, implying a code distance that is extensive in the linear size of the
System.

We expect that similar arguments to those presented in Section 2.3 can be used to show
that adding a quadratic perturbation to H opens a gap above the ground space without
changing the ground space itself.
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45 U(1) x U(1) even Chern-Simons theories

We consider the condensation of a bosonic subgroup defined by a pair of non-zero integers
ni,ne € Z\{0} and an arbitrary integer n’ € 7

B = <(27T,n1), (2::2,02>> ) (106)

where we have introduced ¢y = n’ + /1’2 — nyns. In order for this to label a valid R-charge
the following must hold n/?> > nino. Additionally, the integers ni,n9,n’ should be chosen
such that B is a lattice of dimension 2.'° After condensation the set of deconfined excitations
correspond to solutions of the equations

b((27r, ni), (a:,y)) = b((m, 02), (m,y)) = 0. (107)

€2

Building on the solution to the first equation, derived in Section 4.3, we find the deconfined
excitations to be

Ap = {[k1, ka] | k1, ko € Z} =~ Z ¥ I, (108)

where we have introduced the shorthand notation

W(kQ — k‘lTLQ/CQ) k1(2n' — nlnz/Cz) — k2n1>
n' —ning/cy 2(n' — ning/cs) '

ha, ] 1= ( (109)
By expressing the generators of B in terms of [k;, k2| we find that the fusion group describing
the inequivalent topological excitations in the condensate is given by the quotient

ZX? N

where a,b € 27 are positive even integers such that ab = 4(n"? — ning). The explicit
values of a and b depend on number-theoretic properties of ni,no,n’. This structure of the
topological excitations agrees with the anyon theory of a U(1) x U(1) Chern-Simons theory
with K-matrix

nyt n
Koy iy = 2( , ) (111)

n ng

which corresponds to an arbitrary non-chiral Chern-Simons theory with an even K-matrix.
The braiding of excitations in the condensed phase, written in the [ki, k2] basis, is

2/co — 2n/ny
b([kr, ko), [k}, kb)) = T by 112 ~ kaks
([ 1, 2]7[ 1 2]) 2(n/_n1n2/c2)2< 1~y CQ 2 2”1
(112)

— kT2 4 ok, <2n’ . ”””) )
Cc2 Cc2

Y5There are choices of n2,n’ such that (2wna/ca,c2) € ((2w,n1)) or vice versa. In that case, B would only
need a single generator and hence correspond to a single condensation.
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45.1 Lattice implementation

Consider the group of hopping terms associated to B,

C = <{Ce(27r,n1),Ce (27;:2,02) }6€E>. (113)

It is easily verified that the above is a commuting subgroup of displacement operators. We
construct the topological stabilizer group by taking the centralizer over Sg,

Csr(C) = ({Su([k1, ka]) | k1, k2 € Z ey (114)

where we have used the shorthand notation for the labels of the deconfined excitations [k1, k2]
from Eq. (109). Taken together, we can model the condensed phase with the topological code
defined by the stabilizer group

S = (Cs(),C) (115)
:< {Sv([k‘l,k‘Q]) ‘ kl S Z,k‘z S Z} ,

veV

{Ce(2ﬂ,n1),Ce (M,Q) |n,m€Z} >
C2 eckE

Note that the set of generators above is over-complete. In particular, there exist products

(116)

of C, terms on edges along (cellular) coboundaries that multiply to certain S, operators. A
minimal set of generators is obtained by only including S, ([k1, k2]) terms corresponding to
a minimal set of representatives of the cosets of inequivalent topological excitations Ap/B.

The commutation relations of the condensation terms C. that are part of the stabilizer
group imply that the logical operators and their commutation relations are given exactly
by the set of inequivalent excitations of the condensate and their braiding. For a detailed
description of the commutation relations of C, operators with the logical string operators we
refer to App. A.

Following the examples above, we define a Hamiltonian

H(nl,nQ,n,) = - Z (Sv([lvo]) + Sv([oa ”))

veV

— Z (Ce (27T,TL1) +C, (27277/2,62>> + h.c.,
2

ecE

(117)

where v runs over all vertices and e over all edges. Since the Hamiltonian terms generate
the topological stabilizer group S the ground space coincides with the relevant code space.

The ground state degeneracy on a torus coincides with the number of anyons, 4(n'?

— nlng).
All deconfined excitations are gapped and are associated to states that violate S, terms in
the Hamiltonian but are stabilized by C. terms. Operators that violate these terms create
additional confined, gapless, excitations.

Following similar arguments to those presented in Section 2.3, we expect that a quadratic

perturbation to H is sufficient to open a constant energy gap.

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this work, we have used boson condensation to construct a rich set of topological stabilizer
codes on continuous variables, starting from a lattice model for a two-dimensional R gauge
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theory. By condensing pure fluxes and charges in the R gauge theory, we recover existing
families of topological codes on CVs, such as homological rotor codes [35] and codes obtained
by concatenating qudit topological codes with (single-CV) GKP codes [32]. By considering
a suitable set of bosonic hopping operators on the lattice, we construct code families that go
beyond these existing examples in the literature. In particular, we find families of topological
CV stabilizer codes that support anyon theories that do not admit gapped boundaries. This
implies that at least one of the following is true:

1. There exist topological stabilizer codes on CVs, including our K3 _4 example, that
cannot be realized via concatenating a qudit stabilizer code with a local qudit-into-CV
encoding.

2. There exist topological stabilizer codes on qudits that do not admit gapped boundary
conditions.

The codes we have constructed in this work reveal unexplored possibilities for CV codes
and motivate further investigations into many-body CV systems, more generally. Regarding
the classification of CV stabilizer codes, there are a number of open questions raised by our
work. First, is it possible to prove that all qudit stabilizer codes can be described by anyon
theories that admit a gapped boundary? A positive answer to this question would be enough
to prove that our codes are beyond concatenated qudit codes. Second, which anyon theories
can be realized by boson condensation in multiple layers of R gauge theory? Here, we have
focused on topological codes built from a single layer, but one could consider condensing
composite excitations between layers. Third, are there other classes of topological CV codes
that are intrinsic to CV systems, i.e., that are beyond concatenating small CV codes with a
qudit code?

We have furthermore derived local Hamiltonians from the topological codes. Importantly,
we have shown that a gap can be opened in these models by adding quadratic perturbations,
which naturally arise in physical realizations of the CV systems. From the perspective of QEC
codes, these perturbations can be thought of as imposing a soft cutoff on the ground state
wave functions, so that the code states become normalizable. It is then an interesting problem
to understand the ground state wave functions of the perturbed models as approximate code
states with finite energy and squeezing. More generally, it would be valuable to explore how
the models proposed in this work can be implemented in an experimental platform, such as
superconducting qubits.

Beyond QEC codes, this work provides controllably-solvable, and physically reasonable
models that exhibit the anyons of a U(1)y, CS theory. Given that these CS theories are
chiral or can be stacked to give models with ungappable boundaries, it is interesting to ask:
what boundary theories can be constructed for these Hamiltonians? One might expect to be
able to explicitly identify the characteristic low-energy edge modes. Further, can the bulk
topological order of our models be diagnosed using standard methods — for example, what
is the topological entanglement entropy of the ground states? In connection to lattice gauge
theories, in upcoming work [55], we elaborate on the relations between the Hamiltonians in
this work and previous constructions of CS theories on a lattice, e.g., Refs. [57—61]. Moving
beyond topological order, it may be interesting to study whether similar techniques can be
used to produce stable, gapped models for fractons in two dimensions [62-65]. We are looking
forward to exploring these questions in future works.
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Finally, a key component of our construction is a generalization of the invertible subal-
geras introduced in Ref. [47]. For systems of prime-dimensional qudits, in particular, there
is already an established relation between invertible subalgebras and the classification of
nontrivial quantum cellular automata (QCAs) [47, 66]. However, a fundamental assumption
in the conjectured classification of three-dimensional QCAs is that there does not exist a
commuting projector Hamiltonian for anyon theories with ungappable boundaries [67-69].
Given that our construction yields two-dimensional stabilizer models with anyon theories
that do not have gapped boundaries, it is natural to ask if their existence has implications
for QCAs on CV systems. In particular, do nontrivial QCAs associated to non-chiral anyon
theories with ungappable boundaries become trivial as QCAs on CVs?
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A The algebra of open composite string operators

In this appendix, we characterize the algebra generated by short string operators that we
use to construct lattice models involving the condensation of a flux-charge composite.
A.1 A choice of composite short string operators

To each edge of a square lattice, we associate the R xR-labelled opeators {We(p,¢) | ¢, c € R},
where

zZz , 773
W) = , X;—L{ | 118)
75 ' 7%

We consider it as a subalgebra of the algebra IL(H), linear operators on #H, and build it out
of the algebras W, = spang(We(g, ¢) | ¢, c € R) that we associate to each edge.

We first note that for a fixed edge W, : R x R — LL(H) defines a unitary representation
of R*? since

We((%C)We(SO,,CI) = We((P'i'(P/:C"‘CI)a (119)

holds for all (¢, c), (¢', ) € R*2. We can hence think of W, as the group algebra “C[R*?]”.
Since it is a subalgebra of I.(H) it is an associative, unital, x-algebra. Here the x operation
is given by . Moreover, the fact that the above operators form a linear representation of
R*? under addition implies that the algebra is commutative.

We interpret W, as a commutative, graded algebra!®

We= B Vo (120)
(p,0)ER

where V¢, ) = spang(We(e, ¢)) ~ C.
The algebra of all string operators is generated by the algebras associated to each edge
and can be thought of loosely as the tensor product algebra

W=@W.=® @ Vi 121

eck eclE p,ceR

where the tensor product corresponds to the multiplication of operators in I.(H). Note

that {V(Z)’c) }(%0)76

decomposition on which we can describe the algebra.

are not simple (irreducible subspaces) in that algebra but merely one

16WWe use the direct sum symbol loosely here, as the index set is not discrete and not compact. For our
purposes, however, it makes sense as elements in the algebra that correspond to bounded operators in L(#)
can be expressed as integrals or infinite sums of displacement operators with coefficients that obey a physicality
condition, i.e. they fall off sufficiently quickly for large ¢,a. Note that we have not defined a norm on the
above algebra in this work.
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A.1.1 String operators form an operator basis

We now check that any element in I.(#H) can be represented by an element in W and vice
versa, any element in W is a linear operator on H by construction. This implies that they
are the same algebra, I.(H) = W. To see this, we show that WV contains a complete basis
of IL(H), namely the single-edge displacement operators. single-CV displacement operators
can be written as a product of X¥ and Z¢ operators defined in Eq. (2), for ¢,c € R and a
complex phase. We now identify these operators, on an arbitrary edge e, with elements in
W. The X-like displacements are easily generated. Namely, for each edge,

We(p,0) = X?. (122)

e

To identify the Z-like displacements as elements in W, we have to combine the generators
We(p,c) in a nontrivial way since W (0, ¢) acts nontrivially on 6 CVs. First, we note that
taking an appropriate product of W,(£¢, £¢), on edges surrounding a vertex v, we obtain
trivial-loop operators S, (¢, ¢) defined in Eq. (82). These operators, in fact, define a commu-
tative subalgebra of W that is described in more detail in Appendix A.3. Setting ¢ = 0, the
resulting operator only acts on CVs around a single plaquette, specifically, the plaquette to
the north-west of vertex v. We can hence multiply We(0,c) by S,(0,¢/2) for a neighboring
vertex v and obtain,

W, (0,¢)Su(0, ¢/2) = Zu (). (123)

Since we can perform this mapping for any edge ¢/, we find that all displacement operators
are contained in ¥/ and with that W = LL(H).

Having established that WV is the same algebra as the full algebra generated by single-CV
displacements, we continue our discussion of W. Since the objects in W, and W,/ can have
nontrivial overlap (as operators on IL(?)) they may not commute. This defines a braiding
in terms of the basis,

We(@’ C)We’ (¢/7 C/) = ¢e,e’ ((907 C)a (90/’ C/))WE’(@/v c/)WE((Pv c)’ (124)

where 1 € C?2(R*2,U(1)E*E) ie. o : R*2 x R*? — Hom(E x E,U(1)) ~ U(1)E*E.
Since W, forms a unitary representation of R*? on each edge individually, it follows that
Vg, h € R*?

we,e’ (ga h) :we’,e(_hv _g)* and we,e’ (g, h)we,e’ (g/, h) = we,e’ (g + 9/7 h)7 (125)

where 4 denotes the addition (subtraction) in R*? and * denotes complex conjugation.
From these two properties we can infer that the second line holds analogously for the second
argument. As such, 1 is given by a bilinear form on R*?2.17

Additionally, there is a gauge transformation on 1. Given f : R?2 — U(1)¥, we can
transform We (g, ¢) — Be(@, c)We(p, ¢) and get an equivalent algebra as it only redefines the

phases attached to short string operators. Effectively, this transforms v as

U ((p,0), (¢, ) = B0, ) B (¢, )0 (0, 0). (¢, ). (126)

Yn fact, it is the simplectic form on the vector space spanned by the displacement operators modulo
phases, in the basis defined by We.
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In the following, we explicitly calculate ¢ from the commutation relations of We(¢p, )
and Wy (¢', ') and find that it is connected to the exchange statistics of the charges and
fluxes in the R gauge theory. First, we observe that

we,e =1, we,e’((ov 0)7 (907 C)) =1, V(% C) and we,e’ = (1/}3’,6)*. (127)

Moreover, we find that v, = 1 for all pairs of edges except these cases

eiled +¢'c)/2

e ((p:0), (¢, ) = , : (128)
e—ilee o2 | I |

€

Note that 1 is uniquely defined by a bilinear form b((, c), (¢, ) = (pc + ¢'c)/2).18
From now on, we refer to ¢ informally as the braiding of WW. We find that the braiding
fully characterizes the algebra. For example, a T-junction calculation [44, 49] shows that the
topological spin of the anyons that are created and moved by elements in W is given by

‘9((@a C)) :we,e’((wa C)7 (_907 _C))¢e,e”((@v c)? (_30’ _C))we’,e”((_ﬁpv _C)v (_907 _C))

(129)
=e'¥C,

A.2 Dictionary to cellular homology

The operators We(¢p, c¢) are naturally associated to 1-cochains with R*? coefficients on the
cellulation A on which the model is defined (a cell complex with 0-chains V', 1-chains E and
2-chains P). Note that throughout this paper we work on a square lattice.

We first construct a chain complex of real vector spaces from A and R*2. Namely, we
define C(A,R*2) to be the chain complex with the i-chains being vectors in

C; = spang . (4A;). (130)

Since A is equipped with an orientation, we impose that orientation reversal in the complex
corresponds to inverting in R*?, i.e.

acl = —ac, acR*? cec A (131)

The simplicial complex is equipped with a notion of boundary obtained by mapping each i-
cell to a formal sum over (i—1)-cells that have a certain overlap with the original i-cell, taking
orientations into account. In our case, we can interpret this boundary as summing over the
(i — 1)-cells in the geometric boundary of a given i-cell, taking the orientation inherited from
the ¢-cell into account. For example, the boundary of a 2-cell can be interpreted as summing
over the surrounding edges in counterclockwise orientation. For a more thorough treatment,

18 Bilinearity can be checked straight forwardly,

b(r) + (¢, (0,0)) =5((0+ b+ 9(c+ ) = 5 b+ 06) + 5 (b +9¢)
=b((¢, ), (¥,b)) + b((¢/7 Cl)v (9,b)),

which holds similarly in the second argument.
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we refer to Ref. [70]. Explicitly, we obtain a chain complex by defining the boundary operator
0; : Ci = Ci—1, Vi = Y scpy, S Where v; € A;, and extending it linearly, i.e.

di(aw + fw) = ad;(v) + Bdi(w), Va,B € R*% v,w e A;. (132)

Below, we drop the subscript i if it is clear from context what chains 0 it acts on. From this
definition (with orientation dependend =+ signs included) it is clear that d;—1 0 9; = 0. El-
ements ker(9;) are called i-cycles and the group of all i-cycles is denoted by Z;(A,R*?).
Elements in Im(0;4+1) are i-boundaries and the group of all i-boundaries is denoted by
B;(A,R*?). The homology groups of the complex are

Hy(A,R*?) = Zi(A,RXQ)/Bi(A7Rx2>. (133)

In the construction above we can take the dual complex to obtain cochains, cocycles,
coboundaries, and cohomology groups. Since we only consider finite cellulations, each C; is a
finite-dimensional vector space and 0 is represented by a matrix. The coboundary operator §
in this case is 7 and represents homology on the Poincaré dual cellulation. Since we have a
finite-length complex ,derived from a finite-dimensional manifold , i.e. C; = 0 for j # 0,1,2
there is a natural identification Cy ~ C?, C; ~ C' and Cy ~ C° as vector spaces. In the
following it is useful to consider cochains.

From the perspective introduced above one might be inclined to interpret the collection
of W, as defining a map from 1-cochains C'(A,R*?) to L(H). In order for this map to
be well-defined, however, we would need to specify an order of multiplication since the
operators in the image of W, and W, do not necessarily commute in IL(#), but the addition
in C1(A,R*?) is commutative. This can be solved by, for example, defining an arbitrary
global ordering on A!. Since this is not necessary to capture the essential phenomena, we
take a different approach. Namely, we do not aim to map onto individual operators in
IL(H) but into subspaces spanned by operators in the set of all linear subspaces of IL(H),
which we denote by Gr(IL(H)).!? Specifically, as the operators we consider are displacements
and commute only up to a phase, the spaces spanned by a given product of displacement
operators are independent of the order of multiplication.

More formally, we define the map = : C*(A, R*?) — Gr(L(H)),

c= Z Q€ — Spang (H We(ae)), (135)

Note that the order of multiplication does not matter for the mapping. Equivalently, this map
can be thought of as mapping cochains onto the space spanned by displacement operators
modulo phases, a symplectic vector space.

We find that we can extend 1 from Eq.(124) onto the image of Z. This defines the
algebra in terms of a natural basis, whose elements fail to commute only up to a phase.

In the following, we describe subalgebras in I.(H) as images of subgroups of C*(A, R*?)
under =.

19We choose this notation since the set of all subspaces of a finite D-dimensional vector space V' can be
viewed as the union of all subspaces of fixed dimensions 0, 1, ..., D which are commonly called Grassmannian
and denoted by Gr(k, D), where k is the dimension of the subspaces considered. We can write

Gr(V)= |J Gr(k, D). (134)
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A.3 Algebra of coboundaries — R gauge theory

Consider the subgroup of all 1-coboundaries B'(A,R*?) = Im(dy). We define a space of
operators

S = Im(E|Bl(A’]R><2)). (136)

For example, for a vertex v € Ay, there is a 1D-subgroup in B'(A,R*?) of the form a,v
for a, € R*2. The image of this subgroup under Z is the one-dimensional space S, (¢, c)
spanned by S, (g, c), defined in Eq. (82). Since we included a subgroup of C*(A,R*?) we
find that S is a subalgebra of IL(H), i.e. closed under multiplication. It is spanned by all
possible products of operators S, (¢, ¢) for all values of ¢, ¢ and vertices v. We find that two
such operators commute

[Su(p,0), Sy (¢, d)g =1, WYw,v' eV, ¢,¢,c,d €R, (137)

showing that S is commutative. As a shorthand we write 1|s = 1s. Hence, we refer to S as

a stabilizer algebra and the unitaries {S, (¢, c)}( as stabilizers.

©,¢)v
More concretely, any element in & can be written as

S(C) = Rx2 d(‘PvC)HCU(%C)Sv(@’C)’ (138)
where ¢ : R x R — CV encode the coefficients®” in front of the stabilizer S, (i, c).
We now consider the commutant of S, over W,

Cw(S) ={w eW |ws=swVs e S} (139)

We find that any open strings, i.e. operators in the image of E|01(A7Rx2)_z1(A’sz) do not
commute with §. At the same time, the algebra associated to cocylces commute with S.
Trivial loops are elements of S, and hence commute with S as shown above. Products along
nontrivial cycles also commute with S, as we now show explicitly. Let v € Z1(A,R*2) be
a l-cocycle and let W, (¢, a) denote an operator in the one-dimensional subspace Z(vy). We
find

[Su(p, ), Wy], =1, YveV,ye ZY(A) and ¢,¢,c,d €R. (140)

This can be checked by picking a basis of Z!(A, R*?) and explicitly computing the commu-
tation relation. Note that any w € W can be written as a sum of terms that only involve
products over cocycles (cochains with trivial coboundary) and a sum of terms that only in-
volve products over cochains with nontrivial coboundary. Importantly, the subspace spanned
by products along cocycles is closed under multiplication. Hence, we have found all elements
of W in the commutant and we can write

Cw(S) = Im(E\Z1(A’]Rx2)). (141)

We can separate the (co)homology classes and find that within each homology class, the
spaces Z(v) and Z(v) for two cohomological +,~" differ by multiplication of an element in S.

29We do not make any assumptions on ¢ here. This allows unbounded operators and unphysical density
matrices in S. However, we can still make formal calculations in that algebra given the structure as described
above.
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Since S is central in Cyy(S) the commutation of operators in Z(v) and Z(v') within Cyy(S)
only depend on the cohomology class [y] = [y/]. More concretely, take two one-dimensional
subspaces Z(v) and Z(n) assigned to two cocycles v, € Z1(A,R*?). Let O, € E(v) and
O, € Z(n). We can evaluate 9 on these v and 7 to obtain a complex phase 1)(y,7) such that

00n = ¥(7,m)0y05. (142)

What we find is that 1| 71(A,Rx2)x2 only depends on the cohomology class of the arguments.
For example, for a torus H'(Apz2, R*?) = R*? x R*2. We can identify a natural basis for
this group in which the homology class is defined by two coefficients o, 8 € R*?, each of which
is assigned to one of the two generating cocycle classes.?! In this basis, ¢((a, ), (¢/, 8')) =
gl fytanfitalfotanft) — pilaafytashy)ei(aifatenf)  The factorization indicates that the
logical algebra factorizes over two isomorphic subalgebras that commute with each other. In

fact, each of these subfactors admits an R*%-indexed basis {D(y, c) | ¢,c € R} of operators
that fulfill

D(p,c)D(¢', ) = *“+ID(¢, ) D(p,c). (143)

which is the commutation relation of displacement operators. In that sense we find that on
a torus, the nontrivial part of the commutant is isomorphic to L(L?(R))%®2.

The construction above is a reoccurring theme in this work. We first find a commuting
subalgebra of W, calculate its commutant and identify the equivalence classes up to multipli-
cation of elements in its center (which, by construction, includes the commuting subalgebra
that we started with). This helps to decompose the commutant into its center and a po-
tentially infinite product of commuting one-dimensional algebras, and a factor that spans
a logical algebra. In the case encountered in this section we found an infinite dimensional
algebra. Below, we see how different choices of commuting subalgebras lead to logical alge-
bras of finite dimension, or with a subfactor that is isomorphic to a finite-dimensional matrix

algebra.

A.4  Homogeneous subalgebras and conditions on commutativity

We have seen how reducing = onto 1-coboundaries leads to a commuting subalgebra of
W = LL(H). Loosely, we can view this subalgebra S as being generated by certain products
of operators in the image of W, for e in a 1-coboundary. In particular, this algebra does not
decompose as a product over 1-cochains spanned by edges. There are, however, other types
of commuting subalgebras that have this structure. To achieve commutativity, we need to
restrict to a proper subgroup of R*2. We first define a general algebra of that form, for any
subgroup, and then give conditions on when such an algebra is commutative for different
isomorphism classes of subgroups.

Definition 2 (homogeneous subalgebra) Let H < R*? be a subgroup. For each edge, we
define an algebra®

Wele = @ Vo (144)
(p,0)€EH

21We can write each cocycle class as a[y] + 5[] where [y] # [y] and «, 8 € R

228ince H is a non-compact group, and can even be continuous, the direct sum symbol should be interpreted
loosely. We use it to refer to a formal vector space whose elements can be expressed as group integrals over
operators in V_, .), see the expansion in Eq. (138). Loosely, we can interpret We|u as C[H].
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We call an algebra of the form

Wiy = ®We|H7 (145)
eck

a homogeneous subalgebra of the subgroup H.

We can view this construction in terms of restricting = to a subgroup C'(A, H) <
C(A,R*?) and identify Im(Z|c1(a ) € W with W|g. The fact that H forms a group
ensures that W|y is indeed an algebra.

There are finitely many isomorphism classes of subgroups of R*?:

1.

2.

D.

6.

Hy ~ 7 = {0}

H171 ~ R

. HLQ:Z

HQJQZXR
HZQEZXZ

H3 ~ RXQ.

The following cases lead to trivial results W|g, ~ € and W|g, = W, and hence we only
consider the proper subgroups. In the following, we derive exact conditions for H to define

a commuting subalgebra, i.e. for |y, = 1lw,.

o Hi1 ={alpo,co) | @« € R} ~ R: The commutativity condition reads

afypoco =21k, k€ Z,Va, B € R. (146)

Since this condition has to hold for all «, 8, we obtain that either ¢y or ¢y have to be
0. This mimics the conditions on H that describe a bosonic continuous subgroup of
the topological excitation in R gauge theory isomorphic to R, see Eq. (40).

Hio = {n(po,c0) | n € Z} ~ Z: In the case of a finitely generated subgroup with a
single generator the commutativity relation reduces to

nmpoco = 2k, k € Z,Nn,m € 7. (147)
This is fulfilled either for ¢ or ¢y equal to 0 or, assuming ¢y # 0, iff

2
w0 ="k, (148)
Co
for some k € Z. This coincides with the condition on H that describes a finitely
generated subgroup of bosons in R gauge theory, see Eq. (41).

Hy1 = {n(po,c0) + al(p1,c1) | n € Z,a € R} ~ Z x R: If the subgroup admits one
finitely generated factor and a continuous one, the commutativity condition reduces to

am + Bn

5 (p1co +poc1) =2k, k€ Z, (149)

afpocy + nmepicy +
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for all a,8 € R, and n,m € Z. Again, since this has to hold for all values of the
coefficients, we can deduce that this is equivalent to

poco = poc1 + ¢1co =0 and (150a)
p1c1 :27Tk7/, 4 € 7. (150b)

Again, we recover the same conditions for H as for a subgroup of bosons in the R
gauge theory. The first condition enforces that the continuous part of H is a bosonic
subgroup that braids trivially with the generator of the discrete part. The second
condition enforces that the discrete part is generated by a boson.

Hyo = {n(po,co) + m(p1,c1) | n,m € Z} ~ Z x Z: So far, we have seen how the
condition of exact commutativity of hopping terms on the lattice force the anyons
that they hop to be bosonic, in the sense that the associated topological spin is 1, see
Eq. (40). We now encounter the first and only case where this is not so. On the lattice,
there is an additional constraint on H coming from the commutativity.

Specifically, for subgroups of the form as H> > the commutativity condition reads

nm' +n'm

9 (80001 + 30100) =27k, kE€EZ, (151)

nn’<p0c0 + mm’<p101 +

for all n,n'm,m’ € Z. Again we deduce that each factor individually has to be gener-
ated by a pair (¢;,¢;) that fulfills

pici = 2rk; with k; € Z. (152)

This agrees with the pair representing a boson in R gauge theory, see Eq. (41). The
cross terms, however, lead to a slightly different condition

woc1 + p1co = Ak, ke Z. (153)

This is equivalent to demanding that the mutual monodromy phase of the excitations

A7 27

associated to the generators of Hj 2 should be an integer power of e*™* instead of e

The considerations above applied only to homogeneous subalgebras where the local alge-

bras are built from operators W, (¢, c). In general, one can modify = to map to a different

local algebra that is graded by R x R. For example, taking single-CV displacements could

produce a valid choice. These, however, only lead to homogeneous subalgebras that describe

the condensation of pure charges or pure fluxes in the R gauge theory, see Section 3. This

highlights the importance of picking the right set of condensation terms in the lattice model.

B Group structure of the anyons after condensing a composite boson

In this appendix, we prove that after condensing a discrete subgroup of bosons generated

by a nontrivial flux-charge composite in R gauge theory, the set of inequivalent deconfined

excitations is of the form described in Eq. (74). We do so by explicitly show that the labeling

of cosets

{(m [77;0’ 1} +[o,0))+B|me{0,1,...,2n—1},a € ]R} , (154)
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defines a group isomorphism
Tion x R~ AB/g. (155)

This defines a group homomorphism Zs, x R — Ag/B.?* In the following we show that this
map is indeed an isomorphism, i.e. it is a bijection.

Surjectivity Let [p,q] + B € Ag/B be an arbirary coset. We now show that any such
coset can be represented by [m - + «,m| for k € Zgy,,a € R, i.e. we find a b = [by,bs] € B
such that

i am| = o b+ b, (156)

for a suitable choice of m, a. A straigtforward calculation shows that this is achieved by

2
[br, bo] = [”z, 2n€] . (= : (157)
c
with m = ¢ mod 2n and a = ¢ + 27l/c —m.
Injectivity Consider two cosets [m- + a,m] + B and [m'~ + o/ ,m'] + B with (m,a),

(m/, ') € Za, x R, i.e. the images under the map above for two elements in Za, x R. These
two cosets are the same if and only if 3¢ € Z :

2
[mw + o, m} = [m/ﬂ +a' + IE, m’ + 2nl (158a)
ne ne c
m =m' + 2nf.
- (158b)
a=ao + 27”6.

Since m, m’ < 2n it follows that £ = 0 and with that (m,a) = (m/, '), proving injectivity.
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