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ABSTRACT: We develop a systematic framework for understanding symmetries in topo-
logical phases in 2 + 1 dimensions using the string-net model, encompassing both gauge
symmetries that preserve anyon species and global symmetries permuting anyon species,
including both invertible symmetries describable by groups and noninvertible symmetries
described by categories. As an archetypal example, we reveal the first noninvertible cat-
egorical gauge symmetry of topological orders in 2 + 1 dimensions: the Fibonacci gauge
symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci topological order, described by the Fibonacci fusion
2-category. Our approach involves two steps: first, establishing duality between different
string-net models with Morita equivalent input fusion categories that describe the same
topological order; and second, constructing symmetry transformations within the same
string-net model when the dual models have isomorphic input fusion categories, achieved
by composing duality maps with isomorphisms of degrees of freedom between the dual
models.
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1 Introduction

Symmetry is a central concept in modern physics, traditionally described by groups. Topo-
logical orders in 2 + 1 dimensions, whose low-energy effective descriptions are topological
gauge field theories, are phases of matter beyond the Landau-Ginzburg paradigm, implying
novel symmetry structures. Nevertheless, gauge symmetries! in topological orders are not
completely clear. In the Dijkgraaf-Witten theory[1-4] or their lattice Hamiltonian model—
the (twisted) quantum double model of topological orders[5-13], the gauge structure, i.e.,
gauge group and gauge transformation, has been well understood. More generally, such as
in the Turaev-Viro topological field theory[2, 14-17] or their lattice Hamiltonian model—
the string-net model[18-29], the gauge symmetry is often not known. There, if a gauge
symmetry exists, it is likely not describable by any group but by categories[30—40], invok-
ing the concept of noninvertible symmetry([36, 37, 40-45], which has greatly expanded and
deepened our understanding of symmetry in physics. Noninvertible symmetry has been
extensively explored in 14 1 dimensions[46-50] but remain largely an open problem in 2+1
dimensions, despite studies in certain (2 4+ 1)d systems[51-53] and attempts in applying
noninvertible symmetry to QFT and M theory[54-58].

This article tackles this problem by systematically formulating the symmetry transfor-
mations of (2 + 1)-dimensional topological orders as operators of the string-net model. We
show that such symmetry transformations can be either gauge symmetries that preserve
anyon species or global symmetries permuting anyon species and can be invertible (describ-
able by groups) or noninvertible (described by a fusion 2-categories). As a key result, our
construction reveals the first noninvertible gauge symmetry of topological orders in 2 + 1
dimensions:

The noninvertible gauge symmetry (to be called the Fibonacci gauge symmetry) of the
doubled Fibonacci topological order described by the Fibonacci fusion 2-category.

This is an archetypal example illustrating our general construction, which is detailed
in Appendix C. In the main text, we shall provide a brief overview of our approach and
expound on the Fibonacci gauge symmetry. Besides, we also provide a clear criterion (see
Appendix D.3) determining whether a symmetry transformation generates a global or a
gauge symmetry of the topological order. An example of global symmetry so constructed
is shown in Appendix D.

Our construction can help realize anyon condensations [31, 59-63] in the string-net
model. Fluxon and simple-current condensations—special types of anyon condensation—
have been realized in string-net model[29, 64], but not general non-Abelian anyon conden-
sation. As to be reported elsewhere, we can apply our symmetry transformations to the
string-net model and then perform all types of anyon condensations in familiar forms in
Refs. [29, 64] in the transformed model.

LA historical misnomer; it should be more appropriately called gauge invariance or gauge redundancy
because it is mathematical redundancy where different states in the Hilbert space describe the same physical
state.



2 Sketch of Our Approach

As the low-energy effective theories of topological orders, topological quantum field the-
ories (TQFTs) are believed to be gauge theories. For the Dijkgraaf-Witten TQFT, its
gauge symmetry and transformation are manifest and clear. For more general topological
orders, whose effective theory is the Turaev-Viro TQFT, however, its gauge symmetry and
transformations are in general obscure.

To reveal the gauge structure of topological orders in general, we first note that topo-
logical orders are primarily observed in strongly correlated electron systems[65-72], where
anyons are collective excitations of the electrons, the fundamental degrees of freedom (d.o.f)
comprising the physical Hilbert space, where anyons are represented as excited states.
While an Abelian anyon is represented by one excited state up to phase, a non-Abelian
anyon is represented by a multi-dimensional subspace of the Hilbert space[73-78]?. That
is, a physical anyon may have an internal space[26, 29, 80]. Nevertheless, TQFT fails to
capture such internal spaces of anyons because anyons are elementary and indecomposable
ingredients in TQFT. In contrast, in the string-net model—a Hamiltonian extension of the
Turaev-Viro TQFT—of topological orders, anyon excitations are concrete excited states of
the model. Anyons are represented by orthogonal subspaces (one- or multi-dimensional)
in the Hilbert space. We show that in the string-net model, it is possible to transform
the fundamental d.o.f. while preserving topological invariance and the Hamiltonian. Such
a transformation would induce a linear transformation of the Hilbert space of the model.
When this linear transformation preserves the subspaces representing the anyons, it is qual-
ified as a gauge transformation of the model. The model and thus the topological order
it describes has a corresponding gauge symmetry. When this transformation can turn the
anyons to one another, it is global.

We construct such symmetry transformations in two steps. Firstly, we establish a
duality between different string-net models describing the same topological order. While
the fundamental d.o.f.s in a usual gauge theory take value in a group, those in the Turaev-
Viro TQFT or a string-net model are simple objects in a fusion category—the input of the
model. Our duality maps two string-net models whose input fusion categories are Morita
equivalent to each other[81] and classifies all string-net models describing the same topo-
logical order. This duality generalizes the electromagnetic duality[11, 13, 82] in topological
orders and topological field theories.

In the second step, symmetry transformations can be constructed when two dual string-
net models have isomorphic input fusion categories. In such a case, the duality in the first
step can be composed with an isomorphism to form a symmetry transformation on the same
string-net model. Such a symmetry transformation can be global or a gauge depending
on whether it permutes anyon species. Such a symmetry, when it is noninvertible, is
described by a fusion 2-category. We now construct the gauge symmetry transformation
of the doubled Fibonacci topological order to illustrate our approach. We shall first briefly
review the Fibonacci string-net model.

2This is why non-Abelian anyons can support topological quantum computation[79].



Figure 1: Part of the string-net model lattice. A tail (wavy line) is attached to an arbitrary
edge of every plaquette.

3 Fibonacci String-Net Model

We take the form of the string-net model defined in [26] because its Hilbert space en-
compasses the full anyon spectra of the topological orders. The model is defined on a
2-dimensional trivalent lattice, e.g., that in Fig. 1. Each plaquette has a tail attached to
any of its edges?. Each edge or tail carries a label—fundamental d.o.f—taking value in the
simple objects of the model’s input fusion category .#. The Hilbert space is spanned by
all possible assignments of the labels, such that the labels on three edges (tails) meeting
at any vertex satisfy the fusion rules of .%.

Let’s solve our example: the doubled Fibonacci topological order with the string-net
model. The input Fibonacci fusion category Fibo has two simple objects 1 and 7, the basic
d.o.f. on edges/tails. The Hilbert space Hpipo is spanned by all possible assignments of 1
and 7 to all edges/tails, dictated by the nonzero fusion rule d;;;, = 1 for three edges/tails
i, 7, k meeting at any vertex:

5111 = 517‘7’ = 57‘17‘ = 57'71 = 57‘7’7‘ =1
The Hamiltonian is a sum of commuting projectors:

HFibo = — Z QP )

Plaquettes P

where operators () p are detailed in Appendix A. The ground states are common eigenstates
of all @ p operators with +1 eigenvalues. An excited state |¢) is another common eigenstate
that satisfies Qp|1) = 0 for one or more plaquettes P, each said to hold an anyon. A ground
state has a trivial anyon in each plaquette. The doubled Fibonacci topological order has

four anyon species:

3The original string-net model in Ref. [18], which has no such tails, cannot fully describe charge exci-
tations. These added tails carry the charges of anyons, thus enlarging the Hilbert space to encompass the
complete anyon spectrum.



where 11 is the trivial anyon.

It is the kairos to invoke the concept of anyon’s internal space. Unlike Abelian anyons,
a non-Abelian anyon has a nontrivial internal space because multiple non-Abelian anyons
occupy a multi-dimensional Hilbert space in TQFT[73-78]. Nevertheless, the internal space
of a single non-Abelian anyon is generally hidden in the language of TQFT. The string-net
model is however able to manifest such internal spaces because an excited state is labeled
by both the anyon species J in each plaquette and the anyon’s internal charge p—the
d.o.f. on the tail where the anyon resides. A non-Abelian anyon carries more than one
charge type and is thus represented on a certain multi-dimensional Hilbert subspace of
excited states of the model. The gauge symmetry transformation to be constructed may
mix the internal charges p while preserving the anyon species J of a non-Abelian anyon.
The Fibonacci string-net model has five allowed pairs (J, p):

(11,1), (17, 7), (t1,7), (r7,1), (r7,7).

An anyon 77 has two possible charges 1 and 7 in the model. Anyons 71 and 17 are both
non-Abelian but seem to carry only one charge 7. Yet, the gauge structure of the doubled
Fibonacci topological order will urge us to enlarge the model’s Hilbert space, such that
anyons 71 and 17 will each carry two different charges.

4 Duality Map and Enlarging the Hilbert Space

A fusion category .# has Frobenius algebra objects. It is a theorem[81] that the bimodules—
a special class of representations of a given Frobenius algebra A in .%—form another fusion
category Bimodz(A) that is categorically Morita equivalent to % . This fact implies that
two string-net models with input fusion categories Bimod#(A) and .# are equivalent in
describing the same topological order. We now explicitly establish this equivalence by a
duality map D between these two models.

Fusion category Fibo has a nontrivial Frobenius algebra
A:={al +p7 ’ a,BeEC, TP =1+ (257%7'}, (4.1)

where simple objects 1 and 7 are regarded as the two basis elements of A. A has two simple
(viz irreducible) bimodules: The trivial bimodule M; = (P, V1), with representation space

V1 :={al 4 B71]a, B € C},
and the nontrivial bimodule M, = (P, V;) with the representation space
V; i={al + 1 +ym2la, B,y € C}.

Here, 7 and 7 are both the simple object 7, but regarded as different basis elements in
V, because they are acted on by A differently?. The indices 1 and 2 of 7 in M, are the

4This is analogous to the scenario where an irreducible representation of a group can appear more than
once in a certain reducible representation of the group. When physics kicks in, the different occurrences of
the same irreducible representation are distinguishable.



multiplicity labels. Functions P; : A% x V; x {1,7} x V; — C represent pairs (a,b) € A2
as rank-3 tensors on the representation spaces V;, where ¢ = 1,7. The components of P,

are listed in Appendix E. These tensors indicate that a and b act sequentially on = € V},

ab
Tyz*

transforming it to z with the coefficient >, [F;] The intermediate object y varies in
{1,7} to satisfy the fusion rule duzy = 0py. = 1.

The string-net model with the input fusion category Bimodgipo(A) is the dual Fi-
bonacci string-net model. The d.o.f. on dual model’s edges/tails are simple objects in
BimodFipo (A)—the simple bimodules M; and M. By the definition of bimodules, we con-
struct a duality map D that embeds the d.o.f. of the dual model as superpositions of those

in the original model:

z

b

D | M = ooy R, v, (4.2)

a,by=1,7 :B,ZEL]VIZ. -

where ¢ = 1,7, Ly, = {1,7}, and Ly, = {1,71,72}. A black line can be an edge or tail.
The red lines are auxiliary and will be annihilated by topological moves, resulting in a
unitary transformation between the two models, which can be understood plaquette by

plaquette:
ig,e=1,7 peLln
where Iy, Ex, M € {M;, M.}, and “---” omits the expansion coefficients detailed in Ap-

pendix C. After the topological moves, the d.o.f. 7 on any edge will cease to have any
multiplicity index, while that on any tail will keep a multiplicity index if it belongs to Ly, .
Therefore, to justify this duality, we have to enlarge the Hilbert space Hpjpo of the original
Fibonacci string-net model to H* by distinguishing 7 and 75 on each tail but not on the
edges. This enlargement is physically sound: The tail carries an anyon’s internal charge
that reflects the action of A, which can only be told when different occurrences of 7 in the
bimodules of A are distinguished by multiplicity indices. In contrast, the d.o.f. on edges
are pertaining to ground states because any path along edges has to be a closed loop. At
any vertex along such a loop, fusion rules are met; they treat 71 and 7o the same’.

Due to orthonormality, the actual enlargement is done by embedding Hrip, in H* as

. <L+\/_5> - (L_@> - (4.4)

20 2 20 2

5As an analogy: It makes no sense to question the electric charge in a closed electric flux loop because
the Gauss law (analogous to fusion rules) is met everywhere along the loop. Only when the loop is cut open
to be a path, one can ask about the charges at the ends of the path where the Gauss law is broken.



for each tail, as shown in Fig. 2a. The original Hilbert space HFipo of the string-net model

is a subspace of H*.

5 Symmetry Transformation of the Doubled Fibonacci Topological Or-
der

We can further construct a symmetry transformation of the doubled Fibonacci phase based
on the duality D defined in Eqs. (4.2) and (4.3) because their input fusion categories are
isomorphic:

?A : Fibo — Bimod,:ibo(fl), 1— Ml, T M. (51)

This isomorphism F4 induces an isomorphic map ¢4 between the Fibonacci string-net
model and its dual model, and thus a unitary transformation G of the Fibonacci string-net
model in the enlarged Hilbert space H*:

G:=Dopy, @ug |i = |M kB i=1r. (5.2)

Here, the line can be either an edge or a tail. That is, § transforms the local d.o.f. 1 and

7 on edges (tails) as

=Y RS =L (53)

a,b,y:LT;m,zELMi xT

Unitary transformation G (5.2) does not preserve the original Hilbert space Hgipo of
the string-net model but rather rotates it within the enlarged space H*. Nevertheless, the
symmetry transformation does not alter the observables of the quantum system; we can
only measure the anyons’ charges in the basis comprising the original d.o.f.s 1 and 7 on
tails. Consequently, after the transformation G, we must project the transformed states in
H* back into HFipe using a projector P. Hence, in the doubled Fibonacci topological order,
the symmetry transformation cannot simply be §G. Instead, it should be

G 1= PGP. (5.4)

As discussed in the Appendix D.3, transformation G preserves anyon species but acts
nontrivially on each anyon’s enlarged internal space spanned by {1,7;,72} on the tail
where the anyon resides. Different anyon species experience distinct actions, which block-
diagonalizes G (5.2) in 3*:

5= I > Splilp, (5.5)

Plaquettes P Anyons J

where HIJD is measures whether plaquette P has an anyon J (H}];.’s components are detailed
in Appendix A), and 9}]3 acts nontrivially only on the Hilbert subspace spanned by excited



states with same anyon species in all plaquettes and varying charges of anyon J on the tail
in plaquette P.

Consequently, transformation g, projected from G, is a gauge symmetry transformation
that preserves anyon species and can also be block-diagonalized along with G:

G= I 3 G, &hi=25ho. (5.6)

Plaquettes P Anyons J

1. The trivial anyon 11 has only charge 1 that is invariant under the symmetry trans-

formation:
g =gl —1 | gl 51 = &gl 51 = 31, (5.7)

The ground states of the topological order are gauge invariant.

2. Anyon 71 has only charge 7 now embedded in the enlarged space spanned by {71, 72}
as a superposition (4.4). The transformation is expressed in this enlarged space:

wﬁfl \/54;152
71 200/0 %
_ 5.8
Ip _ VD+¢? oVD-1 |’ (58)
292 201/
(pvD-1)(\/o+1) 1-¢v/D
g’ri — 497 4¢2\/$
P 1-6v/D @VD-1)(/o-1) |’
4¢2\/5 4¢2
-1 V5 —1 V541
9 T — Tr1 = 1 2

g T s REYCE

9TI - _ 7o _ ¢\/¢2+1_1
20/

Here, D = ¢? + 1. These matrices are 2 x 2 because anyon 71 does not have charge
1. Unitary transformation G (5.2) rotates the physical charge 7 of anyon 71 out of
Hribo, necessitating the application of the projected transformation 9;} to revert to
Hribo (Fig. 2b). Since det(GH) = 0, matrix GF is not invertible. Hence, symmetry
transformation § (5.4) represents a noninvertible symmetry.

3. Anyon 17 also has merely charge 7. Unitary transformation § (5.2) rotates the

physical charge 7 (4.4) of the 17 anyon also within the {71, 72} space:

_ oVD+1 $/6-V5
17 _ 2¢\/$ 2¢\/$ 59
I V5-6\/$ VD1 | (5.9)
204/ 204/




(VD) (/o+1)

g’ri _ 497
P 14+¢vD
492,/
9}__,77' T = TiF =
91P7_— T = 7:17’— =

as depicted in Fig.

1+¢vD
462\/¢

_ (eVD+1)(y/o-1) |

142
V541
2Vé

VP11
207/

T2

2b. Matrix Q}j is noninvertible.

4. Anyon 77 has two gauge charges 1 and 7 in the string-net model. Transformations

G are expressed in the enlarged 3-dimensional space spanned by 1, 71, 7o:

2 5— 2 5
R e L
G = | YorevD  1=%VEe  ovE-25
P 242 254 243 ’
Ys-ovD V526 14+¢%\/50
27 267 24
1 V5+6VD V5-¢v/D
e 208
g7 = | BrevD _1+v/@ 1
P 262 2¢3 2¢3\/$ )
V65—V D 1 1-/o
2¢2 2(153\/5 23
_ - 1 5
g 31 =G 31 = lrr = — 31 4+ —— 37 5.10
97”? T _ Tr7 _ v ¢2 + 1 1 _ ﬁ T1 _ \/_5 T2
" - - ¢? ¢? ’
97—% T = T — A — ¢2 +1 1 _ ﬁ T
P - o - $2 »3
See Fig. 2c¢. Although these transformations affect apparently only the d.o.f. on the

tail in P, an excited state is transformed into superpositions of excited states with

the same anyon species but different charges in plaquette P, leading to varying d.o.f.

on plaquette P’s edges.

Note that while the symmetry transformations are obtained in the string-net model,

the symmetry is model-independent and intrinsic to the doubled Fibonacci topological

order. We now reveal the symmetry structure.



Figure 2: (a) Physical d.o.f.s (depicted by black vectors) 1,7 embedded in the space
{1,71,72}. (b) Charges 7 of anyon species 71,17 after transformations § (depicted by blue
vectors) and G (by orange vectors). (c) Charges 1,7 of anyon 77 after transformations G

(depicted by blue vectors) and G (by orange vectors).

6 Fibonacci Categorical Gauge Symmetry

We now show that the symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci topological order is a categorical
gauge symmetry characterized by the Fibonacci fusion 2-category.

Recall that in a usual gauge theory with gauge group G, a gauge field configuration
g € G is transformed to ¢’ = hgh™! € G by a gauge transformation characterized by h € G.
The gauge group G is both the gauge field’s configuration space and the space of the gauge
transformations. Now the question in our case is: What is the symmetry structure of
the doubled Fibonacci topological order analogous to the gauge group G together with its
symmetry transformation in a usual gauge theory?

Looking back to how § transforms the fundamental d.o.f. as in Eq. (5.3), the two
sides of (5.3) seem different in lattice structures, although the red lines on the RHS are
auxiliary. But the two sides do have the same lattice structure even before annihilating the
red lines for both mathematical and physical reasons. Mathematically, in Fibo, the simple
objects 1 and 7 are simple bimodules over the trivial Frobenius algebra Ay = C[1], so

Fibo = Bimodgibo(Ao)-

Thus, an edge/tail labeled by simple object @ € {1, 7} in the original model must also carry

two red lines:

- Y Y oEm | ©.1)

a,by=1,7 z,z€L

however, since these two red lines are labeled by the trivial object 1, they are omitted for
simplicity. Physically, the simple objects of the input fusion category of a string-net model
are the pure charges, defined concerning the trivial flux characterized by the Frobenius
algebras. When Fibo is the input fusion category, the trivial flux is characterized by
Ao = C[1]. When Bimodgibo(A) is the input fusion category, the trivial flux is characterized
by A (4.1). Hence, the RHS of (6.1), where red lines carry elements of A, defines precisely
how pure charges M; and M, appear in the string-net model with input fusion category

,10,



Bimodgibo(A). In conclusion, the lattice structures before and after transformation G (5.2)
are the same. On the other hand, G also retains the input fusion category Fibo because

Bimodgibo(A) C Fibo, Bimodribo (A) = Fibo.

It only transforms the model’s d.o.f.s on edges and tails from simple objects 1,7 to com-
posite objects My, M, in Fibo.

Inspired by the above discussion, we find that a fusion 2-category, the Fibonacci
fusion 2-category, exists to describe this gauge symmetry coherently. This 2-category
consists of the following three ingredients®:

1. Objects are bimodule categories over Frobenius algebras in Fibo. These bimod-
ule categories are subcategories of and isomorphic to Fibo. Two such objects are

Bimodgipo (Ag) = Fibo and Bimodgipe(A) C Fibo.

2. One-morphisms are isomorphism functors between objects. Two such 1-morphisms
are the identity functor and Fy4 defined in Eq. (5.1):

id(1) =1, id(r) =7, Fu(l) =M, Falr)=M,.

3. Two-morphisms are natural transformations between 1-morphisms. We are particu-
larly interested in the 2-morphism—the composition of 1-morphisms. Consider, for
example, the composition of two 1-morphisms F4 and Fg, where A and B are Frobe-
nius algebras in Fibo. Since the bimodule category Bimodgipo(A) is isomorphic to Fibo
via the functor ¥4, the object F,4(B) becomes a Frobenius algebra in Bimodgip,(A).
This allows us to define the bimodule category over F4(B) within Bimodgipe(A):

Bimodgimodss(4) (Fa(B))-

This category is a subcategory of and is isomorphic to Bimodgipo(A). Hence, it
is a subcategory of Fibo and is also isomorphic to Fibo. In other words, fusion
category Bimodgimode (4) (F4(B)) is an object in the Fibonacci fusion 2-category. The
isomorphism from Fibo to Bimodgimodg, (4)(Fa(B)) is interpreted as the composition
of two functors:

fTrgA(fB) :Stg OS'FA.

Unitary transformation G (5.2) is a representation of 1-morphism F4 over the enlarged
Hilbert space H*:

pid) =1,  p(Fa) =S

Composing gauge transformations here differs from composing transformations in a usual
gauge theory. Each time transformation G is applied, it is necessary to first enlarge the

SFor a general definition and properties of fusion 2-categories, refer to Ref. [83].

— 11 —



Hilbert space. On the other hand, the symmetry transformation is the projection of the
composition of § back into Hips by projector P, such as G (5.4).

Now, to answer the question raised at the beginning of this section, the Fibonacci
fusion 2-category is analogous to a gauge field’s phase space comprising the gauge field’s
configuration space and its conjugate momenta. In a usual (in particular a lattice) gauge
theory, the gauge field’s configuration space is the gauge group, which per se is the rep-
resentation space of the gauge transformations—the adjoint representation of the gauge
group. Consider gauge group U(1) as a simple example, the gauge transformation d/d6 is
the conjugate momentum of exp(if) € U(1). In the gauge theory of the doubled Fibonacci
topological order, the gauge field’s configuration space is Fibo, and the gauge transforma-
tions are 1-morphisms of the Fibonacci fusion 2-category. Mathematically, the Fibonacci
fusion 2-category serves as the “adjoint representation” of Fibo, with 1-morphisms acting
on the representation space—Fibo, as all bimodule categories are subcategories of Fibo.

We refer to the gauge symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci topological order and the
Fibonacci Turaev-Viro TQFT as the Fibonacci 2-categorical gauge symmetry. Each bimod-
ule category in the Fibonacci fusion 2-category is a gauge choice, preserving anyon species.
The possible internal charges of an anyon are the two simple objects in the chosen bimodule
category. Since we chose the original input fusion category Fibo as our gauge, after the
symmetry transformation, we must project the transformed states back into the original
Hilbert space Hpipo, such that anyons’ charges are measured in the basis comprising the
original d.o.f. 1 and 7.
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A Review of the Extended String-net Model

In this section, we briefly review the string-net model defined in Ref. [26]. The string-net
model is an exactly solvable Hamiltonian model defined on a 2-dimensional lattice. An
example lattice is depicted in Fig. 1. All vertices are trivalent. Within each plaquette of
the lattice, a tail is attached to an arbitrary edge of the plaquette, pointing inward. We
will later demonstrate that different choices of the edge to which the tail is attached are

- 12 —



equivalent. In general cases, each edge and tail is oriented, and different choices of directions
are equivalent. Nevertheless, for the case of the Fibonacci string-net model presented in
the main body, different direction choices are the same, so we omit the directions of edges
and tails in the main body.

The input data of the string-net model is a fusion category .%, described by a finite set
Lz, whose elements are called simple objects, equipped with three functions IV : L3 — N,
d: Ly — R, and G : Lf — C. The function N sets the fusion rules of the simple objects,
satisfying

e d __ d e b*
Z NabNec - Z Naerm ab - N
e€Ll g ecl &

There exists a special simple object 0 € L4, called the trivial object, such that for any
a,be Ly,

b a
NOa = NOb = Oab;

where ¢ is the Kronecker symbol. For each a € Lz, there exists a unique simple object
a* € Lg, called the opposite object of a, such that

NY

a

b — Nl?a = Opq*-
We only consider the case where for any a,b,c € Lz, Nj = 0 or 1. In this case, we define
Oabe = Nac; S {0, 1}.

The basic configuration of the string-net model is established by labeling each edge and
tail with a simple object in L g, subject to the constraint on all vertices that d;;;, = 1 for
the three incident edges or tails meeting at this vertex, all pointing toward the vertex and
respectively counterclockwise labeled by ¢, 7,k € Lg. We can reverse the direction of any
edge or tail and simultaneously conjugate its label as j — j*, which keeps the configuration
invariant. The Hilbert space H of the model is spanned by all possible configurations of
these labels on the edges and tails.

The function d returns the quantum dimensions of the simple objects in L. It is the
largest eigenvalues of the fusion matrix and forms the 1-dimensional representation of the
fusion rule.

dody = > Nde

ceL g
In particular, dy = 1, and for any a € Lg,d, = dg« # 0.
The function G defines the 6j-symbols of the fusion algebra. It satisfies

* ok * %k 6
z : pan uvn ign  __ abe c*b*a 2 : ijp j g _ Ypg*
n

vkura T j*i*b T g*pre T Ti*pu* Fugrj d
P

ijm _ ~klm* _ ~jimo _ ~mig Jri*m*
Giin = Gijns = Gl = G =0monGlapeps
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where a, = sgn(a).

The Hamiltonian of the string-net model reads

H=- > Qp, Qp ;:% > Qb D:= Y d (A.1)

Plaquettes P s€eL g a€ELl o

where the plaquette operator Q% acts on edges surrounding plaquette P and has the
following matrix elements on a hexagonal plaquette’:

6 .
L . eriniy
- a0 ¥ T (Vo o
Jjk€Lz k=1

It turns out that

(QSP)T = Q§7 QTPQSP = Z Nf’sQ%’a QQP - QPa QPlQPQ == QPQQPl-

teL &

The summands @p in Hamiltonian H are commuting projectors, so the Hamiltonian is
exactly solvable. The ground-state subspace Hy of the system is the projection

ﬂ{o:l 1T Qp]ﬂ{. (A.2)

Plaquettes P

If the lattice has the sphere topology, the model has a unique ground state |®) up to scalars.

A.1 Topological Features

We briefly review the topological nature of the ground-state subspace of the string-net
model defined in Ref. [26]. Any two lattices with the same topology can be transformed
into each other by so-called Pachner moves. There are unitary linear maps between the
Hilbert spaces of two string-net models with the same input fusion category on different
lattices associated with these moves, denoted as TJ. The ground states are invariant under
such linear transformations. There are three kinds of elementary Pachner moves, whose

"We only show the actions of Qp operator on a hexagonal plaquette. The matrix elements of Qp
operators on other types of plaquettes are defined similarly.
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corresponding linear transformations are:

[ Cc
a C

T — S Vdpd, G no

b nel o

d
b
[dyd
1 [d,d,
T a = 5 Z —dl 6333”'* Z‘C#y .
zyeEL o a

Here we use red “x” to mark the plaquettes to contract. Any other Pachner moves and
their corresponding linear transformations of Hilbert spaces are compositions of these three
elementary moves. Given initial and final lattices, there are multiple ways to compose these
elementary moves, but different ways result in the same transformation matrices on the
ground-state Hilbert space.

We have also noted that different selections of the edge to which the tail is attached
are equivalent. These variations lead to distinct lattice configurations and, consequently,
different Hilbert spaces for the lattice model. The equivalence of states in such Hilbert

spaces is established by the following linear transformation J”:

€1 12
g " - did; G2
- = 2 dud; G

10 ZOp*j
J€Lg

(A.4)

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

For convenience, in certain instances, we will temporarily incorporate auxiliary states
with multiple tails within a single plaquette. These states, despite having multiple tails in
one plaquette, are all equivalent to states within the Hilbert space:

T*Z'*A il
= Y \Jdid, G . (A.5)

20
u€L &

A.2 Excited States

An excited state |p) of the string-net model is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian such that
Qple) = 0 at some plaquettes P. In such a state, there are anyons in these plaquettes P.

,15,



We also refer to the ground states as trivial excited states, in which there are only trivial
anyons in all plaquettes. We assume the sphere topology, in which the model has a unique
ground state; nevertheless, the results in this section apply to other topologies.

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

quettes with a common edge E. This state can be generated by ribbon operator Wé;p ®:

el io e 02
J;pq . dk Tk - q
Wg™ = DT B ek ) (A.6)
keLg J J
én in en in

where j is the label on edge E, and Z is the complex conjugate. Here, the four-indexed

tensor zgq? is called the half-braiding tensor, defined by the following equation:

. t
5thrs ZJ;w o
dy pgt

Z Jiv Ju d d are *s*t Gsrj G *ul*

Zlqr pls p*wu* T quro T rviw
u,l,weL o

The label J, called the anyon species, labels different minimal solutions of the z tensor
that cannot be the sum of any other nonzero solutions. The ribbon operator Wé;p  creates
in the two adjacent plaquettes a pair of anyons J* and J with charges p* and ¢q. An anyon
species J may have multiple possible charges p, causing multiple excited states of the
string-net model to represent the same anyon. Categorically, anyon species J are labeled
by simple objects in the center of the input fusion category %, a modular tensor category
whose categorical data record all topological properties of the topological order that the

string-net model describes:
J e Lz(g) .

States with two quasiparticles in two non-adjacent plaquettes are generated by ribbon
operators along longer paths. These ribbon operators result from concatenating shorter
ribbon operators. For example, to create two quasiparticles J* and J with charges pj
and p, in two non-adjacent plaquettes Py and P,,, we can choose a sequence of plaquettes

(Py, Py,---,P,), where P; and P,y are adjacent plaquettes with their common edge E;.
The ribbon operator WP’pop" is
n—1 7
WP,popn = Z H (dpkBPk WEI;pkkarl) Wéépopl‘

p1p2-pn—1€L g k=1
Different choices of plaquette paths (P, Py, -, P,) give the same operator W}!fﬁnp "™ if these

sequences can deform continuously from one to another. Following the same method, we
can also define the creation operator of three or more anyons.
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At the end of this section, we define the measurement operator H}];. measuring whether

there is an anyon J excited in plaquette P:

dsdy Jit
= Z d Zpps

s,teL o p

(A7)

The set of measurement operators are orthonormal and complete:

LIS = 675102, > mh=1.
JeLz(7)

B Frobenius Algebras and Bimodules

It is a mathematical theorem [81] that two fusion categories .# and .#’ have isomorphic
centers if and only if they are categorically Morita equivalent. That is, two string-net models
with categorically Morita equivalent input fusion categories describe the same topological
order. Category theory also tells that if a fusion category .Z’ is categorically Morita
equivalent to .%, there must be a Frobenius algebra A in .%, such that %’ is isomorphic to
the bimodule category over A in Z:

Z' =~ Bimod #(A). (B.1)

Therefore, different string-net models describing the same topological order are classified by
all Frobenius algebras A in a particular input fusion category .%. Such equivalent models
have bimodule categories Bimod #(A) as their input fusion categories. We can establish
the duality maps between these equivalent models. In this section, we briefly review the
definition of Frobenius algebras in a given fusion category and their bimodules and leave

the duality maps for the next section.

B.1 Frobenius Algebra

A Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category % is characterized by a pair of functions (n, f).
Function n : Lz — N returns the multiplicity n, of a € Lg appearing in the Frobenius
algebra A, satisfying n, = ng+. The simple objects of A are labeled by pairs a,, where
a € Lg satisfies n, > 0, and a = 1,2, ...,n, is the multiplicity index. We denote the set
of all simple objects in A as Ly.

The algebraic multiplication of A is given by a function f : L3 — C, satisfying:

Ne
Z frpsotffaabgti Zii V dcdt = Z faac—ysgfrpci‘/bﬁ P

tr€Ly y=1

Z faabgca,fb;gagci‘/ V dadb = dA V dw faabgcw = fbgcwaaa anabg = 5ab* 50{[37

aabﬁELﬂ
(B.2)
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where

da:= 3 nada (B.3)

a€Ll g
is the quantum dimension of the Frobenius algebra A. This definition aligns with the one
in the main body, where a Frobenius algebra A is expressed as a vector space spanned by
simple objects, and the algebraic multiplicity rule is given by function f:

A=ClLal,  aabg= ) faubse; ¢y € C[Lal-
Cy S
For convenience, in a lattice model, we use red edges or tails to indicate that this edge
or tail is labeled by a simple object in Frobenius algebra A, and a red dot on a vertex to
represent a coefficient f multiplied to this state.

Qo a
= B.4
bﬁ/l\c,y . faa bBC’Y bV& . ( )

We also use dashed red edges or tails to represent that we are summing over all states
with labels on this edge in L4. The definition (B.2) of Frobenius algebra A can then be
illustrated graphically by the Pachner moves.

So Tp So Tp
So ’l"p \\,/
Ne c
Ty - X = i
1
y=0 tr€Ly /0\

Qo bg
Ao bﬂ (e 75% bB

i
\\

T ':X ) = dA 5ab 50{5 Aa
Lo

B.2 Bimodules over a Frobenius Algebra
A bimodule M over a Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category % is characterized by a pair
of functions (n™, Pys). The function n™ : Lz — N returns the multiplicity nM of a € Lz
appearing in bimodule M, satisfying nM = n. The simple objects of M are labeled by
pairs a;, where a € L g satisfies né\/f >0,andi=1,2,... ,ny labels the multiplicity index.
We denote the set of all simple objects in bimodule M as L.

The action of Frobenius algebra A on bimodule M is characterized by function Py :
Lil X Ly X Lg x Ly — C, satisfying the following defining equations:

bgses * * *
Yoo D> [Puliel, [Pulyiie GULY Gl Gt/ dudodidydedy

w€Lg y,E€Lp

Ne o
= Z Pmc;f;,zéfaaci}bg frpsgt.ra (B'S)
y=1 =1
00 aqb bga.
[PM]nyzC = 5$y5yz5x115v(7 [PM]xing = [PM]zgy(:m;('
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This definition aligns with the one in the main body, where a bimodule M is expressed as a
vector space spanned by simple objects M = C[Lj;|. A pair of Frobenius algebra elements
(aasbg) € C[L)? is represented as a three-index tensor Py on the bimodule space C[L ).

For convenience, in a lattice model, we use a blue line to indicate that this line is
labeled by a simple object in bimodule M and a wavy blue line to represent summing over
all states with labels on this edge in L& with coefficient Py;:

AZC AZC

L - Pulict L (B.6)

M = Z [ M]mxyz< Ay . .
Aoy —>—1 yEng Ao ——|

Ly dxy

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

AZ¢ So

So
EM .....
by —»— bs
25 SRR I y
Tp Tp
Yo €L EM mm—
[opp——

(07"

B.3 The Bimodule Fusion Category over a Frobenius Algebra

The set of all bimodules over a given Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category .# forms a
fusion category, denoted as Bimod #(A). In this section, we briefly introduce the categorical
data of the fusion category Bimodz(A).

1. A bimodule M in Bimod #(A) is simple if it cannot be written as a direct sum of two
other bimodules. That is, we cannot find two bimodules M; and Ms such that:

b
[PMI]Z?(Q/ZC’ (Xgnyljcgné\ﬁ%
b b
’I’Lgd = ’I’Lgd1 + né\b’ [PM]giygg = [PM2]Z?X_/Ban)yZ(<_nMQ)7 (X > nylvc > nyl)v
x z
0. (otherwise).

2. The quantum dimension of a bimodule M in Bimod#(A) is

1 M
=4 Mg da- (B.7)

a€Ll &

dy

3. For any three bimodules M;, Ms, and M3, we can represent their fusion rules in
terms of their simple objects. Define the matrix [Any, a,101,] that represents how the
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basis elements in the bimodule spaces are connected when the three bimodules fuse:

v 1 bpc* *
[AMlMQMs]fjgatig ::d_?, Z Z Z Z Z [P1]$€<U:Y7"p [P2]§Z%§U X

A aabgey€L g pEL g up€L Ny Vo ELNMy WAEL M,

aab? *
[Ps].cut, GUitey Gl Gl Gobe \/dydydydodyded, dody dy
(B.8)
This definition can be depicted graphically:
Tx
T = dil [AM1M2M3]fZSZ{,Uti<
Yu ¢
The fusion rule of three bimodules My, My, M3 is
Ony My M5 = TT[AMIMQMS]’ (B.Q)
4. The Frobenius algebra A itself is the trivial bimodule My over A:
b ny
Ly = La, [PMo]giygc = Z faarxyijfyvbzazz" (B.10)
v=1
Given a bimodule M, its opposite bimodule M* is
ab ab *
LM* — LMa [PM*]ngg;C = ([PM]Z‘XZJ@() . (Bll)

5. The bimodule conditions induces that matrix A, a,0, is @ projector:

2 —
AMlMQMS - A]\41]\42]\43'

If dpr, npnrs # 0, we can find the normalized eigenvectors VT]\Z‘:RZ s € C, such that

TxYvz¢ TpSolr _ A TiYj Rk
Z Z Z [AM1M2M3]T‘psgtq— VMlMgMg - VM1M2M37
TpeLMl SJGLMQ t‘rELM3

Y Y RS b = i,

Tx €Ly YoELM, 2¢ €L M,

(B.12)

For convenience, in a lattice model, we use blue lines labeled by a bimodule M to
represent summing over all states with labels in Lj; on this line. Additionally, blue
dots represent a state multiplied by a coefficient V:

My

- Y Y Y vl |, - B3)

My M3 Tx €Ly Yo ELMy 2¢E€ELM,
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Such a state is invariant under Dy, as,07, matrix. The 6j-symbol of Bimodz(A)

category is

v h
1
GMiMaM T M . (B.14
MMM &3 \/dar, dary Aoy Ao, A dor v (B-14)
Mo

C General Constructions of Dualities and Symmetry Transformations in
the Extended String-Net Model

Given a fusion category % and a Frobenius algebra A € %, two string-net models with
Z and Bimod#(A) as the input data describe the same topological order. Categorically,
Bimod #(A) is defined by an injective functor

D :Bimodsz(A) = F, M @ nMa, (C.1)

a€l o

and for any morphisms ¢%?M2 € Bimodz(A) : M1 ® My — Mz and ¢, € F 11 Ry — 2,

(¢M1M2) @ @ @ vf\;ly;\}d'ZM* S0:1“)(?/11 ’

2¢€Lng Lax €Ly YvELM,

where x,, v, and z; are respectively the x-th x object, v-th y, and (-th z in the direct
sum D(M).

Such a functor D induces a duality between the two models with F and Bimod #(A)
as the input data:

T D DI T (C.2)

aa,bg€la Tx,2c€EL M X

This duality induces a unitary morphism between the Hilbert spaces Hpimod 5 (4) and Hz
of these two models. Such a unitary linear transformation can be understood plaquette by
plaquette:

- -9 > X

A w;,yi€Lp, ei€LN, PaydgELM
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(C.3)

Note that the black edges and tails labeled by M;, N; € Bimod 4 (A) represent basis states
in the dual model, where Bimod #(A) is the input fusion category and M;, N; are simple
objects. In contrast, the blue edges and tails labeled by M;, N; € Bimod#(A) represent
superposition states in the original model with .% as the input fusion category, where the
superpositions are defined in Egs. (B.6) and (B.13).

This understanding differs slightly from the unitary duality transformation in the sense
that, after the above transformation (C.3) is applied to all plaquettes, the resulting basis
state |1) satisfies

(Wl) = df 2, (C.4)

where ¢ is the genus of the surface on which the lattice is embedded. By applying the
duality map and normalizing the resulting basis states, we obtain a unitary morphism
between the two string-net models.

After the topological moves in Eq. (C.3), the degree of freedom on any edge will cease
to have any multiplicity index of simple objects in bimodules, while that on any tail will still
have a multiplicity index. Therefore, to make sense of this duality and make it unitary,
we are urged to enlarge the Hilbert space of the original Fibonacci string-net model on
each tail but not on the edges, such that two simple objects an,as € Ly with different
multiplicity indices @ # [ are distinguishable on tails.

C.1 Enlarging the Hilbert Space

In the enlarged Hilbert space, each tail carries a degree of freedom labeled by a pair a,,
where
€Lz, =1,2,--- , N, N4 = My
a F « a a Mengﬁ;g (A){na } (05)
where Lgimod, (4) 15 the set of all simple bimodules over Frobenius algebra A. But the basic
degrees of freedom on edges remain to take value varying the simple objects of the input
fusion category .%. The Hilbert space on the tail is spanned by all enlarged degrees of
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freedom on tails and original degrees of freedom on edges, subject to the fusion rules on
all vertices.
For any bimodule M, its simple object xi‘f € Ljs corresponds to a superposition state

’x§\<4> in the local Hilbert space of a tail:

NA

241} = 3 Ao, ()

=1

All different states should satisfy the orthonormal conditions:

S
[ M&?

"y
Z My = dan} 6uybas, morssOrin\/ dany Aoy - (C.7)

C.2 Duality
The duality map (C.3) can be simplified. We can represent the unitary duality map vertex
by vertex:
D= —— 1+z II 2 II 2. (C.8)
d A Edge e Vertex v

where Np is the number of plaquettes in the lattice, and D, acts on vertex v:

My My Tx
— — TxYvZ¢
Mo M; T M, Ms - Z Z Z VMIMQMS Yo 2z
Tx€Ln, Yyo€ELM, 2¢€ELM,

(C.9)
Note that each edge connects two vertices that are acted upon by two D, operators in-
dependently. Nevertheless, an edge e can only carry one label. We use E. to ensure this
uniqueness:

My M3
E, oS %l = (AR AR H : (C.10)
%

The E. moves erase the multiplicity indices of labels on edges. But the multiplicity labels
on tails are retained.
The Hilbert space is not preserved under the duality map:

He # Di]—CBimodg_/-(A)’

where H 7 and Hpjmod ;- (4) are the Hilbert spaces of the string-net model with input fusion
category % and Bimod g (A), respectively, considered as subspaces of the enlarged Hilbert
space. Nevertheless, since the two models describe the same topological order, the ground-

state subspace Hy is preserved under the duality map:

Ho,7 = Ho Bimod 5 (4) (C.11)

where Ho 7 and Hg gimod (1) are the ground-state subspaces of the string-net model with
input fusion category % and Bimod#(A), respectively.
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C.3 Symmetry Transformation

In particular cases, .# and Bimod #(A) are isomorphic fusion category. That is, there exists
an isomorphic functor F4 that maps simple objects of .7 to simple objects in Bimod #(A):

wa(a) = M, € Bimodz(A). (C.12)

Such isomorphic functor induces a linear isomorphism ¢4 between the Hilbert space of
these two models that maps basic degrees of freedom on edges and tails to basic degrees of
freedom:

¢a: Hz = Heimod 5 (4)> o4 |@ = Ma (C.13)

The composition
G:=Doi:Hg > Ha (C.14)

is just a unitary transformation of the same model with % as the input fusion category,
and the symmetry transformation is the composition of the unitary transformation and
projection back into the original degrees of freedom. The set of all symmetry transfor-
mations in the Hilbert space of the string-net model with .% as the input fusion category
forms the symmetry of the topological order.

In particular, consider the trivial Frobenius algebra Ajg:

Ly, = {0}, Jooo =1, (C.15)
whose simple objects are classified by simple objects in L z:

Ly, ={a}, P%® =1. (C.16)

aaa

The gauge transformation induced by Frobenius algebra Ag is the identity transformation
of the string-net model.

C.4 Braiding of Bimodules

The input fusion category .# is a fusion category that lacks a braiding structure for ex-
changing two simple objects @ and b. Nevertheless, the braiding of the trivial object 0 with
any other simple object a always exists as the trivial braiding, which can be represented
graphically as:

a 0 a 0 , 0
4 \\ ’ 4
’ , -
’ ’
— / —
’
’ ’ -
’ ’ \\ {/
/ /
0 0 a

The last equality holds because the fusion of 0 with any simple object a is also trivial.
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M4 M4

Contrast
Mo ° My ————— T M M
M1 Ml
D D
My My
A
Mo Mo
1
My — T M;
Mo A Mo
My My

Figure 3: Contrast a plaquette with a tail labeled by the trivial bimodule A in the original
model.

Similarly, in the bimodule category Bimod#(A), the trivial bimodule A braids trivially
with any other bimodule M € Bimod #(A), based on the definition of bimodules:

M A M A M A

/ B \ 1 o
- 7
/ AN a
A M A M A M
As a practical example, consider the situation where we contrast a plaquette with a
tail labeled by the trivial bimodule A in the original model. Since the Pachner moves (A.3)
can only contrast plaquettes without nontrivial tails inside them, one must first “pull” the
trivial tail out of the plaquette and then annihilate the plaquettes, as shown in Fig. 3.

D The Z, Global Symmetry transformation of the Z, Toric Code String-
Net Model

To provide another example of our symmetry transformation construction, and to contrast
with the Fibonacci categorical gauge symmetry discussed in the main text, we briefly apply
our method in this section to construct a well-known symmetry transformation: the Zo
global symmetry transformation of the Z toric code string-net model[6]. In the toric code
case, we do not need to enlarge the Hilbert space. This transformation exchanges the
charge and flux excitations.

D.1 The toric code string-net model

The input fusion category of the toric code string-net model is the Z5 fusion category,
which uses the two group elements +1 € 75 as its simple objects. The fusion rules capture
the group multiplicity rules of Zs:
ijk +1

2 )

Oijk =
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and the quantum dimensions are di = 1. The nonzero 65 symbols are given by
G;cjl:? - 5ijm5klm5iln5jkn.

In the toric code string-net model, each edge or tail on the lattice carries a group
element +1 € 75, and the degrees of freedom i, j, k on any three edges or tails meeting at
a vertex must satisfy the fusion rule d;;;, = 1. The Hamiltonian of the toric code string-net

model is a sum of commutative projectors Ap and Bp,

Hrc:=— Y (Ap+Bp), (D.1)
Plaquettes P

where Ap acts on tails in plaquettes P, and Bp acts on edges surrounding plaquettes P:

€2 €2

(D.2)

Bp (D.3)

N =

The ground states are common eigenstates of all Ap and Bp operators with +1 eigenvalues,
while an excited state |1) is another common eigenstate satisfying Ap|¢) = 0 (or Bp|y) =
0) for one or more plaquettes P, in each of which there resides a chargeon e (or a fluxon m).
Unlike the original version of the string-net model, where chargeons reside on vertices, both
chargeons and fluxons are situated in the plaquettes of our enlarged model. If Ap|y)) =
Bp|Y) = 0 in plaquette P, there is a dyon € in plaquette P. We also refer to the ground
state as the trivial excited state, in which there are trivial anyons 1 in all plaquettes.

D.2 The global symmetry transformation of the toric code topological order

The Z fusion category has a unique nontrivial Frobenius algebra A, such that
La={1-1},  fijk = Gijk-

There are two simple bimodules over A, denoted as My, such that

LM+ =Ly_ = {07 1}7 [P-l—]glg)/z = 5axy5byza
P, =[PP =1, [Pm, = [P)Ti = -1,
P liro =[P )i =i [P =[P =i
The nonzero vertex coefficients are
iik _ _ . _ .
V?\J4+M+M+ = Oijk; VJ\JZJM_M_ = VMTM_M_ =1, v?\L4+L_M_ =1 v?\}tM_M_ =t
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The fusion category Bimodz,(A) is isomorphic to the Zs fusion category:

Ont; My, = Oije = 1, dy; = d;, My, M; My kln -

By applying the above categorical data, we can formulate a symmetry transformation

G is .
§:= N g H So, (D.4)

2 2 Vertices v
where Np is the number of plaquettes in the lattice, and g is the genus number of the
surface in which the lattice is embedded. Each local transformation G, acts on vertex v of
the lattice as

where + (—) refers to 1 (—1), and the three lines meeting at vertex v can be either edges
or tails.

The symmetry transformation G is a Zo global symmetry transformation of the toric
code string-net model because:

1. G is a unitary Zs transformation:
§h=g"'=g. (D.6)
2. G preserves the model’s Hamiltonian Hrc:
§'Hrc§ = Hrc. (D.7)

3. Transformation G preserves the ground-state Hilber space of the model but exchanges
Ap and Bp operators:

§TApS = Bp, $'BpSG = Ap, (D.8)

and hence exchanges chargeons and fluxons because an Ap (B,) measures the char-
geon (fluxon) in plaquette P2,

Note that the global symmetry transformation § maps the degrees of freedom 0 and 1—
the simple objects in the Z5 fusion category—to the degrees of freedom My and M7, which
are the simple objects in the bimodule category Bimodz,(A). Analogous to our discussion
about the Fibonacci categorical gauge symmetry, this EM-exchange global symmetry of
the toric code topological order is fundamentally a categorical symmetry described by a
fusion 2-category—the Zo fusion 2-category defined based on the Z, fusion category. It
reduces to a Zo group symmetry because the transformation is invertible.

8In the original string-net model, chargeons reside on vertices and fluxons are located in plaquettes,
necessitating lattice dualization after the symmetry transformation. In contrast, our model places both
chargeons and fluxons in plaquettes, eliminating the need to alter the lattice shape.
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D.3 Criterion for Distinguishing Gauge Symmetries from Global Symmetries

The symmetry transformation (D.4) of the Zs toric code topological order is a global
symmetry transformation that exchanges the anyon species of chargeons and fluxons. In
contrast, the symmetry transformation of the doubled Fibonacci topological order in the
main text is a gauge symmetry that preserves all anyon species but only transforms excited
states within the internal Hilbert space of each anyon. To determine whether a symme-
try transformation defined by a Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category .# is a global
symmetry or a gauge symmetry, we use the criterion based on Morita equivalence between
Frobenius algebras[81]. This concept of Morita equivalence between two Frobenius algebras
differs from the concept of Morita equivalence between fusion categories introduced in Sec.
B.

Algebraic Morita equivalence implies that the two Frobenius algebras have the same
modules. According to the boundary-bulk correspondence, two string-net models with
bimodule categories over two Morita-equivalent Frobenius algebras not only have the same
anyon species but also exhibit the same relationships between each anyon species and the
fundamental degrees of freedom of the models. As previously noted, the fusion category .#
itself is the bimodule category over the trivial one-dimensional Frobenius algebra Ay = {1}.

Therefore, a symmetry transformation is a gauge symmetry if and only if its defining
Frobenius algebra A is algebraically Morita equivalent to the trivial Frobenius algebra Ajg.
This is the case for the Frobenius algebra A = {1,7} in the Fibonacci fusion category.
Otherwise, it is a global symmetry, as in the case of Z5 toric code.

E Frobenius Algebra of Fibonacci Fusion Categories and Its Simple Bi-
modules

In this section, we list the categorical data of the Fibonacci fusion category. The Fibonacci
fusion category has two simple objects, denoted as 1 and 7. The nonzero fusion rules are
0111 = 01+r = 077 = 1, and the quantum dimensions are

Vh+1

=1 d=¢="0—.

The nonzero 65 symbols are
1 1 1

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

Ly ={1,7}, Jin = firr = frir=frm =1, fTTTZ—gb%-
There are two simple bimodules over A, denoted as My and M;, such that
Ly, ={1,7},
Puolth = (Pl =1, [Pl = [Pl =1, [Pl = =5,

W
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[PMO]Tll [PMO]lT’T - 17 [PMO]:}'T = 3
g
1 1
[PMO]ITI - [PMO]TIT = 1? [PMO]ITT [PMO]TTI - 3> [PMO]TTT = DER
¢1 @2
LM1 — {1, 71, 7—2}5
[PMl]lll - [PMI]T()T’T() - [PMl]TlT’Tl =1,
. 3
[PMlHlTO [PMl]TlTl [PM1]7—011 [PMI]ITTI - _qb * 7 ’
, 1 VB,
[PMl]th [PMl]TOTl [PMI]Tlll [PMl]lTTo =571 5
2% 2
Vo
[PMI]TOTTO [PMI]TlTTl [PMI]T()T’T() [PMI]TlT’Tl = _T& )
Vo ot Vo ot
[PMl]TOTTl [PMI]TlTTo = 9 7 ) [PM1]7—17—7—0 - [PM1]707—7—1 = 9 + 9
TT 1 %
[PMl]lTl = _5 9 [PMl]lTTO [PMl]lTTl [PMl]TOTl [PMI]TlTl _7 )
1 l r 1 l
[PMl]TolTO = _%—i_m ’ [PMl]anl = _%_m ) [PMl]TolTl [PMI]TllTO = 5 >
Vo o Vo . - Vo
[PMI]TOTTl [PMI]TN'TO B ﬁ ’ [PMI]TOTTO - _T&_§Z ) [PM1]717'T1 - 2@3
The nonzero vertex coefficients are
T Tl TT TTT 1
V}\};MOMO = ’V:]LMOMOMO = V]\}OMOMO = ’VMOIMOMO = 1’ MoMoMg = g’
111 1 1
VM0M1M1 = v]\;é}-\lllMl ’\7]\2%7]—\241]\41 1 v}-\}—é%1M1 = V?\/[T?)ﬁlM1 _ﬁ’
1 Vo 1 Vo,
71T 7721 717 7711
Vit = Vatosn = 2 2" Viroanan = Vighnan = 2% T2
3 3
VYTTIT2 — _4_\/5 + ﬂ' RVARELR: _4_\/5 — ﬂ'
MoMi My — 9 2 (2 MoMi M, — 9 9 Z

,29,

7



'\7111 _ i ,\77-17-17-1 _ VTQTQTQ _ _1 E
MMMy — gb%’ MiMyMy — "MiM{My — 2 gb,

VlTlTl — Y7L 11 o r\?TlTll o /Vl’TQTQ — Y2 1712 o VTQTQl _ 1
MMMy — "MiM\My — VYMiM{My — "M{MMy — YMiMi{My — "MiM{M; — 2¢£’
’\77—17—17—2 — ’VTI T2T1 — ’\77—27—17—1 — ’VTI T2T2 — ’VTQTITQ — ’\77—27—27—1 — 1
My My My My My My My My My My My My My My My My My My 25qrt¢’
3
4 3
VlTlTQ _ VTllTQ _ '\77'17'21 — \/a _ ﬁz
MMMy — "MyiM\My — VMMM T 2 2 )
3
4 3
V1T271 _ VT2T11 _ V711T2 - _ \/6 + ﬁi
MMM, — MMM, — MMMy — 2 2 N

The fusion category Bimodpino(A) is isomorphic to the Fibonacci fusion category by
replacing 1 as My, and 7 as Mj:

OMoMoMo = OMoMy My = Oy dy vy = 1, dy, =1, dyy = @,
GMoMoMo _ | MoMoMo _ L GMoMi My _ xMoMy My l GMiMiMy _i
Mo Mo Mo ’ My My My \/a’ Mo My My My My My ¢’ My My My ¢2'

Bimodule M; has multiplicity n}* = 2, so we have to enlarge the Hilbert spaces on
tails from 2-dimensional local Hilbert spaces spanned by 1 and 7 to 3-dimensional local
Hilbert spaces spanned by 1, 71 and 5. To ensure the orthonormality, the basic state |7)
labeled by the simple object 7 in the trivial bimodule My is a superposition state of two
basic state |11), |2) labeled by the simple object 7 in the nontrivial bimodule Mj:

1 o 1 , T E (i + \/_5> T1 + (i — \/_$> T2

2¢ 2 2¢ 2
This 7 charge on a tail is unique up to exchanging 7 and 7 labels.
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