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Abstract

Three manifold topology is used to analyze the effect of aiymterferometers in which
the probe anyons’ path along an arm crosses itself, leadiagtivisted” or braided space-
time trajectory for the probe anyons. In the case of IsingAbglian anyons, twisted inter-
ferometry is shown to be able to generate a topologicallyeptedr/8-phase gate, which
cannot be generated from quasiparticle braiding.
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1 Introduction

Anyonic interferometry[[1,2] is a powerful tool for proc&sg topological quantum

tive anyonic charge of a group of (non-Abelian) anyons, aithdecohering their

internal state, allows it to generate braid operators [j0,denerate entangling
gates|[12,13,14,15], and change between different qubbibdings [14,15]. Any-

onic interferometry has been the focus of myriad experiadgmbposals [16,17,18,1.9/20|21[22,23,24,
and efforts to physically implement them [30/31,3Z,3338436]. As powerful as

anyonic interferometry may be, its potential capabilitrese yet to be fully un-

derstood. In this paper, we propose and analyze a novel ingpltation of anyonic

interferometry that we call “twisted interferometry,” vai can significantly aug-

ment its potential capabilities.

One of the primary practical motivations for studying twiinterferometry is that
it could be used with anyons of the Ising TQFT to generate ‘imatates,” as we
will demonstrate. This is significant because, if one only tiee ability to perform
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braiding operations andntwisted anyonic interferometry measurements for Ising
anyons, then one can only generate the Clifford group ojp@stwhich is not
computationally universal and, in fact, can be efficientimdated on a classical
computer [[37]. However, if one supplements these operatigith magic states,
then one can also generat¢8-phase gates, which results in a computationally
universal gate set [38].

The application of twisted interferometry to generatingtfis-phase gate for Ising
anyons is the latest link in a chain of ideasl[39,40,41,4G¢iating with the un-
published work of Bravyi and Kitaev, for generating a togpéally-protected com-
putational universal gate set from the Ising TQFT by utiliztopological opera-
tions. The concept and analysis of twisted interferometmyaw, but closely con-
nected to these ideas, which stem from the concept of Delgeisuon3-manifolds.
As we will discuss in detail, anyonic interferometry: 1) jgctively measures the
topological charge inside, and 2) decoheres the anyonic entanglement between
the subsystems inside and outside the interference)§4g]. Both operations have
a 3D topological interpretation in the context of Chern-8nmatheory or, more gen-
erally, axiomatic (2+1)D topological quantum field thesr{@QFTs). We learned
from Witten [44] that all low energy properties of systemvg@med by a TQFT
can be calculated in a Euclidean signature diagrammaitndtism called unitary
modular tensor categories (UMTC). This suggesté [40,4df] e choice of inter-
ference loopy should not be restricted to a simple space-like loop in aalsice
R? C R2xtime, as is the typical design for an interferometer, buteat might be
a general simple closed curve of space-time. Twisted imtenfietry explores this
direction by allowing the probe anyons’ path through thesaofithe interferometer
to be self-crossing ifk? (so+~ is immersed in mathematical terminology). We give
a general procedure for analyzing interferometers of timd.Kn the restricted case
of the Ising TQFT, we describe a twisted interferometer Whiould be capable of
producing magic states.

Our strategy is: 1) to start with the UMTC calculatiorl [1,2hieh lays bare the
asymptotic behavior of the simplest anyonic Mach-Zehnderferometer (and
serves as a model for Fabrey-Pérot type interferometethanveak tunneling
limit); 2) describe this behavior in an equivalent topoldilanguage; and 3) ex-
ploit the general covariance inherent in the topologicakdetion.

The concrete calculation using the machinery of UMTCs isediout in a compan-
ion paper|([45], which also focuses on possible physical @mgntations of twisted
interferometers. The analysis of the companion paper agvitl the topological
argument presented here and both show how magic state piedis achieved
when specialized to the Ising theory.
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Fig. 2.1. An idealized Mach-Zehnder interferometer for agamic system, wherg); are
beam splitters. The target anyons (collectively denateih the central region share entan-
glement only with the anyon(g) outside this region. A beam of probe anydss . .., By

is sent through the interferometer and detected at one dfhvih@ossible outputs byp,.

2 What an Anyonic Interferometer Doesin Two Different Languages

We recall the bare bones of anyonic interferometry in a geragryonic context (as
developed in[[l1,2]; seé [45] for notational clarificatiordazalculational details).

The target anyonl may be a composite of several quasiparticles (anyons),iso it
not necessarily in an eigenstate of charge. In the simpésst,avhich we treat, the
probe quasiparticle® are assumed to be uncorrelated, identical, and simple (not
composites). In fact, to make the source standard and weilated, the probes will

be independently drawn from the vacuum together with amparticle (topological
charge conjugate anyon), which is then discarded and maitineatty “traced out.”

We will simplify the discussion in this paper by also assugrtime probe has definite
topological charge value8 = b, but the generalization is straightforward. Coming
from the left, probe anyos; encounters first beam splittéi, and thenls. The
corresponding transition matrices are:

T, = I (2.1)

*

The unitary operator representing a probe anyon passiagdhrthe interferometer
is given by
U="TXT, (2.2)
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This can be written diagrammatically as

A

Bs * * % *
_ it tiry T y 1 it itz —titz \\/ (2.4)
B, A —t1t5 —rits Ss,B \A rire —tir) SS,B / A

where we introduce the notation of writing the directionadiex s of the probe
quasiparticle as a subscript on its anyonic (topologidadrge label, e.gB,. The
anyonic state complementary to the region being probedwitlenoted by’ (and
later by two disjoint sector§’; and(5).

The passage of a single proBaransforms the density matrpX\“ for both system
and environment by

1 ~
AC AC _ B ACY 77ty /st
P 0 () = 5 (S)TrB VU (o @ p*) UtV (2.5)

whereTr is the “quantum trace,V’ represents braiding, and
Pr(s) = TrILVUpU VT (2.6)

is the probability of measurement outcomeThe effect of this superoperator can
be computed by considering the action on i€ density matrix’s basis elements,
which is expressed diagrammatically by

bs (2.7)

For the outcome =—, this may be expanded as
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whereM is the monodromy matrin/,, = ngOO (with S the modularS-matrix),
andd,, 6, are the non-universal phases associated with traverserigtdrferometer
via the two different paths around the interferometry ragid similar calculation
for s =1 gives

pzd’e,b:|t1|2 |t2|2Meb tiryratse UG GH)Mab
—tiritarae ™ O ME, + [y [ ol (2.10)

Thus, we have the single probe measurement probabilities

Pr (8) = Z péz?;;f,u),(a,c;f,p)pza(],B7 (211)
a,c, f,u

and post-measurement state (for outcane
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The next step (which we sketch very lightly here) is to coregarbbabilities and
the effect for a stream d¥ identical probe anyonB, on p“¢. The results are:
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It is clear that the specific order of the measurement outsasngot important, but
only the total number of outcomes of each type matters, astckéreping track of
only the total numbers leads to a binomial distribution.

For generic choices of interferometric parameters:;, 6,, andd,, these binomial
distributions will concentrate exponentially fast at tlist transmission probabili-
ties associated with the equivalence classes of chargs éywberea = o if and
only if M,, = M, ;. In the simplest cases, there is a natural choice for thegprob
B where every, is distinguished (e.g. for Ising and Fibonacci anyons othecse

b = o andb = 7, respectively), and hence the “equivalence classes” agietons.

In general, the probability of observing(out of V) probes in the— detector is:

K N‘ n N—n
Py (n) :;PTA (%) mm(l —ps) (2.15)
Pra (k)= Z pé?c;f,u)v(avc;ﬁu)’ (2.16)

CLECN7C7fHu‘

wherex indexes the equivalence clasgksw.r.t. probeb. The fractionr = n/N
of probes measured in the=— detector goes to = p,. with probability Pr 4 (%),
and the target anyon density matrix will generically coflepnto the corresponding
“fixed states.”

The asymptotic operatioV — oo of a generically tuned anyonic interferometer
converges to a fixed state of charge segtaith probabilityPr 4 (x) and: 1) projects
the anyonic state onto the subspace whereAlanyons have collective anyonic
charge irC,., and 2) decoheres all anyonic entanglement between sebsylsand

C that the probes can detect. The sectanay be a single charge or a collection
of charges with identical monodromy elements with the pspbe. M, p = M, 5
fora,a’ € C.. The anyonic entanglement betweéandC' is described in the form
of anyonic charge lines connecting these subsystemsheeharge lines labeled
by chargee in the preceding analysis, where the contribution of a diagto the
density matrix will be removed i/, 5 # 1. Convergence to such a fixed state is



@C, AT,
< D.
A A@® A
By,...B
PO ></ = %
T1 A Cl.

Fig. 2.2. An idealized Mach-Zehnder interferometer whée @anyonC' entangled with
the target anyong are separated into two regiof andCs.

based on Gaussian statistics, therefore exponentialgiggreas a function of the
numberN of probe particles.

In the simplest casé\,, = M, , = a = o’ and the indistinguishable equivalence
classes’,, = {a} are singletons, i.e. all topological charges are distisiged. The
corresponding fixed state density matrix is:

AC _ Pr4 (cla) _
pLs = Zidadc Loe = )

c Cif,7l/

p
Pratea) o e twe fvl,  (217)
dod,
where "
2 Plases fn) (e 1)

Pry (cla) = L&

_ . (2.18)
%: p(a,c;f,u) (a,c;f,m)
CJ s

(The formulae for the general case can be foundlin [1,2].)Ffuis point on, we
focus only on these cases where the probe distinguishexpallagical charges.

This is a convenient place to note a modest generalizatibarevthe complemen-
tary charge”' is divided into two regions separated by the interferomethich we
similarly denote ag’; and C5, respectively. In some experimental setups — e.g.
a Fabrey-Pérot interferometer on a quantum Hall bar — eaohoé the interfer-
ometer individually will separate the region with chargdérom a complementary
region with respective charge&s, and C,, which could both be nontrivial. This
situation is depicted for the idealized Mach-Zehnder fietemeter in Figl 2J]2. In
this circumstance, all charge lines frafnto C; and fromA to C, are (separately)
decohered if they can be detected by the prabes
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Fig. 2.3. (a) For a single region of complementary anyohsve show the four positions
for the probe loops corresponding to the four terms of E@)(Zb) For two regions of
complementary charg€é; andC’, the four positions of probe loops are shown on the more
complicated the target system (with complementary anydaskity matrix components.
(The 4-valent vertex is understood to be resolved into apprapriavalent vertices. jy;
denotes the weight with which the corresponding probe laogiguration enters the mea-
surement superoperator.

In Fig.[2.3, we compare the diagrammatic terms that arise fsingleC' region
formulation to when there are two regio6s andC,. For probeb and measure-
ment outcomes =—, the four probe loop configurations enter the measurement
superoperator with weights

ay = [t]?|ra]?, (2.19)
oy =tyriritset =0, (2.20)
ag’:t”{rltgrge_i(ef_e”), (2.21)
ay = r?|ta]?, (2.22)

as in Eq.[(Z.B). Fos =1, these are

af =t [t (2.23)
o = —tyrirstset @0, (2.24)
a) = —t’frltﬂge_i(ef_e”), (2.25)
af = [r*|re]?. (2.26)

Given N uncorrelated identical probe anyons, theresdYeonfigurations of probe
loops, each probe choosing from the four positions, withsihgle probe weights
(depending on a given probe’s measurement outcome) beitiiphed together
for the overall superoperator. For the two probe loop pasgiwhich cross in
Fig.[2.3(b), repeated copies will nest according to theepatof later probe loops
having larger radius. We will see shortly that the detailr@ hesting patterns are
irrelevant in the largéV limit.



According to the calculation just summarized, the net ¢fiécunning the interfer-
ometer on the target system with density magri%’, up to corrections that decay
exponentially inV, is that the superposition of the$& configurations results in a
measurement of the collective charge of anydnento charge value, with prob-
ability

Prac(a) = Tr [pACHf] , (2.27)

and post-measurement density matrix

Cy A Ch
P = L _wa pAC wa_ . (2.28)
“ PIAC(CL) “o wo
\I/ Q
ch Al C

(All topological charge lines drawn here have zero framireg,there are no twists
in the frame.) Thev,-loops

O = OO =2 %S, & (2.29)
Wq Wg x

x

have the effect of projecting all charge lines passing thhdte loop onto collective
chargea. Thus, thew,-loops effectively cut charge lines. This allows thgloops

to be moved to encircle only thé and A’ lines, i.e. one can perform a handle
slide of the loop around the,-loops (see Sectidn 3.1). Thus, thg-loops effect
projection of anyonsA into collective charge sectar. When there is only one
region of complementary anyoid§ e.g. if there are n@’; anyons, then the action
of the wy-loop betweend and (s is trivial. Notice that thev-loops here occur in
precisely the same positions as the four possible probedonfigurations.

Having depicted the effect of interferometry in termswefoops, we make a ge-
ometric observation for later use: the effects of intenfieetry are localized to a
certain quasi-1D region of space-time surrounding dhl@ops called a “handle
body.” These are indicated in Fig. 2.4 as the regiinand H’ for the single region

C' and two regiorC; andCs configuration of complementary anyons. The handle-
bodiesH and H' model the complementary regions surrounding gh€ density
matrix operator. This enables us to make calculations fostéa interferometry
simply by computing operators within transformed coortisa
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Fig. 2.4. (a) Genus 2 handle body and (b) genus 3 handle body’, within which the

effect of interferometry is localized in Eq.(2]28). Somevas in0H anddH' are labeled
for later reference.

3 Topological Explanations

The goal of this section is to explain the topological natoirénterferometry. In
Sectiori.3.11, we first review some pure topology backgroungtoranifold surgery
and the handle slide property. In Section| 3.2, we apply tlashimery to interfer-
ometry, with the basic idea being that in the limit of larye the exact partition
function, given byt terms with probe anyon Wilson loops, can effectively be de-
scribed by a small number of Dehn surgeries. Although th&rabt topological
approach may at first seem like overkill, it proves its utilithen we try to general-
ize to the case of twisted interferometry, which is introgiltin Section 313. Indeed,
as shown in Sectidn 3.4, twisting has a natural descriptidhe effective topolog-
ical language: to compute the partition function in the tedscase, all we have
to do is modify the gluing of a certain handle body by some tsviSection_3J5,
although not necessary in the logical flow of the paper, dpsh stand-alone,
purely topological perspective on interferometry. Fipaith Sectior 3.6, we apply
all this machinery to the case of the Ising UMTC, and desdtigesimplifications
that arise.

3.1 Surgery and the Handle Side Property

“Handles” are a combinatorial tool for assembling smabthanifolds with bound-
ary out of little pieces, which are individually copies@®balls. Our main focus is
d = 4, since we will manipulate within & + 1)D TQFT using a representation
where the 3D space-time is the boundary of a 4D bulk. Note,elew that the
handle bodies drawn in Fig. 2.4 are 3D, being subsets of theespme itself.

Let B? denote the unit ball ilR?. There ared + 1 types ofd-dimensional han-

10



dles, calledk-handles (or handles of inde®, where0 < k£ < d. A k-handle is

a pair(B* x B¥* 9B* x B4~F). Note that the total spacB* x B?* is always
diffeomorphic to ad-ball B¢, so what is significant is the portion of the bound-
ary specified in the second slot. This portion is called theathing region” and
consists of larger portions @fB¢ as the index: increases. For example, the five
k-handles for dimensiod = 4 are given by:

attaching region

@ = nothing
{—1,1} x B? =two balls
(3.1)
S x B? = solid torus

S? x I = spherical shell

A W N P OfF

S3 = entire 3-sphere
We see from this table:

0-handles are attached to nothing; they are the beginnitigeofonstruction of a
4-manifold M4, corresponding to local minima of the Morse functiof,+ 23 +

2 2
x5+ a5 = 0.

1-handles attach to 0-handles, and correspond to an indesaddle,—x7 + 23 +
2 2
T3+ Ty

2-handles attach to the union of 0- and 1-handles and camesip an index = 2
saddle—x? — 23 + 23 + 3.

3-handles attach to the previous union of 0-, 1-, and 2-lesnaihd correspond to
an index = 3 saddles;2? — 22 — 22 + 2.

4-handles correspond to a local maxima;? — x3 — 22 — 7.

An interesting aspect of handle bodies is that there are snatéch slide onek-
handleh;, over a second-handleh,, which change the attaching maps, but do not
change the diffeomorphism type of the manifold being déscti The geometric
operation of sliding one 2-handle over another has an agehnalog in the dia-
grammatic formalism of TQFTs and UMTCs. First, we explaia ¢fgometric move
and then the analog.

Passing a 2-handlg over anotheh,; means transforming the two solid tori attach-
ing regions, drawn as framed loops in a 3-manifold, as shaviaig.[3.1(a) and (b).
The framing describes ho@B? x B? is identified or “glued” to a neighborhood
of the loop. An idea of how the 4D-handles are sliding is gibgrthe sketch in
Fig.[3.1(c) and (d), in which the dimensions have been cuaifi h

11
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Fig. 3.1. Sliding handles.

As far as the effect on the boundary 3-manifold is concertieel attachment of
a 2-handle realizes a surgery (sometimes called Dehn s0ygeeaning that the
solid torus to which the attaching region is glued is remoaed then another re-
placement solid torus, in this cag® x B2, is glued back in. The meridional loop,
0B? x * of the new solid torus, matches with whichever longitudetendriginal
solid torus is dictated by the framing vector. From this poirview, the rules (Ta-
ble[3.1) for sliding handles amounts to a way of recognizhmat surgery on two
different framed links yield the same 3-manifold, aftergary. The subject which
decides when two framed links yield (upon surgery) the sam@ifold is often
called “Kirby calculus.”

The following diagrammatic calculation

12
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establishes the handle slide property fgrloops. This shows that, within the
UMTC formalism, if a framed loopy, is anwy-loop, then the partition function
Z is unaffected by sliding an arbitrarily labeled logpover~,. For simplicity, in
Eqg. (3.2), we have shown only an arc segmentoflabeled with charge) and
v, as an ellipse, but one may think ¢f as a knot, as in Fid. 3.1. Thus, a loop
labeled byw, has the same handle slide property as a 2-hahgdl&his justifies
interpretingwy-labeled framed loops in all diagrams of states or densitirioes
as being “surgered.” That is, the diagram effectively exiista topologically exotic
space-time 3-manifold created by surgery ondhdoops, and therefore consists
only of the loops not labeled hy,.

There is an immediate generalization fram-loops tow,-loops. After doing the
surgery indicated by, the loop labeled by slides into a copy of the core x

0B? C B? x 0B? of the replacement solid torus (with product normal franing
Thus, any loop labeled hy, may also be interpreted as surgered out in the effective
diagram, but with the difference that there will now be a \&¢fiisoop with charge

(and product framing) running along the core of the replam&nsolid torus. This

is represented diagrammatically by

WCD = Qa (3.3)

Similarly, one can formally sum over the charge values w,-loops in such dia-
grams.

In general, curves labeled hy, do not have a particularly convenient handle slide
property. However, there is a nice identity for sliding@anloop over anv,-loop
whenb is an Abelian anyon:

13
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This identity will play a key role in simplifying the analysbf both twisted and
untwisted interferometers in Ising-type systems, as dvedl us to slidev,-loops
overw,-loops wherb = ¢ is the (Abelian) fermion charge of the Ising theory.

Using the handle slide property af-loops, the post-measurement density matrix
of Eq. (2.28) can be rewritten (as previously mentioned) as

Co ? Cy
I AT==Y))
AC AC
P Prac(a) w0 wo (3.5)

VY

Note that the use of twa,-loops here is redundant, since one can move one of
them to the other one’s position using handle slidewafdops are idempotent (i.e.
they are projectors).

3.2 The Effective Surgical Description of Interferometry

The density matrix formalism replaces a state ve¢torwith a state operatos,
equal top = |¢¥)(v| for a pure state. Similarly in the density matrix formalism,
a space-time evolution in Hof#/, V') carrying an initialy, to ¢, becomes an
operator inV* ® V' by forming Hom(W, V') ® Hom"(W, V') and tracing outV’.
Topologically, the density matrix components are (supgitpoms of) diagrams in
a space-time glued to a copy of itself reflected across a time 0 plane. The
diagrams in Egs[(2.28) and (B.5) should be interpretedisnihy.

In topological language, the conclusion of Refsl [1,2,45]recapitulated in Sec-

14
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Fig. 3.2. Density matrix as a diagram in space-time gluedridlacted copy of itself.

tion[2 is that (up to exponentially suppressed correctitimesgffective diagram for
the partition function is the probabilistic combination@&hn surgeries and Wil-
son loops indicated in Fig. 2.4. Note that, while the exadifian function is given
by 4V terms with probe anyon Wilson loops, the effective diagraam ho probe
anyons in it. It only has a small number of Dehn surgeries esaiith Wilson loops
at the core. Surgeries amy-loops are “ordinary” and for the,-loop surgeries,
one input is a probabilistically determined chargalong the core circle (Wilson
loop) of the replacement solid torus. This may also involgem of simple charges
WA = >_q.cA Wa, If ONE Wishes to treat the case where the probe anyons dasiot d
tinguish all topological charge types, i.&l,;, = M, for all a,a’ € A. In this
case, the Wilson loop has a superposition of charges A, i.e. is treated as a
formal linear combination of diagrams.

3.3 Twisted Interferometers

Now that we have established the topological language, thdifiroation necessary
to compute the effect on the partition functiagnof twisting the arms amounts to
cutting the handle-body/ out of the doubled space-time and gluing back in with
certain twists.

3.4 Computing the Consequence of Twisting

The operation of an idealized anyonic interferometer isdesd by a few (gen-
eralized) surgeries within the handle boHyor H’ inside the doubled space-time
manifold X, as shown in Fig._2l4. In this surgery formulation, introithgcprobe
anyon twisting into the arms of the interferometer is actedror by removing the
handle bodyH or H’ from the doubled space-time and then re-gluing it back into
X \ Hor X\ H', respectively, with additional twists as shown in FigJ3.4.

Let/ andr represent the number of full twists imposed on the left agttrarms,

15
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Fig. 3.3. An idealized Mach-Zehnder anyonic interferometih a doubly twisted path in
its right arm.

(a) (b)
Fig. 3.4. (@)H C X and (b)H' C X re-glued back into the doubled space-tifkieafter
introducing twists into the handles. Here we show the twigti-2 Dehn twists applied to
~ and —2 Dehn twists applied t@, corresponding to a double twist implemented in the
right arm of the interferometer.

respectively. The appropriate re-gluingféfor /" is induced by a number of Dehn
twists applied to the loops, 3, v, 7 in Fig.[2.4 according to the rules

loop | # of Dehn twists
Y r
Y - (3.6)
g [
B —1

16



The effect of opposite (mirror image) twisting leaves ttariing of thew,-labeled
curves unchanged. In the re-gluédor H’, the w,-loops anduv,-loops are reposi-
tioned as shown in Fig. 3.4 fer= 2 and! = 0, i.e. an interferometer with a double
twist in its right arm.

Thus, the conclusion of our topological/diagrammatic gsialis:

Using the computational rules inherent in the definition qR&1)D TQFT (i.e.
UMTC), the effective result ofl, r)-twisted anyonic interferometers (ignoring ex-
ponentially suppressed corrections, multiple passespestie-probe interactions)
by inserting the Wilson loops, as shown in Hig.13.4 for) = (0, 2), as in Fig[Z.4
with Dehn twists applied to the loops ¥, 3, and 5 according to the rules in
Eq. (3.6) and evaluating the density matfixDiagrammatically, this can be repre-
sented by

Cy A Ch
A . A . A
1
~AC AC
pa -3 P (37)
Prac(a) wo wo
A ! A ' A
cl Al |
where ar™-loop, given by
<O =20 <O, (3.8)
Tm a Waq

is equivalent to the application of twists to all the topological charge lines passing
through the loop, andr4-(a) is the probability of twisted charge measurement
outcomeu by the twisted interferometer. Thé'-loops here correspond to the?,

3, andf curves in the handle bodies.

3.5 Topological Understanding

We have used local diagrammatic calculations|[1,2,45] pstito topological ma-
chinery. The output has been the surgical operation destiibSection 314. It is
also possible, retrospectively, to give an illuminatirfgaat rigorous, topological
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Fig. 3.5. (a) Spatial configuration of a fractional quantuilldouble-point contact inter-
ferometer. (b) Space-time description, including tumgkevents, represented by evacua-
tions of topological fluid. (c) Doubling the space-time adhe five shaded faces (bottom
and 4 sides) and gluing each tube to its mirror image. (d)apslhg the tubes in (c) to Wil-
son lines, labeled byy. () Doubling space-time, gluing tubes to their cross camepts
(i.e. the interference terms), and collapsing the tubessgiise to theu,-loops.

explanation of the rules derived in [45] through the diagraatic method. To give
this explanation, it is convenient to think of a fractionabgtum Hall double point-
contact (Fabrey-Pérot) interferometry in the low tunmgliimit (where its effect
is essentially the same as the idealized Mach-Zehnder)igii3E8, we draw the
space-time history of the topological fluid. We take the poirview that the fluid
has been “evacuated” along tubes representing the cobdctnneling path of the
probes and that, because a large and indeterminate numpestes have passed,
we know nothing about the effective topological charge anrtteridians of these
tubes. (The meridional topological charge could be anyfuproduct of multiple
probe anyons. The probe quasiparticles in most cases wél$raall effective mass
and correspond to edge theory tunneling operators withdosealing exponents
(conformal dimensions), from which all other quasipaescktan be generated as
composites.) To produce the manifold (with framed Wilsored) X correspond-
ing to the partition functior, we should double the space-time history along its
boundary and past, and then further trace out unknown degifdeeedom on the
meridians of the tubes by gluing each tube boundary to itsomimage. This last
step folds each longitude loopover itself to become an arc Topologically, this
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is precisely what a zero-framed surgery accomplishes. atter|provides a disk
A for each longitude loop to bound, but after providing\, it is topologically
equivalent to then projectingy to one of its coordinates, resulting in the arcThe
surgeries are encoded by thg-loops in Fig[3.5(d) and (e). Gluing a tube to its
mirror image means that each longitudinal cirgle (transversal ara) (mirror im-
age transversal arc) gets collapsed to a single:afopologically, this is equivalent
to providing a disk of space-time topological fluid to sparoas each longitudinal
circle: 9B% x ,* € 0B2cond factor

This explains, via the surgery/handle attachment pictilne passage from (c) to
(d) in Fig.[3.5. We can represent the glued tubes as two nesowibops labeled
by wy, as explained in Sectidn 3.1. The final frame Figl] 3.5(e)udes thew,-
loops reflecting what the interferometer was “intended” ¢ ice. projectA into
topological charge secter by measuring the interference term between the two
tunneling paths. From this point of view, thg-loops are an “unintended” con-
sequence of running the interferometer: tunneling theastref probes anyons
“inadvertently” decohered systerfrom it complementary anyons,; andCs.

3.6 Thelsing Theory

The twisted interferometry analysis represents a conlglgeneral tool for inves-
tigating the effects in general (2+1)D anyonic systems. el@w, we are primarily
interested in the application for the Ising-type TQFTs,leesée are the most phys-
ically practical non-Abelian anyonic systems to physicadlalize and are also the
only examples we know (so far) that twisted interferometrgvpdes an enhance-
ment of computational utility. Ising TQFTs have topolodicharges/ (vacuum),

o (non-Abelian anyon), ang (fermion), where ther anyon should have a (statis-
tical) twist factord,, = e>*/16 for 2 odd. This is the crucidl’-matrix entry. In our
calculation, we take = 1, but the other choices yield similarly useful results. The
remainder of this paper is focused on this case.
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(b)

Fig. 3.6. Genug handle bodies for (a) untwisted and (b) twisted interfertoynesing Ising
anyons wherm = I or .

For convenience, we recall the fusion and braiding propeui the Ising MTC

C={l,o,¢}, Ixa=a, oxo=I1+v¢, oxtp=0 Ppxy=1I

SIS
[Fg7 ey = [Fglep = | V2 V2
of

1 V2 1 1 1 1
S=31v2 02 M=1|1 0-1
1 -2 1 1-1 1

d[:dwzl, dgz\/é, D=2 9[:1, 90262%, sz—l

The F-symbols andR-symbols not listed here are trivial, meaning they are equal
to 1 if allowed by the fusion rules.

The identity in Eq.[(3}4) simplifies Figs. 2.4(a) and]3.4f}he cases where we
have a priori information (as will be present in the qubitieo) that the topological
chargeA (corresponding to the fusion channel of a pair of anyons feofnanyon
topological qubit) is a linear combination éfand, so that the only possible,-
labeled Wilson loops will have = I or ¢ (here we writel for 0). This is exhibited

in Fig.[3.6, where we show the corresponding simplificatioh&igs.[2.4(a) and
[3.4(a) for the Ising theory. In particular, thg-loop in those figures is redundant.
This can be seen from the following argument. Using the fzats, is idempotent,
the uppetv,-loop can be replaced with two parallel-loops, without changing the
partition functionZ. Next take one of the newly created uppgrloops and slide

it over the lowerw,-loop using Eq.[(3}4). The resulting loop, which now is laukl
with anwy, may finally be isotopied into the position of thg-loop in Figs[2.4(a)
and3.4(a). Thus, these configurationsveibops are equivalent, demonstrating the
redundance of they-loop. An analogous argument similarly shows that only the
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w,-loops need be considered for Ising anyons with I or ¢ in Figs.[2.4(b) and
[3.4(b), when the complementary anyons are in two regitrandCs.

The conclusion is that when measuring topological qubitsimg-like theories, it

is harmless to omit the surgery (i.e. thg-loop) representing decoherence from
a connected environment. In the untwisted case, interferometry only gives pro-
jective measurement of the topological charge, with no decence of anyonic
entanglement. In other words, the interferometry measentsuperoperator takes
pure states to pure states. This simplifies the calculagibmwing us to work with

a single, rather than a doubled copy of space-time, sinceimgyey loops traverse
the two factors.

In the case of two twists,r,l) = (2,0), as we will compute in Sectionl 4, the
twisted interferometer (using probes with= o) acts on a statel) = «a|l) +
BJ) by sending it tqU’) = (1 + e~ 2/8)a|I) + (1 — e2™/8)3|y)), if the “twisted
measurement outcome” is charge= I and to|V’) = (1 — e*/8)a|I) + (1 +
e~2m/8)3Ja) for a = ). Similarly, on the level of density matrices, for the initia
target system density mat

Poo Po1
pAC = Z pé%;l)(a’,a’;l) la,a; I) <CL/, a'; Il = ) (3.9)
a,a’=I7) P10 P11

the outcome after twisted interferometry with outcomes 7 or« are, respectively
and resulting (fixed state) density matrices

ﬁ _ 1 cos? (%) P00 7 COS (%) sin (%) Po1 (3 10)
! Prac (I) | —i cos (%) sin (%) P10 sin? (%) P11 7 '
5, 1 sin? (%) P00 —1 cos (%) sin (g) Dol (3.11)
v Prac (¥) | i cos (%) sin (%) P10 cos? (%) P11 7 '
with corresponding probabilities
Prac (I) = cos? (7/8) poo + sin? (7/8) pi1, (3.12)
Prac (1) =sin? (/8) poo + cos? (7/8) p1 (3.13)

Importantly, in the twisted case, regardless of whetherrduindantuy-loop is
included in the diagram, there is no decoherence of anyonénglement between
the target anyons! and their complementary anyod§ and the final state may

1 The expression in terms of the qubit density magrixse the qubit basis states given by
0) = |1, I; 1) and|1) = [, 9; I).
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possess coherent superposition of topological chargesuaywhic entanglement
betweenA andC'. This seemingly paradoxical fact is explained by the faat the
wo-loop, which normally causes decoherence betwéendC for the untwisted
case, is (double) twisted around the twploops. When twisted in this manner, the
wo-loop no longer separates the target systefrom C.

4 TheDouble Twisted Interferometer in Ising Systems

In this section, we calculate the asymptotic effect of ragra twisted interferom-
eter with two twists in one arm, as indicated in Hig.]3.3, fayatem with Ising
non-Abelian anyons. We are interested in a configurationrevtiee anyonsi are
composed of a pair of anyons, which may be part of a topological qubit (requiring
at least two complementapyanyons inC') and can have collective fusion channel
values/ and+. The probe guasiparticles are assumed to carry topologhzabe

b = o. With appropriate assumptions, the analysis also extemasher twisted
interferometer designs, such as those described in [48elfirst two subsections,
we review general TQFT technology. The effect of the twigisicomputed in the
final subsection.

4.1 Gluing 3-Manifolds and Tensor Contractions

The basic structure of a TQFT is a functor that assigns Hilbeaices7 (X)) to a
surfaceX and partition functiong’ (M) to 3-manifolds)M. If M is closed (compact
and without boundan)M = @), then the partition functio (M) is a scalar. If

M has a single boundary componentthenZ (M) € H(X). If OM is divided

into two pieces, say incoming and outgoing with respect édhentation of)M,
then Z(M) € Hom(H (i), H(Zou)). The division ofoM into pieces may be
according to components, but this is not essential. Sebenathdary components
may be grouped into one piece and one component may be cutedpag non-
intersecting simple closed curves (SCCs) into two or moeegs. When SCCs
are present, the boundary piecegsthemselves have boundary and the appropriate
Hilbert spaceH (¥;) is a direct sum (scaled according to quantum dimensions)
of all admissible topological charge labelings of the bamydcomponents. In any
case, ifoM is divided intok pieces, the TQFT assigng:eensor to)/. Orientation
conventions determine which indices are covariant and lwére contravariant.

The “Atiyah axiom,” which is the fundamental gluing relatias:
Z(MUN) =(Z(M),Z(N)) (4.1)

whereM andN are glued over a common piece of boundary and the syiabo)
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Fig. 4.1. Tensor contraction.

suggestive of the inner product, means contract the teasomg the index associ-
ated to the glued piece of boundary.

For example, if\/ has among its boundary components a tatand N = S* x D?
is a solid torus with boundary identifiedT0(/N may contain a charged Wilson loop
at its core), ther (M U N) is obtained as a tensor contraction as in[Fig 4.1.

As we run interferometers (twisted or untwisted), we aredifely measuring
topological charge along a longitudinal logpC 7" in a torus boundary component
of a topological space-time fluid. A cavity bounded byl" arises as the stream
of probesB annihilates the topological fluid along the interferométryp, as dis-
cussed in Section 3.5. The measurement outcome effectieplsices the deleted
solid torus and boundaryV, T") by a new ong N’, T") with meridian () glued

to longitude (). The new solid torugV’, within this effective description, enforces
the measured charge To do this it contains a Wilson loop labeled by topological
charges at its core.

Given a TQFT, one should think of a given 3-manifald with boundary as a
family of tensors that depend on how its boundary is dividgd pieces. In the
next section, we see that this is already a rich discussianwhe TQFT is the
Ising theory,M is a solid torus and )M is divided into two annuli, bupartitioned

in a variety of ways. For the Ising TQFT (with connected coanpéntC), the
effect of interferometric measurement is merely a Dehneyrgwith w, Wilson
loops having: = I or +, depending on measurement outcome) effecting a tensor
contraction with the observed state.

4.2 TQFTs: A Fixed 3-Manifold Yields Many Tensors According to its Boundary
Decomposition

The 3-manifold)M plays the role of the tensdF, but its valence is unspecified
until the (2-manifold) boundary o#/ is dissected into pieces. These pieces may
be closed or themselves have a 1-manifold boundary, whiehifsgs the index
set for the tensor. The axioms for TQFTs strongly restriciclwhensors arise as
the boundary decomposition @f is varied. For a key example, takd to be a
solid torusS* x D? and the Ising TQFT (see Sectibn 3.6 for a summary of the
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Fig. 4.2. Three different decompositions of the 2D torusruatauy of a 3D solid torus. In
each of these examples, the boundary torus is partitionedvio annuli, which are colored
white and grey, respectively.

Ising TQFT rules). Decomposing the 2D torus bounda#y into annuliA and B
(0OM = A U B) as shown in Fig._412 yields three different matrices (Zten),
with indices corresponding to the o, and topological charge basis along the
two loops (1-manifolds) ot N B. These boundary partitions will be useful, so we
sketch how the calculations are done for the examples ifdEzg.

For the boundary partition in Fi§. 4.2(a), the result is axadic: products corre-
spond to identity morphisms. The identity operator “glupsto become the vector
(1-index tensor)

U = (42)

Q& OlR vie
|
DN l\3|s| N

in the vector spac¥;(7") corresponding to the longitudinal basis. The correspond-
ing operator®; = [ is obtained by placing the entries of the vector on the diagon
of the matrix and dividing bys; , = %ﬂ to obtain the proper normalization, i.e.

[Olap = gfj Oab- (4.3)

The result for the boundary partition in Fig. 4.2(b) can b¢aoted from (a) by
applying the modulaf-transformation

1 V2 1
sz% Vi o —val, (4.4)
1 —vV2 1

which transforms between the longitudinal and meridiorasds. In this way, we
obtain

U = S(0) = (4.5)

o O =
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The corresponding operator is

200
On=1000]". (4.6)
000

Finally, to compute the result for Fig. 4.2(c), we note that

1+w

1w
2 2

B=ST?S"'=| o 0 |, (4.7)
4w

S = O

[y

—w

2 2

with w = €27/8 | is the modular transformation sending (b) to (c), where

10 0
T=10¢e% 0 (4.8)
00 —1

is the modular Dehn twist transformation, which cuts opem titrus along the
meridian and glues it back together with2a twist. Then, in this twisted basis
(t), the vector for Fig_412(c) is

14w
2
vu=DBvp)=1 0 |. (4.9)
1w
2
The corresponding operator is
1+w0 O
O=| 0 0 0 |, (4.10)
0 01—w

where, as mentioned, we divided entriesdjy, = %ﬂ to obtain the proper normal-
ization.

We record also the vector and operator associated with a(cgs&hich is the
same boundary data as case (c), but with the solid torus inorgaa «)-charge
Wilson loop running along its core. In casé)(ave should now apply the above to
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D? x 0D?

Fig. 4.3. Glue along the torug? = 9D? x 9D?, respecting the framing of. Here,a = I
or ¢, the measured charge on curve

e (T
(=)~
e e solid torus

(a) (b)
Fig. 4.4. Measurement with outcome observing topologitergea along the curvey.
Note the analogy to Fig. 4.1.

the vecton/, = (0,0, 1)T corresponding to meridinal charge This gives

=N
vw=BW )=1| 0 (4.12)
4w
2
Thus, the corresponding operator is
1l—w0 O
O, = 0 0 0 : (4.12)
0 014w

Gluing a 3 dimensional solid torus? x S! = D? x 9D? is the TQFT equivalent
of tracing (summing over a repeated index). In our applicatD? x 9D? is a solid
torus of space-time topological fluid glued into the cavitgated by removing a
solid torus O? x 9D?) neighborhood of the interferometry loop The gluing
should respect the framing on

The topological charge line at the core of the replacement solid torus is precisely
the measurement outcome= I or . (If the measured topological charge value
is trivial I, the solid torus has no Wilson line.) Up to an overall scaldnich has

no physical significance, measuring chargalong the curvey is equivalent to
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deleting aD? x 9D? neighborhood ofy and re-gluingD? x 9D?* with * x 9D?
matching the first normal frame vector{p* ¢ 9D?%, and0 x 9D? being a Wilson
loop of chargex. Thus a measurement of= I or ¢y Dehn fills a new solid torus
neary with a Wilson loop of charge at its core.

4.3 Effect of Twisting: The 7 /8-phase gate

In Sectiori 4.2, we calculated the operafyrassociated to a solid torus with, —2)-
twisted boundary, as shown in Fig. 4.2(c), containind @n ) Wilson loop. In the
longitudinal basis, restricted to topological charge eallland, this was given

by
1+ w 0] {1—w 0
or

0 1-w 0 14w|

according to whether the Wilson loop has chafger ). This operator, together
with Ising anyon braiding transformations and standardv{isted) interferometry
measurements, allows one to generatg-phase gates

O, = (4.13)

1 0
Rz = AL (4.14)
In particular, applying); to the stat% (|0) + |1)) = H|0), where the Hadamard
operator
- L {1 ! } (4.15)
V211

can be obtained as a braiding transformation, generatémégic state”
|B_z) = HRz H |0) = cos(r/8) |0) — isin(r/8) |1) (4.16)
(up to an overall scalar that is removed by normalization) or
Bz ) = 0" HR= H |0) = sin(r/8) [0) + i cos(w/8) [1) , (4.17)

depending on whether one uses fher ) operatorQ,. Using Ising braiding gates
and measurements, any magic state (such as these) can $fertreed intor /8-
phase gates.

In the untwisted context, the measurement imposes one aiih@rojections, in
the basis of topological chardeor ¢ enclosed in the untwisted interferometry loop,

given by
10
Iy, = [ } , (4.18)

00
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Fig. 4.5. Twisted interferometry loap near vacuum island.

if charge! is observed and

I, =

0 0]
, (4.19)
01

if charge is observed. One might naively expect the twisted interfeter to
generate conjugates f, andll;, however, this is not correct because the matrices
obtained have rank 2. Since no charge lines enter or leaveisted interferometer
(and we always assume there are no mobile charges) the dvwigtzferometry
operatorQ; must be diagonal in thé, ¢) basis of topological charge [which is a
consistency check on Ed. (4113)].

The relation between the twisted interferometric path &edoioundary conditions
of Fig.[4.2(c) is show in Fig$._ 4.5 and 4.6. In Hig.]4.5, the ®wbra trips around
the island or along the twisted track mean that measuremsespplied along a
topologically twisted 1, —2) loop, which is related to the spatial perimeter of the
interferometerl by a change of coordinates described By= S~'72S. Refer-
ring to Figs[4.5 and 416, we see that the two changes of cuate described in
Sectiorf 4.2 compute8,, in the case of the two measurement outcomes).

Suppos€ is the outer boundary of a standard Ising qubit encoded in/thad

1 fusion channels of anyons. Running a generically tuned doubly twisted inter-
ferometer (witho probe quasiparticles that are assumed to have negligibleepr
probe interaction) arounid(equivalent toy in Fig.[4.6 via Fig[4.b) asymptotically
realizes the), operator (up to exponentially suppressed correctionsgiwtan be
used to implement a/8-phase gate.

5 Protocol for Direct | mplementation of =/8-Phase Gate

We now exhibit a topological protocol for using twisted irfieeometry to directly
generate a/8-phase gate, rather than by generating magic states (wtecsua-
sequently used to producerd8-phase gate). In comparison, this protocol has the
advantage of being more efficient and not utilizing entanggljates. However, it
requires that the twisted interferometry operation hav@icsently small errors,
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Fig. 4.6. A change of coordinates using Dehn twists equagsdlid torus describing the
region of space-time in which the twisted interferometrgetaplace (left) with the solid
torus with the previously analyzed boundary partitionitjgThe anyons being measured
are contained within the missing core, i.e. are enclosetiérspatial plane (a time slice)
by the loopl. The top annular boundary regioh on the left maps to the shaded twisted
bandA on the surface of the solid torus on the right; the bottom &rhoundary regioB

on the left maps to the white twisted bafton the surface of the solid torus on the right;
the inner and outer vertical boundaries of the solid on thent@p to the two boundaries
(black lines) separating the regiodsand B on the surface of the solid torus on the right.
Measuring!’ Dehn fills a solid torus on the right, so thatbounds a disk or disk withy
anyon. If the measurement outcomexis- I or v, there is a Wilson loop of chargeat the
core of the solid torus.

whereas the magic state generation protocol allows oneply agnigh error thresh-
old error-correction protocol, known as magic state daton [46], if the twisted

interferometry operation is not sufficiently free of errdhe protocol described
here, summarized in Fig. 5.1, exhibits the roots of twistedrferometry in sur-
faces of positive genus. This protocol can be viewed as andthnslation of the
7 /8-phase gate protocol of Ref. [39], which was developed insiées of pa-
pers [40,41,42], in this case utilizing twisted interferetny.

In Fig.[5.1, thet = 0 slice depicts a topological qubit partially encoded in two
anti-dots, i.e S* boundaries between the (spatial) system and vacuum. Edbb of
anti-dots/boundaries carries topological chargend thel and+ fusion channels
of this pair comprise the qubit basis states. The first evasitime increases) is
the creation of a new anti-dot (the local minima), which earitrivial topological
chargel. At the saddle point, this anti-dot splits into two anti-sl¢two S* bound-
aries between the system and vacuum), each of which caopetogical charge
o. This charge distribution is not random, so it must be cdigtlausing appropri-
ately tuned potential wells and/or local measurementseftdpological charge on
the anti-dots. The third object occurring in Fig.]5.1, is thested interferometric
loop . By Sectior 4,y will carry anw,, depending on the twisted interferometry
measurement outcome= I or . In other words, this indicates which of the two
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vacuum

time

Fig. 5.1. Summary of- /8-phase gate protocol.

types of Dehn surgery has been doneyoithe fourth event is a fusion of the pair
of o charged anti-dots of the original qubit into a single ami-@ith topological
chargea = I or ), which are equal probability outcomes of the fusion. Thé fift
event is a topological charge measurement of the chargdnich can be measured
by ordinary quasiparticle interferometry or a local enémgmeasurement. In the
case when the measurement outcome is , an addition final step, not shown
in Fig.[5.1 to avoid excessive clutter, is needed, wheresratiti-dot/boundary car-
rying chargea = v is fused/merged with one of the final anti-dots/boundaries
carrying charger. This is necessary for the final system topological charge co
figuration to match the initial configuration. In other woytise final qubit state is
(partially) encoded by the two chargeboundaries (contained within the dashed
circle) on thet = 1 surface, but, itv = v, then this final step is necessary for it to
be encoded in the same manner as it was-ab.

The initial state|¥) att = 0 transforms into the final stat@d’) = U(a, a)|¥)

at timet = 1, where the operatdi/(a, o) depends on the twisted interferometry
measurement outcome= I or ¢ (i.e. the labelv, on curvey) and the measure-
ment outcome of the topological chargeUsing standard techniques of quantum
topology, we will verify that the (single-qubit) operatdfa, o) acting on this topo-
logical qubit is given (up to insignificant overall phaseg) b
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Fig. 5.2. Cutting the (boundary) surface alahg

UL, =U@, T) = [1 O — Rz =R zR= (5.1)
0 6—z7r/4 4 2 4
1

U(I,) = U, ) = { | =R.ss =R_.Rs (5.2)
0 6—237r/4 4

Clearly, these are all related to thg8-phase gatdi= by a single-qubit Clifford
gate, which may be generated using braiding transformatibisings quasiparti-
cles.

As seen in Refs|[40,41,42], ther /8-phase gate_z is obtained, between the
geometrically distinct initial and final “marked pants,” bytting the surface open
along in Fig.[5.2 if topological charge: = I, and its inverseix (ther/8-phase
gate) ifa« = . Thickening the surface in Fi§. 5.2 results in Hig.]5.3. N&w& t
framed curvey in Fig.[5.1 is precisely the surgery required to sérno the merid-
ian u labeled in Fig[5.3. In both cases, the twisted interferoyneteasurement
outcomea = [ effects ordinary framed surgery, while measuring- v effects

a variant in which the core of the replacement solid torusesiay-charge. The
matrices in Eqs.[(5]1)-(5.2) give the precise gdtés, «) executed according to
the two outcomes and«a. Since the original qubit has charges on its internal
punctures, there will also be@acharge ons3 (see Fig[5.2), but compared to the
original qubit at timef = 0, the relative phase between the two fusion chanhels
andt is now changed.

The loop/’ in Fig.[5.3 is simply a copy of transported across the product struc-
ture, i.e. through the topologically trivié2 + 1)D spacetime bulk from one bound-
ary surface to another. A1 Dehn twist on the loop’ throws’ to the meridian..
Thus, Dehn surgery on a torus in the bulk paralleltovith a —1 additional twist

in its framing compared to the normal framing-gfinherited from the boundary of
the bulk, endows the bulk with a new product structure in Whics connected by a
cylinder to the meridiam. The curvey, as drawn in Fid. 511, is this additionalyl
framed bulk loop isotopic te’. Thus, twisted interferometry with outcome= 1,

in a sense, “teleports” the state from the non-time-slidatgiefined by cutting the
surface of Figl.5J2 along to the “untwisted” time-slice qubit defined by the top
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Fig. 5.3. Thickening the surface from Fig. b.2.
surface of Figl 5J3.

It remains to compute the effect of this protocol if the twsinterferometry mea-
surement outcome is = 1. (Note:a = o is not a possible outcome as the charge
alongy =" = (1, —2) is obtained from the charge alohgvhich is initially in the
{I,} sector, by applying the matri® = S72S~!, which does not mix théI, ¢}
sector and the sector of the charge alorig The effect of outcome = v will be

a Wilson loopy” of chargey parallel toy (in the bulk) with no additional twist in
its framing.

Using the diagrammatic rules of UMTCs, we see that the efiette protocol on
the topological qubit basis states= I andv is given by

g g

. -1
5 e e N

z=I,

— U, )l \(q/ 5.3)
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whereC;; = Cy, = cos(n/8) andCry = Cy; = isin(m/8) are the coeffi-
cients resulting from the twisted interferometry with2, 0) twisting and outcome
a. When the topological charge valuésaand are written in the exponent, they
are taken to meaf and 1, respectively. The coefficient®/(a, o), in the final
line are the diagonal elements of the unitary matridés, «) (up to unimportant
overall phases, i.e. phases that are independentgdien in Egs.[(E1) and (5.2). It
is clear from the diagrams that the off-diagonal elementh@bperators generated
by this protocol must vanish, by conservation of topoloboterge.
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