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Anyon braiding and the renormalization group
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A braiding operation defines a real-space renormalization group for anyonic chains. The resulting renor-

malization group flow can be used to define a quantum scaling limit by operator-algebraic renormalization.

It is illustrated how this works for the Ising chain, also known as transverse-field Ising model. In this case,

the quantum scaling limit results in the vacuum state of the well-known Ising CFT. Distinguishing be-

tween the braiding and its inverse is directly related to the chiral sectors of the Ising CFT. This has direct

implications for the simulation of CFTs on topological quantum computers.

Introduction. Recent tremendous progress in quantum

computation [1, 2] offers a completely new way to explore

complex, strongly-interacting physical systems by quan-

tum simulation, specifically quantum field theories [3, 4].

A particularly fascinating topic at the interface of quan-

tum field theory and quantum computation is the fractional

quantum hall effect [5, 6] with its possibility of quasiparti-

cles with fractional statistics [7, 8]. In this respect, anyonic

chains [9, 10] have drawn much attention lately. Critical

anyonic chains are a potential source of conformal field

theories and, thereby, offer specific models of fractional

quantum Hall liquids [11–13].

The relation between critical anyonic chains and their

conformal field theories can be understood via scaling lim-

its. The latter arise through the general renormalization

group [14–16], one of the key achievements of theoreti-

cal physics, offering a unified perspective on complex and

subtle phenomena from condensed matter physics [17, 18]

over high energy physics [19, 20] to quantum gravity [21].

In the context of anyonic chains a notion of scaling

limit in the quantum domain is natural [22–25]. I have

recently argued together with Morinelli, Morsella, Tani-

moto and Osborne [25–27] that a particular approach based

on observables and quantum operations, coined operator-

algebraic renormalization, provides a practical, conceptu-

ally clean definition of quantum scaling limits. This defini-

tion directly translates into quantum simulation algorithms,

specifically for the limiting quantum field theories [28]

The prime example of a real-space renormalization

group uses the block-spin transformation as an elementary

step [29] (see Fig. 1). In this note, I will elaborate on the

folklore idea that a braiding operation defines a real-space

renormalization group flow on anyonic chains. This can be

made precise in the setting of operator-algebraic renormal-

ization and allows for the definition of a quantum scaling

limit. In turn this leads to natural quantum simulation al-

gorithms [28] on topological quantum computers [30, 31].

The letter is structured as follows: First, I will re-

call some basic ideas of the renormalization group and

its operator-algebraic formulation. After this, I will fo-

cus on anyonic chains and describe the basic renormaliza-

tion group step in terms of a braiding. Then, I will de-

scribe a way to construct certain correlation functions be-

tween anyons at an arbitrary refinement scale. Following

this, I will illustrate the proposed method by constructing

the quantum scaling limit of the Ising chain (also known

a transverse-field Ising model). Finally, I will offer some

conclusions.

(a)

ε

E

(b)

ε′

FIG. 1: Sketch of the block-spin transformation E in two

dimensions: Neighboring spins placed on a fine lattice (a) with

length scale ε are combined into new averaged block spins on a

coarse lattice (b) with length scale ε′.

Renormalization group and observables. The defini-

tion of the general renormalization group can be boiled

down to setting up a coarse graining operation E between

states ρ
(ε)
0 and ρ

(ε′)
1 at fine scale ε and at coarse scale ε′:

ρ
(ε′)
1 = E(ρ(ε)0 ) . (1)

This defines the renormalization group flow by keeping

the coarse scale ε′ fixed and sending the fine scale to

zero ε → 0. In the terminology of quantum information

theory, E is a quantum channel, in other words a trace-

preserving completely-positive map. By operational dual-

ity between states ρ and observables O of a physical sys-

tem, Tr(E(ρ)O) = Tr(ρα(O)), we can define a dual re-

fining operation α from the coarse scale ε′ to fine scale ε:

Oε = α(Oε′) . (2)

The refinement α is a quantum channel on observables,

i.e. a unital completely-positive map. Treating states ρ as

expectation functionals ω = Tr(ρ · ) on observables, the

renormalization group flow (1) is equivalently written as:

ω
(ε′)
1 = ω

(ε)
0 ◦ α . (3)

As explained in [25], this can be used to define a quantum

scaling limit, achieved as follows: One defines a set of limit

observables by choosing observables Oε′ at every scale ε′

and iterating (2). In addition, one selects an initial state

ρ
(ε)
0 at every scale ε and iterates the renormalization group
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flow (3). Correlation functions of limit observables in the

quantum scaling limit ω∞ are computed by:

ω∞(O)= lim
M→∞

ω
(ε′)
M

(

Oε′

)

= lim
M→∞

Tr
(

ρ
(ε′)
M Oε′

)

, (4)

for any choice of scale ε′ and observable Oε′ (converging

to O in the sense of (2)).

Renormalization group step from braiding. Let me

explain how the previous framework applies to anyonic

chains. The primary input data for an anyonic chain is

given by a fusion category [9]. This data is used to define a

Hilbert space Hε spanned by basis states |j−L...jx...jL−ε〉.
The jx are admissible labels of a fusion tree as in Fig. 2.

The positions of the σ-anyons are labeled by a one-

σ σ σ σ σ

j−L . . . jx . . . jL−ε jL

FIG. 2: Illustration of an anyonic chain as fusion tree. σ labels

the anyon and jx are admissible labels in the fusion category.

dimensional lattice Λ = ε{ℓ, ..., ℓ−1}. Fixing the total

volume of the chain to be finite L = εℓ, one defines a

Hamiltonian:

H(ε) =
∑

x∈ΛN+1

Jε,xP
(0)
x . (5)

Each operator P (0)
x acts locally on the labels jx−ε, jx, jx+ε

of the basis states in terms of the F -symbols of the fusion

category (see [10, App. C] for further details). For anyonic

chains based on the fusion rules of SU(2)k , it is given by:

P (0)
x |j−L...jx...jL−ε〉 (6)

=
∑

kx

(F
jx−εσσ

jx+ε
)0jx(F

jx−εσσ

jx+ε
)0kx

|j−L...kx...jL−ε〉 .

Here, the Hamiltonian is restricted to a single channel, the

“vacuum” 0 (or fusion unit), for simplicity [10, 32]. In the

SU(2)k case [9], the operators P (0)
x can be identified with

generators ex of the Temperley-Lieb algebra TL(δ)[33]:

e2x = δex, exex±εex = ex, exey = eyex , (7)

where |x− y| ≥ 2ε and δ is the quantum dimension of σ.

To develop an intuition, how a real-space renormaliza-

tion group could act on an anyonic chain, I use the repre-

sentation of the ex by string box diagrams [34] (see Fig. 3).

Strings within a box terminate at the σ-anyon strings on the

chain. In the following, I assume that observables on the

chain are represented by string box diagrams.

In terms of the diagrammatic representation, the refin-

ing renormalization group step α needs to encapsulate the

idea that observables on an anyonic chain at a coarse scale

ε′ are represented at a fine scale ε by increasing the local

density of strings within in the diagram and on the chain.

This corresponds to reading the block-spin transformation

ex =

x

FIG. 3: Diagrammatic representation of a Temperley-Lieb

generator ex. Strings end at the position of σ-anyons.

in Fig. 1 from right to left. Such an operationα can be natu-

rally defined in terms of a braiding because we can simply

attach a number of through strings to the left or the right

of a given string box diagram. Then, we use the braiding

to move the ends of the new string to their required po-

sition on the chain, thereby increasing the local density of

σ-anyons. This operationα is depicted for a two-string box

diagram in Fig. 4. The Reidemeister moves [35] for the di-

agrammatic calculus [36] ensure that α is a morphism with

respect to the composition of observables given by vertical

stacking. Iterating α defines the braiding renormalization

group.

To compute the renormalization group flow (3), we need

initial states ρ
(ε)
0 . Sensible candidates are ground states

ρ(ε)0 = |Ω(ε)
0 〉〈Ω(ε)

0 | of H(ε) because the latter is expected

to be quantum critical for Jε,x = Jε. A quantum scaling

limit is then defined as a limit,

lim
M→∞
ε→0

ω
(ε)
0 ◦ αM = ω(ε′)

∞ , (8)

supplemented by renormalization conditions on the cou-

pling constants Jε,x that ensure an approach to criticality

(e.g. Jε,x → Jε) such that the macroscopic correlation

length of observables approaches an intended value (e.g. fi-

nite for massive models, infinite for massless models). The

limits M → ∞, ε → 0 are taken synchronously, and αM

denotes the iterated application of the basic refinement α.

α

FIG. 4: Illustration of the local building block of the

renormalization group step α. Observables are shown as boxes

acting on neighboring anyons, represented as strings. Crossings

require a braiding operation.

Correlation functions. A braiding can also be used to

define correlation functions and their scaling limit for an

anyonic chain. This is achieved in essentially three steps:

1. Fix an initial scale ε′ and separate two neighboring,

localized anyon observables (or fields) Ox, Oy by

successively applying the braiding to one of them.
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2. Apply the refining channelα to reach the scale ε <<
ε′ while keeping the macroscopic distance of the op-

erators fixed.

3. Evaluate the result in a sensible initial state ρ
(ε)
0 at

the refinement scale ε.

The procedure is illustrated in Fig. 5 for the composite op-

erator P (0)
x in the SU(2)k-Temperley-Lieb setting. P (0)

x

can be interpreted as the annihilation and subsequent cre-

ation of a pair of neighboring anyons at the coarse scale.

(a) 2L

ε′

braiding

(b)

3ε′

α

(c) 2L

6ε = 3ε′ε

FIG. 5: Construction of a correlation function at scale ε on an anyonic chain of physical length 2L. The boxes represent a local

operator P
(0)
x modeling the annihilation and subsequent creation of two anyons. Initially (a), the anyons are located at neighboring

sites on the coarse chain, separated by a distance ε′. Intermediately (b), the braiding is used to separate the anyons at a macroscopic

distance 3ε′. Finally (c), the chain is refined by the quantum channel α keeping the anyons at a fixed macroscopic distance 6ε = 3ε′.

Remark 1. If the sites of an anyonic chain are indexed by

dyadic rationals, the methods presented in [37] can be used

to define a Jones representation of Thompson’s group F
(and T for periodic chains) [22, 38] on the limit observ-

ables. It is tempting to assume that elements of F are dis-

crete approximations of conformal transformations. While

such an approximation may hold at the level of observ-

ables, it is obstructed at the level of Hilbert space (i.e. for

correlation functions) by smoothness constraints [39].

The Ising chain. Let me briefly explain how the quan-

tum scaling limit in the vacuum sector of the critical Ising

chain can be explicitly computed using the braiding refine-

ment α.

A sensible basic algebra of observables for the Ising

chain at (log-)scale N = − log2(εN/ε0) is the periodic

Temperley-Lieb algebra TLN+1(δ) with 2N+1 generators

and loop parameter δ =
√
2 [9, 40]. Here, the generators

labeled by the dyadic lattice ΛN+1, ℓ=LN+1 = 2N+1L0

or concreteness. It is well-known that TLN+1(δ) can real-

ized in terms of a Majorana fermion {ψx, ψy}=2δx,y with

anti-periodic boundary conditions ψL=−ψ−L [41]:

ex=
1√
2
(1+iψx+εN+1

ψx) . (9)

The (unitary) braiding is provided by the Kauffman bracket

[34],

bx = = A + A−1 = A+ A−1ex

FIG. 6: The Kauffman bracket [34] representing the braiding in

terms of Temperley-Lieb generators. The parameter A is related

to the loop parameter δ by: δ = −A2
− A−2.

or (up to a phase) by the Jones representation [42]:

bx=
i√
2
(ψx+εN+1

ψx−1) . (10)

As depicted in Fig. 5, (b), the braiding can be used to sepa-

rate two neighboring fermions (understood as fields on the

Ising chain):

bxψxb
∗
x=−ψx+εN+1

, bxψx+εN+1
b∗x=ψx, . (11)

By successive conjugation of the Temperley-Lieb genera-

tors ex with bx−εN+1
, bx−2εN+1

and so forth, we can pro-

duce any fermion bilinear ψxψy with |x− y| = nεN .

The Hamiltonian of the critical anti-periodic Ising chain

at scale N is given in terms of TLN+1(δ) [41] as:

H
(N)
0 = J

∑

x∈ΛN+1

ex . (12)

The many-body ground state Ω
(N)
0 of H

(N)
0 is fully deter-

mined by two-fermion expectation values (see e.g. [27]):

ω
(N)
0 (ψxψy)=〈Ω(N)

0 |ψxψy|Ω(N)
0 〉 (13)

= i

2LN

∑

k∈ΓN,+

sin(k(x−y)) sin(εNk)

sin( 1
2
εNk)

.

A direct computation shows that theM -fold iteration of (1)

at scale N using the scheme in Fig. 5 yields:

ω
(N)
M (ψxψy)=

i

2LN

∑

k∈ΓN+M,+

sin(k(x−y)) sin(εN+Mk)

sin( 1
2
εN+Mk)

. (14)

For simplicity, I included a factor 2M in the refining chan-

nel α from scaleN to N +M to account for the canonical

scaling dimension of ψxψy . From (14), it is easy to read of

limit the renormalization group flow:

ω(N)
∞ (ψxψy)=

i

LN

∑

k∈ π
L
Z≥0

sin((k+ π

2L
)(x−y)) . (15)
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This is the expected correlation function of the c = 1
2

Ising CFT on a circle of circumference 2L [43] which also

gives the correct result in the infinite-volume vacuum state

ω(N)
∞ → ω(N), L → ∞, at scale N :

ω(N)(ψxψy)=
iεN
π

(

1
x−y+i0

+ 1
x−y−i0

)

. (16)

There is a residual factor εN due to the scaling dimension

of ψ and the fact that the limit was taken for fixed (but

arbitrary) N . The two-point function (16) explicitly shows

that the quantum scaling limit correctly restores conformal

invariance. By the reasoning below (11), it is also possible

to express (15) in terms of the Temperley-Lieb generators

at an arbitrary scale N :

ω(N)(
√
2ex − 1)= iεN

π

(

1
εN+1+i0

+ 1
εN+1−i0

)

, (17)

which is independent of x by translation invariance. The

length εN+1 is interpreted as macroscopic length in the

scaling limit.

Chirality. Note that the standard chiral and anti-chiral

components ψ± of the Ising model [44, 45] are related to

the Majorana fermion by:

ψ±|x = 1√
2
(ψx ∓ ψx+εN+1

) . (18)

This means that the Majorana components associated with

even and odd sites of the chain at finite scale equivalently

capture the two chiral sectors. It is evident from the picto-

rial representation of the basic refinement α in Fig. 4 that

the quantum scaling limit extracts the component of con-

tinuum Majorana fermion corresponding to either even or

odd sites at finite scale. More precisely: The continuum

component of the even sites will appear if the ends of new

trough strings (red) are attached to the right of the origi-

nal anyon sites. The continuum component of the odd sites

will appear if the news ends are attached to the left of the

original sites. Thus, building α from either the braiding

or its inverse according to (11), i.e. separating neighboring

fermions by moving to the left or right, is directly related

to which (linear combination of) chiral components of the

Majorana fermion are found in the quantum scaling limit.

Conclusion. I have used the idea that a braiding leads

to a natural renormalization group flow on anyonic chains

and made this precise using operator-algebraic renormal-

ization. This flow defines a quantum scaling limit, given

an initial state ρ
(N)
0 , exhibiting criticality, at every scaleN .

The braiding renormalization group can be explicitly real-

ized for SU(2)k quantum spin chains or related ones, such

as the Golden Chain [9], by exploiting their Temperley-

Lieb algebra structure. The definition of the refining chan-

nel α applies to open chains as well.

The braiding of anyons is a natural operation in the topo-

logical approach to quantum computation [31, 36]. The

concept of quantum scaling limit presented here leads, in

combination with [27], to simulation algorithms for quan-

tum field theories on topological quantum computers.

The correlation functions sketched in Fig. 5 can be used

as a new tool, besides the entanglement entropy [46, 47],

to numerically investigate anyonic chains and possibly aide

the search for new conformal field theories, including ex-

otic ones [48, 49].

As an example, I have shown how this renormalization

group can be used to define a quantum scaling limit of the

Ising chain. The resulting vacuum state is directly related

to the chiral halves of the c = 1
2

Ising CFT. This is an-

other direct proof of the circumvention of the no-go result

of Jones [22] using operator-algebraic renormalization, as

first observed in [25]. A similar observation was made by

Zini and Wang in [23], using the notion of a low-energy

scaling limit. A more detailed account of the relation be-

tween their approach and the method presented here can be

found in [27].
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