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ALGEBRAIC ASPECTS OF BOUNDARIES IN THE KITAEV
QUANTUM DOUBLE MODEL

ALEXANDER COWTANT AND SHAHN MAJID*

ABSTRACT. We provide a systematic treatment of boundaries based on sub-
groups K € G with the Kitaev quantum double D(G) model in the bulk. The
boundary sites are representations of a *-subalgebra E ¢ D(G) and we expli-
cate its structure as a strong *-quasi-Hopf algebra dependent on a choice of
transversal R. We provide decomposition formulae for irreducible represen-
tations of D(G) pulled back to Z. We also provide explicitly the monoidal
equivalence of the category of =Z-modules and the category of G-graded K-
bimodules and use this to prove that different choices of R are related by
Drinfeld cochain twists. Examples include S,-1 c S, and an example related
to the octonions where = is also a Hopf quasigroup. As an application of our
treatment, we study patches with boundaries based on K = G horizontally and
K = {e} vertically and show how these could be used in a quantum computer
using the technique of lattice surgery.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Kitaev model is defined for a finite group G [25] with quasiparticles given
by representations of the quantum double D(G), and their dynamics described by
intertwiners. In quantum computing, the quasiparticles correspond to measurement
outcomes at sites on a lattice, and their dynamics correspond to linear maps on the
data, with the aim of performing fault-tolerant quantum computation. The lattice
can be any ciliated ribbon graph embedded on a surface [36], although throughout
we will assume a square lattice on the plane for convenience. The Kitaev model
generalises to replace G by a finite-dimensional semisimple Hopf algebra, as well as
aspects that work of a general finite-dimensional Hopf algebra. We refer to [15] for
details of the relevant algebraic aspects of this theory, which applies in the bulk of
the Kitaev model. We now extend this work with a study of the algebraic structure
that underlies an approach to the treatment of boundaries.

The treatment of boundaries here originates in a more categorical point of view.
In the original Kitaev model the relevant category that defines the ‘topological or-
der’ in condensed matter terms[28] is the category p(gyM of D(G)-modules, which
one can think of as an instance of the ‘dual’ or ‘centre’ Z(C) construction[34], where
C =M% is the category of G-graded vector spaces. Levin-Wen ‘string-net’ models
[29] are a sort of generalisation of Kitaev models specified now by a unitary fusion
category C with topological order Z(C), meaning that at every site on the lattice
one has an object in Z(C), and now on a trivalent lattice. Computations correspond
to morphisms in the same category. A so-called gapped boundary condition of a
string-net model preserves a finite energy gap between the vacuum and the lowest
excited state(s), which is independent of system size. Such boundary conditions
are defined by module categories of the fusion category C. By definition, a (right)
C-module means[38], 24] a category V equipped with a bifunctor V xC -V obeying
coherence equations which are a polarised version of the properties of ® :CxC - C
(in the same way that a right module of an algebra obeys a polarised version of
the axioms for the product). One can also see a string-net model as a discretised
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quantum field theory [23, B6], and indeed boundaries of a conformal field theory
can also be similarly defined by module categories [2I]. For our purposes, we care
about indecomposable module categories, that is module categories which are not
equivalent to a direct sum of other module categories. Excitations on the boundary
with condition V are then given by functors F' € Endp (V) that commute with the
C action[24], beyond the vacuum state which is the identity functor idy. More
than just the boundary conditions above, we care about these excitations, and so
Endg (V) is the category of interest.

The Kitaev model is not exactly a string-net model (the lattice in our case will
not even be trivalent) but closely related. In particular, it can be shown that
indecomposable module categories for C = MY, the category of G-graded vector
spaces, are[39] classified by subgroups K ¢ G and cocycles o € H?(K,C*). We will
stick to the trivial « case here, and the upshot is that the boundary conditions in
the regular Kitaev model should be given by V = kMY the G-graded K-modules
where = € K itself has grade |x| = 2 € G. Then the excitations are governed by
objects of Endp (V) =~ kM, the category of G-graded bimodules over K. This
is necessarily equivalent, by Tannaka-Krein reconstruction[32] to the category of
modules =g )M of a certain quasi-Hopf algebra Z(R, K'). Here R ¢ G is a choice
of transversal so that every element of G factorises uniquely as RK, but the algebra
of Z(R, K) depends only on the choice of subgroup K and not on the transversal R.
This is the algebra which we use to define measurement protocols on the boundaries
of the Kitaev model. One also has that Z(zM) =~ Z(MC) = p(c)M as braided
monoidal categories.

Categorical aspects will be deferred to Section [f] our main focus prior to that
being on a full understanding of the algebra =, its properties and aspects of the
physics. In fact, lattice boundaries of Kitaev models based on subgroups have been
defined and characterised previously, see [B [6], with [14] giving an overview for
computational purposes, and we build on these works. We begin in Section [2| with
a recap of the algebras and actions involved in the bulk of the lattice model, then
in Section [3] we accommodate the boundary conditions in a manner which works
with features important for quantum computation, such as sites, quasiparticle pro-
jectors and ribbon operators. These sections mostly cover well-trodden ground,
although we correct errors and clarify some algebraic subtleties which appear to
have gone unnoticed in previous works. In particular, we obtain formulae for the
decomposition of bulk irreducible representations of D(G) into Z-representations
which we believe to be new. Key to our results here is an observation that in fact
E(R, K) c D(G) as algebras, which gives a much more direct route than previously
to an adjunction between =(R, K)-modules and D(G)-modules describing how ex-
citations pass between the bulk and boundary. This is important for the physical
picture[T4] and previously was attributed to an adjunction between p(g)M and
xkMS in [41].

In Section [d as an application of our explicit description of boundaries, we
generalise the quantum computational model called lattice surgery [22] [16] to the
nonabelian group case. We find that for every finite group G one can simulate the
group algebra CG and its dual C(G) on a lattice patch with ‘rough’ and ‘smooth’
boundaries. This is an alternative model of fault-tolerant computation to the well-
known method of braiding anyons or defects [25] [20], although we do not know
whether there are choices of group such that lattice surgery is natively universal
without state distillation.

In Section[5 we look at Z(R, K) as a quasi-Hopf algebra in somewhat more detail
than we have found elsewhere. As well as the quasi-bialgebra structure, we provide
and verify the antipode for any choice of transversal R for which right-inversion is
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bijective. This case is in line with [37], but we will also consider antipodes more
generally. We then show that an obvious *-algebra structure on = meets all the
axioms of a strong *-quasi-Hopf algebra in the sense of [3] coming out of the theory
of bar categories. The key ingredient here is a somewhat nontrivial map that relates
the complex conjugate =-module to V@ W to those of W and V. We also give an
extended series of examples, including one related to the octonions.

Lastly, in Section [6] we connect the algebraic notions up to the abstract de-
scription of boundaries conditions via module categories and use this to obtain
more results about Z(R, K). We first calculate the relevant categorical equivalence
KM?( ~ z(gr,k)M concretely, deriving the quasi-bialgebra structure of Z(R, K)
precisely such that this works. Since the left hand side is independent of R, we de-
duce by Tannaka-Krein arguments that changing R changes Z(R, K) by a Drinfeld
cochain twist and we find this cochain as a main result of the section. This is im-
portant as Drinfeld twists do not change the category of modules up to equivalence,
so such aspects of the physics do not depend on R. Twisting arguments then imply
that we have an antipode more generally for any R. We also look at V = kM asa
module category for C = M. Section provides some concluding remarks relating
to generalisations of the boundaries to models based on other Hopf algebras [12].

Acknowledgements. The first author thanks Stefano Gogioso for useful discus-
sions regarding nonabelian lattice surgery as a model for computation. Thanks
also to Paddy Gray & Kathryn Pennel for their hospitality while some of this pa-
per was written and to Simon Harrison for the Wolfson Harrison UK Research
Council Quantum Foundation Scholarship, which made this work possible. The
second author was on sabbatical at Cambridge Quantum Computing and we thank
members of the team there.

2. PRELIMINARIES: RECAP OF THE KITAEV MODEL IN THE BULK
We begin with the model in the bulk. This is a largely a recap of eg. [25] [15].

2.1. Quantum double. Let G be a finite group with identity e, then CG is the
group Hopf algebra with basis G. Multiplication is extended linearly, and CG has
comultiplication Ah = h®h and counit eh = 1 on basis elements h € G. The antipode
is given by Sh = h™'. CG is a Hopf *-algebra with h* = h™! extended antilinearly.
Its dual Hopf algebra C(G) of functions on G has basis of d-functions {d,} with
Adg = ¥p0n®dp-14, €6g = g . and Sé4 = d;-1 for the Hopf algebra structure, and
0, =04 for all g € G. The normalised integral elements in CG and C(G) are

1
= @ Z h e (CG, A(C(G) = (56 € (C(G)
heG

The integrals on CG and C(G) are

fh:dh,e, [59:1

normalised so that [1=1 for CG and [ 1=|G| for C(G).

For the Drinfeld double we have D(G) = C(G)><1CG as in [31], with CG and
C(G) sub-Hopf algebras and the cross relations hdy = dpgp-1h (a semidirect prod-
uct). The Hopf algebra antipode is S(84h) = 8j-1,-1,h7", and over C we have a
Hopf *-algebra with (§4h)* = &,-1,,h 7. There is also a quasitriangular structure
which in subalgebra notation is

R= Y 6,8heD(G)®D(G). (1)
heG

Aca

If we want to be totally explicit we can build D(G) on either the vector space
C(G)®CG or on the vector space CG®C(G). In fact the latter is more natural
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but we follow the conventions in [31}, [I5] and use the former. Then one can say the
above more explicitly as

(5,8N) (65 ®k) = 64601 @ hk = 6y ppn16, @ hk, S(6,®h) =6p141, @R

etc. for the operations on the underlying vector space.

As a semidirect product, irreducible representations of D(G) are given by stan-
dard theory as labelled by pairs (C,7) consisting of an orbit under the action (i.e.
by a conjugacy class C c G in this case) and an irrep 7 of the isotropy subgroup, in
our case

G ={neG |ncon' = ¢}
of a fixed element cg € C, i.e. the centraliser C(co). The choice of ¢y does not
change the isotropy group up to isomorphism but does change how it sits inside G.
We also fix data q. € G for each c € C such that ¢ = g.coq;' with ¢, = e and define
from this a cocycle ((h) = ¢;}, 1hg. as a map ( : C x G > G*. The associated
irreducible representation is then

We . =CCOWy, 6,.(cOW)=dgcc@w, h.(c®w)=hch™ ®C(h).w

for all w € W, the carrier space of 7. This constructs all irreps of D(G) and, over
C, these are unitary in a Hopf *-algebra sense if 7 is unitary. Moreover, D(G) is
semisimple and hence has a block decomposition D(G)z@¢  End(We ) given by
a complete orthogonal set of self-adjoint central idempotents

dim (W _ -
Pen = - dim(IWr) Y Tra(n Yo, ® geng . (2)
|G | ceC neG°o

We refer to [I5] for more details and proofs. Acting on a state, this will become
a projection operator that determines if a quasiparticle of type C,7 is present.
Chargeons are quasiparticles with C = {e} and 7 an irrep of G, and fluxions are
quasiparticles with C a conjugacy class and 7 = 1, the trivial representation.

2.2. Bulk lattice model. Having established the prerequisite algebra, we move
on to the lattice model itself. This first part is largely a recap of [25], [15] and we
use the notations of the latter. Let X = 3(V, E, P) be a square lattice viewed as a
directed graph with its usual (cartesian) orientation, vertices V', directed edges E
and faces P. The Hilbert space H will be a tensor product of vector spaces with one
copy of CG at each arrow in . We have group elements for the basis of each copy.
Next, to each adjacent pair of vertex v and face p we associate a site s = (v, p), or
equivalently a line (the ‘cilium’) from p to v. We then define an action of CG and
C(G) at each site by

2

A

Ig4 Ihg g g
4
W gl g3 . — glh‘l' hg3= ap gl @ g3: a(gng(gS)—l(g4)—1) gl g

Ay
o2 2! e g*

Here h e CG, a e C(G) and g, -, g* denote independent elements of G (not powers).
Observe that the vertex action is invariant under the location of p relative to its
adjacent v, so the red dashed line has been omitted.

Lemma 2.1. 25/ [15] h> and a> for all h € G and a € C(G) define a representation
of D(G) on H associated to each site (v,p).

We next define

A(w) :=Acg D> = Z h>, B(p):= A(C(G) D> =0, D>

|G| heG
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where 8.(g'g%g3g*) = 1 iff g'g?g%g* = e, which is iff (g

= g'¢?¢3, which is iff
g*g*g%g® = e. Hence 6.(g'9%g%g*) = 6.(g*g'g%g?) is invariant under cyclic rotations,
hence Ag () > computed at site (v, p) does not depend on the location of v on the

boundary of p. Moreover,

A()B(p) =G| Y 0o > = |GIT Y, Shen-1h> = |G| Y deh > = B(p) A(v)
h h h

4)—1

if v is a vertex on the boundary of p by Lemma [2.1] and more trivially if not. We
also have the rest of

A(v)? = A(v), B(p)?=B(p), [A(v),A(v")]=[B(p),B(¥)]=[A(v),B(»)]=0
for all v #v" and p # p’, as easily checked. We then define the Hamiltonian

H =% (1-A(v)) + (1~ B(p))
v P
and the space of vacuum states

Huae = {|¢) e 1 [ A(v)[9) = B(p)lY) =[¢),  Yv,p}.

Quasiparticles in Kitaev models are labelled by representations of D(G) occu-
pying a given site (v,p), which take the system out of the vacuum. Detection of a
quasiparticle is via a projective measurement of the operator ¥~ pec . Pe » acting
at each site on the lattice for distinct coefficients PC., € R. By déﬁnifion, this is a
process which yields the classical value pp - with a probability given by the likeli-
hood of the state prior to the measurement being in the subspace in the image of
Fc », and in so doing performs the corresponding action of the projector F¢ . at
the site. The projector P, ; corresponds to the vacuum quasiparticle.

In computing terms, this system of measurements encodes a logical Hilbert sub-
space, which we will always take to be the vacuum space Hyac, within the larger
physical Hilbert space given by the lattice; this subspace is dependent on the topol-
ogy of the surface that the lattice is embedded in, but not the size of the lattice.
For example, there is a convenient closed-form expression for the dimension of H.ac
when X occupies a closed, orientable surface [I7]. Computation can then be per-
formed on states in the logical subspace in a fault-tolerant manner, with unwanted
excitations constituting detectable errors.

In the interest of brevity, we forgo a detailed exposition of such measurements,
ribbon operators and fault-tolerant quantum computation on the lattice. The in-
terested reader can learn about these in e.g. [25] [6] [14] [T5]. We do give a brief recap
of ribbon operators, although without much rigour, as these will be useful later.

Definition 2.2. A ribbon £ is a strip of face width that connects two sites s¢ =
(vo,po) and s1 = (v1,p1) on the lattice. A ribbon operator th’g acts on the vector
spaces associated to the edges along the path of the ribbon, as shown in Fig |1} We
call this basis of ribbon operators labelled by h and g the group basis.

Lemma 2.3. If £’ is a ribbon concatenated with &, then the associated ribbon op-
erators in the group basis satisfy

-1 -1 o7 ’
Fg;‘]g — Z Fﬁf’ hff"g ° F’g%f7 Féh’g ° th 9 5g,g’F£hh 9
feG

The first identity shows the role of the comultiplication of D(G)*,

A(hdg) =Y hés® f hfdy,.
feG

using subalgebra notation, while the second identity implies that

(Féhwg)’r - th’l,g.
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FiGURE 1. Example of a ribbon operator for a ribbon £ from
s0 = (vo,po) to s1.= (v1,p1).

Lemma 2.4. [25] Let & be a ribbon with the orientation as shown in Figure
between sites so = (vo,po) and s1 = (v1,p1). Then

[thvg,fbv]:o’ [Féh’g’éebp]:(),
for all v ¢ {vg,v1} and p ¢ {po,p1}.

h hf? h h
e OF£ 29 :Fgf I~ fg o fgy, 07D OFg g :F§ )g°6h-1f1>sm

h, h,gf~t h, h,
FPo o Fl9 = 9 o foy,, 85Dy, o F9 = 1" 085511y s,

for all ribbons where sg,s1 are disjoint, i.e. when sy and s1 share neither vertices
or faces. The subscript notation f 1>, means the local action of f € CG at vertex v,
and the dual for 6y >¢ at a site s.

We call the above lemma the equivariance property of ribbon operators. Such
ribbon operators may be deformed according to a sort of discrete isotopy, so long
as the endpoints remain the same. We formalised ribbon operators as left and right
module maps in [I5], but skim over any further details here. The physical interpre-
tation of ribbon operators is that they create, move and annihilate quasiparticles.

Lemma 2.5. [25] Let sg, s1 be two sites on the lattice. The only operators in
End(H) which change the states at these sites, and therefore create quasiparticles
and change the distribution of measurement outcomes, but leave the state in vacuum
elsewhere, are ribbon operators.

This lemma is somewhat hard to prove rigorously but a proof was sketched
in [I5). Next, there is an alternate basis for these ribbon operators in which the
physical interpretation becomes more obvious. The quasiparticle basis has elements

Féc,ﬂ;u,v _ Z 7T_(n—l)jiFv‘sc#lc’ﬂqdl, (3)
neG°o
where C is a conjugacy class, 7 is an irrep of the associated isotropy subgroup G
and u = (¢,1), v = (d, j) label basis elements of We . in which ¢,d € C and i, j label
a basis of W;. This amounts to a nonabelian Fourier transform of the space of
ribbons (that is, the Peter-Weyl isomorphism of D(G)) and has inverse

dim(Wx)

h, - 'C,Tr;a,b
F{ = Z Z 6h7909_1 Z Tr(qgclgfngC)ing B (4)
C,WEGACO ceC 2,7=0
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where a = (gcg™!,4) and b = (¢, j). This reduces in the chargeon sector to the special
cases

F;e’mi’j — Z 7T(n—l)ﬁ,Fg,n (5)
neG
and
dim(Wy) , w
D IO W G ()
reG  4,J=0
Meanwhile, in the fluxion sector we have
F'C,l;c,d c,qcnq(;1
13 = Z Fg (7)
neG°o

but there is no inverse in the fluxion sector. This is because the chargeon sector
corresponds to the irreps of CG, itself a semisimple algebra; the fluxion sector has
no such correspondence.

If G is Abelian then 7 are 1-dimensional and we do not have to worry about the
indices for the basis of Wy ; this then looks like a more usual Fourier transform.

Lemma 2.6. If ¢’ is a ribbon concatenated with &, then the associated ribbon op-
erators in the quasiparticle basis satisfy
'C,Tr;u,’u _ ,C,ﬂ';w,’U ’C,mu,w
Feo™" =) Fg o Fe

w

and are such that the nonabelian Fourier transform takes convolution to multipli-
cation and vice versa, as it does in the abelian case.

In particular, we have the ribbon trace operators, W§C’7r =3, FE’C’““"". Such rib-
bon trace operators create exactly quasiparticles of the type C, 7 from the vacuum,
meaning that

Cn C C
P xyPsoWe [vac) = W " [vac) = W™ |vac)< s Py
We refer to [15] for more details and proofs of the above.

Example 2.7. Our go-to example for our expositions will be G = S3 generated
by transpositions u = (12),v = (23) with w = (13) = uvu = vuv. There are then
8 irreducible representations of D(S3) according to the choices Cy = {e}, C; =
{u,v,w}, Co = {uv,vu} for which we pick representatives cg = e, ¢. = e, ¢; = u,
Qu =€, @y =W, Gy = and ¢z = uv With gy = €, ¢y = v (with the ¢; in the role of
¢p in the general theory). Here G = S3 with 3 representations 7 = trivial, sign
and W the 2-dimensional one given by (say) 7(u) = o3,7(v) = (V301 - 03)/2,
G = {e,u} = Zy with 7(u) = +1 and G = {e,uv,vu} = Z3 with m(uv) = 1,w, w?
for w = "5, See [15] for details and calculations of the associated projectors and

some Wg '™ operators.

3. GAPPED BOUNDARIES

While D(G) is the relevant algebra for the bulk of the model, our focus is on
the boundaries. For these, we require a different class of algebras.

3.1. The boundary subalgebra Z(R,K). Let K ¢ G be a subgroup of a finite
group G and G/K = {gK | g € G} be the set of left cosets. It is not necessary in
this section, but convenient, to fix a representative r for each coset and let R ¢ G
be the set of these, so there is a bijection between R and G/K whereby r < rK.
We assume that e € R and call such a subset (or section of the map G -~ G/K) a
transversal. Every element of G factorises uniquely as rz for r € R and = € K, giving
a coordinatisation of G which we will use. Next, as we quotiented by K from the
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right, we still have an action of K from the left on G/K, which we denote >. By
the above bijection, this equivalently means an action >: K x R - R on R which
in terms of the factorisation is determined by xry = (z >r)y’, where we refactorise
zry in the form RK for some y' € R. There is much more information in this
factorisation, as will see in Section [5| but this action is all we need for now. Also
note that we have chosen to work with left cosets so as to be consistent with the
literature [14) [5], but one could equally choose a right coset factorisation to build
a class of algebras similar to those in [27]. We consider the algebra C(G/K)><1CK
as the cross product by the above action. Using our coordinatisation, this becomes
the following algebra.

Definition 3.1. Z(R,K) = C(R)><ICK is generated by C(R) and CK with cross
relations 6, = 0z prx. Over C, this is a *-algebra with (§,2)* = 2710, = 1 !

If we choose a different transversal R then the algebra does not change up to
an isomorphism which maps the d-functions between the corresponding choices of
representative. Of relevance to the applications, we also have:

Lemma 3.2. Z(R, K) has the ‘integral element’

A= A(C(R) ® Ack = 0e Z x
|K| xreK

characterised by EA = e(§)A = A€ for all € € 2, and e(A) =
Proof. We check that

1
fA (553/)( |K| Z .’13) :5s,yl>e |K| Z yr = 53 65 |K| Z T

xeK zeK reK
=e(§)A= Oez >y 0 Seybot = A
A= i T ey = g 3 G = A
And clearly, e(A) = 5676% =1. O

As a cross product algebra, we can take the same approach as with D(G) to the
classification of its irreps:

Lemma 3.3. Irreps of Z2(R,K) are classified by pairs (O,p) where O € R is
an orbit under the action > and p is an irrep of the isotropy group K™ := {z €
K | z>rg =19}. Here we fix a base point ro € O as well as k: O - K a choice of
lift such that
kpDro=1, VreQ, Ky =e€.
Then
Vo ,=COeV,, 5-(s®V) =8, 5500, 1.(s®v)=xDs®((x)v, (o(T) = Kb Ths
forveV,, the carrier space for p, and
(:OxK = K™, ((x) =k, 2k
Proof. One can check that ¢.(z) lives in K™,
Cr(x) Drg = (/iglwxm) >rg = H;LT >(x>r) = &;Lr D> (Kzpr Do) =70
and the cocycle property
Cr(xy) = K;Ly Drmﬁybrﬁ;llw’y’fr = Cy Dr(m)CT(y)y
from which it is easy to see that Vi o is a representation,
z.(y-(s®v)) =2.(y>s @ (s(y) .v) =2 >(Y>s) @ (s ()G (y) v = 2y >s @ (s (2y).v = (7). (s ® V),
2.(0,(s®V)) =8, 52D>8®Ce(2).V = Oy pr s TS ®(s(2).0 = Oy - (2. (s ®W)).
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One can show that V{» _ are irreducible and do not depend up to isomorphism on
the choice of rg or k.. O

In the *-algebra case as here, we obtain a unitary representation if p is unitary.
One can also show that all irreps can be obtained this way. In fact the algebra
E(R, K) is semisimple and has a block associated to the Vi» .

Lemma 3.4. E(R, K) has a complete orthogonal set of central idempotents

dimV,
P =—F Tr,(n')6, ® kpnk, b

Proof. The proofs are similar to those for D(G) in [I5]. That we have a projection
is

dim(V,)? ) ) ) )
(2(9,/3) = ﬁ Z Tr,(m 1)Trp(n h Z (5T®“rm“r1)(5s®fisnﬁsl)
m,neKT0 rse
dim(V,)?
= W Z Trp(m’l)Trp(nfl) Z 5,675 ® Hrmﬁ;llisn/s:;1
m,neKT0 T78€O
dim(V,)* -1 -1 1 -1
i W m mZe:KTo Trp(m )Trp(mm ) 2(:957" ® Krmm Ky = (o,p)

where we used r = mm/@;l >s iff s = Ksrm‘lm;l Dr = kpm I Drg = Ky Dro = 7. We
then changed mn = m’ as a new variable and used the orthogonality formula for
characters on K. Similarly, for different projectors to be orthogonal. The sum of
projectors is 1 since

dim V, 1 1
Z P((’),p) = Z Or ® Ky Z ( K Z Tr,(n )n) K, = Z 0,®1=1,
O,p O,rec peK™0 neKro O,T‘EO
where the bracketed expression is the projector P, for p in the group algebra of
K" and these sum to 1 by the Peter-Weyl decomposition of the latter. O

Remark 3.5. In the previous literature, the irreps have been described using dou-
ble cosets and representatives thereof [14]. In fact a double coset in Gk is an orbit
for the left action of K on G/K and hence has the form OK corresponding to an
orbit O c R in our approach. We will say more about this later, in Proposition[6.3]

An important question for the physics is how representations on the bulk relate
to those on the boundary. This is afforded by functors in the two directions. Here
we give a much more direct approach to this issue as follows.

Proposition 3.6. There is an inclusion of algebras i : Z(R, K) < D(G)
Z((E) =z, Z((S'I‘) = Z 6r1~
zeK

The pull-back or restriction of a D(G)-module W to a E-module i*(W') is simply
for £ € 2 to act by i(§). Going the other way, the induction functor sends a =-
module V to a D(G)-module D(G) ®=V, where £ € E right acts on D(G) by right
multiplication by i(§). These two functors are adjoint.

Proof. We just need to check that ¢ respects the relations of =. Thus,
Z(57“)2(55) = Z 6rx55y = Z 57",557’1 = i(éras)a

z,ye K xeK

i(x)i(o,) = Z TOpy = Z Oprys—1T = Z S(apr)arys1T = Z S(apr)yT = 1(0z pr),

yeK yeK yeK y'eK
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as required. For the first line, we used the unique factorisation G = RK to break
down the d-functions. For the second line, we use this in the form zr = (x >r)z’ for
some 2’ € K and then changed variables from % to 3" = 2’yz~%. The rest follows as
for any algebra inclusion. O

In fact, Z is a quasi-bialgebra and at least when ( ) is bijective a quasi-Hopf
algebra, as we see in Section |5} In the latter case, it has a quantum double D(Z)
which contains = as a sub-quasi Hopf algebra. Moreover, it can be shown that
D(E) is a ‘Drinfeld cochain twist’ of D(G), which implies it has the same algebra
as D(G). We do not need details, but this is the abstract reason for the above
inclusion. (An explicit proof of this twisting result in the usual Hopf algebra case
with R a group is in [2].) Meanwhile, the statement that the two functors in the
lemma are adjoint is that

homp () (D(G) @V, W)) = homz=(V, " (W)

for all Z-modules V and all D(G)-modules W. These functors do not take irreps to
irreps and of particular interest are the multiplicities for the decompositions back
into irreps, i.e. if V;, W, are respective irreps and D(G) ®=V; = @,n', W, then

dim(homp(a) (D(G) 8 Viy Wa)) = dim(homs (Vi i* (Wa))

and hence i*(W,) = @;n.V;. This explains one of the observations in [I4]. It
remains to give a formula for these multiplicities, but here we were not able to
reproduce the formula in [14]. Our approach goes via a general lemma as follows.

Lemma 3.7. Let i : A - B be an inclusion of finite-dimensional semisimple al-
gebras and [ the unique symmetric special Frobenius linear form on B such that
[1=1. Let V; be an irrep of A and W, an irrep of B. Then the multiplicity V;
in the pull-back i* (W,) (which is the same as the multiplicity of W, in B®4 V;) is
given by
i dim(B)
Ng=—7; N

dim(V;) dim(W,)
where P; € A and P, € B are the associated central idempotents. Moreover, i(P;) P, =
0 if and only if n’ =0.

i(P;)Pa,

Proof. Recall that a linear map [ : B — C is Frobenius if the bilinear form (b, c) :=
[ be is nondegenerate, and is symmetric if this bilinear form is symmetric. Also, let
g=g'®g? e B®B (in a notation with the sum of such terms understood) be the
associated ‘metric’ such that (f bg')g? =b=g* [ g°b for all b (it is the inverse matrix
in a basis of the algebra). We say that the Frobenius form is special if the algebra
product - obeys +(g) = 1. It is well-known that there is a unique symmetric special
Frobenius form up to scale, given by the trace in the left regular representation, see
[35] for a recent study. In our case, over C, we also know that a finite-dimensional
semisimple algebra B is a direct sum of matrix algebras End(W,,) associated to the
irreps W, of B. Then

. 1 o .
/ z(P»Pa:mga(f ®ep,i(P)Pa(ea® 7))

1 ) ) dim(W,) dim(V;)
TS d Wa a’ P1 al = Za'
dim(B) za: m(Wa)(f%,i(F)ea) dim(B)
where {e,} is a basis of W, and {f?} is a dual basis, and P, acts as the identity
on End(W,) and zero on the other blocks. We then used that if i*(W,) = ®;n',V;
as A-modules, then #(P;) just picks out the V; components where P; acts as the
identity.
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For the last part, the forward direction is immediate given the first part of the
lemma. For the other direction, suppose n’, = 0 so that i*(W,) = @;nlV; with j # a
running over the other irreps of A. Now, we can view P, € W, ® W, (as the identity
element) and left multiplication by i(P;) is the same as P; acting on P, viewed as
an element of ¢*(W,) ® W/, which is therefore zero. O

We apply Lemma in our case of A== and B = D(G), where
dim(V;) = 0| dim(V,), dim(W,) = |C|dim(W)
with ¢ = (C, p) as described above and a = (C,7) as described in Section

Proposition 3.8. For the inclusion i : E - D(G) in Proposition the multi-
plicities for restriction and induction as above are given by

(O,p) |G| r,c r,c r c
N | B K™ S nygnefirafnes K™= K" 0 G,
Cm) |OllC||Ko||Ge| OZC T; Plicre Tr e

r~leek

where 7(m) = 7(qz'mq.) and p(m) = p(k,;'mk,) are the corresponding representa-
tion of K",G° decomposing as K™ representations as

P|Kﬂc§ - N plgcre T 7T|K’"’C; 2 Ny 7 gere T

Proof. We include the projector from Lemma [3.4] as

. _ dim(V,) -1 -1
i(Po,,)) = K| T,GOZQ::E[( me;m Tr,(m™ " )0y ® Krmk,

and multiply this by P(C . from . In the latter, we write ¢ = sy for the fac-

torisation of ¢. Then when we multiply these out, for (6,4 ® k,.mk, 1) (6 ® geng;t)
we will need k,mr, ! >s =7 or equivalently s = k,m 1k, >r =7 so we are actually
summing not over ¢ but over y € K such that ry € C. Also then z is uniquely
determined in terms of y. Hence
) dim(V,)dim (W)
Popnficn= [KTo||Geo|

-1 -1 -1 -1
Z Tr,(m " )Trr(n™ )dre ® Krmk, geng,
meKT0,neG0 reo,yEK|'ryeC

Now we apply the integral of D(G), [ §,®h = dj, . which requires
Ly tge

and z =y for n € G given that ¢ = ry. We refer to this condition on y as ().
Remembering that [ is normalised so that [ 1=|G|, we have from the lemma

©.p) _ |G| .
"Cm T dim(V;) dim(W,) i(Fo.nen

g
OICTE oG], 2 &

eKTo TGO,yeK
(*),rysc

|G| -1 7-1 -1
= ’I‘I' (Hr m K”‘)’I‘rﬂ'(qc ch)7
|O||C||KTO||GCO| meK ™0 7»5(’)2,:“6 m’e;ﬁGC 8

r~leex

-1 _
n=q, Kem

Tr, (m™HTr, (q;y1 /frm/-c;l Qry)

where we compute in G and view (*) as m’ := k,mk,. ! € G°. We then use the group
orthogonality formula

Z Tr.r(m_l)TrT/(m) =0 [ K7
meK e

for any irreps 7,7’ of the group

K¢ =K' nG°={zeK |zbr=r, zcx'=c}
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to obtain the formula stated. O

This simplifies in four (overlapping) special cases as follows.
(i) V; trivial:

(e _ G S Te (e mg)

e ¢l
€ " ICTKIG] G2 ekt

S bl K¢ny »
erical g,

ceCnK
as p =1 implies p = 1 and forces 7 = 1. Here K° is the centraliser of c € K. If ny »
is independent of the choice of ¢ then we can simplify this further as

(fer.n) _ [GII(C N K)/K]

n(c,ﬂ) = |C||GCO| N1, 7| geco
using the orbit-counting lemma, where K acts on C n K by conjugation.
(ii) W, trivial:

©.p) G -1
n©Om ___1Gl__ T (m™') =
() = OTKAC], & en

as On K = {e} if O = {e} (but is otherwise empty) and in this case only r = e
contributes. This is consistent with the fact that if W, is the trivial representa-
tion of D(G) then its pull back is also trivial and hence contains only the trivial
representation of =.
(iii) Fluxion sector:

1 if O,p trivial
0 else

(O,1) G| r ¢
n S bl W— |[K" nG°.
€1 OfCllK oG] ozc

(iv) Chargeon sector:
({e}:p)

({eym) = Mol
where p,m are arbitrary irreps of K, G respectively and only r = ¢ = e are allowed
so K™¢ = K, and then only 7 = p contributes.

Example 3.9. (i) We take G = S5, K = {e,u} = Zy, where u = (12). Here G/K
consists of

n

G/K = {{e7u}7 {wauv}v {v,vu}}

and our standard choice of R will be R = {e, uv,vu}, where we take one from each
coset (but any other transversal will have the same irreps and their decompositions).
This leads to 3 irreps of Z(R, K) as follows. In R, we have two orbits Oy = {e},
01 = {uv,vu} and we choose representatives rg = €, ke = €, 1 = UV, Kyy = €, Kyy = U
since u>(uv) = vu for the two cases (here r1 was denoted r in the general theory
and is the choice for O1). We also have u>(vu) = wv. Note that it happens that
these orbits are also conjugacy classes but this is an accident of S5 and not true
for S4. We have K™ = K = Z, with representations p(u) = +1 and K™ = {e} with
only the trivial representation.

(ii) For D(S3), we have the 8 irreps in Example and hence there is a 3 x 8
table of the {n‘,}. We can easily compute some of the special cases from the above.
For example, the trivial 7 restricted to K is p = 1, the sign representation restricted
to K is the p = -1 representation, the W5 restricted to K is 1 @ —1, which gives
the upper left 2 x 3 submatrix for the chargeon sector. Another 6 entries (four new
ones) are given from the fluxion formula. We also have Con K = @ so that the latter
part of the first two rows is zero by our first special case formula. For C;,+1 in the
first row, we have C; n K = {u} with trivial action of K, so just one orbit. This
gives us a nontrivial result in the +1 case and 0 in the —1 case. The story for Cq, +1
in the second row follows the same derivation, but needs 7 = -1 and hence 7 = -1
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for the nonzero case. In the third row with Co, 7, we have K" = {e} so G’ = {e} and
we only have 7 =1 = p as well as 7 = 1 independently of 7 as this is 1-dimensional.
So both n factors in the formula in Proposition [3.§ are 1. In the sum over r, ¢, we
need ¢ = r so we sum over 2 possibilities, giving a nontrivial result as shown. For
C1,m, the first part goes the same way and we similarly have ¢ determined from r
in the case of C1, 7, so again two contributions in the sum, giving the answer shown
independently of . Finally, for Cg, ™ we have r = {uv,vu} and ¢ = e, and can never
meet the condition r~'c € K. So these all have 0. Thus, Proposition in this
example tells us:

nia Co,l Co,sign CO7W2 Cl,l (317—1 Cg,l Cg,w Cg7w2
Oo,1 | 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
Oo,-1] 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
0,1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1

One can check for consistency that for each W, dim(W,) is the sum of the dimen-
sions of the V; that it contains, which determines one row from the other two.

3.2. Boundary lattice model. Consider a vertex on the lattice ¥. Fixing a
subgroup K ¢ G, we define an action of CK on H by

One can see that this is an action as it is a tensor product of representations on
each edge, or simply because it is the restriction to K of the vertex action of G in
the bulk. Next, we define the action of C(R) at a face relative to a cilium,

g* g*
5263 g = Taerk 0a((gH) MDY 2| T |t (9)
g° 9°

with a clockwise rotation. That this is indeed an action is also easy to check
explicitly, recalling that either r K = 'K when r =’ or rK nr' K = @& otherwise, for
any r,r’ € R. These actions define a representation of Z(R, K'), which is just the
bulk D(G) action restricted to Z(R, K) ¢ D(G) by the inclusion in Proposition
This says that 2 € K acts as in G and C(R) acts on faces by the C(G) action after
sending d, = Y ek 0q- TO connect the above representation to the topic at hand,
we now define what we mean by a boundary.

3.2.1. Smooth boundaries. Consider the lattice in the half-plane for simplicity,

50,

where each solid black arrow still carries a copy of CG and ellipses indicate the
lattice extending infinitely. The boundary runs along the left hand side and we
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refer to the rest of the lattice as the ‘bulk’. The grey dashed edges and vertices are
there to indicate empty space and the lattice borders the edge with faces; we will
call this case a ‘smooth’ boundary. There is a site sg indicated at the boundary.

There is an action of CK at the boundary vertex associated to sg, identical to the
action of CK defined above but with the left edge undefined. Similarly, there is an
action of C(R) at the face associated to sg. However, this is more complicated, as
the face has three edges undefined and the action must be defined slightly differently
from in the bulk:

o0 Igl = Year (g™ Ll

ZCLGTK 611(91) AN ng

=%
$
v
o
.
.
.
-
iS)
.
I

where the action is given a superscript > to differentiate it from the actions in
the bulk. In the first case, we follow the same clockwise rotation rule but skip
over the undefined values on the grey edges, but for the second case we go round
round anticlockwise. The resulting rule is then according to whether the cilium is
associated to the top or bottom of the edge. It is easy to check that this defines a
representation of Z(R, K) on H associated to each smooth boundary site, such as
S0, and that the actions of C(R) have been chosen such that this holds. A similar
principle holds for >’ in other orientations of the boundary.

The integral actions at a boundary vertex v and at a face so = (v, p) of a smooth
boundary are then

1
AD(v) = Ack DY = I ;mz, B} (p) = Ac(r) BY = 6. B2,

where the superscript b and subscript 1 label that these are at a smooth boundary.
We have the convenient property that

S N I N e

so both the vertex and face integral actions at a smooth face each depend only
on the vertex and face respectively, not the precise cilium, similar to the integral
actions.

Remark 3.10. There is similarly an action of C(G)><ICK ¢ D(G) on H at each
site in the next layer into the bulk, where the site has the vertex at the boundary
but an internal face. We mention this for completeness, and because using this fact
it is easy to show that

Al (v)B(p) = B(p)Aj (v),
where B(p) is the usual integral action in the bulk.

Remark 3.11. In [5] it is claimed that one can similarly introduce actions at
smooth boundaries defined not only by R and K but also a 2-cocycle a. This
makes some sense categorically, as the module categories of M may also include
such a 2-cocycle, which enters by way of a twisted group algebra C, K [39]. However,
in Figure 6 of [5] one can see that when the cocycle « is introduced all edges on the
boundary are assumed to be copies of CK, rather than CG. On closer inspection, it
is evident that this means that the action on faces of 6. € C(R) will always yield 1,
and the action of any other basis element of C(R) will yield 0. Similarly, the action
on vertices is defined to still be an action of CK, not C,K. Thus, the excitations
on this boundary are restricted to only the representations of CK, without either
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C(R) or « appearing, which appears to defeat the purpose of the definition. It is
not obvious to us that a cocycle can be included along these lines in a consistent
manner.

In quantum computational terms, in addition to the measurements in the bulk
y b g . .
we now. measure the operator Z(’),p pO,pP(O,p) >° for distinct coefficients PO, € R
at all sites along the boundary.

3.2.2. Rough boundaries. We now consider the half-plane lattice with a different
kind of boundary,

This time, there is an action of CK at the exterior vertex and an action of C(R)
at the face at the boundary with an edge undefined. Again, the former is just the
usual action of CK with three edges undefined, but the action of C(R) requires
more care and is defined as

gt g'
R—)ll %}0
N /S S cr N (72 (70 B €740 B I P
.—3)0 .—3)1'

g g
.g—lm .g—l)ll
5> 1 = ek 0alg’g? () L |4
(—3)0 (—3)0
g g
g' g'
.—/)-l .—/)ll
500 g = Taerda((@) )9 T e
.—3)' .—3)0
g g

1 1
*—0 *—0
5% |8 T Yaex0a((6®) 9N ()T |4
o—3\m O—S\N'

g g

All but the second action are just clockwise rotations as in the bulk, but with the
greyed-out edge missing from the J-function. The second action goes counterclock-
wise in order to have an associated representation of Z(R, K) at the bottom left.
We have similar actions for other orientations of the lattice.

Remark 3.12. Although one can check that one has a representation of Z(R, K)
at each site using these actions and the action of CK defined before, this requires
g1 and go on opposite sides of the d-function, and g; and g3 on opposite sides,
respectively for the last two actions. This means that there is no way to get & >°
to always be invariant under choice of site in the face. Indeed, we have not been
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able to reproduce the implicit claim in [I4] that d, > at a rough boundary can be
defined in a way that depends only on the face.

The integral actions at a boundary vertex v and at a site sg = (v,p) of a rough
boundary are then

A5 (v) = Ack DY = % S kDY, B3(v,p) = Acery DY, = 00 DY,
k

where the superscript b and subscript 2 label that these are at a rough boundary.

In computational terms, we measure the operator Z(’)’p p@)pP(O’p) > at each site

along the boundary, as with smooth boundaries.

Unlike the smooth boundary case, there is not an action of, say, C(R)><1CG at
each site in the next layer into the bulk, with a boundary face but interior vertex.
In particular, we do not have B5(v,p)A(v) = A(v)BS(v,p) in general, but we can
still consistently define a Hamiltonian. When the action at v is restricted to CK
we recover an action of Z(R, K) again.

As with the bulk, the Hamiltonian incorporating the boundaries uses the actions
of the integrals. We can accommodate both rough and smooth boundaries into the
Hamiltonian. Let V| P be the set of vertices and faces in the bulk, S the set of all
sites (v,p) at smooth boundaries, and Sy the same for rough boundaries. Then

H= 3 (1-A(v))+ > (1-B(»))

v, eV pieP

0 ((A=Af(s,) + (L= Bi(se,))) + 20 (1= A5(s,) + (1= By(sn,)).

b, €51 Spy €S2

We can pick out two vacuum states immediately:

vaci) = [T A(vi) AT (s6,) A3 (s0,) Qe (10)

Vi;Sby »Sby E

and

vacs) = [T B(pi)B(s5,)B5(50.) @ 2. 9 (11)

PisSby »Sby E geG

where the tensor product runs over all edges in the lattice.

Remark 3.13. There is no need for two different boundaries to correspond to the
same subgroup K, and the Hamiltonian can be defined accordingly. This principle
is necessary when performing quantum computation by braiding ‘defects’, i.e. fi-
nite holes in the lattice, on the toric code [20], and also for the lattice surgery in
Section [d] We do not write out this Hamiltonian in all its generality here, but its
form is obvious.

3.3. Quasiparticle condensation. Quasiparticles on the boundary correspond to
irreps of 2(R, K). It is immediate from Section[3.1]that when O = {e}, we must have
ro = e, K™ = K. We may choose the trivial representation of K and then we have
Pe.1=Ac(r)® Ack. We say that this particular measurement outcome corresponds
to the absence of nontrivial quasiparticles, as the states yielding this outcome are
precisely the locally vacuum states with respect to the Hamiltonian. This set of
quasiparticles on the boundary will not in general be the same as quasiparticles
defined in the bulk, as =g, k)M # p(g)M for all nontrivial G.

Quasiparticles in the bulk can be created from a vacuum and moved using ribbon
operators [25], where the ribbon operators are seen as left and right module maps
D(G)* — End(H), see [15]. Following [14], we could similarly define a different
set of ribbon operators for the boundary excitations, which use Z(R, K)* rather
than D(G)*. However, these have limited utility. For completeness we cover them
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in Appendix [A] Instead, for our purposes we will keep using the normal ribbon
operators.

Such normal ribbon operators can extend to boundaries, still using Definition 2.2}
so long as none of the edges involved in the definition are greyed-out. When a
ribbon operator ends at a boundary site s, we are not concerned with equivariance
with respect to the actions of C(G) and CG at s, as in Lemma Instead we
should calculate equivariance with respect to the actions of C(R) and CK. We
will study the matter in more depth in Section [5] but note that if s,¢ € R then
unique factorisation means that st = (s-t)7(s,t) for unique elements s-t € R and
7(s,t) € K. Similarly, if y € K and r € R then unique factorisation yr = (y >r)(y<r)
defines y<Ir to be studied later.

Lemma 3.14. Let £ be an open ribbon from sg to si1, where sg is located at a
smooth boundary, for example:

So ., N .

and where £ begins at the specified orientation in the example, leading from sg into
the bulk, rather than running along the boundary. Then

h ha™t
xDl;OOFg’g:Fg T oot

b h, h, b
6”‘>SQOF§ g:Fg gOéS-(yDT) DS()
VreK,reR h,geG, and where sy is the unique factorisation of h™1.

Proof. The first is just the vertex action of CG restricted to CK, with an edge
greyed-out which does not influence the result. For the second, expand 6, Dgo and
verify explicitly:

So ., 1~
b h.,g gy ¢
Or Do OF5 g

—
s
N
V)
_

= Yueri 0a(h(g"))0g(g%)  g'h7?

= Ywen-1rx 0 ((97))0g(g%) g'h7? = F{"% 0 6, (yor) DY,

S0 1
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where we see (s-(y>r))K = s(y>r)r(s,y>r) K = s(y>r)K = s(y>r)(y<dr)K =
syrK = h™'rK. We check the other site as well:

h, _
67" DZU ° Fgl g So\gl //“?1 = ZaerK 5a(hgl)59((93) 1) hgl
g° g°
=F"9o§ b gl St
134 s(yb>r) Vs Sog\ LN
g3

O

Remark 3.15. One might be surprised that the equivariance property holds for
the latter case when sg is attached to the vertex at the bottom of the face, as in this
case dy DZO confers a d-function in the counterclockwise direction, different from the
bulk. This is because the well-known equivariance properties in the bulk [25] are
not wholly correct, depending on orientation, as pointed out in [44], Section 3.3].
We accommodated for this by specifying an orientation in Lemma [2.4

Remark 3.16. We have a similar situation for a rough boundary, albeit we found
only one orientation for which the same equivariance property holds, which is:

In the reverse orientiation, where the ribbon crosses downwards instead, equivari-
ance is similar but with the introduction of an antipode. For other orientations we
do not find an equivariance property at all.

As with the bulk, we can define an excitation space using a ribbon between the
two endpoints sg, s1, although more care must be taken in the definition.

Lemma 3.17. Let |vac) be a vacuum state on a half-plane X, where there is one
smooth boundary beyond which there are no more edges. Let & be a ribbon between
two endpoints sg,s1 where so = {vo,po} s on the boundary and sy = {vi,p1} is in
the bulk, such that & interacts with the boundary only once, when crossing from sg
into the bulk; it cannot cross back and forth multiple times. Let [{)"9) := th’g|vac),

and T¢(s0,51) be the space with basis [1)™9).
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(1)p"9) is independent of the choice of ribbon through the bulk between fized
sites sg, S1, so long as the ribbon still only interacts with the boundary at the chosen
location.

(2)T¢(s0,51) € H inherits actions at disjoint sites s, s1,

-1
e ") = [T TI), 8 M) = 6k )

f1>81|wh7g) = |wh,gf_ >7 6f 951|¢h’g) = 5f,g‘1h‘1g|wh7g>

where we use the isomorphism [9) v §,g to see the action at sy as a represen-
tation of 2(R,K) on D(G). In particular it is the restriction of the left reqular
representation of D(G) to E(R,K), with inclusion map i from Lemma[3.6 The
action at sy is the right reqular representation of D(G), as in the bulk.

Proof. (1) is the same as the proof in [I5, Prop.3.10], with the exception that if
the ribbon & crosses the boundary multiple times it will incur an additional energy
penalty from the Hamiltonian for each crossing, and thus T (so,51) # Te(S0,51)
in general.

(2) This follows by the commutation rules in Lemma and Lemma re-
spectively, using
b b
x>y [vac) = 8. Dy [vac) = [vac);  f D, [vac) = 0. >y, [vac) = [vac)
Vx e K, f € G. For the hardest case we have
h,
Oy DZOFh’g|Vac> = Fg o Os.(y >r) I>20|V3’C>
h,
= Fg 953~(y l>r)K,K|VaC)

h,
= F‘5 g(er_’hK|VaC>.
For the restriction of the action at so to Z(R, K), we have that

67" . 6hg = 67‘K,hK5hg = Z 6a,h6hg = Z((sr)(shg
aerK

and x - 6pg = £6pg = i(x)0ng. O

In the bulk, the excitation space L£(sg, s1) is totally independent of the ribbon &
125 15], but we do not know of a similar property for 7T¢(so,s1) when interacting
with the boundary without the restrictions stated.

We explained in Section how representations of D(G) at sites in the bulk
relate to those of Z(R, K) in the boundary by functors in both directions. Phys-
ically, if we apply ribbon trace operators, that is operators of the form WSC T to
the vacuum, then in the bulk we create exactly a quasiparticle of type (C,n) and
(C*,m*) at either end. Now let us include a boundary.

Definition 3.18. Given an irrep of D(G) provided by (C,w), we define the bound-
ary projection Py, € Z(R,K) by

P = > PO,y
O.0) | @40
€

i.e. we sum over the projectors of all the types of irreps of 2(R, K) contained in
the restriction of the given D(G) irrep.

It is clear that Pi*(C,w) is a projection as a sum of orthogonal projections.
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Proposition 3.19. Let & be an open ribbon extending from an external site sy on
a smooth boundary with associated algebra Z(R, K) to a site sy in the bulk, for
example:

S0 .,

Then

b Cr _ : (OvP) —
PO,y P We [vac) =0 iff NGy = 0.

In addition, we have

Cr Cor
P DZOVVg lvac) = W

where we see the left action at s1 of P(C* vy 05 @ right action using the antipode.

Cr
lvac) = W " [vac)< s, e oy,

Proof. Under the isomorphism in Lemma |3.17| we have that Wg’ﬁ|vac) > P(C o €
D(G). For the first part we therefore have

b C,7r .
P(@’p) Do We [vac) — Z(P(O,p))P(C,ﬂ)

so the result follows from the last part of Lemma [3.7} Since the sum of projectors
over the irreps of = is 1, this then implies the second part:

Cor Cr Cr
W " |vac) = OZ P oy DgOVV£ [vac) = P D20W§ [vac).
»

The action at sy is the same as for bulk ribbon operators. O

The physical interpretation is that application of a ribbon trace operator Wg T to

a vacuum state creates a quasiparticle at sg of all the types contained in ¢*(C, ),
while still creating one of type (C*,7*) at s1; this is called the condensation of
(C,m) at the boundary. While we used a smooth boundary in this example, the
proposition applies equally to rough boundaries with the specified orientation in
Remark by similar arguments.

Example 3.20. In the bulk, we take the D(S3) model. Then by Example [2.7] we
have exactly 8 irreps in the bulk. At the boundary, we take K = {e,u} = Zy with
R = {e,uv,vu}. As per the table in Example and Proposition above, we
then have for example that

Ci- Ci,- Ci,-
(Po,-1+Po, 1) DgOWE v vac) = we! !|vac) = we! !Ivac)< sfe, 1
We can see this explicitly. Recall that
Ac(r) l>l;O [vac) = Ack >20|vac) = |vac).
All other vertex and face actions give 0 by orthogonality. Then,
1
POO;_]- = 566 ®(e—u); P0171 = (6uv+5vu)®e

and c
%% —1 _ 2 : ce  e,c
§ ' - F, Ff

ce{u,v,w}
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by Lemmas [3.4] and [2.6] respectively. For convenience, we break the calculation up
into two parts, one for each projector. Throughout, we will make use of Lemma[3.14]
to commute projectors through ribbon operators. First, we have that

C = 1 c,e c,c
Poy, 1 Do, W 1|vac):§((5€®(6—u))bgo > (FEC = Foo)lvac)

ce{u,v,w}

5Bl [ Y (FOC—Fo0) = (Fit — FE o+ F - F™ 4 F2 - F2) Jlvac)

ce{u,v,w}

where we used the fact that u = eu, v = vuu,w = uvu to factorise these elements in
terms of R, K. Second,

Po,a DZOW5 U vac) = ((Bup + 0pu) ® €) I>I;O > (F° = FO)|vac)

ce{u,v,w}
) , , ) b
=(F)C-F"+ FP° = F2") (0 ®e) by [vac)
_ (Fg),e _F;,v +F£w,e _ Fgu’w)|V8,C).

The result follows immediately. All other boundary projections of D(S3) ribbon
trace operators can be worked out in a similar way.

Remark 3.21. Proposition does not tell us exactly how all ribbon opera-
tors in the quasiparticle basis are detected at the boundary, only the ribbon trace
operators. We do not know a similar general formula for all ribbon operators.

Now, consider a lattice in the plane with two boundaries, namely to the left and
right,

Recall that a lattice on an infinite plane admits a single ground state |vac) as
explained in[I5]. However, in the present case, we may be able to also use ribbon
operators in the quasiparticle basis extending from one boundary, at sg say, to
the other, at s; say, such that no quasiparticles are detected at either end. These
ribbon operators do not form a closed, contractible loop, as all undetectable ones
do in the bulk; the corresponding states |¢)) are ground states and the vacuum has
increased degeneracy. We can similarly induce additional degeneracy of excited
states. This justifies the term gapped boundaries, as the boundaries give rise to
additional states with energies that are ‘gapped’; that is, they have a finite energy
difference A (which may be zero) independently of the width of the lattice.
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4. PATCHES

For any nontrivial group, G there are always at least two distinct choices of
boundary conditions, namely with K = {e} and K = G respectively. In these cases,
we necessarily have R = G and R = {e} respectively.

Considering K = {e} on a smooth boundary, we can calculate that A%(v) = id
and BY(s)g = de,g9, for g an element corresponding to the single edge associated
with the boundary site s. This means that after performing the measurements at
a boundary, these edges are totally constrained and not part of the large entangled
state incorporating the rest of the lattice, and hence do not contribute to the model
whatsoever. If we remove these edges then we are left with a rough boundary, in
which all edges participate, and therefore we may consider the K = {e} case to
imply a rough boundary. A similar argument applies for K = G when considered
on a rough boundary, which has A%(v)g = A(v)g = ﬁ Y kg = ﬁ > k for an edge
with state g and B5(s) = id. K = G therefore naturally corresponds instead to
a smooth boundary, as otherwise the outer edges are totally constrained by the
projectors. From now on, we will accordingly use smooth to refer always to the
K =G condition, and rough for K = {e}.

These boundary conditions are convenient because the condensation of bulk exci-
tations to the vacuum at a boundary can be partially worked out in the group basis.
For K = {e}, it is easy to see that the ribbon operators which are undetected at
the boundary (and therefore leave the system in a vaccum state) are exactly those
of the form Fg’g, for all g € G, as any nontrivial & in th’g will be detected by the
boundary face projectors. This can also be worked out representation-theoretically
using Proposition [3.8]

Lemma 4.1. Let K = {e}. Then the multiplicity of an irrep (C,w) of D(G) with
respect to the trivial representation of Z(G,{e}) is

({e},1) _ ;
n(Ce,w) —66’{e}d1m(W7T)

Proof. Applying Proposition [3.8]in the case where V; is trivial, we start with

ST I S TAE
. _ : |{@} |’I’Ll77~r
Cm o elGel .

where C n {e} = {e} iff C = {e}, or otherwise @. Also, 7 = ®gim(w,)({e},1), and if
C = {e} then |G| = |G]. O

The factor of dim(W,) in the r.h.s. implies that there are no other terms in the
decomposition of i*({e}, 7). In physical terms, this means that the trace ribbon
operators Wg '™ are the only undetectable trace ribbon operators, and any ribbon
operators which do not lie in the block associated to (e,7) are detectable. In
fact, in this case we have a further property which is that all ribbon operators in
the chargeon sector are undetectable, as by equation chargeon sector ribbon
operators are Fourier isomorphic to those of the form Fg 9 in the group basis. In
the more general case of a rough boundary for an arbitrary choice of Z(R, K)
the orientation of the ribbon is important for using the representation-theoretic
argument. When K = {e}, for F, g "9 one can check that regardless of orientation the
rough boundary version of Proposition [3.17] applies.

The K = G case is slightly more complicated:

Lemma 4.2. Let K = G. Then the multiplicity of an irrep (C,m) of D(G) with
respect to the trivial representation of 2({e}, G) is

{eh,1) _
n(C,w) B 5”’1



ALGEBRAIC ASPECTS OF BOUNDARIES IN THE KITAEV QUANTUM DOUBLE MODEL23

Proof. We start with

(ep _ 1 G®lny
"(Com) |C||GCO|CEZ(:3| 1.7

Now, K™¢ =G and so 7 =, giving n1 z = 61 . Then ¥ |G| =|C||G|. d

This means that the only undetectable ribbon operators between smooth bound-
aries are those in the fluxion sector, i.e. those with assocated irrep (C,1). However,
there is no factor of |C| on the r.h.s. and so the decomposition of i*(C,1) will gener-
ally have additional terms other than just ({e},1) in g(f.},¢)M. As a consequence,

a fluxion trace ribbon operator WCC ! between smooth boundaries is undetectable

iff its associated conjugacy class is a singlet, say C = {¢o}, and thus ¢y € Z(G), the
centre of G.

Definition 4.3. A patch is a finite rectangular lattice segment with two opposite
smooth sides, each equipped with boundary conditions K = G, and two opposite
rough sides, each equipped with boundary conditions K = {e}, for example:

One can alternatively define patches with additional sides, such as in [30], or with
other boundary conditions which depend on another subgroup K and transversal
R, but we find this definition convenient. Note that our definition does not put
conditions on the size of the lattice; the above diagram is just a conveniently small
and yet nontrivial example.

We would like to characterise the vacuum space Hyac of the patch. To do this,
let us begin with |vac;) from equation (10, and denote |e), = [vacy). This is the
logical zero state of the patch. We will use this as a reference state to calculate
other states in Hyac.

Now, for any other state |¢)) in Hyac, there must exist some linear map D €
End(Hyac) such that Dle) = |¢), and thus if we can characterise the algebra of
linear maps End(Hyac), we automatically characterise Hyac. To help with this, we
have the following useful property:

Lemma 4.4. Let F27 be a ribbon operator for some g € G, with & extending from
the top rough boundary to the bottom rough boundary. Then the endpoints of &
may be moved along the rough boundaries with G = {e} boundary conditions while
leaving the action invariant on any vacuum state.
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Proof. We explain this on an example patch with initial state 1)) € Hyae and a
ribbon &,

Foo =0,(a”td lim Y

— %9
= FE'

using the fact that a = ¢b and m = lk by the definition of Hy,. for the second
equality. Thus, we see that the ribbon through the bulk may be deformed as usual.
As the only new component of the proof concerned the endpoints, we see that this
property holds regardless of the size of the patch. O

One can calculate in particular that Fg’g|e)L = d¢,gl€) 1, which we will prove more
generally later. The undetectable ribbon operators between the smooth boundaries
are of the form

Wl = 3 pen
neG
when C = {¢p} by Lemma hence G = G. Technically, this lemma only tells
us the ribbon trace operators which are undetectable, but in the present case none
of the individual component operators are undetectable, only the trace operators.
There are thus exactly |Z(G)| orthogonal undetectable ribbon operators between
smooth boundaries. These do not play an important role, but we describe them to
characterise the operator algebra on Hyac. They obey a similar rule as Lemma[4.4]
which one can check in the same way.

In addition to the ribbon operators between sides, we also have undetectable
ribbon operators between corners on the lattice. These corners connect smooth
and rough boundaries, and thus careful application of specific ribbon operators can

d \\/ f d <
. h _ e h %
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avoid detection from either face or vertex measurements,

where one can check that these do indeed leave the system in a vacuum using
familiar arguments about B(p) and A(v). We could equally define such operators
extending from either left corner to either right corner, and they obey the discrete
isotopy laws as in the bulk. If we apply FEh’g for any g # e then we have Fg’gw) =0
for any |1)) € Hyac, and so these are the only ribbon operators of this form.

Remark 4.5. Corners of boundaries are algebraically interesting themselves, and
can be used for quantum computation, but for brevity we skim over them. See e.g.
[7, [10] for details.

These corner to corner, left to right and top to bottom ribbon operators span
End(Hyac), the linear maps which leave the system in vacuum. Due to Lemma
all other linear maps must decompose into ribbon operators, and these are the only
ribbon operators in End(Hyac) up to linearity.

As a consequence, we have well-defined patch states |h)r = ¥, th’g|e)L for each
h € G, where £ is any ribbon extending from the bottom left corner to right. Now,
working explicitly on the small patch below, we have

L 3 3
a b
ab™!
e = e 2 s .
€)L = G- a,b,c,d ca db
-1
cd
¢t dt
L ] >
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to start with, then:

a b

1 > AN
ML = am Zaped ch™lat| > |dh~'b!

, -1 T
1| ed \
¢t dt
N s
[} 2

It is easy to see that we may always write |h)y in this manner, for an arbitrary
size of patch. Now, ribbon operators which are undetectable when £ extends from
bottom to top are those of the form F; 9 for example

FEOlh)L = g apeads(h) chta | < |dh 1!

and so F|h) 1, = dg,n|h) 1, where again if we take a larger patch all additional terms
will clearly cancel. Lastly, undetectable ribbon operators for a ribbon ( extending
from left to right are exactly those of the form Y, .o FCCO’" for any ¢p € Z(G). One

can check that |coh)r = ¥ e Fgo’"|h)L, thus these give us no new states in Hyac.
Lemma 4.6. For a patch with the D(G) model in the bulk, dim(Hyac) = |G].

Proof. By the above characterisation of undetectable ribbon operators, the states
{|h)L.} hec span dim(Hyac). The result then follows from the adjointness of ribbon
operators, which means that the states {|h)r }rec are orthogonal. O

We can also work out that for [vacs) from equation (L1)), we have [vaco) = ¥, [h) 1.
More generally:

Corollary 4.7. Hy.. has an alternative basis with states |m;i,7), where m is an
irreducible representation of G and i,j are indices such that 0 <4, j < dim(V,). We
call this the quasiparticle basis of the patch.

Proof. First, use the nonabelian Fourier transform on the ribbon operators Ff 9

so we have F;e’m’j =3, W(n_l)jiFg’". If we start from the reference state

[1;0,0)1 := ¥, |h) L = [vace) and apply these operators with £ from bottom to top
of the patch then we get

|74, 4)r = Fge’”;i’j|1;O,O)L =3 m(n 1) jiln) L
neG
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which are orthogonal. Now, as ¥ . Z?)i;iév”) = |G| and we know dim(Hyac) = |G|

by the previous Lemma {|m;4,j) L }r,i,; forms a basis of dim(Hyac)- O

Remark 4.8. Kitaev models are designed in general to be fault tolerant. The
minimum number of component Hilbert spaces, that is copies of CG on edges,
for which simultaneous errors will undetectably change the logical state and cause
errors in the computation is called the ‘code distance’ d in the language of quantum
codes. For the standard method of computation using nonabelian anyons [25], data
is encoded using excited states, which are states with nontrivial quasiparticles at
certain sites. The code distance can then be extremely small, and constant in
the size of the lattice, as the smallest errors need only take the form of ribbon
operators winding round a single quasiparticle at a site. This is no longer the case
when encoding data in vacuum states on patches, as the only logical operators are
specific ribbon operators extending from top to bottom, left to right or corner to
corner. The code distance, and hence error resilience, of any vacuum state of the
patch therefore increases linearly with the width of the patch as it is scaled, and so
the square root of the number n of component Hilbert spaces in the patch, that is
n~d>.

4.1. Nonabelian lattice surgery. Lattice surgery was invented as a method of
fault-tolerant computation with the qubit, i.e. CZs, surface code [22]. The first
author generalised it to qudit models using CZ, in [16], and gave a fresh perspective
on lattice surgery as ‘simulating’ the Hopf algebras CZ; and C(Zy) on the logical
space Hyac Of a patch. In this section, we prove that lattice surgery generalises
to arbitrary finite group models, and ‘simulates’ CG and C(G) in a similar way.
Throughout, we assume that the projectors A(v) and B(p) may be performed de-
terministically for simplicity. In Appendix |B| we discuss the added complication
that in practice we may only perform measurements which yield projections non-
deterministically.

Remark 4.9. When proving the linear maps that nonabelian lattice surgeries
yield, we will use specific examples, but the arguments clearly hold generally. For
convenience, we will also tend to omit normalising scalar factors, which do not
impact the calculations as the maps are C-linear.
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Let us begin with a large rectangular patch. We now remove a line of edges from

left to right by projecting each one onto e:

We call this a rough split, as we create two new rough boundaries. We no longer
apply A(v) to the vertices which have had attached edges removed. If we start
with a small patch in the state |I) for some [ € G then we can explicitly calculate

the linear map.

Labsc,d, frg,hoisg ke
hl—lf—l

jh7!

j_l

ab™!

ed™!

db1

fq!

gd™*

hi~t

il_lg_1

k™!

kit

k—l

(=4

ca”

fet

2a,b,c,d, fg,hrindk

6fg_1 (6)

hi7tft

jh7!

1

J

ab™t

ed™t

db™!

hi~!

gd™!

k™!
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where we have separated the two patches afterwards for clarity, showing that they
have two separate vacuum spaces. We then have that the last expression is

a b b
ca~l g db?
c
gct gd™!
° L4
= abed,g,hiigk
[ *
hl—lgfl h._l ,l:lflgfl
1)
jht ir kit
it kt
° L4

Observe the factors of g in particular. The state is therefore now ¥, |g7')r ® [gl) L,
where the L.h.s. of the tensor product is the Hilbert space corresponding to the top
patch, and the r.h.s. to the bottom. A change of variables gives ¥, [g)r ® |g7'1) 1,
the outcome of comultiplication of C(G) on the logical state |I); of the original
patch.

Similarly, we can measure out a line of edges from bottom to top, for example

We call this a smooth split, as we create two new smooth boundaries. Each deleted
edge is projected into the state ﬁ Y49 We also cease measurement of the faces
which have had edges removed, and so we end up with two adjacent but disjoint
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patches. Working on a small example, we start with |e):

-1 “1| -1
Lab,c,d, f,g,hi fa™| gv | hell| id

e B Y e B

L ] > L { ]

ab~! cdt
= Za,b,c,d,f,g,h,i,j,k 6bc’1 (j)(sgh’1 (k) fafl gb_711 he! Zd_ll
fg hi~

a j c d

ajt cd™!

— - B - !
= Ycd fhiik fat fp1 kj~t he hzgl
£ k! R

where in the last step we have taken b — jc, g = kh from the §-functions and then a
change of variables j ~ jc™!, k + kh™! in the summation. Thus, we have ended with
two disjoint patches, each in state |e). One can see that this works for any |h)p,
in exactly the same way, and so the smooth split linear map is |h)y — |h)L ® |h) L,
the comultiplication of CG.
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The opposite of splits are merges, whereby we take two disjoint patches and
introduce edges to bring them together to a single patch. For the rough merge
below, say we start with the basis states |k); and |j); on the bottom and top.
First, we introduce an additional joining edge in the state e.

3 L 3
’ ab_l b [ 3 L 3
1 -1 _17-1
cji a dj~'b a b
7 ed™? J ab™?
ct d cjtat ! dj~tht
> [
-1 -1
c d
e
Za,b,c,d,f,g,h,i ind Za,b,c,d,f,g,h,i
f 19
> [ 3 fg 1
f g hk~Lf1 ik~lg7!
fg! I g
hk=tf! ik~tg™! hl i1
1
hl L [
h—l Z'—l
> {

This state |¢)) automatically satisfies B(p)[w) = |0) everywhere. But it does not
satisfy the conditions on vertices, so we apply A(v) to the two vertices adjacent to
the newest edge. Then we have the last expression

djflb—l

= Lab,cd, .9, hoismon
fm™

hk—lf—l

h—l
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which by performing repeated changes of variables yields

[ 3 [ 3
¢ ab™? b
cat g db™t
c
mk—lj—lc—l . nk—lj—ld—l
= Yab.c,d,f.g,hyimn m
fm—l fg_l gn—l
M
h—l ,L'—l

Thus the rough merge yields the map |j) ® |k)r — |jk) L, the multiplication of CG,
where again the tensor factors are in order from top to bottom.

Similarly, we perform a smooth merge with the states |j)r, k) as

a b f g
ab™! S9!
Yabedfghi cj ltat dji~tv=t Rkl ik g™t
bied f.g.hi CJ gt |V f Bl g
C—l d—l h—l i_l

We introduce a pair of edges connecting the two patches, each in the state ,, m.

[ 3 [ [ L 3
a b f g
ab™! m fg!
_ 1 -1 11 ~1p-1 -1 1
Dabed f.ghimn Cjla od-! dj=b hk=f Bl ik™g
n
c—l d—l h—l Z-—l
[ [ ] [ ] L
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The resultant patch automatically satisfies the conditions relating to A(v), but we
must apply B(p) to the freshly created faces to acquire a state in Hyac, giving

a b f g
ab™ bf ! fg!
Yabed fghiOik cjlat dji't hkTlfL ik~ 1g7t
b.e.d. f,g.h.i 0] J | f i1 g
¢! d-! dh™ ht i1

where the B(p) applications introduced the §-functions
Se(bftm7h),  Se(dh7'nTY), Se(diToTof T fRRTTRATY) = 6. (7K.

In summary, the linear map on logical states is evidently |j)z ® |k)r — 0, x|7)r, the
multiplication of C(G).

The units of CG and C(G) are given by the states |e)r and |1;0,0), respectively.
The counits are given by the maps |g)y, — 1 and |g)r ~ J4. respectively. The
logical antipode Sy, is given by applying the antipode to each edge individually, i.e.
inverting all group elements. For example:

a b a—l 671
ab~! ba~!
Stlg)r = SL@ Yabed cg tat » dg~'b7t = ﬁ Yabed agc™! . bgd™!
cd dc
c! d! c d

L] L { ]

This state is now no longer in the original Hyac, SO to compensate we must modify
the lattice. We flip all arrows in the lattice — this is only a conceptual flip, and does
not require any physical modification:

-1 b—l
“ ba~!

o= L -1 -1
G Labed — Age o1 bgd
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This amounts to exchanging left and right regular representations, and redefining
the Hamiltonian accordingly. In the resultant new vacuum space, the state is now

-1
lgH = Fg’g le)r,, with € running from the bottom left corner to bottom right as
previously.

Remark 4.10. This trick of redefining the vacuum space is employed in [22] to
perform logical Hadamards, although in their case the lattice is rotated by 7/2, and
the edges are directionless as the model is restricted to CZs.

Thus, we have all the ingredients of the Hopf algebras CG and C(G) on the
same vector space Hy,c. For applications, one should like to know which quan-
tum computations can be performed using these algebras (ignoring the subtlety
with nondeterministic projectors). Recall that a quantum computer is called ap-
proximately universal if for any target unitary U and desired accuracy € € R, the
computer can perform a unitary V such that ||V - U|| < ¢, i.e. the operator norm
error of V' from U is no greater than e.

We believe that when the computer is equipped with just the states {|h)r }nec
and the maps from lattice surgery above then one cannot achieve approximately
universal computation [43], but leave the proof to a further paper. If we also have
access to all matrix algebra states |m;,7) as defined in Corollary we do not
know whether the model of computation is then universal for some choice of G,
and we do not know whether these states can be prepared efficiently. In fact, how
these states are defined depends on a choice of basis for each irrep, so whether it is
universal may depend not only on the choice of G but also choices of basis. This is
an interesting question for future work.

5. QUASI-HOPF ALGEBRA STRUCTURE OF E(R, K)

We now return to our boundary algebra Z. It is known that = has a great deal
more structure, which we give more explicitly in this section than we have seen
elsewhere. This structure generalises a well-known bicrossproduct Hopf algebra
construction for when a finite group G factorises as G = RK into two subgroups
R, K. Then each acts on the set of the other to form a matched pair of actions >,<
and we use > to make a cross product algebra CK p<C(R) (which has the same form
as our algebra = except that we have chosen to flip the tensor factors) and <1 to make
a cross product coalgebra CK>«C(R). These fit together to form a bicrossproduct
Hopf algebra CK p>«C(R). This construction has been used in the Lie group version
to construct quantum Poincaré groups for quantum spacetimes|[31].

In [4] was considered the more general case where we are just given a subgroup
K ¢ G and a choice of transversal R with the group identity e € R. As we noted,
we still have unique factorisation G = RK but in general R need not be a group.
We can still follow the same steps. First of all, unique factorisation entails that
Rn K ={e}. Tt also implies maps

>D:KxR->R, AQ:KxR—-K, -:RxR-R, 7T:RxR->K
defined by
ar = (x>r)(zdr), rs=r-s7(r,s)
for all x € R,7,s € R, but this time these inherit the properties
(zy)Dr=a>(y>r), ebdr=r,
x>(r-s)=(x>r) - ((z<dr)>s), zbe=e, (12)

(z<r)ds=71 (x >, (z<dr) >s) H(zd (r- s)) 7(r,s), xz<de=u,
(zy)<r = (x<(y>r))(y<dr), edr=e, (13)
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T(r,s-t)7(s,t) =7 (r-s,7(r,8) >t) (7(r,8)4t), 7(e,7)=7(r,e)=e¢,
r-(s-t)=(r-s)-(r(r,s)>t), r-e=e-r=r (14)

for all x,y € K and r,s,t € R. We see from that > is indeed an action (we have
been using it in preceding sections) but < in is only only up to 7 (termed in
[27] a ‘quasiaction’). Both >, < ‘act’ almost by automorphisms but with a back-
reaction by the other just as for a matched pair of groups. Meanwhile, we see from
that - is associative only up to 7 and 7 itself obeys a kind of cocycle condition.

Clearly, R is a subgroup via - if and only if 7(r, s) = e for all 7, s, and in this case
we already see that Z(R, K) is a bicrossproduct Hopf algebra, with the only differ-
ence being that we prefer to build it on the flipped tensor factors. More generally,
[4] showed that there is still a natural monoidal category associated to this data but
with nontrivial associators. This corresponds by Tannaka-Krein reconstruction to
a E as quasi-bialgebra which in some cases is a quasi-Hopf algebra[37]. Here we will
give these latter structures explicitly and in maximum generality compared to the
literature (but still needing a restriction on R for the antipode to be in a regular
form). We will also show that the obvious *-algebra structure makes a *-quasi-Hopf
algebra in an appropriate sense under restrictions on R. These aspects are new,
but more importantly, we give direct proofs at an algebraic level rather than cate-
gorical arguments, which we believe are essential for detailed calculations. Related
works on similar algebras and coset decompositions include [40, 26] in addition to
4, 37, 27].

Lemma 5.1. [@, 37, 27] (R,-) has the same unique identity e as G and has the
left division property, i.e. for all t,s € R, there is a unique solution r € R to the
equation s-r =t (one writes r = s\t). In particular, we let v denote the unique
solution to r-rf = e, which we call a right inverse.

This means that (R,-) is a left loop (a left quasigroup with identity). The
multiplication table for (R,-) has one of each element of R in each row, which is
the left division property. In particular, there is one instance of e in each row. One
can recover G knowing (R,-), K and the data >,<,7[27, Prop.3.4]. Note that a
parallel property of left inverse ( )¥ need not be present.

Definition 5.2. We say that R is regular if ( ) is bijective.

R is regular iff it has both left and right inverses, and this is iff it satisfies
RK = KR by[27, Prop. 3.5]. If there is also right division then we have a loop
(a quasigroup with identity) and under further conditions[27, Prop. 3.6] we have
r = and a 2-sided inverse property quasigroup. The case of regular R is studied
in [37] but this excludes some interesting choices of R and we do not always assume
it. Throughout, we will specify when R is required to be regular for results to hold.
Finally, if R obeys a further condition x >(s-t) = (x >s) >t in [27] then = is a Hopf
quasigroup in the sense introduced in [26]. This is even more restrictive but will
apply to our octonions-related example. Here we just give the choices for our go-to
cases for Ss.

Example 5.3. G =S5 with K = {e,u} has four choices of transversal R meeting
our requirement that e € R. Namely

(1) R = {e,uv,vu} (our standard choice) is a subgroup R = Zs, so it is asso-
ciative and there is 2-sided division and a 2-sided inverse. We also have
ul(uv) = vu,ul(vu) = uv but <, 7 trivial.

(2) R={e,w,v} which is not a subgroup and indeed 7(v,w) = 7(w,v) = u (and
all others are necessarily e). There is an action u>v = w,u>w = v but < is



36 ALEXANDER COWTAN! AND SHAHN MAJID*

still trivial. For examples
vw=wu=>v-w=w, T(v,w)=u; wv=vu=>w-v=0v, T(W,V)=1u
uv =wu =>ubv=w, udv=u; uw=vu=>ubw=v, udw =u.
This has left division/right inverses as it must but not right division as
eew=v-w=wand e-v=w-v=v. Wealso have v-v=w-w=e and ( ) is
bijective so this is reqular.
(3) R ={e,uv,v} which is not a subgroup and 7, >, <1 are all nontrivial with
T(uv,uwv) = 7(v,uwv) = 7(wv,v) =u, 7T(v,v)=¢,
v-v=e, V-UV=UV, UV-V=e, UV UV =0,
ubv=uv, ub(uv)=v, udv=e, uduv=e

R

and all other cases determined from the properties of e. Here v** = v and

(uv)® = v so this is not regular.
(4) R ={e,w,vu} which is analogous to the preceding case, so not a subgroup,
7, >, < all nontrivial and not regular.

We will also need the following useful lemma in some of our proofs.

Lemma 5.4. [27] For any transversal R with e € R, we have

(1) (z<r)™t =27t (z>r).

(2) (zpr)ft = (zar)>rk.

(8) T(r,r)tar = 7(rf P RE)L

(4) T(r,rf)tar = rBE,
forallx e K,r € R.
Proof. The first two items are elementary from the matched pair axioms. For
(1), we use e = (z7'z)<r = (z7'<(z>r))(z<r) and for (2) e = x>(r-rf) =
(z>r)-((z<a7) >rf). The other two items are a left-right reversal of [27, Lem. 3.2]
but given here for completeness. For (3),

e = (r(r,r®r(r,r®)y Yar = (¢ (r, P (7 (r, 7B D)) (7 (r, 7 ) L ar)
= (r(r, 7)< rB Y (2 (r, 7))

which we combine with

(B, Y = 7 (B B (0B BBy = 1 (B (e B e BB (2 () < BB = 7 (e, r B < B

by the cocycle property. For (4), 7(r,r®)<rfE = (r-rB)r(r,rB)qrff = p. (r8.

rBR) = 1 by one of the matched pair conditions. 0

Using this lemma, it is not hard to prove cf[27, Prop.3.3] that

s\t =s"-771(s, s Dt;  s-(s\t) =s\(s-1) = t, (15)

which can also be useful in calculations.

5.1. Z(R,K) as a quasi-bialgebra. We recall that a quasi-bialgebra is a unital
algebra H, a coproduct A : H - H ® H which is an algebra map but is no longer
required to be coassociative, and € : H - C a counit for A in the usual sense
(id®e)A = (e®id)A =id. Instead, we have a weaker form of coassociativity[18, B1]

(id®A)A = ¢((A®id)A( )¢
for an invertible element ¢ € H®3 obeying the 3-cocycle identity
(1®¢)(((do Aw®id)g)(¢p®1) = ((deid®A)¢)(Agid®id)¢, (idee®id)dp=111

(it follows that e in the other positions also gives 1®1). In our case, we already
know that Z(R, K) is a unital algebra.
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Lemma 5.5. (R, K) is a quasi-bialgebra with
Az = Z o ®@x<ds, A, = Z 054705 ®0, €ex=1, €0 =0,

seR s,teR
forallx e K,r € R, and

¢ = Z 5, ®0s@7(r,s)t, ¢ t= Z 0r ® 05 ® T(7,8).

r,5€R r,5€R

Proof. This follows by reconstruction arguments, but it is useful to check directly,

(Az)(Ay) =Y (20 @ 2<5)(yd, ®y<r) = > (Y, ®(2<1s)(y<r)

=Y aydy1 556, ®(2<5) (ydr) = Y 2yd, @(x< (y >r)) (y<r) = Azy)

as s =y D>r and using the formula for (xy)<ir at the end. Also,
A0z ps) = (Adpps)(Az) = Z Opxdy ® Sz

r,p.t=x >s
= Z 2,1 |>p5r ®xd T(S(zq )it = Z 0, ® v T(S(zqr)—l >t
rp.t=x>s (zDr).t=xD>s
= > 26, @x<Ardy = > 16, ®@(xdr)dy = (Azx)(Ad,) = A(xd,)
(z>r).((z<dr) Dt )= D>s rt'=s

using the formula for x [>(r-t"). This says that the coproducts stated are compatible
with the algebra cross relations. Similarly, one can check that

Q6@ @7(p,r))((IdeA)AZ) = )] t(ép ® 0, ®T(p, 7)) (s ®(x<5)d: ®(x<5)<t)

= Y 616,86, (2<5)8, @7(p,r)((z<5)<t)

p,T,S,5t
=Y 26, ®(x<8)0 ®T(x s, (#<5) D) (x<15)<t)
s,t

= zt:xés ®(2<15)d; ®(x<(s5.8))7(s,1)

= > (20, ®(x<5)6; ®(2<(5.1)) (0, ®6, @ T(p,T)

= ((A®id)Am)(Z 0, ®6,07(p,7))

p,r

asp=xzDsand r = (z<s) >t and using the formula for (z< s)<t. For the remaining
cocycle relations, we have

(idee®id)p=> 0,0, 07(r,s) ' =D 6, 01=181

and
(18¢)(([de A®id)p)(¢®1) = Y. 6, ®5, ®5,7(r, s)rer(s,t) 1 (r,s-t)
7,8,t

after multiplying out §-functions and renaming variables. Using the value of A7(r, s)™!

and similarly multiplying out, we obtain on the other side
((deid®A)¢)(Aeid®id)p= Y. 6,85, @7(r,s) "6 (7(r,s) ' at)r(r-s,t)~"
r,8,t
> 6, ®0,®0uT(r,s) " @(T(r,s) < (7 (1, 8) D)) T(r - s, 7(r,s) >t')
r,s,t"

3 6, ®05®0u7(r,s) " &(r(r, )t ) r(r-s, T(r, 8) )7,

7,8,t"
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where we change summation to t' = 7(r,s) >t then use Lemma Renaming ¢’
to t, the two sides are equal in view of the cocycle identity for 7. Thus, we have a
quasi-bialgebra with ¢ as stated. O

We can also write the coproduct (and the other structures) more explicitly.

Remark 5.6. (1) If we want to write the coproduct on = explicitly as a vector
space, the above becomes
A, ®z)= Y 65,0205, ®(x ' >s)™", €(5,®2) =0,
st=r
which is ugly due to our decision to build it on C(R)® CK. (2) If we built it on
the other order then we could have = = CK D<C(R) as an algebra, where we have
a right action

(f|>$)(7”):f($<]7”); 57‘ l>33:693‘1<1'r
on f € C(R). Now make a right handed cross product
(2®0,)(y®0s) = 2y ®(6, DY)Is = TY ® I50r ya s

which has cross relations 4,y = y,-14,. These are the same relations as before. So
this is the same algebra, just we prioritise a basis {zd,} instead of the other way
around. This time, we have
A(x®96,) = Z T®0; ®T>5® ;.
st=r
We do not do this in order to be compatible with the most common form of D(G)
as C(G)><1C@ as in [15].

5.2. Z(R, K) as a quasi-Hopf algebra. A quasi-bialgebra is a quasi-Hopf algebra
if there are elements a, 8 € H and an antialgebra map S : H — H such that[I8], 3T]

(S&)at = e(§)a, &BSE=€(€)B, ¢ B(SP*)ag’ =1, (S¢™)agp™BS¢™" =1
where A¢ = £,0&, ¢ = ¢' @2 ® ¢ with inverse ¢ 1 ®¢p2®¢ 3 is a compact
notation (sums of such terms to be understood). It is usual to assume S is bijective
but we do not require this. The «,f3,S are not unique and can be changed to
S"=U(S YWa =Ua,p = pUL for any invertible U. In particular, if o is
invertible then we can transform to a standard form replacing it by 1. For the
purposes of this paper, we therefore call the case of « invertible a (left) regular
antipode.

Proposition 5.7. If ( )® is bijective, Z(R, K) is a quasi-Hopf algebra with reqular
antipode
S(0,®x) =031 pryr oz tar, a= Z 0,®1, f= Z(;T@T(T,TR).
reR r
Equivalently in subalgebra terms,
S8, =8,r, Sz=> (z7'>s)r, a=1, B=Y &7(rrf).

seR reR

Proof. For the axioms involving ¢, we have

¢'B(8¢*)ad” = 3 (8,8 1) (6, ®7(r,r™))(din ®7(s,1)™")

s,t,r
= 2(55 ®71(s, %)) (6n@7(s,t)7") = 2(5558’7(5’51%) sir @ T(s, s)1(s,1)7
s,t s,t
= Z bs®7(s,s)r(s,t)7 1 =1,

sB tR=¢

where we used s.(s%.t%) = (s5.5%).7(s,sT) >t = 7(s,s%) ptE. So s = 7(s, %) >t
holds iff s®.t% = e by left cancellation. In the sum, we can take ¢ = s which
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contributes 0, ® e. Here s®.t% = s% (%) = ¢; there is a unique element ¢ which
does this and hence a unique ¢ provided ( ) is injective, and hence a bijection.

S(e a2 BS(¢67%) = > (6er ® 1) (8 ® 1) (64 ® T(w, ™)) (6 (5.1 poyr @ (7(5,8) ' <10))

s,t,u,v

=3 (05r ® (5™, 8™)) (0(r(s.57)-1 poyr ® T(5,57) 7 ).

50
Upon multiplication, we will have a J-function dictating that
s = 1(s%, s ) > (1(s,57) o) B,
so we can use the fact that
s-sft=e=s5-(r(s%, s > (7(s,s7) 7 Do) )

=s- (s (s (7(s,5) T Do) )

=7(s,sT) (s (7(s,s7) pu)T),
where we use similar identities to before. Therefore s%% . (7(s,s%)1pv)f = ¢, so

(1(s,8%) tpv)ft = sBEE When () is injective, this gives us v = 7(s, s7) >sfE.
Returning to our original calculation we have that our previous expression is

= Z Osr @ T(s7, s (7 (s, ) < (7(s, sT) psT))
=Y @ 7(s", s ) (1(s,5M)as ) =Y on@l=1

We now prove the antipode axiom involving c«,
(S(6:82)1)(6s®T)2 = . (6(p-1pryr ® (z7'<47)) (6 ® (7' <1r) ™)
rt=s

= Z 5(75—1 br)R (z-1<7) Dtd(w—l pryR ® 1= Je,s 25(93-1 pr)R ® 1=€¢(0s®x)l.

ri=s T
The condition from the §-functions is
(7 o) = (a7t ar) >t
which by uniqueness of right inverses holds iff
e=(z7'pr) - (z7ar)pt =27 D (r - t)
which is iff .t = e, so t = 7. As we also need r.t = s, this becomes s, as required.
We now prove the axiom involving f, starting with

(0,@2)185((5; ®x)2) = 3 (6, ®2) (8, @7(p,p™))S(dr®(a"" 1))

rt=s,p

Z (0r0rzpp ® mT(papR))(‘s((z*wr) >t)R ®(z7'ar)<t)

rt=s,p
Z (57" ® mT(ac*l >r, ($71 DT’)R))((S((z—lqr) >R ®(.’£71<] ’f')<] ﬁ).

ri=s

When we multiply this out, we will need from the product of §-functions that
(27 o (a7 o)) (e o) = (a7 ar) )R,
but note that 7(q,¢®)"'>q = ¢®® from Lemma So the condition from the
d-functions is
(' )R = (a7 ar) pt) B,
SO
(7 o) = (a7 ar) >t
when ( ) is injective. By uniqueness of right inverses, this holds iff

e=(z'or)- (7 '<ar)pt) =2 p(r-t),
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where the last equality is from the matched pair conditions. This holds iff r - ¢ = e,
that is, t = 7*. This also means in the sum that we need s = e. Hence, when we
multiply out our expression so far, we have

= 63,6 Z 6r ®JJT($_1 [>Ta (x_l D"A)R)(‘/L'_qu)qu = (Ss,e Zér ®T(TaTR) = 68,8/37

as required, where we used
zr(z7 o (a7 o)) (e ar)ar® = 7 (r, e R)
by the matched pair conditions. The subalgebra form of Sz is the same using the

commutation relations and Lemma [5.4] to reorder.
It remains to check that

S(s®y)S(6,®x) = (5(y‘1 >s)R ®y_1<] S)(é(z—l >z)R ez i« T)
= 0rapsO(y1 ps)R ey '<as) @zt ar) = 6,, psO(y-1a-1pr)R oy < (zt pr))(z ar)
= 5(57“57‘,1 >s ®.’by) = S((67‘ ®x)(55 ®y))7

where the product of §-functions requires (y~' >s)f = (y~1<1s) > (27! >r)E, which
is equivalent to s = (27! >r)® using Lemma This imposes 6, ;5. We then
replace s = ™! >r and recognise the answer using the matched pair identities. [

5.3. Z(R,K) as a *-quasi-Hopf algebra. The correct notion of a *-quasi-Hopf
algebra H is not part of Drinfeld’s theory but a natural notion is to have further
structure so as to make the monoidal category of modules a bar category in the
sense of [3]. If H is at least a quasi-bialgebra, the additional structure we need,
fixing a typo in [3} Def. 3.16], is the first three of:

(1) An antilinear algebra map 6: H - H.

(2) An invertible element v € H such that §() = and 62 = y( )y7L.

(3) An invertible element G € H ® H such that

AG=G 1 (O00)(AP( )G, (e®id)(G)=(id®e)(G) =1, (16)
(00000)(P321)(10G)((Id®A)G)p= (G 1)((A®id)G). (17)

(4) We say the *-quasi bialgebra is strong if
(y®1)AY " = ((0©6)(G21))G. (18)

Note that if we have a quasi-Hopf algebra then S is antimultiplicative and 6 = %S
defines an antimultiplicative antilinear map *. However, S is not unique and it
appears that specifying 6 directly is more canonical.

Lemma 5.8. Let ( ) be bijective. Then Z has an antilinear algebra automorphism
0 such that
0(z) =Y a<sdsr, 0(8) =04z,

0> =y( ) v=D7(s,8") 70, 0(y) =1

Proof. We compute,
0(650¢) = 05,005 = Osr yrOsr = 0(J5)0(0;)
0(2)0(y) = > a<86,ry<tdsr = Y (x<(y>t))y<dtd, = Y (zy)<dtdr = 0(zy)
s,t

t t

where imagining commuting 6; to the left fixes s = (y<t) >t = (y>t)¥ to obtain
the 2nd equality. We also have

0(xds) = Z:E<] t0irdsr = x<ISO4r = 5(3548) psRT]S = 5(;1; ps)RLIS
t

0(5xl>sl‘) = Z(S(xDS)RZEQ t5t1?, = Za(xbs)Ra(xdt) >R = 25(:£I>S)R5(2Dt)Rx<] t,
t t t
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which is the same as it needs t = s. Next

Py_l = ZT(S7SR)6SRR = 2537—(57 SR)7

S
where we recall from previous calculations that 7(s, s%) >s® = 5. Then

0%(x) =Y. 0(x<180,n) = > (21 8)td;nb4n = Y (2<8)<d80,n = Y (2<18) x5 rn
s s,t s s

=Y 71(z>s, (z >s)) a7 (s, s 0 rn = (¢, tfY16,27(s, s nn
s s,t

= > 8irrT(L, tBY (s, %) mm = yay !

s,t

where for the 6th equality if we were to commute d,rr to the left, this would
fix t = 27(s,s%) >sfE = x>s. We then use 7(¢, )1 >t = t#F and recognise the
answer. We also check that

753771 = T(S,SR)il(SST(S, SR) = 0grR = 192(55)7
0(v) = ZT(S, s Qtd,r04m = ZT(S7SR)_1<] s04r = ZT(SR, SN =
s,t

s S

using Lemma [5.4] O
Next, we find G obeying the conditions above.
Lemma 5.9. If ( )® is bijective then equation (@ holds with
G=>6r7(s,) " @7 (t, t) (7 (s, t)at) 7,
st

G = 7(s5,1)0m ®(1(5, )Y T (4, %) M gn.

s,t

Proof. The proof that G,G™" are indeed inverse is straightforward on matching the
d-functions to fix the summation variables in §~' in terms of G. This then comes
down to proving that the map (s,t) = (p,q) := (7(s,t) >t¥, 7/(s,t) >sT) is injective.
Indeed, the map (p,q) — (p, p-q) is injective by left division, so it’s enough to prove
that

(5,t) = (p.p-q) = (7(s, ) Dt 7 (s, ) (- (4, 47) T >s™)) = ((s-t)\s, (s- 1))

is injective. We used (s-t)-7(s,t) >t = s (t-t%) = s by quasi-associativity to
recognise p, recognised t% . 7(t,t7) L >sf = t\sf from and then

(s-t)-7(s,t)>(t\s7) =5 (t- (t\sT)) =s-s =¢

to recognise p-¢q. That the desired map is injective is then immediate by ( )¥
injective and elementary properties of division.
We use similar methods in the other proofs. Thus, writing

7' (s,1) = (7(s, )<t (4, t7) T = 7 (s -, 7(s, 1) >tT) 7
for brevity, we have

G O®0)(APS,) =G Y (6,n@0,m) = Y, T(s5,1)0r ®T'(5,8)d,r,

p-q=r st=r
(A5G = Y (0,906 = > T(5,0)6r @ T (5,1)dn,
p-q=rE p-q=rR

where in the second line, commuting the 6,z and d,r to the left sets p = 7(s,t) >t%,
q=1'(s,t)>sf as studied above. Hence p-q = r® in the sum is the same as s-t = r,
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so the two sides are equal and we have proven on 6,. Similarly,
G (0®0)(A%x)
= Z (T(pv Q)éqR ®(T(pa Q)<] qR)T(Q7 qR)il(spR) ((1’<] 8)<] t(stR ® 5(1 Ds)qu 8)
D,q,s,t
=3 (25 t)7(s, )0 @ T(x>(5-1), (A5 1)7(s,t) D) (24 8)d,en
s,t
where we first note that for the d-functions to connect, we need
p=abs, ((z<s)<t)pth=q¢",

which is equivalent to ¢ = (z<15) >t since e = (2<15) >(t-t7) = ((z<15) >t)-(((z<8)<t) >tR).
In this case

T(p,q)((x<8)<t) = T(x s, (x<18) >t) ((2<8)t) = (x5 t)T(s,t)
by the cocycle axiom. Similarly, (z<is)™'>(z>s)® = s by Lemma gives us

dsr. For its coefficient, note that p-q = (x>s)- ((x<s) >t) =z >(s-t) so that, using
the other form of 7/(p.q), we obtain

m(p ¢, 7(p, ) >q") N (w<s) = T(a>(s-1),7(p, ¢) ((x<8)<t) Bt) (2 s)

and we use our previous calculation to put this in terms of s,¢. On the other side,
we have

(A(2))G7 = Y A2t 8,n)G !

= Y 2qtd,7(p,q)dyr ®(a<1t)<r 6, 7(p-q,7(p, @) >q7) S ,n
p,q,sr=t8

=> 21 ) T(p, Q)64 ®(x<p- q)<AsT(p-q,5)  Opn,
p,q

where, for the d-functions to connect, we need

s=7(p,q)>q", r=7"(p,q) >p".
The map (p,q) — (s,r) has the same structure as the one we studied above but
applied now to p,q in place of s,t. It follows that s-r = (p-¢)® and hence this
being equal t? is equivalent to p-¢ = ¢t. Taking this for the value of ¢, we obtain the
second expression for (Af(z))G ™.

We now use the identity for (z<p-q)<ts and (p-q)-7(p,q)>q% =p-(¢-¢%) =p
to obtain the same as we obtained for G™'(0 ® 0)(A°x) on , upon renaming s, ¢
there to p,q. The proofs of , are similarly quite involved, but omitted given
that it is known that the category of modules is a strong bar category. (|

Corollary 5.10. For ( ) bijective and the standard antipode in Proposition
we have a *-quasi Hopf algebra with 0 = xS, where * = 71 67 = &4 is the standard
*-algebra structure on = as a cross product and v,G are as above.

Proof. We check that
#Sx = %(Y 01 payra  <8) = 3 (271 <8) (1 pgyr = a8 0gr = 0(x),

where s’ = 7! >s and we used Lemma 0

The key property of any quasi-bialgebra is that its category of modules is monoidal
with associator ¢v.wy : (VW)U - V(W eU) given by the action of ¢. In
the *-quasi case, this becomes a bar category as follows[3]. First, there is a functor
bar from the category to itself which sends a module V to a ‘conjugate’, V. In our

case, this has the same set and abelian group structure as V but \.o = Av for all
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A€C, ie. a conjugate action of the field, where we write v € V' as v when viewed
in V. Similarly,

Ev=0(&)w

for all ¢ € Z(R, K). On morphisms ¢ : V — W, we define ¢ : V — W by 4(0) = 1 (v).
Next, there is a natural isomorphism Y : bar o ® = ®°? o(bar x bar), given in our
case for all modules V., W by

Tyw:VeWzWeV, Tyw(wew)= GPwegtu
and making a hexagon identity with the associator, namely

(ideTvw)oYvewuy =g vweo (Twyeid) e Tvwev o dvwu.
We also have a natural isomorphism bb : id = bar o bar, given in our case for all
modules V' by
be :V—>V, bbv(U) Iﬁ
and obeying bby = bbyy. In our case, we have a strong bar category, which means
also
TV_V,V o TV,W o be®W =Dbby @ bby.

Finally, a bar category has some conditions on the unit object 1, which in our case
is the trivial representation with these automatic. That G = RK leads to a strong

bar category is in [3, Prop. 3.21] but without the underlying *-quasi-Hopf algebra
structure as found above.

Example 5.11. (i) Z(R,K) for So ¢ S3 with its standard transversal. As an
algebra, this is generated by Zs, which means by an element v with u? = e, and
by dp,01,02 for d-functions as the points of R = {e,uv,vu}. The relations are d;
orthogonal and add to 1, and cross relations

50’(,L = ’LL(SO’ 51’UJ = ’LL(SQ, 52’UJ = u51.

The dot product is the additive group Zs, i.e. addition mod 3. The coproducts etc
are

Abi= ) 6;®6,, Au=ueu, ¢=101l

J+k=1
with addition mod 3. The cocycle and right action are trivial and the dot product
is that of Z3 as a subgroup generated by wv. This gives an ordinary cross product
Hopf algebra = = C(Z3)>1CZsy. Here S¢; = 6_; and Su = u. For the *-structure, the
cocycle is trivial so v =1 and G =1®1 and we have an ordinary Hopf *-algebra.
(ii)) 2(R, K) for S, c S3 with its second transversal. For this R, the dot product
is specified by e the identity and v-w = w, w-v =v. The algebra has relations
Ot = U, OpU = Uy, Opl = Udy,
and the quasi-Hopf algebra coproducts etc. are
Ade =0 ®0e + 0y ® 0y + 00y ® Gy,  Ady =0 ® Oy + 0y ® O + 0y ® 0y,
Aby =06® 0y + 0y ®e + 0, ®0,,, Au=ud®u,
p=10101+ (0,80, +0,80,)®(u—-1)=¢ "
The antipode is

S0s =d4r = Js, SU:Z(S(HDS)RU:U, a=1, B:Z§S®T(s,s):1

from the antipode lemma, since the map ( ) happens to be injective and indeed
acts as the identity. In this case, we see that Z(R, K) is nontrivially a quasi-Hopf
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algebra. Only 7(v,w) = 7(w,v) = w are nontrivial, hence for the *-quasi Hopf
algebra structure, we have

v=1, G=1®1+ (0, ®Jy +0y®d)(u®u-1®1)
with @ = »S acting as the identity on our basis, 8(z) = « and 6(ds) = .

We also note that the algebras E(R, K) here are manifestly isomorphic for the
two R, but the coproducts are different, so the tensor products of representations
is different, although they turn out isomorphic. The set of irreps does not change
either, but how we construct them can look different. We will see in the next that
this is part of a monoidal equivalence of categories.

Example 5.12. Sy c S3 with its 2nd transversal. Here R has two orbits: (a)
C = {e} with ro = ¢, K" = K with two 1-diml irreps V, as p=trivial and p = sign,
and hence two irreps of Z(R, K); (b) C = {w,v} with 7o = v or ro = w, both with
K" = {e} and hence only p trivial, leading to one 2-dimensional irrep of Z(R, K).
So, altogether, there are again three irreps of Z(R, K):
‘/v({e},p) : 57“1 = 57‘,ea u.l= :i:l,
Viqwol),1) i 0p0 = 0p 0¥, OpW = 0p W, UV =W, UW=DV

acting on C and on the span of v,w respectively. These irreps are equivalent to
what we had in Example when computing irreps from the standard R.

6. CATEGORICAL JUSTIFICATION AND TWISTING THEOREM

We have shown that the boundaries can be defined using the action of the al-
gebra Z(R, K) and that one can perform novel methods of fault-tolerant quantum
computation using these boundaries. The full story, however, involves the quasi-
Hopf algebra structure verified in the preceding section and now we would like to
connect back up to the category theory behind this.

6.1. G-graded K-bimodules. We start by proving the equivalence =g x)yM =
KM?( explicitly and use it to derive the coproduct studied in Section |5} Although
this equivalence is known[40], we believe this to be a new and more direct derivation.
Lemma 6.1. IfV, is a K™ -module and V5 , the associated Z(R, K) irrep, then

VO ,=V0,®CK, z.(revez)y=c>ro(z)ve(zdr)zy, [revezl=rz
is a G-graded K-bimodule. Here r € O and v €V, in the construction of Vi o

Proof. That this is a G-graded right K-module commuting with the left action of
K is trivial. That the left action works and is G-graded is

2. (y.(revez)) =z.(y>re(.(y).ve(ydr)z) = zy>ro (.(zy).ve(zd (y>r))(y<dr)z
=2y >re (- (zy).ve((zy)dr)z
and
|z.(revez).y| = (zbr)(z<dr)zy = zrzy = 2lr @ v 2|y.
[l

Remark 6.2. Recall that we can also think more abstractly of Z = C(G/K)>=<1CK
rather than using a transversal. In these terms, a representation of Z(R, K) as an R-
graded K-module V such that |z.v| = 2<|v] now becomes a G/K-graded K-module
such that |z.v| = z|v|, where |v| € G/K and we multiply from the left by = € K.
Moreover, the role of an orbit O above is played by a double coset T'= OK € xG.
In these terms, the role of the isometry group K™ is played by

K™ = KnreKry,
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where r7 is any representative of the same double coset. One can take rp =y but
we can also chose it more freely. Then an irrep is given by a double coset T" and
an irreducible representation pr of K'7. If we denote by V,,. the carrier space for
this then the associated irrep of C(G/K)><ICK is Vr,, = CK ®grr V,, which is
manifestly a K-module and we give it the G/K-grading by |z ® xrr v| = K. The
construction in the last lemma is then equivalent to

Vr pp = CK & Vor ®CK, |z 2, V@2 =2z

as manifestly a G-graded K-bimodule. This is an equivalent point of view, but we
prefer our more explicit one based on R, hence details are omitted.

Also note that the category K./\/lg of G-graded K-bimodules has an obvious
monoidal structure inherited from that of K-bimodules, where we tensor product
over CK. Here |w®ck w'| = |w||w'| in G is well-defined and z.(w®ck w').y =
z.w®ck w'.y has degree z|w||w'|y = z|w ®ck w'|y as required.

Proposition 6.3. We let R be a transversal and W = V@ CK made into a G-
graded K-bimodule by

z.(v@z)y=zve(zdv))zy, [vez|=|zed,

where now we view |[v| € R as the chosen representative of |v| € G/K. This gives
a functor F: =M — K./\/l% which is a monoidal equivalence for a suitable qua-

sibialgebra structure on Z(R,K). The latter depends on R since F depends on
R.

Proof. We define F'(V') as stated, which is clearly a right module that commutes
with the left action, and the latter is a module structure as

z.(y.(v®2)) = z.(yv®(yd|v])2) = zy.v & (< (y >v|)) (y<d|v])z = (zy).(ve® 2)

using the matched pair axiom for (xy)<|v|. We also check that |z.(v®z).y| =
lz.vjzy = (D)) (x<v])zy = z|v|zy = zjv®@z]y. Hence, we have a G-graded K-
bimodule. Conversely, if W is a G-graded K-bimodule, we let

V={weW ||wleR}, zw=zv(z<lv)™?, 6&.v= Or o]V

where v on the right is viewed in W and we use the K-bimodule structure. This
is arranged so that z.v on the left lives in V. Indeed, |z.v| = z|v|(z<t|v])™! = 2 >|v|
and z.(y.v) = zyv(y<|v]) " (z< (y>|v])) ! = zyv((zy)<|v])~! by the matched pair
condition, as required for a representation of Z(R, K). One can check that this is
inverse to the other direction. Thus, given W = @,2c¢Wiz = ®2ex Wge, Where we
let Wgy = ®rcgWoy, the right action by x € K gives an isomorphism Wg, 2V ® x
as vector spaces and hence recovers W = V@CK. This clearly has the correct
right K-action and from the left z.(v®z) = zv(z<|v])™! ®(z<|v|)z, which under
the identification maps to zv(x<|v|)™!(z<|v|)z = zvz € W as required given that
v® 2z maps to vz in W.
Now, if V, V" are Z(R, K) modules then as vector spaces,

v,v/

Iy,
F(V) ® F(V')= (VeCK) & (V'eCK)=VeV'eCK 2 F(VeV’)

by the obvious identifications except that in the last step we allow ourselves the
possibility of a nontrivial isomorphism as vector spaces. For the actions on the two
sides,

r.(vev ®2)y=2.(vev)®(zdlvev|)zy = z.v&(xd|v]).v &((z<|v|)<v'|) 2y,
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where on the right, we have z.(v®1) = z.v ® x<|v| and then take z< |v] via the ®ck
to act on v’ ® z as per our identification. Comparing the x action on the V&V’
factor, we need

Ar=Y 26, @2<dr =) 6p, @@ 1 Q24T
reR reR

as a modified coproduct without requiring a nontrivial fy,y+ for this to work. The
first expression is viewed in Z(R, K)®? and the second is on the underlying vector
space. Likewise, looking at the grading of F(V®V') and comparing with the
grading of F(V)®ck F(V'), we need to define [v®@v’| = |[v]-|v| € R and use |v] -
[v'|7(Jv], [v']) = |v||v'| to match the degree on the left hand side. This amounts to
the coproduct of 4, in Z(R, K),

A, = Y 6,85 =) 5010601

s-t=r s-t=r

and a further isomorphism
frvi(vev ez)=vev er(jv),v|)z

on the underlying vector space. After applying this, the degree of this element
is lvev|r(Jv], [v'])z = |v||v’|z = [ve1|jv’ ®z|, which is the degree on the original
F(V)®ck F(V') side. Now we show that fy - respects associators on each side
of F. Taking the associator on the Z(R, K)-module side as

¢V,V’,V” : (V® V’) V" >V ®(V’ ® V”), (bv’vl’vﬂ((v ®Ul) ®’U”) = ¢1.’U ®(¢2.’Ul ®¢3.U”)

and ¢ trivial on the G-graded K-bimodule side, for F' to be monoidal with the
stated fy,v+ etc, we need

F(ovyv)fvev v fry (vev ®z)
=F(ovvy)fvevivr(wev er(ll, v']).v" @(r(ll, )< v"])z)
=F(ovyy)(wev er(lu, ']).v" @r(ullv'], (o] [v]) Ho"[) (7 (lv], ') < [v"])2)
=F(ovvv)(vev er(lvf[v').v" @r(ll, v'[.lo" )7 ('], [v"])z,
fvyvievifrivr(vev ev’®z) = fuvevr(vev v’ e (], [v"])z)
=v®v @v" @ ([v], v &@v")T(|v'|, ")z =vev ®v" @ r(jv|, |v|.]v" )T (Jv'],|v"]) 2,
where for the first equality we moved 7(|v],|v'|) in the output of fy v+ via ®ck to

act on the v”. We used the cocycle property of 7 for the 3rd equality. Comparing
results, we need

dvvi v (vev)ev”)=vew er(ju,lv]) "), ¢= Z (0,@1)e(0s@1)o(leT(s,t)™").
s,teR

Note that we can write

fvvi(vev ®z) = ( ZR(ch@ De(del)eT(s,t)).(verv ®z)

but we are not saying that ¢ is a coboundary since this is not given by the action
of an element of Z(R, K)®2. O

This derives the quasibialgebra structure on Z(R, K') used in Section [5| but now
so as to obtain an equivalence of categories.
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6.2. Drinfeld twists induced by change of transversal. We recall that if H
is a quasiHopf algebra and x € H® H is a cochain in the sense of invertible and
(id®e)x = (e®id)x =1, then its Drinfeld twist H is another quasi-Hopf algebra
A=xT"A()x  9=xa((i[deA)x )e((A®id)x)xiz, E=¢
S=5, a=(SxHax®, B=(H'BSK)’
where x = x! ® x? with a sum of such terms understood and we use same notation
for x71, see [31, Thm. 2.4.2] but note that our y is denoted F~! there. In categorical
terms, this twist corresponds to a monoidal equivalence G : gM — gxM which is
the identity on objects and morphisms but has a nontrivial natural transformation
gvv : GVRG(VN2G(Ve V'), grv(vev)=x'vex’v.

The next theorem follows by the above reconstruction arguments, but here we
check it directly. The logic is that for different R, R’ the category of modules are
both monoidally equivalent to KM% and hence monoidally equivalent but not in a
manner that is compatible with the forgetful functor to Vect. Hence these should
be related by a cochain twist.

Theorem 6.4. Let R, R be two transversals with T € R representing the same
coset as r € R. Then E(R,K) is a cochain twist of Z(R,K) at least as quasi-
bialgebras (and as quasi-Hopf algebras if one of them is). The Drinfeld cochain is

X=Lrer(dr@1)@(lerr).

Proof. Let R, R be two transversals. Then for each r € R, the class rK has a
unique representative 7K with 7 € R'. Hence 7 = r¢, for some function ¢: R - K
determined by the two transversals as ¢, = r~17 in G. One can show that the cocycle
matched pairs are related by

eDF = (2 Dr)eypr, AT = cpp, (2410,
among other identities. On using
st = scster = s(cs D) (cs<dt)er = (5 ¢ DE)T(8, ¢5 D) (cs<dt)
= mc;_is st T (8, ¢ D) (cs<At) ey

and factorising using R, we see that

§it=5-csDt, 7(5,1) =L T (s,05Dt) (e t)cy. (19)

We will construct a monoidal functor G : z(r, k)M = z(g, k)M With g,y (v®V’) =

xtw®x2.v for a suitable y € Z(R, K)®2. First, let F : =(rR,K)M — KM% be the

monoidal functor above with natural isomorphism fy v and F : =(r, )M ~ K./\/lf(
the parallel for Z(R, K) with isomorphism fyv~. Then

C:F—>FoG, Cy:F(V)=V®CK->Ve®CK-=FG(V), Cy(vez) :v®c‘;}1‘z

is a natural isomorphism. Check on the right we have, denoting the R grading by
| ||, the G-grading and K-bimodule structure
ICyv(v@z)|=|ve® c‘_vl‘z| = ||v||c|_v1|z =z =|vez|,
z.Cy(vez)y=z.(ve® cl_vllz)y = z.v®(zd ||v||)c‘_v}zy =TU® C;Lh}l(l‘q [v])zy
=Cy(z.(v®2).y).
We want these two functors to not only be naturally isomorphic but for this to
respect that they are both monoidal functors. Here F' o G has the natural isomor-
phism B B B
fo = Flgvvr) o faqvy.aovn
by which it is a monoidal functor.
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The natural condition on a natural isomorphism C between monoidal functors
is that C' behaves in the obvious way on tensor product objects via the natural
isomorphisms associated to each monoidal functor. In our case, this means

fovio(CveCy)=Cyevio fyy i F(V)® F(V') - FG(VeV').
Putting in the specific form of these maps, the right hand side is
Cvevofyy(vel %v' ®2)=Cygv (vev ®r(jv],|v])z) =vev ® c@1®v,|7(|v|, [v'])z,
while the left hand side is
f&v, o(Cy®Cy)(vel %v' ®2)= f‘g/y,(v ®c|_vll %v' ®c|_vl,|z)
= fyy(vel ®c‘_v1|.v' ®(c|_vl‘ B||v'||)c|_vl,‘z)
= Fgvy) (e v e 7([[oll, llep oI (e Bl e 2)
= F(QV,V')(U®C|U| v ®c|v®v’|7—(|v|’ [W'])2,

using the second of and |v ® v'| = |v|]v|. We also used f‘g/y, = F(gv,v) faovy.aom
FG(V)® FG(V') » FG(V®V'). Comparing, we need F(gyy+) to be the action
of the element

X=) 6,®c e E(R,K)®%.

reR
It follows from the arguments, but one can also check directly, that ¢ indeed twists
as stated to ¢ when these are given by Lemma again using . [l

The twisting of a quasi-Hopf algebra is again one. Hence, we have:

Corollary 6.5. If R has ( )T bijective gwing a quasi-Hopf algebra with regular
antipode S, =1, 3 as in Proposztzon- and R is another transversal then Z(R, K)
in the twisting form of Theorem[6-4] has an antipode

S=8, a=Ybre, B=Y 67(r ) (et ar®)

This is a regular antipode if ( )% for R is also bijective (i.e. & is then invertible

and can be transformed back to standard form to make it 1).

Proof. We work with the initial quasi-Hopf algebra Z(R, K) and >,<, 7 refer to
this but note that Z(R, K) is the same algebra when ¢, is identified with the
corresponding 0. Then

a=(SxHx*= > 86, ®c, =6,rey

using the formula for Sé, = §,r in Proposition Similarly, x ™' =¥, 6, ®c; ! and
we use S, 8 from the above lemma, where

S(1®z) =Y 0ripr®z 'As =Y 0@ <A (x>t) = Y 6;r ®(2<1t) "
s t t

Then
B=x""BSx"?= . 6.057(s,s"™)on(c; at)™
7,8,
= Z(S T\T, T‘R)(StR(C <]t Z(S 5T(T‘TR)[>tRT(T r )(C <]t) 1

Tt

RE — r(p ) 1pr =

Commuting the §-functions to the left requires r = 7(r, r%) >t or r
t so t = r® under our assumptions, giving the answer stated.
If ()% is bijective then @' = ¥, ¢ 0,r = 3, ezt srrCy - provides the left inverse.

On the other side, we need ¢! >rf = ¢! >sft iff r = 5. This is true if () for R is
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also bijective. That is because, if we write ( )R for the right inverse with respect
to R, one can show by comparing the factorisations that

sf = Glpsk, sE=c, b5
and we use the first of these. O

Example 6.6. With reference to the list of transversals for S5 c S3, we have four
quasi-Hopf algebras of which two were already computed in Example

(i) 2nd transversal as twist of the first. Here = is generated by Zz as u again
and 67 with R = {e,w,v}. We have the same cosets represented by these with € = e,
v = w and vu = v, which means ¢, = €, cyy = U, Cyy = u. To compare the algebras
in the two cases, we identify &g = J¢, 01 = 0,02 = 0y as delta-functions on G/K
(rather than on G) in order to identify the algebras of = and =. The cochain from
Theorem is

X=0c®e+ (Opy +0up)®Uu=0001+ (01 +02)®u=56®1+(1-6)®u
as an element of Z=® =. One can check that this conjugates the two coproducts as
claimed. We also have
’=1®1, (e®id)y=(id®e)x=1.
We spot check , for example vw = vu~uv = uv = vavw = vu(u>(uv)), as it had
to be. We should therefore find that
((A®id)x)xiz2 = ((id® A)x)x239-

We have checked directly that this indeed holds. Next, the antipode of the first
transversal should twist to

S =5, @=06cCe+0unCout OpuCup = 0c(€— 1) + 1 = Ce + OpuCou + OunCup = B
by Corollary for twisting the antipode. Here, U = al=p=U"'and §' =
U(S )U! with & = 8’ = 1 should also be an antipode. We can check this:

Uu=(dp(e—u)+u)u=d(u-—e)+e=u(dy1p0(ec—u)+u)=ul

so S'u=UuU""! =u, and

S'61 =U(861)U = UdU = (§p(e —u) +u)d2(do(e —u) +u) = 8.

(i) 3rd transversal as a twist of the first. A mixed up choice is R = {e,uv,v}
which is not a subgroup so 7 is nontrivial. One has

T(wo,w) = 7(v,uwv) = 7(uv,v) =u, 7(v,v)=€, V=€, V.UV=UV, UV.V=E, UV.UV =D,
ubv=uv, ub(uv)=v, udv=e, uduv=e

and all other cases implied from the properties of e. Here v = v and (uv)¥ = v.

These are with respect to R, but note that twisting calculations will take place with
respect to R.

Writing g = ¢, 01 = dup, 02 = J,, we have the same algebra as before (as we had
to) and now the coproduct etc.,

AU=U®1+5QU®(U—1), A§0=50®50+§2®52+51®52
A(Sl =0p®0d1 + 91 ® g + 2 ®(51, Aég =0p®dz + 92 ® dp + 01 ®(51,
(E: 1®1®1+((51®62+(52®51 +(51®61)(u—1) :(E_l

for the quasibialgebra. We used the 7, I>,<,- for R for these direct calculations.

Now we consider twisting with

co=¢€ ¢ =) tuw=1, cp=viou=u, y=101+5he(u-1)=x"
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and check twisting the coproducts
(1el1+5me(u-1))(ueu)(1el+dhued(u-1))=u®l+fHe(u-1)=Au,
(1®1+58(u-1))(6o®5 + 61 ®52 +02®61)(1®1+ 52 ®(u—1)) = Ady,
(1®1+50(u-1))(6o®1 +61®5 +02®52)(1®1+ 6 ®(u—-1)) = Ady,
(1®1+68(u-1))(00®0 +328Jy + 91 ®51)(1®1 +d ®(u—1)) = Ads.
One can also check that hold, e.g. for the first half,
2=T1=1+c;Dl=1+1, 0=12=1+c1>2=1+2,
1=21=2+c>1=2+2, 0=22=2+c¢3>2=2+1

as it must.

Now we apply the twisting of antipodes in Corollary remembering to do
calculations now with R where 7, < are trivial, to get

S:S, d:50+5102+5201:1+51(u—1), 52504—(52024—5101:1+52(u—1),

which obey a? = & and 32 = 3 and are therefore not (left or right) invertible. Hence,
we cannot set either equal to 1 by U and there is an antipode, but it is not regular.
One can check the antipode indeed works:

(Su)a+ (Su)(Sdp)a(u—-1) =u(l+d1(u—-1))+du(l+d(u-1))(u-1)
=u+do(l-u)+0p(l-u)=u+(1-6)(1-u)=«

uf +oouBS(u—-1) =u(l+d(u—-1))+dou(l+d(u—-1))(u-1)
=u+d(l-u)+0p(l-u)=u+(1-06)(1-u)=p

(S60)ady + (Sd2)ads + (S )ads = 5o (1 +d1(u—1))dp + (1 =80) (1 + 1 (u—1))d2
=00+ (1-00)d2 + 61 (01u —d2) = g + 62 + d1u = «
803580 + 623509 + 618582 = 0o(1 + d2(u—1))dg + (1 = 60) (1 + da(u—1))d1
=80+ (1-00)01 + (1= 00)d2(u—1)d1 = 6g + 01 + Fo(dou—67) = 3

and more simply on d1, ds.
The fourth transversal has a similar pattern to the 3rd, so we do not list its
coproduct etc. explicitly.

In general, there will be many different choices of transversal. For S,,_1 c Sy,
the first two transversals for Sy c S3 generalise as follows, giving a Hopf algebra
and a strictly quasi-Hopf algebra respectively.

Example 6.7. (i) First transversal. Here R = Z,, is a subgroup with ¢ =0,1,--,;n-1
mod n corresponding to the elements (12---n)’. Neither subgroup is normal for
n >4, so both actions are nontrivial but 7 is trivial. This expresses .S,, as a double
cross product Z,xS,_; (with trivial 7) and the matched pair of actions

obi=0(i), (0<i)(j)=0c(i+j)-0c(4)
for i,j =1,---,n—1, where we add and subtract mod n but view the results in the

range 1,---,n. This was actually found by twisting from the 2nd transversal below,
but we can check it directly as follows. First.

o(1-n)' = (o >i)(0<i) = (12-n)7D ((1-n) " Do (12-n)")
and we check that the second factor sends n - ¢ - o(i) - n, hence lies in S,,.
It follows by the known fact of unique factorisation into these subgroups that this
factor is 0<4. Its actionon j=1,---;n—-11is

n—-o(i) i+j:n:g(i+j)—0(i),

(0 >i)(j) = (12-n) " Do(12:-n)"(j) = {

o(i+j)-o(i) i+j#n
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where o(i+j) #0(i) asi+j#4 and o(n) =n as o € S,_1. It also follows since the
two factors are subgroups that these are indeed a matched pair of actions. We can
also check the matched pair axioms directly. Clearly, > is an action and

o(i)+(0<i)(j)=0c(@) +o(i+j)—c(i)=c>(i+])
for i,j € Z,. On the other side,

((0Qi)<j)(k) = (0<i)(j+ k) = (0Qi)(§) =o(i+ (j + k) -0 (i) —a(i+]) + (i)
=o((i+j)+k)—o(i+j)=(0<(i+4))(k),
(e (rpi))(72i))(5) = (a7 (D)) (7(i + 7)) - 7(0)) = o(7(i) + 7(i + j) = 7(i)) — o (7())
=o(7(i+j)) —o(7(i)) = ((67)<1)(4)
fori,jeZ, and kel,---,n—1.

This gives CS,,_1 ><«C(Z,) as a natural bicrossproduct Hopf algebra which we
identify with Z (which we prefer to build on the other tensor product order). From
Lemma, and Proposition this is spanned by products of §; for ¢ =0,---n -1
as our labelling of R = Z,, and o € S,1 = K, with cross relations 0d; = 6,(;)0,
0dg = dgo, and coproduct etc.,

n-1
Ab; = Z (5]‘ ®5i7j7 Ao =0dg + Z(O’Ql), 651':51',07 eo =1,
Jln, i=1
S6;=06_;, So=0'6+(c71<i)d_;,
where o< is as above for ¢ = 1,---,n—1. This is a usual Hopf *-algebra with 6} = ¢;
and ¢* = 0! according to Corollary

(ii) 2nd transversal. Here R = {e,(1n),(2n), -, (n - 1n)}, which has nontrivial
> in which S,,_; permutes the 2-cycles according to the i label, but again trivial <
since

o(in) =(o(i)n)o, o>(in)=(c(i)n)
foralli=1,----n—1and o €S,,_1. It has nontrivial 7 as
(in)(jn) = (Gn)(ij) = (in)-(jn)=(in), 7((in),(jn)) = (i)
for ¢ # j and we see that - has right but not left division or left but not right
cancellation. We also have (in) - (in) = e and 7((in), (in)) = e so that ( )T is the
identity map, hence R is regular.

This transversal gives a cross-product quasiHopf algebra = = CS,,_1 b<;C(R)
where R is a left quasigroup (i.e. unital and with left cancellation) except that
we prefer to write it with the tensor factors in the other order. From Lemma [5.5
and Proposition this is spanned by products of §; and o € S,,_1, where §p is
the delta function at e € R and 6é; at (i,n) for ¢ = 1,---,n — 1. The cross relations
have the same algebra 0d; = 65(;y0 for i =1,-,n -1 as before but now the tensor
coproduct etc., and nontrivial associator

n-1

A(Soz 267(851’ A5121®5i+5i®607 AO’Z(7®O', 657;:61‘,0, 60’21,
=0

S6;=6;, So=0c', a=p=1,

n-1 n-1
¢:(1®50+(50®(1—(50)+Z5i®(5i)®1+ Z 51®(5]®(Zj)
i1 i.3=1

This is a *-quasi Hopf algebra with the same * as before but now nontrivial

n-1 n-1
v=1, Q:1®60+50®(1—60)+Z(5i®6i+ Z (51(2.])@(5](2])
i=1 =1
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from Corollary

(iii) Twisting between the above two transversals. We denote the first transversal
R = Zy, where i is identified with (12--n)’, and we denote the 2nd transversal by
R with corresponding elements ¢ = (i n). Then
ci=(12-n) (i n) € Sur, () = {’?‘? !
j—1 else
for 4,57 =1,---,n — 1. If we use the stated > for the first transversal then one can
check that the first half of holds,

i+eDi=i+n—i=e=14, i+cDj=i+j—i=j=1%]

as it must. We can also check that the actions are indeed related by twisting. Thus,
odi=c,Li(0i)e = (a(i), n)(12--n)’ D (c<4i)(12--n)"(i,n) = (¢(i),n)o(i,n) = &

o0 = (0>1)copi = (12n)7 D (12-n) 7D (o (i), n) = (o(i),n),
where we did the computation with Z,, viewed in S,,.
It follows that the Hopf algebra from case (i) cochain twists to a simpler quasihopf
algebra in case (ii). The required cochain from Theorem is
n-1
X=060®1+ > §;®(12+n)""(in).
i=1
The above example is a little similar to the Drinfeld U,(g) as Hopf algebras which
are cochain twists of U(g) viewed as a quasi-Hopf algebra. We conclude with the
promised example related to the octonions. This is a version of [27, Example 4.6],
but with left and right swapped and some cleaned up conventions.

Example 6.8. We let G = Cl3><1Z3, where Cl3 is generated by 1,-1 and e;,
i=1,2,3, with relations

(-1)2=1, (-Dei=ei(=1), el=-1, ee;=—eje;

for ¢ # j and the usual combination rules for the product of signs. Its elements can
be enumerated as +e; where @ € Z3 is viewed in the additive group of 3-vectors with
entries in the field Fy = {0,1} of order 2 and

€g = etlllegzegg)v €acy = ez‘z+5(_1)2i2j aibs,
This is the twisted group ring description of the 3-dimensional Clifford algebra over
R in [I], but now restricted to coefficients 0, +1 to give a group of order 16. For an
example,
€110€101 = €2€3€1€3 = €1€2€3 = —€1€2 = —€011 = —€110+101
with the sign given by the formula.

We similarly write the elements of K = Z3 multiplicatively as g% = g7 g{?g5?
labelled by 3-vectors with values in Fs. The generators g; commute and obey
g? = e. The general group product becomes the vector addition, and the cross
relations are

(-1)gi=gi(-1), eigi=—-giei, eigj=gjei
for i # j. This implies that G has order 128.

(i) If we take R = Cl3 itself then this will be a subgroup and we will have for
Z(R, K) an ordinary Hopf *-algebra as a semidirect product CZ3 ><C(Cl3) except
that we build it on the opposite tensor product.

(ii) Instead, we take as representatives the eight elements again labelled by 3-
vectors over o,

Tooo =1, Too1=€3, Tol0=€2, To11 = €2€391
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100 = €1, T101 = €1€392, T110 = €1€293, T111 = €1€2€3019293
and their negations, as a version of [27, Example 4.6]. This can be written compactly
as

azas3

— ajaz ,a1a2
Ta = €ag,

9o g3
Proposition 6.9. [27] This choice of transversal makes (R,-) the octonion two
sided inverse property quasigroup Gg in the Albuquerque-Majid description of the
octonions|1],

Ta Ty = (—1)f(d’g)’l“ f(d,g) = Z aibj + a1a2b3 + a1b2a3 + b1a2a3

i>j

a+b

with the product on signed elements behaving as if bilinear. The action < is trivial,
and left action and cocycle T are

g(‘i l>7"5 _ (_1)[1.57"57 T(Ta,’/’g) _ g&xl; _ g?2b3+a3bgg(213b1+a1bgg§1b2+a2b1
with the action extended with signs as if linearly and T independent of signs in
either argument.

Proof. We check in the group

Tary = eagfllzasggl asgtgllaz egglfzbz ggl b3 ggl b2

_ biasasz+bzaias+bzaiaz asaz+babs aiasz+bibs aiaz+bibs
= 6665(_1) 91 9o g3

_( 1)f(a,b) . a2a3+b2b3—(a2+b2)(a3+b3) a1a3+b1b3—(a1+b1)(a3+b3) a1a2+b1b2—(a1+b1)(a2+b2)
== Ta+p91 92 93

_ f(a,b) _ a2bz+baas aibz+biaz aiba+biasz
=(-1) Ta+891 92 93

from which we read off - and 7. For the second equality, we moved the g; to the

right using the commutation rules in G. For the third equality we used the product
in Cl3 in our description above and then converted e, ; to r, ;. O

The product of the quasigroup Gg here is the same as the octonions product as
an algebra over R in the description of [I], restricted to elements of the form +rj.
The cocycle-associativity property of (R,-) says

- (r5-re) = (ra-rg) - 7(a, 5) Dre = (r4-1p) ~1"5(—1)(‘.”b)'a
giving -1 exactly when the 3 vectors are linearly independent as 3-vectors over Fs.
One also has r5 - ry = 417 - 75 with -1 exactly when the two vectors are linearly
independent, which means both nonzero and not equal, and r; - r5 = +1 with -1
exactly when the one vector is linearly independent, i.e. not zero. (These are exactly

the quasiassociativity, quasicommutativity and norm properties of the octonions
algebra in the description of [I].) The 2-sided inverse is

rit = (-1)" @ n(0)=0, n(@)=1, Va0

with the inversion operation extended as usual with respect to signs.

The quasi-Hopf algebra Z(R, K) is spanned by d(+,a) labelled by the points of
R and products of the g; with the relations gad(i B = 5(1(_1)@5 5)96 and tensor
coproduct etc.,
Aé(i,é) = Z 5(:{:’,5) ® 6(ii’(—1)"(5),&+5)7 Aga = ga ®gd, Eé(i,d) = 6a,06i,+7 ega’ =1,

(+/,b)
S8(sa) = Oaciyr@ar S97=¢% a=B=1, ¢= ¥ Faa)®d,y ®g™"
(,8),(+',0)
and from Corollary is a *-quasi-Hopf algebra with = the identity on (4 a), g*
and
=1 G= ¥ deag”’®d ™"
(,8),(+',b)
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The general form here is not unlike our S,, example.

6.3. Module categories context. This section does not contain anything new
beyond [39) [I9], but completes the categorical picture that connects our algebra
E(R, K) to the more general context of module categories, adapted to our notations.
Our first observation is that if ® : C xV — V is a left action of a monoidal
category C on a category V (one says that V is a left C-module) then one can check
that this is the same thing as a monoidal functor F' : C - End()V) where the set
End(V) of endofunctors can be viewed as a strict monoidal category with monoidal
product the endofunctor composition o. Here End(V) has monoidal unit idy, and
its morphisms are natural transformations between endofunctors. F' just sends an
object X € C to X ®( ) as a monoidal functor from V to V. A monoidal functor
comes with natural isomorphisms {fx y } and these are given tautologically by

fxy(V):F(X)o F(Y)(V)=Xe(YoV)z(X®Y)eV=F(XeY)(V)

as part of the monoidal action. Conversely, if given a functor F, we define X @ V' =
F(X)V and extend the monoidal associativity of C to mixed objects using fx y to
define X@(Y®V)=F(X)o F(Y)V2F(X®Y)V = (X®Y)®V. The notion of a
left module category is a categorification of the bijection between an algebra action
-: A®V - V and a representation as an algebra map A — End(V). There is an
equally good notion of a right C-module category extending ® to ¥V xC - V. In
the same way as one uses - for both the algebra product and the module action, it
is convenient to use ® for both in the categorified version. Similarly for the right
module version.

Another general observation is that if V is a C-module category for a monoidal
category C then Funp(V,V), the (left exact) functors from V to itself that are
compatible with the action of C, is another monoidal category. This is denoted C{)
n [I9], but should not be confused with the dual of a monoidal functor which was
one of the origins[34] of the centre Z(C) construction as a special case. Also note
that if A € C is an algebra in the category then V = 4C, the left modules of A in the
category, is a right C-module category. If V is an A-module then we define V@ X as
the tensor product in C equipped with an A-action from the left on the first factor.
Moreover, for certain ‘nice’ right module categories V, there exists a suitable algebra
A € C such that V ~ 4C, see [B9][19, Thm 7.10.1] in other conventions. For such
module categories, Fun-(V,V) = aCa the category of A-A-bimodules in C. Here, if
given an A-A-bimodule E in C, the corresponding endofunctor is given by E®4( ),
where we require C to be Abelian so that we can define ® 4. This turns V € 4C
into another A-module in C and F®4(V® X)2(E®4V)® X, so the construction
commutes with the right C-action.

Before we explain how these abstract ideas lead to K/\/l?(, a more ‘obvious’ case
is the study of left module categories for C = ¢ M. If K ¢ G is a subgroup, we set
V=gMfori: K c@G. The functor C » End(V) just sends X € C to i*(X)®( ) as
a functor on V, or more simply V is a left C-module by X ® V =i*(X)® V. More
generally[39][19, Example 7..4.9], one can include a cocycle o € H?(K,C*) since we
are only interested in monoidal equivalence, and this data (K, «) parametrises all
indecomposable left ¢ M-module categories. Moreover, here End(V) ~ x Mg, the
category of K-bimodules, where a bimodule F acts by E®ck( ). So the data we
need for a gM-module category is a monoidal functor gM - g M. This is of
potential interest but is not the construction we were looking for.

Rather, we are interested in right module categories of C = MY, the category
of G-graded vector spaces. It turns out that these are classified by the exact same
data (K, ) (this is related to the fact that the M, M have the same centre) but
the construction is different. Thus, if K ¢ G is a subgroup, we consider A = CK



ALGEBRAIC ASPECTS OF BOUNDARIES IN THE KITAEV QUANTUM DOUBLE MODELS55

regarded as an algebra in C = ME by |z| = « viewed in G. One can also twist this
by a cocycle «, but here we stick to the trivial case. Then V = 4C = xkME, the
category of G-graded left K-modules, is a right C-module category. Explicitly, if
X eC is a G-graded vector space and V €V a G-graded left K-module then

VeX, z.(vow)=vzow, [vow|l=p||lw, VveV, weX

is another G-graded left K-module. Finally, by the general theory, there is an
associated monoidal category

Ci’) = FunC(V,V) ~ KMf( ~ =g, K)M.

which is the desired category to describe quasiparticles on boundaries in [24]. Con-
versely, if V is an indecomposable right C-module category for C = MY, it is ex-
plained in [39][19, Example 7.4.10] (in other conventions) that the set of indecom-
posable objects has a transitive action of G' and hence can be identified with G/ K
for some subgroup K ¢ G. This can be used to put the module category up to
equivalence in the above form (with some cocycle «).

7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have given a detailed account of the algebra behind the treatment of bound-
aries in the Kitaev model based on subgroups K of a finite group G. New results
include the quasi-bialgebra Z( R, K) in full generality, a more direct derivation from
the category KM?( that connects to the module category point of view, a theorem
that Z(R, K) changes by a Drinfeld twist as R changes, and a *-quasi-Hopf algebra
structure that ensures a nice properties for the category of representations (these
form a strong bar category). On the computer science side, we edged towards how
one might use these ideas in quantum computations and detect quasiparticles across
ribbons where one end is on a boundary. We also gave new decomposition formulae
relating representations of D(G) in the bulk to those of Z(R, K) in the boundary.

Both the algebraic and the computer science aspects can be taken much further.
The case treated here of trivial cocycle « is already complicated enough but the
ideas do extend to include these and should similarly be worked out. Whereas most
of the abstract literature on such matters is at the conceptual level where we work
up to categorical equivalence, we set out to give constructions more explicitly, which
we we believe is essential for concrete calculations and should also be relevant to
the physics. For example, much of the literature on anyons is devoted to so-called
F-moves which express the associativity isomorphisms even though, by Mac Lane’s
theorem, monoidal categories are equivalent to strict ones. On the physics side,
the covariance properties of ribbon operators also involve the coproduct and hence
how they are realised depends on the choice of R. The same applies to how *
interacts with tensor products, which would be relevant to the unitarity properties
of composite systems. Of interest, for example, should be the case of a lattice
divided into two parts A, B with a boundary between them and how the entropy
of states in the total space relate to those in the subsystem. This is an idea of
considerable interest in quantum gravity, but the latter has certain parallels with
quantum computing and could be explored concretely using the results of the paper.
We also would like to expand further the concrete use of patches and lattice surgery,
as we considered only the cases of boundaries with K = {e} and K = G, and only a
square geometry. Additionally, it would be useful to know under what conditions
the model gives universal quantum computation. While there are broadly similar
such ideas in the physics literature, e.g., [14], we believe our fully explicit treatment
will help to take these forward.
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Further on the algebra side, the Kitaev model generalises easily to replace G by
a finite-dimensional semi-simple Hopf algebra, with some aspects also in the non-
semisimple case[l5]. The same applies easily enough to at least a quasi-bialgebra
associated to an inclusion L € H of finite-dimensional Hopf algebras[42] and to the
corresponding module category picture. Ultimately here, it is the nonsemisimple
case that is of interest as such Hopf algebras (e.g. of the form of reduced quantum
groups u4(g)) generate the categories where anyons as well as TQFT topological
invariants live. It is also known that by promoting the finite group input of the Ki-
taev model to a more general weak Hopf algebra, one can obtain any unitary fusion
category in the role of C[I3]. There remains a lot of work, therefore, to properly
connect these theories to computer science and in particular to established meth-
ods for quantum circuits. A step here could be braided ZX-calculus[33], although
precisely how remains to be developed. These are some directions for further work.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or
analysed in this study.

APPENDIX A. BOUNDARY RIBBON OPERATORS WITH =(R, K)*

Definition A.1. Let £ be a ribbon, r € R and k € K. Then Yg‘x"s" acts on a direct
triangle 7 as

1 1
o« . o« .
Y’f“®5k N ’ =4 ( 1) N /
- N k\g N
So 7 S S0 7 S,
and on a dual triangle 7* as
So R .81 So .. S1
r®d ’ . — 7 D
Yy 2o i T Ok Laerk RE
g g x

Concatenation of ribbons is given by

Y;f’g’“ _ )/é'('r®6k)2 o 1/5(7‘®6k)1 _ Z Yg(,x Lor)®6,-1,, o ng“
zeK

where we see the comultiplication A(r ® §) of Z(R, K)*. Here, Z(R,K)* is a

coquasi-Hopf algebra, and so has coassociative comultiplication (it is the multipli-

cation which is only quasi-associative). Therefore, we can concatenate the triangles

making up the ribbon in any order, and the concatenation above uniquely defines

Yg&s’“ for any ribbon £.

)

Let so = (vo,po) and s1 = (v1,p1) be the sites at the start and end of a triangle.
The direct triangle operators satisfy

) ®d,1p—
' Doy 0 Y8 = VIO o >y K Dy, 0 VIO 2 YO o

T T

and
[0r B, Y:®6k] =0

for i € {1,2}. For the dual triangle operators, we have

L’ By, 0 ZYTT*®61€ _ Y-r(*k D@3k g Do,
k

again for i € {1,2}. However, there do not appear to be similar commutation
relations for the actions of C(R) on faces of dual triangle operators. In addition,
in the bulk, one can reconstruct the vertex and face actions using suitable ribbons
[6, [15] because of the duality between C(G) and CG; this is not true in general for
C(R) and CK.
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Example A.2. Given the ribbon £ on the lattice below, we see that Yg‘g"s’“ acts
only along the ribbon and trivially elsewhere. We have

if 2,4, ¢°%(¢g") "' € K, and 0 otherwise, and
yl — (’I"Il)_l
y* = ((g*) "ra®)™!
y3 — ((9294)717"1’3)71
y'=((g%g"g°(¢") ) tra®)

One can check this using Definition

It is claimed in [I4] that these ribbon operators obey similar equivariance prop-
erties with the site actions of Z(R, K) as the bulk ribbon operators, but we could
not reproduce these properties. Precisely, we find that when such ribbons are ‘open’
in the sense of [25] [6l [I5] then an intermediate site so on a ribbon £ between either
endpoints sg, s does not satisfy

A(CK Dy, © Yg‘x’ék _ Yg@&k ° A(CK Do,

in general, nor the corresponding relation for Ac(g) >s,-

APPENDIX B. MEASUREMENTS AND NONABELIAN LATTICE SURGERY

In Section [4-1] we described nonabelian lattice surgery for a general underlying
group algebra CG, but for simplicity of exposition we assumed that the projectors
A(v) and B(p) could be applied deterministically. In practice, we can only make a
measurement, which will only sometimes yield the desired projectors. As the splits
are easier, we discuss how to handle these first, beginning with the rough split. We
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demonstrate on the same example as previously:

a b
L 3 [ 3 ab_l
a p1 b ca™t gl db?
a c
ca™? cd-! db~! fct gd ™!
-1 -1
fe fg! g9d Yab,e,d, frg.hiik
Yasbiesd,fg.hisjik >
WLl - il dpg-1(n)
i
jh7t i kit it ft il il~tg™!
it kY O P
it k!
¢ ab™? b ¢ ab™t b
cat cd-! di-v! cat cd-! db™!
ngct gd~! gct gd™!
Yab,cd,g,hyi gk o Yasbierd,g,hyisg,k
Wi lg in ! gt hilgt gt
7 hi~t g I gt g
I g B I e R
jfl ]ifl jfl k71

where we have measured the edge to be deleted in the CG basis. The measurement
outcome n informs which corrections to make. The last arrow implies corrections
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made using ribbon operators. These corrections are all unitary, and if the mea-
surement outcome is e then no corrections are required at all. The generalisation
to larger patches is straightforward, but requires keeping track of multiple different
outcomes.

Next, we discuss how to handle the smooth split. In this case, we measure the
edges to be deleted in the Fourier basis, that is we measure the self-adjoint operator
Y« PrPr > at a particular edge, where

P.:=P. = M Z Trw(g_l)g
|G| geG
from Section acts by the left regular representation. Thus, for a smooth split,
we have the initial state |e)r:

ab™! | be™t | ed™t

-1 -1 -1
> -1 gb™' hel| kd
abedfghk  fa Fart L ght | et

f*l gfl h—l k*l

ab™? ed™?
_1 _ _
Ya,b,c,d, frg,hik,lm wa(l_l)Tl"w’(m_l)bec*l(D‘Sgh*l(m) fa™ f%b_l het hlgfll

f—l g—l h—l k_l

a le c d

a(le)™t cd™!

— -1 , -1 -1 -1 h -1 kd71
Za,c,d,f,h,k‘,l,"mTrW(l )Trﬂ (m ) fa f(mh)_l mh(lc) ¢ hk_l
f him! kT

and afterwards we still have coefficients from the irreps of CG. In the case when
m =1, we are done. Otherwise, we have detected quasiparticles of type (e, ) and
(e,7") at two vertices. In this case, we appeal to e.g. [8, [II], which claim that
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one can modify these quasiparticles deterministically using ribbon operators and
quantum circuitry. The procedure should be similar to initialising a fresh patch in
the zero logical state, but we do not give any details ourselves. Then we have the
desired result.

For merges, we start with a smooth merge, as again all outcomes are in the
group basis. Recall that after generating fresh copies of CG in the states Y ,,.a m,
we have

a b f g
ab™! m fg !
) 1, -1 171 -1 -1 . |
Yabedfghimn €ja g |7 L A L
n
C—l d71 h71 7;—1
{ [ [ L ]

a b f g
ab™! plof! fg!
Labie,d, frg:h,i LpeC LgeC’ cjra™ Gt RETUFY ikt
ed™! hi~!
-1 _-1
ol gl dh™q Bl i1

for some conjugacy classes C,C’. There are no factors of 7 as the edges around
each vertex already satisfy A(v)[y)) = [¢)). When C = C" = {e}, we may proceed,
but otherwise we require a way of deterministically eliminating the quasiparticles
detected at the top and bottom faces. Appealing to e.g. [8 1] as earlier, we
assume that this may be done, but do not give details. Alternatively one could try
to ‘switch reference frames’ in the manner of Pauli frames with qubit codes [22],
and redefine the Hamiltonian. The former method gives

a b f g
ab™? bf! fgt
Yab.ed,f.ghi cji~tat dji'vt Rkl ik~ tg!
f.9 J gt |V f Bl g
¢! d-! dh™ pt i1




ALGEBRAIC ASPECTS OF BOUNDARIES IN THE KITAEV QUANTUM DOUBLE MODEL61

Lastly, we measure the inner face, yielding

a b f g
ab™ bf! fg!
Yabesdsfghi s 0s(BiT) i tat I /A 17 2 s I (7
cd hi
¢! d! ! Kl it
L] 3 [ 3 L ]

so |j)r ® k). = X 0" 0jsklis), which is a direct generalisation of the result for
when G = Z,, in [16], where now we sum over the conjugacy class C” which in the
Z.,, case are all singletons.

The rough merge works similarly, where instead of having quasiparticles of type
(C,1) appearing at faces, we have quasiparticles of type (e, ) at vertices.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Albuquerque and S. Majid, Quasialgebra structure of the octonions, J. Algebra 220 (1999)
188-224
[2] E. Beggs, J. Gould and S. Majid, Finite group factorisations and braiding, J. Algebra 181
(1996) 112-151
[3] E. Beggs and S. Majid, Bar categories and star operations, Alg. and Repn. Theory 12 (2009)
103-152
[4] E. Beggs, Making non-trivially associated tensor categories from left coset representatives, J.
Pure. App. Alg. 177 (2003) 5-41
[5] S. Beigi, P. Shor and D. Whalen, The quantum double model with boundary: condensations
and symmetries, Commun. Math. Phys. 306 (2011) 663-694
(6] H. Bombin and M. A. Martin-Delgado, Family of non-Abelian Kitaev models on a lattice:
Topological condensation and confinement, Phys. Rev. B 78 (2008) 115421
[7] H. Bombin, Topological Order with a Twist: Ising Anyons from an Abelian Model, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 105 (2010)
[8] S. Bravyi, I. Kim, A. Kliesch, R. Koenig, Adaptive constant-depth circuits for manipulating
non-abelian anyons, arXiv:2205.01933 [quant-ph]
[9] R. Bezrukavnikov and V. Ostrik, On tensor categories attached to cells in affine Weyl groups
IT, arXiv:math/0102220 [math.RT)]
[10] B.J. Brown, K. Laubscher, M.S. Kesselring, J.R. Wootton, Poking holes and cutting corners
to achieve Clifford gates with the surface code, Phys. Rev. X 7 (2017)
[11] G.K. Brennen, M. Aguado and J.I. Cirac, Simulations of quantum double models, New J.
Phys. 11 053009
[12] O. Buerschaper, J.M. Mombelli, M. Christandl and M. Aguado, A hierarchy of topological
tensor network states, J. Math. Phys. 54 (2013) 012201
[13] L. Chang, Kitaev models based on unitary quantum groupoids, J. Math. Phys. 55 (2014)
041703
[14] I. Cong, M. Cheng and Z. Wang, Topological Quantum Computation with Gapped Bound-
aries, arXiv:1609.02037 [quant-ph]
[15] A. Cowtan and S. Majid, Quantum double aspects of surface code models, J. Math. Phys.
63, 042202 (2022)
[16] A. Cowtan, Qudit lattice surgery, In Proceedings QPL 2022 (to appear),arXiv:2204.13228
[quant-ph)]
[17] S. Cui, D. Ding, X. Han, G. Penington, D. Ranard, B Rayhaun and Z. Shangnan, Kitaev’s
quantum double model as an error correcting code, Quantum 4 (2020) 331-356
[18] V.G. Drinfeld, Quantum groups, in Proc. ICM Berkeley. AMS, 1987
[19] P. Etinghof, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych and V. Ostrik, Tensor categories, Mathematical Surveys
and Monographs, Vol 205 (AMS, 2015)



62

20]
(21]
(22]

23]
[24]

[25]
[26]

27]
(28]
29]
(30]
(31]
(32]

(33]
(34]

(35]
(36]
(37]
(38]
39]
(40]
[41]
42]

[43]
[44]

ALEXANDER COWTAN! AND SHAHN MAJID*

A. G. Fowler, M. Mariantoni, J. M. Martinis, A. N. Cleland, Surface codes: Towards practical
large-scale quantum computation, Phys. Rev. A 86 (2012)

J. Fuchs and C. Schweigert, Category theory for conformal boundary conditions, Fields In-
stitute Communications 39 (2003) 25-71

D. Horsman, A. G. Fowler, S. Devitt, R. van Meter, Surface code quantum computing by
lattice surgery, New J. Phys. 14 123011

A. Kirillov, String-net model of Turaev-Viro invariants, arXiv:1106.6033 [math.AT]

A. Kitaev and L. Kong, Models for Gapped Boundaries and Domain Walls, Commun. Math.
Phys. 313 (2012) 351-373

A. Kitaev, Fault-tolerant quantum computation by anyons, Ann. Phys. 303 (2003) 3-20

J. Klim and S. Majid, Hopf quasigroups and the algebraic 7-sphere, Journal of Algebra 323
(2010), doi:10.1016/j.jalgebra.2010.03.011

J. Klim and S. Majid, Bicrossproduct Hopf quasigroups, Comment. Math. Univ. Carolin. 51
(2010) 287-304

L. Kong, Z. Zhang, An invitation to topological orders and category theory, arXiv:2205.05565
[cond-mat.str-el]

M. Levin and X. G. Wen, String-net condensation: A physical mechanism for topological
phases, Phys. Rev. B 71 (2005) 045110

D. Litinski, A Game of Surface Codes: Large-Scale Quantum Computing with Lattice
Surgery, Quantum 3, 128 (2019)

S. Majid, Foundations of Quantum Group Theory, Cambridge University Press, (1995); pa-
perback ed. (2000)

S. Majid, Tannaka-Krein Theorem for quasiHopf algebras and other results, Contemp. Math.
134 (1992) 219-232

S. Majid, Quantum and braided ZX-calculus, J. Phys. A 55 (2022) 254007 (35pp)

S. Majid, Representations, duals and quantum doubles of monoidal categories, Proceedings
of the Winter School ”Geometry and Physics” (1991) 197-206

S. Majid and K. Rietsch, Planar spider theorem and asymmetric Frobenius algebras,
arXiv:2109.12106 [math.QA]

C. Meusburger, Kitaev lattice models as a Hopf algebra gauge theory, Commun. Math. Phys.
353 (2017) 413-468

S. Natale, Frobenius—Schur indicators for a class of fusion categories, Pacific J. Math. 221
(2005) 353-377,d0i:10.2140/pjm.2005.221.353

V. Ostrik, Module categories, weak Hopf algebras and modular invariants, Transform. Groups
8 (2003) 177-206

V. Ostrik, Module categories over the Drinfeld double of a finite group, International Math-
ematics Research Notices 27 (2003) 1507-1520, doi:10.1155/S1073792803205079

P. Schauenburg, Hopf Algebra Extensions and Monoidal Categories, New Dir. Hopf Alg. 43
(2002)

P. Schauenburg, Computing Higher Frobenius-Schur Indicators in Fusion Categories Con-
structed from Inclusions of Finite Groups, Pacific J. Math. 280 (2016) 177-201

P. Schauenburg, Hopf Bimodules, Coquasibialgebras, and an Exact Sequence of Kac, Ad-
vances in Mathematics 165 (2002) 194-263

S. Gogioso, private communication (2022)

B. Yan, P. Chen, S. X. Cui, Ribbon operators in the generalized Kitaev quantum double
model based on Hopf algebras, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 55 (2022)
185201

DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTER SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF OXFORD, & CAMBRIDGE QUANTUM COM-

PUTING

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, QUEEN MARY UNIVERSITY OF LONDON, & CAMBRIDGE

QUANTUM COMPUTING

Email address: Takcowtan@gmail.com,”, s.majid@qmul.ac.uk



	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries: recap of the Kitaev model in the bulk
	2.1. Quantum double
	2.2. Bulk lattice model

	3. Gapped Boundaries
	3.1. The boundary subalgebra (R,K)
	3.2. Boundary lattice model
	3.3. Quasiparticle condensation

	4. Patches
	4.1. Nonabelian lattice surgery

	5. Quasi-Hopf algebra structure of (R,K)
	5.1. (R,K) as a quasi-bialgebra
	5.2. (R,K) as a quasi-Hopf algebra
	5.3. (R,K) as a *-quasi-Hopf algebra

	6. Categorical justification and twisting theorem
	6.1. G-graded K-bimodules.
	6.2. Drinfeld twists induced by change of transversal
	6.3. Module categories context

	7. Concluding remarks
	Data availability statement
	Appendix A. Boundary ribbon operators with (R,K)
	Appendix B. Measurements and nonabelian lattice surgery
	References

