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We construct Hamiltonians with only 1- and 2-body interactions that exhibit an exact non-Abelian
gauge symmetry (specifically, combinatiorial gauge symmetry). Our spin Hamiltonian realizes the
quantum double associated to the group of quaternions. It contains only ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic ZZ interactions, plus longitudinal and transverse fields, and therefore is an explicit
example of a spin Hamiltonian with no sign problem that realizes a non-Abelian topological phase.
In addition to the spin model, we propose a superconducting quantum circuit version with the same
symmetry.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Non-Abelian topological states are some of the most
remarkable forms of quantum matter. The exchange of
quasiparticle excitations in these systems is characterized
by non-commuting unitary transformations in a space
of degenerate many-body states, i.e., these quasiparticles have non-Abelian braiding statistics1,2 . Non-Abelian
states are theoretically predicted to describe certain fractional quantum Hall (FQH) states3–6 . Kitaev’s honeycomb spin-liquid model7 is another example; it displays
a non-Abelian phase in the presence of a magnetic field,
with excitations that have Ising-anyon statistics. A more
general class of systems that realize non-Abelian topological states of matter is that of Kitaev’s exactly solvable
quantum double models8 , in which the specific state is
determined by the choice of the non-Abelian group in
which the link (or gauge) degrees of freedom take their
values.
The goal of this paper is to present a physical spin
Hamiltonian, with only 1- and 2-body spin-spin interactions, which realizes a non-Abelian quantum double. The
program hinges on extending combinatorial gauge symmetry9 to a non-Abelian theory. The gauge symmetries
are built into the microscopic Hamiltonian, and hence are
exact, as opposed to emerging only in a low energy limit,
as happens for example in the quantum double realizations of Refs. 10 and 11. That the gauge symmetry is exact in realistic Hamiltonians expands the range of parameters for which the topological phase may be stable, thus
providing a way to escape limits on the sizes of the attainable energy gaps. Moreover, the model has ferromagnetic
and anti-ferromagnetic ZZ interactions, plus longitudinal and transverse fields. Therefore, the spin model is an
explicit realization of a spin Hamiltonian without a sign
problem that realizes a non-Abelian topological phase.
We focus on the quantum double with link (or leg)
variables taking values within the quaternion group, Q8 ,
on a honeycomb lattice. We represent the 8 quaternion
variables (±1, ±i, ±j, and ±k) with spin-1/2 degrees of
freedom. We shall utilize 4 “gauge” spins in each link of
the honeycomb lattice, thereby defining a 16-dimensional

Hilbert space that we split into two sets, of even and
odd parity states, and use the 8 even parity states to
represent the 8 quaternions. The construction utilizes
“matter” spins on the links to split the even and odd
parity states and on the sites to enforce that the three
quaternion variables multiply to the identity (“zero flux”
condition).
Finally, we present a superconducting quantum circuit
with the same non-Abelian combinatorial gauge symmetry. In the limit where the superconducting wires are
small, and voltage biases are tuned so that two nearly
degenerate charge states are favored in each wire, the system becomes a non-Abelian generalization of the WXY
model introduced in Ref. 12. In this case, the remaining energy scale in the problem is the Josephson coupling, and if the system (with the combinatorial gauge
symmetry) is gapped, the non-perturbative gap must be
necessarily on the order of this scale.

II.

PRELIMINARIES AND A ROADMAP

Before diving into details, we think that it will aid the
presentation to very briefly summarize the basic elements
of the quantum double8 and how we will use them. For
an even more general introduction to discrete gauge theories see Ref. 13 (this reference also includes an explicit
construction of excitations and their fusion rules for the
quaternion group).
The Hilbert space for a finite gauge theory on a lattice is spanned by states |zi on each link, where z is an
element in a group G. Each link also has an (arbitrary)
orientation which, for a non-Abelian group, is necessary
to define how operators act within the Hilbert space. See
Fig. 1.
Conventionally, the notion of flux is defined by a product of the group elements around plaquettes. In our approach we find it convenient to use the dual lattice, instead, where flux is defined on the vertices by the product
of group elements on the legs around the vertex. We refer
the reader to Kitaev’s work on the quantum double for
details.
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FIG. 1. Representation of a finite non-Abelian gauge theory on the hexagonal lattice. (a) Each link is oriented and a degree
of freedom, taking values on a group G, lives on it. Examples of link degrees of freedom are those labeled by zi ∈ G and
hi ∈ G. We have chosen link orientations such that sublattices A and B have all arrows pointing out and in, respectively. In
the ground state the zero “flux” on each vertex is equivalent to either clockwise (sublattice A) or counterclockwise (sublattice
B) multiplication of the group elements on the associated legs to the identity. (In the ground state, z1 · h6 · h1 = 1 and
z2 · h2 · h1 = 1 on A and B, respectively.) The order of multiplication is important as the group is non-Abelian. (b) Local
gauge symmetry associated with a group element g is shown in red. The plaquette is denoted by an oriented path in red. Each
time a link is traversed in the same direction as its orientation the group element on the leg is multiplied by g from the left.
Conversely, traversing along a leg against its orientation multiplies the group element on the leg by g −1 from the right. The
flux is preserved on each vertex around the plaquette. Note again that the order matters because the group is non-Abelian.

The gauge symmetry can be thought of as the insertion of any group element g into any plaquette. In this
operation the states on the links surrounding the plaquette are multiplied in a specific order such that the flux at
each vertex is preserved. Since the group elements do not
commute, some link states are multiplied from the left
and some from the right (see Fig. 1). The Hamiltonian
is invariant under any such plaquette transformation.
The core challenge in realizing such a model is two-fold.
First, what are the physical elements that can be used to
represent the abstract group elements g? Second, how do
we construct a Hamiltonian that is invariant under these
abstract operations where vertex and plaquette terms are
products of multi-leg terms?
We are able to address both challenges for the quaternion group on a hexagonal lattice. For this case, we find a
representation of both the group elements and the Hamiltonian by ordinary spin-1/2 states that are coupled by
simple Ising interactions.
At the heart of our approach is combinatorial gauge
symmetry. Schematically, suppose we have an Ising
Hamiltonian that couples two sets of spins µzn and σiz .
The σ are what we call gauge spins and µ are matter
spins. All the gauge symmetries that we want to emulate are embodied by the gauge spins, while the matter
spins are introduced so as to enable the symmetries.
Consider the general Hamiltonian at a given site s (details do not matter for the purposes of the roadmap):

P
Hs = ni µzn Wni σiz with n = 1, . . . , p and i = 1, . . . , q.
Now suppose we want to represent a given group operator g. We construct a q × q representation matrix R(g)
that acts on the set of σiz two legs at a time. For a suitably chosen set of interactions Wni we require that there
is a companion p × p permutation matrix L(g) that acts
on the matter spins µzn such that the Hamiltonian is invariant. In other words we demand the automorphism
L−1 (g) W R(g) = W for all g on all sites s and hence
gauge invariance. A key feature is that both L and R
transformations must be monomial matrices in order to
preserve the spin commutation relations. In this way we
are able to represent all operations of the group elements
g on the gauge spins by absorbing them into permutations of matter spins. This symmetry is exact by construction. In effect we have reduced the problem to that
of finding an appropriate W and representations of R and
L in terms of spins.
Once we have constructed the appropriate representation we will need to ensure that the ground state manifold is in fact composed only of the states that satisfy
the “zero flux” condition that the group elements on a
star multiply to the identity. We will find that it is necessary to add a longitudinal field on some of the matter
spins (respecting the combinatorial symmetry), but this
is a straightforward interaction from a physical point of
view.
The geometry of our solution is shown in Fig. 2; we
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FIG. 2. Spin construction for the system with non-Abelian
gauge symmetry. Spin-1/2 degrees of freedom are placed on
links and on the vertices of the lattice (one vertex and three
links or legs are shown). Gauge spins are depicted in red,
and matter spins, placed both at the links and at the vertex,
are depicted in blue. There are two steps in the construction.
First, the Hilbert space of quaternions on each leg α = 1, . . . , 3
z
is implemented by a set of gauge spins, σα
, and a companz
ion set of four matter spins, να , that are coupled. Each of
z
σα
and ναz are 4-spinors and the specific form of the coupling
between them serves to implement the quaternion group at
each site. The combined 12-spinor of gauge spins is denoted
by [σ z ]. Second, all 12 gauge spins are coupled to an additional set of 64 matter spins µzn (n = 1, . . . , 64) that are at
the center of the vertex. The coupling is all-to-all, i.e., there
are 12 × 64 couplings between [σ z ] and [µz ]. The specific form
of this coupling will serve to implement the local quaternion
gauge symmetry. Note that the matter spins ν z and µz are
not coupled and that the gauge spins are shared by neighboring vertices in the sense that they couple to matter spins µz
residing at the center of neighboring vertices.

sent the quaternion elements using 4 spin-1/2 variables,
as illustrated in Fig. 3(b).
The Hilbert space for the link variable is spanned by
the states | g i, with g ∈ Q8 . The formulation of the quantum double of Ref. 8 defines operators Lh+ | g i ≡ | hg i and
Lh− | g i ≡ | gh−1 i that multiply the group element inside
the ket on its left or right. In representing the elements
of the quaternion group in terms of spins, we shall define
monomial matrices `(h) and r(h) that will have similar
effects on the spin states (see Ref. 14 for an exercise on
writing left/right representations of Q8 ; we use slightly
different matrices here.)
Let us associate the following 4-vectors to the group
elements of Q8 :




v(+1) = + + ++
v(−1)= − − −−




v(+i) = + − +−
v(−i) = − + −+




v(+j) = + + −−
v(−j)= − − ++




v(−k)= + − −+ . (1)
v(+k) = − + +−
The ± stand for ±1. We will use spins to represent each
entry in the vectors v, in which case the ± should be
thought of as representations of the two eigenstates in
the σ z basis: + ≡ (1 0) and − ≡ (0 1). Notice that all v
have even parity.
One can represent the action of left and right multiplication by group elements through matrices `(g) and r(g)
such that
v(g) `(h) = v(hg)
v(g) r(h) = v(gh) .

(2)

describe it in detail below.

III. SPIN REPRESENTATION OF
QUATERNIONS AND LEFT/RIGHT
REPRESENTATIONS

Consider quaternion degrees of freedom placed on the
links of a honeycomb lattice. Let us focus on the vertices
of the lattice, as depicted in Fig. 3(a), and construct
interactions that favor the configurations in which the
three link variables g1 , g2 , g3 ∈ Q8 multiply (clockwise)
to the group identity: g1 g2 g3 = 1. (Note that we focus
on the 3-legged stars of the honeycomb lattice, as opposed of the 3-sided plaquettes of a triangular lattice as
in Kitaev’s original formulation; these two systems are
equivalent, just formulated in dual lattices.) We repre-

FIG. 3. (a) Dual lattice version of Kitaev’s quantum double.
The ground states are defined by configurations in which the
product of the allowed group elements clockwise (orientation
matters) is g1 g2 g3 = 1, where g1 = g, g2 = h and g3 =
(gh)−1 = h−1 g −1 . (b) The quaternion group element on each
leg is represented by a 4-vector of the eigenvalues (±) of four
spins. The figure shows leg 1 as an example, with the red
dots representing the four gauge spins (matter spins are not
shown for simplicity).
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The 4 × 4 monomial matrix representations for these left/right operators are
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and


Note that both r and ` preserve the parity of each
v because they are monomial matrices with an even
number of −1’s. Also note that `(h−1 ) = `> (h) and
r(h−1 ) = r> (h). In terms of their action on the spin degrees of freedom, the + and − signs inside these matrices
should be interpreted as 112 and σ x operators acting on
the underlying spins; the latter flips a spin and the former
is the 2 × 2 identity operator.
One can also construct a convenient 4 × 4 matrix w
that implements inversion of a group element h:
v(h) w = v(h−1 ) .
w turns out to be the Hadamard matrix


− + + +
1 + − + +
w= 
 .
2 + + − +
+ + + −

(4)

(5)

This matrix ties the left/right representations together:
w r(h) w = `(h−1 )

and w `(h) w = r(h−1 ) .

(6)

Crucially, it follows that w is invariant under left/right
monomial transformations,
`(h) w r(h) = w

and r(h) w `(h) = w .

(7)

This is a key relation, and it is one of two automorphisms
that we will use in our construction of the Hamiltonian
(per Sec. II).
IV. BUILDING THE QUATERNION
QUANTUM DOUBLE HAMILTONIAN

We construct the Hamiltonian for the quaternion quantum double in two steps. The first step is to construct
terms to separate 16 states associated with 4 spin-1/2
degrees of freedom, in each link, into two sets of 8 states
each. One set of states – those with even parity – will
correspond to the representation of the elements of Q8
as described above; the other set of 8 states – those with
odd parity – will be pushed up in energy.





The second step of the construction is to design a
Hamiltonian that is invariant under transformations associated to left/right multiplication of the link variables
on a vertex by group elements that leave vertices where
the product g1 g2 g3 = 1 invariant, as illustrated in Fig. 4.
We note that the quaternion combinatorial gauge symmetry itself, as we shall see, is independent of the even-odd
splitting, so the construction is non-perturbative, as will
become explicit below.
A.

Hamiltonian on the links

On each of the links of the triangular lattice, labeled
α, we place four spins that we collect into the 4-spinor
σαz :
 z 
σα,1
z 

σα,2

σαz = 
(8)
z  .
σα,3
z
σα,4
In the z-basis, each σαz will form the basis representation
of the group elements as in Eq.(1) and each transforms
under r and ` as in in Eq.(2). To ensure that we will be
able to project to the even-parity subspace we introduce
four additional spins, represented by the 4-spinor ναz ,
 z 
να,1
z 
να,2
z

να = 
(9)
z  ,
να,3
z
να,4
which are coupled to the σαz via the Ising interactions
Ising
Hleg,α
= −K ναz > w σαz ,

(10)

with couplings proportional to the Hadamard matrix
in Eq.(5). These couplings are the same as those described in Ref. 9, and they favor the even-parity subz
z
z
z
space (σα,1
σα,2
σα,3
σα,4
= 1). These couplings are invariant under monomial transformations. For example if
σαz → r(g) σαz then ναz > → ναz > `(g) preserves the Hamiltonian because of the automorphism of w in Eq.(7).
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To the Ising couplings in Eq. (10) we can add uniform
transverse fields, which are invariant under the transformations r and `, because they are invariant under both
flips of the z-components and permutations of matter
spins. The general Hamiltonian on each leg is then:
Hleg,α = − K ναz > w σαz
X
X
x
x
− Γσ
σα,i
− Γν
να,i
.
i

B.

Hvertex = − J [ µz ]> W [ σ z ]
X
X
− Γµ
µxfi , hi − Hµ
µzfi , hi .

(11)

i

i

Hamiltonian on the vertex

In the second step of the construction we recursively
collect the three legs meeting at a vertex, introduce matter spins at the vertex, and construct a gauge-matter coupling matrix W . W will be invariant under non-Abelian
gauge transformations and will also favor the configurations in which the product of the quaternions on those
three legs equals the identity.
We collect the three 4-spinors on each leg into a 12spinor [ σ z ],
 z
σ1
(12)
[ σ z ] = σ2z  .
σ3z
We also define 64-spinor of matter spins

 z
µf1 ,h1


[ µz ] =  ...  ,
µzf64 ,h64

(13)

where the 64 states correspond to the choices of
64 triplets of group elements that multiply to 1,
parametrized as fi , hi , and (hi fi )−1 , i = 1, . . . , 64.
Now we couple the gauge and matter spins as follows
Ising
Hvertex
= −J [ µz ]> W [ σ z ] .

The the 64 × 12 matrix W is
fined by

v(f1 ) v(h1 )


1 v(f2 ) v(h2 )
W = 
.
..
4 
 ..
.
v(f64 ) v(h64 )

We can also apply transverse and longitudinal fields to
the matter spins, while preserving the combinatorial symmetry, because they are invariant under permutations of
the matter spins at each vertex. The more general Hamiltonian is then:

(14)

the interaction matrix dev((f1 h1 )−1 )
v((f2 h2 )−1 )
..
.





 ,


v((f64 h64 )−1 )

(15)

Each v is exactly as defined by Eq. (1) and therefore the interactions are ±J, i.e., ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic. This interaction matrix enumerates all
configurations that satisfy the flux relation on the vertex in Fig. 3. In each row we have that the product of
the quaternion group elements represented by the three
v’s in each row from left to right is 1 (order matters).
The number of rows exhausts the list of all possible leg
configurations, matching the number of matter spins.

(16)

i

On the full lattice, the Hamiltonian is the sum of the
leg terms in Eq. (11) and vertex terms in Eq. (16). We
denote the legs emanating from each vertex s by α(s) so
that the full Hamiltonian is:
X
H=
Hleg,α(s) + Hvertex,s .
(17)
s

C.

Non-Abelian combinatorial gauge symmetry

FIG. 4. Most general transformation of the hexagonal vertex
that preserves the flux, where a, b and c are group elements.
R12 (b) is highlighted in red as an example.

Now we show that each term in the full lattice Hamiltonian Eq. (17) is invariant under local non-Abelian transformations. Let us start with the ZZ-term of the vertex
Hamiltonian Eq. (16), and consider transformations as
depicted in Fig. 4. Consider three 12 × 12 block diagonal matrices, acting on the 12-spinor [ σ z ], for group
elements a, b, and c:
 −1

`(a ) 0
0
114 0 
R31 (a) =  0
(18a)
0
0 r(a)


r(b)
0
0
R12 (b) =  0 `(b−1 ) 0 
0
0
114

(18b)



114 0
0
0  ,
R23 (c) =  0 r(c)
0
0 `(c−1 )

(18c)

where 114 is the 4 × 4 identity matrix and the matrices
`(h) and r(h) are the 4 × 4 left/right representations of
quaternions. The matrices in Eq. (18) act on two of the
three legs on the vertex, one by multiplying by a group
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element on the left, and one by the (inverse) group element on the right. Each of these transformations preserve the zero flux condition on the vertex (i.e., that the
three group elements multiply to the identity). Each Rij
obeys the quaternion algebra Rij (g)Rij (h) = Rij (gh)
for all i, j, which follows from r(g)r(h) = r(gh) and
`(g)`(h) = `(hg). When one of the three legs is different,
the R’s commute, which follows from the commutation of
the r and ` block matrices. The latter property ensures
that we will be able to insert charges locally.
For example, the transformation R12 (b) is pictured in
Fig. 4b. Generically R12 (b) has the effect of mapping
group elements fi and hi by
fi → fi b

V.

hi → b−1 hi

v(f1 b) v(b−1 h1 )

THE GROUND STATE MANIFOLD

(19)

for all lines i = 1, . . . , 64 of the matrix W in Eq. (15).
Explicitly:


v(f1 ) r(b) v(h1 ) `(b−1 ) v((f1 h1 )−1 )


 v(f2 ) r(b) v(h2 ) `(b−1 ) v((f2 h2 )−1 ) 

W R12 (b) = 


..
..
..


.
.
.
v(f64 ) r(b) v(h64 ) `(b−1 ) v((f64 h64 )−1 )


are consistent by construction because the vertex transformations R in Eq. (18) are themselves composed of r
and ` matrices acting in the legs.
The transverse field terms in the Hamiltonian are not
spoiled by these transformations because the monomial
matrices are implemented by rotations around the x-axis
and permutations. The fields Γσ and Γν are uniform and
hence invariant under permutations of gauge or matter
spins, respectively, on each leg (permuting spins across
legs would not be allowed as it destroys the geometry of
the lattice).

v((f1 h1 )−1 )





 v(f2 b) v(b−1 h2 ) v((f2 h2 )−1 ) 

 , (20)
≡ .

..
..
 ..

.
.
−1
−1
v(fN b) v(b hN ) v((fN hN ) )

where we used Eq.(2). Note that W R12 (b) contains all
the same 64 lines of W , but permuted, i.e., we can write:
W R12 (b) = L12 (b) W ,
where L12 (b) is a 64×64 permutation matrix. In general,
for any matrix R that is a product of the Rij in Eq.(18)
there is a corresponding permutation matrix L such that
L> W R = W ,

(21)

where we used the fact that the inverse of any permutation matrix is its transpose. The automorphism in
Eq. (21) implies that the first term (first line) in the
Hamiltonian Eq. (16) is invariant under the local nonAbelian gauge transformation. The second and third
terms (second line) of Eq. (16) are invariant under the
permutation of the 64 matter spins µ, given that the
couplings Γµ and Hµ are uniform.
Consistency of the leg and vertex Hamiltonians: It is
important to point out that the Hamiltonians as constructed in Eqs. (11) and (16) are internally consistent.
We have used two automorphisms – one on the legs in
Eq. (6) and one on the vertex in Eq. (21). In fact they

Here we establish that the ground state of the Hamiltonian Eq. (17) is an equal amplitude superposition of all
the states satisfying the zero flux condition that are accessible from a reference configuration by local plaquette
operations. (Ground states in distinct topological sectors
are connected to different reference states.) To arrive at
this result, we first consider the spectrum of a single vertex with the transverse fields switched off in Hamiltonian
Eq. (16), and show in Appendix A that the lowest energy
manifold of states is comprised by those respecting the
zero flux condition.
To begin with, we need to ensure that even parity on
each leg holds such that the quaternion representation
in Eq. (1) is valid. This condition is K > 5J/2 applied
to the couplings between gauge and matter spins in the
Hamiltonian (17). We will also require that the longitudinal field Hµ > 0 in order to favor the unit flux state on
each vertex. Both conditions are derived in Appendix A.
Upon turning on the transverse fields, we obtain transition matrix elements between the states satisfying the
zero-flux condition in all vertices of the lattice. The lowest order terms generated in the perturbative expansion
are hexagonal plaquette operators, Ag (p), which multiply the six links visited by the small loop by a sequence
of alternating elements g and g −1 of Q8 , as depicted in
Fig. 1.
The amplitudes in front of each hexagonal plaquette
operator Ag depend on the group element g. The operator A1 has a second order in Γ’s contribution; the operator A−1 has the highest order in Γ’s coefficient; and
all operators Ag , g 6= 1, −1, enter with equal coefficients
(and at equal orders in perturbation theory). That this is
the case can be seen by inspection of the basic representation of the group elements in Eq. (1). Multiplication
by g = −1 necessarily flips all spins that represent any
group element. On the other hand, multiplication by
any g 6= 1, −1 flips exactly two spins (and similarly for
g −1 ). The energy of matter spins that are permuted by
the operation of inserting a flux g follows the same pattern because the ground state manifold is invariant under
combinatorial gauge symmetry. Therefore, the effective
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plaquette Hamiltonian can be written as
Hplaquette = −

X X

βg Ag (p) ,

(22)

p g∈Q8

where p is a plaquette and 0 < β−1 < βg6=−1,1 < β1 = 1
(the explicit form of βg is not required for this argument).
Hplaquette commutes with the flux condition, as the Ag (p)
are the generators of the gauge symmetry.
In Kitaev’s quantum double construction in Ref. 8, the
weights βg entering the plaquette Hamiltonian are chosen
to be all equal. This equal-weight choice is convenient but
not required: the necessary condition is that the weights
βg > 0, to guarantee that the quantum ground state is an
equal superposition of all zero-flux states (within a given
topological sector). The equal amplitude superposition
of such states is an eigenvector of each Ag (p) and hence
of Hplaquette ; that this superposition is the lowest energy
(ground state) eigenvector of Hplaquette follows from the
Perron-Frobenius theorem if the weights βg are all positive.
We thus arrive at the quantum ground state of the
non-Abelian quantum double model corresponding to the
quaternion group, using only 1- and 2-body interactions.
In the next section we discuss a superconducting circuit with the elements needed to realize the Hamiltonian Eq. (17). If one is considering a physical system,
the gap in the spin Hamiltonian would be prohibitively
small given the high order of the plaquette terms. However, there is a possibility that an alternate construction
may in fact have a larger (possibly non-perturbative) gap
as we discuss in the next section.

VI.

SUPERCONDUCTING CIRCUIT
REALIZATION

Instead of spins we can contemplate an array of superconducting wires connected by Josephson junctions.
Such a construction would follow closely that described
in Ref. 12, in which the 2-body Ising terms in the equivalent of Eq. (10) were obtained using a “waffle” where 4
vertical superconducting wires encode 4 matter degrees of
freedom, and 4 horizontal wires encode 4 gauge degrees
of freedom. Josephson junctions couple the horizontal
and vertical wires at their 16 intersections. The ± signs
that enter the matrix w in Eq. (5) can in principle be
realized, for instance, with regular Josephson couplings
(+) or with π-junctions (−).
The larger, W matrix of couplings entering in (16) and
enforcing the zero-flux condition at the junctions of the
honeycomb lattice would require a larger assembly, with
a 64 × 12 mesh. The 64 wires in the construction correspond to the rows of Eq. (15), while the other 12 perpendicular wires correspond to the columns of the matrix;
each element of the 64 × 12 W matrix contains either a
+ or a − entry, which dictates whether the intersection
of the vertical and horizontal wires (associated to the col-

umn and row) requires a regular Josephson coupling or
a π-junction.
While the construction may appear complex, with a
multitude of superconducting wires with specific types
of junctions at the 64 × 12 crossings, one may hope that
the perceived complexity may diminish if very large scale
integration of superconducting circuits could ever follow
the steps of semiconductor device integration. Nonetheless, complex as it may, the Hamiltonian of this system
realizes exactly the non-Abelian gauge symmetry of the
quaternion quantum double, with physical interactions.
In the limit where the superconducting wires are small,
and voltage biases are tuned so two nearly degenerate
charge states are favored in each wire, the system would
become a non-Abelian generalization of the WXY model
introduced in Ref. 12. It is not a priori obvious whether
this model would be gapped or gapless; if gapped, the
scale of the gap would be non-perturbative on the only
remaining energy scale in the problem, the Josephson
coupling.

VII.

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we constructed a physical spin Hamiltonian, with 1- and 2-body spin-spin interactions, which
realizes a non-Abelian quantum double for the quaternion group, Q8 , on a honeycomb lattice. To physically
represent the quaternion states, we used 4 spin-1/2 degrees of freedom. We separated the corresponding 16dimensional Hilbert space into two subspaces of even and
odd parity, and then we used the 8 even parity states to
represent the 8 quaternions. We introduced additional
matter spin degrees of freedom on the links and vertices of the honeycomb lattice: (i) to select the even
sectors for the gauge degrees of freedom on each link;
and (ii) to favor the state in which the three quaternion
variables on the links connected to a lattice site multiply to the identity, i.e., to select the zero flux condition
at each site as the ground state. We showed that the
Hamiltonian, which includes 2-body terms that couple
gauge and matter spins as well as transverse and longitudinal 1-body terms, possess an exact combinatorial
gauge symmetry associated with the quaternion group.
Notably, the spin model that we write has ferromagnetic
and anti-ferromagnetic ZZ interactions, plus longitudinal and transverse fields, and is thus an explicit example
of a transverse Ising-type model that does not have a
sign problem and yet realizes a non-Abelian topological
phase.
Our Hamiltonian would not be expected in naturally
occurring materials. Instead, a physical realization of it
would require a programmable quantum device. While
it requires a large number of spin-1/2 degrees of freedom
per unit cell to realize the system with the exact nonAbelian combinatorial gauge symmetry, the fact that it
requires only 1- and 2-body spin-spin interactions makes
it realistic to expect that it could be in fact programmed
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in a device that has the required number of qubits and
the proper connectivity among them.
We also discussed a superconducting quantum circuit realization with the same non-Abelian combinatorial gauge symmetry. This type of circuit, even if it requires many elements, could conceivably be realized if
large-scale integration of superconducting quantum circuits continues to advance.

Similarly, for triplets in S− , the Hamiltonian reduces
to

ES− = (+1J)

21
X
i=1

+ (−1J)

45
X

µzπi + (0J)

63
X

i=22

µzπi + (−3J)

i=46
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Appendix A: Spectrum of a single vertex without
transverse fields

Here we consider the spectrum of a single vertex with
the transverse fields switched off in Hamiltonian Eq. (16),
and show that that the lowest energy manifold of states
is comprised by those respecting the zero flux condition.

1.

Even-parity spin states

Without loss of generality, we focus on the case of a vertex in sublattice A, where the three group elements g1 , g2
and g3 defined on the edges of the vertex multiply clockwise. Let S+ be the set of all triplets of group elements in
Q8 , (g1 , g2 , g3 ), such that g1 g2 g3 = 1. |S| = |Q8 |2 = 82 ,
as choosing g1 and g2 fixes g3 . Similarly, let S− be the
set of all triplets of group elements in Q8 , (g1 , g2 , g3 ),
such that g1 g2 g3 = −1. We define S = S+ ∪ S− , and
S̄ the complement of S, i.e., all the triplets such that
g1 g2 g3 6= ±1. (|S̄| = 6 × 82 .)
By enumerating all the 83 triplets (g1 , g2 , g3 ) and using
their associated spin representation [ σ z ], we compute the
energies given by Eq. (16) in the absence of the transverse
field. Let us first compute the contributions from the 2spin interaction terms (proportional to J), namely EJ =
−J [ µz ]> W [ σ z ]. We obtain for any triplet in S+ that
ES+ = (−1J)

21
X

µzπi + (0J)

i=1

+ (+1J)

63
X
i=46

45
X

µzπi

i=22

µzπi + (+3J)

64
X

µzπi ,

(A1)

i=64

for π a permutation of the 64 indices. That is, the spectrum is independent of the state, upon permutations of
the µ spins. The minimum energy is Esmin
= −42J, at+
tained when 21 of the µz ’s are positive, 19 are negative,
and 24 can be either positive or negative (this degeneracy
can be lifted with a field, see below).

µzπi

64
X

µzπi .

(A2)

i=64

Notice that the coefficients are opposite to those in the
case of triplets in S+ . But the minimum energy remains
at Esmin
= −42J, attained when 21 of the µz ’s are neg−
ative, 19 are positive, and 24 can be either positive or
negative.
Finally, for triplets in S̄, the Hamiltonian reduces to

ES̄ = (−2J)

3
X

µzπi + (−1J)

i=1

+ (+1J)

61
X

15
X

µzπi + (0J)

i=4

µzπi + (+2J)

i=50

64
X

49
X

µzπi

i=16

µzπi

(A3)

i=62

with minimum energy is Es̄min = −36J.
We thus separate the manifold of states into two
classes, those in S+ and S− and those in S̄ by a value
6J. The minima for S+ and S− states can be split by
applying a uniform longitudinal field to the matter spins.
A positive field Hµ , as included in Eq. (16), lowers the
energy of the S+ manifold with respect to the S− one by
a value 4 Hµ [= (21 − 19)Hµ + (19 − 21)Hµ ].
There are degeneracies (which can be read from the
number of spins multiplying the coefficient 0J above).
These degeneracies can be lifted by the longitudinal field,
or also by a transverse field. The exact spectrum for
a single star can be obtained by solving the free spin
model Eq. (A2) in the presence of the longitudinal and
transverse fields.

2.

Inclusion of odd-parity spin states

In the above we only included the even-parity states
(in terms of four spins) associated to the 8 elements of
the quaternion group. Explicitly, we considered the 8
states in Eq. (1). There are the remaining 8 odd-parity
states that are physical in terms of the four spins but do
not correspond to quaternions. These are obtained from
the “good” (even) states by, schematically,

−
0
ṽ(odd) = v(even) 
0
0

0
+
0
0

0
0
+
0


0
0
.
0
+

(A4)
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Explicitly, we have the odd-parity states




ṽ(+1) = − + ++
ṽ(−1)= + − −−




ṽ(+i) = − − +−
ṽ(−i) = + + −+




ṽ(+j) = − + −−
ṽ(−j)= + − ++




ṽ(+k) = + + +−
ṽ(−k)= − − −+ .

states.
(iii) E = −48J − 6K; parities on legs: (−1, −1, −1); 512
states.
(A5)

We obtain the energies of all possible states of a vertex, including legs with both positive and negative parity,
by exhaustively enumerating all configurations and including the contributions from Eqs. (11) and (16) (with
transverse fields off). We obtain the following energies
depending on the parity of the three legs:
(i) E = −42J − 12K; parities on legs: (1, 1, 1); 128
states (64 with g1 g2 g3 = +1 and 64 with g1 g2 g3 =
−1).
(ii) E = −36J − 12K; parities on legs: (1, 1, 1); 384
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