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Abstract

We review the topological quantum computation scheme of$zama et al. from the per-
spective of the conformal field theory for the two-dimensioaritical Ising model. This
scheme originally used thmonodromyproperties of the non-Abelian excitations in the
Pfaffian quantum Hall state to construct elementary qubits execute logical NOT on
them. We extend the scheme of Das Sarma et al. by exploitegxplicit braiding trans-
formations for the Pfaffian wave functions containing 4 argliésiholes to implement, for
the first time in this context, the single-qubit Hadamard phdse gates and the two-qubit
Controlled-NOT gate over Pfaffian qubits in a topologicadlptected way. In more detail,
we explicitly construct the unitary representations oflihe&id groups#,4, % and % and
use the elementary braid matrices to implement one-, two-tlaree-qubit gates. We also
propose to construct a topologically protected Toffoliega@t terms of a braid-group based
Controlled-Controlled-Z gate precursor. Finally we dissgsome difficulties arising in the
embedding of the Clifford gates and address several impiogizestions about topological
guantum computation in general.
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1 Introduction

In contrast to the three dimensional world, where we coulg &éind bosons and
fermions, the statistics of localized objects in two dimens turned out to be
much richer, and includes fractional or anyonic statigtisin the simplest case

Email addresslgeorg@inrne.bas.bg (Lachezar S. Georgiev).

Preprint submitted to Elsevier Science 27 March 2022


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0611340v2

of Abelian fractional statistics the counter-clockwiselange of two anyons mul-
tiplies the many-body state by the statistical phas€i&¥pwhere8/m might be
a fractional number. The most important distinction betwaayons on one side
and bosons or fermions on the other is that the clockwise andter-clockwise
exchanges are significantly different so that the many-lvealye functions belong
to the representations spaces not of the permutation graupftthe braid group
[1,2]. When the dimension of the braid-group representaiicbigger than 1 the
corresponding (quasi)particles are called plektons $3,4y non-Abelian anyons,
and the exchange of two such anyons results in a non-tri@stcal matrix acting
over degenerate space of many-body states. As the matejoessenting different
exchanges do not commute in general, this kind of quasgbadtatistics is called
non-Abelian.

The most promising two-dimensional system, in which norelfn statistics may
eventually be observed seems to be the fractional quantuin(fF@H) state in
the second Landau level with filling factor=5/2, which is now routinely ob-
served in ultra high-mobility samples [6,7]. Convincingabytical [8,9] and nu-
merical [10,11] evidence suggest that this state is mostylikn the universality
class of the Pfaffian FQH state constructed by Moore and REZdifing correla-
tion functions of certain operators in an appropriate 1L dimensional conformal
field theory (CFT) [13] including the Ising model [12,14]. ierimental tests of
fractional statistics appear to be much more difficult thamse which confirmed
the fractional electric charge [15] of the FQH quasipagescHowever, it turns out
that consequences of the presence of non-Abelian excitatioght in fact be easier
to observe than the Abelian fractional statistics itsefite the structural compli-
cations. In recent theoretical work interesting propo$aisietection of the non-
Abelian statistics of the quasiparticles in the- 5/2 FQH state [16,17,18,19] and
inthev = 12/5 FQH state [20,21], which is expected to be in the univeryselass
of thek = 3 parafermion Hall state [22,23], have been made.

It is quite remarkable that in addition to its fundamentgngicance, the non-
Abelian quantum statistics might become practically int@ot for quantum com-
putation [24]. Although the ideas behind quantum inforimatrocessing are sim-
ply based on the well-established fundamental postuldtéseoquantum theory,
its exponentially growing computational power could novéddeen exploited so
far due to the unavoidable effects of quantum noise and @égeabe as a result of
interaction of the qubits with their environment. Even tligtum error-correcting
algorithms [24], which allow to use operations containimegtain level of errors,
could not help creating a quantum computer with more tharwagigbits. In this
context recently appeared the ideatopological quantum computatiofT QC)
[25,26,27]. Because the interactions leading to decoleerare presumably local
we can try to avoid them by encoding quantum information lomadly, using some
global e.g., topological characteristics of the systenis Tdpological protection of
gubit operationgmeans that quantum information is inaccessible to locarau-
tions, because they cannot distinguish between the cotqmababasis states and



hence cannot lead to decoherence and noise [25,27,28 |28 iSTwhy topologi-
cal gates are believed to be exact operations, which migkngally allow for the
topologically protected quantum computation.

The FQH liquid is a perfect candidate for TQC because it msesea number
of topological properties which are universal, i.e., rdkagainst the variations of
the interactions details, and could be successfully desdrby rational confor-
mal field (RCFT) theories [30,31,32], which capture the ersality classes of the
FQH edge excitations (see also [33] and Refs. therein). Taie ndea is to use
the braiding matrices [3,4,27] corresponding to the exgkarof FQH quasiparti-
cles, acting over a degenerate set of topological many-statgs, to implement
arbitrary unitary transformations [25,26,27,34]. Be@atl®e single qubit space is
two-dimensional, we need degenerate spaces of quasipaicelation functions
with dimension at least 2. While the Abelian FQH quasip&tdave degenerate
spaces on non-trivial manifolds such as torus [25,35], sodstructions are not ap-
propriate for experimental realization in planar systesagh as the FQH liquids.
Alternatively, by Abelian anyons, one could realize in thene only diagonal gates,
such as Controlled-phase gates [36] but cannot implementragonal gates such
as the Hadamard gate. In contrast, the non-Abelian FQH paidisiles by defini-
tion have degenerate spaces even in planar geometry, wiptdires why the non-
Abelian anyons might be more appropriate for TQC. The ondydwal source of
noise and decoherence is due to thermally activated qutsipaquasihole pairs,
which might execute unwanted braidings. Fortunately, eh@®cesses are expo-
nentially suppressed at low temperature by the bulk eneeagy which leads to
astronomical precision of quantum information processing

In a recent paper [28] Das Sarma et al. proposed to use thetegpeon-Abelian
statistics of the quasiparticles in the Pfaffian FQH stateotustruct an elementary
gubit and execute a logical NOT gate on it. The NOT-gate can8on is very im-
portant for quantum computation because it underlies batrconstruction of the
single-qubit gates and of the Controlled-NOT (CNOT) gat.[Blowever the NOT
gate is certainly not sufficient for universal computatitmough it is reversible, be-
cause the universal classical gate, NAND/NOT, built fromMN®irreversible [37],
while all qguantum gates must be reversible. Therefore,en@QC scheme of Das
Sarma et al., we need to implement the CNOT gate (or rever¥QIR), which
plays a central role in the universal quantum computer [24,3

The FQH state at = 5/2 has one big advantage with respect to TQC—it is the
most stable state, i.e., the one with the highest bulk engagy among all FQH
states in which non-Abelian quasiparticle statistics igeeted to be realized. Re-
cent measurements of the energy gap [6,7] suggest thatrmaise/signal is ex-
pected to be of the order of 18 or even lower, which is an unprecedented number
in the quantum computation field and might potentially alfowthe construction

of a truly scalable quantum computation platform. On theeptitand, one serious
drawback is that the quasiparticles braiding matrices acabe used alone for uni-



versal quantum computation because, as we shall see laerepresentation of
the braid group turns out to be finite. This has to be compaiitidl thve state at
v = 12/5, whose braiding matrices are expected to be universalyhose energy
gap is an order of magnitude lower than the- 5/2 one, which increases dramat-
ically the noise/signal ratio.

In this paper we extend the TQC scheme of Das Sarma et al. \@8¢h was
originally based on monodromy transformations of the Riaffvave functions, in
such a way to construct by braiding the single-qubit Haddmnaad phase gates as
well as the two-qubit Controlled-Z and Controlled-NOT gat€hese constructions
are naturally topologically protected. In addition we isiigate some possibilities
for topologically protected realization of the three-quknffoli gate.

Summary of resultsnve review in Sect. 2 the TQC scheme of Das Sarma et al.
and introduce in Sect. 2.4 the 4-quasihole wave functiorRRedf [28] which we
shall use to derive the elementary exchange matrices tHiatepresent single-
qubit gates. In Sect. 3 we consider in more detail the readransformation for
the qubit of Ref. [28] by using the analytic properties of thguasiholes states
and prove, under certain conditions, the conjecture of R8}.that the state of the
gubit does not change after transferring one quasihole &otidot 1 to antidot 2,
which is crucial for the construction, initialization andampulation of the Pfaf-
fian qubits. When these conditions are not satisfied, the Tep€rse of Ref. [28]
is going to fail. We prove in Sect. 3.3 the orthogonality o #h-quasiholes states
forming the computational basis, which is very important tleeir quantum dis-
tinguishability. Deriving explicitly in Sect. 6 the compeset of exchange ma-
trices for the 4-quasiholes states, which has been pagrtalhe in Ref. [38] and
completely reproduced in Ref. [39] using the underlyingrquen group structure
for the parafermion quantum Hall states, we construct irt.$e8 all single-qubit
gates, except for the/8 gate, entirely in terms of quasihole braiding. Then, in
Sect. 8 we propose a natural two-qubit construction in texh@squasiholes states
and obtain explicitly the exchange matrices for these stéteSects. 8.2 and 8.4
we implement the Controlled-Z and Controlled-NOT gatesrelytin terms of 6-
guasiholes braidings. To the best of the author’s knowlékigds the first explicit
construction of these gates in the Pfaffian state, which a&teand topologically
protected. We also construct in Sects. 8.6 and 8.7 the BrKitgev two-qubit gate
g3 and the non-demolition charge measurement gate, reselycin terms of 6-
guasiholes braidings. While the above gates are not suifiéde universal quan-
tum computation they are known to form a Clifford group [4],3vhich plays an
extremely important role in error-correcting algorithnmglain particular could be
efficiently used in such applications as quantum teleporiatnd super-dense cod-
ing [24]. Moreover, if the Clifford group is supplemented the so-called magic
states or noisy ancillas that could already be used for msav&uantum compu-
tation [40]. In addition to the Clifford-group gates, inatkof using ther/8 gate,
we propose in Sect. 9 to implement in a topologically pradotvay the Toffoli
gate in terms of the CNOT and the Controlled-S gate, or by altgeup based



Controlled-Controlled-Z gate precursor, which would adfiiform a universal set

of topological protected gates realized with Pfaffian gubit appears that there
is an additional topological entanglement in the threeHogsystems defined by 8

Pfaffian quasiholes, which leads to complications in theexuhding of the one- and

two-qubit gates into systems with three or more qubits. phesnomenon seems to
be common for all topological quantum computation schenasedh on the braid

matrices of the non-Abelian FQH anyons.

2 The TQC scheme of Das Sarma et al.

The main idea of Ref. [28,29] is to use the wave functions eRFaffian FQH state
with 4 quasiholes to form an elementary qubit. Then quantatesycan be executed
by braiding some of the quasiholes (i.e., by counter-claskwxchanges of quasi-
holes) leading to unitary transformations in the qubit gp&ehen the positions of
the quasiholes are fixed these wave functions form a 2-diimealsspace which
could be used as the single-qubit space. In general, the fuagéons containing
2n quasiholes with fixed positions form a linear space with disien 21 [38].
The main reason for the exponential increase of the spacendion is the non-
Abelian statistics of the quasiholes, i.e, when two qudsiare fused together
(taken to the same point in the coordinate plane) the resaliaicns more than one
guasiparticle due to the chiral Ising model fusion rule [12]

oxo=I+y. (1)

The exponential degeneracy of theduasiholes spaces can be alternatively under-
stood by interpreting the Pfaffian state ap-awave superconductor of composite
fermions [8], where the non-Abelian quasiholes are reprteseby half-quantum
vortices, and their non-Abelian statistics follows frone thxistence of Majorana
zero-modes in the vortex cores obtained as solutions of tgowBbov-de Gennes
equations [8,9,41].

One way to keep the positions of the quasiholes fixed is tmduice antidots
[42] (lithographically defined potential hills expellingg FQH fluid and creat-
ing a “hole” or “island” inside it) in the FQH liquid and lodak the quasiholes
there as shown on Fig. 1. The positions of the quasiholesaaretdd byn,, where
a=1,...,4, and we assume that the quasiholes with coordirgatesdn, form

our qubit, whilens andns (not shown explicitly on Fig. 1) are used to measure and
manipulate the qubit’s state [28,43].
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Fig. 1. (Color online). Av = 5/2 Hall bar with two antidots, on which the quasiholes (de-
noted symbolically by small empty circles) with coordirgtg andn, comprising the qubit
are localized, and 4 front gates, M, N, P and Q creating tumgelonstrictions. Black ar-
rows depict the edge states, while the green and red arravesedivo alternative tunneling
channels, a direct one and such enclosing the two antidots.

2.1 State of the qubit and its initialization

In order to have a real TQC scheme we need to specialize thputational basis
{|0), |1)}. The definition of these states is closely related to the waycauld

possibly measure them and to the way we prepare the systengartan state.
That is why we shall start by saying how we can initialize thbigand measure it.

To initialize the qubit we put charge/2 on antidot 1 [28]. This can be done by
adding one quanturh/e of magnetic flux in the vicinity of antidot 1 (e.g., by a
solenoid piercing the antidot). A detailed analysis of tinenieling situation in the
stable strong-coupling regime in a Pfaffian antidot with Admov—Bohm flux can
be found in Ref. [18]. The FQH liquid containing the antidesponds by local-
izing a charged excitation on the antidot border carrying iax quantum. Be-
cause of the fundamental FQH effect relation between thenetagflux and elec-
tric chargE]

1
— yd =
QE| 1% ) 1% 2

the charge of such an excitation ig2l There are only two allowed chargg2L
excitations of the Pfaffian FQH state which could be locaiae the antidot: in the

1 as usual we consider only the fractional part of the fillingtdav = 2+ 1/2 correspond-
ing to the top-most Landau level



notation of Refs. [33,18] these are represented by the figddators

%P and w2 d??: =1 Qu=1/2, 2)

where /(2) is the Ising model Majorana fermion and the vertex exponénhe
normalized boson fielg)(z) represents the u(1) part of the excitation. Now we can
envision the following computational basis

0) «— ifthe charge 12 stateis :52%?:
i1
|1) <«— ifthe charge 12 stateis (2): e v:¥? : (3)

or, in other words, the state of the qubit|/® if the Majorana fermion is not oc-
cupied and1) if it is occupied. Note that the states corresponding to tlelsiin
Eq. (2) cannot form coherent superpositions because thegdpto different super-
selection sectors inside the Neveu—Schwarz sector (wledituththreading antidot
1 is one quantum in the experimental setup), which corre$porheir different
fermion parity.

In Table 1 we give for convenience the list of the 6 topololiycaequivalent sec-
tors (quasipatrticles) for the Pfaffian FQH state. Note thattopological sectors in
which the chiral fermion parity is well-defined contain gipasticles with both pos-
itive and negative parities because they can be obtaineddaxch other by adding
an electron. The quasiparticle spectrum is obtained fractiral partition func-
tions of the corresponding topological sectors, see R881B] for more details.

2.2 Measurement of the qubit state

It was one of the bright ideas of Ref. [28] to use the electrdf@ch—Zehnder inter-
ferometry [44,45,19] to determine the state of the qubitréAarecisely, let us try
to measure the diagonal conductansg, which is proportional to the probability
for a charged patrticle to enter the lower edge of the Hall bdfig. 1 and to exit
in out of the upper edge. Because of the constrictions atdatehe front gates M
and N, P and Q, there are two alternative channels for a cthapgasiparticle en-
tering from the lower edge to exit from the upper one: one isitmel between the
front gates M and N and the other is to tunnel between P and &efdre, to lead-
ing order in the tunneling amplitudégn andtpg, which are assumed to be very
small, the diagonal conductance would be proportional éoititerference of the
two amplitudes [28]. Consider, for example the interfeeen€the two tunneling
processes if the chargg2 on antidot 1 does not contain Majorana fermion. Then
the amplitude for tunneling between P and Q must be multgdiethe Aharonov—



Table 1

Topologically inequivalent quasiparticles in the Pfafffe@H state and their quantum num-
bers: electric charg®, neutral-sector chiral fermion parity, conformal dimensioa and
quantum statisticé /T = 2A mod 2

Particles in the same|| Fields | Charge | Parity CFT dim. | Quant. stat.
Topological Sector Q Ve A o/m
vacuum I 0 + 0 0
hole/electron eVaoy | 11 — 3/2 1
quasihole (vortex) d22%g 1/4 | undefined 1/8 1/4
quasiparticle e '22% —1/4 | undefined 1/8 1/4
+1 flux dv? | 12 + 1/4 1/2
“1flux x Majorana || € 2%y | —1/2 - 3/4 ~-1/2
1 flux e 2? | _1/2 + 1/4 1/2
+1 flux x Majorana || €7y 1/2 - 3/4 ~-1/2
+2 flux (k-boson) dv2e 1 + 1 0
Majorana fermion 1] 0 - 1/2 1

Bohm phase for the non-Abelian quasihole which when tungdbietween P and
Q actually encircles the charg¢2 state on antidot 1, i.e.,

PR — g7 — |, (4)

because a quasiparticle with char@g = 1/4 encircles magnetic fluxo = 1.
Therefore, the diagonal conductance, which is proportitméne modulus-square
of the amplitude, reads

0 )
o [ ltmn + itpol%. (5)

If instead, the state of the qubit j&), i.e., there is a Majorana fermion on anti-
dot 1, then in addition to the Aharonov—Bohm phase (4) theyaldvbe a minus
sign coming from the fact that the Ising modelfiled is transported around the
Majorana fermion. To see, in the CFT language, why this mgigs appears, we
consider the operator-product-expansion

o(z2)y(0) % sothat g(z)y(0) — —o(z)@(0) when z— ez,

Y
z—0



i.e., wheno is transported adiabatically arougd Thus, the diagonal conductance
measurement in the statb gives

oy O ltmun — itpgl|%. (6)

Note that the two different interference patterns, Eqsafi) (6) of the diagonal
conductance are very well distinguished experimentally tuthe high visibility
of the Mach—Zehnder interferometry [44].

2.3 Splitting thel /2 charge: finalizing the qubit

Despite that we can efficiently measure the two states in dinepatational ba-
sis this is still not sufficient for quantum computation. Tleason is that we need
to form coherent superpositions of the std®sand|1) which is not allowed for
the charge 12 states (3) due to the fermion parity superselection ruleortler

to circumvent this difficulty Das Sarma et al. have made agoifiteresting pro-
posal [28]: to split the charge/2 state into 14 x 1/4 state by transferring one
charge ¥4 from antidot 1 to antidot 2. This is indeed possible, if opplees volt-
age between the two antidots, because the most relevanpgtade for tunneling
through the bulk of the Pfaffian FQH liquid carries chargd.IThis quasiparticle is
non-Abelian and containsa field from the Ising model because there is no other
charge ¥4 quasiparticle and the non-Abelian one has the minimal AREdsion
[12,38,33]. Now the state on antidots 1 and 2 is equivalemt(tg;)o(n2) which
together with the quasiholes at andn4 correspond to a 4-quasihole wave func-
tion, which belongs to a two-dimensional space as discusstdte beginning of
Sect. 2.

While the charge 22 states (3) cannot form coherent superpositions, bechage t
belong to different superselection sectors, for the 4 duodss configurations we
can consider the superposition of the states obtained Lyirsgplof the vacuum in
two different ways, namely

[-IxI—(ox0)x(0x0)
I-yYyxyY—(oxo)x(oxo0), (7)

because the two 4-quasihole states now belong to the sareessigetion sectors.

One natural question arises in this charge splitting procedoes the state of the
qubit remain the same in the process of transferring oneghar4 from antidot 1
to antidot 2 or it changes®r, even, more philosophicallgoes the system with 4
o fields has something in common with the computational bdsisrochargel/2
state plus 2 additionad fields, or it is completely different?



The original idea of Ref. [28] was that the state of the qubé&ginot change during
the splitting procedure because the pairs of quasiholelsarPtaffian state share
a pair of Majorana fermions zero modédgjo, o), whose combined (left- plus
right- moving) fermion parity is supposed to be conservdtht® why the read-
out should give the same results as before splitting untese Majorana fermions
could tunnel from the edge or from another antidot, howetverse processes are
exponentially suppressed because the quasiholes aresagpjodoe well separated
and far from the edges.

In Sect. 3 we shall explicitly derive the readout resultstfe 4-quasiholes wave
functions and will find conditions under which this is in agmeent with Ref. [28].

2.4 Four-quasiholes wave functions

As we shall see in Sect. 3, the topological phase, which ohétexs the conductance
interference pattern, can be obtained from the monodrontyicea appearing in

the adiabatic transport of some quasiholes around otheteaswe need the wave
functions explicitly. The wave function for even numideof holes (or electrons) at
positionsz,, . .., zy containing 4 quasiholes at positions, . .., N4, can be realized

as a correlation function

N
Wagh(N1, M2, N3, N4:{2}) = (Wgn(N1) Wan(n2) Wan(n3) Yan(na) u Whote(2))

of the field operators corresponding to creation of holescuasiholes

i1

Uhole(2) = Y(2):€V29D: and ygn(n) = a(n): €7 ?, ®8)

respectively, wherer(n) is the chiral spin field in the Ising model of dimension
1/16 andy(z) is the right-moving Majorana fermion in the chiral Ising nebdt
can be expressed as

N
Wagn(N1,N2,N3,N41 21, ..., 2N) = <0('71)0('72)U(’73)U(’74) ﬂlllf(zj)> X
J:

Y
|_L N3 _r!\/(zi—nl)(zi—rlz)(zi—'73)(Zi—'”l4) [ Z:.(9)
a<b<4 1=

1< 1<i< <N

where the average sigh--) now represents the vacuum expectation value in the
chiral Ising model and the last three product factors in Bjcome from theu(1)
components of the holes : efiy/2¢(z)) : and of the quasiholes : efi(z) /2v/2) .

We used here the notatiopp = na— Ny, for a# b andzj =z —z; fori # j.

10



One important detail is that the chiral fietd ) does not have a definite fermion
parity because of the non-Abelian fusion rule (1) which reigtates with different
fermion parities. Nevertheless it would be convenient tootuce two chiral fields
o, of dimensiomA, = 1/16 and opposite parities [33]

Yeo=(N)ye = £o+(n), (10)

in terms of which the non-Abelian fusion rule (1) necesgalits into two Abelian
channels

orxor =1 0Lxor=4y. (11)

The o filed entering Eq. (9) is then identified with

o(n) = 0+<n)}20(n)' (12)

In order to obtain the 4-gh wave function (9) we carefullygapthe arguments
of Ref. [38] in which the chiral many-body wave functions bétPfaffian state are
obtained by bosonization techniques from¢he 1 complex Ising model. The final
result is

LIJ4(3]|‘l(r’17"’27"’37"’4;21%-~7ZN) = LIJE&)h“f‘ wg]d)h, (13)

where we have used the notation of Refs. [28,318(41;)(1 =10), Wﬁhz |1) would be
our computational basis in the 4-gh wave function’s space)

FSI

w(0.1) _ (M13M124)

(Wag)2a) £ VXW(10)(23)) (14)

with x being a CFT invariant crossratio [13]

_ N14n23

X and =Na—Np), 15
N13MN24 (Nab=Na—"Nb) (15)
(z2 —Na)(z — Nb)(Zj —Nc)(Zj —Na) + (I < |)
LP(ab)(Cd) = Pf ( Z— Zj X
X (Zi - Z')27
1§i|<_JI§N :

11



where{a,b,c,d} is a permutation of 1,2, 3,4} satisfyinga < b andc < d. The
Pfaffian of an anti-symmetric matri;; of even dimensioiN is defined as

1 ' N/2
Pf(Mjj) = W AS'QWU) k|:|1M0(2k—1)0(2k)'

2
o

It is worth stressing that the space of the 4-quasihole wawetions for fixed posi-
tions of the quasiholes is two-dimensional. The seconddaddent wave function
could be obtained from the first one, Eq. (13), by transpgris aroundn, (i.e.,

N34 — €™ N34) Which transformswg?h — wg%)h and W%)h — —wﬁh so that
Waah(N1, M2, N3, M43 2, - - ZN) = ‘Pg,%)h— qJE;lq)h- (16)

It appears, however, that in some situations, such as thi opiialization of

Ref. [28], the 4-gh wave function may be driven directly ie ﬁ‘tatépg%)h or ‘Pﬁh.

3 Read-out in the TQC scheme of Das Sarma et al: the measuremeof the
4-quasiholes qubit state

As we have seen in Sect. (2.2) the read-out of the qubit i®pedd by interference
measurement of the diagonal conductance, for which we meechonodromies of
the corresponding wave functions. In this section we shathgute the explicit
monodromies of the 4-gh wave functions (14) as well as foy §08l (16). Then, in
Sect. 4, we shall compute the corresponding monodromigtéoiwo charge A2
states, which can be obtained by fusing quasiholes withdioatesn; andns,.

Assuming that our qubit is formed by the quasiholes with dowtesn; andn»
we can interpret the quasihole with coordingtetunneling either through M and
N or through P and Q as generating the interference pattetneiriongitudinal
conductance, like in the non-Abelian Mach—Zehnder interfester [45]. In more
detall, if the third quasihole tunnels through M and N, aswamo@n Fig. 2, this
could be interpreted as a clockwise braid of this quasihdie thve qubit, while if it
tunnels through P and Q this gives rise to a counter-cloakiiaid (denoted below
asR; cf. Ref. [45]) so that the quantum amplitude for these twacpsses is (we
have absorbed all dynamical phase factors for the two pattisei corresponding
amplitudedyn andtpg)

IA) = tun R (N1, 12), N3, N4a) +tpoR| (N1, N2), N3, Na)

12
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Fig. 2. Conductance interference term in the read-out pireeexpressed by the braiBs
(corresponding to tunneling through P and R)? (corresponding to tunneling through M
and N) and the monodronfy.

and the longitudinal conductance would be

O 0 (AIA) = [twn|? + [trg|? + 2Re (tiyntro(WIRE W)

where|W) = |(n1,n2), N3, Na) is the 4-gh state in which the qubit is formed by the
guasiholes with positiong; andn», and we have used the unitarity of the braid
operatorR andR? is the corresponding monodromy operator. The oper@tds
actually the operator whictakes the quasihole with coordinatg around those
with n1 and 2 in counter-clockwise directiorNote that if we fuse the quasiholes
forming the qubit, i.e.nn1 — n2, and the state i then the matrix element isi,
while if they fuse toy the matrix element is-i, which reproduce the interference
results in Sect. 2.2. It is worth stressing that there is aarkable relation between
the expectation value of the monodromy oper&gicorresponding to the adiabatic
transport of particle with labed around particle with labab, and the modula
matrix [13] associated with any rational CFT [20]:

_ S0
SOaSOb ’

(WIR|W)

where the label 0 corresponds to the vacuum. Working with utasds matrices
is very convenient because they are explicitly known forcadtrall rational CFT
related to the FQH effect.

Thus we see that the read-out or measurement proceduresfdrdgh wave func-
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tions consists in taking the quasihole with coordinggearound the qubit [28,43],
i.e., around the two quasiholes with coordinategndns.

It is worth stressing that the 4-gh wave function basis ($4)ry convenient from
the point of view of the adiabatic transport because thetfonsW gy, cq) have no
Berry phases [38] so that the transport effects could bda@ttpldetermined from
the monodromies of the multivalued function

f(z=4/1++z z€C,

entering the denominator in Eq. (14). Notice, however, tteking ns aroundn;
andny” in the functions (19) foz = x with x defined in Eqg. (15), which are simply
proportional to the 4-point functions of the chiral spindiéh the Ising model, is
equivalent to the adiabatic transport pf aroundn, alone. This is because the
monodromy for the transport afs aroundns, n2 andns is trivial, as shown on
Fig. 3, since the contour on the left can be contracted torat fat infinity) without

A 1=RRR, .

Fig. 3. The trivial monodromy of the 4-quasihole wave fuotiwhen one quasihole is
transported around all others, allows to compute the read®taking)s aroundng.

passing through any other singularity. Therefore it wowddaimpler to compute the
read-out transformation of the functions (19) fo£ x by

R3y:  Mas— N3, = lim M nss, tel0,1). (17)
-1

The transformation (17) obviously preserves the absolaiigavof the crossratio

N12MN34
N13MN24

X

=1-x & x=1-X (18)

wherex is defined in Eq. (15), because all othg} = nap, i.e., the contour for
transportation ok,”corresponding to Eq. (17), is a circle with centexat O and

2 Alternatively, as a matter of choice, one could use the @uadsiwith the coordinatg, to
encircle the quasiholes localized on antidots 1 and 2, whimhld lead to the same results,
however, we will stick here to the notation of Ref. [28]).
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radius|X|. Therefore the result crucially depends on whetkgis bigger or smaller
than 1. Thus we need to consider the behavior of the functions

fe(R)=y\/1+£VI—K (19)

under the transformation (17). Yet, it is more convenierirth analyze Eq. (19) as
a function ofz and then just outline what happens when we changd — X.

The multivalued function (19) has two separate branchinigtpoone isz= 0
which, if encircled by the continuation contour, would charthe sign of the inner
root, as can be seen from Eq. (A.2) in Appendix A, i.e.,

\1£vZ = y/1Tyvz for z— €Mz and |7 <1.

However, the second function, corresponding to the mingis snhder the square
root in Eq. (19), has one more branching poinzat 1 which, if encircled in the
process of the analytic continuation changes the sign odtiter root, i.e.,

\1£vZ = +4/1+yz for (z—1)— €™ (z—1) and|z—1| < 1.

This can be easily seen from the Laurent-mode expansidnfdt| < 1, by looking
at Eq. (A.4) in Appendix A.

Now consider what happens when we chamge1— X. WhenxX'— €%, andt
goes from 0 to 1, this transportsalong a circle of radiugk| and center ax = 0.
Then—X s transported along the same circle, though with a phaseo$hi. Thus
z=1-—Xis transported along a circle of the same radiiishowever translated to
be centered at= 1 as shown on Figures 4 and 5.

Therefore we need to consider both caggs< 1 and|X| > 1, separately in more
detail. Of course, one may consider other contours whicthamotopic to that
of Eq. (17) but do not preserve the absolute valu.dih"that case the results
would be the same as those obtained from Eq. (17), only thdittoms on |X|
must be replaced by the homotopic condition whether thes®waos encircle both
branching pointg = 0 andz= 1 or only one of them.

3.1 The read-out folX| < 1: take ns aroundn4

According to our analysis, whef| < 1, the read-out transformation (17) corre-
sponds to transporting the crossratio (18) along a contdichwencircles only the
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branching pointaz =1,

Ci ={z=1-¢&Mg|0<t <1, %<1}, (20)

as shown in Fig. 4. We have introduced two branch-cuts fofithetion (19) like

A -
Xkl
1-e”'X
branch-cut branch-cut
——
(—e,0) z=0

Fig. 4. The contouCg used for the analytic continuation of Eq. (19) whgh< 1. As
it encloses only the branching point a& 1, going along this contour only changes the
outer-root sign off_(z).

in Fig. 4. Because the 4-quasihole wave functigs 24 andW¥ 1423 have no
branch-cuts imgp,, they acquire no phase under the transformation (17), amd th
only phases come from the prefactor in Eq. (14) contaimiggandx.

SincelX| < 1 and the transformation (17) transpot&dng the contour (20), which
is shown on Fig. 4, this transformation only changes therenoats signs, i.e.,

(i) (o ) (ves)

In order to find the action of the transformation (17) in theib% wg?q)h, wﬁh} we
only have to add the phase coming frqmﬂ4 in Eq. (14) which is B/2, Notice that
we use “takingns aroundns” as the readout prescription only for the functions
(19) because these are the functions for which the total oir@may is trivial. For
all other functions, including fractional powers @fy,, we still use as the read-out
“taking n3 aroundn, andny”. Thus we obtain the read-out transformation as

0 . 0

u A<D (“’i&) _ (I 0) (”’%) or
read-out 1 - i 1
YA VAU
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Notice that this *i”, on the diagonal of the matrix in Eq. (21), is exactly thedop

logical phase that appears for the quasiparticles trayealiong the contour passing
through the front contacts P and Q, see Fig. 1, in the diagmraductance mea-
surement so that

ox<tn [tmN iith\z, with ” 4" for |0) and “—" for |1). (22)
3.2 Thecas¢|>1

Alternatively, if |X| > 1, then the read-out transformation (17) leads to transyprt
X along the following contour

C; ={z=1-€&Mg|0<t <1, [%>1}, (23)

which encircles both branching points at= 1 andz= 0 as shown on Fig. 5.
Therefore, the read-out transformations (17) would chahgesign of the outer

branch-cut

Fig. 5. The contou€; used for the analytic continuation of Eq. (19) wh&n> 1. Because
it encloses both branching point a& 1 andz = 0 going along this contour changes the
outer-root sign whenever the inner one is™and flips the inner-root sign of . (z).

root whenever the inner sign is-* as well as would flip the inner-roots sign.,

(VR (5 ) ().
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Adding again the Abelian phasE&'&, coming fromnllé4 in Eq. (14) we obtain the
read-out transformation as

0 . 0
Uy (%>1) LPElq)h _ ( 0_ [ ) qJElq)h for ‘012034
read-out l'PE&q)h —-i 0 wgl%:])h N13N2a

Now the diagonal conductance measurement might be ditfén@n Eq. (22), as it
crucially depends on the overlap between the states (1ihe tivo statewg%ﬁ) are
orthogonal, which is a fundamental requirement in quantusoty, then the mon-
odromy average{Wﬁ?\Ré\WE&?), determining the interference pattern, would
vanish and the diagonal conductance could not distinguesivden the two states
in the computational basis. Thus we see that the Mach—Zehmeeference mea-

surement could only work fani2nza| < |N13n2al-

> 1 (24)

Using the CFT invariance of, ©ne can prove that the absolute value of the cross-
ratio X depends on the absolute values of the quasiholes positiens,

X<l < [n3|<|nz/, while |X>1 <« |n3>|n2.

Remark 1 The main result in this Section has very important implasi for the
experimental realization of the topological quantum cotepin FQH systems at

v = 5/2. The read-out procedure crucially depends on the absolateevof the
crossratio (18). WhenX| < 1 the TQC scheme of Ref. [28] is going to work as
originally proposed, while ifX| > 1 this scheme would fail. As the absolute value
of X depends on the quasiholes positions, this certainly gsoese hints on how
the antidots should be arranged in order for the read-outgedure to work as in
Ref. [28] and, as we shall see later, this is also related t@thbr the NOT gate
could be executed in the Pfaffian qubit or not.

3.3 Orthogonality of the 4-quasiholes wave funct‘ibﬁ}l,)

One of the fundamental requirement in quantum theory isttiastates0), |1)
are not only linearly independent but in fact orthogonahédvise there exists no
measurement that can reliably distinguish these statgsH&te we will demon-
strate that the 4-quasiholes states (14) are indeed omlaggat least forX| < 1.
This seems natural because, as we already know the Machd&ehterferometer
can distinguish the states (14), hence these states shewidiogonal. However,
it is still worth verifying this directly if possible.

The point is that fofX| < 1 we have, according to Eq. (Zl),wg%)h = iwg%)h and

UWie, = —iWeh, hence UMW) = —iwi) and U =iy, whereU =
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Uread-out- In order to find the overlaéwggh, ng(c?h) we first plug inside it the oper-

atorU and use the above relations, i.e., on one side we have
1 0 . 1 0
(W UWion) =1 (Wheh Wion) (25)

while, on the other side, using the definition of the Hermiteanjugation and the
anti-linearity of the inner product with respect to its fissgument, it is equal to

0 0 : 1 0
<U Tq’gq)w LPElq)h> <' ngq)h? ngq)h) =~ <q’§1q)h7 LPElq)h> ~ (26)
Obviously the right-hand sides of Egs. (25) and (26) coulg be equal if

(Wﬁhv LPEL((;)h) =0.

4 Measurement of the chargel/2 state’s wave function

As we have seen in Sect. 2.2 the state of the qubit befor¢isglit/2 — 1/4x 1/4
is |0) if the Majorana fermion is absent () if it is present in the charge/2 state.
Using the fusion rules for two quasiholes (8)

o)) =, (1) 2wl ) 2 @)

as well as the general fusion rule of vertex exponents

g1a9(a) dAo0(M) .  pAatog(AatAo)¢(mo)
Na—y 2P

we can deduce the form of the charg&lwave functions from the 4-quasihole
wave function (9) by taking); — n,. Let us denote bWy and W, the result of

9 i@
fusing the two quasiholegyy to € vz ande V2 for Ny — n as in Eq. (27), respec-
tively, i.e.,

N

. . . N
Wo— <0<ns)0<n4) qw<a>> <e'&z¢<”2>e'zwms>e'z$z¢<ﬂ4> qéﬁw<a>>
i= i—

Irp(nz) - 9(n3) -w

v, '7712<Lp(n2)0('73)0('74).ﬁw®)> <e B o r!e!fw > (28)
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Next we use the well-known formula
N i )
[ ) = rL(Za—Zb) P Op 4,0
a=1 a<

to show that

.y L1 L1 N independent o
<e' 7012) d5,59(13) 575 @(1a) -l—lelx/é(p(zi)> _ nélé4n21£4n§£8< Pn >7
1= ab

where the second expectation value on the right-hand sidéependent of), and
therefore gives no contribution to monodromies. Similamigting in passing that
the branch-cut structure of the wave functions with 2 or 3sthaes is determined
by the corresponding 2-pt and 3-pt quasihole functionse¥@nN we find

single— valued>
and

N
<0(na)0(n4) _qw<a>> - '7341/8< o
i= ab

N 3/8 . B
<W('72)U(l73)0(n4)i|1¢(2i)>:%<Slng|e Valued>.

No3 Nog iN Nap

Thus we finally obtain, for even numbirof electrons,

. >L11<single—valued>
0= (N23N24

iN Nap

single— valued
W, — v/MN12MN34 < g > (29)

1 .

(N23N24)* iN Nap
We point out that the factors containimgp, hence the monodromies of the wave
functions (29), are independent of whether the absoluteevaf X is bigger or
smaller than 1 because consideripg — 0 actually mean&| < 1.

Now the read-out procedure, Eq. (17), which after the fugjpr- n; is reduced
to o3 — €2 na3, simply gives for the channel passing through P and Q in Fig. 1

Yo — eiL?Tl-Po, while W¥; — e‘igq—'l
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so that the diagonal conductance is in agreement with Ejjan(b(6)

Oxx J [tun + ith|2 for Yo, while oy O |tmun — ith|2 for Ws. (30)

5 The NOT gate of Das Sarma et al.

The original idea of Ref. [28,29] behind the constructiomhaf logical NOT gate in
the setup shown on Fig. 1, is that when the quasiholes withdawatesn, andno,
localized on antidots 1 and 2, form the qubit [43] anothersifuzle with coordinate
ns could tunnel between the front gates A and B (through an imadit antidot
located between A and B in order to guarantee a single quasitioneling) in
such away to flip the state of the qubit. The point is that thigltquasihole actually
encircles the quasihole localized on antidot 1 but not tikersé quasihole localized
on antidot 2. More generally, while the read-out of the gigoterformed by taking
ns aroundni andn,, the NOT gate could be executed by takimgaroundn, or
N2 but not both of them.

To understand this in more detail let us consider the simgiégation when the
quasiholes are ordered:| > |n2| > |n3| > |n4| and the quasihole a3 traverses a
closed loop around the quasiholegt i.e.,

NOT : M2s — lim €n,s  where te[0,1) (31)
-1

with all other quasiholes coordinates remaining unchangealided that the three
qguasiholes afj1, N2 andns are kept well-separated, after the tunneling of the third
guasihole the 4-gh wave functions (14) are adiabaticalysformed into new wave
functions which we shall find now. First the transformati@i) transforms the
crossratio (15) according to— €¥x. Next we note that the Pfaffian wave func-
tions W(ap)(ca) are single-valued, so that they remain unchanged under @ N
transformation (31). Finally, the square rootxathanges sign under the NOT trans-
formation (31), i.e.,

VX — Ve = & /x.

The transformation of/1+ /X is more subtle and depends on the absolute value
of the crossratia. When|x| < 1 we have,/1+ /x— y/1F y/xunder the transfor-

mation (31), while ifjx| > 1 \/1+ /X — £+1/1F /X, because the transformation
contour now encircles both branching points. Thus we findttr@atwo 4-gh wave
functions (14) transform under the NOT transformation @i jollows
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(0) (0)
(LP 0 1\ (¥ -
Das S 4gh 4gh
uRas Sam qJ(f) ) — (1 O) (W(f) ) for |x] <1, while (32)
4qgh

4qgh
0 (0)
W 0 1 W
Das Sarm 4gh | _ 4gh
UNGT a(tp%%) = (_1 O) (Wﬁ) for |x| > 1. (33)
- - (1)
Thus we conclude that the transformation (31) indeed 5 Wagn

6 Exchange matrices and monodromy group representation ofrie Ising 4-
point functions

The four-point correlation functions of the chiral spin @€L2) in the I1sing model
can be shown to be [46]

F(Nn1,N2,N3,N4) =(0(N1)o(N2)0(n3)a(na)) =F, +F-, where
1
8

Niaf2a Nian23
7 , , s 1:f: 34
F(N1,N2,N3,N4) = /2 <n12r714f723’734) N13M24 o

are the chiral conformal blocks, which could be expresseerims of the fielde
with definite fermion parity ab. = (04 (1) 0+(N2)04+(N3)0x(Na)).

The counter-clockwise exchange of the quasiparticles eatirdinates); andn»
can be preformed by analytic continuation along the contdefined by

/:'71+’72+eim'71—'72 p_ Mtz jml1— N2

<t<

as shown in Fig. 6. Executing this transformation and takireglimitt — 1 we
obtain for the 4-pt functions (note tha{, = €"'n1o)

e n'713’724 ’714'723 [N13N24
RioF« = =e '8/KF(
il <’712f714f723f734 f713’724 Nian23 \/_ «(Ma)-

Therefore (fixing the signs of the square roots by the remerd that thér-matrices
must satisfy the Yang—Baxter equations (37)) we get a dialgoatrix

(e )= (o 1) ()

Precisely in the same way we can compute the exchange niafyiwhich takes
precisely the same form in this basis. In order to computexichange matriikys
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Th—Tl, Aint
2 e

[T

7,

Fig. 6. Counter-clockwise exchanég, of coordinates]; andn, performed by taking the
limtt=0—1_in Eq. (35).

we apply the coordinate transformation (35), after renaniimy, n2) — (N2,N3),
and use the identity

V1 VR 1— VR = V2R VI—X—iA VK

for A = +1. We obtain

i 1 _jm -
Rngi:e\/;( 324 )8\/\/1—xii\/>_(:eT;ei'ﬁ(FJrq:iF_).

N12MN141N23MN34

Thus, we can summarize our results for the elementary egehanatricedRa 11
in the basigF;,F_}

ir/1 0 €8 (1 i
R12=R34=e'8<0 i)’ R23=782<_i 1|)- (36)

All other exchanges can be obtained from the elementary, engs

_ ds 11
_ 1 _
Ri3 = Rj5Ro3Rio = Nz (_1 1) , etc

6.1 Exchange matrices for the 4-quasiholes wave funcﬂdﬁ’ﬁ)

The 4-quasiholes wave functions (14) are built up from thmo# functions of
the Ising model and the functioMg .y cq) Which are single-valued in the positions
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of the quasiholes. Now a natural question arises: is thelfgwup representation
for the 4-point functions (19) extended to a braid-groupreéspntation over the
4-quasihole functions? The answer is yes. The point is th&iwva quasihole tra-
verses a closed loop, the 4-quasihole functions shouldi@cgn additional phase
proportional to the number of electrons inside the loopt(othe area of the loop).
This might lead to a projective representation of the bramupg as looks to be
the case in the thp-wave composite-fermion superconductor approach, winere t
quasihole is identified with a half-quantum vortex [9]. Hw@e as can be seen

in our approach directly from the 4-quasihole functions)(®&ch electron inside
the loop contributes 22 to this phase because the quasiholes are by definition lo-
cal with the electrohd. Thus the phase is insensitive to the number of electrons
inside the loop, it only counts the number of quasiholes.exéeless it turns out
that braid-group (or mapping class group) [2] represemtatin terms of CFT cor-
relation functions are generically projective. The posthiat the coordinates of the
many-body wave functions, which in the CFT approach [33]cuieal correlation
functions defined on the unit circle, could be naturally egied by analytic contin-
uation to the vicinity of the unit disk. Then by CFT transfation these functions
could be extended to the enticempactifiedccomplex plane, which is isomorphic

to the two-dimensional sphere. Now, besides the Artinicaiat[2]

BiBj = BjBi, for |[i—j|>2
BiBi;1Bi =Bi 1BiBi;1, where Bi=R 1€ %, (37)

for the generatorB; (i =1,...,n— 1) of %4,, the representation of the braid group
on the sphere should satisfy one more relation [2]

BiB,---Bn_2B2 Bn_2---ByBy =1
As can be seen by direct computation the above relationisfisdtby the elemen-

tary exchange matrices of the chiral CFT correlators onlyauphase so that the
braid-group representation is projective.

In the rest of this subsection we will show that from the exdematrices for the

functionsF.. we could obtain the corresponding matrices in the b{aw@h, Wﬁh}
in the form [47]

4 4 1 0 4 g1 1 —i
R(12):R(34):<0 i)’ R(23)25<_i 1)7 (38)

where the superscript4)” is to remind us that these matrices are computed in the
basis of the 4-quasiholes states (14). Consider, for instdhe transformation (35)

3 what could really change the phase is not the entire eledubrthe neutral Majorana
fermion, which is non-local with the quasihole
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acting on the 4-quasiholes wave functions (14). It changesl/x andW¥13)(24) <
LP(14)(23) so that

1
z 1
R(fg”’g%r? _ {23t (‘“(14)(23) + —‘P(ls)(24)) :

Expressing)2snia = N13n24x and taking out,/++/1/x from the denominator we

obtain the exchange matlﬁ@ in the basis (14) as in Eq. (38). Notice that there is

no more €'7/8 in this matrix. At this point the Yang—Baxter equations (8#ply
that if there is a braid-group representation over the 4ipade wave functions
(14) they must be obtained from Eq. (36) by multiplying alckbange matrices

with €7/8, BecauseR(l‘g is diagonal it could be directly obtained by first fusing
N1 — Nz and then interpreting the exchangeas — €7'n12, which gives the same
result. Indeed, it follows from Eq. (29) that whgh = 1> —€n12, N3 = N2, which

is equivalent toR(l‘;) the two functions¥y andW¥1 in Eqg. (29) are multiplied by
1 andi respectively (note that the expression in the) in Eqg. (29) is actually
independent ofjy).

Next, instead of computinﬁzgg directly it is more convenient to computé‘g,
following Ref. [38], and then use the identity

4 454 (@) L
Rey = RIGRY (R3) (39)
To this end we first apply the coordinate transformation

r’i =3, r’é =2, r’é =N, ’74/1 = a, such that r’13 = einr’137

X— X=1-—xand LIJ(13)(24) — l'P(lg)(24), while l'P(l4)(23) — l'P(lz)(34). Then, USing
the Nayak—Wilczek identity [38] (note the misprints in E§.§) there)

(1-X)W12) 34 = Y1329 —XW(14)23, aswellas

\/1+\/Ezi\/1—mzif2\/1i\&, (40)

itis not difficult to deriveR(fg, hence obtairﬁz%) by Eq. (39), i.e.,

0 ST 0
(%) -2 (%)
LIJ4qh \/é 11 LIJ4qh
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The sign ambiguity in front of the square root in the rightitiaside of Eq. (40)
comes from taking a square root and is not directly linkedh® gign under the
square root on the right. In order to fix this sign we use Eq) é3fl the fact that
the NOT gateJ 533 Sa™dor |x| < 1, that we obtained in Eq. (32) directly in terms
of the 4-quasiholes wave functions monodromies in Sect &ctually the square

of the exchange matriR(;g, ie.,

(F8) v -vi = ()°-(5 )

Remark 2 The relevance of the Pfaffian qubit for quantum computatim loe
2
emphasized once again. Because the monodromy n(&&é?) coincides with

theNOT gate in the 4-quasiholes states basis, the maté ghould be identified
with v/NOT, which cannot be implemented in classical information thig¢#8]. As
we shall see later this operation is crucial for the constioic of the Hadamard
gate, which is one of the most important single-qubit quangate.

Remark 3 The derivation of the elementary exchange matrices (38)gigging

the entire two-dimensional representation of the braidgr&4,, over the 4-quasiholes
Pfaffian wave functions, follows the lines of Ref. [38] whbkefirst row of the ex-
change matrix lﬁ@ has been explicitly computed. These matrices can be oldotaine
from the general representation of the braid gro#fa for the Pfaffian state, as de-
rived in Ref. [39], using the quantum group structure of feparafermion Hall
states, see Eqs. (138) and (140) there. Nevertheless, it dnd self-contained
derivation of the exchange matrices, given above, from tiayéc properties of
the Pfaffian wave functions has certain advantages and gesvan independent
check of the results.

The monodromy transformations, corresponding to the aiang exchanges, i.e.,

the squares dﬂé“; .1 representing a complete counter-clockwise cycle of the-par
cle with labela+ 1 around that with labed,

- (59 -2 Y)

form a subgroup of the braid group called the monodromy grdtag monodromy
group representation is thus generated by the Pauli matoceand o3, or, al-
ternatively, by the two elemeiftsS = io», R = o1, such thatS* = R =T and
R-1SR= S1. Therefore the image of the monodromy group is isomorphiti¢o
finite non-Abelian grou, [49,50], known as the symmetry group of the square,

4 note that the second Pauli matrix here appears in this conggurally multiplied by
and this is in accord with the standard quantum computationentions [24]
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which has 8 elements typically given in the two-dimensioeglesentation as

-@45 {:HI27 j:O-l, j:io-27 io—3}7

whereg; are the three Pauli matrices. The monodromy gro#pis in general a
normal subgroup of the braid growg, and the factor-group

%n/%ﬂ’iyn

is isomorphic to the permutation grous,. Therefore, the fact that the monodromy
group representationZ, = 24 for the 4-pt functions is finite implies that the
braid group representation in this case is a finite group whmsler could be
shown to belmage(%4) | = 96. The order of the representation of the braid group
Be is |Image(Hs) | = 46080= 256!, while that of the monodromy subgroup is
|Image(.#s) | = 32. Similarly, the order of the representation of the braioug
Py is |Image(Ag) | = 5160960= 278!, and that of its monodromy subgroup is
lImage(.#g) | = 128. These numbers have been obtained by direct enumegdtion
the distinct matrices, produced by multiplying the eleraepntoraid matrices, in
the corresponding braid-group representation using timeiria’'s algorithm [51].

In general the image of the representation of the braid gy for n > 3, over
the h-point functions of the Ising model is [52]

22"=1(2n)!  for n=even

[Image(%on) | = .
220(2n)! for n=odd

While this may look very nice as a mathematical fact it islfaitisappointing from
the perspective of topological quantum computation. Thiatpge that our inten-
tion in TQC is to implement quantum gates by simply exchaggjnasiparticles
positions and the finite braid-group representation inspiie@at we could generate
only finite number of gates with the Pfaffian qubit. Therefbreannot be used for
universal TQC where we would like to efficiently implementyamitary matrix
(with a given precision). However, the set of quantum gatas ¢ould be realized
by braiding of Pfaffian quasiparticles is known to be a Ctiffgroup, which plays
a central role in quantum error correction codes, so th@oltmgically protected
construction is fairly important. Moreover, in the next ea we will try to cir-
cumvent this restriction by finding a unitary transformativhich does not belong
to the braid group, that could be used to construct a univeetaf gates, and is
topologically protected.
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6.2 The read-out of the single-qubit state in terms of thé@mge matrices

Instead of interpreting the read-out as “takimgaroundn,”, as we did in Sects. 3.1
and 3.2, we could use the exchange matrices (38) to diretetke’h)3 aroundn,
andny”. Again the measurement result depends on whether thewbsalue of
the crossratio (18) is smaller or bigger than 1. In the ¢&se 1, which is the usual
situation when, e.g|ni| > |nz2| > |ns| > |n4|, as shown on Fig. 7, the operator
corresponding to the transportationrpf aroundn; andn is

Q<1 €2/ 1 —i\/1 o\/1 —i i 0
Uéﬁ;gut:RzgR%zR%:?(—i 1) (o —1) (—i 1):<o —i)’

Ros

Fig. 7. The read-out foiX| < 1 in terms of the elementary exchange matrices.

and the result is the same as Eq. (21). If on the other h@nd 1, which can
be considered as, e.dnz| < |ns|, because using the the CFT symmetry we can
expresx = nz/nz. In this case the read-out operation corresponds to Fig. 8, i

N ;. A

Fig. 8. The read-out foiX| > 1 in terms of the elementary exchange matrices.

%>1 1 0 0 1 0 1
Ur(e);.';—())ut:R%ZR%:B:(O _1) (1 0):(_1 0)

and this is (up to phase) identical with Eq. (24).

7 Single-qubit gates constructed from elementary exchangeatrices

In this Section we shall implement by quasihole braiding fitlowing single-
qubit gates: the Hadamard gafe Pauli gatesX, Y, Z, and the phase ga&[24]).
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In Sect. 8.4 we shall also construct entirely in terms of quas braidings the
Controlled-NOT gate. While not sufficient for universal Qiese gates are known
to form a Clifford group [40] and could in principle be used tmiversal quantum
computation provided that we can create the so-catladic state$40]. The only
single-qubit gate that we cannot construct directly bydirey is therr/8 gateT
[24]). However, instead of the/8 gate one we could use the three-qubit Toffoli
gate [24]).

The Hadamard gatkl is of central importance for any QC scheme. It is worth
stressing that the Hadamard gate is the only gate which neustitbed to a univer-
sal classical computer (based on the Toffoli gate) in ordenéke it a universal
guantum computer [53]. In the TQC with Pfaffian qubits it canused to create
special superpositions, called the Bell states (or EPR$t§24], that can be con-
structed in no other way. In additidthis one of the building blocks of the quantum
Fourier transform [24]). The Hadamard gate in the PfaffiarCT$§gheme can be
expressed in terms of three elementary braidings of theagifjales states (14),
namel,

i (1 1
HZR%2R13=R12R23R12=72<1 _1)- (41)
4
3 N
2 D - o H
L D

Fig. 9. Braiding diagram for the Hadamard gate (41) and itslsy (on the right) in stan-
dard quantum-computation notation

It would be convenient to represent these braidings in bdégrams, such as
Fig. (9). The first and the third braids in Fig. (9) are in clatge direction and
correspond to the inverse exchan@eg, while the second exchange is in counter-
clockwise direction and correspondsRgs.

The PauliX gate, known also as the NOT gate, which was first implemeratetthé
Pfaffian qubit in Ref. [28], could be executed by two elemgnéxchanges as

x=rbs=({ )

5 the results in this Section have been originally announne@ef. [47]; here we give a
detailed derivation
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PN WD

Fig. 10. Braiding diagram for the Paigate and its quantum-computation symbol

and the corresponding braid diagram is shown on Fig. 10.1&ilpitheY gate,
which is usually defined in quantum computation literaturdheut the imaginary
unit, is realized by 4 elementary exchanges as follows

- 0 1
YER121R53R12:<_1 0)

and the corresponding braid diagram is shown on Fig. 11. @& P gate [24] can

PN wPd

Fig. 11. Braiding diagram for the Paiigate

be realized in two different ways by two elementary excharage

z=Ro=Ri= (5 _3)

and the braid diagram for the first of them is shown on Fig. 12alfy, the phase

=zl

DD

Fig. 12. Braiding diagram for the Pauligate

gateS, which can also be realized in two different ways by a sindgéenentary
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exchange,

10
S=Ri2=Ras= (0 i)

and the first of themS= Ry, is shown graphically on Fig. 13. Notice th#t= Z

RN WD

e

Fig. 13. Braiding diagram for the phase g&e

as it should be.

The only single-qubit gate which cannot be implementedctliyen terms of quasi-
holes braiding is ther/8-gateT = diag(l, ei"/“) [24] because d&t = €74, while

det(Rg’;H) =i for all a. Instead ofT we shall propose to construct the Toffoli
gate.

8 Two-qubits construction and two-qubit gates

In order to realize two qubits, which belong@3, we need at least 4-dimensional
space. Recalling that the dimension of the excited Pfaftates with 2 quasiholes

at fixed positions [38] is din¥#3, = 2"~ we consider the 6-quasihole states. Before
we explain how to construct the two-qubit states let us tebat the single qubit
states can be written as

0) =(0r040404), [1)=(0r0-0,0-),
where we take the convention that the first tavdields determine the state of the
qubit while the last two guarantee the preservation of theifen parity, so that
basically|0) ~ o, 0., while|1) ~ o, 0o_, which is in agreement with our definition
of the qubit because of the fusion ruleso, ~ Tando o ~ .
The two-qubit basis is defined here by the convention thatitsietwo quasiholes

form the first qubit while the last two quasiholes form thes®etqubit
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Fig. 14. Two qubits, realized by quasiholes with coordisate,n»,ns,ns) and
(N3, N4, Ns, Ns), spanning the needed 4 dimensional sp@éeThe state of qubit 1 is de-
termined by the quasiholes with positiofrg;, n2), while the state of qubit 2 by the quasi-
holes with positiongns, ne) and that is why these two groups were shaded. The state of the
quasiholes with coordinatégs, n4) depends on both quasihole p&irg, n2) and(ns, ns).

00) = (0y040,0,0.04), |01)=(0,0,0,0-0,0-)
|10) = (0r0_0y0_0404), |11)=(0,0_0,0.,0,0_). (42)
This is convenient since if we fuse the first two quasiholéswould project to the

second qubit, while if we fuse the last two quasiholes thisid@roject to the first
qubit, i.e.,

jaB) — [B), [aB) — la). (43)

ni—nz Ns—1ne

Then the third and the fourth quasiholes are fixed by the coaten of the fermion
parity, i.e., ifg is the parity ofgg , consider the correlation function with plugged
in the middle. This gives

(Oe, O, Oe; Y Oe, Te; O; ) = €1€2€3(0e, O, Oe; O Tes Oes)
if we moveyt to the left oresese5(0e, Oe, e, 0e, O, Og, ) if We move it to the right.
Therefore we obtain the fermion parity rule

€1€263 = 46585 = €384 = 162656,

where the last equality follows fro&q? = 1. Thus we have only 4 independent states
in the space of 6-quasiholes with fixed positions, whichespond to Eq. (42).

8.1 Exchange matrices for 6-quasiholes

The braid group representation over the 6-pt functions megeed by the elemen-
tary exchangeR(fz), R(263), Rgi), ng) and Ré%). We shall construct them explicitly by
using the operator-product expansions of the Ising modektlaa projections to the

single-qubit states along the lines of Ref. [47].
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The construction (42) of the two-qubit states allows towethe 6-quasiholes ex-
change matrices in terms of those for the 4 quasiholes. leracdobtain the ex-

changeR(f;) we may first fuse)s — ng, because the state of the first qubit is inde-
pendent of)s andng, and use the projections (43). In more detail, we have

o000 —» (o,0,0.0.), |01) — (0,0,0,0_
|>,7 6<++++> \>05_>,76<+++ W)

5=
100 —» (o.o0.0,0), |11) — (0.0 0.0, ). 44
| >n5—>ne< 4+0-0.0-), | >f75—>ne< 00,0, Y) (44)

Now the exchange): < n» is represented by the action Rﬁ? which we take
from Eq. (38), i.e.,

|00>n—> (0+04040y4), |01>n—> (0y040,0-Y)

1212 1212
100 — i{oro_0.0_ 11) — i{oLo_0.0
| >f71<%l72 (0r0_0.0_), | >I71<%nz (0,0.-0,0.Y)

and restoring back the second qubit we obtain in the bas)s (42

RO _

12 —

0 0
0 O
o | =RYen. (45)
0 i

[eoNeNell
[cNoN el

Now let us compute the exchange mam(z@. Again we can fus@s — ng and use

Eq. (44). The exchang® «» nsis represented by the action I@f), from Eq. (38),
ie.,

H

|00) s %(a+a+a+a+>—i el—\/;<0+a_a+a_>,
di o
0L = ﬁ(a+a+a+a_w>—| ﬁ(a+a_a+a+¢>,
|10) o 742<a+a_a+a_) —i \/—;(a+a+a+a+>,
|w-%gi@¢QQW—£;@@@¢w
Nat+N3 /2 NG

and restoring back again the second qubit according to Eq.w#é obtain in the
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basis (42)

(1 0 -0
©_ €40 1 0 —i|_ a9
Re=75|-i 0o 1 o Fs®lz (46)
0O -1 0 1

Precisely in the same way, by fusing first — 2, we can obtain the 6-quasiholes
exchange matrices

/1 - 0 0

g €i[ i 1 0 o0 4

Rgg:ﬁ o o0 1 _i|-L®Rg, and 47)

0 0 -i 1

100 0

6 0O i 0O 4

RE = 0010 =T, ®RY). (48)
0 0 0 |

The exchange matriRgi) cannot be obtained simply in this way because the quasi-
holes atnsz andn, depend on the states of both qubits so that fusing ejtiern;)

or (ns, ng) would change the state of the quasihole paimat n4). As we shall see

in Sect. 8.2 this entanglement of the two qubits allows uststruct immediately

the Controlled-Z gate. Notice, however, théEl) must be diagonal and therefore
could be directly determined by simply using the OPE for tiednns; — n4 alone.

One way to see this is thatlﬂéi) were non-diagonal the exchange of quasiholes at
ns andn4 would create a coherent superposition of the st§teS) and ¢/|NS) in

the Neveu—Schwartz sector (states with even numbaerfadlds acting on the vac-
uum belong to the NS sector) which would be a violation of tingesselection rule
defined by the chiral fermion parity. In contrast, if there are odd numbera®

to the right ofny andna. 1 acting on the vacuum then the fusigg— na.1 gener-
atesI|R) andy|R), which are in the Ramond sector where the chiral fermiortyari
is spontaneously broken [33], so that the above states aodésd form coherent

superpositions. This explains wlﬁgi,) andRE,g) could be non-diagonal, whilgsz),

Rgi) and Ré%) have to be diagonal. Thus, using the (neutral part of the) QR
we have

-1/8 3/8
00y — 0,0,0.0 01 — o.0.yo.0_
| >n3—>n4n34 (0 0,0,00), | >ns—>n4n34< yo po,o)
3/8 -1/8
100 — o, po,o.), |11) — 0,0.0,.0_). 49
| >n3ﬁn4n34< Lo _Yo,0,), | >n3%n4’734 (o4 o) (49)

Therefore, the exchangg <+ n4, which simply transformsjzs — €3, leads to
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_im _1/8
00) — e '8’734/ (0.0,0.04),

N3<>na
. _jm 3/8
01 — ie'ing’(o 0 po.0)
. _jm 3/8
110) necins € '¥n3(0,0_wo.0.),
_jmr -1/8
1 — ey *(o.0 0.0,

Taking into account that there is anothlé}f, coming from thau(1) component of
the quasihole operator, we find the exchange mﬂ%@(in the basis (42) to be

RO _

34 —

0
X (50)
0

oo or
oo —o
R O OO

Unlike the other 6 quasiholes exchange matri(%%), is not a factorized tensor
product of the 4 quasiholes exchange matrices. Insteaw, ithan additional built-
in structure in this representation of the braid group, Wwhidll eventually allow us
to construct the Controlled-gate.

It is easy to check that the 6-quasiholes exchange matd&gs(é6), (47), (48) and
(50) indeed satisfy the Artin relations (37) for the braidgp %5 [2], including the
Yang—Baxter equations. As mentioned before, using the imbraialgorithm [51]
we can explicitly obtain the entire group generated by therioes (45), (46), (50),
(47) and (48), giving the orders of the representation obitaéd group%s and its
monodromy subgroup

Image %s)| = 4608Q  |Image.#g)| = 32.

8.2 The Controlled-Z gate in terms of 6-quasiholes braiding

Using the explicit expressions for the 6fimatrices, Egs. (45), (50) and (48), it
is straight forward to construct the most important two-4tgates—the CNOT or
CZ gates in terms of the braid matrices, e.g.,

6 6)\ L 6
cz- R (R8) "R - 51

[oNeNel
O OoOr o
O, OO
P ooo



Some insight into the CZ construction may be gained fromdieeatity [24]

(2 02,75 i 87y i 02
CZ=¢ada12g 'a%1e732,

whereZ; andZ, are theZ gates acting on qubit 1 and 2 respectively. Because these
matrices are diagonal and squard tois not difficult to prove that their exponents

are actually equal (up to overall phases) to the matﬁ@sRé%) respectively, while
the exponent 037, is proportional to the inverse ﬁ;}.

The braid diagram for the 6-quasihole exchanges correspgrid Eq. (51) is
shown on Fig. 15. In plotting Fig. 15 we have used that theetRenatrices en-

P N W s~ 0o

K
§

—_—

Fig. 15. The braid diagram for the Controlled-Z gate reaiby 3 commuting elemen-
tary 6-quasiparticle braidings defined in Eq. (51). The syham the right is the standard
guantum-computation notation for CZ.

tering Eq. (51) are diagonal and therefore commute, whisb &dllows from the
Artin relations (37), so that the order of the exchanges tamportant. Note the
remarkable simplicity of this realization of the CZ gate-stjthree elementary ex-
changes. This is one of the main advantages of the two-qabgtaiction in terms
of 6 quasiholes presented in Sect. 8.

8.3 Single-qubit gates in the two-qubit basis

Before we continue, it is important to show that we can effitieexpress the
single-qubit gates into the two-qubit basis (42). The pmEtihat the exchange ma-
trices for 4 quasiholes, which represent the single-quiétrations, belong to the
braid group%, while those for the two-qubit gates are expressed in ternhsand
matrices from the braid grouggs and the former have different structure from
the latter. Physically, the embedding of the one-qubitgatt the two-qubit sys-
tem is non-trivial because the entanglement creates nmai-&dfects between the
two qubits. Nevertheless, the single-qubit constructioterms of 4 quasiholes ex-
changes is certainly instructive for the representatidh@$e gates in the two-qubit
basis. For our purposes it would be convenient to consthesiet gates explicitly.
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The Hadamard gate acting on the first qubit can be expressed as

/10 1 0
e ()" () (1) =25 95 2 4]
0 1 0 -1

while that acting on the second qubit should be identifie¢h wit

{1 10 o0
65606 €411 -1 0 0
Hng@H:RggRggRgg:TZ o o1 1l (52)
0 01 -1

Both Hadamard gates have similar structures to their sigghet counterparts, yet,
they are slightly different. This is surprising becauseiag@n additional qubit is
equivalent to introducing two more strands in the braid diagand we expect that
the two straight lines representing a trivial braiding ie tilew qubit should corre-
spond to the the unit operator in a tensor product with thglsiqubit gate acting
on the old qubit. The point is that, however, the represemtaif the braid group
Pe realized by the 6-quasihole Pfaffian wave functions nalesdpear in a differ-
ent basis, which is not a factorized tensor product of thessgmtations o4, over
the 4-quasiholes Pfaffian wave functions. This is some kinm@ological entan-
glement which seems to be common for all TQC schemes basedreAlelian
anyons realized in FQH systems.

The phase gates acting on the first and second qubits aretiespe

S—Sen—RY and $-1,65-RY

The embeddings of the other single-qubits into the two-gbbsis follow from
these oH andSbecaus€ = & andHZH = X.

8.4 The Controlled-NOT gate

Now that we know how to construct the Controlled-Z gate, aod kb embed the
single-qubits gates, entirely in terms of 6-quasiholesdiongs, the CNOT gate is
readily computed with the help of the target-qubit Hadanga® (52), i.e.,

0 0O

CNOT = Hy CZ Hz = RsgRasRs¢ R4 R12RysRs6 =~ (53)

0
0
1

[eN ool

1
0
0

O O
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We used here that the target-qubit Hadamard gate could bmutexkby 3 ex-
changes, according to Eq. (52), as well as the proqﬂgy)“ = I, and some of
the Artin relations (37) for the 6-quasiholes exchange wedr An equivalent re-
alization of CNOT, which gives precisely the same resultraBgq. (53), could be
given in terms of other 7 elementary exchanges

CNOT = Ry RusRaaR12Rs6Ru5R;; (54)
6
5 / / /
4 —_——
3 \ / \ =
2 _EB_
1 D

Fig. 16. The braid diagram for the Controlled-NOT gate exediby 7 elementary 6-quasi-
particle braidings corresponding to Eq. (54). The symbadharight is the standard quan-
tum-computation notation for CNOT.

This is the first known construction of the Controlled-Z anah@olled-NOT gates
entirely in terms of the braid matrices for 6 quasiholes mRfiaffian TQC scheme,
which certainly guarantees the exactness and topologiotdgiions of these gates.

Note that this construction of the CNOT gate is equivalerth&obraid realization
of the Bell matrix of Refs. [54,26]. The algebraic structbehind this Bell matrix,
when itis used as a univerd@matrix in theR(T ® T) = (T ® T )Rrelations, giving
rise to an exotic new bialgebra call&d3, has been clarified in Ref. [55].

8.5 The Bravyi—Kitaev Controlled-Z gate precursor

For the sake of completeness and comparison we shall alsolzEeshe existing
idea [29] to realize CZ by taking one quasihole, around tweentwhich suffers
from the drawback that the resulting transformation hasesttea minus sign and
thus has to be supplemented by external operations in argeeotiuce the CZ gate,
see below. Consider, e.g., the quasihole with positigrfrom qubit 1 transported
adiabatically around the two quasiholes, with positiggsand ng, of qubit 2 (or,
equivalently, taking the two quasiholes comprising qubér@und one quasihole
of qubit 1) as shown on Fig. 17. This is obviously equivalenfitst takingn;
aroundng and then aroungs so that this gate would be just the product of the two
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R23 R34 45

Fig. 17. The Controlled-Z gate precursor in terms of the nioomiesCZ = R2.R2,.

corresponding monodromies

CZ = RisREs ~ Ry Ro3 Ryi RusREgRusRaaRe3R12 = . (59)

(oNelNol
OO RO
oOr OO
= O OO

The second equality in Eq. (55) is just an equivalent reprtasi®n which can be
readoff from Fig. 17. We give for convenience also the exjpdixpression foRf5

0O 0 0 1
L =] O 0O -1 O

Ris = Ry Ry3 Ri RusRaaRoaR12 = €4 0 1 0 Oof
-1 0 0 O

which together with Eq. (56) below can be used to comﬁlvitedirectly. The braid
diagram for this realization of the CZ gate precursor is gh@n Fig. 18. Now

R RaRuRRRRRR,
/DS

PNw hOTO
J
(\
/

D e X

Fig. 18. The braid diagram for the monodromy-based Comirlel gate precursor.

it is obvious that the gate we constructed in Eq. (55) diffessn the CZ gate by
having one more minus sign. The reason is that if the secobd igun the state
|1) the transport of the quasihole it will always produce a minus sign whatever
the state of the first qubit (note that the two states whichnawéiplied by —1

by our gate (55) are exactlp1) and|11)). The idea of Bravyi—Kitaev [29] is to
split the first qubit into two 14-charge states only if this qubit is in the stéie

and then move the two quasiholes (at positiggsand ng in our case) forming
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the second qubit around the first qubit in order to execute dgate. This would
remove the minus sign from the second rowGx in Eq. (55) and, if successfully
implemented, should give us a topologically protected Gileid-Z gate .

8.6 Realization of the Bravyi—Kitaev two-qubit gate g

One particular universal set of quantum gates, relevait@ with Pfaffian qubits,
which has been proposed by Bravyi and Kitaev, is [29]

100 0 1 0 0 -i
1 0 0100 10 1 -i 0
91:(0 é2>’92: 001 0|"B8"HFlo i 1 o0
00 0-1 i 0 0 1

The two-qubit gate), is identical with our Controlled-Z gate (51) implemented in
a topologically protected manner by 6-quasiholes braglifigne single-qubit gate
01, known also as the/8 gateT, has been realized in Ref. [29] as an unprotected
gate, by bringing together the two quasiholes for a shoibdesf time and then
pulling them back, in which the exponential topologicalteation is lost.

In trying to construct the gatgs it would be instructive to compute first the mon-
odromyR{6 as takingn, aroundng. As is obvious from Fig. 19, this monodromy
can be expressed in terms of the elementary 6-quasiho|baregd§ (omitting the
superscript (6) in th& matrices) as

Rza R 45

Fig. 19. The monodrom}?f6 executed by takingy: aroundng in a counter-clockwise
direction.

Ri6 = Ri2 Ro3 Raq Rus ReaRusRaaResR12 = (56)

O OO
oOFrr OO
[oNeN o)
O O OoORr

6 note that the clockwise exchanges correspond to the inesxdenge matrices
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Then the exchang®y is just the “square-root” of Eq. (56), i.e.,

Rie = RIzl R531 R§41 RZ51 RseRa5R34R23R1 2. (57)

The direct computation, using the explicit formulas, E4%)( (46), (50), (47) and
(48) for the elementarig matrices, shows that the two-qubit ggteidentical with
Rie, ie.,

1 0 0 i
Rem L [0 1 =i 0| _
=510 —-i 1 o|=%®
i 0 0 1

The braid diagram for the realization Big is shown in Fig. 20.

Re= F{zl Rz_; st R;; RieRisRRoaR

e
X X

RNw ~AOTO

Fig. 20. Implementing the two-qubit gatg by counter-clockwise exchange of the quasi-
holes with positiong); andne.

Remark 4 1t is worth stressing that the TQC scheme of Das Sarma et 8].if2
essentially based on the monodromy transformations of thig-quasihole Pfaf-
fian wave functions. The only exception is the Bravyi—Kigate g, which was
proposed to be constructed schematically in Ref. [29] byiding two among 4
guasiholes (not by braiding 6 quasiholes as it should bejeNwowever, that as a
two-qubit gate acting on Pfaffian qubitss ghust be constructed in terms of trans-
formations of the 6-quasiholes states, which has not beee do Ref. [29]. In
particular, it is not clear from the 4-quasihole braidingmrestruction of Ref. [29],
which two quasiholes among the 6 ones must be exchangedentordbtain the
gate g, and whether this is at all possible. The first explicit réspiroving the use-
fulness of braidings for topological quantum computatiothwfaffian quasiholes
have been obtained in Ref. [47] and Eqg. (57) is the braidinglementation of g

Just for reference, and to demonstrate the impor@mfehe choice of quasiholes
to be exchanged, we note that in a similar way the exchangg w@fith ns gives

’ note thatRos andRy are not equivalent as quantum operations
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rise to the following matrix

Ros = Ry AR R45R34R —i%
25 23 Mg M45M34M23 \/é

O O
O —ro
oOFr — o0
= OO

8.7 The non-demolition measurement gate

One of the quantum gates in the universal TQC schemes redigwiRef. [29] is
executed by a non-demolition measurement of the total tapcdl charge of two
gubits. According to our construction of the two-qubit etathis measurement is
equivalent to the transformation

100) — [00), |01) — —|01), |10) — —|10), |11) — |O1).

Therefore we can identify the non-demolition measuremert¢ gvith the mon-
odromy matrix corresponding to the adiabatic transporfzoéroundn,

1 0 0 O
©\2_|10-1 0 0] _
<R34> =lo 0.1 o|~4%
0 0 0 1

2 2
whereZ; = R(lg) andzZ; = Ré%) are the PaulZ-gates over the first and second

qubits, respectively. While the non-demolition measunetoéthe total topological
charge might happen to be noisy, the implementation of tbgeauantum gate as
a 6-quasiholes state monodromy is completely protectediylogy.

8.8 The two-qubit swap gate

Once we now how to construct the CNOT gate it is straight fodwa obtain the
two-qubit Swap gate in terms of three CNOTs [24] as shown etdp line of
Fig. 21. Here we shall demonstrate that it is possible to @mgnt the Swap gate
with 15 elementary exchanges. The bottom line of Fig. 21 shlogw to express
the swapped CNOT in terms of the CZ and Hadamard gates. & twtthat in this

circuit H is essentially equivalent B%) so that substitutingH ® I) ~ R(Z%) and
(ILroH) ~ Rgg), as well as using Eq. (51) for CZ, we finally obtain

Swap~ (I,@H) CZ(I,®H) (H®Iy) CZ(H®I) (I,@oH) CZ (Io,@H)
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Fig. 21. The two-qubit SWAP gate realized by three CNOT’s

~ Ry5R31 R12RseRusR23R54 Ri2Rs6R23R4sR54 R12Rs6Ras
1 0 0 O

(58)

eoNoNe
(oN e
O O

0
0
1

9 Universal TQC scheme based on the Hadamard gatkl, phase gateS
CNOT and Toffoli gate

One of the standard universal set of gates, which could b feseiniversal quan-
tum computation, includes the Hadamard gdtehe phase gat§, the two-qubit
CNOT gate and the Toffoli gate, which is a three-qubit CdigcbControlled-NOT
(CCNOT) gate [24]. In order to execute three-qubit gateshsas the Toffoli and
Fredkin gates, we need to consider a system with 8 quasijivahese Hilbert sub-
space of states (for fixed positions of the quasiholes) hasmion 3-1_8. Here
we shall assume that the third qubit is defined by 2 more qoksiat positiong);
andng as shown on Fig. 22. Then the three-qubit basis can be wiittearms of
the Ising spin fields as follows

qubit 1 qubit 2 qubit 3
—a@ >
771 772 773 774 775 776 777 778

Fig. 22. Three qubits constructed from 8 quasiholes

/000 =(0,0.0,0,0,0,0,04), |001)=(0.0.0.0_0,0.0.,0),
|010 =(0,0,0,0_0,0_-0,0.), |011)=(0,0,0,0,0,0_0,0-),
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|100 =(0,0_0,0_0,0,0.04), |10)=(0,0.0,0,0,0,0,0_),
|110 = (0 0_0,0,0y0_0.04), |111) =(0,0_-0,0_0,0_0,0_)(59)

Now the fermion parity conservation requires that

€364 = €1€26585€76%,

which reduces the number of independent states to from 16&t&ugh we have
chosen the quasiholes gt andn4 in such a way to preserve the fermion parity,
any other choice of the positions of quasiholes represgiitia three qubits would
be equivalent to Eq. (59) because the braid matrices forldmentary exchanges
would be just conjugated by an element of the braid group tla@d\rtin relations
(37) are invariant under conjugation.

9.1 Exchange matrices for 8 quasiholes

Using the fusion rules (27) of the non-Abelian quasiholescae express the ex-
change matrices for 8 quasiholes recursively in terms adtior 6 quasiholes as
follows:

R® =diag(1,1,1,1,i,i,i,i) = RY @I, (60)
12 12
1 0 0 0 -i 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 - 0 0
o o 1 0 0 0 - o0
® €ilo 0o 0o 1 0 0 0 -i| e
=5 0o 0o 0o 1 0 o of Ra®l (6D
0 -i 0 0 0 1 0 O
0 0 -i 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 i 0 0 0 1
RY —diag(1,i,i,1,i,1,1,i), (62)
1 0 -i 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 —-i 0 0 0 0
|- 0o 1 0 0 0 0 o
(@_ﬁ O -i 0 1 0 0O 0 Of_ 46
Rs=%10 0o 0o 0o 1 o0 i o Re® (63
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 -i
0 0 0 0 —i 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 - 0 1
8) - N ()
Reg =diag(1,1,i,i,1,1,i,i) = Ryg @1, (64)
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1 0 0 -i 0 0 0 O
O 1 -i 0 0 0 0 O
o i1 0 0 0 0 o0
©_€if—i 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
T~ 2l0 0o o o 1 0 o0 -l )
O 0 0 0 0 1 —i O
0O 0 0 0 0 —i 1 0
O 0 0 0 —i 0 0 1
R —diag(L,i,1,i,1,i,1,i) = LoRY. )

It is not difficult to check that the exchange matrices (66),)( (62), (63), (64),
(65) and (66) satisfy the Artin relations (37) for the braibgp %s. Again, the

order of the representation of the braid gredp and its monodromy subgroup can
be obtained by Dimino’s algorithm [51] to be

Image #g)| = 5160960 |Image.g)| = 128

As an illustration of the derivation of the 8-quasiholesletge matrices, let us

compute the last row d?g? i.e., we consider the transformation of the statkl)
when we exchanggg with n7. Because the state of the second and the third qubits
is independent of the quasiholesratandn,, we could fuse); — n» obtaining in

this way a 6-quasiholes state whose braiding propertieslegady known. Indeed,
using the OPE (27) we find

113 = [ BEY(02)04(M)0- (14) 0 (15)0- (M) ()0 (1)

o (0190 (100 (19)0- (1605, (1)0- (1) = 03

where we used the OPE [4§](n2) e, (N3) = (2N23)"Y/?0_¢,(n3), for nz — ns,
and the identityo_o_0,0_0,0_) ~ (0,.0,0,0_0,0_) = |01). Itis now obvi-
ous that the exchange g with n7 in the three-qubit statgl11) is equivalent to

the exchange of the fifth and sixth quasiholes in the g@iteso that, taking?ﬁ)
from Eqg. (47), we obtain

111) % ﬁ\/@\/%wowom
_ \/”T\/; UJr r’3 o, [”4)O’+(I’]5)O'+<r]6)o—+(r’7)o—+(r’8)>

+ (04 (N3)01(N4)01(N5)0-(Ne) 04 (N7)0-(N8)))
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L o W) (190 (10)0 (15):(06) 0 (77 (1)
+  (@(n2)0-(N3)0+(n4)0+-(Ns) 0—(116) 0+-(N17) 0-(Ng)))
mgnz%(—i@(nl)a(nz)0+<ns)0(n4)0+<ns)0+<ne)0+(n7)0+(ns)>
+ (04(11)0-(N2)0+(N3)0-(N4)0+(N5)0-(N6) 0+ (N7) 0 (Ng)))

di
= 5 (-il100 +[21D), (67)

which exactly reproduces the last rowl@éﬁ). In the above derivation we restored
the 8-quasiholes states using the same OPEsgfes n3 andn, — 2, however in
reverse, as well as used the identity(ns)o. (na) ~ 04 (N3)o_(Na).

Remark 5 Due to the specifics of the braid group representation, it matybe
always possible to represent exactly the single- and twbit@ates in the three-
gubit basis (59). Indeed, the 6-quasiholes exchange maé?ﬁxdefined in Eq. (50),
is not a factorized tensor product of the exchange matrioed fjuasiholes, rather
it contains the built-in CZ matrix (51). Therefore some tanzroducts, which are
trivial otherwise, might not be constructed directly inrtes of the elementary ex-
change matrices for 8 quasiholes. One consequence of ttigipety is that some
one-qubit and two-qubit gates would be easier realizablthenthree-qubit basis
(59) in terms of elementary 8-quasiholes exchange matraasever, up to a pair
of extra minus signs, see Sect. 9.2. While the exact cotisinuaf the one-qubit
and two-qubit gates would require more work, their simptifirsions might be
sufficient in most cases.

9.2 Embedding of one-qubit and two-qubit gates into a thyelei system

The three one-qubit phase gates are directly expressedgle slementary 8-
guasiholes exchange matrices, i.e.,

s=s0L=RY, $=LeSesL=RY, S=Les=RY.

The first one-qubit Hadamard gate can be constructed exactéyms of the ex-
change matrices for 8 quasiholes by (skipping the supetsgB)” of R)
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1 00 0 1 0 0 O
01 00 0O 1 0 O
- O 0O1 0 0 0 1 O
B U ., €410 0 01 0 0 0 1
01 00 0-12 0 O
O 01 0 0 0-1 0
O 0OO1 0 0 0-1
while the second Hadamard gate could be constructed asviollo
1 01 0 OO0 O O
01 0 1 0O O O
- 1 0-1 0 00 O O
N o lpel _1_e*'2 01 0-1 00 O O
H2_H2®H®I[2_R56R45R56_—ﬁ 000 0 10 1 0 (69)
O OO O0O1 0 1
O OO 01 0-1 0O
O OO 0O 0O1 0-1
The third Hadamard gate could also be reproduced up to soaygpsung by
Ha=Ts®H ~ RygRys Reg Re7 Reg Rog Rg
1 1 0 00O O O O\
1-1 0 00 O OO
_ O 0-12 12 0 O O O
—dilo0 0 1 1 0 0 0 O
~y2]10 0 0 01 1 0O (70)
O 0 0 01-1 0 O
O 0 0 00O 0-1 1
00 0O00O0 1 ¥

It might be useful to give also the realization of the singlésit NOT gatesX; =
X®Ls=Rs; Xo =L o X®], = RisandXs = 1y ® X = R§;RE,.

We should stress again that the topological entangleméwela the qubits men-
tioned in Sect. 8.3 leads to serious difficulties for effitiembedding of the one-
gubit and two-qubit gates in three-qubit systems. For exantpe NOT gateXs
acting on the third qubit has a different structure than gustnsor product of the
exchange matrix producing the single-qukigate. Similarly, the Hadamard gates
acting on the first and second qubits have slightly diffesgnictures from their
single-qubit counterpait, while that acting on the third qubit cannot even be ob-
tained exactly with the same number of elementary exchaagkls This seems
to be a common problem arising in all TQC schemes using nosli&t anyons

a7



in FQH systems, whose general solution is still missing. &dwer, it appears that
the two-qubit Controlled-NOT gates in a three-qubit systerannot be directly
constructed in the three-qubit basis (59) because of th@dgjzal entanglement
between the two qubits and the third one. This requires mané \@nd will be
reported elsewhere. Just for reference, we give a simpleimgntation of a three-
qubit operation which is very close to CN@F I, @ CNOT

CNOT, ~ I, ® CNOT ~ Ry 'RssSWAP,R36R45SWAP;
10 0

: (71)

oNeh o lelolNoele
COOPFrROO0OO0OO0o
ol NeloNelolNoelel

(eoNeoNolNoNol ool

Oocooocoooo
Oo0oo0ooooR
Oocooor oo
000000 O

whereRss = Re /R, 2R3 RasRse and the gat&WAP, is defined below.

The two-qubit SWAP gates can be simply realized by braidmthe three-qubit
basis (59) (up to overall phases and pairs of extra minussign

SWAP; ~ SWAP® I, = RysReg R RysRo3Rs4 Ry> ResRasReg Rai Ras

-1 0 0 0 0 0 O
0 -1 0 0 0 0 00
0O 0 0 0 1 0 00
0O 0 0 0 0-100
“lo 0 1 0 0 0 00 (72)
0 0 0-10 0 00
O 0 0 0 0 0 10
O 0 0 0 0 0 0
-1 000 0 00 0
0 010 0 000
0 100 0 00O
SWAP; =~ T, ® SWAP~ Rs7Rg Reg Re7 = 8 883_01 ::g
0 000 0 010
0 000 0 100
0 000 0 00 1

The Swap gates turn out to be very important because they earsdx to con-
struct gates acting on one of the qubits in terms of similéegacting on another
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qubit. For example, the CNOT gate acting on the first and thid tfubits can be
expressed in terms of the CNOT acting on the first and the segohit plus two
gates SWAPR. The extra minus signs appearing in some of the three-qpleitas

1 ]

— o ®

_69_

Fig. 23. The CNOT acting on qubits 1 and 3 expressed in terr@N@D T I, which is the
CNOT gate acting on qubits 1 and 2, and two gdtes SWAP.

tions are not an innocent thing, because they may have eliffgaroperties from
the standard gates. However, it appears that in many cases simplified gates,
which are much simpler to construct, can be used insteaceaftindard once.

The three-qubit Toffoli gate [24] can be constructed in tewhthe Controlleds
gate and CNOT like in Ref. [47] using the relation betweenTh#oli gate and
the Controlled-Controlled-Z gate or by a braid-group baSedtrolled-Controlled-
Z gate precursor Ref. [47], which must be supplemented by tlaeyB-Kitaev
construction [47].

10 Discussion

In this paper we explicitly implemented all single-qubitemin the Pfaffian TQC
scheme, except for the/8 one, in terms of 4-quasihole braidings, as well as the
two-qubit Controlled-Z and CNOT gates in terms of 6-qualghmaidings. These
gates, which are known to form a Clifford group, are realieal completely topo-
logically protected way because of the topological natdrthe braid operations
in the FQH liquids. This work is an extension of the topol@jiquantum com-
putation scheme of Ref. [28] using pairs of Pfaffian quagbdbcalized on anti-
dots to construct elementary qubits and execute logical N®@Them. While the
original TQC scheme of Ref. [28] used only monodromy tramefttions to real-
ize quantum gates, we, for the first time, exploited explicuasihole braiding in
the Pfaffian FQH state to construct the single-qubit HaddngateH, the phase
gateSand the CNOT gate. Although the Gottesmann—Knill theoreys faat any
circuit based only on the Clifford group gates could be effithy simulated on
a (probabilistic) classical computer these gates do plaweia role in quantum
computation, especially in the error-correcting algori#hif24].

Due to the topological entanglement between the separaitsqgealized by non-
Abelian anyons in FQH systems some difficulties arise whgngrto embed the

49



one-qubit and two-qubit gates into systems with more qubitss makes the em-
bedding of Clifford gates non-trivial and requires more kvor

For implementing three-qubit gates such as the Toffoli enedkin gates [24], in the
Pfaffian TQC scheme, we considered Pfaffian wave functiotis&vquasiholes, in

which case the topological degeneracy of the space of ediwelfunctions is 8

[12,38]). We derived explicitly the braid matrices for tHeraentary 8-quasiholes
exchanges, which serve as building blocks for construdihthree-qubit gates.
More work in this direction, including eventually the topgically protected con-
struction of the Toffoli gate would be reported elsewhere.

To conclude, let us make some remarks about the possiblevatisae of the non-
Abelian statistics. We believe that in order to observe tladfin phase at = 5/2
one should perform the experiment at temperature below 15ThK point is that
there might exists another incompressible Abelian phab&hwas called the Ex-
tended Pfaffian (EPf) state [33], that could also be realated—= 5/2. Perhaps the
most observable difference between the two phases is iniéb&ie charge of their
quasiparticles: 14 for the Pfaffian and A2 for the EPf. The EPf phase was obtained
mathematically by a local chiral algebra extension of tredfiin state and satisfies
all conditions necessary for an incompressible quanturhdtatie [33]. The moti-
vation for introducing this new state is that there is a [sesit unexplained kink
aroundT; = 15 mK observed in the thermal activation experiment [56]vahg
two different slops that presumably correspond to two diffieé gaps below and
above the critical temperature. Analyzing the edge stak&siChas been proposed
in Ref. [33] a possible explanation of the kink in terms of atéinremperature
two-step phase transition between the Pfaffian and the BRS sivolving an in-
termediate compressible state of composite fermions. keaebrief description
of the process (see Sect. 9 in Ref. [33] for more details)owttemperature the
system is definitely in the Pfaffian phase, as the numeridalilzdions suggest. As
temperature increases to aboyi2 bf the Pfaffian-phase gap, which was estimated
to be about 33 mK (for the sample of Ref. [56]), the system bemore and
more compressible (look at the behavior of the free energtheredge, Fig. 5 in
Ref. [33]) leading to a lI-nd order phase transition to thepoessible state of com-
posite fermions (which has the same topological structkeghe Pfaffian state but
having at the same time th&, symmetry of the EPf state that is broken sponta-
neously in the Pfaffian phase). Immediately after that, agperature continues to
increase, there is a I-st order phase transition to the ERE which is expected to
have a higher gap than the Pfaffian state.
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A Binomial series expansion of the 4-pt function and analyt continuation

In this appendix we shall give some details about the amatgintinuation of the
function (19), which might be necessary for the understamdif the results of
Sect. 3. Using the standard complex analysis notion [57] lmfamching point as
a multi-valued isolated singular point, we consider a purett neighborhood of
the branching point, denoted d$in which we would like to continue the element
(U, f) of the function (19) from the simply-connected sub-domairc U’ along
any path. For example, for the branching point at0 we can choose

U'={z|0< |z <1}, U={z||z-1/2|<1/2},

as shown on Fig. A.1. Then the analytic continuation alomgcitmtour

\

(—oo, 0)

Z=1 ] (L +20)

branch-cut / u=v RN R pranchecut
k

Fig. A.1. (Color online). Domains and contours for the difiet values ofz| used for the
analytic continuation and binomial series expansion
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yoz{z}z:%eit, 0§t§2n} (A.1)

changes the sign in front of the inner root but not the one @filiter root because
Yo does not encircle = 1. This can be verified directly by using the (fractional
powers) Laurent expansion, which in this case can be olaaigethe binomial
series expansion

0 < Ma+1) n
A% =2 Fnrpriari—m > M<1

applied fora = 1/2. Using the defining function property (z) = (z— 1)l (z—1),
we get

N <1i%ﬁ—%zil—162\/2—~-~), zeU’. (A2)

That is why/1+,/Z— /1F /z for |z| < 1, when continuing — €’z along
any contour irJ’, which is homotopic to (A.1).

For the branching point at= 1, on the other hand, we consider the domaihand
V shown again on Fig. A.1 defined by

V'={z|0<|z-1<1}, V={z]|z-1/2]<1/2}.

Then the analytic continuation of the elemévit f ) of the function (19) fronV to
V'’ along any contour i’ homotopic to

]_.
V1={2)2=1+§ét, O§t§2n}

does not change the inner root sign because the peirttis outside the contour. It
only changes the sign of the outer root whenever the inngisigo is “—". Indeed,

1\2 _1\3
representing/z=+/1+ (z—1) ~ (1+ =l % + %) ,for|z—1] <« 1,and
using again the binomial expansioniihwe get

z—-1 5
vz—1 z-1 7 ,
\/1—y/z= NG (- 5 -|—128(z—1)2+ ) ze V' (A.4)



The appearance gfz— 1 in the right-hand side of Eq. (A.4) but not in Eq. (A.3)
implies that wherz encircles the point 1 the functiop’l — \/z acquires one minus

sign, while the function/1+ ,/zis single-valued.

Recall that for a contour passing through the pomts0 orz= 1 it is not possible
to make analytic continuation.

Finally for |z > 1we useN' = {z| 1< |zl < ©}, W ={z| |z—2| < 1}, and the
continuation along the contour

W:{Z‘ZZZét, O§t§27T}

changes both the sing of the inner root and that of the outgrwben the inner
sign is “~". Because in this casd//z| < 1 the binomial expansion with respect

to 1/\/z gives

1 1 1
— 4 - - ..
1:|:\/2—\/2<1:|:2\[Z 82:|:16Z\[Z

-), 1<z <o

and that explicitly shows that= o is a branching point of order 4.

That is how we conclude that the general contguwhich i shown on Fig. A.1,
corresponding to the read-out transformation (17) is hoiotto yo or yoU y1
depending on the value ¢f, i.e.,

Yo for |x <1
y=~ )
youyn for |x>1

which explains once again the analytic continuation resatitained in Sect. 3.
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