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Abstract: Fibonacci anyons ε provide the simplest possible model of non-Abelian fusion
rules: [1]× [1] = [0]⊕ [1] . We propose a conformal field theory construction of topological
quantum registers based on Fibonacci anyons realized as quasiparticle excitations in the
Z3 parafermion fractional quantum Hall state. To this end, the results of Ardonne and
Schoutens for the correlation function of four Fibonacci fields are extended to the case of
arbitrary number n of quasi-holes and N = 3 r electrons. Special attention is paid to
the braiding properties of the obtained correlators. We explain in details the construction
of a monodromy representation of the Artin braid group Bn acting on n-point conformal
blocks of Fibonacci anyons. The matrices of braid group generators are displayed explicitly
for all n ≤ 8 . A simple recursion formula makes it possible to extend without efforts the
construction to any n . Finally, we construct N qubit computational spaces in terms of
conformal blocks of 2N + 2 Fibonacci anyons.
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1 Introduction

Noise and decoherence are basic challenges to quantum computation. The limitation of
quantum data vulnerability by fundamental physical principles is therefore highly welcomed.
Such theoretical possibility is provided by Topological Quantum Computation (TQC) (cf.
e.g. the recent textbook [1]). An experimentally promising setting of this type in which
quantum information processing is protected from noise and decoherence by the topological
properties of the quantum system is based on braiding of non-Abelian anyons realized as
quasiparticle excitations in certain fractional quantum Hall (FQH) states. We will focus in
what follows on the Fibonacci anyons realized as the ε field in the Z3 parafermion FQH
state in the second Landau level with filling factor 12

5 . This construction is introduced and
discussed in details in the parallel paper [2] where the reader could find as well an extensive
list of literature on the subject.

The aim of present article is to provide a description of the monodromy representation
of the braid group Bn (see e.g. [3] and the references therein) realized on the set of chiral
conformal blocks of n Fibonacci anyons ε and 3 r electrons. To this end we will follow the
Ardonne and Schoutens’ approach [4] which we will generalize in two different directions.
While [4] only covers the case of four (n = 4 ) ε fields and no electrons (r = 0 ), we will
consider also arbitrary r case and then the most general case thus opening a theoretical
perspective to constructing N qubit quantum registers.
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We will also pay the due attention to the properties of the obtained n-point multival-
ued correlation functions with respect to the exchange of neighboring fields along certain
(homotopy classes of) paths. These "half monodromy" transformations define the genera-
tors of the braid group Bn and hence, must satisfy the corresponding Artin relations. The
proper treatment of the subject requires the introduction of dual bases related by the so
called fusion matrices, cf. e.g. John Preskill’s classical lectures [5] or Steven Simon’s mod-
ern textbook [1]. The basic, four point (n = 4 ) case is dealt with care and the obtained
results are generalized to arbitrary number n of the Fibonacci fields. A recursive formula
for the matrices of the Bn generators in a suitable basis of conformal blocks is given which
also allows, in principle, an easy verification of the Artin relations.

The organization of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we perform a derivation
of the conformal blocks of four Fibonacci anyons in full detail reproducing the results
obtained in [4]. We shed light on some crucial points and introduce our own conventions.
We conclude this section with the calculation of the (diagonal) matrices of the generators
b1 and b3 in the corresponding two dimensional representation of the braid group B4 . In
Section 3 we define the dual basis and the fusion matrix F , calculate the matrix of b2
and verify the Artin triple relations. In Section 4 we generalize the obtained results to
the case when electrons are also present (due to the Z3 symmetry, the functions are only
nonzero when their number is a multiple of three), applying a slightly different technique
to compute the braid matrices. In Section 5 we construct a basis in the space of Fibonacci
conformal blocks for arbitrary n and propose an algorithm for finding the braid group
action on it. The results are made explicit in Section 6, for n = 5 , 6 , 7 and 8 . A recursive
construction of the braid group action in the general case is introduced in Section 7. In
the concluding Section 8 we construct N qubit computational spaces in terms of conformal
blocks of 2N + 2 Fibonacci anyons.

There is a vast literature on Fibonacci anyons and their possible use in TQC. On top
of the fundamental papers by Preskill and Ardonne-Schoutens mentioned above we have
taken inspiration from the work of N. Bonesteel, L. Hormozi, G. Zikos and S. Simon [6, 7]
and from others. Albeit having some technical overlap with the present article, [8] that
appeared in the course of our investigation is quite different in scope from it.

TQC based on non-Abelian and, in particular, Fibonacci anyons has been subject of
intensive study already for more than a quarter of a century. From a broader perspective,
one can ask if the conformal field theory (CFT) methods based on the coordinate represen-
tation of the anyon wave function in terms of CFT correlators are more efficient than some
abstract computational methods of algebraic, e.g. quantum group [9], or categorical [10, 11]
type focused on topological rather than dynamical aspects of the relevant low dimensional
physical systems. In this respect we would agree with the authors of [9] that each of these
approaches provides a useful way of thinking complementary to the other.

To conclude, we will summarize the most important results of the present paper as we
see them:

- the Ardonne and Schoutens’ analytic result for n = 4 Fibonacci anyons (ε fields) [4]
has been generalized to any n and any (presumably, great) number 3r of electrons and
the basic Fibonacci R and F matrices have been derived in the general case by analytic
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continuation. This is a new theoretical result which could be of practical use as well (see
[2]).

- the braid generating matrices in the natural basis of conformal blocks have been found
explicitly for any n (and proved to be independent of r ) by following a new, algorithmic
and efficient prescription based on the natural chain of inclusions Bn−2 ⊂ Bn−1 ⊂ Bn .

- N qubit computational subspaces of the space of n = 2N +2 anyon conformal blocks
have been identified in this setting1 for any N .

2 Conformal blocks of four Fibonacci anyons (n = 4)

As shown in [2], it is physically plausible to present the coordinate wave function of 4 Fi-
bonacci anyons and N = 3 r electron holes in the plane, up to a non-holomorphic Gaussian
exponential factor, into the following split form containing a Z3 parafermion (PF) part and
another, Abelian û(1) one of Laughlin type:

Ψ4F (w1, . . . , w4; z1, . . . , z3r) = ⟨ ε(w1) . . . ε(w4)
3r∏
i=1

ψ1(zi) ⟩PF ×

×
∏

1≤a<b≤4

(wa − wb)
3
5

4∏
a=1

N∏
i=1

(wa − zi)
∏

1≤j<≤ℓ
(zj − zℓ)

5
3 . (2.1)

The complex coordinates wa , a = 1, 2, 3, 4 and zi , i = 1, . . . , 3 r correspond to the posi-
tions of the anyons and the electron holes, respectively.

The Abelian current algebra (extended with a conjugate pair of appropriate vertex
exponents) plays an important role, as it allows the model to incorporate the electrically
charged edge excitations in the FQH liquid. However, we will be interested exclusively in
this paper in the exchange (braiding) properties of the neighboring Fibonacci fields, and
from this point of view the contribution of the Abelian part in (2.1) is trivial. For this
reason we will concentrate in what follows on the parafermionic part only. This will lead
to the lack of an overall factor ei

3π
5 ( = q3 , see below) in the braiding matrices derived in

the present paper with respect to those in [2]; the Artin braid relations are indifferent to
this change.

Following the procedure well described in [4], the correlation functions

⟨ ε(w1) . . . ε(w4)
3r+4∏
j=5

ψ1(zj) ⟩(p) , p = 0, 1 (2.2)

of four Fibonacci anyons and 3 r "electrons"2 can be obtained by fusing Z3 parafermionic
fields σ1 and ψ1 with arguments at {w2, w1, w3, w4} and {z1, z2, z3, z4} , respectively, sub-
ject to the operator product expansion (OPE)

σ1(w)ψ1(z) =

√
2

3
(w − z)−

1
3 ε(z) + o(w − z) , or σ1 ψ1 =

√
2

3
ε (2.3)

1On a more abstract level, qubit encoding by pairs of Fibonacci anyons has been considered already by
Freedman et al. [10, 11]. The idea to devise qubit encoding in terms of Fibonacci anyon pairs is actually
quite natural as, due to the fusion rules, the latter form effectively two level quantum systems.

2A somewhat loosely attributed name, for short, which generalizes a special case (M = 1 in (2.9)).
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for short, so that

⟨ ε(w1) . . . ε(w4)
3r+4∏
j=5

ψ1(zj) ⟩(p) =

=
9

4
lim

{z}→{w}

4∏
j=1

(wj − zj)
1
3 ⟨σ1(w1) . . . σ1(w4)ψ1(z1) . . . ψ1(z4)

3r+4∏
j=5

ψ1(zj)⟩(p) . (2.4)

The chiral fields in (2.3) with conformal dimensions

∆σ1 =
1

15
, ∆ψ1 =

2

3
, ∆ε =

2

5
(2.5)

are special cases (k = 3 and ε ≡ ε(1)) of the general setting in [12] for Zk parafermions
where

∆σℓ =
ℓ(k − ℓ)

2 k(k + 2)
, ∆ψℓ

=
ℓ(k − ℓ)

k
, ℓ = 1, 2, . . . k − 1 ,

∆ε(j) =
j(j + 1)

k + 2
, j = 1, . . . , [k/2] (2.6)

are the dimensions of the order parameters σℓ , the parafermionic currents ψℓ , and the
Zk-neutral fields ε(j) , respectively. The fusion of two σ1 reads

σ1 σ1 =
1√
3
ψ1 +

√
2C σ2 , 2C =

√
Γ(15)Γ

3(35)

Γ(45)Γ
3(25)

(2.7)

and the two fusion channels (0) and (1) for the parafermion correlator correspond to
σ1 σ1 ∼ ψ1 and σ1 σ1 ∼ σ2 , respectively. Eq.(3.3) in [4] is equivalent in the case under
consideration to

⟨σ1(w1) . . . σ1(w4)ψ1(z1) . . . ψ1(z4)

3r+4∏
j=5

ψ1(zj) ⟩(p) = (2.8)

= P ({w}, {z}) Ψ(0,1)
RR (w1, w2, w3, w4; z1, z2, z3, z4, z5, . . . , z3r+4) .

Here the prefactor is given by

P ({w}, {z}) =
∏

1≤i<j≤3r+4

z
− 2

3
−M

ij

4∏
i=1

3r+4∏
j=1

(wi − zj)
− 1

3

∏
1≤i<j≤4

w
− 1

6
+ M

2(3M+2)

ij (2.9)

where zij = zi − zj , wij = wi − wj , and the k = 3 Read-Rezayi (RR) wave functions
Ψ

(p)
RR , p = 0, 1 of n = 4 quasi-holes and N = 3 r + 4 electrons are expressed as

Ψ
(p)
RR(w1, w2, w3, w4; z1, z2, z3, z4, z5, . . . , z3r+4) = (2.10)

= A(p)({w})Ψ12,34({w}; {z}) +B(p)({w})Ψ13,24({w}; {z}) , p = 0, 1 ,
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cf. [13, 14]. The coefficient functions A(p)({w}) and B(p)({w}) calculated in [4] are given
by

A(0)({w}) = (w12w34)
7
10 x

3
10 F (0)

1 (x) ,

B(0)({w}) = −(w12w34)
7
10 x−

7
10 (1− x)F (0)

2 (x) ,

A(1)({w}) = −(−1)
2
5 C (w12w34)

7
10 x

3
10 F (1)

1 (x) ,

B(1)({w}) = (−1)
2
5 C (w12w34)

7
10 x−

7
10 (1− x)F (1)

2 (x) , (2.11)

the harmonic ratio x being defined as

x =
w12w34

w14w32
(2.12)

and the functions F (p)
1,2 (x) are expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions as follows:

F (0)
1 (x) = x−

3
10 (1− x)

1
10 F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
;x) ,

F (0)
2 (x) =

1

3
x

7
10 (1− x)

1
10 F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
;x) ,

F (1)
1 (x) = x

1
10 (1− x)

1
10 F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
;x) ,

F (1)
2 (x) = −2x

1
10 (1− x)

1
10 F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
2

5
;x) . (2.13)

The factors Ψ12,34({w}; {z}) and Ψ13,24({w}; {z}) in (2.10) correspond to two of the pos-
sible splittings of the four quasi-holes into two pairs so that, in principle, there is one more
possibility which, however, does not produce an independent function [13], as

Ψ14,23({w}; {z}) = xΨ12,34({w}; {z}) + (1− x)Ψ13,24({w}; {z}) . (2.14)

One divides the N = 3 r+4 electrons into three groups, S1 containing r+2 electrons, and
S2 and S3 , containing r + 1 electrons each. The two remaining factors are homogeneous
polynomials in the differences of the quasi-hole and electron coordinates of the kind

Ψ12,34({w}; {z}) =
3−

3
2
r

9
×

×
∑

S1,S2,S3

∏
i∈S2

(zi − w1)(zi − w2)
∏
j∈S3

(zj − w3)(zj − w4)Ψ
2
S1
({z})Ψ2

S2
({z})Ψ2

S3
({z}) ,

Ψ13,24({w}; {z}) =
3−

3
2
r

9
× (2.15)

×
∑

S1,S2,S3

∏
i∈S2

(zi − w1)(zi − w3)
∏
j∈S3

(zj − w2)(zj − w4)Ψ
2
S1
({z})Ψ2

S2
({z})Ψ2

S3
({z}) ,

where
Ψ2
Si
({z}) =

∏
i<j

i,j∈Si

z2ij , i = 1, 2, 3 . (2.16)
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Obviously, each of the sums in (2.15) contains(
3r + 4

r + 2 , r + 1 , r + 1

)
=

(3r + 4)!

(r + 2)! (r + 1)! (r + 1)!

terms (corresponding to the various options of attributing r + 2 of the 3r + 4 electrons to
the group S1 times the

(
2r+2
r+1

)
different choices to evenly distribute the remaining 2r + 2

ones between S2 and S3). The corresponding dimension in "mass" (inverse length) units is
equal to minus the overall order of the homogeneous polynomials (2.15):

∆Ψ = −3(r + 1)(r + 2) = −3 r2 − 9 r − 6 . (2.17)

Due to the identity w12w34 = w14w32 + w13w24 , one has

x =
w12w34

w14w32
⇒ 1− x =

w13w42

w14w32
,

x

1− x
=
w12w34

w13w42
. (2.18)

We will use in what follows an alternative harmonic ratio as well,

η =
w12w34

w13w24
=

x

x− 1
so that x =

η

η − 1
, 1− x =

1

1− η
and

w13w24 =
1

η
w12w34 , w14w23 =

1− η

η
w12w34 . (2.19)

Note that for wi real and naturally ordered, w1 > w2 > w3 > w4 , one has 0 < η < 1 .

We will first compute the coefficient of
∏4
i=1(wi − zi)

− 1
3 arising in the limit zi →

wi , i = 1, . . . , 4 of the prefactor P ({w}, {z}) (2.9) of overall dimension (in mass units)

∆P = 3 r2 + 11 r +
31

3
+M

[(
3r + 4

2

)
− 3

3M + 2

]
. (2.20)

The result is

lim
zi→wi

4∏
i=1

(wi − zi)
1
3 P ({w}, {z}) =

=
∏

1≤i<j≤4

w
−3

(M+1)2

3M+2

ij

4∏
i=1

3r+4∏
j=5

(wi − zj)
−(M+1)

∏
5≤i<j≤3r+4

z
−(M+ 2

3
)

ij . (2.21)

We will assume from now on that M = 0 . Combining (2.20) with (2.17) and the −7
5 factor

coming from (2.11), we can easily find that their sum (for M = 0) reproduces the dimension
of the parafermionic correlator in (2.8),

3 r2 + 11 r +
31

3
− 3 r2 − 9 r − 6− 7

5
(= 2 r +

44

15
) =

4

15
+

2

3
(3 r + 4) , (2.22)

thus verifying an obvious consistency condition implied by scale invariance (the invariance
with respect to ϕ(z) → λ∆ϕ ϕ(λ z) for all conformal fields).
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S1 S2 S3 lim
zi→wi

Ψ12,34 lim
zi→wi

Ψ13,24 lim
zi→wi

Ψ14,23

1 , 2 3 4 0 0 w2
12(w13w43)(w24w34)

1 , 2 4 3 0 w2
12(w41w43)(w32w34) 0

1 , 3 2 4 0 0 w2
13(w12w42)(w24w34)

1 , 3 4 2 w2
13(w41w42)(w23w24) 0 0

1 , 4 2 3 0 w2
14(w21w23)(w32w34) 0

1 , 4 3 2 w2
14(w31w32)(w23w24) 0 0

2 , 3 1 4 0 0 0

2 , 3 4 1 w2
23(w41w42)(w13w14) w2

23(w41w43)(w12w14) 0

2 , 4 1 3 0 0 0

2 , 4 3 1 w2
24(w31w32)(w13w14) 0 w2

24(w13w43)(w21w31)

3 , 4 1 2 0 0 0

3 , 4 2 1 0 w2
34(w21w23)(w12w14) w2

34(w12w42)(w21w41)

Table 1. The terms in Ψ12,34 ,Ψ13,24 and Ψ14,23 for r = 0 surviving in the limit zi → wi , i =

1, . . . , 4

The n = 4, r = 0 case

Our next step will be to recover the results obtained in [4] for the conformal blocks of
four Fibonacci fields, assuming to this end r = 0 . In this case the limit (2.21) reads

lim
zi→wi

∏
1≤i<j≤4

z
− 2

3
ij

∏
1≤i ̸=j≤4

(wi − zj)
− 1

3

∏
1≤i<j≤4

w
− 1

6
ij = (w12w34w13w24w14w23)

− 3
2 =

= (w12w34)
− 9

2 (1− x)−
3
2 x3 =

4∏
i=1

(wi − zi)
− 1

3 (w12w34)
− 9

2 (1− η)−
3
2 η3 , (2.23)

where we have used (2.12) and (2.19) to obtain the last two equalities. Further, the terms
in (2.15) that survive in this limit are displayed in Table 1 (the last column of which will
not be needed immediately).

Putting everything together, we obtain

lim
zi→wi

Ψ12,34({w}; {z}) = −2

9
(w13w24)(w14w32) (w14w32 + w13w42) =

= −2

9
(w12w34)

3 (1− x)(2− x)

x3
=

2

9
(w12w34)

3 (1− η)(2− η)

η3
,

lim
zi→wi

Ψ13,24({w}; {z}) =
2

9
(w12w34)(w14w32) (w14w32 + w12w34) =

=
2

9
(w12w34)

3 1 + x

x2
=

2

9
(w12w34)

3 (1− η)(1− 2η)

η2
. (2.24)

lim
zi→wi

Ψ14,23({w}; {z}) =
2

9
(w12w34)(w13w42) (w12w34 − w13w42) =

= −2

9
(w12w34)

3 (1− x)(1− 2x)

x2
= −2

9
(w12w34)

3 1 + η

η2
.
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It is easy to verify that the last expression for lim
zi→wi

Ψ14,23 satisfies the linear relation (2.14)

whose counterpart in terms of η (cf. (2.19)) reads

(1− η)Ψ14,23({w}; {z}) = −ηΨ12,34({w}; {z}) + Ψ13,24({w}; {z}) . (2.25)

We now have all the ingredients to perform the calculation of the correlator of four Fibonacci
fields.

Formulae (A.18), (A.12) of [4] for the two four point chiral conformal blocks of the
Fibonacci field ε(w) , ∆ε =

2
5 , expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions read

Φ(0)({w}) := ⟨ ε(w1) . . . ε(w4) ⟩(0) =
1

2
(w12w34)

− 4
5 (1− x)−

2
5 ×

× [ (2− x)F (
1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
;x) +

1

3
x(1 + x)F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
;x) ] ,

Φ(1)({w}) := ⟨ ε(w1) . . . ε(w4) ⟩(1) =
q2C

2
(w12w34)

− 4
5 x

2
5 (1− x)−

2
5 ×

× [ (2− x)F (
1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
;x)− 2 (1 + x)F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
2

5
;x) ] , (2.26)

q := ei
π
5 , 2C =

√
Γ(15) Γ

3(35)

Γ(45) Γ
3(25)

.

It is straightforward to verify that they are reproduced by our own detailed calculations
by choosing appropriately some sign factors (also needed to match the natural conditions
(2.31) and (2.32), see below).

Using the analytic continuation formula3

F (a, b, c;
η

η − 1
) = (1− η)a F (a, c− b, c; η) , (2.27)

we obtain from (2.11) and (2.13)

A(0)({w}) = (w12w34)
7
10 (1− η)

1
10 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; η) ,

B(0)({w}) = −1

3
(w12w34)

7
10 (1− η)

1
10 F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
; η) ,

A(1)({w}) = −C (w12w34)
7
10 η

2
5 (1− η)−

3
10 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η) ,

B(1)({w}) = 2C (w12w34)
7
10 η−

3
5 (1− η)−

3
10 F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η) , (2.28)

and from (2.26),

Φ(0)({w}) = 1

2
(w12w34)

− 4
5 (1− η)−

2
5 ×

×[ (2− η)F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; η)− 1

3
η (1− 2η)F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
; η) ] , (2.29)

Φ(1)({w}) = C

2
(w12w34)

− 4
5 η

2
5 (1− η)−

4
5 ×

× [ (2− η)F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η)− 2 (1− 2η)F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η) ] . (2.30)

3All the information about hypergeometric functions needed in what follows can be found in any decent
handbook on the subject like e.g. [15] or [16].
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Formulae (2.29), (2.30) will be the starting point of our calculations that follow.

The two conformal blocks Φ(p)({w}) , p = 0, 1 are characterized by the following two
basic properties (which fix their normalization as well).

• The short distance asymptotics of the Φ basis vectors for w12 → 0 reproduces the
two- and the three-point function, respectively,

Φ(0)({w}) = ⟨ ε(w1) . . . ε(w4)⟩(0) ∼
w12→0

w
− 4

5
12 ⟨ ε(w3) ε(w4)⟩ = (w12w34)

− 4
5 , (2.31)

Φ(1)({w}) = ⟨ ε(w1) . . . ε(w4)⟩(1) ∼
w12→0

Cε′εεw
3
5
12 ⟨ ε′(w2) ε(w3) ε(w4)⟩ =

= (Cε′εε)
2 (w12w34)

3
5 (w23w24)

− 7
5 ∼
w12→0

(Cε′εε)
2 (w12w34)

− 4
5 η

7
5 , (2.32)

in accord with the operator product expansion (OPE)

ε(w1) ε(w2) ∼
w12→0

w
− 4

5
12 1I + Cε′εεw

3
5
12 ε

′(w2) , ∆ε′ =
7

5
. (2.33)

Similar conditions appear for w34 → 0 .

Remark 1 One can infer from the OPE ε′ ε ∼ Y + ε , ∆Y = 3 (see Eq.(54) in [17]
or Table 10.2 in [18]) that all 3-point structure constants Cε′εε , Cεε′ε and Cεεε′ are
equal. Here is the complete list of non-trivial fusion relations in this sector of (Z3

Potts thermal) Virasoro fields:

ε ε ∼ 1I + ε′ , ε′ ε ∼ Y + ε , ε Y ∼ ε′ , ε′ Y ∼ ε , ε′ε′ ∼ 1I + ε′ , Y Y ∼ 1I .
(2.34)

Remark 2 The short distance behavior (2.31) and (2.32) which we are going to prove
below provides an "internal" characterization of the two channels, or conformal blocks
indexed by p = 0, 1, respectively. The fact that the channels, originally introduced
with reference to the fusion (2.7) also correspond to the two possible outcomes in
the OPE of two ε fields (2.33) will be used later to introduce the conformal blocks
corresponding to a higher number of Fibonacci anyons, n > 4 . (Of course, the two
definitions are consistent.)

• The following two braidings (homotopy classes of analytic continuation) are diagonal
in the Φ basis:

b1 ≡ b12 : w12
↶−→ w21 := eiπw12 , b3 ≡ b34 : w34

↶−→ w43 := eiπw34

(bi − q−4) Φ(0)({w}) = 0 , (bi − q3) Φ(1)({w}) = 0 , i = 1, 3 , (2.35)

or

biΦ({w}) = RΦ({w}) , Φ({w}) :=
(
Φ(0)({w})
Φ(1)({w})

)
, R =

(
q−4 0

0 q3

)
. (2.36)

– 9 –



The short distance asymptotics (2.31) and (2.32) are easily verified by taking into account
the fact that η → 0 if either w12 or w34 goes to zero and that the hypergeometric series
expansion for small η starts with

F (a, b, c; η) = 1 +
ab

c
η +O(η2) . (2.37)

The specific combination appearing in the expression (2.30) for Φ(1)({w})

(2− η)F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η)− 2(1− 2 η)F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η) = (2.38)

= (2− η)(1 +
4

35
η)− 2(1− 2 η)(1− 1

10
η) + · · · = 24

7
η +O(η2)

provides, in particular, the additional (to η
2
5 ) power of η needed to satisfy the last equality

in (2.32), and also fixes the three-point structure constant

Cε′εε =

√
12

7
C . (2.39)

As noted in [4], this detail is actually the manifestation of the field ε′(w) of conformal
dimension ∆ε′ =

7
5 whose appearance in the operator algebra of ε(w) has been discovered

long ago, see e.g. [17].
It is obvious that the effect of the b1 and b3 braidings on the Φ basis (2.29), (2.30) is

the same since in both cases

(w12w34)
− 4

5 → (eiπw12w34)
− 4

5 = q−4(w12w34)
− 4

5 , and

η =
w12w34

w13w24
→ −w12w34

w23w14
=

η

η − 1
(= eiπη (1− η)−1 ) ⇒

1− η → 1

1− η
, 2− η → 2− η

1− η
, 1− 2 η → 1 + η

1− η
. (2.40)

So, for example, we obtain from (2.29) by using (2.27) and (2.40)

b1Φ
(0)({w}) = q−4

2
(w12w34)

− 4
5 (1− η)

2
5 ×

×[
2− η

1− η
(1− η)

1
5F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; η) +

1

3

η (1 + η)

(1− η)2
(1− η)

6
5F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
; η) ] , (2.41)

and it remains to apply one of the Gauss’ contiguous relations,

F (
1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; η) = F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; η)− 1

3
η F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
; η) (2.42)

to confirm the first equality in (2.35), the one for the braiding

b1Φ
(0)({w}) = q−4Φ(0)({w}) .
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Similarly,

b1Φ
(1)({w}) = C

2
q−4(w12w34)

− 4
5 q2 η

2
5 (1− η)

2
5 ×

× [
2− η

1− η
(1− η)

1
5F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; η)− 2

1 + η

1− η
(1− η)

1
5F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
2

5
; η) ] =

= q−2 C

2
(w12w34)

− 4
5 η

2
5 (1− η)−

2
5 × (2.43)

× [ (2− η) (1− η)
3
5F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η)− 2 (1 + η) (1− η)−

2
5F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η) ] ,

the last expression following from the previous one due to

F (a, b, c; η) = (1− η)c−a−b F (c− a, c− b, c; η) . (2.44)

In the final step we apply another Gauss’ contiguous relation,

(1− η)F (
6

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η) = −F (1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η) + 2F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η) (2.45)

to obtain also the second equality in (2.35),

b1Φ
(1)({w}) = −q−2Φ(1)({w}) = q3Φ(1)({w}) .

3 The dual basis and the fusion matrix (n = 4 , r = 0)

The Φ basis (2.29), (2.30) of four-point Fibonacci field conformal blocks is well adapted to
study the η ∼ 0 behaviour (which means small w12 or w34). The braiding of the two middle
fields is however related to small w23 or, equivalently, 1− η ∼ 0 , i.e. η ∼ 1 . This requires
the introduction of a "dual" basis (denoted as Θ below) the vectors of which correspond
to the two channels appearing after fusing the second and third ε fields (and not the first
and second, or the third and the fourth one, as it is assumed in the construction of the Φ

basis)4.

Thus, technically the dual basis Θ({w}) =
(
Θ(0)({w})
Θ(1)({w})

)
has to be determined by the

following three conditions:

• The vectors Θ(p)({w}) , p = 0, 1 are linear combinations of Φ(q)({w}) , q = 0, 1 .

• The short distance asymptotics of the Θ basis vectors for w23 → 0 reproduces the
corresponding two- and the three-point function (compare with (2.31) and (2.32) and
note that 1− η = w23w14

w13w24
) :

Θ(0)({w}) ∼
w23→0

w
− 4

5
23 ⟨ ε(w1) ε(w4)⟩ = (w23w14)

− 4
5 , (3.1)

Θ(1)({w}) ∼
w23→0

Cεε′εw
3
5
23 ⟨ ε(w1) ε

′(w3) ε(w4)⟩ =

= (Cεε′ε)
2 (w23w14)

3
5 (w13w34)

− 7
5 ∼
w23→0

12

7
C (w23w14)

− 4
5 (1− η)

7
5 . (3.2)

4This situation is very well known in high energy physics where the "dual" description of four-point
scattering amplitudes (the Φ and Θ bases corresponding to the s- and u-channels, respectively, following
the standard notation for the Mandelstam variables) led to the Veneziano formula (1968) and, subsequently,
to the first idea of using string theory in the form of the so called dual resonance model of strong interactions.
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• The braiding

b2 ≡ b23 : w23
↶−→ w32 := eiπw23 (3.3)

is diagonal in the (dual) Θ basis with the same eigenvalues as in (2.36) :

b2Θ({w}) = RΘ({w}) , R =

(
q−4 0

0 q3

)
. (3.4)

To this end we will start by performing an innocent procedure by just recasting the
expressions for Φ(q)({w}) , q = 0, 1 (2.29), (2.30) replacing w12w34 with w23w14 ,

w12w34 = w23w14
η

1− η

as well the argument η of hypergeometric series with 1− η by using the equality

F (a, b, c; η) =
Γ(c) Γ(c− a− b)

Γ(c− a) Γ(c− b)
F (a, b, a+ b− c+ 1; 1− η) + (3.5)

+
Γ(c) Γ(a+ b− c)

Γ(a) Γ(b)
(1− η)c−a−b F (c− a, c− b, c− a− b+ 1; 1− η)

which gives

F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; η) = η

2
5 [τ (1− η)−

2
5 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) +

D1

2
F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ] ,

F (
6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
; η) = 3 η−

3
5 [−D1

2
F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) + τ (1− η)−

2
5 F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) ] ,

F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η) = −τ (1− η)

2
5 F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) + 2D2 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) , (3.6)

F (
1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η) =

1

2
[ 2D2 F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) + τ (1− η)

2
5 F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ] .

We have applied twice a version of (2.44) above to replace

F (
2

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) by η

2
5 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) , and

F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) by η

2
5 F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) .

In (3.6) τ =
√
5−1
2 is the inverse of the golden ratio, or

τ =
Γ(25)Γ(

3
5)

Γ(15) Γ(
4
5)

=
1

2 cos π5
=

1

q + q−1
= q2 + q−2 (τ2 + τ = 1) , and

D1 :=
Γ2(35)

Γ(25) Γ(
4
5)

= 2C
√
τ , D2 :=

Γ2(25)

Γ(15) Γ(
3
5)

=
1

2C

√
τ , (3.7)
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with C as given in (2.26). Putting everything together, we obtain the desired presentation
of the Φ basis in the form

Φ(0)({w}) = 1

2
(w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

2
5 ×

×{ τ [ (2− η)F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)− (1− 2η)F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) ] + (3.8)

+C
√
τ (1− η)

2
5 [ (2− η)F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) + (1− 2η)F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ] } ,

Φ(1)({w}) = 1

2
(w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

2
5 ×

×{√τ [ (2− η)F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)− (1− 2η)F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) ]−

−C τ [ (2− η)F (
6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) + (1− 2η)F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ] } . (3.9)

A careful look reveals that our simple exercise actually produced an amazing result, since
(3.8), (3.9) can be written compactly as(

Φ(0)({w})
Φ(1)({w})

)
=

(
τ

√
τ√

τ −τ

) (
Θ(0)({w})
Θ(1)({w})

)
, or

Φ({w}) = F Θ({w}) , F =

(
τ

√
τ√

τ −τ

)
(3.10)

(note the involutivity of the matrix F , F 2 = 1I for τ given by (3.7)), with

Θ(0)({w}) = 1

2
(w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

2
5 ×

× [ (2− η)F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)− (1− 2η)F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) ] , (3.11)

Θ(1)({w}) = C

2
(w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

2
5 (1− η)

2
5 ×

× [ (2− η)F (
6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) + (1− 2η)F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ] , (3.12)

and the matrix F coincides with the canonical solution of the relevant pentagon equation
(see e.g. Eq.(9.125) in J. Preskill’s Lecture Notes [5]). This fact strongly suggests that
Θ(0)({w}) , Θ(1)({w}) (3.11), (3.12) form the dual basis we have been looking for.

We will now prove that Θ(0)({w}) and Θ(1)({w}) satisfy indeed the requirements
spelled out in Eqs. (3.1), (3.2) and (3.4).

The verification of the w23 → 0 (and hence, η → 1 ) asymptotics goes quite similarly
to the Φ basis case. After substituting

1− η = ϵ ⇒ 2− η = 1 + ϵ , 1− 2 η = 2 ϵ− 1 (ϵ→ 0) ,

it amounts to showing that

2− η − (1− 2η) +O(1− η) = 1 + ϵ− (2 ϵ− 1) +O(ϵ) = 2 +O(ϵ) (3.13)
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and

(2− η)(1 +
18

35
(1− η)) + (1− 2 η)(1 +

3

35
(1− η)) +O((1− η)2) =

= (1 + ϵ)(1 +
18

35
ϵ) + (2 ϵ− 1)(1 +

3

35
ϵ) +O(ϵ2) =

24

7
ϵ+O(ϵ2) , (3.14)

respectively.
To prove that the action of the braiding b2 (3.3) on the Θ basis (3.12), (3.12) is given

by the diagonal matrix R , we proceed as follows. As the exchange of w2 and w3 induces

η =
w12w34

w13w24
→ w13w24

w12w34
= η−1 ⇒ 1− η → 1− η−1 =

1− η

(1− η)− 1
, (3.15)

we need a version of the relation (2.27) in the form

F (a, b, c; 1− η−1) = ηa F (a, c− b, c; 1− η) . (3.16)

Applying it to (3.11), we get

b2Θ
(0)({w}) = 1

2
q−4 (w23w14)

− 4
5 η

2
5 ×

× [−1− 2 η

η
η

1
5 F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) +

2− η

η
η

1
5 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) ] =

= q−4Θ(0)({w}) . (3.17)

In the case of (3.12) we obtain

b2Θ
(1)({w}) = C

2
q−4 (w23w14)

− 4
5 η

2
5 q2

(
1− η

η

) 2
5

×

× [−1− 2 η

η
η

6
5 F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; 1− η)− 2− η

η
η

1
5 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ] =

= − q−2 C

2
(w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

4
5 (1− η)

2
5 ×

× [ (2− η)F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) + (1− 2 η) η F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ] =

= q3Θ(1)({w}) , (3.18)

the last equality taking place due to (2.44) which gives

F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; 1−η) = η

2
5 F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1−η) , F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; 1−η) = η−

3
5 F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1−η) . (3.19)

We have thus confirmed (3.4) in the dual basis. Together with (2.36), (3.10) (and F = F−1 )
it implies that the three generators of the Artin braid group B4 acting on the Φ basis are
represented by the following matrices:

π(4)(b1) = π(4)(b3) = R =

(
q−4 0

0 q3

)
, π(4)(b2) = B , B := F RF =

(
q4τ q−3√τ

q−3√τ −τ

)
.

(3.20)
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(Of course, in the dual, Θ basis in which b2 acts diagonally by R , b1 and b3 are represented
by B .) To make sure that the generators given by (3.20) satisfy the Artin relations for B4

b1 b2 b1 = b2 b1 b2 , b2 b3 b2 = b3 b2 b3 , b1 b3 = b3 b1 , (3.21)

we need to verify the matrix equality

RBR = BRB (for B = F RF ) . (3.22)

To show that (3.22) holds, one can express τ in terms of q using (3.7); it turns out indeed
that both sides are equal (to q−4 F ). Note also that

detF = −1 , detR = q−1 = detB , (3.23)

the equality of the last two determinants being actually a consistency condition for (3.22).

4 Braiding and fusion for n = 4 and arbitrary r

In the presence of 3 r electrons at points z5, . . . , z3r+4 the prefactor (2.21) (for M = 0)
contains the product ∏

1≤i<j≤4

w
− 3

2
ij = (w12w34)

− 9
2 η3 (1− η)−

3
2 ,

see (2.19) and, in addition (after the fusion limit is taken, cf. (2.3)), the piece

Q = Q({w}, {z}) := 9

4

4∏
i=1

3r+4∏
j=5

(wi− zj)−1
∏

5≤k<ℓ≤3r+4

z
− 2

3
kℓ , {z} ≡ {z5, . . . , z3r+4} (4.1)

which is symmetric in wi , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 . Accordingly (fixing the sign of Φ(1)({w}, {z})),

Φ(0)({w}, {z}) = Q [(w12w34)
−3 η3 (1− η)−

3
2 ] (w12w34)

− 4
5 (1− η)

1
10 ×

× [F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; η)Ψ12,34 −

1

3
F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
; η)Ψ13,24 ] , (4.2)

Φ(1)({w}, {z}) = C Q [(w12w34)
−3 η3 (1− η)−

3
2 ] (w12w34)

− 4
5 η−

3
5 (1− η)−

3
10 ×

× [ η F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η)Ψ12,34 − 2F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η)Ψ13,24 ] . (4.3)

Note that (w12w34)
−3 η3 (1− η)−

3
2 is invariant with respect to w12 → eiπ w12 . Here

Ψ12,34 = Ψ12,34({w}, {w, z}) and Ψ13,24 = Ψ13,24({w}, {w, z})

are the values at zi = wi , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 of the corresponding polynomials (2.15) satisfying
(2.25) so that

η

η − 1
Ψ12,34 +

1

1− η
Ψ13,24 = Ψ14,23 (= Ψ14,23({w}, {w, z}) ) . (4.4)
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(Obviously, exchanging the arguments in polynomials is path independent so that braid-
ing reduces to permutation.) We will use in what follows (4.4) to find the braid group
representation acting on the conformal blocks.

Of course, this alternative technique is also applicable to the special case r = 0 when
(4.2), (4.3) reduce, by (2.24) (and Q = 9

4) to (2.29), (2.30).

N.B. We emphasize that, in the presence of electrons (at points {z} (4.1)), the braiding
only applies to the anyons with coordinates {wi}4i=1 .

For w12 → eiπw12 (or w34 → eiπw34) we have, by (2.27) and (4.4),

ϕ(0) := F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; η)Ψ12,34 −

1

3
F (

6

5
,
4

5
,
8

5
; η)Ψ13,24 → (1− η)

1
5ϕ(0) , (4.5)

ϕ(1) := η F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η)Ψ12,34 − 2F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η)Ψ13,24 → (1− η)−

6
5ϕ(1) (4.6)

where we have used a Gauss’ contiguous relation and (2.44) to derive

2F (
1

5
,
3

5
,
2

5
; η)− F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; η) = F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; η) = (1− η)−

2
5F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
7

5
; η) ,

F (
1

5
,
3

5
,
2

5
; η) = (1− η)−

2
5F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
2

5
; η) . (4.7)

This generalizes (2.36) to arbitrary r with the same matrix R =

(
q−4 0

0 q3

)
:

biΦ({w}, {z}) = RΦ({w}, {z}) , Φ({w}, {z}) :=
(
Φ(0)({w}, {z})
Φ(1)({w}, {z})

)
, i = 1, 3 . (4.8)

To find the dual basis for arbitrary r , we proceed as in the special case r = 0 . We first
recast (4.2), (4.3) by using (3.6):

Φ(0)({w}, {z}) = Q [ (w12w34)
−3 η3 ] (w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

7
5 (1− η)−

3
5 ×

×{ η [ τ (1− η)−
2
5 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) +

D1

2
F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ]Ψ12,34 +

+ [
D1

2
F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η)− τ (1− η)−

2
5 F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) ]Ψ13,24 } , (4.9)

Φ(1)({w}, {z}) = C Q [ (w12w34)
−3 η3 ] (w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

7
5 (1− η)−1 ×

×{ η [−√
τ (1− η)

2
5F (

6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) + 2D2 F (

1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) ]Ψ12,34 −

−[ 2D2 (1− η)
2
5 F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η) + τ (1− η)

2
5 F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) ]Ψ13,24 } . (4.10)

This gives (
Φ(0)({w}, {z})
Φ(1)({w}, {z})

)
=

(
τ

√
τ√

τ −τ

) (
Θ(0)({w}, {z})
Θ(1)({w}, {z})

)
(4.11)
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with

Θ(0)({w}, {z}) = Q [ (w12w34)
−3 η3 ] (w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

7
5 (1− η)−1 ×

× [ η F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)Ψ12,34 − F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)Ψ13,24 ] , (4.12)

Θ(1)({w}, {z}) = C Q [ (w12w34)
−3 η3 ] (w23w14)

− 4
5 η−

7
5 (1− η)−

3
5 ×

× [ η F (
6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η)Ψ12,34 + F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η)Ψ13,24 ] . (4.13)

Again, by (2.24) for r = 0 (4.12) and (4.13) reproduce (3.11) and (3.12). Rewriting the
dual basis as

Θ(0)({w}, {z}) = Q [ (w23w14)
−3 η−

3
2 (1− η)3 ] (w23w14)

− 4
5 η

1
10 (1− η)−1 ×

× [ η F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)Ψ12,34 − F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)Ψ13,24 ] , (4.14)

Θ(1)({w}, {z}) = C Q [ (w23w14)
−3 η−

3
2 (1− η)3 ] (w23w14)

− 4
5 η

1
10 (1− η)−

3
5 ×

× [ η F (
6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η)Ψ12,34 + F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η)Ψ13,24 ] (4.15)

((w23w14)
−3 η−

3
2 (1 − η)3 being invariant with respect to B2 : w23 → eiπ w23 , cf. (3.15))

and using (3.16) and (3.19) which imply

ξ(0) := η F (
1

5
,
4

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)Ψ12,34 − F (

1

5
,−1

5
,
3

5
; 1− η)Ψ13,24 → − η−

4
5 ξ(0) , (4.16)

ξ(1) := η F (
6

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η)Ψ12,34 + F (

1

5
,
3

5
,
7

5
; 1− η) → η−

2
5 ξ(1) , (4.17)

we obtain that the counterparts of (3.17), (3.18) hold in the general case,

b2Θ({w}, {z}) = R Θ({w}, {z}) , Θ({w}, {z}) :=
(
Θ(0)({w}, {z})
Θ(1)({w}, {z})

)
(4.18)

with the same matrix R as in (4.8). Hence, by (4.11)

b2Φ({w}, {z}) = B Φ({w}, {z}) , B = F RF , F =

(
τ

√
τ√

τ −τ

)
= F−1 . (4.19)

The important conclusion that can be drawn from the computations in this section is
that the presence of (r triples of) electron fields doesn’t change the braiding properties of
the Fibonacci anyons, i.e. the latter are r-independent.

Remark 3 We recall that our primary object is the wave function (2.1). The proper braid
matrices B(4)

i , i = 1, 2, 3 derived from it are obtained from (3.20) by taking into account
the additional Laughlin factors. In effect, B(4)

i = q3 π(4)(bi) , or explicitly

B
(4)
1 =

(
q−1 0

0 −q

)
, B

(4)
2 =

(
q−3τ

√
τ√

τ −q3τ

)
, B

(4)
3 = B

(4)
1 . (4.20)

The matrices (4.20) are the ones that are used in the paper [2].
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5 Braiding a higher number of Fibonacci anyons

We will now propose a method which allows to formalize the procedure of finding the
braidings of general n-point Fibonacci anyon conformal blocks. To this end, we first intro-
duce, for n ≥ 4 , the following notation for the vectors of the basis (corresponding to the
admissible paths in the corresponding Bratteli diagram, see [2]):

Φ0 1α2 α3 α4 ... αn−2 1 0 = Φ0 1α2 α3 α4 ... αn−2 1 0({w}, {z}) := (5.1)

:= ⟨0| ε(w1)Π1ε(w2)Πα2ε(w3)Πα3 . . . ε(wn−2)Παn−2ε(wn−1)Π1 ε(wn)
3r∏
i=1

ψ1(zi) |0⟩ .

Here αi , i = 2, . . . , αn−2 take values 0 or 1 depending on whether the orthogonal projector
Παi projects on the vacuum or on the ε(′) sector, respectively, cf. Remark 2 above; it is
assumed that ΠαΠβ = δαβ Πα and Π0 +Π1 = 1 .

Formula (5.1) as it stays is relevant only for n even, and when n is odd, the fusion
rules (2.33), (2.34) suggest that one (or, in general, an odd number) of the ε fields should
be replaced by ε′ . We will comment on this in more details in the discussion of the n = 3

case below. Note that the ψ1 fusion rules imply that (ψ1)
3 ∼ 1I so that the product of 3 r

fields ψ1 leaves the vacuum sector invariant; so does also the field Y of (integer) dimension
3 . A description of the sectors indexed by 0 and 1 (only a part of the full structure of Z3

parafermion model) which is sufficient for our purposes is that [0] contains vectors created
from the vacuum by the Virasoro fields 1I and Y , and the sector [1] , those created by ε

and ε′ . The fusion rules (2.34) then imply

[0]× [0] = [0] , [0]× [1] (= [1]× [0] ) = [1] , [1]× [1] = [0]⊕ [1] . (5.2)

So in the case of n Fibonacci anyons the conformal blocks (5.1) have n + 1 indices alto-
gether, the action of each Fibonacci field (from right to left) being specified by its initial
and the target sector. It follows from (5.2) that the (only) restriction of the ordered set
α2 , α3 , α4 , . . . , αn−2 is that it should not contain two zero labels in a row.

The first and the last pair of indices (01 and 10 , respectively) of Φ in (5.1) are standard
for the construction, and this fact does not leave room, when n = 2 or n = 3 for conformal
blocks other than Φ010 and Φ0110 , respectively. (It complies, for r = 0 with the uniqueness,
up to normalization, of conformal invariant two- and three point functions.) In the first
notrivial case n = 4 the two possibilities Φ01010 and Φ01110 correspond to the conformal
blocks of four Fibonacci anyons (4.2) and (4.3), respectively (or (2.29) and (2.30), in the
r = 0 case) and can be considered as a basis of the two dimensional representation of
the braid group B4 generated by the matrices R and B := FRF (F 2 = 1I) , see (4.8)
and (4.19). As we are going to show below, this is sufficient to find the braid group Bn
representation on the linear span Vn of n-blocks of Fibonacci anyons (5.1) for arbitrary n .

A simple observation suggests the following recursive construction. Take n ≥ 4 in (5.1);
now if the index αn−2 = 0 , then Φ0 1α2 α3 α4 ... αn−2 could be any of the (n− 2)-blocks, and
if αn−2 = 1 , the vectors Φ0 1α2 α3 α4 ... αn−2 0 span the space of (n− 1)-blocks. The first two
spaces Vd2 and Vd3 in this sequence are spanned by Φ010 and Φ0110 , respectively. Hence,
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for n ≥ 4 any vector space Vdn is a direct sum and the dimensions dn = dimVdn , n ≥ 2

form a Fibonacci sequence:

Vdn = Vdn−2 ⊕ Vdn−1 ⇒ dn = dn−2 + dn−1 (dn := dimVdn) , d2 = d3 = 1 .

(5.3)
Accordingly, a basis in Vdn can be formed by taking first the vectors of the basis of Vdn−2

(just replacing their last indices 10 by 1010) and then those of Vdn−1 , replacing this time
10 by 110 ; we will also assume that the internal ordering of the bases of the subspaces is
inherited. The braiding for n = 2 (and r = 0) follows from the two point function

⟨ ε(w1) ε(w2)⟩ = w
− 4

5
12 , w12 → eiπw12 ⇒ b1Φ

010 = q−4Φ010 (q = ei
π
5 ) . (5.4)

The next value n = 3 being odd, we must replace one of the ε fields by ε′ . Choosing this
to be the last one in the three point function, we obtain

⟨ ε(w1) ε(w2) ε
′(w3)⟩ = Cε′εεw

3
5
12 (w13w23)

− 7
5 ⇒ b1Φ

0110 = q3Φ0110 . (5.5)

To compute b2 , we compare (5.5) with

⟨ ε(w1) ε
′(w3) ε(w2)⟩ = Cε′εεw

3
5
12 (w13w32)

− 7
5 , w32 = eiπw23 ⇒ b2Φ

0110 = q3Φ0110

(5.6)
(see Remark 1 above), using also that q10 = 1 and hence, q−7 = q3 ; note that we exchange
the (posititions of the) fields, not just their arguments. To summarize,

π(2)(b1) = q−4 , π(3)(b1) = q3 = π(3)(b2) . (5.7)

As the representation of the braid group B3 is one dimensional, the Artin relation π(3)(b1 b2 b1) =
π(3)(b2 b1 b2) is trivially satisfied. It is a simple exercise to show that the same results are
obtained starting with any other position of ε′ in the three point function or even with the
correlator of three ε′ fields,

⟨ ε′(w1) ε(w2) ε(w3)⟩ = Cε′εεw
3
5
23 (w12w13)

− 7
5 ,

⟨ ε′(w1) ε
′(w2) ε

′(w3)⟩ = Cε′ε′ε′ (w12w13w23)
− 7

5 (5.8)

(or, in the n = 2 case, from ⟨ ε′(w1) ε
′(w2)⟩ = z

− 14
5

12 ).
In general, the braid group generator π(n)(bi) acting on the i-th triple of consecutive

indices αi−1 αi αi+1 of the vector Φ ... αi−1 αi αi+1... (5.1) corresponds to the exchange of
ε(wi) and ε(wi+1) along certain classes of paths not enclosing any of the other points. The
rules (5.2) suggest that these vectors form singlets when either αi−1 or αi+1 , or both, are
zero (then αi can only be equal to 1), and from (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6) one would expect that

π(n)(bi) Φ
...010... = q−4Φ...010... ,

π(n)(bi) Φ
...011... = q3Φ...011... , π(n)(bi) Φ

...110... = q3Φ...110... . (5.9)
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This is confirmed by the results for the four-point blocks written as Φ01010 and Φ01110 ,

respectively where we have (see (3.20) for the r = 0 case)

b1

(
Φ01010

Φ01110

)
= R

(
Φ01010

Φ01110

)
, R = π(4)(b1) =

(
q−4 0

0 q3

)
=

(
π(2)(b1) 0

0 π(3)(b1)

)
(5.10)

and similarly, π(4)(b3) = R . (In both cases the action of the braidings on the corresponding
singlets is combined in the diagonal matrix R .) On the other hand, the b2 action (3.20)
can be written as

b2

(
Φ01010

Φ01110

)
= B

(
Φ01010

Φ01110

)
, B = π(4)(b2) =

(
B0

0 B
0
1

B1
0 B

1
1

)
=

(
q4τ q−3√τ

q−3√τ −τ

)
, (5.11)

suggesting that for αi−1 = 1 = αi+1 the braiding π(n)(bi) acts on doublets (since in this
case αi can be 0 or 1), and

π(n)(bi)

(
Φ...101...

Φ...111...

)
= B

(
Φ...101...

Φ...111...

)
. (5.12)

(In (5.12) we assume that all other indices of Φ...101... coincide with those of Φ...111... .)
In the next section we will provide a general argument why the same (diagonal elements

of) R and the 2× 2 matrix B derived from the two- and three-point anyon functions and
the four-point conformal blocks should appear as matrix blocks in the higher n braiding
matrices. We will then use the algorithm described above to obtain an explicit recursive
construction of the braid group Bn action on n Fibonacci anyons for any n .

Remark 4 Note that the linear algebra prescription for assigning a matrix to an operator
in a given basis would require to take actually the transposed of the (non-diagonal) matrices.
The (wrong) traditional definition finds a partial excuse in the fact that all Artin relations
(like (3.21)) are invariant with respect to matrix transposition.

6 Explicit recursive construction of the Bn action for n ≥ 5

We will begin this section by recalling that the abstract Artin braid group Bn generated
by n− 1 generators bi satisfying

bi bi+1 bi = bi+1 bi bi+1 , i = 1, . . . , n− 2 , bi bj = bj bi , |i− j| ≥ 2 (6.1)

is the proper algebraic structure to handle generalized statistics in low dimensional physics
([1]; for a concise introduction to the subject, see e.g. [3]). As the configuration space of n
points on a two dimensional surface is not simply connected, the corresponding wave func-
tion depending on n complex variables may be multivalued. The latter is a characteristic
property of the quasiparticles called "anyons" by F. Wilczek in 1982.

It is obvious from (6.1) that a natural sequence of braid group inclusions

B2 ⊂ B3 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Bn−1 ⊂ Bn (6.2)
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exists, each of the subgroups Bi of Bn , 2 ≤ i ≤ n in (6.2) being generated by the first
i− 1 generators bj , j = 1, . . . , i− 1 . The latter assumption (concerning the identification
of the subgroups) is actually conventional: one can start the sequence (6.2) e.g. with bn−1

(generating a B2 subgroup) and proceed by including consecutive generators with smaller
indices, bj , j = n− 1, n− 2, . . . , 1 .

In our case the generators bi of the braid group correspond to the exchange of neigh-
boring Fibonacci fields along certain (homotopy classes of) paths so that e.g. bi ≡ bi i+1 :

wi i+1
↶−→ wi+1 i := eiπwi i+1 . This induces, equivalently, a linear transformation on the

n-point (in {w}) conformal blocks defining the "monodromy representation" of Bn . We
denote by π(n)(bi) the corresponding matrix in the basis (5.1). The calculation of the braid
matrices has been carried out in detail in the previous sections in the cases n ≤ 4 (being
only non-trivial for n = 4 , of course) using the explicit form of the relevant correlators.

At first sight, extending the braiding action to cases with higher number of Fibonacci
anyons n > 4 could be difficult as the corresponding anyon correlators are not known
explicitly. To this end, however, one can use the "locality" of the action of Artin braid
group generators in the sense that they only affect the positions of two neighboring points
(anyon coordinates) while the rest of the anyons play the role of spectators. This observation
allows us to use the (short distance) OPE (2.34) to reduce the number of Fibonacci fields
in the n-point conformal blocks. We will sketch in what follows the main steps of this
procedure for r = 0 (which is not a restriction as we know that the result, what concerns
braiding, doesn’t depend on r ), starting for concreteness with n even. Applying (2.34) to
the last two Fibonacci fields in (5.1) in this case, we obtain that, for wn−1 ∼ wn

ε(wn−2)Παn−2 ε(wn−1)Π1 ε(wn) |0⟩ = ε(wn−2)Παn−2 ε(wn−1) ε(wn) |0⟩ ∼

∼ ε(wn−2)Παn−2

(
(wn−1 − wn)

− 4
5 1I +

√
12

7
C (wn−1 − wn)

3
5 ε′(wn)

)
|0⟩ =

=

{
(wn−1 − wn)

− 4
5 ε(wn−2) |0⟩ , αn−2 = 0√

12
7 C (wn−1 − wn)

3
5 ε(wn−2)Π1 ε

′(wn) |0⟩ , αn−2 = 1
, (6.3)

see (2.33) and (2.39). As we know, for n odd we should have an odd number of ε′ fields
in the correlator. To sketch the needed modification of (6.3) we will write, for example,
schematically

ε ε ε′ |0⟩ ∼ ε (Y + ε) |0⟩ ∼ ε′ |0⟩+ ε ε |0⟩ (6.4)

see (2.34) in Remark 1.
Inserting (6.3) (resp. (6.4), for n odd) into (5.1) for r = 0 we express, for wn−1 ∼ wn ,

n-point conformal blocks as sums of (n− 2)-point and (n− 1)-point ones. Accordingly, we
can compute the first n− 3 braiding matrices π(n)(bi) , i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 3 (generating the
subgroup Bn−2 ) from those for π(n−2)(bi) and π(n−1)(bi) . Moreover, the description given
in the paragraph after (5.3) of the construction of the Vn basis i.e., writing first the vector
components inherited from Vn−2 (those with last three indices equal to 010 ) followed by
those from Vn−1 (with last three indices 110 ) anticipates as well the block diagonal form of
the matrices of these braid generators encountered in the explicit calculations, the results
of which are displayed below.
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The above reduction procedure becomes effective for n ≥ 5 . Obviously, it cannot be
used directly for the derivation of the last two braidings, π(n)(bn−2) and π(n)(bn−1) (in
accord with the fact that one, or two of the terms in the recursion simply do not exist in
these cases). Then it can be replaced, however, by a similar procedure involving the left
vacuum and the first three Fibonacci fields in place of (6.3) or (6.4). Thus, one can recover
this time the last n− 3 generators of Bn in terms of those of Bn−2 and Bn−1 .

In particular, the matrix π(n)(bn−2) is expressible through π(n−2)(bn−4) and π(n−1)(bn−3) .

One can anticipate that it wouldn’t have block diagonal structure in the basis (5.1) in which
the branches of the "recursion tree" of Vn subspaces are determined, at every step, by the
last triple of indices (corresponding to the two possible fusion channels of the last two Fi-
bonacci anyons). In contrast, the OPE of the first two Fibonacci anyons would correspond
to a different subspace decomposition depending on the first triple of indices (either 010 or
011 ).

We will illustrate this in the simplest, n = 5 case. To obtain a basis in Vd5 we present,
according to our convention, the three possible conformal blocks as a vector with a single
"upper" and two "lower" componentsΦ011010

Φ010110

Φ011110

 =

Φ011010

0

0

 ⊕

 0

Φ010110

Φ011110

 ,

Vd5 ≃ Vd3 ⊕ Vd4 , d5 = d3 + d4 = 1 + 2 = 3 (6.5)

(see (5.3)), the decomposition matching the fusion of the fourth and fifth Fibonacci anyons
in the 5-point conformal blocks (5.1). For comparison, the fusion of the first two anyons
corresponds to a subspace decomposition of the typeΦ011010

Φ010110

Φ011110

 =

 0

Φ010110

0

 ⊕

Φ011010

0

Φ011110

 , (6.6)

so that π(5)(b3) decomposes into π(3)(b1) (= q3 , cf. (5.7)) acting on the singlet and
π(4)(b2) (= B , see (5.11)) acting on the doublet in (6.6), accordingly. In general, π(n)(bn−2)

has again a direct sum structure (but is block diagonal in a basis different from the "canon-
ical" one).

It is easy to realize that the matrices π(n)(bn−1) and π(n)(b1) should be diagonal for
all n ; in particular, π(5)(b4) acts again by multiplication by q3 = π(3)(b2) on the singlet,
and by the diagonal matrix R = π(4)(b3) on the doublet in (6.6).

An interesting phenomenon (providing a self-consistency check of the above OPE re-
duction procedure) appears for the first time in the next example n = 6 , where the braiding
matrix π(6)(b3) can be computed in two different ways. The first one feflects its "canon-
ical" block diagonal decomposition into π(4)(b3) and π(5)(b3) and the other (the reduc-
tion implied by fusing the first two Fibonacci anyons instead of the last two ones), from
π(4)(b1) (= R , see (5.10), acting on the first and the fourth component subspace of V6 ) and
π(5)(b2) , cf. (6.7) and (6.11) below.
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The most important conclusion from the above consideration is that, going backwards
(in n ), it is possible indeed to recover the braiding action for any n from the 2-, 3- and
4-point braiding data.

To verify that the OPE reduction procedure reproduces the results following from
the prescriptions described in the previous section, we will use the latter to compute the
braiding matrices for n = 5, 6, 7 and 8 . As explained above, the generator bi of the Artin
braid group Bn (for any i = 1, . . . , n− 1) is represented by the matrix π(n)(bi) obtained by
applying specific rules to the i-th consecutive triple of indices of the vectors in (5.1). There
are n+ 1 indices altogether in n-blocks so that the number of consecutive triples is n− 1 ,

matching the number of generators of Bn . The corresponding action on a specific triple is
given by (5.9) (multiplication by a phase, q−4 or q3) or, for doublets of the form (5.11), by
the 2× 2 matrix

B =

(
B0

0 B
0
1

B1
0 B

1
1

)
=

(
q4τ q−3√τ

q−3√τ −τ

)
.

Following the rules and conventions spelled out above, we can compute the matrices of
the four generators of B5 in the basis (6.5). They are given by

π(5)(b1) =

q3 0 0

0 q−4 0

0 0 q3

 , π(5)(b2) =

q3 0 0

0 B0
0 B

0
1

0 B1
0 B

1
1

 ,

π(5)(b3) =

B0
0 0 B0

1

0 q3 0

B1
0 0 B1

1

 , π(5)(b4) =

q−4 0 0

0 q3 0

0 0 q3

 . (6.7)

Almost all of the Artin relations (6.1) are easy to verify in the n = 5 case (6.7). First
of all, the commutators [π(5)(b1), π

(5)(b3)] and [π(5)(b2), π
(5)(b4)] vanish because of the

matching block structure in which the counterparts of the 2× 2 non-diagonal submatrices
are proportional to the unit 2 × 2 matrix, and [π(5)(b1), π

(5)(b4)] = 0 since both matrices
are diagonal. One observes further that the triple product Artin relations π(5)(b1 b2 b1) =
π(5)(b2 b1 b2) and π(5)(b3 b4 b3) = π(5)(b4 b3 b4) follow, essentially, from the basic 2 × 2

relation RBR = BRB (3.22).

The only non-trivial relation that remains to be verified is therefore the equality of
π(5)(b2 b3 b2) = π(5)(b3 b2 b3) . From (6.7) we obtain

π(5)(b2 b3 b2) =

 q6B0
0 q3B0

1B
1
0 q3B0

1B
1
1

q3B0
1B

1
0 q3(B0

0)
2 +B0

1B
1
0B

1
1 B0

1(q
3B0

0 + (B1
1)

2)

q3B1
1B

1
0 B1

0(q
3B0

0 + (B1
1)

2) q3B0
1B

1
0 + (B1

1)
3

 ,

π(5)(b3 b2 b3) =

q3(B0
0)

2 +B0
1B

1
0B

1
1 q3B0

1B
1
0 B0

1(q
3B0

0 + (B1
1)

2)

q3B0
1B

1
0 q6B0

0 q3B0
1B

1
1

B1
0(q

3B0
0 + (B1

1)
2) q3B1

0B
1
1 q3B0

1B
1
0 + (B1

1)
3

 . (6.8)
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Inserting the actual values of the entries of the B matrix, we get

π(5)(b2 b3 b2) =

 τ q−3τ −τ√τ
q−3τ τ (q4 + q−3τ)τ

√
τ

−τ√τ (q4 + q−3τ)τ
√
τ (q−3 − τ2)τ

 ,

π(5)(b3 b2 b3) =

 (q + q−1)τ2 q−3τ (q4 + q−3τ)τ
√
τ

q−3τ τ −τ√τ
(q4 + q−3τ)τ

√
τ −τ√τ (q−3 − τ2)τ

 . (6.9)

It remains to use q4 + q−3τ = q4 + q−1 + q−5 = −1 for τ = 1
q+q−1 = q2 + q−2 , cf. (3.7).

Following the prescriptions, we arrange the five basis vectors for the n = 6 Fibonacci
conformal blocks in the following order:

Φ0101010

Φ0111010

Φ0110110

Φ0101110

Φ0111110

 (Vd6 = Vd4 ⊕ Vd5 , d6 = d4 + d5 = 2 + 3 = 5) . (6.10)

The matrices of the braid group B6 generators are then given by

π(6)(b1) =


q−4 0 0 0 0

0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 q−4 0

0 0 0 0 q3

 , π(6)(b2) =


B0

0 B
0
1 0 0 0

B1
0 B

1
1 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 B0
0 B

0
1

0 0 0 B1
0 B

1
1

 ,

π(6)(b3) =


q−4 0 0 0 0

0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 B0
0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 q3 0

0 0 B1
0 0 B1

1

 , π(6)(b4) =


B0

0 0 0 B0
1 0

0 B0
0 0 0 B0

1

0 0 q3 0 0

B1
0 0 0 B1

1 0

0 B1
0 0 0 B1

1

 ,

π(6)(b5) =


q−4 0 0 0 0

0 q−4 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 q3 0

0 0 0 0 q3

 . (6.11)

Verifying the Artin relations by hand as in the previous, n = 5 case is still feasible (note
again the block submatrix structure which could be helpful in some calculations) but tedious
so we will skip it here. The triple Artin relations in (3.22) require the determinants of all
π(n)(bi) in a given representation to be equal. Denoting their common value by Dn , we see
that D4 = q−1 (cf. (3.23)) while D5 = q2 and D6 = q .

We will also display the results for the next two representations, of dimensions d7 =

3+5 = 8 and d8 = 5+8 = 13 which are not too hard to obtain even without any computer
help.
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Basis vectors and braid matrices for n = 7

Basis of Vd7 :

Φ01101010

Φ01011010

Φ01111010

Φ01010110

Φ01110110

Φ01101110

Φ01011110

Φ01111110


(Vd7 = Vd5 ⊕ Vd6 , d7 = d5 + d6 = 3 + 5 = 8) (6.12)

B7 generators π(7)(bi) , i = 1, . . . , 6 , D7 = q3:

π(7)(b1) =



q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 q−4 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3


,

π(7)(b2) =



q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 B0
0 B

0
1 0 0 0 0 0

0 B1
0 B

1
1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 B0
0 B

0
1 0 0 0

0 0 0 B1
0 B

1
1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 B

0
1

0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 B

1
1


,

π(7)(b3) =



B0
0 0 B0

1 0 0 0 0 0

0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0

B1
0 0 B1

1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0

0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 B1

1


,
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π(7)(b4) =



q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 B0

1 0

0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 B1

1 0

0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 B1

1


,

π(7)(b5) =



B0
0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0 0

0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0

0 0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

B1
0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0 0

0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0

0 0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 B1

1


,

π(7)(b6) =



q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3


, (6.13)
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Basis vectors and braid matrices for n = 8

Basis of Vd8 :



Φ010101010

Φ011101010

Φ011011010

Φ010111010

Φ011111010

Φ011010110

Φ010110110

Φ011110110

Φ010101110

Φ011101110

Φ011011110

Φ010111110

Φ011111110



(Vd8 = Vd6 ⊕ Vd7 , d8 = d6 + d7 = 5 + 8 = 13) (6.14)

B8 generators π(8)(bi) , i = 1, . . . , 7 , D8 = −q−1:

π(8)(b1) =



q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q−4 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3



,
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π(8)(b2) =



B0
0 B

0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

B1
0 B

1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 B0
0 B

0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 B1
0 B

1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 B

0
1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 B

1
1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 B

0
1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 B

1
1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 B

0
1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 B

1
1



,

π(8)(b3) =



q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 B0
0 0 B0

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 B1
0 0 B1

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 B0

1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 B1

1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 B1

1



,

π(8)(b4) =



B0
0 0 0 B0

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 B0
0 0 0 B0

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

B1
0 0 0 B1

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 B1
0 0 0 B1

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 B0

1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 B1

1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 B1

1



,
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π(8)(b5) =



q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 B1

1



,

π(8)(b6) =



B0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0 0 0 0

0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0 0 0

0 0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0 0

0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0

1 0

0 0 0 0 B0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B0

1

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0

B1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0 0 0 0

0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0 0 0

0 0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0 0

0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1

1 0

0 0 0 0 B1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 B1

1



,

π(8)(b7) =



q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 q−4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q3



. (6.15)
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7 The braid group Bn generators for general n

The explicit form of the Artin braid group Bn generators for small n displayed in the previ-
ous section and the recursive construction of the corresponding monodromy representations
suggest the following structure for general n .

The construction of the representation spaces (5.3) and of their bases implies that the
(irreducible) dn-dimensional representation π(n) of Bn on the space Vdn reduces, when
restricted to the subgroup Bn−2 (cf. (6.2)), to the direct sum

π(n)(Bn−2) = π(n−2)(Bn−2)⊕ π(n−1)(Bn−2) , n ≥ 4 ,

(7.1)

π(n)(bi) = π(n−2)(bi)⊕ π(n−1)(bi) , i = 1, . . . , n− 3 .

The latter formula is exemplified for b1 in the rudimental case (5.10), for b1 and b2 in (6.7),
for b1, b2 and b3 in (6.11), etc. Applying it for π(n−1)(bi) (excluding bn−3 ) we obtain

π(n)(bi) =

π(n−2)(bi) 0 0

0 π(n−3)(bi) 0

0 0 π(n−2)(bi)

 , i = 1, . . . , n− 4 . (7.2)

As for the matrices of the last two Artin generators, π(n)(bn−2) and π(n)(bn−1) for
n ≥ 5 , the obtained explicit results suggest the following block structure:

π(n)(bn−2) =

B0
0 1Idn−2 0 B0

1 1Idn−2

0 q3 1Idn−3 0

B1
0 1Idn−2 0 B1

1 1Idn−2

 ,

(7.3)

π(n)(bn−1) =

(
q−4 1Idn−2 0

0 q3 1Idn−1

)
≡

q−4 1Idn−2 0 0

0 q3 1Idn−3 0

0 0 q3 1Idn−2

 .

As we have already mentioned, the triple Artin relations in (3.22) imply that the determi-
nants of all π(n)(bi) in a given representation are equal. Denoting their common value by
Dn , we obtain from (7.1) and (7.3) that

Dn = Dn−2 . Dn−1 , Dn = q−4 dn−2+3 dn−1 = q3 (2 dn−2+dn−1) = q3 (2 dn−dn−1) (7.4)

where we have used that q−4 = q6 and dn−2 + dn−1 = dn . Using the recursion with
D2 = q−4 , D3 = q3 or alternatively, the (shifted) Fibonacci number sequence

d2 = 1 , d3 = 1 , d4 = 2 , d5 = 3 , d6 = 5 , d7 = 8 , d8 = 13 , d9 = 21 ,

d10 = 34 , d11 = 55 , d12 = 89 , d13 = 144 , d14 = 233 , d15 = 377 ,

d16 = 610 , d17 = 987 , d18 = 1597 , d19 = 2584 , d20 = 4181 , . . . (7.5)
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we obtain

D2 = q−4 , D3 = q3 , D4 = q−1 , D5 = q2 , D6 = q , D7 = q3 ,

D8 = q4 , D9 = q−3 , D10 = q , D11 = q−2 , D12 = q−1 , D13 = q−3 ,

D14 = q−4 , D15 = q3 , . . . (Dn = D−1
n+6 = Dn+12 ) . (7.6)

8 Computational vectors and qubits

We are now fully prepared for the final step – to define the N qubit spaces and the
"computational vectors" forming their bases.

To this end, we will start with the general expression for the n-point Fibonacci anyon
conformal blocks (5.1) (for n even), with the following two simplifications. First, as the
presence of the 3 r electrons does not affect the braiding properties, we will just set r = 0 .

We will also get rid at this stage of the redundant first and last pairs of indices (01 and
10 , respectively) in (5.1).

It is obvious from (5.11) that, by a slight modification the prescription given in [6], a
basis in the single qubit (N = 1 ) space is given by the two 4-point Fibonacci conformal
blocks (4 = 2 . 1 + 2 ). To convey the idea suitable for generalization to higher N we
will introduce below both a graphical notation (in terms of Bratteli path diagrams, see
Figure 1), and an equivalent shorthand notation,

Φ01010 = = |0〉

Φ01110 = = |1〉

Figure 1. N = 1 , 4 anyons, dim Vd4
= 2

(
Φ01010

Φ01110

)
=

(
⟨ε| (ε 0 ε) |ε⟩
⟨ε| (ε 1 ε) |ε⟩

)
=:

(
|0 ⟩
|1 ⟩

)
, (8.1)

where (ε α ε) , α = 0, 1 stays, in general, for Π1 ε(wi+1)Πα ε(wi+2)Π1 and

⟨ε| = ⟨0| ε(w1)Π1 , |ε⟩ = Π1 ε(w2N+2) |0⟩ .

We will call in what follows the configurations in red depicted in Figure 1 "(triangular)
pails" and "double ropes", respectively. The first and the last ε fields in green are actually
inert in the sense that, intertwining between the (left, resp. the right) vacuum sector and
the non-trivial one, they perform a single channel map in both cases.
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Remark 5 The correspondence between the qubit space construction in terms of Fibonacci
4-point conformal blocks and its 3-quasiparticle (of q-spin 1) counterpart in [6] goes as
follows. The two "computational states" depicted in Fig. 1 of [6] are actually realized
directly by the configurations of the first three anyons in our Figure 1 above. In the quantum
group picture, the fusion rules (5.2) are equivalent to the tensor product decomposition of
quantum spins 0 and 1 at q5 = −1 , the q-spin I representations being characterized by
their quantum dimensions

[I] , I = 0, 1 → [2I + 1]q :=
q2I+1 − q−(2I+1)

q − q−1
. (8.2)

For q = ei
π
5 , the relevant q-numbers appearing in the q-analog of the Clebsch-Gordan

decomposition are

[1]q = 1 , [3]q = q2 + 1 + q−2 = τ + 1 = τ−1 , [5]q = 0 (8.3)

(cf. (3.7)). The "truncation" (the lack of q-spin 2 , in this case) in the nontrivial fusion
relation [1]× [1] = [0]⊕ [1] in (5.2) is reflected in an identity arising from the expansion

[3]q . [3]q = [1]q + [3]q + [5]q ⇒ τ−2 = 1 + τ−1 + 0 . (8.4)

In the 4-point conformal block realization of the qubit space, the braiding of any two
neighboring pairs of Fibonacci anyons provides a representation of B4 generated by (5.10)
and (5.11)

π4(b1) |α⟩ = Rαβ |β⟩ = π4(b3) |α⟩ , Rαβ = q3(2−α) δαβ ,

π4(b2) |α⟩ = Bα
β |β⟩ , α, β = 0, 1 (8.5)

(summation over β is assumed). Due to the presence in (8.5) of the non-diagonal 2 × 2

matrix B = (Bα
β) , (5.11) provides the simplest non-Abelian braid group representation

needed for (topological) quantum computation.
It should be noted that the three anyon "non-computational (NC)" state of [6] does

not appear in this realization which is quite welcome, since "non-computational" actually
means "redundant". In a sense, the counterpart of the NC state is a 3-point function on
which the braiding acts simply as multiplication by q3 , cf. (5.7).

The generalization to N qubits looks now straightforward. We will define the N qubit
computational states as

|α1 α2 . . . αN ⟩ := ⟨ε| (ε α1 ε) (ε α2 ε) . . . (ε αN ε) |ε⟩ =
= Φ0 1α1 1α2 1 ... 1αN 1 0 = ⟨ε| ε(w2)Πα1 ε(w3)Π1 . . . Π1 ε(w2N )ΠαN ε(w2N+1) |ε⟩ (8.6)

(the rule is that every second projector in (8.6) is Π1 ), for i = 1, . . . ,N and αi = 0, 1 .

Graphically, the Bratteli diagrams of even total length corresponding to computational
states only contain configurations of triangular pails, for αi = 0 and double ropes, for
αi = 1 . The rest of the conformal blocks, i.e. those containing also ropes of odd number of
segments5 correspond to NC states.
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Φ0101010 = 〈ε| (ε 0 ε) (ε 0 ε) |ε〉 = = |00〉

Φ0111010 = 〈ε| (ε 1 ε) (ε 0 ε) |ε〉 = = |10〉

Φ0110110 = 〈ε| ε (ε 0 ε) ε |ε〉 = = |NC〉

Φ0101110 = 〈ε| (ε 0 ε) (ε 1 ε) |ε〉 = = |01〉

Φ0111110 = 〈ε| (ε 1 ε) (ε 1 ε) |ε〉 = = |11〉

Figure 2. N = 2 , 6 anyons, dim Vd6 = 5 , 2-qubit computational vectors in red, NC in blue

We proceed with the N = 2 and N = 3 examples, cf. Figures 2 and 3.
Obviously, when N is increased by 1 the number of computational states is doubled,

starting with 2 for N = 1 , so it is equal to 2N as it should. The number of the rest (NC)
vectors is, accordingly, d2(N+1) − 2N , i.e. 0 , 1 , 5 , . . . for N = 1 , 2 , 3 , . . . , see (7.5). As
d2N > 2N for N ≥ 5 , the number of NC states exceeds that of the computational ones
already for 10 anyons.

To justify the validity of the realization described above as a genuine N qubit space
for 2N + 2 anyons (N ≥ 2), we will show that no leakage occurs, i.e. there is no mixing
of the braid group action on computational and NC states. To this end, we must specify
a subgroup of B2N+2 which preserves the arrangement of the N qubits and in the same
time, still provides the needed quantum computational tools (including the Solovay-Kitaev
algorithm, see e.g. [7] for details). Such a subgroup is the one generated by b1 , b2i , i =

1, 2, . . . ,N and b2N+1 , i.e. the first, the last and all even generators of B2N+2 , having the
direct product structure

B(N )
sub = B3 × (B2)

×(N−2) × B3 ≡ B3 × B2 × · · · × B2 × B3 ⊂ B2N+2 , N ≥ 2 . (8.7)

Note that the even generators commute with each other as a consequence of the Artin
relations (6.1). The action of the group (8.7) on the Fibonacci conformal block space

5The total number of such segments has to be even, of course.
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Φ010101010 = = |000〉

Φ011101010 = = |100〉

Φ011011010 = = |NC1〉

Φ010111010 = = |010〉

Φ011111010 = = |110〉

Φ011010110 = = |NC2〉

Φ010110110 = = |NC3〉

Φ011110110 = = |NC4〉

Φ010101110 = = |001〉

Φ011101110 = = |101〉

Φ011011110 = = |NC5〉

Φ010111110 = = |011〉

Φ011111110 = = |111〉

Figure 3. N = 3 , 8 anyons, dim Vd8
= 13 , 3-qubit computational vectors in red, NC ones in blue
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Vd2N+2
will be displayed below. This is not a problem as it reduces, essentially, to writing

down (only) part of the matrices derived in the previous sections; the actually important
thing will be to reveal the structure of the corresponding representation and get convinced,
if this is the case, that it is fully reducible (i.e., decomposable), being a direct sum of the
computational and NC spaces.

We will start, for completeness, with the N = 1 case (4 anyons) where no NC states
are present and no restriction is needed, writing once more the full B4 action displayed in
(8.5) in the form

b1 |α⟩ = Rαβ |β⟩ , b2 |α⟩ = Bα
β |β⟩ , b3 |α⟩ = Rαβ |β⟩ . (8.8)

For N = 2 (6 anyons) we obtain from (6.11) and Fig. 2

b1 |α1 α2⟩ = Rα1
β1
δα2
β2

|β1 β2⟩ , b2 |α1 α2⟩ = Bα1
β1
δα2
β2

|β1 β2⟩ ,
b4 |α1 α2⟩ = δα1

β1
Bα2

β2
|β1 β2⟩ , b5 |α1 α2⟩ = δα1

β1
Rα2

β2
|β1 β2⟩ ,

bi |NC⟩ = q3 |NC⟩ , i = 1, 2, 4, 5 . (8.9)

We will write down once more the diagonal action of b1 and b5 in the form

b1 |0 0⟩ = q−4 |0 0⟩ , b1 |1 0⟩ = q3 |1 0⟩ , b1 |0 1⟩ = q−4 |0 1⟩ , b1 |11⟩ = q3 |11⟩ ,
b5 |0 0⟩ = q−4 |0 0⟩ , b5 |1 0⟩ = q−4 |1 0⟩ , b5 |0 1⟩ = q3 |0 1⟩ , b5 |11⟩ = q3 |11⟩ . (8.10)

The result displayed in (8.9) is very encouraging. It shows that the representation of the
group B(2)

sub = B3 × B3 on the 5 dimensional space Vd6 (6.10) is indeed fully reducible
so that the 4 = 22 computational vectors split from the NC one, forming a direct sum
Vd6 = V22 ⊕ VNC . Further, the 2 qubit space V22 itself has the form of a tensor product of
two single qubit spaces on which the B(2)

sub representation is, accordingly, the tensor square
of the two single qubit B3 representations, i.e.

V22 = V2 ⊗ V2 , B(2)
sub V22 = B3 V2 ⊗ B3 V2 , B(2)

sub VNC = q3 VNC , (8.11)

the first B3 group in (8.11) being generated by b1 and b2 and the second, by b4 and b5 .

Remark 6 The computational vectors in (8.10) appear in the order inherited from
the ordering of all vectors introduces recursively in Section 5 (see the paragraph after
(5.3). It does not coincide with the commonly used lexicographical order (that would be
|00⟩ , |01⟩ , |10⟩ , |11⟩)6. In any case, writing down the restrictions of the braid matrices
on the N qubit space for N = 2 in the form (8.9) shows that they are given by the tensor
products

b1 = R⊗ 1I , b2 = B ⊗ 1I , b4 = 1I ⊗B , b5 = 1I ⊗R (8.12)

expressed in matrix form as Kronecker product, (A⊗B)α1α2
β1β2

:= Aα1
β1
Bα2

β2
.

6The chosen ordering is actually "colexicographical".
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Having the experience with the first non-trivial 2 qubit case we can return to the general
recursive formulae (7.2) and (7.3) implying

π(2N+2)(bi) =

π(2N )(bi) 0 0

0 π(2N−1)(bi) 0

0 0 π(2N )(bi)

 ,

for i = 1 and i = 2j , j = 1 , 2 . . . , N − 1 ,

π(2N+2)(b2N ) =

B0
0 1Id2N 0 B0

1 1Id2N

0 q3 1Id2N−1
0

B1
0 1Id2N 0 B1

1 1Id2N

 , (8.13)

π(2N+2)(b2N+1) =

q−4 1Id2N 0 0

0 q3 1Id2N−1
0

0 0 q3 1Id2N


to find the origin of the NC vectors that "speckle" the list of computational ones. NC states
are related to the appearance of the central square block of size d2N−1 , for the first time
for N = 2 (d3 = 1), and proliferate in the subsequent representations with the increase of
N .

We recall that, by definition, the N qubit subspace V2N is the N -th tensor power of
the single qubit one:

V2N := V ⊗N
2 ≡ V2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ V2 (N times) , |α1 α2 . . . αN ⟩ ≡ |α1 ⟩ ⊗ |α2 ⟩ . . . |αN ⟩ .

(8.14)
Physically, this means that the individual qubits are independent.

In the Fibonacci conformal block realization (for even number 2N +2 of anyons placed
on a one-dimensional boundary, and inert end ones) the separate qubit spaces are realized
by braiding the second and the third, the fourth and the fifth etc., till 2N and 2N + 1 .

The representation of the group (8.7) on the full d2N+2 dimensional space of conformal
blocks is fully reducible, leaving invariant both the N qubit subspace (8.14) formed by the
computational vectors defined above (those whose Bratteli diagrams only contain "triangu-
lar pails" and "double ropes") and its linear complement VNC spanned by the remaining,
non-computational vectors. The latter assertion is the gist of the "no leaking" theorem.

A general proof of the above statement can be carried out by induction, stepping
essentially on the block matrix form of π(2N+2)(b2N ) (8.13).

Remark 7 The backward iteration of the block structure displayed in (8.13) suggests that
the shifted Fibonacci numbers (7.5) satisfy the identity

d2N+2 = 2N−1 d4 +
N−2∑
k=0

2N−2−k d2k+3 ≡ 2N−1 d4 +
N−2∑
k=0

2k d2(N−k)−1 =

= 2N + 2N−2 d3 + 2N−3 d5 + · · ·+ 2 d2N−3 + d2N−1 . (8.15)

Its proof is elementary; we have

dn+1 = dn + dn−1 , n ≥ 3 , d2 = 1 = d3 ⇒
d2N+2 = d2N + d2N+1 = 2 d2N + d2N−1 , N ≥ 1 , d1 = 0 , (8.16)
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etc.

Instead of dwelling on the general N case we would invite the interested reader to
verify the following results for N = 3 (8 anyons) using (6.15) and Fig. 3 (there are 5 NC
vectors, of 13 altogether in this configuration, on rows with numbers 3, 6, 7, 8 and 11 in
Fig. 3):

Vd8 = V23 ⊕ V
(3)
NC , V23 = V2 ⊗ V2 ⊗ V2 , dim Vd8 = 13 , dim V

(3)
NC = 5 ,

B(3)
sub = B3 × B2 × B3 , b1 = R⊗ 1I ⊗ 1I , b2 = B ⊗ 1I ⊗ 1I ,

b4 = 1I ⊗B ⊗ 1I , b6 = 1I ⊗ 1I ⊗B , b7 = 1I ⊗ 1I ⊗R . (8.17)

Although not being of central interest, we will also display the action of B(3)
sub on the NC

sector. It is also fully reducible, the space V (3)
NC being decomposed into a 2 dimensional

invariant subspace spanned by |NC1⟩ and |NC5⟩ , and a 3 dimensional one, spanned by
|NC2⟩ , |NC3⟩ and |NC4⟩ , respectively, so that

b1 = q31I2 ⊕
(
q3 0

0 R

)
, b2 = q31I2 ⊕

(
q3 0

0 B

)
, b4 = q31I2 ⊕

(
q−4 0

0 q31I2

)
,

b6 = B ⊕ q31I3 , b7 = R⊕ q31I3 . (8.18)
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