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Abstract: We develop a systematic framework for understanding symmetries in topo-

logical phases in 2 + 1 dimensions using the string-net model, encompassing both gauge

symmetries that preserve anyon species and global symmetries permuting anyon species,

including both invertible symmetries describable by groups and noninvertible symmetries

described by categories. As an archetypal example, we reveal the first noninvertible cat-

egorical gauge symmetry of topological orders in 2 + 1 dimensions: the Fibonacci gauge

symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci topological order, described by the Fibonacci fusion

2-category. Our approach involves two steps: first, establishing duality between different

string-net models with Morita equivalent input fusion categories that describe the same

topological order; and second, constructing symmetry transformations within the same

string-net model when the dual models have isomorphic input fusion categories, achieved

by composing duality maps with isomorphisms of degrees of freedom between the dual

models.
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1 Introduction

Symmetry is a central concept in modern physics, traditionally described by groups. Topo-

logical orders in 2 + 1 dimensions, whose low-energy effective descriptions are topologi-

cal gauge field theories, are novel phases of matter that go beyond the Landau-Ginzburg

paradigm, revealing more interesting symmetry structures. Nevertheless, the gauge symme-

tries1 in topological orders are not completely clear. In cases where the gauge symmetries

are described by groups, e.g., in the Dijkgraaf-Witten theory[1–4] or their lattice Hamil-

tonian model—the (twisted) quantum double model[5–13], the gauge structure, i.e., gauge

group and gauge transformation, has been well understood. In more general cases, such as

the Turaev-Viro topological field theory[2, 14–17] or their lattice Hamiltonian model—the

string-net (Levin-Wen) model[18–29], the gauge symmetry is not known in general. In such

cases, if a gauge symmetry exists, it is likely not describable by any group but rather by

categories[30–40], invoking the concept of noninvertible symmetry[36, 37, 40–45], which has

greatly expanded and deepened our understanding of symmetry in physics. Noninvertible

symmetry has been extensively explored in 1 + 1 dimensions[46–50]. In 2 + 1 dimen-

sions, however, noninvertible symmetries remain largely an open problem, despite studies

in certain (2 + 1)-dimensional systems[51–53] and attempts in studying the applications of

noninvertible symmetry in quantum field theory[54–58].

In this paper, we tackle this problem by explicitly and systematically formulating

the symmetry transformations of (2 + 1)-dimensional topological orders as operators of

the string-net model. We show that such symmetry transformations can be either gauge

symmetries that preserve anyon species or global symmetries permuting anyon species,

and can be invertible (describable by groups) or noninvertible (described by a fusion 2-

category[59–63]). As a key result, our construction reveals the first noninvertible categorical

gauge symmetry of topological orders in 2 + 1 dimensions:

• The noninvertible gauge symmetry (to be called the Fibonacci gauge symmetry) of

the doubled Fibonacci topological order described by the Fibonacci fusion 2-category.

This is an archetypal example to illustrate our general construction, which is rather in-

volved and thus to be detailed in the appendices. In the main text, we shall provide a brief

overview of our approach and expound on the Fibonacci gauge symmetry. Besides, we

also provide a clear criterion (see Appendix D.3) determining whether a symmetry trans-

formation generates a global symmetry or a gauge symmetry of the topological order. An

example of global symmetry so constructed in shown in Appendix D.

Our construction can be applied to realize anyon condensations [31, 64–68] in the

string-net model. Previous works have realized fluxon and simple-current condensations

[29, 69]—specific classes of anyon condensation—in the string-net model. Nevertheless,

general non-Abelian anyon condensations remain unexplored. We can apply symmetry

transformations to the string-net model and then perform all types of anyon condensations

1Gauge symmetry is a historical misnomer. It should be more appropriately called gauge invariance

or gauge redundancy because it is mathematical redundancy where different states in the Hilbert space

describe the same physical state in the theory.
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in familiar forms in Refs. [29, 69] within the transformed model. This is an ongoing work

to be reported elsewhere.

2 Sketch of Our Approach

As the low-energy effective theories of topological orders, topological quantum field theory

(TQFT) is believed to be a topological gauge theory. For the Dijkgraaf-Witten type of

TQFT, the gauge symmetry and transformation are manifest and clear. For more general

topological orders, whose low-energy effective theory is the Turaev-Viro type of TQFT,

however, their gauge symmetries and transformations are in general obscure.

To reveal the gauge structure of topological orders in general, we first note that topo-

logical orders are primarily observed in strongly correlated electron systems[70–77], where

anyons are collective excitations of the electrons. Such a system has a physical Hilbert

space consisting of the fundamental degrees of freedom of electrons, and anyons are rep-

resented as excited states in this Hilbert space. While an Abelian anyon is represented

by one excited state up to a phase factor, a non-Abelian anyon is represented by a multi-

dimensional subspace of the Hilbert space[78–83]2. That is, a physical anyon may have

an internal space[26, 29, 85]. Nevertheless, TQFT is not able to sense and probe such in-

ternal spaces of anyons because anyons are elementary and indecomposable ingredients in

TQFT that have no finer structures. In contrast, in the string-net model—a Hamiltonian

extension of the Turaev-Viro TQFT—of topological orders, anyon excitations are indeed

concrete excited states in the Hilbert space of the fundamental degrees of freedom of the

model. Anyons are represented by orthogonal subspaces (one- or multi-dimensional) in the

Hilbert space. We show that in the string-net model, it is possible to transform the fun-

damental degrees of freedom while preserving topological invariance and the Hamiltonian.

Such a transformation would induce a linear transformation of the Hilbert space of the

model. When this linear transformation preserves and/or transforms within the subspaces

representing the anyons, it is qualified as a gauge transformation of the model. The model

and thus the topological order it describes has a corresponding gauge symmetry. When this

transformation can turn the anyons to one another, it is a global symmetry transformation

of the model and the topological order described by the model[31, 32, 68, 86, 87].

We construct the symmetry transformations of (2+1)-dimensional topological orders in

two steps. The first step establishes a duality between different string-net models describing

the same topological order. While the fundamental degrees of freedom in a usual gauge

theory take value in a group, those in the Turaev-Viro TQFT or a string-net model are

simple objects in a fusion category—the input fusion category of the model. Our duality

maps two string-net models whose input fusion categories are Morita equivalent to each

other[88] and yields a classification of all string-net models describing the same topological

order. This duality generalizes the electromagnetic duality[11, 13, 89] in topological orders

and topological field theories.

2This is why non-Abelian anyons can support a scheme of quantum computation—topological quantum

computation[84].
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Figure 1: An example of the part of the lattice of the string-net model. All vertices are

trivalent. A tail (wavy line) is attached to an arbitrary edge of every plaquette.

In the second step, symmetry transformations can be constructed when two dual string-

net models have isomorphic input fusion categories. In such a case, the duality in the first

step can be composed with an isomorphism to form a symmetry transformation on the same

string-net model. Such a symmetry transformation can be a global or gauge symmetry

transformation depending on whether it permutes anyon species. Such a symmetry, when

it is noninvertible, is described by a fusion 2-category.

We now construct and reveal the gauge symmetry transformation of the doubled Fi-

bonacci topological order to illustrate our approach. We shall first briefly review the Fi-

bonacci string-net model and defer the symmetry transformation to the following sections.

3 Fibonacci String-Net Model

For our study, we take the form of the string-net model defined in Ref. [26] because its

Hilbert space encompasses the full anyon spectra of the corresponding topological orders.

The model is defined on a 2-dimensional trivalent lattice, such as that in Fig. 1. Each

plaquette hosts a tail, attached to any of its edges3. Each edge or tail carries a label—

fundamental degree of freedom—taking value in the simple objects of the input fusion

category F of the model. The Hilbert space of the model is spanned by all possible

assignments of the labels, constrained by that the labels on the three edges (tails) meeting

at any vertex must satisfy the fusion rules of F .

We now dwell on our example: the doubled Fibonacci topological order with the

string-net model. The input fusion category of the string-net model, the Fibonacci fusion

category, denoted by Fibo, contains two simple objects 1 and τ that are the values of the

basic degree of freedom on any edge/tail. These simple objects satisfy the fusion rules

δ111 = δ1ττ = δτ1τ = δττ1 = δτττ = 1, δ11τ = δ1τ1 = δτ11 = 0.

3The original string-net model in Ref. [18], which bears no such tails, cannot fully describe charge

excitations. These added tails record the charges of anyons, thus enlarging the Hilbert space to encompass

the complete anyon spectrum.
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The Hilbert space HFibo of the model is spanned by all possible assignments of the simple

objects 1 and τ on all edges and tails of the lattice, constrained by the fusion rules δijk = 1

for the three labels i, j, k on any three edges or tails meeting at any vertex of the lattice.

The Hamiltonian of the Fibonacci string-net model reads

HFibo := −
∑

Plaquettes P

QP , (3.1)

where the commuting projectors QP are defined as

QP :=
1

1 + φ2
(Q1

P + φQτ
P ),

Qs
P

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p := δp,1

∑

jk∈{1,τ}

[

5
∏

k=0

G
ek+1ikjk

sjk+1ik+1

√

dik
djk

]

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

j0

j0

j1 j2

j3

j4j5

1 .

Here, s ∈ {1, τ}, d1 = 1, dτ = φ = (
√

5 + 1)/2, and the nonzero G-symbols are

G111
111 = 1, G111

τττ =
1√
φ
, G1ττ

1ττ = G1ττ
τττ =

1

φ
, Gτττ

τττ = − 1

φ2
, Gabm

cdn = Gmab
ncd = Gcdm

abn .

Unlike in the original string-net model, we unify the vertex and plaquette operators into a

common QP operator. The ground states are common eigenstates of all QP operators with

+1 eigenvalues. An excited state |ψ〉 is another common eigenstate that satisfies QP |ψ〉 = 0

for one or more plaquettes P , in which we say there reside anyons. We also dub a ground

state a trivial excited state, which has a trivial anyon in each plaquette. There are four

anyon species of the doubled Fibonacci topological order:

11̄, τ 1̄, 1τ̄ , τ τ̄ , (3.2)

where 11̄ is the trivial anyon. The measurement operator ΠJ
P measuring whether there is

an anyon J in plaquette P is

ΠJ
P

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p :=
∑

s,t∈{1,τ}

[

5
∏

k=0

G
ek+1ikik+1

sjk+1jk

√

dik
djk

]

Gpi0i6
j6st G

pj0j6
i0ts ×

√

dsdt

dp
zJ ;t

pps

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

j6

j0

j1 j2

j3

j4j5

p ,

(3.3)

where the nonzero elements of zJ tensors are

z11̄;1
111 = z11̄;τ

11τ = 1 ;
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zτ 1̄;τ
ττ1 = 1, zτ 1̄;1

τττ = −φ

2
− i

2φ

√

φ2 + 1, zτ 1̄;τ
τττ = − 1

2φ
+
i

2

√

φ2 + 1 ;

z1τ̄ ;τ
ττ1 = 1, zτ 1̄;1

τττ = −φ

2
+
i

2φ

√

φ2 + 1, zτ 1̄;τ
τττ = − 1

2φ
− i

2

√

φ2 + 1 ;

zτ τ̄ ;1
111 = 1, zτ τ̄ ;τ

11τ = − 1

φ2
, zτ τ̄ ;τ

ττ1 = 1, zτ τ̄ ;1
τττ = 1, zτ τ̄ ;τ

τττ =
1

φ2
.

It is the time and right place to bring up the concept of anyon’s internal space. In

contrast to Abelian anyons, which do not have nontrivial internal spaces, a non-Abelian

anyon does have an internal space because multiple non-Abelian anyons occupy a well-

defined multi-dimensional Hilbert space[78–83]. Such internal spaces are generally hidden

in the language of TQFT unless the anyons carry group representations. The string-net

model is however able to manifest such internal spaces by representing a non-Abelian

anyon on a certain multi-dimensional Hilbert subspace of excited states of the model.

Consequently, in the string-net model, an anyon appearing in an excited state is not only

labeled by its anyon species J in each plaquette but also by each anyon’s internal charge

p—the degree of freedom on the tail where the anyon resides. A non-abelian anyon carries

more than one charge type, and the gauge symmetry transformation to be constructed will

be able to mix the internal charges p while preserving the anyon species J of a non-Abelian

anyon.

In the Fibonacci string-net model, there are five allowed pairs (J, p) of anyon species

J and its charges p:

(11̄, 1), (1τ̄ , τ), (τ 1̄, τ), (τ τ̄ , 1), (τ τ̄ , τ).

An anyon τ τ̄ in a certain plaquette P has two different possible charge choices 1 and τ .

Anyons τ 1̄ and 1τ̄ are both non-abelian anyons but they seem to both carry only one

type of charge τ in the string-net model. Nevertheless, as to be seen, to reveal the gauge

structure of the doubled Fibonacci phase, it is inevitable to further enlarge the string-net

model’s Hilbert space in a natural way as follows, such that anyons τ 1̄ and 1τ̄ will each

carry two different internal charges.

4 Enlarging the Hilbert Space and the Duality Map

Given a fusion category F , there exist Frobenius algebras in F . It is a mathematical

theorem[88] that the bimodules—a special class of representations of a given Frobenius

algebra A in F—form another fusion category BimodF (A) that is categorically Morita

equivalent to F . This mathematical fact makes us recognize that the string-net model

with BimodF (A) as its input fusion category and that with F as its input fusion category

are equivalent in that they describe the same topological order. We explicitly establish this

equivalence by a duality map D between these two different models in this article.

The Fibonacci fusion category Fibo has a nontrivial 2-dimensional Frobenius algebra

A :=
{

α1 + βτ
∣

∣

∣ α, β ∈ C, 12 = 1, 1τ = τ1 = τ, τ2 = 1 + φ− 3
4 τ
}

, (4.1)
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where 1, τ are the two simple objects of Fibo, regarded as the two basis elements of the alge-

bra. Frobenius algebra A has two simple (i.e., irreducible) bimodules: The two-dimensional

trivial bimodule M1 = (P1, V1), whose representation space V1 is

V1 := {α1 + βτ |α, β ∈ C},

and the three-dimensional nontrivial bimoduleMτ = (Pτ , Vτ ) with the representation space

Vτ := {α1 + βτ1 + γτ2|α, β, γ ∈ C}.

Here, τ1 and τ2 are both the simple objects τ , but regarded as two different basis elements

in Vτ because they are acted on differently by A4. We refer to the indices 1 and 2 of τ in

Mτ the multiplicity label of τ . The functions Pi : A2 ×Vi ×{1, τ}×Vi → C represent a pair

of algebra elements (a, b) ∈ A2 as rank-3 tensors on the representation spaces Vi, where

i = 1, τ . These tensors indicate that two algebra elements a and b in A act sequentially on

x ∈ Vi, transforming it to z ∈ Vi with the coefficient
∑

y[Pi]
ab
xyz. The intermediate object y

varies over {1, τ} to satisfy the fusion rule δaxy = δbyz = 1. The precise components of the

representation tensors can be found in Appendix E.

The Fibonacci string-net model with the input fusion category BimodFibo(A), denoted

as the dual Fibonacci string-net model, describes the same topological order—the doubled

Fibonacci topological order—as the original Fibonacci string-net model with the input

fusion category Fibo. The fundamental degrees of freedom on the edges and tails of the

dual model are simple bimodules M1 and Mτ , which are simple objects in BimodFibo(A).

We construct a duality map D that embeds the fundamental degrees of freedom of the dual

model into the original model, based on the definition of the bimodules:

D Mi :=
∑

a,b,y=1,τ

∑

x,z∈LMi

[Pi]
ab
xyz

x

y

z

a

b

, (4.2)

where Mi = M1,Mτ , and LM1 = {1, τ}, LMτ = {1, τ1, τ2}. The black line refers to both

edges and tails. The red lines are auxiliary tails that will be annihilated by topological

moves, resulting in a unitary transformation between the Hilbert spaces of the Fibonacci

model and its dual model, which can be understood plaquette by plaquette:

I6

I0

I1 I2

I3

I4I5

M

E1

E2

E3

E4

E5

E6

=⇒
∑

ik,ek=1,τ

∑

p∈LM

· · ·
i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

, (4.3)

where Ik, Ek,M ∈ {M1,Mτ }, and “· · ·” denotes the expansion coefficients detailed in Ap-

pendix E. After the topological moves, the degree of freedom τ on any edge will cease to

4This is completely analogous to the scenario where an irreducible representation of a group can appear

more than once in a certain reducible representation of the group. When physics kicks in, the different

occurrences of the same irreducible representation are distinguishable.
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have any multiplicity index, while that on any tail will still have a multiplicity index if it

belongs to LMτ . Therefore, to make sense of this duality and make it unitary, we are urged

to enlarge the Hilbert space HFibo of the original Fibonacci string-net model to H∗ by dis-

tinguishing τ1 and τ2 on each tail but not on the edges. This enlargement is also physically

sound: An anyon excitation resides in a plaquette, in which the tail carries the internal

charge of the anyon that reflects the action of Frobenius algebra A; the precise action of

A can only be told when different occurrences of τ in the representation (bimodule) of A

are distinguished by multiplicity indices, viz τ1 and τ2. In contrast, the degrees of freedom

on edges are pertaining to ground states because any path along edges only has to be a

closed loop. At any vertex along such a closed loop, fusion rules are met by definition of

the model, and fusion rules regard τ1 and τ2 the same5.

Due to orthonormality, the actual enlargement is done by embedding HFibo in H∗ as

1 =⇒ 1 , τ =⇒
(

1

2φ
+

√
φ

2

)

τ1 +

(

1

2φ
−

√
φ

2

)

τ2 (4.4)

for each tail, as shown in Fig. 2a. The physical Hilbert space HFibo of the string-net model

is a subspace of this enlarged Hilbert space H∗.

5 Symmetry Transformation of the Doubled Fibonacci Topological Or-

der

We can further construct a symmetry transformation of the doubled Fibonacci phase based

on the duality D defined in Eqs. (4.2) and (4.3) because their input fusion categories are

isomorphic:

FA : Fibo → BimodFibo(A), 1 7→ M1, τ 7→ Mτ . (5.1)

Such isomorphism FA induces an isomorphic map ϕA between the Fibonacci string-net

model and its dual model, and thus a unitary transformation G of the Fibonacci string-net

model in the enlarged Hilbert space H∗:

G := D ◦ ϕA , (5.2)

where

ϕA 1 := M1 , ϕA
τ := Mτ . (5.3)

Here, the line refers to both edges and tails. Consequently, the unitary transformation G

transforms the local degrees of freedom 1 and τ on edges (tails) to

1 =⇒
∑

a,b,x,y,z=1,τ

[P1]ab
xyz

x

y

z

a

b

, τ =⇒
∑

a,b,y=1,τ
x,z=1,τ1,τ2

[Pτ ]ab
xyz

x

y

z

a

b

. (5.4)

5As an analogy: It makes no sense to question the electric charge in a closed electric flux loop because

the Gauss law (analogous to fusion rules) is met everywhere along the loop. Only when the loop is cut open

to be a path, one can ask about the charges at the ends of the path where the Gauss law is broken.
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The red lines will be annihilated by topological moves.

The unitary transformation G (5.2) does not preserve the physical Hilbert space HFibo

of the string-net model but rather rotates it within the enlarged Hilbert space H∗. Nev-

ertheless, the physical charges of anyons in the Fibonacci topological order that can be

measured are always 1 and τ . After the transformation G, we must project the trans-

formed states in H∗ back into the physical Hilbert space HFibo using a projector P:

PH∗ = HFibo. (5.5)

Therefore, in the Fibonacci topological order, the symmetry transformation cannot be

simply the unitary transformation G. Instead, the appropriate symmetry transformation

should be the composition of G and the projection P:

G̃ := PGP, (5.6)

which preserves the physical Hilbert space HFibo. The projected symmetry transformation

G̃ is not unitary and is noninvertible. Specifically, the composition of symmetry transfor-

mation G̃ is given by the projection of multiplying unitary transformation:

G̃(n) := PGnP (5.7)

for n > 1. This composition differs from the traditional way of composing symmetry

transformations by simply multiplying the matrix G̃, which results in G̃n 6= G̃(n) for n > 1

and does not represent valid symmetry transformations.

We now discuss how the unitary transformation G (5.2) and the symmetry transfor-

mation G̃ (5.6) transform the spectrum of the Fibonacci string-net model. The unitary

transformation G preserves the anyon species but acts nontrivially on the (enlarged) inter-

nal space of each anyon—the local Hilbert space expanded by the basic degrees of freedom

{1, τ1, τ2} on the tail where the anyon is located. Different anyon species experience dis-

tinct actions. Specifically, we can block-diagonalize the G (5.2) within the enlarged Hilbert

subspaces representing different anyons:

G =
∏

Plaquettes P

∑

Anyons J

GJ
P ΠJ

P , (5.8)

where J = 11̄, 1τ̄ , τ 1̄, τ τ̄ is the anyon species, ΠJ
P is the measurement operator (3.3) mea-

suring whether there is an anyon J in plaquette P , and GJ
P is block-diagonal in H∗, acting

nontrivially only on the Hilbert subspace spanned by excited states with the same anyon

species in all plaquettes, identical charges in all plaquettes except plaquette P , and varying

charges of anyon J on the tail in plaquette P .

Consequently, the symmetry transformation G̃, being the projection of G, represents a

gauge symmetry transformation that preserves the anyon species. The projected transfor-

mation G̃ can also be block-diagonalized along with G:

G̃ = PGP =
∏

Plaquettes P

∑

Anyons J

G̃J
P ΠJ

P , G̃J
P := PGJ

PP. (5.9)
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τ1

τ2

1

τ

(a)

τ1

τ2

τ

ττ 1̄

τ1τ̄

Gτ 1̄

G1τ̄

P

τ̃τ 1̄

τ̃1τ̄

(b)

1

τ1

τ2

τ

1ττ̄

τττ̄

Gττ̄
t

Gττ̄
t

τ̃ττ̄

P

(c)

Figure 2: (a) The physical basic degrees of freedom 1 and τ embedded in the {1, τ1, τ2}
enlarged Hilbert space. The black lines refer to the physical degrees of freedom 1 and τ . (2)

The action of the unitary symmetry transformations G (the blue vectors) and the symmetry

transformation G̃ (the orange vectors) for anyon species τ 1̄, 1τ̄ . (c) The action of the unitary

symmetry transformations G (the blue vectors) and the symmetry transformation G̃ (the

orange vectors) for anyon species τ τ̄ .

1. The trivial anyon 11̄ has only one charge 1 that transforms trivially under the sym-

metry transformation:

G11̄
P = G̃11̄

P = 1, G11̄
P

1 = G̃11̄
P

1 = 1 . (5.10)

The ground states of the doubled Fibonacci topological order are invariant under the

gauge symmetry transformation.

2. Anyon τ 1̄ has only one charge τ in the string-net model. Nevertheless, we have

enlarged the degree of freedom τ on a tail to a 2-dimensional space spanned by

degrees of freedom τ1 and τ2. We can now express the symmetry transformation G

(5.2) in this enlarged internal space for τ 1̄ anyon:

Gτ 1̄
P =

















1 0 0

0
φ
√

φ2+1−1

2φ
√

φ

√
φ2+1+φ2

2φ2

0 −
√

φ2+1+φ2

2φ2

φ
√

φ2+1−1

2φ
√

φ

















,

G̃τ 1̄
P =

















1 0 0

0
(φ

√
φ2+1−1)(

√
φ+1)

4φ2

1−φ
√

φ2+1

4φ2
√

φ

0
1−φ

√
φ2+1

4φ2
√

φ

(φ
√

φ2+1−1)(
√

φ−1)

4φ2

















, (5.11)

Gτ 1̄
P

τ = ττ 1̄ =
4
√

5 − 1

2
√
φ

τ1 −
4
√

5 + 1

2
√
φ

τ2 ,
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G̃τ 1̄
P

τ = τ̃τ 1̄ =
φ
√

φ2 + 1 − 1

2φ
√
φ

τ .

Here, the physical degree of freedom τ of the anyon τ 1̄ is a superposition (4.4) of

τ1 and τ2. The unitary transformation G (5.2) rotates this physical charge τ of the

τ 1̄ anyon out of the physical Hilbert space HFibo, necessitating the application of

the projected transformation G̃τ 1̄
P to preserve the physical Hilbert space, as shown in

Fig. 2b. Note that because det(G̃τ 1̄
P ) = 0, the matrix G̃τ 1̄

P does not have an inverse

matrix [G̃τ 1̄
P ]−1. For this reason, the symmetry transformation G̃ (5.6) represents a

noninvertible symmetry.

3. Anyon 1τ̄ also has a single charge τ . The unitary transformation G (5.2) rotates the

physical charge τ (4.4) of the 1τ̄ anyon within the {τ1, τ2} space but in a different

way compared to the τ 1̄ anyon in Eqs. (5.11):

G1τ̄
P =

















1 0 0

0 −φ
√

φ2+1+1

2φ
√

φ

φ
√

φ− 4√5

2φ
√

φ

0
4√5−φ

√
φ

2φ
√

φ
−φ

√
φ2+1+1

2φ
√

φ

















,

G̃τ 1̄
P =

















1 0 0

0 − (φ
√

φ2+1+1)(
√

φ+1)

4φ2

1+φ
√

φ2+1

4φ2
√

φ

0
1+φ

√
φ2+1

4φ2
√

φ
− (φ

√
φ2+1+1)(

√
φ−1)

4φ2

















, (5.12)

G1τ̄
P

τ = τ1τ̄ = −
4
√

5 + 1

2
√
φ

τ1 +
4
√

5 − 1

2
√
φ

τ2 ,

G̃1τ̄
P

τ = τ̃1τ̄ = −φ
√

φ2 + 1 + 1

2φ
√
φ

τ .

The transformations are depicted in Fig. 2b. The matrix G̃1τ̄
P is noninvertible.

4. Anyon τ τ̄ has two gauge charge 1 and τ in the string-net model. In the enlarged

3-dimensional space spanned by basic degrees of freedom 1, τ1, and τ2, the unitary

transformation G (5.2) rotates these two physical charges 1 and τ (4.4) (see Fig. 2c.):

Gτ τ̄
P =















1
φ2

φ2
√

5−
√

φ

2φ4
4
√

5 −φ2
√

5+
√

φ

2φ4
4
√

5
4√5+φ

√
φ2+1

2φ2

1−φ2
√

5φ

2φ4

φ
√

5−2
√

φ

2φ3

4√5−φ
√

φ2+1
2φ2 −φ

√
5+2

√
φ

2φ3 −1+φ2
√

5φ

2φ4















,
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G̃τ τ̄
P =

















1
φ2

4√5+φ
√

φ2+1

2φ2
√

φ

4√5−φ
√

φ2+1

2φ2
√

φ
4√5+φ

√
φ2+1

2φ2 −1+
√

φ

2φ3
1

2φ3
√

φ
4√5−φ

√
φ2+1

2φ2
1

2φ3
√

φ

1−
√

φ

2φ3

















,

Gτ τ̄
P

1 = G̃τ τ̄
P

1 = 1ττ̄ =
1

φ2
1 +

4
√

5

φ
τ , (5.13)

Gτ τ̄
P

τ = τττ̄ =

√

φ2 + 1

φ2
1 −

√
φ

φ2
τ1 −

√
φ

φ2
τ2 ,

G̃τ τ̄
P

τ = τ̃ττ̄ =

√

φ2 + 1

φ2
1 −

√
φ

φ3
τ .

When Gτ τ̄
P acts on an excited state with a τ τ̄ anyon in plaquette P , the charges on

the tail in plaquette P transform into a superposition of charges 1, τ1, and τ2. This

transformation does not mean that only the degrees of freedom on the tail in P change

while leaving the degrees of freedom on all other edges and tails invariant. Instead,

the excited states are transformed into a superposition of excited states where the

anyon τ τ̄ in plaquette P has charges 1 and τ (or 1, τ1, and τ2).

The matrix G̃τ τ̄
P is noninvertible.

We have to note that while the explicit representation matrices for the symmetry

transformations are defined in the string-net model, the symmetry itself is an intrinsic

property of the doubled Fibonacci topological order and is independent of the specific

model realization. We will discuss the structure of this symmetry in the next section and

show that it is a categorical gauge symmetry described by a fusion 2-category.

6 Fibonacci Categorical Gauge Symmetry

We now show that the symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci topological order is a categorical

gauge symmetry characterized by a fusion 2-category—the Fibonacci fusion 2-category.

Recall that in a usual gauge theory with gauge group G, a gauge-field value g ∈ G is

transformed to g′ = hgh−1 ∈ G by a gauge transformation characterized by h ∈ G. The

gauge group G is both the space of the gauge field and is space of the gauge transformations.

The question in our case is: What is the structure of the symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci

topological order that is analogous to the gauge group G together with its symmetry

transformation in a usual gauge theory?

Looking back to how the fundamental degrees of freedom are transformed as in Eq.

(5.4) by G, it seems that the two sides of the equation have different lattice structures,

although in the end the red lines on the right-hand-side will be annihilated. But the two

sides in fact have the same lattice structure even before annihilating the red lines for both
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mathematical and physical reasons. Mathematically, in the Fibonacci fusion category, the

simple objects 1 and τ are simple bimodules over the trivial Frobenius algebra A0 = C[1],

so we have the identification:

Fibo = BimodFibo(A0),

an edge or tail of the original Fibonacci model is too attached with two red lines:

1

1

1

1

1

=⇒
∑

a,b,x,y,z=1,τ

[P1]ab
xyz

x

y

z

a

b

,

τ

τ

τ

1

1

=⇒
∑

a,b,y=1,τ
x,z=1,τ1,τ2

[Pτ ]ab
xyz

x

y

z

a

b

;

(6.1)

however, since these two red lines are labeled by the trivial object 1, they are omitted for

simplicity. Physically, the simple objects of the input fusion category of a string-net model

are the pure charges, which are defined concerning the trivial flux, characterized by the

trivial Frobenius algebra of the input fusion category. When the Fibonacci fusion category

is the input, the trivial flux is characterized by the A0 defined above. When BimodFibo(A)

is the input fusion category, the trivial flux is characterized by A defined in Eq. (4.1).

Hence, the right-hand side of transformation (6.1), whose red lines carry the elements of

A, are precisely how pure charges M1,Mτ appear in the string-net model with input fusion

category BimodFibo(A). The mathematical and physical reasonings comply with each other.

Therefore, the lattice structures before and after transformation G (5.2) are the same.

It turns out that

BimodFibo(A) ⊂ Fibo and Fibo ∼= BimodFibo(A).

The bimodules M1,Mτ are composite objects in Fibo. In words, our transformation G (5.2)

transforms the string-net model with input fusion category Fibo = BimodFibo(A0) to to be

that with input subcategory BimodFibo(A) ⊂ Fibo. The input data Fibo is invariant. This

is indeed a gauge symmetry transformation because it preserves the Hamiltonian H∗ and

transforms the internal spaces of anyons only.

Inspired by the above discussions, we find that a fusion 2-category—the Fibonacci

fusion 2-category exists to describe this gauge symmetry coherently. It is defined6 by

the following three ingredients:

1. The objects in the Fibonacci fusion 2-category are bimodule categories over Frobenius

algebras in Fibo. These bimodule categories are subcategories of and isomorphic to

Fibo. Two such objects are BimodFibo(A0) = Fibo and BimodFibo(A) ⊂ Fibo.

2. The 1-morphisms are isomorphism functors between objects. Now that all bimod-

ule categories in the Fibonacci fusion 2-category are isomorphic, we only need to

define the functors F′
A from Fibo = BimodFibo(A0) to the other bimodule category

BimodFibo(A′). That is, each 1-morphism is labeled by a Frobenius algebra in Fibo.

Two special examples of 1-morphisms are the identity functor

id(1) = 1, id(τ) = τ,

6For a general definition and properties of fusion 2-categories, refer to Ref. [59].
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and FA defined in Eq. (5.1):

FA(1) = M1, FA(τ) = Mτ .

3. The 2-morphisms are natural transformations of 1-morphisms. We are particularly

interested in two types of 2-morphisms: the composition of 1-morphisms and the

direct sum of 1-morphisms. Since all bimodule categories are isomorphic, the com-

position of 1-morphisms is well-defined and maps simple objects 1 and τ ∈ Fibo to

bimodules over Frobenius algebras in the bimodule categories. These compositions

are also 1-morphisms because the bimodules in the bimodule categories are composite

objects in the parent fusion category Fibo and are bimodules over some Frobenius

algebras in Fibo. The explicit structures of these compositions are complex and will

not be discussed here.

Given two 1-morphisms FA1 and FA2 , the direct sum is

(FA1 ⊕ FA2)(1) = FA1(1) ⊕ FA2(1), (FA1 ⊕ FA2)(τ) = FA1(τ) ⊕ FA2(τ).

The direct sums FA1(1) ⊕FA2(1) and FA1(τ) ⊕FA2(τ) are the two simple bimodules

over Frobenius algebra A1 ⊕ A2.

In the framework of the Fibonacci fusion 2-category, the transformation G (5.2) is a

representation of the 1-morphism φ over the enlarged Hilbert space H∗:

ρ(id) = 1, ρ(FA) = G,

which is compatible with the 2-morphisms:

ρ(F1 ◦ F2) = ρ(F2)ρ(F1), ρ(F1 ⊕ F2) = ρ(F2) + ρ(F1).

Now, to answer the question raised at the beginning of this subsection, what is analogous

to the gauge group G together with its symmetry transformation in a usual gauge theory is

the Fibonacci fusion 2-category. The gauge symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci topological

order, generated by the symmetry transformation G̃—the projection of the representation

matrix G of the 1-morphism FA in the physical Hilbert space HFibo—is described by the

Fibonacci fusion 2-category. Therefore, we shall call the symmetry of the doubled Fibonacci

topological order the Fibonacci 2-categorical gauge symmetry, which is the gauge symmetry

of the doubled Fibonacci topological order, the Fibonacci Turaev-Viro TQFT, and the

Fibonacci string-net model.

Note that the 2-category structure is necessary to describe the composition of gauge

transformations because G̃(n) is never the 1 for n 6= 0. At the categorical level, by applying

an arbitrary number of compositions of the 1-morphism FA, the fundamental degrees of

freedom of the string-net model—the simple objects in some bimodule fusion categories—

always remain as objects within Fibo but will never return to the original degrees of freedom

1 and τ . It will generate infinitely many objects in the Fibonacci fusion 2-category.
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A Review of the Extended String-net Model

In this appendix, we briefly review the string-net model defined in Ref. [26]. The string-

net model is an exactly solvable Hamiltonian model defined on a 2-dimensional lattice. An

example lattice is depicted in Fig. 1. All vertices are trivalent. Within each plaquette of

the lattice, a tail is attached to an arbitrary edge of the plaquette, pointing inward. We

will later demonstrate that different choices of the edge to which the tail is attached are

equivalent. In general cases, each edge and tail is oriented, and different choices of directions

are equivalent. Nevertheless, for the case of the Fibonacci string-net model presented in

the main body, different direction choices are the same, so we omit the directions of edges

and tails in the main body.

The input data of the string-net model is a fusion category F , described by a finite set

LF , whose elements are called simple objects, equipped with three functions N : L3
F

→ N,

d : LF → R, and G : L6
F

→ C. The function N sets the fusion rules of the simple objects,

satisfying

∑

e∈LF

N e
abN

d
ec =

∑

e∈LF

Nd
aeN

e
bc, N c

ab = N b∗

c∗a.

There exists a special simple object 0 ∈ LF , called the trivial object, such that for any

a, b ∈ LF ,

N b
0a = Na

0b = δab,

where δ is the Kronecker symbol. For each a ∈ LF , there exists a unique simple object

a∗ ∈ LF , called the opposite object of a, such that

N0
ab = N0

ba = δba∗ .

We only consider the case where for any a, b, c ∈ LF , N c
ab = 0 or 1. In this case, we define

δabc = N c∗

ab ∈ {0, 1}.
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The basic configuration of the string-net model is established by labeling each edge and

tail with a simple object in LF , subject to the constraint on all vertices that δijk = 1 for

the three incident edges or tails meeting at this vertex, all pointing toward the vertex and

respectively counterclockwise labeled by i, j, k ∈ LF . We can reverse the direction of any

edge or tail and simultaneously conjugate its label as j → j∗, which keeps the configuration

invariant. The Hilbert space H of the model is spanned by all possible configurations of

these labels on the edges and tails.

The function d returns the quantum dimensions of the simple objects in LF . It is the

largest eigenvalues of the fusion matrix and forms the 1-dimensional representation of the

fusion rule.

dadb =
∑

c∈LF

N c
abdc.

In particular, d1 = 1, and for any a ∈ LF , da = da∗ 6= 0.

The function G defines the 6j-symbols of the fusion algebra. It satisfies

∑

n

dnG
pqn
v∗u∗aG

uvn
j∗i∗bG

ijn
q∗p∗c = Gabc

i∗pu∗Gc∗b∗a∗

vq∗j ,
∑

n

dnG
ijp
klnG

j∗i∗q
l∗k∗n =

δpq∗

dp
δijpδklq,

Gijm
kln = Gklm∗

ijn∗ = Gjim
lkn∗ = Gmij

nk∗l∗ =αmαnG
j∗i∗m∗

l∗k∗n∗ ,

where αa = sgn(a).

The Hamiltonian of the string-net model reads

H := −
∑

Plaquettes P

QP , QP :=
1

D

∑

s∈LF

Qs
P , D :=

∑

a∈LF

d2
a, (A.1)

where the plaquette operator Qs
P acts on edges surrounding plaquette P and has the

following matrix elements on a hexagonal plaquette7:

Qs
P

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i7

i1

i2 i3

i4

i5i6

p := δp,0

∑

jk∈LF

6
∏

k=1

(

√

dik
djk

G
ekiki∗

k+1

sj∗

k+1
jk

)

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

j7

j1

j2 j3

j4

j5j6

1 .

It turns out that

(Qs
P )† = Qs∗

P , Qr
PQ

s
P =

∑

t∈LF

N t
rsQ

t
P , Q2

P = QP , QP1QP2 = QP2QP1.

The summands QP in Hamiltonian H are commuting projectors, so the Hamiltonian is

exactly solvable. The ground-state subspace H0 of the system is the projection

H0 =

[

∏

Plaquettes P

QP

]

H. (A.2)

If the lattice has the sphere topology, the model has a unique ground state |Φ〉 up to scalars.

7We only show the actions of QP operator on a hexagonal plaquette. The matrix elements of QP

operators on other types of plaquettes are defined similarly.
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A.1 Topological Features

We briefly review the topological nature of the ground-state subspace of the string-net

model defined in Ref. [26]. Any two lattices with the same topology can be transformed

into each other by so-called Pachner moves. There are unitary linear maps between the

Hilbert spaces of two string-net models with the same input fusion category on different

lattices associated with these moves, denoted as T. The ground states are invariant under

such linear transformations. There are three kinds of elementary Pachner moves, whose

corresponding linear transformations are:

T
m

a

b

c

d

=
∑

n∈LF

√

dmdn G
ijm
kln

n

a

b

c

d

,

T

a

×x y

b

=

√

dxdy

di
δij δxyi∗ a ,

T a =
1

D

∑

xy∈LF

√

dxdy

di
δxyi∗

a

x y

a

.

(A.3)

Here we use red “×” to mark the plaquettes to contract. Any other Pachner moves and

their corresponding linear transformations of Hilbert spaces are compositions of these three

elementary moves. Given initial and final lattices, there are multiple ways to compose these

elementary moves, but different ways result in the same transformation matrices on the

ground-state Hilbert space.

We have also noted that different selections of the edge to which the tail is attached

are equivalent. These variations lead to distinct lattice configurations and, consequently,

different Hilbert spaces for the lattice model. The equivalence of states in such Hilbert

spaces is established by the following linear transformation T′:

T′

e1

i0

i1

i2

p
=

∑

j∈LF

√

di1dj G
i∗

2e1i1

i0p∗j

en

e1

i0

j
i2

p

in

. (A.4)

The states where tails attach to other edges can be obtained recursively in this manner.

For convenience, in certain instances, we will temporarily incorporate auxiliary states

with multiple tails within a single plaquette. These states, despite having multiple tails in
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one plaquette, are all equivalent to states within the Hilbert space:

i0

i1
r

s
j =

∑

u∈LF

√

djdp G
r∗i∗

1j

i0s∗p i0

i1 p
. (A.5)

A.2 Excited States

An excited state |ϕ〉 of the string-net model is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian such that

QP |ϕ〉 = 0 at some plaquettes P . In such a state, there are anyons in these plaquettes P .

We also refer to the ground states as trivial excited states, in which there are only trivial

anyons in all plaquettes. We assume the sphere topology, in which the model has a unique

ground state; nevertheless, the results in this section apply to other topologies.

We start with the simplest excited states with a pair of anyons in two adjacent pla-

quettes with a common edge E. This state can be generated by ribbon operator W J ;pq
E :

W J ;pq
E

en in

i2e1

j :=
∑

k∈LF

√

dk

dj
zJ ;k

pqj

en in

i2e1

j

k

j
q

p∗
, (A.6)

where j is the label on edge E, and z̄ is the complex conjugate. Here, the four-indexed

tensor zJ ;k
pqj is called the half-braiding tensor, defined by the following equation:

δjtN
t
rs

dt
zJ ;w

pqt =
∑

u,l,v∈LF

zJ ;v
lqr z

J ;u
pls · dudvG

r∗s∗t
p∗wu∗G

srj∗

qw∗vG
s∗ul∗

rv∗w .

The label J , called the anyon species, labels different minimal solutions of the z tensor

that cannot be the sum of any other nonzero solutions. The ribbon operator W J ;pq
E creates

in the two adjacent plaquettes a pair of anyons J∗ and J with charges p∗ and q. An anyon

species J may have multiple possible charges p, causing multiple excited states of the

string-net model to represent the same anyon. Categorically, anyon species J are labeled

by simple objects in the center of the input fusion category F , a modular tensor category

whose categorical data record all topological properties of the topological order that the

string-net model describes:

J ∈ LZ(F ) .

States with two quasiparticles in two non-adjacent plaquettes are generated by ribbon

operators along longer paths. These ribbon operators result from concatenating shorter

ribbon operators. For example, to create two quasiparticles J∗ and J with charges p∗
0

and pn in two non-adjacent plaquettes P0 and Pn, we can choose a sequence of plaquettes
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(P0, P1, · · · , Pn), where Pi and Pi+1 are adjacent plaquettes with their common edge Ei.

The ribbon operator W J ;p0pn

P0Pn
is

W J ;p0pn

P0Pn
:=





∑

p1p2···pn−1∈LF

n−1
∏

k=1

(

dpk
BPk

W
J ;pkpk+1

Ek

)



W J ;p0p1
E0

.

Different choices of plaquette paths (P0, P1, · · · , Pn) give the same operator W J ;p0pn

P0Pn
if these

sequences can deform continuously from one to another. Following the same method, we

can also define the creation operator of three or more anyons.

At the end of this appendix, we define the measurement operator ΠJ
P measuring

whether there is an anyon J excited in plaquette P :

ΠJ
P

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i7

i1

i2 i3

i4

i5i6

p :=
∑

s,t∈LF

dsdt

dp
zJ ;t

pps

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i7

i1

i2 i3

i4

i5i6

p

tp
s

×
. (A.7)

The set of measurement operators are orthonormal and complete:

ΠJ
P ΠK

P = δJKΠJ
P ,

∑

J∈LZ(F)

ΠJ
P = 1.

B Frobenius Algebras and Bimodules

It is a mathematical theorem [88] that two fusion categories F and F ′ have isomorphic

centers if and only if they are categorically Morita equivalent. That is, two string-net models

with categorically Morita equivalent input fusion categories describe the same topological

order. Category theory also tells that if a fusion category F ′ is categorically Morita

equivalent to F , there must be a Frobenius algebra A in F , such that F ′ is isomorphic to

the bimodule category over A in F :

F
′ ∼= BimodF (A). (B.1)

Therefore, different string-net models describing the same topological order are classified by

all Frobenius algebras A in a particular input fusion category F . Such equivalent models

have bimodule categories BimodF (A) as their input fusion categories. We can establish

the duality maps between these equivalent models. In this appendix, we briefly review the

definition of Frobenius algebras in a given fusion category and their bimodules and leave

the duality maps for the next appendix.

B.1 Frobenius Algebra

A Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category F is characterized by a pair of functions (n, f).

Function n : LF → N returns the multiplicity na of a ∈ LF appearing in the Frobenius
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algebra A, satisfying na = na∗ . The simple objects of A are labeled by pairs aα, where

a ∈ LF satisfies na > 0, and α = 1, 2, . . . , na is the multiplicity index. We denote the set

of all simple objects in A as LA.

The algebraic multiplication of A is given by a function f : L3
A → C, satisfying:

∑

tτ ∈LA

frρsσtτ faαbβt∗

τ
Grst

abc

√

dcdt =
nc
∑

γ=1

faαcγsσfrρc∗

γbβ
,

∑

aαbβ∈LA

faαbβcγ
fb∗

β
a∗

αc∗

γ

√

dadb = dA
√

dc, faαbβcγ
= fbβcγaα

, f0aαbβ
= δab∗δαβ ,

(B.2)

where

dA :=
∑

a∈LF

nada (B.3)

is the quantum dimension of the Frobenius algebra A. This definition aligns with the one

in the main body, where a Frobenius algebra A is expressed as a vector space spanned by

simple objects, and the algebraic multiplicity rule is given by function f :

A = C[LA], aαbβ =
∑

cγ∈LA

faαbβc∗

γ
cγ ∈ C[LA].

For convenience, in a lattice model, we use red edges or tails to indicate that this edge

or tail is labeled by a simple object in Frobenius algebra A, and a red dot on a vertex to

represent a coefficient f multiplied to this state.

aα

bβ cγ
:= faαbβcγ

aα

bβ cγ
. (B.4)

We also use dashed red edges or tails to represent that we are summing over all states

with labels on this edge in LA. The definition (B.2) of Frobenius algebra A can then be

illustrated graphically by the Pachner moves.

T

nc
∑

γ=0

cγ

sσ

aα

rρ

bβ

=
∑

tτ ∈LA

tτ

sσ

aα

rρ

bβ

=:

sσ

aα

rρ

bβ

,

T

aα

bβ

× = dA δab δαβ
aα .
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B.2 Bimodules over a Frobenius Algebra

A bimodule M over a Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category F is characterized by a pair

of functions (nM , PM ). The function nM : LF → N returns the multiplicity nM
a of a ∈ LF

appearing in bimodule M , satisfying nM
a = nM

a∗ . The simple objects of M are labeled by

pairs ai, where a ∈ LF satisfies nM
a > 0, and i = 1, 2, . . . , nM

a labels the multiplicity index.

We denote the set of all simple objects in bimodule M as LM .

The action of Frobenius algebra A on bimodule M is characterized by function PM :

L2
A × LM × LF × LM → C, satisfying the following defining equations:

∑

uv∈LF

∑

yυ∈LM

[PM ]aαrρ
xχuyυ

[PM ]
bβsσ
yυvzζ

Gv∗by
urw Gw∗bu

axc Gsz∗v
wrt∗

√

dudvdwdydcdt

=
nc
∑

γ=1

nt
∑

τ=1

P cγtτ
xχwzζ

faαc∗

γbβ
frρsσtτ ,

[PM ]00
xχyzζ

= δxyδyzδχυδυζ , [PM ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ = [PM ]

bβaα

z∗

ζ
y∗x∗

χ
.

(B.5)

This definition aligns with the one in the main body, where a bimodule M is expressed as a

vector space spanned by simple objects M = C[LM ]. A pair of Frobenius algebra elements

(aα, bβ) ∈ C[LA]2 is represented as a three-index tensor PM on the bimodule space C[LM ].

For convenience, in a lattice model, we use a blue line to indicate that this line is

labeled by a simple object in bimodule M and a wavy blue line to represent summing over

all states with labels on this edge in LF with coefficient PM :

aα

bβ

xχ

M

zζ

:=
∑

y∈LF

[PM ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ

aα

bβ

xχ

y

zζ

. (B.6)

The definition (B.5) of bimodule M can then be depicted graphically by Pachner moves:

T
∑

yυ∈LM

xχ

aα

M

rρ

yυ

bβ

M

sσ

zζ

=

xχ

M

zζ

aα

bβ

rρ

sσ

.

B.3 The Bimodule Fusion Category over a Frobenius Algebra

The set of all bimodules over a given Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category F forms

a fusion category, denoted as BimodF (A). In this appendix, we briefly introduce the

categorical data of the fusion category BimodF (A).
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1. A bimodule M in BimodF (A) is simple if it cannot be written as a direct sum of two

other bimodules. That is, we cannot find two bimodules M1 and M2 such that:

nM
a = nM1

a + nM2
a , [PM ]

aαbβ
xχyzζ

=











































[PM1 ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ , (χ ≤ nM1

x , ζ ≤ nM1
z ),

[PM2 ]
aαbβ
x

(χ−n
M1
x )

yz
(ζ−n

M2
z )

, (χ > nM1
x , ζ > nM1

z ),

0. (otherwise).

2. The quantum dimension of a bimodule M in BimodF (A) is

dM =
1

dA

∑

a∈LF

nM
a da. (B.7)

3. For any three bimodules M1, M2, and M3, we can represent their fusion rules in

terms of their simple objects. Define the matrix [∆M1M2M3 ] that represents how the

basis elements in the bimodule spaces are connected when the three bimodules fuse:

[∆M1M2M3]
xχyυzζ

rρsσtτ
:=

1

d3
A

∑

aαbβcγ∈LA

∑

p∈LF

∑

uρ∈LM1

∑

vσ∈LM2

∑

wλ∈LM3

[P1]
bβc∗

γ
xχurρ [P2]cγa∗

α
yυvsσ

×

[P3]
aαb∗

β

zζwtτ
Gbxu∗

c∗r∗p G
swp
br∗t∗ G

pvz
aw∗s∗ Gxyz

vpc

√

dudvdwdadbdcdrdsdt dp .

(B.8)

This definition can be depicted graphically:

T

xχ

M1

rρ

yυ

M2

sσ

tτ M3

zζ
×

×
×

= d3
A [∆M1M2M3]

xχyυzζ

rρsσtτ

xχ

yυ zζ

.

The fusion rule of three bimodules M1,M2,M3 is

δM1M2M3 = Tr[∆M1M2M3]. (B.9)

4. The Frobenius algebra A itself is the trivial bimodule M0 over A:

LM0 = LA, [PM0 ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ =

ny
∑

υ=1

faαxχy∗

υ
fyυbβz∗

ζ
. (B.10)

Given a bimodule M , its opposite bimodule M∗ is

LM∗ = LM , [PM∗ ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ

= ([PM ]
aαbβ
xχyzζ

)∗. (B.11)
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5. The bimodule conditions induces that matrix ∆M1M2M3 is a projector:

∆2
M1M2M3

= ∆M1M2M3 .

If δM1M2M3 6= 0, we can find the normalized eigenvectors V
rρsσtτ

M1M2M3
∈ C, such that

∑

rρ∈LM1

∑

sσ∈LM2

∑

tτ ∈LM3

[∆M1M2M3]
xχyυzζ

rρsσtτ
V

rρsσtτ

M1M2M3
= V

xiyjzk

M1M2M3
,

∑

xχ∈LM1

∑

yυ∈LM2

∑

zζ∈LM3

|Vxχyυzζ

M1M2M3
|2
√

dxdydz = d2
A

√

dM1dM2dM3 .
(B.12)

For convenience, in a lattice model, we use blue lines labeled by a bimodule M to

represent summing over all states with labels in LM on this line. Additionally, blue

dots represent a state multiplied by a coefficient V:

M1

M2 M3

:=
∑

xχ∈LM1

∑

yυ∈LM2

∑

zζ∈LM3

V
xχyυzζ

M1M2M3

xχ

yυ zζ

. (B.13)

Such a state is invariant under DM1M2M3 matrix. The 6j-symbol of BimodF (A)

category is

GM1M2M
M3M4M ′ =

1

d3
A

√

dM1dM2dM3dM4dMdM ′

T

M1

M2 M3

M4

M
M ′

×

×
× . (B.14)

C General Constructions of Dualities and Symmetry Transformations in

the Extended String-Net Model

Given a fusion category F and a Frobenius algebra A ∈ F , two string-net models with

F and BimodF (A) as the input data describe the same topological order. Categorically,

BimodF (A) is defined by an injective functor

D : BimodF (A) → F , M 7→
⊕

a∈LF

nM
a a, (C.1)

and for any morphisms φM3
M1M2

∈ BimodF (A) : M1 ⊗M2 → M3 and ϕz
xy ∈ F : x⊗ y → z,

D(φM3
M1M2

) =
⊕

zζ∈LM3

[

⊕

xχ∈LM1

⊕

yυ∈LM2

V
xχyυz∗

ζ

M1M2M∗

3
ϕ

zζ
xχyυ

]

,

where xχ, yυ, and zζ are respectively the χ-th x object, υ-th y, and ζ-th z in the direct

sum D(M).
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Such a functor D induces a duality between the two models with F and BimodF (A)

as the input data:

M =⇒
∑

aα,bβ∈LA

∑

xχ,zζ∈LM xχ

M

zζ

aα

bβ

. (C.2)

This duality induces a unitary morphism between the Hilbert spaces HBimodF (A) and HF

of these two models. Such a unitary linear transformation can be understood plaquette by

plaquette:

M6

M0

M1 M2

M3

M4M5

M

N1

N2

N3

N4

N5

N6

=⇒ 1

d9
A

∑

xi,yi∈LMi

∑

ei∈LNi

∑

pα,qβ∈LM

T

x6

M6

y6

x0

M0

y0
x1

M1

y1

y2

M2
x2

x3

M3

y3

x4

M4

y4

y5

M5 x5

pα M qβ

×

×
×

×

×
×

×
×

N1

e1

N2

e2

N3

e3

N4

e4

N5

e5

N6

e6

. (C.3)

Note that the black edges and tails labeled by Mi, Ni ∈ BimodF (A) represent basis states

in the dual model, where BimodF (A) is the input fusion category and Mi, Ni are simple

objects. In contrast, the blue edges and tails labeled by Mi, Ni ∈ BimodF (A) represent

superposition states in the original model with F as the input fusion category, where the

superpositions are defined in Eqs. (B.6) and (B.13).

This understanding differs slightly from the unitary duality transformation in the sense

that, after the above transformation (C.3) is applied to all plaquettes, the resulting basis

state |ψ〉 satisfies

〈ψ|ψ〉 = dg−2
A

, (C.4)

where g is the genus of the surface on which the lattice is embedded. By applying the

duality map and normalizing the resulting basis states, we obtain a unitary morphism

between the two string-net models.
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After the topological moves in Eq. (C.3), the degree of freedom on any edge will cease

to have any multiplicity index of simple objects in bimodules, while that on any tail will still

have a multiplicity index. Therefore, to make sense of this duality and make it unitary,

we are urged to enlarge the Hilbert space of the original Fibonacci string-net model on

each tail but not on the edges, such that two simple objects aα, aβ ∈ LM with different

multiplicity indices α 6= β are distinguishable on tails.

C.1 Enlarging the Hilbert Space

In the enlarged Hilbert space, each tail carries a degree of freedom labeled by a pair aα,

where
a ∈ LF , α = 1, 2, · · · , NA

a , NA
a = max

M∈LBimod
F

(A)
{nM

a }, (C.5)

where LBimodF(A) is the set of all simple bimodules over Frobenius algebra A. But the basic

degrees of freedom on edges remain to take value varying the simple objects of the input

fusion category F . The Hilbert space on the tail is spanned by all enlarged degrees of

freedom on tails and original degrees of freedom on edges, subject to the fusion rules on

all vertices.

For any bimodule M , its simple object xM
χ ∈ LM corresponds to a superposition state

∣

∣

∣xM
χ

〉

in the local Hilbert space of a tail:

∣

∣

∣xM
χ

〉

:=

NA
x
∑

i=1

Ax,M
χ,i |xi〉. (C.6)

All different states should satisfy the orthonormal conditions:

nM
x
∑

α=1

nN
x
∑

β=1

M1 M2

xM
α

yN
β

×× = dAn
M
x δxyδM1M2M3δMN

√

dM1dM2dx . (C.7)

C.2 Duality

The duality map (C.3) can be simplified. We can represent the unitary duality map vertex

by vertex:

D :=
1

d
NP −1+ g

2
A

∏

Edge e

Ee

∏

Vertex v

Dv, (C.8)

where NP is the number of plaquettes in the lattice, and Dv acts on vertex v:

Dv

M1

M2 M3
:=

M1

M2 M3

=
∑

xχ∈LM1

∑

yυ∈LM2

∑

zζ∈LM3

V
xχyυzζ

M1M2M3

xχ

yυ zζ

.

(C.9)

Note that each edge connects two vertices that are acted upon by two Dv operators in-

dependently. Nevertheless, an edge e can only carry one label. We use Ee to ensure this
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uniqueness:

Ee v1 v2

x
M1

α
y

M2

β :=
∑

i

(Ax,M1
α,i )∗Ax,M2

β,i

x
. (C.10)

The Ee moves erase the multiplicity indices of labels on edges. But the multiplicity labels

on tails are retained.

The Hilbert space is not preserved under the duality map:

HF 6= DHBimodF (A),

where HF and HBimodF (A) are the physical Hilbert spaces of the string-net model with

input fusion category F and BimodF (A), respectively, considered as subspaces of the

enlarged Hilbert space. Nevertheless, since the two models describe the same topological

order, the ground-state subspace H0 is preserved under the duality map:

H0,F = H0,BimodF (A), (C.11)

where H0,F and H0,BimodF (A) are the ground-state subspaces of the string-net model with

input fusion category F and BimodF (A), respectively.

C.3 Symmetry Transformation

In particular cases, F and BimodF (A) are isomorphic fusion category. That is, there exists

an isomorphic functor FA that maps simple objects of F to simple objects in BimodF (A):

ϕA(a) = Ma ∈ BimodF (A). (C.12)

Such isomorphic functor induces a linear isomorphism ϕA between the Hilbert space of

these two models that maps basic degrees of freedom on edges and tails to basic degrees of

freedom:

ϕA : HF → HBimodF (A), ϕA
a := Ma . (C.13)

The composition

G := D ◦ i : HF → HF (C.14)

is just a unitary transformation of the same model with F as the input fusion category,

and the symmetry transformation is the composition of the unitary transformation and

projection back into the original degrees of freedom. The set of all symmetry transfor-

mations in the Hilbert space of the string-net model with F as the input fusion category

forms the symmetry of the topological order.

In particular, consider the trivial Frobenius algebra A0:

LA0
= {0}, f000 = 1, (C.15)
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whose simple objects are classified by simple objects in LF :

LMa = {a}, P 00
aaa = 1. (C.16)

The gauge transformation induced by Frobenius algebra A0 is the identity transformation

of the string-net model.

C.4 Braiding of Bimodules

The input fusion category F is a fusion category that lacks a braiding structure for ex-

changing two simple objects a and b. Nevertheless, the braiding of the trivial object 0 with

any other simple object a always exists as the trivial braiding, which can be represented

graphically as:

0 a

0a

=

0 a

0a

=

0 a

0a

The last equality holds because the fusion of 0 with any simple object a is also trivial.

Similarly, in the bimodule category BimodF (A), the trivial bimodule A braids trivially

with any other bimodule M ∈ BimodF (A), based on the definition of bimodules:

A M

AM

=

A M

AM

=
1

d2
A

A M

M

AM

.

As a practical example, consider the situation where we contrast a plaquette with a

tail labeled by the trivial bimodule A in the original model. Since the Pachner moves (A.3)

can only contrast plaquettes without nontrivial tails inside them, one must first “pull” the

trivial tail out of the plaquette and then annihilate the plaquettes, as shown in Fig. 3.

D The Z2 Global Symmetry transformation of the Z2 Toric Code String-

Net Model

To provide another example of our symmetry transformation construction, and to contrast

with the Fibonacci categorical gauge symmetry discussed in the main text, we briefly apply

our method in this appendix to construct a well-known symmetry transformation: the Z2

global symmetry transformation of the Z2 toric code string-net model[6]. In the toric code

case, we do not need to enlarge the Hilbert space. This transformation exchanges the

charge and flux excitations.

D.1 The toric code string-net model

The input fusion category of the toric code string-net model is the Z2 fusion category,

which uses the two group elements ±1 ∈ Z2 as its simple objects. The fusion rules capture
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M1

M4

M2 M30

M1

M4

M2

M2

M3A

T

M1

M4

M2 M3×

1
d2

A

T

M1

M4

M2

M2

M3
×
×

A

Contrast

D D

Figure 3: Contrast a plaquette with a tail labeled by the trivial bimodule A in the original

model.

the group multiplicity rules of Z2:

δijk =
ijk + 1

2
,

and the quantum dimensions are d± = 1. The nonzero 6j symbols are given by

Gijm
kln = δijmδklmδilnδjkn.

In the toric code string-net model, each edge or tail on the lattice carries a group

element ±1 ∈ Z2, and the degrees of freedom i, j, k on any three edges or tails meeting at

a vertex must satisfy the fusion rule δijk = 1. The Hamiltonian of the toric code string-net

model is a sum of commutative projectors AP and BP ,

HTC := −
∑

Plaquettes P

(AP +BP ), (D.1)

where AP acts on tails in plaquettes P , and BP acts on edges surrounding plaquettes P :

AP

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p :=
p+ 1

2

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p , (D.2)

BP

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p :=
1

2

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

i6

i0

i1 i2

i3

i4i5

p +
1

2

e1

e2

e3

e4

e5

e6

−i6

−i0

−i1 −i2

−i3

−i4−i5

p . (D.3)

The ground states are common eigenstates of all AP and BP operators with +1 eigenvalues,

while an excited state |ψ〉 is another common eigenstate satisfying AP |ψ〉 = 0 (or BP |ψ〉 =
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0) for one or more plaquettes P , in each of which there resides a chargeon e (or a fluxon m).

Unlike the original version of the string-net model, where chargeons reside on vertices, both

chargeons and fluxons are situated in the plaquettes of our enlarged model. If AP |ψ〉 =

BP |ψ〉 = 0 in plaquette P , there is a dyon ǫ in plaquette P . We also refer to the ground

state as the trivial excited state, in which there are trivial anyons 1 in all plaquettes.

D.2 The global symmetry transformation of the toric code topological order

The Z2 fusion category has a unique nontrivial Frobenius algebra A, such that

LA = {1,−1}, fijk = δijk.

There are two simple bimodules over A, denoted as M±, such that

LM+ = LM−
= {0, 1}, [P+]ab

xyz = δaxyδbyz,

[P−]++
+++ = [P−]++

−−− = 1, [P−]−−
+−+ = [P−]−−

−+− = −1,

[P−]+−
++− = [P−]−+

−++ = i, [P−]+−
−−+ = [P−]−+

+−− = −i.

The nonzero vertex coefficients are

V
ijk
M+M+M+

= δijk, V+++
M+M−M−

= V−++
M+M−M−

= 1, V+−+
M+M−M−

= i, V++−
M+M−M−

= −i.

The fusion category BimodZ2(A) is isomorphic to the Z2 fusion category:

δMiMjMk
= δijk = 1, dMi

= di, G
MiMjMm

MkMlMn
= Gijm

kln .

By applying the above categorical data, we can formulate a symmetry transformation

G is

G :=
1

2NP−1+
g
2

∏

Vertices v

Gv, (D.4)

where NP is the number of plaquettes in the lattice, and g is the genus number of the

surface in which the lattice is embedded. Each local transformation Gv acts on vertex v of

the lattice as

Gv
+

+ +
v

:=
+

+ +
v

+
+

− −
v

+
−

+ −
v

+
−

− +
v

,

Gv
+

− −
v

:=
+

+ +
v

+
+

− −
v

+ i
−

+ −
v

− i
−

− +
v

,

(D.5)

where + (−) refers to 1 (−1), and the three lines meeting at vertex v can be either edges

or tails.

The symmetry transformation G is a Z2 global symmetry transformation of the toric

code string-net model because:

1. G is a unitary Z2 transformation:

G† = G−1 = G. (D.6)
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2. G preserves the model’s Hamiltonian HTC:

G†HTCG = HTC. (D.7)

3. Transformation G preserves the ground-state Hilber space of the model but exchanges

AP and BP operators:

G†APG = BP , G†BPG = AP , (D.8)

and hence exchanges chargeons and fluxons because an AP (Bp) measures the char-

geon (fluxon) in plaquette P 8.

Note that the global symmetry transformation G maps the degrees of freedom 0 and 1—

the simple objects in the Z2 fusion category—to the degrees of freedom M0 and M1, which

are the simple objects in the bimodule category BimodZ2(A). Analogous to our discussion

about the Fibonacci categorical gauge symmetry, this EM-exchange global symmetry of

the toric code topological order is fundamentally a categorical symmetry described by a

fusion 2-category—the Z2 fusion 2-category defined based on the Z2 fusion category. It

reduces to a Z2 group symmetry because the transformation is invertible.

D.3 Criterion for Distinguishing Gauge Symmetries from Global Symmetries

The symmetry transformation (D.4) of the Z2 toric code topological order is a global

symmetry transformation that exchanges the anyon species of chargeons and fluxons. In

contrast, the symmetry transformation (5.2) of the doubled Fibonacci topological order in

the main text is a gauge symmetry that preserves all anyon species but only transforms

excited states within the internal Hilbert space of each anyon. To determine whether a

symmetry transformation defined by a Frobenius algebra A in a fusion category F is a

global symmetry or a gauge symmetry, we use the criterion based on Morita equivalence

between Frobenius algebras[88]. This concept of Morita equivalence between two Frobenius

algebras differs from the concept of Morita equivalence between fusion categories introduced

in Appendix. B.

Algebraic Morita equivalence implies that the two Frobenius algebras have the same

modules. According to the boundary-bulk correspondence, two string-net models with

bimodule categories over two Morita-equivalent Frobenius algebras not only have the same

anyon species but also exhibit the same relationships between each anyon species and the

fundamental degrees of freedom of the models. As previously noted, the fusion category F

itself is the bimodule category over the trivial one-dimensional Frobenius algebra A0 = {1}.

Therefore, a symmetry transformation is a gauge symmetry if and only if its defining

Frobenius algebra A is algebraically Morita equivalent to the trivial Frobenius algebra A0.

This is the case for the Frobenius algebra A = {1, τ} in the Fibonacci fusion category.

Otherwise, it is a global symmetry, as in the case of Z2 toric code.

8In the original string-net model, chargeons reside on vertices and fluxons are located in plaquettes,

necessitating lattice dualization after the symmetry transformation. In contrast, our model places both

chargeons and fluxons in plaquettes, eliminating the need to alter the lattice shape.
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E Frobenius Algebra of Fibonacci Fusion Categories and Its Simple Bi-

modules

In this appendix, we list the categorical data of the Fibonacci fusion category. The Fi-

bonacci fusion category has two simple objects, denoted as 1 and τ . The nonzero fusion

rules are δ111 = δ1ττ = δτττ = 1, and the quantum dimensions are

d1 = 1, dτ = φ =

√
5 + 1

2
.

The nonzero 6j symbols are

G111
111 = 1, G111

τττ =
1√
φ
, G1ττ

1ττ = G1ττ
τττ =

1

φ
, Gτττ

τττ = − 1

φ2
.

The Fibonacci fusion category has a nontrivial Frobenius algebra A, such that

LA = {1, τ}, f111 = f1ττ = fτ1τ = fττ1 = 1, fτττ = − 1

φ
3
4

.

There are two simple bimodules over A, denoted as M0 and M1, such that

LM0 = {1, τ},

[PM0 ]11
111 = [PM0 ]11

τττ = 1, [PM0 ]1τ
11τ = [PM0 ]1τ

ττ1 = 1, [PM0 ]1τ
τττ =

1

φ
3
4

,

[PM0 ]τ1
τ11 = [PM0 ]τ1

1ττ = 1, [PM0 ]τ1
τττ =

1

φ
3
4

,

[PM0 ]ττ
1τ1 = [PM0 ]ττ

τ1τ = 1, [PM0 ]ττ
1ττ = [PM0 ]ττ

ττ1 =
1

φ
3
4

, [PM0 ]ττ
τττ =

1

φ
3
2

.

LM1 = {1, τ1, τ2},

[PM1 ]11
111 = [PM1 ]11

τ0ττ0
= [PM1 ]11

τ1ττ1
= 1 ,

[PM1 ]1τ
11τ0

= [PM1 ]1τ
τ1τ1 = [PM1 ]τ1

τ011 = [PM1 ]τ1
1ττ1

=
1

2φ
+

√
φ

2
i ,

[PM1 ]1τ
11τ1

= [PM1 ]1τ
τ0τ1 = [PM1 ]τ1

τ111 = [PM1 ]τ1
1ττ0

=
1

2φ
−

√
φ

2
i ,

[PM1 ]1τ
τ0ττ0

= [PM1 ]1τ
τ1ττ1

= [PM1 ]τ1
τ0ττ0

= [PM1 ]τ1
τ1ττ1

= −
4
√
φ

2φ2
,

[PM1 ]1τ
τ0ττ1

= [PM1 ]τ1
τ1ττ0

= −
4
√
φ

2
− φ

3
4

2
i , [PM1 ]1τ

τ1ττ0
= [PM1 ]τ1

τ0ττ1
= −

4
√
φ

2
+
φ

3
4

2
i ,
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[PM1 ]ττ
1τ1 = − 1

φ
, [PM1 ]ττ

1ττ0
= [PM1 ]ττ

1ττ1
= [PM1 ]ττ

τ0τ1 = [PM1 ]ττ
τ1τ1 = −

4
√
φ

φ
,

[PM1 ]ττ
τ01τ0

= − 1

2φ
+

i

2
√
φ
, [PM1 ]ττ

τ11τ1
= − 1

2φ
− i

2
√
φ
, [PM1 ]ττ

τ01τ1
= [PM1 ]ττ

τ11τ0
=

1

2
,

[PM1 ]ττ
τ0ττ1

= [PM1 ]ττ
τ1ττ0

=

√
φ

2φ2
, [PM1 ]ττ

τ0ττ0
= −

√
φ

2φ3
− φ

2
i , [PM1 ]ττ

τ1ττ1
= −

√
φ

2φ3
+
φ

2
i .

The nonzero vertex coefficients are

V111
M0M0M0

= V1ττ
M0M0M0

= Vτ1τ
M0M0M0

= Vττ1
M0M0M0

= 1, Vτττ
M0M0M0

=
1

φ
3
4

,

V111
M0M1M1

= V
1τ1τ1
M0M1M1

= V
1τ2τ2
M0M1M1

= 1, V
ττ1τ1
M0M1M1

= V
ττ2τ2
M0M1M1

= − 1

2φ
7
4

,

V
τ1τ1
M0M1M1

= V
ττ21
M0M1M1

=
1

2φ
−

√
φ

2
i, V

τ1τ2
M0M1M1

= V
ττ11
M0M1M1

=
1

2φ
+

√
φ

2
i,

V
ττ1τ2
M0M1M1

= −
4
√
φ

2
+
φ

3
4

2
i, V

ττ2τ1
M0M1M1

= −
4
√
φ

2
− φ

3
4

2
i,

V111
M1M1M1

=
1

φ
3
4

, V
τ1τ1τ1
M1M1M1

= V
τ2τ2τ2
M1M1M1

= −1

2

√

5

φ
,

V
1τ1τ1
M1M1M1

= V
τ11τ1
M1M1M1

= V
τ1τ11
M1M1M1

= V
1τ2τ2
M1M1M1

= V
τ21τ2
M1M1M1

= V
τ2τ21
M1M1M1

= − 1

2φ
7
4

,

V
τ1τ1τ2
M1M1M1

= V
τ1τ2τ1
M1M1M1

= V
τ2τ1τ1
M1M1M1

= V
τ1τ2τ2
M1M1M1

= V
τ2τ1τ2
M1M1M1

= V
τ2τ2τ1
M1M1M1

=
1

2sqrtφ
,

V
1τ1τ2
M1M1M1

= V
τ11τ2
M1M1M1

= V
τ1τ21
M1M1M1

= −
4
√
φ

2
− φ

3
4

2
i,

V
1τ2τ1
M1M1M1

= V
τ2τ11
M1M1M1

= V
τ11τ2
M1M1M1

= −
4
√
φ

2
+
φ

3
4

2
i.

The fusion category BimodFibo(A) is isomorphic to the Fibonacci fusion category by

replacing 1 as M0, and τ as M1:

δM0M0M0 = δM0M1M1 = δM1M1M1 = 1, dM0 = 1, dM1 = φ,

GM0M0M0
M0M0M0

= 1, GM0M0M0
M1M1M1

=
1√
φ
, GM0M1M1

M0M1M1
= GM0M1M1

M1M1M1
=

1

φ
, GM1M1M1

M1M1M1
= − 1

φ2
.

Bimodule M1 has multiplicity nM1
τ = 2, so we have to enlarge the Hilbert spaces on

tails from 2-dimensional local Hilbert spaces spanned by 1 and τ to 3-dimensional local
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Hilbert spaces spanned by 1, τ1 and τ2. To ensure the orthonormality, the basic state |τ〉
labeled by the simple object τ in the trivial bimodule M0 is a superposition state of two

basic state |τ1〉, |τ2〉 labeled by the simple object τ in the nontrivial bimodule M1:

1 =⇒ 1 , τ =⇒
(

1

2φ
+

√
φ

2

)

τ1 +

(

1

2φ
−

√
φ

2

)

τ2

This τ charge on a tail is unique up to exchanging τ1 and τ2 labels.

References

[1] E. Dijkgraaf, Robbert and Witten,

Communications in Mathematical Physics 429, 393 (1990).

[2] J. Fuchs, C. Schweigert, and A. Valentino,

Communications in Mathematical Physics 1015, 981 (2014), arXiv:1307.3632 .

[3] A. Kapustin and N. Seiberg, Journal of High Energy Physics 2014, 1 (2014).

[4] I. Cong, M. Cheng, and Z. Wang,

Physical Review B 96 (2017), 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.195129, arXiv:1703.03564 .

[5] S. B. Bravyi and A. Y. Kitaev, arXiv preprint quant-ph/9811052 (1998).

[6] A. Kitaev, Annals of Physics 303, 2 (2003).

[7] S. Beigi, P. W. Shor, and D. Whalen,

Communications in Mathematical Physics 306, 663 (2011).

[8] Y. Hu, Y. Wan, and Y.-S. Wu, Physical Review B 87, 125114 (2013), arXiv:1211.3695 .

[9] A. Bullivant, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, Physical Review B 96, 165138 (2017), arXiv:1706.03611 .

[10] I. Cong, M. Cheng, and Z. Wang,

Communications in Mathematical Physics 2017 355:2 355, 645 (2017).

[11] H. Wang, Y. Li, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, Journal of High Energy Physics 2020, 30 (2020).

[12] H. Wang, Y. Li, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, Journal of High Energy Physics 2020, 30 (2020),

arXiv:1910.13441 .

[13] Y. Hu and Y. Wan, Journal of High Energy Physics 2020, 170 (2020).

[14] V. G. Turaev and O. Y. Viro, Topology 31, 865 (1992).

[15] V. G. Turaev, Quantum Invariants of Knots and 3-manifolds (Walter de Gruyter, Berlin,

1994).

[16] L. Bhardwaj, D. Gaiotto, and A. Kapustin, Journal of High Energy Physics 2017, 1 (2017).

[17] X. Cui, Higher categories and topological quantum field theories (University of California,

Santa Barbara, 2016).

[18] M. Levin and X.-g. Wen, Physical Review B 71, 21 (2005), arXiv:0404617 [cond-mat] .

[19] L.-Y. Hung and Y. Wan, Physical Review B 86, 235132 (2012), arXiv:1207.6169 .

[20] Y. Hu, S. D. Stirling, and Y.-s. Wu, Physical Review B 85, 075107 (2011), arXiv:1105.5771 .

[21] A. Kitaev and L. Kong, Communications in Mathematical Physics 313, 351 (2012).

– 33 –

http://www.springerlink.com/index/hk5q214j25m457m2.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-014-2067-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.3632
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.195129
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.03564
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0003-4916(02)00018-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-011-1294-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.125114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.165138
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03611
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/S00220-017-2960-4
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP02(2020)030
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP02(2020)030
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.13441
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-9383(92)90015-A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.71.045110
http://arxiv.org/abs/0404617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.235132
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.6169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.5771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-012-1500-5


[22] M. D. Schulz, S. Dusuel, K. P. Schmidt, and J. Vidal,

Physical review letters 110, 147203 (2013).

[23] T. Lan and X. G. Wen,

Physical Review B - Condensed Matter and Materials Physics 90, 115119 (2014),

arXiv:1311.1784 .

[24] C.-H. Lin and M. Levin, Physical Review B 89, 195130 (2014).

[25] Y. Hu, Y. Wan, and Y.-s. Wu, Chinese Physics Letters 34, 077103 (2017), arXiv:1706.00650

.

[26] Y. Hu, N. Geer, and Y.-S. Wu, Physical Review B 97, 195154 (2018).

[27] J. C. Bridgeman and D. Barter, Quantum 4, 277 (2020).

[28] H. Wang, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, Journal of High Energy Physics 2022, 1 (2022).

[29] Y. Zhao, S. Huang, H. Wang, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, SciPost Physics Core 6, 076 (2023).

[30] A. Polishchuk and E. Zaslow, arXiv preprint math/9801119 (1998).

[31] L.-Y. Hung and Y. Wan, International Journal of Modern Physics B 28, 1450172 (2014).

[32] L.-Y. Hung and Y. Wan, Physical Review B 87, 195103 (2013).

[33] A. Baratin and L. Freidel, Journal of Mathematical Physics 56 (2015).

[34] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, N. Seiberg, and B. Willett,

Journal of High Energy Physics 2015, 172 (2015), arXiv:1412.5148v2 .

[35] L. Bhardwaj and Y. Tachikawa, Journal of High Energy Physics 2018, 1 (2018).

[36] W. Ji and X.-G. Wen, Physical Review Research 2, 033417 (2020).

[37] W. Ji and X.-G. Wen, Physical Review Research 2, 033417 (2020).

[38] L. Kong, T. Lan, X.-G. Wen, Z.-H. Zhang, and H. Zheng,

Physical Review Research 2, 043086 (2020).

[39] T. Bartsch, M. Bullimore, and A. Grigoletto, arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.17165 (2023).

[40] L. Bhardwaj, L. E. Bottini, S. Schäfer-Nameki, and A. Tiwari, SciPost Physics 14, 007

(2023).

[41] L. Bhardwaj, S. Schäfer-Nameki, and J. Wu, Fortschritte der Physik 70, 2200143 (2022).

[42] Y. Choi, H. T. Lam, and S.-H. Shao, Physical Review Letters 129, 161601 (2022).

[43] Y. Choi, H. T. Lam, and S.-H. Shao, Physical Review Letters 130, 131602 (2023).

[44] Y. Choi, M. Forslund, H. T. Lam, and S.-H. Shao, Physical Review Letters 132, 121601

(2024).

[45] T. Bartsch, M. Bullimore, A. E. Ferrari, and J. Pearson, SciPost Physics 17, 015 (2024).

[46] W. Ji and X.-G. Wen, arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.02069 (2021).

[47] J. L. Jacobsen and H. Saleur, Journal of High Energy Physics 2023, 1 (2023).

[48] C. Fechisin, N. Tantivasadakarn, and V. V. Albert, arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.09272 (2023).

[49] W. Xi, T. Lan, L. Wang, C. Wang, and W.-Q. Chen, arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.15947

(2023).

[50] Y. Li and M. Litvinov, arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.15951 (2024).

– 34 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.147203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.115119
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.1784
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.195130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/34/7/077103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.00650
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.195154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217979214501720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.195103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)172
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5148v2
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.043086


[51] Y. Choi, Y. Sanghavi, S.-H. Shao, and Y. Zheng, arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.13105 (2024).

[52] A. P. Mana, Y. Li, H. Sukeno, and T.-C. Wei, arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.09520 (2024).

[53] K. Inamura and K. Ohmori, SciPost Physics 16, 143 (2024).

[54] J. Kaidi, G. Zafrir, and Y. Zheng, Journal of High Energy Physics 2022, 1 (2022).

[55] F. Apruzzi, I. Bah, F. Bonetti, and S. Schäfer-Nameki, Physical review letters 130, 121601

(2023).

[56] M. van Beest, D. S. Gould, S. Schäfer-Nameki, and Y.-N. Wang, Journal of High Energy

Physics 2023, 1 (2023).

[57] J. Chen, W. Cui, B. Haghighat, and Y.-N. Wang, Journal of High Energy Physics 2023, 1

(2023).

[58] O. Sela, Physical Review Letters 132, 201601 (2024).

[59] C. L. Douglas and D. J. Reutter, arXiv preprint arXiv:1812.11933 (2018).

[60] T. D. Décoppet, arXiv preprint arXiv:2103.15150 (2021).

[61] T. Johnson-Freyd and M. Yu, Bulletin of the Australian Mathematical Society 104, 434

(2021).

[62] T. D. Décoppet, On fusion 2-categories, Ph.D. thesis, University of Oxford (2023).

[63] A. Henriques and D. Penneys, Selecta Mathematica 29, 38 (2023).

[64] F. A. Bais and J. Slingerland, Physical Review B 79, 045316 (2009).

[65] I. S. Eliëns, J. C. Romers, and F. A. Bais, Physical Review B 90, 195130 (2014),

arXiv:1310.6001 .

[66] Y. Wan and C. Wang, Journal of High Energy Physics 2017, 172 (2017).

[67] F. Burnell, Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics 9, 307 (2018).

[68] Y. Hu, Z. Huang, L.-y. Hung, and Y. Wan,

Journal of High Energy Physics 2022, 26 (2022), arXiv:2109.06145v1 .

[69] C.-H. Lin and F. J. Burnell, arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.07291 (2023).

[70] R. B. Laughlin, Physical Review Letters 50, 1395 (1983).

[71] R. Tao and Y.-S. Wu, Physical Review B 30, 1097 (1984).

[72] J. Jain, Physical Review B 40, 8079 (1989).

[73] X.-G. Wen, Physical Review B 41, 12838 (1990).

[74] X.-g. Wen and Q. Niu, Physical Review B 41, 9377 (1990).

[75] E. Tang, J.-W. Mei, and X.-G. Wen, Physical Review Letters 106, 236802 (2011).

[76] D. J. Clarke, J. Alicea, and K. Shtengel, Nature Communications 2013 4:1 4, 1 (2013),

arXiv:1204.5479 .

[77] B. Yang, N. Jiang, X. Wan, J. Wang, and Z.-X. Hu, Physical Review B 99, 161108 (2019).

[78] K. Iguchi, Physical Review Letters 78, 3233 (1997).

[79] S. Guruswamy and K. Schoutens, Nuclear Physics B 556, 530 (1999),

arXiv:9903045 [cond-mat] .

– 35 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.045316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.195130
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2017)172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-033117-054154
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP03(2022)026
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.06145v1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.1395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.30.1097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.8079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.12838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.9377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.236802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2340
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.5479
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.161108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.3233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00358-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/9903045


[80] M. Barkeshli, C.-M. Jian, and X.-L. Qi, Physical Review B 87, 045130 (2013).

[81] Y. Hu, S. D. Stirling, and Y.-s. Wu, Physical Review B 89, 115133 (2014), arXiv:1303.1586 .

[82] Y. Li, H. Wang, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, Journal of High Energy Physics 2019, 1 (2019).

[83] Y. Li, H. Wang, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, Journal of High Energy Physics 2019, 78 (2019).

[84] Y.-a. Fan, Y. Li, Y. Hu, Y. Li, X. Long, H. Liu, X. Yang, X. Nie, J. Li, T. Xin, et al., arXiv

preprint arXiv:2210.12145 (2022).

[85] Y. Zhao, H. Wang, Y. Hu, and Y. Wan, Journal of High Energy Physics 2024, 1 (2024).

[86] Y. Gu, L.-Y. Hung, and Y. Wan, Phys. Rev. B 90, 245125 (2014), arXiv:1402.3356 .

[87] M. Barkeshli, P. Bonderson, M. Cheng, and Z. Wang,

Physical Review B 100, 115147 (2019), arXiv:1410.4540 .

[88] P. Etingof, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych, and V. Ostrik, Tensor categories, Vol. 205 (American

Mathematical Soc., 2016).

[89] O. Buerschaper, M. Christandl, L. Kong, and M. Aguado,

Nuclear Physics B 876, 619 (2013), arXiv:1006.5823 .

– 36 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.045130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.115133
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1586
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP04(2019)078
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.90.245125
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.3356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.115147
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.08.014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.5823

	Introduction
	Sketch of Our Approach
	Fibonacci String-Net Model
	Enlarging the Hilbert Space and the Duality Map
	Symmetry Transformation of the Doubled Fibonacci Topological Order
	Fibonacci Categorical Gauge Symmetry
	Review of the Extended String-net Model
	Topological Features
	Excited States

	Frobenius Algebras and Bimodules
	Frobenius Algebra
	Bimodules over a Frobenius Algebra
	The Bimodule Fusion Category over a Frobenius Algebra

	General Constructions of Dualities and Symmetry Transformations in the Extended String-Net Model
	Enlarging the Hilbert Space
	Duality
	Symmetry Transformation
	Braiding of Bimodules

	The Lg Global Symmetry transformation of the Lg Toric Code String-Net Model
	The toric code string-net model
	The global symmetry transformation of the toric code topological order
	Criterion for Distinguishing Gauge Symmetries from Global Symmetries

	Frobenius Algebra of Fibonacci Fusion Categories and Its Simple Bimodules

