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Anyons are quasiparticles occurring in two dimensions, whose topological properties are believed to be
robust against local perturbations and may hold promise for fault tolerant quantum computing. Here we
present an experiment of demonstrating the path independent nature of anyonic braiding statistics with a
superconducting quantum circuit, which represents a 7-qubit version of the toric codemodel.We dynamically
create the ground state of the model, achieving a state fidelity of 0.688� 0.015 as verified by quantum state
tomography. Anyonic excitations and braiding operations are subsequently implemented with single-qubit
rotations. The braiding robustness iswitnessed by looping an anyonic excitation around another one along two
distinct, but topologically equivalent paths: Both reveal the nontrivial π-phase shift, the hallmark of Abelian
1=2 anyons, with a phase accuracy of ∼99% in the Ramsey-type interference measurement.
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In three-dimensional space, according to the statistical
phase obtained during the exchange of two indistinguish-
able particles, elementary particles are classified into bosons
and fermions. Alternatively, theoretically permissible par-
ticles called anyons with fractional statistical behavior
emerge when it comes to the two-dimensional case [1].
This means that upon two successive exchanges of identical
particles, the system wave function acquires a trivial
statistical phase for both bosons and fermions, while the
statistical phase can take any nontrivial value between 0 and
2π for anyons. Many intriguing properties associated with
anyons await further explorations. In particular, the stat-
istical phase associated with the braiding of anyons, i.e.,
exchange of anyons, is resilient to local fluctuations, based
upon which schemes for topological quantum computing
and other applications [2–6] have been proposed.
Artificially engineered spin lattices with ultracold atoms
[7], and multipartite entangled graph states with single
photons, nuclear magnetic spins, and superconducting
qubits [8–11] have been used as simulation platforms
[12] for exploration of the exotic properties of anyons
[4,13,14]. However, despite the extensive research effort,
there have been few experiments that can demonstrate the

topological robustness of anyonic braiding operations [11],
which is the key to fault tolerance in topological quantum
computing.
One notable proposal to mimic the fractional statistics of

anyons is the toric code model, which describes a two-
dimensional spin lattice with qubits located on the edges
[4]. The Hamiltonian of this model is

H ¼ −
X

v

Av −
X

f

Bf; ð1Þ

where Av ¼
Q

j∈starðvÞXj for each vertex and Bf ¼Q
j∈boundaryðfÞZj for each face, which are also known as

stabilizer operators, and X (Z) denotes the standard Pauli
operator σx (σz). The ground state jψgi of this Hamiltonian
is the eigenstate with eigenvalue þ1 for all Av and Bf.
A quasiparticle called the e (m) particle exists on the vertex
vj (face fj) if Avj (Bfj) acting on the excited state jψei
(jψmi) yields eigenvalue−1. Starting from the ground state,
by applying a Z (X) rotation on one of the qubits, a pair of e
(m) particles is created on the neighboring vertices (faces),
as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Although both e and m particles
by themselves are bosons, the mutual statistics between
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them obeys that for Abelian 1=2 anyons [15], which means
that a π phase flip occurs if an e (m) particle loops around
an m (e) particle. The topological braiding robustness
indicates that this π phase flip remains invariant under
variations of the braiding path.
Several experiments have used the smallest-scale systems

[7–10], and observed a nontrivial π phase flip. However, the
path-independent nature of topological braidings has only
been explored with a 7-qubit nuclear magnetic resonance
simulator [11]. It is known, however, that the liquid nuclear
magnetic resonance system cannot prepare pure quantum
states and in Ref. [11] the decoherence leads to a relatively
large deviation of 0.15π in the phase detection. Herewe turn
to a solid-state system [16,17], a superconducting circuit
with not only more qubits but also much improved qubit
coherence as comparedwith the device in our previous work
[8], where the smallest-scale lattice was constructed with
four qubits and the braiding loop was unique. In the new
device with seven qubits, we can enlarge the lattice size so
that two braiding loops are available, which allows us to
directly verify the topological braiding robustness. In our
experiment, the 7-qubit ground state and anyonic excitations
are measured using quantum state tomography (QST), and
the path-independent statistical phase due to topological
braidings is observed with an accuracy of ∼99% via
Ramsey-type interference measurement.
The superconducting circuit used in this experiment is

composed of ten frequency-tunable transmon qubits sym-
metrically coupled to a central resonator (R) with a fixed
resonant frequency of ωR ≈ 5.795 GHz [18]: Seven of these
ten qubits, whose idle frequencies range from 5.21 to
5.64 GHz, are used to prepare the ground state of the 7-qubit

toric code model, while the other 3 qubits are tuned to 4.93,
5.03, and 5.70 GHz, respectively, and are left in their ground
states throughout the experiment. Noting the seven qubits by
Qj for j ¼ 1 to 7, the circuit Hamiltonian is written as

H
ℏ
¼ ωRaþaþ

X7

j¼1

ωjj1jih1jj þ
X7

j¼1

gjðσþj aþ σ−j a
þÞ; ð2Þ

where σþj (σ−j ) is the raising (lowering) operator of qubitQj,
aþ (a) is the creation (annihilation) operator ofR, and gj is the
coupling strength between Qj and R. ωj is individually
tunable. The performance of individual qubits at relevant
frequencies, characterized by the energy relaxation time T1

and the Gaussian dephasing time T�
2, and the qubit readout

metrics are detailed in Supplemental Material [19].
The most challenging part of the experiment is to pre-

pare the ground state of the 7-qubit toric model, jψgi ¼
ðj0000000i þ j0001111i þ j1110001i þ j1111110iÞ=2,
which is, up to single-qubit Hadamard gates, equivalent to
the graph state illustrated in Fig. 1(b) [21]. Instead of using
the conventional method with six CZ gates and up to twelve
Hadamard gates [15] for the graph state, here we produce
jψgi in two steps: (i) Divide the 7 qubits into two clusters
with A ¼ f1; 2; 3g and B ¼ f4; 5; 6; 7g, and entangle all
qubits in the same cluster to a Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger
(GHZ) state; (ii) apply a CNOT gate to connect the two
clusters, as shown in Fig. 1(c).
In step (i), we use two different interaction frequencies for

the two qubit clusters to simultaneously mediate the qubit-
qubit couplings necessary for generating the twoGHZ states
[22,23]. We first apply an X=2 rotation (the π=2 rotation
around x axis) to each qubit at its idle frequency, where a
15-ns full width at half maximum (FWHM)Gaussian-shape
microwave pulse with a full length of 30 ns is used for the
π=2 rotation. The phase of the microwave pulse is calibrated
referencing to the frame rotating at the interaction frequency
for the corresponding cluster, eitherωA or ωB [8,18]. Qubits
in cluster A are then brought to ωA=2π ≈ 5.575 GHz and
those in cluster B are brought to ωB=2π ≈ 5.650 GHz by
applying a square-shaped tuning pulse to each qubit. Qubits
in the same cluster become maximally entangled after a
duration of τA=B ≈ πjΔA=Bj=2g2 [22], where ΔA=B ≡ ωA=B−
ωR, which gives τA ≈ 140 ns and τB ≈ 155 ns. After the
required interaction time, all qubits in the same cluster are
immediately biased back to their respective idle frequencies
for further operations. At this stage, the qubits in each cluster
are in an equallyweighted superposition of two components,
one corresponding to each qubit being polarized along an
axis in the x − y plane, and the other one along the opposite
direction of the same axis. After applying a second π=2
rotation around the complementary axis in the x − y plane to
each qubit to bring the corresponding axis to the z axis, we
obtain the state jψGHZi ¼ ð⊗3

j¼1 j0ji þ eiϕA ⊗3
j¼1 j1jiÞ ⊗

ð⊗7
j¼4 j0ji þ eiϕB ⊗7

j¼4 j1jiÞ=2, where ϕA ¼ 0.612 and

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 1. (a) 7-qubit toric code model. Qubits (balls with arrows),
labeled from Q1 to Q7, live on the edges of the spin lattice. Two
types of quasiparticles, called e and m particles, reside on the
vertices (light blue) and the faces (light red), respectively, which
can be created by Z and X rotations acting on neighboring qubits
once the system is prepared in the ground state jψgi of the toric
code Hamiltonian. (b) 7-qubit graph state derived from the layout
in (a), which can be obtained by dynamically initializing all
qubits in ðj0i þ j1iÞ= ffiffiffi

2
p

and subsequently applying controlled π-
phase (CZ) gates on neighboring qubits connected by lines. This
graph state is equivalent to jψgi up to single-qubit Hadamard
gates acting on qubits in gray. (c) Sequence diagram for preparing
the ground state jψgi, which consists of two steps: (i) Create two
separated GHZ states; (ii) apply a CNOT gate on Q3 and Q7.
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ϕB ¼ −2.396 are phases due to the particular qubit arrange-
ment that are tracked in software later on; i.e., we implement
the zero-duration virtual Zϕ rotations on Q3 and Q4 to
removeϕA andϕB in the following operations and detections
[24]. The resulting density matrix of jψGHZi is characterized
by QST [18] with a state fidelity of 0.801� 0.008 (see
Supplemental Material [19]).
In step (ii), the CNOT gate acting onQ7 withQ3 in control

is constructed with a two-qubit dressed state gateU plus six
single-qubit rotations as shown in Fig. 2(a) [25]. TheU gate
is 170 ns in length, and is benchmarked by quantum
process tomography (QPT) [25,26] with a gate fidelity of
0.950� 0.002. All single-qubit gate lengths in Fig. 2(a) are
15 ns FWHM (30 ns full length) Gaussian-shape micro-
wave pulses, and the total length of the CNOT gate is around
260 ns. The CNOT gate is characterized by QPT and has a
gate fidelity of 0.925� 0.004, with the process matrix χexp
shown in Fig. 2(b).
Since the CNOT gate is optimized separately, in the

particular experimental sequence when the CNOT gate is
executed, some qubits may acquire unwanted phase drifts
due to cross talk. The phase drifts of Q2, Q5, and Q7 are
relevant for the experimental accuracy, which are corrected
by appending the zero-duration virtual Zϕ rotations in all
later on operations and detections [24] with the rotation
angles ϕ given by −0.150, 0.425, and −0.027, respectively.
We then obtain jψgi, which is characterized by QST as
shown in Fig. 3, with a state fidelity of 0.688� 0.015.
Once jψgi is prepared, a pair of e particles can be excited by
applying a zero-duration virtual Zπ , i.e., Z, rotation on Q2

as shown in Fig. 1(a) [24], following which the QST
characterization of the corresponding excited state jψei
gives a fidelity of 0.682� 0.029 (see Supplemental
Material [19]).
Compared with QST, correlation measurement offers a

more efficient way to distinguish between the ground state

jψgi and the excited state jψei. The correlation operator is
defined as PðγÞ ¼⊗6

j¼1 ðcos γYj þ sin γXjÞ [8,27], where γ
is the angle between the axis of the polarization to be
measured, which is in the x − y plane, and y axis. Here PðγÞ
applies to only six qubits fromQ1 toQ6, which is sufficient
to accurately distinguish between jψgi and jψei though the
visibility of PðγÞ is reduced after ignoring the outcome of
Q7 (see Supplemental Material [19]). Polarization along the
z axis can be experimentally measured for each qubit;
Polarization in the x − y plane can be measured after
applying a π=2 rotation to align the polarization with the
z axis. With no prior gates the rotation axis would have an
angle γ to x axis in the x − y plane; Considering different
phases accumulated during the previous virtual Zϕ gates for
different qubits, the experimental π=2 rotation axis has an
angle of γ for Q1, γ þ 0.150 for Q2, γ þ 0.612 for Q3, γ −
2.396 for Q4, γ − 0.425 for Q5, and γ forQ6 with respect to
the x axis.
For an arbitrary superposition of jψgi and jψei in the

form of cosðφ=2Þjψgi − i sinðφ=2Þjψei, the expectation
value of PðγÞ is hPðγÞi ¼ ½cos ð6γ þ π þ φÞ þ cosφ�=2.
Experimentally we repeatedly prepare the target state
and perform simultaneous measurements on the six qubits
from Q1 to Q6, which yield 26 occupation probabilities
(P000000; P000001;…; P111111). The expectation of PðγÞ can
be calculated as

hPðγÞi ¼
X

i1;i2;i3;i4;i5;i6

ð−1Þi1þi2þi3þi4þi5þi6Pi1i2i3i4i5i6 ; ð3Þ

where ij ¼ 0 or 1 refers to the j0i or j1i state of qubit Qj,
respectively. The correlation measurement results for jψgi,
where φ ¼ 0, and that for jψei, where φ ¼ π, are shown in
Figs. 4(a)–4(b), which are fitted according to hPðγÞi ¼
b1 cos ð6γ þ π þ φÞ þ b2, with φ, b1, and b2 as the fitting
parameters. Here φ is an important parameter which
dictates the statistical phase gained during braidings (see
next), and we obtain φg ¼ ð0.000� 0.008Þπ for jψgi,(a) (b)

FIG. 2. (a) Sequence diagram for realizing the CNOT gate,
which consists of a two-qubit dressed state gate (U, with the
matrix form given) and six single-qubit gates. (b) The real part of
process matrix χexp obtained with QPT, showing a process fidelity
of trðχidχexpÞ ¼ 0.925� 0.004, where χid is for the ideal CNOT

process matrix. All imaginary components are measured to be no
higher than 0.029. Color code for the set of the identity and the
Pauli operators fI; X; Y; Zg is shown in the top right corner, and
the first one in the two color squares in the x and y labels indices
the control qubit.

FIG. 3. Partial real part of the experimental density matrix ρexp
for jψgi. The state fidelity is trðρidρexpÞ ¼ 0.688� 0.015, where
ρid is for the ideal density matrix of jψgi. All imaginary
components of ρexp are measured to be no higher than 0.032.
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φe ¼ ð0.998� 0.007Þπ for jψei, both exhibiting the phase
accuracies around 99%.
Following the proposal in Ref. [15], we now demonstrate

the robustness of anyonic braidings by looping an m
particle around an e particle along two different paths.
Since the statistical phase acquired is global and unob-
servable if looping around a fully occupied e particle
vertex, here we use the Ramsey-type interference meas-
urement involving a half-filled vertex to detect the phase.
Starting from jψgi and with a zero-duration virtual Zπ=2,
i.e., Z=2, rotation on Q2 [24], we obtain the superposition
ðjψgi − ijψeiÞ=

ffiffiffi
2

p
, so that the two vertices neighboring

Q2 are half-filled with e particles. Two topologically
equivalent and nontrivial paths are available for an m

particle to loop around the vertex with a half-filled e
particle: The first path is illustrated in Fig. 4(c), which is
achieved by applying X rotations on Q1, Q2, Q3, and Q7

successively, with the operator defined asC1 ¼ X7X3X2X1;
the second path is shown in Fig. 4(d), involving the X
rotations on six qubits except Q7 and the operator as C2 ¼
X6X5X4X3X2X1. In practice, since the X operators on
different qubits commute with each other, all X rotations
are applied simultaneously to minimize the impact of
decoherence. After the braidings along the two aforesaid
paths, both superpositions become ðjψgi þ ijψeiÞ=

ffiffiffi
2

p
as

the same nontrivial π phase is gained on jψei. A subsequent
zero-duration virtual −Z=2 rotation, acting on Q2 to
annihilate the half-filled e particle generated previously,
brings the final state to jψei instead of jψgi. The final state is
distinguished with the correlation measurement mentioned
above, yielding a fitted phase of φ1 ¼ ð0.995� 0.007Þπ for
pathC1 and φ2 ¼ ð0.993� 0.008Þπ for pathC2. Both paths
reveal close statistical phase values with accuracies
approaching 99% relative to the π-phase constant, which
indicates the topological equivalence of the two paths.
Additional cases are tested. If the m particle loops

without surrounding the half-filled e particle vertex or
surrounding two half-filled e particle vertices, no statistical
phase is expected. Indeed, our correlation measurement
with the operator C3 ¼ X7X6X5X4 yields φ3 ¼ ð0.000�
0.006Þπ as shown in Fig. 4(e) and that with C2 yields φ4 ¼
ð−0.007� 0.009Þπ as shown in Fig. 4(f). All these results
clearly demonstrate that the statistical phase is only
determined by the topological properties of the trajectories.
In conclusion, we have generated the ground state of the

7-qubit toric code model, with a state fidelity of 0.688�
0.015 obtained from QST. With this state, the robustness of
anyonic topological braiding is demonstrated by loopinganm
particle around a half-filled e particlevertex along twodistinct
but topologically equivalent paths, where creation, annihila-
tion, and braiding operations of anyonic excitations are
performed with single-qubit rotations. Our experiment not
only reveals the exotic properties of anyons, but alsomayhave
applications in small-scale topological quantum computing.
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FIG. 4. Observation of the anyonic topological properties with
the corresponding lattice realizations shown on the left. (a)–(b)
Correlationmeasurements for the ground state jψgi and the excited
state jψei as illustrated. Solid lines are fits yielding φg ¼
ð0.000� 0.008Þπ in (a) and φe ¼ ð0.998� 0.007Þπ in (b).
(c)–(d) Two distinct, but topologically equivalent paths for an m
particle to loop around a half-filled e particle vertex (indicated by
lines with arrows on the left), with the interference results showing
the robustness of anyonic braidings. Solid lines are fits yielding
φ1 ¼ ð0.995� 0.007Þπ in (c) and φ2 ¼ ð0.993� 0.008Þπ in (d).
(e)Nonenclosingpathwhich showsnophase flip in the interference.
The solid line is a fit yielding φ3 ¼ ð0.000� 0.006Þπ. (f) Path
enclosing two half-filled e particle vertices, with a fit yielding
φ4 ¼ ð−0.007� 0.009Þπ. All fitted phase values of φ agree with
theory with accuracies of ∼99%.
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