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EXCHANGE AND EXCLUSION IN THE NON-ABELIAN ANYON GAS
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ABSTRACT. We review and develop the many-body spectral theory of ideal anyons, i.e.
identical quantum particles in the plane whose exchange rules are governed by unitary
representations of the braid group on N strands. Allowing for arbitrary rank (dependent on
N) and non-abelian representations, and letting N — oo, this defines the ideal non-abelian
many-anyon gas. We compute exchange operators and phases for a common and wide class
of representations defined by fusion algebras, including the Fibonacci and Ising anyon
models. Furthermore, we extend methods of statistical repulsion (Poincaré and Hardy
inequalities) and a local exclusion principle (also implying a Lieb—Thirring inequality)
developed for abelian anyons to arbitrary geometric anyon models, i.e. arbitrary sequences
of unitary representations of the braid group, for which two-anyon exchange is nontrivial.

CONTENTS

Introduction
Anyons — abelian vs. non-abelian
Some mathematically rigorous results for abelian anyons
Main new results

Algebraic anyon models
Fusion
Braiding
Pentagon and hexagon equations
Vacuum, bosons and fermions
Abelian anyons
Fibonacci anyons
Ising anyons

Exchange operators and phases
Braid group representations
Exchange operators
Abelian anyons
Fibonacci anyons
Ising anyons
Clifford anyons
Burau anyons

Geometric and magnetic anyon models
Classical configuration space
Hamiltonian and Hilbert space
Statistics transmutation
Abelian anyons

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 81V27, 81V70, 35P15, 20F36.

1



2 D. LUNDHOLM AND V. QVARFORDT

4.5. Fibonacci anyons 45
4.6. Ising anyons 46
4.7. NACS 46
4.8. Local kinetic energy 47
5. Statistical repulsion 49
5.1. Relative configuration space 49
5.2. Poincaré inequality 51
5.3. Diamagnetic inequality 52
5.4. Hardy inequality 54
5.5. Scale-covariant energy bounds 58
5.6. Local exclusion principle 62
6. The ideal non-abelian anyon gas 63
6.1. The homogeneous gas 63
6.2. Lieb—Thirring inequality 66
References 69

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum statistics is fundamental to our understanding of the physical world. In three
spatial dimensions this refers to the division of particles into either bosons, such as Higgs,
photons, gluons and other force carriers as well as certain atoms such as ‘He, or fermions,
such as electrons, quarks and other ordinary matter particles including *He atoms. Their
collective behavior underlies the explanation of everyday phenomena such as conduction
vs. insulation, lasing, as well as stability of large systems such as planets and stars. When
quantum systems of many particles are confined to two dimensions, however, other possibil-
ities emerge. Such intermediate quantum statistics of exchange phases [LM77, GMS81] (as
opposed to the exclusion principle [Gend0, Gen42, Hal91]), with associated particles known
as anyons [Wil82, Wu84], first appeared in theory in the 70’s and 80’s and filled a gap in
the logical argument used since the 1920’s to derive the boson/fermion dichotomy [Gir65,
Kla68, Sou70, SW70, LD71, Fri88]. They were later found to have an application within
the fractional quantum Hall effect (FQHE), both in their abelian form [Lau99, ASW84|
as well as in their non-abelian form [MR91, GN97]. The latter eventually spawned pos-
sible applications to quantum computing and complexity theory [Kit03, Llo02, FKLWO03].
Rooted in configuration spaces and braid groups, these concepts naturally interact with
pure mathematics and are e.g. entwined to knot theory, quantum groups, Chern-Simons
theory, and conformal field theory (CFT) [Wit89, MS89]. In a quantum gravity context
both abelian [tH88, DJ88, Car90, KS91] and non-abelian [PRE15] anyons appear, the for-
mer as a toy model for point masses in 2+1 dimensions or cosmic strings in 34+1 dimen-
sions, and the latter proposed for the degrees of freedom on the spherical event horizon
of ‘normal’ black holes. Reviews focusing on the physics of anyons are numerous, see
e.g. [DMVO03, For92, Fro90, 1L92, Jac90, Kha05, Ler92, LR16, Myr99, NSST08, Ouv07,
Ste08, Wil90], while for introductions to the mathematical techniques involved we refer to
[DRW16, DSTO01, FG90, LSSY05, Lunl9, MS19, MS95, Roul6, RW18].

The concrete emergence of anyons from underlying systems of bosons and fermions has
been studied recently [LR16, YGLT19, BLLY20]. On the experimental side one of the
difficulties involved is in measuring phase interference for individual particles (see [NLGM20)]
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for a recent proposal) while another, more robust, route is to observe indirect effects of
statistics in density distributions [CDLR19]. A fundamental problem [CJ94, MS94, NW94|
in this regard concerns the relationship between exchange phases and exclusion (which in the
fermionic case was attributed to Pauli [Pau47]), and this is only beginning to be addressed
in a mathematically precise manner for anyons.

1.1. Anyons — abelian vs. non-abelian. The most direct route to quantum statis-
tics is to start from an N-body Schrédinger wave function ¥: (R?)Y — C, where x =
(x1,...,xxn) € (R?)V are the positions of N point particles in the plane. The square of its
amplitude |¥(x)| is normalized [gon |¥|* =1 and carries the interpretation of a probability
density to find the particle labeled j at the position x; € R?, at the same instant in time
for j = 1,...,N. In the case that the particles are all identical (indistinguishable), this
probability must be symmetric,

‘\I/(Xl,...,Xj,...,Xk,...,XN)|2 = |\I/(X1,...,Xk,...,Xj,...,XN)IQ, ]7&]{

This leaves the possibility for an exchange phase:
U(X1,..0, Xy oo, Xy oo, XN) = eio”r\lf(xl,...,Xk,...,xj,...,xN), Jj# k. (1.1)

By arguments of logical consistency, it turns out that this phase must be independent of
which pair of particles are exchanged. Thus, if @« = 0 (or a € 2Z) then ¥ is symmetric
and this defines bosons, subject to Bose-Einstein statistics [Bos24, Ein24], while if o = 1
(or a € 2Z + 1) then ¥ is antisymmetric and this defines fermions, subject to Fermi-
Dirac statistics [Fer26, Dir26]. In particular, bosons admit product states (Bose-Einstein
condensate)

N
U(x1,...,XN) = Hu(xj), (1.2)
j=1

having independent identical distribution in a one-body state u € L?(R?), while fermions
are necessarily correlated subject to Pauli’s exclusion principle [Pau25, Pau47]

U(x)=0 if x; = xy, for j # k, (1.3)
and are spanned by Slater determinants (exterior products) of one-body states
U(x) =ug A... Aun(x) = (N) Y2 detug(x;)]- (1.4)

If o ¢ Z then (1.1) defines anyons (as in ‘any phase’ [Wil82]) with statistics parameter
«, and requires that ¥ is a multivalued function, since a double exchange is not the identity.
The ideal N-partice Hamiltonian operator, which we take to be the non-relativistic kinetic
energy,

N
Ty = —A, = —ZAXJ.
j=1

is defined to act on these different functions ¥, with sufficient regularity and suitable bound-
ary conditions on the unit square Qo = [0, 1]2, for example, to make the system finite. The
ground states of the form (1.2) respectively (1.4) immediately produce calculable ground
state energies, Fn = inf spec Tp; for bosons (i.e. the ideal Bose gas) simply

BN = Nao(-a3,) =0, BTV = NAo(-Ag,) = 2N, (15)
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respectively for fermions (i.e. the ideal Fermi gas) the semiclassical Weyl’s law [Wey12]

N-1 N-1
By =3 M- = 27N? + o(N?), Ae(— — 27N? + o(N?),
k=0 k=0

(1.6)
as N — oo, where \p < A1 < ... denote the eigenvalues of —Ag/ D the Neumann/Dirichlet
Laplacian on g, ordered according to their multiplicity. On the other hand, the anyonic
case presents a real difficulty as it is not directly reducible to simple product states but
actually turns out to be equivalent to a system of interacting bosons or fermions with
complicated many-body correlations. In fact, the operator Ty acting on multivalued ¥
subject to (1.1) is equivalent to the magnetic operator

2

N
S v oYy x| ox = S8 = (ay) € B2\ {03,

2
i=1 Py Tty

acting on bosonic ¥. Thus mathematical techniques for interacting Bose gases are essential.
If ¥ takes values in some Hilbert space F, then the condition (1.1) may be replaced by

V(X103 Xjy oo Xy oo, XN) = UV(X1, oo Xy o, Xy o5 XN), J F# K (1.7)

where U € U(F), the group of unitary operators on F. In general there will be topological
consistency conditions on the possibilities for exchange (considered properly as continuous
loops in the configuration space of particle positions) and one must consider a representation
of the corresponding braid group, i.e. a homomorphism

p: By — U(F). (1.8)

We will later define precisely what we mean by this. In our context, where we consider
ideal anyons, the most general model we may consider (referred to as a geometric anyon
model) will be in one-to-one correspondence with such a representation p. The case (1.1)
is a special case where each generator o; of By is represented as the phase p(o;) = el

Whereas phases are abelian, a representation (1.8) such that p(c;) do not all commute is
non-abelian (non-abelian anyons are also known as nonabelions or plektons in the liter-
ature). We will focus attention on a particular family of non-abelian representations which
arise naturally from the perspective of quantum field theory [FRS89, FG90] and which
include a number of anyon models which have been proposed to be relevant in condensed
matter contexts such as the FQHE. Some of these, such as one known as the Fibonacci anyon
model, have even been proposed as good candidates for topologically protected quantum
computing [FKLWO03, Kit06, NSST08, RW18|. We refer to this general class of representa-
tions as algebraic anyon models.

Our main aim in this work is to connect the relatively well-developed general algebraic
theory of non-abelian anyons to the hitherto relatively undeveloped many-body spectral
theory and analysis of corresponding geometrically defined Laplace operators Tp, in order
to eventually be able to compute or estimate a physically essential property such as the
ground state energy in the many-body (thermodynamic) limit N — oo.
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FIGURE 1.1. One- respectively two-particle loops of abelian anyons in the
plane, with their respective phases and braid diagrams obtained by project-
ing and ordering the particles on the horizontal axis and with time running
upwards on the vertical axis. In each loop p other particles are enclosed, and
the total obtained phase is a7 times the number of simple braids appearing
in the diagram.

1.2. Some mathematically rigorous results for abelian anyons. Apart from a few
special systems such as for 2 < N < 4 [LM77, Wil82, ASWZ85, Sen91, MLBB91, SVZ91,
SVZ92, Min93], strong external field [Ouv07], as well as a subspace of states in harmonic
oscillator confinement for general N [Wu84, Cho91b, Cho91a], the spectrum of the many-
anyon Hamiltonian 7, remains unknown for « ¢ 7. It has been noted however that in
a rotationally symmetric situation such as the harmonic oscillator potential the ground
state (g.s.) in the bosonic representation must have a very specific total angular momentum

[CS92]
vo(3)

corresponding to a relative angular momentum —q« for each pair of particles. This implies
that the g.s. energy E as a function of o will have to have level crossings between different
suitable L and is only likely to be smooth on intervals of lengths tending to zero as N — oc.

Statistical repulsion, generalizing the Pauli principle (1.3) for fermions, manifests con-
cretely in three ways: primarily as an effective scalar repulsion between pairs of particles,
making |¥|? smaller along the diagonals of the configuration space, secondarily as a non-
trivial growth of the local Neumann energy with the number of particles, and tertiarily as a
degeneracy pressure in the density (e.g. a Thomas—Fermi profile compared to a condensed
one-body profile). The first effect has been observed already for N = 2 anyons in early
works, manifested as a centrifugal-barrier repulsion due to the fractional relative angular
momentum. In the abelian many-anyon gas it was brought forward by D. L. and Solovej in
[LS13a, LS13b] and quantified by the ‘fractionality’ of «

ay = min min |(2p + 1)a — 2q|,
N pe{0,1,...N—2} q€Z (2p+1) al

which entered as a coupling constant in a many-anyon Hardy inequality (as quadratic forms)
5o Ao —2
1<j<k<N



6 D. LUNDHOLM AND V. QVARFORDT

This type of inequality had been proven for fermions (ay = 1 VN) by Hoffmann-Ostenhoff
et al. [HOHOLTO08, Theorem 2.8] (improvements in higher dimensions were discussed in
[FHOLSO06]). They had in fact proven a similar bound also for anyons [HOHOLTO08, Theo-
rem 2.7] although in this case with a much weaker constant, replacing 4a%;/N by

. 1 ?
Can = e <p min [pex C]|) :
which vanishes e.g. for fermions. For this result they used a many-body version of a magnetic
Hardy inequality for an Aharonov-Bohm singular field due to Laptev and Weidl [LW99] and
generalized by Balinsky [Bal03] to the case of many singularities, in a sense considering a
single particle in the field of the others fixed (monodromy; cf. Figure 1.1, left). On the other
hand, the validity of (1.9) for fermions boils down to the Poincaré inequality in pairwise
relative coordinates, namely that the energy for an antipodal-antisymmetric and nonzero
function on the unit circle S (or unit sphere S¥~!) cannot be zero,

21 27
/ ()2 dp > / (@) Pdp, i ulp ) = —ulp).
0 0

Such a relative Poincaré inequality was generalized to the anyonic setting in [LS13a] in
the form of a symmetry adaptation of the magnetic inequality of Laptev and Weidl. For
multivalued functions this amounts to

2T 2T
| WP de 2 minla— 202 [T @) e i uletm) = *Tul)
0 q 0

This provides then the first manifestation of statistical repulsion (rooted in simple exchange
or half-monodromy; cf. Figure 1.1, right).

Also importantly for the subsequent development, a more powerful local version of the
Hardy inequality was introduced (it will be given below in its improved form). In the case
that

ay = inf ay = lim ay
N> N—oo

is positive, which is true iff « is an odd-numerator rational number, this local version of
the inequality (1.9) was used to derive local energy estimates for T, (with Neumann b.c.
on Q)

En > Ca%(N — 1)y > Ca?(N — 1) (1.10)
with an explicit numerical constant C' > 0. This provides a local exclusion principle
— a secondary manifestation of statistical repulsion — and it may be applied iteratively
in a way which in the case of fermions goes back already to Dyson and Lenard [DL67]
in their ingenious proof of the thermodynamic stability of fermionic matter with Coulomb
interaction (see e.g. [LS10, Lun19]). Namely, the corresponding bound for fermions, which
follows immediately from (1.6) with Ay > 72 for k > 1, is

En > (N —1),.

It was shown in [LS13a, LS14] that such a linear bound in N is sufficient to estimate the
abelian anyon gas energy

En > 1Ca2N? + o(N?)
as N — oo. The function @ — «, appearing in these bounds and supported on odd-
numerator rationals is a variant of the Thomae or ‘popcorn’ function; cf. Figure 1.2.
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FI1GURE 1.2. Left: The popcorn function o — . Right: A numerical lower
bound to the function a — f(j/2) from [LL18, Fig. 6]. The continuous
orange curve indicates « — ¢(aw) for comparison (see text).

These bounds were subsequently improved in works of D.L. with Larson respectively
Seiringer; first in [LL18] considering a refinement of the many-anyon Hardy inequality to
yield

Ey > f(ja ) (N = 1)1
where the function f ( jf) ~ 4 as a — 0 has an expected linear behavior for small « (its
definition and uniform bounds will be given below), and then with a scale-covariant method
in [LS18] to
EN Z C(OAQ)N, N Z 2,

where c¢(ag) = %min { f(ng),O.M?}. The latter bound thus removes the dependence on
., although with a weaker constant; cf. Figure 1.2. In fact it was shown in [LS18] that the
homogeneous ideal abelian anyon gas is subject to uniform linear bounds in « € [0,1] (by
periodicity and a conjugation symmetry ¥ — W, o+ —a, it suffices to study this range):

Theorem 1.1 (Uniform bounds for the ideal abelian anyon gas [LS18]).

For any sequence of abelian N -anyon models py: By — U(1), pn(0;) = €™, with statistics
parameters o = a(N) € [0,1] and n-anyon exchange parameters oy = a,(N) € [0,1], we
have the following uniform bounds for the ground-state energy, inf spec To:

iC(pN)NQ(l —~O(N™")) < Ey < Ey <20°N%(1+O(N~Y%)),

where
Clpn) == max {Culpn), f (i)} v/3<fUD) <4mv(l+v) Wve[0,1],
and
Ca(pn) = imin{Eg,Eg,Ezl} > cla) = imin {f(j(/f),O.lél?}.
Further, there exist universal constants Co > C1 > 0 such that, if o is independent of N,

Cia < liminfEN/N2 < limsup EN/N2 < Cha.
N—o0 N—oo
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The latter limits are the energy per particle and density, thus, the abelian anyon gas with
a € (0, 1] exhibits extensivity in the energy like the Fermi gas (1.6) (and unlike the Bose
gas (1.5)), as a consequence of the statistical repulsion between pairs of particles.

Another development in [LS13a, LL18, LS18] concerns the Lieb-Thirring inequality

(0, T,0) > Ca/ ow(x)% dx, a € [0,1], (1.11)
R2

where the one-body density oy is the marginal of the probability distribution

N
0w (x) = Z/ (U(X1,e ey X1, X, X1, -, XN) |2 H dxy,.

- R2(N-1) .

J=1 k#j
Such an inequality was first proved for fermions by Lieb and Thirring [LT75, LT76] with
the goal of simplifying Dyson and Lenard’s proof of stability of matter. It is a powerful
combination of both the uncertainty principle and the exclusion principle, and manifests
the tertiary form of statistical repulsion as a degeneracy pressure in the density. Namely
the r.h.s. of (1.11) is on the form of the Thomas—Fermi approximation [Tho27, Fer27]

. ~ . ~ ~ . 2
inf spec T, = _— \IJ}E{EN ‘\P‘2:1<\I/,TQIIJ) ~ 920:};15921\[ /}R2 2rap(x)” dx, (1.12)
which employs the extensive ideal Fermi gas energy locally at x € R? (with a mean-field
motivated guess for intermediate «; cf. [Sen91, CS92, LBM92, CDLR19]). In [LS13a] it was
observed that the local exclusion principle (1.10) may be used to prove the Lieb-Thirring
inequality, with a constant involving a2, and the successive improvements in [LL18, LS18] for
the local energy led to corresponding improvements of the constant in (1.11). Furthermore,
we should mention that a possibility of minimizing the energy due to statistical repulsion
using certain clustering states (in a sense generalizing (1.2) and (1.4) for particular o) was
discussed in [LS13b, Lunl7], although this still remains an open problem.

Another line of approach to understanding the many-anyon spectrum is to consider
the limit @ — 0, known as almost-bosonic anyons. In the corresponding mean-field
(or ‘average-field’) theory (see e.g. [CWWHS89, IL92]) of weakly magnetically interacting
bosons, the Thomas—Fermi approximation (1.12) has been rigorously justified in a partic-
ular limit via regularized (extended, i.e. non-ideal) anyons [LR15, CLR17, CLR18, Gir20],
although with a few surprises, such as a slightly bigger constant than 27 due to self-
interactions and the emergence of a vortex lattice [CDLR19]. Note that this approach
is typically not possible for non-abelian models, at least not the algebraic anyon models
studied here whose associated exchange phases are distributed at discrete positions on the
unit circle, and therefore it will not be our focus in this work.

1.3. Main new results. In this work we give, to our knowledge, a first mathematically rig-
orous study of the ground-state properties of the ideal non-abelian many-anyon gas, taking
N — oo. Two-particle energies, second virial coefficients and other pairwise statistics-
dependent properties have been investigated in the past for certain non-abelian models, no-
tably [Ver91, LO94] as well as [MTM13b, MTM13a] for non-abelian Chern-Simons (NACS)
particles, and these could be argued to be dominant for the dilute gas.

After dealing with the basic tasks of defining an N-anyon model in sufficient generality,
its kinetic energy operator and ground-state energy, the main aim is to find a non-abelian
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equivalent of the statistical repulsion to generalize the above results for abelian anyons.
Again we choose to take the route via a pairwise Poincaré inequality and a many-anyon
Hardy inequality, however this requires first to define and compute for an arbitrary sequence
of anyon models py: By — U(Fn) two-anyon exchange operators U,, which are the
unitary matrices in (1.7) given that p other anyons are encircled in the exchange of two
anyons. It is a consequence of the uncertainty principle that Uy ~ pn(o;) does not suffice.

Our first main observation, Theorem 3.9, concerns the reduction of U, in any algebraic
anyon model to an exchange involving only three objects, thus giving a recipe on how to
compute it in general. We illustrate this by computing explicit exchange operators U, and
phases (eigenvalues e*#™) for a few models of special interest, including Fibonacci and Ising
models as well as the simplest non-trivial Burau model (which is not of the same algebraic
type). The resulting data of interest concerning the exchange properties of the model are
summarized by the exchange parameters for p enclosed particles

Bp :=min{f € [0, 1] : e or e ™ is an eigenvalue of Upt, pe{0,1...,N—2},
and for n € {2,3,..., N} involved particles (worst case of up to n — 2 enclosed)

Qp = min .

" p€q{0,1,2,...,n—2} IBp
In Section 4.2 we define the kinetic energy operator Tp for an arbitrary representation p
(1.8). We then extend methods of local statistical repulsion — in all three of its manifesta-
tions — to general anyon models. In particular, we prove a many-anyon Hardy inequality

. 40[?\, 9
Lz— > k-l (1.13)
1<j<k<N

given in Theorem 5.5 in a stronger but more technical local version. We also discuss a few
counterexamples to such an inequality with any positive constant for models with ay = 0.
A local exclusion principle is obtained in Lemma 5.17, and as a consequence uniform lower
as well as upper bounds for the homogeneous non-abelian anyon gas ground-state energy
are given in Theorem 6.3 and its Corollaries 6.6-6.8. We summarize:

Theorem 1.2 (Uniform bounds for the ideal non-abelian anyon gas).
For any sequence of N-anyon models pn: By — U(Fn) with n-anyon exchange parameters
an =an(N) €[0,1], 2 <n < N, we have the uniform bounds

%C’(pN)NZ(l —~O(N™)) < Exy < Exy <2m°N?(1+O(NY?)), (1.14)
where
C(pn) = max {Culpn), f(512,)}
and

1 1
Ca(pn) == 1 min{Fs, B3, E1} > c(ag) > Zmin {a2/3,0.147} .
In particular:
e For Fibonacci anyons the exchange parameters are ag = By = 3/5 and ay = 1 =
1/5 for N > 3, and hence (1.14) holds with C(pn) > 1/15 (numerically C(pn) 2
0.35) for N > 3.

e For Ising anyons the exchange parameters are ay = o = 1/8 for all N > 2, and
hence (1.14) holds with C(pn) > 1/24 (numerically C(pn) 2, 0.25) for N > 2.
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most computational most general most realistic

l l l
algebraic —— geometric __, magnetic

statistics transmutation

p: By — U(D)

FIGURE 1.3. Anyon models.

The inhomogeneous gas is covered by the Lieb—Thirring inequality, Theorem 6.10, which
generalizes (1.11) to

<\IJ,TP\I’> > Cag /2 Q\p(X)2 ax,
R

for a universal constant C' > 0. An immediate application is the thermodynamic stability
of any Coulomb-interacting (2D in 3D, and otherwise ideal) anyon gas for which as(N) > 0
uniformly in N; cf. [LS14, Theorem 21] and [Lun19, Sec. 7.3.3].

Due to the necessity in this field of employing tools from all corners of mathematics,
we take the style of a review and will introduce the necessary concepts as they arise. We
will go from algebraic to geometric and magnetic models and, via functional inequalities of
Poincaré, Hardy and Lieb—Thirring, finally to the ‘physical’/thermodynamic application.
In Section 2 we recall the essentials of algebraic anyon models, which include models con-
sidered in FQHE contexts and of relevance to topological quantum computing. Section 3 is
devoted to defining and computing general exchange operators and phases for these models
of interest. Previous work for abelian anyons has relied on the existence of a magnetic
representation, however as we will discuss in Section 4.3, it is not obvious that such a rep-
resentation should exist for all non-abelian models. Therefore we take a different approach
via covering spaces, as outlined in [FM89, MS95]. The technical machinery for this is re-
called in Sections 4.1-4.2 and 4.8. In Section 5 statistical repulsion is discussed, based on
our generalization (1.13) of the many-anyon Hardy inequality for an arbitrary geometric
anyon model. Finally, in Section 6 these tools are applied to prove bounds for the homo-
geneous anyon gas energy as well as the potentially nonhomogeneous gas by means of the
Lieb—Thirring inequality.

We use boldface to help the reader see whenever a new key concept arises. Although
we have tried to uniformize and streamline the various notations found in the literature,
beware e.g. that the popular symbol ¢ has multiple meanings (spectrum, anyon, braid, ...).

The results in this work are based in part on the MSc thesis of V. Q. [Qval7].
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2. ALGEBRAIC ANYON MODELS

A potential confusion for a newcomer to the vast literature on anyons is that, while a
choice of an ideal N-anyon model is mathematically equivalent to a choice of a braid group
representation (1.8), as we shall make precise in Section 4, for any physical realization it
makes all the difference in the world whether the corresponding particles are treated as
classical or quantum mechanical. That is, one could think of localizing the positions of
the particles to a specific set of points and then perform braiding operations on them as if
they were classical objects. This is convenient from the practical perspective of quantum
computation and is sometimes the way that anyons are portrayed. We stress however that
an anyonic object is a consequence of identity at a fundamental quantum/mathematical
level and can never be classical, just like bosons and fermions cannot. The uncertainty
principle forbids us to talk about precise positions unless we have access to infinite energy,
and demands that we consider all possibilities that are not logically excluded. One way
to clarify the differences in perspectives is on one hand to consider a realization of a braid
group representation (such as an algebraic anyon model or a FQHE quasihole ansatz) as
a kinematical framework, and on the other to require an associated geometric or magnetic
anyon model in which also the dynamics (actual quantum Hamiltonian, Hilbert space etc.)
of the particles — actual anyons — is specified (see [For91, LR16] for a related discussion).

For an algebraic anyon model we specify the following information:

1. Particle types / labels / topological charges.
2. Rules for fusion / splitting.
3. Rules for braiding.

Intuitively, fusion takes into account how any subsystem of particles looks from afar,
and is convenient when there is a flexible/large number of particles. The fully consistent
machinery of fusion and braiding, which was initially developed in the context of CFT and
Chern-Simons [Wit89, MS89] as well as algebraic QFT [FRS89, FG90], led eventually to
the notion of a unitary braided fusion category / modular tensor category [Kit06,
Appendix E] [RSW09]. This is a highly technical subject and, luckily, over the years it
has been simplified and destilled through a number of excellent lecture notes, reviews and
theses into a form which is accessible to an average humanoid mathematical physicist. We
have attempted to continue this effort and give here only a very brief summary of the parts
that are necessary for our purposes. Thus we follow the notations of [Pre04, Kit06, Bon07,
NSS*T08, TTWL08, FdG10, Wan10, Pac12, DRW16, Sim16, Ton16, MG17, FS18] (although

note convention differences!).
2.1. Fusion.

2.1.1. Fusion rules. We start with a finite set of labels £ = {a, b, c, ...}, whose elements are
interpreted as the different types of anyons (or the topological charges) present in the
model. It must always contain a special element 1 € £ called the vacuum. The elements
of L are assumed to generate a commutative, associative fusion algebra with unit 1. This
means that we may take formal linear combinations of labels and have a binary composition
x such that for a,b € L,

axb=> Nge, (2.1)

ceL
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where the nonnegative integers NS, € Ny are called fusion multiplicities. If N, # 0 we
write ¢ € a X b and say that c is a valid result of fusion, and N, then counts the number
of distinguishable ways that this type of fusion may occur, with each one of them called a
fusion channel. The model is formally") called non-abelian if there exists some a and b

in £ such that
> Nop>2,

cel

i.e. if there are several possible ways to fuse a and b, and otherwise, i.e. if both the product
and process of fusion are always unique, it is abelian. The typical models considered in
the literature are actually multiplicity free, i.e. N, € {0, 1} for all a,b, ¢ € L, but instead
there may be several possible fusion products ¢ € a x b, each defining a unique fusion
channel.

To each anyon type a € L is associated a quantum dimension d, > 1 obtained as the
largest eigenvalue of the matrix N, = [N$ ]y ccc. By the Perron-Frobenius theorem, these
can also be found by replacing (2.1) by the corresponding system of polynomial equations:

dady =Y N de.
cel
Furthermore, the fusion algebra (2.1) has the property that to each a € £ there is a unique
inverse element, or charge conjugate, a € £ such that 1 € a x a. In particular, 1 = 1.
Also note that 1 X a = a = a x 1 implies N{, = N5 = 65.

2.1.2. Fusion diagrams and spaces. Given a possible fusion ¢ € a x b, i.e. N # 0, we
construct a Hilbert space V5 by assigning an element (a, b; ¢, 1| of an abstract orthonormal
basis to each fusion channel, enumerated by an index p € {1,2,..., NG }:

Vap = Spanc{({a, b; ¢, u[} -
The dual space to this fusion space is called a splitting space:
Vb .= Spanc{|a, b; ¢, 1) },.

We picture each fusion resp. splitting channel basis state diagrammatically, with time run-
ning upwards, as:

c a b b
respectively \?f or simply 1.
a c
a (&

In the last diagram we have suppressed the channel index p (anticipating multiplicity-free
models) and the arrows and allow time to flow from down/right to up/left (this allows for
tremendous typographical simplifications upon composing diagrams). If one prefers, one
may turn the diagrams (or time) around and replace fusion spaces by splitting spaces, and
vice versa. Beware that the conventions of the literature are mixed. Also note that by the
properties of the inverse/conjugate/unit we have the simple diagrams

1 a a a

I O N

aa la’ al al

(U This terminology is justified in [RW16].
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Fusions/splittings may be diagrammatically composed into more complicated processes;
a typical one is shown in Figure 2.1, left. In case a single charge d € L splits consecutively
into charges a, b, ¢, there are two distinct ways to represent this by diagrams:

bc bc
ﬁ;% respectively % , (2.2)

with corresponding composed splitting spaces defined by

vgbe = @ VA @ Ve respectively Vb= EB Ve @ Ve (2.3)

Note that we must sum over all possible intermediate charges e € a X b resp. e € b X ¢, and
that there could also be a multiplicity N, = dim V. etc. in each splitting process. The di-
agrams (2.2) (possibly with additional suppressed labels p € {1,..., N4}, v € {1,...,NL},
etc.) represent the basis elements of the corresponding space. All bases are naturally ordered
according to a choice of order of the elements in L.

In the case of further successive splitting we define the standard splitting space

aja-an ,__ ala bias boay bn_oa
Ve t= @ ‘/271 ®VE’2 ®V273 @@V
b1,b2,....bn—2

_ a‘z’ a‘s a"‘_l a‘" for all possible intermediate

charges b1,ba,...,b,_9

a1 by b bn—3 bp—2 ¢

Again, in the case of nontrivial multiplicities one must also consider all intermediate labels
W1, -, Un—o of the respective spaces. Also note that by fusion with the vacuum we may
always shift the diagrammatic representation:

az2 as a; az as
a1 b1 b o 1 a1 b1 b o
2.1.3. F-symbols: Associativity of fusion. The requirement of associativity of the fusion

algebra,
(axb) xc=ax(bxc),

enforces natural isomorphisms on the fusion spaces VdabC and Vdabc.

Definition 2.1 (F operator). The F' operator (or F' matrix) F3*: Vi = @_ V2 ®
Vic— Vd“bc = .Vi°‘® V¢ is an isomorphism, diagrammatically represented by

bc bec . be
. — aoc
F L iaed_de;feafd'

In the case of nontrivial fusion multiplicities one may write

a,e;d,a) @ |b,cie, B) = Fgbe a,b; fyu) @ | f,c;d,v),
a,e:d,0) @ |b,cie, B) %[d [N U AT A

where the components Fj;l}ce = [Fjbc] f,e» expressed in the standard bases, are known as the
F-symbols.
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The following lemma will be useful when computing the F-symbols:

Lemma 2.2. Consider the splitting space Vdabc i a multiplicity-free model. When one of

the particle types is trivial, i.e. a,b,c or d equals 1, then dim Vd‘lbc =1, and furthermore if
a,b or c equals 1, then the corresponding F-matriz F gbc 18 trivial. Explicitly that is
Fdlbc = Fc%;bbcd =1
Féﬂc — c?lc -1
;ac )
Fi"' = Fitp =1
Proof. By the defining properties of the fusion algebra,
b c

bc bc
pr— pr—
Ted 1bd %’

and so on. m

2.2. Braiding. Now that we have defined the fusion spaces, we may consider braiding
operators on these spaces. The simplest cases define the R and B symbols.

2.2.1. R-symbols: Commutativity of fusion. One requires that the result of fusing a with b
must be the same as fusing b with a. That is, fusion is commutative,

axb=>bxa.

This gives rise to a natural isomorphism between the corresponding fusion/splitting spaces
for each possible fusion channel.

Definition 2.3 (R operator). The R operator R is an isomorphism on each fusion

channel c€ a x b
b.ysb b
R V)4 =V,

or in terms of the basis states, unitary matrices R € U(NS),
R™: |b,asc, p) = Y[R ula, by e, v),
v
diagrammatically represented by

a

e b agb ) b
R :}%H?;[RCLM\%.

In the case of trivial fusion multiplicities we thus see that the R operator is diagonal,

ab Ctb ab
R . 1 (i = R e

with R € U(1) the R-symbols. That is, there is no mixing of the ¢ label (and mixing of
a and b cannot occur since these are fixed in the definition).

We require trivial braiding with the vacuum: R!* =1 and R' = 1, for all a,b,c € L.



EXCHANGE AND EXCLUSION IN THE NON-ABELIAN ANYON GAS 15

2.2.2. B-symbols: Braiding of standard fusion states. We note that

bc
acb L c _1\acb be
lL Z dfe 3 :;Rl} (F l)d;fe

aed
T a d

bc

b
—ZZ Figr B (Fage <l

where the ordering of the symbols is natural for matrix multiplication (also with regard to
any suppressed multiplicities). The above operation on splitting states in Vd“bC defines the
B operator.

Definition 2.4 (B operator) The B operator Babc is an isomorphism on the splitting

space V“bc, given by d Z “I;CELL with the B-symbols
aed 4

abc . abc ach
d ;ge Z F )d;fe '

Symbolically we write this relatlonsh1p as B=FRF~!.

Lemma 2.5. Consider the fusion space Vabc in a multiplicity-free model. When one of the
particle types is trivial, i.e. a,b,c or d equals 1, then dim Vdabc = 1 and the corresponding
B-matrix BabC s one-dimenstonal,

lbe _ lbc
B d bc — R

alc alc le _
By d al =R =1,
zzbl abl
B{" = By, = Ry}
abc __ pabc be
B = B = RY.

Proof. This follows directly from the diagrams

9] 9 be LS b
- — Rbe — Rbe
Tcd ?d & a 1Ty q’
bkic 9] be 1S be U ¢
apl a aai“l acl’
a 1
and so on. O

2.3. Pentagon and hexagon equations. There are certain consistency conditions to be
met upon combining fusions and braidings. Apart from the geometrically more obvious
relations that have been coded into the diagrammatic framework, such as e.g. Figures 2.1
and 3.1 (for their formal origins, see e.g. [MS89, Eq. (4.3)], [FG90, Eq. (4.89)-(4.91)] or
[Kit06, Eq. (206)]), there are also a few less obvious ones.
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A

FIGURE 2.1. Some typical fusion/splitting/braiding diagrams.

T Yy z w

5 ? @ szy ® Vupt ® V;zw

it zyt
/ ' \ FIV \qu
u
T Yy zw p2w Tyt T Yy z w
Fu Fu

P @ %my ® I/qu ® V;tqw @ Vuzs ® I/syt ® Vtzw
q S P, s,t
u u

Fzyz Fyzw Tyz yew
\/ q s Fq Fs
ey zw B ooy zw D evreve Prrevrevr

T8
T _ r !
1 y rrw
u u Fu

FIGURE 2.2. Diagram corresponding to the pentagon equation (2.4).

One such family of constraints are the Pentagon equations (Figure 2.2)
FFis, =  Fi Py, (2.4)
rel

and another the Hexagon equations (Figure 2.3)

REFUURY = S Ry Ry I, (25)
rel
(sz) 2y Ryz Z 7y er F:ryz (2 6)
P u; !IP u; Tp u;qr-* .
rel

Furthermore, there is a remaining gauge freedom in the space of solutions to these
equations; see e.g. [Bon07, Section 2.5] and [Kit06, Appendix E.6]. Namely, for states

|y € V2 one may consider a change of basis
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pu\le /\

Yy =z z
R TVZ
\\
— X/
r u
U

FIGURE 2.3. Diagrams corresponding to the hexagon equations (2.5)-(2.6).

with u2® € U(NS,). In the multiplicity-free case these are simply phases, and amount to
the transformations

af, be ba
Fabc _ ud uf abce Rab _ U Rab
dief — uabugc dief> ¢ Toqgabte
e c

With the totality of constraints it has been shown that there are only finitely many gauge
equivalence classes of solutions with a given fusion algebra (2.1) (Ocneanu rigidity; see
[Kit06, ENOO05]).

We now consider a few central examples of algebraic anyon models which solve the above
constraints.

2.4. Vacuum, bosons and fermions. A simplest example of an algebraic anyon model
is to take £ = {1}, so that all symbols are trivial and there is only the vacuum state. This
is the trivial/vacuum model.

The next-to-simplest case is two symbols £ = {1,¢}, where ) = ¢ and ¢ x ¢ = 1. Note
that together with the default fusion relations 1 x 1 =1 and 1 x 9 = 1, these make up the
relations of the group Zs. Here F' = 1 up to a gauge phase, the pentagon equations are
trivial while the hexagon equations reduce to

) b+
o R, = RZibJri)? (2.7)

where addition is that in Zy, with the only non-trivial equation
(RY")* = 1.

There are thus two such models: Rilw =+1=¢"" n=0,1, denoted Zgn) and correspond-
ing to bosons and fermions respectively. Note that there is also an accompanying grading
in the fusion whether we have even or odd numbers of particles,

N = 1, N even,
" 14, N odd.
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2.5. Abelian anyons. Recall that an abelian model is characterized by the fact that there
is a unique result of fusion, a x b=c=b X a.

As a generalization of the above Zs abelian model, and in order to still only have a finite
collection of charges £, we consider an elementary charge o € [0,2) such that ¢ = ™
is a finite root of unity. Either v = /v is a reduced fraction with p € {0,2,...,2(v — 1)}
and ¥ > 1 odd, i.e. ¢ = 1 an odd root of unity, or @ = u/v is a reduced fraction with
pwe{l,3,...,2v—1}and v > 1, i.e. ¢ = —1 an even root of unity. We fix the denominator
v and define the fusion rules

o] x [f] = [a+ 8 mod 2
or equivalently, with o = p/v, f = A/v, we may use the notation
[u]y X [Aly = [p+ A mod 2v],,

the relations of Zs,,. However in the case that v is odd and u, A even we obtain the subgroup
Z,, of even integers. The conjugate charge is @ = —u/v mod 2 i.e. [u|, = [-p mod 2v],.
Since [u]f* = [2vu], = [0], = 1, iteration of the hexagon equation (2.7) yields

(R[u}u,[u]u)% — pHvlvaly plulv.lvily _ plulvs2vsly _ 1,

(2u]w (4D ple @+ Dule — uly
and similarly to the previous case we have a family of models satisfying these equations —
all the 2v:th roots of unity. Let £ = {1,c,a?,...,a?” "'} denote the one with RO = eler
i.e. the elementary anyon a has the statistics parameter «. In the case of even-numerator
a we have o’ = 1 and a reduction to a group of v roots of unity £ = {1, a,a?,..., "'},
Note that the quantum dimension is d, = 1 for all @ € L, since d,dz = di = 1 and
[1do=dis,.ca
acl

and which would otherwise produce a contradiction.

2.6. Fibonacci anyons. The Fibonacci anyon model is determined by a single nontriv-
ial anyon type £ = {1,7} (with 7 = 7) and the fusion rules
1x1=1, IxrT=7x1=mT, TXT=14T.
The quantum dimension d; is the largest solution to d?2 = 1+d,. Hence, d, = ¢ > 1, where
¢ := (1 ++/5)/2 is the golden ratio.
Only fusion or splitting processes involving chains of nontrivial anyons 7 are of interest,

and the corresponding standard splitting spaces V" = an @ VTTn are spanned by elements
of the form

[ I I I I B R A
17’ 171’ 177"’ 1771’ 1717’ 17771’

with dimensions growing according to the Fibonacci sequence. Namely, the total charge
can be either 1 or 7 and if it is 7 then the next-to-last intermediate charge can be either
1 or 7, enumerating the states of V[nil recursively, while if the total charge is 1 then the
next-to-last must be 7, while the second next-to-last can then be either 1 or 7, enumerating
the states of V7" 7, and so on.
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Definition 2.6. The n:th Fibonacci number Fib(n) is defined by the recurrence relation
Fib(0) =0, Fib(1) =1, Fib(n)=Fib(n — 1)+ Fib(n —2).
For example:
n‘—3—2—101234567
Fib(n)‘2—11011235813

Furthermore, there is the closed-form formula
" — (=) "
Vi .

Fib(n) =

From the above observations we have
dimV}'™" = Fib(n —1), dim V'™ =TFib(n), dim V™" = Fib(n + 1).
See e.g. [TTWLO08] and [MG17, Examples 3.9 and 3.12] for explicit solutions of the
constraints. The nontrivial pentagon equations read

FTTC pAaTT _ [TTT [TET [TTT
Tida™ T;cb T+ djce * T;db* biea

for all allowed a, b, ¢, d, e internal edges of fusion trees, and the hexagon equations

RUFIGRY = Y FIRVFI,
b
for a, b, ¢ internal edges of fusion trees.
One can show that the only potentially nontrivial F-symbols are F7"7 and F]™7 (all
others allowed by fusion equal 1), and that the pentagon equations and unitarity imply

R
Fm=1 and F7" = [ﬁcb‘m | =
(with a convenient abuse of notation), where the phase || = 1 is a remaining gauge param-

eter which we will put to n = 1 for simplicity (cf. [MG17]). Note that with this convention
det F = —1and F?=1,ie. F~! = F =F, as matrices. Hence,

T T T T

VL = i
TT11
T 1
TT . TT s TT
1 = ¢t L+ gnR Ll
71T TTT
T T
TT 12 T T . TT
Ti:_: (ZS i1 (ZS TTT’

and the inverse transformations are found by a direct exchange of diagrams.
There are two sets of solutions for the nontrivial R-symbols (with continued abuse of
notation):
R:= R[" & RY" = diag(R}", RT"),
with
R'lrr _ 6471'1'/57 R:T _ 6_37Ti/5, (28)
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respectively their complex conjugates
R’IFT _ e—47ri/5 RTT — e37ri/5 (2 9)
) : . .
Hence for the nontrivial B-symbols, B = FRF":
B'"=R (ie. B =R71, a € {l1,7}), B =R, (2.10)
and (yet another abuse of notation)
B.— BT — [Bjr—j—lq B;T;—:| _ [¢_16_47”:/5 ¢—1/263m‘/5
T B::i B:;‘:’ ¢71/2€37m/5 _(2571 )

i.e. diagrammatically

TT T T TT TT TT T T
kﬂ _ 647r7,/5 7 kﬂ _ €—3m/5 ’ kﬁ — e—37r7,/5 7
171 171 1771 177 71 TT1
TT TT TT

% _ ¢—1e—47ri/5 + ¢—1/2€37ri/5
17T T1T TTT’

TT T T T T

% _ ¢71/2€37ri/5 e
T T T1T TTT

One could also take all symbols complex conjugated, corresponding to the choice (2.9).
We will stick to the first choice (2.8) throughout, while the second (2.9) amounts to time
reversal of all diagrams. Note further that B~! = Bf = B and B! = FRVF =1.

2.7. Ising anyons. The Ising anyon model is described by the set of charges £ =
{1,0,¢} (with @ = 0 and ¢ = v), i.e. two nontrivial anyon types, with the nontrivial
fusion rules

oxo=1+1,
oxXY=1Xo=oa0,
Y xp=1.

The quantum dimensions are thus d, = 1 and d, = V2. The o and %) are called Ising anyon
and Majorana fermion, respectively. Even though there is the additional particle type in
this model, the possible fusion/splitting basis states involving the Ising anyon o are actually
less numerous than those of the Fibonacci anyon (d, < d;), the first few being

o g0 o000 o000 o000 g o000 o000 o000
1. 1] L1 L1

’ LL7LLa #LL7#LL, ) ) ; Y eee
1o lol’ 1o loloc’ loyo lolol’ 1loypol’ 1loloy’ 1lovoup

There are two (see e.g. [MG17, Example 3.10]) solutions for the F-symbols:
ooo __ 1 1 1 .
e L[
FY7 — FYov —

P00 0,00 ’
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all other symbols being trivial. Note that also in this case F~! = F = F'. There are actually
eight different anyon models with the above fusion algebra, characterized by the value of
the “topological spin” (cf. [Kit06, Sec. 10.5-10.6], [BGN11])

b= —= (R{7 + RY7) = 2T@FDI0 0 j=0,1,...7.

5
V2
We consider in this work one set of solutions for the R-symbols, with 6, = e™/8:

R:{'a — efﬂ’i/S’ R%U — 6371’1'/87 ng — Rga _ efﬂ'i/2 — —i, Rllﬁlb _ _17
and another is found by taking complex conjugates. Corresponding diagrams are given in
[Kit06, Table 1]. Hence for the nontrivial B-symbols, we have directly from Lemma 2.5
BV — plvv _ puv _ g

Ly —
Bl = B = R3Y = —i,
B =B} =RV =—i,
Biaa = R%°, (2.12)
BY77 = B = RET =
B{%? = BYYY = RY7 = —i,
B{Y = B]7" = RJ¥ = —i,

and by simple computation one finds also

BYY = BYYY = RYY = -1,

i1l T
B = Bogh = R = -1,
By = BYY = —Rp¥ i,
B = B = R =i
BT = Bl = RET =T,
BJY = B = RV =i,
BV = B3 = —R3Y =1,

as well as

B=FRF = BJ% =

RoC R°° RI° _ RoO 1 mi/8 —37i/8
S A 51 w] [e € ] (2.13)

1
9 R<17cr _RZU Rclra +RZ,0 - ﬁ e—3mi/8  omi/8
Note again that B~! = Bt = B, while B* = FR*F = —il.

3. EXCHANGE OPERATORS AND PHASES

Here we show how to compute the operators and corresponding phases associated with
an exchange of two anyons in an arbitrary algebraic anyon model, and illustrate the proce-
dure for abelian, Fibonacci and Ising anyons. We also consider a couple of other common
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gl - uR-Ru

{
FIGURE 3.1. Braid diagrams corresponding to the generator o; of By, i.e. a
counterclockwise exchange of particles/strands j and j+1 with time running
upwards, and the relations 010901 = 090109 respectively o301 = o103 of Bj.

representations that arise in a different way. For an introduction to the braid group and its
representations we refer to [Bir74, KT08].

3.1. Braid group representations.

Definition 3.1 (Braid/permutation group). Recall that the braid group on N strands,

By, may be defined as the group with generators o1, ...,0xn5_1 subject to the relations
0j0) = 0}05, if |7 — k| > 2,
0j0j4+105 = 0541050541, j:1,2,...,N—2,

and similarly for their inverses aj_l. The symmetric/permutation group Sy may be

defined by the same generators and relations as the braid group, with the additional relations
JJZ =1for j=1,2,...,N —1, hence aj_l = 0 in this case.

See Figure 3.1 for corresponding diagrams. An important example that we will return
to frequently in this work is the exchange of two anyons, while enclosing exactly p other
anyons. This is represented by the group element and diagram (Figure 1.1, right):

t bty t

Yp 1= 0102...0p0p410p ... 0201 YRS 1 ) (3.2)
<]

12 .. pt2
In fact, the number of generators of the braid group may be reduced to only two:
Lemma 3.2. For any N > 3, By is generated by the two elements o1 and
ON :=0102...0N_1,

and furthermore
o = 05 1o 04", (3.3)
for any k € {1,2,...,N — 1}.

The proof is straightforward by induction; see e.g. [Weil5, Theorem 3.5]. One should
note however that the group relations expressed in terms of {01, © 5} are more complicated.

As a consequence of this alternative presentation we have also the following similarity
property. We write as usual U~UifU=S8"1US for some isometry S.
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Lemma 3.3. For any N > 2, any representation p: By — GL(V') and any pair j, k €
{1,2,...,N — 1} of generators, we have similarity

plog) ~ plo).

Furthermore, any unitary representation p: By — U(V) is completely reducible into or-
thogonal blocks of irreducible unitary representations p = @®npn, and if p,(o;) is scalar (a
scalar multiple of the identity) for some j then so is py,.

Proof. This is a trivial consequence of the presentation (3.3):

p(ok) = (O H)plar)p(OF ),

hence p(o1) ~ p(o2) ~ ...~ p(on—1). For the second statement see e.g. [Weilh, Proposi-
tions 4.2 and 4.7]. O

Definition 3.4 (Abelian vs. non-abelian representations). Naturally, we call a represen-
tation p: By — GL(V) abelian if [p(0;),p(o;)] = 0 for all j,k € {1,...,N — 1}, and
non-abelian otherwise.

Now look for concrete representations p(o;) on the spaces of our algebraic anyon models.
We will use the following notation for the standard fusion/splitting spaces:

n t t t
Vc“’t = Span { | e | | : for all possible bj}
a by b bn—2 bn-1 ¢
yatt =9 T T T T for all ible b
= opan : for all possible b,
p a b1 bg bn—z bn—l bn p !
N tot t t n—
vt = Span{ L - 1 1 . for all possible bj} =yt
1 t bl bn—3 bn—2 bn—l
n t t t
VA" = Span { | - | | : for all possible bj}
bi by b3 bn—1  bn  bnt1

Note how the only thing that differs are the fixing of left and right charge sectors. Also
note the chain of inclusions Vcl’t - V*l’t - V;*’t , and

‘/**,t" — @ V'Ca,t"' (34)

acel
cEaxt™

Definition 3.5 (Splitting basis representation). Denote p,(c;) the representation of
the braid generator o; on the standard splitting space V**’tn, mapping a basis state to

‘ s { ‘ ‘ ,  for all possible intermediate by € L,k € {1,...,n+ 1}.

b1 be ...bj+1 bn+1

Hence the jth anyon goes in front of the j + 1th anyon, while in pn(aj_l) the j + 1th anyon

goes in front of the jth anyon. The action for an arbitrary braid b = aZkl e aZZm is defined

1
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similarly by composition upwards (multiplication on the left corresponding to braiding later
in time), thus obtaining a D,,-dimensional unitary representation p,,: B, — U(V:’lt ), with

— d; *t b2 A7b3 bnt1
D, =dimV, " = E Nyl Ny Ny

b2,....bn—1
(thus typically D,, ~ d}', as n — 00).

Subrepresentations may then also be obtained by restricting to VA" for allowed values
of a =0y and ¢ = b1, pp = @pg’t . (Note that braiding does not change these values, cf.
Lemma 3.7 below.)

Theorem 3.6. We have for the splitting basis representation pn,
pn(aj) ~ @Rtt?

where the sum is over the labels a,c € L of subrepresentations Vca’tn in the decomposition
(3.4) and the intermediate possibilities d of splitting spaces Vd“tt.

Proof. On each V" in (3.4) use Lemma 3.3 and the definition of the B-operator, B ~ R,

o) = @ B'e1t" T~ @ Rle1t"

deaxtxt deaxtxt

0

In the case that consecutive braids are considered, the following diagram, allowing for an
arbitrary central element ¢, will be particularly important.

Lemma 3.7. Useful diagram:

tl C tz
k\ tl C tg
tit
I L R 35
f.9.h a h g e
abde
C t2 C t2
Proof. We can replace akdb = > Bgf}fi %f% and continue:
ttCtQ tiCtQ tlct2
\ _ act o act ftit N
ﬁ{ J - ZBd;ﬂQ) L - ZBd;ﬂQJ ZBe;;dQA_L
- f o fd o f 9 a f ge
a e
tict
_ ZBaCtQ Z Bft1t2 ZBatlc P
- d; fb e;gd gihf )
f g h a h g e
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3.2. Exchange operators. We may now generalize the simple exchange of two anyons,
allowing for other anyons to be topologically enclosed in the exchange loop. Given a repre-
sentation p: B, — U(F), with n > p+2, one may thus consider the two-anyon exchange
operator® corresponding to the braid (3.2),

Up = p(S5) = p(01)p(03) .. p(0)pl041)p(05) . . plo2)p(o1): (3.6)

However we will also define a more general class of exchange operators acting on the standard
splitting states.

Definition 3.8 (Exchange operator). Let U; .; denote counterclockwise exchange of a pair
of anyons of type ¢t around one anyon of type c¢ acting on any corresponding standard
splitting state, that is, according to (3.5),

t ct

\ t
tct c t
tt
Ve : Jlille = ﬁ\ = Bty Blga By, L1 (3.7)
f>g:h ahge
a b d e

More generally, if the exchange is done in such a way as to enclose p anyons of type t1,...t,,
we write Uy 14, 1,365

ttrty t
\
\
t tr t L

Ugtr,tyye s L[ ... [ —
ay a2 asz a4 ap+1 Ap42 Gp43

aiy a2 ... GQp+3

As usual, if an anyon t is repeated p times we write t?, and if the anyon type t is understood
we denote for brevity U, := U . This is the representation of (3.6) obtained from the
splitting basis representation p,,—,42 in Definition 3.5.

We shall only need to compute U, up to isometries — in fact we only need to know its
eigenvalues. Therefore, as it turns out, the order of the inner anyons is not important in
Ut (t1,...t,},t> only their fusion products.

Theorem 3.9 (Reduction of exchange operator [Qval7]). The exchange operator is given
up to similarity by
Uittt ™~ EB Ut
cety X... Xtp

where the direct sum is taken over all fusion channels of the fusion t1 Xty X ... x t,. That
is, ¢ 15 a possible result of the fusion t1 x ... X t,, counted with multiplicity.

(2)[FdG10] call the matrices p(o;) ‘elementary braiding operations’ (EBO), and we may refer to these as
elementary exchange operators, however we have not seen a name convention given to U, in the literature.
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Proof. We make a change of basis at the base of the braid and use the diagrammatic rules.
Namely, using a sequence of F-moves, where to moves to the same tree as t1, t3 to the same
as t1 and to, etc:

a; az ap+4-3

The states are then enumerated by the intermediate total charge c € t1 X t2 X ... x ;. In
other words we have decomposed the space
Vai,lfglmtpt o~ @ ‘761‘/1...tp ® ValtCt

ap+3 7
ceEty XtaX...Xtp

where V is the space of states formed of successive splitting of the intermediate charge ¢
(cf. (2.3)) into the anyons tp,t,—1,...,t1, forming a standard splitting tree (in this case also
known as a ‘staircase configuration’).

We may then use the diagrammatic identities of Figure 2.1 (which actually translate to
the hexagon equations [MS89, p.196-197], [Kit06, p.81-82]) to place the braid at the base
state, thereby reducing the operation to U . acting only on the factor V;;ﬂ;t;t. Finally we
may use the inverse isomorphism F-moves to transform the resulting unbraided state into

the original standard form. Hence, in our shorthand notation,
Ui itr,tp)t = (PPN (@cUpey) (FHPL

The procedure is similar to the one depicted in [MS89, Figure 33] corresponding to the
first p simple braids or first B-move of (3.7). O

We illustrate this theorem with some important examples of anyon models.

3.3. Abelian anyons. In an arbitrary abelian anyon model with elementary exchange
phase p(o;) = '™, we have the one-dimensional exchange operator (complex phase factor)

_ _ _ Ji(1+2p)ar
Up = Unar.a = p(01) - p(0)p(0ps1)p(0p) - . . p(oy) = eI,
: : : : abc _ pbc .
An alternate derivation is using B}, . = RS
_ _ plaPa aPao lao? _ paPa paapoaa? _ i(142p)arw
Up = Usar.a = Bed S ara BT omiiaps1 Bea® qar = RES RESREY, = ll12p)or,

Note that in Theorem 3.9 we have always a unique result of fusion a? = a*P.
More generally we could also have considered a reducible abelian model:

p(oj) = S~ tdiag(e'™™, ..., eP™)S, j=1,...,N—1, SeU(D),
ie. pr~p“t @ P pP, for which
U,=S8"" diag(e1F2P)aam  gill+2p)anmyg ) >,

Note that this formula also provides a way to test if a given model is non-abelian:
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ei37r/5 (p=0) Im
/5 (p=3)
e (p=2)
Re
et9m/5 (p=1)
etTm/5 (p=4)

FIGURE 3.2. Exchange phases U,, p modulo 5, on the complex unit circle
for abelian anyons with oo = 3/5.

Proposition 3.10. Let p: By — U(D) be a representation with p(c;) ~ diag(e’®'™, ...

, €™ (the similarity here is not necessarily uniform in j). If, for some p > 1,

Up » diag(ei(1+2p)a1”, - ,ei(1+2p)o‘D”)
then p is non-abelian, i.e. there exist j # k so that [p(oj), p(ox)] # 0.
The proof is immediate from the above observation for arbitrary abelian p.

3.4. Fibonacci anyons. In the case of Fibonacci anyons the exchange operator is
Up=Usrv .
Since p anyons may fuse either to 1 or 7 with multiplicities
7P =Fib(p — 1) - 1 + Fib(p) - 7,

by Theorem 3.9 we have
@ Fib(p—1) o U Fib(p)

~Y
UTva’T 71,7 T,T,T

We compute the respective blocks in this decomposition:

27

3.4.1. U 1. Begin by observing | LT = 77 . This exchange operator acts on the space

with (ordered) basis

{TT, L 1L, TT,TT}.
171 177 7711 T1lrt’ T71T

By (2.10)—(2.11) we find (let us again drop some indices for simplicity)

B%;Ir B].TT RIT RTT
TTT T
Uo = palo1) = ad - RT
i B B Bir
B;,TrTl B;;r:' Br1 B:r

=R"®R" ® R @ B.
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Taking the first conjugation convention (2.8), we observe by B ~ R that
SpeC(B) —. O'(B) — O'(R) — {R71'7'7R’7r'7'} _ {e4m‘/5,e—37ri/5},

and thus
o(Up) = {R]"(mult. 2), RI" (mult. 3) } = {e4m/5(mult. 2), 37/ (mult. 3)}.

3.4.2. Urrr. This exchange operator acts on the space with (ordered) basis
TTT TTT TTT TTT TTT TTT TTT TTT
I I I N B [ 11 [ | 0 I I I
1771 117" 177171 171 7771 Tl 7717 7777

Grouping the basis into different charge sectors, we obtain

Bn By~
p3(c1) =R7"T®@R®B® RIT

_BTl B‘r‘r_

_R;_—T 2
p3(0’2) :R;T@BGBR@ Bll BlT

L BTI B’TT_

Uy = ps(01)ps(02)ps(o1) = (RT7)* @ (RBR) & (BRB) & M,
where BRB ~ RBR = RFRFR and
RT™ (Bi1)® + BirBr1Brr B1;BrRI™ Bir (Brr)” + Bi1Bi R}
M = By B R" By (RI7)? By B, R
Br1(Brr)* + BB R BB R (B;;)’ + B, BRI

In this case we obtain (as can be verified simply by computer algebra)
(RT7)3 = emi/5
o(RBR) = 0(BRB) = {e"™/5 e ™/%},
o(M) = {647ri/5767ri/5’€—7ri/5}’

and hence . ‘ ‘
o(Uy) = {e4m/5(mult. 3), €™/ (mult. 2), e~/ (mult. 3)}.

Corollary 3.11 ([Qval7]). The eigenvalues of U, for Fibonacci anyons are (cf. Figure 3.3)

/5 with multiplicity Fib(p + 3),
/5 with multiplicity 2Fib(p),
e~i™/5  with multiplicity 3Fib(p),

e~®7/5  with multiplicity 3Fib(p — 1)

o(Up) =

Reducing to Up|,,,2+» yields the same eigenvalues with multiplicity Fib(p+1), Fib(p), Fib(p),
respectively Fib(p — 1).

Note that the above expressions are valid for all p > 0 since Fib(p) is defined also for
negative p.
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Im

/5 (p > 0) em/5 (p>1)

Re

e 5 (p>1)

e (p £ 1)

FIGURE 3.3. Eivenvalues of U, on the complex unit circle for Fibonacci
anyons (in one convention, another is obtained by complex conjugation).

3.5. Ising anyons. Let us compute the exchange matrices U, (5p yay,o 1€SD. Uy (o ypa} -
The fusion multiplicities are

O_2n+1 —9on. o, 0_2n _ 2n71 . (1 + 1/])7

and hence by Theorem 3.9 we have (note that these act on differently sized spaces)

o2m
UU,02"+1,U ~ Ucr,a,a?
@27171 @27171
UU,O'Qn,O' ~ Ua,l,a & UO’,’L/),O’ )

2"
U oty ~ Uy g

Upoma ~ Uty ®UDLY -
The exchanges involving i are easiest to compute as they are all diagonal:
Up1p =RV =1,
Uppy =RV = 1,
Upow = RIVRYYRIV =1,
i.e. for all valid labels a,b,c,d € {1, 0,9},

0 0
by b bapap Vo
w1 ﬁ\ 77 Voo T s
abc abc abcd abcd

a b c d a b c d

For the ones involving braiding of ¢’s we obtain off-diagonal matrices however:

3.5.1. Us1,0. This exchange operator acts on the space ole _ @ with (ordered)

basis
oo oo oo oo oo oo
AT A A T A A
lol1’ 1oy’ gl oo’ Yol’ Yoy
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By (2.12)—(2.13) we have immediately

_R({U -
Ria Booo  RBooo
UU,l:O' = P2(0'1) = ngj'l; Bgz;rl;b =Re&B& R,
ol o oo
L
oo
L 1 4

where R := Ry @ Ry. Since 0(B) = 0(R) = o(R) = { Ry, Ry}, we find

0(Us1,0) = {Ri(mult. 3), Ry (mult. 3) } = {e_m/S(mult.3),e3ﬂi/8(mult. 3)}.

3.5.2. Uy . This exchange operator acts on the space with (ordered) basis

AL
"ol1ol1’ ocvol’ocloy’ oo’ Ypolo’ Yoo

coo coo coo ocoo coo coo coo coo
{ [ 11 [ 11 [ | ] [ ] ] lll}
lolo’ lovyo

Again, by grouping into charge sectors,

"R
g0
Rw goo goo
Bcr;ll Ba;lw
BT Baw -
p3(o1) = o o; Roos  gooo —R®B® BO®R,
o;11 o1y
goo0 goo
Bz BIgy
Ry

loxon

1
B B
[ogoxon [oxoxon

B BTy o

Rl

RO'O' _

ps3(o2) = ¥ s —B®R®R® B.

» o

B B

oo ooo

Bon/}l Bo;ww_

Hence
Uso.c = p3(01)p3(02)ps(01) = RBR@® BRB & BRB & RBR,

and using that BRB ~ RBR = RFRFR and that (by computation)
o(BRB) = 0(BRB) = o(RBR) = {e”™/8 e™/*},

we obtain
0(Uso0) = {e_”i/S(mult. 4), e77ri/8(mult. 4)}
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Im .
e37/3 (even p > 0)

el7m/8 (allp > 1)

e/ (all p)

e~7/8 (even p > 2)

FIGURE 3.4. Eivenvalues of U, on the complex unit circle for Ising anyons.

3.5.3. Usuy,o- This exchange operator acts on the space with (ordered) basis

AR A NI A A A R
lool looy Yool Yooy olpo oyplo

—<

o oo
l [ 11

Here we use Lemma 3.7 on each of these basis states, and (2.12)-(2.13), to find

Uypo = diag(BLY7 BY77BL7% BlYo gvoo plov  piveplos pvov BYoBlee BY7Y) @ B

oo lioo ooy Conpo T pioo " osor “oslo P oo P o0l FPolo Pioo ool

_ diag(e‘5m/8, Tmi/8 (Tmif8 e—57ri/8) & B,
where the last two states yield the off-diagonal part

oo oo oo oo

B = | Pugton Bt By Boin Dy,
: oYo pooo ROCT oY0o pooo ROC
Bl;m})Bo;leBw;la Bl;m,[;BO';llBl;?,/)cr

1 [e-T7mi/8 ,—3mi/8
= 5 [e—:m‘/s 6—77@/4 )
with o(B) = {e=°™/8 ™/}, Hence
0(Us o) = {6757”;/8(mu1t. 3), e’mi/8 (mult. 3)}
In summary,
Corollary 3.12. The eigenvalues of U, = Uy or 5 for Ising anyons are (cf. Figure 3.4)
o(Us1,0) = {e_m/s, egWi/S}, each with multiplicity 3,
and forn > 1
0(Uy p2n ) = {6757@/8, e~ T8 BTi/8 677”/8}, each with multiplicity 3 - 2",
respectively, for n >0
0 (U g2nt1 q) = {e_m/g, 67”/8}, each with multiplicity 2" 2.

Reducing to Uplv*aup yields the same eigenvalues with multiplicity 1, 2", respectively 2™.
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3.6. Clifford anyons. Another anyonic model that has been considered in the literature
is obtained by taking a composition of Ising anyons with an abelian factor of & = —1/8:

pCliﬁord(aj) — pa=*1/8(gj)pISing(gj).

Because the resulting representation may alternatively be defined using Clifford algebras
and spinors [NW96, Iva0l], these anyons may be referred to as Clifford anyons (or “half-
quantum vortices from Majorana fermions”, see e.g. [Tonl6, Ch.4.2.2], and [DRW16, The-

orem 4.8]).
Using
U, = U}?liﬁord — o~ (2p+1)mi/8 U}I)sing’
we find
o(Up) = {e~mi/*, emil4Y,
o(Ur) = {e ™/ ™2} = (£},
o(Us) = {67371'1'/47 i/ i/ e37ri/4},
o(Us) = {1},
o(Uy) = {6737ri/47 e/ gmi/A, 6371’1'/4}7
o(Us) = {+i},

and so on, with o(Usi4;) = o(Ui), k> 1,1 =1,2,3,4. The first few of these U, have also
been computed in [BS18, Wik18] using representations of Clifford algebras.

3.7. Burau anyons. The standard (unreduced) Burau representation [Bur35] is sim-
ply a deformation of the (defining) permutation representation on CV with deformation
parameter z € C\ {0}:

p: By — GL(CY)

p(O'j) = ]lj_l © [1 1 i 8] D ]lN—j—l- (3.9)
Thus it has rank N, but may, depending on z, be reduced either once or twice to an
irreducible representation of rank N — 1 or N — 2. At the outset these are not unitary but
for z € U(1) close enough to 1 they may be unitarized [Squ84]. For more details we refer
to e.g. [Weil5], [DRW16, Sec. 2.3]. Note that these are different than the algebraic anyon
models considered above since their dimension grows linearly with N.
As a simplest example we may consider N = 3, reduced and unitarized:

p:Bg—)U(Q)
(0)—} —wr+w+1 —wvw+w T —1IVw+wTIT+1
PRI =5 —wvw+w = 1Vw+wT+1 —w?—w+1 ’
(U)_} —w? +w+1 +wvw +w - IVw+w T +1
PO =5 |l bwvw +w T — IWw +w T+ 1 —w? —w+1 ’

where w = \/z = €™ and |a| < 1/3; see [Weil5]. We find that
(Vo) = o(p(01)) = o(p(02)) = {1, ~w?}
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while

Uy = plo10301) = p(090109) = diag(w?, —w?).
Proposition 3.10 then verifies that p is necessarily non-abelian for these w (except possibly
at w = 1), but it may also be verified directly (also at w = 1) by the identity

0 wivw+w T—1IvVw+wT+1
—wiVwF+wT—1Vw+wTT+1 0 ’

p(o102)—p(og01) =

In fact, a central result in the theory of braid group representations is that the rank of
any non-abelian representation must grow at least linearly with N, and that the Burau
representations are of the smallest rank:

Theorem 3.13 (Formanek [For96]). Let p: By — U(D) be a unitary braid group repre-
sentation, and N > 6. If D < N — 2, then p is abelian. Furthermore, if D = N — 2 or
D = N — 1 then p is either abelian or of Burau type (i.e. equivalent to the product of an
abelian and a reduced Burau representation).

The proof is given in [For96, Theorem 23] for irreducible representations p: By —
GL(CP), and the above formulation follows from the complete reducibility of any uni-
tary representation (see Lemma 3.3). Also the case D < N for arbitrary N > 3 is discussed
in [FLSV03, Theorem 6.1]. See [Weil5] for some further remarks.

4. GEOMETRIC AND MAGNETIC ANYON MODELS

The general definition of the Hilbert space of anyon models was discussed in some detail
in [MS95], and the choice of a self-adjoint Hamiltonian in [BCMS93, DFT97, LS14]. See also
[Sou70, FM89, MD93], [KLS99, Appendix A], [DGH99, DST01, GM04], [Lun19, Sec. 3.7],
[MS19] for further details concerning the motivations for these definitions. For background
on fiber bundles and connections we refer to [Nak03, Taull].

4.1. Classical configuration space. Let us temporarily consider particles as points in
R? for general d € N, before fixing d = 2. The configuration space for N distinguishable
particles in R is simply the set (R%)YN of N-tuples of coordinates. Let

AN = {(x1,...,xn) € RYY 1T j £k st x5 = x3}
denote the fat diagonal of this space, i.e. the coincidence set of at least two particles. The

configuration space for N distinct particles in R is then the set (R%)N \ AN of N-tuples
of distinct coordinates. Consider the natural® actions of permutations ¢ € Sy on (RHN

(U, X) = 0.X = (ngl(l), ce ,X071(N))
(X, U) — X.0 = (Xg(l), N 7XO'(N))‘

Identifying the orbits of S under this action on distinct particles, one obtains the config-
uration space for N identical particles in R,

cN = ((Rd)N \ AN) /sN — Py(RY) = {X = [x1,...,xy} CR?: [X| = N} :

) we may regard a tuple x = (xj)f]:l as a map j — X;, so that x.c = x o ¢ indeed acts on the right.
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the space of N-point subsets of R%. For reference we fix a particular point in CV,
x0:(1e1,2e1,...,Ne1) — X0:{1e1,2e1,...,Ne1},

where e; is the first unit basis vector in R? (for d = 2 this fixes a real axis in C = R?).
This choice of base point will provide us with a reference ordering of the particles, and
corresponds naturally to the arrangement of strands in Figure 3.1.

Consider now the continous motion of identical particles in R?. Given a continuous path
v:[0,1] = CV from a point X = (0) to a point Y = (1), there is an induced action on
CN'

(7, X) =X =Y
In the same way we obtain a (trivial) action of continuous loops 7 s.t. v.X = X. Compo-
sitions (y,n) — 7 of paths and loops are associative under these actions. A continuous
exchange of identical particles with initial configuration X € C is a loop 7 in CV based
at X. In the case that we are interested in exchanges modulo homotopy equivalence,

which is the case for free particles, the relevant group of loops is the fundamental group
71 (CN) = 71 (CN, Xo).

Theorem 4.1 (Configuration space topology). The space CV is path-connected and its
fundamental group is

1, d=1,
m(CN)={ By, d=2,
Sy, d>3.

The proof amounts to Artin’s correspondence between geometric and algebraic braid
groups [Art25, Art47], and the simple-connectedness of the configuration space of distinct
particles for d > 3. For details we refer to e.g. [Bir74, Theorem 1.8], [KT08], or [Weil5].

The covering space of CV is a fiber bundle

¢V =N with fiber 7 (CV)
and may be defined as the space of paths in CV based at X up to homotopy equivalence,
v~ iff 3F:[0,1] x [0,1] = CY cont. s.t. F(0,-) =~,F(1,:) =4/,
F(s,0) =~(0), F(s,1) =~(1) Vs € [0,1].

Thus, with the usual composition of paths, the action of paths and loops v in CN lifts to a
faithful action on CV, (v, X) — ~.X, with 7.X = ~/.X for homotopic paths v ~ 7 in C¥
(with the same endpomts), where the image of the action of loops v at X € CV is exactly
the induced group 71 (CV, X) of equivalence classes [y] of homotopic loops based at X. The
canonical projection to the endpoint of a path is denoted pr: C¥ — CV. By definition CV
is simply connected, 71 (CY, Xo) = 1.

Hence, taking the reference points XXy & (Xo,1), an arbitrary point X ecnN may
be expressed

X =40.Xo = 70-Xo = [10]-Xo

for some path 3o in CV based at X, or equivalently, using its projection 79 = pro 7o in cN
based at X = pr(Xp) and ending at X = pr(X), or using simply the equivalence class [yo]
of homotopic such paths.
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Any two points X, X’ € CN with the same projection X = pr(X) = pr(X’) differ only
by an element of w1 (CY) = m1(C", Xp), since

X = [v0].-Xo0 = Y5 "0 Xo = ((ol[7)-Xo = X' [1],

V] = [ ] € m(CY, Xp), where we have defined an action of equivalence classes of
homotopic loops based at Xy on the right,

(X, [7]) = X.[v] == [vor]-Xo.

In other words we first do v at Xy and then the path ~y taking us to X = ﬁr(f(). The
corresponding representation L: 71(CY) — Diff(C'V) on the left, s.t. Ly Ly Ly, is

Liy(X) == X [y = [or "] Xo.

The group m(CN) then acts in this way as a group of diffeomorphisms of CV, and CN =

CN /71 (CN). By writing each point X € CV using a simple path g from Xy to X and a loop
~ at Xo, we have a way of representing X = ([v0].X0).[7] as a pair (X, [7]) € CN x 7 (CN)
(this is not a canonical idenfication but rather a choice of local trivialization of the bundle).
The corresponding set of points (X, 1)  [y0].Xo, with 79 a simple path from Xj to X,

n =

constitutes a fundamental domain in CV in bijection to CN.
Further, one may interchange the above actions via the conjugation of paths

Ady[y] == [y,

for compatible paths 1, in CVN. Namely, given X = [0]. X, and [y] € m1(CV, X),
[7]-X = [y70]- Xo = ho(75 '770))-Xo0 = X. Ad_-1[1],

with Ad"/o_l [v] € m1(CN, X). Conversely, if [y] € m1(CY, Xo) then

X.h] = Ady ] X

with Ad,,[y] € m(CV, X).

For d = 1, trivially CN =~ ¢N since no continuous exchange is possible and the particles
may be ordered canonically along the real line according to the choice Xy < x¢ < Xp.
For d > 3 we have CN = CN x Sy, i.e. each point X in the configuration space has N!
different representatives corresponding to each permutation ¢ € Sy, and we may therefore
reconstruct the space of distinct particles as precisely the covering space

RHYN\ AN =2V = {(X,0): X € CV,0 € Sn},

with the reference point X, (X0, 1) «> %0, the ordered N-tuple of particles.
For concreteness, we will from now on fix d = 2 so that the relevant group is the braid
group By. In this case we deal with an infinite set of representatives for each point of CV:

CN>sX o (X,b), XeCV, be By.
It is now convenient to consider two projections:

AN cy & RN\ AN
(X,0) = X={x1,...,xy} <« x=(x1,...,XN)
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In fact there is also a canonical projection pr : By — Sy defined by quoting with the
additional relations {0]2- = 1} of Sy and thus we may in similarity to the higher-dimensional
case consider

N P oeNygy (R2)N \ AN PN
(X,b) — (X,pr(b) <« X = (X1,...,XN) = X ={x1,...,xn}
(Xo0,b) +—  (Xo,pr(b)) < pr(b~')xo=x0pr(b) — Xo

so that the composition is pr = propr. Inverses may then be defined,
prg (X) = (X,1),  prg (X):=(X,1),
mapping CV to fundamental domains in (R?)N respectively CV.

Ezample 4.2. In the case N = 2 we may identify
C? = Cy x RY x R?,

where the configuration space of the relative angle Co = S'/Zy = [0, T)per. is a circle,
pryt(Co) = [0,7) is a single-cover of Cy and a half-circle, pr="(Co) = [0, 27)per. is a double-
cover and a circle, while the full covering space Cy = R is the real line containing the

fundamental domain pry ' (Co) = [0, 7). Points on Cy are indexed by Cy and 71 (Co) = Z, the
winding number of the loop relative to a base point.

4.2. Hamiltonian and Hilbert space. One means of quantizing a classical system is to
find a formulation in terms of a Poisson algebra of observables and then look for repre-
sentations as operators on a Hilbert space (see e.g. [Thi07, Lun19] for introductions). We
consider quantizations of the classical non-relativistic kinetic energy, i.e. the Hamiltonian
function®

N
T=> pj (4.1)
j=1

and thus seek representations of the momenta p = (pj)é\le = (pjk)j=1,.. N k=12 as differ-
entiation operators. The important point here is that the momenta are conjugate to the
configuration variables X = {xi,...,xn} of identical particles, which take values on the
manifold CV. Locally, i.e. on any topologically trivial open subset Q C CV the particles
remain distinguishable, and may thus be given representatives x = (x1,...,Xy) on coordi-
nate charts prg 1(Q) C R2N| by the correspondence above. We may then use that, locally
w.r.t x in these charts, the classical canonical Poisson algebra

{xjk:apj’k’}:éjj/ékk/a jajle {17'”’N}’ k"k‘/E {172})
can be given a Schrodinger representation as the quantum CCR, algebra
%[jjkaﬁj’k’] :5jj’6kk’]la j,j/ € {1,...,N}, k, ke {1,2},

represented on a Hilbert space Hg = L?(Q; F), where F is a representation Hilbert space
for any internal degrees of freedom (observables other than these x’s and p’s), and then the
different charts €2 are to be patched together to a representation on all of the configuration
space manifold CV. The natural geometric framework [MD93, DGH99, DST01], [Lunl9,
Remark 3.29] for this problem is to consider a hermitian fiber bundle E — C over the

(4)For simplicity we put the mass equal to 1/2 throughout, as well as Planck’s constant i = 1.
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configuration space, with fiber F, endowed with a connection A and thus a covariant deriv-
ative V4. We are in this work, as a first step, interested in ideal, free anyon models so that
the pure effects of statistics may be isolated. Physically, this means that upon restricting
the particles to topologically trivial subsets Q C CV they should behave as ideal, free and
distinguishable particles with the usual momenta p; = —iVy; and the usual free kinetic en-
ergy T = Z;.V:l(—ij) and no interactions. Geometrically, this means that the connection
A should be (locally) flat. Furthermore, for simplicity we only consider finite-dimensional
spaces JF. We have the following convenient classification of such bundles:

Theorem 4.3 (Classification theorem of flat bundles). There is a 1-to-1 correspondence be-
tween flat hermitian vector bundles E, — CN with fiber F = CP and unitary representations
of By on F, p: By — U(F), up to conjugation (similarity) in U(F).

In other words, given NV and fiber F, the moduli space of flat connections is exactly
Hom(By, U(F))/U(F) (4.2)
where the action of U(F) on representations p € Hom is the adjoint one,
(S, p) + Adgp=SpS~t: b+ Sp(b)S .

A detailed proof of this well-known classification theorem is given in [Taull, Theorem 13.2],
and a further discussion of the correspondence in [Mic13, Chapter 5] as well as [MS19]. This
correspondence motivates the following definition of an arbitrary model of ideal, free anyons.

Definition 4.4 (Geometric anyon model). By a geometric N-anyon model we mean
here a flat hermitian vector bundle £, — C", or equivalently, a unitary representation
p: By — U(F). Similarly, a geometric many-anyon model is a family of geometric
anyon models py: By — U(Fy) for some sequence of N > 1 (possibly with restrictions on
which N are allowed; multiples, odd/even, etc.), where Bj is the trivial group.

Further, the Hilbert space of a geometric N-anyon model is defined as the space of L?
global sections on the bundle E, — CN, i.e. the L?-closure of smooth global sections,

HY = {\If eT(CVN,E,) : /CN W2 < oo},
where I'(M, E') denotes the set of smooth sections on the bundle £ — M.

Ezample 4.5. Using the map pr: By — Sy and the canonical representation p: Sy — U(N)
of o; acting as permutation matrices (z = 1 in (3.9)), we may construct a bundle (the
canonical permutation bundle) with fiber 7 = C and the canonical open covering
{Qs}oesy of RZV\ AN — N with locally constant transition functions

toor: Qo NQy = U(N), X = ploc’™), 0,0 € Sy.
The connection is locally trivial but its holonomy nontrivial due to the transition functions.
The space I'(CV, E,) of smooth global sections can equivalently be characterized as the
space C° (CN: F) of smooth p-equivariant functions on the covering space CV, i.e. func-
tions W,: CN — F such that, given any two points X = [y9].Xo and ¥ = 7.X in CV
connected by a path 4 in CN and such that its projection v = prod in CV, based at the
point X = v(0) € C, is a closed loop, 7.X = (1) = X, we have

Up(Y) = p(b~1)¥,(X), (4.3)
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where b = Ad%_l[v] € By is the equivalence class at Xy to which the loop ~ belongs,

ie. Y = X.b = L,-1(X). Thus we have an isomorphism ’H;,V = Lf,(CNN;]:) (see [MS95,
Lemma 2.4]), where the inner product of the latter space is defined

@)z = [ @), 9, (D) dxX,

In the integrand X denotes any pre-image of X € CN under the projection pr: CN — CV.
This integrand is indeed well defined thanks to the equivariance condition (4.3), because if
X'=X.b, b€ By, then

(@p(X"), Tp(X)) 5 = (p(07 )2, (X), p(b™)Up(X)) 7 = (2p(X), V(X)) 7,

by the unitarity of the representation p. The measure dX on C¥ is derived from the usual
Lebesgue measure dx on R?V via the projection pr, such that fQ dX = ﬁ pr—1() dx.

The condition (4.3) is in fact used in the proof of Theorem 4.3 to explicitly construct
the flat bundle F, associated to p; cf. [Taull, Chapter 13.9.3]. A p-equivariant function
may be considered a relation ¥, C CN x F with a unique v € F to each X € CV and such
that if (X,v) € ¥, then (X.b, p(b~')v) € ¥, for all b € By. Then the bundle E, — CV is
precisely the set of orbits in CN x F of the right action

(X,v).b:= (X.b,p(b~ ), X eCV,ve F,be By,

with projection [(X v)] = pr(X). Conversely, given a smooth global section ¥ € T'(CN, E,),
there is to each X a unique v € F such that U(pr(X)) = [(X,v)], which defines a p-
equivariant function ¥,(X) := v (again, see [MS95, Lemma 2.4]).

Given an N-anyon model p and locally flat bundle £, — CV we now have a means
of defining a covariant derivative V¥ on smooth sections ¥ € I'(CY , E,) which on any
topologically trivial subset  C C"V reduces to the ordinary derivative on U: Q — F

VU(X) = (V;0)jo1,.n = (00 /0z,)P =12

and thus a kinetic energy operator 7, = (—iVP)*(—iV?) which on © reduces to the ordinary
one for distinguishable particles

N
(—iV)’ 0 ==>" 3" *0/0x3,

j=1 j=1p=1.2

Mz

The corresponding quadratic form
T,[¥] = / VAU |5y dX (4.4)
CN

may be extended to the L?-sections for which the integral is finite, by taking the closure of
smooth sections with compact support on CV (see below).
In the p-equivariant setting, a function ¥, € C’;O(CN ; F) has a derivative at any point

X e CV, defined by

_ (2% 9%, Oy 1o )
V\ij_<8l'j1’3$j2> LN = Jim 7 (To(75p-X) = Wp(X)) (4.5)
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where 7;';; is the path [0,1] > s = {x1,...,%; + ste,,...,xy} in CV defining the corre-
sponding tangent vector. The index j as it stands here is artificial and depends on which
ordering of particles we choose, and we may use the projection pr: X — x before applying
the path on the jth entry of the tuple x and then project again to CV with pr. Hence the
vector in (4.5) depends in fact on the pre-image of X in By. In any case, this ambiguity is
removed in the permutation-invariant sum

N o |2
|V\I/p|2]:2N - Z Z a:L’ P . (4.6)
j=1p=121""IP1F
The kinetic energy
T[] = /C VU dX (4.7)
is then again well defined because of equivariance,

0w,

(X.b) = lim ~ (U(r}, (X 1)) — W(X b)) = o) 5
Jp

(X)> j, = ﬁr(b) [J]? (4'8)

N
(VO(X), V(X)) o = 3 <p<b—1>%<X>,p<b—l>a%<X>>
1,2 F

=1 p=1, 8xj/p 8xj’p
— () VB(X), p(b™ ) VE(X)) on = (V(X), VE(X)) v,

and is identical to (4.4) by the above correspondence. We consider the closure of this form
(4.7) on ¥, € C7%, the p-equivariant smooth functions on CN such that pr(supp v, C cN
is compact, which then defines a Sobolev subspace H ; - L,% of anyon wave functions with

finite expected kinetic energy. This is also a Hilbert space with the inner product
@)y = [ (@00, V() + (VO VU 1v) dX.
cN

Definition 4.6 (Anyon Hamiltonian). We define the kinetic energy operator Tp on the full

N-anyon Hilbert space ’Hf,v as the unique self-adjoint operator corresponding to the closed
non-negative quadratic form T}, in (4.7), with operator domain D(Tp) - H; - ”Hf)v (see e.g.
[Tes14, Theorem 2.14]). Considering 7, as initially defined on C75,, with supports away
from diagonals A" this is the Friedrichs extension.

Remark 4.7. One may consider other extensions, such as the Krein extension(5), however
comparing to the two-anyon case where the extension theory has been carried through
in detail [GHKLI91, MT91, BS92, ACB95, CO18, CF20] these other extensions would all
correspond to introducing additional attractive interactions between the anyons. Thus
taking the Friedrichs extension is in alignment with our wish in this work to isolate the

(®)This is the smallest (in terms of energy) non-negative extension while Friedrichs is the largest. The
extension theory for the 2-anyon problem is actually somewhat analogous to that of two bosons in 3D,
admitting a circle of extensions, with the functions of the Friedrichs extension vanishing as r® and those of
Krein behaving like »~* as the relative distance r — 0. Indeed, just as in 3D, we anticipate that there could
be good physical reasons to consider these other extensions whenever anyons arise as emergent particles
along with other interactions. Non-Friedrichs extensions are sometimes referred to as soft-core anyons.
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effects of statistics and study purely ideal anyons. See [DFT94] for a possible approach
to the other extensions in the many-anyon case, and [LS14] for some further mathematical
details in the abelian Friedrichs case. Note that the issue here concerns point interactions
supported at A while we could also have introduced ordinary scalar interactions by adding
pair (or higher order) potentials to the Hamiltonian (4.1). Both these types of modifications
would alter the behavior for distinguishable particles as well.

In the many-anyon context one may consider the group B, defined as the direct limit
of the N-strand groups with respect to the inclusion maps By < Bny1 sending o +— o;.
It is also natural to consider sequences of representations py: By — U(Fy) such that the
respective inclusions By < Byy1 and Cpy(By) < Cpy41(Bn+1) (the group algebras)
commute [RW12, Definition 2.1], although not all representations are of this type, such as
the Burau representations [DRW16, Sec. 6.1].

For geometric many-anyon models we may also consider the Fock space

H> = é Hﬁ,\lfv,
N=0

where ’Hgo := Fp = C is the vacuum sector. Recall that in order to have a non-abelian
model it is necessary that dim Fy > N — 2 (cf. Theorem 3.13), and we cannot therefore
simply fix a finite-dimensional F as we take N — 0o, as one may do for bosons and fermions.

4.3. Statistics transmutation. Given N and fiber F, let the trivial or bosonic bundle
be the bundle with trivial geometry, taking the trivial representation p(o;) := +1 for all
J, thus E,, = CN x F. We note that any function ¥, € H_]X of the standard bosonic
N-body Hilbert space

HY = L2 (RN, F) = {¥ € L*(R*™; F) : ¥(x.0) = U(x) Vo € Sy},
may be considered an equivariant function ¥,, € HIJD\; of the bosonic bundle. Namely,
by the canonical map pr: By — Sy, we have in CV pre-images of CV labeled by permu-
tations pr(b). A symmetric function U, € HY thus extends to a function ¥,, (X.b) :=
U (x.pr(b)) = V4 (x), x = pr(X). Conversely, any function ¥, : CN — F with symmetry

U, (X)=1, (Xb)=1¥, (X), be By,

where X is any pre-image in CV of a point X € C, may be identified with a function in ’Hf
by defining ¥ (x) := ¥, (pr(x)) on R2N\ AN and using that Lgym(RQN\AN) = Lgym(RQN)
by the vanishing measure of AN in RZV. Note however that to make it a probability
distribution in L?(R2?V) (i.e. on the distinguishable configuration space as is conventional)
it is necessary to normalize ¥, := V¥, /v N!. We note for example that, given any p-

equivariant ¥, the scalar function |V,|r (amplitude) is p4-equivariant,

(Tp(X D)7 = [p(b™ ), (X)|7 = [T,(X)|7,

which is to say that |U,|% defines a probability distribution on CV for L2-normalized W,
Furthermore, we have that Hg (R*N \ AY) = H'(R?Y) (sce e.g. [LS14, Lemma 3] and, more
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generally, [LLN19, Appendix B]) so that we may as well identify the bosonic Sobolev
spaces

I(RQN)

1 ~ 1 R N
H! = HL. =C2®RN\AN)NL2

sym sym

Thus, after taking the closure, the functions do not have to vanish at A", and indeed for
example the Gaussian U (x) = e~ ** ¢ H!

sym*
There is also an analogous version for fermions, where the fermionic bundle is defined
by p—(oj) := —1 for all j, i.e. p_ = signopr ® 1. Instead of Hf we then consider the

fermionic N-body Hilbert space
HY = L2 (RN, F) = {0 € LR, F) : U(x.0) = (signo)¥(x) Vo € Sy},

asym

Taking ¥, (X.b) := W_(x.pr(b)) = signpr(b~")¥_(x), we obtain a section of the fermionic
bundle, and vice versa V_(x) := ¥,_(X) (modulo normalizations) with any lift X — x — X
defines an antisymmetric function. We define analogously the fermionic Sobolev space

HI(RQN)

H! =@l .= CxRN\AN)NL2 :

p asym asym

and in this case we will see (by means of the Hardy inequality in Section 5) that the functions
with finite kinetic energy necessarily vanish on A", as had been expected from (1.3).

Note that to any flat hermitian vector bundle E — CV with fiber F, or representation
p: By — U(F), there is also the associated flat principal bundle P — CV with fiber U(F)
(and vice versa). Again the correspondence to p-equivariant functions carries over to P,
which may be defined as the set of orbits in CV x U(F) of the right action

(X,9).b:= (X.b,p(b~g), X eCN,geU(F),be by,

with the projection [(X, g)] — prX = X. Using a similar identification as for T'(C", F) then,
the set of smooth global sections I'(CYV, P) is the set of smooth functions u,: C — U(F)
that are p-equivariant,

up(X.) = (b~ u,y(X). (4.9)
Recall that a hermitian vector bundle of rank n is trivial iff there exist n global sec-
tions which are pointwise orthonormal thus defining a frame {u;(X),...,u,(X)} in F and,

equivalently, iff there exists a global section of the principal bundle, so that P = CV x U(F).
Thus, triviality of F' and P is equivalent to the existence of u, satisfying (4.9).

Now, given an anyon model p: By — U(F), assume that there exists a smooth function
u,: CN — U(F) satisfying (4.9), i.e. a global section of P. Then, given any symmetric
function ¥ € Hf one obtains a p-equivariant function ¥, € Hf)v by taking

\Ilp(f() = up(X)W+(X) (4.10)
Conversely, given a p-equivariant function ¥, € Hf)v , the function

Ui (X) = up(X)_l‘I’p(X) (4.11)

satisfies ¥, (X.b) = ¥, (X), where X is any pre-image in CV of X € CV, and may therefore
be identified with a function in H.
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Considering the kinetic energy, we may write using (4.10)

1) = [ 9 (O dX = [ 94V () aX = [ 194D (30 dX,
(4.12)

where the covariant derivative

VA=V + 4,
is given in terms of the connection A: CN — u(F)*N (u(F) is the Lie algebra of U(F)),
A(X) = u,(X) " Vu,(X).
This expression descends to pr(CY) = R2N \ AN thanks to the symmetry
Aj(X.0) = up(X) " p(0)Vir[p(b™ M) (X) = Aj(X)

and thus the integrand to C*V, thanks to the permutation invariance of the sum, as in (4.6).

We call the above operation statistics transmutation as it takes us from one model of
anyons to another, to the cost of introducing the non-trivial connection or gauge potential
A. In fact in the abelian case F = C, u(F) = iR, one has A; = ¢A; for magnetic vector
potentials A ;: R?V \ AN — R with magnetic field

curl Aj = Vul A Vu, +ulV A Vu, =0,

as follows due to differentiating uj,up = 1. We have thus represented the geometric anyon
model p in this way as a magnetic anyon model using bosons and magnetic potentials.
Also in the non-abelian case one could talk about non-abelian “magnetic” gauge fields with
zero curvature,

Dwyg=dwg+wg Nwy =0, wA:Z.Ajkdxjk:u;dup.
gk
One may do the corresponding transformations (4.10)-(4.11)-(4.12) also with a fermionic
function as reference (and indeed there are good physical reasons for doing so), although
for simplicity we will stick to the bosonic case in all that follows as it will be seen not to be
a loss in generality.

Definition 4.8 (Transmutable anyon model). A geometric N-anyon model, determined by
a braid group representation p: By — U(F), will be called transmutable if its associated
flat principal bundle P — C¥ is trivial, i.e. if it admits a smooth global section in T'(CY, P)
or a p-equivariant function w,: cN - U(F). The corresponding transmuted model with

bosons and the gauge potential A = uZVup in the kinetic energy (4.12) will be called a
magnetic anyon model corresponding to p. The geometric model formulation is also
referred to as the anyon gauge and the magnetic model as the magnetic gauge.

Bosons are then obviously transmutable with the global section u, = 1. Naturally this
leads to the following question which we have not seen duly discussed in the literature
(among the exceptions we find [Blo80, Dow85, SISI88, HMS89, FMS89, ISIS90, DGH99,
MS95], as well as very recently [MS19] which take an alternative approach via graph con-
figuration spaces):

Question 4.9. Which (geometric) anyon models are transmutable?

Only in the abelian case do we find a complete answer:
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Theorem 4.10. All abelian anyon models are transmutable.

A proof was given by [Dow85] and [MS95, Theorem 2.22] (see also e.g. [MS19, Example 5])
and involves an observation that torsion in homology H;(By,Z) is the same as torsion
in cohomology H?(By,Z), with an explicit global section given below, which was also
implicitly used in the earlier works [Wu84, FM91].

Since a fermionic model is abelian it is thus transmutable into a bosonic model. Fur-
thermore, two-anyon models are trivially transmutable since they are also abelian (though
possibly of higher rank and reducible). Also recall that for rank D = dimF < N — 2 and
N > 6, any representation of By is necessarily abelian (Theorem 3.13) and therefore the
bundle trivializes to a sum of line bundles. Geometrically, the moduli space (4.2) of possible
anyon models or 2D quantum statistics splits into components of non-transmutable models
(i.e. isomorphism classes of topologically non-trivial bundles) and a component of mutually
transmutable models (which in turn may a priori consist of several connected components of
different flat connections on a topologically trivial bundle; see however [MS19, Section 3.3])
including the circle p® ® 1 £, a € [0,2), of abelian models and the identity point p®=0 = p,.
of the bosonic/trivial bundle.

The classification of isomorphism classes of higher-rank flat hermitian vector bundles on
CN for N > 2 is to our knowledge an open problem. However, as pointed out in [MS95,
p.10], one possible way to obtain transmutable models given non-transmutable ones is to
simply take the Whitney sum of the bundles:

Definition 4.11 (Whitney sum). Given two geometric N-anyon models, determined by
representations p1: By — U(Fy) resp. po: By — U(Fz), their Whitney sum is the
geometric N-anyon model determined by p = p; @ p2: By — U(F1 @ F3). This is the
bundle £, = E, & E,,.

Namely, as noted in [MS95, p.10], the bundles trivialize under the taking of their k-fold
Whitney sum @*p for large enough k, because of the following finiteness theorem for the
cohomology ring H*(CN,Z) = H*(By,Z) [Arn70, Arnl4, Vai78]:

Theorem 4.12 (Arnold’s Cohomology Theorems [Arnl4, p.201]).

Finiteness: With the exception of H* = H' = 7 the cohomology groups H7(By,Z) are all
finite. Furthermore, HY(By,Z) =0 for j =2 and for j > N.

Repetition: H?(Baony1,7Z) = H/(Bay,Z) for all j and N.

Stability: H)(Bn,Z) = H(Bj_2,7) for all N > 2j — 2.

Theorem 4.13. Given any flat vector bundle E — C, there exists a k € N such that the
k-fold Whitney sum @k E is trivial.

Proof. Hermitian vector bundles are classified up to stable equivalence by their Chern
classes, ¢; € H 2i which trivialize in ®*E for large enough k if they are only torsion.
Furthermore, a hermitian vector bundle of sufficiently high rank is trivial iff it is stably
trivial [AE12]. O

Remark 4.14. As a relevant comparison, note that with the analogous definitions, a pair of
spinless fermions in dimension d = 3 is not transmutable to bosons. Namely, in relative
coordinates

C? = Cy x Rt x R?,
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where the relative angles are on Cy = S?/~, the sphere with antipodal points identified.
Here Cy 2 S? and hence a global section u,: Cop — U(1) is a smooth function on the sphere
with the equivariance relation

up(—x) = p(7)up(x), x € §%

where 7 is the generator of m(Cp) = Zs and p the representation. For bosons (py = 1)
we can take u,, = 1 while for fermions (p_(7) = —1) there is no such function by the
Borsuk-Ulam theorem (any continuous and odd complex-valued function on the sphere has
a zero somewhere). However, taking the Whitney sum, ps = p_ @ p_, there is e.g. the
global section

01 0 —z 1 0
p2:52—>U(2), um(x,y,z):x[l 0}+y[i 0}—1—2[0 _1], 22422 =1,

that trivializes the corresponding bundle.(®)

4.4. Abelian anyons. The fiber for an irreducible abelian model pa(aj_l) = el €

(-1,1], is F = VC"‘N = C, where the total charge ¢ = a*® corresponds to the total
normalized magnetic flux of all particles (mod 2). The convention we use here on the
sign of a (conjugation symmetry) will help to recover the familiar conventions with the
equivariance condition (4.3) actually being an action of By on the right.

A global section is given by the analytic continuation to CV of u,e(x) := U(x)®, where
we use z; := x;1 + ixj2 € C and the boson-fermion transmutation

asym/sym’ (U\I/)(X) = H M\P(X) = exp(2j<ki¢jk)ll’(x)7

U: L?
1<j<k<N |zj — 2]

— L2

sym/asym

where ¢;;, is the phase of z; — z; which is initially defined for (—m, 7] and extends to a
multivalued function. In fact, the combination

iZ%’k:;FZ(ﬁjk izzlﬂquﬁjk[X]:;T/Zd%k, X = [7]. Xo,
i<k J#k J#k T j#k
is well defined on CV and maps braids to winding numbers By — Z, hence abelianizes the
braid group (see [Dow85, MS95]). We then obtain U(X.0;) = —U(X) and uye(X.0;) =
po‘(aj_l)upa (X). Thus by the above recipe, the abelian model may be converted to a mag-
netic model on ‘H, with gauge potential A = u;1Vup =1iA,:

() — Xk)"
= aZV bjk = Zma X = (xay)J_ = (~y,2).
k#j k#j
Using that V4 - x1/|x|2 = Aln|x| = 27(x), its magnetic field w.r.t. x; € R? is

curl A, (%) = 21 Z d(x;j — xp).
k#j

(6)Thus from this perspective, one could say that spin emerges as a trivialization. Also, in d = 3 there is
the notion of dyons [Sch69] which uses magnetic monopoles to transmute statistics, however this is beyond
the scope of the present article.
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The corresponding kinetic energy for bosonic ¥, = u;al U pa is

N
. 1 .
=S Aag P Tal¥al = g [ 1Y+ AT

In this formulation there is the possibility to extend the statistics parameter a to all of R
and consider the gauge-equivalent magnetic models

—iV + Apion = U 2(=iV + AU, D(Tuyon) =U"D(T,), nel.

For oo = 0 the domain of the Friedrichs extension is D(7), [ ) = H2,, = L, N H*R>Y)

sym sym
which defines free bosons, while for a = 1it is D(T,_) = U 'HZ ,, = U~ 'L2 N H?*(R?*N)
which defines free fermions in a bosonic representation (see [LSl4 Section 2. 2])

In the reducible case F = CP, we take a basis of joint eigenvectors s.t.
p(aj_l) = Sdiag(eM™,...,eP™) S,
S € U(D), and the corresponding global section is the analytic continuation to CN of
u,(x) = Sdiag (U(x)",...,U(x)™) S~ .

Thus, if {v,} is a basis in F of joint unit eigenvectors such that p(aj_l)vn = ey, then
we may consider the subspace in le consisting of functions

ZU X)"®, (X v, (4.13)

where ®,, € 2 (R?N\ AN) for which

c,sym

D
1
\112:§:— P, |2 T\P:ET(I)
/CN| | n:1N!/R2N|n|’ p[] 'yn[ nls

ie. (®,) € (HY)P models a collection of N-anyon wave functions in the magnetic repre-
sentation with statistics parameters o = v,, n € {1,...,D}.

For a glimpse of how such abelian models may arise in a FQHE context, see e.g. the brief
introduction [Tou20, Chapter 2|, and [LR16] for a more precise application (accounting
for certain ambiguities [For91, For92] in the original derivation [ASW84]). Another recent
realization is via quantum impurity problems, polarons and angulons [YGL119, BLLY20].

4.5. Fibonacci anyons. We consider the representation py: By — U(FY) on the split-
ting space given in Definition 3.5. Imposing that we should have exactly N anyons, as well
as irreducibility, we may thus take F := VCTN, where there is a remaining choice to be
made for the total charge ¢ € {1,7}: FN = CFP(N=1) and FN = CFib(),

Presently we do not know if this model is transmutable or not. However, there is a
correspondence to FQHE and CFT (Read-Rezayi states [RR99, CGT01, AKS05, Lunl7])
which is similar to that for the Ising model discussed below, and which seems to suggest
transmutability [AS07, TA20].
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4.6. Ising anyons. Here we could work with two types of particles (the Ising anyon o
and the Majorana fermion 1) explicitly present in the system and having dynamics, but to
simplify matters slightly we consider N anyons of only the more interesting type o, with
fiber FNV = 2" = 2"V for N odd and FN = V" = C2"*7 for N even, where cither
c=o0 orc=1.

The corresponding model, also including the fermions ¥, arises in the FQHE context, sup-
posedly as an effective model for quasiparticles modeled by a family of electron (fermion)
wave functions known as Moore-Read or Pfaffian states [MR91, NW96]. Another represen-
tation for these states are as correlators of a CFT related to the Ising model. This story
is beyond the scope of the present article (see e.g. [HHSV17] and [Tou20, Chapter 3.4] for
recent reviews), but it suffices to note that, given positions x; € R2, j=1,..., N lifting to
X € CN there exists a family of states {W,(X)}P_, with values in an M-fermion Hilbert
space CP = Fy C L2, .. (R?*) and some constant C' > 0 such that in the limit M — oo

asym
<\I’n()2)v \Ilm(X»FN = Copm + O(e_|xj_xk‘)

if [x; — x| — oo [GN97, BGN11]. Thus the model appears to be transmutable by the
existence of this trivialization, at least in some limit and for N = 3 or 4, and D = 2.
However the connection in this family of models is the Berry connection induced from the
embedding Fy — Lasym(R2M ) and which is not necessarily locally flat.

Another way to obtain its transmutability would be to use that is expected (as part of the
CFT correspondence) to arise as subrepresentations of NACS with gauge group G = SU(2).

4.7. NACS. There is a certain family of representations which arise in the context of Non-
Abelian Chern-Simons (NACS) theory [Koh87, GMM90, Ver91, Lo93, LO94, BJP94,
MTM13b, MTM13a], These may be explicitly defined as magnetic models on the trivial
bundle [Koh87], and are hence transmutable. Typically one formulates the models in a
holomorphic gauge for convenience.

Take a compact Lie group G (for example G = SU(2)) and a unitary representation
p1: G — U(F}) (for example F; = C?), such that the generators L, of the Lie algebra g of
G are mapped to operators Ly € L(F1). Using path-ordered exponentials, we may write

g—exp?/ZLadga, p1(g) exp?/ZL dg“.
7 a

Let Fy = ®N Fi1, with p; acting canonically on each of the factors

pgj)(g)ZeXPiP/Zﬁéj)dga=1l®p1(g)®117 Ly =10L.®1.
7 a
Defining

Up(X) = exp?/ py ZZL "B dlog(z; — z), X = [I.Xo,
7k a

then Fp carries a representation p: By — U(Fy) with a globally defined section
up(X) = Up(X)/|Up(X) |7

The parameter 4wk — 2 € Z is known as the level of the representation, and U, formally
solves the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations [KZ84], [Koh87], [LO94, Eq. (39)].
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The representation p will typically be reducible into irreducible blocks (‘conformal blocks’)
pn and one could say that, while p, may not be transmutable individually, their sum p is.

4.8. Local kinetic energy. Given a subset 2 C R? we define the local configuration
space of identical particles on

V(@) = (Y \ &N /Sy =Pn(9),

the set of N-point subsets of 2. Let now Q be open and simply connected (homotopic to
R?). Similarly to the full space we may again define the covering space
N Q) — N (@)
as the space of continuous paths in CN (€) modulo homotopy equivalence. We choose as
reference base point for these paths a point Xo(Q2) € CV (), which is exactly the ordered set
of points Xy € CV(IR?) as before, only translated and scaled to fit the domain €. Denote a
path in CNV(R?) which performs this scaling and translation by vq, so that Xo(£2) = [ya].Xo
and Xo(Q) := [ya]. Xo. With the corresponding scaling and translation [yoyg, '] to match
the reference points X(Q2) and X((£2') there is then an inclusion
CNY) = CcNQ) if o cq.
By the homotopy equivalence £ ~ R? we have
m(CY (), Xo(€) = 11 (CY(R?), Xo) = By,
[7]-X0(9) = [yve]-Xo = harg'v1e)-Xo = Xo. Ad 1], [1] € m(CY (), Xo()),

Xo(Q).[1] = han)-Xo = hamg el Xo = Adyg [ Xo(),  [1] € m(C™ (R?), Xo).
The actions of paths and loops in CV thus carry over to CV (Q) straightforwardly, considering
there only paths contained in CV ().

Definition 4.15 (Function space). Given an N-anyon model p: By — U(F) and a simply
connected open domain 2 C R?, the space LZ(@N (Q); F) of ideal N-anyon wave func-
tions on 2 is the closure of the space of p-equivariant smooth functions ¥ € C;OC(@N (R2); F)
with pr(supp ¥) C CV(R?) compact,

(X0 =pd)¥(X), be By, (4.14)
w.r.t. the norm || - [|z2 induced by the inner product on cN ()
. . 1 5 .
@)= [ @)W X = g [ (), () pdx (4.15)
e cN(R) N! QN

Definition 4.16 (Kinetic energy). Given an N-anyon model p: By — U(F) and a simply
connected domain 2 C R?, we define a Sobolev space H,(C"(Q); F) of wave functions ¥
with finite expected kinetic energy on ()

T3] = / V(X)) |5y dX. (4.16)
cN(Q)
This is the Hilbert space with inner product

(@, 9) 5y = /CN(Q) ((@(), W(X)) 7 + (VE(X), VU(X))per ) dX (417)
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obtained by taking the closure of smooth p-equivariant functions on CV(R?) w.r.t. the
corresponding norm,
H)(CN(Q); F) == C5o(CN; F) "

We may then define the N-anyon ground-state energy on ), N > 2,

En(Q) := inf / VU (X)|%2n dX - 0 € le(éN(Q);f),/ |U|%dX =1,.
N () cN (@)
For convenience we also define Ey(2) := 0 and the one-particle energy

Q Q

If we need to indicate the anyon model p we write ER, ().

Again, the p-equivariance (4.14) of functions assures that the integrands in (4.15), (4.16)
and (4.17) are well defined. We will also need the corresponding one-body density:

Definition 4.17 (One-body density). Let p: By — U(F) be an N-anyon model and
Q) C R? a simply connected open subset. For ¥ € L/Q)(C~N (©); F) a normalized N-body wave
function on 2 we define its one-body density on Q as the function oy € L'(Q2), where
ow(x) at x € Q is the marginal of the probability distribution [¥|% at X = {x} U X',

1
oux) = [ W XX = ot [ .
CN*l(Q\{X}) (N - 1). QN*l

It may equivalently be defined via its integral over a subset ' C Q

N
Q\l/:/ ]lx~ﬂ’ \Ilde,
// CN(Q)JZ:; (x;e} | Y F

(the expected number of particles on Q') and the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, taking
Y = B.(x),e = 0.

Definition 4.18 (Energy density). Similarly, we define for ¥ € H (CN(Q); F) a local
expected kinetic energy on Q' C Q

N
T/? QQ[\II] = / Tp’\p(x) dx = / Z ]l{xjeQ’}’vj\I/’?}? dX,
Qf ()
and its corresponding kinetic energy density T,y € LY(9),

T)w(x) ;:/ VT ({x} U X")|% dX'.
’ CN=1(O\{x})

Occasionally we shall suppress the F on the norms to make the notation less heavy.
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5. STATISTICAL REPULSION

N-2

Given an N-anyon model p: By — U(F) with associated exchange operators {Up}, "

we may define an exchange parameter for p enclosed particles
By :=min{B € [0,1] : €™ or ¢7™ is an eigenvalue of U},
and for n € {2,3,..., N} involved particles (i.e. worst case of up to n — 2 enclosed)

Qp 1= min Bp.
pe{0,1,2,.n—2}

To a simple two-particle exchange Uy = p(01) is then associated the parameter ay = 5y. In
the case of irreducible abelian anyons, with exchange phases U, = el2ptham e have

ay = min min [(2p + 1) — 2¢].
" pe{0l,...n—2} qEL 2p+1) 4

The goal of this section is to derive explicit lower bounds for the local kinetic energy in
terms of the above model-dependent parameters which quantify the strength of repulsion
among the particles due to their statistics (exchange phases).

5.1. Relative configuration space. Let Q2 C R? be a convex open set. Consider the
symmetric exchange of two particles inside €2 with the remaining IV — 2 particles fixed on €.
It is convenient to switch to relative and center-of-mass coordinates for the pair (x1,x2):

r =X — Xo, R =1(x1+x2) €9, X' = (x3,...,xy) € QV72,
x(r;R;x) == (R + %r, R - %r,x;;, . ,XN) e R?V
To keep all points in € we must restrict the values of r € R? to the subset
Qa(R;x) ={reR* : x(r;R;x) € QN AN} .
For these we have a surjection
X(r;R;X) := pr(x(r; R;¥')) = {R + %r, R - %I‘,X3, . ,XN} ecN().
However, €, is not simply connected. For example, in the case 2 = R? we have
Qe = R?\ {0,4+2(x3 — R),..., +2(xxy — R)}

and
X(Leq; 3er;3er,...,Nep) = Xo = Xo(R?),
while if Q = Qo = [0, 1]? is the unit square then Q, C [~1,1]? is a rectangle centered at
0 with up to 2N + 1 points removed symmetrically around the origin (one point being the
origin).
Note that several configurations (r; R;x’) map to the same point X (r; R;x’), and we have
for example the antipodal symmetry

X(-;R;¥) = X(r; R; X)), r € Qa(R;x).

Upon fixing R and x’ and a base point rg € Qe we may extend r — X (r; R;x’) to a smooth
map on the covering space (o (R;x") — Qe (R;¥)

r— X(f‘;R;X,) — X(r;R;X)
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such that X (#; R;x".0) = X (& R;x').b for 0 € Sy_s and some b € By. By composing with
¥ e C77 we then have a smooth map

Y = F, P(F) = V(X (F,R, X)) (5.1)

Buh(3 Zaxp Ojq :i;(a\p a\y>(X(r))

aJZ]q 87“k 8x1k 81’%

such that

where the sign depends on the order of exchange of particles 1 and 2 done in r. Namely,
the action of any 8 € 71 (e, rp) carries over to a corresponding one on X,

X(.6;R;x') = X(&; R; x').b, some b = b(f3) € By,
so that, with the transformation rule (4.8),

O (E.5) = i;p(b*)( ov. o

) &E), 5 =prd)l,

axllk B 8$2’k
and hence ]
IV(E.8)|? = Zylelf — VU |?

for any 5+ b+ pr(b) wich leaves invariant the partition {1,2},{3,4,...,N}.
Furthermore, given any r = |r| > 0 such that the full circle rS' is contained in ., we

may consider the corresponding lift of this circle to a subset in Qe isomorphic to R. By

the convexity of (2, this will be possible on any of the annuli 4, C €, defined by r € I,

In=(ro:=0,71), I = (r1,72), -y Ing—1 = (rava—1,701)s Ind = (Pag, Tmax), 0 < M < N—-2,

with 7may = dist(0, 0Q,¢) = 2dist(R, 9Q), and having written the relative distances to the
other particles in increasing order

0<r =2Xo4501) — R <12 =2X0,6502) —R| < ... <ry_2 =2[Xp,v—2) — R

for a suitable permutation o € Sy_s. )
Comparing now to the two-particle relative configuration space Cy — Cp in Example 4.2,
we have the curve R — S — S/~ = Cy (with x ~ —x) of relative angles

¢ > e(p) 1= (cos g, sinp) = {£(cos p,sinp)},
which after fixing a base point &(0) € Cp lifts to a unique curve R — Cp
p > &(p) = [1,]-€(0),  Yo(t) == {Fe(pt)}, t €[0,1].

In the same way there is for r € I, a corresponding smooth curve R — C¥(Q) — CN(Q)
obtained by taking I = ré(y) with the remaining coordinates fixed, i.e.

p > X(ré(p); Ri¥) = X (re(p); R;x).
Given a base point on the curve, for example
X (re(0); R;x') = [n)- Xo(Q) =[] Xo

for some fixed path n from X((Q) to X (re(0); R;x’) (possibly via X (rp; R;x’)), this curve
can also be represented as

o+ X(ré(p); Rix') =[] X (ré(0); R; x')
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using the path in CV ()
Ly(t) == {R+ 3ry,(t), R — 2rv,(t),xs,...,xn}, t €[0,1].

We may then define a smooth function v: R — F as the restriction of ¥ to this particular
curve,

with

Vo) =0 1810) =[5 (o = o) (rsing 5 (o = ) (reose)].

(91’11 81‘21
We also compute
N 1/ 0V ov 1/ 0w ov \ |
Ohy(re(p)) = Vi -e(p) =+ [2 (89611 - 33621) cosp + o < - ) sin 90] )

which combines with the previous expression to yield

- 1 1
Vil = 10,0 (ré(@) 5 + 51V ()5 = V1T = Vo ¥ 5. (5:3)
A two-particle exchange on Cy with winding number n € Z yields e(nw) = (—1)"e(0) and

é(nm) = [ynr].€(0) = [7x]".€(0) = €(0).[7x]",

with [yr] the generator of the respective braid group m(Cp) = Z (base point {+e(0)}).
With our corresponding curve on C™ (€2)

X (ré(nm); R; X)) = [[nn). X (1€(0); R; x') = X (€(0); R; x').b",

with b = Adyp,,,)-1([I'z]) € Bn the generator of exchange. In this case we perform con-
tinuous two-particle exchanges which are not necessarily simple but may, depending on r,
involve other particles. Topologically we have a situation similar to (3.2), i.e. I'z] ~b~ X%,
where there are p enclosed particles if r € I,. Thus the p-equivariance of ¥ € C7° implies

v(nr) = U(X(ré(nm); R;x)) = (X (r&(0); R;x).0") = p(b~")v(0)
where p(b) ~ p(X,) = Up, the corresponding two-anyon exchange operator.

5.2. Poincaré inequality. The statistical repulsion between a pair of anyons boils down
to the following simple version of the Poincaré inequality.

Lemma 5.1 (Poincaré inequality for semi-periodic functions). Let ¢ € H([0,7]; F) satisfy
the semi-periodic boundary condition

P(m) = Up(0), (5-4)
for some U € U(F), then
[ Ww@rae 2 007 [k, (55
0 0

where
Mo(U) == inf{\ € [0,1] : €™ or e™* is an eigenvalue of U}. (5.6)
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Proof. We consider the operator D on the space L%([0,7]; F) with Dy(p) = —iy)’(¢) and
domain given by functions ¢ € H* ([0, 7]; F) satisfying the b.c. (5.4). This is a self-adjoint
operator and its spectrum is given explicitly by A, = pun +2k € R, n € {1,...,dim F},
k € Z, with corresponding orthonormal eigenfunctions u, ;(¢) = enk?y,  where Uv, =
€M™ vty € (—1,1], a basis in F of eigenvectors of U. By the spectral theorem, the Lh.s.
of (5.5) is then

IDY|* = (¢, D*) > 1Hf>\2 Kl = X0 (U)? [0,
according to the definition (5.6). O

For completeness we also state a version suitable for magnetic anyon models modeled
using bosons:

Lemma 5.2 (Gauge-transformed Poincaré inequality). Let ¢ € H([0,7]; F) satisfy the
periodic boundary condition

P(m) = (0),
and assume A € C([0,7];u(F)), where u(F) are the anti-hermitian operators on F. Then
s d 2
/ (d + A) b(p) dso > Mo(U / [ ()7 dep. (5.7)
0 '
where U = expy( [y A) € U(F) is the path—ordered exponential of A.
Proof. Define the function v(p) = U(p)i(¢), where U(p) := expyp( [y A(t)dt), ie. (by

definition) U(0) = 1 and U'(p) = A(e)U(p) for all ¢ € [0,7]. Then v/(p) = 1//( ) +
A(0)Y(p), so the Lh.s. of (5.7) is [ |v/|?, and furthermore v satisfies the b.c.

v(m) = U(m)p(r) = Up(0) = Uv(0).

Now we may apply Lemma 5.1 to v and use |v| = |¢| to conclude the lemma. O
5.3. Diamagnetic inequality. Consider estimates due to a polar decomposition of F:

Lemma 5.3 (Angular diamagnetic inequality). Let ¢ € H'([0,7]; F), |[¢]r = (X4 ]wk\Q)l/z
where 1y, are the components in an ON basis of F. Then || € H'([0,7];R,),

W (@)lF = [l ()| (5-8)

pointwise a.e. on [0, 7], and thus

[ weae = [Mlvte de. (5.9)
0 0

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the usual diamagnetic inequality for functions with
values in C = R? (see e.g. [LLO1, Theorem 6.17]), i.e. pointwise a.e.

!
[(ur, u2) | = [y [* + Jup|? 2 [/ uf + s 2,

where the r.h.s. is zero if u? 4+ u3 = 0. Applied inductively,

/ /
A e L i L P 7 ey S S YA N VAT ey L
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etc., extends to F = CP = R2P. Thus, pointwise a.e.
2
W13 =D [kl = [1olF],
k

and since |¢|7 € L? and ¢’ € L? we also have || € H' and the bound (5.9). O

Lemma 5.4 (Spatial diamagnetic inequality). Let @ C R? be a simply connected Lipschitz
domain. Let ¥ € HLCN(Q)F), [Wr = (X [nl2)"?, then |U]z € HL(CN(Q);Ry)
extends to a function |¥|r € HL (QV;R,),

sym
V(X)) 2an > |V £(X) Pan

pointwise a.e. on CN(Q), and

_ i . 2
V() o dX > U] dX:/ v dx. (5.1
/CN(Q)V (X)[en _/CN(Q) |V 7(X) [gon 3 Jon VW] 5(x)|2on dx. (5.10)

Proof. The inequality (5.8) may be replaced by a derivative in any direction,
2
10569 > |0 0| 7|,
We therefore have a pointwise a.e. inequality on CV(2) as above,

2 2
|V\I/’_27:2N = Z |aj,k\p‘.27-‘ > Z |aj,k|\1/|.7:} = ‘v’\m}"Rm\J-
Jk gk

Furthermore both sides of this inequality are invariant under the action of By due to
the p-equivariance of ¥, and thus descend to CV(£2). Hence we have a function |¥|r €
Hj, (CN(Q); Ry) satisfying the bound (5.10). This extends to a function [¥|r € HL,, (N
AN;R,). We may also consider |¥|# as a function in Lgym(QN) = Lgym(QQN \ AY) and
its distributional derivative V|¥|z € H~YQY). Since H'(R?N \ AY) = HY(R?N) this
function extends to HY,(V); cf. [LS14, Lemmas 3 and 4] and more generally [LLN19,

Appendix BJ. In fact ¥ € H ; is the limit of ¥,, € CP% and the inequality (5.10) for such

,C

functions implies for the limit [¥|F € HY(QY) N H (RN \ AN) = HY(QV). O

The diamagnetic inequality shows that inf spec Tp > inf spec Tp ., l.e. bosons always

provide a lower bound to the energy, since given any ¥ € H ; (CN(Q); F) or sequence ¥,, €
Cp° converging to ¥ we obtain
Q Q
Tp [\Ijn] > Tp+ “\Pn‘f] > -E‘]p\[Jr (Q)v

and thus Ef,(Q) > EX'(Q). Furthermore, we obtain by finiteness of the integral
1
Q _ _ v |2 / _

the Sobolev embedding |¥(-,x")|r € LP(Q), 2 < p < oo, for a.e. X' € QV~1 [LLO1, Theo-
rems 8.5 and 8.8].
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5.4. Hardy inequality. We are now ready to prove our first main result concerning the
dynamics of the anyon gas, which extends the many-body Hardy inequality [LL18, Theo-
rem 1.3] for irreducible abelian anyons in the magnetic representation to arbitrary geometric
anyon models.

Theorem 5.5 (Hardy inequality for non-abelian anyons).
Let p: By — U(F) be an N-anyon model with exchange parameters (Bp)peqo,.. . N—2} and
aN = minyeqo,. N2} Bp, and let Q C R? be open and convex. Then, for any ¥ €

Hy(CN(Q); F),
VA dX > / \%i \II
.me)' 2o CNQ)§:
4 2 ! |
+N/CN<Q>Z(\%W +S o T Jox

Jj<k k

) Taon(x; Xk

i A V|4 dX,
L/mejzhé vz

where 0 < M < N — 2 and the relative annuli A, (defined in Section 5.1) depend on the
relative positions of all particles, the reduced support

X

Looa(x),Xy) == ]lB%(x ,(0) (rjk) Z]lAp rjk)

defined in terms of pairwise coordinates and distances
Ik = Xj — Xy, Xk = (x5 +x5)/2, ik = [Tkl d(x) := dist(x, 092),
while j!, denotes the first positive zero of the derivative of the Bessel function J,, satisfying
VI < gL <VaEe), =0, (5.1

Proof. We adapt the strategy of the proof of [LL18, Theorem 1.3] to functions living on the
covering space. By definition of the space H, I wlog U e C’°° where pr(supp V) is compact
in CV, i.e. W is zero close to AY. We may also use invariance of |[VW¥|? = 2251V V|2 under
the action of By and thus of Sy to replace N! copies of the integral fc N by fQ N-

Now use the parallelogram identity

- 1 1
2 2

E I\Zj’ = E |2 — z| +g

J:

1<j<k<n

n

2

J=1

2

)

valid for any z = (z;); € F", n € N, and Hilbert space F, to rewrite the kinetic energy

N
1
/QNZ\vij/de = 3 /QN 2/92 V¥ — Ve dxjdx, [ dx (5.12)
j=1

1<]<k<N l#35,k

2
dx.
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We consider the term

/ /\vqu Vo U|2dxdxy dx’ = // |V1¥ — Vo %dr dR dx’
QN-2Jq2 aN=2Ja Ja(Rix)

where, following the strategy of Section 5.1, we make the 1-to-1 coordinate transformation
to relative coordinates R € €, r € Q¢ with measure dx;dxs = drdR. Given a configuration
x' € QY and R € Q, by (5.3) it remains then to study the integral

M
/ ]V1\IJ—V2\I'\2dr:4/ |w(f)|2dr=42/ |V¢(f)2dr+4/ |Vap(F)|?dr
Qrel(R§X/) Qrel(R;Xl) p:O AP Ac

with the smooth function ¢ in (5.1) defined on the covering space Qyep and A€ := Qrel \UpA,.
On each annulus A, we write in terms of polar coordinates

B Tp+1 27 1
/A |V¢(r)]2dr = /_ /_0 <|87~w|2 + T2|8¢1/1\2> de rdr.

For the first term we use the pointwise diamagnetic inequality (5.8)

10| > |0,

while in the second we may at fixed r € I, identify |9,1|* = |[v/(p)|? for the smooth function
(5.2) of the relative angle ¢ € R which obeys the semi-periodicity

v(nm) = p(b~1)"v(0), n € Z,

with p(b~1) ~ Up_l. We stress that the choice of a base point X (r&(0); R;x’) = []. Xo(Q) =
[n'yQ].Xo for the curve used in the definition of v (respectively 1) is arbitrary since if we in-
stead took [1].Xo() = ([7]. X0(2))-[vg'n~'7'7q] they differ by the braid B = [vg'n~'1'7q]
and thus, as long as it preserves our division of the particles, we have

0, (W (X (r&(p); Rix').B)] = p(B™ )8, [¥ (X (ré(p); R;x'))],
leaving |v'(¢)|? unchanged. In the same way we have v(p + 7) = p(b~1)v(p) and thus

2 T T 2
/ WP =2 / W2 > 200(U; )2 / ]2 = 20(T)? / [of2,
0 0 0 0

by the Poincaré inequality, Lemma 5.1. Therefore

2T )\0 )
\Vu )|?dr > |Or|u H +— \ |“ | dprdr

The remainmg term can be bounded using the diamagnetic inequality,

/ |V¢!22/ |8rw|22/ AL
Ac Ac Ac
Summarizing,

M 2
2 2 5 |Y]
/QN\Vl\II—VQ\I/ dx24/QN 0,9 \+p§0:11Ap(r)/3p o |
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which, after bounding uniformly Ag(U,) = 8, > an in terms of the exchange param-
eters of the anyon model, simplifies further with the remaining support 2117\4: ola,(r) =
1g,, .. ©0)(r) = Loca(x1,x2).

The other terms in (5.12) involving the pairs (x;,xj) are exactly analogous in terms
of corresponding relative coordinates (r;x, Rjr). After collecting these we may finally use
again the By-invariance of the collection of all the terms to write the integrals on C(€2).
This proves the first bound of the theorem.

The second bound of the theorem follows exactly as in [LL18|, passing again to polar
coordinates on ), and considering u(r) = |¥(X)|r in

Tmax a? Tmax
/ (!u'|2 + g]u\2> rdr > /\/ u|? rdr.
0 r 0

The minimizer of the Rayleigh quotient satisfies the Bessel equation
—u"(r) =/ (r) /7 + v2u(r) /r? = Mu(r), u(0) =0, v (rmax) =0,
ie. u(r) = J,(j.r/rmax), with the eigenvalue A\ = (5)%/r2 .., v = ay € [0,1]. The bounds

(5.11) for j;, are given in [LL18, Appendix A]. O
Note that Theorem 5.5 implies the simpler inequality on Q = R?, ¥ € H;,
[ 4o,
| >C d Cy = ——. 5.13
N§N'/2N|XJ_X16’2X YN (519)
J

Proposition 5.6 (Counterexamples for ag = 0, global case). A Hardy inequality of the type
(5.13) cannot hold with any positive constant C in the case that p: By — U(D) is abelian
with ag = 0 or p: By — U(2) is the non-abelian Burau representation given in Section 3.7
with w =1 (g = a3 =0).

Proof. For p: By — U(D) abelian with as = 0 we may take a joint unit eigenvector
vo € CP such that p(oj)vg = vo Vj and consider the state ¥ = ®.vy € Hsym? where ®. €

Sym NC=(R2V\ AN) approximates in H! the product state ®g(x) = e~ X* = vazl e~ Pl
as € — 0. Thus ¥ is p-equivariant,

U(X.07") = @ (X)uo = ploy)¥(X),
ch ’\11’2 = (N!)_l f]RZN |(I)g|2 — C, and

1 1
T,[¥] :/CN\V\I/( )2 dX = N|/ Vo> — N!/RQN\V%P < o0,

while, due to the non-integrability of the inverse-square potential,

|2 P |?
Ly . ¥ RN’
R2N |X1 XQ’ R2N ‘Xl X2|

For N = 2 any representation is abelian and thus the above counterexample applies if
and only if ag = By = 0.

For N = 3 we consider the reduced unitarized Burau representation with F = C? and
w=1:

=3 | Ly TP w5 I s = [ ]
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Note that p(cj)®> = 1 and thus it descends to a non-abelian representation of S3 =
{1,01,092,0109,0201,010201}. The eigenvectors corresponding to eigenvalue 1 are

= 1]V3 = 1]V3 S
1)1.—2 _10> 1)2.—2 11 resp.  vg V1 = 1l

and therefore we cannot simply take a constant eigenvector as in the abelian case. Instead,
take two disjoint domains €27 and Qg in R? and define ¥(X) = ¥(pr(X)) by

W(x1,%2,X3) : Z f(x 2))9(Xs(3))p(0)v1
0ES3
= 2f(x1,%2)g(x3)v1 + 2 (x2,x3)g(x1)(—v2) + 2 (x3, %1)g(%2) (v2 — v1),
where f € HL  (R* C) supported in QF and g € H*(R%; C) supported in Q. We also used

that p(o1)ve = v1 — v2 and p(o2)vy = vy — v1. It then follows that the three terms above
are pairwise orthogonal in L/2) and

W =2 [ 176 Paxadxs | gl Pz
cs QF

1 Q2
Furthermore,

/3 E :2/2 (IVLf(x1,%2)|* + [Vaf (x1,%2)?) Xmdxz/ |g(x3)|*dxs
c 2

Q2
vz [ G [ (Vo) Pdxs
02 Qo
and V¥ is p-equivariant by definition,
X U_l Z f Xojo(1 O'JO'(2)) (x0j0(3))p(0-]2'0-)7)1 = p(O'])\I](X)
oES3

Again, by fixing g and taking f € C2°(Q; \ A?) to approximate a product state u(x;)u(x2)
where, e.g., u is the g.s. of the Dirichlet laplacian on Q1, we find that 7,[¥] stays uniformly

bounded while ) )
v
/ ‘ ‘ . > / ‘f(XhX?)L XmdXQ/ |g|2
RS X1 — X o2 [x1—x 2

grows unboundedly. This contradicts the validity of the Hardy inequality (5.13) for any
positive value of the constant Cpy. O

Proposition 5.7 (Counterexamples for o = 0, local case). In the case that p: By — U(D)
is abelian with p(a]l) ~ diag(e"™)D_, we have
E%(Q) < min  EZ"(Q
@) < min By (©),
with
1+ Z7(N - 2)a
(1—2raN)?

and thus for Q = [0,1)% (and in fact for any bounded convex ) the Hardy inequality of
Theorem 5.5 necessarily trivializes for as = By = 0.

ER(10,1]%) < 2xN(N — 1)a if0<a< (2rN)™, (5.14)
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Proof. Use the abelian magnetic representation (4.13) to estimate for any 1 <n < D

E%(Q) < inf {T% (@] : @5 € Oy (RPV\ AN, /

D,,|> = 1} = B} (9Q).
()

The bound (5.14) for the abelian energy on © = [0,1]? was proved in [LS18, Lemma 3.2]
using a Dyson-type ansatz [Dys57]. In fact, if 7, = 0 and Q C R? bounded we may
take a sequence of ®, € C2 (R*N \ AM) approximating the constant function ® =

¢,sym
(|2/N/N1)~1/2 such that

1
/CN ®,[2 =1, T&[@n]ZM/Nw%F—m,
() sJa

yielding EX,(©2) = 0. O

Remark 5.8. The question concerning the behavior of the optimal constant in (5.13) for
N — oo and a, = 0 is an interesting but difficult open problem (in fact open even for
fermions with a,, = 1 [FHOLSO06]). It is a consequence of the uncertainty principle that in
the ground state we must also consider exchanges U, with p > 0 enclosed particles (this
was ignored in some earlier scenarios [FM88], [FM89, p.212-213] resp. [GMO04] for anyonic
exclusion). One may note that Theorem 5.5 seems to premiere clustering states where some
of the annuli A, can have a higher weight if 3, < 8. This has been discussed to some extent
in [LS13b, Lunl7, LL18, Lunl9], and it would be even more relevant for point-attractive
anyons (cf. Remark 4.7). Actually only the latter form of the Hardy inequality relies on
the regularity assumptions on ¥ at A" implied by the Friedrichs extension. See also the
remarks following Lemma 5.12 below.

5.5. Scale-covariant energy bounds. The goal of this subsection is to use the positivity
of the anyonic energy due to the repulsion from the Hardy inequality for just a few particles
to derive positivity and in fact a quadratic growth for large numbers of particles. We
are here guided by the scale-covariant method introduced in [L.S18] and formulated quite
generally in [LLN19] (see also [Lunl19, Sec. 5.5]):

Lemma 5.9 (Covariant energy bound; [LLN19, Lemma 4.1]). Assume that to any
n € No and any cube Q C R? there is associated a non-negative number (‘energy’) e,(Q)
satisfying the following properties, for some constant s > 0:
e (scale-covariance) e,(\Q) = A\™%%¢,,(Q) for all X > 0;
e (translation-invariance) e, (Q + x) = e, (Q) for all x € R%;
e (superadditivity) For any collection of disjoint cubes {Qj}}]:l such that their union
is a cube,

~ {n;}eNd st >mi=n T

e (a priori positivity) There exists ¢ > 0 such that e, (Q) > 0 for alln > q.

J J
en(U Qj) > min > en (Q));
j=1 j=1

There then exists a constant C > 0 independent of n and Q such that
en(Q) > ClQI™>/ ! H2/4yn > .
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Note that scale-covariance with s = 1 as well as translation-invariance follows directly
from the definition of the anyonic energy En(£2):

Lemma 5.10 (Covariance). Given Q C R? open and simply connected, x € R? and X > 0,
we have

Ex(AQ +x) = A\ 2Ex(Q). (5.15)

Proof. Denote Q) := AQ + x. For X = {x1,...,xy} € CV(Q) we have X, := \X +x €
CN(QA) and for X € CV(Q) an equivalence class of paths from Xo(Q) to X = pr(X) we
have Xy := AX +x € CN () a _corresponding translated and scaled equivalence class of
paths from Xo(Q)) to Xy = pr(Xy). Given ¥y € H} () we define ¥(X) := MWy (Xy).
Then, using dX, = A>VdX, we have an L/% isomorphism

Lo wOBax = [ @)X,
CN(Q) CN ()
and, with the corresponding rescaling in (4.5),
/ V(X)) |5y dX = >\2/ IVU,(X))|Z2n d X,
cN(Q) CN ()

and wice versa by inversion (\,x) — (A~ —x). Applied to a sequence of minimizers yields

(5.15). O

Lemma 5.11 (Superadditivity). For K > 2, let {Qx}5 | be a collection of disjoint, convex
subsets of R2. For any 7t € N with >pnk =N, let 1 denote the characteristic function
of the subset of CN (R?) where exactly ny, of the points X = {x1,...,Xn} are in Q, for all
1<k<K. Let

K
=3 B () 1a(X),
i k=1
and assume Q := UrSY, is also conver. We then have
/ V|2 2/ W2 (5.16)
CN(Q) CN(Q)
for any ¥ € H; (CN(Q)), and in particular
K
En(Q) > min Y B, ().
" k=1

Proof. Using that 1 =Y~ 1; on C¥(Q), we have for any ¥ € C';’OC(CNN)
/ VU2 dX = Z/ V|15 dX, (5.17)
e (Q) eV (Q)

where for any X = [7].Xo(Q) € CN(Q)

IVI(X)|* 17 = Z > IV (X)L

k=1 j:x;€Qy
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Hence for each 7, the integral to be considered is

Z/ / > IV (X)) dXglzdXy. (5.18)
N7 (Q\Q) JCME () 5, %, EQ

Fixing the set of points X¢ € CN7(Q \ Q) and considering the set Xj € C™ () s.t.
X = Xj, U X¢, we have by X = [7].X((Q) a path v in Q where ny, of the points at X' (Q)
move into Q and N — ny into 2\ Q. Any such path can equivalently be taken via first
acting on X{¥(Q) with a braid b € By, then selecting a partition of particles at X{¥(Q),
say {1,...,nk},{ng +1,..., N}, then moving the former set of points via X)* () to Xy
and the latter via X(])V T (Qr) to Xg for some k' # k. Note that any additional encircling
of the points in X}, around the fixed set X in this process may be taken care of by writing
the corresponding action of [v;] € 71 (C™ (Q \ X£), X1,) on Xy — Xj as XV (Q).b for some
b € By (actually in the subgroup of the pure braid group which keeps the indices fixed).
Furthermore, any Xj € C™ () can be represented as Xy = [vg]. X*(Q) for a path vy,
of ng points in Q and using XSL’“ (Q).p if it is a loop S € By, — By. In this way we
construct a surjective map

C™ () x CN7™(Q\ Qi) x By 3 (X, X5, b) = X € pr~ ' (supp 1,) € CV(Q).

Hence, if we define for a fixed X*(Q) and X{ with fixed lift to X € CV(€) the function
U (Xg) := ¥(X) we have
\Pk(Xkﬁ) = \I/(Xﬁ) = p(ﬁil)\llk()zk)
Note that it is also defined in a neighborhood of C™ (). By making a smooth cut-off on

), away from the points X; we may consider this a smooth function on C"™ (R?) which is
p-equivariant and with compact support pr(supp Wx). It is therefore in H; (C™ (Q); F).

Further,
ny
DIV = Y Ve,

j=1 Jix;€Q
for X € supp1;. Then
/ Z VU5 (Xp) | Xy > Enk(Qk)/ W] d Xy,
cme () 52 C"k ()

and after putting this back into the original integral (5.18) and (5.17), and using that
|W|? = |¥|?, we obtain the bound (5.16) in terms of the scalar and By-symmetric potential
w. O

In the sequel we denote simply by Ey := En([0,1]?) the N-anyon energy on the unit
square with a given anyon model. Our starting point for positivitity is the following bound
originally derived for abelian anyons in [LL18]:

Lemma 5.12 (Bound for Ey directly from Hardy; [LL18, Lemma 5.3]). For v > 0 let j.,
denote the first positive zero of the derivative of the Bessel function J,, satisfying (5.11).
There exists a function f: [0, (j5])%] — Ry satisfying

t/6 < f(t)<2mt  and  f(t) =2mt(1 - Ot?)) ast— 0,
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such that

En = f((an)*) (N = 1) (5.19)
Proof. After splitting the energy T, = kT, + (1 — k)T, and applying the diamagnetic in-
equality Lemma 5.4 to the first part, and the Hardy inequality of Theorem 5.5 in the later
form to the second part, the proof is identical to that of [LL18, Lemma 5.3], where one
expresses the bosonic N-particle energy as (N — 1)/2 copies of the two-particle energy, and
defines (where subsequently t = j(’XQN)

pyimg swp int [ (W IVl 4 (1

2 ke(0.1) Jgz IW1P=1Jq

Laoa(x1,x2)

2
5(X12)2 WJ| > XmdXQ.

The energy of the corresponding Schrodinger operator (with singular potential) on L?(Q3)
is then estimated in a standard way using projection on the constant function, yielding the
bounds for f(t) stated in the lemma (see also Figure 1.2). O

Remark 5.13. We could replace the above bound by one which takes more of the particle
distribution into account. Namely, after making a cut-off around the diagonals on the
otherwise singular Hardy term we can take the average (i.e. expectation in the bosonic g.s.)

M 1
Z/N > B ]lApﬂBE(O)C(rjk)TTan

j<k Q0 p=0 ik
which is finite and greater than the one used in obtaining the above bounds for f. However,

we will be using the lemma mainly for N = 2, where nothing is gained by this, and use a
different route to derive a bound for En depending on Es and thus as = 5y only.

Remark 5.14. In fact, it was pointed out in [LS18, Proposition 4.6] that Lemma 5.12 gives
the correct behavior to leading order for N = 2 and as — 0 as it is matched by the upper
bound (5.14) of Proposition 5.7 (for N = 2 it is effectively abelian) to yield

Ey = 471042(1 + O(aé/‘g)) as ag — 0.

In other words, the energy per particle is asymptotically 2mwas.

Given that ay < ag for all N > 2, the bound (5.19) will be trivial if ag = 0, i.e. if
E5> = 0. On the other hand, if ay > 0 and thus Es > 0 then it is in fact sufficient to yield
positivity Exy > 0 for all N > 2:

Lemma 5.15 (A priori bounds in terms of Fs; [LS18, Lemma 4.3]). For any N > 3 we

have

23 ()5

En 2 2 (N N-2
(r+4VE:) +(5) () B

)

and thus En > 0 if E5 > 0.

The proof is exactly analogous to the abelian case, [Lunl3, Proposition 2] and [LS18,
Lemma 4.3], where we split the unit square Qp in K = 4 smaller squares and use covariance
(5.15) and superadditivity (5.16), with

4
WZWQ ::4EQZ Z ]lﬁ,

k=1nmng=2
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(for each k, we keep only the terms in W for which n; = 2), and

N-2
Wy = Es Ny (3 .
QN 2 4
0

Then we use the diamagnetic inequality of Lemma 5.4 to estimate the energy Ey in terms
of a standard bosonic or distinguishable particle problem, yielding the claimed bound (see
[LS18, Lemma 4.3] for details).

Lemma 5.16 (Covariant energy bound). Given a sequence of anyon models pn: By —
U(Fn) with two-anyon exchange parameters as(N) > ag > 0 (it could depend on the total
number N of particles but must then be uniformly bounded from below), the local N -anyon
energy En(Q) on squares Q satisfies the criteria of Lemma 5.9 with s =1 and q = 1 and
therefore there exists a constant C = C(a2) > 0 such that

Exy>CN? N>2.

For an explicit bound on this constant we will use the original method of [LS18, Lemma 4.8-
4.9] and the local exclusion principle.

5.6. Local exclusion principle. Given ¥ € H ;(C~N (€2)), recall that it defines a corre-
sponding one-body density gy € L'(2) and a kinetic energy density T,y € L*(Q2) (Defini-
tions 4.17 and 4.18).

Lemma 5.17 (Local exclusion principle for non-abelian anyons). Given a sequence
of anyon models pn: By — U(Fy) with exchange parameters oy, = miny, 3, (they may all
depend on N ), the local n-anyon energy E, = ER¥(Qo) on the unit square satisfies

E, > Cy(pn)n, 4<n<N, (5.20)
where
1 1
Calpn) == Zmln{EQ,Eg,E4} > Zmln{Eg,O 147} > c(ag) = fmln{f ]a2 ,0.147} .

Furthermore, for any simply connected open domain € C R? and any square Q C Q, any
N > 1 and L*-normalized ¥ € leN (CN(Q); Fn) with one-particle density oy on §2, we have

QCO C(pn) %) dx —
resoy) > SO (/Qm d 1)+, (5.21)

where
C(pn) == maX{C’4(pN),f ]aN }>max{ mln{f ]a2 0147} f( ]QN }

Proof. By splitting the unit square Q) into four equally large squares Qy, |Qr| = |Qol/4,
one may derive from scale-covariance and superadditivity the recursive bound
E,>4 i Ep,.
"= me{n/4f}11}érll+1,...,n} "
From this and a priori positivity follows the linear bound (5.20) (see [LS18, Lemma 4.8] for
details). The bound on Cy(pn) in terms of By > f(j/2) follows from Lemma 5.15, where
the posmve root of (m +4y/z)? + 2z = 97% is « > 0.147. Furthermore one may bound
c(az) > 2 min{as/3,0.147} using (5.11) and the bounds on f in Lemma 5.12.
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For (5.21) we use the decomposition of the energy into particles in @ and in Q° = Q\ @,

T y] _/CN ZW\IJ )1 ix,e0p 4X

:Z/ / SV U(R) A 1 dXS
— Jen-m(qe) Jem (@

)Jl“EQ

and proceed similarly to the proof of superadditivity (Lemma 5.11), with Q; = @ and
Qi>1 C Q° (e.g. splitting Q° along the coordinate axes). Thus,

e UES Y| En (@) | P 0
— ni

CcN—-m (Qc)
Now use that from scale-covariance and (5.20)
En(Q) > QI Culpn)(n — 1)y forall0 <n < N,

while from our earlier Lemma 5.12

En(@Q) > 1QI7 (e )(n—=1)4 > QI f(if)(n —1)4 forall0<n < N.
Defining the induced n-particle probability distribution on @, n € {0,1,..., N},

=) / / |U(X)2dX 15 dXS, (5.22)
N— nl(Qc Cnl )

nni=n

with Zﬁ[:o pp = 1 and Zfzvzo np, = fQ 0w, we may use the convexity of z — (z — 1)+ to
obtain

N
T[] > 37 Q17 Clpn)(n — 1)pn = QI Clon) (npa — 1)1
n=0

which proves (5.21). O

6. THE IDEAL NON-ABELIAN ANYON GAS

6.1. The homogeneous gas. The (zero-temperature) homogeneous anyon gas on a
domain €2 is defined by taking a ground state W of the kinetic energy TPQ, either with
Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. As N — oo and || — oo while keeping
the mean density g := N/|Q| fixed (the thermodynamic limit) one expects on general
grounds the one-body density oy to tend to the constant g, regardless of the shape of
(reasonable) 2 and the choice of b.c. (at least on average over large enough scales; cf. the
almost-bosonic limit [CDLR19]).

Definition 6.1 (Dirichlet energy). Given an N-anyon model p: By — U(F) and a simply
connected domain Q C R?, we define the Dirichlet Sobolev space H ;70(C~N (Q); F), of
wave functions ¥ € Lz vanishing on the boundary 9Q and with finite expected local kinetic
energy on (2, as the closure of the space of functions ¥ € Cﬁ(éN (Q)) (with pr(supp ¥)
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compactly supported in CV(Q2)) in the H ;—norm. Taking the infimum of T l?[\ll] of such
functions defines the Dirichlet ground-state energy on 2

En(Q) := inf {/ IVU(X) |3y dX - 0 € H;O(éN(Q)),/ |U|%dX = 1} , N>2,
cN(Q) ' cN(Q)

also Eo(Q) := 0, and E1(Q) :=inf { [, [VU|?: ¥ € HJ (4 F), o V]2 =1}.
Since CE?:(CN'N(Q)) - CS%(L:’N(RQ)) we trivially have
En(Q) < En(Q),

where, to distinguish the two, we refer to En(€2) as the Neumann energy on Q. We
also note that the one-body energy F; with fiber F = CP is the same as E; with F = C
or F = R,. This follows by decomposing |[V¥[?2 = 2 |V ¥, |2 w.r.t. a basis in F, i.e.

Tolgr(or) = @ To| g1 (0;c)> and using the standard diamagnetic inequality, [VW¥| > [V[¥|].

Lemma 6.2 (Subadditivity). Let Qx, k = 1,..., N be pairwise disjoint and simply con-
nected subsets of R2, and assume Q = UpQi is also simply connected. If p: By — U(F)
s an arbitrary geometric N-anyon model then

N
En(Q) <) Eif().
k=1

Proof. Let up € C°(Q;C) and v € F, |v| = 1, and consider the subset 2 = H,ivzl Q) CR?V
where x; is localized on €; (thus making all particles distinguishable). Fix a representative
xq € €. This point is in 1-to-1 correspondence to Xy (and Xo(2)) by means of a simple
path 7o in CV, and any action of b € By on X induces a permutation Q.pr(b) in R?V and
a lift Q.b in CV. Thus, by the disjointness of €, we can write the set of pre-images in CV

prtpr(Q) = |_| Q.b.
beBn

Define for X € Q (b= 1)

U(X) = up(x1)ug(x2) ... un(xn)v
and on Q.b for b # 1
U(X.b):= p(b~Hy(X).
Then we have a p-equivariant function such that for any X X= {x1,...,xn}, x5 € Qj,
[U(X)P = Jur(x) - fun ()
and
IVO(X)? = [V (x) Pua(x2)? - fun () P s () P v (ev-1) PV ().

Thus, normalizing fR2 lux|?> = 1 and taking sequences of u;, converging to the respective
ground states on , realizing E(§2), we obtain the upper bound of the lemma. O
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Theorem 6.3 (Uniform bounds for the homogeneous anyon gas). For any sequence of N -
anyon models py: By — U(Fn) with n-anyon exchange parameters oy = an(N) € [0,1]
we have the uniform bounds

%C(pN)N2(1 ~O(N7Y) < Ex(Qo) < En(Qo) < 2m*N*(1+O(N1/?)), (6.1)
where

C(pn) = max {Ca(pn), f(iy)} > maX{ min { f(ji7,),0.147} , £ (42, }

Remark 6.4. By scale-covariance, the g.s. energy per particle and unit density in the ther-
modynamic limit N — oo, Q = [~L/2, L/2]?, L — oo at fixed density g = N/|Q| is then

e({pn}) = lim inf By /N, max{ min { £(j2) 0.147},f<jgi>}Se<{pN}>szw%

where a, are the liminf of ay,(pn) as N — oo.

Remark 6.5. One can improve the upper bound in the case that the anyon model is trans-
mutable and with a small statistics parameter, by treating the magnetic potential as a weak
interaction and using techniques for weakly interacting Bose gases [Dys57, LSSY05]. This
was done for almost-bosonic abelian anyons in [LS18, Lemma 3.2].

Proof. Given sub- and superadditivity and the local exclusion principle, the method to
derive these bounds via splitting into smaller boxes is quite standard; we follow [LS18,
Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 4.9].

For the lower bound, let K € N and split Qg into K? smaller squares Qy, k = 1,..., K2,
of equal size |Qy| = K 2. By superadditivity Lemma 5.11 and scale-covariance Lemma 5.10
we have for any state ¥ € Hl(éN(Qo); Fn)

K2 N

2 2p w2 — w2 ) '
L, 7Y >§ZK B [ ¥R = KPS Eupa(8:Q0, (62

k=1n=0

where p,, is the induced n-particle probability distribution on Qy, defined in (5.22). Define
also the average distribution of particle numbers

K2

Yo=K pa(T5Qp),

k=1

normalized
N N
=1, > ny=N/K>=:pq,
n=0 n=0

which is the expected number of particles on any one of the smaller squares. Hence the
r.h.s. of (6.2) is, by Lemma 5.17 and convexity, bounded from below by

N

K> Clpn)(n— 1) 17 > Clpn) K (Z nYn — 1) = C(pn)N?pg*(pQ — 1)+
n=0
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Optimizing then pg ~ 2 by our choice of K, we take K := [1/N/2] and obtain 2(1 +
V2/N)72 < pg < 2, and thus

Ex > Clow)N*; (20+ VEIN? = (L+ V)Y,

which proves the claimed lower bound.

For the upper bound let K be the smallest integer such that N < K2, and again split
the unit square Qo = [0, 1]? into K? smaller squares Q of equal size. By subadditivity
Lemma 6.2 and the well-known one-body energy E1(Qg) = 272 of the Dirichlet ground
state u(z,y) = sin(mz) sin(7y), we obtain

N K2
En(Qo) <) Ei(Qu)+ Y. Eo(Qk) = NK?2r < N(1 4+ VN)*27?
k=1 k=N+1

by scale-covariance. This proves the claimed upper bound. O

With our results of Corollaries 3.11-3.12 respectively Section 3.6, and bounds for f and
Jji,, we have then

Corollary 6.6. For Fibonacci anyons the exchange parameters are ag = [y = 3/5 and
any = 1 =1/5 for N >3, and hence (6.1) holds with C(pn) > 1/15 for N > 3.

Corollary 6.7. For Ising anyons the exchange parameters are any = [y = 1/8 for all
N > 2, and hence (6.1) holds with C(pn) > 1/24 for N > 2.

Corollary 6.8. For Clifford anyons the exchange parameters are ay = [y = 1/4 for
2 < N <4and ay = 3 =0 for N > 5, and hence (6.1) holds with C(py) > 1/48 for
N >5.

Remark 6.9. Note that the numerical estimate of f(j/2) in Figure 1.2 gives significant
improvements to these analytical lower bounds for C'(py):

C(phibonacely > () 35, C(pi\s,ing) >0.25, respectively C(p§iford) > 0.147/4.

Let us make some additional remarks concerning the sharper first form of the Hardy in-
equality of Theorem 5.5 and Remark 5.13. While Ising anyons exhibit a uniform statistical
repulsion with /3, independent of p, Fibonacci and in particular Clifford anyons could in prin-
ciple prefer to cluster to minimize their repulsion, just like we consider this also a possible
preferred behavior (balanced by the uncertainty principle) for abelian anyons with a, < «
[LS13b, Lunl7]. We also note in a similar way that the statistical repulsion of Majorana
fermions v in the Ising model is potentially weakened to some probability, Uy, = +1 by
(3.8), thus allowing for pairing to happen on larger scales.

6.2. Lieb—Thirring inequality. In the case that the gas is not homogeneous, such as if
an additional external scalar potential is added to the Hamiltonian (4.1), a very powerful
bound is given by the Lieb—Thirring inequality, which estimates the kinetic energy of ¥
locally at x € R? in terms of the homogeneous gas energy at the corresponding density
ow(x) (for fermions that would be the famous Thomas—Fermi appoximation (1.12)). The
bound combines the uncertainty principle and the exclusion principle into a uniform bound
for arbitrary N-anyon states ¥ € H ;.
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Theorem 6.10 (Lieb—Thirring inequality for ideal anyons). There exists a constant
C > 0 such that for any number of particles N > 1, for any N-anyon model p: Bny — U(Fn)
with 2-particle exchange parameter as € [0,1] (which may depend on N ), and for any L>-
normalized N -anyon state ¥ € H; ((fN; FN), we have

T,[¥] > Cas /R ) 0w (x)? dx . (6.3)

Furthermore, given a one-body potential V: R* — R and V(X) = Zjvzl V(x;),

. A ~ 1
inf spec (T, + V') > 1Ca /]R2 V_(x)? dx, (6.4)

where V_ := max{—V,0}.

Remark 6.11. For bosons, with ay = 0, the inequality (6.3) cannot hold with any better
constant since for product states (1.2) the Lh.s. is N [ |Vu|? while oy (x) = N|u(x)[? in the
r.h.s., so the ratio cannot be better than Cgns/N — 0, where

fR? [Vaul?

Cans =
wEH(R2): fyo [uf2=1  [po ul*

is the optimal constant of the corresponding Gagliardo-Nierenberg-Sobolev inequality for
N =1.

Remark 6.12. We expect that the optimal constant C' in (6.3) is on the order of 27, which
is the Thomas-Fermi constant in 2D and is obtained in Weyl’s law (1.6) for the sum of the
eigenvalues of the Laplacian on a bounded domain (although recall also our remarks after
(1.12)). The standing conjecture for fermions [LT76] is that the optimal constant is slightly
smaller and equal to Cgng (which is only known numerically). However, proving this even
for fermions is a difficult open problem; see e.g. [Fra20] for a recent review.

We prove Theorem 6.10 as an application of the local exclusion principle, Lemma 5.17,
combined with a local version of the uncertainty principle for bosons or distinguishable
particles. The method was introduced for abelian anyons in [LS13a] and goes back to
Dyson and Lenard’s approach to the proof of the stability of fermionic matter [DL67,
Lemma 5]. We could simply replace [LS13a, Lemma 8] by our Lemma 5.17, however we
give for completeness a more immediate proof from [LNP16] formulated using a covering
lemma (see [Lunl9] for a more detailed exposition of this local approach to Lieb-Thirring
inequalities).

Lemma 6.13 (Local uncertainty principle [LS13a, Lemma 9-10], [LS14, Lemma 14]).

For arbitrary d > 1 and N > 1 let ¥ be a wave function in H'(RN), normalized [pan |¥|? =
1, and let Q be an arbitrary cube in R. Then there exists a constant C; > 0 depending
only on d, such that

y N Joog 1
4
TOQQR [\Il]:/ Z\vj\m?n{xjemdx > 029 T Q/d/ 0w, (6.5)
RaN 4 (f 0 ) 11Q)| Q
Q \'
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with the one-body density
N
2
Q\I/(X) = Z/ ‘\If(Xl, sy X1, X X e ,XN)‘ H ka.
j=1 TR k]

Lemma 6.14 (Covering lemma [LNP16]). Let 0 < f € L'(RY) be a function with compact
support such that [pa f > A > 0. Then the support of f can be covered by a collection of

disjoint cubes {QY} in R? such that

/QfSA, vQ

S ([, 0[] =

for alla >0 and 0 < ¢ < A2~%, where

2dq 2da -1
b=(1—-—|—7———>>0.
< A )2da+zd—2 ~
Proof of Theorem 6.10. If aa = 0 the theorem is trivially true, and otherwise we have

E>(Q) > 0 and thus a non-trivial local exclusion principle on squares ) given by Lemma 5.17
with C, > ¢(az) > 0. By definition of the space H, we may w.l.o.g. assume ¥ is smooth

and

and the projection by pr of its support to CV contained in the projection by pr of some
large cube Q¥, Qr = [-L, L]

Let g=1and A =5. If N <A, then (6.3) follows immediately from (6.5) with Q = Qy,,
L — oco. If N > A, then we can apply Lemma 6.14 with f = oy and @ = 1, and obtain a
collection of disjoint cubes {Q} covering Q. Using that

T,[0] =) T7<9r[v]
Q

and the diamagnetic inequality of Lemma 5.4
T,[%] > To [| ¥ 7], ou|, = 0v,
and finally combining the bounds (6.5) and (5.21), we obtain

Jooh 11 +Zcégp|)[/629q’(x)dx_1k
)

17&2 0u - a@ QQ\IJ

e+ DTH[¥] > > [C
Q

Jre 04
> JR2 FW
>eC A
for any fixed constant € > 0 satisfying ¢ < C1C(p)b. Taking

e = Cybmin{an/12,0.147/4, (C1b) 7'}

proves the first inequality (6.3) with C' = Cy min{C1b,1}/120 > 0.
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For the second inequality (6.4) we use a well-known equivalence of the bounds, namely
by Cauchy-Schwarz and simple optimization

(w. (T, +V)w) —Tp[\II]—/R2 vgq,z:rp[xy]—/ﬂgzyv_\gq,

2
L3

2 2 1/2 2 1/2 1 2
> o — ‘/ > — ‘/

which is a uniform bound in N provided that ay = ag(NV) stays uniformly bounded away

from zero.
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