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We study proximity coupling between a superconductor and counter-propagating gapless modes
arising on the edges of Abelian fractional quantum Hall liquids with filling fraction v = 1/m (with
m an odd integer). This setup can be utilized to create non-Abelian parafermion zero-modes if the
coupling to the superconductor opens an energy gap in the counter-propagating modes. However,
when the coupling to the superconductor is weak an energy gap is opened only in the presence of
sufficiently strong attractive interactions between the edge modes, which do not commonly occur in
solid state experimental realizations. We therefore investigate the possibility of obtaining a gapped
phase by increasing the strength of the proximity coupling to the superconductor. To this end, we
use an effective wire construction model for the quantum Hall liquid and employ renormalization
group methods to obtain the phase diagram of the system. Surprisingly, at strong proximity coupling
we find a gapped phase which is stabilized for sufficiently strong repulsive interactions in the bulk
of the quantum Hall fluids. We furthermore identify a duality transformation that maps between
the weak coupling and strong coupling regimes, and use it to show that the gapped phases in both

regimes are continuously connected through an intermediate proximity coupling regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological quantum computation (TQC) utilizes non-
local encoding of quantum information in a quantum
many-body system. Such encoding protects the informa-
tion from degradation due to interaction with an envi-
ronment, and allows for logical operations with topolog-
ically robust precision [1, 2]. In particular, TQC can be
implemented using topologically ordered phases of mat-
ter of two-dimensional (2D) systems [3-6], which har-
bour quasiparticles with non-Abelian exchange statistics,
called non-Abelian anyons. In such systems the quantum
gates are executed by exchanges of well-separated anyons
and their action on the quantum memory depends only
on the topology of the space-time paths of the quasiparti-
cles. In this manner the quantum memory and gates are
robust to local errors and local decoherence processes,
thus enjoying topological protection.

Topologically ordered phases exhibit a wide variety of
non-Abelian anyons. The simplest non-Abelian topologi-
cal order is the Ising topological order, which, along with
its simplicity, does not admit a universal set of quantum
gates which are topologically protected [7]. The Ising
topological order is predicted to occur in the fractional
quantum Hall (FQH) effect at filling v = 5/2 [8] and in
2D spin systems [9]. Topologically ordered phases fea-
turing anyons that admit topologically protected univer-
sal gate sets have been predicted to occur in other FQH
states [10, 11].

Closely related platforms for TQC can be realized
using defects in 2D topological phases of matter [12].
Certain types of defects are often referred to as “non-
Abelian”. For these types of defects, the ground state
degeneracy grows exponentially with the number of de-
fects, and topologically protected unitary operations in
the ground state manifold can be performed by adiabat-
ically changing the couplings between the defects. No-

tably, superconductivity play an important role in the
realization of many types of non-Abelian defects, mainly
due to the experimental accessibility of superconductors
(SC) and the simplicity and success of the theory of
superconductivity. The first and simplest examples of
these are non-Abelian defects that bind local Majorana
zero-modes. Notable predictions of Majorana zero-modes
in SC systems are Abrikosov vortex cores of p + ip su-
perconductors [13, 14], topological insulators in proxim-
ity to superconductors [15-17] or ends of semiconductor
nanowires [18—-21]. In recent years, experimental signa-
tures of Majorana zero-modes have been accumulating
[22-29]. While these results are encouraging, the topo-
logically protected transformations supported by Majo-
rana zero-modes are closely related to those enabled by
Ising anyons, and thus do not admit a universal set of
gates. This motivates an ongoing search for TQC plat-
forms which go beyond the Majorana paradigm.

An important route towards this goal involves super-
conducting defects in Abelian FQH states. Such defects
were shown to bind parafermion zero-modes, which can
be used to implement a richer set of topologically pro-
tected set of gates than their Majorana counterparts [30—
34]. For instance, a system of parafermions may imple-
ment an entangling gate (analogous to a controlled-NOT
gate) using only exchange operations, which is not possi-
ble using Majorana zero-modes [31]. While parafermions
do not support a universal gate set, they can be used as
building blocks for obtaining topologically ordered phases
which do support universal TQC [35].

The main ingredient in realizing superconducting de-
fects in Abelian FQH are counter-propagating edge states
proximity coupled to a superconductor. Realizing a de-
fect requires that the coupling opens an energy gap in
the edge states. The defect consists of a finite segment
of induced superconductivity in the edge states, flanked
by regions in which the edge states are gapped due



to backscattering [30-33] (which essentially removes the
edge states in these regions). Parafermion zero-modes are
bound to the ends of the superconducting segment. Re-
cent experimental progress has pursued realizations of su-
perconducting defects in a variety of topological phases:
superconductors coupled to two edge states exposed in a
trench of integer quantum Hall (IQH) states in graphene
[36], graphene bilayers [37], GaAs-heterostructure sys-
tems [38] and most recently superconductors coupled to
two edge states of FQH states in graphene [39]. Other
possible routes that utilize the counter-propagating edges
have been proposed in 2D topological insulators [40, 41]
and quantum spin Hall insulators [42].

Blueprints for parafermions based on superconducting
defects in FQH edge states encapsulate an intrinsic and
important difficulty, as the superconducting gap does not
necessarily form under common conditions found in most
condensed matter systems. The difficulty of inducing a
superconducting gap can be understood by considering
two limits. When the coupling between the SC and the
FQH edge states is weak, repulsive interactions between
the edge states impede a superconducting gap. Con-
versely, in the limit of strong coupling of the edge states
to a SC, one might expect the region near the SC to join
the superconducting condensate and push the FQH edge
modes away from the system edge and further into the
bulk. In both limits, the region proximity coupled to a
SC may remain gapless, yielding a system that cannot
host parafermion zero-modes. Therefore, an important
question is whether it is possible to induce a supercon-
ducting gap in the FQH edge states, and what are the
appropriate conditions for obtaining such a gap.

Here, we consider these questions for the case of FQH
states at filling fraction v = 1/3 (our results can be gen-
eralized to v = 1/m for odd m). We show that a super-
conducting gap can be induced in the edge states at this
filling fraction under appropriate conditions, in the limit
of strong proximity coupling. Surprisingly, the conditions
we find involve a range of sufficiently strong repulsive in-
teractions in the bulk of the FQH states. To obtain these
results, we model the 2D system via an effective coupled-
wires Hamiltonian [43]. This allows us to probe the two
limits of weak and strong coupling to the SC. In the limit
of weak coupling to the SC we show that repulsive inter-
actions thwart the superconducting gap, while a gap can
be obtained for sufficiently strong attractive interactions.
However, in the limit of strong coupling to the SC, even
though the edge states are indeed pushed towards the
bulk, a residual coupling between them opens a super-
conducting gap if the strength of the repulsive interac-
tions in the bulk of the FQH states are within a specific
range.

Additionally, we identify a duality of our model. This
duality allows us to show that the gapped phases that oc-
curs in the limit of weak and strong proximity coupling
to the SC (which require attractive and repulsive interac-
tions, respectively) are adiabatically connected, and both
are capable of hosting parafermion zero-modes.
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FIG. 1. TIllustration of two FQH slabs coupled by proxim-
ity to a SC. Panel (a) depicts the situation in the regime of
weak proximity coupling to the SC, for which the edge modes
remain gapless. Panel (b) illustrates a possible scenario in
the regime of strong coupling to the SC, in which the region
near the SC becomes superconducting due to the proximity
effect thereby “pushing” the gapless edge modes deeper into
the bulk of the FQH slabs.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IT we give the
physical picture and summary of our results. In Sec. III
we derive a quasi-one dimensional model from a coupled-
wires construction and discuss strategies of analyzing the
two regimes of weak and strong proximity coupling. In
Sec. IV we discuss the IQH case and present most of the
tools we will use in the FQH case. In Sec. V we analyze
and present our results for the FQH case of v = 1/3,
in the weak and strong proximity coupling regimes. In
Sec. VI we discuss the duality between the weak and
strong proximity coupling regimes and use it determine
the nature of the gapped phase we identify in the strong
proximity coupling limit. In Sec. VII we discuss our re-
sults and relate them to experimental realizations and
the limit studied numerically in Ref. [44].

II. SUMMARY OF MAIN RESULTS

The difficulty in inducing a superconducting gap in
counter-propagating FQH edge modes can be under-
stood by examining an effective one dimensional model
for these modes. Consider two FQH droplets at filling
v = 1/m for odd m (also called the Laughlin states [45])
weakly coupled along their edges to a SC. Tunneling of
electrons between the FQH edges and the SC leads to su-
perconducting proximity coupling between the edges and
the SC. By weak proximity coupling we mean the limit in
which the energy scale characterizing the proximity cou-
pling is much smaller than the gap of the FQH states, and
we can treat the proximity coupling using a one dimen-
sional description of the fractional counter-propagating
edge state. The corresponding Hamiltonian density is

um _
o [Ke(02pe)® + K. ' (0:0:)%] + Acos(2mepe) (1)
where u is a velocity scale, A is the coefficient charac-

terizing the strength of the superconducting proximity



coupling and here and throughout the paper we take
h = 1. The bosonic fields ¢, 6. obey the commutation
relations [0y¢e (), 0.(2")] = 2mid(z — 2’)/m and relate
to the fermionic edge modes via the bosonization iden-
tity g (x) = e!m(eet0e) /\/ma, with a a microscopic
length-scale cutoff [46]. In this model the Luttinger pa-
rameter K. indicates repulsive interactions between the
two edge modes when K, < 1. The model can be viewed
as a perturbed scale invariant theory in 141 dimensions.
As such, we can ascertain a gap by examining the scaling
dimension of the perturbation [47, p. 38], which we de-
note d. If d < 2 the perturbation is relevant and opens an
energy gap. The model (1) conserves the difference be-
tween the number of right and left moving electrons, and
it includes the local perturbation with the smallest scal-
ing dimension that follows this conservation rule. This
perturbation is the cos(2my,) proximity coupling term,
for which d = m/K,. Therefore, for simple fractions of
the form v = 1/m with m > 2, a superconducting gap
cannot form in the weak proximity coupling regime in
the presence of repulsive interactions. This limit is illus-
trated schematically in Fig. la.

Now consider the limit in which the SC proximity cou-
pling is larger than the bulk gap of the FQH state. In
this limit, we expect the regions of the FQH liquids near
the SC to join the superconducting condensate due to the
proximity effect as illustrated in Fig. 1b. If the FQH lig-
uids in the regions further away from the SC are weakly
coupled to this larger SC, gapless edge states are formed
in the interface between the enlarged SC condensate and
the FQH droplets. As argued above, in the weak prox-
imity coupling limit of filling fraction m > 2, the edge
modes remain gapless in the presence of any repulsive in-
teractions between them. In this situation we can think
of the gapless edge modes as simply being pushed deeper
into the bulk, as illustrated in Fig. 1b.

In the case that the counter-propagating modes are
edge states of IQH liquids with m = 1, this analysis yields
the known results that the model is gapped under com-
mon conditions of condensed matter systems [15]. In the
weak proximity coupling regime, the SC proximity cou-
pling is always relevant for mild repulsion of 1/2 < K,
between the edges and it induces a gap. In the regime of
strong proximity coupling, we can again think of the elec-
tronic edge states as being pushed away from the edge
and being weakly coupled being by proximity to the SC.
Thus, in both weak and strong regime we expect a gapped
phase for mild repulsive interactions in the IQH case.

An important conclusion from the above discussion is
that an analysis of the proximity coupling away from the
weak proximity coupling limit cannot be done using a
strictly one dimensional model of the edge states. Rather,
a proper analysis requires a 2D description of the FQH
state. In order to allow an analytical study, we model
the FQH state using an effective coupled-wires construc-
tion, an approach first utilized by Kane et. al [43]. In
this description, which can be used for both IQH and
FQH phases, each quantum Hall (QH) slab is modeled

as a set of parallel electronic wires in the presence of per-
pendicular magnetic field, as shown in Fig. 2. The wire
construction also includes specific inter-wire interactions
that induce the QH phase of filling fraction v = 1/m. We
also include a SC proximity coupling between the wires
which are directly adjacent to the SC in the two QH slabs
(see Fig. 2). This approach has the benefit that we can
keep track of the location of the gapless edge mode, i.e.,
on which wire it is manifested. Using perturbative renor-
malization group (RG), we determine the resulting phase
of the model in the two regimes of strong and weak prox-
imity coupling. The wire construction approach in the
case of ¥ = 1 reproduces the known results mentioned
above.

In the weak proximity coupling regime of the v = 1/3
case, we recover a gapless phase when the density-density
interactions between the FQH liquids are repulsive, i.e.,
K. < 1 and find a gapped phase when K, > 3/2. The
critical value of K¢ for the transition between the gapped
and the gapless phases depends on the coupling strength.
In the limit of infinitely small coupling, K¢ approaches
3/2, but as the coupling strength is increased K¢ de-
creases. As shown in Sec. V.A, this occurs due to a
renormalization of K, during the flow [48].

In the strong proximity coupling regime for filling frac-
tion ¥ = 1/3, we find that the density-density repulsion
in the bulk of each of the FQH liquid plays a pivotal role.
We incorporate this repulsion in a Luttinger parameter
K} (see Subsec. ITI.C below for definition). In the limit
where the proximity coupling is much stronger than the
interactions leading to the QH gap and much smaller
than the band width, we find the phase diagram in terms
of K. For mild repulsion in the bulk, which is neverthe-
less sufficient to open the FQH gap, 1/3 < K, < 2/3,
we reproduce the situation discussed above, in which the
edge modes remain gapless, but are “pushed” to wires
deeper into the bulk. For stronger repulsion in the bulk,
2 —/3 < Kj, < 1/3, we find a gapped phase that is char-
acterized by superconducting long range order. Such a
system can be used to stabilize parafermion zero-modes
[30-34]. For stronger repulsion, K, < 2—+/3, we find that
the strong proximity coupling regime, in which the edge
modes are pushed away from the edge, is suppressed, and
the system remains gapless.

Furthermore, we identify a Zs-duality which maps
wire-construction models of the SC-FQH interface in
the weak proximity coupling regime to wire-construction
models of the interface in the strong proximity coupling
regime and vice-versa. We use this duality to iden-
tify a class of continuously parameterized gapped mod-
els. We show that this class of models includes models
both in the weak and strong proximity coupling regimes.
This shows that the gapped phases that we find in the
weak and strong proximity coupling regimes are the
same and can be adiabatically connected without clos-
ing the gap. Thus, the SC-FQH heterostructure in the
regime of strong proximity coupling can be used to bind
parafermion zero-modes. Furthermore, the duality anal-



ysis also suggests that the phase diagram of the system
features this gapped phase also at intermediate values of
the coupling.

III. MODEL

In this section, we describe the model which we ana-
lyze throughout the paper. As we discuss in detail below,
the model is based on a description of a FQH state using
an array of coupled one dimensional wires [43]. In Sub-
sec. ITI.A, we present the coupled-wires construction in-
cluding the proximity coupling to the SC, and show how
the problem can be reduced to a model of perturbed six
bosonic one-dimensional chiral fields. In Subsec. III.B we
summarize the reduced model we will analyze through-
out the paper and in Subsec. III.C we discuss the two
regimes of weak and strong proximity coupling and in-
troduce appropriate degrees of freedom for analyzing the
two regimes.

ITI.A. Reduction to the model of six chiral movers

We consider two slabs of spin-polarized FQH states at
filling v = 1/m where m is odd, with counter-propagating
edge states which are proximity coupled to a SC. We label
the two slabs A and B and model the FQH states in each
slab using a wire construction, following Kane et al. [43].
In this construction, shown in Fig. 2, each slab consists of
an array of wires laid parallel such that they are parallel
to the z-axis at distance £ from each other in the y-axis.
The wires are located at y = ¢j with integer j, with
the wires of the A and B slabs having j < 0 and j >
0 respectively. We denote by 1/1;1/ B(ac) the annihilation
operators of electrons in the j-th wire in the A/B slab.
The charge density in each wire is n, = kg/m and the
array of wires is subjected to a perpendicular magnetic
field Byz. We define an analogue to the two-dimensional
filling fraction is v = Brz)e/(fo with ¢9 = 2mc/e the flux
quanta. Moreover, we define the useful parameter b =
Bpel/c, so that v = 2kp /b.

We work in Landau gauge, A = —Byyz. In this gauge
the electronic operators decouple at low-energies to left
and right operators near the two Fermi points of each
wire ¢f = e!OITkRTYS o OITRR TS with g, )
the right/left fermionic fields and s = A, B. The Hamil-
tonian of the full wire construction is

Hpyan = Hivee + Hpon + HA + Hqu 2. (2)

The first term, Hgeoo describes free electrons in the dif-
ferent wires,

o = / de Y o (it s ot ). ()
$,J

where vp is the Fermi velocity, and j is an integer com-
patible with s = A, B (see Fig. 2).

Density-density interactions between the electrons are
described by

Hyn = /dx Z Va,of N ()N () (4)

a,a’

where a = (s, 4, p) with p = R, L and s, j indices the same
as in Eq. (3), and ny(z) = ¥} (2)14(z) is the electronic
density operators associated with a.. Below we show that
H,_, is required to stabilize the QH phase in the coupled-
wire construction.

The wires labeled by j = 0 in both slabs are proximity-
coupled to the SC. Assuming translation invariance is
maintained along the interface with the SC, this proxim-
ity coupling leads to a pairing term involving one electron
in each wire, given by

Hp = /diE (A1¢£,0¢50+A2'¢f,0¢1€,0) +he (5)

Note that A1, Ay can take different values, since time-
reversal is broken. Furthermore, we have assumed that
the Cooper pairs in the SC are not strictly singlets, thus
allowing the proximity coupling to pair electrons with
parallel spin. We note that a pairing term of the form
(5) can be achieved even for singlet SCs, if the electrons
in the two slabs are not strictly polarized in the same
direction (for possible experimental setups, see the dis-
cussion in Refs [30, 31, 34]).

Lastly, we include the QH gap-opening term tailored
for the v = 1/m Laughlin state with odd m by including
[49]

FIG. 2.
B. Each green line denotes an electronic wire.
trons corresponding to j = 0 wires in both slabs, ¥

Coupled-wire constructions of the two slabs A and
The elec-
A/B
=0 >
proximity-coupled to the superconductor (shown in red).

are



Hquap = Z/dﬂ?«] ¢R3+1wﬁj¢i,j+l¢i,j>

Note that in the operators Ha and Hquap we have
omitted irrelevant terms that oscillate as e"™*% with in-
teger n # 0. For example, in the operator Ha we have
neglected contributions from e?**# “"wgongo that appear
in the pairing 1§'49f. The irrelevance of these terms is
due to their oscillatory nature. More specifically, they
couple low-energy states to high-momentum (and energy)
states, so in an effective low-energy description we may
neglect them [50, 51]. We neglect any terms that have
this oscillatory nature in this work.

For each wire, we represent the fermionic fields v, as
exponential of a bosonic fields ¢, by using the bosoniza-
tion identity (see for example Ref. [46])

Vryri(®) =

where a is a short-distance cutoff. Using the bosoniza-
tion identity, the electron density operators are rewrit-
ten as ng = 0,Pq/2m. The bosonic fields are Hermitian,
ba(x) = ¢l (), and obey the commutation relations

[¢}Q%/L,j($)v¢§z/L,j(xl)} =

and the commutation relation [¢3 ; (), qb;l,’j, (2")] is such

that the following anticommutation relations hold

{eiqbf),j(x)’ ew;ﬁ,j,(x')} -0, (9)

(27ra)71/2 et Pr/L.; (@) (7)

+irsgn(z — 2’), (8)

if any of the indices s, j, p differ from ', j', p’ (here s, s’

and p, p’ take the values from A, B and R, L respectively).
The bosonized form of the Hyee and H,,., parts of the

Hamiltonian [Egs. (3) and (4)], are written as

Hfree + Hn n
v (Sa ol Va,o/
/ Z ( E 7_‘_2 ) ax¢o¢ am¢a’7 (10)

[ dax Ha with
O 0)+Azcos (67— ¢7), (11)

where A; and A, differ from A; and A, by a dimension-
ful normalization factor due to units and normal order-
ing, A; o aA; for j = 1,2 (for a more detailed discussion
see for example Ref. [46]).

The QH gap-opening term, Eq. (6), can be written
down compactly by introducing the fractional chiral fields

and the pairing term is given by Ha =

Ha = Ajcos (gbé’o -

m + 1 m—1
Mr/L; = ¢R/L,J - PR (12)
which obey commutation relations

[axn}s?,/[,,j(x)ﬂﬁ%/L,j (2)] = £2mid(x — 2') /m,  (13)

m—1
2

Ui W5 4 +he. (6)

(

and the commutation relations of n fields with different
indices [n; ; (), np/ ;(2")] is such that

{eim,n;j (’I‘)) eimn;;’j,(y) } —0, (14)

if (s, 4, p, z) differs from (s', 5, p', ).
Using these fields, Eq. (6) can be written as

Hquaop = Z/dm Jgcos (mnp j+mng ;1) (15)

where J, o a3.J;.

Next, we discuss some of the properties we desire of
the interactions, H,.,. As shown by Kane et al. [43],
for the small perturbation Hqu2p to open a bulk gap
(in the absence of the pairing term Ha) an additional
interaction term, quadratic in bosonic fields, is needed.
For example, the term

Hon = [ do Y wduniy 000 (10)

5]

together with Hqu op opens the FQH bulk gap for w >
wg > 0 for some critical wy. In the model presented
in Sec. III.B we require of that the quadratic boson term
imply a gap in the FQH bulk in the absence of the pairing
term. We will mainly be interested to relate the model
to experimental situations in which we usually expect
repulsive interactions, i.e., Vi o > 0 element-wise, but
we will also consider attractive interactions.

The number of wires included in the model scales lin-
early with the width of the QH slabs. Focusing only on
degrees of freedom that reside close to the edges of the
two QH strips, we will analyze a reduced model that in-
cludes only six fields:

-
® = (ngfp ¢f,07 R0> ¢L0’ (75307 77L1) , (17)

which describe degrees of freedom on the wires |j| < 1.

The parameters of the density-density interactions
[Vaar in Eq. (10)] can be chosen such the Hamiltonian
Hgan, in Eq. (2), does not couple the six fields @ in
Eq. (17) to the rest of the n-fields. Note that this de-
coupling is evidently true for the Ha and Hqn 2p terms,
Egs. (11) and (15). Moreover, parameter choices which
allow this decoupling are consistent with a bulk gap in
the QH slabs. An example of such parameter choice is
given by Eq. (16).

With this decoupling, the Hamiltonian of the coupled
wire-construction can be written as a sum of two com-
muting terms Hp = H 4+ H€ where H involves only the
® degrees of freedom, i.e., those near the trench, and
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FIG. 3. Illustration of the wire construction and the different
couplings. In green are the degrees of freedom of the edge
problem — the six chiral fields in the model (18). The red
lines depict the pairing term (11) and the purple lines depict
the FQH-inducing terms (19). with slight fine tuning, the
edge degrees of freedom decouple from the bulk which are
greyed out.

He¢ involves only n-fields outside (17), i.e., involves de-
grees of freedom deeper into the bulk of the two FQH
slabs. Assuming that the QH bulk is gapped means that
in the absence of the proximity coupling Ha, all of the
cosine terms in Eq. (15) open a gap and pin their respec-
tive fields, and the only gapless fields are 7712;30' Conse-
quently, the Hamiltonian H¢ is gapped even in the pres-
ence of proximity coupling. Thus, the Hamiltonian H
alone determines the existence of a gap in the full sys-
tem, [52] and we will focus on analyzing it in the reminder
of this work.

III.B. Reduced model of six chiral movers

Our reduced Hamiltonian density H of the degrees of
freedom @® is written as

H =Ho+ Ha + Hqu, (18)

where Ha is as given in Eq. (11) and the QH gap-opening
term, restricted to the degrees of freedom ®, yields

Haqu = Jacos (mnﬁﬁl + mTH¢f,0 + %¢§,0)

(19)

+ Jp cos (anB,l + mTH¢g,o + mT_lﬁbf,o) .
i.e., Hqu is given by just the j = 0 contributions to the
sum in Eq. (15). The quadratic part of the Hamiltonian,
is obtained by restricting Eq. (10) to the degrees of free-
dom @, and is given by

_ 1 T
Ho = 0,87 U0,9, (20)

where U is a real, symmetric, and positive-definite 6 x 6
matrix whose elements are determined by vy and Vg o .

The degrees of freedom ® are characterized by commu-
tation relations [0, (), @5(y)] = 2mi(K ™) apd(z — y)
with the K-matrix

K :diag(+m, -1, +1, =1, +1, —m). (21)

In this paper, we will consider two cases: IQH case of
m = 1 and then the Laughlin FQH state of m = 3.

Throughout this work we will assume that the system
is symmetric under a w-rotation of the system plane

R : (bg/LJ < ¢f/R7_j and ng/L)j < 77?/12,_]‘7 (22)

which is equivalent to considering two identical FQH
slabs. This symmetry imposes J = J4 = Jp and re-
stricts the form of the matrix U, to U = R' UR, where
the matrix R given by R®R~! = R® or explicitly as

1

R = . (23)

We will also simplify the analysis by considering sys-
tems that are Lorentz invariant with respect to a single
velocity scale, u, or equivalently, ones where the following
equation holds

(K™'U)? = 21, (24)

A proof that this condition is equivalent to Lorentz in-
variance with respect to velocity w is given in Appendix
B.

The matrix U in Eq. (20) that corresponds to a model
with R and Lorentz symmetry is parameterized by nine
real numbers. For simplicity, we will focus in this work on
models for which the U matrix belongs to two-parameter
family, which is given explicitly in Subsec. III.C. How-
ever, under the RG flow these models flow to effective
low-energy descriptions corresponding to general U ma-
trices. To take this into account, we keep the full U
matrices in our formalism.

In this section and throughout this paper we intro-
duce several different field bases to describe the dynam-
ical fields. The different bases we introduce are summa-
rized in Table 1.

ITII.C. Weak and strong proximity coupling regimes

In the RG analysis we will focus on two regimes: weak
strong proximity coupling. These two regimes correspond
to the regimes of |Aq],|As] < |J] and |J| < |Aq], |Ag]
respectively and are defined in the following subsection.

First consider the weak proximity coupling regime.
When A = 0, there are two gapless edge modes on the
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Fields Definition | Description
vy Eq. (3) |chiral electronic fields of the coupled-wire construction
bp. Eq. (7) |chiral bosonic fields of the coupled-wire construction
M55 Eq. (12) |fractional chiral bosonic fields
P Eq. (17) |vector of all fields of reduced edge problem
Ya, 0o, a=A,B,e| Eq. (25) |weak proximity coupling bosonic fields and duals
Ya, 0o, a=1,2,3 | Eq. (31) |strong proximity coupling bosonic fields and duals
(78)

bosonic fields and duals appropriate for duality

TABLE I. Table summarizing the different bases of fields used in this paper. In the three first entries the indices are p = R, L,

s=A,B and j € Z.

j = 0 wires, which will then be weakly coupled to the SC
for finite value of A. In the strong proximity coupling
regime, for J = 0 there is a A-gap on the inner j = 0
wires and gapless edge modes on the j = +1 wires. For
finite value of J, these two edge modes are coupled to
the SC. In both regimes we will find emergent interac-
tions that appear in low-energy description that might
gap the corresponding gapless modes.

In both regimes, we introduce new basis of fields, in
which the analysis of each regime is simpler. We can then
express the Hamiltonian using the field redefinitions. The
expressions for the cosine terms using the different field
bases are summarized in Appendix E.

1. Weak prozimity coupling regime

We perform the analysis in the weak proximity cou-
pling regime using the three bosonic fields and their du-
als

pa=R_1—n50)/2 0a=R_1+n50)/2,
vp=(Ro—11)/2 0= Ro+101)/2, (25)
Pe = (W}g,o - 77LB,0)/27 e = (’71‘%,0 + ’7LB,0)/27
that obey the commutation relations
0200 (2), O ()] = 06 — '),
[02pa (), par ()] = [0u0a(@), Oar (/)] = 0.

In terms of these fields, the QH gap-opening term (19)
is written

(26)

Haou = J cos(2mba) + J cos(2mbp). (27)

This leads us to our definition of the weak proximity
coupling regime as the parameter regime for which the
04, 0p fields are pinned to one of the m minima of cosines
in Hqu of Eq. (27). To determine if the Hamiltonian
open a gap in this regime we will examine the remaining
sector of the ¢, 0. fields.

In terms of the fields given in Eq. (25), the form of
Ho, which we will focus on throughout most of this work
(Sec. IV and V), is

o= 3 U [Ko(Drn) + K7 (00207 (29
a:A,B,e

where K4 = Kp = K} holds due to R-symmetry. The
above form for Hg will be used both in the weak and
strong proximity coupling regime. Note that Eq. (28)
specifies the matrix U as per Eq. (20).

Since we require a gapped QH bulk, we consider
parameters K, such that the QH gap-opening term,
Eq. (19), is initially relevant, and opens a gap in the
absence of the proximity coupling, i.e.,

mK, < 2. (29)

Note that the Luttinger parameter K, incorporates
quadratic boson interactions both of the type appear-
ing in Eq. (16) and other such as (0:n%,, ;)*. Moreover,

Eq. (28) describes repulsive density-density interactions
only if [53]

0< K, <1, a=A, B,e. (30)

Similarly, the condition on K. comes from inter-slab re-
pulsive density-density interactions

In the absence of the A; o terms, the parameter Kj
is related to the gap in the 64 p fields [54] as Egup

w (E)l/@*m[ﬁ)

a u

2. Strong proximity coupling regime

In the strong proximity coupling regime we will use the
set of three bosonic fields and their duals

p1 = ((/5}3,0 - ¢§,0)/27 th = (¢}3,0 + ¢§,o)/27
p2= (910 = 07.0)/2.  b2=($R0+010)/2, (31)
p3 = (Wé,—l - 7751)/1 03 = (773,—1 + 7751)/27

that obey the commutation relations

[020a(2), 00 (2")] = iT6a,06(x — ") /Mg,

0s0(2), 0o (2)] = [0ba(2), 0us ()] =0, D)

with m; 2 = 1 and mz = m. We can use them to write
the pairing interaction (11) as

Ha = Aqcos (2p1) + Ag cos (2p2) . (33)



In the strong proximity coupling regime Ha opens a gap
in the fields ¢ and @9, leaving the field @3 as the low-
energy degree of freedom. We define the strong proximity
coupling regime as the parameter regime for which the
fields ¢1 and @y are pinned.

IV. PROXIMITY COUPLING TO INTEGER
QUANTUM HALL EDGES

We begin by analyzing SC proximity coupling to
counter-propagating edge states in the IQH effect at fill-
ing fraction v = 1. Our goal is to study the flow of the
different couplings in the model within the renormaliza-
tion group approach. We will treat Hg as the fixed point
about which Ha and Hqu act as small perturbations.

The field definitions (12), (25) and (31) reveal the iden-
tification of the fields

Y1 = Pe, 01 = oe~ (34)

This identification, together with the form of the all
the different Hamiltonian terms Ho, Ha and Hqu in
Egs. (28), (33) and (27), establish that the ¢1,6; fields
decouple from ¢;, 0; with j = 2,3, A, B. This decoupling
will be reflected in our analysis in both the weak and
strong proximity coupling regimes.

IV.A. IQH weak proximity coupling regime

In the weak proximity coupling regime, we will use
perturbative RG about the fixed point Eq. (28), and give
a condition for a gap and also a set of conditions for
being in the weak proximity coupling regime. In this
regime, we assume that the QH gap-opening term Hqn
is initially a small perturbation but eventually flows to
strong coupling. Thus, the system is gapped if the field
e is gapped, i.e., if Ay flows to strong coupling at low-
energies.

We treat Hqu and Ha as perturbations of the fixed
point (28) and apply an RG step by rescaling the cut-
off @ — ea and obtain ¢ dependent coefficients. The
dominant behavior under RG flow of the different per-
turbations, which have coefficients J, A; and A, is
characterized by their scaling dimensions, d; = Kj,
da1 = K;! and dao = (Kp + Kb_l)/2 respectively.
These scaling behaviour are most easily read from the
form of the interactions in terms of the weak proximity
coupling fields: the J terms in Eq. (27), A cos(2¢.) and
Agcos(pa — 04+ ¢op+05).

We calculated higher order corrections to the RG equa-
tions in terms of the dimensionless coefficients y; =
wadJ/u, ya; = mal;/u. To second order the RG flow
equations are

dya,1
d/

K,
¢ = yA,lv

=(2—da1)ya1,
(35)

and

dy,

/= =(2—-d

] ( I)YT,

dK, 1-K?

VR T R D
dya,2

2 —(2-4d :
T ( A2) YA 2

The renormalization scheme and derivations of the RG
flow equations are given in detail in Appendix B.

In the RG analysis of the weak proximity coupling
regime, we neglected any inter-species bosonic quadratic
terms, e.g. 0,00z A, 02040, p.. Neglecting these inter-
species terms is justified, since they do not get renormal-
ized considerably by the dominant ya 1, ys couplings. We
can verify this approximation after solving for the RG
flow as explained below.

Equations (35) are the celebrated Kosterlitz-Thouless
RG flow equations [55]. These RG equations predict a
gap in the sector of the ., 0, fields if

‘yA,1| >1- 2Ke‘ (37)

A quantitative condition for the system to be in the
weak proximity coupling regime can be obtained by re-
quiring that y;(¢) flows to strong coupling, i.e., |y (£*)| ~
1, and that the coupling ya 2(f) remains small in com-
parison,

[ya2(0)] < Yihresn < 1, for £ < £*. (38)

To translate condition (38) to an initial condition, we use
an approximate solution, 1) (¢), of Eq. (36) with initial
values d'*) and yﬁo) of the scaling dimensions and dimen-
sionless couplings, where index r goes over the labels of
the different perturbative couplings. A suitable approxi-

mate solution is given by the scaling behavior
_q©
yM () = y{Velmar, (39)

This expression yields the sufficient condition for the sys-
tem to be in the weak proximity coupling regime
Q)
0= ) T oo
W = ‘yAg(g )| < Yehresh < 1.
|y ) |( 7))
(40)

Demanding (40) and (29) guarantees that Hqy is min-
imized in low-energy states and that the fields 04 p are
pinned to the minimum of each cosine in Eq. (27). To-
gether with (37) ¢, is pinned as well and the system is
gapped.

In the non-interacting case, K3, = 1, the condition
(37) for gap in ¢, is satisfied. Furthermore, in the non-
interacting case, the conditions of being in the weak prox-
imity coupling regime, (29), yield |ya 2| < |y.s].

We can also verify that the assumption that the inter-
species bosonic quadratic terms are negligible is sound.



Along the flow such terms have an associated dimension-

less coupling y;s with an RG flow equation dé’és x C’yZA’Q,

with C of order 1. Inserting the scaling behavior (39) of
r = Ay we find

(5 ()% = (yy)?

yis(é*) ~C
2(2 — dy,)

; (41)

and thus show that y;s remains small during the RG flow.

IV.B. IQH strong proximity coupling regime

The strong proximity coupling regime is characterized
by phases in which the pairing term, in Eq. (33), is dom-
inant. We can use the RG equations (35) to analyze also
the strong proximity coupling regime, because as in the
weak proximity coupling regime the fields @1, 6, decouple
from g 3,02 5. Consequently, the condition Eq. (37) is a
sufficient condition for the field ¢; to be pinned.

We can use a similar scaling analysis to that employed
in the IQH weak proximity coupling regime to obtain
a sufficient condition on the initial parameters, under
which ¢ is pinned. This condition is

lya2|?~ %2 > |y 2. (42)

Together with (37), these two conditions guarantee that
the system is in the strong proximity coupling regime,
and that the fields ¢; o are pinned.

Tracing out the pinned fields leaves the 3,03 fields,
which describe a non-chiral fermion (with Luttinger pa-
rameter Kj) perturbed by a cos(2¢3) term induced by
the J and A, terms. As discussed in Sec. II, this model
is gapped. In the following, we reestablish a gap in an
approach that will reoccur in analysis of the FQH case.

We examine different emergent terms that arise during
the RG flow, and can lead to an energy gap. A general
term that achieves this is

cos (2¢3 + M 2¢p2) , (43)

with M integer. Note that in Eq. (43) we did not include
0> and A3 in the argument of the cosine. The field 65
is absent, since we require that the term (43) commutes
with the Ag term. Furthermore, the model (18) has the
conserved quantity ;g nf =250 nf , which prohibits
appearance of f3 (this symmetry is not used later in the
fractional case).

The scaling dimension of the term (43) in the initial
fixed point [Eq. (28)] is

dy = (M —1)2K,/2 + (M +1)%/(2K3). (44)

If the term (43) is initially relevant, i.e., dy; < 2, then
the model will be gapped. Since this model has non-
commuting terms (namely Ha and Hqu), one might
worry of competing terms that will spoil the gap estab-
lished via scaling analysis. However, the emergent per-
turbation (43) commutes with other perturbations of the

fixed point, Ha and Hqu, and as such no competing
terms arise and change the relevant scaling behavior of
term (43) along the flow. More rigorously, dps(¢) is a
monotonic decreasing function of the RG-time, ¢, up to
corrections of order y3. The proof of this statement is
given in Appendix B.

The simplest emergent term is the term with M = 0,
which is a pairing term between the j = +1 wires. This
term is initially relevant if

|y — 2] < V3. (45)

This is satisfied in the non-interacting case of K = 1, or
conversely is impeded by repulsive inter-wire interaction
obeying K < 2 — /3. The M = 0 emergent term can
be thought of as a second order perturbative correction
with coupling of order ~ J?Ay/E2, .

Another emergent term we may consider is the M =
—1 term

cos (204 — 205) = cos (2p3 — 2p2) . (46)

This emergent term is first order perturbative term with
coupling of magnitude ~ J2/Fy,;, and is electrically un-
charged. Its scaling dimension is dy;—_1 = 2K, so it is
relevant if Kj < 1.

Lastly, consider the emergent term corresponding to
M = +1, which is relevant if K; > 1, i.e., if the system
has underlying attractive interactions. From the above
analysis of the scaling dimension of the term (43) with
M = —1,0,41, we see that for any initial K; we can find
some integer M such that dj; < 2. Thus, in the strong
proximity coupling regime IQH case, the @1 2 3 fields are
pinned and model (18) is fully gapped.

V. PROXIMITY COUPLING TO FRACTIONAL
QUANTUM HALL EDGES

We now consider superconducting proximity coupling
to fractional QH edges. We will focus on filling fraction
v = 1/3, but the analysis can be easily extended to other
filling fractions of the form v = 1/m with odd m. A main
difference between the FQH and the IQH cases is that in
the IQH the initial fixed point Eq. (28) allows decoupling
of the ., 0. degrees of freedom from the other degrees
of freedom. In contrast, in the FQH case this decoupling
is spoiled by the non-commuting structure of Hqn and
Hna as shown schematically in Fig. 3.

V.A. FQH weak proximity coupling regime

In the weak proximity coupling limit the fields 64,605
are pinned by the Hqpn term and we want to determine
whether the ¢, 0. fields are gapped. The simplest emer-
gent term that can open a gap in the ¢, field is a co-
tunneling of a Cooper pair, in which one electron tunnels
into each of the counter-propagating edges. This term



commutes with Hqu. In terms of the bosonic fields, this
term is given be the Hamiltonian density term

Ha,g = Agcos(6pe). (47)

This term appears in second order perturbation theory in
A1, A, as can be read from the relation 6, = 41+ 24
and the form of Ha in Eq. (33). If the term (47) is
relevant, i.e.,

day < 2, (48)

it will open a gap in the @, field, since it commutes with
both perturbation Hqn and Ha of the fixed point H( of
the microscopic model in Eq. (18). For the fixed point
(28) this scaling dimension is

dA,g = S/Kea (49)

and the condition (48) is satisfied for a sufficiently strong
electron-electron attraction, i.e.,

K, > 3/2. (50)

Importantly, even if the Ha 4 is not initially relevant, its
scaling dimension can get renormalized during the flow.
We will now describe a mechanism which can turn the
term H, to be relevant at some point along the flow.

A term which plays a crucial role in this mechanism is
the electronic interaction term

Hap = Mgl hvphi otk o + hec. (51)

In terms of the weak proximity coupling fields it can be
written in the form

Ha,p =Apcos(—2¢. +pa—0a+¢p+0p). (52)

We can compare the initial scaling dimensions of the
cosine terms in Ha [Eq. (33)] and Ha g

dag = 4K /3 + (Kb + K, ') /6,
dao=K;'/3+4(K, + K; ") /6, (53)
dap =K '/3+ (K, + K, ') /6.

With Eq. (28) as the fixed point, the RG-flow equations
for the couplings are

dys

w (2—dj)y,
d
?ﬁ’l =(2—da,1)ya,1 — Ya,2YA,B;
dya,2 (54)
w - (2—=da2)ya2 — ya1ya,B,
d
ydAe’B = (2—da,B)Ya,B — Ya,1Ya,2,
and for the Luttinger parameters
dK, 1- K2
- 1 WanL AL +vAp) - 3Ky,
dK, 1
dge =3 (4192A,1 + y2A,2 + yZA,B) . (55)
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Asin the IQH case, in the RG flow equations (55) we omit
the inter-species bosonic quadratic terms [off diagonal
terms of the U matrix in the basis of weak proximity
coupling fields, Eq. (25)].

For simplicity we do not include the coupling of the
emergent term A, in the flow equations. This is justified
in the regime of interest K. < 3/2 for which the term
A, is irrelevant at the beginning and throughout most
of the flow and thus does not change the flow of the
parameters in Egs. (54) and (55) considerably during the
flow to strong coupling (this property of the flow was
verified numerically). Sufficiently far into the flow, when
the flow approaches strong coupling, the A, term might
become relevant which would indicate that the system is
gapped. Therefore, to determine whether the system is
in a gapped phase we track the scaling dimension of A,
throughout the flow.

In particular, for the case of repulsive interactions
K. < 1 we donot expect that K, will renormalize enough
for the highly irrelevant A, to become relevant. Interest-
ingly, below we show that in the weak proximity coupling
regime the system does exhibit an energy gap for values
of K, smaller than 3/2 (but larger than 1). In particular,
the Luttinger parameter K, is renormalized by the Ay,
Ay and Ap terms, as seen in Eq. (55). Thus, the gapped
phase in the weak proximity coupling regime corresponds
to a flow such that the terms A;, As and Ap, that do
not commute with Hqu, become irrelevant and flow to
weak coupling, while sufficiently renormalizing K. such
that K. > 3/2.

Numerically, we search for a flow such that the J term
flows to strong coupling at some RG-time £* at which
ly5| = |lys(€*)| = 1, and examine whether the Luttinger
parameter satisfies K = K .({*) > 3/2 at the end of
the flow. Notably, K.(¢) is monotonically increasing in
¢, as seen in Eq. (55), so the behavior does not change to
K.(¢) < 2/3 at later RG-times. Caution is needed in in-
terpreting the resulting flow when non-commuting terms
are involved. Our reasoning is valid if throughout the
entire flow, |ya ol < Ythresh < 1 with o = 1,2, B with an
appropriately chosen yihresn- Under this condition, we
can confidently map the phase diagram. The resulting
phase diagram is shown in Fig. 4a. It consists of three
regions: a gapped phase, a gapless phase and an uncer-
tain region. In the uncertain region, |Ya a| > Yihresh at
some { less than £* and the result of the perturbative RG
treatment is unclear. The criterion for a gapped phase is
dna,q(0*) < 2, and for the gapless phase is da 4(€*) > 2. A
typical RG flow in the gapped phase is shown in Fig. 4b.
The gapped phase in the phase diagram lies in a region of
the initial model parameters which correspond to strong
attractive interactions K, ~ 3/2. Note that the gapped
phase may actually occupy a larger region of the phase
diagram, but the perturbative RG method does not allow
to determine the exact location of the phase transition.

We can qualitatively find the form of the gapped phase
boundary by employing an approximate iterative solution

(0)

of the flow equations. For initial y; ’ and initial scaling



dimensions d\”) = 2 — a,., we solve the RG Egs. (54) to
linear order in the initial couplings, yielding

M (0) = yDeort, (56)

where r = Ay, Ay, J, i.e., the couplings for which the
initial value is non-zero. We must go at least one step

beyond linear order to accommodate for initial ng’)B =0.
Reinserting yﬁl)(ﬁ) from Eq. (56) into Eqgs. (54) yields

dyg)
T,B = OZA,BZ/(AQ’)B - y(Al’)1y(Al,)2 (57)

The solution to which is
2
Y s (0) =y (0)e" a7t —y/(0), (58)

. y (1) (1) _ _
with §' = YA 1Uas/(@a1 + aa2 —aa ). We can con
tinue to reinsert the solution back into the flow equations
to obtain more accurate solutions, but for our purpose
the expressions (56) and (58) will suffice.

In this perturbative approximation, the renormalized
value K is given by

AK () = K. (f) = K©
15

1
~ / a0 [4680)7 + 68 + )] (59)
0

Using expression (59) we can ascertain whether the con-
dition for the gapped phase [Eq. (50)] is satisfied, given
the initial parameters of the model. We can compare the
approximate solution of the flow equations and find that
they mostly agree with numerical solutions for ¢ < £*, as
shown in Fig. 4b.

In the weak proximity coupling regime we also re-
quire |ya,;(€)] < Yihresh < 1 for j = 1,2, B throughout
0 < £ < 0", where Ytnresh is a chosen threshold value.
Equivalently, we can write

|yg)7)j|’ |xA,j|aA’j < Ythresh K 17 .7 = 17 2a B (60)

where
at [(ORTINS
ly'(0)[*a.7 lya1%as
= =g J=L12 (61)
ly$ ] [y

In these limits and using the initial condition cho) < 3/2,
we can bound

2 1 4 1
AKE < Ythresh ( + + )
3 2laa Bl laail  2laa ] (62)

+ 0 (yghresh) ’

indicating that the gapped phase in the weak proxim-
ity coupling regime only occupies a small portion of the
phase diagram. This can also be seen in the numerically
obtained phase diagram, see Fig. 4a.
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FIG. 4. A phase diagram and a plot of an RG flow, both

obtained numerically from RG flow Egs. (54), (55). Panel (a)
is the phase diagram as function of initial ya = ya,1 = ya2
and K. for initial values K = 0.4, y; = 1079 and ya,B = 0.
The flow is solved numerically until strong coupling is reached,
with |y5| = 1. At the uncertain region, the RG analysis is
unreliable as we find that the couplings of competing terms
become large, |ya,o| > Ythresh = 0.1 for o = 1,2, B. The
gapped phase corresponds to K > 3/2. Panel (b) depicts the
RG flow for the initial values at the starred point in panel (a).
The dotted lines are numerical solution of the flow equations
and the solid lines are the approximate solutions, (56), (58)
and (59). The vertical dashed lines depict the point £ = £*.
The values of the couplings and Luttinger parameters at this
point are used to draw the phase diagram.



V.B. FQH strong proximity coupling regime

In the strong proximity coupling regime, the ¢, and @4
fields are pinned. In this section, we first use a harmonic
approximation on the pinned fields which predicts that
a gapped phase occurs at sufficiently strong repulsive in-
teractions. We then use perturbative RG to map out the
phase diagram. We determine the conditions for the sys-
tem to be in the strong proximity coupling regime, and
for an energy gap to occur. Our analysis shows that if the
repulsive interactions are too strong, they suppress the
proximity coupling to the SC and yield a gapless phase.

1. Harmonic approximation analysis

In the strong proximity coupling regime, we can use
harmonic approximation to replace the terms cos(2¢;)
in the Hamiltonian, with cp? where 7 = 1,2. Below, we
give a sketch of the derivation of the effective field theory,
and leave the technical details to Appendix C. Within
the harmonic approximation, the term Hqu couples low-
energy to high-energy states, and is thus negligible in
the low-energy description. The Hamiltonian becomes
quadratic in the bosonic fields with the fields ¢, @2 hav-
ing mass terms. Integrating out the two massive fields
yields an effective low-energy model of a single Luttinger
liquid with some effective Luttinger parameter, K.

To determine K.g, some care is needed since the dual
fields 64, 05 fluctuate wildly and can affect the low-energy
description due to their coupling to the low-energy modes
via terms such as 0,610,603 and 0,020,p3. To properly
integrate out the massive fields, a canonical transforma-
tion is needed to a new set of fields in which such cou-
pling are absent. A general formulation of such transfor-
mations is detailed in Appendix C. Here we report the
resulting low-energy effective theory.

When the above procedure is applied to the fixed point
(28), it yields the effective low-energy Hamiltonian den-
sity

Hor = 5o (Ken(Doa)® + K (0.02)%), (63)

where ¢3 and 9~3 are fractional fields with commutation
relations [0,05(x), p3(y)] = ind(x — y)/3, and

Ko = (Kp + K, 1)/2. (64)

The fields @3,@3 are equal to ¢3,63 up to addition of
terms linear in the expectation values of the fields ¢1, @9,
which we integrate out.

In the effective Hamiltonian, we can consider the
superconducting perturbation Aeg [ dz cos(6p3). This
perturbation has scaling dimension 3/K.g, and thus is
relevant if

Ky < (3—V5)/2 =~ 0.382. (65)
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This condition implies a superconducting gap is induced
by sufficiently strong repulsive density-density interac-
tions in the bulk of the FQH liquids.

2. Perturbative RG

The harmonic approximation leaves a couple of unan-
swered questions. First, what are the conditions for the
system to be in the strong proximity coupling regime?
Second, what is the microscopic mechanism leading
to the gapped phase in the strong proximity coupling
regime? Here we will use a perturbative RG approach to
address these two questions.

We begin by using a scaling analysis based on the ini-
tial scaling dimensions. We first determine the conditions
for the existence of relevant operators that can pin the
@1 and @9 fields. The initial scaling dimensions da 1,
da2 and da p [see Egs. (53)] satisfy da g < da; for
j = 1,2. Thus, if either the A; or Ay term is rele-
vant, then so is the Ap term and the fields ¢1 and @9
are pinned as required in the strong proximity coupling
regime. Conversely, if both the A; and As terms are ir-
relevant and flow to weak coupling, then the system is not
in the strong proximity coupling regime. The latter flow
can result from sufficiently strong repulsive interactions
Ky, <2-— \/g

To fully understand the different possible phases in the
strong proximity coupling regime, we consider an emer-
gent perturbation that can open a gap in the system.
We require that this perturbation commutes with the
Ap term. Furthermore, we require that it conserves mo-
mentum and is relevant in a repulsive setting K., K; < 1.
These conditions admit only a few possible perturbations,
which are worked out in Appendix D. Other than the
terms Ap, As and Ap, the only admitted perturbation
is of the form e (6¥3+2¢1=4¢2) with integer n [56]. The
simplest perturbation of this type corresponds to n =1,
and we denote it by

Hyg = Jgcos (6ps + 201 — 4p2) . (66)

The term H ;4 appears as a first order perturbative term
with coupling of magnitude J, ~ J2/A.

In strong proximity coupling regime, when ¢; and @9
are pinned, the emergent term (66) can pin the ¢3 and
open an energy gap in the system. In terms of the original
microscopic fermions of the wire construction, the H ;4
is a 6-body interaction (compared to the Hqu which is
a 3-body interaction). Peculiarly, the term H ;4 is un-
charged, but still induces a superconducting gap.

Note that Hj, commutes with both Ha and Hqn.
This implies that its scaling dimension dj 4(¢) is a mono-
tonic decreasing functions of the RG-time, ¢, to second
order in all dimensionless couplings y, (proof of this is
detailed in Appendix B). Thus, in the strong proximity
coupling regime, if along the RG flow we find that H;
is relevant then we can conclude that the system is fully

gapped.



The initial scaling dimension of H ;4 is
dyg = 6Kp. (67)
Thus, the system is gapped under the initial condition
Ky, < 1/3, (68)

which is more restrictive than the condition (65), ob-
tained via harmonic approximation, but still shows that
sufficiently strong repulsive density-density interactions
in the bulk induce an energy gap. However, if the repul-
sive interactions are too strong, K, < 2 — /3, then the
Ay, A, terms are both irrelevant and the system is not in
the strong proximity coupling regime. Thus we establish
a gapped phase that occurs at a finite range of repulsive
interactions. Curiously, in the case that the Ap term is
relevant and flows to strong coupling, but the Ay, As
terms are irrelevant, we find a gapless phase as even if
the Ap and J, terms pin their respective fields, there are
not any relevant cosine terms left to pin remaining fields.

The scaling behaviour considerations lead to Fig. 5a,
which is the phase diagram in the limits of |y;| <
lya;| < 1 for j = 1,2. For finite values of ya j,ys,
a phase diagram can be obtained by considering higher
order perturbative RG analysis. In particular, we find
a gapped phase even when the initial value of Kj is
larger than 1/3. For K > 1/3, although the term #,
is initially irrelevant, it becomes relevant along the flow,
Le., dj , <2, ylelding a fully gapped system. This mech-
anism of gap-opening is similar to the gapless-gapped
phase transition in the m = 3 weak proximity coupling
regime discussed in subsection V.A. We now describe the
second order perturbative RG analysis.

As in the weak proximity coupling regime, we need
to identify terms that may appear and become relevant
along the RG flow. Such a term is

Hy2 = Jocos(604 + 605). (69)

This term does not commute with Ha, and is thus ex-
pected to flow to weak coupling at the strong proximity
coupling regime. Despite flowing to weak coupling, the
Jo term still plays an important role as it is initially rel-
evant and it renormalizes the fixed point Hy favorably
for the emergent term H j 4, i.e., it aids in opening a gap.
This renormalization can be considerable if the system
has underlying repulsive interactions, since H 2 has an
initial scaling dimension djo = 6K}, (same as Hj ).

We can write the RG equations in a compact manner
denoting the effective Hamiltonian density as H = Hg +
Hpers, with Ho as the fixed point in Eq. (20) and

Hpert = ()\ i’) (70)

a2

The index r goes over the different terms with dimen-
sionless couplings 4, and ya g where a = A, B, 2, g and
8 =1,2,B,g [Bas. (19), (69), (6), (33), (52) and (47)].
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At first order in the couplings y,., the RG equations are
determined by the scaling dimensions of the operators
cos(A, - @), given by

dr = A (WU A, /2, (71)

where U is the matrix defined in the fixed point Eq. (20),
u is the velocity scale of the model [see Eq. (24)], and A"
denotes matrix transpose of the column vector A.

To compactly write the y?-order corrections to the RG
flow equations, it is useful to introduce the fusions coeffi-
cient Cp,. These appear in the so called operator product
expansion and commonly denoted by (see Appendix A)

cos(Ap - ) xcos(Ag- P) ZC’T cos(Ap-®)+---, (72)

where the --- includes less relevant terms in the expan-

sion. The fusion coefficients are given by Cj, = 1/2 if
exp + €Ay = A, for some ¢,¢' € {1} and C}, = 0 oth-
erwise.
The RG flow equations are
W _9_q,) S 73
a r) Yr pqYpYaqs (73a)

Ud€

%[ —1K-ly, ZyzK I, AT} (73b)

In Eq. (73b) A, are column vectors (and correspondingly
A-A] are square matrices). The derivation of the RG
equations (73), as well as an overview of the RG scheme,
are given in Appendix B.

The RG equations (73) are general and can be used
to analyze both the weak and the strong proximity cou-
pling regimes. In the weak proximity coupling regime,
they generalize the RG equations given in Egs. (54) and
(55), by removing the assumption that the matrix U is
diagonal in the basis corresponding to (25). By solving
Egs. (73), we plot a phase diagram that captures both
the weak and strong proximity coupling regimes. Several
examples of RG flows are shown in Appendix F.

We numerically solve the flow until any of the per-
turbative dimensionless couplings reaches |y*| = 1 at RG
time £*. If the first terms that reaches strong coupling are
ys,4 and yy g (which are equal in our model), we consider
the flow to belong to the weak proximity coupling regime.
Conversely, if the first term to reach strong coupling is
one of the set ya 1, ya,2 or ya, g, and an additional term
is relevant at the same value of £, then the flow belongs
to the strong proximity coupling regime. A gapped phase
is established in the weak and strong proximity coupling
regimes if at the end of the flow the scaling dimension
of the corresponding emergent gap-opening term is small
enough, Le., dj , < 2and dj <2 respectively. We con-
sider the RG flow inconclusive if |y,(€)| > ¥Ythresh along
the flow ¢ < ¢* for the coupling of a perturbation y,
that does not commute with the y, term. Several phase
diagrams obtained in this manner are shown in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5. (a) Phase diagram based on scaling dimensions for the strong proximity coupling regime in the limit |ya ;| > |ys| for
7 = 1,2. In the yellow region the system is in the weak proximity coupling regime. In the blue region the system is gapless,
with ¢1 — 2 pinned, but ¢1 + @2 constitute a gapless mode. In the pink or green-hatched regions the model is in the strong
proximity coupling regime. The green-hatched region is gapped. Panels (b)-(d) show phase diagrams obtained by solving the
RG flow Egs. (73) numerically with initial dimensionless couplings ¥, of ¥ = ys4 = y7.8 = 107°, ya = ya.1 = ya 2 and all the
other y’s are set to zero. These phase diagrams are suitable for both the weak and strong proximity coupling regimes. The flow
is solved until |y, (€*)| = 1 for some r. The uncertain regions are those where |y, (£*)| > Ynresh = 0.1 for a y, term that does
not commute with the dominant y, term. Panels (b) and (c) depict a phase diagram as a function of the initial parameters ya
and K., as in Fig. 4a (but for a broader range of initial values). In (b) and (c) we set an initial value K, = 0.2 and K}, = 0.34
respectively. Panel (d) shows the phase diagram as a function of the initial values of ya and Kj, with initial condition K. = 1.
A gapped phase is stabilized in the strong proximity coupling regime for sufficiently strong bulk repulsion.



VI. CROSSOVER FROM WEAK TO STRONG
PROXIMITY COUPLING

We have identified a gapped phase both in the weak
and in the strong proximity coupling regimes. The two
phases are the same topological phases, which is uniquely
characterized by the fact that the anyon condensate along
the edge preserves charge only mod 2e [57, 58]. In this
section we show that the two gapped phases are also
continuously connected. To that end, we identify a Zo-
duality, and using it we establish an energy gap in family
of models that continuously connect the weak and strong
proximity coupling regimes.

We start by constructing the Zs-duality as a linear map
M :® — MP, where M is a 6 x 6 matrix that satisfies

M? =1, (74)

and @ is given in Eq. (17). The duality maps the relevant
terms of the weak proximity coupling regime, i.e., those
with couplings J4, Jp and Js, to the relevant terms in
the strong proximity coupling regime, whose couplings
are A1, Ap, Ay respectively [the different terms are given
in Egs. (19), (69), (33), and (52)]. Explicitly, we require
that M maps the arguments of the appropriate cosine
operators

M : 604 < 291 and 60p < —2¢1 + 2¢ps. (75)

Consequently, the emergent terms that played a crucial
role in the weak and strong proximity coupling regimes,
with couplings A, and J,;, are mapped onto one another.
Lastly, we require the commutation relations

P (MB)), (M) (0)) = 0,00(), B
76
Alternatively, the condition (76) is given in matrix form
by K = MTKM.
The set of matrices that satisfy Eq. (74), (75) and (76)
|

Hpert = Ja COS(9D + §(90+ - 907)) +JB Cos(@D -3

3
+ A COS((,OD + (o4 + 907)) + Ap cos(goD — §(<p+ + tpf)) + Az cos(2¢p) + Jgcos(3py — 3p_).

2

2

We further restrict the different couplings by

91,0 = A = AB,
g3 = Ag = Jg,

g0 =Ja = Jp,

83
ggEJQZAQ. ( )

w

(py — 4,0,)) + Jac0s(20p) + Agcos(3p4 + 3p-)
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are given by:

1-3p 1-2p 1—p P 2p 3p

6p—3 3p—2 -1 -1 —3p —6p
M — 3—3p 1 3p 1-—3p 0 3p
—3p -1 3p—11-3p 0 3p
6p 3p 0 0 2—-3p 3—6p
—3p —2p —p p 2p—1 3p—2
(77)

with p any real number. We fix the parameter p by con-
sidering a fixed point Ho [Eq. (20)] that is both self-dual
under M and symmetric under a w-rotation, R [defined
in Eq. (22)]. Requiring that the corresponding U matrix
has no zero eigenvalues (which corresponds to a vanishing
velocity scale) limits the value of p to p = 1/4.

The self-dual fixed point is more easily studied in the
basis of fields (recall the different field definitions in Ta-
ble I)

o+ = e+ (04 —0p),

YD = Pe — 77?,0 + 77}1%,0’

(78)
Or =0c — (04 +05)/2% (g1 +1L1)/2,
Op =3(04 + 93),
that satisfy fractional commutation relations
(0200 (), 00 (2)] = Tidn,0 0 (z — ') /Mq, (79)

020a(2), Par(2")] = [0:0a (), Oar (z")] = 0.

In Eq. (79) o,/ = £,D and my = 3/2, mp = 1/2.
Under M (with p = 1/4) and R the fields labeled by
4, D transform as

M: @i%i@i7 9i—>i0i, ()DDHQEN

80
R: ¢+p — —9+.p, 0+ p—0+p. (80)

Demanding self-duality under M and R-symmetry re-
stricts the fixed point to the form

T om
a==+,D

Ho - Z Mq {Ka(ax@a)Z + %a(axea)Z , (81)
with Kp = 1 and Ky > 0. This fixed point is compati-
ble with the form of Hy in Eq. (20) [but generally differs
from the fixed point in Eq. (28)]. The different perturba-
tions and emergent terms of the effective model can be
rewritten using the fields labeled +, D as

(82)

(

This assures the model is symmetric under R, and if



91,6 = g1,, then the model is also self-dual under M.
Note that the gs term has scaling dimension ds =
3(K:' + K~')/2, the g1 terms have scaling dimension
dy = ds/4+ 1/2 and the go term is marginal.

We now show that in certain limits the model Hg +
Hpers, defined by Egs. (81) and (82), is gapped. Neglect-
ing the marginal gs term, Hpere can be written as

7'[pelrt ~ 293 COS(3¢+) COS(’?’()D—)
+ 2g1 9 cos(0p) cos(3(<p+ — @_)/2) (84)
+ 21,4 cos(pp) cos (3(p4 + ¢-)/2).

The interesting limit for which the model is gapped oc-
curs for d3 < 2, and

1/(2—d2)

1/(2—d
93/( Vs A 7

X =¢,0. (85)

Under these conditions, the fields ¢4 and ¢_ are both
pinned by the g3 term in Eq. (84). The limit (85) al-
lows us to ignore the g; terms in the calculation of the
expectation values involving only the @y, 0. fields. In
particular, the two expectation values

Cy = (cos(3(p+ +9-)/2)),
C_ = (cos(3(p+ — v-)/2)),

determined by the pinned values of the fields ¢4 are non-
vanishing and satisfy Cy = £C_. This allows us to trace
out the ¢4, 01 fields and obtain an effective model of pp
and 0p written as

(86)

Her = 1 [(0r00)” + (9:00)°]

+2g1,§C_ cosbp + 2g1,,Cy cospp.  (87)

Assuming M-self-duality, i.e., gi,6 = g1,0, the ef-
fective Hamiltonian density (87) is identical to that of
the Z; self-dual sine-Gordon model, which is known to
be gapped [59]. Furthermore, the model (87) remains
gapped even if the couplings of the cos(6p) and cos(pp)
are not equal, allowing us to relate the gap also to models
with g1,0 # g1,0-

There is a subtlety in the fact that not all pining val-
ues for ¢ are physically distinct. This subtlety becomes
apparent when noting that while 3(¢p4 £ ¢_) has com-
pactification radius of 27, the term 3(¢4+ + ¢_)/2 that
appears in Ci has compactification radius of 7. This
subtlety is resolved by noting that there are two indistin-
guishable fields configurations which are related by the
two Zy gauge symmetries

3 3
73 §(<P+ +o-) 5(@+ +¢-)+m op = pp+m,
3 3
Zy: 5(er =) Sl — @)+ 7 0p = Op + 7.
(88)
The presence of these indistinguishable field configura-
tions does not change our conclusion that the model
Ho + Hpert is gapped under our assumptions.
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We can set |g1,,| < [g1,0] or [g1,4] > |g1,6], to obtain
models that are “close” to the model discussed previ-
ously in the weak or strong proximity coupling regimes
respectively, which are discussed in Sec. V. Tuning the
ratio |g1,,|/|91,0| allows us to tune the system from the
weak to the strong proximity coupling regime. Therefore
these gapped models can be continuously deformed to
each other while retaining the energy gap.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we considered a system composed of two
v = 1/3 Laughlin FQH liquids coupled along their edges
by proximity to a SC. We employed a coupled-wires con-
struction and bosonization techniques to write an effec-
tive model for the system. Using these techniques we de-
termined conditions for a stable gapped phase in a system
with underlying repulsive interactions. We focus mainly
on the two regimes of weak and strong proximity cou-
pling compared to the bulk gap of the FQH liquid, and
analyzed both limits using perturbative RG. In the weak
proximity coupling regime, a sufficiently strong attractive
electronic interaction is required to obtain a gap result-
ing from the coupling of the superconductor to the edges
[see Eq. (50)]. In the strong proximity coupling regime,
we identify an emergent term (66) that opens a gap in
the system for sufficiently strong repulsive interactions in
the bulk of the FQH fluids, Eq. (68).

We believe that the repulsion-induced gapped phase in
the strong proximity coupling regime might be of experi-
mental relevance, since electronic systems naturally tend
to be repulsive. The Luttinger parameter K; depends on
the ratio between the scale of the repulsive interactions
in the bulk and the Fermi velocity, which can be con-
trolled, for example, by changing the slope of confining
potential.

The gapped phase in the strong proximity coupling
regime is obtained by a competition between the prox-
imity coupling to the SC, which pushes the fractional
edge modes towards the bulk, and the repulsive interac-
tions within the bulk, which give a high energy penalty
to charge fluctuations. This effect of the repulsive inter-
actions suppresses the penetration of the edge modes into
the bulk and thus enhances their coupling to the super-
conductor. This scenario is compatible with the numer-
ical findings of Ref. [44]. However, when the repulsive
interactions are too strong, the coupling to the super-
conductor is irrelevant and the strong proximity coupling
regime is not attained, resulting in a gapless edge. Con-
sequently, a gapped edge is obtained for an intermediate
range of repulsive interactions.

In both regimes, we characterized the phase transition
between the gapped and gapless phases as a cascaded
Kosterlitz-Thouless transition of the type discussed in
[60]. Near the transition the gapped phases have pertur-
bations that flow to weak coupling at low-energies, but
renormalize the scaling behavior of the gapping pertur-



bations, causing them to flow to strong coupling.

Lastly, we use a Zs-duality to identify a family of
gapped models that connect the weak and strong prox-
imity coupling regimes. Thus, we show that the gapped
phases in the weak and strong proximity coupling regimes
are the same phase and are continuously connected.
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Appendix A: RG scheme

In the RG flow equations discussed in the main text,
we employ a minimal-subtraction scheme to regularize
the quantum field theory. We review this technique below
(for a more extensive discussion see [61]). We will use the
action formalism which is equivalent to the Hamiltonian
formalism.

Consider the Euclidean action of a conformally invari-
ant system Sy, with respect to the velocity u. Adding a
set of local perturbations, the action becomes

S10;a] = Sold —l—Z/dxdT yp (’) o(z,7), (A1)

where O, are local fields, d,, are their scaling dimensions,
yp are their dimensionless couplings and a is the short
length scale cutoff.

We begin by describing the general conformal struc-
ture of Sy [47]. The conformal structure can be better
understood in holomorphic and antiholomorphic coordi-
nates

z =uT —ix, Z =ut +1ix. (A2)
The scaling dimension and conformal spin of the oper-
ator O, are d, and s,. These can be extracted from
the (imaginary) time-ordered two-point correlators of the
conformal system, (T [O,(z,2)O04(0,0)])s,. This correla-
tor vanishes unless d, = d, and s, = 54 in which case it
takes the form

_ Cpq 2\ Sp
° T ()b (%) > o> a
(A3)

where (), is a dimensionless normalization coefficient.

More conformal data is encoded in the so-called op-
erator product expansion (OPE). This is a formal series
expansion of a product of fields of the form

<T[OP(Zﬂ Z)Oq(oﬂ 0)]>S

Op(21,21)0q(22, 22) = ZCM (

T

where z;; = z; — 25, Zij = z; — z; and Cj,, are called
the fusion coefficients. A product of fields within a time-
ordered correlator of the conformal model, Sy, can be
substituted by their OPE. It is customary to denote the
OPE by O, xO, =>_,.C} O,

To regularize the model we subtract the divergence of
correlations of nearby fields by demanding

<T[Op1 (Zlv 21) e O;Dn (va 271)]>So,a =0 (A5)

if any pair of locations satisfy |z; — z;| < a. Otherwise,

this correlator takes its conformal expectation value.
The RG step proceeds by changing the cutoff a —

a = ae?. The RG flow equations are then obtained by

1971) Gt da—d) /2

21+ 22 21+ 22
T 2 ) 2 b

(

expanding Z = [D,0e "
Y,

—So[6 Y
Z:/Daee olf] [1—/d2rza2_pdp

+ — / d2’l“1 d2’l“2 Z 4y1;yzd

|Z12|>a

o1 perturbatively in powers of

Op(2,2)

(Z17 21)0q(227 22)

+ O(y*)
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To change the cutoff to a and keep the partition function
identical we change the dimensionless couplings to y, —
Jp and obtain a correction at each order of perturba-
tion theory such that the partition function remains the
same. The first order correction yields g, ~ e(2=d)déy
The second order correction can be obtained by using the
OPE and is given by

E qypyq Sp+8q,Sr-

Overall, the flow equations of the couplings become

(dyr)Qnd order — (A?)

dyr _
4/ = Z qypyq Sp+Sq;Sr +O( ) (A8)

In principle higher order terms can be obtained from the
scaling dimension, conformal spin and the OPE.

Appendix B: Renormalization group for coupled
wires

Here we discuss the renormalization group flow of a
model of real coupled chiral movers, ®(x) = ®'(z), with
a general K-matrix (see also Ref. [62, Ch. 7.4]), i.e.,

Dapd(z —y)-

We consider the Hamiltonian H (a)
by

[0:@a (), P (y)] = 2mi(K™ (B1)

= Hy + Hpert, given

Hy = /dx iamqﬂUam@,
47
(B2)

UYyr
Hpert = /dx 2 cos(A, - P),

where the perturbations all have vanishing conformal
spin. In this section we will use the RG scheme described
in Appendix A to obtain the RG equations of this model
[Egs. (73)]. The imaginary time used in Appendix A is
related to real time by a Wick rotation it = 7.

The quadratic part of the Hamiltonian H corresponds
to a conformally symmetric model if it has only a single
velocity scale u. We begin by showing that this holds if
and only if Eq. (24) is satisfied. We diagonalize Hy via

a linear transformation of the fields %a = Zﬂ Sas®s,
by demanding that U=S""'US'isa diagonal matrix
(note that S is not necessarily orthogonal). Furthermore,

we require that the transformation decouples the com-
mutation relations of the different fields to simple chiral

fields, i.e., the new fields ® have a diagonal K-matrix,
K=8S8"" 1KS ! with 41 entries on the diagonal and
zeros elsewhere. Using lI>, the Hamiltonian Hy is written

Ho—/dx aa (5 §,)2. (B3)
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From this we find the time evolution of the fields

Do (z,t) = Mot (x)e ot

= Bo(r— (K U)aat). (B4)

It is interesting to note the matrix diagonalization rela-
~—1~

tion SK 'US™' = K U. The condition (2

from vl = U.

4) follows

1. Scaling behavior

Following common convention (for example see Ref.
[46, Sec. 9.B]), we consider the operators
O, = cos(A, - ®)/a’ = cos(A, - ®)/a (B5)

where a is the UV cutoff defined such that the two-point
correlators (A3) are normalized as

e ()

where the expectation values are computed with respect
to the ground state of Hy. The operators O, in Eq. (B5)
have scaling dimension and conformal spin

(T10:(2,)0r(0,0)]) 1, =

(B6)

d, —Z)\ J/2=AT (WU HA, /2, (B7)

- ZAE’Q/ (2Kaa) = ATK7IN, /2, (BY)
@

where Xna are defined via ;\T P = A - D

2. Fusion of different cosine terms

We use the leading contributions to the OPE [see
Eq. (A4)] of O, x O, (for p # q) to derive the corre-
sponding RG flow equations. The OPE gives

cos(Ap - @) cos(Ay-P)
adr * ada o
lcos(Ay - @)  1cos(A_ - ®)
Z - ... (B
2 at+ 2 ad * (B9)

where Ay = A, £ A, # 0 and the (---) includes contri-
butions of less relevant terms. Together with the scaling
dimensions (B7) we obtain the RG equation for the co-
efficient y,., Eq. (73a).

3. Fusion of a cosine term with itself

The OPE O, x O, has contribution from the identity
operator 1 and cos(2A, - ®). The former only renormal-
izes the vacuum energy, which we do not keep track of,



and the latter is less relevant than cos(A, - ®) and so
is usually neglected. The next relevant operators in the
OPE are

cos(Ap - @) cos(A, - ®)
* =
adr a
lew~ ~ ~~ ~~
-3 > Aparps 0aa ds®s+ -+, (B1O)
a,B
where the (---) includes contributions of 1, cos(2X,®)

and of terms that are less relevant than either cos(2A,®)
or 9, ®q 555/3 (we do not keep track of the cos(2A,®)
term, since it is less relevant then the cos(A,®) term).
In Eq. (B10) we use the notations

Koza'r)a

T

7 = i(ut — Do = 0/07" (B11)

Using the relation 5Q(T>a = i(’?z(fa / K «a [that follows from
Eq. (B4)], we can rewrite

 RaaRss 9aBo Dy — 0,80 0,85, (B12)

If we further restrict to conformally invariant perturba-
tions, i.e., those with s, = 0, we can use Eq. (A8) to find
corrections to the fixed point Hy of the form

dHo Z /dx 24 Yo Aparp,30: 800,05, (B13)

where the primed sum goes over all pairs («, ) such that
KaaKﬁlg = —1. This yields the RG flow equation

1 7dU « ~ 1-KgK
<(S 1)T@S 1) :uny] )\p,a)\p,[i#
af p
(B14)
or equivalently Eq. (73b). Note that the condition for

Lorentz invariance, Eq. (24), is maintained under the
flow.

4. RG flow of the scaling dimension

The RG flow equations of the scaling dimensions follow
from Eq. (73b) and are

dd, 1 -
=1 (KT -
p

(AT @U™A)")

(B15)
Recalling the commutation relation
=21 A K IA)d(z —y).  (B16)

we find that d, is decreasing along the RG flow if O,
commutes with all the perturbations, O)’s.
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Appendix C: Tracing out massive fields in the
coupled-wires model

In this Appendix we discuss the low-energy effective
description of a wire construction with several massive
fields. We describe the procedure for tracing out the mas-
sive fields and obtaining the low-energy effective theory
for the massless ones. Consider a model of real bosonic
fields and their dual fields,

.

@:(@17...@1\7\01,...01\[) (Cl)

with commutation relations as in Eq. (B1) with K-matrix
[ oy [2-1y

() @

The Hamiltonian of the model is Hy + Hj;, where H is
given in Eq. (B2) and

Hy = / dz —<I>TM§> (C3)

where M a real symmetric positive semi-definite matrix

in block form
_( m |Oy
M(ON ON)' (C4)

The Hamiltonian part Hjy; can be thought of as a strong
coupling description of commuting cosine terms where
we expand the cosine terms to second order in their ar-
guments. Condition (C4) assures that a set of commuting
fields are massive. Note the fields and model used here
are not necessarily in one-to-one correspondence to those
in used the main text.

We assume that the model has Lorentz invariance with
respect to the velocity w, i.e., that U satisfies condition
(24). For simplicity we denote the N x N blocks of U by

U= (%) . (C5)

1. Exact diagonalization

We start analyzing the model by reviewing its exact
solution. The model is translation invariant so we can
use Fourier transformed fields

») = / dz By (z)e=P" (C6)
to write

d 1
H= / P
o A
We can decouple the interaction between pairs of fields
and their duals by a linear transformation

B(p) = S(p) B(p) (C8)

where S(p) is an N x N matrix with complex entries that
is subject to the following conditions:

(p*U + M) B(p). (C7)



1) the fields B, (p) correspond to a real field in real
space. This means that they satisfy Bl(p) =
B, (—p), or equivalently

S(p) = S*(—p). (C9)

2) the transformation preserves the commutation re-
lations, [Ba(p), Bg(q)] = [B@(p),B;(q)]7 or equiva-
lently

K™ =S(pK'si(p). (C10)
3) in terms of B-fields the Hamiltonian H couples only

Ba to itself, its dual §a+ N mod2nN and their Hermi-
tian conjugate, i.e., by denoting
D(p) = S'(p)(p°U + M)S(p)
_ <D1(p) D2(p)>
Ds(p) | Du(p) )

the D;(p) are diagonal N x N matrices and the
matrix D(p) is Hermitian.

(C11)

For p # 0 the matrix S(p) can always be chosen to be
a real matrix iatisfying these three conditions. The cou-
pled quartet B, (£p), Bayn(Ep) can be further decou-
pled to single particle eigenmodes, but in the following
we will not need this further decoupling.

2. Low-energy effective description

Here we show that at small-momenta, the Hamilto-
nian should be described in a basis of fields for which the
U term does not couple any non-massive fields ¢;,0; to
highly fluctuating 9,.0; that are conjugate to any massive
p; fields.

At p = 0, the kinetic term coefficients are those in the
matrix U = ST(0)US(0), and the mass term is written

M = ST(0)MS(0) = diag (m1, ... mn, 0, ... 0),

(C12)
i.e., the fields labeled 1,...n are massive, while the n® =
N — n fields labeled n + 1,... N are massless.
At small non-zero momenta, p # 0, we expand

S(p) = (Lan + p*R + O(c*)) S(0), (C13)

where the small dimensionless parameter is € = p/(m;u),

with m; > 0 is the smallest mass term in M.
Due to Eq. (C10), the matrix R satisfies

RK ' + K 'R = 0yy, (C14)
and together with Eq. (C11) this yields
dD ~ ~
=U+KK 'M, R]. (C15)

d(p?) p=0
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Together with Eq. (C11) this implies

Uiy =0 and UY = (C16)
if  <n and k > n. In terms of the fields
& = (S(0)7'@);, 6, = (S(0) ' ®)irn, i<N, (CI7)

q. (C16) shows that Hy does not couple the duals of the
massive fields 9 to any of the massless fields, ¢ and Gk
At high momentum the full p- dependence of S(p) is
needed to accurately describe the dynamics. However,
at low-energies we can use the effective description by
projecting-out the massive fields and their duals, leaving
the low-energy modes @y and 6y for k£ > n with the

effective Hamiltonian

He /da:— > 0%, Uy, 0: Py

J.k>n

(C18)

In particular, if the original kinetic term Hj satisfies
the conformal condition (24), then the transformation
S(0) takes the kinetic matrix to the block form

x O
0 V¥
x O
0 V%

x 0
0 vl
x 0 ’
0 V%

U= (C19)

where % are n X n blocks of the matrix that will drop
after we trace out the fields ¢;,60; with j < n. As a
consequence, the decoupling of the massive and massless
degrees of freedom is exact, and the effective model (C18)
satisfies condition (24) for Lorentz invariance

— 2
Onc 2. ]lnc 1 VP th9 )
2.1, 0, Vego V09 =u“lope.

(C20)

3. Tracing out a single massive field

We can give a closed form for the case of a single mas-
sive field

M = diag (m, 0, ... 0). (C21)

This simple case is used in the main text twice to trace
out two massive fields and obtain the effective model (63).
The appropriate S(0) transformation, c.f. Egs. (C10)
and (C19), is given by
1= @1,
~ 0 _ 5
01 =01 — (Zesn ULSURS ) 20/ (UF5)
~ Yot (wﬁ/v )3k + (UL4/U19)0 ), (C22)
©j =@+ ( UL 1)‘P17
0;=0; + (U“"G/Ul e



for j > 1, and the kinetic matrix of the effective model
is given by

ﬁyal'f = Ujalf - Uﬁf Uffi/Ufﬁ for j, k> 1, (C23)

where o, 8 € {¢, 0}

We can treat a class of perturbations of the original
Hamiltonian, Hy + Hy;, as perturbations of this effective
Hamiltonian H*f [see Eq. (C18)]. Consider the pertur-
bation

Hpert, = /dm A cos( - @), (C24)

Ta?

with zero conformal spin, )\TK_I)\/2 = 0, that com-
mutes with the massive degree of freedom ¢, and its
dual 81, and X - ® is not proportional to 1. These re-
strictions allows us to choose a basis ® such that the
second bosonic field is w3 = A - ®. For a small y the ef-
fective model can be approximated by Hef + Hgffrt with
the effective perturbation

=
per ma? 1

et _ / d ﬂ<eiw5ﬁw5ﬁ>@> €2 £ h., (C25)

where (-); denotes expectation value taken over only the

sector of the fields &1, #;. The perturbation €?#2 has the
scaling dimension

d*t = d — (U39)*/(2uUT%) (C26)
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Appendix D: Relevant operators in the strong
proximity coupling regime

Here we show that the only relevant operators that
agrees with the strong proximity coupling regime of the
fractional v = 1/3 wire model are those discussed in the
main paper. Namely, the terms labeled by Ay, As, Ap,
Jg and the identity are the only terms that conserve mo-
mentum, commute with the Ag term and are relevant
for repulsive Luttinger parameters

K., K, <1 (D1)

of the fixed point (28). The different cosine terms are
defined in Egs. (33), (52) and (66).
A general local interaction term takes the form

O = exp[i(3nang,_1 + n2¢i o + n3dit o

+ 714(255,0 + n5¢g,0 + 3”6775,1)} (D2)

where n; are integers.
Requiring that this operator is momentum conserving
and recalling the bosonization identity

Y, (37) ~ ei(bj+kF)$e+i¢R$j(x)+ei(bj—kF)xe—i¢Lyj(m)7 (Dg)

implies that the term O should naturally appear with an
oscillating coefficient e*** where

k= (3n1 +n2+n3+n4+n5+3n6)kp—(n1 +7L6)b (D4)

Together with the filling fraction being 2kr /b = 1/3, and
requiring k = 0, we find ny + ng + nq + ns5 = 3(n1 + ng).
Requiring that O commutes with the Ag term, implies
Ng + N5 = N3 + Ng4.

We denote by A, B, C, D the following integers

6D = 2(712 + TL5) e 2(7L3 + 714) = 3(711 + Tlg),
2A+ 3D =ny — ng,

D5
where d is the scaling dimension of the original perturba- 2B +3D =ng — ns, (D5)
tion, cos(A- @) [see Eq. (B7)]. In particular the perturba- 2C — 2D = ng — n;.
tion becomes more relevant after tracing out the massive
field ¢q, d°ff < d. The scaling dimension of O is

J
3K: o 1 5 K 9 9
d= D? + (4A+2B+9D)* + — [(A+2B — 3C + 12D)* + (A+ 2B — 3C + 3D)?]
4 12K, 12 (D6)

1
+—— [(A+2B +30)* + (A+ 2B + 3C + 3D)?

12K,

Below we will find the conditions on A, B, C, D for which
the operator is relevant and thus d < 2.

A useful inequality is the following: if a,b, K > 0 then

aK +b/K > 2Vab. (D7)

(

This inequality yields d > (3D/2)?2, so for the operator
O to be relevant we must have D = 0.

We continue by separating to cases:



e For A+ 2B = 3C the scaling dimension is

d = 6C?/K, + 3(2C — B)*/K., (DS)

so repulsion condition (D1) only admits the coeffi-
cients A = B =C =0, i.e., the identity operator.

For A+ 2B = —3C the scaling dimension is

d=3(B+2C)?/K,. +6C?*K,. (D9)
The repulsive condition K, < 1 limits the coef-
ficients to B = —2C = —2A, or alternatively
O = 'C(6ps+201-492)  This operator is the C-th
power of the J; term in Eq. (66).

For |A + 2B| > 3|C| + 1 the inequality (D7) yields
a bound

d>2/C|+1/3. (D10)
This implies C' = 0, which in turn, together with
the inequality (D7) and K, < 1, yields

d> (2A+ B)?/3+ (A+2B)?/3. (D11)
This last bound admits only the four possible
terms: A = B = 0 (the identity), A = £1,B =0
[A1 term in Eq. (11)], A=0,B = £1 [A3 term in
Eq. (11)] or A= —B = £1 [Ap term in Eq. (52)].

For |A + 2B]| < 3|C| — 1 the inequality (D7) yields
the bounds
d>[(3C)* - (A+2B)*] /3

> 2|0| - 1/3. (D12)
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Thus, O is relevant only if |C| = 1 and |A4+2B| = 2.
Next, the inequalities (D7) and K, < 1 yield
d > (2A + B)?/3 + 5/3. This last bound implies
A =0 and |B| = 1. These values of the coefficients
together with (D1) admit no relevant terms (curi-
ously, the B = —C = £1 case yields a marginal
operator, but only for K, =1 and K;, = 1/5).

Appendix E: Cosine terms in different field bases

Here we list the different forms of the different cosine
terms encountered in the main text in terms of the field
bases introduced. The different terms are denoted by
their coefficients, J, and Ag with o = A, B,2,¢ and
8 =1,2,B,g [see Egs. (19), (69), (66), (33), (52) and
(47)]. The listing is included in Table II.

Appendix F: Examples of RG flow of proximity
coupled fractional quantum Hall edges

This appendix includes several plots of the RG flow
Equations (73) for Hamiltonian density Ho+Hpert Where
Ho and Hpery are (20) and (70) with the terms with di-
mensionless couplings vy, and ya g where « = A, B,2, g
and 8 = 1,2, B, g [given in Egs. (19), (69), (66), (33),
(52) and (47)]. The plots are in shown Fig. 6.
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Term P Yo, o, a=A B,e Py o, a=1,2,3
Ja 3NR,—1 + 2070 + Pr0 = 6604 = 3(0s + p3) +2(02 — p2) + (01 + ¢1)
JB 3Nt + 2080+ Lo = 605 = 3(0s — p3) +2(02 + p2) + (01 — 1)
Ay ¢g,0 - ¢50 = 4dpe+pa—0a+9¢p+0 = 2¢1
AV PR — D70 = 2(pe +9a—0a+9p+05) = 22
Ap GRo+dLo— PRo— dio = —2¢pc+pa—0a+pp+0p = 22 — 21
Ay 2¢§,0 + ¢f,0 - 2¢50 - ‘152,0 = 6pe = 41 — 22
Ja |30k, 1+ 2070+ ORo + PLo0 + 2080 + 3001 = 604 + 605 = 663 + 40 + 20,
Jg 3771'%,71 + 2¢2,0 + ¢1A;z,0 - ‘2550 - 2¢§,0 - 377]5,1 = 604 — 605 = 63 — dpa + 21

TABLE II. Table summarizing the different cosine terms mentioned throughout the paper in different bases of fields for the
case of FQH at filling fraction v = 1/3. The left column specifies the term by its coefficient, while the rest are present the
argument of the corresponding cosine term in a specific basis. The different basis definition can be found in Table I.

i 1
10 o — W 10° : —_— Y
//: Y2 ! Y2
10_2' // : == Yig 1072_ : sl === Yig
1| —— wan ya
v, 4 N T Yaz2 Yn2
1074 / i — yAB 1074 Yap
/ H — yayg Yag
1
1076 1 £ r 1 I 106 !
3.0 ll dy 3.0 dy
55 Jé da o5 djya
. .0 ]
# ——= djg djg
D e A das 2.0 : das
\I das dap
151 | da s 151 da g
1.0 )2. — dag 1.0 ] dayg
1 N
10° 102 104 108 108 10° 102 104 108
e!, scaling factor e!, scaling factor

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. RG flow solution, the dashed lines correspond to the stopping condition of the flow, |y.(£*)| = 1. (a) corresponds to
the square marker in Fig. 5d and depicts a flow of gapless phase in the weak proximity coupling regime. (b) corresponds to the
star marker in Fig. 5d and depicts a flow of gapped phase in the strong proximity coupling regime.
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