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N onabelian braid statistics versus pro fctive perm utation statistics
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R ecent papers by F inkelstein, G aliautdinov, and coworkers [J.M ath. Phys. 42, 1489, 3299 (2001)]
discuss a suggestion by W ilczek that nonabelian pro fctive representations ofthe perm utation group
can be used as a new type of particle statistics, valid in any din ension. W ilczek’s suggestion was
based in part on an analysis by Nayak and W ilczek (NW ) of the nonabelian representation of the
braid group in a quantum Hall system . W e point out that proictive permm utation statistics is
not possble In a local quantum eld theory as it violates locality, and show that the NW braid
group representation is not equivalent to a pro gctive representation of the pem utation group. T he
structure of the nite In age of the braid group in a 2772 1 din ensional representation is obtained.

M oore and Read 'E:] show ed that a physical realization
of nonabelian statistics (as a nonabelian representation
of the braid group) was a possbility in a quantum Hall
e ect system . The M ocoreRead state now seem s lkely
to be the ground state n the = 5=2 quantum Hall
e ect (for a review, see :[Z']). T he nonabelian statistics
wasanalyzed fiurther [3,4,8], and in particularN ayak and
W ilczek NW ) E_B:] show ed that exchange of the quasipar-
ticles by braiding can be represented using a subgroup
of the rotation group SO (n), acting in the spinor (ro—
Bctive) representation, using C i ord algebra m ethods.
W ilczek t_é] then proposed a connection w ith the profc—
tive representations of the perm utation group, and sug—
gested that such \pro fctive pem utation statistics" are
a possibility in any space dim ension. This was explored
extensively in Refs. {1,8,4], where it was tem ed \C lif-
ford statistics". In view of the interest In nonabelian
statistics also in connection w ith quantum com putation
f_l-(_)'], it seem s worthwhile to correct the confiision that
has arisen.

To begin, consider n indistinguishable point ob fcts
In a two-din ensional plane. For generic positions, they
can be progcted onto a generic line in such a way that
they do not coincide, and can then be labelled 1, :::,
n In sequence from lft to right. The pem utation (or
symm etric) group acting on the ob cts is generated by
the set of sy, J= 1, :::, n 1, that exchange ob gcts j,
j+ 1. T he generators obey relations

sj=1; @)
1 @ ki= 1) @)
@ k3> D &)

(sy8¢)°

S8k = Sk S5

(W here 1 denotes the identity elem ent of the group), and
this set of generators and relationsde nesthe sym m etric
group on n ob ects S, . It hasn!elem ents.

Sim ilarly, the braid group B, is generated by nearest—
neighbor transpositions t;, but now they do not square
to the identity. The braid group can be de ned by the
relations (see eg. E_l;'])

tjtktj = tktjtk
Bt = &by

I kj= 1) @)
@ kj> 1): ©)

The braid group isan in nite discrete group.

T he pro fctive representations of the sym m etric group
Sn, can be viewed as ordinary linear representations of
a covering group, that is a nontrivial central extension
of S, by U (1) (or by a subgroup thereof). The central
extensionsofS, by U (1) are classi ed up to isom orphisn
by the cohom ology group H ? (S, ;U (1)) which forn 4
is= Z, [14,13,14]. Hence orn 4 (we consider only
this range from here on) there are nontrivial extensions
of S, by Z,, which have 2 n! elem ents, and we denote
one oftheseby &, . &, can be de ned by n generators

(3= 1,:::,n 1), z and relations {14,15]
2’ =1; (6)
Z 5= 5Z; (7)
32-= z; 8)
Sk 3= 0k 3ok I kj= 1); 9)
i k=2 k 5 (I ki3> 1): (10)

Thus z is a central elem ent that comm utes wih all el
em ents, and can be set to etther +1 or 1 in any irre—
duchble representation (note that we do not distinguish
between the abstract generators z, s, t;, 5, etc, and
their m atrix representatives in a particular representa—
tion). The relations are the sam e as for the sym m etric
group, m odulo factors of z. Representations in which
z = 1 descend to linear representations of the quotient
group, §,=fl;zg = S,, whilk representations in which
z = 1 are profctive representations of S, . (The only
other nontrivial double cover @n , not isom orphic to &,

except forn = 6 [14], is abtained by using instead genera—
tors § which obey sin ilar relationsbut w ith 1 in place of
z In eq. é'g) t_lé_il,:_lg;] In a representation in which z= 1,
this results from setting = i j Prall j. These were
the relationsused In Ref. kl.)

T he proposal for pro gctive pem utation statistics i_é]
wasthat, asquantum m echanicswelocom esthe use ofpro—
Bctive representations of sym m etries, identical particles
m Ight be describbed by profctive representations of the
pem utation group. Since the pem utations do not refer
to the topology of space (unlike the braiding operations),
this proposal, if correct, could be used in any dim ension


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0201240v2

(the ordering of the particles along the line is then ari-
trary). T hen the operation of exchange of nearest neigh—
bors would be represented by an elem ent T4 acting on
H ibert space, and in the pro fctive perm utation statis—
tics proposal, each Ty must be either 5 or 4, since
these are the elem entsthat pro fct to transpositions sy in
the quotient group S, . In particular, there is a represen—
tation of§, ofdin ension 2!® =21 vhere k]denotesthe
largest integer x). This coincides w ith the din ension
of the representation ofthe braid group identi ed ﬁl:,'g,'zl:]
in the M coreRead quantum Hall state, and W ilczek [g]
clain ed that this representation of §, isequivalent to the
representation ofthe braid group obtained in Ref. ], up
to som e phase factors that we w ill discuss in a m om ent.
N ote that the com plex C i ord algebra on m generators
j,with relations =1, 5= 3 (6 k), has
dimension 2" . Form even, the C i ord algebra is iso—
m orphic to the algebra of m atrices on a vector space of
din ension 2 =2, Thisappliesherewithm = 2[n  1)=2].
The di culty w ith the generalproposal is that statis—
tics of particles n quantum eld theory or m any-body
theory must obey locality. That is, the underlying
physics is presumed to be given by a local Ham iltto-
nian containing local interactions between local elds
(for exam ple, the electrons in the quantum Hall system ).
T he Iocality assum ption plays a crucial role in the gen-
eral rigorous analysis of particle statistics; see eg. Refs.
{16,718,1920,21]. In particular, it appears that proc—
tive representations of the pem utation group are explic—
itly ruled out (seeeg.Thm .223cin Ch.IV ofRef. P1]
for the case of relativistic theordes in spacedim ension 3
under som e technicalassum ptionsthat are relaxed by the
end of Sec. IV 3.3, and Sec. IV .5 of Ref. l_2-1:] for som e
discussion of space din ension 2 where the braid group
enters). The central step of the analysis is to m ove par-
ticles around continuousl In spacetin e, and the results
depend only on the hom otopy class of the path taken in
con guration space. In particular, exchanges of dispint
w ellseparated pairs ofparticlesm ust com m uteasthetwo
orderings of the exchanges are hom otopically equivalent,
so in particular TyTy = Ty T5 or jj kj> 1, or in other
w ords the group-theoretic com m utatorTyTx T, 1Tk =1,
In the pro gctive representations ofthe sym m etric group,
the com m utatorisinstead 1 Whateverthe choice ofthe
Lft, Ty= 5 or 3, ofeach s5), and so profctive statis—
tics violates locality. O n the other hand, locality is not
violated by braid statistics, where Ty = t; in som e rep-—
resentation ofB,, and it is known that nonabelian braid
statistics can be realized In a localtheory n 2+ 1 din en—
sions E_l-_ég,'_l-gl], for exam ple in pure Chem-Sin ons gauge
theory.
Independent ofthe physical requirem ent of locality, the
di erence between the com m utators of generators in B
6'5) and In &, C_l-C_i) in plies that a profctive representa—
tion of S, (nwhich z= 1) cannotalso be a representa—

tion ofthe braid group B, , in contradiction to W ilczek’s
clain E_é]. P ut anotherway, the in age ofthe braid group
n U @@ =2}y given by the representation m atrices (the
existence of which willbe checked later) and that of &,
are not isom orphic as groups (given the way that both
progct to the sym m etric group). (Later we w ill see that
these tw o groups, though both nie, are actually of dif-
ferent orders.)

No escape from these conclisions can be found in a
rem ark by W ilczek t_é] that In the quantum Hall exam —
pl, the profgctive statistics is combined w ith anyonic
phase factors, € ¥® in a T;. If this is taken to mean
that the physicalexchanges T act in a tensor product of
the 2l®@ 1=2) §in ensional representation of &, as above,
w ith an abelian representation ofthe braid group t; = et
for some real , 0 Ty = 5 Ly, then i is clear that
this does not a ect the noncom m utation of dispint ex—
changes, T;Tx T, T, '= 1. @ specialcase iset = 4,
discussed earlier.) These generators clearly obey the re—
lations (reintroducing z for convenience)

z? = 1; a1)
Z 5= 5z; 12)
3k k 3k I kj=1); @3)

@ k3> 1): 14)

The existence of representations Ty = 5 of these rela—
tions in plies their consistency, and hence the existence
of a nontrivial central extension ¥, of the braid group,
de ned abstractly by the generators z, ; and the above
relations. Any of the four groups m entioned earlier, &, ,
B,, S,, or & can be obtained from B, by in posing
additional relations ? = 1, both of these, or

J
2 = 1, respectively. Sin ibrly, ] and t”, 3= 1, 3,

n 1, aretwo representationsofthe braid group B ,, , then
= t;l) tj@ gives another one. In particular, tf) = ¢t

(for all j) is a one-dim ensional representation, and so a
continuum ofdistinct representations ofthe sam e dim en—

Z, 2 =

sion can be found for each choice of t;l) ’s. In quantum
Halle ect system s, such abelian tensor factors are com —
mon, as there is a contrdbution to T from the charge
degrees of freedom , which producesa that depends on
the ling factor.

If one considers representations m odulo phase factors,
then this distinction between the com m utators (), {16)
cannot be made. This is the notion of isom orphism
of groups m odulo scalars, in contrast to the usual iso—
m orphisn we have been invoking so far. Isom orphism
modulo scalars am ounts to isom orphisn of the in ages
of the group (s) In the profctive linear group PGL N )
= GLWMN )=GL (1), or since we are considering unitary
representations,PU N )= U N )/U (1). H ow ever, isom or-
phisn m odulo scalars is generally too weak a property to
use In quantum physics. That is because we m ust keep
track of Interference between processes that corresoond



to distinct group operations, and the phases mvolved m ay
be relative phases that a ect such interference. That is,
we are interested In m ore than just the representation of
a group. Forexam ple, S, hastwo one-din ensional repre-
sentations, one in which sy = +1,onein which sy = 1,
corresponding to B ose and Fem i statistics, resoectively.
M odulo scalars, these are isom orphic, but lnearly (and
physically) they are not.

W enow exam ine the construction ofNW Eré’]to nd the
structure oftheirbraid group representation ofdin ension
2ln D=2l = 2n=2 1 (e consider only n even from here
on; there are sin ilar results forn odd). E ssentially the
sam e construction, based on the Tem perley-Lib (TL) al-
gebra specialized to the Ising m odel, was obtained m uch
earlierby Jones P2]. See alsoRef. P3]. NW deducem ost
of its properties from the properties of conformm alblocks
of spin elds in the Ising m odel, as in Ref. ﬁ_.:]. The cen—
tralidea isthat each ob fct corresponds to an orthogonal
direction in realn-dim ensionalEuclidean space R ", and
the elem entary transpositions T4 correspond to a rota—
tion 5 by =2 in the plane spanned by cbcts j, j+ 1,
acting in one of the two nequivalent spinor representa—
tions of dim ension 2°=? ! ofthe covering group Spin (n)
0ofS0O (n), up to a j-independent phase factor as just dis-
cussed: Ty = e j. Clearly these operations have the
e ect ofpem uting the n axes (ifwe ignore the direction
along each axis), and thus do pro gct to the action ofthe
pem utation group as desired. E ach rotation can be de-

ned as = expli( =2)ey;5+ 1], where es;x (J < k) isthe
elem ent ofthe Lie algebra so (n) that generates a rotation
In the jk plane, acting here in the chosen spinor represen—
tation. Since the generators ej; for dispint pairs ji ki,
Jko, commute, and this rem ains true In any representa—
tion Including the spinors (there are no nontrivialcentral
extensions of any sam isin ple Lie algebra!), the 4’scom -
mute, 5 x jl kl =1fory kj> 1. Henoetrherejs
no di culty wih locality of the proposalofRef. [3_;, and
so far it is consistent w ith the clain that the 4’sfom a
Iinear representation ofthe braid group, with tj = 5. It
rem ains to check the other relation @) .

To understand the structure of the representation of
the braid group of dinension 2°~? ! given by t; = 5,
it isuseful rst to consider the geom etry of the group of
rotations by =2 about the axes in R" in m ore detail.
This am ounts to studying the group generated by ele—
mentsuy = expi( =2)ej;3+ 1], where thistime e act in
the de ning n-dim ensional representation o£SO (). The
operation u,, for exam ple, sends the point wih coor-

generated by the uy’s can be seen to be the set of all
pem utations ofx;, :::, x4, together w ith sign changes,
but w ith the condition that an even perm utation is com —
bined w ith an even num ber of sign changes, and an odd
pem utation w ith an odd num ber of sign changes. If the
latter condition is dropped, we obtain the group of all
pem utations and sign changes, w hich is generated by all

re ections In the diagonals x5 = xx (1 i< k n)
and In the coordinate planes x5 = 0, j= 1, :::n. This
is therefore a C oxeter group, denoted B, t_Z-é_l'] [t is the
W eyl group of so(2n + 1) and sp(2n)]. It can be de—
scribbed by generators and relations, but we w illnot need
these here. There is a subgroup of ndex 2, which we
denote B}, consisting of the ekm ents that are proper
rotations, and it is exactly the group generated by the
uy’s. B, is a sem direct product of S, with the group
of sign changes (Z;)", and has order 2" n!. Tts rota—
tion subgroup B} hasorder2® ! nl, and isan extension
of S, by (Z,)* !, but not a sem ddirect product (that
is, there isno S,, subgroup of B that projcts onto S,
under the quotient map B} ! Bl =@Z,)* ' = S,). Fi
nally, the cover Spin (n) of SO (n), and the inclision of
B! in SO @), nduce a doubk cover B! (there is a sin i
lar doublke cover B, ofB,). B ,which hasorder2” n},
is alm ost the group we need. It is generated by the lifts
ofthe uy’s, and the irreducible representations of dim en—
sion 2°=2 ! ofSpin (n) duce representations ofthe sam e
din ension of B! , which can also be viewed as proctive
representations of B . To nd the order of the im age
of B! in the irreducible spinor representations, we note
that, forn 6, the only nom alsubgroupsofSpin (h) are
contalned in its center, which isZ, =2 odd), Z, Z,
(=2 even), so the kemelofthemap B ! U (2°72 1)
must also be contained in the center of Spin (n). Hence
the order of the in age of B/ is the sam e as the order
of B , within a factor of 2 or 4. Forn = 4, Spin (4) =
SU (2) SU 2), and the irreducible spinor representations
do not aithfiillly represent the Lie algebra so (4), so the
factor could be larger.

For B, , i is easy to show that setting t; = uy does
satisfy relation (:ff) de ning thebraid group B, . To study
the other groups explicitly, we resort to C i ord algebra
m ethods. The reduchble spinor representation of so ),
ofdin ension 2°~?, can be naturally constructed asa rep—
resentation of the even part of a com plex C1i ord alge—
bra on n generators by setting e;;x = 14 x=2. The
representation splits into two irreducbles of dim ension
2n=2 1 (this is also the structure of the Tem perley-Lib
algebra In the Isihg m odel @-é], and ofa ullC i ord al-
gebra on only n 1 generators, which Jones constructs
£3). Spin () and is center @nd hence B! , by a sin ilar
argum ent to that in the previous paragraph) act faih-
fally in the 2°~2-dip ensional representation. We nd

;= @+ 5 31)= 2 P3]. I is then easy to verify
that setting t; = 5, relation @) is satis ed. The cen—
ter of Spin (n) is contained in @; . It includes the ele-
mentsU = 2 2 2= 1 nand §= 1.For
n=2 odd, U? = 1, and U generates the center = Z,
of Spin (n). The two irreducble com ponents are distin—
guished by the valuesU = i, i. In these cases, Z, and
hence the whole of B! are represented fatthfully in the
27=2 1. din ensional representations, and hence the in age



of B, hasorder 2" n!. Forn=2 even, ¥ = 1, and the
center of Spin n) is £1;U; U; 1g. U = 1 in one irre—
duchble com ponent, U = 1 in the other, and the reverse
or U.Hence orn 8 the mage of ¥ (and ofB,)
is= B =2, or some Z, in etther com ponent, and has
order2® ! n!. Forn = 4,one nds:_-ﬁjZ] that 3= 7,

1 In the two com ponents, and the In age of]?f[ and By
is isom orphic to B, &' forn odd is de ned the same
way as orn even) of order 2° 3!= 48. Fhally, for all
even n 4, the center of the even part of the C1i ord
algebra is generated by U, and the center of B is the
sam e as that of Spin ).

O ur conclusion for the order of the nite group gen-—
erated by the inages ; of the t;’s in these irreducble
representations agrees w ith the analysis by Jones, who
showed that the Inage of B, n PU (2°~2 ') has order
2" 2 nliforn 6,and 24 orn= 4 (seeThm .52 in Ref.
QZ . This is consistent w ith our results since passing to
the pro fctive group Involves division by the center (the
center of B is Z,).

For com parison, the sym m etncgroup Sn can beviewed
astheCoxetergroup A, 1 I24] fthe W eylgroup ofsu (n)].
A's such i is generated by re ections (representing the
s4’s) In the hyperplanes x5 = x4y 1 N R ", and this repre-
sents i as a subgroup of O (n). As all the generators
lave the points on the line x; = x; = n Xxed,
the re ectj%ns can be restricted to the orthogonal hy-
persurface y¥y = 0, and so generate a subgroup of
Om 1).0m 1) hasan irreduchble progctive spinor
representation [or linear representation ofitsdouble cover
Pin(n 1)] ofdimension 2°~% !, i which the lift of a
re ection in any hyperplane is represented by a linear
com bination of generatorsofa Cli ord algebraonn 1
generators. The lifts §,z {toPintm 1) ofs; 3= 1,

::;, n 1) then generate @n. In tem s of the C i oxd
algebra (for convenience we w ill continue to use the C lif-
ford a]gebra associated w ith R *), the explicit expressions
are j= (5 41)= 2 (these elem ents generate a fiull
Cl ord algebra on n 1 generators), and the anticom —
mutation of §, ) forjj kj> 1olows f14]. This isnot
the construction proposed in Ref. Ef] for the braiding op—
erations. Ifan abelian factore' istensored into each g,
then the in age of &, m U 2*~2 !) isagal a nite group
if =2 isrational. Even if this nite group happens to
have the sam e order as Bf; , it has a di erent structure,
aswe have already shown.

W e should mention that the
representations of the group B, discussed here cannot
describe particles In m ore than two space dim ensions,
because the exchanges Ty do not obey (even up to a
phase) the welkknown oonthJons T? = 1 that are re-
quired ﬂd.ZZIn] in higher din ensions.

T here are also otherexam plesofquantum Hallsystem s
w ith nonabelian braid statistics, w ith no obvious relation

statistics described by

to C1i ord algebras. In the sequence of quantum Hall
states, labelled by k = 1, 2, :::, constructed in Ref.
f_Z-E;], the braiding of the quasiparticles is the same as
that ofW ilson lines in SU (2) Chem-Sim ons gauge theory
of levelk, up to tensoring by an abelian representation.
Tt is known that the in age of the braid group in U NN )
(for certain N ) in these cases is nite ork = 1, 2, 4
(@belian for k = 1), and dense in SU (N ) for all other k
f_Z-é]. T herefore in general, study ofthe statistics involves
the braid group, and not a nite group.

To conclude, we have pointed out that the in age ofthe
braid group in any 2!® 1=2ldin ensional representation
is not isom orphic to the nontrivial doubl cover of the
sym m etric group, even ifan abelian representation ofthe
braid group is tensored w ith the latter. P rogctive per—
m utation statistics isnot consistent w ith locality, but the
physical exam ples In quantum H all states are described
by the braid group and are consistent w ith locality. In
the case of the quasiparticles in the M ooreR ead state,
the statistics is nonetheless related to C i ord algebras.
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