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Anyons and fractional statistics"? are by now well established in two-dimensional systems.
In one dimension, fractional statistics has been establigll so far only through Haldane’s
fractional exclusion principle?, but not via a fractional phase the wave function acquires as
particles are interchanged. At first sight, the topology of he configuration space appears to
preclude such phases in one dimension. Here we argue that tibeossings of one-dimensional
anyons are always unidirectional, which makes it possibleot assign phases consistently and
hence to introduce a statistical parameter. The fractional statistics then manifests itself
in fractional spacings of the single-particle momenta of tle anyons when periodic boundary
conditions are imposed. These spacings are given kxp = 2=h/L (|60|/m + non-negative
integer) for a system of lengthL. This condition is the analogue of the quantisation of relate

angular momenta according tol, = h(—8/m + 2 - integer) for two-dimensional anyons.

The concept of fractional statistics, as introduced by aasand Myrheithand Wilczek,
has generically been associated with identical particida/® space dimensions. It is intimately
related to the topology of the configuration space, or theterce of fractional relative angular

momentum. Angular momentum does not exist in one dimendiby, @nd is quantised in units
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of 7/2 in three dimensions, due to the commutation relations oflitee generators of rotations.
In two dimensions (2D), however, there is only one generdtgmwhich may have arbitrary eigen-
valuesl,. Wilczek proposed that two-dimensional anyons with diaiparametef and relative
angular momentd, = A(—0/7 + 2 - intege) may be realized by particle flux-tube composites,
attaching magnetic flue = 20hc/e = 6/ - &, to bosons of charge. The choice® = 0 and

6 = m correspond to bosons and fermions, respectively.

More fundamentally, the possibility of fractional staittstarises in 2D because one can asso-
ciate a winding number with paths interchanging particlége sum over paths in the many-particle
path integral consists of infinitely many topologicallytitist sectors, which correspond to the dif-
ferent winding configurations of the particles around eableio By the rules of qguantum mechan-
ics, one is allowed to assign different weights to distirestters, provided these weights satisfy
the composition principle. In particular, one may assigrhase factoe** for each (counter-)
clockwise interchange of two particles. This choice cqrogsls to Abelian anyons with statis-
tical parametep if the bare particles are bosons. The implicit assumptiat the world lines
never crossi.e.,, the particles do not pass through each other, holds auimatstfor all values
0 # 0 mod 27 due to the non-vanishing relative angular momentum alludexbove. In three or
higher dimensions, the only topologically inequivalertdtees correspond to interchanges of parti-
cles, and the only consistent choices for the statisticb@sens and fermions. In 1D, the situation
is alike if particles are allowed to pass through each otrad trivial if they are not. In either case,

the topol ogy appears to preclude the possibility of one-dimensional anyons.



The association of anyons with 2D, however, was challenge#iddané in 1991, who
generalised the notion of fractional statistics to arbjtdimensions by defining statistics through a
fractional and hence generalised Pauli exclusion priecifitcording to his definition, the statistics
of anyons is given by a rational “exclusion” parametet p/q (with p, g integer) which states that
the creation of; anyons reduces the number of single particle states additamnyons could be
placed in byp. In particular, Haldane showed that the creatiomofjuasiholes in & = 1/m
Laughlin staté reduces the number of available single-quasiparticlesthy 1, which implies
g = 1/m. This result is fully consistent with the statistical paeterd = 7/m obtained by

Halperin’ and Arovast al 8.

Most strikingly, however, Haldane showed that the spinonthe Haldane—Shastry model
(HSM)®-12 a spin 1/2 chain with Heisenberg interactions which fdilasf1 /72 with the distance,
obey half-Fermi exclusion statistics. Haldane observatifibr a chain with/V sites, the number
of single-particle states available to additional spinsrgiven byM + 1, where)M is the number
of up or down spins in the uniform singlet liquid, which in theesence ofVy, spinons is given
by M = (N — Nsp)/2. The creation of 2 spinons hence reduces the number of biedtates
by 1, which impliesg = 1/2. (Note that since there are always fewer single-spinorestas
there are sites, localised spinon states cannot be ortabydtialdane further demonstrated that
the dimension of the Hilbert space spanned by the ground stad all possible many-spinon
eigenstates of the model &', as required for a spin 1/2 system with sites. The concept of
fractional statistics hence was established in a one-diaeal system, but it appeared that it

could only be defined through an exclusion principle. Moexptialdané observed that the two



definitions of statistics do not always match, as hard-cosohbs in 2D with magnetic flux-tubes
attached would be classified as anyons according to windiages, but as fermions according to

his exclusion principle.

Let us briefly summarise: Fractional statistics is fundam@gnassociated with phases the
many body wave functions acquire as particles are integdor wind around each other, and can
hence, by the rules of quantum mechanics for identicalg@astas we know them, only existin 2D.
Nonetheless, according to an alternative definition in seaha generalised exclusion principle,
fractional statistics can be defined independently of theedision. This alternative definition does
not always match the original one. There would not be muckardo pay attention to it, or
even use the fractional exclusion of states as a definitidraofional statistics, if there were not a
concrete example of a one-dimensional system (the HSM)wgupports excitations with, at least

according to this definition, fractional statistics.

In this Letter, we resolve the apparent conflict between weedefinitions. The argument
consists of several parts. First, we show that in the onesdgional system obeying a fractional
exclusion principle, the HSM, an analog of a winding phase, a statistical phase acquired by
the wave function as the anyons go through each other, exists. The conflict with the topological
considerations explained above is circumvented in thattbgsing of the spinons occurs in one
direction only. The statistical phase of2 acquired by the wave function as the spinons cross

manifests itself in dractional shift for the spacings of the single-spinon momenta.

Second, we show that a fractional shift for the momentumisgacand hence a statistical

4



Fractional statistics in 2D:

m interchange through counterclockwise winding
. |9 >— el >

relative angular momentum [, — [, — —60
T

Fractional statistics in 1D:

Vg, Vg, relative motion of anyons is unidirectional
= (e.g. 2 moves clockwise relative to 1)
when anyons cross:
> |y >
) 2mh
momentum spacing p;—ps = Ap — Ap — TG

Figure 1:Fractional statistics in two and in one dimension.In 2D, a fractional phas¢ acquired
when anyons are interchanged through winding around e#ar ptanifests itself in a fractional
shift in the relative angular momentum. In 1D, a fractionhhpe when anyons cross manifests
itself in a fractional shift in momentum spacing. Consisterequires that the relative motion of

1D anyons is unidirectionall,e., that they always cross in the same direction.



phase ofr/2 acquired by the wave function, also exists for the holonhé&Kuramoto—Yokoyama
model (KYM)!3, the supersymmetrically extended HSM allowing for itinettaoles. This suggests
that the holons are half-fermions, a conclusion reachedqusly by Ha and Haldardéusing the
asymptotic Bethe ansatz (ABA), by Kuramoto and Kafoom thermodynamics, and by Arikawa,
Saiga, and Kuramotb from the electron addition spectral function of the modeincg the N
localised single-holon states of the KYM are orthogonakvéer, they appear to be fermions
according to Haldane’s exclusion statistics. As a resofutf the conflict, we propose that the
exclusion principle yields the correct statistics only wiagplied to energy eigenstates of a given

model.

Finally, we argue that the picture we propose—crossingsig one direction, statistical
phases acquired by the wave function as anyons go through feactionally spaced single anyon

momenta—holds for 1D anyons in general.

The subtleties involved are best explained by looking d¢foaetwo-spinon and two-holon
eigenstates of the KYM. The model is conveniently formuddig embedding the one-dimensional
chain with PBCs into the complex plane by mapping it onto thi¢ circle with the sites located
at complex positiong, = exp(i2«a), whereN is the number of sites andd = 1,..., N. Each
site can be occupied either by an up- or down-spin electratmie (.e., the site is empty). The

Hamiltonian is given by

271'2 N Pag
Heyy =% > —0, 1)
NZ 0;5 ‘na - 775‘2

where the graded permutation operalp exchanges particles on sitgs andrs, multiplied by



a minus sign if both particles are fermions( neither of them a hole). In the absence of holes,

Eq. () reduces to the HSM, which possesses the exact groatied s

M M

\Ifo[zi] = H<ZZ — Zj)2 H Zi (2)

i<j i=1

for N even,M = N/2, and[z;] = (z1,..., zm). Thez’s denote the positions of the up spins. The
greatly simplifying feature of the HSM (and the KYM) is thagetspinons (and the holons) are free

in the sense that they only “interact” through their half+Riestatisticd’°.

Let us now turn to the two-spinon eigenstates. A momenturs lfas spin-polarised two-

spinon states is given by

U2 = Y (7)™ ()" | [ (e = 20) (5 — 2) Vo], @)
o, i—1

whereM = (N —2)/2andM > m > n > 0. Form or n outside this rangey,,, vanishes

identically, reflecting the overcompleteness of the posipace basis. Acting with Ed./(1) on

Eqg. (3) yieldg®

lmax

HKY ‘\I]mn> = Eon |\Ilmn> + Z Wmn ‘\I]m+l,n—l> (4)
=1

With [max=min(M —m,n), V™" = —%Vi;(m—n+2l), and

Ey = —% is the ground state energy,
1 2
E(Q)—§Q(W—Q)+W> (6)
and we have identified the single-spinon momentaior n according to
B 2 L 1 L B 27 L 1 7)
qm =T N m 9 S|, gn=T N n 9 S|,



with a statistical shift s = 1/4. Since the “scattering” of the non-orthogonal basis stgkgs,) in
Eq. (4) only occurs in one direction, increasimg— n while keepingn + n fixed, the eigenstates

of Hxy have energy eigenvalués,,,,.

The relevant feature for our present purposes is the shiftthe single-spinon momenta
Eq. (7), which we will elaborate on now. The state Ed). (3)sta unambiguously that the sum of
both spinon momenta is given by, + ¢, = 27 — 25 (m + n + 1), and hence Eq7). The shift
is determined by demanding that the excitation energy[Bopf(he two-spinon state is a sum of
single-spinon energies, which in turn is required for theliex solution here to be consistent with

the ABA resulté’1°

The appearance of this shift, which decreases the momeptuoh spinon 1 and increases
momentumg, of spinon 2, is somewhat surprising, given that the basiestaq. [(B) are con-
structed symmetrically with regard to interchangesrofindn. To understand this asymmetry,
note thatM > m > n > 0 implies0 < ¢,, < ¢, < 7. The dispersion EgL{6) implies that the

group velocity of the spinons is given by

vg(0) = 0ye(0) = 5 — 4 ®)

which in turn implies thatg(g.,) > vg4(g,). The physical significance of this result can hardly be
overstated. It means that thetative motion of spinon 1 (withg,,,) with respect to spinon 2 (wity,)

is always counterclockwise on the unit circle. Then, however, the shifts in the indiatispinon
momenta can be explained by simply assuming that the twmapstate acquires a statistical
phasef = 27s whenever the spinons pass through each other. This phadiesntpatq,, is
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shifted by— s since we have to translate spinon 1 counterclockwise thrgpgon 2 and hence
counterclockwise around the unit circle when obtainingatewved values for,,, from the PBCs.
Similarly, g,, is shifted by+2§s since we have to translate spinon 2 clockwise through spinon
and hence clockwise around the unit circle when obtainieggtiantisation of;,,. (The fact that
the “bare” (s = 0) values forg,, andg, are quantised a%( + mtegeb is related to the bosonic
representation of the “bare” spinons. If we had chosen aitrimrepresentation, they would be

quantised asy - integer.)

That the crossing of the spinons occurs only in one diredsomot just a peculiarity, but
a necessary requirement for fractional statistics to ewidiD at all. If the spinons could cross
in both directions, the fact that paths interchanging thesmod (.., once in each direction) are
topologically equivalent to paths not interchanging themllavould imply 26 = 0 mod 2~ for the
statistical phase,e., only allow for the familiar choices of bosons or fermionsitWthe scattering
occurring in only one direction, arbitrary values fbare possible. The one-dimensional anyons

neither break time-reversal symmetry (T) nor parity (P).

We now turn to the two-holon eigenstates of the K¥Mvhich are highly instructive with
regard to Haldane’s exclusion principle as a definition atfional statistics. A momentum basis

for two-holon states is given by
M
\Dho [Zza ] ¢mn h17h2 H hl - Zz Zi)‘IIO[Zi]a (9)
=1

whereM = (N — 2)/2 and[z;, h;] = (#1, ..., 2m; b1, ha). Thez;’s denote the positions of the
up spins again, antl;, h, the positions of the holes,,,,(h1, h2) is an internal holon-holon wave
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function. Using the educated guess, (h1, ha) = (hy — ha)(RT*hY + hTh3'), we obtain

lmax

=1

for 0 < n < m < M + 1. If this condition is violated, the basis states% ) do not vanish

identically, but it is not possible to construct eigenstdtem them. In Eq.[(10Yax is the largest

n ymn — 252 (m — p), and

integer] < ™ e

3
B = Ey+ €"(pm) + €°(pn). (11)

The single-holon energies are given by

71_2

1
ho _ - o
e*p) = 5p(T+p) — o5 (12)
and we have identified the single-holon momentafior n according to
2 2
pm:_ﬂ+_ﬂ(m+8)v pn:_ﬂ-_‘__ﬂ-(n_s)a (13)

N N

with s = 1/4. The “scattering” occurs again only in one direction, tlise decreasingn — n
while keepingm -+ n fixed, which implies both that the basis stat@4°, ) are not orthogonal and
that the two-holon eigenstates Hfy have energy eigenvaluéZ® . The statistical shift is once
again determined by demanding that the holons are free hwhiturn is required by consistency

with the ABA solutions8.

The momenta are again limited to about half of the Brillowne,—m—% < p, < pm < 3.

With the holon group velocity

0(p) = Bpe™(p) = = + p, (14)



we obtainvgo(pm) > vgo(pn). The crossing of the holons occurs again only in one diractad
the momentum shifts as well as the half-Fermi statisticsrgeseas in the case of the spinons,
except that the state now acquires the phthse —27s, with the result that the momentum,
of the holon with the larger group velocity®(p.,) is shifted by+37s, andp, shifted by—27s.
Physically, this reversal in the sign reflects that the hadocreated by annihilation of an electron
at a spinon sitd,e., by removing a fermion from a half-fermion. The spacing besgwp,, andp,,,
however, is quantised as for the spinons above. Note thdiaitecore constraint of the holons is

irrelevant here.

Let us now reconcile this result with the exclusion prineip/As mentioned, the hard-core
condition for holons effects that they are fermions acaugdo Haldane’s exclusion principle ap-
plied to states localised in position space. When applied#ot eigenstates of the model, however,
the result is different. Since the creation of 2 holons deses the number of up or down spins in
the uniform liquidM by 1, the number of single-holon states (labelledibypr » above) available
for additional holons decreases by 1. This implies halfikiestatistics, and is consistent with the
momentum spacingsThe exclusion principle hence yields the correct statistics only if applied
to eigenstates of the model. The wave function for localised holons is really a superjpasiof
a holon state (onto which we project in EQL (9)) and a holomagurded by an incoherent spinon

cloud in a singlet configuration.

So far, our discussion has been limited to a particular modet conclusions, however, hold

in general. As noted above, the KYM is special in that the @piand holon excitations are free.
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The single spinon and holon momenta are hence good quantorbens. The eigenstates of the
model can be labelled in terms of these momenta, which we $tawen to be fractionally spaced.
Any other model of a one dimensional spin chain can be destrds a KYM supplemented by
additional terms, which give rise to an interaction betwgespinons and holons. This interaction
will scatter the basis states of free spinons and holongitenstates of the KYM, into each other.
The eigenstates of the interacting model will hence be ggs#ions of states with different single
spinon and holon momenta, all of which, however, will be fi@tally spaced. In other words, the
fractional shifts in Eq.[(7), EqL(13) (and also Hq.|(15), Bd) below) will still be good quantum

numbers, while the integersandm will turn into “superpositions of integers”.

This argument shows that whenever we have spinons and hiol@sne-dimensional spin
chain, we have fractionally spaced single particle momasta consequence of their fractional
statistics. Is it reasonable to assume that this picturdshi@r anyons in 1D in general? We be-
lieve there are very good reasons to do so. First, spinonk@lods are the only known examples
of anyons in 1D. This picture hence holds for all examplesfsystems with fractional statis-
tics. Second, the picture resolves a profound conflict, pslogy precludes the existence of one
dimensional anyons in a conventional framework of indgtishable particles. The conflict is
circumvented here in that the anyons become distinguishhlbugh their dynamics, and cross in
one direction only. If the picture we propose here were najesferal validity, another resolution
to this conflict would have to exist. This does not appear tthieecase. In any event, the picture
we propose is the only consistent picture available at pte#tas hence only reasonable to assume

general validity.
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We conclude with a summary. We propose that the statisticdeotical particles is always
reflected in the quantisation condition of an observablentitya For anyons with statistical pa-

rameterf in 2D, the kinematical relative angular momentum between &anyons is quantised

as
0
I, =T (—— + zm) : (15)

™

where—7 < 6 < 7w andm Is integer.

For anyons with statistical parametein a one-dimensional system with lengthand peri-
odic boundary conditions—and this is the central messagdei®ti etter—the allowed values for

the spacings between the kinematical (linear) momentawsastged as

2rh (|60
pit1 —pi = Ap = A (u + n) (16)
T

for p;s1 — p; > 0, where—m < # < 7 andn is a non-negative integer. The spacing condition
Eq. (16) holds for many-anyon states with single-particlemantap; < p, < ... < py in any
interval p; € Z, provided that the anyon group velocity(p) = 0,¢(p) is a strictly increasing
(0 < 0) or decreasingd > 0) function of p in this interval. This condition is required for the
anyons to cross in one direction only. In an interacting maanyicle system, the quantum numbers
m andn in Eq. (15) and Eq[(16) are not expected to be good quantunbersn The fractional

shifts—6/7 and|6| /7, however, are topological invariants.

Note that Eq.[(I5) and Eq._(1L6) hold only between fhgsical or kinematical statistics
of the anyons and thknematical angular or linear momenta, as canonical momenta are gauge
dependent. In particular, one may change the canonical miameéhile simultaneously changing
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the canonical statistics of the fieldisg(, the statistics imposed when canonically quantising the
fields) used to describe the anyons via a “singular” gaugestoamation. The canonical statistics
may either be bosonic, as in the case of the spinons in thgsasalbove, or fermionic, as in the

case of the holons above.

Our analysis further demonstrates that particular care bruexercised when defining statis-
tics using Haldane’s exclusion principle. The fact thativieg the correct result for the statistics
of holons in the KYM when applied to eigenstates of the modelam incorrect result when ap-
plied to holon states localised in position space leads oertgecture that in generdhe exclusion

principle yields correct results only when applied to eigenstates of a given model.
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