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We explain how (perturbed) boundary conformal field thedigwes us to understand the tunneling of edge
quasiparticles in non-Abelian topological states. Theptiog between a bulk non-Abelian quasiparticle and
the edge is due to resonant tunneling to a zero mode on th@aqttase, which causes the zero mode to hy-
bridize with the edge. This can be reformulated as the flomfome conformally-invariant boundary condition
to another in an associated critical statistical mechamicalel. Tunneling from one edge to another at a point
contact can split the system in two, either partially or ctetgdy. This can be reformulated in the critical statis-
tical mechanical model as the flow from one type of defectimanother. We illustrate these two phenomena
in detail in the context of the = 5/2 quantum Hall state and the critical Ising model. We brieflcdiss the
case of Fibonacci anyons and conclude by explaining thergefeemulation and its physical interpretation.

I. INTRODUCTION to place our earlier woR1%:1" on charges/4 quasiparticle
backscattering at = 5/2 in a wider context. The squashing
i_procedure also allows us to study more complicated topolo-
mgies such as the annulus and situations in which there are mul

tiple bulk quasiparticles.

The remarkable features of non-Abelian topolog
cal phases, including their potential use for quantu
computatiof?3, stem from the non-integer number of
internal degrees of freedom per quasiparticle. Namely, the In this paper, we focus mainly on the case of a chiral Majo-
number of states in th&’-quasiparticle Hilbert spaces fof  rana fermion edge mode, which is the edge theory;ofiaip
large grows asl", whered is the quantum dimension. For  superconductor and is the neutral sector of the edge théory o
instance, the most promising models of the- 5/2 quantum  thev = 5/2 quantum Hall sta#§. (Some of our results do
Hall staté:>.":8have charge-/4 quasiparticles withl = v/2  not apply to g + ip superconductor because its vortices are
as do fluxhc/2e vortices in ap + ip superconduct8t®1L12  essentially classical as far as their motion is concernet, b
Models supporting universal quantum computation, ineigdi they do apply to a topological state which may be viewed as
one which may be relevant to the = 12/5 quantum Hall a quantum-disorderea+ ip superconductor resulting from
staté®14 have quasiparticles witd = (1 + \/5)/2, the the condensation dic/e vortices. We will simply use Majo-
golden ratio. In chiral topological phases, there are necedana fermion edge mode to refer to edge of this state and the
sarily gapless excitations at the edge of the system. When fzeutral sector of the edge theory of the proposed non-Abelia
bulk quasiparticle is close to the edge, the degeneradgadli v = 5/2 quantum Hall statés’®) The classical analog is
because of its interactions with these gapless excitatibns the critical Ising model, whose boundary conditi&hend de-
this paper, we uncover the dynamics by which the degeneradgct line€? have been analyzed in depth. We make a connec-
of internal degrees of freedom is lifted. tion with these results, leading to a simple interpretatmra

A useful tool in our analysis is to exploit the equivalence critical line of defect boundary conditions (‘continuousiN
of a quantum system id spatial dimensions and a classical Mann’) which has no simple interpretation in Ising language
system ind + 1 spatial dimensions. The bulk-edge dynamicswe will discuss briefly the added_compllcanons arising _from
in a topological state then can be described by the flow bethe presence of a charged mode inthe 5/2 state. We will
tween different conformally-invariant boundary conditioin also me_ntlon hovv_ our result_s can be ggnerahzed to other con-
an associated critical 2D statistical mechanical modaieke formal field theories, and will briefly discuss the case of the
ample, the coupling to the edge of a charge-quasiparticle ¥ = 3 Read-Rezayi state art} parafermions.
atv = 5/2 (or of a fluxhc/2e vortex in ap + ip supercon- In sectiorfll] we discuss the mapping between the edge the-
ductor) is equivalent to the imposition of a magnetic field atory of (the neutral sector of) th/2 quantum Hall state and
the boundary of the critical 2D Ising model on the half-plane the critical2D Ising field theory. In sectioHI], we analyze the
causing a flow from free to fixed boundary conditions. effect of Majorana fermion tunneling between a bulk vortex

Backscattering between edges of a topological state and the edge, showing that this is the same problem as a mag-
a point contact can also be understood as a flow betweemetic field applied to the boundary of a critical Ising mddel
conformally-invariant boundary conditions. Namely, by In sectiorlV] we show how the effects of a point contact can
“squashing” the edge of the system onto a line segment, whiche expressed in terms of a boundary problem by folding the
is then folded about the point contact (see Bigelow), inter-  system. The folding us allows us to bosonize, and to utilize
edge backscattering can be understood in terms of two copidke results of Oshikawa and Affleck for the Ising model with a
of the associated critical 2D statistical mechanical medel  defect liné°. In sectiorlV}, we analyze the effect of interedge
pled only at their boundary. Such a rephrasing allows u$ackscattering at a point contact in a Majorana fermion edge
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mode, and discuss in depth two critical lines of boundarydfixe the edge fermion behaves as fermions typically do under ro-
points. We also discuss the closely related case of the Mooréations of2x: the fermionic field picks up a minus sign, so
Read Pfaffian state. In sectifMil we analyze flows between that it is antiperiodic. (This may be seen explicitly from the
these fixed points, and study the entropy drops. We extenBogoliubov-de Gennes equations in fhe- ip superconduct-
our analysis to allow for an arbitrary number of quasip#tic ing case or from the lowest Landau level wavefunctions in the
in sectiorlVIIl In sectioriVIIT] we generalize our results to a Moore-Read Pfaffian case.) The presence of a single vortex
different topological state, supporting Fibonacci anyoRis (or an odd number) flips this tperiodic; the vortex can be
nally, in sectiofX] we discuss our results in the larger contextviewed as introducing a branch cut. An even number of vor-
of topological phases and the transitions between them. tices therefore leaves the fermionic field antiperiodicjlevh
an odd number makes it periodic.
Once we have squashed to the strip, we need boundary
. MAPPING A MAJORANA FERMION EDGE MODE TO conditions at the ends of the line segment which reflect left
THE CRITICAL 2D ISING MODEL ON A STRIP movers into right movers at = 0 and right movers back
into left movers atc = L. Instead of imposing these bound-
Consider a very large quantum Hall droplet at filling= ary conditions by hand, it is much more convenient instead
5/2 which we assume initially is in a Moore-Read Pfaffian to add boundary termg, to the action so that the boundary
staté. Circumnavigating the droplet are gapless chiral edgeonditions are consequences of the equations of motiors. Thi
mode$é!: a bosonic charge mode,, and a neutral Majorana means that the original boundary conditions are treatechon a
fermion, 1.8 Initially we focus our attention exclusively on equal footing as those induced by tunneling, making it much
the neutral sector — a chiral Majorana fermion — which is for-simpler to understand the flows between different boundary

mally equivalent to the edge ofiat ip superconduct8®. conditions. With this idea in mind, we modify the action to
Taking the circumference of the droplet to d& it is con-

venient to “squash” this chiral system into an effectiveheeo S—g /dtL 3

dimensional model with both left and right movers. Reformu- 0ot b )

lating the problem on a strip allows us to treat tunneling as a . .
problem in 1+1-dimensional boundary field theory, or equi\,_where the boundary terms in the absence of tunneling are
alently, a quantum impurity problem. There is an enormous ) ,

literature on such problems, much of it following the semi- Ly = —iavapr.(0)¢r(0) + ibvptpr (L)Yr(L) . (4)
nal papef?. For the case of a single Majorana fermion, many . .
results which are useful for us have already been obtained jhor Grassman varlaPIes ﬁ; we adopt the complex conjuga-
this context, in particular Refs, 19]20. Thus, we introduce!0" convention(a)” = f*a", and for Majorana fermions
right- and left- moving fieldsyr(z) andvy (), which are W€ have); = v andyy = ¢r. The termL, then indeed

functions of anc—coordinate lying in the intervdl, L]. The ?hbeegtsq(uj;bt?:)n: oll;/bn?;t(ilo?]nfig a;enézal. a(rjg}:c??f;\ :jstl)gc\l;?yelgg
tion d ibing the edge d icsi . LS TR
action describing the edge dynamics IS them independently. Varyingr in (3) yields

L
Sy = / dt / dz Lo, 1) Yr(0) = ayr(0),  Yr(L)=bvr(L)  (5)
0

for the equations of motion at the boundaries; the terms on
the left-hand sides result from a surface contribution figym

Lo = ipr(8 + vn0:) R + ithr (8 — va8:)r.  (2) Varying ¢, gives the same equations withand R reversed,

so consistency demands thédt= 1 andb? = 1.

The edge modes have dispersigk) = v,k with the mo- The values ofi andb in the boundary conditions depend on
mentak > 0 chosen to satisfy the appropriate boundary conthe number of vortices in the bulk. In the unsquashed geome-
ditions which we shall discuss momentarily. Thus, the radutr try, the boundary conditions are antiperiodic when theamis
sector of the edge of the Moore-Read Pfaffian state or, equiveven numberV, of vortices in the bulk. This means that we
alently, the edge of a+ip superconductor is simply given by must have:b = —1 to reproduce this in the squashed geome-

with Lagrangian density,

a non-chiral gapless Majorana fermion on the strig [0, L],  try. It turns out to be more convenient, and to agree with the
T € [—o00,00]. (At non-zero temperature, the length in the natural choice in conformal field thed® to define:;, and
Euclidean time directiom is also finite.) 1Y SO thate = —1 andb = 1 whenN,, = 0. We discuss the

In order to complete the mapping to the strip, we mustreasons for this below.

specify the boundary conditions at the two ends of the strip, The introduction of bulk quasiparticles seems to compli-
x = 0,L. These are independent of the exact shape of theate matters considerably, since the boundary conditions f
droplet, since the edge theory is conformally-invariariieyf  the edge fermion depend on whethéy is even or odd. How-
are, instead, determined by how the fermionic field behavesver, a main point of one of our earlier papers is that keytopo
as one makes a circuit of the droplet. For the ip super- logical properties of the bulk quasiparticles can be takem i
conductor (or Moore-Read Pfaffian state), this depends®n thaccount by understanding edge propetiemn this paper we
number ofhc/2e vortices (or charge/4 quasiparticles) in  show that, equivalently, such effects can be incorporated v
the bulk. When there are no vortices (or an even numberthe boundary conditions.



3

We discuss this in depth below, but let us begin here with We have thus shown that when the boundary conditions
the simplest situation/4-quasiparticle pinned in the bulk of at the end of the strip are both fixed, this corresponds in
the sample. The boundary conditions on the chiral fermiorfermion language to having no vortices in the bulk. When
in the original geometry are now periodic, because the vorene boundary condition is free and the other fixed, this eorre
tex introduces a branch cut. This branch cut is very imporsponds to having a single vortex. These situations are- illus
tant: with it, the fermion has a zero mode on the edge, i.etrated schematically in figuf®
a solution to the equations of motion having zero en&tgy
In the squashed picture, it is convenient to make the branch
cut go through one of the points which becomes a boundar
after squashing, so including the cut amounts to modifying .
the boundary conditions te = b. The choice of whether ®
a=b=10ra = b= —1is equivalent to having the branch
cut go through the left or right. *

It is very useful to rephrase the preceding in the language
of the Ising model. The Ising model can be described by a +
single non-chiral Majorana fermion: the post-squashing La -
grangian densityd) is precisely that of the transverse field
Ising model at its quantum critical point on a line segmeft. |
we continue to Euclidean time, this corresponds to claksica
Ising model at its (bulk) critical point on a strip. Equivatby,
it corresponds to theéD quantum transverse field Ising model Majorana
on a finite chain at its critical point. There are two possible ferm'on\
boundary conditions which preserve scale invariance, know e
as “free” and “fixed” in terms of Ising spins. The free bound-
ary condition corresponds to having the end spin in the quan-
tum transverse field Ising chain unconstrained, while thefix
boundary condition corresponds to fixing that spin to be a par
ticular value for all time (or, in the classicaD Ising model,
to fixing all of the spins along the boundary).

Relating the fermionic boundary conditiorS) (to Ising
ones precisely is a little subtle. Having no bulk vortices
(—a = b = 1) corresponds to having fixed boundary con-
ditions atbothz = 0 andz = L, even thoughu = —b
naively seems to imply that the boundary conditions arediff
ent at the two ends. This can be seen indirectly by comparing
the partition functions for the boundary syst&f# with those
for the topological staté. A direct proot?® follows by first
considering Euclidean spacetime to be the upper-halfeplan
Then one hag; = —r along thez-axis for fixed bound-
ary conditions, and);, = g for free boundary conditions. FIG. 1: The presence of different bulk excitations ifi/2 quantum
To find the corresponding boundary conditions on the strigHall droplet is equivalent to different conformal boundagnditions
x € [0, L], we need to conformally transform it to the upper- in the critical I§ing model. In all three cases, the boundanyditions
half-plane. We map = eTti7 % — ¢T—i which takes the ©ON the other side of the strip are taken to be fixed up.
stripo = wz/L € [0,7], T € [—00,00] to the upper half-
plane Imz > 0. Right-moving fields are then functions of Note that there is some ambiguity in the translation from
while left movers depend on. Under this conformal trans- the fermionic edge theory to the Ising model. In the latter
formation, a dimensio function of z transforms along the case, itis clear which end is fixed and which one is free while,
boundary Im: = 0 asf(z) — (%)D F(r+i0), and likewise in the former, aZ, gauge transformation can exchange the
_ ) o _ free and fixed ends (or even put branch cuts in the middle of
f(Z) — (2)" f(r —io). This means that for = 0, this  the strip). The reason for this is the following. The gauge
conformal transformation leaves the boundary condition untransformation which exchanges the free and fixed ends of the
changed, i.ea = —1 for fixed anda = 1 for free. However,  stripisyr — —tr, ¥, — 1. In Ising language, however,
forz = L (i.e.o = 7), the conformal transformation yields a this is simply Kramers-Wannier duality since it flips thersig
factore’™ P for the right movers ane=*"" for the left movers.  of the energy operatar = g1, and, under duality, free
Since the fermions have dimensiap2, the fixed boundary and fixed boundary conditions are switched. A free boundary
condition here is modified t@;, (L) = ¥ r(L) while free is  condition for the order field is a fixed boundary condition for
now (L) = —yr(L), so thath = 1 for fixed andb = —1  the disorder field and vice versa.
for free. Another subtlety is that in the Ising model, there are ac-
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tually two types of fixed boundary conditions: all boundary 1ll. COUPLING OF THE EDGE TO A BULK VORTEX
spins up, and all boundary spins down. These can be under- AND THE FLOW FROM FREE TO FIXED ISING
stood in the fermion problem by recalling that the fermion BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

operator creates a cut in the spin fieldthe operator prod-
uct ¥(z)a(0) ~ 27/20(0)). When boundary conditions In this section and the following ones, we shall focus on
are fixed-up on one side of the strip and fixed down on thevarious “tunneling” perturbations which act on the Majaxan
other, there must be an odd number of domain walls stretchfields atr = 0. The first case we study is the effect of bringing
ing throughout the system. When they are fixed the sama bulk vortex close to an edge. For simplicity, let us suppose
on both sides, there are an even number of domain wallshat there is only a single vortex in the bulk. A vortex has a
Thus these two possibilities correspond respectively 1@ odsingle Majorana zero mode localized at its core, which we de-
and even fermion numbers at the edge. If the total numbetiote as/y. Since the edge has a zero mode as well (recall that
of electrons is fixed to be even, then the fermion number avhen there is a single vortex in the bulk, the boundary condi-
the edge can only be changed by breaking a pair and puttingons atz = 0 andz = L are the same), Majorana fermions
one fermion at the edge and the other in the bulk, so even/odehn tunnel from the vortex to the edge. To study this within
fermion numbers in the bulk correspond to even/odd fermiorour boundary approach, we choose the point along the edge at
numbers at the edge. which the tunneling occurs (i.e. the closest point to theesgr

to be one of the boundaries of the squashed system, say that

atx = 0. The effect of the vortex on the edge then occurs

entirely atz = 0, so it is convenient to place the branch cut

) ) ) ) associated with the vortex there as well. Thus in the absence

Acting with the vortex creation operator in the bulk changesy¢ tunneling, we have = b = 1 in (©); in Ising language we
either of the two fixed boundary conditions into free. Since ayaye a free boundary conditionat= 0 and a fixed boundary
vortex is a non-Abelian quasiparticle, with quantum dimen-cgndition atz — L.
siond = \/5 the free boundary condition has a higher en-  The zero-mode tunneling term in the Lagrangian resulting
tropy than fixed byln v/2. We show in the next sectidiill  from bulk-edge coupling is therefd2s
that in the case of a vortex in the bulk, bulk-edge coupling
can cause the system to flow from free boundary condition Ly, = i0iho + ih Yo[tvr(0) + ¥ (0)] (6)
back to fixed. This lifts the/2-fold degeneracy of the vortex, , . .
leading to an entropy dro v/2. On the other hand, acting whereh is the amphtu_de for t_unnelmg between the edge and
with a fermion creation operator leaves free boundary condith€ 2€ro mode associated with the vortex. Note that the rel-
tions invariant, and so does not change the entropy. Moreove‘?‘t've_Slgn be_tween the two terms In the square brackets is
the fixed boundary condition is stable to bulk-edge couplingcons'Stent with the boundary condition= 1, i.e. ¢z (0) =

This is what we expect since a Majorana fermion is an Abeliarf’=(0), whenh = 0. Thei in front of the coupling to the

quasiparticle, i.e. it has quantum dimensibr- 1: therefore ~ VOrtex is necessary in order for the Hamiltonian to be hermi-
fixed up and fixed down boundary conditions have the Sam%éiasr:é\r\:\::ltehbhetrve\glén-l;ﬂg \%??er;:t;gg t(;?elz ddgeet'egpllgfgdebd%sttg?\ce
entropy and are stable to perturbations. from the edge, it should be e=2"/* whereA is the bulk en-
ergy gap for Majorana fermions (which might be smaller than
the charge gap in thg/2 quantum Hall state) and is their
velocity. We will comment below on the sign bf

Turning to the case of two vortices in the bulk, the fermions ~Since even with the perturbatio@)(the action remains
should again have anti-periodic boundary conditions adounquadratic in the fermions;(x) andyy, it can easily be solved
the unsquashed droplet. It would thus seem that we could efxactly. The equations of motion fgi, ¢z andy, atz = 0
ther take both ends fixed, or both ends free, since these-are fleecome
lated, in fermionic language, by a gauge transformatiorwHo

ever, they are not quite physically equivalent. If both eads 20ip0 = h[¢r(0) + 41 (0)],

taken fixed, then the fermion number parity on the edge is also vR(0) = v,0L(0) + hio ,

fixed — either td) or 1, depending on whether the spins on the v (0) = vuR(0) — hibg .

two ends of the strip are fixed to the same or different values, )

respectively. If both ends are taken to be free, then theiéerm Going to frequency space gives then

number parity is not taken to be fixed and botand1 are al- w + iw

lowed. Since the fermion number parity at the edge is equal to YRz =0,w) = —— o Yr(z = 0,w), (7)

the value of the qubit formed by the two vortices, we conclude
that both ends fixed is appropriate to the situation in whieht where the scaley, = h?/2v,, grows with the bulk-edge cou-
qubit has a fixed value (in this basis) while both ends free ipling. Intuitively, it is helpful to view this as a scattegn
correct when the qubit does not have a fixed value and is in aproblem. Because of the quadratic Hamiltonian, each imtide
entropyln 2 mixed state. We will discuss this further in sec- Majorana fermion is reflected one-by-one from the boundary,
tion[VI[]and generalize these results to an arbitrary number ofvith an energy-dependent scattering amplitude given by the
vortices. phase in[f).
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The boundary conditiorij smoothly interpolates between the Majorana case. Singg = 1, a chiral Majorana fermion
the two boundary conditions we discussed previously. Whetis always on-resonance, and no fine-tuning is required. A sin-
there is no edge-vortex coupling & wy = 0), we recoverthe gle Majorana fermion is not a physically meaningful object -
a = 1 boundary condition arising from a single bulk vortex. they can only exist in pairs.

In the strong-couplingy — oo (or, equivalently, DC) limit, The absorption of the Majorana zero mode by the edge
we obtain the boundary conditien= —1. This is the bound- leads to a loss of entropy. For the case of Dirac fermions
ary condition in theabsence of the vortex. Thus the presenceuned to resonancey = 0, the entropy loss is simplin 2

of the relevant coupling between vortex and edge causes thgince thed—level constitutes a two-level systeni { = 0, 1)

cut to “heal: the zero mode at the vortex core is effectivelywhich is screened by the edge fermions. The entropy loss
absorbed into edge, and annihilates the edge zero mode. THisr the Majorana fermion case can be inferred by introducing
situation is sketched schematically in Figlile In the lan-  a second identical copy of the Majorana edge plus impurity
guage of boundary field theory, the relevant coupling caasessystem. It is convenient to introduce a complex Dirac fermio
flow of boundary conditions from = 1 toa = —1. for both the edge and impurity as= (4 + i15)/+v/2 and

d = (g + iwf) /2, wherea, 3 refer to the two copies.

When re-expressed in terms of these complex fermions, the

total LagrangiarC,, + £z becomes identical to the Dirac case

with ¢3. Since the two Majorana copies are decoupled, the
X g;? entropy drop is additive. Thus, the entropy change durieg th

crossover induced by coupling the single Majorana zero mode
to the edge i\S = —1In2 = —In V2.

Since the model is quadratic in fermions, much more than
the entropy can be computed. In fact, the full partition func
tion and explicit correlation functions have been computed
along this whole flow by using the “boundary stafe”

The vortex-edge coupling corresponds to a boundary
magnetic field in the Ising language. This initially may seem
strange, since a bulk magnetic field couples to the spindigld
not the fermiony). However, the spin field in the Ising model
9 a product of left and right componentsafAt a boundary,
one must identify these componentsmojust like we iden-

FIG. 2: Majorana fermion tunneling between the gaplessatkiige
mode and a bulk quasiparticle/vortex causes the bulk zemenm
be absorbed by the edge.

In dynamical terms, when a single bulk vortex is brought
close to the droplet edge at time= 0, it is scattered strongly
by the edge modes. At short times< w; ', it has litlle
effect on the edge modes, but fors wo’l a m phase shift
in the Majorana field is induced at the boundary, changin
a = 1toa = —1. Another important time scale is set by

the system sizd,;, = L/v,, ie. the time it takes for an edge ... .
disturbance to circumnavigate the droplet. For< ¢ the tified vz, andy, in @. Thus at the boundary, the product

. ; . p , becomes the fusioa(0) x ¢(0) = I 4 ¢(0), so that
induced phase shift can be viewed as a “local’ change and caff_ e .~ o 5o
have no influence on the other boundary:at L. However, aZ{'Lboundary magnetic field indeed couplesitas in B=.

in the d.c. limit.t — oo (taken before the thermodynamic This picture in terms of the Ising model gives useful inturiti

limit, ¢, — oo) the net effect of the crossover induced by When the boundary magnetic field gets largg ¢ o), the

coupling the vortex to the edge is a global change in bound?ound"’lry spin is fixed ta-1 or —1, depending on the sign of

ary conditions on circumnavigating the droplet from peitod h. Thus in Ising language, the coupling causes a flow from
y col R . gating P M PEIOT 06 10 fixed boundary conditions; it has long been known that
to anti-periodic. This change in boundary conditions disal

_ . this causes a changeS = — In /2 in entropy?2”. It is also
g)gvitPse czc?rzger?r?:;. g?é’g&iﬁ'ﬁ:%}lgn dgir tlri]ririf t‘%ifa;ﬁ]st t:t ear what sigrh should have. If the total fermion number is
wh?ch the fermion c':han es Si n (in ordér 'to satisfy trﬁ)e anti— o then when the boundaryzat= 0 flows to fixed bound-
L g 9 .~ ary condition, the Ising spin must be fixed to the same value
periodic boundary condition) can be placed wherever we like o . : : '
by a (static) gauge transformatian:— 0 is the most conve- as atr = L; if the fermion number is odd, it must be fixed to
n?:ent choice ign thge squashed eorr;gtr the opposite value. Since the sign/ofletermines the sign of
A notable propert qof this crgssover?gthat the phase shift i the Ising spin at = 0, its sign is determined by the fermion
\0l€ property . . P X number parity and the boundary conditioncat L.
the DC limit is independent of the impurity strendth This = bound tic field o h fect i
should be contrasted with the analogous problem of a chiral or a boundary magnetic field to have any €efiect, we mus

. . . . . . start, ath = 0, with free boundary conditions, i.e.= 1. If
E;rgé\;(;rir;rgon'xw)’ scattering from an impurity level, with the boundary condition is fixed, then coupling to a boundary

magnetic field can have no effect: there is nothing to couple t
Egnp =id'8,d + /\(XT (0)d 4+ h.c.) + eodtd, (8) since the boundary spin is not allowed to flip. This can also be
seen from[@): if ¢z (0) = —1(0), then this term vanishes.
whered andd’ annihilate and create a particle on the reso-In order to have a free boundary conditionzat= 0, there
nant level. Here in the DC limit after squashing (0) = must be present the Ising analog of a vortex, which in this con
eiL"XR(O) with § = 2tan~!(wo/eg) andwg = A?/2v,,. Itis text is called the “twist” operatéf. (The twist operator turns
only when the impurity energy is fine-tuned to zero, i.e. onout, not surprisingly, to be the spin field.) The resultingoze
resonance, that the phase shift for complex fermions besomenode isyy. 1)y can also be viewed from a formal perspective
independent of the scattering strengditsy = 0) = m, asin  as the Klein field necessary to make the second term in the



Lagrangian[@) bosonic. Finally, it is also worth mentioning
that the Majorana crossover is formally identical to thaaof
anisotropic 2-channel Kondo problem at its Toulouse point; ‘

the Majorana zero mode operatay is mapped to the” op-
erator for the Kondo spfi.

IV. POINT CONTACTS AND BOUNDARY CONFORMAL
FIELD THEORY ‘

In this section we explain how to understand the possi-
. . . . C
ble critical behavior of topological states in the preseote ) )}
a point contact. The point contact allows backscattering of

right movers on the top to left movers on the bottom. WeFIG. 3: Deforming a topological state with a point contadbi@

use ‘backscatteringi to denote tunne!ing from one _edge&o tNhorseshoe shape so that it can be mapped onto a boundargmrobl
other across the point contact; we will use ‘tunneling’ gene

ically to describe tunneling from the edge to a bulk quasipar

ticle or to anoth_er edge and, espe_cially, from one _dro_plet t%L(x), bar(z) = —tbr(—z) with = € [0, ). The reason for
another. Generically, backscattering destroys critigabil- o o ytra minus sign in the last of these is that, as explained
though |r_1-the. next s_ecudﬂl we will discuss a special case in sectiorll], a given boundary condition (free or fixed) at the
yvhere criticality Survives even in t_he presence O.f t_)ackecat right end of the line segment has the opposite sign from the
ing. Before studying backscattering, however, it is us&sul same boundary condition at the left end (ize= —b in eqn.

understand_ how to deal with a point contact using boundarH). Folding exchanges left and right ends, so the extra sign in
conformal field theory. terchanges boundary conditions appropriately. Equitien

To turn a point Sont",’,‘Ct into a boundary problem_, we mUSlye gre choosing a gauge in which there is no branch cut at
squash and then “fold” the system around the point contac(i

) . ither end of the strip (which, after folding, translateéixed
so that effectively we have two copies of the system couple

) 2% : ing boundary conditions at both ends). In the gauge which
at one of their boundaries Namely, we place the point con- e paye chosen, the branch cut which is necessary in the ab-

tact somewhere in the middle of 'Fhe sample., far fror_n the en_(j%ence of bulk vortices is at the point contact.
Once we have squashed, the point contact is effectively an im
purity in this non-chiral system, or a defect line in the equi
lent two-dimensional classical system. By a conformaldran
formation, we can put the point contact/defect linecat 0,
and taker € [—L, L]. This impurity/defect problem can in
turn be turned into a boundary problem by folding the sys- A key component of our analysis is to understand the
tem at the impurity. What folding means is that the dropletboundaryfixed points, or in more formal language, the
has now been deformed into a horseshoe shape, with the poicdnformalboundaryconditions. (We use the two descriptions
contact at the bend in the horseshoe, as depicted in3Fig. interchangeably.) A fixed point of the renormalization grou
Since edge interactions are local, the top and bottom pérts ds scale invariant, and typically in two spacetime dimensjo
the horseshoe are two copies of the system of leAgttou-  conformally invariant as well. In a topological state, thige
pled only via the point contact. is scale and conformally invariant in the absence of any tun-
For the Majorana fermion edge mode, folding turns out toneling. Once we allow tunneling at a point, scale invariance
simplify the problem considerably. The reason is that everis typically broken at that point, but of course still rem&in
though a single Majorana fermion cannot be bosonized, a pairalid in the rest of the edge theory. Thus the situation in the
can. In fact, this is the easiest way to compute explicit corpresence of tunneling is generally a conformal field theory
relators in the critical Ising field theory: square the clarre with boundary conditions breaking the scale and conformal
tor, bosonize, compute the correlator, and then take therequ invariance. However, as we already saw in our analysis of
root®. This procedure is even more natural in our contextyvortex/edge tunneling in sectifll at low temperatures and
because the folding automatically doubles the degreegef fr frequencies, the boundary conditions effectively flow teean
dom. Bosonizing the neutral sector of a= 5/2 point contact  boundary fixed point. Thus before exploring which types of
allows to make contact with the detailed results of Ref. 20. tunneling cause which flows, it is very useful to first under-
We have seen in sectidf that for the Majorana fermion stand the different possible boundary conditions which pre
edge mode with no vortices in the bulk, the boundary condiserve scale and conformal invariance of the full system, in-
tions in the squashed system are fixed at both ends (in Isinguding the boundary.

A. Conformal boundary conditions

language), so that,(—L) = —¢gr(—L) and¢(L) = Some of the conformal boundary conditions for a point con-
Yr(L). Labeling the two halves of the droplet hyand2,  tactin a Majorana fermion edge mode are fairly obvious from
folding results in two right-moving modesy p () = ¥r(x), both the Ising and fermionic points of view: these are “prod-

Yar(x) = v (—2z) and two left-moving modes); () =  uct” boundary conditions, in which the two copies decouple.



Physically, this corresponds to the point contact effetyiv it is useful to bosonize the fields. In fact, using bosonaati
splitting the system in two. We have already shown that theall the boundary fixed points for two Ising conformal field the
boundary conditior) hasa = —1 if there are no vortices in  ories coupled at the boundary have already been fuithis
the bulk, and: = 1 if there is a single vortex. Thus, in the two will enable us to show that all these conformal boundary con-
copies, there are four possibilitiegiy, az) = (1,1), (=1,1),  ditions (and then some) can be obtained in our problem, once
(1,—1), and(—1,—1). In the Ising languageys = 1 and  we allow vortices to be present. We thus conclude this sectio
a = —1 correspond to “free and “fixed” respectively. Thus if by outlining some results of Réf.]20.
the point contact splits the system in two, the boundary con- After folding, we have two Majorana fermions andi»,
ditions atz = 0 in the folded system are (fixed, fixed), (free, coupled only at the boundasy= 0. A single Dirac fermiony
fixed), (fixed, free), or (free, free), depending on if and véhe can be formed out of these two Majorana fermions in the same
vortices are located. (As discussed in sedilthere are two  way a complex number is formed out of two reals. A free
possibilities for each fixed boundary condition.) Dirac fermiony can be bosonized according 1g; = e’¢*

Obviously, product boundary conditions are not the end ofand y;, = ¢%%, where we normalize the bosonic fields so
the story. For example, one boundary condition correspondat the scaling dimension ef*¢z or ¢i¥% is o2 /2. Itis
to no defect at all, i.e. no backscattering occurring at thiatp  often useful to combine the chiral bosons into a single boson
contact. In this case, the point contact is effectively heré ¢ = 1(pL+¢r). Inthis Ising modelyp has radiud, meaning
at all. Of course, we are still free to fold the system at thisthat we identifyp ~ ¢ + 27. This is tantamount to saying
point, and treat the model as a boundary problem. We refeahat restrictingy to be an integer results in only fermionic or
to the resulting boundary condition as “transmitting”. 8ef  bosonic operators. The Lagrangian for the folded system in
folding, this boundary condition simply ties the left-mogi  the bosonic picture is then
fields in the two copies together at= 0. After folding, left
movers in copy 2 become right movers, so 1 [F D 2 o [(Op 2

dx (—) — v (8_) . (12)

Lo=—
transmitting:i1 1, (0) = ¥2r(0), ¥1r(0) = —1(0) . 2m Jo ot
9

The minus sign in the latter term arises from the extra minug he Lagrangian can equivalently be written in terms of a dual
sign in the folding discussed above. This boundary coritio bosong = 1(¢r — ¢). In the Ising modelg??/? is the
@) results from the equations of motion of the actilpglus  product of the two Ising spin fields, whité?/? is the product
the boundary term of the two disorder fields.
. Classifying the various possible conformally-invariant

Ltransmit= 10n (V22 (0)Y1r(0) = ¢12(0)v2r(0)) . (10) boundar;yconditions of the bosonic modEll, which include
This term is not the only quadratic boundary term one the different product boundary conditions as well [&6) (is
can add. In sectiolf] we discuss how allowing fermion tun- equivalent to classifying the different possible fixed pisiof
neling across the point contact results in a line of boundaryhe critical Ising model with a defect line. Indeed, Oshikaw
conditions. and Affleck® analyzed this model by folding the Ising model

Understanding transmitting boundary conditions allows usabout the defect, precisely as we folded our droplet aba, a
to apply all our results to a topological state on an annuus athen bosonizing the two resulting copies of the Ising model.
well as a disc. We have seen that after squashing and folding\ll of the conformal boundary conditions were found. More-
the disc becomes a doubled system with the two copies cowver, the boundary states were constructed explicitlyctvhi
pled atz = 0, the location of the point contact. The boundary allows correlators to be computed exactly for any conformal
conditions at the far end = L turn into (fixed, fixed) bound- boundary condition.
ary conditions, leaving the two copies decoupled there. For The possible conformal boundary conditions are summa-
an annulus, we can still keep the point contact at 0, but  rized in the tabl@l There are two different lines of boundary
now put transmitting boundary conditionsat= L. This fixed points, dubbed ‘continuous Dirichlet’ and ‘continsou
sews the top edges of the two copies together, and the bottoNeumann’ in Ref_20. The former corresponds to setting the
edges together, but does not sew top to bottom. In the oftigindield ©(0) = , at the boundary, while the latter corresponds
unfolded case, this indeed corresponds to an annular geom- setting the dual field(0) = @o. The remaining bound-
try. Obvious physical arguments indicate that this charfge oary conditions are of product type: either (fixed, fixed)eér
boundary conditions at = L should have no effect on the fixed), or (fixed, free). Tablfl also lists the contribution of
behavior of the point contact, and indeed detailed computaeach type of conformal boundary condition to the entropy; we
tions confirm this. However, this change can and does effealiscuss these values in depth in the sedf@n

global properties like the total entropy, and we will rettion The continuous Dirichlet (CD) line of fixed points is easy
the annulus at the end of sect¥fl to understand in the language of the classical Ising modal wi

a defect. To move the model off of criticality, one varies the
o coupling between adjacent spins. In field theory, this corre
B. Bosonization sponds to adding the energy operatar, t) to the Lagrangian
density. This operator turns out to have dimension one,iso it
To understand the conformal boundary conditions for thendeed a relevant perturbation in the bulk. However, if we ad
point contact in the Majorana fermion problem in more depthe(xz = 0,¢) to the original (unfolded) quantum Ising chain at



Boundary conditon | parameter | entropy not trivial.

continuous Neumann | 2@, =6+ 3 Inv2 As we saw from the bosonization analysis, there are in

continuous Dirichlet 200 =0+ 3% 0 fact two critical lines. We show in this section precisely
(free, fixed) —Inv2 how to move along either of these critical lines by tuning the
(fixed, fixed) —In2 backscattering strength across the point contact. Thereont

uous Dirichlet line (of which transmitting and (free,fresgpe
special cases) arises when there are no vortices preseat. Th

TABLE I: Summary of boundary conditions continuous Neumann line occurs when there is a single vortex
pinned in the bulk.

a single pointe = 0, this is an exactly marginal perturbation.
In the two-dimensional classical field theory, this corsts A. Fermion backscattering in the absence of vortices
to a defect line atr = 0 for all 7. In the 2d classical lat-
tice model, this amounts to a defect with deformed couplings We start our analysis of fermion tunneling by considering a
between the adjacent spins across the defect. Varyin®  disk with no vortices. With no tunneling of any sort, the fett
move along the CD line therefore corresponds to varying thenodel has transmitting boundary conditionszat= 0. Al-
Ising coupling at a single link in the quantum transverselfiel Jowing backscattering there perturbs the transmittingrisbu
model, or along the defect line in the classical lattice nhode ary condition by adding the operator

The product boundary conditions (free, free) do not appear
separately in the table, because they are a particular point Ly =X (¥12(0)117(0) + 21(0)Y2r(0)) (12)
the CD line. This is obvious from the Ising defect interpre- ) o
tation: taking the limit of zero link coupling along the defe t0 the Lagrangian. Because the transmitting boundary con-

splits the system in two, and puts free boundary conditions odition (9 relates the two terms i), fermionic anticom-
the spins on each side of the defect. mutation requires a relative plus sign to obtain a nondtivi

We will describe in detail in the next section how continu- Perturbation. . o _
ous Dirichlet boundary conditions correspond to allowing-M ~ SinceLy is exactly marginal, adding it to the Lagrangian
jorana fermion backscattering at the point contact. We will'€Sults in a line of boundary fixed points parametrizec\by
also show there that the continuous Neumann (CN) boundar his line is precisely the continuous Dirichlet line dissed at

conditions arise in a topological state when a vortex is ihn e end of the previous section. This is obvious from theglsin
in the bulk. defectinterpretation. Transmitting boundary conditicoge-

spond to no defect at all, so in the lattice model this amounts
to setting the link coupling across the defect to be the same a
the link coupling everywhere else. This, therefore, is apoi
on the CD line. As is well known, the marginal energy op-
eratore is .,y in fermionic language. Perturbing ky; is
) ) ) ) ) ) therefore the same as varying the link coupling across the de
In this section, we discuss in depth the simplest kind offecy, as illustrated schematically in fig@eThus, varying the
backscattering at a point contact, that of Majorana ferion Majorana fermion backscattering at the point contact cor-

This backscattering is identical fop + ip superconduc- responds to to varying, to move along the CD line. Below,
tor, its quantum-disordered counterpart, ané= 5/2 frac-  \ye relate) 1 10 o explicitly.

tional quantum Hall effect, because in the latter the Majara
fermion has no charge, so that the extra bosonic field does not
affect its tunneling. [

The effects of backscattering a point contact can be treated "w““‘“"“’""?
as different boundary conditions at = 0 in the folded @ —
picture. For Majorana fermion backscattering, these beund
ary conditions remain conformal. The reason is that free
fermionic fields have dimensiary2, so any bilineat); 1) has
dimension 1. Such a bilinear backscattering operator at the
point contact is an exactly marginal boundary operatoikanl
the relevant backscattering in a Luttinger ligthé. Tuning  FIG. 4: A point contact at which Majorana fermion backsaatigis
the strength of the backscattering resultsime of conformal  the only non-zero tunneling process is equivalent to theglsiodel
boundary conditions. Such a line does not occur in the case ¢¥ith a column of bonds at whicliefect 7 Joulk-
a single Majorana fermion (e.g. at one of the ends of the)strip
because of the boundary conditi@),(a bilineary 1, (0)1z(0) Since the boundary perturbation is quadratic, we can de-
can be fused together, yielding the identity operator and th rive the exact equations of motion. The action of the folded
a trivial boundary perturbation. Since the point contastites ~ system is of the formd), where nowZL.q,. is comprised of
(after folding) in two copies of a Majorana fermion with a two copies of[P) for the two non-chiral Majorana fermions,
boundary, the bilinears; 1, (0)y1 r(0) andi,(0)12z(0) are  and the boundary terms af@) (and 2). The solution can

V. MAJORANA FERMION BACKSCATTERING AT A
POINT CONTACT

A
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be expressed most simply in terms of the Dirac fermiondn Ising language, this is the product boundary conditioedf
Up = or +ity1g andV¥ = o1 — ihor. The effect of  free). The system is effectively split into two. This split b

the point contact is simply a phase shift: fermion backscattering is smooth, without a crossoverescal
s This is unlike the case of vortex backscattering, which vee di
UR(0) =e” ¥i(0) (13)  cussed at length in two recent pagé®8 and will review in

sectiorlVI] below. Also unlike vortex backscattering, fermion
Wher_etan(§/2) = As/2un. (Anotherl way to solvg the sys- backscattering results in droplets with free boundary ¢ond
tem is to unfold and redraw the point contact with the left- i, 1< atr — 0 and fixed boundary conditions at— L. Thus

movers flipped so that they became right-moving. Then the, nair of vortices has effectively been nucleated at thetpoin
two right-moving Majorana fermions can be combined into a;qnact, so that each of the two droplets then has a zero mode.
Dirac fermion, and again the effect {2) is simply a phase

hift At Ay = —2v,, 0 = —7/2 andyy = 0, so the reflection
shi .') o . ) matrix is —1. every fermion is backscattered, but this time
It is useful to re-express this in terms ofeflectionmatrix

. . . — == 22 neitherdroplethas a zero mode. One might be tempted to con-
R, which describes how the Majorana fermions behave wheg,qe that this is (fixed, fixed) boundary conditions, bus thi

they bounce off the boundary. In the original, pre-foldipig;
ture, this is the scattering matrix off the point contactac®i
the Majorana fermions are real, the reflection matrix is sece
sarily real. One situation we have already discussed istran
mitting, i.e. when there is effectively no point contact lt a
In the folded system, perfect transmissi@h ¢orresponds to
reflection matrix

is not quite right. Changing the strength of Ising couplimg o
equivalently, adding a fermion bilinear to the action carfae
vor either up-spins or down. Hence, the boundary conditions
of the two droplets cannot be fixed. Whep = 0, the Ising
coupling at the defect line is infinite. Therefore, the twinds
spins on either side of the defect are fixed to have the same
value; however, this value is equally likely to be up or down.
Riransmit _ iy (14) In fact, since th_e Ising coluplilng at the defect is_infinite Mehi
the transverse field remains finite, the defect spins arenipt o

Since the action remains quadratic in terms of the Majorangdually likely to be up or down, but they are also not flipped
fermions, one can compute the reflection matrix directly oy local dynamics. (In contrast, in the case of a free bound-

rewrite the solution from the Dirac fermion, yielding ary condition, the boundary spin still fluctuates as a resiult
the transverse field, and only has entrapy/2.) Thus, we
R(Af) = cosd(—io?)+sindl will call these boundary conditionst, +). They are almost
1—(\p/20,)* . A /vn (fixed, fixed), except that the value to which the two spins are
= W (—i0¥) + W fixed is a spint /2 degree of.f.reedom (i.e. .a.two-le_vel §ystem).
(15) Another boundary condition on the Dirichlet linegg =

3m/4,i.e.d = w. There is no backscattering at the point con-

where) controls the amount of backscattering. Whenis  tact, so it is almost the same as transmitting boundary eondi
zero, we recover the transmitting cal&d)( tions, except for one thing: every fermion transmitted picj

To make contact with the conventions of Oshikawa anda phase shift ofr. In Ising language, this is an antiferromag-
Affleck??, the Majorana fermions need to be combined innetic defect at which the Ising coupling is equal in magrgtud
a slightly different fashion than th& defined above. To to that in the bulk but opposite in sign. This follows from
be precise, we write’¥? = yp = —i1r + ior and  the result of Ref.[ 20 that flipping the sign of the link cou-
el = y = in; + ihar. Then, in terms of the Dirac pling sendspy — 7 — o, SO if the magnitude is unchanged
fermiony, the boundary conditionE8) or, equivalently,[[5  from the transmitting boundary conditiop{ = 7 /4), then
take the formyz(0) = ie”x! (0). The Dirichlet boundary o =37/4. . S N
conditiony(0) = ¢, discussed at the end of the last section The bosonic formulation of this critical line makes it is pos

then relate$ andy, as? sible to compute exact correlation functions along the dadige
any value of§. Fermionic correlators are of course trivial to
(0) = 0 n m find, but to find ones involving spin fields requires comput-
7 2 ing the boundary state. Detailed expressions can be found in
12t Ay [2d]. One interesting result is the dimensidy of the spin
= tan | ——= ] . (16) : .
2u, — Ay field along the defect, defined so that the correlator of éwo

] . operators at the point contact at different times falls eff a
The backscattering strength; therefore parametrizes a

line of critical boundary conditions. To understand thigeli ((0, 1) (0, t2)) ~ 1
of critical points, it is useful to explore some special wdwf (t1 —tg)?Ae
the phase shifd. :
At Ay = 2v,, we haved = /2 andypy = 7/2. the re- The exact expressior?fs
flection matrix simply becomes the identity matfixthe two 1 25\ 2
copies are no longer coupled. FrofB|, we see that each Ay(6) = 3 (1 + ?) (18)

resulting droplet has boundary conditi@) with a = 1, i.e.
In Ising language, a boundary magnetic field couples to the

(free, free): 1 r(0) = ¥1.(0), ¥P2r(0) =21 (0). (17)  spin field, soA, is the dimension of the operator coupling to
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this field. Atthe (free, free) point, = =/2, we findA = 1/2.  tunnel between the vortex amdthedges. We discuss this in
This is not surprising since, as we described in the previouthe next section; for the rest of this section we discussifamm
section, in a single Ising model with free boundary condiio  backscattering and the CN line.
the left and right components of the spin field fuse to form the In the unfolded picture, we have periodic boundary con-
dimension-1/2 fermion so that a boundary magnetic field haslitions, so that = b = 1, i.e. free atx = —L end and
scaling dimensiori /2. At the transmitting poind = 0, the  fixed atz = L. We now fold the strip in half, as before,
left and right components of the spin field are decoupled, sdut now we define the two right-moving modesias: (x) =
Ay isthe suml/16 + 1/16 = 1/8. Atthe (£, &) fixed point  ¢r(x), Y2r(z) = ¥ (—2), and the two left-moving modes
d = —m/2, so we haveA, = 0 here. This is a reflection asyi.(x) = (), ¥ar(z) = Yr(—2z) withz € [0, L]. The
of the fact that even an infinitesimal boundary magnetic fieldabsence of a minus sign in the last of these is the difference
will favor either (+, +) or (—, —), thus splitting these two with the CD case. When we fold the system, the free bound-
degenerate levels by adding a dimensiofi:Qerm. ary condition atzr = —L becomes a fixed boundary condi-
tion for the second copy. Thus no extra minus sign is needed
to ensure fixed boundary conditionssat= L in both copies.
B. A Point Contact with a Localized Vortex in the Bulk: Consequently, when there is no fermion backscattering,ave d
Continuous Neumann Boundary Conditions not need the branch cut which we put at the point contact at
the transmitting point on the CD line. This amounts to mod-

The situations discussed above do not exhaust the pOSSibp}gr?gn:?[teingirEmI'E[trzisbn(])iltjt?r?;ry conditio)(to Neumann-

ities for critical behavior at the point contact. Indeedsasn
in tablelll there is another critical line of conformal boundary N T _ _

» . . -transmitting: 0) = 0), 0) = 0).
conditions, dubbed “continuous Neumann” (CN) in Refl 20. 9: ¥12(0) = ¥2r(0), ¥14(0) = v2.(0)
CN boundary conditions do not occur in the classical Isingsg that the reflection matrix is
model with a defect line; in the quantum transverse fieldgsin

model, they correspond to varying the Ising couplih@t a RN—transmit = 0",

single link in the presence of a peculiaf 0§ term across

this link (i = —1, 0 are the sites on either side of the defectas opposed te-io, for transmitting boundary conditions in
link)2°. Since the Ising spin field* is the vortex creation op- the absence of the pinned vortex, edi#)(

erator, we expect that the CN line can be realized imnpthep Fermion backscattering is, again, a marginal perturbation
superconductor/= 5/2 quantum Hall state with a single vor- ,

tex in the bulk. Ly = iXpo(¥10(0)91r(0) — ¢20(0)2r(0)) . (19)

To prove our assertion, note that the state with a vortex i
the bulk and no fermion backscattering has a higher entro
than one without a vortex bin /2 (we saw this in section
[ by deforming the droplet so that that the vortex is at an
endpoint of the strip and its presence or absence is simply th
difference between free and fixed boundary conditions). But ~ )
this is precisely the entropy difference between the CN an%vheretan(éﬂ) = Afo/2vn. However, we must defing a

CD line<®. Since the state without a vortex and no backscati;tée d(ilgr?i;ieonrflzfas a. ESUEOf the apsen(;ié)fpa rEmus SN |
tering is the transmitting point (i.&. = 0 or, equivalently, Vor: Wi = Yo + iR L=+

oo = /4) point on the CD line, we conclude that the statew%' Consequently, the reflection matrix now takes the form:

with a vortex and no backscattering — which has a higher en-
tropy byln /2 — is on the CN line. We dub this the dub the 5
‘Neumann-transmitting’ point. We will show in this section — L— (Ao/2)° Afv o® (21)
that we can move away from this point along CN line by al- 1+ (Aro/2)? 1+ (Aro/2)?

lowing (n(-)n-r.esonant) fermion backscat-terlng. To match the results with those from bosonization, we form
In fermionic language, the CN case is not really substan:

. . O the Dirac fermiony precisely as in the last subsection; =
tively different from the CD case unless the vortex is pmned_zpmﬂ.ww, X1 = 11, +itr.. The CN boundary condition

right at the point contact and we consider its coupling to the 5 .
edge (which leads to a flow from Neumann to Dirichlet). Oth-'S NOW Xr(0) = ie* XLI(O)‘ Bosonizing as before, we see
erwise, the effect of the vortex can simply be absorbed ot that the dual boso = 3(pr — o) now has CN boundary
boundary conditions at = L; the boundary condition at the condition2&, = 25(0) = ¢ + m/2. Once again, we have a
point contact will then be precisely the same as in the alesencritical line parametrized equivalently by, 4, or @o.

of the vortex. However, the translation to the Ising model,an ~ When there is no backscattering we have the Neumann-
especially, to the results of R&f.|20 can be made more directitransmitting boundary conditionz, = 7/4. For 5 = /2

if we keep the Ising boundary conditions in both copies fixedor 3, = 7/2 on the other hand, every Majorana fermion inci-
atz = L. Furthermore, this formulation of the problem allows dent on the point contact is backscattered:

us to consider the interesting situation in which the voigex

in the point contact and Majorana fermions can (resonantly) (free): ¥17(0) = ¢¥1.(0), 2r(0) = —1h2r(0) . (22)

"rhe solution can, once again, be expressed most simply in
P¥erms of a phase shift for a Dirac fermion:

UR(0) = ¢ WL (0), (20)

R(Afy) = cosdo” +sind o”
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Thus the droplet is broken in two. Frof@l), we see that one variant under adding any of these three electron operators.
droplet has free boundary condition while the other has fixed Because the fermiow has no charge, our earlier analy-
boundary condition, but with either fixed value equally like  sis of zero-mode tunneling and fermion backscattering goes
Like thed = —7/2 case on the CD line, this is not a product through without modification. However, vortex backscatter
boundary condition. In analogy with the notation, we calsth ing is no longer the single-channel Kondo problem discussed
(frees). Ford = —m/2 or 3y = 0, this is reversed, and we N the next section, but instead becomes a variant of the two-

obtain (&, free) boundary conditions. channel Kondo probletf

VI. FLOWS FOR A MAJORANA FERMION EDGE MODE
C. The Moore-Read Pfaffian state

We have described in depth in the previous sections the dif-

Thus far, we have focused on the Majorana fermion edgéerent boundary fixed points possible for a Majorana fermion
mode, ignoring the charged mode which is present in th@dge mode. In this section we describe the flows between
Moore-Read Pfaffian state The edge theory of the Moore- these fixed point occurring when interactions at the point
Read state involves a chiral bospnas well as the Ising fields  contact break scale and conformal invariance. A valuable
I,0 andy 8. Atfilling fraction v = 1/m, the “electron” on  tool in understand these flows is “boundary” entropy, a sub-
the edge is created by the operatef V"¢, Settingm = 2 leading term in the entropy which depends on the boundary
gives the case which may be relevant tothe 5/2 quantum  conditiong’. At boundary fixed points, it can be computed
Hall state, so that the “electron” is the physical electrdhe  directly from conformal field theo®?. Moreover, it must de-
topological field theory is defined as the full theory “mod ancrease (at least in perturbation theory) in these flows,esceth
electron”; fusing with an electron leaves the same topelogisulting constraints allowing us here to understand essfnti
cal state. Each different type of quasiparticle corresgdnd all the different types of flows. Some of these flows have been
a primary field in a rational conformal field theory:7at= 2  understood in the Ising conté®&? but new insight is gained
they comprise the Neveu-Schwarz sector of the superconfoby considering the topological context.
mal theory with central charge= 3/2, and are the identity,
oetite/2V2 4y andeti®</V2, (If one instead considers the
m = 1 bosonic Moore-Read state, one obtains #&(2), A. Flowing from CN to CD by zero-mode tunneling
conformal field theory, which has primariesi®</2 andz).)

The boundary conditions of a squashed MR state are there- We have already discussed one flow between different
fore combinations of the three boundary conditions of thite cr boundary conditions. In secti@filthe coupling of the edge to
ical 2D Ising model with those of the charge boson. The keya bulk vortex causes a flow from free to fixed boundary con-
condition is that all allowed boundary conditions should beditions, with resulting entropy chang®S = —In V2. The
left invariant by adding an electron, since an electron carobvious generalization to the point-contact case is inegre
ries no topological charge. The chiral boson here has ment with the change from (free, fixed) to (fixed, fixed) in
different primary fields and, therefore, different confor-  the table, which is the flow for bulk-edge coupling in one of
mal boundary conditions, corresponding to the differers-po two decoupled droplets. Likewise, the flow from CD to (free,
sible electrical charges at the edge, modulo the chargeeof tHixed) must have the same entropy drop, since (free, free) is a
electron. Therefore, the allowed (Ising, Charge) boundaryoint on the Dirichlet line.
conditions arg(+,n) + (—,n + m), (—,p) + (+,p + m), As noted above, the entropy along the CN line is higher than
(f,a/2) + (f,q/2 + m) wheren,p = 0,1,...,m — 1 and  along the CD line byn v/2. When the vortex is coupled to the
g =1,3,5,...,2m — 1. All of the 2m boundary conditions edge of the system via resonant Majorana fermion tunneling,
(+.n) + (=,n + m), (—,p) + (+,p + m) are analogous the boundary condition flows from a point on the CN line to
to the fixed boundary conditions, and they can result at the point on the CD line. The value éfin the latter is not in
boundary of either of the two droplets formed when a droplethe former, unless the vortex is coupled to only one side®f th
is broken in two by vortex backscattering. The key differ- point contact.
ence is that electron tunneling is an allowed (althoughéfre  To explore this further, we now couple the zero mode of the
vant) perturbation, whereas only fermion bilinears cam&in pinned vortex to the edge. The interesting difference with t
from fixed boundary conditions in the Ising model. Similarly calculation in sectiofilll is that we can couple the vortex to
(f,q/2) + (f,q/2 + m) is analogous to the free boundary the bottom and top edges of the point contact, with couplings
condition. Ar and Ap respectively. The Lagrangian in folded language

A similar analysis applies to the anti-Pfaffian stéteAtthe  is
edge of this state, the Majorana fermion magd@ropagates
in the opposite direction to the charged mageand there is Ly = i100itho + iArio[Y1r(z = 0) + har(z = 0)]
an extra counter-propagating neutral bosonic mege The +idpvo[Y1r(z = 0) + Yar(z = 0)] . (23)
latter can be fermionized, thereby forming, together witta
triplet of Majorana fermions. Consequently, there is alétip Note that because¢? = 1, whenL,, is present in the La-
of electron operators, and all boundary conditions mushbe i grangian, non-resonant fermion backscatteft®) {s gener-



12

CN resorant Melorera cb The problem of vortex backscattering across a point con-
CK) B .ﬁ. tact is not as easily solvable as fermion backscatterintnis.
two earlier paperS:6, however, we exploited bosonization to
map this problem onto the anisotropic single-channel Kondo
CN free, fixed problem. The effective spin-1/2 Kondo spiharises to take
OO vortextumeling O O account of the non-Abelian statistics of the vortex opesato
The vortex backscattering Lagrangian (in the normalizatio
used above) is
FIG. 5: (a) Inter-edgdajorana fermion backscattering through the
zero mode on a localized quasiparticle takes the systemdrpoint L, = )\U(S+ew(o)/2\/§ + S—e—w(o)/z\/i) . (26)
on the continuous Neumann line to a point on the continuodsi
let line. The region between the two droplets is not vacuumssi ~ Since the dimension affi¢(0)/2v2 g 1/8, vortex backscat-
inter-droplet Majorana fermion tunneling is an allowedtpdyation. tering is relevant; it causes the system to flow away from the
(b) Inter-edgevortex backscattering takes the system from a point pjrichet line. (Where we start on the Dirichlet line depsnd
on the continuous Neumann line to the (free, fixed) point.r&he e girength of fermion backscattering.) Independent of
vacuum between the two droplets into which the system isdirok where we start, this is a strongly relevant perturbatiort t
free Majorana edge modes and there is a crossover to strong
coupling where all edge modes are completely backscattered
and the system breaks into two droplets. The resulting pytro
drop isln 2, due to the screening of the emergent spin-1/2 de-
gree of freedom. We conclude that, in Ising language, the flow
for vortex backscattering is from Dirichlet to (fixed, fixed)
This is the most stable boundary condition: vortex backscat
tering splits the droplet in two so completely that all alexv
erturbations coupling the two droplets are irrelevaHt

hus, in the language of defect lines in the Ising model esort
backscattering is a magnetic field at the two columns of sites
. on either side of a particular column of bonds, which leads
seen in tabl@ . ” X

For non-zero\yAg, the resulting flow is from Neumann- to fixed boundary conditions for_ both columns of spins. In-

. : o ) , ~ deed, one can see to all orders in perturbation theory tleat th
transmitting to a point on the Dirichlet line with7 3. Since  \qnqq interaction(Zd) is equivalent to adding a defect mag-
the action remains quadratic, we can diagonalize it eXlici netic field in the Ising field theo®. In contrast, Majorana
to compute the reflection matrix for anyr andAp. Inthe  ¢ormion backscattering is, as we have seen, a weakening (or
DC limit (or equivalently, large\; and/or\g), we find strengthening) of that column of bonds.

By the same logic that led us to conclude that vortex
backscattering leads from the CD line to the (fixed, fixed)
point, we conclude that when there is a single vortex in the
bulk, decoupled from the edge, vortex backscattering cause
the flow from CN to (free, fixed) boundary conditions. Of

Roes = +1, (25)  course, unless the bulk vortex is right at_the point conth_is,
is really the same, as far as local physics near the point con-
Corresponding to Comp|ete backscattering_ These arerte (f tact is ConcernEd, as-the DlrlChlet to (ﬁXEd, flxed) flow since
free) and(+, &) boundary conditions discussed above. Forthe branch cut associated with the bulk vortex can be moved
arbitrary A7, A, we end up at the point on the CD line with 10« = L by a gauge transformation. When the bulk vortex is
§ = 26 or, equivalently,, = 647 /4. If we startata pointon fight at the point contact, .however, the pr_oblem is quitetlsub
the CN line withs £ 0, then we end up at the poidit= 5420 and depends on the precise backscattering paths and how they

on the Dirichlet line since the phase shifts add. wind z_;\round _the bulk vortex. .
A simple picture explains the difference between the (free,

free) and (fixed, fixed) points heuristically. At both fixed
points, the system divides into two droplets. Imagine tlnne
ing a fermion from one droplet to the other; the tunnelingter

. : : would look like:
In the previous section, we have analyzed the continuous

Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions in terms of Ma-  p, ~— tr (01R(0) +12(0)) (War(0) +2r,(0))  (27)
jorana fermion backscattering at a point contact. In order t

discuss the remaining boundary conditions, (free, fixed) anin the (free, free) case)i1z(0) = 1.(0) andysr(0) =
(fixed, fixed), and the flows to them from CD and CN bound--,(0). Hence, it is possible to couple the two droplets with
ary conditions, we need to recall a few facts about inteeedgsuch a term. It is simply that; has been tuned to zero at
vortex backscattering. the (free, free) point. By varyinty, we move along the CD

ated at ordeAr A, i.e. a Majorana fermion can tunnel to the
vortex and then from there to the other side.

For simplicity, let us suppose that we are at the N-
transmitting point on the CN line. If we were to set either
Ar or Ag = 0, thenL,,, would reduce precisely t@). As we
saw in sectioffll] the bulk vortex is effectively absorbed by
the edge to which it is coupled, with an entropy droprof/2.
The resulting boundary condition at the end of the flow is thu
the transmitting point on the CD line. The entropy drop irtlee
is the difference between Neumann and Dirichlet entropies,

Rpo(8) = sin(20)1 + cos(260)ic?, (24)

wheref = arctan(Ar/Ag). Inthe resonant casgy = +)\p,
we haved = +7/4 so that

B. Vortex backscattering
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vortex tunnefing (free, fixed) tem in two by tuning from the transmitting point = 0 to
As = £2uv,, i.e. the (free, free) an@t, +) points. The differ-

N—transmitting _ bulkedae ence with the (fixed, fixed) case, which does have an entropy
/ ;gfrgi“;“{u“gﬁg;{gga couplingg drqp, is seen most easily at the, j;) point._ At the.(j; i)
point, the system is broken in two, just as in the (fixed, fixed)
-5 . ) case, so there is a naive entropy drogw?. However, the
(£.2)  cp, (feefey = - (fixed, fixed) spins at the defect line are equally likely to both be fixedsip a
vortex tunneling . )
Tansmiting to be fixed down. Hence, there is ertra+ In 2 entropy as-

sociated with the choice of up or down spin. This cancels the
FIG. 6: The different fixed lines and fixed points for a poinhzxt ~ naive entropy drop, so the total entropy is unchanged. Td wha
in the Majorana fermion edge mode. The entropy drop assmtiat does this choice of up or down spin correspond in fermionic
with resonant Majorana fermion backscattering (CN to CD@m®®,  language? Let us suppose that the fixed boundary conditions
fixed) to (fixed, fixed)) isin v/2. The entropy drop associated with atz = I are up (i.e-+) in both copies, so that the total fermion
vortex backscattering (CN to (fl’ee, f|Xed) and CD to (flxe(hdi» is number is even (aS discussed in Sectmdm Then’ if
In2. the spins atr = 0 are both up, the fermion number in both

droplets is even. If the spins at = 0 are both down, then
in. n the (ed,fred) case, however(0) — 15 (0) 20 oplls have o ermion ube. ot possies o
andyor(0) = —42r(0). Therefore,Hy,, vanishes at the backscattering, when tuned o= —7 /2, generates a qubit,

fixed point, and single fermion tunneling (which would be . ) : . . -
a marrg);inal perturbagtlion) is not possibleg (Instead, the-leadySt @s if we had a pair of vortices in each half of the original

ing perturbation of the fixed point is a Cooper pair '[unnel—(lir(.)plett _(vy|t|h tg_e tOt?rI] tofpolo_g|cal ch%rge of_?ll_fotL;]r VOHS
ing termt>18, The same argument applies to the (free, fixed) emhgdr'v'?)t‘ thm(ie g erlmt|0n numter plflrldy IS elng-? !
point. Meanwhile, thé+, +) point and the continuous Neu- cach dropiet, the two droplets are not really decoupied. +iow

ever, vortex backscattering causes the fermion numbetypari
Lnyaper:ri?oarﬁgﬁﬁzl?;gree’ free) ath +) can all be perturbed in each droplet to be fixed; tha 2 entropy drop can be in-

terpreted as the loss in the uncertainty in the fermion numbe
parity as the two droplets become truly decoupled.

C. Entropy drops At the (free, free) point, each droplet has a zero mode. Let
us call the corresponding operatar§, /£, and consider the

R . .

We have shown in this section that there are a variety Op_perator(—l)NF » the parity of the fermion number on the
flows between the various boundary fixed points. We summaight droplet. Ih's operator satisfies the anti-commutete
rize these flows in the figuf@ In this subsection we discuss lation {(—1)"# if4§'} = 0. Representing this algebra re-
these flows in more depth by analyzing the entropy drops irfluires a two-dimensional ground state Hilbert sgaddence,
these flows. there is, once again,-aln 2 entropy. However, unlike in the

In Refs.[15,17, it was noted that the entropy drop which(+, ) case, this entropy can be split intdray/'2 entropy as-
takes place as a result of vortex backscattering (i.e. asythe Cribed to each droplet. When vortex backscattering is tirne
tem flows from the Dirichlet line to (fixed, fixed) or from the 0n, it is as if a magnetic field has been applied to the free
Neumann line to (free, fixed)) could be understood simply apoundaries of both edges: they both flow to fixed, losing en-
the result of one droplet breaking into two. Namely, the sub{ropy21Inv/2.
leading term in the thermodynamic entropy that we have dis- On the CN line, we similarly have a naive entropy drop of
cussed here has an intriguing correspondence with a ditfereln 2 when the droplet is split into two at the (freg,and (-,
object, the entanglement entropy between regions in a topdree) points. However, there is, once again, an uncertamnty
logical staté®2°. The topological entanglement entropy of a the fermion number parity of each droplet. One of the draplet
droplet with trivial total topological charge and perimefe  contains the vortex and, therefore, has a zero mode. The othe
is S = aL — InD, wherea is temperature-dependent and droplet can have either even or odd fermion number, as if it
D is the total quantum dimension of the particular topolog-contained a pair of vortices, and this uncertainty leadsito a
ical state of matter. For @ + ip superconductorp = 2.  extraentropy ofn 2.
When a droplet breaks into two droplets, each of which has The CN to CD flow is caused by the coupling of a bulk
trivial topological charge, the entropy of the two droplats vortex to the edge, which causes an entropy dropmaf2.
S = alq + als — 2InD. Hence, if the total length of the The flow from CD to (fixed, fixed) is caused by inter-edge
edge(s) remains unchangdd~= 1, + Lo, the entropy drop vortex backscattering, as is the flow from CN to (free, fixed);
is simplyln D = In 2. ThisIn 2 entropy drop as is the same as both lead to an entropy drop o&fi2. The flow from (free,
the drop in the thermodynamic entropy resulting from vortexfixed) to (fixed, fixed) is again caused by the coupling of a
backscattering across a point contact effectively spiitthe  bulk vortex in the left droplet to the edge, accompanied by
droplet in two. This correspondence is not a coincidence, buan entropy drop ofn /2. The only remaining flow is from
has been proved to hold for arbitrary topological stdtes CD to (free, fixed), which must also be accompanied by an

In light of this correspondence, it is natural to wonder whyentropy drop ofln /2. At the (free, free) point on the CD
there is no entropy drop associated with breaking the sydine, it is simply the flow of ther = 0 boundary of one of
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the droplets from free to fixed boundary conditions. Sinee th backscattering, the effect of a bulk vortex could be takeéa in
droplets have zero modes, this flow is presumably caused bgccount by changing a boundary condition in the squashed
the coupling of this zero mode to the edge. system. Zero-mode tunneling between this vortex and the
The following is one way to view the results of this sec- edge then causes a change in this boundary condition. We
tion. When vortex backscattering is allowed, the dropletdevote this section to explaining how to account for theatffe
breaks completely in two and there is vacuum between thef multiple bulk quasiparticles on the edge modes. This reake
two droplets. Thus, as suggested in Ref§, 15,17, the entropypossible to consider different types of tunneling preess
drops byln 2 since the number of droplets increases by onédncluding zero-mode tunneling between vortices.
(or the Euler characteristic increases by one, as alluded to In this section we again focus on a Majorana fermion edge
above). However, when only Majorana fermion backscattermode, but it is straightforward to generalize the resultse o
ing is allowed, even when the system is tuned to the (freepf our earlier papeté contains most of the necessary analy-
free) point and the droplets seemingly break in two, it isn’tsis. There we showed how to compute the partition function
vacuum between the droplets. Instead, another topologicalf the chiral conformal field theory describing the edge nsode
phase is effectively nucleated which has Majorana fermionsf a topological fluid. This partition function depends omho
as an allowed (though gapped) excitation. The obvious ehoicmany of each type of quasiparticle are in the bulk. We dubbed
is the toric code (the doubletl, phase), which occurs in the this the “holographic” partition function, because it edes
bulk when the Chern number of the Majorana fermion num-the topological properties of the full system, not just tdge
ber excitations of the Ising phase charésee also Ref. 7). For example, the universal part of the full topological enta
Since this phase has the same total quantum dimerjdn  glement entropy can be extracted from these partition func-
is natural that there be no entropy drop when it is nucleated. tions. Squashing the system of course does not change the
We conclude this section by noting that these argumentpartition function, so our earlier computations still appl
about entropy drops hold in arbitrary geometries. In partic As before, the goal is to squash the droplet with chiral
ular, the correspondence with topological entanglement eredge modes down to a line segment having both left and right
tropy still holds. As shown by Bondersththe entanglement movers. However, in order to be able to treat the many differ-
entropy of a topological fluid in any planar regidhis equal  ent possible tunneling process in terms of (perturbed) oun
to ary conformal field theory, we must make multiple copies of
the system. There is not a unique way of doing this, but one
S=alL—-xpnD (28)  convenient way of doing so is illustrated in figlile When
there aren quasiparticles, then we havecopies of the sys-
tem. Ther = 0 boundary of each of theth copy corresponds
to the point on the edge closest to thih quasiparticle. The
boundary condition on each of these copies then depends on
the type of the corresponding quasiparticle. For a vortex in
. . . . thep + ip case, this is of course the free boundary condition.
discussed in sectidiV], the annulus corresponds to choosmgThEx — I boundary is where we couple the copies with a

transmitting boundary conditionsat= L. Inthep+ip case, .. e L .
the classical analog is an Ising model with periodic bound_flxed—transmmlng boundary condition. This means tha w

ary conditions and a defect line. At the point contact at Wwhic ;:r:)eupleltgfclgft mn(i\(/)%rls :,; ththcopy o the right movers in
vortex backscattering is allowed, the flow effectively tplhe FZ * h Py ( ) “g o h . ing thi
system at the point contact. The presence of the transmittin or thep -+ ip superconductor witi vortices, putting this
boundary conditions at the other end does not change this, A%gether means
makes sense physically. However, now splitting the system a Yir(0) = r(0), (29)
the point contact does not split the system into two, butenath bin(L) = (1) 1y (L) (30)
changes the annular geometry to that of a single disc, chang- i G+ '
ing the Euler characteristic from 0 to 1. Thus even thougtfor all i. The effect of zero-mode tunneling here between the
the entropies are different due to the different geometties  jth vortex and the edge then results simply in adding to the
entropy drop in the flow between the remains the sanie. Hamiltonian the term@) for theith copy.
In fact, whenever any geometry is split via a point contact, For one vortex, these boundary conditions reduce to those
the Euler characteristic will always decreaselhyn accord  considered previously. For two vortices, we can simplify th
with our assertion that the dynamics of the point contact igoroblem somewhat. As discussed at the end of selifiiane
not affected by the geometry of the full system (i.e. the bthedoesn’t need two copies here: one can impose free boundary
boundary conditions). conditions at both ends of a single copy. This can be recdvere
from the above by treating the boundary condit@6) @tz =
L for n = 2 as transmitting. Then unfolding indeed gives a
VIl MULTIPLE BULK QUASIPARTICLES system with free boundary conditions at both ends of a system
of length2L. The advantage of using two copies instead of
In the foregoing we have dealt exhaustively with the case®ne is that then one can consider tunneling between the two
of no vortices and a single vortex in the bulk opa- ip su-  vortices as a boundary condition, in the same framework as
perconductor. We saw how in the absence of tunneling andll our calculations: it is a dimension-0 perturbation whis,

wherey j is the Euler characteristic of the regighandD is
the total quantum dimension of the topological fluid. Split-
ting a disc into two causegg to increase froml to 2, so
indeed the entropy drop i D. A more complicated situ-
ation is if the topological fluid has an annular topology. As



FIG. 7: A droplet with 6 quasiparticles, each marked by a €ros
This can be mapped to 6 non-chiral systems on the strip, seeditte
line segment labeled bR: or L: becomes the right or left movers
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alized there. The particle-hole conjugate of the Read-Reza
state, the anti-RR stafe might be realized at the observed
plateau atv = 12/5. The anti-RR state is related to the RR
state in the same way as the anti-Pfaffian state is relatéubto t
MR state. Thus, much of what we have to say aboutthe3
RR state applies as well to tihe= 3 anti-RR state.

The neutral sector of the edge theory of the: 3 RR state
is theZs parafermionic CFT. This conformal field theory de-
scribes the critical ferromagnetiestate Potts model. The
state Potts model is a lattice model of spinsvhich take the
valuess;, = A, B, C'. The Hamiltonian is

H=-J

(i,

s;s, (31)
)

This model undergoes a second-order phase transition at a
temperaturd’. below which the spins develop a non-zero ex-

in the ith copy. The successive copies are coupled at the ends gdectation value. The conformal theory for the critical goin

the “fingers”, while the left and right movers within théh copy
are coupled at the point on the edge closest tatiheortex. For a
Majorana fermion edge mode, these boundary conditionsieea g

explicitly in (29[30).

therefore, strongly relevant and causes a flow to the stdke wi boson

trivial total topological charge and entropy diminishedhy.

has 6 primary fields], v, ¢, o, of, e. The fields1, 1,
Yt have aZs structure to their fusion rulesp x ¢ = T,
Pt x gt =, ¢ x T = 1. The fielde is a Fibonacci anyon:
e xe =1+e. Theno, of are formed by combining with
theZs fields: o = ¢ x ¢, of =& x 1.

Inthek = 3 RR quantum Hall state, there is also a charge
and the quasiparticles of the theory are producteeof t
critical Potts quasiparticles with exponentials of therglea

Including a point contact is not much more difficult. One 5500 This state can be interpreted as a quantum Hall state

just needs two of the “inside” points in figue and the point
contact couples the two systemsaat= 0, in the fashion as

of triplets of electrons. The parafermiots /' can then be
viewed as a single electron or a pair of electrons (mod@ylo

before. The system can then be split into two across thig poifrpe potts spin operator can be viewed as a fluxc/3¢ vor-
contact, just as before. Similarly, a hole can be put in th%x, ando!, = can be viewed as such a vortex with one or

surface by changing the boundary conditions at L so that

€.9.¢ir(L) = ) (L) ande;_1yg(L) = Ygiq1yr (L), just
like we did for the annulus.

VIIl. FIBONACCI ANYONS AND THE 3-STATE POTTS

MODEL

two parafermionsin its core, respectively. When the eieaitr
charge is includeds has electrical charge/5, as we would
expect for a fluxke/3e vortex atv = 3/5; o' has electrical
charge3/5, as we would expect for a vortex with a cha®yé
parafermiong is neutral, as we would expect for a vortex with
two parafermions.

All the conformal boundary conditions in the three-state
Potts model are knowA There are six boundary conditions

It has long been known that each primary field in a rationalcorresponding to the six quasiparticles (ignoring extrdtimu
conformal field theory corresponds to a particular confdrmaplicities due to the different possible electric chargdd)ese

boundary conditiof?. In the context of a topological state,

are the three possible fixed boundary conditions, dendted

this means that there is a boundary fixed point corresponding andC', and three more in which one of the spin values is for-
to each quasiparticle type. This correspondence has a vehjdden at the boundary, denoted notnot-B, and not€43,
nice application in this context: it means we can determiné/ith the not-A boundary condition, each boundary spin is in-
how boundary conditions change when additional bulk quasidependently allowed to take either the valB@r C while the

particles are included. This is the topological analog sfdn
by a boundary operat&2’:4* the corresponding chiral parti-
tion functions can be found in ref.[17.

value A is forbidden. These boundary conditions are called
mixed boundary conditions, and sometimes Hois written
BC.

We now illustrate this in a somewhat more complicated ex- Consider a droplet which has been squashed, as in our Ising
ample of a topological state. The Read-Rezayi (RR) states discussion, and suppose that the boundary conditien-at’.

generalize the MR state by replacing the?) Ising CFT with

is fixed to A. When there are no quasiparticles in the bulk, the

the Z;. parafermionic model, while simultaneously changingboundary condition at = 0 will also be fixed toA. If there
the radius of the charge boson in order to keep the scaling av or ' in the bulk, it will, instead, be fixed t& or C, re-
dimension of the electron operator fixed. In this section, wespectively. (In the quantum Hall contextjlamust be accom-

will briefly consider the first state after the Moore-Readesta

panied by an electric charge and a corresponding boson expo-

in this sequence, the = 3 Read-Rezayi state. If a quantum nential in order to be local with respect to electrons. Hosvev

Hall state were observed at= 13/5, this state might be re-

the charge part of this quasiparticle plays no role in thegmé
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discussion.) All three of these possible fixed boundary €ond is not fixed, so any of the possible fixed boundary conditions
tions are completely stable (assuming that the bulk quasipacan occur. Since there are three possible values for the fixed
ticle is pinned). Since) and+! are Abelian quasiparticles, boundary condition, there is an entropy3 larger than that
this is not surprising. If there is anin the bulk, the boundary of fixed boundary conditions on both droplets. Since this en-
condition atz = L will be not-A. If there is as or o' inthe  tropy is shared equally between the two droplets, each has an
bulk, the boundary condition will be ndéor not, respec-  entropyln v/3 higher than the fixed boundary condition.
tively. These boundary conditions have a higher entropg tha  (Free,free) boundary conditions have the same entropy as
the fixed boundary condition by 7, wherer = (1+v/5)/2  (A/B/C, A/B/C). Although there is not as simple an ar-
is the quantum dimension of of, ande. Thus, mixed bound- gument as in the case of the latter, the underlying reason is
ary conditions are unstable to bulk-edge coupling. Theethrethe same, namely that the parafermion number is not fixed.
types of vortices haveazero mode which couples with the  (We note that the interpretation of the entropy in terms of
field on the edge. This is a dimensiarb perturbation of the  the parafermion number, as with the fermion number in the
edge and is, therefore, highly relevant. It leads to theevort |sing case, makes sense at the fixed point in the limit of finite
being absorbed by the edge and an entropy titop L. While the fixed point can be reached by fine-tuning, it is
Because th@-state Potts model has a non-diagonal parti-generically reached by flowing to the infraréd,— 0. How-
tion function, the six boundary conditions described aliwe ever, the entropy is ordinarily computed in the oppositétlim
not exhaust the conformal boundary conditions: there are i, — oo first and theril” — 0. Thus, our intuitive argument
fact eight of therfé4%. The free boundary condition is obvi- applies to the opposite of the ordinary order of limits. The
ously one of the missing ones. Because it does not correspomdsult is the same, however, as may be seen from direct com-
to one of the quasiparticle types, it does not occur simply byputation in thel, — co, T — 0 limit#2. The equality of these
adding a quasiparticle in the bulk. (This is clear from thetwo orders of limits may be related to the fact that we are dis-
preceding discussion since we have already exhausted all efissing integer-valued degeneracies.) The computatitireof
these possibilities.) It does not result from fusion witteon partition functio®® shows that the free boundary condition on
of the primary fields of the Potts model but, instead, from fu-a single system indeed has entrdpy/3 relative to the fixed
sion with one of the primaries of@= 4/5 CFT with more  boundary conditiof?. Sincev3 > (1 + v/5)/2 > 1, the
primary fields (the tetracritical Ising mod#&l) free boundary condition has higher entropy than either chixe
Thus, the free boundary condition and the eighth boundaryr fixed and the addition of a perturbation can lead to a flow
condition, simply called ‘new’ by Affleclet al.#2, are slight  to either one. In both the (free, free) apd/B/C, A/B/C)
oddities in the boundary conformal field theory context. How cases, parafermions can tunnel from one droplet to the ,other
ever, in the quantum Hall context, free boundary conditionsso it is clear that the two droplets are not separated by wvacuu
arise quite naturally in a manner analogous to their appeara The natural guess is that they are separated by a topological
in the analysis of a point contact in the Ising case. Namelyphase described by the deconfined phasé;ajauge theory,
consider & = 3 RR droplet with a point contact in the mid- but this will be discussed elsewhere.
dle. Let us suppose that there is non-zero backscattering of The ‘new’ boundary condition does not have a simple inter-
€ quasiparticles but no other tunneling is allowed so that thgyretation in the language of tisestate Potts model. However,
backscattering Hamiltonian is of the form the ‘new’ boundary condition is known to be dual to the mixed
boundary condition(s), just as the free boundary condison
Heun = Ac er(0)er (0) (32) " gual to the fixed boundary conditiontd) Thus, just as the

The analogous Ising operatatz(0)¢;. (0), has scaling di- mixed boundary condition is obtained from the fixed one by

mensionl and, therefore, is an exactly marginal perturbation Cr€{ing an additional quasiparticle in the bulk (s or o
Here, this operator has scaling dimensigh, so that\, is rel- for its Z3 partners), the ‘new’ boundary condition is obtained

evant and flows to strong coupling. To what does it flow in thefom the free boundary condition by creating an additional

strong coupling limit? In th&-state Potts contex{3P) is the quasiparticle in the bulk. Since the free boundary condlio

energy operator, so on the lattice it is a local changé oh a Z3-T|nvar|ant, It does not matter whethgrwe create.@v, or

column of bonds (precisely as in the Ising case witky ). ao'. Alternatively, we could begin with an RR droplet with

If . > 0. then this is a locaflecrease of .J. which flows to  ane in the bulk (analogous to N-transmitting) and then turn
€ 1 ’ . ¢ , g

J = 0, decoupling the Potts model into two halves and leav-°" 8- E|therV\|/ay, wehsee tr?a; thebnewdboundar('jy_ condition

ing free boundary conditions on each half at the column of?as entropyn 7 larger than the free boundary con |t|_o_n. _

vanishing bonds. The boundary entropy of (free,free) beund ©One can handle other conformal boundary conditions in a

ary conditions is less than zé#oso this flow from transmit- POInt contact in a = 3 RR droplet in a similar fashion.

ting from boundary conditions (where the boundary entropyiowever, the number of the possible boundary conditions in-
is zero) indeed has an entropy drop. creases rapidly asis increased. In Ising, there are just three

If, on the other hand, < 0, then this is a locaincrease of basic transmitting-type boundary conditions: the basie on
J, which flows to.J = co. As in the Ising case, the system is (0 = 0 on the CD line), the antiferromagnetic defegt¢ =
again cleaved in two with the same fixed boundary conditioren the CD line), and the N-transmitting one=¢ 0 on the CN
on each half and all three possible values of the fixed boyndatine). (The latter two defects can be fused to give- = on
condition equally likely. We thus call this boundary coiafit ~ the CN line.) For the three-state Potts model, even ignoring
(A/B/C, A/B/C). The parafermion number of each droplet the charge mode, there are already 16 of tfeeriihus there
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will be an array of unstable boundary fixed points here, evespacetime, the partition functiog, resultd’. The results of

without considering fixed points such &4/B/C, A/B/C),  Refl22 then allow one to find boundary conditions on the strip

which is neither transmitting nor a product boundary condi-which give the same partition function,. Thus any quantity

tion. However, there are no fixed lines for= 3, because in a given sector of the chiral conformal field theory can be

there are no dimension-1 tunneling operators. computed in the non-chiral theory on the strip by imposing
the appropriate boundary conditions.

We discussed these ideas in detail in the context of the Ising
model, where there are three primary fields], ), which
correspond to free, fixeg, and fixed—, respectively. In the

The preceding discussion can be generalized to other topeorresponding + 1-dimensional topological state, these cor-
logical states. We can squash a droplet as before so that wespond to a state with a vortex in the bulk, and then thesstate
formulate the edge effective theory in terms of conformédifie in which the vortex has been absorbed by the edge, with either
theory on a strip. The presence of a quasiparticle in the bulk or 1 unpaired fermions in the bulk.
changes the boundary condition at one end of the strip. The These ideas can be generalized to the description of
boundary condition with no quasiparticles inthe bulkib#a  point contacts in topological states. Inter-edge quasipar
If the added quasiparticle is Abelian, then the new boundar)ue backscattering generica"y Sp"ts a dr0p|et into tW(lIhW
condition has the same entropy as the no-quasiparticlecsounone of the aforementioned conformal boundary conditions on
ary condition and is also stable. However, if the added quasieach of the resulting droplets. (Here, the Ising model is-non
particle is non-Abelian, then the new boundary conditios ha generic because it has two fixed lines.) One interesting fea-
higher entropy. Such a boundary condition is unstable te couyre which arose in our analysis is that the region between
pling to the edge. The non-Abelian quasiparticle has a zerghe two droplets is generically not the vacuum but, rather, a
mode to which edge quasiparticles with scaling dimensiorjifferent non-trivial topological phase. This may be a zero-

A <1cantunnel resonantly. - _ dimensional analogue of the condensation phenomena dis-
The general framework, which the Ising aBtate Potts  cyssed in Ref$é. 87,46.

models exemplify, makes the notion of squashing precise. Fo

a 2+1-dimensional topological theory on a disk geometsy, th

topologically-distinct excitations correspond to thenpaiy We would like to thank P. Bonderson, C. Kane, and I.
fields of the associated edge conformal field theory. If there Runkel for very helpful conversations. This work has been
an excitation labeled hyin the bulk, then in the chiral confor- partially supported by the NSF under grants DMR/MSPA-

IX. DISCUSSION

mal field theory of the edge, which is defined on a cylindrical0704666 (PF) and DMR-0529399 (MPAF).
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