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We analyze tunneling of non-Abelian quasiparticles betwtbe edges of a quantum Hall droplet at Landau
level filling fractionv = 5/2, assuming that the electrons in the first excited Landau ganize themselves
in the non-Abelian Moore-Read Pfaffian state. We formulatesonized theory of the modes at the two edges
of a Hall bar; an effective spith/2 degree of freedom emerges in the description of a point cbntde show
how the crossover from the high-temperature regime of wealsigarticle tunneling between the edges of the

droplet, with4-terminal R, ~ T~%/2, to the low-temperature limit, withR,, — = % ~ —T*, is closely

related to the two-channel Kondo effect. We give a physiutrpretation for the entropy &fi(21/2) which is
lost in the flow from the ultraviolet to the infrared.

Introduction. There is indirect evidencel[1] that a non- difference of entropies between the system without tungeli
Abelian topological state may occur at the observed quanithe ultraviolet limit) and the system split into two drofde
tized Hall plateau witho,, = 5 < [2, [3]. The leading (the infrared limit) isSyv — Sir = In(2v/2). When only
candidate is the Moore-Read Pfafflan stalel 4, 5], in whichthe most relevant tunneling operator is present, the dmiva
chargee /4 quasiparticles exhibit non-Abelian braiding statis- the infrared strong-coupling fixed point is fine-tuned sat tha
tics 6, 17, 18,190,010, 11] 12]. This state would supportthe leading irrelevant operator has scaling dimensiand
topologically-protected qubits, whose observation wand- ~ tunnels apair of electrons from one half of the droplet to
firm the non-Abelian nature of this quantized Hall plateauthe other. When a subleading marginal tunneling operasors i
[13]. Other interference measurements would also directlpresentin the ultraviolet, the leading irrelevant operatehe
probe the non-Abelian braiding statistics of quasipagtidh  infrared has scaling dimensigrand tunnels a single electron.
this statell8, 14, 1%, 16]. Edge Excitationsat v = 5/2. We assume that the lowest

All of these proposed experiments suggest employing théandau level (of both spins) is filled and the first excited Lan
gapless edge excitations as a probe of the bulk. Interedge tudau level is in the Moore-Read state. There will, therefbee,
neling of quasiparticles occurs when two edges of the Haltwo integer quantum Hall edge modes, which will be the out-
bar are brought into close proximity. In these proposals, it ermost excitations of the system. Since we will be focussing
assumed that tunneling at these contacts is weak. However tunneling across the interior of a Hall droplet, these esod
just as in the Abelian states [117.1 18! 19], as the temperatureill participate very weakly. Hence, we will ignore them and
and voltage are decreased, the effective quasiparticleetun focus on the half-filled first excited Landau level. The gap-
ing strength increases until the Hall droplet is effecthalit  less chiral theory describing the edge excitations has &oth
into two at the point contact. charged sector and a neutral sector. The charged sector is de

In this paper, we describe this crossover precisely. The norcribed by a free bosop.. Edge modes described solely by
Abelian statistics of the quasiparticles means that care-is free bosons are characteristic of abelian fractional quant
quired to even define the tunneling operator at the point conHall states, and are now very well understoog [17,118, 19].
tact. Although the tunneling occurs at a single point in spac The novel properues of the non-Abelian state believed to be
the quasiparticle which is tunneling can be entangled vilth o  realized av,, = 5 < arise from the neutral sector, which is
ers far away. We find the tunneling operator for the simplestlescribed by a critical Ising field theory {20].
kind of point contact in the Moore-Read state in terms of the The chiral part of thel + 1 dimensional Ising field the-
underlying edge theory, a critical 2d Ising model (the n@utr ory contains a spin field and a free Majorana fermion.
sector) and a free boson (the charged sector). This allows Worrelators involving only the fermion are trivial to contpu
to describe the perturbation expansion of quasiparticlegl  but finding those involving the Ising spin field requires much
ing processes at the point contact in terms of the chiral cormore work. One reason the physics of the Moore-Read state is
relators of the edge theory. We show how to bosonize th&o interesting is because the operator which creates onianni
tunneling operator, and find the remarkable result thatiquaslates a charge/4 quasiparticle contains the chiral part of the
particle transport through the point contact is closelated  spin field. The spin field is not local with respect to the Ma-
to the two-channel anisotropic Kondo effecti[22] and restna jorana fermion: it creates a branch cut for the fermion field.
tunneling in Luttinger liquids.[18]. When a charge/4 quasiparticle tunnels to or from an edge

As the droplet breaks in two, the initial entropy, corresppon  of a droplet, the fermion boundary conditions around thd Hal
ing to the uncertainty in the non-Abelian topological clerg droplet change: they are anti-periodic when there is an even
of the two halves of the droplet, is removed. We show how thenumber ofe/4 quasiparticles in the bulk, and periodic when
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> N\ uv > N\ fields does not decompose into a simple product of a chiral

! j ! correlator times its antichiral conjugate, but rather isia ®f

M\ 7/ such termsl[24]. In other words, local Ising fields cannot-sim
ply be decomposed into a product of a left-moving part times

a right-moving part. In the Moore-Read state, this is a mani-

festation of the non-Abelian statistics of the quasipetic

IR / To understand the situation in more depth, note that a pair
j of quasiparticles can be in either of two topologically itist
/ statesi[4 16,17,/ 9], the two states of the qubit which they form

[13]. A simple physical picture arises from considering the

FIG. 1: We ignore ther = 2 edge excitations of the filled lowest closely-relgted system of a SUPerCF’”d“Ctor with pairing-sy
Landau level (of both spins) and focus on the-= 1/2 edge excita- Metryp + ip. Chargee/4 quasiparticles correspond to half-
tions. To compute their correlation functions, we redrae lbwer ~ flux quantum vortices in this superconductor; there is a Ma-
edge so that its excitations also propagate to the rights dllbws us  jorana fermion zero mode in the core of each such voiiex [9].
to bosonize the neutral fermionic excitations of both edges The Majorana fermion zero modes associated with two vor-
tices can be combined into a Dirac fermion zero mode, which
can be either occupied or unoccupied — the two st@teand

there is an odd number. _ _ 1) of the qubit. In this wayl[9], one can show that there are
We study quasiparticle tunneling between two differentyn—1 giates of2n, quasiparticles |61 7]. When quasiparticles

points on the edge of a Hall droplet. The quasiparticle ofyrq prajged, these states are rotated into each other aegord

chargee/4 is created by the Operatm?i?cmﬂ)- where the o the spinor representation 80 (2n) [6, 10].
chiral bosong.. is normalized so that®*- has dimension
a*/2. A chiral Ising spin field has dimensioly16, so the  particle operators. There is22~'-dimensional vector space
operator describing tunneling of one such quasipartidenfr ¢ i,ch correlation functions — callednformal blocks [24] —

one edge to the other has dimensipft. Other tunneling \hich transform into each other as the quasiparticle st
processes are described by the dimension-1/2 operat@ltunn 5re taken around each otherlin- 1-dimensional spacetime.

ing the charge=/2 quasiparticle created ch_/ﬂ_, and the  This is a consequence of the fact that the operator product of
marginal operator tunneling the neutral fermionic quasipa two spin fields contains both the identity field and the femmio

The same issue arises in a correlation functiorofuasi-

cley. The tunneling Lagrangian is schematically this “fusion” is written schematically as- o ~ I + ¢. Com-
. bining the two languages, we see that when a pair of quasipar-
LU = Ny g0 el (Pea=)/2V2 4 hc, ticles is in the staté0), they fuse tol; when they are in the

state|1), they fuse ta).
To define precisely the tunneling operator and its confor-

where the subscripts, 3 refer to the spatial points on either Mal blocks, we must therefore also specify the state of the
side of the point contact, as in Figl 1. We say uschemati_qubn_assoaa;ed Wlth the quas_nparhcle which tunnels anadt_
cally” because as we will describe below, the operatos; quasihole which it leaves be_hlnd. We assume_that_tunnellng
is non-local and requires additional information to be dedin Processes do not create additional neutral fermions inufie b
precisely. In the limit that\, ,, is small, we can ignore such Pecause the topological state of the system cannot beexfect
complications to compute the leading-order behalidr [24. by a tiny motion (tunn(_ehng_from one side of the point contact
expect\; j, < A4 (because, s, ~ /\f/4)- in which case the 10 th_e other) of a quasiparticle. This means _that when a quasi
4-terminal longitudinal resistance (defined as the voltagpd ~Particle tunnels from one edge to another, it forms a qubit in
along one edge of the Hall bar divided by the transmitted curState|0) with the quasihole which is left behind. This assump-

4 Ay jgeiPea=a)/V2 L hie 4 iNhaths (L)

rent) scales as tion fixes uniquely the conformal blocks occuring in the per-
turbative expansion oE{(1) in power af /,. The term withn
Ry ~ /\f/4 T-3/2. (2)  tunneling operators is an element o"a * dimensional vec-
tor space of conformal blocks. We label the basis elements of
At finite voltageV > T, we instead havé ~ vV ~1/2, this vector space byn,, ma, ..., m,] with m; = 0 or 1. This

Chiral Correlation Functions.  Since the tunneling ampli- means that théth pairo,o0s fuses tol if m; = 0 and toy
tudes\; /4 and), /, increase in importance as the temperaturef m; = 1. Our assumption means that a formal expression
decreased1?2), the weak-tunneling regime does not extend sach ago,053 0,04 . . ) arising in the perturbative expansion
arbitrarily low temperatures. Therefore, we must go beyonds given by the conformal block, 0, . . .].
the lowest-order perturbation theory contribution givei). Cluster decomposition. Provided the measurement time
This requires understanding correlators of chiral Isinfi§e  scale is short compared to the time for an excitation to prop-
more information than just the space-time locations of theagate around the droplet from one side of the contact to the
fields must be provided in order to define correlators unigiuel other, one can treat the two sides of the point contact as two
For example, the four-point function of non-chiral Isingrsp independent edges (8, andog as well asp., andg.g are



independent fields). One can then use cluster decompositidPerforming the sums ifl(4) gives the nice result:
to break each correlator into a product of correlators in two

n/2
separate models, e.g. [0,0,...,0] = <H ei(%(%fl)_¢,U(sz))/g>. (6)
(00080008 ...) ~ (0a0a...), (08 05"'>ﬂ 3) j=1

The complication is that the left-hand-side OF (3) is spedifi Remarkably, the right-hand-side is the same as
by how each,, (7, ) fuses withos(7, ) (with 7, the imaginary ~ ((STe™"¢e/2 4 §¢i0e/2) (Ste=i0e/2 4 §=¢ito/2) )

time of theath tunneling event), but we would like totreat ~ where S is a single spint/2 degree of freedom. Conse-
andog on the right-hand-side as independent fields. We thuguently, the perturbation expansion 6f*" in eqn. 1) is
need to disentangle the fieldg andog in order to break the identical to that of

left-hand-side into the product of two independent cotceta ~ . .

and then specify how neighborirg,’s fuse with each other L™ = X 4 (S’Le‘“z’“/2 + S‘ew"’/z) cos(¢,/2)
in{oq 0q ...), and neighboring’s fuse in{og o3 . ..) . )

'<I'o overco>me thesegcompliczﬁtions, we <utiﬁlizg théﬁwork of + Aj20089p + A 0ufo, (1)
Moore and Seiberg, where relations among conformal blockgith a charge boson, = (¢ea — des) /v/2. Thus, in trans-
are derived by utilizing a variety of consistency condison |ating chiral correlation functions of quasiparticle teting
[25]. Because of the non-abelianstructure, braiding (&RoR  gperators into bosonic language, we see the emergence of an
ing the order of operators) not only results in phases, buffective spini /2 degree of freedom. This shows that the dy-
can change the fusion channels as well. In this way we cafamics of a point contact in a Moore-Read non-Abelian quan-
change from the basis in which each(7.) fuses in a defi-  tym Hall state is a variant of the two-channel Kondo prob-
nite way with its neighboring s(7.), to a basis in which each  |em and equivalent to resonant tunneling between gweo 2
7a(2j-1) fuse in a definite way withy, (72;), and similarly | yttinger liquids. Upon settings, = 0 (appropriate for a
fortheoy’s. Lettingu = o or 5, we label this new basis by -, | ;) superconductor), the neutral sector is literally the sing
(m1,ma, ..., mp)5), wherem; = 0,1 wheno,(r;-1) and  channel (anisotropic) Kondo Hamiltonian.

a,.(72;) fuse to be into thé andy channels. We find [23] Kondo Crossover. Consider, first, the case in which only
the most relevant tunneling amplitudg, 4, is non-zero. In

[0,0,...,0] = Z H (m1,ma, ... ’mn/2)u- (4)  this case the Hamiltonian inl(7) is invari/antundﬁ@r—> —Ps

{m;}=0,1 p=a.p together with ar rotation of the spin about the—axis, a
With (@) and &), we now have unambiguous expressions fokramers-Wannier duality symmetry for the non-chiral Ising
the dynamics of the point contact, treating the two sides aglodel. Under the replacemenf , — 2¢,,,, the tunnel-
independent edges. The conformal blogks , ms, ...),, can ing term is identical to the two-channel Kondo model with
be computed by solving differential equations [24]. Howeve J: = 0, Js,y = A1/4. By performing a unitary transformation,
the results are quite complicated, and it is difficult to agtr U = exp(i5*¢,/2), the tunneling Hamiltonian becomes:
tmhz?i:]n;ug;ggrggg\agﬁomﬁ' Therefore, it is useful to express UHon UT = A /aS” cos(¢p/2) + TnS7 0ty (8)

Bosonized Formulation.  Typically, one treats), andig The Toulousel[22] limit corresponds to dropping the final
as the right- and left-handed parts of a single non-chim th term. Although the presence of this marginal perturbation
ory. However, it is more convenient here to treat them as havdoes change the dimensions of the operators in the UV, it does
ing the same chirality by flipping the chirality of one edge, a not greatly effect physical properties in the IR. To see, this
in Fig. . Then, the two chiral Majorana fermion fields form note that\, ,, is strongly relevant and grows in the IR, so that
a single chiral Dirac fermion field, which can be bosonized the energy is minimized with” = +1/2, ¢, = 2(2n + 1)x
Vo + g ~ €'%7. Here the chiral bosonic field, is normal-  or $* = —1/2, ¢, = 2(2n)7. In this limit, the charge mode
ized so that’*?> has dimension?/2. With this bosonization is completely reflected, so that,, = 7~ %. (This peculiar
scheme a semiclassical (instanton) analysis is possibtedo value is the voltage drop due to the complete backscattering
the point contact dynamics in the IR limit. Moreover, it en- of thev = 1/2 edge divided by the transmitted current carried
ables us to exploit similarities with the problem of resanan by ther = 2 edges.) At any of these minimé$#) = 0, and
tunneling between Luttinger liquids_[18], the Kondo prable fluctuations inS? can be integrated out, generating terms such

[22], and dissipative quantum mechanicd [26]. as(0: 00 )% ~ 110,91 + 120,12 (Which does not couple the
To bosonize our chiral correlators of spin fields we use thewo edges) andd, ¢, )* ~ 110,11 120,19, Which couples
methods of Rel._25. The resultis: [23] the energies of the fermionic modes at the two edges.

/2 Irrelevant perturbations at the infrared fixed point corre-
n

B i( G (Tay1)— o (72)) /2 spond to instantons connecting the minimd®f (8). The instan
I (ma,me, S My2), = <1_[1 (e ’ ’ ton A¢,=+4r, A¢,=0, AS=0 corresponds to the operator,
p=a,f Jj=

(e mR) ) ) HE™ = v, cos(de), ©)
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which tunnels a charg2-boson between the two droplets. of perimeterL inside a much larger Hall droplet is also of the
When\; = 0in the UV, duality implies that this dimensidh- form, S = aL — InD, with « non-universal[30,_31]. This
operator is the leading irrelevant tunneling operator @R,  suggests that the entropy loss at the point contact is &ctal
giving R, — % e% ~ —v2T"asT — 0. topological entanglement entropy.
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