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Strongly interacting topologically ordered many-body systems consisting of fermions or bosons
can host exotic quasiparticles with anyonic statistics. This raises the question whether many-
body systems of anyons can also form anyonic quasiparticles. Here, we show that one can, indeed,
construct many-anyon wavefunctions with anyonic quasiparticles. The braiding statistics of the
emergent anyons are different from those of the original anyons. We investigate hole type and
particle type anyonic quasiparticles in Abelian systems on a two-dimensional lattice and compute
the density profiles and braiding properties of the emergent anyons by employing Monte Carlo
simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum statistics is an important concept for gaining
insight into numerous observed collective phenomena in
nature. It was first realized more than forty years ago,
in a seminal paper by Leinaas and Myrheim [1], that
upon restricting a system to two spatial dimensions, there
appears another type of identical particles in addition to
the usual bosons and fermions. These particles, which
satisfy braid statistics instead of permutation statistics,
were coined as anyons by Wilczek [2, 3]. Anyons come in
two flavors: Abelian and non-Abelian. The former have
the property that under continuous adiabatic exchange
of two anyons, the many-body wavefunction acquires a
complex phase factor eiφ 6= ±1, while the latter exhibit
even more striking features that make those potential
candidates for quantum computations [4].

The literature presents a body of works to approach
the physics of anyons from various angles. An important
example of an intensively studied system that naturally
hosts anyons as quasiparticle excitations is the fractional
quantum Hall system [5, 6]. Laughlin explained the frac-
tional quantum Hall system at filling fraction 1/3 as an
incompressible quantum liquid with fractionalized low-
energy excitations [6]. More recently, anyons have been
investigated in lattice fractional quantum Hall systems
[7, 8], and there are several proposals for realizing these
systems in ultracold atoms in optical lattices [9].

The contemporary literature provides examples of two-
dimensional strongly correlated systems consisting of
many interacting bosons or fermions that have anyonic
quasiparticle excitations [4], and much work has been
done to investigate and classify the different types of
anyons that appear in these systems [10–12]. Instead of
studying systems with isolated anyonic excitations, one
can also study systems with many anyons. Such ideas
have, e.g., been used in Haldane’s hierarchy construction
[13] to propose trial states for fractional quantum Hall
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systems at Landau level filling fractions other than 1/3
– e.g. 2/5 and 2/7.

Another possibility is to construct systems, in which
the constituent particles themselves behave like anyons.
This can, e.g., be achieved by considering individual
hardcore anyons as hardcore bosons or fermions with at-
tached point flux tubes [14]. One can then construct a
continuum Hamiltonian for the hardcore boson (fermion)
part of the many-anyon system [15]. The point flux tubes
are included in the “statistical” part of the magnetic vec-
tor potential in the many-body Hamiltonian with the
help of a singular gauge transformation. One can ob-
tain the exact ground state basis for such a continuum
many-anyon Hamiltonian, which is entirely confined to
the lowest Landau level [16–18]. A recent work has in-
troduced variational ansätze for the ground state of the
above Hamiltonian [19, 20]. One such ansatz was shown
to be the same as the Read-Rezayi state [21]. The pos-
sible existence of non-Abelian emergent anyonic excita-
tions over such ground state trial wavefunctions was then
indicated using the special clustering properties of certain
symmetric polynomials.

A lot of work has been done on the statistical mechan-
ics of the many-anyon system [22]. A fractional exclusion
principle (generalized version of the Pauli exclusion prin-
ciple) for such problems allows one to obtain an equation
of state [23–26]. A representation of the Hilbert space for
the multi-anyon state was constructed using the braided
tensor categories, which then provides a different per-
spective for the fractional exclusion statistics [27]. In-
stead of resorting to the fractional exclusion principle,
starting from the continuum many-anyon Hamiltonian,
perturbative results elucidate the complexity of the equa-
tion of state [28, 29]. One can even derive an equation of
state for the anyons occupying the lowest Landau level
using the exact ground state basis of the aforementioned
Hamiltonian [30].

Yet another direction of study is to neglect the mo-
bility of the anyons and consider a system of static in-
teracting anyons. This approach is similar to the study
of magnetism, where one only considers static spins that
interact with each other and thereby can change their
directions [31]. Using a generalized Jordan-Wigner con-
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FIG. 1. Choice of a definite branch for the anyon wavefunction (2). We consider a square lattice of lattice spacing
√

2π with
a roughly circular edge obtained by cutting the lattice along the red circle of radius R = 0.01 + 2

√
2π. We always number

the lattice sites as shown in (a), following the rule that j > k if Im(zj) > Im(zk), and if Im(zj) = Im(zk), then j > k if
Re(zj) > Re(zk). The individual branch cuts (solid straight arrows) corresponding to each lattice coordinate zi (we only show
a few of them) are shown in (b). For sites on the same line, the branch cut is displaced higher up, the further the point is
to the right. We consider a typical zi − zj (dashed arrow) in (c) and show how to uniquely choose the arg(zi − zj) that lies
between 0 and 2π.

struction one can build anyonic oscillators on a 2D square
lattice [32], which explains the relations of such systems
with quantum groups and q−deformations of classical Lie
algebras. In a similar vein, it is possible to construct
chain or ladder models that are equipped with anyonic
degrees of freedom and investigate the properties of these
systems [33–41].

Here, we show that anyons can also form anyonic quasi-
particles and that the emergent anyons have different
braiding properties than the original anyons. As a model
system, we consider states that are related to the family
of Laughlin states on a lattice in the plane [42]. Con-
sidering the systems on a lattice simplifies the numerical
computations and allows us to study both hole type and
particle type quasiparticles. One can approach the con-
tinuum limit by increasing the number of lattice sites,
and in this limit the wavefunction coincides with one of
the states in the lowest Landau level ground state ba-
sis of the many-anyon continuum Hamiltonian studied
in [17]. The Laughlin states are characterized by the
Landau level filling factor 1/q. If q is odd, the states
describe fermions, if q is even, they describe bosons, and
if q is non-integer, they describe anyons. We show how
hole type and particle type anyonic quasiparticles can be
added to the states with non-integer q, and we compute
the density profiles and braiding properties of the emer-
gent anyons.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the anyonic wavefunctions that we investigate in
this work and explain how they are related to anyonic
wavefunctions in the continuum. In Sec. III, we modify
the states to add anyonic quasiparticles, and we compute
the density profiles of the emergent anyons. In Sec. IV,
we confirm the anyonic nature of the emergent anyons by
computing their braiding statistics. Section V concludes
the paper.

II. MODEL

Our starting point is a family of Laughlin states on a
lattice in the two-dimensional complex plane [42]. The
lattice points are at the positions (Re(zj), Im(zj)), j ∈
{1, 2, . . . , N}. For simplicity, we choose a square lattice,
and in analogy to a fractional quantum Hall droplet, we
choose the boundary of the lattice to be roughly circular
by only considering the lattice sites inside a circle of ra-
dius R. We use nj to denote the number of particles on
the jth site, and each site can be either empty (nj = 0)
or occupied by one particle (nj = 1). The considered
states take the form

|ψηq 〉 =
∑

n1,n2,...,nN

ψηq |n1, n2, . . . , nN 〉, (1)

where

ψηq = C−1 δn
∏
i<j

(zi − zj)qninj

∏
i6=j

(zi − zj)−ηni . (2)

Here, q is the number of flux quanta per particle, η is
the number of flux quanta per lattice site, C is a real
normalization constant, and δn = 1 if there are∑

i

ni =
Nη

q
(3)

particles in the system and δn = 0 otherwise. Note that
Nη is the total magnetic flux, so that (3) precisely ex-
presses that there are q flux quanta per particle. The
exponents appearing in (2) need not be integer, and to
fully define the states, we therefore need to specify the
branch used. We do this as explained in Fig. 1.

For integer q, the states (2) are the Laughlin states of
fermions or bosons except that both the particles and the
background charge are restricted to be on the specified
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lattice sites [42]. We can also write the states in the
alternative form

ψηq ∝ δn
∏
i<j

(Zi − Zj)q
∏

{i,j|Zi 6=zj}

(Zi − zj)−η, (4)

where Zj ∈ {z1, z2, . . . , zN} is the position of the jth
particle. The choice of branch is the same as before, and
we number the particles such that particles with higher
indices are on sites with higher indices (i.e., if Zj = zn,
Zk = zm, and n < m, then j < k). From this expression,
we observe that the wavefunction acquires a phase factor
eπiq if the ith particle and the jth particle are exchanged
in the counterclockwise direction (see Appendix A for
details). The state hence describes fermions if q is odd,
hardcore bosons if q is even, and hardcore anyons if q is
non-integer.

Note that we can increase the number of lattice sites
in the system, while keeping the total flux Nη and the
number of particles

∑
i ni constant, by choosing η to be

inversely proportional to N . Thus the parameter η is a
handle for interpolating between, e.g., the lattice with
one flux unit per site (η = 1) and the continuum limit
(η → 0+). In the continuum limit, the states (4) become

ψcont
q ∝ δn

∏
i<j

(Zi − Zj)q exp

(
−

N∑
i=1

|Zi|2

4

)
, (5)

where q is a positive real number and we have discarded
some single particle phase factors that do not modify the
topological properties of the states.

The state (5) is within the lowest Landau level ground
state basis of the many-anyon continuum Hamiltonian
studied in [17]. Specifically, it is the state in Eq. (26) of
Ref. [17] with the following identifications:

α = −q,
ωc = 1/2, (6)

l1 = l2 = · · · = lN = 0.

Let us also point out that one can trivially construct a
Hamiltonian for the many-anyon wavefunction [(1) with
non-integer q] as follows:

H = 1− |ψηq 〉〈ψηq |. (7)

One can hence physically realize the lattice wavefunction
by realizing this Hamiltonian.

III. DENSITY DIFFERENCE PROFILES OF
THE EMERGENT ANYONS

For the bosonic and fermionic lattice Laughlin states
with integer q, one can add Q anyons at the positions wj
by modifying the wavefunction (2) into [43]

ψηq,~w = C−1~w δn
∏
i,j

(wi − zj)pinj

∏
i<j

(zi − zj)qninj

×
∏
i 6=j

(zi − zj)−niη. (8)

Here, C~w is a real normalization constant and ~w =
(w1, w2, . . . , wQ). The integer pj is positive if the anyon
at wj is obtained by fusing pj basic hole type quasiparti-
cles and negative if the anyon at wj is obtained by fusing
−pj basic particle type quasiparticles. The delta function
δn is unity for

N∑
j=1

nj =
Nη −

∑Q
j=1 pj

q
(9)

and zero otherwise. Equation (9) shows that an anyon
with positive pj takes up pj flux quanta, and the presence
of the anyon reduces the number of particles by pj/q. The
anyon hence produces a hole corresponding to pj/q parti-
cles. If pj is negative, the anyon instead creates a region
with −pj/q particles extra. In the following, we will show
that the states (8) can host anyonic quasiparticles also for
cases where q is not an integer. The computations involve
both analytical and numerical parts. For the analytical
parts, we consider general q, and for the numerical parts,
we consider the cases q = 3/2 and q = 5/2.

As the area per lattice site is the same for all sites in
the square lattice, we shall refer to 〈n(zi)〉 ≡ 〈Φ|ni|Φ〉 as
the particle density, where Φ is the state of the system.
Similarly, we define the particle density difference

ρ(zi) = 〈ψηq,~w|ni|ψ
η
q,~w〉 − 〈ψ

η
q |ni|ψηq 〉 (10)

to be the difference between the particle density, when
there are quasiparticles in the system, and the particle
density, when there are no quasiparticles in the system.
The particle density difference describes the profile of the
emergent anyons, and if the anyons are properly screened,
it is nonzero only in a small region around each wk.

To quantify the number of extra particles in a region
around each wk, we define the excess particle number

Qk(r) =

N∑
i=1

Θ(r − |zi − wk|)ρ(zi). (11)

In this expression, we sum ρ(zi) over a circular region of
radius r around wk as ensured by the Heaviside step func-
tion Θ. If the anyons are properly screened, the excess
particle number of the kth anyon converges to −pk/q for
large r, provided the circular region is away from the edge
and away from all other emergent anyons in the system.
The quantity −pk/q is negative for hole type quasiparti-
cles and positive for particle type quasiparticles.

We show numerical results for ρ(zi) and Qk(r) in Fig.
2, where we take q = 3/2 and q = 5/2 for η = 1 and
N = 240 lattice sites. Fig. 2(a), (c), (e), (g), and (i), (k)
display the particle density differences for the systems
containing three hole type quasiparticles, five hole type
quasiparticles, three particle type quasiparticles, five par-
ticle type quasiparticles, and the combination of one hole
type and one particle type quasiparticle, respectively.
We observe that ρ(zi) is only nonzero in a small region
around each wk. The excess particle numbers of the
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FIG. 2. (a),(c),(e),(g),(i),(k): Circles represent lattice sites, stars represent hole type quasiparticles, and squares represent
particle type quasiparticles. The number of lattice sites is N = 240 and we take q = 3/2 in (a), (e), (i) and q = 5/2 in (c),
(g), (k). We consider the case of one flux unit per lattice site – i.e., η = 1. The particle density difference ρ(zi), defined in
(10) to be the difference between the expectation value of the number of particles on the ith lattice site with and without
quasiparticles present in the system, is plotted with color-bar for the cases of (a) three hole type quasiparticles, (c) five hole
type quasiparticles, (e) three particle type quasiparticles, (g) five particle type quasiparticles, and (i),(k) the combination of
one hole type and one particle type quasiparticle, respectively. (b),(d),(f),(h),(j),(l): The excess particle numbers, computed
from (11), are plotted as a function of the radial distance r from the quasiparticle positions. We take q = 3/2 in (b), (f), (j)
and q = 5/2 in (d), (h), (l). We find that the excess particle numbers approach ±2/3 in (b), (f), (j) and ±2/5 in (d), (h), (l)
for large r. The particle density differences for the hole type quasiparticles and for the particle type quasiparticles are seen to
be similar except for the sign, which can be seen from the quantity Q = Q1 + Q2 in (j) and (l). There are small errorbars of
order 10−4 on the data due to the Monte Carlo simulation.
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FIG. 3. (a) The particle density difference ρ(zi) and (b) the
excess particle numbers Qk(r), as well as Q̄ = Q1 +Q2, as a
function of the radial distance from the quasiparticle positions
for q = 3/2, η = 30/151, and N = 1208. In (a), the circles
represent the lattice sites. The square at w1 and the star
at w2 denote a particle type and a hole type quasiparticle,
respectively. The system has Nη/q = 160 particles. The
plots show that the anyons are screened.

anyons are plotted as a function of the radial distance
from the anyons in Fig. 2(b), (d), (f), (h), and (j), (l),
and it is observed that the excess particle number ap-
proaches pk/q ∼ ±2/3 in (b), (f), (j) and pk/q ∼ ±2/5 in
(d), (h), (l), respectively. These observations show that
the anyons are screened, and that the anyons are a few
lattice spacings wide.

In Fig. 3, we show the particle density difference for
the combination of one hole type and one particle type
quasiparticle, when we are much closer to the continuum
limit. We take q = 3/2, η = 30/151, and N = 1208.
Also in this case we observe screening. This property
is retained for even smaller values of η. Proceeding this

way, one can obtain a consistent continuum limit for the
hole type quasiparticle. However, such a limit generally
does not exist for the particle type quasiparticle [44].

In Figs. 2 and 3, we chose the quasiparticle positions
wi to always coincide with centers of the square plaque-
ttes. In general, Eq. (8) produces screened quasiparticles
for any locations. This is true, even when we consider
a particle type quasiparticle (pi = −1) arbitrarily close
to a lattice position zj . In this case, nj → 1. The wave-
function, however, remains normalizable since the infinite
factor (wi − zj)−1 is a constant that can be absorbed in
the normalization constant, and after this has been done,
the normalization constant is finite. In fact, the contin-
uum limit for the particle type quasiparticle, when q is
an integer, only exists when the quasiparticle is located
on top of a lattice site [44].

IV. BRAIDING PROPERTIES OF THE
EMERGENT ANYONS

We now proceed to determine the result of braiding the
coordinate wk around the coordinate wj . These coordi-
nates correspond to the positions of two emergent anyons
in (8). When wk is adiabatically moved on a closed con-
tour c, the wavefunction changes as |ψ〉 → Meiθk |ψ〉,
where M is the monodromy and θk is the Berry phase
[45, 46]. Although the ground state wavefunction (2)
is multivalued because the factors (zi − zj) have non-
integer exponents, the powers pinj of the terms involv-
ing the emergent anyons wi are integers. As a result, the
monodromy M is the identity and only the Berry phase
contributes nontrivially to the braiding statistics.

The Berry phase is computed as

θk = i

∮
c

〈ψηq,~w|
∂ψηq,~w
∂wk

〉dwk + c.c.

= i
pk
2

∮
c

∑
i

〈ψηq,~w|ni|ψ
η
q,~w〉

wk − zi
dwk + c.c., (12)

where c.c. is the complex conjugate of the first term. We
are interested in ∆θk = θk,in− θk,out, where θk,in (θk,out)
is the Berry phase when wj is well inside (outside) the
closed path c. We have

∆θk = i
pk
2

∮
c

∑
i

〈ni〉in − 〈ni〉out
wk − zi

dwk + c.c. (13)

We need to remain on the same branch of the anyon
wavefunction (8) when we calculate 〈ni〉in and 〈ni〉out in
Eq. (13) for different wk values on the contour c. This
is done by retaining the same lattice orderings and the
same branch cuts for the individual lattice coordinates
throughout, as shown in Fig. 1. This in turn defines the
phases of (zi− zj) uniquely. Note that having the lattice
on a topologically nontrivial manifold, such as a torus
[47], introduces additional generators in the underlying
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braid group [48]. This makes it more difficult to compute
the braiding properties on such manifolds.

If the emergent anyons are properly screened, we have
that 〈ni〉in−〈ni〉out is nonzero only close to the two pos-
sible positions of wj and is independent of wk. We can
then take the factor 〈ni〉in − 〈ni〉out outside the integral,
which leads to

∆θk = −2πpk
∑
i∈Ic

(〈ni〉in − 〈ni〉out) , (14)

where Ic is the set of indices i for which zi is inside c.
The sum is the excess particle number for the jth anyon,
and it follows that

∆θk = 2πpkpj/q. (15)

This is the same result as the Berry phase for the Laugh-
lin states, except that q is now a non-integer. This
confirms that the emergent anyons indeed have anyonic
braiding statistics if the assumption that the emergent
anyons are properly screened is true. The numerical re-
sults of the previous section show that screening occurs
for q = 3/2 and q = 5/2, and also when we approach the
continuum limit.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that systems consisting of many anyons
can support the formation of anyonic quasiparticles, and
that the braiding properties of the emergent anyons can
differ from the properties of the original anyons. We
have also shown that Laughlin states with non-integer
q provide models of anyons, where these phenomena oc-
cur. The considered models are defined on lattices, and
a continuum limit, in which the particles can be practi-
cally anywhere in the two-dimensional plane, can be ap-
proached by increasing the number of lattice sites, while
keeping the number of particles and the total magnetic
flux fixed. In these systems, the wavefunction changes by
the phase factor e2πiq if one exchanges two of the origi-
nal anyons twice in the counterclockwise direction. In the
continuum limit, the anyonic wavefunction without emer-
gent quasiparticles maps to a state in the lowest Landau
level ground state basis of the many-anyon continuum
Hamiltonian studied in [17].

For the emergent anyons, we have shown analytically
that if they are properly screened, then the wavefunction
changes by the phase factor ei2πpkpj/q if one braids an
emergent anyon, consisting of pk basic hole type quasi-
particles (or −pk basic particle type quasiparticles if
pk < 0), around another emergent anyon, consisting of
pj basic hole type quasiparticles (or −pj basic particle
type quasiparticles if pj < 0). We have shown numeri-
cally that the emergent anyons are screened for the lattice
models with q = 3/2 and q = 5/2, and also when the con-
tinuum limit is approached. Given the plasma analogy
for the Laughlin states, we expect that this result holds

also for other values of non-integer q, as long as q is not
too large. We have found that the emergent anyons have
radii of order a few lattice constants when the number of
flux units per lattice site is one.

The obtained results motivate several further inves-
tigations. In particular, it would be interesting to see
which types of anyons can appear as quasiparticles in sys-
tems consisting of various types of non-Abelian anyons.
It would also be interesting to describe the ground state
degeneracy in such systems. One can use braiding op-
erations to perform unitary transformations within the
ground state manifold of a system. For systems with a
low density of anyons, it is known that some types of
anyons allow for a universal set of unitary operations in
the ground state manifold, while others do not. A sys-
tem of fermions only allows for a change of sign of the
wavefunction, but if the fermions form anyonic quasipar-
ticles, more operations are possible. Similarly, the results
presented here show that forming Abelian quasiparticles
in a system of Abelian anyons increases the number of
different phases that one can obtain by doing braiding
operations. It would be interesting to understand more
generally how emergent anyons affect the possible oper-
ations that can be done. Under which conditions is it,
e.g., possible to achieve a universal set of operations, al-
though the original anyons do not allow for a universal
set?

Appendix A: Exchange of Two Anyons

In this appendix, we demonstrate that the phase factor
acquired by the wavefunction (4) upon counterclockwise
(clockwise) exchange of the ith and the jth anyon is in-
deed e+iπq

(
e−iπq

)
. For the exchange process, although

the anyons start from their respective lattice sites and
end at the exchanged lattice sites, they need to move adi-
abatically and continuously, i.e., we need to change the
positions of the ith and the jth anyons (Zi and Zj respec-
tively) on a continuous path on the plane. This in turn
implies that the phase in this process is the monodromy
of the Jastrow factor of the continuum wavefunction (5)

ψ̃ =
∏
i<j

(Zi − Zj)q. (A1)

Therefore, to determine the exchange phase, we have to
determine the change in the phase angles in the individ-
ual complex numbers (Zi − Zj)q in (A1). In particular,
we need to compensate for the discontinuous branch cut
crossings.

We first consider the case of three anyons and show the
intermediate steps of the different exchanges in Fig. 4.
Note that we can move the anyons horizontally without
any of the anyons crossing a branch cut, and we can
therefore assume that the anyons are initially arranged
on a vertical line.

Consider the crossing (3 ↓, 2 ↑) in the counterclockwise
exchange of anyons #1 and #3 keeping anyon #2 to the
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𝑍!

𝑍"

𝑍#

𝑍!
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𝑍#

𝑍!
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Initial Final

(a)

𝑍!
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𝑍"

Initial Final

(b)
𝑍#

𝑍!
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𝑍#
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Initial Final

(c)
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𝑍!

𝑍#

𝑍"

Initial Final

(d)

FIG. 4. Counterclockwise (a,b) and clockwise (c,d) exchanges of the anyons #1 and #3. In exchanges (a) and (c), anyon #2
remains to the right of the exchange loop, whereas it is placed to the left of the loop in (b) and (d). These constitute all the
possible ways of exchanging anyons #1 and #3, where anyon #2 is not enclosed in the exchange loop. First, one of the anyons
(let us call it A) is adiabatically moved away from the lattice site – shown by the dashed arrow. In the next step, the other
anyon (let us denote it B) is transported to the initial position of anyon A while A moves into the initial position of anyon B.
This completes the exchange process. The second step is shown by the dot-dashed arrows.
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Type of
exchange

Position of
anyon #2

Crossing Φ±
mn ∆Φmn

Counterclockwise
Right of
the loop

(1 ↑, 2 ↓) 0 −πq
(3 ↓, 1 ↑) −2πq +πq
(3 ↓, 2 ↑) −2πq +πq

Counterclockwise
Left of

the loop

(2 ↓, 1 ↑) −2πq +πq
(3 ↓, 1 ↑) −2πq +πq
(2 ↑, 3 ↓) 0 −πq

Clockwise
Right of
the loop

(1 ↑, 2 ↓) 0 −πq
(1 ↑, 3 ↓) 0 −πq
(3 ↓, 2 ↑) −2πq +πq

Clockwise
Left of

the loop

(2 ↓, 1 ↑) −2πq +πq
(1 ↑, 3 ↓) 0 −πq
(2 ↑, 3 ↓) 0 −πq

TABLE I. The phase discontinuities
(
Φ±

mn

)
and the phase

changes (∆Φmn) in (Zm − Zn)q as one anyon crosses the other
in the counterclockwise and the clockwise exchange processes
in Fig. 4. Here we consider m < n and both m and n are
positive integers. The anyon, which is not involved in the ex-
change process, can remain either to the left or to the right of
the exchange loop. This is specified in the second column. In
the third column, we describe the different crossings by the
notation (i ↑ / ↓, j ↑ / ↓), where the ith anyon is on the left,
when crossing the jth anyon. The directions of motion of the
anyons while crossing is shown by either ↑ or ↓. In the last
column, we list the phase changes in the factors (Zm − Zn)q,
where m = min (i, j) and n = max (i, j). While obtaining a
particular ∆Φmn, we have accounted for the phase discontinu-
ity Φ±

mn (second to last column) in the corresponding crossing:
(i ↑ / ↓, j ↑ / ↓).

right of the exchange loop [Fig. 4(a)]. When anyon #3 is
right above #2, the phase of (Z2−Z3)q is ≈ 2πq. On the
other hand, right after anyon #3 crosses #2, the phase of
(Z2 −Z3)q is ≈ 0. We need to remember that the vector
(Z2 − Z3) has made a complete 2π turn. As a result, we
have

(Z2 − Z3)qF = eiπq(Z2 − Z3)qI , (A2)

where the subscripts ‘I’ and ‘F’ denote initial and final,
respectively.

The crossing (1 ↑, 2 ↓) in the same exchange (a), how-
ever, does not lead to a discontinuous jump in the phase
angle of (Z1−Z2)q. Thus, comparing the initial and the
final positions of the vector (Z1 − Z2), we have

(Z1 − Z2)qF = e−iπq(Z1 − Z2)qI . (A3)

More generally, from Table I, we observe that for
m < n (both positive integers), the crossing (n ↓,m ↑)
leads to a phase discontinuity of −2πq. Exchanging
the arrows, i.e., reversing the directions the anyons are
moved, produces a discontinuity +2πq. For all the in-
stances, where anyon #m is to the left when crossing

anyon #n, the phase angle of (Zm − Zn)
q

changes con-
tinuously.

The numbering of the anyons in Fig. 4 obeys the
rules delineated in Fig. 1 and Sec. II. We then consider
both clockwise and counterclockwise exchanges between
anyons #1 and #3. We also consider the distinct situa-
tions, where anyon #2 remains either to the left or to the
right of the exchange loop. Taking into account all the
phase changes listed in Table I, we obtain the following
relations between the final and the initial wavefunctions:

Counterclockwise exchange: ψ̃F =

= e∓iπq(Z1 − Z2)qI e
+iπq(Z1 − Z3)qI e

±iπq(Z2 − Z3)qI =

= e+iπqψ̃I, (A4a)

Clockwise exchange: ψ̃F =

= e±iπq(Z1 − Z2)qI e
−iπq(Z1 − Z3)qI e

∓iπq(Z2 − Z3)qI =

= e−iπqψ̃I. (A4b)

From Eq. (A4), we also observe that the exchange phase
is not affected by the position of the other anyon (not
involved in the exchange) with respect to the exchange
loop. We get the correct phase as long as the other anyon
is not enclosed in the exchange loop.

Let us now consider an arbitrary number of anyons.
We exchange the ith and the jth anyons, where i and j
are two arbitrary positive integers and i < j. The ith and
jth anyons cross the kth anyon, with i < k < j, either
on the left or on the right. As long as no other anyon
is enclosed in the counterclockwise (clockwise) exchange
loop, similar to Table I, we have

∆Φij = πq (−πq) , (A5a)

∆Φik = −∆Φkj , i < k < j. (A5b)

Therefore, at the end of the counterclockwise (clock-
wise) exchange, we are left with an exchange phase of
e+iπq

(
e−iπq

)
. This justifies our claim in Sec. II below

Eq. (4) about the additional phase factor due to the ex-
change of two anyons.
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