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Abstract

We present explicit wavefunctions for quasi-hole excitations over a variety of non-abelian quan-
tum Hall states: the Read—Rezayi states with k > 3 clustering properties and a paired spin-singlet
quantum Hall state. Quasi-holes over these states constitute a topological quantum register, which
can be addressed by braiding quasi-holes. We obtain the braid properties by direct inspection of the
quasi-hole wavefunctions. We establish that the braid properties for the paired spin-singlet state are
those of ‘Fibonacci anyons’, and thus suitable for universal quantum computation. Our derivations
in this paper rely on explicit computations in the parafermionic conformal field theories that underly
these particular quantum Hall states.
© 2006 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The realization that quantum Hall systems may harness what is called non-abelian
braid statistics has led to two exciting prospects. The first is that experiments can be set
up where, for the first time, the existence of non-abelian statistics in nature can be estab-
lished. The second prospect, following early ideas of Kitaev [1], is that systems exhibiting
non-abelian braid statistics can give rise to quantum registers and may offer unique
possibilities for what has come to be known as topological quantum computation or
fault-tolerant quantum computation.
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Proposals for experimental detection of non-abelian statistics [1-4] have mostly focused
on the so-called v = 5/2 quantum Hall state, which is believed to be described by the ‘pfaf-
fian’ or Moore—Read state [5,6]. To this date, this is the single quantum Hall plateau where
the indications for an underlying non-abelian state are rather firm. For the plateau at
v=12/5 there is a more speculative case for a connection with a non-abelian k =3
Read-Rezayi state [7]. Proposals to test if the state observed at v = 12/5 is indeed non-abe-
lian have been described in [8,9].

An interesting domain for the search for non-abelian quantum Hall states is that of
multi-component quantum Hall states, which can be realized as double layer or as spin-
singlet states. The double layer case in particular may offer the experimental flexibility
needed for tuning into a regime where a non-abelian state takes the upper hand. Examples
of candidates are the spin-singlet (or double layer) states of [10], exhibiting a separation of
spin and charge, and the spin-singlet analogues of the Moore-Read and Read-Rezayi
states that we introduced in [11] and studied further (with N. Read and E. Rezayi) in [12].

Ideas for topological quantum computation in quantum Hall systems boil down to the
following. Having available a non-abelian quantum Hall state as the underlying medium,
the injection of quasi-hole excitations is known to open up an internal space (the ‘quantum
register’), whose dimensionality grows with the number of quasi-holes. This quantum reg-
ister can be addressed by performing adiabatic quasi-hole braidings, which give rise to
matrices acting on the register.

It is well known that the non-abelian braiding in the Moore—Read state is not sufficient-
ly rich to enable universal quantum gates on the quantum register (note that there are pro-
posals to combine topological and non-topological operations to obtain universal gates in
this state [13-15]). It is also known that ‘higher’ non-abelian quantum Hall states, such as
those in the Read—Rezayi series with k =3, 5,6, ..., do offer a prospect of universal quan-
tum computation [16,17], in the sense that universal quantum gates, such as the 2-qubit
CNOT gate, can be approximated with arbitrary precision by a well-chosen sequence of
braid matrices [18,19]. In this paper, we shall establish that the paired spin-singlet state
(AS state) of [11]is also universal for quantum computation. It is the unique paired quan-
tum Hall state with this property.

The simplest scenario for braid matrices with sufficient structure for universal topolog-
ical quantum computation is offered by the so-called ‘Fibonacci anyons’. In abstracto,
these are particles of two types, ‘0’ and ‘1°, with fusion rules

0x0=0, OxI=1 Ix1=0+1. (1.1)

Through a universal connection between, on the one hand, fusion rules and, on the other,
braid matrices, it has been established that the simplest braid matrices for Fibonacci any-
ons are, in the notation of [20],

_ (—D)*? 0 (T s . (—1) ¥ 7
R-( 0 (1)3/5>a F—(\/g _T>v B=(-1) <(1)3/5\/% (71),1/% )a

(1.2)
where 7 = 1(v/5 - 1).

2
Quasi-holes over non-abelian quantum Hall states cannot straightforwardly be identi-
fied with ‘non-abelian anyons’, but there are important parallels, in particular where the

fundamental relations between fusion and braiding properties are concerned. These rela-
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tions were first studied in the context of the algebraic approach rational conformal field
theories, as developed by Moore and Seiberg in [21]. In the context of quantum Hall sys-
tems, these same relations have been exemplified in the work of Slingerland and Bais [22],
who used an associated quantum group structure to obtain explicit results for braid matri-
ces for the Read-Rezayi quantum Hall states for general k.

Before the work of [22], Nayak and Wilczek [23] had derived explicit wavefunctions for
four quasi-hole excitations over the Moore-Read state. These wavefunctions provide
detailed information on the internal state associated with four quasi-holes, as a function
of the locations of these excitations. From these wavefunctions, braid properties are
derived by direct inspection. The work of [23] was based on a ‘coordinate’ rather than
an ‘algebraic’ approach to (rational) conformal field theory (CFT), and employed boson-
ization techniques for mastering the relevant CFT correlators.

It is the purpose of this paper to present explicit expressions for wavefunctions of quan-
tum registers associated to non-abelian quantum Hall states that are sufficiently rich to
enable universal topological quantum computation. We will in particular focus on two dis-
tinct quantum Hall states that both give rise to braid matrices of the type displayed in Eq.
(1.2) (up to additional abelian phase factors). The first is the kK = 3 Read—Rezayi state and
the second is the paired (kK =2) AS spin-singlet quantum Hall state. We shall also write
some of the wavefunctions for quasi-holes over the general & Read—Rezayi states. Note
that throughout this paper, we will assume that the only effect of braiding comes from
the explicit monodromy.

The appearance of the ‘Fibonacci-type’ braid matrices in the quantum Hall systems can
be understood from a coarse graining of the fusion rules of the parafermionic CFTs under-
lying these states. For the example of the spin-singlet state, this takes the form

‘O’Z{IHPI»‘#Z?W}}) 61’2{61702763;/)} (13)

with the y; denoting the parafermion sectors and ¢;, p labeling the various parafermion
spin fields in the CFT. The fusion rules of these fields (see Table B.1 in Section B.1) are
such that the coarse graining into ‘0’ and ‘1’ respects the relations given in Eq. (1.1).
We would like to stress that the ‘Fibonacci anyon’ aspect of the quantum Hall quasi-holes
captures a limited fraction of their relevant properties: for example, the fundamental qua-
si-holes come with different sets of quantum numbers and the detailed fusion rules (and
operator product expansions) of the fields in the parafermionic CFTs lead to detailed
structure expressed in the wavefunctions that we derive in this paper.

The ‘coordinate CFT’ approach that we follow to derive the quasi-hole wavefunctions
delves deep into the results for Wess—Zumino—Witten (WZW) and parafermion CFTs
derived in the mid-1980s. We shall in particular rely on results of Knizhnik and Zamolod-
chikov (KZ) [24]. Their expression for four-point functions of particular primary fields in
WZW models will form the cornerstone of the ‘contraction arguments’ that we employ to
determine closed form expressions for the various quantum register states that we
consider. The ‘master formulas’ that we develop enable an easy evaluation of correlators
that have until now not appeared in the literature, and that are not easily computed with
the methods of KZ. We present some explicit examples in Sections A.4 and B.4.

The presentation in this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will explain the
method we use to obtain the quasi-hole correlators by using the Moore-Read state as an
example. In Section 3, we apply this method to the kK = 3 Read—Rezayi states. We will pro-
vide a detailed derivation of the quasi-hole wavefunctions, and use these to calculate the
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braid behaviour of the quasi-holes. In Section 4, we apply our method to the paired spin-
singlet states proposed by the authors. In Section 5, we compare the braid results of Sec-
tions 3 and 4 with the results obtained by using the associated quantum groups. In the two
Appendices A and B, we give the details of the parafermion CFTs corresponding to su(2)
and su(3),, respectively. Namely, we provide the fusion rules, the details of the operator
product expansions, including the various coefficients, the spin-field correlators used to
derive the quasi-hole wavefunctions and the braid behaviour of the various hypergeomet-
ric functions which show up in the correlators. In addition, we give some new paraferm-
1onic correlators, which were used to obtain the various OPE coefficients. In Section A.6,
we give the quasi-hole wavefunctions for the Read-Rezayi states for arbitrary k.

2. General form of quasi-hole wavefunctions

In our analysis of non-abelian quantum Hall states, we rely on the so-called qH-CFT
connection where wavefunctions of a quantum Hall (qH) system are expressed as chiral
correlators (conformal blocks) of an associated conformal field theory (CFT) [5]. The con-
nection hinges on the identification in the CFT of an electron operator .(z), carrying

charge ¢ = —1. The quantum Hall wavefunction is then expressed as
. N2
quH(Zlv s >ZN) = Zhinoo(ZOO) ! <l//e(zl)We<22) U l/je(zl\/)ng(ZOO)> (21)

N2
with Oy, representing a neutralizing background (ionic) charge and the factor (zoo)’T is
included to obtain a non-vanishing result. (The case of spin-full fermions has some addi-
tional structure.) Note that we drop the Gaussian factors throughout this paper.

The injection of a quasi-hole at position w is represented by the insertion in the CFT
correlator of the quasi-hole operator ¢qn(w). Mutual locality of the quasi-holes and the
electrons in the quantum Hall condensate implies that the operator product expansion
(OPE) between electron and quasi-hole operators is of the form

bW (2) = (W — 2)" ¢, (2) (2.2)

with # a non-negative integer. Note that the mutual locality puts a constraint on the pos-
sible quasi-hole operators.

In all cases studied in this paper, the electron and quasi-hole operators are expressed in
terms of free bosonic fields (representing charge and spin) and of a parafermionic CFT.
The latter are closely related to Wess—Zumino—Witten (WZW) theories. For the order-k
Read-Rezayi (RR) states the ‘CFT-data’ are: SU(2), WZW theory and the associated
7y, parafermions, while the paired spin-singlet states are connected to the SU(3), WZW
theory and to the associated higher-rank parafermions. We refer to [25] for a review
and further details.

For the Moore-Read (MR) state (which is the kK =2 member of the RR series), the
parafermion theory reduces to a single real (Majorana) fermion /(z). This allows a direct
evaluation of the electron wavefunction using the Wick theorem, leading to a ‘pfaffian’
wavefunction. Quasi-holes over this pfaffian state can be characterized by pair braking
in the pfaffian BCS factor [26]. The full dependence of a multi-quasi-hole wavefunction
on all coordinates is set by a CFT correlator

(awr) -+ oW (z1) - Y(zn)) ) (2.3)
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with ¢ (w) the spin fields for the Majorana fermion. In a 1996 paper, Nayak and Wilczek
used bosonization techniques to derive an explicit expression for the full four quasi-hole
wavefunction [23]. It has the general form

'1”1(\?1’1? (Wi, W2, w3, W3 21,22, - . .y 2n) = APV ({W}) Prasa({w}, {z})
+ BV ({wh Wi a({w}, {z})- (2.4)

In this expression, the factors ¥, 34 and W34, which are polynomial in all coordinates
({w}, {z}), represent independent (in this case: two) ways in which four quasi-holes can
break up pairs in the electron condensate. The prefactors 4" and B! are given by
(note that we are giving the result for the fermionic case M = 1)

a9)) = EL e (11— o1 ),
2 (2.5)
B(()) =~ S st ot (/1= VR C1ry 145,

Wiaw3q

where p = 0,1 and we used the anharmonic ratio x = »12, (where w; = (w; — w;)), which
is the same as the anharmonic ratio used in [24], but differs from the one used in [23]. The
labels (0, 1) refer to the fusion channel of the four-quasi-hole state; it is this index which
acts as the qubit index in the context of topological quantum computation.

The formula (2.4) admits an elegant interpretation: it describes precisely how the
fusion channel basis of the four-quasi-hole states decomposes over a basis set by pat-
terns in quasi-hole induced pair-breaking in the condensate. This decomposition is giv-
en as a function of the quasi-hole coordinates w,, meaning that it can be followed as
quasi-particles move through the condensate. This in particular implies that quasi-hole
braiding properties can be read off from these wavefunctions, as was done in [23].
Clearly, the information stored in these wavefunctions goes well beyond braiding prop-
erties; we expect that some of this additional structure will be relevant for the optimal
design of experimental protocols aimed at demonstrating non-abelian statistics and at
quantum computation.

In this paper we show that quasi-hole wavefunction for non-abelian quantum Hall
states with potential for universal topological quantum computation can be cast in a form
similar to (2.4). To achieve this goal, we rely, in a first step, on known expressions for the
multi-parafermion correlators representing the quantum Hall condensate in the absence of
excitations [7,27,12,28]. Analyzing the factors associated with the injection of quasi-holes
(of various kinds) then leads to ‘master formulas’ not unlike (2.4). In a final step we con-
sider various ‘contractions’ of this master formula and use those to relate the coefficients
such as A%Y and B®Y to correlators having just four parafermion spin-fields. The latter
can extracted from [24], where they have been expressed in terms of hypergeometric
functions.

3. Quasi-hole wavefunctions for the k = 3 Read—Rezayi states
In this section, we use the approach outlined in the previous section to obtain the

wavefunctions of quasi-holes over the k£ =3 Read-Rezayi (RR) states, [7], which can
be viewed as clustered analogues of the paired Moore-Read (MR) state [5]. The RR
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states have been studied in detail by various authors. Among the advances are explicit
wavefunctions in terms of the electron coordinates, both with and without the presence
of quasi-holes.

Even though the structure of the quasi-hole wavefunctions in terms of the electron
coordinates is known, see [27,29], the full quasi-hole wave functions, which also exhibit
the full dependence on the quasi-hole coordinates, have only been known for up to four
quasi-holes in the MR state (see [23]) and for an arbitrary number of quasi-holes in the
Laughlin states. In this paper, we fill in this gap, and calculate the full (four) quasi-hole
wavefunctions for the RR states and their spin-singlet analogues. In this section, we pro-
vide the details of the k = 3, M = 0 case of the RR states. We give the general k, M results
in Appendix A, where we also give the details of the fusion rules, OPEs, some general
parafermion correlators, and the braid relations.

Before we turn to the quasi-hole wavefunctions, we first give the wavefunction of the
k =3 RR states without quasi-holes. In this case the number of electrons (even though
for M = 0, the particles are bosons, we will refer to them as electrons) has to be a multiple
of 3. It was shown in [27] that the following wavefunction is equivalent to the wavefunc-
tion presented in the original paper [7]. Divide the electrons into three groups S, a =1,2,3
of equal size. For each group, we write a Laughlin factor

2
v = 1[G -2)" (3.1)
i<j
i.j€Sa
To obtain the RR wavefunction, we sum over all inequivalent ways to divide the electrons
into three groups of equal size

B =4 O[] (32)

S1.52,53

The normalization is N/ = 37 /3!, chosen consistently with the operator product expansion
of the parafermion fields. In effect, the sum amounts to symmetrization of all coordinates.

The k = 3 clustering property is manifest from Eq. (3.2): from the wavefunction (3.2) it
is clear that we can put three electrons at the same location, without obtaining zero,
because there will always be a term in the summation for which the three electrons belong
to different groups. Putting four or more electrons at the same location gives a vanishing
wavefunction.

3.1. The CFT formulation

The k£ =3 RR wavefunctions for N electrons and n quasi-holes can be expressed in
terms of a parafermionic correlator in the following way

PRR (Wi, e s Wi 21, szy) = (01 (w1) - a1 (W), (21) -, (2 )) O

<[ [ —Zj)‘%+MH(Wi —Zj)%H(Wi—Wj)%fz(’T%- (3.3)

i<j ij i<j

From the fusion rules, it follows that the number of electrons N and »n have to satisfy
the relation 2N + n =0mod 3 in order for the correlator to be non-zero. In addition, a
state with only one quasi-hole is impossible.
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3.2. The quasi-hole wavefunctions

We focus on the case of four quasi-holes. In this case, there are two fusion channels
(labeled by (0) and (1)) for the parafermion correlator, namely o6, ~ y/; for the (0) chan-
nel and ¢,0 ~ g, for the (1) channel.

Following [27] and specifying to N = 3r + 1 electrons, with r an integer, we can write
the following ansatz for the wavefunction for four quasi-holes, (3.3),

'Pg)kl)(wh Wo, W3, W42y ... 7ZN) = A(O’l)({W})Tuj;‘({W}, {Z})
+ BV ({whH Wi ({w} {2})- (3.4)

Throughout the paper, we will choose the phase of wavefunctions in such a way that the
function A”)({w}) has no phase.

To specify the functions ¥, 34 and W34, we divide the electrons in three groups in
such a way that S; contains (N — 1)/3 + 1 electrons and S, and S3 contain (N — 1)/3
electrons.

Splitting the four quasi-holes into two groups, we have

)

Vi = % Z lH(zi —wi)(zi —wa) H(Zj —ws)(z — W4)lp_2?1 lpgz l]l§3

851,852,583 LieS> JES3

(3.5)
Vise = ji\/ Z lH(Zi —wi)(zi — ws) H(Zj - Wz)(zj — wy) qjél 'Iléz qj§3

81,852,853 Li€S> JES3

with A/ = 3%. In the following, we will use the case of N =4 electrons to determine the
functions A%V ({w}) and BV ({w}). Note that in the functions (3.5), the quasi-holes
do not have a zero with electrons of the first group before symmetrization. Nevertheless,
the maximum degree of each z is the same, because the number of electrons in the first
group is one bigger in comparison to the other two groups.

There is a third possible way of dividing the four quasi-holes into two groups. How-
ever, this does not give an independent function, because we have the following
relation

Vs =xP13a + (1 —x)Pi304. (3.6)

Relations of this kind were first studied by Nayak and Wilczek in [23], in order to reduce
the overcomplete basis to a linear independent one.

We should note that an (explicitly) independent basis for the Read-Rezayi states (for
arbitrary k) was recently formulated by Read [29] (building on results presented in [31]).
However, for our present purposes, namely deriving the full quasi-hole wavefunctions
and studying the braid behaviour of the quasi-holes, it is more convenient to use the basis
states (3.5), because the formulas and the transformation properties under the braiding of
quasi-holes are simpler.

The strategy to obtain the functions 4%’ and B¥ in (3.4) is as follows. Making use of
OPEs, including the OPE coefficients, we reduce the correlator in the wavefunction (3.3) to
correlators involving just four o fields. The latter can be extracted from the results in
[24]. In particular we consider the following limits
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(D) 22—z, z—z, zz— w2 —w, (3.7)

(Il) zp— 2z, z4—z3, z3— Wy 21— Wi '
In both limits, we first fuse the two pairs of y; fields to two y, fields. Fusing these , fields
with ¢, fields, we obtain o, fields (see Section A.1 for more details about the fusion rules).
Thus, we obtain the following correlators

li(gl<01010101W1¢1W1¢1>(0‘1) x (1620162) ™Y,
. ©,1) ©.1) (3:8)
1<11111)1<0'1010101¢N//11P1¢1> Vo (01010202) .

Keeping track of the various OPE coefficients and various phases is crucial in this proce-
dure. Many of these coefficients for the Z, parafermion CFT are given in [30]. The other
coefficients we need were obtained from consistency relations on the four-point correla-
tors. We give these coefficients in Appendix A.2.

With respect to the various phases which need to be taken into account we note the fol-
lowing. To be able to fuse the fields 1/, with the appropriate spin field, one has to move the
field Y, (z;) in between the g, fields. The resulting phase depends on the fusion channel,
and can be obtained from the OPE of i, and the fusion channel under consideration.
As an example, in the limits above we need to find the phase associated with
g1 (W3)O’1 (W4)l//2 (Zl) = (—1)“!//2(21)0'1 (W3)O’1 (W4). In the (0) channel, we have 0101 ~ lﬁ],
and the phase o = —3 follows from

U (@) ~ = 2) 5~ (1) =2~ (1) @ (),

while in the (1) channel we have ¢,0| ~ 0, and the phase o = —% follows from

4
3

0225 (2) ~ &()(z = 2) 7 ~ (=) e ) —2) 3~ (=1) (L) oa(2).
Taking the phases and OPE coefficients into account, we obtain the limits (I) and (II) of
the wavefunction ‘Pl({’,){, with p =10,1, Eq. (3.3)

(I—x)

ECY
—

6

lim Vi = —(=1)"5(wiowse)

lim Vi = (=1)"§(mawsa)

(01 (w1) a2 (w2) a1 (w3) oo (wa)) ¥ (Whwiawsa ),

E

x’%(l — x)%<01 (wi)a1(wy)az(w3)o (w4)>(p) (Wigwiaws),

(3.9)

where we used the notation w; = (w; — w;) and the following convention for the anhar-
monic ratio x
(w12) (W34) (wiz)(waa) —_x_ (wi2)(waa)

t (wig)(wsa)’ Pox= (wia)(wa)” 1 —x - (wi3)(waz) (3.10)

which is the same convention as used in [24], but differs from the one used in [30]. The
explicit form of correlators {(o10,010,)*" and (6,010,0,)*" can be extracted from the
results of [24]. In Appendix A.3 we present formulas expressing these correlators in terms
of hypergeometric functions.

Because we can easily take the limits (I) and (II) of the functions ¥ 34 and V1324 in the
case of four electrons, namely



E. Ardonne, K. Schoutens | Annals of Physics 322 (2007) 201-235 209

ligl Vina = —§W14W32(W42)4,
lilrln Vi =0,
() (3.11)

ligl Y304 =0,

I(IIIIT)I Vi34 = §W14W32(W34)47

we finally obtain relations for the functions 4%" and B> which are easily solved to give
A(O) = (W12W34)1_70X1%.,F§0) (x)7

B = —(wiawsa) o (1 - x) Y (x),

AV = (=13 C(wiwsa) ot F | (x),

BY = (=1EC(wiawsa)x (1 — x) 7 ().

(3.12)

Here, C :% and the functions ]—'i@) , with p=20,1 and i=1,2 are given in

(A.12).

With the explicit form of the functions A%’ and B?, we have completely specified the
wavefunction for the k = 3, M = 0 Read-Rezayi state in the presence of four quasi-holes.
We will give the general k, M results in Appendix A. As an immediate application, we can
study the behaviour under exchange of quasi-holes, by making use of transformation
properties of the hypergeometric functions, which are also given in Appendix A.

3.3. Braid behaviour

To study the braid behaviour under the exchange of quasi-holes, we first note that the
anharmonic ratio transforms as x— = for (1 & 2), x+— 1 — x for (2 - 3) and x— 1 for
(1 <> 3). In addition, we find that, by makmg use of (3.6),

13
Yirsa — xP1234 + (1 —x) Vi34, (3.13)

12
Yizos — xP1234 + (1 = x) V134,

while the other transformations of the ¥’s are clear. The braid transformations of the
functions F ,(" ) are given in Appendix A.5. Combining all the results, we find the following
braid behaviour for general M

12

w0 UL, Up = (—1) T ° )
0 (1)

23

2
v —-1)
W@(wﬂh,%:PUMW( i (>ﬁ) (3.14)

'P(p 1H3(U1 ) 'PRI)U Uiz = (_1>130W‘\/1+7)<
-7 (=1)t
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where we use 7 to denote the inverse of the golden ratio, i.e. T = % These matrices are
unitary, and satisfy U3 = Uy - Uy - U;;. Note that if we evenly distribute the phases of
the off-diagonal elements, which amounts to a ‘gauge’ transformation, the matrices Uj,,
U,z and U;3 become proportional to the (inverses of the) R, F and B matrices of the ‘Fi-
bonacci’ anyons, as displayed in Eq. (1.2).

4. Quasi-hole wavefunctions for a paired spin-singlet state
4.1. A paired spin-singlet quantum Hall state

In the search for a topological quantum liquid suited for universal quantum computa-
tion, the paired spin-singlet quantum Hall state of [11] imposes itself as a natural candi-
date. This state is the k =2 member of a series of spin-singlet states introduced and
studied in [11,12]. In many ways, these states are direct extensions of the Read—Reazayi
states to spin-full (spin-1/2) fermions.

The simplest fermionic spin-singlet state (with M = 1) has filling fraction v =4/7. At
this particular filling spin-singlet quantum Hall states have been observed [32], but their
precise nature has never been determined.

The braiding properties of the paired spin-singlet state are essentially more complicated
than those of the paired spin-polarized (Moore-Read) state. In fact, we will show that the
braiding in the paired (k = 2) spin-singlet state is similar to that in the kK = 3 Read—Rezayi
state, the similarity being due to what is known as level-rank duality between the affine Lie
algebras su(2); and su(3),. With this, the k =2 state offers the perspective of universal
topological quantum computation in a paired quantum Hall state. This being enough
excitement for us now, we shall in this paper not address the k > 2 spin-singlet states. Their
wavefunctions can be obtained using the methods described in this paper.

4.2. The CFT formulation

The various wavefunctions for the k = 2 spin-singlet state in the presence of quasi-holes
are all expressed as correlators in a CFT. For M =0 the CFT is precisely the (chiral)
SU(3), WZW model while for M0 we have a deformation thereof, with a modified com-
pactification radius of the charge boson ¢, see [12]. In all cases, the theory is conveniently
represented as a product of the su(3), parafermions, as introduced by Gepner in [33] and
the CFT of spin and charge bosons ¢, and ¢.

The fundamental quasi-holes over this quantum Hall state come in different types. One
type has spin-1/2 and charge 1/(4M + 3); a second option is to have spin-less quasi-holes
of charge 2/(4M + 3). For M > 0 the latter have the smaller scaling dimension and are
thereby the most ‘relevant’ in the sense of scaling arguments. We expect that experimental
protocols for the detection of non-abelian statistics and for quantum computation will be
most easily implemented using the spin-less quasi-holes.

Using the quantum Hall—CFT connection, we can write the wavefunction for a state with
the number of quasi-holes of the various types specified as nt, ny, n3. These numbers satisfy

NT—i—nT:Nl—i—nl, (41)
in order for the state to be a spin-singlet and

3(Ny +Ny)+ (n; +ny) +2n; = 0mod4 (4.2)
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such that the fields can be fused to the identity sector. The case of only one quasi-hole is an
exception, because a state with only one quasi-hole is impossible.
In full generality the quasi-hole wavefunction reads [12]

M 1 Tt L. ) .0 1
Vaswy,...,w) wl,...,wni,wl,...,w,,3,zl,...7ZNT,21,...,ZN1)

|

= (a1 (w}) -+ a1 (W} )o (W) -~y (w) Jas(wi) - a3 (wa W1 (21) ¥y (24, W (21) a2, )
X [g’g‘z‘l)(zj;z})} " '?’M(zj,zjl)H(zJ—w;) H z; —w H(z —w; 5H z; —wj)2

ij ij
TNy T (RN i)
X H(W _ _)3 3@M+3) (Wi _Wj) 6 2(41{+? (W —W )3 3@M+3)
i<j i<j
1__am
X H W ,W 6 a(w 3)1_[ W ,W 6 zwu H(w’ Wj)z @M (4_3)
i<j

Below we present explicit formulas for these wavefunctions in the special cases of four quasi-
holes with (i) n; = 4, (ii) nr = ny = 2, (iii) nr = 4 and (iv) nt = 3, ny = 1. To avoid clutter, we
write the expressions for M = 0; the braid relations will be specified for general M.

4.3. Evaluating quasi-hole wavefunctions

We first give the wavefunction without any quasi-holes in the form given in [28], see also
[27]. Assuming N1+ = N both even we have (the sum is over all independent ways of divid-
ing the electrons in two groups, both containing N1/2 spin-up electrons and N}/2 spin-
down electrons; in effect this amounts to symmetrization over the spin-up and spin-down
electrons)

Wi = S LR ), (44)
s1 S5
with A = 2 / 2 and with '1’221 denoting the 221 state restricted to Z,T,Z es,
2 2
vy =[] G =20 [ @ -2 T @ =20 (4.5)
i<j i'<j iy
i.jESq i'j'€Sq ij'€Sq

Note that from now on, we will put a prime on the index of spin-down particles. In some
cases we will drop the arrows on the quasi-hole coordinates.

The validity of expression (4.4) is most easily understood from the characterization of
the paired spin-singlet as the maximal-degree zero-energy eigenfunction of a specific three-
body hamiltonian.

4.3.1. The case n3 =4
The wavefunction takes the form

WA5[3333](W1,WQ,W3,W4;ZL N 7ZZTVT;Z%’7 e 72}\/1)
= <03(W1)63(W2)03(W3)03(W4W1(ZD T l/fl(ZvaT)‘pz(Z%f) e ‘pz(zzlwl»
~ 1/2 1 1 1
< [P E] CTTE =) TTE = w) TTom —w)t (4.6)

ij [ i<j
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Defining
1
lPab,cd - W Z [ H (ZzT - Wu)(zji" - "Va)(zzT - Wb)(zjl" - ) 1[/221(21 azjl)
851.8, Lijes
1592 NESM
x lH (21 = we)(zp = we) (&l = wa)(zy — wa) | V57 (21:2)- (4.7)
k,'€Sy
we propose the following expression
TQ’SUBSB](W“WZ’ W3, W43z, ... ,Z]TVT;Z%,, . ,Z]l\,l)
= A®V[3333]({w}) Pr2aa({w}, {2}) + BV [3333]({w}) Y1324 ({w}, {2})- (4.8)

Following steps that are similar to those presented in Section 3.2, we can determine the
coefficients in the master formula Eq. (4.8). The particular limits we employ are

D zl =z Z, =z
( 1 2

v 4.9
(Im) z%, —>Zi,, ZI — Wi, z; — Wy. (*9)
They give
. (0,1) (0,1)
11(gl<0'3030'303¢1‘//1lﬁ2¢2> x (03030303) ",
. o o (4.10)
1<11f11§1<03030303¢11//1%¢2> Vo (or010303)
leading to the result
A0 [3333] = (wipwse)x B(1 — x)RF0 (),
BY[3333] = (wiwsa)x (1 —x)F ) (x), 4.11)
AD[3333] = — (=1} Cwiws) B (1 — ) FD (v), '
BY[3333] = — (= 1) Clwiws ) B(1 — ) FV (x).

GINE)
Here, C =1 2
NrEre)
(B.11). Note that, while we use the same notation as in Section 3.2, the actual functions
F¥(x) and the value of C differ between the two cases.

and the functions F* (x), with p = 0,1 and i = 1,2 are given in

4.3.2. The case ny =ny =2
The wavefunction reads

TAS[TTL“(WHWDWi/awi/azl" Z]TV Z%)"'az]l\/l)

= (o (WDGT (Wz)gl(wé/)ai(wi/)lpl(zl 2 (Z;\/T)Wz(zb T Wz(z}vl»
x [P0 ez P T E —w))

)
1
¥ ] - i
i/yj/
XH wl — w! H wT—wj.,)_% (
i j,

1
i<j

ij

wy —wy)E. (4.12)

I
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The master formula now reads (from now on, we will label the quasi-holes consecutively,
to avoid confusion when braiding quasi-holes; as a reminder, we will put primes on the
labels of the spin-down quasi-holes)

01
‘P;S>[T“H(WI,W;;wﬁ,,wi,;z{, . ,Z]T\,T;Z{,, . ’Z}Vl)

=AM LNEWH Py ae ((wh {z}) + BOYITLNEWH Py ({wh {z}). (4.13)

with

iy o4 —2— Z H Zjl-/ )

S1,82 Lij €S

P l)[n ol eh—why |21,

kI'€S)

(4.14)

and similarly ¥,y ,y. Note that in this case there is no natural third way to distribute the
quasi-holes over S, S>.
To determine A(O’l)[TT¢¢] and B(O’”[TTJ,U we put Ny = N| = 2 and consider the limits
I zl -z, 2, =z
0 2=z 2= (4.15)
1 1 1 1 | | | !

(1) zp = wy, z3—=wy, z, — Wy, Zy — W,

They give

11&?(“1UTULUU/IllP]le%)(O’U x (o1010,0,)""

' o1 o) (4.16)
1(11111)1<010'T010'W1!P1%¢2> W (3030303) .
In the (0) channel this gives the equations

1

D) A+ B) 1L = (wiawse) B (1 - x)5F 0 (),

1 (0)
) (VIZ5A+ e B) (11111 = o)

w~

B = HF ) + 7 )

vV1—x
(4.17)
The equations in channel (1) have a similar structure. The solutions are
. 1 1-
DT = (wawyy) (1 —2)7 [fi(”(x) - T"f§°><x>],
113 [l —
R R R e
[ (4.18)
WIHTH] = ~(= 1 Clmwyy) B (1 —2)7 [fi”( ) —— fé”(x)},
3 1B 1=
BYI1L] = ~(-1iCOmwan) 5801 - LA )

Interchanging the positions of o1 () and a| (wy) gives a different basis for the four quasi-
hole wavefunctions in this sector. With
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‘I’E&U [Tlu](w{,w;;w;,wi,;zl, .. J,I,T;z{,, .. 7Z]l\,l)
= A"V WH P se (W) z1) + BV LT W) Pig s (W) {2)). (4.19)

the coefficients are found to be

AV = (=D wpwse) B =) [ 7 0) - == F ()],
BUILTL] = (=D} wzwae) B -2 [T A ).
AV = ()P COompwa) B0 =) [ () - A W), -
BT = (~1)PClwipwag) x B(1 =0 | == 7 ()|
4.3.3. The case ny =4
The wavefunction takes the form
Pas[TTI100], whowi, whszl, o2l sz o2
= (01 (w])os (wh)or (wWh)oy Wi 1) - ¥ e W (2)) - ¥ )
< POV EL T —wh TTov - wh. (4.21)

i,j i<j
From now on, we will drop the up-arrow on the quasi-hole coordinates {w;}. Defining

S ]| CEMIEES

S8, |i€s,

2107 1
lPSz (Zkazl/)7
i€S;

w@@@ﬂﬂ@—mwww»

(4.22)

we propose the following expression

(Ilg);)[TTTT](Wl,W27W3,W4;ZI, ... ,Z}T\,T;zf,, . ,zziv,l)
— AV (W) Prass({wh, {2}) + BOV [T (] Piaas({w}, {2D)- (4.23)

To determine the coefficients in this master formula, we set Nt =2, Ny = 6 and take the
two limits

| Tl (R T

) Z%,—>zl,z Zi — Zy, Z) — Wa, Z£—>W4,

bl —)Zz, Z4, —>Z3/, o« Iz
(D) 2 o2l 2h ozl 2 oz 2 ol 2l S, 2o (4.24)
v 1 <y 2y “y 3 4 5 41 3, 2o Wy,
which give
i (0.1) (0,1)
1(¥§1<O'TO'TO'TUT¢1‘//szlpzlpzlpzlpz‘pﬁ x (o101010)) ",
(4.25)

) 1 0,
l(llrlr)l<‘7T0'T61UT%%%%%%%‘#Q(O ) o <‘7T0T6101>( v,

Using the spin-field correlators given in Eq. (B.10) we find
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N1 = (W12W34)%x7%(1 — xﬁ]__g()) (x),

O] = (naws) B (1 0P 7 (), (4.26)
D] = — (=1 Clwiawas) i B5(1 —x) F (x),

D[111) = —(= 1) Clwiwas)x #(1 - x)F D ().

Because the spin-up quasi-holes have to satisfy exactly the same braid properties as the
spin-less quasi-holes for M = 0, it is not surprising at all that the functional form of the
functions (4.26) is exactly the same as in (4.11).

4.3.4. The case ny =3, ny =1
The wavefunction is

Was[I 1T (W], whwhswhizl, .zl szh, 2

= (a1(w})ar(wy)ar (Wh)ar (wy )W, (1) - ¥ (2, W (21) - - a2y )
< [0E0] " TTE - TE - wh)

iJj i’

X H wl — w H (w] — wi,)flg. (4.27)

i<j

In this case, we will in general have Nt = 2r + 1 spin-up electrons and N, = 2r + 3 spin-
down electrons, with r an integer. Thus, to define the functions ¥, .., we will divide the
electrons in two groups, where the first group S contains (Nt — 1)/2 spin-up electrons and
(Ny — 1)/2 + 1 spin-down electrons. The second group S, has the remaining (N+—1)/2 + 1
spin-up electrons, and the remaining (Ny — 1)/2 spin-down electrons. We can now define

abcd’:N Z [H (z; —w ZT—Wb)

51,8, Li€S)

v (2 Zl)[H (2l = wh)(zy —wa) | V) (z12)),

ij €Sy
(4.28)
VT+1 V +1

with the normalization N = 27727 , where the sum is over all ways of dividing the elec-
trons into the two groups. Note that we again have three different ways of splitting the
quasi-holes. However, the relation between them differs form the ‘usual’ relation, because
we now have

Wiy

Wiy
Vs ig =x——
Wiy

Virsw — (1—x)— Visou- (4.29)

War
The master formula now reads
'I’Efél)[TTTl] (WI, wg,wg; wﬁ/;z{, e ,ZZTVT;Z{,, ... ,z,lv,l)
= AV NWH) Prase () {23) + BOVITT WD Pisae ({w}, {2})- (4.30)
Specifying N+ =1 and Ny, = 3, and taking the limits

! 1 ! !
(D) zy =z, 2y — 2y, ZI — wg, (431)
(IT) z{, — ZI, zﬁ, — zi,, z] — w;, '
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we obtain the following result

A1) = B2 i ),
34/
B(O>[TTTH = —(levin_%(l _x)'%}—go)(x)7
N 4 (4.32)
AV = —(~ 1)) g i ),
Wiy
BOMTY = (—1)ie 2Wse) oy i .
Wy

Note that in calculating the braid relations, the ‘extra’ factors of wyy and wy, are precisely
‘compensated’ by the additional factors in the relation between the ¥, .»’s in Eq. (4.29).

4.4. Braiding relations

The braid properties of the various four quasi-hole wavefunctions are easily evaluated
using the transformation properties of the functions F f" ) (x) as specified in Section B.5. We
display them here for general M.

For braiding the neutral quasi-holes of charge 2/(4M + 3), denoted by the label ‘3’, we
obtain the following results

4
. o ((=DF 0
P3333] (UL PRB3R], U= (-1)" *<47‘*7-3><( ) )

0 (-1
o 4 4 T —1 -3 T
P U PUBI, Un— (-1 (( v f>, )
—1)vT -1
JEN 8 4am T — —1 7% T
P[3333] (U PRB333], Uy = (—1)F @i +s><\[ E 111\[)'
T — T

For braiding spin-full quasi-holes, of charge 1/(4M + 3), the corresponding matrices are

4
U12=(—1)%WM”)<(_1 5 0 z>>
0 (-1

~—

Uy = (_1)%_4‘\%3 < T3 (_1)_§\/%> 7 (4.34)
CVE
U= (_1)1853(”%( j _(_l)fﬁ>-
Vi (-

These matrices are found by explicit inspection of the wavefunctions for the cases (ny = 3,
ny = 1) and nt = 4. For (nr = 2, ny = 2) equivalent matrices are found for situations where
th&braiding does not mix the spin-labels, such as 1 « 2 for ‘I’(’XS[TTU] and 1 « 3 for
Pias[TITL]
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The different M-dependence between Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34) reflects the fact that for
M # 0 the conformal dimension of a5 differs from that of o4 and o). For M = 0 the three
quasi-hole types are connected by an su(3) symmetry and the braiding properties are nec-
essarily the same.

By a simple change of basis (‘gauge transformation’) the matrices Uy, Uz and Uiz
acquire a form which can be identified with that of the R, F and B matrices for the Fibo-
nacci anyons, Eq. (1.2), up to overall M-dependent phase factors. This establishes the suit-
ability of this particular quantum register for universal topological quantum computation.

5. Quantum group approach

In this section, we will use the CFT-quantum group connection to calculate the braid
properties of the quasi-holes, and confirm that the results from this approach is indeed
consistent with the results obtained here from the explicit wavefunctions for the quasi-hole
states.

The approach used here follows the lines of Slingerland and Bais, [22], to which we refer
for details and more references. More details on the CFT-quantum group connection can
be found in [34,35]. For the su(2), case in particular, see [36]. More details about the quan-
tum groups themselves can be found in, for instance, [38].

At a basic level, the connection between conformal field theory and quantum groups
states that the braid properties of fields in the conformal field theory are the same as
the braid properties of particles carrying a quantum group representation. Because the lat-
ter are specified by the R-matrix of the quantum group, one can calculate the braid prop-
erties of the quasi-holes in an algebraic way. In addition to the R-matrix, one will also need
to know the 6j-symbols, because to describe general braidings, on needs to know how to
change between the different bases of the tensor product of three representations. This
information is encoded in the (¢-deformed) 6j-symbols, or the F-matrices, see for instance,
[20] for a nice review.

To be more explicit, the F-matrices describe the basis transformation between the two
different ways in which one can take the tensor product, or fusion, of three representa-
tions, or particle types. The first way is to first fuse a particle of type a with a particle
of type b, which gives, say, a particle of type e. Finally, one fuses this particle e which
the third particle ¢, with particle d as outcome. The other way of fusing particles a, b
and c is to first fuse » and ¢ into f, which is fused with a to give d. Pictorially, we can
describe the relation between these two bases as

a b |c a b c
w Z(Ffﬁ-")e,f\ﬁ- (5.1)
d d

The exchange of two particles @ and b in a definite fusion channel ¢ is described by the R-
matrix. Pictorially, we have

a b a~/p
R \/ = ? (5.2)
c c

In order that the F and R matrices describe consistent braiding, they have to satisfy con-
sistency conditions, which go under the name of the pentagon and hexagon equations [21].
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The F and R matrices obtained from the quantum groups automatically satisfy these equa-
tions.

We can now express the braiding of quasi-holes in terms of the R and F-matrices. The
braiding of the quasi-holes 1 and 2 (using the notation of Sections 3 and 4), is simply given
by the elements of the R matrix, and depends on the fusion channel.

The exchange of particles 2 and 3 can be done in more than one way. In our case, it
turns out that we first need to exchange particles 1 and 2, followed by acting with the
F-matrix, and finally, exchanging the third particle with the ‘intermediate’ particle. Picto-
rially, we have (for clarity, we dropped the labels a, b, etc.)

CEE

This corresponds to the following form of the braid matrix Uss
(Un),, = Ry (F Z"”“’)ﬁ-Ri‘b~ (5.3)

Note that we do not sum over repeated indices. Similarly, we have the following expres-
sion for Uz

(Ura),y = R (R) (P35 (54)

We will use the expressions (5.3) and (5.4) in the following subsections to compare the
braid results of the previous sections with the results obtained using the quantum groups.
Note that by changing the relative phase of the different blocks, we can change the relative
phase between the off diagonal elements of the matrices U3 and U,z. Thus, only the sum
of the off-diagonal phases is a physical quantity. Nevertheless, we reproduce the matrices
exactly.

We will not explain in detail how to obtain the F and R matrices from the quantum
groups. For this, we refer to [22] and a forthcoming paper [37], in which details will be
given on the calculation of the F and R matrices in the case of U,(su(3)). Here, we will
be brief in our description, and quote the results we need from the literature.

A quantum group associated to a Lie algebra is a ¢-deformation of its universal
enveloping algebra. At generic values of ¢, the representations of the quantum group
are similar to the representations of the Lie algebra. However, if ¢ equals specific roots
of unity (which we will specify below in the cases of our interest), the representation the-
ory is rather different. Concentration on the case U,(su(2)) (see, for instance, [22], where
the quantum group picture was used to calculate the braid behaviour of the quasi-holes
of the Read-Rezayi states), we find that for ¢ = e, there are k + 1 unitary highest
weight representations. In addition, the tensor product of such representations gets trun-
cated in comparison to the tensor product of su(2). In fact, the truncated tensor prod-
ucts are equivalent to the fusion rules of su(2),. The braid properties of the quasi-holes
are in fact described by the F and R matrices of the quantum group at these special val-
ues of g.

The calculation of the F matrices can be done in a similar fashion as in the case of
ordinary groups, by first calculating the Clebsch—Gordan coefficients, and from those
the 6j-coeflicients. Of course, in the quantum group case, one has to use the g-deformed
raising and lowering operators.
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Generically, the F-matrices can be expressed in terms of the so-called ¢ numbers |7,
which are defined as

I

¢ —q
|_nJ =1
P —q
or, equivalently, |n] = 32" ,4'7 . Note that for ¢ = 1, we have |n] =n.
For the Read—Rezayi states with k = 3 and the palred spin-singlet states proposed by

the authors the corresponding value of ¢ is g =¢¥, for which we have [0] =0,
1] =14] =1, [2] = 3] =5 and [n+ 5] = —|n] for n € N.

: (5.5)

l—

5.1. The case su(2),

To calculate the braid properties of the quasi-holes over the Read-Rezayi states, we
need to specify to which su(2), representation they correspond, and the possible fusion
channels as well. Because all the braid properties are encoded by the braid properties of
four quasi-holes and because we know the four quasi-hole correlators we will focus on
that case. The corresponding quantum group is U, (su(2)), with g = e, The quasi-holes
correspond to the representation / = 1 (i.e. spin 1), and the two fusion channels to the rep-
resentations /=0 and /=2

Let us focus on the matnx U,, first. This matrix describes the braldmg of the ﬁrst two

quasi-holes, which depends on the fusion channel. For k = 3, we have R)' = (— 1)10 and
Ry = (— )10 This is in agreement w1th the matrix Uy, of Eq. (3 14). 1
For general k, we have R} = —¢ i = (— 1)2ik+2> and R)' = ¢i = (—1)™7, which con-

firms U, of Eq. (A.42). Note that the M dependence easﬂy follows from the general form
of the wavefunction, Eq. (A.33).
In addition, we have for k=3

ﬂu:<% ﬁ) (5.6)

Vot
For general k, we obtain the following result
2
1 (-1 3 1 -1 di =1

FiM = o ( 3] ) —— ¢ , (5.7)
where d; = 2cos(5) is the quantum dimension of the fundamental representation of
su (2.

Now, the matrix U,z corresponds to
(Un),, = RY (F5"):R2, (5.8)

with a = b = ¢ =d =1 and both ¢ and f can take the values 0,2. Note that we do not sum
over repeated indices. Similarly, U;; corresponds to

(Un), = Ry (RF) ™ (F5");, (5.9)

alsowitha=b=c=d=1and ¢,f=0,2.
Using these results for the R and F matrices, we easily see that the k = 3 results of Eq.
(3.14) and the general results of Eq. (A.42) are reproduced exactly.
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We would like to note that the k£ = 3 braid matrices are, up to an overall factor, directly
related to the braid matrices of the Fibonacci theory. Note that they are in fact related to
the ‘mirror-image’ of the matrices (1.2). This is related to the fact that the F matrix of the
spin-1/2 particles in the su(2); theory is given by Eq. (5.6) instead of Eq. (1.2).

5.2. The case su(3),

We will now compare the results of braiding in the spin-singlet case to the results which
can be obtained by using a quantum group picture. To do this, we will have to know the
6j-symbols (or F-symbols) of the quantum group of su(3). The results of a direct calcula-
tion of these 6j-symbols for general ¢ will be presented elsewhere [37], together with the R-
matrix ‘eigenvalues’ and a detailed analysis of the 6j-symbols related to cosets. Here, we
will merely quote a small number of F-symbols and braid factors.

For the comparison of the braid matrices with the results obtained from the quantum
group picture, it is easiest to work with a set of parafermion fields which stay as close as
possible to the representations used in the KZ equation, see Appendix B.1. Hence, we will
work with the representatives a = 3, b = 3, ¢ = 3, and d = 8. Note that we cannot take 3 as
the last representative as well. The reason is that after fusing the first two fields, we find
that the possible channels correspond to 6 or 3. Fusing these intermediate channels auto-
matically gives us the 8. It follows that we need the following data, which can be obtained
from the quantum group of su(3) [37]

F333 = ( T \/%>7 (5.10)
VTt
where the intermediate fusion channels are 6 and 3 (in that order) and
R =(-1)F RP=(-1)F R =(-1) R®=(-1" (5.11)

The symbols Rg"” and R§‘3 correspond to the diagonal elements of Uj, as they should. In
addition, upon using Egs. (5.3) and (5.4), we obtain the matrices of Eq. (4.34).

5.3. su(3), parafermion correlators

To verify the braid behaviour of the various su(3), parafermion correlators, we will use
the following data

Fg** = (\;% f) (5.12)

where the intermediate fusion channels are 1 and 8 and
R =R -1 R¥=(—1)? RS = (-1 (5.13)

With this data, we exactly obtain the braid behaviour which can be derived from the cor-
relator of four p; fields in Eq. (B.13). In addition, we obtain the braid behaviour of four a3
fields of Eq. (B.10) up to an overall sign. To explain the origin of this sign, we note that if
one expresses the SU(3), WZW primary in the adjoint representation in terms of the para-
fermion field o3, additional u(1) factors are needed, see Eq. (B.4). These u(1) factors give
rise to the additional sign. Note that in the p sector, these u(1) factors are absent.
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Appendix A. Detailed structure of the su(2), parafermion theory

In this appendix, we will review the structure of the Z, parafermion conformal field the-
ory, as introduced in [30]. In fact, we will use the general setting of [33], so we can use the
results to explain the details of the parafermion theory associated to su(3), in the next
appendix as well.

In the case of the su(3), parafermions, which we will describe in the next appendix, it
will be important to make a distinction between the chiral sectors of the parafermion the-
ory, and the Virasoro primary fields. Each chiral sector contains an infinite number of
Virasoro primary fields. However, we will often use the same notation for the chiral sector
and the leading Virasoro primary field. For the chiral sectors we consider in this appendix,
there will always be only one leading virasoro primary field. However, in the case of the
su(3), parafermions, there will be one chiral sector containing two leading Virasoro pri-
mary fields.

The fusion rules (which will be specified for the su(2), parafermions below) describe the
‘merging’ of two parafermion sectors. To calculate the quasi-hole wavefunctions, we need
to know the full details of what happens when two primary fields are brought to the same
location inside correlators. This information is contained in the operator product expansions
(OPEs), which will be given in (A.2) in the case of the parafermions associated to su(2)y.

A.1. Fusion rules of the su(2); parafermions

The sectors of the su(2),/u(1) parafermion CFT (which we will sometimes denote by
Zy) are labeled by two labels, an su(2); label /=0,1, ...,k and the u(1) charge m, which
is defined modulo 2k, because the u(1) theory is compactified. Thus, we write the sector
(and the leading parafermion primary fields) as @.

The branching rules state that the only labels allowed are those which satisfy
I — m=0mod?2. In addition, we need to identify the sectors [39] @/ = &% /. It follows that
there are Jk(k + 1) parafermion primary fields, and for each field we can choose labels o
with /=0,1,...,k and me {-]/+2,—]+4,...,]}. With labels chosen in this way, the
dimensions of the fields are given by

(1+2) m
4k+2) 4k

Note that if m is chosen outside of the range m € {—/+ 2,—/+4,...,[}, the scaling dimen-
sion will be given by h;,, + n!, where n! is a positive integer. o
Thus, for the parafermions y;, = (15(2’1. = (15’;7,(, with i=0,1,...,k — 1 we find &, = et

, . -k
while for the spin fields o, = @, we find &, = =) The ‘neutral’ fields g = d%l with
i(i+1)

1
2%k(k+2)"
k2

(A1)

Im

2i € {0,1,...,k} have scaling dimension 4, =
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Table A.1

Fusion rules of the parafermion and spin fields associated to the parafermion theory su(2)s/u(1)

X [} () & 2 2
01 Y1+ a2

02 1+e¢ lﬁz + 01

& l//z + [} l//l + (5} 1+e¢

U2 € 01 02 W2

2 a2 & a1 1 /8

The fusion rules of the Z; parafermion theory can be obtained from the fusion rules of
the SU(2), WZW conformal field theory. Explicitly, we have

¢fn X @fr/ﬂ = @///Elxl'dsi;/er’? (A2)
where the sum is over the range " = |/ - I'|,|[ = I'| +2,....min({+ [',2k — [ = I').
Specializing to the Z; parafermions, we will use the following standard notation
1=¢) ¢,=d) Y,=8, o,=P o0,=0; ¢= ;. (A.3)
The scaling dimensions are h,, =2, h,, =% and h, = 2.
With this notation, we find the fusion rules as given in Table A.1.
Note that the structure of the fusion rules becomes simpler if we adopt the following
notation Yo =1, Y =Y, Yo =1, 10=¢, 71 =0, and 1, = ;. The labels of the fields
are defined modulo 3. In this notation, the fusion rules are simply

¥ X lpj = lpH—ja
Wi X T = Ty, (A.4)

T; X T = lpi+j + Titj-

A.2. OPEs

In this section, we give the OPEs of the leading Virasoro primary fields' (including the
numerical coefficients). We will use schematic notation, writing

AZ)B(w) = (z —w)'< ™G C(w) + -+ (A.5)
as
AB = ¢{;,C (A.6)

and restricting ourselves to the leading field in each of the fusion channels.
We then have the following OPEs

Vi = s s =1, s —

_ 2
V3

\/glﬁh (A7)

' To be completely rigorous, we should view the fields as chiral vertex operators, or intertwiners. Then, the OPE
coefficients would carry two additional labels, indicating the sectors the fields acts between. In this paper, we will
not need this level of detail.
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in accordance with the results in [30] for all fields y; and general k. The OPEs between
parafermions and spin fields are

2 1 2
Y01 = \/;57 Vy0s _ﬁo—la Ve —7§02

(A.8)
y 1 y \F? o= 2
01 = —=02, 0y = 56, = —+=0
201 \/§ 2 202 3 2 \/§ 1 . : F3 3
while the other OPEs of the spin fields are given by, with C =1 F%F’%
1 1 5415
0101 = —Y, +V2Cay, a10:=14+VCe, 0200 =—1, +V2Coq,
101 \/§lﬁl 2 102 202 \/glﬁz 1
2 2
g1&E = \/;l//z—‘r\/EO'l, 08 = \/;l//l +\/EO'2. (Ag)
The most interesting OPE turns out to be
ee=1+0c+ IZTCS’, (A.10)

that is, the first field appearing in the ‘¢’ channel is not the field ¢, but a different Virasoro
primary field ¢’, which has scaling dimension A, = . This result will be derived in Section
A4

A.3. Spin-field correlators

In this appendix, we will explain how the four-point correlators of four ‘spin fields’ o
can be obtained from the four-point correlators of the WZW CFT as given in [24]. We will
do this explicitly in the case of su(2);, and merely state the outcome in the other cases.

The correlators which are calculated in [24] are four-point correlators of WZW primary
fields, transforming in the fundamental representation. These fields g can be written in
terms of the spin fields ¢, and o,, combined with a vertex operator. Explicitly, we have
g, = o1 and g, = a,e%. Because correlators of the form (g12,g1g>)"" and (glglgzgz)m
are given in [24] and four-point correlators of the vertex operators e*é¢ are easily
calculated, we can derive the explicit form of the correlators (610,010,)? and (¢161020,",
namely

3

N = wawsa) (1 ) 4 ),

wa)) " = (=1 i) (1) FCF ),
N = (1 Onaws) Bl -0 F (),
N ;

1

—(= 1) (wiawsa) T H(1 — x)FCFY ().

The constant C is related to 4 used in [24] via h = C%. The phases make sure that the cor-
relators have the correct behaviour when x — 0. In this limit, the four-point correlators
reduce to normalized two-point functions. We remind the reader of the notation

wy; =w; —w;. The functions F f‘” )(x) can be expressed in terms of the hypergeometric
functions F(a,b,c;x) in the following way
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(A.12)

A.4. Further correlators

The master formula (3.4) can be used to obtain other correlation functions of paraferm-
ion fields, which are hard to obtain from the KZ equation, because they correspond to
other SU(2) representations than the fundamental representations.

These correlators are obtained by taking various limits of the master formula (3.4). In
fact, for k = 3, we can obtain all the possible four-point correlation functions of the spin
fields o1, 0, and &, because we can fuse the spin field ¢; with an arbitrary number of fields
Y, which gives us all the possible spin fields. For arbitrary &, these methods gives us a way
of calculating all the four-point correlators of the fields of the form @) =&}, in
combination with an arbitrary number (which has to be allowed by fusion) of parafermion
fields ;.

We will now use the master formula (3.4) to find the correlator {(g;(w;)o,

(wa)e(ws)e(wa)) ™V, by taking the limit (z; — wa,zs — W, 23 — Ww3,24 — wa). This
results in
1 2 4 12 —x
wmwo@ownwwawnW”=§w¢wﬁwM1—m{l_ f@uw+f9&ﬂ,
1C 12—x
(or(m)astunlam)atu) = (<1 S wislib(1 0t T )+ ).
(A.13)
Here, we used that Cj, | = \/% We would like to note that this result is equivalent to the
result obtained in [30], namely
(w1 aa(wa)e(ws)e(wy :w_iwJ —x)F —_ ==, ==X
g © 12 w4 (1 E L322
: 57575
L ] (A.14)

(o )etlone)one)) " = (D P b1 07 (55,5 )

The equivalence of the two results follows from the fact that \/p/C = %, with p given by

rErEOre
= A.
TR EITENG A

and the following relations between hypergeometric functions
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(1 —x)%F —1,—i,—g;x :lx%(l —x)% z_xf<10>(x) +F;O)(x) ,
5755 2 l—x
(A.16)

; 2 (63 12 _z; 2= x (1)
(1l —x)" F(S 505 ) 4x10(1 X) L_x}"l (x)+F5 (%)].

To obtain the OPE coefficient C? , we expand the correlators around x = 0, with the result

£,e2
2

Wi, (01 (1)@ (wa)e(ws)e(wa)) ¥ = 1+ 3 + X 5 + o(x¥),

—1)737 . ¥ 236xF .
Eo @moalm)atm)etone))”) = + 55+ 555 + o).

(A.17)

o
(RIS

Wiy

o o

1
wi

We find that the 1 (or o,) channel starts as x%, as was observed in [30]. As a consequence,
we find that the OPE coefficient C;, = 0.
Finally, we also reduced the master formula (3.4) to obtain the correlator
{e(w1)e(wa)e(w3)e(wa)) Y, by taking the limit (z; — Wa,zo — 1,23 = Ww3,24 — wy). This
results in

(e(wn)e(wa)e(ws)e(wa))® = Lwiaws) (1 —2) 22 = ) F0(x) + (1 +x)F (0)],
(e(wn)e(wa)e(ws)e(wa)) ) = % (1 —x) (2 =) F (x) + (1 + 20 F @)
WiaW34 )

(A.18)
Again, we find that the small x behaviour for the (1) or & channel goes like x5, explicitly
4 2 2%

(Wiawsa)* (e(w1 )e(wa)e(ws)e(wa))® = 1 + Tt o(x*),
(=) Txf 261x% (A.19)
(W12W34)§(IT (e(w1)e(wa)e(ws)e(wa))V = + ot s o(x%).

Using the braid properties of the functions F | 2 ), we find the following braid matrices for
the correlator (g(wy)e(w2)e(ws)e(wa)) ™"

Uu:<(—1)—g 0 > UB:(_U_%( g (_1)—3\/;)
0 (=1p G RYA —1

13
Ui = (_1)%< ¢ e 1\/%>
VT (=)t
Again, we would like to see if we can obtain the same result using the quantum group pic-
ture. This time, we need the R and F-matrices corresponding to / = 2 or spin-1, because the
¢ particles are representegi by e= <I>§ in the coset construction. The data we need is
R = (=1)%, B2 = (=1)} and

e (—f/% —_\f). (A21)

With this data, we can calculate the braid matrices using (5.3) and (5.4), with the following
result

(A.20)
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Up= <(_l)§ 0 ‘>, U23=(—1)%< Tz (_1)3\/%>,
0 (=157 -1

1)
U13=(—1)%< v D ﬁ)
~Vi (-Dk

We see that we almost exactly reproduced the braid behaviour of Eq. (A.20). The only dif-
ference is the additional minus signs in the off-diagonal elements of the matrices. These
additional minus signs are a result of the fact that the conformal block in the (1) or ()
channel starts at a degree higher than naively expected from the fusion rules. However,
these additional signs can be ‘gauged” away, by redefining the block (czee) ") with an addi-
tional sign. Thus, we conclude that the vanishing of the coefficient C;, does show up in the
braid matrices, but its effect can be gauged away. Note that is was to be expected that the
additional power in the correlator would not change the braid behaviour, because there is
no (or hardly any) freedom for change without violating the pentagon and hexagon equa-
tions.

—
|
_
=
i

(A.22)

A.5. Braiding relations

From [24] we know that
FO1-x)=>" OFN ), (A.23)
q

where, in this case, we have

0 1 F(l)r(‘l) b} ) 0 F(l)]“(i) ,
5 5 ! 2
0 ~1 F2 3
co_l+ac_ 1 I -

G 2IQr0
In addition, we have the following expression for C, which is related to / used in [24]

ol ror'eg o

h=C*=—L=_ > =CyC=—/1. (A.25)
c, 4 rer 3 3 C
For general k, these relations become
G TENGE L 6
TR () 2cos(Ey) )T ()
1 0 ~1 1 1"2
C(l) = CIOCI - k 1(k+22+1 (A.26)
Co 2r (21 Ge2)
In addition, we have the following expression for A, see [24]
¢ 1TGRIIGHIE O /
h o C2 k+2 k+2 k+2 , CIC _ 1 + COCI. (A27)
G ArErEre o

The transformation behaviour of the F ,@ (x) under x— = is as follows
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FI (=) = (0 =901 -0 |70 () + FP ()
.7:;0)(1—)5 ) = _(_1) B (1 —x)z("3*2>5’:§°>(x),
—Xx
n( —x 1 s [ (1) (1) (A.28)
Fi <1 —x) = —(=1)T3(1 — x)) [}“1 (x) + F? (x)},
7 (725) = T 0T ),
1

il
)
oY
==
N
|

_ (~1)TTT [cgfﬁ‘”(x) 4 (1) FD (x )},

&ﬁ
G
VO
==
~
Il

(=1 | COF (x) + FL () + (DO F () + FPO W)

~(=1) T | G () + (- 1FCLA ()

(—1) 7w [ CHF (1) + F5) (1) + (- 1P (F () + 73 ().

2N N
== ==
N—— ——

A.6. More general k results

24], we can extract the following correlators for general k

[
(01 (w1)a41 (w2) a1 (w3) gy (wa)) (W12W34) (1 — x) FF (x),
(a1 (W1)ak1 (w2)a1 ()1 (wa)) ™ = (= 1P (wiawag) TE0x03(1 — x) 5CF (x),

k=1 k=1 k=4 €1
(o1 (w1) a1 (w2) ok (ws) oo (wa)) ¥ = (=1)'F (wiawsa) T30 (1 — x)FF) (x),
(o1 (w1) 1 (w2) a1 (ws) o (wa)) = —(=1)F (wigwsg) HERIE(1 — x)FCFY (x),
(A.30)
where the F f" ) are now k dependent
1 1 k

(0) — 2k+2 1 — 2(k+2)F _ .

‘7:1 (.X') X ( x) k+25 k+2’k+2’x )
) T k+3 k+12k+2

(0) 2(k+2) _ 2(k+2)
F ) = (1 - ) +F(k+2k+2 s ) o

(0 — 5 (1 _ 1 3 k—|—4 '
Fr) =t (= (s

Mgy — _pim(] - ymmp( 3 2 .
‘FZ (x) x+( x)+ k+2’k+2’k+2’x

From this, we find the following OPE coefficients

S, (A.32)

61,01 a1 \/];
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The wavefunction of four quasi-holes and N = (r + 1)k — 2 electrons (with r a positive
integer) can be written in the following form

Y’(O’l)(WbWz,Wz,WMZla ce >ZN)
= (o1 (1)1 (w2) a1 (w3) a1 (wa)ry (21) -+ ¥y (z)) Y
X (W12W34)k(ld\;;+2)x k(k1\5+2)(1 _ x)k(mluz) H(Wl_ _ Z/)% H(Zi _ Zj)W. (A.33)

i i<j
Again, we have the following master formula

PO (wy, wa, w, was 21, - zy) = A (W) P ayes (W), {2))

+BOV({wh) Pasen({wh, {2})- (A.34)
To specify the functions Y1234, and ¥(13)04), We divide the electrons into k groups,
namely S = {i,i+k,...,N—(k—2)+i} for i=1,...,k—2 and
S;={j,jt+k,. — (2k — 2) +j} for j=k — 1,k. Setting M = 0 for simplicity, we have
1 k
P = 57 > [ I @-wiz—w) [[G - H ]
{8:} LjeSi J €Sk : (A35)
1
W(13>(24>_NZ[ 11 G = wiz —ws) ] @ = wa)(zr — wa) H ]
{8i} Lj€Sk-1 = i—1

where the sum is over all in-equivalent ways of dividing the electrons in k& groups and
N = k> /(k—2)\.
We will consider the following two limits in the case of N =2k — 2 electrons
z; — 71, i=2,...,k—1,
Z1 = Wa,

@ -
=z, j=hk+1,...,2k=2,

z
Zk = W4,
A.36
z; — 71, i=2,...,k—1, ( )
Z1 = w3,

z; =z, j=k+1,...,2k—-2.

Zx — Wy,

(1)

On the one hand, the master formula reduces to a form containing the following two cor-
relators {o164_10164_1) and {o1010;_10%_1) in the limits (I) and (II), respectively. On the
other hand, we find

. k— 1)) .
lim ¥ (12)34) = —%meazwigfz, lim ¥ 1234y = 0,
e] k (IT) (A 37)
N .
Lim Y1304y = 0, Lm ¥(13)004) = MWI4W32W§272
() (In) K

The functions 4? and B” again follow
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AY = (wiaws) X (1 —x)A"}'gO)(x),
BY = —(wipws) %" (1 —x) T FY (x )

2 (A.38)
AY = —(=1)FC(wiawa) ' (1 — x)" FV(x),
BY = (—l)ﬁc(lewszx)x =1 — )H”]:gl)( ),

where we introduced the following notation
oy 2k+1 3IM §— 3 N M
S 2(k+2) 2(kM+2) U 2(k+2)  20kM +2)’
M

T Ty 1) A.
T T oM 1 2) (A-39)

In this derivation, we used that the OPE coefficients for the parafermion fields ys; are given
by [30]
rl+I'+0)rk—-I1+Drk-1+1
¢, = TUTIADIE- I+ DIk =T +1) (A.40)
Wre T+ 0)ri'+ O)rk—=1-7I+nrk+1)
from which it follows that

]ﬁci, 7 (Gt (A41)

) k=2
=1 K

In addition, we find the following braid matrices

2kt
Up = (_1)7W (_1)~(M2) 0 |
0 (-1

U (_1)_2(k3+2)_2(k34%rl) 1 (—1) H2\/012 1
Bn=—" ) A4

(— 1)@ T 1 (=1)7/d; — 1

& —JE-1 ()R

Uiz =

where d; = (C9)™
Appendix B. Detailed structure of the su(3), parafermion theory

We now turn the su(3), parafermions, as introduced by Gepner in [33]. This theory
arises upon factoring two free fields from an SU(3), WZW theory, namely, it is the
su(3)>/[u(1)P coset CFT. In this appendix we present fusion rules, OPEs, four-point
correlation functions and braiding properties.

B.1. Fusion rules

The su(3), parafermion theory has 8 chiral sectors, which we label as

{1, l//h lan, l//127 O-Ta Giv 637p}'
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It is important to realize that each of these sectors contains an infinite number of Virasoro
primary fields. We sometimes use the same notation for the parafermion sector (say ;)
and for the leading Virasoro primary field (;(z)). We shall see that in the sector denoted
as p there are two independent leading Virasoro primaries, which we shall write as pg(z)
and p.(z).

At the level of parafermion sectors, the merging of two sectors is expressed via fusion
rules, which we present in this section. Our computations in Section 4 require more
detailed information at the level of (primary) fields. The latter is contained in the OPEs
that we present in the next section of this appendix.

The fusion rules of the eight parafermion sectors can be derived from the coset descrip-
tion of this theory. For our purposes, we will use the defining coset su(3)/[u(1)], as given
in [33]. The parafermion sectors are labeled by an su(3) label A = (A4, A,) (When labeling
the representations in terms of the dimensions, we would have 1=(0,0), 3=(1,0),
3=(0,1),6=(2,0), 6 = (0,2) and 8 =(1,1)) and two u(1) labels A = (41,4).

There are various restrictions on the labels. First of all, we have the branching condi-
tion Ay + 2A, = (4; + 24,) mod 3. The label 4 is only defined up to 2 times (in general, k
times) the root lattice of su(3), which means the following sectors are identified

o =oh o =oh (B.1)

.o I+4Jp—20 s I —2,2+4"

In addition, there are other identifications, which follow from the structure of the affine
Lie algebra su(3),, see [39]

(p(/\lJ\z) _ ¢(2*A1*A2vAl)

2 (A2-A1—A))
(122) = F(a+2.22) =05 ) (B.2)

(A1,42+2)

From these rules, it follows that there are indeed eight different sectors, or ‘parafermion
fields’, as mentioned above. The fusion rules follow from the general rule

Orx Y = Y Dl (B.3)

A2
AN'eAxN

The fusion rules can now easily be derived from the following set of ‘representations’ of
the eight parafermion sectors, which close under fusion

1= ¢E818§7 ¥y = djﬁgi(i)l), v, = @E?:g)z)v Yy = QDE?T?;v
_ o _ b _ b —_ LD (B.4)
oy = <D(_1V2), o, = 45(24_1), 03 = @(1,1), p= ¢(o,0)~
Using the only non-trivial fusion rule of the su/(3), fields (0,0) and (1, 1) (corresponding to the
one and eight dimensional representation, respectively), namely,
(1,1)x(1,1) =(0,0) + (1, 1) and the identifications (B.1), we find the fusion rules as given
in Table B.1.
Of course, these fusion rules can also be derived from the S-matrix and the Verlinde
formula.

B.2. OPEs

To our knowledge, the OPEs of the leading Virasoro primary fields in the various sec-
tors of the su(3), parafermion theory have not been presented in the literature.

We have determined the leading terms in the OPEs of these Virasoro primaries. We
observed a Z; symmetry relating (a,01, g3) and (Y, ¥, \/lelz). To streamline notations,
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Table B.1
Fusion rules of the parafermion and spin sectors associated to the parafermion theory su(3)»/[u(1)F introduced
by Gepner [33]

X ar al a3 4 3 123 V12
ar 1+p

ol Y12+ o3 1+p

03 Y1 t+oy Yyt ot 1+p

P Yy + o1 Vi +oay Y12+ 03 1+p

3 o3 p o1 oy 1

V> P 03 ol ar 2% 1

V12 gl 20 4 a3 23 Vi 1

we therefore write ¢; = o, 6, = o7, and ¥; = V/2i/,,. We also employ Virasoro primaries
p;and p;, i =1, 2, 3. These fields are all linear combinations (specified below) of the fields
ps and p.. The scaling dimensions of the leading fields are

1 1 3
=5 h"_IO’ h,,_s. (B.5)
For fixing the details of the OPEs, especially those involving the fields pg, p., we have relied
on various contractions of the master formulas such as eq. (4.8), (4.13), etc., presented in
Section 4.3. These formulas provide expressions for correlators of four spin fields g, plus
an arbitrary number of parafermions ;. By fusing some of the ¢; with the /;, one produces
various combinations of the fields p; ; in the end this gives enough information to uniquely
fix the OPEs. [We remark that the logical structure of our reasoning has been quite deli-
cate: we have relied on the general ‘master formula’ structure of correlators and on the
‘seed’ provided by the explicit correlators provided by the KZ paper and by some of
the simplest OPEs, set by the parafermion fusion rules. Combined these turn out to be
strong enough to fix both the coefficients in the master formulas and the OPEs of all fields
involved.] In Section B.4 below we explicitly mention some of the contractions we used
and we provide some additional correlation functions of the parafermion theory.
Employing the same schematic notation as in Section A.2, Egs. (A.5), (A.6), we have
the following OPEs

hy

b, =1 fori=j;
=Gy fori#j, itk j#k
V.0, = p; fori=j
:%ak fori#j, i#k, j+£k,
0,0; = 1—|—\/%p,« fori=j
=ﬁﬁk+\/——3C0k fori#j, i#k, j#k, (B.6)
/_)ilpj =0; fori=j
= 1o, fori#/,
(pio.j)(o) — wj 4o fori=j
:_%‘pj-y--- for i # j,
(P,-O'_/)(l) _ \/2_CO-]‘+"' fori=j

:7% 2Co;+--- fori#j.
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Note that we have written separate equations for fusing fields from the p and ¢ sectors into
the (0) channel or the (1) channel.

The p; and p; can all be expressed in two independent Virasoro primaries ps and p.
according to

P = %(pc - \/gps)’ Py = %(PC + \/gps), Pz = —P.

i B B (B.7)
pr=3V3p.+p): P2 =3=V3p.+p), P =—p,
The list of basic OPEs is then completed by
PsPs = 1- \ 2Cpc7 PsPe = —V 2Cps PP = 1 + v 2Cpc (Bg)
giving
pip; =1—V2Cp; fori=j
:_%I_Vchk fori#j, i#k, j#k, (B9)

pip; =1+ V2Cp; fori=j
=—14+V2Cp, fori#j, i#k, j#k
In all these expressions, the constant C has the value given below Eq. (4.11).

B.3. Spin-field correlators

We now present the four-point correlation functions for the spin fields in the paraferm-
ion theory. They are obtained by factoring the four-point functions of fundamental fields
in the SU(3), WZW model, as given by [24], by factors associated to the spin and charge
bosons

8

(a1 (w1)ar(wa)a, (w3)a (wa))” = (W12W34)7%x15(1 —x)féfgo)(x)a

(1 (w1)ay (w2, (w3)a, (wa) ™ = — (=1 C(wiawaa) (1 — x) $F P (),

(71 (W), (wa)a (w3) o, (wa)) ) = (= 1) (wizwsa) x3(1 — xpFY (x),

(71 (w1)y (wa)ay (), (we)) ! = (= 1)0C(wizwse) (1 — x)F (x),

(73(w1)a3 (w2)3 (w3)3 (wa)) ) = (wiawsg) (1 = 0|70 () + FP(w)],

(o3 (w) 3 (w2)3 (w3)ors () = = (=17 COwawsa) b1 = 0)F | F () + FP()]

(B.10)
where x is as usual x = EK?:Z;EX::K;‘; The functions F (x) are now given by
I 12
O (1) — y5(1 — x15F (L
fl (x) X ]5( x) (57 5757x>7
1 1 (647

FOW) = 51 —x)]‘SF(S,S,S,x),

(B.11)
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B.4. Further correlators

The master formulas developed in Section 4.3 can be used to gain insight into the OPEs
and correlation functions involving the fields in the p sector of the su(3), parafermion the-
ory. In Section B.2 we already displayed some of the OPEs satisfied by ps and p.. In deriv-
ing these we proceeded as follows. Having defined the combinations p; and p; through the
OPEs (a,6:)") = v2Cp, and (y,0,)"") = p;, we observed that a specific contraction of the
master formula Eq. (4.13) shows that (o;0;p;) vanishes. This implies that p; and p; are
orthogonal (have a vanishing two-point function). Exploiting the symmetry among the
i=1,2,3 labels leads to the parametrization Eq. (B.7). All this leaves some freedom in
the self-couplings of the p. and p,. To fix these, we observed that yet another contraction
of the master formula implies that the three-point function (p;p,p;) vanishes. This con-
traction arises from the formula

120V (22)¥5(23))

<01(W1)02(W2

1

l() 7

1
—2 (z12223231) 2(Wiawaswsp) 10

y [(zl —Wz)( wi)(zs = wi) + (@1 — w3)(z2 — wi)(zs — wa)
[(z1 = w2)(z2 = w3)(z3 — w1) (21 — w3)(z2 — wi)(z3 — wa)]

in the limit where z;,—»w; for i = 1,2,3.

The vanishing of (p;p,ps) implies that the combination of p.. and p featuring in the (1)
channel of the fusion product of p; and p, is orthogonal to p; and thereby proportional to
p3. A final contraction yielding (6,020, p;) is then used to fix the normalization, giving Eq.
(B.8).

Correlation functions involving one or more fields in the p sector are easily generated as
suitable contractions of the various master formulas. Examples are the following four-
point functions

(
(

(B.12)

ol—

_6 8
LI

w2) 1 (w3)p1 () = (wiawag) (1 —x) (1 —x+02) [F () + FL ()],
pi(ws)p (1 —0) (1 —x+2) [ FV ) + FO @),

)Pt (w3)p1 (wa)) ) = —(=1)iC(wiws)
3 (0) x (0)
<1+(1x2>3f] (x)+(17x)2]-'2 (x):|,

)
3 0 2
<1+(1 —x)2>]:1 (x)+(1 —x)zj:z (x)}

(B.13)

I

1(W1) 1

pi(
1(wi)p1 (w

!

ml:\

(P1(w1)p1 (w2) P2 (w3) P2 (wa))® Zi(wlzwm) 5 (1 *x)

4
3

- i€ ¢ 8
(P11 P20 ) = = (=1 (wazwsa) “xfi(1 -

B.5. Braiding relations

We list the transformation properties of the functions F 10; (x), as specified in Eq. (B.11)
under transformations (i) x—1 — x, (i) x — =, (iii) x — 1

For x—1 — x we have [24]

FH(1—x) Zo”f21 (B.14)
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with
0_ ol _ F@)F(_%):l - P r’¢
===y 2V S P
0 1+C3C}7_1 r’@
G 3TQIE)

We observe that

e
C=C/Ch=— iy
S orgrg

For x — =~ we have

lfx>
f§1>(1__xx) = (~1)%(1 =) A (),
) = DR =0 [ ) + (1 =07 )]

(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)

A () =1 e - (-1 ],

A1) =1 [ - (1) el )

O (3) =18 [0 )= (107 0) = (1 ) - (1 -0 ).

A () =0 [0 ) - (-0 ) - (1)l 0 - (-0 7).
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