arXiv:2209.11119v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 10 Oct 2022

Anyon condensation, topological quantum information scrambling, and Andreev-like reflection of non-Abelian anyons in quantum Hall interfaces

Ken K. W. Ma^1 1National High Magnetic Field Laboratory, Tallahassee, Florida 32310, USA (Dated: February 24, 2023)

Quantum information scrambling is the spread of local information into correlation throughout the entire quantum many-body system. This concept has become a central topic in different contexts. In this work, we restate the connection between anyon condensation and topological quantum information scrambling in quantum Hall interfaces. We consider the interface between the Abelian Halperin-330 state and the non-Abelian Read-Rezayi state. We verify explicitly that the interface can be fully gapped. This allows the transmutation of local pseudospin information carried by an Abelian anyon into topological information stored entirely by the anyons in the non-Abelian quantum Hall liquid, with no scrambled information stored at the interface. In combination with our previous work [K. K. W. Ma and K. Yang, Phys. Rev. B 105, 045306 (2022)], our results demonstrate the dependence of the scrambling mechanism on the gapfulness of the interface. Possible Andreev-like reflection of non-Abelian anyons in the fully gapped interface is also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum information scrambling describes the dispersal of local information into entanglement and correlation throughout the entire system. As a result, the original information is stored nonlocally and cannot be recovered via local measurement. This concept was originally introduced to study black hole physics [1–6]. Later, it has attracted considerable attention in the context of manybody dynamics [7–11] and quantum neural network [12– 14]. Furthermore, the concept has been verified in various recent experiments [15, 16].

In a seemingly different context, our recent work [17] studied quasiparticle tunneling across an interface between two different quantum Hall (QH) states at the same Landau-level filling factor. We showed that an original Abelian anyon from the Halperin-331 [18] QH liquid would transmute into a pair of anyons, when it crosses the interface and enters the non-Abelian Pfaffian (or Moore-Read) QH liquid [19]. One of the resulting anyons is neutral and being created at the interface, and the remaining one is created in the Pfaffian liquid. Consequently, the original pseudospin information carried by the Abelian anyon is stored nonlocally, and becomes inaccessible in any local measurement. Thus, the quasiparticle transmutation can be viewed as a kind of quantum information scrambling. It is remarked that the scrambling here is entirely topological, which does not involve any thermalization in the system.

Recent studies have revealed that the physics of QH interfaces is more complicated yet much richer than the standard QH edge physics [17, 20–39]. A very recent surprise is that the dynamics of QH interface is actually described by a nonrelativistic string-like theory [38, 39]. By proximitizing different QH liquids, a wide variety of interfaces can be formed. The corresponding quasiparticle transmutation (if any) will depend on the properties of the interface. Hence, different ways of scrambling the original information may be realized in different QH interfaces. The previously studied 331-Pfaffian interface has a chiral central charge of c = 2 − 3/2 = 1/2, indicating that there must be a gapless chiral Majorana fermion mode on the interface [23]. As a result, some of the scrambled information can be stored at the interface.

On the other hand, an interface with a zero chiral central charge can be created by proximitizing a pair of different QH states with identical central charges for their edges. Interfaces of this kind have been studied extensively, and importantly, can be gapped or gapless. When both QH phases are Abelian, they are described by the K-matrix formalism [40–42]. This enables one to study the gapfulness of the interface through the concepts of Lagrangian subgroups [43–48] or the null vector criteria [49]. For an interface involving non-Abelian QH state(s), its gapfulness and the corresponding gapped phases can be explored by the anyon condensation approach [50–58]. A rigorous mathematical formalism was developed in [59, 60]. Meanwhile, gapped interfaces between different non-Abelian topologically ordered states is still an ongoing research topic. Besides the mathematical quest, it is tempting to explore the related exotic physical phenomena in such a special kind of interface.

Motivated by the above discussion, we consider in this work the interface between the Abelian Halperin-330 state [18] and the non-Abelian Read-Rezayi state at level four (in short, the RR_4 state) [61]. Both states or phases may describe the fractional QH (FQH) state in a bilayer system at the total Landau-level filling factor ν = 2/3. Whether these phases are favorable or not in a realistic sample depends on the actual microscopic details of the system. Here, we assume both states and the interface between them can be realized, and study the possible consequences. Previous theoretical work suggested that a continuous phase transition between the Halperin-330 state and the RR_4 state might be triggered by tuning the interlayer tunneling strength in a bilayer FQH system [62–65]. This transition and similar phase transitions in bilayer systems at other filling factors can be studied systematically through the anyon condensation approach [65, 66]. In particular, the condensation of a specific type of anyon in the RR_4 state leads to the Halperin- 330 state. Based on the “folding trick” [56–58], it is expected that a gapped boundary between these two FQH states can form. Nevertheless, the precise gapping mechanism and the possibility of having different phases for the gapped interface have not been addressed. Suppose the interface can be gapped, the scrambled pseudospin information may be entirely stored by anyons in the non- Abelian RR_4 FQH liquid with no information stored at the interface. This feature (or scrambling mechanism) is completely different from the one in the aforementioned 331-Pfaffian interface [17]. Furthermore, the Halperin- 330 state and the RR_4 state host different sets of anyons. This leads to the possibility of realizing Andreev-like reflection of non-Abelian anyons at the interface, which we will also discuss. While most of the techniques and some results in this work will resemble those in Refs. [64, 65], we aim at providing a pedagogical discussion of the rich set of physical phenomena that gapped interfaces involving non-Abelian FQH states can offer. This serves as an example of the connection between the somehow abstract mathematical formulation and realistic physical effects in gapped boundaries of topologically ordered states.

II. REVIEW OF HALPERIN-330 AND READ-REZAYI STATES

In this section, we summarize some basic results from the theory of topological order [41, 67] and the conformal field theory (CFT) approach [68] for studying FQH effect. This is followed by an overview of the Halperin-330 state and the Read-Rezayi state (RR state). The review here aims at introducing necessary notations and setting the stage for our later discussion.

A. Basic facts for Abelian FQH states

In general, different operations between anyons are described by the algebraic theory of anyons [69]. For a pair of anyons a and b in a topological order A, their fusion leads to another anyon c ∈ A. Mathematically, the fusion is described by a × b = ∑ c N^c_{ab}c. (1) An anyon a is Abelian if and only if its fusion with any b gives a unique outcome (i.e., no summation in c). If A consists of Abelian anyons only, then it is an Abelian topological order. Furthermore, the mutual statistics between the two anyons a and b (defined as exchanging the anyons twice) is captured by the monodromy,

M^{ab}_c = exp [2πi(s_c − s_a − s_b)]. (2)

This corresponds to the accumulation of a braiding phase of 2π(s_c − s_a − s_b). Here, s_a = h_a − h̄_a is the conformal spin of the anyon a, which has the conformal weights (h_a, h̄_a) for its associated CFT operator. Without any confusion, we always refer to the CFT operator when we use the terminologies “conformal spin” and “scaling dimension” of an anyon. Since the braiding phase generally depends on the fusion channel c, it is important to specify c in the braiding of non-Abelian anyons. Moreover, the scaling dimension of the anyon a is h_a + h̄_a. In a holomorphic or chiral CFT, h̄_a = 0. The possible types of anyons and their representations in CFT depend on the actual physical system. For a pair of anyons a and b with scaling dimensions h_a and h_b, the operator product expansion (OPE) bewteen their CFT operators is [68, 70]

lim_{z→w} O_a(z) × O_b(w) ∼ ∑ c (z − w)^{hc−ha−hb} O_c(w). (3) Here, c are the possible anyons resulting from fusing a and b [see Eq. (1)]. The OPE describes the singular behavior when the two fields (equivalently, the corresponding anyons) come close to each other.

Suppose the FQH state can host Abelian anyons only. Then, its effective low-energy theory is described by an Abelian topological order. Moreover, the low-energy physics of the system is dominated by its gapless edge, which can be described by the Lagrangian density [41],

L_{edge} = − 1 4π ∑ i,j (K_{ij} ∂_tϕ_i∂_xϕ_j + V_{ij} ∂_xϕ_i∂_xϕ_j ) . (4)

Here, ϕ_i denotes the chiral Bose modes on the edge. The index i runs from 1 to N, where N is the number of edge modes. The chiralities of these modes are determined by the signs of the eigenvalues of the K matrix. Since different information of the topological order is encoded in the K matrix and the associated t vector [71], the first term in Eq. (4) is known as the topological term. In particular, the filling factor of the corresponding QH liquid is given by ν = t^T K^{−1}t, where t^T denotes the transpose of t. The interaction between different edge modes is described by the term that involves the V matrix.

Different anyons in the topological order (or quasiparticles and quasiholes in the FQH system) are created by the vertex operator V_l =: exp (il^T ϕ) : [68, 70]. Here, ϕ is a column vector with elements ϕ_i in Eq. (4). The symbol : O : stands for the normal ordering of O, which will be skipped below. In order to be a legitimate anyon, it must braid trivially with all possible electrons in the FQH state. This translates into the requirement that the OPE between its associated CFT operator and all possible electron operators are singlevalued. Suppose the anyon is legitimate, then its charge is given by Q = e(l^T K^{−1}t). When the edge is maximally chiral (i.e., all edge modes have the same chirality), then the operator has a universal scaling dimension h_l = (1/2)(l^T K^{−1}t). When the edge has counterpropagating edge modes, the scaling dimension becomes non-universal, and depends on the interaction between the edge modes [41].

B. Overview of the Halperin-330 state

The Halperin-330 state is a two-component Abelian topological order [18]. It is characterized by the matrix, K = ( 3 0 0 3 ) , (5)

and the associated t = (1, 1)^T . Clearly, one has ν = t^T K^{−1}t = 2/3. In a more explicit form, the corresponding topological term for the Halperin-330 edge is

L_0 = − 3 4π (∂_tϕ_↑∂_xϕ_↑ + ∂_tϕ_↓∂_xϕ_↓) . (6)

Here, the subscripts ↑, ↓ denote the layer or the pseudospin index. Roughly speaking, each layer of the Halperin-330 state is a simple Laughlin state at ν = 1/3 [72]. Since ϕ_↑ and ϕ_↓ have the same chirality, the edge is maximally chiral and has a central charge c = 2.

The two most relevant vertex operators for electrons are exp (3iϕ_↑) and exp (3iϕ_↓). These two different operators create respectively an electron in the upper and the lower layer. We call them as electrons with pseudospin up and pseudospin down. Both electrons operators have scaling dimensions 3/2, indicating that they are indeed fermionic as required. The most fundamental anyon that the Halperin-330 state can host has charge e/3. Depending on its pseudospin, it is created by the operator exp (iϕ_↑) or exp (iϕ_↓). The OPE between any one of them and each of the electron operators is singlevalued. For example, one has the following OPEs: lim_{z→w} e^{3iϕ↑(z)} × e^{iϕ↑(w)} ∼ (z − w)e^{4iϕ↑ (w)}, (7) lim_{z→w} e^{3iϕ↓(z)} × e^{iϕ↑(w)} ∼ e^{i[3ϕ↓(w)+ϕ↑(w)]}. (8) Notice that |α| = 1 is the smallest possible nonzero value for the generic operator exp (iαϕ_↑) to have singlevalued OPEs with both electron operators. This fact verifies that the e/3 anyon is the smallest-charge anyon that can be host by the Halperin-330 state.

C. Overview of the Read-Rezayi states

In contrast to the Halperin-330 state, the RR states are non-Abelian topological orders introduced from the CFT approach [61]. Each RR state consists of two different types of CFTs. First, it has a compactified U(1) holomorphic boson ϕ. On the edge of the system, ϕ corresponds to the gapless charge mode described by

L_ϕ = − 1 4πν ∂_xϕ(∂_t + v∂_x)ϕ. (9)

This mode fixes the charge density ρ(x) = ∂_xϕ/2π and the quantized electrical Hall conductance σ_{xy} = νe^2/h. The possible values of the filling factor ν depend on the second type of CFT in the RR state, which is the chiral Z_k parafermion CFT with the central charge [70, 73], c = 2(k − 1) k + 2

. (10)

The above parafermion CFT can be obtained from the SU(2)_k/U(1) coset construction [74]. Here, k ∈ N is the level of the corresponding Wess-Zumino-Witten model. Following the notations in Ref. [75] (which are more convenient for the general discussion), each Virasoro primary field in the parafermion CFT is labeled as Φ^ℓ_m with ℓ + m ≡ 0 (mod 2). The index ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , k. By imposing the field identification, Φ^ℓ_m = Φ^ℓ_{m+2k} = Φ^{k−ℓ}_{m−k}, the index m can be restricted to the range −ℓ < m ≤ ℓ, and ℓ > 0. Hence, there are in total k(k + 1)/2 Virasoro primary fields. Their scaling dimensions are given by

h^ℓ_m = ℓ(ℓ + 2) 4(k + 2) − m^2 4k . (11)

Since the CFT is chiral or holomorphic, the scaling dimension of the field is also its conformal spin. The fusion rule between different fields is

Φ^{ℓ1}_{m1} × Φ^{ℓ2}_{m2} =

min (ℓ_1+ℓ_2,2k−ℓ_1−ℓ_2 ) ∑ ℓ=|ℓ_1−ℓ_2| Φ^ℓ_{m1 +m2} . (12)

When k ≥ 2, the Z_k parafermion CFT is non-Abelian. A famous example is the Ising CFT at k = 2, which has a non-Abelian anyon σ corresponding to the field Φ^1. The Ising CFT is relevant in the description of FQH state at ν = 5/2 [76]. The parafermion CFTs and their related FQH states have attracted considerable amount of attention as the non-Abelian anyons there are useful in topological quantum computation [77–85].

An anyon (including the electron) in the RR state is created by the operator, η exp (iωϕ). Here, η is a Virasoro primary field in the parafermion CFT. It is customary to choose η = Φ^k_{−2} for constructing the electron operator. The conformal spin for Φ^k_{−2}e^{iϕ/ν} is h = k − 1 k + 1 2ν . (13)

By requiring ν > 0 and h being an half-integer, the possible filling factor is fixed at ν = k/(Mk + 2), where M is a positive odd integer. For k = 4 and M = 1, the Read-Rezayi state may describe a FQH state of electrons at ν = 2/3. This matches the filling factor of the Halperin-330 state. In particular, the Lagrangian density describing the chiral Bose mode ϕ_l on the RR_4 edge is L_{ϕl} = − 3 8π ∂_xϕ_l(−∂_t + v∂_x)ϕ_l. (14)

Since we will eventually study the interface between two FQH liquids, we define the chirality of ϕ_l as opposite to the chiralities of the two Bose modes on the Halperin-330 edge. The subscript l indicates that ϕ_l is a left-moving mode. As a reminder, the complete edge theory for the RR_4 state also involves the neutral parafermionic sector (see the particular discussion in Ref. [86]).

For later reference, the ten different Virasoro primary fields in the Z_4 CFT and their fusion rules are listed in Table I. Note that we have switched to another set of notations (somehow more convenient for this particular discussion) for the primary fields. The identification with the notations in the previous discussion:

I = Φ^4, ψ_1 = Φ^4_2, ψ_2 = Φ^4_0, ψ_3 = Φ^4_{−2}, σ_+ = Φ^3,

σ_− = Φ^1, ϵ = Φ^2_0, ρ = Φ^2, χ_− = Φ^3_1, χ_+ = Φ^3_{−1}. (15)

After determining the electron operator, all other operators for quasiparticles can be deduced in a “bruteforce” manner by requiring the OPE between η exp (iωϕ) and the electron operator is singlevalued. This restricts the possible values of ω in the vertex operator for each separate η as listed in Table II. From the result, the charge of the corresponding quasiparticles 2ω/3 (in unit of e) and the whole spectrum of anyons that the Read- Rezayi state can host is determined. Notice that the quantum dimension of the anyon a is determined by the largest eigenvalue of the matrix N_a with matrix elements (N_a)_{bc} = N^c_{ab} in Eq. (1). This maximum eigenvalue is positive and nondegenerate, as guaranteed by the Perron- Frobenius theorem. For an Abelian anyon, the quantum dimension is one. Otherwise, the anyon is non-Abelian.

III. GAPPED INTERFACE BETWEEN HALPERIN-330 AND READ-REZAYI STATES

With the above review, we are now ready to discuss the interface between the Halperin-330 state and the RR_4 state (the interface is abbreviated as the 330-RR_4 interface below). Since both edges of the QH states have the same central charge but with opposite chiralities at the interface, the interface has a zero chiral central charge. This kind of interface is gappable, but it does not mean that they must be gapped. As a highly relevant example, the edge of the Z_2 toric code (i.e., the boundary between it and the vacuum) remains gapless if the chosen boundary does not break the translational symmetry [87, 88]. However, the edge in a generic situation (with the so-called smooth or rough boundary) is gapped due to the condensation of either one of the self-bosons, e or m on the edge [89, 90]. The discussion suggests that there are two different possible gapped boundaries. When the gapped boundary is obtained by condensing e, then m is confined and becomes a boundary excitation, or vice versa. This feature turns out to be relevant in the discussion of fully gapped interfaces between a pair of Moore-Read states [35]. Can the 330-RR_4 interface be fully gapped? If the answer turns out to be positive, there will be no gapless excitations lying on the interface. Then, it may be possible to transmute the original information carried by certain types of the Abelian anyons completely into topological information stored by anyons in the non-Abelian RR_4 liquid. As we will show below, this is indeed possible.

In the following discussion, we first employ the anyon condensation approach to explore the gapfulness of the 330-RR_4 interface. We use A and B to denote the sets of anyons for the Halperin-330 state and RR_4 state, respectively. The possible phases of the interface are determined by the resulting phases from condensing different possible anyons (if it occurs) in A × B̄. Here, B̄ indicates the conjugation of B. In the present case, we have A = { e^{iαϕ↑} e^{iβϕ↓} } , (16) B̄ = {ηe^{iω}η^ϕl }. (17) Here, α, β are integers, and η denotes the Virasoro primary field in the Z_4 parafermion CFT. For each η, the possible values of ω_η are given by the last row in Table II with m ∈ Z. Since both electrons in the Halperin-330 state and RR_4 state are fermions that have trivial mutual statistics with every anyon in A × B̄, A × B̄ is a fermionic topological order. Specifically, we introduce the symbol Ψ_e = e^{3iϕ↑} to denote the electron with pseudospin up for the Halperin-330 state. It is a trivial fermion in A × B̄.

A. Determination of Lagrangian subset

The interface can be fully gapped only if there exists a Lagrangian subset L ⊂ A × B̄, in which the condensed anyons are the only deconfined anyons in the condensed phase. To identify some possible L, we follow the strategy in Ref. [35] by first condensing Abelian anyons. After that, we will analyze the resulting phase and check for the necessity of condensing more anyons in the system to obtain a Lagrangian subset. Finally, we discuss the underlying reason that gives rise to the anyon condensation. It is vital to clarify that one can actually condense non-Abelian anyons, but the strategy below greatly simplifies the analysis. When the Lagrangian subset L only consists of Abelian bosons, then the explicit conditions for having a fully gapped interface are:

(i) trivial monodromy for all a ∈ L: M^{aā}_I = 1;

(ii) trivial mutual statistics for all a, b ∈ L: M^{ab}_{a×b} = 1;

(iii) confinement for all a /∈ L: there exists at least one b ∈ L that has a non-trivial braiding phase with a.

The condition (i) ensures that a is a boson. If a is its own antiparticle (i.e., a = ā and a × ā = I), then a should have an integer conformal spin. When a is not its own antiparticle, then it further requires that b = a × a also has an integer conformal spin [52–54]. For condition (ii), it implies that the anyon c = a×b also needs to be a boson, otherwise it needs to be condensed as well [54, 55]. Note that one can also condense fermions (by fusing it with the trivial fermion) in a fermionic topological order [58], but this turns out unnecessary in our discussion.

× I ψ_1 ψ_2 ψ_3 σ_+ σ_− ϵ ρ χ_+ χ_− I I ψ_1 ψ_2 ψ_3 σ_+ σ_− ϵ ρ χ_+ χ_− ψ_1 ψ_1 ψ_2 ψ_3 I χ_− σ_+ ρ ϵ σ_− χ_+ ψ_2 ψ_2 ψ_3 I ψ_1 χ_+ χ_− ϵ ρ σ_+ σ_− ψ_3 ψ_3 I ψ_1 ψ_2 σ_− χ_+ ρ ϵ χ_− σ_+ σ_+ σ_+ χ_− χ_+ σ_− ψ_1 + ρ I + ϵ σ_+ + χ_+ σ_− + χ_− ψ_3 + ρ ψ_2 + ϵ σ_− σ_− σ_+ χ_− χ_+ I + ϵ ψ_3 + ρ σ_− + χ_− σ_+ + χ_+ ψ_2 + ϵ ψ_1 + ρ ϵ ϵ ρ ϵ ρ σ_+ + χ_+ σ_− + χ_− I + ψ_2 + ϵ ψ_1 + ψ_3 + ρ σ_+ + χ_+ σ_− + χ_− ρ ρ ϵ ρ ϵ σ_− + χ_− σ_+ + χ_+ ψ_1 + ψ_3 + ρ I + ψ_2 + ϵ σ_− + χ_− σ_+ + χ_+ χ_+ χ_+ σ_− σ_+ χ_− ψ_3 + ρ ψ_2 + ϵ σ_+ + χ_+ σ_− + χ_− ψ_1 + ρ I + ϵ χ_− χ_− χ_+ σ_− σ_+ ψ_2 + ϵ ψ_1 + ρ σ_− + χ_− σ_+ + χ_+ I + ϵ ψ_3 + ρ

TABLE I: Fusion rules for the 10 primary fields in the Z4 parafermion CFT

Primary field (η) I ψ1 ψ2 ψ3 σ+ σ− ϵ ρ χ+ χ− Conformal dimension (hη ) 0 3/4 1 3/4 1/16 1/16 1/3 1/12 9/16 9/16 Quantum dimension (dη ) 1 1 1 1 √ 3 √ 3 2 2 √ 3 √ 3 Possible values for ωη m m + 1/2 m m + 1/2 m + 1/4 m + 3/4 m m + 1/2 m + 1/4 m + 3/4

TABLE II: The 10 primary fields in the Z4 parafermion CFT with their conformal dimensions (also conformal spins) and quantum dimensions. The possible values for ω in the vertex operator is determined by having a singlevalued OPE between the CFT operators for the anyon and the electron. Here, m ∈ Z. The corresponding anyon has charge 2ω/3 (in the unit of e).

1. Separation of charge and neutral sectors

From Table I, it is clear that the four Abelian anyons in the Z_4 parafermion CFT are I, ψ_1, ψ_2, and ψ_3. To deduce the set of condensable Abelian bosons, one can in principle analyze all anyons with η = {I, ψ_1, ψ_2, ψ_3} and generic values for α, β, and ω_η in the vertex operators. However, this general treatment turns out to be unphysical. As we will discuss in Sec. III B, the gapped interface originates from the gapping or localization of counterpropagating edge modes due to electron and quasiparticle tunneling process. Therefore, the charge modes and neutral modes should obtain expectation values independently. This suggests us to separate the charge and neutral sectors in the problem, which is achieved by introducing a new set of modes for the Halperin-330 edge:

ϕ_r = ϕ_↑ + ϕ_↓, (18) ϕ_n = ϕ_↑ − ϕ_↓. (19)

They correspond to the overall charge mode and neutral spin mode for the Halperin-330 edge, respectively. Both modes are right-moving. Using the new set of modes, the topological term in Eq. (6) becomes

L_0 = − 3 8π (∂_tϕ_r∂_xϕ_r + ∂_tϕ_n∂_xϕ_n) . (20)

The t vector becomes t = (1, 0)^T , which verifies that ϕ_n is a neutral mode. Furthermore, we have A × B̄ = { e^{iQϕr} e^{iSϕn} } × {ηe^{iωη ϕl} }. (21) Here, Q = (α+β)/2 and S = (α−β)/2. Since α ∈ Z and β ∈ Z, both Q and S can only take half-integer or integer values. The corresponding anyon in A has charge 2Q/3 (in the unit of e). Furthermore, the conformal spins for the two vertex operators exp (iQϕ_r) and exp (iSϕ_n) are

s_Q = h_Q =

Q^2 3 , s_S = h_S =

S^2 3 . (22)

Each of them will change by an integer value whenever Q or S is changed by 3Z. Physically, this corresponds to the fusion between the anyon with a trivial boson in the Halperin-330 state. Thus, we can identify a pair of anyons with (Q, S) and (Q+3Z, S +3Z). More explicitly, one can rescale the fields φ_r = ϕ_r /2 and φ_n = ϕ_n/2 and rewrite Eq. (20) as

L_0 = − 6 4π (∂_tφ_r∂_xφ_r + ∂_tφ_n∂_xφ_n) . (23)

The possible vertex operators take the form exp (ipφ_r) and exp (iqφ_n), where both p and q can only take integer values now. Thus, both φ_r and φ_n (and hence the original fields, ϕ_r and ϕ_n) are compactified bosons in the U(1)_6 CFT which has exp (6iφ) as the trivial boson. For later discussion, the six primary fields involving the neutral spin mode in the U(1)_6 CFT are summarized in Table III. Moreover, a pair of anyons with (Q, S) and [Q + 3(Z + 1/2), S + 3(Z + 1/2)] differ by the fusion of an odd multiples of electrons in the Halperin-330 state.

2. Condensation of Abelian bosons

Following the above discussion, we look for possible values of Q, ω_η, and S such that both anyons with operators exp (iQϕ_r) exp (iω_ηϕ_l) and η exp (iSϕ_n) are bosonic.

Symbol Vertex operator Conformal spin V0 1 0 V1 exp (iϕn/2) 1/12 V2 exp (iϕn) 1/3 V3 exp (3iϕn/2) 3/4 V4 exp (2iϕn) 1/3 V5 exp (5iϕn/2) 1/12

TABLE III: The six different primary fields in the U(1)6 CFT for the neutral spin mode ϕn. Here, all vertex operators are normal ordered. Note that two vertex operators are identified if they differ by a bosonic operator. For example, we have V4 ∼ V−2 and V5 ∼ V−1.

The conformal spin for exp (iQϕ_r) exp (iω_ηϕ_l) is s(Q, ω_η) = Q^2 − ω^2_η 3 . (24)

Therefore, a possible solution for s(Q, ω_η) = 0 (or alternatively, the null vector for the K matrix describing the charge sector) is (Q, ω_η) = (1, 1). Hence, we first condense the following four bosons:

b_0 = e^{im0(ϕr +ϕl)}, (25)

b_1 = ψ_1e^{3iϕn/2}e^{i(m1 +1/2)(ϕr +ϕl)}, (26)

b_2 = ψ_2e^{im2 (ϕr +ϕl)}, (27)

b_3 = ψ_3e^{3iϕn/2}e^{i(m3 +1/2)(ϕr +ϕl)}. (28)

Here, all m_i ∈ Z. It is easy to check that all of the above bosons satisfy the conditions (i) and (ii) in the previous discussion. This verifies that all of them can be condensed simultaneously [53]. It is worthwhile for clarifying that being a boson does not mean that it must be condensable. For example, the condensation of non-Abelian bosons can be obstructed by a no-go theorem [91]. Also, a self-dual boson having Frobenius-Schur indicator κ = −1 is not condensable [54, 92]. Nevertheless, none of these limitations applies here.

Since a deconfined anyon must have trivial mutual statistics with all the condensed bosons, we first put m_2 = 0 to eliminate a large set of possibilities. The corresponding monodromy is given by

M^{ηψ2}_{η×ψ2} = exp [−(2πi) (h_{η×ψ2} − h_η − h_{ψ2} )]. (29)

Hence, all anyons with η = {σ_+, σ_−, χ_+, χ_−} are confined. This result was used by Barkeshli and Wen in showing that the phase transition from the RR_4 state to the Halperin-330 state could be described by the anyon condensation of ψ_2 [65]. By setting m_2 ≠ 0, the monodromy between Y = η exp (iSϕ_n) exp (iQϕ_r) exp (iω_ηϕ_l) and b_2 is given by

M^{Y b2}_{Y ×b2} = exp [ 4m_2πi 3 (Q − ω_η) ] , m_2 ∈ Z. (30)

Here, η = {I, ψ_1, ψ_2, ψ_3, ϵ, ρ}. Thus, the set of possible deconfined anyons is further reduced to e^{iωη (ϕl+ϕr )}e^{3iγϕr /2}e^{iSϕn} ×{I, ψ_1, ψ_2, ψ_3, ϵ, ρ}, with γ ∈ Z. This set of anyons have trivial mutual statistics with b_0 also. By requiring them to have trivial mutual statistics with b_1 and b_3, it further reduces the possible set of deconfined anyons to four apparently different classes. For the first class, we have T_1 = e^{im(ϕl+ϕr )}e^{3i(p+1/2)ϕr} e^{i(q+1/2)ϕn} × {I, ψ_2, ϵ} ∼ e^{im(ϕl+ϕr )} [ e^{3i(ϕr +ϕn)/2} ] {V_0, V_2, V_4} × {I, ψ_2, ϵ} ∼ e^{im(ϕl+ϕr )}Ψ_e {V_0, V_2, V_4} × {I, ψ_2, ϵ} ∼ Ψ_e {V_0, V_2, V_4} × {I, ϵ} . (31)

All m, p, and q in the above calculation are integers. It is recalled that Ψ_e = exp (3iϕ_↑) = exp [3i(ϕ_r + ϕ_n)/2] is the electron in the Halperin-330 state. In the second line, we used the fact that ϕ_n is a compactified boson in the U(1)_6 CFT, and labeled the corresponding vertex operators by the symbols in Table III. Moreover, we used the fact that exp (3ipϕ_r) is a trivial boson to make the identification denoted by ∼. In the last line, the identification is made by fusing the set of anyons in the third line with the condensed boson b_2 with m_2 = −m.

Using similar procedures, we determine the second class of deconfined anyons as T_2 = e^{im(ϕl+ϕr )}e^{3ipϕr} e^{iqϕn} × {I, ψ_2, ϵ} ∼ {V_0, V_2, V_4} × {I, ϵ} . (32) By setting η = {ψ_1, ψ_3, ρ}, we have the remaining two classes of deconfined anyons, T_3 = e^{i(m+1/2)(ϕl+ϕr )}e^{3ipϕr} e^{i(q+1/2)ϕn} × {ψ_1, ψ_3, ρ} ∼ e^{i(ϕl+ϕr )/2} {V_1, V_3, V_5} × {ψ_1, ψ_3, ρ} , (33) and T_4 = e^{i(m+1/2)(ϕl+ϕr )}e^{3i(p+1/2)ϕr} e^{iqϕn} × {ψ_1, ψ_3, ρ} ∼ Ψ_e e^{i(ϕl +ϕr )/2} {V_1, V_3, V_5} × {ψ_1, ψ_3, ρ} . (34)

Meanwhile, they are actually equivalent to T_2 and T_1, respectively. This is observed by fusing T_3 and T_4 with either b_1 or b_3 to obtain

T_3 ∼ {V_0, V_2, V_4} × {I, ϵ} ∼ T_2, (35) T_4 ∼ Ψ_e {V_0, V_2, V_4} × {I, ϵ} ∼ T_1. (36)

Therefore, the above four classes of deconfined anyons can be combined into T = {1, Ψ_e} × {V_0, V_2, V_4} × {I, ϵ} = {1, Ψ_e} × T_B . (37)

Since V_2 and V_4 cannot be obtained from any fusion between the bosons in the set {b_0, b_1, b_2, b_3}, this set is not a Lagrangian subset. In the second line of Eq. (37), T_B is a bosonic order with V_0I being the trivial boson. The separable form in Eq. (37) is guaranteed for any Abelian fermionic order [93, 94]. The Abelianity of T becomes transparent after splitting the non-Abelian anyons in T_B . Notice that (Ψ_e)^2 = exp (3iϕ_r) exp (3iϕ_n) ∼ 1.

3. Splitting of non-Abelian anyons and the Z3 toric code

Since some of the anyons in the original phase have been identified as the trivial vacuum after the anyon condensation, the unconfined non-Abelian anyons in T may need to split. Consider the fusion:

ϵ × ϵ = I + ψ_2 + ϵ ∼ 2I + ϵ. (38)

Due to the identification ψ_2 ∼ I, the vacuum appears twice. Consequently, ϵ needs to split into two Abelian anyons, ϵ = ϵ_1 +ϵ_2. This matches the quantum dimension as 2 = 1 + 1. Furthermore, the splitting and the fusion rules are consistent only if

ϵ_1 × ϵ_1 = ϵ_2, (39) ϵ_2 × ϵ_2 = ϵ_1, (40) ϵ_1 × ϵ_2 = ϵ_2 × ϵ_1 = I. (41)

Then, the fusion rule ρ × ρ = I + ψ_2 + ϵ implies that the non-Abelian anyon ρ also needs to split, ρ = ρ_1 + ρ_2. After the splitting, a possible (but not unique) consistent set of fusion rules are

ρ_1 × ρ_1 = ϵ_1 , ρ_2 × ρ_2 = ϵ_2 , ρ_1 × ρ_2 = I, (42) ϵ_1 × ψ_1 = ρ_2 , ϵ_2 × ψ_1 = ρ_1, (43) ρ_1 × ψ_1 = ϵ_2 , ρ_2 × ψ_1 = ϵ_1, (44) ρ_1 × ϵ_1 = ψ_1, , ρ_1 × ϵ_2 = ρ_2, (45) ρ_2 × ϵ_1 = ρ_1, , ρ_2 × ϵ_2 = ψ_3. (46)

Note that ψ_3 ∼ ψ_1 in the condensed phase since they differ by a fusion with ψ_2 (i.e, b_2 with m_2 = 0). Therefore, the fusion rules involving ψ_3 are the same as those involving ψ_1. By making the change(s), ϵ_1 ↔ ϵ_2, or/and ρ_1 ↔ ρ_2, one can still obtain a consistent set of fusion rules. This is reasonable as it is impossible to uniquely define or fix the anyons resulting from the splitting. On the other hand, they must be inequivalent. Without loss of generality, we will stick with the set of fusion rules in Eqs. (39) – (46) in the following discussion.

The above discussion shows that T_B actually consists of nine different Abelian anyons, so T is an Abelian fermionic topological order. Then, what is the topological order T ? By labeling the nine anyons in T_B as shown in Table IV, it is observed that these anyons take the form of e^pm^q, where p, q ∈ Z. Moreover, one has e^3 = m^3 = I. Hence,T_B is the Z_3 toric code. This topological order is a generalization of the more famous Z_2 toric code that only has four anyons, {1, e, m, f ≡ em} [78]. Since it is the topological order built from (mathematically, the modular tensor category constructed over) the quantum double model with the finite group Z_3 [78, 95, 96], the Z_3 toric code is also denoted as D(Z_3) [97–100]. It was suggested that this special topological order can be realized by proximitizing a bilayer system of electrons and holes in separate Laughlin states with respective filling factors ±1/3 to a superconductor [101]. It was also pointed out that the more general Z_p toric code appears as the symmetry-enriched neutral sector of non-diagonal quantum Hall states [102]. Here, we have shown that the interface between the Halperin-330 and RR_4 states with suitable anyon condensation also leads to the Z_3 toric code. The physical origin that triggers such an anyon condensation will be discussed in Sec. III B. On the application side, it was suggested that the Z_3 toric code could be used in implementing universal topological quantum computation [98]. To summarize, the condensation of b_0, b_1, b_2, and b_3 leads to the condensed phase with deconfined anyons,

T = {1, Ψ_e} × D(Z_3). (47)

Note that T does not describe a fully gapped interface. This is because D(Z_3) is not a topologically trivial order. Alternatively, the edge of D(Z_3) is gappable but the edge remains gapless unless a further anyon condensation occurs, which we are going to discuss below.

Symbol Anyon in TB Conformal spin (s = h − h̄) I V0I 0 e V2ϵ1 0 e^2 V4ϵ2 0 m V4ϵ1 0 m^2 V2ϵ2 0 e^2m V2I 1/3 em^2 V4I 1/3 em V0ϵ2 2/3 e^2m^2 V0ϵ1 2/3

TABLE IV: The identification between the nine different anyons in the Z3 toric code (denoted as D(Z3) in the previous literature and this work) and the corresponding anyons in the bosonic phase TB . This identification is made such that the topological twist for e^pm^q is θ = exp (2pqπi/3). Also notice that we can always define the conformal spin as positive, since it is defined only up to modulo one.

4. Two different phases of gapped interfaces

As we have shown, the set {b_0, b_1, b_2, b_3} is not a Lagrangian subset, and the condensation of this set of bosons does not lead to a fully gapped interface. On the other hand, a fully gapped interface can be achieved by further condensing some bosonic particles in D(Z_3). By recycling the results in Refs. [98], one can immediately conclude that there are two different types of fully gapped interfaces between the Halperin-330 FQH state and the RR_4 FQH state.

The first possible kind of fully gapped interface is obtained by a further condensation of e and e^2 in D(Z_3). It is straightforward to verify that both of them satisfy conditions (i) and (ii) in the previous discussion.

This implies that they can be condensed simultaneously. Moreover, their condensation leads to the confinement of the remaining anyons (except the identity I) in D(Z_3). Therefore, we determine the first Lagrangian subgroup [103] for A × B̄ as

L_e = {b_0, b_1, b_2, b_3} × { I, e, e^2 } . (48)

The corresponding fully gapped interface is usually known as the e-boundary. Notice that the symbol × actually means picking an element from each set on the right hand side of Eq (48) and then fuse them (see Eq. (56) for example). The product structure of L_e ensures that it is a maximal set of condensable bosons.

Another possible type of fully gapped interface is obtained by condensing m and m^2 in D(Z_3) instead. This leads to the second Lagrangian subgroup,

L_m = {b_0, b_1, b_2, b_3} × { I, m, m^2 } . (49)

The corresponding fully gapped interface is known as the m-boundary. For both e- and m-boundaries, the remaining deconfined anyons outside the Lagrangian subgroups are F_0 = {1, Ψ_e}. This is the trivial fermionic topological order, which indicates that the condensation of anyons in L_e or L_m leads to a fully gapped interface [58].

B. Gapped interface from the perspective of electron and quasiparticle tunneling

While anyon condensation has provided a systematic and mathematical approach in studying the gapfulness of the interface, it will be also desirable to understand the gapping of the interface in a more physical picture. We claim that the anyon condensation may originate from the electron and quasiparticle tunneling processes at the interface in two different steps.

At the beginning, the Halperin-330 and Read Rezayi states are two topologically distinct phases. Therefore, only electrons can tunnel across the two different FQH liquids. In general, the electron tunneling process is described by the following Lagrangian density,

L_{el, tun} = ξ_{1,a}(x) ( ψ_1e^{3iϕl/2}e^{3iϕ↑} )_a

+ ξ_{2,a}(x) ( ψ_1e^{3iϕl/2}e^{3iϕ↓} )_a + H.c.

= ξ_{1,a}(x) [ ψ_1e^{3iϕn/2}e^{3i(ϕl+ϕr )/2} ]_a (50)

+ ξ_{2,a}(x) [ ψ_1e^{−3iϕn/2}e^{3i(ϕl +ϕr )/2} ]_a + H.c.

Note that H.c. stands for the Hermitian conjugation. We include the exponent a > 1 to describe multi-electron tunneling processes. As the electron operators ψ_1e^{3iϕl/2} and e^{3iϕσ} (where σ =↑, ↓) enter the same number of times, L_{el, tun} conserves the total electric charge. Furthermore, the tunneling amplitudes ξ_{1,a}(x) and ξ_{2,a}(x) are random functions in x. This is because the electron tunneling generally does not conserve momentum, and disorder needs to be involved. Due to the random nature of the tunneling, some of the processes are actually irrelevant in the renormalization group sense [104]. In this situation, we will need to assume the tunneling strength W_a, defined as ξ_a(x)ξ_a(x^′) = W_aδ(x − x^′), is sufficiently large so that the charge modes 3a[ϕ_l(x) + ϕ_r (x)]/2 can still be pinned. Then, this combination of counterpropagating charge modes obtains a nonzero expectation value, and indicates the localization (analogous to mode gapping in nonrandom tunneling) of charge modes. For the neutral sector, it is expceted that the combination ψ_1e^{±3iϕn/2} will also be gapped by L_{el, tun} in the strong coupling regime. By defining (ψ_1)^2 ∼ ψ_2, (ψ_1)^3 ∼ ψ_3, and (ψ_1)^4 ∼ I, the tunneling processes described by L_{el, tun} lead to the condensation of b_0, b_1, b_2, and b_3 in Eqs. (25) – (28).

After the above condensation or charge-mode localization, the interface remains gapless. Meanwhile, quasiparticles with charges e/3 and 2e/3 can tunnel across this “new” gapless interface. Let us specifically consider the tunneling of charge e/3 anyon with the topological sector ρ in the Read-Rezayi liquid. This process can be described by the following Lagrangian density,

L_{e/3, tun}

= ζ_1(x) ( ρe^{iϕl /2}e^{iϕ↑} ) + ζ_2(x) ( ρe^{iϕl/2}e^{iϕ↓} ) + H.c.

= ζ_1(x) [ ρV_1e^{i(ϕl+ϕr )/2} ] + ζ_2(x) [ ρV_5e^{i(ϕl+ϕr )/2} ] + H.c.

(51)

Since the charge modes have been localized, we focus on the neutral sector. Now, both combinations ρV_1 and ρV_5 have zero conformal spins (see Tables II and III for reference), which indicates that they are bosonic. In principle, they may be condensed or gapped as well. Consider the set of anyons generated from any fusion between ρV_1 and ρV_5, we have {ρV_1, ρV_5} × {ρV_1, ρV_5} = {I, ψ_2, ϵ} × {V_0, V_2, V_4} (52) A further fusion with {ρV_1, ρV_5} gives

{ψ_1, ψ_3, ρ} × {V_1, V_3, V_5} . (53)

Hence, the fusion between ρV_1 and ρV_5 generates the list of anyons (more precisely, their neutral sectors) in L_e and L_m. In this sense, the condensation described by the Lagrangian subgroup L_e or L_m may be understood as originating from the gapping of modes due to e/3 quasiparticle tunneling at the interface. However, this is only possible if we can treat the whole system as a single topological phase. Otherwise, only electrons can tunnel across two topologically distinct phases (for example, between a FQH liquid and a normal metal) [41].

IV. TOPOLOGICAL QUANTUM INFORMATION SCRAMBLING VIA ANYON TRANSMUTATION

From the previous section, we found that it is possible (at least in principle) to form a gapped interface between the Halperin-330 state and the Read-Rezayi state at level four. Although both states may describe the FQH state in a bilayer system at total filling factor 2/3, they host different sets of anyons. Specifically, the Halperin-330 state is a two-component state, in which the anyons possess the layer or pseudospin degree of freedom that is absent in the RR_4 state. Meanwhile, the RR_4 state supports non-Abelian anyons that have more complicated fusion rules than the usual Abelian quasiparticles. This observation leads to a natural question: What happens when an Abelian quasiparticle from the Halperin-330 liquid crosses the gapped interface and enters the non- Abelian RR_4 FQH liquid? In the opposite direction, what happens when we drag a non-Abelian quasiparticle from the RR_4 liquid to the Halperin-330 liquid? The answers to these questions lead to the ideas of topological quantum information scrambling and Andreev-like reflection of non-Abelian anyons.

An anyon a originally in the topological phase A can pass through the interface (described by the condensed phase of A×B̄) and transmutes into an anyon b in B if and only if ab is a deconfined anyon in the condensed phase. This idea was introduced to study the transmutation between anyons in the interface between the Pfaffian and non-Abelian spin-singlet FQH states [20, 21]. Now, we employ the same kind of argument to study the transmutation of Abelian anyons in the Halperin-330 FQH liquid when they cross the interface and enter the RR_4 liquid.

A. Transmutation of Abelian charge e/3 anyon

First, an Abelian charge e/3 anyon in the Halperin-330 state can have pseudospin up or pseudospin down. We denote them as (e/3, ↑) and (e/3, ↓), respectively. Their associated CFT operators are

(e/3, ↑) ≡ exp (iϕ_↑) = V_1 exp (iϕ_r/2), (54) (e/3, ↓) ≡ exp (iϕ_↓) = V_5 exp (iϕ_r/2). (55)

When they cross the fully gapped 330-RR_4 interface, their transmutation depends on the type of the gapped interface (i.e., whether it is an e- or m-boundary).

Suppose the fully gapped interface is described by the e-boundary. Then, the deconfined anyons are those in L_e in Eq. (48). In particular, we have the following pair of deconfined anyons:

e^2 × b_1 = [ρ_1 exp (iϕ_l/2)] [V_1 exp (iϕ_r/2)] , (56) e × b_1 = [ρ_2 exp (iϕ_l/2)] [V_5 exp (iϕ_r/2)] . (57)

These are the only two deconfined anyons that involve (e/3, ↑) and (e/3, ↓). Since e^2 × b_1 and e × b_1 are condensed bosons in L_e, they are identified as the vacuum sector in the condensed phase. Based on the interpretation in Ref. [20], (e/3, ↑) and (e/3, ↓) will transmute into ρ_1 exp (iϕ_l/2) and ρ_2 exp (iϕ_l/2) in the RR_4 FQH state, respectively. It is important to clarify that these transmuted anyons are now in B, but not B̄. Since ρ_1 ≠ ρ_2, the resulting Abelian anyons are different.

FIG. 1: The transmutation of an Abelian charge e/3 anyon from the Halperin-330 liquid when it crosses the fully gapped interface. The left (right) panel illustrates the case when the interface is described by the e-boundary (m-boundary). Due to the transmutation, the original local pseudospin information (marked by ↑ and ↓) is scrambled, and being stored by the split anyons ρ1 and ρ2. They have different fusion rules with other anyons in the system.

Consider the case when the fully gapped interface is described by the m-boundary that has the Lagrangian subset L_m in Eq. (49). Now, we have the following pair of deconfined anyons:

m × b_1 = [ρ_2 exp (iϕ_l/2)] [V_1 exp (iϕ_r/2)] , (58)

m^2 × b_1 = [ρ_1 exp (iϕ_l/2)] [V_5 exp (iϕ_r/2)] . (59)

Thus, (e/3, ↑) and (e/3, ↓) will transmute respectively into ρ_2 exp (iϕ_l/2) and ρ_1 exp (iϕ_l/2). Notice that the result is different from the one in the e-boundary. We summarize the above results in Fig. 1.

B. Transmutation of Abelian charge 2e/3 anyon

Similarly, there will be a transmutation of the pseudospin information carried by a charge 2e/3 anyon when it crosses the interface and enters the RR_4 FQH liquid. There are three different pseudospin states for the charge 2e/3 anyon in the Halperin-330 FQH liquid. They are spin up, spin zero, and spin down. Physically, they can be viewed as the combination of two spin-up, one spin-up and one spin-down, and two spin-down e/3 anyons. The corresponding CFT operators are

(2e/3, ↑) ≡ exp (2iϕ_↑) = V_2 exp (iϕ_r), (60) (2e/3, 0) ≡ exp [i(ϕ_↑ + ϕ_↓)] = V_0 exp (iϕ_r). (61) (2e/3, ↓) ≡ exp (2iϕ_↓) = V_4 exp (iϕ_r). (62)

Following the previous discussion, we first discuss their transmutation when the fully gapped interface is described by the e-boundary. In this case, one has the following three deconfined anyons,

e × b_0 = [ϵ_1 exp (iϕ_l)] [V_2 exp (iϕ_r)] , (63) I× b_0 = [I exp (iϕ_l)] [V_0 exp (iϕ_r )] , (64)

e^2 × b_0 = [ϵ_2 exp (iϕ_l)] [V_4 exp (iϕ_r)] , (65)

Thus, (2e/3, ↑) transmutes into ϵ_1 exp (iϕ_l); (2e/3, 0) becomes I exp (iϕ_l); (2e/3, ↓) becomes ϵ_2 exp (iϕ_l). For the case of having the m-boundary, one has

m^2 × b_0 = [ϵ_2 exp (iϕ_l)] [V_2 exp (iϕ_r )] , (66) m × b_0 = [ϵ_1 exp (iϕ_l)] [V_4 exp (iϕ_r )] . (67)

In this scenario, (2e/3, ↑) transmutes into ϵ_2 exp (iϕ_l), whereas (2e/3, ↓) becomes ϵ_1 exp (iϕ_l). The results are illustrated in Fig. 2.

FIG. 2: The transmutation of an Abelian charge 2e/3 anyon from the Halperin-330 liquid when it crosses the fully gapped interface. The left (right) panel illustrates the case when the interface is described by the e-boundary (m-boundary). The original local pseudospin state can be ↑, 0, or ↓. This information is scrambled and being stored by the split anyons ϵ1, ϵ2, or the trivial vacuum I.

C. Topological scrambling of pseudospin information

The original pseudospin information of a charge e/3 or a charge 2e/3 anyon from the Halperin-330 state is entirely encoded in the neutral spin mode ϕ_n. Clearly, this is a local information which can be accessed via local measurement. More specifically, we know in which layer the Abelian anyon was created. Depending on both the original pseudospin state and the boundary type of the fully gapped interface, the pseudospin information will be transmuted into ρ_1 or ρ_2 (for the charge e/3 anyon), or ϵ_1, ϵ_2, or I (for the charge 2e/3 anyon). Although one knows that the split anyons, say ρ_1 and ρ_2, are different, it is impossible to distinguish between them via any local measurement. In fact, their inequivalence is only manifested topologically in their braiding and fusion rules with other anyons (including themselves) as summarized in Eqs. (39) – (46). In this sense, we claim that the original local pseudospin information is completely scrambled into a form of nonlocal information being stored and protected topologically by the anyons in the RR_4 FQH liquid. No information is stored on the interface. It is reasonable as the interface is fully gapped, and does not support any low-energy gapless excitations there. This feature is different from the situation of having a gapless QH interface. As a concrete example, our recent work [17] showed that the pseudospin information for an Abelian charge e/4 anyon from the Halperin- 331 state will be scrambled and stored nonlocally by a pair of vortices (one on the interface, and another one in the Pfaffian FQH liquid) when the Abelian anyon crosses the gapless 331-Pfaffian interface. The comparison here demonstrates the dependence of the scrambling mechanism on the gapfulness of the QH interface.

For an incoming electron from the Halperin-330 liquid, it will simply pass through the interface and become an electron in the RR_4 liquid. The latter takes the usual form, ψ_1e^{3iϕl/2} or ψ_3e^{3iϕl/2}. The tricky point is that these two are actually identified after the condensation of ψ_2 (i.e., b_2 with m_0 = 0). Although an electron does not transmute in the present case, other interfaces do allow the transmutation or fractionalization of electrons. For example, the fractionalization of electron at the interface between a Z_2 short-ranged resonating bond quantum spin liquid and a superconductor was proposed [105]. In the 331-Pfaffian interface [17], it is feasible for an electron from the Halperin-331 liquid to leave its fermionic nature on the interface by exciting a Majorana fermion there, and becomes a bosonic particle in the Pfaffian liquid.

D. Some further remarks

One may realize that the transmuted particle from the charge 2e/3 anyon can be obtained directly by fusing a pair of transmuted particles from the charge e/3 anyons. This is not a coincidence. It is guaranteed from the commutativity between restriction and fusion in anyon condensation [52]. This important property also ensures that the total quantum dimension of the split anyons is identical to the quantum dimension of the original non-Abelian anyon. Moreover, the total conformal spin for the transmuted anyon(s) matches the one for the original anyon. In the present case, we have a fully gapepd interface, and the vertex operators describing the charge sector of the deconfined anyons always have zero conformal spins. Thus, the conformal spin for the parafermionic field η from the Z_4 CFT must match with the conformal spin for the vertex operator describing the neutral spin mode ϕ_n. This holds in all our results, and further highlights the advantage of separating the charge and neutral sectors as we did in our analysis.

In principle, one can drag more quasiparticles from the Halperin-330 liquid into the RR_4 liquid. Suppose the resulting anyons are well separated from each other (i.e., with a separation much larger than the magnetic length). Then, the braiding between the transmuted anyons will lead to a further scrambling of the original pseudospin information [106]. In order to recover the original pseudospin information, one basically needs to “pull” all the anyons back to the Halperin-330 liquid. However, the recovered information will be in a highly entangled form, which again resembles the definition of quantum information scrambling.

V. ANDREEV-LIKE REFLECTION OF NON-ABELIAN ANYONS

It is observed that all Abelian quasiparticles and quasiholes from the Halperin-330 state can pass through the fully gapped interface, and transmute into a corresponding anyon in the RR_4 liquid. However, not all anyons from the RR_4 liquid can pass through the interface. This is because the Halperin-330 state can be obtained from the condensation of ψ_2 in the RR_4 state [65]. From Table II, the confined anyons with the parafermionic sector η = {σ_+, σ_−, χ_+, χ_−} correspond to quasiparticles in the RR_4 FQH liquid that have electronic charges given by odd multiples of e/6. This kind of quasiparticles cannot exist in the Halperin-330 state, so they cannot pass through the interface (independent of being gapped or gapless). This further justifies their confinement. On the other hand, a charge e/6 anyon may combine with another charge e/6 anyon in the RR_4 liquid to form a charge e/3 anyon, which can then pass through the interface. Another more interesting possibility is that the single non-Abelian e/6 anyon strikes the interface, and a charge −e/6 anyon with different topological sector is reflected to the RR_4 liquid. This also allows the transmission of a charge e/3 anyon to the Halperin-330 liquid. This scenario realizes an Andreev-like reflection of non-Abelian anyons in the system, which can be studied systematically from our results in Sec. III.

For example, we consider a charge e/6 anyon with its parafermionic sector η = σ_+. Its corresponding CFT operator is σ_+ exp (iϕ_l/4). It can be written as

σ_+e^{iϕl /4} = ( η_1e^{iϕl/2} ) × ( η_2e^{−iϕl/4} ) , (68)

where η_1 × η_2 = σ_+ needs to be satisfied. The first term on the right hand side is clearly a charge e/3 anyon, and the second term is a charge −e/6 anyon. We now explore different possibilities of η_1 and η_2, and label the solutions in the form (η_1, η_2). From Tables I and II, one finds that the possible solutions are (ψ_1, σ_−), (ψ_3, χ_−), (ρ, σ_−), and (ρ, χ_−). Then, we can employ our results from anyon condensation to consider the transmutation of the anyon described by η_1 exp (iϕ_l/2). For η_1 = ψ_1, we have the deconfined anyon in both L_e and L_m, b_1 = ψ_1e^{iϕl /2}e^{3iϕn/2}e^{iϕr /2} = ψ_1e^{iϕl /2} ( e^{3iϕn/2}e^{3iϕr /2} ) ( V_5e^{−iϕl/2} ) ( V_1e^{−iϕl/2} ) = ψ_1e^{iϕl /2} [ Ψ_e ( e^{−iϕ↑} ) ( e^{−iϕ↓} )] = ψ_1e^{iϕl /2} [Ψ_e (−e/3, ↑) (−e/3, ↓)] . (69)

Therefore, the corresponding Andreev-like reflection transmits a charge e/3 “composite” anyon in the

Halperin-330 liquid and reflects a charge −e/6 anyon back to the RR_4 liquid. The Abelian e/3 composite anyon has an unnatural neutral sector V_3 = exp (3iϕ_n/2), which indicates that it can be further decomposed. From the last line in Eq. (69), this composite anyon can further “decay” into an electron Ψ_e, and a pair of pseudospin up and pseudospin down −e/3 anyons in the Halperin- 330 liquid. We illustrate this Andreev-like reflection in Fig. 3. From the deconfined anyon b_3 and similar procedures in Eq. (69), it is straightforward to analyze the case with η_1 = ψ_3 and η_2 = χ_−. This case is actually identified with the first case since ψ_3 = ψ_1 ×ψ_2 ∼ ψ_1 and χ_− = σ_− × ψ_2 ∼ σ_− in the condensed phase.

FIG. 3: A possible Andreev-like reflection of the non-Abelian charge e/6 anyon in the fully gapped 330-RR4 interface. The process transmits a charge e/3 anyon across the interface by reflecting a charge −e/6 anyon back to the RR4 liquid. This is captured by the deconfined boson b1. In the Halperin-330 liquid, the transmitted anyon can further split into an electron, and a pair of charge −e/3 anyons with opposite pseudospins.

For the other two cases (ρ, σ_−) and (ρ, χ_−), it is impossible to distinguish between them and study their associated Andreev-like reflections unambiguously. It is because ρ has already split as ρ = ρ_1 + ρ_2 in the condensed phase. The two seemingly different fusion rules

ρ × σ_− = (ρ_1 + ρ_2) × σ_− = σ_+ + χ_+, (70) ρ × χ_− = (ρ_1 + ρ_2) × χ_− = σ_+ + χ_+, (71)

are actually identified due to the condensation of ψ_2. It is impossible to uniquely determine ρ_1 × σ_− and ρ_2 × σ_−. Nevertheless, the transmitted anyon can only be either (e/3, ↑) or (e/3, ↓). This is manifested in the deconfined anyons e×b_1 and e^2 ×b_1 for the e-boundary, or m×b_1 and m^2 × b_1 for the m-boundary. The Andreev-like reflection is illustrated in Fig. 4. Note that we cannot distinguish between the two types of gapped boundaries from the outcome of the Andreev-like reflection. Using similar arguments, one can also explore different Andreev-like reflections for the charge e/2 anyon in the interface, which we decide to skip the details here.

FIG. 4: Another possible Andreev-like reflection of the non- Abelian charge e/6 anyon in the fully gapped 330-RR4 interface. The process creates a charge −e/6 anyon being reflected back to the RR4 liquid, and transmits a charge e/3 anyon with natural pseudospin state to the Halperin-330 liquid.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

To conclude, we have studied theoretically the interface between the Halperin-330 FQH state and the Read- Rezayi FQH state at level four. Using the technique of anyon condensation, we verify that the interface can be fully gapped. This conclusion is consistent with the expectation from the “folding trick” [56–58], and the phase transition between the two quantum Hall states triggered by the condensation of ψ_2 in the Z_4 parafermion conformal field theory [65, 66]. A possible physical mechanism for gapping the interface may be arising from electron and quasiparticle tunneling at the interface. Going beyond the gapfulness, the explicitly determined Lagrangian subgroups in Eqs. (48) and (49) show that there are two different types of fully gapped interface, which has not been elucidated in previous work. They are deeply related to the two different types of gapped boundaries for the Z_3 toric code [78, 95, 97–100].

The interface setting further allows us to connect the results from anyon condensation to anyon transmutation and Andreev-like reflection of anyons. In particular, the set of deconfined anyons in the condensed phase (i.e., the phase that describes the fully gapped interface) dictates how an anyon should transmute when it passes through the interface [20]. We employed this connection to explore the conversion between the local pseudospin degree of freedom carried by the Abelian anyons in the Halperin-330 state and the resulting anyons split from the non-Abelian anyons in the RR_4 state. Specifically, we showed that (e/3, ↑) and (e/3, ↓) from the Halperin- 330 liquid would transmute into (e/3, ρ_1) and (e/3, ρ_2) in the Read-Rezayi liquid. This is possible because ρ splits to two inequivalent Abelian anyons ρ_1 and ρ_2 in the condensed phase. Furthermore, the exact way of transmutation depends on the phase of the fully gapped interface.

Since the difference between ρ_1 and ρ_2 is only manifested in their braiding and fusion rules with other anyons in the system, no local measurement can distinguish between them. A similar anyon transmutation can also occur for the charge 2e/3 anyons with different pseudospins. Besides being nonlocal, the scrambled pseudospin information is protected topologically. Hence, this kind of anyon transmutation exhibits a topological quantum information scrambling of the originally local pseudospin information. Notice that the scrambling here is different from those discussed in previous work on information scrambling in rational conformal field theory and anyons [106– 108]. Moreover, our work here shows that no scrambled information is stored on the fully gapped interface. This result is different from the situation in the gapless interface between the Halperin-331 state and Pfaffian state studied in our previous work [17]. The comparison highlights the dependence of scrambling mechanism on the gapfulness of the quantum Hall interface.

Being a confined anyon in the condensed phase, a charge e/6 non-Abelian anyon from the RR_4 liquid cannot pass through the interface on its own. However, the transmission is allowed by reflecting a charge −e/6 anyon with a different topological sector back to the RR_4 liquid, and transferring an anyon with an overall charge e/3 to the Halperin-330 FQH liquid. Our work shows that this kind of Andreev-like reflection is indeed captured by and can be studied systematically from anyon condensation. Meanwhile, it has been known for a long time that anyons can undergo Andreev-like reflection at an interface between two FQH states with different filling factors [109]. The fully gapped interface between a pair of Laughlin states at different filling factors is a simple example of an Andreev reflector of anyons in quantum Hall interfaces [24, 30]. It was also pointed out in the seminal works [110–114] that Andreev-like reflection can occur for interacting electrons in one-dimensional wires connected to one-dimensional leads.

Last but not least, let us clarify the relevance and significance of our work. In the parameter range describing realistic GaAs systems, previous numerical work suggested that the Read-Rezayi state may be energetically unfavorable to describe the FQH state in the bilayer system at a total filling factor ν = 2/3 [115, 116]. Meanwhile, graphene-based heterostructures have provided another versatile platform to study different fractional quantum Hall states (for a review, see Ref. [117] and the references therein) and the fractional Chern insulator states [118]. Since the microscopic details and energy scales in graphene-based systems are quite different from those in GaAs heterostructures, the nature of FQH states in these two systems can also be different. This may lead to the possibility of realizing both two-component Halperin state and one-component Read-Rezayi state in graphene at the same filling factor through suitable tuning. Furthermore, a recent work [119] demonstrated numerically that the Halperin-441 state (i.e., the bosonic analogue of the Halperin-330 state) can emerge in the system of two-component hard core bosons at the filling factor ν = 2/5. Given the high controllablity and tunability in cold atomic systems, it may be feasible to also realize the Read-Rezayi state, and the corresponding interface between it and the Halperin-441 state there. A main difference is that the corresponding fully gapped interface (if it exists) will be equivalent to the trivial bosonic topological order without a transparent fermionic electron. Finally, Refs. [64, 65] pointed out that the phase transition between the Halperin-330 and RR_4 state is just a particular member of a series of continuous transition between Abelian two-component and non-Abelian one-component quantum Hall states. It will be tempting to generalize our discussion and results to other fully gapped interfaces between those Abelian two-component and non-Abelian one-component quantum Hall states.

Acknowledgment

The author would like to thank Professor Kun Yang and Pok Man Tam for their useful comments and suggestions. He also thanks Dr. Inès Safi for introducing her related works and the useful references. The work by KKWM is supported by the Dirac Postdoctoral Fellowship in the National High Magnetic Field Laboratory, which is funded by the National Science Foundation Cooperative Agreement No. DMR-1644779, and the State of Florida.

[1] P. Hayden and J. Preskill, Black Holes as Mirrors: Quantum Information in Random Subsystems, J. High Energy Phys. 2007, 120 (2007).

[2] Y. Sekino and L. Susskind, Fast Scramblers, J. High Energy Phys. 2008, 065 (2008).

[3] L. Susskind, Addendum to Fast Scramblers, arXiv:1101.6048.

[4] N. Lashkari, D. Stanford, M. Hastings, T. Osborne, and P. Hayden, Towards the Fast Scrambling Conjecture, J. High Energy Phys. 2013, 22 (2013).

[5] S. H. Shenker and D. Stanford, Black Holes and the Butterfly Effect, J. High Energy Phys. 2014, 67 (2014).

[6] S. H. Shenker and D. Stanford, Stringy Effects in Scrambling, J. High Energy Phys. 2015, 132 (2015).

[7] J. Maldacena, S. H. Shenker, and D. Stanford, A Bound on Chaos, J. High Energy Phys. 2016, 106 (2016).

[8] P. Hosur, X.-L. Qi, D. A. Roberts, and B. Yoshida, Chaos in Quantum Channels, J. High Energy Phys. 2016, 4 (2016).

[9] D. A. Roberts and B. Yoshida, Chaos and Complexity by Design, J. High Energy Phys. 2017, 121 (2017).

[10] E. Iyoda and T. Sagawa, Scrambling of Quantum Information in Quantum Many-body Systems, Phys. Rev. A 97, 042330 (2018).

[11] B. Yoshida and N. Y. Yao, Disentangling Scrambling and Decoherence via Quantum Teleportation, Phys. Rev. X 9, 011006 (2019).

[12] H. Shen, P. Zhang, Y.-Z. You, and H. Zhai, Information Scrambling in Quantum Neural Networks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 200504 (2020).

[13] Y. Wu, P. Zhang, and H. Zhai, Scrambling Ability of Quantum Neural Network Architectures, Phys. Rev. Research 3, L032057 (2021).

[14] R. J. Garcia, K. Bu, and A. Jaffe, Quantifying Scrambling in Quantum Neural Networks, J. High Energy Phys. 2022, 27 (2022).

[15] K. A. Landsman, C. Figgatt, T. Schuster, N. M. Linke, B. Yoshida, N. Y. Yao, and C. Monroe, Verified Quantum Information Scrambling, Nature 567, 61 (2019).

[16] Q. Zhu, Z.-H. Sun, M. Gong, F. Chen, Y.-R. Zhang, Y. Wu, Y. Ye, C. Zha, S. Li, S. Guo, H. Qian, H.-L. Huang, J. Yu, H. Deng, H. Rong, J. Lin, Y. Xu, L. Sun, C. Guo, N. Li, F. Liang, C.-Z. Peng, H. Fan, X.

Zhu, and J.-W. Pan, Observation of Thermalization and Information Scrambling in a Superconducting Quantum Processor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 160502 (2022).

[17] K. K. W. Ma and K. Yang, Simple Analog of the Blackhole Information Paradox in Quantum Hall Interfaces, Phys. Rev. B 105, 045306 (2022).

[18] B. I. Halperin, Theory of the Quantized Hall Conductance, Helv. Phys. Acta 56, 75 (1983).

[19] G. Moore and N. Read, Nonabelions in the Fractional Quantum Hall Effect, Nucl. Phys. B. 360, 362 (1991).

[20] E. Grosfeld and K. Schoutens, Non-Abelian Anyons: When Ising Meets Fibonacci, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 076803 (2009).

[21] F. A. Bais, J. K. Slingerland, and S. M. Haaker, Theory of Topological Edges and Domain Walls, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 220403 (2009).

[22] X. Wan and K. Yang, Striped Quantum Hall State in a Half-filled Landau Level, Phys. Rev. B 93, 201303(R) (2016).

[23] K. Yang, Interface and Phase Transition between Moore-Read and Halperin 331 Fractional Quantum Hall States: Realization of Chiral Majorana Fermion, Phys. Rev. B 96, 241305(R) (2017).

[24] L. H. Santos and T. L. Hughes, Parafermionic Wires at the Interface of Chiral Topological States, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 136801 (2017).

[25] D. F. Mross, Y. Oreg, A. Stern, G. Margalit, and M. Heiblum, Theory of Disorder- Induced Half-Integer Thermal Hall Conductance, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 026801 (2018).

[26] C. Wang, A. Vishwanath, and B. I. Halperin, Topological Order from Disorder and the Quantized Hall Thermal Metal: Possible Applications to the ν = 5/2 State, Phys. Rev. B 98, 045112 (2018).

[27] B. Lian and J. Wang, Theory of the Disordered ν = 5/2 Quantum Thermal Hall State: Emergent Symmetry and Phase Diagram, Phys. Rev. B 97, 165124 (2018).

[28] S. H. Simon, M. Ippoliti, M. P. Zaletel, and E. H.

Rezayi, Energetics of Pfaffian–anti-Pfaffian domains, Phys. Rev. B 101, 041302(R) (2020).

[29] W. Zhu, D. N. Sheng, and K. Yang, Topological Interface between Pfaffian and Anti- Pfaffian Order in ν = 5/2 Quantum Hall Effect,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 146802 (2020).

[30] J. May-Mann and T. L. Hughes, Families of Gapped Interfaces between Fractional Quantum Hall States, Phys. Rev. B 99, 155134 (2019).

[31] V. Crépel, N. Claussen, N. Regnault, and B. Estienne, Microscopic Study of the Halperin–Laughlin Interface through Matrix Product States, Nat. Commun. 10, 1860 (2019).

[32] V. Crépel, N. Claussen, B. Estienne, and N. Regnault, Model States for a Class of Chiral Topological Order Interfaces, Nat. Commun. 10, 1861 (2019).

[33] B. Jaworowski and A. E. B. Nielsen, Model Wave Functions for Interfaces between Lattice Laughlin States, Phys. Rev. B 101, 245164 (2020).

[34] B. Jaworowski and A. E. B. Nielsen, Model Wave Functions for an Interface between Lattice Laughlin and Moore-Read States, Phys. Rev. B 103, 205149 (2021).

[35] R. Sohal, B. Han, L. H. Santos, and J. C. Y.

Teo, Entanglement Entropy of Generalized Moore- Read Fractional Quantum Hall State Interfaces, Phys. Rev. B 102, 045102 (2020).

[36] B. Dutta, W. Yang, R. A. Melcer, H. K. Kundu, M. Heiblum, V. Umansky, Y. Oreg, A. Stern, and D. Mross, Distinguishing between Non-abelian Topological Orders in a Quantum Hall System, Science 375, 193-197 (2022).

[37] M. Yutushui, A. Stern, and D. F. Mross, Identifying the ν = 5/2 Topological Order through Charge Transport Measurements, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 016401 (2022).

[38] Q. Li, K. K. W. Ma, R. Wang, Z.-X. Hu, H. Wang, and K. Yang, Dynamics of Quantum Hall Interfaces, Phys. Rev. B 104, 125303 (2021).

[39] O. Türker and K. Yang, String-like Theory of Quantum Hall Interfaces, arXiv:2209.01001.

[40] X. G. Wen and A. Zee, Classification of Abelian Quantum Hall States and Matrix Formulation of Topological Fluids, Phys. Rev. B 46, 2290 (1992).

[41] X. G. Wen, Quantum Field Theory of Many-Body Systems: From the Origin of Sound to an Origin of Light and Electrons (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2004).

[42] A possible generalization of the K-matrix formalism to non-Abelian orders was discussed in T. Lan, Matrix Formulation for Non-Abelian Families, Phys. Rev. B 100, 241102(R) (2019).

[43] A. Kapustin and N. Saulina, Topological Boundary Conditions in Abelian Chern–Simons Theory Nucl. Phys. B 845, 393 (2011).

[44] M. Levin, Protected Edge Modes without Symmetry, Phys. Rev. X 3, 021009 (2013).

[45] M. Barkeshli, C.-M. Jian, and X.-L. Qi, Theory of Defects in Abelian Topological States, Phys. Rev. B 88, 235103 (2013).

[46] M. Barkeshli, C.-M. Jian, and X.-L. Qi, Classification of Topological Defects in Abelian Topological States, Phys. Rev. B 88, 241103(R) (2013).

[47] A. Kapustin, Ground-state Degeneracy for Abelian Anyons in the Presence of Gapped Boundaries Phys. Rev. B 89, 125307 (2014).

[48] J. C. Wang and X.-G. Wen, Boundary Degeneracy of Topological Order, Phys. Rev. B 91, 125124 (2015).

[49] F. D. M. Haldane, Stability of Chiral Luttinger Liquids and Abelian Quantum Hall States, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 2090 (1995).

[50] J. Fuchs, C. Schweigert, and A. Valentino, Bicategories for Boundary Conditions and for Surface Defects in 3-d TFT, Commun. Math. Phys. 321, 543 (2013).

[51] L.-Y. Hung and Y. Wan, Symmetry-enriched Phases Obtained via Pseudo Anyon Condensation, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 28, 1450172 (2014).

[52] F. A. Bais and J. K. Slingerland, Condensate-induced Transitions between Topologically Ordered Phases, Phys. Rev. B 79, 045316 (2009).

[53] F. J. Burnell, Anyon Condensation and Its Applications, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 9, 307 (2017).

[54] I. S. Eliëns, J. C. Romers, and F. A. Bais, Diagrammatics for Bose condensation in anyon theories, Phys. Rev. B 90, 195130 (2014).

[55] T. Neupert, H. He, C. von Keyserlingk, G.

Sierra, and B. A. Bernevig, Boson Condensation in Topologically Ordered Quantum Liquids, Phys. Rev. B 93, 115103 (2016).

[56] L. Kong, Anyon Condensation and Tensor Categories, Nucl. Phys. B 886, 436 (2014).

[57] L.-Y. Hung and Y. Wan, Ground-State Degeneracy of Topological Phases on Open Surfaces, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 076401 (2015).

[58] Y. Wan and C. Wang, Fermion Condensation and Gapped Domain Walls in Topological Orders, J. High Energ. Phys. 2017, 172 (2017).

[59] T. Lan, J. C. Wang, and X.-G. Wen, Gapped Domain Walls, Gapped Boundaries, and Topological Degeneracy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 076402 (2015).

[60] T. Lan, X. Wen, L. Kong, and X.-G. Wen, Gapped Domain Walls between 2+1D Topologically Ordered States, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 023331 (2020).

[61] N. Read and E. Rezayi, Beyond Paired Quantum Hall States: Parafermions and Incompressible States in the First Excited Landau Level, Phys. Rev. B 59, 8084 (1999).

[62] E. Rezayi, X.-G. Wen, and N. Read, Condensation of Factional Excitons, Non-Abelian States in Doublelayer Quantum Hall Systems and Z4 Parafermions arXiv:1007.2022.

[63] M. Barkeshli and X.-G. Wen, U(1) × U(1) ⋊ Z2 Chern- Simons Theory and Z4 Parafermion Fractional Quantum Hall States, Phys. Rev. B 81, 045323 (2010).

[64] M. Barkeshli and X.-G. Wen, Bilayer Quantum Hall Phase Transitions and the Orbifold Non-Abelian Fractional Quantum Hall States, Phys. Rev. B 84, 115121 (2011).

[65] M. Barkeshli and X.-G. Wen, Anyon Condensation and Continuous Topological Phase Transitions in Non-Abelian Fractional Quantum Hall States, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 216804 (2010).

[66] M. Barkeshli and X.-G. Wen, Phase Transitions in ZN Gauge Theory and Twisted ZN Topological Phases, Phys. Rev. B 86, 085114 (2012).

[67] X. G. Wen, Topological Orders in Rigid States, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 04, 239 (1990).

[68] T. H. Hansson, M. Hermanns, S. H. Simon, and S. F. Viefers, Quantum Hall Physics: Hierarchies and Conformal Field Theory Techniques, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 025005 (2017).

[69] A. Kitaev, Anyons in an Exactly Solved Model and Beyond, Ann. Phys. 321, 2 (2006).

[70] P. Di Francesco, P. Mathieu, and D. Senechal, Conformal Field Theory (Springer-Verlag, New York, 1997).

[71] In principle, the spin vector s is another required topological quantum number in characterizing the topological order [120]. We will ignore s and focus on the K matrix and t vector, which is sufficient for the present discussion.

[72] R. B. Laughlin, Anomalous Quantum Hall Effect:

An Incompressible Quantum Fluid with Fractionally Charged Excitations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1395 (1983).

[73] A. B. Zamolodchikov and V. A. Fateev, Nonlocal (parafermion) Currents in Two-dimensional Conformal Quantum Field Theory and Self-dual Critical Points in ZN -Symmetric Statistical Systems, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 89, 380 (1985).

[74] D. Gepner and Z. Qiu, Modular Invariant Partition Functions for Parafermionic Field Theories, Nucl. Phys. B 285, 423 (1987).

[75] J. K. Slingerland and F. A. Bais, Quantum Groups and Non-Abelian Braiding in Quantum Hall Systems, Nucl. Phys. B 612, 229 (2001).

[76] For a recent review, see K. K. W. Ma, M. R. Peterson, V. W. Scarola, and K. Yang, Fractional Quantum Hall Effect at the Filling Factor ν = 5/2, arXiv:2208.07908 and the references therein.

[77] M. H. Freedman, M. J. Larsen, and Z. Wang, A Modular Functor which is Universal for Quantum Computation, Commun. Math. Phys. 227, 605 (2002).

[78] A. Y. Kitaev, Fault-tolerant Quantum Computation by Anyons, Ann. Phys. 303, 2 (2003).

[79] N. E. Bonesteel, L. Hormozi, G. Zikos, and S. H.

Simon, Braid Topologies for Quantum Computation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 140503 (2005).

[80] L. Hormozi, G. Zikos, N. E. Bonesteel, and S. H. Simon, Topological Quantum Compiling, Phys. Rev. B 75, 165310 (2007).

[81] C. Nayak, S. H. Simon, A. Stern, M. Freedman, and S.

Das Sarma, Non-Abelian Anyons and Topological Quantum Computation, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 1083 (2008).

[82] A. Ahlbrecht, L. S. Georgiev, and R. F.

Werner, Implementation of Clifford Gates in the Ising-anyon Topological Quantum Computer, Phys. Rev. A 79, 032311 (2009).

[83] J. K. Pachos, Introduction to Topological Quantum Computation (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012).

[84] A. Hutter and D. Loss, Quantum Computing with Parafermions, Phys. Rev. B 93, 125105 (2016).

[85] V. Lahtinen and J. K. Pachos, A Short Introduction to Topological Quantum Computation, SciPost Phys. 3, 021 (2017).

[86] W. Bishara, G. A. Fiete, and C. Nayak, Quantum Hall states at ν = 2/(k + 2): Analysis of the Particle-hole Conjugates of the General Level-k Read-Rezayi States, Phys. Rev. B 77, 241306(R) (2008).

[87] J. Yu, X.-H. Zhang, and S.-P. Kou, Majorana Edge States for Z2 Topological Orders of the Wen Plaquette and Toric Code Models, Phys. Rev. B 87, 184402 (2013).

[88] P. M. Tam, J. W. F. Venderbos, and C. L. Kane, Toric-code Insulator Enriched by Translation Symmetry, Phys. Rev. B 105, 045106 (2022).

[89] S. B. Bravyi, A. Yu. Kitaev, Quantum Codes on a Lattice with Boundary, arXiv:quant-ph/9811052 [90] A. Kitaev and L. Kong, Models for Gapped Boundaries and Domain Walls, Commun. Math. Phys. 313, 351 (2012).

[91] T. Neupert, H. He, C. von Keyserlingk, G. Sierra, and B. A. Bernevig, No-go Theorem for Boson Condensation in Topologically Ordered Quantum Liquids, New J. Phys. 18, 123009 (2016).

[92] S. H. Simon and J. K. Slingerland, Straightening Out the Frobenius-Schur Indicator, arXiv:2208.14500 [93] J. Cano, M. Cheng, M. Mulligan, C. Nayak, E.

Plamadeala, and J. Yard, Bulk-edge Correspondence in (2 + 1)-dimensional Abelian Topological Phases, Phys. Rev. B 89, 115116 (2014).

[94] M. Cheng, Fermionic Lieb-Schultz-Mattis Theorems and Weak Symmetry-protected Phases, Phys. Rev. B 99, 075143 (2019).

[95] V. Drinfeld, Quasi-Hopf Algebras, Algebra i Analiz 1, 6 (1989); English translation in Leningrad Math. J. 1, 1419 (1989).

[96] M. A. Levin, X.-G. Wen, String-net condensation: A physical mechanism for topological phases, Phys. Rev. B 71 (2005) 045110.

[97] I. Cong, M. Cheng, and Z. Wang, Topological Quantum Computation with Gapped Boundaries, arXiv:1609.02037.

[98] I. Cong, M. Cheng, and Z. Wang, Universal Quantum Computation with Gapped Boundaries, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 170504 (2017).

[99] I. Cong, M. Cheng, and Z. Wang, Hamiltonian and Algebraic Theories of Gapped Boundaries in Topological Phases of Matter, Commun. Math. Phys. 355, 645 (2017).

[100] I. Cong, M. Cheng, and Z. Wang, Defects between Gapped Boundaries in Two-dimensional Topological Phases of Matter, Phys. Rev. B 96, 195129 (2017).

[101] M. Barkeshli, Charge 2e/3 Superconductivity and Topological Degeneracies without Localized Zero Modes in Bilayer Fractional Quantum Hall States, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 096803 (2016).

[102] P. M. Tam and C. L. Kane, Nondiagonal Anisotropic Quantum Hall States, Phys. Rev. B 103, 035142 (2021).

[103] In the general case, the maximal set of condensable bosons may not be closed under fusion due to the splitting of non-Abelian anyons. In this case, a more appropriate terminology should be Lagrangian subset [35]. Meanwhile, Le and Lm are indeed closed under fusion in our present case.

[104] Since the tunneling process is random, the renormalization group (RG) equation reads dW/d(ln s) = (3 − 2Δ)W . Here, s is the scaling factor of time and space, and ξ(x)ξ(x^′) = W δ(x−x^′). For the single electron tunneling process (i.e., a = 1), the scaling dimension for the operator involving the neutral modes ψ1 exp (iϕn) is already hn = 3/4 + 3/4 = 3/2. The scaling dimension of the operator involving charge modes exp [i(ϕ_l + ϕr)/2] is non-universal but must be positive. Therefore, the process is irrelevant in the RG sense. On the other hand, the corresponding RG equation for nonrandom tunneling is dW^′/d(ln s) = (2 − Δ)W^′, where W^′ stands for the tunneling strength. Depending on the interaction between ϕr(x) and ϕ_l(x), the single electron tunneling process can be relevant in the RG sense.

[105] M. Barkeshli, E. Berg, and S. Kivelson, Coherent Transmutation of Electrons into Fractionalized Anyons, Science 346, 722 (2014).

[106] Z.-C. Yang, K. Meichanetzidis, S. Kourtis, and C.

Chamon, Scrambling via Braiding of Nonabelions, Phys. Rev. B 99, 045132 (2019).

[107] Y. Gu and X.-L. Qi, Fractional Statistics and the Butterfly Effect, J. High Energ. Phys. 2016, 129 (2016).

[108] S.-Y. Zhang and D.-L. Deng, Anomalous Quantum Information Scrambling for Z3 Parafermion Chains, Phys. Rev. B 103, 195156 (2021).

[109] N. P. Sandler, C. de C. Chamon, and E. Fradkin, Andreev Reflection in the Fractional Quantum Hall Effect, Phys. Rev. B 57, 12324 (1998).

[110] I. Safi and H. J. Schulz, Transport in an Inhomogeneous Interacting One-dimensional System, Phys. Rev. B 52, R17040(R) (1995).

[111] I. Safi and H. J. Schulz, in Quantum Transport in Semiconductor Submicron Structures, edited by B. Kramer (Kluwer Academic Press, Dordrecht, 1995), pp.159-172.

[112] I. Safi, Propriétés d’un fil quantique connecté à des fils de mesure, Ann. Phys. Fr. 22, 463 (1997).

[113] I. Safi and H. J. Schulz, Interacting Electrons with Spin in a One-dimensional Dirty Wire Connected to Leads, Phys. Rev. B 59, 3040 (1999).

[114] I. Safi, A Dynamic Scattering Approach for a Gated Interacting Wire, Eur. Phys. J. B 12, 451 (1999).

[115] M. R. Peterson, Y.-L. Wu, M. Cheng, M. Barkeshli, Z. Wang, and S. Das Sarma, Abelian and Non-Abelian States in ν = 2/3 Bilayer Fractional Quantum Hall Systems, Phys. Rev. B 92, 035103 (2015).

[116] Z. Liu, A. Vaezi, K. Lee, and E.-A. Kim, Non-Abelian Phases in Two-component ν = 2/3 Fractional Quantum Hall States: Emergence of Fibonacci Anyons, Phys. Rev. B 92, 081102(R) (2015).

[117] C. Dean, P. Kim, J. I. A. Li, and A. Young, Fractional Quantum Hall Effects in Graphene, in Fractional Quantum Hall Effects: New Developments (World Scientific, Singapore, 2020), pp.317-375.

[118] E. M. Spanton, A. A. Zibrov, H. Zhou, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, M. P. Zaletel, and A. F. Young, Observation of Fractional Chern Insulators in a Van der Waals Heterostructure, Science 360, 62 (2018).

[119] T.-S. Zeng, L. Hu, and W. Zhu, Bosonic Halperin (441) Fractional Quantum Hall Effect at Filling Factor ν = 2/5, Chinese Phys. Lett. 39 017301 (2022).

[120] X. G. Wen and A. Zee, Shift and Spin Vector: New Topological Quantum Numbers for the Hall Fluids, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 953 (1992).