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It has been predicted that the phase sensitive part of tmerguthrough a non-abelian= 5/2 quantum Hall
Fabry-Perot interferometer will depend on the number odliaed charged /4 quasiparticles (QPs) inside the
interferometer cell. In the limit where all QPs are far frdme £dge, the leading contribution to the interference
current is predicted to be absent if the number of enclosesliQ&dd and present otherwise, as a consequence
of the non-abelian QP statistics. The situation is more dimaed, however, if a localized QP is close enough
to the boundary so that it can exchange a Majorana fermiadm tivé edge via a tunneling process. Here, we
derive an exact solution for the dependence of the intaré&reurrent on the coupling strength for this tunneling
process, and confirm a previous prediction that for suffityestrong coupling, the localized QP is effectively
incorporated in the edge and no longer affects the interergoattern. We confirm that the dimensionless
coupling strength can be tuned by the source-drain voltggwe find that not only does the magnitude of the
even-odd effect change with the strength of bulk-edge @ogpbut in addition, there is a universal shift in the
interference phase as a function of coupling strength. Sowpécations for experiments are discussed at the
end.

I. INTRODUCTION Majorana operators associated with two such vortices can be
combined into a complex fermion and constitute a two level

Quantum mechanical systems with topological excitationsSyStem]c Sﬁ.'table 1;0r qluantum mfongatu;]n progessmg. The
are, in principle, ideally qualified for quantum informatio Staté of this two level system can be changed by moving a

processing as the state of the topological sector is noSaccethIrOI QP around one partner of the paibepending on the

sible to local operators, and hence local perturbationaaan occupancy of this two level system, the interference phbse o

lead to decoherence. The best studied example of topologidin€d by a partial wave that encircles the two level system

cally ordered states are fractional quantum Hall (QH) syiste IS predlcteo! to chang_e b1y._ More ge_nerally, the influence
where braiding of quasiparticles changes the ground sta f bulk part|c_les localized inside the interference celltpa .
wave function. While in conventional QH states with odd de- abry-Perot mterferenpe phase can be used to proylde evi-
nominator filling fraction only the phase of the wave funatio 9€NCe for the non-abelian character of 5/2-QP excitations.
is changed by quasiparticle (QP) braids, the morereceilyd  As an example, we may consider the phase change when
covered quantum Hall state at filling fraction 5/2 is expdcte voltage is applied to an ideal side gate, which is able to vary
to support non-abelian QPs, whose braiding corresponds titie aread enclosed by the interferometer path, without chang-
transformations in a degenerate ground state mantfolthe  ing the electron density inside. If the interference sigsal
ground state degeneracy can be used to store information raused by backscattering ef4 quasiparticles at the con-
the form of quantum bits, with one qubit for a pair of QPs, andstrictions of the interferometer, and if there are no loeadi
guantum gate operations may be performed by the braiding d®Ps inside the loop, then the phase of the interferometer sig
QPs. In principle, the read-out of quantum bits is possille b nal will change by27 when the area is varied by an amount
means of interference experimeats AA = 49,/ B, whereB is the magnetic field strength adg

One possib|e device for the readout of a t0p0|ogica| quani.s the flux quantum for an electron. For an odd number of bulk
tum bit is the Fabry-Perot interferometer. It consists ofQPS inside the interferometer cell, however, the leading-si
two narrow constrictions in a Hall bar which act as quan-soidal dependence of the interference current on this phase
tum point contacts and allow backscattering between counte€xpected to vanish, while it is restored for an even number of
propagating edges modes. Interference between partigsvavbulk QPs# This dependence of the interference signal on
backscattered at the first and at the second quantum point cotiie parity of bulk QPs in the interferometer cell constiute
tact is sensitive to the phase acquired during a trip aroned t the so-called even-odd effect.
interferometer cell. Proposals for using a Fabry-Peretfat- In order for the even-odd effect to be observable, it is nec-
ometer for the readout of a topological quantum bit rely @ th essary that the quantum state of the localized QPs remain in-
fact that there is a relative change of the interferenceghgs  dependent of time during the course of the current measure-
= depending on the state of the qubit enclosed in the’déll.  ment. This can be a problem, in real systems, because of tun-

The 5/2 quantum Hall state can be described as a p-wave snel coupling between the bulk QPs and the edge. In principle,
perconductor of composite fermiof#n this picture, QP exci- one can imagine two types of tunnel couplings: tunneling of
tations are vortices accompanied by an electric charggét. chargec:/4 QPs into and out of the interferometer éetind
These vortices have a zero energy bound state at their coregupling between bulk Majorana degrees of freedom and the
which is described by a Majorana degree of freedom. Thé/lajorana mode along the edge. The former process should be
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suppressed by the requirement of charge neutrality duesto th  The manuscript is organized as follows: in section Il we

Coulomb interaction, which is expected to be strong in smalintroduce our model in a continuum formulation; in section

interference devices. The latter process is likely to beeeixp 11l we discuss the implications of our exact solution for in-

mentally relevant, and it is this process which is the fodus oterference experiments; in section IV we describe theckatti

the current paper. formulation of the model; in section V we derive the exact
As tunnel matrix elements typically depend on distance insolution of the lattice model; and in section VI we present an

an exponential way, QPs localized near the sample edge camterpretation of this solution in terms of a resummed pertu

have a sizable tunnel coupling. In device geometries definebdation theory. In section VIl we conclude with a discussion

by etch trenches or top gates, the electron density typicallof our main results and some additional comments on their

changes from its maximum value to zero over a distance ofpplication to experiments. While sections |, Il, lll, andl V

many magnetic lengths, such that one can expect the fillingre intended for the more general reader, sections IV to&/| ar

factor to deviate from the ideal value of 5/2 in some regionmore mathematical and describe the derivation of our result

near the interfering edge states. However, any deviatmm fr in some detail.

the ideal filling fraction 5/2 implies a finite density of QPRsan

the edge. Due to the spatial proximity to the interferingeedg

states, these localized QPs can have a significant tunnel cou I1.  CONTINUUM MODEL

pling to the edge, and a realistic description of a non-abeli

Fabry-Perot interferometer needs to take bulk-edge cogpli  The model we consider is a Hall bar parallel to thexis

into account. with two quantum point contact8:1%111213see Fig. 1. In
The case of one weakly coupled bulk QP was analyzed ifthe absence of any coupling to bulk quasiparticles the upper

perturbation theory by Overbosch and Weand the case (u) and lower ¢) edges of thes = 5/2 state are described by

of two bulk QPs coupled to opposite edges was studie@wo charged boson fields, (), #4(z) and two neutral Majo-

by the present autho#8.While for weak coupling, an ana- rana fermion fields), (z), ¢’4(x). The Lagrangian density for

lytic perturbative solution was possible, the strong coupl  the boson field on each edge is that of a chiral Luttingerdiqui

regime was analyzed numerically for a lattice model. It waswith velocity v,.

found that atl’ = 0, the dimensionless parameter describ- )

mggthe sirength of thg bulk-edge couphng may be written as Ll = — 0.0, (0:0p 100 ) 0 . (2)

A% Jv,|e* V|, where) is the tunnel-coupling strength,, is 4

the velocity of the Maj_orana edge modéjs the source-drain Here,r = u,d denotes the upper and lower edge, and the

voltage, anc:™ = e/4 is the QP charge. For small values of plus sign goes with: = u, the minus sign with- = d. The

th|s_ parameter, bulk QI_Ds effectively decouple from the edgecharge density is given by, — %896%_ For simplicity we

while for a large coupling strength they are absorbed by thee( ;" 1 \yhen no confusion results. The Majorana fields

edge. In this manuscript, we present an exact solution ®r thecqde the non-abelian properties of the 5/2-state, their L
influence of bulk-edge coupling on the magnitude and phasﬁrangian densities are

of interference in a non-abelian Fabry-Perot interfer@net
For example, we analyze the case of a single bulk QP whose
Majorana mode is coupled to one edge of the interferometer.
We find that the interference current can be exactly evatuat
in the regime where the lengtrof the interferometer is short
compared tdw,, /e*V. The interference current is reduced
relative to the case of no bulk impurity by the modulus of

£ = (@) (0 % 000 () ©

eWithin the p-wave superconductivity picture of the 5/2tsta
QPs with a charge-e/4 are vortices of the superconductor,
which have Majorana bound states at their core. In our model,
there are two localized bulk QPs which carry a zero mode
B2 i vnle*V| -3 Majorana each, described by a localized Majorana operator.
Jmp | ——7 | = S . (1) We denote the two bulk Majorana operatorslhy, I'y, with
Up|e* V| 2 hA TR . L
. _ _ _ the subscript indicating the edge to which the quasiparticl
and the interference phase is shifted by the phase of this exouples. In the absence of coupling, the Lagrangians oéthes
pression. Thus, in the presence of bulk-edge coupling theulk Majorana modes are
even-odd effect is modified in an important way: instead of
the absence of the leading harmonic of the interference cur- [ — 11“ o.T 4)
. . . . b rYrlor .
rent, this harmonic grows with decreasing voltage at a rate 4

which is enhanced relative to the behavior in the absence Qfe g3ssume the two bulk QPs to be spatially well separated
a bulk Majorana mode (the intensity grows 1/V' instead  om each other such that there is no coupling between the
of o 1/v/V in the high voltage regime). In addition, there Majorana modes, andr', associated with them. The two-

is a universal phase shift ef™/* in the low voltage regime  gimensional Hilbert space created by these Majorana medes i
relative to the high voltage regime. The result ED).i6 i spanned by the two eigenvectors of the operafql’y. The
agreement with previous perturbative and numerical result coupling of I',, to the upper edge anid, to the lower edge,

The result Eq[I) predicts interference contrast and phase fofyoth atz — =, is described by the Lagrangian density
arbitrary coupling strength and should be relevant for the i

terpretation o, = 5/2 interference experiments. Lp—e =1 [Authu ()T + Aga(x)Tq] 6(z — ) . (5)




Bulk-edge coupling gives rise to tunneling timeg. = -b/2 Xo b/2

(A2 /2v,)~ 1. In order to judge the effect of bulk-edge cou- | N

pling on the interference signal, the tunneling time haseo b ~ e 7
9 A0 !

compared to the geometric timig = b/v,, needed to move I r D

between the two constrictions separated by a distapaad n 1 Sy

to the voltage timgy = h/e*V, which can be interpreted : Ly :

as the extension in time of a QP wave packet. In the limit ¢ —~ Ay [P

ty > t, in which the interference signal is most clearly seen,
the effective strength of bulk-edge coupling is given byrtee
tio ty /tx. As we shall see, if this ratio is much smaller than
one, the. bl."k state is effectively decoupled from t_he Edgé.’ a per edge at spatial positian= xo, another one to the lower edge at
if the ratio is much larger than one, th? bulk state is ?m the same position. For the derivation of the exact solutioa,bulk
absorbed by the edge and does not influence the interferenggjoranas are positioned at the boundary of the interfeterrgzll
signal any moré? with zo = b/2.

A chargee/4 QP consists of a charge part and the neutral
Majorana mode associated with it. The operator that tunnels
a quasiparticle across a constriction is the product of aggha
partand a neutral part which encodes the non-abeliantgtatis
of quasiparticles. The tunneling part of the Hamiltonian is

FIG. 1: Interferometer with quasi-particle tunneling atsipions
—b/2 andb/2. One localized Majorana mode couples to the up-

with » = u, d, and the minus sign going with the upper edge.
We will discuss an alternative expression for the neutnad tu

Hywn =T +T" . (6) neling operator in the next paragraph. The factoilofl'y
in the second term of Eq[/) is included to account for the
where wrapping of a tunneling quasiparticle at position= b/2
around the two localized quasiparticles. This factor ipoes
T =e* VtnCoNL + nrCrNRIT 4] (7)  sible for ther phase shift between the interference patterns

corresponding to the two eigenvectorsbf,I" ;.
transfers a quasiparticle from the lower to the upper edge
through the left( L) and right(R) constrictions respectively, ~ The neutral part of the tunneling operator can be expressed
and its hermitian conjugat&! similarly transfers a quasipar- N & more intuitive way by using the parity operator for the
ticle from the upper to the lower edge. Alternatively, ona ca Part of the system to the left of the tunneling site. We arrive
say that?" transfers a quasihole from the upper to the lower@t this formulation by representing the 5/2 state as a p-wave
edge, and thal™" transfers a quasihole from lower to upper superconductor of composite fermiéndn this picture, the

. ' quasiparticle with charge/4 is a vortex of the superconduc-
edge. The operatoty, () andN (r) will be defined below. o 5 superconducting phase change2bywhen encir-

cling the vortex so that the condensate wave function ideing
valued. As a Cooper pair has two fermions, the phase of the
fermionic wave function changes only lywhen encircling

the vortex, and there has to be a branch cut in the phase field
seen by unpaired fermions to make their wave function single
valued. For this reason, every vortex drags behind it a ranc
cut in the phase field of unpaired fermions. The phase jump
of = across the branch cut shows up as the minus sign in the
commutation relation Eq{): while a Majorana operator at
spatial coordinatg > x¢ is not affected by the tunneling of

a charge:/4 QP as described byaoperator, fory < z( the
Majorana operator acquires an extra minus sign.

The Aharonov-Bohm phase is absorbed into the relative pha

between the tunneling coefficienig andng. Here,V is the
voltage difference between the two edges, @ne- ¢/4 is the
quasiparticle charge. Correspondingly, the current dpers
given by

(8)
The operators

i(Pu(Fb/2)—Pa(F0/2))/2

(9)

Cury=e

are the charge part of the tunneling operator, operatingpen t
charge mode. The factdr/2 in the exponential reflects the

d

Alternatively, the minus sign a Majorana operator acquires

fact that the QP charge/4 is one half of the "natural” charge When crossing the branch cut left behind byegit QP can be

of a state with filling fractions = 1/2.

described by an operator which shifts the phase of fermigns b

The neutral parts of the tunneling operators can be ex@- This operator can be found by using an analogy with spatial

pressed as spin fields of an Ising GET

NL(R) = Uu($b/2)0d($b/2) . (10)

translations. A spatial translation by a distamds described
by the exponentialxp(ipa), wherep is the momentum conju-
gate to the spatial coordinate which is shiftedidoyn order to
describe a "phase translation”, we need the exponenti&leof t

Theo operators can be defined through their operation on theperator conjugate to the phase operator. In a supercamduct

Majorana fermion fields a$

Yr(y)or(zo) = Fsgn(zo — y)or(zo)r(y)  (11)

phase and number of cooper pairs are conjugate so that the
Cooper pair number operator generates phase shifts. At zero
temperature, the Cooper pair density is just half the edectr



densitys(x), and the operator I11. SIGNATURESOF BULK-EDGE COUPLING IN THE
. . INTERFERENCE CURRENT
P(—o00,z) = €m0 (12)
— o Jacag Iri(r) To lowest order in the tunnel couplings, nr, the expec-

. . tation value of the interference contribution to the baeksc
generates a relative phase shiftrobetween operators(y)  tered current can be obtained using linear response thiory.
with y < ¢ andy > xo, respectively. ASV(—oo, o) isthe  this approach, the perturbation is the tunneling Hamitani
fermion number operator for the regian< o, the opera-  gq. [f) and [7). Starting from the relation
tor e?™V(=2.70) s just the parity of the number of fermions
to the left of 2, and we identify the operataP(—oo, z¢) 0 1 /o
defined in Eq.[T2) as the parity operator. When evaluating

~ih
P(—o00,20)¢(y) for y < x, the change in particle num- ) ) o
ber due to the action af,.(y) is included in the evaluation of We find after some algebra that the interference contributio

P(—oo, xo) and changes its value by minus one, while for thetO the backscattered current is given by

opposite operator order, (y) P(—oo, o) this is not the case. der oo
In this way, Eq.[[d) is reproduced foy < 2, when making ~ fint = ﬁRe ”7L77R/
the identification

dt<[J(O)a Htun(t)]> ’ (16)

— 00

dte—i€ Vt/h {(Trcz (7)Cr(0))

— 00

, (A7)

T—it+0

o (0)oa(z0) = Ploo. ) . a3 x <TTNL(T)NR(o)z'ru(o)rd(o»}

Clearly, fory > x, the order ofP(—oco, 7o) and,(y) does  whereT’ is the time ordering operator, adds the short time
not influence the value aP(—oo, ), and Eq.[[J) is repro-  cutoff of the theory. Using the definition E@)( the expecta-

duced again. tion value of the charged correlator can be directly evaldiat
In the following, it will be useful to decompose the as

parity operator_into a bulk parB,uix mea§uring the par- s51/4

ity of bulk Majoranas and an edge paf.ge. In or- (T.Cl (1)Cr(0)) = (18)

. 2 2 /02]1/8
der to keep our model simple, we assume that any local- [T + 02 /ve]V

ized QPs in the regiom < —b/2 are far from the edge,

so that the occupation numbe_r of their associated Majoéan be obtained from the representation ) by using the
rana state_s do not cha_mge during the course of the_ EXP&he conformal dimensioh, = %6 of theo-field in the expres-
iment. Since the parity operator factorizes according to

. . . sion for CFT correlation functiodd One finds
Pouik(—00,b/2) = Poyik(—00, —b/2) Poui(—b/2,b/2), un-

In the absence of bulk-edge coupling, the neutral correlato

der the above assumption it is sufficient to include only + §1/4
Pouik(—b/2,b/2) in the tunneling operator for the right con- (TrNL(T)NR(0)) ity 2 + b2/v2]1/8 - (19)
striction. In our model, there are only two bulk Majorahas n

I'q inside the interferometer cell withb/2 < x < b/2. Their  ajternatively, it can be calculated by using a bosonized ver
parity is determined by the operatdr,I's, which indeed ap-  gjon of Eq. [[4). Using the lattice model described in the next
pears as a factor in the definition EQ) of the tunneling op-  gection, we have been able to obtain an exact solution for the

erator. neutral correlation function in the presence of two impesit

As the bulk part of the parity operator is fully described 4¢ To = % one of them coupled to the upper edge and the

by the factoril",I'4 in the tunneling Hamiltonian, the neutral gocong coupled to the lower edge. From ) (ve find
operators\V;, r can be expressed in terms of the edge parity

operator. In order to find an explicit expression for it, we ex 95% /b2 2
press the particle density on upper and lower edge togesher a(TTNz(T)NR(O)iFu(O)Fd(O)) = (—2 + 72)
Pedge(T) = by (2)1q(z) and find Tn \Vn
) - ) ki(b—ivnr)/vi 2 . 2
Pcdgc(_ooy xO) — i f—go dx i)y, 1ha ) (14) X/\u [6 KO()\u (b ZUWT)/vn)}
As the edge parity operator factorizes in the same way as the XAd [6’\3(“””7)/”3 Ko (A7(b+ ivnT)/Ui)] ;
bulk parity operator, the equal time neutral correlationctu (20)

tion (N (—=b/2)N'(b/2)) = (Peage(—b/2,b/2)) is given by
the expectation value of the edge parity operator for therint  where K (z) is the modified Bessel function of order zero.
ferometer cell Using this expression in EqLY), the interference current can
in [P2. daidutby be evaluated for arbitrary system size, bulk edge coupdingd,
Peage(—b/2,b/2) = ¢ IZbztrtinbe (15 Al ratios ofu,, /v.. For illlilst?/ative purposes, wgevalufﬁe gow
This expression will be useful for the treatment of the ¢&tti  the interference current in the regime of small interferome
modelintroduced in section IV. In the framework of thisilegt ~ ter lengthb, in which the interference contrast is highest and
model, the edge parity operator reduces to a product ovar locwhere the sizé of the interferometer cell can be set to zero.
parity operators. In addition, we will concentrate on a situation with only one



impurity present in the bulk, sdy,,. This situation can be de-
scribed by sendinéfé — oo in Eq. 20) such that the impu-
rity degree of freedory is effectively absorbed by the edge.
This situation has the benefit of being more easily integutet
than the two impurity case. We will see that the visibility of
the interference signal grows from zero to one as the cogiplin
strength is increased. We define= —e*V/h and find

08| J

|‘Jimp(x)|

N
=
T
|

de* 021 3

Ay
- A (21)

v Un ooff,

\/5/00 dtei et [ el Ky [%(t - i‘s)] 0 X
x4/ = e™'Im ;
) —2 +i5t)

Ling = Re injnrVs

ol
S}
w
g

de* [om N A2
A [”L”R*mp <w—>}

with

arglJ,,(x)]
wi?l

1
1+ 5
To evaluate the time integral in E@J), we split the domain
of integration into negative and positive times. In each-sub
domain, the square roots of time in numerator and denom- _ \2h ]
inator cancel up to a phase factor so that the integral is §'C- 2 Modulus and argument of the factl., (— =+, ) describ-
Fourier integral of Bessel functions, which can be found inm_g the modification of the interference current due to kedige cou-
the literaturé®. For positive arguments, the Bessel functionp“ng'

Ky(x) is real, while for negative arguments < 0, Ky(x)

has a cut along the real axis and can be decomposed into real ) ) )

and imaginary part according o (z — i0) = Ko(—z) + the non-abel_lan part of charglee_/4 particles. Alternatively,

inlo(—z). the non-abellan phase can be inferred from the fact 'Fhat non-
With respect to the case without bulk impurity, the interfer @P€lian QHs behave relative to each other as bosons if teey ar

ence signal is modified by the additional facfg,, (A2 /wuv,,) in the | fusion channel, i.e. thatlasbellan and non-abehap pa

in Eq. 22). The modulus off;,,, reduces the amplitude of in- of the phase cancel each oth&!® Hence, the non-abelian

terference oscillations for small values X /wv,,, while the ~ Phase has to compensate the abelian p%ﬁé found from
argument of/;.,, gives rise to a phase shift. Both modulus the operator product expansion of tw*)/> QH operators.
and phase of,,,(x) are displayed in Fig. 2. The expansion
of Jimp () for small arguments (weak tunneling or large volt-
age) is

Jimp () = (22)

o[
—_
[N}
w
L

IV. LATTICE VERSION OF THE CONTINUUM MODEL

Jmp(x) = (1 =iz + (1+i)2%? + O(z3) . (23) . o
In order to evaluate neutral correlation functions in thespr
The expansion for large arguments (strong coupling exparence of bulk-edge coupling beyond perturbation theory, we

sion) is develop a lattice description of the continuum model intro-
. duced in section Il. For the lattice model, the parity expect
Jmp(r) = 1 — Lo LQ + 0 (7% . (24)  tion value can be evaluated numerically for arbitrary sjtbn
dr 32z of bulk edge couplin, and in section V we will derive the

Interestingly, bulk edge coupling not only reduces the-visi €act solution Eq2Q) by using the inversion formutd for
bility of interference oscillations but also contributeplase ~ SO-called Hilbert type matrices. We shall first concentoate
shift of /4 between the weak and strong coupling limit. This the equal time correlation function

universal phase shift as a function of voltage is a signature

of bulk-edge coupling in a non-abelian interferometer. The NLNR) = (Pedge(—b/2,b/2)) = (B) ,  (25)
phase:—""/* characteristic of the weak coupling limit can be

interpreted as the non-abelian part of the phase acquired hyhereP(—b/2,0/2) is the edge parity operator for the up and
two charge—¢/4 QHs encircling each other in the clockwise down Majorana modes as defined in EZB)( As a first step
direction. This phase factor agrees with that obtained filten  towards defining a lattice version of this operator, we cd&isi
CFT correlation function of twe-operators, which describe a one-dimensional model of complex lattice fermions defined



by the Hamiltonian sufficient to consider the-Majorana mode only. We can now
identify the right-moving branch of with the upper edge and
Hyn = _Un (C;HCJ' + C;Cjﬂ) , (26)  the left-moving branch with the lower edge.
2a FE States with momenta betweenr and 0 are occupied,

. ) ) hence the zero temperature correlation function is given by
where the sum runs over lattice pointsand the lattice con-

stant is denoted by. The kinetic energy describes a disper- _ _ [1 _ (_1)3‘—1}
(ivjn) = 2i / 7

ko
71

sion relation
< 2T

. (31)

1
_ - ™
(k) I cosk <k< 27)
€ = —— , —T ™ . ) . i . i )
a The correlation function vanishes;if— [ is even, and is odd

under exchange gfandl. The parity expectation value for a
b . . . 2 system of a right moving and a left moving Majorana mode is
N = 2, the equal time parity expectation value for the com-

plex lattice fermions is given by given by

We study the model at half filling witkrz = Z. Defining

<ei”2fﬁmc§%> = I Gde-1). @9 (By) = ( NH i (Vivg)) = y/det((iv;vy) - (32)
— Nl BERAN]

It is expressed as the expectation value of a product ot¢atti Ther.h.s. of EqZD) is positive as required because the eigen-
operators. In order to make contact with a non-abelian 5/2values of the matrix of correlation functior{sy;; ) occur

edge, we define Majorana operators in pairs+i\ with real \. When evaluating the determinant
for different system sizes numerically, on finds that it deca
v = eI/ ey 4 e UT/2 c;, (29a) asN~'/*in agreement with the analytical result obtained by
1 N usingo—correlators in the Ising CFT.
v = ;(6””/2 c; — e /2 CD (29Db) We next want to calculate the influence of localized bulk
o t modes on the parity expectation value. More specifically, we
WY = 266 -1 (29¢)  need to calculate the expectation value
This transformation corresponds to a boost to the right ngpvi
Fermi point. The left moving Fermi point now corresponds to (Pp,imp) = (1Tl H (Vi) - (33)
the momentum-=. Using the equality Eq[2Qd), the parity —Yj<d

expectation value EJZB) can be expressed as the expectation

value of a product off and¥ operators. As the Hamiltonianis In order to evaluate this expectation value, we need to know
quadratic, Wicks'’s theorem can be used to evaluate the expethe edge-edge, the impurity-impurity, and the impuritged
tation value of this product as the Pfaffian form of the matrixcorrelation functions in the presence of a coupling between

of correlation functions. The Hamiltonians for the and~- impurities and edge. The lattice version of the bulk-edge co
mode are pling Eq. B) is
v ™ dk
= o5 I dk Ay Ad
H Ta ) 51—k sin(k) vk (B0a) 4 o /% F(k) [Z%Pu% n l%FdW—%Hk] _
{ n [Tk ink) 5 34
"= - =7k sin(k) Yx . (30b) (34)

Here, f(k) = f(—k) is unity for momenta& < 1 and drops
rapidly to zero for larger momenta, such that the dispersion
As there is no coupling term between the two Majo-relation can be linearized around the two Fermi points. A&s th
rana modes, the correlation function matrix decomposesiamiltonian for bulk and edge Majorana states is quadratic,

into a block with~—correlators and another block wifx+  all correlation functions needed for the evaluation of the p
correlators. Although we initially need both modes to write ity expectation value Eq38) can be evaluated exactly. After
down an expression for the local parity operator, the deterintegrating out the edge Majorana modes, one obtains an ef-
minant of the correlation function matrix factorizes andsit fective action for the bulk states

da _p 2T

T 1€n dq ) 1€n, dq .
mp = — Ty(—en)[——= 4+ X2 [ —= r Ta(—en) | —— + X2 | — — r
S = 5 2 [Pulen) (<57 38 [ L1t ) (o) + Taen) (<5 38 | 5L)Glen, 2k )
(35)
[
Here, denotes the edge Green function in the absence of scattering

Golien, k) = (36)

i€, — 2= sin(k)



en = (2n + 1)kgT/h is a fermionic Matsubara frequency, with v = 0.57721... denoting Euler’s constant. Although it is
and 7' denotes temperature. Although we use a finite temnot needed for the calculations presented in this manuscrip
perature formalism here, we will focus on the zero temperwe would like to mention the result for the edge-edge corre-
ature case in the end. As there is no coupling between thiation function in the presence of bulk-edge coupling, whic
bulk Majorana states, the impurity-impurity correlatomva was used to obtain the numerical result for the reductiotofac
ishes(iI",I'y) = 0. The correlation functions between im- in Ref.[10. Itis given by

purity and edge operators are given by

(iCu(—e)v(er)) = Golie, k) f(k) % (37) 0 Whimp = . ﬁ L= *3)
S TS e
(ITal=a)y(a)) = Goliak — 2kr) £(1) % [0()O(~1) — 6(—)O(0)
<(Ca(—e)Cae)) 1y (-1t 240 250502y 231 - f)a/ed]
Due to chirality, the edge-edge correlation function;) % [@(—j)@(l)n— 0(j)0(-1)] .

depends on the bulk-edge coupling strengths\,, only if
the coupling to the impurity occurs between the two lattice

sites! and!’. As only edge-edge correlation functions with  \, ExACT SOLUTION FOR PARITY CORREL ATION
both! and!’ inside the interferometer cell are needed for the FUNCTION WITH IMPURITIES
evaluation of Eq[33), these edge-edge correlators become in-

dependent of the bulk-edge coupling strengthsifpe= b/2,
i.e. for impurities coupling to the boundary of the intedir-
eter cell. In order to simplify the task of calculating thél fu
neutral correlation function including bulk-edge couplimve

As explained in the last section, we consider a geometry
where the bulk impurity couples to the edge at the boundary
of the interferometer cell, i.e:o = b/2. This geometry some-
will adopta = b/2 in the following. what simplifies calculations because now the edge-edge cor-

. . relation function does not have an |mpur|ty contributioor F
In order to extract the universal long distance behavior a/\d )
of correlation functions, we linearize the dispersion tiern ~ €ase of notation, we assu ﬁé‘ = A% in the follow-

around the two Fermi points and remove the momentum cuthg, the generalization to two dn‘ferent couplings is it
off when possible. In this way, the Fourier transfofmofa  forward.

function f [“ sin k| becomes Again we will be calculating a correlation function by using
/2 Wick’s theorem to rewrite that correlation function as sedet
£ = / 'ijf [ sin k} minant analogous to EJ3%). However, here we will calcu-
! 37/2 27 late the more complicated correlation function EEZ)( We
. ‘ denote the matrix of correlation functions, whose deteamin
~ (- +1) / %f {j } et (38)  needs to be calculated, l6y All diagonal elements of van-

ish. We adopt a bra-ket notation in the following and denote a
The first term with a rapidly oscillating position dependersc  position along the edge Hy), and the two bulk impurities by
due to integrating over momenter/2 < k — 7/2, whereas  |u), |d). The edge-edge correlation function is then given by
the second term with a smooth position dependence is dug|C|;’), the bulk-edge correlation is
to integration over momentarn/2 < k < w/2. With the

help of this formula and regularizing momentum integrals as ) 22 gy 2.
L [o dke*ti = 1L expression EqE]) is easily UlCl) = C E1(2X5)
reproduced in the limity — 0. For the bulk-edge correlation _ 22X o2 9.
. ' Cld) = (1) —e**7E1(2A . 44
functions, one finds (lCld) = (=1)'—e 1(2A%5) (44)

(iTy;) = 2Xuv/a ePudalv g (2X2ja/v?) | (39)  The impurity-impurity correlation function igu|C|d) =

MU (d|Clu) = 0. Our result is again a square root of a determi-
, B 2\av/a 2N2a/v? nant, and the determinantis the product of all eigenvaluess.
(iCay;) = (=1)7 — 2y (2037a/v7)-(40) i agsume we know the eigenvalues of the edge-edge part. For

small A, the bulk-edge correlation functiong|C|u), (j|C|d)
are of order\ In? \, and the leading contribution to the deter-
Fi(z) = /°° dt et (41) minant is obtained by multiplying the determinant of theedg
1 t edge correlators with the perturbatively calculated eigén
ues of the impurity-impurity part of the matrix. Althougheth
eigenvalues are calculated perturbatively\inwhich is pro-
Ei(z) - —y—Inz for z =0, (42)  portional to the lattice constant and goes to zero in theigont
e T uum limit, the final result is valid even in the strong couglin
Ei(z) — o for x — oo regime with large\N. The square root of the product of these

Here, the exponential integral is defined as

It has the asymptotic expansions



two eigenvalues is the reduction fact®(b), i.e. the ratio with
. (NLNRil', I'g) Dpp =C° , | = g; (52)
R= NN (45) =+ = o — ) — 1

of the neutral expectation value in the presence of two impu$€® Eq.&D. Then,

rities to the expectation value without impurities. 1\ (p-1
Without bulk-edge couplingC has two zero eigenvalues. {n+[C =) = (D )nn/ ' (53)

To determine the shift of these zero eigenvalues due to th5irices of the form oD are known as Hilbert-type, and us-

coupling between impurities and edges, we use second ordﬁ_{g the inversion formula derived by Trench Scheitfoke
perturbation theory to calculate the effective matrix e3@8 4 that the inverse db is given by

(u|C|d)eqr due to "virtual transitions” of a bulk Majorana to

the edge and back. Up to a sign, the reduction factor is then | T 1 1
equal to this effective matrix element, D )mn - Zm qg {1 - m] (54)
R = (u|Cld)est - 46 1
(ulCld)es (46) XH[1—2( J
To calculate the effective matrix element, we change to a new s#N nes
basis 11 TEemrEedom
T an-m—-L1 TmI(1+Z%-—
@ =) +ld) . )=l —ld) . @) PRI " (; "
I'n—35)I'(5+5 —n

. . . . X 2 2 2 . 55

In the new basis}a) only couples to even lattice sites, while D)l (1+ % —n) (55)

|b) only couples to odd ones. To exploit this, it is useful to
decompose the lattice into even and odd sites according to  5q \ve will finally take the limitN — oo with N'A2 fixed, we
1 1 can use Sterling’s formula to simplify
Jj=2n+ 5(1+a) , J= 2n’+§(1+0/) . (48)
oy 11 m [1+5—n

We assume that the number of lattice sidéss even such that (D )mn Tan—m-t\V a1+ (56)
this decomposition works. Then,runs from0 to N/2, and 2 2

o = +1 determines whether the lattice site is even or odd. I'xg the formula EqM9) uses only the symmetric part bf !

analogy to Eq.48), we use arjno) basis in the following, ;e symmetrize and obtain
where|no) = |j) with j given by Eq.[@8). Denoting the

eigenvectors of the bulk-bulk pa@® of C by |e;) and the (D‘l) N +2 1
corresponding eigenvalues By, the effective matrix element evenmn g N N :
betweera) and|b) state is given by Vm”\/(1 +3-n)(3 +1 (_ ")L
57
N Taking everything together, the reduction factor is
b|Cler) (e;|Cla
OlClayn = 3 Llclenlelcle) (@9) 2
=1 2 [ 5
oy 1 _N+2/4) aX2n 2 1
= D (ICINIC) ") (' [Cla) R=—1 <7> [Z B (IXn) ——e— .
7,3 n—1 \/ﬁ 5 “+ 1—n
— 0y—1y,,7/ ! (58)
- Z<b|C|n+)<n +(C)7 ' =) —[Cla) Taking the continuum limit, one finds
, AZN 2
with (see Eq.40 R = XN / e By (22)
AN 452 ) ™ |Jo (A2N —x)
(b|Cn+) = (n — |Cla) = —e™ "Ey (4\°n) . (50) 5 2
W (4X°n) = vnN2 VK (V)] (59)
7T

The physical interpretation of the effective matrix eleinen

Eq. @9 is that the|a) bulk state makes a virtual transition For the evaluation of the integral in the last equation, velus
to the edge and then back to t}b state. For this reason, the the integral representation E@I) for £, (z) and evaluated
double sum in the second line of E@Y runs over edge states thez-integral in terms of a modified Bessel functifyx), for

only. In order to calculate matrix elements(@®) !, we use ~ details see Ref. 16. The remaining integral is again taedlat
the fact that in the:, o basisC® has the form in Ref.[16. One sees that the reduction factor is the square of

reduction factors due to the two individual impurities. fusi
co_ ( 0 D ) (51) the asymptotic behavior of the zeroth order modified Bessel

_pdT o function Ko(z) ~ —Inz for = — 0 andKo(z) = \/&e™*
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for z — oo, we find the asymptotic behavior of the reduction The o, 0,4, -correlation function appearing in the lowest or-

factor der expression Ed4) is not modified in the perturbative ex-
pansion due to the special choiecg = b/2, which implies

RN <« 1) = 2/\2]\; (m /\QN)2 , that the chirab, 0,1, -correlation function is only evaluated

T for spatial arguments < x,. As one can see for example
RN —o0) = 1. (60)  from the edge-Majorana correlation function EG4) bulk-

edge coupling is only important if one spatial argument is to
Because of the chirality of upper and lower edge, the timghe |eft and another one to the rightaaf.
dependence of the exact solution can be obtained by regIaCin Since upper and lower edge decoup]e in perturbation theory
b — b — 7 in the factor describing the upper edge @né>  (modulo fusion channels), we consider only one impurity-cou
b+ i in the factor describing the lower edge in EG9(such  pled to one edge, say the upper edge. We start by calculating

that the time dependent reduction factor is given by the neutral equal time correlation function
R(b,T) = Audd 2 /b2 + v272 (61) 1, = <Uu(_b/2)0u(b/2)\/2FU> (63)

™

1)2
. . in perturbation theory. The lowest order contributic¥ is
X {e’\i(b"'w"ﬂ/vi[{o (/\Z(b + Z.’UnT)/vZ)} P Y
b

- o b b
X {eAi(b*i”nT)/”iKo (Az(b—’n}nT/’Ui)} . Ii(tl) = _ﬂAu[iT<Trau(_§aO+)Uu(§ao_)wu(557)>0

This extension of the static solution to finite time diffeces

can be justified by considering the case of one bulk impurityThis expression is logarithmically divergent and needseo b
coupled to one of the edges, say the upper one, first. Then, wegularized by a cutoff on the time integral, which in Ref. 10

define a neutral correlation function was inserted by hand. However, when resumming the in-
: finite set of diagrams which turns the zero order correlator
Nu(@a, 72501, 71520) = (Trou(z2, 72)ow (21, 1) VilW) into the full correlator, the integral becomes finite and we a

(62)  able to reproduce the exact solution for the reduction fanto
which in principle could depend on the four argumentszs,  Eq. 59). In order to verify this proposition, we calculate the
71, T2 and the parameter, (position of bulk-edge coupling) expression Eqid4) with (7T, (7)[',(0)) replaced by the
separately. As the impurity is static, there is translalon-  fyll correlation function(7, T, (7)I",(0)). From the action
variance in time andV,, can only depend on the difference Eq. 35) we find in frequency space
79 — 71. AS we consider a situation where the impurity is cou-
pled to a point inside the cell, we hawvg < zy. Then, due — (Tu(—&)Tula)) = .2 _ (65)
to chirality, the fields,, (22, 72 ) is not influenced by bulk-edge “ “ i€, + 2 signe
coupling and does not dependsnandr, separately but only "
on the combination:, + i72, and it satisfies the differential After calculating the Fourier transform to Matsubara time w
equation(d,, + 10, )0 (z2,72) = 0. If we restrict ourselves find
to time differences,; — m; # 0 different from zero, the corre- 1 o,
lation functionV,, satisfies the same differential equation and — (7 I",,(7)I',(0)) = —Im [e‘””u/”" Ey (—2‘72)\3/%)}

can for this reason only depend on the variablesi(m — 1) g (66)

andz;. However, from Eq.§9 we see that the static corre- The calculation can be expressed in a more compact fashion
lation function only depends on the difference— z3, sowe  py defining
can conclude tha\,, (z2, 72; z1, 71; 7o) is a function of the

single variabler; — x5 — i(72 — 71 ), and that the correct an- ) — 1 =220 /vn B (— 9 )\2 67
alytic continuation of Eq.H9) is indeed given by replacing 9(=2) T Hm22Au/vn) - (©7)

b= b—irwithd =2, —xp andr = —n. Theanalylic |, yqition. we make use of the CFT correlation function
continuation for the lower edge can be derived by a similar

argument. 1 3
(0 (=b/2,04)0,(b/2,0=)10, (b/2,7))0 = —— (=b)®
V2T
1
VI. INTERPRETATION IN TERMSOF RESUMMED X? . (68)
PERTURBATION THEORY (b+ir)ir

_ _ _ Note that the additional factdr/\/x in Eq. [68) as compared
In this section, we show that the exact solution EEJ)(  to Ref[10 is due to the difference in the Majorana Lagrangian

can be reproduced by resumming the perturbative expansiarg. (3) as compared {o 10. Now we can express the equal time
of the neutral correlation function in powers of the bullged correlation function as

coupling constant. The terms contributing to this resumma-
tion are those which turn the zeroth order bulk-bulk correla Tu = Vida(—b)
tion function (7,.T,.(7)T,(0))o = 1 into the full correlator. “ “

L[ d2 g(=2) —g(2)
V271 i z(z+D)

ooleo

. (69)



10

We close the integration contour in the right half plane far t  paper presents various details of the analysis that had to be
integral overy(z) and in the left half plane fog(—z). We are  omitted from Ref[_10 due to lack of space.

allowed to do so becauggz) ~ 1/z for largez in the right In our work, we have particularly examined the case of a
half plane, which together with the asymptotit: behavior  shortinterferometer, or relatively low voltage, whereitfter-

of the (co¥) correlator makes sure that the infinite semicircleference visibility is largest. Specifically, we assute> t;,

does not contribute to the integral. As thes¥) correlator  where,t, = b/v, is the time needed for a neutral excitation
has a cut only along the negative real axis betweea —b  to move along one edge, from one constriction the other, and
andz = 0, the integral ovep(z) vanishes. The integral over ¢, = h/e*V is the extension in time of a QP wave packet
g(—=) can be converted into a contour encircling this cut andransferred from one edge to the other by backscattering at

gives one of the constrictions. We shall summarize here the quali-
tative results of our studies, and then say a few words about
s [2 Y e N B (2002 Juy,) their implications for experiments.
Tu = MVi(=b)® ol /b — o ' We start by discussing the case of a single bulk Majorana
™ Jo (b — x)a: y g g J

(70) mode inside the interferometer. In the absence of bulk-edge
coupling, the leading harmonic of the interference sigaal-v
ishes. In agreementwith previous analyses of this probém

. . T we find that for weak coupling, & = 0, interference can be
a factor ofi due to the opposite chirality in the correlator b d but is reduced by a fact .
Eqg. €9. For this reason, the reduction factor obtained fromPRSErved but1s reduced by a tactor propor |onaLfov/t,\,

the productZ, Z; is real in agreement with Ed59). The ex- wheret, = (77/\2/2“”)_1 is the characteristic tunneling time
pression EQTZQ) agrees up to a phase factor with the Corre_assomated with the exchange of a Majorana particle between
lation function obtained from the square root of the redrcti the localized QP and the edge. For large values of the ef-

o : : .- fective coupling constanty /¢, the bulk Majorana mode is
factor Eg.[69). As an additional benefit, using the finite tem- ; . .
peraturg expressions for tHeoW) and <Fu1“ug> correlators effectively absorbed by the edge and the interference kigina

opens a route towards a generalization to finite temperature fully re_stored, such tha_t the strong coupling case cormespo
to an interferometer with no bulk degree of freedom. In ad-

dition, on the way from weak to strong coupling, the phase
of the interference signal is shifted by/4. Although bulk-

VII. DISCUSSION edge coupling enforces a modification of the way one looks
at the even-odd effect, it actually enriches this effectveit

In this paper, we have analyzed the influence of a tunnehéw direction in parameter space, as the dimensionless cou-
coupling between bulk and edge Majorana states on the vigling strengthty /¢, depends on source drain voltage. The
ibility and phase of interference oscillations in a nonlatre ~ Signature for an odd number of impurities, with just one of
v = 5/2 quantum Hall interferometer. Such a tunnel couplingthem coupled to the edge, is not the complete absence of the
is important because it blurs the distinction between batk a leading harmonic, but rather a reduced amplitude, which de-
edge degrees of freedom and thus complicates the observatigends on the applied voltage. The interference intensitygr
of the even-odd effect as a signature for non-abelian statis With decreasing voltage at a rate which is enhanced relative
In our discussion, we have focused on the behavior at tempeto the behavior in the absence of a bulk Majorana mode (the
atureT = 0, for an interferometer encircling one or two lo- intensity growsx 1/V instead ofx 1/v/V) until the reduc-
calized quasiparticles (QPs), as a function of the souragxd tion factor saturates at unity. In addition, when the reabuct
voltage and the strength of coupling between the Majoran#actor is small compared to unity, the interference factor w
modes of the impurities and the neutral modes of the edge. have universal phase shift of4 relative to the pattern in the

The present paper is an extension of results presented insrongly coupled regime.
previous letter by the authot8In the present paper, we have ~ Our results for a single bulk QP d@t = 0 can be readily
found an exact analytic formula for the equal-time parity-co generalized to the case of finite temperatures. Qualitgtive
relation function for the two ends of the interferometergwh the temperature will make relatively little difference eaad as
the localized quasiparticles are both located close to ade e k7' is small compared te*V. However in the opposite limit,
and we have verified that the correlation function saturategemperature will be important, and its effect may be roughly
in the strong coupling limit, at the same value as one wouldstimated by replacing the the voltage titpe in the formulas
find in the absence of localized quasiparticles. This carrel above, by the thermal timg- = 1/kT. A more quantitative
tion function was only obtained numerically in our previous analysis can be given, but it will not be discussed here.
work. Analyzing the analytic properties of the function in  Inthe case of two bulk Majorana modes coupled to opposite
the space-time plane, we now obtain an analytic form for theedges, with comparable coupling strengths, the average val
correlation function at two different times, and from thag w of the interference signal shows the same qualitative hehav
can predict the dependence of the interference amplitude aas in the case of a single impurity. However, the averagesvalu
the applied voltage and the bulk-edge coupling strengttes. Wof the interference current now has a more subtle interpreta
have also been able to examine the phase shift in the interfetion than in the case of a single impurity: due to the presence
ence pattern introduced by the presence of a finite couplingf the factoriI",, I'; in the tunneling operator, the interference
between the bulk QPs and the edge. In addition, the currersignal is sensitive to the state of the two bulk Majorana nsode

We note that the expression féy differs from Eq. by



11

even in the absence of bulk-edge coupling. Although in thearea of the interferometer cell. If the bulk filling fractidevi-
absence of bulk-edge coupling the expectation valu€ gf ; ates slightly from the exact value 62, a change of area will
does not change in time once it is prepared in an eigenstatence in a while change the number of QPs inside the interfer-
the quantum statistical averag&,T'y) is zero, as the average ometer cell by one. If the number of QPs changes from even
is taken over both possible states of the system. Experimene odd, the fundamental harmonicis suppressed and thedperio
tally, then, the quantum statistical average corresponds t of the interference signal is halved, while for a change from
situation where the interference signal is averaged o¥iardi  an odd to an even number of localized QPs inside the cell, the
ent initializations of the bulk states. period is doubled. A reduced voltage period in the presence
In the presence of weak but non-zero coupling between thef an odd number of localized QPs can arise from interference
bulk and edge modes, two things happen: i) the quantum mef abelian charge-e/2 QPs or from non-abelian charge: /4
chanical averagéT',I'y) o (t,/tx) In*[ty/ty] is now finite;  QPs encircling the interferometer cell twice. This int
and ii) for a single experiment starting with the bulk statés  tion of the experimerR? is discussed in more detail in Ref) 21.

tialized in an eigenstate 6f',I', the interference phase will A difficulty with this interpretation is that it seems to re-
fluctuate on the time scaigin(f,y, taa), SO thatthe time aver-  quire that all QPs inside the edge are either completely de-
age of the interference current over these quantum mealaniccoupled from the edge, or strongly coupled so that they are
fluctuations is equal to the quantum statistical average. incorporated into the edge. If there any QPs in the intermedi
Now we must distinguish between two experimental situ-ate weakly coupled range, where the Majorana state changes
ations. If the experimental measurement is averaged over lgack and forth many times during the averaging time of the
timet,, that is long compared to one or both of the switchingexperiment, then the interference corresponding to cheltge
timest,, then the experiment will measure the statistical av-would be completely absent, or at least greatly reducede si
erage interference signal, which will be very close to zéro i It is not clear to us, why there should be no weakly coupled
t, is much longer thamy and¢;. On the other hand, if the QPs inside the interferometer in the interference experime
bulk modes are so weakly coupled to the edge that for botlof Ref.[20, nor is it clear why one should be rid of their efect
bulk QPs,ty > tay, then the experiment will not measure a if such QPs are present. We do note, however, that one pos-
statistical average, but will see only one or the other of twosible ingredient that is missing from our analysis is a tuinne
possible fermion states. In this case one will see a fullrinte coupling that allows for an exchange of Majorana fermions
ference signal, with the same amplitude as if the impuritieetween bulk quasi-particles. In the presence of such a cou-
were not there at all, but with a phase that depends on thgling, the degeneracy of the localized bulk Majorana stistes
starting configuration of the system. removed. The resulting spectrum is then composed of sev-
More generally, we may distinguish three ranges of coueral states. Each of these states corresponds to an interfer
pling strengths for a QP localized in the bulk. If coupling ence pattern, whose amplitude and phase are determined by
to the edge is so weak that > t.,, we may say that the the expectation value and fluctuations of the parity operato
bulk state is “decoupled” from the edge. If the coupling isin that state. The coupling of the bulk states to the propagat
in the range where, is small compared té,, andty, then  ing Majorana mode of the edge introduces a width to these
QP is “strongly coupled” to the edge. If the coupling stréngt states, equilibrates them to the temperature of the edge, an
is in the range where, is small compared te,,, but large  thermally averages the interference pattern. Then, ifpie s
compared to eithefy, or t7, then we may say that the QP is ting between the bulk states is large compared to their width
“weakly coupled” to edge. and to the temperature, a well defined interference pattéirn w
In an experiment where the interfering edge encloses twé€ observed. A recent estim&éor the tunnel splitting be-
or more localized QPs, we may ignore any strongly coupledween quasi-particles is rather sizeable, abidkm K for a
QPs, as they will be effectively incorporated into the edfie. Separation of.1 micron. This effect and the overall problem
there are no “weakly coupled” QPs inside the loop, then theclearly require further investigation.
presence or absence of the interference signal corresmpndi  Altogether, the experimental results obtained so far ate no
to charge e/4 will be determined by the number of decoupleget well understood by theory, and it is not yet clear that the
QPs inside the loop. The interference pattern will be preserobserved effects originate from the unique properties of no
if this number is even, and absent otherwise. If there are angibelian quasi-particles at= 5/2. It is possible that a clue to
weakly coupled QPs inside the loop, however, with relaxatio that question may be obtained from the transition region be-
time ¢, small compared to the experimental averaging timetween two different periods, when a change in the number of
then the interference pattern will be absent, regardlesiseof |ocalized QPs happens due to a change in area of the interfer-
number of decoupled QPs that may also be present. ometer cell, and when the distance between edge and bulk QP
In a recent experiment by Willett et &, resistance oscilla- decreases as a function of side gate voltage. Then, the bulk-
tions in a Fabry-Perot device were studied experimentadly. edge coupling should change from small to large values, and
magnetic fields near a bulk filling fraction = 5/2, oscilla-  one can expect that the theory developed in this manuscript
tions in the longitudinal resistance were observed as difumc is applicable. It would be interesting to analyze the data of
of side gate voltage. Depending on the range over which th&ef.[20 from the point of view of bulk-edge coupling, and to
side gate voltage was varied, consecutive doubling and haltest the theoretical prediction that in the transition oegbe-
ing of the voltage period of resistance oscillations was obiween different gate voltage periods the interferenceerurr
served. The side gate voltage was interpreted as changing thas a modified power law dependence on source-drain voltage
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and that there isa/4 phase shift as a function of source-drain sharing unpublished results with us. We are indebted to V.
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