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An overview is given of the 2D many-anyon gas, including its definition (both for ideal and
certain less-than-ideal particles, as well as for abelian and nonabelian braid group representations),
its corresponding known properties starting out from the intricate relationship between exchange
and exclusion, as well as its emergence from bosons and/or fermions in 3D.
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Key points/objectives

• How can the 2D anyon gas be defined physically and
modelled mathematically?

• What are the essential properties of the anyon gas?
Does it admit some notion of exclusion statistics inter-
mediate to bosons and fermions?

• How can an anyon gas emerge in a realistic physical
system consisting of only bosons and/or fermions?

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum statistics refers to the symmetry and or-
ganizing principle assumed by the components of a quan-
tum system. Primarily we think of particles, described
by a joint state or wave function, which can fall into cer-
tain symmetry classes due to the fundamental constraints
on the information that can be extracted from the sys-
tem, such as those imposed by the uncertainty principle.
Bosons and fermions are ensembles of identical such
particle subsystems characterized by symmetry, respec-
tively antisymmetry, with respect to particle exchange.
In their ideal limits they manifest the statistical state
distributions defined by Bose and Einstein, respectively
Fermi and Dirac, with the latter subject to Pauli’s exclu-
sion principle. In a sense, whereas bosons unify, fermions
individualize. Anyons are defined as identical quantum
particles with an intermediate exchange symmetry char-
acterized by representations of the braid group, which
is the relevant group of continuous exchanges of parti-
cle configurations in 2D (two spatial dimensions). An
anyon gas is a quantum system consisting of a large
number of such particles subject to a fixed class of ex-
change symmetries, which is dependent on the specific
underlying kinematics and dynamics of the quantum sys-
tems from which it emerged. The study of the behavior
of the proper anyon gas presents a significant challenge to
mathematics and physics. Our aim with this overview is
to make these statements precise and to give an updated
status report on some of the many facets of the topic.
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FIG. 1. Three different perspectives on anyons.

A. Brief historic overview

For completeness and to set our reference point for
this overview, we give a very brief account on the origins
of the anyon gas, referring to [Biedenharn et al. 1990,
Fröhlich 1990, Goldin 2022, Leinaas and Myrheim 2022]
for further background.

1. Three perspectives on anyons

The discovery of anyons and intermediate quantum
statistics in two spatial dimensions may be attributed to
three independent research groups, working from three
distinctly different perspectives1. Chronologically, these
are (cf. Fig. 1):

1. Geometric: In 1977, Leinaas and Myrheim used geo-
metric methods from gauge theory, fiber bundles, and ex-
tensions of the kinetic energy operator via boundary con-
ditions (also known as “Schrödinger quantization”)
to arrive at the possibility for what they termed “in-
termediate statistics” in 2D (as well as in 1D), and
worked out some of its detailed consequences for two par-
ticles [Leinaas and Myrheim 1977]. They further pointed
to the role of the fundamental group of the configura-
tion space for arbitrary numbers of identical particles and
the possibility for higher-dimensional fibers (necessary

1 These three groups were initially unaware of each other’s earlier
contributions and their initial works therefore lack the respective
citations. There have subsequently been attempts to remedy this
in the literature [Biedenharn et al. 1990].
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for nonabelian representations, but they did not explic-
itly mention the braid group or its representation theory
in their work).

2. Algebraic: In 1980-’81, starting out from the repre-
sentation theory of the Lie algebra of local currents on
Rd and the group of diffeomorphisms (akin to “Heisen-
berg quantization” and Dirac’s canonical quantization
scheme [Dirac 1967]), Goldin, Menikoff and Sharp found
a kinematical derivation of the possibilities for quantum
statistics with an unexpected dependence on the dimen-
sion d [Goldin et al. 1981, 1980]. In [Goldin et al. 1981]
they also explored connections to the Aharonov–Bohm
effect (in 3D), while subsequently in 1983 they high-
lighted the role of the one-dimensional unitary represen-
tations of the braid group [Goldin et al. 1983], and in 1985
pointed out that higher-dimensional braid group repre-
sentations induce inequivalent representations of the cur-
rent algebra [Goldin et al. 1985]. Such identical particles
were later termed “plektons” (see, e.g., [Dell’Antonio
et al. 1997, Korff et al. 1999, Mund and Schrader 1995]) or
simply “nonabelian anyons” (nowadays the more com-
mon term; cf. [Nayak et al. 2008]). It was also pointed out
in [Goldin et al. 1985] that nontrivial exchange phases in
2D do not require indistinguishability; the colored braid
group serves as the fundamental group for configurations
of distinguishable particles. The general algebraic (and
potentially nonabelian) approach to quantum statistics
was further developed in the field theory direction by
Tsuchiya and Kanie [Tsuchiya and Kanie 1987, 1988],
Kohno [Kohno 1987], as well as Fröhlich, Gabbiani, Ker-
ler and Marchetti [Fröhlich and Gabbiani 1990, Fröhlich
and Marchetti 1988, 1989, Fröhlich 1988, 1990, Fröhlich
and Kerler 1993], and Fredenhagen, Rehren and Schroer
[Fredenhagen et al. 1989].

3. Magnetic: In 1982, motivated by topological gauge
theory examples in higher dimensions (“θ-vacua” and
“dyons”), Wilczek considered a composite of a 2D mag-
netic flux and a charged particle, coined for it the name
“anyon”, as well as predicted its fractional spin and
worked out the basic quantum mechanics for two such
composite particles [Wilczek 1982a,b]. The same line of
investigation was continued by Wu in 1984, who con-
nected it to path integrals, extended it to arbitrary num-
bers of particles, and independently and explicitly in-
voked the braid group and its one-dimensional repre-
sentations [Wu 1984a,b]. Further, Arovas, Schrieffer,
Wilczek and Zee considered in 1985 the statistical me-
chanics of a gas of such abelian anyons by means of its
lowest-order virial expansion [Arovas et al. 1985] (see also
[Dowker 1985]).

The first concrete physical application of intermedi-
ate/fractional statistics and anyons came from the mag-
netic perspective and concerned the fractional quan-
tum Hall effect (FQHE) [Laughlin 1999, Stormer 1999,
Tsui 1999], in which the emergent fractionally charged
quasiparticles/holes introduced by Laughlin were pro-
posed by Halperin to have such properties [Halperin

1984]. Arovas, Schrieffer and Wilczek subsequently ver-
ified this [Arovas et al. 1984] (though under tacit as-
sumptions of adiabaticity [Forte 1991]) by computing the
corresponding Berry phase for quasiholes, thereby con-
verging the geometric and magnetic (and eventually al-
gebraic) perspectives. Further, the latent power of the
algebraic perspective was brought to light in the new mil-
lennium as Kitaev proposed the usefulness of nonabelian
anyons in topological quantum computation [Freedman
et al. 2003, Kitaev 2003, 2006]. Most of the development
of the field throughout this time span has been covered in
the books and reviews [Canright and Johnson 1994, Date
et al. 2003, Forte 1992, Fröhlich 1990, Iengo and Lech-
ner 1992, Jackiw 1990, Khare 2005, Lerda 1992, Myrheim
1999, Nayak et al. 2008, Ouvry 2007, Stern 2008, Wilczek
1990].

2. Precursor ideas

As is evident from the above, anyons and interme-
diate (“fractional”) quantum statistics are the conver-
gence of many central ideas and concepts in mathemat-
ical physics. The former notion (anyon) is more closely
tied into the concepts of exchange phases and sym-
metry classes of wave functions, while the latter (frac-
tional statistics) to that of the exclusion principle and
permissible probability distributions for particles. It has
been—and still is—a nontrivial task to rigorously con-
nect these two notions in the strictly intermediate case
(see, e.g., the review [Canright and Johnson 1994]). Ex-
ploration of intermediate statistics from the latter ap-
proach of exclusion with a finite occupation number of
one-body states was considered by Gentile already in
1940-’42 [Gentile 1940, 1942], and—inspired by anyons—
another, dimension-independent, approach allowing for
fractional exclusion statistics was suggested by Hal-
dane in 1991 [Haldane 1991].
Ideas of charged particles encircling regions of mag-

netic flux were developed by Ehrenberg and Siday
[Ehrenberg and Siday 1949], Aharonov and Bohm
[Aharonov and Bohm 1959], and the more general con-
cept of geometric phases by Pancharatnam [Pancharat-
nam 1956], Berry [Berry 1984] and Simon [Simon 1983].
Methods of geometric quantization were developed by
Souriau around 1967-’70, and he pointed out that if the
configuration space is not simply connected then more
than two different group characters could arise and this
“would lead to prequantizations of a new type” [Souriau
1970]. Around the same time, homotopy classes of Feyn-
man paths brought another topological perspective on
quantum statistics [Dowker 1972, Laidlaw and DeWitt
1971, Schulman 1968] (cf., e.g., [Mouchet 2021]). For ex-
ample, Laidlaw and DeWitt remarked that possibilities
in two space dimensions are not limited to bosons and
fermions, but they did not elaborate further [Laidlaw and
DeWitt 1971].
Foundations for nonabelian anyons were laid much ear-
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lier in the theory of parastatistics (nonabelian represen-
tations of the permutation group) [Green 1953, Messiah
and Greenberg 1964]. Further, the central idea employed
by Leinaas and Myrheim that equivalent configurations
of indistinguishable particles need to be identified goes
back all the way to Gibbs (cf. [Fröhlich 1990, Leinaas
and Myrheim 1977]).

The above shows that the essential ideas that were nec-
essary for the discoveries of anyons were floating around
at the time, and it is also of interest to remark that, while
it took about half a century from the discovery of bosons
and fermions to that of anyons, it took another half a
century to see their experimental confirmation.

3. Some remarks concerning one-dimensional anyons

Although this article concerns anyons in the 2D set-
ting, it is unavoidable to note the influence of ideas
from generalized notions of quantum statistics in 1D (i.e.
1+1 spacetime dimensions). One of the first works in
which generalized commutation relations for field oper-
ators can be found is Klaiber in 1968 [Klaiber 1968],
followed by Streater and Wilde [Streater and Wilde
1970], and Fröhlich [Fröhlich 1976]. Transmutation of
1D hard-core bosons (studied classically by Tonks [Tonks
1936]) into fermions and vice versa was considered by
Girardeau [Girardeau 1960], who also noted topologi-
cal and dimensional consequences for the configuration
space [Girardeau 1965]. The Lieb–Liniger model [Lieb
and Liniger 1963] for point-interacting bosons in 1D
constitutes the intermediate statistics found by Leinaas
and Myrheim in 1D, however exchange phases (thus
“anyonic Lieb–Liniger”) may also be added to that
model [Kundu 1999]. Leinaas and Myrheim later con-
sidered a different approach to statistics in 1D (and in
higher dimensions) akin to “Heisenberg quantization”
[Leinaas and Myrheim 1993], and found a relationship to
the Calogero–Sutherland model [Calogero 1969a,b, Poly-
chronakos 1989, Sutherland 1971]. 2D anyons that are
forced into the lowest Landau level of a strong magnetic
field may be understood using such 1D concepts [Ouvry
2007].

B. Key points/objectives

We will in this overview focus on providing answers to
the following key questions:

1. How can the 2D anyon gas be defined physically
and modelled mathematically?

2. What are the essential properties of the anyon gas?
Does it admit some notion of exclusion statistics
intermediate to bosons and fermions?

3. How can an anyon gas emerge in a realistic physical
system consisting of only bosons and/or fermions?

+1−1 eiαπ

FIG. 2. The circle of abelian anyons, parametrized by the
statistics parameter α. Note that any choice of proper anyons
(i.e. neither bosons nor fermions) marks an additional point
in this circle and thus breaks its orientation symmetry (mirror
symmetry / complex conjugation).

The first question is addressed in the first part of Sec-
tion II for the case of the ideal abelian anyon gas, and
in the first part of Section III for the nonideal abelian
gas. Section IV introduces the nonabelian gas in brief.
The second question is the subject of the later parts of
Sections II, III and IV. The third and final question is
addressed in Section V. Conclusions and an outlook are
given in Section VI.

II. THE IDEAL ANYON GAS

A. Quantum statistics

The possibility for anyons in 2D boils down to the pe-
culiar geometry and topology of the plane as compared
to spaces of higher dimensions. Consider for simplicity
two particles at positions x1 and x2 in the Euclidean
plane R2, with a wave function Ψ encoding the probabil-
ity density |Ψ(x1,x2)|2 of observing the particles at these
locations. An exchange of the two positions admits then
a change in phase:

Ψ(x2,x1) = e±iθΨ(x1,x2),

where θ ∈ R. The sign is included above to specify the
way in which the exchange is made, and if there is orien-
tation symmetry then we cannot distinguish between
clockwise and counterclockwise exchanges, so that

eiθ = e−iθ ⇔ e2iθ = 1,

so θ/π ∈ Z is either an even integer (bosons) or an odd in-
teger (fermions). However, if we relax the assumption on
orientation symmetry and consider a multivalued func-
tion for which we keep track of the number and orienta-
tion of elementary exchanges (the winding number), then
we can allow any phase θ (anyons) to appear here. Con-
ventionally, we write θ = απ where α is known as the
statistics parameter and can be either α ∈ R (defined
modulo periodicity 2) or in a suitable interval α ∈ (−1, 1]
or α ∈ [0, 2); cf. Fig. 2.
More generally, we may consider a wave function Ψ for

N distinct particles in d-dimensional Euclidean space
Rd and its probability density:

|Ψ(x)|2, x = (x1,x2, . . . ,xN ) ∈ RdN \ △△N ,
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where, in order to indeed make them distinct we have
removed the (fat) diagonal set where any two or more
particles overlap:

△△N := {x ∈ RdN : xj = xk for some j ̸= k}.

Our reason for considering distinct particles is that we,
for simplicity at this stage, fix the particle number to N
and assume that number to be certain and conserved (we
shall return to possibilities of collisions on △△N later).

In the case that the particles are identical and thus
indistinguishable, then we should reduce the configu-
ration space further and ignore the (now artificial) labels:

X = {x1,x2, . . . ,xN} ∈ CN := (RdN \ △△N )/SN ,

where the permutation group SN acts on the labels j
of x = (xj)

N
j=1 while leaving the equivalence class (set)

X subject to this action fixed. Indeed, our N -particle
configuration space is identical to the manifold

CN = {X = {x1,x2, . . . ,xN} ⊂ Rd : |X| = N}

of all N -point subsets of Rd. If we now consider ex-
changes of particles then we can no longer act by permu-
tations since it has lost meaning on configurations X of
identical particles, however what we can consider instead
is the continuous exchange of positions in CN . Namely,
among the continuous paths from a point X ∈ CN to
another point Y ∈ CN there are the loops, starting and
ending at the same point X = Y , which we hereby take
to represent continuous physical exchanges of iden-
tical particles [Leinaas and Myrheim 1977]. Given such
exchange loops σ (continuous functions [0, 1] → CN of
a parameter, s.t. σ(0) = σ(1)), we may then consider lift-
ing any wave function Ψ which has been assigned a value
on a configuration X ∈ CN to a multivalued function2

upon which the loops can act. Let us denote the action
of a loop σ on Ψ at the point X by Ψ(σ.X). Then we
demand the exchange conditions

Ψ(σ.X) = ρ(σ)Ψ(X), (1)

where |ρ(σ)| = 1, so that

|Ψ(σ.X)|2 = |Ψ(X)|2 (2)

unambiguously defines a probability density at X ∈ CN .
Further, ρ(1) = 1 for the trivial (constant) loop σ = 1,
and if we compose two loops σ1 and σ2 into a new loop
σ1σ2 then we demand the compatibility of the action,

ρ(σ1σ2) = ρ(σ1)ρ(σ2).

2 More concretely, a section of a bundle with base space CN , or
a ρ-equivariant function on the covering space of CN ; see e.g.
[Dell’Antonio et al. 1997, Dowker 1985, Fröhlich 1990, Lundholm
2019, Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020, Mund and Schrader 1995,
Myrheim 1999]. The range/fiber is initially C.

In other words, ρ is a group homomorphism and thus
a representation of the group of exchange loops at X
with composition.
In comparison, if we consider a single particle, CN=1 =

Rd, charged and subject to magnetism, then the action of
a path should be understood as the (parallel) transport
of the charge along the path, and different loops σ may
then give rise to different holonomies or phases given
by the flux enclosed by the loop:

ρ(σ) = eiΦσ , Φσ =

∮
σ

A · dr =

∫
interior of σ

B(x) dx,

where curlA = B is the magnetic field (viewed as a
(pseudo)scalar field in d = 2 and appropriately projected
in d ≥ 3). However, for N ≥ 1 and in the case that
there is no external field so that ρ(σ) should depend
only on the topology of the loop σ, i.e. if we require
that ρ(σ) = ρ(σ′) for any two topologically equivalent
loops σ ∼ σ′ (connected by some continuous deforma-
tion), then we consider loops only up to homotopy and
the relevant group of (equivalence classes of) loops is the
fundamental group of the configuration space [Goldin
et al. 1983, 1985, Wu 1984a]:

σ ∈ π1(CN ) =


{1}, d = 1,

BN , d = 2,

SN , d ≥ 3,

where BN denotes the braid group, defined below. The
group is trivial3 in one dimension because particles then
cannot exchange continuously without colliding, i.e. hit-
ting the diagonal set △△N .
Now, if Ψ takes values in C, then ρ(σ) is a phase — the

exchange phase corresponding to the exchange loop σ
— and we may identify different exchange quantum
statistics as symmetry classes of Ψ defined by ρ in (1):

Bosons: ρ(σ) = +1, the trivial representation. Wave
functions Ψ extend symmetrically from CN to RdN ,4

L2
sym(RdN ) := {Ψ ∈ L2 : Ψ(σ.x) = Ψ(x), σ ∈ SN}

(the usual action of permutations, and with any missing
data on △△N to be filled in, depending on our choice of
Hamiltonian). For example, particles may be indepen-
dent and identically distributed: Ψ0 = ⊗Nψ0 ∈ L2

sym,

Ψ0(x) = (⊗Nψ0)(x) =

N∏
j=1

ψ0(xj),

corresponding to Bose–Einstein condensation in the sin-
gle one-body state ψ0 ∈ L2(Rd).

3 Interesting statistics can still emerge as a choice of boundary
condition on △△N [Leinaas and Myrheim 1977].

4 L2 denotes the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions with
inner product ⟨Ψ,Φ⟩ =

∫
Ψ(x)Φ(x) dx.



5

Fermions: ρ(σ) = sign(σ) ∈ {−1,+1}, the signed repre-
sentation on SN (signature of permutation). In this case
wave functions Ψ extend antisymmetrically from CN to
RdN ,

L2
asym(RdN ) := {Ψ ∈ L2 :Ψ(σ.x) = sign(σ)Ψ(x), σ ∈ SN}

(in this case it is natural to require that Ψ vanishes on
△△N ). We apparently obtain determinantal correlations
and the Pauli principle, since functions in L2

asym are
spanned by Slater determinants, such as Ψ0 = ψ0 ∧
ψ1 ∧ . . . ∧ ψN−1, where

N−1∧
k=0

ψk(x1, . . . ,xN ) := det


ψ0(x1) · · · ψ0(xN )

...
...

ψN−1(x1) · · · ψN−1(xN )

 .
Anyons: in d = 2 the most general ρ is a unitary repre-
sentation of BN . Proper anyons then correspond to those
ρ which do not factor through SN , i.e. for which orienta-
tion symmetry is broken. Let us denote by L2

ρ the Hilbert
space of square-integrable multivalued wave functions Ψ
based on the configuration space CN and subject to the
exchange conditions (1). A central question is, whether
we can anticipate intermediate or fractional exclu-
sion statistics in L2

ρ? Actually, it turns out that the
information at hand is not sufficient to decide this, and
even the above conclusions for bosons and fermions can
be misleading, as we will see below.

B. The braid group

For d = 2, the group of continuous loops in CN mod-
ulo homotopy is conveniently visualized as a group of N -
particle world lines that evolve in 2+1-dimensional space-
time, subject to composition via some arbitrary but fixed
reference configuration X0 ∈ CN . The resulting group,
denoted BN , is the braid group on N strands [Artin
1947, 1925, Birman 1974]:

BN =
〈
σ1, . . . , σN−1 : σjσj+1σj = σj+1σjσj+1,

σjσk = σkσj

〉j,k=1...N−1

k ̸=j±1

That is, the group generated by N −1 elementary braids

σj :
1 2 . . . j . . . N

σ−1
j :

1 2 . . . j . . . N

which are composed by stacking one on top of another.
These elementary braids are subject to two sets of topo-
logical relations; one of which are known as the Yang-
Baxter relations, and the other implement the com-
mutativity of independent braids. In B4 we have, e.g.,

= =

σ1σ2σ1 = σ2σ1σ2 σ3σ1 = σ1σ3

ei2pαπ ei(2p+1)απ

p p

FIG. 3. Exchange loops for a single resp. a pair of particles
with p other particles enclosed, and corresponding braid dia-
grams and phases. From [Lundholm and Solovej 2013a].

If we add a third set of relations σ2
j = 1 ∀j, or equiv-

alently, σj = σ−1
j , i.e. clockwise and counterclockwise

exchanges cannot be distinguished, then we obtain the
permutation group SN . This will be the case for d ≥ 3
since an elementary exchange may be rotated out of the
plane (continuously and homotopically). From now on
we shall stick to the anyonic case d = 2.
If one looks for irreducible abelian unitary representa-

tions, i.e. exchange phases

ρ : BN → U(1) = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1},

then the Yang-Baxter relations single out a unique phase:

ρ(σj) = eiαπ, for all j = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1; (3)

cf. Figs. 2-3. The only representations that factor
through SN require either α = 0 (α ∈ 2Z) or α = 1
(α ∈ 2Z+ 1), thus corresponding to bosons or fermions.
We will return to the nonabelian case, and representa-
tions with higher rank than 1, in Section IV.

C. Kinetic energy

Above we considered wave functions Ψ ∈ L2
ρ that im-

plement an exchange symmetry (1) by choice of a repre-
sentation ρ of BN . However, it turns out that this is only
one part of the data that specifies an anyon model. The
other, equally essential, part is the choice of a Hamilto-
nian or kinetic energy operator. Namely, in order to be
able to consider continuous exchanges of particles we also
need to resolve space and time at the appropriate energy
scale.
Our starting point is the nonrelativistic5 free kinetic

energy for N particles with mass m:

T =
1

2m

N∑
j=1

p2
j , (4)

5 We remain nonrelativistic throughout this overview and likewise
we will ignore spin; see however [Fröhlich 2009, Jackiw 1990,
Mund 2009].
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where pj ∈ R2 is the momentum of the particle with
position xj ∈ R2. If the particles are all distinguishable
then the canonical quantization of this expression is ob-
tained with momentum operators p̂j = −iℏ∇xj

canoni-
cally conjugate to the position operators x̂j , i.e.

T̂dist :=
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(−i∇xj
)2, (5)

acting on (suitably regular) Ψ ∈ L2(R2N ).
In our case of identical anyons we may consider the

particles to be locally distinguishable. Namely, at any
fixed point X ∈ CN we may attach arbitrary labels to
them:

CN ∋ X = {x1, . . . ,xN} ↔ (x1, . . . ,xN ) ∈ R2N \ △△N ,

and we can keep track of these labels along any paths
from X in CN as long as they cannot exchange nontriv-
ially, i.e. as long as any two possible paths do not com-
pose to a topologically nontrivial loop. So in order to
define free anyons, the idea is then that we should keep
the kinetic energy operator as above whenever we con-
sider wave functions Ψ supported on topologically trivial
subsets of CN (i.e. not encircling any of the holes in the
manifold), which then can anyway be treated as subsets
of the configuration space R2N \ △△N of distinguishable
and distinct particles. Additional information must then
be added to T̂dist whenever we pass between different such
subsets of CN so as to complete topologically nontrivial
loops σ ∈ π1(CN ) = BN , σ ̸= 1. One way to implement
this concretely is to treat the exchange condition (1) as
a topological boundary condition6 that Ψ must satisfy
in order to be in the domain of the operator, which we
denote by

T̂ρ :=
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(−i∇(ρ)
xj

)2, (6)

or simply by T̂α if ρ(σj) = eiαπ. For convenience we also
denote the Hilbert space L2

ρ by L2
α in this case. Again,

we stress that T̂α acts locally as the standard Laplacian

T̂dist = ℏ2

2m

∑N
j=1(−∆xj

) on (suitably regular) Ψ ∈ L2
α,

thus independently of α, but globally we have also the ex-
change conditions to account for, such as pair exchange

Ψ(x1, . . . ,xk, . . . ,xj , . . . ,xN )

= ei(2p+1)απΨ(x1, . . . ,xj , . . . ,xk, . . . ,xN ), (7)

6 Technically, Ψ is defined as a complex-valued function on the
covering space of CN subject to the ρ-equivariance condition (1),
which is equivalent to regarding Ψ as a section of a complex
line bundle over CN with its geometry specified by ρ : BN →
U(1) (locally flat, but globally curved by the holonomies specified
by ρ(σ) for σ ∈ BN ); see, e.g., [Dowker 1985, Lundholm and
Qvarfordt 2020, Mund and Schrader 1995].

where p is the number of other particles enclosed in the
exchange loop as xj and xk are exchanged once in a
counterclockwise manner (as well as other conditions; cf.
Fig. 3).
As an example, consider the two-particle case N = 2 in

center-of-mass and relative coordinates X = 1
2 (x1 + x2),

r = x1 − x2. Then the kinetic energy separates,

T̂α =
ℏ2

4m
(−∆X) +

ℏ2

m
(−∆r), (8)

and further, expressed in polar coordinates (r = |r|, φ):

−∆r = −∂2r − 1

r
∂r −

1

r2
∂2φ. (9)

These operators act on functions Ψ(X, r, φ) (here with its
proper multivaluedness on C2 incorporated in the wind-
ing of φ ∈ R over multiples of π) such that

Ψ(X, r, φ+ π) = eiαπΨ(X, r, φ), r > 0, (10)

corresponding to the exchange condition (7) (all braids
in B2 are generated by this simple exchange σ1). The
manifold C2 may be parametrized by the set in R4 given
by the half-space

Ω = {X ∈ R2, r > 0, 0 ≤ φ < π},

and its boundary

∂Ω = {X ∈ R2, r = 0 or φ = 0 or φ = π}

relates the two points (r > 0, φ = 0) and (r > 0, φ = π)
topologically to the same point in C2. An equivalent de-
scription is therefore (8)-(9) defined on L2(Ω) and subject
to the boundary condition

Ψ(X, r, φ = π) = eiαπΨ(X, r, φ = 0), r > 0.

The operator T̂ρ as defined above is formally hermitian
but not self-adjoint (and not even necessarily essentially
self-adjoint) since we have still not supplied any infor-
mation at the diagonal set △△N , which cuts out holes of
codimension 2 in the manifold CN (for N = 2 this set is
△△2 = {X ∈ R2, r = 0}). There is however a canonical
choice of a self-adjoint realization (known in the math-
ematical literature as the Friedrichs extension), ob-
tained by considering the expectation value of the kinetic
energy in its formal quadratic form expression7

⟨Ψ, T̂ρΨ⟩ = ℏ2

2m

∫
R2N

N∑
j=1

|∇(ρ)
xj

Ψ|2dx ≥ 0 (11)

initially on (multivalued) wave functions Ψ that are
smooth and compactly supported away from △△N and

7 This is more appropriately defined on CN and observed to extend
unambiguously to the covering space [Lundholm and Qvarfordt
2020].
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subject to the exchange conditions (7) resp. (1).8 For
N = 2 the energy form (11) is

⟨Ψ, T̂αΨ⟩ = ℏ2

m

∫
X∈R2

∫ ∞

r=0

∫ 2π

φ=0

(1
4
|∇XΨ|2

+ |∂rΨ|2 + 1

r2
|∂φΨ|2

)
dφ rdr dX, (12)

again subject to the exchange condition (10). In gen-

eral then, this specific choice of a self-adjoint operator T̂ρ
resp. T̂α is what we take to mean precisely by free (non-
interacting, as compared to point-interacting; see below)
ideal anyons, by analogy with bosons and fermions.

D. Statistics transmutation in 2D

So far we have worked exclusively in the geometric per-
spective of anyons, but will now be able to make the
connection to the magnetic perspective.

Since we have fixed our attention on the plane R2, it
is occasionally convenient to switch to complex notation:

R2N ∋ x = (x1, . . . ,xN ) ↔ z = (z1, z2, . . . , zN ) ∈ CN ,

where the real (imaginary) part in C is canonically iden-
tified with the first (second) coordinate in R2.
Now, consider either a bosonic or a fermionic wave

function Ψ ∈ L2
sym/asym(C

N ) restricted to the subset of

distinct coordinates z ∈ CN \ △△N and make there the

gauge transformation Ψ = UΨ̃, where

U(z) :=
∏
j<k

zj − zk
|zj − zk|

= exp

i∑
j<k

arg(zj − zk)

 , (13)

the product of all relative phases of pairs of particles.
One may verify that this expression is well defined and

8 There is a natural extension (closure) of the energy form (11) to
the largest subspace of the Hilbert space L2

ρ upon which the en-
ergy is defined and finite, which is also the largest domain of the
momentum operator −i∇(ρ). Denoting its adjoint (−i∇(ρ))∗,

one then defines T̂ρ := ℏ2
2m

(−i∇(ρ))∗(−i∇(ρ)), canonically self-

adjoint on a corresponding smaller subspace of L2
ρ. One might

object that this approach seems to assume a hard-core con-
dition on the anyons since functions are initially taken to van-
ish close to △△N , however for bosons and fermions this eventu-

ally yields exactly the standard free kinetic energy T̂asym/sym

(with the same expression as T̂dist) on the (Sobolev) spaces of
anti/symmetric square-integrable functions with both one and
two partial derivatives, that are also square-integrable. It is in
fact a peculiarity of dimensions d ≥ 2 that any extra conditions at
the diagonals disappear in this procedure, so that our assump-
tion on distinct particles is justified a posteriori; cf [Bourdeau
and Sorkin 1992, Lundholm and Solovej 2014]. This can also
be understood by means of a more precise version of the Hardy
inequality (34) discussed below [Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020].

single valued on CN \ △△N , unitary |U(z)| = 1, and an-
tisymmetric w.r.t. permutations of labels in z = (zj)

N
j=1,

so that if Ψ is symmetric then Ψ̃ = U−1Ψ is antisym-
metric, and vice versa. Thus, modulo the smaller set
of diagonals △△N where it is not defined, the unitary
transformation by U achieves a statistics transmuta-
tion L2

sym ↔ L2
asym between bosons and fermions in 2D.

This perhaps seems confusing, however, recall that the
kinetic energy is equally important in defining the ex-
change statistics. Indeed, if we consider the momentum
then this transmutation comes at the cost of a gauge
potential:

−i∇xj
Ψ = U(−i∇xj

+Aj)Ψ̃, (14)

where we have defined the vector potentials

Aj(x) := −iU−1∇xj
U =

∑
k ̸=j

(xj − xk)
⊥

|xj − xk|2
, (15)

for j = 1, . . . , N , and we denoted a π/2 rotation in R2

x = (x, y) 7→ x⊥ = (−y, x)

(or z 7→ iz). In other words, if we had initially

T̂asym =
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(−i∇xj
)2 acting on L2

asym,

then we now obtain

T̂sym→asym :=
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(
−i∇xj

+Aj

)2
acting on L2

sym,

so that indeed fermions may be represented as bosons,
although with an additional magnetic interaction. The
magnetic field seen by particle j,

curlxj Aj = 2π
∑
k ̸=j

δ(xj − xk), (16)

corresponds to the attachment of Aharonov–Bohm
point fluxes of magnitude 2π to each of the other parti-
cles. The set where this field is singular is precisely △△N .
Similarly, if we fix a statistics parameter α ∈ R and

consider Ψ = UαΨ̃ (now typically a singular gauge trans-
formation involving multivalued functions over CN \△△N )
then

−i∇xj
Ψ = Uα(−i∇xj

+ αAj)Ψ̃, (17)

and thus if we originally had the anyonic kinetic energy

T̂α =
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(−i∇xj
)2 acting on Ψ ∈ L2

α,

then we obtain an equivalent description in terms of
bosons:

T̂sym→α :=
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(
−i∇xj

+ αAj

)2
, acting on Ψ̃ ∈ L2

sym.
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If we instead consider the transformation Ψ = Uα−1Ψ̃
where Ψ̃ ∈ L2

asym, then we arrive at a description in terms
of fermions:

T̂asym→α :=
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(
−i∇xj + (α− 1)Aj

)2
,

acting on L2
asym. The magnetic field of αAj corresponds

to the attachment of Aharonov–Bohm fluxes of magni-
tude 2πα to each of the other particles. In this way
we have the freedom to treat anyons as either bosons
or fermions with topological magnetic interactions. This
tool can certainly be beneficial as we can trade a sim-
ple operator (the free kinetic energy) but on a compli-
cated geometry (multivalued functions with appropriate
exchange conditions), for a complicated operator (mag-
netic interactions) but on a simple geometry (symmetric
or antisymmetric functions on R2N ). The former choice
is usually referred to as the anyon gauge while the lat-
ter is the magnetic gauge, and this connection also
brings us from an idealized world of quantum statistics
of point particles and closer to the various possibilities
for emergent statistics transmutation phenomena.

The procedure we referred to above to ensure the self-
adjointness of the kinetic energy operator by extending
the energy form (Friedrichs extension) also applies in this
magnetic gauge formulation of the problem, so that in-
deed the operators T̂sym/asym→α are self-adjoint on ap-

propriate domains in L2
sym/asym where the energy is finite

[Lundholm and Solovej 2014]. Further, we remark that
multiples of the unitary multiplication operator

U2 : L2
sym/asym/α → L2

sym/asym/(α+2)

may be used, together with complex conjugation symme-
try, to obtain that the free ideal anyonic kinetic energies
are unitarily equivalent w.r.t. the transformations

α 7→ α+ 2n, n ∈ Z and α 7→ −α. (18)

E. Exchange vs. exclusion

Now that we have managed to define more or less
concrete but still hypothetical models for ideal abelian
anyons, we come to the next question: How do such
anyons actually behave? If we are ever to observe them
in nature then we need to know their behavior. So, are
they more like bosons or more like fermions, or some-
thing in between, like the terms “intermediate statistics”
or “fractional statistics” suggest? In other words, can
we in any way relate the intermediate (braid) exchange
statistics encoded into anyons to some intermediate ex-
clusion statistics concerning the occupation numbers
of various states as seen from a one-body perspective.
Of course, since the magnetic gauge picture clarifies that
anyons are (possibly) at least as complicated as strongly
interacting systems of bosons or fermions, it is a priori

QUANTUM IMPURITY MODEL FOR ANYONS PHYSICAL REVIEW B 102, 144109 (2020)

FIG. 2. Calculations of the two-anyon (top) and three-anyon
(bottom) spectra for the original harmonic-oscillator anyon problem
without the scalar potential W (32). The energies are given in units
of the harmonic frequency. The spectra are here calculated from the
bosonic end by using Eq. (41). The applied parameters are lmax = 10,
mmax = 20 for the two-anyon case. For the three-anyon case we
consider all the symmetric impurity wave functions (30) restricted
by the condition Enmaxmmax � 26.

statistics transmutation of impurities in terms of vector
bundles. Note that in general we may consider the N-
anyon Hamiltonian (5) [respectively (10)] and its domain of
functions as defining a complex line bundle (i.e., a rank-one
Hermitian vector bundle) over the configuration space of N
identical particles in the plane. In the cases considered here
there are no further magnetic interactions than the statistical
one, and this then defines a locally flat line bundle which is
characterized solely by the statistics parameter α ∈ R. Using
the trivial bosonic bundle α = 0 as reference, the other possi-
ble bundles are geometrically defined by the holonomy of the
connection along loops in the configuration space, i.e., the ex-
change phase which comes in units of eiπα . We note that α and
α + 2 are unitarily equivalent by a gauge transformation when
the free Hamiltonian is considered, however, upon introducing
interactions or further regularity conditions into the domain of
the kinetic energy operator it makes sense to consider these as
different bundles. A family of such bundles α = 2n, n ∈ Z,
may be characterized geometrically by the minimal winding
number n of the phase as two particles are simply exchanged,

or the winding number 2n as one particle continuously en-
circles another one. This is the same as the number of unit
fluxes attached to each particle, and the permutation symmetry
enforces the same number to each particle. We may thus talk
about an even-integer family of bosonic bundles having the
physical interpretation as composite bosons with 2n quanta of
flux attached to each boson [cf. Eq. (36)]. Note that multiplica-
tion by F of Eq. (19) (respectively F ∗) changes these winding
numbers, and indeed these are the gauge transformations that
unitarily transform one such bundle into the other.2

Thus, our starting point in the statistics transmutation was
the geometrically trivial bundle H of regular bosonic states
on the plane R2 on which the free Hamiltonian −∑q ∇2

q/2
is acting (i.e., our considered states are all exchange sym-
metric and have finite expectation values with respect to
this Hamiltonian). However, by coupling this Hamiltonian to
the phonon Fock space in the form (32), we are effectively
considering a semi-infinite ladder {HF̃ n|n〉}, n = 0, 1, 2, . . .,
of even-integer bundles of composite bosons. The factor F̃ n

ensures that the winding number of the phase under simple
exchange increases by n, and equivalently that the vorticity
attached to each particle is 2n. In Eq. (32) we have introduced
the possibility of hopping from one such bundle, winding
number, or vorticity, to the next higher one by means of the
interaction term F̃ â† and hence the symmetric (thus staying
within the family of bosonic bundles) attachment of a minimal
number of vortices to each particle [cf. the arguments leading
to Eq. (17)], as well as the corresponding hopping to the next
lower bundle using the term F̃−1â and thus the detachment
of a minimal number of vortices. We then have the interpre-
tation of Eq. (32) that we are introducing an energy gap ω

between each level of the bundles [which in this context may
be interpreted or defined as the energy cost of creating the
corresponding number N (N − 1) of vortices], and enabling
the hopping between consecutive bundles on the ladder by a
nonzero amplitude λω. In the simultaneous limit of both large
energy gap ω and large hopping amplitude, while keeping
their ratio λ fixed, what then emerges according to Eq. (34)
is the fractional bundle labeled by the fraction of vorticity per
particle α = 2λ2. The phonon state (25) attaches a Poisson-
distributed sequence of weights on each integer bundle on
the ladder, resulting in the superposition (35) of bundles.
Furthermore, according to the alternative form (39), it may
be equivalently understood as a linear (modulo weights) de-
formation between the two lowest bosonic bundles at α = 0,

2In order to uniquely label the bundles and identify them as com-
posite bosons, one needs to select some subbundle where the exact
winding comes out algebraically (and not just via the phase which
is periodic over the even integers), such as some subspace of holo-
morphic functions or some finite range of allowed angular momenta.
Note in particular that the spaceHF̃ n contains also functions on the
form |F̃ |2n for which the winding is zero, however, by further restrict-
ing H it is possible to ensure zero overlap between such function
spaces and thus the one-to-one labeling by n via the holomorphic
factor F̃ n. This happens, for example, when one switches on a strong
external magnetic field, and indeed the bosonic Laughlin factor F̃
represents the smallest symmetric attachment of an integer number
of vortices to every particle.

144109-9

FIG. 4. Energy spectra for N = 2 (upper) and N = 3 (lower)
anyons in a harmonic trap (minus the center of mass energy
1, and in suitable units). From [Yakaboylu et al. 2020]; cf.
also [Leinaas and Myrheim 1977, Murthy et al. 1991, Sporre
et al. 1991].

not at all obvious whether this is possible. The issue
of exchange vs. exclusion was referred to as “α to β”
by Canright and Johnson in their review [Canright and
Johnson 1994] on the matter.

Only in cases of very few particles, N = 2, 3, 4, are
energy spectra for ideal anyons well understood, because
they have then been computed analytically (for N = 2
[Arovas et al. 1985, Leinaas and Myrheim 1977, Wilczek
1982b], also extending to a collective [Date and Murthy
1993, Date et al. 2003] part of the spectrum for all N
[Chou 1991, Wu 1984b]) or numerically (the remaining
part of the spectrum [Murthy et al. 1991, Sporre et al.
1991, 1992]), in a few situations.

In order to lift the degeneracy of the spectrum and fa-
cilitate comparison, it is convenient to confine the parti-
cles in a harmonic trapping potential V (x) = 1

2mω
2|x|2.

For N anyons in the magnetic gauge description w.r.t.
bosons we thus consider the Hamiltonian operator

ĤN = T̂sym→α+V̂ =

N∑
j=1

[
ℏ2

2m

(
−i∇xj

+ αAj

)2
+ V (xj)

]
,
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FIG. 5. Schematic energy spectrum for N ≫ 1 (left) and
estimates for the g.s.e. near bosons and fermions (right) for
anyons with statistics α = θ/π in a harmonic trap. From
[Chitra and Sen 1992].

and its corresponding ground-state energy (g.s.e.)

EN := inf spec ĤN = inf
0̸=Ψ∈L2

sym

⟨ĤN ⟩Ψ, (19)

where ⟨Â⟩Ψ := ⟨Ψ, ÂΨ⟩/⟨Ψ,Ψ⟩ denotes the expectation

of any operator Â in a state Ψ ̸= 0. The spectrum of the
2D harmonic oscillator ĤN=1 is well known:

spec Ĥ1 = {ℏωn}n=1,2,3,... (each with multiplicity n),

and for bosons one thus obtains N times the lowest
eigenvalue, EN (α = 0) = ℏωN , while for (spinless)
fermions, due to the Pauli principle, we must sum over
the N first eigenvalues according to their multiplicity:

EN (α = 1) ∼
√
8
3 ℏωN3/2 as N → ∞. Further, because

of rotation symmetry, the Hamiltonian commutes with
the total angular momentum operator

L̂/ℏ = −i
N∑
j=1

[
xj∂yj

− yj∂xj

]
=

N∑
j=1

[
zj

∂

∂zj
− z̄j

∂

∂z̄j

]
,

and its eigenvalues L ∈ Z can therefore be used to sepa-
rate the energy spectrum further.

The spectrum of ĤN for N = 2 and N = 3 is shown
in Fig. 4, and while in the former case it manifests a
strictly linear interpolation between bosons and fermions,
[Leinaas and Myrheim 1977]

E2(α) = ℏω
(
2 + min

q∈Z
|2q + α|

)
, (20)

in the latter case there are also nonlinearly interpolating
states at various L, and such a state with L ̸= 0 comes
down from an excited level at α = 0 to reach the Fermi
energy at α = 1. Similar features are also seen in the
numerical spectrum for N = 4 [Sporre et al. 1992] and
expected to occur for all N ≥ 3 [Chitra and Sen 1992].

Rough upper bounds for EN at any α and N are ob-
tained simply by considering trial states which localize
the particles on separate domains in R2, so that their
exchange statistics is not seen (in the magnetic gauge
picture one may then gauge away all magnetic interac-
tions, while in the anyon gauge picture one then stays
within a domain of distinguishability). By balancing the
localization energy and the spread into the potential one
then finds that EN (α) ≲ ℏωN3/2, i.e. the energy is at
most at the order of fermions. Note however that the
fermionic energy does not provide a strict upper bound,
as seen for N = 3 where E3(α ≈ 0.7) > E3(α = 1).
On the other hand, it is also useful to note that the

bosonic energy, for which the g.s. Ψ0 is a Gaussian at the
origin x = 0, always gives a rigorous lower bound:

EN (α) ≥ EN (0) = ℏωN, (21)

since the kinetic energy satisfies a diamagnetic in-
equality [Lundholm and Solovej 2014]

⟨T̂α⟩Ψ ≥ ⟨T̂sym⟩|Ψ|. (22)

This is observed by factoring Ψ into its modulus and
phase, and dropping the phase contribution to the mo-
mentum −i∇Ψ.
Chitra and Sen [Chitra and Sen 1992] provided a more

interesting lower bound to the spectrum for any N , ex-
tending (20): for an arbitrary state Ψ with angular mo-
mentum L, it holds

⟨ĤN ⟩Ψ ≥ ℏω
(
N +

∣∣∣∣L+ α
N(N − 1)

2

∣∣∣∣) . (23)

Combined with our a priori upper bound, this implies
that in the ground state the angular momentum needs to
be close to

L ≈ −α
(
N

2

)
, since

∣∣∣∣L+ α

(
N

2

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ O(N3/2), (24)

so that on the average there needs to be an angular mo-
mentum −α for every pair of particles in order to can-
cel the shifted inherent/anyonic angular momentum (the
number of attached units of magnetic flux per particle).
This also means that as N grows large there will be a
large number O(N1/2) of level crossings in the g.s. be-
tween different integer angular momenta, because any
fixed angular momentum L can only be good on a scale
∆α = O(N−1/2). The situation is sketched in Fig. 5,
where at fixed N ≫ 1 one expects to find curves cor-
responding to families of states at fixed L, that are
smoothly varying with α, to eventually come down to
an energy O(N3/2) on a O(N1/2)-neighborhood around
a suitable minimum α ≈ α0(L), and then to again shoot
upwards in energy with a slope ≳ O(N2).
Chitra and Sen went on to estimate (again, see Fig. 5)

the enveloping g.s.e. curve close to bosons (suggesting

EN/(ℏωN3/2) ≈ 7
√
3

9

√
α) and to fermions (suggesting
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EN/(ℏωN3/2) ≈
√
8
3 ), but left it as an open problem

whether there are nonanalyticities in the limiting func-
tion

h(α) := lim inf
N→∞

EN (α)/(ℏωN3/2), (25)

concluding that “This is an interesting but difficult ques-
tion to answer.”

F. Towards density functionals for anyons

The few-particle spectra led to some initial results on
the thermodynamics of the anyon gas, by considering the
high-temperature, low-density virial expansions [Arovas
et al. 1985, Dowker 1985] (see [Khare 2005, Mancarella
et al. 2013a, Myrheim 1999] for review). In the low-
temperature regime, in order to make the many-anyon
ground state problem more manageable, we could wish
for a limiting effective description with a relatively lim-
ited number of degrees of freedom that are sufficient to
describe the collective state of the system at N → ∞.
Such a state might converge towards the minimizer of a
suitable functional, i.e. (taking some suitable scale a > 0
for normalization):

EN/N
a N→∞−−−−→ minimum of E [ψ] or E [ϱ], and

some marginal of g.s. Ψ0 of ĤN
N→∞−−−−→ minimizer of E ,

where E is typically an energy functional of either one-
body states ψ ∈ L2(R2) or of corresponding probability
densities ϱ = |ψ|2 ∈ L1(R2) (with mass 1 or N).
For example, for 2D fermions in a trapping potential

V , one has the Thomas–Fermi approximation [Fermi
1927, Thomas 1927]:

EN = inf
0 ̸=Ψ∈L2

asym

⟨T̂asym + V̂ ⟩Ψ ≈ inf
ϱ≥0:

∫
R2 ϱ=N

ETF[ϱ],

(26)
where the density ϱ = ϱTF ≈ ϱΨ0 (one-body marginal of
g.s.) minimizes the Thomas–Fermi (TF) functional

ETF[ϱ] :=

∫
R2

[
2πϱ(x)2 + V (x)ϱ(x)

]
dx. (27)

(Note: To simplify our discussion, we shall now and
in the remainder of this article assume that the physical
constant ℏ2/(2m) = 1, i.e. T = p2, by an appropriate
choice of units ℏ = 2m = c = e = 1.) The kinetic
energy density is here given by the energy per unit area
of the homogeneous 2D Fermi gas at density ϱ(x),
obtained e.g. by confining N fermions in a box of area
L × L, summing the one-body eigenvalues, and taking
the thermodynamic limit:

EN/L
2 N,L→∞−−−−−→ 2πϱ̄2, at fixed ϱ̄ = N/L2.

On the other hand, for bosons with sufficiently weak
scalar interactions one has the Gross–Pitaevskii (GP)

functional [Gross 1961, Pitaevskii 1961]:

EGP[ψ] :=

∫
R2

[∣∣(−i∇+Aext)ψ
∣∣2+V |ψ|2+g|ψ|4

]
, (28)

describing approximate condensation into the state ψ ∈
L2(R2) as EN/N → minimum of EGP. In regimes where
the interaction strength g ∈ R (related to the scattering
length of the interaction potential) dominates over the
kinetic term one may neglect that term and keep only
the last two terms, again leaving a functional of ϱ = |ψ|2
of the Thomas–Fermi type with g ↔ 2πN (this is only a
formal analogy at the level of functionals, since the two
mechanisms of the approximations are very different).
In view of the above, could one then suggest the fol-

lowing interpolating functional for 0 < α ≤ 1, describing
an “average-field” approximation for anyons

Eaf [ϱ] ≈
∫
R2

[
2παϱ(x)2 + V (x)ϱ(x)

]
dx ? (29)

Indeed, in a mean-field9 (Hartree) ansatz for the ground
state in the bosonic representation, consider:

Ψ(x) = ψ(x1)ψ(x2) . . . ψ(xN ), (30)

and we may think of a single particle ψ ∈ L2(R2) in the
magnetic field of the others (identically distributed):

B(x) ≈ 2πα(N − 1)|ψ(x)|2 ≈ 2παϱΨ(x). (31)

If the density ϱΨ = N |ψ|2 is approximately constant on
an area L× L where N bosons condense into the lowest
Landau level of the field B (cf. (64) below), then one
indeed obtains an energy per unit area

EN/L
2 ≈ BN/L2 ≈ 2παϱ̄2, ϱ̄ = N/L2, (32)

thus suggesting (29). For the ideal anyon gas this argu-
ment is not rigorous, because one cannot apply such an
ansatz in the singular magnetic field (it is not in the ap-

propriate domain of T̂α). This difficulty can be overcome
using regularization however, and we return to it in Sec-
tion III B in conjunction with the extended anyon gas.
Thus, after accepting some refinements to the “average-
field” approach in that context, it has been successfully
applied in the limits α→ 0 and α→ 1 as N → ∞.
To be precise, if we wish to refer to the approximation

as above with an almost constant field (on the scale of
a trap) then it is perhaps more appropriate to call it a
“constant-field” approximation. We also note that if
(29) would be a valid description for proper anyons then
it suggests that for the harmonic oscillator problem

EN
?
≈ inf

ϱ≥0∫
ϱ=N

∫
R2

[
ℏ2πα
m

ϱ(x)2 +
mω2

2
|x|2ϱ(x)

]
dx

=

√
8

3

√
α ℏωN3/2, 0 < α ≤ 1. (33)

9 We differentiate between “average-field” and “mean-field”, partly
to distinguish the anyonic context, but also because of more tech-
nical reasons that will be clarified below.
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Early applications of variants of density functional
theory (DFT) to the anyon context were made by Chitra
and Sen, who proposed the refinement as in Fig. 5 due to
the bosons’ hard core [Chitra and Sen 1992], and by Li,
Bhaduri and Murthy who considered an extension of TF
theory to excited states in the spectrum [Li et al. 1992].
Again, only some aspects have been rigorously justified,
in the limits close to bosons and fermions.

G. Local exclusion principle and degeneracy
pressure for the ideal anyon gas

An approach that has been successful for an increased
qualitative understanding of the genuine ideal anyon gas
at arbitrary α is to take a strictly local route to exclusion
via the wider concept of statistical repulsion. Namely,
one may note that statistical repulsion manifests itself in
the anyon gas in (at least) three ways:

1. Effective scalar pairwise repulsion. The ex-
change conditions (7) for each pair of particles tran-
spire to yield a pair repulsion between particles. Its
simplest form can be stated as a lower bound (known
in mathematics as a many-particle Hardy inequality
[Hoffmann-Ostenhof et al. 2008, Lundholm and Solovej
2013a]) for the kinetic energy: for any N ,

T̂α ≥ 4α2
N

N

∑
j<k

1

|xj − xk|2
, (34)

interpreted in the sense of forms or expectation values,
and where the so-called N-fractionality of α, defined

αN := min
p=0,1,...,N−2

min
q∈Z

|(2p+ 1)α− 2q|,

is the arcwise distance (in units of π) on the unit circle
from the set {ei(2p+1)απ}p=0,1,...,N−2 of all possible pair-
exchange phases to the point +1 of bosons. Taking the
limit as N → ∞ one finds (see Fig. 6)

αN→∞ =

{
1
ν , if α = µ

ν odd -numerator reduced rational,

0, otherwise,

(35)
an odd variant of Thomae’s “popcorn function”.

The origin of the scalar lower bound (34) lies in the
effective angular momentum barrier of each pair of par-
ticles at distance r > 0:

Vstat(r) = |(2p+ 1)α− 2q|2 1

r2
≥ α2

N

r2
. (36)

Namely, in an exchange of two particles, as in (7) where p
other particles happen to be ensnared, an anyonic phase
shift ei(2p+1)απ ̸= 1 leaves a residual angular momentum
according to (36). Heuristically, we can anticipate this
effect in the two-particle energy form (12), where the
quantization condition (10) in the angular variable φ is

α

αN→∞

FIG. 6. ∞-fractionality of α given by the odd popcorn func-
tion (35) [Lundholm 2017, Lundholm and Solovej 2013a].

appropriately modified to account for the presence of any
extra particles, assuming all other position variables are
fixed and the relative angular variable undergoes a full
loop φ → φ + π in configuration space. The anyonic
phase then shifts the relative angular momentum of the
pair, which however is quantized over the even integers
due to the half-circle symmetry for identical particles.10

We expect the repulsive barrier (36) to be stronger
than the r.h.s. on average as the number p fluctuates.
Indeed, the coupling constant of the pair-interaction po-
tential on the r.h.s. of (34) can be strengthened to a
nearest-neighbor version, which only depends on the 2-
fractionality α2 (periodized α), if it is at the same time
weakened by yet another factor of N [Lundholm and
Qvarfordt 2020, Rougerie and Yang 2023]. Anyway, the
repulsion offered by the potential is strong enough to im-
ply that Ψ → 0 at △△N if α2 ̸= 0, and can therefore
be viewed as a generalized Pauli principle for anyons
[Lundholm 2017, Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020, Lund-
holm and Solovej 2013b] (other variants were considered
in [Fröhlich and Marchetti 1988, 1989, Goldin and Majid
2004, Goldin and Sharp 1996]).

2. Local exclusion principle. The bound (34) (with
its various refinements [Larson and Lundholm 2018,
Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020, Lundholm and Solovej
2013a]) can also be applied locally on subsets of the plane
and is strong enough to yield a linear bound EN ≳ N−1
for the local (Neumann) energy [Lundholm and Seiringer
2018, Lundholm and Solovej 2013b]. Again, this holds
modulo a (positive) constant that either depends on αN ,

10 The operator ℓ̂ = −i∂φ on [0, π] with twisted boundary condi-
tions ψ(π) = eiαπψ(0) has eigenvalues {α − 2q}q∈Z. Therefore

the minimum of ℓ̂2 is minq∈Z |α−2q|2 = α2
2. Compare also (20).
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α

EN/N
2 ≳ max{E2(αN ), F2(α2)}

FIG. 7. Lower bounds to the homogeneous ideal anyon gas
energy [Larson and Lundholm 2018, Lundholm and Seiringer
2018]. The blue points are numerical lower bounds for

E2(α) = 4πα + O(α4/3) at α = αN→∞, while the orange
curve describes F2(α2) = 1

4
min{E2(α2), 0.147}, correspond-

ingly.

or a typically weaker one (still positive) that only de-
pends on α2 (cf. Fig. 7).

For comparison, take e.g. the unit square Q = [0, 1]2

and consider fermions which there satisfy the bound

EN (α = 1, Q) ≥ π2(N − 1) for N ≥ 1, (37)

since each added particle is orthogonal to the ground
state (the constant function) and thus adds at least the
energy E2 = π2 of a first-excited state ψ(x, y) ∝ cos(πx)
or cos(πy).

For anyons, we denote the N-particle Neumann en-
ergy on Q by

EN (α,Q) := inf
0̸=Ψ∈L2

sym(QN )
⟨T̂sym→α⟩Ψ. (38)

It is known that [Larson and Lundholm 2018, Lundholm
and Seiringer 2018]

E2(α,Q) = 4πα2 +O(α
4/3
2 ) for any α, (39)

and furthermore, all higher-particle energies can be
bounded uniformly in terms of this energy, or a suitable
approximation11 Ẽ2 to it: for N ≥ 2,

EN ≥ (N − 1)Ẽ2(αN ), (40)

as well as

EN/N ≥ 1

4
min{E2, E3, E4} ≥ 1

4
min{E2(α2), 0.147}.

(41)

11 Ẽ2(α) ≈ 2π(j′α2
)2 ≥ 4πα2, where j′α denotes the first zero of

the derivative of the Bessel function Jα [Larson and Lundholm
2018].

This r.h.s. we denote by F2(α2); cf. Fig. 7. An interpre-
tation of the above is that the nearest-neighbor energy
E2 is a relatively good approximation at every scale (at
least as a lower bound) due to a balancing of uncertainty
and exclusion in the gas.

3. Degeneracy pressure. Lastly, a combination of the
above local exclusion principle and the uncertainty prin-
ciple (also in a local formulation) yields a convenient mea-
sure of the degeneracy pressure in the anyon gas.

Compare the TF functional (27) which shows that the
effect of the exclusion principle for fermions is a self-
energy for the density that penalizes localization and
thus forces a spread of the profile into the more expen-
sive regions of the trapping potential. Indeed, the ideal
Fermi gas satisfies the following kinetic energy inequality
(known in mathematics as a Lieb–Thirring inequal-
ity [Lieb and Thirring 1975]) which captures this type of
degeneracy pressure: for any number N of particles and
any N -fermion state Ψ ∈ L2

asym(R2N ),

⟨T̂asym⟩Ψ ≳
∫
R2

ϱΨ(x)
2 dx (42)

(modulo a universal constant12), where ϱΨ is the one-
body density associated to Ψ, obtained by marginalizing
N−1 particles. Inequalities of this type have been useful
to prove qualitative properties of large fermionic systems
such as their thermodynamic stability w.r.t. Coulomb in-
teraction with a mixture of charges [Dyson and Lenard
1967, Lieb and Seiringer 2010, Lieb and Thirring 1975].
In the case that ν species of fermions or spin states are
considered, the constant in (42) is weakened by a factor
1/ν.

The degeneracy pressure for anyons is measured by
a similar inequality [Lundholm and Solovej 2013a,b] (see
[Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020] for review): for any num-
ber N of particles and any N -anyon state Ψ ∈ L2

α,

⟨T̂α⟩Ψ ≳ α2

∫
R2

ϱΨ(x)
2 dx (43)

(again modulo a universal constant). Its strength thus
depends to leading order on the 2-fractionality, i.e. the
nearest-neighbor exchange statistics α. It then follows,
like for fermions, that charged anyonic systems (except
bosons) with Coulomb interaction are also stable [Lund-
holm and Seiringer 2018, Lundholm and Solovej 2014].

Applied to the harmonic trap (19), the degeneracy
pressure (43) yields the bound

EN (α,harm.osc.) ≳
√
α2 ℏωN3/2, (44)

12 Deciding on the best constant in this inequality is a long-standing
open problem, but it is conjectured [Lieb and Thirring 1976] to
be given by that of its restriction to N = 1 (a Sobolev constant)
and is strictly smaller than the TF constant 2π. See [Seiringer
and Solovej 2023] for recent progress.
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In Figure 6 the lowest energy states of the frustrated XY model are compared to the lowest energy
branch of the Hofstadter butterfly which is proportional to the Tc for superconducting networks as
predicted by the linearized GL network equations [18–21]. The general shape of the curve is very
similar and both show fractal behavior with apparent singularities at rational values of f . However,
these singularities seem of different type. In the frustrated XY model these singularities appear
logarithmic, while in the Hofstadter butterfly the singularity is approached linearly from both sides.
The similarity of these curves suggests there might be a connection between the ground state energy of
JJAs and the Tc for superconducting networks.

Figure 6. Left: Lowest energy states found for a 100 by 100 square Josephson junction array using the
frustrated XY model. Right: Lowest energy branch of the Hofstadter butterfly, which is proportional to
the Tc of a superconducting square network.

4. Conclusions

Low energy states of large finite square Josephson junction arrays have been computed with an
annealing algorithm. The resulting curve looks continuous which is in agreement with a proof of
continuity. It gives further evidence that the staircase state hypothesis is incorrect. The curve shows
logarithmic discontinuities in the derivative dE/d f at rational frustration factors f = p/q with small q.
This is consistent with the picture of independent vortex excitations on top of the base vortex pattern
when f is close to a simple fraction. These ground state vortex patterns of finite arrays seem the same
as the ground state for infinite arrays, except for a thin region at the edge of the array where vortices
are accumulated or depleted, depending on the frustration factor. However, the width of this region is
array size independent.
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the data. A.B., H.H., N.P. and A.G. helped interpret the results. M.L., N.P. and A.G. wrote the paper.
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Appendix A

The goal of this section is to precisely state the system of differential equations describing a square
array of Josephson junctions. In the next section an algorithm to solve this system is described.

The current on a single junction after applying a finite difference scheme in time is given by
Equation (A1).

FIG. 8. Universal energy phenomena in 2D, from [Lankhorst
et al. 2018]: lowest energy branch of a 100×100 square Joseph-
son junction array (left/blue) resp. the Hofstadter butterfly
(right/orange), which also is proportional to the critical tem-
perature of a superconducting square network. (For compar-
ison, α ∼ 2f .)

which indeed matches the constant-field approximation
(33), and Fig. 5, up to the value of the universal constant.

On a disk geometry D with unit area, the analysis of
Chitra and Sen again suggests a large number of level
crossings as N → ∞, and thus possibly nonanalyticities
in the limiting g.s.e. per particle and unit density of the
homogeneous ideal anyon gas13

e(α) := lim inf
N→∞

EN (α,D)/N2. (45)

Most details about this function are still open, but from
a further analysis of the homogeneous ideal anyon gas
on the unit square Q (dividing it into smaller squares),
one can at least derive the rigorous uniform bounds (cf.
Fig. 7) [Lundholm and Seiringer 2018]

1

4
max{Ẽ2(αN ), F2(α2)} ≤ e(α) ≤ 2π2, (46)

and

α2 ≲ e(α) ≲ α2, (47)

modulo lower and upper universal constants (certainly
not optimal). Subject to the assumption that e(α) indeed
has a fractal structure which captures universal aspects
of planar geometry, a conjecture on its possible form can
be given as in Fig. 8; cf. [Lankhorst et al. 2018].

13 Although it has not been rigorously shown, we may expect the
thermodynamic limit to be independent of the shape of the do-
main (and otherwise take the infimum over reasonable shapes).

V1 V2

V3

j

⇒

xj

αAj

Jj

V∗
1

FIG. 9. From [Lundholm 2017]. A coloring of N = 12 par-
ticles with ν = 3 colors into K = 4 3-clusters V∗

q . Each
colored edge (j, k) ∈ Eq corresponds to one unit −µ of pair-
wise angular momentum. Also shown is the contribution to
the magnetic potential αAj and the current Jj of particle j
due solely to the 3-cluster V∗

1 .

H. Some states of particular interest

We saw above that there is a nontrivial and delicate
balance between exclusion and uncertainty in the ground
state energy. Certain types of states have been proposed
[Lundholm 2017, Lundholm and Solovej 2013b] to mini-

mize the kinetic energy T̂sym→α at particular values of the
statistics parameter: in the case of α = µ/ν ∈ [0, 1] being
an even-numerator reduced fraction, and for N = νK,
K = 1, 2, . . ., a suitable sequence of particle numbers, let

Ψα :=
∏
j<k

|zjk|−α S

 ν∏
q=1

∏
(j,k)∈Eq

(z̄jk)
µ

 N∏
l=1

ψ0(xl),

(48)

while for odd numerators µ, let

Ψα :=
∏
j<k

|zjk|−α S

 ν∏
q=1

∏
(j,k)∈Eq

(z̄jk)
µ

K−1∧
k=0

ψk (xl∈Vq )

 .
(49)

Here zjk := zj − zk are the pairwise relative complex co-
ordinates and we have grouped, or ‘colored’, the particles
into ν different colors where Gq = (Vq, Eq) denotes the
complete graph over each such group of |Vq| = K ver-
tices=particles (see Fig. 9). The symmetrization S over
all the particles then amounts to symmetrization over all
such colorings, and can be viewed as passing from a set
of distinguishable particles (by color) to indistinguish-
able (cf. [Regnault et al. 2008]). The ψk, k = 0, 1, 2, . . .,
are the eigenstates (ordered by increasing energy) of the

corresponding one-body Hamiltonian Ĥ1. The states Ψα

are moderately singular and so we should actually con-
sider Ψ = ΦΨα ∈ L2

sym(R2N ) with Φ a suitably chosen
regularization factor to allow inclusion into the domain
of T̂sym→α.
Some of the reasons why these states appear to be of

interest in the many-anyon problem include:
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• They have the right average angular momentum (24)
and are (for harmonic trap and certain K) homogeneous
with a degree suitable to optimize the bound (23).

• They enjoy certain clustering properties that are ben-
eficial to minimize the pair repulsion Vstat(r) on large
scales r. States of the form (48) for µ = 2, ν =
3, 5, . . . are known in the FQHE context as Read–Rezayi
states and are known to form clusters of ν particles
bound to µ vortices [Cappelli et al. 2001, Read and
Rezayi 1999], while (49) for µ = 1, ν = 2 correspond
to Dyson–Moore–Read/BCS/Pfaffian states subject to
pairing [Dyson 1967, Moore and Read 1991]. Further,
excitations on top of these states appear to have non-
abelian character [Bonderson et al. 2011, Nayak et al.
2008, Stern 2008].

• They manifest certain structural stabilities with the
smallness of 1 ≤ µ ≤ ν, similar to the Laughlin states of
the FQHE and indicative of a scale of robustness.

• Some of the states (48) are exact but moderately singu-
lar/generalized low-energy eigenfunctions of the Hamil-
tonian with singular boundary conditions (cf. point in-
teractions below, Sec. III E) [Chou 1991, Murthy et al.
1992].

III. THE NONIDEAL ANYON GAS

The “average(/constant)-field” approach, suggesting
(29), leads to difficulties when applied to strictly ideal
and pointlike particles, and it is both realistic and help-
ful to instead consider extended particles as well as other
nonideal models of anyon gases which can more easily in-
corporate the average effects of exchange phases or flux.
Heuristic approaches to ensure averaged influence of the
statistics include a “self-consistency argument” wherein
a typical cyclotron orbit of the generated field ought to
contain a large number of particles, suggesting a better
approximation if [Chen et al. 1989, Trugenberger 1992b]

α2 ≪ 1 or (1− α2)
2 ≪ 1 (50)

(i.e. slightly better around fermions due to Pauli re-
pulsion), as well as a similar orbital argument but
based instead on the scattering angles of combined
Aharonov–Bohm and hard-disk interaction [Caenepeel
and MacKenzie 1994], again suggesting the conditions
(50).

A. The extended anyon gas

In the extended anyon gas, we work in the magnetic
perspective and replace the point magnetic fluxes of ideal
anyons by extended fluxes. For simplicity (and not com-
pletely ad hoc from the perspective of emergent models)
we may consider the flux to be constantly spread over

a disk-shaped magnetic field attached to each particle,
with radius R > 0. We then replace the anyon magnetic
potentials (15) by

AR
j (x) :=

∑
k ̸=j

(xj − xk)
⊥

|xj − xk|2R
, |x|R := max{|x|, R},

(51)
so that, if 1D(y,R) denotes the indicator function on a
disk of radius R centered at y, the field is

curlxj αA
R
j = 2πα

∑
k ̸=j

1D(xk,R)(xj)

πR2

R→0−−−→ 2πα
∑
k ̸=j

δxk
(xj).

The kinetic energy of the extended anyon gas with bosons
as reference is then

T̂R
sym→α :=

ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(
−i∇xj + αAR

j

)2
,

acting on L2
sym, while if we use fermions as reference then

T̂R
asym→α :=

ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(
−i∇xj

+ (α− 1)AR
j

)2
,

acting on L2
asym.

There is now an additional natural dimensionless pa-
rameter in the problem that can be defined as the ratio
of the size of the magnetic flux disk to the average inter-
particle distance,

γ̄ := Rϱ̄1/2. (52)

This density parameter has been called the magnetic
filling ratio in [Larson and Lundholm 2018, Trugen-
berger 1992a,b]. The limit γ̄ = 0 corresponds to ideal
anyons, while γ̄ ∼ 1 is the “smearing” limit when par-
ticles typically begin to overlap, and γ̄ → ∞ would de-
scribe the constant-field limit.
At any fixed choice of the two parameters α ∈ R, γ̄ ≥ 0,

the energy per particle and unit of density of the homo-
geneous extended anyon gas may thusly be defined
via the thermodynamic limit

esym/
asym

(α, γ̄) := lim inf
N,L→∞
N/L2=ϱ̄

EN (α,R,LQ)

ϱ̄N
, (53)

where EN (α,R,LQ) denotes the g.s. energy of the re-

spective operator T̂R
sym/asym→α on L2

sym/asym(LQ
N ). A

corresponding TF-type functional for a local-density
approximation within a trapping potential V is then

Eα,R
sym/
asym

[ϱ] :=

∫
R2

[
esym/
asym

(
α,Rϱ(x)1/2

)
ϱ(x)2 + V (x)ϱ(x)

]
dx,

(54)
with

∫
R2 ϱ = N .

The qualitative analysis of local exclusion effects of the
ideal gas discussed in Section IIG has been extended to
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the extended gas, both in the bosonic and the fermionic
references. Up to constants, one finds the qualitative
bounds [Larson and Lundholm 2018]

esym(α, γ̄) ≳

{
|ln γ̄|−1 + α∞, γ̄ ≪ 1 (α fixed),

|α|, γ̄ ≳ 1,

where the first regime is a combination of a dilute 2D
Bose gas [Lieb and Yngvason 2001, Schick 1971] and the
strongest of the two lower bounds (46) for the ideal gas at

odd numerators, Ẽ2(α∞) ≳ α∞, while the second regime
indeed captures the constant-field energy (29) for arbi-
trarily large α. The full regime γ̄ ≲ 1 is more difficult
to describe, since it covers both soft-core and hard-core
behavior (see Sec. III F below), and we should expect to
replace α∞ with α2 in a suitable limit. Trugenberger
[Trugenberger 1992b] suggested that this gas with fixed
extension parameter R > 0 will at low temperatures pre-
fer to adjust its density to γ̄ ≳ 1, where the average-field
approximation is good and the gas becomes a superfluid,
while for high temperatures the density drops, γ̄ ≪ 1,
the average-field loses validity and superfluidity is lost.

In the fermionic reference [Girardot and Rougerie 2022]

easym(α, γ̄) ≳

{
α2, γ̄ ≲ 1,

1, γ̄ ≳ 1.

In this case the inherent Pauli principle improves the
dependence to nearest neighbor due to its scale inde-
pendence. Note that both energies esym/asym must be
periodic in α at γ̄ = 0, but not at any finite γ̄ > 0,
which therefore requires an interesting interpolation be-
tween the regimes.

B. Almost-bosonic anyons

The average-field approach (29) can be made fully rig-
orous in the limit N → ∞ close to bosons:

α = β/N → 0, at fixed β ∈ R,

in which the interaction may indeed be treated in a mean-
field sense if anyons are also extended/smeared out to a
finite size R > 0, as above. It is even possible to si-
multaneously take R ∼ N−η → 0 at some sufficiently
slow rate η (an “almost-ideal” limit). The idea is then
as a final step to take β = αN (total flux) large (then
“less bosonic”) and study the appropriate ground-state
energy functionals in this limit. Because of this particu-
lar order of limits, it is not completely clear whether this
indeed describes the ideal anyon gas as defined above, or
perhaps some nonideal model (see Sec. III F). We shall
simply refer to it as “almost-bosonic” anyons.
In any case, the first steps above yield the seemingly

correct average-field functional w.r.t. bosons for any
fixed β ∈ R [Lundholm and Rougerie 2015]:

Eaf
β [ψ] =

∫
R2

[∣∣(−i∇+ βA[|ψ|2])ψ
∣∣2 + V |ψ|2

]
. (55)

The magnetic potential A[ϱ = |ψ|2] is chosen such that
it generates exactly the field 2πϱ:

curlβA[ϱ](x) = 2πβϱ(x),

∫
R2

ϱ = 1. (56)

Thus, the scalar self-interaction of the GP model (28) is
here replaced with a magnetic self-interaction. This pro-
duces a peculiar new balancing problem, namely in order
to lower its energy in the self-generated magnetic field, as
the coupling β (total number of flux units) grows there
needs to be an increasing phase and angular momentum
in ψ = |ψ|eiϕ to cancel this magnetic field:14∣∣(−i∇+ βA)ψ

∣∣2 =
∣∣∇|ψ|

∣∣2 + ∣∣∇ϕ+ βA
∣∣2|ψ|2. (57)

Further, in order to preserve regularity, any nontrivial
such phase circulation must appear in the form of quan-
tized vortices. On a typical disk D(x, R), the phase cir-
culation

Φ(x, R) :=

∮
∂D(x,R)

βA·dr ≈ −
∫
D(x,R)

curl∇ϕdy (58)

then needs to minimize the residual angular momentum,∫ 2π

0

∣∣∂φϕ+ βAφ

∣∣2 dφ ≥ min
q∈Z

∣∣q − Φ(x, R)
∣∣2. (59)

However, the amount of flux to be cancelled by each vor-
tex also depends on the typical value of the density ϱ
there, which therefore sets a varying length scale for vor-
tex formation [Correggi et al. 2017]. It is thus expected
(see also [Chen et al. 1989] for an early conjecture) and
indeed confirmed in numerical studies [Correggi et al.
2019, Girardot 2021] that there is the formation of an
Abrikosov-like vortex lattice. However, unlike in the
Abrikosov setting with homogeneous rotation/field, the
density of vortices here follows the average density profile
in the trap V , which for β ≫ 1 turns out to be given again
by the minimizer of an effective Thomas–Fermi-type
functional [Correggi et al. 2017]:

EaTF
β [ϱ] :=

∫
R2

[
CaTF|β|ϱ(x)2 + V (x)ϱ(x)

]
dx. (60)

Indeed, numerical simulations [Correggi et al. 2019, Gi-
rardot 2021] (see Fig. 10) confirm the theoretical predic-
tion of [Correggi et al. 2017, 2018] that the g.s. ψaf

β of

(55) exhibits an approximately triangular vortex lattice
distribution with scales set by the TF profile (minimizer)
ϱaTF
β of (60), and it is further estimated numerically that

[Correggi et al. 2019]

CaTF ≈ 4π3/2/3 ≈ 1.18× 2π. (61)

14 Due to the reasons described below, the cancellation is not com-
plete, but both terms in (57) contribute an energy of order β.
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FIG. 10. Numerical simulation of the ground-state density
|ψaf

β |2 in the average-field functional (55) for β = 90 in a
harmonic trap, averaged over rotations and then compared
with the exact minimizer ϱaTF

β of (60). From [Correggi et al.
2019].

The fact that this constant is strictly bigger than the
fermionic TF constant and constant-field prediction15 2π
can be understood from the microscopic lattice inhomo-
geneity of |ψaf

β |2 as compared to its average density ϱaTF
β ,

which effectively raises the energy by a factor which is at
least as big as the Abrikosov constant (≈ 1.1596; cf. [Af-
talion et al. 2006a,b]).

C. Almost-fermionic anyons

A similar regularization approach can be taken close
to fermions:

α = 1− β/
√
N → 1, β, ℏ fixed,

for which the leading terms of the kinetic energy can
be compared with the Fermi gas EN (α = 1) ∼ 2πN2,

15 Also in comparison to Fig. 5, Chitra and Sen, who estimated a
substantially larger factor [Chitra and Sen 1992], assumed rota-
tional symmetry for the density to simplify their functional, plus
added a hard-core delta regularization that itself amounts to the
constant-field energy 2π|β|ϱ2.

N → ∞. By rescaling the parameters, it is equivalent to
study a semiclassical mean-field limit

α = 1− β/N → 1, ℏ ∼ N−1/2 → 0.

Also here we can allow “almost-ideal” or “virtually” ex-
tended anyons, 0 < R ∼ N−η → 0, if the rate η is small
enough16.
This almost-fermionic approach takes us back to the

actual TF functional for fermions (27), which remains
correct for any finite β in this limit [Girardot 2021, Gi-
rardot and Rougerie 2021]. More precisely, one obtains
a semiclassical Vlasov functional:

EVla
β [µ] :=

1

(2π)2

∫
R4

∣∣p+βA[ϱ]
∣∣2µ(x,p) dxdp+∫

R2

V ϱ dx

for 0 ≤ µ(x,p) ≤ 1 a measure on phase space R4 which
is subject to the Pauli principle and normalized

∫
R4 µ =

(2π)2. The minimizing measure µ of this functional is
the corresponding filled Fermi sea:

µ(x,p) = 1
{
|p+ βA[ϱ](x)|2 ≤ 4πϱ(x)

}
, (62)

with spatial density ϱ = ϱTF independent of β:

ϱ(x) =
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

µ(x,p) dp = (4π)−1(λTF − V (x))+.

The momentum density t = tTF
β ,

t(p) =
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

µ(x,p) dx,

does depend on β however, in a nonlocal way. The energy
EVla
β [µ] = ETF[ϱTF] is locally a constant at α ≈ 1 in this

approximation, thus confirming this aspect of Fig. 5.
The almost-fermionic regime was also studied numer-

ically by Girardot et al. in [Girardot 2021] using a
Hartree–Fock approach, i.e. on Slater determinants,
and with a self-generated field B = 2πβϱ/N (total flux
2πβ), showing good agreements to the above. In fact,
it can be interpreted as a multicomponent version of
the bosonic functional (55) on orthogonal states ψk,
k = 1, 2, . . . , N . These are then able to complement
each other’s densities so as to fill in any holes left by
vortices, and thus eventually smoothen out the overall
density profile:

ϱ(x) =

N∑
k=1

|ψk(x)|2 ≈ ϱTF(x), (63)

thereby validating the “constant-field” (local density) ap-
proximation in this regime when β is not too large.

16 The rate is better than for bosons because of the Pauli principle;
cf. (50).
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D. Magnetic TF theory

For higher ratios of the magnetic field to the density
one may expect [Girardot 2021] a magnetic Thomas-
Fermi theory [Lieb et al. 1995, McEuen et al. 1992] to
become valid. Namely, for a field B(x) which is approxi-
mately constant on the scale of the trapping potential V ,
we can think of distributing the density

ϱ(x) =

∞∑
n=0

ϱn(x)

locally into the Landau levels (LLs) Hn of the corre-
sponding one-body Landau Hamiltonian17

ĤLan
1 = (−i∇x +Bx⊥/2)2 =

∞∑
n=0

|B|(2n+ 1)1Hn
. (64)

The degeneracy (per unit area) of each level is the num-
ber of flux units (per unit area), dB := |B|/(2π). Thus,
defining the corresponding expected local magnetic en-
ergy at a given density ϱ,

jB(ϱ) :=

∞∑
n=0

|B|(2n+ 1)ϱn, 0 ≤ ϱn ≤ dB ,

the magnetic TF functional for N fermions in a fixed
external field B > 0 is then

EmTF[ϱ] :=

∫
R2

[jB(ϱ(x)) + V (x)ϱ(x)] dx,

∫
R2

ϱ = N.

(65)
At fixed B and ϱ, in order to minimize jB(ϱ) we fill all
NB := ⌊ϱ/dB⌋ lower Landau levels maximally:

ϱn =


dB , 0 ≤ n ≤ NB − 1,

ϱ−NBdB , n = NB ,

0, n ≥ NB + 1,

so that in the limit B → 0, implying dB → 0,

jB(ϱ) ≈
NB−1∑
n=0

|B|(2n+ 1)dB = |B|N2
BdB

≈ |B|ϱ2/dB = 2πϱ2,

returning us to the usual TF for the free Fermi gas. On
the other hand, if B is large enough that dB ≥ ϱ, then
all particles will fit into the lowest Landau level (LLL):

jB(ϱ) = |B|ϱ. (66)

Now, considering a sufficiently extended anyon gas
and formally taking the anyonic (average) magnetic field

17 In our units the cyclotron frequency is ωc = 2|B|.

B(x) = 2πβϱ(x), where β = 1− α ∈ [0, 1] is the number
of flux units per particle attached to fermions, we then
obtain amagnetic TF self-interaction functional for
anyons:

EamTF
β [ϱ] :=

∫
R2

[
jB=2πβϱ(x)(ϱ(x)) + V (x)ϱ(x)

]
dx.

(67)
At any point x ∈ R2 where ϱ(x) ̸= 0 let us consider there
the fractions of density fn := ϱn(x)/ϱ(x) in the LLs:

jB(ϱ)

2πϱ2
=

∞∑
n=0

β(2n+ 1)fn, 0 ≤ fn ≤ β ≤ 1,

which again is minimized by filling the lowest NB =
⌊β−1⌋ levels:

fn =


β, 0 ≤ n ≤ ⌊β−1⌋ − 1,

1− β⌊β−1⌋, n = ⌊β−1⌋,
0, n ≥ ⌊β−1⌋+ 1.

Hence, our minimum is

jB(ϱ)

2πϱ2
=

⌊β−1⌋−1∑
n=0

(2n+1)β2+β(2⌊β−1⌋+1)(1−β⌊β−1⌋),

which simplifies to

jB(ϱ)

2πϱ2
− 1 = β2(1− {β−1}){β−1} =:M(β) ∈ [0, β2/4),

where {β−1} = β−1−⌊β−1⌋ ∈ [0, 1) is the fractional part
of β−1. Therefore our proposed functional for the g.s. (a
pointwise lower bound to (67)) takes the form

ẼamTF
β [ϱ] :=

∫
R2

[
2πϱ(x)2 (1 +M(β)) + V (x)ϱ(x)

]
dx,

(68)
thus refining both the “constant-field” approximation
(29) around fermions as well as the above almost-
fermionic approximation.
The corresponding energy landscape (see Fig. 11) is

now indicative of stability at the Fermi point β = 0. A
possible interpretation for the gas is that the discretiza-
tion of the Fermi sea into Landau levels imposes a more
rigid structure in phase space, i.e., as the attached flux
β per particle increases, particles come from plane-wave
states which homogenize easily in space and then need to
start organizing into the respective cyclotron orbits with
decreasing radii as the field increases. Thus the Fermi sea
becomes less fluid and more crystalline, with the most
synergetic situation when a whole number of levels are
approximately filled ({β−1} ≈ 0 or 1) so adjustments to
the density can be accommodated at all levels in parallel
while keeping the fractions fn constant, and least syner-
getic when half a level is filled ({β−1} ≈ 1/2) and a larger
fraction β{β−1} of particles need to organize their motion
into that specific LL. However, we cannot expect this pic-
ture to be valid all the way to bosons at β = 1 (compare
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FIG. 11. The factor M(β) = β2(1 − {β−1}){β−1} ≤ β2/4
(r.h.s. dashed) in the magnetic TF functional (68) as a func-
tion of the relative statistics parameter β = 1 − α around
fermions β = 0.

also (50)) because there will also be correlations across
Landau levels, leading to effective attractions, clustering
and condensation, and for example, if the LLL is filled
and there are only few particles in the first-excited LL
then one might consider the statistics transmutation sit-
uation discussed below where the excited particles would
effectively rather be treated as bosons than fermions.

An analysis at these seemingly beneficial fractions
α = 1 − 1/n was conducted by Chen et al. [Chen et al.
1989] in the homogeneous setting (building on [Fetter
et al. 1989]), where they indeed observed characteris-
tics of superfluidity. For example, the energy there
increases linearly when a small external magnetic field
is applied in either direction, which is interpreted as a
Meissner effect. Recently another approach to a DFT for
anyons, via Kohn–Sham theory with neglected exchange
correlation (then similar to self-consistent Hartree–Fock),
was taken by Hu et al. to study these effects [Hu et al.
2021]. Their numerics agree well with the semiclassical
TF approximation close to fermions and show significant
deviations only when the magnetic field is strong enough
that particles in the bulk occupy only the lowest few LLs.
For trapped systems they also observe a boundary ef-
fect which can compensate for the otherwise necessary
fractional filling of LLs, but which vanishes in the ther-
modynamic limit. Indeed, due to the many parallels to
the FQHE, Chen et al. suggested that “the physics of
the anyon gas at general values of θ is likely to be quite
rich and to depend quite strongly on ‘number-theoretic’
properties of θ.”

E. Point-interacting anyons

Introducing point or contact interactions corre-
sponds to specifying the behavior of wave functions at
the diagonal (contact) set △△N , i.e. imposing boundary
conditions there so as to render the Hamiltonian self-

adjoint, while allowing a different behavior than that of
the canonical/free choice (Friedrichs; cf. Sec. II C). This
is equivalent to considering all of the possible boundary
conditions, or self-adjoint extensions, of the operator
T̂α starting from its initial definition on wave functions
vanishing at △△N and having finite expected energy in
the standard sense (11). For general N this is difficult
even for distinguishable particles, but one may reduce
this problem significantly by adding assumptions such
as translation and scale covariance. Our present un-
derstanding of general point-interacting (and pointlike,
i.e. non-extended) anyons is currently rather limited (cf.
[Dell’Antonio et al. 1997]), however for N = 2 anyons the
situation is now well understood [Bourdeau and Sorkin
1992, Correggi and Oddis 2018, Coutinho et al. 1992,
Grundberg et al. 1991, Manuel and Tarrach 1991, Murthy
et al. 1992, Oddis 2020], and extends the corresponding
analysis of the standard non-magnetic two-body point-
interaction problem in various dimensions (see, e.g., [Al-
beverio et al. 2005]).
For α2 ̸= 1 (non-fermions) the problem admits a circle

of different possibilities for point interaction, all of which
are attractive and correspond to allowing wave functions
with singularities at the diagonals. One simple way to
understand this is via the form (12), which in the s-wave
(radially symmetric) with Ψ = r±α2ϕ(r) turns out to be
equivalent to [Manuel and Tarrach 1991, Oddis 2020]∫ ∞

0

|ϕ′(r)|2rdα−1dr, (69)

for a parameter giving an effective “intermediate di-
mension”

2 ≤ dα := 2 + 2α2 ≤ 4. (70)

Thus, for bosons the problem is indeed two-dimensional
and has a circle of extensions, where a unique one T̂sym
(Friedrichs, Ψ ∼ 1 as r → 0) is nonnegative. For fermions
it is more akin to four dimensions where the correspond-
ing bosonic problem is essentially self-adjoint, i.e. has a
unique extension T̂asym (Friedrichs, Ψ ∼ r). For proper
anyons the situation is intermediate and actually closest
akin to three dimensions. In this case there is again a
circle of extensions, but the circle now splits into two
halves (cf. Fig. 2): in one half one has negative exten-
sions and a scale of increasingly negative bound states,
and in the other a scale of decreasingly nonnegative (i.e.
increasingly attractive) extensions. The largest (least at-
tractive / “free”) such extension is the usual free kinetic

energy T̂α = T̂F
α (Friedrichs, Ψ ∼ rα2), while the smallest

T̂K
α (most attractive, Ψ ∼ r−α2 , and known as the Krein

extension [Alonso and Simon 1980]) is also singled out
as scale covariant while all the other intermediate exten-
sions have scale.

If these observations extend to N ≥ 3 particles then
it is reasonable to expect such “kreinyons” to be of
interest in physics, and in fact may even correspond to
some of the moderately singular “noninterpolating” ex-
act eigenstates [Murthy et al. 1992] found in the harmonic
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oscillator problem (cf. Section IIH). Other relevant con-
nections of anyons to geometry and quantum mechanics
on cone-like manifolds were reviewed in [Jackiw 1990].

F. Other interactions and fields

One can obviously also include other (scalar) interac-
tions into the magnetic models for anyons, as well as an
external magnetic field (coupled by a charge −q), e.g.

ĤN :=
ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(
−i∇xj

+ qAext + αAR
j

)2
+

N∑
j=1

V (xj) +
∑
j<k

W (xj − xk). (71)

Reasonable external fields have been incorporated into
some parts of the average-field theory [Girardot 2020, Gi-
rardot and Rougerie 2021], as well as point interactions
[Correggi and Fermi 2021, Oddis 2020], and interacting
anyons are certainly relevant in emergent models, as we
will see below. Coulomb interactions and the thermo-
dynamic stability of “anyonic matter” was addressed in
[Lundholm 2019, Lundholm and Seiringer 2018, Lund-
holm and Solovej 2014]. We note that since scalar inter-
actions can show features akin to statistics, such as effec-
tive TF-type functionals and degeneracy pressure [Larson
et al. 2021, Lieb et al. 2005, Lundholm 2019, Lundholm
et al. 2015, 2016], it is important to isolate the features
that are due to the actual quantum statistics (cf. [Lam-
bert et al. 2023]).

Another way to view the effect of the magnetic flux
disks in the average-field approximation is as an effective
scalar potential

W (xj − xk) =
2π|α|
πR2

1D(xk,R)(xj) (72)

added to anyons (in the bosonic reference this is indeed
correct as a lower bound [Larson and Lundholm 2018]).
One may then consider the combination of parameters

|α|
ϱ̄R2

= |α|γ̄−2, (73)

i.e. the height of the potential compared to the aver-
age density, as a dimensionless measure of interaction
strength, and for fixed α and γ̄ ≪ 1 this then corre-
sponds to a hard-core interaction, while if |α|γ̄−2 ≪ 1,

such as if
√
|α| ≪ γ̄ where either side may be taken to

grow or decline, then W instead corresponds to a weak
soft-core interaction. With the convergence rates η cur-
rently allowed in the derivations of almost-bosonic and
almost-fermionic models (0 < η < 1/4 [Girardot 2020]
resp. 0 < η < 1/3 [Girardot and Rougerie 2022]), we find
that on a fixed homogeneous trap, γ̄ ∼ N1/2−η → ∞ and
|α|γ̄−2 ∼ N2η−2 → 0 resp. |1 − α|γ̄−2 ∼ N2η−3/2 → 0

as N → ∞, that is a combined high-density and weak
soft-core limit, indeed beneficial to the average-field ap-
proximation.

G. Lowest Landau level (LLL) anyons

If the anyons are ideal but in a strong external con-
stant magnetic field, then all anyons fall into the LLL
(cf. (66)), and the model actually becomes exactly solv-
able. The reason is that their wave function becomes
(anti)analytic (modulo a Gaussian factor) and corre-
sponds to changing the Jastrow factors in (48)-(49) from
|zjk|−α to (z̄jk)

α, α ∈ [0, 1]. It results in a description
in terms of fractional exclusion statistics (cf. [Hal-
dane 1991]) with one-body occupation numbers (angu-
lar momenta) shifted by α, and a relation to Calogero–
Sutherland models. We refer to [Ouvry 2007] for an
overview of this approach.

IV. THE NONABELIAN ANYON GAS

Let us now generalize our context further and consider
an ideal N-anyon wave function as locally a map18

Ψ: CN → F , subject to Ψ(σ.X) = ρ(σ)Ψ(X), (74)

where the fiber F is a Hilbert space of ‘internal’ (non-
spatial) degrees of freedom on which BN acts unitarily19:

ρ : BN → U(F).

Now ρ(σ) is an exchange operator on F corresponding
to the braid σ ∈ BN . There may be other observables of
the considered system acting in F , but for simplicity we
here assume that it is finite dimensional, i.e. F = CD for
some D ∈ N, and U(CD) = U(D) is the group of D ×D
unitary matrices. We then identify three possibilities for
these representations (‘reps’):

1. Irreducible abelian: F = C, which is the case we
treated above, with elementary exchange phase

ρ(σj) = eiαπ for all j,

for a fixed statistics parameter α of abelian anyons.

2. Reducible abelian: F = CD, D > 1, where all ele-
mentary exchange operators ρ(σj) commute and thus are

18 Again, one way to concretize this is to regard the multivalued
function Ψ as a ρ-equivariant function on the covering space of
CN , or as a section of a vector bundle E → CN with fiber F
[Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020].

19 We can even let go of the unitarity condition on reps if one
is willing to consider multivalued probability distributions (cf.
[Abramsky and Brandenburger 2011]).



20

simultaneously diagonalizable:20

ρ(σj) ∼= diag(eiα(1)π, . . . , eiα(D)π) for all j,

for statistics parameters α(k) corresponding to different
sectors of particles that do not interact quantum statis-
tically.

3. Nonabelian: F = CD, D > 1, where not all elemen-
tary exchange operators commute:

ρ(σj)ρ(σk) ̸= ρ(σk)ρ(σj) for some j ̸= k.

Actually, it turns out that

D ≥ N − 2 if N ≥ 7, (75)

because otherwise the rep is necessarily abelian (this is a
theorem in the rep theory of the braid group [Formanek
1996]; cf. [Weinberger 2015], [Lundholm and Qvarfordt
2020, Theorem 3.13]). Furthermore, if N ≥ 7 and D =
N − 2 or D = N − 1 then the rep is either abelian or,
up to an abelian factor, the nonabelian (reduced) Burau
representation. For any other reps we need D ≥ N .

Because of this last remark, we cannot simply fix the
fiber Hilbert space F or the rank of the representa-
tion D = dimF and then study growing numbers N
of anyons, because they will then eventually abelianize.
Further, in the nonabelian case it is, as far as this author
is aware, not certain whether statistics transmutation is
available, i.e. whether one may always pass from the ge-
ometric to the magnetic perspective (this is a question in
topology; see [Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020, Maciazek
and Sawicki 2019] for further discussion). Some mod-
els have magnetic formulations however [Kohno 1987,
Lee and Oh 1994, Wen 1991], but for simplicity in this
overview we will remain in the geometric perspective and
furthermore pull in a small sample of results from the al-
gebraic perspective as well, where certain reps can be
systematically and consistently constructed from elemen-
tary fusion and braiding rules, and exchange operators
can be computed explicitly. The topic is quite complex
and extends far outside the scope of this overview; in-
stead we refer to [Beer et al. 2018, Lahtinen and Pachos
2017, Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020, Masaki et al. 2023,
Nayak et al. 2008, Stern 2008] for more detail on the al-
gebraic and diagrammatic aspects of anyon models (and
note that the representation theory of the braid group is
a still incomplete and very active field of mathematics).
Anyons with nonabelian braid group representations are
generally called “nonabelions” or “plektons”.
A many-anyon model is a sequence of fiber Hilbert

spaces FN , DN = dimFN , and braid group representa-
tions

ρN : BN → U(FN ), N = 1, 2, 3, . . . , (76)

20 We write A ∼= B if two matrices or operators are similar, i.e.
unitarily equivalent.

together with a sequence of kinetic energy operators

T̂ρN
=

ℏ2

2m

N∑
j=1

(−i∇(ρN )
xj

)2 (77)

which implement these reps (by means of parallel trans-
port) as the corresponding exchange operators in (74).21

The free kinetic energy operator T̂ρN
is again locally

the same as the free Laplacian T̂dist, supplemented with
holonomies ρN (σ) ∈ U(DN ) w.r.t. any nontrivial ex-
change loops σ ∈ BN . Instead of the abelian pair-
exchange conditions (7), one now has

Ψ(x1, . . . ,xk, . . . ,xj , . . . ,xN )

= UN,pΨ(x1, . . . ,xj , . . . ,xk, . . . ,xN ), (78)

with pair-exchange operators22

UN,p
∼= ρN (σ1σ2 . . . σpσp+1σp . . . σ2σ1) (79)

for any counterclockwise two-particle exchange loop in
which p ≤ N − 2 other particles are enclosed, corre-
sponding to the second figure in Fig. 3. We denote their
eigenvalues by

specUN,p = {eiπγk}k=1,2,...,DN
,

where we normalize the full range of statistics param-
eters γk = γk(N, p) in the interval (−1, 1].
Nonabelions are still harder to treat as perturbations

close to bosons or fermions, since typically the eigenval-
ues of UN,p are separated from (or coincide with) ±1.
Also, because of a lack of general magnetic formulations,
it is even more unclear what we should mean with an ex-
tended gas of nonabelions, except as derived from emer-
gent models and Berry connections (see below). However,
concerning the qualitative features and local exclusion
properties for the ideal gas, somewhat analogous results
as for the abelian gas may be obtained [Lundholm and
Qvarfordt 2020], as follows.
The N-fractionality is now replaced by

αN,n := min
p=0,1,...,n−2

βN,p, n ≤ N, (80)

where the pair-exchange parameter with p ≤ N − 2
particles enclosed,

βN,p := min
k=1,2,...,DN

|γk(N, p)| = dist
(
spec(UN,p),+1

)
,

is again the arcwise distance (in units of π) from the
spectrum of UN,p to +1. Then, the statistical repulsion as

21 One might also require a compatibility between reps ρN w.r.t.
the embedding sequence BN−1 ↪→ BN of braid groups, which
may be nontrivial (see [Delaney et al. 2016, Rowell and Wang
2012]).

22 Defined up to similarity; note e.g. that ρ(σj) ∼= ρ(σk) with simi-
larities depending on j and k [Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020].
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given both by the Hardy inequality (34) (and its variants,
depending on αN,n), the local exclusion principle (40)-
(41), as well as the degeneracy pressure (43), generalize
to the ideal nonabelion gas:

⟨T̂ρN
⟩Ψ ≳ αN,2

∫
R2

ϱΨ(x)
2 dx. (81)

Thus, it is again the nearest-neighbor pair exchange (in
the rep ρN ) that sets the main behavior of the gas w.r.t.
fractional exclusion statistics.

Three classes of representations of special interest were
considered in some detail in [Lundholm and Qvarfordt
2020]: Burau, Ising and Fibonacci. Note that varia-
tions of these may arise by composing with abelian mod-
els. Some important features have been obtained also for
other reps, such as scattering and dilute thermodynamics
based on the nearest-neighbor pair exchange [Mancarella
et al. 2013a,b, Verlinde 1991, Wilczek and Wu 1990].

A. Burau

The Burau rep [Burau 1935] is a simple deformation of
the defining rep of the permutation group, SN → U(N),
that also must be reduced (DN = N − 1 or N − 2) and
unitarized to fit in the above framework. We are only
aware of the simplest case N = 3, F = C2 having been
worked out explicitly so far [Weinberger 2015], and then

specU3,0 = {1,−w2}, specU3,1 = {w3,−w3}

for a parameter w = eiαπ, |α| < 1/3, of the represen-
tation. Here we find α3,2(w) = 0 for all such w and
indeed there are states that do not vanish on the diago-
nal because of a lack of exclusion there [Lundholm and
Qvarfordt 2020].

B. Ising

Here DN = dimFN grows roughly as (
√
2)N , which is

related to reps of Clifford algebras [Nayak and Wilczek
1996] (and there are distinctions between even/odd num-
bers of such anyons and of fermions which also appear in
the models). The spectra of all pair-exchange operators
have been computed [Lundholm and Qvarfordt 2020]:

specUN,p =
{e−iπ/8, eiπ3/8}, if p = 0,

{e−iπ/8, eiπ7/8}, if p ≥ 1 is odd,

{e−iπ5/8, e−iπ/8, eiπ3/8, eiπ7/8}, if p ≥ 2 is even,

(in one rep, and their complex conjugates in another rep,
and with multiplicities that grow with N). Thus,

αN,n = βN,0 = 1/8 for all N,n ≥ 2,

so the Ising gas has an exclusion at the diagonals and
a degeneracy pressure. Since these n-fractionalities are

independent of n (and N), we do not see any benefits of
clustering to minimize statistical repulsion, at this level
of inquiry.

C. Fibonacci

Here DN = dimFN grows with the Fibonacci se-

quence, so that DN+1/DN
N→∞−−−−→ ϕ, the golden ratio.

Furthermore, the spectra of all pair-exchange operators
have been computed [Qvarfordt 2017]:

specUN,p =


{e−iπ3/5, eiπ4/5}, if p = 0,

{e−iπ/5, eiπ/5, eiπ4/5}, if p = 1,

{e−iπ3/5, e−iπ/5, eiπ/5, eiπ4/5}, if p ≥ 2,

(in one rep, and their complex conjugates in another rep,
and with multiplicities that grow with N , also along the
Fibonacci sequence). Thus,

αN,n =

{
βN,0 = 3/5, if n = 2,

βN,1 = 1/5, if n ≥ 3,

and therefore also the Fibonacci gas is subject to exclu-
sion at the diagonals and a degeneracy pressure. Since
αN,n < αN,2 for n ≥ 3, this may be indicative of cluster-
ing in this gas in order to minimize statistical repulsion
over long ranges.

V. EMERGENCE OF THE ANYON GAS

In the study of emergent quantum statistics, we typ-
ically consider two distinct species of particle, one of
which is numerous and numbered by e.g. N ≫ 1, which
we shall refer to as the bath, and another species which
is much less numerous, 1 ≤ n ≪ N , which we refer to
as tracers or impurities. These two species could be
physically the same type of particle but effectively dis-
tinguished by some quantum number, such as their Lan-
dau level index for example. The bath forms a back-
ground and a collective coherence for the tracers, so that
its macroscopically well-defined state provides a limiting
reference frame with respect to which tracers may trans-
mute their properties.

A. The quantum Hall setting

In the quantum Hall (QH) setting we assume that all
particles are confined to a plane and subject to a large
and approximately constant magnetic field B = −bez,
b > 0, i.e. the relevant one-body operator is again the
Landau Hamiltonian (64)

ĤLan
1 =

1

2m

(
−iℏ∇x + qbx⊥/2

)2
= ℏωc(â

†â+ 1/2),
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ωc = |qb|/m, and particles then distribute into the Lan-
dau levels (LLs) of this field. The lowest Landau level
(LLL) is the kernel of â (let us now fix ℏ = 1 and q = −1):

LLL := H0

=
{
ψ ∈ L2(R2) : ψ(x) = f(z)e−

b
4 |z|

2

, f analytic
}
(82)

and spanned by the orthonormal basis of Fock–Darwin
states

ψl(z) = clz
le−

b
4 |z|

2

, l = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

for normalization constants cl > 0. We assume electron
spin is out of the picture due to the strong band sepa-
ration, and also that there is a radial trapping potential
centered at z = 0, penalizing higher angular momenta l.
The first concrete prediction of emergent anyonic

statistics was made in the context of the fractional quan-
tum Hall effect (FQHE) for electrons [Tsui et al. 1982],
i.e. fractional filling of the LLL, for which Laughlin pro-
posed the following trial states in the electrons’ coor-
dinates zj ∈ C, z = (zj)j=1,...,N , to explain the effect
[Laughlin 1983, 1999]:23

ΨLau
µ (z) ∝

∏
j<k

zµjke
− b

4 |z|
2

.

For electrons, µ is an odd integer, so that ΨLau
µ ∈ L2

asym.
In the case that µ = 1, suitable for an integer QH effect,
the state corresponds to a Fermi sea filling of LLL with
the least angular momentum: ΨLau

µ=1(z) is proportional to

N−1∧
l=0

ψl(z) ∝ det


1 1 . . . 1

z1 z2 . . . zN
...

...
...

zN−1
1 zN−1

2 . . . zN−1
N

 e− b
4 |z|

2

,

by Vandermonde’s formula for the determinant. For frac-
tional filling 1/µ, and to reduce Coulomb interaction
energy among electrons, Laughlin thus proposed taking
the determinant above to a power µ > 1. On top of
such states, Laughlin also considered states of quasiholes
pinned to positions wk ∈ C, w = (wk)k=1,...,n:

Ψqh
µ (w; z) ∝

n∏
k=1

N∏
j=1

(wk − zj)Ψ
Lau
µ (z)

(all states with appropriate normalization, and yk ↔ wk,
xj ↔ zj respective real and complex coordinates).

23 Note that these also coincide with the anyonic trial states (48)-
(49) if extended to α = µ with trivial Jastrow factors [Lundholm
2017].

1. Berry phases

Halperin [Halperin 1984] suggested that if the quasi-
holes are treated as quantum particles then they ought to
have fractional anyonic statistics, and Arovas, Schrieffer
and Wilczek [Arovas et al. 1984] subsequently proposed
a Berry-phase approach to determine their statistics.
Namely, if we view Ψqh

µ as a map

Cn → L2
asym(R2N ), w 7→ Ψqh

µ (w; ·)

from the parameters w into the (fiber) Hilbert space of
electrons, then Berry associates to such a geometry a
canonical connection [Berry 1984, Simon 1983]:

Ãj(y) := ⟨−i∇yj
⟩Ψqh(y;·)

= −i
∫
CN

Ψqh
µ (y; z)∇yj

Ψqh
µ (y; z) dz. (83)

The holonomies of the connection w.r.t. loops on the pa-
rameters, σ : [0, 1] → Cn,

ρ(σ) = eiΦσ , Φσ =

∮
σ

n∑
j=1

Ãj · dyj , (84)

are then interpreted to be the exchange phases (1) (now
including an “external” field of constant curvature) ef-
fectively associated to the motion of the quasiholes in
the bath of electrons. Thus, under the adiabatic as-
sumption that the electrons move much faster than the
holes, one can take statistical averages over z ∈ CN and
use an analogy with a classical charged plasma to com-
pute |Ψqh(y; ·)|2 and Φσ, and then indeed conclude that
there is, on top of geometric holonomies corresponding
to a constant field B/µ = −b/µ (i.e. effectively coupled
to a fractional charge +1/µ that reduces the field), also
topological exchange phases corresponding to the local-
ized (but somewhat extended) attachment of fractional
flux −2π/µ to the quasiholes. For a relatively recent re-
view of the approach, including possible extensions to
nonabelian scenarios (for which the quasihole map Ψqh

is multidimensional), see [Bonderson et al. 2011].

2. Transmuted Hamiltonian

Forte [Forte 1991] argued that the above approach is
not necessarily sufficient to determine the anyonic statis-
tics because, as we have noted above with the freedom
of statistics transmutation, the knowledge of the specific
Hamiltonian for the quasiholes is essential, since that is
what ultimately sets the scale of validity of any adiabatic
treatment. Thus, a different approach was suggested in
[Lambert et al. 2023, Lundholm and Rougerie 2016] to
remedy this situation and supply the missing dynamical
information, by considering quasiholes pinned to already
present quantum particles.
In brief, one may consider the following idealized situ-

ation (see Fig. 12):
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N ≫ n

N → ∞

transm.

FIG. 12. Statistics transmutation in the QH setting. Bath
particles (red) are repelled from tracers (black) by short-range
interactions (green), and all particles move in an external
homogeneous magnetic field (blue arrows). Subtracting the
almost-homogeneous effective field generated by the bath as
b ∼ N ≫ 1 then leaves a reduced/zero field plus remnant field
(blue disks) at the holes punched in the bath by the tracers.

1. large 2D bath of noninteracting fermions, N ≫ 1,

2. n tracers/impurities (initially can be either bosons
or fermions), 1 ≤ n≪ N ,

3. strong external transverse magnetic field, b→ ∞,

4. strong short-range repulsive bath-tracer interac-
tion, at coupling g → ∞.

Taking the bath particles xj to have unit mass and unit
negative charge, the tracers yk to have mass m and
charge −q, and allowing for interaction and trapping of
tracers in a joint potential W , the Hamiltonian of the
joint system is:

Hn⊕N :=
1

2

N∑
j=1

(
−i∇xj

− bx⊥
j /2

)2
+

1

2m

n∑
k=1

(
−i∇yk

− qby⊥
k /2

)2
+ g

N∑
j=1

n∑
k=1

δ(xj − yk) + W (y1, . . . ,yn),

acting on states

Ψ(y1, . . . ,yn;x1, . . . ,xN ) ∈ L2(R2n)⊗ L2
asym(R2N ).

If one takes b ∼ N and N ≫ n, and assumes the bath
then sits entirely in the LLL, thus forming a disk-shaped
QH droplet of size ∼ 1, the Hilbert space is reduced to

Hn⊕N
sym/asym := L2

sym/asym(R
2n)⊗

∧N
LLL

(allowing for either bosonic or fermionic tracers), with
g.s.e.

En⊕N := inf
0̸=Ψ∈Hn⊕N

sym/asym

⟨Hn⊕N ⟩Ψ.

For g → ∞, we then take as our ansatz for the ground
state of the system a state in the kernel of the interaction:

ΨΦ(y; x) := Φ(w)cqh(w)Ψqh(w; z), (85)

with Φ ∈ L2
sym/asym(C

n), cqh > 0 and∫
Cn

|Φ(w)|2 dw = 1, cqh(w)−2 :=

∫
CN

|Ψqh(w; z)|2dz,

ensuring the correct normalization
∫
Cn+N |ΨΦ|2dwdz = 1.

The bath in LLL forces an analytic vanishing as zj →
wk, i.e. xj → yk. It suggests to take Ψqh = Ψqh

µ as
above, corresponding to fractional filling 1/µ of the LLL,
or

Ψqh
µ,p(w; z) :=

n∏
k=1

N∏
j=1

(wk − zj)
p ΨLau

µ (z),

thus also allowing for non-simple quasiholes if p > 1.
It was conjectured in [Lambert et al. 2023, Lundholm

and Rougerie 2016] that in this ansatz

⟨Hn⊕N ⟩ΨΦ =
bN

2
+ ⟨Heff

n ⟩Φ + errorΦ(n/N), (86)

for an effective statistics-transmuted Hamiltonian
for the tracers:

Heff
n :=

bn

2m

p

µ
+

1

2m

n∑
j=1

(
−i∇yj

−
(
q− p

µ

) b
2
y⊥
j −

p2

µ
Aj

)2

+W (y),

thus implying an effective renormalized charge −q+ p/µ
and shifted statistics parameter by −p2/µ.
In [Lambert et al. 2023] it was proved mathematically

that (86) is indeed a correct conclusion, with an error
term of order o(N) at fixed n and reasonable Φ, if µ = 1
and p = 1, corresponding to transmutation of bosons into
fermions and vice versa (cf. Sec. IID). Many crucial sim-
plifications occur for these specific parameters, having to
do with the Vandermonde structure of the state, and in
the proof it is also required that tracers have sufficient
extra repulsion to not cluster too strongly at the diag-
onal set △△n, which is ensured either by them being ini-
tially bosons and then eventually (free, if q = 1) fermions,
or that W includes an additional and sufficiently strong
intra-species repulsion.

B. Impurities in the plane and polarons

Another route to statistics transmutation is to place
tracers/impurities in a bath of bosons, such as the
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α = 2

α = 4

α = 6

...

ω = 0
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|0⟩
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|2⟩
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α = 2γ2

α = 2γ2 + 2

α = 2γ2 + 4

α = 2γ2 + 6

...

ω → ∞

FIG. 13. Statistics transmutation in the polaron setting.
An initial ladder of even-integer fluxes/vortices (composite
bosons or fermions) is in the adiabatic limit transmuted into
a ladder of fractional fluxes/vortices (anyons).

phonon vibrational modes of a crystal lattice, or pho-
tonic optical modes. Such systems are well known to en-
able transmutation of the impurities into polarons, i.e.
bound states of impurity particles and coherent states
of phonons/photons [Fröhlich 1954, Landau 1933, Pekar
1946]. In [Yakaboylu and Lemeshko 2018, Yakaboylu
et al. 2020] it was observed that, subject to suitable ex-
ternal fields and rotation of such systems, the polarons
can also transmute their statistics.

As an illustrative toy model, we consider a single
bosonic collective degree of freedom:

[â, â†] = 1, N̂ := â†â, with eigenstates |N⟩, N ≥ 0,

and an initial n-particle Hamiltonian

Ĥ0 =

n∑
j=1

(−i∇xj )
2 +W (x)

for bosons or fermions on H0 = L2
sym/asym(R

2n). Let us

then define the interaction Hamiltonian

Ĥω,γ := Ĥ0 + ωâ†â+ γω(F â† + F−1â) + γ2ω, (87)

with two parameters ω > 0 and γ ∈ R. The interpre-
tation of the terms added to Ĥ0 is that ω is the energy
associated to an attachment or detachment of two units
of flux or vorticity to each of the particles, which is done
by the respective hopping terms with coupling γω and

such that γ defines the ratio between these two effects.
The last term is only a constant added for convenience.
We now denote Z =

∏
j<k zjk, and consider two possi-

ble choices for F (or their complex conjugates, depending
on which way the orientation symmetry is to be broken):

1. F = (Z/|Z|)2 = U2 corresponding to flux attach-
ment,

2. F = Z2 corresponding to vortex attachment.

By acting with Fa† on the reference system H0 = H0|0⟩
one obtains a ladder of Hilbert spaces of composite
bosons/fermions (see Fig. 13):

HN := FNH0|N⟩, N = 0, 1, 2, . . .

Upon taking the “adiabatic limit” ω → ∞ at fixed γ,
we claim that in the bottom of the spectrum of Ĥω,γ we
then obtain a ladder of transmuted anyons with statis-
tics parameter α = 2γ2 + 2N [Yakaboylu et al. 2020].
These anyons are either interacting by means of a scalar
potential

∑
j A

2
j (for the more realistic, unitary choice

F = U2), or free (for the more algebraic, non-unitary
choice F = Z2, yielding a non-hermitian Hamiltonian
with iAj = ∇xj

logZ). Namely, the transformations

Ŝ = F N̂ = eN̂ logF , Û = e−γ(â†−â), (88)

which diagonalize Ĥω,γ ,

Û−1Ŝ−1Ĥω,γ ŜÛ

= ωâ†â+

N∑
j=1

[
−i∇xj

+ 2Aj(â
† − γ)(â− γ)

]2
+W (x),

create coherent-state mixtures

ŜÛ |0⟩ = e−γ2/2
∞∑

N=0

(−γ)N√
N !

FN |N⟩ (89)

over the initial ladder of integer composites and en-
able a shift of the expected amount of flux/vorticity by
α0 = 2γ2 ≥ 0, possibly to non-integer values. This
transmutation procedure has indeed been used (with the
choice F = Z2) to compute the numerical spectra seen
in Fig. 4.
A possible plane polaron model with the above form is

obtained upon applying a constant magnetic field B and
shifting to a counter-rotating frame at half the cyclotron
frequency Ω = B/(2m) (cf. Fig. 14, upper):

ĤN =
1

2m

n∑
j=1

p̂2
j +WΩ(x) +

∑
k

ωΩ
k b̂

†
kb̂k

+
∑
k

λk(x)
(
e−iβk(x)b†k + eiβk(x)bk

)
,

for phonon vibration modes bk, k ∈ R2 with dispersion
ωΩ
k (which is their bare dispersion shifted by their an-

gular momentum coupled to Ω), and phonon-impurity
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FIG. 3. Experimental proposal where the Fröhlich polarons turn
into anyons. Heavy electrons with mass M immersed in a 2D material
are subjected to the magnetic field B. If the electron-bath system
is rotated at the cyclotron frequency � = B/(2M ), the polarons
become anyons. The setup can also be extended to a 2D Bose gas.

(LLP) transformation [96] T̂LLP = exp [−iR̂ ·∑k k b̂†
kb̂k/

√
2].

We decompose the creation and annihilation operators in polar
coordinates, where the angular momentum operator simply
reads as �̂z = ∑

k,μ μ b̂†
kμ

b̂kμ. The transformed Hamiltonian
can be rewritten as

Ĥ ′
FR = − 1

2M
∇2

r + 1

2
M�2r2 +

∑
k,μ

ωμb̂†
kμ

b̂kμ

+
∑
k,μ

λμ(k, r)[e−iμϕ b̂†
kμ

+ eiμϕ b̂kμ] + ĥR. (53)

Here, ωμ = ω0 + μ� is the effective phonon dispersion re-
lation, where the second term arises as a consequence of the
rotation. The impurity-bath coupling strength is given by

λμ(k, r) =
√

k/(2π )V (k)Jμ(kr/
√

2)[1 + (−1)μ], (54)

which follows from the Jacobi-Anger expansion exp[ik · x] =∑
μ iμJμ(kr) exp[iμ(ϕ − ϕk )], with Jμ(kr) being the Bessel

function of the first kind. The last term in Eq. (53),

ĥR = 1

2M

(
∇R − i

∑
k

k b̂†
kb̂k/

√
2

)2

+ 1

2
M�2R2, (55)

is the Hamiltonian for the center-of-mass motion that couples
to the many-particle bath. We note that the coupling term∑

k ∇R · k b̂†
kb̂k/M is negligible in the limit of M → ∞, as the

momentum operator scales as
√

M. Therefore, the center-of-
mass coordinate decouples in the transformed Hamiltonian. In
a similar way, the contribution of the term (

∑
k k b̂†

kb̂k)2/M to
the fast Hamiltonian is also negligible in the limit of M → ∞.
Consequently, ĥR will be omitted hereafter.

In realistic situations the maximum number of phonons
nmax interacting with impurities is finite. Furthermore, because
of the finite size of the first Brillouin zone, we consider a
natural cutoff for the phonon wave vector kmax. This puts an
upper limit for the μ summation as well as for the k integral.
The limitation on the k integral can affect the small-distance
behavior of the impurities. Nevertheless, as the repulsive
Coulomb interaction between two electrons prevents us from
considering small distances, we will ignore this cutoff. The

cutoff for the μ summation, on the other hand, is essential in
order to have a spectrum bounded from below. Namely, the
ground-state energy of the fast Hamiltonian can be written as

εgs = min{0, nmax(ω0 − �μmax)}

−
∫ ∞

0
dk

μmax∑
μ=−μmax

λμ(k, r)2

ωμ

, (56)

and we consider the case (ω0 − �μmax) > 0, where the
ground state is given by the vacuum state ŜÛ |0〉.

It follows from Eq. (49) that the corresponding emergent
gauge field for the ground state of the Hamiltonian (53) is
given by

G = α(r)

r
eϕ (57)

with

α(r) = −
μmax∑

μ=−μmax

[1 + (−1)μ]2μ

(ω0 + μ�)2

×
∫ ∞

0

dk k

2π
(V (k)Jμ(kr/

√
2))2. (58)

In general, the emergent gauge field does not necessarily
correspond to a statistics gauge field, as the r dependence of
α(r) relies on the form of V (k). Now we will have a closer
look at the derivation of the Fröhlich Hamiltonian, where V (k)
emerges as the Fourier component of the interaction between
the impurity and surrounding many-particle bath in real space.

In the regular Fröhlich polaron, impurities are considered
to be confined to two dimensions, but interact with a three-
dimensional bath, and V (k) emerges as a consequence of the
interaction between the electron and the polarization field
[97], which leads to V (k) = √√

2πγF /k with γF being the
Fröhlich coupling constant for the electron confined in two
dimensions. This form of the coupling describes surface po-
larons [97–100]. In this case, the statistics parameter (58)
scales as 1/r. Nevertheless, if we apply a strong magnetic
field, of the order of � ∼ ω0, the relative wave function of
the impurities is localized in r space, and hence the relative
motion of two impurities is described by only the relative an-
gle. In this case, we can omit the r dependency of the statistics
parameter, or consider a limited range, where α(r) is approx-
imately constant. We note, however, that for such a strong
magnetic field (ω0 − �μmax) < 0, and hence the ground state
will not be the vacuum state after the corresponding Ŝ and Û
transformations. The emergence of anyons in such a scenario
is similar to the model investigated in Ref. [29], where the rel-
ative distance between impurities was assumed to be constant.

1. 2D phonon bath

Instead of a three-dimensional (3D) bath, we now consider
a quasi-2D bath. Namely, we consider impurities confined to
two dimensions, and also interacting with a 2D bath. The latter
can be achieved by assuming that the confinement of a 3D
bath in the z direction is so strong that we can ignore the
excitations in that direction, or we can consider a bath in the
form of a single layer of atoms in a two-dimensional lattice,
such as graphene. In this case, the polarization field behaves
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on the sphere, which is given by the Laplacian
−ðDzj − z̄jÞDz̄j , can be realized as the angular momentum
operator L2

j. The latter can be considered as the
Hamiltonian of linear molecules, which enables us to
map rotation of molecules to motion of point particles
on the sphere. Consequently, instead of pointlike impu-
rities, which have been considered for the planar case in
Ref. [20], we consider here linear molecules and explore
the angular momentum exchange with the bath. Such a
realization exposes a novel correlation between molecular
impurities. Specifically, the exchange of the particles on the
sphere corresponds to a change in the alignment of the
molecules but not the exchange of the molecules them-
selves; see Fig. 2 (top). Therefore, the emerging statistical
interaction manifests itself in the alignment of molecules.
To illustrate this in a transparent way, we consider

the simple impurity Hamiltonian (6) in the absence
of the Dirac monopole. We investigate the alignment
hðcos θ1 − cos θ2Þ2i as a function of the statistics parameter
for two molecules. In Fig. 2 (bottom), we present the
alignment for the ground state, which is obtained from

Eq. (8) for the case of B ¼ 0. We note that the Hamiltonian
is still well defined for the values of α which do not satisfy
the DQC as we discussed before. Thus, the alignment of the
molecules could be used as an experimental measure of the
statistics parameter. Such a measurement can be performed,
for instance, within the technique of laser-induced molecu-
lar alignment [42,43]. Further discussion of the alignment
of molecules as a consequence of the statistical interaction
will be the subject of future work.
A physical realization of the interaction between the

molecules and a bath is also natural in the physics of
impurities. Indeed, it was shown that the molecular
impurities rotating in superfluid helium can be described
within an impurity problem [44–46]. The resulting quasi-
particle, which is called the angulon, represents a quantum
impurity exchanging orbital angular momentum with a bath
of quantum oscillators and serves as a reliable model for the
rotation of molecules in superfluids [47]. Therefore, we
consider the following angulon Hamiltonian [48,49]:

Hangulon ¼
X2

j¼1

L2
j þ Vðq1; q2Þ þ

X

k;l;m

ωk;l;mb
†
k;l;mbk;l;m

þ
X

k;l;m

λk;l;mðq1; q2Þðe−iβk;l;mðq1;q2Þb†k;l;m þ H:c:Þ;

ð9Þ

where b̂†k;l;m and b̂k;l;m are the bosonic creation and
annihilation operators, respectively, written in the spherical
basis [44], qi ¼ ðθi;φiÞ are the angular coordinates
representing the molecular rotation of the ith mole-
cule, V is a confining potential, and H.c. stands for
Hermitian conjugate. Note that the coupling terms might
depend on the intermolecular distance, as well. For heavy
molecules, the BO approximation can be justified with a
gapped dispersion ωk;l;m. Furthermore, following our pre-
vious reasoning and Eq. (5), if the impurity-bath coupling
satisfies the relation i

P
k;l;m ðλk;l;m=ωk;l;mÞ2Dzjβk;l;m ¼ Azj ,

the lowest-energy spectrum of the two linear molecules
immersed in the bath coincides with the spectrum of two
anyons on the sphere. In principle, such an interaction is
feasible with the state-of-art techniques in the physics of
superfluid helium as well as ultracold molecules.
In order to present a simple and intuitive realization, we first

neglect the intermolecular distance. This enables us to define
the interaction term simply as λk;l;mðq1; q2Þe−iβk;l;mðq1;q2Þ ¼
uk;l

P
2
j¼1 Yl;mðqjÞwith the impurity-bath coupling uk;l. For a

physical configuration, we consider molecular impurities in
superfluid helium nanodroplets. The corresponding coupling
captures the details of the molecule-helium interaction. For the
form of the coupling and the relevant parameters, we refer the
reader to Supplemental Material [41] and Refs. [50,51], where
the model has been used in order to describe angulon
instabilities and oscillations observed in the experiment.
Furthermore, the dispersion relation of superfluid helium

FIG. 2. Top: realization of anyons on the sphere in terms of
linear molecules immersed in a quantum many-particle environ-
ment. A change in the alignment of the molecules (dumbbells),
which is depicted by the white arrows, corresponds to the
exchange of the particles on the sphere (dots), shown by the
curvy black arrows. Bottom: the alignment hðcos θ1 − cos θ2Þ2i
as a function of the absolute statistics parameter for the ground
state. The curve follows the bosonic state jY0;0 ⊗S Y0;0i at α ¼ 0
to the fermionic state jY1;0 ⊗A Y0;0i at α ¼ 1. We consider
spherical harmonics with the angular momentum up to lmax ¼
8 for the numerics.
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FIG. 14. Two possible experimental probes for emergent
statistics transmutation: rotating plane in which Fröhlich po-
larons turn into anyons (upper, from [Yakaboylu et al. 2020])
and the exchange of linear molecules (lower, from [Brooks
et al. 2021a]).

interaction parameters λk, βk. For n = 2 and a suitable
interaction, realizable within the Fröhlich plane polaron
model with quasi-2D Coulomb forces [Yakaboylu et al.
2020], the emergent gauge field

αAj(x) ≈ ⟨−i∇xj ⟩ŜÛ |0⟩ ≈ −
∑
k

(λk(x)/ω
Ω
k )

2∇xjβk(x)

(90)
is then approximately of the correct Aharonov-Bohm
type and such as to transmute the statistics by α ≈ α(Ω),
ascertained by the system’s correlations to the collective
reference rotation/field.

C. Impurities on the sphere and angulons

A similar approach [Brooks et al. 2021a,b] can be taken
for particles moving effectively on a sphere S2, namely
one may e.g. replace the planar kinetic energy (4) by the
rotation energy

Trot =

n∑
j=1

L2
j (91)

(with units normalized suitably) of n identical linear
molecules (cf. Fig. 14, lower). The resulting model for
the Hamiltonian coupled to a bath of rotational angu-
lar momenta is called an angulon model [Schmidt and
Lemeshko 2015]. This transmutation method has also
been used to compute the energy spectrum of two anyons

on a sphere [Brooks et al. 2021a]; cf. [Ouvry and Poly-
chronakos 2019, Polychronakos and Ouvry 2020], and see
[Einarsson 1992] concerning anyons in various topologies.

D. Other emergent models for anyons

Other approaches to investigate statistics transmuta-
tion in the QH setting include effects of anyonic shifted
angular momentum on the energy spectrum [Cooper and
Simon 2015], and on pair correlation and other aspects
of the density [Dubček et al. 2018, Graß et al. 2020,
Morampudi et al. 2017, Umucalılar et al. 2018, Zhang
et al. 2014], including nonabelian scenarios [Baldelli et al.
2021, Zhang et al. 2015]. Emergent anyons can also be
expected on spin networks and lattices [Bachmann 2017,
Bachmann et al. 2020, 2023]. Certain classes of nonabe-
lions have been proposed to emerge in the physics of neu-
trons and neutron stars [Masaki et al. 2023]. Even in the
quantum gravity context might we expect nonabelions,
as they can capture the relevant degrees of freedom on
the black-hole event horizon [Pithis and Ruiz Euler 2015].

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In light of recent experiments concerning anyons [Bar-
tolomei et al. 2020, Fan et al. 2022, Google Quantum
AI and Collaborators 2022, Nakamura et al. 2020], it is
increasingly important to gain a firm theoretical under-
standing of the basic properties of the anyon gas. We
have here focused on its precise definition in typical ideal
and nonideal contexts, its most basic physics as regards
the connection between exchange and exclusion statistics,
as well as its inevitable emergence in a few conceptu-
ally simple scenarios involving relatively well-understood
bosonic and fermionic systems with manifest breaking of
orientation symmetry, such as the rotated polaron and
the quantum Hall setup.
In preparation for future experiments and theoretical

research, one could make a few observations and high-
light some potential obstacles. First, it is hoped that
accurate density functional theories for large systems of
anyons will provide more robust, detectable signatures,
such as spatial and momentum density profiles, as com-
pared to the typically extremely fragile phases probed by
interferometry (cf. [Camino et al. 2005, Nakamura et al.
2020]). Second, the development of impurity models and
the pinning of quasiholes, fluxes and vortices to already
well-understood quantum particles promises to eliminate
some of the ambiguities inherent in conventional Berry
phase and adiabatic treatments (cf. [Forte 1991, Jain
2007, Lambert et al. 2023, Lundholm and Rougerie 2016,
Myrheim 1999]). Third, with the steadily growing liter-
ature on anyons and an increasing interest in their fasci-
nating physics, even from the general public, it is impor-
tant to be aware of potential confusion on how the term
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“anyon” is used. Hopefully, this overview has helped to
clarify both the nontrivial relationship between exchange
and exclusion statistics, as well as the crucial differences
between: a) the choice or construction of a concrete
braid group representation ρN : BN → U(FN ) (algebra,
kinematics, or simply an action of a permutation on a sys-
tem); b) its practical realization such as by means of
motion of classical parameters (magnetics, or computa-
tion using a classical or quantum computer; cf. [Noh et al.
2020]); and c) actual anyons (or bosons or fermions)

endowed with quantum kinetic energy T̂ρN
(geometrody-

namics), uncertainty and exclusion.
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