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We consider anyonic quasiparticles with charge e/2 described by the ν = 1/2 chiral Luttinger
liquid, which collide in a Hong–Ou–Mandel-like interferometer. These colliding anyonic channels
can be formally viewed as hosting Laughlin-like fractional ν = 1/2 quasiparticles. More specifically,
two possible geometries are considered: (i) a two-edge-channel setup where anyons originate from
equilibrium reservoirs; (ii) a four-edge-channel setup where nonequilibrium anyons arrive at the
collider in the form of diluted beams. For both setups, we calculate the tunneling current and
the current correlations. For setup (i), our results provide analytically exact expressions for the
tunneling current, tunneling-current noise, and cross-correlation noise. The exact relation between
conductance and noise is demonstrated. For setup (ii), we show that the tunneling current and
the generalized Fano factor [defined in B. Rosenow et al. (2016)] are finite for diluted streams of
ν = 1/2 anyons. This is due to the processes where nonequilibrium anyons, supplied via either
source edge, directly tunnel at the central QPC. Thus, to obtain meaningful results in this case,
one should go beyond the so-called time-domain braiding processes, where nonequilibrium anyons
do not tunnel at the collider, but rather indirectly influence the tunneling by braiding with the
quasiparticle-quasihole pairs created at the collider. This suggests that the effect of direct tunneling
and collisions of diluted anyons in the Hong-Ou-Mandel interferometer can be important for various
observables in physical quantum-Hall edges at Laughlin filling fractions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Anyons are particles living in a two-dimensional space;
in contrast to particles existing in three dimensions, any-
onic quantum statistics can differ from the bosonic and
the fermionic cases [1]. It has been predicted that excita-
tions of quantum Hall (QH) systems at fractional filling
(fractional QH effect) should provide a physical realiza-
tion of such anyons [2]. This prediction has stimulated
a large amount of work, through which the fractional
charge was observed [3 and 4] decades ago, and anyonic
statistics [5–11] in recent years. Subsequent work sug-
gested that, for some specific filling fractions, these sys-
tems may support non-Abelian anyons [12] that could be
considered as a possible platform for topological quantum
computation [13].
Access to the bulk properties of QH liquids is not eas-

ily carried out. However, as it was shown by Wen [14],
there exists a correspondence between the bulk and the
edges excitation (anyons) of a QH liquid. Because of the
chiral propagation of excitations along the edges of the
quantum Hall liquid, such solid-state devices may mimic
optical interferometers. A crucial question here concerns
the effect of anyonic statistics on interference, which is
generically demanding to be probed in conventional op-
tical setups (see, however, Ref. [15]). To date, there
have been theoretical and experimental investigations of
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Fabry-Perot [5, 10, 16–24], Mach-Zehnder [25–37], Han-
bury Brown and Twiss [38–43], and Hong–Ou–Mandel
(HOM) interferometers [6, 8, 9, 44–51] based on frac-
tional QH edges, which have been providing promising
signatures of fractional statistics. Yet, often the intrinsic
difficulties in the calculations and the lack of reliable nu-
merical methods pose severe limitations to the theoretical
analysis of these interferometric setups.

In this work, we address anyonic states within the
model of chiral Luttinger liquid [14] with parameter ν =
1/2. While edge states of a Laughlin QH system are de-
scribed by a chiral Luttinger liquid with ν = 1/(2m+1),
there are several good reasons to study the (seemingly
unphysical) edge states at ν = 1/2. First, working at
ν = 1/2 allows for employing the refermionization ap-
proach to obtain exact solutions that one can possibly use
as a benchmark for “physical” QH edge states [52–54].
Second, ν = 1/2 states were suggested to emerge in lad-
der structures [55–58]. Further, the ν = 1/2 states were
recently anticipated (with support from experiments) to
exist at the edge of a BCS-paired exciton system [59],
making our work potentially relevant for real experimen-
tal setups. Finally, an edge-state channel characterized
by ν = 1/2 is a crucial composite element for candidates
for the filling factor ν = 5/2 edge state [12, 60–64].

Here, we consider two possible setups hosting chiral
ν = 1/2 anyonic states. The first one is an HOM interfer-
ometer realized by two edge states originating from equi-
librium reservoirs, which impinge on a quantum point
contact (QPC). By means of a nonperturbative calcu-
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lation of the tunneling current at the QPC and of the
current-current correlations at the output arms, we get
results consistent with Ref. [65], where the current cor-
relations were studied for Laughlin states, as well as
with earlier works where refermionization and Bethe-
ansatz solution were employed. We present explicit ex-
act expressions for the current cross-correlations and the
tunneling-current noise in this setup, which are valid at
arbitrary temperatures and voltages.

The second geometry we address is again an HOM in-
terferometer, but in this case, the incoming quasipar-
ticles form diluted streams originating from two QPCs
(“diluters”). To implement such a situation, we con-
sider a four-edge-channels geometry as initially theoret-
ically analyzed for Abelian [44] and non-Abelian [46]
anyons, and later experimentally realized in Ref. [6]. For
ν = 1/2 anyons considered here, we show that, in or-
der to obtain meaningful results for quantities such as
the tunneling current, it is necessary to include correc-
tions to the correlation functions, which stem from the
processes beyond those considered in previous works. In-
deed, in Refs. [6, 44, 46, 48], tunneling of nonequilib-
rium anyons from diluters at the central QPC was dis-
carded. The tunneling current, obtained in previous ref-
erences [6, 44, 46, 48] for an arbitrary filling factor, van-
ishes when the filling factor is set to ν = 1/2. Thus, one
should go beyond the so-called time-domain braiding pro-
cesses, where nonequilibrium anyons only indirectly in-
fluence the tunneling by braiding with the quasiparticle-
quasihole pairs created at the collider. In our work, after
allowing the nonequilibrium anyons to directly tunnel at
the central QPC, we obtain a finite tunneling current that
is proportional to the difference between nonequilibrium
currents of channels bridged by the central QPC.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the ν = 1/2 chiral Luttinger model for a sim-
ple beam splitter realized with two edge mode impinging
on a QPC. We perform a non-perturbative calculation
of the tunneling current at the QPC and of the cross-
current correlation at the the outgoing arms. We verify
that for such a geometry, in the absence of a voltage
bias, the cross-correlation is zero when the two edges are
kept at the same temperature. It is worth noting that
similar setups have been studied within the ν = 1/2 chi-
ral Luttinger-liquid model in Refs. [52, 54, 66]. While
Ref. [52], obtained an exact expression for the current
and conductance, Ref. [66] derived a relation between the
nonequilibrium noise and current for zero temperature.
In the present work, we go beyond these references and
provide exact analytical expressions, valid under all sys-
tem parameters (including temperature, bias. and tun-
neling amplitudes), for both the tunneling-current noise
and cross-correlation. Further, with these analytical ex-
pressions, we obtain a general relation between the noise
and current that is exact for the two-edge ν = 1/2 model.

The model of Ref. [54] consists of three chiral channels
and two QPCs, different from the two-edge model. The
first QPC (diluter) supplies a nonequilibrium (diluted)

beam of anyons to be scattered at the second QPC (col-
lider). In the ν = 1/2 case, the second QPC was treated
exactly by refermionization, whereas the diluter was in-
troduced perturbatively. Dilution of a ν = 1/2 anyonic
beam in the setup of Ref. [54] is the common feature
with our four-edge model. Specifically, in Sec. III, we
consider an HOM interferometer with two diluters sup-
plying quasiparticles to the central QPC and compute
the tunneling current and the corresponding noise for
ν = 1/2 anyons. In contrast to Ref. [54], the central
QPC is addressed perturbatively, whereas the transmis-
sion through the diluters is taken into account in all or-
ders upon the resummation of higher-order processes, as
in Refs. [6, 44, 46, 48].
Here, we go beyond the approach of these works, af-

ter including the subleading corrections to the correlation
functions. These corrections are crucial, since for ν = 1/2
anyons, a peculiar particle-hole symmetry manifests itself
in the braiding phase, which renders the tunneling cur-
rent at the central QPC zero, irrespective of the currents
coming from the upper and lower diluters. In this case, a
nonperturbative calculation of the type used in Ref. [54]
appears to be not easily feasible when the exact treat-
ment of diluters is concerned, and we employ a pertur-
bative Keldysh nonequilibrium approach supplemented
by the resummation of the important terms at each or-
der. Full details, concerning the mathematical derivation
of results reported in Secs. II and III, are presented in
the Appendices. Finally, in Sec. IV, we summarize our
findings and discuss possible further developments of our
work. Throughout the paper, we set ℏ = 1 and kB = 1.

II. TWO-EDGE SETUP

In this Section, we consider a two-edge setup shown in
Fig. 1, such as the one discussed in Ref. [65], where the
current-current correlations were studied perturbatively
in the tunneling at the QPC for edge states of a Laugh-
lin QH liquid. Although the physical realization of the
model in terms of Laughlin edge states corresponds to
ν = 1/(2m + 1) with integer m, we will term the chiral
channels “edges” for generic values of ν.
In the bosonic language, two chiral modes coupled by

the QPC are described by the following Hamiltonian [54]:

H =
v

4π

∑

j=u,d

∫ L

−L
dx [∂xϕj(x)]

2

+
2w

(2πlc)ν
cos
{√

ν [ϕu(0)− ϕd(0)]
}
, (1)

with lc being a short-distance cutoff, v the edge plasmon
velocity, 2L the length of the channels (L → ∞, even-
tually), and w describes the amplitude of tunneling of
charge-ν quasiparticle between the two edges. The chiral
bosonic fields ϕu(x) and ϕd(x) obey the canonical com-
mutation relation

[ϕj(x), ϕk(x
′)] = iπδjk sgn(x− x′). (2)
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the two-edge-channel
setup. Su and Sd are quasiparticle sources kept at thermo-
dynamic equilibrium at the same temperature T . Bias V is
applied between Su and Sd. The two sources communicate
through a collider that is placed at the position x = 0. Cur-
rents are measured in the drains Du and Dd at points xu and
xd, respectively. For a possible physical implementation, see
Ref. [65].

Charged anyonic excitations are described by the vertex
operators,

ψj = Fj exp(i
√
νϕj)/

√
2πlc, (3)

where Fj refers to the Klein factor that is responsible for
the commutation relation between vertex operators from
different channels. Klein factors are important when con-
sidering a Mach–Zehnder interferometer [67]; however,
they can be discarded in our structures [54]. We thus
omit the Klein factors in what follows. In terms of the
quasiparticle operators (3), the tunneling term in the
Hamiltonian reads as (2πlc)

1−νwψ†
uψd +H.c.

With the above conventions, the current density oper-
ators in the two arms, ju,d(x), are given by the spatial
derivatives of the bosonic fields:

ju(x) =
ev

2π
√
ν
∂xϕu(x), (4)

jd(x) =
ev

2π
√
ν
∂xϕd(x) . (5)

We are interested in calculating the tunneling current IT
at the QPC (which can be obtained as a commutator of
the chiral density with the Hamiltonian),

IT = −iνe 2w

(2πlc)ν
sin
{√

ν [ϕu(0)− ϕd(0)]
}
, (6)

and the zero-frequency current-current correlation
function S(0;xu, xd) (describing the current cross-
correlations in the drains) given by

S(0;xu, xd) =
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt
〈〈
{ju(t, xu), jd(0, xd)}

〉〉
, (7)

where {ju(t, xu), jd(0, xd)} is the anticommutator and
the double angular brackets denote an irreducible aver-
age [68]. With the tunneling current operator IT defined
in Eq. (6), the tunneling-current noise reads as

ST (0) ≡
∫
dt
[〈
IT (t)IT (0)

〉
−
〈
IT (t)⟩⟨IT (0)

〉]
. (8)

In Ref. [65], the current-current correlations were cal-
culated, by means of the Keldysh perturbative approach,
for Laughlin filling fractions. In addition, for generic val-
ues of ν, this model can be exactly solved via thermo-
dynamic Bethe ansatz, see e.g., Refs. [52, 53, 66, 69–
72]. However, the Bethe-ansatz results are usually repre-
sented in the form of series, i.e., they cannot be written
in the form of compact analytical expressions. Here, we
will solve the problem exactly at ν = 1/2 by means of
the refermionization approach [52].

A. Refermionization

With refermionization at ν = 1/2, we can obtain non-
perturbative results that are exact in the QPC transmis-
sion. Applications of this approach can be found in the
literature on a broad class of interacting models, such as
dissipative systems [73, 74] and various impurity mod-
els in non-chiral Luttinger-liquid models in Refs. [75–79].
Refermionization was also widely applied to Kondo mod-
els, e.g., the two-channel Kondo model (for spin [80, 81]
and charge [82–84] ones) and the two-impurity Kondo
model [85–87]. In addition, refermionization was also em-
ployed in Ref. [54] to study the three-edge structure for
ν = 1/2 chiral Luttinger liquids, where one of the QPC
was treated exactly, while the tunneling at the other QPC
(supplying diluted beams of anyons) was accounted per-
turbatively. We will address a related four-edge setup
with diluted beams of anyons scattered at the collider
QPC in Sec. III below.
To start with, let us introduce the bosonic fields, ϕρ(x)

and ϕσ(x), defined as

ϕρ(x) =
ϕu(x) + ϕd(x)√

2
,

ϕσ(x) =
ϕu(x)− ϕd(x)√

2
.

(9)

In terms of these fields, the Hamiltonian is rewritten as
a sum of the two terms [54]:

H = Hρ +Hσ, (10)

with

Hσ =
v

4π

∫ L

−L
dx [∂xϕσ(x)]

2 +
2w

(2πlc)
1
2

cos[ϕσ(0)], (11)

and

Hρ =
v

4π

∫ L

−L
dx [∂xϕρ(x)]

2. (12)

Note that the Hamiltonian of the ρ field describes a free
field. The currents ju and jd are given by

ju(x) =
ev

4π

[
∂xϕρ(x) + ∂xϕσ(x)

]
, (13)

jd(x) =
ev

4π

[
∂xϕρ(x)− ∂xϕσ(x)

]
. (14)
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We consider the case when a voltage bias V is symmetri-
cally applied between the two edges. This can be taken
into account with the following transformation of the
Hamiltonian

H → H − eV

4π

∫ L

−L
dx ∂xϕσ(x) . (15)

Let us introduce the chiral fields ψσ(x) and ψρ(x) as

ψα(x) = Fα
eiϕα(x)

(2πlc)
1
2

, (16)

with α = σ, ρ. The fields ψσ(x) and ψρ(x) obey
conventional fermionic anticommutation relations, hence
“refermionization”. The two terms of the Hamiltonian,
when written in terms of the chiral fermions (16), take
the following forms:

Hρ = −iv
∫ L

−L
dx ψ†

ρ(x)∂xψρ(x), (17)

and

Hσ = −iv
∫ L

−L
dx ψ†

σ(x)∂xψσ(x)

− eV

2

∫ L

−L
dx ψ†

σ(x)ψσ(x) + w γ
[
ψσ(0)− ψ†

σ(0)
]
.

(18)

The additional Majorana fermion mode γ is introduced
so as to have a bosonic operator describing the boundary
interaction (cf. Ref. [54] and references therein). The
corresponding current operators are given by

jσ(x) = ev ψ†
σ(x)ψσ(x), (19)

jρ(x) = ev ψ†
ρ(x)ψρ(x), (20)

in terms of the refermionized fields. The current opera-
tors in channels u and d are given by

ju(x) =
ev

2

[
ψ†
ρ(x)ψρ(x) + ψ†

σ(x)ψσ(x)
]
, (21)

jd(x) =
ev

2

[
ψ†
ρ(x)ψρ(x)− ψ†

σ(x)ψσ(x)
]
. (22)

The Hamiltonian expressed in terms of the refermion-
ized fields is readily diagonalized by a Bogoliubov-Valatin
transformation. In terms of the eigenmodes of the
problem (scattering-wave states with fermionic annihi-

lation/creation operators cϵ,λ and c†ϵ,λ with energy ϵ), we

can rewrite the fermionic field operator ψσ(x) as

ψσ(x) =
∑

ϵ>0

∑

λ=p,h

{Pλ
ϵ (x) cϵ,λ + [Hλ

ϵ (x)]
∗ c†ϵ,λ}. (23)

Here

Pp
ϵ (x) =

eiϵx/v√
2L

[
Θ(−x) + tpϵ Θ(x)

]
, (24)

Hp
ϵ (x) =

eiϵx/v√
2L

rpϵ Θ(x), (25)

for an incoming particle state and

Ph
ϵ (x) =

eiϵx/v√
2L

rhϵ Θ(x), (26)

Hh
ϵ (x) =

eiϵx/v√
2L

[
Θ(−x) + thϵΘ(x)

]
, (27)

for an incoming hole state, with Θ(x) the Heaviside step
function.
Equation (23) describes a superposition of particle-

and hole-like states. In Eqs. (24)-(27), the amplitudes Pλ
ϵ

and Hλ
ϵ denote the wave-function components in the par-

ticle and hole sectors of the scattering state, respectively,
for the type of incoming states indicated by a superscript
λ = p, h. The transmission amplitudes tϵ and rϵ refer to,
respectively, the wave-function components that remain
the same as the incoming particle or change from particle
to hole (rpϵ of Hp

ϵ ), or the vice versa (rhϵ of Ph
ϵ ), like in

Andreev-like scattering. Their explicit expressions read:

tpϵ = thϵ ≡ tϵ =
v ϵ

v ϵ+ 2iw2
,

rpϵ = rhϵ ≡ rϵ =
2iw2

v ϵ+ 2iw2
,

(28)

following the convention of Ref. [54]. In performing the
calculations, it is worth recalling that we have to employ
different Fermi distribution functions for incoming parti-
cles and holes in the presence of the symmetric voltage
bias introduced above. In particular, denoting them by
fp(ϵ) and fh(ϵ), respectively, we have

fp(ϵ) =
1

1 + eβ(ϵ−eV/2)
,

fh(ϵ) =
1

1 + eβ(ϵ+eV/2)
.

(29)

In the following, we will use the above refermionized
model to compute the tunneling current and the current-
current correlations.

B. Tunneling current

The tunneling current IT can be represented as a dif-
ference in the current flowing through channel d before
and after the quantum point contact, see Eq. (22):

I
(d)
T =

ev

2
⟨[ψ†

ρ(x)ψρ(x)− ψ†
ρ(−x)ψρ(−x)]⟩

− ev

2
⟨[ψ†

σ(x)ψσ(x)− ψ†
σ(−x)ψσ(−x)]⟩, (30)

where x > 0. At the same time, it can also be computed
as minus the analogous difference, but for channel u [see
Eq. (21)], which yields

I
(u)
T = −ev

2
⟨[ψ†

ρ(x)ψρ(x)− ψ†
ρ(−x)ψρ(−x)]⟩

− ev

2
⟨[ψ†

σ(x)ψσ(x)− ψ†
σ(−x)ψσ(−x)]⟩. (31)
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To simplify our calculations, we compute IT as the mean
value of Eqs.(30) and (31):

IT = −ev
2
⟨[ψ†

σ(x)ψσ(x)− ψ†
σ(−x)ψσ(−x)]⟩. (32)

Inserting the expansion of fermion operators given by
Eq. (23) into the right-hand side of Eq. 32, we obtain the
expectation value of the tunneling current:

⟨IT ⟩=−ev
2

∑

ϵ>0

∑

λ=p,h

[
|Pλ

ϵ (x)|2 + |Pλ
ϵ (−x)|2

]
fλ(ϵ)

+
ev

2

∑

ϵ>0

∑

λ=p,h

[
|Hλ

ϵ (x)|2 + |Hλ
ϵ (−x)|2

]
[1− fλ(ϵ)], (33)

for x > 0. Taking into account Eqs. (24-27), we arrive at

⟨IT ⟩ =
ev

2L
∑

ϵ

|rpϵ |2
[
fp(ϵ)− fh(ϵ)

]

=
e

2π

∫ ∞

0

dϵ
4w4

v2ϵ2+4w4

sinh
(

β eV
2

)

cosh(β ϵ)+cosh
(

β eV
2

) . (34)

The integral over energies yields a compact explicit ex-
pression for the average tunneling current:

⟨IT ⟩ =
ew2

πv
Imψ

(
1

2
+
w2

πv
β + i

eV β

4π

)
, (35)

where ψ(z) is the digamma function. It is worth noting
that Eq. (35) perfectly agrees with the tunneling cur-
rent computed for this setup at ν = 1/2 in Ref. [52] In
later sections, we go beyond Ref. [52] and provide com-
pact analytical expressions of the tunneling-current noise,
current-current correlation function, as well as the gen-
eral noise-current relation. All these results are exact
for arbitrary temperature, bias, and the QPC transmis-
sion amplitude of the ν = 1/2 two-edge model. Another
relevant work, Ref. [54], also discussed the tunneling cur-
rent and noise in the ν = 1/2 case but in a three-edge
structure with a diluted anyonic beam. We will return to
Ref. [54] in Sec. III, where we will consider tunneling of
non-equilibrium anyons (diluted beams) in the four-edge
setup.

In the zero-temperature limit, assuming V > 0, the
tunneling current (35) simplifies:

⟨IT ⟩=
e

2π

∫ eV/2

0

dϵ
4w4

v2ϵ2+4w4
=
ew2

πv
arctan

(
veV

4w2

)
. (36)

In the weak- and strong-tunneling limits (or, equivalently,
high- and low-bias limits, respectively), the tunneling

� � � � � ����

���

���

���

���

���

ζ

G
/G
q

FIG. 2. Dimensionless differential conductance G/Gq

[G(V ) ≡ d⟨IT (V )⟩/dV and Gq ≡ e2/h], as a function of
ζ = veV/w2 for several values of dimensionless inverse tem-

perature β̃ = βw2/v: β̃ = 0.1 for blue (dot-dashed), 0.5
for red (dashed), and 1 for green (dotted) curves. The
black solid curve shows the zero-temperature result, G/Gq =
1/(2 + ζ2/8).

current takes the approximate form:

weak tunneling,
w2

v
≪ eV :

⟨IT ⟩ ≃
ew2

2v

(
1− 8

π

w2

veV

)
, (37)

strong tunneling,
w2

v
≫ eV :

⟨IT ⟩ ≃
e2V

4π

[
1− 1

3

(
veV

4w2

)2
]
. (38)

In the following, we will also refer to the above limits as
strong- and weak-tunneling fixed points.
In the weak-tunneling limit [i.e., w2/v ≪ eV , cf.

Eq. (37)], the tunneling current IT does not depend
on the applied bias to the leading order of tunneling.
The corresponding conductance then approaches zero in
this limit. In great contrast, in the opposite strong-
tunneling limit [i.e., w2/v ≫ eV , cf. Eq. (38)], ⟨IT ⟩ ∝ V
to the leading order, with the corresponding conduc-
tance approaching a constant value. To illustrate our re-
sults, we plot the dimensionless differential conductance
G−1

q d⟨IT (V )⟩/dV , with Gq = e2/h the quantum of con-
ductance, for several values of the temperature in Fig. 2.

C. Current-current correlations

To compute the current-current correlation, we start
with the correlation function s(t1− t2;xu, xd), defined as

s(t1−t2;xu, xd)=
1

2

∑

η=±
{⟨TKju(xu, t1, η)jd(xd, t2,−η)⟩

− ⟨ju(xu, t1, η)⟩⟨jd(xd, t2,−η)⟩}, (39)
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+

�

t1 t2

t3t4

t

FIG. 3. The Keldysh time-ordering operator TK is such
that times on the upper branch are ordered according to the
standard time-ordering operator, whereas times on the lower
branch are instead arranged in the opposite order. By this
convention, times on the lower branch appear later than those
on the upper branch. The times shown in the figure obey
t4 < t1 < t3 < t4 but are ordered along the Keldysh contour
as t1, t2, t3, t4.

with TK referring to the Keldysh ordering (Fig. 3),
ji(x, t, η) being the current density operator for branch-i
in Heisenberg representation, and η being the Keldysh in-
dex. The integral of s(t1−t2;xu, xd) over the time differ-
ence t1− t2 produces the zero-frequency cross-correlation
S(0;xu, xd), see Eq. (7).
In the following, we consider the case xu, xd > 0 (i.e.,

at positions after the collider that is located at x = 0) and
assume L → ∞. Accounting for obvious cancellations,
we obtain

s(t1 − t2;xu, xd) = sρ(t1 − t2;xu, xd)− sσ(t1 − t2;xu, xd)
(40)

where each of the two terms is given by the irreducible
correlators of the four fermionic operators that belong to
the same sector α = ρ, σ:

sα(t1 − t2;xu, xd) =
e2v2

8

∑

η=±1

{〈
TKψ

†
α(xu, t1, η)ψα(xu, t1, η)ψ

†
α(xd, t2,−η)ψα(xd, t2,−η)

〉

−
〈
ψ†
α(xu, t1, η)ψα(xu, t1, η)

〉 〈
ψ†
α(xd, t2,−η)ψα(xd, t2,−η)

〉}
, (41)

where the Keldysh structure is irrelevant to the product of averages (i.e., the second line) of the equation above. The
zero-frequency limit of the Fourier transform of the functions sρ,σ(t;xu, xd) yields

Sρ(Ω → 0;xu, xd) = −e
2v2

8

∫
dϵ

2π
|tϵ|2|rϵ|2

[
fh,ρ(ϵ)fp,ρ(−ϵ) + fh,ρ(−ϵ)fp,ρ(ϵ)

]
, (42)

and

Sσ(Ω → 0;xu, xd) = e2v2
∫
dϵ

2π
|tϵ|2

{
|rϵ|2

[
fp,σ(ϵ)fp,σ(−ϵ)+fh,σ(ϵ)fh,σ(−ϵ)

]

+
(
|tϵ|2−|rϵ|2

) [
fp,σ(ϵ)fh,σ(−ϵ)+fh,σ(ϵ)fp,σ(−ϵ)

]}
. (43)

Adding up these expressions, we obtain:

S(Ω → 0;xu, xd) =
e2v2

π

∫ ∞

0

dϵ
w4ϵ2

(4w4 + v2ϵ2)2
1− cosh(βeV )

[cosh(βeV/2) + cosh(βϵ)]
2 . (44)

The integral in Eq. (44) can be exactly performed, leading to

S(Ω → 0;xu, xd) = −e
2w2

4π2v

[
2π coth

(
βeV

2

)
Imψ

(
1

2
+
w2β

πv
+ i

eV β

4π

)
− Reψ′

(
1

2
+
w2β

πv
+ i

eV β

4π

)

+
2βw2

v
coth

(
βeV

2

)
Imψ′

(
1

2
+
w2β

πv
+ i

eV β

4π

)
− βw2

πv
Reψ′′

(
1

2
+
w2β

πv
+ i

eV β

4π

)]
,

(45)

where ψ′(z) and ψ′′(z) denote, respectively, the first and
second derivatives of the digamma function ψ(z). Details
of the derivation of Eq. (45) are presented in Appendix A.

It is worthwhile stressing that Eq. (45) vanishes when
V → 0, for all values of w2 and temperature. In other
words, there is no thermal noise in cross-correlations for a
chiral two-edge system at ν = 1/2. This fact is illustrated
in Fig. 4, where noise vanishes when ζ = veV/w2 → 0 for

all temperatures. This result agrees with the statement
of Ref. [65], where it was shown for general values of ν
that the leading-order (in tunneling probability) contri-
bution to noise S(0) vanishes at V = 0, irrespective of
temperature. Here, we have demonstrated that the van-
ishing of S(Ω → 0) at V → 0 is exact in the ν = 1/2
case. Previously, the exact vanishing of current cross-
correlations in this two-edge setup was known only for
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non-interacting fermions.
The analytical expression (45) for the zero-frequency

current cross-correlations, valid for arbitrary tempera-
ture, bias, and the QPC transmission amplitude, is one of
the central results of our work. To the best of our knowl-
edge, this expression is not reported by Refs. [52, 69]
or related works, where exact solutions for the tunneling
current were obtained. At the same time, these references
computed the tunneling-current noise ST for arbitrary ν
but only in the zero-temperature limit, with the result
represented by an infinite series. For the relation of the
current cross-correlations to the tunneling current and
the tunneling-current noise, see Sec. IID below.

In the zero temperature limit (β → ∞), the thermal
factor in the integrand of Eq. (44) becomes proportional
to the step function,

lim
β→∞

cosh(βeV )− 1

[cosh(βeV/2) + cosh(βϵ)]
2 =

{
2, if ϵ < eV

2

0, if ϵ > eV
2

,

(46)
with which the integral for the current cross-correlation
simplifies as

S(Ω → 0;xu, xd)|β→∞=
e2v2

π

∫ eV
2

0

dϵ
−w4ϵ2

(4w4 + v2ϵ2)2

=−e
2w2

2πv

[
− 4vw2eV

16w4 + (v eV )2
+ arctan

(
v eV

4w2

)]
,

(47)
which agrees with results of Refs. [52, 69], except for a
factor of two that comes from difference in the noise defi-
nition [68]. Similar to Eq. (37) for the tunneling current,
the zero-temperature cross-correlation functions in the
two complementary asymptotic limits read as:

weak tunneling,
w2

v
≪ eV :

S(0;xu, xd)
∣∣∣
β→∞

≃−e
2w2

4v

(
1− 16

π

w2

v eV

)
, (48)

strong tunneling,
w2

v
≫ eV :

S(0;xu, xd)
∣∣∣
β→∞

≃−e
2w2

24πv

(
v eV

2w2

)3
[
1− 3

10

(
v eV

2w2

)2
]
,

(49)

where we replaced S(Ω → 0) with S(0), for simplicity.
Actually, at zero temperature, the cross-correlation

noise S(0) is equal to the minus value of the tunneling-
current noise at the collider, S(0) = −ST /2, see Sec. IID.
Thus, the cross-correlation Fano factor, FCC, defined as

FCC = − S(0)

e⟨IT ⟩
, (50)

equals the conventionally defined tunneling Fano factor

FT =
ST

2e⟨IT ⟩
, (51)

� � �� �� �� �� ��
��

���

���

���

���

ζ

-
S
(0
)/
(e
I T
)

FIG. 4. Cross-correlation Fano factor FCC = −S(0)/(e⟨IT ⟩)
plotted as a function of ζ = veV/w2 for several values of di-

mensionless inverse temperature β̃ = βw2/v: β̃ = 0.1 for blue
(dot-dashed), 0.5 for red (dashed), and 1 for green (dotted)
curves. The black solid curve shows the zero-temperature re-
sult, Eq. (47).

where the prefactor 1/2, as a difference between Eqs. (50)
and (51), comes from the extra factor of 1/2 in the
definition [68] of the cross-correlation, Eq. (44). In
the weak-tunneling limit, w/2 ≪ eV , the generalized
Fano factor equals e/2, which agrees with the fractional
charge carried by one quasiparticle of a ν = 1/2 chan-
nel. In the opposite strong-tunneling limit, w2/v ≫ eV
[cf. Eq. (38)], however, the Fano factor goes to zero,

FCC ∼
[
veV/(2w2)

]2 → 0. In fact, in this limit, the
generalized Fano factor does not disclose the quasiparti-
cle charge in a single tunneling event, as the noise S(0)
and tunneling current ⟨IT ⟩ come from different processes.
Indeed, S(0) (likewise the tunneling-current noise) orig-
inates from events where particles continue to transport
charge (thus do not tunnel between u and d at the QPC)
along u or d, while, on the contrary, IT receives contribu-
tions from tunneling events between u and d. The latter
processes clearly have a much larger probability to occur
in the strong-tunneling limit.

In the strong-tunneling limit [88], the collider that
connects channels u and d is almost transparent, see
Eq. (38). A single event of not changing the channel
at the collider then brings into small tunneling-current
noise ST = −S(0) (the tunneling-current noise vanishes,
when the collider is perfectly transparent) and a small
deviation of tunneling current ⟨IT ⟩ from the perfect tun-
neling current, I0 ≡ e2V/(4π). As both quantities are
induced in a single event in a correlated way, the ratio
−S(0)/(e⟨IT ⟩ − eI0) correctly quantifies the transmitted
charge for such an event. Actually, following Eqs. (38)
and (49),

−S(0)/(e⟨IT ⟩ − eI0) ≈ 1,

in agreement with the theory: only fermions with unit
charge are allowed to tunnel in the strong-tunneling limit
(w2/v ≫ eV ), supported by the self-dual feature of the
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two-edge anyonic system (see, e.g., Refs. [66 and 89]). A
corresponding definition of the Fano factor in the strong-
tunneling limit, i.e.,

F̃CC = − S(0)

e⟨IT ⟩ − eI0
, (52)

was introduced in studying the Kondo model [90], the
charge two-channel Kondo [84] model, and for the tun-
neling of a resonant level into a Majorana-hosted hybrid
nanowire [91].

At finite temperature, one obtains the results shown
in Fig. 4. Here, the black curve, representing the zero-
temperature result, indeed agrees with our analytical so-
lution obtained with Eqs. (36) and (47).

D. Relation between the tunneling current,
tunneling-current noise, and cross-correlations

In the two-edge structure, the study of the tunnel-
ing current and the tunneling-current noise provides im-
portant information for detecting nontrivial features of
quasiparticles, including, e.g., fractional charge [3, 4] and
anyonic statistics (at least, indirectly), in fractional QH
systems. Real experiments, however, more commonly
measure the auto- or cross-correlations after the central
QPC, instead of the tunneling-current noise exactly at
the QPC. It is thus important to investigate the relation-
ship between the tunneling-current noise and cross/auto-
correlations. In this Section, we explicitly show that, for
the two-edge ν = 1/2 structure, the tunneling-current
noise can be experimentally obtained by measuring the
current cross-correlations and conductance. This result,
crucially, remains valid for all values of bias, tunneling
amplitude, and temperature.

To highlight the peculiarities of the ν = 1/2 case, we
begin by reviewing the calculation in the case of fermionic
edge states (ν = 1), where the zero-frequency noises
Sf(0), ST,f(0) and the current IT,f can be expressed with
the Landauer-Büttiker method (see, e.g., Refs. [92, 93]):

Sf(0) = −e
2

h

∫
dϵTf (1− Tf )

[
fu(ϵ)− fd(ϵ)

]2
, (53)

ST,f(0)=
e2

h

∫
dϵ
{
Tffu(ϵ)

[
1−fd(ϵ)

]
+Tffd(ϵ)

[
1−fu(ϵ)

]

− T 2
f

[
fu(ϵ)− fd(ϵ)

]2}
, (54)

IT,f = Tf
e

h

∫
dϵ
[
fu(ϵ)− fd(ϵ)

]
. (55)

In Eqs. (53)-(55), fu and fd are the Fermi distribution
functions in the two channels u and d, respectively, while
Tf is the tunneling probability through the QPC. From
Eq. (54), one readily gets

ST,f(0)+Sf(0)=
e2

h

∫
dϵ Tf

[
fd(1−fd)+fu(1−fu)

]
. (56)

At equilibrium, the distributions functions in the chan-
nels fd,u(ϵ) = 1/{1+exp[β(ϵ−eVd,u)]} satisfy the relation

fd(ϵ)[1− fd(ϵ)] =
1

β

∂

∂(eVd)
fd(ϵ), (57)

yielding the following relation between fermionic noises
and tunneling current:

ST,f(0) + Sf(0) =
e

h

1

β

∫
dϵTf

[
∂

∂Vu
fu(ϵ) +

∂

∂Vd
fd(ϵ)

]

= T
∂

∂V
IT,f . (58)

Notice that this relation is only valid for the case where
both channels u and d are in equilibrium and have the
same temperature.
Now we move on to the 1/2 case, where the tunneling

current noise of the two-edge structure is given by (see
Appendix B for details)

ST =
e2

π

∫ ∞

0

dϵ
4w4

[
cosh

(
βeV
2

)
+ cosh(βϵ)

]2

×




v2ϵ2[cosh(βeV )−1]

2(4w4 + v2ϵ2)2
+

1 + cosh
(

βeV
2

)
cosh(βϵ)

4w4 + v2ϵ2



 .

(59)
At zero temperature, an analytical expression of the tun-
neling noise can be obtained by combining expressions of
Refs. [52, 66]. These references, however, do not provide
the finite-temperature version of ST , Eq. (59).
The last term in the curly brackets of Eq. (59) pro-

vides a direct connection to the differential conductance.
Indeed, starting with the integral form of the tunneling
current Eq. (35), we obtain

∂

∂V
⟨IT ⟩ =

e2

2π

∫ ∞

0

dϵ
4w4

v2ϵ2 + 4w4

× β
1 + cosh

(
βeV
2

)
cosh(βϵ)

[
cosh(βϵ) + cosh

(
βeV
2

)]2 ,
(60)

which, when multiplied by 2/β, equals the contribution
of the last term of Eq. (59). As a consequence, we obtain
the relation between differential conductance, tunneling
current noise, and cross-correlation noise,

ST = −2S(0) +
2

β

∂

∂V
⟨IT ⟩, (61)

which is valid for arbitrary temperature, voltage, and
transmission amplitude [given Eqs. (35) and (45), it also
provides an explicit compact expression for ST ]. To the
best of our knowledge, the exactness of Eq. (61) for the
ν = 1/2 two-edge model was not proven in the prior
literature. In the general-ν cases, this current-noise re-
lation was demonstrated only perturbatively—to leading
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order in the tunneling amplitude, see e.g., Refs. [94, 95].
In these works, the perturbative relation was derived for
the case when the two equilibrium reservoirs can have
different temperatures; note also the different definition
[68] of the noise in Ref. [94, 95] as concerns the factor of
2 [cf. the comment below Eq. (47)].

Before ending this section, we compare our results with
those of earlier related works [52, 54]. The system consid-
ered in this section has two edges and is, thus, different
from the three-edge structure of Ref. [54], where only
tunneling through the central QPC (but not the diluter)
is exactly dealt with at ν = 1/2 (for the analysis of noise
created by diluted beams at ν = 1/2, see Sec. III be-
low). On the other hand, Ref. [52] also considered our
model in the ν = 1/2 situation. However, our work goes
beyond that of Ref. [52], by providing (i) compact analyt-
ical expressions, valid for all system parameters, for the
tunneling-current noise and cross-correlation, as well as
(ii) the exact noise-current relation for the ν = 1/2 two-
edge model. In Ref. [69], another exact relation between
the tunneling-current noise and the tunneling current was
derived at arbitrary ν but only for zero temperature:

ST = − νe

2(1− ν)
V 2 ∂

∂V

⟨IT ⟩
V

, T = 0. (62)

Our result for ST , Eq. (59), combined with that for ⟨IT ⟩,
Eq. (35), indeed satisfies Eq. (62) at zero temperature
and ν = 1/2, see Appendix C. However, relation (62)
breaks down at finite temperatures, as can be explicitly
checked using Eqs. (59) and (35), in contrast to Eq. (61)
that remains exact at ν = 1/2 for arbitrary T and V .

III. FOUR-EDGE SETUP — TUNNELING
BETWEEN DILUTED EDGE CHANNELS

In this Section, we analyze a four-edge setup as origi-
nally considered in Ref. [44] for the case of Laughlin filling
fractions ν = 1/(2m+1) with positive integer m. Below,
we show that the case ν = 1/2 requires special care to ob-
tain meaningful (finite) results. The system is illustrated
in Fig. 5. The model and its analysis in Ref. [44] (and
subsequent works on the subject) are different from that
of Ref. [54] in two ways. Firstly, the setup has four edges
(with two diluters), different from the three-edge system
(with one diluter) of Ref. [54]. Secondly, the model of
Ref. [54] is treated exactly for tunneling at the central
QPC, but perturbatively, only to leading order in tun-
neling, at the first QPC (serving as a dilute). In the
analysis of Ref. [44], on the contrary, tunneling through
the central QPC is treated perturbatively to the leading
order. At the same time, both diluters are dealt with be-
yond the leading-order perturbation (albeit not exactly),
by means of resummation of the series containing the
most dominant terms at each order.

In the present work, we will make use of the exact
solution for the central QPC (following similar steps of

IT

Iu

Id

wc

wu

wd

Ssu

Ssd

Sd

Su Du

Dd

FIG. 5. Schematic representation of the four-edge-channel
setup (HOM interferometer). A bias V is applied at arms
Ssu and Ssd, while Su and Sd are kept grounded. The two
QPCs located closest to these biased arms, QPCu and QPCd

(diluters, indicated by the tunneling amplitudes wu and wd,
respectively), emit nonequilibrium quasiparticle currents Iu
and Id into arms Su and Sd, respectively. These dilute beams
then impinge on the central QPCc (collider, indicated by the
tunneling amplitude wc). For all QPCs, the corresponding
tunneling currents are shown (for the central QPC we use the
same notation IT as in the two-edge setup). The tunneling-
current noise ST studied for this setup is defined for QPCc.
The cross-correlations are measured for currents in drains Du

and Dd. For a physical implementation of such a device in
the case of the filling fraction ν = 1/3, see, e.g., Ref. [6].

Ref. [54]), to check the validity of the leading-order ex-
pansion of the tunneling current and noise in the trans-
mission of the central QPC in the weak-tunneling limit
(see Appendix D). However, we are not going to solve
two diluters exactly at ν = 1/2, which could explicitly
demonstrate the conditions of applicability of the resum-
mation scheme for taking into account processes involv-
ing an arbitrary number of nonequilibrium anyons (for
further refinements of this scheme going beyond the Pois-
sonian statistics of duiluted beams, see Refs. [11, 50, 51]).
In short, solving the diluters exactly only provides us the
knowledge of correlation functions of refermionized op-
erators. This, however, does not facilitate solving the
tunneling problem (even at the perturbative level) at the
central QPC, located downstream of diluters. This is
because the bosonic correlation functions for this QPC
are not directly expressed through the fermionic opera-
tors used for solving the tunneling problem at the diluters
(cf. Ref. [78]). In principle, one could still expect that the
four-edge model with diluters and the central QPC is ex-
actly solvable by means of the Bethe ansatz for ν = 1/2.
We relegate the exploration of this possibility to future
work.

Nevertheless, we account for all orders of the transmis-
sion through the diluters by the resummation of the per-
turbation series, similar to the approximate resummation
performed in Refs. [6, 44, 46, 48]. However, we go beyond
the approach of these works by including the subleading
corrections to the correlation functions at each order of
the Keldysh perturbation theory. These corrections are
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extremely important in the ν = 1/2 case, as they produce
finite results for the tunneling current and the generalized
Fano factor defined in Ref. [44]. Indeed, the generalized
Fano factor would otherwise diverge (because of the van-
ishing of the tunneling current) for ν = 1/2, see Sec. III E
below.

The considered four-edge structure has the following
model Hamiltonian

H = H0
su-u +H0

d-sd +HT
su-u +HT

d-sd +HT
u-d, (63)

where the H0 Hamiltonians describe pairs of free edge
channels, whereas the HT terms describe the tunneling
of quasiparticles at the three QPCs. In Eq. (63), sub-
scripts u, d, su and sd are labels of four edge channels,
see Fig. 5, with u and d referring to the “up” and “down”
channels connected by the central QPC and su, sd the
corresponding source channels. For general values of ν,
we have

H0
su-u =

v

4π

∑

j=su,u

∫ L

−L
dx [∂xϕj(x)]

2, (64)

H0
d-sd =

v

4π

∑

j=d,sd

∫ L

−L
dx [∂xϕj(x)]

2 (65)

for the free Hamiltonians of the upper (combining the up
channel and its source) and lower (combining the down
channel and its source) edges,

HT
su-u =

2wu

(2πlc)ν
cos
{√

ν [ϕsu(0)−ϕu(0)]
}
, (66)

HT
d-sd =

2wd

(2πlc)ν
cos
{√

ν [ϕd(0)−ϕsd(0)]
}
, (67)

for the tunneling Hamiltonian of the diluters in the upper
and lower edges, and

HT
u-d =

2wc

(2πlc)ν
cos
{√

ν [ϕu(L)−ϕd(L)]
}

(68)

for the tunneling Hamiltonian of the central QPC (col-
lider) connecting the channels u and d of the upper
and lower edges. Here, the ϕ fields obey the commu-
tation relations specified in Eq. (2). Here wu, wd, and
wc are the tunneling amplitudes at the upper (x = 0),
lower (x = 0), and central (x = L) QPCs, respectively.
In the present work, following Ref. [96], we focus on
t ≪ L/v. As we will see, the relevant time scales for
both the tunneling current and tunneling current noise
satisfy t ≲ 2(w2

u +w2
d +w2

c )/lc, which will be assumed to
be smaller than L/v.
Like for the two-edge structure considered in Sec. II,

below we focus on the ν = 1/2 case. As was done pre-
viously, we take the limit of infinite channels, L → ∞.
For simplicity, we concentrate on the case when the up-
per and lower subsystems are biased symmetrically, i.e.,
the bias voltage Vsu applied to the channels Ssu is equal
to the voltage Vsd applied to Sd, i.e., Vsu = Vsd = V ;

the arms Su and Sd are assumed grounded. At the end
of this Section, we will also briefly discuss the modifica-
tions introduced by the asymmetry in bias.
With Iu and Id we label the tunneling current at the

upper and lower QPC, respectively (see Fig. 5). We as-
sume that the tunneling of quasiparticles at all three
QPC’s is weak (i.e., the effective transmission at each
of the QPCs is small). More specifically, for the two di-
luters, the smallness of their tunneling transmission can
be characterized by the conditions

Iu, Id ≪ e2V.

For the central QPC, the corresponding conditions reads:

∂

∂(Iu − Id)
⟨IT ⟩ ≪ 1.

We are interested in the tunneling current at the cen-
tral QPC and in its fluctuations. The tunneling-current
operator at the central QPC is given by

IT =
ie

2

(
A† −A

)
(69)

with

A(t) =
wc

(2πlc)
1
2

exp
[
i(ϕu(L, t)− ϕd(L, t))/

√
2
]
. (70)

In order to evaluate the tunneling current IT , we move to
the interaction representation with respect to the “free
Hamiltonian”

H̃ = H0
su-u +HT

su-u +H0
d-sd +HT

d-sd,

consideringHT
u−d as an “interaction”. Assuming that the

tunneling at the central QPC is adiabatically turned on
at t = −∞, we have

⟨IT (t)⟩ =
〈
TKIT (t

+) exp

[
−i
∫

K

H̃(τ)dτ

]〉
, (71)

with K indicating the Keldysh contour. Here with τ we
label an arbitrary time on the Keldysh contour (Fig. 3).
With t+ we specify that the time belongs to the upper
part of the Keldysh contour. For the calculation of the
tunneling current, we could have equally chosen a time
on the lower part of the contour (i.e., t−).
Following the method of Ref. [54], the tunneling cur-

rent in our four-edge system can be obtained by evaluat-
ing the correlation function

⟨IT ⟩ =
e

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dte−

2w2
c

v |t|⟨[A†(0), A(t)]⟩neq, (72)

see Appendix D for detailed derivation. Here, ⟨· · · ⟩neq
indicates that the expectation value is evaluated with re-
spect to the state created by the tunneling at the biased
diluters (but not affected by the tunneling at the cen-
tral QPC). Importantly, this state is a nonequilibrium
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state (hence, “neq” in the label) with diluted quasipar-
ticle beams for x > 0 (downstream of diluters). In com-
parison to leading-order (in tunneling through the central
QPC) expressions (used in, e.g., Refs. [44, 46, 48, 96]),

⟨IT ⟩ ≃
e

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt⟨[A†(0), A(t)]⟩neq, (73)

Eq. (72) contains an extra factor exp(−2w2
c |t|/v) that

comes from the higher-order tunneling processes at the
central QPC.

Similarly, for the fluctuation of the tunneling current
we have

ST =
1

2

∑

η=±

∫ ∞

−∞
dt
〈〈
TKIT (t

η)IT (0
−η)
〉〉

=
e2

4

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−

2w2
c

v |t|〈{A†(0), A(t)}
〉
neq
, (74)

with η being the Keldysh index.
Importantly, in both Eqs. (72) and (74), the factor

exp(−2w2
c |t|/c), which exactly accounts for the tunnel-

ing through the central QPC, only influences the integral
over time t. Correlation functions, marked by “neq”,
of each individual subsystem (separated by the central
QPC) are not influenced by the higher-order tunneling
processes at the central QPC. This is because the central

QPC is in the downstream direction of both diluters. We
also note that the only difference between the integrands
in Eqs. (73) and (74) is that the former contains a com-
mutator, whereas the latter involves an anticommutator
of A†(0) and A(t). Thus, for computing the tunneling
current, as well as the tunneling-current noise, we need
to calculate the expectation values of the product of two
tunneling vertex operators of the form (70) taken at two
distinct times. The averages should be done with respect
to the nonequilibrium states created by biased diluters.

A. Correlation function of tunneling operators at
the central QPC: perturbative Keldysh approach

In order to evaluate Eqs. (73) and (74), we need the
explicit expression of correlation functions of the vertex
operators involved in the Hamiltonian describing tunnel-
ing at the central QPC, such as

〈
A(t)A†(0)

〉
neq

=
w2

c

2πlc

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
neq

×
〈
e−iϕd(L,t)/

√
2eiϕd(L,0)/

√
2
〉
neq

. (75)

Within the Keldysh formalism (cf. Ref. [96]), we obtain

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
neq

=
〈
TK eiϕu(L,t−)/

√
2e−iϕu(L,0+)/

√
2 e−i

∫
K

dτ HT
su-u(τ)

〉
0
, (76)

where the subscript 0 in ⟨· · · ⟩0 emphasizes that the average is now taken with respect to the state of the system
without tunneling bridges. In order to evaluate the right-hand side of Eq. (76), we expand the Keldysh evolution
operator in powers of HT

su-u, leading to

〈
TKe

iϕu(L,t−)/
√
2e−iϕu(L,0+)/

√
2 e−i

∫
K

dτ HT
su-u(τ)

〉
0
=

∞∑

n=0

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
2n
, (77)

where we have introduced the short-hand notation for an average involving 2n integrals along the Keldysh contour:

⟨O(t, t′)⟩2n =
(−i)2n
(2n)!

∫

K

dτ1 . . .

∫

K

τ2n
〈
TK O(t, t′)HT

su-u(τ1) . . . H
T
su-u(τ2n)

〉
0
. (78)

Explicitly, the contribution of the second order in HT
su-u to the correlation function, i.e., the n = 1 term in Eq. (77),

reads at zero temperature, T = 0, as:

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2 e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
2
= −

∑

η1η2

η1η2

∫ ∞

−∞
ds1

∫ ∞

−∞
ds2

〈
TKe

iϕu(L,t−)/
√
2 e−iϕu(L,0+)/

√
2HT

su-u(s
η1

1 )HT
su-u(s

η2

1 )
〉
0

= − w2
u

2πlc

∑

η1η2

η1η2

∫ ∞

−∞
ds1

∫ ∞

−∞
ds2 e

−iV (s1−s2)/2
〈
TKe

iϕsu(0,s
η1
1 )/

√
2 e−iϕsu(0,s

η2
2 )/

√
2
〉
0

×
〈
TKe

−iϕu(L,t−)/
√
2 eiϕu(L,0+)/

√
2 e−iϕu(0,s

η1
1 )/

√
2 eiϕu(0,s

η2
2 )/

√
2
〉
0

= − w2
u

2πlc

∑

η1η2

η1η2

∫ ∞

−∞
ds1

∫ ∞

−∞
ds2 e

−iV (s1−s2)/2
l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
lc

lc + iv(s1 − s2)χη1,η2(s1 − s2)

×
√
lc + i(vt− vs1 − L)χ−,η1

(t− s1)
√
lc + i(−vs2 − L)χ+,η2

(−s2)√
lc + i(vt− vs2 − L)χ−,η2(t− s2)

√
lc + i(−vs1 − L)χ+,η1(−s1)

, (79)
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where η1 and η2 Keldysh indexes of nonequilibrium any-
onic operators and

χη,η′(s) = η′Θ(s)− ηΘ(−s). (80)

In addition, when going from the first line to the sec-
ond line of Eq. (79), a factor of two, coming from differ-
ent choices of creation and annihilation operators, can-
cels out the factor 1/2! that originates from the Keldysh
expansion.

An analysis of Eq. (79) shows that the main contri-
butions to the integral over times s1, s2 come from the
following regions (see Appendix E):

• Region I: s1 ≃ s2, with both times within the inter-
val (−L/v, t−L/v) but away from its boundaries;

• Region II: s1 ≃ −L/v and s2 ≃ t− L/v;

• Region III: s1, s2 ≃ −L/v or s1, s2 ≃ t− L/v.

This separation of the integration domains is not spe-
cific to the case of ν = 1/2; however, it becomes es-
pecially sharp in this case. Mathematically, these three
regions correspond to the singularities of the integrand in
Eq. (79), which appear in the denominator. Even though
the powers of the singular terms (like 1/2 in the present
case) could be insufficient for the special points to domi-
nate the integral on their own, the oscillatory factor with
the voltage-induced phase ensures that the integrals over
the corresponding branch cuts are indeed dominated by
the vicinity of the branching point (cf. Ref. [96]). We
illustrate the above classification in Fig. 6.

Following the convention of Ref. [49] (see also
Sec. 10.C.4 of Ref. [78]), in this work, we address the
contribution of Region I to the correlation functions as
“disconnected”. A disconnected diagram is a notion
that appears for systems with conventional (fermionic
or bosonic) statistics. For a fermionic system, an event
belonging to Region I would correspond to a Feynman
diagram that can be divided into disconnected sub-
diagrams, hence “disconnected”. For a disconnected
fermionic diagram (resulting from the Wick’s theorem
for fermions), nonequilibrium particles (whose operators
appear with the time arguments s1 and s2) self-contract.
Fermionic tunneling operators at the central QPC (at
times 0 and t), resorting to thermally excited particle-
hole pairs, become then decoupled from the operators at
the diluter, leading to a vanishing contribution to the
irreducible correlation function.

However, this concept of “disconnected” does not ap-
ply to anyonic systems (cf. Ref. [45]), since Wick’s the-
orem is not valid for anyonic operators. Indeed, in great
contrast to fermionic systems, processes involving anyons
are inseparable even for Region I, because a product of all
possible two-point correlation functions (with all possible
time differences of the arguments) appear in the average
of anyonic operators. This is evident in the last line of
Eq. (79), which contains a “tangling factor” in the form of
a fraction of square roots involving the time arguments of

0

t

0

t

0

t

0

t

(b)

(a)

(c)

(d) (e)

0

t

exp


± i⇡(⌘1 � ⌘2)

2

�

s1 + L/v

s2 + L/v

s1 + L/v

s2 + L/v

s1 + L/v

s2 + L/v

s1 + L/v

s2 + L/v

s1 + L/v

s2 + L/v

FIG. 6. Different regions contributing to the correlation func-
tion Eq. (79). (a) The general case. Here s1 + L/v and
s2 + L/v refer to the times two nonequilibrium anyons ar-
rive at the central QPC. Times 0 and t mark out the time
arguments of the tunneling operators at the central QPC.
The red dashed and solid connecting lines refer to the corre-
lation functions that appear in the numerator and denomi-
nator of Eq. (79), respectively. The time distance between a
nonequilibrium anyon and a tunneling operator is represented
by the projected distance along the vertical direction [for in-
stance, the double arrow in panel (a) represents the distance
s2 + L/v ↔ 0, with the black dashed line being the guide for
the eye for the projection]. (b) Diagram that corresponds to
Region I contribution. Here |s1 − s2| ∼ lc/v, and the pro-
jected distances for the pairs of solid and dotted lines coin-
cide: |s1+L/v|/|s2+L/v| ≈ |s1+L/v− t|/|s2+L/v− t| ≈ 1.
(c) These equal-length projected distances cancel out in the
tangling factor in Eq. (79), leading to a “disconnected” di-
agram. Here the nonequilibrium pair becomes disconnected
from tunneling operators (no red lines connect the dots at
times s1+L/v, s2+L/v with dots at times 0, t), except for the
phase shift exp[±iπ(η1 − η2)/2] (marked out by the gray dot-
ted line), arising from time-domain braiding. For fermions,
this phase shift is absent, and the diagram becomes truly
disconnected. (d) Diagram for Region II. One cannot sep-
arate the diagram into the disconnected blocks, hence the
diagram is “connected”. (e) Diagram for Region III. Now,
|s1 − s2| ∼ 1/νeV ≫ lc/v. Distances s1 + L/v ↔ 0 and
s2+L/v ↔ 0 will not cancel exactly each other. The diagram
is again “connected”.

the tunneling operators at both the collider and diluters,
see Fig. 6(a). In this situation, the anyonic operators,
even well separated in time, can become correlated via
the so-called “time-domain braiding” [48] (correspond-
ing to “topological vacuum bubbles” in the terminology
of Ref. [45]). Specifically, even when the tangling fac-
tor reduces to unity by absolute value, which happens
for s1 = s2 (corresponding to Region I) in Eq. (79), it
produces a non-trivial (“braiding”) phase, independent
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of the time arguments [see Figs. 6(b) and 6(c), and more
detailed discussions in Appendix E]. Region I, thanks to
this nonlocal correlation, thus generates a nonzero con-
tribution to the irreducible correlation functions.

For convenience, in this work, we keep using “discon-
nected” to address anyonic processes corresponding to
Region I, to state that their graphical representation re-
duces to separate entities after replacing the tangling fac-
tor by a phase factor. Physically, the appearance of dis-
connected blocks indicates that nonequilibrium anyons
do not directly tunnel at the central QPC. Regions II and
III, on the other hand, involve tunneling of nonequilib-
rium anyons at the central QPC. They are thus referred
to as “connected”, to distinguish them from processes
determined by Region I. Further details on the classifi-
cation of processes into connected and disconnected can
be found in Appendix E 1.

The difference between Region I and Region II con-
tributions becomes especially manifest when comparing
Figs. 6(b), and 6(d): of the latter diagram (for Region
II), nonequilibrium anyons (labelled by s1 + L/v and
s2 + L/v) are well separated. In contrast (to this ap-
parent difference), naively, Region III seems to overlap
with Region I, as in both regions, s1 and s2 are close
to each other. Mathematically, however, there are ma-
jor differences between Regions I and III. First of all, in
Region I, the times s1 = s2 are confined within the so-
called causality regime, i.e., between −L/v and t − L/v
[Fig. 6(b)]. In Region III, on the other hand, contribu-
tions with s1 and/or s2 outside of (−L/v, t − L/v) are
present [Fig. 6(e)]. For Region I, it is the delta-function
term (with |s1 − s2| ∼ lc/v → 0), which yields the con-
tribution to the correlation function. As will be shown
shortly, Region I corresponds to the first term of Eqs. (88)
and (89) inside the curly brackets. exp(−4Iu/d|t|/e),
which, importantly, is a real function. The contribution
of Region III instead leads to a purely imaginary con-
tribution, i sgn(t) exp(−4Iu/d|t|/e)8Iu/d/e2V , where the

integral is given by the vicinity ∼ (eV )−1 of the point
s1 ≈ s2 ∼ −L/v [note that such a separation of time
scales is only possible for |t|, L/v > 1/(eV )]. In gen-
eral, the rigorous classification of the integration regions
is established by analyzing the phase of the tangling fac-
tor, which jumps at the boundaries between the regions
(see Appendix E). Starting from the next section, we will
explicitly address the contributions of each of the three
region to the correlation functions.

B. Tunneling current: Vanishing of the
contributions from Region I

Let us focus on Region I, which yields the contribution
to the correlation functions considered by previous refer-
ences, e.g., Refs. [44, 46, and 96], and further addressed
in terms of “time-domain braiding” by Ref. [48]. Here
“braiding” refers to the nontrivial phase that is gener-
ated by exchanging nonequilibrium anyons (that pass by

the central QPC) and the anyon-hole pairs spontaneously
created at the central QPC. In Region I, the correlation
function (76), calculated to second order in the tunneling
amplitude wu, reads (see Appendix E for details):

⟨eiϕu(L,t)/
√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2⟩(I)2 = −2w2

u

v
|t| l

1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
.

(81)
Here superscript “(I)” indicates that we choose Region I
as the integration domain in Eq. (79) and subscript “2”
indicates that we expand the correlator to second order
HT

su-u [corresponding to n = 1 in Eq. (77)].
Summing up such contributions to all orders in HT

su−u

[i.e., summing over n of Eq. (77)] and introducing the
zero-temperature tunneling current at the upper QPC
Iu = ew2

u/(2v), we obtain [96]

⟨eiϕu(L,t)/
√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2⟩(I)

≡
∞∑

n=0

⟨eiϕu(L,t)/
√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2⟩(I)2n

=
l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
exp

(
−4

Iu
e
|t|
)
.

(82)

Similarly, the resummation of perturbative contributions
of Region I to the correlation function of vertex operators
in subsystem d yields

⟨e−iϕd(L,t)/
√
2eiϕd(L,0)/

√
2⟩(I)

=
l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
exp

(
−4

Id
e
|t|
)
, (83)

where Id = ew2
d/(2v). Note that the exponentials in

Eqs. (82) and (83) are purely real.
Using these results, we obtain

⟨A(t)A†(0)⟩(I) = w2
c

2π(lc + ivt)
exp

[
−4|t|

e
(Iu + Id)

]
,

(84)

⟨A†(0)A(t)⟩(I) = w2
c

2π(lc + ivt)
exp

[
−4|t|

e
(Iu + Id)

]
.

(85)

Importantly,

⟨A(t)A†(0)⟩(I) = ⟨A†(0)A(t)⟩(I). (86)

Equations (84) and (85) agree with the result of Ref. [44]
taken at ν = 1/2.
By inserting the above correlation functions in

Eq. (72), one immediately obtains

⟨IT ⟩(I) = 0, (87)

since the averaged commutator ⟨[A†(0), A(t)]⟩(I)neq is ex-
actly zero. Mathematically, this is related to the fact
that the current difference I− = Iu − Id does not en-
ter Eqs. (84) and (85) (thus, vanishing of ⟨IT ⟩ occurs
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for arbitrary biases Vsu and Vsd). From a more phys-
ical perspective, this property relies on the anyon-hole
symmetry of the braiding phase: a unique feature of the
ν = 1/2 situation. Indeed, for ν ̸= 1/2, the exponents in
the expressions analogous to Eqs. (82) and (83 acquire
an imaginary part, which gives a nonzero I−.

C. Tunneling current with Regions II and III
included

Above, we have shown that, if we take into account
only disconnected contributions to the correlation func-
tions of tunneling operators, Eqs. (84) and (85), the
tunneling current between channels u and d vanishes,

Eq. (87). This counter-intuitive vanishing of the tunnel-
ing current is a consequence of the absence of tunneling
of nonequilibrium anyons at the central QPC. Indeed,
if one allows direct tunneling of nonequilibrium anyons,
then under the assumption Iu > Id (likewise, if Iu < Id),
the number of quasiparticles tunneling from u to d (which
is proportional to Iu) is expected to become larger (like-
wise, smaller) than that for tunneling from d to u (which
is proportional to Id). Thus, the tunneling current is
anticipated to be proportional to Iu − Id.
In this section, we explicitly prove the above picture

by including contributions to the correlation functions in
Eq. (73) from Regions II and III. The details of derivation
are provided in Appendix E. For Vsu = Vsd = V , the
results read:

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
neq

≃ l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2

{
exp

(
−4

Iu
e
|t|
)[

1 + i sgn(t)
8Iu
e2V

]
+

8Iu
e2V

exp

(
i
eV

2
t

)}
, (88)

〈
e−iϕd(L,t)/

√
2eiϕd(L,0)/

√
2
〉
neq

≃ l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2

{
exp

(
−4

Id
e
|t|
)[

1− i sgn(t)
8Id
e2V

]
+

8Id
e2V

exp

(
−ieV

2
t

)}
. (89)

In correlation functions Eqs. (88) and (89), the equilib-
rium correlation function

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
eq

=
l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
(90)

is multiplied by the factors in curly brackets that describe
the effect of dilution. Analogously to Eqs. (82) and (83)
obtained for Region I only, Eqs. (88) and (89) also involve
resummation of all orders in the transmission of diluters,
see Eq. (77). The contributions of Regions II and III to
Eqs. (88) and (89) are those that are proportional to the
factors 8Iu,d/(e

2V ). More specifically, Region III con-
tributes to the term with the resummation-induced ex-
ponential factor [producing a correction to the Region-
I unity in the second term ∝ sgn(t) in square brack-
ets], whereas Region II yields the oscillatory voltage-
dependent contribution (last term in the curly brackets).
These Region-II and Region-III terms, albeit subleading
with respect to the term stemming from Region I for
strong dilution, introduce imaginary parts to the con-
tent of the curly brackets in Eqs. (88) and (89). These
imaginary parts translate into the leading nonvanishing
terms in the tunneling current, since the product of real
parts gives zero contribution, in view of the particle-hole
symmetry at ν = 1/2, as discussed above. Importantly,
correlation functions (88) and (89) are written here for
|t| ≫ 1/eV . Indeed, during derivations detailed in Ap-
pendix E, the condition |t| ≫ 1/eV was assumed. Oth-
erwise, the separation of time scales determining the re-
gions becomes impossible, and both correlation functions
approach zero, as can be seen from Figs. 7(c) and 7(d).

In Fig. 7, we verify the validity of Eq.(88) by comparing
its expansion to leading order in Iu with the result of

numerical integration of Eq.(79). In this figure, fneq is
defined as

fneq(t
′) ≡ −|t′|+ i sgn(t′) + exp (it′) , (91)

which equals the leading-order expansion of expressions
inside the curly bracket of Eq. (88), after taking t′ ≡
eV t/2, and multiplying the result by e2V/(8Iu):

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
neq

=
l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2

×
{
1 +

8Iu
e2V

fneq(eV t/2) +O
(
I2u/V

2
)}

. (92)

Based on Fig. (7), fneq agrees with the numerical eval-
uation of the corresponding integral f(t), defined by
Eq. (E2) in Appendix E, for |t| ≳ 4/eV . In the limit
t → 0, the function f(t) goes to zero, while fneq(t

′) ap-
proaches a finite value.
Though Eqs. (88) and (89) involve resummation of the

most significant higher-order tunneling processes at the
diluters, they also receive corrections from other higher-
order processes that involve, e.g., partial overlap between
nonequilibrium anyonic pairs or simultaneous tunneling
of anyons at the central collider. As discussed in Ap-
pendix F, these corrections generate the terms of the or-
der of O(I2u/V

2) and O(I2d/V
2) in the prefactors of the

exponential terms in the correlation functions and of or-
der O(I2u|t|/V ) and O(I2d |t|/V ) in the arguments of the
exponentials. In the formal perturbative expansion of
the correlation functions, such corrections can compete
at each order with the terms already accounted for in
Eqs. (88) and (89). However, upon resummation, such
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FIG. 7. Checking the validity of Eq. (88) to the leading
order in the nonequilibrium current Iu. (a) and (b): Red
curves show, for t > 0, the imaginary and real parts of
Eq. (91), respectively, which multiplies the linear-in-Iu terms
in the expansion of Eq. (88), see Eq. (92); Blue curves rep-
resent the contribution of Region I, Eq. (82), correspond-
ing to time-domain braiding (denoted as TDB in the fig-
ure); black dots show the numerical results for f(t) defined in
Eq. (E2)]. Negative-t result can be obtained via the relations
Ref(−t) = Ref(t), and Imf(−t) = −Imf(t). For both real
and imaginary parts of f(t), red curves [Eq. (91)] match much
better the exact numerical result [Eq. (E2), black dots] than
the TDB results (blue curves), when eV t ≳ 4. (c) and (d):
Real and imaginary parts of f(t) for not too large values of
eV t. When eV t → 0, numerical values of function f(t) drop
to zero, different from the approximate analytical expression
Eq. (91).

higher-order perturbative corrections turn out to be neg-
ligible, as they would only produce further subleading
terms in the time integrals determining the tunneling
current and its noise.

Substituting Eqs. (88) and (89) into Eq. (72), we calcu-
late the tunneling current at the central QPC to leading
order in Iu and Id. Firstly, when choosing Regime I con-
tribution from both diluters, tunneling current equals

⟨IT⟩I-I =
ew2

c

4π

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

(
e−4

Iu+Id
e |t|

lc + ivt
− e−4

Iu+Id
e |t|

lc + ivt

)
=0

(93)
In agreement with Eq. (87), Eq. (93) indicates the van-
ishing of tunneling current, when including only time-
domain braiding in a ν = 1/2 four-edge setup. Thus, to
obtain a finite tunneling current for ν = 1/2, the inclu-
sion of Regions II and III becomes indeed necessary.

Next, we take the product of the contributions of Re-
gions I and II to the correlation functions. The corre-

sponding tunneling current equals

⟨IT⟩I-II = − 4w2
c

πeV

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

sin
(
eV t
2

)

vt

[
Iu e

−
(

4Id
e +

2w2
c

v

)
|t|

(94)

−Id e
−
(

4Iu
e +

2w2
c

v

)
|t|
]
≈ 4w2

c

veV
(Iu − Id), (95)

where we replaced arctan[e2V/(8Iu,d + 4w2e/v)] → π/2
in the weak-tunneling limit, Iu, Id, ew

2/v ≪ e2V .
Combining Regions I and III, the corresponding con-

tribution to the tunneling current equals

⟨IT⟩I-III = − 8w2
c

πeV
(Iu − Id)

×


+

∫ ∞

∼1/eV

dt
e−4

Iu+Id+ew2
c/2v

e |t|

vt




≈ 8w2
c

πveV

[
C2 + ln

(
e2V

Iu+Id+ew2
c/2v

)]
(Iu−Id),

(96)
where the numerical constant C1 comes from times |t| ≲
1/eV and C2 a number of order unity (exact evaluation of
these numbers requires the knowledge of the correlation
functions at |t| ≈ 1/eV ). In the weak-tunneling limit,
the integral is dominated by the large logarithmic term.
Finally, the products of the terms in Eqs. (88) and (89)

that come from Region II and Region III is of higher or-
der in Iu,d/e

2V [a similar contribution would be produced
by further corrections to Eqs. (88) and (89)], and hence
we disregard such cross-terms. It is also worth noticing
that the product of the last terms in curly brackets of
Eqs. (88) and (89) (a product of two Region-II terms)
yields an exactly zero contribution to the tunneling cur-
rent. Interestingly, in contrast to other contributions to
⟨[A†(0), A(t)]⟩neq, this product is independent of Iu, Id,
or bias V . Therefore, the time integral for this product
could have only been cut off by the factor exp(−2w2

c |t|/v)
in Eq. (72), which stems from the resummation of the
tunneling processes at the central QPC.
Adding up Eqs. (95) and (96), we arrive at the leading-

order (with the logarithmic accuracy) expression for the
tunneling current in the weak-tunneling limit,

⟨IT ⟩ ≈
8w2

c

πveV
ln

(
e2V

Iu+Id+ew2
c/2v

)
(Iu−Id), (97)

which is dominated by the product of the Region-I and
Region-III contributions to the correlation functions,
Eq. (96). As expected, the leading-order result for the
tunneling current is proportional to the difference of
nonequilibrium currents, I− = Iu − Id. In Eqs. (95)-
(97), we have used the assumption of weak tunneling
at all three QPCs, i.e., w2

c/v, Iu/e, Id/e ≪ eV . In the
weak-tunneling limit, Eq. (97) is dominated by the log-
arithmic term. As discussed in Appendix D, when all
three QPCs are in the weak-tunneling limit, the relation
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w2
c ≪ w2

u + w2
d = 2v(Iu + Id)/e holds. Therefore, it is

safe to neglect w2
c in the argument of the logarithm in

Eq. (97) in this limit.
When two source biases are different, i.e., Vsu ̸= Vsd,

the bias V in Eq. (88) and Eq. (89) is replaced by Vsu and
Vsd, respectively. In Eq. (97), one then simply replaces
the common bias V , by different source biases:

(Iu − Id)/V → Iu/Vsu − Id/Vsd.

We would like to emphasize that our result, Eq. (97),
will not reproduce the results of Ref. [54] if the trans-
mission of one of the diluters is set to zero, reducing
our four-edge setup to the three-edge setup of Ref. [54]).
The reason is that Ref. [54] did not perform a resum-
mation of processes of multiple tunneling events at the
diluter. Firstly, in our work, the nonequilibrium state
is manifested (in the form of the voltage or diluted cur-
rents) in all three terms of correlation functions Eq. (88)
and Eq. (89). In great contrast, only the contribution of
Region II (without the resummation-induced exponential
factor) was taken into account in Ref. [54]. Secondly, even
if we keep only the Region-II terms, it is the nonequilib-
rium current which serves as a long-time cutoff in the
time integral for the tunneling current upon the resum-
mation. In Ref. [54], in great contrast, the cutoff by the
nonequilibrium current did not appear, because the re-
summation over the train of quasiparticles generated by
the diluter was not performed. In this case, the time in-
tegral for the tunneling is cut off by a finite temperature
Ref. [54] or by the transmission of the central QPC.

D. Tunneling-current noise

With the correlation functions Eqs. (88) and (89), we
can further analyze the tunneling-current noise in the
four-edge setup. Similar to the evaluation of the tunnel-
ing current, here we also include the exponential factor,
exp(−2w2

c |t|/v), obtained after exactly solving the cen-
tral QPC. When multiplying the two Region-I contribu-
tions to the correlation functions Eqs. (88) and (89), the
integration over time in Eq. (74) yields:

〈
δI2T
〉I-I

=
e2w2

c

4π

∫ ∞

−∞
dt
e
−
(
4

Iu+Id
e +

2w2
c

v

)
|t|

lc + ivt
=
e2w2

c

4v
,

(98)
Note that this result does not depend on the inverse cut-
off−[4(Iu+Id)/e+2w2

c/v]. Crucially, the Region-I contri-
bution to the tunneling-current noise, Eq. (98), is induced
by the time-domain braiding. Now, we can combine the
contributions of Region I and Region II, which leads to

〈
δI2T
〉I-II

=
2w2

c

πV

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−

2w2
c

v |t| cos (eV t/2)
lc + ivt

×
(
Iue

−4Iu|t| + Ide
−4Id|t|

)
=

2w2
c

v

Iu + Id
V

, (99)

which is proportional to the sum of diluted currents, thus
being much smaller than the Region-I result, Eq. (98), in
the strongly-diluted limit. Similar to Eq. (98) for the
leading-order contribution, the integral in Eq. (99) also
does not depend on the inverse cutoffs, eV/2 or −[4(Iu+
Id)/e+ 2w2

c/v].
When combining the Region-I and Region-III contribu-

tions, the integral vanishes because of an extra minus sign
between particle-like and hole-like correlations, Eqs. (88)
and (89). Equation (99) gives then the only finite cor-
rection that is linear in Iu/V or Id/V . Indeed, when
combining Regions II and III, two Region II terms, or
two Region III terms, the results are quadratic in diluted
currents and thus negligible in the strongly diluted limit.
Adding up Eqs. (98) and (99), we obtain the expression
for the tunneling-current noise in a compact form,

〈
δI2T
〉
≈ e2w2

c

4v

(
1 + 8

Iu + Id
e2V

)
, (100)

which is exact with respect to w2
c (tunneling through the

central QPC) at this order of expansion in Iu/e
2V and

Id/e
2V (diluters’ transmissions).

In fact, to the lowest order in w2
c but at higher order in

diluted currents, the tunneling-current noise suffers from
the logarithmic divergence of the time integral, when the
two Region-II terms are multiplied [last terms in the curly
brackets in Eqs. (88) and (89)], yielding a contribution
to the noise proportional to IuId/(e

2V )2. However, the
exact solution for the central QPC, which introduces the
exponential decay of the integrand in Eq. (74), cuts off
this divergence. At finite temperatures, the time inte-
gral is additionally bounded by the inverse temperature.
Thus, this contribution can be safely ignored in the weak-
tunneling limit. Its smallness is further accentuated by
the removal of zero-bias noise from the measured data—a
conventional procedure in real experiments.

E. Generalized Fano factor (cf. Ref. [44])

The relevant result here is that, in comparison to
the tunneling current ⟨IT ⟩, Eq. (97), which is propor-
tional to the difference of nonequilibrium currents Iu−Id,
the tunneling-current noise ⟨δI2T ⟩, Eq. (100), contains a
constant term, e2w2

c/4v. As discussed after Eq. (98),
this constant term comes from the Region-I terms in
the correlation functions (associated with time-domain
braiding), which do not contribute to the tunneling cur-
rent IT at ν = 1/2. As a consequence, in the diluted
limit, Iu, Id ≪ e2V , the tunneling current becomes much
smaller than the corresponding noise. This leads to
the divergence of the generalized Fano factor (defined in
Ref. [44]; here, I± = Iu ± Id),

P ≡
−⟨δI2T ⟩+ νe

(
Iu

∂
∂Iu

− Id
∂

∂Id

)
⟨IT ⟩

νe I+
∂

∂I−
⟨IT ⟩

, (101)
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for ν = 1/2, when only Region-I processes (time-domain
braiding) are taken into account. Specifically, the calcu-
lation of Ref. [44] involved only the contributions from
Region I, with which the denominator of the generalized
Fano factor exactly vanished at ν = 1/2, leading to a
divergent P . This denominator becomes finite, yet much
smaller than the numerator determined by the noise, af-
ter including Regions II and III into consideration.

Our analysis yields a finite result for P . Using Eq. (97)
for ⟨IT ⟩ and Eq. (100) for ⟨δI2T ⟩ at ν = 1/2 in the diluted
limit, Iu, Id ≪ e2V , we obtain the following expressions
for the numerator,

− ⟨δI2T ⟩+
e

2

(
Iu

∂

∂Iu
− Id

∂

∂Id

)
⟨IT ⟩

≃ −e
2w2

c

4v

(
1 + 8

Iu + Id
e2V

)
− 4w2

c

πvV

×
[

(Iu − Id)
2

Iu+Id+w2
ce/2v

−(Iu + Id) ln

(
e2V

Iu+Id+ew2
c/2v

)]
,

and the denominator,

e

2
I+

∂

∂I−
⟨IT ⟩ ≃

4w2
c

πvV
(Iu + Id) ln

(
e2V

Iu + Id + ew2
c/2v

)
,

of the generalized Fano factor (101). After keeping only
the leading-order contributions in both the numerator
and denominator, the generalized Fano factor, Eq. (101),
takes a finite (yet large) value:

P ≃ −πe
2

16

V

Iu + Id

[
ln

(
e2V

Iu + Id + ew2
c/2v

)]−1

≫ 1.

(102)

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In this work, we have studied anyonic quasiparticles
with charge e/2 described by the ν = 1/2 chiral Lut-
tinger liquid in a Hong–Ou–Mandel-like interferometer.
We have computed the tunneling current and the noise in
two different devices realized with one-dimensional edge
states hosting anyons described by the chiral ν = 1/2
Luttinger liquid. Specifically, we have analyzed two ge-
ometries: (i) a two-edge-channel setup where anyons orig-
inate from equilibrium reservoirs (Fig. 1) and (ii) a four-
edge-channel setup where nonequilibrium anyons arrive
at the collider as diluted beams (Fig. 5).

The two-edge model can be refermionized for ν = 1/2
anyons, leading to a quadratic Hamiltonian, whose eigen-
modes can be readily obtained. This has allowed us to
derive exact expressions for the tunneling current and
noise, for all relevant parameters. Interestingly, when
the transmission is weak, the tunneling current is ap-
proximately voltage-independent, in agreement with the
scaling feature predicted for ν = 1/2 Luttinger liquids
(see, e.g., Ref. [53]).

The four-edge model has been analyzed in the weak-
tunneling limit. We have shown that “time-domain
braiding” contributions (that correspond to Region I de-
fined in Sec. III) provide a vanishing net tunneling cur-
rent, even for non-equal nonequilibrium currents, i.e.,
Iu ̸= Id. The cancellation of the tunneling current is
a consequence of the particle-hole symmetry featured by
ν = 1/2 quasiparticles when evaluating their exchange
phase. Noteworthily, the vanishing of the tunneling cur-
rent induced by the time-domain braiding leads to the
divergence of the generalized Fano factor introduced in
Ref. [44], to capture the anyonic fingerprint.

However, the vanishing of tunneling current for
nonequal values of Iu and Id is unphysical. Indeed, if
Iu > Id, one would intuitively anticipate a net tunnel-
ing current from channel u to channel d. To resolve this
issue, we include processes where nonequilibrium anyons
directly tunnel at the central QPC. These processes, ne-
glected in Refs. [44, 46, 48] for other filling factors, stand
out at ν = 1/2. When considering the direct tunneling of
nonequilibrium anyons, the rate of their tunneling from
channel u to channel d (or from d to u) is proportional to
the particle density in u (or d), and thus the nonequilib-
rium current Iu (or Id). The inclusion of nonequilibrium
anyon tunneling thus produces a nonequilibrium tunnel-
ing current proportional to Iu − Id, to leading order in
the diluter transmissions [see Eq. (97)].

This result, in combination with the vanishing of time-
domain braiding contribution to the tunneling current,
indicates that for ν = 1/2 anyonic systems (in contrast
to systems with Laughlin filling factors), it is the direct
tunneling of anyons, rather than time-domain braiding,
which becomes the dominant process when evaluating
the tunneling current, no matter how strong currents
are diluted. In contrast to the tunneling current, its
noise receives major contributions from the time-domain-
braiding processes. The difference between the sources of
leading contributions to the tunneling current and noise
is the key reason that induces the divergence of general-
ized Fano factor of Ref. [44] for ν = 1/2 chiral Luttinger
liquids.

In this work, we have focused on the situation where
all three QPCs are in the weak-tunneling limit. It is then
interesting to ask what happens when the system is away
from this limit. What is the role of the “connected” con-
tributions to the correlation functions, which are small
under the assumption of a strongly diluted limit, when
one or some of three QPCs (especially one or two di-
luters) are away from the weak-tunneling limit? Does the
distinction between the “disconnected” and “connected”
processes remain meaningful when reducing the degree
of dilution of nonequilibrium anyonic beams? Is the sit-
uation for ν = 1/2 different in this regard from that for
Laughlin filling fractions? Corrections to the results ob-
tained in the weak-tunneling limit were recently studied
in Refs. [11, 50, 51]. More specifically, Ref. [11] discussed
the crossover between two regimes: (i) The extremely di-
luted regime, where nonequilibrium anyons can be con-
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sidered as uncorrelated entities governed by the Poisso-
nian statistics (cf. Ref. [44]) and (ii) a moderately diluted
regime, where nonequilibrium anyons follow instead the
binomial distribution. As another example, Refs. [50, 51]
investigated the influence of a “finite width” of nonequi-
librium anyons on their braiding with anyon-hole pairs
described by the tunneling operators at the central QPC.
Corrections discussed in these references can, in princi-
ple, be understood with the Green’s function method by
systematically analyzing the higher-order terms in the
perturbative expansions in powers of the diluter trans-
missions.

As another option to deal with the four-edge struc-
ture, one can try to solve the scattering problem for the
two diluters exactly, while treating the central QPC per-
turbatively. By doing so, one (i) would deal with only
one QPC perturbatively and (ii) could explicitly derive
the range of applicability of resummation over higher-
order tunneling events at both diluters, thus shedding
light on the general-ν case. This option was, however,
not taken by relevant references, e.g., Ref. [54] (deal-
ing with one diluter and the central QPC). To under-
stand the complications associated with this approach,
we remind the reader that by solving the central QPC
(collider) exactly, one can express the operators appear-
ing downstream of the collider with those upstream of
it. After that, evaluation of the correlation function can
be carried out by neglecting the central QPC by simply
including wc at proper places [e.g., by introducing the
exp(−2w2

c |t|/v) factor in Eq. (72)]. As a consequence,
after exactly solving the central QPC and performing
an approximate resummation of the series for the di-
luter(s), the correlation functions are simply given by
products of correlation functions of different indepen-
dent anyonic channels. This is, however, not the case
if we solve two diluters exactly. Since the central QPC
is placed downstream of the central QPC, expressing
operators downstream of the diluter through those up-
stream of it does not simplify the evaluation of correlation
functions of operators at the central QPC. In addition,
by solving diluters exactly, one only knows correlation
functions of the refermionizable bosonic vertexes, e.g.,
exp[±i(ϕu−ϕsu)/

√
2] and exp[±i(ϕu+ϕsu)/

√
2]. Corre-

lation functions of operators encountered at the central
QPC, e.g., exp[±i(ϕu−ϕd)/

√
2], remain unknown. Con-

sequently, when trying to solve diluters exactly, other

methods, e.g., Bethe Ansatz, are required instead of
refermionization for obtaining the correlation functions
at the central QPC.

Treating the central QPC exactly leads to the expo-
nential factor, exp(−2w2

c |t|/v), when evaluating, e.g.,
the tunneling-current correlations, Eq. (72). It is in-
teresting to note that this factor has the same form
as those obtained at two diluters – after resumma-
tion over corresponding higher-order tunneling processes
[exp(−2w2

u|t|/v) and exp(−2w2
d|t|/v), see the first expo-

nential term of Eqs. (88) and (89)]. Based on this fact,
it would be interesting to check whether this factor in-
deed originates from an (approximate) resummation over
higher-order tunnelings through the central QPC, be-
tween two ν = 1/2 channels. If yes, can this conclusion
be extended to systems with general values of ν?

To summarize, our work has studied the tunneling cur-
rent and its noise, for both two-edge and four-edge struc-
tures in chiral Luttinger liquids at ν = 1/2. For the
two-edge structure, we have provided exact analytical ex-
pressions for both the tunneling current and tunneling-
current noise, as well as an exact general current-noise
relation between them. For the four-edge structure, our
work has taken into consideration the direct tunneling
and collisions of nonequilibrium anyons. Importantly,
inclusion of these processes resolves the problem of van-
ishing of the tunneling current, which was the reason for
the divergence of the generalized Fano factor [44] in the
ν = 1/2 case. The obtained results suggest that the ef-
fect of direct tunneling and collisions of diluted anyons
in the Hong-Ou-Mandel interferometer can be important
for various observables in physical quantum-Hall edges
also at Laughlin filling fractions.
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Appendix A: Integrals for tunneling current and noise in the two-edge structure

In this Appendix, we review the calculations of the relevant integrals required to derive the results of Sec. II. To
begin with, we note the following identity [97]:

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

fp(ω − eV )− fp(ω + eV )

−iω + Γ
=Imψ

(
1

2
+

Γ + ieV

2πT

)
, (A1)
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from which it is straightforward to obtain Eq. (35), after replacing Γ → 2w2/v. To compute the integral in Eq. (44),
we define the function

g1(β, V,Γ) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dϵ

ϵ2 + Γ2

1

cosh(βϵ) + cosh(βeV/2)
=

1

Γ sinh (βeV/2)
Imψ

(
1

2
+

Γβ

2π
+
ieV β

4π

)
. (A2)

We further derive another integral, g2, by differentiating g1 over eV :

g2(β, V,Γ) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dϵ

ϵ2 + Γ2

1

[cosh(βϵ) + cosh(βeV/2)]2
= − 2

β sinh(βeV/2)

∂g1
∂(eV )

= − 1

Γ sinh2(βeV/2)

[
1

2π
Reψ′

(
1

2
+

Γβ

2π
+
ieV β

4π

)
− coth(βeV/2) Imψ

(
1

2
+

Γβ

2π
+
ieV β

4π

)]
.

(A3)

Finally, we evaluate the third relevant integral, g3, by taking a derivative of g2 with respect to Γ:

g3(β, V,Γ) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dϵ
1

(ϵ2 + Γ2)2
1

[cosh(βϵ) + cosh(βeV/2)]2
= − 1

2Γ

∂

∂Γ
g2

=
1

2Γ3 sinh2(βeV/2)

{
βΓ

2π

[
1

2π
Reψ′′

(
1

2
+

Γβ

2π
+
ieV β

4π

)
− coth(βeV/2) Imψ′

(
1

2
+

Γβ

2π
+
ieV β

4π

)]

−
[
1

2π
Reψ′

(
1

2
+

Γβ

2π
+
ieV β

4π

)
− coth(βeV/2) Imψ

(
1

2
+

Γβ

2π
+
ieV β

4π

)]}
.

(A4)
With Eqs. (A3) and (A4), we are ready to compute the integral in Eq. (44). Indeed, Eq. (44) can be reorganized into

S(0) =
e2Γ2

4π

∫ ∞

0

dϵ
ϵ2

(Γ2 + ϵ2)2
1− cosh(βeV )

[cosh(βeV/2) + cosh(βϵ)]
2

=
e2Γ2

4π
[1− cosh(βeV )]

∫ ∞

0

dϵ
ϵ2 + Γ2 − Γ2

(Γ2 + ϵ2)2
1

[cosh(βeV/2) + cosh(βϵ)]
2

=
e2Γ2

4π
[1− cosh(βeV )]

[
g2(β, V,Γ)− Γ2g3(β, V,Γ)

]
.

(A5)

Equation (A5) leads to Eq. (45) of the main text, after substituting Eqs. (A3) and (A4) into Eq. (A5) and taking
Γ = 2w2/v.

Appendix B: Tunneling-current noise in the two-edge structure

In this Appendix, we provide details of the derivation of the tunneling-current noise, which is used in the relation
between tunneling current, tunneling-current noise, and cross-correlation noise reported in Sec. IID. We start with
Eq. (32) for the tunneling current operator, to obtain the tunneling-current noise,

ST =
e2v2

4

∫
d(t1 − t2)

[〈
ψ†
σ(x, t1)ψσ(x, t1)ψ

†
σ(x, t2)ψσ(x, t2)

〉
−
〈
ψ†
σ(x, t1)ψσ(x, t1)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(x, t2)ψσ(x, t2)

〉

+
〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t1)ψσ(−x, t1)ψ†

σ(−x, t2)ψσ(−x, t2)
〉
−
〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t1)ψσ(−x, t1)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t2)ψσ(−x, t2)

〉

−
〈
ψ†
σ(x, t1)ψσ(x, t1)ψ

†
σ(−x, t2)ψσ(−x, t2)

〉
+
〈
ψ†
σ(x, t1)ψσ(x, t1)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t2)ψσ(−x, t2)

〉

−
〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t1)ψσ(−x, t1)ψ†

σ(x, t2)ψσ(x, t2)
〉
+
〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t1)ψσ(−x, t1)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(x, t2)ψσ(x, t2)

〉]
,

(B1)
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where x > 0 is a position after the central QPC. Each line in Eq. (B1) can be expressed in terms of scattering-wave
amplitudes, Eqs. (25) and (27), as well as particle and hole distribution functions, Eq. (29)

∫
d(t1 − t2)

[〈
ψ†
σ(x1, t1)ψσ(x1, t1)ψ

†
σ(x2, t2)ψσ(x2, t2)

〉
−
〈
ψ†
σ(x1, t1)ψσ(x1, t1)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(x2, t2)ψσ(x2, t2)

〉]

=

∫
d(t1 − t2)

∑

ϵ1>0,ϵ2>0

∑

λ1,λ2=p,h

(
ei(ϵ1−ϵ2)(t1−t2)fλ1

(ϵ1)[1− fλ2
(ϵ2)]

×
{ [

Pλ1
ϵ1 (x1)

]∗ Pλ1
ϵ1 (x2)Pλ2

ϵ2 (x1)
[
Pλ2
ϵ2 (x2)

]∗ −
[
Pλ1
ϵ1 (x1)

]∗ Hλ1
ϵ1 (x2)Pλ2

ϵ2 (x1)
[
Hλ2

ϵ2 (x2)
]∗ }

+ e−i(ϵ1−ϵ2)(t1−t2)[1− fλ1
(ϵ1)]fλ2

(ϵ2)

×
{
Hλ1

ϵ1 (x1)
[
Hλ1

ϵ1 (x2)
]∗ [Hλ2

ϵ2 (x1)
]∗ Hλ2

ϵ2 (x2)−Hλ1
ϵ1 (x1)

[
Pλ1
ϵ1 (x2)

]∗ [Hλ2
ϵ2 (x1)

]∗ Pλ2
ϵ2 (x2)

}

+ ei(ϵ1+ϵ2)(t1−t2)fλ1
(ϵ1)fλ2

(ϵ2)

×
{[

Pλ1
ϵ1 (x1)

]∗ Pλ1
ϵ1 (x2)

[
Hλ2

ϵ2 (x1)
]∗ Hλ2

ϵ2 (x2)−
[
Pλ1
ϵ1 (x1)

]∗ Hλ1
ϵ1 (x2)

[
Hλ2

ϵ2 (x1)
]∗ Pλ2

ϵ2 (x2)
}

+ e−i(ϵ1+ϵ2)(t1−t2)[1− fλ1
(ϵ1)][1− fλ2

(ϵ2)]

×
{
Hλ1

ϵ1 (x1)
[
Hλ1

ϵ1 (x2)
]∗ Pλ2

ϵ2 (x1)
[
Pλ2
ϵ2 (x2)

]∗ −Hλ1
ϵ1 (x1)

[
Pλ1
ϵ1 (x2)

]∗ Pλ2
ϵ2 (x1)

[
Hλ2

ϵ2 (x2)
]∗}

)
. (B2)

Different choices of x1 and x2 in Eq. (B2) correspond to different terms of Eq. (B1). The integral over time t1 − t2
in Eq. (B2) produces delta-functions that describe energy conservation, greatly simplifying further evaluation. To
evaluate the first line of Eq. (B1), we choose x1 = x2 = x > 0 in Eq. (B2), leading to

∫
d(t1 − t2)

[〈
ψ†
σ(x, t1)ψσ(x, t1)ψ

†
σ(x, t2)ψσ(x, t2)

〉
−
〈
ψ†
σ(x, t1)ψσ(x, t1)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(x, t2)ψσ(x, t2)

〉]

=

∫
dϵ
( [

(|tϵ|4 + |rϵ|4)− 2|tϵ|2|rϵ|2
]
fp(ϵ)[1− fp(ϵ)] +

[
(|tϵ|4 + |rϵ|4)− 2|tϵ|2|rϵ|2

]
fh(ϵ)[1−fh(ϵ)]

+ 2|tϵ|2|rϵ|2 {fp(ϵ)fp(−ϵ) + [1− fp(ϵ)][1− fp(−ϵ)]}+ 2|tϵ|2|rϵ|2 {fh(ϵ)fh(−ϵ) + [1− fh(ϵ)][1− fh(−ϵ)]}
+ 2|tϵ|2|rϵ|2 {fp(ϵ)[1− fh(ϵ)] + fh(ϵ)[1− fp(ϵ)]}+ 2|tϵ|2|rϵ|2 {fp(ϵ)[1− fh(ϵ)] + fh(ϵ)[1− fp(ϵ)]}
+ (|rϵ|4 − |tϵ|2|rϵ|2)[1− fp(ϵ)][1− fh(−ϵ)] + (|tϵ|4 − |tϵ|2|rϵ|2)[1− fh(ϵ)][1− fp(−ϵ)]
+ (|rϵ|4 − |tϵ|2|rϵ|2)fh(ϵ)fp(−ϵ) + (|tϵ|4 − |tϵ|2|rϵ|2)fp(ϵ)fh(−ϵ)

)
.

(B3)

Now we move to the second case, x1 = x2 = −x < 0, corresponding to the second line of Eq. (B1). In this case,
Eq. (B2) produces a much simpler expression [indeed, the terms with Θ(−x) in Eqs. (24) and (27) are not multiplied
by tϵ and rϵ]:

∫
dt
[〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t)ψσ(−x, t)ψ†

σ(−x, 0)ψσ(−x, 0)
〉
−
〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t)ψσ(−x, t)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(−x, 0)ψσ(−x, 0)

〉]

=

∫
dϵ
{
fp(ϵ)[1− fp(ϵ)] + fh(ϵ)[1− fh(ϵ)] + fp(ϵ)fh(−ϵ) + [1− fp(−ϵ)][1− fh(ϵ)]

}
.

(B4)

Next, we consider the case x1 = x > 0 and x2 = −x < 0, corresponding to the third line of Eq. (B1), for which we
obtain:

∫
dt
[〈
ψ†
σ(x, t)ψσ(x, t)ψ

†
σ(−x, 0)ψσ(−x, 0)

〉
−
〈
ψ†
σ(x, t)ψσ(x, t)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(−x, 0)ψσ(−x, 0)

〉]

=

∫
dϵ(|tϵ|2−|rϵ|2) {fp(ϵ)[1−fp(ϵ)]+fh(ϵ)[1−fh(ϵ)]}

+

∫
dϵ
({

t∗ϵ t
∗
−ϵfp(ϵ)fh(−ϵ)−rϵr−ϵ[1−fp(ϵ)][1−fh(−ϵ)]

}
−
{
r∗ϵ r

∗
−ϵfh(ϵ)fp(−ϵ)−tϵt−ϵ[1−fh(ϵ)][1−fp(−ϵ)]

})
.

(B5)
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Finally, the case x1 = −x < 0 and x2 = x > 0 corresponds to the last line of Eq. (B1):

∫
dt
[〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t)ψσ(−x, t)ψ†

σ(x, 0)ψσ(x, 0)
〉
−
〈
ψ†
σ(−x, t)ψσ(−x, t)

〉〈
ψ†
σ(x, 0)ψσ(x, 0)

〉]

=

∫
dϵ(|tϵ|2 − |rϵ|2) {fp(ϵ)[1− fp(ϵ)] + fh(ϵ)[1− fh(ϵ)]}

+

∫
dϵ
{
(tϵt−ϵ − rϵr−ϵ)fp(ϵ)fh(−ϵ) + (t∗ϵ t

∗
−ϵ − r∗ϵ r

∗
−ϵ)[1− fh(ϵ)][1− fp(−ϵ)]

}
.

(B6)

With Eqs. (28) and (29), we evaluate Eqs. (B3)-(B6), leading to

ST =
2e2w4

π





∫ ∞

0

dϵ
v2ϵ2 [cosh(βeV )−1]

(4w4+v2ϵ2)2
[
cosh

(
βeV
2

)
+cosh(βϵ)

]2 +

∫ ∞

0

dϵ
2
[
1 + cosh

(
βeV
2

)
cosh(βϵ)

]

(4w4 + v2ϵ2)
[
cosh

(
βeV
2

)
+ cosh(βϵ)

]2




,

(B7)
which is Eq. (59) of the main text.

We further go beyond the integral form of Eq. (59), to provide a compact analytical form of ST , leading too

ST = −e
2Γ2

2π
[1− cosh(βeV )]

[
g2(β, V,Γ)− Γ2g3(β, V,Γ)

]
+
e2Γ

4π2
Reψ′

(
1

2
+

Γ

2π
β + i

eV β

4π

)
. (B8)

In the limit Γ ≪ 1/β, the expressions for functions g2 and g3, Eqs. (A3) and (A4), can be approximated by
neglecting the term Γβ/2π in the arguments of the digamma functions:

g2(β, V,Γ) ≈ − 1

Γ sinh2(βeV/2)

[
1

2π
Reψ′

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)
− coth(βeV/2) Imψ

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)]
,

g3(β, V,Γ) ≈ − 1

2Γ3 sinh2(βeV/2)

[
1

2π
Reψ′

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)
− coth(βeV/2) Imψ

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)]
,

(B9)

leading to

ST ≈ e2Γ

2π
coth(βeV/2) Imψ

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)
. (B10)

Neglecting the term with w in the expression for the tunneling current, Eq. (35), the Fano factor acquires a very
simple form in the limit w2/v ≪ T :

FT =
coth(βeV/2)

2
. (B11)

Similarly, in this limit, the cross-correlation and the associated cross-correlation Fano factor become

S(0) ≈ e2Γ2

4π

[
1

2π
Reψ′

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)
− coth(βeV/2) Imψ

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)]
= −e

2Γ2

8
tanh2

(
eV β

4

)
,

FCC ≈ tanh

(
eV β

4

)
=

1

π
Imψ

(
1

2
+ i

eV β

4π

)
.

(B12)

The result for FCC agrees with the general expression [98, 99] for the cross-correlation Fano factor in the weak-tunneling
limit (when taken at ν = 1/2, i.e., for the scaling dimension 1/4 and the quasiparticle charge e/2).

Appendix C: Zero-temperature results of
Refs. [52, 69] for general-ν two-edge systems

As stated in the main text, at zero temperature,
analytical expressions for the tunneling current and
tunneling-current noise for the ν = 1/2 two-edge struc-

ture can be found in Refs. [52, 69]. Moreover, these ref-
erences also provided analytical expressions for the zero-
temperature tunneling current and tunneling-current
noise, for general values of ν. In contrast to the ν = 1/2
case, for a system with general ν, the tunneling current
and its noise are not described by compact formulas, but
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are expressed in terms of infinite series in the regimes
of small bias (for the strong-tunneling regime) or small
transmission through the QPC (for the weak-tunneling
regime). In this Appendix, we quote these formulas from
Refs. [52, 69], rewrite them using the parameters of our
model, and compare with our results. For later conve-
nience, following Ref. [52], we can define an energy scale

W ≡
4
√
π Γ
(

1
2−2ν

)

νΓ
(

ν
2−2ν

) w2

v
, (C1)

which actually corresponds to T ′
B of Ref. [52].

We begin by providing expressions for the tunneling
current:

eV ≪W :

ĨT =
e2V

2π

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n+1
√
πΓ(n/ν)

(
eV
W

)2n(1/ν−1)

2Γ(n)Γ[3/2 + (1/ν − 1)n]
,

eV ≫W :

ĨT =
e2V ν

2π

{
1−

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n+1ν
√
πΓ(nν)

(
eV
W

)2n(ν−1)

2Γ(n)Γ[3/2 + (ν − 1)n]

}
,

(C2)
In the equations above, ν < 1 is assumed to guaran-
tee convergence of the sums in both limits. Note that
ĨT → e2νV/(2π) in the eV ≫ W limit, in contrast to
our model, where tunneling is perfect in the opposite
limit. This difference originates from the definition of
the “tunneling current” ĨT , which is different from our
IT . Indeed, in Ref. [52], the tunneling current is defined
as the one continuing along the same channel after the
QPC.

For ν = 1/2, Eq. (C2) becomes

ĨT =
e2V

4π
− ew2

πv
arctan

(
veV

4w2

)
, (C3)

which yields our Eq. (36) after a shift of the perfect tun-
neling current, e2V/(4π), and the change of sign of the
correction term. These two modifications again origi-
nate from a different definition of tunneling current in
Ref. [52]:

⟨IT ⟩ = −(ĨT − I0).

To obtain the noise, we take the zero-temperature
noise-current relation of Ref. [69] [equivalent to Eq. (62)],

ST = − νe

2(1− ν)
W∂W IT , (C4)

leading to zero-temperature tunneling-current noise,
ST (0), in the form of the series:

eV ≪W :

ST (0)=
ne3V

2π

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n+1
√
πΓ(n/ν)

(
eV
W

)2n(1/ν−1)

2Γ(n)Γ[3/2 + (1/ν − 1)n]
,

(C5)

eV ≫W :

ST (0)=
ne3V ν2

2π

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n+1ν
√
πΓ(nν)

(
eV
W

)2n(ν−1)

2Γ(n)Γ[3/2 + (ν − 1)n]
.

(C6)

For ν = 1/2, ST (0) becomes

ST (0) =−e
2w2

2πv

[
− 4vw2eV

16w4 + (v eV )2
+ arctan

(
v eV

4w2

)]
,

(C7)
which perfectly agrees with our Eq. (47).

Appendix D: Central QPC in the four-edge setup:
Exact treatment

In this Appendix, following the method of Ref. [54], we
provide details on exactly solving the central QPC. Our
starting point is the refermionized Hamiltonian, Eq. (18),
which is quadratic in fermionic operators ψσ and, thus,
is exactly diagonalizable. Here, we use the notation of
Ref. [54] for the scattering-state operators (the corre-
spondence to the notation of Sec. II A is obvious):

ψk,out = tkψk,in − rkψ
†
−k,in, (D1)

with coefficients [equivalent to those given by Eq. (28)]

tk =
v2k

v2k + 2iw2
c

, rk =
2iw2

c

v2k + 2iw2
c

. (D2)

In Eq. (D1), subscripts “in” and “out” refer to op-
erators before and after scattering off the central QPC,
respectively. In comparison to the scattering-wave oper-
ators in Ref. [54], Eq. (D1) contains an extra minus sign
for the Andreev-scattering term (the term proportional
to rk), which is due to a different definition of the current
operator, of our work. The scattering operators (D1) in
the k-space are related to the operator in the coordinate
space by the following Fourier transformations:

ψ†
k,in ≡ 1

2L

∫ L

−L
dxψ†

σ,in(x)e
iπnkx/L,

ψ†
k,out ≡

1

2L

∫ L

−L
dxψ†

σ,out(x)e
iπnkx/L,

ψ†
σ,in(x) ≡

∑

nk

ψ†
k,ine

−iπnkx/L,

ψ†
σ,out(x) ≡

∑

nk

ψ†
k,oute

−iπnkx/L,

(D3)

with k = 2πnk/L on the finite-size system and nk being
a relative integer number.
To proceed, we choose the sign of IT to be positive, if

the net current is directed from channel u to channel d
(see Fig. 1). With this convention, the tunneling current
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is given by

IT =− 1

2
[ju(x > L)− ju(x < L)]

+
1

2
[jd(x > L)− jd(x < L)]

=− 1

2
[Iσ,out − Iσ,in].

(D4)

Here, we have defined the “out-going” and “incoming”
current operators as

Iσ,out = ju(x > L)− jd(x > L),

Iσ,in = ju(x < L)− jd(x < L),
(D5)

referring to the current operators for particles leaving and
approaching the QPC, respectively.

Now, we continue to express the current operator in
terms of k-space operators, Eq. (D1), following Eq. (D3),
which leads to

Iσ,s(x) = ev ψ†
σ,s(x)ψσ,s(x)

= ev
∑

k1,k2

ψ†
k1,s

ψk2,se
−iπ(nk1

−nk2
)x/D, (D6)

for s = {in, out}. We follow Ref. [54] to get rid of the
phase factors, by averaging over the entire space, yielding

Īσ,s ≡
1

2D

∫ L

−L
dx Iσ,s(x)

=
ev

2L
∑

nk1
,nk2

ψ†
k1,s

ψk2,s

∫ L

−L
dxe−iπ(nk1

−nk2
)x/L

= ev
∑

nk1
,nk2

ψ†
k1,s

ψk2,sδnk1
,nk2

= ev
∑

nk

ψ†
kψk.

(D7)
Note that the averaging performed in Eq. (D7), relies on
the fact that the currents and noise are independent of
the position in the contact where the current operator is
evaluated [54].

Next, we express the outgoing modes in terms of in-
coming ones, following Eq. (D1):

IT = −1

2
[Īσ,out − Īσ,in] =

ev

2

∑

nk

[
ψ†
k,inψk,in

− (t∗kψ
†
k,in − r∗kψ−k,in)(tkψk,in − rkψ

†
−k,in)

]

=
ev

2

∑

nk

(
ψ†
k,inψk,in(1− |tk|2)− |rk|2ψ−k,inψ

†
−k,in

)

+
ev

2

∑

nk

(
t∗krkψ

†
k,inψ

†
−k,in + tkr

∗
kψ−k,inψk,in

)

=
ev

2

∑

nk

|rk|2
(
ψ†
k,inψk,in − ψ−k,inψ

†
−k,in

)

+
ev

2

∑

nk

|tk||rk|
(
ψ†
k,inψ

†
−k,in − ψ−k,inψk,in

)
. (D8)

Compared to the expression of the tunneling current in
Ref. [54], Eq. D8 differs by the replacement |rk| ↔ |tk|,
because of different definitions of the current operator.
The final expression of the tunneling current can be

written as

I =
ew2

c

4πlcv

1

2L

∫ L

−L
dx1

∫ L

−L
dx2 e

− 2w2
c

v2 |x1−x2|

×
〈
e−iϕσ(x1,t1)eiϕσ(x2,t2) − eiϕσ(x2,t2)e−iϕσ(x1,t1)

〉
neq

=
ew2

c

4πlc

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−

2w2
c

v |t|

×
〈
TK

[
e−iϕσ(L,t)eiϕσ(L,0) − eiϕσ(L,0)e−iϕσ(L,t)

]

× exp

{
−i
∫

K

dτ
[
HT

su-u +HT
d-sd

]
(τ)

}〉

0

.

(D9)
Based on Eq. (D9), after dealing with the central QPC
exactly, one can still address each subsystem separately.
In comparison to the leading-order expansion, Eq. (73),
exactly solving the central QPC brings in an extra factor,
exp(−2w2

c |t|/v) (which comes from the Fourier transform
of |rk|2), after including higher-order tunneling processes
at the central QPC. This fact, in combination with expo-
nential terms in Eqs. (88) and (89), indicates that when
performing the integration over t, one encounters terms
of the form ∝ exp[−2(w2

u +w2
d +w2

c )|t|/v], meaning that
squares of tunneling amplitudes at each QPC sum up to
bound integral over time.
In the previous literature devoted to HOM colliders

with diluted beams (see, e.g., Refs. [44, 46, 48, 96]),
resummation over tunneling through the central QPC
was not considered (since for ν ̸= 1/2 exact calculation
is not feasible). Before ending this section, we estab-
lish the limits of validity for such a consideration that
neglects higher-order tunneling processes at the central
QPC. When all three QPCs are in the weak-tunneling
limit (assumptions taken by Refs. [44, 46, 48, 96]), we
can write down the currents through two diluters and
the central QPC for a general value of ν as

Iu = ν
e2

2π
TuVsu (νeVsuτc)2ν−2,

Id = ν
e2

2π
TdVsd (νeVsdτc)2ν−2,

IT = TcI− (I+τc/e)
2ν−2,

(D10)

where I± ≡ Iu ± Id and τc = lc/v. Here we keep Iu and
Id to the leading order in Tu and Td, respectively, and
keep IT to the leading order of Tc. Actually, Eq. (D10)
defines the experimentally measurable transmission prob-
abilities T̃u ≡ Tu(νeVsuτc)2ν−2, T̃d ≡ Td(νeVsdτc)2ν−2 for

diluters, and T̃c ≡ (I+τc/e)
2ν−2 for the central QPC.

Importantly, the Luttinger renormalization of the trans-
mission through the central QPC is cut off by the total
non-equilibrium current I+ rather than by the voltages
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Vsu and Vsd. This effect was not taken into account
in Ref. [54], where no resummation of higher-order di-
luter contributions to the nonequilibrium currents was
performed. The cutoff by the nonequilibrium current I+
in the present calculation is akin to the cutoff introduced
by the “nonequilibrium dephasing” in Luttinger liquids
out of equilibrium [100, 101].

Bare transmission probabilities are given by

Tu ≡ a(ν)w2
uτc/v, Td ≡ a(ν)w2

dτc/v

at two diluters, and

Tc ≡ b(ν)w2
cτc/v,

where

a(ν) ≡ sin(2πν)Γ(1− 2ν)

4π3
,

b(ν) ≡ 2

π

[
2π sin2(πν)

ν

]2ν−1

Γ(1− 2ν)(2ν − 1) cos(πν),

(D11)
are the ν-dependent numbers that are of the same order,
which are finite for ν = 1/2. Interestingly, when ν =
1/2, the nonequilibrium currents (Iu and Id) given by
Eq. (D10), corresponding to the weak-tunneling limit, is
bias (Vsu or Vsd)-independent: a feature of ν = 1/2 chiral
Luttinger liquid systems [52].

Since all three QPCs are in the weak-tunneling limit,
the experimentally measured transmissions are small
(T̃u,d,c ≪ 1), meaning that the bare transmission proba-
bilities satisfy the conditions:

Tu ≪ (νeVsuτc)
2−2ν , Td ≪ (νeVsdτc)

2−2ν ,

Tc ≪ [(Iu + Id)τc/e]
2−2ν .

(D12)

Plugging in Iu and Id into the last inequality, we

Tc ≪
[
Tu(νeVsuτc)2ν−1 + Td(νeVsdτc)2ν−1

]2−2ν
.
(D13)

For ν = 1/2, Eq. (D13) immediately leads to

Tc ≪ (Tu + Td) or w2
c ≪ (w2

u + w2
d), (D14)

when all three QPCs are in the weak-tunneling limit.
Importantly, Eq. (D14) remains valid also for ν < 1/2,

where Eq. (D13) can be further simplified by noting that

Tu ≪ (νeVsuτc)
2−2ν ⇒ (νeVuτc)

(2ν−1) ≪ T
2ν−1
2−2ν

u ,

leading to

Tc ≪
(
T

1
2−2ν

u + T
1

2−2ν

d

)2−2ν

∼ Tu + Td. (D15)

As a consequence, when ν ≤ 1/2, and when all three
QPCs are in the weak-tunneling limit (small transmission
probabilities obtained experimentally), we get

w2
c ≪ w2

u + w2
d.

Thus, in this limit, the exponential factor exp(−2w2
c/v)

in Eq. (D9) is perfectly negligible (the integral over t is
cut off at large t by the total nonequilibrium current I+),
justifying the perturbative approach utilized in Refs. [44,
46, 48, 96] that focused on the weak-tunneling limit.
In the opposite limit, w2

c ≫ w2
u +w2

d, the integral over
time t in expressions for the tunneling current and noise is
bounded by v/(2w2

c ). In addition, transmission through

the central QPC becomes ballistic: T̃c ∼ 1. As a con-
sequence, any nonequilibrium current difference, I−, will
tunnel through the central QPC.
Importantly, we arrive at the conclusions above after

assuming zero temperature. With large enough tempera-
ture, Eqs. (D12) will be modified, after replacing Vsu, Vsd
and/or I+ by the ambient temperature. Consequently,
the relation w2

c ≪ w2
u + w2

d, corresponding to the weak-
tunneling limit at zero temperature, can be violated at a
finite temperature.

Appendix E: Derivation of the correlation functions
in the four-edge structure

In this Appendix, we provide the details of the deriva-
tion of the various contributions to the nonequilibrium
correlation function of the tunneling operators for the
channel u, Eq. (88), together with a discussion of their
physical meaning. The correlation function (89) for chan-
nel d is obtained in exactly the same way. Below, we omit
the Keldysh ordering symbol, TK , for brevity. Actually,
Keldysh correlation functions below all contain Keldysh
indexes, and are clearly Keldysh-ordered.

1. Classification of processes into three regions:
Connected and disconnected diagrams

Before moving to the calculation of the correlation
functions in each of the Regions introduced in Sec. IIIA,
we explain, with diagrams in Fig. 6, what we mean by
“disconnected” and “connected” when dealing with the
integral of Eq. (79). These ideas, briefly discussed at
the end of Sec. III A, actually apply to the general-ν
case; therefore, we formulate this approach here keep-
ing arbitrary ν and later set ν = 1/2. To begin with,
Eq. (79) is the integral that one deals with, after ex-
panding to the leading order in the diluter transmission.
This equation involves correlations of different types of
operators, the product of which is averaged with respect
to the ground state. Since Wick’s theorem does not ap-
ply to anyon operators, the result of the averaging is a
product of pairwise correlations, where each of the op-
erators is simultaneously involved in several correlation
functions. When a creation operator and an annihila-
tion operator correlate, the time/coordinate dependence
of the corresponding correlation function appears in the
denominator of Eq. (79); otherwise, the time/coordinate
dependence appears in the numerator of Eq. (79).
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In Fig. 6, each of the involved operators is represented
by a dot (vertex of a graph). Each vertex is connected
to other vertices by solid and dashed red lines, indicat-
ing the correlation functions of the “denominator” and
“numerator” types, respectively. The distance between
two diluter tunneling operators (with arguments s1+L/v
and s2 + L/v) is represented by the length of a verti-
cal line connecting them (similarly to the distance be-
tween the two collider tunneling operators with argu-
ments 0 and t). The distance between one diluter op-
erator and one collider operator, on the other hand, is
represented by the projected distance, i.e., the distance
between two points along the vertical direction [for in-
stance, the length of the black double arrow of Fig. 6(a)
refers to the (projected) distance between the operators
with arguments s2 + L/v and 0]. For later convenience,
we denote the distance between two points by t1 ↔ t2,
with t1, t2 ∈ {0, t, s1 + L/v, s2 + L/v}, labeling the time
argument of the corresponding point. Figure 6(a) shows
the general situation with arbitrary distances between
any two points. We note in passing that the integrand in
Eq. (79) also contains a factor coming from the correla-
tion of tunneling operators at the diluter in channel su;
this factor is analogous to the diluter factor in Fig. 6(a).
As a result, this correlation function (vertical line de-
pending on s1 − s2) appears squared in Eq. (79), in con-
trast to the correlation function (vertical line depending
on t) for the tunneling operators at the collider.

Now we move to Region I, with its diagram shown in
Fig. 6(b). As the major feature, in Fig. 6(b), the two
diluter’s anyon operators are close to each other, mean-
ing that two upper red lines (solid, s2 + L/v ↔ t and
dashed, s1 + L/v ↔ t) have the same projected dis-
tance; and so do the lower red lines (solid, s1 +L/v ↔ 0
and dashed, s2 + L/v ↔ 0). Since solid and dashed
red lines appear in the denominator and numerator of
Eq. (79), their norm will cancel out. Consequently, as
shown by Fig. 6(c), lines connecting any diluter oper-
ator with any collider operator disappear, leading to a
“disconnected” diagram comprising two subgraphs (one
for diluter operators and one for the tunneling opera-
tors). Notice that this cancellation even works when
s1 + L/v ↔ 0 ≈ s2 + L/v ↔ 0 ∼ 1/νeV , i.e., close to
one tunneling operator. This results from the fact that
|s1 − s2| ∼ lc/v ≪ 1/νeV . We emphasize that, different
from the fermionic case, for the anyonic situation, these
two “disconnected” parts are actually related by an extra
phase factor exp[±iπ(η1 − η2)/2] (indicated by the gray

dotted line) that is generated from so-called time-domain
braiding. As mentioned after Eq. (79), when dividing the
integral into three dominant regions, we keep using this
terminology “disconnected”, to refer to its analogy to
disconnected diagrams in fermionic systems.

In contrast, in Fig. 6(d) illustrating Region II, both
|(s2 + L/v ↔ t)/(s1 + L/v ↔ t)| and |(s2 + L/v ↔
0)/(s1 + L/v ↔ 0)| are generically quite different from
unity. The solid and dashed lines in Fig. 6(d) do not can-
cel each other, leading to a “connected” diagram with
all vertices connected by correlators. Therefore, when
evaluating Eq. (79), the norm of the corresponding tan-
gling factor is not equal to one. Finally, in Fig. 6(d)
corresponding to Region III, we choose, without loss of
generality, the case where s1 + L/v and s2 + L/v are
close to zero, the moment where tunneling at the cen-
tral QPC occurs. In this case, |s1 − s2| ∼ 1/νeV . As
1/νeV ≪ t ∼ e/4Iu/d, s1 + L/v ↔ t ∼ t ± 1/νeV ∼ t
and s2 + L/v ↔ t ∼ t ± 1/νeV ∼ t have similar pro-
jected distances, and will thus cancel out in Eq. (79).
The difference between Regions III and I occurs when
considering distances s1 + L/v ↔ 0 and s2 + L/v ↔ 0.
Indeed, although these distances are small (as those in
Region I), they are both of the order of 1/νeV , the same
as that of |s1 − s2|. As a consequence, s1 + L/v ↔ 0
and s2+L/v ↔ 0 are not necessarily close. For instance,
when s1+L/v = lc/v and s2+L/v = lc/2v, although both
distances are small, ∼ lc/v, their ratio is equal to two, a
value significantly different from one. The corresponding
factors appearing in the denominator and numerator of
the tangling part in Eq. (79) will thus not cancel out.
As a result, the corresponding diagram for Region III
remains “connected”, as that of Region II.

2. “Disconnected” diagram (Region I)

We begin by deriving the first term in Eq. (88). This
term, which agrees with the expression that was obtained
in Refs. [44, 46, 48, and 96], after taking ν = 1/2, re-
sults from the so-called time-domain braiding between an
anyon-hole excitation at the central QPC and by-passing
(Fig. 8) nonequilibrium anyons. Crucially, in these pro-
cesses, nonequilibrium anyons do not directly participate
in the tunneling at the central QPC; instead, they indi-
rectly influence the tunneling via time-domain braiding.

To leading order in the tunneling transparency of the
upper diluter, we follow the method described in Ref. [96]
to compute the integral of the form

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2 e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
2
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2πlc
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∫∫
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〉
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− i√

2
ϕu(L,t−)

e
i√
2
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e
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2
ϕu(0,s
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1 )
e

i√
2
ϕu(0,s

η2
2 )
〉
≡ −|wu|2

2πv

l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
f(t), (E1)

which appears in Eq. (79). Here, the integration over s1,2 is performed in infinite limits, η1,2 are the Keldysh indices,
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and χη,η′(x) = η′ if x > 0 and equals −η otherwise, see Eq. (80). The function f(t) introduced in Eq. (E1) reads as

f(t)≡
∑

η1η2

η1η2

∫∫
ds1ds2

v e−ieV (s1−s2)/2

lc+iv(s1−s2)χη1,η2
(s1−s2)

√
lc+i(vt−vs1−L)χ−,η1

(t−s1)
√
lc+i(−vs2−L)χ+,η2

(−s2)√
lc+i(vt−vs2−L)χ−,η2(t−s2)

√
lc+i(−vs1−L)χ+,η1(−s1)

.

(E2)
For later convenience, we will denote by Rη1,η2

(s1, s2, t) the “tangling part” of the integrand (the fraction containing
the square roots) that arises from the correlations between the diluter and collider tunneling operators, as indicated
by the non-vertical solid and dashed lines in Fig. 6(a):

Rη1,η2
(s1, s2, t) ≡

√
lc + i(vt− vs1 − L)χ−,η1(t− s1)

√
lc − i(vs2 + L)χ+,η2(−s2)√

lc + i(vt− vs2 − L)χ−,η2(t− s2)
√
lc − i(vs1 + L)χ+,η1(−s1)

. (E3)

To evaluate the disconnected contribution to the correlation function, we focus on the singular point s1 → s2
(Region I), where the two operators describing the non-equilibrium anyons at x = 0 have close-time arguments. This
point corresponds to the pole-like singularity of the first factor in the integrand of Eq. (E2). We remind the reader
that here we consider the integration intervals

−L/v < s1,2 < t− L/v < 0, (E4)

(which, in particular, implies that L > vt > 0 is assumed). For negative values of s1,2, all the arguments of the χ
functions involved in the tangling factor Rη1,η2

are all positive, which yields

Rη1,η2
(s1, s2, t) =

√
lc + i(vt− vs1 − L)η1

√
lc − i(vs2 + L)η2√

lc + i(vt− vs2 − L)η2
√
lc − i(vs1 + L)η1

, s1,2 < 0. (E5)

Moreover, all the length combinations in brackets multiplying the χ functions in Eq. (E3) are also positive in the
domain (E4). This allows us to further simplify the tangling factor:

Rη1,η2
(s1, s2, t) ≃

(√
|vt− vs1 − L| eiπη1/4

) (√
|vs2 + L| e−iπη2/4

)

(√
|vt− vs2 − L| eiπη2/4

) (√
|vs1 + L| e−iπη1/4

) =

√
|vt− vs1 − L| |vs2 + L|
|vt− vs2 − L| |vs1 + L| e

iπ(η1−η2)/2. (E6)

In Eq. (E6), we have set lc → 0. Importantly, the phase factor of the tangling factor (E6) does not depend on the
time arguments.

In the strongly-diluted limit, we further set s1 = s2 in the tangling factor (E6), which then reduces to an exponential
of a complex phase:

−L/v < s1,2 < t− L/v < 0 : Rη1,η2(s1, s2, t)|s1→s2
= eiπ(η1−η2)/2. (E7)

The integral over s = s1− s2 in f(t), however, should be treated carefully, to correctly grasp the feature of the branch
cut introduced by χη1,η2

(s). By assuming t positive, extending the integration limits to infinity since (for eV t ≫ 1)
the integral at large |s| is cut off by the oscillatory phase factor, and writing explicitly the terms with s < 0 and s > 0
for (η1, η2) = (+,+), (+,−), (−,+), (−,−), Eq. (E1) becomes:
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(E8)

Using Eq. (37), i.e., Iu = e|wu|2/(2v), this yields Eq. (81) of the main text

⟨eiϕu(L,t)/
√
2e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2⟩(I)2 = −4Iu|t|

e

l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
. (E9)

It is worth noticing that the last line of Eq. (E8) con- tains an integral of a delta-function δ(s), which is fully



27

consistent with setting s1 = s2 in the tangling factor
(E7). In fact, for V > 0, the evaluation of Eq. (E8)
would yield the same result, if we replaced χη1,η2

with −1
at the very beginning. Similarly, for V < 0, one could
set χη1,η2

= 1 in Eq. (E8). This feature, being unique
for ν = 1/2, demonstrates that in Region I, the integral
over s1 − s2 captures the pole contribution, s1 → s2,
of 1/[lc∓iv(s1 − s2)]. This suggests the following pre-
scription for evaluation of the integrals in Region I for
ν = 1/2 (also in higher-order terms in the expansion in
diluter transmission): (i) Replace χη1,η2(s1 − s2) with
−sgn(V ) in the denominator corresponding to the cor-
relator of diluter’s operators, and replace this correlator
with a delta-function of s1 − s2. (ii) Set s1 = s2 in the
tangling part (as determined by the pole of the above cor-
relator of diluter’s operators), this replaces the tangling

factor with a phase factor exp[iπ(η1 − η2)/2], Eq. (E7).
(iii) Use η1η2 exp[iπ(η1 − η2)/2] ≡ 1 for all combinations
of η1, η2.
The contribution to the correlation function given by

Eq. (E8) is proportional to Iut, in agreement with expres-
sions derived in Refs. [44, 46, 96]. Note that Eq. (E8)
contains an imaginary part only through (lc + ivt)1/2

in the denominator. Indeed, the factor 1 − exp(2iπν)
that reflects time-domain braiding [44, 46, 96] for gen-
eral ν, becomes a real number for ν = 1/2. Substituting
Eq. (E8) into Eq. (79), we arrive at Eq. (81) of the main
text.
Now, following Refs. [46, 96], we move to consider

higher-order tunneling processes at diluters. The next-
to-leading-order (∝ |wu|4) contribution to the correlation
function is explicitly written as follows:
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(s2 − s4)]

[(s1 − s4)χη1,η4(s1 − s4)][(s2 − s3)χη2,η3(s2 − s3)]
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(E10)

In Eq. (E10), one observes the same structures as in
Eq. (E2), now appearing for the variables labeled by (1, 2)
and (3, 4). These structures are not independent: they
are connected by the factor in the last line of Eq. (E10).
However, when setting s1 = s2 and s3 = s4 in this com-
mon factor, i.e., taking the effective “pole contribution”
in the integrals over s1, s2 and s3, s4, as was done when
evaluating Eq. (E2) above, the common factor turns to
unity. As a result, the “pole contribution” factorizes into
a product of two integrals, each yielding the Region-I con-
tribution to f(t) (within each of these integrals, the frac-
tions comprising the square roots again become the phase
factors). We refer to the resulting term in the full cor-
relation function as “disconnected contraction”, where
operators with time arguments s1 and s2 and those with
time arguments s3 and s4 are “contracted”. To obtain
the full correlation function, other contraction options
should also be considered; these options will be discussed
later.

When considering Region I, we can describe the above
contraction (i.e., contracting the diluter tunneling opera-
tors with time arguments s1 and s2 and those with argu-

ments s3 and s4) as illustrated in Fig. 8(a). In this figure,
the two nonequilibrium anyonic pairs (indicated by blue
pulses) are fully separated in time, when they arrive at
the central QPC. It is in this case that the last line of
Eq. (E10), describing the “interaction” between the dis-
connected pairs, becomes unity, indicating that integrals
over s1 and s2, for the first nonequilibrium anyonic pair
and integrals over s3, s4 for the second pair can be eval-
uated independently. With this observation, Eq. (E10)
becomes

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2 e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉
4
=

l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2

(−4Iu|t|
e

)2

,

(E11)
where the factor (−4Iu|t|/e)2 is the squared leading-
order disconnected contraction [which equals −4Iu|t|/e,
cf. Eq. (E8)].
This observation actually can be extended to arbitrary

higher orders in the expansion in diluter transmission, as
long as anyonic pairs of the nonequilibrium beam are
well-separated in time (forming diluted beams), and dis-
tant from the two operators describing the tunneling at
the central QPC (which is, actually, the definition of Re-
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gion I). In this case [cf. Fig. 8(b)], nonequilibrium any-
onic pairs are independent of each other, meaning that
the nonequilibrium averaging is simply given by the prod-
uct of factors coming from each of the single pairs. Thus,
when considering the contribution of Region I to the
nonequilibrium correlation function, n injected anyonic
pairs produce the correlation (−4Iu|t|/e)n.

0
t

(a)

(b)

0
t

s3 + L/v s1 + L/v

s2 + L/vs4 + L/v

s2n�1 + L/v s2n�3 + L/v

s1 + L/v

s2 + L/v

s2n�2 + L/vs2n + L/v

FIG. 8. Resummation over tunneling events at the diluters
for the Region-I contribution to the correlation functions. The
horizontal (time) axis shows the time moments when anyons
arrive at the central QPC. Operators representing tunneling
events at the central QPC (with transmission ∝ |wc|2) and
those referring to nonequilibrium anyons from the upper di-
luter (with transmission ∝ |wu|2) are shown by black and blue
pulses, respectively. (a) The case with two disconnected pairs.
(b) The situation with n disconnected pairs. All disconnected
pairs are distant from each other and the corresponding inte-
grals can thus be performed independently.

The above consideration involves only one contrac-
tion for n “disconnected” non-equilibrium anyon pairs
in Region I. One needs to know the total number of con-
tractions, to carry out the resummation in the correla-
tion functions in a general expression that contains 2n
nonequilibrium operators. Again, we take the configu-
ration of Fig. 8(b), where all n anyonic pairs are well
separated from each other–the requirement of Region I.
Each contraction leads to the nonequilibrium correlation
(−4Iut/e)

n. The number of contraction is given by

1

2n!

A2
2nA

2
2n−2...2× 1

n!
=

1

n!
. (E12)

Here, 1/(2n!) comes from the Keldysh expansion to the
2nth order, A2n = 2n(2n−1) is the number of options to
choose one creation and one annihilation operator out of
2n operators. The factorial n! in the denominator gives
the number of permutations among these nonequilibirum
operator pairs. With Eq. (E12), we sum over the num-
ber, n, of disconnected pairs, to obtain the correlation
function of Region I:

〈
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l
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c
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n

n!

=
l
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c

(lc+ivt)1/2
e−4Iut/e,

(E13)
which is the first term of Eq. (88) for t > 0. For negative
t, the exponential factor becomes instead exp(4Iut/e),
leading to |t| in Eq. (88). The correlation function for
channel d is obtained in the same way.

3. Refined calculation of the second-order correlation function: subleading terms

The above result for the disconnected contraction (obtained by setting s1 = s2 in the tangling factor, which yields
its unit norm) agrees with the general-ν calculation reported in Refs. [44, 96]. However, as explained in the main
text, taking into account only this leading correlation function is insufficient for the calculation of the tunneling
current and the generalized Fano factor at ν = 1/2. Therefore, we need to refine the above derivation by including
the contributions of the integration regions in the s1-s2 plane, which do not yield the unit modulus of the tangling
factor unlike Eq. (E7). For this purpose, we return to the second-order correlation function, Eq. (E1), and change
the integration variables to s = s1 − s2 and s̃1 = s1 + L/v:

〈
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, (E14)

Let us start with the case of t > 0. For the range of original variables corresponding to Region I, Eq. (E4), we have
the following domain of integration:

0 < s̃1 < t, s̃1 − t < s < s̃1.

In this range, all the χ-functions in the tangling factor have positive arguments. Moreover, all combinations of times
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in brackets multiplying the χ-functions are also positive. This greatly simplifies the tangling factor to [cf. Eq. (E6)]

Rη1,η2
=

√
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(t+ s− s̃1) s̃1
eiπ(η1−η2)/2. (E15)

The correlation function for Region I can then be written as
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This exact calculation yields the same result as Eq. (E8), justifying the prescription formulated above for dealing with
Region I. Thus, the definition of Region I is rigorously captured by the integration domain (E4), where the integral in
the correlation function is automatically (after the summation over η1 and η2) determined by the delta-function term
at s1 = s2 rendering the “disconnected” character of this diagram. Importantly, the defining property of Region I is
the phase of the tangling factor, which appears to be the same [see Eq. (E6)] for the entire domain given by Eq. (E4),
i.e., even without setting s1 = s2. Once this phase jumps at the boundary of Region I, one gets another integration
region.

Above, we have considered the Region-I domain, Eq. (E4), where both s1 and s2 are restricted to a square in the
s1-s2 plane. Let us now consider the contributions to the correlation function from the domain around this square
for negative s1 and s2. In the whole quadrant s1 < 0, s2 < 0, the arguments of the χ-functions in the tangling factor
(E3) are positive, so that it reduces to Eq. (E5). Now, the phase factor in Rη1,η2

(s1, s2, t) jumps when going around
the square domain (E4) of Region I (the cyan square of Fig. 9):

Rη1,η2
(s1, s2, t) =

√
|vt− vs1 − L| |vs2 + L|
|vt− vs2 − L| |vs1 + L| ×
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v < s2 < 0 or s2 < −L
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,

e−iπη2/2, −L
v < s2 < t− L

v and
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t− L

v < s1 < 0 or s1 < −L
v

)
,

1, otherwise.

(E17)

The structure of the expression for f(t), Eq. (E2), in the Keldysh space is such that when the phase factor is equal
to unity, the summation over η1 or η2 will produce zero contribution of the corresponding integration domain to the
correlation function. Therefore we focus to the subdomains that are attached to the side boundaries of Region I: the
first two lines of Eq. (E17)

Let us start with the subdomain in the first line of Eq. (E17), corresponding to light green area of Fig. (9):

D1 : −L
v
< s1 < t− L

v
and

(
t− L

v
< s2 < 0 or s2 < −L

v

)
. (E18)
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s1

s2

ei⇡
2 (⌘1�⌘2)

ei⇡
2 ⌘1

ei⇡
2 ⌘1

e�i⇡
2 ⌘2

e�i⇡
2 ⌘2

t � L/v�L/v

t � L/v

�L/v

0

Region I
Region II focal point

1 1

1 1

Region III focal point
D2

D1

FIG. 9. Phase factor of the tangling term, Eq. (E5), for different values of s1 and s2 and t > 0. We show only negative values
of s1 and s2, since we have assumed L to be much larger than other relevant time scales. In this figure, the cyan square area
corresponds to Region I (where only the diagonal s1 = s2, associated with time-domain braiding, contributes to the correlation
functions). The blue and red dots instead indicate the focal points corresponding to contributions from Region II and Region
III, respectively. We also mark out integration subdomain D1 [Eq. (E18)] and D2 [Eq. (E18)], with light green and yellow,
respectively. Here, areas located closer to the two focal points [within the distance of the order of (eV )−1] have darker colors:
these areas dominate the corresponding Region-II and Region-III contributions to the correlation functions.

Using the tangling factor in this domain, we write the correlation function as

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
2 e−iϕu(L,0)/

√
2
〉(D1)

2
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1/2
c
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+

∫ 0
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eieV s2/2
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√
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]
. (E19)

Shifting the integration variables by introducing

s̃1 ≡ s1 +
L

v
, s̃2 ≡ s2 +

L

v
, (E20)

we get

〈
eiϕu(L,t)/

√
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+
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t
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√
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vs̃2 − vt︸ ︷︷ ︸
gives zero after summation over η2


 . (E21)

The second term in the second brackets in the last line is independent of η2 and hence goes away after summation
over η2. The summation over η1 in the remaining part of the correlation function produces a non-zero result because
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of the nontrivial (dependent on η1) phase of the tangling factor. Changing the variable s̃2 → −s̃2, we have

〈
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l
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∫ ∞

0

ds̃2 e
−ieV s̃2/2

1

s̃1+s̃2

√
s̃2
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.

The integral over s̃2 here is cut off by the oscillatory factor at s̃2 ∼ (eV )−1. Assuming (eV )−1 ≪ t, we can neglect s̃2
in the sum t+ s̃2; keeping it there only produces subleading correction in powers (eV t)−1. The resulting integrals can
be evaluated exactly in a closed form. Note that the integral over s̃1 has two special points: s̃1 = 0 and s̃1 = t, which
correspond to the branching points in the integrand coinciding with the integral limits. The point s̃1 = t produces an
oscillatory contribution to the integral, proportional to e−ieV t/2, which is, however, suppressed by the factor (eV t)−2,
and hence can be ignored with our accuracy. We thus neglect s̃1 in t− s̃1 and extend the integral to infinity:
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. (E22)

Now, we turn to the second subdomain in Eq. (E17), corresponding to the yellow area of Fig. (9):

D2 : −L
v
< s2 < t− L

v
and

(
t− L

v
< s1 < 0 or s1 < −L

v

)
. (E23)

The calculation of the correlation function in this domain follows the same lines as the calculation in D1:
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It is again convenient to introduce the shifted variables, Eq. (E20), yielding
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+
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 . (E25)

Like in the case of subdomain D1, one of the terms in the square brackets yields zero after the summation over η1.
Changing the sign of s̃1, we then have
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Utilizing the large parameter eV t ≫ 1, we can neglect s̃1 near t in the last integral. However, since, in contrast to
the correlator in domain D1, the branching point of the square-root branch cut for the other integral is now in the
denominator, we cannot neglect the resulting oscillatory term stemming from upper limit s̃2 = t. We proceed by
taking the remaining integrals exactly and expanding the result to the leading order in the prefactor:
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}
, (E27)

where Jn(z) is the Bessel function. Taking the large-t asymptotics, we obtain
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(E28)

The first term here is equal to the full result for subdomain D1, Eq. (E22). The second term represents the oscillatory
contribution of the point s1 = −L/v, s2 = t−L/v (blue dot in Fig. (9)); such a contribution was absent in subdomain
D1 at this order in (eV t)−1.
Combining Eq. (E28) with Eqs. (E22) and (E9), we finally arrive at
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. (E29)

This result reproduces the second-order term in the expansion of Eq. (88) of the main text in powers of wu, when
t > 0. In the above calculation, we have also demonstrated that the Region-I contribution to the correlation function
stems exactly from the line −L/v < s1 = s2 < t − L/v within the main (square) domain, while the Region-II and
Region-III terms are dominated by the areas s1 ∼ −L/v, s2 ∼ t − L/v (near the red focal point of Fig. 9) and
s1, s2 ∼ −L/v (near blue focal point of Fig. 9), respectively, in the domains side-attached to the main square (cyan
square of Fig. 9).

For negative times, t < 0, the result for Region II of Eq. (E29) remains unchanged. The Regions-I and Region-III
terms, on the other hand, are multiplied by sgn(t). Actually, when going back to Eq. (E2), the influence of the
negativity of t can be included by shifting time variables s1 and s2 by −t. After doing so, the only difference between
positive and negative t grounds in the tangling factor, Eq. (E5). Indeed, when t becomes negative, the phase factor
of Eq. (E5) changes sign, leading to the change of the sign of Region-I and Region-III terms of Eq. (E29).

4. Interpretation of different-time connected contraction (Region II)

Having derived the general formula for the second-order correlation function, we interpret the obtained results in
terms of physical processes behind the terms corresponding to Region II and III, elucidating the role of anyons from
the nonequilibrium diluted beam in each of them. Based on this consideration, we will then analyze the fate of these
perturbative terms after the resummation of higher orders in the diluter tunneling processes, as we already did with
the Region-I time-domain-braiding processes.

Let us focus on Region II, where s1 and s2 are next to −L/v and t − L/v, respectively (since s1 ̸= s2, we call it
“different-time” contraction). In this case, the two injected anyons arrive at the central QPC (located at x = L) when
tunneling at the collider occurs. Thus, these injected anyons may participate in tunneling through the central QPC.
To interpret the contribution of Region II, it is convenient to rewrite the integral Eq. (79) as follows:

〈
e−iϕu(t

−,L)eiϕu(0
+,L)

〉
2

=
∑

η1η2

∫∫
ds1ds2
2πlc
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(t− s2)][lc + i(−vs1 − L)χ+,η1
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× [lc + i(vt− vs1 − L)χ−,η1
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(s1 − s2)]1/2

.

(E30)
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Equation (E30) emphasizes that in Region II, we focus on the singularities at s1 → −L/v and s2 → t − L/v, which
are origins of the branch cuts. The last line of Eq. (E30) is a new “tangling part”, designed specifically to yield a
phase factor for the Region-II contraction.

Above, we have obtained the exact result for Region I by setting “by hand” s1 = s2 in all places in the integrand
of Eq. (79), where this did not lead to divergence of the integral. This prescription was later justified by a rigorous
calculation that identified an emergent delta-function δ(s1− s2) in the full integral over the domain of Region I. Here,
we proceed in a similar way for Region II. Indeed, by taking s1 → −L/v and s2 → t − L/v, the new tangling factor
simplifies into

[lc + ivtχ−η1
(t+ L/v)]1/2[lc + i(−vt)χ+,η2

(−t+ L/v)]1/2

(lc + ivt)1/2[lc + i(−vt)χη1,η2
(−t)]1/2 =

(lc + ivt η1)
1/2[lc − ivt η2]

1/2

(lc + ivt)1/2[lc − ivtχη1,η2
(−t)]1/2 , (E31)

which equals exp[−iπ(1 + η2)/4] for t > 0 and exp[−iπ(−1 + η1)/4] for t < 0. With these phase factors, Eq. (E30)
becomes

〈
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〉(II)
2

= − |wu|2l3/2c

2πlc
√
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∑
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∫∫
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√
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=
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l
1/2
c eieV t/2

(lc + ivt)1/2
,

(E32)
where we shifted the integration variables: s̃1,2 = s1,2+L/v. This result reproduces the last term in Eq. (E29), which
is the last term of Eq. (89).

Note that in the sum over η1 and η2, here only η1 = + and η2 = − contribute: otherwise the contour integral
vanishes. Indeed, since V > 0, the exponential factor exp[−iV (s1− s2)/2] requires the contour integral over s1 and s2
to go through the lower and upper half-plane, respectively, to capture the branch-cut contributions. Equation (E32)
yields the last term of Eq. (88) for the correlation function of channel-u operators. The Region-II contribution to the
correlation function of the tunneling operators in channel d can be obtained in an analogous way, yielding

〈
eiϕd(t

−,L)e−iϕd(0
+,L)

〉(II)
2

=
8Id
e2V

l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
exp

(
ieV t

2

)
. (E33)

It is worthwhile emphasizing that the integral in Eq. (E32) has precisely the same structure as the expression that
one would obtain for a fermionic system, where two middle channels can only communicate via the direct tunneling
of nonequilibrium fermions at the central QPC. The difference would only be in replacing the anyonic square-root
propagators with the fermionic Green’s functions. Thus, this “connected” contribution of Region II to the correlation
function of the tunneling operators at the collider can be interpreted as describing direct tunneling of anyons from
diluted beams. As another important fact, both Eqs. (E32) and (E33) contain a phase factor, exp(±ieV t/2), which
potentially produces an infrared cutoff (eV )−1 in the integrals over t involving these correlation functions. This cutoff
greatly contrasts Region II from Region I, where the cutoff in the t-integral only appears after resummation over
higher-order terms in the expansion in the powers of the diluter transmission [cf. Eq. (E13)]. Specifically, the cutoff of
the t integral is provided by the inverse of the nonequilibrium current and, hence, much longer times t are relevant in
Region I compared to Region II. We note, however, that in the product of two Region-II terms (coming from channels
u and d), the oscillatory factor cancels out for symmetric bias Vu = Vd, see discussion in the main text.

Before finishing the analysis of the contribution of Region II to the correlation functions, we briefly discuss the
possibility of interfering of the Region-II processes with those of Region I at higher orders in thediluter transmission
upon resummation over disconnected nonequilibrium anyonic pairs. Without loss of generality, we consider the next-
to-leading-order tunneling processes at the upper diluter (i.e., ∝ |wu|4). In this case, the anyon field operators
associated with the diluter have time arguments s1, s2, s3, and s4. Let us choose the singularities at s1 → −L/v and
s2 → t−L/v according to the prescription for Region II, and s3 → s4 (far away from t−L/v and −L/v) corresponding
to Region I. This interplay of connected and disconnected processes leads to the vanishing of the “braiding phase”:

Rη3,η4
(s3, s4, t)

[lc+iv(s1−s3)χη1,η3(s1−s3][lc+iv(s2−s4)χη2,η4(s2−s4)]
[lc+iv(s1−s4)χη1,η4

(s1−s4)][lc+iv(s2−s3)χη2,η3
(s2−s3)]

→ exp

[
iπ(η3 − η4)

2

]
exp

[
− iπ(η3 − η4)

2

]
= 1.

(E34)
Since Eq. (E34) does not depend on η1,2, this next-to-leading order term exactly vanishes after performing the
summations over η3 or η4. Consequently, one does not need to worry about resummation of higher-order terms that
mix the Region-II and Region-I contributions, rendering Eqs. (E32) and (E33) the full Region-II correlation functions.
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5. Interpretation of equal-time connected contraction (Region III)

Finally, we move to Region III, where s1, s2 → −L/v for t > 0 or s1, s2 → t− L/v for t < 0: both injected anyons
participate in the tunneling at the central QPC. As a difference from Region II, the diluter anyonic operators in
Region III have close time arguments, s1 ≈ s2. As discussed above, the Region-III contribution to the integral for the
correlation function is dominated by the vicinity of the branching point in the tangling factor in Eq. (79).

a. Second-order correlation

We begin with the case t > 0 and focus on branch cuts with s1, s2 → −L/v. In this region, variables s̃1 = s1 +L/v
and s = s1 − s2 are both much smaller in amplitude than |t| and L/v. With these variables, the second-order
correlation for Region III can be cast in the form

〈
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∫ ∞

−∞
ds
η1η2 e

iπ
4 (η1−η2) e−ieV (s+s̃1)/2

[lc + i(−vs̃1)η1]1/2
(lc + ivsη2)

1/2

lc + ivsχη1,η2
(s)

,

(E35)
where assumed |s̃1| < |s|. To proceed, we simplify Eq. (E35) with the identity
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(E36)

leading to
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(E37)

In Eq. (E37), we have extended the integral over s̃1 from (−s, s) to infinite limits, since the integrand is symmetric
with respect to exchanging s and s̃1. Equation (E37) reproduces Eq. (E29) of Appendix E and Eq. (88) of the main
text for t > 0:

〈
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. (E38)

It is also instructive to analyze in the same manner the contribution of the other branching point to the correlation
function at t > 0, setting s1, s2 → t − L/v. It turns out that the corresponding integral [an analog of Eq. (E37)]
vanishes after summing over η1, since the integrand is independent of η1.
For negative times, t < 0, phase factors of the last line of Eqs. (E35) change from exp[iπ(η1−η2)/4] to exp[−iπ(η1−

η2)/4]. When s1, s2 → −L/v, the integral becomes modified:
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(it vanishes after the summation over η2). Now the Region-III contribution is determined by s1, s2 → t− L/v:
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Combining Eq. (E37) for t > 0 and Eq. (E40) for t < 0, we arrive at the final result for Region III,

〈
e−iϕu(t

−,L)eiϕu(0
+,L)

〉(III)
2

= i sgn(t)
8Iu
e2V

l
1/2
c

(lc + ivt)1/2
, (E41)

which equals Eq. (88) of the main text, if keeping only leading-order contribution of Iu/V . The above consideration
underscores that the Region-III contribution to the correlation function of tunneling operators is indeed associated
with direct tunneling of anyons from the diluted beam, similar to Region II and in contrast to Region I.

b. Resummation over higher-order tunneling events at the diluters

Similar to Region I and Region II, we need to analyze the role of higher-order processes with multiple injected
nonequilibrium anyonic pairs in Region III. We once again begin with the fourth-order term in the correlation function,
where there are four nonequilibrium anyons, with time arguments s1 to s4. Without loss of generality, we assume that
s1, s2 → −L/v or t−L/v are the time arguments of two nonequilibrium anyons that tunnel at the central QPC. The
other two nonequilibrium anyons, with time arguments s3 and s4, bypass the central QPC. The interplay between
these two pairs of anyonic operators and tunneling operators at the central QPC produces the correlation factor

Rη3,η4
(s3, s4, t)

[lc+iv(s1−s3)χη1,η3(s1−s3][lc+iv(s2−s4)χη2,η4(s2−s4)]
[lc+iv(s1−s4)χη1,η4

(s1−s4)][lc+iv(s2−s3)χη2,η3
(s2−s3)]

→ [lc + iv(t− s′3)η3]
1/2[lc + i(−vs′3)η4]1/2

[lc + iv(t− s′3)η4]
1/2[lc + i(−vs′3)η3]1/2

[lc + i(−vs′3)χη1,η3
(−s′3)][lc + i(−vs′3)χη2,η4

(−s′3)]
[lc + i(−vs′3)χη1,η4

(−s′3)][lc + i(−vs′3)χη2,η3
(−s′3)]

→ exp

[
iπ

2
(η3 − η4)

]
.

(E42)

Crucially, in contrast to Eq. (E34) for the Region-II pro-
cesses, Eq. (E42) now depends on Keldysh indexes (η3
and η4) of two disconnected nonequilibrium anyonic op-
erators (with time arguments s3 and s4), meaning that
the summation over η3 and η4 leads to a finite result. As a
consequence, higher-order tunneling processes in Region
III yield non-vanishing correlations.

To perform the resummation of higher-order perturba-
tive terms, we consider an expansion in diluters’ trans-
missions at the 2nth order. This expansion involves two
connected operators (i.e., both operators with time argu-
ment equal to −L/v or t−L/v, for positive and negative
t, respectively), and n−1 pairs of disconnected ones (i.e.,
anyonic pairs with time arguments that are distant from
−L/v and t−L/v). When the latter n− 1 anyonic pairs
are independent of each other, the integral over time ar-
guments of these pairs equals (−4Iu|t|/e)n−1

, following
similar arguments for resummation in Region I.

In addition, as discussed in the case of Region I, when
performing resummation, one needs to compute the num-
ber of options to pair up anyonic operators. For Region
III, the choice of n− 1 connected pairs can be done in

2n−1

(n− 1)!
C2

2n−2C
2
2n−4 · · · C2

2 =
(2n− 2)!

(n− 1)!
(E43)

ways, where C2
2n−2 chooses two operators out of 2n − 2

ones, and the factor of 2 in front refers to the option to
choose the creation operator from a pair of operators.
The denominator (n−1)! is the number of permutations.

As a result, for Region III, the resummation leads to

∞∑

n=1

[
− Iu
e/2

(
1− eiπ

)
|t|
]n−1

(2n− 2)!

(n− 1)!
(2n− 1)2n

1

(2n)!

=

∞∑

n=1

[
− Iu

e/2

(
1− eiπ

)
|t|
]n−1

(n− 1)!
= exp

(
−4

Iu
e
|t|
)
,

(E44)
where the factor (2n − 1)2n refers to the number of op-
tions to choose two connected operators (i.e., those with
time arguments equal to −L/v or t − L/v), and 2n! on
the denominator is the prefactor when performing the
Keldysh expansion. With the leading-order expression,
Eq. (E41) and the suppression factor from resummation,
Eq. (E44), we have arrived at the last term of Eq. (88).

Appendix F: Corrections to correlation functions

Correlation functions Eqs. (88) and (89) both include
corrections from resummation over higher-order tunnel-
ing events at the diluters. However, these expressions are
not exact, since at each order of perturbative expansion,
we neglected details of “braiding” between nonequilib-
rium anyonic pairs, as well as the possibility of simul-
taneous tunneling of nonequilibrium anyons through di-
luters. In this section, we estimate the corrections to the
correlation functions, Eqs. (88) and (89), stemming from
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the neglected processes.

(a)

(b)
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t � L/v�L/v
(d)

t � L/v
�L/v

t � L/v

�L/v

s1

s2

(e)

FIG. 10. Illustration of processes giving rise to corrections to
correlation functions. In all panels, the horizontal axis refers
to the time at which nonequilibrium anyons are generated at
the diluter. Times t−L/v and−L/v correspond to the tunnel-
ing events at the central QPC involving anyons injected by the
diluters (assuming their propagation with velocity v). Time
arguments of the tunneling operators at the central QPC are
marked by black pulses. Anyons injected from sources are de-
noted by red or blue pluses. Panels (a) and (b): Correction for
Region I, induced by partial overlap between nonequilibrium
anyons. Here, anyonic pulses marked by the same color (red
or blue) are contracted with each other. Both contractions
shown in (a) and (b) lead to finite contributions, thus lead-
ing to ambiguity in contracting nonequilibrium pairs. Panel
(c): The situation considered by Refs. [50, 51], where two
nonequilibrium anyons (red pulses) overlap with the tunnel-
ing operators of the central QPC (black pulses). The situa-
tion is different from that in panels (a) and (b), where only
nonequilibrium anyonic pairs overlap with each other. Note
that the situation described in panel (c) corresponds to the
leading-order term for Region III and is thus accounted for
in our calculations. Panel (d): Correction in Region II. Here,
two nonequilibrium anyons tunnel simultaneously at the cen-
tral QPC. This corresponds to a collision of these anyons at
the collider. Panel (e): Correction in Region III, where two
nonequilibrium anyons tunnel through the central QPC si-
multaneously (again, a collision of anyons).

The contribution of Region I to the correlation function
receives correction from the overlap between nonequi-
librium anyonic pairs, when resummation of perturba-
tive series is performed. Briefly, the result for Region I,
Eq. (E13), assumes the injected anyons to be spatially

distant from each other. This is, however, not necessar-
ily true, especially for weaker dilution. Indeed, as shown
in Figs. 10(a) and 10(b), when two nonequilibrium pulses
partially overlap, there is an ambiguity in defining discon-
nected pairs. The overlap between injected anyonic pairs
leads to corrections to the Region-I correlation function.
This correction starts appears at the fourth-order (∝ w4

u

or w4
d, with two pairs of nonequilibrium anyonic opera-

tors), as an overlap between anyonic pairs requires the
presence of at least four nonequilibrium anyonic opera-
tors. Consequently, correction to the Region-I correlation
function will be of order O(I2u/V

2) and O(I2d/V
2) in the

prefactor.

It is worth noticing that the correction induced by
the overlap of nonequilibrium anyons is different from
Refs. [50, 51], where corrections originate from the over-
lap of nonequilibrium anyons with anyons that tunnel
at the central QPC [cf. Fig. 10(c)]. Actually, the cor-
rections addressed in Refs. [50, 51] are similar to the
leading-order contribution of Region III. A more rigor-
ous connection between the results of Refs. [50, 51] and
our Region-III contribution remains to be established. In
addition, corrections in Region I, induced by the overlap
between nonequilibrium anyons, appear in all orders of
perturbation theory. Consequently, it should also appear
in the argument of the exponential function upon resum-
mation.

Now, we move to Region II, for which the main correc-
tion stems from the possibility that two nonequilibrium
anyons, from either su or sd, tunnel through the central
collider simultaneously [cf. Fig. 10(d)]. This amounts
to a direct anyonic collision at the collider. The corre-
sponding modification of the Region-II correlator will be
of order O(I2u/V

2) and O(I2d/V
2).

Finally, we discuss corrections to the Region-III corre-
lator. Similar to that of Region I, it involves resumma-
tion of higher-order terms and thus also receives correc-
tions from the overlap between nonequilibrium anyonic
pairs. As the leading contribution of Region III is pro-
portional to Iu/V or Id/V , anyonic-pair overlap leads to
corrections of the order of O(I3u/V

3) and O(I3d/V
3), even

smaller than corrections in Regions I and II mentioned
above. In addition to this small correction, Region III
also receives corrections from events where two nonequi-
librium anyonic pairs simultaneously tunnel at the cen-
tral collider [cf. Fig. 10(e)], leading to corrections of the
order of O(I2u/V

2) and O(I2d/V
2).

To conclude, following the above discussions, all
three Regions receive leading corrections of the order
of O(I2u/V

2) and O(I2d/V
2). These corrections gener-

ate the terms of the order of O(I2u/V
2) and O(I2d/V

2) in
the prefactors of the exponential terms in the correlation
functions and of order O(I2u|t|/V ) and O(I2d |t|/V ) in the
arguments of the exponentials. Therefore, these correc-
tions to correlation functions Eqs. (88) and (89) can be
neglected in the strongly diluted limit, when the tunnel-
ing current and tunneling-current noise are calculated.
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Theory of the Fabry-Pérot quantum Hall interferometer,
Phys. Rev. B 83, 155440 (2011).

[24] B. Rosenow and A. Stern, Flux Superperiods and Pe-
riodicity Transitions in Quantum Hall Interferometers,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 106805 (2020).

[25] K. T. Law, D. E. Feldman, and Y. Gefen, Electronic
Mach-Zehnder interferometer as a tool to probe frac-
tional statistics, Phys. Rev. B 74, 045319 (2006).

[26] D. E. Feldman, Y. Gefen, A. Kitaev, K. T. Law, and
A. Stern, Shot noise in an anyonic Mach-Zehnder inter-
ferometer, Phys. Rev. B 76, 085333 (2007).

[27] V. V. Ponomarenko and D. V. Averin, Mach-Zehnder
Interferometer in the Fractional Quantum Hall Regime,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 066803 (2007).

[28] V. V. Ponomarenko and D. V. Averin, Splitting elec-
trons into quasiparticles with a fractional edge-state
Mach-Zehnder interferometer, Phys. Rev. B 79, 045303
(2009).

[29] P. Bonderson, K. Shtengel, and J. Slingerland, Interfer-
ometry of non-Abelian anyons, Annals of Physics 323,
2709 (2008).

[30] K. T. Law, Probing non-Abelian statistics in ν = 12/5
quantum Hall state, Phys. Rev. B 77, 205310 (2008).

[31] I. P. Levkivskyi, A. Boyarsky, J. Fröhlich, and E. V.
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