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Quantum computational models can be approached via the lens of resources needed to perform computational
tasks, where a computational advantage is achieved by consuming specific forms of quantum resources, or, con-
versely, resource-free computations are classically simulable. Can we similarly identify quantum computational
resources in the setting of more general quasi-particle statistics? In this work, we develop a framework to char-
acterize the separability of a specific type of one-dimensional quasiparticle known as a fermionic anyon. As we
evince, the usual notion of partial trace fails in this scenario, so we build the notion of separability through a
fractional Jordan-Wigner transformation, leading to an entanglement description of fermionic-anyon states. We
apply this notion of fermionic-anyon separability, and the unitary operations that preserve it, mapping it to the
free resources of matchgate circuits. We also identify how entanglement between two qubits encoded in a dual-
rail manner, as standard for matchgate circuits, corresponds to the notion of entanglement between fermionic
anyons.

Introduction. Over the last five decades, our notion of iden-
tical particles in nature has expanded beyond fermions and
bosons. Many two-dimensional systems were shown to con-
tain anyonic excitations [1, 2], which are quasi-particles char-
acterised by the non-trivial phases their wave functions ac-
quire under particle exchange. These include fractional quan-
tum Hall states [3, 4], topological spin liquids [5, 6], and semi-
conductor nanowire arrays [7, 8]. These systems are seen
as possible platforms for fault-tolerant quantum computing
[1, 8], given their inherent error-correcting properties [9–11]
and recent experimental evidence of their existence and pre-
dicted properties [12].

Although anyons are most commonly associated with two-
dimensional systems, they can also be defined in one dimen-
sion. Some notable examples are anyons obtained by dimen-
sional reduction [13, 14], or appearing as a free-particle de-
scription of one-dimensional systems with two-body interac-
tions [15–19]. The one dimensional anyons considered here
are motivated by their role in solving many-body systems with
three-body interactions [20–26] and have been investigated in
optical lattice implementations [27–30]. Although they lack
the topological properties of their two-dimensional counter-
parts [31], their relation to standard fermionic and bosonic
systems via generalised Jordan-Wigner transformations [32–
34] makes them a good case study for generalisations of quan-
tum computing with bosonic and fermionic linear optics.

In this letter, we develop a framework to define and inves-
tigate the separability of fermionic anyons. Since this is well-
understood for fermions, the naive approach is to directly re-
purpose definitions of fermionic entanglement to their anyonic
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counterparts [35–38]. However, this sometimes leads to non-
sensical results. For example, we notice that single-particle
transformations on a manifestly unentangled pure state can
result in states with a nonzero entanglement entropy.

Within subspaces of fixed particle number, we circum-
vent these problems by a well-motivated approach for single-
particle entanglement, and revise the definition of Schmidt
coefficients of a composite fermionic-anyon state based on a
non-canonical transformation over the anyonic states. Specif-
ically, we map the anyonic algebra to another system that sat-
isfies an anti-commutative algebra, and prove that the Schmidt
coefficients of the resulting mapped state coincide with those
of the original anyonic state.

We showcase our approach by investigating the connection
between separability and classical simulability in these
systems. Free-fermionic quantum circuits [39] and matchgate
computing [40, 41] are quantum computing settings where
separability and computational power are tightly connected.
Nearest-neighbor matchgate circuits can be mapped to
free-fermion dynamics, and both are known to be classically
simulable. However, it is known that supplementing these
systems with any non-matchgate operation (in the fermionic
picture, adding an interaction between particles) or any non-
matchgate generated state (respectively, any non-Gaussian
fermionic state) is enough to allow for universal quantum
computation [42]. Here, we leverage this connection to make
a similar statement for fermionic anyons. In particular, we
notice that both nonseparable states or transformations, as
per our definition, can be seen as computational resources.
Moreover, specific values of the fermionic-anyon phase φ
recover well-known results. Fermionic-anyon dynamics
reduces to fermionic linear optics when φ = 0, and to “qubit
linear optics” (or matchgate quantum computing) when φ = π.
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One-dimensional fermionic anyons. Given a one-
dimensional set of m sites (or modes), we define a family of
operator algebras {Aφm∣ φ ∈ [0,2π)} over C, generated by op-
erators {aφ,i∣ i = 1, ...,m}, satisfying

aφ,ia
†
φ,j + e

−iφϵija†
φ,jaφ,i = δij ,

aφ,iaφ,j + e
iφϵijaφ,jaφ,i = 0,

(1)

with ϵij given by

ϵij =

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

1, if i < j
0, if i = j
−1, if i > j.

The variable φ is called the statistical parameter and deter-
mines the kind of particle described by the algebra. If φ = 0
we identify fi ∶= a0,i, and A0

m ≡ Fm, where Fm is the alge-
bra of m-mode fermionic operators. If φ = π, then for all i, j
we have [aπ,i, aπ,j] = 0 as well as {aπ,i, a†

π,j} = 0, and we
identify Aπm ≡ Qm, where Qm is the algebra of operators for
m-mode hardcore bosons, or qubits [43]. For any other value
of φ, the algebraAφm describes particles with exotic exchange
statistics called fermionic anyons.

In the Supplemental Material A, we show that, for all φ,
the algebras Aφm have a well-defined Fock-space representa-
tion with number operators of the form a†

φ,iaφ,i. Therefore, a
general pure state of N fermionic anyons has the form

∣ψ⟩ =∑
IN

wINa
†
φ,i1

...a†
φ,iN
∣vac⟩ , (2)

where ∣vac⟩ is the vacuum state, IN = {i1 < ... < iN} is a
shorthand for the list of particle indices, and ∑IN ∣wIN ∣

2 = 1.
Separability for fermionic anyons. For a quantum system

with two sets of degrees of freedom, a standard quantifier of
correlations for pure states is the entanglement entropy [44],

E(∣ψ⟩) = S(ρred). (3)

Here, S(ρ) is the von Neumann entropy of ρ, and ρred is the
reduced state obtained by tracing out one of the subsystems.
However, naively applying a particle partial trace on systems
of fermionic anyons and computing its entanglement accord-
ing to Eq. (3) can lead to nonsensical results. To illustrate that,
consider the state

∣ψθ⟩ =
1
√
2
(a†
φ,1aφ,2 + cos θa

†
φ,1a

†
φ,4 + i sin θa

†
φ,2a

†
φ,4) ∣vac⟩ .

It can be obtained by applying a fermionic-anyon single-
particle operation on a manifestly separable state ∣ψ⟩ =
1√
2
a†
φ,1(a

†
φ,2 + a

†
φ,4) ∣vac⟩, i.e.,

∣ψθ⟩ = exp[iθ(a
†
φ,1aφ,2 + a

†
φ,1aφ,2)] ∣ψ⟩ . (4)

Since particle entanglement is invariant under single-particle
operations, the entanglement entropy of ∣ψθ⟩ should also be
invariant, and hence zero by construction. As shown in Fig. 1,
however, that is not the case. More details about this example
can be found in Sec. G of Supplemental Material.
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FIG. 1. Fermionic anyon entanglement as defined in Eq.(3) of the
state ∣ψθ⟩. The plot shows how the von Neumann entropy of the
single particle state varies as a function of φ.

For standard fermions, single-particle operations must act
as changes of basis over single-particle systems, implying
they have the second-quantized form

f †
i → Uf †

i U
†
=
m

∑
j=1

Uijf
†
j , (5)

where Uij are elements of an m×m unitary matrix. This map
is well-defined for fermions because it is canonical, i.e., does
not change particle commutation relations. However, defin-
ing single-particle operations for fermionic anyons by anal-
ogy with Eq. (5) (i.e. replacing f with aφ) does not produce a
canonical transformation. To properly define these operations
for fermionic anyons, we must find an appropriate definition
for their canonical transformations.

As shown in [45, 46], creation and annihilation operators
for fermionic anyons (for any φ) can be identified with opera-
tors in the usual fermionic algebra via the relation

Jφ(aφ,j) = fje
−iφ∑j−1k=1 f

†
k
fk , (6)

known as the fractional Jordan-Wigner transform (JWT). It
follows that a†

φ,iaφ,i = f
†
i fi, from which we obtain the inverse

relationship

J−1φ (fj) = aφ,je
iφ∑j−1k=1 a

†
φ,k

aφ,k , (7)

Thus we define a map Jφ over operators inFm that is linear,
invertible, preserves operator products and conjugation (see
the Supplemental Material B), and use it to shift between the
fermionic and anyonic forms of any operator. In other words,
given O ∈ Fm, we define the mapped operators via JWT by
the following,

O =∶ [O]0 = Jφ([O]φ), [O]φ = J
−1
φ ([O]0). (8)

Thus, if [U]0 is a single-particle change of basis over
fermionic states, then [U]φ must have the same action in
terms of fermionic-anyon states. For fermionic systems, an
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N -particle state ∣ϕ⟩ is separable, i.e., it has no particle entan-
glement, if there is an N -particle state in the Fock basis and a
single-particle operator U such that [47, 48]

∣ϕ⟩ = [U]0(f
†
i1
⋯f †

iN
) ∣vac⟩ , (9)

where we can assume that i1 < ... < im. These states are
described by a single Slater determinant, with only exchange
correlations due to symmetry [49, 50]. We now extend this no-
tion for general fermionic anyons, leading to the central defi-
nition in this work:

Definition 1 (Separable fermionic anyon states). A pure N -
particle fermionic-anyon state ∣ϕ⟩ is separable if and only if
there is a single-particle fermionic operator [U]0 such that

∣ϕ⟩ = [U]φ(a
†
φ,i1
⋯a†

φ,iN
) ∣vac⟩ , (10)

where [U]φ = J−1φ ([U]0).

Having defined a separability criterion, we investigate en-
tanglement in fermionic anyons by adapting corresponding
concepts for fermions. For instance, for fermionic systems,
Ref. [51] shows that single-particle entanglement can be quan-
tified through the minimization over all possible mode repre-
sentations of

ESP (∣ψ⟩) =min
f
∑
i

H(⟨f †
i fi⟩, ⟨fif

†
i ⟩), (11)

whereH(p,1−p) = −p log p−(1−p) log(1 − p) is the Shannon
binary entropy, and fi are the fermionic operators transformed
according to the Bogoliubov transformation in Eq. (5). For
fermionic anyons, the entanglement can be obtained by map-
ping the anyonic state into a fermionic form, calculating the
minimization of Eq. (48) and translating the new state back
into anyonic form. Since Jφ is a *-algebra endomorphism,
we obtain the following theorems (see the Supplemental Ma-
terial C3 for proof).

Theorem 1 (Single-particle entanglement for fermionic
anyons). For a fermionic-anyon state with fixed particle num-
ber, there exists a mode representation such that its single-
particle reduced state has the same eigenvalues as the cor-
responding fermionic single-particle state, which minimizes
Eq. (48).

Theorem 1 implies that there exists a fermionic-anyon
mode representation that reflects the particle separability, even
though the von Neumann entropy of the single-particle re-
duced state, obtained through the partial trace on another ba-
sis, does not characterize the separability. Such a represen-
tation ensures that the reduced state is diagonal and indepen-
dent of the statistical parameter φ. Consequently, the entropy
of the reduced state accurately reflects the entanglement of a
single particle to the N − 1 fermionic anyons. It is possible
to generalize the single particle entanglement for mixed states
ρ = ∑x px ∣ψx⟩⟨ψx∣

E(ρ) = inf
{px,∣ψx⟩}

∑
x

pxESP (∣ψx⟩) (12)

where the ∣ψx⟩ are given in Eq. (9). Therefore, for a one-
dimensional system with N fermionic anyons, the entangle-
ment between two particles at modes i and j can be computed
by taking the partial trace concerning the N − 2 modes in the
minimal entropic basis. This basis is obtained by applying the
JWT to the fermionic space. However, when the two parti-
cles are in a pure state, it is possible to derive the analogue
of a Schmidt decomposition for fermionic anyons (as proved
in Suplemental Material C4). This involves mapping the state
using JWT and calculating the well-known Schliemann de-
composition in the fermionic space [52].

Theorem 2 (Schmidt decomposition for fermionic anyons).
Any pure state of two fermionic anyons with a fixed number of
modes has a Schmidt decomposition with the same expansion
coefficients as its Schliemann fermionic state counterpart.

The decomposition is obtained by a dressed unitary trans-
formation [USD]φ that maps a fermionic anyon state ∣ψ⟩ =
∑m<nwm,na

†
ma

†
n ∣0⟩ , written in a given basis, onto its

Schmidt decomposition ∣ψ′⟩ as

∣ψ′⟩ = [USD]φ ∣ψ⟩ =∑
µ

ωµα
(1)†
2µα

(2)†
2µ−1 ∣vac⟩ , (13)

where [USD]φ = J−1φ [USD]0, and [USD]0 is a single-
particle fermionic unitary operator that maps the fermionic
state Jφ(∣ψ⟩), written in a given basis, in its Schliemann de-
composition with coefficients given by ωµ.

Fermionic linear optics and fermionic anyons. To show-
case what insights can be drawn from an entanglement the-
ory for fermionic anyons, we apply the formal framework we
proposed to particle-based quantum computing. Specifically,
we define a family of computational models based on two-
mode “linear-optical elements”, which reduce to well-known
fermionic linear optics when φ = 0, and show how our notion
of separability closely tracks the regime of classical simula-
bility of these models.

Let PSi, BSi,j and PAi,j be of the form

PSi(θ) = exp[iθ(a
†
φ,iaφ,i)]

BSi,j(θ) = exp[iθ(a
†
φ,iaφ,j + a

†
φ,jaφ,i)]

PAi,j(θ) = exp[iθ(a
†
φ,ia

†
φ,j + aφ,jaφ,i)].

We refer to these unitaries as Gaussian optical elements or, by
analogy with linear optics, phase shifters (PSi), beam split-
ters (BSi,j), and parametric amplifiers (PAi,j). A product of
Gaussian optical elements is called an optical circuit. When
φ = 0, this set of transformations acting on Fock states and
followed by single-mode number detectors defines a compu-
tational model called fermionic linear optics (FLO). When
φ = π, they are called matchgates [41], which we refer to here
as qubit linear optics (QLO). For any other value of φ, we re-
fer to quantum computing with optical circuits by fermionic-
anyon linear optics (ΦLO). What operations are analogous to
matchgates for fermionic anyons?

Let us use Jφ to translate known FLO results into results
for ΦLO and QLO. First, we look at how fermionic optical
elements transform under J−1φ . We are interested in invariant
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operations under J−1φ , i.e., that have the same operator de-
composition in all particle systems. Since phase shifters are
generated by Hamiltonians proportional to f †

i fi, they must be
invariant under the action of J−1φ —as must, in fact, be any op-
erator whose fermionic form contains only products of num-
ber operators.

Fermionic beam splitters are generated by Hamiltonians
proportional to f †

i fj + f
†
j fi. Those are transformed by J−1φ

into a†
φ,ie

iφ∑j−1k=i+1 nkaφ,j + a
†
φ,je

−iφ∑j−1k=i+1 nkaφ,i. This form
implies that J−1φ leaves only nearest-neighbour beam-splitters
invariant. It is known that all single-particle fermionic op-
erators can be decomposed as products of phase shifters and
nearest-neighbour beam splitters by using the fSWAP gate,
given by

fSWAPi,i+1 = exp [i
π

2
(f †
i − f

†
i+1)(fi − fi+1)] , (14)

which is itself expressible as a product of nearest-neighbour
beam splitters and phase shifters [53]. Therefore we conclude
that, even if fermionic-anyon single-particle operators are
complicated, they can always be decomposed in fermionic-
anyon nearest-neighbour optical elements.

Fermionic parametric amplifiers are generated by
Hamiltonians proportional to f †

i f
†
j + fjfi. Their J−1φ

transforms are given by e−i2φ∑
i−1
k=1 nka†

ie
−iφ∑j−1k=i+1 nka†

j +

ei2φ∑
i−1
k=1 nkaie

iφ∑j−1k=i+1 nkaj . The only case where a paramet-
ric amplifier is invariant under J−1φ is when {i, j} = {1,2}.
Nevertheless, we also show in the Supplemental Material E
that an arbitrary fermionic PAi,j can be decomposed in terms
of PA1,2 and fSWAP, implying a similar decomposition for
their anyonic counterparts.

In [54], it was shown that FLO circuits are easy to sim-
ulate classically in the sense that if [U]0 is an FLO circuit,
there is a polynomial-time classical algorithm that computes
the matrix elements of [U]0 in the Fock basis. Now, since the
Fock-basis elements of [U]φ are, by construction, the same
as those of [U]0, the same algorithm can efficiently compute
the matrix elements of [U]φ for states in the fermionic-anyon
Fock space. Therefore, any ΦLO circuit composed only of
PA1,2 and nearest-neighbour beam splitters must be easy to
simulate classically in the same sense. For the special case
of QLO, this recovers well-known simulability results for cir-
cuits of nearest-neighbour matchgates [55].

Given that all FLO circuits are easy to simulate classically
represented either in fermionic or anyonic form, we might
ask if all ΦLO circuits are also easy to simulate (mode de-
tails are presented in Supplemental Material F). The answer,
however, is no, for the following reasons. A fermionic-anyon
beam splitter is generated by a Hamiltonian proportional to
a†
φ,iaφ,j + a

†
φ,jaφ,i. Under Jφ, this gets transformed into

f †
i e
−iφ∑j−1k=i+1 nkfj + f

†
j e
iφ∑j−1k=i+1 nkfi, which only generates a

fermionic Bogoliubov transformation if j = i + 1 and, there-
fore, is not generally an FLO circuit. It was shown in [56]
that non-nearest neighbour beam splitters allow for universal
quantum computation with fermionic anyons for all φ ≠ 0,
which also reduces to a known result for matchgates when

φ = π [41]. Furthermore, it is known that almost all fermionic
non-Gaussian operations (i.e., gates outside of FLO) can ex-
tend it to universality [57], from which follows the analogous
statement for ΦLO for any φ ≠ 0.

To summarize, the set of FLO circuits is strictly smaller
than the set of ΦLO (or QLO) circuits. Furthermore, the J−1φ
map sends FLO circuits into a small subset of ΦLO circuits,
which is particularly easy to simulate classically (when acting
on the Fock basis). What about the computational power of
these models with input states not on the Fock basis?

In [42], the authors show a magic-state injection protocol
that uses only nearest-neighbour QLO operations to perform
universal quantum computation. Furthermore, they also show
that any fermionic non-Gaussian state is a magic state for the
same protocol. Since the transformations themselves are non-
universal, we can identify a computational resource, neces-
sary for a quantum speedup, in the magic states and identify
the set of fermionic Gaussian states as resource-free. This di-
chotomy matches that defined by the notion of separability:
(pure) Gaussian fermionic states are also the free states if one
views entanglement as the resource, as done in [58] based on
a definition of one-body entanglement entropy.

The proposed methods allow us to repurpose these previous
results and draw similar conclusions for fermionic anyons. By
writing the magic state injection protocol in terms of J−1φ in-
variant optical elements, and subsequently applying J−1φ ○ Jπ
to the corresponding circuit, the same injection protocol can
use fermionic-anyon magic states to induce a non-FLO op-
eration. Following the approach developed in Ref.[58], our
results imply that the notions of free states for both types of
resources (computational power and entanglement) match for
fermionic anyons as they do for fermions.

Our formalism can also be used to understand previous re-
sults about matchgate circuits (i.e., QLO). References [41, 59,
60], for example, consider supplementing circuits of nearest-
neighbour matchgates with other resources. The authors use a
dual-rail encoding, where we can encode a logical 0 (resp. 1)
qubit state as the ∣01⟩ (resp. ∣10⟩) state of two physical qubits.
In that case, ref. [53] shows that the fSWAP gate cannot be
used to generate entanglement between the two logical qubits,
whereas the SWAP gate can—a curious role reversal, given that
the fSWAP is a maximally entangling two-qubit gate and the
SWAP is not entangling. Our formalism provides an alterna-
tive interpretation that resolves this conundrum neatly: there
is a notion of entanglement between logical qubits in a match-
gate circuit, corresponding to the one we proposed, when one
views the state of a physical qubit as the occupation number
of a fermionic-anyon mode (at φ = π). This notion of entan-
glement would naturally differ from the standard definition of
entanglement between the physical qubits, but would be more
relevant to the computational complexity of matchgate circuits
with non-Gaussian elements - for instance, it is an interest-
ing question for future work whether this alternative notion
of entanglement translates into a quantitative measure of the
complexity of classical simulation of matchgate circuits.

Conclusions. In summary, we have introduced a resource-
theoretic framework for investigating the separability of
fermionic anyons and their connection to quantum comput-
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ing. We characterized the entanglement of fermionic anyons,
and showed that the concept of fermionic-anyon separabil-
ity can be mapped to the free resources of matchgate cir-
cuits. Our framework was applied to particle-based quantum
computing, revealing that fermionic-anyon linear-optical cir-
cuits can be expressed using nearest-neighbour beam splitters,
phase shifters, and mode swaps. Additionally, we showed that
universal quantum computation with fermionic anyons can be
achieved by introducing non-separable states, similar to the
magic-state injection protocol presented in Ref. [42].

Finally, we translated the statistical parameter φ of
the fermionic-anyon commutation relation into two well-
established forms of universal quantum computation:
fermionic and qubit-based. When φ = 0, universal anyonic
quantum computation reduces to fermionic linear optics;
similarly, qubit linear optics can be obtained by interpreting a
physical qubit as the occupation of a fermionic-anyon mode
at φ = π. This approach creates a matchgate scheme where
magic states are entangled as per our definition rather than the
traditional notion for qubits. These notions are not equivalent,
and our definition is instead a type of particle entanglement
when one interprets qubits as occupation numbers of exotic
particles [43]. Nonetheless, we consider it to have already
helped to reinterpret the results of [41] in a clearer manner.
We leave it as a direction for future research to investigate
further consequences of viewing qubit circuits via the lens of
our definition of fermionic-anyon entanglement, as well as the

possible resourceful limitations and costs of such a quantum
computational model. Naturally, one could ask: what quan-
tum computational models exist for intermediate parameters
φ ∈ (0, π)? We leave this question unanswered and also
propose a potential generalization model for two-dimensional
fermionic anyons, inviting further investigation.

To achieve a comprehensive quantum computation frame-
work, we need to establish a measurement method specific
to fermionic anyons. One can explore the measurement dis-
turbance model presented in [61] and adapt it for fermionic
anyons employing JWT. Considering the techniques outlined
in [58], one could fully describe the theoretical resources
available for fermionic anyons computation.
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Supplemental Material
In this Supplemental Material we give further details of the analytical results which have been omitted from the main text.

Specifically, we provide an expanded and mathematically rigorous discussion of the fermionic-anyon algebra, their Jordan-
Wigner transformation and subsequent connections to fermionic linear optics and classical simulability. We moreover present
an illustrative example of such ideas based in a beam splitter circuit with four modes composed of two fermionic anyons.
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A. FERMIONIC-ANYON ALGEBRAS AND THE JORDAN-WIGNER MAP

In this section, we formally describe the operator algebras of fermionic anyons as *-algebras and prove that they admit a parti-
cle interpretation. The formal *-algebra structure is what allows us to give a full characterisation of the statistical transmutation
maps, e.g., Jordan-Wigner maps of standard and fractional varieties, as *-algebra homomorphisms. We finish by proving that
statistical transmutation preserves the amplitudes of multiparticle states in the Fock-basis.

A1. Fermionic-anyon algebras as *-algebras

Here we define what are *-algebras over the complex numbers, show a particular method of constructing them, and prove that
the observable algebra of all fermionic anyons are examples of *-algebras under this construction.

Definition A.1. Let V be a vector space over C. We call V an algebra if it is equipped with bilinear product (⋅) ∶ V × V → V
between vectors and a special vector e that satisfies e.v = v.e = v for any v ∈ V . We call e the unit of the algebra. A *-algebra,
is an algebra with a unitary operation † ∶ V → V , called the conjugate, that satisfies;

1. for all v, u ∈ V , (v + u)† = v† + u†,

2. for all v, u ∈ V , (vu)† = u†v†,

3. e† = e, and

4. for any v ∈ V , (v†)† = v.

Essentially, the *-algebra is a generalisation of the concept of an algebra of observables, where physical observables are
represented by self-conjugated elements. The *-algebras we consider here are those where all elements can be written as linear
combinations of products of a small set of “primitive” elements. This idea is captured by the definition of a free *-algebra.
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Definition A.2. The free *-algebra F (S) generated by the set of formal symbols S = {xi∣i ∈ Λ}, where Λ is some index set, is
the *-algebra whose elements are linear combinations of all possible strings over the symbols in S and their formal conjugates,
where the product is string concatenation. The elements of S are called the generators of F (S). When Λ is a finite set, we say
that F (S) is finitely-generated and the number of generators is called its rank.

We can use the free *-algebra to define other *-algebras by imposing relations between its elements. This allows us to
characterise the algebras of particle operators as special kinds of *-algebras.

Definition A.3. The fermionic-anyon algebra over m modes with statistical parameter φ, denoted by Aφm, is the quotient of the
free *-algebra generated by the set {aφ,i∣i ∈ {1, ...,m}} by the relations

aφ,ia
†
φ,j + e

−iφϵija†
φ,jaφ,i = δij (15)

aφ,iaφ,j + e
iφϵijaφ,jaφ,i = 0, (16)

with ϵij given by

ϵij =

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

1, if i < j
0, if i = j
−1, if i > j.

When φ = 0, the above relations reduce to canonical anticommutation relations, which implies that the special case A0
m is the

*-algebra of fermionic operators, called Fm, and that we can define a0,i ∶= fi. When φ = π, those same relations reduce to the
commutation relations between raising and lowering operators for spin-1/2 systems, implying that Aπm is the observable algebra
of a system of m qubits, which we refer to as Qm. Finally, note that Aφm is the exact same *-algebra as Aφ+2πnm for all n ∈ Z.

A2. *-Algebras and their particle interpretation

Up to this point, we referred to the *-algebrasAφm as “fermionic-anyon algebras”, but we only gave a physical interpretation to
the special cases φ = 0, π. Now we prove that the Aφm have a physical interpretation as observable algebras of particle systems,
and are not just abstract constructions. This interpretation comes from the existence of a Fock-state representation.

Definition A.4. Let V be a *-algebra of rank m over C. V is said to possess a Fock representation if there is a set of m
self-conjugate elements ni ∈ V and a set of m generators li ∈ V such that for all i, j = 1, ...,m

[ni, nj] = 0, and [ni, lj] = −δi,j lj (17)

If a *-algebra satisfies this definition, we can call the ni operators its number operators, and the generators li its annihilation
operators, while the *-algebra axioms guarantee that the l†i elements exist and behave as creation operators. This allows us to
construct the associated Fock space.

Definition A.5. Let V be a *-algebra of rank m that possesses a Fock representation. The Fock space for V is the vector space
HV with basis set given by all non-zero vectors of the form

l†α1

1 ⋯l
†αm
m ∣0⟩V , (18)

where each αi is a natural number between 0 and mi, mi is the highest natural number such that lmi ≠ 0, and ∣0⟩V is the only
state inHV satisfying

li ∣0⟩V = 0, (19)

for all i = 1, ...,m.

With the definition and method for constructing a Fock representation, we now prove the main claim of this section.

Proposition A.1. The algebra Aφm has a Fock space representation.

Proof. Consider the operator nφ,i = a†
φ,iaφ,i. From the commutation relations for fermionic anyons, we can see that

[nφ,i, aφ,j] = a
†
φ,iaφ,iaφ,j − aφ,ja

†
φ,iaφ,i

= −eiφϵi,ja†
φ,iaφ,jaφ,i − aφ,ja

†
φ,iaφ,i

= −δi,jaφ,i + aφ,ja
†
φ,iaφ,i − aφ,ja

†
φ,iaφ,i

= −δi,jaφ,j .
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Given the form of nφ,i, the last equation implies that nφ,inφ,j = nφ,jnφ,i. Therefore, the Fock-space HAφm , which we call Hφ
exists, and has a basis

a†α1

φ,1⋯a
†αm
φ,m ∣0⟩φ , (20)

where ∣0⟩φ is the vacuum state, and in this case αi ∈ {0,1}.

B. JORDAN-WIGNER TRANSFORMATION AND *-ALGEBRA HOMOMORPHISMS

Having a solid grasp on the properties of fermionic-anyon algebras as *-algebras, we now discuss what *-algebra homo-
morphisms are, how they are constructed, and why the Jordan-Wigner transform and their generalisations should be viewed as
*-algebra homomorphisms.

Definition B.1. Let V and U be two *-algebras. A map g ∶ V → U is a *-algebra homomorphism if and only if

1. for all v, u ∈ V , g(u + v) = g(u) + g(v),

2. for all v ∈ V and c ∈ C, g(cv) = cg(v),

3. for all v, u ∈ V , g(uv) = g(u)g(v),

4. for all v ∈ V , g(v†) = g(v)†,

5. and g(e) = e,

where, for each equation, the operations on the left take place in V , and the operations on the right take place in U .

As such, a *-algebra homomorphism is any map that preserves the *-algebra’s conjugation, multiplication and addition. If
our *-algebras are finitely generated, we can actually describe any *-algebra homomorphisms by specifying their action over its
generators.

Proposition B.1. Let V,U be *-algebras of rank m, and let g ∶ V → U be an algebra homomorphism. Then, the image of any
α ∈ V is a function of the images of {li∣i =,1...,m} ∈ V , where li are generators of V .

Proof. If {li∣i =,1...,m} is a set of generators of V , then any element α ∈ V has the form

α = ∑
i1,...,i2m∈I

ci1,...,i2m l
†i1
1 ⋯l

†im
m lim+11 ⋯li2mm , (21)

where ci1,...,i2m ∈ C, and where I = {(0, ...,0), ..., (µ1, ..., µ2m)} with µi being the largest natural number such that lµii ≠ 0.
Then, by the definition of *-algebra homomorphisms, we have that

g(α) = ∑
i1,...,i2m∈I

g(ci1,...,i2m l
†i1
1 ⋯l

†im
m lim+11 ⋯li2mm )

= ∑
i1,...,i2m∈I

ci1,...,i2mg(l
†i1
1 ⋯l

†im
m lim+11 ⋯li2mm ) =

= ∑
i1,...,i2m∈I

ci1,...,i2mg(l
†i1
1 )⋯g(l

†im
m )g(l

im+1
1 )⋯g(li2mm )

= ∑
i1,...,i2m∈I

ci1,...,i2mg(l1)
†i1⋯g(lm)

†img(l1)
im+1⋯g(lm)

i2m ,

as we wished to show.

In fact, we can also show that *-algebra homomorphisms preserve all algebraic equations relating elements inside a *-algebra.

Corollary B.1. Let V be a *-algebra and let α1, ..., αν ∈ V be a finite-sized set of elements of V , such that

f(α1, ..., αν) = 0 (22)

with f being any formal power series. Then, if U is a *-algebra and g ∶ V → U a *-algebra homomorphism we have that

f(g(α1), ..., g(αν)) = 0. (23)
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Proof. We use a proof strategy similar to the one used in the previous proposition. Given that a formal power series involves
only multiplication by complex numbers, and the *-algebra addition, product and conjugation operations, we will always be able
to “pass through” these operations with the action of g until we reach the αi of V , proving the statement.

The fact that *-algebra homomorphisms can be used to convert valid algebraic relations from one *-algebra to another is the
main reason why we choose this machinery to describe the Jordan-Wigner transform and its generalisations, as we now explain.
If we consider fermionic-anyon creation and annihilation operators as independently defined objects for every value of φ, then a
Jordan-Wigner transformation should be able to map the creation and annihilation operators for a particular value φ1 as functions
of their counterparts of another value φ2 in such a way that this expression in φ2 obeys the commutation relations of creation and
annihilation operators in φ1. This is exactly what is accomplished by a *-algebra, and is what inspires the following definition.

Definition B.2. For any φ1, φ2 ∈ [0,2π), let Jφ1,φ2 ∶ A
φ1
m → A

φ2
m be the *-algebra homomorphism defined by

Jφ1,φ2(aφ1,i) = aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k . (24)

We call these *-algebra homomorphisms exchange transmutation maps. The Jφ,0 maps are called fractional Jordan-Wigner
transforms and are denoted by Jφ, while the special case Jπ is called the standard Jordan-Wigner transform.

We now prove that this *-algebra homomorphism is well-defined

Proposition B.2. For any φ1, φ2 ∈ [0,2π), we have that

Jφ1,φ2
(aφ1,i)J

†
φ1,φ2

(aφ1,j) + e
−iφ1ϵijJ†

φ1,φ2
(aφ1,j)Jφ1,φ2(aφ1,i) = δij (25)

Jφ1,φ2(aφ1,i)Jφ1,φ2(aφ1,j) + e
iφϵijJφ1,φ2(aφ1,j)Jφ1,φ2(aφ1,i) = 0, (26)

Proof. This corollary is equivalent to affirming that the Aφ2
m elements

aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k , (27)

obey the same commutation relations as aφ1,i for all i, which are generators of Aφ1
m . In the i = j case we have that

(aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) (a†

φ2,i
e−i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) + (a†

φ2,i
e−i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) (aφ2,ie

i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k)

= (aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)nφ2,i) (a†

φ2,i
e−i(φ2−φ1)nφ2,i) + (a†

φ2,i
e−i(φ2−φ1)nφ2,i) (aφ2,ie

i(φ2−φ1)nφ2,i)

= ei(φ1−φ2) (aφ2,ia
†
φ2,i
+ a†

φ2,i
aφ2,i)

= 1

and along the same line of reasoning,

(aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) (aφ2,ie

i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) + (aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) (aφ2,ie

i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) =

= 2aφ2,i (e
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k)aφ2,i (e

i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) =

= 2(a2φ2,i) (e
2i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k)

= 0,

On the other hand, for the i < j case we see that

(aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) (a†

φ2,j
e−i(φ2−φ1)∑j−1k=1 nφ2,k) + e−iφ1 (a†

φ2,j
e−i(φ2−φ1)∑j−1k=1 nφ2,k) (aφ2,ie

i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k)

= aφ2,ia
†
φ2,j
(e−i(φ2−φ1)∑j−1k=i−1 nφ2,k) + e−iφ1e−i(φ2−φ1)a†

φ2,j
aφ2,i (e

−i(φ2−φ1)∑j−1k=i−1 nφ2,k)

= (aφ2,ia
†
φ2,j
+ e−iφ2a†

φ2,j
aφ2,i) e

−i(φ2−φ1)∑j−1k=i−1 nφ2,k

= 0,

and similarly,

(aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) (aφ2,je

i(φ2−φ1)∑j−1k=1 nφ2,k) + eiφ1 (aφ2,je
i(φ2−φ1)∑j−1k=1 nφ2,k) (aφ2,ie

i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k) =

= aφ2,iaφ2,j (e
i(φ2−φ1)(∑j−1k=1 nφ2,k

+∑i−1l=1 nφ2,l
)
) + eiφ1ei(φ2−φ1)aφ2,jaφ2,i (e

i(φ2−φ1)(∑j−1k=1 nφ2,k
+∑i−1l=1 nφ2,l

)
) =

= (aφ2,iaφ2,j + e
iφ2aφ2,jaφ2,i) (e

i(φ2−φ1)(∑j−1k=1 nφ2,k
+∑i−1l=1 nφ2,l

)
)

= 0.
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Given that the proof for the i > j case is obtained taking the conjugate of the i < j case, we have successfully proven that Jφ1,φ2

is well-defined for all φ1, φ2 ∈ [0,2π).

Therefore, these maps capture the desired behaviour of a Jordan-Wigner transform. Now, we can investigate their properties.

Proposition B.3. For all i ∈ {1, ...,m} it holds that

Jφ1,φ2(nφ1,i) = nφ2,i, (28)

and

Jφ2,φ3 ○ Jφ1,φ2 = Jφ1,φ3 , (29)

for any φ1, φ2, φ3 ∈ [0,2π).

Proof. To prove the first part, notice that Jφ1,φ2(a
†
φ1,i
) = (Jφ1,φ2(aφ1,i))

†, from which it follows that

Jφ1,φ2(a
†
φ1,i

aφ1,i) = Jφ1,φ2(a
†
φ1,i
)Jφ1,φ2(aφ1,i)

= a†
φ2,i

e−i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,kaφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k

= a†
φ2,i

aφ2,i.

Subsequently,

(Jφ2,φ3 ○ Jφ1,φ2)(aφ1,i) = Jφ2,φ3 (aφ2,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ2,k)

= Jφ2,φ3(aφ2,i)e
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 Jφ2,φ3

(nφ2,k
)

= aφ3,ie
i(φ2−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ3,kei(φ3−φ2)∑i−1k=1 nφ3,k

= aφ3,ie
i(φ3−φ1)∑i−1k=1 nφ3,k

= Jφ1,φ3(aφ1,i).

Corollary B.2. For any φ ∈ [0,2π) and k, l ∈ Z, we have that Jφ+2πk,φ+2πl = 1φ, where 1φ is the identity homomorphism over
Aφm. This implies that, for any φ1, φ2 ∈ [0,2π),

J−1φ1,φ2
= Jφ2,φ1 . (30)

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Eq. (29).

The main takeaway is that these properties show that all Aφm are isomorphic to each other as *-algebras. Therefore, exchange
transmutation maps not only transfer true algebraic relations from one algebra to another, but they also act as a kind of “generator
basis transformation” of the observable algebra of these particles, implying that the algebras Aφm are just alternate representa-
tions of the algebra of fermionic observables. In the next section, we investigate the consequences of this fact for the Fock
representation of these particle systems.

B1. Invariance of state amplitudes

Following up on the idea of fermionic anyons being alternate representations of the fermionic observable algebra, we now
restrict our discussion to maps between fermions and fermionic anyons, and talk of “operators” in an abstract way, specifying
their expression in creation and annihilation operators of a particular fermionic-anyon algebra as a “basis choice”. Using this
language, we can prove that fermionic Fock states have a “basis-invariant” description. This implies that amplitudes of fermionic
states do not change under the change of exchange statistics, which is crucial for our concept of state separability discussed in
the main text.

Definition B.3. For any φ ∈ [0,2π), let O be an operator in Fm. For all φ ∈ [0,2π), the φ-representation of O is the operator
defined by the following:

O =∶ [O]0 = Jφ([O]φ), [O]φ = J
−1
φ ([O]0). (31)



13

The last definition introduces the notation for describing the fractional Jordan-Wigner transform as a basis change in operator
space. This allows us to completely specify any operator on any fermionic-anyon algebra by their expansion coefficients in the
fermionic algebra. We now apply this to operators that create Fock-basis states.

Proposition B.4. Let ∣x⟩0 be a general fermionic Fock state, parametrized as

∣x⟩0 = f
†x1

1 ⋯f †xm
m ∣0⟩0 = [x]0 ∣0⟩0 , (32)

where x = (x1, ..., xm), and each xi is the occupation number of operator n0,i. Then, the state

∣x⟩φ = [x]φ ∣0⟩φ , (33)

is a fermionic-anyon Fock state with the same occupation numbers.

Proof. We have that

[x]φ = J
−1
φ (f

†x1

1 ⋯f †xi
i ⋯f

†xm
m )

= (a†x1

φ,1)⋯ (a
†xi
φ,ie

ixiφ∑i−1k=1 nφ,k)⋯ (a†xm
φ,me

ixmφ∑m−1k=1 nφ,k)

= a†x1

φ,1⋯a
†xm
φ,m (e

iφ∑m−1k=1 (∑
m
l=k+1(xl))nφ,k) .

Acting with [x]φ over the fermionic-anyon vacuum ∣0⟩φ then gives us

[x]φ ∣0⟩φ = a
†x1

φ,1⋯a
†xm
φ,m (e

iφ∑m−1k=1 (∑
m
l=k+1(xl))nφ,k) ∣0⟩φ

= a†x1

φ,1⋯a
†xm
φ,m ∣0⟩φ .

Since each operator a†
φ,i is a creation operator for nφ,i, the state in the righthand side of the last equation is a fermionic-anyon

Fock state with occupation numbers x = (x1, ..., xm).

Note that if the operators are not acting on the vacuum state in decreasing order, as shown in Eq. (32), some phases can appear.
For example, consider the state f †

5f
†
3 ∣0⟩0. Applying J−1φ on the creation operators leads to a†

φ,5e
(iφ∑4

i=1)a†
φ,3e

(iφ∑2
i=1) ∣0⟩φ =

eiφa†
φ,5a

†
φ,3 ∣0⟩φ. This implies that even though J−1φ preserves fermionic commutation relations, its action over fermionic oper-

ators that create physical states gives us fermionic-anyon states with the correct behaviour under particle exchange, as proven in
the corollary bellow.

Corollary B.3. For any fermionic state of the form

∣ψ⟩0 = ∑
x∈{0,1}m

ψxf
†x1

1 ⋯f †xm
m ∣0⟩0 = [ψ]0 ∣0⟩0 , (34)

we have that

∣ψ⟩φ = [ψ]φ ∣0⟩φ , (35)

is a fermionic-anyon state that satisfies

⟨x∣ψ⟩φ = ⟨x∣ψ⟩0 = ψx, (36)

for all φ ∈ [0,2π) and all x ∈ {0,1}m.

Proof. Just apply J−1φ to [ψ]0 and use the linearity J−1φ of together with the result of proposition 5.

This last result shows us that we can specify any fermionic-anyon state in the Fock basis, in terms of a fermionic state in
the Fock basis, giving us the hint that we might be able to translate any construction used to study fermionic states to obtain
results about the structure of fermionic-anyons states. In the next section, we discuss how this change of basis interacts with
transformations that preserve commutation relations inside the same algebra.
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C. FERMIONIC-ANYON SEPARABILITY

Here we use the machinery developed in the last section to describe the behaviour of fermionic-anyon states under local
changes of basis and show how it is used to define particle entanglement, by proving Theorem C.2. First, we define what it
means for a map over an *-algebra to be a canonical transformation, and describe local changes of basis in fermionic systems
as a special type of canonical transformation. Next, we show how to build the local basis changes for fermionic anyons using
the fractional Jordan-Wigner transform. Lastly, we show how to use these transformations to prove the existence of a fermionic-
anyon Slater decomposition.

C1. Canonical transformations

We call all maps that preserve the commutation relations of a fermionic-anyon algebra as canonical transformations, as in the
following definition.

Definition C.1. Let Aφm and let g ∶ Aφm → A
φ
m be a function. We say that g is a canonical transformation if and only if

g(aφ,i)g(a
†
φ,j) + e

−iφϵijg(a†
φ,j)g(aφ,i) = δi,j , (37)

g(aφ,i)g(aφ,j) + e
iφϵijg(aφ,j)g(aφ,i) = 0, (38)

In other words, a canonical transformation is any map that transforms the set of *-algebra’s generators into another set of
generators. This implies that canonical transformations act as a change of variables in the description of a system of indis-
tinguishable particles. Note that even though the statistical transmutation maps also preserve commutation relations, they just
translate the observables of a particle system into a system with a different kind of particle, which is why we insist that canonical
transformations need to be defined by endomorphisms, that is functions from an *-algebra to itself. Given that the main charac-
teristic of a canonical transformation is to preserve a particular algebraic relation, it should be no surprise that the following is
true.

Proposition C.1. All *-algebra homomorphisms from Aφm to itself are canonical transformations.

Proof. Just apply corollary 1 to the fermionic-anyon commutation relations.

Therefore, we can look for transformations representing local basis changes among *-algebra homomorphisms. For the
specific case of Fm, local basis changes are represented by a special subset of known canonical transformations, which are
defined below.

Proposition C.2. The *-algebra homomorphism BU,V ∶ Fm → Fm of the form

BU,V (fi) =
m

∑
j=1

Ui,jfj +
m

∑
k=1

Vi,kf
†
k, (39)

where U and V are matrices such that

UU †
+ V V †

= 1, (40)

UV ⊺ + V U⊺ = 0, (41)

is well-defined, and is called a multi-mode fermionic Bogoliubov transformation. When V = 0, BU,0 is called a local change
of basis.

Proof. To prove that BU,V is well defined, we just need to compute the canonical anticommutation relations and show that they
are preserved. First, notice that

{BU,V (fi);BU,V (f
†
j )} =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

m

∑
k=1

Ui,kfk +
m

∑
l=1
Vi,lf

†
l ;

m

∑
p=1

V̄j,pfp +
m

∑
q=1

Ūj,qf
†
q

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

=

=
m

∑
k,p=1

Ui,kV̄j,p{fk; fp} +
m

∑
k,q=1

Ui,kŪj,q{fk; f
†
q} +

m

∑
l,p=1

Vi,lV̄j,p{f
†
l ; fp} +

m

∑
l,q=1

Vi,lŪj,q{f
†
l ; f

†
q} =

=
m

∑
k,q=1

Ui,kŪj,qδk,q +
m

∑
l,p=1

Vi,lV̄j,pδl,p =
m

∑
k=1

Ui,kŪj,k +
m

∑
l=1
Vi,lV̄j,l = (UU

†
+ V V †

)i,j = δi,j .

(42)
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Lastly, we have that

{BU,V (fi);BU,V (fj)} =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

m

∑
k=1

Ui,kfk +
m

∑
l=1
Vi,lf

†
l ;

m

∑
p=1

Uj,pfp +
m

∑
q=1

Vj,qf
†
q

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

=

=
m

∑
k,p=1

Ui,kUj,p{fk; fp} +
m

∑
k,q=1

Ui,kVj,q{fk; f
†
q} +

m

∑
l,p=1

Vi,lUj,p{f
†
l ; fp} +

m

∑
l,q=1

Vi,lVj,q{f
†
l ; f

†
q} =

=
m

∑
k,q=1

Ui,kVj,qδk,q +
m

∑
l,p=1

Vi,lUj,pδl,p =
m

∑
k=1

Ui,kVj,k +
m

∑
l=1
Vi,lUj,l = (UV

⊺
+ V U⊺)i,j = 0.

(43)

These transformations are not just canonical, but they also send generators into linear combinations of generators and their
conjugates. This implies that local basis changes for fermions just redefine creation operators as linear combinations of the
originals, which is exactly what happens when redefining the basis of states occupied by a single particle system. This behaviour
is what we aim for when looking for a fermionic-anyon local basis change in the next section.

C2. Changes-of-basis induced by fractional Jordan-Wigner transforms

From the characterisation of *-algebra homomorphisms as canonical transformations, we find that there is a natural way to
define local basis changes for fermionic-anyons with any exchange parameter φ.

Definition C.2. Given a Bogoliubov transformation for fermions BU,V ∶ Fm → Fm , we call the *-algebra homomorphism
BφU,V ∶ A

φ
m → A

φ
m defined by

BφU,V = (J
−1
φ ○BU,V ○ Jφ) (44)

an induced Bogoliubov transformation over Aφm. When V = 0, we call it an induced local change of basis.

Note that this is completely analogous to the similarity transformation between linear operators induced by a basis change
in the target vector space. Our observations about the exchange transmutation maps being akin to basis changes are thus made
completely clear. The next task is to compute the action of fermionic-anyon Bogoliubov transformations over generators

Proposition C.3. The map BφU,V ∶ A
φ
m → A

φ
m acts over generators as

BφU,V (aφ,i) =
⎛

⎝

m

∑
j=1

Ui,jaφ,je
iφ∑j−1l=1 nφ,l +

m

∑
k=1

Vi,ka
†
φ,ke

−iφ∑k−1l=1 nφ,l
⎞

⎠
e−iφ∑

i−1
q=1 n̄φ,q , (45)

where

n̄φ,q = [BU,V (n0,q)]φ

=
⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

m

∑
j1,j2=1

Uq,j1U
∗
q,j2fj1f

†
j2
+

m

∑
j1,j2=1

Uq,j1V
∗
q,j2fj1fj2 +

m

∑
j1,j2=1

Vq,j1U
∗
q,j2f

†
j1
f †
j2
+

m

∑
j1,j2=1

Vq,j1V
∗
q,j2f

†
j1
fj2

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦φ

Proof. Let’s compute BφU,V (aφ,i).

BφU,V (aφ,i) = (J
−1
φ ○BU,V ○ Jφ) (aφ,i)

= (J−1φ ○BU,V ) (fie
−iφ∑i−1q=1 n0,q)

= J−1φ (BU,V (fi)BU,V (e
−iφ∑i−1q=1 n0,q))

= J−1φ (BU,V (fi)e
−iφ∑i−1q=1BU,V (n0,q))

= J−1φ
⎛

⎝

m

∑
j=1

Ui,jfj +
m

∑
k=1

Vi,kf
†
k

⎞

⎠
(e−iφ∑

i−1
q=1 J

−1
φ (BU,V (n0,q)))

=
⎛

⎝

m

∑
j=1

Ui,j[fj]φ +
m

∑
k=1

Vi,k[f
†
k]φ
⎞

⎠
e−iφ∑

i−1
q=1[BU,V (n0,q)]φ

=
⎛

⎝

m

∑
j=1

Ui,jaφ,je
iφ∑j−1l=1 nφ,l +

m

∑
k=1

Vi,ka
†
φ,ke

−iφ∑j−1l=1 nφ,l
⎞

⎠
e−iφ∑

i−1
q=1 n̄φ,q



16

It is perplexing that a transformation so complex is the correct transformation for implementing a local basis change for
fermionic anyons. Nevertheless, by all the considerations made up to this moment, it is necessarily the case BφU,0 induces a map
that acts over single-particle fermionic-anyon states in the same way as BU,0 does for fermionic states, implying that these maps
have the same physical interpretation acting over the Fock-space. With all of these results in place, we are now able to prove our
main theorem.

C3. Single-particle entanglement for fermionic-anyons

First, let us restate the definition of separability for fermions and fermionic anyons in terms of the more general notation we
have been using so far.

Definition C.3. Let ∣ψ⟩0 ∈ HFm be a pure fermionic state. We say that ∣ψ⟩0 is separable, if there is a local change of basis
BU,0 ∶ Fm → Fm such that

BU,0([ψ]0) = [x]0, (46)

with [x]0 = f
†x1

1 ⋯f †xm
m , for some x ∈ {0,1}m.

This definition implies capturing the notion that a state with no “particle to particle” correlations should be locally equivalent
to some Fock basis state, which is a state where each mode has a well-defined occupation number. Now, using our machinery,
we are in a position to state the definition of fermionic-anyon separability.

Definition C.4. Let ∣ϕ⟩φ ∈ HAφm be a pure fermionic-anyon state. We say that ∣ϕ⟩φ is separable, if there is a local change of
basis BφU,0 ∶ A

φ
m → A

φ
m such that

BφU,0([ϕ]φ) = [x]φ, (47)

with [x]0 = a
†x1

φ,1⋯a
†xm
φ,m, for some x ∈ {0,1}m.

This definition comes from just applying the fractional Jordan-Wigner transform on both sides of the Eq. (46), and using the
φ-representation of the operators creating the states.

Definition C.5 (Single-particle entanglement for fermionic [51]). For aN -fermionic system withm-modes as shown in Eq.(B.3),
the single-particle entanglement can be quantified through the minimization over all the possible mode representations

ESP (∣ψ⟩) =min
f
∑
i

H(⟨f †
i fi⟩, ⟨fif

†
i ⟩), (48)

where H(p,1−p) = −p log p−(1−p) log(1 − p) is the Shannon binary entropy, and fi are the fermionic operators, transformed
accordingly to the Bogoliubov transformation.

Theorem C.1 (Single-particle entanglement for fermionic-anyons). For a fermionic-anyons state with a fixed number of parti-
cles, there exists a mode representation such that the single particle of fermionic-anyons has the same eigenvalues as the mapped
fermionic single-particle state, that minimizes Eq.(48)

Proof. For a N particles fermionic-anyon state ∣ψ⟩φ, there exist a N -fermionic state ∣ψ⟩0 = Jφ[∣ψ⟩φ]. For a given fermionic

mode representation described by the anti-symmetric operator {f †
k, fk}k, the single-particle fermionic state ρ(0)sp with elements

(ρ(0)sp )kl = ⟨f
†
l fk⟩∣ψ⟩0 . (49)

Moreover, there exists a mode representation {f̃ †
k, f̃k}k, that minimizes the entropy in Eq.(48), and diagonalizes ρ(0)sp [51]. It is

connected with {f †
k, fk}k by a Bogouliubov transformation U , such that f̃ †

k = Uf
†
kU

†, then

( ˜rho
(0)
sp )kl = (Uρ

(0)
sp U †

)kl = ⟨f̃
†
l f̃k⟩∣ψ⟩0δk,l = ωkδk,l, (50)

where ωk are the eigenvalues of single-particle state. The Shannon entropy of {ωk}k coincides with the von Neumann entropy
of ρ(0)sp , as expected. On the other hand, as a consequence of Corollary.B.3, the operator number Nk = f †

kfk is invariant under
JWT. Therefore, there exists a fermionic-anyon mode representation {ã†

k, ãk}k such that

⟨ã†
kãk⟩∣ψ⟩φ = ⟨f̃

†
k f̃k⟩∣ψ⟩0 , (51)

for f̃k = Jφ[ãk]. It implies that there exists a single particle mode representation that reflects the entanglement between the
particles, despite the fact that the von Neumann entropy of the single particle, obtained by means of the partial trace in any basis,
does not represent the separability of the fermionic-anyons system.
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C4. Fermionic-anyon Slater decomposition

app: single particle entanglement In the special case of general two-particle fermionic states, we are not just able to describe
separability, but also able to define a normal form.

Definition C.6. Let ∣ψ⟩0 be a state of the form

∣ψ⟩0 =
1

2
∑
i<j
ci,jf

†
i f

†
j ∣0⟩0 =

m

∑
i,j=1

vi,jf
†
i f

†
j ∣0⟩0 , (52)

where vj,i = −vi,j , ∑
m
i,j=1 v̄i,jvj,i = −1/2 and vi,j = 1/2(ci,j) for i < j. Then, the Slater decomposition of ∣ψ⟩0 has the form

∣ψ⟩0 =
µ

∑
k=1

zkf̃
†
2k−1f̃

†
2k ∣0⟩0 , (53)

where BU,0(f̃
†
i ) = f

†
i with U being such that UV U⊺ = Z, where V is the antisymmetric matrix with coefficients vi,j and

Z = diagZ0, Z1, ..., Zµ where

Z0 = 0, and Zi = [
0 zi
−zi 0

] (54)

We now show that this normal form also exists for general two-particle fermionic anyons states and that the coefficients of the
expansion are the same as the analogous expansion for a fermionic state with the same initial amplitudes. In other words, now it
is time to prove the following Theorem.

Theorem C.2 (Schmidt decomposition for fermionic anyons). Any pure state of two fermionic anyons with a fixed number of
modes has a Schmidt decomposition with the same expansion coefficients as its Schliemann fermionic state counterpart.

Proof. First, let ∣ψ⟩φ be a general fermionic anyon two-particle state as bellow

∣ψ⟩φ =
m

∑
i,j=1

vi,ja
†
φ,ia

†
φ,j ∣0⟩φ . (55)

We have that,

m

∑
i,j=1

vi,ja
†
φ,ia

†
φ,j ∣0⟩φ =

m

∑
i,j=1

vi,j[f
†
i f

†
j ]φ ∣0⟩φ

=
m

∑
i,j=1

vi,j[BU,0(f̃
†
k f̃

†
l )]φ ∣0⟩φ

=
m

∑
i,j=1

vi,j
m

∑
k,l=1

Ui,kUj,l[f̃
†
k f̃

†
l ]φ ∣0⟩φ

=
m

∑
k,l=1
(UV U⊺)k,l[f̃

†
k f̃

†
l ]φ ∣0⟩φ

=
m

∑
k,l=1
(Z)k,l[f̃

†
k f̃

†
l ]φ ∣0⟩φ

=

µ

∑
k=1

zk[f̃
†
2k−1f̃

†
2k]φ ∣0⟩φ .

Now, consider that

[f̃ †
2k−1f̃

†
2k]φ = [BU †,0(f

†
2k−1f

†
2k)]φ = J

−1
φ (BU †,0(f

†
2k−1f

†
2k))

= Bφ
U †,0
(a†
φ,2k−1a

†
φ,2ke

−iφ(nφ,2k−1+2∑2k−2
l=1 nφ,l))

= Bφ
U †,0
(a†
φ,2k−1)B

φ
U †,0
(a†
φ,2k)B

φ
U †,0
(e−iφ(nφ,2k−1+2∑

2k−2
l=1 nφ,l))

= ã†
φ,2k−1ã

†
φ,2ke

−iφ(n̄φ,2k−1+2∑2k−2
l=1 n̄φ,l),
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where we have defined BφU,0(ã
†
φ,i) = a

†
φ,i, and n̄φ,i = ã†

φ,iãφ,i, for all i. Thefore, we have that

∣ψ⟩φ =
m

∑
i,j=1

vi,ja
†
φ,ia

†
φ,j ∣0⟩φ

=

µ

∑
k=1

zkã
†
φ,2k−1ã

†
φ,2ke

−iφ(n̄φ,2k−1+2∑2k−2
l=1 n̄φ,l) ∣0⟩φ

=

µ

∑
k=1

zkã
†
φ,2k−1ã

†
φ,2k ∣0⟩φ ,

where we used that

∣0⟩φ = e
−iφ(n̄φ,2k−1+2∑2k−2

l=1 n̄φ,l) ∣0⟩φ , (56)

which is true since BφU,0 maps annihilation operators to annihilation operators, thus they still annihilate the fermionic-anyon
vacuum.

D. FERMIONIC LINEAR OPTICS

Here we introduce the set of fermionic dynamics called fermionic linear optics, known to be classically simulable [39]. Then
we describe the set of fermionic operators that generate fermionic linear optics and give a special generating set that involves
only nearest-neighbour operators. We begin by introducing the algebra of quadratic fermionic operators.

Proposition D.1. The quadratic fermionic monomials f †
i fj , f

†
i f

†
j and fifj , together with the identity operator 1, generate a

Lie-algebra with commutation relations given by

[fifj ; fkfl] = [f
†
i f

†
j ; f

†
kf

†
l ] = 0 (57)

[f †
i fj ; f

†
kf

†
l ] = δj,lf

†
i f

†
k (58)

[f †
i fj ; f

†
kfl] = δj,kf

†
i fl − δi,lf

†
kfj (59)

[f †
i f

†
j ; fkfl] = (δk,iδl,j − δl,iδk,j)1 + (δj,kf

†
i fl + δl,if

†
j fk) − (δk,if

†
j fl + δl,jf

†
i fk) (60)

Proof. This is proven by straightforward calculation using the canonical anticommutation relations.

Corollary D.1. The sub-algebra generated by the fermionic number operators n0,i, is the maximal commuting sub-algebra of
the Lie-Algebra of quadratic fermionic monomials. The commutation relations

[n0,i; f
†
kfl] = (δi,k − δi,l)f

†
kfl (61a)

[n0,i; fkfl] = −(δi,k + δi,l)fkfl (61b)

[n0,i; f
†
kf

†
l ] = (δi,k + δi,l)f

†
kf

†
l (61c)

imply that this sub-algebra is the so2m Lie-algebra.

Proof. See Chapter 21 of Classical Groups for Physicists [62].

Given the above relations, we are now in order to define the fermionic linear-optical operators, as follows.

Definition D.1. The Lie-group generated by taking the exponential of the hermitian operators

{n0,i,
1

2
(f †
i fj + f

†
j fi),

i

2
(f †
i fj − f

†
j fi),

1

2
(f †
i f

†
j + fjfi),

i

2
(f †
i f

†
j − fjfi)∣i, j = 1, . . . ,m} , (62)

is called the group of fermionic linear-optical operators, or FLO operators for short, which is isomorphic to U(1) × SO(2M).
The group elements

PSi(ϕ) = exp[iϕ(f
†
i fi)] (63)

BSi,j(θ) = exp[iθ(f
†
i fj + f

†
j fi)] (64)

PAi,j(ν) = exp[iν(f
†
i f

†
j + fjfi)], (65)

are generators of the FLO group, and are called by special names. The operator PSi(ν) is called a phase-shifter, BSi,j(θ) is
called a beam-splitter, and PAi,j(ν) is called a parametric amplifier.
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Having characterised the generators of the fermionic linear-optical dynamics, we now look for the smallest possible descrip-
tion of this set. In order to do this, we need to define another special element.

Definition D.2. The fermionic swap is the fermionic linear-optical element given by

fSWAPi,j = exp [i
π

2
(f †
i − f

†
j )(fi − fj)] = 1 − (n0,i + n0,j) + (f

†
i fj + f

†
j fi), (66)

and its action over creation operators is

(fSWAPi,j)f †
l (fSWAPi,j) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

f †
j , if l = i,
f †
i , if l = j,
f †
l , if l ≠ i, j.

(67)

Using this definition, we can provide a simple description of fermionic linear optics.

Proposition D.2. The set of fermionic linear-optical elements

{PS1(ϕ),BS1,2(θ), PA1,2(ν), fSWAPi,i+1∣i = 1, . . . ,m} (68)

generates the FLO group.

Proof. We prove this by showing how to build any distant-mode phase-shifter, beam-splitter and parametric amplifier. First,
notice that

fSWAPi,i+1fSWAPi+1,i+2fSWAPi,i+1 = fSWAPi,i+2, (69)

for any i = 1, . . . ,m. This implies that for i < j with i, j = 1, . . . ,m,

fSWAPi,j = fSWAPi,i+1⋯fSWAPj−2,j−1
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

(j − i − 1) times

fSWAPj−1,j fSWAPj−2,j−1⋯fSWAPi,i+1
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

(j − i − 1) times

. (70)

Therefore, we can built any fermionic swap using only nearest-neighbour fermionic swaps. This also implies that we can build
any other phase-shifter, beam-splitter or parametric amplifier since

PSi(ϕ) = fSWAP1,iPS1(ϕ)fSWAP1,i,

BSi,j(θ) = fSWAP1,ifSWAP2,jBS1,2(θ)fSWAP2,jfSWAP1,i,

PAi,j(ν) = fSWAP1,ifSWAP2,jPA1,2(ν)fSWAP2,jfSWAP1,i,

which proves the proposition.

E. FERMIONIC-ANYONIC LINEAR OPTICS AND MATCHGATES

Having characterised fermionic linear-optical dynamics, we now move on to their anyonic generalisation and the connection
to matchgates, a special class of quantum circuits. This is done by studying which fermionic linear-optical operators have an
invariant form under the fractional Jordan-Wigner homomorphism.

Definition E.1. The set of fermionic anyon operators generated by finite products of

PSi(θ) = exp[iθ(a
†
φ,iaφ,i)] (71)

BSi,j(θ) = exp[iθ(a
†
φ,iaφ,j + a

†
φ,jaφ,i)] (72)

PAi,j(θ) = exp[iθ(a
†
φ,ia

†
φ,j + aφ,jaφ,i)], (73)

is called the set of fermionic-anyon linear-optical dynamics, or ΦLO for short. For the particular case of φ = π, it is called the
set of qubit linear-optical dynamics, or QLO, since for φ = π the fermionic-anyons creation and annihilation operators behave
like spin-1/2 raising and lowering operators. In particular, QLO coincides with what is called in the literature by matchgate
circuits.
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F. PROOF THAT BOGOLIUBOV TRANSFORMATIONS FOR FERMIONIC ANYONS ARE CLASSICALLY SIMULABLE

The proof that Bogoliubov transformations for anyons are classically simulable is as follows. For any state in the fermionic-
anyon Fock basis ∣x⟩a, we know that

∣x⟩a = J
−1
(∣x⟩f), (74)

where ∣x⟩f is a state in the fermionic Fock-basis with the same occupation numbers. Since J−1 is a *- algebra homomorphism
we also have that ⟨x∣a = J

−1(⟨x∣f).
Therefore, we must have that

⟨y∣M ∣x⟩a = J
−1
(⟨y∣)J−1(M ′

)J−1(∣x⟩) = J−1( ⟨y∣M ′
∣x⟩f), (75)

where M ′ is a fermionic Bogoliubov transformation. Now, by the fermionic-anyon commutation relations, we know that

J−1(⟨y∣x⟩f) = ⟨y∣x⟩a =
n

∏
i=1
δxi,yi = ⟨y∣x⟩f , (76)

for any bit-strings x and y. This fact, together with the linearity of J−1, implies that

J−1( ⟨y∣M ′
∣x⟩f) = ⟨y∣M

′
∣x⟩f . (77)

Now, since Bogoliubov transformations for fermions are simulated efficiently by classical computers, there must exist a
polynomial-time algorithm for computing ∣ ⟨y∣M ′∣x⟩f ∣

2
. Since ∣ ⟨y∣M ′∣x⟩f ∣

2
= ∣ ⟨y∣M ∣x⟩a∣

2, the same polynomial-time algo-
rithm must efficiently simulate the fermionic-anyon Bogoliubov transform M , proving our claim.

G. AN EXAMPLE WITH FERMIONIC-ANYON BEAM-SPLITTER

For general N -modes fermionic systems, a single particle operation is written as a unitary operation in the form

f ′
†
i =

m

∑
j=1

Uijf
†
j , (78)

where Uij are the elements of the unitary transformation. For fermions this transformation characterizes a change of basis on
the fermions, it is also a canonical transformation as it does not affect the fermionic commutation relation. An example of
transformation like Eq. (78) is the fermionic beam splitter

BSFm,n(θ) = exp{(iθ(f
†
nfm + f

†
mfn))} (79)

where m and n are mode variables and cos θ is the transmission amplitude. As shown in [56], it is possible to define a fermionic
anyons version of Eq. (79), with the same fashion

BSAm,n(θ) = exp{(iθ(a
†
nam + a

†
man))} (80)

where a†
n(am) are the anyonic creation(annihilation) operators over mode n(m). By using the commutation relations for

fermionic anyons, the expansion in series of the beam-splitter unitary above can be written as

BSAm,n(θ) = 1 + i sin θ(a
†
nam + a

†
man) + (cos θ − 1)(a

†
nam + a

†
man)

2. (81)

If we restrict the operations in the computational model for fermionic anyons, given in [56], to allow only beam-splitters between
nearest-neighbour modes we obtain a model with the same computational power to the Matchgates model (see [59, 60]), which is
easy to simulate classically. Therefore we can try to see if the canonical transformations generated by multimode interferometers
built using only nearest-neighbour beams-splitters and general phase-shifters preserve the usual notion of a separable state in the
anyonic case. To illustrate let us consider a system with four modes two anyons, described by the state

∣ψ⟩ =
1
√
2
(a†

1a
†
2 + a

†
1a

†
4) ∣0⟩ . (82)
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Considering the usual notion of separability for identical particles, a two anyons pure state ∣ψ⟩ is separable if it can be written as
a single Slater permanent, for any two modes i and j,

∣Ψ⟩ = a†
ia

†
j ∣0⟩ . (83)

Therefore, considering this definition of a separable state for two anyons pure state, the state in Eq. (82) is separable. As the
beam splitter is a single particle transformation, we expect it preserves the separability of ∣ψ⟩, in Eq. (82). Performing the beam
splitter in Eq. (80) over modes 1 and 2 on state ∣ψ⟩, the action results in the state

∣ψθ⟩ =
1
√
2
(a†

1a
†
2 + cos θa

†
1a

†
4 + i sin θa

†
2a

†
4) ∣0⟩ , (84)

where ∣ψθ⟩ = BSAm,n(θ) ∣ψ⟩. In order to check if the output remains separable, one can calculate the von Neumann entropy of
the single-particle density matrix. Before calculating the single-particle density matrix, we need to do a digression to explain
how to apply the partial trace. A general quantum state of N fermionic anyons can be written as

∣ψ⟩ =∑
In

wINa
†
i1
...a†

iN
∣vac⟩ (85)

where ∣vac⟩ is the vacuum state, IN = (i1, ..., iN) is a shorthand for the list of particle indices, and ∑IN ∣wIN ∣
2 = 1. We can also

describe it by its density matrix ρ = ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣, whose elements we write as

ρ(IN ;JN) = ⟨vac∣aINρ a
†
JN
∣vac⟩, (86)

where a†
IN
= a†

i1
. . . a†

iN
and a†

JN
= a†

j1
. . . a†

jN
.

Consider a system composed of N fermionic anyons, and a bipartition of the particles into complementary subsets A and B,
composed of NA and NB particles, respectively, such that A⋃ B = {1, . . . ,N} and A⋂B = ∅. The partial trace over the set
of particles in B (similarly for A) is performed by integration of their corresponding degrees of freedom. Using the notation of
Eq. (86) we have that

ρNA(INA ;JNA) = ∑
ik=jk ∣k∈B

ρ(IN ;JN), (87)

representing the reduced state of NA particles.
Consider a simple case of N = 2 particles, with x = {1} and y = {2}. Tracing out particle x we obtain

ρy(i2; j2) = ⟨vac∣ai2
⎛

⎝
∑
i1

ai1 ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣a
†
i1

⎞

⎠
a†
j2
∣vac⟩ , (88)

directly from Eq. (86). On the other hand, by tracing out particle y we obtain

ρx(i1; j1) = ⟨vac∣ai1
⎛

⎝
∑
i2

eiϕ(ϵi2i1+ϵj1i2)ai2 ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣a
†
i2

⎞

⎠
a†
j1
∣vac⟩ . (89)

Now, we can apply the partial trace in the state in Eq. (84) to verify the separability. The anyonic algebra creates some changes
in the notion of inner product in Fock space. There is a dependence in the algebraic phase referent to the spacial mode to be
traced out. Therefore, the single-particle density matrix of ∣ψθ⟩ carries this dependence explicitly

ρsp =
1

4

⎛

⎝

1 + cos2(θ) i sin(θ) cos(θ) 0 i sin(θ)eiϕ

−i sin(θ) cos(θ) 1 + sin2(θ) 0 cos(θ)
0 0 0 0

−ie−iϕ sin(θ) cos(θ) 0 1

⎞

⎠
. (90)

The dependence of ϕ in the reduced density matrix brings a misleading notion of entanglement in this state, as we can see in
Fig. 2, where the entanglement was calculated with the von Neumann entropy. The entanglement behaviour varies in function
of θ and ϕ. The dependence in ϕ arises from the terms ρ(1; 4) and ρ(4; 1), for

ρ(1; 4) = −i sin(θ) ⟨0∣a1a2a
†
1a

†
2 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a4a2a

†
2a

†
4 ∣0⟩ = i sin(θ) exp(iϕ) ⟨0∣a1a

†
1 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a4a

†
4 ∣0⟩ = i sin(θ) exp(iϕ).

Also, similarly, the term

ρ(4; 1) = i sin(θ) ⟨0∣a4a2a
†
2a

†
4 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a2a1a

†
2a

†
1 ∣0⟩ = −i sin(θ) exp(−iϕ) ⟨0∣a4a

†
4 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a1a

†
1 ∣0⟩ = −i sin(θ) exp(−iϕ)
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FIG. 2. The von Neumann entropy of the single particle state for different values of θ in the function of ϕ. The label x indicates partial trace
according to Eq. (88), and the label y indicates partial trace according to Eq. (89).

has dependence in ϕ. Actually, the ϕ dependence in the coherence of the single-particle density matrices reflects its eigenval-
ues and consequently the entanglement. This dependence could be suppressed if the single-particle density matrix is already
diagonal, after the partial trace, It would analogous to obtaining the Schmidt decomposition for anyonic fermions.

Considering now, one performs the permutation operation on ∣ψθ⟩, resulting

P ∣ψθ⟩ = exp(−iϕ)
1
√
2
(a†

2a
†
1 + cos θa

†
4a

†
1 + i sin θa

†
4a

†
2) ∣0⟩ , (91)

it carries a global phase without any implication in the global density matrix. Although, the single particle state gets some local
phases, resulting

ρPsp =
1

4

⎛

⎝

1 + cos2(θ) i sin(θ) cos(θ) 0 i sin(θ)e−iϕ

−i sin(θ) cos(θ) 1 + sin2(θ) 0 cos(θ)
0 0 0 0

−ie+iϕ sin(θ) cos(θ) 0 1

⎞

⎠
, (92)

where ρPsp = ∑k akP ∣ψθ⟩⟨ψθ ∣P
†a†
k. Besides anyonic permutation relations result on different single-particle states, the von

Neumann of the single-particle density matrices are the same, as shown in Fig. 2. The action of permutations acts as we are
tracing out another particle, as shown in Eq. (88) and Eq. (89) the trace of one particle or another can add a phase due to the
permutation of anyons particles. To see this, considering the terms that have a dependence in ϕ in the single-particle density
matrix, we will apply the partial trace as calculated Eq. (89) for the state Eq. (84). For the element

ρsp(1; 4) = −i sin(θ) ⟨0∣a1 exp(iϕ(ϵ21 + ϵ42))a2a
†
1a

†
2 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a4a2a

†
2a

†
4 ∣0⟩ =i sin(θ) exp(−iϕ) ⟨0∣a1a

†
1 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a4a

†
4 ∣0⟩

=i sin(θ) exp(−iϕ) = ρPsp(1; 4).

And the term

ρsp(4; 1) = i sin(θ) ⟨0∣a4 exp(iϕ(ϵ24 + ϵ12))a2a
†
2a

†
4 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a2a1a

†
2a

†
1 ∣0⟩ = − i sin(θ) exp(iϕ) ⟨0∣a4a

†
4 ∣0⟩⟨0∣a1a

†
1 ∣0⟩

= − i sin(θ) exp(iϕ) = ρPsp(4; 1).

We show that in this way that the terms ρPsp(1; 4) and ρPsp(4; 1) of the single-particle density matrix of the state with permutation
Eq. (92) are obtained tracing out the particle (y) instead of the particle (x) of the state Eq. (84).

However, applying the fractional Jordan-Wigner transform (FJWT) in the state of the Eq. (84)

J ∣ψθ⟩ = exp(−iϕ)
1
√
2
(f †

1f
†
2 + cos θf

†
1f

†
4 + i sin θf

†
2f

†
4) ∣0⟩ , (93)

and after tracing out one particle we get the following single particle density matrix

ρfsp =
1

4

⎛

⎝

1 + cos2(θ) i sin(θ) cos(θ) 0 i sin(θ)
−i sin(θ) cos(θ) 1 + sin2(θ) 0 cos(θ)

0 0 0 0
−i sin(θ) cos(θ) 0 1

⎞

⎠
, (94)



23

it is independent of ϕ. The single-particle density matrix is obtained through partial trace ρfsp = ∑k ⟨0∣ fk ∣ψθ⟩⟨ψθ ∣ f
†
k ∣0⟩, the

partial trace is independent of the particles being trace out, such that for tracing out particle x

ρy(i2; j2) = ⟨vac∣ fi2
⎛

⎝
∑
i1

fi1 ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣ f
†
i1

⎞

⎠
f †
j2
∣vac⟩ . (95)

And tracing out particle y we obtain

ρx(i1; j1) = ⟨vac∣ − fi1
⎛

⎝
∑
i2

fi2 ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣ f
†
i2

⎞

⎠
− f †

j1
∣vac⟩ = ⟨vac∣ fi1

⎛

⎝
∑
i2

fi2 ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣ f
†
i2

⎞

⎠
f †
j1
∣vac⟩ = ρy(i2; j2). (96)

Also, the permutation operation on J(P ∣ψθ⟩) only gives a minus sign resulting

J(P ∣ψθ⟩) = − exp(−iϕ)
1
√
2
(f †

2f
†
1 + cos θf

†
4f

†
1 + i sin θf

†
4f

†
2) ∣0⟩ , (97)

the minus sign does not change the single-particle density matrix, because does not affect the density matrix of the global state.
Furthermore, the partial trace for fermions does not generate phases because it is independent of the ordering of the particles,
then the single-particle density matrices are independent of ϕ and the permutations. Now, for fermions the term

ρfsp(1; 4) = −i sin(θ) ⟨0∣ f1f2f
†
1f

†
2 ∣0⟩⟨0∣ f4f2f

†
2f

†
4 ∣0⟩ = i sin(θ) ⟨0∣ f1f

†
1 ∣0⟩⟨0∣ f4f

†
4 ∣0⟩ = i sin(θ),

and the term

ρfPsp (1; 4) = −i sin(θ) ⟨0∣ f1f2f
†
2f

†
1 ∣0⟩⟨0∣ f2f4f

†
2f

†
4 ∣0⟩ = i sin(θ) ⟨0∣ f1f

†
1 ∣0⟩⟨0∣ f4f

†
4 ∣0⟩ = i sin(θ) = ρ

f

sp(1; 4).

The eigenvalues of the single-particle density matrix in the fermionic representation are ωµ = {1/2,1/2,0,0}, so the state
in Eq. (94) is not entangled according to Slater decomposition [52], since it has Slater rank equals to one. The single particle
density matrices of the Eq.(90) and Eq. (92) present a von Neumann entropy dependent on ϕ and θ as shown in Fig. 2, while
in the fermionic representation, the von Neumann entropy is equal to one independently of values of ϕ and θ. Using Theorem
C.2 we know that the state in the fermionic representation after the application of the Slater decomposition can be mapped, with
inverse FJWT, to a state of anyons with the same coefficients. Therefore, the Schmidt coefficients of anyons are equal to ωµ,
independently of ϕ and θ, such that the state in Eq. (84) is not entangled for all ϕ and θ.
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