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The low-energy dynamics of two-dimensional topological matter hinges on its one-dimensional
edge modes. Tunneling between fractional quantum Hall edge modes facilitates the study of anyonic
statistics: it induces time-domain braiding that dominates signals from diluted anyon beams. We
develop a framework for characterizing out-of-equilibrium anyonic states and define their effective
potential and temperature, as well as the landscape of their excitations. Unlike fermions, the effective
anyon potential depends on the type of the tunneling quasiparticles; non-equilibrium anyonic states
are underlain by power-law energy distributions. This allows “hot” anyons to tunnel above the
chemical potential of the source, which we capture by a measurable universal witness function.

The foundational observations associated with non-
conventional quantum statistics (see e.g., Refs. [1–4]),
and the prospects for harnessing this for the design of
quantum information platforms [5–9], render the physics
of anyons a focal point of interest, with recent experi-
ments on fractional quantum Hall (QH) edge states [10–
19] following a long line of theoretical study [20–48]. Re-
markable breakthrough has been reported in identifying
the anyonic braiding phase employing Fabry-Perot inter-
ferometry [10, 11, 13, 14], Mach-Zehnder [15], as well as
Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM) collider setups [12, 16, 18, 19].
With the latter, the anyonic braiding phase was produced
through “time-domain braiding” [42], a generalization of
“bubble-diagram braiding” [34, 35], see Supplemental In-
formation (SI) [49] Sec. S1 for illustration. This process
comprises an exchange between an incoming anyon (part
of a source-injected non-equilibrium beam) [34, 35] and a
quasiparticle-quasihole pair generated at the collider; this
is followed by the annihilation of this pair at a later time,
hence “time-domain braiding”. Admittedly, the results
reported in Refs. [12, 16, 18, 19] do not provide a di-
rect observation of how time-domain braiding influences
individual-anyon tunneling events, in which the anyonic
gas is maintained out of equilibrium.

The study reported here relies on a notion of Laugh-
lin surface, the anyonic counterpart of electrons’ Fermi
surface. We investigate the non-equilibrium landscape
of excitations around the Laughlin surface, focusing on
the impact of time-domain braiding dynamics. Its in-
clusion radically sets our analysis off from earlier studies
(Refs. [50, 51]), where equilibrium distributions of anyons
have been evaluated with standard statistical-mechanics
tools. The challenging question here is how the physics
of a non-equilibrium Laughlin surface, replacing Pauli
blockade by anyonic statistics, differs from that of a non-
equilibrium Fermi landscape.

Main results—Consider Fig. 1(a), representing three
chiral anyonic channels that may support quasiparticles
of charge νe. Channel A is grounded at its source; non-
equilibrium current IA is injected from SA via a tun-

neling bridge (“diluter”). The reference channel B is
prepared at equilibrium potential VB and temperature
TB. Our main results are: (I). Time-domain-braiding
introduces an effective shift, Veff, of the potential of
channel A [Fig. 1(b)] and an effective temperature Teff
[Figs. 1(c) and 1(d)]. These are diagnosed by channel
B: tuning it such that there is no net charge or heat
transport in the collider connecting channels A and B
implies Veff = VB [52] and Teff = TB (cf. Refs. [53–
55]). We further show that Veff is generated by the non-
equilibrium current IA; while Teff is influenced by both
the current noise, SA and the ambient temperature TA
of A (upstream of the diluter), see Fig. 2. (II). The non-
equilibrium distribution function of excited anyon modes
decreases slowly (power law) at high energies [Fig. 3(a)],
in sharp contrast to the exponential decrease with en-
ergy of equilibrium excitations. This implies finite non-
equilibrium particle excitations even above the “ceiling”
of νeVSA (the energy above which zero-temperature equi-
librium particle distribution at the source channel, SA,
vanishes). Hereafter this is referred to as time-domain-
braiding generation of hot anyons. As a result, tunnel-
ing from channel A to channel B is possible, even with
VSA < VB. We construct a universal witness function, W
[Eq. (7) and Fig. 3(b)], characterizing this phenomenon
of hot-anyon generation. (III). At zero ambient temper-
ature, charge tunneling from the non-equilibrium channel
to the equilibrium one is only possible above the Laugh-
lin surface (the surface of the anyonic sea) of the lat-
ter; tunneling of anyons with energies below this Laugh-
lin surface is blocked, in analogy with Pauli blocking for
fermions. (IV). The effective potential depends on the
type of quasiparticles that tunnel at the collider. These
remarkable features are unique to out-of-equilibrium any-
onic landscapes, which rely on the anyonic statistical
braiding phase.

The model and Hamiltonian—As shown in
Fig. 1(a), the system we consider consists of three
chiral channels described by the free Hamiltonian
Hedge = 1

4π

∑
α

∫
dx(∂xϕα)

2, where ϕα is the dynami-
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FIG. 1. System model and effective parameters. (a)
Channel A receives a non-equilibrium current IA from source
SA. Effective potential Veff and temperature Teff of chan-
nel A are diagnosed by an equilibrium channel B. Volt-
age biases and temperatures are marked out for all three
channels. (b) The tunneling-current spectrum IT(ϵ), when
VB = Veff = IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2, for zero-temperature (the blue
curve) and finite-temperature (TB = IA/e, the red curve).
In both situations, the charge tunneling current vanishes:
IT ≡ νe

∫
dϵIT(ϵ) = 0. (c) The heat current JQ(ϵ) at energy

ϵ, when VB = Veff = IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2, for zero temperature
(the blue curve) and finite temperature (TB = 9IA/e, the red
curve). (d) The total heat current JQ =

∫
dϵJQ(ϵ) as a func-

tion of eTB/IA; JQ = 0 when TB = Teff. (e) Particle and
hole distributions in channel A, for TA = 0 (solid curves) and
TA = 10eVSA (dashed curves), when TSA = 0.

cal bosonic field operator, satisfying [ϕα(x), ϕα′(x′)] =
iπδα,α′sgn(x − x′), with α = SA, A, B. Channels
SA (with temperature TSA) and B (with tempera-
ture TB) are biased at voltages VSA and VB, respec-
tively. The diluter Hamiltonian (x = 0) is HA =

tAψ
†
SA(0)ψA(0)+H.c., where |tA|2 = TA, ψ†

SA(0)ψA(0) =

F †
SAFA exp[−i√ν(ϕSA − ϕA)]/(2πτc), with τc the ul-

traviolet cutoff, and F †
SAFA the product of Klein fac-

tors. Downstream of the diluter, channel A car-
ries a non-equilibrium current IA with noise SA ≡∫
dt[⟨ÎA(t)ÎA(0)⟩ − I2A]. The collider Hamiltonian (at

x = L) is HT = tCψ
†
A(L)ψB(L)+H.c., where |tC|2 = TC.

Hereafter, we set ℏ = kB = 1.

Correlation functions from time-domain braid-
ing—When the dilution is strong, i.e., IA/(ν

2e2VSA) ≪
1, non-equilibrium anyons emanating from the source SA
rarely participate in tunneling at the collider. Instead,
they mainly influence tunneling indirectly, via the time-
domain-braiding processes [18, 32, 34, 41]. These pro-

cesses feature braiding between an anyon-hole pair exci-
tation generated at the collider and an injected (diluted)
anyon beam. The relevant building-block correlators are
derived in Sec. S2 of SI:

〈
ψ†
A(L, t)ψA(L, 0)

〉
neq〈

ψA(L, t)ψ
†
A(L, 0)

〉
neq

}
=
e−

SA
ν2e2

[1−cos(2πν)]|t|±i IA
νe sin(2πν)t

2(πτc)1−νsin
ν [πTA(τc+it)]/T ν

A

,

(1)
where “neq” indicates that correlations are evaluated
in the non-equilibrium state downstream of the di-
luter (for TC = 0). Compared with zero tempera-
ture [18, 32, 34, 41], finite temperature enters Eq. (1)
through TA and TSA; both affect the zero-temperature
noise-current relation, SA = νeIA, rendering the ratio
SA/IA temperature-dependent. Note also that Eq. (1)
is only valid when TA is smaller than νeVSA: otherwise
thermal fluctuations undermine time-domain-braiding.

Channel B is characterized by the equilibrium correla-
tion functions (labeled by “0”; again evaluated at TC = 0)

〈
ψ†
B(L, t)ψB(L, 0)

〉
0〈

ψB(L, t)ψ
†
B(L, 0)

〉
0

}
=

1

2πτc

(τcπTB)
νe±iνeVBt

sinν [πTB(τc + it)]
. (2)

With Eqs. (1) and (2), the tunneling current between
channels A and B reads, to leading order in TC, as

IT≡νeTC
∫
dt
[
⟨ψ†

A(L,t)ψA(L,0)⟩neq⟨ψB(L,t)ψ
†
B(L,0)⟩0

−⟨ψA(L, 0)ψ
†
A(L, 0)⟩neq⟨ψ†

B(L, 0)ψB(L, 0)⟩0
]
.

(3)
Effective chemical potential— The effective po-

tential Veff of A is defined as the value of VB, at
which the net charge current at the collider vanishes.
Following this definition, we derive the effective po-
tential Veff = IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2, which is manifestly
temperature-independent. To gain insight into this
temperature-independence, we define the charge tunnel-
ing rate at energy ϵ, IT(ϵ) ≡ nAp (ϵ)n

B
h (ϵ) − nAh (ϵ)n

B
p (ϵ),

with particle and hole distributions (extension of Ref. [40]
to non-equilibrium cases)

nαp (ϵ)
nαh (ϵ)

}
≡
∫
dt e−iϵt

{
⟨ψ†

α(t)ψα(0)⟩a,
⟨ψα(t)ψ

†
α(0)⟩a,

(4)

where a = neq, 0, 0 for α = A,SA,B, respectively. Al-
though the distributions used in Eq. (3) are defined up-
stream of the collider, their definition, Eq. (4), applies
to any point between the diluter and the collider. In the
limit of small TC, this also applies to positions down-
stream of the collider (SI Sec. S3).

Crucially, for anyonic systems, nαh ̸= 1−nαp , unlike the
fermionic case. Setting VB = Veff ≡ IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2,
the energy-dependent tunneling rate IT displays the sym-
metry IT(ϵ− νeVeff) = −IT(−ϵ+ νeVeff) [see Fig. 1(b)
for TB = 0 and TB = IA/e], indicating a vanishing tun-
neling current IT = νe

∫∞
−∞ dϵ IT(ϵ) = 0. Importantly,
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FIG. 2. Effective temperature of channel A. Here we fix VSA,
and tune TSA or TA. (a) When only TSA is finite, the effective
temperature Teff is proportional to the noise SA. (b) When TA

is finite, the effective temperature Teff approximately equals
the sum of its ambient temperature TA, and the noise (SA)
induced effective temperature.

this observation remains valid even for finite TA and/or
TSA. Indeed, following Eqs. (1) and (2), as long as VB =

Veff, we have ⟨ψ†
A(L, t)ψA(L, 0)⟩neq⟨ψB(L, t)ψ

†
B(L, 0)⟩0 =

⟨ψ†
B(L, t)ψB(L, 0)⟩0⟨ψA(L, t)ψ

†
A(L, 0)⟩neq, yielding zero

for the integrand in Eq. (3). This implies that Veff
depends on the state of the system only through the
non-equilibrium current IA. The above features are
a direct consequence of the particle-hole symmetry
nAp [IA, ϵ− IA sin(2πν)/νe] = nAh [IA,−ϵ+ IA sin(2πν)/νe]
[cf. Fig. 1(e), and more general cases in SI Sec. S6], valid
for all temperatures. Remarkably, this particle-hole sym-
metry is absent in the fermionic case, where time-domain
braiding is absent. Even for anyonic systems, this sym-
metry is undermined when direct non-equilibrium anyon
tunneling processes are taken into account (SI Sec. S8).
These processes are, however, safely negligible in our lim-
iting case of strongly dilute beams.

Effective temperature—To set the effective tem-
perature Teff of channel A, we fix VB = Veff and cali-
brate Teff against TB, at which no net heat current tun-
nels between A and B. The heat current is given by
JQ =

∫∞
−∞ dϵ JQ(ϵ), where heat refers to the energy

counted from the Laughlin surface, νeVB, of channel B:

JQ(ϵ)≡
[
nAp (ϵ)n

B
h (ϵ)− nAh (ϵ)n

B
p (ϵ)

]
(ϵ− νeVB) . (5)

We start by setting TA = TSA = 0. When TB = 0
[the blue curve of Fig. 1(d)], JQ(ϵ) is positive for all
energies, indicating a net heat current from A to B. With
TB finite, however, JQ(ϵ) can become negative at low
energies [TB = 9IA/e, the red curve of Fig. 1(c)]. A sign
change of JQ is thus anticipated when TB becomes large
enough [Fig. 1(d); note that the heat flow vanishes when
TB = Teff ≈ 17.3IA/e (SI Sec. S6E)].

To identify the sources of the effective temperature,
one needs to consider both vanishing and finite ambi-
ent temperatures. When TA = TSA = 0, one gets
SA = νeIA (SI Sec. S2): the noise, which dictates the
effective temperature, is solely determined by the di-
luted current. We evaluate the heat current following
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FIG. 3. Hot anyons for ν = 1/3. (a) Particle distributions,
with (red curve) and without (black curve) a non-equilibrium
current. Inset: with a non-equilibrium current, particle dis-
tributions decay polynomially ∼ (eϵ/IA)ν−2 for positive en-
ergies. (b) The value of W [Eq. (7)] as a function of the bias
VB. When e2VB ≫ IA, W → 4 tan(πν)(1− ν)/ν3, a universal
value that depends only on the filling factor.

JQ = −2iπTC
∫
dt {[∂tf1(t)]f2(t)− f1(t)∂tf2(t)}, where

f1(t)≡
〈
ψ†
A(L, t)ψA(L, 0)

〉
neq

exp[−iIAsin(2πν)t/νe] ,
f2(t)≡

〈
ψB(L, t)ψ

†
B(L, 0)

〉
0
exp[iIAsin(2πν)t/νe] .

(6)

Using Eq. (6), the effective temperature, obtained by re-

quiring JQ = 0, is shown in Fig. 2, where T
(0)
eff (chosen

as the energy unit) is the effective temperature when
TA = TSA = 0. For TSA = 0 [Fig. 2(a)], the effec-
tive temperature Teff (doted points) is proportional to
SA (the red curve), identifying SA as the source of Teff.
In this case, Teff = SA/(scν

2e2), where sc is a universal
number that depends only on the filling fraction ν (SI
Sec. S6E). When TA ̸= 0, the effective temperature in
A, downstream of the diluter, has two contributions: the
real temperature TA and the temperature associated with
the noise at the diluter (SA) through a Johnson-Nyquist
relation (SI Sec. S10). The effective temperature Teff is
then approximately the sum of these two temperatures,
as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).

Hot anyons from time-domain braiding—As
shown above, non-equilibrium current introduces an ef-
fective temperature in an anyonic channel. One would
thus naturally anticipate the presence of “thermal” quasi-
particle excitations in channel A around the shifted chem-
ical potential. Indeed, as Fig. 3(a) shows, the particle
distribution is smeared by Teff and has a tail for posi-
tive energies (counted from the effective chemical poten-
tial νeVeff). This tail, however, decays polynomially (SI
Sec. S9), in contrast to the exponential decay of equilib-
rium thermal distributions. Most remarkably, the distri-
bution remains finite even for energies larger than νeVSA,
the Laughlin surface of source SA. We refer to these high-
energy anyons as hot anyons (similar to hot electrons in
semiconductors and superconductors [56, 57]) generated
by time-domain-braiding. In sharp contrast, for zero-
ambient-temperature fermionic systems, particle energies
should never exceed the Fermi surface of the source.
We define a “witness function”, identifying the pres-

ence of hot anyons generated by time-domain braiding:

W ≡
(
e2VB/IA

)
(∂VB

ST)
−1

∂VB
(eIT + ST/ν). (7)
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channel B (with filling fraction mBν and bias VB). These two
channels communicate via quasiparticles with charge mνe.

Here ST ≡
∫
dt[⟨ÎT(t)ÎT(0)⟩ − I2T] is the tunneling-

current noise at the collider, with ÎT the tunneling-
current operator. The function W is accessible by mea-
suring the current auto-correlations in channel B (SI
Sec. S7). As shown by Fig. 3(b), when the bias VB in
channel B becomes much larger than IA, W approaches
4(1 − ν) tan(πν)/ν3, a “universal value” that only de-
pends on the Laughlin filling fraction, with the fac-
tor tan(πν) stemming from the “braiding phase” and
(1− ν)/ν3 from the fractional charge.

As stated above, W(ν = 1) = 0, i.e., W vanishes for
fermions, indicating that any finiteW is an anyon-specific
feature. In comparison to the “generalized Fano factor”
of Refs. [18, 32, 41], W has several advantages. First,
when VB > VSA, contributions to W come entirely from
quasiparticles whose energy is above the “anyonic sea”,
representing hot anyons. Second, to access the universal
value of W, one requires e2VB ≫ IA, which is more eas-
ily accessible experimentally than the limit of vanishingly
small transmission through the diluter. Focusing on W
at large bias also minimizes the effect of thermal contri-
butions. Finally, W is defined in terms of the differential
current and noise instead of the total current and noise.
With this definition, one overcomes the difficulty of deal-
ing with energy-dependent transmission amplitudes ex-
perimentally (see recent discussions in Refs. [58, 59]).

Chemical potential and tunneling quasiparticle
charge—We have shown above how the effective chem-
ical potential and effective temperature originate from
the non-equilibrium current IA. These results are ob-
tained for the setup, in which all three chiral channels
are characterized by the same filling factor ν, with the
same quasiparticles of charge νe tunneling at both the di-
luter and the collider. However, when different channels
of the system have different filling factors and different
types of quasiparticles may be involved in inter-channel
tunneling, the effective chemical potential also depends
on the charge of tunneling quasiparticles. This is yet an-
other feature that distinguishes a non-equilibrium any-
onic channel from a fermionic one.

To elaborate on this idea, we consider an out-of-
equilibrium edge A, whose effective chemical potential

is calibrated by an equilibrium edge B (Fig. 4). These
two modes have different filling fractions, ν and mBν,
respectively, with mB an integer. The non-equilibrium
channel A carries current IA, provided by charge-νe
quasiparticles from the source SA. We further assume
that at the collider, these two channels communicate
via tunneling of charge-mνe quasiparticles, with m an
integer. In practice, ν, mB, and m are determined
by sample-specific features, see SI Secs. S11 and S12
for the discussion of specific cases. The tunneling
from A to B (Fig. 4) is described by the operator ∝
exp[−i(m√

νϕA − m
√
ν/mBϕB)], with ϕA and ϕB the

corresponding bosonic fields. The net tunneling current
between A and B vanishes when nAp n

B
h = nBpn

A
h , which

now happens for (SI Sec. S11)

VB = Veff = IA sin (2mπν) /(mν2e2). (8)

Equation (S67) displays a notable feature: the gener-
alized effective potential induced by time-domain braid-
ing, Veff, depends on the charge mνe of quasiparticles
that tunnel between channels A and B. This relies on
the fact that the channel-B voltage VB (used for calibrat-
ing Veff) appears in the correlation functions [generalizing
Eq. (2)] being multiplied with mνe. The type of quasi-
particles that tunnel through the collider is also impor-
tant for the braiding phase that appears in the exponen-
tial factor of the channel-A correlators [cf. Eq. (1)], where
2πν is replaced with 2πmν. In particular, for ν = 1/3
and m = mB = 3, the channels A and B communicate
by tunneling of charge-e fermions, which results in the
absence of time-domain braiding (anyons do not braid
with fermions) and, hence, the corresponding shift of the
chemical potential vanishes, Veff = 0.

At the same time, mB determines only the power in
the denominator of the equilibrium correlation function
of channel B [cf. Eq. (2)] and is thus irrelevant to deter-
mining the effective chemical potential. Remarkably, the
above insights indicate that, contrary to common wisdom
for fermions, the effective chemical potential of an any-
onic channel only becomes well-defined after specifying
the type of quasiparticles with which the anyonic chan-
nel communicates with other channels. Equivalently, the
non-equilibrium distribution functions (4) of anyons can
only be accessed by probes that involve tunneling of these
same anyons. The above conclusions also apply to setups
where channel A has the filling fraction mAν, with mA

an integer (SI Sec. S11).

This unique anyonic feature could be relevant to tun-
neling between out-of-equilibrium anyonic edges with
ν = 1/3 and 2/3. In particular, at the Kane-Fisher-
Polchinski [60] fixed point, the 2/3 channel consists of
a neutral node and a charge-2e/3 mode, where inter-
channel tunneling may rely on either charge-e/3 or
2e/3 quasiparticles, with some experimental tuning in
place [61], see details in SI Sec. S12.
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Discussion and Perspective—We have generalized
the concept of non-equilibrium Fermi sea to anyonic sea,
involving non-equilibrium landscape of Laughlin surface.
The definition and characterization of these new enti-
ties establish the basis of new and rich physics: (i) Gen-
eralization to QH states beyond the Laughlin fractions,
e.g., for hole-like QH states, reconstructed edges [62–66],
and counter propagating modes. (ii) The dependence
of the above picture to the degree of decoherence and
inter-mode equilibration (see, e.g., Refs. [54, 55, 67–83]).
(iii) An extension to the boundaries of non-Abelian QH
phases. (iv) Developing an effective linear response the-
ory on top of the non-equilibrium Laughlin surface, in-
cluding effective fluctuation-dissipation relations.
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Q. Dong, U. Gennser, Y. Jin, and G. Fève, “Frac-
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A. Cavanna, U. Gennser, Y. Jin, and G. Fève, “Com-
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Supplementary Information for “Landscapes of an out-of-equilibrium anyonic sea”

Gu Zhang, Igor Gornyi, and Yuval Gefen
(Dated: July 19, 2024)

In this Supplementary Information, we provide details on: (i) Illustration of time-domain braiding; (ii) Finite-
temperature correlation functions of an out-of-equilibrium anyonic channel; (iii) Distribution functions, defined
through Fourier transformation of correlation functions, of equilibrium and non-equilibrium anyonic channels; (iv)
Interpreting tunneling features in terms of zero-temperature distribution functions; (v) Criteria to define the effective
chemical potential of an out-of-equilibrium anyonic channel; (vi) Evaluation of the heat current in various cases; (vii)
Relation between the tunneling-current noise and the current auto-correlation (the latter is more easily accessible
in experiments); (viii) Distribution functions after the inclusion of direct tunneling of non-equilibrium anyons from
diluted beams; (ix) Comparison of distribution functions characterized by a real temperature and an effective tem-
perature; (x) Nyquist-Johnson noise in the considered non-equilibrium anyonic system; (xi) General expression of the
effective potential, for Tunneling between channels with different filling fractions; and (xii) Tunneling of different-
charge quasiparticles between ν = 1/3 and 2/3 edges.

S1. ILLUSTRATIONS OF TIME-DOMAIN BRAIDING

As explained in the main text, the so-called time-domain braiding is a unique process that occurs when “braiding”
anyonic tunneling operators at the collider with those of the “passing-by” anyons from the non-equilibrium (diluted)
beam [S1–S3]. In this section, we further illustrate time-domain braiding.

More accurately, time-domain braiding can be viewed as the “interference” between two tunneling processes. Here,
without loss of generality, we consider the overlap between the ket (|Ψi⟩) and the bra (|Ψf ⟩) states defined in Fig. S1.
This overlap appears in the expansion for the correlation function of the tunneling operators at the collider to leading-
order expansion in diluter’s transmission TA:
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Here, s1 and s2 refer to the time arguments of the anyon operators at the position of the diluter, with η1 and η2 their
corresponding Keldysh indexes. The phase factor eiθ(η1,η2) with

θ(η1, η2) = πν[1− (η1 − η2)],

being η1 and η2-dependent, refers to the difference in phase [see Figs. S1(c) to S1(f)] between ⟨Ψf |Ψi⟩ and the Keldysh-
ordered correlation function. This phase difference is generated by exchanging the anyonic operators [see Figs. S1(c)
to S1(f)]:

ψ†
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†
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′) = eiπνψ†
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where the position x′ is downstream of x.
In Fig. S1, anyons of the non-equilibrium beam created by tunneling from SA to A at times s1 [panel (a)] and s2

[panel (b)], when moving with constant velocity v downstream of the diluter, would arrive at the collider at times
s1 + L/v and s2 + L/v, satisfying 0 < s1 + L/v, s2 + L/v < t, where L is the distance between the diluter and the
collider. As a consequence, in the state |Ψi⟩, in which the tunneling event at the collider (generating a quasiparticle-
quasihole pair shown in blue) occurs at time zero, the non-equilibrium pair (shown in red) is still upstream of the
collider [Fig. S1(a)]. In the other state, |Ψf ⟩, when the tunneling at the collider occurs at a later moment t, this pair
instead already moves past the collider [Fig. S1(b)].

To contract operators with time arguments s1 and s2 (s1 → s2), these operators need to be moved next to each
other, when evaluating ⟨Ψf |Ψi⟩. As a consequence, one has to exchange the “non-equilibrium” operators at time
moment s2 with the collider operators at time t, leading to the exchanging phase −iπν, half in amplitude of the
“braiding” phase, ±i2πν. The other phase contribution comes from the phase difference θ(η1, η2) between ⟨Ψf |Ψi⟩
and the Keldysh-ordered correlation function. For clarity, in Figs. S1(c) to S1(f), we show operators with different
Keldysh indexes, and the resulting values of θ. In these figures, when the operator in the bra-state is upstream of
that in the ket-state, exchanging them leads to a phase factor −iπν, when both operators are creation or annihilation
operators. The phase is opposite if the operator in the bra-state is downstream of that in the ket-state. Following
these figures, the total phase equals −iπν(η1 − η2), as reported in, e.g., Ref. [S4].
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FIG. S1. Illustration of time-domain braiding for the leading-order expansion in the tunneling transmission of
the diluter. Panels (a) and (b): Positions of anyonic operators, for states |Ψi⟩ and |Ψf ⟩, at times 0 and t > 0, respectively.
Here, red dots refer to operators of the anyons that are generated by the tunneling at the diluter (filled dot: quasiparticle,
empty dot: quasihole) and blue dots refer to the quasiparticle (fillied dot) and quasihole (empty dot) operators involved in the
tunneling process at the central QPC. The state |Ω⟩ is the vacuum state (no quasiparticles in all three channels). Panels (c)
to (f): Operators after Keldysh ordering, for different arrangements of the Keldysh indexes η1 and η2. The exchange of the
operators (as indicated by arrows) is needed to reconstruct states |Ψi⟩ and |Ψf ⟩, thus leading to extra phases that are marked
out next to corresponding arrows. The exchange-induced total phase θ(η1, η2) is shown for each case. In panels (c) and (e),
the exchange operations marked by solid arrows are taken before those indicated by dashed ones.

S2. FINITE-TEMPERATURE CORRELATIONS IN AN OUT-OF-EQUILIBRIUM ANYONIC CHANNEL

In Eq. (1) of the main text, we show correlation functions of operators in channel A, for finite temperatures TA
or TSA (see Fig.1 of the main text for the schematics of the setup). In this section, we explain how to obtain these
expressions. The correction to the equilibrium correlation function of the tunneling operators at position x = L in
channel A, which arises at the first order in the diluter transmission TA, involves averaging in the presence of tunneling
operators at the diluter (x = 0) in channels A and SA:
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Here, η1 = ± and η2 = ± are the two Keldysh indexes, the subscript “neq” denotes the averaging over the non-
equilibrium state, the superscript “(1)” indicates the power of TA, and the subscript “0” indicates that correlations
are evaluated at TA = TC = 0. We first consider the correlation functions when the temperature of the source reservoir
TSA is finite but the ambient temperature of channel A is zero, TA = 0, and then generalize the results to the case
when both TA and TSA are finite.

Case I: TSA finite, and TA = 0
We begin by considering the case TA = 0, when TSA is the only finite temperature in the setup. In this case, the

correlation functions involving operators ψ†
A and ψA are power-law functions of time, whereas the correlations of ψ†

SA
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and ψSA produce a power of the hyperbolic function. Equation (S1) takes then the form:
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, (S2)

where χηη′(s > 0) = η′ and χηη′(s < 0) = −η, i.e.,

χη,η′(s) = η′ Θ(s)− ηΘ(−s),

where Θ(s) is the Heaviside step function.
Without loss of generality, we first consider t > 0. The contribution of time-domain braiding to the correlation

function is determined by the singularity in the integrand of Eq. (S2) at (cf. Ref. [S4])

s1 → s2.

For 0 < s1 = s2 < t, we obtain
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When s1 = s2 is outside the segment [0, t], the fraction in Eq. (S3) becomes unity, i.e., it does not depend on η1 and
η2. Introducing s = s1 − s2 in Eq. (S2), it is instructive to re-write the time-domain-braiding contribution to the
correlation function by performing explicitly the summation over the Keldysh indexes:
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Here, we set s1 = s2 in the fraction (S3) and took into account the configurations that produce a nontrivial phase
factor eiπν(η1−η2) (otherwise the summation over η1,2 yields zero). The integration over the center-of-mass time
(s1 + s2)/2 produces then the total time t, while the integration over the time difference s can be safely extended to
infinite limits, since the integral over s is dominated by s ≲ min[1/(νeV ), 1/TSA] ≪ t. Equation (S4) can be written
in the form emphasizing the two tunneling processes—tunneling from A to SA (IA→SA) and tunneling from SA to A
(ISA→A):
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Written in terms of the partial currents, Eq. (S5) becomes
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where SA = νe(ISA→A + IA→SA) is the noise in the non-equilibrium channel A, after the diluter. It is defined as
SA ≡

∫
dt[⟨ÎA(t)ÎA(0)⟩ − I2A], with ÎA the current operator, ⟨ÎA⟩ = IA. At zero temperature, TSA = 0, Eq. (S6)

becomes the leading-order correlation functions of Refs. [S3–S5], after representing the tunneling noise as SA = νeIA.
For negative times, t < 0, one replaces −SA[1− cos(2πν)] t/ν2e2 in Eq. (S6) with SA[1− cos(2πν)] t/ν2e2.

Now we go to higher-order expansions of TA. For the zero-temperature situation, one can sum up contributions
to all orders of dilutions, if νeVSA > IA/νe. For a finite temperature, the requirement of the resummation becomes
modified, into νeVSA > SA/ν

2e2. With this requirement satisfied, we perform resummation over all orders of dilutions.
More specifically, assuming self-contraction (meaning independence of anyonic pairs) of n pairs of non-equilibrium
anyons, the corresponding correlation becomes

1
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=
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,

(S7)

where Cn
m = m!/[n!(m − n)!]: the number of options to pick out n items out of in-total m ones. In Eq. (S7), the

factor C2
2nC

2
2n−2 · · · C2

22
n refers to the number of self-contraction options of non-equilibrium anyons, and the factor

1/2n! is the prefactor of performing 2nth order Keldysh expansion, and finally, the factor 1/n! removes the number
of options on the picking order of n anyonic pairs. Resummation over n then leads to
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∣∣∣
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}
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Case II: TSA and TA both finite
In this case, Eq. (S2) is modified by using the hyperbolic functions of time for all the two-point correlators involved:

Eq. (S1) =
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3
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(S9)

The further derivation is analogous to that for TA = 0.When considering the time-domain-braiding process, we again
take s1 → s2, with which the last line of Eq. (S9) produces the exchange phase, leading to (assuming t > 0 first)

Eq. (S1) TDB =
TA
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3
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(S10)

Again, the expression above can be simplified, by noticing that to the leading order in TA, the partial currents read
as

ISA→A = νe
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∫ ∞
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(S11)

for tunneling from SA to A (ISA→A), and for the opposite direction of tunneling, A to SA (IA→SA). With Eq. (S11),
Eq. (S10) becomes
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which, in comparison to Eq. (S6), contains a TA dependent prefactor. In addition, the value of SA is also implicitly
modified by TA. For negative times t < 0, one again replaces −SA[1− cos(2πν)]t/ν2e2 by SA[1− cos(2πν)]t/ν2e2.

Now we go to higher orders in the diluter transmission. In comparison to that of TA = 0, where only νeVSA >
SA/ν

2e2 is required, here we further require νeVSA > TA. Indeed, if TA becomes large enough, the time t between
two tunneling events at the collider is bounded by the temperature inverse 1/TA, thus presenting resummation over
higher-order contributions. With both requirements satisfied, we obtain (following the same steps as for the case
TA = 0):

⟨ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)⟩neq

∣∣∣
TA,TSA
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1
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(πTAτc)
ν
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,
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A(0)⟩neq

∣∣∣
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=
1
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{
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}
,

(S13)

which is Eq. (1) of the main text.

An inspection of Eq. (S13) discloses an important message: the particle correlation ⟨ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)⟩TA,TSA

, and the

hole correlation ⟨ψA(t)ψ
†
A(0)⟩TA,TSA only differ by the imaginary phase in the exponential factor, even at finite tem-

peratures. This feature, remarkably, leads to the symmetry between the particle and hole distributions, with respect
to the energy IA sin(2πν)/νe, see more details in Sec. S3 below. Noteworthily, this symmetry between the particle
and hole distributions is present if taking into account only time-domain-braiding processes. Indeed, this symmetry is
sabotaged, if allowing non-equilibrium anyons to participate in the tunneling correlation functions directly (i.e., when
an anyon appears at the position of the collider, at moment 0 or/and t). Nevertheless, non-equilbirium anyons have
little direct influence on correlation functions in the strongly diluted limit—the limit addressed in the current work.
We conclude that the above symmetry between particle and hole distributions is an anyonic-specific feature, because
in fermionic systems time-domain braiding is absent.

S3. DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS, FOR EQUILIBRIUM AND NON-EQUILIBRIUM CHANNELS

In the main text, we describe non-equilibrium anyonic channels by defining particle and hole distribution functions

np,α(ϵ) ≡
∫
dt e−iϵt⟨ψ†

α(t)ψα(0)⟩a,

nh,α(ϵ) ≡
∫
dt eiϵt⟨ψα(t)ψ

†
α(0)⟩a,

(S14)

for three channels α =SA, A and B with a = 0, neq, and 0, respectively. In this section, we present and compare
distribution functions for different situations. When considering tunneling between, e.g., channels A and B, one
encounters integral of the form

TC
∫
dt⟨ψ†

A(t)ψB(t)ψ
†
B(0)ψA(0)⟩neq =

TC
(2π)2

∫
dt

x
dϵ1dϵ2 e

−i(ϵ1−ϵ2)tnp,A(ϵ1)nh,B(ϵ2)

=
TC
2π

∫
dϵ np,A(ϵ)nh,B(ϵ).

(S15)

For a given value of energy ϵ, Eq. (S15) can be interpreted as a product of two distribution functions defined in
Eq. (S14): the anyonic particle distribution in A and the anyonic hole distribution in B.

We emphasize that the distributions defined by Eq. (S15) apply to all points between the diluter and the collider,
for α =A, B alike, not only to the location of the collider, at which the tunneling current is evaluated. At first glance,
this seems counter-intuitive. Indeed, the non-equilibrium distribution functions appearing in Eq. (S15) are strongly
affected by the phenomenon of time-domain braiding, which is generated by the presence of the tunneling bridge (the
collider) connecting channels A and B at a single point in space. How can we get the same distribution function at
the position upstream of the collider when the time-domain braiding is induced by the collider? To understand this
for α =A, we interpret Eq. (S15) as the correlation between removing a particle at time 0 and position x (that is,
between the diluter and the collider), and adding another one at time t at the same position, x. In order to probe
the single-anyon distribution function np,A(ϵ) at position x, one should introduce a “measurement device” coupled
to the single-anyon operator in channel A. This probe can be introduced by adding an auxiliary channel, with the
same filling fraction as that in A, which is tunnel-coupled to channel A at position x. With this auxiliary channel,
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FIG. S2. Distribution functions for an anyonic channel. An energy unit ϵ0 > 0 is used as a reference energy to
make all quantities dimensionless, both for equilibrium and non-equilibrium distributions. Functions nneq-braid

p,A and nneq-braid
h,A

refer, respectively, to the particle and hole distributions of non-equilibrium channel A. Their superscript “neq-braid” indicates
that only time-domain-braiding processes are involved when evaluating the influence of non-equilibrium anyons on correlation
functions. Functions neq

p,B and neq
h,B refer to distributions of equilibrium channel B. In panels (a) - (e), all distributions are

obtained at zero temperatures, TA = TSA = TB = 0. The thermal effects will be discussed later, in Sec. S6. Panel (a): The
particle and hole distributions for an equilibrium anyonic channel are only finite for states with energies below and above the
Laughlin surface, respectively. Panel (b): With a finite non-equilibrium current IA = eϵ0, both distributions are nonzero for
all energies. The two distributions are related to each other by mirror symmetry with respect to the energy ϵ = ϵ0 sin(2πν)/νe
(the gray dashed line). Panel (c): The non-equilibrium particle distributions (red and blue lines) approach the equilibrium
one (black line) when the non-equilibrium current (eϵ0 for the red curve and eϵ0/2 for the blue curve) decreases. Panels (d)
and (e): Particle distributions for a non-equilibrium channel with ν = 1/3 and ν = 1/5, respectively. In both cases, particle
distributions decrease polynomially ∼ (ϵ/ϵ0)ν−2, for large energies ϵ ≫ ϵ0. Panel (f): Particle distribution for an equilibrium
anyonic channel with temperature T . Inset: the log-log plot of the particle distribution. The distribution decays exponentially
∼ exp(−ϵ/T ), at large energies.

time-domain braiding will take place between nonequilibrium anyons in channel A and the spontaneously generated
particle-hole pair induced by the auxiliary channel at the point x. Any measurement of the single-anyon distribution
function inevitably introduces time-domain braiding at the measurement position. As a result, the non-equilibrium
distribution function at the position of the probe will be affected by the time-domain braiding in exactly the same
way as it is affected at the collider and, hence, will have the same form. This is why correlation functions of A
channel operators calculated at the collider, where time-domain braiding occurs in the experimental setup, also apply
to positions upstream of the collider. Any probe of the distribution function with an auxiliary channel could be
considered analogous to the collider that couples channel A with equilibrium channel B.

Importantly, the effect of time-domain braiding on the distribution function does not depend, to the lowest order,
on the transparency of the collider probing the distribution function [cf. Eq. (S15), where TC ≪ 1 serves as a prefactor
in the expression for the tunneling current and does not enter the distribution functions]. Thus, in the limit of weak
tunneling, the probe will measure the same distribution function at any position downstream of the diluter, also
including the locations downstream of the collider. The strength of the coupling to the probe will not affect the
measured distribution function in the weak-tunneling limit, whereas time-domain braiding will be fully introduced
by the probe. It is worth reiterating that the probe should be coupled to single-anyon operators. If, for example,
we couple a ν = 1/3 channel A to a probe based on an integer edge (ν = 1), such that the tunneling between the
channel and the probe is only possible for a triplet of anyons forming an electron, we would not able to measure
the single-anyon distribution function. In this case, time-domain braiding is not effective (see discussion in Sec. S11
below) as electrons do not braid with anyons. This implies that the coherent superposition of three charge e/3 anyons
cannot be described in terms of single-anyon distribution functions: quantum correlations in such a triplet are crucially
important.

One can use Eqs. (S14) and (S15) to describe features of tunneling between different anyonic channels in the
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way conventionally employed for transport of fermions [S6]. At zero temperature T = 0, the equilibrium anyonic
distribution functions of channel B or SA are given by

neqp (ϵ, V ;T = 0) =
τν−1
c (νeV − ϵ)ν−1

Γ(ν)
[1−Θ(ϵ− νeV )]

neqh (ϵ, V ;T = 0) =
τν−1
c (ϵ− νeV )ν−1

Γ(ν)
Θ(ϵ− νeV ),

(S16)

where superscript “eq” emphasizes that channels B and SA are at equilibrium, V equals VB or VSA, Γ(ν) is the gamma
function, and Θ is the step function. The voltage bias is defined with respect to the chemical potential of channel A
before the diluter.

The presence of Heaviside Θ-functions in Eq. (S16) means that the particle and hole distributions for a zero-
T equilibrium anyonic channel are only finite for states with energies below and above the Laughlin-sea surface,
respectively. This feature is analogous to the property of fermionic distribution functions. However, in contrast to
the fermionic case, zero-T equilibrium anyonic distributions are not flat when they are nonzero. A related unique
feature of anyonic distributions is that the sum of particle and hole distributions is not a constant. In great contrast,
for fermions, the sum of particle and hole distributions equals one for all energies, a feature arising from the fermionic
anticommutation relation. The plots of Eq. (S16) are shown in Fig. S2(a). Following Eq. (S16) and Fig. S2(a), the
particle (hole) distribution is finite when ϵ < νeV , i.e., beneath (above) the Laughlin surface at the energy νeV , and
equals zero for energies above the anyonic-sea surface. When approaching the Laughlin surface, both the particle and
hole distributions diverge polynomially.

Now we move to the non-equilibrium channel A, which has zero-temperature (TA = TSA = 0) distribution functions

nneq-braidp,A (ϵ, IA;TA = 0, TSA = 0) =
ν1−νΓ(1− ν)

π
τν−1
c Re

{
eiπν/2

[
IA
e

(
1− e−2iπν

)
− iνϵ

]ν−1
}
,

nneq-braidh,A (ϵ, IA;TA = 0, TSA = 0) =
ν1−νΓ(1− ν)

π
τν−1
c Re

{
e−iπν/2

[
IA
e

(
1− e−2iπν

)
− iνϵ

]ν−1
}
,

(S17)

where superscript “neq-braid” indicates that only time-domain braiding (addressed by “braid”) processes are involved
when evaluating the influence of non-equilibrium (addressed by “neq”) anyons on correlation functions. In contrast to
Eq. (S16) where we used the voltage (chemical potential) to parametrize the distribution functions, here we use the non-
equilibrium current IA as the second argument: now we fix the chemical potential and tune the amplitude of IA. Plots
of these non-equilibrium distribution functions are shown in Fig. S2(b). These non-equilibrium distribution functions
are further compared, in Fig. S2(c), with equilibrium ones. Clearly, particle distribution gradually approaches the
equilibrium one (the black curve), when decreasing the non-equilibrium current (IA/e = ϵ0 for the red curve and
IA/e = ϵ0/2 for the blue curve).

With a non-equilibrium current in channel A, the zero-temperature [TA = TSA = 0, cf. Eq. (S17)] particle distri-
bution in this channel is finite even for states with positive energies, meaning that non-equilibrium current excites
particles into states with higher energies, mimicking the feature of fermionic distributions induced by thermal fluctua-
tions. This is exactly the reason to define an effective temperature in a non-equilibrium channel. In addition, as shown
by Figs. S2(d) and S2(e), particle distributions decrease in a polynomial manner with increasing energy [as ϵν−2, see
Fig. S7]. This polynomial energy dependence, remarkably, distinguishes the anyonic distribution characterized by an
effective temperature introduced by the non-equilibrium current, from an equilibrium thermal distribution. Indeed,
for a real temperature TB, equilibrium distribution functions of channel B read as

neqp,B(ϵ, VB;TB) =
1

2πΓ(ν)

(
1

2πTBτc

)1−ν

exp

(
−ϵ− νVB

2TB

) ∣∣∣∣∣Γ
(
ν

2
+ i

ϵ− νVB
2πTB

) ∣∣∣∣∣

2

,

neqh,B(ϵ, VB;TB) =
1

2πΓ(ν)

(
1

2πTBτc

)1−ν

exp

(
ϵ− νVB
2TB

) ∣∣∣∣∣Γ
(
ν

2
+ i

ϵ− νVB
2πTB

) ∣∣∣∣∣

2

,

(S18)

with their plots shown in Fig. S2(f) for VB = 0. The thermal distribution functions decay exponentially away from the
Laughlin surface, ∼ exp(−ϵ/T ) (cf. Fig. S7), much faster than Eq. (S17) that is induced by a non-equilibrium current.
A more detailed comparison is provided in Sec. S9, to distinguish between non-equilibrium particle distributions with
effective parameters and equilibrium ones with real chemical potential and temperature.
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FIG. S3. Representation of zero-temperature inter-channel tunneling in terms of anyonic distribution functions.
The particle and hole distribution functions are shown by red and blue solid curves, respectively. A finite tunneling rate requires
particle and hole distributions to be both finite for each tunneling event. Panel (a): First setup – two equilibrium channels
communicate through a quantum point contact (red dashed line). Panel (b): Tunneling from channel 1 to channel 2 (yielding
a partial tunneling current I1→2) is determined by the product of particle (np,1 of channel 1) and hole (nh,2 of channel 2)
distributions. I1→2 = 0 since either particle or hole distribution equals zero, for all energies. Panel (c): Tunneling from
channel 2 to channel 1 (I2→1) is determined by the product of particle (np,2 of channel 2) and hole (nh,1 of channel 1)
distributions. I2→1 receives contributions for energies 0 < ϵ < νeV , where both particle and hole distributions are finite.
Panel (d): Second setup – a non-equilibrium channel (1’) and an equilibrium one (2’). The gray dashed line denotes a diluter,
through which a non-equilibrium current is provided to channel 1’. We choose, without loss of generality, Ineq = 0.1e2VS, thus
fixing the renormalized transmission of the diluter (which is, in fact, also a function of VS). Panel (e): Particle (np,1’ of channel
1’) and hole (nh,2’ of channel 2’) distributions that are relevant to the tunneling from 1’ to 2’ (I1′→2′). The partial tunneling
current now receives contributions from energies ϵ > νeV . In great contrast to the equilibrium case (b), the non-equilibrium
current Ineq in channel 1’ enables tunneling of anyons from 1’ to 2’. Panel (f): Particle (np,2’ of channel 2’) and hole (nh,1’ of
channel 1’) distributions that determine tunneling from 2’ to 1’ (I2′→1′). The partial tunneling current receives contributions
from energies ϵ < νeV , where both distributions are nonzero.

S4. INTERPRETING ZERO-TEMPERATURE TUNNELING CURRENT WITH DISTRIBUTION
FUNCTIONS

In this section, we analyze the zero-temperature tunneling current in the two setups [shown in Fig. S3(a) and
S3(d)] by considering the corresponding particle and hole distributions (we will specify distributions by the label
of corresponding channels). We will simplify the notation for distribution functions, by assigning them only one
argument: the energy ϵ. Before addressing each of the two setups in detail, we notice, based on Eq. (S15), that a
finite tunneling current requires (i) finite particle distributions in the channel where particles are from, and (ii) finite
hole distributions in the channel where particles tunnel into.

Now we move to two specific systems. The first setup is depicted in Fig. S3(a), where two equilibrium channels are
bridged by a tunneling quantum point contact (the red dashed line). Channel 2 is biased by voltage V with respect to
the grounded channel (channel 1). Tunneling between these two channels involves two competing processes: tunneling
of particles from channel 1 to channel 2 [represented by the current I1→2 in Fig. S3(b)] and tunneling of particles from
channel 2 to channel 1 [represented by the current I2→1 in Fig. S3(c)]. Based on Figs. S3(b) and S3(c), for equilibrium
cases, zero-temperature tunneling is only possible from the channel with a larger bias to the one with a smaller one.
Indeed, in this case, states with energies 0 < ϵ < νeV have finite particle and hole distributions [Fig. S3(c)] and, hence,
the product np,2(ϵ)nh,1(ϵ) is finite in this energy interval, enabling tunneling from 2 to 1. The tunneling current in
the opposite direction, from 1 to 2, is totally forbidden, as the product of particle or hole distribution np,1(ϵ)nh,2(ϵ)
vanishes for all energies [Fig. S3(b)].

In the setup with a non-equilibrium state in one of the channels [Fig. S3(d)], the situation is different. Specifically,
here, channel 1’ is grounded but it carries a non-equilibrium (diluted) current Ineq supplied (through the diluter) by
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the channel 0’ biased by voltage VS. With this non-equilibrium current, channel 1’ has a finite particle distribution
for all energies. Even for positive energies, the particle and hole distributions in channel 1’ are both finite, decreasing
polynomially as ϵν−2 [Figs. S2(d) and S3(e)]. Consequently, tunneling from 1’ to 2’, i.e., I1′→2′ , is non-zero as long
as the hole distribution nh,2′(ϵ) in channel 2’ is finite, i.e., for ϵ > νeV . Remarkably, np,1′(ϵ) remains finite even
for energies larger than νeVS – the energy corresponding to the Laughlin surface of the source channel 0’. This
means that the partial tunneling current I1′→2′ is non-zero for VS < V , i.e., when the source channel that produces
the non-equilibrium state has a smaller voltage than the equilibrium channel into which particles tunnel. Similarly,
tunneling from channel 2’ to channel 1’, which yields I2′→1′ , now involves states with a larger range of energy than
in the first setup with equilibrium channels: ϵ < νeV instead of 0 < ϵ < νeV .

S5. ADDITIONAL CRITERIA TO DEFINE THE EFFECTIVE CHEMICAL POTENTIAL

In the main text, the non-equilibrium channel A is calibrated by coupling it to an equilibrium channel B. More
specifically, the effective chemical potential Veff of A is defined to be equal to the potential VB applied to B, Veff = VB,
such that no net charge current tunnels between A and B for this value of VB. Following this definition,

Veff = IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2 (S19)

depends on the non-equilibrium current IA in channel A and the filling fraction ν. To support this conclusion, in this
section, we provide two more criteria to define the effective potential, which yields the same value of Veff given by
Eq. (S19).

S5A. The neutrality requirement

Before introducing the neutrality requirement, we first define “modified” particle and hole distributions

δnneq-braidp,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA) ≡ nneq-braidp,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA)− neqp,A(ϵ− νeVeff, 0;TA, TSA),

δnneq-braidh,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA) ≡ nneq-braidh,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA)− neqh,A(ϵ− νeVeff, 0;TA, TSA),
(S20)

as the difference between non-equilibrium distributions, and equilibrium ones, after a shift in energy νeVeff. Following
Eq. (S20), we define the neutrality requirement as

∫ ∞

νeVeff

dϵ δnneq-braid
p,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA) =

∫ νeVeff

−∞
dϵ δnneq-braid

h,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA),

∫ ∞

νeVeff

dϵ δnneq-braid
h,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA) =

∫ νeVeff

−∞
dϵ δnneq-braid

p,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA).

(S21)

With equation above, we are requiring two equalities: (i) between the extra particle distribution above the energy
νeVeff, and the extra hole distribution below the energy νeVeff; and likewise, (ii) between the extra particle distribution
below the energy νeVeff, and the extra hole distribution above the energy νeVeff. Alternatively, Eq. (S21) requires the
particle and hole distributions to be symmetric to each other, with respect to the energy νVeff: the position of the
shifted anyonic surface.

Both equalities are satisfied by choosing Veff = IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2, which is exactly Eq. (S19). To illustrate this, we

show in Figs. S4(a)-S4(c) the values of δnneq-braidp (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA) and δn
neq-braid
h (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA), for different temper-

atures. Clearly, δnneq-braidp (ϵ − IA sin(2πν)/νe, IA;TA, TSA) = δnneq-braidh (−ϵ + IA sin(2πν)/νe, IA;TA, TSA), meaning

δnneq-braidp and δnneq-braidh are indeed symmetric with respect to the energy ϵµ = IA sin(2πν)/νe. Equalities of Eq. (S21)
are clearly satisfied, with the symmetry mentioned above.

S5B. Equality between “modified” and initial particle numbers

As another criterion, if the effective chemical potential Veff is reasonably defined, we would like the particle numbers
in the channel with a non-equilibrium current IA to be equal to that of an equilibrium channel, that has a relative
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FIG. S4. Two extra criteria to define the effective chemical potential. Panel (a): Plots of the modified particle and
hole distribution functions defined in Eq. (S20) for TA = TSA = 0. Panels (b) and (c): Modifications of the particle and hole
distributions for TA = 0, TSA = 10IA/e and TA = 10IA/e, TSA = 0. For all three figures, the modified functions for particle
and hole states are symmetric to each other with respect to the energy IA sin(2πν)/νe (the gray dashed vertical line). Panel
(d): The log-log plot of the particle number within an energy strip (integrated distribution), Eq. (S23). The integral decreases
polynomially and thus vanishes when the integration limits approach infinity, E → ∞.

shift Veff in the chemical potential, i.e.,

∫ ∞

−∞
dϵδnneq-braidp (ϵ, IA; 0, 0) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dϵδnneq-braidh (ϵ, IA; 0, 0) = 0, (S22)

for zero temperatures. To verify this requirement, we define another integral

δN (E, IA) ≡ e

∫ E

−E

dϵδnneqp (ϵ, IA; 0, 0), (S23)

as the modification, introduced by the non-equilibrium current, of particle number within the energy strip (−E, E)
compared to that of an equilibrium channel. When Veff = IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2, we check the requirement Eq. (S22) in
Fig. S4(b). Following Fig. S4(b), the integral in Eq. (S23) decays to zero polynomially, i.e., ∼ E−2/3. When E → ∞,
δN → 0, indicating that Eq. (S22) is satisfied by taking Veff = IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2.

We can further complement the above consideration by performing a Fourier transformation:

lim
E→∞

δN (E, IA) = e

∫ ∞

−∞
dϵ [δnneqp (ϵ, IA; 0, 0)]

= lim
t→0

[⟨ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)⟩TA,TSA − ⟨ψ†

B(t)ψB(0)⟩TB ]

= lim
t→0

τν−1
c

2π

(
− SA

ν2e2

)
[1− cos(2πν)]|t|
(it)ν

→ 0,

(S24)

where we have set VB = Veff ≡ IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2 and used the fact that the difference between the two correlation
functions is not singular at t→ 0 (so that one can take τc = 0 in the denominator).



18

S5C. Role of direct tunneling of non-equilibrium anyons

Following previous section, when considering only the time-domain-braiding contributions, the three criteria for
defining the effective chemical potential, namely (i) zero tunneling current, (ii) neutrality condition, and (ii) equality
between modified and initial total particle numbers, are consistent. In this section, we exclude time-domain braiding,
but include only direct tunneling of non-equilibrium anyons. Here, we assume that channel A is out of equilibrium and
channel B is at equilibrium, as in the setup shown in Fig. S2(d). More specifically, assuming channel A distributions
are modified by particles with energies between 0 and νeVSA, relevant correlation functions now become

〈
ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)

〉
direct

≈ τν−1
c

2π(τc + it)ν
[
1 + T

(
eiνeVSAt − 1

)]
,

〈
ψB(t)ψ

†
B(0)

〉
direct

≈ τν−1
c

2π(τc + it)ν
e−iνeVBt,

(S25)

with T the renormalized transmission probability through the diluter. Let us now apply the above criteria to these
correlation functions.

Criterion I: Zero tunneling current
As the first criterion, the effective chemical potential can be defined after requiring a vanishing tunneling current,

leading to

T (VSA − VB)
2ν−1 = V 2ν−1

B (1− T )

⇒ Veff = VB = VSA

[
1 +

( T
1− T

)1/(1−2ν)
]−1

,
(S26)

at zero temperature. In the first line of Eq. (S26), the left- and right-hand sides refer to tunneling from channel A to
channel B and from B to A, respectively.

Interestingly, in the strongly diluted limit, T ≪ 1, Veff behaves differently depending on whether ν is larger or
smaller than 1/2. Indeed, if ν > 1/2 (including the fermionic case, ν = 1), Veff/VSA ≪ 1 is a small number. In
contrast, if ν < 1/2 (including Laughlin states), Veff ≈ VSA. Actually, in the latter case, the tunneling from A to B is
greatly amplified by the large time cutoff ∝ (VSA−Veff)2ν−1, which compensates for the smallness of the transmission
probability.

Criterion II: Equality of modified particle distributions
Now, we move to the second criterion. Following derivations of Eq. (S24), we get

lim
t→0

[
〈
ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)

〉
direct

−
〈
ψ†
B(t)ψB(0)

〉
direct

] ≈ lim
t→0

iτν−1
c

2π

(T νeVSA − νeVB)t

(it)ν
, (S27)

which yields zero, if ν < 1, for any finite value of VB. Similarly to the previous consideration for anyons with time-
domain braiding, the second criterion, i.e., zero modification of total particle number, is always satisfied if ν < 1.
When ν ≥ 1, the second criterion gives instead Veff = T VSA, which agrees with that from the first criterion, Eq. (S26),
only if ν = 1.

S6. HEAT CURRENT

This section provides details of calculating the tunneling heat current between channels A and B. We define the
partial heat current from channel A to channel B as

JA→B =

∫
dϵJA→B(ϵ),

where

JA→B(ϵ) ≡ TC nneq-braidp,A (ϵ, IA;TA, TSA)n
eq
h,B(ϵ, VB;TB) (ϵ− νeVB) (S28)

is the differential heat (defined as the energy with respect to the Laughlin surface νeVB, of B) carried by states with the

energy ϵ. Here, nneq-braidp,A and neqh,B refer to the non-equilibrium particle distribution in channel A and the equilibrium
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hole distribution in B, respectively. Equation (S28) can be obtained after Fourier transformation of the tunneling heat

current derived in, e.g., Ref. [S7]. The superscript of nneq-braidp,A (“neq-braiding”) indicates that the non-equilibrium
distribution function involves only time-domain braiding contribution. Direct tunneling of non-equilibrium particles
is not included. In addition, nneq-braidp,A contains four arguments: the particle energy ϵ, the non-equilibrium current IA,

and two temperatures TA and TSA. The other distribution function, neqh,B, depends on three variables: the particle
energy ϵ, the bias VB (defined with respect to the chemical potential of channel A before the diluter), and the
temperature in channel B, TB. Below, we focus on the situation where νeVB = νeVeff = IA sin(2πν)/νe, and study
the heat current for different temperatures.

Before moving to specific cases, we begin by rewriting the heat current, Eq. (S28), in another form that involves
an integral over time. Let us consider a general case where two channels, 1 and 2, with equal chemical potentials V0
(either effective or real potential), communicate through a quantum point contact with transmission TC. In this case,
the partial heat current from channel 1 to channel 2, J1→2 (not the net tunneling heat current), becomes

J1→2 = TC
∫
dϵ (ϵ− νeV0) np,1(ϵ)nh,2(ϵ) = TC

∫
dϵ ϵ np,1(ϵ+ νeV0)nh,2(ϵ+ νeV0)

= TC
∫
dϵ

∫
dt1

∫
dt2 ϵ e

−iϵ(t1−t2)f1(t1)f2(t2) = −iπTC
∫
dt

{[
∂

∂t
f1(t)

]
f2(t)− f1(t)

∂

∂t
f2(t)

}
,

(S29)

where np,1 and nh,2 are the particle distribution in channel 1 and the hole distribution in channel 2, respectively. In
Eq. (S29), νeV0 refers to the energy with respect to which the heat is defined. For cases where the chemical potentials
(effective or real) of the communicating channels are equal, V0 is chosen such that tunneling heat current comes solely
from thermal fluctuations (stemming from an effective or real temperature). Functions f1 and f2 in Eq. (S29) are
Fourier transformed functions of these two distributions, after a shift νeV0 in energy. Specifically,

f1(t) ≡
1

2π

∫
dϵeiϵtnp,1(ϵ+ νeV0) =

e−iνeV0t

2π

∫
dϵeiϵtnp,1(ϵ),

f2(t) ≡
1

2π

∫
dϵe−iϵtnh,2(ϵ+ νeV0) =

eiνeV0t

2π

∫
dϵe−iϵtnh,2(ϵ).

(S30)

During the derivation Eq. (S29), we have used the identity

∫
dϵ ϵ e−iϵt0 = 2πi

∂

∂t0
δ(−t0), (S31)

and integration by parts. One can similarly calculate the tunneling heat current from 2 to 1, J2→1, with which the
net tunneling heat current between channels 1 and 2 is given by

JQ = J1→2 − J2→1.

S6A. Zero ambient temperatures

To begin with, we show details of the calculation of the heat current between channels A and B, when Veff =
IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2, at zero temperatures, TA = TSA = TB = 0. In this case, we simplify the notation by writing

nneq-braidp,A (ϵ, IA;TA = 0, TSA = 0) → nneq-braidp (ϵ, IA) and neqh,B(ϵ, VB;TB) → neqh (ϵ, VB) = neqh (ϵ − νeVB, 0). The heat
current can be evaluated with Eq. (S29), where the functions f1(t) and f2(t) are given by

f1(t) ≡
1

2π

∫
dϵ eiϵt nneq-braidp

(
ϵ+ IA

sin(2πν)

νe
, IA

)
= ⟨ψ†

A(t)ψA(0)⟩neq exp
[
−iIA

sin(2πν)

νe
t

]

=
1

2π

τν−1
c

(τc + it)ν
exp

[
−IA
νe

[1− cos(2πν)]|t|
]
,

f2(t) ≡
1

2π

∫
dϵ e−iϵt neqh (ϵ, 0) =

1

2π

τν−1
c

(τc + it)ν
.

(S32)

The heat current, Eq. (S29), contains the time derivatives of both f1(t) and f2(t). These derivatives act, in
particular, on the function (τc + it)−ν . It turns out that such contributions however cancel out in Eq. (S29); the only
term that survives in Eq. (S29) originates from the time derivative of the exponential factor in f1(t). Note that this
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exponential factor depends on the absolute value |t|. As a consequence, the tunneling heat current from A to B takes
the form

JA→B = iπ
IA
νe

[1− cos(2πν)]TC
τ2ν−2
c

(2π)2

∫
dt
e−

IA
νe [1−cos(2πν)]|t|

(τc + it)2ν
sgn(t)

= π
IA
νe

[1− cos(2πν)]
tan(πν)

ν

IA→B

e
= π tan2(πν)Veff IA→B,

(S33)

where IA→B stands for the tunneling charge current from channel A (with non-equilibrium current IA) to the equi-
librium channel B characterized by a finite potential VB. We see now that the factor

IA
νe

[1− cos(2πν)] ∼ eVeff

plays the role of the effective temperature. Indeed, for two unbiased channels, one with temperature T and the other
at zero temperature, the heat current should be proportional to TIA→B.
Now, we consider the heat current produced by the tunneling processes from channel B to channel A:

JB→A = TC
∫
dϵ nneq-braidh (IA, ϵ)n

eq
p

(
ϵ− IA

sin 2πν

νe
, 0

)[
ϵ− IA

sin(2πν)

νe

]

= TC
∫
dϵ ϵ nneq-braidh

(
ϵ+ IA

sin(2πν)

νe
, IA

)
neqp (ϵ, 0) .

(S34)

Noticing that [cf. Fig. S2(b)]

nneq-braidh (ϵ+ IA sin(2πν)/νe, IA) = nneq-braidp (−ϵ+ IA sin(2πν)/νe, IA)

and

neqp (ϵ, 0) = neqh (−ϵ, 0) ,

Eq. (S34) can be rewritten as

JB→A = TC
∫
dϵ ϵ nneq-braidh

(
ϵ+ IA

sin(2πν)

νe
, IA

)
neqp (ϵ, 0)

= TC
∫
dϵ ϵ nneq-braidp

(
−ϵ+ IA

sin(2πν)

νe
, IA

)
neqh (−ϵ, 0)

= −TC
∫
dϵ ϵ nneq-braidp

(
ϵ+ IA

sin(2πν)

νe
, IA

)
neqh (ϵ, 0) = −JA→B.

(S35)

The total heat current JQ between channels A and B then reads

JQ = JA→B − JB→A = 2π tan2(πν)Veff IA→B. (S36)

We plot the heat current carried by the state with energy ϵ in Fig. S5. Here, the first two plots, Fig. S5(a) and
(b), show the results for TA = TSA = TB = 0. The particle distributions are symmetric to the corresponding hole
distributions, with respect to the energy of the effective chemical potential νeVeff. As another important feature, for
the zero-temperature situation, JA→B and −JB→A are both positive for all energies, indicating that the heat current
is only allowed to transport from A to B, even for nonzero charge transport from B to A. This is because heat refers
to energy defined with respect to the Laughlin surface of the equilibrium channel B.

S6B. Finite TB and TSA = TA = 0

When the equilibrium channel B is at finite temperature TB ̸= 0, its correlation functions are given by Eq. (S18).
Again, we assume that channel B is biased such that no charge current tunnels through the collider: VB = Veff =
IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2. For finite TB , it is hard to obtain a compact analytical form of the heat current. Therefore, in
Fig. S5, we present results of the numerical integration performed in Eq. (S29) with the known distribution functions
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FIG. S5. Heat flow for different arrangements of temperatures in channels A and B. Functions nneq-braid
p,A and

nneq-braid
h,A refer, respectively, to the particle and hole distributions in the non-equilibrium channel A. Their superscript “neq-

braid” indicates that only time-domain braiding processes are included when evaluating the influence of non-equilibrium anyons
on correlation functions. Functions neq

p,B and neq
h,B refer to the corresponding distributions in the equilibrium channel B. For

convenience, temperatures are labeled on top of each panel and neglected in legends. Panel (a): The particle distribution
functions for TSA = TA = TB = 0. The red curves represent the particle distributions in channels A (solid red curve) and
B (dashed red curve). The blue curves represent the hole distributions in channels A (solid blue curve) and B (dashed blue
curve). Panel (b): Plots of the differential heat flows JA→B (red curve) and −JB→A (blue curve). Both curves are positive,
meaning that heat only flows from A to B, for TSA = TA = TB = 0. Panels (c) and (d) show the corresponding results
for TSA = TA = 0, but TB finite. Now, the differential heat flows can be either positive or negative. Panels (e) - (h):
Curves correspond to those in panel (a) - (d) but with a finite temperature of channel SA, TSA = 10IA/e. Panels (i) - (l):
Curves correspond to those in (a) - (d) but with a finite temperature of channel A, TA = 10IA/e. In panels (e) - (l), we take
VSA = 30IA/e

2.

given by Eqs. (S17) and (S18). In Fig. S5(c), we show the particle (red curves) and hole (blue curves) distribution
functions for channels A (solid curves) and B (dashed curves). Similar to the zero-temperature case [Fig. S5(a)],
particle and hole distributions at finite TB, shown in Fig. S5(c), remain symmetric to each other with respect to the
Laughlin surface (at ϵ = νeVeff) of channel B. Finite temperature TB “softens” the equilibrium particle distributions
compared to Fig. S5(a). As a consequence, the corresponding differential heat current [Fig. S5(d)] can have negative
values at low energies, in great contrast to that in the zero-temperature case [Fig. S5(b)].

Note that, in Fig. S5(d), the temperature in channel B, TB = 10IA/e, is chosen to be smaller than the temperature
[≈ 17.3IA, see Fig. 1(d) of the main text] at which the total heat current JQ =

∫
dϵ [JA→B(ϵ) − JB→A(ϵ)] equals

zero. Nevertheless, at this temperature, JA→B(ϵ) < JB→A(ϵ) for ϵ ≤ 15IA/e, indicating heat flow from B to A at low
energies. This heat current from B to A, is balanced and exceeded by the reverse heat current, from A to B, at large
energies. Indeed, in Fig. S5(d) [and likewise, Figs. S5(h) and S5(l)], curves with positive values decay much slower
than their negative counterparts, indicating that the total heat flow is dominated by the partial heat flow from A to
B at large energies.
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S6C. Finite TSA and TA = 0

Next, we consider the situation where TSA is finite and TA = 0. In this case, Eq. (S13) leads to

⟨ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)⟩neq

∣∣∣
TA=0, TSA

=
1

2πτc

τνc
(τc + it)ν

exp

{
− SA

ν2e2
[1− cos(2πν)]|t|+ i

IA
νe

sin(2πν)t

}
,

⟨ψA(t)ψ
†
A(0)⟩neq

∣∣∣
TA=0, TSA

=
1

2πτc

τνc
(τc + it)ν

exp

{
− SA

ν2e2
[1− cos(2πν)]|t| − i

IA
νe

sin(2πν)t

}
,

(S37)

where TSA is implicitly contained in the noise of the diluted channel

SA ≡
∫
dt[⟨ÎA(0, t)ÎA(0, 0)⟩ − I2A].

Indeed, SA = νeIA when TA = TSA = 0, and deviates from this value otherwise.
When TB = 0, the heat current from A to B can be similarly obtained following Eqs. (S29) and (S32), after replacing

IA in Eq. (S32) with SA/ν, leading to

JQ = 2π
SA

ν3e3
[1− cos(2πν)] tan(πν)IA→B. (S38)

Thus, when TSA is finite, the effective temperature becomes proportional to the current noise SA in the diluted channel
A, which now combines the non-equilibrium and thermal parts of the tunneling noise of the diluter.

For a more comprehensive understanding, we plot the distribution functions and the differential heat flow, in
Figs. S5(e) and S5(f), respectively, for TSA = 10IA/e and TA = TB = 0. Clearly, when TB = 0, the spectral heat flows
JA→B and −JB→A are both positive for all energies, indicating positive heat flow from A to B. This is in line with
the fact that in channel B, particle distributions are zero for energies larger than νeVB.
When TB is finite, particle and hole distributions in channel B are again softened by thermal fluctuation. This

fact is shown in S5(g) for TSA = TB = 10IA/e, where particle distribution in channel B remains finite for states with
heat (ϵ − νeVB) within the window of the order of TB. As a consequence, depending on the state energy, the heat
can either flow from channel A to channel B or from B to A, as shown in Fig. S5(h). Note that, for energies above
the Laughlin surface of channel B, the particle distribution in B (the red dashed curve) is influenced by temperature
TB and decays much faster than the particle distribution in channel A (the red solid curve), which is induced by
a non-equilibrium current. This is an important difference between a real temperature and an effective one that is
induced by a non-equilibrium current.

S6D. Finite TA and TSA = 0

Finally, we consider the situation where TA is finite but TSA = 0. In this case, the correlation functions in channel
A read

⟨ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)⟩neq

∣∣∣
TSA=0, TA

=
1

2πτc

(πTAτc)
ν

sinν [πTA(τc + it)]
exp

{
− SA

ν2e2
[1− cos(2πν)]|t|+ i

IA
νe

sin(2πν)t

}
,

⟨ψA(t)ψ
†
A(0)⟩neq

∣∣∣
TSA=0, TA

=
1

2πτc

(πTAτc)
ν

sinν [πTA(τc + it)]
exp

{
− SA

ν2e2
[1− cos(2πν)]|t| − i

IA
νe

sin(2πν)t

}
,

(S39)

which contains two TA-dependent factors: the equilibrium correlation function in the prefactor, which explicitly
depends on TA, and the noise SA that is implicitly influenced by TA.
When TB = TSA = 0, the corresponding distribution functions are provided in Fig. (S5)(i), for TA = 10IA/e. In

comparison to those at finite TSA [Fig. S5(e)], distribution functions of channel A in Fig. (S5)(i) are flatter, indicating
a stronger influence of thermal fluctuation resulting from finite TA. This result agrees with the observation above: TA
influences the correlation function in a two-fold way (explicitly and implicitly), while TSA influences the correlation
function only implicitly, through the noise SA. We also show in Fig. (S5)(j) the spectral content of the heat current.
Again, since TB = 0, the energy-resolved heat current at all energies flow is from channel A to channel B.
When TB is finite, we plot distribution functions in Fig. S5(k). Again, here distribution functions in A are flatter,

in comparison to that in Fig. S5(g), indicating a stronger thermal influence from TA. The corresponding differential
heat flow is shown in Fig. S5(l).
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S6E. Effective temperature Teff of the non-equilibrium channel A at TA = 0

Before ending this section, we derive the relation between the noise SA of the non-equilibrium anyonic channel
A, and its effective temperature Teff. Following Eq. (S29) and using correlation functions Eq. (S37) for the anyon
operators in channel A and

⟨ψ†
B(t)ψB(0)⟩0 =

1

2πτc

(πTBτc)
ν

sinν [πTB(τc + it)]
eiνeVB ,

⟨ψB(t)ψ
†
B(0)⟩0 =

1

2πτc

(πTBτc)
ν

sinν [πTB(τc + it)]
e−iνeVB ,

(S40)

for the anyon operators in channel B, after setting VB = Veff = I sin(2πν)/ν2e2, we write the condition of zero heat
current for TB = Teff as

∫
dt

{
∂

∂t

[
e−

SA
ν2e2

[1−cos(2πν)]|t|

(τc + it)ν

]
1

sinν [πTeff(τc + it)]
− e−

SA
ν2e2

[1−cos(2πν)]|t|

(τc + it)ν
∂

∂t

[
1

sinν [πTeff(τc + it)]

]}
= 0. (S41)

The equation above simplifies into

∫
dt′

e−
sc
π [1−cos(2πν)]|t′|

(τ ′c + it′)ν sinν(τ ′c + it′)

{
− iν

τ ′c + it′
+

iν

tan(τ ′c + it′)
− sc
π
[1− cos(2πν)]sgn(t′)

}
= 0, (S42)

where τ ′c ≡ πTeff,ατc, t
′ ≡ πTefft, and

sc ≡
SA

ν2e2Teff
. (S43)

is a dimensionless constant (given ν fixed), at which the integral in Eq. (S42) vanishes. For the situation displayed
in Fig. 1 of the main text, ν = 1/3, we have sc ≈ 0.174. In that case, the factor sc[1 − cos(2πν)]/π = 0.083 is a
numerically small quantity, and we expand the exponential in Eq. (S42) to leading order in sc[1− cos(2πν)]/π, which
yields an approximate expression for sc:

sc ≈

∫
dt′

iπν

(τ ′c + it′)ν+1 sinν(τ ′c + it′)

[
(τ ′c + it′) cot(τ ′c + it′)− 1

]

∫
dt′

1− cos(2πν)

(τ ′c + it′)ν+1 sinν(τ ′c + it′)

[
τ ′c sgn(t′) + i(1− ν)|t′|+ iν|t′|(τ ′c + it′) cot(τ ′c + it′)

] , (S44)

which equals 0.152 for ν = 1/3, close to the result 0.174, obtained by numerically solving Eq. (S42). For smaller
values of ν, the factor sc[1 − cos(2πν)]/π further decreases: following Eq. (S44), it approximately equals 0.064 and
0.052 for ν = 1/5 and 1/7, respectively. In comparison, their exact values, obtained by numerically solving Eq. (S42),
are equal to 0.087 and 0.076, respectively. Clearly, following Eqs. (S42) and (S43), the effective temperature

Teff =
SA

ν2e2sc
, (S45)

is proportional to the noise SA of the non-equilibrium channel A.

S7. TUNNELING-CURRENT NOISE AND WITNESS FUNCTION W

Experimentally, to measure the value of W [defined by Eq. (8) of the main text], one needs to know the tunneling-
current noise at the collider,

ST =

∫
dt ⟨δIT(t)δIT(0)⟩,

where δIT ≡ ÎT − IT describes fluctuations of the tunneling current. In general, measuring ST is a demanding task.
Here, we show, however, that in the considered setups [Fig. 1(a) of the main text], ST can be experimentally obtained
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by measuring the auto-correlation noise in channel B. To demonstrate this, we start by decomposing the tunneling
current noise into several components (assuming the collider located at the position x = L):

∫
dt ⟨δIT(t)δIT(0)⟩ =

∫
dt ⟨[δIB(x > L, t)− δIB(x < L, t)] [δIB(x > L, 0)− δIB(x < L, 0)]⟩

=

∫
dt ⟨δIB(x > L, t) δIB(x > L, 0)⟩+

∫
dt ⟨δIB(x < L, t) δIB(x < L, 0)⟩

−
∫
dt ⟨δIB(x > L, t) δIB(x < L, 0)⟩ −

∫
dt ⟨δIB(x < L, t) δIB(x > L, 0)⟩,

(S46)

where δIB ≡ ÎB−IB denotes fluctuations of the current IB in channel B. In the second line of Eq. (S46), the first term
is the current auto-correlation in channel B downstream of the collider and the second term is the noise upstream of
the collider. We neglect this term, as it depends only on the temperature TB.
Now we move to the last line of Eq. (S46), to show that it is zero at zero temperature. We can simplify the first

term of the last line of Eq. (S46) as follows:

∫
dt ⟨δIB(x > L, t) δIB(x < L, 0)⟩ = ν2e2

∫
dt⟨δn̂p,B(x > L, t) δn̂p,B(x < L, 0)⟩, (S47)

where δn̂p,B is the operator (hence, marked with a “hat”) that refers to fluctuation (indicated by δ) of the particle
distribution in channel B. This correlation function can be further cast in the form of an integral over the energy:

∫
dϵ [⟨n̂p,B(x > L, ϵ) n̂p,B(x < L, ϵ)⟩ − ⟨n̂p,B(x > L, ϵ)⟩ ⟨n̂p,B(x < L, ϵ)⟩] . (S48)

At zero temperature, Eq. (S48) is only nonzero if ϵ < νeVB , i.e., below the Laughlin surface of channel B. Indeed,
otherwise (when ϵ > νeVB) both the first and second terms of Eq. (S48) vanish, because there are no particles
with corresponding energies in channel B. However, when ϵ < νeVB , tunneling from A to B vanishes, since the hole
distribution in B vanishes, i.e., nh,B(x < L, ϵ) = ⟨n̂h,B(x < L, ϵ)⟩ = 0. As a consequence, at the collider, only tunneling
from B to A modifies the particle distribution np,B = ⟨n̂p,B⟩, leading to

⟨n̂p,B(x > L, ϵ) n̂p,B(x < L, ϵ)⟩ = np,B(x < L, ϵ)
[
np,B(x < L, ϵ)− T̃C np,B(x < L, ϵ)nh,A(x < L, ϵ)

]
, (S49)

for ϵ < νeVB . Here, T̃C refers to the (renormalized) transmission observed in experiment, not TC in the tunneling
Hamiltonian.

On the other hand, we have

⟨n̂p,B(x < L, ϵ)⟩ = np,B(x < L, ϵ), if ϵ < νeVB ,

⟨n̂p,B(x < L, ϵ)⟩ = 0 otherwise;

⟨n̂p,B(x > L, ϵ)⟩ = np,B(x < L, ϵ)− T̃C np,B(x < L, ϵ)nh,A(x < L, ϵ), if ϵ < νeVB ,

⟨n̂p,B(x > L, ϵ)⟩ = T̃C nh,B(x < L, ϵ)np,A(x < L, νϵ) otherwise.

(S50)

Following Eq. (S50), the product ⟨n̂p,B(x > L, ϵ)⟩ ⟨n̂p,B(x < L, ϵ)⟩ is only finite for ϵ < νeVB , where it is equal to the
average of the product of operators. We have thus arrived at the conclusion that, at zero temperature,

∫
dt ⟨δIB(x > L, t) δIB(x < L, 0)⟩ = 0. (S51)

We emphasize that the vanishing of Eq. (S51) resorts to the fact that channel B is equilibrium upstream of the collider;
otherwise, Eqs. (S49) and (S51) will not be exactly equal. Following similar steps, we can prove that the last term of
the last line of Eq. (S46) also vanishes:

∫
dt ⟨δIB(x < L, t) δIB(x > L, 0)⟩ = 0. (S52)

As a consequence, when VB is much larger than the experimental temperature, the tunneling-current noise in the
setup shown in Fig. 1(a) of the main text can be obtained from measurements of the current auto-correlations in
channel B [second line of Eq. (S46)].
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S8. DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS WITH NON-EQUILIBRIUM PARTICLE TUNNELING

In both the main text and the Supplementary Information (see Secs. S3 and S6; in particular, Figs. S2 and S5), we
have shown a remarkable property of anyonic distributions. Specifically, if only time-domain braiding processes are
included in the correlation functions, the particle and hole distribution functions are symmetric to each other with
respect to the energy IA sin(2πν)/νe that corresponds to the effective chemical potential νeVeff.
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FIG. S6. Symmetry between particle and hole distribution functions. Panel (a): The structure we consider. The
source SA has a finite voltage bias with respect to that of A. Channel A becomes non-equilibrium downstream of the diluter
with transmission T . We present the distribution functions at the position of the red dot after the diluter. Panels (b)
and (c): Particle and hole distribution functions of the fermionic case. The red dashed line highlights the modification of the
effective chemical potential induced by an extra amount of non-equilibrium fermions. Panel (d): Particle and hole distribution
functions of the ν = 1/3 anyonic channel for T = 0.05. Here, the solid and dashed lines represent nneq

p/h,ν (all processes included)

and nneq-braid
p/h,ν (only time-domain-braiding processes included), respectively. When T ≪ 1, the two curves agree very well.

This symmetry is, however, not a fundamental one: it is sabotaged by the processes of direct tunneling of non-
equilibrium particles. More specifically, the total distribution functions in the out-of-equilibrium channel [channel A
in Fig. S6(a)] can be written as

nneqp/h ≈ nneq-directp/h + nneq-braidp/h , (S53)

where the first term, nneq-directp/h,ν , refers to the modification of particle/hole distributions directly by injection of non-

equilibrium particles. when a particle state (fermionic or anyonic) with energy ϵ has probability T to receive one

non-equilibrium particle, the corresponding distribution is modified simply by nneq-directp/h = T , i.e., the expected

number of received non-equilibrium particles.

This modification is neglected in the evaluation of the current and noise in Refs. [S5, S8, S9], where direct tunneling
of anyons (between two non-equilibrium channels or between non-equilibrium and equilibrium ones) is considered
to be less important than the tunneling of anyon-hole pairs (leading to time-domain braiding) in the situation of
strong dilution. During the time-domain-braiding processes, non-equilibrium particles supplied through diluters are
not allowed to directly tunnel at the collider. Instead, they indirectly assist tunneling at the collider, by establishing
nonlocal correlations between particle-hole tunneling events at the collider. These anyon-hole tunneling processes
produce the second second term, nneq-braidp/h,ν , in the nonequilibrium distribution function (S53). In our work, we also

focus on the effect of such processes after assuming strong enough dilution. Crucially, the symmetry between particle
and hole distributions, thoroughly discussed in this work (in e.g., Figs. S2 and S5), is only valid for nneq-braidp/h . In

this section, we explicitly show that the other contribution nneqp/h will sabotage this symmetry. For simplicity, we will

address here the zero-temperature situation.

It is instructive to start with the fermionic case, ν = 1, for which nneq-braidp/h = 0, since fermions do not produce a

nontrivial braiding phase. The results for the particle and hole distributions are shown in Fig. S6(b) and Fig. S6(c),
respectively. In these figures, the effective chemical potential is highlighted by the red dashed line. Clearly, for the
fermionic case, the particle and hole distributions are, in general, not symmetric to each other with respect to the
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effective chemical potential. Actually, only for the special case T = 0.5, the particle and hole distributions become
symmetric to each other with respect to the red dashed line.

Now, we move to the anyonic case, where we include the direct contribution of non-equilibrium anyons to the
distribution functions. For an anyonic channel A with non-equilibrium (diluted) current IA, the full correlation
functions read [S10]:

〈
TKψ

†
A(L, t

−)ψA(L, 0
+)
〉
neq

=
τν−1
c

2π(τc + it)ν

{
e−

IA
νe [1−cos(2πν)]|t|+i

IA
νe sin(2πν)t

+
IA

e2VSA
C(ν)

[
eiνeVSAt + isgn(t) sin(πν)e−

IA
νe [1−cos(2πν)]|t|+i

IA
νe sin(2πν)t

]}
,

〈
TKψA(L, t

−)ψ†
A(L, 0

+)
〉
neq

=
τν−1
c

2π(τc + it)ν

{
e−

IA
νe [1−cos(2πν)]|t|−i

IA
νe sin(2πν)t

+
IA

e2VSA
C(ν)

[
e−iνeVSAt − isgn(t) sin(πν)e−

IA
νe [1−cos(2πν)]|t|−i

IA
νe sin(2πν)t

]}
,

(S54)

where VSA is the bias in the source channel from which non-equilibrium current tunnels and

C(ν) ≡ tan (πν)
Γ(1− ν)2

Γ(1− 2ν)

1

ν2
. (S55)

After the Fourier transformation, energy-dependent distribution functions become

nneqp,A = nneq-directp,A + nneq-braidp,A

≈ T
{
τν−1
c (νeVSA − ϵ)ν−1

Γ(ν)
Θ(−ϵ+ νeVSA)

}

+
ν1−νΓ(1− ν)

π
τν−1
c (T Im + Re)

{
eiπν/2

[
IA
e

(
1− e−2iπν

)
− iνϵ

]ν−1
}

nneqh,A = nneq-directh,A + nneq-braidh,A

≈ T
{
τν−1
c (ϵ− νeVSA)

ν−1

Γ(ν)
Θ(ϵ− νeVSA)

}

+
ν1−νΓ(1− ν)

π
τν−1
c (T Im + Re)

{
e−iπν/2

[
IA
e

(
1− e−2iπν

)
− iνϵ

]ν−1
}
,

(S56)

where T ≡ IA/[VSAC(ν)] refers to the experimentally measured transmission coefficient of the diluter and each of
the two terms in (T Im + Re) is understood as acting on the content of curly brackets. In Eq. (S56), the last lines
of nneqp,A and nneqh,A refer to the contributions of time-domain braiding. The terms with the theta-functions refer to the
contributions from the direct influence of non-equilibrium anyons that come from the source.

We plot the anyonic distributions given by Eq. (S56) for ν = 1/3 in Fig. S6(d). In this figure, the dashed lines

represent distributions nneq-braidp/h , where only time-domain braiding is included. The solid lines represent the full

distributions nneqp/h, for a very small value of the diluter’s transmission, T = 0.05. Clearly, the inclusion of nneq-directp/h

introduces a weak asymmetry to the previously symmetric particle and hole distribution functions. This asymmetry
is however negligible under the condition of strong dilution, where the full distribution nneqp/h agrees remarkably well

with nneq-braidp/h induced by time-domain braiding.

S9. EFFECTIVE VERSUS REAL TEMPERATURES AND POTENTIALS

In the main text, we have shown that a non-equilibrium current IA introduces both an effective temperature and an
effective shift of the chemical potential. Their manifestation in the distribution functions of non-equilibrium anyons is,
however, not identical to that of real temperature and chemical potential. In this section, we illustrate this point, by
comparing the particle distributions in the two situations: (i) Distribution nneq-braidp,A (ϵ, IA;TA = 0, TSA = 0, ) of channel
A for zero ambient temperature and finite non-equilibrium current IA, characterized by the effective temperature Teff
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FIG. S7. Particle distribution functions for non-equilibrium (red curves) and equilibrium (blue curves) anyons.
Here, VB and TB of the equilibrium channel B are chosen to be equal to the effective potential Veff and effective temperature Teff

of the non-equilibrium channel A. Panel (a): The landscapes of these two distributions. The asymptotic features are shown
in panels (b) and (c) for (log-log plots of) negative and positive energies, respectively. The thermal particle distribution in
channel B decays exponentially with increasing energy for ϵ > 0, while the non-equilibrium distribution in channel A decays in
a power-law manner.

and an effective shift of the chemical potential Veff. (ii) Distribution neqp,B(ϵ, VB;TB) of an equilibrium channel B at a
real temperature chosen to satisfy TB = Teff and a real potential VB = Veff.

The plots of particle distributions in cases (i) and (ii) are shown in Fig. S7, with red and blue curves, respectively.
Figure S7(a) shows the overall landscape of particle distribution functions, comparing the non-equilibrium distribution
driven by a dilute current IA in channel A (red curve) with the equilibrium anyonic distribution in channel B (blue
curve) at real potential and temperature VB and TB chosen to be equal to their effective counterparts in channel A.
The equilibrium distribution has a smaller peak height, in comparison to that of the non-equilibrium one. Further,
Figs. S7(b) and S7(c) display the log-log plots of the asymptotic behavior of distribution functions, for negative
and positive energies, respectively. Based on these figures, although the two curves nicely agree with each other for
negative energies, they are clearly distinct for positive energies. Indeed, the non-equilibrium distribution function
decreases polynomially with increasing energy [red curve in Fig. S7(c)] – in great contrast to the equilibrium one that
decreases exponentially [blue curve in Fig. S7(c)].

S10. JOHNSON-NYQUIST NOISE

In this section, we derive the tunneling current noise ST at the collider that connects the non-equilibrium channel A
and the equilibrium channel B. Previous discussions on ST in Sec. S7 focuses on its experimental accessibility. In this
section, we write ST in the form of a Johnson-Nyquist noise, to show that Teff indeed has the function of temperature.
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The expression for the tunneling-current noise involves the two products of correlation functions:

⟨ψ†
A(t)ψA(0)⟩neq⟨ψB(t)ψ

†
B(0)⟩0 =

1

4π2

τ2ν−2
c (πTB)
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× exp

{
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ν2e2
[1− cos(2πν)]|t|+ i
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sin(2πν)− νeVB

]
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}
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⟨ψA(t)ψ
†
A(0)⟩neq⟨ψ†
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4π2
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]
t

}
.

(S57)

With Eq. (S57), the charge conductance [for VB = Veff ≡ IA sin(2πν)/ν2e2] reads

GT=∂(Veff−VB)IT

∣∣∣
VB=Veff

=2TCν2e2
∫
dt

1

4π2

it τ2ν−2
c (πTB)

ν

(τc+it)ν sin
ν [πTB(τc+it)]

exp

{
− SA

ν2e2
[1−cos(2πν)]|t|

}
. (S58)

When, in addition, the real and effective temperatures are equal, TB = Teff = SA/(ν
2e2sc), the conductance takes the

form

GT

∣∣∣
TB=Teff

= 2TCν2e2
∫
dt

1

4π2

it τ2ν−2
c (πTB)

ν

(τc+it)ν sin
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exp {−TBsc[1−cos(2πν)]|t|}

= TCν2e2
(πTBτc)

2ν−2

2π2

∫
dt′

it′
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{
−sc[1− cos(2πν)]

π
|t′|
}

= ν2e2TC
(πTBτc)

2ν−2

2π2
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(S59)

where

g1(ν) ≡
∫
dt′

it′

(τ ′c + it′)ν sinν(τ ′c + it′)
exp

{
−sc[1− cos(2πν)]

π
|t′|
}
, (S60)

is a dimensionless constant that depends only on the filling factor ν, and we introduced dimensionless variables
τ ′c ≡ πTeffτc and t′ ≡ πTefft. With Eq. (S59), we can write the renormalized transmission as

T renorm
C ≡ TC

(πTBτc)
2ν−2

π
g1(ν), (S61)

so that the conductance can be written as

GT = ν2e2T renorm
C /(2π). (S62)

The tunneling-current noise is given by

ST = TCν2e2
∫
dt
[
⟨ψ†
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(S63)

where

g0(ν) ≡
∫
dt′

1

(τ ′c + it′)ν sinν (τ ′c + it′)
exp

{
−sc[1− cos(2πν)]

π
|t′|
}

(S64)

is another dimensionless ν-dependent quantity. With the renormalized transmission T renorm
C given by Eq. (S61), the

tunneling-current noise for TB = Teff

ST = ν2
g0(ν)

2g1(ν)
e2T renorm

C TB =
πg0(ν)

g1(ν)
GT Teff, (S65)

can be written in the conventional form for the Johnson-Nyquist noise, with the tunneling conductance GT given by
Eq. (S62).
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FIG. S8. Tunneling between two edges with different filling fractions. The grounded anyonic channel A with filling
fraction mAν carries a non-equilibrium current IA supplied by the diluter that transmits charge-mAνe quasiparticles from the
not-shown source. The effective potential Veff of channel A is calibrated by an equilibrium channel B (with filling fraction mBν
and bias VB). These two channels communicate via a tunneling bridge transmitting quasiparticles of charge mνe.

S11. TUNNELING BETWEEN CHANNELS WITH DIFFERENT FILLING FRACTIONS

In the main text, we show that the effective chemical potential of an out-of-equilibrium anyonic channel becomes
meaningful only after specifying the charge of an individual tunneling quasiparticle. This complexity arises because
inter-edge tunneling can involve quasiparticles with different charges in anyonic systems. This section extends the
consideration of the main text and presents the effective chemical potential when channel A has a filling fraction mAν.
We also illustrate the statements of the main text with an example of tunneling between an edge with a Laughlin
filling fraction and an integer edge.

S11A. Tunneling between edges with filling factors mAν and mBν

We show in the main text that the effective chemical potential depends on the charge mνe of particles tunneling
between channels A and B that host quasiparticles with charge νe and mBνe, respectively. In this section, we
generalize this conclusion to the case when the filling fraction of channel A equals mAν, with mA an integer, i.e.,
when the ratio of the filling factors of channels B and A is a rational (rather than integer) number.

In this case, the tunneling from A to B (see Fig. S8) is described by the operator

HT ∝ TC exp[−i(m
√
ν/mAϕA −m

√
ν/mBϕB)],

with ϕA and ϕB the bosonic fields in the two channels (in the main text, mA = 1). The correlation functions of the
tunneling operators are now given by
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(S66)
The net tunneling current between A and B vanishes, when

VB = Veff = IA sin (2mπν) /(mmAν
2e2), (S67)

corresponding to the vanishing of imaginary phases in the product of the two correlation functions in Eq. (S66). When
mA = 1, Eq. (S67) reduces to Eq. (8) of the main text. According to Eq. (S67), Veff depends on the charge mνe of
quasiparticles that tunnel between channels A and B and on the filling fraction mAν of the non-equilibrium channel,
but does not depend on the filling fraction mBν of the equilibrium channel.
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S11B. Fermionic tunneling case

In this section, we illustrate one of our key statements: the effective potential of the diluted anyonic channel depends
on the type of quasiparticles that tunnel between the channel and the “probe”. Here, we consider a tunneling bridge
characterized by mν = 1 (cf. Fig. S8). In this case, channels A and B communicate with each other by fermion
tunneling. One can think, for example, of the tunneling between the channels through a “vacuum” (no fractional
quasiparticles can be transmitted across such a barrier). Further, when mA < 1/ν, this process corresponds to the
so-called Andreev-like tunneling, where tunneling of a fermion of charge e is accompanied by the reflection of another
fractional charge.

Interestingly, when taking mν = 1, the effective potential Veff, given by Eq. (S67), equals zero. This fact indi-
cates that chemical potential arising from time-domain braiding is zero for Andreev-like tunneling [S11–S14]. This
observation agrees with the fact that tunneling fermions do not “braid” with nonequilibrium anyons. Indeed, similar
to non-interacting fermionic systems, the generation of an effective chemical potential now only originates from the
direct tunneling of nonequilibrium particles at the collider.

The absence of the contribution of the time-domain braiding to the effective chemical potential is consistent with the
discussion in Sec. S3. Indeed, although non-equilibrium distributions induced by time-domain braiding arise upstream
of the collider, the detection of these distributions, as well as the induced effective chemical potential, would require
(i) coupling the non-equilibrium channel to another channel with the same filling fraction ν (ii) via quasiparticles
with charge νe. However, the distributions and effective potential induced by time-domain braiding are not captured
with Andreev-like tunneling processes: the tunneling probe should be directly coupled to the quasiparticles whose
non-equilibrium distribution is studied.

S12. COMPOSITE EDGES: TUNNELING BETWEEN ν = 1/3 AND 2/3 EDGES

In the main text, we show that the effective chemical potential of an out-of-equilibrium anyonic channel is uniquely
defined only after specifying the charge of individual tunneling quasiparticles. This is because inter-edge tunneling
processes in anyonic systems can involve quasiparticles with different charges.

In this section, we discuss an example in which the edges A and B have filling fractions ν = 1/3 and 2/3, respectively.
In this setup, both charge-e/3 and charge-2e/3 quasiparticles can participate in the inter-edge tunneling. We further
discuss the preferred scheme that is more suitable to study the tunneling of charge-2e/3 quasiparticles.
An edge of a fractional quantum Hall system at filling fraction ν = 2/3 is a composite edge comprising counterprop-

agating channels [S15–S20]. We will denote with ν the filling fraction of the state whose physical edge is a composite
one and use νc for the filling fraction of individual channels forming the edge. The common starting point for the anal-
ysis of the structure of a ν = 2/3 edge is its representation in terms of two channels with νc = 1 and νc = −1/3. This
corresponds to the so-called interaction-free fixed point. Intra-edge interactions mix the bare νc = 1 and νc = −1/3
channels. For sufficiently strong interactions between the bare channels, the eigenmodes of the ν = 2/3 edge are close
to the νc = 2/3 charge mode and the neutral mode, which are exact modes at the “Kane-Fisher-Polchinski” fixed
point [S20].

At the interaction-free fixed point, the eigenmodes are the free bosonic fields ϕ1/3 and ϕ1 describing the counter-
propagating νc = −1/3 and νc = 1 channels. The allowed vertex operators for the ν = 2/3 edge have the following
general form in terms of these modes [S20]:

Ψn1/3,n1
∝ ei

(√
1/3n1/3ϕ1/3+n1ϕ1

)
, (S68)

where n1/3 and n1 are the two integers corresponding to the νc = −1/3 and νc = 1 modes, respectively. An alternative
representation of the composite ν = 2/3 edge involves the charge (subscript “c”) and neutral (subscript “n”) fields:
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√
3

2

(
ϕ1 +

√
1

3
ϕ1/3

)
, ϕn = −

√
1

2

(
ϕ1 +

√
3ϕ1/3

)
. (S69)

The vertex operators, Eq. (S68), can be rewritten in terms of the charge and neutral modes as follows:

ei
(√

1/3n1/3ϕ1/3+n1ϕ1

)
= ei(lcϕc+lnϕn). (S70)

At the Kane-Fisher-Polchinski fixed point, the charge and neutral modes are independent eigenmodes, and the vertex
operators are characterized by the scaling dimension (l2c + l2n)/2 [S21].
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We emphasize that, based on Eq. (S70), even at the Kane-Fisher-Polchinski fixed point, the allowed tunneling
operators for the ν = 2/3 edge are characterized by the two integers, n1/3 and n1, which count the numbers of e/3
and e quasiparticles involved in the tunneling process, respectively. Inter-channel interactions only modify the scaling
dimension of the tunneling operators.

Processes

1
2
3

ν = 2/3-edge operators

n1 n1/3 lc ln SD

0 -1 1/
√

6 1/
√

2 1/3

1 2 1/
√

6 −1/
√

2 1/3

1 1
√

2/3 0 1/3

ν = 1/3-edge operators

n′
1/3 SD
1 1/6
1 1/6
2 2/3

Charges

e/3
e/3
2e/3

Total SD

1/2
1/2
1

TABLE I. Leading operators (marked from 1 to 3) for tunneling of fractional quasiparticles between ν = 2/3 and 1/3 edges
at the Kane-Fisher-Polchinsky fixed point of the ν = 2/3 edge. In this table, we provide the scaling dimensions (SD) both for
the complete tunneling operators (last column) and separately for vertex operators of ν = 2/3 and ν = 1/3 edges. Process 1
corresponds to direct tunneling of a charge-e/3 anyon between the ϕ1/3 and ϕ′

1/3 modes. Processes 2 and 3 are Andreev-like
tunneling processes, where a charge-e fermion, from the νc = 1 channel of the ν = 2/3 edge, splits into two fractional-charge
quasiparticles, 2e/3 and e/3. The charges of the tunneling quasiparticles for each of the processes are indicated in the fourth
column. In a single tunneling event, ν = 1/3 and 2/3 edges exchange with charge e/3 for processes 1 and 2 and with charge 2e/3
in process 3. Ignoring the presence neutral mode (ln = 0 at the Kane-Fisher-Polchinsky point), process 3 can be considered
as a realization of tunneling in the setup shown in Fig. S8, with ν = 1/3, mA = 1, mB = 2, and m = 2. In this process,
charge-2e/3 quasiparticles tunnel between the charge mode of the ν = 2/3 edge and ν = 1/3 edge.

Now, we combine the allowed vertex operators of the ν = 2/3 edge with those of the ν = 1/3 edge,

Ψn′
1/3

∝ exp(i
√
νn′1/3ϕ

′
1/3),

to form a tunneling operator for the QPC bridging ν = 2/3 and nu = 1/3 edges. Here, n′1/3 is another integer and

ϕ′1/3 is the bosonic field for the ν = 1/3 edge. Relevant and marginal operators are listed in Table I, where ν = 2/3

operators for tunneling of fractional-charge quasiparticles are borrowed from Ref. [S21]. Tunneling processes involving
integer charges, which were also discussed in Ref. [S21], have scaling dimensions larger than 1, and are thus neglected.

Based on Table I, at the quantum point contact bridging ν = 2/3 and ν = 1/3 edges, both charge-e/3 and charge-
2e/3 quasiparticles are allowed to tunnel, meaning that in realistic setups, tunneling between these two edges is
normally more complicated than that considered in the main text, where only one type of quasiparticles (cf. Fig. 4
of the main text) is assumed to be transferred between the channels. Fortunately, these idealized situations are, in
principle, realizable in carefully designed experiments.

According to Table I, tunneling of charge e/3 dominates over the tunneling of charge 2e/3 at low enough temper-
atures. Indeed, processes 1 and 2, both transferring charge e/3, have a total scaling dimension 1/2. They are thus
relevant in renormalization-group sense, and become important at low energies. The charge-2e/3 tunneling, listed as
process 3 in Table I, has scaling dimension 1, and is thus marginal. Consequently, charge e/3 tunneling processes of
types 1 and 2 are more relevant than charge-2e/3 tunneling processes 3. However, tunneling of charge 2e/3 can, in
principle, be comparable to that of charge e/3 in experiments at not extremely low temperatures, given a sufficiently
strong bare amplitude for charge-2e/3 tunneling. Thus, given the possibility of the coexistence of tunneling processes
with different transferred charges, the effective potential for setups involving composite edges may depend on the
microscopic details. Study of non-equilibrium distributions in such anyonic structures is relegated to future work.
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