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Motivated by the recent work of QED3-Chern-Simons quantum critical points of fractional Chern
insulators (Phys. Rev. X 8, 031015, (2018)), we study its non-Abelian generalizations, namely
QCD3-Chern-Simons quantum phase transitions of fractional Chern insulators. These phase tran-
sitions are described by Dirac fermions interacting with non-Abelian Chern-Simons gauge fields
(U(N), SU(N), USp(N), etc.). Utilizing the level-rank duality of Chern-Simons gauge theory and
non-Abelian parton constructions, we discuss two types of QCD3 quantum phase transitions. The
first type happens between two Abelian states in different Jain sequences, as opposed to the QED3
transitions between Abelian states in the same Jain sequence. A good example is the transition
between o™ = 1/3 state and 0”¥ = —1 state, which has Ny = 2 Dirac fermions interacting with a
U(2) Chern-Simons gauge field. The second type is naturally involving non-Abelian states. For the
sake of experimental feasibility, we focus on transitions of Pfaffian-like states, including the Moore-
Read Pfaffian, anti-Pfaffian, particle-hole Pfaffian, etc. These quantum phase transitions could be
realized in experimental systems such as fractional Chern insulators in graphene heterostructures.
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but also provides extra lattice symmetries that enable
new types of phase transitions [14-18].

A recent work [14] by one of us has shown that,
the phase transitions between any two Abelian QH
states in the same Jain sequence [19] are described
by the QED3-Chern-Simons theory, namely Ny flavors
of Dirac fermions interact through an emergent U(1)
gauge theory at Chern-Simons level K. These crit-
ical theories will flow to 3D conformal field theories
(CFTs), and their properties depend on the values of
Ny and K. This family of critical theories have re-
cently generated a surge of interest from both the con-
densed matter and high energy community due to the
duality conjectures (see a review [20]). Some of these
theories may have applications to other long-standing
condensed matter problem, including spin liquids in
frustrated magnetism [21-26], high temperature super-
conductivity [27] as well as deconfined phase transi-
tions [28-31]. Given its interesting properties and wide
applications, there has been a large theoretical effort
to study the properties of this family of critical the-
ory [32-38], but its precise properties at small Ny and
K remain an open issue due to its strongly interact-
ing nature. This makes its experimental exploration
exciting, in particular the entire family of the QED3-
Chern-Simons theory (with any combination of Ny and
K) is accessible experimentally at the phase transitions
of QH/CI phases.

Motivated by the progress on the QED3-Chern-
Simons universality class of the QH/CI transitions,
here we go one step further to think about phase tran-
sitions described by the QCD3-Chern-Simons theory
with emergent non-Abelian gauge fields. Similar to
its QEDj3 cousin, the QCD3-Chern-Simons theory also
have interesting properties such as duality [39] and gen-
erates considerable interest in past [40-47]. In this
paper, we mainly focus on two types of such phase
transitions that can be understood using non-Abelian
parton constructions [48]. One type is the phase tran-
sitions involving non-Abelian FQH/FCI states [48-54],
at which non-Abelian gauge field naturally emerges.
The other type is a bit more surprising as it happens
between two Abelian states in different Jain sequences,
as opposed to the QED3-Chern-Simons critical points
between Abelian states in the same Jain sequence.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we first review some previous works and
terminologies that are useful for our discussion. In
particular, we will discuss the condensed matter ap-
plication of level-rank duality [39], and clarify its dif-
ference from the usual high-energy literature. Then
in Section III, we discuss the QCDg3-Chern-Simons
transitions between Abelian states in different Jain
sequences. One example is the transition between
o™ = 1/3 FQH/FCI state and ¢™¥ = —1 IQH/ICI
state, which has Ny = 2 Dirac fermions coupled to
a U(2) Chern-Simons gauge field. In the next two
sections we turn to study non-Abelian states, in par-

ticular we focus the Pfaffian-like states (e.g. Moore-
Read Pfaffian [49], anti-Pfaffian [55, 56], etc.) that are
close to experimental realizations [57-61]. In Section
IV we provide parton constructions for these Pfaffian-
like states, which are important building blocks for the
following analysis on their phase transitions. Some
of these constructions are known, but they are scat-
tered in different papers [46, 48, 51, 53, 62]. In Section
V we discuss the QCD3-Chern-Simons transitions of
these Pfaffian-like states. Finally, we summarize our
results and discuss some future directions in Section
VI. The appendices contain various technical details re-
garding non-Abelian Chern-Simons descriptions of sev-
eral Pfaffian-like states.

II. Review of previous work

A. Chern number changing transitions of free
fermion

We start by briefly reviewing transitions between
ICIs at fixed electron density and flux, since they are
the building block of the later discussion. As will be
clear later, the fractionalized transitions can be formu-
lated as the Chern number changing transitions of com-
posite fermions or fermionic partons. Throughout our
discussion we use the unit in which the area of unit cell
is a2 =1 and % =1, so that the Dirac flux quantum is

¢o = 27 and the fundamental conductance is % = %

However we will express the value of ¢®¥ in units of %
so that the 27 factor can be omitted. The total Chern
number of a free fermion insulator, which is equal to its
Hall conductance, can be obtained by summing up the
Chern numbers of occupied bands, and Chern number
changing transitions arise from gap-closings in the un-
derlying band structures. As a parameter such as the
strength of the lattice potential changes, the conduc-
tance and valence bands may touch and Chern number
is transferred between them. The transfer of Chern
number AC between the two is mediated by the for-
mation of |[AC| Dirac cones. For a transition between
two phases with Chern number C; and Cs respectively,
the effective theory of the critical point is

AC B é
L= oG+ 4—mpr+ —AdA, (1)
I=1

where AC = Cy — C; and C = (C; + Cy)/2. Here A
is the background electromagnetic field, measured rela-
tive to the original flux. AdA is the short hand notation
for the Chern-Simons term A A dA (or €,,,4,0,4,).
A is also referred as the probe field, as it can serve as
a theoretical device to probe physical properties of the
field theory such as Hall response and symmetry prop-
erties. The mass m is a phenomenological parameter
whose physical meaning is the band gap. Integrating



out the fermions when m is finite, we obtain
_ 1 1
L= (C+ §sgn(m)AC)EAdA, (2)

where sgn(m) = m/|m|. We can see that this effective
theory produces the desired response on either side of
the transition.

It is worth noting that if AC is larger than 1, it
generically requires to tune more than one parameters
(i.e. masses of different Dirac fermions). Such fine-
tuning can be simply avoided in the presence of lat-
tice symmetry [14, 15]. In particular, it was shown
that the magnetic translation symmetry can protect
Chern number changing by an arbitrary number [14].
Specifically, if the fermion sees a flux p/q per unit cell
(with p, ¢ being co-prime) the Chern number chang-
ing of fermions is enforced to be |AC| = ¢. In the
rest of paper, we will always assume the Chern number
changing with an arbitrary AC is protected by lattice
symmetries.

B. Level-rank duality: gauge field versus spin
gauge field

Next we will briefly review the level-rank duality [39]
as well several terminologies that will be substantially
used in the rest of the paper.

When we are using the Chern-Simons theory to de-
scribe a topological order, it is very important to dis-
tinguish a spin gauge field from a normal gauge field:
the former refers to the dynamical gauge field coupled
to fermions, while the latter refers to dynamical gauge
field coupled to bosons. ! Throughout this paper we
are using a superscript ® to denote the spin gauge field
(e.g. U(1)%, SU(2)*). Aslo we denote spin gauge fields
by Greek symbols («, 3, -+ ), normal gauge fields are
labeled by Latin letters (a,b,---), and probe (back-
ground) fields are labeled by capital letters (4, B, ---).

Physically the difference between a spin gauge field
and a gauge field comes from the subtlety that the
fermions (that the spin gauge field couples to) will con-
tribute a nontrivial sign factor to fractional statics of
certain anyons. The simplest example to appreciate
this is to consider the Kalmeyer-Laughlin chiral spin
liquid (i.e. 1/2 Laughlin state of bosons) [63]. The
well known effective theory (also called K —matrix for-
malism [4]) of this state is U(1)a,

2 1
- — 7B .
L 1 bdb + 7 db (3)

The anynon in the above theory is semion, exchanging
of which yields a phase factor i. To get the response of

L If we put the system on a spin, manifold, the spin gauge fields
should be understood as spin, connections.

the theory one can integrate gauge field b,

1
£response = 877TBdB + ng (4)

The first term gives the 0*¥ = 1/2 electric Hall conduc-
tance, while the last term gives the k™ = 1 thermal
Hall conductance. Note that CS, is the gravitational
Chern-Simons term [64, 65], which physically corre-
sponds to the thermal Hall conductance. The coeffi-
cient of gravitational Chern Simons term characterizes
thermal Hall conductance in units of (7/6)(k%3T/h).

It is also known that one can use fermionic par-
ton approach to construct the Kalmeyer-Laughlin chi-
ral spin liquid. We first start with a parton decom-
position that fractionalizes a spin—1/2, S = fiaf/2,
= fTJf7 ff), and the Kalmeyer-Laughlin chiral spin
liquid is realized by putting each parton f+ jonaC =1
band. One can notice that there is a U(1) gauge invari-
ance (maximally there is a SU(2) gauge invariance),
so we can introduce a dynamical U(1) “gauge field”
«. After integrating out gapped fermionic partons we
have,

L 2 d ! BdB + 2CS 5
P + 8w * a 5)
Further integrating out «, the above theory yields the
same response (0% = 1/2, k™Y = 1) as the Kalmeyer-
Laughlin chiral spin liquid. However, there seems to
have an apparent discrepancy between Eq. (3) and
Eq. (5) as their Chern-Simons levels are opposite.
Naively one may conclude that Eq. (5) has anti-semion,
exchanging of which yields a phase factor —i. The way
to reconcile the inconsistency is to realize that « in
Eq. (5) is a spin gauge field that couples to fermions,
while b in Eq. (3) is a gauge field couples to bosons.
The coupling with fermions will give an extra sign to
the fractional statistics of anyons, which converts the
anti-semion to semion. Indeed the equivalence between
Eq. (3) and Eq. (5) is nothing but a known statement,
namely the duality between U(1l)y and U(1)_s [39].
We remark that in Ref. [39] and many other literature
the duality between U(1)2 and U(1)_5 is achieved by
adding a local fermion to both sides of Lagrangian. In
the condensed matter context it is more physical to use
another version of the duality, namely we have gauge
fields on the one side but spin gauge fields on the other
side, abstractly written as U(1)2 2 U(1)%,.

A formal and systematic approach to understand the
relation between spin gauge fields and gauge fields is
to use the level-rank (or more generally boson-fermion)
duality of TQFTs [39, 66]. Throughout the paper, we
will heavily rely on the level-rank duality to study par-
ton constructions and phase transitions of FCIs/FQHs.
Before closing this section, we will discuss an example
of a non-Abelian state to show the power of level-rank
duality.

Again let us start with the familiar parton construc-
tion, § = figf/2, 1 = (f],f]), and we keep the



maximal SU(2) gauge invariance in our construction.
A topologically ordered state is realized by having f; |
in a C = k band. To figure out the concrete topolog-
ical order, we can integrate out the fermions, yielding
a Chern-Simons theory SU(2)* ,,

k 2 k
- Tr(ada+ gof”) +2kCSy + —BdB.  (6)

Here « is a SU(2) spin gauge field. We emphasize
again that the usual terminology of the Chern-Simons
description of a topological order is to use the gauge
field rather than the spin gauge field. So we can further
use the level-rank duality,

SU(2)%, = U(k)2, (7)

to convert Eq. (6) into a Chern-Simons theory in terms
of a U(k) gauge field, a,

1

2 2
— —Tr(ada + ~a®) +
2m

= . Bd(Tra). 8)

Now we are ready to read out the topological order
of this parton construction. For example, & = 1 re-
duces to the previously discussed example, the bosonic
v = 1/2 Laughlin described by the U(1)2 Chern-
Simons theory. When k = 2 [48], we have the U(2),
topological order. We note that in some literature it
was mistaken that the k = 2 parton construction gives
the SU(2)2 topological order (also called bosonic Pfaf-
fian).

C. QED3-Chern-Simons universality and its
parton construction

The quantum phase transition between Jain se-
quence state o™V = C/(kC1+1) and 0™V = Cy/(kCa+
1) is described by the QED3-Chern-Simons theory [14],

|C2—C1
_ k 1
L= ; Vi(i + g + 4 = m)vy — —bdb — o—bda
C1+C C,+C
+ %(a + A)d(a+ A) + %csg. 9)

Here o, and b, are dynamical U(1) gauge fields, A,, is
the U(1) background field (e.g. electromagnetic field if
we consider electrons). k is an odd integer if one con-
siders Jain sequence state of bosons, while k is an even
integer if one considers Jain sequence state of fermions.
The dynamical gauge field b, comes from the Chern-
Simons flux attachment for composite fermions. In
many literatures, b, is integrated out, which yields a
Chern-Simons term 1/4kradc.

This new family of QEDj3-Chern-Simons quantum
critical points was previously studied using the lan-
guage of composite fermions, here we will reformulate
it using the parton construction that is useful for the

rest of this paper. We consider a parton construction
that fractionalizes a particle ¢ into ¢ = ¢f. Here f is
fermionic, while ¢ is fermionic or bosonic depending
on whether ¢ is a fermion or a boson. Jain compos-
ite fermion state o™¥ = C/(kC + 1) is realized by the
mean field ansatz that ¢ is in a 1/k Laughlin state (k
is even or odd if ¢ is bosonic or fermionic), and f is in
an integer quantum Hall state with Chern number C'.
One could recognize that the parton ¢ implements the
Chern-Simons flux attachment, while fermionic parton
f can be viewed as the composite fermion. The phase
transition between two Jain sequence states can be for-
mulated as the Chern number changing transition of f
parton.

D. Possible experimental realization

The theory of phase transition discussed above (and
below) generally applies to many systems. An ideal
system for it as well as the QCD3-Chern-Simon quan-
tum phase transitions addressed later is the graphene
heterostructures with a magnetic field and superlat-
tice potential (e.g. a moire lattice) [11-13]. This ex-
perimental system can be modeled as Landau levels
subject to a weak superlattice potential. In specific,
we consider the regime that the cyclotron gap between
Landau levels is much larger than the superlattice po-
tential strength. In this regime each Landau level splits
into sub-bands, and Cls are realized by completely or
partially filling some of these sub-bands. The transi-
tions between different FQHs and ICIs/FCIs can be
achieved by tuning the lattice potential (e.g. poten-
tial strength). Below we discuss a concrete example,
namely a phase transition between the ¢*¥ = % FQH
state and o®¥ = 1 ICI [14].

A general form of superlattice potential can be writ-
ten as,

wur) = Uo/dr Z(Vme"'cmnr + h.c.), (10)

where G,, are reciprocal vectors of the superlattice.
A square lattice potential, for example, has G; =
%(170)7 Gy = %{(071>7 G; = 2777(17 1)7 G, =
21(1,-1), and Vi = Vo, V3 = V4, where a is the lat-
tice constant. We consider flux density ¢ = % (in units
of Dirac flux quanta) and electron density n = % per
unit cell of the superlattice. Without the superlattice
potential, the lowest Landau level (LLL) is 1/3 filled
yielding the v = 1/3 FQH state. Once the superlattice
potential is implemented, the LLL splits into three sub-
bands, with a band gap A o Ur. In the limit of strong
lattice potential (i.e. potential strength much larger
than the interaction strength), the lowest sub-band will
be completely filled realizing a ICI state. The Chern
number will depend on the form of lattice potential.
For example, if we take V3 = Vo =1, V3 =V, = 2.4,



FIG. 1: The band structure of the LLL subject to a
weak lattice potential with the form in Eq. (10). (a)
Vi=Vo=1, V3 =V, =2.4. The Chern number of
the three bands are C = 1,1,—1. (b) V; =V, =1,
V3 = V4 = —2.4. The Chern number of the three
bands are C' = —1,1, 1.

the lowest band will have C' =1 (see Fig. 1 for detailed
band structure). As one tunes the amplitude of the su-
perlattice potential, a phase transition can be realized
between o%¥ = % state and 0¥ = 1 state. The criti-
cal theory is described by Eq. (9), in which C; = 1,
Cy=—-1and k =2.

An interesting question is what will happen if we
swap the order the the three subbands such that the
lowest one has Chern number C' = —1. This can be
achieved by reversing the sign of the lattice potential
strength used above, as shown in Fig. 1. Now one
obtains a transition between v = % FQH state and
C = —1 ICI state. This transition does not belong to
the previously introduced QED3-Chern-Simons univer-
sality. Instead, an non-Abelian gauge field will emerge

at the quantum critical point as we will discuss in the
next section.

ITI. Emergent QCD3; between Abelian states

A. Transition between ¢”¥ = 1/3 state and
o™ = —1 state

o™ = 1/3 and 0¥ = —1 state belong to different
Jain sequences (0™¥ = C/(kC + 1)): the former has
k = 2,C = 1 while the latter has k = —2,C = 1. Hence
their transition falls beyond the QED3-Chern-Simons
universality. Below we show that their transition can
be naturally captured by a QCD3-Chern-Simons the-
ory.

We fractionalize a spinless electron operator into
three fermionic partons

c= ffifa. (11)

The o®¥ = 1/3 state is realized by a mean-field ansatz
that all the fermionic partons are in a C' =1 band (or
Landau level), while the 0¥ = —1 state is realized by
a mean-field ansatz that f isin a C' =1 band and f; »
are in a C' = —1 band, respectively. The transition
between these two states can be described by tuning
the Chern number of fi9 from C =1 to C = —1.
For each fermionic parton we can use lattice symme-
tries (eg. magentic translation symmetry) to protect
a Chern number transition with AC' = 2. However,
there is no global symmetry that can force f; and fs
to change their Chern number simultaneously. In other
words, in a naive setup this phase transition cannot be
a direct phase transition.

It turns out that the emergent non-Abelian gauge
symmetry can help to realize a direct phase tran-
sition. The parton construction (Eq. (11)) has a
maximal SU(3) gauge symmetry, (f, f1,f2) forms a
SU(3) fundamental. This SU(3) gauge structure can
be kept in the o®¥ = 1/3 state, while it is broken
down (the maximally remaining gauge symmetry is
U(2) =SU(2) xU(1)/Z53) in the ™Y = —1 state. We
can enforce the emergent gauge symmetry is U(2), for
which (f1, f2) is a U(2) fundamental, while the f par-
ton is charged under the diagonal U(1) of the U(2)
gauge symmetry. The f; and fo partons are now re-
lated by the U(2) gauge rotation, hence their Chern
number has to change simultaneously. The critical the-
ory is described by an effective Lagrangian:

2

L= i+ —m)iy
1=1 (12)

4 (A= Tr(@))d(A ~ Tr(a)) + CS,,

where « is a U(2) spin gauge field, and t; are
U(2) fundamental Dirac fermions. The mass term



m Z?Zl 1)y is the tuning operator for the phase tran-
sition. At semi-classical regime |m| > 1, the Dirac
fermion can be integrated out and we end up with

Lo — Bum)

2
Tr(ada + ga?’) + (2sgn(m) + 1)CS,

+ iW(A — Tr(a))d(A - Tr(a). (13)

4
Depending the sign of m, one would either get a ¢*¥ =
1/3 state (m > 1) or a 0*¥ = —1 state (m < —1). One
may worry that the above U(2)*® gauge theory may not
describe the Abelian state. To work out its topological
order, we need to utilize the level-rank duality. Let
us explain it for the case of m > 1. We start with
the level rank duality, U(N)® g _j = SU(K)n (with
N=2K=1):

1 2 1 2
—Tr(ada + =a®) — — BdTr(a) + — BdB + 2CS,
2w 4

4 3
2 Trivial. (14)

Next we implement S, T transformation ST 2 on the
above duality 2, yielding (a background term Adb has
been automatically added),

1 2 . 1 1
ETr(ada +3a )+ gbd(A — Tr(a)) — Ebdb +2CS,
3

1
~ ——bdb+ — Adb.
47 + 2

Integrating out the U(1) gauge field b in the first La-
grangian, we eventually end up with,

(15)

1 2 .
Log = ETr(adoz + goﬁ) +3CS,

1
47

which is exactly Eq. (13) for m > 1. Also the second
Lagrangian of the duality in Eq. (15) is the effective
theory of o™¥ = 1/3 state. Therefore, we have shown
that m > 1 limit gives the 0¥ = 1/3 state. Similarly,
one can show m < —1 gives the ¥ = —1 state.

+ — (A —Tr(a)d(A — Tr(a)), (16)

B. Generalization to U(N) gauge theories

We now consider a generalization of the previous dis-
cussion. We first fractionalize a particle,

CZ@l‘PQ"’SDkfl"'fw (17)

Here ¢;, f; are fermionic partons, and k + n is odd
(even) if the original particle ¢ is fermionic (bosonic).

2 T3 corresponds to adding a level 3 background Chern-Simons
term f%BdB, and S corresponds to promoting background
field B to a dynamical gauge field b on the both side of dual-
ity [67].

We consider the transition between two states: 1)
o™ = 1/(k + n) state, for which both ¢; and f; are in
C =1 bands; 2) 0™ = 1/(k — n) state, for which ¢;
is in C' = 1 bands while f; is in C' = —1 bands. The
critical theory is,

2 ‘ L ,
L= ;1/11(@@ + b= m)r — —bdb + 5—bd(A — Tra).

(18)

Here a is a U(n) spin gauge field, v is in the U(n)
fundamental representation. b is a U(1) gauge field,
which comes from the ¢ partons (one can view ¢1 - - - @,
as a 1/k Laughlin state). If k = 1, one can integrate
out b yielding a similar form of Eq. (12). For k > 1,
one cannot integrate out b as it represents a topological
order. The tuning parameter of the transition is again
the mass term of the Dirac fermions, m Z§:1 . At
semi-classical regime |m| > 1, we can integrate out the
matter fields and the resulting theory is

1 2
Lo = sgn(m)[ETr(ozda + §a3) + nCSy]

_k
47

1 (19)
bdb + —bd(A — Tra).
27

Similar as before we can use the level-rank duality to
work out the topological order described by the above
theory. The U(n)%; theory is dual to a topologically
trivial theory [39]

1 2, 1 _om
ETr(ada + 3% ) — %Tr(a)dB = fEBdB - nC(2Sg)

We then implement a transformation S+ 7~ on both
sides of the duality, yielding

1 2 k 1
n+k 1
>~ —bdA. 21
b + b (21)

The right hand side of Eq. (21) is exactly the
TQFT of 0™¥ = 1/(n+ k) Abelian fractional quantum
Hall/Chern insulator state that appears when m > 1.
The same analysis can also be implemented to the
m < —1 case, yielding the 0®¥ = 1/(n — k) Abelian
fractional quantum Hall/Chern insulator state.
We remark that the above discussion carries over for
k = 0 with a slight modification that the gauge field
changes from U(N) to SU(N).
Similarly, we use another construction,
c= o192 prefi fu (22)
Here ¢, @;, f; are all fermionic partons, and k+n is odd
(even) if the physical particle ¢ is bosonic (fermionic).
We consider the transition between two states, namely
1) o™ = p/((k 4+ n)p + 1) state: ¢ in a C = p band,



@; and f; in C =1 bands; 2) 0¥ = p/((k—n)p+1)
state: ¢ in a C' = p band, ¢; in C = 1 bands while f;
in ' = —1 bands. The critical theory has again two
flavors of Dirac fermions, interacting with a U(n) spin
gauge field,

2
L= 96+~ m)n — b
I=1

+ %bd(ﬂ — Tra) + ﬁ(A — B)d(A - B) +pCS(g. |
23

Here « is a U(n) spin gauge field, ¢y is in the U(n)
fundamental representation. b, 8 are U(1) gauge field
and spin gauge field, respectively. The first three terms
in Eq. (23) are similar to the critical theory Eq. (18).
In the third term we have a dynamical U(1) spin gauge
field B, which corresponds to the U(1) gauge symme-
try coming from the relative phase rotation between
@ and @192 - @pf1-- fn in the parton construction
Eq. (22). Similar as before one can show that at semi-
classical regime |m| > 1, the effective theory (after
applying the level-rank duality) is

sgn(m)n + k
a 4

p
+ L (A= B)d(A — B) +CS,,

1
Log = bdb + —bda
21

(24)

which is exactly the effective theory of Abelian com-
posite fermion states with 1) o®¥ = p/((k +n)p + 1)
state when m > 1; and 2) 0™ = p/((k—n)p+1) state
when m < —1.

IV. Parton Constructions for Non-Abelian
States

In the previous section we showed that a direct
phase transition between two FQHs/FCIs in differ-
ent Jain sequences [68] are necessarily described by a
QCD3-Chern-Simons theory. In the rest of this pa-
per we study phase transitions involving non-Abelian
FQHs/FCIs , i.e., states that have anyons with non-
Abelian statistics. We focus on non-Abelian states
that are close to the Moore-Read “Pfaffian” state [49],
including Pfaffian, anti-Pfaffian, PH-Pfaffian, bosonic
Pfaffian states, Ising topological order, etc. Some
of them might be realized in the half filled Landau
level [57-60] or frustrated spin systems [69]. The tran-
sitions involving these states can be naturally captured
by QCD3-Chern-Simons theories with different gauge
groups. For this purpose, we first discuss the parton
constructions for these states. Then in Sec. V, the
phase transitions will be analyzed.

A. USp(4) parton construction

Many of the non-Abelian topological orders we dis-
cuss below contain a USp(4)® spin gauge field in their
TQFT descriptions. In this subsection we will first
introduce a parton construction that has emergent
USp(4) gauge symmetry [51, 53]. This USp(4) parton
construction is similar to the familiar SU(2) parton
construction (g = f13f), and it is compatible with a
global SO(3) spin rotation symmetry.

We consider a spin system (or equivalently a bosonic
system), and fractionalize the spin operator into
fermionic partons,

ST =85% —iSY = (Y1vhs — Y3tha), (25)

which maximally has a local USp(4) gauge invariance,
with ¥ = (11, P2, ¥4, ¥3)T being a USp(4) vector
(fundamental). The local constraint is,

ny =mng, N2 =ng, (26)

on each site. S~ can be expressed as

0 010
_ 1.0 001

ST=3V" 0 o0 ool ™ (27)
0 -100

which is invariant under a local USp(4) transformation
¥ — LU. Note that the local Hilbert space has spin
S = 1 since (S7)2 # 0 but (S7)3 = 0. The USp(4)
gauge invariance and the physical spin rotation sym-
metry can be easily seen by introducing a 4 x 2 matrix
Xu

% —1y

_ | ¥y —Ys
X = , 28
vl (28)

¢§ )2

which satisfies a reality condition
X* = p?Xo?. (29)

Here ;2 and o2 are Pauli matrices acting from left and
right, respectively:

; (30)

o? = (? _OZ) : (31)

The physical spin operators can be expressed as

[N
O . OO
. O OO
o O O
o O

St = —iTr(XT Xo'), (32)



in which spin rotation symmetry acts on X from right
X — XU (33)

It is also easy to see that the spin operator is invariant
under a USp(4) gauge transformation, acting from left,

X - LX. (34)

In general, any elements in U(4) leave spin operators
invariant, but the reality condition Eq.(29) requires L
lie in USp(4), namely LTp?L = p?. Eq.(29) on the
other hand does not impose further constraints on the
global spin rotation symmetry. Note that the global
symmetry SU(2) and the gauge group USp(4) share a
common center —1. Thus the physical global symmetry
is actually SU(2)/Zs = SO(3).

This parton construction can also be understood in-
tuitively by noting that the maximal faithful symmetry
of four complex fermions v; (i =1,2,3,4) is O(8). Af-
ter gauging a USp(4) ~ SO(5) subgroup, an SO(3)
subgroup is left as the global spin rotation symmetry.

We also remark that, explicitly the parton construc-
tion is,

§° = S(ln + v —vovh —van)),  (39)

St = 8% +i8Y = —plyl + i, (36)

ST =858% —iSY = Y19hs — P3hs. (37)

It is straightforward to check that they satisfy the stan-
dard commutation relation

[S%,87] = ig"k Sk, (38)

B. Partons for Pfaffian-like states

Using similar results from level-rank duality, we are
able to find the parton construction of different non-
Abelian states, which are summarized in Table I. Some
of these constructions have been discussed in previous
papers [46, 48, 51, 53, 62].

1. Bosonic U(2)2 state

As discussed above, the bosonic U(2)y topological
order can be realized in spin/bosonic systems. Without
loss of generality, we take the spin-1/2 system as an
example. We start with the standard SU(2) parton
construction

S=rtzr/2, (39)
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where fT = ( fg , fD This parton construction has
a local SU(2) gauge structure. The U(2)2 topologi-
cal order is realized by putting both f; | in C = 2
bands [48, 51]. After integrating out the partons, one
ends up with an SU(2)?, Chern-Simons theory
%Tr[(a + §1Z)d(a + 212) + %(a + §12)3} 1 4CS,.
(40)
Here « is a spin SU(2) gauge field. A is the U(1) back-
ground field coupled to the global S* spin rotation.
Using a level/rank duality SU(2)? 5 = U(2)2,2, the de-
scription with normal gauge field can be obtained:

2 2 1
— —Tr(ada + ~a®) + — Ad(Tra). (41)
4n 3 2m

Here a is a U(2) gauge field.

2. Ising topological order

The Ising topological order corresponds to the v =1
state in Kitaev’s 16-fold-way [69]. It can be realized
on a model of localized spin-1/2 particles on a honey-
comb lattice, with a designed spin interactions. The
TQFT description of Ising topological order in terms
of spin gauge fields and parton construction were de-
rived in detail in Ref. [46], here we briefly summarize
the results.

The Ising topological described by
U(2),_2 = %2{](1)’4, which was shown to be
equivalent to the following topological order

U(2)2, _5 xU(1)-4
Zs

order is

(42)
with Lagrangian

Lising = %Tr(xdx—«—gx?’)—i—%adTrx—i—%ada—i—élCSg,
(43)
where x is a spin U(2) gauge field and a is a U(1)
gauge field. The parton construction is achieved by
fractionalizing the physical spin operator as

ST =o¢f1fa (44)

This parton construction has a U(2) gauge invariance:
(f1, f2)T is in the U(2) fundamental representation,
and it is interacting with a U(2) spin gauge field y;
¢ carries charge under the U(1) diagonal part of x.

To get the Ising topological order, we put the bosonic
parton ¢ into a v = —% Laughlin state, and put the
fermionic partons f; into a topological band with Chern
number C' = 2. After integrating out the gapped par-
tons, we end up with the TQFT Eq. (43).

3. Bosonic Pfaffian state

The bosonic Pfaffian state is believed to be realized
by bosons in the first Landau level at filling factor v =



TABLE I: Summary of Parton Constructions of Pfaffian-like states. #

State Kzy  Gauge field Spin gauge field Parton
. . U2)Z,, _oxUA)—4 + Tt
Ising topological order 1/2 U(2)2,-2 — ST =911/
Bosonic U(2); state 5/2 U(2)2,2 SU(2)2, S=rtar/2
Bosonic Pfaffian 3/2 SU(2)2 U(2)2q, 2 =USP(4)24 ST = (1% — P3h2)
Wen'’s (221)-parton state  5/2 U(2)2,4 U(2)25,_4 c= fif2)
Pfaffian 3/2 Ismg%U(l)S U<2)"2”22;U(1)78 x U(1); = %jwl)’s xU(1)1 c= %(1#1!04 — Y3)2)Y
Anti-Pfaffian 12 U(2)-24 pI Lo c= fifat)
— USp(@); XUy XU(Ds
PH-Pfaffian 1/2 % 2 ¢ = J5(11ha — Paih2)y)

& When K.y is concerned in the literature of the v = 5/2 quantum Hall state, an extra Ky = 2 from the filled first Landau level is

usually included.

1, and it can be understood as the p + ip pairing state
of composite fermions [50, 52]. At long wavelength the
bosonic Pfaffian state can be described by a SU(2).
Chern-Simons gauge theory [50],

2 2 1
- =T ~b*)+ —BdB
4 r(bdb + 3b )+ 4 45,

(45)
in which b is a SU(2) gauge field, B is a background
probe field.

It is known that the bosonic Pfaffian state can also
be realized in a spin—1 system preserving the SO(3)
spin rotation symmetry, so sometimes it is also ref-
ered as a non-Abelian chiral spin liquid [70]. To con-
struct the bosonic Pfaffian state, we use Eq.(25) to frac-
tionalize the spin-1 operator into fermionic partons 2.
The bosonic Pfaffian state is realized by having ; in
a C' = 1 band [51, 53], yielding a USp(4)%,; Chern-
Simons theory (8 is a USp(4) spin gauge field),

1 2 1
—Tr(BdB + = B%) + —BdB +4CS,,  (46)
41 3 4

which is dual to SU(2)2 in Eq. (45) through the level-
rank duality. As a self-consistent check, one can find
that after integrating the USp(4) gauge field in the
above USp(4) theory has the same thermal Hall re-
sponse as of the bosonic Pfaffian (k. = 3/2).

We can break the USp(4) gauge symmetry down
to a U(2) gauge symmetry, and the USp(4)%,; Chern-
Simons theory will become the U(2)°, 5 theory. In-
terestingly, U(2)% 5 _, is dual to USp(4)% ; (similar to
SU(2)%; =2 U(1)%,)), hence this gives us an alterna-
tive way to describe bosonic Pfaffian as well as their
transitions.

3 For the bosonic system, one can simply replace spin operators
by bosonic annihilation/creation operators.

4. Pfaffian state

The fermionic Pfaffian state [49] is described by the
following TQFT [71]

Ising X U(l)g ~ U(2)27_2 X U(l)s

= 4
- e SNCC)
with the Lagrangian [72]
2 2 2
=——T ~b3) + ——TrbdT
Lyr i r(bdb + 3b )+ i rbdTrb
1 1 1

Here b is a U(2) gauge field, cis a U(1) gauge field. Tt is
shown in Appendix A that its dual TQFT description
in terms of spin gauge fields are
1
4m
— ibdb + i(A +a)db 4+ 4CS
4 2 o

2 1
=T =3+ —
Loy = -Tr(Bdp + 6% + | —ada

(49)

in which 8 is a USp(4) spin gauge field and a, b are
both U(1) gauge fields. The chiral central charge of
the theory is —% -1+1+4+4 = % (—g comes from
USp(4)_1 part, —14+1 comes from the two U(1) parts
and 4 comes from 4CS,), which is identical to that of
the Pfaffian state.

This TQFT motivates a parton construction for elec-
trons [51, 53]

c= %(1/111/)4 — h312)1,

| USp@)xU(1)
Z

(50)

which has a loca gauge redundancy.
Roughly speaking, v; (i = 1,2,3,4) furnish a funda-
mental representation of USp(4) subgroup and we will
put them on C' = 1 Chern bands. We also put 9 on
a C = 1 band. Besides the dynamical USp(4) spin
gauge field 3, ¢;’s also couple to 14, where a is a
U(1) gauge field which comes from the relative phase



rotation between (114 — ¥31h2) and 1. And ¢ has
charge 1 under A, the external electromagnetic field.
Gauge invariance imposes a constraint on the density
of the partons:

Toyp n
— frng — = —= —, ].
ni nag ns Ny 9 D) (5 )
Integrating out the fermions leads to
LT (84 214)d(8 + L14) + 2(8 + 214)°
4 274 PR D
1 1
+ —(a+ A)db — —bdb + 4CSy, (52)
2m 47

in which the b field describes the v = 1 integer Quan-
tum Hall state of . We thus recover the TQFT of
fermionic Pfaffian state Eq. (49).

The fractional U(1) gauge charge of the 1; partons
looks ill-defined. Actually it reflects the fact that the
center element of USp(4) should be identified with 7

flux of the U(1) gauge symmetry, and the precise gauge

structure of Pfaffian state is %jml)_g x U(1)1.

Detailed discussion is shown in Appendix A. One more
subtlety is that here an ordinary gauge field a, instead
of a spin gauge field, is coupled to a fermion . From
the parton construction Eq. (50), one can see this field
couples to both a bosonic part, i.e. ~ (194 — 31h2),
and a fermionic part, i.e. 1. These two viewpoints
differ by a local fermion, namely the physical electron,
which has no influence on the topological order in elec-
tronic systems. If we interpret the electromagnetic field
A as a spin, connection, the choice we adopt here can
be consistently put on a spin, manifold, since (a + A),
to which 1 couples, is a spin, connection.

5. Anti-Pfaffian state

The anti-Pfaffian state [55, 56] is described by

SU(2)_2 x U(1
U(2)_2,4 o ( ) ; ( )8
2
L 2 2 5 3 1
iy Tr(bdb + 3b ) — g TrbdTrd + o Tr(bd;l,
53

where b is a U(2) gauge field which is coupled to a
bosonic matter, A is the background electromagnetic
field. The dual spin gauge field description can be
found by the similar method as that described for Pfaf-
fian state and the result is (see Appendix A for details)

L:apf = A

(54)
which is roughly a U(2)® x U(1) theory. The chiral
central charge of the TQFT in Eq. (54) can then be
easily obtained: g +1—4=—1 consistent the Anti-

-1,
Pfaffian state.

2 2 1
——Tr(xdx+ gx?’)— %cd0+%cd(Trx+A) —4CS
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This TQFT motivates a parton construction for
Anti-Pfaffian state [62],

c = fi1f21,

where we enforce the emergent gauge symmetry is

SURXUW =~ 17(2), and (f1, f2)7 is a U(2) fundamen-
tal coupled to a dynamical U(2) spin gauge field ¥,
while 1 is charged under the diagonal U(1) of the U(2)
gauge field. We put fi 2 in C' = —2 bands and assume
¢ forms a v = % Laughlin state. Integrating out the

fermion fields gives rise to Eq. (54).

(55)

6. PH-Pfaffian state

The PH-Pfaffian state [73] can be described by the
following Chern-Simons theory in terms of gauge field:
ISil’lg X U(].)g ~ U(2),2’2 X U(].)g

Zy a Za ’

(56)

with Lagrangian

2 2 2 1
Lonns =—Tr(bdb + 2b%) — = TrbdTrb + — Trbd
phpg = Tr(bdb+ 3b%) — - + gy e
3 1
— 2 cde — — Ade.
47Tcdc 5 de (57)

The dual description in terms of spin gauge field is
1 2 . 1 1
=— —Tr(Bd =63 — —bdb — —bd
Lphps In r(Bdp + 3»3 ) e o e

3 1
— —ada + %Ada —4C8S,, (58)

47
where 3 is a USp(4) spin gauge field, b and a are U(1)
gauge fields. The duality is derived in Appendix A. We
can do a self-consistent check by examining the gravita-
tional response. Integrating out the gauge fields yields
a gravitational Chern Simons term 2CS,. Combined
with the last term in Eq. (58), the total gravitational
response is %CSQ7 which is identical to that of the PH-
Pfaffian state. The parton construction is straightfor-
ward,

c= %(1/111#4 — 3ha)1h. (59)

%

Similar to the case in Pfaffian state, this parton con-
struction also has a %;XU(D local gauge redun-
dancy. We put v¢;, ¢ = 1,2, 3,4, which are in fundamen-
tal representation of USp(4) group and carry charge
1/2 under the U(1) gauge field b, in C = —1 bands.
9'The 1) parton, which carries charge 1 under both the
U(1) gauge field b and external electromagnetic field
A, forms a v = % Laughlin state. After integrating
out the fermionic matters, one reproduces the TQFT
for PH-Pfaffian state, Eq. (58). A detailed analysis on
normalization conditions for gauge charge and gauge



flux shows that this Lagrangian can be written as (see
Appendix. A)

USp(4)Zi2><U(1)4 % U(l)g

Z (60)

7. Wen’s (221)-parton state

Wen’s (221)-parton state [48, 51] was recently pro-
posed as a candidate state of the half filled higher Lan-
dau levels of graphene [61]. Its parton construction
is

c= fifat (61)

where f1, fo and 1 are all fermionic partons. Note that
the construction is the same as that for Anti-Pfaffian
state, Eq.(55), which has a U(2) = SU(2) x U(1)/Z,
gauge redundancy. The U(2) doublet (f; f2) is coupled
to a dynamical U(2)® gauge field x while ¢ is charged
under Try. We put (f; f2) in C = 2 bands and v in
a C' =1 band. After integrating out the partons, one
ends up with an effective theory

2 2
Loy =—Tr(xdx + =x°)
4 3

: (62)
+ E(Trx + A)d(Trx + A) 4+ 5CS,,

which is the U(2)2, _, Chern-Simons theory.

V. Phase transitions from the Pfaffian-like states

Following the philosophy used in the discussion
about transitions between Abelian FCIs/FQHs in Sec-
tion ITI, we can also describe phase transitions involv-
ing these Pfaffian-like states. We summarize the key
ideas: (1) Phase transitions in general can be under-
stood as Chern number changing transitions of the un-
derlying parton insulators, which are mediated by |AC|
Dirac cones. At the critical point, Ny = |AC| flavors of
Dirac fermions interact with non-Abelian gauge fields.
(2) Naively only |AC| = 1 transitions are generic with-
out fine tuning, however one can use symmetries, in
particular the magnetic translation symmetry, to en-
force |AC| > 1 without fine-tuning. Specifically, we
can design an external magnetic field and electron den-
sity such that the partons see a fractional effective flux.
Thus higher Chern number changing transitions can be
protected by the magnetic algebra. We focus on those
transitions between the Pfaffian-like states and Abelian
states, which is more realistic in experimental settings.

A. Phase transitions out of the bosonic Pfaffian

We will first discuss phase transitions out of the
bosonic Pfaffian state. From this example it will be
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clear about how to understand in general the phase
transitions involving other similar Pfaffian like states.
As we discussed above the bosonic Pfaffian state
can be constructed using the USp(4) parton construc-
tion, ST = (Y114 — ¥31)2), with each fermionic parton
(11,... 4) on a C =1 Chern band. When the fermionic
partons have a different Chern number C, a state de-
scribed by the USp(4)®  TQFT is realized. For exam-
ple, if C' = 0 we have a topologically trivial Mott insu-
lator, while if C' = —1 we have a time-reversal reversed
bosonic Pfaffian. The phase transitions between the
bosonic Pfaffian and these states is described by the
Chern number changing transitions of the fermionic
partons. Since the fermionic partons are coupled to a
U Sp(4) spin gauge field, the critical theory of the phase
transitions are
e Ny = |AC| = |C — 1] flavor of Dirac fermions
coupled to a USp(4)i(C+1)/2 Chern-Simons field.
It is worth noting that there is a level-rank dual-
ity between the USp(4)%, and U(2)%, Chern-Simons
theory. Therefore, the bosonic Pfaffian state can be
equivalently described by a U(2)® gauge theory. For
the U(2) parton construction, we can simply higgs the
USp(4)® gauge symmetry down to the U(2)° gauge
symmetry, for which (11, 12) and (104, 13) are the U(2)
fundamental and anti-fundamental, respectively. This
structure is manifest if one writes the spin operator in
matrix form

57— (o ) (1), (63

and the U(2) gauge transformation is simply

()= () () (). o

where W is an U(2) matrix in fundamental represen-
tation.

By assigning Chern number C; and Csy to (¥1,12)
and (14,%3)%, we will get a state described by the
.U (2)s (C14C3) Chern-Simons theory, whose Lagrangian
is

G+ 0y 2 4 1 C—Cy
L= yp Tr(ada + 3% )+ 5r 3 AdTr(a)
1
Z%Ad/x +2(C1 + Cy) CS,. (65)
™

Here «v is a U(2) spin gauge field and A is a probe field
coupled to the S* spin rotation. To get the response
(i.e. Hall conductance o*¥ and thermal Hall conduc-
tance k™) of the state, we can further integrating out

4 We remark that when Cy # Ca, the global SO(3) spin rotation
symmetry cannot be preserved.
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TABLE II: Transitions out of the bosonic Pfaffian can be described by the parton construction
S7 = (Y1vha — 3tha).

Phase (W1,92)  (Ya,3) Topological order o™ g™
Bosonic Pfaffian Ci=1 Cy=1 USpA),=U@2)°,=SU®2), 1 3/2

Mott insulator Ci=0 Co=0 USp(4)8 0 0
Reversed Bosonic Pfaffian Ci=-1 Co=-1 USp@)i=U(2)s3x=2SU(2)-2 -1 =3/2

Mott insulator Ci1=0 Cy=1 U(2)2; = Trivial 0 0

Charge-2 superfluid Ch=-1 Cr=1 U(2)§

Bosonic integer quantum Hall (SPT) Ci=-2 (=1 U(2); = Trivial 4 0

Reversed Bosonic Pfaffian stacked with SPT C1=-3 Ca=1 U(2); 28U (2)-2 3 =3/2

the U(2) gauge field a,

1 2C:Cy
res =— ———AdA + [2
L 0t Gy +[2(C1 + Cy) )
3(01 + CQ)
- Ci + (Cy)]CS,.
2410+ Cy BT RIS,
It is worth noting that when Cy; = —C4, the effec-

tive theory Eq. (65) reduces to %AdTr(a), which de-
scribes a superfluid with charge-2|C}| condensation °.

The phase transitions between different states are
again described by the Chern number changing tran-
sitions of partons. However, we shall emphasize that
there is no (gauge or global) symmetry to relate C
with Cy, hence a direct phase transition can only have
C; or (5 changing, with another one fixed. Table. II
summarizes several phases obtained by varying C; with
(5 fixed. The phase transitions between the bosonic
Pfaffian and these states are described by the critical
theory:

e Ny = |AC:| = |Cy — 1] flavor of Dirac fermions
coupled to a U(?)S_(C1 +3)/2 Chern-Simons gauge
field.

One may note that there are two different critical
theories for the phase transition between the bosonic
Pfaffian and Mott insulator, 1) Ny = 1 flavor of Dirac
fermions coupled to a USp(4)° ; /2 Chern-Simons field;

2) Ny = 1 flavor of Dirac fermions coupled to a
U(2)%, /2 Chern-Simons gauge field. Indeed these two
critical theories may be dual to each other as discussed
in Ref. [39, 42]. If this duality conjecture is correct, it
means that the second theory will have an emergent
SO(3) global symmetry rather than the naive U(1)
global symmetry.

5 Due to the absense of Chern-Simons therm, the U(2) gauge
field will confine, and the monopole of the diagonal U(1) field
Tr(«)/2 will condense. On the other hand, due to the mutual
Chern-Simons term %AdTr(a), the monopole will carry ¢ =
2|C1]| charge of the physical particle. Therefore, we end up
with a charge-2|C1| superfluid.

B. Phase transitions of other Pfaffian-like states

Similar to the previous example of the bosonic Pfaf-
fian, phase transitions out of other Pfaffian-like states
can be described by changing the Chern number of
partons. In Table.IV-VI we have listed the parton
states of various parton constructions for the afore-
mentioned Pfaffian-like states: U(2)2 bosonic state
(Table IIT), Ising topological order (Table IV), anti-
Pfaffian state (Table V), Wen’s (221)-parton state (Ta~
ble VI), Pfaffian state (Table VII), and PH-Pfaffian
state (Table VIII). Among all the parton states, we
would like to say a bit more about the topological su-
perconductors.

There are several ways to use partons to construct
topological superconductors, which include the f —if
superconductor in Table VI and the p — ip supercon-
ductor in Table VII. The f —:f superconductor is con-
structed via the parton decomposition ¢ = fi fot), with
(f1,f2) on a C = —2 Chern band and ¢ on a C =1
Chern band. The effective theory of this parton con-
struction is a U(2)® Chern-Simons theory,

f%Tr(ada+§a3)+%(fTraJrA)d(fTraJrA)fBCSg.
(67)
Here « is a U(2) spin gauge field, A is the probe field
(i.e. the electromagnetic field). To understand why
it describes a superconductor, we decompose the U(2)
gauge field into a SU(2) and a U(1) gauge field, o =
asy(2) + %(T‘I‘Oé)].z, so that the effective theory is

2 2 1
— —Trlagy@)dasy2) + fa?éU(Q)] — —(Tra)dA

47 3 o

1
+ 47TAdA 3CS,. (68)
Due to the absence of the Chern-Simons term of the
U(1) gauge field—Tra,/2, the monopole of Tra/2 will
condense which confines the U(1) gauge field. On the
other hand, the monopole carries a ¢ = 2 charge of
A (hence it is a Cooper pair), the condensation of it
will lead to a superconductor. Also we note that the
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TABLE III: Transition out of U(2)2 bosonic topological order can be described by the parton construction

57 = fife.
Phase (f1, f2) Topological order  o*¥ [t
U(2)s C=2 SU@2),~2U®2). 1 5/2
Laughlin state C=1 SU(2)2,>2U(1)2 1/2 1
Mott insulator C =0 SU(2)8 0 0
Laughlin state C=-1 SU2);=U(1)-. -1/2 -1
U(2)-2 C=-2 SU2)5>2U2)-2 -1 -=5/2
TABLE IV: Transition out of Ising topological order can be described by the parton construction S™ = f; fo¢.
Phase (f1, f2) Topological order  ¢®¥ K™Y
Ising topological order C =2 v=-1/2 U(2)2,—2 -1 1/2
Superfluid C=1 v=-1/2 Trivial
Mott insulator C=0 v=-1/2 Trivial 0 0
Laughlin state C=-1 v=-1/2 U(l)-4 -1/4 -1
Non-Abelian state C=-2 v=-1/2 %ﬂl)*m -1/3 —5/2
gauge structure of the theory is U(2) = %ﬁml), 2. Ising topological order

the SU(2) gauge fundamental has to carry a charge of
the U(1) gauge field (hence it is a U(2) fundamental).
This means the confinement of the U(1) gauge field
will lead to the confinement of the SU(2) gauge field,
even though the latter has a non-trivial Chern-Simons
term. Indeed the U(2) fundamental (i.e. (f1, f2)) is the
vortex of the superconductor, and it has a non-Abelian
statistics captured by the SU(2)® Chern-Simons term.
Moreover, by integrating out agy(z), we can find that
the superconductor has a thermal Hall conductance
K% = —3/2, so it is a f — if superconductor. With
very similar analysis one can also construct a p — ip
superconductor with the parton construction shown in
Table VII.

Below we will briefly discuss the phase transitions of
all these Pfaffian-like states.

1. U(2)2

bosonic state

The parton decomposition S~ = fi1fs can be used
to construct the U(2)y bosonic state. This parton
construction has an emergent SU(2) gauge symme-
try, with (f1, f2)7 being a SU(2) fundamental. The
U(2), state is realized by putting (f1, f2) on a C' = 2
Chern band, and by changing the Chern number C' of
(f1, f2) we can obtain various states as summarized in
Table III. Their transitions are described by,

e Ny = |C — 2| flavor of Dirac fermions coupled to
a SU(2)% (Ct2)/2 Chern-Simons gauge field.

The parton decomposition S~ = f; fo¢ can be used
to construct the Ising topological order. This parton

construction has an emergent U (2) & w gauge

symmetry, with (fi, f2)7 being a U(2) fundamental
and ¢ being charged under the diagonal U(1) of the
U(2) gauge field. The Ising topological order is real-
ized by putting (f1, f2) on a C = 2 Chern band, and
putting ¢ into a ¥ = —1/2 bosonic Laughlin state. By
changing the Chern number C of (f1, f2) we can ob-
tain various states as summarized in Table IV. The
phase transitions between the Ising topological order
and other states are described by a U(2)® gauge the-
ory,

Nede C+2
L= Z ¢I(la+¢1)¢1 + —TTr(ozda—i— 3a )
=1

2 1
+ p-bdb + 5—bd(A — Te(a)). (69)

Here « is a U(2) spin gauge field, b is U(1) gauge field
which describes the v = —1/2 Laughlin state of ¢,
A is a U(1) background field. We omit the gravita-
tional Chern-Simons term as well as the mass of Dirac
fermions for convenience.

We also remark that some phase transitions can be
described by changing the state formed by ¢. For ex-
ample, if ¢ forms a superfluid state, the corresponding
parton state is the U(2)2 bosonic state, hence its tran-
sition is a gauged version of the superfluid—v = —1/2
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TABLE V: The transition out of anti-Pfaffian state can be described by the parton construction ¢ = fi fa1).

Phase (f1, f2) Topological order o*¥ k™
anti-Pfaffian C=-2 v=1/3 Anti-Pfaffian 172 —1/2
Integer quantum Hall C=-1 v=1/3 Trivial 1 1
Mott insulator C=0 v=1/3 Trivial 0 0
Laughlin state C=1 v=1/3 U(1)s 1/5 1
Non-Abelian state C=2 v=1/3 S0CxU0c 14 5/2

TABLE VI: The transition out of Wen’s (221)-parton state can be described by the parton construction

c= fifat.
Phase (f1, f2) Topological order o™ g™
Wen’s (221)-parton state C =2 wv=1 U(2)2is_4=U(2)24 1/2 5/2
Laughlin state C=1 v=1 U@2)2:,3=U1)s 1/3 1
Mott insulator C=0 v= U(2)5,—o = Trivial 0 0
Integer quantum Hall C=- v= U@2)i,1=U1) -1 -1
f —if superconductor C=-2 wv=1 U(2)5, (confined) —3/2

Laughlin state transition [14, 15]°.

3. Anti-Pfaffian state

The parton decomposition ¢ = f1 fo1 can be used to
construct the anti-Pfaffian state. Similar to the par-
ton construction for the Ising topological order, this
construction has an emergent U(2) gauge symmetry,
with (f1, f2)T being a U(2) fundamental and 1 being
charged under the diagonal U(1) of the U(2) gauge
field. The anti-Pfaffian state is realized by putting
(f1, f2) on a C = —2 Chern band, meanwhile ¢ is form-
ing a v = 1/3 Laughlin state. By changing the Chern
number C of (f1, f2) we can obtain various states as
summarized in Table V. The phase transitions between
the anti-Pfaffian state and other partons states are de-
scribed by a U(2)® gauge theory,

Np=[C+2|

£= X Bl + o+ - o

2 2
Tr(ada + gag)

- Ebdb + %bd(A — Tr(a)). (70)

Here «v is a U(2) spin gauge field, b is U(1) gauge field
which describes the v = 1/3 Laughlin state of ¢, A is

6 In the composite fermion approach, this transition can be de-
scribed as the transition of topological superconductors formed
by composite fermion, whose critical theory is four Majorana
fermions coupled to a Zs gauge field. With few lines of alge-
bra, one can show that the two different approaches are indeed
equivalent.

a U(1) probe field (i.e. the electromagnetic field).

4. Wen’s (221)-parton state

The parton decomposition ¢ = fif2t) can also be
used to construct Wen’s (221)-parton state. The dif-
ference from the anti-Pfaffian state is that, here we
put (f1,f2) on a C = 2 Chern band, and % on a
C = 1 Chern band. By changing the Chern number
C of (f1, f2) we can obtain various states as summa-
rized in Table VI. The phase transitions between the
Wen’s (221)-parton state and other partons states are
described by a U(2)® gauge theory,

Ny—lo=2] 1C+2 2
L= 3 i@+ @ + -5 —Tr(ada + za?)
I=1
1 1
— =bdb+ 5 —bd(A — Tr(a)). (71)

Here « is a U(2) spin gauge field, b is U(1) gauge field
which describes the v = 1 integer quantum Hall state
of ¢, A is a U(1) probe field (i.e. the electromagnetic
field).

Also one can change the Chern number of v instead
of (f1, f2). For example, if 9 realizes a C'= —1 Chern
insulator, the parton state will be a f + if supercon-
ductor. The phase transition will then be described
by a QED3-Chern-Simons theory rather than a QCD3-
Chern-Simons theory.
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TABLE VII: The phase transition out of Pfaffian state can be described by the parton construction
¢ = (Y19 — hatha) ) /V2.

Phase (1,%2)  (ha,13) P Topological order o R
Pfaffian Ci=1 Cy=1 v=1 Pfaffian 1/2 3/2
Mott insulator Ci =0 Cy=0 v=1 Trivial 0 0
p —ip superconductor C;=-1 Co=-1 v= Confined -1/2
Mott insulator Ci1=0 Co=1 vr=1 Trivial 0 0
020
Abelian state Ci=-1 (Cy=1 wv=1 K=1[201 1 1
011
Abelian state Ci=-2 Co=1 v=1 K = (14 1) 4/5 0
Non-Abelian state Ci=-3 (Cy=1 p=1 2U@-2xUM-16 U(1): 3/4 -=3/2

Zo

TABLE VIII: The phase transition out of PH-Pfaffian state can be described by the parton construction
¢ = (P19s — Y3iha) b/ V2.

Phase (Y1,v2)  (Ya,v3) P Topological order oY k™Y
PH-Pfaffian Ci=-1 Co=-1 v=1/3 PH-Pfaffian /2 1/2
Mott insulator Ci=0 Co=0 v=1/3 Trivial 0 0
Non-Abelian state Ci1 =1 Co=1 v=1/3 Non-Abelian * 1/4  3/2
Mott insulator Ci =0 Co=-1 v=1/3 Trivial 0 0
310
Abelian state Ci=1 Co=-1 v=1/3 K=1102 1/3 1
020
Abelian state Ci =2 Co=-1 v=1/3 K = (11 ;) 4/11 2
non-Abelian state C; =3 C:=-1 v=1/3 Non-Abelian ® 3/8 7/2

2 This Non-Abelian state is described by a Lagrangian £ = ﬁTr(,Bdﬂ + %53) + %bdb + ﬁad(% +A) - %ada +4CSy, with an
additional cocycle condition between the USp(4) spin gauge field 8 and U(1) gauge field b: §(w2(8)/2 + db/2n) € Z.

b This Non-Abelian state is described by a Lagrangian £ = %Tr(xdx + %X?’) + %Trxdb + ﬁbdb + %ad(% +A)— %ada +4CSy,
with an additional cocycle condition between the U(2) spin gauge field x and U(1) gauge field b:

$(w2(x)/2 + (1/2)(dTrx)/(2m) + db/27) € Z.

5. Pfaffian state

The parton decomposition ¢ = (111h4 — V32)Y/V/2
can be used to construct the Pfaffian state. The max-
imal gauge symmetry of this parton construction is
%;U(l), and (1, 12, 13,14) is the bi-fundamental
of USp(4) and U(1), while ¢ carries ¢ = 2 charge of
U(1) but neutral under USp(4). The Pfaffian state is
realized by putting (i1, %2,%s,1%4) in a C = 1 Chern
band, and % in a C = 1 Chern band as well. Due
to the USp(4)%-U(2)* duality, we can also higgs the
USp(4) down to U(2) without destroying the Pfaf-
fian state. In this case, the emergent gauge symme-

try is %2{](1) (¥1,12) and (t4,13) are the U(2)

fundamental and anti-fundamental, respectively. Also
(11,%9) and (tb4,1)3) carry unit charge of the U(1)
gauge field, and ¢ carries ¢ = 2 gauge charge of the
U(1) gauge field.

Table VII summarizes several parton states for dif-
ferent choices of Chern number Cy (of (41,12)) and
Cy (of (thy,1)3)). If we keep the maximal %;U(l)
gauge symmetry, we shall have C; = Cy = C. This
structure can be used to describe phase transitions
from the Pfaffian to the Mott insulator or p — ip super-



conductor. The critical theory is,

Ny=|C—1]
L= Y G+ b+ 2
I=1
1 C+1

2 . 1 1
yr— Tr(ada + 3% ) — ECdC + ﬂcd(A — 2b).
(72)

Here « is a USp(4) spin gauge field, b is a U(1) gauge
field. cis a U(1) gauge field which describes the Chern
number 1 insulator of 1), Ais a U(1) probe field (i.e. the
electromagnetic field). Note that the ¢; (i = 1,2,3,4)
partons couple to an ordinary U(1) gauge field b, since
the ”fermionic core” of Wilson lines in half-integer spin
representations of USp(4) has already been taken into
account by . We omit the gravitational Chern-Simons
term as well as the mass of Dirac fermions for conve-
nience.

USp(4)xU(1)

We can also break the 7 gauge symmetry

U(2)><U(1)

down to . For this gauge structure, C; and Cy

has to be tuned independently (we consider the case of
tuning Cy). It can be used to describe different phase
transitions from the ones discussed above. The critical
theory is,

Ng=|C1-1|
L= Z Dr(id + ¥ + Fla)y; L DS
]. Cl +3 2 3 C;—1
3 Tr(xdx + 3X )+ T(Trx)db
1 1

Here x is a U(2) spin gauge field, b is a U(1) gauge field.
cis a U(1) gauge field which describes the v = 1 Chern
insulator of ¢, A is a U(1) probe field (i.e. the elec-
tromagnetic field). We omit the gravitational Chern-
Simons term as well as the mass of Dirac fermions for
convenience.

At last we remark that some phase transitions can be
described by changing the state formed by the parton
1. For example, if ¢ forms a v = —1 integer quan-
tum Hall state the parton construction will then yield
the p + ip superconductor. The transition between the
p+1ip superconductor and the Pfaffian is then described
by a QED3-Chern-Simons theory, namely Ny = 2
Dirac fermions coupled to a U(1) Chern-Simons field
(i.e. 2b). One can also use the composite fermion
approach to describe this phase transition, and it is
indeed equivalent to the QEDg3-Chern-Simons theory
described above. In constrast, the transition between
the p — ip superconductor and Pfaffian state can only
be described by the QCDg3-Chern-Simons theory con-
structed by the USp(4) parton construction.
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6. PH-Pfaffian state

Similar to the Pfaffian state, the PH-Pfaffian state
can also be constructed via the parton decomposition
¢ = (Y11hg — P312)1/+/2. The PH-Pfaffian state is re-
alized by putting (¢1, 12, ¥s,14) in a C = —1 Chern
band, and ¢ in a ¥ = 1/3 Laughlin state. The PH-
Pfaffian state is well captured by either the maximal
USp@)xUQ) 1 o gmaller M gauge symmetry.
Za
Table VIIT summarizes Varlous parton states of differ-
ent Chern number assignment to the fermionic partons.
The phase transitions between the PH-Pfaffian state
and other states are described by either the %;U(l)

(2)XU(1)

or gauge depending on whether C; and Cs
are changlng simultaneously or independently. The
USp(4)xU(1) h .
— 7, gauge theory 1s,

Ny=[C+1|

Cc-1

L= Z Dr (i + ¢+ BLa)r + ubdb

1 C 2 3
+ ETT r(ada + 3¢ 3 — EchwL %cd(A —2b).

(74)

Here « is a USp(4) spin gauge field, b is a U(1) gauge
field. ¢ is a U(1) gauge field which describes the v =
1/3 Laughlin state of ¢, A is a U(1) probe field (i.e.
the electromagnetic field).

The %2(](1) critical theory is,

Ny=|C1+1|

-3
L= > d+yx+ L)y I
I=1
1C;-3 2 3 Ci+1
Z 5 Ti"(xder 3X) + = —(Trx)db
- = —cd(A — 2b).
47Tcdc—&- 5 cd( b) (75)

Here y is a U(2) spin gauge field, b is a U(1) gauge
field. ¢ is a U(1) gauge field which describes the v =1
Chern insulator of 9, A is a U(1) probe field (i.e. the
electromagnetic field).

VI. Summary and discussion

We study a new universality class of phase tran-
sitions of FCIs/FQHs. These transitions have emer-
gent non-Abelian gauge fields coupled to Ny flavors
of Dirac fermions, hence are dubbed QCDj3-Chern-
Simons theory. In contrast to the previous study
of the QEDs-Chern-Simons theory [14], the transi-
tions we consider here are either 1) between Abelian
FCIs/FQHs in different Jain sequences, or 2) involv-
ing non-Abelian FCIs/FQHs. Specifically, we use the
non-Abelian parton construction to construct these
FCIs/FQHs, and the transitions between them are



nothing but the Chern number changing transitions
of non-Abelian partons. In order to corretly charac-
terize the topological order from parton constructions,
we utilize the level-rank duality [39], and clarify its
meaning for the condensed matter application. For
the transitions involving non-Abelian states, we focus
on the Pfaffian-like states, but the generalization to
other more complicated non-Abelian states is straight-
forward. We shall also mention that the phase tran-
sitions discussed here and previously [14] are far from
a complete list. For example, a recent numerically ob-
served phase transition [74] falls beyond our study.

We remark that in this paper we only discuss effec-
tive theories of these phase transitions without delv-
ing into their dynamics (i.e. RG flow, critical expo-
nents, etc.). It is possible that when the Dirac fla-
vor N is small, the effective theory may not flow into
a nontrivial conformal fixed point (in other words it
will be weakly first order phase transitions). If this is
the case for certain theories, interesting critical phe-
nomenon can still appear at finite temperature due
to the proposed scenario of complex fixed point (also
dubbed pseudo-criticality ) [31, 75, 76]. We hope this
new proposed scenario will also motivate more experi-
mental study on these phase transitions.
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A. Duality between different Chern-Simons
theories

1. Pfaffian state

The fermionic Pfaffian state is described by the fol-
lowing TQFT [71]

Ising x U(1)s

U(2)2’,2 X U(l)g '

Z Z (A1)
The Lagrangian is
2 == 254 2 ~ ~
L =——Tr(bdb+ -b°) + —(Trb)d(Trb)
4 3 4
8 2
— —édé+ —Adeé A2
gy cdé + o de, (A2)

where j} is a U(2) gauge field, and ¢ is a U(1) gauge
field. b and ¢ are not independent gauge field as one
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needs to mod out their Z; center. A is the background
electromagnetic field, and we need a factor 2 in the last
term to reproduce the correct filling fraction v = %
for the Pfaffian state. From high energy point of view,
since this theory Eq. (A2) (without modding out the Z,
center) is a non-spin TQFT due to the Chern-Simons
levels, we need this factor of 2 if we interpret A as a
background spin, connection.

The procedure of modding out Zs center of b and
¢ can be done by gauging a Zs one-form global sym-
metry. As discussed in Ref. [72], one can achieve this
by a change of variables to conventionally normalized
gauge fields, such that the Z one-form symmetry does
not act on them. First we note that if b and ¢ are

independent fields, we should have

) en f(@)er

The above two equations means nothing but that only
27 flux of b or ¢ is allowed. Next moding out the Z,
center of b and ¢ means that: we allow 7 flux of b and
¢ on a closed surface, but we need to identify them,

1dTrb  ws(b) 1 e\ 1
F352 @) eje f(£) o
1dTrb  wy(b)  dé

- -— ez
%(2 2 + 2 27r> <

To solve above constraints, we can redefine gauge
fields,

(A5)

b=b—cls,
c = 2c.

One can find that the constraints reduced to that only
27 gauge flux of b and c is allowed.

In terms of these new variables the Lagrangian can
be written as

2 2 2
L =— —Tr(bdb+ =b*) + — (Trb)d(Trb)
47 3 47

1 1
+ —cd(A — Trb) — —cde. (A8)
27 47
This is the Chern-Simons theory description for Pfaf-
fian state. Indeed we can integrate out the U(1) gauge
field ¢, yielding

2 2
L =— —Tr(bdb+ =b*) + i(Trb)d(Trb)

47 3 47 (A9)
1 1

This is nothing but the particle-hole conjugate of anti-
Pfaffian (U(Q)_QA).

Now we try to find a dual spin gauge field description
for the Pfaffian state. From our previous result Eq.(42)



and USp(4)* — U(2)? level-rank duality, the Pfaffian
topological order can be rewritten as

USp(4)2 ,xU(1)—4
Pfaffian = Z

X U(l)g
7 . (A10)

To construct a Lagrangian, we start from two decou-
pled theories, namely % and U(1)g, and
then implement the Z quotient. The Lagrangian for
%jml)% x U(1)g theory is
1 2 4 8-~ 2 -
—Tr(BdB + = B°) + —ada — —bdb+ — Adb, (All
I HBdB+ 357 + rada - nbdbd 5T Adb, (ALL)

with a cocycle condition

]{(wzz(ﬁ) + g—i) €.

(A12)

Here wo(B3) € H*(M, Z3) is the second Stiefel-Whitney
class of the USp(4)® bundle [77]. The overall Zs quo-
tient on the denominator Eq.(A10) imposes a con-
straint on the normalization of the gauge fields

wy(B) da  db
74( B +27T_27T>€Z

The above constraint should be solved by a change
d USp(4)5><U(1)

(A13)

of variables to conventionally normalize
and U(1) gauge fields, such that the Z5 one- forrn global
symmetry we try to gauge does not act on the new vari-
ables:

a=2(a—b),

- Al4
b =2b. (A14)

This change of variable is chosen to satisfy the two
following cocycle conditions:

%(UJQ(/B) + 1@) c Z,

22w
f—ez

These two conditions ensure that b is a good U(1)
gauge field and (8 + §14) is a good %flj(l) gauge
field. In terms of these new variables the Lagrangian
becomes

(A15)

(A16)

1 2 5 1 1 1
ETT(Bdﬂ + gﬂ )+ Eada — Ebdb + %(A + a)db
(A17)
Including the gravitational term arising, we can get the
spin gauge field description of the Pfaffian state in Eq.
(49). To see the topological order, ne can set b = c+a

in which ¢ is a conventionally normalized U(1) gauge
field,

2 1 1
P ada——-cdc+ o

Lyos = - TH(BdB+2B) 4 ada— -

4
(A18)

(a+c)dA.
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Together with the constraint Eq. (A15), one can see the

gauge group is w xU(1); 7

particles in fundamental representation of the USp(4)
gauge group should carry charge % under a (or charge 1
under a/2), see Eq. (52). Our result is the same as that
in Ref. [71], which states that the Pfaffian topological
order can be described by (SU(2)s x U(1)_g)/Z5 x
U(1); Chern-Simons theory.

and the quasi-

2. Anti-Pfaffian state

The topological order of Anti-Pfaffian state is known
to be described by a Chern-Simons gauge theory [71]

SU(2)_2 X U(l)g
Z '

Using the basic level /rank duality, it is straightforward
to see that a spin gauge field description for Anti-
Pfaffian topological order is

U(2)3, x U(1)s
Zy '

In order to get a concrete Lagrangian, we start from
two decoupled theories, namely U(2)3 5 and U(1)s, and
then gauge a common Z3 one form symmetry [78].
The Lagrangian for U(2)5 5 x U(1)g theory is

2 2 8 2
— —Tr(xdx + =X3) — —édé + —édA.

I XX+ 3X) = reded 5ol
The Z5 quotient is now done by finding an appropriate
change of variables to conventionally normalized U (2)*
and U (1) gauge fields, such that the Z5 one form global
symmetry does not act on the new variables:

(A19)

(A20)

(A21)

X:f(fél%

A22
c=2c¢. ( )

Physically, in both of the two decoupled theories there
is a line operator which generates a Z5 one form sym-
metry. One can combine the two lines, and the Zj
quotient procedure projects out all the lines which have
non-trivial braiding with this combined line. This line,
which has spin-1/2, is identified with physical electron.
Including the gravitational response term arising from
the level-rank duality, the Lagrangian of Anti-Pfaffian
state in terms of these new variables is

2 2 3 1
——Tr(xdx+=x*)—-—cdct—cd(Try+A)
4 3 47 27
(A23)
which is the Chern-Simons gauge theory in Eq.(54).

ﬁapf =

7 Here the U(1)_g sector is ﬁ(%)d(%), since the elementary
gauge charge of a/2 is quantized as 1. The TQFT can be con-
sistently put on spin, manifold. However, the Lagrangian is
written in terms of a since it has conventional flux quantiza-

tion: the flux on any closed surfaces is 27 integer.

—4CS,,



3. PH-Pfaffian state

The topological order of PH-Pfaffian state is de-
scribed by the following Chern-Simons gauge theory
[71]

Ising x U(1)g

7 (A24)

From our previous result Eq.(42) and USp(4)* — U (2)?
level-rank duality, this topological order can be rewrit-
ten as

USp(4 U(1)4
p()Zj( x U(1)s

Z3

(A25)

To construct a Lagrangian, we start from three decou-
pled theories, namely USp(4);, U(1)4 and U(1)s, and
then gauge the two corresponding Z, one form sym-
metries. The Lagrangian for USp(4)5 x U(1)4 x U(1)s
theory is

1 2 4 - - 8 2
——1 +26%)— —bdb— —ada+— Ada. (A2
1 r(BdS 36) " bdb 1 ada 5 da. (A26)

The overall Zs quotient in Eq.(A25) imposes a con-
straint on the normalization of gauge fields

74 <w22(ﬁ) + g - g:) A (A27)

where wy () € H?(M,Zy) is the second Stiefel-
Whitney class of 3, which could acquire a non-trivial
contribution from a twisted U Sp(4) gauge bundle. The
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above constraint, which effectively changes the gauge
group to USP(4)SXU(1)XU(1)7 should be solved by a
change of variables fo conventionally normalized gauge
fields, such that this overall Z; quotient does not act
on the new variables:

(A28)

This change of variable is chosen to satisfy the two
following cocycle conditions imposed by the other Z,
quotient (on the numerator of Eq.(A25)):

7{(“’22(5) + %j—:) ez, (A29)
;Lfr €z (A30)

These two conditions ensure that a is a good U(1)
gauge field and (5 + b14) is a good M gauge
field. In terms of the new variables, the Lagranglan of
PH-Pfaffian state is, after 1nc1ud1ng the gravitational
response,

— 2 - Ly o 1
Lphpr =— 1 Tr(Bdp + 35 ) 47deb 27dea

3 1
- — — Ada — 4CS,. A31
47Tada—|— 5 da —4CS, (A31)

Hence we recover the TQFT description of PH-Pfaffian
state shown in Eq.(58). Note that the cocycle condi-
tion Eq. (A29) reminds us that the quasi-particles in
the fundamental representation of U Sp(4) should carry
charge 3 under b, see discussions around Eq. (59).
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