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Composite fermion (CF) is a topological quasiparticle that emerges from a non-perturbative at-
tachment of vortices to electrons in strongly correlated two-dimensional materials. Similar to non-
interacting fermions that form Landau levels in a magnetic field, CFs can fill analogous “Lambda”
levels, giving rise to the fractional quantum Hall (FQH) effect of electrons. Here, we show that
Lambda levels can be directly visualized through the characteristic peak structure in the signal
obtained via spectroscopy with the scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) on a FQH state. Comple-
mentary to transport, which probes low-energy properties of CFs, we show that high-energy features
in STM spectra can be interpreted in terms of Lambda levels. We numerically demonstrate that
STM spectra can be accurately modeled using Jain’s CF theory. Our results show that STM pro-
vides a powerful tool for revealing the anatomy of FQH states and identifying physics beyond the
non-interacting CF paradigm.

Introduction.—Fractional quantum Hall (FQH)
phases [1] of matter possess nonlocal order which gives
rise to topologically-quantized Hall conductance, dissi-
pationless boundary modes, and emergent quasiparticle
excitations that are distinct from fermions or bosons [2–
5]. While some of these properties have been success-
fully accessed via transport [1] and interferometry [6, 7]
measurements, recent advances in the scanning tunneling
microscopy (STM) [8–11] have opened a new window to
directly probe FQH states at much higher energies than
in the past. The sensitivity of the early spectroscopy
experiments on GaAs materials [12–16] was heavily con-
strained by the two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG) re-
siding deep inside the semiconductor heterostructures.
These limitations have recently been lifted in two im-
portant ways: by utilizing ultra-clean graphene materi-
als, which host FQH states atomically close to the vac-
uum [17–24], and by STM tip preparation [10, 11] that
allows performing non-invasive imaging of FQH states.
Moreover, in samples with a few defects, STM was used
to directly probe the spatial structure of the Landau or-
bits [25] and, in materials such as bismuth, it was used
to visualize lattice-symmetry broken ground states [26].

In light of these developments, a question arises: what
does the STM, performed on a FQH state, actually mea-
sure? A textbook answer is that STM probes the Local
Density of States (LDOS) for injecting or removing an
electron from the system. However, the underlying quasi-
particles of FQH states are composite fermions (CFs) [27]
– electrons bound to vortices. Due to the nonperturba-
tive nature of vortex attachment, predicting the mea-
sured STM signal becomes a highly nontrivial task, as

anticipated in early theoretical works [28–30]. At low
electron densities, insufficient to form a FQH state, the
LDOS can be analytically computed [31–33] and shown
to consist of a series of peaks at energies given by the
Haldane pseudopotentials [34], which provides a useful
characterization of the relevant energy scales in the FQH
regime [10, 16]. Furthermore, in Jain states at elec-
tron filling factors ν=1/3, 2/5, 3/7, etc., it was previously
shown that a single hole and electron excitations have
finite overlap on a tightly-bound state of multiple CFs,
which should manifest as a resonance in LDOS [35]. How-

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the STM probe of a ν=2/5 FQH
state and measured signal on the hole and particle sides. (b)
The first peak on the hole side corresponds to the E∗

K=0 state
where five CF holes are in the lowest two ΛLs as shown (see
text for the definition of E∗

K). (c) On the particle side, the
E∗

K=0 state is obtained when one electron is added, corre-
sponding to five CF particles that occupy higher, n≥2, ΛLs.
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ever, to date, there has been no understanding of the de-
tailed structure of the STM spectra and whether it may
represent a universal fingerprint of FQH states.

In this paper, we show that LDOS, measured by scan-
ning tunneling spectroscopy on a FQH state, consists of
multiple peaks that can be naturally interpreted as CF
“Lambda levels” (ΛLs) – the analogs of Landau levels
(LLs) of electrons [36], see Fig. 1 for a schematic sum-
mary. We develop an efficient method for extracting
LDOS spectra of FQH states belonging to the Jain se-
quence using CF wave functions, and we confirm its ac-
curacy against exact diagonalization simulations. The
interpretation of LDOS spectra in terms of ΛLs explains
the strong asymmetry in the numerically computed spec-
tra for the addition vs. removal of an electron, which re-
lates to the well-known asymmetry between CF quasipar-
ticles and quasiholes. Implications for future experiments
and potential uses of STM as a probe of new FQH states
extending beyond the non-interacting CF paradigm are
also discussed.

CF model for LDOS.—We consider tunneling an
electron into a FQH ground state |Ω⟩ with N electrons.
We assume the electrons are on the surface of a sphere,
with a Dirac monopole at the center carrying 2Q flux
quanta [34]. The radius of the sphere is R=

√
Qℓ, where

ℓ=
√
ℏc/eB is the magnetic length. We consider Coulomb

interaction for simplicity and express all energies in units
of EC≡e2/εℓ. We will focus on uniform FQH states re-
siding in the lowest LL (LLL), with orbital angular mo-
mentum L=0. The electron is tunneled into the north
pole, which is defined by the LL orbital with Lz=Q, and
the corresponding energy-resolved LDOS is [37, 38]

LDOS(E,Lz=Q) =
∑
n

δ(E − E−
n )|⟨n|c−Q|Ω⟩|2

+
∑
n

δ(E − E+
n )|⟨n|c†Q|Ω⟩|

2, (1)

where c and c† are the electron annihilation and creation
operators, n runs over all eigenstates with energy E±

n ,
for N±1 electrons at the same flux 2Q as in the ground
state. For convenience, we will always assume that the
tunneling process involves removing an electron from the
south pole or adding it to the north pole, resulting in
a state with L=Lz=Q. This can be assumed without
any loss of generality since the FQH state is uniform.
Henceforth, we will suppress the Lz dependence.
In principle, one could evaluate LDOS in Eq. (1) by

brute force, obtaining all the eigenstates via exact di-
agonalization. However, this severely limits the acces-
sible system sizes, amplifying the finite-size effects; fur-
thermore, it sheds little light on the physics behind any
of the observed LDOS features. We turn to CF the-
ory [27, 36] to overcome these obstacles. In CF the-
ory [27, 36], Jain states at fillings ν=n/(2pn±1) are
mapped into integer quantum Hall (IQH) states of CFs

carrying 2p vortices and filling n ΛLs in a reduced ef-
fective flux of 2Q∗=2Q−2p(N−1) (all CF quantities are
marked by a ∗ superscript). An example of ν=2/5 is
given in Fig. 1(b) with the shaded holes also filled. The
Jain wave functions for these FQH states are given by
Ψν=n/(2pn±1)=PLLLΦ±nΦ

2p
1 , where Φn is the Slater de-

terminant wave function of n filled LLs (Φ−n=[Φn]
∗),

and PLLL is the projection operator to LLL. From here
on in, for convenience, we shall restrict our discussion to
the n/(2n+1) Jain states.

In CF theory, the removal of an electron from an FQH
state (i.e., creating a hole excitation) is equivalent to cre-
ating 2n+1 holes in the lowest n ΛLs (n=0, 1, 2, · · ·), as
shown in Fig. 1(b). We refer to the “CF space” as the
Hilbert space of 2n+1 holes with L=Lz=Q in the lowest
n ΛLs. While the dimension of the Hilbert space of N−1
electrons in the LLL with 2Q fluxes and L=Lz=Q grows
exponentially with N , the dimension of the CF space is
constant (up to linear dependencies for small N): for ex-
ample, at ν=1/3 there is a unique state, at ν=2/5 there
are 3 states, at ν=3/7 there are 27 states, etc. This makes
the diagonalizations in CF space much more efficient than
in the full LLL space. Furthermore, CF theory provides
explicit wave functions for the basis states that span the
CF space, which we write as Ψ−,i

ν=n/(2n+1)=PLLLΦ
−,i
n Φ2

1.

Here, Φ−,i
n denote Slater determinants, indexed by i, of

N−1 particles, which is equivalent to 2n+1 holes in the
lowest n ΛLs at flux 2Q∗=2Q−2(N−2) fluxes, with to-
tal angular momentum L=Lz=Q. These basis states,
however, are not orthogonal and we perform CF diag-
onalization (CFD) [39] to obtain orthonormal states in
the CF space, as detailed in the Supplemental Material
(SM) [40].

Similarly, we consider adding one electron at the north
pole. This is equivalent to creating 2n+1 particles in the
m≥n ΛLs, as shown in Fig. 1(c). The CF space is now
spanned by states of the form Ψ+,i

ν=n/(2n+1)=PLLLΦ
+,i
n Φ2

1,

where Φ+,i
n are Slater determinants for (2n+1) particles

in the ΛLs with index ≥ n at flux 2Q∗=2Q−2N with an-
gular momentum L=Lz=Q. Naively, one might think the
dimension of the CF space for adding one electron would
be infinite, as the ΛLs do not have an upper bound. Nev-
ertheless, this is not true because the CF space is still
a subspace of the original Hilbert space of N+1 elec-
trons in the LLL. This implies that the basis states of
the CF space are not linearly independent. We clas-
sify the CF basis states by their effective kinetic energy,
E∗

K=
∑2n+1

l=1 (nl−n)−E0, where nl is ΛL index of the lth

particle and E0 is the minimal value of
∑2n+1

l=1 (nl−n)
in the Lz=Q sector. For instance, E0=7 for the con-
figuration shown in Fig. 1(c). The CF kinetic energy
is expressed in units of ℏω∗

c , where ω∗
c is the CF cy-

clotron frequency. In practice, we carry out CFD in the
CF subspace obtained by imposing a cutoff on E∗

K and
checking for convergence as this cutoff is increased. Simi-
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FIG. 2. LDOS for FQH states at ν=1/3, 2/5, and 3/7, obtained using CF theory, reveals distinctive peak structures on the hole
and particle sides. We include the full CF space for the hole side and do a truncation E∗

K≤2 for the particle side. For the hole
side, the data is well-converged across a range of systems shown in the legend. The computation of the particle side of LDOS
is computationally intensive due to the unbounded growth of CF space, hence convergence was only achieved at ν=1/3, 2/5,
and thus the particle side has been omitted for 3/7. All energies are quoted in units of EC=e2/εℓ.

larly, E∗
K is defined for the hole side with the replacement

nl−n→n−nl [E0=1 for the state shown in Fig. 1(b).].
We refer to the orthonormal states obtained from CFD

as |α±
n ⟩ for adding or removing electrons, with the corre-

sponding energy eigenvalues E±
n , and define their cor-

responding overlaps with the electron and hole exci-
tations as η+n=⟨α+

n |c
†
Q|Ω⟩ and η−n =⟨α−

n |c−Q|Ω⟩, respec-
tively. Following Eq. (1), we define the CF approxima-
tion to LDOS as

LDOS(E)=
∑
n

(
δ(E−E−

n )|η−n |2+δ(E−E+
n )|η+n |2

)
. (2)

When plotting the LDOS, we express the energy rela-
tive to the chemical potential [29], including the appro-
priate electrostatic corrections as described in SM [40].
We smear the delta function in Eq. (2) by a Gaussian of
width σ=0.01EC for easier visualization.
Results.—We have benchmarked the accuracy of the

above CF computation of LDOS against exact diagonal-
ization, finding excellent agreement within the system
sizes accessible to both methods [40]. Although CF the-
ory is known to successfully capture the ground states
and low-lying excitations of Jain states [5, 41], the accu-
racy of LDOS approximation is nevertheless remarkable,
given the smallness of the CF subspace and the high en-
ergies probed by electron tunneling into a FQH state.
Our main results are presented in Fig. 2, which shows

the LDOS of FQH states at ν=1/3, 2/5, and 3/7, ob-
tained by the CF method. These plots reveal charac-
teristic sequences of LDOS peaks, e.g., one peak on the
hole side of ν=1/3, three peaks on the particle side of
ν=1/3, and three peaks on both the hole and particle
sides of ν=2/5. These features are well-converged across
a range of system sizes, thus they act as a universal
“fingerprint” of each state, whose origin will be eluci-
dated below. The LDOS is particularly well-converged
on the hole side, where we kept all basis states in the
relevant CF space. On the particle side, the CF basis is

unbounded and we must enforce an explicit truncation,
which makes the calculation much more computationally
intensive. In Fig. 2, we restricted the CF subspace to
states with E∗

K=0, 1, 2, which was sufficient to converge
the particle side of LDOS at ν=1/3 and 2/5. For ν=3/7,
however, this was insufficient to achieve convergence and
we do not show this data in Fig. 2.
To quantify the convergence of the CF calculation of

LDOS, it is instructive to compute the total weight of
states c−Q|Ω⟩ and c†Q|Ω⟩ in the CF space. If the to-
tal weight extrapolates to a value of order unity in the
thermodynamic limit, we can be confident that the CF
approximation is capturing the key spectral features asso-
ciated with the addition or removal of an electron from a
FQH state. These weights are shown in Fig. 3 for ν=1/3,
2/5, and 3/7 FQH states as a function of 1/N . We see
that the hole excitation fully resides within CF space, i.e.,
the total overlap of c−Q|Ω⟩ on the CF basis is unity, and
thus the hole side of the LDOS is fully captured by the
CF theory. On the other hand, due to the imposed trun-
cation, the support of c†Q|Ω⟩ in the truncated CF space
is generally less than 1, thus the particle side of LDOS is
only partly captured by CF theory. In particular, in the
thermodynamic limit, the truncated CF space captures
about 80% of the electron excitation for ν=1/3 and 40%
for ν=2/5. This number is expected to increase as we
include more states with higher E∗

K .
We note that Ref. [35] computed overlaps similar to

Fig. 3 by keeping only the unique state with the lowest
E∗

K , for both the particle and hole sides. By contrast,
we include the full CF space on the hole side and a much
bigger portion of CF space on the particle side. Never-
theless, even restricting to the unique state with the low-
est E∗

K , we find overlaps larger than those reported in
Ref. [35]. Our results have been additionally verified by
direct calculation in the Fock space for small N [42, 43].
LDOS peaks and ΛLs.—The CF theory not only al-

lows us to model LDOS quantitatively but also provides
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FIG. 3. Total weight
∑

n |η−
n |2, which represents the ampli-

tude of cQ|Ω⟩ in the CF space, is unity. This shows the hole
state is fully contained within the CF space. Inset: Total
weight

∑
n |η+

n |2, i.e., the amplitude of the state c†Q|Ω⟩ in the
CF space. Lines are linear fits through the data. These am-
plitudes can be increased by increasing the value of E∗

K at
which we truncate (see text, we choose E∗

K≤2).

an understanding of the origins of peaks. We surmise
that each peak can be associated with CF states that
carry a well-defined value of the kinetic energy, E∗

K . Nu-
merical tests of this hypothesis are summarized in Fig. 4.

We first look at the simplest case: the hole side of
ν=1/3. In this case, there is only a unique state in the CF
space with L=Lz=Q, and it is clear from Fig. 2 that this
CF state accounts for the only peak seen in this case [28].
Next, we consider the particle side of ν=1/3. We first
look at the CF space of the E∗

K=0 state, where there is
only one state. We find that this state perfectly captures
the lowest energy peak on the particle side. Next, we go
to the subspace made up of states with E∗

K=1. Unlike the
IQH case, the states with different E∗

K are not naturally
orthogonal to each other [39, 41, 44, 45]. Therefore, we
apply the Gram-Schmidt procedure to obtain a new basis
for E∗

K=1 which is orthogonal to the states with E∗
K=0.

We then carry out CFD on this new basis to obtain the
LDOS [40]. After this, we find the states in the resul-
tant subspace perfectly capture the second peak on the
particle side. Finally, we repeat the above procedure for
E∗

K=2. While the peak height corresponding to this sub-
space does not perfectly match the third peak, the energy
range where it occurs agrees well. We have performed a
similar analysis for ν=2/5 and the hole side of ν=3/7,
finding similarly good agreement, see Fig. 4(b)-(c).

Conclusions and discussion.—We have proposed
that STM experiments, performed on FQH states be-
longing to the primary Jain sequence ν=n/(2n+1), can
reveal sharp resonances associated with CF ΛLs. For
sufficiently small n≤3, we have demonstrated the robust-
ness of these features across various system sizes, showing
good agreement between CF theory and exact numer-

FIG. 4. Reconstructing the full LDOS by populating suc-
cessive ΛLs with CFs in the ν=1/3, 2/5 states with N = 20
electrons (a) and ν=3/7 with N=21 electrons. (c) The plots
show the LDOS in different CF subspaces made up of states
with a single value of E∗

K for the particle or hole sides, in-
dicated in the legend, after removing all contributions with
lower values of E∗

K . Each LDOS peak is associated with a
definite CF kinetic energy. Black dashed lines represent the
full LDOS from Fig. 2.

ics, despite the high energy of excitations probed in this
setup. The recent high-resolution experiments on Bernal
stacked bilayer graphene have reported sharp resonances
for several FQH states in this system [11] (see Fig. 3b of
Ref. [11]) One intriguing observation in this experimen-
tal study has been the preliminary observation of three
peaks for electron-like excitation for ν=3/5, which would
correspond to our predicted ν=2/5 hole-like excitation.
In contrast, in the same experiment, ν=2/3 appears to
show not just one electron-like peak but two, which our
model would predict to have just one resonance. Future
experiments would be required to make contact with our
theoretical prediction. In particular, an important test
for identifying the ΛL peaks our theory predicts would be
precise measurements of their field dependence. All the
peaks in this work are interaction-driven, hence their po-
sitions should scale as EC∝

√
B. This would distinguish
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them, e.g., from additional features associated with the
spin physics of CFs, which we have neglected here and
reserve its detailed investigation for future work.

For larger n, i.e., filling factors approaching the ν=1/2,
the calculations presented above are expected to become
significantly harder due to the faster growth of CF space.
Moreover, the CF cyclotron energy becomes smaller as
the CF Fermi liquid state at 1/2 is approached, implying
that the identification of LDOS peaks with CF ΛLs may
no longer be as straightforward as in Fig. 4 above. Due
to the “aliasing” problem on the sphere [46], the study of
such FQH states would also require larger system sizes,
presenting an interesting challenge for theory.

Finally, our study opens up several interesting ques-
tions. Additional degrees of freedom such as spin, layer,
valley, etc. will naturally give rise to richer LDOS spectra
that could be studied using the present method. On the
other hand, for higher-order CF states such as those at
ν=2/7, 2/9 (where non-CF partonic features might be
present [47]) and for states beyond the non-interacting
CF paradigm, e.g., the paired ν=5/2 state, a different
approach altogether may be needed to understand the
LDOS. Consequently, we expect some violations of the
peak structure identified above, which could serve as a
diagnostic tool for unconventional physics extending be-
yond the standard CF theory at high energies [47, 48].

Noted Added: During the completion of this work, we
became aware of a related work by Gattu et al. [49], which
also studies the CF description of LDOS of FQH states.
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Supplemental Online Material for “Fingerprints of Composite Fermion Lambda Levels
in Scanning Tunneling Microscopy”

In this Supplemental Material, we present details of CF calculations including (i) the description of the wave

functions for the ground state and excited states containing an electron or hole on one of the poles of the sphere;

(ii) the CF diagonalization procedure and computation of LDOS; (iii) comparison of CF basis dimensions for

several filling factors on the particle and hole side; (iv) a simple toy model for the amplitude of LDOS peaks; (v)

a discussion of convergence of CF results and their comparison against LDOS obtained in exact numerics.

COMPOSITE FERMION WAVE FUNCTIONS

In this section, we briefly review the LLL-projected CF wave functions following the standard method outlined in
Ref. [36]. In the spherical geometry, it is convenient to work in spinor coordinates [34]

u = cos(θ/2)eiϕ/2, v = sin(θ/2)e−iϕ/2, (S1)

where θ and ϕ are the polar and azimuthal angles on the sphere. The orbitals in the LLL are monopole harmonics [51]:

YQQm =

[
2Q+ 1

4π

(
2Q

Q−m

)]1/2
(−1)Q−mvQ−muQ+m. (S2)

The CF wave functions for ground states at filling factors ν=n/(2pn+1) are given by

Ψi
n/(2pn+1) = PLLLΦ

i
nΦ

2p
1 , Φ1 =

∏
i<j

(uivj − ujvi) , (S3)

where PLLL is the LLL projection operator and Φi
n is the Slater determinant of all electron coordinates and occupied

ΛL orbitals. If Φi
n has only the lowest n ΛLs occupied, Eq. (S3) describes the Jain state at ν=n/(2pn+1) [27].

To evaluate the wave functions, we implement the Jain-Kamilla projection technique [52, 53]. The projected CF
wave function is

Ψn/(2pn+1) = Det[ϕn,m,j [ui, vi]]
∏
i<j

(uivj − ujvi)
2p

, (S4)

where ϕn,m,j is the projected “orbital” with n the ΛL index, m the Lz index, and j the coordinate index. The explicit
expression is given by

ϕn,m,j = Nq,n,m(−1)q+n−m (2Q+ 1)!

(2Q+ n+ 1)!
uq+m
j vq−m

j

n∑
s=0

(−1)s
(
n

s

)(
2q + n

q + n−m− s

)
us
jv

n−s
j Pj [s, n− s], (S5)

where Q is the physical flux number generating LLs, q=Q−2p(N−1) is the effective flux number generating ΛLs, and

Nq,n,m=
(

2q+2n+1
4π

(q+n−m)!(q+n+m)!
n!(2q+n)!

)1/2

. The function Pj [s, n−s] is evaluated recursively by the following relations

Pj [s, n− s] ≡
(
pfj(1, 0) +

∂

∂uj

)s (
pfj(0, 1) +

∂

∂vj

)s

1,

fj(α, β) ≡
∑
k,k ̸=j

(
vk

ujvk − ukvj

)α (
−uk

ujvk − ukvj

)β

,

∂

∂uj
fj(α, β) = −(α+ β)fj(α+ 1, β),

∂

∂vj
fj(α, β) = −(α+ β)fj(α, β + 1).
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HOLE AND PARTICLE

In the section, we present the expressions for the wave functions of c−Q|Ψn/(2pn+1)⟩ and c†Q|Ψn/(2pn+1)⟩ [35]. We

first note that acting with c†Q is equivalent to putting an electron at the north pole and acting with c−Q is equivalent
to removing an electron from the south pole. The hole state c−Q|Ψn/(2pn+1)⟩ can thus be viewed as a ground state
with N electrons with the first electron fixed at the south pole. Therefore, its wave function is the same as Eq. (S4)
with the lowest n ΛLs fully filled and u1=0, v1=e−iϕ/2.

It is somewhat more tedious to evaluate c†Q|Ψn/(2pn+1)⟩, which is essentially the anti-symmetrization of YQQQ in
Eq. (S2) and Eq. (S4). The final form is

Ψc†Q|Ψn/(2pn+1)⟩ =

N+1∑
s=1

(−1)s(N−1)YQQQ(u[s], v[s])Ψ̃
GS
n/(2pn+1), (S6)

where Ψ̃GS
n/(2pn+1) is the Jain state given by Eq. (S4) with N electrons i=1, 2, · · ·, s−1, s+1, · · ·, N+1 fully filling the

lowest n ΛLs.

CF DIAGONALIZATION

We refer to the basis for the CF space discussed in the main text as |βn⟩. This space is spanned by wave functions
of the form PLLLΦ

±
nΦ

2p
1 for Jain states at ν=n/(2pn+1), where Φ±

n are Slater determinants of particle (hole) states
of integer quantum Hall states. In the case of removing one electron, the basis is finite and complete, while in the
case of adding one electron, we do a truncation on the CF kinetic energy E∗

K (see main text), which makes the basis
incomplete. As shown in the main text, keeping states with E∗

K=0, 1, 2 captures the lowest three peaks of LDOS on
the particle side to a satisfactory degree while missing some high-energy parts.

In general, the CF basis states are neither orthogonal nor linearly independent. To produce a set of orthogonal
and linearly independent basis states from the CF states, we take three steps [39, 41]. First, we calculate the overlap
matrix Om,n=⟨βm|βn⟩ and Hamiltonian matrix Hm,n=⟨βm|V |βn⟩, where V (r) = 1/r is the Coulomb interaction.

Second, we do a singular value decomposition on the overlap matrix to obtain a linearly independent basis |β̃n⟩
and calculate Õm,n=⟨β̃m|β̃n⟩ and H̃m,n=⟨β̃m|V |β̃n⟩. Note that the vectors |β̃n⟩ are linearly independent but are not
necessarily orthogonal to each other.

Third, the orthogonal eigenvectors |α̃n⟩ of the interaction V can be obtained by diagonalizing Õ−1H̃ [54]. Finally,

this gives us the eigenvalues ϵn and ortho-normalized eigenstates |αn⟩ = |α̃n⟩√
⟨α̃n|α̃n⟩

.

DIMENSION OF CF SPACE AND TRUNCATIONS ON THE PARTICLE SIDE

As mentioned in the main text, a major advantage of our approach is that the dimension of the CF space is much
smaller than the full Fock space of electrons in the LLL. The hole side fully resides within the CF space while a large
portion of the particle side can be covered by keeping CF states up to E∗

K=0, 1, 2. While both L2 and Lz are good
quantum numbers in our calculation, we carry out the composite fermion diagonalization (CFD) in the Lz sector as
the natural CF basis vectors are only eigenstates of Lz (one can form L2 eigenstates from these Lz eigenstates using
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients but that does not bring down the complexity of the calculation). In Table S1 below, we
summarized the dimensions of the CF basis for all system sizes presented in this work. The actual dimensions of the
CF space considered are equal to or smaller than these numbers, as L2 has not been resolved. For instance, there
are four states in the Lz=Q sector for ν=2/5 hole side while only three of them have L=Q. However, this does not

change the LDOS results as states with L2 ̸=Q(Q+1) have zero overlaps with c†Q|Ψn/(2pn+1)⟩ or c−Q|Ψn/(2pn+1)⟩.
The total weight captured in the CF space for the particle side can be increased by extending the truncation to

higher E∗
K since more CF states would then be included. In Table S2, we illustrate the convergence of the weight∑

n |η+n |2 for different truncations at ν=1/3, 2/5.
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particle/hole ν N D1 D2

hole
1/3 ≥ 10 1 1

2/5 ≥ 12 4 4

3/7 ≥ 15 39 39

particle

1/3 ≥ 10 18 18

2/5
12 61 59

14 61 60

≥ 16 61 61

TABLE S1. The dimension of the CF basis in Lz=Q sector before (D1) and after (D2) singular value decomposition. For
simplicity, the L2 is not resolved in our calculation. The CF basis fully covers the hole side and covers the E∗

K=0, 1, 2 on the
particle side.

ν E∗
K = 0 E∗

K ≤ 1 E∗
K ≤ 2

1/3 0.356 0.726 0.896

2/5 0.160 0.427 0.702

TABLE S2. The total weight captured in the CF space for particle side
∑

n |η+
n |2 for different truncations on E∗

K for N=20
electrons at 1/3 and 2/5.

EVALUATION OF LDOS

We refer to the orthonormal states obtained from CFD as |α−
n ⟩ (|α+

n ⟩) for the removal (addition) of an electron
and the corresponding eigenvalues ϵ−n (ϵ+n ), where n=0, 1, 2 · · · and the values are ordered by their absolute value.

Defining the overlaps η+n=⟨α+
n |c

†
Q|Ω⟩ and η−n =⟨α−

n |c−Q|Ω⟩, the LDOS can be evaluated as

LDOS(E) =
∑

n,γ=±

1√
2πσ

exp

[
− (E − Eγ

n)
2

2σ2

]
|ηγn|2. (S7)

The eigenenergies are given by

E±
n = ±

[
ϵ±n − (N ± 1)2 − 1

2
√
Q

−
(
EG − N2

2
√
Q

)
∓ µ

]
, (S8)

with EG being the energy of the Jain ground state and we have expressed the delta function as a Gaussian of width
σ for easier visualization of the spectral features (unless specified otherwise, we use σ=0.01EC). Furthermore, the
energies are measured relative to the chemical potential [29],

µ =
1

2

[(
ϵ+0 − (N + 1)2 − 1

2
√
Q

)
−

(
ϵ−0 − (N − 1)2 − 1

2
√
Q

)]
. (S9)

In both Eqs. (S8) and (S9), we have included the electrostatic corrections due to the positively charged background [55].
In our calculation for ν=1/3, 2/5, ϵ±0 in Eq. (S9) are the lowest energies obtained from CFD on the particle and hole

sides. At ν=3/7, however, we cannot get converged results for the particle side with only E∗
K=0, 1, 2. We decide to

fix the chemical potential, or equivalently ϵ+0 by estimating E+
0 −E−

0 . If the pairs of CF quasiparticles and quasiholes
are non-interacting, this gap should be approximated by 2n+1 times transport gaps ∆ at ν=n/(2n+1) as we have
2n+1 pairs of CF quasiparticle and quasihole. However, the constraint of the total angular momentum effectively
brings those pairs close and the interaction between the quasiparticles and quasiholes is important to account for.
This is verified in our results of ν=1/3, 2/5, as E+

0 −E−
0 is approximately 5∆ for 1/3 and 8∆ for 2/5. Therefore,

we assume E+
0 −E−

0 =14∆, where the coefficient 14 is chosen by estimation and ∆ takes its thermodynamic limit
0.035EC [56, 57]. A different choice of the coefficient only shifts the LDOS spectra along the energy axis keeping the

line shapes invariant. Based on this assumption, we have µ=7∆+
(
EG− N2

2
√
Q

)
−
(
ϵ−0 −

(N−1)2−1

2
√
Q

)
.

To alleviate the effect of finite sizes all energies shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 4 in the main text are multiplied by a

density correction factor
√

2Qν
N [58].
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ν number of E∗
K dn E0 ℏω∗

c λ

2/5 3 (1,1,1) -0.245 0.09 1.1

3/7 7 (1,2,6,7,7,3,1) -0.245 0.065 1.1

TABLE S3. Values of parameters in Eq. (S10) to fit the CF results in Fig. S1.

TOY MODEL FOR THE LDOS PEAKS’ AMPLITUDE

As we mentioned in the main text, the peaks in the LDOS spectrum have their origins in CF states with different
effective kinetic energies. One may wonder whether it is possible to predict the peaks’ amplitude intuitively without
detailed calculations. The energy spacing between neighboring peaks should be ℏω∗

c , and the amplitude of the nth
peak is expected to be proportional to dn – the number of independent CF states with L=Lz=Q and E∗

K=n, times
a factor e−λn as the contribution from individual state is supposed to decay with energy. In short, the ansatz for the
LDOS spectrum can take the form

LDOS(E) =
∑
n

δ(E − E0 − nℏω∗
c )dne

−λn (S10)

where E0, ℏω∗
c , and λ are treated as fitting parameters.

We tested whether Eq. (S10) could be fitted to our quantitative CF results for ν=2/5 and 3/7 hole side. The fitting
parameters along with dn are given in Table. S3, while the fitting results are shown in Fig. S1. While the fitting is
found to work fairly well for ν=2/5, the fitting only captures the energy of the peaks for ν=3/7. The disagreement
in the amplitudes is expected, as the CF states with different E∗

K are not orthogonal to each other. Therefore, it is
not sufficient to only know the number of independent states dn at E∗

K=n, but also to remove the contribution from
E∗

K<n, as we did in the main text and further explained in the following sections. Therefore, the simple model of
Eq. (S10) is not able to fully capture the LDOS.

DIVISION OF CF SPACE BY VALUES OF E∗
K

In this section, we explain how we divide the CF space into subspaces based on values of E∗
K . First, there is only

one state |α0⟩ with E∗
K=0, and as it is mentioned in the main text, this state results in the lowest energy peak seen

in LDOS.
Second, there is a set of CF states with E∗

K=1, and we label them as |β1,i⟩. To make them orthogonal to |α0⟩,
we implement the Gram-Schmidt procedure and obtain the new basis |β̄1,i⟩=N (|β1,i⟩−|α0⟩⟨β1,i|α0⟩), where N is the
normalization factor. We then use this new basis for the CFD procedure mentioned above to obtain |α1,i⟩.

The above procedure can be repeated to obtain the CF subspace with higher E∗
K . Suppose we have the

basis |αm,i⟩ for m<n which satisfies ⟨αm,i|αl,j⟩=δm,lδi,j . To obtain |αn,i⟩, we apply the CFD procedure to
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FIG. S1. Fitting of the CF results presented in the main text by Eq. (S10) with parameter values given in Table S3. The
smooth curves are reproductions of the results in the main text, while the red bars are fitted results according to Eq. (S10).
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FIG. S2. A comparison of the LDOS calculated by ED and CF methods for (a) ν=1/3, N=10, (b) ν=2/5, N=12, and (c)
ν=3/7, N=18. The CF space fully covers the hole side such that the squared overlap adds up to one. On the particle side, we
keep the states with E∗

K=0, 1, 2 for both ν=1/3, 2/5.

|β̄n,i⟩=N
(
|βn,i⟩−

∑n−1
m=0

∑
j |αm,j⟩⟨βn,i|αm,j⟩

)
, where |βn,i⟩ are the “natural” CF states of the form of PLLLΦnΦ

2p
1 .

COMPARISON BETWEEN CF THEORY AND EXACT DIAGONALIZATION

To confirm that the CF theory captures the main features of LDOS, we first compare the results with those obtained
from ED in system sizes accessible to the latter. Fig. S2 confirms the quantitative agreement between CF and ED
results for ν=1/3 and ν=2/5 states. The level of agreement is high, especially considering that we are probing high-
energy excitations above the FQH ground state. While the CF space is much smaller than the full Hilbert space and a
big portion of the high-energy part is missing in the CF space, the dominant peaks of LDOS are nearly fully captured
in CF calculations, justifying the use of this method to compute LDOS.

For ν=3/7, the largest system size available to exact diagonalization, N=15, suffers from the “aliasing” issue [46].
Consequently, this system size is not well representative of the intrinsic physics of the ν=3/7 state in the thermo-
dynamic limit. The hole side of the N=15 system aliases with 2 CF particles at ν=2/5, while the particle side
aliases with the 4/9 Jain state. Hence, we looked at the next system size, N=18, with a corresponding Hilbert space
dimension close to 400 million, where ED can only access a few low-lying states. In this case, we compare our CF
results against an iterative calculation of LDOS using the Kernel Polynomial Method (KPM) [59]. The latter method
allows us to iteratively evaluate LDOS via moments of the Hamiltonian and expansion into a Chebyshev polynomial
basis. The accuracy of the computation can be systematically controlled by enlarging the size of the Chebyshev basis,
and we have used a basis size of 400, reconstructing the final LDOS with the Jackson kernel given in Ref. [59]. We
set the KPM cutoff ϵ=0.01. We only compute the LDOS on the hole side in this case, which is confirmed to obey
the expected zeroth-moment sum rule,

∫
LDOSKPM,hole(ϵ) dϵ=ν [30, 31]. After dividing the KPM result with ν, we

obtain good agreement with the CF result, as seen in Fig. S2(c).
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