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Density oscillations in quantum fluids can reveal their fundamental characteristic features. In
this work, we study the density oscillation of incompressible fractional quantum Hall (FQH) fluids
created by flux insertion. For the model Laughlin state, we find that the complex oscillations seen
in various density profiles in real space can be universally captured by a simple damped oscillator
model in the occupation-number space. It requires only two independent fitting parameters or
characteristic length scales: the decay length and the oscillation wave number. Realistic Coulomb
quasiholes can be viewed as Laughlin quasiholes dressed by magnetorotons which can be modeled
by a generalized damped oscillator model. Our work reveals the fundamental connections between
the oscillations seen in various aspects of FQH fluids such as in the density of quasiholes, edge, and
the pair correlation function. The presented model is useful for the study of quasihole sizes for their
control and braiding in experiments and large-scale numerical computation of variational energies.

Introduction.— Characteristic density oscillations in
the presence of perturbations are a fundamental aspect
of quantum fluids. For the Fermi liquid, the long-
range Friedel oscillation in the presence of impurity is
a direct consequence of the existence of Fermi surface
and quasiparticle excitations [1]. Similarly, for the non-
Fermi liquids which go beyond the Fermi liquid paradigm
(e.g. the Luttinger liquid [2], composite fermion liquid [3],
quantum Hall liquid [4, 5] and strange metal [6]), char-
acteristic density oscillations manifest as spin-charge
separation [7], charge-vortex duality [8], anomalous de-
cay laws and exponents [9–13], and so on. Understanding
and accurately modeling such oscillations, which are of
both theoretical and experimental significance, remains
an outstanding open problem.

An important class of non-Fermi liquids is the incom-
pressible fractional quantum Hall (FQH) fluids which dis-
play characteristic oscillatory features that encode both
geometric and universal topological information. When
a quantum of flux is inserted into the uniform FQH
ground state, quasiholes carrying a fractional charge [14]
and obeying fractional statistics [15] are created. They
also carry a dipole moment to balance the Hall viscosity
in the presence of the electric field gradient, which is pro-
portional to the FQH topological shift [16]. The dipole
moment, a characteristic feature of incompressibility, is
established from the density oscillation at the edge [17].
Moreover, when an appropriate number of fluxes equiv-
alent to removing an electron is inserted at the same
position, the density of the bound state of a few stacked
quasiholes is proportional to the pair-correlation function
of the ground state [18]. In the limit of an infinite number
of fluxes inserted, a macroscopic FQH edge is created,
near which the density oscillation has been intensively
studied [17–26]. The FQH quasiholes, ground state pair-
correlation function, and the QH edge can thus be un-
derstood as special cases of flux insertion (see Fig. 1) and
are thus closely related. The precise underlying connec-
tions and both the qualitative and quantitative aspects
of such oscillations, however, are not well understood.

In this Letter, we show that the real space density os-
cillation from the flux insertion in the model Laughlin
state can be accurately modeled by a simple damped os-
cillation with degrees of freedom within a single Landau
level (LL). The oscillation is determined by two charac-
teristic length scales: the decay length and the oscilla-
tion wave number, and these serve as the only fitting
parameters of the model. In contrast to previous works
that directly model the real space density [11, 12, 20–
22, 25, 27–29], we emphasize that the model should only
focus on the guiding center degrees of freedom (within a
single LL), as those are the relevant coordinates for any
FQH phase. For the model Laughlin state, we study its
quasihole, edge, and pair-correlation function using the
aforementioned model-based approach treating them all
on an equal footing. A phenomenological model for the
damped oscillation of Laughlin quasiholes is proposed at
general fillings. For the more realistic Coulomb inter-
action, where quasiholes are dressed by neutral excita-
tions, a generalized damping model with four character-
istic lengths is shown to work very well, which is useful for
both numerical computations and experimental manipu-
lation of quasiholes. Moreover, we find this generalized
model also gives an accurate description of quasiholes in
some of the composite fermion and non-Abelian topolog-
ical phases.

Universal damped oscillation.— The model
wave function of the Laughlin quasihole lo-
cated at the origin of the disk geometry for
Ne electrons is Ψ1−qh

L =
(∏Ne

i=1 zi

)
ΨL, where

ΨL=
∏

1≤i<j≤Ne
(zi−zj)

me−
1
4

∑Ne
i=1 |zi|2 is the Laughlin

wave function at ν=1/m [14], zi=xi−iyi is the position
of the ith electron, and the magnetic length at mag-
netic field B is taken as the unit of length i.e., we set
lB=

√
ℏc/(eB)=1. We can also stereographically map

this state to the spherical geometry [30]. The density
distribution of a single Laughlin quasihole at ν=1/3 in
the spherical geometry is shown in Fig. 2(a). Directly
finding a simple empirical model for the real-space
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FIG. 1. Schematic plot of excitations created by flux in-
sertion at ν=1/3. From left to right, the Laughlin quasihole
obtained by insertion of a single flux (a), 3-Laughlin quasi-
holes obtained by insertion of three fluxes (b), whose density
is proportional to the ground state pair-correlation function,
and the Laughlin edge obtained from the insertion of an in-
finite number of fluxes (c). The top panels show the density
distribution ρ(r)/ρ̄ in the radial direction, where ρ̄ is the uni-
form background density. Panels (a) and (b) show results for
Ne=16 on the sphere while panel (c) is for Ne=40 on the disk.

density distribution of quasiholes is challenging as
the real-space structure is a mixture of the trivial LL
(cyclotron) and the non-trivial FQH (guiding-center)
contributions. A real-space density distribution ρ(r) can
be decomposed as ρ(r)=

∑Nϕ

i=0 niρi(r), where ni is the
average occupation number of the ith orbital, ρi is the
density computed from single-particle wave functions,
and Nϕ is the number of fluxes threading the sample.
Only ni is related to the correlated FQH physics.

The Laughlin quasihole density exhibits damped
oscillations in the occupation-number space [see
Fig. 2(b)]. We take the real space position of each
orbital as the arc distance from the north pole to
the center of the ith equal-area slice of the sphere,
i.e., xi=Rθi=

√
Nϕ/2 arccos [1− (1+2i) /No] , where

R=
√

Nϕ/2 is the radius of the sphere, No=Nϕ+1 is the
number of orbitals on the sphere, and we index the or-
bitals from the north to the south pole by k=0, 1, . . . , Nϕ.
We find the occupation-number oscillation of quasihole
density δni=ni−n̄ [with n̄=(Ne+1/m)/No being the
average background occupation] can be accurately
captured by the following model:

δni = A1 sin[k1(xi − x1)] exp (−xi/λ1) , (1)

where k1 and λ1 are the oscillation wave number and de-
cay length respectively, A1 is the amplitude and x1 is the
zero point. The fitted result (red crosses) agrees almost
perfectly [31] with the exact occupations (blue circles) as
shown in Fig. 2(b). Correspondingly, the exact and fitted
real-space density distributions are also nearly indistin-
guishable from each other as shown in Fig. 2(a).

It is important to note that the accurate fitting is
achieved with only two independent fitting parameters
k1 and λ1. The other two parameters in Eq. (1), A1 and
x1, are fixed by the total charge

∑Nϕ

i=0 νi=Ne and the
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FIG. 2. (a) The density distribution of a Laughlin
quasihole located at the north pole of a sphere as a func-
tion of the arc distance r. The blue line and crosses de-
note the exact distribution and the fitting with our damped
model [Eq. (1)], respectively for Ne=17. The red line and
crosses denote the thermodynamic limit obtained from the
polynomial expansion method [29] and our fitting [31], re-
spectively, and the data points are shifted down by 0.01
for clarity. (b) The occupation-number density. Blue cir-
cles and red crosses denote the exact density and that ob-
tained from fitting with our model, respectively. The fit-
ted curve is n(r)=0.68 sin[1.43(r−2.31)] exp(−r/1.21)+n̄ with
n̄=(Ne+1/3)/No with No=50.

total angular momentum
∑Nϕ

i=0 νi(i−Nϕ/2)=Ne/2. The
two conditions are equivalent to the constraints that a
single quasihole has a charge e1−qh=−1/m and a dipole
moment d1−qh=(1−1/m)/2 in the thermodynamic limit;
with both being topological and thus robust against per-
turbations. From finite-size-scaling, we find the following
values of the parameters in the thermodynamic limit [31]:

k
(1)
1 = 1.38, λ

(1)
1 = 1.17, (2)

where the superscript denotes the number of quasiholes.
In contrast, if one works with the real-space density
which includes the extra Landau orbit contribution, one
has to introduce several tens of fitting parameters using
the polynomial expansion method to capture the whole
profile as done in Refs. [27, 29]. Furthermore, the impor-
tant property that the Laughlin quasihole has a unique
decay length and oscillation period is not easy to discern
from real-space studies [28].

Stacked Laughlin quasiholes.— The damped os-
cillation model can also be applied to n-stacked
quasiholes created by inserting n fluxes at the
same location. The real-space density of such
quasiholes gets increasingly complex with increasing
n. Even for IQH fluid, the n-stacked holes have
δρ(r)=−1/(2π) exp

(
−r2/2

)
(
∑n−1

i=0 r2i/2ii!), which is no
longer a simple Gaussian distribution for n>1. Focusing
on the FQH system with multiple quasiholes, we again
look at its occupation-number density which reveals in-
teresting physics and is no more complex even for n>1.
The values of the characteristic lengths k

(n)
1 and λ

(n)
1 for

different values of n are shown in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b),
where both k

(n)
1 and λ

(n)
1 increase as n gets larger. The

complicated real-space densities can be easily restored
with the single-particle wave functions.
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FIG. 3. Top panels (a) and (b) show the characteristic
lengths k1 and λ1 of Laughlin n-quasihole state at 1/3. Bot-
tom panels (c) and (d) show results for a single Laughlin
quasihole at different fillings ν=1/m. The red dashed line
in (c) is the wave number of the Wigner crystal at the corre-
sponding filling, and the blue dashed line denotes the intrinsic

wave number k′
1=

√
k2
1+λ−2

1 (see text).

The m-stacked quasihole at ν=1/m deserves special
attention because its density distribution is proportional
to the pair-correlation function of the Laughlin ground
state. The density distribution of m-Laughlin quasiholes
is ρ(r)=N1

∫ ∏N ′
e

i=2 dri|Ψ
m−qh
L (r, r2, . . ., rN ′

e
)|2, where N1

is a constant. On the other hand, the pair-correlation
function g(r)=N2

∫ ∏Ne

i=3 dri|ΨL(0, r, r3, . . ., rNe
)|2. By

substituting the explicit wave function ΨL and Ψm−qh
L

into the expression of g(r) and ρ(r), respectively, one can
show that ρ(r) is proportional to g(r) when Ne=N ′

e+1.
Therefore, the decay length of the density of m-stacked
Laughlin quasiholes is equal to the correlation length λcor
between electrons:

λcor = λ
(m)
1 . (3)

Our result is thus useful for the large-scale numer-
ical computation of ground-state variational energies.
One can use our modeled g(r) to calculate the per-
particle variational energy of the Laughlin state in terms
of any general interaction V (r) through the formula
V=(ρ̄/2)

∫
d2 rV (r)[g(r)−1] [32], where ρ̄ is the average

density. For the Coulomb interaction V (r)=1/r, the cal-
culated energy V with our modeled g(r) is −0.4096 for
ν=1/3 and −0.3278 for ν=1/5 [31], which are very close
to the conjectured thermodynamic values −0.4098 [33,
34] and −0.3275(1) [35] obtained from the extrapolation
of small-size exact diagonalization results and large-scale
Monte Carlo calculations. Thus for other realistic inter-
actions, the thermodynamic variational energies can now
be computed very efficiently with our modeled g(r)[31].
Besides, our method does not suffer from the systemic er-
ror of the polynomial expansion method at small r [29].

In the limit of n→∞, the corresponding “Laughlin
quasihole” also deserves special attention as it repre-

sents the edge of the QH fluid. Its density profile
can also be well-fitted with a damped model in the
occupation-number space with the characteristic lengths
being kedge

1 =1.49 and λedge
1 =1.51 [31] which are just the

limiting values of n-quasiholes as shown in Fig. 3.
Moreover, we can determine the characteristic length

scales at general Laughlin fillings ν=1/m by fitting the
density profile of a single quasihole with the damped
model given in Eq. (1). The results are shown in
Figs. 3(c) and 3(d). With increasing m, the oscil-
lations become more pronounced. We find that the
decay length is proportional to m, i.e., λ

(1)
1 =m/2.56.

Meanwhile, the oscillation wave number k1 gradu-
ally approaches that of the Wigner crystal [36], i.e.,
kWigner=2×3−1/4

√
πm=2.69

√
m. This is consistent with

a recent study, carried out in Ref. [25], of the density os-
cillations at the edge of the Laughlin state.

Given the near-perfect fitting of such a simple model
with only two fitting parameters [31], we conjecture that
the damped oscillation model captures the main features
of the universal oscillations in the Laughlin FQH fluid,
and in principle can be derived. While we are not able
to accomplish that here, a phenomenological model for
Laughlin quasiholes at general fillings can be proposed
based on these results. We view the system as a damped

oscillator with wave number k′1=
√
k21+λ−2

1 serving as the
intrinsic “wave number” which is a little larger than the
wave number of the Wigner crystal kWigner for small m
[see Fig. 3(c)]. The damping results from a “frictional
force” which is proportional to the density ν=1/m. The
differential equation that describes this system is[

∂2
r + 2λ−1

1 ∂r + k′21
]
δn(r) +O(δn2) = 0, (4)

where O(δn2) denote terms that can potentially arise
from non-linear effects which we ignore here. The lin-
ear solution of Eq. (4) is just our damped model given in
Eq. (1). Note that the model proposed in Eq. (4) is dif-
ferent from that proposed in Eq. (23) of Ref. [21], which
does not consider the damped term and assumes a differ-
ent intrinsic wave number at the level of linear response.
Deriving this simple model from the microscopic wave
function and capturing the non-linear effects remains an
open problem [21, 22].

Quasiholes for realistic interactions.— Going
beyond the model Laughlin quasihole wave functions, the
density profile of quasiholes from realistic interactions
becomes more complicated, because such quasiholes are
dressed by neutral excitations [37, 38]. Here we study the
quasihole in the presence of the following tunable inter-
action

Hα = (1− α)V1 + αVCoulomb, (5)

where VCoulomb=1/r is the Coulomb interaction and
α∈[0, 1] is a tunable parameter. By varying α, one
can trace the evolution between the Laughlin quasihole
(α=0) and the Coulomb quasihole (α=1). As α increases,
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the oscillations in the density of the quasihole become
more pronounced and multiple periods/frequencies are
observed. As a result, the single-damped model of Eq. (1)
can no longer capture the whole density profile of the
Coulomb quasihole. Instead, we need to generalize the
model to include an additional damped oscillation that
has a shorter range as shown in Fig. 4(a). The depen-
dence of the characteristic lengths of the two modes on
α is shown in Fig. 4(b). The wave number of the long-
range mode k1 is nearly unchanged and its decay length
λ1 becomes larger as α increases. This is not hard to
understand, because the interaction becomes more long-
ranged as α is increased. For the short-range mode, its
wave number k2 approaches 0 as α→0 and it provides
nearly no contribution to non-empty orbitals of Laugh-
lin quasihole. This is consistent with the result that the
Laughlin quasihole can be well-modeled with a single-
damped oscillation.

Although the generalized model captures the density
profile of the Coulomb quasihole accurately, one should
be careful of issues about possible overfitting and strong
finite size effects [see Ref. [31] for a discussion of these].
Nevertheless, the high accuracy of the fitting suggests
that the model captures at least two oscillation modes for
the Coulomb quasihole. Our result quantitatively charac-
terizes the deviation between the Coulomb and Laughlin
quasiholes and reveals the non-universal effects induced
by realistic interactions. This deviation arises from the
dressing of the Laughlin quasihole by low-energy mag-
netoroton states [37–39]. Since the Coulomb quasihole
and the Coulomb edge are closely related by flux inser-
tion, the low-energy magnetoroton mode should also ac-
count for the deviation between the Coulomb edge and
the Laughlin edge as observed in Refs. [24, 26]. More-
over, other non-universal effects away from the chiral
Luttinger theory [10, 40, 41] can potentially be under-
stood by studying the microscopic bulk quasihole [42],
which requires much less computational efforts because
its fluctuation and related non-linear effects are much
smaller compared to the edge effects.

Quasiholes in Jain and non-Abelian phases.—
The generalized damped oscillation model fails to capture
the states in higher LLs where the interaction is long-
ranged and the finite-size effects are very strong. Inter-
estingly, the model continues to give a good description of
Abelian quasiholes obtained from flux insertion (but no
fractionalization) for many model QH fluids, including
the Moore-Read [43, 44], Gaffnian [45], Fibonacci [46],
and composite fermion states at ν=2/5 and 3/7 [32, 47].
In addition to a very small fitting error, the modeled den-
sity profile is much smoother than those obtained from
the polynomial expansion method. This is especially the
case when the density profile in the real space looks ir-
regular, for example in the case of pair-correlation of the
Moore-Read state [31]. It is important to note that the
finite-size scaling of the generalized model is not good
suggesting potential over-fitting issues. This technical

problem can be overcome by collecting data for larger
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FIG. 4. (a) Occupations of the Coulomb quasihole at ν=1/3
for Ne=14 on the sphere. The fitted curve (red line) is the sum
of the long-range 0.23 sin[1.48r−2.82] exp(−0.42r) (black dot-
ted line) and the short-range 0.51 sin[0.54r−1.86] exp(−0.93r)
(purple dotted line) modes. The inset is a zoom-in on the tail
of the damped oscillations. (b) The dependence of character-
istic lengths of the two modes on α [defined in Eq. (5)] for
Ne=14. The blue and red colors denote the long-range and
short-range modes respectively.

system sizes by employing the density matrix renormal-
ization group [48] and Monte Carlo method [26]. That
would then allow for large-scale numerical computation
of states beyond the simple Laughlin phases.

Summary.— We show the complex density oscilla-
tion of generic Laughlin n-quasiholes state in real space
can be modeled by a simple damped oscillation in the
occupation-number space. Moreover, the more realistic
Coulomb quasihole can be well-fitted by a generalized
damped oscillation model. The generalized model also
applies to many other types of quasiholes. Our work
paves the way to reveal the underlying connections be-
tween various oscillatory features of FQH fluids and the
structure of quasiholes in the occupation-number space.
It also provides an avenue to carry out large-scale numer-
ical computations of ground-state variational energies.
Determining the length scales of realistic quasiholes is
crucial for designing experimental setups that can mea-
sure their fractional charge and statistics.
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Supplemental Material for “Universal Modelling of Emergent Oscillations in Fractional Quantum
Hall Fluids”

The Supplemental Material contains the detailed nu-
merical data of fitting parameters for the model n-
Laughlin quasiholes at ν=1/m, the Coulomb quasihole
at ν=1/3, and the pair-correlation function of Moore-
Read state at ν=1/2.

SI. 1/3 LAUGHLIN QUASIHOLE

We obtain the occupation number ni of a single Laugh-
lin quasihole for m=3 and Ne=10−17 using Jack poly-
nomials [50]. The parameters of the damped oscilla-
tory model δni=A1 sin[k1(xi−x1)] exp (−xi/λ1) for the
occupation-number δni=ni−n̄ are shown in Table S1.
The finite size scaling of the oscillation wave number and
the decay length is shown in Fig. S1. They have an al-
most perfect linear scaling in 1/Ne allowing us to do the
thermodynamic extrapolation reliably. Once the ni are
determined, the real-space density of Laughlin quasihole
in the thermodynamic limit is given by

ρ(r) =

∞∑
i=0

niρi(r), (S1)

ρi(r) =
1

2π2ii!
r2i exp

[
−r2

2

]
. (S2)

To check the accuracy of the model, we compare the den-
sity profile of the quasihole in the thermodynamic limit
produced by our method and the polynomial expansion
method proposed in Ref. [29]. The two methods deviate
very slightly from each other (root-mean-square differ-
ence is 2×10−5) producing nearly coincident curves as
shown in Fig. 2(a). This implies that, even though our
model is very simple with only two free parameters, our
result is as accurate as the polynomial expansion method
which uses several tens of parameters.

SII. 1/3 LAUGHLIN STATE
PAIR-CORRELATION FUNCTION

We repeat the single quasihole analysis for 3-Laughlin
quasiholes at ν=1/3. The parameters are shown in Ta-
ble S2 and the finite size scaling is shown in Fig. S1.
The ground state pair-correlation function g(r) in the
thermodynamic limit can be obtained by dividing the
density ρ(r) of 3-Laughlin quasiholes by the average
density ρ̄=1/(2πm). Then, one can use the modeled
g(r) to calculate the per-particle variational energy of
the Laughlin state for various interactions V (r) through
V=(ρ̄/2)

∫
d2 rV (r)[g(r)−1]. For the Coulomb interac-

tion V (r)=1/r, the calculated energy V with our modeled
g(r) is −0.4096, which is very close to the extrapolated

result −0.4098 obtained from the exact diagonalization
calculation [34].
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FIG. S1. (a) Finite-size scaling of the wave vector k1 for the
single Laughlin quasihole (blue squares), 3-Laughlin quasi-
holes (red circles), and the Laughlin edge (black hexagrams)
at ν=1/3. The lines are linear fits as a function of 1/Ne. (b)
Finite-size scaling of the inverse of the decay length 1/λ1.

SIII. 1/3 LAUGHLIN EDGE

We create a Laughlin edge by placing the Laughlin
state on the disk geometry. Since the edge density fluc-
tuation is large, we need a large system size (beyond the
ones accessible to exact diagonalization) to reliably study
it. Therefore, we determine the edge density using the
Monte Carlo method. Then, we obtain the parameters of
the damped model by fitting them to the real-space den-
sity. As shown in Fig. S2, the real-space density profile
of the Laughlin edge can also be well-represented with
the damped model in the occupation-number space. The
parameters for different sizes are shown in Table S3 and
the finite size scaling is shown in Fig. S1.

SIV. 1/5 LAUGHLIN STATE
PAIR-CORRELATION FUNCTION

We also study the ground state pair-correlation func-
tion for ν=1/5 Laughlin state using the Monte Carlo
method and determine the parameters of the damped
model by fitting the model to the real-space profile. As
shown in Fig. S3, the pair-correlation function for the
1/5 Laughlin state can also be well-represented by our
damped model. The parameters for different sizes and
their thermodynamic extrapolation are shown in Table
S4. Then, we use the modeled g(r) to calculate the per-
particle variational energy of the Laughlin state in terms
of the Coulomb interaction V (r)=1/r, and the result is
−0.3278, which is very close to the extrapolated result
−0.3275(1) obtained from exact diagonalization [35].
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Ne A1 k1 k1 ∗ x1 1/λ1 R2

10 0.6757 1.4734 3.3342 0.8051 0.999883
11 0.6774 1.4646 3.3305 0.8097 0.999893
12 0.6787 1.4574 3.3277 0.8133 0.999904
13 0.6799 1.4514 3.3253 0.8164 0.999910
14 0.6809 1.4462 3.3231 0.8191 0.999915
15 0.6819 1.4417 3.3211 0.8214 0.999918
16 0.6827 1.4377 3.3194 0.8234 0.999921
17 0.6835 1.4343 3.3178 0.8252 0.999923
∞ 0.6944 1.3785 3.2947 0.8538 0.999982

TABLE S1. Parameters of the damped oscillator model for the density of a single Laughlin quasihole at ν=1/3 for Ne electrons
in the spherical geometry. The statistical measure R2 is the coefficient of determination for how well the modeled occupation
predicts the exact occupation numbers. The final row is the thermodynamic extrapolation result as a function of 1/Ne.

Ne A1 k1 k1 ∗ x1 1/λ1 R2

10 2.1345 1.5208 4.8670 0.7670 0.999885
11 2.1446 1.5109 4.8520 0.7720 0.999886
12 2.1514 1.5028 4.8402 0.7759 0.999885
13 2.1571 1.4961 4.8304 0.7792 0.999887
14 2.1625 1.4902 4.8219 0.7821 0.999888
15 2.1676 1.4851 4.8143 0.7846 0.999890
16 2.1724 1.4806 4.8076 0.7869 0.999891
∞ 2.2335 1.4138 4.7094 0.8198 0.999900

TABLE S2. Similar to Table S1 except the parameters are for 3−Laughlin quasiholes at ν=1/3.

Ne A1 k1 k1 ∗ x1 1/λ1 R2

20 5.2491e-04 1.5436 12.5625 0.6400 0.999889
25 2.1314e-04 1.5339 14.4496 0.6442 0.999894
30 9.4669e-05 1.5271 16.1576 0.6474 0.999899
35 4.4788e-05 1.5220 17.7294 0.6503 0.999904
40 2.2664e-05 1.5181 19.1959 0.6516 0.999905
∞ 0 1.4929 ∞ 0.6635 0.999922

TABLE S3. Parameters for the Laughlin edge with Ne electrons at ν=1/3. R2 is the R-squared value for the real-space density
obtained by the Monte Carlo method and the modeled real-space density in the planar disk geometry. In the thermodynamic
limit, A1=0 and x1=∞ because the edge is located at the position r=∞. Values in the last row are the thermodynamic
extrapolation results obtained from a linear fit of the parameters as a function of 1/Ne.

Ne A1 k1 k1 ∗ x1 1/λ1 R2

15 4.6540 1.1986 5.1067 0.4515 0.999970
20 4.7661 1.1839 5.0775 0.4595 0.999974
25 4.8301 1.1755 5.0613 0.4640 0.999976
30 4.8715 1.1701 5.0510 0.4669 0.999977
50 4.9478 1.1596 5.0317 0.4722 0.999979
∞ 5.0791 1.1425 4.9980 0.4815 0.999984

TABLE S4. Similar to Table S3 except the parameters are for the ground state pair-correlation function at ν=1/5.

SV. GENERAL CASES

By using the Jack polynomial method or Monte Carlo
method, we can determine the occupation-number den-

sity or real-space density of Laughlin quasihole for var-
ious m and n. Then, we can determine their charac-
teristic lengths as done above and the results are sum-
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FIG. S2. The density distribution of 1/3 Laughlin state for
Ne = 40 in the disk (blue line). The red crosses denote the
fitting using our damped model.
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FIG. S3. The ground state pair-correlation function for the
1/5 Laughlin state for Ne=50 electrons in the spherical geom-
etry (blue line). The red crosses denote the results obtained
using our damped model.

marized in Fig. 3. Based on the numerical results for
various Laughlin quasiholes, we find the damped oscil-
lation model can always reasonably capture the density-
distribution of quasiholes, but its numerical accuracy (R2

value) decreases increasing m and n. The numerical ac-
curacy dependence on n can be seen by comparing the
R2 value of Table S1 for n=1 and Table S2 for n=3. The
numerical accuracy dependence on m can be seen by com-
paring the fitting in Fig. 2 for m=3 and Fig. S4 for m=10.
For large values of m and n, there are stronger finite-size
effects which can potentially explain the lower numerical
accuracy of the damped model. For these large values
of m and n, it is also possible that our model is unable
to capture the physical features of the states accurately.
When the density fluctuation is very strong, especially

for large m, it is better to determine the characteristic
lengths of the oscillation tail by starting from a finite r,
e.g., the first zero point of δρ(r)=0.
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0.02

FIG. S4. The real-space density of the single Laughlin quasi-
hole at ν=1/10 and Ne=100 electrons on the sphere (blue
circles). The red crosses denote the results obtained using
our damped model.

SVI. COULOMB QUASIHOLE

In addition to the single-mode model of the Laughlin
quasihole, another mode with four more fitting parame-
ters is introduced for the Coulomb quasihole. The fitting
parameters are shown in Table S5. Note that numerical
results show that there exist multiple sets of parameters
that fit the density distribution very well. Therefore, it is
possible that overfitting could be an issue for this model.
We also find strong finite-size-scaling effects that hinder
an accurate extrapolation to the thermodynamic limit.

SVII. PAIR-CORRELATION FUNCTION OF
MOORE-READ STATE

The double-damped oscillation model also gives a good
representation of the densities of Abelian quasiholes ob-
tained from flux insertion (but no further fractionaliza-
tion) for many other kinds of model FQH states. As
an example, we show how to model the pair-correlation
function of the Moore-Read ground state in the thermo-
dynamic limit from it. To reduce the finite-size-scaling
effects, we first determine the parameters of the long-
range mode by fitting with the occupation numbers at a
large r (here our fitting starts from n8), and then we de-
termine the parameters of the short-range mode using all
occupation numbers except the first two special orbitals.
In this way, the finite-size effect is greatly reduced and
meanwhile, the accuracy is still good as shown in Table
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Ne A1 k1 k1 ∗ x1 1/λ1 A2 k2 k2 ∗ x2 1/λ2 R2

10 0.2039 1.4965 2.7515 0.3778 0.5390 0.6411 2.0603 0.9143 0.999694
11 0.2283 1.4794 2.7356 0.4078 0.4948 0.6186 2.0792 0.8994 0.999920
12 0.2317 1.5039 2.8840 0.4202 0.5449 0.4572 1.5763 0.9318 0.999933
13 0.2232 1.4982 2.8624 0.4129 0.5375 0.5095 1.7350 0.9445 0.999845
14 0.2262 1.4847 2.8172 0.4160 0.5115 0.5425 1.8643 0.9318 0.999861

TABLE S5. Parameters of the double-damped model for the Coulomb quasihole with Ne electrons at ν=1/3.

Ne A1 k1 k1 ∗ x1 1/λ1 A2 k2 k2 ∗ x2 1/λ2 R2

15 0.9540 1.5628 5.7802 0.5936 7.3000 1.4715 3.4053 1.5951 0.999434
17 0.9761 1.5274 5.6332 0.6076 7.5191 1.4616 3.3479 1.6510 0.999540
19 1.0409 1.5138 5.5905 0.6273 6.9436 1.4817 3.3604 1.6286 0.999566
21 1.0593 1.5009 5.5481 0.6354 6.6887 1.4837 3.3545 1.6288 0.999598
∞ 1.3437 1.3457 4.9646 0.7451 5.0878 1.5220 3.2328 1.7069

TABLE S6. Parameters of the double-damped model for the Moore-Read quasihole density proportional to the ground state
pair-correlation function. The last row is the thermodynamic extrapolation result as a function of 1/Ne.
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FIG. S5. (a) The occupation numbers of the Moore-Read quasihole, the density of which is proportional to the Moore-Read
ground state pair-correlation function, for Ne=21 electrons in the spherical geometry. Blue circles (red crosses) denote the
exact (fitted) density. The inset is the corresponding real-space density. (b) The Moore-Read ground state pair-correlation
function in the thermodynamic limit. The blue line and red crosses denote the results derived using the polynomial expansion
method with 45 basis [29] and our double-damped model, respectively. The inset is the zoomed view of the oscillation tail.

S6 and Fig. S5(a). The result obtained from an extrapo-
lation to the thermodynamic limit is shown in Fig. S5(b).
For comparison, we also plot the corresponding result ob-
tained from the polynomial expansion method [29]. The

two methods produce very similar results with a root-
mean-square difference of 2×10−3). Nevertheless, the
density profile obtained from our model is smoother than
that obtained using the polynomial expansion method.
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