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The search for anyons, quasiparticles with fractional charge and exotic exchange statistics, has
inspired decades of condensed matter research. Quantum Hall interferometers enable direct ob-
servation of the anyon braiding phase via discrete interference phase jumps when the number of
encircled localized quasiparticles changes. Here, we observe this braiding phase in both the ν = 1/3
and 4/3 fractional quantum Hall states by probing three-state random telegraph noise (RTN) in
real-time. We find that the observed RTN stems from anyon quasiparticle number n fluctuations
and reconstruct three Aharonov-Bohm oscillation signals phase shifted by 2π/3, corresponding to
the three possible interference branches from braiding around n (mod 3) anyons. Hence, we reveal
the anyon braiding phase using new methods that can readily extend to non-abelian states.

Introduction

The fractional quantum Hall (FQH) effects, where elec-
trons are confined to two spatial dimensions and exposed
to large magnetic fields, have long been predicted to
host emergent fractionally charged excitations that obey
neither fermionic nor bosonic exchange statistics [1–5].
These quasiparticles fall into two classes, abelian and
non-abelian anyons, associated with FQH states at dif-
ferent filling factor ν. For abelian anyons, exchanging
two quasiparticles (i.e. braiding) results in the many-
body wavefunction acquiring a complex phase, while in
the non-abelian case, the wavefunction evolves by a uni-
tary transformation, enabling fault-tolerant topological
quantum computation that has yet to be experimentally
realized [6–10].

FQH Fabry-Pérot (FP) interferometers enable direct
measurements of the anyon braiding phase. [11, 12]. By
partially backscattering current at two quantum point
contact (QPC) constrictions, the conductance through
the FP cavity modulates with the phase accumulated by
edge-traveling quantum Hall (QH) quasiparticles [5, 13].
When the number of localized cavity quasiparticles encir-
cled by the interfering edge changes, the resulting phase
shift in the interference signal is equivalent to twice the
fundamental exchange phase (modulo 2π) [14, 15]. How-
ever, since the observed discrete phase jumps represent
charging events in the cavity, resultant Coulomb effects
on the interference path can pose complications in prob-
ing the braiding effect. In particular, the Coulomb cou-
pling between the bulk and edge must be accounted for
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when extracting the anyon braiding phase from a small
number of phase jump events [16]. Consequently, miti-
gating Coulomb coupling while maintaining electrostatic
tunability has been a major challenge in semiconductor-
based interferometers [15, 17].

Graphene-based interferometers offer several advan-
tages for realizing anyon braiding, both for the abelian
and non-abelian cases. First, both QPCs [18, 19] and in-
terferometers [20–24] exhibit robust electrostatic tunabil-
ity for integer QH states. Second, graphite gates reduce
Coulomb coupling to reveal Aharonov-Bohm (AB) oscil-
lations [21], which previously required complex quantum
well structures in GaAs [15, 17]. Simultaneously, these
atomically-flat gates enhance FQH states by screening
out charge disorder [25, 26] while allowing precise control
of QPC transmission [21, 27, 28] and FP cavity filling fac-
tor [29]. Encouragingly, bilayer graphene has displayed
a multitude of even-denominator FQH states which may
host non-abelian anyons with relatively large energy gaps
[30–34], as required for topologically-protected qubits.
Less explored even-denominator states have also been ob-
served in monolayer graphene [35, 36].

In this work, we report direct observation of abelian
anyon braiding using high-visibility Aharonov-Bohm in-
terference in single atomic layer graphene. Owing to the
comprehensive electrostatic control of the device, we are
able to tune to both ν = 1/3 and ν = 4/3 at a fixed
magnetic field. Strikingly, we observe three-level ran-
dom telegraph noise (RTN) in each of these FQH states,
which was predicted [37–39] but never observed in pre-
vious experiments [15–17, 40–42]. Counterintuitively, we
show how fluctuations in anyon number within the cavity
enable us to directly observe the anyonic braiding phase
with minimal complications due to Coulomb effects.
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FIG. 1. Graphene FQH interferometer telegraph noise. (A) False-color scanning electron microscope image of a
representative device depicting an interference measurement with a single edge channel. Scale bar: 1µm. We measure the
conductance G = Id/(V

+
D − V −

D ) where Id is the measured drain current and V ±
D are the measured voltages at the indicated

locations. The top graphite gate is etched into 8 separately tunable regions controlled by voltages VLG, VLSG, VPG, VMG,
VRSG, and VRG. Additionally, voltages VLBG/RBG applied to suspended bridges above the two QPCs independently set their
transmissions. See Fig. S1 for more details. (B) Hall conductivity σxy and longitudinal conductivity σxx measured with
contacts in the left reservoir of the device highlighting the robust plateaus at ν = 0, 1/3, 1, and 4/3, which are the quantum
Hall states we use in this work. (C) Derivative of σxy showing the expected magnetic field dependence of the well-developed
quantum Hall states. (D) Conductance G across the left/right QPC tuned by VLBG/RBG with the right/left QPC deactivated
and the bulk in ν = 4/3. See Fig. S2 for more details on QPC tunings. Inset: schematics of the edge channel configuration
and tunneling at a QPC. As VLBG/RBG increases, the QPC opens more and transmits the outer integer edge (pink) first and
eventually transmits the inner fractional edge (blue) with weak backscattering. (E) Three-state RTN in the conductance G
when the fractional edge of ν = 4/3 is weakly backscattering (corresponding to the tunings marked by the black/purple dots
for the left/right QPC in D). Top inset: cartoons of the three possible interference branches from braiding around n (mod 3)
anyons, corresponding to the three conductance levels. Right inset: histogram of the conductance over time with 1000 bins. (F)
Extracted sinusoidal oscillations from histograms over approximately 8 minutes for each VPG voltage. Each data point shows
the central conductance value of a gaussian fit to a histogram peak, shaded by the total counts summed under the gaussian.
See Fig. S3 for similar data in ν = 1/3. All data is at T = 20 mK and B = 12 T unless otherwise noted.

Constructing a graphene fractional quantum Hall
interferometer

We construct our device by performing a series of pre-
viously described nanolithography steps [21, 29] on a
monolayer graphene-based van der Waals heterostructure
encapsulated with insulating hexagonal boron nitride [43]
and conducting graphite gates. By gating with separated

top graphite regions, we define the interferometer cav-
ity and construct two QPCs that introduce backscatter-
ing between the opposite chirality QH edge channels, as
shown in Fig. 1A. The quality of the graphene channel
is maintained in part due to the encapsulating graphite
gates, as evident by well-developed FQH states (Fig.
1B,C) at T = 20 mK. Unlike previous FQH interferom-
eters in GaAs, we can tune the electron density in-situ
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in graphene to access many FQH states while holding
the magnetic field fixed. In this work, we operate at
B = 12 T (unless noted otherwise) and change density
to tune between ν = 4/3, ν = 1, and ν = 1/3, enabling
a direct comparison of interference between each state.

We begin by tuning the device such that the interfer-
ometer cavity and adjoining contact regions are set to
ν = 4/3 by applying appropriate voltages VMG, VLG,
and VRG, while we define the cavity boundary by set-
ting the plunger gate (VPG) and QPC split-gate regions
(VLSG/RSG) to lie within ν = 0. We tune two addi-
tional metallic bridge gates over the QPCs (applying
VLBG/RBG) to independently set the QPC transmissions
while keeping all other gates fixed. The conductance
across each QPC transitions from near 0 to a plateau
at e2/h, and finally to near (4/3)e2/h with increasing
VLBG/RBG as shown in Fig. 1D. The resonances in the
conductance in these scans indicate a relatively soft con-
fining potential at this QPC tuning [27, 44]. Other tun-
ings at ν = 1/3 and ν = 1 have fewer resonances, though
we find that the general behavior of the interference sig-
nal is unaffected by these transmission resonances. It
is then straightforward to tune each QPC to weakly
backscatter the fractional edge channel of ν = 4/3 by
setting VLBG/RBG as indicated in Fig. 1D.

Three-state anyon telegraph noise

By measuring the conductance through the interferom-
eter with the fractional edge of ν = 4/3 weakly backscat-
tering at both QPCs, we discover sporadic switches be-
tween three discrete levels as a function of time i.e.
three-state RTN (Fig. 1E). From a histogram showing
how these levels are weighted over a 50 minute scan,
we extract the average conductance and the total weight
in time associated with each level. Then, we step the
plunger gate VPG to modify the area [17, 21, 45, 46], or
equivalently the total charge [29, 47] contained in the FP
cavity, and repeat the process. Plotting the resulting av-
erage conductance values shaded by their weight in time
as a function of VPG reveals three interwoven sinusoidal
oscillations separated in phase by 2π/3 (Fig. 1F).

Each one of these sinusoids, separated in phase by
2π/3, represent one of the three n (mod 3) possible phase
“branches” associated with braiding the interfering edge
quasiparticles around a system composed of n e/3 abelian
anyons [37–39].

Demonstrating exchange statistics with RTN is a de-
parture from the typical method used in previous inter-
ferometer studies, in which discrete phase jumps in the
continuously modulating AB phase θAB(B, VPG) were ar-
gued to represent the addition or subtraction of a quasi-
particle in the interferometer bulk [15, 16, 40]. These
studies rely on modulating the AB phase using mag-
netic field B and plunger gate VPG to probe irregularly
spaced phase jumps due to anyon localization. In order
to extract the anyon braiding phase, however, the experi-

mentally observed phase jumps need to be analyzed with
consideration given to the electrostatic coupling between
the QH edge and localized bulk states. These analy-
ses often become complicated as the bulk-edge capacitive
coupling, the position of the chemical potential relative
to the bulk Landau levels, and interferometer area A can
drastically impact interference behavior, such as pivoting
the interference signal into the well-studied “Coulomb-
dominated” regime [12, 16, 45, 48, 49]. It has also been
shown that integer quantum Hall fillings can produce
similar fractional phase jumps due to the Coulomb cou-
pling effect described above [24, 29, 50, 51].
The measurement scheme presented in our work, i.e.

observing a time-dependent interference phase ϕ due to
the RTN, offers a key benefit in this regard. Here the
parameters (B, VPG) used to modulate the AB phase

θAB(B, VPG) = 2π
e∗

e

A(VPG)B

ϕ0

can be held fixed while the quasiparticle number n(t)
fluctuates in time. Then, the expression for the total
interference phase may be simplified as

ϕ = θAB(B, VPG)+n(B, VPG, t) θa → θAB+n(t) θa (1)

where θa = 2π/3 is the braiding phase for an e∗ = e/3
anyon around a localized counterpart (assuming that
Coulomb interactions are well screened) and ϕ0 = h/e.
Considering 2π periodicity of ϕ, the resulting braiding
phase can only be one of three values varying by 2π/3,
reflecting the total number of localized anyons n(t) (mod
3) at a given time. The device accordingly remains static
in configurable parameter space (B, VPG) while observing
conductance switching from real-time fluctuations n(t).
Therefore, as this method demonstrates the existence of
all three branches associated with the exchange statistics
of charge e/3 anyons, we construct a complete represen-
tation of the state’s braiding outcomes near a fixed de-
vice configuration set by B, VPG, and density (tuned via
VMG). Additionally, by sampling a large number of phase
jumps while clearly resolving three branches at each VPG

tuning, we demonstrate that Coulomb interactions are
indeed negligible in our devices, allowing observation of
θAB from the evolution of the individual branches shown
in Fig. 1F at fixed B.

Aharonov-Bohm magnetic field dependence

Measuring how the magnetic field B changes the total
interference phase is crucial in determining if the interfer-
ometer falls into the AB or Coulomb-dominated regime
[5, 12]. We start for comparison with the ν = 1 inte-
ger QH state. By repeatedly sweeping the plunger gate,
we observe the expected single-sinusoidal oscillations de-
void of phase jumps (Fig. 2A). As we change B, we
observe magnetic-field dependent AB interference (Fig.
2B), where the magnetic field period ∆B1 yields an area
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FIG. 2. Aharonov-Bohm magnetic field trend of ν = 1/3 branches. (A) 100 repeated VPG sweeps in ν = 1, where each
sweep takes 35 s, demonstrating the temporal stability of oscillations in the integer state. (B) Magnetic field dependence of
the oscillations in ν = 1 demonstrating Aharonov-Bohm periodicity since the magnetic field period yields ϕ0/∆B1 = 0.80 µm2,
consistent with lateral depletion tending to shrink the area enclosed by the edge state bound by a lithographic design of 1.1 µm2.
(C) 100 repeated VPG sweeps in ν = 1/3, the same sweeping parameters as in (A), demonstrating the stochastic fluctuations
induced by the RTN that could easily be mistaken for structureless noise, especially if averaged over by a slow sweep. (D)
6 of the VPG sweeps plotted to demonstrate switching between the three sinusoidal branches within a single scan. (E) 2D
histograms showing the probability of measuring a given conductance for each VPG value and its trend with the magnetic field.
All three branches (partially highlighted) are made evident by this plot, and each trends identically with a flux super-period
in the magnetic field corresponding to e/3 anyons.

ϕ0/∆B1 = 0.80 µm2, as expected for interference of elec-
trons in ν = 1. A similar measurement in ν = 1/3 with
varying B and VPG produces an irregular 2D map (Fig.
2C) since repeated plunger gate sweeps are not consis-
tent due to the frequent RTN fluctuations. However, we
observe that each plunger gate scan contains stochastic
switching between 3 sinusoidal branches, again shifted by
2π/3 (Fig. 2D). By superimposing 100 of these sweeps
and plotting the histogram of total recorded conductance
values over VPG, we are able to sample enough instances
of the AB oscillation signal of each branch to recreate the
three interwoven sinusoids seen in the previous measure-
ment technique discussed in Fig. 1. Fig. 2E exhibits the
three interwoven branches at different magnetic fields.
As the magnetic field decreases (from the top to bottom

panels), we observe that each branch continuously drifts
in the increasing VPG direction, creating a negative slope
of constant phase (dashed line) analogous to the inte-
ger case of Fig. 2B. For ν = 1/3, the corresponding
flux super-periodicity ∆B1/3 (the magnetic field period
for a single branch to return to its initial VPG coordi-
nate) yields 3ϕ0/∆B1/3 = 0.83 µm2. This value is what
one expects for interfering e/3 quasiparticles such that
ϕ0 → h/(e/3) = 3ϕ0. We similarly observe AB interfer-
ence and a flux super-periodicity on the fractional edge
of ν = 4/3 (Fig. S4), while the integer edge shows typical
electron AB interference with no observable RTN.
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FIG. 3. Telegraph noise dependence on filling in ν = 1/3. (A) Conductance versus time taken at different values
for VMG, indicated by color (traces are arbitrarily vertically shifted by ordering of VMG). The 300 seconds shown are from
longer 50 minute datasets. (B) Hall data taken from the left half of the device with density tuned via VLG. The color shade
bar indicates the associated range shown for VMG in (C-E) below. Color scale on Rxx spans from 20 mK (blue) to 600 mK
(red). (C) Average branch switching rate along the plateau. Error bars indicate uncertainty associated with the switching
identification algorithm and background noise (see SM section 2). (D) Standard deviation of conductance computed for G(t)
at fixed VMG. (E) The spectral densities of conductance plotted on a log-log scale (traces are arbitrarily vertically shifted by
ordering of VMG). Dotted lines are fit to the power law dependence fα in the low frequency regime. Inset cartoons indicate
the anyonic quasiparticle density of states versus energy, with the vertical dashed lines indicating the Fermi level for a given
filling. (F) The exponent α extracted from the fits of the power spectrum within the frequency range associated with the RTN.

The fact that all tested configurations show AB in-
terference (i.e. a negative slope of constant phase with
respect to VPG and B) instead of Coulomb-dominated
effects indicates that our graphene interferometer is suf-
ficiently screened by the graphite gates to suppress long-
range Coulomb interaction, as required for observing
braiding signatures [12, 15, 16]. Furthermore, the ob-
served 3ϕ0 magnetic-flux super-period in both ν = 1/3
and ν = 4/3 agrees with the 3ϕ0 super-period observed
near the center of the ν = 1/3 plateau in GaAs-based FP
interferometers [15, 16], suggesting that the quasiparti-
cle gap is large enough to prevent continuous addition of
quasiparticles [52].

Telegraph noise across the quantum Hall plateau

We gain insight into the nature of the quasiparticle
fluctuations by tracking how the RTN evolves with den-
sity (filling) across the FQH plateau. Fig. 3A exhibits
subsets of 50 minute measurements of the conductance,
showing the VMG dependent RTN across the ν = 1/3
plateau. The trace colors indicate the select values of
VMG that correspond to the subrange of the ν = 1/3 QH
plateau as shown in Fig. 3B. Of immediate note are clear
changes in both the switching rate and amplitude as VMG

steps across the plateau. The average switching rate from
the complete 50 minute traces, τ−1

s , shown in Fig. 3C,
exhibits steep rises near the edges of the plateau and a
relatively constant switching rate in between. Fig. 3D
shows the standard deviation, σG, of the diagonal con-
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FIG. 4. Temperature dependent telegraph noise and
visibility in ν = 1/3. (A) Conductance versus time taken
at different temperatures T indicated by color (traces are ar-
bitrarily vertically shifted by ordering of T ). The 600 sec-
onds shown are subsets of longer 50 minute datasets used in
subsequent analysis. (B) Oscillation visibility extracted from
VPG sweep measurements (21 repeated scans averaged per
point). The exponential decay fit to the oscillation visibil-
ity results in a characteristic temperature T0 = 110 mK. (C)
Low-temperature saturation and high-temperature activation
of the average switching rate τ−1

s observed for two fillings: at
the center and at the edge of the ν = 1/3 plateau. Shown fit
lines follow the empirical formula of Eqn. 2.

ductance G(t), providing a direct measure of switching
amplitude.

The striking behavior of the anyon branch switching
rate and amplitude along the plateau reveals that the
quasiparticle fluctuations and coherence are closely cor-
related with the compressibility of the FQH state. A
natural explanation would be to account for the increase
in switching rate with an increase in the number of lo-
calized states, and thus anyon trapping sites, near the
edges of the FQH plateau. However, a simple increase
in the individual switching rates of a constant number of
traps across the plateau cannot be ruled out with just
this observation alone.

The noise spectral density of the diagonal conductance,
SG, can provide additional information supporting the
hypothesis of an increasing trap number near the edge
of the plateau. Fig. 3E shows SG as a function of fre-
quency f , obtained from the Fourier transform of G(t)
at various VMG values across the plateau region. We find
that SG(f) follows a power law scaling behavior ∼fα in
the low frequency regime corresponding to the RTN sig-
nal. Fig. 3F exhibits the scaling exponent α obtained
from the line fits shown in Fig. 3E. In the middle of the

plateau, the exponent α remains close to -2, which is ex-
pected from RTN with a single switching timescale [53].
However, near the edges α sharply increases and deviates
away from this stable value. It is known that when many
instances of RTN with different switching timescales are
convolved together, SG is expected to approach 1/f , or
α = −1 [54]. Accordingly, the change of α near the edges
of the plateau suggests that there are more unique switch-
ing timescales at the edge of the plateau than in the mid-
dle. This observation, together with the switching rate
behavior discussed above, supports that the increasing
branch switching incidents across the FQH plateau are
indeed associated with increasing localized anyon states
in the bulk.

Temperature scaling

We also study how the RTN changes as a function of
temperature T . Fig. 4A shows G(t) near the middle
of the ν = 1/3 plateau at T ranging from 20 mK to
220 mK. As temperature increases, the switching am-
plitude decreases corresponding to a decrease in AB os-
cillation visibility. Fig. 4B shows separately measured
AB oscillation visibility as a function of T using plunger
gate sweep measurements (similar to Fig. 2C-E). The
visibility decreases following an exponential decay as T
increases, with a characteristic energy scale T0 = 110 mK
similar to that observed in ν = 1/3 in GaAs [15].
In addition to the decrease in visibility, the RTN also

shows an increase in switching rate as temperature in-
creases. Fig. 4C shows temperature dependent τ−1

s for
two representative data sets, one at the center (red) and
the other at the edge (yellow) of the plateau. While
switching rate indeed increases quickly at the high tem-
perature limit, there is a dramatic flat saturation of τ−1

s

for both data sets at low temperatures, below about
100 mK and 50 mK for the plateau center and edge,
respectively. We find that an empirical formula which
combines a term motivated by an Efros-Shlovskii (ES)
form of variable-range hopping (VRH) [55, 56] with an
additional temperature-independent transition rate, τ−1

s,0 ,

τ−1
s = τ−1

s,0 + τ−1
s,1 (T ) e

−(TES/T )1/2 (2)

can provide a reasonable fit to the data as shown by the
dashed lines in Fig. 4C. Here τ−1

s,1 (T ) ∼ 1/T and TES

is the characteristic ES VRH temperature scale. While
VRH has been used in the past to model longitudinal con-
duction due to localized states in the quantum Hall effect
[56–59], at the present moment the physical mechanism
behind the temperature scaling of τ−1

s here remains neb-
ulous. We comment that there is a wealth of additional
information present in the RTN signal, including how
the probabilistic weightings of the phase branches (see
the right inset of Fig. 1E) evolve with T and VMG, that
could be analyzed in future studies to inform a micro-
scopic model of the trapping sites present in FQH states.
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While we were able to provide evidence that the anyon
fluctuations are closely associated with the number of
anyon localized states, and that they have consistent tem-
perature scaling properties, it remains unclear whether
they arise from device-specific considerations or rather
from the fundamental nature of FQH states in monolayer
graphene. Based on the uniformity of the AB-modulating
sinusoids in Figs. 1F and 2E, we postulate that the
anyons are neither hopping from nor getting trapped
within regions close to the QPCs, as even small changes
in environmental charge would drastically change their
tunings and the resultant visibility of the interference sig-
nal. Additionally, although fluctuations have not been
reported in the same manner in GaAs heterostructure-
based fractional interferometry experiments [15, 16, 40]
and more recently in bilayer graphene [60], we note that
the presence of slower or faster switching timescales could
make initial observations and interpretation of anyon
fluctuations challenging with standard DC measurement
techniques.

Outlook

In this work, we have shown that anyonic quasiparticle
fluctuations and the resulting RTN in a FP interferome-
ter can be used as a powerful tool to exhibit the complete
set of braiding phases and exchange statistics present in
abelian states. These techniques pave the way for future
interferometer measurements of non-abelian anyon braid-
ing in even-denominator FQH states, where the small en-
ergy gap may enhance the RTN and limit the range of
AB phase modulation. Several theoretical studies have
already discussed which signatures would be expected in
such a case where RTN is present for non-abelian states
[37–39]. Moreover, our ability to observe the slow equi-
libration of anyons enables future experiments to probe
nontrivial anyon dynamics and to dynamically control
anyon number in similar devices. This is particularly rel-

evant to the ultimate goal of constructing a topological
qubit with non-abelian anyons, which requires an under-
standing of how to selectively control and modulate the
quasiparticle number [61–63].

Note added: During the preparation of this
manuscript, we became aware of a concurrent work using
a similar graphene device [64].
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A tunable Fabry–Pérot quantum Hall interferometer in
graphene, Nature Nanotechnology 16, 555 (2021).

[21] Y. Ronen, T. Werkmeister, D. Haie Najafabadi, A. T.
Pierce, L. E. Anderson, Y. J. Shin, S. Y. Lee, Y. H.
Lee, B. Johnson, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, A. Yacoby,
and P. Kim, Aharonov–Bohm effect in graphene-based
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Supplementary Materials: Anyon braiding and telegraph noise in a graphene
interferometer

MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Device Fabrication

Creating a graphene-based device with low enough charge disorder to realize robust fractional quantum Hall states
requires special considerations in the fabrication process. This affects primarily the order of the fabrication steps, since
the large number of electron beam lithography (EBL) and reactive ion etching (RIE) steps tend to introduce disorder
via surface residues of the polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA) resists that we use as masks. Therefore, to screen
out these residue by-products of the fabrication steps from the graphene two-dimensional electron system (2DES),
we begin by encapsulating the graphene channel in top and bottom insulating hexagonal boron nitride (hBN) and
conducting graphite (generally ∼5 nm thick) layers. The hBN layers serve as a near-atomically flat dielectric through
which the graphite layers serve as metallic gates. The device reported here consists of a top/bottom hBN thickness
of 49/27 nm and has previously been measured extensively in integer quantum Hall states [28].

These thin dielectric layers serve a dual purpose of bringing the conducting graphite layers close to the graphene,
which tends to screen interactions within the graphene 2DES. We believe that this is crucial for observing Aharonov-
Bohm oscillations in the device, as similar graphene-based devices without close screening layers display Coulomb-
dominated oscillations [21]. Likewise, GaAs devices approaching the small areas of our device displayed Coulomb-
dominated oscillations [44, 45]. It required special sample growth utilizing screening wells to screen out interactions
sufficiently strongly to drive the device into the Aharonov-Bohm regime and observe fractional interference, which
was only achieved in the most recent devices [14-16].

We fabricate the 5 layer van der Waals stacks (Fig. S1) using the now standard polycarbonate (PC) dry transfer
method described in detail in our previous work [20]. When the 5 layers are picked up on the PC stamp, we press
the stack onto a doped Si substrate with 300 nm SiO2 and remove bubbles in the stack using repeated re-lamination
at elevated temperatures and tilt angle. Melting the PC at 180C now allows us to release the clean stack onto the
substrate. Subsequently, we dissolve PC residues in chloroform for 12 hours and perform a 3 hour vacuum anneal at
300C to strongly adhere the stack to the substrate. We then perform the same steps of EBL, RIE, and deposition
to construct the device as detailed previously [20]. We additionally add final bridge gates over the two QPCs in this
device to separately tune transmissions. The final device is shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. S1

B. Measurement Details

In addition to the need for a low-disorder device, an interference experiment in the fractional quantum Hall regime
requires extremely low electron temperatures for large enough phase coherence of the interfering quasiparticle wave-
function (note the temperature scale T0 = 110 mK for exponential decay of oscillation visibility in ν = 1/3 in Fig. 4B),
which necessitates measurements in a well-tuned dilution fridge and, crucially, carefully designed electronic filtering.
We performed the experiments in an Oxford MX400 dilution fridge with base temperature of 18 mK. All DC trans-
port lines were thermalized through Thermocoax cables and 3 Sapphire plates between room temperature and the
mixing chamber before breaking out into copper wire to feed into a custom passive component filter PCB assembly.
This circuit consists of three Mini-Circuits LFCN-xxxx+ low pass filters (stepped down in frequency cutoff from 5000
MHz-1800 MHz-80 MHz) followed by a single-pole RC filter (R = 10 kΩ, C = 3.3 nF). While the engineered RC cutoff
is 4.8 kHz, the practical cutoff is significantly lower (we estimate a cut-off as low as 50 Hz when the sample resistance
is high) due to the device’s many contacts to the same 2DEG, allowing the capacitor of the measurement lines to be
weighted by the others seen through the device’s resistance. The PCB uses 370HR as the dielectric base material and
the trace finish coating uses an immersion silver process with no strike layer. An exposed ring of the ground plane is
clamped to a soft gold-coated copper enclosure that is directly connected to the mixing chamber copper chassis. The
enclosure also acts as a Faraday cage around the PCB components. This thermalizing and filtering scheme ensures low
electron temperature likely within a few mK of the fridge base temperature, as indicated by interferometer visibility
scaling (see Fig. 4B).

Most top graphite gate regions and the bridge gates are controlled with a home-made 16-bit DACs, while the silicon
backgate is supplied 40 V using a Keithley 2400. Special care is taken to ensure that the middle gate (VMG), which

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

18
98

3v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  1
7 

A
pr

 2
02

4



2

sits above the interferometer cavity and sets its density, as well as the plunger gate (VPG), are as electrostatically
stable as possible to ensure high interferometer visibility and minimal dynamical effects. To this end, these two gates
are controlled with additional custom built 20-bit DACs based around the AD5791 integrated circuit. Each channel
uses its own ovenized Zener diode voltage reference circuit that has been run continuously for over 3 months with
efforts made to thermally insulate it from the rest of the circuitry and environment. Based on our measurements, this
results in an overall DAC output drift of < 0.6 LSB/day (equivalent to < 11µV/day). The output noise floor of the

DAC is < 25 nV/
√
Hz within a 100 kHz measurement bandwidth.

We performed the measurements using typical low-frequency lock-in amplifier techniques using SR830 lock-in am-
plifiers, SR560 voltage preamps, and Ithaco 1211 current preamps. For interferometer and QPC measurements, we
typically voltage bias using the SR830 connected to a voltage-divider to apply 15 µV to the sample, resulting in cur-
rent of order 100 pA to minimize reduction of the oscillation visibility due to finite-bias effect. We measure Hall data
using 1 mV bias at 1.0777 Hz to minimize capacitive contribution and increase the resulting measurement accuracy
of Vxx and Vxy. In contrast, the majority of the interference data was measured at 73.77 Hz, allowing fast enough
sampling (∼20 samples/s) to resolve the telegraph noise events. However, due to filter attenuation, the amplitude
of the signal was partially attenuated at this frequency. As we only consider conductance oscillations due to the
interference, i.e. δG on top of the mean conductance, this attenuation does not affect our results and conclusions.
Lastly, to achieve accurate QPC calibrations (Fig. S2), where we need accurate values of G, as well as when we
measure oscillation visibilities, we instead use an intermediate frequency of 11.117 Hz that reduces measurement time
while getting accurate enough values.

SUPPLEMENTARY TEXT

Section 1 - Device tuning details

We show an optical image of our device and schematics of the gating and measurement schemes in Fig. S1. The
8 separated top graphite regions (Fig. S1B) are separately tuned to electrostatically define each QPC as described
later. We additionally employ a global bottom graphite gate, which can set an overall density offset at the QPC
saddle points, where the top graphite has been etched away at a width of ∼150 nm. The density offset is necessary
to allow full transmission of edge channels at the QPCs while the side split-gates deplete electrons to maintain ν = 0.
Finally, we typically apply +40 V to the doped Si substrate to dope the graphene channel contacts through the 300
nm surface oxide and bottom hBN layers. This contact doping is necessary since we contact the channel at regions
that extend outward from both the top and bottom graphite gates. In Fig. 1C we show the arrangement of the gates
from a top-down view and which contacts are used for a typical Hall measurement. We perform these calibration
measurements within a single region of the device (tuned by VLG) to get the most accurate measurements. Lastly, we
show the typical configuration for all measurements of QPC and interferometer conductance reported in this work in
Fig. S1D.

Our process to tune the QPC transmissions for both ν = 4/3 and ν = 1/3 is shown in Fig. S2. We begin (Fig.
S2A) by taking a large range parameter sweep of the left QPC split gate VLSG vs. the global bottom-gate VBG with
the filling factor in the other regions of the device fixed to ν = 4/3 (this required sweeping VRSG, VLG, VMG, VPG,
and VRG simultaneously to maintain constant density as VBG sweeps). We show a parameter sweep for the right
QPC in Fig. S2B. These scans enable us to distinguish the regions in which the split-gates are in ν = 0 or below,
hence reducing conductance to zero along a line controlled predominantly by VLSG/VRSG, from regions in which QPC
saddle point transitions from zero to full conductance, controlled predominantly by VBG. Informed by these scans,
we then set VBG close to the saddle point transition from ν = 1 to ν = 4/3 (and set VRSG, VLG, VMG, VPG, and VRG

accordingly to ν = 4/3) and perform another parameter sweep now of VLSG and VLBG in Fig. S2C. We show similar
data for the right QPC in Fig. S2D. QPC tunings shown in Fig. 1D were chosen from this data set such that the
fractional edge mode could be directly tuned from full reflection to full transmission using only VLBG/VRBG while
holding all other gates fixed. We similarly show QPC parameter scans for ν = 1/3 in Fig. S2E/F and the resulting
tunings chosen for the interference measurements performed in ν = 1/3 in Fig. S2G.

The particular voltages (VBG, VLSG, VRSG) are chosen so that a simple scan of VLBG/VRBG can tune the left/right
QPC from full reflection to full transmission with a minimum of transmission resonances (i.e. sharp, reproducible
conductance oscillations) in between. Resonances are believed to be caused by random quantum dot sites near the
QPC saddle point, which can be pinned by disorder and which strongly affect the conductance as they tune through
a resonant condition [43]. By tuning to a sharper confining potential, the effect of these resonances and edge state
reconstruction can be reduced [26]. Hence, we generally attempt to increase the sharpness of the confining potential
in our tunings by choosing gate voltages that increase the electric field near the boundary, practically meaning we
tune to more negative split-gate voltages if possible.
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Section 2 - Algorithm used for determining RTN switching events

To determine when a RTN switching even between conductance plateaus occurs, we use the following algorithm:
The derivative of the raw diagonal conductance data is taken and then smoothed with a gaussian-weighted average
over a window of 30 data points. The smoothing is performed in order to reduce the background noise to allow for
fitting of faster switching events to ensure accurate and consistent sampling across scans. Then, all peaks above a
threshold magnitude are found and recorded. The threshold value is set to be

√
2 times the peak-to-peak noise floor of

the raw conductance signal’s derivative, which is an arbitrary yet consistent decision across all data. The background
noise appears to be sensitive to temperature and not the value of VMG (i.e. location within the filling factor plateau).
Consequently, the threshold value is identical for the data presented in Fig. 3C and is scaled for that shown in Fig.
4C. Note that the final output of the algorithm is cross-checked with the raw conductance data as shown in Fig. S5
ensuring accuracy and consistency in picking out switching events and disregarding noise spikes.
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FIG. S1. Device contacts, gates, and measurement schemes. (A) Optical micrograph of the device measured in this
paper. Scale bar: 10 µm. (B) Schematic of the gating structure at the center of the interferometer i.e. zoomed in section
outline by the dashed white line in (A). The bridge gates tune QPC transmissions by gating through the etched QPC gaps in
the graphite top-gate. (C) Measurement schematic for quantum Hall transport measurements as reported in Fig. 1B-C and
Fig. 3B. Here the signal source, drain, and chirality are such that the transport is confined to the left top-gate region. Hence,
we tune density using only VLG and perform a standard Hall measurement to calibrate the expected filling factors for a given
top-gate voltage. Blue lines indicate edges of the top-graphite gate and highlight the boundaries of the 8 separated regions.
The purple region indicated the location of the graphite bottom-gate, while gray indicates the extent of the graphene layer.
An ohmic contact to an extended graphite bottom-gate region allows an additional degree of freedom in tuning the QPCs by
applying VBG. Leads contact to the graphene channel in regions without a graphite top or bottom gate, necessitating the use
of the silicon substrate to highly dope the region between the metal contact and channel. (D) Measurement schematic for QPC
or interferometer conductance. Here the signal source and drain are on opposite sides of the QPCs, such that measurement of
the ‘diagonal’ voltage drop VD yields the conductance of the QPC or interferometer as G = Id/VD where Id is the measured
drain current.
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FIG. S2. QPC tuning details in ν = 4/3 and ν = 1/3. (A) Conductance of the left QPC as a function of left split-gate
voltage VLSG back-gate voltage VBG with the bulk of the device fixed at the center of the ν = 4/3 plateau. (B) Conductance
of the right QPC as a function of right split-gate voltage VRSG and back-gate voltage VBG at the same filling in ν = 4/3.
(C) Conductance of the left QPC with an appropriate back-gate voltage chosen as indicated to bias the QPC near an optimal
operating point, which requires a larger density at the saddle-point to allow full transmission of both ν = 4/3 edge channels
in this case. With this back-gate voltage, we can now tune the transmission of the inner fractional edge channel using only
the left split-gate and the left bridge-gate VLBG, as shown, which simplifies further tuning. The outer integer channel is fully
transmitted over this parameter space. (D) Same type of plot as (C) but for the right QPC. (E) Conductance of the left QPC
with the bulk of the device fixed at the center of the ν = 1/3 plateau and the indicated back-gate voltage. (F) Same type of
plot as (E) for the right QPC. (G) Conductance through each QPC (left/right QPC tuned by VLBG/VRBG respectively) with
ν = 1/3 set in the bulk and (VBG, VLSG, VRSG) fixed as indicated. Black/purple dots indicate the left/right QPC tuning used
to measure the data reported in the main text, corresponding to roughly 85% transmission of the ν = 1/3 edge channel.
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FIG. S3. Interwoven conductance branches extracted from static measurements in ν = 1/3. Equivalent measure-
ment in ν = 1/3 to that shown in the main text for the fractional edge of ν = 4/3 (Fig. 1E). Again, three phase-shifted
branches are revealed weighted according to their total counts recorded at a sampling rate of 20 samples/s over an ∼8 minute
time window for each VPG voltage.
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FIG. S4. Magnetic field dependence in ν = 4/3. Equivalent measurement in ν = 4/3 to that shown in main text for
ν = 1/3 (Fig. 2). Here, however, there is also an outer integer edge channel (i.e. ν = 1) in addition to the inner fractional
channel. Hence, we can tune to interfere either the outer integer or the inner fractional channel while holding the bulk filling
ν = 4/3 fixed. (A) Magnetic field dependence of conductance oscillations with VPG while the outer integer edge channel is
partitioned at both QPCs. We observe a typical AB interference pattern with a magnetic field period yielding an enclosed area
1.1 µm2 which matches the lithographic design. Notably, we do not observe telegraph noise, which enforces that interference of
fractional quasiparticles is required to observe the phase shift due to anyon braiding. (B) Schematic showing interference of the
outer integer edge channel, which flows at the boundary of the ν = 0 and ν = 1 incompressible regions. (C) Schematic showing
interference of the inner fractional edge channel, which flows at the boundary of the ν = 1 and ν = 4/3 incompressible regions.
(D) Magnetic field dependent panels extracted using the method in Fig. 1E/F, where we plot the three mean conductance
values for each VPG without a weighting, for clarity. The interwoven sinusoidal oscillations trend in the same AB direction with
decreasing magnetic field (downward in this plot) and exhibit a periodicity consistent with a 3ϕ0 flux super-period. The flux
period is consistent with the fractional edge enclosing an area of 0.41 µm2, which is plausible since the area enclosed by the inner
channel should be smaller than the area enclosed by the outer channel due to the width of the incompressible/compressible
regions.
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FIG. S5. Branch switching detection algorithm. (A) Raw conductance data and derivative of the RTN signal taken
within the middle of the ν = 1/3 plateau at T = 100 mK, B = 12 T. The output of the switch detection algorithm described
in the main supplement text is indicated by the red dots. The red dashed line on the derivative signal shows the peak finding
threshold value (

√
2 times the derivative’s peak-to-peak noise floor). (B) RTN signal taken at the same device configuration

but at 180 mK. Grey box indicates zoom window shown in (C).
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FIG. S6. Plateau analysis of RTN for ν = 4/3. Top: Average branch switching rate along the ν = 4/3 plateau, analogous
to Fig. 3C of the main text which shows ν = 1/3. Bottom: Standard deviation σG of conductance, analogous to Fig. 3D of
the main text.



10

FIG. S7. ν = 4/3 RTN temperature scaling. (A) Oscillation visibility extracted from VPG sweep measurements for
ν = 1/3 (same data shown in main text Fig. 4B) and ν = 4/3, both taken with VMG set to be in the middle of each filling
factor’s respective plateau. (B) Average switching rate for each filling factor (ν = 1/3 data copied from Fig. 4 of main text).
The ν = 4/3 data is only taken up to 100 mK due to the noise floor overwhelming the separation between two of the three
conductance plateaus.


