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A fundamental manifestation of the nontrivial correlations of an incompressible fractional quan-
tum Hall (FQH) state is that an electron added to it disintegrates into more elementary particles,
namely fractionally-charged composite fermions (CFs). We show here that the Girvin-MacDonald-
Platzman (GMP) density-wave excitation of the ν=n/(2pn±1) FQH states also splits into more
elementary single CF excitons. In particular, the GMP graviton, which refers to the recently ob-
served spin-2 neutral excitation in the vanishing wave vector limit [Liang et al., Nature 628, 78
(2024)], remains undivided for ν=n/(2n±1) but splits into two gravitons at ν=n/(4n±1) with n>1.
A detailed experimental confirmation of the many observable consequences of the splitting of the
GMP mode should provide a unique window into the correlations underlying the FQH effect.

Introduction. Perhaps the most dramatic manifes-
tation of strong correlations is “fractionalization of the
electron,” which refers to the notion that the emergent
elementary particles (that is, the weakly interacting de-
grees of freedom) carry quantum numbers of a split elec-
tron [1]. For example, when an electron is added to a Lut-
tinger liquid, its spin and charge separate [2], and when
a fully spin-polarized electron is added to an incompress-
ible FQH state, it disintegrates into fractionally-charged
excited CFs [3, 4]. The emergent particles have their own
independent dynamics and provide a natural explanation
of the otherwise puzzling phenomenology.

This Letter concerns the Girvin-MacDonald-Platzman
(GMP) density wave mode of the FQH states [5, 6]. Since
the work of GMP numerous experimental [7–17] and the-
oretical [18–36] studies have addressed the neutral exci-
tations of the FQH states. Very recent inelastic light
scattering experiments by Liang et al. [37] with circu-
larly polarized photons have measured the chirality of
the long wavelength neutral excitation, which has been
called “graviton” because of its spin-2 quadrupolar char-
acter in a geometric interpretation, and found it to be
consistent with theoretical predictions [25, 31, 38].

We show in this Letter that the GMP density wave
mode also fragments into more elementary CF excitons
(CFEs), which suggests a generalization of GMP’s single
mode approximation (SMA) [Eq. (2)] for the dynamical
structure factor (DSF) to a “CFE ansatz” [Eq. (5)]. We
further show that while, surprisingly, the GMP and the
CF theories provide essentially identical descriptions for
the graviton of the n/(2n±1) states, the GMP graviton
breaks into two elementary gravitons for the n/(4n±1)
states with n>1. We discuss the experimental implica-
tions of the GMP mode splitting.

SMA. Let us begin by recalling the GMP ansatz. The
lowest Landau level (LLL)-projected DSF at any filling

factor ν is given by (modulo an overall factor)

S(q, E) =
∑
α

|⟨Ψα
ν |ΨGMP

q ⟩|2δ(Eα − E0 − E), (1)

where Ψα
ν are the LLL many-particle eigenstates with en-

ergy Eα, Ψ
GMP
q =PLLLρqΨ

0
ν=ρ̄qΨ

0
ν , and Ψ0

ν is the LLL

ground state. The projected density operator is defined
as ρ̄q=PLLLρqPLLL, where ρq=

∑
k c†

k+q
ck creates an

electron-hole pair with wave vector q and PLLL imple-
ments projection to LLL. GMP proceeded by making an
SMA[5, 6] which assumes that the GMP mode ΨGMP

q has
overlap with a single eigenstate, leading to

S(q, E)=Sqδ(E−ESMA
q ). (2)

In general, ESMA
q is the “average energy” of the excita-

tions coupled to the ground state by ρ̄q . ΨGMP
q can be

evaluated explicitly for small systems for which the Fock
space representation of the exact or the trial ground state
is available but not for larger systems. GMP related the
energy of this mode to the static structure factor S(q),
which is the Fourier transform of the pair correlation
function g(r), which can be evaluated for a trial wave
function for fairly large systems [39–42], allowing for a de-
termination of the energy of the GMP mode [5, 6, 22, 43].

CF exciton. The CF physics of the FQH states [44]
suggests a different structure for the excitations. The
Jain wave function for the ground state of N electrons
at ν=n/(2pn±1) is given by Ψ0

n/(2pn±1)=PLLLΦ±nΦ
2p
1 ,

where Φn is the wave function of n filled LLs with
Φ−n=Φ∗

n and Φ1∼
∏

1≤j<k≤N (zj−zk) with zj=xj−iyj
denoting the position of the jth electron. Ψ0

ν is inter-
preted as n filled CF LLs (called ΛLs) and the neutral
excitations as CFEs, namely a particle-hole pair of CFs,
as shown in Fig. 1. The wave function of a single CFE
across K ΛLs (K=1, 2, · · ·) is given by [18, 22, 45, 46]

ΨCF−ex
q,m→m+K = PLLL[ρ

m→m+K
q Φn]Φ

2p
1 , (3)
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FIG. 1. (a) GMP density wave mode, created by applying
projected electron density operator on the ground state. (b)
Jain CF ground state at ν=2/5. (c)-(g) Examples of single
CF excitons. (h),(i) Schematic depiction of splitting of the
GMP density wave mode (dashed black curve) into a ladder
of CF excitons (blue dotted) which can be obtained by di-
agonalizing the Coulomb interaction in the CFE basis. The
actual lowest neutral mode is well described as the primary
CFE shown in (c). For ν=n/(2n±1) the GMP graviton is
essentially identical to the primary CF graviton (h) while for
ν=n/(4n±1) with n>1 the GMP graviton splits into two CF
gravitons, which can be also be nicely understood as the pri-
mary CF and parton gravitons (i). (j) Parton construction of
ν=2/9. Each electron is divided into one parton of charge e/9
filling two LLs and four partons of charge 2e/9, each filling a
single LL. (k) CF exciton. (l) Parton exciton.

where ρm→m+K
q creates an electron-hole pair with

wave vector q in Φn, with hole in the LL with in-
dex m=0, 1, · · ·, n−1 and electron in LL with index
m+K=n, n+1, · · ·. Multiplication by Φ2p

1 converts this
into a CF-particle CF-hole pair with wave vector q.
We employ two methods for treating the LLL projec-

tion. In “direct projection” one expresses the wave func-
tion in the Fock basis and retains only the part that re-
sides in the LLL [18]. This method can be implemented
only for small systems, as the dimension of the Fock space
grows exponentially with N (see Supplemental Material
(SM) [47]). The Jain-Kamilla (JK) method [48–52] al-
lows treatment of much larger systems. The two meth-
ods generally produce wave functions that are extremely
close but not identical.

Spherical geometry. We use the spherical geome-
try [53] in which N electrons move on the surface of a

sphere in the presence of a radial magnetic field generated
by a magnetic monopole of strength 2Qhc/e, where 2Q
is an integer. The LL orbitals are given by the monopole
harmonics YQ,l,lz [54, 55], where l=|Q|, |Q|+1, · · · and
lz=−l,−l+1, · · ·, l. The nth LL corresponds to l=|Q|+n,
with n=0, 1, 2· · ·. The eigenstates are labeled by the total
orbital angular momentum L and its z-component Lz.
The density operator is given

by ρL,Lz
=
∑N

i=1 YQ,L,Lz
(ui, vi), where

ui=cos(θi/2)e
iϕ/2, vi=sin(θi/2)e

−iϕi/2 are the ith

electron’s spinor coordinates [56]. The GMP mode
with L=0 is identical to the ground state Ψ0

ν and the
L=1 GMP mode is annihilated upon projection to the
LLL [56]. The L=2 GMP mode is called the spin-2
graviton. The GMP mode can be constructed up to
LGMP
max =2Q∼N/ν for large N because the GMP operator

creates a pair of an electron and a hole in the LLL
each of which carries an angular momentum of l=Q.
The wave number is given by |q|=q=L/(

√
Q ℓ), where

ℓ=
√
ℏc/(eB) is the magnetic length at field B.

For CFE in Eq. (3), Φn is the wave function
of n filled LLs of electrons at an effective flux of
2Q∗=2Q−2(N−1)=N/n−n. There are many CFE
modes corresponding to excitations in Φn across differ-
ent LLs. The lowest energy CFE, called the “primary
CFE” [Fig. 1(c)], corresponds to n−1→n excitation. The
angular momenta of the constituent CF particle and
CF hole are given by l=Q∗+n and l=Q∗+n−1. The
primary CFE extends from LCFE

min =2 (the L=1 CFE is
also annihilated upon projection into the LLL [18]) to
LCFE
max=(N/n+n−1)∼N/n=N/ν∗ for large N , where ν∗

is the effective filling of CFs [33]. From a naive count-
ing, at L=2, there are two CFEs for ν=1/(2p+1) (0→1
and 0→2 excitons), and three for ν=n/(2pn+1) for n≥2
(n−1→n, n−1→n+1 and n−2→n); for L=3 we have
three CFEs for ν=1/(2p+1), five for ν=2/(4p+1) and
6 for ν=n/(2pn+1) for n≥3; and so on.
Splitting of GMP mode. Our numerical studies

(below) strongly suggest that the GMP density wave lives
fully in the subspace defined by the single CFEs, i.e.:

ΨGMP
q ≡ ρ̄qΨ

0 =
∑
α

CαΨ
CFE
q,α , (4)

where {ΨCFE
q,α } is an orthonormal basis constructed from

{ΨCF−ex
q,m→m+K}.
We construct the Fock space representations of the di-

rect and JK-projected Jain wave functions for the ground
and CFE states by the method given in Refs. [57, 58]
which involves an expansion of the state in the set of all
the relevant L eigenstates. We construct an orthonormal
basis for the linearly independent CFEs and denote by
O=

∑
α |Cα|2 the sum of squared overlaps of the GMP

mode with the orthonormalized basis functions. Eq. (4)
is equivalent to O=1.

In all cases studied, the GMP mode and CFEs con-
structed with direct or JK projection vanish identically
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ν N L=0 L=2 L=3 L=4 L=5 L=6

1/3 10 DL 319 1,357 1,769 2,371 2,752 3,330

DCFE
L 1(1) 1(2) 1(3) 2(4) 2(5) 3(6)

OJK 1 1 1 1 0.9999

2/5 12 DL 418 1,875 2,511 3,296 3,885 4,638

DCFE
L 1(1) 2(3) 4(5) 6(7) 8(9) 10(11)

OJK 0.9994 0.9996 0.9996 0.9998 0.9998

3/7 12 dimL 127 493 621 852 961 1,182

DCFE
L 1(1) 2(3) 5(6) 8(9) 10(11) 11(12)

OJK 0.9981 0.9969 0.9982 0.9990 0.9994

TABLE I. This table gives OJK, the sum of the squared over-
laps of the GMP mode with the single CF-exciton states ob-
tained with the Jain-Kamilla (JK) projection, for the largest
systems studied. DL (DCFE

L ) is the number of linearly inde-
pendent basis (CFE) states at L; the number of excitons at
Q∗ is shown in brackets. When shown as O=1, O is 1 to
machine precision.

for L=1. For higher L, we have studied the follow-
ing (ν, N) systems with direct projection: (1/3,6) for
L≤7; (1/3,8) for L≤7; (2/5,6) for L≤4; (2/5,8) for
L≤5; (2/3,6) for L≤4; (2/3,8) for L≤4; (2/7,6) for L≤4;
(2/7,8) for L≤4; (2/9,6) for L≤4; bosonic (2/3,6) for
L≤4; bosonic (2/3,8) for L≤4. We find O=1 to machine
precision for all of these. This is nontrivial, because,
as shown in Table I, the number of CFEs at a given L
is N -independent (provided N is sufficiently large) and
much smaller than the number of basis functions, which
ranges to several thousand for the systems studied and
increases exponentially with N . This gives us confidence
that the GMPmode is generally contained entirely within
the (direct-projected) CFE subspace, although we have
not yet succeeded in devising a proof.

The values of O obtained for the JK-projected CFEs
are given in Table I for ν=n/(2n+1). In all cases studied,
we find thatO>0.997, demonstrating that Eq. (4) is prac-
tically exact for the JK projection. The JK-projected
CFEs for n/(4n±1) Jain states are considered below.

The relation in Eq. (4) between the GMP mode and
single CFEs is unexpected as these are motivated by qual-
itatively different physical descriptions. The GMP ansatz
creates a single electron-hole pair excitation, while a CFE
involves the excitation consisting of a single CF particle
and a single CF hole, each of which, in isolation, has a
fractional charge of magnitude e/(2n±1) [3]. Indeed, the
dispersion of the GMP mode is rather different from that
of the primary CFE [22, 45, 46]. Moreover, because an
electron added to a FQH state is described as a complex
bound state of 2n±1 excited CFs [59–62], one would a
priori expect an electron-hole pair of the GMP mode to
involve 2n±1 CFEs.

CFE ansatz for S(q, E). Substituting Eq. (4) into
Eq. (1) suggests that the SMA of Eq. (2) can be replaced

by a “CFE Ansatz” for the DSF:

S(q, E) =
∑
α

SCFE
qα δ(E − ECFE

q,α ) (5)

with SCFE
q,α =|⟨ΨCFE

q,α |ΨGMP
q ⟩|2, where ΨCFE

q,α and ECFE
q,α are

the CFE eigenstates and eigenenergies obtained by di-
agonalizing the Coulomb interaction in the CFE basis.
The GMP mode thus splits into a ladder of discrete CFE
modes, as depicted schematically in Fig. 1(h, i).

Graviton. The neutral mode at L=2 is excited in
inelastic light scattering experiments with circular polar-
ization [37]. The GMP and CFE at L=2 are referred to
as GMP and CF gravitons.

We find that for ν=n/(2n±1) and ν=1/5, the GMP
graviton is very well approximated by the primary CF
graviton, as seen in Fig. 2. This figure also shows the
Coulomb energies of the primary CFE and the GMP
mode obtained using the Laughlin/Jain ground states;
these are identical for L=2, 3 for 1/3 and 1/5 [27, 46, 63]
and very close for L=2 for 2/5 and 3/7. For compar-
ison, we also show spectra obtained from exact diago-
nalization (ED) of the Coulomb interaction taken from
Refs. [64, 65]. The energy-resolved spectral function of
the graviton essentially has a single peak at these fillings.

The identification with the L=2 CFE allows a study of
the graviton in large systems (which is not possible for the
GMP mode). Figure 3 shows the density ρ(r) of the CF
graviton at ν=1/3, 2/5 and 3/7 for N=24. The graviton
size increases with n along n/(2n+1), as expected, given
that the size of the constituent CF particle and CF hole
is of order (2n+1) ℓ [3, 62, 66].

For the Jain states at ν=n/(4n±1) with n>1 the
energy of the GMP graviton differs significantly from
that of the primary CF graviton, as seen in Fig. 2.
Fig. 4 shows the spectral weight obtained by diagonaliz-
ing the Coulomb interaction within the direct-projected
CF graviton space (which has three linearly independent
modes). It is in excellent agreement with that obtained
by ED, supporting the validity of Eq. (5). The presence
of two prominent peaks indicates that the GMP graviton
splits into two CF gravitons.

Remarkably, Nguyen and Son [67] predicted an addi-
tional high-energy graviton at n/(2pn±1) for 2p≥4, n≥2,
motivated by the observation that a Dirac CF field the-
oretical description of ν=n/(4n±1) states by Goldman
and Fradkin [68] and Wang [69] does not satisfy a bound
derived by Haldane [70] which says that the coefficient
of the q4 term in the projected static structure factor
is lower-bounded by (S−1)/8, where S is the Wen-Zee
shift [71]. Balram et. al. [34] proposed to identify the sec-
ond, higher energy graviton as a “parton graviton.” In the
parton construction of the FQH states [72] one divides
each electron into an odd number of unphysical fraction-
ally charged fermions called partons [see Fig. 1(j)], places
each species of partons in an integer quantum Hall state,



4

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

16.3

16.4

16.5

0 2 4 6

14.5

14.6

0 2 4 6 8 10

7.10

7.15

0 2 4 6 8

5.7

5.8

FIG. 2. The energies of the GMP mode (green diamonds), the primary CF exciton (blue dots) for ν=1/3, 2/5, 3/7, 1/5, 2/9
and 2/7, and the primary parton exciton (black pentagrams) for ν = 2/7, 2/9. Red dashes show the exact Coulomb spectrum.
The spherical geometry is used, and the GMP energy is computed using the Laughlin (Jain) ground state for 1/3, 1/5
(2/5, 3/7, 2/9, 2/7).

FIG. 3. Plot of (ρ(r) − ρ0)/ρ0 for the CF graviton with
L=2=Lz at ν=1/3, 2/5 and 3/7, where ρ(r) and ρ0 are the
densities of the graviton and the ground state, and r is the
distance from the center.

FIG. 4. Comparison between the DSFs for the L=2 “gravi-
ton” mode at ν=2/7 and 2/9 obtained from exact diagonal-
ization [Eq. (1)] (blue lines) and the CFE Ansatz [Eq. (5)]
(red lines), with the delta functions replaced by Gaussians
of width 0.0075e2/ℓ. Blue (red) dots show spectral weights
|⟨ΨED

α |ΨGMP
L=2 ⟩|2 (|⟨ΨCFE

j |ΨGMP
L=2 ⟩|2) where ΨED

α are the exact

Coulomb eigenstates, ΨCFE
j are the Coulomb eigenstates ob-

tained within the three-dimensional CFE basis, and the GMP
mode is obtained using the CF ground states.

and then combines the partons back into physical elec-
trons. In the Jain n/(2pn±1) states, one species of par-
tons forms the ν=±n state and remaining 2p partons the
ν=1 state. Balram et. al. [34] defined the parton exciton

as the exciton in Φ1 i.e.,

Ψparton−ex
q,0→K = PLLL[ρ

0→K
q Φ1]Φ

3
1Φ±n (6)

[see Fig. 1(c)]. For the Laughlin 1/(2p+1) states [73], the
parton exciton is the same as the primary CFE.
Surprisingly, Eq. (4) is not a good approximation for

the JK projected CFEs for the Jain ν=n/(4n±1) states
with n>1. For example, for ν=2/7 (ν=2/9) we find
O=0.5076 (O=0.9191) for N=8 at L=2. [To project,
we write Ψn/(4n±1)=Φ2

1Ψn/(2n±1); 2/7 has a single CF
graviton because 2/3 does (the hole conjugate of the sin-
gle graviton at 1/3), and 2/9 inherits 2 CF gravitons from
2/5.] It turns out that the GMP graviton lies, to an
excellent approximation, within the 2-dimensional sub-
space defined by the primary CF and parton gravitons.
For the N=8 particle ν=2/7 (ν=2/9) state, the GMP
graviton has O=0.9995 (O=0.9986) with this subspace.
Using configurations of left and right circularly polarized
light, the graviton chirality is measured to be negative for
the n/(2n+1) states while it is positive for the n/(2n−1)
states [37]. Within the parton description, the chirality
of the graviton [74] is negative (positive) if the effective
magnetic field seen by the parton hosting the exciton is
parallel (antiparallel) to the applied field [34].
Discussion. The CFEs should in principle be observ-

able by light scattering. We expect that for each CFE
mode, Sq is maximized at wave vectors where its en-
ergy intersects the GMP mode. Thus, in place of a sin-
gle GMP mode, we expect many discrete modes, high-
lighted in the schematic Fig. 1. Evidence of multiple
modes has been seen in numerical studies [24, 75]. For a
disorder-free system Raman scattering probes only small
qℓ modes, but an external one-dimensional periodic po-
tential, e.g., that produced by a surface grating or by
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piezoelectric coupling to a surface phonon, can help se-
lect modes with finite wave vectors [15, 16] and should
reveal the discrete CF modes. Larger qℓ can also be ac-
cessed in tilted field Raman experiments at low electron
densities. While there is only one graviton for ν=1/3, its
splitting into two at small but non-zero q was observed
in Ref. [13], and explained in Ref. [24] in terms of CFEs.

Disorder can also activate finite wave vector modes
and produce Raman peaks at the minima and maxima
of the CFE dispersion where the density of states has
a peak [9, 10, 76, 77]. Certain peaks in Raman spec-
tra at 1/3 and 2/5 have been identified with the minima
in the dispersion (called roton minima) [9, 10]. High-
energy Raman peaks have been observed at 1/3 [13, 17]
and their energies are consistent with CFE modes involv-
ing CF excitations across multiple ΛLs [17, 24]. However,
an experimental determination of the mode energies as a
function of q will be necessary for a decisive confirmation.

In summary, we have shown that the GMP density
wave mode splits into a ladder of CFE modes, as shown
in Fig. 1(h,i), and for ν=n/(4n±1) with n>1 the GMP
graviton splits into two CF gravitons, also understand-
able as primary CF and parton gravitons. An experimen-
tal confirmation of these modes should provide further
insight into the structure of the FQH states.

Acknowledgments. We acknowledge useful discus-
sions with Abhishek Anand, Rakesh Dora, Lingjie Du,
Mytraya Gattu, Zlatko Papić, Songyang Pu, and Arka-
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tite composite fermion states, Phys. Rev. B 87, 245125
(2013).

[58] A. C. Balram, A non-Abelian parton state for the ν =
2+3/8 fractional quantum Hall effect, SciPost Phys. 10,
83 (2021).

[59] J. K. Jain and M. R. Peterson, Reconstructing the elec-
tron in a fractionalized quantum fluid, Phys. Rev. Lett.
94, 186808 (2005).

[60] S. Pu, A. C. Balram, and Z. Papić, Local density of states
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This supplemental material contains certain technical details that are not included in the main text. In Sec. we

present the method of and results obtained from direct projection. Energies of the GMP density wave mode

obtained from acting the projected density operator on the exact LLL Coulomb ground state are presented in

Sec. . (In Fig. 3 of the main text we presented GMP energies obtained from acting the projected density operator

on the model Laughlin/Jain ground states).

PROJECTION INTO LLL: METHOD AND RESULTS

Method: The method of “direct projection” amounts to expanding the wave function in the Fock basis and retaining
only the part that resides in the LLL [18]. We summarize the combinatorial method used to evaluate the direct-
projected wave functions. Consider the product wave function ϕ1ϕ2 where the two factors are Slater determinants
containing N particles occupying monopole harmonic single particle orbitals (YQ,l,lz ) at fluxes Q1 and Q2 respectively.

The product expands to a linear combination of N !×N ! terms, each of which is a product of the form
∏N

i=1 fi(ui, vi).
The single particle functions fi, in turn, are products of monopole harmonics YQ1,l,lz (ui, vi)YQ2,l′,l′z

(ui, vi), which are
expanded as a linear combination of monopole harmonics in a flux of Q1+Q2, where the expansion coefficients can be
evaluated in terms of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (see Sec. 3.11.4 in Ref. [3]). Putting these together, while keeping
track of the fermionic statistics of each factor, we expand ϕ1ϕ2 as a linear combination of permanents of N particles
occupying monopole harmonic single particle orbitals in a flux of Q1+Q2. This strategy is recursively applied to
express the product of k Slater determinants

∏k
i=1 ϕi as a linear combination of Slater determinants (for k odd) or

permanents (for k even) of particles in flux
∑k

i=1 Qi. To obtain the LLL projection of the product, in the final step,
we keep only the terms in the expansion that live entirely within the LLL.

Note that the direct projection method allows explicit construction of both the CF excitons and parton excitons,
and with minor tweaks, also of the GMP modes. However, due to the rapid growth of the number of terms in the
expansion at each step, this method can be implemented only for small systems, typically with 10 or fewer particles.

The JK projection, on the other hand, can be implemented for hundreds of particles, which has enabled detailed
quantitative comparisons between the predictions of the CF theory and experimental observations. This method has
been described in detail elsewhere.

We note that both methods produce LLL wave functions, and thus there is no a priori preference between them.
Past calculations have shown that the two methods produce wave functions that are extremely close but not identical.
For example, the squared overlaps between the JK and direct projected Jain states at ν=2/5 and ν=3/7 for N=12
electrons are 0.9997 and 0.9993.

Results: In all cases that we studied, it was found that the GMP mode, parton excitons, and CFEs constructed
using direct projection at L=1 vanish identically. At higher L, we have studied the following (ν, N) systems with
direct projection: (1/3,6) for L=2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7; (1/3,8) for L=2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7; (2/5,6) for L=2, 3, 4; (2/5,8) for L=2, 3, 4, 5;
(2/3,6) for L=2, 3, 4; (2/3,8) for L=2, 3, 4; (2/7,6) for L=2, 3, 4; (2/7,8) for L=2, 3, 4; (2/9,6) for L=2, 3, 4; bosonic
(2/3,6) for L=2, 3, 4; bosonic (2/3,8) for L=2, 3, 4. For all of these, we find O=1 to machine precision, i.e. the GMP
mode is exactly contained in the CFE space.

Not all CFE states are linearly independent when constructed using JK projection [64] or the direct projection, but
the dimension of the direct projected CFEs is found to be generally larger.

One may ask what is the relation between the CF excitons and parton excitons. Is the latter contained within
the former? For the ν=2/5 state for all angular momenta that we considered (see previous paragraph), it was found
that the direct projected parton excitons are contained within the direct projected CFE space. For the n/(4n±1)
states, this is no longer true. At ν=2/7 with N=6 and at ν=2/9 with N=6, it was found that all direct projected
parton excitons at L=2 are contained in the direct projected CFE space, but that does not remain true at larger L
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FIG. S1. Same as Fig. 3 of the main text but with the GMP energy computed using the exact LLL Coulomb ground state.

where certain parton excitons are linearly independent of the CFEs. We note that while parton excitons cannot be
constructed naturally within the JK projection for 2/5, whereas they can for 2/7 and 2/9.

GMP ANSATZ USING THE EXACT LLL COULOMB GROUND STATE

In Fig. S1 we have presented results analogous to those shown in Fig. 3 of the main text, but with the GMP
energy obtained using the exact LLL Coulomb ground state. (The primary CF and the parton excitons are the same
as in Fig. 3 of the main text.) As expected, the energy of the GMP mode improves, but the results more or less
mirror those shown in Fig. 3 with some minor quantitative differences. The largest difference is for ν=1/5, where the
GMP ansatz obtained using the LLL Coulomb ground state has significantly lower energy than the CF-exciton state
in the long-wavelength limit. This follows from the fact that the Laughlin state [73] does not provide as accurate a
representation of the exact Coulomb ground state at 1/5 as it does at 1/3 [58, 79, 80].
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