
Successive electron-vortex binding in quantum Hall bilayers at ν = 1
4
+ 3

4

Glenn Wagner1 and Dung X. Nguyen2, 3

1Department of Physics, University of Zurich, Winterthurerstrasse 190, 8057 Zurich, Switzerland
2Center for Theoretical Physics of Complex Systems,

Institute for Basic Science (IBS), 34126 Daejeon, Korea
3Basic Science Program, Korea University of Science and Technology (UST), 34113 Daejeon, Korea

Electrons in a quantum Hall fluid can bind with an integer number of vortices to form composite
fermions and composite bosons. We show that the quantum Hall bilayer at filling ν = 1

4
+ 3

4
with

interlayer separation d can be well-described in terms of these composite particles. At small d the
system can be understood as interlayer paired electrons and holes, whereas at large d the system
is best understood in terms of composite fermions with four vortices attached to each electron. By
computing the overlaps of trial wavefunctions with the ground state from exact diagonalization,
we find that as d increases, the number of vortices that attach to each electron increases. We
also construct trial states for two types of excitation, the Goldstone mode and a meron excitation.
These two trial states have good overlaps with the lowest excited states in the exact diagonalization
spectrum for small and intermediate d respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum Hall bilayers, i.e. two layers of quantum Hall
fluid separated by a distance d, offer a versatile plat-
form where electron-electron interactions can be tuned
in-situ by changing the effective interlayer separation.
Both experimental and theoretical effort spanning sev-
eral decades has been devoted to this problem [1]. There
are two length scales in the problem, the separation d
between the two layers of quantum Hall fluid and the
magnetic length ℓB = 1/

√
eB which is the typical extent

of each electron’s Landau orbital in a magnetic field B.
By tuning the ratio of the interlayer separation d and the
magnetic length ℓB one can tune the system between the
limit of two decoupled layers (d/ℓB → ∞) and the SU(2)
symmetric limit (d/ℓB = 0), where layer plays the role
of pseudospin. In practice in experiments one tunes the
magnetic length ℓB while keeping d and the layer’s fill-
ing factors νs = 2πnsℓ

2
B fixed, where s =↑, ↓ is the layer

pseudopsin and ns is the electron density in layer s.
One of the most successful descriptions of the single

layer quantum Hall effect involves composite particles
formed by attaching an integer number p of flux quanta to
the electrons. For p even the resulting particle is a com-
posite fermion (pCF) whereas for p odd due to the statis-
tical transmutation from the Aharonov-Bohm phase the
resulting particle is a composite boson (pCB) [2–6]. At
filling ν = 1/p, the composite particles formed by at-
taching p flux quanta experience no net magnetic field.
States at filling factor ν = 1/p can thus be thought of
as a Fermi liquid of CFs for even p [7, 8] and as a Bose
condensate of CBs for odd p [9, 10].
In the quantum Hall bilayer with the filling fraction

fixed to (ν↑, ν↓) = (14 ,
3
4 ), the composite particle descrip-

tion can help understand the limit of decoupled layers.
In the top layer we can attach four flux quanta to each
electron to form 4CFs that experience no net magnetic
field. In the bottom layer we can attach four flux quanta
to the holes to form anti-4CFs. In the large d limit, the
layers form two independent composite Fermi liquids: A

Fermi liquid of 4CFs in the top layer and a Fermi liq-
uid of anti-4CFs in the bottom layer. The state in the
opposite limit of small interlayer separation is also well-
understood. In the SU(2) symmetric limit, the system
forms a quantum Hall ferromagnet [11, 12], or equiva-
lently an exciton condensate of electron-hole pairs, the
so-called Halperin (111) state [3]. The question is then
how to describe the system at the intermediate distances
between the two limits.

Exact diagonalization studies provide the ground state
of the quantum Hall bilayer at different d [13–23] and
trial wavefunctions may be used to interpret this ground
state. In fact, trial wavefunctions describing pairs of
2CFs and anti-2CFs have proved successful for describ-
ing quantum Hall bilayers at (ν↑, ν↓) = ( 12 ,

1
2 ) for any

interlayer separation [19, 21, 22, 24]. The bilayer can be
described as undergoing a BEC-BCS crossover between
decoupled composite Fermi liquids at large d/ℓB and the
exciton condensate at d/ℓB = 0 [19, 24–27]. At large
d, the 2CFs do not experience a net magnetic field and
form two independent composite Fermi liquids. However,
there is an instability of the Fermi surface to interlayer
BCS pairing [28–34] and as d decreases, the pairing be-
comes stronger until the system enters the BEC regime
with tightly bound 2CF/anti-2CF pairs. In the tightly
bound limit, the phases associated with the vortices from
the 2CF and anti-2CF cancel, leading to the electron-hole
exciton condensate, or 111 state [26]. Trial wavefunc-
tions on the sphere describing paired composite fermions
indeed have large overlaps with the exact diagonalization
ground state for the entire range of interlayer separations
d [19, 24]. On the other hand, a trial wavefunction based
on 1CBs has been proposed for the (ν↑, ν↓) = ( 12 ,

1
2 ) bi-

layer at intermediate distances d ∼ ℓB [35]. Small-scale
exact diagonalization in the planar geometry shows large
overlaps with this trial state at intermediate distances.

While the composite particle description has thus been
successfully extended from single layer to bilayer quan-
tum Hall systems at (ν↑, ν↓) = ( 12 ,

1
2 ), it remained un-

clear how well this description works for imbalanced lay-
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ers, which have also been realized experimentally. Based
on the results at (ν↑, ν↓) = ( 12 ,

1
2 ), we apply similar trial

wavefunctions based on paired composite particles to the
less well-studied imbalanced quantum Hall bilayer at fill-
ing (ν↑, ν↓) = ( 14 ,

3
4 ). In section II we introduce a trial

wavefunction for the spherical geometry that describes
interlayer pairing of composite particles with p fluxes
attached. We compute the overlap of these trial wave-
functions with the exact diagonalization ground state in
section III, which shows that the ideal number of fluxes
attached p increases from zero to four as d is increased. In
section IV we also construct trial states for two branches
of the excited states. We close with a discussion of the
results and outlook towards future directions in section
V.

II. GROUND STATE TRIAL WAVEFUNCTION

We can write down a trial wavefunction describing
(ν↑, ν↓) = ( 14 ,

3
4 ), motivated by similar wavefunctions at

(ν↑, ν↓) = ( 12 ,
1
2 ) in [19, 24]. Such a wavefunction for the

disk geometry was written down in Eq. (8) of Ref. [35].
To construct the trial state, we first particle-hole trans-
form the bottom layer, such that the system is described
as electrons at ν = 1

4 filling in the top layer and holes

at ν = 1
4 filling in the bottom layer. We can then at-

tach p fluxes to each electron in the top layer to form
a pCF/pCB and attach p fluxes to each hole in the bot-
tom layer to form an anti-pCF/anti-pCB. We work on the
sphere with N↑ (N↓) electrons in the top (bottom) layer
and consider the sector where the number of flux quanta
is Nϕ = 4(N↑ − 1). We work in the sector containing the
111 state which has N↑ +N↓ = Nϕ +1. The pCFs/pCBs
feel a net flux 2q = Nϕ − p(N↑ − 1) = (4− p)(N↑ − 1).

The trial wavefunction describing pairing between
pCFs/pCBs in the top layer and anti-pCFs/anti-pCBs in
the bottom layer can be written in the spherical geometry
as

ψp(α) = PLLL

∏
i<j

(Ωi − Ωj)
p(ϖi −ϖj)

∗pf(G)

G(Ωi, ϖj) =

Nmax∑
n=0

q+n∑
m=−q−n

gnYqnm(Ωi)Y
∗
qnm(ϖj), (1)

where f(G) = det(G) for even p and f(G) = perm(G)
for odd p. G stands for the matrix Gij = G(Ωi, ϖj).
perm(G) is the permanent of the matrix G, which is
the symmetric version of the determinant as appropri-
ate for bosons. Ωi = (θi, φi) is the spinor coordinate
of electron i in the top layer (i = 1, . . . , N↓) and ϖi

is the spinor coordinate of hole i in the bottom layer
(i = 1, . . . , N↓). The factor (Ωi − Ωj)

p stands for the
Jastrow factor which attaches p flux quanta to each elec-
tron in the top layer, turning it into a composite parti-
cle. The factor (ϖi−ϖj)

∗p stands for the Jastrow factor
which attaches p flux quanta to each hole in the bottom

layer turning it into an anti composite particle. Yqnm
are the monopole harmonics on the sphere, which are
the single-particle orbitals for a (composite) particle on
a sphere in the presence of 2q flux quanta. The orbitals
are enumerated by Landau level index n and the Lz an-
gular momentum quantum number m. PLLL describes
the projection to the lowest Landau level, see Appendix
for details of the projection procedure.
The variational parameters gn describe the pairing be-

tween the composite particles. Their number is truncated
at Nmax and in the current work we set Nmax = N↑
Refs. [19, 24] have shown that high overlaps can be ob-
tained with this number of variational parameters in the
case p = 2. We checked in the current work that in-
cluding more variational parameters does not improve
the overlaps significantly. Ref. [24] further proposed the
ansatz gn = eαn such that α is the only variational pa-
rameter. This is a useful parametrization that allows us
to recover the two extreme limits: α ≫ 1 corresponds
to occupying orbitals with large n, which leads to strong
interlayer pairing, since correlations with large momenta
correspond to tight pairing in real space. The opposite
limit α ≪ −1 corresponds to filling only the lowest or-
bitals. This is the Fermi liquid (Bose condensate) limit
with weak interlayer correlations for p even (odd).

III. OVERLAPS WITH GROUND STATE TRIAL
WAVEFUNCTION

In Fig. 1 we compare the trial wavefunction |ψp(α)⟩
with the exact diagonalization ground state |ψGS⟩. We
compute the overlaps of the wavefunctions for each inter-
layer separation d in real space using Monte-Carlo inte-
gration and use a “dual annealing” global optimization
algorithm to optimize the overlaps over the variational
parameter α. Such an algorithm performs better than
a gradient descent algorithm for finding the global opti-
mum. We show the results of the optimized overlaps (top
row) as well as the variational parameter α (bottom row)
for four different system sizes. The Hilbert space dimen-
sion in the four cases is dim(Lz = 0)=16, 500, 21.773,
1.119.032 for N↑ = 2, 3, 4, 5 respectively. For the case
p = 0, our trial wavefunction reduces to the Halperin
111 state with no free variational parameters since all
terms with n > 0 vanish upon lowest Landau level pro-
jection. This is the exact ground state at d = 0. For
the case p = 4 and α → −∞, our trial state reduces to
the decoupled composite Fermi liquids of 4CFs. This is
a very good description in the limit d≫ ℓB .

We see that as d increases, the best overlap of the
ground state is with wavefunctions where more and more
fluxes bind to the electrons and holes. This makes
sense because the flux binding minimizes the intralayer
Coulomb repulsion. While the intralayer Coulomb repul-
sion is minimized via flux attachment and hence favours
large p, the interlayer Coulomb repulsion is minimized
via pairing of oppositely charged particles. Once we
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FIG. 1. Overlaps with ground state trial wavefunctions. Top row: We show the overlap of the exact diagonalization
ground state with the different trial wavefunctions |ψp(α)⟩. The trial wavefunctions have different numbers of vortices p
attached to each electron and hence describe paired composite bosons (odd p) or composite fermions (even p). As d increases,
the wavefunctions with more vortices attached perform better. For comparison, we also show the overlap with the Halperin
(111) state, as well as the state describing decoupled composite Fermi liquids of 4CFs. Bottom row: The variational parameter
α for the overlap-optimized trial wavefunction is shown, where we let α vary in the range −10 < α < 10 for the optimization.
α ≫ 1 corresponds to strong interlayer pairing and occupation of higher angular momentum orbitals. α ≪ −1 corresponds to
the Fermi liquid/Bose condensate limit. As d increases, α tends to monotonically decrease, corresponding to weaker pairing
between the layers.

have attached the maximum amount of fluxes, the par-
ticles are charge neutral and the interlayer pairing does
not help minimize the Coulomb energy. Hence the inter-
layer interaction favours small p. To make this argument
more quantitative, we can consider the form of the po-
tential in a planar geometry. The Fourier transform of
the intralayer Coulomb interaction between pCBs/pCFs
is V↑↑(q) = V↓↓(q) = e∗2/(2ϵq), where the effective charge
of the composite particles is e∗ = e(1− p/4). Due to the
finite interlayer separation, the interlayer Coulomb in-
teraction is V↑↓(q) = e2/(2ϵq)e−qd. Note that the full
electron charge e enters, since the Jastrow factor is only
intralayer. We now consider excitons formed out of a
composite particle in the top layer and an anti compos-
ite particle in the bottom layer. Using a similar argument
as in [35], we find that interaction potential between two
such excitons is

V (q) = V↑↑(q) + V↓↓(q)− 2V↑↓(q) (2)

= 2V↑↑(q)(q)[(1− p/4)2 − e−qd] (3)

A typical scale for the momentum is q = 1/ℓB , for which
the interaction between excitons vanishes at a critical
distance

dc(p)

ℓB
= −2 ln (1− p/4) = 0, 0.58, 1.39, 2.77,∞ (4)

for p = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. The trial wavefunctions will be most
effective when the exciton interaction energy vanishes,
since this is an energetically favourable configuration. In-
deed, the sequence of dc(p) roughly matches the regions
where the overlap of a given trial state is maximal. Given
the crudeness of the approximation, we do not expect
more quantitative agreement.

One additional aspect is that the particles with four
fluxes attached feel no magnetic field and hence their
wavefunctions are plane waves, the single-particle or-
bitals we use to construct the trial state are completely
delocalized and hence we cannot use them to build exci-
tons. (Note that for the (ν↑, ν↓) = ( 12 ,

1
2 ) bilayer studied

in [19, 24] the 2CFs do experience a residual net flux due
the particular shift chosen to obtain the Halperin (111)
state in the sphere geometry and hence this argument is
not applicable there.) The spread of the orbitals is given

by the effective magnetic length ℓeffB = 1/
√
eB(1− p/4).

The interlayer Coulomb energy favours small ℓeffB and this
effect likely further increases dc.
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FIG. 2. Excitation spectrum and overlaps of the excited state trial wavefunctions. We show the excitation spectrum
for four values of the interlayer separation for system size N↑ = 5. We show the overlap of the two trial states, the Goldstone
mode Eq. (5) and the meron mode Eq. (6), with the exact diagonalization excited states. For each state in the spectrum, the
left triangle shows the overlap with the meron mode (pink corresponding to high overlap) and the right triangle shows the
overlap with the Goldstone mode (green corresponding to high overlap). The dashed lines show the energy expectation values
of the two trial states. At d = 0, the lowest excitation is well-described by the Goldstone mode. At intermediate distances
d ∼ 1 − 2ℓB , the Goldstone mode persists as a higher energy excitation, however the lowest energy excitation is the meron
excitation.

IV. EXCITED STATE TRIAL
WAVEFUNCTIONS

We now consider excitations of the system at differ-
ent interlayer distances. At d = 0, we have the Halperin
(111) state which spontaneously breaks the layer pseu-
dospin SU(2) symmetry and there is an associated gap-
less Goldstone mode. The Goldstone mode we find corre-
sponds to breaking the U(1) symmetry from pseudo spin
rotation in the XY plane with ⟨Sz⟩ = N↑ − N↓ fixed,
since we have no tunneling between layers. The Gold-
stone mode of the U(1) symmetry survives even with
finite but small interlayer distances.

Following Ref. [20] we can write down a trial wave-
function for the Goldstone mode by boosting the angu-
lar momentum of one layer with respect to the other.
Given the exact diagonalization ground state |ΨGS⟩ in
the L = 0 sector, we can write down the trial state with
angular momentum L as

|Goldstone⟩ ∝ (L̂+↑)
L|ΨGS⟩, (5)

where the operator L̂+↑ raises the angular momentum of
the electrons in the upper layer. As shown in Fig. 2, at
small distances the lowest energy excitations have high
overlap with the trial state Eq. (5) (green triangles) and
the dispersion of the Goldstone mode is linear. At d = 0,
we have tightly bound electron-hole excitons (i.e. an ex-
citon condensate). At d/ℓB = 1, we still have the tightly
bound charged 2CFs and anti-2CFs (i.e. a composite exci-
ton condensate). For the ground states with the exciton

or composite exciton condensate, we have the Goldstone
mode of the U(1) symmetry breaking. At d/ℓB ≳ 3,
4CFs and anti-4CFs are both neutral, we don’t expect a
composite exciton condensate. Instead, if we have two
decoupled Fermi liquids of 4CFs, the lowest energy exci-
tations of each individual layer will be particle-hole exci-
tations of the composite Fermi liquid. Furthermore, due
to the weak interlayer correlations, boosting the angular
momentum of one layer with respect to the other also
yields a low energy excitation. This explains why the
‘Goldstone mode’ reappears as a low energy excitation
at d/ℓB = 3 as was also seen in [20].
At d/ℓB ∼ 1 we see the emergence of a new low-energy

excitation that is separated by a gap from the rest of the
spectrum. This excitation branch terminates at L = N↑.
At these interlayer separations, we saw good overlap with
the bosonic condensate of 1CBs (Fig. 1). The low-energy
excitations of this state are merons [11]. We can write
down a trial wavefunction for this state at momentum L
given the exact diagonalization ground state |ΨGS⟩ as

|Meron⟩ ∝
∑

{i1...iJ}

L̂+↑i1 . . . L̂+↑iL |ΨGS⟩, (6)

where L̂+↑i raises the angular momentum of the electron
with index i. The sum runs over the partitions with L
elements out of the N1 electrons in the top layer. This
explains why the mode terminates at L = N↑. For L = 1
the modes Eq. (5) and Eq. (6) coincide. The trial state
Eq. (6) has very high overlap with the exact diagonal-
ization excitation state at 1 ≲ d/ℓB ≲ 2 (pink triangles
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in Fig. 2). Similar low-lying states (in particular analo-
gous to Eq. (6) for L = N↑) have been seen in the torus
geometry in [16, 23] and they can be shown to be exact
zero-energy states for a hard-core interaction [36]. Sim-
ilar excitations can also be seen for quantum Hall edges
[37].

V. DISCUSSION

We investigated a trial wavefunction for quantum Hall
bilayers at filling ν = 1

4 + 3
4 . At small distances, the

quantum Hall bilayer is an exciton condensate of inter-
layer electron-hole pairs. At larger distances, the elec-
trons and holes in the two layers each bind a vortex and
an anti-vortex to form a 1CB and anti-1CB pair. The sys-
tem at d/ℓB ∼ 1 can be well-described as a condensate
of these 1CB-excitons. At yet larger distances, the elec-
trons and holes each bind an additional vortex to form
a 2CF and anti-2CF pair. The system at d/ℓB ∼ 2 can
be well-described in terms of these 2CF-excitons. Next,
an additional vortex binding yields 3CB-excitons, which
describe the system best around d/ℓB ∼ 3. A final vor-
tex binding yields 4CFs which experience no net mag-
netic field. The CF excitons yield the best description of
the system at the largest interlayer distances d and cap-
ture the transition of the system to decoupled composite
Fermi liquids in the two layers.

We can also understand the excitation spectrum by
constructing two trial states, one for the Goldstone mode
and one for a meron states. At small interlayer separa-
tions, the lowest energy excitation has good overlap with

the Goldstone mode, while at intermediate interlayer sep-
aration, the lowest energy mode has good overlap with
the meron state.

The case of imbalanced quantum bilayers at total filling
factor ν = 1 has been studied experimentally in Ref. [38].
In particular, the experiments covers a range of imbal-
ances between ν = 1

2 + 1
2 and ν = 1

4 + 3
4 . There are two

competing composite fermion pictures at the imbalanced
configurations: 2CF/anti-2CF pairing and 4CF/anti-4CF
pairing. One may expect to find a transition between
these pictures as the imbalance is tuned. Such a tran-
sition is indeed suggested by the tunnelling conductance
at various temperatures in the charge imbalanced config-
urations [38]. We leave a more detailed comparison to
experiment to future work.

Recent work has proposed a picture of CFs as Dirac
fermions [39, 40]. The CF-CF pairing of Dirac composite
fermions was used to investigate the balanced case
ν = 1

2 +
1
2 [25]. In future work, it would be interesting to

study composite fermion-composite hole pairing of the
generalized Dirac composite fermion [41] to describe the
bilayer quantum Hall system at filling fraction ν = 1

4 +
3
4 .
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Appendix A: Details of lowest Landau level projection

The trial wavefunction we wrote in the main text is

ψp = PLLL

[
Πi<j(Ωi − Ωj)

p(ϖ∗
i −ϖ∗

j )
p f

(Nmax∑
n=0

gn

n∑
m=−n

Yqnm(Ωi)Yqnm(ϖj)
∗
)]

(S1)

= PLLL f

(Nmax∑
n=0

gn

n∑
m=−n

[Πk ̸=i(Ωk − Ωi)
pYqnm(Ωi)][Πl ̸=j(ϖl −ϖj)

pYqnm(ϖj)]
∗
)

(S2)

Since Yqnm(Ω) does not generally lie in the lowest Landau level, we apply the Jain-Kamilla [42] projection procedure to
the monopole harmonics. The Jain-Kamilla projection procedure is usually employed for composite fermion orbitals,
but it has been carried out in [43] for composite boson orbitals. The Jain-Kamilla projection is performed by letting
PLLL act on different terms inside the wavefunction separately. This is an approximation, which however can be
shown to lead to trial states that have excellent overlap with the exact diagonalization ground states. To wit, we use

PLLL Πk ̸=i(Ωk − Ωi)
βYqnm(Ωi) = Πk ̸=i(Ωk − Ωi)

βỸqnm(Ωi) (S3)

where Ỹqnm(Ω) are the Jain-Kamilla orbitals, for which explicit expressions can be found in [42]. β should be even
and we pick β = 2, 2, 2, 4 for p = 1, 2, 3, 4 respectively. With this, we end up with the final expression for the lowest
Landau level projected trial state:

ψp = (Ωi − Ωj)
p(ϖ∗

i −ϖ∗
j )

p f

(Nmax∑
n=0

gn

n∑
m=−n

Ỹqnm(Ωi)Ỹqnm(ϖj)
∗
)
. (S4)

Appendix B: Additional numerical results
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FIG. S1. Same figure as Fig. 1 without optimizing the variational parameters. We fix α = −10 for all variational wavefunctions.
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FIG. S2. Same figure as Fig. 2 but for N↑ = 2. The meron mode terminates at L = 2.
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FIG. S3. Same figure as Fig. 2 but for N↑ = 3. The meron mode terminates at L = 3.
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FIG. S4. Same figure as Fig. 2 but for N↑ = 4. The meron mode terminates at L = 4.
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