arXiv:2407.10647v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 24 Sep 2024

Non-quasiconvex dispersion of composite fermions and the fermionic Haffnian state in
the first-excited Landau level

Hao Jin! and Junren Shi

1,2, %

! International Center for Quantum Materials, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China
2 Collaborative Innovation Center of Quantum Matter, Beijing 100871, China

It has long been puzzling that fractional quantum Hall states in the first excited Landau level
(1LL) often differ significantly from their counterparts in the lowest Landau level. We show that the
dispersion of composite fermions (CFs) is a deterministic factor driving the distinction. We find that
CF's with two quantized vortices in the 1LL have a non-quasiconvex dispersion. Consequently, in the
filling fraction 7/3, CFs occupy the second A-level instead of the first. The corresponding ground
state wave function, based on the CF wave function ansatz, is identified to be the fermionic Haffnian
wave function rather than the Laughlin wave function. The conclusion is supported by numerical
evidence from exact diagonalizations in both disk and spherical geometries. Furthermore, we show
that the dispersion becomes quasiconvex in wide quantum wells or for CFs with four quantized
vortices in the filling fraction 11/5, coinciding with observations that the distinction between the
Landau levels disappears under these circumstances.

Introduction.— A two-dimensional electron gas sub-
jected to a strong perpendicular magnetic field exhibits
the fractional quantum Hall effect (FQHE), character-
ized by fractionally quantized Hall plateaus in specific
filling fractions of Landau levels [1, 2]. The effect is also
observed in topological flat bands [3] in recent experi-
ments [4-7]. Theoretical understanding of the FQHE is
challenging because the kinetic energies of electrons in a
Landau level are completely quenched, leaving interac-
tion to dominate. Consequently, constructing plausible
ground state wave functions for the FQHE has long re-
lied on intuition or educated guesses, from the celebrated
Laughlin wave function [8] to those hypothesized by more
elaborate approaches such as the hierarchy theory [9, 10],
the conformal field theory [11, 12], and the composite
fermion (CF) theory [13, 14]. Among these, Jain’s CF
theory is the most successful. The theory introduces fic-
titious particles called CF's, each consisting of an electron
and an even number of quantized vortices. Wave func-
tions prescribed by the CF theory yield nearly perfect
overlaps with those obtained from exact diagonalizations
(ED) in the lowest Landau level (LLL) [15-17]. Further-
more, it has been shown that a deductive approach for
determining CF wave functions and corresponding phys-
ical wave functions can be established [18].

While the FQHE in the LLL can be well described by
the CF theory, it has long been puzzling that the FQHE
in the first excited Landau level (1LL) often exhibits dis-
tinct features. Most notably, a Hall plateau is developed
in the even denominator fraction v = 5/2 [19], which
has been a focus in the pursuit of topological quantum
computing [20]. On the other hand, ordinary fractions
with odd denominators in the 1LL, such as v = 7/3 and
v = 12/5, differ significantly from their counterparts in
the LLL [21-24]. The observation casts doubt on the
applicability of the CF theory in the 1LL, motivating
alternative pictures such as the parafermion theory [25]
and the parton theory [26, 27].

A representative case is the filling fraction v = 7/3
with an effective filling fraction 7 = 1/3 in the 1LL [19,
21]. This state is expected to be an analog of the 1/3
state in the LLL and described by the 1/3 Laughlin wave
function. However, it is found that the overlap between
the 1/3 and 7/3 states is low [21, 24], and their entangle-
ment and quasi-hole excitation spectra are distinct [28-
30]. More puzzlingly, ED shows that the 11/5 state can
nevertheless be well described by the 1/5 Laughlin wave
function [21, 24]. Several theories had been put forward
to explain the peculiarity of the 7/3 state. Toke et al.
suggest that there exists substantial A-level mixing in-
duced by residue interaction between CFs [24]. Balram et
al. propose that the 7/3 state hosts Z,-superconductivity
of partons [27]. Various trial wave functions for this frac-
tion have been numerically tested in Refs. 22, 23, 31, 32.

In this Letter, we demonstrate that the dispersion
of CFs is a key for understanding the peculiarities of
the 1LL. Based on the deductive approach developed
in Ref. 18, we show that CFs with two quantized vor-
tices (denoted as CF?) in the 1LL, unlike CFs in the
LLL, have a non-quasiconvex dispersion. Consequently,
in v = 7/3, CFs occupy the second A-level [14] instead of
the first. The corresponding ground state is identified to
be the fermionic Haffnian state, also known as the d-wave
paired FQH state of spinless electrons [33, 34], rather
than the Laughlin state. Using ED, we demonstrate that
the unique features of the Haffnian state do manifest in
exact ground state wave functions. Furthermore, we find
that the dispersion becomes quasiconvex in wide quan-
tum wells or for CF* in the 11/5 state, coinciding with
observations that the distinction between the 1LL and
LLL disappears under these circumstances. These find-
ings, cumulatively, support that the non-quasiconvex CF
dispersion is a deterministic factor behind the peculiari-
ties of the FQHE in the 1LL.

CF dispersion.— A CF consists of an electron and
a vortex carrying an even number of quantized vortices.



The Coulomb attraction between the electron and the
charge void induced by the vortex gives rise to the bind-
ing energy of the CF [18]. Read shows that the momen-
tum of a CF can be defined as being proportional to the
spatial separation between the electron and vortex [35].
Consequently, the binding energy, as a function of the
spatial separation 7, can be interpreted as the disper-
sion of the CF [36]. To determine the binding energy,
we first calculate the electron-vortex correlation function
h(r), which describes the electron density profile in the
vicinity of a vortex. The binding energy can then be de-
termined by €,(r) = (po/2) [ d*r' v(|r — v'|)h(r’), where
v(r) is the interaction between electrons and pg is the
average electron density [18].

We can determine h(r) for CF? by assuming the ground
state to be the 1/3 Laughlin state. The many-body
wave function in the presence of a vortex at the ori-
gin is given by W§({z}) = I, 27 [[,; (2 — z;)°, where
{zi =x; +y;} is the set of complex electron coordi-
nates [18]. h(r) is obtained by computing the electron
density distribution of ¥§ normalized by py. The result

is shown in the inset of Fig. 1.

Different interactions v(r) give rise to different binding
energies of CF? for the LLL and the 1LL. For the LLL,
v(r) is the Coulomb interaction v.(r) = e2/4mwer. For
the 1LL, we map the problem of interacting electrons
to the mathematically equivalent problem of interacting
electrons in the LLL with the effective interaction [14]:

o(r) = (1 + Z%QVQ)QUC(M, (1)

where g = \/hi/eB is the magnetic length with B being
the strength of the magnetic field. The binding energy
of CF? in the LLL and 1LL can then be determined us-
ing h(r) and the respective interactions. The results are
shown in Fig. 1. We observe that the binding energy
of CF? in the 1LL, unlike that in the LLL, is a non-
quasiconvex function of 7.

A levels and wave functions.— With the binding en-
ergy of a CF, we can establish its effective Hamilto-
nian. In the dipole picture, the electron and vortex in
a CF are confined in two separate LLLs induced by the
physical magnetic field and the emergent Chern-Simons
magnetic field, respectively [18]. As a result, the CF is
described by a bi-variate wave function v(z,7), which
is (anti-)holomorphic in the complex electron (vortex)
coordinate z (n = n, + in,). After projecting to the
LLLs, z and 1 become the operators z = 21%9, and 7 =
2120y, respectively, where [, = lp/ V20 is the magnetic
length of Chern-Simons magnetic field for CF? [14, 18].
We can then define the ladder operators of A-levels as
a = (z—10)/ylp and a' = (2 —17)/\Alp, with vy =
|[1/7 — 2| = 1/q for the filling fraction 7 = ¢/(2¢ + 1).
The effective Hamiltonian operator of the CF is given
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FIG. 1: Binding energy e (r) for CF? and CF* in the LLL and
1LL. The binding energy of CF? in the 1LL in a quantum well
with a finite width w = 0.7lg is also shown. The horizontal
line segments indicate the energies of A-levels for v = 7/3.
The energies are in units of 562/1671'26[13. Inset: electron-
vortex correlation function h(r) for CF? and CF*.

by:

H =:¢,(7) :y (2)

where we express the binding energy as a function of
2 = |z — n|?, which is then mapped to the operator #2 =
yl%ata. The colons indicate the normal ordering of the
ladder operators, which places a's to the left of a’s. The
specific ordering of the ladder operators is a result of the
particular way that the binding energy is defined [18].

The eigen-energies and eigen-states of H can be deter-
mined. It is easy to see that the number operator # = ata
commutes with the Hamiltonian: [H,7] = 0. We can
thus define the index of A-levels as the eigenvalue of 7.
Similar to ordinary Landau levels, wave functions for the
first (n = 0) A-level is annihilated by the lowering oper-
ator a. We thus have 1o (z,7) = f(2) exp(27]/2[2), where
f(2) is a holomorphic function in z. Wave functions for
n > 0 can be obtained by successively applying the rais-
ing operator to o(2,7): ¥n(z,7) = (& /Vnl)io(z, 7).
The energies of A-levels as a function of n can be de-
termined straightforwardly [37]. The result for v = 7/3
is shown in Fig. 1. Notably, the lowest A-level has the
index n = 1 rather than n = 0.

The physical wave function of the 7/3 state can
be determined by applying the wave function ansatz
of the CF theory, which maps a many-body wave
function of CFs to a physical wave function of elec-
trons. From the energy spectrum of A-levels, we ex-
pect that CFs in the 7/3 state fully occupy the sec-
ond A-level. The corresponding wave function of CFs
can be obtained by applying raising operators to the
wave function Up({z;,7;}) of a fully occupied first



Adevel: Wep({z,mi}) o [T, (2050: — 1) Wer ({2, 7 }),
with OQn({z,7:}) = Hiq (2 — 2j) exp(zi ziﬁi/2l§).
The electron wave function can then be obtained by over-
lapping ¥cr with the 1/2 Laughlin state of vortices [18].
We obtain [38]:

({zi}) o« lim T[22, -0, T] Gi = )0 = ). 3)

i<j

We can obtain an explicit form of the wave func-

tion [38]. For an even number of electrons, it is the
fermionic Haffnian wave function [33, 39, 40]:
1
U({z}) o B | ———— | [] (=i — %), (4)
Zi — Zj) i<j

where Hf denotes the Haffnian of a matrix with off-
diagonal elements 1/(z; — zj)Q. The specific Haffnian can
also be written as the determinant det[1/(z; — 2;)] [39].
For an odd number of electrons, on the other hand, the
wave function Eq. (3) predicted by the CF theory is iden-
tically zero [41]. The Haffnian state was first proposed as
a d-wave pairing state analogous to the p-wave Pfaffian
state [33]. As far as we know, this is the first time that
the state is related to the CF theory, with the underlying
CF state identified.

Similarly, we can determine the A-levels for the filling
fraction v = 12/5 with the effective filling fraction 7 =
2/5 in the 1LL. In this case, we find that the two lowest A-
levels have the indices n = 2, 3 [38]. Consequently, CFs
in the 12/5 state occupy the third and fourth A-levels
rather than the first two as in the 2/5 state. The resulting
electron state should also differ significantly from the 2/5
state in the LLL.

Numerical verification.— Using ED, we test our con-
clusion for v = 7/3 by examining whether features of
the Haffnian state manifest in exact ground state wave
functions. Compared to the Laughlin state, the Haffnian
state has a smaller z-component of the total angular mo-
mentum L, on a disk and a different topological shift S
on a sphere. Moreover, the pairing nature of the state
suggests stability only for even numbers of electrons. We
therefore solve the ground state wave functions of inter-
acting electrons in both the disk and spherical geome-
tries. The results corroborate our conclusion well.

In the disk geometry, L, of the Haffnian state Eq. (4)
is smaller than that of the Laughlin state by N, where
N is the number of electrons. Figure 2 shows the lowest
eigen-energies in different L, sectors for v = 1/3 and 7/3.
It is evident that the exact ground states for v = 7/3 do
have the L, values expected for the Haffnian state for
N > 10. For N = 8, we observe a deviation by one,
likely due to finite size effects.

In the spherical geometry, the Haffnian state has a
different topological shift S compared to the Laughlin
state. The topological shift S is defined by the rela-
tion 21 = v~!N — S, where [ is the angular-momentum
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FIG. 2: Lowest ED energies per particle of v = 1/3 and
v = 7/3 in different L. sectors. Ey denotes the ground state
energy. The energies are in units of e?/4melp. LL*Ushlin —
3N(N — 1)/2 denotes the z component of the total angular
momentum of the Laughlin state. The vertical dashed lines
indicate the values expected for the Haffnian state L*fian —
LI;aughlin —_ N.

quantum number of the physical Landau level [42]. For
CF?, we have [ = [* + (N — 1), where [* is the angular-
momentum quantum number of the first A-level [9, 14].
Fully occupying a A-level with the index n requires
N = 2(I* + n) + 1. Combining these relations, we have
S =3 and S =5 for the Laughlin state (n = 0) and the
Haffnian state (n = 1), respectively.

While S is a free parameter for ED calculations in the
spherical geometry, its probable value could be identified
by examining the degeneracies and stability (excitation
gaps) of the ground states with respect to different values
of S and N. For the 7/3 state, Wéjs et al. investigated
a few candidate values of S and concluded that S = 7
is the most probable, based on the reasoning that for
the particular shift, a gaped non-degenerate ground state
with a total angular momentum L = 0 can always be
found for all calculated values of N [22, 23]. S =5 was
ruled out because the ground states become degenerate
(L > 0) for odd numbers of electrons.

To this end, we repeat the calculation and extend it for
larger values of N. In Fig. 3, we show the N dependence
of the excitation gaps for non-degenerate ground states
at S = 3,5, 7. Our calculation confirms Wéjs et al.’s
observation that the excitation gap for S = 7 diminishes
rapidly with increasing N for N < 12. When N is fur-
ther increased, we observe that the ground states become



x10"
20 4 —o— $=3
§=5
—o— §=7
1.5 /\
<
1.0 1 \
0.5 -
0‘0 T T T T T
10 11 12 13 14

FIG. 3: Excitation gaps for non-degenerate ground states at
S =3, 5,7, in units of e*/4nelp.

degenerate. Conversely, although the ground states for
S =5 are non-degenerate only for even numbers of elec-
trons, the magnitude of the excitation gap shows a trend
of converging to a constant value for N > 12, suggest-
ing robustness of the non-degenerate ground states for
S =5.

In retrospect, we believe that the odd-even alternation
observed in the ED results for S = 5 should be inter-
preted as a manifestation of the pairing nature of the
Haffnian state, rather than a reason to dismiss it. Re-
markably, the CF theory, which projects the ground state
of CF's for odd N to zero identically [41], predicts the al-
ternation. With the CF ground state annihilated, the
low-lying excited states of CFs are expected to gener-
ate both the ground state and low-lying excited states of
electrons for odd N with S = 5. In Fig. 4, we present
the low-lying electron energy spectrum for S = 5. We do
observe that the spectrum for odd N bears resemblance
to the excited portion of the spectrum for even V.

Non-quasiconvez to quasiconver transition.— To fur-
ther corroborate that the dispersion of CFs is a determin-
istic underlying factor, we investigate two scenarios under
which the CF dispersion in the 1LL becomes quasicon-
vex. We anticipate that the distinction between the 1LL
and LLL should disappear when the dispersion becomes
quasi-convex. This is indeed observed.

The first scenario involves a different h(r). We consider
CF*, which carries four quantized vortices and underlies
the filling fraction 11/5. In this case, the binding energy
can be determined similarly to CF?, albeit using the wave
function WY ({z}) = [, 2! i<y (20— zj)5. We find that
the resulting binding energy is a quasiconvex function of
r, similar to that of CF? in the LLL, as shown in Fig. 1.
This is consistent with the fact that the 11/5 state can
be well described by the Laughlin wave function [21, 24].

The second scenario involves the change of the electron
interaction v(r). We adopt the modified Coulomb inter-
action investigated in Ref. 43: v.(r) = €2/4me/r2 + w?,
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FIG. 4: ED spectrum for even and odd numbers of electrons.
FEy denotes the ground state energy. The energies are in units
of e?/4nelp. For N = 14 (N = 15), only three (two) lowest
levels are shown.

where w is a parameter for characterizing the width of
the quantum well confining the two-dimensional system.
We find that for CF? in the 1LL, the dispersion becomes
quasiconvex for w 2 0.7lp, as shown in Fig. 1. This is
consistent with the ED results of Ref. 43, which show that
the overlap between the exact ground state wave function
of the 7/3 state and the 1/3 Laughlin wave function ap-
proaches unity for w 2 Ip.

Summary and discussion.— In summary, we show
that CF dispersion is a deterministic factor behind the
peculiarities of the FQHE in the 1LL. The deductive ap-
proach enables us to not only explain the distinction be-
tween the 7/3 or 12/5 states and their counterparts in the
LLL, but also correctly predict the evolution of electron
states under varying conditions.

Remarkably, the Haffnian state, considered analogous
to the Pfaffian pairing state, can be linked to a non-
interacting CF state. The non-interacting nature also
suggests that quasi-electron or hole excitations of such
a Haffnian ground state should resemble those of the
Laughlin state [44], rather than those expected from con-
formal field theory and model Hamiltonian considera-
tions [34, 45]. This interpretation seems to be consistent
with the results of tunneling measurements [46, 47].

We need to point out that the single-particle mean-field
approach employed in this study may not be adequate in
fully capturing quantitative details of a state with strong
pairing correlations, as in the case of the Haffnian state.
Numerically, the overlap between the Haffnian wave func-
tion and the exact ground state wave function for v = 7/3



is found to be moderate [32]. The pairing correlations
also complicate the self-consistent determinations of the
electron-vortex correlation function and the CF disper-
sion [38]. Nevertheless, as pointed out in Ref. 14, it is
not uncommon for a qualitatively correct wave function
to yield a low overlap with the exact wave function. It
is reasonable to expect that considering the residual in-
teraction between CFs could improve the quantitative
agreement [24, 48].
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I. NOTATIONS
A. Bergman space

A wave function in the LLL can generally be written as ¢(z) exp(—|z|?/41%), where ¢(2) is a holomorphic function
of the particle coordinate z = x + iy, and Ip = y/h/eB denotes the magnetic length.

Since the Gaussian factor is common for all states in the LLL, it is convenient to represent the states using only
the holomorphic part of the wave function. In this work, the term “wave function” always refers to the holomorphic

part, i.e., ¥(z).
All normalizable holomorphic wave functions form a Bergman space. The inner product in the space is defined as

(ilvz) = [ dun ()0t (2, (s1)
where the integral measure is given by
o d2Z 2 2
dup(z) = ﬂexp(—|z| /23). (S2)

The measure has a Gaussian weight, which compensates for the Gaussian factors omitted in the holomorphic wave
functions.

B. Reproducing kernel

One can define the reproducing kernel
Kp(z,) = /b, (S3)

which is essentially the coordinate representation of the identity operator as well as the projection operator of the
Bergman space. The following identities hold

/ dus(€)Kn(= () = (), (s4)
/ s (&) K5 (2 O F(€) = (230.)" £ (2). (35)

The second identity defines the projection of zZ onto the LLL, underlying the well known rule z — 2(%9, [1].

C. Dipole picture

In the dipole picture, a CF is interpreted as a composite particle consisting of an electron and a vortex. While the
electron is confined in the physical Landau level, the vortex is assumed to reside in a separate, fictitious Landau level
generated by a Chern-Simons magnetic field oriented in the opposite direction of the physical magnetic field. The
magnetic length of the fictitious Landau level, Iy, is related to Ip by

1
Y

(S6)



Further details of the dipole picture can be found in Ref. 2.
We can also define a Bergman space as well as its reproducing kernel for the fictitious Landau level:

_ d’n 2 /672
(1) = 5z exp(—Inl*/217). (87)
Ky(7, ¢) = 7/, (S8)

The state of a composite fermion is thus described by a bivariate wave function v(z,7), which depends on the
complex electron coordinate z and the complex-conjugate vortex coordinate 1 = n, — in,.

II. FROM THE CF BINDING ENERGY TO THE HAFFNIAN WAVE FUNCTION

In this section, we supplement the details of the derivation from the CF binding energy to the physical wave function
of electrons.

A. Binding energy

The CF binding energy €,(r), determined in the main text, is introduced in Sec. VB of Ref. 2. It is defined such
that the energy functional of a CF can be written as

B= / A (2) dyus (m) 07 (2, 7) / dun (') 12 e (257, o Vb, 7). (39)

where €,(z;1,7') is obtained from e(r) through analytic continuation by interpreting r2 = |z —n|? as (2 —7)(z — 7).

B. Wave equation

The CF wave equation can be derived by applying the variational principle of quantum mechanics. By
minimizing the energy functional Eq. (S9) with respect to ¥*(z,7), subject to the normalization constraint

[ dup(z)duy(n)|v(z,7)]? = 1, we obtain

e(z,7) = Hy(z,7), (510)
where the Hamiltonian is given by
110 (z.0) = Pey(z77,0) 0z, ) (s11)
=/ =/
= [ aune) autnyexn( 55 ) exo (G )eole'sm o), ($12)
B b

where P’ denotes the projection onto the physical and fictitious Landau levels. It maps z and 7’ in er(z,7,m') to the
operators z = 2130, and 7 = 2120;, respectively.

The ordering of operators after the mapping is dictated by the definition of the projection explicitly given in
Eq. (S12). We see that the projections for z and n take different forms, corresponding to the normal ordering and the
anti-normal ordering defined in Appendix B of Ref. 2, respectively. Consequently, after the projection, z — 7 should
always be placed to the left of z — 7. .

The rules for promoting the binding energy e,(r) to the Hamiltonian H are summarized as follows:

e Express €,(r) as a function of r?;
e Replace 72 with the operator (2130, — 77)(z — 2{20;);

e Rearrange operators so that all (2130, — 7])’s are to the left of (z — 2{20;)’s.



C. Ladder operators and A levels

Ladder operators for CF A levels, analogues to the ladder operators in ordinary Landau levels, can be defined as

1

Nal:
1

for a filling factor 7 < 1/2. It is straightforward to verify the commutation relation [@,a'] = 1. Additionally, one can
define operators b and bt to commute with @ and a' and relate different states within a A-level. For further details,
see Appendix A of Ref. 2.

Hamiltonian H can then be expressed in terms of ¢ and a' by mapping 2 to Vl%de in the binding energy function
ep(r), and arranging @ and a' operators according to normal ordering. It yields Eq. (2) of the main text.

d:

(z — 21305), (S13)

ot

(23,0. 1), (S14)

Q

It is straightforward to verify that the Hamiltonian H commutes with the number operator 7 = afa. Consequently,
A-levels can be defined as the eigen-states of the number operator and labeled by its eigen-values.

D. Energies of A levels

It is straightforward to determine the energies of A levels by expressing €,(r) as a polynomial in 72. Following the
rules outlined above, we make the substitution

P (vi2) atkak = (vi2) A - 1) (h— k4 1) (S15)
to promote the polynomial to a CF Hamiltonian. It results in a Hamiltonian that is a function of 7 [3]. The

eigen-energy of a A-level can then be obtained by substituting # in the Hamiltonian with the A-level index n.

E. Single-particle CF wave functions

The wave functions of the lowest A level, which has the lowest eigen-value n = 0 for the number operator (rather
than the energy), can be determined by solving the equation ayy(z,7) = 0. The solution is given by

bol7) = f(z)eXp(Zé), (s16)

where f(z) is an arbitrary holomorphic function of 2. It is convenient to choose f,,(z) < 2™, m € ZT, to form a
complete basis set for the lowest A-level.

Wave functions for higher A levels with index n > 0 can be obtained by applying a' to 1(z,7), as shown in the
main text. In particular, the wave function of the second A-level (n = 1) can be written as

nle) = ton(z.) x exp( 5 ) (0 = 1) 0 (517)

where [ = I5/+/D7y denotes the effective magnetic length of CFs.

F. Many body CF wave function

Many body CF wave functions Uer({z;,7;}) are constructed by forming Slater determinants from single-particle
CF wave functions. For a fully-occupied lowest (n = 0) A-level, using the complete basis set defined above and
Eq. (516), we have:

Wezond) = I (o= =) TTewn( 55 ). 1)

i<j



For the many-body CF wave function at ¥ = 7/3, where the second (n = 1) A level is fully occupied, we apply
Eq. (S17), and obtain:

Yer({zi,mi}) o H (2050:, — 1) Ve ({21, 7i}) (S19)
Zifi
x Hexp( 21% ) (28ZL - 12) H (z;i — 2j). (520)
i 1<j

G. Electron wave function

The electron wave function is obtained by overlapping ¥cr with the 1/2 Laughlin state of vortices [2]. We have:

U({z}) /Hdﬂb m) Yor({zo,m}) [ [ (0 = my)”

1<J

[ THamtmyesn( 5 ) (20— ) T (5= 2 =)™ (s21)

1<j

To complete the integral, we note that the exponential factor is the complex conjugate of the reproducing kernel of the
n-Bergman space Eq. (S8). The integral maps n; to z;, and 7j; to 2/29,,, as indicated by Eqs. (S4, S5). For v = 7/3,
we have [ /1> = 1/2. The electron wave function can then be written as:

U({z}) x lim H s — H (zs — z5)(m — nj)2. (S22)

—
{ni—=zi} i<j

H. Haffnian wave function

To obtain an explicit form of the electron wave function, we first cast Eq. (S22) into the form
. . — . 3 o > . .
V({zi}) o H (s = 2)° lim T (D + A1), (523)
1<j )

where we define D; = 20,, — 8,, and A; = 23052 [/ (zi = 25) = 1/ (i — my)]-
We then expand the product. Key observations are:

e lim .Az = 0;

n—z
o Didj =4/ (zi — 2)° +2/ (i —m;)” for i # j;
. ﬁiﬁjAk:Ofori#j#k.

Consequently, non-zero combinations from the expansion must pair {f)l} and {A;} one by one, giving rise to terms

like (D1.A3)(DsAyg) ... and its permutations over the indices. Therefore, we have:
1
({Z'L X hinz Z H o(2i— 1)A0(2z)) Z H 29 (824)
c€P(N) i c€P(N) i (20(2141) _ZU(Zi))

where the summation of o is over P(N), the set of all permutations of {1,2,--- N}. The final form is recognized
as the Haffnian of a matrix M with the non-diagonal matrix elements M;; = 1/(z; — 2;)?, which is denoted as
Hf[1/(2; — z;)?] in the main text.

IIT. A-LEVELS FOR v =12/5



1.0

According to the CF theory, the filling fraction v = 12/5 (v =
2/5) corresponds to a state of CF? with two fully occupied A-levels.
Applying Eq. (S15) with v = 1/2, we can determine the energies
of A-levels for this case. The result is shown in Fig. S1, where the
two lowest-energy A-levels have the indices n = 2 and n = 3. This
differs from v = 2/5, where CF? occupies levels n = 0 and n = 1.
Consequently, the ground-state wave function for v = 12/5 should
differ from that for v = 2/5.

Remarkably, the CF theory can predict correctly the distinction
between v = 12/5 and v = 11/5, despite their proximity. Our anal-
ysis suggests that ¥ = 12/5 is distinct from its counterpart in the
LLL, whereas v = 11/5 is not, as it is a state of CF* with a qua-
siconvex dispersion. This aligns with observations from previous
studies.

61,(7‘) — €b(0)

FIG. S1: Energies of A-levels for CF? in v = 12/5.

IV. SPHERICAL GEOMETRY
A. Landau levels

In the spherical geometry, a magnetic monopole with strength (the total number of magnetic quantum fluxes)
2Q € Z is placed at the center of a sphere, generating a uniform magnetic field over its surface. It creates Landau
levels on the sphere, which are the eigenstates of the total angular momentum operators |L|?. A Landau level, indexed
by a non-negative integer n > 0, has the angular momentum quantum number [ = Q +n and degeneracy 21 +1 [4, 5].

The system can be formulated in a form analogue to that of the disk geometry using the stereographic projection [6]

z = e'? tan g, (S25)

which maps a point with the polar angles (6, ¢) on a sphere of unit diameter onto a complex plane. We introduce the
operator IIg = |L|? — Q(Q + 1). In terms of the coordinate on the plane, the operator can be written as

~ 2 2 z z

Landau levels are eigenstates of Ilg, with eigenvalues I(1 + 1) — Q(Q + 1).
The wave functions of the LLL take the general form

W9 (2) (1+[22) 7%, (527)

where w(()Q) (2) is a holomorphic polynomial in z with a degree no greater than 2Q. The factor (1+|z|?)~? is analogous
to the Gaussian factor in the wave functions of the disk geometry. A complete basis set for the LLL is given by the
polynomials:

The wave functions of higher Landau levels can be constructed from those of the LLL. For a system with monopole
strength 2Q, the Landau level with the index n has the degeneracy 2(Q+mn)+1, identical to the degeneracy of the LLL

for a monopole strength 2(Q + n). This allows for an one-to-one mapping between their states. The wave function in
the n-th Landau level for monopole strength 2Q) takes the form

D@ (z) (1+]22) "9, (529)

It can be related to the LLL wave function w(()Q+")(z) for monopole strength 2(Q + n) by

Ui (2) o <H A2Q+n+i> ¢(()Q+n)(z)’ (S30)
i=1



where

A= (141220, —qz, qe Z+, (S31)
acts as a raising operator for the spherical geometry. The following identity holds:

A = Agillyr +2(g+1). (S32)

Using the identity, it is straightforward to show that the wave function Eq. (S27) constructed using Eq. (S30) is indeed
an eigenstate of 11 with the expected eigenvalue for the n-th A level.

B. Bergman space

We can define the Bergman space for the LLL on a sphere. It has the integral measure:

2Q+2
_ (2Q+1)d%z 1
dug(z) = - (1 n |Z|2> : (S33)
and the reproducing kernel
Kq(2,€) = (1428 (S34)
Projection identities on a sphere analogue to Eq. (S5) read
d S _ e+t

MQ(&)KQ(Z,f)(l_HgQ)mW@ = maz ¥(z), (S35)

- cm 2Q —m)!
[ dnat@rale & vt = B aruc) (536)

C. A levels on a sphere

For the dipole model of spherical geometry, we assume a monopole field strength 2@Q) for electrons and a negative
monopole strength —2¢ = —2(N — 1) for vortices.

In the spherical geometry, just like the disk geometry, A-levels can be defined as the eigen-states of the 72 operator,
where 2 is interpreted as the squared chord distance between an electron and a vortex on the surface of the sphere.
The squared chord distance can be expressed in terms of the stereographic coordinates of the electron and vortex:

_ RN
e (1+ |z|2) (1 + |n|2)7 (557

The 72 operator is defined through a projection to the CF Bergman space:

o ko my (E=TE=)
i) = [ dngl€)dug o) Kol Ko1)o b s

By applying the projection identities Eqgs. (S35, S36), we obtain the explicit form of the operator:

f2(1+zﬁ)2(a _og )(5‘2(1 z ) (S39)
4Q+ g\~ L+zn)\7" Tl+zn)

The 72 operator can be related to the ITg operator for ordinary Landau levels with monopole strength 2Q = 2(Q —q)
via an orthogonal transformation combined with analytic continuation:

Y(ETT). (S38)

g oc (1+ 27) @ %2(1 + 2i7) < H (S40)

-z
Thus, in the spherical geometry, similar to the disk geometry (see Appendix A of Ref. [2]), A-level wave functions
can be inferred from their Landau-level counterparts using the relation:

Yam(2,7) 0 520 (2,2)] (1 +20)*7", (541)

zZ—n

where ¥, (2, 7) denotes a wave function of the n-th A-level, and wg%)(z, Z) a wave function of the n-th Landau level.



D. Many body CF wave function

Using Egs. (528, S30, S41), we can construct a complete basis set of the second A-level as follows:

Urm(2,7) o< (1+ 20)2 (1 + 27)0. — 2(Q + 1)7) 2™ (S42)
o (o 2AQEDT
= Kq(z,1) (62 e ) : (S43)

where we K,(z,7) is the reproducing kernel defined in Eq. (S34).
The many body CF wave function Ycr({z;,7;}) for a fully occupied second (n = 1) A-level is then written as

wer((aom) o [T Kot [0 - 220N ] - ). (544

1+ 27 i<j

E. Electron wave function

The corresponding electron wave function is given by

U({z}) /Hduq n;) Kq(2i,7;) {3@ - W] H (2 — ;) (m; — ). (S45)

By applying Eq. (S36), it simplifies to

({=)) x lim H[zl—Q“am] TTC: = 20) 0 — )2, (546)

—
{ni—z 1<J

For a fully occupied second A-level, we have 29Q+3 = N, and using the identity ¢ = (N — 1), it follows (Q+1)/q = 1/2.
The wave function then reduces to a form that is identical to Eq. (522).

V. EXACT DIAGONALIZATIONS
A. Disk geometry

We simulate a system of N interacting electrons on a disk of radius R, = 1/2N/> (with [g = 1). The disk contains
a neutralizing positive charge background with a uniform charge density within R.. The presence of the neutralizing
charge background induces a single-body potential, ®(r), experienced by electrons.

Exact diagonalizations are performed in a finite Hilbert space spanned by the basis set ¢, (z) = 2™/v/m!, with

m < U"'N + D and D € Z*. This allows electrons to extend beyond the disk radius by D additional orbits. For the
results presented in the main text, we set D = 5.

The interaction matrix elements can be determined analytically. For the LLL, the explicit form for the Coulomb
interacting matrix elements, Vi, mymam,, i provided in Ref. 7. For the 1LL, the matrix elements Vi, mymsm, Of the
effective interaction can be expressed in terms of Vi, mymsm, as follows:

Vm1m2m3m4 =
V(mi +1)(ms + 1) (\/(mz + 1) (ma + 1)V, 11,mo+1,ma+1ma+1 = (M2 + 1m4) Ving 41,m ma+1,ma
+/Mama Vi, 41, ma—1,ms+1,ma—1)

_(ml + mS) (\/(mZ + 1)(m4 + 1)Vm1,m2+1,m3,m4+1 - (mQ + m4)Vm1m2m3m4 + vV m2m4vm1,m271,m3,m471)
+\/ mims (\/(m2 + 1)(m4 + l)vml—1,m2+1,m3—1,m4+1 - (m2 + m4)‘/7n1—1,7n2,m3—1,m4
+v/Mama Vi, 1 ma—1,ms—1,ms—1) - (547)

The relation can be derived from the connection between the single-particle electron wave function 1,,(z) in the 1LL

and its counterparts in the LLL o (2) = ¢m(2): Y1m(2) = 2om(2)/vV2 — VMo m—1(2).




Hamiltonian matrices are constructed using the interaction matrix elements and the single-particle potential ®(r),
which is diagonal in the basis set {¢,,}. The resulting matrices are then diagonalized using the Lanczos algorithm.
It is necessary to test our calculations under different simulation setups, as the disk geometry introduces boundary
effects that may influence the results. Two factors can be identified: (i) the charge distribution of the neutralizing
background near the boundary, and (ii) the value of D which determines the number of basis states used in ED. For
(i), we smear the abrupt change in the neutralizing charge density at R. by assuming that the background has the
charge distribution:
( 5 5 )
to, o
(548)

2%
where I'(z,y) is the upper incomplete gamma function, and I'(x) = I'(z,0) is the complete gamma function. This

results in a smooth decrease in density near the boundary over a length scale ~ \. For (ii), we perform calculations
for various values of D.
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FIG. S2: ED ground state energies for different simulation parameters with N = 10. (a) and (b) show results for varying values
of A\, while (¢) and (d) present results for different values of D. Results for the LLL are displayed in the left [(a) and (c)], and
for the 1LL in the right [(b) and (d)].

ED results for various values of A and D are shown in Fig. S2. It is evident that these parameters have only minor
effects on the results. Our main conclusion that the ground states for v = 1/3 and v = 7/3 have different expectation
values of L, remains unaffected by the choice of simulation parameters.

B. Spherical geometry

Simulating the system on a sphere removes the need for a neutralizing charge background and eliminates boundary
effects, making it preferable to disk simulations. However, electron states on a sphere depends on the topological shift
S, requiring us to test various (N, S) pairs. The results are presented in the main text.

Hamiltonian matrices are constructed using the Coulomb interaction matrix elements, for both the LLL and 1LL,
as given in Ref. 4. Resulting Hamiltonian matrices are then diagonalized using the Lanczos algorithm.

VI. CF?IN A FINITE-WIDTH QUANTUM WELL

In Fig. S3, we present the dispersions of CF? in a finite-width quantum well for different values of the width
parameter w (see the main text). As w increases, the dispersion of CFs evolves from non-quasiconvex to quasiconvex.
The transition occurs at w ~ 0.7lg, as shown in the right panel of Fig. S3, where the energies of the first and second
A levels becomes degenerate.
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FIC. S3: (a) Dispersions of CF? in the 1LL with different values of w. (b) Dispersion and energies of A levels with w = 0.715.
The energies are in units of ve?/1672¢lp.

VII. SELF-CONSISTENT DETERMINATION OF THE CF DISPERSION

In the main text, we determine the dispersions of CF? for both the LLL and 1LL by assuming that electrons are in
the 1/3 Laughlin state. While this is self-consistent for the LLL, it is not for the 1LL, as its CF dispersion suggests
that v = 7/3 corresponds to a fermionic Haffnian state. Ideally, to achieve full self-consistency, the dispersion should
also be determined using the Haffnian state.

Following the mean-field approach developed in Sec. VB of Ref. 2, we determine the electron wave function in the
presence of a vortex at the origin:

WY({z:)) / [Lautmontwer (zonh ILon =)

X lim (283i - am) H ( - ZJ 77] 2 H M s <S49)

2.
{mi i} ) 1<j

where Wer({z;,7;}) is given by Eq. (520). The electron density profile in the vicinity of the vortex can then be
determined.
Following the steps outlined in Sec. II, we obtain the explicit form of the wave function:

Uy ({z}) oc IHEM) [ 22 ] (i = 2)° (S50)

% i<j

where M is a matrix with elements M;; = 1/(z; — 2;)? for i # j, and M;; = —+/2/3/z;. IHf(M) denotes the loop
Haffnian of the matrix [8]. The particular loop Haffnian can also be written as a determinant: 1Hf (M) = det(M),
where M is a matrix with elements /\/l” =1/(z — z;) for i # j, and M= —+/2 /3/z;.

In Fig. S4, we present the CF dispersion and A level energies computed using the loop Haffnian wave function. The
dispersion is quasiconvex and exhibits a steep increase with r. This is markedly different from the dispersion obtained
when assuming the Laughlin wave function.

We attribute the failure to the inadequacy of the mean-field approach, which neglects the exchange symmetry
between CFs. The resulting absence of Pauli exclusion induces the issue, which is further amplified by the pairing
nature of the Haffnian state. To illustrate, consider the expansion of the loop Haffnian by its diagonal elements:

N
HEM) =Y > i e Zi x HE (M, iyin))s (S51)

=R
=0 {iy,ip-is} !

where {iy,ig--- ,is} denotes a list of distinct indices, my;, 4,...;,) is the matrix obtained by removing the columns
and rows with indices 41,9 - - - 45 in M. The factor 1/z;, ---1/z;, indicates that there are s additional electrons which
have pairing correlations with the vortex at the origin, despite the vortex already being bound to an electron which is
not included in ¥§, according to the assumption of the mean-field approach. This is obviously an artifact that arises
from the lack of Pauli-exclusion between the vortex-bound electron and other electrons in the system. Its impact is
exacerbated by the 1/z correlation, which is absent in the Laughlin wave function.
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FIG. S4: (a) h(r), e»(r) and A levels of the 7/3 state based on Eq. (S52). (b) Same as (a) but U§({z;}) is given by Eq. (S50).
The energies are in units of 1762/167r2613.

To estimate the CF dispersion for the Haffnian state, we discard the terms with s # 0 in the expansion Eq. (S51),
as these are considered unphysical. The resulting wave function with a vortex is:

Ui({z:}) HzZ\I/Hf {z:}), (S52)

where UHf({2;}) is the fermionic Haffnian wave function (Eq. [4] of the main text). The corresponding CF dispersion
and A level energies are shown in Fig. S4 (a). The dispersion determined using the Haffnian wave-function is indeed
non-quasiconvex, although the minimum is significantly shallower compared to that determined using the Laughlin
wave function.

Properly determining the CF dispersion for the Haffnian state may require an improved mean field approach, e.g.,
a Hartree-Fock theory for CFs, which fully accounts for the exchange symmetry.
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