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The even denominator fractional quantum Hall effect has been experimentally observed in the
fourth Landau level (n = 3). This paper is motivated by recent studies regarding the possibility of
pairing and the nature of the ground state in this system. By extending the dipole representation of
composite fermions, we adapt this framework to the context of graphene’s quantum Hall systems,
with a focus on half-filled Landau levels. We derive an effective Hamiltonian that incorporates
the key symmetry of half-filled Landau levels, particularly particle-hole symmetry. At the Fermi
level, the energetic instability of the dipole state is influenced by the interplay between topology
and symmetry, driving the system towards a critical state. We explore the possibility that this
critical state stabilizes into one of the paired states with well-defined pairing solutions. However,
our results demonstrate that the regularized state which satisfies boost invariance at Fermi level and
lacks well- defined pairing instabilities emerges as energetically more favorable. Therefore, we find no
well- defined pairing instabilities of composite fermions in the dipole representation in the half-filled
fourth Landau level (n = 3) of electrons in graphene. Although the theory of composite fermions
has its limitations, further research is required to investigate other possible configurations. We
discuss the consistency of our results with experimental and numerical studies, and their relevance
for future research efforts.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the fractional quantum Hall effect
(FQHE) [1] represents a significant breakthrough in the
study of topological states of matter, introducing a rich
landscape of quantum phases driven by electron corre-
lations in two-dimensional electron systems (2DES) [2].
Among the most intriguing manifestations of the FQHE
is the observation of a quantized Hall plateau at the fill-
ing factor ν = 5/2 [3], indicating the FQHE at the half-
filled second Landau level (n = 1). The observation of
even-denominator FQHE states is astonishing, consider-
ing that the fermionic statistics of electrons suggest the
denominator of the fraction should be an odd number.
These significant discoveries have inspired intensive theo-
retical and experimental efforts to decode the underlying
physics and implications of these states.

The concept of composite fermions (CFs), introduced
by Jain [4, 5], has provided an insightful framework for
comprehending various aspects of quantum Hall phenom-
ena, primarily for the half-filled second LL (n = 1). CFs
are quasiparticles formed by attaching an even number
of quantized vortices to electrons.

In recent years, advancements in noncommutative field
theory in high-energy physics, have inspired Dong and
Senthil [6] to revisit longstanding problems in quantum
Hall physics. In particular, this includes the problem
of the LL at ν = 1 for bosons, initially formulated
by Pasquier and Haldane [7], and further developed by
Read [8]. This problem involves an additional degree
of freedom, namely the vortex degree of freedom, where
each boson is associated with a single flux of the mag-
netic field, and since vortices are fermionic, and the re-
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sulting composite quasiparticles are neutral, resembles
CFs. Furthermore, CFs experience a zero average effec-
tive magnetic field, similar to electrons at ν = 1/2. Un-
like previous approaches that relied on an averaged field
energy, Dong and Senthil [6] introduced the concept of
intrinsic dipole energy. The application of noncommuta-
tive field theory to quantum Hall systems has since led to
significant advancements, with recent studies extending
these concepts to various quantum Hall states [9–14].

Recently, FQH states with additional half-integer val-
ues have been observed in various materials, such as
graphene, a monolayer of carbon atoms arranged in a
hexagonal lattice. Graphene’s unique electronic and
topological properties make it a promising candidate for
studying exotic quantum phenomena, including FQHE.
Namely, recent experimental study by Kim et al. [15],
has identified FQHE states at half-filling in the fourth
LL (n = 3) of monolayer graphene. Additionally, re-
search by [16], has explored CF pairing in monolayer
graphene using alternative pairing functions and numer-
ical modeling of a system on a torus. They concluded
that using the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) varia-
tional state [17] for CFs reveals an f - wave pairing in-
stability for the interaction characteristic of the n = 3
LL without any modification of Coulomb potential. Ad-
ditionally, they suggested the possibility of a p-wave in-
stability for the n = 2 LL, where FQHE has not been
experimentally observed. However, these findings are in
contrast with numerical studies on the sphere, which have
not observed such pairing instabilities [15]. The dispar-
ity between these results highlights the need for further
investigation. Besides, topological pairing, particularly
p-wave and f -wave, is crucial for quantum computing
applications due to its non-Abelian statistics, which en-
able robust qubits and fault-tolerant quantum operations
[18].
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The dipole representation of FQHE states, introduced
in Ref. [13], is particularly relevant to this study. In
this representation, dipoles are neutral composite objects
formed by an electron and its correlation hole. These
dipoles possess moments proportional to their momen-
tum in an external magnetic field. This effective the-
ory has proven to be robust, capturing the microscopic
description of several problems and aligning with previ-
ous experimental and numerical studies. In particular,
it yielded results consistent with numerical and experi-
mental studies of 2DES, where the Pomeranchuk insta-
bility is observed in higher half-filled LLs. A recent study
[19] even provided an explanation for the mechanism of
p-wave pairing of CFs at half-filling in the second LL
(n = 1) of electrons in 2DES and in the fully filled first
LL (n = 0) of bosons, further underscoring the impor-
tance of this representation.

In this paper, we aim to explore the potential for CF
pairing in monolayer graphene using the BCS framework,
also utilizing the dipole representation. The half-filled
LL system possesses an additional feature, the particle-
hole (PH) symmetry [13], which implies that the density
of holes corresponds to the density of composite holes.
Consequently, this state is energetically unstable with re-
spect to repulsive interactions, leading to a critical state.
Through analytical studies, we demonstrate that in the
fourth LL (n = 3) of a graphene monolayer, this critical
state is not stabilized by selecting one of the two possi-
ble symmetry-broken paired states; instead, it stabilizes
into a regularized non-paired state, which cannot support
gapped pairing solutions due to the absence of mass. Our
findings are consistent with numerical studies conducted
on spherical geometries [15].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we
introduce the necessary formalism and key concepts of
the dipole representation and apply them to the half-
filled LLs of electrons in graphene. In particular, we
discuss the model, and the effective Hamiltonian in the
dipole representation. Section III explores the possibil-
ity and mechanism of paired states within the context
of the dipole representation and analyzes their stability.
Finally, in Section IV, we conclude with a discussion of
our findings and their implications for future research.

II. IMPLEMENTING BOOST INVARIANCE
AND STATE REGULARIZATION IN
GRAPHENE’S LANDAU LEVELS

A. The model

Graphene exhibits unique electronic properties, includ-
ing a ”relativistic” quantum Hall effect due to its charge
carriers, which behave as massless Dirac fermions [20, 21].
In graphene, electrons are arranged in a honeycomb lat-
tice composed of two sublattices, A and B, and their
behavior can be described by a two-dimensional Dirac
equation [22]. In a tight-binding model, we consider only

the nearest neighbor hopping parameter t between sites
A and B. The low energy properties of graphene are
captured by a two-band model labeled as λ = ± where
the dispersion is linear. The valence band λ = + and
the conduction band λ = − touch each other at the two
inequivalent corners K+ and K− (referred to as valleys)
of the Brillouin zone [22, 23].
When an external magnetic field is applied, the Hamil-

tonian for low-energy states around theK+ valley is given
by [24, 25]:

H = v

(
0 π†

π 0.

)
(1)

where v =
√
3
2

at
h̄ is the velocity, and the operators π† and

π, in the Landau gauge, coincide with the LL creation
and annihilation operators, respectively [25].
Here, we focus on spinless electrons confined to the

n-th LL, where only intra-LL excitations are considered.
The spinor states in the λ−band, obtained from the

two-dimensional Dirac equation, can be expressed as:

ψξ
λn,m =

1√
2

(
|n− 1, m ⟩
λ|n, m ⟩

)
, (2)

for n ̸= 0

ψξ
n=0,m =

(
0

|0, m ⟩

)
, (3)

for n = 0, in terms of the harmonic oscillator states
|n, m ⟩ and the guiding-center quantum number m.
These spinors describe states within the n-th LL in the
band λ. The first component of the spinor represents the
amplitude on the A sublattice at the point K+ (ξ = +)
and the amplitude on the B sublattice at the point K−
(ξ = −).

B. The Pasquier-Haldane-Read construction for
half-filled LL of electrons in graphene

In this section, we extend the traditional Pasquier-
Haldane-Read (PHR) construction [7, 8] to describe the
complex excitations in half-filled LLs of electrons in
graphene. Unlike the original model, which was formu-
lated for fully filled LLs of bosons, our approach adapts
the PHR construction to systems where LLs are half-
filled of electrons. In this paper, we employ an expansion
of the Hilbert space by incorporating correlation holes,
which are positive charges that pair with electrons to
form neutral dipoles. This representation is crucial for
describing systems with PH symmetry, a key character-
istic of half-filled LLs, and for maintaining the topological
properties of the quantum Hall states.
We begin by representing the basis states in a LL as:

{|o1⟩, |o2⟩, . . . , |oNϕ/2⟩, |m1⟩, |m2⟩, . . . , |mNϕ/2⟩}, (4)
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where |oi⟩ and |mi⟩ represent the states in the physi-
cal and orthogonal subspaces, respectively. These states
form the foundation for describing the system in our en-
larged Hilbert space, which accommodates both electrons
and correlation holes [13]. Here, Nϕ represents the num-
ber of orbitals.

In this expanded space, we define creation and annihi-
lation operators that satisfy the algebra:

{cmo, c
†
o′m′} = δmm′δoo′ ,

{cmo, co′m′} = 0,

{c†mo, c
†
o′m′} = 0. (5)

These operators cmo and c†mo in the LL have double
indices. Using these operators, we define the Fourier
components of the physical (left) and unphysical (right)
densities in the n-th LL, incorporating the form factor
Fn(|q⃗|) :

ρLn(q⃗) = Fn(|q⃗|)
∑
o, o′

∑
m

⟨o|τ−q⃗|o′⟩c†moco′m, (6)

ρRn (q⃗) = Fn(|q⃗|)
∑
m,m′

∑
o

⟨m|τ−q⃗|m′⟩c†mocom′ . (7)

Here, τq⃗ = eiq⃗R⃗ is the translation operator, where R⃗ =
(X,Y ) represents the guiding center coordinates of a CF

[26–28] in the external magnetic field B⃗ = −Be⃗z, with
components obeying the commutation relation:

[X,Y ] = il2B . (8)

Here, lB is the magnetic length. In what follows, we will
set lB ≡ 1. This framework ensures that the neutral
CFs are accurately described within the context of the
LL dynamics.

The Fourier components of the form factor in the n-
th LL are given in terms of Laguerre polynomials in the
following way:

F (n)(q) =

{
1 if n = 0,
1
2

[
Ln−1

(
q2

2

)
+ Ln

(
q2

2

)]
if n ̸= 0.

(9)

For n = 0, the form factor for graphene coincides with
that of a 2DES, such as GaAs. However, for higher n it
can be viewed as an average of the two form factors of
those for 2DES [29].

Furthermore, the annihilation operator can be written
in relation to its momentum space representation in the
following way:

cmo =

∫
dk⃗

(2π)2
⟨m|τk⃗|o⟩ck⃗. (10)

By substituting Eq. (10) into the equations for the left
and right density operators, Eq. (6) and Eq. (7), we ob-
tain:

ρLn(q⃗) = Fn(q⃗)

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2
e

i
2 k⃗×q⃗c†

k⃗−q⃗
ck⃗, (11)

ρRn (q⃗) = Fn(q⃗)

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2
e−

i
2 k⃗×q⃗c†

k⃗−q⃗
ck⃗. (12)

Using the relations Eq. (5), it is easy to show that these
densities obey the Girvin-MacDonald-Platzman (GMP)
algebra [31]:

[
ρL0 (q⃗), ρ

L
0 (q⃗

′)
]
= 2i sin

(
q⃗ × q⃗′

2

)
ρL0 (q⃗ + q⃗′),

[
ρR0 (q⃗), ρ

R
0 (q⃗

′)
]
= −2i sin

(
q⃗ × q⃗′

2

)
ρR0 (q⃗ + q⃗′),[

ρL0 (q⃗), ρ
R
0 (q⃗

′)
]
= 0. (13)

This is induced by the commutation relation Eq. (8), and
restriction to the single LL. The realization of the GMP
algebra using the canonical CF variables facilitates the
application of mean-field methods [8].

C. The effective Hamiltonian in dipole
represenation in graphene

To accurately describe the system within the dipole
representation, it is essential to impose a specific con-
straint. These constraints serve several purposes. First,
the constraint ensures that the number of degrees of free-
dom in the effective model aligns with the microscopic
description of the physical problem. Furthermore, the
constraint also defines the physical subspace within the
enlarged Hilbert space, which includes additional degrees
of freedom such as correlation holes. Second, the imposed
constraint must preserve the PH symmetry, a fundamen-
tal characteristic of the half-filled LL, ensuring that the
model accurately reflects the physical properties of the
system.
We introduce the following constraint:

ρLnn + ρRnn = 1 (14)

This constraint acts as a null operator in momentum
space:

ρLq⃗ + ρRq⃗ = 0. (15)

It is important to note that this constraint involves
both physical and unphysical quantities, treating them as
interdependent. Since the right degrees of freedom (ad-
ditional degrees of freedom) represent correlation holes
in the enlarged space, this constraint effectively ensures,
in the long-distance limit, that the density of correlation
holes equals the density of real holes.
Furthermore, when defining the problem in the en-

larged space, operators, including the Hamiltonian, may
map physical states into superpositions of physical and
unphysical states. To ensure that physical states remain
within the physical subspace, the Hamiltonian must com-
mute with the constraint.
The effective Hamiltonian in this framework must re-

flect the dipole representation within n-th LL. Addition-
ally, it must preserve PH symmetry, meaning it remains
invariant under the exchange of particles and holes. The
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Hamiltonian is carefully constructed to satisfy these con-
ditions, and we impose a constraint that ensures the re-
sulting Hamiltonian has a PH symmetric form:

Heff =
1

8

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(q⃗) (ρL(q⃗)− ρR(q⃗)) (ρL(−q⃗)− ρR(−q⃗)) .

(16)

Here, V (n)(q⃗) = 1
|q|e

−q2/2 represents the Fourier trans-

formed Coulomb potential, which takes into account
states within the n-th LL. The form factor mimics the
LL characteristics.

Using mean-field approximation and Hartree-Fock
(HF) calculations, one easily finds that dispersion rela-
tion for graphene for the n-th LL has the following form:

ε(k⃗) = ε0(k⃗) + εI(k⃗), (17)

where:

ε
(n)
0 (k⃗) =

1

2

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(|q⃗|) sin2

(
k⃗ × q⃗

2

)
, (18)

represents single-particle energy and

ε
(n)
HF (k⃗) = −

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(|⃗k − q⃗|) sin2

(
k⃗ × q⃗

2

)
nq,

(19)
represents the HF contributions. Here, nq is the Fermi
(step) function with nq = 1 for q inside a circular Fermi
surface of radius qF , and zero otherwise. This results
aligns with [32], with the difference that here V (|q⃗|) rep-
resents the Coulomb interaction in the graphene system
in the n-th LL, and includes an additional factor of 1/4
that reduces the strength of the Coulomb interaction.

Furthermore, the single particle energy ε
(n)
0 can be ob-

tained in a closed analytical fashion as detailed in Ap-
pendix A. Moreover, in Appendix A we also give the
complete data of the corresponding energies for the low-
est fourth LL (n = 0, 1, 2, 3). On the other hand, we

obtained the energy of interaction of this particles ε
(n)
HF

via numerical integration.

D. Boost Invariance and State Regularization in
Graphene

In this section, we derive the Hamiltonian from the
constraint previously established, ensuring that our ef-
fective theory maintains a valid microscopic description,
at least at the Fermi level. The Hamiltonian described in
Eq. (16), which governs the dipole representation, incor-
porates a finite (bare) mass for single-particle energies as
a consequence of the dipole structure. To achieve this,
it is essential that the Hamiltonian exhibit boost invari-
ance, which imposes a condition on the (bare) mass at
the Fermi level.

To begin, we introduce an interaction term that is null
within the physical space:

H0 = Cn
∫

d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(q⃗) (ρL(q⃗) + ρR(q⃗)) (ρL(−q⃗) + ρR(−q⃗)) .

(20)

Therefore, the resulting Hamiltonian has the following
form:

Hres = Heff +H0. (21)

Furthermore, we denote the constant Cn such that the en-
ergy ε1 denoting the single energy of the resulting Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (21) fulfills the condition:

1

m∗ =
∂2ε1(k⃗)

∂k2

∣∣∣
k=kF

= 0, (22)

where m∗ is the effective mass. Therefore, the resulting

Hamiltonian in Eq. (21) has no terms k2

m∗ , which con-
tribute to the kinetic energy.

III. DIPOLE REPRESENTATION OF
COMPOSITE FERMIONS IN GRAPHENE

As discussed earlier, a key feature of the Hamiltonian
in the dipole representation of CFs is its inherent sym-
metry, particularly PH symmetry. This symmetry means
that the system remains unchanged when particles are
exchanged with real holes or when the densities ρL(q⃗)
and ρR(q⃗) are swapped, where ρR(q⃗) corresponds to the
density of correlation holes.
In the context of the Coulomb interaction, it is en-

ergetically favorable for these correlation holes to move
away from the electrons, allowing real holes to surround
the electrons instead. We have previously shown that the
density of these correlation holes is equal to the density
of real holes, and that the size of the resulting dipoles
is determined by a translation operator. As a result, at
the Fermi level k = kF , the electrons are positioned far
from the holes, making this state energetically unstable
and prone to becoming critical.
In this scenario, breaking the symmetry between the

left (L) and right (R) components of the system is equiv-
alent to breaking the symmetry between particles and
real holes. Therefore, states that break this symmetry
are likely to be more energetically stable.
Motivated by the aim to explore a well-defined state of

CFs within the dipole representation, that stabilizes the
critical state, we derive an effective Hamiltonian. This is
achieved by revisiting the Hamiltonian in Eq. (16) and
subsequently subtracting (or adding) the following term:

H1 =
1

8

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(q⃗) (ρR(−q⃗) + ρL(−q⃗)) (ρR(q⃗)− ρL(q⃗)) .

(23)

which effectively represents zero in the physical space.
Consequently, the resulting effective Hamiltonians take
the following forms:

H(1)
res =

1

4

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(q⃗)ρR(−q⃗) (ρR(q⃗)− ρL(q⃗)) , (24)
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and

H(2)
res =

1

4

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(q⃗)ρL(−q⃗) (ρL(q⃗)− ρR(q⃗)) . (25)

The dipole representation of these Hamiltonians plays a
crucial role in defining a single energy, which is essential
for obtaining paired solutions. Additionally, they can
also be interpreted as symmetry-breaking modifications
of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (16), stabilizing the system
into one of two paired states.

To explore potential paired solutions, we apply the
HF approach to the relevant part of the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (24), yielding:

H(n)
HF =

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2
ξn(k⃗) c

†
k⃗
ck⃗ +

+
1

4

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2

∫
d2k⃗1
(2π)2

∫
d2k⃗2
(2π)2

V (|q⃗|)F 2
n(|q⃗|)

(
1− eik⃗×q⃗

)
·
(
⟨c†

k⃗1+q⃗
c†
k⃗2−q⃗

⟩ ck⃗1
ck⃗2

+ c†
k⃗1+q⃗

c†
k⃗2−q⃗

⟨ck⃗1
ck⃗2

⟩−

− ⟨c†
k⃗1+q⃗

c†
k⃗2−q⃗

⟩ ⟨ck⃗1
ck⃗2

⟩
)
, (26)

where ξn(k⃗) = εn(k⃗) − εn(k⃗F ), with ϵn(k⃗) representing
the dispersion relation given by:

εn(k⃗) =
1

4

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (|q⃗|)F 2

n(|q⃗|)
(
1− eik⃗×q⃗

)
− 1

2

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (|⃗k − q⃗|)F 2

n(|⃗k − q⃗|)
(
1− eik⃗×q⃗

)
.

(27)

Furthermore, we define:

∆n(k⃗) =− 1

4

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (|⃗k − q⃗|)F 2

n(|⃗k − q⃗|)
(
1− e−ik⃗×q⃗

)
· ⟨ck⃗1

ck⃗2
⟩ (28)

Finally, using standard BCS transformations to diago-
nalize the Hamiltonian in Eq. (24), we obtain the total
energy:

E
(n)
TOT =

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2

(
ξn(k⃗)− En(k⃗)

)
+

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2
|∆n(k⃗)|2

2En(k⃗)
,

(29)
where the Bogoliubov quasiparticle energy is given by

En(k⃗) =

√
ξ2n(k⃗) + |∆n(k⃗)|2. In the BCS treatment, we

obtain the pairing instability is described by the order

parameter ∆(k⃗) by self-consistently:

|∆(l)
n (k⃗)| =

1

4

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (|⃗k− q⃗|)F 2

n(|⃗k− q⃗|)
(
1− e−ik⃗×q⃗

) ∆
(l)
n (q⃗)

2En(q⃗)
.

(30)

Here, the gap function takes the following form:

∆(l)(k⃗) = eilθl |∆(k⃗)|, where θ is the angular coordinate
of k, with l = 0,±1,±2,±3 representing different pair-
ing channels. Details regarding the numerical solutions
of the self-consistent equation in Eq. (30) are provided
in the Appendix B. Initially, we find the self-consistent

solution given by Eq. (30), which corresponds to the min-
imum of the total energy. We note that we obtain the
same solutions for l = 1 in Hamiltonian Eq. (25) as we
do for l = −1 in Hamiltonian Eq. (24).
In the previous section, we regularized the state of the

Hamiltonian in Eq. (21) by eliminating the quadratic
term, which contributes to the kinetic energy. Con-
sequently, the regularized state cannot support gapped
pairing solutions due to the absence of (bare) mass.
While the critical state can be stabilized among the
paired states, it can also be stabilized within the reg-
ularized state. To investigate in which of these states the
critical state is stabilized, we define the energy of the reg-
ularized state of CFs in the dipole representation using
a mean-field approach as follows:

EMF =

∫
d2k⃗

(2π)2

(
ε0(k⃗) +

1

2
εHF(k⃗)

)
. (31)

In calculating the total energy, we apply a ”cut-off”
when necessary, using the radius of a circle in mo-
mentum space Q =

√
2 kF , which denotes the volume

of available states in the LL. We also investigate how
different cut-offs affect the system’s topology and pairing
instability. The kinetic energy depends on the cut-off:
the larger cut-off results in higher the kinetic energy,
which in turn influences the stability of paired states.
Furthermore, the energy of the regularized state is
particulary sensitive to the cut-off (Fig. (1)), with the
only viable cut-off value for this state being kF , as it is
designed to accurately describe the physics at the Fermi
surface kF . In spherical coordinates, this corresponds to
Q =

√
2 kF .

In Fig. (1), we compare the results for EMF and ETOT

in the case of graphene over an interval of cut-off values
Q for the four lowest LLs (n = 0, 1, 2, 3) to investigate
the possibility of pairing instability. We find that the
critical state is stabilized within the regularized state,
which is energetically more favorable than the paired
states. In the following sections, we will discuss these
findings in more detail for each of the four lowest LLs
(n = 0, 1, 2, 3), emphasizing how our results align with
previous experiments and numerical studies.

In the lowest LL (n = 0), considering the short-range,

repulsive Coulomb interaction V (|q⃗|) = q2e−q2/2, which
describes a two-body interaction between dipoles, the
three-body Hamiltonian can be derived using the Chern-
Simons approach [36, 37] as follows:

H(e)
eff =

∑
⟨ijk⟩

∇2
i δ

2(x⃗i − x⃗j)δ
2(x⃗i − x⃗k), (32)

which aligns with the commonly used interaction model
for the Pfaffian [38]. In the lowest LL (n = 0), the
effective interaction between CFs (and therefore the
physics in general) in monolayer graphene is the same
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FIG. 1. Total energies of the pairing solutions ETOT and the
regularized state EMF in the four lowest LLs (n = 0, 1, 2, 3),
across an interval of cut-off valuesQ. The interaction strength
is characterized by V0 = 4πe2/lB

as in a 2DES, such as GaAs quantum wells with zero
width. Here, numerical experiments indicate that the
Fermi-liquid-like state is the most stable in the half-
filled first LL (n = 0).

In the half-filled second LL (n = 1), non-trivial topol-
ogy is identified via Majorana edge states in the case of
2DES. In this LL, well-defined p-wave solutions in 2DES
are present, particularly l = 1 (l = −1) wave pairing
in Hamiltonian as described in Eq. (25) (Eq. (24)),
but with form factors characteristic of 2DES [19]. This
corresponds to the Pfaffian topological order [38]. The
PH conjugate of the Pfaffian, the anti-Pfaffian, can be
obtained by switching the sign of the particles [39, 40].
We would like to point out here that a well- defined
paired state can only exist if the effective dipole physics
at the Fermi level, driven by the non-trivial topology
of the LL, is present. However, in monolayer graphene,
the regularized state dominates over the paired state,
which is consistent with earlier studies indicating that
the lowest energy state is a Fermi sea of CFs with no
pairing instabilities [41].

In the half-filled third LL (n = 2) of graphene,
the FQHE has not been observed [42, 43]. However,
in numerical experiments on a torus using a BCS
variational state for CFs, the authors in Ref. [17]
identified the presence of pairing instability, which
most likely corresponds to p-wave pairing. This raises
the possibility that pairing may have been detected in
numerical simulations, even though neither FQHE nor
pairing have been observed in experiments. On the
other hand, we illustrate in Fig. (2) the self-consistently

obtained mean-field parameter ∆(k⃗) in this LL. This
may result in the observation of pairing solutions in
the thermodynamic limit, which is well represented in
numerical experiments on a torus. In contrast with this
numerical study constructed on torus, we propose that
the regularized state is energetically more favorable,
which does not exhibit well-defined pairing solutions.

Finally, in previously mentioned study [17], it has been
proposed that the Fermi sea of CFs may be unstable to
f -wave pairing in the half-filled fourth LL (n = 3) of
graphene. The self-consistently obtained mean-field pa-
rameter in this LL is visualized in Fig. (2). This partic-
ular LL is significant due to the experimental observa-
tion of the FQHE [15]. However, numerical studies con-
ducted on a spherical geometry reveal that neither the
anti-Pfaffian nor the PH symmetric Pfaffian [44] states
exhibit a strong overlap with the exact ground state near
the pure Coulomb interaction point. Additionally, var-
ious spin and valley singlet states were examined, yet
none showed significant overlap with the ground state in
the n = 3 LL. Although the 221-parton state [45] demon-
strates a notable similarity to the pure Coulomb interac-
tion across a wide parameter range, its validation still re-
quires further theoretical and experimental studies. Our
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FIG. 2. The solutions for ∆(k⃗) calculated self-consistently using Eq. (30) for different pairing channels l: (a) in the third LL
(n = 2) and (b) in the fourth LL (n = 3).

findings suggest that the critical state in the fourth LL
(n = 3) is not stabilized among the paired states, such as
the Pfaffian. Instead, the regularized state, which lacks
well-defined pairing instabilities, emerges as energetically
more favorable. This suggests the absence of well-defined
pairing instabilities within the dipole representation of
CFs in this context. Therefore, our results are consistent
with numerical studies conducted on spherical geometry.
To conclusively validate the nature of the ground state
and fully elucidate the pairing mechanism, particularly
in higher LLs, additional theoretical and experimental
research extending beyond the framework of CFs is es-
sential. Strong short-range repulsive interaction is crucial
for defining CFs in lower LLs, where the effects of this
interaction are dominant (see Eq. (32)).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have derived the dipole representa-
tion of CFs in graphene’s quantum Hall systems, focus-
ing particularly on the half-filled LLs. Our investiga-
tion extended the Pasquier-Haldane-Read construction
to describe the excitations in half-filled LLs of electrons
in graphene, and we derived an effective Hamiltonian
within the dipole framework that respects the key sym-
metry of these systems, including PH symmetry. We
demonstrated that this symmetry, inherent in the effec-
tive Hamiltonian, can be broken and stabilized either in
the phase of paired states or in a regularized state with-
out bare mass at the Fermi level.

We discussed the relationship of paired states to the
Pfaffian state. Furthermore, our analysis of the pairing
mechanism shows that the regularized state, which lacks
well-defined pairing instabilities, emerges as the energet-
ically favored state over the paired states with p-wave
and f-wave pairing. This finding suggests that, within
the dipole representation, the ground state in the half-
filled fourth LL (n = 3) of graphene is not characterized
by pairing instabilities.

We also discussed the consistency of our results with
experimental and numerical studies and highlighted the
limitations of the dipole representation framework.

We hope this study will inspire further investigations
of these states, including the pairing mechanism and the
origin of the ground state. Notably, the experimental
observation of FQHE in bilayer graphene systems [46]
suggests that similar approaches could be applied to un-
derstand these phenomena in other layered or structured
graphene systems.
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Appendix A: Appendix A: Analytical Derivation of
Single-Particle Energies for the Lowest Four Landau

Levels

The Hamiltonian in the dipole representation, as de-
scribed by Eq. (16), is given by:

Heff =
1

8

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(q⃗) (ρL(q⃗)− ρR(q⃗)) (ρL(−q⃗)− ρR(−q⃗)) .

(A1)

The energy dispersion relation for graphene in the n-th
Landau level (LL) is expressed as:

ε(k⃗) = ε0(k⃗) + εHF (k⃗), (A2)

where:

ε
(n)
0 (k⃗) =

1

2

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(|q⃗|) sin2

(
k⃗ × q⃗

2

)
, (A3)

represents the single-particle energy, and

ε
(n)
HF (k⃗) = −

∫
d2q⃗

(2π)2
V (n)(|⃗k − q⃗|) sin2

(
k⃗ × q⃗

2

)
nq,

(A4)
represents the Hartree-Fock (HF) contributions.

In this Appendix, we analytically derive the single-
particle energies for the first four Landau levels. We
begin by utilizing the identity cos(a) = 1

2

(
eia + e−ia

)
,

which allows us to express the single-particle energy as:

ε
(0)
0 (k) =

∫ ∞

0

dq

8π
e−

q2

2

−
∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

dqdϕ

32π2
e−

q2

2

(
eikq sin(ϕ) + e−ikq sin(ϕ)

)
.

(A5)

The equality erf(x) = 2√
π

∫ x

0
e−t2dt motivates us to

introduce the substitution u = q√
2
, which transforms the

expression into:

ε
(0)
0 (k) =

∫ ∞

0

du

8
√
2
√
π

2√
π
e−u2

−
∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

dqdϕ

32π2
e−

1
2k

2 sin2(ϕ)
(
e−

1
2 (q−ik sin(ϕ))2

+ e−
1
2 (q+ik sin(ϕ))2

)
. (A6)

Next, by introducing the substitutions v1 = 1√
2
(q −

ik sin(ϕ)) and v2 = 1√
2
(q + ik sin(ϕ)), we obtain:

ϵ
(0)
0 (k) =

1

8
√
2
√
π
−
∫ 2π

0

dϕ

16
√
2π

√
π
e−

1
2k

2 sin2(ϕ). (A7)

Finally, utilizing the identity sin2(ϕ) = 1− cos2(ϕ), we
derive the final expression for the single-particle energy:

ϵ
(0)
0 (k) =

1

8
√
2
√
π

(
1− e−

1
4k

2

I0

(
k2

4

))
, (A8)

where I0(k) is the modified Bessel function of the first
kind.

Analogously, we obtain the single-particle energies for
the other LLs:

ε
(1)
0 (k) =

1

256
√
2π

(
22− e−

k2

4

((
22 + 2k2 + k4

)
I0

(
k2

4

)
− k2

(
4 + k2

)
I1

(
k2

4

)))
(A9)

ε
(2)
0 (k) =

1

4096
√
2π

(
290− e−

k2

4

((
290− 12k2 + 28k4 − 2k6 + k8

)
I0

(
k2

4

)
+ k2

(
56 + 30k2 + k6

)
I1

(
k2

4

)))
(A10)

ε
(3)
0 (k) =

1

147456
√
2π

(
9270− e−

k2

4

(
9270− 1458k2 + 1809k4 − 360k6 + 114k8 − 14k10 + k12

)
I0

(
k2

4

)
+e−

k2

4 k2
(
1836 + 1563k2 − 192k4 + 92k6 − 12k8 + k10

)
I1

(
k2

4

))
(A11)

Appendix B: Numerical methods

In this section, we describe the numerical methods
used to solve the self-consistent equation ( Eq. (30)) us-

ing the trapezoidal rule algorithm. The integral on the
right-hand side of Eq. (30) is computed by discretizing
the momentum space using a uniform grid. For each
grid point, the integral is approximated by summing the
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contributions from neighboring points, weighted by the
trapezoidal rule. The integration is performed iteratively,
starting with an initial guess for the mean-field param-

eter ∆(k⃗) (for example, ∆(k⃗) = 10−5 for all k) and up-
dating it until the convergence criterion is satisfied. The
criterion for convergence is set as:

maxk|∆new
k −∆old

k |
maxk|∆new

k |
< 10−3 (B1)

It typically takes between 11 and 70 iterations to meet
the convergence criterion.

We perform the integration on the RHS of Eq. (30)
using the trapezoidal rule. The trapezoidal rule for a
two-dimensional integral over a grid can be expressed as:

∫ b

a

∫ d

c

f(x, y) dx dy ≈
Nx−1∑
i=1

Ny−1∑
j=1

∆x∆y

4
[f(xi, yj) + f(xi+1, yj) + f(xi, yj+1) + f(xi+1, yj+1)] (B2)

where ∆x and ∆y are the grid spacings in the x and y
directions, respectively, and Nx and Ny are the number
of grid points in each direction.

This numerical approach ensures that the results are

accurate and independent of the specific choice of nu-
merical parameters, providing a robust solution to the
self-consistent equation.
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