
Non-Abelian phases from the condensation of Abelian anyons

Misha Yutushui,1 Maria Hermanns,2 and David F. Mross1
1Department of Condensed Matter Physics, Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot 7610001, Israel

2Department of Physics, Stockholm University, AlbaNova University Center, SE-106 91 Stockholm, Sweden
(Dated: February 19, 2025)

The observed fractional quantum Hall (FQH) plateaus follow a recurring hierarchical structure
that allows an understanding of complex states based on simpler ones. Condensing the elementary
quasiparticles of an Abelian FQH state results in a new Abelian phase at a different filling factor,
and this process can be iterated ad infinitum. We show that condensing clusters of the same
quasiparticles into an Abelian state can instead realize non-Abelian FQH states. In particular,
condensing quasiparticle pairs in the ν = 2

3
Laughlin state yields the anti-Pfaffian phase at half-

filling. We moreover show that the successive condensation of Laughlin quasiparticles produces
quantum Hall states whose fillings coincide with the most prominent plateaus in the first excited
Landau level of GaAs. More generally, such condensation can realize any non-Abelian FQH state
that admits a parton representation. This surprising result is supported by an exact analysis of
explicit wavefunctions, field theory arguments, conformal-field theory constructions of trial states,
and numerical simulations.

The FQH effect has significantly shaped the under-
standing of quantum many-body states [1]. Its study
introduced fundamental concepts such as chiral edge
states [2], topological order [3], and fractionalization [4–
6] in an experimentally accessible platform. In particu-
lar, Abelian FQH states at the filling factor ν = q

p sup-
port at least p quasiparticle types, which differ in charge
or statistics. Among them, two quasiparticles assume
a special role. (i) Fundamental quasiparticles carry the
minimal non-zero fractional charge e∗ = 1

pe permitted
by the FQH state. (ii) Laughlin quasiparticles carry the
charge eΦ = νe associated with inserting one magnetic
flux quantum. Both types of quasiparticles are routinely
observed in transport experiments. At ν = 1

3 , fundamen-
tal and Laughlin quasiparticles coincide; they have been
observed via shot noise [7, 8] and, more recently, in in-
terference experiments [9–14]. Similar measurements at
other fillings [15–23] have observed both types of frac-
tional excitations, with Laughlin quasiparticles dominat-
ing at the lowest temperatures.

Fractional quasiparticles of either type can be created
when the filling factor of the 2DEG deviates from the
rational number corresponding to the Hall conductance
σxy. The observed plateaus in σxy occur if the excess
quasiparticles become localized and do not participate
in electrical transport. Alternatively, fractional quasi-
particles can themselves form a quantum Hall state, re-
sulting in a new plateau with a different Hall conduc-
tance. This hierarchical perspective on FQH states well
explains the systematic pattern observed plateaus in the
lowest Landau level (LLL). Its formulations using explicit
trial wavefunctions [5, 24] or topological field theory [25]
are known as anyon condensation. Different implemen-
tations of Abelian anyon condensation have consistently
found that the resulting FQH states are ‘no greater than
the sum of their parts.’ In particular, condensing funda-
mental Abelian quasiparticles in an Abelian FQH state

FIG. 1. Anyon condensation pattern The fundamental
quasiholes of the ν = 2

3
Jain state carry charge e/3, while

Laughlin quasiholes carry 2e/3. Condensing them yields the
Abelian ν = 3

5
state and the non-Abelian anti-Pfaffian with

ν = 1
2
, respectively. Further quasiparticle condensation yields

the ν = 4
7

Jain state, the ν = 6
13

Levin-Halperin state, or the
non-Abelian anti-Read-Rezayi state at ν = 2

5
.

results in new Abelian topological orders.
Non-Abelian FQH states exhibit even more exotic

properties [26–29]. In particular, non-Abelian quasiparti-
cles imply a manifold of topologically degenerate ground
states [30]. A particular state in this manifold can serve
as a robust quantum memory upon which braiding pro-
cesses act as quantum gates; see [31, 32] for two rele-
vant reviews. The best-known example of such a phase
is the Moore-Read Pfaffian [26]. It is one of the pri-
mary candidates for explaining the ν = 5

2 plateau in
GaAs and several half-filled plateaus in graphene [33–
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40]. Different non-Abelian states also follow hierarchical
patterns [41–46], which include states whose Fibonacci
anyons are capable of universal quantum information pro-
cessing [31, 32].

In this work, we demonstrate that numerous non-
Abelian orders can arise from the condensation of Laugh-
lin quasiparticles (CLQ) in Abelian FQH states. An im-
portant example of this effect is illustrated in Fig. 1 for
the ν = 2

3 state. While fundamental quasiparticle con-
densation leads to an Abelian Jain state [47, 48], the con-
densation of Laughlin quasiparticles—a composite of two
fundamental ones—yields a non-Abelian phase known as
anti-Pfaffian [49, 50]. CLQ at the anti-Pfaffian parent
state, surprisingly, yields anti-Read-Rezayi topological
order.

Remarkably, the most prominent FQH states in the
second Landau level (SLL) of GaAs occur at the same
partial fillings ν = 1

3 ,
2
5 ,

1
2 ,

2
3 as arise from successive CLQ

at ν = 1 (quasihole condensation) or at ν = 1
3 (quasielec-

tron condensation). In the main text, we focus primarily
on quasiholes and discuss quasielectron condensation in
Appendices B (conformal field theory) and D (numerics).

Consecutive CLQ at ν = 1—The wavefunction of a
single filled Landau level with Ne electrons on a disk is
given by χ1 =

∏Ne

i<j(zi − zj), where zi = xi + iyi are
complex coordinates, and we omitted a Gaussian factor.
At ν = 1, fundamental and Laughlin quasiholes coincide
and carry charge −e. They can be created by reducing
Ne or increasing the magnetic flux NΦ. In our analysis,
we fix Ne and introduce quasiholes or quasielectrons by
increasing or decreasingNΦ, respectively. Creating a hole
at the complex coordinate uA amounts to multiplying the
parent state χ1 by the factor

∏
i(zi − uA). Introducing

NQP of such excitations and placing them into a Laughlin
state yields a new descendant wavefunction

ΨCLQ({zi}) = χ1

Ne∏
i=1

NQP∏
A<B

∫
uA

(uA − zi)(u
∗
A − u∗B)

2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≡P ({zi})

. (1)

The polynomial factor P ({zi}) is holomorphic and sym-
metric in all its arguments. Moreover, it satisfies
P ({zi}) = P ({zi+a}) and thus describes a homogeneous
quantum Hall state on an infinite disk. On a sphere, one
replaces all differences zi − zj with appropriate spinor
coordinates [5].

The integral in Eq. (1) is non-zero only when the pow-
ers of u in the first term compensate for those of u∗ in
the second term. This requirement fixes the number of
quasiholes as NQP = Ne

2 + 1 for disk and sphere geom-
etry, which implies even Ne. Each Laughlin quasihole
is associated with one flux quantum. Together with the
Ne − 1 flux quanta of χ1, we obtain the total magnetic
flux of ΨCLQ = χ1P as NΦ,CLQ = 3

2Ne, identifying its
filling factor to be ν = 2

3 .

In the discussion so far, the parent state acted as a
mere spectator, and χ1 in Eq. (1) could be replaced by
any LLL trial state. In particular, it could be replaced
by ΨCLQ obtained from a previous CLQ generation. It-
erating the Laughlin-quasihole condensation in this way
yields a sequence of wavefunctions, Ψ(k)

CLQ = Ψ
(k−1)
CLQ P =

Ψ
(k−2)
CLQ PP = . . . = χ1P

k, at the magnetic flux

NΦ,CLQ =
2 + k

2
Ne − (1− k). (2)

The coefficient before Ne identifies the filling factor as
νCLQ = 2

2+k and the constant term the shift as SCLQ =
1 − k [51]. These are the quantum numbers of the non-
Abelian anti-Read-Rezayi (aRR) sequence [29], which re-
quires even Ne, consistent with our construction. Sur-
prisingly, the wavefunctions Ψ

(k)
CLQ for arbitrary k were

obtained using only Abelian ingredients at each step. Do
they still describe the non-Abelian phases as indicated
by ν and S?

To confirm the topological order of Ψ(k)
CLQ, we explicitly

express it as the particle-hole conjugate of a Read-Reazi
state. We begin by examining the kth power of the poly-
nomial P , i.e.,

P k =

Ne∏
i=1

k∏
σ=1

NQP∏
A

∫
uA,σ

(uA,σ − zi)

NQP∏
B<A

(u∗A,σ − u∗B,σ)
2.

(3)

Under the products over σ and A, the first term of the in-
tegrand is invariant under any permutation of the quasi-
hole coordinates uA,σ, including those with different σ.
Consequently, only the symmetric part of the second
term gives a non-zero contribution to the integral. The
symmetrization

S
k∏

σ=1

∏
A<B

(u∗A,σ − u∗B,σ)
2 = Ψ

(k)
bRR({u

∗}) (4)

yields the bosonic Read-Rezayi wavefunction at ν = k
2

[52–54], which is non-Abelian unless k = 1 or 4. Using
Eqs. (3) and (4), we now express Ψ

(k)
CLQ as the explicit

particle-hole conjugate [55] of a fermionic Read-Reazyi
wavefunction, i.e.,

Ψ
(k)
CLQ({z}) =

∫
{u}

χ1({z, u})
[
Ψ̃

(k)
RR({u})

]∗
. (5)

Here, χ1({z, u}) describes a ν = 1 state for all Ne+kNQP
coordinates zi and uA,σ. The fermionic Read-Rezayi
wavefunction in Eq. (5) only differs by a topologically
trivial factor |χ1|2 from the original Read-Rezayi wave-
function; see Appendix A. Consequently, sequential CLQ
at ν = 1 generates the non-Abelian aRR sequence.

This analytical result relies on a specific form of Ψ(k)
CLQ,

which exhibits an enhanced symmetry due to k identi-
cal factors of P . However, topological orders should be
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insensitive to microscopic details. In particular, we ex-
pect CLQ in any parent wavefunction realizing a given
phase to yield the same descendant topological order. To
test this expectation numerically, we analyzed CLQ us-
ing Eq. (1) with χ1 replaced by Jain’s composite-fermion
wavefunction for ν = 2

3 (k = 1) [48]. Similarly, for CLQ
in the anti-Pfaffian at ν = 1

2 (k = 2), we replaced χ1 by

ψaPf = PLLL(zi − zj)
2Pf

[
zi−zj

(z∗
i −z∗

j )
2

]
[56].

We obtained a Fock-space representation of the result-
ing Ψ

(k)
CLQ for k = 1, 2, 3 via a brute-force Monte-Carlo

approach, computing the overlaps with all many-body
basis states of Ne = 6 − 12 electrons in the LLL on a
sphere (see Appendix G for details). We then calculated
overlaps with level-k aRR states obtained using Jack-
polynomials [57]. In all cases, we find squared overlaps
above 98%; see Table I. Fig. 2 shows the corresponding
orbital entanglement spectra (OES) [58], whose low-lying
states follow the known counting of the aRR level-k topo-
logical order.

CLQ in general FQH states—We now generalize
Eq. (1) to condense Laughlin quasiholes of any single-
component parent state Ψ into a chosen FQH state. The
resulting wavefunction is

ΨCLQ({zi}) = Ψ({zi})
NQP∏
A=1

∫
uA

(uA − zi)Ψ
∗
QP({uA}),

(6)

where the pseudo-wavefunction ΨQP describes the state
formed by the anyons. When ΨQP is a bosonic hierarchy,
and Ψ is a Laughlin state, one recovers the Haldane hi-
erarchy of Ref. 5. To condense quasielectrons instead of
quasiholes, one must take the complex conjugate of the
integral in Eq. (6) and project the resulting wavefunction
to the LLL. A further generalization, where clusters of q
Laughlin quasiparticles are condensed by raising the fac-
tor (uα−zi) to the qth power, is discussed in Appendix E.

The number of charge-eΦ quasiparticles required to
form a homogenous FQH state isNQP = νQP(Ne+SQP),
where νQP and SQP are the filling factor and shift of ΨQP.
Each power of z corresponds to one flux quantum, which
implies

νCLQ =
ν

1± ννQP
, SCLQ = S ∓ SQPνQP , (7)

in a straightforward generalization of Ref. 5. The top
sign holds for quasihole condensation, and the bottom
sign is for quasielectrons.

According to these quantum numbers, successive
Laughlin quasielectron condensation at ν = 1

3 yields a
sequence of topological orders that mirrors Fig. 1. The
first two members of this sequence are the Abelian ν = 2

5
Jain state and the non-Abelian SU(2)2 state at ν = 1

2
[28]. We confirm this identification by numerically com-
puting the overlap between states obtained via any con-

TABLE I. Overlaps of CLQ wavefunctions Squared over-
laps of trial states obtained via CLQ with model wavefunc-
tions of the ν = 2

3
Jain state, ν = 1

2
anti-Pfaffian, and the

ν = 2
5

anti-Read-Rezayi state. For perspective, the squared
overlap between anti-Pfaffian and composite Fermi liquid with
Ne = 10 is 0.38(4±2).

|⟨Anyon condensation|Model wavefunction⟩|2

Jain state anti-Pfaffian anti-Read-Rezayi
Ne k = 1 (ν = 2

3
) k = 2 (ν = 1

2
) k = 3 (ν = 2

5
)

6 0.99643(0±1) 0.99034(8± 1) 0.9977(2±1)
8 0.9954(4±1) 0.990(6± 1) 0.99(6±5)
10 0.993(6±3) 0.98(1± 5) —
12 0.99(2± 6) — —

FIG. 2. Orbital entanglement spectra We show the OES
of Ψ(k)

CLQ with k = 1, 2, 3 for the largest electron numbers Ne

in Table II. Specifically, we compute the eigenvalues of the re-
duced density matrix for Ne/2 electrons, which all have pos-
itive angular momenta. At these particle numbers, the OES
are expected to match trivial sectors for Jain and anti-Pfaffian
states and the parafermion sector of anti-Read-Rezayi. The
pattern of low-lying states (indicated in blue) agrees with the
expectation for these topological orders.

densation and known SU(2)2 trial states, finding squared
overlaps above 0.98 for Ne ≤ 12.

Parton interpretation—To provide additional insights
into the origin of the non-Abelian topological orders, we
relate them to the ‘parton’ approach to FQH states [59].
This framework obtains FQH wavefunctions as the prod-
uct of integer quantum Hall wavefunctions χn describing
n filled Landau levels. In particular, the ν = 2

3 Jain
state is described by Ψparton

2/3 = PLLLχ
2
1χ

∗
2. Comparing it

to Eq. (1) with k = 1, we conclude that

P ({zi}) ∼ χ1χ
∗
2. (8)

The two sides of this equation are, of course, not identi-
cal. In particular, the left-hand side is holomorphic, while
the right-hand side is not. Still, they are expected to
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realize identical topological orders once multiplied with
a suitable wavefunction and projected to the LLL. The
polynomial P ({zi}) is already manifestly in the LLL and
represents a multiplicative factor that is independent of
the parent state. Using (8), we obtain

Ψ 2
2+k

≡ χ1P ({zj})k ∼ PLLLχ
1+k
1 (χ∗

2)
k , (9)

a known parton representation of the aRR states contain-
ing anti-holomorphic SU(2)k topological order [60, 61].

We now consider Eq. (6) for cases where the pseudo-
wavefunction Ψ∗

QP describes a bosonic Jain state at
νQP = n−1

n . Following the same logic as in the previ-
ous example, we conjecture that

NQP∏
α=1

∫
uA

(uA − zi)χ1({u∗A})χn({u∗A}) ∼ χ∗
n+1χ1 (10)

holds irrespective of a specific trial state it multiplies. For
the cases where the resulting wavefunction is Abelian,
this equivalence was established explicitly in Ref. [62].
The validity of this identity—which we have not proven
in general—would imply that any parton state can be
obtained by successive condensation of Abelian anyons
based on Laughlin states.

Relation to field theoretical anyon condensation— It
is illuminating to view our results in the context of two
field-theoretical techniques. The K-matrix approach de-
veloped in Ref. [25] is restricted to Abelian parent topo-
logical orders and results in Abelian descendants. To
reconcile it with our findings, we note a crucial differ-
ence between the two approaches: The explicit anyon
condensation yields single-component wavefunctions an-
tisymmetric in all coordinates. In contrast, K-matrices
generically translate into multi-component states. It is
well known that (anti-)symmetrizing a wavefunction can
change its topological order, e.g., Eq. (4). Our analyti-
cal expression in Eq. (5) made explicit use of this rela-
tion, which suggests single-component-ness as the origin
of non-Abelian statistics.

Ref. 46 developed a novel perspective on quantum
Hall hierarchies that captures arbitrary topological or-
ders. There, hierarchical states are obtained by stacking
a second FQH state with a different filling factor onto
the parent. A charge-neutral bosonic quasiparticle con-
structed by combining anyons of the two layers is then
identified and condensed.

Obtaining a half-filled state from a parent ν = 1
3

Laughlin state requires stacking with νStack = 1
6 . In the

spirit of the present article, we choose an Abelian state,
specifically the strong-pairing state described by K = 24.
Combining an elementary quasiparticle of the Laughlin
state with an e/3 excitation of the strong pairing state
yields a neutral fermion ψ. Being a fermion, ψ can only
condense in pairs. The statement ⟨ψ2⟩ ≠ 0 does not fully

characterize the resulting phase, which additionally re-
quires the specification of its Symmetry Protected Topo-
logical (SPT) nature. Depending on this choice, the re-
sulting half-filled state is either Abelian or non-Abelian.

We conjecture that the wave-function-based approach
naturally selects a non-trivial SPT with an odd Chern
number due to its single-component nature. By contrast,
the K-matrix approach corresponds to an even Chern
number. It would be interesting to understand how this
choice of SPT can be changed in either approach, but
such an analysis is beyond the scope of the present study.

Discussion—We have demonstrated at the level of ex-
plicit wavefunctions that the condensation of Abelian
Laughlin quasiparticles can generate non-Abelian topo-
logical orders. In particular, we analytically established
the emergence of the anti-Read-Rezayi state by sequen-
tially condensing Laughlin quasiholes of a parent ν = 1
state. Our numerical results show that the topological
phase of the descendent is insensitive to the microscopic
details of the parent or the specific implementation of
CLQ. Based on these findings, we conjecture that the
topological phase described by the product of two wave-
functions is determined solely by its contituents’ topolog-
ical orders.

In particular, we observe that, according to Eq. (7),
CLQ at ν = 3

5 leads to a state with ν = 6
13 ,S = −2—the

same quantum numbers as a Levin-Halperin daughter of
the anti-Pfaffian [42]. Similarly, CLQ at ν = 3

7 yields a
daughter of the SU(2)2 [44, 45]. These phases were orig-
inally accessed by condensation of non-Abelian anyons.
Obtaining them via Abelian CLQ suggests an underlying
structure that could potentially be used as a shortcut to
descendants of other non-Abelian states.

Our findings have interesting ramifications for two fa-
mous FQH states in the SLL of GaAs. The ν = 2 + 1

2
plateau is thought to be non-Abelian, with numerical
studies indicating Moore-Read or anti-Pfaffian orders.
CLQ in these two states yields the two most prominent
non-Abelian candidates at ν = 2 + 2

5 . Firstly, the k = 3
aRR state, and secondly, the Bonderson-Slingerland state
[41]. This concurrence suggests a more detailed look into
these phases, in particular, the energetics favoring either
one. Additionally, the experimental evidence of a differ-
ent ν = 2 + 1

2 topological order [63, 64] suggests even
richer possibilities and a potentially interesting role of
the disorder [65].

More generally, the observed plateaus in the LLL and
SLL of GaAS are consistent with the condensation of
fundamental and Laughlin quasiparticles, respectively.
Could the different energetics of either quasiparticle type
in the two Landau levels explain the realized FQH states?
In particular, this hypothesis would predict that Laughlin
quasiparticles are more prominent in the SLL and fun-
damental quasiparticles in the LLL. This property could
be tested numerically or in experiments sensitive to the
charge of individual quasiparticles.
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Appendix A: Analytic derivation of CLQ and aRR
equivalence.

In the main text, we used Eqs. (3) and (4) to express
Ψ

(k)
CLQ as the particle-hole conjugate of a fermionic aRR

state. Explicitly, we found

Ψ
(k)
CLQ({zi}) ≡ P kχ1

=

∫
{u}

χ1({z})
kNQP∏
α=1

Ne∏
i=1

(uα − zi)Ψ
(k)
bRR({u

∗}) ,
(A1)

where Ψ
(k)
bRR denotes the bosonic RR state, and we use a

single index α to combine (A, σ) of the main text. We
note that the first two terms are missing the factor of
χ1({u}) from being an integer quantum Hall wavefunc-
tion

χ1({z, u}) ≡
∏
α<β

(uα − uβ)
∏
i<j

(zi − zj)
∏
α,i

(uα − zi) .

(A2)

Hence, to bring Eq. (A1) into the form of a particle-hole
conjugation [55], we multiply and divide the integrand
by χ1({u}) and express Ψ

(k)
CLQ succinctly as

Ψ
(k)
CLQ({zi}) =

∫
{u}

χ1({z, u})
Ψ

(k)
bRR({u∗})
χ1({u})

. (A3)

The factor χ1({z, u}) is holomorphic, i.e., it contains only
contributions from the LLL. Consequently, only the LLL
component of the second half of the integrand gives a
non-zero contribution and the explicit LLL projecting of
the second term does not change the value of the integral

Ψ
(k)
CLQ({zi}) =

∫
{u}

χ1({z, u})PLLL

[
Ψ

(k)
bRR({u∗})
χ1({u})

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≡Ψ̃
(k)
RR({u∗})

.

(A4)
Projection is defined in the standard way through an ex-
pansion in Slater determinants ΨI(u

∗) spanning the LLL,
i.e.,

Ψ̃
(k)
RR({u

∗}) = PLLL

[
Ψ

(k)
bRR({u∗})
χ1({u})

]

=
∑
I

ΨI({u∗})
∫
v

ΨI({v})
Ψ

(k)
bRR({v∗})
χ1({v})

.

(A5)

Notice that the integrals are non-singular. The function
Ψ̃

(k)
RR differs from the original Read-Rezayi wavefunction,

Ψ
(k)
RR({u

∗}) ≡ Ψ
(k)
bRR({u

∗})χ1({u∗}), (A6)

by a factor |χ1|2 (before projection), which does not affect
topological properties.
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Appendix B: From Laughlin ν = 1
3

to ν = 1
2

SU(2)2—an explicit construction

The main text focuses on non-Abelian topological or-
ders arising from the consecutive condensation of Laugh-
lin quasiholes. Here, we provide an explicit example of
analogous physics in the case of quasielectron conden-
sation. We employ conformal field theory techniques to
demonstrate that the successive condensation of Laugh-
lin quasielectrons at ν = 1

3 yields first the ν = 2
5 Jain

and second the ν = 1
2 SU(2)2 order. The first step repro-

duces the known results of Ref. [67] using the framework
of Ref. [68]. Further technical details can be found in
Refs. [67, 69] whose conventions we adopt.

Quasielectron condensation at ν = 1
3 The Laughlin

state at ν = 1
3 , ΨLaughlin =

∏
i<j(zi − zj)

3, can be ex-
pressed as the correlation function of holomorphic vertex
operators V (z), i.e.,

ΨLaughlin = ⟨
N∏
j=1

V (zj)⟩ . (B1)

The conventional choice is V (z) = ei
√
3ϕ(z), with a chi-

ral boson ϕ(z) satisfying ⟨eiαϕ(z)eiαϕ(w)⟩ ∝ (z − w)α
2

.
However, for anyon condensation, it is more convenient
to instead factorize the vertex operator into a flux at-
taching factor ei

√
2ϕ(z) and a composite fermion factor

eiϕ1(z), where ϕ1 is a second chiral boson with the same
correlation function as ϕ. We denote this modified vertex
operator by

V (1,+)(z) ≡ ei
√
2ϕ(z)eiϕ1(z), (B2)

which can be equivalently used in Eq. (B1).
The vertex operator of the Laughlin quasihole can be

written as

HL(u) = eiϕ1(u)e−iϕ2(u). (B3)

When quasiholes are inserted into the correlator
⟨V (1,+)(z1)V

(1,+)(z2) . . .⟩, the first exponential yields the
(zi − uA) factor of Eq. (1) in the main text. The second
exponential ensures that the (uA − uB) factor appears
with the second power, allowing us to use bosonic pseudo-
wavefunctions, as in the main text.

Quasielectrons are more subtle. Naively representing
them as inverse quasiholes, H−1(u), leads to singularities
in the wavefunction. Ref. [67, 70] resolved this problem
by defining the action of a regularized inverse hole as

⟨H−1(u)V . . . V︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ne

⟩ ≡
Ne∑
α=1

(−1)αf(zα − u)⟨V ′(zα)V . . . V︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ne−1

⟩

(B4)

where f(zα−u) is a Gaussian factor (up to a phase) and

V ′(z) = ∂z : H−1V : (z). (B5)

The derivative is necessary to obtain a non-vanishing
result and reflects the need to promote one composite
fermion into a higher Λ level when reducing the flux, thus
leading to an additional factor z̄ ∼ ∂z. For the Laughlin
state, the altered vertex operator is given by

V (2,+)(z) = ∂z : H−1V (1,+) : (z) = ∂ze
i
√
2ϕ(z)eiϕ2(z).

(B6)

A surprising benefit is that the integration over
the quasielectron coordinates can now be performed
analytically—the Gaussian factors combined with the ex-
ponential factors from the Landau levels become the low-
est Landau level delta functions, and the integration be-
comes a simple summation over all possible permutations
of attaching the NQP holes to the Ne electrons. For
NQP = Ne/2 [71] quasiparticles, one recovers the well-
known ν = 2

5 hierarchy/Jain state:

Ψ2/5 = A⟨V (1,+) . . . V (1,+)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ne/2

V (2,+) . . . V (2,+)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ne/2

⟩ (B7)

where A denotes antisymmetrization. The antisym-
metrization can be incorporated by imposing anti-
commutation relations of the vertex operators [69].

By combining both vertex operators into a single elec-
tron operator,

Ve(z) = (eiϕ1(z) + ∂eiϕ2(z))ei
√
2ϕ(z)., (B8)

the ν = 2
5 wavefunction can be succinctly expressed as

a single correlator, in complete analogy to the Laughlin
state

Ψ2/5 = ⟨
N∏
j=1

Ve(zj)⟩. (B9)

Laughlin quasielectron condensation at ν = 2
5 The

ν = 2
5 state supports two fundamental quasiholes,

H1(u) = eiϕ1(u) and H2(u) = eiϕ2(u), whose combina-
tion is the Laughlin quasihole:

HL(u) = H1(u)H2(u). (B10)

Condensing the quasielectron connected to H2 [72] yields
the standard hierarchy state at filling ν = 3/7 [67].

We instead choose to condense the Laughlin quasielec-
tron by inserting NQP = Ne

2 inverse quasiholes into as in
Eq. (B4). Using Eq. (B5) for each of the electron opera-
tors V (1,+) and V (2,+), we obtain

V (2,−)(z) = ∂z : H−1
L V (1,+) : (z) = ∂ze

i
√
2ϕ(z)e−iϕ2(z) ,

V (1,−)(z) = ∂z : H−1
L V (2,+) : (z) = ∂2ze

i
√
2ϕ(z)e−iϕ1(z).

(B11)
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Up to derivatives, the four electron operators are given by
V (j,±)(z) ∼ ei

√
2ϕ(z)e±iϕj(z), with ei

√
2ϕ(z) representing a

common flux-attachment factor.
As in the ν = 1

3 case, the integral over quasielectron co-
ordinates can be readily evaluated and cancels the Gaus-
sian factors f(zi − uα). The resulting wavefunction is
given by

Ψ1/2 =

NQP∑
n=0

A⟨V (1,+) . . . V (1,+)︸ ︷︷ ︸
n

V (2,−) . . . V (2,−)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ne/2−n

× V (2,+) . . . V (2,+)︸ ︷︷ ︸
NQP−n

V (1,−) . . . V (1,)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ne/2−NQP+n

⟩ (B12)

The Ne/2 operators in the first line correspond to the
first term in Eq. (B7); the operators V (2,−) are obtained
from V (1,+) by fusion with inverse quasiholes, Eq. (B11).
Similarly, the Ne/2 operators in the second line corre-
spond to the second term in Eq. (B7). The total number
of quasielectrons, and consequently of V (i,−) operators,
is fixed to NQP and we are summing all possibilities of
distributing them in the first line (n) and second line
(NQP − n).

The explicit antisymmetrization can again be avoided
by introducing a single electron operator that generalizes
Eq. (B13), i.e.

Ve = [eiϕ1 + 2∂ cosϕ2 + ∂2e−iϕ1 ]ei
√
2ϕ. (B13)

The three operators in Ve

ψ−1 = ei
√
2ϕeiϕ1 ,

ψ0 =
√
2ei

√
2ϕ cosϕ2, (B14)

ψ+1 = ei
√
2ϕe−iϕ1 ,

form a spin-1 representation of SU(2). Specifically we
use spin-1 matrices Sx, Sy, Sz to define the chiral spin
currents

J⃗ =: ψ†
i S⃗ijψj : ψ = (ψ+, ψ0, ψ−) , (B15)

which satisfy the SU(2)2 Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW)
algebra. Ref. [69] showed that the correlation function
of the vertex operators in Eq. (B13) yields the SU(2)2
parton state, i.e.,

Ψ1/2 = ⟨
Ne∏
i=1

Ve(zi)⟩ = PLLLχ
2
2χ1. (B16)

Without introducing any additional assumptions, we
have thus found that Laughlin pseudo-electron conden-
sation at the Abelian ν = 2

5 Jain state leads to the non-
Abelian SU(2)2 topological order.

Appendix C: Statistics, monodromies and
pseudo-wavefunctions

The quasiparticles of FQH states obey anyonic ex-
change statistics. In the Abelian case, the exchange of
two quasiparticles changes the phase of the many-body
wavefunction by a fraction of 2π, e.g., π

3 in the ν = 1
3

Laughlin state. The anyonic statistics of quasiparticles
are, however, not immediately apparent from the wave-
function. The wavefunction of an FQH state with two
Laughlin quasiholes at uA, uB is

Ψα
uA,uB

({z}) = Ψ({z})(uA − uB)
α
∏
i

(zi − uA)(zi − uB).

(C1)

The parameter α can be chosen arbitrarily and deter-
mines the monodromy—the manifest behavior of Ψ un-
der the exchange of uA, uB . It does not, however, affect
the exchange statistics, which are given by the sum of the
monodromy and a Berry phase. Different choices of α af-
fect the monodromy and Berry phase without changing
their sum.

In the context of anyon condensation, the monodromy
can again be chosen freely but must match the pseudo-
wavefunction. In the main text and Appendix B, we
chose α = 0, for which the pseudo-wavefunctions are
bosonic. Still, fermionic, α = 1, or even anyonic 0 <
α < 1 monodromies are equally possible [24]. For non-
zero α, Eq.(1) from the main text must be modified to

Ψα
CLQ({zi})

= χ1

Ne∏
i=1

NQP∏
A<B

∫
uA

(uA − zi)(uA − uB)
α(u∗A − u∗B)

2+α.

(C2)

Two different choices of the monodromy α, α′ differ
by a factor

∏
A<B |uA − uB |2(α−α′) under the integral.

Ref. [62] argued that such factors cannot change the topo-
logical properties of the descendant state.

Appendix D: SU(2)2 states at ν = 1
2

In the main text, we argued that sequentially condens-
ing Laughing quasielectrons at the ν = 1

3 Laughlin state
yields SU(2)k topological orders at ν = 2

6−k . The k ≥ 2
members of this sequence are non-Abelian, except k = 4.
To test the accuracy of this construction, we compare
overlaps of the k = 2 state

Ψ
(2)
CLQ = PLLL

χ2χ
2
1

Ne∏
i=1

NQP∏
A<B

∫
uA

(u∗A − z∗i )(uA − uB)
2


(D1)



10

TABLE II. The squared overlaps of sequential Laughlin
quasiparticle condensation Ψ

(2)
CLQ with the parton wavefunc-

tion ΨSU(2)2 of Eq. (D2) and the composite fermion ΨCF-FW

of Eq. (D3). f -wave state. For comparison, the overlap with
CFL is 0.786(9±3) for Ne = 10.

|⟨Ψ(2)
CLQ|Ψ⟩|2

Ne ΨSU(2)2 ΨCF-FW Ψ
(2)
CQC

8 0.9918(2±1) 0.9676(0±1) 0.9993(5±1)
10 0.972(1±3) 0.935(7±3) 0.968(4±3)
12 0.98±0.01 0.95±0.01 0.8(7±4)

with two known trial states for the SU(2)2 phase. Firstly,
the parton wavefunction

ΨSU(2)2 = PLLLχ
2
2χ1 (D2)

and secondly, the composite-fermion state of Ref. 56 with
‘single composite-fermion’ projection into the LLL, i.e.

ΨCF-FW = Psingle
LLL Pf

[
(zi − zj)

2

(z∗i − z∗j )
3

]
χ2
1. (D3)

The wavefunctions in Eqs. (D2) and (D3) differ micro-
scopically but describe the same topological phase. Their
squared overlap at Ne = 14 is above 0.98(5±1) [73].

In addition, we computed Ψ
(2)
CQC by condensing pairs

of Laughlin quasielectrons, i.e.,

Ψ
(2)
CQC = PLLL

χ3
1

Ne∏
i=1

NQP∏
A<B

∫
uA

(u∗A − z∗i )
2(uA − uB)

4

 .
(D4)

The wavefunctions resulting from both types of con-
densation are very similar; see Table II.

Appendix E: Cluster condensation

FIG. 3. Sequence of states obtained by the consecutive con-
densation of Laughlin quasiparticles in ν = 1

3
and ν = 1

states. Condensing clusters of k Laughlin quasiparticles,
Eq. (E1), realizes the same phases as k consecutive conden-
sations of individual ones.

In the main text, we mentioned that Eq. (6), leading
to a sequence of states in Fig. 3, can be further general-
ized to allow for the condensation of quasiparticle clusters
(CQC). The resulting wavefunction is

Ψ
(k)
CQC({zi}) = Ψ({zi})

NQP∏
A=1

∫
uA

(uA − zi)
kΨ∗

QP({uA})︸ ︷︷ ︸
Pk({z})

,

(E1)

The number of charge-keΦ quasiparticle clusters required
to form a homogenous FQH state is NQP = νQP(qNe +
SQP), where νQP and SQP are the filling factor and shift
of ΨQP. Each cluster corresponds to k flux quanta. Con-
sequently, we find

νCQC =
ν

1± k2ννQP
, SCQC = S ∓ kSQPνQP .

(E2)

For the case where the clusters from the ν = 1
2k Laughlin

states, these expressions simplify to

ν
(Laughlin)
CQC =

ν

1± kν/2
, S(Laughlin)

CQC = S ∓ k . (E3)

These quantum numbers coincide with those obtained by
k-fold consecutive CLQ discussed in the main text. It is
thus tempting to assume

Pk({z}) ∼ P k({z}) (E4)

and reinterpret Eq. (5) as condensation of k-quasiparticle
clusters into νQP = 1

2k states. Such a picture aligns
with the original construction of the Read-Rezayi states
using k electron clusters. However, we caution that
Ψ

(k)
CQC({zi}) does not always describe a stable wavefunc-

tion.
To understand this assertion, consider sampling from

the wavefunction in Eq. (E1) for Ψ =
∏

i<j(zi − zj)
m

using its probability density |Ψ(Laughlin)
CQC |2 as statistical

weight. The resulting N + 2NQP dimensional integral is
of the form∫

zi

∫
uA

∫
ũÃ

(zi − uA)
k(z∗i − ũÃ)

k|zi − zj |2m . . . (E5)

This structure resembles a three-component Halperin
state [6]. When the inter-species correlations (here
given the exponent k) are stronger than the intra-species
correlations (2m), the integral is dominated by non-
homogenous contributions [74, 75] where particles of the
same species coalesce in a particular region of space. The
property is referred to as an instability of the wavefunc-
tion to phase separation. In Eq. (E5), we expect phase
separation to occur when k > 2m.

We tested this behavior numerically for CQC in a ν = 1
state, i.e., the case m = 1 in Eq. (E5). For the conden-
sation of hole pairs with charge 2e (k = 2), we found
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FIG. 4. The OES of the wave functions Ψ(k)
CQC({zi}) obtained

by condensing k = 2 or k = 3 quasiparticle clusters of a ν = 1
IQH state according to Eq. (E1). The particle number is
Ne = 8 in both cases and quasiparticle clusters are condensed
into ν = 1

2k
states. For k = 2, the OES reflects anti-Pfaffian

topological order. The k = 3 state exhibits phase separation,
and its OES resembles that of Refs. [76, 77].

FIG. 5. The density-density correlation function G(θ) of
Ψ

(3)
CQC, resulting from k = 3 cluster condensation at ν = 1,

exhibits phase separating behavior. When particles bunch up
on the opposite poles of the sphere, the probability of finding
a particle separated by θ ≈ π is large, reflected by a peak
in G(θ ≈ π). A similar peak develops at small θ; however,
the fermionic nature of wavefunction demands G(θ = 0) = 0;
hence, the peak is less pronounced. By contrast, the standard
density-density correlation function is normalized to oscillate
around 1 for large θ, e.g., for sequential condensation (CLQ)
and model anti-Read-Rezayi states. The particle numbers are
Ne = 8 for all three wave functions.

a stable wavefunction describing the anti-Pfaffian order.
Its overlaps squared of 0.44(5 ± 2) at Ne = 8 is smaller
than for consecutive condensation, but the OES exhibits
the same counting; see Fig. 4. By contrast, condensing
hole triplets with charge 3e (k = 3) at ν = 1 does not
lead to a stable FQH wavefunction but leads to phase-
separating behavior; see Figs. 4 and 5.

We attribute the comparatively weak overlap at k = 2
to its being on the verge of instability. Indeed, replac-

ing Ψ with a ν = 1
3 (m = 3) Laughlin state and con-

densing quasielectron pairs with charge 2
3e (k = 2) yields

SU(2)2 states whose overlaps with the corresponding par-
ton states exceed 99% at Ne ≤ 10.

Appendix F: Bonderson-Slingerland state

Bonderson and Slingerland proposed that the ν = 2+ 2
5

state can be understood by CLQ of paired states at
half-filling [41]. Their affectionately named ‘BS-state’ is,
in the simplest case, constructed by condensed Laugh-
lin quasiholes of the Moore-Read state (p − ip pairing).
Ref. [41] proposed trial wavefunctions and argued that
they have the same non-Abelian content as the parent
state.

In contrast, we have shown that CLQ at two other
half-filled states – the anti-Pfaffian (f + if pairing) and
the SU(2)2 state (f − if pairing) – does not preserve
the non-Abelian content. As we demonstrated, Laugh-
lin quasihole condensation in the anti-Pfaffian generates
an enhanced non-Abelian topological order. Conversely,
Laughlin quasihole condensation for SU(2)2 leads to an
Abelian state. Remarkably, the CLQ in paired quantum
Hall states has qualitatively different outcomes for differ-
ent pairing channels.

We substantiate these assertions with numerical simu-
lations. The BS wavefunction for anti-Pfaffian pairing

ΨExact
BS-APf = PLLLPf

[
zi − zj

(z∗i − z∗j )
2

]
χ3
1χ−2 (F1)

exhibits a large overlap with the aRR model wavefunction
obtained by Jack polynomials, see Tab. III. We used two
projection methods: the exact projection, where PLLL
acts on the wavefunction as a whole, and single CF pro-
jection. In the latter case, we first split the wavefunction

ΨSingle
BS-APf = PLLL

[
Pf

[
zi − zj

(z∗i − z∗j )
2

]
χ2
1

]
PLLL

[
χ−2χ

2
1

]
χ−1
1 ,

(F2)

TABLE III. Overlap of the BS-aPf wavefunction Eq. (F1)
and Eq. (F2) with the model anti-Read-Rezayi state. For
comparison, we compute overlap with the parton aRR state
ΨSU(2)−3

= χ3
−2χ

4
1 projected exactly and via single-CF pro-

jection [61].

Ne 6 8 10

ΨExact
BS-APf 0.98773(7±1) 0.977(4±1) 0.93(1±1)

ΨSingle
BS-APf 0.96166(4±1) 0.938(7±1) 0.90(6±3)

ΨExact
SU(2)−3

0.91390(4±1) 0.946(1±2) —

ΨSingle
SU(2)−3

0.84069(9±1) 0.781(4±1) —
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FIG. 6. The OES of BS with anti-Pfaffian pairing Eq. (F1) and the anti-Read-Rezayi wavefunctions with Ne = 10 electrons.
The system is cut into two subsystems with the smallest containing NA = 4, 5 electrons and LA = 10 − 13 states. In blue,
we mark dashes representing the counting expected for anti-Read-Rezayi that takes into account finite-size effects. In purple,
we mark the universal counting expected for the anti-Read-Rezayi topological order unaffected by the finite system size. The
topological sectors, marked with background shading and signed in the top left corner, are invariant under the change of the
cut that preserves the number of holes LA −NA.

and project anti-Pfaffian and Jain- 23 wavefunctions sep-
arately, as in Refs. 56, 78–81 using Ref. 82 for efficient
evaluation of Pfaffians. The two projections agree well,
with the exact projection yielding a slightly larger over-
lap.

We further show that their entanglement spectra
match, including the topological sector’s on the angular
momentum LA defining the partition into two subsys-
tems. We recall that the entanglement spectra count-
ing matches the specturm of the edge modes. On the
edge of the RR state, electrons are created by the op-
erator ψ†

e = ψ1e
i
√

5
3ϕ, which contains a Z3 parafermion

mode [29]. The fusion rules

ψ1 × ψ1 = ψ2, ψ1 × ψ2 = I (F3)

imply that the systems with NA mod 3 = 0 electrons
subsystem A are in a trivial topological sector (convo-
luted with U(1) sector from a charge mode) with the
counting 1, 1, 3, 6, 12, 21, 39, 64, . . . Otherwise, the system
belongs to either the ψ1 or ψ2 sectors for which the count-
ing is 1, 2, 5, 9, 18, 31, 55, 90, . . .

The OES for the particle-hole conjugate states is iden-
tical, up to a reversal of the angular momentum. The
counting (topological sector) of the OES of a particle-
like state is determined by the number of electrons in
a subsystem NA; the subsystem size, LA, only affects

finite-size corrections. In contrast, for a hole conjugate
state, the counting is determined by the number of elec-
tron holes in a subsystem, LA − NA. The OES of BS-
APf exhibits the latter behavior, e.g., the counting of
[LA, NA] = [13, 5] is identical to [12, 4]; see Fig. 6. We
find that the counting is Z3 periodic in LA −NA as ex-
pected for the aRR state. For instance, for [13, 4], nine
electron holes, each carrying ψ1, fuse into a trivial topo-
logical sector with the counting 1,1,3; similarly to the six
electron-hole of [11,5] and [10,4].

Appendix G: Complexity of quantum Hall Monte
Carlo studies

Monte Carlo simulations are widely used in quantum
Hall studies [83]; see also Ref. [48] for a pedagogical ex-
position. Their key advantage over exact methods is its
polynomial scaling of computation time with system size
for a fixed error tolerance, placing it in the bounded-error
probabilistic polynomial time (BPP) complexity class.

As we now show, the Monte Carlo algorithm for the
condensation wavefunctions Eq. (6) is, in fact, expo-
nentially complex. The error E ∼ S/V scales as the
ratio of sampling points S to the phase space volume
V . Since the wavefunction does not change significantly
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on scales much smaller than the inter-particle spacing
r0, the phase space volume for a spherical geometry is
V = (4πR2)Ne ∝ NNe

e , where R =
√
Ner0/2. Naively,

this reasoning would suggest that achieving a given tol-
erance requires NNe

e ∼ 2Ne logNe sampling points, mak-
ing Monte Carlo factorially complex— almost as slow as
exact methods, which scale exponentially ∼ 2N

2
e . The

dimension of the Lz = 0 Hilbert space H of Ne fermions
in Nϕ = Ne +Nh ∝ ν−1Ne states (Nh is the number of
holes) is given by the number of integer partitions inside
a rectangle, i.e., dimH = NNeNh

2

(Ne, Nh). Ref. [84] de-
rived its asymptotic behavior Nh, Ne → ∞. Introducing
A ≡ ν−1 − 1 ∼ Nh

Ne
, they showed that for ν < 1

2

NNeNh
2

(Ne, Nh) ∼
√
3

πA

1

N2
e

[
(A+ 1)A+1

AA

]N2
e

. (G1)

In particular, at half-filling the Hilbert space growth as
dimH ∼

√
3

πN2
e
4N

2
e .

However, in most cases, we are interested in fermionic
or bosonic wavefunctions that are fully anti-/symmetric
in all Ne coordinates. Each wavefunction evaluation pro-
vides values at Ne! points. This factorial growth in sam-
pled points approximately cancels the factorial growth of
the phase space, resulting in an overall polynomial scal-
ing.

We now examine the integrals required to compute the
overlap of ΨCLQ({zi}) with a different fermionic wave-

function Ψ({zi}), i.e.,

⟨Ψ|ΨCLQ⟩ =
Ne∏
i=1

NQP∏
A=1

∫
zi

∫
uA

(G2)

×

[
Ψ∗({z})χ1({z})(uA − zi)

k
∏
B>A

(u∗A − u∗B)
2k

]
.

(G3)

The integrand is symmetric under permutations within
{zi} and {ua} separately. Each evaluation thus provides
Ne!NQP! sampling points, while the phase space volume
scales as (Ne +NQP)

Ne+NQP ∼ (Ne +NQP)!. Compared
to a fully antisymmetric wavefunction with Ne + NQP
electrons, achieving the same precision requires a fac-
tor of

(
Ne+NQP

Ne

)
more evaluations. Consequently, we

cannot compute these explicit wavefunctions in Eq. (6)
for particle numbers beyond typical exact diagonaliza-
tion limits. The same argument applies to the particle-
hole conjugate states [85]. Indeed, ΨCLQ in Eq. (6) for
k = 1 is the particle-hole conjugation of ΨQP({uA}) when
Ψ({zi} = χ1({zi}).

1. Brute force Monte Carlo

In all of our calculations, we represent the wavefunc-
tion ΨCLQ in a second quantized form by computing its
overlaps with many-body Slater determinants ΨI

CI = ⟨ΨI |ΨCLQ⟩. (G4)

These overlaps are obtained by evaluating the integral
in Eq. (G2) over Ne + NQP coordinates using standard
Monte Carlo methods. After computing the second quan-
tized representation

|ΨCLQ⟩ =
∑
I

CI |ΨI⟩, (G5)

we project the state to the L = 0 subspace to reduce
numerical noise [86].
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