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A successful probing of the neutral Majorana mode in recent thermal Hall conductivity measurements
opines in favor of the particle-hole symmetric Pfaffian (PH-Pf) topological order, contrasting the theoretical
predictions of Pfaffian or anti-Pfaffian phases. Here we report a reentrant anomalous quantized phase that is
found to be gapped in the thermodynamic limit, distinct from the conventional Pfaffian, anti-Pfaffian, or
PH-Pf phases, at an intermediate strength of Landau level mixing. Our proposed wave function consistent
with the PH-Pf shift in spherical geometry rightly captures the topological order of this phase, as its overlap
with the exact ground state is very high and it reproduces low-lying entanglement spectra. A unique
topological order, irrespective of the flux shifts, found for this phase, possibly corroborates the
experimentally found topological order.
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The discovery [1] of the fractional quantum Hall effect in
an even denominator filling factor 5=2 way back in 1987
had surprised the entire physics community. The first
significant understanding of the possibility of this state
had been put forward by Moore and Read (MR) through a
unique proposal [2] of the Pfaffian (Pf) wave function,
which was later interpreted [3] as a chiral p-wave pairing of
the composite fermions [4,5] owing to their effective
attractive interactions [6] in the second Landau level.
Consequently, a flurry of new experimental techniques
(See Ref. [7] for a review) were developed for realizing
exotic properties of this state such as quasiparticle charge,
non-Abelian braiding statistics of the quasiparticles, and
Majorana edge modes. On the other hand, subsequent
proposals [8,9] of the anti-Pfaffian (A-Pf) which is topo-
logically distinct from Pf yet degenerate for any two-body
interaction, makes the issue intriguing for understanding
the true nature of the state. However, the Landau-level
mixing (LLM), which is important for the second and
higher Landau level quantum Hall states, generates three-
body interaction [10–13] that breaks [14] this degeneracy.
A topologically distinct phase, namely, the particle-hole
symmetric Pfaffian (PH-Pf) as the s-wave pairing of the
Dirac composite fermions is also proposed [15], giving rise
to yet another competing non-Abelian topological phase in
the list for the same state. A PH-Pf-like instability in favor
of the Dirac composite fermions with a greater mass arising
due to LLM has also been proposed [16] in a gauge theory.
The verdict of the numerical studies [17–21] based on

the LLM is possibly in favor of the A-Pf phase over the Pf
phase. Both these topological phases and also the PH-Pf
phase host the Majorana edge modes whose presence can
be probed as half-integral thermal Hall conductance
along the edge. These phases are, however, distinguishable

because the respective predicted values of thermal Hall
conductances [22,23] are 3=2, 7=2, and 5=2 in the unit of
G0 ¼ π2k2BT=ð3hÞ. In contrast to the theoretical expect-
ation [17–22], the recent thermal Hall conductance and
shot-noise measurements [23,24] are consistent with the
PH-Pf phase. For reconciling this, several probable scenar-
ios have been proposed in the literature such as non-
equilibration [22] of the thermal Majorana mode and
subsequent proposals of partial equilibration of anti-
Pfaffian edge [25–27], formation of puddles of Pf and
A-Pf phases [28–30], and stabilization of PH-Pf due to
disorder [28,31–33]. However, no general consensus has
yet been achieved and thus the 5=2 state remains enigmatic.
Moreover, whereas the 5=2 state in GaAs is typically
observed [1,10,11,23,24,34–39] in the range of 12–1 Tesla
magnetic field which amounts to the LLM parameter
κ ¼ 0.7–2.5, the theoretical studies [17–20] have been
performed for κ ≲ 1 only. Also, a topological phase
transition from a quantum Hall state to an unquantized
state in the vicinity of κ ∼ 0.7–1 followed by a hint of a new
quantized phase for Pf shift has been found [19] by the
numerical calculation of the lowest excitation energies and
entanglement entropy. However, the latter phase has not
been explored further due to the lack of its understanding in
terms of the MR wave function [2] ΨMR or its particle-hole
conjugate [8,9] wave function Ψphc

MR.
Here we perform exact diagonalization of the Coulomb

Hamiltonian corrected with LLM of strength κ separately at
Pf, A-Pf, and PH-Pf flux shifts for few-electron systems (up
to N ¼ 16) in spherical geometry and determine overlaps
of the exact ground states at different κ values if the
corresponding ground states are found at total angular
momentum L ¼ 0. It amazingly shows (generic to all the
shifts) clear segregation of two distinct quantum Hall
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phases formed at low and a moderate range of κ separated
by an unquantized (ground state at L ≠ 0) regime in the
vicinity of κ ∼ 0.7. Whereas the overlaps of the ground
states for intraphase κ values are nearly unity, it is
negligible for interphase κ values. A finite excitation gap
for a pair of quasiparticle and quasihole in the thermody-
namic limit for the phase at moderate-κ suggests it to be a
quantized phase. The entanglement spectra (ES) for this
quantized phase shows an entanglement gap with the
number of edge state counting as 1-1-2-2 (up to the
resolution obtained in finite systems). Further, the ES for
all the three flux shifts at this moderate-κ anomalous phase
(A phase) has a high degree of resemblance, signifying a
unique topological order which is independent of these
shifts. We propose a trial wave function ΨA for this
anomalous A phase. As its flux shift matches with PH-
Pf shift, we determine the overlap of it with the exact
ground state at PH-Pf shift and found to be very high.
Moreover, the low-lying ES for ΨA is consistent with the
same for the exact state and hence can be considered as
representative for the true topological order of theA phase.
We further analyze the topological properties of ΨA
including the Majorana mode governing 2.5G0 thermal
Hall conductance. Therefore, the A phase can possibly be
attributed to the experimentally observed phase [23,24] at
moderate κ.
The effective interaction between spin-polarized elec-

trons in the second Landau level with the consideration of
LLM available in the literature [10,11] as

ĤeffðκÞ ¼
X
m odd

h
Vð2Þ
m þ κδVð2Þ

m

iX
i<j

P̂ijðmÞ

þ
X
m⩾3

κVð3Þ
m

X
i<j<k

P̂ijkðmÞ; ð1Þ

where P̂ijðmÞ and P̂ijkðmÞ are two- and three-body pro-
jection operators, respectively, onto pairs or triplets of

electrons with relative angular momentum m. Here Vð2Þ
m

represents two-body Coulomb pseudopotential in the

second Landau level and δVð2Þ
m is its correction due to

LLM and Vð3Þ
m is the three-body pseudopotential arising due

to LLM whose strength is defined by κ ¼ ðe2=ϵl0Þ=ℏωc
that is the ratio between Coulomb energy and cyclotron
energy scales. We henceforth (unless mentioned otherwise)
perform exact diagonalization of Ĥeff with bare Coulomb
and LLM-corrected pseudopotentials [40] for GaAs in
spherical geometry for the Pf, A-Pf, and PH-Pf shifts,
i.e., the respective number of flux quanta Nϕ ¼ 2N − 3,
Nϕ ¼ 2N þ 1, and Nϕ ¼ 2N − 1 with the shifts from 2N,
for different values of κ. We determine overlaps of the exact
ground states when found at L ¼ 0 for different values of κ,
i.e., Oij ¼ hΨgsðκiÞjΨgsðκjÞi.

In Figs. 1(a)–1(c), we show Oij for Pf, A-Pf, and PH-Pf
shifts, respectively. The color mapping clearly shows two
distinct topological phases separated by an unquantized
phase in the vicinity of an intermediate value κc ∼ 0.7 for all
the three shifts. The transition between two quantum Hall
phases is sharp (see Supplemental Material [41]) even for the
finite width of the quantum wells, although the unquantized
zone shrinks to zero at larger widths for finite size systems.
Whereas Oij is nearly unity when both κi and κj belong to
the same phase, it is vanishingly small when κi and κj
belong to two different phases. We find (see Supplemental
Material [41]) that theA phase at moderate κ is present even

in the absence of all Vð3Þ
m but the presence [40] of all δVð2Þ

m .

Although a step-by-step addition of Vð3Þ
3 , up to Vð8Þ

3 , and

finally up to Vð9Þ
3 reduces the range of the phase, it gets

sharpened and the range reduction is compensated with the
increase in N. Although the values of the pseudopotentials
are estimated [11,20] perturbatively with perturbation
parameter κ, because the A phase is robust against all these
variations of pseudopotentials, we believe that the phase will
be restored even for improved pseudopotentials at moderate
κ; the only quantitative change will be expected in terms of
the change in the range of the phase in κ space.
We further calculate the energy for creating a pair of

quasiparticle and quasihole by taking an average [46] of
Eqh¼EðN;2NÞ−EðN;2N−1Þ and Eqp¼EðN;2N−2Þ−
EðN;2N−1Þ, i.e., Δc ¼ ðEqh þ EqpÞ=2, where EðN;NΦÞ
denotes net ground state energy (after subtraction of the
background energy of N2=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2NΦ

p
) of the system of N

electrons with NΦ number of flux quanta. In Fig. 2, we show
Δc at different values of N for κ ¼ 1.1 and 1.2 belonging
to the A phase. Although each of these Δc is negative,
their scaling with 1=N provides its thermodynamically

FIG. 1. (a) Overlaps (shown as color map) of the exact ground
states (found at L ¼ 0) of the Hamiltonian Ĥeff in Eq. (1) with
LLM-corrected pseudopotentials [40] at Pf flux shift (N ¼ 14 and
Nϕ ¼ 25) for varying κ. Two topologically distinct phases are
found as the overlaps of the ground states at different κ values
belonging to the same phase are closer to unity and two different
phases are closer to zero. These two phases are intermediated by
an unquantized regime (shown as crossed marks) of κ where the
ground state is not found at L ¼ 0. Overlaps have not been
calculated for the gray zones, as one of the ground states
corresponds to the unquantized regime. (b) Same as (a) but
for the A-Pf flux shift (N ¼ 12 and Nϕ ¼ 25). (c) Same as (a) but
for PH-Pf flux shift (N ¼ 14 and Nϕ ¼ 27).
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extrapolated value Δc ∼ 0.002–0.003e2=ðϵl0Þ, which
amounts to ∼200–300 mK (in the same ballpark of the
charged gap found in the experiments) for 5 Tmagnetic field,
where ϵ ≃ 13 is the dielectric constant of the host of the
electron gas. The neutral excitations are also gapped (see
Supplemental Material [41]). Therefore the A phase is
incompressible and quantized.
We show (Fig. 3) the ES [47–49] for the A phase for all

three flux shifts (see Supplemental Material [41] for other
phases). The low-lying ES for all the three shifts are
broadly similar [Figs. 3(a)–3(c)] in nature, suggesting its
unique topological order. It does not belong to any of the
conventional topological sectors, namely, Pfaffian, anti-
Pfaffian, or particle-hole symmetric Pfaffian. The Hilbert
space for PH-Pf (Pf) flux is a subspace of A-Pf (PH-Pf) flux
(see Supplemental Material [41]) for a fixed N. The similar
ES occurs because the ground state at PH-Pf flux which is
in between Pf and A-Pf fluxes for a fixed N has counter-
intuitively (see Supplemental Material [41]) sizable overlap
[inset Fig. 3(a)] with the same for the latter two fluxes. The
ES is gapped and it displays the counting of edge states
as 1-1-2-2- � � �.
We propose a trial ground state wave function for the A

phase of 5=2 state in the spherical geometry as

ΨAðfui;vigÞ¼
YN
i<j

ðuivj−ujviÞ

×S
� Y
1⩽k;l⩽N=2

ðukvN=2þl−uN=2þlvkÞ2
�
; ð2Þ

where uj ¼ cosðθj=2Þeiϕj=2 and vj ¼ sinðθj=2Þe−iϕj=2 are
the spherical spinors in terms of spherical angles 0 ≤ θj ≤
π and 0 ≤ ϕj ≤ 2π, and S represents symmetrization in
particle indices. This wave function corresponds to
Nϕ ¼ 2N − 1, i.e., PH-Pf flux shift a la the previously
proposed PH-Pf wave function [50], although the former
does not have particle-hole symmetry. Owing to higher
three-body interaction in the A phase, the system loses

the particle-hole symmetry anyway. The wave function
ΨA in Eq. (2) may be interpreted as two separate
condensates of two-flavored composite bosons (electrons
attached with one unit of flux quantum) with strong
interflavored repulsive correlation. It further signifies that
the bosonic wave function (ignoring the ubiquitous
Jastrow factor required for Pauli exclusion principle for
fermions) will not vanish even if the macroscopic N=2
bosons coincide. As per other known wave functions
[2,51] with the possibility of coinciding two or more
bosons supporting non-Abelian quasiparticles, the wave
function ΨA in Eq. (2) is likely to support non-Abelian
quasiparticles. The wave function in Eq. (2) may also be
regarded as a fully antisymmetrized 113 Halperin wave
function [52].

FIG. 2. Scaling of gap for a pair of quasiparticle-quasihole
excitation at PH-Pf flux shift in the A phase for κ ¼ 1.1. and 1.2
with 1=N.

22

1

1

FIG. 3. (a) ES for PH-Pf flux shift with Nϕ ¼ 27 at a κ
belonging to theA phase. LA

z represents the sum of the azimuthal
components of angular momenta occupied by the particles in the
A part of the partition [41]. An equal number of electrons
(NA ¼ NB ¼ 7) in both partitions are considered for computing
the corresponding ES. Here ξ represents entanglement energy in
an arbitrary unit. The entanglement gap is shown by a line with an
arrow-headed top and bottom, and the counting of edge states is
marked. Inset: Overlaps of the ground state of PH-Pf flux
(Nϕ ¼ 27) at κ ¼ 1.2 with the ground states at Pf flux
(Nϕ ¼ 25) and A-Pf flux (Nϕ ¼ 29) for different values of κ
in the range of the A phase for N ¼ 14. The respective overlaps
areOPf

PH−Pf (circles) andO
A−Pf
PH−Pf (triangles). (b) The ES for Pf flux

shift with Nϕ ¼ 25, NA ¼ NB ¼ 7, and κ ¼ 1.2. (c) Same as (b)
but for A-Pf flux shift with Nϕ ¼ 25, NA ¼ NB ¼ 6.
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In Fig. 4, we show the overlap of ΨMR, Ψ
phc
MR, and ΨA

with the corresponding exact ground states of Ĥeff at their
respective flux shifts. While the former two overlaps
decrease with the increase of κ and those are exceedingly
low at moderate-κ regime, the latter has, in contrast, very
high overlap [53] in the latter regime which coincides with
the experimental regime of κ ¼ 0.8–1.8. We find, beyond
this regime, another transition to an unquantized phase
which may have some bearings to the observed nematic
phase [54–56]. However, as pointed out in Ref. [19], the
perturbatively obtained Ĥeff [Eq. (1)] may not be reliable at
high κ and thus such a transition may defer to higher κ.
Contrary to ΨMR and Ψphc

MR wave functions, the wave
function ΨA in Eq. (2) with the exact ground states even
at Pf and A-Pf fluxes in the A phase has a sizable overlap
(see Supplemental Material [41]). Therefore, the A phase
appears as independent of the flux shifts and is well
characterized by the wave function ΨA. Further, the low-
lying ES corresponding to ΨA nicely resembles (see Fig. 5)
with the same for the exact ground state. Therefore, ΨA
seems to represent similar topological order as the exact
ground state has for the 5=2 A phase.
The topological properties of the A phase can be

extracted by exploiting the two-component structure of
ΨA. The corresponding low-energy effective Lagrangian
density [57] is given by

L¼−
1

4π
ϵαβγ

X2
I;J¼1

KIJaIα∂βaJγ −
1

2π
ϵαβγ

X2
I¼1

tIAα∂βaIγ ð3Þ

withK11 ¼ K22 ¼ 1,K12 ¼ K21 ¼ 3, and t1 ¼ t2 ¼ 1.Here
a1α and a2α represent two components of Chern-Simons gauge
fields, Aα is the external electromagnetic field, and ϵαβγ is the
antisymmetric Levi-Cevita tensor. Further introducing quasi-
particle vector lT ¼ ð1; 0Þ and spin vector sT ¼ ð1=2; 1=2Þ
and following Ref. [57], we find topological properties such

as filling factor ν ¼ tTK−1t ¼ 1=2, quasiparticle charge
q¼ elTK−1t¼ e=4, topological shift S¼ð2=νÞtTK−1s¼ 1
relevant for Hall viscosity, and the ground state degeneracy
D ¼ jDetðKÞjg ¼ 8g, where g is the genus of the geometry of
the system. As the two eigenvalues ofK are opposite in sign,
there will be one downstream charge mode with charge q ¼
e=4 and one upstream neutral mode. The wave function ΨA
has got hidden Z2 symmetry because the composite bosons
are divided into two groups and up toN=2 composite bosons
can occupy the same position. A similar hiddenZ2 symmetry
is present [58] in the reformulated form of the Read-
Rezayi [51] wave function for the 5=2 state. Because of
the Z2 symmetry, one downstream neutral Majorana mode
will also be present. Therefore, the net thermal Hall con-
ductance becomes 2.5G0 as the fully filled lowest Landau
level will provide the contribution of 2G0.
In this Letter, we show an anomalous topological 5=2

quantized fractional quantum Hall phase at a moderate
strength of the Landau-level-mixing that is in the ballpark of
the typical GaAs systems. We have proposed a wave
function which turns out to be excellent for describing
the ground state of this phase. Because the topological
properties provided by this wave function are consistent
with the enigmatic 5=2 state, we attribute the experimentally
observed [23] 2.5 unit of thermal Hall conductance (not
expected from the theoretical predictions for the conven-
tional phases) in the system with κ ∼ 1.1 to this phase.
However, this assertion will be strengthened by the iden-
tification of appropriate conformal field operators [2,59]
whose correlation can determine a wave function with a
topological order that should be adiabatically connected to
our proposed wave function and at the same time explains
the Majorana mode along with other charge modes for the
desired thermal Hall conductance.

FIG. 4. Overlaps of ΨMR, Ψphc
MR (particle-hole conjugate of

ΨMR), and ΨA in Eq. (2) with the corresponding exact ground
states for ðN ¼ 14; Nϕ ¼ 25Þ, ðN ¼ 12; Nϕ ¼ 25Þ, and
ðN ¼ 14; Nϕ ¼ 27Þ, respectively, versus κ at zero quantum well
width. The unconnected zones refer to the unquantized regimes
between two distinct topological quantized phases for each case.

FIG. 5. ES for N ¼ 10 and Nϕ ¼ 19 for the exact ground state
(red dashed) and for ΨA (blue diamonds) at κ ¼ 0.8 belonging to
quantized A phase. Equal number of particles (NA ¼ 5, NB ¼ 5)
have been considered for both the partitions for calculating the
corresponding ES.
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Our work opens an avenue for exploring further char-
acteristics of the A phase that are possibly causes of the
recent experimentally observed [23,24] unusual value of
thermal Hall conductance at the 5=2 quantum Hall state.
The role of Landau-level mixing in the fractional quantum
Hall states in graphene [60,61] and ZnO-based systems
[62,63], where it is stronger, should also be an interesting
direction of future work; whether or not the predicted A
phase occurs in such systems. Our results suggest a new
approach for uncovering phases relevant in the experimen-
tal domain for other fractional quantum Hall states in the
second Landau level, which are mostly enigmatic.

We thankSutirthaMukherjee formakinguseful comments
on an early version of the manuscript. We thank the
developers of the DiagHam package for keeping it open access.
We acknowledge the Param Shakti (IIT Kharagpur)—
a National Supercomputing Mission, Government of
India for providing computational resources. S. S. M. is
supported by Science and Engineering Research Board
(Government of India) through Grant No. MTR/2019/
000546.

[1] R. Willett, J. P. Eisenstein, H. L. Störmer, D. C. Tsui, A. C.
Gossard, and J. H. English, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 1776
(1987).

[2] G. Moore and N. Read, Nucl. Phys. B360, 362 (1991).
[3] N. Read and D. Green, Phys. Rev. B 61, 10267 (2000).
[4] J. K. Jain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 199 (1989).
[5] J. K. Jain, Composite Fermions (Cambridge University

Press, New York, 2007).
[6] V.W. Scarola, K. Park, and J. K. Jain, Nature (London) 406,

863 (2000).
[7] D. E. Feldman and B. I. Halperin, Rep. Prog. Phys. 84,

076501 (2021).
[8] S.-S. Lee, S. Ryu, C. Nayak, and M. P. A. Fisher, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 99, 236807 (2007).
[9] M. Levin, B. I. Halperin, and B. Rosenow, Phys. Rev. Lett.

99, 236806 (2007).
[10] W. Bishara and C. Nayak, Phys. Rev. B 80, 121302(R)

(2009).
[11] M. R. Peterson and C. Nayak, Phys. Rev. B 87, 245129

(2013).
[12] S. H. Simon and E. H. Rezayi, Phys. Rev. B 87, 155426

(2013).
[13] I. Sodemann and A. H. MacDonald, Phys. Rev. B 87,

245425 (2013).
[14] M. R. Peterson, K. Park, and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. Lett.

101, 156803 (2008).
[15] D. T. Son, Phys. Rev. X 5, 031027 (2015).
[16] L. Antonić, J. Vučičević, and M. V. Milovanović, Phys. Rev.

B 98, 115107 (2018).
[17] E. H. Rezayi and S. H. Simon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 116801

(2011).
[18] M. P. Zaletel, R. S. K. Mong, F. Pollmann, and E. H. Rezayi,

Phys. Rev. B 91, 045115 (2015).

[19] K. Pakrouski, M. R. Peterson, T. Jolicoeur, V. W. Scarola,
C. Nayak, and M. Troyer, Phys. Rev. X 5, 021004 (2015).

[20] E. H. Rezayi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 026801 (2017).
[21] S. H. Simon, M. Ippoliti, M. P. Zaletel, and E. H. Rezayi,

Phys. Rev. B 101, 041302(R) (2020).
[22] S. H. Simon, Phys. Rev. B 97, 121406(R) (2018).
[23] M. Banerjee, M. Heiblum, V. Umansky, D. E. Feldman, Y.

Oreg, and A. Stern, Nature (London) 559, 205 (2018).
[24] B. Dutta, W. Yang, R. Melcer, H. K. Kundu, M. Heiblum, V.

Umansky, Y. Oreg, A. Stern, and D. Mross, Science 375,
193 (2022).

[25] K. K. W. Ma and D. E. Feldman, Phys. Rev. B 99, 085309
(2019).

[26] S. H. Simon and B. Rosenow, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 126801
(2020).

[27] H. Asasi andM.Mulligan, Phys. Rev. B 102, 205104 (2020).
[28] D. F. Mross, Y. Oreg, A. Stern, G. Margalit, and M.

Heiblum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 026801 (2018).
[29] W. Zhu and D. N. Sheng, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 056804

(2019).
[30] W. Zhu, D. N. Sheng, and K. Yang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,

146802 (2020).
[31] B. Lian and J. Wang, Phys. Rev. B 97, 165124 (2018).
[32] C. Wang, A. Vishwanath, and B. I. Halperin, Phys. Rev. B

98, 045112 (2018).
[33] I. C. Fulga, Y. Oreg, A. D. Mirlin, A. Stern, and D. F. Mross,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 236802 (2020).
[34] C. R. Dean, B. A. Piot, P. Hayden, S. Das Sarma, G.

Gervais, L. N. Pfeiffer, and K.W. West, Phys. Rev. Lett.
100, 146803 (2008).

[35] C. R. Dean, B. A. Piot, P. Hayden, S. Das Sarma, G.
Gervais, L. N. Pfeiffer, and K.W. West, Phys. Rev. Lett.
101, 186806 (2008).

[36] C. Zhang, T. Knuuttila, Y. Dai, R. R. Du, L. N. Pfeiffer, and
K.W. West, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 166801 (2010).

[37] W. Pan, H. L. Stormer, D. C. Tsui, L. N. Pfeiffer, K. W.
Baldwin, and K.W. West, Solid State Commun. 119, 641
(2001).

[38] W. Pan, A. Serafin, J. S. Xia, L. Yin, N. S. Sullivan, K. W.
Baldwin, K. W. West, L. N. Pfeiffer, and D. C. Tsui, Phys.
Rev. B 89, 241302(R) (2014).

[39] N. Samkharadze, D. Ro, L. N. Pfeiffer, K. W. West, and
G. A. Csáthy, Phys. Rev. B 96, 085105 (2017).

[40] LLM-corrected pseudopotentials for disc geometry are
taken from Ref. [11]. For zero quantum well width and
fully polarized electrons, LLM induced two-body pseudo-

potentials are δVð2Þ
1 ¼ −0.2143, δVð2Þ

3 ¼ −0.1039, δVð2Þ
5 ¼

−0.0353, δVð2Þ
7 ¼ −0.0115, and δVð2Þ

9 ¼ −0.0023 and the

three-body pseudopotentials are Vð3Þ
3 ¼ −0.0147, Vð3Þ

5 ¼
−0.0054, Vð3Þ

6 ¼ −0.0099, Vð3Þ
7 ¼ 0.0005, and Vð3Þ

8 ¼
−0.0009 in the unit of e2=ðϵl0Þ. Bare Coulomb pseudo-
potentials are considered for spherical geometry. We have
checked that the positive thermodynamic charge gap found
for A phase does not alter even if we consider bare
pseudopotentials for disk geometry.

[41] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/
supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202 for details
which includes Refs. [42–45].

[42] R. B. Laughlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1395 (1983).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 131, 056202 (2023)

056202-5

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.1776
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.1776
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90407-O
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.61.10267
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.199
https://doi.org/10.1038/35022524
https://doi.org/10.1038/35022524
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac03aa
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/ac03aa
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.236807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.236807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.236806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.236806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.121302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.121302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.245129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.245129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.155426
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.155426
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.245425
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.245425
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.156803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.156803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.115107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.115107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.116801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.116801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.045115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.021004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.026801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.041302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.121406
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0184-1
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg6116
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg6116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.085309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.085309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.126801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.126801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.205104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.056804
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.056804
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.146802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.146802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165124
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.045112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.045112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.236802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.146803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.146803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.186806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.186806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.166801
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0038-1098(01)00311-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0038-1098(01)00311-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.241302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.241302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.085105
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.056202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.1395


[43] O. S. Zozulya, M. Haque, K. Schoutens, and E. H. Rezayi,
Phys. Rev. B 76, 125310 (2007).

[44] M. Haque, O. Zozulya, and K. Schoutens, Phys. Rev. Lett.
98, 060401 (2007).

[45] S. Das, S. Das, and S. S. Mandal, Phys. Rev. B 103, 075304
(2021).

[46] E. H. Rezayi, K. Pakrouski, and F. D. M. Haldane, Phys.
Rev. B 104, L081407 (2021).

[47] H. Li and F. D. M. Haldane, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 010504
(2008).

[48] A. Chandran, M. Hermanns, N. Regnault, and B. A.
Bernevig, Phys. Rev. B 84, 205136 (2011).

[49] A. Sterdyniak, A. Chandran, N. Regnault, B. A. Bernevig,
and P. Bonderson, Phys. Rev. B 85, 125308 (2012).

[50] P. T. Zucker and D. E. Feldman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,
096802 (2016).

[51] N. Read and E. Rezayi, Phys. Rev. B 59, 8084 (1999).
[52] B. I. Halperin, Helv. Phys. Acta 56, 75 (1983).
[53] See Table S IV of Ref. [41] for the overlap of ΨA with the

exact ground states at PH-Pf shift for κ ¼ 0–1.8 for
several N.

[54] N. Samkharadze, K. A. Schreiber, G. C. Gardner, M. J.
Manfra, E. Fradkin, and G. A. Csáthy, Nat. Phys. 12, 191
(2016).

[55] K. A. Schreiber, N. Samkharadze, G. C. Gardner, Y.
Lyanda-Geller, M. J. Manfra, L. N. Pfeiffer, K. W. West,
and G. A. Csáthy, Nat. Commun. 9, 2400 (2018).

[56] K. A. Schreiber and G. A. Csáthy, Annu. Rev. Condens.
Matter Phys. 11, 17 (2020).

[57] X. G. Wen and A. Zee, Phys. Rev. B 46, 2290 (1992).
[58] A. Cappelli, L. S. Georgiev, and I. T. Todorov, Nucl. Phys.

B599, 499 (2001).
[59] T. H. Hansson, M. Hermanns, S. H. Simon, and S. F.

Viefers, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 025005 (2017).
[60] X. Lin, R. Du, and X. Xie, Natl. Sci. Rev. 1, 564 (2014).
[61] J. I. A. Li, C. Tan, S. Chen, Y. Zeng, T. Taniguchi, K.

Watanabe, J. Hone, and C. R. Dean, Science 358, 648 (2017).
[62] J. Falson, D. Tabrea, D. Zhang, I. Sodemann, Y. Kozuka, A.

Tsukazaki, M. Kawasaki, K. von Klitzing, and J. H. Smet,
Sci. Adv. 4, eaat8742 (2018).

[63] W. Luo, S. Peng, H. Wang, Y. Zhou, and T. Chakraborty,
Phys. Rev. B 104, L161302 (2021).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 131, 056202 (2023)

056202-6

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.125310
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.060401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.060401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.075304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.075304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L081407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L081407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.010504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.010504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.205136
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.125308
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.096802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.096802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.59.8084
https://doi.org/10.5169/SEALS-115362
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3523
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3523
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-04879-1
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050550
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050550
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.46.2290
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00774-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00774-4
https://doi.org/10.1093/nsr/nwu071
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aao2521
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aat8742
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L161302

