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Spectral response functions are central quantities in the analysis of quantum many-body states,
since they describe the response of many-body systems to external perturbations and hence directly
correspond to observables in experiments. In this paper, we evaluate a momentum-averaged dy-
namical density structure factor for the fermionic ν = 1/3 fractional quantum Hall state on a torus,
using the continued fraction method to compute the dynamical correlation function. We establish
the scaling behavior of the screened Coulomb structure factor with respect to interaction range,
and expose an inherent self-similarity of structure factors in the frequency domain. These results
highlight the statistical properties of spectral response functions for fractional quantum Hall states
and show how they can be efficiently approximated in numerical models.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the key observables yielding insights into inter-
acting quantum systems is the dynamical structure factor
S(q, ω), which captures the complete momentum- and
energy-resolved spectrum of particle excitations. Apart
from its central role in the dynamics of quantum many-
body systems, the structure factor has a number of ap-
pealing properties that stimulate a broad range of re-
search. In particular, we focus on its application in frac-
tional quantum Hall (FQH) systems, which have been
known for several decades to host a rich spectrum of col-
lective modes,1–4 and have been extended to both lattice
models5,6 and effective field theories.7,8 Since the struc-
ture factor is directly related to the correlation function,
it can be computed in a variety of ways, such as via
Feynman diagram resummation3 or continued fractions.9

Moreover, the structure factor can be directly probed in
two-dimensional electron gases, e.g. via surface acoustic
waves,10,11 and analyzed using Raman scattering to re-
veal additional spin properties.12 Despite its rich struc-
ture and experimental applicability, however, numerical
studies that systematically investigate the spectral re-
sponse of FQH states have only recently gained trac-
tion.5,8,13–17

In this paper, we study a type of dynamical density
structure factor18 for the ν = 1/3 fermionic Laughlin
state on a torus, using the continued fraction method to
compute the dynamical correlation function. In particu-
lar, two aspects of the structure factor are investigated:
(i) the effect of interaction range, and (ii) self-similarity.
We start by tuning between the V1 and screened Coulomb
interactions to reveal the scaling behavior of the struc-
ture factor with respect to interaction range. Then, moti-
vated by the fractality of continued fraction Green’s func-
tions,19,20 we study the self-similarity of structure factors
for long-range interactions in the frequency domain. In
both cases, we present systematic exact diagonalization

computations, which we scale with system size. Our re-
sults expose the scaling behavior of the structure factor
with respect to interaction range, which reflects the func-
tional form of the interaction. Moreover, we reveal that
FQH dynamical structure factors are statistically self-
similar fractals in the frequency domain, across several
orders of magnitude. Apart from providing a deeper in-
sight into the spectral properties of FQH systems, these
results may be exploited to compute response functions
more efficiently.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
define our FQH system, and in Sec. III we describe the
method for computing and analyzing the structure fac-
tors. Subsequently, in Sec. IV we present our exact diag-
onalization results. In Sec. IV A, we tune the structure
factors between the V1 and Coulomb interactions and
study the effect of screening. In Sec. IV B, we examine
the self-similarity of the Coulomb structure factor as the
frequency domain is rescaled. Finally, in Sec. V we dis-
cuss the implications with respect to future numerical
investigations.

II. MODEL

We consider a two-dimensional system of Nf spin-
polarized fermions of mass mf and charge qf in a perpen-
dicular magnetic field B on the xy-plane with periodic
boundary conditions. Building on earlier work,4,21–23 the
torus geometry has recently experienced a revival of in-
terest,5,6,24–29 which motivates our choice. We consider
the Landau gauge such that the momentum ky is a good
quantum number. The energy spectrum of this FQH set-
up is split into Landau levels, the lowest of which we fill
up to a filling factor ν = Nf/NΦ, where NΦ is the num-
ber of flux quanta in the system. Moreover, we focus on
the regime where the interaction is weak compared to the
Landau level spacing (given by the cyclotron frequency
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ωc = qfB/mf ). Hence, to a good approximation, we may
project the interaction Hamiltonian to the lowest Landau
level (LLL), such that

H = Hkin +

Nf∑

i<j

PLLLV (|ri − rj |)PLLL, (1)

where Hkin is the constant kinetic part of the Hamil-
tonian, PLLL is the LLL projection operator, V is the
interaction potential, and ri is the displacement of par-
ticle i. The relevant length scale in the problem is the
magnetic length lB = 1/

√
qfB.

In this paper, we consider the Coulomb V C(r) ∼ r−1

and Yukawa V Y
λ (r) ∼ r−1e−λr interactions explicitly by

diagonalizing the Hamiltonian directly in Fourier space,
where λ is the Yukawa mass. However, we note that it
is not always necessary or desirable to directly account
for a long-range interaction in this way. Haldane showed
that for systems with a translation and rotation invariant
two-body interaction, the interaction Hamiltonian may
be written as

Hint =
∑

i<j

∑

L

VLP
L
ij , (2)

where VL are the Haldane pseudopotentials, L is the rel-
ative angular momentum quantum number between par-
ticles i and j, and PLij is the corresponding projection op-
erator. This simplifies a certain class of long-range inter-
actions into a simple sum of projectors, which has found
a diverse set of applications from accelerating early nu-
merical computations on the sphere, through to modeling
realistic semiconductor heterojunctions.24 Consequently,
we complement our analysis by using a Haldane pseu-
dopotential formalism in Sec. SI of the Supplementary
Material.

Throughout our study, we focus on the primary Laugh-
lin state defined at the filling factor ν = 1/3. Laughlin
famously proposed a wavefunction ansatz for the ground
state of a FQH system with particles interacting via the
Coulomb potential in a 1/m-filled LLL, where m is an
odd integer. Although the Laughlin ansatz is a success-
ful description of the problem, since it is in the correct
universality class, it is not the exact ground state for the
Coulomb interaction. Rather, it was later shown to be
the unique, highest-density, zero-energy state for the V1

Haldane pseudopotential. In this paper, we investigate
the ν = 1/3 state in both limits. When we discuss the
“Laughlin state”, we refer to the general ground-state so-
lution to a FQH system with a 1/m-filled LLL and not
the Laughlin ansatz wavefunction in particular.

III. METHOD

In this section, we outline our numerical method. In
Sec. III A, we introduce the continued fraction algo-
rithm for computing dynamical structure factors and in
Sec. III B, we define fractals and self-similar distributions.

A. Structure factors

In order to efficiently find the eigenspectrum of the
many-body Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), we employ the Lanc-
zos algorithm.9 This method uses an orthogonal Krylov
basis, in which the original Hamiltonian H is transcribed
to a tridiagonal form Ȟ, to compute the eigenbasis:

H |Ψi〉 = Ei |Ψi〉 with i = 0, . . . , N − 1, (3)

Ȟ |Ψ̌j〉 = Ěj |Ψ̌j〉 with j = 0, . . . ,M − 1, (4)

where the check marks denote the Krylov representation,
N is the dimension of the original Hamiltonian H, and
M ≤ N is the dimension of the Lanczos Hamiltonian
Ȟ. Tridiagonlization in the Krylov space is rapid, since
many degrees of freedom are simultaneously used in the
optimization, and memory efficient, since only two vec-
tors of length N need to be stored.30 Moreover, there is
typically good agreement between extremal eigenvalues
in the Krylov representation Ěj and those in the original
system Ei, even for M � N .9,31,32 Further details of the
method are presented in Sec. SII of the Supplementary
Material.

The Lanczos algorithm was later extended by Haydock
et al. and applied to compute observables in physical sys-
tems with a large number of particles.33–38 In particular,
Haydock showed that the resolvent of the Hamiltonian
can be efficiently computed using a continued fraction
expansion, which is useful for calculating local quanti-
ties, such as the single-particle density matrix and the
density of states. Crucially, when the original Hamil-
tonian H is written as a tridiagonal Hamiltonian Ȟ in
the Krylov basis, the problem is effectively reduced to
a chain of length M , which expedites the computation.
The algorithm is consequently a widely-used approach in
large-scale exact diagonalization computations for quan-
tum many-body systems and has been optimized to di-
agonalize sparse matrices as large as dim(H) ∼ 109.39–41

For our system, we work in momentum space and con-
sider the zero-temperature dynamical correlation func-
tion for the operator Oq in the Lehmann representation,
which using the Krylov basis may be approximated as

ǦO(q, z) =
M−1∑

j=0

| 〈Ψ̌j |Oq|Ψ0〉 |2
E0 + z − Ěj

(5)

= 〈Ψ0|O†q
1

E0 + z − Ȟ Oq|Ψ0〉 , (6)

where q ≡ (qx, qy) are the Fourier components of the
O operator, z ≡ ω + iε, ω is the frequency, and ε is a
small parameter used to avoid poles in the expansion.
From this formula, it is straightforward to show that for
the symmetric tridiagonal Hamiltonian Ȟ, with (bj)aj
along the (sub)diagonal, the correlation function may be
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written as a continued fraction

ǦO(q, z) =
〈Ψ0|O†qOq|Ψ0〉

E0 + z − a0 −
b21

E0 + z − a1 −
b22
. . .

, (7)

which terminates at −b2M−1/(z−aM−1). This form of the
correlation function converges rapidly to machine preci-
sion.32

Specifically, we focus on the density-density correlation
functions arising from the density operator

ρq ≡
∫

dr eiq·rc†(r)c(r), (8)

where r ≡ (x, y) is the position operator conjugate to
q. Given our choice of Landau gauge with definite mo-
mentum ky, we are particularly interested in resolving
the qy Fourier components of the density operator. We
therefore choose to integrate out the qx modes on the
torus to avoid an additional free variable and consider
the qx-momentum-averaged density operator, setting

Oqy ≡ ρ̄qy =

NΦ−1∑

m=0

ρqx= 2πm
Lx

,qy , (9)

where Lx ×Ly are the system dimensions. We have sep-
arately verified, by evaluating at specific qx values, that
the density operator is only weakly dependent on qx. The
full derivation of the momentum-averaged density oper-
ator is presented in Sec. SIII of the Supplementary Ma-
terial. Finally, we may use this operator to compute the
corresponding dynamical density structure factor

Ǐρ̄(qy, ω) = − 1

π
lim
ε→0

Im Ǧρ̄(qy, ω + iε), (10)

which we often refer to simply as the “structure factor”.
The crucial property of the continued fraction expansion
is that the structure factor in the Krylov representation
Ǐ accurately reproduces the moments of the structure
factor in the Hilbert representation I, and so we now
drop the check marks.9

B. Fractals and self-similarity

In this work, we investigate the self-similarity of the
structure factors Iρ̄(qy, ω). Fractals and self-similarity
appear in many contexts in condensed matter physics,
such as the Hofstadter spectrum of energy levels for elec-
trons hopping in a periodic potential,42 the Haldane hi-
erarchy of stable FQH filling fractions,43 and the statisti-
cal analysis of time series.44 Moreover, they have several
important characteristics that can often be leveraged in
theory and simulations.

A fractal is defined as an object with a fractal dimen-
sion D that is greater than its topological dimension d.45

The fractal dimension may be computed in a variety of
ways, however is traditionally defined via n ≡ s−D, where
n is the number of units in the whole object and s is
the scale factor. One of the distinctive properties of frac-
tals is their scale-invariance, also known as self-similarity,
where subregions of a structure are identical to the whole.
However, we note that not all self-similar objects are
fractals. For example, a square is a self-similar object
with D = d = 2, whereas a Koch curve is a fractal with
D = log(4)/ log(3) > d.46

As for the fractional dimension above, self-similarity
may also be defined differently depending on the context.
Exact self-similarity holds on all scales, and in this case
the various definitions of the fractal dimension coincide.
However, quasi or multi-fractal self-similarity is more
common, with lower and upper bounds on where this
behavior applies. In functional analysis, self-similarity
occurs when a subsection of a function statistically re-
sembles the entire function. Specifically, for a function
of one variable I(ω), this occurs when

I(ω) ≡ sκI
(ω
s

)
, (11)

where s is a scale factor and κ is the self-similarity pa-
rameter.47 In Eq. (11), “≡” implies that the distributions
on both sides of the equation are statistically identical.
However, in practice, this is approximated by examining
the first and second moments.47–49

In contrast to geometric analysis, a general function of
one variable is in a two-dimensional space where each axis
represents different physical quantities. Consequently,
two magnification factors are required to quantify self-
similarity, such that

κ ≡ logMy

logMx
, (12)

where Mi is the magnification factor of the i-axis. Note
that this takes an analogous form to the definition of
fractal dimension discussed above, albeit with a different
interpretation. The fractional dimension of a function is
often difficult to quantify. However, since the demonstra-
tion of self-similarity for any non-trivial curve indicates
detail across many orders of magnitude, which precludes
an integer dimension, this is taken as evidence to show
that a curve is a fractal with respect to the axes on which
the magnification occurs.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present our exact diagonalization
results.50 In Sec. IV A, we investigate the scaling of struc-
ture factors as we tune from the V1 to the screened
Coulomb interaction, and in Sec. IV B, we expose a sta-
tistical self-similarity of structure factors in the frequency
domain.
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FIG. 1. Tuning the structure factor with respect to
interaction range. Structure factors Iρ̄(qy, ω) as a func-
tion of angular frequency offset by the ground state energy
ω − ω0, for the ν = 1/3 FQH state on a torus, with Nf = 6
particles and NΦ = 18 flux quanta, stabilized by (a) the
V1 = 1 pseudopotential, (b) the exact Coulomb interaction
V C, and (c–e) Hint = (1 − α)HV1 + αHV Y

λ
, in the LLL. In

(a,b), the spectra are resolved with respect to their qy mo-
mentum sector, whereas in (c–e) qy = 0. The mean, µ, and
standard deviation, σ, of offset angular frequencies coincid-
ing with spectral peaks, ωpeak, are shown as a function of
(c) α and (d) λ. (e) Finite-size scaling of the α = 1 curve
from (d). The transition points between the two regimes are
marked with crosses. The computations were performed with
a resolution of (a,b) ∆ω = 10−5, ∆I = 10−5, ε = 10−4, and
(c–e) ∆ω = 10−7, ∆I = 10−4, ε = 10−6.

A. Tuning the interaction range

We compute the momentum-averaged dynamical den-
sity structure factor Iρ̄ for the ν = 1/3 Laughlin state
stabilized by a linear superposition of the V1 Haldane
pseudopotential43 and an explicit V Y

λ (q) Yukawa inter-
action. In this system, the interaction Hamiltonian is
given as Hint = (1 − α)HV1 + αHV Y

λ
, where α ∈ [0, 1].

The tuning parameter α allows us to interpolate between
two common ground-state solutions in the same univer-
sality class, and the Yukawa mass λ enables us to vary
the interaction range and recover the Coulomb limit.

In Figs. 1(a,b), we start by computing the struc-
ture factors corresponding to the two most common ap-
proaches for stabilizing the ν = 1/3 Laughlin state, via
the V1 and Coulomb interactions. We present our initial
results for all qy momentum sectors. Since the struc-
ture factor defined in Eq. (10) conserves particle num-
ber, these plots show the coupling of the ground state to
gapped excitations and consist of a spectrum of peaks at
finite frequency. As expected: the structure factor corre-
sponding to the V1 interaction yields a broader spread of
frequencies, due to the normalization of the V1 = 1 pseu-
dopotential;14 the relative peak amplitudes are consistent
in the two cases, owing to the dominant V1 component
of the Coulomb interaction;13,16 and the shape of both
distributions is unimodal, according with the theory for
Laughlin states51. Up to slight variations in the number
and heights of the peaks, the overall shape of the enve-
lope holds for all runs and for all qy, and there is a close
resemblance between the structure factors of these two
FQH states.

Motivated by the effect that interaction range has on
the form of the structure factors, in Figs. 1(c,d) we tune
Iρ̄(0, ω) from Figs. 1(a,b), with respect to α and λ, at the
increased resolution of ∆ω = 10−7 and ε = 10−6.52 We
note that decreasing ε has the auxiliary effect of propor-
tionally increasing the peak amplitudes and decreasing
the peak widths. We present the evolution of the first
two moments of the distribution: the mean (top panels)
and standard deviation (bottom panels). In this case, we
consider the offset angular frequencies coinciding with
spectral peaks, ωpeak, and use their mean, µωpeak

, and
standard deviation, σωpeak

, as quantifiers of center and

spread, respectively.53

From the constant gradient of the first two moments
in Fig. 1(c), we can see that the structure factor scales
linearly with the tuning parameter α. This is expected,
since we are effectively multiplying the Yukawa interac-
tion by a scale factor modulo a correction from the V1

term. Subsequently, in Fig. 1(d), we plot the scaling of
the structure factor on different axes, to clearly show the
influence of λ. As α → 0, the structure factor does not
depend on λ, since there is a vanishing component of the
Yukawa interaction in the Hamiltonian. Similarly, the in-
fluence of λ increases linearly with α. Most notably, how-
ever, we observe two non-trivial scaling regimes for the
structure factor as α→ 1. For log λ . −1, the structure
factor is approximately independent of λ, whereas for
log λ > −1, the center and spread exponentially diminish
to zero. This behavior reflects the exponential suppres-
sion of the Yukawa interaction potential at large Yukawa
mass, which correspondingly restricts the domain of the
response functions.

To investigate this transition in detail, in Fig. 1(e) we
illustrate the finite-size scaling of the α = 1 curve from
the top panel of Fig. 1(d) on a log-log plot. Here, we
see explicitly that the continuous connection between α
and λ translates to a non-trivial scaling with respect to
λ, with two regimes. Connecting lines of best fit from
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these two regions, yields a transition point at log λ ≈ 0.
Using Eq. (12), with Mx corresponding to λ and My cor-
responding to µωpeak

, we obtain the self-similarity param-
eters κµ = 0.00116 and −2.67 for log λ . 0 and log λ > 0,
respectively. This reflects the asymptotic scaling of the
Yukawa interaction potential in the small and large λ lim-
its. Note that we used a linear scale for α in Fig. 1(c),
since this corresponds to linearly interpolating between
two Hamiltonians, whereas we use a logarithmic scale for
λ, to analyze a wide scope of interaction ranges54.

In this section, we have established the scaling of struc-
ture factors with respect to α and λ in the framework of
statistical self-similarity, and showed that it reflects the
functional form of the interaction. Moreover, the scaling
is not exactly self-similar, since the combined effect of
peak fluctuations due to microscopic details of the Hamil-
tonian, and numerical noise due to sample aliasing, yields
∼ 1% fluctuations in peak number and amplitude.

B. Rescaling the frequency domain

Previously, we demonstrated that the structure fac-
tor scales trivially with respect to a linear interpolation
between the V1 and screened Coulomb interactions, and
non-trivially with respect to interaction range, reflecting
the functional form of the interaction. In both cases, this
scaling is the result of tuning parameters; namely, α and
λ. In this section, we investigate a form of self-similarity
with respect to the frequency domain, which cannot be
explicitly linked to a tuning parameter.

In Fig. 2, we investigate the distribution of the peak
magnitudes, Ipeak, in the Coulomb structure factor from
Fig. 1(b), as we scale the frequency domain. For clar-
ity, we denote angular frequencies with a lower-case ω
and a set of angular frequencies with an upper-case
Ω ≡ {ω}. We consider an initial frequency domain Ω0

with range(Ω0) = ωmax − ωmin, which we scale symmet-
rically about its midpoint ωmid = (ωmin + ωmax)/2, by
a scale factor γ ≡ range(Ω)/range(Ω0). We choose Ω0

to span the entire structure factor, although we note
that the precise choice is arbitrary. In order to keep
the scaling numerically consistent, we correspondingly
scale the frequency resolution, ∆ω, and the ε value in
our simulations. In Fig. 2(a), we plot the first two mo-
ments of the distribution against the domain scale factor
to compute the self-similarity parameters. We addition-
ally scale this with system size up to Nf = 9 particles.
We find that there is a contiguous linear region, which
grows with system size, and has a correlation coefficient
ofR2 > 0.9955, which indicates a statistical self-similarity
of the Coulomb structure factor with respect to frequency
domain rescaling. This behavior also holds for the qx-
momentum-resolved dynamical density structure factor,
as demonstrated for Nf = 9, qx = 0. The self-similarity
parameters for the mean and standard deviation are
κµ = −0.97± 0.00706 and κσ = −0.000769± 0.0528. As
mentioned in Sec. IV A, since a reduction of ε increases

FIG. 2. Rescaling the structure factor in the frequency
domain. Structure factor Iρ̄(0, ω) for the ν = 1/3 FQH
state on a torus, with Nf = 6, 7, 8, 9 particles, stabilized by
the exact Coulomb interaction V C, in the LLL. For compar-
ison, we overlay the Nf = 9 data at qx = 0 with half opac-
ity. (a) Mean, µ, and standard deviation, σ, of the peaks
of the structure factor, Ipeak, as we symmetrically scale the
Ω0 domain about its midpoint ωmid = (ωmin + ωmax)/2, by a
scale factor γ ≡ range(Ω)/range(Ω0). The initial frequency
domain, Ω0, is chosen to span the entire structure factor.
For each iteration, we correspondingly scale ε, to reduce the
widths of the peaks, and ∆ω to increase our numerical reso-
lution. The lines of best fit for the Nf = 9 data in the linear
regions are drawn in black and the self-similarity parame-
ters are given by the gradients of the slopes. (b) The mag-
nitude of the Ω domain reduction between successive steps,
∆range(Ωi) ≡ range(Ωi) − range(Ωi−1), where i is the fre-
quency domain index, and the average separation between
ωpeak values, µ∆ωpeak . (c) The number of peaks, n({Ipeak}),
and (d) the average peak magnitude, µIpeak , as we scale Ω.
The first computation with Ω = Ω0 was performed with a
resolution of ∆ω = 10−5, ∆I = 10−5, and ε = 10−4.

the heights of the peaks, it is consistent that the self-
similarity parameter κµ ≈ −1. Finite-size scaling shows
that the self-similarity parameter for the standard devi-
ation holds deeper into the domain rescaling procedure
with increasing system size, and maintains a constant
value across the entire procedure for Nf = 9, up to sam-
pling effects at small Ω. In Fig. 2(b), we compare the
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magnitude of the frequency interval reduction between
successive steps, ∆range(Ωi) ≡ range(Ωi)− range(Ωi−1),
where i is the frequency domain index, with the average
spacing between the peaks, µ∆ωpeak

. Since the frequency
domain scaling requires a finite section of structure factor
peaks to be truncated on each iteration, this allows us to
verify the continuity of the procedure. We observe that
the average spacing between the peaks is initially smaller
than the size of the frequency interval being removed, up
to γ ≈ 2−3.5. For smaller values of γ, breakdowns in
the rescaling continuity become more likely, as observed
for the σIpeak

, Nf = 9 data in Fig. 2(a). However, the
average spacing between the peaks remains constant, in-
dependent of particle number, which shows that this is
not the cause of numerical breakdown for small system
sizes. In Fig. 2(c), we examine the number of peaks in
the structure factor, n({Ipeak}), with frequency domain
rescaling. Since the moments of a distribution are sen-
sitive to the sample size, this is another validity test for
the self-similar scaling. We find that the number of peaks
in the structure factor decreases exponentially with fre-
quency domain reduction, which holds independently of
system size, up to the influence of initial conditions at
Ω ≈ Ω0. Nevertheless, for γ . 2−5.5, we find that for
smaller particle numbers, there are slightly fewer peaks
in the spectrum, which may be a contributing cause of
the numerical breakdown for small system sizes, since
the number of peaks is already extremely low. Finally,
in Fig. 2(d), we analyze the average magnitude of spec-
tral peaks, µIpeak

, as we shrink the frequency domain.
Since the height of the peaks increases linearly with de-
creasing ε, we expect that µIpeak

ε is constant in the linear
region. This holds approximately for larger system sizes,
up to initial conditions at Ω ≈ Ω0. However, for smaller
systems, and particularly Nf = 6, we see that the mean
amplitude of the peaks fluctuates during the procedure,
which shows that the influence of peak fluctuations and
numerical noise is too great for a reliable scaling.

In general, structure factors for the Yukawa interaction
are statistically self-similar with respect to frequency do-
main rescaling, for all values of screening. This is quan-
tified by the linear scaling of their first two moments, as
shown for λ = 0 in Fig. 2. However, since the mean and
standard deviation of the structure factors approaches
zero as λ→∞, as shown in Fig. 1, this self-similarity is
most apparent for long-range interactions.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied numerically the momentum-
averaged dynamical density structure factors Iρ̄
(Eq. (10)) for the ν = 1/3 Laughlin state on the torus,
using the continued fraction method. Our main result
is the discovery of a statistical self-similarity of the
structure factor in the frequency domain. Specifically,
in Sec. IV B, we showed that the peak distribution has
fractal properties across several orders of magnitude.

This self-similar nature is realized most precisely and
across the largest range of frequency scales in the ther-
modynamic limit, for systems stabilized by long-range
interactions. In addition, in Sec. IV A, we established
the scaling behavior of the structure factor with respect
to interaction range. This dependence is determined by
the asymptotic behavior of the Yukawa interaction with
respect to the screening parameter λ.

Physically, the structure factor Iρ̄(qy, ω), with qy fixed,
corresponds to the energy-resolved spectrum of particle
excitations. The amplitudes and fine structure in the
spectrum of peaks are consequently related to the prob-
ability distribution of many-particle excitations in the
system. In Sec. IV A, we showed that an increase in the
interaction range proportionally increases the center and
spread of particle excitations, which is a direct result of
the increased average interaction amplitude, as well as
the number of interaction permutations. Furthermore,
in Sec. IV B, we demonstrated the fractality of the struc-
ture factors with respect to the energy axis, which reflects
the continued chain of possible many-particle interactions
with diminishing amplitudes, and is especially prevalent
for systems stabilized by long-range interactions. Build-
ing on this, we expect that these properties also hold in
the dynamical structure factors of other strongly corre-
lated phases of matter with Coulomb-type interactions,
such as superconductors56 or transition metal oxides.57

Our results highlight the effect of interaction range on,
and the self-similarity of, dynamical structure factors Iρ̄
for FQH systems. However, statistical self-similarity is
a more general property of response functions in con-
densed matter systems, and beyond. In particular, there
have been a wealth of studies on the self-similarity, frac-
tality, and chaos of continued fractions in a mathematical
context,19,20 and this is reflected in a wide class of observ-
ables derived from the Green’s function. We have explic-
itly demonstrated the fine structure of spectral response
functions in the frequency domain, which stems in part
from their continued fraction representation. This leaves
scope for further manifestations of self-similarity due to
this recurrence relation, as well as potential applications.
For example, there is a natural limitation to the achiev-
able energy resolution of structure factors derived from
experiments, such as inelastic x-ray scattering and pho-
toemission spectroscopies,58,59 which may be numerically
enhanced using statistical interpolation. Moreover, dy-
namical quantum simulators have recently been proposed
as a method to compute structure factors,60,61 which may
be expedited using self-similarity relations. On a more
pragmatic level, our results offer a way to efficiently ap-
proximate the Coulomb structure factor. Specifically,
for systems stabilized with long-range interactions, the
structure factor may be readily derived by diagonalizing
a short-range Yukawa interaction Hamiltonian in Fourier
space. Large λ yields a short-range interaction that is
efficient to implement, and, provided the simulation res-
olution is sufficiently high, this result can be smoothly
tuned to the long-range Coulomb limit.



7

To complement these results, in the Supplementary
Material we examined the behavior of dynamical struc-
ture factors for FQH states that are stabilized by Haldane
pseudopotential interactions, which contrasts the effects
of tuning the interaction range via the Yukawa mass, and
truncating two-body interactions with large relative an-
gular momenta. We showed that Haldane pseudopoten-
tials are not designed to model long-range interactions on
the torus at the system sizes currently accessible, however
a reasonable approximation may be achieved, provided
that the interactions are modulated to be sufficiently
short-range relative to the system size. Using the exam-
ple of the Coulomb structure factor from Fig. 1(b), we
found that the optimal approximation was recovered at
pseudopotential order β ∼ NΦ/2 with a weakly screened
form of the interaction. This demonstrates that, provided
sufficient care is taken, Haldane pseudopotentials provide
another route to approximate dynamical structure fac-
tors for systems stabilized with long-range interactions,
at a significantly reduced numerical cost.

There are several ways in which this work could be
extended in the future. First, it would be interesting to
build on this analysis of ground states in the same univer-
sality class at ν = 1/3, to other FQH filling factors, and in
particular, ground states that do not share a universality
class and inherently require a long-range interaction to be

stabilized.62,63 Second, it would be useful to analyze the
trade-off between interaction range / frequency window
and simulation resolution using this approach to find the
optimal efficiency benefit for a series of FQH states. Fi-
nally, there is current motivation to leverage this method
and compute the full density-density response function,
to identify collective excitations in FQH systems, and
guide the latest experimental techniques, including spin
wave spectroscopy in graphene.11
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SI. HALDANE PSEUDOPOTENTIAL FORMALISM

In this section, we discuss the properties of FQH systems with interactions modeled using Haldane pseudopotentials.
In Sec. SI A, we outline the derivation of Haldane pseudopotentials for the Coulomb and Yukawa interactions; in
Sec. SI B, we benchmark the convergence of two-particle energy spectra; and in Sec. SI C, we analyze the effect on
spectral response functions as we tune the interaction from lower- to higher-order pseudopotentials. Although the
examples studied can be analyzed directly using exact diagonalization, we use a Haldane pseudopotential approach
to contrast the effects of tuning the interaction range via the Yukawa mass, as shown in Sec. IV.A, and truncating
two-body interactions with large relative angular momenta.

A. Derivation of the Haldane pseudopotentials

The derivation in this section is performed on a plane and in atomic units, where the Coulomb constant ke ≡
(4πε)−1 = 1, the fermionic charge qf = 1, and the magnetic length lB ≡ (2πNΦ)−1/2 = 1.

The Haldane pseudopotentialsS1 in the n-th Landau level, V
(n)
m ≡ 〈n,m|V |n,m〉, may be written in momentum

space as

V (n)
m =

∫
dq

2π
V (q) 〈n,m|eiq·r|n,m〉 , (S1)

where m is the pseudopotential index and r, q are the position and momentum vectors, respectively.

Using the fact that the FQHE in the n-th Landau level with interaction potential V (q) is equivalent to the FQHE in

the 0-th Landau level with interaction potential [Ln(q2/2)]2V (q), coupled with the result 〈m|eiq·r|m〉 = e−q
2

Lm(q2),
allows us to write

V (n)
m =

∫
dq

2π
V (q)

[
Ln(q2/2)

]2
Lm(q2)e−q

2

, (S2)

where Ln is the n-th Laguerre polynomialS2,S3.

Finally, converting the momentum integral to polar coordinates yields

V (n)
m =

∫ ∞

0

qdqV (q)
[
Ln(q2/2)

]2
Lm(q2)e−q

2

. (S3)
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1. Coulomb interaction

We use the explicit representation of a centrally-symmetric interaction V (r) = V (r) in momentum space,

V (q) =

∫
dr

2π
V (r)e−iq·r. (S4)

Converting this momentum integral to polar coordinates, coupled with the fact that e−iq·r = cos(q · r) since the
interaction is a real and even function of r, allows us to write

V (q) =

∫ ∞

0

rdrV (r)

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
cos(qr cos θ). (S5)

Furthermore, since the angular integral is a standard Bessel integral, this expression reduces to

V (q) =

∫ ∞

0

rdrV (r)J0(qr), (S6)

where Jn is the n-th Bessel function of the first kind.
Specifically for the Coulomb interaction, V C(r) = r−1, this yields

V C(q) =

∫ ∞

0

rdrV C(r)J0(qr) =

∫ ∞

0

drJ0(qr) =
1

q
. (S7)

Inserting this result into the expression for the Haldane pseudopotentials, Eq. (S3), then yields

V C,(n)
m =

∫ ∞

0

dq
[
Ln(q2/2)

]2
Lm(q2)e−q

2

. (S8)

Finally, in the LLL (n = 0), this integral can be evaluated analytically and written in closed form, such that

V C,(0)
m =

√
π

2 2F 1(1/2,−m; 1; 1) =

√
π

2

(2m− 1)!!

2mm!
, (S9)

where 2F 1 is the Gauss hypergeometric function. The asymptotic scaling as m→∞ is given as

V C,(0)
m ∼ 2−5/4+cos(2mπ)/4πsin2(mπ)/2

√
m

. (S10)

2. Yukawa interaction

Similarly, using Eq. (S6), the Yukawa interaction, V Y
λ (r) = r−1e−λr, may be written in momentum space as

V Y
λ (q) =

∫ ∞

0

rdrV Y
λ (r)J0(qr) =

1√
λ2 + q2

, (S11)

where λ is the Yukawa scaling constant. Inserting this result into the expression for the Haldane pseudopotentials,
Eq. (S3), yields

V
Y,(n)
λ,m =

∫ ∞

0

dq
q√

λ2 + q2

[
Ln(q2/2)

]2
Lm(q2)e−q

2

. (S12)

In the LLL, this expression simplifies to

V
Y,(0)
λ,m =

λ

2
√
π

Γ(m+ 1/2)U(m+ 1, 3/2, λ2), (S13)

where Γ is the gamma function and U is the confluent hypergeometric function of the second kind. The asymptotic
scaling as m→∞ is given as

V
Y,(0)
λ,m ∼ λ√

2
e−mmmU(m+ 1, 3/2, λ2). (S14)

Plots of the Haldane pseudopotentials for both the Coulomb and Yukawa interactions are shown in Fig. S1.
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FIG. S1. Haldane pseudopotentials. Haldane pseudopotentials on a plane, in the LLL, for the Coulomb (S9) and Yukawa
interactions (S13).

B. Convergence of two-particle energy spectra

One of the fundamental properties of Haldane pseudopotentials is their correspondence with the two-particle energy
spectrumS1. On a sphere, it is straightforward to verify that the energy levels are completely equivalent to the Haldane
pseudopotential coefficients. On a torus, however, the pseudopotential algebra is not exact and so different eigenstates
can mix, as well as potentially be effected by boundary conditions. In light of this, we examine the convergence of
the energy levels in a two-particle system relative to the pseudopotential coefficients.

We consider a system on a torus with two particles in the LLL, with a size defined by the number of flux quanta
l. Subsequently, we compute the energy spectrum of this system for a particular Haldane pseudopotential coefficient
corresponding to the Coulomb interaction V C

i . For each coefficient V C
i , the resulting energy spectrum consists of a

set of three quasi-degenerate energies {Ei} with all other energies equal to zero. The plots of Ēi − V C
i as a function

of l are shown in Fig. S2. In particular, here we define convergence when the relative error |Ēi − V C
i |/V C

i < 1% and
we denote the first value of l where this occurs as lcrit.

From Fig. S2, we can gain several insights into the effectiveness of the Haldane pseudopotential representation on
a torus. First and foremost, we can see that the higher-order Haldane pseudopotential coefficients are more difficult
to reproduce than for lower orders, with the required system size lcrit scaling linearly with the order i. For example,
although the first pseudopotential V C

1 is already reproduced at lcrit = 12, the third pseudopotential V C
5 requires double

this with lcrit = 24, and so on. Second, we can conclude that for a given system with NΦ flux quanta, the largest
Haldane pseudopotential coefficient that should be employed in the interaction is β ∼ NΦ/2. We note, however, that
the precise value of this upper bound depends on system parameters, including the filling factor, and so cannot be
precisely determined from Fig. S2. Physically, any coefficients larger than this threshold will be sensitive to the tails
of the wave function wrapping around the cycles of the torus and so are severely effected by finite-size effects. Finally,
we can see that at inadequate l not all of the energies are resolved, and so the quasi-degenerate set of {Ei} contains
at least one zero, which pulls the average down unpredictably. For larger system sizes, we observe the expected
symmetric and monotonic convergence of the mean and standard deviation towards the Haldane pseudopotential
coefficient in all cases.

Building on this, we consider the case of Haldane pseudopotentials modeling the Yukawa interaction. From Fig. S1,
we can see that the form of the Yukawa pseudopotential drastically changes in the region 10−2 < λ < 1. At λ = 10−2,
we observe a pseudopotential indistinguishable from the Coulomb pseudopotential on the scale of the plot, whereas
at λ = 1 we observe a sharp cut-off, where only the first few pseudopotentials take significant non-zero values. Due to
this sharp transition, it is no longer critical to consider higher-order pseudopotentials in order to accurately model the
Yukawa interaction at large λ. Since the analysis in Fig. S2 is performed one pseudopotential at a time, the results
are simply scaled for the Yukawa interaction. Hence, the relative error thresholds are unaffected and the scaling
in Fig. S2(j) still holds. However, since the higher-order pseudopotentials are significantly smaller for the Yukawa
interaction with large λ, the absolute error threshold |Ēi − Vi| < 1% is satisfied at drastically smaller system sizes.

In summary, although the Haldane pseudopotentials have a complete equivalence with their two-particle energy
spectra on a sphere, this does not hold for the torus. On a torus geometry with NΦ flux quanta, the Haldane
pseudopotentials can only be used to model short-range interactions described by {V1, V3, . . . , Vβ}, where β � NΦ.
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FIG. S2. Convergence of two-particle energy spectra to Haldane pseudopotential coefficients. (a–i) The set of
quasi-degenerate energies {Ei} corresponding to Coulomb pseudopotentials V C

i , for the two-particle energy spectrum on a torus
in the LLL, as a function of the number of flux quanta l. The mean Ēi and standard deviation σi of {Ei} are plotted and the
V C
i ±0.01V C

i region is shaded blue. The first value of l for which Ēi±σi is within 1% of V C
i (lcrit) is marked with a red dashed

line. (j) Scaling of lcrit as a function of Haldane pseudopotential coefficient i.

C. Tuning from lower- to higher-order Haldane pseudopotentials

To complement our analysis of the Coulomb and Yukawa interactions using an explicit diagonalization in Fourier
space, we study the interactions using a Haldane pseudopotential description. The Haldane pseudopotential formalism
is useful because most of the physics of interacting fermions in the LLL can be captured by its first few values,
which greatly simplifies both analytical and computational complexity. Although originally applied to short-range
interactions on the sphere, it has since been generalized to accommodate more diverse interactions on a range of
geometriesS4. Nevertheless, it is important to note that, unlike for the sphere, pseudopotential algebra is not exact
on the torus and so a convergence of the energy spectrum will only be reached for the first few energy levels with
short-range interactions relative to the system size.

In order to quantify the effectiveness of the first few Haldane pseudopotentials in capturing the physics of the
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FIG. S3. Convergence of the structure factor with Yukawa pseudopotential truncation. Box plots showing the
spread of the structure factor Iρ̄(0, ω) for the ν = 1/3 FQH state on a torus, with Nf = 6 particles and NΦ = 18 flux quanta,
stabilized by the LLL Haldane pseudopotentials corresponding to the Yukawa interaction {V Y

λ } = {V Y
λ,0, V

Y
λ,1, . . . , V

Y
λ,β}, as a

function of truncation parameter β ∈ {1, 3, . . . , 39} at a variety of λ. The median is labeled with an orange line, the interquartile
range (IQR) is drawn with a box, and the whiskers extend to 1.5 times the IQR. All data points outside of this range are
plotted as outliers. In (a–c) we additionally overlay the IQR and median for the exact Coulomb interaction from Fig. 1(b) in
red. The computations were performed with a resolution of ∆ω = 10−5, ∆I = 10−5, and ε = 10−4.

Laughlin state on the torus, we present the scaling of the structure factor as we increase the order of the pseudopo-
tentials corresponding to the Yukawa interaction {V Y

λ } = {V Y
λ,0, V

Y
λ,1, . . . , V

Y
λ,β} in Fig. S3, where β is our truncation

parameter. Although, it is physical to consider only small β � NΦ, since larger values may reflect eigenstate mixing
and boundary conditions, we show an extended range of β ∈ {1, 3, . . . , 39} to additionally comment on numerical
effects. In Fig. S3(a), we show the structure factor scaling in the Coulomb approximation λ ≈ 0. From the plot, we
can see that for β & NΦ/2, we obtain a rough approximation of the structure factor corresponding to the Coulomb
interaction. However, we note that for such a large number of pseudopotentials, the convergence of the energy levels
is limited, which results in oscillations of the energy scale. These oscillations reflect the boundary interference arising
from modeling large relative angular momenta on a finite torus. As we increase the value of λ, and hence decrease the
interaction range, these boundary effects are gradually alleviated. Comparing Fig. S3(c) with Fig. S3(a), for example,
we can see that the oscillations for β & NΦ/2 are diminished and the approximation to the Coulomb interaction at
β ∼ NΦ/2 is improved. Further increasing the value of the Yukawa mass beyond λ ∼ 1 exponentially decreases the
range of the interaction and consequently, suppresses the domain of the structure factors. In the limit of λ→∞, the
mean and standard deviation tend to zero, as we saw in Fig. 1(e). These results stress that Haldane pseudopotentials
can work well on the torus provided a few compromises are reached. The number of pseudopotentials needs to be large



6

FIG. S4. Approximating the Coulomb structure factor using Yukawa pseudopotentials at λ = 0.1. Structure factor
Iρ̄(0, ω) for the ν = 1/3 FQH state on a torus, corresponding to the system in Fig. S3(c). (a,c,e) 3D plots showing the scaling
of Iρ̄(0, ω) with truncation parameter β ∈ {1, 3, . . . , βmax}, where βmax is the smallest odd integer greater than (NΦ + 2)/2, for
(a) Nf = 6, (c) Nf = 7, and (e) Nf = 8. (b,d,f) Box plots showing the spread of Iρ̄(0, ω) as a function of β, for (b) Nf = 6,
(d) Nf = 7, and (f) Nf = 8. Outliers are shown explicitly as black crosses. The center and spread for the corresponding exact
Coulomb distributions are overlaid in red. The computations were performed with a resolution of ∆ω = 10−5, ∆I = 10−5, and
ε = 10−4.

enough to accurately model the interaction potential, but not so large as to introduce boundary effects and eigenstate
mixing. We find that, for this system, the optimal number of pseudopotentials is β ∼ NΦ/2. Moreover, long-range
interactions, such as the Coulomb interaction are more susceptible to finite-size effects. Therefore, the structure factor
for these systems is most accurately modeled using Haldane pseudopotentials corresponding to weakly screened forms
of the interaction.

Having shown that Haldane pseudopotentials can successfully model the Coulomb interaction provided the interac-
tion is sufficiently screened, we now focus on the approximation obtained using the Yukawa interaction with λ = 0.1.
In Fig. S4, we present a finite-size scaling of the structure factor from Fig. S3(c) for the particle numbers Nf = 6, 7, 8
and the physical values of the truncation parameter β � NΦ. From Fig. S4(a), we find a distribution with a single
distinct mode akin to Fig. 1(b), with a comparable number of peaks and spread. Here, we observe the optimal
approximation to the structure factor for the Coulomb interaction at β = 11, as shown in Fig. S4(b). As we increase
the particle number in Figs. S4(c–f), the number of pseudopotentials required for an accurate approximation also
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increases, such that optimal number is consistently ∼ NΦ/2. This is the threshold that maximizes the accuracy of the
interaction potential before boundary effects from the finite torus manifest, however we note that the precise value is
dependent on system parameters, such as the filling factor. In addition to this, there are a few notable trends as we
increase the system size. First, as was suggested by the results in Fig. 2, we find that the peak fluctuations are sup-
pressed with increasing system size, where we no longer observe any outliers in the box plots in Fig. S4(f), compared
to Figs. S4(b,d), for example. Second, we observe that for a restricted set of pseudopotentials, the approximation is
more accurate for smaller system sizes. For example, the β = 1 approximation for Nf = 6 is more accurate, in relative
terms, than the β = 1 approximation for Nf = 8. Finally, we can see that by comparing Fig. S4(a) and Fig. 1(b),
for instance, the features near the bulk of the response spectra are reproduced more rapidly than the structure at the
edges. These points notwithstanding, the structure factors presented here are a fair approximation of that for the
long-range Coulomb potential in Fig. 1(b) and come at a significantly reduced numerical cost.

SII. DETAILS OF THE LANCZOS ALGORITHM

The underlying motivation behind the Lanczos algorithm is to compute the eigendecomposition of a Hermitian
Hamiltonian H by variationally minimizing the energy functional E[Ψ] = 〈Ψ|H|Ψ〉 / 〈Ψ|Ψ〉. Progress is made towards
this goal by using an iterative procedure that subsequently explores the relevant parts of the Hilbert space.

In its most basic form, the Lanczos algorithm takes a normalized input vector |v0〉 = |Ψ〉 /
√
〈Ψ|Ψ〉, orthonormalizes

H |v0〉 with respect to |v0〉 to obtain |v1〉, and then finds the variational state of lowest energy by diagonalizing H in
the two-dimensional subspace span(|v0〉 , |v1〉). This variational state of lowest energy is then used as the input for
the next minimization step, and so on, until the desired eigenenergy converges.

Building on this idea, efficient implementations directly perform M − 1 such iterations by finding the variational
state of lowest energy in the M -dimensional Krylov space KM−1(|v0〉) = span(|v0〉 , H |v0〉 , H2 |v0〉 , . . . ,HM−1 |v0〉),
where {|v〉} is the set of Lanczos vectors. As before, the algorithm starts with a normalized input vector |v0〉. It

then orthogonalizes H |v0〉 with respect to |v0〉 and normalizes to yield |v1〉 = |ṽ1〉 /
√
〈ṽ1|ṽ1〉, where |ṽ1〉 = (1 −

|v0〉 〈v0|)H |v0〉. Similarly, |ṽ2〉 is constructed by orthogonalizing H |v1〉 with respect to the two previous Lanczos
vectors, such that |ṽ2〉 = H |v1〉 − a1 |v1〉 − b1 |v0〉, where an = 〈vn|H|vn〉 and bn = 〈vn−1|H |vn〉. From the second
step onwards, the iteration proceeds in the same manner, by orthonormalizing H |vn〉 with respect to |vn〉 and |vn−1〉,
i.e. using |ṽn+1〉 = H |vn〉 − an |vn〉 − bn |vn−1〉 followed by |vn〉 = |ṽn〉 /

√
〈ṽn|ṽn〉. Crucially, due to the Hermiticity

of the Hamiltonian H, as well as the orthogonality of the Lanczos vectors {|v〉}, the resulting basis is orthogonal (to
within numerical precision) and only the current and immediately preceeding Lanczos vectors are needed to compute
the subsequent vector. This means that the Hamiltonian may be expressed as

H |vn〉 = bn |vn−1〉+ an |vn〉+ bn+1 |vn+1〉 . (S15)

Therefore, in matrix form, the original N × N Hermitian Hamiltonian matrix H can be represented approximately
by a M ×M tridiagonal real symmetric Lanczos Hamiltonian matrix Ȟ in Krylov space, given as

Ȟ =




a0 b1
b1 a1 b2

b2 a2
. . .

. . .
. . . bM−1

bM−1 aM−1



, (S16)

where M ≤ N .
Although the Lanczos algorithm does not compute the eigendecomposition of H, it takes a significant step towards

this goal, by yielding a tridiagonal matrix Ȟ that can be readily diagonalized. Moreover, since the Lanczos algorithm
is an iterative method, useful results can be obtained without the algorithm running to completion. Most pertinently,
extremal eigenvalues of Ȟ show good agreement with those of the original system, even when the number of Lanczos
iterations is much smaller than the dimension of the original Hamiltonian, M � NS5–S7.

SIII. DERIVATION OF THE MOMENTUM-AVERAGED DENSITY OPERATOR ON A TORUS

Consider a free charged fermion in the xy-plane in the presence of a perpendicular magnetic field B = Bẑ. The
fermion motion is typically parameterized using its center-of-mass coordinates (X,Y ) and characterized by the mag-
netic length lB . In Landau gauge with a conserved y-momentum, ky, it can be shown that the single-particle ground
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states may be written as

φ(x, y) ∼ eikyy exp
(
−(X − x)2/2l2B

)
, (S17)

where X = −kyl2B . This shows that the wavefunctions are localized in the x-direction but extended in y.
When the fermion is confined to a rectangular sample of sides Lx by Ly, then the degeneracy of the LLL is

determined by the number of allowed ky such that 0 ≤ X < Lx. Applying periodic boundary conditions to Eq. (S17),
we obtain ky = Xj/l

2
B = 2πj/Ly, where j = 0, . . . , NΦ − 1 is an integer bounded by the degeneracy of the LLL,

NΦ = LxLy/2πl
2
B . There are consequently NΦ LLL eigenstates, which may be written as

φj(x, y) ∼
∞∑

m=−∞
ei(Xj+mLx)y/l2B exp

(
−(Xj +mLx − x)2/2l2B

)
, (S18)

where 0 ≤ j < NΦ. The degeneracy is equivalent to the total number of flux quanta, such that NΦ ≡ Φ/Φ0, where Φ
is the magnetic flux and Φ0 is the flux quantum. From now on, we set the magnetic length to one lB = 1.

In order to compute the density operator on the torus we expand in the basis of LLL orbitals, such that

ρq =
∑

j,j′

ρ̂j,j′(q)c†jcj′ , (S19)

where c
(†)
j are the annihilation (creation) operators for the Landau level orbitals φj (S18) and ρ̂j,j′(q) is the Fourier

transform of the normalized particle density coefficients, or form factor, defined as

ρ̂j,j′(q) ≡
∫

dr eiq·rφ̂j(r)φ̂∗j′(r), (S20)

r ≡ (x, y) and q ≡ (qx, qy) are position and momentum conjugate variables, and the hats denote normalization.
Starting with the form factor, we compute the Fourier transform of

ρ̂j,j′(x, y) =
φj(x, y)φ∗j′(x, y)

Nf
, (S21)

where Nf is a normalization constant, corresponding to the total particle number.
Computing the denominator of Eq. (S21), the total particle number

Nf =
∑

j

∫ Lx

0

dx

∫ Ly

0

dy φ∗j (x, y)φj(x, y), (S22)

yields, in terms of the number of repetitions of the simulation cell in the x- and y-directions, Nx, Ny,

Nf =
1

NxNy

∑

j

∫
dxdy φ∗j (x, y)φj(x, y). (S23)

Working with large Nx, Ny allows us to extend the integration range. Performing the y-integral yields

Nf =
2πLy
NxLx

∞∑

m=−∞

∫
dx exp

(
−1

2
x2 − 1

2
(x−mLx)2

)
, (S24)

where we have invoked the momentum periodicity in the y-direction. Subsequently, performing the x-integral yields

Nf = 2π
√
πLy

∞∑

m=−∞
exp

(
−m2L2

x/4
)
. (S25)

In a similar fashion, we can compute the Fourier transform of the numerator of Eq. (S21), the unnormalized particle
density coefficients

ρj,j′(q) =
1

NxNy

∫
dr eiq·rφj(r)φ∗j′(r). (S26)
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As before, working with large Nx, Ny allows us to extend the integration range, and we can ultimately take Ni →∞
to obtain complete Gaussian integrals along x. Performing the y-integral yields

ρj,j′(q) =
2πLy
NxLx

δ(Xj −X ′j + qy)

∞∑

m=−∞

∫
dx eiqxx exp

(
−1

2
(x−X ′j)2 − 1

2
(x−Xj −mLx)2

)
, (S27)

where we have again employed the momentum periodicity in the y-direction. Finally, evaluating the integral along x
yields

ρj,j′(q) = 2π
√
πLyδ(Xj −X ′j + qy)

∞∑

m=−∞
exp[χj,j′,m(qx)], (S28)

where

χj,j′,m(qx) ≡
(
X ′j +Xj +mLx + iqx

2

)2

− (Xj +mLx)2

2
−
X ′2j
2
, (S29)

and hence the form factor is given as

ρ̂j,j′(q) = δ(Xj −X ′j + qy)

∑∞
m=−∞ expχj,j′,m(qx)∑∞
m=−∞ exp (−m2L2

x/4)
. (S30)

By invoking the qx periodicity of the form factor, we can integrate out the qx dependence by summing over momentum
modes on the torus. This leaves us with an expression for the density operator that is only dependent on the qy modes,
which has analogous properties to the conserved ky momentum in Landau gauge. Hence, using these coefficients in
the general expansion of the density operator (S19), we arrive at our final expression for the qx-momentum-averaged
density operator used in the main text

ρ̄qy =

NΦ−1∑

m=0

ρqx= 2πm
Lx

,qy . (S31)
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