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Extensive fractional quantum Hall effect (FQHE) has been observed in graphene-based materials.
Some of the observed fractions are anomalous in that FQHE has not been established at these
fractions in conventional GaAs systems. One such fraction is 4/13, where incompressibility has
recently been reported in graphene [Kumar et al., Nat. Commun. 9, 2776 (2018)]. We propose
a partonic wave function at 4/13 and show it to be a viable candidate to describe the Coulomb
ground state. Using the effective edge theory, we make predictions for experimentally measurable
properties of the state.

The fractional quantum Hall effect (FQHE) appears
when two-dimensional electrons are subjected to a strong
perpendicular magnetic field and cooled to very low tem-
peratures [1]. The magnetic field quenches the kinetic en-
ergy of the electrons leaving only the Coulomb interaction
to determine the fate of the system. FQHE states pos-
sess topological order [2] and thus FQHE systems provide
a fertile platform to investigate strongly correlated topo-
logical phases of matter. Almost all of the experimentally
observed FQHE states in the lowest Landau level (LLL)
can be understood using Jain’s composite fermion (CF)
theory [3]. The central postulate of the CF theory is that
strongly interacting electrons turn into weakly interact-
ing emergent particles called composite fermions (CFs),
where a CF is a bound state of an electron and an even
number, 2p (p is a positive integer), of vortices. Due to
the vortex binding, CFs feel a smaller effective magnetic
field compared to the external magnetic field seen by the
electrons. In the zeroth-order approximation, CFs are
taken to be noninteracting and thus they form their own
Landau-like levels called Lambda levels (ΛLs). The elec-
tron filling factor ν is related to the CF filling factor ν∗

as ν=ν∗/(2pν∗±1), where the + (−) sign denotes that
the effective magnetic field sensed by the CFs is paral-
lel (antiparallel) to the external magnetic field. Com-
pletely filling n ΛLs of CFs, i.e., ν∗=n, can result in an
incompressible state of electrons at ν=n/(2pn±1). The
majority of FQHE states observed in the LLL lie in this
n/(2pn±1) Jain sequence. However, in the filling factor
range 1/3<ν<2/5, there are fractions outside the Jain
sequence such as 4/11, 5/13, 4/13 where FQHE has been
observed [4–8]. In this Letter, we will consider FQHE
at one of these fractions, namely 4/13, a description of
which lies beyond the ambit of the theory of free CFs.

Pan et al. [5] and Samkharadze et al. [6] have es-
tablished incompressibility at 4/11 and 5/13 in high-
quality GaAs/AlGaAs semiconductor heterostructures.
Signatures of FQHE at ν=4/13 have been observed in
some experiments [4, 8] but incompressibility at this fill-
ing has not been established in GaAs-based materials.
Extensive FQHE has also been observed in graphene-
based materials [9–17]. Suspended graphene samples
have stronger electron-electron interaction than sup-
ported graphene samples and conventional semiconduc-

tor heterostructures and thus could potentially help re-
alize delicate FQHE states. With this motivation, Ku-
mar et al. [7] designed a suspended graphene corbino
disk sample and carried out conductance measurements
on it. Along with states in the Jain sequence, they ob-
served FQHE at ν=4/11 and 4/13 in the LLL. Further-
more, their transport measurements show activated be-
havior at 4/13 thereby establishing incompressibility at
this anomalous filling. The measured energy gap of the
4/13 state is only 2% of the 1/3 gap indicating the fragile
nature of the FQHE state at 4/13. The spin polarization
of the 4/13 state has not been measured. We expect that
the partially spin-polarized and spin-singlet 4/13 states
arise from the analogous CF states [18, 19]. Thus, we
shall investigate only the fully polarized 4/13 state here.

Since the 4/13 state is observed in the LLL, we ex-
pect the state to be well described by the CF theory in
which CFs are interacting. The ν=4/13 state of elec-
trons is mapped onto the ν∗=4/3 state of CFs carrying
four vortices in a negative effective magnetic field. The
ν∗=4/3 state of CFs is obtained by filling the lowest ΛL
(LΛL) and forming a 1/3 state of CFs in the second ΛL
(SΛL). An interesting question is what state do the CFs
form at 1/3 filling in the SΛL. Numerical calculations
suggest that CFs do not form a 1/3 Laughlin state in the
SΛL [20, 21]. This can be understood by noting that the
interaction between CFs in their SΛL in the presence of
the filled LΛL is dominated by repulsion in the relative
angular momentum m=3 channel [19, 22–26], while the
1/3 Laughlin state is stabilized by interactions dominated
by repulsion in the m=1 channel. Motivated by this ob-
servation, Wójs, Yi, and Quinn (WYQ) proposed that
the interaction between CFs in their SΛL can be simu-
lated by the WYQ Hamiltonian Vm=δm,3 [23, 24], where
Vm is the Haldane pseudopotential [27] that denotes the
interaction energy in the relative angular momentum m
channel. Exact diagonalization on the spherical geometry
showed that the WYQ Hamiltonian has a uniform gapped
ground state at ν=1/3, referred to as the 1/3 WYQ state
that occurs at the Wen-Zee shift [28] S=7. This is to be
contrasted with the 1/3 Laughlin state which occurs at
S=3. The shift characterizes the coupling of a quantum
Hall state to background curvature [28]. Two states that
have different shifts carry different topological orders and
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thus the WYQ and Laughlin states are topologically dis-
tinct. Mukherjee and Mandal [29] have shown that the
exact LLL Coulomb ground state at 4/13 is well repre-
sented by the 4/3 state of CFs built from the 1/3 WYQ
state in the SΛL. An exact analytical closed-form ex-
pression of the 1/3 WYQ wave function is not known at
present but progress has been made in constructing good
candidate wave functions to describe the WYQ state [30].

Numerical calculations in the past few years have
called into question the proposition that the WYQ in-
teraction leads to FQHE at 1/3. Regnault et al. [31]
studied the WYQ Hamiltonian at ν=1/3 on the torus ge-
ometry and found that the ground state likely has spon-
taneously broken spatial symmetry, thereby suggesting
that the WYQ interaction does not result in an FQHE
ground state which is uniform. Furthermore, Misguich
and Jolicoeur [32] observed that the charged and neutral
excitation gaps of the 1/3 WYQ state calculated in the
spherical geometry extrapolate to a nonpositive value in
the thermodynamic limit indicating that the 1/3 WYQ
state is gapless. Moreover, by studying the pair corre-
lation function on the cylindrical geometry, they found
that the 1/3 WYQ state forms a compressible bubble
phase. These observations suggest that the WYQ Hamil-
tonian may not entirely capture the interaction between
CFs in their SΛL. To obtain an incompressible ground
state at the WYQ shift one needs to supplement the
WYQ Hamiltonian with other two-body pseudopoten-
tials and/or include three or higher body interactions
between the CFs [33].

The above considerations show that a complete under-
standing of the mechanism of FQHE at 4/13 in terms
of CFs is lacking. In this work, without taking recourse
to the CF theory, we directly propose a wave function
for the 4/13 state of electrons based on the parton the-
ory [34]. Our ansatz gives a plausible description of the
LLL Coulomb ground state at 4/13 obtained in numer-
ics. Based on the low-energy effective edge theory of the
parton edge we make predictions that could be tested in
experiments. We note that a parton wave function for
the 4/11 FQHE was recently constructed in Ref. [35].

Parton ansatz for 4/13. Jain proposed the parton the-
ory [34] as a generalization of his CF theory to construct
wave functions for incompressible state at all rational fill-
ings. In the parton theory one divides an electron into
s different species, denoted by γ=1, 2, · · ·, s, of fictitious
fermionic particles called partons. To obtain an incom-
pressible state, each of the partons is placed in an in-
teger quantum Hall effect (IQHE) state at filling factor
nγ resulting in the state denoted as “n1, n2, n3· · ·” and
described by the wave function

Ψn1,n2,n3···
ν = PLLL

s∏
γ=1

Φnγ
({zk}). (1)

Here Φn is the Slater determinant wave function of the
IQHE state with n-filled LLs of electrons, zk=xk−iyk
is the two-dimensional coordinate of the kth electron

parametrized as a complex number, and PLLL projects
the state into the LLL as is appropriate for the external
magnetic field B→∞ limit. Antisymmetry of the elec-
tronic wave function in Eq. (1) demands that s is an
odd integer. Partons can also “feel” an effective mag-
netic field that is antiparallel to that of the electrons.
We will denote such parton fillings by n̄=−n and the
corresponding wave function as Φn̄=[Φn]∗. The shift S
of the state described by the wave function of Eq. (1) is
S =

∑s
γ=1 nγ .

Identifying the coordinates of the different species of
partons zγk with the electronic coordinate zk, i.e., setting
zγk=zk ∀γ in Eq. (1), glues the unphysical partons back
into the electrons. The density of each parton species is
the same as that of the parent electrons. Furthermore,
each parton species is exposed to the same magnetic field
as the underlying electrons. Thus the charge of the γ
parton eγ is related to the charge of the electron −e as
eγ=−eν/nγ . The constraint that the charges of the par-
tons should add up to that of the electron relates the
electronic and partonic fillings as ν−1=

∑s
γ=1 n

−1
γ . Par-

ton states with a repeated factor of n with |n|≥2 host ex-
citations that carry non-Abelian exchange statistics [36].

Well-known FQHE states like Laughlin and Jain (CF)
states can be reinterpreted as parton states. The Laugh-
lin state [37] at filling fraction ν=1/(2p+1), described by

the wave function ΨLaughlin
1/(2p+1) = Φ2p+1

1 , is constructed us-

ing (2p+1) species of partons and forming a ν=1 IQH
state for all of them. The Jain states at filling fraction
n/(2pn±1), described by the wave function ΨJain

n/(2pn±1) =

PLLLΦ±nΦ2p
1 , are obtained from (2p+1) partons, where

2p partons form ν=1 IQH states and one parton forms a
ν=±n IQH state. Using the parton theory we can con-
struct FQHE states that lie beyond the purview of nonin-
teracting CFs. Several such parton wave functions have
recently been shown to be viable candidates to describe
incompressible FQH states observed in a wide variety of
settings such as in wide quantum wells, the second LL of
GaAs, and in the LLs of graphene [17, 35, 38–48, 50, 51].

In this Letter, we propose the parton state denoted as
“4̄213” and described by the wave function

Ψ4̄213

4/13 = PLLL[Φ4]∗Φ2Φ3
1 ∼

ΨJain
4/7 ΨJain

2/5

Φ1
(2)

to capture the 4/13 ground state. The ∼ sign in the
above equation indicates that the states on either side of
the sign differ in how the LLL projection is implemented.
We expect the topological phase that the wave function
describes to be insensitive to such details [52, 53]. Only
the wave function given on the rightmost side of Eq. (2)
is readily amenable to an evaluation for very large system
sizes since the constituent Jain states can be evaluated
for hundreds of electrons using the Jain-Kamilla projec-
tion [18, 54, 55]. On the spherical geometry, this state
occurs at the shift of S=1. Interestingly, this value of
the shift is identical to that of the 4/13 state built from
the 1/3 WYQ state in the SΛL [29]. Moreover, S=1 is
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the only known shift where the Coulomb ground state at
ν=4/13 in the LLL is consistently uniform for all systems
for which numerical results are available [29].

Numerical results. All our numerical calculations are
carried out on the Haldane sphere [27]. In this geometry,
N electrons move on the spherical surface in the presence
of a radial magnetic flux of strength 2Qhc/e (2Q is an
integer) generated by a monopole placed at the center of
the sphere. The flux-particle relationship for a state on
the sphere is written as 2Q=ν−1N−S, where the shift S
is a quantum number characterizing the state [28]. The
IQH state of n filled LLs occurs when 2Q=N/n−n and
requires N≥n2 and for N to be divisible by n. There-
fore, the 4̄213 state can be constructed on the sphere
only when N=16+4α, where α is a non-negative integer.
Throughout this work, we will neglect the effects of LL
mixing, finite width of the quantum well, and disorder.
Under these assumptions, the FQHE physics in the LLL
of graphene is identical to that in the LLL of GaAs [52].

The smallest system for which the 4̄213 state can be
realized has N=16 electrons. This system has a dimen-
sion of over 81 billion that is beyond the reach of ex-
act diagonalization. Thus, we cannot compare the 4̄213

ansatz against exact results. Nevertheless, in the LLL
the method of CF diagonalization (CFD) [20] provides
an almost-exact representation of the Coulomb ground
states. Mukherjee and Mandal [29] carried out extensive
CFD calculations at 4/13 and we shall compare the feasi-
bility of the 4̄213 state against their CFD results. In the
thermodynamic limit, including the contribution of the
positively charged background, the density-corrected [56]
Coulomb energy of the CFD ground state at ν=4/13 is
−0.3926(1) (the number in the parentheses denotes the
error obtained from a linear extrapolation of the energy
as a function of 1/N), while that of the 4̄213 ansatz is
−0.3851(1) (see Fig. 1). Although not as impressive as
the agreement between the Laughlin/Jain wave functions
and exact results, this agreement (within 2%) is on par
with that between candidate states and exact results of
other fragile states in the LLL [35, 50].

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06

-0.388

-0.387

-0.386

-0.385

FIG. 1. Thermodynamic extrapolation of the per-particle
Coulomb energy of the 4̄213 state of Eq. (2) in the lowest
Landau level as a linear function of 1/N , where N is the num-
ber of electrons, evaluated in the spherical geometry. Data is
shown for N=16 to 60 electrons.

As advertised above, the wave function given in Eq. (2)
can be evaluated for large system sizes. As a proof
of principle, in Fig. 2 we show the pair-correlation

function g(~r)=[1/(ρN)]
〈∑

i 6=j δ
(2) (~r− [~ri−~rj ])

〉
, where

ρ is the density, of the 4̄213 state for N=60 elec-
trons [due to spherical symmetry g(~r)≡g(r)]. The pair-
correlation function is similar to that of other incom-
pressible FQH fluids [57, 58] in that it has oscillations
at short-to-intermediate distances and goes to unity at
large distances, i.e., g(r)→1 as r→∞. The absence of a
“shoulder”-like feature at intermediate distances, which
typically exists in non-Abelian states [45, 59, 60], is in
accordance with the 4̄213 state being Abelian.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0.0

0.5

1.0

FIG. 2. The pair-correlation function g(r) of the 4̄213 state
of Eq. (2) as a function of the arc distance r on the sphere for
N=60 electrons.

Next, we look at the gaps of the 4/13 state. The
lowest-energy neutral excitation is obtained by creat-
ing a particle-hole pair in the Φ4 factor since the
corresponding parton carries the smallest charge of
magnitude e/13. This results in the wave function

Ψmode−a,L
4/13 ∼ΨCFE,L

4/7 ΨJain
2/5 /Φ1, where ΨCFE,L

n/(2n±1) is the CF-

exciton (CFE) state at ν=n/(2n±1) [61] with orbital
angular momentum L = 2, 3, · · ·, (N/n−n)+2n−1 [62].
The dispersion of this mode as a function of the lin-
ear momentum q`=L/

√
Q is shown in Fig. 3. The

mode has an anomalous minimum in energy at wave
number q`≈0.25 consistent with the results of Mukher-
jee and Mandal [63] who came to the same conclusion
using the Girvin-MacDonald-Platzman (GMP) density-
mode ansatz [64, 65]. Very recently, it has been no-
ticed that the parton theory can also describe certain
very-high-energy excitations of FQH fluids [66]. The
parton ansatz of Eq. (2) naturally suggests the wave

function Ψmode−b,L
4/13 ∼ΨJain

4/7 ΨCFE,L
2/5 /Φ1, which describes a

high-energy neutral collective mode at 4/13 that also
starts from L=2. For completeness, we also show its

dispersion in Fig. 3. The two modes Ψmode−a,L
4/13 and

Ψmode−b,L
4/13 carry opposite chiralities [67] since the par-

tons hosting the excitation see effective magnetic fields
in the opposite directions [66]. In the large wave number
limit, i.e., q`→∞, the dispersion of both the modes flat-
tens out since the constituent CF particle and CF hole
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of the CFE are far from each other and thus the interac-
tion between them is negligible. We have not been able
to get a reliable estimate of the thermodynamic limit of

the transport gap at 4/13, the q`→∞ gap of Ψmode−a,L
4/13 ,

as its dispersion has not flattened out for the systems
accessible to us.

0.0 1.0 2.0

0.00

0.05

0.10

FIG. 3. Lowest Landau level Coulomb gaps ∆ of the low-
(blue) and high-energy (red) parton-based collective modes
at ν=4/13 (see text). Data points for different system sizes
from N=16 to 48 electrons are plotted with different symbols.

We mention here that recently the collective modes
of the ν∗=1+1/3 Laughlin-based 4/13 state [68] (that
is unlikely to be stabilized by Coulomb interaction in
the LLL) have been studied by Wang and Yang [69]
using the dynamical structure factor. They found two
peaks in the dynamical structure factor indicating the
presence of two density modes. Here we provide par-
ton wave functions to describe these modes. The
ground state wave function for this conventional 4/13

state [18] can be factorized as Ψ4/13∼Ψ4/5×ΨLaughlin
1/2

(Ψ4/5=PLLL[Ψ4/3]∗Φ2
1 is topologically equivalent to the

hole conjugate of the 1/5 Laughlin state [19]). The
low- and high-energy modes can respectively be described

by the wave functions Ψmode−1,L
4/13 ∼ΨCFE,L

4/5 ×ΨLaughlin
1/2 and

Ψmode−2,L
4/13 ∼Ψ4/5×ΨCFE,L

1/2 (alternatively, one could use

the GMP ansatz instead of the CFE). As in the 4̄213

state, this construction suggests that the two modes of
the conventional 4/13 state carry opposite chiralities.
The clustering/vanishing properties of the two modes can
be determined by these wave functions. When two elec-
trons, with relative separation r, are brought close to-

gether, |Ψmode−1,L
4/13 |∼r3 while |Ψmode−2,L

4/13 |∼r. These ob-

servations are consistent with the results of Ref. [69].

Effective theory of the 4̄213 edge. We now turn to the
universal properties of the 4̄213 state that can be ob-
tained from the low-energy effective theory of its edge.
The effective edge theory of the 4̄213 state can be derived
following standard techniques which have been discussed
in detail previously [2, 45, 70–72], so here we will just
present the main results. The topological properties of
the 4̄213 state are encoded in the K matrix, charge vector

t, and the spin vector s, which are given by

K=


−2 −1 −1 0 1
−1 −2 −1 0 1
−1 −1 −2 0 1
0 0 0 2 −1
1 1 1 −1 3

 , t=


0
0
0
0
1

 , and s=


3
2
1
−1
−1/2

 .

(3)
This results in a filling fraction of ν=tT·K−1·t=4/13, and
shift S=(2/ν)

(
tT·K−1·s

)
=1, consistent with the values

inferred from the microscopic wave function given in
Eq. (2). The degeneracy of the ground state on a torus
|det(K)|=26. An interesting aspect to note is that the
4̄213 state is a single-component Abelian state at ν=a/b
(with a, b coprime positive integers), which has a ground
state degeneracy on the torus that is greater than the
denominator b (see Refs. [44, 46] for other examples of
such states). This K matrix has three negative and two
positive eigenvalues, which indicates that the 4̄213 state
has two downstream and three upstream edge modes re-
sulting in a chiral central charge of c−=−1. An intuitive
way to see the presence of five edge modes is as follows:
at the mean-field level the parton theory results in a total
of nine-edge states four from the factor Φ4̄, two from Φ2,
and one each from each factor of Φ1. However, these edge
states are not all independent since the density variations
of all the five partons must be identified, which results
in precisely four constraints and thereby leads to exactly
five independent edge states.

Discussion. We now discuss experimentally testable
properties of the 4̄213 state that can reveal its underlying
topological order. The fundamental or smallest charged
quasiparticle is obtained by creating a particle in the Φ4̄

factor and carries a charge of −e/13. Quasiparticles with
larger magnitude charges can be produced by creating a
particle in the Φ2 or Φ1 factors. All these excitations of
the 4̄213 state possess Abelian braid statistics.

Heat transport measurements at 4/13 could help
identify the underlying partonic order. In the past
few years, thermal Hall measurements have been car-
ried out in both GaAs [73, 74] and in graphene [75,
76]. Assuming a full equilibration of the edge chan-
nels, the thermal Hall conductance κxy of the 4̄213

state, at temperatures much lower than the gap, is
κxy=c−[π2k2

B/(3h)T ]=−1[π2k2
B/(3h)T ]. At the lowest

accessible temperatures, where thermal equilibration is
poor, the thermal Hall conductance of the proposed state
is therefore expected to be larger than [π2k2

B/(3h)T ] [74,
77] (current thermal Hall conductance measurements are
not sensitive to the sign of κxy). Hence experimental ob-
servation of the thermal Hall conductance decreasing to
its lowest value of [π2k2

B/(3h)T ] with increasing temper-
ature (with the temperature still much lower than the
gap) would validate the proposed edge structure of the
4/13 state. The Hall viscosity ηH of the 4̄213 state is also
anticipated to be quantized [78] as ηH=(4/13)~S/(8π`2),
where S=1 for the 4̄213 ansatz.

Another experimentally measurable quantity is the
tunneling exponent of quasiparticles across the FQH
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edges. The tunneling exponent corresponding to an FQH
state having all the edge modes of the same chirality is
universal, i.e., for fully chiral states the exponent does not
depend on the specific details of the interaction between
the edge modes. In such a scenario the tunneling expo-
nent is related to the bulk topological order, in particular
to the quasiparticle statistics [2]. Since the 4̄213 harbors
both upstream- and downstream-propagating modes its
tunneling exponents will not be quantized to a univer-
sal value. For this reason, we have not calculated the
tunneling exponents of the 4̄213 state.

An interpretation of our parton state as the ν∗=1+1/3
state of CFs carrying four vortices in a negative effective
magnetic field could then, by particle-hole conjugation of
CFs in their SΛL [33], also explain the 5/17 FQHE which
corresponds to ν∗=1+2/3 of CFs carrying four vortices
in a negative effective magnetic field. We have not been
able to connect our 4/13 parton ansatz to a 1/3 state of
interacting CFs in their SΛL.

The 4̄213 naturally suggests two families of parton

states, namely 4̄n13 and n̄213, whose properties we
briefly mention next. The 4̄n13 sequence produces states
at ν=4n/(11n+4) with shift S=n−1. On the other hand,
the n̄213 sequence produces states at ν=2n/(7n−2) with
shift S=5−n. Signatures of FQHE have been observed at
some members of the above sequences (aside from some
fractions which also lie in the Jain sequence, for which
the Jain states would be more suitable candidates in the
LLL), such as at ν=3/10 [4] which could be described by
the 6̄213. However, definitive evidence of incompressibil-
ity at these fractions is lacking.
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