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Recent quantum Hall experiments have observed ‘daughter states’ next to several plateaus at
half-integer filling factors in various platforms. These states were first proposed based on model
wavefunctions for the Moore-Read state by Levin and Halperin. We show that these daughters
and their parents belong to an extensive family tree that encompasses all pairing channels and
permits a unified description in terms of weakly interacting composite fermions. Each daughter
represents a bosonic integer quantum Hall state formed by composite-fermion pairs. The pairing
of the parent dictates an additional number of filled composite-fermion Landau levels. We support
our field-theoretic composite-fermion treatment by using the K-matrix formalism, analysis of trial
wavefunctions, and a coupled-wire construction. Our analysis yields the topological orders, quantum
numbers, and experimental signatures of all daughters of paired states at half-filling and ‘next-
generation’ even-denominators. Crucially, no two daughters share the same two parents. The unique
parentage implies that Hall conductance measurements alone could pinpoint the topological order
of even-denominator plateaus. Additionally, we propose a numerically suitable trial wavefunction
for one daughter of the SU(2)2 topological order, which arises at filling factor ν = 6

11
. Finally,

our insights explain experimentally observed features of transitions in wide-quantum wells, such as
suppression of the Jain states with the simultaneous development of half-filled and daughter states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fractional quantum Hall states at even-denominator
filling factor ν are intimately related to paired super-
fluids in two dimensions. This connection was already
pointed out by Moore and Read shortly after the dis-
covery of the first even-denominator plateau.1,2 It be-
comes explicit within Jain’s composite-fermion frame-
work.3 Composite fermions are electrons bound to an
even number 2p of quantized vortices. The non-zero Hall
conductance implies that each vortex is associated with
a quantized electric charge, which precisely cancels the
one carried by electrons for ν = 1

2p . Consequently, com-
posite fermions are neutral and insensitive to magnetic
fields. As such, they can form a metallic state known
as a composite-Fermi liquid (CFL).4 Alternatively, they
can form a BCS superconductor, which amounts to an
incompressible quantum Hall liquid of the physical elec-
trons.5,6

The composite-fermion framework maps the character-
ization of even-denominator quantum Hall states onto the
problem of paired superfluids in two dimensions. The lat-
ter problem was analyzed in great detail in a celebrated
study by Read and Green.7 In essence, fermionic super-
fluids with a bulk gap exhibit any integer number ℓ of chi-
ral Majorana modes at their boundary. These modes are
topologically protected and stable without any symme-
try. The same modes also encircle any vortex where the
superconducting order parameter vanishes in the bulk.
However, each vortex constitutes a zero-dimensional sys-
tem where chirality ceases to be meaningful. As such,
Majorana fermions encircling a vortex can gap out in
pairs, and only their parity is protected.8 Consequently,
even ℓ describes Abelian states and odd ℓ non-Abelian

states.9

For the ν = 5
2 plateau in GaAs, numerical studies have

long suggested a particular non-Abelian paired state to
be realized.10–17 Thermal transport experiments carried
out over the past years have provided strong evidence in
support of the so-called PH-Pfaffian phase correspond-
ing to ℓ = −1.18–20 However, this non-Abelian phase has
never been observed in numerics, which find the Moore-
Read with ℓ = 1 or anti-Pfaffian with ℓ = −3 instead.
Disorder effects may provide an avenue to reconcile nu-
merics and experiments, but the situation remains unre-
solved at present.21–23

In parallel to these developments, even-denominator
plateaus have been observed in different platforms24–32.
No direct thermal measurements to identify their topo-
logical order have been performed. Nevertheless, in bi-
layer graphene, the non-Abelian Moore-Read or anti-
Pfaffian states are suggested by satellite plateaus ob-
served at the filling factors of the corresponding Levin-
Halperin daughter states.33 A similar pair of plateaus
suggesting the Moore-Read state was reported for wide
GaAs quantum wells,34 which exhibit a prominent
plateau at ν = 1

2 .
In narrow GaAs quantum wells, a single anomalous

plateau consistent with anti-Pfaffian order had previously
been observed.35 More recently, a single presumed daugh-
ter of the Moore-Read has been observed in several half-
filled orbitals of trilayer graphene.36

All these putative daughter states can be understood
within the hierarchy construction pioneered by Haldane37

and Halperin;38 see also Ref. 39 for a review and several
generalizations. Most pertinent for us is the work by
Levin and Halperin, who investigated what phases could
arise from a finite concentration of non-Abelian excita-
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FIG. 1. Each paired quantum Hall state at ν = 1
2

has one daughter on its hole-doped side ν < 1
2

(shaded red) and one on its
particle-doped side ν > 1

2
(shaded blue). Every daughter has neighboring Abelian and non-Abelian parents. The filling factors

νQH and νQP of daughter states coincide with members of the Jain sequence ν = n
2n+1

. However, their neutral modes differ
significantly, and thermal transport or upstream noise measurements could thus distinguish between the two possibilities. The
thermal Hall conductances κxy of the daughter states differ by eight thermal conductance quanta from those of Jain states at
the same filling factor. Additionally, Jain and daughter states are sharply differentiated by the shift quantum number S.

tions on top of the Moore-Read state.33 They showed that
the simplest phases accessible in this way are Abelian
quantum Hall states. Crucially, the daughters of the
Moore-Read and anti-Pfaffian arise at distinct electron
filling factors. When present, daughter states could thus
provide valuable information about the nature of the
even-denominator plateau. This reasoning is somewhat
complicated by the fact that the filling factors of daugh-
ter states coincide with the ubiquitous Jain states, which
arise at νn = n

2n+1 . Jain states and daughter states are
sharply distinct by their thermal Hall response, but no
such measurements are available yet. Still, the anoma-
lous strength of plateaus close to ν = 1

2 compared to
lower-order Jain states supports the possibility that they
are indeed daughter states.

In this article, we provide a comprehensive and unified
description of the daughter states from several angles: (i)
the composite fermion framework, (ii)K-matrix analysis,
(iii) trial wavefunctions, and (iv) coupled-wire construc-
tion. Our main quantitative findings are the quantum
numbers of all daughter states. Those most likely to be
experimentally relevant are summarized in Fig. 1. In
addition, our analysis reveals a common origin for the
qualitative features observed in numerous experimental
and numerical studies: (i) Suppression of Jain states in
wide quantum wells and hole systems. (ii) Concomitant
development of a plateau of half-filling. (iii) Appearance
of daughter states flanking the plateau at half-filling.

Our physical picture is illustrated in Fig. 2. The
key player is the residual attraction between composite
fermions. Empirically, such attraction is negligible in the
narrow quantum wells with small Landau level mixing.
Moreover, countless numerical studies have found excel-
lent agreement between variational states constructed of
non-interacting composite fermions and Coulomb ground
states. Their excitation gap roughly follows ∆n ∼ EC

2|n|+1 ,
which may be interpreted as the composite-fermion cy-
clotron energy ω∗

n.4,40
The attraction between composite fermions can origi-

nate in different mechanisms that reduce the Coulomb
penalty for electrons closely approaching each other.
Firstly, the orbitals of the first excited Landau level are
more extended in-plane and thereby suppress the short-
distance repulsion compared to those of the lowest level.
The lowest Landau level can benefit from this effect via
Landau-Level mixing. In experiments, Landau-level mix-
ing is primarily controlled by the magnetic field; at a
fixed filling factor, the ratio between Landau-level split-
ting and Coulomb energy increases with the magnetic
field as ωc

Ec
∝

√
B for quadratically dispersing electrons.

Alternatively, hole systems feature a larger effective mass
and, thus, a reduced ωc. A second mechanism is opera-
tive in wide quantum wells, where the transverse extent
of the wavefunction increases with carrier density. The
effective width of the quantum well thereby increases,
which, in turn, reduces repulsion.

It is generally accepted that weak residual attractions
can cause gapless composite fermions in a CFL to pair up
and form a BCS superconductor, resulting in the plateau
at half-filling.41 In parallel, the nth Jain state disappears
once the attraction energy scale Vatt exceeds ω∗

n. In this
work we propose that the suppression of Jain states re-
flects a tendency of composite fermions to form pairs,
analogous to the ‘strong pairing’ of fermions when the
chemical potential is within the band gap.7 However, the
effective magnetic field B∗ ̸= 0 prevents such pairs from
forming a superfluid. Instead, they can form a boson in-
teger quantum Hall (IQH) state42–47 when their filling
factor is νPair ≡ #CF Pairs

2B∗ = 2, i.e., the filling factor of
composite fermions is ν∗ = 8. For ν∗ = 8+m withm > 0,
the excess composite fermions fill m Landau levels. For
m < 0, there are |m| filled Landau levels of composite-
fermion holes. We show that the boson integer quantum
Hall effect of composite fermion pairs is the incarnation
of the daughter states in the composite fermion language.

The rest of this article is organized as follows: In
Sec. II, we analyze Abelian (even ℓ) superfluids and their
fate in a strong magnetic field. This analysis yields the
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filling factors, topological order, and experimental signa-
tures of the daughter states. In Sec. III, we construct
K matrices for all Abelian paired states and use Wen’s
anyon condensation approach as an alternative route to
derive the daughter states. In Sec. IV, we will turn to
the non-Abelian case and generalize the analysis of Levin
and Halperin to other pairing channels and filling fac-
tors. Sec. V derives coupled-wire models for IQH states
of Cooper pairs and for daughter states. Sec. VI gener-
alizes the derivation of daughter-state quantum numbers
to ‘next-generation’ even denominators, where compos-
ite fermions form a paired quantum Hall fluid instead of
a superconductor. In Sec. VII, we discuss the observa-
tion or absence of daughter states in the most prominent
experimental systems in light of the insights developed
here. We conclude in Sec. VIII by discussing the impli-
cations of our results for future experimental, numerical,
and analytical studies.

II. ABELIAN SUPERFLUIDS AND INTEGER
QUANTUM HALL EFFECT OF COOPER-PAIRS

FIG. 2. The phase space of the observed fractional quan-
tum Hall state can be broadly understood in terms of the ef-
fective magnetic field B∗ experienced by composite fermions
and their residual interaction V ∗

attraction. When both are zero,
composite fermions form a metallic CFL state. Increasing B∗

results in IQH states (Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations). At
B∗ = 0, weak attraction can already drive an instability of
the CFL into a composite-fermion superconductor. States at
B∗ ̸= 0 are protected by a cyclotron gap. When the attrac-
tions exceed this energy scale, composite fermions can bind
and form a quantum Hall state of bosonic pairs.

We begin with a two-dimension Abelian superfluid,
i.e., one having an even integer ℓ = 2m of Majoranas
or, equivalently, m complex fermions at the boundary.
When subjected to a magnetic field, vortices form in this
superfluid. As discussed in the introduction, they do not
trap any protected zero modes. A finite density of such
vortices can form an Abrikosov lattice without changing
the topological invariant κxy of the superfluid. In partic-

ular, the chiral modes at the boundary remain unaffected,
and single-fermion excitations remain gapped throughout
the bulk. The vortex density is set by the external mag-
netic field ρvortex = Bext. In turn, vortices experience the
charge of Cooper-pairs as magnetic flux Bvortex = ρpair.
As such, the filling factors of Cooper-pair and vortices
are exactly inverse

νPair ≡
ρPair

Bext
=
Bvortex

ρvortex
=

1

νvortex
. (1)

For rational values of νPair(νvortex), a quantum Hall
plateau may arise.48

When the external magnetic field is small Bext → 0,
the superfluid is recovered νPair → ∞. However, for
moderate magnetic fields ρPair ≈ ρvortex, the simplest
quantum Hall state arises when νPair = ±2 (or any even
integer). Here, the Cooper pairs can form a quantum
Hall state without fractional excitations. This phase is
equivalent to a νvortex = 1

2 Laughlin state of vortices.48
Crucially, it may form without closing the single-particle
gap, and we can infer the nature of the resulting phase
by assuming that this is the case. In this situation, the m
complex fermions must remain at the boundary. More-
over, the destruction of superconductivity by the coher-
ent vortex motion restores charge conservation. Since
the resulting phase is unfractionalized, they become elec-
tronic edge modes, smoothly connected to free fermion
channels. The chiral modes of the boundary dictate the
bulk Hall conductance to be

σxy = (m± 8)
e2

h
. (2)

The second contribution is due to the boson IQH states
of Cooper pairs with σνPair

xy = ±2 (e∗)
2

h = ±8 e2

h . Its sign
is determined by the direction of the magnetic field Bext.

Within the K-matrix formalism, the resulting state is
described by the |m| + 2 dimensional block-diagonal K-
matrix

K± = diag(±σx, s, . . . , s), t = (2, 2, 1, . . . , 1) , (3)

where σx is a Pauli matrix, and s = sgn(m) indi-
cates the chirality of the fermions. The transport co-
efficients can be immediately computed from the K-
matrix, e.g., the electric and thermal Hall conductances
are σxy = tK−1

± t = m ± 8 and κxy = m, respectively.
This phase strongly violates the Wiedemann-Franz law
and is a symmetry-protected topological phase of elec-
trons that is intrinsically interacting.49

In the case when the Cooper pairs and integer modes
move in the same direction, i.e., when s = ±1 in the
matrix K±, the state is not topologically stable. It can
undergo a phase transition to an IQH state of trions, i.e.,
three-fermion bound states, see Sec. II B.

A. Daughter states as IQH of Cooper-pairs

So far, we have discussed a general possibility that
could occur in any Abelian superfluid with m complex
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fermions subjected to an external magnetic field. When
this situation occurs in a superfluid formed by emer-
gent composite fermions instead of fundamental elec-
trons, daughter states arise. Specifically, a superfluid of
composite fermions with two fluxes amounts to a quan-
tum Hall state at half-filling. Boson IQH phases of
composite-fermion pairs at ν∗Pair = +2 and ν∗Pair = −2
instead correspond to quantum Hall states at electron
filling factors larger or smaller than ν = 1

2 , respectively.
From the perspective of the parent state, such fill-

ings arise from (quasi-)hole or (quasi-)particle doping.
Accordingly, we denote all daughters above half-filling
by ‘QP’ and those below by ‘QH.’ Attaching two flux
quanta transforms the composite-fermion filling factor
ν∗ = m + 4ν∗Pair to the electron filling factor ν = ν∗

2ν∗+1 .
For the daughter states, we thus find

νQH =
8 +m

2(8 +m) + 1
, νQP =

8−m

2(8−m)− 1
, (4)

respectively.
The cases of QH for m = 0 and QP for m = 1 co-

incide with the first Levin-Halperin33 daughter states
of the Moore-Read phase, obtained by condensation of
quasiholes and quasiparticles, respectively.50 The cases
m = −2 and m = −1 for QH and QP naturally describe
the daughter state of anti-Pfaffian obtained by particle-
hole conjugation in Ref. 33. The filling factors and rele-
vant quantum numbers for general pairing channels are
listed in Fig. 1 for the first few values of m. All higher-
descendant daughter states are obtained by larger boson
IQH filling factors, as will be shown in section VI.

The topological order of the daughter states The edge
theory and the bulk quasiparticle content can be conve-
niently described in terms of K-matrix. The correspond-
ing K-matrix is obtained by attaching p = 2 fluxes to
Eq. (3), which transforms the K-matrix according to

KQH/QP = p ttT +K± , (5)

while the charge vector remains untouched tQH/QP = t.
The daughter states occur at the same filling factor as
Jain states. Moreover, the minimal charge of quasiparti-
cles is identical and is given by the denominator of their
filling factor. Nevertheless, they are distinct topologi-
cal orders and have various experimentally observed sig-
natures. For example, we note that the daughters of
the K = 8 state inherit a single-electron gap on the
edge. Consequently, we predict the shot noise of tun-
neling across vacuum into such an edge to reflect e∗ = 2.
Moreover, the smallest-charge quasiparticles that exist
as deconfined bulk excitations are gapped on the edge.
Thus, we predict that the minimal Fano factors for tun-
neling across νQP = 8

15 and νQH = 8
17 correspond to

e∗ = 2
15 and e∗ = 2

17 . To sharply distinguish other daugh-
ter states, different experimental signatures are needed.

Thermal Hall conductance Jain and daughter states
could be distinguished experimentally by their thermal
Hall conductance. From the K-matrix Eq. (5), we im-
mediately calculate the thermal Hall conductance as the

difference between the number of downstream and up-
stream modes,7 corresponding to positive and negative
eigenvalues of KQH/QP. We thus find

κQH
xy = mκ0, κQP

xy = (m+ 2)κ0 , (6)

with κ0 =
π2k2

BT
3h the thermal conductance quantum.

We contrast these values to those of Jain states at the
same filling factors. At filling factor νQH of Eq. (4), a
Jain state has m + 8 filled Landau levels of composite
fermions, each contributing a single downstream mode.
Attaching a positive number of fluxes does not change
the number or chirality of these modes, and the thermal
Hall conductance is

κQH,Jain
xy = (m+ 8)κ0 . (7)

The Jain state at filling factor νQP(m) is particle-hole
conjugate to νQH(−m− 1). Under a particle-hole trans-
formation κxy → 1− κxy, and we obtain

κQP,Jain
xy = (m− 6)κ0 . (8)

On either side of the ν = 1
2 plateau, the thermal Hall con-

ductances of the daughter states thus deviate by eight
thermal conductance quanta from those of the corre-
sponding Jain states, i.e., |κQP/QH

xy −κ
QP/QH,Jain
xy | = 8κ0.

This difference can be anticipated from the fact that IQH
states of fermions at ν∗ = ±8 have κ∗xy = ±8κ0, while
IQH states of bosons at ν∗Pair = ±2 exhibit κ∗xy = 0. Such
a significant difference in the thermal Hall conductance
should be clearly visible in heat transport measurements
despite uncertainties about edge-mode equilibration.

Upstream noise An alternative signature with a
smaller experimental footprint is upstream noise, which
is zero for a chiral edge and non-zero in the presence of
upstream modes.51 Conservation of energy and charge
requires that any edge with κxy < 1 contains upstream
modes.52 For Jain states and first-generation daughters,
the converse also holds, and states with κxy ≥ 1 are chi-
ral, see Sec. II B. From Eqs. (6)-(8) it then follows that
upstream noise distinguishes the daughter states at νQH
with m ≤ 0 and νQP with m ≥ −1 from the correspond-
ing Jain states. In particular, all daughters of ν = 1

2 that
have been observed to date can be identified in this way.

Shift on a sphere Quantum Hall states are character-
ized by an additional quantum number known as the shift
S.53 It is related to the Hall viscosity54–56 and is of vital
importance for numerical studies. On a finite sphere, the
magnetic flux Nϕ is offset from its thermodynamic value
set by ν by a factor of order unity, i.e.,

S ≡ ν−1Ne −Nϕ , (9)

where Ne is the number of electrons.
The composite-fermion framework provides an intu-

itive avenue for obtaining the shift. Any Jain state can
be viewed as n filled Landau levels of composite fermions
experiencing the effective flux N∗

ϕ = ±(Nϕ − 2(Ne − 1)).
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The ith Landau level on a sphere has gi = 2i+|N∗
ϕ |+1 de-

generate single-particle orbitals. Consequently, the total
number of fermions required for filling the first n Landau
levels is N (n)

fermions =
∑n−1

i=0 gi = n(n + |N∗
ϕ |). Extracting

Nϕ as a function of Ne = N
(n)
fermions yields the well-known

shift of the Jain states S = 2± n.
We propose that the shift of daughter states can be

obtained in a similar manner. First, we note that the
effective flux experienced by each pair is twice the one
experienced by individual fermions, and the degeneracy
of the lowest Landau level is 2|N∗

ϕ |+ 1. Since bosons do
not have an exclusion principle, they occupy the lowest
Landau level ν∗Pair times. Thus, the number of pairs is
Npairs = ν∗Pair(2|N∗

ϕ | + 1). Replacing the eight lowest
Landau levels of ν∗ = 8 + m by a ν∗Pair = 2, the total
number of electrons is

Ne = N
(m+8)
fermions + (2Npairs −N

(8)
fermions) . (10)

The QH or QP daughter states occur at effective flux
N∗

ϕ = ±(Nϕ − 2(Ne − 1)), corresponding to ν∗ = 8±m.
Thus, the resulting shift is

S(m)
QH/QP = m+ (2± 8)

m+ 2

m± 8
. (11)

For QH with m = 0 and QP with m = 1 and their
particle hole-conjugates, QP with m = −1 and QH
m = −2, our expressions reproduce results derived by
Levin-Halperin.33 Unfortunately, almost all daughters of
the most important paired states have fractional shifts
(cf. Fig. 1) and thus can not be represented by a numer-
ically efficient parton wavefunction. Notable exceptions
are νQH = 6

13 studied before,57 and νQP = 6
11 , for which

we propose a wavefunction in Sec. VIII. By contrast, the
daughters of higher pairing channels have predominantly
integer shifts.

B. Trion Integer Quantum Hall State

FIG. 3. A state comprised of a fermionic IQH liquid layered
on top of a bosonic IQH liquid of fermion pairs with the same
chirality is topologically unstable. It reduces to an IQH state
of ‘trions’, three-fermion bound states.

In Sec. II A, we developed a description of daughter
states as IQH phases of composite-fermion Cooper pairs.

Here, we show that the topological order is unstable when
there are additional fermionic IQH quantum Hall states
with the same chirality. Each pair can bind with an ad-
ditional unpaired fermion to form a fermionic trion with
charge three. Trions, in turn, can form an IQH state
when ν∗trion = ν∗/9 is an integer.

The simplest case when this situation arises is for the
electron-filling factors νQP = 9

19 and νQH = 9
17 . The

latter filling factor has been observed experimentally in
bilayer graphene Ref. 58. Both states can be described
by ν∗pair = ±2 with m = ±1 Eq. (3) with two fluxes
attached. The composite fermion K-matrix

K∗ =

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

 , (12)

with charge vector tT = (2, 2, 1), is topologically un-
stable according to Haldane criterion.59 To find the re-
duced K matrix, we perform an SL(3,Z) transformation
K ′ =WTK∗W and t′ =WT t with

W =

 1 1 1
0 −2 −1
1 2 1

 , K ′ =

1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 −1

 , (13)

and t′T = (3, 0, 1). In this basis, the null-vector
lT = (0, 0, 1) satisfies Haldane conditions lTK ′−1t′ =
lTK ′−1l = 0. The last two entries of K ′ describe a topo-
logically trivial pair of modes. Dropping it reduces the
K-matrix to a single element Kred = 1 and tred = 3,
which we interpret as the IQH effect of the charge-three
objects, which we call trions.

The electron topological order can be obtained by al-
ternative routes. Firstly, by performing flux attachment
and finding a null vector to reduce the K-matrix. Sec-
ondly, by attaching two fluxes to the reduced K∗ =
±Kred. Either way, we arrive at

Ktrion
QP = 19 , Ktrion

QH = 17 , (14)

with t = 3, which are the Laughlin states of 3e particles.
This transition has immediate experimentally observ-

able consequences,52,60–62 the most prominent of which
is the absence of upstream noise, see Sec. II A and Ap-
pendix A, and tunneling shot noise. Similarly to the
K = 8 state and its daughters, single electrons are
gapped on the edge and cannot tunnel. In the IQH
state of trions, electron pairs are also gapped. Conse-
quently, the shot noise of tunneling through vacuum re-
flects e∗ = 3, similar to the cases of Ref. 60 and 62.

III. ANYON CONDENSATION APPROACH

In Sec. II, we first constructed the daughter states of
paired superfluids and then attached fluxes to obtain the
corresponding quantum Hall state. An equivalent route
is the anyon condensation approach of Wen.63 Following
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this procedure, we start with theK matrix of any Abelian
quantum Hall state and then ‘condense’ its fundamental
anyons, i.e., place them into a bosonic Laughlin state.

To find the K-matrix for paired quantum Hall states
with general ℓ = 2m, we begin with a chiral superfluid
described by KSF = I − σx, tTSF = (1, 1), where I is the
two-dimensional identity matrix. It can be viewed as a
111 bilayer state represented by

Ψ111 =

∏
i<j(zi − zj)

∏
i<j(wi − wj)∏

i,j(zi − wj)
= det

1

zi − wj
.

(15)

This wavefunction describes an Abelian weak-pairing su-
perconductor7 with two Majorana fermions at the edge.
For general m, we add m− 1 filled Landau levels, where
negative numbers mean Landau levels of holes. These
additional levels are encoded by the |m− 1| dimensional
matrix Km−1

IQH = sgn(m − 1)diag(1, . . . , 1) and vector
tIQH = (1, . . . , 1). Upon attaching p flux quanta, we thus
obtain Km = p ttT + K∗

m for the paired quantum Hall
state with

K∗
m = diag(KSF,K

m−1
IQH ), tTm = (1, . . . , 1) . (16)

In general, this K matrix is topologically unstable and
admits reduction to a K matrix with total dimensions
dim(K) = |m| + 1. This reduction does not affect the
quasiparticle content, which matches the one given in
Ref. 64.

The K-matrix in Eq. (16) accurately represents the
topological order for any m. However, it is often de-
sirable to avoid the spurious non-topological modes it
contains for negative m. A simple way to obtain the re-
duced K-matrix in this case is to start with a superfluid
of opposite (negative) chirality and add m+ 1 ≤ 0 filled
Landau levels. For m < 0, the superfluid and integer lev-
els have equal chirality, and there are no spurious modes.
A minimal K matrix valid for any |m| ≥ 1 is thus given
by Km = p ttT +K∗

m with

K∗
m = sgn(m) diag(KSF,K

|m|−1
IQH ) , (17)

where tm = (1, . . . , 1). In particular, Eq. (17) with p =
2 yields the familiar 331 and 113 topological orders for

FIG. 4. Two alternative approaches to deriving daughter
states are illustrated by a commutative diagram. In Sec. II,
we start with the superfluid and include a magnetic field (hor-
izontal arrow) to access the bosonic IQH effect of pairs. At-
taching fluxes (vertical arrow) then yields the daughter states.
By contrast, in Secs. III and IV, we first generate paired quan-
tum Hall states by attaching fluxes to a superfluid. We then
use anyon condensation33,63 to obtain the daughter states.

m = 1 and m = −1, respectively. We conclude that Km

describes any Abelian quantum Hall state at ν = 1
2p with

arbitrary even pairing ℓ = 2m ̸= 0.
Daughter states from anyon condensation The

daughter states can be obtained from Km following the
standard hierarchy construction.63 The condensation of
a charge- 1

4p quasiparticle represented by integer-valued
vector l = (1, 0, . . .) results in

KQH/QP =

(
Km l
lT ∓2

)
, tQH/QP = (1, . . . , 1, 0) .

(18)

The resulting topological order matches the one derived
in Sec. II; an SL(|m|+2,Z) transformation maps the K-
matrices of Eq. (5) and Eq. (18) onto one another. The
main difference between the two derivations lies in the
order in which we condense anyons and attach fluxes; see
Fig. 4.

IV. NON-ABELIAN STATES

The line of reasoning we pursued in the previous sec-
tion faces several immediate challenges when confronted
by non-Abelian states. Most importantly, vortices carry
fermionic zero modes and thereby spoil the single-particle
gap. Hybridization of nearby zero modes leads to bands
of low-energy Majorana fermions.65–69 Generically, these
bands are gapped and exhibit an odd Chern number C.
The corresponding edge modes combine with those of the
pristine superfluid. The total number of edge Majoranas
is even, indicative of an Abelian state. Unfortunately,
there is no general principle determining the Chern num-
ber of the Majorana band. In particular, the possible
values C = ±1 appear equally likely and will be selected
by microscopic details. The resulting Abelian phase is
thus characterized by either ℓ+ 1 or ℓ− 1.

When vortices form a quantum Hall state instead of a
lattice, there is a preferred chirality that breaks the tie
between the most probable values C = ±1. A unique an-
swer emerges in the limit of a single Landau level. This
problem was studied by Levin and Halperin on the basis
of trial wavefunctions for e/4 quasiparticles and quasi-
holes on top of the Moore-Read state.33 They found that
the holomorphic structure naturally splits the difference.
The daughters of ℓ = 1 coincide with those of ℓ = 0 or
ℓ = 2 for opposite signs of the effective magnetic field.
We now generalize their analysis to any odd ℓ.

A. Quasihole daughter state

Levin-Halperin in Ref. 33 constructed a hierarchy of
states on top of the ν = 1

2 Moore-Read state. Non-
Abelian e/4 quasiholes at a finite density can form a
state quantum Hall state of their own. This state is
constructed to respect the braiding properties of the e/4
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quasiparticles. Crucially, the braiding depends on the
pairing channel of the parent state. Consequently, the
valid quasiparticle wavefunctions occur at different fill-
ing factors set by the pairing channels.

We assume that the number of Majoranas ℓ = 2m+ 1
is odd. Then, there are ℓ electron operators ψe,l(z) =

γl(z)e
i
√
2φ(z), with φ(z) responsible for the charge and

normalized such that ⟨φ(z)φ(z′)⟩ = − log(z − z′). It
is convenient to use a different basis where 2m Majo-
ranas are combined to form complex fermions e±iϕk with
k = 1, . . . ,m, where ϕk has the same normalization as φ.
Now, the electron operators are

ψe,0(z) = γei
√
2φ, ψe,±k(z) = ei

√
2φ±iϕk . (19)

The valid e/4 quasiparticle operators are mutually local
with all electrons and can be written as64

χs(w) = σ(w)eiφ(w)/
√
8

m∏
k=1

eiskϕk(w)/2 , (20)

where sk = ±1 parameterize the type of quasiparticle.
For m = 0, there is a single σ quasiparticle type and no
ambiguity in condensing e/4 quasiparticle. In general,
for positive m, there are 2m different quasiparticle types
corresponding to different sets of sk = ±1. The daughter
states are obtained by condensing χs(w) with the same
s into quantum Hall states.70 Comparing the previously
studied m = 0 case Ref. 33 to the general m case, we
propose that a suitable quasihole wavefunction can be
written as a conformal field theory (CFT) correlator of

ξ̄s(w̄) = σ̄(w)ei
√

2n+ 1
8 φ̄(w̄)

m∏
k=1

eiskϕ̄k(w̄)/2 . (21)

Analogously to Eqs. (5),(6) of Ref. 33, the complex con-
jugate of the correlation function of Eq. (21) has the same
transformation properties under particle exchange as the
electron wavefunction with quasihole insertion Eq. (20).
We use

∑m
k=1 s

a
ks

b
k =

∑m
k=1 s

2
k = m to evaluate the cor-

relator〈∏
a

ξ̄s(w̄a)

〉
α

= ⟨σ̄(w̄1) . . .⟩α
∏
a<b

w̄
2n+ 1

8+
m
4

ab . (22)

From this expression, we deduce the anyon filling factor

νanyon
QH =

1

2n+ ℓ
8

(Anyon filling). (23)

The electron filling factor is obtained by noting that
charge density is reduced ρ = ρ0 − qρQH due to the pres-
ence of quasiholes, where ρ0 = 1

2B is the unperturbed
electron density, q = 1

4 is the charge of quasiholes in units
of electron charge, and ρQH = νanyon

QH B∗ is the number
density of quasiholes. Quasiholes feel an effective mag-
netic field B∗ = qB. Thus, the electron filling factor

νQH = ρ
B of daughter states obtained by quasihole con-

densation is

νQH =
1

2
− 1

16
νanyon
QH (Electron filling). (24)

This result coincides with the filling factor νQH in Eq. (4),
found using the composite fermion picture for Abelian
states, see Fig. 1. The same analysis also extends to neg-
ative m. The only difference is the chirality of the neutral
sector. Thus, we take |m− 1| holomorphic bosons ϕk(ω)
and the holomorphic part of the Ising CFT, compared to
the anti-holomorphic CFTs for positive m. The result-
ing filling factors Eqs. (23) and (24) are valid for both
positive and negative m.

B. Quasiparticle daughter state

In analogy with the Levin-Halperin analysis, we chose
the wavefunction of quasiparticles to be the CFT corre-
lator of

ρs(w) = σ′(w)ei
√

2n− 3
8φ

′(w)
m∏

k=1

eiskϕ̄k(w̄)/2 . (25)

Notice that the last term is the same as in Eq. (21) since
the ‘reversion’ of the monodromy is taken care of by
the exponent of the first term.33 Thus, the quasiparticle
wavefunction is constructed of the correlation functions

⟨
∏
a

ρs(wa)⟩α = ⟨σ′(w1) . . .⟩α
∏
a<b

w
2n− 3

8

ab w̄
m
4

ab . (26)

To obtain a lowest Landau level wavefunction, we replace
w̄

m
4

ab → w
−m

4

ab , expecting that
∏

a<b |wab|
m
4 do not sig-

nificantly affect the wavefunction after projection. The
anyonic filling factor is then given by

νanyon
QP =

1

2n− ℓ+2
8

(Anyon filling). (27)

The corresponding electron filling factor of the daughter
state obtained by condensation of quasiparticles is

νQP =
1

2
+

1

16
νanyon
QP (Electron filling). (28)

This filling factor reproduces the filling obtained from the
composite fermion perspective in Eq. (4) for ℓ = 2m −
1, see Fig. 1, and applies to positive and negative m.
Finally, in Appendix B, we study daughter states that
arise from general 2p-flux composite superfluid at ν = 1

2p .

V. WIRE CONSTRUCTION

The coupled wire formalism allows us to express super-
conductors, integer, and fractional quantum Hall states
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in a unified framework. We consider an array of identi-
cal wires aligned in the x̂ direction and enumerated by
integers y. Each wire hosts two flavors σ =↑, ↓ of elec-
trons, which we expand according to cσ ∼ eikF,σxψR

σ +
e−ikF,σxψR

σ with kF,σ the Fermi momenta. The linearized
Hamiltonian of this array is Hkin =

∑
y

∫
x
Hkin, with

Hkin = vF
∑
σ

(
[ψR

σ,y]
†i∂xψ

R
σ,y − [ψL

σ,y]
†i∂xψ

L
σ,y

)
. (29)

Supplementing H0 with suitable inter-wire terms can re-
alize a wide variety of different phases. They are typically
analyzed within the framework of Abelian bosonization.
For our purposes, it is sufficient and more transparent
to remain with the fermionic formulation. A treatment
within bosonization is presented in Appendix C.

Abelian superconductors To realize various types of
superconductors, we include

Hpair = g∆̂†
y∆̂y+1e

i2bx + H.c. , (30)

where ∆̂y = ψR
↑,yψ

L
↓,y is a Cooper-pair operator, and b is

the average magnetic field in the gauge Ay = −bx. When
b = 0, Cooper pairs can hop across wires coherently, and
a superfluid with ⟨∆̂y⟩ ≠ 0 arises. Still, to include vor-
tices and restore the charge conservation, we must refrain
from making a mean-field approximation.

The model H0 + Hpair does not involve the modes
ψR
↓,y, ψ

L
↑,y, which, therefore, remain gapless. We couple

these to ∆̂ via Josephson-type coupling

Hm = gm∆̂†
yψ

R
↓,yψ

L
↑,y+me

i(2kF,↑−2kF,↓+mb)x + H.c. (31)

The resulting phase is gapped up to a Goldstone mode
and hosts m chiral edge modes. An easy way to see this
is to replace ∆̂ with its expectation value. We also note
that flux attachment to Hkin + Hpair + Hm yields wire
models whose ground states match those of the K = 8
state (m = 0) and 331 state (m = 1) derived by Teo and
Kane in Ref. 71, see also Appendix C.

Integer quantum Hall state of Cooper-pairs To in-
stead access the boson IQH effect of Cooper pairs, we
require an expression for the superconducting hc

2e vortex.
Following the logic of Refs. 72–75, we define the hopping
of such a vortex across two wires via the 2kF process

V̂ †
y− 1

2

V̂y+ 1
2
= [ψL

↓,y]
†ψR

↓,ye
2ikF,↓x . (32)

In the boson IQH phase, the Cooper pair and vortex form
a composite that condenses into a superfluid. To capture
this phase, we replace Hpair by

HBIQH = (∆̂y−1V̂
±
y− 1

2

)†(V̂ ±
y+ 1

2

∆̂y+1)e
±2ikF,↓xei4bx + H.c.

(33)

Crucially, this interaction does not disrupt Hm and we
can use HBIQH independent of m.

To form a gapped state, the phase factors in Hm and
HBIQH must vanish. This requirement translates into a

condition on the densities ρσ = 2kF,σ in relation to the
magnetic field. We find the conditions ρ↑ − ρ↓ = mb and

ν ≡ ρ↑ + ρ↓
B

= m∓ 8 . (34)

The filling is precisely the one determined in Sec. II. We
emphasize that for all m, we condense the same vortex-
Cooper pair composite via HBIQH. The filling factor is
automatically determined by Hm for all m, which en-
codes the number of chiral edge modes.

VI. HIGHER GENERATIONS

In previous sections, we have derived the first-level
daughter states of paired quantum Hall plateaus at half-
filling. Here, we derive the higher descendant daugh-
ter states. Additionally, we generalize the analysis to
other even-denominator states, which were recently ob-
served.76,77

A. Higher-level daughter states

We now allow for general even filling factors of Cooper-
pairs, i.e., νPair = ±2nPair. A bosonic quantum Hall state
at this filling factor corresponds to a Laughlin state of
vortices at filling factor νvortex = 1

2nPair
. The resulting

state is described by the (|m| + 2nPair)-dimensional K-
matrix and charge vector

K∗
± = diag(±σx, . . . ,±σx, s, . . . , s),
t∗ = (2, . . . , 2, 1, . . . , 1) ,

(35)

in a straightforward generalization of Eq. (3).
To obtain the electron filling factors of the higher-level

daughter states, we perform flux attachment according
to Eq. (5). The resulting filling factors are given by
νQH/QP = m±8nPair

2(m±8nPair)+1 . This analysis reproduces the
Levin-Halperin result for the Moore-Read pairing by tak-
ing QH with m = 0 and QP with m = 1. Similarly,
the anti-Pfaffian daughters are obtained from QP with
m = −1 and QH with m = −2.

B. Daughters of next-generation
even-denominators states

Recent experiments in hole-doped GaAs observed
even-denominator states at ν = 3

4 ,
3
8 and several

other filling factors with even denominators larger than
two.76,77 Plateaus at these ‘next-generation’ (NG) fill-
ing factors cannot be obtained by attaching flux to elec-
trons and pairing the resulting composite fermions. In-
stead, flux attachment necessarily results in fractional
composite-fermion filling factors. Attaching two flux
quanta to electrons at filling factors ν = 3

8 ,
3
4 yield
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ν∗ = ± 3
2 , respectively. More generally, the electron fill-

ing factors

νNG(n, p) =
n+ 1

2

p
(
n+ 1

2

)
± 1

. (36)

yield composite fermions at half-integer filling factors
ν∗ = ±

(
n+ 1

2

)
upon attaching an even number p of flux

quanta.
A plateau at filling factor νNG(n, p) arises when the

composite fermions in the (n+ 1)th Landau level form a
paired quantum Hall state with filling factor 1

2 and pair-
ing ℓ. Its daughters occur when the composite fermions
in the partially filled level are at filling νQH/QP given by
Eq. (4). The electron filling factors of the daughters are
consequently given by

νNG
QH/QP =

n+ νQH/QP

p(n+ νQH/QP)± 1
. (37)

This formula reduces to the half-filled case for n = 0 and
p = 0 with the positive choice of sign. Any non-zero, even
p instead describes the daughters of the paired state at
ν = 1

2p+2 . In Appendix D, we provide several examples
for which we obtain the same filling factors by explicit
calculation and determine the K matrices.

VII. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

We now comment on the most prominent experimen-
tally observed even-denominator plateaus from the per-
spective developed here. In particular, we address the
relative strength or absence of daughter states in some
cases, their competition with Jain states, and disorder
effects. Finally, we discuss the expected daughters of
the leading ‘next-generation’ even denominator states in
quarter-filled Landau levels.

A. Jain–Daughter state transitions in wide
quantum wells

Recently, transitions between Jain states and daugh-
ter states that occur upon tuning the electron density in
wide quantum wells have been reported in Ref. 34. The
authors observed that the plateaus at the filling factors
of the Moore-Read daughters, νQH = 8

17 and νQP = 7
13 ,

are initially suppressed and then enhanced with increas-
ing density or in-plane magnetic field. They interpret
this finding as Jain states at low density that undergoes
topological phase transitions to daughter states.

This interpretation is supported by our findings that
daughter states result from the formation of composite
fermion pairs that realize a quantum Hall state. Specif-
ically, the short-range repulsion between electrons in
wide quantum wells becomes weaker with increasing den-
sity or in-plane field.78–80 As a consequence, the resid-
ual attraction V ∗

attraction between composite fermions be-
comes stronger. In general, this interaction strength

also depends on the filling factor. However, a simplified
model with a single filling-factor-independent composite-
fermion interaction suffices to qualitatively account for
the observations.

At half-filling, weak attraction drives a superconduct-
ing instability of the gapless composite Fermi sea.81 Fur-
ther increasing V ∗

attraction leads to a better-developed
plateau at half-filling but does not induce any transitions.
By contrast, Jain states are protected by a finite energy
gap, the composite-fermion cyclotron energy ω∗

n ≈ Ec

2n+1 .
Once V ∗

attraction exceeds the energy gap of the Jain state
at the same filling factor ωn0 ≲ V ∗

attraction, the phase tran-
sition to the daughter state takes place. Further increase
of the attraction strength washes out of lower order Jain
states when their cyclotron gap is overcome by attraction
V ∗

attraction ≳ ωn<n0 .

B. Single daughter states

In some experiments, only a single daughter is ob-
served. Ref. 35 found a plateau consistent with the anti-
Pfaffian daughter at νQH = 6

13 in the second Landau level
of GaAs. Similarly, Ref. 36 found a state at the filling
factor of the Moore-Read daughter νQP = 7

13 flanking
the half-filled plateau of multiple Landau levels in tri-
layer graphene. In both cases, the absence of lower-order
Jain states supports the interpretation of these plateaus
as daughter states. Their appearance thus narrows down
the potential pairing channels of the parent states.

However, a single daughter cannot differentiate be-
tween the topological orders of her two parents. As such,
observing the νQH = 6

13 could equally well indicate the
non-Abelian anti-Pfaffian (ℓ = −3) or Abelian anti-331
(ℓ = −4) pairings. Similarly, the νQP = 7

13 daugh-
ter would indicate either the non-Abelian Moore-Read
(ℓ = 1) or Abelian 331 (ℓ = 2) pairings. In general, each
daughter has one non-Abelian single-component and one
Abelian multi-component parent; see Fig. 1. When only
a single daughter is observed, discriminating between sin-
gle and multi-component can thus lead to a unique pre-
diction for the parent. In GaAs systems, measurements
in an in-plane magnetic field are typically sufficient to
obtain this information. In particular, the ν = 5

2 plateau
is known to be spin-polarized,17 but its nature may be
affected by disorder, as we discuss Sec. VIIC. In multi-
layer graphene, the valley degree of freedom provides an
alternative option for multi-component states, which is
more challenging to assess.

C. Disorder-induced Daughters

We briefly turn to the case of ν = 5
2 in narrow GaAs

quantum wells. It is the oldest and best-studied even-
denominator state and is observed to be either childless or
with a single, relatively feint descendant. At this filling,
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numerical works indicate that energetics favor Moore-
Read and anti-Pfaffian nearly equally, with Landau-level
mixing serving as a tie-breaker.10–17 The thermal trans-
port signatures could then arise from a PH-Pfaffian that
forms at longer length scales due to disorder.21–23 Under
these conditions, would the daughters be determined by
the global phase or by local energetics?

We expect that the energetics that favor Moore-Read
and anti-Pfaffian would also favor their daughters. One
could then envision a disorder-driven scenario similar
to the one for the parent states. Local puddles of
Moore-Read or anti-Pfaffian daughters could give rise
to a macroscopic PH-Pfaffian daughter. Within the
composite-fermion framework, disordered parents and
daughters can be analyzed on equal footing. In both
cases, the interface hosts two complex co-propagating
composite fermion edge modes. At a transition between
Moore-Read and anti-Pfaffian, or between their daugh-
ters, these modes percolate, and localization effects can
realize intermediate plateaus.

However, there is one crucial distinction: Unlike their
parents, the daughters arise at different filling factors and
do not compete directly. To form puddles, the disorder
would have to generate a local density imbalance to vary
the filling factor on the order of 1%. In the ultra-clean
samples where the ν = 5

2 plateau is observed, we con-
sider this possibility unlikely. In principle, we would,
therefore, expect both sets of daughters on either side of
a disorder-driven PH-Pfaffian plateau. Observing these
states would provide substantial support for the disorder-
induced PH-Pfaffian scenario. Still, interactions that
favor both states similarly will not be ideal for either,
which could explain the weakness or absence of daugh-
ters around ν = 5

2 in GaAs.

D. Daughters at quarter-filling

Daughter states are not an exclusive feature of half-
filled quantum Hall states. As we discussed in Sec. VIB,
they can occur flanking any even-denominator state
whose gap is caused by pairing of composite fermions.
The strongest even-denominator plateaus apart from
half-filling arise at ν = 1

4 in wide quantum wells,82–84

and ν = 3
4 in hole-doped GaAs systems.76,77

If the pairing channel of a ν = 1
4 is Moore-Read

(ℓ = 1), the daughter-state filling factors are νQH = 8
33

and νQP = 7
27 ; those of anti-Pfaffian (ℓ = −3) are

νQH = 6
25 and νQP = 9

35 . As in the half-filled case,
observing anomalously strong plateaus compared to the
Jain states of four-flux composite fermions at ν = n

4n±1
would indicate the pairing channel.

Plateaus at ν = 3
4 can equivalently be described as

particle-hole conjugates of the ν = 1
4 state or as superflu-

ids of second-generation composite fermions in Sec. VIB.
We use the latter to assign a pairing channel ℓ to the re-
sulting topological orders. Within this convention, the

daughters of the Moore-Read pairing (ℓ = 1) correspond
to fillings νQH = 25

33 and νQP = 20
27 ; the anti-Pfaffian

(ℓ = −3) parent would conceive daughters at νQH = 19
25

and νQP = 26
35 . Notice that for ν = 1

4 and ν = 3
4 , particle-

hole symmetry relates orders with identical pairing chan-
nels. In particular, the ν = 3

4 anti-Pfaffian edge com-
prises three downstream Majorana modes and a pair of
counter-propagating bosons for a thermal Hall conduc-
tance of κxy = 3

2κ0.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have derived and characterized the daughter states
of even-denominator quantum Hall plateaus with arbi-
trary pairing. Our analysis has moreover revealed their
origin in strong pairing between composite fermions. The
biggest question regarding these states is whether their
presence constitutes reliable evidence for the nature of
their parent state. Based on the picture developed here,
we expect that this is indeed the case. However, numerics
and experiments would be needed to put this hypothe-
sis on firmer ground. Our findings provide guidance for
both.

Experimentally, one needs to independently identify
the pairing channel of the even-denominator states and
compare it to the filling factor of satellite plateaus.
Meanwhile, any putative daughter state needs to be dis-
tinguished from the Jain state at the same filling factor
to confirm her origin in pairing.

Various experimental signatures of different pairing
channels of parent states, such as thermal conductance,
upstream noise, and charge transport in interface geome-
tries, have been discussed in Refs. 52, 85–90. In GaAs,
measurements of the thermal conductance18,20,91,92 and
upstream noise19,51 point toward PH-Pfaffian pairing. In
other platforms, there have not been any experiments
that measure the pairing channel directy.

In contrast to parent states, the daughters do not com-
pete among themselves as they occur at different filling
factors. Thus, the identification of any daughter state
requires ruling out only one Jain state. This is an eas-
ier prospect since the two contenders differ substantially.
In particular, their thermal Hall conductances exhibit a
large difference |κDaughter

xy − κJain
xy | = 8κ0, compared to

κ0

2 required to distinguish neighboring even-denominator
states with ℓ and ℓ+1. Moreover, all experimentally ob-
served daughters can be distinguished from aliased Jain
states with upstream noise on the vacuum interface. For
the unique identification of the parent, two interfaces are
needed.52 Finally, some experimentally observed daugh-
ter states at νQH = 8

17 and νQP = 9
17 could be identified

via shot noise of tunneling through vacuum. The single-
electron states are gapped on the edge when it is reduced
to a topological minimum. Thus, the charge that can
tunnel into the edge is e∗ = 2 and e∗ = 3, respectively.

On the numerical side, studies of daughter states are
scarce. A notable exception is the filling ν = 6

13 , for
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which a parton wavefunction was proposed and analyzed
in Ref. 57. The K-matrix of this state [Eq. (5) in Ref. 57]
is related by a basis transformation to our Eq. (5) with
m = −2 for QH. Additionally, a recent numerical study
at ν = 8

17 explored a possible competing phase to both
Jain and daughter states at the same filling factors.93
However, a direct comparison is impeded by the unavail-
ability of trial wavefunctions for the latter.

The large numerators of the daughter state filling
factors severely restrict the applicability of exact di-
agonalization methods. In particular, extrapolation to
the thermodynamic limit is challenging due to the lim-
ited accessible system sizes. Additionally, the fractional
shifts S of many daughter states prevent simple ‘par-
ton’ wavefunctions that can be efficiently studied using
Monte Carlo techniques.94–99 Among the original Levin-
Halperin states, a wavefunction amenable for numerical
studies is only known for ν = 6

13 . Our analysis has found
integer shifts for several additional daughter states, which
allows such states to be simulated efficiently. In particu-
lar, one daughter of the SU(2)2 topological order, which
arises at νQP = 6

11 , has shift S = 6. For this state, we
propose the parton ansatz (321), i.e., the wavefunction

ΨQP
6
11

= ϕ3ϕ2ϕ1 , (38)

which correctly produces the filling factor, the shift, and
thermal conductance κxy = 4. This wavefunction can
be efficiently sampled with Monte-Carlo techniques, and
its real-space entanglement spectra100,101 are accessible
with the entanglement wavefunction technique.102–104

Further investigation of Eq. (38) and other wavefunc-
tions of daughter states could confirm their topologi-
cal order and provide insights into which interactions
stabilize these phases. The physical picture of com-
posite fermion pairs forming IQH states may also lead
to alternative trial wavefunctions beyond the parton
paradigm. The ingredients for forming daughter states
are composite-fermion pairing and IQH states of bosons
and fermions – all of which are well understood individ-
ually.

Finally, we briefly want to look beyond even denomi-
nators. There are two well-known classes of non-Abelian
states. Firstly, there is a hierarchy of states introduced
by Bonderson and Slingerland.105 These states exhibit
pairing similar to the even-denominator states analyzed
here. We thus anticipate that its daughter states also
arise when those pairs form bosonic quantum Hall states.
Secondly, the Read-Rezayi sequence generalizes pairing
to the formation of clusters of k ≥ 2 particles.106 It ap-
pears plausible that its descendants are again IQH states
of k-particle clusters.

Note added: An upcoming work by Evgenii
Zheltonozhskii, Netanel Lindner, and Ady Stern also
studies daughter states and overlaps with our analysis.
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Appendix A: Upstream noise signature

In the main text, we asserted that some of the first-
generation daughters could be distinguished from the
Jain states at the same filling factor by upstream noise
on the vacuum interface. Such noise implies the presence
of upstream modes.19,51 In this appendix, we carefully
analyze the chirality of the daughter states and compare
it to the Jain states. Furthermore, we show that mea-
suring upstream noise on the interfaces with experimen-
tally accessible reference Jain states would be sufficient
to identify all first-level daughters.

1. Chirality of the QH daughter states

The QH daughter states at νQH = 8+m
2(8+m)+1 are de-

scribed by the m+ 2-dimensional K-matrix

KQH = 2 ttT +K+, t = (2, 2, 1, . . . , 1) , (A1)

with K+ = diag(σx, s, . . . , s) and with s = sgn(m). Since
K+ is a particle-like state (ν+ > 0 for m > −8), the
flux attachment does not change its chirality. The boson
IQH part σx contributes two counter-propagating modes,
while the remaining fermionic IQH supplies |m| chiral up-
stream (downstream) modes for m > 0 (m < 0). Some
of these modes may be topologically unprotected and
subject to localization. If there are protected upstream
modes, noise measurements provide a sharp distinction
from Jain states, which are chiral at the filling factor νQH.

As we showed in Sec. II B, if the K-matrix has a block
K0 = diag(σx, 1) with t0 = (2, 2, 1), it is topologically
unstable and reduces to K0

red = 1 with tred = (3). For
νQH states, this situation occurs for m ≥ 1. The num-
bers (nup, ndown) of upstream and downstream modes are
modified as (m+ 1, 1) → (m− 1, 0), resulting in a chiral
edge. In this case, the daughter states are indistinguish-
able from Jain states. By contrast, all states with m < 1
exhibit upstream modes. In particular, both experimen-
tally observed QH daughter states, for which m = −2
and m = 0, can be distinguished from Jain states on the
interfaces with vacuum.
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2. Chirality of the QP daughter states

The QP daughter states at νQP = 8−m
2(8−m)−1 are simi-

larly described by

KQP = 2 ttT +K− , (A2)

with K− = diag(−σx, s, . . . , s) and the same t as in the
νQP case. However, in this case, ν∗ = tTK−1

− t < 0 for
m < 8, and flux attachment alters the chirality of the
edge. The composite-fermion K-matrix K− has (m+1, 1)
for m ≥ 0 and (1, |m| + 1) for m < 0 upstream and
downstream modes. By contrast, the electron K-matrix
KQP has (m+ 2, 0) and (2, |m|), respectively. All states
with m ≥ 0 can thus be distinguished from Jain states,
which are non-chiral at filling factor νQP.

For m < 0, there is a block K0 = −diag(σx1)
that admits localization in the presence of the disorder.
The numbers of modes reduce according to (2, |m|) →
(1, |m| − 1). Consequently, the QP daughter with m =
−1, which arises at νJain = 9

17 , can also be distinguished
from the corresponding Jain state. Importantly, both
observed QP daughter states, for which m = ±1 can be
identified with upstream noise on the vacuum interface.

3. Universal identification of daughter with
upstream noise

As we have seen, not all daughter states can be distin-
guished from Jain states at the vacuum interface. In
those cases, interfaces with different Jain states allow
such differentiation. The interfaces between any two Jain
states at νn = n

2n±1 and νk = k
2k±1 are chiral with |n−k|

downstream modes. Consequently, a daughter state is in-
dicated by upstream noise at the interface with any Jain
state on the same side of ν = 1

2 .
The QH daughters The interface of QH daughter

state at νQH = 8+m
2(8+m)+1 with the Jain state at νk = k

2k+1

is described by

KQH-k =

(
p ttT +K+ 0

0 −
[
p tkt

T
k +Kk

IQH
]) , (A3)

with p = 2 and dim(Kk
IQH) = k and tk = (1, . . . , 1)

representing Jain states. The topological stability can
be deduced from composite fermion edge with p = 0.
For m ≥ 0, the m fermionic integer modes of K+ and k
integer modes of Kk

IQH counter-propagate and maximally
localize each other.

If we choose k ≥ m, the edge has (1, 1 + k − m)
modes after localization. Moreover, for k < 8 +m, the
filling factor difference across the interfaces is positive,
(t, tk)

TKQH-k(t, tk) > 0, and flux attachment does not
change the chirality of the modes. Consequently, the in-
terface with k ∈ [m,m + 7] is non-chiral and permits a
sharp distinction between daughter and Jain states. For
example, the QH daughter state at νQH = 9

19 can be
identified using its interface with the ν = 1

3 (k = 1) Jain
states.

The QP daughters The interface of a QP daughter
state and the Jain state at νk = k

2k−1 is described by

KQP-k =

(
p ttT +K− 0

0 −
[
p tkt

T
k −Kk

IQH
]) . (A4)

Following the same steps as for QH, we find a non-chiral
interface between m < 0 daughter states with Jain states
at k ∈ [|m|, |m|+7]. For example, to distinguish the QP
daughter state at νQP = 10

19 , one can take interfaces with
ν = 2

3 (k = 2).

Appendix B: Daughter states of ν = 1
2p

from CFT

In the main text, we derived the daughter-state fill-
ing factor for half-filled plateaus from the non-Abelian
quasiparticle condensation. The filling factor ν = 1

2p is
related to the ν = 1

2 case by a different compactification
radius of the chiral boson φ responsible for the charge.
The electron and quasihole operators are

ψe,0(z) = γei
√
2pφ , ψe,±k(z) = ei

√
2pφ±iϕk , (B1)

χs(w) = σeiφ/
√
8p

m∏
k=1

eiskϕk/2 . (B2)

An electron wavefunction can, in principle, be writ-
ten as a CFT correlator of the combination of the elec-
tron operators ψe,k and their descendant fields. The
precise combinations that give energetically reasonable
wavefunctions are known only for two cases, m = 0
and m = ±1. For m = 0, there is a single electron
operator given by ψe = γei

√
2pφ. For m = 1, the

j = 1 triplet ψjz of SU(2)2 should form the combination
ψe = (ψ−1 + 2

√
2∂zψ0 + 4∂2zψ1)e

i
√
2pφ to give a viable

electron wavefunction.107

1. Quasihole daughter state

Suppose we know the combination of electron opera-
tors ψe. Then, the wavefunction of electrons in the pres-
ence of quasihole at wa can be written as

Ψ{sa}
α (zi;wa) =

〈∏
i

ψe(zi)
∏
a

χsa(wa)

〉
α

. (B3)

As before, we assume that the quasiparticles of the same
type, i.e., sa = s for all a, are condensed, and we omit the
label s. The complex conjugate of the quasihole wave-
function Φ̄QH

α (w̄a) should have the opposite transforma-
tion properties under particle exchange as Eq. (B3). This
ensures that the wavefunction of the daughter state

ΨQH
Daughter(zi) =

∑
α

∫
dw Φ̄QH

α (w̄a)Ψα(zi;wa) (B4)
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does not have branch cuts and is a valid electron wave-
function. Such a quasihole wavefunction can be written
as a CFT correlator of operators

ξs(w̄) = σ̄(w)e
i
√

2n+ 1
8p φ̄(w̄)

m∏
k=1

eiskϕ̄k(w̄)/2 . (B5)

The quasihole wavefunction is then given by

Φ̄QH
α (w̄a) =

〈∏
a

ξ̄s(w̄a)

〉
α

= ⟨σ̄(w̄1) . . .⟩α
∏
a<b

w̄
2n+ 1

8p+
m
4

ab .

(B6)

Here, we used that all quasiholes are of the same type
and, consequently,

∑m
k=1 s

a
ks

b
k =

∑m
k=1 s

2
k = m for all a

and b. We immediately infer the anyonic filling fraction
νanyon
QH

νanyon
QH =

1

2n+ 1
8p + ℓ−1

8

(Anyon filling). (B7)

The electron filling factor is obtained by noting that
charge density is reduced ρ = ρ0 − qρQH due to the pres-
ence of quasiholes, where ρ0 = 1

2pB is the unperturbed
electron density, q = 1

4p is charge of quasihole in units of
electron charge, and ρQH = νanyon

QH B∗ is the number den-
sity of quasiholes. Since quasihole feels an effective mag-
netic field B∗ = qB, the electron filling factor νQH = ρ

B
of daughter states obtained by quasihole condensation is

νQH =
1

2p
− 1

(4p)2
νanyon
QH (Electron filling). (B8)

2. Quasiparticle daughter state

Similar to the half-filled case, we take the wavefunction
of quasiparticles to be the CFT correlator of

ρs(w) = σ′(w)e
i
√

2n− 1
8p−

1
4φ

′(w)
m∏

k=1

eiskϕ̄k(w̄)/2 . (B9)

To reverse the monodromy, we closely follow Levin and
Halperin Ref. 33. We similarly offset the exponent of φ′

and define the same Rβα as in Eq. (20) of Ref. 33. At
the same time, the branch cuts arising from the last term
of Eq. (20) are not altered if s → −s and do not require
modification. Thus, the valid quasiparticle wavefunction

ΦQP
α (wa) = PLLL⟨σ′(w1) . . .⟩βRβα

×
∏
a<b

w
2n− 1

8p−
1
4

ab w̄
m
4

ab , (B10)

when projected to the lowest Landau level (the factors∏
a<b |wab|x can be ignored) corresponds to the anyonic

filling factor

νanyon
QP =

1

2n− 1
8p − ℓ+1

8

(Anyon filling). (B11)

Thus, the daughter state obtained by condensation of
quasiparticles occurs at the electron filling factor

νQP =
1

2p
+

1

(4p)2
νanyon
QP (Electron filling). (B12)

Appendix C: Wire models in Abelian bosonization

Here, we treat the wire model from the main text with
Abelian bosonization.71,108 The non-interacting Hamil-
tonian density Eq. (29) on the yth wire takes the form

Hkin =
vF
2π

∑
σ

[(∂xφσ,y)
2 + (∂xθσ,y)

2] , (C1)

where the bosonic fields obey the usual commutation re-
lation [∂xθσ,y(x), φσ,y(x

′)] = iπδ(x − x′). The electron
operators are expressed as

ψR
σ,y ∼ ei(ϕ

R
σ,y+kσ

F x) = ei(φσ,y+θσ,y+kσ
F x) , (C2)

ψL
σ,y ∼ ei(ϕ

L
σ,y−kσ

F x) = ei(φσ,y−θσ,y−kσ
F x) , (C3)

where kσF = ρσπa is determined by the density ρσ of
σ electrons, with a the distance between wires. The
magnetic field enters the tunneling terms through b =

|e|aB/ℏ. The filling factor then reads ν = 2(k↑F + k↓F )/b.

1. Superfluids and quantum Hall states with m = 0

In the boson variables, the Cooper-pair hopping Hamil-
tonian of Eq. (30) and Josephson coupling Hamiltonians
of Eq. (31) are given by

Hpair = g cos[ϕR↑,y+1 + ϕL↓,y+1 − ϕR↑,y − ϕL↓,y] , (C4)

Hm=0 = g0 cos[ϕ
L
↑,y + ϕR↓,y − ϕR↑,y − ϕL↓,y] , (C5)

where we adjusted the density to eliminate phase factors.
To analyze these terms, we introduce charge and spin
modes according to

φc = φ↑ + φ↓ , 2θc = θ↑ + θ↓ ,

φs = φ↑ − φ↓ , 2θs = θ↑ − θ↓ .
(C6)

These modes satisfy the canonical commutation relations
[∂xθq,y(x), φq′,y(x

′)] = iπδqq′δ(x− x′) with q = c, s.
The Josephson coupling term takes the form

Hm=0 = g0 cos[4θs,y] , (C7)

and pins each θs,y to one of its minima when relevant.
Upon dropping these pinned fields, the Cooper-pair hop-
ping terms becomes

Hpair = g cos[φc,y+1 − φc,y] . (C8)

In the strong coupling limit where g is of order unity,
this term still permits smooth variations of φc at low en-
ergies. These fluctuations describe the Goldstone mode
of the superfluid. A detailed discussion of such modes in
coupled wire systems can be found in Ref. 75.
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Flux attachment To implement flux attachment ac-
cording to Refs. 72–75, we infinitesimally shift the ↓ wires
to y → y+0+ and the ↑ wires to y → y+0−. The attach-
ment of p flux quanta is then achieved by the replacement

φ↑,y = φ↑,y + 2p
∑
y′ ̸=y

sgn(y − y′)θc,y + 2pθ↓,y ,

φ↓,y = φ↓,y + 2p
∑
y′ ̸=y

sgn(y − y′)θc,y − 2pθ↑,y ,
(C9)

without modifying θ↑ or θ↓. In the charge-spin basis, the
flux-attachment transformation reads

φc,y → φc,y + 4p
∑
y′ ̸=y

sgn(y − y′)θc,y − 4pθs,y ,

φs,y → φs,y + 4pθc,y ,

(C10)

and θc/s are unaffected.
The Josephson coupling term for m = 0 is unchanged,

and θs,y are again pinned. Dropping these constants, we
find that the Cooper-pair hopping is replaced by

H̃pair = g cos[φc,y+1 − φc,y − 4p(θc,y+1 + θc,y)] . (C11)

The Hamiltonian H̃pair was shown in Refs. 108 to realize
a ν̃Pair =

1
4p Laughlin state of the bosons eiφc . Since this

boson carries charge e∗ = 2, the electron filling factor of
this state is ν = 1

p . Attaching p = 2 flux quanta thus
yields the K = 8 state of electrons.

2. Superfluids with m ̸= 0

For general m it is convenient to adopt the m-
dependent basis

2φ1
y = ϕR↑,y + ϕL↓,y, 2θ1y = ϕR↑,y − ϕL↓,y , (C12)

2φ2
y = ϕL↑,y + ϕR↓,y−m, 2θ2y = ϕL↑,y − ϕR↓,y−m . (C13)

The Cooper-pair hopping of Eq. (30) and Josephson cou-
pling of Eq. (31) take the form

Hpair = g
∑
y

cos[φ1
y+1 − φ1

y] , (C14)

Hm=0 = g0
∑
y

cos[φ2
y+m − φ1

y] . (C15)

The Hamiltonian Hpair encodes a Goldstone mode as for
m = 0. The cosine in Hm=0 slaves φ2 to φ1 in the bulk.
However, near a boundary, m of the φ2 field are master-
less. As a result, a finite system of wires with y0 ≤ y ≤ y1
exhibits m chiral edge modes ϕL↑,y<y0+m near the bottom
boundary and ϕR↓,y>y1−m near the top boundary.

3. Quantum Hall states with m = 1

Flux attachment modifies the Josephson inter-wire
coupling to

Hm=1 = g0 cos[φ↑,y+1 − 3θ↑,y+1 − 2θ↓,y − φ↑,y − 3θ↑,y] ,
(C16)

while the pair-hopping term becomes

Hpair = g cos[φ↓,y+1 − 3θ↓,y+1 − 2θ↑,y+1 − φ↓,y − 3θ↓,y

+φ↑,y+1 − 3θ↑,y+1 − 2θ↓,y − φ↑,y − 3θ↑,y] .
(C17)

The lower row in Hpair is pinned by the first term and
can be replaced by a constant. A simply relabeling (y, ↓
) → 2j +1 and (y, ↑) → 2j then precisely reproduces the
coupling terms in Eq. (2.45) of Ref. 71 for the 331 state.

4. Boson integer quantum Hall effect

The boson IQH effect of Cooper pairs42–47 is realized
when H0 and HBIQH flow to strong coupling. To analyze
this phase, we define the charge and neutral basis

ϕR/L
c,y = ϕ

R/L
↑,y + ϕ

R/L
↓,y , ϕR/L

n,y = ϕ
R/L
↑,y − ϕ

R/L
↓,y , (C18)

and corresponding non-chiral variables

2φc/n = ϕRc/n + ϕLc/n, 4θc/n = ϕRc/n − ϕLc/n , (C19)

which obey [∂xθc/n,y(x), φc/n,y] = iπδ(x − x′). We im-
mediately see that spin degree of freedom is completely
gapped by Josephson-type term

H0 = g0 cos[4θn,y] . (C20)

After θn,y are pinned, the hopping of boson-vortex com-
posites in Eq. (33) reduces to

HBIQH =
∑
y

gb cos[φc,y−1 − φc,y+1 ± 2θc,y] , (C21)

where the choice of the sign is determined by the Cooper-
pair filling factor νPair = ±2. This inter-wire coupling is
precisely Eq. (1) in Supplemental Material of Ref. 109.
To make a connection with the K-matrix, i.e., Eq. (3) in
the main text, we define new fields

ϕ±1,y = φc,2y−1, ϕ±2,y = φc,2y ± 2θc,2y−1, (C22)

ϕ∓2,y = φc,2y, ϕ∓1,y = φc,2y−1 ∓ 2θc,2y . (C23)

Their commutator satisfies [∂xϕ±a,y, ϕ
±
b,y] = 2iπK−1

ab δ(x−
x′), with K = ±σx. The tunneling terms

HBIQH =
∑

α=1,2

∑
y

gb cos[ϕ
±
α,y − ϕ∓α,y±1] . (C24)

In a system that is finite in y-direction, the modes re-
siding on the first wire ϕ±α,1 remain gapless and are de-
scribed by the K = ±σx and t = (2, 2) corresponding to
the boson IQH effect at νPair = ±2.
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5. Boson integer quantum Hall effect with m ̸= 0

We reduce the problem for general m to the m = 0
case by noting that ϕL↑,y appears only in the Josephson-
type tunneling term Hm. Consequently, upon defining
ψ̃L
↑,y ≡ ψL

↑,y+m, the problem can be analyzed equivalently
to the m = 0 case. The only two differences are: (i) The
phase of ψL

↑,y+m has an extra contribution mB; thus, the
filling factor is different compared to the m = 0 case. (ii)
m fields ψ̃L

↑,y with y = −m + 1,−m + 2, . . . , 0 remain
gapless at the edge.

Repeating the same analysis as for the m = 0 case with
ϕ̃L↑,y, we find that gapless edge modes are described by
K = diag(±σx, 1, . . . , 1) and t = (2, 2, 1, . . . , 1).

Appendix D: Higher-generation even denominators

In the main text, we derived the daughter-state fill-
ing factors for next-generation even denominator states.
Such states can be described composite fermion states at
ν∗ = ±(n + 1

2 ). The gap of the composite fermions is
explained as n filled Landau levels and a paired state in
the half-filled n + 1’th Landau level. The paired state,
in turn, is viewed as a second generation of composite
fermions forming a superconductor. In this appendix, we
derive the K matrices for Abelian next-generation paired
states and their daughters.

1. Next-generation even-denominator states

We obtain the K matrix for next-generation states at
the filling factor

νNG(n, p) =
n+ 1

2

p(n+ 1
2 )± 1

. (D1)

in two steps. First, we find the K matrix for the first-
generation composite fermions at filling ν∗ > 0. When
the composite fermions in the partially filled n + 1’th
Landau level, we take K∗

1/2 = Km and t1/2 = tm
from Eq. (17). Supplementing it by n composite-fermion
Landau levels yields K∗

2n+1
2

= diag(K∗
1/2,K

n
IQH) and

t = (t1/2, 1, . . . , 1). For ν∗ > 0, we similarly find
K∗

− 2n+1
2

= −K∗
2n+1

2

. To obtain the electron K matrix,
we attach p flux quanta, i.e.,

K = p ttT +K∗
± 2n+1

2

. (D2)

This K-matrix describes the higher-generation even-
denominator states at filling factor νNG. The pairing
channel of these higher-generation states is inherited
from the ν∗ = 2n+1

2 states.
To determine the topological order of the daughter

states, we proceed analogously. First, we take a daughter
state of a half-filled Landau level of composite fermions

given by KQH/QP from Eq. (5). Then, we extend the
K∗

QH/QP = ±diag(KQH/QP,K
n
IQH). Finally, we attach p

fluxes with Eq. (D2).

Example: Moore-Read QP daughter state of ν = 3
4

The QH daughter K-matrix is given by KQH for m = 0
in Eq. (5). The full composite fermion K-matrix is

K∗ =

8 9 0
9 8 0
0 0 1

 , t∗ =

2
2
1

 , (D3)

which corresponds to ν∗QH = 1+ 8
17 . Attaching two fluxes

to a hole-like state at −ν∗QH results in the electron state
at ν = 25

33 with K-matrix

K = 2 ttT −K∗ =

 0 −1 4
−1 0 4
4 4 1

 . (D4)

The eigenvalues of K imply two downstream and one
upstream mode, which lead to a thermal conductance of
κxy = 1.

Example: Anti-Pfaffian QH daughter state of ν = 3
4

Our second example arises from quasihole condensa-
tion on top of the ν = 3

4 anti-Pfaffian state. The same
daughter state can be alternatively obtained as the QH
daughter of anti-(331) topological order corresponding to
m = −2. We obtain its K-matrix by two-stage flux at-
tachment to a boson IQH state of pairs with m = −2
fermion IQH states, i.e.,

K∗∗
+ =

 0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1

 , (D5)

with t1/2 = (2, 2, 1, 1). Flux attachment yields the first-
order composite-fermion K-matrix

K∗
QH,ν∗=1/2 =

 8 9 4 4
9 8 4 4
4 4 1 2
4 4 2 1

 . (D6)

To obtain the daughter state of composite fermions at
ν∗ = − 3

2 , we extend the K-matrix by one integer mode,
which results in K∗

QH,ν∗=−3/2 = −diag(K∗
QH,ν∗=1/2, 1)

and t3/2 = (2, 2, 1, 1, 1). Finally, we attach two fluxes to
obtain the electronic K-matrix

K =


0 −1 0 0 4
−1 0 0 0 4
0 0 1 0 2
0 0 0 1 2
4 4 2 2 1

 , (D7)
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which corresponds to νQH = 19
25 . The numbers of down-

stream and upstream modes are (4, 1), respectively. The
vacuum interface exhibits upstream noise, and the ther-
mal Hall conductance is κxy = 3.
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