arXiv:2410.11645v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 27 Oct 2024

The charge gap is greater than the neutral gap in fractional quantum Hall systems

Marius Lemm Department of Mathematics, Eberhard Karls University of Tübingen, 72076 Tübingen, Germany

Bruno Nachtergaele Department of Mathematics and Center for Quantum Mathematics and Physics, University of California, Davis, CA 95616-8633, USA

Simone Warzel Department of Mathematics and Physics, TU München, 85747 Garching, Germany and Munich Center for Quantum Science and Technology, 80799 München, Germany

Amanda Young Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801, USA (Dated: October 25, 2024)

Past studies of fractional quantum Hall systems have found that the charge gap dominates the neutral gap for all relevant parameter choices. We report a wide-ranging proof that this domination is in fact a universal property of any Hamiltonian that satisfies a few simple structural properties: translation-invariance, charge conservation, dipole conservation, and a fractionally filled ground state. The result applies to both fermions and bosons. Our main tool is a new mathematical scheme, the gap comparison method, which provides a sequence of inequalities that relate the spectral gaps in successive particle number sectors. Our finding sheds new light on dipole conservation’s profound effects on many-body physics.

Introduction. Symmetries characterize physical systems: their presence determines thermodynamic and topological phases, and imposes constraints on the eigenvalues and eigenstates of Hamiltonians. While charge- and translation symmetry have been considered for decades, the impact of an additional dipolar symmetry has only been theoretically investigated as of late. Even more recently, such systems have become experimentally accessible in cold-atom experiments [20, 21, 42, 52]. Among the interesting phenomena caused by the presence of such a dipole symmetry is the appearance of immobile, low-energy excitations known as fractons, and of many-body scars high up the energy spectrum [11, 28–30, 37, 41, 51]. The change of hydrodynamic laws as well as of the critical dimensions for the absence of phase transitions are other features of such topological dipolar insulators [8, 13, 17, 19, 22, 23, 53].

Prototypes of systems that exhibit this additional symmetry are fractional quantum Hall systems (FQHS) [44]. These are characterized by the appearance of a maximal fractional filling at which the system becomes incompressible. The accompanying step in the ground-state energy at increased filling is referred to as the charge gap. This energy gap is to be compared to the neutral gap, which is the energy difference between the first excited and the ground-state energy at maximal filling. In FQHS, the charge gap is observed to be larger than the neutral gap, whose eigenstate is identified with the magneto-roton [4, 10, 15, 26, 27, 35]. This inequality among the two gaps is shared by the nematic fractional Hall phases [9, 38, 40, 50]. The characteristic of the nematic phase is that the neutral gap vanishes while the charge gap remains open.

It is a fundamental question of how robust the observed phenomena of incompressibility and the domination of the charge gap over the neutral gap are. In this Letter, we report on a proof that these features are universal among Hamiltonians which satisfy a few simple structural properties: translationinvariance, charge conservation, dipole conservation, and a fractionally filled ground state. While FQHS give examples of Hamiltonians with these structural properties, our proof does not invoke any physical details of such systems, only the symmetries and ground state properties mentioned above. The main new insight behind the proof is the gap comparison method (Lemma 1) which provides a sequence of inequalities between the spectral gaps in successive particle number sectors.

General setup. Motivated by FQHS in the torus geometry, we consider spinless fermions or bosons on a ring [1:L] = Z/LZ, and the broad class of many-particle Hamiltonians H = m_1∑

m=m_0 H^{(m)} (1)

H^{(m)} = ∑ 1≤j_1...j_m ≤L 1≤k_1...k_m ≤L W^{k1...km} j_1 ...j_m a † j_1 . . . a † j_m akm . . . ak1

where m_0 ≤ m_1 and the m-body coefficients W^{k1 ...km}_{j1 ...jm} ∈ C are only constrained by the requirement that all H^{(m)} are self-adjoint and satisfy several assumptions below. By (a^†_j ) and (a_j ) we denote the canonical creation and annihilation operators for each site j ∈ [1 : L].

Central to our study are the translation, charge, and dipole symmetries. The translation symmetry is given by the unitary

T^†a_j T = a_{(j−1) mod L} for all j ∈ [1 : L], and charge and and dipole symmetries are encoded by the unitaries

U = exp ( 2πi L N ) , V = exp ( 2πi L D )

where U is generated by particle-number operator N = ∑_L j=1 N_j with N_j = a^†_j a_j , and V is generated by the dipole operator D = ∑_L j=1 j N_j . The interplay of these three symmetries is captured by the relations V T = UT V, UT = T U, UV = V U. (2) This algebra and its generalizations have been studied in [12].

We now state our assumptions on the Hamiltonian H.

Symmetries: H commutes with T, U, and V .

The Hamiltonian (1) as well as its m-body terms are a direct sums H^{(m)} = ⨁ n≥0 H^{(m)}n of n-particle Hamiltonians. As is the case with FQHS, we furthermore assume there is a particle number n_q ∈ N corresponding to some fractional filling p q = n_q L with 1 ≤ p < q ∈ N coprime, and that H_{nq} satisfies:

Positivity: H_{nq} ≥ 0, and

in case m_1 > m_0, also H^{(m)}_{nq} ≥ 0 for all m ≥ m_0 + 1,

and that the ground state space is given by ker H_{nq} and has the following structure:

Ground-States: ker H_{nq} = span { φ, T φ, . . . , T^{q−1}φ } for some normalized φ ∈ ker H_{nq} such that

• φ is an eigenvector of U and V . • φ is q-periodic: T^qφ = φ.

Note that the presence of the three symmetries is known to force every eigenstate at fractional filling n_q to be at least q-fold degenerate [5, 44].

These assumptions encompass all m-body pseudopotential Hamiltonians in fractional Hall physics. We recall that in the 2-body case m_0 = m_1 = 2, these take the form [14, 25, 36, 46]: H = ∑ s∈^1_2 [1,2L]

Q^†_sQ_s (3)

Q_s = ′∑ k F_s(k) a_{(s−k) mod L} a_{(s+k) mod L}.

Here and in the following, additions are understood modulo L. The s-sum runs over all half- and integers in [1, L], and the primed k-sum is over half- or integers in [0, L] depending on the value of s. Hamiltonians of the form (3) are parent Hamiltonians for all basic filling fractions of the form 1/q (with q ≥ 3 odd for fermions, and q ≥ 2 even for bosons, cf. [39]). In this case, φ plays the role of the Laughlin wavefunction [16, 24]. The class of Hamiltonians (1) also encompasses all other 2-body pseudopotential Hamiltonians, including those whose ground states go beyond the basic filling fractions, as demonstrated e.g. by the Jain-states [2, 7]. The general m-body form of (1) is relevant in the description of more exotic fractional quantum Hall states such as the Gaffnians which require higher m-body parent Hamiltonians [25]. Finally, truncated pseudopotentials [3, 31–33, 45, 47, 48] are also within our framework, as well as their limits [18]. We remark that in all these examples, the Hamiltonian is in fact positive with H^{(m)}_n ≥ 0 for all n, m.

Incompressibility. In the above setup, the translates T^j φ, j = 0, . . . , q − 1, form an orthonormal basis of the ground state at n_q such that

dim ker H_{nq} = q, (4)

cf. [5, 44]. This is easily seen by observing that these states are V -eigenstates with distinct eigenvalues

V T^j φ = exp ( 2πi (d_φ L + j p )) T^j φ, (5)

with d_φ ∈ Z the D-eigenvalue corresponding to φ.

It is a hallmark of a system’s incompressibility that upon adding an extra particle, the ground-state energy rises. Remarkably, all systems in the above setup are incompressible at n_q. Indeed, for any n > n_q, the ground-state energy of H_n is above zero, the ground-state energy of H_{nq} . Equivalently:

Theorem 1 (Incompressibility at n_q ). For any n ≥ n_q there are no zero energy eigenstates of H_{n+1} ≥ 0, i.e.

dim ker H_{n+1} = 0, (6)

as long as the system is sufficiently large: L ≥ q^2/p in the case of fermions, and L ≥ (1 + p)q^2/p in the case of bosons.

Charge vs. neutral gap. Comparing (4) and (6), the ground-state energy at n_q vs. n_q + 1 exhibits a jump. In the case of FQHS, this energy jump, which is referred to as the charge gap, agrees with gap H_{nq +1} where

gap H_n = min_{ψ⊥ker Hn} ‖ψ‖=1 ⟨ψ, H_nψ⟩ ∀n. (7)

For FQHS, gap H_{nq} is then the neutral gap, which is conjectured to be the lowest excited energy in the system. The notation is chosen such that (7) represents the spectral gap (i.e., the neutral gap) for n = n_q and the positive ground-state energy (i.e., the charge gap) for any n > n_q . As a result, we prove:

Theorem 2 (Charge vs. neutral gap). In the case of qcommensurate maximal filling, i.e. L = ℓq^2 for some ℓ ≥ 3, the charge gap dominates the neutral gap, for any n ≥ n_q

gap H_{n+1} ≥ n_q n_q + 1 − m_0 gap H_{nq} (fermions)

gap H_{n+1} ≥ n_q − p n_q + 1 − m_0 gap H_{nq} (bosons)

A few remarks are in order. (i) For bosons, the bound implies that the charge gap dominates the neutral gap only for m_0 ≥ p + 1. (ii) For fermions, the bound is conclusive even for m_0 = 1, which allows for the presence of a suitably adjusted, negative chemical potential μN in the Hamiltonian. (iii) The commensurability condition L = ℓq^2 can be dropped for p = 2.

There is evidence that in geometries without translation invariance finite-size effects may cause a violation of the inequality [1], but it is expected that the gap domination result always holds in the bulk. Indeed, by considering a sequence of system sizes tending to infinity, one sees that our charge vs. neutral gap result extends to the thermodynamic limit.

The onset of the fractional nematic phase is characterized by the vanishing of the neutral gap in the thermodynamic limit, while the charge gap remains open [38]. Since such systems are covered by the above theorem, one cannot expect that the neutral gap is generally uniformly positive. For pseudopotentials (3) corresponding to 1/q-filling with small q ∈ {2, 3, . . . }, it is conjectured that the excitation gap above the ground-state energy is uniformly positive, which is known as “Haldane’s FQHS conjecture”. Note that a gap bound gap H_{nq} ≥ c > 0 at fractional filling is not a contradiction to Lieb-Schultz-Mattis type results for systems with dipolar symmetry [5, 34]. While the conjecture remains open for the pseudopotentials (3), it was proven in the case of truncated pseudopotentials [32, 47, 48]. For larger values of q, the neutral gap is conjectured to close [15].

For Haldane pseudopotentials (3), our lower bounds may be combined and compared to the upper bounds on the charge gap derived in [49]:

gap H_{nq +1} ≤ {_{4p} q−p Δ (fermions) 4p q+p Δ (bosons)

where Δ =^1_4 ∑ s ∑_′ k | F^{(m)}(k) |_2 . Proof of Theorem 1. For each m-body Hamiltonian

H^{(m)}_{n+1} = 1 n + 1 − m L∑ j=1 a^†_j H^{(m)}_n a_j (8)

for all n ≥ m. This follows from the ‘combinatorial’ identity Na^†_{j1} · · · a^†_{jm} a_{km} · · · a_{k1} = ma^†_{j1} · · · a^†_{jm} a_{km} · · · a_{k1} + L∑ j=1 a^†_j ( a^†_{j1} · · · a^†_{jm} a_{km} · · · a_{k1} ) a_j for any m ∈ N and any j_1, . . . , j_m, k_m, . . . , k_1 ∈ [1 : L], see also [43]. Applying (8) separately to each of the m-body terms with m ≥ m_0 and using H^{(m)}n ≥ 0 for m ≥ m_0 + 1, we arrive at the inductive relation

H_{n+1} ≥ 1 n + 1 − m_0 L∑ j=1 a^†_j H_n a_j (9)

valid for all n ≥ m_1. Note that (8) implies that H^{(m)}_n ≥ 0 for all n ≥ n_q and m ≥ m_0 + 1. Hence (9) holds for all n ≥ n_q. As already noted in [49], one consequence of (9) is that the ground state energy is monotone increasing in n as long as H_n ≥ 0. We remark in passing that, if H^{(m)}_n ≥ 0 for any n, m (which is satisfied for Haldane pseudopotentials, e.g., (3)), then (9) shows that dim ker H_n ≥ q for any m_1 ≤ n ≤ n_q, i.e., n_q is indeed the maximal filling. To see this, observe that (9) implies ⟨a_j ψ, H_na_j ψ⟩ = 0 for any ψ ∈ ker H_{n+1} and all j. The q-fold degeneracy then follows from the V -symmetry.

We now prove (6). Given (9) for any n ≥ n_q , it suffices to consider the case n = n_q . By way of contradiction, suppose that ψ ∈ ker H_{nq +1} is a normalized eigenfunction of V with eigenvalue exp ( 2πi^{dψ}_L ) for some d_ψ ∈ Z. Then, by (9), we also have a_kψ ∈ ker H_{nq} for all k, and

V a_kψ = exp ( 2πi d_ψ − k L ) a_kψ. (10)

This implies that any non-trivial a_kψ ≠ 0 agrees — up to a phase and the normalization factor ‖a_kψ‖ — with one of the vectors in { φ, T φ, . . . , T^{q−1}φ } , and the eigenvalue exp ( 2πi^{dψ −k}_L ) must coincide with one of the eigenvalues (5) of the eigenvectors of V in ker H_{nq} . There are only q values of k for which this is possible. Hence, a_kψ ≠ 0 for at most q values of k. Moreover, n_q + 1 = ⟨ψ, Nψ⟩ = L∑ k=1 ⟨a_kψ, a_kψ⟩ ≤ q max_k ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩. (11) For fermions this implies n_q + 1 ≤ q, a contradiction since L ≥^{q2}_p .

For bosons, we estimate ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩ as follows. First, the q-periodicity of φ implies max 1≤j≤L ⟨φ, N_j φ⟩ ≤ q∑ j=1 ⟨φ, N_j φ⟩ = q L ⟨φ, Nφ⟩ = p. (12)

Since a_kψ ∈ ker H_{nq} , we thus conclude p ≥ ⟨a_kψ, N_ka_kψ⟩ ⟨a_kψ, a_kψ⟩ = ⟨ψ, N^2_k ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩ ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩ ≥ ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩^2 − ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩ ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩ = ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩ − 1.

This implies ⟨ψ, N_kψ⟩ ≤ p + 1, and so (11) yields n_q + 1 ≤ (p + 1)q, a contradiction to the assumption n_q ≥ (p + 1)q. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.

Gap comparison method. The proof of Theorem 2 is our main contribution and it relies on the following new mathematical insight. Let P_n be the orthogonal projection onto ker H_n and set P^⊥_n = 1 − P_n.

Lemma 1 (Gap comparison method). For any Hamiltonian satisfying (9) and H_n ≥ 0 with n ≥ m_1:

gap H_{n+1} ≥ n + 1 − ‖ ‖ ‖P^⊥_{n+1} ∑ j a^†_j P_na_j P^⊥_{n+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ n + 1 − m_0 gap H_n.

(13)

To prove this lemma, we fix any normalized ψ ∈ ran P^⊥_{n+1}. Using first the inductive relation (9) and then the estimate H_n ≥ gap H_n (1 − P_n) gives

⟨ψ, H_{n+1}ψ⟩ ≥ ∑_L j=1⟨ψ, a^†_j (1 − P_n)a_j ψ⟩ n + 1 − m_0 gap H_n = n + 1 − ⟨ψ, ∑ j a^†_j P_na_j ψ⟩ n + 1 − m_0 gap H_n

Then, (13) follows from ψ = P^⊥_{n+1}ψ and ⟨ψ, Aψ⟩ ≤ ‖A‖.

Proof of Theorem 2. We begin from Lemma 1. Note that P_n = 0 for all n ≥ n_q by (6). This already implies gap H_{n+1} ≥^{n+1}_{n+1−m0} gap H_n for all n ≥ n_q + 1. Therefore, it suffices to prove the claim for n = n_q. In this case, P^⊥_{nq +1} = 1. Note that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑_L j=1 a^†_j P_{nq} a_j ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖G‖, where G is the many-body Gram matrix G_{jk,j}′_k′ = ⟨a^†_j T^{k−1}φ, a^†_j′ T^{k′−1}φ⟩, indexed by j, j^′ ∈ [1 : L], k, k^′ ∈ [1 : q].

To bound ‖G‖, we again use symmetry considerations. Denoting the D-eigenvalue of φ by d_φ, we have

V a^†_j T^{k−1}φ = exp ( 2πi d_φ + (k − 1)n_q + j L ) a^†_j T^{k−1}φ. This implies that ⟨a^†_j T^{k−1}φ, a^†_j′ T^{k′−1}φ⟩ = 0 unless (kn_q + j) mod L = (k^′n_q + j^′) mod L. The Gram matrix is hence block diagonal G = L⨁ γ=1 G(γ) with q × q blocks G(γ)_{k,k}′ = ⟨ a^†_{(γ−nq k) mod L} T^{k−1}φ, a^†_{(γ−nq k′ ) mod L} T^{k′−1}φ ⟩ .

In turn, the (anti-)commutation rules imply that each block has the following structure G(γ) = 1 ± F (γ) with (−) for fermions and (+) for bosons and, by translating, F (γ)_{k,k}′ = ⟨a_{(γ+nq k)mod L} T^{k−1+(k+k′ )nq} φ, a_{(γ+nq k}′_{)mod L} T^{k′ −1+(k+k′ )nq} φ⟩. Note that n_q = pL/q = pℓq is a multiple of q. Hence, the q-periodicity of φ implies that F (γ) is another Gram matrix, such that F (γ) ≥ 0. For fermions, this already suffices because it implies 0 ≤ G(γ) ≤ 1 and so ‖G‖ ≤ 1.

For bosons, (12) gives

tr F (γ) = q∑ k=1 ⟨ φ, N_{(γ+1−(nq +1)k) mod p} φ ⟩

= q∑ k=1 ⟨φ, N_k φ⟩ = p. This implies 0 ≤ F (γ) ≤ p1 and hence 0 ≤ G(γ) ≤ (1 + p) 1, which proves Theorem 2.

Conclusion. In this Letter, we presented a proof that the domination of the neutral gap by the charge gap is in fact a universal phenomenon that is a consequence of a few structural properties: translation-invariance, conservation of charge and dipole moment, and fractional filling of the ground state. It applies to both fermions and bosons. Examples of systems satisfying these properties are general m-body pseudopotential models for FQHS. A consequence of our result is that any lower bound on the neutral (Haldane) gap in a FQHS immediately implies a strong, quantitative form of incompressibility, with the same numerical lower bound for the gap.

The main new insight that we exploit is the gap comparison method captured by Lemma 1, which provides an inequality relating the gaps in successive particle number sectors. Looking beyond this paper, we believe that the gap comparison method is a new, simple, and analytically exact tool to study a broad array of spectral gap problems in FQHS. Indeed, as long as H_n ≥ 0, (13) allows to iteratively lower bound the gap starting from its value for small (e.g. n = m_1) particle numbers. In particular, this suggests a fresh approach to the famous Haldane FQHS gap conjecture as for any n ≤ n_q, ‖ ‖ ‖P^⊥_{n+1} L∑ j=1 a^†_j P_na_j P^⊥_{n+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖G^{(n)}‖,

where G^{(n)} is the q_nL × q_nL many-body Gram matrix with entries

G^{(n)}_{αj,βk} := ⟨a^†_j φ_α, (1 − P_{n+1}) a^†_kφ_β ⟩

and (φ_α)_{1≤α≤qn} denotes an orthonormal basis of ker H_n. If a bound ‖G^{(n)}‖ ≤ 2 + s_{n−1} is proved with ∑ 3≤n≤n_q sn/n bounded independently of n_q, then a positive lower bound for the Haldane gap follows by iterating (13). This provides a very concrete approach to the Haldane gap problem. A similar induction on particle-number strategy was successfully employed for a different problem in [6].

Acknowledgments. This work was supported by the DFG under the grants TRR 352 – Project-ID 470903074 (ML, SW) and EXC-2111-390814868 (SW), and by the National Science Foundation under grant DMS-2108390 (BN). All authors acknowledge support through a SQuaRE collaboration grant from the American Institute of Mathematics at Caltech, where part of this work was accomplished. BN and AY thank the TU Munich for kind hospitality during a visit in the course of this work. We thank Ting-Chun Lin for useful comments.

[1] A. C. Balram and N. Regnault. Fractional quantum Hall effect of partons and the nature of the 8/17 state in the zeroth landau level of bilayer graphene. Physical Review B, 110(8):L081114, 2024.

[2] S. Bandyopadhyay, G. Ortiz, Z. Nussinov, and A. Seidel. Local two-body parent Hamiltonians for the entire Jain sequence. Physical Review Letters, 124(19):196803–, 05 2020.

[3] E. J. Bergholtz and A. Karlhede. Half-filled lowest Landau level on a thin torus. Phys. Rev. Lett., 94(2):026802, 2005.

[4] P. Bonderson, A. E. Feiguin, and C. Nayak. Numerical calculation of the neutral fermion gap at the ν= 5/2 fractional quantum hall state. Physical review letters, 106(18):186802, 2011.

[5] F. J. Burnell, S. Moudgalya, and A. Prem. Filling constraints on translation invariant dipole conserving systems. Physical Review B, 110(12):L121113–, 09 2024.

[6] E. A. Carlen, M. C. Carvalho, and M. Loss. Determination of the spectral gap for kac’s master equation and related stochastic evolution. Acta Mathematica, 191(1):1–54, 1 2003.

[7] L. Chen, S. Bandyopadhyay, and A. Seidel. Jain-2/5 parent Hamiltonian: Structure of zero modes, dominance patterns, and zero mode generators. Physical Review B, 95(19):195169–, 05 2017.

[8] J. Feldmeier, P. Sala, G. De Tomasi, F. Pollmann, and M. Knap.

Anomalous diffusion in dipole- and higher-moment-conserving systems. Physical Review Letters, 125(24):245303–, 12 2020.

[9] E. Fradkin and S. A. Kivelson. Liquid-crystal phases of quantum Hall systems. Physical Review B, 59(12):8065–8072, 03 1999.

[10] S. M. Girvin, A. H. MacDonald, and P. M. Platzman. Magnetoroton theory of collective excitations in the fractional quantum Hall effect. Physical Review B, 33(4):2481–2494, 02 1986.

[11] P. Gorantla, H. T. Lam, N. Seiberg, and S.-H. Shao. Global dipole symmetry, compact Lifshitz theory, tensor gauge theory, and fractons. Physical Review B, 106(4):045112–, 07 2022.

[12] A. Gromov. Towards classification of fracton phases: The multipole algebra. Physical Review X, 9(3):031035–, 08 2019.

[13] A. Gromov, A. Lucas, and R. M. Nandkishore. Fracton hydrodynamics. Physical Review Research, 2(3):033124–, 07 2020.

[14] F. D. M. Haldane. The hierarchy of fractional states and numerical studies. In R. E. Prange and S. M. Girvin, editors, The Quantum Hall Effect, Graduate Texts in Contemporary Physics, pages 303–352. Springer New York, New York, NY, 1990.

[15] F. D. M. Haldane and E. H. Rezayi. Finite-size studies of the incompressible state of the fractionally quantized Hall effect and its excitations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 54:237–240, 1985.

[16] F. D. M. Haldane and E. H. Rezayi. Periodic Laughlin-Jastrow wave functions for the fractional quantized Hall effect. Physical Review B, 31(4):2529–2531, 02 1985.

[17] J. H. Han, E. Lake, and S. Ro. Scaling and localization in multipole-conserving diffusion. Phys. Rev. Lett., 132:137102, Mar 2024.

[18] A. Kapustin and L. Fidkowski. Local commuting projector Hamiltonians and the quantum Hall effect. Commun. Math. Phys., 373:763–769, 2020.

[19] A. Kapustin and L. Spodyneiko. Hohenberg-Mermin-Wagner-type theorems and dipole symmetry. Physical Review B, 106(24):245125–, 12 2022.

[20] T. Kohlert, S. Scherg, P. Sala, F. Pollmann, B. Hebbe Madhusudhana, I. Bloch, and M. Aidelsburger. Exploring the regime of fragmentation in strongly tilted Fermi-Hubbard chains. Physical Review Letters, 130(1):010201–, 01 2023.

[21] E. Lake, M. Hermele, and T. Senthil. Dipolar Bose-Hubbard model. Physical Review B, 106(6):064511–, 08 2022.

[22] E. Lake and T. Senthil. Non-fermi liquids from kinetic constraints in tilted optical lattices. Physical Review Letters, 131(4):043403–, 07 2023.

[23] H. T. Lam, J. H. Han, and Y. You. Topological dipole insulator.

Preprint arXive:2403.13880, 2024.

[24] R. B. Laughlin. Anomalous quantum Hall effect: An incompressible quantum fluid with fractionally charged excitations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 50:1395–1398, 1983.

[25] C. H. Lee, Z. Papić, and R. Thomale. Geometric construction of quantum Hall clustering Hamiltonians. Physical Review X, 5(4):041003–, 10 2015.

[26] H. Lu, B.-B. Chen, H.-Q. Wu, K. Sun, and Z. Y. Meng. Thermodynamic response and neutral excitations in integer and fractional quantum anomalous Hall states emerging from correlated flat bands. Physical Review Letters, 132(23):236502–, 06 2024.

[27] R. Morf, N. d’Ambrumenil, and S. D. Sarma. Excitation gaps in fractional quantum hall states: An exact diagonalization study. Physical Review B, 66(7):075408, 2002.

[28] A. Morningstar, V. Khemani, and D. A. Huse. Kinetically constrained freezing transition in a dipole-conserving system. Physical Review B, 101(21):214205–, 06 2020.

[29] S. Moudgalya, B. A. Bernevig, and N. Regnault. Quantum many-body scars and Hilbert space fragmentation: a review of exact results. Reports on Progress in Physics, 85(8):086501, 2022.

[30] S. Moudgalya, A. Prem, R. Nandkishore, N. B. Regnault, and A. Bernevig. Thermalization and its absence within Krylov subspaces of a constrained Hamiltonian. In Memorial Volume for Shoucheng Zhang, chapter 7, pages 147–209. World Scientific, 2021.

[31] B. Nachtergaele, S. Warzel, and A. Young. Low-complexity eigenstates of a ν = 1/3 fractional quantum Hall system. J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 54:01LT01, 2020.

[32] B. Nachtergaele, S. Warzel, and A. Young. Spectral gaps and incompressibility in a ν = 1/3 fractional quantum Hall system. Commun. Math. Phys., 383:1093–1149, 2021.

[33] M. Nakamura, Z.-Y. Wang, and E. J. Bergholtz. Exactly solvable fermion chain describing a ν = 1/3 fractional quantum Hall state. Phys. Rev. Lett., 109(1):016401, 2012.

[34] M. Oshikawa. Commensurability, excitation gap, and topology in quantum many-particle systems on a periodic lattice. Physical Review Letters, 84(7):1535–1538, 02 2000.

[35] Z. Papić and D. A. Abanin. Topological phases in the zeroth Landau level of bilayer graphene. Phys. Rev. Lett., 112:046602, Jan 2014.

[36] V. L. Pokrovsky and A. L. Talapov. A simple model for fractional Hall effect. J. Phys. C: Solid State Physics, 18(23):L691–

L694, 1985.

[37] M. Pretko, X. Chen, and Y. You. Fracton phases of matter.

International Journal of Modern Physics A, 35(06):2030003, 2020.

[38] S. Pu, A. C. Balram, J. Taylor, E. Fradkin, and Z. Papić. Microscopic model for fractional quantum Hall nematics. Phys. Rev. Lett., 132(23):236503–, 06 2024.

[39] N. Regnault and T. Jolicoeur. Quantum Hall fractions in rotating Bose-Einstein condensates. Physical Review Letters, 91(3):030402–, 07 2003.

[40] N. Regnault, J. Maciejko, S. A. Kivelson, and S. L. Sondhi.

Evidence of a fractional quantum Hall nematic phase in a microscopic model. Physical Review B, 96(3):035150–, 07 2017.

[41] P. Sala, T. Rakovszky, R. Verresen, M. Knap, and F. Pollmann.

Ergodicity breaking arising from Hilbert space fragmentation in dipole-conserving Hamiltonians. Phys. Rev. X, 10:011047, 2020.

[42] S. Scherg, T. Kohlert, P. Sala, F. Pollmann, B. Hebbe Madhusudhana, I. Bloch, and M. Aidelsburger. Observing nonergodicity due to kinetic constraints in tilted Fermi-Hubbard chains. Nature Communications, 12(1):4490, 2021.

[43] M. Schossler, S. Bandyopadhyay, and A. Seidel. Inner workings of fractional quantum hall parent hamiltonians: A matrix product state point of view. Physical Review B, 105(15):155124–, 04 2022.

[44] A. Seidel, H. Fu, D.-H. Lee, J. M. Leinaas, and J. Moore.

Incompressible quantum liquids and new conservation laws. Physical Review Letters, 95(26):266405–, 12 2005.

[45] P. Soulé and T. Jolicoeur. Exact wave functions for excitations of the ν =^1_3 fractional quantum Hall state from a model Hamiltonian. Phys. Rev. B, 85:155116, Apr 2012.

[46] S. A. Trugman and S. Kivelson. Exact results for the fractional quantum Hall effect with general interactions. Phys. Rev. B, 31(8):5280–5284, 1985.

[47] S. Warzel and A. Young. The spectral gap of a fractional quantum Hall system on a thin torus. J. Math. Phys., 63(4):041901, 2022.

[48] S. Warzel and A. Young. A bulk spectral gap in the presence of edge states for a truncated pseudopotential. Ann. H. Poincaré, 24:133–178, 2023.

[49] A. Weerasinghe, T. Mazaheri, and A. Seidel. Bounds for lowenergy spectral properties of center-of-mass conserving positive two-body interactions. Physical Review B, 93(15):155135–, 04 2016.

[50] B. Yang. Microscopic theory for nematic fractional quantum hall effect. Phys. Rev. Res., 2:033362, Sep 2020.

[51] Y. You, T. Devakul, F. J. Burnell, and T. Neupert. Higher-order symmetry-protected topological states for interacting bosons and fermions. Physical Review B, 98(23):235102–, 12 2018.

[52] H. P. Zahn, V. P. Singh, M. N. Kosch, L. Asteria, L. Freystatzky, K. Sengstock, L. Mathey, and C. Weitenberg. Formation of spontaneous density-wave patterns in dc driven lattices. Physical Review X, 12(2):021014–, 04 2022.

[53] C. Zerba, A. Seidel, F. Pollmann, and M. Knap. Emergent fracton hydrodynamics in the fractional quantum Hall regime of ultracold atoms. Preprint arXive:2410.07326, 2024.