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Abstract

Topological Insulator is a newly found state of matter. Unlike phases described by the tradi-
tional Landau theory of symmetry breaking, the topological phases do not break symmetry,
and it is not obvious in which measurable quantity will the topological index manifest it-
self. In this thesis, our main goal is to understand how topological classification produces
measurable consequences in periodic insulators.

We first warm up by investigating the charge conjugation invariant insulator in one
spatial dimension. We show there are two topological distinct classes and derive an integral
formula for the topological index that distinguishes between them. We then show that the
topological index appear as a Berry’s phase when one adiabatically turns on a electric field.

We then study the effective theory induced by this Berry’s phase and show that there
are measurable consequences. We then generalize the discussion to three spatial dimensions.

It is hard to capture the topological terms in the effective theory by conventional per-
turbation methods. We then introduce a new formalism to calculate properties produced
by those topological terms such as the polarization and the magnetization, in a unified way.
The formalism is based on a perturbative expansion of the Green’s functions in powers of
a uniform field strength, instead of the potential. In particular, this formalism allows us to
capture the effective action describing the three dimensional topological insulator defined
under time reversal symmetry, which previously can only be calculated via pumping.

Finally, we discuss measurable consequences from the effective theory, in various different
boundary settings. Among the properties we have calculated, we find we can identify part
of them as of bulk nature, and some other part of them more as an effect associated with
boundaries. For the part that are associated with boundaries, the Maxwell relation in
the bulk can be violated. For example, the isotropic orbital magneto-polarizability and
the orbital electric-susceptibility are different with periodic boundary conditions. However,
they become identical whenever there is a boundary.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

In condensed matter physics, we try to understand a phenomenon by recognizing the rel-
evant degrees of freedom, and the interplay between them. Similar important degrees of
freedom can exist in various systems independent of details of the underlying materials,
and we label those systems as in the same phase. In addition to the different phases, the

transitions between the phases can also possess universal properties.

Traditionally, different phases and continuous transitions between them are described by
the Landau paradigm of symmetry breaking.[1] Different symmetry breaking patterns define
different universality classes, where systems belonging to the same universality class share
some universal properties. Many different phases and phase transitions can be understood
in this way, including ferromagnets, solids, and superconductors. Generically, different
ordered phase can be characterized by an order parameter which breaks certain symmetry
from the disordered phase. Within the same symmetry, different states are characterized by
different order parameters; usually a first-order phase transition separates between states
with the same symmetry. Aside from the metallic phase which can be described in the same
phase as non-interacting fermions, all other known phases fit to the description of symmetry

breaking and order parameters.

In the early 1980s, the Landau paradigm is first challenged by the discovery of integer
quantum Hall states.[2] By tuning the magnetic field, the integer quantum Hall system
exhibits different transverse conductivity, which are quantized in units of e?/h. These
states have the same symmetry, yet the transition between them seems continuous. The

symmetry breaking formulation does not give any insight into the nature of these states.

11



As it turns out, what separates between the integer quantum Hall states is topology.[3]
Generically speaking, if the effective Hamiltonian of two insulating systems that have the
same symmetry can be smoothly deformed into each other without breaking the symmetry
or becoming gapless, then the two systems are in the same phase. If they cannot be deformed
into each other, then they are in different phases. The effective Hamiltonian of the quantum
Hall states cannot be smoothly deformed into each other without closing the energy gap.
They therefore belong to different insulating phases.

Not long afer the discovery of integer quantum Hall states, people realize that there
are more phases in nature that are classified by topology. Fractional Hall states[4, 5],
spin liquids[6], and topological insulators(7, 8] are notable examples. Among them, the
topological insulators are perhaps the simplest example, as the topology arises from the
fundamental Hamiltonian, instead of some effective theory.

Unlike symmetry breaking, however, there is one important question which remains
unanswered from the topological classification: how are the phases measurably different?
With symmetry breaking, the symmetry itself naturally distinguishes between the phases,
and the order parameter gives more detailed information. In contrast, it is not clear in
general how two topologically different phases will behave in a measurably different way.

In this thesis, we are going to discuss in detail how one can probe the bulk topology
for band insulators by responses to uniform electromagnetic fields. But before that, in
the remaining of the chapter, I am going to review the classification of different phases as

outlined above.

1.1 Landau Paradigm

Here I shall discuss two classic example of symmetry breaking: the ferromagnet and the

superconductor.

1.1.1 Ferromagnet

Ferromagnetism is one of the most fascinating phenomena one can observe macroscopically
at room temperature. The magnets attracts or deflects each other from a distance, depend-
ing on their orientations. There seems to be a north pole and a south pole; yet whenever

one breaks a magnet into two pieces, a new pair of poles will appear.
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It is thus natural to think of the ferromagnet as consisting of tiny arrows, i.e., spins,
which cannot be broken into smaller parts. When those microscopic spins align, they gen-
erate macroscopic effects that we see. As one increases the temperature, at some critical
temperature, the ferromagnetism disappears. Microscopically, the spins becomes disor-

dered.

To describe the transition between the ferromagnetic phase and the disordered phase
phenomenologically, one introduces the average spin variable 7i. The free energy of the
system can be written as[1]

T ;Tc) 22

F= / d3zK (V)% + B! +U((R%? (1.1)

[4

with K,B,U > 0. If T > T, the free energy is minimized with 72=0, so that the state is
disordered. If T < T, the free energy is minimized with 72 = B(T, — T)/2UT., so that
the average spin is not zero and point in some arbitrary direction. This breaks the rotation

symmetry, and the magnitude of 7 is the order parameter.

Notice that in the ferromagnetic phase, the fluctuation of #(z) of momentum k carries
free energy o< k% which goes to zero in the ¥ — 0 limit. This is a physical consequence
of the symmetry breaking: since changing the direction of 7 uniformly does not change
the energy; changing 7 close to uniformly must cost little energy. In experiment, these

“magnon” modes contributes a T¢3/2) portion to the specific heat at low temperatures.

While we start from the phenomenological perspective, this effective free energy can
also be derived from a microscopic Hamiltonian, say H = Eij —Ji;S; - S, where S are
microscopic spins and 7 labels individual sites. The derivation involves integrating out the
high energy degrees of freedom and redefining the spins into the continuous variable 7. The
bottom line is that one may start from various different microscopic Hamiltonians, but in
the end one will end up with some effective free energy whose form only depends on the
symmetry breaking pattern. In our current example, the rotation symmetry group is broken
from SO(3) to SO(2) when the ferromagnetic moment is formed. This symmetry breaking

pattern is responsible for the two magnon modes at low energies in the ferromagnetic phase.

What did we learn from this example? By thinking about the symmetry breaking
between the disordered phase and the ferromagnetic phase, we gained understanding toward

the universal properties of both phases and the transition between them. Have we not
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thought about the symmetry breaking and focusing on the ferromagnetic state alone, we

might have regarded the low energy magnons as coincidental.

1.1.2 Superconductor
In a superconductor, the free energy is given by the Ginzburg-Landau Hamiltonian[9]:

GlUsEs

F= / g |(F + 2ie Ayl + W2 + U4, (1.2)

1(z) is a complex field describing the superconducting amplitude, and A is the electro-
magnetic gauge field. Similar to the ferromagnet case, above T, |[¢)| = 0. and below T,
|| = B(Te — T)/2UT., with its phase unfixed. The symmetry breaking pattern is thus
U(1) to nothing.

One critical difference, however, is the presence of the gauge field. The broken symmetry
can be compensated by a gauge transform, which implies that the massless fluctuation in
the previous case is actually a gauge fluctuation. To see this, we write ¥ = pe*® in the

superconducting phase:

B(T ~-T.) 02

F = /d3 —|(Vp + (V¢ + 2ied))p|* + T

+Upt, (1.3)

one can then do a gauge transformation to absorb the ¢ dependence. From the perspective
of the gauge field, the term (4n,e?/2m)p2 A? is just like a mass term. The gauge correlation
in the superconductor thus is short ranged, with the correlation length inverse proportional
to p. A static electric field or magnetic field will cost infinite energy if we keep p uniform,
and are not allowed to exist. This is the Meissner effect.

We can also look at the current by the relation J = —§F / §A. The current is proportional
to V¢; this implies superconductivity, as the current can exist without any electric field.
Specifically, if we consider a ring of superconductor, the current flowing along the ring is

topologically protected, due to the fact that

j[% -d¢ = 2mn (1.4)

is quantized.

The superconducting amplitude 1(z) roughly describes the amplitude to annihilate two
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electrons near z, with the precise spin of the electrons and their distance around z depending
on the microscopics of the pairing. In the superconducting state, therefore, the electric
charge is not conserved. Physically this is due to the fact that locally the superconducting
ground state does not carry a definite charge. It is thus possible for two electrons to be
locally absorbed into or created from the background, with the total number of electrons

being conserved.

1.1.3 Quantum Phase Transitions

In the two examples above, we have discussed transitions and phases at finite temperature.
These phase transitions are driven by the entropic part of the free energy. The energy
favors the broken symmetry state while the entropy favors the disordered state. At zero
temperature, the entropy does not contribute, and a similar phase transition is only possible
when there are some other kind of competition.

One possibility is to take advantage of the non-commuting operators in quantum me-

chanics. For example, consider the transverse Ising model[10]

H=) -JSiS;+> hSF, (1.5)
ij i
where S are Pauli matrices. Clearly, when J >> h, the spins formed an ferromagnet ordered
in the z-direction. When J << h the spins then are aligned in the x direction due to the
strong magnetic field. Intuitively it is then possible to have a phase transition in between.
This is called a quantum phase transition.

And from symmetry reasons, there has to be a transition: the Hamiltonian has the
symmetry under the transformation S, — —-§S,, S; — Sz, and S, — Sy, while the S,
ferromagnetic ground state breaks the symmetry. There must be a point in the parameter
space such that (S,) starts to be nonzero. That is the quantum critical point.

If one uses the imaginary time path integral formulation, the imaginary time integral
looks a lot like another dimension of space. One can show that[10] the transverse Ising
model at zero temperature is equivalent to the classical Ising model in one extra dimension.
Our previous discussions are thus also useful to describe quantum phase transitions with
broken symmetry as well.

To conclude this section, the Landau paradigm of symmetry breaking gives us some
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information about the broken symmetry state, including an order parameter that distin-
guishes the state, as well as some measurable consequences. As we will see below, it is not

always the case for the states that are only distinguished by topology.

1.2 Quantum Hall Effect

1.2.1 Free Electron in a Uniform Magnetic Field

In two dimensions, the electron in a uniform magnetic field is described by the following

Hamiltonian if we take the Landau gauge, A, = Bzx:

_ (F-ed)?

H
2m

(1.6)

Solving the Schrodinger equation, we find that in this gauge, the energy eigenstates are

plane waves in the y-direction and harmonic-oscillator-like in the z-direction:
Ynk(Z) = e*¥4n(z — Fik/eB), (1.7)

where Ak is the momentum in the y-direction, and 9, (z) is the n-th energy eigenfunction
of a harmonic oscillator with wy == eB/m. The system thus has discrete energy levels and
each level contains a huge degeneracy which is only cut off by system size. These are called

the Landau levels.

Now imagine we turn on an electric field in the y-direction, by changing A,. In the

adiabatic limit, the wave functions just shift their momentum in the y-direction accordingly:

ik — Rk — e—’s—t (1.8)

In turn, the position of each wave function shifts by

Tz Et (1.9)
B .
as well. The drift velocity in a magnetic field for every electron is thus given by v, = —%ﬂ,
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and the total transverse current is

Jz = nevy = —%Ey, (1.10)

which gives 0, = —Z¢, the same as the classical result.

However, when the chemical potential lies between two Landau levels, i.e., when the
Landau levels are either completely filled or completely empty, we can treat the problem in
a different way:

For concreteness let us assume the length of the sample is L in the y-direction, so that
k = 2mn/L is quantized. When we turn on A, adiabatically, the system returns to itself
with Ay, — Ay + 2wh/Le. Specifically, in each Landau level, every wave function moves to
the next one at the right in the same level. The charge transported in the z-direction is
therefore e for every Landau level. Assuming it takes time ¢ for the process, then we have

Ey = —2nh/Let and J; = e/ Lt for each occupied Landau level, which gives

Jp = ———E,; (1.11)

v is the number of occupied Landau levels.

This is the (integer) quantum Hall effect. As the chemical potential lies between Landau
levels, the system is in an insulating phase. This only happens if there are local electron
reservoir available such that the number of mobile electrons can fluctuate around to keep
the chemical potential constant when the magnetic field is varied. In this case, we will

observe a plateau in the transverse conductivity as a function of B.

1.2.2 Bulk-Edge Correspondence

Intuitively it is intriguing how an insulating state can possess finite transverse conductivity.
In Ref. [11], Halperin pointed out that in a finite sample, the transverse current is carried
by the chiral edge states on the two edges of the sample which are biased. There will be
precisely one chiral edge state crossing the Fermi energy per occupied Landau level. When
one biases the two edges with potential difference AV the occupation difference of the edge
states gives precisely the transverse current (ve?/h)AV.

However, this observation does not imply the existence of an edge is a precondition

for the quantum Hall effect. As we see directly from the calculation above, there is a bulk
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current when one applies an electric field from the adiabatic movement of the wave functions,
i.e., the “spectral flow”, which occurs on the entire electron band, not only constrained to
the Fermi surface. The existence of the edge states, instead of being the cause of the
transverse conductivity, is a direct consequence of the spectral flow: in a finite sample, the
bulk electron has to move somewhere when it flows near the edges. The only possibility
is that there needs to be extra edge modes which extend from under the Fermi energy to
above such that the modes flowing toward the edge can occupy.

One possible confusion is then in such finite sample, how does the Hall current distribute.
Specifically, since we have both bulk current and edge current, does that not result in too
much current?

The distribution of the current is determined by the gradient of the electrochemical
potential. In the realistic case with edges, the electrochemical potential in the bulk is
expected to be nearly a constant due to equilibrating effects. The current then is localized
near the edges, and can be understood as the difference of the occupation of the edge modes.
On the other hand, if we imagine a sample with periodic boundary conditions, the current
will be uniformly distributed in the bulk. In either case, the total Hall current is identical
and is given by I, = 0y Vz, where V; is the electrochemical potential difference across the

entire sample.

1.2.3 Quantum Anomalous Hall Effect

The quantized transverse conductance is thus a property of an insulating state. In fact, as
argued by Laughlin, the transverse conductivity has to be quantized in units of e2/h for any
phase with charge conservation and a unique ground state.[12]. The argument is similar to
the spectral flow we have considered in the previous section.

In 1988, Haldane first showed a model of a periodic insulator that exhibits quantized
Hall conductance in zero magnetic field[13]. The tight-binding Hamiltonian breaks time
reversal symmetry. Without a magnetic field, it is straightforward to calculate the transverse

conductivity via the Kubo formula:

_ _de? [ d% &2 Hy,
oy(g=0,w) = 7 | B n:Lo:cc <<¢nk Beadky 1/fnk>
Z <¢nk IJxl 1/’mk> ("vbmk |Jyl ¢nk> _ (¢nk IJyl "/’mk) (¢mk lle ’(,bnk) >
W~ (Em — E,) w~+ (Em — En)

meEemp
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= Ogy,P + Ozy,D; (1‘12)

|tnk) is the Bloch state with crystal momentum k and band index n, and energy E,, and
Hy = e **H(r,r")e** in the first quantized language. J, = OH}/0k, and the same goes
for Jy,. The first term is usually called the paramagnetic current in the context of calculating

the orbital magnetic susceptibility. We continue to use this notion and denote the first term

Ozy,p and the second term oy p.

Let us from now on use the short-hand notation |n) = |tnx) and 8; = 8/0k;. Using the

Feynman relation

(n IJ:L’I m) = (En - Em)(aa:nlm), (1.13)

the first term can be written as

ie? [ d%
e = 1 | Gy o (~@nloeHIn) — (n[0H|3ym) )
ie2 d2k neocc
= 5 oy 2 (= (Ounim) (mIaH|n) ~ (n[0H]m) (midym)
neoce,m
ie? [ d%k
- = G > (En— En)((8ynlm)(d:min) + (3;nlm)(8ym|n)).

neocc,meemp

(1.14)

We integrate by parts in the first equality and insert a complete basis in the second. Notice
that the sum over m € occ cancels using the Feynman relation, and we arrive at the last

equality.

In the small w limit, we can Taylor-expand the second term to zeroth order in w. Using
again the Feynman relation, the w™! term cancels o, p exactly, as required by gauge

invariance. The remaining term can be written as

- 2 2
oay(a=0,w—0) = & [ 4 3 ((Bnlm)(@,min) — (@,nlm)(Bmin))

2
h (Zﬂ-) neocc,meemp
—ie? [ d%
= o | @y > ((zn|0yn) — (8yn|0zn))
neocc
62
= —Cu. (1.15)

On first sight, the right hand side looks like a total derivative and integrates to be zero.
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However, since |1k} is not required to be single-valued when one goes through the Brillouin

zone, the integral needs not vanish. If we define an effective gauge field as

Al = —i(n|dn), (1.16)

we see that the integral is the same as the field strength integrated on the Brillouin zone,
which has to be an integer times 27, by requesting that the gauge fields defined in the overlap
of two patches have to be related by a gauge transform. In mathematical literature this is
called the first Chern class, and in physics literature this is called the TKNN index([3]. This
index is quantized, and therefore is insensitive to gradual deformation of the Hamiltonian.

We thus observe that in the quantum anomalous Hall phases, the state with different
topology can be characterized by a topological index of the band structure, and the topo-
logical index is directly measured by the quantized Hall conductivity. We are interested
in both the questions whether there are other topological indices that can be defined, and

whether they manifest themselves in some measurable way.

1.2.4 Fractional Quantum Hall States and Topological Order

The discussion of quantum Hall effect cannot be completed without mentioning the frac-
tional Hall states. They are however, not relevant to the topics in this thesis. I shall describe
them in an intuitive manner and leave the proper introduction to Ref. [4-6]

It is quite surprising not long after the discovery of the integer quantum Hall effect, that

%, %, %, ..., etc. These

people start to see conductivity plateaus at fractional fillings, v =
plateaus are more intricate and require cleaner sample to see. A naive analog to the integer
quantum Hall analysis would suggest that the fundamental particle in those fillings carries
fractional charge.

To some extent this naive picture is true. While the fundamental degrees of freedom are
still electrons, strong interaction between them creates a very different ground state when
the original Landau level is partially filled. In this ground state, the elementary deconfined
excitations are fractional charges bound with fluxes, and they have fractional mutual statis-
tics when one goes around another. The ground state on the torus is degenerate; when one

apply the electric field to create the spectral flow, one connects one ground state to the

other. These states are classified by the quasi-particle content, and the measured fractional
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transverse conductance gives only partial information on the nature of the state.

More generally speaking, the fractional Hall states are examples of topological order.
Another example system where we can find topological order are the spin liquids, where
electrons can fractionalize into chargons and spinons which propagate independently. Gen-
erally speaking, topological order arises with strong interaction, when the defining operator
of the Hamiltonian no longer provides a good description for the propagating degrees of free-
dom. Different topological order are distinguished by their effective theory, which contains
a topological part. Even with the complication that the outer world can only communicate
with the system via the defining operators, measurable responses can be found given the
effective theory.

In this thesis, however, we do not deal with these systems. In a sense we are asking
a more basic question. In a system where a collection of electrons is a good description,
how does the topology of the Hamiltonian, in terms of bilinear electronic operators, give
rise to measurable consequences? In the case of integer quantum Hall effect, the transverse
conductivity is a direct measurement of the topology. Is it generally true that a topological

index will give rise to some kind of quantized response?

1.3 Topological Insulator

1.3.1 Time Reversal Invariant Topological Insulators

After the discovery of the quantum anomalous Hall states, people try to come up with
models that give rise to a different topological index. One simple variation is to consider
the quantum anomalous Hall state as from spin-up electrons and put it together with its
time reversal.[14] This way we obtain instead of the charge Hall effect, a spin Hall effect.
Physically this is not so interesting however, as it is precisely the same phenomenon, with
two identical copies.

It becomes more interesting when we introduce terms in the Hamiltonian that breaks S,
symmetry but leaves time reversal symmetry intact.[7] One possible term is an imaginary
hopping that is proportional to S;. With such terms, the spin current is not conserved, and
the spin Hall conductance is not quantized. The original Z classification evaporates.

However, there is a residual Zy classification, which matches to the parity of the origi-

nal integer when the S, symmetry breaking term is turned off. The easiest way to under-
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stand it is via the bulk-edge correspondence: With the symmetry breaking term, counter-
propagating edge modes can couple to each other. When there are an even number of edge
states in each direction, everything can be gapped out. However, with an odd number, there
will be one pair of edge states left. A gap cannot be formed within the two edge states due
to Kramer’s theorem. They will remain gapless. The Z2 thus distinguishes between a state
with a pair of edge states on each edge, and another state without. One can also show there

is a Z3 topological index defined in the bulk.[7, 15]

More interestingly, once we know a Zg index can be defined on a 2D Brillouin zone,
it is not hard to extend it to three dimensions. Consider the plane k, = 0 and k, = «
in the 3D BZ. They each carry a Z; index as under time reversal they are mapped into
themselves. The planes in the middle can be interpreted as an interpolation between the two
topologically different planar states and must break time reversal symmetry. It is apparent
that interpolations between states with the same or different topology are topologically
different themselves. We thus find a Z3 index for time reversal invariant insulators in 3D

as well. This is the first example of topological order in more than two dimensions.[8]

Similarly there will be surface states. We can understand as follows: suppose the surface
are facing the z-direction. We parametrize the surface modes as a function of (kz,ky). At
kz = 0, the bulk system is described by the 2D BZ spanned bt (ky, k). Suppose this is a
topological insulator, then there must be two counter propagating gapless modes. At the
Fermi energy, this gives two Fermi points on the line k;, = 0. Now as we shift k., the
edge state can only disappear by gapping out each other; i.e., two Fermi points can only
disappear by annihilating each other. This will happen at some &, < w. We therefore have

a closed contour as the 2D Fermi surface of the surface states.

For simplicity, let us for now think of the eigenstate as living on the Bloch sphere. The
surface state at (kz, ky) is the time reversal of the state at (—kz, —ky), and they are at the
opposite poles on the Bloch sphere. When we go around the Fermi surface, the solid angle
swept by the contour on the Bloch sphere then is restricted to be 27, which gives a Berry’s
phase of 7. As we change the chemical potential, the Berry’s phase cannot be changed until
the Fermi surface shrinks to a point, where it is doubly degenerate. Through the point the
Berry’s phase jump by 27, as the rotation of the eigenstate on the Bloch sphere reverses its
direction. This is because two eigenstates at the same momentum have to be orthogonal.

Tracing out the Fermi surface across the energy, we find the surface state is described by a
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single Dirac cone.

The signature of the time reversal invariant topological insulators is thus the existence
of an odd number of pairs of edge states in 2D, or Dirac cones in 3D. On the other hand,
since the topological index is defined in the bulk, intuitively one might expect there are also
bulk signatures that distinguishes between the states, similar to the quantized transverse
conductivity of the quantum anomalous Hall states. This is the key question we are going

to address in this thesis.

1.3.2 Effective Action and Dimensional Reduction

We are not among the first trying to think about topological responses in the bulk. In
2008, Qi et. al.[16] tried to identify the topological insulators by possible topological terms
in the electromagnetic effective action. In two spatial dimensions, the Chern-Simons term
in spacetime describes precisely the transverse conductivity. In general, in even spatial

dimensions, there is a Chern-Simons like term
Sod /dzdm thiliT“iZdHAil F;Iz'ia’"Fizdide (1*17)

which is topological and produces transverse responses when electromagnetic fields are
applied in all the remaining directions. In odd spatial dimensions, there is a total derivative

term

S2d+1 X /de“lsc dteilizmi?d}:‘iliz...FiQd_liZd (118)

which does not alter the equation of motion. We can also see the bulk integral of S2g4; is
the same as Soq integrated on the boundary.

Starting in four spatial dimensions, they show that integrating out the band electrons
results in a quantized coefficient C> in front of S4. Furthermore, the coefficient Cs is the

second Chern number defined from the nonabelian Berry’s phase gauge field A, nn':

Cy x| d*ke*tr(FuuFao); (1.19)
i
f/‘V = Bp.Ay - 81/./1# - i[Au,Ay]; (1‘20)
.0
Apnn = (k| — 1W|Un’k)~ (1.21)
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Similar to the previous subsection, we can treat the 4d Hamiltonian as a series of 3d Hamil-
tonians, say as a function of k,. In order to have the response described by Sy4, say, a
current in the z direction with the magnetic field in the z — y plane and an electric field in
the u direction, each slice of 3d Hamiltonian needs to respond to B, when the Hamiltonian

changes with time:
Jz = /dk“BtH(Hgd(ku))Bmy = /dkuBuG(Hgd(ku))BzyEu x CoByE,,. (1.22)

Here 0 is some function of H3g4, which gives the response to By, when Hsq is varied with
time. We then see that
Cy x /dk“6u0; (1.23)

in other words, 2 measures the winding of 8, when one goes across the Brillouin zone. For
C> to possibly be nonzero, 6 cannot be a single-valued function of Hsg. (8,6, however, is
a single valued function of H34 since it describes a current response. This is similar to the
angular variable and the angular velocity.) In fact, from the expression of Ca, we can write
0 as

.. 2
6(Hzq) o / A3k T*tr(A;0;Ar — igA;.AjAk) + F(H3yg); (1.24)
F' is an arbitrary single valued function.
The effective action of H34 can be written down to give rise to the current. Up to a
total derivative, we have:
S3q /d3mdt A;J;
x / d3zdt Bt(?eijkAiij
o / d3zdt e F,, Fy,. (1.25)
Therefore, the required effective action in 3d to give rise to the transverse current in 4d
is exactly the topological term in 3d. Notice that 6 is odd under time reversal; with the
understanding that 6 is not single valued like an angle, it can take either 0 or 7 with proper
normalization, when time reversal symmetry is conserved. # = 0 describes the trivial

insulator, while # = w describes the topological insulator. It is shown in Ref. [17] that this

distinction is exactly the same as the two different states discussed in the previous section.
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Notice that S34 describes the response when the Hamiltonian is adiabatically varied. It thus
gives the current discussed above, as well as an edge quantum Hall effect when the time
reversal symmetry is locally broken on the edge and the Hamiltonian smoothly change from
the topological one to the trivial one. In Ref. [18] it is pointed out that the edge quanum
Hall effect gives rise to a bulk magneto-electric effect.

When time reversal symmetry conserved, # can readily be calculated by the formula
. 2
0(H3q) o /d%e”"tr(Aﬁ,—Ak - Zg.A,,.AJ.Ak) (1.26)

This is because a single-valued, time-reversal-odd function must vanish when time reversal
symmetry is present; we therefore can set F' = 0.

However, one thing that is not completely clear from the discussion is whether S34 gives
any physical effect when the Hamiltonian is not varied either as a function of space or
time. In this thesis we are going to clarify this issue. Another complication is that we
might be interested in the general situation, when time reversal symmetry is broken. The
discussion above does not constrain S3d enough to derive the general formula of 8, as well
as other possible non-topological terms. Ref. [19] derived the general formula of 8 as well as
the accompanied off-diagonal non-topological responses by considering a general pumping
process in a magnetic field. In this thesis, we are going to derive the same formula in a
more systematic way without pumping.

With an effective theory description of the 3d topological insulator, one might wonder
about the 2d topological insulator. The same discussion is not applicable to one lower
dimension however, due to the fact that S3d is already a total derivative, and does not

require the effective action Soq to be of any specific form.

1.3.3 Topological Classification of Non-interacting Gapped Systems

Here we briefly discuss the general classification scheme of noninteracting insulators that
preserves various symmetries. Not long after the discovery of the 2d and 3d topological
insulators, people realize that similar classification is possible also for superconductors.
This is because at mean-field level, a superconductor is just like an insulator, but with
particle-hole symmetry.

There are two approaches to the problem: Kitaev considered classifying the Hamiltonian
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complex case:

Cartan\d 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
A Z 0 Z 0 Z 0 zZ 0 Z 0 Z O
AIII 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z
real case:
Cartan\d 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Al Z 0 0 0 2Z 0 Zo Zo Z O 0 0
BDI Zo Z O 0 0 2Z2 0 Zo Zo Z O 0
D Ze Zo Z 0 0 0 2Z 0 Zo Zo Z O
DIII 0 Zo Zo Z 0 0 0 2Z 0 Zo Zo Z
All 22 0 Zo Zo Z 0O 0 0 2Z 0O Zo Zo
CII 0 2Z2 0 Zo Zy Z 0 0 0 2Z 0 Z,
C 0 0 22 0 Zs Zo Z 0 0 0 2Z O
CI 0 O 0 2Z 0 Zeo Ze Z 0 O 0 2Z

Table 1.1:  Classification of topological insulators and superconductors as a function of
spatial dimension d and symmetry class, indicated by the “Cartan label” (first column).
This table is reproduced from Ref. [21].

in arbitrary spatial dimensions with translational symmetry, in addition to either particle-
hole symmetry or time reversal symmetry.[20] The corresponding mathematical theory is
called twisted K-theory. Another approach is to take advantage of the bulk-edge correspon-
dence and study the edge states. Ryu et. al. study the localization properties of the edge
Hamiltonian and obtain the same result, as shown in the following table:[21]:

Depending on the symmetry, the classification is periodic in the spatial dimension with

period two or eight.

1.4 Outline

In this thesis, we are going to focus on the problem how the topology of a band insulator
give rise to measurable properties in the bulk, without varying the Hamiltonian. We are
going to show that the polarization and the magnetization contains topological information,
and devise a systematic way to calculate them. We will also discuss the dependence of the
bulk properties on boundary conditions. The chapters are organized as follows:

In chapter two, we consider the charge-conjugation invariant topological insulator in 1d
to illustrate how states are topologically different under a symmetry, and how the topological

index can be expressed either in a discrete or integral form. We will also see how the
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topological index appear in the effective action.

In chapter three, we consider the physical consequence having the topological term in
one and three dimensions, without a boundary.

In chapter four, we switch back and consider the possibility to derive the effective action
in a more conventional perturbation theory. We will describe and explain the difficulty we
encounter in this approach.

In chapter five, we develop a Green’s function formalism, perturbative in orders of the
external field strength, instead of the potential. We then use this formalism to calculate
various effective actions with periodic boundary conditions.

In chapter six, we will investigate how the presence of a boundary can alter the physics.

We will conclude in chapter seven.
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Chapter 2

A Case Study: Charge Conjugation

Invariant Insulators in 1d

In this chapter, we discuss the topological insulator in one spatial dimensions defined un-
der charge conjugation symmetry in detail. We first see explicitly how the two classes of
insulators are topologically different, and then we will see how this difference show up when

coupled to an external electric field.

2.1 Topology of Charge Conjugation Invariant Gapped Hamil-

tonians in Zero Spatial Dimensions

Charge conjugation is defined by the an antiunitary operation C with the constraint C2 =
1.[16] If we write C = CK, where K is complex conjugation and C' is an unitary matrix, the
condition C? = 1 leads to CC* = 1. A charge conjugation invariant (CCI) Hamiltonian H
is defined such that if a state |4} is of energy F, then C|%) is of energy —E. This translates
to the condition

HC = —~CH". (2.1)

In this section, we want to show that the space of CCI Hamiltonians with a gap contains
two disjoint subset which cannot be smoothly deform into each other. In other words, in
zero dimensions there is a Z classification.

Consider one CCI Hamiltonian A with 2n bands. First we deform h so that the occupied

bands are of energy eigenvalue —1 and the empty bands are of eigenvalue +1. Now we can
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choose the eigenbasis of h, such that C is in the form

0 1,
C= , (2.2)
ln O
which satisfies CC* = 1 and CC' = 1. In this basis, the space of all CCI Hamiltonians can

be expressed as

h € {ShoSt,(SST =1) A (hC = -Ch*)}, (2.3)
where
1, 0
ho = . (2.4)
0 -1,

In other words, the topology of h is contained in the topology of the eigenbasis S, which
are 2n by 2n complex matrices satisfying SST = 1 and StC'S* = C; the latter condition
comes from the charge-conjugation invariance of A. With C being real, the condition can

also be written as STCS = C.

Now let us perform a real orthogonal transformation to make C diagonal:

1 0
C'=ACAT={ " (2.5)
0 -1,
We also have S’ = ASAT in this basis. Let S’ = X +{Y where X and Y are both real.
Pluging in the condition STC'S = C and S'S = $S" =1, we can show that X and Y must

be in the form

X 0 0 Y;
X = 11 Y= 12 ’ (2.6)
with the conditions
XﬂXn + YQ’I;Ym = 1y,

XpXn+YhYe = 1,
XuXH +YeYsh = 1,
Xoo X%+ YaYs = 1,

XY —YdiXe = 0
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XY - Y X5 = o (2.7)

To show that the space contains two disconnected pieces, we will show in the following

that the sign of det X cannot change, under smooth changes that obey the conditions above.

In order for det X to change sign, it has to go through zero. At least one of the singular
values of X thus has to be small during the process. Without loss of generality, let us
consider X1; has a small singular value € with the corresponding right singular vector

|u1(€)) and left singular vector |v1(e)):

Xuilui(e)) = elvi(e));
X1 (€)) = elua(€))- (28)

By the first constraint, |u;(¢€)) is also a singular vector of Yy; to first order in e:
Y1 Yarlu(€)) = |ui(e)) + O(e?); (2.9)
Now we apply the fifth constraint on (ui(€)]. We get
(u1(€) Y5 X2 ~ O(e). (2.10)

Since |ui(€)) is a singular vector of Y2; with singular value ~ 1, X322 must also have an

singular value of order O{¢). Let us denote the singular value as 4:

Xazluz(e)) = lva(e));
X§;|v2(e)) = §ug(€)). (2.11)

Now let us take advantage of the first four constraints. Similar to above, we can deduce
from the fourth constraint that the left singular vector of Ys; with singular value ~ 1 is just
|ve(€)). Similarly, Y12 has to have a singular value ~ 1 with left singular vector |v;(¢)), and

right singular vector |uz(e)).

Now we can take the matrix element of the last equality between |v2(e)) and (v1(e)|.

(Taking the second-to-last equation between the u’s will yeild identical result.) Using all
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the singular values and singular vectors, up to O(¢) we have
§—e=0. (2.12)

Therefore, when we gradually deform one of the singular value of X to be zero, there will be
another one that is going to be zero at the same time. Furthermore, the two singular values
are equal to each other when they are small. The determinant of X, being the product of
the singular values, thus do not change sign.

When multiple singular values are approaching zero at the same time, by the same
analysis they have to come in pairs. Within each pair the product of the singular values
does not change sign. det(X) therefore cannot change sign under arbitrary deformation of

h that respects charge-conjugation symmetry.

How do we understand such two disjoint pieces of CCI Hamiltonians? Let us consider

a deformation .S which exchanges one occupied band with one empty band:

S =0 P12 (2.13)

We then have det(X) = —1. For a trivial deformation S = 12, det(X) = 1. The two disjoint
part of the space of CCI Hamiltonians can thus be represented by some Hamiltonian, and
another Hamiltonian which results from exchanging an odd number of bands from being
occupied to empty and vice versa.

One can also see this intuitively. Suppose we want to smoothly exchange |u) and |v)
without touching other energy eigenstates. Apparently |u) and |v) have to be charge con-
jugate pairs for the exchange to be charge conjugation invariant. We can take the phase
definition of the vectors such that |u) — |v) and |v) — |u) under charge conjugation. Let

us parametrize the transformation:

lu) = cosBlu) + sinfe|v);

[v) = cosBv) — sinfe |u). (2.14)

The transformation has to be of this form in order to keep |u)’ and |v)’ orthogonal. But
now we can see that |u)’ does not transform to |v)’ under charge conjugation, due to the

sign in front of sin 6!
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On the other hand, if we smoothly exchange two pairs of charge conjugation pairs the
problem disappears. Suppose we have |u;), |v1), |u2), and |ve), where u’s and v’s are charge

conjugate pairs. The transform described by

lug) = cosBluy) + sin fe*®|vy);

1) = cosf|v) + sinfe " |uy);

lug)’ = cosBluz) — sinfe'?|v;);

lvg) = cosBlvg) — sinfe " P|u,) (2.15)

has no problem being both orthogonal and charge conjugation invariant.

We have thus understood that the CCI Hamiltonian in zero dimensions is classified by
Z,. However, We note that even though the two sets of Hamiltonians are disconnected,
there are no physical distinction, and a global relabelling of the basis transform the two

classes to each other.

2.2 The Classification of Charge Conjugation Invariant In-

sulators in One Dimension

The simplest way to define the Hamiltonian in various dimensions of space is to assume
translation symmetry. The Hamiltonian then has eigenvalues and eigenvectors labeled by
the crystal momentum k, which we take to have a range of [—m,w). In the case we are
interested, the Hamiltonian is non-interacting, and can be decomposed in to a sum of the
Hamiltonians at different k. For a system with 2n bands, the Hamiltonian H(k) is then a
2n x 2n matrix at each k. Under charge conjugation symmetry, we require the Hamiltonian

to satisfy the following constraint:
H(k)C = —-CH*(—k); (2.16)

physically, a local charge conjugation operation also flips the momentum.
While the Hamiltonian at some given &£ do not have any constraint (except being related
to the Hamiltonian at —k by the condition above), at k = 0 and k£ = m, we must have 0d CCI

insulators, due to the fact that the momenta are mapped to themselves. Since there are two
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disjoint set of 0d CCI gapped Hamiltonians (calling them + and —), the 1d CCI insulator
is labeled by the CCI Hamiltonians at those momentum: if we use the pair (---,---) to
label the Hamiltonian at k = 0 and k = 7 respectively, (++), (——), (+-), and (—+) are

the four possibilities.

However, while 4+ and — are distinct, they are not physically different. Interestingly, for
the 1d CCI insulator, we can find two classes out of the four, which are physically different:
the irivial one interpolates between two gapped CCI Hamiltonians in the same class while
the topological one interpolates between different classes. The topological classification of
1d CCI insulators is thus Z2 once we allow global redefinition of the basis. We can define
a topological index which is just the multiplication of the two 0d Z2 indices at kK = 0 and

k=m.

Before closing, let us mention in general how this procedure can generalize to higher
dimensions. Naively it seems that we can then obtain a Zs classification for 2d CCI insula-
tors as well, with two additional Zss that are of 1d nature, describing the topology of the

line k; = 0 and ky = 0 in the Brillouin zone.

This turns out not to be correct, due to the fact that the classification obtained this
way is not necessarily complete. In fact, the quantum Hall effect does not necessarily break
charge conjugation, and 2d CCI insulators are classified by Z. The Z; obtained is just the
parity of the Z.

If we consider further, building from 2d to 3d, we face another difficulty. We have thus
far assumed that it is possible to interpolate between different CCI insulaters if we break
the charge conjugation symmetry. However, as we know, an interpolation between different
quantum Hall states is just impossible without closing the gap. Therefore, there are no

intrinsic topological classification for CCI insulators in 3d.

2.3 Integral Form of the Topological Index

Turning back to 1d, let us consider the following integral:

P=r [ % tatlglatwa (2.17)

T a(k)eoce
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|a(k)) denotes the periodic part of the Block eigenstates with crystal momentum k. For
an insulator, this integral is in sensitive to the small “gauge transformation” by |a(k)) —
') |a(k)) where ¢(k) is a small number. The integral can shift by an arbitrary integer
when ¢(k) is large and wind around when we go across the Brillouin zone, however; therefore,
P is only defined modulo 1. With these properties in mind, let us evaluate the integral using

the charge conjugation symmetry:

P = / S (el orlak)dk

™ a(k)€oce

o f Y (B-RIKIC S OKIB(-R)dk (2.18)
B(—k)¢occ

We express the occupied states within k& € (0,7) by the unoccupied states at k € (—m,0)
using the charge-conjugation symmetry. Noting that CTC = 1, and using the fact that

(WK Klu) = (ulv), (2.19)

we can rearrange the second term and combine:

/ Za[ o) dk, (2.20)

where |a) now runs over all states.

Let us consider first if at £ = 0 and &k = m the Hamiltonians are in the same class. Let
us consider an auxiliary CCI Hamiltonian H'(k), where at k = £k’ we have H'(k) = H(0).
For k in the range —m < k < —k’ and k¥’ < k < m, we have H'(k) = H(wk/(w — k')); ie.,
the auxiliary Hamiltonian is changing in the same way as the original Hamiltonian. For
—k' <k <k, we let H vary in some charge conjugation invariant way from H(w) to H(0),

so that H'(0) = H(r) and H(k) = H(—k).

Evidently we have

= pICLL Oty =2 [ S e Sk @)

T o(H)
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In addition, the integral over the range —4&’ < k < 0 vanishes for H’:

[ @ty Ziauryar

a(H’)
= [ S g [ Y @igleur
a(H’)€oce a(H’)Eem,p
= [ 3 @iy - [ 3 i)
a(H’)€oce Ok a(H')Gocc ok
= 0 (2.22)
The second equality similarly follows from Eq. (2.19). We therefore have
P(H)=P(H". (2.23)

Notice that P(H’) is a loop integral, which has to be an integer. We therefore have shown
that for the trivial CCI insulator, P has to be an integer.

On the other hand, if the Hamiltonians at £ = 0 and k£ = = are in different classes, the
same procedure does not apply. The interpolation within —&’ < k < k¥’ has to break charge
conjugation symmetry. However, the integral of any such two Hamiltonians can be joined
to form a loop integral, which then has to take integer values. The only consistent value
for the integral of a single Hamiltonian is then a half integer. We conclude that P has to
be a half integer for the topological CCI insulator. P is thus a topological index in integral

form that distinguishes the two classes of CCI insulators in one dimension.

2.4 'Topological Index as a Berry’s phase

In the discrete form, it is hard to see how the topological index can be probed. In order to
probe the Hamiltonians at £ = 0 and & = 7, one needs some kind of perturbation which
couples the two together. A phonon or photon with momentum 7 can do the job, but then
they couple to all electron pairs that have a momentum difference of . The heart of the
problem is that while £ = 0 and k& = 7 are special, invariant momentum under charge
conjugation, this speciality does not carry over to the way they are coupled with external
perturbations.

The integral form of the topological index is more accessible, simply due to the fact that
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the formula contains a momentum space integral which treat all momentum on the same
footing. Interestingly, from the form of the integral we realize that we should expect some
q = 0 effect from the topological index instead of ¢ = m, as now the integrand involves
states only at the same momentum. We will see in the following, that the topological index
emerges as a Berry’s phase when one turns on the electric field.

If we think about effective action for an energy eigenstate, it just describes a phase
that is accumulated with time. For an insulator this observation is particularly useful,
as physically we expect the insulator is indeed an energy eigenstate that almost does not
change in the presence of the external field.

Technically, in an insulator, this phase should be calculated by integrating out the
fermions in a time-dependent back ground field. Physically the phase has two distinct
contributions though: one can be understood as the time-dependent energy of the fermions,
and the other is a Berry’s phase of the process, defined only when the fermions going back
to the original state. The phase shift from the energy depends on the time duration and is
not just a function of the initial and final state, whereas the Berry’s phase depends only on
the trajectory in the Hilbert space.

Let us focus on the Berry’s phase part. Similar to the consideration in Ref.[22, 23], let
us consider the accumulated geometric phase of the band electrons, when the external field
is slowly turned on:

Let us take the temporal gauge. First we shall consider how the single particle wave

function change as we increase the gauge field A; uniformly. We have
Pk (T) = Unk(z)e** (2.24)
which is the wave function in position basis, and u,x(z) is periodic and satisfies
(V= (k +eA)® + V(@) tnk() = Bnktini(a)- (2:25)

As we increase Aj uniformly to A; + 7, the momentum & cannot change as it is fixed
by the finite size L and the periodic boundary condition. On the other hand, following
Eq. (5.14), unk(z) changes as

Unk (A1 + 1) = Un(k—en) (A1), (2.26)
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(a) the procedure (b) spectral flow

Figure 2-1: (a) A flux is slowly threaded through. ® = 0 and ® = 27 are the same physical
state related by a gauge transform. We calculate the Berry’s phase of the process. (b)
During the process, at every allowed momentum by the periodic boundary conditions, the
energy and the periodic part of the wave function moves slowly to the values of the state to
the left, according to Eq. (5.15). When a full flux is threaded, each one of them takes the
eigenvalue and the eigenvecotor of the one at its left. Note that the momentum quantum
number k, however, does not change. When we sum over the Berry’s phase contribution
from all the single particle states, it becomes an integral over the entire Brillouin zone.

which is just a corresponding shift of £ by —en. if en = 2x/L, the system returns to its
original state, but in a different gauge (i.e., with winding number different by one.) Notice
that while u,x(z) goes to the next avaiable value on the left, the k in the exponential
stays the same. The electronic wave function is therefore different from its starting state.
Nevertheless, as discussed further below, if we include the gauge field, the final state differs
from the initial state by a large gauge transformation, and the Berry’s phase accumulated

in the process is exactly what we want to calculate.

As a side note, the situation is similar if we put electrons on a lattice which couples to
the gauge field via Periels substitution. The single particle eigenfunction can be written

as Ynk = 2; Unkm exp(ikz;)|m, z;), with u,, now a vector in the orbital space. With an

increase of Aj, only u,; changes.

Now we are ready to calculate the accumulated Berry’s phase of the band electrons
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under the process, where the winding of the gauge field is increased by one:

2r(n+l)fe _ o
Sperry = i [2 A1 (0)(Te| —=2—|T0)

wn/e 6A1(0)
2r(n+l)/e _ o
= 1 dA](O) <”¢)k-‘a|_‘=_l¢kia>
~/27rn/e ki,ag)cc 6A1(O)
k,;+21r/L a
=0 2 [ dkualgphu)
k;,a€occ ¥ ki Ok
= z/ dk Y (Uakl%luak)
Bz agocc

In the second equality, we wrote the derivative acting on the Slater determinent as a sum
of derivatives acting on single particle wave functions. In the third equality we then plug in
the dependence of the wave functions, and change variables to k. Whenever A;(0) increases
by 27 /e, each u,i reaches the next allowed eigenstate to the left by the periodic boundary
condition (without actually changing the momentum eigenvalue.) As we sum over all the
integral of eigenstates at different allowed k’s, the whole Brillouin zone (BZ) is covered

exactly once and we reach the fourth equality.

While we calculate the Berry's phase for process where the winding number of the
initial and final states differs by one, evidently the phase is proportional to the difference
of the winding number in general, which is just the spacetime integral of the electric field.
Therefore, in the effective action, a term fdzdt (—P - E) appears. We thus have showed
that the topological index we find to distinguish between topological distinct CCI insulators
appear directly in the effective theory of the external fields. In addition, the term (—P - E)
is just the topological term (# term) we have discussed in Sec. 1.3.2. Also, since P couples
linearly to the electric field it is also understood as the ground state polarization. The same
formula was derived in Refs. [23, 31].

A few remarks are in order. First, this calculation is good for a finite-size system, where
both the lattice spacing and the length of space are finite. Despite that the eigenstates in
such a system would be discrete points in the BZ, the whole BZ is covered by the integral
and there is no finite-size effect. Second, one might notice that the fermionic wave functions
of the initial and final state are different, and it seems that our process does not form a

close loop as usually required by a physical (gauge-invariant) Berry’s phase. This does not
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invalidate our calculation, however, since the initial state and the final state are related by
a large gauge transform. There are however subtleties which we shall investigate after we
understand the physical consequence of having this Berry’s phase.

We have thus showed in one spatial dimensions, how the the band structures invariant
under charge conjugation are topologically distinct. We developed an integral formula for
the topological index, which distinguishes between the two classes. We then showed how
this topological index appear as a Berry’s phase when one gradually turns on the electric
field. This Berry’s phase naturally appears as the topological term (6 term) in the effective
theory in one spatial dimension.

In the subsequent chapters, I will first discuss the consequence of the topological term
in various dimensions. I will then develop a framework to generalize the Berry’s phase
calculation here to higher dimensions, which is not constrained to linear order for the
coupling to the external fields. I will not, however, prove the classification or derive the
topological index that distinguishes them as I have done in this chapter for CCI insulators

in one dimension; please refer to Refs. [17, 20, 21, 24, 25] for details.
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Chapter 3

Physical Consequences of the
Topological term in Odd Spatial

Dimensions

In this chapter, we will discuss in general how the presence of the topological term (6 term)
in odd spatial dimensions changes the physics in a system without boundary, despite being a
total derivative. We will start from the effective theory in one and three spatial dimensions,
and observe their consequences. We then turn back to one dimension, and check that the
effect is sensible in a practical example. This leads to an interesting realization that the
Berry’s phase from the electrons is actually not gauge invariant. The lattice ions, even
if we assume they cannot move, can contribute a non-trivial Berry’s phase. Finally, we
briefly touch on how non-topological properties, such as the dielectric constant, can affect

the result.

3.1 #-term in one spatial dimension

The f-term in 1d is defined as
el
E0,1D = 5-7;6‘“”3“44,,, (3-1)

which is exactly what we have found in the previous chapter, with § = # describes the CCI
topological insulator.

Our strategy consists of two steps: first we show that the f-term in the path integral is
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equivalent to a prescription of forming gauge invariant states. Then we use the Hamiltonian
formalism with the free Maxwell Hamiltonian with those states to calculate the partition
function at finite temperature. Please see App. A for a derivation directly using the path

integral.

Let us first take the Ag = 0 gauge. Define 4;(q) = [ Aj exp(—igz)dz as the Fourier
transform of A;. On a circle of circumference L, configurations satisfying [ Ajdx = A;(0) =
0 can be gauge transformed into configurations satisfying A;(0) = 27n/e, with n an inte-
ger (the winding number). Therefore, when we consider a state that is an eigenstate of
the quantized operator A;(0), say, with eigenvalue 0, we should consider instead a linear
combination of all states, each with eigenvalue 2rn/e. The linear combination has to be
gauge invariant, and the remaining arbitrary choice would be the phase between states with

consecutive n. We call this relative phase 6 and call the vacuum of this phase the #-vacuum:

|0, phys) = _ exp(—i6n)|n, phys). (3.2)

Notice that if we write down the path integral from some state with winding n to some
other state with winding m by turning on A;(t), the winding number can be written as an
integral:

e O0A1

m

here the limits of the integral denote the winding number of the initial and final configura-

tion. The vacuum-vacuum amplitude can thus be expressed as

> (m, 0| exp(iHt)|n, 0) exp(i6(m — n))

m,n

m,0 vl
= > / . [DAllexp(iS+i§—ﬂ_ / dxdt?gti); (3.4)
mmn Y™

here S in the exponent is just the ordinary action corresponding to H and the scripts of
the integral specifies the initial and final boundary conditions. The #-vacuum description

is thus equivalent to adding Ly to the Lagrangian.

Now we proceed to derive the physical consequence of the term. Consider a Maxwell

Lagrangian with vacuum angle 8 at finite temperature 1/8. Taking Ag = 0, the Maxwell
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Hamiltonian is

=Y B @P =Y, (3.5)
q q

Since A;(g # 0) decouples from Al (0) we can calculate them independently. § only couples
to the ¢ = 0 sector as all operators at finite ¢ have the same eigenvalue for states which

differ by arbitrary winding. Let us focus on the partition function of the ¢ = 0 sector:

Zamo = Tro(e M) = o~ /02” d¢ /_ : o g Xn:(¢+27rmlf) (tle= 5210 e+ 2mm) =,

(3.6)
the subscript § denotes that we only trace over the sector whose vacuum is the f-vacuum.
¢ = eA(qg = 0,7 = 0) is the initial configuration of the gauge field. Note that we have
inserted 1 = [ %%[13) (¢}, where £ is the eigenvalue of (El (g = 0)/eL) and |¢f) the eigenstate.
The canonical conjugate pairs (z,p) can be determined from the Lagrangian with p = %%;

if we choose (eAl (¢ =0)) as z it conjugates to (E'(q = 0)/eL). Therefore we have
(¢ + 27m|€) = exp(i(¢p + 2mrm)L). (3.7

There is translational symmetry in m and n and the sum over m + n just gives an overall

normalization constant. If we replace (m — n) by n, we have
© dl ; BLe? p2
Z 4= b 'm(9+27rl) =% 2 . 3.8
ro= [ oo, @9
If we sum over n first, we have

D einHimt) LN 5(% + €4 m). (3.9)

Physically, this means the effect of the uniform # term is to cause the average electric field
to be quantized in integer units of charges, but shifted by ef/2w. This is a well-known
result with open boundary conditions[26], where one can imagine fractional charges at the

end produce the electric field. With periodic boundary conditions it is less intuitive.

If = 7, this would imply that the vaccum has two degenerate configurations character-
ized by % fdxE = :i:-%e. The matrix elements between the two states become exponentially

small as L — oo, so we should think of this as a sponteneous symmetry breaking situation
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where the parity (P) and charge-conjugation (CC) symmetry are sponteneously broken by
the electric field. The electric field would choose one direction and stay for a time period

proportional to el.

3.2 Physical Consequence of the ¢ term in Three Spatial Di-

mensions

Now we turn our attention to three dimensions. In 3d, the topological term is of the form

fe?

57 M tr(Fl Fyy)- (3.10)

Lo =

We consider two settings without boundaries: the first is a 3-torus, and the second is

the 3-sphere. We restrain ourselves to consider only U(1) gauge fields.
Abelian gauge field on a 3-torus:

Since we need a periodic lattice to produce the topological insulator, it is natural first
to consider the world as a 3-torus. Again taking the gauge choice Ap = 0, the f-term in
three spatial dimensions can be written as a difference of the Chern-Simons term on the

initial and the final states in the imaginary time direction:

d4$ 5Y
/S d*zLy /S me’“’ 70,A,0\A,

d3z .
= /a s m,alz-a,-Ake“k, (3.11)

where 7,7,k now run through only the spatial directions. One superficial difference to
the situation in 1D is that it seems all finite-q components contribute. However, as we
require the initial and final states to differ from each other only by a gauge transformation,
ffﬁnal = ffimﬁaj +V¢/e, we can see the integral on the three-dimensional boundary becomes

a total derivative,

/ 8320,(60; AxeT* fe) = / &328,(6By). (3.12)

Let us assume ¢ only has a winding in the z direction, i.e., ¢(z,y, L;) — ¢(z,y,0) = 27n,

then Eq. (3.12) becomes 2nn®p where ®p is the total flux threading the torus in the z
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direction. Assuming ®p = m®y with &g = he/e = 2m/e, we find

2
/S d4xe’“”\76”Au8,\A7 = %—nm, (3.13)

Thus, with m units of the fundamental flux quantum in the z direction, the ”f#-vacuum”
consists of linear superposition of states with configurations satisfying [ A,dz = 2mn/e,
where n is an integer. Since the Hamiltonian is still quadratic, we can calculate the relevant

part of the partition function similar to the calculation in 1D. The analog of Eq. (3.8) is

Al mno_i2rne BV et o 2mm o
Zg=0 ;/2we T en | - (g )+ G

dé _ mb , BV el ., 2rm

V = L,L,L, is the world volume and we choose our conjugate variables to be (e [ A,d3x/LL,)
and ([ E,d3x/eL,), with the eigenvalue of the latter labeled by ¢. We find that with a fix

flux ®5 = m®Pg in the 2z direction, the electric flux in the same direction is quantized:
E.L.L, = e(n — mf/2n) = ne — 6@ /®Z, (3.15)

with n an integer.

Let us first take the strict 7= 0 limit. Here the thermal fluctuation of the magnetic
flux is suppressed and we find that, the §-term only has nontrivial effect if there is a finite
flux threading through. For § = 7, when we have an odd magnetic flux, the electric flux in
the same direction would be quantized in half units of e. The electric field goes to zero if

the world volume goes to infinity, however.

At finite T, the thermal fluctuation of the magnetic field can generate some finite fluxes,
and we would have some effect even with B = 0 in average. For simplicity let us again set
6 = m and consider Ly = L, = L, = L. If T > 1/L, The correlation function of the electric
field would contain an extra term comparing to the usual Maxwell theory:

e2

S (3.16)

(E(x)E(y)) ~ (E(@)E(y))lo=0 +

One can understand this constant correlation by imagining that half of the states in
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the ensemble have an odd number of magnetic fluxes. The state with an odd number of
fluxes would have a ground state electric field squared to (e/2L?)?, and the average is just
a half of that. This extra part of the correlation function is long ranged, and can easily be
distinguished from the Maxell part. However, the magnitude again vanishes in the large L
limit. Since it is not possible to have a 3D torus without embedding it in 4D space, these
effects are of academic interests only.

Before we end this subsection, we should note that from this calculation, it is clear that
any local magnetic field will not produce any effect. Therefore, one would not see an electric
field inside a solenoid, nor any charge at the end of it.

Abelian gauge field on a 3-sphere and magnetic monopoles:

Since we cannot have global nonzero magnetic flux in any direction in a 3-sphere, there
will be no effect of the #-term. This is in contrast to the case with a magnetic monopole,
where it is predicted that there will be charge e(n — 6/2x) attached to it in a f-vacuum.
This effect can be understood as follows: magnetic monopole is a singularity in terms of
the abelian gauge field. Suppose we have a pair of monopole-antimonopole far away in a
3-sphere so that we have one fundamental flux going from one to the other. The geometry is
now a 3-sphere with two punctures. From the calculation of the previous section we can see
the electric flux threading from one hole to the other must be quantized, g = e(n —0/2x),
and we would attribute this as the charge of the magnetic monopole. Franz et. al. shows
that there is Witten effect inside the topological insulator{27]; i.e., a magnetic monopole
carries half unit of charge e. This shows up in numerics as a zero energy electronic state
localized near the monopole.

As a side note, if we consider nonabelian gauge fields, the 6-term in general does have
effect in a 3-sphere. This effect, however, is usually associated with the physics of instantons

and is quite different from what we have discussed.

3.3 SSH Model, and the Gauge Invariance of §

From the discussion of Sec. 3.1 and the discussion in the previous chapter, we realize that
in a CCI topological insulator, there will be a ground state electric field £, if we ignore
the screening effect. This observation, however, seems puzzling when one considers the

well-known Su-Schreiffer-Heeger (SSH) model[28, 29]. If we consider spinless electrons, the
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two ground states in this model will have the effective #-term with 8 which differs by =.
The discussion in Sec. 3.1 then suggests that the two ground states have different electric
fields. On the other hand, the two states are related by a lattice translation of a (where
the doubled unit cell is of period 2a) and are physically identical. They thus cannot have

different electric fields. How do we compromise the two seemingly contradictory statements?

Let us start by reviewing the SSH model. The SSH model is given by the following
Hamiltonian in 1D[28]:

H= Z(_t + (—1)iA)C:-raCi+1a +h.c., (3.17)
i,0
A takes either positive or negative values for the two ground states which spontaneously

break the lattice translation symmetry. Suppose we plug in the wave function

Ye=ar O cf|0)exp(ikz;) +be Y cl|0) exp(ikz;), (3.18)
i€odd j€E€even

The Hamiltonian can be put into a matrix form:

ag . ak
Hy = (—2tcos(ka)o, + 2A sin(ka)oy) ; (3.19)

bi b
o, and o, are Pauli matrices and a is the lattice spacing. The Hamiltonian is charge
conjugation invariant if we take the charge conjugation operator to be o,K. Notice that
Hy, is not periodic in mw/a; nevertheless 9 is periodic (up to a phase.) When we apply
a small electric field, the coupling enters via Peierls substitution, and directly results in
Hy — Hpy ., where A is the spatial part of the gauge field. At half filling where the
system is insulating, following our previous discussion, we can calculate the Berry’s phase
accumulated when we adiabatically turn on the electric field until the system reaches the
state related to the initial state by a large gauge transform of winding number one, A —
A+ 2m/eL:[23] (hereafter when we write "the Berry’s phase” we refer to the Berry’s phase

of this procedure)

w/2a 9
Ooey = [ iuelrlus)dt, (320
—7n/2a
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. ak . T
with |ug) = , and we choose the phase convention such that 1, periodic in k. If we
bx,
take z, = na, we can parametrize our solution as

|ux) = exp (is_g_n_(_%)fﬂ(oz - 1)) i , (3.21)

with
tan( /() = | 3

tan(ka). (3.22)

The important thing here is to notice that f(k) = 0at k =0 and f(k) = £ /2 at k = +7/2a.
We therefore get
™
OBerry = Sgn(A)§7 (3.23)

for each spin.

If we consider the spinful case as in the original SSH model, the total Berry’s phase
is 20Berry, which differs 27 from each other for the two ground states, implying that both
would have the same properties. However, since § = 7 for both states, we would naively
predict that there is a electric field E ~ +e/2 in both states. This prediction seems rather
unlikely. For the spinless case, the situation is even worse, as the 6 differs by 7 between the
two states, generating a different static electric field. Yet, the two states are related by a

lattice translation of @, and should be physically equivalent.

These paradoxical observations can be resolved, if we realize that the charged ions can
also have a Berry’s phase. It is somewhat surprising in the sense that the ions are considered
to be stationary localized charges and behave rather trivially. To see how the Berry’s phase
comes about, we have to recall how the Berry’s phase is properly defined. In order to
define the Berry’s phase when the state adiabatically transforms into another state which
is related to the original state by a large gauge transform, we first have to identify the
two states as two different descriptions of the same physical state.[30] Therefore they have
to correspond to the same physical state up to a definite phase. Consider a Bloch wave
function ¥g(z) = ux(z) exp(ikz), under the large gauge transform of winding number one,

it becomes

U(z) = Pr(z) = ¢(z)exp(—i2nz/L)
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= wug(z)exp(i(k — 2n/L)zx); (3.24)

L is the size of the lattice. Without loss of generality, let us identify the two wave functions
(that is, to assume the two wave function describe the same physical state with identical
phases):

ug(z) exp(ikz) ~ ug(z) exp(i(k — 2w /L)zx). (3.25)

For consistency, this identification should stay the same for any ux(z).

Now let us shift both wave functions by zg:

Yi(z) = wur(z — o) exp(ik(z — z0))

= (ug(z — zo) exp(—ikzy)) exp(ik)

= uy(z)exp(ikz). (3.26)
Pi(z) = wuk(z —z0) exp(i(k — 2n/L)(z — z0))
= u(x)exp(i(k — 2m/L)x) exp(i2rwzo/L) (3.27)

We can regard uj(z) as the periodic part of some other wave function. Therefore, with

the identification Eq. (3.25), we must have
V() ~ uh (2) expli(k — 2m/L)z) = Py (a)e~2m0/L,; (3.28)

that is, following the same identification, the translated wave function is identified with the
translated gauge transform with an additional phase ¢ = (—2nzy/L)!
This phase shows up in the calculation of the Berry’s phase. We have

4 Tr/a . 4 6 /7
Chery = [ ifuil ik

—m/a

= OBemy + 27 (%9) . (3.29)

The extra Berry’s phase is compensated by the extra phase in Eq. (3.28), after summing
over (L/a) states in the Brillouin zone.

This “non-invariance” of the identification under translation” arises from the fact that
the gauge transform does not commute with translation. The discussion above shows that

this Berry’s phase for a single charged wave function is not a physical quantity. It depends
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on how one identifies the wave functions related by a large gauge transform; however, for a
given identification, the wave functions are identified differently when they are translated.

Nevertheless, the total phase difference in the identification for a product of single
particle wave functions when the state are translated by g equals N¢, where N is the total
charge. For a charge-neutral system, the total Berry’s phase is therefore invariant under the
translation of the whole system. Since the translation changes the position of the ions, the
Berry’s phase, or the coefficient of the §-term, is not determined only by the ”topology” of
the occupied bands, but also reflects their relative position to the ionic lattice. A translation
of only the electrons or only the ions will result in a different Berry’s phase, and a different
ground state electric field.

Let us now return back to the original problem. In the spinless case, the ions should
have the same density as the electrons, which is half a charge per unit cell. If the ions
are localized, they would have a 2a period. For the two degenerate ground state, the ionic
states are related by a shifted of a. Now that we know that a half-period shift of the ions
will also give a Berry’s phase differed by m, the total Berry’s phase is indeed the same for
the two ground states.

One might wonder how this argument applies for a jellium-like ionic state. The trans-
lated ions can look very similar to the original state, and it seems paradoxical for them
to have such different Berry’s phases. Here we argue that, despite the similarity in the
density profile, since we only have one ion per two lattice spacing, the translated state is
always very different from the original state, as long as the ions are localized. This is most
evident when we look from the single-particle perspective. The center-of-mass positions of
the ions must differ by 2a, and the product wave function is different if we shift it by a.
On the other hand, if one thinks about the opposite (unphysical) limit, where the ions are
completely delocalized and are described by plane waves, to get rid of any 2a periodicity,
the ionic state then becomes gapless, and the Berry’s phase procedure does not apply. We
thus conclude that for an inert ionic lattice with one ion per two lattice spacing, it can only
be 2a-periodic, and a translation of a gives a different state, with a Berry’s phase differed
by .

When we derive Eq. (3.23), it is as if we implicitly assume the ions are setting right at
Tn, = 2na (so that they do not contribute to the Berry’s phase.) If we place the ions at the

places where most electrons are, T, = sgn(A)3a + 2na, the total Berry’s phase for both
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ground states are zero. Fig. (3-1) summarizes the result.

2265 2 265
e o o o o o
00000
(e)

Figure 3-1: (a)-(d) refers to the spinless case. (a) One of the electronic ”ground state”,
without considering the ions. It is predicted in this state there is a -e/4 static electric
field. (b) The other "ground state”, without changing the lattice. Evidently the two state
are different. (c) The other ground state with ions shifted. Now the physics is identical
to (a). Even though we draw point-like ions here, the argument actually works for any
charge distribution, including jellium as a limiting case. (d) If the ions are at the lowest
energy positions, the ground state electric field is zero. (e) For the spinful case, a simple
consideration would show that this configuration will have zero ground state electric field.

For the spinful case, since the number of ions are doubled, the difference between the
Berry’s phases of the two states is also doubled. The lattice contribution for the two states
therefore differs by 27, which implies that shifting the lattice by a does not change the
ground state property, as expected. To get the correct expression for # however, we still
have to consider the ionic contribution to the Berry’s phase. The w Berry’s phase we
obtained eariler does not include the ionic contribution, which is equivalent to assuming
they are placed at z,, = 2na, with two ions at the same site. If we shift half of the ions by
a, forming the usual lattice with period a, the total Berry’s phase will again be shifted by
7, and there will be no ground state electric field.

Closing this section, we note that if we view 8 as the polarization[23, 31|, it seems

almost trivial to say that it must depend on the ionic lattice. Nevertheless, the famous
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formula for polarization, Eq. (2.17) Our argument thus provides a simple picture which
complements the conventional view of polarization with open boundaries conditions. It is
especially helpful with unit cell doubling, as in the conventional view, the termination of

the crystal with doubled unit cell complicates the problem.

3.4 Effect of the Dielectric Constant

In a one dimensional world, a electric field with magnitude e/2 is huge. In a topological
insulator with 8 = m, it is thus natural to ask whether the generated electric field can
somehow be screened to lower the total energy. In addition, if the electric field is not
screened, it then becomes an universal signature of the 1D topological insulator. With
open boundary conditions, the static electric field is screened by the dielectric constant.
This screening corresponds to a net displacement between the electrons and the ions, which
accumulates charge at the two ends and creates an electric field in the reverse direction.
With periodic boundary conditions, no charges are accumulated from such displacement;
however, from the discussion in the previous section, we now know this displacement changes
the §. We therefore are set to answer the question, whether the screening with periodic
boundary conditions is the same as with open boundary conditions.

We first start from an effective theory with a built-in dielectric constant:

S 2, 0w _ €2 €0
Lip = —7(Fuw)* + 50,4, = 5E* + —E. (3.30)

Let us again write down the ¢ = 0 sector of the partition function:

2 * de BLe? 2 i(m—n)@
Zymo o /0 do / oo S 6+ 2mmlO)Hlexp(~ 2 )16) (1o + 2mm)em I (331)

again, ¢ is the initial value of (efil (g = 0)). Note that we now choose £ to be the
eigenvalue of the operator (¢E1(g = 0)/eL), hence the factor of e in the denominator of the
exponent. Notice that with the modified Lagrangian, it is now (eEl (¢ = 0)/eL) which is
conjugate to (eAl(q = 0)). Therefore,

(¢ + 2mm|€) = exp(i(¢ + 2wm)L) (3.32)
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remain unchanged.

Now we can follow through the same calculation, realizing that it is £ that s quantized.

The ground state electric field, following the same argument, should instead be
E=—, —w<f<m. (3.33)

This matches the situation with open ends. The ground state electric field is thus screened

as well with periodic boundary conditions and does not take an universal value.

On the other hand, one should also be able to start from vacuum, and understand the
screening as a dynamical effect. In the last section, we have found that 8 shifts by 27 as we
shift the electronic wave function by a lattice period. It is thus intuitive to think, that the
electrons will shift a little bit, responding to the electric field generated from the f-term,
and make 6 smaller. Here we are going to show that this intuitive picture gives precisely

the same effect as above.

From the point of view of the charges, 6 is the Berry’s phase when the system slowly
transit from its ground state to another state which is related by a large gauge transform.
In the adiabatic limit, we derive that the phase is just the topological index. However,
since the f-term in turn predicts that there in a finite electric field in the ground state, the
procedure is actually far from the adiabatic limit, and there can be some extra dynamical

phases.

Instead of calculating the dynamical phases in detail, let us switch and suppose we
already have the effective theory, with some parameter 6 and e. From the effective theory
point of view, the accumulated phase in the presence of a finite field is just the first derivative

of the electronic action with respect to the electric field. This gives
27
OBerry = 6 + ?(6 —-1)E. (3.34)

We then proceed with the quantization of the gauge field in vacuum with this modified
OBerry- We get
Operrye fe

——= —(e—1)E, (3.35)

E=-—= o

and we recover the same result as Eq. (3.33). This calculation matches our intuition that

the wave function can adjust itself a little bit (a compromise between a rigid shift and the
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ionic potential, characterized by the dielectric constant €) to reduce the electric field.

We have to note that the second treatment does not work at finite temperature, as
witnessed by the different quantization of the electric field in the two methods. At finite
temperature, the electric field fluctuates from the average value. Once the electric field
fluctuates around, it would be wrong to identify the contribution from the dielectric constant
as a phase, instead of an energy. Nevertheless, one can still expect that treating it as a
phase should give correct ground state properties at zero temperature. Physically this is
because in the ground state the partition function is dominated by the states with the
average electric field. When one calculates the phase accumulated when the gauge winding
increases with a fixed electric field, there is no real distinction between the contribution

from the geometric Berry’s phase and the dynamical phase.
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Chapter 4

Topological Responses from

Conventional Perturbation Theory

Stepping toward higher spatial dimensions, we expect to observe topological responses at
higher orders of the external fields, as we see in Sec. 1.3.2. While we have derived the 0
term in one spatial dimensions calculating a Berry’s phase, traditionally the effective action
is obtained by integrating out the fermionic bands in momentum space. The integration
is carried out in momentum space, and the effective action is generated by the one-loop

diagrams with external fields as external legs.

In this chapter we shall investigate the limitation of deriving topological responses from
the conventional approach. We will describe a (not so successful) method trying to isolate
contributions from the topological index of the bands. We shall see that in principle this
method can capture topological responses in even spatial dimensions, but has to rely on

edge or pumping responses to capture the topological responses in odd spatial dimensions.

4.1 Perturbation Theory in Energy Eigenbasis

Starting from a general translation-invariant tight-binding Hamiltonian, we have

H= Z Cz,mci+d~,nt:in" eXp(iAi’i_l_d-) (4.1)
<iji+d>d
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where 7, j are site indices, m, n are internal, i.e., orbital and spin indices, and d runs through

all neighboring hoppings. 4;; ;= ff(a‘c’i + J/ 2) - d is the lattice gauge field derived from
the external electromagnetic field. Fourier transforming, we get in the momentum space

(suppressing internal indices from here on)

H = Z C£+q/2hzck-—q/2 Z exp(iA(z) - d +iG - Z) (4.2)
k,q,d z

where hg = t‘Iexp(iE . d-) Now if we expand in powers of A and sum over d, we get

- oh(k
H = Db+ Y chyad-0 2,
k k,q

+0(A?), (4.3)

again where h(k) = 3", h‘,f . All the information about the system is encoded in the mapping
from the Broullin zone (BZ) to h(k). Now we go to the basis which diagonalizes h(k) and

also expand in power of ¢ (suppressing dependence on k if appropriate):

H = > dig(k)di+ 04
k

T 0 -
+ d£+q/2A(—q) : (5 +[A, €]+ 0(q2)) g2
k.q
1 > o _ -
2 kEdqu/z{A(_q) e A}di—g/2
4

1 - — Lo
~5 2 ool A=) (K, €),7- K}p—gy- (4.4)
k.q
In this equation, £(k) is a diagonal matrix of energies with momentum k so that h(k) =
UK)ERUN(K); dkm = 3 Un (k)ck.n is the energy eigenstate, and A(k) = UT(k)(BU(K)).

[...,...] and {..., ...} are commutators and anticommutators, respectively.

The information of the system now splits into € and U. An insulator means that there
is a finite energy gap at every k, between occupied and unoccupied states. At a specific mo-
mentum k, small deformations of the Hamiltonian can change the energy or mix occupied
and empty states within themselves without closing the gap. The topological information
of the band structure, therefore, is stored in U, with an identification with arbitrary uni-

tary transformations within occupied/empty states acted upon. The possible topological
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classification is then derived from a mapping from a d-dimensional torus (the BZ) to the
space m%%%}'&; Specifically, in even spatial dimensions, the Chern number is one of the

topological indices that can be written as an integral that depends only on U.

To write the Chern numbers in terms of A, let us relate it to the usual Berry’s gauge

field defined in the BZ:

i 0 ) 0
ws = —ilalz1B) = i(0lda(zp-db)I0)

0
— | i
Z<O|cnUa'n(aki Umﬂ)cml())
= —ihi, (4.5)

where |0) denotes the empty vacuum; e and 3 run through occupied bands. We can readily

evaluate the field strength:

Fdy = Bialy - ;a5 +i(la’,a'])ap

= i ) (Al — (i 0 9). (4.6)

YEocc

All the Chern classes can be written as integral involving A and F, thus can be expressed
using A. For example the first Chern number is just J d%ke¥tr(F;;) and the second Chern

number is [ d*ke*tr(Fi; Fie).

Now that we have some topological index in mind, we can use Eq. (4.4) to derive the
effective action of the electromagnetic field and look for the right combination. For the
response to be topological we expect exact cancellation of € from the propagators and the

vertices. We can also count the power of Kina diagram toward the expression of the index.

Before we dig into the calculation, note that the electromagnetic field is not the only
possible external field. We should add interactions as we see fit and calculate the effective

action in the enlarged sector. Here we introduce two additional terms:

Hy = Z c£+q/2V(_‘1)ck—q/2
k,q
= > dl, 1=K+ 0@V (~a)dk—gp2, (4.7)
k,q

Ha = > d}i+q/2([£’ Alf (=) + O(¢*))di—q/2
k.q
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"% Z dl+q/2{[£, AL G- A} f(=q)dy—g/2- (4.8)
kg

Hy is just the coupling to the electric potential. Hj, on the other hand, requires some
explanation. In addition to bulk effective actions we would also like to address implications
on the boundary. In some cases we can model the boundary as a gradual change in the

Hamiltonjan. Imagine a term

_ 1 T; + T
OH =}l (=5 )ohije, (4.9)
ij
where f is an envelop function, interpolating between 0 and 1; h;; is translationally invariant

and only depends on the difference between ¢ and j. Now Fourier transform it, we have

SH=7 ¢l /28R () f(=a)ex—q/2- (4.10)
k.q
Finally, since non-topological edge properties are not generic, we may as well assume that

the energies are not modified and take 6hx to be of the form
Sh(k) =UT(1 + ANEQ + AU —uteU ~ut[e, Alu (4.11)

with 8t = —§, which describes a k-dependent small rotation of the energy eigenbasis. Writ-

ing it using the eigenbasis we would arrive at Eq. (4.8).

One might wonder that the contributions from order of A2, ¢2

, or higher cannot be
ignored, especially in higher order diagrams. This is in fact the case, but we can partly
escape from dealing with those if we (i) use as many V' as possible via gauge transformations;
(ii) antisymmetrize A’s so that the contributions from the paramagnetic current cancel; and
(iii) antisymmetrize the external momentum so that other O(g?) terms do not contribute.
One may realize that these conditions are most easily met when one aims to calculate
topological effective actions; and it seems that this is one of the technical reasons why

the topological indices of the band structure only appears as coefficients of the topological

effective action.
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Figure 4-1: The Feynman diagram describing the transverse conductivity.

4.2 Application to One and Two Spatial Dimensions

We start with the integer quantum Hall effect (IQHE). Consider the diagram depicted in
Fig. 4-1 which describes a linear response. Based on the formalism above, we will choose

one external leg couple to V' and the other one to A. The integral of w

dw -1 1 1
— = if 0 4.12
27 iw — €q tw — €g |€a—-65|’1 (cacp) < (4.12)

ensures that off-diagonal matrix elements in the vertices are required. Therefore, we have
to take the ¢! term in the V vertex, and the O¢ in the ¢° term with A does not contribute.

we can immediately see that in the remaining e cancels, and gives

Set D /(12(1(;‘: V(-4

a€occ,BEemp
d%k Lo
(/& )2( oA~ (6 09)) @.13)
= / d?z dt (a VA, —0,VA,), (4.14)
which is the quantized transverse response (in the units e = i = 1.) Ci = 5 [ d%kTr(ei; f¥)

is the first Chern number. From the gauge invariance we can deduce that the full low energy

effective action is of the form
Sef = / d2a:dt( )e,,kaA A (4.15)
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with V = Ap and 4,7,k runs from 0 to 2. Compared with the derivation in Sec. 1.2.3,
this method is cleaner and shows cleary how the response does not depend on energetics.
On the other hand, we should take note that, despite that in this calculation the total-
antisymmetrization tensor naturally appears, it is more due to the gauge invariance than
some structure of the Feynman diagram. We will see later in higher order diagrams this
automatic anti-symmetrization would not occur.

We should emphasize here that this is a bulk effect, in the sense that the effect exists
even in the absence of edges. Experimentally one can verify this doing AC conductivity
measurements at a frequency w < A, where A is the minimum gap.

Now let us turn our attention to one dimension lower. We know that the polarization

can be expressed using the Berry’s gauge field:
dk
P, = / —27:Ax. (4.16)

The Polarization P, is only defined modulo one. If we have charge-conjugation symmetry,
then P, can only take the value either 0 or % We have shown in Chap. 2 that this distin-
guishes the two classes of CCI insulators. Hamiltonians with P, = 0 and P, = % cannot
smoothly deform into each other preserving charge conjugation.

As we have also shown in Sec. 2.4, the polarization comes in the topological term in the
effective action as (—P - E). We can try and see if we recover the same result. Anticipating,
we calculate all possible Feynman diagrams which are proportional to A,.

However, all tadpole diagrams vanish identically either by the structure of the vertex or
by the momentum conservation which sets ¢ = 0. The bubble diagrams are non-vanishing
only if there are two factors of A,. It seems we cannot derive such term!

Let us for now look at boundary effects instead. Using Hy defined above, we can calculate
bubble diagrams with one Hs vertex and one coupling to the gauge field as in Fig. 4-2. If

we take the V vertex it gives

Se D / %%%W(—q)f(q) >

a€occ,fEemp
( (—g%(AaﬁAﬂa - AaﬂAﬂa)) (4.17)
- / dedt Vo, f ( é—:)i’I‘rmc([A,A])) : (4.18)
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Figure 4-2: The Feynman diagram describing the 1d edge response.

With the A, vertex the answer would be

Sef D /d:cdt Azatf( (—(2:1—7—]:—)—(—2')Tr0cc([A,A])) .

Since A maps U — U’ =U(1 + A), we can say that A is also mapped to

A S A = 1+ ahut a?ci U+ A))
= A +[A’A]+8ki'
Therefore,
dk dk .
@T&'OCC([A,A]) = mT‘rocc(—5A) = —l(éP)

Plugging in, we finally have

Se D / dzdt (V3,(5P) — A.8,(5P)).

(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)

Notice that the effective action is now non-vanishing, as we vary the Hamiltonian either

in space or in time. Specifically, when P varies spatially there would be a charge Q ~ 0, P

and when it varies in time, there would be a current J ~ —8, P; which is just why this entity

is the polarization. Therefore, if one put a CCI 1d insulator with P = 0 together with an-

other with P = %, there would be half a charge localized around the boundary, its sign (and

up to multiple integer units of charges) depends on the detail how one smoothly interpolate

between the two states. If the charge conjugation symmetry is preserved throughout, then

61



in the middle there must be a zero mode, as a limit of the two different interpolation whose
charges differ by one. When the zero mode is occupied the total charge on the boundary is
+% and —% if it is empty.

One might notice that there is actually an ambiguity in the derivation above. When we
Fourier transform back into real space, it seems there is no reason why we should not put
the derivative on the external field instead of §. Indeed, in the current formulation these
two choices are equivalent. A total derivative Fourier transforms to zero. Therefore, in this
formulation, one needs to vary the Hamiltonian as above to really observe the term.

On the other hand, naively one might expect the absence of a total derivative is a side
effect from calculating in the momentum space. This is not the case, however, if we calculate

the effective action in 1d, we will get at linear order in A,

Seff D / dzdt Z (c:'r,mci+¢f,n>0tzlniAi,i+J
<ii+d>,d
= /dl‘dt - <Jz>0A$
= 0. (4.23)

(..-)o denotes the ground state average, which is just zero. The problem therefore is not
that the Fourier transform kills the term, but that the Berry’s phase as one adiabatically

turns on the electric field is somehow invisible to the conventional perturbation theory.

4.3 Application to Higher Dimensions

This method is not constrained to work only on the bubble diagrams. Nevertheless, as we
will see below, working on higher order diagrams such as the triangular diagrams would in
general give nonzero results. One must, therefore, focus on the channel interested instead
of derive everything at the same order.

As an illustration let us consider the nonlinear electromagnetic response in four spatial
dimensions as in Ref. [16, 32]. Let us start, however, by first considering the topological
index we are after. The second Chern number is of order A%. If we exclude the V vertex,
we have to have either 4 vertices of A at ¢° order or 3 vertices with one of them at g' order.
in both cases we need to calculate at w! order in order to cancel the energy dependence.

However, the anti-symmetrization of the subscripts would kill the first term, and the only
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possible combination to get the topological index is indeed the triangular diagram which
characterizes the nonlinear electromagnetic response. The diagram is depicted in Fig. 4-3.

The contribution from this diagram would not be anti-symmetric in ¢ and A. Indeed, the

A

{AL AL E]} q A

A
Figure 4-3: The Feynman diagram for the nonlinear transverse conductivity in 4d

effective action contains other nonlinear response terms in addition to the second Chern-
Simons term. Nevertheless, we can project onto the anti-symmetrized subspace by the

identity

i i 1 i NI
kl kl k'l
,X/;jkl}ﬂ"7 = E(Xijk[f” )(Yz J f'i.’j’k’l’)

+(remaining parts). (4.24)

Now we simply calculate the diagram, anti-symmetrizing all the indices on A. Here we focus

on the case where all occupied /unoccupied states are degenerate. We get

Sap dw d%% 1 1 1

Ser D . . - (€a — €)% x
24 (2m) (2m)4 a,a'eocgﬁ:,ﬁ'eemp Ww—e€ei(w+w)—egi(w—wz) —€g
PoAFPgA* Py N Py A ey + (@ 4 B, & < ) (4.25)
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where

d3Q1 d3Q2 dwldwz " ,
with A/ shorthanded for A¥(—g1,—w1), Pa = |@){a| and vice versa. Taylor expanding to

first order in w; and we, integrating out w, and we would arrive at

4
Seff D —=2(w) — w2) / ((2i 1)04 Tr(fur fur€™). (4.27)

Fourier transforming, we obtain the nonlinear electromagnetic response

Sur = 7223 / didte, 0,440, A° A (4.28)
with
d*k pAwy
Cy = (2 )4 (fukfwuf ) (429)

Several comments are in order. While we didn’t show that the result is independent of the
dispersion, once one sets to calculate the diagram with flat bands the calculation becomes
very simple. In fact, one might argue without calculation that in the anti-symmetrized
channel the response must be proportional to the second Chern number, since it is the only
“gauge invariant” combination of K with their indices anti-symmetrized; the “gauge invari-
ance” here refers to the emergent extra degrees of freedom when the bands are degenerate
so that one can choose the eigenbasis arbitrarily. Since the physical result after integrating
out the fermions should be independent of the basis, the response function must endow this
gauge symmetry. On the other hand, this term is by no means the only term non-vanishing
at the same order. The other terms, however, are not invariant subject to deformation of

the bands and are not topological.

From a technical point of view, one might wonder why we did not calculate the response
with one vertex being V' as before. The reason is that with the anti-symmetrization V'
is no longer needed to kill the paramagnetic current terms. (In fact one cannot kill the
paramagnetic term by using V since there are three A’s in the diagram.) In addition, the
diagram involving V would contribute at ¢* order instead of g'w!, which proves to be a
little bit more troublesome, due to the fact that our g-expansion of the Hamiltonian expands
around &, the circling fermion momentum. In triangular or higher order diagrams there are

more than one independent outgoing momenta and at second order in g one must take into
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account the deviation from k of the different fermion propagators.

This highlights the fundamental problem of this approach: the calculation becomes
increasingly complicated when one has to expand to higher order in ¢. Even at this order it
is not obvious how this response is invariant under small changes of the dispersion until one
calculates every term by brute-force. Indeed, the topological invariance of this nonlinear
response is best shown using the Green’s functions directly, as done in Ref. [16]. The
topological invariance of combination of Green’s functions is discussed in App. B. Separating
the dispersion from the eigenbasis does not help us identify the topological invariance at

all.

g

Figure 4-4: The three Feynman diagrams for 3d edge topological response.

Now we move on to three spatial dimensions. Here we would like to find the 6 term as
we discussed in Sec. 3.2. Similar to the calculation we have done in one spatial dimension,
however, if we calculate directly to second order in the external fields, the anti-symmetrized
bubble diagram is identically zero, as shown in App. E. In this formalism, we have to
vary the Hamiltonian either as a function of space or time to get the effective action. We
therefore insert Hj and look for diagrams contributing at the order A3. We again arrived
at triangular diagrams similar to the previous example, with one A vertex replaced by Hj.
At the order of g'w!, one needs to sum up the contribution from three diagrams, as shown

in Fig. 4-4. For simplicity we also take the band to be non-dispersive. The result is

3

Seit O S3p / -(gTI;iiPOAPEAiPOAngAkE,'jk —(oere), (4.30)

65



where P, (P.) is the projector to occupied (empty) states,
1 .
Ssp = -2- / d3zdt ((8tf)A,-3jAk + (aif)AjatAk) ik (4.31)

and recall f is the envolope function of Hs. Using Eq. (4.20) one can show that

T d3k 1
5P3 = 6(5/(27‘_—):-3"1-&' [(fz] - §[(Ii,0.j]> ak)])
&k A p AP AT PAR .
= 27 (27)3ZP0 P.ANP,NPA €ijk — (O And 6),

(4.32)

combining, we have the effective action with variation 4:
1 .
S D o / Bedt (9,(5P5) Aid; Ak + 043 P3) A;9, Ax) €9%, (4.33)

However, if one works harder and include all the diagrams that involves 5€k, there are
actually additional terms. Those terms depend on the energetics, so that it is incorrect to

say the coeflicient of § term is given by Ps.

4.4 Discussion

From the results above, we know that basically in even spatial dimensions there is a bulk
effective action calculable using conventional perturbative methods, whereas in odd spatial
dimensions we need to vary the Hamiltonian to observe a response. This should be viewed
as a problem of the method instead of a physical difference, as we clearly see the effective
action in one dimension can be derived as a Berry’s phase in Sec. 2.4.

Ultimately the inability for the total derivative term to show up comes from the fact
that the conventional perturbation theory is perturbative in the gauge field. at any finite
momentum, perturbing in the gauge field is not too different from perturbing in the field
strength, providing the field strength is small enough. For responses at ¢ = 0, however,
perturbing in orders of the gauge field is not guaranteed to work, as the field strength then
is required to be zero.

In addition to the electromagnetic sector of the effective action, one can also think about

other currents and fields, such as spin currents, energy current, and Zeeman field. We can
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easily extend our formalism to include these operators. For example, the energy current

operator is
- OH?
JE = ZCL+q/2—6-E—Ck_q/2, (434)
k.q
and we can define the spin current to be
- O0H
Tor= Y ey apalons T des-ar 459

kg

where o is the Pauli matrix acting on the spin space and all internal indices are suppressed.
While the energy current is derived from the conservation law, the spin current is gen-
erally not conserved unless the Hamiltonian commutes with certain spin. This definition
reproduces the correct expression when the spin is conserved.

Nevertheless, it appears that it is hard to obtain any topological effective action from
these currents and fields for a fermionic insulator, in the case where no spin is conserved.
The energy current has an extra factor of energy, and the technical difficulty with spin
arises from the fact that the spin operator in the eigenbasis is k-dependent and in general
has off-diagonal matrix elements. Physically, it is just saying that in a spin non-conserving
system, there is really no preferred spin direction that you can measure the topological
index.

Let us consider the 2d topological insulator defined under time reversal. With the spin
current defined above, we can calculate the spin current response to electric fields. The
result is that in the case S* is conserved, the response is quantized, but it is just two time-
reversed copy of the integer QHE. On the other hand. if no spin is conserved, then the

response is not of topological character.
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Chapter 5

The Unified Formalism for
Calculating Polarization,

Magnetization, and More

From the discussions in previous chapters, we know we can expect topological responses in
the effective theory of electromagnetic fields for a periodic insulators. As an example, the
ground state polarization of a CCI insulator distinguishes between topological and trivial
bands. However, we also see that there are certain difficulties to calculate the effective action
using conventional perturbation methods. In this chapter, we step back, and consider the
general question: how can one calculate properties such as the ground state polarization
in a periodic insulator? Is there a general method which can be used to calculate similar

properties to higher orders of the external fields?

5.1 A Zoo of Different Methods and their Difficulties

In recent years, there has been a series of development on how to calculate the polarization
and orbital magnetization quantum-mechanically in insulating systems, in terms of Bloch
wave functions.[31, 33-37] The polarization P measures the position differences between the
band electrons and the lattice ions, which is in general nonzero in a crystal without inversion
symmetry. In an open system, it results in boundary charges, which gives rise to the energy

density AE = —P - E in an external electric field. Inside the bulk, it is only defined modulo
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ea where e is the electron charge, and a is the lattice spacing. This arises naturally from
the ambiguity of associating an electron with a given ion. The reason why it has not
been fully computed until rather recently is due to the unboundedness of the operator r,
which is the natural quantity to calculate the expectation value, when the lattice ions stay
fixed. In Ref. [31], they overcome this problem utilizing the Wannier orbitals. The Wannier
orbitals are localized in an insulating system, and the matrix elements between them are
well-defined, even if the operator itself is unbounded. They also provide an alternative
method, which is to compute the current response under a change of the Hamiltonian
without breaking the lattice translation symmetry. The integration of the current gives the
change of the polarization. This method avoids calculating (r) altogether, at the expense
of introducing an extra parameter and a Hamiltonian depending on it. This method also
leaves the impression that only the diffrence of the polarization is properly defined. We,

however, have argued otherwise in Ref. [30].

Similarly, the magnetization M is generally nonzero when the time-reversal symmetry
is absent. The energy density change in the presence of an external magnetic field is given
by AE = —M - B. Usually the time-reversal symmetry is broken due to magnetism, and
the dominant contribution to the magnetization is of spin origin. Nevertheless, via spin-
orbit coupling the orbital motion contributes to the magnetization as well. The orbital
magnetization is first computed in Ref. [33, 35|, either by semi-classical methods[33], or by
calculating the matrix elements of r X v using again the Wannier orbitals.[35] In the latter
work, however, special care has to be taken toward the boundary, as they show that an
extra term Mic arising from the “itinerent current” flowing around the boundary has to be
included, in addition to the “local current” contribution Mg, which involves the matrix
element of r x v between the bulk Wanmier orbitals, to give the correct and the same
answer as in the former calculation. Later on in Ref. [34], the authors give a full quantum
mechanical derivation, which calculates the energy of the system in a finite magnetic field
based on the finite ¢ perturbation theory of the vector potential, and taking ¢ — 0 in the

end. By taking a derivative with respect to B one gets the magnetization M.

After the discovery of the three-dimensional (3D) topological insulator[24, 25], it was
shown in Ref. [16] via a dimensional reduction procedure from one higher dimension, that
the 3D topological insulator is characterized by the 6-term, Ly = Z—i;E -B, with § = 7 in

the effective theory, where the electrons are integrated out. With time reversal symmetry,

70



the coefficient 8 is given by the integral of the Chern-Simons term of the Berry’s connection
in the Brillouin zone, which is independent of the gap size, has a 27 ambiguity, and therefore
can only take the value 0 or 7. In Ref. [38], it is shown that with time reversal symmetry, the
0 coefficient can also be written as a Wess-Zumino-Witten- (WZW-) type term, integrated
in an extended space, where one interpolates between the system in question and a trivial

insulator.

Since then, there have been various attempts to calculate this term explicitly in three
spatial dimensions[19, 39], without assuming time reversal symmetry. The f-term is treated
as an energy density, which can be understood as either the polarization in a magnetic field
or the magnetization in an electric field, which are denoted as orbital magneto-polarizability
(OMP) or orbital electro-susceptibility (OES). In Ref. [19], they offer two ways to calculate
the OMP, similar to the methods described above for the polarization. In the first method
they again calculate the current response to a change of Hamiltonian, but with a small
uniform magnetic field turned on all the time. To perturb in the magnetic field they use
the density matrix perturbation theory. In the second method, they evaluate the matrix
element r between Wannier orbitals in the magnetic field, using the finite ¢ perturbation
theory and then take the ¢ — O limit. In general, however, they find that P! = a;'.Bj; that
is, the OMP is not diagonal, and the 6-term is just a part of it. This result is confirmed
by Ref. [39], where they use the Wannier orbitals to study the OES, by calculating the
magnetization in an electric field. In this calculation, similar care has to be taken on the
boundary. In either calculation, the diagonal part of aj- is defined modulo % The easiest
way to understand this physically is the following. If we consider a cylinder geometry with
the material in question in the bulk, an integer quantum Hall layer on the surface of the
cylinder will change the diagonal response by "737;, where n is the filling factor of the layer.

While all the results in the end agree with each other, the derivations are diverse, with
various limitations and subtleties, as noted below:

(i) The Wannier orbitals can only be defined when the Chern number of the bands is
zero.[40] Furthermore, to use the operator r or r x v, one is essentially limited to settings with
open boundary conditions, as they are not well-defined on a torus. The boundary then has
to be treated carefully, even if we are only interested in bulk properties: in Ref. [35], to get
the correct expression for the magnetization, they have to consider two contributions, Mi,c

and Mig as we briefly mentioned. The first term is the usual local matrix element between
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the bulk Wannier orbitals and the second term is itinerent, comes from the boundary, where
the Wannier orbitals are deformed. The second term, however, can be written as a function
of bulk parameters and is then argued to be present even in a setting with periodic boundary
conditions. This is a subtle argument, because if we just start from the periodic system,
there seems to be no reason to expect the second term. In fact, this argument reinforces
that the matrix element r x v cannot be used to represent the magnetization M in a setting

with periodic boundary conditions, as the Mic term will be missing.

(ii) The ¢ — 0 calculation is not justified in the first place. As we know, even for free
electrons, the wave function in an uniform magnetic field forms Landau levels, which are
not perturbatively connected to the plane waves, in arbitrarily small magnetic fields. This
is due to the fact that the perturbation is expanding in powers of A(q) in stead of B(q),
where B(q) = q x A(q). If we do the perturbation formally anyway, in the limit ¢ — 0, but
B remains finite, then the concern is that A(q) diverges. Indeed, in this setting we would
find that the perturbed energy eigenfunctions are not orthogonal to one another at any
given order. Even though the correct formulas are recovered when the ¢ — 0 limit is taken
properly (probably due to the fact that we are actually calculating the physical properties

at B =0), it is certainly desirable to have a more reliable derivation.

(iii) The method of computing the response current to an adiabatic change of the Hamil-
tonian can be only applied to calculate the polarization. Magnetization change, for example,
does not result in any bulk current flow, and thus cannot be computed in any similar way.
Another potential problem is that this method only captures the change of polarization
between the two systems. It is tempting, from the point of view of this method, to claim
that only the difference of the polarization is physical. While one can always define the
polarization of an atomic insulator to be zero and calculate between the interpolation of
that and the state in question, it is not immediately obvious that any two state with dif-
ferent polarization are measurably different when they are separately put with periodic
boundary conditions. A derivation without referring to any other Hamiltonian is therefore
desirable, as this directly shows that, for example, the polarization is an intrinsic property,
independent of boundary conditions.

With the issues mentioned above in mind, we would therefore like to develop a formalism,
which explains and computes everything mentioned in a unified manner. In addition, since

the integer quantum Hall effect and its higher-dimensional analogs are closely related to
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the quantities mentioned above and can be derived using the Green’s function techniques
at finite momentum, we would like to propose a formalism utilizing Green’s functions. In
this paper, we provide such an unified formalism. In this formalism, we do not have to work
with any boundary. We can also perturb in the uniform electromagnetic fields in a gauge-
invariant way, without appealing to any finite momentum calculation. All the calculations

are also done without changing the Hamiltonian.

5.2 Perturbing the Green’s Function in Powers of Electro-

magnetic Field Strengths

What are polarization and magnetization? With boundaries, they can be defined as charges
and currents on the boundary; without boundaries, there has to be some inhomogeneity
inside in order to observe the charges or currents. An alternative and more fundamental
definition is that the polarization (magnetization) is the coefficient for the term proportional
to E(B) ,in the effective theory, when the electrons are integrated out. The boundary
and the inhomogeneity charge or currents are then naturally derived when one solves the
equation of motion of the effective theory, which is just the Maxwell equations in our case.

Therefore, our goal is to do the electronic part of the path integral, in the presence
of the uniform electric field and the magnetic field as a back ground, perturbatively in E
and B. We then have P = —9F/0E, M = —0F/0B, and a; = —0%F/OE'0BJ, with
F = p7llog Z the free energy. This at first seems rather straight forward, as a standard
diagrammatic procedure is readily available to calculate perturbative corrections to the
partition function. Qur goal seems no more than a one-loop calculation. It turns out not to
be the case, however, when one looks carefully into the problem. The terms in the action of
the effective theory we are after are total derivatives in terms of the electromagnetic gauge
field. They are just zero in momentum space, where the standard procedure is carried out.
This also reflects the difficulties mentioned in the previous section, as either the operator r
or r X v appear in the calculation of the polarization or the magnetization exactly due to
the fact that B5 and B are spatial derivatives of the gauge potential.

To overcome this problem, we have to calculate in position space. In addition, we have
to perturb in powers of the field strength, instead of the gauge field. Let us first deal with

the magnetic field. While the wave function is not perturbative in the magnetic field, as we

73



will show below, the gauge-invariant part of the Green’s function is. The Green’s function

for a single-particle Hamiltonian satisfies the following equation:
Z(w — H) g garan = Ozar; (5.1)
:E,

H is the single-particle Hamiltonian and ¢ is the Green’s function of the electrons. Both
are n by n matrices where n labels the orbitals and spins. The system couples to a small

uniform magnetic field via the Peierls substitution:
Hyp = (HO + Hl)mx’e% f: f-f-dx7 (52)

where Hj is the Hamiltonian in zero field, H' is some local perturbation that is proportional
to B, e.g., the atomic diamagnetism, and A is the gauge potential. Since the correction to
the Green’s function as well as the free energy from H’ can be calculated in the standard
way, we will set it to zero from now on. The line integral of the gauge potential follows a
straight line from z to z’. In the following, we will use A, as the short-handed notation
for [7 " A-dz. We also set e = /i = 1 when there is no ambiguity. Using the idea in Ref. [41],

this equation can be solved perturbatively in B in the following way:

we write

Gz = Grz! eiA'"' (5 . 3)

and notice that it does not change anything if we put e*4=+" along with the §-function, we
get

Z(w — H, O)a:a:’ Az’ Gor 2t s — Ozar eiA“" . (5'4)
x/

Taking the exponential factor to the left-hand side, the three phases combine together,
which gives the magnetic flux threading through the triangle formed by the three points

z,z’,2”. Independent of the gauge, we therefore have

Z(w _ HO)Im,gm,z”eiB.(a:’-—:c)x(z//._x')/2 = Gyt (5.5)

x/

Notice that this equation is now translationally invariant, and we can solve for § to first

order in B by expanding the exponential and then Fourier transform, noting that z can be
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replaced by i9/0k: . .
-1~ 1B%%0gy Ogo ..
g(] g - 2 6/{:“ 6kb - 11 (5.6)

where go = go(k) = (w — Ho(k))™; Ho(k) =Y, Ho0z exp(—ikz) and § is in Fourier space.

We therefore get

iBceabe gy ! %
2 pka okb

G=g0o+ +0O(B?). (5.7)

Notice that § is gauge invariant. Once we have §(k), the Green’s function is just the inverse
Fourier transform of it times the phase factor e*4=='. We therefore have the real-space

Green’s function in the presence of the uniform magnetic field.

While the calculation is straightforward, to our knowledge Eq. (5.7) is a new result.
In Ref. [41], without sources other than the magnetic field which breaks time reversal
symmetry, this first order term vanishes and all they have to do is to set § = gg. In that

case, all the effect of the magnetic field comes from the phase.

We can extend the calculation to include the perturbative correction in the uniform
electric field as well. We start from the defining equation which is the Fourier transform of
Eq. (5.1):

(1~ H) a9, a"5 ") = Bt — 1), 59

Now we assume the coupling to the electric field comes from the space-time extension of
the Peierls phase. Note that this procedure again does not include contributions from the

response of the local orbitals to the electric field. We then use the same trick, define
Gza ) = Juar g€ ea’ (5.9)

where Az 4w is the line integral of the spacetime gauge field (—V, A) on the straight line
-1
connecting the two points. Following a similar procedure, noticing that %g— =1, one can

reach

- iE*, Ogy Ogo
-5 (5~ 5

_ _ Y3 2
g =90 5%a 6kago) + O(E?). (5.10)

This procedure can easily be carried to arbitarary order of both the electric field and the
magnetic field.

It is important to understand that Eq. (5.3) and Eq. (5.9) are just a way to factor

out the gauge dependence of the Green’s function; it is not an approximation. The only
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approximation comes in when we Taylor-expand in powers of the flux threaded in the

triangle formed by the three points.

Let us be concrete and give a specific example. Suppose we have a tight-binding system
with n orbitals sitting on each site. The -th orbital is located at d; from the lattice vector &.
Now the Hamiltonian Hp is an n X n matrix in momentum space, and so is §. Notice that in
deriving the formula, we have implicitly chosen the gauge such that Ho(k+G) = U Ho(k)U;
U is a diagonal matrix with U;; = exp(iG - d;)). The boundary condition is similar for §.
Our formula is then a matrix equation for the n x n matrix §. It is important that our

formula only works with this “twisted” boundary condition when there is a basis.

We note that it has been shown earlier that the one-particle density matrix (OPDM) is
also perturbative in the magnetic field, and can be calculated in a similar way.[19] Many
quantities we calculate below can also be calculated using the OPDM. One key difference
is that the Green’s function can also be perturbed in powers of the uniform electric field
as we have shown above. Combining the Berry’s phase procedure as we will mention later
on, the Green’s functions formalism is thus a truly unified framework which can calculate
perturbations of the uniform electromagnetic fields to arbitrary order, including the suscep-

tibility and polarizability. The OPDM can always be derived from the Green’s functions
via p(k) =i [ §25(k).

At zero temperature, without the electric field, the free energy is just the expectation
value of H. The path integral can thus be performed by calculating the expectation value
of the Hamiltonian in a uniform magnetic field. Other perturbations in the presence of
the field can be captured in the usual way, replacing fermion bilinears with the Green’s

functions.

With a uniform electric field, the expectation value of the Hamiltonian is no longer the
same as the free energy. We can understand this fact by taking the gauge V' = 0 (since our
formulation is gauge independent.) In this gauge, the translational invariance in the time
direction is lost, and one naturally does not expect any relation between the two quantities.
One can directly see this by calculating the expectation value of the Hamiltonian in the
presence of the electric field. We find that the expectation value of the Hamiltonian does

not change with the electric field at first order.
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5.3 The Berry’s Phase

How do we calculate the path integral in the presence of the electric field then? The
following observation provides a hint: if we think about the imaginary-time path integral,
the term P - E, unlike M - B, stays imaginary. Indeed as we have discussed in Sec. 2.4, the
polarization P* is better thought of as a Berry’s phase, instead of energy, when the gauge

winding number in the i-direction is changed by one; i.e.
Oherry = —21P;. (5.11)
Similarly, the extra Berry’s phase in a magnetic field is related to the OMP by
Ay = —2mai; (5.12)

where ®p is the total magnetic flux threading through the system. The 27 ambiguity of
both quantities thus comes naturally. For the sake of completeness, let us repeat here the

procedure we have described in Sec. 2.4:

Consider a system with periodic boundary conditions. To calculate accumulated the
Berry’s phase during a time when, for example, [ A;dz increase by 2, first we shall consider
how the single particle wave function changes as we increase A; uniformly. The Bloch wave

function is given by

Ynk(T) = Unk(m)eikz (5.13)

where n is a band index; unt(z) is periodic and satisfies
(V= (k+ 42)° + V(@) unk(@) = Enkini(a). (5.14)

As we increase A, uniformly to Az + 7, the momentum % cannot change as it is fixed
by the finite size L and the periodic boundary condition. On the other hand, following
Eq. (5.14), uni(z) changes as

Unk(Az + 1) = Un(h—q)(4z), (5.15)

which is just a corresponding shift of k by —7. if n = 27/ L, the system returns to its original

77



state, but in a different gauge (i.e., with winding number different by one.) Notice that while
unk(z) goes to the next avaiable value on the left, the & in the exponential stays the same.
The electronic wave function is therefore different from its starting state. Nevertheless, if
we include the gauge field, the final state differs from the initial state by a large gauge

transformation, and the Berry’s phase accumulated in the process is well-defined.

Now we are ready to calculate the accumulated Berry’s phase of the band electrons

under the process, where the winding of the gauge field in the z-direction is increased by

one. Let us define A, = [dzA;:

2w (m+1)
Gy = i ARl lw
2m(m+1)

= 'L‘/2 dA Z (¢nk| W’nk)

wm k;,n€occ

ki+2r/L

Ic, ,nEocc

= l/ dk Z unkl l%k) (5.16)

neocc

|W.) is the total electronic wave function; in the case we are interested it is just the Slater
determinant of the occupied electron wave functions at the wave vectors k; allowed by the
periodic boundary condition. In the second equality, we wrote the derivative acting on the
Slater determinent as a sum of derivatives acting on single particle wave functions. In the
third equality we then plug in the dependence of the wave functions, and change variables
to k. Whenever A, increases by 2, each uny reaches the next allowed eigenstate to the left
by the periodic boundary condition (without actually changing the momentum eigenvalue.)
As we sum over all the integral of eigenstates at different allowed k’s, the whole Brillouin
zone (BZ) is covered exactly once and we reach the fourth equality. We can read out the

expression of the polarization using Eq. (5.11):

:ﬂ/dkzum i) (5.17)

neocc

This well-known result was derived in Ref. [23, 31].

How do we express the Berry’s phase in terms of the Green’s functions? A naive thought
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would suggest that we cannot! Consider the “gauge transform” defined by

iunk) — exp(it}b(k))]unk). (518)

We first observe that the Berry’s phase, Eq. (5.16) is not invariant under this transform
and may change by integer multiples of 2r. The Green’s function, on the other hand, is
clearly invariant under this gauge transform. It is therefore impossible to express the Berry's

phase solely in terms of polynomials of the Green’s functions. However, we then observe

Physical BZ =

Extended space » o

Trivial system 7

Figure 5-1: The black circle is the original physical space, with only the momentum direction
along the electric field shown. The cylinder is the extended space, with the other end a
trivial system. i,j are orthonormal basis on the extended space;i is along the direction of
the electric field, and j points along the extra dimension.

that the Berry’s phase, expressed as a gauge-dependent loop integral in momentum space,
can be cast as a gauge-invariant surface integral via the Stoke’s theorem. We therefore
extend our system to one extra dimension in the momentum space, interpolating between
the original system and a trivial system whose Berry’s phase is taken to be zero.![38] See
Fig. 1 for an illustration. The gauge dependence, then, is hidden in the way we choose to
extend the wave functions. The integrand on the surface can then be expressed in terms

of the Green’s functions, whose definition is also extended from the circle to the cylinder.

11t would have looked cleaner if we can extend “to the interior”; i.e., if we can extend to a space where
the Brillouin zone becomes the sole boundary. However, this procedure is problematic, when the magnetic
field is not in the same direction of the electric field. The magnetic field, while uniform in the physical
Brillouin zone, is no longer uniform in the extended space. By extending the space to a “cylinder” instead
of a “disk”, we circumvent this problem at the expense of having to introduce another boundary.
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The expression is as follows:

i . i 9]
¢Berry = zésdk Z(ukala;luka)

agocc

= i / d?ke¥ 8; (U |05 | ks

S

1 .

= 3 / d’ke? TY (g0;g~19;g) ; (5.19)

S
0S is in the i-direction, which is the direction of the electric field, and S is the enclosed
cylinder in the extra dimension. Bold quantities are extended into the enclosed surface. We
require that the other boundary we extend to does not contribute to the Berry’s phase. The
trace with prime sums over all the bands (both occupied and unoccupied), and integrates
over w/2m as well as the other (d — 1) directions perpendicular to E. Please see App. B for

a derivation.

This construction naturally separates the integral into two contributions, as discussed
below: for the expression to be dependent only on the boundary variables, the integrand on
the surface has to be closed, in differential geometry terms. It is however, not always ezact,
in that integration over a closed surface does not always give you zero. A familiar example
of an integrand being closed but not exact is V8 on a circle, where 8 is the polar angle. It
is locally a total derivative; nevertheless when you integrate it over the entire circle it gives

you 2.

We can therefore separate the integral into two contributions. The first is ezact and
can be written as a total derivative in terms of Green’s functions. It thus directly becomes
a boundary integral via Stokes theorem. The remaining contribution cannot be written as
a boundary integral in terms of the Green’s functions. However, it has to be topological,
meaning that it is invariant under smooth deformations which vanishes on the boundary.
Topological integrands are of a specific form, as we will discuss in App. B. Specifically, in d
spatial dimensions the topological term is in the form of the Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW)
action[42] in d + 1 spacetime:

d+2
Id — / dd+2$€ala2...ad+2 H(U 0 U—l) (520)
WZIW as axal 7

i=1

which is also defined in one extra dimensions. Our topological term will be of the same

80



mathematical form, with the spacetime z+! replaced by the physical momentum k¢ as well
as the energy w, and the group element U(z) replaced by the Green’s function go(k,w).
Further more, the coeflicient in front of the topological term is determined up to a sign by
requiring that the value of the integral has a 27 ambiguity with different extension to the
extended space. This point was made in Ref. [38] for the case of time reversal invariance.
Let us summarize for the formalism: we have an expression for the Green’s function
in the presence of an uniform magnetic field. Without the electric field, we can calculate
the expectation value of the Hamiltonian to get the logarithm of the partition function.
We can also calculate the charge and current responses. If we want to capture the terms
linear in the electric field, however, we have to calculate a Berry’s phase, which can only be
expressed in terms of the Green’s functions in one extra dimension. In the following section

we shall see detailed calculations for all the quantities mentioned above.

5.4 Derivations for Polarization, Magnetization, and More

In this section, we show in detail how we apply the formalism given in the previous section,
to three different quantities: the charge response to the magnetic field, the magnetization,
and the orbital magneto-polarizability (OMP). We also discuss the #-term, which is the

isotropic part of the OMP, in higher dimensions.

5.4.1 Charge Response in a Magnetic Field

In an integer quantum Hall system in two dimensions, the magnetic field is locked with
the density. This is also true for Chern insulators, which has a non-vanishing transverse
conductivity in zero field. The transverse conductivity is related to the field derivative of
the density by the Streda formula o,y = gg—. Here we first verify this result as a sanity
check.

Starting from Eq. (5.7), it is straight forward to calculate the charge density in the
magnetic field:

@) = 735 (chutma) = iTx(9)

a2k dw . iBe®  dg5! dgo
= (277)25'“(” 2 9O pke W)
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BC
= po+ Erl; (5.21)

C is the Thouless-Kohmoto-Nightingale-den Nijs (TKNN) index (Chern number) of the
occupied bands.[3] The capital trace in the first line implies summing over all the bands and
integrating over all directions as well as energy with a facter of (27) 1 each. The lowercased
trace in the second line implies summing all the bands only. The phase factor in Eq. (5.3)
is absent due to the fact that the creation operator and the annihilation operator are at the
same position. The last equality is derived in App. B Eq. (5.21) describes the locking of
the density to the magnetic field. This “incompressibility” is fundamental to quantum Hall
physics and follows from charge conservation and Faraday’s law when the magnetic field is
adiabatically turned on.

Nevertheless, it is somewhat intriguing to see this effect survive even on a torus with an
uniform magnetic field, as our derivation implies. Without boundaries, the charge density
can only change by adding or removing bulk states abruptly, even though the magnetic
field is small and does not affect the energy gap in any appreciable way. In a tight-binding
model, the states then must “teleport” between the occupied and empty bands. On a
torus the magnetic flux has to be quantized; in the weak field limit, when we increase the
magnetic flux by one flux quantum, there will be exactly C) states, ”teleporting” from the
unoccupied bands to the occupied bands, with out changing the energy gap in between.
We have verified this phenomenon with a numerical diagonalization of an insulating system
with Cp # 0.

This peculiarity becomes more apparent when one compare the findings with the usual
linear response derivation. There the quantized conductivity or density change is derived
from a bubble diagram at finite g, in the ¢ — 0 limit. The density modulates in the same
way as the magnetic field, which becomes uniform only at the limit. There are no such
teleportations of the states between the bands; the electrons flows from patches with a
positive magnetic field to patches with a negative magnetic field (if the Chern number is

positive) and vice versa.

5.4.2 Magnetization

As sketched in the previous section, we calculate the orbital magnetization by computing

the energy of the system in the presence of an uniform magnetic field, and the relation
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M = —d(H)/dB. We continue our derivation in two dimensions, as the magnetization is

inherently a two-dimensional phenomenon. We have

(H) = /—z tr (HypzrGrrz) = / 1 tr (Hoger o'z
zac’ m"

B Be 1 4%k dw dg5* dgo
= Bo-—=3 (@n)? 2r (H Ty 8kb) (5.22)

Plugging in gy = Zmlum)ﬁ(“ml and noticing that the w-integral restricts the poles of
the two go’s to be on opposite sides, we find that the derivative on gy can only act on the
bra, and the derivative on g, ! can act on the bra or ket but not the energy, in order for the

expression not to vanish. We can simplify the term linear in B to be

Bet? d2k dw

(AH) = —— -(-2-%—)5-2-}-29(—5’,,@) (5.23)
8 (wE;r'lé'E)(wEm; (1 |Baten) (Dptin [ tim)
i b 2
- 5 /3 "’220( EnEy)

X | Em|{um |a,,u,.) (a,,u,, [tum)-

In the derivation we have used relations such as (Optm|tn) = —(Um|Oatn). Now we reexpress

everything in terms of occupied bands only:

Z 0(—EmEn)| Em|(um|0aun)(Gun|tim)

m,n

= Z E (| Oatin ) (Optin | um)

neocc,meemp

—En(tn|Oatim)(Optim [un)

= Z (Optn |H| Oatin) — Epns(un|0a1tn ) {Ottn|un)
n,n/ €occ
—En(0atn|Opttn) + En(Oatin|un ) (tn |Opttn)

= Z (Obun |H|Oattn) — En(Batin|Obun). (5.24)

neocc
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Putting Eq. (5.24) back into the expression for the energy and dividing it by B, we recover
the result derived in Ref. [34, 35]:
ieab d%k
M=— @ > (8atin |H + En| Byun) (5.25)
neocc
Specifically, the first term is called Myc and the second term is called Mic in Ref. [35]. One

can also derive the same expression using the OPDM.[43].

From our derivation, both terms come together from one simple expression in the bulk.
If we have a boundary, the current flowing on the edge is the sum of the two, as is required by
the Maxwell equations, J = V x M. One might be tempted to conclude that the two terms
generate separately measurable currents from the derivation in Ref. [35], but that is not the
case. One can, however, decompose it into two contributions (different from but related to

Mic and Mic) where the difference between the two terms can also be measured.[36]

In addition, as also discussed in Ref. [37], Eq. (5.25) naturally shows that there are
C1 gapless edge states for a Chern insulator with Chern number C} in two spatial dimen-
sions. Suppose we shift the chemical potential by Ap. Now the magnetization changes by
C1Ap/27, which implies the current on the edge changes by the same amount. If we think
from the edge perspective, a chemical potential change of Ap implies that the density of
occupied edge states increases by C;Ap/2nv, and carries additional current C; Ap/2w. The
two observations would not have matched, had we only taken the contribution M;s as the

current flowing around the edge.

On the other hand, we have the same orbital magnetization formula for a system without
boundary. This means that if the system is a Chern insulator, its magnetization will depend
on the chemical potential, even if there are no edges. This somewhat puzzling observation
actually comes from the density locking to the magnetic field mentioned in the previous
subsection. Since we define the magnetization as the derivative of the free energy with
respect to B, with FF = E — uN, the free energy change with the magnetic field does
depend on p. It is, however, unclear to us whether the“magnetization” defined this way is

a measurable quantity on a periodic system.

With the discussions above, we therefore conclude that the magnetization of an insulator
is a bulk quantity. The current flowing on the edge can always be derived via the equation

of motion of the effective theory, i.e., the Maxwell equations. We also note that the orbital

84



magnetic susceptibility can be calculated by expanding the Green’s function to second order

in B.

5.4.3 Electric Polarizability

The calculation of the polarization is already covered in the previous section and in Ref.[30].
While we can express it in terms of the Green’s function in one extra dimension as done
in Eq. (5.19), after integrating out w and integrating back to the boundary, the result is
just what we start with. As a nontrivial example of using the formalism, here we calculate
the polarizability, by considering the first order correction of the Green’s function in a
uniform electric field. We start from Eq. (5.19), plug in Eq. (5.10), and notice that there
is an additional phase proportional to the electric field from contracting the three green’s
functions in real spacetime. (Notice that the time-dependent gauge potential does not break
translational symmetry in the spatial direction so Eq. (5.19) still applies. The trace in the
time direction, however, has to be carried out in real space; it is easier just to imagine every

thing is done in real space and then converted back.) We thus have

Adberry = N +1I
| e 5
o= 5 [ ke ((godaso - Ousote) 0 Os
S
+ godigy ' 9;(g00ago — 3agogo)>
_iE

I, =
2 4 s

d’ke T (Bw oaaaigalajgo) . (5.26)
Taking advantage of the relation 0,,g; 1—1and 080 = — gg, we can simplify the expression
to

. iBe y

+

26i(g03a8jg0))

e [ dw d%k
= —inFE /%LZ(?.T)d tr(goé)a@lgo). (527)

Notice the only total derivative that does not vanish after integration has to be along the

extra dimension. As we see here, there is no topological contribution in the polarizability;
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the integral thus has to reduce to a total derivative, and we can just integrate it back to

the physical Brillouin zone. Using Eq. (5.11), we get the polarizability tensor

1
€ij = 5/ ‘/;Z (27‘1’ gOa 8_190) (528)

which is the same expression as one would get using the usual perturbation theory at finite

momentum ¢, and take the ¢ — 0 limit.

5.4.4 Orbital Magneto-Polarizability

We can calculate the OMP by considering the polarization in a uniform magnetic field in
three spatial dimensions. We start from Eq. (5.19) and plug in the Green’s function in the
presence of the magnetic field. Recall that i is the direction of the electric field, and j is

the direction of the extra dimension:

) 1 . N
Pberry = 3 [9 d%ke’ Y (gdig~'0;g)
= 2727 [*Tr5 (g0ig~'0;8) (5.29)

Here g denotes the Green’s function at a given momentum in the (¢,7) surface. It is in
general not translationally invariant in the remaining directions. Here we introduce the new
notation Tr® for later convenience. Tr° is defined as integrating over momentum divided by
(2m)? in the (4, j) direction within the boundary, integrating over w/27, and summing over
positions, divided by L in the remaining directions if they are not translationally invariant;
the lattice is replaced by integration over the momentum and divided by (27) otherwise.
When E and B are not perpendicular, we have to take a Landau gauge to make the Green’s
function translationally invariant in the direction of the electric field for the derivation in
the previous section to work; it nevertheless does not affect the result, Eq. (5.29), and our

calculation below.

Now we plug in Eq. (5.7). To first order in B, not only do we have g to first order, but
we also have to consider that the three product of g’s, contains three phases which sums to
be the flux threading through the triangle. Indentical to what we did in Sec. II, we Fourier

transform, Taylor-expanding the phase to first order in B. The result is
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AqsiBe,,y = N +1;

L = 7%B°L2eITrS (g00ag5 " Ovg00ig; 9580
+ 00ig;"0;(800a85 " 9s20))
I, = —w%iB L% IS (8.80000i85 1 0580) ;

(5.30)

I, is from first-order terms in g and I is from the phase. gg is the Green’s function in
zero magnetic field in the extended space. The trace now indicates integration in all the
momentum directions as well as w and divided by (2) in each direction, as the translational

invariance is restored. I; can be rewritten as

Ii = n%iBCL2I TS (200agg 1abgoaigg '9;80

+ (i a,j ¢ b) — 0;(8i800ags ' 0e80)) (5.31)

in which the last term in the second line can readily be integrated back to the physical
momentum space. The first two terms are almost in the form of the topological terms we

mentioned in App. B, but without complete antisymmetrization among the indices.

Let us now look at I5. We would like to separate this term into a total-derivative and
some remaining parts which give the topological term; to achieve this, we need to take
advantage of the condition 0.,gy 1 — 1. Note that this relation also implies O0wlagy 1= 0and
d.go = —g2. By inserting d.gg 1 at the end of the term and integrating the w-integral by

parts, we find (from here on we omit the subscript of gy to avoid cluttering in the equations):

0 = Te° (gaag‘lg(abaig‘l)gajg‘lg
+ g(a0ig " )gdig '8l g
+ gajg‘lgaag"lg(abaig‘l)g> : (5-32)
For convenience, we use the notation (abij) to stand for Tr¥ (g0, tgdhg ! g8,g 1g0;g7g),
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(a[bi]j) to stand for Tr’(gd.g ' g(8s0:g1)gd;g~1g), ..., etc. The equation above becomes
(a[bilj) + ([bilja) + (ja[bi]) = 0. (5.33)

Also, Eq. (5.31) becomes
(abij) + (ijab) — 9;(iab); (5.34)

We then integrate by parts twice on the second and the third term, noticing that a,b and

i,j are separately antisymmetrized, to make them into the form of the first:

([bilja) = (afbilj) + (ibja) — (bjia) + &(bja); (5.35)
(Galbi]) = (a[bilj) + (jaib) — (jbai) — &;(bai). (5.36)

‘We therefore have

~ (albilj) = 3(~(bjia) - (bai) + (ibja) + (jaib)
+ &(bja) — d(bai)). (5.37)

Now we can sum over all contributions, and get
Adhery = miiBeL2e €M <(abij) + (ijab)

* % ((bija) + (jabi) + (ibja) + (jaib))

— B(iab) + %(&(bja) - 6j(bai))) (5.38)

Notice that the integrating-by-part trick in the w-direction can also be applied to expressions

such as (abij) and (iab), and similarly we get

(abij) + (bija) + (ijab) + (jabi) = 0 (5.39)
(aibj) + (ibja) = 0 (5.40)
(iab) + (abi) + (bia) =0 (5.41)
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Therefore, by writing
oy L ges 1 .. " 2 .. -
(abij) + (ijab) = 5 ((abij) + (ijab))) — 5 ((bija) + (jabi)), (5.42)
the ”topological part” of ¢Berry is

. 1 .
Aherey waw = g i B LR ((abij) + (ijab)
+(aijb) + (iabj) + (ibja) + (ajbi))‘ (5.43)
Notice that this term is totally antisymmetric in all the indices. This is expected, as it

is topological only when all the indices are antisymmetrized. It is also of the form of the

WZW action if we put 8,¢~! into the expression.

Since the direction of the magnetic field is perpendicular to the (ab) plane, it has to be in
the (i7) plane, for the topological term not to vanish. This implies that only the component
of the magnetic field in the direction of the electric field contributes in the topological part.
Gathering everything we finally have

w23

AfBorry o = —3- e (abed) (5.44)

The remaining part can be reorganized using Eq. (5.41):

) 2m2i .
ABberry3a = —”TZQCBCG”%W (3;(bai) + 8(iab)) (5.45)

Integrating back to the physical momentum space, we have
: i) . )
A¢’Berry,3d = -é—@%e“bc((zab) + (baz)). (5.46)

Here (iab) stands for Tr(gdig~'98.9 g9~ 'g) with the trace summing over the energy as
well as the physical momentum directions, with (2)~! in every direction. The difference of
a factor of (27) in front comes from the different number of (27)~! in the definition of the

traces Tr® and Tr, in four and three spatial dimensions respectively. Combining, we thus
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have our final answer in terms of the Green’s functions:

Qi = (awzw+a3d)ija
) - _ _ ~
Cwawij = “Ffabcdﬁs (808" '8 '80.8 " 20ug " 8)dij;
7 _ - —
a3d,ij = -—geabjTr(gaig lgaag lgabg 1g—h.C.). (547)

Notice that in terms of the Green’s functions, a,w can only be expressed with the extended
dimension. Eq. (6.2) generalizes the result in Ref. [38] to the generic time-reversal breaking
cases, where the WZW integral can take continuous values. Note that there is an additional

term «3q which is zero in the time reversal invariant case.

To get the expression entirely in terms of variables in the physical momentum space,
we have to expand the Green’s functions explicitly in the eigenbasis then integrate it back
to the physical momentum space. Taking advantage of the topological property of arwzw
and using Eq. (B.9) in App. B, we can immediately know that the first term contains a
part which can be expressed using the Berry’s phase gauge field strength, and some other
part which is a global total derivative, and invariant under the gauge transform defined by
Eq. (5.18). When integrated back to the physical momentum space, the first part becomes
the Chern-Simons term with the Berry’s phase gauge field A, nn = (unk| — i%mn/k); the

remaining part combined with a3q gives the rest of the tensor a;; as derived in Ref. [19]:

ai; = (acs+ ag)ij;
1 A3k e 2
acsij = —-2-%' Wﬁ tr(AaOpAc + 1§AaAbAc),

1 d*k
AGi; = gCabj (2_7r-)§ Z (

meEemp,n€occ

(0injm) (m |{0.H, 5yP}| n) + c.c.) ,

A4
E —E. (5.48)

where P = 3 . ...[n)(n] is the projector to the occupied bands. The detail of the calculation
is shown in App. C. A similar calculation performed using the density matrix perturbation

theory is provided in App. D.
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5.4.5 6-term in higher dimensions

While it is straight forward to generalize the complete calculation in the previous section to
obtain all components of the anolog of OMP in higher dimensions, the totally-antisymmetric
part, i.e., the f-term, is especially easy to compute. Here as an illustration, we calculate
the coefficient 054 of the §-term in (5+1)D as defined below:

054 é,
Lo= 5oV W FopFysFiu. (5.49)

First we find the Green’s function to second order of the magnetic field. In higher di-
mensions, the term in the exponential in Eq. (5.5) becomes [iF(z' — z)%(z” — z)b/2)].
Since we are only interested in contributions with all the indices antisymmetrized, only first
derivatives will contribute. When we Taylor-expand Eq. (5.5) to second order and Fourier

transform, we get

- 1
o = —g(FuFea+ FaaFbe + FacFuy) (5.50)

90(8a95 1) 90(Bs95 1) 90(0cg 1) 90(Pagg go + - - - »

where g, is the second order term of §, and the indices run through all five spatial directions.
The (...) vanishes when we antisymmetrize all the indices. Plugging into Eq. (5.19), we

then have

. 32 ..
¢2Berry = _TevL‘i(Fachd + Fadec + Fachb)

(ijabed) + ..., (5.51)

where we have used the abbreviated notation introduced in the previous section. We still
only need to keep track of the parts which do not vanish after antisymmetrizing all the
indices. Antisymmetrizing, noticing that in each direction (say Eg, By;, Buy) summing

over indices gives a factor of 8, we then have
iso T2 abed 152
BBerry = — 7€ ef (abcdef) @ 3%, (5.52)

<I>lB and <I>2B are the two magnetic fluxes threading through the four directions prependicular

to the electric field. Notice that from the definition Eq. (5.49), 654 is exactly the Berry’s
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phase when the flux threading through each direction equals 27, we then have

v
Osqa = —ﬁe“bwef (abcdef)
1 6

—WIF; (553)

IS, is defined in Eq. (B.6). This is the higher-dimensional analog of the trace of @yzw,
which includes both the second Chern-Simons term A A F A F, and some other inter-gap
contributions. To reexpress 054 entirely in terms of Bloch wave functions and energies in

the physical Brillouin zone, however, is rather tedious, and we shall not do it here.

5.5 Discussion

In this chapter, we provide a formalism to integrate out the electrons with external uniform
electromagnetic fields. This formalism provides a unified and systematic way to calculate
quantum-Hall type responses, polarization, polarizability, orbital magnetization, orbital
magnetic susceptibility, and OMP. From the perspective of the formalism, all of the quanti-
ties mentioned are of bulk nature, and all calculations can be done with periodic boundary
conditions. The existence of the edge current or response can be derived from the equation
of motion of the resulting effective theory, which is defined in the bulk, independent of the
boundary conditions.

In our formulation, one key insight is that the linear term in the magnetic field is an
energy, whereas the linear term in the electric field contains a Berry’s phase. This explains
why the polarization and the OMP are defined only modulo 27 in certain units, whereas
the magnetization is always rigorously defined.

The wave function under an uniform magnetic field is nonperturbative; nevertheless,
the gauge invariant part of the Green’s function is perturbative, even strictly at ¢ = 0.
In Eq. (5.7), the only expansion parameter is the flux enclosed in the triangle; inside an
insulator with finite range correlation functions, the expansion is controlled.

When the 6-term is first discovered in the 3D topological insulators, it was shown for
time-reversal invariant systems, 6 is given by the Chern-Simons term of the Berry’s phase
gauge field defined in momentum space. It is not until much later that extra contributions

which depend on the inter-gap matrix elements as well as the gap size are discovered for

92



the general case without time reversal invariance, along with the off-diagonal components.
From our calculation, two terms come together naturally, and are most simply expressed
as an integral of the WZW term with Green’s functions in the extended space. The same
conclusion holds for the higher dimensional 8 term as well.

However, we have to note that it is not easy to convert the expression in the extended
space back to the Bloch wave functions and energies in the physical Brillouin zone. For
this purpose, the density matrix perturbation theory formalism[30] seems to be more useful.
Nevertheless, from those methods it is harder to obtain the Chern-Simons term; it is also
not as straight-forward to generalize to higher dimensions. Our formula Eq. (6.2) and the
higher dimensional generalization Eq. (5.53) thus complement the other methods and offer
a better conceptual understanding.

There is an important difference between the derivation of the #-term using our ap-
proach and the dimensional reduction procedure used in Refs. [16, 38], as we summarized in
Sec. 1.3.2. Even though they give the same result with time reversal symmetry, the latter

is not readily generalizable to the general case without time reversal symmetry.
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Chapter 6

Dependence of Bulk Physics on the
Boundary

We now have seen how one can systematically derive the bulk effective action with periodic
boundary conditions. We see that there are properties which are like phases, such as
the orbital magnetic polarizability, are defined only modulo 27 in proper units. With a

boundary, however, those quantities are further determined by the details at the boundary.

We thus come through a full circle. The topology of the bands manifests itself through
the edge states. We try to understand it without the edges and we have got a bulk effective

description. Does the description change with different boundary conditions?

In this chapter, we will discuss how various bulk quantities can depend on the bound-
aries, based on how they are calculated in the previous chapter. In particular, we will show
that when the calculation with periodic boundary conditions does not involve a Berry’s
phase, the quantity in question is determined unambiguously by the bulk, even in the pres-
ence of gapless surface states. When the calculation involves a Berry’s phase, the bulk can
only determine the quantity up to some quantized value, given that (i) there are no gapless
surface states, (ii) the surfaces do not break the symmetries preserved by the bulk, and
(iii) the system is kept at charge neutrality. If any of the above conditions is violated, the
quantity is then determined entirely by the details at the boundary. Due to the strong
dependence on the boundary, this kind of thermodynamic quantity, such as the isotropic
magneto-electric coefficient, cannot be measured in the bulk without careful control at the

boundary.
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In the following, we will discuss case by case from the ground state polarization, orbital
magnetization, to the magneto-electric tensor. We will argue through Gedanken experi-
ments that some of them depends on the boundary while others don’t. We will verify our
argument with numerical simulations. By matching the observations with our previous
calculation done with periodic boundary conditions, we can then directly tell from the cal-
culation with periodic boundary conditions how different thermodynamic quantities depend

on boundaries.

6.1 Ground state polarization

The ground state polarization is given by the following formula with periodic boundary
conditions:[31]

d
P=—ie /B Z;r—’j 3 (a(k)|gik|a(k)). (6.1)

a(k)€oce

In one spatial dimension (1d), the polarization is defined modulo e with periodic boundary
conditions: P = Py + ne, with n an integer. This corresponds to the observation that with
periodic boundary conditions, we can move every electron to the next unit cell and return
to the original state, while the two states should by definition have polarization differed by
e. With two ends, the polarization will take one specific value, depending on the number
of charges we put at the two ends.

However, if there are zero modes at. the two ends, the polarization is then ambiguous,
as theoretically we can consider superposition of states of different occupancy of the zero
modes. The bulk value of the polarization thus depends entirely on the boundary.

In 3d it is a bit more interesting. For simplicity let us assume the system sits on a cubic
lattice of size a. Now the bulk formula has an ambiguity of e/a?, which also corresponds
well to the fact that we can move every electron to the next unit cell and return to the same
state. However, with boundary surfaces the situation becomes quite different. Consider
a capacitor setup. We are allowed to put any number of charges on each of the opposing
surfaces, resulting in a change of the polarization in units of e/A (A is the total surface
area). In the thermodynamic limit, we can put any finite density of charges on the surface,
and the polarization in the bulk can take any value. Our bulk formula is thus no longer

valid. To accommodate the charge on the surface, however, the system needs to either be
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in a metallic state near the boundary, or to break the lattice translation symmetry in the
two in-plane directions. If neither condition is satisfied, then we can only add an integer
number of electrons per unit cell, and the bulk formula is recovered, with the remaining
ambiguity determined by the surface.

How can the bulk formula become invalid? We note that the ground state polarization
can be understood as a Berry’s phase when one adiabatically turns on the electric field.
Firstly, in order for the Berry’s phase to make any sense, the system has to be gapped.
This is the reason why a metallic surface can render the bulk formula invalid. Secondly,
if we break the lattice translation symmetry in the two directions perpendicular to the
electric field, we can no longer integrate over the momentum in those directions but should
instead sum over a large number of sub-bahds labelled by the remaining momentum along
the direction of the electric field. The polarization will have an ambiguity of e/A in this
case. This is different from the conventional thermodynamic quantity, which will require
a symmetry breaking in the bulk to change its value. The Berry’s phase is thus a rather
fragile thermodynamic quantity.

6.2 Ground state orbital magnetization

It is not immediately obvious that the orbital magnetization is independent of the boundary.
In the bulk the operator M o (r x v) is ill-defined with periodic boundary conditions, and
seems to be growing as one goes near the boundary. Indeed, when one numerically compute
(M) summing over the local orbitals, there is a finite contribution from the boundary or-
bitals, which renders the total orbital magnetization different from the naive bulk value. [37)]
Nevertheless, it has been shown[37] that the boundary contribution is in fact independent
of the details at the boundary via the use of local Wannier functions, in an insulator with
zero Chern number.

However, in a Chern insulator, a local Wannier function can not be found[40, 44], because
the Bloch functions cannot be periodic and smoothly defined over the Brillouin Zone. To
see that even in this case the orbital magnetization is still independent of the boundaries,
we can consider the following setup:

Suppose we have an insulator with a non-vanishing Chern number in two dimensions. Let

us imagine putting an auxiliary layer of insulator on top, with an opposite Chern number,
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without any interaction with the original one. The new insulator as a whole is then of total
Chern number zero. We can therefore make a local Wannier orbital, by a linear combination
of orbitals from the two layers.[45] The argument then goes through for the insulator as a
whole, and the total orbital magnetization should be independent of the boundary. Now
since there is no interaction between the two layers, the total magnetization is just the sum
of the magnetization of the original insulator and the auxiliary insulator. We now consider
a particular boundary condition, where the two insulators couples to independent boundary
terms that do not interact with each other as well. Let us only vary the boundary terms
that couple to the original insulator. The total magnetization cannot change, and neither
the contribution from the auxiliary insulator. We thus have to conclude that even for a

Chern insulator, the orbital magnetization is independent of the boundaries.

From this abstract point of view, the generalization to Chern insulators seems rather
trivial. However, the presence of gapless chiral edge states may cause one to worry. Suppose
we can gate the material to supply a constant chemical potential, what will happen if we
turn up the electric potential on the edge? Will the edge current decrease because fewer
edge states are occupied, or will it stays the same as required for the bulk magnetization

not to change?

We do a straightforward numerical simulation to resolve this paradox. The result is
shown in Fig. 6-1. We can see that while shifting the overall chemical potential creates
circulating currents, altering the electric potential locally at the edge does not change the
bulk magnetization. If we look closer, while the current right at the edge is changed, there is
a counter-propagating current near the edge, which keeps the total current localized near one
edge constant. The counter-propagating current is just the integer quantum Hall response
to the electric potential gradient. This bulk quantum Hall current exactly compensates for
the current carried by the now-unoccupied edge states, and leaves the bulk magnetization

insensitive to the change of the potential local near the edge.

A very similar puzzle arises in the S, conserved spin Hall insulator. On the edge there
are counter-propagating TR-paired edge states. When we apply a uniform Zeeman field
H,, there will be a net circulating current from the edge states. We can therefore deduce a
bulk orbital magnetization response to the Zeeman field. We call this the orbital-Zeeman
susceptibility. However, one can locally break the S, conservation together with the TR

symmetry near the edge, to gap out the edge states. In this case, will there still be a bulk
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(a) (b)

Figure 6-1: We take our Hamiltonian to be H = ¥, ¢h(72 — i72)ensz + GL(TZ — iTy)Cntg +

mcf,rzcn + h.c., where 7's are the Pauli matrices. At half filling with m = 1.5, the band

carries a Chern number C; = 1. If we set the chemical potential ¢ = 0, the ground state has
no magnetization. We put the Hamiltonian on a 10 x 10 lattice, and take open boundary
conditions in both directions. The current on the vertical links is plotted. We relate the
current to the magnetization by I® = €3, M, and take the magnetization at the middle
to represent the bulk magnetization. (a) p = 0.5. As expected, some edge states are
occupied and give rise to a bulk magnetization. (b) If we set x = 0 but locally apply an
electric potential V' = —0.5 to the first two rows at the boundary, the edge states are again
occupied. However, in the region next to those layers, a counter-propagating current takes
place. The bulk magnetization remains zero (barring some finite size effect).

magnetization response to the Zeeman field?

The numerical result is shown in Fig. 6-2. Here we can see that even though the edge
states are gapped out by the local perturbations, the total current flowing near the edge
remains the same. The local perturbation transfers the current from the states at the Fermi
level, to the occupied bands. In the end, while local properties can affect the gapless states,
the total current near the edge in the is unaffected.

We therefore conclude that the orbital magnetization, as well as the orbital-Zeeman
susceptibility is independent of the boundary for an insulator. While the circulating current
may be carried by the edge states, the total amount is entirely insensitive to the local
boundary conditions. One can understand this from a calculation with periodic boundary
conditions: the magnetization is calculated as an energy density in a magnetic field. The
total energy, unlike the Berry’s phase, is a truly extensive property, so that the boundary
contribution is irrelevant in the thermodynamic limit. The energy density in the bulk is
thus entirely independent of the boundaries far away enough, whether there are gapless

states or not.
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Figure 6-2: We now think of the previous model as from spin up electrons and pair it
with its time reversal. We applied a unifrom Zeeman field 6H, = 0.2, chS.c. (a)
We plot the eigenstate energies in ascending order. The edge states live inside the gap.
(b) By applying a time-reversal as well as S, symmetry breaking term near the boundary
OH = 3 cedge cl.Szcn, we can gap out the edge states. (c)-(d) We look at the current
on the vertical links. While the current distributes slightly differently with or without
the symmetry breaking term at the edges, the contributions to the bulk magnetization are
identical.

6.3 Magneto-electric Effect

After the discussion of the polarization and the magnetization and seeing that they are
thermodynamic quantities with very different behaviors, it is thus a natural question to ask
the same question about the ME tensor; in addition, about how the Maxwell relation can
be maintained. Before going into details of the boundary dependence, however, let us first

show that the anisotropic part asq is independent of the boundaries.

In terms of electronic Green’s functions and with periodic boundary conditions, we have

derived the ME tensor from the OMP perspective, as a Berry’s phase in a magnetic field:[46]

Qg5 = (a’wzw +a3d)ij:
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i _ _ _ -
Owwij = —eCabedTr (80ag ™ gObg ™ 808~ 80u8 ™ 8)di5;

i —_— — —
Qzdi; = _gfabjTr(gaig 190,97 gBg™ g — h.c.). (6.2)

The traces include the frequency and momentum integral divided by factors of (2); the
symbol Tr® denotes the integral and trace in one extra dimension in momentum space, with
the original Brillouin zone and a trivial test system as the boundary. While the entire ME
tensor is derived as a Berry’s phase, agq does not depend on the Green’s function extended
to the extra dimension. Without considering boundaries directly, we can show that agqg
is independent of the boundaries, by showing it extends smoothly to finite frequency and

momentum.

At finite frequency and momentum, the ME response is understood as a term in the
effective action which is proportional to E*(q,w)B’(—q, —w). Unlike the uniform ME re-
sponse however, this term can no longer be understood as OMP or OES, due to the fact that
unlike uniform electromagnetic fields, the electric and magnetic fields at finite frequency and
momentum are related by Faraday’s law. The term nevertheless affects properties of the
propagating electromagnetic waves. For our purposes, it suffices to show that the effective
Lagrangian is continuous from ¢ =0 to ¢ — 0. At any ¢ # 0, we can calculate the effective
Lagrangian by the conventional diagrammatic method. Calculated in App. E, the bubble

diagram gives

4
Sute = = [ B @B (-0 + Oa). (63

Comparing with Eq. (6.2), we see that asq is continuous, whereas a,w is entirely absent
at finite momentum. One might worry that we have missed .y in momentum space
due to the fact that it is a total derivative in real space, which Fourier transforms to zero
and cannot be seen in momentum space. However, one can evaluate the diagram in real
space, and it is still absent. Fundamentally this is due to the fact that the conventional
perturbation theory is perturbative in orders of the gauge field, which breaks down with
uniform field strength. Nevertheless, combining the two calculation, we can still say that
a3q is a bulk property and is independent of the boundaries. ay,w, on the other hand, is
similar to the polarization: it does depend on the boundary, but when there is no boundary,
it presents itself as a Berry’s phase. Note that one benefit of using the Green’s function

is that the separation of the local terms and boundary terms matches exactly how the

101



expression depends on the extra dimension or not. This is not the case if we use the density
matrices, either to calculate the same Berry’s phase[30], or to calculate a current response
to a pumping procedure[19]. In both calculations the ME tensor naturally separates into

two terms, with the first term independent of the energy gap:
a = Qe + agG; (6.4)

Qs is isotropic, but ag is not traceless. While ag can be uniquely determined by the bulk
band structure and is independent of the boundaries, its trace is actually not measurable

in the bulk.

Let us now focus at the isotropic part cu,w- In terms of polarization in a magnetic field,
the ambiguity is no surprise. However, how does the ambiguity of the orbital magnetization

in a electric field come about?

One origin of the ambiguity is from the fact that the perturbation of a uniform electric
field grows with distance. It therefore naturally depends on the boundary, when there is

one. When we consider periodic boundary conditions, however, it becomes less clear.

In order to study the OES with periodic boundary conditions, we first have to properly
define the magnetization with periodic boundary conditions. Without the current at the
boundary, one sensible definition of the magnetization is from the relation B = H + M.
That is, in the absence of applied current (which generates H), the magnetization simply
equals the measured magnetic field. Note that with periodic boundary conditions and a
finite volume, the magnetic field is quantized, because the total magnetic flux through the
sample is quantized in units of h/e. In this case we take the perspective that the magnetic
field will take the closest quantized value to the magnetization while the magnetization

itself is still continuous.

In our previous work[30], we have shown that in a magnetic field, the § term, which
characterizes the isotropic part of the OMP, changes the quantization condition of the global
electric flux. The ground state of the system thus carries an electric flux of -(fe?/27h)® 5 +
ne, where n is some integer that minimizes the flux. Using 0 = D = E + P, the 0 term thus
gives an isotropic orbital magneto-polarization response ?Tg = %. However, this result

is valid only when (®pfe/27h) < 1. In the thermodynamic limit this condition is always

violated, and instead % =
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Similarly, to see whether the same term contributes to the OES of the system, we would
like to investigate whether there is a uniform magnetic field, when we constrain the path
integral to have a given average electric field in the same direction. However, the electric
field and the magnetic field behave in intrinsically different ways, when we formulated our
theory assuming the existence of electric charges and the absence of magnetic monopoles:
the quantization of the electric flux can change in the presence of the magnetic field, while
the quantization of the magnetic flux is fixed at (h/e). When we apply an electric flux,
we can always imagine that the system is a coherent state composed of states with integer
electric fluxes. The background magnetic field therefore does not have to be different from
zero. Therefore, even at finite size, the # term does not give rise to the OES. The Mazwell
relation between the the isotropic OMP and the OES are thus violated. They are only equal
in the thermodynamic limit, where the 6 term gives no contribution for both quantities.
In other words, the isotropic OES is better thought of as a bulk-induced surface response,

which vanishes when there is no boundary surfaces.

Now let us consider geometry with boundaries in some detail. From the result of
Ref. [39], we know that with open boundary conditions in all directions, the OES has
an ambiguity only determined by specific surface boundary conditions. We have also seen
in the introduction that in a cylinder geometry, the ambiguity of the OES can come from

the quantized Hall current on the side surfaces.

What if there are no side surfaces? Suppose we take periodic boundary conditions only
in two directions to get rid of the side surfaces. Does the OES still have the same ambiguity?
One naively would expect the situation to be similar to the case with periodic boundary
conditions, due to the absence of the possible circulating Hall currents. However, a more
careful argument shows it is not the case. In fact, the system will spontaneously generate
a magnetic field, which will then generate surface charge density o = #(v + 8/27)e?B/h
via the OMP response, to lower the electric energy. Minimizing the total energy as a
function of B, we then get B = M = (v + 6/27)e?E/h. While at finite size the total
magnetic flux is quantized in units of ~A/e in this setup, in the thermodynamic limit, the
magnetic field will converge to the expected value, in contrast to the situations with periodic
boundary conditions where it stays at zero. We have numerically confirmed this result by
calculating the magnetization in the electric field, using the momentum space formula for

the magnetization, derived in Ref. [37], as shown in Fig. 6-3.
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Figure 6-3: Here we plot the calculated OES versus the number of layers in the z-direction,
with the model described by Eq. (73) in Ref. [16] with 8 = 0, m = ¢ = 1. We take § = 0.57
at the top and the bottom layer to gap out the edge states. (If we take § = £0.57 on the
two surfaces respectively, the whole system will be a Chern insulator and can no long be
kept at charge neutrality without closing the gap in a magnetic field.) We put on an electric
field such that the potential difference between the top and the bottom layer is 0.2. The
boxes show the calculated values. The solid curve is a fit by assuming a fixed width w of
the surface charges when there is a magnetic field, such that %% o (1 —2). The fit gives

gives %% = 0.50%3 in the thermodynamic limit and w = 2.54. The OES changes sign as
expected, when we change to § = —0.57 instead on the boundary.

Before summing up, let us consider how gapless surface states can alter the ME response.
Evidently, if we attach a fractional quantum Hall state on the side of the cylinder, the OES
is going to change by a fraction of €2/h.[47] In general the fraction is quite arbitrary, so
in this case the bulk value of the isotropic OES is not valid. This corresponds to the fact
that the fractional quantum Hall state has ground state degeneracy. In general, we will
therefore expect any gapless surface state will destroy the bulk description of the isotropic

ME response.

To sum up, The anisotropic part of the ME tensor agq is independent of the boundaries.
The isotropic part ., depends partially on the boundary. While agq is a truly local
quantity, a,w only lives at ¢ = 0. Corroborating with the fact that both isotropic OES
and OMP responses vanish with periodic boundary conditions in the thermodynamic limit,

it is better to think of aw.w as a quantized surface effect induced by the bulk.
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6.4 Conclusion

We have thus gone through polarization, magnetization, and magneto-electric responses and
see their dependence on the boundary. A bulk calculation done with periodic boundary con-
ditions contains enough information to predict how the quantity in question can depend on
the boundary, however. In particular, using our formalism described in Ref. [46], any quan-
tity that does not involve an extension of the Green’s function to one extra dimension, such
as the magnetization in zero electric field, is independent of the boundary. On the other
hand, quantities that requires an extension to extra dimension, such as the polarization and
the isotropic magneto-electric effect, will depend on the boundary. The bulk can determine
its value up to some quantized amount, only when (i) there are no gapless surface states,
(ii) surfaces break no symmetry that is required to determine the bulk value with periodic
boundary conditions, and (iii) the system is kept at charge neutrality. If any of the condi-
tions are violated, the surface contribution will dominate and render the results obtained
with periodic boundary conditions invalid. For thermodynamic quantities of this kind, they
cannot be measured in the bulk, without careful control at the boundary. Specifically, one
cannot do a local measurement to distinguish the topological insulator in 3d from a trivial
insulator, because (i) the coefficient of the f-term will depend on the boundary; (ii) it is

absent at finite g.
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Chapter 7

Conclusions and Outlook

In this thesis, we have thus far focused on insulators and their electromagnetic effective
action. We have shown that the topological term will arises in odd spatial dimensions, with
the coefficient given by the WZW-like combination of the Green’s functions. In three spatial
dimensions, however, there are other non-topological part of the response which together
with the topological term gives the anisotropic magneto-electric response, when the time
reversal symmetry is broken.

In addition to our original goal of understanding how the topological index appear in
the effective theory, our formalism provides more. From the perspective of the formalism, it
is only when the effective action requires a quantized coeflicient that the topological index
can be singled out. Generically, topological and non-topological responses can mix together,
as illustrated by the example of the magneto-electric response.

On the other hand, the electric field and the magnetic field behave quite differently
in the bulk. The orbital electric-susceptibility and the orbital magneto-polarizability only
agree with each other when there is a boundary. We find that we can distinguish between
bulk quantities by their dependence on the boundary.

Our formalism is not limited to insulators. One can also consider superconductors,
where superfluid velocity plays an additional role. Recently there has been development on

Weyl semimetals, and the formalism also seems to be an ideal fit.
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Appendix A

Path Integral Formulation for the 6

term in One Spatial Dimension

In the main text, we derive the physical consequence of the f-term using the notion of
0-vacuum, which is similar to a Hamiltonian formalism. One may wonder why we do not
directly carry out the path integral. The first reason is that the quantization is not obvious
if we just do the euclidean path integral as done below. The second reason is that if we
calculate the fluctuation of the electric field at finite temperature, a naive calculation would
give us a sum of negative values, which does not make sense. It turns out that for a free
theory the position space path integral is ill-behaved and a positive finite term is expanded
as an infinite negative sum. A similar situation occurs when one calculates the ground state

energy of the bosonic string using mode expansion. Let we start right from the Lagrangian

o= ——F‘“’F,W + ;—06 8,4, (A1)

using the gauge Ag = 0, for the ¢ = 0 sector at finite temperature 1/3 we have the partition

Zeo = (H (ﬁLw >) 2o ( il ) (&2

where w; = 2mi/f are the Matsubara frequencies. Again the finite frequency part decouples

function

and the zero frequency part agrees with Eq. 3.8 if we integrate ¢ first instead:

Z;=0 0.8 Zq=0 = Zeinge—éﬁ(%“;")? = Z W—n. (A3)
n

n
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Nevertheless, it is hard to see from this form that 6 corresponds to a quantization condition
for the electric field. Without reversing the £ integral, another way to see the §-dependence
is to calculate the expectation value and the fluctuation of the electric field. For § = =, the
expectation value would vanish and we can only rely on the fluctuation.

If we calculate (|E1(0)|2), however, we would encounter a problem in the path integral

as now all finite frequency part contributes and their sum seems to be infinitely negative:
(EY0)]) = r >o- (%—n)ng —Z%- (A4)
Zo \% BLe —~ B

If we compare this to what we would have got using the Hamiltonian formalism,

nd 2 mTn 2
(B0 = 2 (z W, (— (Z2)'s ﬂiL)) . (A5)

It seems we have to require

2(1) = —%. (A.6)

for the two expressions to agree. We can understand this equality by thinking of the left
hand side as the zeta function at zero, {(0), written in a series. While the series is divergent
at zero, the zeta function is well-defined and is indeed ——5—.

The function Y, n?W, is related to the elliptic ©-function. If one subtracts the fluctu-

ation at § = 0 from the expression and calculate at 8 — oo, one recovers that

6

-~ - 2
IEHOP) - B O oo = %2 (57 ) (A7)

which implies the quantization.
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Appendix B

Topological Combination of

Green’s Functions

In this appendix, we first discuss what kind of combinations of Green’s functions are topo-

logical, then we provide some formulas we have used in the main text.

When we say an integral is topological, we mean that the value of the integral is inde-
pendent of any smooth deformations that leaves the integrand on the boundary unaltered.

For example, the following integral is topological:
g ) (B.1)

0l =

w tr(gd.,
dw tr(ég@wg + 90,69~ )
dw tr(ég@wg + 0u(g6g™ ") — Bu989~ )
(

dw tr(690,97 + 8.(969™") + Bugg'8g97")

I

I
\\\\\

dw tr(8.(g96971)); (B.2)

we have used 6(gg™!) = 8,,(g¢9~1) = 0 in the last two equailties. We see that the variation 61
is a total derivative of a single-valued function, which implies that it is zero if the integrand
is not varied on the boundary. Notice here we did not assume any particular form of g; that

is, I is topological under arbitrary smooth deformation of g.
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We can construct similar topologically-invariant integrals in higher dimensions. In fact,
2d+1 v
r’d= / dwd®k e2-@artr( T (90a,971)) (B.3)

i=1

is topological. To prove this, we notice first that when we have an even number of (§8,,971)

multiplied together with their indices antisymmetrized, they become a total derivative:

2d
€4102--824 H(gaaig—l)

(B.5)

i=1
d
= 92%24(—1)4 ] (8ay;_19)(Par; 97" (B4)
j=1
d
= 6am?mazd('"l)dam (96029—1 H(aazj—lg) (aa2jg_l))‘
j=2
Now we consider a general deformation:
2d+1
617 = (2d+1) / dwd?k €102 924141 (8(98,,97) [] (902:971))
=2
2d+1
= (2d+1) / dwd®?k 219292411 (8900, g + Ba, (9597") + Bar 99 699~ ] (992:971))
i=2
2d+1
= (2d+1) / dwd?; 92264140 (6900, 9" ~ 900,97 6097") [ ] (99aig™)
=2
2d+1
+0a, (959" [ ] (99a:97")))
i=2
2d+1
= (2d+1) / dwd?¥ e92-2a4141(8,, (98¢~ [ ] (98a:97)));
i=2

the second-to-last equality follows from the fact that the product term is already a total
derivative and with antisymmetricity of the indices, the product of two total derivatives
result in another total derivative. The last equality comes from the cyclic property of
the trace and the first two terms cancel each other. We therefore have showed that Ipy
is topological for any d. Notice that even when g satisfies a twisted boundary condition

g(k + G) = UTg(k)U on a closed manifold, the variation still vanishes.

In the discussion we have in the main text, however, we have concentrated on non-

interacting systems, where the Green’s function is taken to be in the form of (w— Hy£i6) L.
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We thus are more interested in integrals of Green’s functions that are topological subject
only to any smooth deformation of Hy, instead of an arbitrary deformation of g. Fortunately,
since 8,9~ = 1 with the non-interacting Green’s function, we can directly translate the
topological combination above to combinations that is invariant under only the deformation

of Hi. The invariant reads

2d
I%.d = /dwdzdk‘ e“"’?“‘“?dtr((H(gaa.»g_l))g)- (B6)

i=1
The indices now only run through all the spatial directions.

Next we show the derivation of Eq. (5.19). Since the Berry’s phase is invariant under
small deformations of the Green’s function extended into the surface, the integral has to be
topological. By dimensional counting we immediately see that IZ is a possible candidate.

The rest of the task is to find the constant in front, as well as any possible total derivatives.

1 iy
—2-/d2ke“Tr (90:971059)
s
_ Yl e (i (08,015,
= 2./sd k/27r6 tr(g@,g ajg)

_ 1 dw i~ (Um [0iHk| un) (Ojun|tm)
- 5/5(12’“/%“2 (@~ Em)(w —]En)

_ 1 2 i (En Em) (um|0itn)(8jtun|tm)
B 2Ld k/ JZ — Ep)(w — Ey)

= / A2k Z 1{0itn | tm) (Um |Oj1n)
S

meEemp,neEocc

/ A%k Y~ i(O5un|Ojun)
)

neocc

qu ) dk® > iun|Opun). (B.7)

neocc

1l

As we can see, there are no extra total derivative terms. If we integrate this term on a

torus, as we did in Eq. (5.21), we get

1 .. ..
= / d%keTr (98,97'0;9) = / ket Z (O5un|Ojn)
2 BZ Bz neocc

= 27Ci. (B.8)

Similarly, we can relate It to Cs, the second Chern number if integrated on a four
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dimensional manifold without boundaries. In Ref.[16], they use dispersionless bands to
derive the ratio betwenn I and C3. Here we just quote their result (with an extra factor

of (—14) since they are using the imaginary time Green’s function):

1

02 = m d4k€ijutr(]:ij-rkE)
= L
= melE ()
with
T = 0T — 04 +dlas, 0™ (B-10)

is the Berry’s phase gauge field strength. Rather remarkably, the two integral no longer
agree with each other when integrated on a manifold with a boundary. In this case, they

differ by a globally defined total derivative.
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Appendix C

From the Green’s Function
Expression of the OMP to

Expression in Energy Eigenbasis

Before we start to evaluate equation (5.48), we emphasize again that our distinction between
Qtopo and Gexact is different from the distinction between acs and ag in Ref.[19]. Specifically,
Qlexact 1S traceless, as can be seen from Eq. (5.41), whereas o in general is not. With this

in mind, let us start from @eyact:

a3dij = —%eabj ((iab) — c.c.). (C.1)

As done in the main text, we use (iab) in short for Tr(gd;g 190,9 198g~1g). The capital
trace again denotes tracing over all the bands and integrating over all the momentum and

energy divided by (27) for each direction. Expanding in the energy eigenbasis, we get

d3k dw Z (m|0;H|n) (n|0,H|E) (£|0yH|m)

(b = | @par 20 (- Bl Bnlw - o)

’e,m

3
— / %(—sgn(En)0(~EnEg)6‘(—EnEm)En—_1-E:;(6,~m|n)(6an|€) (€ |0y H | m)

—  sgn(E0)0(—E¢Em)0(—E¢Ey) (m|8:H|n) (8an|€)(Bsl|m)

!

Ey—Ep,

— SE(Bn)0(~ B B 6(— ) 5= (OitmIn) (|0 H1 ) (@ytlm)
n — &m
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~ B0~ B )0~ EeB) g (Oami) (n10,H1) (048 )
[ a3k 1 N
— / o ) (m(&mM)(&m]m)(m 18, H | m)

m,m’/Eemp;n,n’ Eocc

1 . ’ o1 ’ _ ___i_ ) ; ,
+ B E. (m|8:;H|m") (8am|n)(Bpn’|m) E. _E. (Bim|n) (n |0, H|n') (8pyn’|m)
- TR —1E (8im|n) (n |6, H|n") (6bn'|m)) — (occ > emp); (C.2)

we have used |n) to denote |un) to avoid cluttering the expression.

Since awzw is isotropic, the off-diagonal tensor element comes entirely from a3q. Without

loss of generality, let us look at ayy,:

ay, = *%eabz((yab) —cc.)

= —é (((yxy) — (yyz)) - C-C-)- (C.3)

In the last equality of Eq. (C.2), the first and the last term are already in the form as
derived in Ref. [19]. Let us look at the two terms in the middle as we first plug in i = y,

a=2=x, b =
Z (.E 1 o (m |8y H|m') (8;m'|n’)(8yn|m) — (occ emp))
m,m’ €emp;n,n’ Eocc n’ — Lm
1
= > (———E L@y im) (m 8, HIm') (BmIn'
m,m’ Eemp;n,n’ Eocc n m
1 14
+ m(aymln) (n|6yH|n") (an'[m)); (C.4)
Z ( E __—1 E (8ym|n) (n |8 H|n') (8,n'|m) — (occ +» emp))
m,m/E€emp;n,n’ Eocc n’ m
1
- Z < - m(ayn'|m)<6ym|n) (n|6;H|n')
m,m’€emp;n,n’ €occ n m
1
E.,—E (6ym|n’>(3yn'|m'> <m/ '6$H| m) ) (05)

Similarly, when we plug in i = y, a = y, b = z and sum with its complex conjugate, we find
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that every term cancels out:

Z ( ﬁ <m |0y H| m') (Bym/|n’)(0zn|m)

m,m’ €Eemp;n,n’ €occ

1
—————(8ym|n) (n|8,H|n') (8zn'|m) — (occ > emp) ) +c.c. = 0.
E. — En,
(C.6)
Summing over, we then have
(o - o) —ce)
= 3i il Z —eab——(a m|n)(8an|m’) (m' |8pH|m) — (occ > emp)
- @3 | o \En—Em""? a P
m,m’€emp;n,n’Eocc
- cc; (C.7)
here a and b run through only z and y. We finally have
,, = ! / &k Z -—L(G m|n)(8an|m’) {(m’ |9H|m) — (occ ¢ emp)
v: = 3 @} En—Ep ' ¥ a b P
m,m’ Eemp;n,n’Eocc
+ cc, (C-S)

which is identical to the expression in Ref. [19].

As for the diagonal components, we have to expand the isotropic term ouy,w. The calcu-
lation is similar to Eq. (C.2), except that we have to rearrange terms into total derivatives
and then integrate back to the physical momentum space. We currently are not aware of
any special trick to automatically rearrange the terms into total derivatives other than the
F A F part, which corresponds to ags in Ref. [19]; nevertheless, we can use the Stokes
theorem to convert the difference between ag in Ref. [19] and a3q to the extended space

and verify that it agrees with the remaining parts in cwzw:

(aG - a3d)z_7
1 d3k ’ c
_ 5 o )3 abc(mIOHlm>(3bm| )é—n-iilgr):+c.c.
—(occ +» emp)
— iy [ kst (i (ot 22
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+c.c. — (occ <> emp). (C.9

We now start to expand ayw:

e T (gd,g g 808 g0ug " 8)

_ / ﬂ_/dﬁ cabea (1 10aH|J) (j|OpH| k) (k|0:H|¢) (£]0aH i)
s (2m)4 (w— Ei)*(w — Ej)(w — Ex)(w — Ep)

d*k
= LW(J(ik’je) + (J(,-]-,kg) —cc)+ Jiijke) T J(k,ije) + (J(j,ike) - c.c.))) — (occ +» emp).
(C.10)

We separate the contributions by different pole placements. (ik,j¢) for example implies
that E; and FE; are of the same sign and are opposite to E;, and E,. Here we illustrate the
calculation by explicitly computing the contribution J;;s); the calculation for the other
contributions are similar and we shall just list the answer. To avoid cluttering the expression

we use i to denote E; as well when there is no ambiguity.

e = S e (DG RE=OE =D (=) = K= =)
s = 2 LG e e e s e B

€411 794 1K) (Ock|€) (Datli)

= 3 ) SRy + S DU= I oy ausie ookt ot

(ij,kt)
k- k—2¢
-3 sgn(j)( -t e)) €4 8,15 (331K (k| ) (Bl
(i5,%0)
-/
= 3 sn0) (55 - 5 ) O usR) O Outh) +
(i3,kl)
k—
-y sgn())( f+z —g) €84(9,117) (Do k) (B €) (Balli) + c.c.
(ig,kl)
3
= 3 sen(h) ( +1= f - 5) €32 (8,117) (Bn3 | ) (Bek|£) (Ball]i) + c.c.
(i7,K) =i i-

= Z (2( W En) - -3—) €24 (3,n|m) (Bym|n’)(8en! |m’) (Bym/|n) + c.c.

m,m’ €emp,n,n’Eocc

— (occ 4> emp). (C.11)
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To get to the first line, we have used
(110aH|j) = OaEibij + (Ei — Ej){0ailj)- (C.12)

In J(ik jey the first term on the right-hand-side does not contribute. In other parts however
that term is important. In the fourth equality, we have taken advantage of the fact that
exchanging j and ¢ gives the complex conjugate of the whole expression. We symmetrize
the second fraction in the third equality with its complex conjugate to get % In the second-
to-last equality, the two fractions become each other with a negative sign when we exchange

the occupied and empty states, therefore reaching the last equality.

The other contributions are given in the following:

> o g e
n,n’ €occ,m,m’ Eemp n o Hm n— Hm

(Ban|n)(Opn’ |m) (Bem|m'}(Bgm|n) + c.c.

- l(‘](z],k!) - C.C.)

Em’ - Em aaEn a
" 2 2(( (Em — E? )2 )‘f >4 (Bymlm’)(0cm’In) (Danlm) + c.c.
n€occ;m,m’ Eemp m n
— (occ > emp); .19
] En — En’ En - Enn
_zJ(k,z'jl) <( (E E(E )2 ))eabcd(aanlnl> (3bn'|m) (acmlm') <6dm'|n)
n,n’ ,n’ €occ;mEemp n m
Em’ - Em. aaEm a
’ 2 (( (Bm — : )2 )6 b (Bymlm’) (9em’|n) (Bam|m) + c.c.
n€occ;m,m’ Eemp m n
— (occ > emp); )
G E'n_En’ En“E// a
_1J(i,jk£) = Z — (( (E Z(E )2 n ))E bcd(aanlnl> (3bn’|m) (8cm|m'><3dm’|n>

n,n’ n’’ €occ;mEemp

+ Z (Enl — L En/ — En"
E,—-F E,—-E,
n,n’ ,n'’€Eocc,meemp m n m "

24 (9,m|n) (Bpnin’)(Ben'|In") (Ban” |m) + c.c.

— Z 2 ((Er&;; f‘rrgSzEm ) eabcd(ﬁbm|m’> <Ocm’|n) (Ban|m) + c.c.

n€occ;m,m’ Eemp

6a,(Em’ - Em) abed
Y (W) (Bym|m’) (8o In) (Banim) + c.c.
n€occ;m,m’ Eemp
—  (occ +» emp); (C.15)

E, - E, En— n’

Il

E y — E_n E.r— E ”
—i(J(j,ikl) — c.c.) < L z = L )

n,n’ ,n'’ €occ,mEemp

€54 (5,m|n) (Fpn|n”){Ocn’|n")(Ban” |m) + c.c.
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S <'aa‘—*—(EE,;"'__Efm))eabcd<abm|m'><acm'|n><adn|m>+c-c-

neocc;m,m’ Eemp

-5 (e ) et amim) am ) @unlm) +

(Em - n)2

n€occ;m,m’ Eemp

— (occ +> emp);

notice that every term (that is not canceled) come with its complex conjugate. The term

in Jx jey without energy dependence is the F A F term since

=3 ~i(@an|m)(@mln’) — (a ¢ b). (C.17)

meemp

The remaining terms sum up to be the following total derivative, as one can verify by

taking the derivative on every term in the bracket in the following:

—iJior = 26""0"6,,( (m|6H|m') (6cm'|n)%). (C.18)

By comparing this expression to Eq. (C.9), we finally recover Eq. (5.48).
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Appendix D

Deriving the Orbital
Magneto-Polarizability Using the
Density Matrix Perturbation
Theory

Similar to the use of Green’s functions as discussed in Sec. 5.3, we can express the integral
as a whole in terms of the density matrix by the following trick. The accumulated Berry’s
phase can be expressed as an integral of the Berry’s curvature in one extra dimension using
Stokes theorem, with the region of integration bounds by the original k, integral. The
Berry’s curvature can now readily be expressed in terms of the density matrix extended
into the extra dimension, which is chosen continuously but otherwise aribitrarily with the
constraint such that on the boundary, we have the original density matrix. We therefore

have

0 - -
i@ dk, (T5l=—|¥5) = i | dke*0,(¥3|05]¥5
$ acluslvg) = i [ Pke?a g o)
= i / d%ke®PTr (5BapOsp) ;
s
(D.1)
| & 5 is the 2D electron many-body wave function, which in addition to being a function

of k., has been extended to some extra direction ky. p = ;| (4] is the extended 2D
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single particle density matrix, where |1;) is a 2D single particle eigenstate in magnetic field
B. @, run through two directions which is spanned by &, and k,,. The trace sums over
both the band and the (z, y)-position basis. As mentioned above, the integral is chosen to
be performed on the area such that the boundary is at (k,, k&, = 0) and the density matrix
has known values. The second equality comes from the following calculation: first we note
|¥p) = det(¥;), and

a(UB10s| Y B) =) BaltilOplti)- (D.2)

i

Now we plug in p = ) _;|1/;) (¢;] to the right hand side of the second equality, we have

Tr  (p0apOpp)
= 1wl ((Balvi) (il + [93)(Balwil))

ijk
(@ske)wil + ) @stwiD)
= 2 (Wil0alt;)(¥;10s143)

ij

+ D _(Ba(¥)(Bsl)); (D.3)

in the derivation we have taken advantage of the fact that (1;|¢;) = 8;; and thus (0, (¥:|)|v;) =
—(4|8al1j). Contract both Eq. D.2 and Eq. D.3 with €*?, we can see that they agree.

Different choices of density matrices inside the boundary can only alter the integral by
multiples of 2mwi. To avoid cluttering of the equations, in the following we omit the tilde for

the extended objects when there is no ambiguity.

Then following the formalism in Ref.[19], we take the large size limit and expand p
to linear order in B. As discussed there, the density matrix in real space basis can be

decomposed into two parts, one of which is translationally invariant:

Prira = Pri,ro eXp(“ig : (Fl X FZ)/2)7 (D‘4)

where p,1 o denotes the density matrix in position basis, and p is translation invariant.
While the other part seems to be affected by the infinite range of r, in our expression three
p’s appear together and the combination is short-ranged and can be expanded in B. It is

thus straight forward to expand p explicitly and calculate.
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In the following we apply the magnetic field in the z-direction and take p as a function
of k,, and 7 lies in the zy-plane. We take i = e = 1. p has the following matrix elements

up to first order in B:

1
(Unklplonrnr) = Okrr (5nn' - ZBEA"S}HJ,M')

1 .
(¢mk|ﬁ|¢m’k’> = Zakk'B€76f76,mm’

<¢nk!ﬁ|¢mk’> = 5kkl (-;;BC'Y‘S (’l’bnkl{ag'f:kiagﬁ:}lwmk)
k| Hy [ Y0m
e ) (D5)

note that the momentum here is two-dimensional and everything has implicit &, k,, de-
pendence. n, n’ are indices for occupied bands and m, m’ are for empty bands. F is the

nonabelian Berry curvature of the occupied bands,
Fuv = OpAy = 8y Ay — i[Ay, A (D.6)

similarly, F is the nonabelian field strength for the Berry’s phase gauge field defined from

the unoccupied bands:

. . 0
-Ap,mm' = -1 ('U'-m.k | W’ | Um’k)
ﬁ#y = a#.Avy - 3VA“ - 7: A"’” Ay]. (D.7)

In the following computation one would find these expressions useful:

]:pu,nn’ = —i Z(¢nk|3pi¢mk> ('l:bmklaul'd)n’lc)

—( < v);
Fuvmmt = =i D _(Gmkl|Oultbnk) Pk 00|
—(unH v);
FTHF L Faw) = eMTr(FupFon). (D.8)

Note that in the expression for the Berry’s curvature F, we use the whole Bloch wave

function |1) instead of the periodic part |u) but here it makes no difference.
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Now we start from Eq. D.1. Write explicitly in position basis, we have

TT((aap) p (35/))) = / dridredr3(8api2)p23(0sps1)

exp (5B = iy (r2 = )
230
= Ll [ G (Tr(@rp(0ap)
+ 3BT (9adyp0)p0(Bssp0)) ) + O(B),
(D.9)

where in the second equality we taylor-expand in B, keep up to first order and go back to
momentum space. We have also taken the infinite-size limit and make the sum of discrete

momenta an integral. The trace on the right hand side traces over only the band indices.

The remaining task would be to plug in g and calculate explicitly to first order in B.
One thing to notice is that when taking derivatives of p, it acts not only on the matrix
element but also on the basis. It is also useful to note that d,p¢ only has non-vanishing

matrix elements between the original occupied and empty states.

As we can see from Eq. D.5, the inter-gap and intra-gap matrix element of p look pretty
different. Let us denote the former as p’. p’ contributes only through the first term in
the right hand side of Eq. D.9; since p’ is already first order in B the remaining p can be
replaced by pg. Let p/ = A+ At with A = (1 — pg)p’po (that is, A is the matrix element
connecting occupied bands to empty bands and vice versa for Af), after explicit calculation,

similar to Eq. D.3, we have

€*? (Tr(8ap' podsp0) + Tr(8apop'dspo) + Tr(Bapopodss’))

= =0, ((nl9glm})Amn — c.c.)

it

AaTr (8spo(1 — po)p'po + h.c.); (D.10)

|n) is the short hand notation of |t,x) and repeated indices are summed over.

Now that the inter-gap matrix elements are dealt with, the remaining part of the first

term can also be expanded and calculated:

a == &, i
*PTr(8apPOsp) remaining = €° (ETY(]:aﬁ)
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3i ..
- _8‘576Tr (]:C!ﬁf’)"s - faﬁfvé)

+ O(BY). (D.11)

The first term on the right hand side is proportional to BY and is similar to the polarization

in 1D.

The only remaining part is the second term in Eq. D.9. This part proves to be some-
what tricky to calculate as one has to manually group terms into expressions of F and F.

Nevertheless, it is otherwise straight forward and one gets

P % Tr(8,0apopods0pp0) =

3 1. = . .
Tr (Z]:aﬁ]:-yg - Z.FQ3F75 + .7'-50.7:7,9) . (D.12)
Combining Eq. D.10, Eq. D.11, and Eq. D.12, and with the help of Eq. D.8 we get

2 d2k, B
$Berry = [ d Ly Lye®
./; k./Bz (2m)2 v

1 1
[6753T’1‘(—Z.Fa3.7:75 + 5.7"7,3.7:}15)

—i06Tr(0ppor (1 — por’) Pr Pokr — h-c-)]; (D-13)

a, B span k,,k, and 7,6 span kg, ky. The integral of k¥’ is performed on the 2D Brillouin
zone in ry-plane. gy = (k’|p|k’) is the translationally invariant part of the density matrix

at a given (K, ky) and po is the density matrix in zero field.

Notice that in Eq. D.13, the tensor structure in the first and the second term is different

and we can rewrite the first term using the total-antisymmetric tensor in 4 dimensions:

¢Berry = ¢I +¢A

—®p 4y, _abed
= d*k Tr D.14
g I (D19
ba = l‘p;i / d*ke®? 5, Mp, (D.15)
4m SxBZ
Oprr
Mog = Tf<3aP0k'(1—Poy)ﬁf’w—h-c-)- (D.16)

We have explictly expanded the second term to first order in B. a,b,c,d runs through all

directions. Both integrals are total derivatives and we can integrate back to the boundary
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which is the original 3D Brillouin zone:

;) 2
or = 22 / EhDTH(AudpAe ~ 5 Aa oA (D.17)
ba = ‘4’7‘3’2’9 / BkM,,. (D.18)

@1 is isotropic, i.e., independent of the direction of the applied magnetic field. ¢4, on the
other hand, is anisotropic in the sense that if we do the same calculation for the magnetic
field in = or y direction, the result in general would be different. Now we consider the
gradual gauge transform in the ¢-direction and the magnetic field in the j-direction, the
same calculation still goes through, provided that we take «, 8 in the i-direction and the

extra direction, and v, ¢ in the directions prependicular to the magnetic field. We get

155 = &r1dij;
—’I.(pB 3
Pai; = a2 d°kM;;. (D.19)

In terms of the effective theory, this means that the effective Lagrangian not only contains
E - B, in general we have Zij a;; E;Bj, where
= [ L (eabc:lmA,,abAc 2 A A A + Mij) . (D.20)
(2m)3 2 3
By calculating the Berry’s phase of these processes, not only do we get the coefficient of the
topological term but we also get a part which is a physical response which agrees with Ref.
(19, 39]. In general 3, M;; also contributes to . If TR symmetry is present then Mi; =0
and we see that the vacuum angle is shifted by 7 in the presence of the strong topological
insulator.
Comparing to the derivation we have in Ch. 5, interestingly, the part that depends on
energetics are separated out clearly. On the other hand, the remaining part is not obviously
topologically invariant until explicitly summed over. As we have discussed in Ch. 6, the

separation of the terms is more physical using the Green’s functions.
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Appendix E

Magneto-Electric Effect at Finite

Momentum

In Ch, 6 we have argued heuristically that the trace of the ME tensor comes entirely from
the surface, and therefore does not contribute at finite momentum. The locally measurable
ME tensor is therefore traceless in the ¢ — 0 limit. We can directly calculate the ME tensor
at finite ¢: Fourier transforming and expanding the hopping Hamitonian up to second order

of A*, we have

1
AH = Z C£+q/2auH(k)Ck_q/2A'u(—q)+§ Z C,i;+(q+q,)/2auayH(k)Ck_(q+q/)/2Al"(—q)AV(_ql);
k.q k.q.q
(E.1)
Hy = ), tq, exp(ikd;) is a matrix. Integrating out the electrons, the effective action at

quadratic order of A, reads

4 .
S = [ Gy 04 0T (90,67 (R)9(W) + 07 Rlatk + Dog™ (Rratk - D)

(E.2)

similarly, the trace includes the integral of energy and momentum divided by 2w. The
first term in the trace is from the second term in Eq. (E.1), usually called the paramagnetic
current, and does not have g dependence. To compare with Eq. (6.2), we Taylor-expand

the second term to second order in ¢ to get the behavior in the ¢ — 0 limit: (From here on,
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we drop the dependence on k to avoid cluttering.)

Seff  ~ (g ?4 — 2" A*(q) A¥ (—q)

8

_ _ 1, _ _ 1 _ _
TY(ayg 18,90,9 1609_56;19 10,0,90.9 19—§8pg 90,9 la/\aag)
+0(g*); (E.3)

To further simplify the expression, let us now take the temporal gauge, V = 0. In
the temporal gauge, we have to take either A or o to be in the time direction to have the
expression contribute to the ME tensor. Since 8;8,9”! = 0, we can integrate-by-part the
time derivative. using 8,9 = —g2, and rename the indices i, j, k, now running through only

the spatial directions, we get

/ @) 2wq P47 (g) A (— q)Tr<g<9,9 '8igOrg™ g) (E.4)

Now we need to massage the expression a little bit. Let us use (ijk) as a short-hand notation
of the expression Tr(gaig‘lajg&cg‘l g). Integrating by parts[46], we have the following
relation:

(ijk) + (jki) + (kif) = 0. (E.5)

‘We therefore have

(2(jik) — (ikj) — (kji)). (E-6)

wl =

(jik) =

In the trace in Eq. (E.4), only the part symmetric under the exchange of the index j and &
would contribute, as we can change variables from g to —q, effectively exchanging A’(q) and
A¥(—q). Therefore, in the expression above, we can exchange j and k freely. We therefore

have

d%q i
Sup ~ / @r )46wq’AJ(q)A’“( 0) ((ik) + (kig) - (ijk) — (k32)

d%q i i
_ / a5 d A @AM Deisecane((kab) + (bak))-

- (g (;4:; B*(q)E*(—q)eapt((kab) + (bak))
4
(czlvr)az BY(q)E*(—q)ake(g — 0)- (E.7)
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ake(q = 0) = —Leqpe((kab) + (bak)) is traceless, as the two terms cancel each other with

antisymmetrization.
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