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Higher Berry curvature (HBC) is the proposed generalization of Berry curvature to infinitely
extended systems. Heuristically HBC captures the flow of local Berry curvature in a system. Here
we provide a simple formula for computing the HBC for extended d = 1 systems at the level of
wave functions using the Schmidt decomposition. We also find a corresponding formula for matrix
product states (MPS), and show that for translationally invariant MPS this gives rise to a quantized
invariant. We demonstrate our approach with an exactly solvable model and numerical calculations

for generic models using iDMRG.

I. INTRODUCTION

The central object in the study of the geometry of
quantum states is the Berry curvature[l]. The integral
of this curvature over a closed surface is the quantized
invariant that gives rise to many topological phenomena
such as the integer quantum hall effect[2]. In order to
extend the notion of quantum geometry to (gapped) many
body systems, it is imperative to find a generalization of
this curvature, which similarly has a quantized integral,
even in infinitely large systems. A naive generalization,
would be the total Berry curvature of the entire system,
but this curvature is extensive, and so the total is ill
defined. Worse still, in infinite systems, even in the case
this total is finite, we can change the total Chern number
of a system, with finite time evolution. A similar prob-
lem arises in the more familiar case of a system with a
global U(1) symmetry. Indeed, the total charge of a finite
system gives an invariant. In an infinite system, the total
charge is extensive, and so need not be finite. Further,
finite time evolution can create a flow of charge out to
one of the edges at infinity. In the U(1) case this flow
out to infinity can be a blessing, since it gives rise to a
new topological invariant over a family of states parame-
terized by a circle S! in one dimension; the well known
Thouless pump|3]. Initiated by Kitaev[4], an analogous
development has occurred with Berry curvature[5-26].
This higher Berry curvature[5] quantifies the flow of local
Berry curvature around the many body system, which
leads, for instance, to Chern number pumping[13]. A
computation of this higher Berry curvature, which is a
d + 2 form in d dimensions[27], was given in [5] in terms
of the parent many body Hamiltonian to a ground state,
and its relation to the local algebra of observables[15]. It
is expected that this curvature has quantized integrals
for short range entangled states, which has been proved
in d = 1[20]. Computing the curvature from the parent
Hamiltonian requires computing expectation values of the
resolvant and the local perturbations to the Hamiltonian.
A natural question is thus: can the higher Berry curva-
ture be defined directly on a family of invertible wave

functions, rather than in terms of parent Hamiltonians?
Here we show how to define the higher Berry curvature
directly on states in one dimension, using their matrix
product state (MPS) parameterization, and the related
Schmidt decomposition. In [28] we answer the question
more generally for locally parameterized wave functions
beyond d = 1. In particular, expressing the wave function
in terms of the Schmidt decomposition between regions
Aand B, ) =}, ca|a) 4 |a)p the higher Berry cur-
vature takes the elementary form

O =Im ) " de2 (dalda) L

where given a family of states with parameters \!, the
exterior derivative operator takes the formd =}, %d)\l7
and we implicitly antisymmetrize over all appearances of
d\! as usual. This expression can be efficiently computed
using MPS, and we prove its integral is quantized for
uniform MPS, using the recently discovered gerbe struc-
ture of uMPS[22, 23]. This provides the relation between
this mathematical structure and the Berry curvature flow
perspective of the invariant. Previous work[24] used a
discretized parameter space to also compute the topologi-
cal invariant, although the precise relation between their
work and the HBC defined in this paper is unclear. We
note in passing a similar expression can be found for the
Thouless pump in d = 1. In particular there is a 1-form on
parameter space, which when integrated gives the Thou-
less pump invariant. Using the charge operator Q[4; of

region A, this form can be written Y de2 (|Q(y \a>[A].

II. FLOWS OF BERRY CURVATURE

Higher Berry curvature in d = 1 spatial dimension is
characterised by the flow of the Berry curvature between
regions that have boundaries at infinity[13]. In particular
if we consider the regular lattice Z and an arbitrary cut
a it will be a flow between the regions A = Z., and
B = Z>, which have ‘boundaries’ at +o0.
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FIG. 1. Higher Berry curvature in d = 1 is the flow of regular
Berry curvature across a partition of the system.

Our central question is how to assign real space locality
to the Berry curvature, and computing from this the
corresponding flow. To build up to the d = 1 system
of an infinite length, consider a finite subset of the one-
dimensional lattice, consisting of N sites, such that the
total Hilbert space # = @), H,,, with a basis |s,) of H,,.
We will work with a parameterized family of normalised
gapped wave functions [¢)) living in H. We work in local
neighbourhoods of parameter space, so that we can pick
a smooth gauge for the wave functions, and so consider
the family to be a function X — H, with associated
exterior derivatives d. The total Berry curvature is the
differential 2-form Q) = —TIm (dy|dy) = dA, where
A = —TIm (¢p|de) is the connection 1-form. The higher
Berry curvature we construct will be independent of the
choice of gauge, though our intermediate expression will
not be.

Suppose briefly that the family of wave functions [¢)) is
completely unentangled [¢) = [¢));;; ® -+ ® [¢)) ). Then
there is a natural notion of the Berry curvature at site p,
namely the Berry curvature of the site p wave function,
which we denote FZEQ) = —Im <d1/1\d1/1>[p]. Equivalently,
this expression arises from decomposing the global varia-
tion d into local variations

dlg) =)y ® - @d 1), ® @) Ny = 3 dp 1),
p p

or simply written d = Zp d,. Then using these lo-

cal variation F1§2) = dpA. To generalize this perspec-
tive to the short-range entangled case, we must define
what the derivative operator d, means. In particular,
the decomposition will need to be local, so that (1)
dpA = —Im(dy|dy), in the unentangled case, (2) in
the entangled case we require that d,d,A4 decays expo-
nentially in the distance between p and ¢ and (3) the
total variation of the state is a sum of local variations
d =" dp. This decomposition is non-canonical in the
sense that it requires chosing an assignment of variations
of parameters to sites. From this we define the (non-
canonical) notion that the Berry curvature at site p as

FP
to site ¢ is then some quantity F,Sg’, that satisfies the
continuity equation, known also in this context as the

= dpA. The flow of Berry curvature from site p

descent equation[5, 6]
3) _ qp(2
DB =dEP. (2)
p

Naturally this flow must be antisymmetric in p and ¢
as well as a differential 3-form. Using the derivative
operators d, an immediate solution is

E) = dyd,A (3)

This is the higher Berry flow, and is not uniquely specified
by equation (2), but this non-uniqueness does not affect
the curvature. Then the higher Berry curvature will be
the net flow from A to B[5]

o =F3= > F2. (4)

p<a<q

Concretely we can construct such a set of local deriva-
tive operators d, by using left canonical MPS which are
related to Schmidt decomposition[29].The reader is di-
rected towards the reviews 30 and 31 for further details
on MPS. See the appendix for details on our notational
conventions.

A. Higher Berry Curvature from MPS

Let us define a state by specifying a left canonical MPS
representation with diagonal right environments |r,), and
identity left environments (I,|. Taking the derivative
operator d, to act only on the tensor associated with site
p, this will be the local derivative operator we sought. It
is straightforward to evaluate the Berry curvature at site

p

F = Im(L[ESE(r — p)dEY [ry) + (L, [EGY” |ry)

r<p

Likewise the flow of Berry curvature from point p to point
q>pis

AP A'Z
FY) == Im(l, [EY " E(r — p)dEL"E(p — ¢)dE, |r,)

r<p
dA, Aq
— I (lp|[Eg ) E(p = q)dE} [rg)- (5)

Remarkably, by the relation between the MPS and the
Schmidt states[29] the higher Berry curvature of the par-
tition between A and B, Q® = F@) = Y p<acq jols2
is given by equation (1). From this, it easy to see that
Q) is independent of the choice of left canonical MPS
with diagonal right environment, since the remaining
gauge freedom corresponds to an overall phase, and a
rotation among degenerate Schmidt states. Within such
a degenerate sector, the higher Berry curvature is just
the coefficient dc? times the trace of the conventional
non-Abelian Berry curvature of the sector. Because of



this gauge freedom we can work in left tangent space
gauge[32][33], i.e. (lp|]Efi4’:p =0, and a short computation

shows that Q) can be expressed in terms of MPS tensors
as

QF) = —Tm Y " (l,[EGY E(p — a)ldr,) (6)

p<a

E(p — a)

If we do not impose the left tangent space gauge condition,
then there is an additional term of the form:

A
~Im Y (LIESE(p - q)dEL E(g - a)ldr.)  (8)

r<g<a

corresponding to the derivatives acting on two differ-
ent sites on the left side of the cut. So far, we have
worked with finite systems, where the integral [ ¥ 0B
over a closed 3-manifold X must vanish because we are
not distinguishing between the bulk and the edge. The
higher Berry curvature is then the total derivative of the
amount of regular curvature on the left part of the system

06 =4 (Za 2 <da|da>[A]) = de), so its integral is

[x Q¥ = [ Ff). This triviality argument may be
circumvented by keeping track of the edges (so 90X # 0).
Alternatively note that the MPS expression works equally
well in infinitely large systems, and since Fy is extensive it
is ill defined, and the edges are then sharply distinguished
from the bulk. We are often interested in systems with
ground states having translational invariance, where we
can express the state with a single matrix A°, which is
known as the uniform MPS (uMPS)[31]. Then equation
(6) can be efficiently evaluated (in the left tangent space

gauge).
Q¥ = —Im(I[EGA(1 — E4)~'[dr), (9)

dA
— _Im € (11{«:;‘)1 (10)
dA

again if we do not impose the left tangent space gauge,
there is the additional contribution:

—Im([E4A (1 — E4)~HdE4 (1 — E4) Y |dr). (11)

We can manifestly see that for (essentially [22]) injective
MPS, the higher Berry curvature Q%) is convergent due
to the normalisation of the state, which is implicit in
summing the geometric series.

B. Calculation of Higher Berry curvature in
concrete models

To illustrate the validity of the above approach, we
apply it to calculate the higher Berry curvature of the

exactly solvable model introduced in Ref. 13. The gerbe
structure of this model was studied in[23].

Consider a one dimensional lattice Z, with local Hilbert
space H, = C? having associated Pauli matrices o, =
(05,02,05). We denote the spin 1/2 coherent state along
the direction of any vector n € R? by |n). We are inter-
ested in the family of wave functions |¢) defined over the
parameter space that is the unit sphere X = S% C R4,
whose points we label w = (wq,ws, w3, wy) = (W, wy)
which may be parameterised by hyperspherical angles
a,6 € [0,7], and ¢ € [0,27)[34]. The wave functions are

the ground states of the family of Hamiltonians

Hia(w) = Z(_l)pw o+ gp(wa)oy -opyr,  (12)

where the onsite term takes the form of a Zeeman coupling
with alternating sign and the interaction is the antifer-
romagnetic Heisenberg term whose coefficient depends
on wy, as gp(w4) = W4(5p€22+19(’w4) —w46p6229(—w4)[35].
The Hamiltonian dimerizes and so is exactly solvable. It
can be visualized for different values of w4 € [—1,1] as:

wg =1: —e

O<ws<1l: - O—®

o—® 00O 0=

w=0 ® 0 ®!0 ® 0 ® O ®
—“l<ws<0: 0O @_:_@ o—0 00O o
wi= 1. 3 —

| (13)

We use £ to represent the sign of the Zeeman coupling at
this site, while e represents the case of vanishing Zeeman
coupling. Interaction terms are represented by solid lines
joining pairs of lattice sites. For m/2 < o < 7 the left
canonical MPS of this model is

p €27
pe2Z+1
(14)
where ¢y = /(1 £ sin a) /2 are the Schmidt entanglement
coefficients[36]. With this MPS representation, we can
calculate the 3-form higher Berry curvature Q®) across
the cut at a = 1/2 which is the dashed line pictured in
(13). Applying equation (6) the higher Berry curvature is

Ao {<<S,,|w>,_ (55 = w))

(et (spl = W) e (spw))T

Q® = 0(a — 7/2) Im [dc? (dw|dw) + dc? (—dw| — dw)]
=—0(a— 77/2)% cos asin f dadfde. (15)

The integral of the higher Berry curvature is quantized
as expected 2 [, Q®) =1.
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FIG. 2. Higher Berry curvature Q) computed using iDMRG[37-39] for a collection of models Hy, s, as a function of the
parameter « € [0, 7], with @ = 7/2,¢ = 0. We plot Q464 which is given as 0B = Qaopdadcos @ de. In all cases we see excellent

(3)

quantization of the integrated Berry curvature to within 0.2%. As expected from the analytic calculation, for J; = Jo = 0, Q5 b

vanishes for o € [0, /2] while equalling —1 cosa for a € [r/2,7]. (Inset:) The entanglement entropy for the half system with

the entanglement cut at a = 1/2.

Numerical computation of higher Berry curvature for d =1
MPS

Consider deforming the model from the previous section
as done in Ref.24 with additional nearest neighbour and
next-nearest neighbour interactions, so that it no longer
dimerizes

Hy, 5, (w) = Hia(w) + Y [J10p - 0pi1 + Jaoy - 0] -
2
(16)
Using equation (10) it is straightforward to calculate the
higher Berry curvature of this deformed model, using for
example iDMRG[37-39] to find the ground state and a

finite difference approximation to the relevant derivatives.

The resulting higher Berry curvature is plotted in Fig.2 for
the cut a = 1/2 for four sets of parameters J; = 0,0.2 and
Jo = 0,0.2. In particular, fix a discretization of X, and
for each point x in this discretization, find via IDMRG
the ground state uMPS A of (16), and the ground state

at « + 0 for 3 linearly independent small pertubations §.

Then fix a smooth local gauge about z[40], and take finite
differences of the uMPS tensor A and its perturbation. For
IDMRG we pick a Schmidt coefficient tolerance of 1077,
and the magnitude of the step & in 6, a, ¢ is 1075, There
is a parameter space symmetry corresponding to rotations
of w, so we only need to sample «, and for 201 sample
points we find quantization of the higher Berry invariant
to within 0.2%. While important for the topological
properties of gerbes which follow, in practical calculations,
the distinction between essentially injective and injective
MPS is immaterial. When the Schmidt rank is constant
we are free to use injective MPS to calculate the curvature
and the Schmidt rank only changes in measure 0 region,

which cannot be detected in our numerics. We implement
our computation in Julia[41] using MPSKit[42].

III. QUANTIZATION OF THE HIGHER BERRY
CURVATURE OF UMPS

We show explicitly that our 3-form higher Berry curva-
ture for uMPS correspond to the 3-form curvature of a
gerbe[43], and so integrates to values in 27Z, by providing
explicitly the 1- and 2-connections in terms of uMPS, and
showing they satisfy the de Rahm-Cech descent equations.

Review of Gerbes: Gerbes are topological structures
over X as a generalization of line bundles, which can
be specified in terms of transition functions over some
open cover in an analogous way[43] The essentially /semi
injective uMPS over a parameter manifold X form a
gerbe[22, 24], and we chose to follow the construction
in[24], which we briefly review. Choosing a good open
cover {U,} of X we specify essentially injective smooth
tensors A on each open set U,, which are taken to be left-
canonical with a normalised diagonal right environment
|ro) which when viewed as an operator will be denoted
T, With injective part 7,. On double overlaps U,z =

Ua NUg, the mixed transfer matrix Eﬁz has maximal left
eigenvector (lng|, which when viewed as an operator on
the virtual space will denoted /,g. Up to an overall phase,
the injective part of the essentially injective MPS tensors
A, Ag will be related by the conjugation of a unitary
transformation g g equal to the injective part of [,g. Since
T is the squared Schmidt coefficients, which are canonical
up to permutation, we have dg.s7s = Todgag. The
Dixmier-Douady class in H3(X,Z) ~ H?(X,U(1)) has



representative in the Cech cohomology given by Cafy =
Trrolaglgylya on triple overlaps Uygy = Uy NUg N U,.

The curvature Q) of a gerbe can be related to the
Cech cocycle using the descent equations in the de Rahm-
Cech complex[43, 44]. Thus we must specify the 2-form
connection F,, on U,, a 1-form connection B,z = —Bgq
on U,g, along with 06 and Capy, satisfying compatibility
conditions:

Bus + By + Bra = —ichdeasss (17
Fy — Fy = dB,g, (18)
0B = qdr,,. (19)

If Q) satisfies these conditions, and Cap~ i & Cech cocy-
cle, the integral [, Q®) € 27Z.

uMPS connective structure: The 3 form curvature Q) is
as in (10) and (11), the 1-connection is

Baﬁ =—i Tr(rglﬁadlaﬁ) (20)

and the 2-connection is
-1
. dAqg Ag
Fy =i <za ES (1-E47)

Remarkably the 2-connection is equal to the overlap of |dr)
and the left connection of the bundle of gauge equivalent
uMPS tensors[45]. Proving that equation (17) is satis-
fied is straightforward by noting that Trdralaglgylya =
TrdfagaBg8yGya = Capy Trdfq = 0. Since only the injec-
tive part contributes we find c;,(§7d0a57 = Trrodlaglga +
(cyclic permutations). To relate the 1- and 2-connection,
we evaluate

dra> . (2D

dBag =—iTr dlﬁadlaﬁ?“ﬁ +iTr lgadlagdrﬁ (22)

Since we are freely able to project onto the injective part
inside the trace, due to the presence of the (derivative
of) right environment, and goggga = 1, the first term
vanishes. From the defining eigenvalue equation

A A5\ 1
(dlas| = € (lag| + (lag dEY? (1=E37)  (23)

where C' is some one-form that cannot be determined
from the eigenvalue equation, but drops out of the overlap.
Now dEﬁi = ]Eiéﬁ + E:ﬁa, and since 7, g differ only by
a permutation of values dB,g = F, — Fp as promised.
Finally dF,, has two terms, one where the derivative acts

on Eiia, which gives (10), and one where the derivative
acts on (1 —E4)~!, yielding (11), thus Q) = dF,.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have presented a novel approach to
defining a local notion of Berry curvature, its flow, and
the Higher Berry curvature Q) for wave functions pa-
rameterised with MPS. Gerbes are the generalizations to

d =1 of the line bundles of d = 0 quantum mechanical
systems. We have shown that Q®) is the curvature of
the gerbe of essentially injective uMPS, and hence has
quantized integrals over closed parameter spaces. Our
main insight was to generalise the notion of local variation
beyond varying the parent Hamiltonian, in this case to a
MPS parameterization. Our approach readily generalizes
to tensors in higher dimensions, and we can construct
the higher Berry curvature as well as the higher Thou-
less pumps in the presence of U(1) symmetry[28]. In a
finite system with edges, our expression for the HBC is
still expected to be quantized up to corrections exponen-
tially small in the ratio of the correlation length to the
system size, if contributions from the edge are excluded.
Alternatively edges can be included, if we allow them to
accumulate net Chern number. In the non-uniform case
Q) depends on the choice of the cut, corresponding to
the fact that the flow need not be uniform, but the quan-
tized invariant is independent of this choice. We expect a
similar situation arises upon changing the non-canonical
choice of local Berry curvature FZSQ), which explains why
the curvature Q) of the exactly solvable model differs
between this paper and the Hamiltonian calculation of
[13], but the invariant is the same. Some future directions
of interest follow: As elaborated in [15], the equivariant
extension of the higher Berry curvature gives rise to the
(regular, higher, and nonabelian) Hall conductivity, and
it would be interesting to make this connection explicit
in tensor networks. It would also be interesting to gen-
eralise the uMPS gerbe structure to non-translationally
invariant state, and see if the curvature we have defined
is the corresponding gerbe curvature. Finally, it would
be interesting to study the experimental implications of
the higher Berry curvature, and how to detect them.

Note added: While completing this manuscript, we
became aware of an upcoming related work Ref.46 to
appear on arXiv on the same day.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Michael Hermele and Cristian Batista for
helpful discussions and general comments and Daniel
Parker for insights into MPS. This work was supported
in part by the Simons Collaboration on Ultra-Quantum

Matter, which is a grant from the Simons Foundation
(618615, XW, AV; 651440, XW, MH).

Appendix A: MPS notation

For an MPS we associate to each link between sites p
and p + 1 a virtual Hilbert space H;irt, with orthonormal
basis |a;,)) where a, labels Schmidt sectors, and naturally
HyTt = HYY = C. Then the MPS consists of maps
Ay 1Y — HI @ H,y,, which is expressed as Aloy,)) =



Dspap AT Laylap-1)) @ |sp). We can write the state
as

) = Z ATt AN [s10 o sh) (A1)
{sp}
= (4] (42
51 Ss2 -+ SN

where we have used the conventional tensor network con-
traction diagrams. For a vector space V, let V* be its
dual, and V its complex conjugate. From the Hilbert
space structure on the physical space we find isomor-
phism 7, < My, so we can define the complex conjugate

map A, : Hy — MY © H5. There is a natural and
useful notion of the transfer matrix between any MPS

tensors A and B
A
Ep = E,‘g =

This can be considered a linear operator on the doubled

virtual space Hy"' @ Hyt — HY'G © HYM, taking

E3 : ayp) ®1(Bp)) = Try, [Aley,)) @ B|B,))]. Expectation
values of states correspond to pairings of this doubled
virtual space and its dual, so for convenience we denote
any vector in this space like |z) for some label z. For

a given MPS denote by E(b — a) the transfer matrix

product E(b — a) =[[,<, <, IEQZ. The left environment

at site p is by definition (l,| = E(1 — p) and the right
environment is |r,) = E(p + 07 — N + 1). Given
a state |¢) we can construct the tensors correspond-
ing to a particularly nice representation. Let the
Schmidt decomposition between sites p and p + 1 of
the state be |¢)) =3, ca, |ap>[1__.p] |O‘p>[p+1--.N]' Then
we define the tensor map A% = (op-15plap)p..

(A3)

For this particular choice of tensors it is
clear that (I, = Zap,l((ap—l‘ ® ((ap—1| and
) = Xa, cip|ap)) ® |ap)).  When imposing a

Hilbert space structure on the virtual spaces as men-
tioned, we can identify elements of the doubled space
as linear maps of the virtual space. Then the left
environment is the identity operator, and the right
is diagonal and acts by multiplication of the square
corresponding Schmidt coefficient. More broadly the
tensors need not have been derived from such a Schmidt
decomposition, if their environments take this form the

J

Ay <c+<@> 1) = d(@) [14) (V)= (—c, DI + @) |TT>))

c(a) 1)

where ¢y and d are any sufficiently smooth positive

MPS is called a left canonical Matrix product state, and
any canonical MPS has the aforementioned relationship
to the Schmidt decomposition it defines. By keeping
only Schmidt sectors with nonzero c¢,, these MPS are
injective, under the assumption that there is a finite
correlation length £, but we will need the slightly broader
notion where we allow such zero Schmidt sectors, known
as essentially injective[22] to have nontrivial higher Berry
curvature. As long as we contract with (derivatives of)
right environments, this loss of injectivity will not affect
observables.

Appendix B: Smooth essentially injective canonical
MPS on open covers

In this section we show how to construct smooth es-
sentially injective uMPS on an open cover of the pump
over X = S described in the paper. This will require a
small thickening of the o = 0, 7 poles, as we will describe.
Pick arbitrary ¢, € such that 0 < § < € < 7/2. Let the
parameterization of the three sphere be ¢ : (o, 0,¢) —
(w1, wa, w3, wy), then the open cover will consist of two
patches. In particular, consider the closed sets given
by the curves K, = ¢([e,m — d] x {m} x [0,27)), and
Ko = ¢([e,m — 6] x {0} x [0,27)). The open sets will
be their complements U, = S3\ K, and Uy = S3\ K,
and notably their intersection is homotopic to the two-

sphere U, N Uy howe S52. To specify the MPS, we split
these opens sets into four components, corresponding to
acl0,e,acle,m—e,a€[r—e,m—0]and a € [7—4, 7],
and denote these component the north pole Ué\’[w7 the reg-
ular parts Uj’s, the near-south pole U and the south
m(a—¢)
T—2€ °
parts of the patches Uj’y, we may construct spin coherent
states of w = (w1, wz,w3). In particular |w) = V- |1),
and |-w) = Vo » |1}, and Vo is a smooth unitary away
from @ = 0,7 respectively. In particular in the |1),]|])
basis we take, and

pole Uoéj - For convenience let & = On the regular

[ cosf/2 —e ?sind/2

Ve = <ei¢’ sinf/2  cosf/2 > (B1)
(e cosf/2 —sinb/2

Vo= ( sinf/2  e%cosf/2)" (B2)

The MPS factorises as a map first to just the north pole
and then a spin rotation (though not one smoothly con-
nected to the identity on Up). On Uy% let the MPS
be

(B3)

(

functions such that c¢_ has support on [7/2,7], d has



support on [0,7/2], d* + ¢2 4+ ¢% = 1 everywhere and
c4(0) = ¢y (m) = 1/+/2. Specifying ¢, (&) we find d(&) =

O(m/2 — @)y /1 — A (&) and c— = 0(a — 7/2)4/1 — 2 (@).

The original Hamiltonian does not result in a smooth
MPS at o = /2, but would correspond to the choice

ci (@) = /1522 We can make the MPS have a contin-

uous derlvatlve everywhere by instead letting for example

et (& \/ 1 — §(1 4 cos2a)? or picking another choice

SO that the derlvatlves vanish at & = 0,7/2, 7. Now we
discuss how to handle the thickened poles. First, consider
the North pole near a = 0, and let

L (-1 ) — )
1= 55 ("5 o)

on the entirety of UJ',.. If the coefficients ¢, d are chosen
to have vanishing derivatives to sufficient order at & = 0,
this is not just continuous but also smooth. For a = 7w —e¢,
A on Uy, is gauge equivalent to

€ <¢T> |¢¢>>
V2 \[TT) =11

by a unitary transformation g such that A*(a =7 —¢) =
gt As $g, which is exactly equal to Vj » acting on the virtual
indices. For o € [ —e,m — §]. Let z(a) be a smooth
function such that z(r — ) = 0, (o — €) = 1 and which
has vanishing derivativies to all orders at these points.
Then define A%(ar) = (¢")"Agg® on UG For a € [1—6, 7]
and any 6, ¢, we let A = Ag, which defines it on U(fﬂ.

The Schmidt coefficients are constant on the enlarged
poles, so they contribute no curvature, while on the regular
part of S, we find the curvature is 0 for 0 < a < 7/2,
and Q@) = —sinfdc2 (a)dfdg for 1/2 < a < 7 — ¢,
so the integrated higher Berry curvature is [ ¥ 06 =
4r[cA (7/2) — 3 ()] = 2m. Noting that the intersection
Uy N U, contracts to the 2-sphere S? defined by 6 =
7/2, let us construct a cellulation of S®, with two 3-cells
corresponding to each of Up -, while there is a 2-cell Y2
corresponding to the sphere § = /2. While it is not
possible to find a globally smooth left eigenvector of the
transfer matrix, for the 2-connections we need only know
it when the right environment is changing which occurs
on U,°®. Here the left environment is

i
L (§ 0
A12 = ( 0 e—i¢)

hence from equation (20) we find the difference in 2-

connections on Y2, = Y2 N U™, is

(B4)

Ag = (B5)

(B6)

1
Fy=F, —F = —idci(d)dcb (B7)

which is the curvature on Y2. Thus Y2 has Chern number
1

— | By =1
Y2

o (B8)

consistent with the higher Berry curvature.

Appendix C: Two-site calculation

In this appendix we briefly illustrate how to compute
the Berry curvature flow for a two site model, with sites
A and B, and Hilbert spaces Ha and Hp, so that the
wave function lives in the Hilbert space H = H4 ® Hp.
Let [¢) be this wave function, and with Schmidt decom-
position |¢)) = }_, ca |a) 4 |a)(p). We define the local
parameter space of site A to be X4 = {|a) 4} while the

local parameter space of site Bis Xg = {|a>[B] ,Ca . The
connection 1-form is
= 12[ (alda) 4 +c (alda) g (C1)
The curvature at site A is
2 .
FY =1 c2 (dajda) (C2)

while at site B it is

2
FY =13 [de2 {alda) ) + de2 (alda) s + ¢ (dalda),
(C3)
The asymmetry clearly reflects the non-symmetric choice
of local parameter spaces. The flow of Berry curvature
from A to B is

F(‘O’B_d F(z) —dp F(2 —1ch da\da}w (C4)

It it apparent that this choice of local parameter space
corresponds to the left canonical MPS. For example,
let us consider states over S2, similarly to the pump.
Then we might consider interpolating |w) ® |—w) to
% [[w) ® |-w) — |-w) ® |w)], from the equator, with
the wave function

) = 501+ i) fw) 1) =/ 31— sina) [-w) )

(C5)
Then letting w® = i(dw|dw), the Berry curvature of
each site is F( ) = F](;) = sinaw®, and the flow of
Berry curvature is FA(‘ E)e = —cosadaw®, exactly like the

higher Berry curvature for the exactly solvable model.
Several remark are necessary however. Firstly, this in-
terpolation does not define a closed family of states, and
supposing the Hilbert spaces have finite dimension, any
interpolation to the south pole must have opposite net
flow. Thus for finite system there are no new invariants,
although the flow of Berry curvature is well defined, we
need the boundaries at infinity to act as 'reservoirs’ of
the Berry curvature in order to find a nontrivial invari-
ant. Secondly, for finite systems, it is not clear what
constitutes a local variation. For two sites, there is no
reason we shouldn’t let X 4 entirely specify the wave
function, and let Xp be trivial. In this case there is
no flow. The two site example is maximally ambiguous



on this point, since for larger system, one could likely
use some sort of correlation length argument to define
a reasonable local parameter. It is interesting to note
that we may construct a d 4+ 1 site model for the higher
Berry flow in dimensions d > 1, using the ideas of [28].
Consider for example the d = 2 three site A, B,C case,
with wave function |¢)) = Ha ® Hp ® Hco. Then there
is a Schmidt decomposition between Heo and Ha ® Hp,
1) =2>_5¢818)(ap) |8)(c)» associating X = {cg, [B)¢)}-
For each g, let the Schmidt decomposition between H 4
and Hp be |B) =3_, caip | B)4) lo; B) (5] Then we de-
fine X4 = {|o; B) o)}, X = {lo; B) (5] s Casp}. Then the

higher flow F(Y = dadpdeA is

Fipe =1 dcdde; (da; Bldo B) ) -
Ba

(C6)

This expression has the same issues as the two site ex-
pression for the d = 1 flow for finite dimensional Hilbert
spaces, but it is worth seeking out a regularization of
the wave function analogous to MPS where this expres-
sion can be computed in infinite systems, since it and
higher dimensional generalizations would give a natural
definition of the higher Berry curvature in terms of the
entanglement structure.
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