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In one spatial dimension, families of short-range entangled many-body quantum states, parame-
terized over some parameter space, can be topologically distinguished and classified by topological
invariants built from the higher Berry phase — a many-body generalization of the Berry phase.
Previous works identified the underlying mathematical structure (the gerbe structure) and intro-
duced a multi-wavefunction overlap, a generalization of the inner product in quantum mechanics,
which allows for the extraction of the higher Berry phase and topological invariants. In this paper,
building on these works, we introduce a connection, the higher Berry connection, for a family of
parameterized Matrix Product States (MPS) over a parameter space. We demonstrate the use of
our formula for simple non-trivial models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The higher Berry phase is a many-body generalization of the regular Berry phase, and has been actively
studied recently. See, e.g., Refs. [1-15]. Notably, the Berry phase and Berry curvature have played crucial roles
in topological phases of matter, in particular in understanding the topological properties of Bloch electrons.
For example, the quantized Hall conductance is the canonical example [16, 17]. Beyond characterizing
the topological properties of ground states, the Berry phase also plays an important role in characterizing
adiabatic processes, such as the quantized charge transport in the Thouless pump [18]. These examples
can fully be understood in terms of non-interacting fermions, and in terms of the Berry phase/curvature of
finite-dimensional quantum mechanical systems in the parameter spaces, i.e., Bloch Hamiltonians. In recent
years, it has been recognized that the Berry phase/curvature in quantum many-body systems has different
and more interesting structures. For example, the Berry connection for many-body quantum states in d = 1
spatial dimension is expected to be a higher-form (two-form), as opposed to the one-form Berry connection
in regular cases. The formulas for the higher Berry phase and curvature have been proposed and utilized
to study specific examples [2, 13, 19]. In Ref. [19], using matrix product states (MPS), we introduced a
generalized inner product, what we call the triple inner product or the multi-wavefunction overlap. The
multi-wavefunction overlap assigns a complex number for more than two states. Just like the regular Berry
phase can be extracted from the inner product of two states, the phase part of the multi-wavefunction overlap
is relevant to the higher Berry phase. For the case of d = 1 quantum many-body states, we need an inner
product for three states.

The previous works above studied the higher Berry phase and curvature, without discussing a connection.
This paper will fill this gap and construct a connection for the higher Berry phase. The summary of our
results and the organization of the paper are as follows.

e In Sec. II, we start our discussion by going through the necessary preliminaries, such as the infinite
MPS formalism, and the gerbe structure that underlies the higher Berry phase for parameterized MPS.
In particular, the consistency conditions satisfied by 1-form and 2-form connections of a gerbe, and how
they are transformed under gauge transformations are reviewed.

e Upshots of our construction are the formula for the higher Berry connection summarized in Sec. 11D,
and further explained in Sec. III. These include the formulas for 1-form and 2-form connections, (35)
and (36)-(37), respectively. For more details, see also Eqgs. (41), (54) and (47). These formulas, in
principle, can directly be applicable to any parameter-dependent MPS. In formulating higher-Berry
connections, it is important to discuss parameterized MPS whose rank is not globally constant over
the parameter space, since only for such cases the higher-Berry phase (more precisely, the higher Berry
curvature and the integral topological invariant) can be non-trivial . The case of non-constant rank
MPS is discussed in Sec. IIIB.

e In Sec. IV, we discuss various examples. We calculate the topological invariant, the integrated 3-form
higher Berry curvature, and confirm that it is properly quantized for the examples. This provides
further support for our formulas.

e Finally in Sec. V, we close by discussing open problems. In particular, we discuss a link between the
multi-wavefunction overlap (triple inner product) introduced in [10] and our formulas for connections.
Namely, we follow closely the spirit of the work of Berry [20] that relates the regular quantum mechanical

I While parameterized constant-rank MPS cannot be non-trivial in the free part of the higher Berry class, i.e., cannot realize
non-trivial integral topological invariants, they can still be non-trivial in the torsion part of the higher Berry class. See Ref.
[10] for nontrivial examples.



inner product (wavefunction overlap) and a connection of a fibre bundle (complex line bundle). For
those who wonder where our formulas in Sec. III come from, this discussion may serve as a motivation.

e In two Appendices A and B, we provide the details of our examples, including their MPS representations.
In addition, we calculate their topological invariants, the Dixmier-Douady class, without using (the
integral of) the higher Berry curvature. We confirm the agreement with the calculations in Sec. V.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Infinite MPS

Throughout this paper, we use the infinite MPS representation of short-range entangled ground states
(invertible states) of (141)d many-body systems. We begin by recalling some of its preliminary properties
[21]. Let us first consider a normal MPS represented by D x D normal matrices {AS}S:1 .. p- Here, s =
1,---,D represents the ”physical” index, e.g., spin degrees of freedom in the local Hilbert space, and D is
the dimension of the local Hilbert space. While not explicitly displayed, A® also carries ”virtual” indices. An
MPS representation has a gauge redundancy under

A® = elgAsgl. (1)

Remark that, when we take the MPS representation {A®}, we implicitly fix the gauge of MPS.

From an MPS {A°}, we define its transfer matrix as T4 = ) A**®A®. For normal MPS, its transfer matrix
has unique right and left eigenvectors A% and A% with eigenvalue \. Le., T - AR = > ASARAT = AAR
and AL - Ty = Do AsTAL A5 = AA%. Throughout the paper, unless stated otherwise, we will work with the
right canonical form in which A = 1 and A} = 1p. We represent the transfer matrix and its eigenvectors

(fixed points) diagrammatically as
ra=]. af=). 5= (2)

Note that in our notation, we do not draw boxes explicitly for MPS matrices and other tensors. MPS matrices
are represented simply by trivalent vertices. Similarly, the eigen equations are represented as

D-D q-C

An infinite MPS is an MPS with AL and 1p imposed as left and right boundary conditions. This allows us
to calculate the expectation values of observables in the thermodynamic limit. For example, the expectation
value of the identity operator, i.e., the normalization, is given by

e )1D—O—trAﬁ. (4)

In the following, we choose the normalization tr AL = 1.

We are interested in parameterized families of (14+1)d many-body states in the infinite MPS representation.
To set the stage, we fix an open covering {U,} of X and consider a parameterized family of MPSs { A% (z)}
on each U,. In general, the rank of the MPS is different for each patch. We denote the rank of MPS matrices
on U, as Do. On the intersection Uag = Us N Up, we have two MPS {A%} and {A3} representing the same
physical state. By the fundamental theorem, two MPSs { A, (x)} and {Aj(x)} are related by the MPS gauge
transformation,

Ag (x) = €72 g g () A ()9 5 (), (5)

where the U(1) phase e?~5(*) is related to the usual phase ambiguity of quantum mechanical wave functions,
while g, 5(7) is related to the higher Berry phase.



Here, we remark that, from the fundamental theorem, g is determined only up to U(1) phase ambiguity.
There are two ways to handle g,g. One is to treat g,g abstractly as an element of the projective unitary
group. The other is to treat g,g as a unitary matrix and take into account its behavior under redefinition
of U(1) phases. The former is mathematically analogous to considering a quantum state as a ray in Hilbert
space, while the latter corresponds to treating a quantum state as an element of Hilbert space and the phase
indeterminacy of the state as a gauge redundancy. Here, we will follow the latter approach and treat g, as
a unitary matrix. In this case, it is necessary to keep track of the behavior of any object defined in terms
of gog under phase redefinitions. Indeed, we will define a gerbe connection using g.g in Secs. III and II B,
and we will discuss in Sec. III C that the change in the connection under the phase redefinition of g.s can
be absorbed as a gauge transformation of the gerbe connection.

The mixed transfer matrix, defined by

Top = ZAZ’* ® Aa, (6)

plays a central role in the formulation of the higher Berry phase in Ref. [19]. We can take the right and left
eigenstates of T,,3 with eigenvalue 1 as

Agﬁ = Aggaﬁ = gaBAga A(I):/R = 9,8@/\5 = A,(%Q,Bou (7)
so that tr (Af3AL;) = 1. 2 We note that, under the MPS gauge transformations on U, and Ug,
A = ePegadigl,  Ap = % gsAngl, (8)
the left and right fixed points of T, transform as
AB, = g gl AL, — gadE.gl. (9)

Note that the phases e*?~# do not affect Ag’aR, while they affect the eigenvalues of the mixed transfer matrix.
We also note that, under the transformation, the regular inner product of the two MPS wavefunctions
undergoes the change tr [Af Af ] — tr [gaAéaggggAgagL]. Thus, g, and gg do not affect the regular inner
product (as expected).

B. MPS gerbe

Just like a complex line bundle provides the mathematical structure to describe the regular Berry phase,
a gerbe serves as the underlying mathematical structure for the higher Berry phase. Let X be a topological
space. Generically, a gerbe on a topological space X is defined by the data ({Uas}, {Lag}, {oas~}) [22]. Here,
{U,} is an open covering of a base space X, L,p is a complex vector bundle over U,s = U, N Ug, and
Oapy : Lap ® Lgy — Loy is an isomorphism between complex vector bundles. They satisfy a commutative
diagram
1®os~s

Lop ® Lgy @ Lys Lap ® Lgs
Uuﬁwl Ua;s5®1l . (10)
Loy ® Ly~ Lag.

The data 04+ is a little bit abstract. To describe this concretely, let’s take a section of each line bundle,
i.e., [1hap) such that Los = C|1pag). For simplicity, we normalize this section, i.e., (¥a3|¥as) = 1. Then, an

2 Here, the phase ambiguity of gap is reinterpreted as that of the eigenvector.



isomorphism between two line bundles is nothing but a multiplication of some U(1)-valued scalar. Thus, we
can extract a U(1)-valued function cgg,yg from o,y as follows:

0
Topy : o) ® [Yay) = clg [Yy) (11)
Here, c((l /3 Lisal (1)-valued function on triple intersection U,g, and this is a higher analogue of the transition

function of a line bundle. Similar to the Chern class in the case of a line bundle, ¢ has topological

aﬁv
information of the gerbe, and we can construct a topological invariant that takes its values in H?(X;Z).
[cflogﬂ{] is called the Dixmier-Douady class.

To introduce a gerbe structure for a family of MPS, following the above generalities, we need to specify

the data ({U }oALagt: {0apy}) in terms of MPS. Followmg Ref. [19, 23], we introduce |¢,5) as the fixed

point |¢ MPSy .= A ap Of the mixed transfer matrix 7,3, and an isomorphism c,g, is given by the matrix
multlphcatlon

oMPS

00 dy AR ®Aﬁv — AR Aﬁ7 (12)
Then, ({Uy},{C| MPS>} {Ug/g;s ) gives a gerbe over the parameter space. See Refs. [19, 23] for the details.

Note that the Dixmler Douady class can be computed as the triple inner product of three MPS.

C. Gerbe connections

The subject of our central interest in this paper is to construct a connection on an MPS gerbe. In this
section, we will go through some basics of gerbe connections in general. *
As a warmup, we start by reviewing a connection on a line bundle. Let’s consider a line bundle over a

parameter space X. By taking an open covering {U,} of X, a line bundle is characterized by a transition
(0 )

function ¢, ; : Uap — U(1) which satisfies the cocycle condition

(0) (0 0
Canchy = i) (15)
on each triple intersection Uagy. A connection of this line bundle is described by a set of 1-forms {A((ll)} on
each open set. They transform as
A((XU A(l) + (O)dC((XOB)7 (16)

on each double intersection U,g.

We note that for a given line bundle, there are infinitely many choices for a connection. Even if a connection
(and hence curvature) is fixed, there still exist redundancies, i.e., gauge redundancies. We can redefine a
connection and a transition function as follows:

0 = Qe e, (17)
AD s AD 4+ (eO)1de. (18)

Here, 5((],0) : Uy — U(1) is an arbitrary function on each open set. Under this transformation, we can check
that the consistency conditions Eq. (15) and Eq. (16) still hold. To simplify the description of this situation

3 The superscript ” (0)” in c( ) indicates that c, g~ is a zero form. We use similar notations throughout the paper. When there
is no confusion, we omit the superscripts.

4 Generically, for a gerbe over X, G = ({Ua}, {Lag}, {0ap}), a connection on G is the data ({Ba}, {Vags}) [22]. Here, Vop is
a covariant derivative on the line bundle Log — Uyp (i.e., a connection of the complex line bundle L,g), and By, is a 2-form
on a patch U,. They are subject to the following conditions:

Vag®14+1®@ Vg, =0%5,Var, (13)
Ba + F(Vag) = Bg, (14)

where F(V ) is the curvature 2-form associated to V,g. These conditions are equivalent to Egs. (28) and (29), respectively.
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for a line bundle, we will introduce the notation of Cech differential. Let fu,ay...a, be a set of U(1)-valued
functions defined on each k-intersection Uy, ay.-ap = Uay NUqay N -+ N Uy, we define another U(1)-valued

function on a k + l-intersection Uy, ay---apy; @S

(6f)(¥1a2"'(¥k+1 = fa20t3'“04k+1 (fala3"'ak+1)71 e (f(hfm-"ak)iv (19)

where the sign of the last factor is + if k is even and — if k£ is odd. In other words, the operator § for
U(1)-valued functions simply multiplies the original function with alternating inversion. On the other hand,
for R-valued functions or differential forms, § operates similarly by attaching a negative sign instead of
performing an inversion. That is, for a set of differential forms fo,a,.-.a, defined on each k-intersection
Uayas---ax, 0 defines another differential form on a k& + 1-intersection Uq, .-y yy 28

(5f)a1a2~-ak+1 = fOK2O¢3"'Oék+1 - fa1a3~~ak+1 +-- £ foélaz"'ak' (20)

Here, the sign of the last factor is + if &k is even and — if k is odd. By using this J, Eq. (15) and Eq. (16) are
recast into

(6cMppy =1, (BAD),5 =dlog c&o). (21)
Also, the gauge redundancy Eq. (17) is
0 D0 ag,  AD — AD + dlog V). (22)
By using a connection, we define a curvature as
F® = dAD, (23)

Since F(?) is defined in terms of {A(()})}7 it seems that it must be glued non-trivially at intersections. However,
according to Eq. (16), F(?) is glued identically as a differential form on intersections, so F(?) becomes a global
2-form on X. Therefore, no indices with respect to patches are assigned. Note that the integral values of
F® /2mi are quantized to integers on a closed orientable surface. These properties are summarized as:

F(2)
d 1 +
AP0 dlog 5" ALY
dlog 1 = +
24
C(XO[; 51 ((xO) _}(55(0))0(’3 C((IOB) ( )
_— —
) )
Connection Redundancy Curvature

As a natural generalization, we can consider a connection on a gerbe. As explained in Sec. IIB, a gerbe is

topologically described by a U(1)-valued function A0 Uagy — U(1) such that

afy
(66 apns = 1 (25)
on Uygys. A connection on this gerbe is given by
0 1
c((lgv, wgg, Bg). (26)

Here, {w((llﬁ)} is a set of 1-forms on each intersection U,g, and {B((f)} is a set of 2-forms on each open set U,.

We call wil) and B&Q) the one-form and two-form connections, respectively. These data are subject to the
consistency conditions,

(53(0))a676 =1 (27)
0

(6wM) o5, = dlog cgéﬁ),y, (28)

(6B®)qp = dwll). (29)



Similar to the case of line bundles, a connection on a gerbe has a gauge redundancy. This is given by

0 0
Dy = 0,06 agy, (30)
wsg — w&%—i—(éﬁ(l))ag—i—dlogfgg, (31)
B? — B® 44, (32)

Here, 5(&0‘2 is an arbitrary U(1)-valued function on each intersection U,g and f,(ll) is an arbitrary 1-form on

each open set U,. We call the part of gauge transformations relevant to 5((1(2 and 581) 0-form and 1-form
gauge transformations, respectively. Under this transformation, we can check that the consistency conditions
Egs. (30)-(32) remain hold true. By using a connection, we define a curvature as

H® .= dB?. (33)

H®) is defined by {B((f)}, so it seems that it must be glued non-trivially at intersections. However, according
to Eq. (32), H® glued identically as a differential form on intersections, so H®) becomes a global 3-form
on X. Therefore, no indices with respect to patches are assigned. Note that the integral values of H®) /2mi
are quantized to integers on a closed orientable 3-dimensional manifold. These properties are summarized as
follows:

H®
dr 4
BP0 des) BY
d?t 4 4
1 (66M)ap+ 1
wa[; 70 C(Xl) ™ dlog fgjﬂ) w((x['; (34)
dlog t + 4
0
P o
— — —
) 1) 1)
Connection Redundancy Curvature

D. Summary

The main purpose of this paper is to construct a gerbe connection from a family of normal MPS. This is
analogous to the work by Berry [20] who identified the Berry connection a as the wave function overlap
a®) = (¥|dy). By introducing a gerbe connection, we can easily compute the topological invariant. In this
section, we summarize the results.

First, the 1-form connection on U,z is given by

1
d 1Og Gap
Here, the white circle represents dlog gog. The 2-form connection consists of two parts:

B® =b, -1

[e3 a”

1
bo = dAL C D . (37)
‘ 1 -T7 le/dA

The first part b, is defined as




Here, each black dot represents the exterior derivative and T, represents the reduced transfer matrix defined
in Eq. (64). The second part b/, is defined by

b/a = Zpao (maoa + ygoa)' (38)

ap

Here, p, is a partition of unity of the parameter space X and zqp, 454 are defined in Eqgs. (69) and (50).
We will describe the details of these definitions and, also, gauge invariance in Sec. III. We note that the
regular Berry connection undergoes the gauge transformation a() — ) +d@ under the gauge transformation
[9) — €|¢p). In MPS, the gauge transformation is implemented as A° — €?%/F A% where L is the total length
of the chain, which is the U(1) part in Eq. (5). Similarly, the gerbe gauge transformations &) and ¢(Y)
are expected to be related to the MPS gauge transformation (5). First, we expect that the 1-form gauge

transformation is associated with the MPS gauge transformation, A3 — g, A% gl. Also, cg)[g7 (the Dixmier-

Douady class) is given in terms of a U(D) lift of g, g, c((log,y = tr [§apds-J~ya) (for the case of constant-rank MPS

gerbe). Thus, the ambiguity of the lift is the 0-form gauge transformation, c((fﬂ)

At first glance, these definitions may only work when the matrix rank of the MPS matrices is constant.
However, we will see that these definitions can be applied to general MPS gerbes. In Sec. IV, using this
gerbe connection, we will calculate the higher Berry curvature for two models and provide examples where
the invariant becomes non-trivial.

— c&o) etPas eiPp eitra,

III. CONSTRUCTION OF AN MPS GERBE CONNECTION

In this section, we define a gerbe connection by using MPS representations. In Sec. IIT A, as a warm-up,
we first propose a gerbe connection for a constant-rank MPS gerbe and confirm the consistency condition. In
this case, however, it is known that the higher Berry curvature is always trivial [12, 19]. By slightly modifying
the construction for the constant rank case, we can construct a gerbe connection for a general MPS gerbe,
including non-constant rank gerbes. We will explain this point in Sec. III B. In Sec. II B, we discuss the
behaviors of the gerbe connection under gauge transformations of MPS representation. Consequently, the
change is absorbed into the gauge redundancy Eq. (30) of a gerbe connection.

A. Constant MPS gerbe

(0)

1. The Diuxmier-Douady class c,g.,

As explained in Sec. II B, we can extract the Dixmier-Douady class as a product of two fixed points:

R AR _ (0) AR
AaﬁAB’Y = CO‘B’YAO"Y- (39)

By multiplying the left fixed point A§7 and taking a trace, we obtain

0) _ L AR AR
caﬁ’y =tr (AOé’YAQBAﬂ’Y) . (40)

Here, we used the normalization condition Eq. (7). Remark that the right-hand side can be regarded as an
overlap of three MPS. For this reason, the right-hand side is referred to as the triple inner product [19].

2. One-form connection wsﬁ)

Let us now define a 1-form connection U’S)3 this is a 1-form on 2-intersection U,g. For now, we consider
a constant-rank MPS gerbe. Therefore, we have a transition function g,g on each 2-intersection U,g. By



using the transition function, we define a 1-form connection w((j[; as

w') =A% - (1p @ dlog gag) - AF

= > (A5 (lo @ dlog gag) i)k - (AF) (k)
i,7,k,l

oM )

dlog gap

Here, in the first line, Ag and Aé are considered as states in the doubled virtual Hilbert space ("bra” and
"ket”, respectively), and (1p ® dloggag) is an operator acting on the doubled Hilbert space. We will use
similar notations henceforth. If we use the right canonical condition®, this definition is equivalent to

M _
wl) = AL, C}dAfﬂ . (42)

Then, we can show that the consistency condition (28):

0
(6wM) a5, = dlog c&é,y. (43)
Proof. Let’s consider the quantity A,I; (gagggv)fd(gaggm)Af“ and evaluate it in two different ways. First, by
using the Leibniz rule,

AL (gapgsy) d(gapgsy ) A = AL(g] dlog gasgsy + dlog gs, )AL (44)

On the other hand, by using the definition of cag,

*

Ag(gaﬁgﬁv)Td(gaﬁgﬁv)Aﬁ = Agcaﬁ»yglfy(dcaﬁ'ygav + Caﬁvdgav)A'Ij = AS(dIOg Capy + dlog ga’y)Aﬁ' (45)
By taking the trace of both expressions, we obtain Eq. (43). O

In the above definition of the 1-form connection, we choose a particular gauge of the MPS representation.
While the MPS gauge transformation changes our 1-form connection, this change can be compensated by
the 1-form gauge transformation of the MPS gerbe connection in Eq. (31). We will discuss this point in Sec.
11 C.

8. Two-form connection B&Q)

a. Fized-point MPS Next, we discuss the two-form connection B&Q). Here, we first focus on the case

of fixed-point MPS, for which the expression of the two-form connection simplifies. Here, fixed-point MPS
are MPS whose transfer matrix for which the spectrum of Lyapunov exponents consists of one maximal one
and all the others are zero. Hence, for a fixed point MPS, the spectral decomposition of the transfer matrix

consists of a single term,
I - ) C (46)

We note that fixed-point MPS can be obtained by blocking or renormalizing n sites into a single site. Namely,
since {A®} is normal and in the canonical form, the maximal eigenvalue of the transfer matrix is 1 and the
norms of the others are less than 1. Thus, for large enough n, the spectrum of T™ is a subset of [0,¢) U {1}

5 In the following, we take the right canonical gauge.



10

for some small €, i.e., T™ is almost a projection. In particular, the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue
1 is 1-dimensional and spanned by 1p.
For fixed-point MPS, let’s consider the following quantity b2 :

=D D (dAL) ) (AL ® dAL) .k (1D) (k)
i,5,k,l s
L
_ dAy (47)
dA,,

Note that b can be rewritten in different ways using the identities

D+D-v- <[+Q+Q=<, (48)

obtained by taking the derivative of the eigen equation (3). As we will see below, b2 becomes the 2-form
connection B((f) for simple models. However, in the general case, we need to introduce some corrections to
b9. Let’s see how b((f) behaves under §. After a simple calculation, we obtain

(00%)ap = dwap + xgﬁ + ygﬁ - yiﬁ - Zéﬁ» (49)
where
mgﬁ dloggaﬁ ®1p, — lp, ® dlog gap) - T[Ag; dAs] - 1p,
Yos = MG - (dloggas @ 1p, — 1p, ® d1og gap) - (Ip, ® d10og gap) - Ip,
yiﬁ leggaB Y 1DB - lDﬂ ® leggaﬂ) TAB : (IDB ® leggaﬁ) : 1Dﬁ

@@

zéﬁ = dAB “Ta, - (Ip, ® dlog gag) - 1p,

Here, T[A; B] := ), A** ® B®.

By using the fixed point condition, we can show that y}w = Z}m = 0. Thus the above calculation is
summarized as (0b°)aps = dwapg + :cgﬂ + yg,@. Unfortunately, this is not quite the same as Eq. (29). We can
however ”correct” or modify the definition of b, properly as follows. From (0°)as = dwags + 05 + Yoz We
can easily check that (6 + 0y)asy = 0. By using the generalized Mayer-Vietoris theorem, there is a 2-form
b9 on U, such that §(b'9),p = xgﬁ + ygﬂ 6. We can explicitly construct b'g by using a partition of unity. Let
{pa} be a partition of unity associated to the open covering {Ua}7. Then we define b0 by

b/o? = Zpao (mgoa + y?xga)' (51)

@0

6 See Prop. 8 of Bott-Tu.
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Therefore, by defining a modified 2-from connection as
B® =0 — b0, (52)

this satisfies the consistency condition Eq. (29), (§B®)),s = dw((llﬂ). Consequently, we constructed a gerbe
connection for fixed point MPS 7 8.

The higher Berry curvature is obtained by applying the exterior derivative to B((f), H® = ng), and the
integration value of H() /2mi over a closed orientable manifold is quantized to integers. In particular, for
fixed-point MPSs and when b/, = 0 for all patches, the higher Berry curvature form is recast into

dA,

HB) = gAL CD (53)

dA,

b. Non fized-point MPS To generalize this construction for non-fixed point MPS, let’s consider the
following quantity as a generalization of b?:

bo 1 = ZdAL (Ta,)f - T[As;dAd] - 1o,

-y ant ][ - . (54)

dA,

Namely, we insert in (47) products of transfer matrices T4, on the left of T[A,;dA,]. We note that inserting
Ty, on the right of T[A,; dA,] has no effect since 1p, is the right fixed point. One can readily check that
using the fixed point condition (46) b, reduces to b2.

To see how b, transforms under Cech differential d, let us first consider
b =dAL - (Ta,)k T[A;dAL) - 1o, (55)
and note that

(06")ap = 95](15 + yfig + Zﬁﬁ - yiEl - Zi}lv (56)

7 This gerbe connection and curvature depend on the choice of a partition of unity. Therefore, they are unphysical as differential
forms. Similar dependence appears in Ref. [2].

8 Although a general normal MPS is not a fixed point MPS, by renormalizing n sites into one site, eigenvalues other than one
are exponentially suppressed. Therefore, practically, by taking n to be sufficiently large, it is possible to calculate physical
observables, including quantized topological invariants in particular.
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where
xhy = Af-(dloggls ® 1p, — 1p, ® dlog gap) - (Ta,)" - T[Ag; dAg] - 1p,
dlogggﬁ
- T D= | (57)
dA, dloggas dA,
y,};ﬁ = Aé . (dlogggﬁ ® 1p, — 1p, @ dloggag) - (TAﬁ)’C (1p, ® dlog gag) - 1p,
dloggl,
_ C )_Cc ) , (58)
dlog gas dloggas  dloggas
z,’;ﬁ = dAé . (TAﬁ)]C (Ip,; ® dlog gap) - 1p,
- (D) - (59)
dlog gas
Note that 20 5= dwsﬂ). Therefore, under 4, bS™ := Z;é bk transforms as
(06" ap = dwgﬁ + ygﬂ + xi}; ~Yap — Zap> (60)

where x(fg = Z:;é x’;ﬁ. We can show that lim,, . y55 = lim, o 255 = 0. Therefore, by taking the limit
of Eq. (60), ba = lim, 0 b3 = > 5o bE satisfies

(60)as = dw') + 125 + Tap, (61)

where x5 = lim,, o xgg Similarly to the fixed point case, ygﬂ + x4p satisfies (5y° + 02)apy = 0. Thus,
we introduce

b/a = Z Pag (xaoa + ygoa), (62)
ag
and define the 2-form connection as
B® :=b, — b, (63)

Then, this satisfies the consistency condition Eq. (29), (6B®),s = dwsﬁ). Consequently, the data

({Bg)},{w((xlﬁ)},{céog,y}) satisfies the consistency conditions, Eqgs. (27), (28), and (29), i.e., this is a gerbe
connection on the MPS gerbe.

We can generalize this construction to a general MPS gerbe, including a non-constant rank case. Before
moving on to that situation, we comment on the convergence of the 2-form connection. To clarify the
convergence of the expression (54), we pull out from the transfer matrix 7, the projector P, on the space
with unit eigenvalue,

To=T,+P,, TI=(T,+P,)"=T"+P, (64)

@

since T/, and P, are orthogonal and P = P,. We will refer to T}, as a reduced transfer matrix. By using
the left and right fixed points, P, can be written as P, = A® @ AZ. Then,

SNorr=0-T) +> P, (65)
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since T/, and P, are orthogonal and P/* = P,. Diagrammatically, this relation is represented as

S _11T&:+Z><. (66)

m

(See, e.g., Ref. [24] for similar calculations.) By using this decomposition, Eq. (54) is recast into

1
1-17
1
1-17

1
— gL C D . (67)
1- T(/x dAa

Here, we noted the relation

bo = dAL - -T[Aa;dAs] - 1p, + > dAL - AR @ AL - T[An;dAL) - 1o,

= dAL. ‘T[Ag;dAL] - 1p,

dAL AR = d(AL - AR) = gAL Q —0. (68)
Similarly, x,s can be written as

1
-7 -T[Ap;dAg] - 1p,

1 1
_ _ - 69
Cl—T/stAﬁ Cl_TéDdAB (69

Thus Bg) is a well-defined quantity.

In the above definition of the 2-form connection, we choose a particular gauge of the MPS representation.
While the MPS gauge transformation changes our 2-form connection, this change can be compensated by
the 1-form gauge transformation of the MPS gerbe connection in Eq. (32). We will discuss this point in Sec.
IIcC.

So far, we discussed a constant-rank MPS gerbe. However, for such an MPS gerbe, the integral of the

Tap = Aé’ . (dloggCT,ﬁ ® 1p,; — 1p, ® dlog gap) -

3-form curvature cannot be nontrivial [10, 19, 25]. In fact, (B =0, w((llg = tr (dlog gas) , cgoﬁ)w) satisfies the
consistency condition for a constant-rank MPS gerbe and [ H () /2mi = 0. Since the integral value does not
depend on a choice of a higher connection, constant-rank MPS gerbe has a topologically trivial higher Berry
curvature’. In the next section, we consider the case where the bond dimension is not constant. In this case,

the integral value of the higher Berry curvature can be nontrivial.

B. General MPS gerbe

In a general situation, a family of invertible states are described by essentially normal MPS [19, 26].
Here, MPS matrices {A%} are essentially normal if there exists a normal MPS {A%} such that two MPS
representations for a one-dimensional chain of length L, [{AZ}); and [{AJ}),, are physically the same state

for any L. A typical example is
o A0
Ag = ( Y 0 ) (70)

9 Note that the torsion part of the higher Berry class can be nontrivial. See Ref. [10] for nontrivial examples.
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where {A2} is normal MPS representation.

We will refer to {42} as a normal part of {A%}'°. An essentially normal MPS has a nontrivial invariant
subspace in the virtual Hilbert space i.e., there exists a projection operator p, such that paAapa = A
By replacing Ag with paAs o Aapa, we can set Y,* = 0 without loss of generality. Here, pt := 1p_ —pq.

Thus, we will assume that
< AS0
Aa = ( 0 O) (71)

by taking a suitable basis. The left and right fixed points of the transfer matrix are unique, and in the basis

in Eq. (71), it is given by
~R . ].D(’ 0 ~L e Aé 0
A .—( 0 0), A7 .—( R (72)

Here, D,, is a bond dimension of the normal part, and A% is the left fixed point of the normal part.

Now, using a similar discussion as in Sec. IIT A, let’s construct a gerbe connection on an MPS gerbe. We
consider a family of essentially normal MPS parametrized by X, and take an open covering {U,} of X. At
each point 2 € U,g, we have two physically equivalent MPS matrices { A2 ()} and {fl%(x)} However, since
the sizes of these matrices are different in general, we cannot define a transition function g,g as it stands.
Instead of considering the transition function, let’s consider the right and left fixed point of the mixed transfer
matrix:

Tus ']\5[3 = ]\(Ifﬁv ]\55 Top = A(I):ﬁ- (73)

The existence and uniqueness of the right and left fixed points of essentially normal MPS is guaranteed [19].
Explicitly, by using the basis in Eq. (71), A ﬁ and Aaﬁ are given by

AR, 0 gap 0O
f— B f— O(ﬂ
Adls = < 0 0> < 0 0)°
AL, 0 ALgss O
= ﬁ = B Bo
Aaﬁ<00> (O 0. (74)
Here, gqp is the transition function of the normal part. Also, the As without tilde are the fixed points
of the transfer matrices of the normal part. Since Agﬂ behaves like a transition function, we will denote
JapB = ]\fﬁn. By putting a tilde on all symbols in Sec. IIT A, we obtain a gerbe connection. Remark that
since gog is not invertible, we cannot define the logarithmic differentiation in the usual sense. However,

our definition is dlog §ng := gl 5dgap, and this is a well-defined quantity. We will demonstrate an explicit
computation of the invariant in Sec. I'V.

C. Gauge redundancy

As we mentioned in Sec. ITA, an MPS representation has gauge redundancies. Thus, the MPS gerbe
connections transform under the gauge transformation (5) of the MPS matrices. Furthermore, we implicitly
fixed the phase of the fixed point matrices Agﬁs. Thus, the MPS gerbe connections also transform under a
redefinition of the phase of fixed point matrices. However, in this section, we show that the changes in the
connection under these redefinitions can be absorbed as a gauge redundancy of gerbe connections (30).

10 We will assume the right canonical condition on the normal part.

11 Tn [27], by extending the gauge transformation group to the closure of gauge orbits, they found that these can be connected
by gauge transformations. It is noteworthy that Agﬁ is similar to the extended transition function in their formalism. We
will shortly mention this similarity in Sec. A 3.
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First, let’s consider the redefinition
0 0)y—
A5 €A, ALy (5D AL, (75)

for an arbitrary U(1)-valued function f((fﬁ). Note that, due to the normalization condition Eq. (7), the phases
of Ag‘ﬁ and ACLY 5 rotate in opposite directions. Under this, the triple inner product transforms as

0 0
c§), = i (68)apy, (76)
and the 1-form connection transforms as
w&lﬁ) — wsﬁ) + dlog fiog (77)

Finally, Bg?) is invariant under this transformation. This is a part of the gauge redundancy of the connection
explained in Eqgs. (30)-(32).
Next, let’s consider the redefinition

A5 = gaAlgl (78)
by an arbitrary unitary matrix g,. Under this transformation, the 1-form connection transforms as
wag = wijg + (56D)as, (79)
where
¢ = AL (1p, ®dlogga) - 1p,. (80)
On the other hand, the 2-form connection transforms as
B® s B® 1 deV). (81)

This can be easily checked by using the property (6B)q,3 = dws@), since the gauge transformation Eq. (78) is
similar to the patch transformation. The most nontrivial part is the transformation of the connections under
the gauge transformation

AS s el A5 (82)
Under this redefinition, w((llﬁ) is obviously invariant since it does not contain the MPS matrices itself. On the
other hand, b, transforms as

1 . 1
o i o s (2]
AN DdAa AN
= bo +de' dA§©A§

= ba. (83)

Similarly, we can show that b/, is also invariant. Therefore, 2-form connection BY =1, —bl, is invariant under

this transformation. Therefore, the redundancy associated with the MPS representation can be absorbed as
gauge transformations of the connection.

IV. EXAMPLES

In this section, we compute the higher Berry phase for two models. In Sec. IV A, we compute the higher
Berry curvature for the model parametrized by X = S3. Since H3(S3;Z) ~ Z, the higher Berry curvature
can be nontrivial. This model is proposed in [25] and the non-triviality as a family is confirmed from several
perspectives [13, 23, 25]. The second model is obtained by deforming the Su-Schrieffer—Heeger type model
parametrized by X = S? x S*. Since H?(S? x S';Z) ~ Z, the higher Berry curvature can be nontrivial.
For this case, the higher Berry curvature can be regarded as a topological invariant of the Thouless pump
phenomena in many-body systems.
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A. Example 1: X =83

Let us demonstrate our formula by using a specific example introduced and discussed in Ref. [9]. Tt is
defined by the following family of uniquely gapped Hamiltonian parametrized over the 3-dimensional sphere
S8 = {5 = (wr, wp, ws, wa)| Y _y w =1} :

R — dd, N, & ven,S ; —
H(W) =Y Hy(@)+ > HY @)+ > HYN (), (84)
PEZL pE2Z+1 pE2Z

where each term is defined by

H,(W) = (-1)? (wlaé + ’LU20'12) + ’LU30'2) ,
odd,N / N/, = ’ i i even,S / — S, G i i (85)
Hp,pJ;l (w) =9 (w) Z IpTp+1> Hp7p+)1 (w) =9 (w) Z IpOpt1-
i=1 =1

i=1,2,3
Here, o),

given by

represent the Pauli matrices at lattice cite p, and g™ (@) and ¢°(w) are real-valued function

gNw)—{;‘“ Sl gsm—{o OEmsh (50

We call {1 | wy > 0} C S® as the North Hemisphere and {@ | wy < 0} C S® as the South Hemisphere. Note
that the second term of the Hamiltonian (84) is non-zero only in the North Hemisphere while the third term
is non-zero only in the South Hemisphere. This model corresponds to half the process of Kitaev’s canonical
pump.

We construct explicit MPS matrices in Appendix A. From the explicit MPS representations, we can show
that b/, = 0 holds on all open sets in this model. Thus, we do not need to introduce a partition of unity.
We can easily check that the higher Berry curvature of the MPS matrices vanishes on the North hemisphere.
Thus we compute the contribution from the South hemisphere. The transfer matrix on the South hemisphere
Ts (@) = 32, A" () ® A (@) is given by

(1 v
TS(w):§ 0 00 0 (87)
1+ 1711)20017 1711)2

The right eigenvector is 15, and the left eigenvector satisfying the normalization condition Eq. (4) is given by

Lo L (1+4+/1—w? 0
s (T ) o

Remark that the vector representation of 15 and A% (i) is

1++/1—w?

1
Lfo) & 1 0

1, = — , W) = — 89
2 ﬁ 0 S( ) \@ 0 ( )
1 1—/1-w?
Let’s introduce a new coordinate 0 < ¢t < 7 such that wy = cos(t). By an explicit calculation, we get
hi h h
B (i) = 0 . on the north patch Uy, (90)
—5icos(t)cos(f)dt Ad¢ on the south patche Us,
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up to exact forms. Thus the 3-form curvature is

H(3)(1E) _Jo on the north patch Uy,
N —%icos(t) sin(@)dt Adf Ad¢  on the south patches Ug, U, and Us.

Therefore, we obtain

H(S) 1 T T 27
=—— dt/ d@/ d¢ cos(t) sin(f) = 1. (92)
/2 Jo 0

53 2T ar /.

This implies that the gerbe with the connection is non-trivial.

B. Example 2: X = 5% x !

Let’s compute the higher Berry curvature for another model. To introduce the model, let us start by
considering the following Su—Schrieffer—Heeger type Hamiltonian:

HEO W ) = Z t(o)éL,iéB,i + t(o)ég,iéA,z’ + t(l)é}ra,iéA,Hl + tu)éL,iHéBﬂ'

+ Z :ué:rq,iéA,i - MéTB,iéB,i (93)

for (0 ¢ 1 € R. This model has U(1) symmetry
éaqi s €%Caq,  CpirrePipy. (94)
The continuous deformation along the path

(0,sin(t), cos(t)) 0<t<m)

(—sin(t),0,cos(t)) (m <t <2m) (95)

O t), tV (1), u(t)) = {

gives U(1)-charge pumping (see, e.g., Ref. [28]).
By deforming this model, we construct a model parametrized by S? x S! with nontrivial higher Berry
curvature. To introduce a parameter, we rewrite the degrees of freedom as follows:

CAi = CAy, CB;:=Cp,. (96)

In this notation, the Hamiltonian is written as

H(E?, 10, ) = Zt(O)CL,iCTB,i + 10 e+ tWepeq i + 10l el

%

+ Z MC;,Z'CA@ + MCEJ‘CB@ (97)

7

and the U(1) symmetry becomes
CA; > ei¢cA7i, cB,i efid’cBﬂv. (98)

Now, let’s take {Z € C? ||Z] = 1} ~ S3, and perform an unitary transformation

cail)) _ (2 @) (eaq) o Jeaild) = zcait zcs, (99)
¢B,i(%) —Z3 Z1) \CB,i cp,i(?) = —z3cai + 2icB i
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Our model H(Z,t) is obtained from H(t) := H(t©)(t),t™M)(t), u(t)) by replacing ca i, cpi — ca.i(Z), cp.i(2):
= 20O ek ) + 10 OeniFeas(d) + 10 OepiDearn @+ 0610

+ ZM CAz Deai(Z )+/"(t)CTB,i(Z)CB7i(2)- (100)

Remark that c4 ;(2'2) = 2'ca,(%) and cp(Z) = 2™*cp (%) for any 2’ € U(1). This is the symmetry of the
original Hamiltonian Eq. (97), i.e

H(Z'zZ,t) = H(Zt), (101)

=\

for any 2’ € U(1). Therefore, c4;(Z) and cp;(%) are parametrized by S3, but H(Z,t) is parametrized by
§3/81 x St ~ CP! x St ~ §2 x ST,

Let’s compute the higher Berry curvature of this model. We construct explicit MPS matrices in Appendix
B!2. From the explicit MPS representations, we can show that b, = 0 holds on all open sets in this model.
Thus, we do not need to introduce a partition of unity. In App.B, we will divide 5% x St into two part:
Uy = 8% x [0,7] and U~ = S? x [r,2n]. ince the transfer matrix T_(Z,t) = 35, C2*(£,t) ® CY/(7,t) = 1
on U_, the fixed point is trivial, and therefore the higher Berry curvature is also trivial. On the other hand,
the transfer matrix Ty (2,t) = 3. C*(2,t) ® C%7 (2,t) on Uy is given by

cos?(t/2) 0 0 sin®(t/2)
o= o oo o | (102)
cos?(t/2) 0 0 sin®(t/2)

The right eigenvector is 15, and the left eigenvector satisfying the normalization condition Eq. (4) is given by

Lo [cos?(t/2) 0
Ai(z,t)_< 0 Sing(t/2)>. (103)

Remark that the vector representations of 15 and A% (2, ¢) is

1 cos?(t/2)
=Y AZ(Z,t) 0 (104)
2 = 0l + - 0
1 sin?(t/2)
By straightforward calculation, we get
B (z4) = sisin(t)sin®(0/2)dt Adp (0 <t <), (105)
0 (m <t <2m),
up to an exact form. Thus the 3-form curvature H®)(Z,¢) is
_l .. . < <
HO(2, 1) = sisin(t)sin(6/2) cos(0/2)dt AdO ANdp (0 <t <), (106)
0 (m <t <2m).
Therefore, we obtain
H(S)
- =—— dt/ de dqbsln( )sin(0/2) cos(0/2) = —1. (107)
S3 211 /2

12 Although this model is a fermionic model, since the type of MPS is (+)[29], it can be regarded as a bosonic normal MPS by
ignoring the Z/2Z grading.
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vk \I/’;
vy ud vp oo g L
—— ——
= —
W, *xW¥g I s I I or F wt

f\pa f|||||||| = CLIT1ID

FIG. 1. The noncommutative geometry notation from Ref. [19]. In this notation, we glue two MPS, ¥, and ¥, say,
by star operation, ¥, * Wg. Here, the right half of the first MPS and the left half of the second MPS are contracted.
In the integral [, the left and right halves of MPS are contracted.

This implies that the gerbe with the connection is non-trivial.

We can regard the higher Berry curvature as a topological invariant for the Thouless pump phenomena
in interacting systems. The original model Eq. (97) has the U(1) symmetry and S! parameter. In general,
Thouless pump phenomena with a G-charge is classified by H3(BG x S';Z), where BG is the classifying
space of G. When G = U(1), BU(1) equals S*/U(1). Practically, S can be regarded as a large enough
dimensional sphere. This means we can introduce a sphere parameter, which is divided by U(1) in the
Hamiltonian. In the above construction, we introduced the S3 parameter z. However, due to the U(1)-
symmetry of the model, the Hamiltonian is parameterized by S®/U(1) ~ S2. This implies that our model
is parametrized by S3/S! x S in BU(1) x S*, and the higher Berry phase measures the nontriviality in
H3(83/8! x S Z) ~ H3(BU(1) x SY;Z) ~ Z.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we undertook the task of constructing the higher Berry connection on an MPS gerbe. We
close by listing some open questions.

— First and foremost, it is important to apply our formula to more examples beyond the simple examples
we studied. It is interesting to apply our formalism to more "realistic” examples.

— Previous studies mainly focused on the higher Berry curvature, dB(®, or its integral, J < dB (2). While our
formula for the higher Berry connection can be used to calculate the higher Berry curvature, it is interesting
to look for phenomena associated to the holonomy of B(?)| rather than curvature. For the regular Berry
phase in quantum mechanics, the loop integral of the Berry connection a(!), $ a™ or more precisely the
Wilson loop exp[§ a(l)], is a gauge invariant quantity, independent of the curvature da"). It appears in the
Aharonov-Bohm effect [30] or the theory of electric polarization in solids [31-33]. Similarly, we could explore
the role of exp fMQ B® in many-body quantum systems.

— At the fundamental level, there is some room to develop our formalism further. For example, it is good
to have a better understanding of the role of b/, while it simply vanishes in the simple examples we studied.

— Finally, it is important to establish a link between our higher Berry connection and the triple inner
product. Similar to the case of the regular Berry phase, we can consider various “overlaps” of MPS. It is
convenient to use the noncommutative geometry notation introduced in Ref. [19], which uses the star product
(*) and integration ([). The triple inner product [ W, x ¥g x ¥., was shown to extract the Dixmier-Douady

class, [ W, Ug* W, = c&oﬁ)v. It is then natural to expect that our one-form and two-form connections can
be obtained from the multi-wave function overlaps.

Let us have a closer look at relevant wavefunction overlaps. First, as a warmup, let us begin by discussing
the regular overlap of two MPS, such as [ W, * d¥,. (See Ref. [34] for the calculation of the regular Berry

phase for MPS.) This overlap can be computed as

Josav= S, (TT-1D + S CD]ID (108)

This inner product is extensive and hence divergent in the thermodynamic limit and hence ill-defined. As we
will see momentarily, the triple wave function overlap of three MPS, has both divergent and non-divergent
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FIG. 2. Various contributions (b-d) arising from the second derivative of the triple inner product (a). Black dots
represent dA® or dAL.

contributions. We will also see that the non-divergent contributions are related to the higher Berry connection.
When computing various multi-wave function overlaps, it seems that contributions related to the regular inner
product and the regular Berry phase are always divergent, while non-diverging contributions are relevant for
the higher Berry connections. We note that if we use tangent space MPS [24], such divergent contributions
do not arise. Tangent space MPS hence may allow us to focus on contributions relevant to the higher Berry
phase.

Next, let us take a look at [ W,g * d¥,g. Naively, one may interpret it as a "regular Berry connection”

1

associated to the mixed gauge MPS W,g and to the line bundle on U,g. This would then give us Wep-

Explicitly, [ Wap * d¥,z can be evaluated as

Jopwdtos = S a5 ([ 1Daf + S ar(@T-1Dax
s a(C

d10g gap : (109)

The first and second terms are divergent and correspond to the regular Berry connection. The last term is
non-divergent and nothing but our one-form connection wsﬁ) (41).

Finally, let us discuss the triple inner product. Here, we consider three MPS in the same patch but are at
slightly different locations on X. Taking the second derivative, we obtain diagrams as in Fig. 2. Here, we only
show some representatives. There are other diagrams that are related to the representatives by the identity
(48). The diagram (b) is nothing but our two-form connection (54). '* We however also get different types
of contributions, such as diagrams (c) and (d). The diagram (c) is extensive (divergent), when summed over
possible positions of the derivative dA?®, and can be thought of as the overlap of two d¥. This contribution
is an analog of (d|dy) in quantum mechanics. The diagram (d) is non-divergent and hence may have a
physical significance.
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Appendix A: A model parameterized over X = §°

In this section, we discuss the derivation of the MPS representation (84) for the model in Sec. IVA. We
also directly calculate the Dixmier-Douady class of the MPS gerbe, and compute a topological invariant
proposed in [10, 19] (Sec. A 2). This calculation of the topological invariant is expected to give the same
value as the calculation using the higher Berry curvature presented in Sec. IV A. We will confirm the results
of these calculations match.

For convenience, let us restate the model:

@) =D Hy(@)+ D H L @)+ Y Hyhy (), (A1)

pEZL pE2Z+1 pE2Z

where 7 is a coordinate of S% = {0 = (w1, w2, w3, wy) | Zi:l w? = 1}, and each term is defined by

H,(w) = (-1)P (wlal + w0, + w3oh)
dd,N —' s q
HZ(’),P+1 w) = Z UPUPJrl’ H;,\;il W) = Z UpUerl (A2)

Here, gN () and ¢°(w) are real-valued functions given by

o Jws (0<wy <1), - J0 (0<wy <1,
wa){o (1 <wy <0), g%w){—w4(—1<uq<0y (43)

1. MPS representations

Let’s calculate the ground state of this model and determine the MPS representation. Since this model has
rotational symmetry with respect to (wq,we,ws), we assume w; = we = 0 without loss of generality. First,
we regard sites 2p — 1 and 2p as unit cells and identify the ground state of the local Hamiltonian

3 3 3 i
_ 5 €27 +1,0 < wy < 1),
hp,p+1 (Oa 0, ws, w4) = w330p i w?fpﬂ MR ;z,li%iap.u (p " == ) (A4)
W30, — W30, — Wy Yot 0,011 (pe2Z,—1<wy <0).
When 0 < wy < 1, the matrix representation of the local Hamiltonian for p = 2Z + 1 is given by
Wy 0
h (0,0, w3, wy) = —wa = 2ws 24 (A5)
p,p+1 , U, W3, Wq 2w4 —wy + 2w3 )
0 Wy

with eigenvalues 0,0, —wy4 + 2 and —w4 — 2. Here, the basis of the local Hilbert space is

)
(19,2 09),.- (i
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The minimum eigenvalue is —w4 — 2 and its normalized eigenvector is given by

VITw+VI—ws

0, X,,—X_,007 where Xi:= 5

(A7)
Note that this is an eigenvector even if wy = 0 and wy = 1. Thus the ground state of hy, ,11(0,0,ws, wy4) is

lg.5. (0,0, w3, wa))N i1 = Xi| Tppr1 — X | 1) pp1 (A8)

for any p € 2Z + 1. Therefore, when 0 < wy < 1, the ground state of H (&) is given by the tensor product

|G.S.(0,0, w3, wyq)) := ® |g.s.(0,0,w3,w4)>g{p+1. (A9)
pE2Z+1

For example, when wy = 0, H (&) reduces to H(0,0,1,0) = Zp(—l)paf; and obviously, the ground state is a
configuration with up arrows at odd sites and down arrows at even sites and this is consistent.

For 0 < wy < 1, since the interactions between unit cells are trivial, the MPS representation of Eq. (A13)
is given by

AT =AW —, AN =X, oAM= X (A10)

Note that this representation is in the canonical form of injective MPS, i.e., >3, ., | AYAY = 1.
When —1 < w4 <0, the matrix representation of the local Hamiltonian is given by

(—ws) 0
hp7p+1 (0, O7 ws, w4) = B (_21(01)101)2103 _wf S__(w_42)w3) ) (All)

0 (—wa)

for p € 2Z. We can obtain the local ground state by replacing wy with —w,4 and ws with —ws (i.e. flipping
local spins; we note that ws is nothing but a local Zeeman field at each site) in Eq. (A8). Explicitly, it is
given by

lg:5. (0,0, w3, wa))5 11 = X_| Tpprt + Xo| I ppsts (A12)

for p € 27Z. Therefore, when —1 < wy < 0, the ground state of H(w) is the tensor product of these states,

|G.S.(0,0, w3, wy)) := ® lg.s. (0707w37w4)>§,p+1. (A13)
pEe2Z

To find an MPS representation of Eq. (A13), let’s expand the brackets of tensor products and examine the
connections between unit cells:

|G.S. (0,0, w3, ws)) = X) (X_| TD)pps1 + X| I)pps1)

PE2ZL

= @ (X2 1) + XX [ PU) + X X[ I + X3, it praprs - (A4)

pEAZ

From this expression, we read off the MPS matrices

AN:<X+0>’ AH:<0X>’ ATT:(0X+)7 A“:(OX) (A15)

For example, when wy = 0, H (&) reduces to H(0,0,1,0) = Zp(—l)pag and, obviously, the ground state is
given by the configuration with up arrows at odd sites and down arrows at even sites, and this is consistent.
However, since the lower triangular part of the MPS is zero at w4 = 0, the upper triangular matrix, A™, has
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no effect on the state. Consequently, the MPS is essentially represented as a 1 x 1 matrix. The change in the
size of this matrix is essentially important for the non-triviality of the higher-order Berry phase.

We have determined the MPS representation for the case w; = wo = 0. Using these results, let’s find the
MPS representation in the general parameter region. Instead of the coordinate (wy,ws,ws), we shall take
the polar coordinate (r,0,¢). Since - & = e"i1577 1597 57159659 the Hamiltonian H (@) is obtained
from H(W)|w, =ws=0 by the unitary transformation,

H (r,0,6,ws) = U(6, ¢)H<\ /1 w20, 0,w4)U(97 o (A16)
¢

where U(0, ¢) = e "37" e~15°" . We have already determined the MPS representation of the ground state for
the case of w; = wy = 0. Thus the ground state is given by

GS.(0) = Y tr (AN A iy (0,4)) @ - @ |injn(0,9)) (A17)
{inHir }

where |i171(0,0)) = U(0,¢)%? | g.s. (r,0,0,w,)) p+1 By pushing these dependences of the state on 6 and ¢
onto the MPS matrices, we can obtain the MPSI) representation in the general parameter region. Explicitly,
noting

o JeTTeos () I +eEsin() D) (=1,
U(0, p)|i) {—e—ig sin (g) | 1) + e % cos (g) 1) (=), (A18)

the ground state |G.S.(w)) can be recast into

|G.S. (1,0, 6, wa)) =Dt (ATTA™I2 ... A%IL) (e7c| 1) +eTs| 1) (e el 1) + €5 1)) linga, -y irjn)
+ ) tr (A AT AT (—ems| ) +ete| ) (—ems| D) +etel ) finga - vini)
+ ) tr (AT AR AT (e 1) + eFs| 1)) (—es| 1)+ eTel 1)) inga, -y ingL)
+ ) e (AT AR A (—es| ) et 1) (e el 1) + €T s| 1) lingas - - iniL) -

(A19)

Here, we define e* = e*'% ¢ = cos (£) and s = sin (). Therefore, MPS representation in the general
parameter region is given by

AT (1,0, ,ws) = 27 AT 4 272 AH — 27 es AT — 2 es AV

Au(n 0,0, wy) = T ATT 4 *F AN 4 P es AN 4 e es AV

A (r,0, ¢, wy) = cs ATT — cs AW + 2AT — 2441
AN (1,0, ¢, wy) = csATT — cs A — $2AT 4 2 AV, (A20)

Explicitly, for 0 < w4 < 1, the MPS matrices are given by
11 it o [0 qin (2
Ay (1,0, ¢0,ws) = —e™*¢ cos 5 )sin{ 3 V1 —wy,

AiNi(r,H, b, wy) = €' cos <Z> sin (g) V1 —wy,
V1 —2i— w 0052(9) ST

AiNT(’nev ¢7w4) = - ! —2|— o + COS2(0) \% 1-—- Wy, (A21)

Alltli(,r? 07 ¢7 w4) =
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wy = +1

wy = —1

FIG. 3. The atlas of S* with patches U,, Us, U, Us used in Appendix.

and for —1 < wy < 0, the MPS matrices are given by

A?(r,o,as,wu—ew(‘cos.(%)sm(g)x+ cos (8) X )

s (8) X7 —cos (%) sn (2) X
oo = (TETHET L0 Ex )
a0 = (_ B o B
A 6,6 0) = ( _CJSSEE; S(é)é{;ﬁ COSC(O%S)2 S(i{gl)(;é()_X— ) . (A22)

2. MPS gerbe and the Dixmier-Douady class

In this section, we construct an MPS gerbe of the model H () over 53 and determine its Dixmier-Douady
class in H3 (5’3 ; Z). We note that a Cech representation of the Dixmier-Douady class is given by a lift of

transition functions [35, 36]. To this end, we first note that the MPS matrices on the north hemisphere {Aﬁ

is global, i.e., parametrized by just the north hemisphere of $3. In fact, when wy = 1, {Ai\?} is independent
of § and ¢, and when 6 = 0, T, {Af\?} is independent of ¢ for all wy. On the other hand, the MPS matrices in
the south hemisphere {Aéj } is not global. In fact, when wy = —1, {Aisj } is dependent on 6 and ¢, and when

6 =0,m, {Ad} is dependent on ¢ for all wy. In order to take a global gauge over each patch, it is necessary
to divide the southern hemisphere into finer patches. We consider finer patches {U,,Ug,U,,Us} in Fig. 3.
On each patch, we take the gauge as follows.

e On U,, since A% is already global, we take
Ag (’/‘, 0, ¢a UJ4) = A;\JI (7", 07 (ba UJ4) . (A23)

e On Ug, the ¢ dependence should vanish at § = 0. Thus we take
ij 61-% ij 671.%
Aﬁ (T, 97 ¢7 U}4) = e_i% AS (rv 07 d)v ’LU4) 1% . (A24)

e On U,, the ¢ dependence should vanish at § = 7. Thus we take

—-i2 - i
A’Zyj (7",€7¢, ’LU4> = ( ‘ 7,% > AlS] (7"797¢, U)4) < N (A25)

e

wle-
®
L
e
v
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e On Uy, the 6 and ¢ dependence should vanish at wy = —1. Thus we define
i% 0) _gin (@
U(0.6) = ( . ) (nld) s ), (A26)
e "2 3

and take our MPS matrices as
AY (r,0,¢,ws) = U(0,0) AU (0, ¢)". (A27)

Now, we take a global lift of the transition functions {g.s|A%Y = ga BAg gl s} of this MPS gerbe. Note that
on an intersection where the size of matrices changes, we take a projection of a larger transition function.

e On Uap, AY (1,0, ¢,w,) and Aféj (r,0, ¢, w,) satisty
A (r,0,¢,wy) = (1 0) Aiﬁj (r,0, ¢, wy) (é) . (A28)

(A29)

Thus we take
gas = (1 0).

Here, we remind that the tilde implies the generalized transition function introduced in Sec.ITB.

e On Uy, AY (r,0,¢,ws) and Agj (r,0, ¢, wy) satisfy
AL (10000 = (1 0) 47 (00,00 () (A30)

(A31)

Thus we take
oy = (1.0).

Here, we remind that the tilde implies the generalized transition function introduced in Sec.II B.

e On Ug,, we take
) . T )
el

el
98y = —_ie
e 'z

wle-
v
/-~
o
J
e
™
+
S
wle-

e On Ugs, we take
e'? e's

9ps = e _i e

e 2 e 2

Note that when 6 = 0, ggs is independent of ¢.

e On U,s, we take
))}*

wte-
v
—
N
(9]
.
wte-
|
;S
vl
v
7 N
© g
=2
~~
[MS=NIEY
S—"
o |
S =
— 5
SR
NG VTS

e—'l,
Gvs = ¢
e’ 2

Note that when 6 = 7, g5 is independent of ¢.
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FIG. 4. The calculation of the Dixmier-Douady class. The figure on the right is an enlargement around ¢ = 0,0 = 7.
The R-lift wag,s corresponding to the horizontal and upward lines is 0, but the R-lift assigned to the line coming
from below is 1. This is a consequence of the non-trivial winding number.

Finally, we identify the Dixmier-Douady class of this gerbe on each triple intersection.
gaﬁpﬂg,@’YPV =’ (17 0) = e“ﬁga’w (A35)

Here, {po} is the projection onto the normal part. On Ug.s,

. cos (g) €'® sin (g) .

9pr9vé = ( —e"sin (%)  cos (%) = 96 (A36)
Thus cgys = 1. By taking a R-lift {wagy} of {cagy}, ie., taking {wap,} such that {e2™™esr = cy4,}, the
Dixmier-Douady class {dagys} is defined by dagys = (0w)apys € Z. In order to construct this class, we
divide U, into U, and U,~ as in Fig. 4, and take a trivial transition function on Uy/or. Then, {dogqs} is
only non-trivial on Uy/ar gy, and the value is do/or gy = 1. Therefore, [dagys] =1 € H3(S3;Z) ~ Z'*. This is
consistent with the result in Sec. IV A.

3. Minimal canonical form

For essentially normal MPSs, we can not connect them by a gauge transformation. However, By extending
the gauge transformation group to the closure of gauge orbits, Ref. [27] found that these can be connected
by generalized gauge transformations. In this section, we make a brief comment about the relation between
their and our transition functions.

First, we would like to extend the South patch by € > 0, and make the intersection of the North and South
patch open. For this purpose, we define a new MPS matrices A (r, 0, ¢, w4) as follows:

AZSJ (T7 97 ¢u ’U}4) (_1 < wy < O) ’
AZSJ (T,07¢7 ’(1)4) = AZS] (r’0,¢,w4)00 m 0
J 0<ws<e).
Azsj (T5 07 ¢7 'LU4)10 m 0 ( S Wy 6)

(A37)

Obviously, the MPS generated by Ag (r,0, ¢, w4) on wy € [0,€) coincides with that of AY (r,6, ¢, ws). Sim-
ilarly, we define new MPS matrices Ay (1,6, ¢, w4) as a restriction of Ay (1,0, ¢, ws) to 0 < wy < 1. Then,
the intersection of these patches is S? x (0,¢) and this is open.

What is the transition function? The difference between the two MPS representations lies only in their
off-diagonal elements. Two such MPS give the same physical state, but cannot be connected by an ordinary
gauge transformation.

14 This quantity equivalent to the winding number [ dlog Capy = 1.
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The idea proposed in [27] is to define the transition function as a convergent sequence of invertible matrices.

In this case, if we take
1
for k € N and small positive number § € R+,

Tij _ Aij(r0¢w) Vi—ws 0
A (r,0,¢,w 1= ( 8.\ T T400 , A39
GRAS (10,008 97 =\ 54 T (10, 6, wi) g /T 0 (439)

for 0 < wy < €. Therefore,

AY (1,0, ¢, wa) = lim gi A (r,0,6,w4) g (A40)

If we use fléj (r,0, ¢, wy) instead of Aéj (r,6,¢,ws) and redo the calculations in Sec. A2, gop and go- are

replaced by gggﬁ) = g((ﬁ,) = gi. Then, since

1 ip ip ip
gt(x]ch)g:B’Y = ( 576 ) ( ¢ e_i¢ ) = ( € 5k,€_i¢ ) — ( € 0 ) (A41)
1 1
gg?y):( 6k>_>< 0)7 (A42)

Eq. (A35) is naturally reproduced in the limit k& — oo.

and

Appendix B: A model parametrized S! x 52

In this section, we discuss the derivation of the MPS Eq. (B12) for the model in Sec. IV B. We also directly
calculate the Dixmier-Douady class of the MPS gerbe, and compute a topological invariant proposed in
[10, 19] without using the higher Berry curvature. As a result, we confirm that it coincides with the invariant
obtained using higher Berry curvature.

Here, we restate the model:

H(Z,1) = Y tOt)cl ;(2)ep (D) + 1O (Depi(2)ea(?) + 11 B)epi(Deaim (2) + 1D (1)l 141 (e (2)

+ 2tk i(Beai®) + )k (2)e,i(?), (B1)

where 7 is a coordinate of S? ~ {Z € C? ||Z] = 1}/(Z ~ 2zZ) and the parameters are given by

(0, sin(t), cos(t)) 0<t<m)
(—sin(t),0,cos(t)) (7w <t <2m)

(), V), ult) = {

and

cail2)) _ (2 @) (eaq) o Jeaild) = zcait zcs, (B3)
cB,i(%) —23 21 ) \¢B,i cB,i(Z) = —z5ca,i + 2fcpi.
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1. MPS representations

In Ref. [28], an MPS representation of the Hamiltonian H(¢) is given by

2= (). w0 (L ") po- (0 ). o= (4 ) o

where

(1/sin(t/2),0, \/cos(t/2)) 0<t<m), (B5)

(el0), A8, 7(2)) = {((x VERGE/2), /=i (<t < 2m),

and the ground state of H(t) is given by
|G.S.(t)) = Z tr (Ai1 (t)BI(t) - A" () B (t)) |irg1 -+ - irjL) - (B6)
{ix=0,1},{jr=0,1}

Here |00) and |ij) are defined by

ca100) = ¢ [00) = 0, |ij) = (c})'(c};)? [00) . (B7)
Since Eq. (B3) is a unitary transformation, the algebraic relation of c4(Z) and cp;(Z) is the same as that
of ca,; and cp ;. Therefore the ground state of the Hamiltonian Eq. (B1) is given by the same MPS matrices

—\

under the basis of ¢4 (2) and cp (%)

G.S.(2,1)) = > tr (A" (5B (8) - A" (1) B (1)) [ia (2)51(2) i ()] (2) (B8)

{ix=0,1},{jx=0,1}

where |0(2)0(2)) and |i(2)j(Z)) are defined by

0(2)0(2)) = 100}, [i(2)j(2)) = (cy(2))"(c}3(2))7 00) (B9)
More explicitly,
0(2)0(2)) = [00),
[1(2)0(2)) = 21 [10) + =z |01),
0(2)0(2)) = —22[10) + 21 [01),
11(2)1(2)) = [11). (B10)

By substituting Eq. (B10) in Eq. (B8), we can easily check that

|G.S.(Z,1)) = > tr (C™91(2,1) -+ - C*IE(Z,8)) [ingy -+ irde) (B11)
{ix=0,1},{jK=0,1}
where
Co0(z,t) = A°(1)B°(t),
ChO(z,t) = 2 AY(t)BO(t) — 20 A°(t) B (1),
COY(z,t) = 25 AN (H)BO(t) + 21 A°(t) B (¢),
chli(zt) = AY(t)B\(¢). (B12)

Unfortunately, these matrices are not in the canonical form. In the following, we compute the matrices
explicitly.
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Let C’ij(é', t) be the MPS matrices in 0 < ¢t < w. By substituting Eqgs. (B4) and (B5) in Eq. (B12), we

obtain that
OOz t) = (COS(t/2) O>’

CLP(zt) =

bl

< sin(t/2) cos(t/?))
—z7/sin(t/2) cos(t/2)

03,1(57 f = sin(t/2) cos(t/2)> ’

(—z§ sin(t/2) cos(t/2)
11,5, _ (0
chl(zt) = ( Sin(t/Q)). (B13)

To convert Eq. (B13) into a canonical form, take

X(t) = ( sin(t/2) Cos(t/2)> (B14)
and perform a similar transformation
CH(Z,t) = CY = XCY X1, (B15)
Note that C’ij satisfies
5 CYENCEYEN) = 1 (316)

ie., CN’iJ is in the right canonical form'®. Consequently, the MPS matrices in the right canonical form are
given by

ey = ().
EL(z,1) = ( ¢ cos(t/2) 2251““/2)),
Uz = (_22 oty ).

We use two patches to cover the S?. We take 2z, € R in the North hemisphere, and take z; € R in the South
hemisphere:

(. 20) = {(ei¢ sin(0/2),cos(6/2))  (0< 0 <m0< ¢ < 2m), (B18)

(sin(6/2),e~* cos(0/2)) (0< 6 <7,0< ¢ < 2m).

15 X (t)~1 is ill-defined at t = 0,7 but C’i’j (2,t) gives correct ground state of H(Z,t).
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Let C’fN (Z,t) and C’i{s(,?, t) be the MPS matrices on the North and South hemisphere,

CYN () = (COSW 2) 0), (B19)
) = (—e—w sin(6/2) cos(t/2) os072) Sin(m))’ (B20)
Cin(E1) = (—605(9/2) cos(t/2) _ewsmw/msm(t/%) (B21)
@t = (" gngy) (B22)
and
Cls(zt) = (Cos(t/ 2 0>, (B23)
Cris() (—Sin(9/2) cos(t/2) o COS(G/Q)Sin(W))v (B24)
Crs(at) = (ei¢cos(9/2)cos(t/2) o) Sin(tm))’ (B25)
Cys(Zt) (0 sin(t /2)). (B26)
Remark that
Coy(Et) = (1 ez‘¢>> CYs(2.1) (1 ew) (B27)

on0<6 <.
Let C*(Z,t) be the MPS matrices in m < ¢ < 27. By substituting Eqgs. (B4) and (B5) in Eq. (B12), we
obtain

Oz, 1) = (‘COSW 2) 0), CHO(z8) = COL (58 = 05, CVL(z0) = (‘Sm(t/ 2) O). (B28)

These matrices are in the canonical form.

2. MPS gerbe and the Dixmier-Douady class

In this section, we construct an MPS bundle of the model H (@) over S x S§? and determine its Dixmier-
Douady class in H3 (S L x 82 Z). We note that a Cech representation of the Dixmier-Douady class is given
by a lift of transition functions. To this end, we first note that the MPS matrices on the north hemisphere
{A}} is not global for 0 < ¢ < 7. In order to take a global gauge, we consider finer patches {U,,Us, U} in
Fig. 5. On each patch, we take the gauge as follows.

e On U, and U,,, the ¢ dependence should vanish at § = 0. Thus we take (21, z2) = (e'? sin(0/2), cos(6/2)).
Then, the MPS representation is

CLi(z,1) = Coi (2,t) = CY\ (5, 1). (B29)
e On Ug and Ug/, the ¢ dependence should vanish at § = 7. Thus we take (21, z2) = (sin(6/2), e~ cos(6/2)).
Then, the MPS representation is

Ci(2,8) = O (1) = CYg(Z,1) .
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f=0 w/2 T«

FIG. 5. The atlas of S* x S? with patches U, Ug, U,, used in Appendix. In the vertical direction, a periodic
boundary condition is imposed, representing the S* direction. The boundary of the horizontal circle is compactified
to one point, representing the S? direction.

e On U,, since c (Z,1) is already global, we take
C7(Z,t) =CY (Z,1). (B31)

Now, we take a global lift of the transition functions {gas|C% = gagnggLﬂ} of this MPS gerbe. Note that
on an intersection where the size of matrices changes, we take a projection of a larger transition function.

o On Uyp, Ci(Z,t) and CF (Z,t) satisfy
ij (7 1 igrz o 1
on 0 < 0 < w6 Thus we take
1
Jap = ( e_i¢> (B33)

as a lift of the transition function.

e On Ug.,, C(Z,t) and CY(Z,1) satisfy

W (2t) = (é) CiI(Z,t) (1 0). (B34)

Thus we take

5= (o) (335)

as a lift of the transition function.

16 The original model H(t) has U(1) symmetry, and the unitary matrix (1 e_id’) is the symmetry of the MPS matrices.
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o On Uy, C¥(2,t) and C¥(Z,1) satisfy

Chl(Zt) = <(1)) Chi(Z,t) (1 0) (B36)

= () (B37)

Thus we take

as a lift of the transition function.

e On Ugy, Céj(i, t) and C¥(Z,t) satisfy

pﬂcé’j (Z,t)ps = (?) ny’j (Z,t) (O 1) ) (B38)

Thus we take

9 = (?) (B39)

as a lift of the transition function.

e On Uy, CF(Z,t) and CY(Z,1) satisfy

paoj;fj (Z,t)pa = ((1)> ny’j(z, t) (0 1) . (B40)

= (1) (B41)

e On U, and Uggr, the MPS matrices are glued trivially. Thus we can take

Thus we take

as a lift of the transition function.

Yoo = 9Bp" = Gap’ = Yo' = 1s. (B42)
Finally, we identify the Dixmier-Douady class of this bundle. On Uy g+,
Ga'p' 9B’y = Ga'- (B43)
Thus cq/gy = 1. On Uy, around t =,
G- (B44)
Here, {p,} is the projection onto the normal mart. Thus cag, = e " on U,p,. By taking a R-lift {was,}
of {capy}, ie., taking {wap,} such that {e2™esr = cy4, }, the Dixmier-Douady class {dapys} is defined by
dapys = (0W)apys € Z. In order to construct this class, we divide U, into U, and Uy~ as in Fig.6. and
take a trivial transition function on U,.,». Then, {dngys} is only non-trivial on Uygs/+, and the value is
dagryy = —1. Therefore, [dagys] = —1 € H3(S* x §%;Z) ~ Z'7. This is consistent with the result in Sec.
IVB.
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