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The past few years have seen rapid progress in characterizing topological band structures using
symmetry eigenvalue indicated methods. Recently, however, there has been increasing theoretical
and experimental interest in multi-gap dependent topological phases that cannot be captured by this
paradigm. These topologies arise by braiding band degeneracies that reside between different bands
and carry non-Abelian charges due to the presence of either C2T or PT symmetry, culminating in
different invariants such as Z-valued Euler class. Here, we present a universal formulation for Euler
phases motivated by their homotopy classification that is related to the Skyrmion-profile of a single
unit-vector in three-level systems, and that of two unit-vectors in four-level systems. In addition,
upon employing the strategy of systematically building 3D models from a pair of sub-dimensional
Euler phases, we show that phase transitions between any two inequivalent Euler phases are mediated
by the presence of adjacent (in-gap) nodal rings linked with sub-gap nodal lines, forming trajectories
corresponding to the braiding or debraiding of nodal points. The stability of the linked adjacent
nodal rings is furthermore demonstrated to be indicated by an Euler class monopole charge matching
with its Z-valued linking numbers. We finally also systematically address the conversion of Euler
phases into descendant Chern phases upon breaking the C2T or PT symmetry. All the topological
phases discussed in this work are corroborated with explicit minimal lattice models. These models
can themselves directly serve as an extra impetus for experimental searches or be employed for
theoretical studies, thereby underpinning the upcoming of this nascent pursuit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological materials [1–3] entail an active field in con-
densed matter, encompassing studies that range from
theoretical pursuits to material science impetuses. These
intensive efforts have resulted in a wide charted field of
phases and a plethora of topological characterizations [4–
31]. Much of this progress has been rooted in symme-
try eigenvalue analyses. Using the information of rep-
resentations at high symmetry points in the Brillouin
zone [5, 6] a significant fraction of topological phases in
momentum space can be efficiently characterized and,
upon comparing which of these combinations have an
atomic limit, versatile classification schemes have been
formulated [19, 23].

These endeavours have also transpired in the retrieval
of different topological phases exhibiting different fea-
tures. First, within the symmetry eigenvalue setting, it
was found that certain topologies phases can be frag-
ile [32]. Such phases have led to new explorations into
their properties [33–39] and also resulted in experimental
signatures [40]. More recently, however, a new class of
topological phases, that depend on multi-gap conditions,
have increasingly been gaining interest. A prominent
example in this regard occur in phases enjoying a real
Hamiltonian representation by virtue of C2T symmetry
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or PT symmetry. Band degeneracies between different
bands (which we will refer to as ‘gaps’) can then carry
non-Abelian frame charges [41–44], akin to π-disclination
defects in bi-axial nematics [45–48], and braiding them
around in momentum space leads to similarly-valued
band touchings within a certain gap. The resulting ob-
struction to annihilate these band touchings is directly
related to a multi-gap topological invariant, known as
Euler class [43, 44, 49–51]. This invariant corresponds
to a characteristic form being the real counterpart of the
complex variant that underlies Chern numbers.

We have recently shown that Euler phases can gen-
erally be understood as arising from refined partition
schemes and classified by specific homotopy characteriza-
tions, which in turn can also be used reversely as general
strategy to construct models having desired Euler class
[50]. Such Euler class models are increasingly becom-
ing of importance and have for example been proposed
to induce monopole-antimonople generation in quench
setups [51], while the observation of this physical ob-
servable has just been reported in trapped-ion experi-
ments [52]. In addition, the braiding and emerging of
such non-Abelian charges and its relation to Euler class
have also been inspiring pursuits in other experimental
contexts that range from from phononic systems [53–56]
and electronic systems [38, 44, 57–62] to acoustic, pho-
tonic and electric circuit metamaterials [63–67].

Given this interest, we here wish to further under-
pin these developments by introducing simple models
that exhibit non-trivial Euler topologies and controlled
band node formation. In particular this allows us to fur-
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ther examine braiding processes [44] and their interplay
with symmetries as well as relation to homotopy perspec-
tives [50]. More precisely, we retrieve a simple formula-
tion of tight-binding models with Euler topology in term
of Skyrmion winding numbers of a single [68] or double
unit vector for the three and four band cases, respectively.
Remarkably, this allows us to formulate a great variety of
Euler phases by exploiting the phase diagram of a single
two-band Chern lattice model parametrized to produce
a Chern number ranging from −2 to 2 [69]. Extend-
ing the above intrinsic considerations, we find that the
transition between inequivalent Euler phases, while pre-
serving the reality condition, are generically mediated by
the presence of “adjacent” nodal rings linked with “sub-
gap” nodal lines, the former of which appearing within
the gap of the Euler phases, and the later being formed
by the band crossings of the connected two-band sub-
spaces of the Euler phases. Running through the transi-
tion, the nodal points extend into nodal braids forming
trajectories that correspond to the braiding or debraid-
ing of nodal points [42]. The stability of the adjacent
nodal rings is moreover found to be indicated by specific
monopole charges dictated by the “difference” of Euler
classes and corresponding to the linking numbers [49] of
the nodal rings. This point of view thus culminates in
the systematic building of 3D PT -symmetric models, ob-
tained through the embedding of pairs of 2D Euler phases
within the 3D Brillouin zone, that host linked adjacent
nodal rings. As an other extension, we address the sys-
tematic conversion of Euler phases into descendant Chern
phases upon breaking the C2T or PT symmetry. Then,
similarly to the PT -symmetric case, we build 3D C2T -
symmetric chiral phases, obtained from pairs of Euler
phases, that trap a number of Weyl nodes that is again
dictated by the same “difference” of Euler classes. From
a practical point of view, all these models can directly
be implemented by experimental and modeling pursuits
with the hope of further advancing this new field.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we be-
gin our discussion by reviewing the generic homotopy-
induced strategy to model Euler phases [50] for both
three-level and four-level systems, where the latter are
specified by the relative balance between the Euler class
of the two two-band subspaces. In particular, we intro-
duce the parametrization of three-band and four-band
models through the Skyrmion winding number of one
unit vector, and that of two independent unit vectors,
respectively. Readers interested in the concrete mod-
els may directly skip to Sec. III, where we formulate
the models of interest hosting the Euler topology of ori-
entable phases. Given our generic framework that can
generate any kind of model, these examples are on pur-
pose taken as simple as possible. This however may
generically induce additional symmetries, which is the
topic that we address systematically in Sec. IV. In Sec. V
we then expose the relation between inequivalent 2D Eu-
ler phases and their relation to 3D PT symmetric nodal
lines structures when the 2D phases are seen as planar

cuts of a 3D embedding and discuss the quantification
in terms of monopole charges and linking numbers. This
general point of view is then again made concrete with
readily implementable models in Sec. VI, for everyone of
which we present the linked nodal ring structures ob-
tained numerically. Finally, we discuss how breaking
symmetries can lead to descendant topologies, such as
2D Chern phases, and the notion of 3D chiral phases in
Sec. VII, before concluding in Sec. VIII.

II. GEOMETRIC AND HOMOTOPIC
MODELING OF ORIENTABLE EULER PHASES

In this section we review the geometry and homotopy
frameworks that motivate the derivation of explicit mod-
els with Euler class topology. In particular, we obtain
that flattened and two-by-two Euler Hamiltonians are
fully parametrized in terms of three-component unit vec-
tors winding on a sphere. These homotopy representative
Hamiltonians are then used in the next Section to derive
explicit minimal tight-binding Hamiltonians for a variety
of Euler phases. In the whole work we assume that the
system has a C2T symmetry (spinful or spinless), with C2

the π rotation axis perpendicular to the system’s basal
plane and T is time reversal, with [C2T ]2 = +1. (Equiv-
alently, the system can host a PT symmetry, with P
the inversion symmetry, still with [PT ]2 = +1. In that
case however, the system must be spinless.) Because the
anti-unitary symmetry squares to the identity, it can be
shown (through the Takagi factorization of the symmet-
ric unitary matrix that represents C2T in the Bloch or-
bital basis, see below) that there exists a special basis for
which the Bloch Hamiltonian matrix is real and symmet-
ric [44, 57]. In the following we call it the reality condition
of Euler phases. We again note that this section is more
technical in nature and can be skipped by readers inter-
ested in the minimal models for direct implementation
that are presented in the subsequent Sections.

A. Homotopy classification of two-dimensional
orientable Euler phases

We review the homotopy classification and modeling
of Euler phases obtained in Ref. [50]. Let us consider the
Bloch Hamiltonian operator

H =
∑
k∈BZ

∑
ab

|φa,k〉Hab(k)〈φb,k|, (1)

where the wave-vector k of the two-dimensional system
is a point of the Brillouin zone T2 = {(k1, k2)|k1 ∈
[−π, π), k2 ∈ [−π, π)}, and where {|φa,k〉}a is assumed
to be a Bloch orbital basis obtained from the Fourier
transform of a localized Wannier basis. Our starting
point is the spectral decomposition of the real and sym-
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metric Bloch Hamiltonian matrix, i.e.

H(k) = R(k) ·D(k) ·R(k)T , (2)

with the diagonal matrix of energy ordered eigenval-
ues D(k) = diag[E1(k), . . . , EN (k)], such that En(k) ≤
En+1(k) for n = 1, . . . , N−1, the matrix of column eigen-
vectors R(k) = [u1(k) · · · uN (k)] ∈ O(N), and where N
is the total number of bands.

Assuming that the first p bands are separated from
the higher (N − p) bands by an energy gap, the classi-
fying space of the Hamiltonian takes the form of a real
Grassmannian, GrRp,N = O(N)/[O(p)×O(N − p)]. In the
following, we will use the flattened Hamiltonian

Q(k) = R(k) · (−1p ⊕ 1N−p) ·R(k)T , (3)

as the homotopy representative of the dispersive Hamil-
tonian H(k).

We start the homotopy characterization by noting
that two-dimensional systems can host nontrivial one-
dimensional topologies as indicated by the nontriv-

ial first homotopy group, π
(l)
1 [GrRp,N ] = Z2, over one

non-contractible direction of the two-dimensional Bril-
louin zone torus, i.e. l ∈ {l(k2)

1 , l
(k1)
2 } where l

(k2)
1 =

{(k1, k2)|k1 ∈ [−π, π)}, i.e. the path crossing the Bril-

louin zone at a fixed k2, and similarly for l
(k1)
2 . The

one-dimensional topologies are indicated by the quan-
tized Berry phase γB [l] ∈ {0, π} mod 2π or, equivalently,
by the first Stiefel-Whitney class [49], which characterize
the orientability of the phase, i.e. whether the frame of
eigenvector R(k) can be chosen to be continuous and pe-
riodic across the Brillouin zone [49, 50]. In the following
we write the homotopy classes of one-dimensional cuts as

α1(2) = [l
(k2(1))

1(2) ] ∈ π1[GrR2,3].

In Ref. [50], we have derived the general homotopy
classification of Euler phases with multiple energy gaps,
in which case the classifying space takes the form of a
generalized real flag manifold. For this work, it is suffi-
cient to consider the topological classification of the two-
dimensional Euler phases with a single principal gap. We
nevertheless relate these phases to the braiding of multi-
gap nodes and the conversion of their non-Abelian ho-
motopy charges. Indeed, we show in Section V that the
mapping of an Euler phase to another requires the braid-
ing of nodes from an adjacent gap. In the following, we
label the occupied (unoccupied) band-subspace with the
roman letter I (II), e.g. we write their respective Euler
classes (χI , χII).

In this work, we only consider orientable phases,
i.e. with R(k) periodic. The homotopy classification
and modeling of orientable phases (i.e. with trivial one-
dimensional topology) is most conveniently obtained
from the classification of two-dimensional oriented vec-
tor bundles, i.e. with the oriented Grassmannian as the

classifying space, G̃r
R

p,N = SO(N)/[SO(p) × SO(N − p)].

Indeed, we have for the orientable phases [50]

[T2,GrRp,N ](α1=0,α2=0) = [S2,GrRp,N ]

= π2[GrRp,N ]/∼

= π2[G̃r
R

p,N ]/∼,

(4)

where the equivalence relation∼ corresponds to the Euler
class reversal map

(χI , χII) ∼ (−χI ,−χII). (5)

The important point here is that π2[G̃r
R

p,N ] is known. (It
can be computed through the long exact sequence of ho-
motopy groups associated to fiber bundles [70].) The re-
duction of the homotopy classification through the equiv-
alence relation ∼ for the orientable phases, as compared

to the oriented phases classified by π2[G̃r
R

p,N ], is due to
the absence of a fixed base point in the definition of the
homotopy classes [T2,GrRp,N ] that capture the topology of
Hamiltonians (contrary to homotopy groups that are de-
fined assuming a fixed base point). The absence of a fixed
base point permits the nontrivial action of a generator
of the first homotopy group (i.e. the deformation of the
Hamiltonian along one non-contractible loop of the clas-
sifying space) on the elements of the second homotopy
group. More precisely, this action defines an automor-
phism between distinct elements of the second homotopy
group while remaining within the same homotopy class
[50, 70, 71].

We also use the oriented Grassmannian G̃r
R

p,N for the
modelling of Euler phases. Indeed, starting from the
representative R ∈ SO(N) of a point of the oriented
Grassmannian (here defined as a coset) [R] = {R · (OI ⊕
OII)|OI ∈ SO(p), OII ∈ SO(N−p)}, the flattened Hamil-
tonian Q = R · (−1 ⊕ 1) · RT inherits the equivalence
relation ∼ defined above. This directly follows from the
higher gauge freedom of the Hamiltonian form as com-
pared to the coset element [R]. (Explicitly, the trans-
formation R → R · (OI ⊕ OII) with OI ∈ O(p) and
OII ∈ O(N − p), leaves Q invariant, while it maps to
a frame that is not necessarily represented by the coset
[R].)

In the following, we concentrate on the three-band
and four-band Euler phases, i.e. for (p,N) = (2, 3) and
(p,N) = (2, 4).

B. Three-band Euler phases

The homotopy classification of (two-dimensional) ori-
entable three-band Euler phases that split into 2 + 1-
band-subspaces is given by

π2[G̃r
R

2,3]/∼ = π2[S2]/∼

= {a ∈ 2Z|a ∼ −a} = 2N 3 β(H(2+1)),
(6)
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where we have used the identities G̃r
R

2,3 = SO(3)/SO(2) =

S2, and β(H(2+1)) represents the homotopy class of the
Bloch Hamiltonian H(2+1)(k) with eigenvalues that split
as E1(k) ≤ E2(k) < E3(k) for all k ∈ T2. The factor
two in the classifying set 2N will become clear below. We
define the Euler class of the two-band subspace, i.e. [43,
44, 49, 72]

χI [{u1, u2}] =
1

2π

∫
BZ

Eu(k) ∈ Z, (7a)

where the Euler form Eu is obtained from the connection
a = uT1 · du2 through Eu = da, leading to

Eu(k) =
(
∂k1u

T
1 · ∂k2u2 − ∂k2uT1 · ∂k1u2

)
dk1∧dk2. (7b)

The homotopy invariant is then readily given as an equiv-
alence class

β
(
H(2+1)

)
= [χI [{u1, u2}] ] ,

= {|χI [{u1, u2}] | ,−|χI [{u1, u2}] |} .
(8)

We note that while we could simply take |χI | ∈ 2N
as a the number representative of the equivalence class
[χI ], we will see in Section V that the equivalence class
must be used to predict the correct expression of the
monopole charge and linking number of PT -symmetry
protected linked nodal rings. Importantly, the above defi-
nition of the Euler class holds for any orientable two-band
subspace {un, un+1} isolated from all the other bands,
i.e. χν [{un, un+1}] (ν = I, II, . . . ) is well defined when-
ever En−1(k) < En(k) ≤ En+1(k) < En+2(k) for all
k ∈ T2.

The modeling of three-band Euler phases with two oc-
cupied bands can then be readily obtained from a repre-
sentative R ∈ SO(3) of the coset [R] ∈ SO(3)/SO(2) =
S2. The spherical frame readily satisfies this condition,
i.e. R(φ, θ) = (u1 u2 u3) = (eθ eφ er), with eθ =
(cosφ cos θ, sinφ, cos θ,− sin θ), eφ = (− sinφ, cosφ, 0)
and er = (cosφ sin θ, sinφ sin θ, cos θ), from which we get
[41, 68]

Q(2+1)[n(φ, θ)] = 2n(φ, θ) · n(φ, θ)T − 13, (9)

with the unit vector n(φ, θ) = er (the superscript ‘2 + 1’
refers to the spectral decomposition into one two-band
subspace and one single band). Since for orientable
phases we can simplify the Brillouin zone to a sphere,
see Eq. (4), let us represent a point of the Brillouin zone
by the angles (φk, θk) ∈ S2

BZ. More concretely, this fol-
lows e.g. by choosing

φk = arg (k1 + ik2) ,

θk = max (|k1|, |k2|) .
(10)

We can then define the Euler phases through the ansatz

φq(φk, θk) = qφk ,

θq(φk, θk) = (1− δ0,q)θk ,
(11)

where the integer q ∈ Z fixes the number of times the
mapping (φq, θq) wraps the sphere as we cover the base
sphere S2

BZ one time, which is computed by the Skyrmion
winding number [44, 51]

W [nq] =
1

4π

∫
S2
BZ

nq · (∂φk
nq × ∂θknq) dφk ∧ dθk,

= q ∈ Z ,

(12)

with nq = n(φq, θq). Substituting the above ansatz in
the expression for the connection a(φq, θq) = eTθ · deφ, we
get the Euler form

Eu(φq, θq) =
(
∂φk

uT1 · ∂θku2 − ∂θkuT1 · ∂φk
u2

)
dφk ∧ dθk,

= −q(1− δ0,q) sin [(1− δ0,q)θk] dφk ∧ dθk,
(13a)

and then the Euler class

χI [{eθ, eφ}] =
1

2π

∫
S2
BZ

Eu(φq, θq),

= q (−1 + cos[(1− δ0,q)π]) = −2q,

(13b)

from which we see that the Euler class is doubled,
i.e. only even values of the Euler class are permitted.
This is a direct consequence of the fact that the Hamilto-
nian Q(2+1) is given by the “square” of the winding unit
vector n. Taking the equivalence relation χI ∼ −χI
in account, the homotopy classes of three-band Euler
phases, splitting into 2+1-band-subspaces, are thus clas-
sified by one even number through

β(H(2+1)) = [χI ] = [2q] , with |2q| ∈ 2N, (14)

such that the corresponding Euler phases are all rep-
resented up-to-homotopy by the flattened Hamiltonian
Q(2+1)(nq), i.e. by Eq. (9) with the ansazt Eq. (11) for
q ∈ N. We give minimal tight-binding models for the
phases χI ∈ {2, 4} in Section III A.

For completeness, we give an example of an Euler class
reversal map [50, 71]. For this we first define a rep-
resentation of the nontrivial element of π1[RP 2] = Z2

through the deformation of the flattened Hamiltonian
(noting GrR2,3 = RP 2) [50, 71]

`n : [0, 1]→ RP 2

: t 7→ `n(t) = Q(2+1)[S(t) · n(φ, θ)],

with S(t) =

 cosπt 0 − sinπt
0 1 0

sinπt 0 cosπt

 .

(15)

The transformation acts non-trivially on all the points
of the classifying space, except at n(π/2, π/2) = (0, 1, 0)



5

since S(t) · (0, 1, 0) = (0, 1, 0). In particular, the defor-
mation starting at n0 = n(φ = 0, θ = 0) = (0, 0, 1)
defines a closed loop in RP 2 since `n0

(1) = Q(2+1)[S(1) ·
n0] = Q(2+1)[−n0] = Q(2+1)[n0] = `n0

(0). Noting that
Q(2+1)[S(t) · n] = S(t) · Q(2+1)[n] · S(t)T , the transfor-
mation of the frame at the reference base point (φ, θ) =
(0, 0), is Rt=1(0, 0) = (u1(0, 0) u2(0, 0) u3(0, 0))t=1 =
(−u1(0, 0) u2(0, 0) − u3(0, 0))t=0, such that the Berry
phase factors over the loop `n0

for the two band sub-
spaces are e−iγB [`n0

;{u3}] = −1 and e−iγB [`n0
;{u1,u2}] =

−1. We then conclude that the homotopy class
[[0, 1], `n0 ], with `n0(1) = `n0(0), represents the gener-
ator of π1[RP 2] = Z2, as indicated by the π-Berry phase.
We now want to compare the Euler class of the Hamilto-
nians before, Q(2+1)[n(φ, θ)], and after the transforma-
tion, Q(2+1)[S(1) · n(φ, θ)]. The Euler classes can only
be compared if we chose the same gauge with respect to
the same chosen reference point for both Hamiltonians.
This reference point must be taken as the base point
n0 that generates the above nontrivial loop. Keeping
n0 fixed for the evaluation of the Euler class, we must
thus compare the winding number of n in Q(2+1)[n], with
the winding number of −S(t) · n in Q(2+1)[−S(t) · n](=
Q(2+1)[S(t) · n]), since −S(1) · n0 = n0. We conclude
that the transformation reverses the signed Euler class
from χI = 2W [n] = 2q to χI = 2W [−S(1) · n] = −2q.

We end this part by noting that 3 is the minimal num-
ber of bands permitting a nontrivial Euler phase. Indeed,
in the case of a (orientable) two-band system, the frame
of eigenvectors R ∈ SO(2) can be written

R(f) = (u1(f) u2(f)) =

(
cos f − sin f
sin f cos f

)
, (16)

with f ∈ S1. Representing again the points of the Bril-
louin zone by the points of a sphere S2

BZ 3 (φk, θk) (as-
suming the orientability of the phase), we find that the
Euler form Eq. (13) is identically zero.

C. Four-band Euler phases

The homotopy classification of the two-dimensional
orientable four-band Euler phases that split into 2 + 2-
band subspaces is given by

π2[G̃r
R

2,4]/∼ = π2[S2 × S2]/∼,

= {(a, b) ∈ Z2|(a, b)∼(−a,−b)} 3 β(H(2+2)),
(17)

where we have used the diffeomorphism G̃r
R

2,4 ≈ S2 × S2,

and β(H(2+2)) represents the homotopy class of the Bloch
Hamiltonian H(2+2)(k) with eigenvalues that split as
E1(k) ≤ E2(k) < E3(k) ≤ E4(k) for all k ∈ T2.
The homotopy invariants are computed through the Eu-
ler classes of the two-band occupied and unoccupied
subspaces, (χI , χII), modulo the homotopy equivalence
(χI , χII) ∼ (−χI ,−χII), which we show is a consequence

of the existence of an adiabatic deformation of the Hamil-
tonian reversing both Euler classes at the same time.
(This is a consequence of the facts that (i) while the Euler
class is a homotopy invariant of an oriented vector bun-
dle, the real Bloch Hamiltonians are only orientable, and
(ii) the topology of Bloch Hamiltonians are captured by
homotopy classes (i.e. with no base point) rather than by
homotopy groups (i.e. with a fixed base point) [50].) In
the following, we write the homotopy invariant in terms
of an equivalence class of Euler classes, i.e.

β
(
H(2+2)

)
= [χI , χII ] = [χ]

= {(χI , χII), (−χI ,−χII)} .
(18)

The modeling of the four-band Euler phases is ob-
tained from a representative R ∈ SO(4) of the coset
[R] ∈ SO(4)/[SO(2) × SO(2)] ∼= S2

+ × S2
−. Using the

Plücker embedding, we find (see Ref. [50, 73])

R(φ+, θ+, φ−, θ−) = [Eq. (A1) in Appendix]. (19)

Then, setting

(φ+, θ+) = (φ, θ),

(φ−, θ−) = (φ′ + π/2, θ′ + π/2),
(20)

we obtain the twofold degenerated Hamiltonian,

H[n,n′; ε1, ε2]

= R(φ, θ, φ′, θ′) · (ε112 ⊕ ε212) ·R(φ, θ, φ′, θ′)T ,

=
1

2

{
(ε1 + ε2)Γ00 + (−ε1 + ε2)Q(2+2)[n,n′]

}
,

(21a)

such that the gap condition reads ε1 < ε2, with the flat-
tened Hamiltonian (i.e. for ε2 = −ε1 = +1) given by

Q(2+2)[n,n′] = H[n,n′;−1, 1]

= n′1 (−n1Γ33 + n2Γ31 + n3Γ10)

− n′2 (+n1Γ13 − n2Γ11 + n3Γ30)

+ n′3 (+n1Γ01 + n2Γ03 − n3Γ22) ,

= nT · Γ · n′,

(21b)

which is determined by two unit vectors n(φ, θ) =
(cosφ sin θ, sinφ, sin θ, cos θ) and n′ = n(φ′, θ′), with

Γ =

 −Γ33 −Γ13 Γ01

Γ31 Γ11 Γ03

Γ10 −Γ30 −Γ22

 , (21c)

where the Dirac matrices Γij = σi ⊗ σj are defined from
the Pauli matrices σ1 = ( 0 1

1 0 ), σ2 =
(

0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
,

and σ0 = 12. Inversely, inserting two generic vectors h
and h′ (i.e. non unit vectors), we get

Q(2+2)[h,h′] = H

[
h

|h|
,
h′

|h′|
; |h|, |h′|

]
. (22)
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Simplifying the Brillouin zone to the sphere S2
BZ (with-

out loss of generality for the orientable phases), we can
define all Euler phases in terms of two integers (q, q′) ∈
Z2 through the ansatz

(φq, θq) = (qφk, [1− δ0,q]θk),

(φ′q′ , θ
′
q′) = (q′φk, [1− δ0,q′ ]θk).

(23)

We note that this parametrization readily implies that
the Euler phases are characterized by the two winding
numbers [Eq. (12)].

q = W [nq], q
′ = W [n′q′ ]. (24)

Substituting Eq. (23), we obtain the Euler forms

EuI =
sin θ0

2
(q − q′) , EuII =

sin θ0

2
(q + q′) ,

leading to the Euler classes

χI = q − q′, χII = q + q′. (25)

We thus conclude that Q(2+2)[nq,n
′
q′ ] in Eq. (21b) repre-

sents all the homotopy classes [χI , χII ] of four-band Euler
phases, that is a pair of Euler classes modulo the equiv-
alence relation (χI , χII) ∼ (−χI ,−χII), or, in terms of
the winding numbers, (q, q′) ∼ (−q,−q′). As discussed
above, this reduction comes from the existence of an adi-
abatic mapping that reverses both Euler classes, see Sec-
tion II H below. It is important to note that, as a con-
sequence, we can only keep track of the relative signs of
the Euler classes in Eq. (25).

Importantly, we find the sum rule

χI + χII = 0 mod 2, (26)

which guarantees the global cancellation of the second
Stiefel Whitney class, i.e. from the definition w2,I(II) =
χI(II) mod 2, we get w2,I + w2,II = 0 mod 2. This is
actually a requirement for any total oriented real vector
bundle, i.e. here taking all N bands of the Bloch Hamil-
tonian. (Here, we implicitly assume that all the elements
{Hab(k)}a,b=1,...,N of the Bloch Hamiltonian are analytic
functions of the momentum, or in words, that these are
given by finite Fourier series.)

D. Balanced vs imbalanced four-band phases

When one winding number is zero, we obtain |χI | =
|χII |, i.e. the absolute Euler classes are equal across the
energy gap. We call these phases the balanced Euler
phases. Whenever both winding numbers are nonzero,
i.e. |q|, |q′| > 0, we get unequal absolute Euler classes
across the energy gap, i.e. |χI | 6= |χII |. We call these
phases the imbalanced Euler phases. The different re-
sponses under an external magnetic field between the
balanced and the imbalanced Euler phases via their Hof-

stadter spectrum have been systematically studied in
Ref. [62].

Fixing one constant unit vector, say n′q′=0 = n(φ′c, θ
′
c),

we importantly note the topological non-equivalence of
the two balanced phases

Ha = H[nq,n
′
0; ε1, ε2] 6' H[n′0,nq; ε1, ε2] = Hb, (27a)

as indicated by the two inequivalent homotopy invariants,
i.e.

β(Ha) = [χa] = {(q, q), (−q,−q)}
6= β(Hb) = [χb] = {(−q, q), (−q, q)} .

(27b)

We discuss in detail in Section V an indicator that dis-
tinguishes the phases [χI , χII ] and [χI ,−χII ].

E. Mirror Chern number of the balanced
degenerate Euler phases

We show in Appendix B, see also Ref. [62], that all the
balanced and degenerate Euler phases possess an effective

spinful basal mirror symmetry (i.e. σhH
deg
bal σh = Hdeg

bal
with σ2

h = −1) which permits the definition of a mir-
ror Chern number. Fixing n′ = (0, 0, 1), we obtain in
Appendix B

C
(−i)
I = −C(i)

I = C
(i)
II = −C(−i)

II ,

= W [n] = q = χI = χII .
(28)

The reverse is true, namely all Euler phases that are
not twofold degenerate have no basal mirror symmetry
and the mirror Chern number is not defined, leaving the
Euler class as the unique fundamental topological invari-
ant (i.e. discarding crystalline topologies characterized
by symmetry-indicators [5, 10, 19, 23, 74], see also Sec-
tion IV).

F. Stable nodal points and nodal lines in 3D

Let us label every block of isolated bands ordered in en-
ergy from below with a roman number ν = I, II, III, . . . ,
i.e. Eν,mν < Eν+I,1, where mν is the number of bands in
the ν-th block of bands with the eigenenergies {Eν,1 ≤
· · · ≤ Eν,mν}. Given that the Euler class is only well de-
fined for orientable two-band subspaces [44, 49], the most
striking observable of the nontrivial Euler topology of a
two-band subspace is the presence of stable nodal points
that cannot be annihilated as long as the two bands re-
main separated from all the other bands (while preserv-
ing C2T symmetry). More precisely, given a two-band
subspace, say the ν-th block, with the Bloch eigenener-
gies Eν,1 ≤ Eν,2 and the Bloch eigenvectors {uν,1, uν,2},
it must host a number 2|χν | ∈ 2N of stable nodal points
determined by its Euler class χν [{uν,1, uν,2}]. This has
for instance the consequence that any nontrivial two-
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band subspace with flat energy levels must necessarily be
twofold degenerate. Non-trivial flat bands thus host mir-
ror Chern numbers, and pairs of anti-propagating chiral
branches must appear on each edge of the system. (We
note that the situation is more subtle in the case of the
coexistence of flat bands with dispersive bands, e.g. as in
twisted bilayer Graphene.)

G. Nodal line continuations of nodal points in 3D

Upon the adiabatic deformation of any Euler phase,
say by a term of the real Hamiltonian scaling with the
parameter λ ∈ R, the nodal points extend into nodal lines
within the three-dimensional parameter space (k, λ) ∈
T2 × R. We show in Section V, and in Section VI with
concrete models, how this allows us to systematically gen-
erate 3D tight-binding Hamiltonian with linked nodal
rings characterized by (1D) non-Abelian frame charges
and (2D) linking numbers.

H. Euler class reversal map

For completeness, we here elaborate on the Euler class
reversing map in the four-band case [50]. Using the com-
pact notation p = (n,n′), and taking p0 = (n0,n

′
0),

with n0 = n′0 = n(φ = 0, θ = 0) = (0, 0, 1), as a refer-
ence base point, the transformation

`p : [0, 1]→ GrR2,4

: t 7→ `p(t) = Q(2+2)[S(t) · p] .
(29)

(the unit interval here, [0, 1], should not be confused with
one equivalence class), with S(t) given in Eq. (15), in-
duces a non-trivial closed loop in the Hamiltonian space
at p0, since `p0

(1) = Q(2+2)[S(1) · p0] = Q(2+2)[−p0] =

Q(2+2)[p0] = `p0
(0). The gapped spectrum of the Hamil-

tonian remains constant (−ε1 = ε2 = 1) through the
whole transformation, since |S(t) · n| = |S(t) · n′| = 1
[by Eq. (21b) and Eq. (21a)]. We thus conclude that
there exists a similitude relation Q(2+2)[S(t) · p0] =
O(t) · Q(2+2)[p0] · O(t)T with O(t) ∈ SO(4), from which
we get the action on the eigen-frame, O(t) · R[p0] =
(u1(p0) · · · u4(p0))t. This leads to the Berry phase fac-
tors e−γB [`p0 ;{u1,u2}] = −1 and e−γB [`p0 ;{u3,u4}] = −1,
indicating that the homotopy class [[0, 1], `p0

] represents

the generator of π1[GrR2,4] = Z2. As in the three-band
case, the Euler classes before and after the transfor-
mation must be evaluated with respect to the same
gauge at the fixed base point p0 = (n0,n

′
0). Since

S(1) ·p0 = −p0, we compare the winding numbers (q, q′)
for Q(2+2)[p] with those for Q(2+2)[−S(1) · p] (i.e. fixing
the same reference point with the same gauge). We con-
clude that the transformation reverses the winding num-
bers (q, q′) = (W [n],W [n′]) to (W [−S(1) ·n],W [−S(1) ·
n′]) = (−q,−q′), and thus reverses the Euler classes from

(χI , χII) = (q−q′, q+q′) to (χI , χII) = (−q+q′,−q−q′).

III. MINIMAL MODELS WITH EULER CLASS
TOPOLOGY

In this section we formulate the models of interest host-
ing the Euler topology of orientable phases. In particular
we address concrete forms of several three and four band
models from lower to higher Euler classes.

As reviewed in the previous Section, while the three-
band case is characterized by a single even Euler class,
the four-band case is classified by two Euler classes, thus
permitting a greater variety of inequivalent topological
phases, as we will detail in the following. Remarkably, we
formulate explicit tight-binding models for a great variety
of Euler phases by simply combining the generic forms
derived in the previous Section together with a mini-
mal parametrization of a two-band Chern model with
the Chern number ranging from −2 to 2. An alternative
approach consists in truncating the inverse Fourier trans-
form (i.e. from the reciprocal space to the direct lattice
space) of the degenerate Bloch Hamiltonians given in the
previous Section, see [50, 62] for more detail and Ref. [73]
for the implementation in a Mathematica notebook.

A. 3-band case

The generic 3-band real Hermitian Hamiltonian can be
written in terms of the five real Gell-Mann matrices

Λ1 =
(

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

)
, Λ3 =

(
1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 0

)
, Λ4 =

(
0 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 0

)
,

Λ6 =
(

0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)
, Λ8 = 1√

3

(
1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −2

)
,

(30)
to which we add the identity matrix Λ0 = 13, as

H
[χI ]
3B (k) = f [χI ](k) ·Λ

=
∑

i=0,1,3,4,6,8

f
[χI ]
i (k) Λi,

(31)

where |χI | is the maximum Euler class reachable for the
given ansatz (see below).

We give here minimal tight-binding models for the
topological Euler phases χI = 2, 4. While the generaliza-
tion to an arbitrary high Euler class is straightforward,
the distance in the hopping processes required in order
to achieve the nontrivial topology increases with the Eu-
ler class, making the experimental realization of higher
Euler classes more involving.

Taking advantage of the specific form of the flattened
Hamiltonian Eq. (9), we can readily use the ansatz of
a two-band Chern model H2B = hα · σ, for which the
Chern number is given by the winding of the vector
hα(k) = (hα1 (k), hα2 (k), hα3 (k)), i.e. by W [hα/|hα|] in
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram of the Chern number (winding num-
ber) c1[h] given by Eq. (34), adapted from Ref. [69].

Eq. (12). Defining the functions

a(k) = λ sin k1, b(k) = λ sin k2 ,

c(k) = m− t1(cos k1 + cos k2)− t2 cos(k1 + k2) ,
(32)

we set hα (α = A,B,C) to be one of the cyclic permu-
tations of (a, b, c), i.e.

hA = (a, b, c) , hB = (b, c, a) , hC = (c, a, b) . (33)

Substituting this ansatz within the two-band Chern
model hα · σ, the Chern number takes the generic form
(assuming |λ| > 0) [69]

c1[hα] = W

[
hα(k)

|hα(k)|

]
= sign[−m− t2]

+
1

2
(sign[m+ 2t1 − t2] + sign[m− 2t1 − t2]) , (34)

which is independent to the cyclic form α = A,B,C. In
the following we set λ = 1, without loos of generality.
We show the generic phase diagram for c1[h] for a fixed
parameter m in Figure 1 (which is slightly adapted from
Ref. [69]). We readily conclude that the Chern number is
bounded as −2 ≤ c1[h] ≤ 2.

Making the substitution n → hα(k) in Eq. (9), we
obtain the following degenerate Bloch Hamiltonian (non-
flattened because hα is not a unit vector)

Hα
3B,deg[m, t1, t2, λ](k) = hα(k) · hα(k)T

= f [χI ](k) ·Λ,
(35a)

where we have discarded the factor 2 and the term −13

used in Eq. (9) that scale and shift the whole spectrum

without changing the topology, with

f
[χI ]
0 =

|hα|2

3
, f

[χI ]
1 = hα1h

α
2 ,

f
[χI ]
3 =

1

2
(hα1 − hα2 )(hα1 + hα2 ) , f

[χI ]
4 = hα1h

α
3 ,

f
[χI ]
8 =

|hα|2 − 3hα3
2

2
√

3
, f

[χI ]
6 = hα2h

α
3 .

(35b)
We readily observe that any three-band model of a phase
with nontrivial Euler topology requires a winding vector
hα(k), such that the three components {hαi (k)}i=1,2,3

cannot be identically zero, which itself implies that all
real Gell-Mann matrices must be present in Eq. (35a).

The analytical eigenvalues are now

E1(k) = E2(k) = 0,

E3(k) = hα · hα = a(k)2 + b(k)2 + c(k)2 ,
(36)

where the two-band subspace is still flat on top of being
degenerate. Whenever the phase is gapped, combining
|χI | = |2q| [Eq. (13b)] with q = c1[hα] [Eq. (34)], we find
that the topology of the gapped Euler phase is given by

[χI ] = [ 2c1[hα] ] , (37)

if E3(k) > 0 for all k ∈ BZ.

1. [χI ] = [2]

Setting (t2, λ) = (0, 1), we deduce from Eq. (34) and
Eq. (37) that the maximum Euler class is χI = 2. From
Eq. (36), we readily find the energy gap [67]

∆(t2=0,λ=1) = min
k,m,t1

{E3(k)− E2(k)} ,

= min
{
m2, (m± 2t1)2

}
.

(38)

We thus conclude, given Eq. (34) and (37), that the
gapped phases and their topologies are given by (λ =
1, t2 = 0)

|χI | = 2 for |t1| >
|m|
2

and |m| > 0,

and |χI | = 0 for |t1| <
|m|
2

and |m| > 0 .

(39)

By choosing hA and adding a small constant term that
splits the degeneracy of the lower two-band, we obtain
the minimal model

H
[2]
3B(k) = HA

3B,deg[m, t1, 0, 1](k) + δΛ3 , (40)

where we choose |δ| > 0 such that the band gap remains
open. For instance, setting m = t1 = 1, the gap re-
mains open for |δ| < 1/2. We show the band structure of

H
[2]
3B(k) for (m, t1, δ) = (1, 1, 1/4) in Figure 2(a), and the

winding of Wilson loop of the lower two-band subspace
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FIG. 2. (a,b) Band structures and (c,d) Wilson loop of
the gapped (orientable) Euler phases in three-level systems,

obtained from the minimal models (a,c) H
[2]
3B for (m, t1, δ) =

(1, 1, 1/4) [Eq. (40)] for the Euler class χI = 2, and (b,d) H
[4]
3B

for (m, t1, t2, δ) = (1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/4) [Eq. (43)] for the Euler
class χI = 4. We have taken k2 in units of π.

in Figure 2(c) indicating an Euler class |χI | = 2.

2. [χI ] = [4]

Including the term in t2 in Eq. (32), we find the max-
imum Euler class χI = 4 [from Eq. (34) and Eq. (37)].
The values of the parameters for which the phase is gap-
less are readily defined at the jumps of the step function
Eq. (34) (since these correspond to a transition between
different Chern phases, which requires the closing of the
gap) [69], i.e. (λ = 1)

∆ = min {E3 − E2} = 0

⇔ (t2 = −m) or (t2 = ±2t1 +m) , (41)

From the relation |χI | = |2c1[h]| and λ = 1, we find the
following conditions for the gapped phase of maximum
Euler class, assuming m ≥ 0, (see Figure 1)

|χI | = 4⇔
(t2 > 2t1 +m and t2 > −2t1 +m)

or (t2 < −m and t2 < 2t1 +m and t2 < −2t2 +m) .

(42)

Choosing hA, we then define the minimal Bloch Hamil-
tonian as (λ = 1)

H
[4]
3B(k) = HA

3B,deg[m, t1, t2, 1](k) + δΛ3 , (43)

where |δ| > 0 lifts the degeneracy of the two-band
subspace, leaving eight stable nodal points connecting
the bands 1 and 2. The parameter δ must be cho-
sen as a function of (m, t1, t2) under the condition that

the energy gap remains open. For instance, setting
(m, t1, t2) = (1/2, 0,−3/2), the gap remains open for

|δ| < 3/7. We show the band structure of H
[4]
3B for

(m, t1, t2, δ) = (1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/4) in Figure 2(a), and the
winding of Wilson loop of the lower two-band subspace
in Figure 2(c) indicating an Euler class |χI | = 4.

B. 4-band case

We now turn to four-band models with a 2 + 2-band
splitting. We closely follow the same strategy, as for the
three-band models, of using the minimal parametriza-
tion of a two-band Chern model Eq. (32) and with the
Euler topology inferred from the phase diagram in Fig-
ure 1 [Eq. (34) [69]]. Writing the Euler classes of the two
subspaces as the vector χ = (χI , χII) and corresponding
Homotopy class [χ] = [χI , χII ], the generic 4-band real
Hermitian Hamiltonian can be written in terms of nine
real gamma matrices as

H
[χ]
4B (k) =

∑
ij∈01,03,10,30,
11,13,22,31,33

g
[χ]
ij (k)Γij ,

= g[χ](k) · Γ ,

(44)

and where we have used the vector notation
Γ = (Γ01,Γ03,Γ10,Γ30,Γ11,Γ13,Γ22,Γ31,Γ33) [see
below Eq. (21c)] and similarly for g[χ].

We make the substitution n → hα and n′ → h′β in
Eq. (21b), defining the vectors hα and h′β , for α, β =
A,B,C, as one of the cyclic permutations

hA = (a, b, c), hB = (b, c, a), hC = (c, a, b),

h′A = (a′, b′, c′), h′B = (b′, c′, a′), h′C = (c′, a′, b′),
(45)

with a(k), b(k) and c(k) defined in Eq. (32), and sim-
ilarly for a′(k), b′(k) and c′(k) with the substitution
(m, t1, t2, λ) → (m′, t′1, t

′
2, λ
′). This gives the degenerate

(non-flattened) Bloch Hamiltonian

Hαβ
4B,deg

[
m t1 t2 λ
m′ t′1 t

′
2 λ
′

]
(k) = hα(k)T · Γ · h′β(k)

= g[χ](k) · Γ,
(46a)

with

g
[χ]
01 = hα1h

′β
3 , g

[χ]
03 = hα2h

′β
3 , g

[χ]
10 = hα3h

′β
1 ,

g
[χ]
30 = −hα3h

′β
2 , g

[χ]
11 = hα2h

′β
2 , g

[χ]
13 = −hα1h

′β
2 ,

g
[χ]
22 = −hα3h

′β
3 , g

[χ]
31 = hα2h

′β
1 , g

[χ]
33 = −hα1h

′β
1 .
(46b)

The eigenvalues are now

E1(k) = E2(k) = −ε(k) , E3(k) = E4(k) = ε(k) ,

ε(k) = |h(k)||h′(k)| ,
(47)

such that the spectrum is gapped whenever ε(k) > 0 for
all k ∈ BZ.
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From the identifications

c1[hα] = q , c1[h′β ] = q′ , (48)

and the phase diagram of Eq. (34), together with
Eq. (25), we remarkably obtain that the ansatz of the
two-band Chern model Eq. (32) is sufficient to generate
all the following four-band (2 + 2)-Euler phases

[χ] ∈
{

(q − q′, q + q′)
∼ (−q + q′,−q − q′)

∣∣∣∣ −2 ≤ q ≤ 2,
−2 ≤ q′ ≤ 2

}
,

∈ {[0, 0], [1, 1], [1,−1], [2, 2], [2,−2],

[2, 0], [4, 0], [3, 1], [3,−1],

[0, 2], [0, 4], [1, 3], [1,−3]} .

(49)

In the following, we only consider
{[2, 0], [4, 0], [3, 1], [3,−1]} among the imbalanced phases,
since the imbalanced phases {[0, 2], [0, 4], [1, 3], [1,−3]}
can readily be obtained from the former through the
transformation H → −H of the Hamiltonian.

1. Balanced phase [χ] = [1, 1]

We start with the balanced model for the homotopy
class [χ] = [χI , χII ] = [1, 1] = {(1, 1), (−1,−1)} obtained
for q = c1[h] = −1 and q′ = c1[h′] = 0 [by Eq. (25) and

Eq. (48)]. Choosing hA and h′A, and setting (t2, λ) =

(0, 1) and (m′, t′1, t
′
2, λ
′) = (1, 0, 0, 0) (leading to h′A =

(0, 0, 1) and c1[h′A] = 0), we define from Eq. (46a) the
minimal model

H
[1,1]
4B (k) = HAA

4B,deg

[
m t1 0 1
1 0 0 0

]
(k) + δ Γ13 ,

= sin k1Γ01 + sin k2Γ03 + δ Γ13

− [m− t1(cos k1 + cos k2)]Γ22 ,

(50)

where the parameter |δ| > 0 is taken in order to lift the
degeneracy of the two two-band subspaces, while keeping
the band gap open. For instance, setting (m, t1) = (1, 1),
the gap remains open for |δ| < 1. We show in Figure
3(a) the band structure and (c) the Wilson loop for the

model H
[1,1]
4B (k) for (m, t1, δ) = (3/2, 1, 1/2). (Note that

the choice (m, t1) = (3/2, 1) implies the gap condition

|δ| < 2/
√

5.) The winding of Wilson loop of the two-
band subspaces indicates the Euler classes [χ] = [1, 1]
or [χ] = [1,−1]. Indeed, we cannot read the relative
signs of the Euler classes (χI , χII) from the Wilson loop
only. We assign the homotopy indicator [1, 1] from the
fact that we know the winding numbers q and q′ by con-
struction, i.e. here (q, q′) = (−1, 0). In the next Section
we present an indicator that differentiates the homotopy
classes [1, 1] and [1,−1], in the form of a linked nodal
ring with nontrivial monopole Euler charge (equivalently
a non-Abelian frame charge) at the interface of the two
phases.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)
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π

k2

φ
n
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0

π
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φ
n

FIG. 3. (a,b) Band structures and (c,d) Wilson loop of
the gapped (orientable) four-band balanced Euler phases be-
longing to the homotopy classes [χ] = [1, 1] and [2, 2], ob-

tained for the minimal models (a,c) H
[1,1]
4B with (m, t1, δ) =

(1, 3/2, 1/2) in Eq. (40), and (b,d) H
[2,2]
4B with (m, t1, t2, δ) =

(1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/2) in Eq. (43). We have taken k2 in units
of π. By the symmetry of Eq. (47) under the permutations

Eq. (45), (a,c) remain the same for H
[1,−1]
4B with (m′, t′1, δ) =

(1, 3/2, 1/2), and (b,d) for H
[2,−2]
4B with (m′, t′1, t

′
2, δ) =

(1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/2).

2. Balanced phase [χ] = [1,−1]

The phase [χ] = [1,−1] is obtained for q = c1[h] = 0

and q′ = c1[h′] = −1. Choosing hB and h′A, and set-
ting the parameters (t′2, λ

′) = (0, 1) and (m, t1, t2, λ) =

(1, 0, 0, 0) (that gives hB = (b, c, a) = (0, 0, 1) and

c1[hB ] = 0), we define the minimal model

H
[1,−1]
4B (k) = HBA

4B,deg

[
1 0 0 0
m′ t′1 1 0

]
(k) + δ Γ13 ,

= sin k1Γ31 + sin k2Γ11 + δ Γ13

+ [m′ − t′1(cos k1 + cos k2)]Γ03 .

(51)

Noting the symmetry of Eq. (47) under the permutations
of {a, b, c} and {a′, b′, c′} Eq. (45), the band structure for

H
[1,−1]
4B is identical to the one of H

[1,1]
4B , upon exchanging

non-primed to primed parameters. The gap condition
is thus the same as in the previous case, e.g. |δ| < 1

if we set (m′, t′1) = (1, 1), or |δ| < 2/
√

5 if we set
(m′, t′1) = (1, 3/2). For (m′, t′1, δ

′) = (1, 3/2, 1/2), the
band structure is again given by Figure 3(a). Moreover,
since the Wilson loop does not capture the relative sign
of the Euler classes it is also the same as in Figure 3(c).
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3. Balanced phase [χ] = [2, 2]

For the Euler phase [χ] = [2, 2], we take q = c1[h] = 2
and q′ = c1[h′] = 0, and define the minimal model

H
[2,2]
4B (k) = HAA

4B,deg

[
m t1 t2 1
1 0 0 0

]
(k) + δ Γ13 ,

= sin k1Γ01 + sin k2Γ03 + δ Γ13

− [m− t1(cos k1 + cos k2)− t2 cos(k1 + k2)]Γ22 .
(52)

Setting (m, t1, t2, δ) = (1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/2), we plot the
band structure and the Wilson loop in Figure 3(b,d).

4. Balanced phase [χ] = [2,−2]

For the Euler phase [2,−2] we take q = c1[h] = 0 and
q′ = c1[h′] = 2, which, similarly to the previous case,
leads to the minimal model

H
[2,−2]
4B (k) = HBA

4B,deg

[
1 0 0 0
m′ t′1 1 t′2

]
(k) + δ Γ13 ,

= sin k1Γ31 + sin k2Γ11 + δ Γ13

+ [m′ − t′1(cos k1 + cos k2)− t′2 cos(k1 + k2)]Γ03 .
(53)

Setting (m′, t′1, t
′
2, δ) = (1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/2), again by the

symmetry of Eq. (47) we obtain the same band structure

obtained for H
[2,−2]
4B (k) in 3(b). The Wilson loop is also

the same as for the [2, 2]-phase shown in Figure 3(d).

5. Imbalanced phase [χ] = [2, 0]

For the Euler phase [2, 0], we take q = c1[h] = −1
and q′ = c1[h′] = 1, that is compatible with the minimal
model

H
[2,0]
4B (k) =

1

4
HAA

4B,deg

[
1 1 1 2
−1 −1 −1 2

]
(k) +

1

2
Γ11 ,

=

 ā
b̄
c̄

T

· Γ ·

 ā
b̄
−c̄

 ,

(54)

with

ā = sin k1 , b̄ = sin k2 ,

c̄ =
1

2
(1− cos k1 − cos k2 − cos(k1 + k2)) ,

(55)

where we have set (m, t1, t2, λ) = (−m′,−t′1,−t′2, λ′) =
(1/2, 1/2, 1/2, 1), and with Γ defined in Eq. (21b). We
show the band structure and the Wilson loop (blue for the
lower two-band subspace, and dashed red for the higher
two-band subspace) in Figure 4(a,b).

(a) (b)

-1 0 1
-π

0

π

k2

φ
n

(c) (d)

-1 0 1
-π

0

π

k2

φ
n

(e) (f)

-1 0 1
-π

0

π

k2

φ
n

FIG. 4. Band structure and Wilson loop of the imbalanced
gapped (orientable) Euler phases in four-level systems. The
Wilson loop of the lower (higher) two-band subspace is the
blue full line (red dashed line). (a,b) Imbalanced phase [χ] =

[2, 0] defined by the model H
[2,0]
4B Eq. (54). (c,d) Imbalanced

phase [χ] = [4, 0] defined by the model H
[4,0]
4B Eq. (56). (e,f)

Imbalanced phase [χ] = [3, 1] defined by the model H
[3,1]
4B

Eq. (58).

6. Imbalanced phase [χ] = [4, 0]

For the Euler phase [4, 0], we take q = c1[h] = 2 and
q′ = c1[h′] = −2, that is compatible with the minimal
model

H
[4,0]
4B (k) =

1

4
HAA

4B,deg

[
1 0 −3 2
1 0 3 2

]
(k) +

1

2
Γ13 ,

=

 ā
b̄
c̄

T

· Γ ·

 −ā−b̄
c̄′

 ,

(56)

with

ā = sin k1 , c̄ =
1

2
(1 + 3 cos(k1 + k2)) ,

b̄ = sin k2 , c̄
′ =

1

2
(1− 3 cos(k1 + k2)) ,

(57)

where we have taken (m, t1, t2, λ) = (m′, t′1,−t′2,−λ′) =
(1/2, 0,−3/2, 1). We show the band structure and the
Wilson loop in Figure 4(c,d).
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7. Imbalanced phase [χ] = [3, 1]

For the Euler phase [3, 1], we take q = c1[h] = 2 and
q′ = c1[h′] = −1, that is compatible with the minimal
model

H
[3,1]
4B (k) =

1

4
HAA

4B,deg

[
1 −1 −3 2
3 2 1 2

]
(k) +

1

2
Γ13 ,

=

 ā
b̄
c̄

T

· Γ ·

 ā
b̄
c̄′

 ,

(58)

with

ā = sin k1 , b̄ = sin k2 ,

c̄ =
1

2
(1 + 1 cos(k1 + k2) + 3 cos(k1 + k2)) ,

c̄′ =
1

2
(3− 2 cos(k1 + k2)− cos(k1 + k2)) ,

(59)

where we have taken (m, t1, t2, λ) = (1/2,−1/2,−3/2, 1)
and (m′, t′1, t

′
2, λ
′) = (3/2, 1, 1/2, 1). We show the band

structure and the Wilson loop in Figure 4(e,f).

8. Imbalanced phase [χ] = [3,−1]

For the Euler phase [3,−1], we take q = c1[h] = 1 and
q′ = c1[h′] = −2, that is compatible with the minimal
model

H
[3,−1]
4B (k) =

1

4
HAA

4B,deg

[−3 −2 −1 2
−1 1 3 2

]
(k) +

1

2
Γ13 ,

=

 ā
b̄
c̄

T

· Γ ·

 ā
b̄
c̄′

 ,

(60)

with

ā = sin k1 , b̄ = sin k2 ,

c̄ =
1

2
(−3 + 2(cos k1 + cos k2) + cos(k1 + k2)) ,

c̄′ = −1

2
(1 + cos k1 + cos k2 + 3 cos(k1 + k2)) ,

(61)

where we have taken (m, t1, t2, λ) = (−3/2,−1,−1/2, 1)
and (m′, t′1, t

′
2, λ
′) = (−1/2, 1/2, 3/2, 1). We obtain the

same band structure and the Wilson loop as for the phase
[3, 1].

IV. SYMMETRIES AND
SYMMETRY-BREAKING TERMS OF THE

FOUR-LEVEL SYSTEMS

The purpose of defining minimal models is to simplify
their realization in experiments. While our strategy to
systematically generate simple models is solely condi-

tioned by the targeted Euler topology, requiring the real-
ity condition (from a C2T or a PT symmetry that squares
to the identity), the simplicity of the four-band models it-
self make them symmetric under additional symmetries.
While the presence of extra symmetries does not affect
the Euler topology, these bring their own phenomenology
which should not be confused with the manifestations of
the Euler topology per se. We therefore identify all the
additional symmetries for each model and define the min-
imal terms that break them.

The ansatz of the three-band models Eq. (35a) is gen-
eral enough, by spanning all the real Gell-Mann matrices
[see the remark below Eq. (35b)], to break all symmetries
at the exception of the reality condition [75].

In our context, the symmetries of the system take the
form a constraint to be satisfied by the Bloch Hamil-
tonian. Symmetries can be of four types, depending
on whether it is unitary (i.e. no complex conjugation)
or anti-unitary (i.e. with complex conjugation), or if
it is a “symmetry” (i.e. commuting with the Hamilto-
nian) or an “anti-symmetry” (i.e. anti-commuting with
the Hamiltonian) [12], see the examples for each case
below. Since there are only twofold (and symmorphic)
crystalline symmetries in our models, all the topological
classes protected by these symmetries, when combined
with the time reversal, chiral, and particle-hole symme-
tries, have been classified in Ref. [12].

The symmetries of any (hermitian) four-band mod-
els, built from the Dirac matrices Γij = σi ⊗ σj
(i, j = 0, 1, 2, 3), are easily determined from the anti-
commutation of the Pauli matrices. Indeed, we have that
Γij commutes with

Γij ,Γi0,Γ0j , and (Γkl)k 6=i,l 6=j , (62)

and anti-commutes with

(Γk0)k 6=i , (Γ0l)l 6=j , (Γkj)k 6=i , (Γil)l 6=j , (63)

where take σ0 = 12. Taking the generic four-band model
H4B(k) = g(k) · Γ in Eq. (44), the symmetries and
anti-symmetries are then readily obtained from whether
gij(k) is purely real or imaginary, and whether it is even
or odd under the independent flip of the momentum co-
ordinates, i.e. k1 → −k1 and k2 → −k2. In the following
we assume that the momentum coordinates match with
the coordinates of an orthorhombic Bravais lattice (i.e. a
rectangular lattice) and take k = (k1, k2) = (kx, ky).

We list in Table I, for each minimal four-band model,
all the symmetries and anti-symmetries with their repre-
sentation in the orbital basis of the Bloch Hamiltonian,
where T is the spinless time-reversal (T 2 = 14), and S is
the operator of chiral symmetry (S2 = 14). An example
of unitary symmetry is C2z (π rotation around ẑ) acting
on the Bloch orbital basis as

C2z |φ,k〉 = |φ, C2zk〉 · UC2z
, (64)

with C2z(kx, ky) = (−kx,−ky) and φ = (φ1, φ2, φ3, φ4),
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g(T ) [1, 1] [1,−1] [2, 2] [2,−2] [2, 0] [4, 0] [3, 1] [3,−1]

C2zT 14K 14K 14K 14K 14K 14K 14K 14K
C2z i Γ22 i Γ03 i Γ22 i Γ03 i Γ22 i Γ22 i Γ22 i Γ22

T −i Γ22K −i Γ03K −i Γ22K −i Γ03K −i Γ22K −i Γ22K −i Γ22K −i Γ22K
my Γ31 Γ31 − − − − − −
mx Γ13 Γ10 − − − − − −
myT −i Γ13K −i Γ10K − − − − − −
mxT −i Γ31K −i Γ13K − − − − − −
Sg(T ) S = Γ12 S = Γ02 S = Γ12 S = Γ02

SC2zT Γ12K Γ02K Γ12K Γ02K − − − −
SC2z −Γ30 −Γ01 −Γ30 −Γ01 − − − −
ST Γ30K Γ01K Γ30K Γ01K − − − −
Smy −Γ23 −i Γ33 − − − − − −
Smx i Γ01 Γ12 − − − − − −
SmyT Γ01K −i Γ12K − − − − − −
SmxT i Γ23K Γ11K − − − − − −

TABLE I. Extra symmetries (S)g(T ) with their representation in the Bloch orbital basis, U(S)g(T )(K), for the minimal four-

band models H
[χ]
4B of Section III, listed for each Euler phase [χ] = [χI , χII ]. The symmetries are composed of the crystalline

symmetries g ∈ {E,C2z,my,mx} (E is the identity), the spinless time reversal T (T 2 = +1), with K the complex conjugation,
and the chiral symmetry S (S2 = +1). We have imposed USg(T ) = SUg(T ). The mirror symmetries hold when we take
(x1, x2) = (x, y) and (k1, k2) = (kx, ky).

leading to the constraint of the Bloch Hamiltonian

UC2z ·H
[χ]
4B (−k) · U†C2z

= H
[χ]
4B (k) . (65)

where the unitary representation UC2z
is listed in Table

I for each Euler phase [χ]. An example of anti-unitary
symmetry is time reversal T , acting on the Bloch orbital
basis as

T |φ,k〉 = |φ,−k〉 · UTK , (66)

and leading to the constraint

UT ·H∗(−k) · U†T = H(k) , (67)

where K is complex conjugation. An example of unitary
anti-symmetry is Smy, with S the chiral symmetry and
the mirror symmetry my(kx, ky) = (kx,−ky), acting as

Smy |φ,k〉 = |φ,myk〉 · USmy , (68)

and leading to the constraint

USmy ·H(myk) · U†Smy = −H(k) . (69)

Note that we have imposed for all unitary anti-
symmetries USg = SUg. Then, an example of anti-

unitary anti-symmetry is SC2zT , acting as

SmyT |φ,k〉 = |φ,−myk〉 · USmyTK , (70)

and leading to the constraint

USmyT ·H∗(−myk) · U†SmyT = −H(k) . (71)

Note that we have again imposed for all anti-unitary anti-
symmetries that USgT = SUgT .

It is now straightforward to break any symmetry g(T ),
or anti-symmetry Sg(T ) with g ∈ {E,C2z,my,mx}, by
adding a term that does not commute, or anti-commute,
with the representation of g(T ), or Sg(T ), in the sense
of Eq. (65) and Eq. (67), or of Eq. (69) and Eq. (71), re-
spectively.

For instance, the model H
[1,1]
4B (k) in Eq. (50) has the

mirror symmetry my (taking (k1, k2) = (kx, ky)), repre-
sented by Γ31. The only Dirac matrix in Eq. (50) that
does not commute with Γ31 is Γ03, which comes with the
factor sin ky that is odd under myky → −ky. The other
terms of Eq. (50) all have a Dirac matrix that commutes
with Γ31 (i.e. these are {Γ01,Γ13,Γ22}) and each with a
factor that is even under the reversal of k2 = ky. Then,
the breaking of my is achieved by adding any one of the



14

following terms

g̃e(k) {Γ02,Γ03,Γ10,Γ11,Γ20,Γ21,Γ32,Γ33} , (72)

where g̃e(k) is even under ky → −ky, or

g̃o(k) {Γ00,Γ01,Γ12,Γ13,Γ22,Γ23,Γ30,Γ31} , (73)

where g̃o(k) is odd under ky → −ky. This analysis for
the symmetry my can be straightforwardly extended to
all other symmetries. We note that any term with a
complex Dirac matrix breaks C2zT symmetry, which we
discuss in more detail in Section VII.

While the additional symmetries do not play a special
role for the intrinsic manifestations of the Euler class
topology, e.g. see the next Section where we systemati-
cally generate linked nodal rings in 3D from 2D Euler
phases, they must be considered in Section VII where we
address the conversion of the Euler phases into Chern
phases (e.g. a remaining mirror symmetry enforces zero
Chern numbers).

We conclude this section by noting that the spin-
full basal mirror symmetry and spinfull PT symmetri
([PT ]2 = +1), discussed in Section II E and in Appendix
B, are broken in all the models of Section III since the
two-band subspaces are not degenerate.

V. FROM 2D EULER PHASES TO
PT -PROTECTED ADJACENT LINKED NODAL

RINGS IN 3D

In this section we address the intricate interplay of non-
Abelian multi-gap topology and Euler class. In particu-
lar, we find that these notions directly tie to linked nodal
structures protected by PT -symmetry (i.e. inversion and
time reversal) in three-dimension, providing for a rather
rich topological underpinning. This section focuses on
the conceptual aspects of the linked nodal structures ob-
tained from pairs of inequivalent 2D Euler phases, that is,
the explicit tight-binding models and their linked nodal
structures obtained numerically are discussed in the next
section. In particular, we address the relation between
the non-Abelian frame charges [41, 42] and the refined
patch Euler class characterization [44, 55, 65]. We then
introduce the homotopy invariant of the linked nodal
structure that is invariant under all changes of gauge and
all Euler class reversal maps. We finally introduce link-
ing numbers defined as the Euler class-valued monopole
charges of linked nodal rings, and show their relation
with the homotopy invariant. We note that this sec-
tion has overlap with the earlier works Ref. [49], which
introduced the Euler class for nodal rings while focus-
ing on its Z2 reduction (to the second Stiefel-Whitney
class) for occupied subspaces with more than two bands,
and with Ref. [41, 42], which introduced the non-Abelian
frame charges for nodal rings. This section goes beyond
these works by (i) fully exploiting the Z Euler class clas-
sification of two-band subspaces separated by two energy

gaps (from above and from below), which leads to many
topological configurations that have not been considered
before, (ii) by providing a systematic method for the
building of arbitrary linked nodal structures obtained as
a transition between two inequivalent Euler phases, and
(iii) by clarifying the effect of the adiabatic Euler class
reversal maps in terms of the relation between the homo-
topy invariant of a linked nodal structure and its linking
numbers assuming a fixed gauge choice.

A. General 3D ansatz

We begin by noting that our construction of minimal
two-dimensional Euler models allows us to then system-

atically deform one topological Euler phase (H [χ0]) into

any other neighboring topological Euler phase (H [χ1]).
Assuming that such topological deformations are con-
trolled by a single parameter, say λPT ∈ [0, 1], that does
not break the reality condition, we can generically model
the transition from one phase to another through a linear
combination of Hamiltonians, i.e.

H∆[χ](k, λPT ) = cos

(
λPTπ

2

)
H [χ0](k)+

sin

(
λPTπ

2

)
H [χ1](k) . (74)

In the above we noted the “difference” of equivalence
classes

∆[χ] = [χ1]− [χ0] , (75)

which we define more precisely and evaluate below, with
the Euler classes χ0,1 = χ(λPT = 1, 0). The nodal points
of the initial 2D phases extend to nodal lines, or braids, in
the enlarged parameter space (k, λPT ) ∈ T2×[0, 1]. As an
alternative approach, which is the one we take below, one
may also embed a pair of 2D Euler Bloch Hamiltonians
into one real 3D Bloch Hamiltonian through

H
∆[χ]
PT (k‖, kz) =

1 + cos kz
2

H [χ0](k‖)+

1− cos kz
2

H [χπ ](k‖), (76)

with ∆[χ] = [χπ] − [χ0] and χ0,π = χ(kz = 0, π), such
that the section of the 3D model at kz = 0 is given by

H [χ0](k‖), and the section at kz = π is H [χπ ](k‖), where
kz is the momentum perpendicular to the k‖ = (k1, k2)-
plane. Evidently, kz then acts as the deformation pa-
rameter between the two Euler phases. By retaining the
reality condition, the resulting 3D Hamiltonian preserves
an effective spinless PT symmetry, i.e. with [PT ]2 = +1,
which supports stable band crossings in the form of nodal
lines [4, 76–78]. We find that all such deformations pro-
duce nodal braids from adjacent energy gaps to be linked
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together. While these nodal braids are characterized by
complementary non-Abelian charges [41–44], we show in
the subsequent that the knowledge of the initial (kz = 0)
and final (kz = π) Euler classes of the deformation pro-
vides a greatly refined characterization of linked nodal
rings.

The rationale for the presence of linked nodal lines di-
rectly relates to the multi-gap nature of the Euler class.
Indeed, a change in the Euler class necessitates the cre-
ation or the removal of pairs of stable nodal points of
a two-band subspace, which can only happen via their
braiding around nodes present in one of the two adjacent
gaps, i.e. the gaps above and below in energy, while the
reality condition (protected by C2T or PT ) is maintained
[41–44]. Considering the total trajectory of the nodes
through a braiding, or through the path, we obtain nodal
braids that form linked nodal rings. Although nontriv-
ial linked nodal rings and their non-Abelian charges have
been detailed conceptually [42], no explicit models have
so far been formulated in the general context of Euler
topology. Furthermore, the present characterization of
linked nodal rings in terms of the Z Euler class for two-
band subspaces [33, 68] (see below) constitutes a sub-
stantial refinement compared to the finite non-Abelian
group of loop charges of the frame of eigenvectors [42],
i.e. computed over base loops encircling the nodal rings
(which provides an effective Z4 counting in each gap, see
details below), and of the Z2 monopole charge [49, 77]
when more than two bands must be considered (corre-
sponding to the reduction of the Euler class to the Z2

second Stiefel-Whitney class). This work thus fills these
gaps by providing concrete minimal tight-binding mod-
els that can be readily used as a guide for the design
of acoustic metamaterials [63, 65], photonic crystals [64],
electronic circuits [67], and optical traps for cold atoms
[51, 52].

B. Non-Abelian frame charge of nodal braids

We here discuss in more detail the braiding of nodes
taking place at the transition between inequivalent Eu-
ler phases. For this we introduce the non-Abelian
frame charge of nodal braids that complements the Euler
classes.

To this end, let us first consider the special case of
changing Euler class in the I-th two-band subspace from
some finite value at kz = 0 to zero at kz = π, while the
Euler class of the II-th block of bands remains unchanged
at zero, i.e. we have |χ0

I | 6= |χπI | = 0 and χπII = χ0
II = 0.

That is, a transition from the homotopy class [χ0
I , 0] =

[χ0
I ] to [0, 0] = [0]. Then, by varying kz from 0 to π, the

number of stable nodal points must change from 2|χ0
I | to

zero, implying that a number |χ0
I | of nodes of the I-th

two-band subspace must be braided with some adjacent
nodes located in the energy gap between the I-th and the
II-th blocks. We explicitly illustrate this result with the
example below.

In the following, we refer to nodes formed by the cross-
ing of the energy levels EI,1 and EI,2 as I-th nodes, and
denote the adjacent nodes in the gap between the I-th
and II-th blocks (i.e. formed by the crossing of the en-
ergy levels EI,2 and EII,1) as (I, II)-nodes. Since by
construction the (I, II)-energy gap is open (i.e. EII,1 −
EI,1 > 0) at the initial (kz = 0) and at the final (kz = π)
phases, the complete trajectory of the intermediary ad-
jacent nodes must form closed rings, which we refer to
as L(I,II),i = {k|EI,2(k) = EII,1(k)}i where i = 1, 2, . . .
lists all the connected components (in the example below
we take a single adjacent nodal ring). We then denote
the I-th braids by LI,i = {k|EI,1(k) = EI,2(k)}i, where
i = 1, 2, . . . again lists the distinct connected compo-
nents.

We illustrate the intuitive picture for [χ0
I ] = [2] and

[χπI ] = [0] in Figure 5. Taking a plane at a fixed kz-value
in the Figure, every nodal braid is crossed at a point, to
which we attribute one (loop) non-Abelian frame charge.
We do this for every gap that hosts a nodal line. For in-
stance, in the three-band case, the non-Abelian frame
charges are given by the elements of the quaternion
group, i.e. ±i for the I-th nodes and ±j for the adjacent
(I, II)-nodes [41, 42, 44]. We represent the sign of the
non-Abelian nodal charges with open and full symbols,
i.e. open or full circles for the I-nodes [green in Fig. 5],
and open and full triangles for the adjacent (I, II)-nodes
[red in Fig. 5]. While these signs are gauge dependent,
we assume that a reference point has been chosen with
a fixed choice of gauge phases of the (real) eigenvectors.
The presence of nodal points constitutes an obstruction
to assign a smooth choice of gauge over the whole 2D
cut. Indeed, each single node hosts a π-Berry phase dis-
inclination of the pair of eigenstates forming the node.
This obstruction to define a globally smooth gauge sign
can be conveniently represented through a Dirac string
[43] connecting every pair of nodes, i.e. the two eigenvec-
tors forming the nodes undergo sign-flip across the Dirac
string. See [55, 65] for a systematic method for the con-
sistent global attribution of non-Abelian frame charges
in 2D systems.

Since we can repeat the above analysis for any fixed
kz value, we can thus attribute a sign-dependent non-
Abelian frame charge to each nodal braid. Following [42],
we represent these charges by an oriented arrow on each
braid, see Figure 5, and use different symbols to repre-
sent nodal braids from different gaps, i.e. green full lines
for the I-th nodal braids, {LI,i}i=1,...,4, and red dashed
lines for the adjacent nodal braid, L(I,II). Finally, we
note that each Dirac sting of a kz-plane cut extends for
varying kz-values into a Dirac sheet connecting pair of
nodal braids, which we have represented in light colors
(greenish, yellowish and reddish) in Figure 5. Very im-
portantly, whenever one nodal braid, say LI,3, runs below
an adjacent nodal braid (L(I,II)) it must cross the ad-
jacent Dirac sheet (reddish) and its non-Abelian frame
charge (green arrow) must be flipped [42, 43].

We finish this part with a few comments on the strict
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FIG. 5. Linking nodal structure protected by PT symme-
try for a transition of Euler phases from [χ0

I , χ
0
II ] = [2, 0] at

kz = 0 to [χπI , χ
π
II ] = [0, 0] at kz = π. The green circles and

braids correspond to the trajectories of the I-th nodal points
(see text), with their signed non-Abelian frame charges (see
text) represented by the open and full circles at the kz = 0, π-
planes, and by arrows along the braids. The conversion of
Euler class is mediated by the presence of a linked nodal
ring L(I,II) (red dashed ring) formed by the trajectory of the
adjacent (I, II)-nodes, with their signed non-Abelian frame
charges represented by open and full triangles at kz = 0, π,
and by arrows along the braid. The non-Abelian frame charge
of a braid is flipped whenever it runs below one adjacent braid
[42, 55, 65], in which case it must cross one adjacent Dirac
sheet (see text), here represented by the greenish, yellowish,
and reddish surfaces between pairs of braids. The linking
numbers of the adjacent nodal ring (red dashed) linked with
the I-th nodal braids is defined by its I-th monopole Euler
class, i.e. LnI [L(I,II)] = χI [S] = ∆χI = +2 (see text), with S
the wrapping envelope (gray).

relation between the Euler class and the non-Abelian
frame charges. Strictly speaking, the set of non-Abelian
frame charges available to characterize the nodes in each
gap is Z4 = {1, q(n,n+1),−q(n,n+1),−1}, where 1 is the
trivial frame charge, ±q(n,n+1) are the charge for an odd
number of nodes in the gap between the bands n and
n+ 1, and q2

(n,n+1) = −1 is the frame charge for an even

number modulo 4 of nodes with the same charge. The
Euler class of two-band subspace (a two-dimensional in-
variant) thus provides a generalization of the counting
of stable nodes from Z4 to an arbitrary number in Z.
While we have assumed that there is no adjacent nodes
at kz = 0 and kz = π (where we have the gapped Euler
phases), we can readily generalize the Z-counting even in
the presence of adjacent nodes. This is done using the
patch Euler class [43, 44, 55, 65]

χ[D] =
1

2π

(∫
D

Eu−
∮
∂D

a

)
∈ Z , (77)

where D is a disk, in the (k1, k2)-plane at a fixed kz, cov-

ering one nodal point, and ∂D is the oriented boundary
of D. Assuming that each patch Euler class is evaluated
with respect to the same global choice of gauge at a fixed
reference base point, the patch Euler classes of all the
nodal points of a two-band subspace can be added to-
gether, leading to the counting of arbitrary many stable
nodal braids within each gap. We note that, similarly,
to the non-Abelian charge, the patch Euler class of one
nodal braid changes sign whenever the braid passes be-
low one adjacent nodal braid, namely when it crosses one
adjacent Dirac sheet [43, 55, 65].

C. Homotopy invariant of the linked nodal
structures

The assignment of signed non-Abelian frame charges to
all the nodal braids relies on a choice of gauge at a refer-
ence base point. Yet, the Euler class reversal maps of the
Euler phases at kz = 0 and kz = π, inducing the equiv-
alence (χkzI , χ

kz
II ) ∼ (−χkzI ,−χ

kz
II ), would flip the signs

of the charges at kz = 0 and kz = π, independently.
These maps are adiabatic, in the sense that they don’t
require the closing of the (I, II)-gaps of the initial and
final Euler phases. As a consequence, the nodal struc-
tures must eventually be classified up-to-homotopy by
an equivalence class that does not depend on a specific
choice of gauge. Through the detail discussion of two
simple examples in the next section, we motivate that
the homotopy invariant of Euler-generated linked nodal
structures can be defined by

∆[χ] = [χπI , χ
π
II ]− [χ0

I , χ
0
II ]

=
{

[χπI − χ0
I , χ

π
II − χ0

II ] ∼ [χπI + χ0
I , χ

π
II + χ0

II ]
}
,

(78)
i.e. the difference of equivalence classes is now explic-
itly valued as an equivalence class of equivalence classes.
While we used the “sign-forgetful” function by consider-
ing the gauge invariant homotopy classes, i.e.

G−1 : (χkzI , χ
kz
II ) 7→ [χkzI , χ

kz
II ] , (79)

it will be convenient to also have a “gauge-fixing” map

G : [χkzI , χ
kz
II ]→ (χkzI , χ

kz
II ), (80)

that represents the assignment of signed frame charges
with respect to a chosen gauge at a fixed base point,

e.g. in the example of Figure 5 we have takenG([χkz,1I ]) =
G([2]) = −2. We remark that contrary to the function
G−1 which is surjective, the gauge-fixing map is multi-
valued, corresponding to all the possible choices of global
gauges and locations of the Dirac sheets.

In particular, the gauge fixing of a 3D PT -symmetric
phase built from the transition between two Euler phases
provides signed differences of Euler classes, i.e.

G(∆[χ]) = G([χπ])−G([χ0]) = (∆χI ,∆χII) , (81)
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which we will use below to introduce the signed linking
numbers of the adjacent nodal rings.

D. Euler-class valued linking numbers, or the
monopole charges of nodal rings

In this section we motivate that the linked nodal ring
mediating a transition of Euler phases can be generally
characterized by two linking numbers which we obtain
by gauge fixing through

G(∆[χ]) = G([χπ])−G([χ0]) ,

= (∆χI ,∆χII) ,

= (χI [S], χII [S]) ,

=
(
LnI [L(I,II)], LnII [L(I,II)]

)
,

= Ln[L(I,II)] ,

(82)

where χI,II [S] are the Euler class-valued monopole
charges of the adjacent nodal ring L(I,II) wrapped by the
surface S. We motive this definition with two examples
below.

1. Single Euler class transition

Returning to the example of Figure 5, i.e. a single
Euler class transition with [χ0

I ] = [2], [χπI ] = [0] and
[χ0
II ] = [χπII ] = [0], the signed difference of Euler class

is G(∆[χI ]) = G([0] − [2]) = 0 − (−2) = +2, given the
gauge choice of Figure 5. We have noted above that
the cancellation of Euler class at kz = π requires that
a number |G(∆[χI ])| = 2 of I-th nodes be braided with
an adjacent node. As a consequence, the adjacent nodal
ring L(I,II) mediating the change of Euler class of the
I-th subspace must be linked with two I-th nodal braids,
those are {LI,i}i=3,4 in Figure 5.

This motivates the definition of the linking number [49]
of the adjacent nodal ring with the I-th nodal braids by
the I-th monopole Euler classes, i.e.

LnI [L(I,II)] = χI [S]

= G(∆[χI ]) = +2 ,
(83)

where S is an oriented envelope wrapping L(I,II), see
Fig. 5 in gray. We note that the monopole Euler class
χI [S] is readily given by half the number of oriented I-th
braids crossing the surface S, for a fixed choice of gauge.
From Fig. 5, we readily get χI [S] = (1+1+1+1)/2 = 2,
i.e. we count +1 for each I-th nodal braid oriented out-
wards the surface S. The linking number corresponds to
the number of stable linking among the nodal braids, that
is, not counting possible accidental linking that can be
removed adiabatically (i.e. while preserving the (I, II)-
gap of the initial and final Euler phases).

Combining the above result with the fact that there
is no linking with the II-th nodal braids, we conclude

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. The same linked nodal structure as in Fig. 5 (where
it has the linking numbers Ln[L(I,II)] = (+2, 0)) upon the
adiabatic reversal of the Euler class at kz = 0. (a) The Euler
class reversal at kz = 0 has the effect of introducing one extra
adjacent nodal ring (dashed line red) encircling all I-th nodal
braids (full line green). (b) The resulting linked nodal struc-
ture after combining the two adjacent nodal rings, giving the
linking numbers Ln[L(I,II)] = (−2, 0).

that the nodal structure is characterized by the linking
numbers

Ln[L(I,II)] = (χI [S], χII [S]) ,

= G([χπ])−G([χ0]) ,

= (0, 0)− (−2, 0) = (+2, 0) .

(84)

Let us now address the effect of the (adiabatic) Euler
class reversal map on the linking numbers. On one hand,
we note that the chosen gauge can be flipped globally, in
which case the linking numbers become (−2, 0). On the
other hand, we can act with the Euler class reversal map
on the Euler phases at kz = 0 and at kz = π, indepen-
dently. We show in Figure 6 the effect of reversing the
Euler classes at kz = 0. First, an extra adjacent nodal
ring (dashed red) is introduced, which encircles all the
nodal braids [Fig. 6(a)]. After recombining the two adja-
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 7. Nodal braids and linked adjacent nodal ring obtained for the topological transition between the Euler phases
[χ0
I , χ

0
II ] = [1, 1] at kz = 0 and [χπI , χ

π
II ] = [1,−1] at kz = π. By fixing the gauge globally, we allocate consistent non-Abelian

frame charges to every nodal braid, here representing the charges through open/full circles at kz = 0, π and through arrows [42]
at intermediary kz (see text). We write the gauge fixing as G([χ0]) = (−1,−1) and G([χπ]) = (+1,−1), with G the “gauge-
fixing” map. From (a) to (c), we show the effect of the adiabatic reversal of Euler class at kz = 0 on the linking numbers that are
computed in terms of Euler monopole charges. First, in (a) the adjacent nodal ring encircles the I-th nodal braids (green). Then,
the Euler class reversal at kz = 0 induces the creation of an extra adjacent nodal ring in (b), which, after combining with the
preexistent adjacent nodal ring, gives rise to an adjacent nodal ring that now encircles the II-th nodal braids. We find different
linking numbers in (a), Ln(L(I,II)) = (χI [S], χII [S]) = (+2, 0), and in (c), Ln(L(I,II)) = (χI [S

′], χII [S
′]) = (0,−2), where S,

and S′ are the surfaces wrapping the adjacent nodal ring in (a), and in (c), respectively. From the homotopy equivalence of (a)
and (c), the linked nodal structure is hence characterized by the unique homotopy invariant ∆[χ] = [1, 1]−[1,−1] = {[2, 0], [0, 2]}
(see text).

cent nodal rings [Fig. 6(b)], we get the linking numbers
Ln[L(I,II)] = χI [S

′] = (−2, 0).

While the effects of the Euler class reversal and that
of a global change of gauge appear to be the same,
with all the homotopy equivalent phases captured by
[ Ln[L(I,II)] ], we show below with an other example that
the Euler reversals allows more possibilities leading to a
larger homotopy equivalence class given by Eq. (78).

2. Double Euler class transition

We now generalize the above results to the cases when
the Euler classes of both subspaces (the I-th and II-
th) change. For this, we must again address all the
consequences of the homotopy equivalence (χI , χII) ∼
(−χI ,−χII) on the linking numbers (i.e. the Euler class-
valued monopole charges) of the adjacent nodal ring.
To this end, we consider the example of the transition
from an Euler phase [χ0

I , χ
0
II ] = [1, 1] to [χπI , χ

π
II ] =

[1,−1], shown schematically in Figure 7(a) with the
choice of gauge in which G(χ0) = (−1,−1) and G(χπ) =
(+1,−1).

Taking into account that the initial and final Euler
phases are only defined up-to-homotopy by an equiva-
lence class, we deduce that the linking nodal structure is
in principle characterized by all the combinatorial differ-

ences of Euler classes (χ0
I , χ

0
II)− (χπI , χ

π
II), i.e.

(+1,−1)− (−1,−1) = (+2, 0) ,

(+1,−1)− (+1,+1) = (0,−2) ,

(−1,+1)− (−1,−1) = (0,+2) ,

(−1,+1)− (+1,+1) = (−2, 0) .

Combining the pairs (±2, 0) and (0,±2) into equivalence
classes, i.e. [2, 0] and [0, 2], we are left with showing the
homotopy equivalence [2, 0] ∼ [0, 2], which is the mean-
ing of the definition of the difference of two equivalence
classes [1, 1] − [1,−1] as a pair of equivalence classes,
i.e. ∆[χ] = [1, 1]− [1,−1] = {[2, 0], [0, 2]}.

Using Figure 7, we find that the above algebraic ex-
pression gives the right homotopy invariant of the linked
nodal structures obtained from the transition of Euler
phases. Starting from panel (a) obtained for a fixed
global choice of gauge, we see that there is a change of
(signed) Euler class of the I-th subspace from χ0

I = 1
to χ0

I = −1, which is mediated by the presence of an
adjacent (I, II)-nodal ring, L(I,II) (red), linked to the I-
th nodal braids (green). Wrapping L(I,II) with the grey
sphere in Fig. 7(a), we obtain the linking numbers of the
adjacent nodal ring in terms of signed Euler monopole
charges

Ln[L(I,II)] = (χI [S], χII [S]) = G (∆[χ]) = (+2, 0) ,
(85)

where the map G emphasizes that this holds upon the
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fixing of the gauge with respect to a unique base point.

We now proceed with the homotopy equivalence be-
tween the a priori different linking nodal structures corre-
sponding to the linking numbers (±2, 0) and (0,±2). We
start with Fig. 7(a), where one adjacent nodal ring en-
circles the two I-th nodal braids (green), which mediates
the charge conversion of the latter from the plane kz = 0
to kz = π. Fig. 7(b,c) shows the effect of the adiabatic
reversal of Euler class of the phase on the kz = 0-plane
(similarly to Fig. 6). The Euler class-reversal induces the
creation of a new adjacent nodal ring that encircles all
the nodal braids, both from the I-th and II-th gaps, in
Fig. 7(b) (note the reversed non-Abelian frame charges
of the nodal braids at kz = 0). After combining the two
adjacent nodal rings, we get Fig. 7(c), where the result-
ing adjacent nodal ring now encircles the two II-th nodal
braids (blue). We say that the deformation is adiabatic
because we do not need to close the (I, II)-band gaps
at the kz = 0, π-planes, which is the rule of the game
here. After the adiabatic deformation, we define the new
oriented wrapping surface S′ in Fig. 7(c), with respect
to which we obtain the linking numbers in terms of the
signed Euler monopole charges, i.e.

Ln[L(I,II)] = (χI [S
′], χII [S

′]) = (0,−2) , (86)

where we assumed the same global choice of gauge as
Fig. 7(a).

Since the two configurations Fig. 7(a) and Fig. 7(c)
are homotopy equivalent, the nodal structure resulting
from the Euler phase transition [1, 1] ↔ [1,−1] is al-
lowed to realize all the linking numbers Ln[L(I,II)] ∈
{(2, 0), (−2, 0), (0, 2), (0,−2)}, where the transition from
one pair of linking numbers (given a fixed choice of gauge)
to another is obtained through the adiabatic reversal of
Euler classes at kz = 0, π. We thus conclude that the
linked nodal structure is characterized by the single ho-
motopy invariant

∆[χ] = [1, 1]− [1,−1] = {[2, 0], [0, 2]} . (87)

VI. LINKED NODAL STRUCTURES IN 3D

In this section, we specify the 3D models hosting nodal
line structures for every pair of 2D Euler models pre-
sented in Section III. We show that the transition from
one Euler phase to an other, which is homotopically in-
equivalent, must be mediated by an adjacent nodal ring,
that is linked with the nodal braids of the I-th or II-
th subspaces. We show the nodal structures obtained
numerically and we characterize them with the concepts
introduced in Section V.

Within this section, we use the general ansatz Eq. (76)

for H
∆[χ]
PT (k‖, kz), and hence we refer to the two 2D build-

ing blocks H [χ0](k‖) and H [χπ ](k‖) chosen among the
models of Section III, where we take (k1, k2) = k‖.

A. Three-band PT -models and their linked nodal
structure

1. ∆[χI ] = [0]− [2]

We take

H [χ0
I ](k) = H

[2]
3B(k) , H [χπI ](k) = H

[0]
3B(k) , (88)

with (m, t1, t2, λ, δ) = (1, 1, 0, 1, 1/4) in Eq. (40) for the
phase χI = [2], and for the trivial phase, we take

H
[0]
3B(k) = HA

3B,deg[5, 0, 0, 1](k)− 1

4
diag(0, 1,−1) , (89)

i.e. that is Eq. (35a) with (m, t1, t2, λ) = (5, 0, 0, 1), and
an additional mass term. We show the linked nodal struc-
ture generated by the 3D model in Fig. 8(a). The blue
lines correspond to the I-th nodal braids, and the red
line is the adjacent (I, II)-nodal ring, L(I,II). The cyan

plane at kz = 0 locates the Euler phase [χ0
I ] = [2] with

four stable nodal points,i.e. at the intersections of the
blue nodal braids, and the yellow plane at kz = π locates
the trivial phase with no node. The adjacent nodal ring
is characterized by a linking number |LnI [L(I,II)]| = 2.
We note that L(I,II) is also winding through the k2-axis
of the Brillouin zone.

2. ∆[χI ] = [2]− [4]

We take

H [χ0
I ](k) = H

[4]
3B(k) , H [χπI ](k) = H

[2]
3B(k) , (90)

where H
[2]
3B(k) is the same as above. For the phase

[4], we take Eq. (43) with hB and (m, t1, t2, λ) =
(1/2, 0, 5/2, 1/4), i.e.

H
[4]
3B(k) = HB

3B,deg[1/2, 0, 5/2, 1](k)− 1

4
diag(1, 0,−1) .

(91)
We show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 8(b) [note the
shift of the axes, when comparing the kz = π plane in (b)
with the kz = 0 plane in (a)], which is now characterized
by eight stable nodal points (blue) on the kz = 0 plane,
and an adjacent nodal ring (red) with a linking number
|LnI(L(I,II))| = 2.

3. ∆[χI ] = [0]− [4]

We take the same model H
[0]
3B(k) for the trivial phase,

and for the [4] phase we take,

H
[4]
3B(k) = HB

3B,deg[1/2, 0,−3/2, 1](k)− 1

4
Λ3 . (92)
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(a) ∆[χI ] = [0]− [2] (b) ∆[χI ] = [2]− [4] (c) ∆[χI ] = [0]− [4]

FIG. 8. PT -symmetry protected linked nodal structures in 3D generated by a pair of 2D Euler phases, located at kz = 0
(cyan plane) and |kz| = π (yellow plane), in the three-band case. The nodal braids belonging to the I-th two-band subspace
are colored in blue, and the adjacent nodal rings, belonging to the (I, II)-gap are in red. The linking of an adjacent nodal
rings L(I,II) with the I-th nodal braids are required to mediate the transition between any two inequivalent Euler phases, with
an Euler class-valued monopole charge corresponding its linking number with respect to the I-th subspaces LnI ∈ 2Z (in the
three-band and orientable case, only even Euler class can be formed). Note that the signed linking number requires the global
fixing of the gauge (see Section V). (a) Linked nodal structure for the Euler phases [χ0

I ] = [2] and [χπI ] = [0]. The linking
number of the adjacent nodal ring is |L\| = 2, matching with the monopole Euler class computed over a wrapping cylinder
(since L(I,II) is winding through one non-contractible loop of the Brillouin zone). (b) Linked nodal structure for the Euler

phases [χ0
I ] = [4] and [χπI ] = [2], inducing an adjacent nodal ring with the linking number |LnI | = 2. (c) Linked nodal ring with

a linking number |LnI | = 4, induced by the Euler phases [χ0
I ] = [4] and [χπI ] = [0].

We show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 8(c), that
again exhibits eight stable nodal points at kz = 0, but
now with two adjacent nodal rings leading to a doubled
linking number |LnI(L(I,II))| = 4.

B. Four-band PT -models and their linked nodal
structure

C. ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [1, 1]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[1,1]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[0,0]
4B (k) , (93)

with H
[1,1]
4B (k) given by Eq. (50) with (m, t1, δ) =

(1, 3/2, 1/2), and for the trivial phase, we take Eq. (46a)
with (m, t1, t2) = (1, 0, 0, 1/2) and (m′, t′1, t

′
2) =

(1, 0, 0, 1/2), i.e.

H
[0,0]
4B (k) = HAA

4B,deg [ 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 ] (k) +

1

2
Γ13 . (94)

We show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 9(a), where
the I-th nodal braid is down in green, the II-th nodal
braid is blue (here visible by transparency below the
green line), and the adjacent linked nodal ring in red.
There is a pair of stable nodes at kz = 0 in both the
I-th and II-th subspaces. Each pair is connected via a
braid that is lined with the red nodal ring. The linking
numbers of the later are Ln = (1, 1).

D. ∆[χ] = [1,−1]− [1, 1]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[1,1]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[1,−1]
4B (k) , (95)

with H
[1,1]
4B (k) the same as above, and for the [1,−1]

phase, we take Eq. (51) with (m′, t′1, δ) = (1, 0, 1/2). We
show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 9(b). The adja-
cent nodal ring is now linked with the I-th nodal braids
only, given the linking numbers Ln = (2, 0).

E. ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [2, 2]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[2,2]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[0,0]
4B (k) , (96)

with H
[2,2]
4B (k) given by Eq. (52) with (m, t1, t2, δ) =

(1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/2), and H
[0,0]
4B (k) the same as above. We

show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 9(c), where two
adjacent nodal rings are each linked with both one I-th
and one II-th nodal braid, leading to the linking numbers
Ln = (2, 2).
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(a) ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [1, 1] (b) ∆[χ] = [1,−1]− [1, 1]

(c) ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [2, 2] (d) ∆[χ] = [2,−2]− [2, 2]

FIG. 9. PT -symmetry protected linked nodal structures in 3D generated by a pair of 2D Euler phases, located at kz = 0 (cyan
plane) and kz = π (yellow plane), in the balanced four-band case. The I-th (II-th) nodal braids are drawn in green (blue),
and the adjacent nodal rings L(I,II) (i.e. within the (I, II)-gap) are in red. Similarly to Fig. (8), the transition between two
inequivalent Euler phases enforces the linking of the adjacent nodal rings with the I-th and II-th nodal braids, leading to the
linking numbers Ln = (LnI , LnII) (note that the signed linking numbers require the global fixing of the gauge, see Section V).
(a) Ln[L(I,II)] = (1, 1). (b) Ln[L(I,II)] = (1, 0). (c) Ln[L(I,II)] = (2, 2). (d) Ln[L(I,II)] = (0, 4).

F. ∆[χ] = [2,−2]− [2, 2]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[2,2]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[2,−2]
4B (k) , (97)

with H
[2,2]
4B (k) the same as above, and with

H
[2,−2]
4B (k) given by Eq. (53) with (m′, t′1, t

′
2, δ
′) =

(1/2, 0,−3/2, 1/2). We show the linked nodal structure
in Fig. 9(d), where one adjacent nodal ring is linked with
four II-th nodal braids (blue), leading to the linking
numbers Ln = (0, 4).

G. ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [2, 0]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[2,0]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[0,0]
4B (k) , (98)

with H
[2,0]
4B (k) given by Eq. (54), and with

H
[0,0]
4B (k) = HCA

4B,deg

[
1 0 0 1
−1 0 0 1

]
(k) +

1

2
Γ11 . (99)

We show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 10(a), where
one adjacent nodal ring is linked with two I-th nodal
braids (green), leading to the linking numbers Ln =
(2, 0).

H. ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [4, 0]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[4,0]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[0,0]
4B (k) , (100)
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(a) ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [2, 0] (b) ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [4, 0]

(c) ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [3, 1] (d) ∆[χ] = [3,−1]− [3, 1]

FIG. 10. Same data as those presented in Fig. 9 for the imbalanced four-band case. (a) Ln[L(I,II)] = (2, 0). (b) Ln[L(I,II)] =
(4, 0). (c) Ln[L(I,II)] = (3, 1). (d) Ln[L(I,II)] = (0, 2).

with H
[4,0]
4B (k) given by Eq. (56), and with

H
[0,0]
4B (k) = HAA

4B,deg

[
1 0 0 1
1 0 0 −1

]
(k) +

1

2
Γ13 . (101)

We show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 10(b), where
four adjacent nodal rings are each linked one time with
both one I-th and one II-th nodal braid. Each adjacent
nodal ring that is linked one time with a single I-th braid,
must also be linked one time with a II-th braid, oth-
erwise its non-Abelian charge would be ill defined [42].
This has the consequence that, even though the II-th
braids (blue) are not stable (since χ0

II = 0), they must be
linked with the adjacent ring. The instability of the II-th
braids tells us that Fig. 10(b) can be deformed adiabati-
cally such that the II-th braids annihilate while leaving
the linked adjacent rings paired two-by-two. The linking
numbers here are Ln = (4, 0).

I. ∆[χ] = [0, 0]− [3, 1]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[3,1]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[0,0]
4B (k) , (102)

with H
[3,1]
4B (k) given by Eq. (58), and with

H
[0,0]
4B (k) =

1

4
HAA

4B,deg

[−3 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0

]
(k) +

1

2
Γ13 . (103)

We show the linked nodal structure in Fig. 10(c), where
three adjacent nodal rings are each linked one time with
both one I-th and one II-th nodal braid. Here again,
the II-th braids (blue) tend to follow the the I-th braids
(green), in order to satisfy the consistency of their non-
Abelian charges. However, only one II-th braid is stable,
implying that the two others can be removed upon the
pairing of two adjacent nodal rings. The linking numbers
are Ln = (3, 1).
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J. ∆[χ] = [3,−1]− [3, 1]

We take

H [χ0](k) = H
[3,1]
4B (k) , H [χπ ](k) = H

[3,−1]
4B (k) , (104)

with H
[3,1]
4B (k) the same as above, and with H

[3,−1]
4B (k)

given by Eq. (60). We show the linked nodal structure
in Fig. 10(d), where one adjacent nodal ring is lined with
two II-th nodal braids. This is compatible with the link-
ing numbers Ln = (0, 2).

VII. 2D CHERN PHASES AND 3D CHIRAL
PHASES

By breaking C2T (or by breaking PT and taking
0 < |kz| < π, in the 3D context), the stable nodes of
the Euler phases may be gapped. When starting from
a phase that hosts C2zT symmetry only, the breaking
of this symmetry readily converts the Euler topology to
the Chern topology. In this section, we first want to
identify the minimal terms Hch(k) that bring every non-
trivial Euler phase discussed in Section III to a nontrivial
Chern phase upon the breaking of C2zT perturbatively,
i.e. taking

Hc1(k) = H [χ](k) + λchHch(k) (105)

with 0 < |λch|, and such that the Chern number is di-
rectly determined by the Euler class of the symmetric
model. More precisely, the gaping of the ν-th connected
two-band subspace with an Euler class χν gives rise to
two separated bands, each carrying a finite Chern num-
ber c1,(ν,1) = −c1,(ν,2) with |c1,ν | = |χν |, where the sign of
the Chern number of each band is determined by the sign
of λch. In the three-band case we find |c1| = |χI |. In the
four-band case, we find |c1,I | = |c1,II | = |χI | = |χII | for
the balanced Euler phases, while there is more freedom
for the imbalanced phases with |c1,I(II)| ∈ {|χI |, |χII |}.
We have listed in Table II all the terms that gap the
connected two-band subspaces of every Euler model of
Section III, distinguishing those that lead to the nontriv-
ial Chern phases. Importantly, the results of Table II are
conditioned by the additional symmetries carried by the
models of Section III. Below, we discuss separately and
in more details each three-band and four-band phase, to-
gether with the effect of their additional symmetries on
the Chern phases.

From the identification of the symmetry-breaking
terms λchHch(k) leading to the nontrivial Chern phases,
we can then formulate a systematic route for the building
of 3D chiral models from pairs of 2D Euler phases. Our

|c1,I(II)| = 0 |c1,I(II)| ∈ {|χI |, |χII |}

[χI ] = [2] Λ7 sin k2Λ5

[χI ] = [4] Λ2 sin k2Λ7

[χ] = [1, 1] Γ21,Γ32 Γ20

[χ] = [1,−1] Γ21,Γ32 Γ23

[χ] = [2, 2] Γ21,Γ32 Γ20

[χ] = [2,−2] Γ21,Γ32 Γ23

[χ] = [2, 0] Γ23,Γ32 sin k2{Γ23,Γ32}
[χ] = [4, 0] Γ21,Γ32 sin k1Γ21 + sin k2Γ32

[χ] = [3, 1] Γ21,Γ32 sin k1Γ21 + sin k2Γ32

[χ] = [3,−1] Γ21,Γ32 sin k1Γ21 + sin k2Γ32

TABLE II. List of the C2T -breaking terms Hch(k) that gap
perturbatively (i.e. for 0 < |λch| in Eq. (105)) the connected
two-band subspaces of the Euler phases of Section III. The
second column lists the terms that gap the two-band sub-
spaces and convert them into nontrivial Chern bands.

choice is to take

H∆c1
Weyl(k‖, kz) = H

∆[χ]
PT (k‖, kz)+

λch sin kz

(
1 + cos kz

2
H0

ch(k‖) +
1− cos kz

2
Hπ

ch(k‖)

)
,

(106)

with H
∆[χ]
PT (k‖, kz) defined in section V and given ex-

plicitly for all pairs of the Euler phases in Section VI,
and where {Hkz

ch (k‖)}kz=0,π are minimal terms of Table
II. These 3D chiral phases are characterized by two C2T
planes, at kz = 0 and kz = π, on which the Euler topol-
ogy is preserved and where the associated stable nodal
points are pinned. Then, for 0 < |kz| < π, C2T symme-
try is broken (PT symmetry is broken all together) and
the nodes of the C2T -symmetric planes become gapped.
In other words, the nodes pinned at kz = 0, π by C2T
constitute Weyl points in the 3D Brillouin zone. We
show below, for the three-band and the four-band sys-
tems, that the transition between two inequivalent Euler
phases, from kz = 0 to kz = π, is mediated by the pres-
ence of simple Weyl points between the two symmetric
planes (i.e. 0 < |kz| < π), the number of which matches
the difference in the Chern numbers of the 2D planes at
|kz| = ε and at |kz| = π − ε, for a small deviation ε.

In the following, first for the three-band case, then for
the four-band case, we start with a discussion of the terms
that give 2D Chern phases upon breaking C2T symmetry,
and we show one example of embedding of a pair of 2D
Euler phases into one 3D chiral phase.
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FIG. 11. (a,b) Gaped band structure and (c,d) flow of Berry
phase per band of the Chern phases obtained upon breaking
C2T symmetry in the three-band phases. (a,c) Chern phase
descending from the Euler phase |χI | = 2, with the Chern
numbers c1,(I,1) = −c1,(I,2) = |χI | = 2, and c1,II = 0. (b,d)
Chern phase descending from the Euler phase |χI | = 4, with
the Chern numbers c1,(I,1) = −c1,(I,2) = −|χI | = −4, and
c1,II = 0.

A. Three-band Chern and chiral phases

Since the three-band models span all the Gell-Mann
matrices, see Section III A, there is no extra symmetry
beyond C2zT (with the caveat of an accidental symme-
try discussed below). Given the representation of C2zT
in the Bloch orbital basis, i.e. UC2zTK = 13K, C2zT is
broken whenever we add a term with a complex Gell-
Mann matrix, i.e.

Λ2 =
(

0 −i 0
i 0 0
0 0 0

)
, Λ5 =

(
0 0 −i
0 0 0
i 0 0

)
, Λ7 =

(
0 0 0
0 0 −i
0 i 0

)
.

(107)
We list in Table II the minimal terms that open a gap
perturbatively (i.e. with a small prefactor |λch| = ε > 0),
distinguishing the terms that lead to nontrivial Chern

phase (third column). We note that the models H
[2]
3B(k)

and H
[4]
3B(k), defined in Section III A, do possess an ac-

cidental symmetry upon adding the term λchΛ2, and
λchΛ5, respectively, which maintains the nodes over a
finite range of λch. This explains why these terms do not
appear in Table II.

In Figure 11 we show the band structure and the flow
of Berry phase per band of the nontrivial Chern phases
obtained from the Euler phases (a,c) [χI ] = [2], and (b,d)
[χI ] = [4], after adding the symmetry-breaking term of
Table II (third column). We find that the minimal per-
turbative breaking of symmetry gives |c1,I | = |χI | in both
cases.

We now show one example of embedding of two Euler
phases within one 3D chiral phase. Starting from the
first example of linked nodal structure in Section VI A,

i.e. with H [χ0
I ] = H

[2]
3B(k‖) and H [χπI ] = H

[0]
3B(k‖), we then

substitute the following terms in the ansatz Eq. (106)

H0
ch(k‖) = sin k2Λ5 , H

π
ch(k‖) = Λ5 , (108)

and take λch = 1. We plot in Figure 12(a) the Weyl
points of the 3D chiral phase inherited from the transition
between the Euler phase χ0

I = 2 at kz = 0 (cyan plane),
and the Euler trivial phase χI = 0 at kz = π (yellow
plane). The blue dots at kz = 0 indicate the four I-
th Weyl points corresponding to the four stable nodal
points of the Euler phase [χ0

I ] = [2]. The pink plane
corresponds to a section at a small kz above zero, over
which we have computed the flow of Berry phase shown
in Figure 12(c), indicating a Chern phase with |c1,I | =
2. This phase actually directly corresponds to the 2D
Chern phase obtained by breaking C2T discussed above.
In Figure 12, beyond the presence of accidental adjacent
Weyl points (i.e. in the (I, II)-gap, eight nodes colored
in red), there are two additional I-th Weyl points (blue)
located between the two Euler planes (i.e. for 0 < kz <
π). These Weyl points are required to make the transiton
from the nontrivial Chern phase at kz = ε > 0 and the
trivial Chern phase at kz = π − ε.

B. Four-band Chern and chiral phases

Given the representation of the C2zT symmetry
(UC2zTK = 14K) for the models of the four-band Eu-
ler phases written in the real gauge, this symmetry is
broken by adding a term with any of the complex Dirac
matrices, i.e. among {Γ2j ,Γj2}j=0,1,3. However, some
care must be taken when considering the Chern phases
descending from the four-band Euler phases introduced
in Section III B upon breaking the C2T symmetry. In-
deed, as we have analyzed in detail in Section IV, these
models carry additional symmetries due to their simplic-
ity. It tuns out that several of these symmetries inter-
act with the stability of the nodal points, and the can-
cellation of Chern numbers. As in Section IV, we take
k = (k1, k2) = (kx, ky) in the following, i.e. we assume a
rectangular lattice.

On one hand, the vertical mirror symmetries {my,mx}
(or equivalently the horizontal rotational symmetries
{C2y, C2x}) and the chiral symmetries {Smy, Smx} in-
teract with the stability of the nodal points of the Euler
phases. Indeed, the vertical mirror symmetry mi : ki →
−ki, for i = x, y, protects the band crossings on the
(ki = 0)-plane happening between two Bloch eigenstates
with distinct mirror eigenvalues (i.e. belonging to distinct
irreducible representations of mi). Then, the chiral sym-
metry Smi, for i = x, y, protects the band crossings on
the (ki = 0)-plane between any pair of bands whenever
their chiral winding number is finite (or, equivalently,
when they carry a π-Berry phase [25]). As a consequence,
the gaping of the connected two-band subspaces of the
Euler phases also requires the breaking of the mirror and
chiral symmetries, on top of breaking C2T . This explains
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(a) [χ0
I ] = [2],[χπI ] = [0] (b) [χ0] = [1, 1],[χπ] = [0, 0]
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FIG. 12. 3D chiral phases obtained from the embedding of
a pair of Euler phases, at kz = 0 (cyan plane) and |kz| = π
(yellow plane), obtained by breaking C2T symmetry. (a,c)
Three-band example for the transition ∆[χI ] = [χπI ]− [χ0

I ] =
[0] − [2]. (b,d) Four-band example for the transition ∆[χ] =
[0, 0]− [1, 1]. The panels (a,b) show the Weyl points inherited
from the Euler phases (blue, green) on the cyan planes, and
the new Weyl points between the two Euler phases (i.e. at
0 < kz < π) that mediate the phase transition between the
two different inherited Chern phases at kz = ε and kz =
ε. (c,d) Flow of Berry phase per band computed over the
pink plane, i.e. at kz = ε, indicating a Chern phase with
|c1,I | = 2 in (c), and |c1,I | = |c1,II | = 1 in (d). Panel (a)
contains adjacent Weyl points, i.e. in the (I, II)-gap, which
are accidental (red), in the sense that there can be removed
without closing the energy gap of the Euler phases at kz = 0
and kz = π.

why several complex Dirac matrices are absent from Ta-
ble II.

On the other hand, the vertical mirror symmetries
{my,mx} and time reversal symmetry T enforce the
Chern number to vanish. As a consequence, the mirror
and time reversal symmetries must be broken, together
with the breaking of C2T , to generate a nontrivial Chern
phase. This explains (partially [79]) the entries of the
last column in Table II.

We show in Figure 13 the flows of Berry phase per
band for the Chern phases generated from all the models
of Section III B by adding the terms of Table II. We verify
that all balanced Euler phases generate Chern bands with
|c1,ν | = |χν | for both subspaces ν = I, II. In the case of
the imbalanced Euler phases, we get |c1,ν | ∈ {|χI |, |χII |}
for ν = I, II. We also find that there is no qualitative
difference between one phase [χI , χII ] and its partner
[χI ,−χII ].

We end this section with an example of 3D chiral phase
obtained from the embedding of two distinct four-band

Euler phases. For this we chose H [χ0] = H
[1,1]
4B (k‖) and

H [χπ ] = H
[1,1]
4B (k‖), which we take the same as in the first

four-band linked nodal structure of Section VI B, and we
substitute the following terms in Eq. (106),

H0
ch(k‖) = 2Γ20 , H

π
ch(k‖) =

3

2
Γ20 . (109)

We show the resulting Weyl phase in Figure 12(b,d). We
find that two intermediary Weyl points, one in the gap
of each two-band subspace ν = I, II, are necessary for
the transition between the Euler phases [1, 1] and [0, 0].
The panel (d) shows the flow of Berry phase on the pink
plane [drawn in (b)], indicating a Chern phase with c1,ν =
±1 for both subspaces ν = I, II. The Weyl points at
an intermediary position (0 < |kz|π), are then necessary
within both the I-th and II-th two-band subspaces to
annihilate the Chern numbers on the pink plane, and
connect with the trivial phase at kz = π (yellow plane).
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(a) [χ] = [1, 1] (b) [χ] = [1,−1] (c) [χ] = [2, 2] (d) [χ] = [2,−2]
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(e) [χ] = [2, 0] (f) [χ] = [4, 0] (g) [χ] = [3, 1] (h) [χ] = [3,−1]
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FIG. 13. Flow of Berry phase per band of the gapped Chern phases obtained from the models of Section III B, upon breaking
the C2zT symmetry, as well as the additional mirror, chiral, and time reversal symmetries of Section IV, obtained by adding
the terms of Table II. The color code of orange, blue, green, red follows an ordering of the bands with increasing energies.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

We present a general modeling formulation encapsu-
lating multi-gap topologies quantified by Euler class in-
variants. Utilizing previous, albeit slightly technically
involved, work [50] that addresses multi-gap topologi-
cal parametrizations using homotopy perspectives, we
here derive explicit models that can be readily used
as a benchmark for experimental and theoretical pur-
suits. Recent interest on both these fronts, exemplified
by trapped-ion experiments [52] that verified predicted
multi-gap topological signatures [51] and an ever increas-
ing interest in theoretical predictions and characteriza-
tions [54, 55, 57, 60, 62, 67], suggests that these results
may be anticipated to be of general interest as well as of
use to further progress this nascent research field, for ex-
ample by considering different additional symmetries or
(non-Hermitian) extensions. We here take an illustrative
first step in uncovering this rich panorama by discussing
possible descendant Chern-valued phases upon including
specific symmetry-breaking terms, which could for exam-
ple also flourish in the context of magnetism [58].

These pursuits are moreover not only limited to the
presented specific models per se. Indeed, we uncover
that inequivalent 2D Euler phases directly relate to PT -

symmetric nodal structures in three spatial dimensions,
when the effective interpolation parameter is interpreted
as the extra dimension. As the transitions from one Euler
phase to another are generically mediated by the presence
of adjacent nodal rings linked with sub-gap nodal lines,
forming the trajectories that correspond to the braiding
or debraiding of nodal points, the stability of these ad-
jacent nodal rings then ties to specific monople charges
that root in the Euler invariant. This represents another
case in point in showing the mentioned potential of the
presented models and the rather rich interplay with sev-
eral theoretical concepts.

Given these results and their potential for new direc-
tions, we anticipate that our results will contribute in the
pursuit of fully harvesting of this upcoming field.

IX. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

A. B. has been partly funded by a Marie-Sklodowska-
Curie fellowship, grant no. 101025315. R. J. S acknowl-
edges funding from a New Investigator Award, EPSRC
grant EP/W00187X/1, as well as Trinity college, Cam-
bridge.

[1] Xiao-Liang Qi and Shou-Cheng Zhang, “Topological in-
sulators and superconductors,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 83,
1057–1110 (2011).

[2] M. Z. Hasan and C. L. Kane, “Colloquium: Topological
Insulators,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 3045–3067 (2010).

[3] N. P. Armitage, E. J. Mele, and Ashvin Vishwanath,
“Weyl and dirac semimetals in three-dimensional solids,”

Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 015001 (2018).
[4] Grigory E Volovik, The universe in a helium droplet, Vol.

117 (OUP Oxford, 2003).
[5] Jorrit Kruthoff, Jan de Boer, Jasper van Wezel,

Charles L. Kane, and Robert-Jan Slager, “Topologi-
cal Classification of Crystalline Insulators through Band
Structure Combinatorics,” Phys. Rev. X 7, 041069

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1057
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.90.015001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.041069


27

(2017).
[6] Adrien Bouhon and Annica M. Black-Schaffer, “Global

band topology of simple and double Dirac-point semimet-
als,” Phys. Rev. B 95, 241101 (2017).

[7] Taylor L. Hughes, Emil Prodan, and B. Andrei Bernevig,
“Inversion-symmetric topological insulators,” Phys. Rev.
B 83, 245132 (2011).

[8] Liang Fu, “Topological Crystalline Insulators,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 106, 106802 (2011).

[9] Ari M. Turner, Yi Zhang, Roger S. K. Mong, and Ashvin
Vishwanath, “Quantized response and topology of mag-
netic insulators with inversion symmetry,” Phys. Rev. B
85, 165120 (2012).

[10] Robert-Jan Slager, Andrej Mesaros, Vladimir Juričić,
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Appendix A: Full expression of R(φ+, θ+, φ−, θ−) in
Eq. (21aa)

The representative R ∈ SO(4) from which we model
the four-band Euler phases is given by (see Ref. [50] for a

derivation, and in Ref. [73] two Mathematica notebooks
can be downloaded that generate arbitrary three-band
and four-band tight-binding Euler models)
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(A1)

Appendix B: Mirror Chern number of the balanced
degenerate Euler phases

We here slightly extend the argument given in
Ref. [62]. We first note that the eigenvalues {ε1, ε2} in
Eq. (21a) do not need to be constant. Assuming k-
dependent eigenvalues, the only condition for the defi-
nition of Eq. (21a) is the two-by-two degeneracy of the
eigenvalues, i.e.

ε1(k) = E1(k) = E2(k) < ε2(k) = E3(k) = E4(k).
(B1)

for all k. In other words, the Hamiltonian H[n,n′; ε1, ε2]
is the most general expression of a four-band two-by-two
degenerate Euler Hamiltonian, modulo any change of or-
bital basis, Q(k) 7→ O · Q(k) · OT with O ∈ O(4). We
now show that all balanced degenerate Euler phases must
satisfy an effective spinful mirror symmetry, i.e. there al-
ways exists an unitary matrix Uσh with U2

σh
= −14, such

that

Uσh ·Hbal · U†σh = Hbal, (B2)

where the balanced Hamiltonian is obtained by keeping
one of the unit vectors constant, i.e.

Hbal(φ, θ, φ
′
c, θ
′
c) = H[n,n′0; ε1, ε2],

or Hbal(φc, θc, φ
′, θ′) = H[n0,n

′; ε1, ε2],
(B3)

with nq=0 = n(φc, θc) and n′q=0 = n′(φ′c, θ
′
c) constant.

Our strategy is to first find the mirror operator in a
special case, and then obtain the mirror operator in
the general case as induced by the deformation of the
Hamiltonian. Setting e.g. (φ′c, θ

′
c) = (0, 0) for which

n′0 = (0, 0, 1), the balanced and degenerate Hamiltonian
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is

Hbal(φ, θ, 0, 0) =

ε1 + ε2
2

Γ00 +
−ε1 + ε2

2
Q(2+2)[n, (0, 0, 1)], (B4a)

with

Q(2+2)[n(φ, θ), (0, 0, 1)] =

n1(φ, θ)Γ01 + n2(φ, θ)Γ03 − n3(φ, θ)Γ22, (B4b)

such that Hbal(φ, θ, 0, 0) satisfies Eq. (B2) with

Uσh(φ′c = 0, θ′c = 0) = −iσ2 ⊗ σ0 = −iΓ20. (B4c)

For the general case n′c ∈ S2
c , we first note the relation

Hbal(φ, θ, φ
′
c, θ
′
c) =

∆R(φ′c, θ
′
c) ·Hbal(φ, θ, 0, 0) ·∆R(φ′c, θ

′
c)
T , (B5a)

where

∆R(φ′c, θ
′
c) = R(φ, θ, φ′c, θ

′
c) ·R(φ, θ, 0, 0)T ,

=

 cc −cs −sc −ss
cs cc ss −sc
sc −ss cc cs
ss sc −cs cc

 ,
(B5b)

with

cc = cos(φ′c/2) cos(θ′c/2), sc = sin(φ′c/2) cos(θ′c/2),
cs = cos(φ′c/2) sin(θ′c/2), ss = sin(φ′c/2) sin(θ′c/2) .

(B5c)
In the above expression, we importantly note that
∆R(φ′c, θ

′
c) is constant, i.e. it is independent of the vary-

ing point (φ, θ). Then, Hbal(φ, θ, φ
′
c, θ
′
c) satisfies Eq. (B2)

with the generalized (constant) mirror operator

Uσh(φ′c, θ
′
c) = ∆R(φ′c, θ

′
c) ·Uσh(0, 0) ·∆R(φ′c, θ

′
c)
T . (B6)

We thus conclude that all balanced and degenerate
phases are also mirror symmetric.

On the other hand, Hbal(φ, θ, 0, 0) can be rotated
such that it decomposes into mirror-symmetry sectors,

i.e. rotating the Bloch orbital basis |φ̃α,k〉 = |φβ ,k〉Vβα
with

V =
1√
2

(Γ01 + iΓ11) , (B7a)

we get the block-diagonal decomposition

V † ·Hbal(φ, θ, 0, 0) · V =[
ε1 + ε2

2
12 +

−ε1 + ε2
2

(n1σ1 + n3σ2 − n2σ3)

]
⊕[

ε1 + ε2
2

12 +
−ε1 + ε2

2
(n1σ1 − n3σ2 − n2σ3)

]
(B7b)

and the simultaneous diagonalization of the mirror sym-
metry matrix Eq. (B4c),

V † · Uσh(0, 0) · V = diag(−i,−i, i, i). (B7c)

The above block diagonalization of the balanced Hamilto-
nian, with the pair of eigenvalues {1/2(ε1 +ε2±|ε1−ε2|)}
for each block, and the single mirror-symmetry eigen-
value found for each block, tells us that the Bloch eigen-
states of each block are characterized by one mirror eigen-
value, i.e. each eigenvector is a mirror eigenstate with
either the (−i)- or the i-mirror eigenvalues. As a con-
sequence, we can characterize the balanced and degen-
erate Euler phases with a mirror Chern number. From
the form of Eq. (B7b), we readily obtain that the mir-
ror Chern number is given by the winding number of
n = (n1, n2, n3) and thus relates to the Euler class. Tak-
ing the (−i)-mirror sector as a reference, we get

C(−i) = W [n] = q = χI = χII . (B8)

See also Ref. [62] for further details.
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