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The one-dimensional Rice-Mele lattice consisting of two-site unit cells enables topological charge
pumping at low enough temperatures. We show here that energy pumping is feasible in this system.
We analyze energy polarization using the second-quantization formalism and connect it to intercell
energy current by the relevant continuity equation. Following this formulation, we numerically eval-
uate the energy current pumped in an adiabatic cycle when the system parameters vary periodically
and slowly with time. Unlike the pumped charge, the pumped energy is entirely temperature-
independent at half filling. The global Berry phase for all bands and the related topological phase
transitions during the pumping cycle account for the energy pumping. The present study paves the
way for manipulating energy current without electric and thermal biases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological quantum states of matter have attracted
immense attention in recent years since they produce
fundamentally new physical phenomena and have poten-
tial applications in novel devices. Historically, the con-
cept of topological matter originates from the theoret-
ical formulation of the integer quantum Hall effect by
Thouless et al. [1]. They showed that the first Chern
number, a topological invariant quantized at integers,
accounts for the robust quantization of Hall conductiv-
ity in two dimensions (2D). The subsequent discovery of
time-reversal-symmetric topological insulators revealed
the ubiquitous existence of topological materials, leading
to the widespread study of topological aspects in insu-
lators, semimetals, and superconductors [2–4]. Recently,
the objects of study have expanded beyond electronic
systems to include non-electronic counterparts such as
mechanic [5, 6], acoustic [7, 8], photonic [9–11], and ul-
tracold atomic systems [12–16].
The well-known Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model

forms a prototype for topological insulators, which con-
sists of a 1D bipartite lattice with two sublattice sites
in each unit cell [17]. Since this model preserves chiral
symmetry, its band topology is described by a topolog-
ical invariant termed the winding number [4]. The SSH
model is generalized to the Rice-Mele (RM) model by in-
cluding a staggered sublattice potential [18]. It is well
known that adiabatic charge pumping is enabled in the
RM model when the system parameters are modulated
periodically and slowly with time [19–21]. The charge
pump transports topologically quantized charge between
neighboring cells without a driving electric field. The re-
sulting adiabatic current is analogous to the dissipation-
less quantum Hall current. As demonstrated by Thou-
less, the pumped charge per cycle is explicitly described
by the Berry curvature in time-momentum space and the
associated Chern number [22–24]. The charge pumping
also provides a firm foundation for the modern theory
of electric polarization, which is connected to the Berry
phase across the Brillouin zone [19–21]. The topological
charge pump has been realized in the recent experiments

utilizing ultracold atoms [15, 16].

The present study shows that energy pumping is also
realizable in the RMmodel. The energy pump under con-
sideration operates at a single driving frequency similarly
to a conventional charge pump and differs from the multi-
frequency or non-monochromatic energy pump proposed
in the literature [25–29]. The paper is organized as fol-
lows. In Sec. II, we introduce a winding number that
classifies topological phases in the RM model. In this
model, chiral symmetry is broken, and each band is topo-
logically trivial. Nonetheless, the global Berry phase for
all bands [30] leads to the Z invariant. We also show that
this classification is valid for generic 1D systems regard-
less of symmetry. In Sec. III, we describe charge and en-
ergy polarizations in the second-quantization formalism
and relate them to the relevant intercell currents in terms
of current continuity equations. On the basis of these re-
sults, in Sec. IV, we formulate instantaneous currents
flowing in an arbitrary adiabatic cycle at finite tempera-
tures. Following these formulations, in Sec. V, numerical
calculations are used to compare charge and energy cur-
rents produced in a specific pumping cycle at half filling.
The pumped charge is quantized at low enough tempera-
tures while vanishing in the high-temperature limit. Un-
like the pumped charge, the pumped energy is entirely
temperature-independent, and quantitatively explained
in terms of the global Berry phase for all bands and the
related topological phase transitions during the pumping
cycle. Finally, Sec. VI provides a summary.

II. MODEL AND BERRY PHASE

Throughout this paper, we shall work in units where
e = ~ = kB = 1. We consider the RM model for nonin-
teracting spinless fermions. The relevant single-particle

Hamiltonian is written as H =
∑

jj′αβ |j, α〉H
αβ
jj′ 〈j

′, β|

in real space, where j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N} denotes the lattice
position of the two-site unit cell, α, β ∈ {A,B} represents
the sublattice degree of freedom in each cell, and |j, α〉 is

the basis ket at each site. The Hamiltonian matrix Hαβ
jj′
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is explicitly expressed as

HAB
jj′ = HBA

j′j = vδjj′ + wδj,j′+1, (1)

HAA
jj′ = −HBB

jj′ = mδjj′ , (2)

where v (w) denotes the intracell (intercell) hopping
energy, and m describes the staggered sublattice po-
tential. For simplicity, we assume that v and w are
nonnegative in the following. Note that if m = 0,
the RM model is reduced to the SSH model. In
momentum space, the Hamiltonian is formulated as
H(k) = N−1

∑

jj′Hjj′e
−ik(j−j′) = d(k) · σ, where

σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the Pauli vector, and the 3D vec-
tor d = (dx, dy, dz) is composed of dx = v+w cos k, dy =
w sink, and dz = m. The eigenequation H(k) |un(k)〉 =
εn(k) |un(k)〉 is solved to be εn = nd and

|un〉 =
1

√

2d(d− ndz)

(

n(dx − idy)
d− ndz

)

,

where n = ±1 denotes the band index, and d =
√

d2x + d2y + d2z . The corresponding Berry connection is

given by

Ann
k = i 〈un|

∂

∂k
|un〉 =

dx
∂dy

∂k − dy
∂dx

∂k

2d(d− ndz)
, (3)

for band n. In terms of Ann
k , the Berry phase across the

1D Brillouin zone, i.e., the Zak phase, is expressed as
νn = (2π)−1 ∫2π0 dkAnn

k in units of 2π. This quantity is
not quantized unless m = 0. Instead, summing over two
bands, we obtain

∑

n

Ann
k =

dx
∂dy

∂k − dy
∂dx

∂k

d2x + d2y
=

∂φ

∂k
, (4)

where φ = tan−1(dy/dx). Hence, the total Berry phase

ν =
∑

n

νn =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dk
∂φ

∂k
, (5)

amounts to a winding number that describes how of-
ten the 2D vector (dx, dy) winds about the origin as k
varies over the entire Brillouin zone [31], and is simply
accounted for by the projection onto xy plane of d vec-
tor. (Although a non-Hermitian RM model is discussed
in this literature, the total Berry phase derived there is
equivalent to that in the Hermitian case.) The winding
number ν is a topological invariant and is generically in-
teger quantized. For the present model, one finds ν = 0
for v > w and ν = 1 for v < w. Notably, ν is indepen-
dent of m and insusceptible to a small variation in the
parameter space (v, w). The SSH model preserves chiral
symmetry. In this case, νn = ν/2 is quantized equally
for two bands at a half-integer.
In a finite RM chain with open ends, two ingap edge

modes emerge in the nontrivial phase v < w, as shown
in Fig. 1. Thus, the presence or absence of edge modes
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Eigenenergies ε calculated as a function
of w for the open RM chain consisting of N = 30 unit cells.
Two panels compare the numerical results for (a) m = 0 and
(b) m = 0.5. In these figures, v is taken as the energy unit
(v = 1).

correlates to the bulk topology defined by the winding
number ν. In this sense, the bulk-boundary correspon-
dence holds for the RM model. It is also worth not-
ing that the band gap remains open in the RM model
with m 6= 0, and the topological phase transition oc-
curs without closing the gap [31]. This is distinct from
the feature seen in the SSH model with m = 0, where
the gap closes at the transition point v = w. How-
ever, the phase transition irrelevant to gap closing does
not contradict topological band theory, since ν is not a
single-band invariant but the multiband one that char-
acterizes all energy states. For a long enough RM
chain, the eigenfunctions are analytically derived for the
two edge modes to be |L〉 ∝

∑

j |j, A〉 (−v/w)j−1 and

|R〉 ∝
∑

j |j, B〉 (−v/w)N−j . These solutions fulfill the

eigenequations H |L〉 = m |L〉 and H|R〉 = −m |R〉. The
existence condition of edge modes is v < w. This crite-
rion is identical to that for ν = 1.
The above argument for the specific 1D model is gener-

alizable by considering a non-Abelian Berry connection.
The Berry connection Ann′

k = i 〈un| ∂k |un′〉 between two
bands n and n′ is expressed compactly as Ak = iU−1∂kU
in matrix notation, where U is the unitary matrix com-
posed of the full set of eigenvectors. Since detU is
a unit complex number expressed as e−iφ, we derive
TrAk = ∂kφ from the identity TrU−1∂kU = ∂k ln detU .
Therefore,

ν =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dkTrAk =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dk
∂φ

∂k
, (6)

reads as a winding number. The Berry connection ma-
trix Ak involves all bands in the system. For this reason,
we refer to ν as the global Berry phase for all bands [30]
to distinguish it from the single-band Berry phase νn.
Equation (6) is valid regardless of symmetry. Equation
(5) exemplifies this for the RM model where chiral sym-
metry is broken. As shown by these equations, the global
Berry phase (in units of 2π) is equivalent to the winding
number, and hence cannot be defined modulo 1. Instead,
its gauge-invariant form is given by

∑

n(νn mod 1) for
nondegenerate bands. However, such a technical formu-
lation is not essential in the following discussion.
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III. POLARIZATION AND CURRENT

In the second-quantization formalism, the real-space

Hamiltonian is written as H =
∑

jj′αβc
†
jαH

αβ
jj′ cj′β , where

c†jα (cjα) is the fermionic creation (annihilation) operator
for a particle at sublattice site α in cell j. This Hamil-

tonian is diagonalized as H =
∑

nkεn(k)c
†
nkcnk, where

cnk =
∑

jαcjαb
∗
nkα(j) is the fermion operator in momen-

tum space and bnkα(j) = N−1/2 〈α | un(k)〉 e
ikj is the

Bloch function. These formulations are helpful in deal-
ing with polarizations and currents in the RM model, as
shown below.
In this formalism, charge density (the number of par-

ticles in a cell j) is expressed as

ρj =
∑

α

c†jαcjα. (7)

In terms of the equation of motion ċjα =

−i
∑

j′βH
αβ
jj′ cj′β , the operator ρj follows the conti-

nuity equation ρ̇j +
∑

j′J
(ρ)
jj′ = 0, where

J
(ρ)
jj′ = i

∑

αβ

Hαβ
jj′ (c

†
jαcj′β − c†j′βcjα), (8)

describes the charge current flowing from cell j to cell j′.

It is easily shown from the symmetry Hαβ
jj′ = Hβα

j′j that

J
(ρ)
jj′ = −J

(ρ)
j′j and hence J

(ρ)
jj = 0. By definition, it is also

evident that J
(ρ)
jj′ = 0 for |j − j′| > 1. These constraints

reduce the continuity equation to ρ̇j+J
(ρ)
j,j+1+J

(ρ)
j,j−1 = 0.

In terms of ρj , charge polarization is formulated as

Pρ =
1

N

∑

j

ρjj. (9)

Following the above argument, one finds Ṗρ =

N−1
∑

jJ
(ρ)
j,j+1. Considering that J

(ρ)
j,j+1 is independent

of j because of translational symmetry, we finally reach
a simple relation

Ṗρ = J
(ρ)
j,j+1, (10)

at the operator level, showing that Ṗρ accounts for inter-
cell charge transport.
The analogous formulation is derived for energy polar-

ization and energy current. Using the equation of mo-
tion, the real-space Hamiltonian is rewritten in the form
H =

∑

jhj . Here,

hj =
i

2

∑

α

c†jαċjα + h.c., (11)

represents energy density (the energy of particles in a
cell j). It is easy to show that the operator hj obeys the

continuity equation ḣj +
∑

j′J
(h)
jj′ = 0, where

J
(h)
jj′ =

1

2

∑

αβ

Hαβ
jj′ (c

†
j′β ċjα − c†jαċj′β) + h.c., (12)

describes the energy current flowing from cell j to cell j′.
Energy polarization is definable as

Ph =
1

N

∑

j

hjj. (13)

Equation (13) is structurally equivalent to Eq. (9) and
hence naturally leads to

Ṗh = J
(h)
j,j+1, (14)

which relates energy polarization to intercell energy cur-
rent.
Both charge and energy polarizations reflect Berry

phases, as shown from their expectation values in ther-
mal equilibrium, expressed as

〈Pρ〉 =
1

2π

∑

n

∫ 2π

0

dkfnA
nn
k , (15)

〈Ph〉 =
1

2π

∑

n

∫ 2π

0

dkεnfnA
nn
k , (16)

where fn = f(εn) and f(ε) = [e(ε−µ)/θ + 1]−1 is the
Fermi function. In deriving the above formulas, we used
the position matrix in the Bloch basis given by

∑

jα

b∗nkα(j)bn′k′α(j)j = [i
∂

∂k
δnn′ +Ann′

k (k)]δkk′ .

Assuming a chemical potential µ lying in the gap, one
finds

lim
θ→0

〈Pρ〉 = ν−, (17)

in the low-temperature limit. The ground-state expecta-
tion value derived above is consistent with the modern
theory of charge polarization in terms of Wannier states
[19–21] and the Resta formulation using a momentum-
translation operator [32, 33]. In the high-temperature
limit, we obtain

lim
θ→∞

〈Pρ〉 =
ν

2
, (18)

lim
θ→∞

〈Ph〉 =
mν

2
, (19)

irrespective of µ. The latter is derived by noting that
∑

nnA
nn
k = (dz/d)

∑

nA
nn
k .

Before ending this section, we briefly summarize the
expectation values of charge and energy densities. They
are generally expressed as 〈ρj〉 = (2π)−1

∑

n ∫
2π
0 dkfn and

〈hj〉 = (2π)−1
∑

n ∫
2π
0 dkεnfn, respectively. Assuming

µ = 0, one finds f+ + f− = 1 and f− − f+ = tanh(d/2θ).
Then, charge density satisfies 〈ρj〉 = 1 irrespective of
temperature, indicating that there is always one parti-
cle in each cell. Conversely, energy density is reduced to
〈hj〉 = −(2π)−1 ∫2π0 dkγ, where γ = d tanh(d/2θ). No-
tably, 〈hj〉 is always negative and vanishes in the high-
temperature limit.
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In the following part of this paper, we set µ = 0. In
this case, the system remains half filled, and the en-

ergy current
〈

J
(h)
j,j+1

〉

is equivalent to the heat current
〈

J
(h)
j,j+1

〉

− µ
〈

J
(ρ)
j,j+1

〉

.

IV. ADIABATIC PUMPING

On the basis of the results derived in Sec. III, we next
proceed to adiabatic pumping. For brevity, we omit the
notation 〈· · · 〉 in the following relations. We may write
charge and energy polarizations as

P =
1

2π

∑

n

∫ 2π

0

dkgnA
nn
k , (20)

in the unified notation, where gn = fn for charge po-
larization, and gn = εnfn for energy polarization. Con-
sidering an adiabatic cycle when the system parameters
such as {v, w,m} periodically and slowly vary with time
t, then, Eq. (20) is formally valid, and the instantaneous

charge and energy currents defined by J = Ṗ are formu-
lated as

J =
1

2π

∑

n

∫ 2π

0

dk(
∂gn
∂t

Ann
k −

∂gn
∂k

Ann
t + gnB

nn).

(21)
Here, Ann

x = i 〈un| ∂x |un〉 is the Berry connection as-
sociated with a variation in x ∈ {t, k}, and Bnn =
∂tA

nn
k − ∂kA

nn
t represents the Berry curvature in (t, k)

space. Thus, charge and energy pumped in a single pe-
riod from t = 0 to 2π are given by

Q =

∫ 2π

0

dtJ, (22)

which corresponds to the polarization difference P (2π)−
P (0) between the initial and final states in a pumping
cycle. It is easy to see that Q is gauge-invariant although
P and J are gauge-dependent.
In the low-temperature limit (where f+ = 0 and f− =

1), the pumped charge is reduced to

lim
θ→0

Qρ = C−, (23)

where Cn = (2π)−1 ∫2π0 dt ∫2π0 dkBnn denotes the Chern
number. For generic two-band models, Cn is rewritten
as Cn = −nλ, where

λ =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dt

∫ 2π

0

dkd̂ · (
∂d̂

∂t
×

∂d̂

∂k
), (24)

is a winding number that describes the number of times
the 3D vector d̂ = d/d wraps around the unit sphere
when (t, k) covers the 2D Brillouin zone. In 1D, Cn is
also reducible to the winding of the single-band Berry

phase, i.e., Cn = ∫2π0 dtν̇n. In the high-temperature limit
(where f+ = f− = 1/2), one finds

lim
θ→∞

Qρ = 0, (25)

since TrB = 0.
One can deal with energy pumping in the following

ways. Substituting gn = εnfn = (nd − γ)/2 into Eq.
(21), energy current is decomposed into Jh = J̄h +∆Jh,
where

J̄h =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dk(
∂dz
∂t

∂φ

∂k
−

∂dz
∂k

∂φ

∂t
), (26)

∆Jh = −
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

dk(
∂γ

∂t

∂φ

∂k
−

∂γ

∂k

∂φ

∂t
), (27)

and ∂xφ = TrAx. The former is derived by noting
that

∑

nnB
nn = ηt∂kφ − ηk∂tφ, where ηx = (d∂xdz −

dz∂xd)/d
2. In the RM model, dz (= m) does not depend

on k so that J̄h = ṁν/2. Hence, we obtain

Q̄h =
1

2

∫ 2π

0

dt
dm

dt
ν. (28)

Note that J̄h and Q̄h are temperature-independent. In
the high-temperature limit, ∆Jh vanishes because of
lim
θ→∞

γ = 0 so that

lim
θ→∞

Qh = Q̄h. (29)

The formulas given above are valid for an arbitrary
pumping procedure. Notably, charge pumping and en-
ergy pumping are different in the formulation. The for-
mer is attributed to the nontrivial Chern number of the
lower occupied band, whereas the latter is accounted for
in terms of the global Berry phase for all bands and its
time evolution. Note that, unless ν varies temporally, Q̄h

vanishes because of periodicity of m(t).

V. NUMERICAL CALCULATION

In the numerical calculations for charge pumping and
energy pumping, we considered adiabatic variations of
parameters such that v(t) = 1 + δ cos t, w(t) = 1, and
m(t) = δ sin t. In this pumping setup, C− = λ = 1 is
verified. At t = 0, the system is initialized in thermal
equilibrium at a finite temperature θ. Assuming slow
enough thermalization, the occupation number of each
instantaneous eigenstate is invariant during the pumping
cycle and is represented as fn(t, k) = [eεn(0,k)/θ + 1]−1,

which satisfies ḟn = 0. This assumption is used to nu-
merically evaluate charge pumping and its temperature
dependence for ultracold atoms [14]. In contrast, fast
enough thermalization allows an instantaneous equilibra-
tion for which fn(t, k) = [eεn(t,k)/θ + 1]−1. Interestingly,
the same result is numerically derived in these two op-
posing limits irrespective of temperature. The instan-
taneous current J(t) is computed using Eq. (21). Its
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Numerical results for charge polar-
ization and charge pumping. (a) Charge polarization Pρ as
a function of θ for w = 0.4, 0.6, · · · , 1.8. In this calcula-
tion, we assumed v = m = 1. (b) Pumped charge Qρ per
cycle as a function of θ for δ = 10−4, 10−3, · · · , 100. The
lower two panels show (c) instantaneous charge current Jρ(t)
and (d) its time-integration qρ(t) in five pumping cycles for
θ = 10−2, 10−1, · · · , 102. In these calculations, we assumed
δ = 1.

time-integration is denoted by q(t) = ∫ t0 dτJ(τ) so that
Q = q(2π). To further support our arguments, we also
evaluated the equilibrium polarization P by Eq. (20).

Figure 2 summarizes the numerical results for charge
polarization Pρ and pumped charge Qρ. In Fig. 2 (a),
Pρ is shown as a function of θ for various w. As θ → ∞,
Pρ is saturated and becomes 1/2 for v < w and 0 for
v > w. These results agree with those predicted by Eq.
(18). In Fig. 2 (b), Qρ is shown as a function of θ for
various δ. As expected from Eqs. (23) and (25), Qρ is
quantized at unity for θ << δ, whereas Qρ varies as δ/2θ
for θ >> δ and vanishes in the θ → ∞ limit. These two
regimes are separated by a critical temperature θc ≈ δ at
which Qρ = 1/2. This is a reasonable result since the RM
chain opens a gap of size 2δ, which remains unchanged
during the pumping cycle. For θ << δ, only the lower
band is occupied and contributes to charge pumping. In
Figs. 2 (c) and (d), Jρ(t) and qρ(t) derived for various θ
are summarized, respectively. In the θ → 0 limit, qρ(t)
increases periodically by the amount of Qρ = 1 per cycle,
while Jρ(t) and qρ(t) vanish in the θ → ∞ limit. These
results do not contradict Qρ shown in Fig. 2 (b).

Figure 3 depicts the numerical results for energy po-
larization Ph and pumped energy Qh. In Fig. 3 (a), Ph

is shown as a function of θ for various w. As seen in the
figure, Ph approaches m/2 for v < w and 0 for v > w as
θ → ∞. These results are explained reasonably by Eq.
(19). In Fig. 3 (b), Qh is shown as a function of θ for
various δ. As demonstrated in this figure, Qh is entirely
independent of θ. This behavior is quite distinct from the
strong θ-dependence indicated by Qρ, implying that Qh

is unaffected by band occupancy. More quantitatively,
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Numerical results for energy polar-
ization and energy pumping. (a) Energy polarization Ph as
a function of θ for w = 0.4, 0.6, · · · , 1.8. In this calcula-
tion, we assumed v = m = 1. (b) Pumped energy Qh per
cycle as a function of θ for δ = 10−4, 10−3, · · · , 100. The
lower two panels show (c) instantaneous energy current Jh(t)
and (d) its time-integration qh(t) in five pumping cycles for
θ = 10−2, 10−1, · · · , 102. In these calculations, we assumed
δ = 1.

the numerical results confirm a linear relation Qh = −δ.
Thus, the ratio Qh/δ = −1 is quantized independently of
δ as well as θ. As shown in Figs. 3 (c) and (d), Jh(t) and
qh(t) weakly depend on θ, whereas the cyclic change of
qh(t) by the amount of Qh = −δ is retained irrespective
of θ.
To quantitatively understand these observations, it is

worth considering the symmetry relations for the two
components of energy current defined by Eqs. (26) and
(27). In the assumed pumping protocol, J̄h(t) = J̄h(−t)
is t-even, while ∆Jh(t) = −∆Jh(−t) is t-odd. The latter
automatically leads to ∆Qh = 0. The vanishing ∆Qh is
confirmed in Fig. 4 where q̄h(t) and ∆qh(t) are shown
separately. Accordingly, one easily derives

Qh = Q̄h = −δ, (30)

from Eq. (28), since ν = 1 for π
2 < t < 3π

2 and ν = 0
otherwise. Thus, energy pumping and its quantization
are explained in terms of the global Berry phase for all
bands and the topological phase transitions during the
pumping cycle.
Recall that Eq. (30) assumes the symmetry ∆Jh(t) =

−∆Jh(−t). Thus, strictly speaking, how Qh varies with
temperature depends on the protocol under considera-
tion. However, it should be emphasized that the high-
temperature formula, Eq. (29), is valid for an arbitrary
protocol.
To intuitively derive a physical implication for energy

pumping, it may be worth considering the time evolu-
tion of Wannier states during the pumping cycle [20, 21].
In the nontrivial cycle, the center positions of Wannier
states of lower and upper bands move to the neighboring
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Time-integrated energy current qh(t)
and its components q̄h(t) and ∆qh(t) calculated for (a) θ =
10−2 and (b) θ = 102 in five pumping cycles. In these calcu-
lations, we assumed δ = 1.

energy currentcharge current

lower band

upper band

FIG. 5. (Color online) Sketch of charge and energy currents
flowing in lower and upper bands during a nontrivial cycle.

cells at opposite sides, reflecting the opposite Chern num-
bers ±1 of these bands. The resulting charge and energy
currents in the two bands are explained in Fig. 5. As
seen from the figure, the net charge current is produced
when the two bands are unequally occupied. The counter
translations of Wannier centers also bring about energy
current. Since single-particle energies have opposite signs
in the two bands, energy is transported via these bands
in the same direction. This implies that, unlike charge
pumping, unequal band occupancy is not required for en-
ergy pumping, putting a qualitative interpretation on Qh

and its high-temperature behavior.

Thus far, we have assumed the half-filled system (µ =
0). Finally, we briefly summarize the µ-dependence. For
µ = ∞, f+ = f− = 1 at zero and finite temperatures.

In this case, we find that Qρ = 0 and Qh = −2δ for the
assumed protocol. The former is obvious from

∑

nCn =
0. The latter is twice as much as Qh at half-filling, and is
reasonably interpreted as cooperative contributions from
two filled bands. Needless to say, Qρ = Qh = 0 for
µ = −∞.

VI. SUMMARY

We have studied energy polarization and energy pump-
ing in the fermionic RM model at half filling. For this
model, the summation of Berry phases over all bands de-
fines the global Berry phase and the associated winding
number. This is a Z invariant that identifies topological
phases in generic 1D systems even in the absence of sym-
metry. We analyze charge and energy polarizations us-
ing the second-quantization formalism and connect them
to the relevant cell-to-cell currents in terms of current
continuity equations. The expectation values of polar-
izations at finite temperatures lead to generic pumping
formulas that describe instantaneous currents flowing in
an arbitrary adiabatic cycle. Following these formula-
tions, we compare charge pumping and energy pumping
in a particular cycle through numerical calculations. The
pumped charge Qρ per cycle is quantized at unity in the
low-temperature regime, whereas it vanishes in the high-
temperature limit. Conversely, the pumped energy Qh

is entirely temperature-independent and follows a rela-
tion Qh/δ = −1 irrespective of the pumping amplitude
δ. An explicit explanation is given for the energy pump-
ing in terms of the global Berry phase for all bands and
the related topological phase transitions occurring in the
pumping sequence.
Energy and heat currents are equivalent at half-filling.

Hence, it is expected that a controlled cyclic modulation
of parameters in a finite segment of the system produces a
temperature difference between two outer portions. This
is a topological Peltier-like effect, which may be experi-
mentally tested on optical lattices.
In the present study, we do not explicitly consider dissi-

pation and relaxation processes, which tend to force the
system into an instantaneous equilibrium state. They
could be caused by a heat bath in contact with the sys-
tem. Thus, incorporating the system-bath coupling into
a concrete pumping model may be an interesting topic of
future study.
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